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FOURTH SESSION-EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, l8th May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

IlRATEB,

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 123) further to amend the Adul-
teration Act.-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbi-
nière.)

Bill (No. 124) to amend the Inland Revenue
Act.-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinlre.)

Bill (No. 125) to amend the Act respecting
canned goods.-(Mr. Ellis.)

ADMISSION TO MILITARY SCHOOL,
FREDERICTON, N.B.

Mr. McDOUGALL (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

What commanding efficer recommended the ad-
mission for instruction at the Military School at
Fredericton, New Brunswick, of the following
persons from the county of Cape Breton: Arc-h-
ibald J. MoDougall, Dan. J. McDougail, Hugh P.
McKinnon and Francis H. McKenzie? To what
volunteer companies did they · belong and how
long have they been members of such company ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). The information ihas

not been recelved yet·

MR. D. C. F. BLISS.

Sir CHARLES FIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. What le the position, or what are the posi-
tions held by Mr. D. C. F. Blias in the public
service and when was he appointed to It or them?

2. What positions has he held, if any, ln the
Yukon district ? (a) What, If any, positions does
he now hold there ? (b) Wiiat salary has been

paid him and at what rate in connection there-
with ?

I may say, fMr. Speaker, that the hon. Min-
ister answered part of this question yester-
day, but subsection (b) and section 3, as to
what amount of salary has bean paid Mr.
Bliss. since holding a position in the Yukon
district and .what amount of travelling ex-
penses, he has not auswered.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). In addition to tbe
information given yesterday, I may say :
That Major Bliss was paid up to June 30th
last his salary as second-elass elerk at tbe
rate of $1,400 per year. In addition he was
paid for the two months, May and June, his
pay as major at $115 per month, equal to
$230. Since the 30th June last, his salary
as second-class clerk bas been discontinued
and his name removed from the civil service
llst, and he has been paid by the day at
double pay of his rank, equal to $7.80 per
day, amounting to $2,371.20. I am unable
to give the travelling expenses as there is
no separate account ln the department, and
there will be no separate account for his
expenses. except those of his recent trip
made to Ottawa, the account for w alch will
come lu later on. I will be very glad to
give the particulars.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. ls
it possible that that part of the question
could be answered by giving the allowance ?
Something might have been allowed him for
which he would have to account.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND De.
FENCE. I did not observe that.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
wili let the question go, so far as I am con-
cerned. Perhape the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Borden) can give the Information acrosa the
floor of the House at some future time.
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POLES FOR ST. LAWRENCE TELE-
GRAPH LINE.

ti mi :-189ç-97, $243.50 ; 1897-98, $78.50 ; 1898-
99, so far, $325.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:| LEONCE P. BILODEAU, OF ROBERVAL.

1. Is the Government getting out cedar posts
for the telegraph line on the north shore of the
St. Lawrence ?

2. If so, who has the contract and what Is the
price per post, and where deliverable ?

3. Were tenders called for ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. Yes. 2.
Mr. L. P. DeCourval, of Arthîabaska. P.Q.,
at 85 cents per pole, deliverable at Chicou-
timi, St. Alphohse, Grande Baie, St. Alexis,
Anse St. Jean, Tadousac or Bergeronnes. 3.
Tenders were called for. Four were re-
eeived, the lowest of which was that of Mr.
DeCourval for $1.15 per pole, but the Minis-
ter considering the price too high succeeded
ln having it reduced to 85 cents per pole
as stated above.

W. T. O'DONAHUE, 0F ROBERVAL.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:

1. Is it true that the Government la paylng, or
has pald a salary to one W. T. O'Donabue, of
Roberval, in the county of Chicoutimi, as care-
taker of the dredge in winter quarters at that
place

2. If so, what la the amount per day, or per
month, pald to that person ?

3. How much has the care of the said vessel
cost to date ?

4. Who recommended O'Donahue to the Gov-
ernment for that service ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND.
FISITERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. Yes. 2.
$20 per month. 3. $20. 4. Mr. P. V. Sa-
vard, M.P.

CLAIMS OF J. A. CLAREAU.

Mr. OASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:

Has J. A. Clareau, hotel-keeper, of Chicoutimi,
presented, since June, 1896, to the Department
of Public Works, through the intervention of
J. C. Blais, engineer, claims for timber and other
material furnished by hlm for the construction
or repalring of the wharf at Chicoutimi or at
Ste. Aune ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davles). Mr. J. A.
Clareau bas been pald the following sums
for timber supplied to the work at Chlcou-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Plctou).

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:

1. Has one Léonce P. Bilodeau, of Roberval,
been employed by J. C. Blais, superinten-lent
of the construction of wharfs in Chicoutimi, as
a carter or otherwise, since June, 1896 ?

2. If so, what sums has he recelved for h4s
services as a carter, and how much has been
paid to him for other services ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. It does
not appear that Mr. Léonce P. Bilodeau, of
Roberval, has been eniployed in any capa-
city.

DR. J. A. DUCHESNE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Has Dr. J. A. DucheE te, veterinary surgeon,

of Chicoutimi, solicited, directly or through
others, the work of inspecting cattle for tuber-
culosis In the county of Chicoutimi, since June,
1896 ?

2. Is it true that he has complained of the fact
that Dr. Hall was appointed to do the work ln
his district ?

3. If so, what were the reasons given to Dr.
Duchesne for refusing him the sald work ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr.
Fisher). I may say, Mr. Speaker, that there
Is a considerable correspondence on this sub-
ject In the department which cannot be pro-
perly represented by a categorical answer
to this question. Therefore, I must Ask
the hon. gentleman to make a motion for
the papers, and I will bring them down at
once.

DR. HALL, OF QUEBEC.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron),asked:

1. Has Dr. Hall, veterinary surgeon, of Que-
bec, been appointed to inspect cattle for the dis-
covery of tuberculosis, at Hébertville, and else-
where, in the county of Chicoutimi ?

2. If so, who authorized him to act, and on
whose recommendation ?

3. How many herds has he examined ?
4. Is It true that he bas been repiaced ln the

work of inspection by one of his brothers ?
The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE (Mr.

Fisher). I must answer this question In the
same way as I did the one that Immediately
preceded It.
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WHARFS AT PERIBONKA AND
RIVIERE-A-LA-PIPE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Is it true that P. Pednault, Thos. Tremblay

and two others, day labourers, of the town of
Chicoutimi, now are or have been employed since'
the lst January, 1899, at the construction of the
wharfs at Péribonka and Rivière-à-la-Pipe, ln
Lake St. John district ?

2. If so, what is the price per day paid to
each of them, and how much are they paid for
travelling expenses and board ?

The MINSTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. The de-
partment has no means of ascertaining whe-
ther any of the men employed on these
works come from Chicoutimi. The name
of Thomas Tremblay appears for twenty-
five days a# Péribonka ln March, 1899. 2.
Twenty-five days at $1.50 ; total, $37.50-
no board and no travelling expenses. The
name of P. Pedn-ault does not appear.

P. PEDNAULT, OF CHICOUTIMI.

Mr. C A.SGRAIN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Has 1. P. Pednault, of Chicoutimi, been

employed by the Government since June, 1896,
at the construction of wharfs at Chicoutimi, or
otherwise ?

2. If so, what amount of money has been paid
to. him since that date, and what for ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The vouch-
ers ln the department do not contain the
name of P. Pednault in connection with con-
struction of wharfs at Chicoutimi or other-
wise.

NAVIGABILITY OF HUDSON STRAITS.

Mr. ROCHE asked :
1. What was the cost of the expedition sent

by this Government to test the navigability of
the Hudson Straits ?

2. What action does the Government propose
to take on the strength of information obtained
by the expedition ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. The
cost was $40,141.98. 2. No action Is at pre-
sent contemplated.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS-MR. FRED
PETERS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pic-
tou). Before the Orders of the Day are call-
ed, I regret to say I am oblIged to trouble the
House, but only for a moment, ln regard

to a personal matter. I desire to call at-
tention to a misrepresentation of myself
and of a gentleman who happens to be con-
nected with me ln the profession of law,
by a return laid on the Table of the House.
I do not remember ever having occasion to
refer to a newspaper article before, and the
"Globe " correspondent, in regard to matters
before the House, I can safely say, so
far as I know, has been singularly
fair in statements of fact. But, ln
connection with a return of correspond-
ence about liquor permits with Mr.
Frederick Peters, a return was brought
down to this House in which, notwithstand-
ing that the House ordered copies of all
letters and all telegrams, there was, on the
first page of the return, in regard to the
most important document that had been dis-
cussed in debate, merely a memorandum
saying "' A private telegram ln cipher had
been recelved from Mr. Frederick Peters by
Sir Louis Davies "-no date and no parti-
culars-" the answer was as follows "-then
follows a telegram without a date. Conse-
quently, the "Globe " is able to infer :

A return placed on the Table of the House
this afternoon shows some interesting correspon.
dence that took place between Hon. F. Peters, of
Victoria, who is Sir Hibbert Tupper's law part-
ner, and the Federal Government. A private
telegram in cipher from Mr. Peters solicited per-
mission for a client to take in a quantity of
whisky. To this despatch Sir Louis Davies, to
whom it was addressed, answered-

Now, not so much In my own defence, but
in justice to Mr. Peters, who happens to be,
I suppose, as good a Liberal as there is on
the Government side, I desire to say that
that statement is false on the representa-
tion of Mr. Peters to me, to whom I have
spoken on the matter. He could not honour-
ably have had a client at that time He
was not then a partner of mine. I know no
more of the matter than this-the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies)
sent to borrow my personal cipher with Mr.
Peters, who, with me, was walting for a
call to the bar of British Columbia. I never
was shown either by Mr. Peters or by the
Minister a line of that cipher telegram. I
never asked as to its. contents and never
knew as to Its contents, whether it was a
request for a permit or what it was. It
was no more my business than It was the
business of any hon. member in this House.
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If the Insinuation in the "Globe" news-
paper was right, Mr. Peters bad no rIght to
be called to the bar of the province of Brit-
Ish Columbia, as he was not permitted,
when waiting for a call, t'o have clients or
deal professionaUly with matters of that kind.
While I am on my feet, and in justice to
him, In view of this statement, I may add
that having heard what was said In regard
to his application, I asked him about it, after
the statement was made in this House, and
he told me that he had written or com-
municated that telegram to his old friend
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries In a
purely personal and non-business way, that
lhe had not an interest of a dollar, or a six-
pence, let alone being concerned with me
in any way, shape or form. Under these
circumstances, I again call the attention of
the Government to the matter, as I did yes.
terday, before this misleading statement
was put in the paper. I call their attention
to It in order to have the return at the earli-
est possible date. I do not ask to have the
contents of that cipher, though I am per-
fectly ready to have them put with the re-
turns before the House, and, from Mr. Peters'
statement to me, there is not a word of
that telegram that cannot see the light of
day. But the dates are Important, for he
was not my partner until July, 1898, and
these telegrame were sent In February,
while I was here attending to my business
Mu the House, and he was at Victoria, B.C.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I bave done everything
I could. I moved in my place for re-
turns, and I have called attention to them
across the floor of the House. I banded the
Prime Minister (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) a
memorandum of those that I am urgent-
ly In need of for the preparation of
very important work to be brought to
the £ttentlon of the House of Commons;
and I bave to say, that I shall regret ex-
ceedingly, if it becomes my duty, to-morrow
or any subsequent day wheu the House is
moved into Supply, to take up considerable
time in discussing the nature of aR these re-
quests and all these motionUs, and the rea-
sons at large why 1 want them..

QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY ADJOJRNMENT.

Mr. McMULLEN. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I think the House would like
to learu f rom the Government, as early

Bir CHARLES HiBBERT TUPPER (Pc-tou).

as possible what they intend to do
with regard to the adjournment for
Queen's birthday, next Wednesday. Prob-
ably, the members would like to know
ln order that they may make their arrange-
ments. Monday is private members' day,
and I notice that a large portion of the no-
tices of motion have been run over two or
three times. Tuesday Is Government day,
and, of course, if there was an adjourn-
ment given, say from Friday night till
Thursday, we might, If the Government
were disposed, take the following Saturday
in place of Tuesday. That would give the
members an opportunity of going home. Of
course, if we took the following Saturday
ln place of Tuesday, no time would be lost.
I think it would be well that we should
learn the intention of the GcPvernment on
this point as early as possible.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton). I
would like to say, that there Is a great deal
of force in what the hon. gentleman has
said. The Government would lose no time ;
the only day that would be lost would be a
private day, and, as private business is
pretty well advanced, we would probably
be on Saturday quite as far advanced with-
out putting members on both sides of the
House to the inconvenience that would
naturally follow a meeting for a single day.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). This is a matter as to which the Gov-
ernment would be disposed to yield largely
to the views of the House. At the present
time I must say, that I had not contem-
plated any such step, and I have just given
notice of the usual holiday on the Queen's
birthday. But members can think It over,
and, if our friends ln- the Opposition can
give us some assurance that we will pr-
ceed with the business, we miglit agree to
the proposition.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Assuming that
the return w:ll be brought down.

The PRIME MINISTER. I am afraid
that no returns will satisfy my hon. friend.
At all events, we will let the matter stand
until elght o'clock.

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION.
Mr. N. C. WALLACE (West York).

Before the Orders of the Day are called, 1
would like to call the attention of the hon.
the Prime Minister to a despatch appearing
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in to-day's Montreal "'Gazette," with refer.
ence to the meetings and the proceedings of
the International Commission. I will read
a brief extract or two :

It can be stated that if the commission re-con-
venes it will only do so upon a complete aban-
donment of the old basis, which proved to be
unsuitable to the erection of a complete agree-
ment, and the United States Government will
bave some sort of assurance ln advance of the
nature and degree of the concessions that may
be expected from the other side, the lack of
which, it is said, caused the fallure of the first
negotiations. The negotiations bave taken a
new turn by the suggestion that the Alaskan
boundary question be submitted to arbitration,-
independent of the other Issues involved, thus
leaving the commission free to resume Its work
con the many other pending questions.

Then, I read, ln another despateh:

It has now been acertained that when the com-
mission adjourned, Sir Julian Pauncefote, the
British Ambassador at Washington, and Secre-
tary of State Hay had a conference at which it
was decided that the topics under consideration
by the comntission should form the subject of
priva-te negotiations between the Ambassador
and the Secretary, with the understanding that
If a settlement was reached its details should be
communicated to the commission, and formally
promulgated as the official conclusion of its
members. The negotiations have progressed
steadily, and since Sir Julian Pauncefote's return
to London, have made unusual rapid headway,
as the Ambassador is able to consult dally with
Lord Salisbury and Mr. Chamberlain concerning
all questions of interest to the Foreign and Col-
onial Offices.
I would like to ask the First Minister, if it
Is true, that arrangements havel been made
for a commission to be appointed to settle
the Alaskan boundary, and if the state-
ments made ln this despatch are correct.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I have to say to my hon. friend, that
the Montreal "Gazette" is evidently astray.
The question is to-day ln the same position
that we left it at Washington. When we
left It at Washington, as it bas been stated
on the floor of the House, and I can repeat
now, substantial progress had been made
upon most of the questions submitted to the
commission, with the single exception of
the Alaskan boundary. On that question, as
the .House knows, we could not come to an
agreement, we could not agree to accept the
terms which. were laid down by our Ameri-
can fellow-commissioners, and we referred
the matter to the two Governments interest-
ed, which have had it In band ever since.

THE CASE OF MR. CHRISTIE.

Mr. ROCHE. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I move:

That all the papers brought down to the Bouse
relating to the case of Mr. Chrietie,- lately an
offcer la the Inland Revenue Department at
Winnipeg, be referred to the Committee on Pub-
lic Account.

Mr. SPEAKER. This motion should be
made under the head of motions.

Mr. FOSTER. That is true, but the com-
mittee are very eagerly waiting to be called
together, and this business will be taken
up at the first meeting.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I have no objection ; but this is not
the proper time.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is only by
consent.

Motion agreed to.

FRIENDLY SOCIETY INSURANCE.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Two or three weeks
ago, the Minister of Finance introduced
a Bill dealing with the question of
friendly society insurance. Since that
time, we notice lu the public press that
the Canadian Fraternal Association, which
represents all these societies. have made cer-
tain representations to the department over
which the hon. gentleman presides. It bas
also been stated lu the public press that the
local Government of the province of Ontario
have made representations, presumably
upon the question of the powers of this Par-
liament to deal w1th the question referred
to ln the Bill. These matters have, no doubt,
been under the consideration of the Govern-
ment. The matter is of considerable im-
portance to a great number of these socie-
ties, and, If the Bill is to be pressed4 they
desire to call their members together, and
I should like to ask the bon. Minister of Fi-
nance (Mr. Fielding), whether the Govern-
ment have yet formed a policy upon this
question, as to whether they intend to pro-
ceed this year with the Bill or not.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). Mr. Speaker, I shall be glad
to avail myself of the hon. gentleman's ques-
tion to make a statement upon the subjecL
It is correct, as the hon. gentleman has
said, that I was waited npon by a deputation
representing fraternal organizations, who
stated to me that before further action on
the Bill they desired an opportunity of call-
ing their various bodies together to consider
its provisions. It was represented that the
calling of special meetings of these secieties
would entail considerable expense. In coa-
sideration of that I have decided not to pro-
ceed with the Bill during the current year.
An announcement will be sent to-day to the
gentleman at the head of the deputation
which did me the honour to walt on me
upon the subject. As to the second question
of thy hon. friend, I may say that the Gov-
ernment of Ontarlo did make representations
on the subject touching the constitutionality
of the measure. I think .that they have
some erroneous impression as to the alm
and intent:on of the BM. However, as we
are not to proceed with it this sesion, no
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good purpose could be served by going into as good as 1 had hoped they would have
that question. been. The water is faing, and there are

a very few feet of water at lier prow. -How
ST. LAWRENCE CHANNEL. she got sù far out of ler course I cannot

understand. No inquiry bias been made, but
Mr. J. G. H. BERGERON (Beauharnois). It is alleged by the plot that the vessel

Mr. Speaker, before the Orders of the Day 1 would fot answer ber helm, and it Is al-
are called, I desire to call the attention of1 leged by others, acrdlng to the ofeer,
the Government to a matter off very great 1 whose report I have received,. that the steer-
importance. We siw by the papers the other kng gear would dot work. Efforts were
day that the steaer'Gala,," belonging t made yesterday t get lier off and they are
the Aflan LUne,lias already gone ashorea, being repeated to-day by a number o tugs
and aithougl I have no doubt, from the re- land other boats. As t the buoying of the
port I have seen, that it is not the faut of St. Lawrence channels there is no dispute,
the buoys or the channel, stilli, 1think it ç, it is althere been, betwee the Public
about time to find out from the ion. Minis- Works Department and the Department o
ter of Marine and Fisheres (Sir Louls Marine and F sherles. The worke was let
Davies), whether e bas com e to any agree- last year and athougi ma ty complaints
ment witb the on. Minister o tPobe have been forwarded-
horks (Mr. Tarte), as to whieh departrent
ntLe work of protecting this channel belong sr oats. AToE T the of the

-the Departsent of Marine and Fiserles t trawtors
or the Department of Public Works. I un- The MINISTER 0F MARINE 'AND
derstand that it lias been under the manage- FISHERIErS. No.
ment of the ion. Minister o-f Marine andWorkDeartmnadheeparme
t oriseries.I dne nt want, at thLsopresezt Sirine CaR ses hBe workUwsE
norent, weernd rne hon. friend that tec at ya and aot
eontract seems te hoave been carried ofto The M wISTER F MARINE AN

WoQtter inM.cars gne by than it was last FSHERIES. I called for tenders, and, o
year, but ok onlypoint that hnnW wlsh to ourse, I Had tES acept the owet tender.
bring to bis notice is as te, whetber he bas~ Mr. BERGERON. You are net botind te
corne te arrangement or au agreement d 1with Dep hon. Minister of Publie Works as acor ?
to te pfutre way of giving that contract. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
dast year was a most disastrus year for FISHERIES. The diserepancy between the
therade between Montreal and Quebe..fr tender Iaccepted and thattohf the od con-

ttink about fourteen vessels went ashore or tractors was large. Sincenstes & MeNaug-
bivent tstiy due to the placing of buoys In ton.were the old contrâctors, ani Mr. Kane.
bad places. owf Qaiebey, was the contractr for last fvgar.i

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISLtERIES (Sir Louis Davies). No, not
dlue to the placing of the buoys.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). The ships drew too much water.

Mr. BERGERON. Tiis remark lias no-
thing to do with the "Gallia," I think. I
am only drawing my hon. friend-s attention
Io the matter, because' the trade of Mont-
repl has been inchI Interested in it. Last
year was a most disastrous one, and when
the trouble has commenced so early this
year it is time that my hon. friend, or his
department, should consider whether his
department or the Department of Public
Works are responsible for seelng that such
disasters do not occur again.

The MINISTER OF MARINE .AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I cannot
see that disasters wiI not occur again. All
I eau see is that everythlng le done, so far
as the Department of Marine and Fisheries
le coacerned, to make the best use qf these
aids to navigation. The "Gallia9" le ashore
very far away from the channel altogether
out of her course, and I am sorry to say,
from the report I received this morning,
that the prospects of her getting off are not

Mr. FIELDING.

Altliough there was a good deal of talk in
the newspaper press as to the manner in
whici he carried out his contract. my oi-
cers are not able to state very serious
grounds of complaint. The commercial body
of Montreal did not seem satisfied unless
the contract was taken hold of by the de-
partment, and, as we are anxious to com-
ply with their wishes, the work this year
will be carried out by the department, and
under the direct supervision and responsi-
bility of the officers of the department.

Mr. BERGERON1i. Which department ?
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND

FISHERIES. The Marine and Fisheries
Department. Effective measures are being
taken to ensure the buoys being laid down
properly so that there will be no ground
of complaInt at all. I bave not beard any
complaints this year. The officer who was
in the employ of Sincennes & McNiughton
wIlU be engaged in this work. A steamer
was built last year, specially for the purpose,
which I propose to purchase from Mr. Kane,
of Quebec, and I will ask forea grant to en-
able me to pay for it. Coi. Anderson will
have direet charge of the work, which ill
be carried on under Mr. Fraser, the engi-
neer. We have also the officer who for
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years has doue the practical part of the
work, and whose services we are retaining.

Sir CHARLES HIBBDRT TUPPER.
What is the estimated cost of the work ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. We do not assume ehat the
cost of the work will be greater than It was
before, but there will be some extra expense
for the reason that the anchors used for
anchoring the buoys were said to be danger-
ous to ships, and we are substituting new
and improved anchors. There will also be
a number of new buoys, erected at the re-
quest of the Montreal commercial and In-
surance bodies. In point of fact, I may say,
everything is belng done whieh they desired
to be done, ln regard to new lights and new
buoys being put wherever they desired
them, and everything that possibly can be
done. There is nothing reasonable that they
think we should supply that is 'iôt supplied.

Mr. BERGERON. I am glad to hear that,
because, I think, It Is the best economy.
h is better te spend some money and see
that these disasters are avoided.

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL

The .House went Into committee to con-
-sider a certain resolution respecting the
Drummond County Railway.-(Mr. Blair.)

(In the Committee.)
Mr. J. G. HAGGART (South Lanark).

Mr. Chairmoan, the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals (Mr. Blair) lu Introducing
this resolution, the other day, spoke of the
policy of the Government In reference to this
extension, and In support of that policy re-
ferred to some remarks which I had made
some time ago In the House. and also to
my evidence b.jfore the committee that wAs
appointed to inquire into this expenditure.
At first I Intend to spend a few moments
for t'de purpose of considering this policy.
As I stated before, In the House, In 1894. I
ordered inquiries to be made by my de-
partnent to find out what the cost would
be of the extension of the Intercolonial Rail-
way to Montreal. My reasons, as I stated
theni In the House at that time, for doing
this, were that, on eccount of the difficulties
which I had contiuually with the C(anadian
Pacflie RailWay Company and with the
Grand Trunk Railway Company on account
of t'x' want of connections between the
Grand Trunk Railway and the 'Intercolonial
Rallway at Point Levis, the state of affairs
was becoming Intolerable, and I thought
it would be lu the interest of the country
+bat means should be taken for the purpose
of remedying it.

Before going into that question it may be
well to conslder the arrangement we had
with the Canadian Pacific Railway. The
MInIster (Mr. Blair) declared the other nlght,
that it was, perhaps, the most Infamous ar-
rangement that ever was entered into by a

Government. He did not hold me exaetly
responsible, because the arrangement was
made by Sir John Macdonald when Minister
of 'Railways lu 1890, but as the successor
of that gentleman, I adopted the policy and
became responsible for It. Mr. Speaker, I
may state to this House that I am responsible
for it ln every respect, and the statement
made by the Minister of Railways cannot be
borne out by the document which I have at
present in my hand. I intend to dwell par-
ticularly on that point, as, perhaps, that ar-
rangement was one of the reasons which en-
tered into the consideration of the policy of
extendIng the road. The hon. Minister (Mr.
Blair), ln speaking of that arrangement, said,
as reported in "Hansard":

There was one provision under which the Gov-
crnment of Canada or the Department of Rail-
ways solemnly and firmly bound itself to observe,
through its officers and employees : absolute neu-
trality between the Canadian Pacifie Railway and
its own line.
I need not tell you that there Is not a word
of that in the agreement.

Under that contract the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way had the right te go into Intercolonial Rail-
way territory anywhere from St. John to Halifar,
or along that branch of the line and its connec-
tions, to send Its'agents and employees to solicit
business for that line.
The Intercolonial Railway, the Canadian Pa-
eifie Railway, the Grand Trunk Railway, or
any other railway on the continent ot
America, has that right. That is no extra-
ordinary power at all. I asked the Minis-
ter :

Mr. HAGGART. Can you not do that to-day?
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) said:

I will tell the hon. gentleman before I get
through just what can be done to-day. The
Canadian Pacifie Railway had the right under
tha-t contract to send their agents to solicit that
business for the Canadian Pacific Railway short
line from St. John to Montreal in preference to
its going by the Intercolonial Railway via Monc-
ton and Lévis, and under this agreement the
Government of Canada eolemnly bound itself with
the Canadian Pacific Railway se that the em-
ployees of the Government eculd net solicit busi-
nes.
I gave the most empathie denial to any such
statement, and said :

Mr. HAGGART. There is nothing of this klad
in the agreement.
Nor Is there, Mr. Speaker. However, the
Minister said :

I do not think it would be possible to imagine
any mcre humiliating position for the Govern-
ment or our railway to be in than that which I
have depicted. Just imagine the employees, our
paid agents, who would naturally have an inter-
est in seeing us do the business, in seeing the
businessýcome ever our own road, the long haul
to Montreal, rather than leave it at Moncton to
then take the Canadian Pacifie Rail-way to the
west, net caring to make an appeal to the patrons
of our road to send their business over It, but
being compelled to stand by and allow our road
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to be run down and all sorts of representations
to be made derogatory to it without being al.
lowed to open their mouths in dissent, under the
penalty of being charged with violating the com-
pact entered into;
And there is a lot more talk to that effect.
Let me read the agreement which bears upon
that particular point, and let us see how
much support that agreement gives to the
observations made by the Minister of Rail-
ways (Mr. Blair). Here is the part of the
agreement which refers particularly to
that :

The Minister of Railways and Canals shall use
every endeavour to cause the station agents or
local ticket and freight agents at stations on the
line of the Intercolonial Railway east of St.
John, excepting St. John, except as hereini-
after provided, to be strictly neutral as between
the Canadian Pacifie Railway via St. John, N.B.,
and other lines competing with it, and to way-
bill freight and sell tickets by such of these
routes as may be indicated by shippers or passen-
gers.
A subsequent clause says:

Either party sihall be free to employ such can-
vassing agents as It may see fit, and the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company shall be free to
establish such agencies at points on the Intercol-
orial Railway east of St. John as its interests
may require ; provided, however, that should it
esta.blish agencies for the sale of tickets and
canvassing for freight at points on the Intercol-
onial Railway east of St. John where other lin.es
of railway competing with the Canadian Pacific
Railway, via Point Lévis or Chaudière Junction,
have not established similar agencies, the pre-
ceding clause as to neutrality shall not apply
to such points ; but if the Government or any
railway company competing with the Canadian
Pacifie Railway via Point Lévis or Chaudière
Junction, shall likewise establish such agencies
at the same points the conditions as to neutrality
shall be observed by the station agents, local
ticket and frelght agents of the Intercolonial
Railway at such stations.

This agreement was made in 1890. It was
the policy of the Conservative Government
at that time to draw as much traffie as they
could to Halifax. Their object was to give
close connection to the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, and to induce the Canadian Pacifie
Railway to make its terminal point at Hall-
fax to the sea-coast. In order to do that
the Canadian Pacifle Railway said: What
is the use of us looking for freight et the
points were Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick ; and transatlantic freights. The Gov-
ernment said te themr: We will maintain our
own rates for freight and passengers, and
the control of them both loeSl and otherwise
over our own ine, and any arrangements
which you can make for frelght, taking It
over the road on these conditions, we are
perfectly agreeable to. We made such
freight and passenger arrangements with the
Canadian Pacnc Railway-and the Grand
Trunk Ralâwa hea a.contract similar at the
sane time-that 1 hope the hon. gentleman's
present traffDe arrangements wll be at least
equal to them. If they are they wll be
satlsfactory. Now, as te the statement

Mr. HAGGART.

made by the hon. Minister (Mr. Blair). I
wonder how he could come to make such a
statement when he bas an interpretation of
these two clauses, and an opinion upon these
two clauses in bis own department, from the
then Minister of Justice, Sir John Thompson,
as to the liability of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, as to what the Intercolonial Rail-
way employees had a right to do under the
circumnstances. What we stated was simply
this : That when two railway companies, the
Grand Trunk Rallway and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, had established agencies at
any point on the Intercolonial Railway, that
the Intercolonial Railway authorities should
be perfectly neutral between them ; and that
If the Grand Trunk Railway should not es-
tablish ageneles on the Intercolonial Rail-
way in opposition to the Canadian Pacifle
Railway, we had the right to establish
agencies ourselves for the purpose of taking
passengers over our long route. What is
there, then, to complain about ? The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) had an opportunity of
termlnatiug that agreement. The agreement
lasted only for seven years, and he bas given
a year's notice, and why does he not at the
end of the year, when the notice bas expried,
put a termination to this agreement. I will
tell you why, Mr. Speaker, it is because It
Is not possible for hlim to make with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, or any other rail-
way company, a better arrangement. He
will be obliged, in the irterests of Nova
Seotia, and of the eastern provinces, to see
that communication is kept up with St. John
and Halifax.

If he does not accede to the traffie arrange-
ment which Sir John Macdonald entered Into
in 1890, he will not be able tò make terms
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway for car-
rying on business; and, if he terminates
that agreement, he will run the risk that the
traffie now carried to St. John by the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway will find a port of exit
outside of oui- own country, and the hon.
gentleman and this lHouse will find, when
they come to consider this question at the
sext meeting of Parliament, that no more
favourable arrangement can be made with
the Canadian Pacifie Railway than at pre-
sent exists.

Now, as to the policy which I adopted,
whieh the hon. gentleman cites in support
of his scheme, let me say a· word. I had
contiuvel trouble with the connections made
with the Grand Trunk Railway. They did
not seem to care a bit about their connec-
tions with the Intercolonial. Passengers
crriving at Lvls found themselves delayed
for an hour, perhaps, before the Grand Trunk
train would start for Montreal. The Grand
Trunk Railway Company had not agents in
Nova Scotia or New Brunswick looking after
freight. The Oani.adian Pacifle Railway
agents were far .wore Intelligent, I11dustri-
nus and active, and the consequence was
that freiglit was belng diverted around by
St. John Intesd of being sent over our own
road. EfMorts were made to obtain better
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arrangements with the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, but they appeared utterly indifferent.
If the Grand Trunk Rallway had had its
present active management, there would
have been no necessity for those efforts or
for making the conneetion. For some time
I considered the matter. I ordered my de-
puty to inquire what would be the cost of
making the connection. I got figures from
him ; but, after considering the question for
a couple of years, I abandoned the project.
I will say for my colleagues that I only con-
sulted one or two-I think the Minister Of
Finance (Mr. Foster), who was greatly op-
posed to it, and Mr. Ives, wbo was favour-
able to it. I never had even a consultation
wIth the rest of the Cabinet on the subjeet.
So that, however much I 'am bound by the
policy of the present Minister of Railways
ln regard to an extenslon of some kind to
Montreal from Lévis, the late Government
were In no way bound to it.

What was open to the hon. gentleman,
then, when he decided on makIng a connec-
tion with Montreal ? There were three or
four routes open to him. There was the
Grand Trunk via Richmond to Point Lévis.
There was Ihe road he has adopted via Ste.
Rosalie to Chaudière Junction. There was
the South Shore road, with the connection
from Montreal to Sorel, on which subsidies
have been pald, and on a part of the Une
from Sorel to Point Lévis. There was also
the connection of the North Shore road
when it was finished, and when we have
the bridge across the St. Lawrence at Que-
bec, whieh I suppose we may look for in
the near future, If these hon. gentlemen
keep the promises they made on that 'sub-
ject when in Opposition. We have also the
promise of the Minister of Publie Works and
the hon. member for Nicolet (Mr. Leduc),
that subsidies wIll be granted to the South
Shore road; and the Minister of Public
Works says: "My promise, gentlemen, is as
good as gold, and the Government wil give
assistance for the extension of that road
from Sorel to Lévis." I am glad the Gov-
ernment did not consider the connection by
the Grand Trunk via Richmond to Point
Lévis, because if we had to pay for that in
proportion to what we have to pay for the
Une from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal, the Grand
Trunk would have received a sum of money
that would have built two Grand Trunk
railways of that length. The hon. gen-
tleman has adopted the route from Ste.
Rosalie to Montreal ; and of all the
bargains that a Parliament of thls
country ever considered, to use the hoD.
Minister's own language, the two most vile
and infamous ones were that made for the
lease of the Drummond County Railway andI
that for the use of the Gï•and Trunk Une'
from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal. Let me deal
with regard to the bargain made for the
lease of the Drimrmond County Railway.
let me read the tiwo bargains which the
hon. gentleman made at different times,

and let us compare the one with the other.
Here is the lease and agreement made on
the 15th day of May, in the year 1897, be-
tween Mr. J, N. Greenshields, the President
of the Druminond County Railway, and An-
drew G. Blair, Minister of Railways and
Canals. This is one of the provisions :

That the company, for the consideration afore-
said, will build and finish, according to the In-
tercolonial Railway standard, the uncompleted
portion of its main Une at or near Forestdale-
The distance between Ste. Rosalie Junction
and Ohaudière Bridge is 115 miles, andi the
distance from Chaudière to a place called
Moose Park is 43 miles, but the contract is
for elght miles more, or 51 miles, which was
to be the new portion of the road.
-to the western side of the Chaudière River,
subject to the satisfaction and approval of the
Government railway engineer, on or before the
lst day of November, 1897, and will lay the road-
bed of the said uncompleted portion of its line
hereby agreed to be constructed with new steel
rails of not less than 70 pounds weight per yard
for the same distance, and as part of such con-
struction will make all proper and necessary
connections with the main line of the Grand
Trunk Railway at or near the west end of the
Chaudière Bridge to the like satisfaction of the
Engineer of Government Railways, and will, in
connection with the said construction, construct
and finish all proper and necessary station build-
ings, stations, sidings, switches, tanks, buildings,
coal sheds, cattle guards, crossings and other ne-
cessary appurtenances, as required by the Min-
ister, and to the satisfaction of the Engineer of
Government Railways, and according to such
plans as shall be furnished on the request of the
company by the Department of Railways and
Canals.

With regard to the uncompleted portion,
this is the agreement :

That the company will, in the construction of
the uncompleted portion of its Une, construct the
same to the satisfaction of the Government en-
gineer and with a uniform grade of 52·80 per
mile, and in addition on the line already con-
structed will reduce the grades at Carmel Hill

1 and at the St. Francis River to a maximum grade
of 52-80 per mile.

The part of the road from Forestdale to
Chaudfère was to be constructed up to the
standard of the Intercoloniil Railway, and
the constructed portion from Ste. Rosalie
to Forestdale was to be left as ;t was, eX-
cept that these two gra·lents were to be
changed. There Is not a word about the
$1,600,OOO ; there is not a word in that agree-
ment about the deduction of the money
which was given in the form of a subsIdy
for the completion of the road ; there is not
a word of the expenditure on that completed
portion for the purpose of bringing it up to
what the officers of the department thought
was then the required standard. Let me
make a contrast between the, two agree-
ments. Here Is the subsequent agreement
which we had such difficulty In obtalning,
and whieh we have not yet ali produced
hefore the House, but ouly the extracts
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that appeared before the Railway Commit-
tee.

The MINISTER O F RAILWAYS AND
CANA LS. The whole agreement was be-
fore that committee.

An how'». MEMBER. Where is it now ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. It was handed In to the coi-
mittee.

Sir CITARLES TUPPEIR.l It as not been
printed aud distributed.

Mr. HiAGGART. The lion. Minister said
last session that the agreement had been
put before the committee. It was to all ln-
tents aud purposes. Al the clause-s whieh
were necessary to include ln the report were
Included.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. -I urderstood the hon. gentleman
to say that onily a certain portion of the
clauses of that contract were furnished to
the coulinittee last yeat..

Mr. IAGGART. No, what 1 said, or in-
tended tu say, was this, that a copy of the
agreement was before the Committee of ln-
quiry last year ; and ln the report of the evi-
dence all the Important clauses that were
worth printing are printed. But the hon.
gentleman, that saie session, promised to
lay the agreement upon the Table. We
wanted to see the original, because when we
saw the original of the agreement with th?
Grand Trunk Railway last year, we found
that the hon. gentleman had made no agree-
ment at all. He put ln the word " east" Iln-
stead of "west " and maIntained ln the
House that that was corract ; but when he
went back to the department he found he
was entirely wrong. It bas always hitherto
been the custom of the House, when these
matters are discussed, to have not copies of
the agreements but the originals themselves
on the Table. Let me, anyway, show the
distinction and difference between the two
contracts, ln order to justify, from the hon.
gentleman's own words and documents, the
action of this House, not only with regard
to this particular arrangement, but the more
Infamous arrangement with the Grand
Trunk Railway:

That Rer Majesty shall and will ask Her Par-
liament of Canada, at the present session thereof,
for an appropriation sufficlent to enable Her Ma-
Jedty to continue this lease for a year from the
30th day of June next, upon the sanie ternme, pro-
visos and conditions as are herein contained. That
It la agreed by the said company that It shall be
optional with Her Majesty, her successors and
assigns, subject to the ratification of Parliament,
at any time during the term hereby granted, or
any renewal or continuation thereof, to purchase
the said line and branch Unes, and the said other
rights, intereats and property (not including roll-
Ing stock), absolutely and free from all Incum-
brance, at and for-the price and aum of one mil-
1lon six hundred thousand dollars ($1,600,000),
from which sum Is to be deducted all amouÉta

Mr. HAGGART. .

paid or entitled to be paid under the Subsidy
Act, 60-61 Vic., chap. 4, and all amounts re-
maining unexpended or unpaid by the company
ln improving the said railway upon the works
hereafter specified.
The third clause states:

That the company shall and will immediately,
as soon heteafter as the season will admit
thereof, lay out and expend a sum of money
amounting to not less than one hundred thousand
dollars ($100,000) upon such portions of the said
Une of railway and upon such works.
Look at the difference between the two of
these. Capitalize the piymemns whiclh wee
to be made under the agrememns of 1897,
and they amount to nearly $2, 100.000, but
under this agreement the hon, gentleman
asks for $1,600,000 and besides deduets fron
that amount the subsidies that le is pay-
ing to this road.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I would like to ask the non.
gentleman whether, ln making the criticisin
he Is now making, it Is at all material to
know that there iwas no subsidy promised,
arranged or contemplated until after that
agreement was defeated by Parliament ?

Mr. HAGGART. I do not know that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I know it.

Mr. HAGGART. I want to show the dif-
ference between the two. He was to com-
plete the road for a certain annual allow-
ance.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. How could you deduct the sub-
sidy when one was not promised ?

Mr. HAGGART. We had an agreement
to give it anyway ln 1897. It migit have
been afterwards that It was.granted.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. CertaInly It was.

Mr. HAGGART. I thInk a subsidy was
likewise granted for a portion before 1897.
I am sure of It because I read it ln the Sub-
sidy Act myself.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It was not ln force. It had ex-
pIred.

Mr. HAGGART. Then they only renewed
the subsidy. There was also a subsidy
granted by the local government, which had
not expired, but which the local government
had legislated Itself out of. Not only does
the bon. gentleman pay $400,000 less under
this agreement, but he deducts the subsidy
and we cannot find out ,what amount of sub-
sidy has been pald. He says it Is all pald.
Whether It is $100,000 or $123,000 .I do not
know. But the amount, whatever It is, l
to be deducted, also the amount to be ex-
pended on the completed portion of the
road, according to his englneer's estimates,
li order to bring up the standard of the
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road that Is under contract to the specifica-
tion of the Intercolonial. It required $35,-
000 to do that, and that left $65,000 to be
expended on the completed portion of the
road. The bargain which he las made at
present is better than the former one by
$400,000, and also by the amount of subsidy
he bas paid, plus the $65,000, which he has
not to expend on the completed portion of
the rond. Could there be a greater justifi-
cation for the opposition by this Parliament
to the scheme, for the rejection of It by the
Senate, than he bas presented himself. He
said qulte naively and innocently, lu intro-
ducing hils Bill1: We calculated the interest
on the amount of subsidy at a basis of 4
per cent and that would only realize $1,600,-
000. But we got Mr. Fitzgerald to calculate
it, as we were paying the money, and what
-was the value he put on ItL? By the esti-
mate made by the Department of Finance,
the value was $2,100,000. Yet the hon. gen-
tleman asks us to accept the value esti-
mated by the company itself. He said :
Oh, this Is merely an interpretation of the
old arrangement, of the arrangement of last
year, but here is the value that the company
itself puts upon the payments made to it.

Those are the simple facts of the case. I
have here the agreement as it was in 1897,
and as It was In 1898, and there Is another
part of It of which we have not had any in-
formation. We are proceeding 'In this de-
bate without the contract or specîfications
being brought down, without the report of
the engineer as to whether the road is fin-
Ished, as to whether the subsidized portion
of it is finlshed or not, or as to what stand-
ard it has been completed. There Is no re-
port brought down to this House of the ex-
penditure of this $100,000 upon the road.
Nor do we know the amount of subsidy that
has been pald by the -hon. gentleman In this
transaction. We are voting entirply in the
dark. Just fancy a road, nearly 80 miles
of which was completed ln 1890, an option
upon 'which was hawked from one end of
the country to the other, for $500,000, and
that ineluded what the hon. Minister las
not got in lhs bargain, the rolling stock,
which the engineers of is department esti-
mated at a value of $45,00O, which was in-
eluded In the offer of $500,000. The road was
offered to me for $500,000, and it was offered
to others for a far less sum. I have an
agreement with the Grand Trunk Railway
In my possession whlch shows that It was
offered to that company for 35 per cent of
the earnings of the road-and that would not
have realized one-third of the amount whikh
the hon. Minister lias given. It IF ,motorlous
that this railway was virtually a bankrupt
concern, that It was Indebted to the Eastern
Townships Bank for $156,000, and to others
in different parts of the country, $20,000,
makling a total liability of $17,000. And the
owners, I belleve, would ,be glad to lave
tuken the sum- of, say, $50,000, or say,
$75,000, or say, $100,000, which they neyer
expected to realize, and not one tithe of

which they ever put Into the road. The hon.
gentleman says we have the sworn testimony
before the commission as to the expenditure
of over $2,000,000 on the road. What was
the expendIture ? Mr. Fee, Mr. Church and
Mr. Mitchell, we are told, subscribed $133,.
000, or a total of $400,000, which was the
capital in the first place. Is there a person
in this country, except the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, so innocent as to suppose
that these gentlemen put up $133,000 lu
cash ? If there is such a man in this coun-
try, I do not think there is one in this Housè.
Any one acquainted vith modern railway
building knows that they never did any
snch thing. With great difficulty we got from
the book-keeper the statement that before
they could proceed, under the law, $40,000 In
cash had to be paid up, and he says he
thinks he is positive that the $40,000 in cash
was paid up. It calls for a considerable
amounCof faith on the part of any one ac-
quainted with railway promotion to believe
that even $40,000 in cash was put up by the
parties who built the road. The fact of the
matter Is that the road now handed over to
the Government, bad been built out of the
subsidies from the Dominion and provincial
Governments and munielpalities, and the
balance showed the amount of credit, $176,-
000, which they had managed to obtain. No
person who is acqualnted with rallroad build-
ing would suppose that Mr. Churclh put $133,-
000 in cash Into this undertakIng, or that Mr.
Fee, or Mr. Mitchell did It elther. But the
calculation of the hon. Minister Is founded
upon the assumption that they did. Accord-
ing to the hon. Minister, thls road cost $2,-
000,000, and even If you deduet -the amount
of bonuses, you take away only $400,000.
And lie sa.ys It is not right to deduet these
bonuses, that there may be something Inl it,
but that they should not be deducted alto-
gether. Why, then, did he consider it in his
new bargain and make It one of the condi-
tions that the bonuses these gentlemen had
received for building the road sliould be re-
turned to the Government ? Look at the
nice time they had lu the extension of the
road. I have mot found out from the Min-
ister yet whether the amount due to them
for subsidies was taken from the amount
expended In the repaIrs of the road.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The hou. gentleman
has not found that out, because he has not
taken the trouble to ask.

Mr. H AGGART. I think we should have
it before the House. Let us hear the facts.

,The MINISTER OF RAIDWAYS AND
CANALS. I have been endeavouring to fur-
nish, as. far as I possibly could anticipate
his wants, the lnformation that the hon. gen-
tieman would require. But my llmlted capa-
bilities bas not suggested to me that he was
going to .ask a question of that kind.

An bon. M»MBER. You do not kno'w,
then ?
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The MINIS TER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. Minister can-
not tell.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the hon. gentleman (Mr. Hag-
gart) will tell me what he wants to know,
I shall be glad to get him the information.

Mr. HAGGART. There is an amount of
subsidies paid in the four months up to the
end of 1898, and the amount of subsidies
paid since then ; and we do not know
whether they were paid beside the bonus of
$123,000 and the $100,000 expended In build-
ing the road. These gentlemen have entered
into a contract for the extension of the
road from Forestdale to Chaudière Junction.
Though they had an agreement wlth the
Government they were by no means certain
that such an Infamous agreement wound pase
the Parliament of the country. They,wanted
to know that they would have some money
for the extension of the road. Under the
first agreement they entered into, in 1897,
they got. I suppose, the subsidies-for I have
heard no denial-they got $123,000 In bonuses
and th2 Minister comes to their relief with
the expenditure of $100,000. Thus they have
at least $223,000 at the hands of the Govern-
ment, because that is the advance to them
by the Government of the country for the
purpose of carrying out the Drummond Bal-
way arrangement. These are the principal
features of the transaction.

This 115 miles of road Is 'bulît over a com-
paratively level country from Ste. Rosalie
to the Chaudière Junction, passing, as the
Minister tells us, through a populous country
well settled the whale way. But one of the
witnesses before the emmIttee, when asked
wbat the character of the road was and
whether it was equal te the Intercolonial
Rail.way, sald the fencing was not as good.
When asked in what respect the feneing was
not up to the standard, he said there were
twenty :miles along the road where there
was no fencing at all. The Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals put it to the witness : Do
you know that that is a country ln whicî
there Is not a single settler, a wooded coun-
try ? And yet, l introducing his resolut-ion
be told us that there 'was a magnificent
country along the whole road.

The Minister makes a comparison between
the purchase of this road and the purcbase
made by my hon. friend the ex-Minister of
Railways and Canals, the preseut iqader of
the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper), of the
road from Rivière du Loup to Point Lfv4s.
He states that the hon. gèntleman (Sir Char-
les Tupper) paid $14,000 a mile for that read,
,while he got thls road for less than that.
He says that the road purchased by the
.present .léader t the Opposition was lu a
.degraded state ; that the country had to
speud large sums to bring.it up to the stan-
dard of the I tercoloniaI Rallway. But he
forgot to méut!on-and lhe kiew t-4hat the

Mr. RAGGART.

object in taking over that road from the
Grand Trunk Rallway was not merely to
secure connection with Quebec, but that one
of the conditions was that the money obtain-
ed was to be used to build a connection for
the Grand Trunk from Detroit to Chicago,
and to double the track between Toronto
and Montreal. The hon. gentleman says
that that was not in the arrangement. If he
-will look to the Grand Trunk Act of 1884, one
of the conditions of the arrangement related
to the securities of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way. A certain set of the securities were
to bc applied towards doubling the track
between Montreal and Toronto. I heard
the debates ln the House. I heard my
hon. friend the leader of the Opposition
introducing the resolution into the House,
and stating that these two ecnditions were
the conditions of the purchase of that road,
and comparing the road. such as It is from
Rivière du Loup to Point Lévis, w4th the
portion of the road from Ste. Rosalie to
Forestdale, built under a subsidy contract,
but not finished up to the subsidy contract.
The only difference the hon. gentleman
made ln the contract was, that the two
grades were to be reduced to 52 feet, as
embodied in every subsidy contract, and the
part to be finlshed was to be fdnished under
a subsidy contract with the Government,
plus this arrangement that was afterwards
to be worked up to the standard of the In-
tercolonial. That is the contract that he
made in reference to this road.

Now, there are some very suspiclous cir-
cumstances about the sale of this road. The
negotiations for this road were made in
January, 1897 ; the contract was virtually
completed in February, 1897; the Order in
Couneil was passed by the Government In
March, 1897.' Let me draw your attention
to some peculiar occurrences that took place
in February, 1897. A debate took place in
the House on June 26th in reference to the
cheque whieh was recelved by the Minster
of Publie Works. The Minister of Publie
Works is not in the House, and I wIll -not
discuss the maitter, but only read his state-
ment before the committee. I will also read
the affidav%ît of Mr. Greenshields in refer-
ence to it, and let the House and the coun-
try draw their inference. This Is what the
Minister of Publie Works said, as reported
on page 5302 of the ,Debates, June 2Gth,
1897 :

I arragged that Mr. Greenshields, who was my
lawyer in many other cases, should act as tihe
purchaser of "La Patrie,'' as the lawyer of the
party. They speak of a cheque which Mr. Green-
shields gave. There ls no secret about it. Mr.
Greenabields had a cheque in his bands, not of
be own money, but of the mnoney. of the party,
and he paid that cheque. Let aiuqulry ta
place, and all this shall be proved. Every private
act of ours le scrutinlzed; our private affai-s are
no longer private. We are treated as If we were
thieves and kuives.

Mr. Greenshields gave evidence lu refer-
ence to that before the committee. He said:
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I think the first official Interview I had for neighbourhood of $2,100,0O. We were buy-
the sale of this road with the present Govern- 1jIng it, we were paying the money, and weuent or any-because I bad no interview with ïcould have got It for that sum. Besidesthe other Government-was one time when Mr. that, there Is the $123,OOO()f the SubsldyHays, Mr. Wainwright and I came to Ottawa, ' er o teman of the unsidy
after the return of Mr. Blair from the coast. I
c nducted the negotiations for the leasing of this the first agreement, he could not control.
road with Mr. Blair alone. I did not discuss the They purchased the road altogether, as lie
terins of the matter with any other Minister of says, f2r $2,100,000. What is the argument
the Crown. It has been stated that Mr. Tarte worth, that he passed the Subsidy Act after-had to do with it. He had nothing to do with it. wards to give that $100,000 ? The transac-No part In these negotiations were between Mr. tion, on the face of it, bears the mark of
Tarte and myseif. corruption. There are only two horns to the
Mr. Greenshields, in his evidence before the dilemma: either the set of men entering
committee, stated that hie had contributed Into this agreement for the purpose of con-
funds for the party, that he had advanced structing this road, or taking It over, were
his cheque, that $5,000 of It was given one !a set of fools, or they made It for a consid-day, and the other $15,O0 was given the !ration.
next day. The Minister of Publie Works The country may draw either inference italso gave evidence before the commlttee, i lIkes. I will deal with tis subjct per-
which he saidl: haps a little further again, but first of all,

You say that Mr. Greenshields had a cheque I want to draw your attention to another
in his hands, not that he gave you an accommo-! subject which is possibly worse iban the
dation cheque, but that he had a cheque in ahis one to which I have drawn attention at
hands, not of his own money, but of the money the present moment. At the same time
of the party ?-A. My answer is that I did n1ot there was an agreement made with thetink it pro-per to say everything in the House- Grand Trunk Railway for the purpose of
He was not makIng a breast of It in the getting a connection between Ste. Rosalle
House. station over the Victoria bridge. and for ob-
-then, because Parliament was just closing, taining the use of the terminals in the city
-and I knew right well that if I had said that Mr. ofMontreal. Under the first arrangement
Greenshields had given his own cheque, and 1ti the Government was to pay $140,000 for
was paid the next day, that the Tory press that consideration. They were to pay for
would have lied just as mueh as they would have half of the improvements which were to
been able to. I said what was true, but I did not be made. The Grand Trunk Railway Com-crileb n11f fl-ln, vyhllet 4-h "gp + I2 +"làm __ -__y C.om -
give out te woIle thing. It is perfectly true1
that he loaned bis cheque, that he paid that
chleque, and that It was not his money.

Now, the Minister of Public Works is per-
fectly aware of the transactions between the
Government and the Drummond County1
Railway Company. Al the negotiations oc-
curred i January, 1897, this cheque busi-
ness occurred ln February. and the deal was
closed and the O:-er ln Council was passed1
ln the beglnniug of March, in the same year.
It Is a curious train of circumstances. The
Minister of Publie Works ought to bave been
very careful, even though Mr. Greenshieids
was his attorney. This Mr. Greenshields pur-
chased the bonds of the company about this
time, or before the arrangement was made
by, the Government. Mr. Greenshielde' re-
lations with the Gùvernment were notori-
ous ; the whole of the transactions in re-
ference to that road prove the statement
that I made In the House, namely, that, at
lenast, this affair savoured of corruption. The
rond could have been bought, and bulit, and
extended, for a mueh less sum than the
Minister of Railways and Canals pald for It.
He was so asiamed of his own transaction
that he made ln 1897, that he had to make
a further agreement, which was better fer
this country to the extent of $700,OOO. The
facts prove It The lion. gentleman made a
quibble, and said: Oh, but the $L.0,000
ouly represents $40,OO0 a year. Yet the
country knew that for $64,000 a year for
ninety-nine years they could get value ln the

pany had the right to receive from the Gov-
ernment the promise of that amount, plus
5 per cent per annum interest on it. Every
Gne knows that the bond of this Govern-
ment, bearing- 5 per cent interest, would
readily sell at a large premium ln the money
markets of the world. So they were not
only to be paid for half of the Improvements
niade, but they were to be paid in deben-
tures or securities that bore 5 per cent in-
terest. The arrangement was made then
that we were to be half owners of the
road from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert,
thirty-two miles ln length, and we were to
have the use of the Victoria bridge, and,
what the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) calls,
the user of the terminals of the Grand
Trunk Railway fromn the end of the bridge
to Montreal. Now, what Is the change that
bas been made in the agreement with the
Grand Trunk Railway Company ? We pay
a certain sum per year for the use of the
property which I described before. We
are only to pay for the use of terminals ln
the city of Montreal, and the Improveinents
that are made on those terminals on the
basis of user or wheelage. We do not pay
one-twentieth of the terminais of the .Grand
Trunk Ratlway; under the old arrangement
we were to pay for one-half. We were to
pay 5 per cent interest. Under the new
arrangement we pay 4 per. cent ..Interest,
and have no option for cash. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair), bealde that, says
that' he has got an Importakit addition, ln
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obtaining a connection between the Grand j1Railway and the company, and for that class of
Trunk Railway and the Canadian Pacific railway purpose, which cost of maintenance shall
Railway at a place called Jacques Cartier be apportioned as aforesaid.
Junetion. Now, I want to read to you Now, we will get the 35th section
the different agreements entered into by the
hon. gentleman. Those of you who are That if at any time hereafter the business or
lawyers lu the House will be amused by traffme shall, In the opinion of the parties hereto

enecessitate or warrant the laying of double tracksthe drafting of the documents. They ap-, between and Including Ste. Rosalie and St. Lam-
pear not to have passed through the hands bert, or the making of more extensive yard im-
of the hon. Minister of Justice. No first- provements at Point St. Charles or intermediate
class lawyers would ever be responsible for points between that point and Bonaventure sta-
any document of that kind. If there Is any tion, or the laying of additional tracks between
legal gentleman ln the House who ean tell such points, or shall warrant or necessitate any
me where a conveyauce of properties is further expenditure for the proper and efficient

1 conduct of its business, and the company shall
mentioned, I would like to hear it. ! lay the said tracks or make the said improve-

The MINISTER OFP RAILWAYS AND) ments or make the said expenditure, Her Majesty
CANALS (Mr. Blair). If it is of any inter- may have the full and unlimited use of all or

any such work in the same manner and to the
est to the hon. gentleman to know, I cau I same extent as if the said work had been includ-
tell him that It did go through the bands of f ed in the premises hereby leased, the right, use
the Department of Justice. or privilege in whieh are demised hereby, and If

Mr. HAGGART. So mucli the worse for Her Majesty should determine to use any such'
MRrorks or improvements, and the Minister should

the Department of Justice. se declare, such works and improvements are
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND hereby understood and agreed te form part of

CANALS. And I think It will be found the heased premIses, and Her Majesty shah payannually for the use of any such works and In-
pretty nearly right. provements five per cent upon one-half of the

Mr. IAGGART. Well, it may be ; we wil actual cost te the company o! the construction of
criticise it a little further anyway, and I am said works and improvements; but ln case -!oahi betterments or o! additional works on such
prepared to put my opinion against that joint sections which the company may be re-
the hon. the Minister. The particular sec- quired to make under the provision o! any stà-
tion that I want to draw your attention to tute or of any order o! the Railway Committee
in the agreement which was made in 1897 o! the Privy Couneil, or other competent author-
is this: ityh er Majesty shall pay the nterest upon one-

allf the cost thereof at the rate aforesaid.
That Her Majesty shall and will pay to the

company a share of the cost of maintenance of
this railway between and including Ste. Rosalie
and Point St. Charles and Chaudière Bridge and
connections, including tracks,-
And so on.
-such share of the cost of maintenance to be
in the proportion that the combined engine and
car iaileage of the Intercolonial Railway trains
running over the above mentioned sections of
railway bears to the total combined engine and
car mileage over the above mentioned sections
of railway during eaeh month,-

That refers, of course, to that particular
section of road which was owned by the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, which was
a part of this contract, whIch "was made by
the Drummond County Railway lu coune-
tion with six miles of road running Into
Point Lévis.

every engine, passenger and freight car,
counting each as one car, and from Point St.
Charles and west to Bonaventure -station, In-
cluding the yards, such share of. the cost
of* maintenance as aforesaid to be In the
proportion that the conbined engine and
car mileage of the Intercolonial Railway trains
running over the above last mentioned railway
eeotion and yards bears to the total- combined
engine .and car mileage running over the above
last mentioned seetion . of the rallway during
each. month; but notwithstanding anything
heren menitlened, the oost of maintenance .o
the Victoria bridge shall not iinclude the cost o
maintaining any part or portion thereof-eÉcept
that whieh shall beused by the Intercelonlal

Mr. HAGGART.

For all the improvements that were to be
made over the terminals and connections,
from Point St. Charles to Montreal, they
were to pay for half, and that was calcu-
lated on the basis of 5 per cent per annuin
that the Grand Trunk Rallway Company
had the righlt zo pay.

Now, under this agreement of 18917, the
Intercolonial Railway took over one-half the
undivided Interests from Ste. Rosalie to St.
Lambert, the right of running over the
Grand Trunk Railway bridge and the user
to the extent of one-half, I suppose-al-
though there is no mention to what extent
the user is on that portion of the Une from
the Grand Truink Railway bridge to the ter-
minaln Montreal. We pay one-half the
price of the cost of the terminals in Mont-
treal, and we receive none of the rent or
profits accruing to the company from that.
We pay for half of the road from Ste. Rosa-
Lie to St. Lambert, and we will recelve half
of the profits that the Grand Trunk Rail-
way get from the other companies for the
use of that. So we were confined to the
simple user of what we purchased, from
the end of the Intercolonial Rallway to the
station at Montreal (whatever use the In-
tercolonial Railway made of that station),
paying to the Grand Trunk Railway for
all the staff they used on that a proportion
of the wages, according to wheelage basis
arrived at between the two companles.
Under the new agreement we do the same
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ln reference to the portion of the road froin
Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert. As to the Victo-
ria bridge, it is precisely the same, but
as tc tu.-. payment we have for Improve-
ments upon the terminals at 'Montreal, we
only pay to the Grand Trunk Railway ac-
cording to our user on a wheelage basis,
and at the rate of 4 per cent a year, or we
have the right of making the payment ln
cash. That is a distinction, and it makes
an Immense difference between the two con-
tracts. Besides that we have the right, ac-
cordIng to the statement of the hon. gen-
tleman as to the user-but whether we get
it at all we do not know--of the connection
betweea the Grand Trunk Railway aud the
CJanadian Pacifie Railway. Let me read
the last agreement. I draw the attention
of the Minister of Railways to this, and the
attention also of legal gentlemen of the
House to this ; I draw their attention to
the wording and drafting of this arrange-
ment :

Now this indenture witnesseth that the ex-
pression "Montreal Joint section,"-
As I Interpret this, It gives a meanIng of
what the Montreal joint section is:
-wherever used ia this indenture, shall mean2
the company's line in connection at Ste. Rosalie
and the whole line and branches and appurten-
ances hereby demised from Ste. Rosalie to St.
Lamber and the VictoTia bridge, together with
the terminals at Bonaventure station in the city
of Montreal, and at Point St. Charles, St. Henri,
and between Point St. Charles and the Bonaven-
ture statioin, and alo-
What does "also " mean?
-and also with the Canadian Pacifie Railway
via Jacques Cartier Junction ; and the expression
" Chaudière joint aectionI" shall mean the Chau-
dière bridge and connections, except when the
meaning shall confliet with the context or other-
wise plainly expressed termas of the clause in
wbich the same is used.

Look at the demise. In the demise there
is mot a single mention of this connection
between the Canadian Pacifie Rallway and
the Jacques Cartier junction road.

That the said company, in consideration of the
rents, covenants, conditions and agreements here-
itafter contained and reserved, granted, demise-l
and leased, and by these presente doth give,
grant, demise and lease unto Her MaJesty, her
successors and assigns, all undivided one-half
abare, Interest, right and title to all the com-
pany's line of railway, road-bed and property.
fi om and including Ste. Rosalie station, in. the
county of Bagot,-
See how plainly the section between Ste.
Rosalie and the bridge is conveyed :
-- in the province of Quebec, to the Viotoria
Bridge, and also the undivided one-half right,
share, title or interest in the company'a line
of· rallway from a point on- the western seide of
the Chaudière Bridge, at the proposed junotion
of the Drummond County Railway, with the
company's line and including the Chaudière
Bridge, and to and Ineluding the switch at the
westerly side of the Chaudière Curve station,
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I being the said rights and privileges agreed to
be leased to the Drum-mond County Railway by
the company,-
There eau be no doubt as to these two
points.
-with the full and unlimited right and privi-
leges, such as the comopany itself enjoys, of run-
ning the engines, vehicles, rolling stock and trains
of the said Intercolonial Railway, either separ-
ately or combined, and as frequently and at such
times as its business and traffie may require, and
ln iboth directions over any and every portion
of the said company's railway between and In-
cluding the said points aforesaid, and the use of
the Victoria bridge across the River St. Law-
rence, as it at present exists or as it may at any
time during the subsistence of this lease be im-
proved, reconstructed, enlarged or extended, and
over the company's line and lines of railway over
the said Victoria bridge.
You see, it does not give them a half n-
terest ln it, but only gives them the right
of passing over the company's line of tail-
way:

Over the said Victoria bridge and into the
Bonaventure station in the city of Montreal, and
the other terminal points, junetions and connec-
tions of the company hereinbefore more particu-
larly described.
Where Is the conveyance of that section of
the road between the Grand Trunk Railway
and the Canadian Pacifie Railway ? If it is
conveyed, or if it is included ln the refer-
ence to "Montreal joint section," why does
it not mention it ? It does not refer to it
at all. Where is the conveyance even of
the terminals ? There is not a word of
conveyance. The Minister of Railways (Mr.
Blair) may laugh, but If it is not included
in the word " connections," what are the
connections and ln what terms bave you
the right of user? Is it free or Is it on
terms arranged between the Grand Trunk
Railway and you. The Canadian Pacifie
Railway has the right of user and a lease
over that section of the road. I say that
my interpretation of that clause is that there
is no conveyance. I remember the detini-
tion given by the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair)
of the word "connection1" ln a former dis-
cussion, and I want ta know If it means the
same thing here. Does it mean a Une of
railway? WIll the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) say In this House that that conveys
the Une of railway between the Gran~d
Trunk Railway and the Canadian Pacifie
Railway ? I say It does not. If it refers
to the section above, the most it conveys
is a connection. I am glad that the Minis-
ter says that he is not responsIble for this
piece of drafting.

The MINISTER' OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I* am not saying I am
not responsible for It.

.Mr. HAGGART. .You said it was drawn
over In the Justice Department.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS -AND
CANALS. Do not misunderstand me on
that point.

REVISED EDITION.
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Mr. HAGGART. I do not think the Min-
Ister of Justice will accept the responsi-
bNlity for any such drafting as that. Whe-
ther it conveys the meaning the hon. gen-
tleman intended it to convey or not, the
drafting is a disgrace to any department.
Look at It again and see where is the con-
veyance of the side track, and where Is the
conveyance of that portion of the road be-
tween Montreal and the station.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You have made up yotr mind
that It Is not there.

Mr. HAGGART. It is very indefinite, to
say the least of it. LIt appears from the
deed that you can construct the stations,
tracks and siding afterwards If they do not
let you use them. Here Is the convey-
anCe :

And over the cormpany's Une and lines of rail-
way over the said Victoria bridge and into the
Bonaventure station in the city of Montreal, and
the other terminal points, junctions and connec-
tÈons of the company.
Does that convey the right of the use of
the siding? Does It convey that seotion
of the road between the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway ?

Now, look at the benefit which accrues
to the country from the change In the con-
tract which the hon. gentleman made be-
tween 1897 and 1898. You have not to pay
half the expenditures at the stations at
Montreal. Yon have not to pay at the rate
of 5 per cent per annum for these facilities.
You got them on the user basis, and
you have the use of that portion of the road
between the Grand Trunk Rallway and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. That alone was
sufficient justification for our refusing to
pass the contraet. The Minister comes with
an entirely different contract, which Is a
complete justification of the Senate's action
In throwing out the Bil. In order to make
connection with the Jacques Cartier branch,
you havel to run efght or nine miles on the
main Une of the Grand Trunk above Mont-
reaL. Where Is the conveyance of that, or
the right to use it, to the Intercolonial Rail-
way? The hon. gentleman's colleague In
the Senate, Sir Oliver Mowat, when intro-
ducng the resolution there, sald:

I believe the objeet is this, that hon. members
having doubt, or more than doubt, whether the
business to Ue done would warrant the expendi-
ture, It was felt desirable that there should be
an opportun1ty te ail of us to know by actual ex-
periment how that would be.
And yet what did the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways state In this House the other day ?
He made a statement which every man be-
longlng to a railway company lu this or any
other country .n the world knows cannot
possibly be correct. He stated that the offi.
eers of the department were unable to fur,
nish information as to the earninge of thb
railway, or a§ to the effect of extending It

Mr. HAGGART.

from Point Lévis to Montreal. Does he nct
know-and, if he does not, I will tell him;
and, if his offieers tell hlm anything differ-
ent, they tell him what Is untrue--that the
accounts of every railway la the country
are kept ln such a fashion that, with very
little trouble, the earnings of every section
of the road can be stated ? What is the
reason he put that statement into the mouth
of Sir Oliver Mowat, the leader of the Gov-
ernment In the Senate, unless he was aware
of that ? Sir Oliver Mowat, when he asked
the Senate to pass the grant, said he would
be able to give the House information which
would justify the expenditure, or which
might justify another bargaln being made,
Yet the hon. Minister of Railways is unable
to furnish the information to this House.
We are asked to pass these resolutions with.
out the information, which he should bû
able to bring down at any moment, as to
the amount of the expenditure ln the im-
provement of the road, or as to the present
state of the road. No Minister of the Crown
ever before had the presumption or daring
to Introduce into this House a resolution of
this kind without being prepared to lay on
the Table of the House every necessary doc.
ument and the fullest information, and
without even an apology for thei statement
of his colleague ln the Senate, that the earn-
Ings of the road would be made known.
Have the members of the Ministry ever con-
sidered the amount they are giving for this
Grand Trunk Railway connection ? Do
they know what $140,O0 a year means to
the people of this country ? It means a
capital of over $5,q0,000. Do they know
what $5,000,000 would build ? Did the hon.
Minister of Rallways ever Inquire what the
Canadiani Pacifle Railway bridge across the
St. Lawrence cost ? If not, I will tell him,
that the whole bridge and its approaches
were built for $1,400,000; I got the informa-
tion from the contractors. I have a letter
from the parties who paid for the building
of the bridge, the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, statIng that the bridge and Its
approaches were built for less than $1,500,-
000. Have they ever calculated the distance
between Chaudière Junetion and St. Lam.
bert ? I will tell them : the distance Is 147
miles. My hon. friend from Glengarry
(Mr. MeLennan), the other day, estimated
tthat a new double-track railway could be
built for $80,000 a mile.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You can build it a good deal
cheaper on paper than you eau after you
get to work, judging from past experience.

Mr. FOSTER. According to who has
charge of it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. Yes, judging from the last fifteen
or seventeen years.

Mr. FOSTER. We need not go further
back than a year and a half.
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Mr. HAGGART. The calculation of the
officers of the department is, that that por-
tion of the road from Ste. Rosalle towards
Moose Park was bullt fo between $13,000
and $14,000 a mile, and that the Grand
Trunk Railway extension could be built for
between $11,000 and $12,000 a mile. You
have no faith in the officers of your own de-
partment ; you have no faith in their cal-
culations. I will take $30,000 a mile as the
cost of a double-track railway through a
country the easiest on the continent of
America to build a railway in, except, per-
haps, a few portions of the prairie ; and at
$30,000 a mile, you could build a double-
track railway from Point Lévis to St.
Lambert station for $4,410,000, and you
could build a bridge of your own
across the St. Lawrence at the - amount
expended by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way for the building', of their bridge.
You could build it for $200,000 less-yes,
$300,000 less-than the Canadian Pacifie
Railway bridge cost when it was built. But
take the full amount which they state their
bridge and its approaches cost-$1,500,000-
and tliat would make the cost of a
double-track rallway from Point Lévisl
to the end of the bridge and a bridge
across the St. Lawrence, $5,910,00.
You would then have to expend on your
terminals in Montreal, $1,481,540. You
would own the raliway the whole way, you
would own the bridge, you could build the
terminals for half the amount, and you could
double-track, because the Government have
the best entrance to the city of Montreal
possessed by any rallway entering that cte
They could come down along the bank of the
Lachine Canal; for the right to do which.
application after application has been made
to the Department of Railways. They could
go round their own property, and have $1.-
500,000 for the purpose of erecting a station.
That Is the popular view of the question.
Now, can the hon. gentleman blame the
people of this country for suspecting the
honesty of such a transaction ? Can they
blame the people or the Opposition for scent-
ing corruption ln it ? Do they expect the
people to believe that any set of men.
honestly looking to the interest of the coun-
try, would be so neglectful of these interests
as to expend an immense sum for the pur-
pose of getting through a job of thia kind ?

The bon. gentleman compares the cost of
this road with the building of the road at
Point Lévis, but the construction of the road
at Point LAvis was cheap enough. We, how-
ever, got into the courts wlth the owners of
property, and the expenditure on this little
line of road In consequence became an enor-
mous amount. But the hon. gentleman and
bis friends could have looked to railway
construction all over the continent of
Amerea, the cost of which can be now es-
timated to a fine point, and could bave made
calculations to show the cost of th!s road.
They never, however, made a calculation.

106f

and we have never had Information whether
tùe depulty head of the department went over
the road or not to examine It. When he was
before the commlttee, he had never seen the
road, but he made a calculation. What a
hurry they were in to build it. There seems
to have been great necessity to hurry
through this legislation.

Mr. BERGERON. The Quebec elections
were to take place iu May.

Mr. HAGGART. That, ne doubt, was the
reason. Wby, it was necessary the arrange-
ments should be completed la March. But
the hon. Minister says that by the sworn
evidence, the expenditure to complete this
road was $2,000,000. I have referred already
to the extraordinary way In whicli the paid-
up stock was subscribed by these three gen-
tlemen I have mentloned to the extent of
$133,000 each. He says that we had the
books of the company before the committee,
and the right of thoroughl inqulry into them,
I ventured to state, when he was making
tàat assertion, that we had not the books.
An hon. gentleman who was on -the com-
Smittee, rose and contradicted me, and said
we had. Let me tell you what books were
before the committee. We had a set of
books, the first entry In which was a transfer
from some other books of $729,000. We had
not the details of this expenditure, and we
wanted to get the construction books which
contalned these details, but never could get
them. The information never was before
the department at ail. What was this Con-
struction company ? There was an arrange-
ment entered into by these parties, who had
secured subsidies from the Dominion and
provincial Governments, with themselves for
the purpose of carrying on the undertaking.
The Minister of Railways told us that each
of them paid in $133,000 to this construetion
company, and then he argued that it was ln
the interests of those parties who owned the
road to bu!id It as cheaply as possible. Why,
Mr. Speaker, their interest was to get as
high a price as possible for the construction
of the road, in order that this sabscription
of $133,000 each would be swaHiowed and
covered up. That never struck the Minister
of Rallways, but he contended the bargain
he had made was a perfectly good one to pay
this $1,600,O0O or $2,000,000, because these
gentlemen had expended $2,000,000 on that
road. Does he expect us to accept any such
contention ? The first Item in the account
is an entry of $729,000,, but we never could
get the books of the construction company
in order to ascertain whether any such
Samount had ever been expended or not, and
there is not a man living ln that section of
the country, who knows the standing of the
,three parties, who were the proprietors and
owners of that road, who would not c0out
as an absurdity the statement that they had
ever -made arrangements with any- bankby
which they could be advanced $138,000 each
to put into this company.
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Then, the hon. gentleman was asked why
did he not get back the subsidies we had
«pald, and he replied that he does. But he
deducts from the $2,000,000 only $400.00,
which is $250.000 short of the actual sub-
sidies received from the Dominion and pro-
vincial Goveruments. He siys he doubtê~the
logic of subtracting the subsidies from thel
amount of the real purchase. But what isi
,the reason we give a subsidy ? It Is be-
cause, on account of a road being built In a
new country, those who build it are not like-
ly to get baek the interest on the full amount'
expended. Therefore, we pay thein a cer-
tain siim to enable them to do without that
Interest for a certain time, trustIng that, In
the course of years, the increase ln immigra-,
tion and trade wll recoup them. But what
kind of a road was this ? It was a road built
by a couple of lumber finrms into a lumber
section for the purpose of taking lumber out
of a setion of the country which is not
settled at all-that portion between Moose
Park and Chaudière Junction. The lumber
became exhausted, and these parties found
themselves wIth a useless undertaking on
their hands. Owing to the political services
whieh a certain party, who Is closely con-
neeted with the hon. gentlemen opposite.
who is a leader and organizer of bis party,
and in order to recoup him-for we can
come to no other logical conclusion-
this party received money for this road
largely in excess of what It culd be
bouglit for by any person who wished to
acquire it as a commercial undertaking.
They ask us top make specifie charges and
prove them before the House. The chairman
of the committee addressed me, and said :
What charges do you make ? I made no
charges; the charges were ringIng through-
out the country, and these hon. gentlemen
appointed a committee to clear them in the
eyes of the country. That committee was
presided over by a gentleman who, at the
very moment, I belleve, had the promise of
a judgeship In his pocket. le recelved that
judgeship, I believe, before the proceedings
of tie committee had terminated. I thought
that the first thing we should have a dis-
etission upon this session would be a motion
for the adoption of the report of the com-
mittee, but no such motion has ever been
made. The Premier and the members of the
Government, last session were very anxious
that that motion should be made. They
were anxious to override the rules of the
House in order to have such a motion
brought forward-no doubt desring the
benetit of the extraordinary abilty of the
gentleman who had acted as cbairman, to
excuse and apologize for one of the most
disgraceful transactions ever known ln the
istory of this country

You will notice, Mr. Speaker, the peculi-
arity o! the speech of the hon. MinIster of
RatIways and Canals In Introdueing this
resolution. He wandered off to a consider-
ation of tIe latercolonial Railway and took
the opportunity of discussing my manage-

Mr. HAG<GART.

ment of the road a number of years back.
He said I had been living upon a reputation
I had gained lu the management of the road,
but that the credit was not due to me, but
to my predecessor, Sir Mackenzie Bowell,
who for a short time was acting Minister. I
have no desire to detract from the ability
displayed by that hon. gentleman in the
management of the road. He was and is en-
titled to credit. I asked the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) who told him that, and he re-
plied that it was a gentleman who had
been In intimate communication with him
for a number of years. Now, If a gentleman
who had been in intimate communication
with him for a number of years, Informed
him of that, he should be careful not to
mention it. I know the relation of the per-
inanent to the evanescent la this matter.
And I wîll tell the hon. gentleman that
when he departs from office-and I hope it
will not be long before then. it will be
pretty sure to follow an appeal to the peo-
ple

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS (Mr. Blair). It looks very like It.

Mr. HAGGART. Very like it. I can tell
the hon. Minister that when he has departed
from office, these gentlemen who gave him
the Information wIll not offer him a word
of consolation, but their whole time will beb
ttI ken up vith congratulation to his succes-
sor upon his appointment to office. They
will congratulate that successor upon re-
placing a person who is little adapted to the
work he undertook and they will enlarge
upon the trouble they had in carrying on
affairs under him. That is the air they
assurne over the evanescent.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Is the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Haggart) the evanescent ?

Mr. HAGGART. I was the evanescent,
as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) Is now.
There is a distinction between those who
are appointed permanently and who have
a knowledge whIch permanency and expe-
rience give. The hon. gentleman, with all
bis assumption of knowledge, can be nothne
but the political head of the department.
It ls impossble for him to have the tech-
nieal knowledge for the management of a
railway. And when he poses and assumes
the role of a judge of locomotives and pas-
cenger cars and assumes to decide what is
Decessary for the Intercolonial Raiway in
regard to these matters, he is assuming a
role whlei was never intended and which
be canenot fill to advantage. That role he
should leave to the permanent offieials of
the department. And he should be careful
about takingr evidence against bis prede-
cessor In office. The hon. gentleman says
that the prosperity of the Intercolonial Rail-
way was not due to myself. I never took
the credit for it. I laid down a general
roltleal policy. andI nstructed the officers,
within certain bounds, what tbey were te
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do. They carried out that policy faithfully.
My oaly credit was in giving them a free
hand. leav!ng them free to do what they
deemed best In the management of the road,
and proteeting them in doing it. When they
reported to me that there were nine or ten
thousand useless hands orr the Intercolonial
Railway, I gave instructions to reduce the
staff to what was absolutely necessary.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). Who put them there ?

Mr. HAGGART. Most of them were rem-
nants from a regime that lasted from

T3 to 1878. However, they were there.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. When did

my hon. friend (Mr. Haggart) put them out*

Mr. HAGGART. I put them out when I
lad the power and found that tliey were
unnecessary. However, it does not matter.
I will have an opportunity when the Esti-
mrates of the Intercolonial Railway come
up. to discuss thils matter with my hon.
friend the Minister of Railways and Canals.
Ve have now ouly to deal with this Drum-

irond road and to deal with It on the evi-
dence before the House. The hon.~gentle-
man states that we are going to have an
era of prosperlty. I hope that Is so. I hope
that era of prosperity has struck the mari-
time provinces. I hope that In a year from
now his prophecy will be fulfilled and that
we shall have a larger surplus on the Inter-
colonial RaIlway than all the surpluses that
1.ave ever been known In the history of that
road. But It was fnot necessry for the hon.
gentleman to prophesy about It We are
now In the month of May. We have the
expenditure up to April. If affairs lu the
office are conducted as they were during
that time, he has his estimates
from his offleers of what the ex-
penditure will be for the month of May.
Generally the estimate is a little in excess
of the real expenditure. Then he had eleven-
twelfths of the year, he had only to guess
for the month of June. If the hon. gentle-
man had brought down. up to the 1st of
May, what the real state of affairs was,
and the estimate of his offieials for the
month of May, then this Housre. and himself
would have been on a par, and we would
know exactly the expend1itre for the whole
of the year. But we can only judge of the
year from the information that we have
at present. I notice that there has been
a defleit on the Intercolonial this year of
$209,978, and there has been an expendi-
ture on capital acecount of $252,756 on that
1iland wh1eh has been so much negleeted
In carrying out the terms of "onfederation,
which called for proper railway communlca-
tion.

An hon. MEMBER.
tunnel ?

What aliont the

Mr. HAGGART. We do net hear much
about that. There is an expenditare on

capital account of $17,541, and on revenue
account of $72,468, notwithstanding the im-
provements which have been urged upon
the Minister of Railways and Canals and
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir
Louis Davies), the shortening of the line of
the Prince Edward Island road, improving
the gradients and shortenbig the curves.
While I was listening to my return, I noticed
a smile on the face of the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals when he answered the
questions in reference to the particular part
of the Intercolonial Railway where there
had been an expenditure in the neighbour-
'hood of $20,000 that shortened the line 2,000
feet.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN)
CANALS (Mr. Blair). No.

Mr. FOSTER.
that ?

Was it not as mucli as

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. A different railway altogether.

Mr. HAG=GART. My hon. friend tells me
it was 3,000 feet, and they raised the pre-
sent gradients from eighty-three feet, as
they were before, to 103 feet, as they are at
present. The Minister has promised that
when the expenditure is completed the road
will be levelled down to the maximum gra-
dient of the Intercolonial Railway, and a
running gradient of tifty-two feet. The
curvature has been changed about 1-10th of
a degree. I think the largest curvature
before was eight degrees, and it is now
8-40. Notwithstanding these improvements
on the Prince Edward Island road, I arm
sorry to see that the expenditure over the
revenue lias been $72,468, or an expenditure
altogether on the Intercolonial Railway sys-
tem in excess of the revenues of $552,000.
Although it added to the expenditure which
we are making on that Drummond County
Railway for the purpose of getting into
Montreal, he would have had at least the
gratification of saying te our friends in the
maritime provinces that the people of Can-
ada were at least generous ; for, after spend-
ing a large amount in building the road
for whieh they have no return in the shape
of Interest on the capital, the people or
Canada are generous enough besides to give
the sum of $552,000. But that is nothlng
to what the hon. gentleman proposed. I
suppose he intends to take it out of capi-
tal expenditure. I see that he asks for
an expenditure of over $990,000) on capital
account next year, for straightening out
more curves on the Intereolonial Railway,
and reduclng gradients, and an expenditure
of $440,000 for the purpose of better ter-
ir.inal facilities at, St. John. When I was

Minister of Railways and Canals, I was
hounded by the Opposition for the enor-
mous and corrupt expenditure-! would be
afraid to use similar language concerning
the present Minister of Rallways and Can-
als-41 was denounced for making a corrupt
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expenditure in the purchase of the Harris
property at St. John for the purpose of af-
fording better accommodation at that port.
But my iniquities pale in comparison with
those of the Minister of Railways and Can-
als. He is looking out for his friends, he
ls looking out for his pets in St. John. He
is going to carry the grain and produce
of the western country round by Moncton,
down to St. John; he is going to enter into
competition with the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, who already have an elevator in the
western part of the harbour, and are to-day
doing all the business in the grain trade
from Montreal to St. John. The hon. gen-
tleman is going to enter into competition
with them and carry freight and grain round
by Moncton, 254 miles further. How is he
going to do it ? Where is he going to get
his grain ? Is he going to get It from
the Grand Trunk Railway ? Al the in-
terests of the Grand Trunk Railway lie
In carrying grain to Portland. What a
beautiful traffid arrangement he has made !
He Is going to get grain and through traffie
at Montreal for the purpose of shipment to
St. John and Halifax, and the hon. gentle-
man allows them a difference of 400 miles
in mileage between Halifax and Montreal.
This is the excellent arrangement he bas
made with them. This reminds me of the
calculations that the hon. gentleman pre-
sented to this House in reference to the
profits which were to accrue to this road.
He entered into elaborate calculations, he
had gone over them earefully with his de-
puty. and where are they ? At least, you
would expect to find them lu the "Hansard."
The hon. gentleman, lu the revised edition
of the " Hansard," has eut them all out;
there is not a single portion of them there.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). WIll the hon, gentle-
man pardon me ? I did not catch the last
statement that he made.

Mr. HAGGART. What I say is that the
bon. gentleman went into elaborate calcula-
tions as to the results which would accrue
from the building of the road from Point
Lévis to Montreal, showed the calculations
made, either by himself or his deputy, of
the increase of frelght and increase of pas-
sengers. I remember perfectly well that
lie made these calculations in the House,
but In looking over his speeches I do not see
anything of them in the "Hansard " now.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I ca-i assure the hou. gentle-
man that if they are not there, I am not
responsible for the omission.

Mr. HAGGARP. I am only tellng the
hon. gentleman the faetà tu reference to
it. Perhaps the hon. gentleman forgot to
gIve his figures to the "Hansard." There
has been somethIng done. We would like
to have the figures for the purpose of com-
aring them with the results. There is an

Mr. HAGGA.RT.

expenditure of $440,000 for the purpose of
erecting an elevator at the port of St. John.
I ask the hon. gentleman, where he is going
to get his grain ? The Canadian Pacifie
Railway bave an elevator of their own there,
and they have no use for it. Does he really
expeet the Grand Trunk Railway, wîio have
their terminal at Portland, whob ave their
own arrangements for the purpose of carry-
ing grain over to Europe, are going to give
him any grain to carry over his road ? Is
he going to erect a monument ln the shape
of an elevator there, something like what
we had at Halifax ? I must say that at
one time, perhaps, I was a sinner myself
la that respect. We were carrying grain
to that elevator at a price that would not
pay for the oiling of the wheels on the local
railway. Is It for the fun of carrying it
round that way to St. John that the hon.
gentleman Is going to spend $440,000 ?

S1r CHARLES TUPPER. And 250 miles
further.

Mr. HAGGART. 250 miles further for the
purpose of building an elevator at St. John.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It is exactly the same distance
as it always bas been.

Mr. HAGGART. That is all very well.
If the Intercolonial Railway was receiving
a surplus from the people of the maritime
provinces, I would go as far as any hon.
gentleman ln this House in advocating that
that surplus should be expended for the
purpose of bettering the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and that it should be expend-
ed among the people of those provinces.
Because we, the people of Ontario and the
rest of the Dominion, bave long ago come to
this idea, that the perfect management of
the Intercolonial Railway is to make the
receipts and expenditures balance. We have
no wish to put into the treasury of this
country any recelpts or any moneys taken
out of the people of the maritime provinces;
but, when it comes that the people of this
country are asked, on capital account, for
an expenditure of $990,000 for the present
year, It is time that the people should cry,
"Halt." The people of this Dominion are
not willing that such an expenditure as that
should be made. The hon. Minister of Trade
and Commerce (Sir Richard Cartwright), in
his place there, a supporter of the Govern-
ment, protested against expenditures of that
kind, and 1, as a member from Ontarlo,
state that the Ontario members, or the mem-
bers of any party, are not willing that $1.-
000,000 should be taken out of the people of
the country for the purpose of any such ex-
penditure as is proposed In this particular
undertaking. I think I have a knowledge of
the Inte.reolonial Railway, as well as the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) has, in reference
to the facts of the case. and I will take the
opportunity, when the Estimates come up,
of discussIng fully with him the manage-
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ment of the road during the time when I onial that we would not need to buy one
was in charge ot it, and when he was in single passenger car or locomotive. It
charge of it. I will tell the hon. gentleman was on this groud that I made the state-
that the reference which he made to me, the ment before the committee, that I did not
other evening, was quite uncalled for, when expect to make an expenditure for establish-
he said that, when I was in charge of the ing that connection of more than $1,500,000.
department, In order to make a surplus for I never would have thought of giving $5,-
that year, the expenditure that ouglit to 000.000 for that connection from Ste. Rosalie
have taken place before the lst of July, to Montreal. Wby did not the hon. gentle-
was deferred until a later period, and that, man do as other railways do that are travel-
when the hon. gentlemani came Into power, ling into Montreal-secure the user of the
he had to put It Into its normal condition, Grand Trunk Railway for the Intercoloniais
and that accounts for the enormous differ- and get the terminais on a wheelage basis,
ence between his expenditure,, as compared or a basis of user? Would fot that have
with the expenditure during the year of my been a proper arrangement? Do fot other
management of the railway. The hon. gen- railways adopt that system? The Grand
tieman might as well, with equal truth, Trunk Railway Company werc willing to
say, that he Is making all the expenditures arrange wlth hlm on that hasts. 1 could
on the repairs for the present year and have made an arrangement with the Grand
charging everything he can to capital a%,- Trunk Railway Company on the basis of
cotint, carlng nothlng whatever for any de- user, and we could have found out f rom the
ticit this year, in order that he may have a Delaware and Hudson, the Central Vermont
favourable statement to show the people of and other nes of rallway heat are running
the country when he goes to the electIons, ito Montreal. what they pay. Every one
ln a year or two from now. He does not of them pays on a ass of user. or wheel-
care«.lie can stand aib these charges age, for the rigrt of golng into therstation.
agatnst himserf of raasing the rates on the The same thlng obtaInst every part of
Intercolonlal Rallway;,ie does lot mTd America, and the hon. Minister could easily
how mue Ioi expended on capital or revenue have found out what the cost hould be.
aTcount, provided that, when the time cones Have the offiCers of the Goverbment made
that an appeal Is made to the country, ue an estimate of the amount of the user that

ela show a surplus greater than ail of the theIntercolonial would irake of the ter-
surp bses that ever o urred on the Inter- minais of the bridge and f the rond to St.
colonialRallway. That Is a system that t Lambert? They could have told the on.
cannot undertand ureference to the ex gentleman wsthln a few thousands of dol-
peditures. Surely, the expenditure accrues lars what he wouldf ave had to pay.
In the neit year ; that was borne In the be-
ginning of the year ie mentioed. The re- The MINISTER oF RAILWAYS ANo
Ielpts for the two years followng t me year CANALS. WI, I the hon. gentleman be sur-
he mentloned show that the revenue was prlsed, when lnformhm that sul an ex-
greater than the expendIture for these two amination was made such an estimate was
or three years at least, so that the hon. gen- made, and such figures were put In my
teman could avelo gfault to find. What hads, and, if my recolicetion serves me,
the hou. gentleman seems to say r r that Ie they were furnesred to the comittee of
expenditure In the rst year should have Investigation?
beenino aparticular portion of ne year, and
he just. Sefled y, texpenditure by, saylng thatccr.eHegres,1haI reier ia
In the first year e restored It to Its normal e
condition by makng the expenditure at the one of the estimates of the value of the
proper time, I doubtthat. gaveno wa- Victoria bridge was $10,000, to $12.00-
structions toany officer of ite fntercolontal, 00, arA that we were to pay for the user

of that bridge, for the haef user-no, not forwhie I was maagIng the road, to do any the haîf user, but for the fiftieth user-three
such thing as the hon. gentleman bas stated.
My nstruetions to the oficers of the Inter-
colonial Rallway were, to keep Up the stan- The MLNISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
dard of, eficieny the best possible man-GAYALS. The hon. gentleman Is not doiug
ner, to see that the rolltng stock and the hlmself Justice now. 1 was not speaking
road did not degeneratee, and that the road about the estmate of the cost of the Vie-
was equippedoIn the most efficent manner. torla bridnoen nor was he1 was speakIng
I arastonished at the lavlh expenditure of the estimate of the termnas.
for cars whlch Is uow golng on, In view ofMr AG T.1wsthe fact that, when I was u the departmentordG
the officers informed me that they were not> The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND)
necessary at ail. The officers of my depart- CANAS. The bon. gentleman will see
ment torcme that, If arrngements were that e Is quite In error. He was speaking
made for the purchase o the Dru ond of the Goterhnent procurlg an estimate
Couty Ralway for the purpose of getting in reference to the probable cost, upon a
Into the tty of Montreal. there was such a wheeage basis, of runing the ntercoloia n &Iterc.-£&nto the city of Montreal. therewasIuVchte
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the hon. gentleman, and I think his own re-
collection will corroborate what I have said,
that such an estimate was procured, that it
was placed li my hands by my officers, and
that, If my memory serves me, such an esti-
mate was placed before the investigating
committee. If the hou. gentleman remem-
bers the figures, the cost would be in excegs
of the cost of the permarent arrangement
entered into at last.

'Mr. IAGGART. Here is the cost, as esti-
mated:
Cost of Drummond County Railway..
Ste. Rosalie to Drummondville......
Drummondville to St. Léonard......
St. Léonard to Chaudière Bridge....
Nicolet Branch ......................

$1,535,500
291,500
304,000
770,000
170,000

The other calculation was not on the basis
of that estimate at al. According to the;
other calculation. the hon. gentleman intend-
ed to pay one-half of the road from Ste.
Rosalie to St. Lambert, and half of the ter-
minals in the city of Montreal. The calcula-
tion which was handed to him was. thati
the Victoria bridge had cost the Grand
Trunk Railway in thet neighbourbood of
$12,000.000, and the estinated value of It
then was from $8,000,000 to $10.009,000.,
Then, I am to Infer that the basis upon
whIch he paid the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. was the calculation of the value,
that was put upon it by the officers of the
department. The officers of bis departnent
knew that a bridge for all the purposes of the
Intercolonial Railway, and ten times over,
could be built across the St. Lawrence forj
$1,500,000. The hon. gentleman knows that
the calculation was made upon the basis-
If I remember aright, and I wIll have the
details after dinner, for I intend to go speci-
ally into the subjeet-the calculation was
made upon the basis of from elght to ten
million dollars.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND,
CANALS. The ion. gentleman (Mr. Hag-i

subsidy for each year to the Grand Trunk
Railway, was based on some figures like
that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Does the hon. gentleman suggest
that was all the evidence that ;was before
me ?

Mr. HAGGART. I do not say anything of
the kind. I should judge f rom the stateient
of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) some tinie
ago, to the effect that there was no evi-
dence of any kind, that he was taking a leap
in the dark.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID
CANALS. If you understood that, youir
mind was not working.

Mr. HAhA. 'fie evidence that was
adduced before lie Minister (Mr. Blair), and
the only evidence that I know of that he
gave before the committee in reference to the
value of the bridge across the St. Law-
rence, was a statement which is now in the
office of Mr. Panet, clerk of the committee,
that tie bridge cost la the neighbourhood of
$10,000,000, and that it could probably be
built now for $6,000,000. Mr. Sehreiber, the
Deputy Minister, knows perfectly well that
for one-fourth of this estimate a bridge could
be built there. I-le knew that he had the
evidence that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
bridge cost only $1,500,000, and he knew
that such a bridge could be built at the pre-
sent day for $1,200,000. Yet -the Minister led

lthe committee to believe that the basis of
his calculation was a bridge that cost $10,-
000,000, wlilch could now be built for $6,000,-
000. He would need a better basis than that,
and more enormous figures for the payment
of $5,O00,000 for the purpose of building Into
Montreal. I have stated before-and we
mnust have this information before concur-
rence, and before this bridge Bill becomes
law the information 14 reference to it-I have
stated here, that I have information f rom

gart) must know that there were varlous ncarly every railway throughout the country,
calculations and various estimates of every andi I make the bold statement now, that the
passible kind made by the offieers of the de-, books of the Intercolonlal Railway are kept
partment, and what I am trying to point out in such a manner that the Minister can
to hlm is. that the particular kind of estimate bring down to this Ilouse the recelpts and
wlilch lhe said I could have got, I did get, expenditure on every section of the road.
and the figures are furnished to the commit- That is done on the Grand Trunk Railway.
-tee.

ir. HAGGART. Here Is the sworn evi-
dence of th hon.entleman before t m-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
where.

Done every-

ie x t 1Mr. HAGGART. It is done on the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway ; it is done on the Can-

The cost of the construction of the bridge was, ada Atlantic Railway, and it ls done on theI thInk, $10000,000 ; It could now be completed Intercolonial Itailway. When the hon. gen-for $6OOOO. 4 le ftieman (Mr. Blair) was correcting and con-
That is -Mr. Blair's swora evidence before tradlcting the statements that were made by
the committee. *the Montreal "Star," the leader of the Op-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND position told hlm that the accounts on the
CANALS. What does- that prove ?Intercolonial Iailway were so prepared. Ls

it not more probable that the statement of
Mr. HAGGART. It proves, as I say, that the leader of the Opposition la correct, the

the evidence that was before you upon whieh statement of the Minister of Rallways to the
you based your calculation of payment of the contrary.

Mr. HAGGART.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, I must cor- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
reet my hon. friend. What I said was that CANALS. I think you are, but that is not
I eould name officials In the department who our fault.
could establlsh the fact that it was perfectly Mr TAYLOR. You promised the Informa-practIcable to give such Information as the .
House required. I may say that I had not
Information from any official, but the hon.' Mr. HAGGART. The Minister made a
gentleman (Mr. Blair) immediately turned statement ln this House that it was im-
around and iintimated that he would very practicable to furnish the information in re-
soon take off any otlcial's head who gave ference to the receipts and expenditures of
such evidence. this ine.

Mr. HAGGART. That is the Inference 1 The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
drew from the remarks of the hon. leader of CANALS. So I say still.
the Opposition. Mr. HAGGART. Tell it to any railway

Nmanin this country. that the accounts ofTheA PINISTER oF RAILWAYS ANixthe Intercolonial Railway are kept so that
AL.me toPinerrpte hm gntaIma st he receipts and expenditures cannot ble givenallow- me to interrupt hlm so that 1 may set! ay inclependexit section of thxe road.

the hon. leader of the Opposition right. What on1an
the hon. gentleman (Sir Oharles Tupper) did The MINISTER OF RAILVAYS AND
say was, that if the Government would give CANALS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. llag-
him a committee he could hold an investiga- gart) must not mistake what I said. The
tlon which would establish the fact that such hon. gentleman knows that what is desired
information could be procured. by the other side of the -H'!use., if they de-

Ssire anything in this connection, is iliat a
statement should be f urnished of what the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND proportionate earnings and expenditires on
CANALS. He invited me to give him a con- the Drummond County Railway was.
mittee, but I thouglit that the result of the. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. lear. hc'ar.
committees which the hon. gentleman was The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
having lately had been so unfavourable to CANALS. As compared with the whole of
him. that It was not necessary to give him the Intercolonial Railway.
another one.

rL;ir CHARLES TUPPER. That is It ex-
Sir CHARLES HI1BBERT TUPPER.: actly.What about -the committee you promised to 'ctlWA

decapitate the officials ? The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is not what the hon. gentle-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND man (31r. Haggart) said.
CANALS. I said we would give him an ln- Mr. HAGGART. That is exactly what Ivestigating committee as to the officials w-ho
were furnishing false Information. .saiid.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
Mr. HAGGART. The information which CANALS. Not at all. What has just drop-

we now require was promisèd to Parliament ped from the mouth of the hon. gentleman
and the country, and it was on the faith of (Mr. Haggart) is what I have stated, that
cur getting that Information that -the vote upon the Intereolonial Railway there is no
wvas got from this House. and the Senate. statemient kept, no memo. or account of the
Why did the hon. gentleman allow the Min- receipts upon any section or the expendi-
ister of Justice to promise in another Cham- ture upon any section. That Is not at all
ber, that If they voted the amount asked, corre'ct. I say we keep an account of every
there would be sufflicient evidence produced dollar of receipts that comes from every
In another year to show them whether they station on the Intercolonial Railway, and
should continue the vote to the Drummond we know what amount of money we actually
County Railway, or whether they should expend on each section and on eaeh station
make arrangements with the other two com- of the Intercolonial Railway-not only on
panies. We ought to have that information i the 130 miles that compose the Drummond
now. The Minister (Mr. Blair) knows that County road, but on every section of three
the Drummond Railway was completed un- miles ; but we cannot tell what the pro-
der a subsidy contract, and we have no In- portiornate recelpts and expenditure on the
formation froin the department as to whether Drumnond County Rallway have been, as
th-at subsidy has been eauned, the amount i compared wlth those on the whole line.
épaid, or the report of an engineer upon it.
We have not a report from the department l ° W
as to what was the difference of expenditure The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
between the subsidy contract and bringlng CANALS. Because It Is utterly impossible
It up to the standard of the Intercolonial to do it. I sald ln the committee the other
Railway. We are dightlng this question to a day, and I will repeat It lin the face of any
great extent l the dark. rairoad man whom the hon. gentleman wil1
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produce, that you ean only do that on esti-
mate and conjecture largely: and I defy any
hon. gentleman to -get a responsIble railway
man to contradict my statement. If I come
here with estimates, it is only another way
of postponing the condemnation which these
hon. gentlemen will pass. TIey will say,
why did you not estimate a great deal more ?

Mr. MONTAGUE. How about the state-
ment made in the Senate ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am not responsible for what
was said in the Senate.

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

After Recess.

QUEEN'S BIRTHDAY ADJOURNMEINT.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). Before my hon. friend proceeds
with his speech, I would like to have the
attention of Vie House for one moment.
The suggestion was made this afternoon
that the House should1 adjourn from to-
morrow evening till next Thursday. After
considering it, we will agree to this. There-
fore, to-morrow afternoon I will move that
when the 'House adjourns to-morrow even-
ing it shall stand adjourned until Thursday
next, and then when it adjourns on the fol-
lowing Friday it shall stand adjourned until
the following Saturday ; so that we shall sit
on Saturday.

1. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Chairman, at six
o'clock I had about concluded my remarks
in reference to the resolutions at present
under consideration. I had intended to
summarize them, but I may have an op-
portunity to do so at another stage of the
Bill. In the further remarks I have to make
to-night, I will sinply aîmplify some of my
observations in reference to this contract
with the Drummond County Railway Comu-
pany. I stated that there was an option of
$50,00 given to Mr. Farwell of the Eastern
TownshIps Bank, presented by Mr. Hugli
Ryan. I forgot to mention that Mr. Green-
sbields In his evidence before the committee
stated that there was a concurrent agree-
ment ln wrltlng with Mr. Ryan. We asked
blim ln whose possession that agreement was.
He said it was ln the possession of Mr. Far-
well. Mr. Farwell, ln his examination. stated
that there was no agreement in writing, but
that there was a verbal understanding with
Mr. Hugh Ryan that certain other terms
were to be entered Into with the contractor
and the Government under this option of
$50,000. Mr. Hugh Ryan, in his evidence
bëfore the committee. sald he never heard
of any such thing. that the only conditio-î
attached to the offer was the payment of

Mr. HAGGART.

the $500,000 to the company. Certainly I
vever heard of the agreement.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). If my memory serves
me, the Une was to be built and completed.

Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Greenshields said
that there was a concurrent agreement with
Mr. Hugh Ryan, In which It was provided
that the line should be completed and some
other things besides the $500,O0 were to be
given.

Mr. MORRISON. Would the hon. gentle-
man allow me to ask hlm a question ? In
what part of Mr. Ryan's evidence does he
state that which the hon. member now
says ?

Mr. HAGGART. On page 146:
Q. What was the price they were to sell the

rcad for ?-A. The price they talked about was
this $500,000 ; but I had never seen the road, and
never was over it.

Then, ln speaking of the last agreement
with the Grand Trunk, I pointed out that
under it the connections with the Canadian
Pacide Riailway were not conveyed. That
is a question for the legal gentlemen; but
I would like to draw the attention of the
House to tse fact that there is no connection
conveyed to the Intercolonial Railway be-
tween the end of the bridge and the Cana-
jdian Pacidle Railway, according to the most
literal interpretation of the agreemenf.
There is no conveyance of the main Une to
the Grand Trunk Railway from the end
of Victoria bridge to this 'Government. and
the whole document, if I am a judge of the
matte, makes no conveyance at all of that
right of connection between the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Canadian Pacife
Railway.

One of the principal reasons which the
Minister gave for the purpose of showing
that this was a far better agreement than
the old one-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I never said it was a far better
agreement than the old one.

Mr. HAGGART. You will find by the evi-
dence of Mr. Wainwright, before the com-
mittee, that one of the mosit strenuous ob-
jections of the Grand Trunk Railway was,
that it was an Important link ln connection
with their road, and they nearly split upon
the conveyance to the Government of that
connection between the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I thouight you were attributing
a certain statement to me personally, but
now, it appears, it was made by somebody
else. .

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. Minister sald,
before the committee, that the Government
had not only made a satisfactory agreenient,
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but had made an arrangement for a connec-
tion with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANC
CANALS. Quite so ; but the hon. gentle-
man said, that I stated it was a very much
better agreement than the other. I never
said that.

Mr. HAGGART. Then, it Is not ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Whether it is or not, Is another
question; but you said, that I said so.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman was
drawing the attention> of the committee to
the more advantageous arrangements he had
made ln a new agreement than ln the old
one, and that was one of them, and it is a
much more advantageous arrangement than
the old one, especially with regard to the
terminals and the amount we had to pay
for them, and thereby constitutes a sufli-
cient justification for the action of the Sen-
ate in throwing out the old agreement.

The hon. Minister, just before recess, stat-
ed to this House that he was not responsible
for the statement made by a Minister of
the Crown ln the Senate, ln the introduc-
tion of the resolutions last session-

The MINISTE.R 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. lM said it ln this sense. It was
stated that I had instructed, or authorized,
the statenient to be made by some gentle-
man ln the Senate, which I entirely. deny.
But, of course, every member of the Gov-
erument is responsible for what his col-
leagues may say on the matter.

Mr. HAGGART. I was not arguing ln that
direction, but I was stating that a Minister
of the Crown had declared ln the Senate,
on his responsIbility as a Minister, that we
would be furnished with an account of the
earnings of that branch of the Drummond
Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway com-
bined from Lvls to Montreal. Now, the
hon. Minister said that it was impossible
for him to furnish that statement. I here
state boldly that le could do it on every
section of the road with a little trouble.
There is not a leased line along any railway
in Canada or the United States on which
the receipts and earnings are not kept
separate; and the proposition for the leasing
of this line from the Grand Trunk Railway
was, that they were to pay a percentage of
the total receipts of the road. How would
it be possible for them to pay a percentage
of the total recelpts, unless an account were
kept of the gross receipts ? I was empha-
sizing this, when I said that the promisem
was made by the responsible leader of the
Government in the Senate that such an ac-
count would be furnished to the country.
Then the hon. gentleman replied: I arm not
responsible for any statement that was
made in another House. That Is a new idea-
of the duties of a Minister of the Crown,
given expression to by a Minister of the

Crown, that, when a Minister who repre-
sents the Government in the Senate, makes
a statement In that body ln order to induce
them to confirm the bargain, the Minister in
this House is not responsible for that state-
ment. Let me say, that ln the manner ln
which the accounts are kept at present on
the Intercolonial, it is quite easy for the
Government to give us the gross earnings
and the[ gross expenditure and the net re-
ceipts upon that section. We were promised
that, and what I complain of is, that the
Government come down here with a, set of
resolutions, and give us no information.

The hon. gentleman did not say a single
word about the Grand Trunk Railway ar-
rangement. I would like to know, whether
the Government intend to carry It out or
net. I would like to know, whether it is
their Intention to complete the arrangement
which they exhibited to this House last ses-
sion and the session before, for the purpose
of carrying the Intercolonial traffile over the
Grand Trunk Railway Into Montreal.
Where am I to get that information ? I
look at the public accounts, I look at the
Auditor General's Report, and I do not see
the payment of one cent to the Grand Trunk
Railway. I would like to know from' the
hon. Minister, as he was using that road,
and paid a subsidy to the Drummond Rail-
way Company for four months of the finan-
clal year ending July last, whether he has
paid to the Grand Trunk Railway any por-
tion of the subsidy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, bear.
Mr. HAGGART. Would the Minister be

kind enough to answer me that ? :
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. He Is engaged

ln private* eonversation on another subject
altogether.

Mr. HAGGART. Have you pald to the
Grand Trunk Railway any portion of the
subsidy promised them under the resolu-
tions Introduced last yest?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). You mean the sub-
sidy on the bridge.

Mr. HAGGART. On the connection be-
tween Ste. Rosalie and the city of Montreal.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You mean the rent ? We pald
all the rent.

Mr. HAGGART. Why does it not appear
ou the public aceounts ?

The MINISTER. OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It does.

Mr. HAGGART. I cannot find it.
The MINISTER OF RAI.LWAYS AN!)

CANALS. The hon. gentleman has net
looked.

Mr. HAGGART. There Is ne entry ln the
Auditor General's Report of any payment;
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and I naturally drew the inference that per- ing office, was confronted with a certain
haps the Government have changed their condition, which would be supposed to be
mind with reference to that. The bon. Min- an elementary condition ln railway affairs, a
ister, who dealt so clearly and explieltly condition which, I am safe In saying, could
with Intercolonial matters, never said a not continue to exist in the case of a pri-
word about this important connection. vate corporation, because as soon as it arose

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND it would be grappled with. It goes without
CANALS. Te hon. gentleman must have saying that the aoeairs of the Intercolonial
lost his hearing entirely. Railway would be one of the very first

timatters pressed tupon the Minister's urgent
Mr. HAGGART. I may be entirely mis- attention on talking office. He found that

taken ; but I took a great deal of trouble to the great Intercolonial Railway system, cost-
look for it, and could not find it. iii- soiewhere from $40.000 to $50,000 a

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND iile, or, on the whole, about $55,000,000,
Cwith one of its termini at a small town some

distinctly as I could, that , up to the 1st 170 miles from the great commercial me-
July, 1898, the rentals, maintenance, and so Ïtroplis of the country, the city of Montreal
on-our proportion f al these charges-ha the converging point of every road of any
been paid in full. If the hon. gentleman consequence in this Dominion; the point
will look at the report of my department. to reach which such great systems as the
lie will see that the sum of $70,000 Is added Canadian Pacifie. the Grand Trunk. the New
to the deficit, as shown in the ordinary York Central, the Wabash, and numbers
running accounts, maing the amount $209,- of others, have been regardless of expense ;
000. nu place of $139,000. the point at which the Government

have spent and are spending large
Mr. HAGGART. That Is not included in i1sums of money to inprove the trade

the first account I saw In the hon. gentle- i facilities to meet the present exigen-
man's report. I looked ati the receipts and ies as well as to be prepared for the
expenditures, and, after a great deal of 1 great volume of trade whicl is bound to
trouble, I found in a back part of the vol- 1 come to that very important point. I sup-
ume that an amount was paid. not to the pose there is not a gentleman in this House
Grand Trunk Railway, as I understood it. or in the country who for one moment con-
but to the Drummond Railway Company. siders this question of transportation through
Howevsr, it does not appear in the publie this country but would admit that Mont-
accouns or in the Auditor General's Re. real is destined to be the point to which
port, and it looks, even from the hon. gentle- I inrticularly the vast grain fields of the West
man's own report, as if the payment of this w-ll look for au outport in the east. The
amount was something subsequent. H-Iow. Iity of Montreal is the entrepot, I May
ever, I ray be entirely mistaken, and the say, of three continents-I may be modest
hon. Minister may be entirely right, and 1 enough to say-the Vancouver of the east;
will look into the matter more carefully. 1 the point to lieh aiava-iues of Irade of
only draw his attention to the difficulty of thîscontinent, at any rate, converge and
discussing this subject without the prope! to which ail are tributary; a point to reacl
Information before the House. And, as 1whlch uder the old regime the vresent Iu-
said before, I may have an opportunity, and tercolonial Railway sysbem was obliged bu
I intend to bave an opportunity, of summar- eompete with a very strong rival, travers-
Izing my remarks of this evening and dis-icr this same distance of 170 miles. The
cussing this Bill in full. after I have heardlntereolonial Railway was entireiy at the
the objections and criticisms to the remarksIiuercy of this rival and of severai rivais

a have made.ri under the old stgte of affairs. The bon.
Minister, o takng offiee, also found the

Mr. AULAY MORRISON (N,.ew Westmin- Interolonial Railway encumbered with de-
ster). 11r. Chairman, I think it goes without j icits as many as there had been years of
saying that there Is no division 0f opinion its exsten2e. c it was badly and expensive-
worth considerlngeas to thessaouydness of the ly managed, and, as Ihave said, at several
pollcy of extending the Intercolonial Rail- points was completely at the merey of other
way into the city of Montreal. Trhat being systems of railway. I an sure bon. gente-
so, bbe question before the House lutcon- men winl agree wth me that the conditions,
nection -writh the Drummond County Rail- as the hou. Ma nister found them couldot
waY resolves itself into a probiem o! busi- be worse. lie deterrnlned that they shouidness detals. And, if it Is fouud that these be remedled, a d he has set about and
business details- are unconneted woth any remeded thern; ad I trust he bas rem-
wrongful business method, then, I think, ied them for ail time. 1n settIng about
ail thaiLât eau be said as to the question Is a solution of this problem, a problem simple
that lb 19 opex to fair discuission and crifl- lu bserf, tndoubt but one whch gentlemen
stsm. Beyond tbat, I think It Is not permis- opposite shrked for the years durng whch
Bibleorhonourable for hon. gentlemen oppo- they had an opportunity o dong somethig
site to go.Now, the hon. Mlnister of Rail- to improve the lamentable ctondition lt

wrongful Canies methBai, then Ithink did thim fr all a tim en. setinisbot
all thaGcaResiT st.h qeto sasltinohspolmapolmsml
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of Railways and Canals has set gentlemen the Government got tired waiting, and the
opposite to scoldiug and figuring. Those Government took hold and forced an in-
who could not or would not scold, started vestigation. However, these matters are
to figure, and those who could not or would historie. The Government proceeded with
not figure, started to sc!old. And, between an investigation, a committee was ap-
these two characteristics, it is no marvel pointed, the committee sat from day
that they should cone to such diverse and to day, and elicited all the available Informa-
mixed1-tip conelnsic-ns as we have seen to- tion. Evidence was taken even from such
day and on previouis occasions wheu this remote countries as Mexico, and everything
matter has been up for discussion. Those that gentlemen opposite suggested should be
who attenpted to figure In this matter have produced in the shape of evidence. was pro-
illustrated the old saying that while it Is duced, at the expense of the ratepayers of
true that figures cannot lie, those who use this country. Every opportunity was given
themi frequently do. A very few examples to gentlemen opposite to come forward and
will srffi'e to illustrate that. By referring produce any evidence which might be per-
te the " Hansard " of 1897. when this matter tinent to -the question at issue. In fac, the
was being discussed somewhat briefiy, it investigation could have been closed some
wlll be seen that the ex-Minister of Finance days sooner than it was, had the majority
(Mr. Foster) stated that the Drummond of the committee elected by the Government
County people had received subsidies to chosen to close It. At one sitting, notwith-
the oimount of $782,000. That he stated istanding that the amplest notice was given
categorically. Almost immediately after- of the sitting, not a single gentleman repre-
wards, or as soon as he could get occasion senting the Opposition appeared, and, at the
to express himself, the ex-Controller of Cus- request o Mr. Greenshields, one of the men
toms (Mr. Wallace), in the most positive who, above ail. others, is blaekguarded and
way, aflirmed that the amount of subsidies slandered in this connection, suggested a
was $(03O)O. Tie ex-Minister of Finance postponement of the investigation, and it was
furthier stated that the company had ex- postponed In order to give the Opposition ab-
pended $720,000 on this pite of road. He solutely no ground to say that there was any
does not state the date up to which that disposition to stifle or eurtail any evidence
amount was spent, or whether upon the they had to adduce. The evidence adduced
forty-two miles of road or upon the whole at that committee, evidence which lhas not
132 miles, or wlhatever it is. The ex-Con- been Impeached and which cannot be Im-
troller of Customs again comnes out. and i peached or controverted, Is now before this
a more conservative way, but with equal ieHouse and the country. Every hon. gentle-
positiveness, states that the amount cx- man In this Hlouse may have a copy of that
pended was $300,000. Then the6 "Mail and«i evidence if he wishes, lndeed, I am sure that
Empire,"inspired doubtless by hon.gentle- every member of ·the House, on both sides,
men opposite, stated that the cost to the'- has a copy of I. It is not often, in discuss-
owners of tis road-again they -lo net state ing any question lu tils House, that we

bave before us se explIcitly and clearly allthe date or the extent of road-was only 1 the available and pertinent facts in relation
$749,000, and that the profit te the $ te it. Hon. gentlemen cannot go behind"owners, In consequence eof some deal- these facts, they cannot escape from the con-ings of this road, amounted ito $714,356. clusion te which the evidence points, and luBut the minority report makes the profit producing which they had full swing.
$1,209,548. Now. taking ail these de- Now, based upon that evidence two reports
liberate statements, made by gentle- were made, a majority and a minority report.men who preteud to be men Of The majority report was based on the facts
repute, where do we find ourselves ? produced at that investigation ; the minority
Which is the true statement and which is;i report, I am sorry to say, was not based up-
not ? For they cannot ail be true. That Is on the facts or evidence produced at thai
a sample of the result of some of the figuring I investigation, and I think I will be able to
of hon. gentlemen opposite In regard to this| satisfy the House that I am correct in say-
important matter; and I will give further ing so. Those are the two Judgments dc-
illustrations as I proceed. Now, they start llvered upon the evidence taken on that oc-
out. as I said, by scoldlng and figuring ; and, casion ; and I venture to say that among
as in the case of all gossipers, the older the1 gentlemen, reading ail that evidence, there
gossiper, the more vile, misleading and un-|can be only one opinion derived from it, and
founded the gossip. Scandal, of course, Was that is, that the =arrangement made by the
evolved, and must be Investigated. As hon.1 Government through the Minister of Rail-
gentlemen opposite did not seem te be suffi-î ways and Canals, Is not only the best ar-
clently matured to grapple with the question, J rangement that could be made at the time,
they passed it on te the other House, and 'but the very best possible arrangement that
the hon. gentlemen ofithe Senate made a couldbtile made at any time u the past up te
giddy pretense of dealing with the matter. I the present date. To any one who gives the
may say. withôut wlshing at all to use the matter a moment's consideration, the ques-
language of the street, that'they*made quite tion will ceur : Why did gentlemen opposite
a bluff at an Investigation: they dilly-dali anlow the affairs of the Intercolonial Rail-
lied fromn day to day until this House andi t .ay to exist in the shape in which they wer
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found when the present Government took then, it was agreed, both by the Minister of
the reins of power ? To me, knowing, per- Railways and Canals and the ex-Minister of
haps, as little about It as any gentleman In Railways and Canals, that one of three
this House, it is utterly inexplicable that routes was available, namely, the Drummond
they should have allowed matters to drift County Railway, which had a mileage of
as they did. I ask hon. gentlemen opposite 157-37, the Grand Trunk Railway, which had
to attempt to explain, if they can, their con- a mileage of 173-73, and the South Shore,
duet up to the year 1896. It is now too late with a mileage of 159-39.
for the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals, j Now, the ex-Minister of Railways and
or -any gentleman opposite, to come here and| Canals referred to the South Shore Railway
criticise this arrangement and say what ln such a manner as to lead a person taking
could have been done or what ought to have 1 a superticial view of the three routes to
been done. The fact remains staring us in believe that the hon. Minister of Rallways
the face that nothing was done by the Con- and Canals should have in preference to
servative Government, notwithstanding that the Drummond County Railway selected the
the ex-Minister, of all the Ministers in the South Shore, but we find in the sworn state-
Cabinet of that day, and whose duty it was 'ment what it cost per -mile to build railways,
to have the courage of his convictions and to i«and the cost of the South Shore, if built by
have pressed them upon his colleagues, sat the Government, or anybody else. would
dumbly iby, and though thoroughly convine- have been $23,000 per mile, whereas the
ed that the very best that could be done for Drummond County Railway would have cost
the Intercolonlal Railway was to extend It sone $16,000 a mile to build, and, I may
into the city of Montreal, lie sat idly by and, 1 say, parenthetically, that the Government
on his own sworn statement, alleges that he 1 have succeeded in acquiring that road for
did not even broach the matter to the Cab- f$12,000 a mile. It goes without saying that
net. They did not attempt in any practical we must be confined to these three possible.
way to remedy the state of affairs, they sIm- available, practicable routes. The question
ply drifted. Now, I do not wish to refleet of the Government building into Montreal. I
upon the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals think, need not be considered for a moment.
by saying that he tried to do his best, be- We need only recall the experience of hon.
cause he was of the opinion that the proper gentlemen opposite in building railways to
thing to do was to extend that road Into come to a conclusion, that it will be lim-
Montreal. He did not do his best by simpIy possible to controvert the position that the
sitting idle and entertaining an opinion thati Government could not have seriously enter-
that was the best thing to do ; lie did not do; talned the proposition of building. Therefore,
the best he could, and to that extent he isl the hon. Minister of Rallways and Canals
culpable. It does not lie In his mouth now saw these conditions existing, these cardinal
to criticise the fair, business proposition conditions. I may eall them, and these same
made by the Minister of Railways and conditions, perhaps to a greater extent. ex-
Canals to remedy the state of affairs which isted during the incumbency in office of the
he admits should be remedied. He was not hon. ex-Minister of Railways and Canals. I
alone i. the opinion on that side of the think it would be a matter of considerable
House, that the road should be extended to interest to the House, because it was a
MontreaL. The hon. member for Sherbrooke matter of considerable Interest to
(Mr. Ives) was of the same opinion, and is myseit. as wel as a matter of curioslty,
of the same opinion still; the hon. member to notice how the bon. ex-Minister et Rail-
for ~Compton (Mr. Pope) was of the same ways and Canals approached this ques-
opinion, and is of the same opinion still. At!teonand how thep n . S
the investigation, the hon. member for Comp- Rapreacled its
ton gave evidence, and I will read a portion yon the absolute difference eti*ethods of
of it, as found on page 141 of the report: : hese two hou. gentlemen, ln transacting the

business of the country, I wiil begin by
I was always favourable to the extension of readIng extraets from the evidence Of the

the Intereolonial Railway to Montreal, and, my bon. ex-Mnister of Railways and Ganals. He
friends belng interested in the Drummond gave his evIdence at that Investigation. Re
County, and belleving it to be as good an ex- felt it Incumbent upen himself, at the last
tension as could be got, I was always at the
disposal of the Drummond County Railway peo- stage of the Investigation te cme forward
ple, In any way that I possessed any influence, and put hlmself under oath and testlfy, en,
to assist them ln the disposal of that road. of the meet solemn pottons In which an-

human being cau, place himself. He was
For the purpose of extending the system into questioned as to the xegotiations ln regard
Montreal. That being so, the Minister of tt the acquirement o? this extensionoettb
Railways and Canals cannot be blamed for Interceeniai Railway inte Mentreal, and this
entertaining the same opinion. Entertaining is what le says. I would like bon. gentle-
that opinion, he began to consider what was men te carefully notet methd h
the best means of remedying the state of the hon. ex-Mistef o! ailways and
af airs then existing on the IntercolonialCanaisgi isttmnanteway
Railway, and 'how best te carry inte effectwhehesartew tleddoa-
the extension of the Intercoloniai Railwaytepdt eowlaheldntoonhs

Inte Mentyeelf.Inserwerltoseacmatteerroaluoccasion
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In reference to this matter, the first that Ile does not say from whoinlie made bis
remember about it is a conversation that, 1 inquiries.
think-
I think-
-I had with Mr. Ives in 1894.
He is not positive about that, but he thInks
he had a conversation, ln 1894, with Mr.
Ives :

The result of a little conversation we had be-
tween ourselves in reference to the extension
of the Intercolonial Railway to Montreal.
It was simply a little conversation between
these gentlemen about this Important ques-
tion out of whIch hon. gentlemen are now
attempting to make so much capital. This
is a question which, ln 1899, has grown to
such tremendous proportions, such vast
magnitude, which was made the subject of
a little conversation between the hon. ex-
Minister of Railways and Canals and Mr.
Ives.

He was a colleague of mine. I entertained
favourably at that time an opinion of the ex-
tension of the road, for a good many reasons.
He entertained an opinion for a good many
reasons. I may anticipate and say that he
did not give these reasons and, doubtless,
lie had reasons for not doing so.

We had trouble making connections with the
Grand Trunk Railway, we had a great deal of
trouble with the Canadian Pacific Railway, and I
thought that it was in the interest of the coun-
try that the road should be extended to Montreal.
Why, ln heaven's name, he did not extend
that road into Montreal, or do something
whereby that road could be extended, when
lie swears that he was of the opinion that
it was ln the interest of the country that
the road should be extended to Montreal,
Is sonething that It Is Impossible to under-
stand.

That was my personal idea at that time. Mr.
Ives proposed to me, then, the acquisition of the
Drummond County Rallway.
Mr. Ives could not bave been moved by any-
thing of private motives In suggesting to
the hon. ex-Minister of RaIlways and Canals
that the proper thing to do would be to
extend the road into Montreal. He turned
a deaf ear to that.

He told me-or at least I do not know if he
told me-
I just want hon. members to note the style
of the evidence and the manner of givIng
the evidence which, If attempted before any
judge of any ýSuperIor Court ln this country
would result la the witnesa's expulsion
from the witness stand immedlately. There
is not a judge from one end of the country
to the other but would have asked that wit-
ness to step down If he had given hie evi-
dence in the way ln wbich the hon. ex-Min-
Ister of Railways and Oanals gave his evi-
dence in this case :
He told me--or at least I do not know if he told

me-I made inquiries about IL

And I found that the railway could be very
cheaply obtained.
If he was of the opinion that it was in the
best interest of the country that the road
should lbe extended to Montreal, as he
swears, and if the road could be obtaiéd
cheaply, why did he not obtain it cheaply
and conserve the interests of the people
whos e interests he was sworn to proteet ?

If I remember rightly, the principal indebted-
ness of the railway at that time was, as I under-
stood it, in the neighbourhood of $170,000, to the
Eastern Townships Bank. They had floating lia-
bilities of from $25,000 to $30,000Otiiore. I heard
they were anxious to realize, and for a aum, I
do not know how nuch above that, that the
railway might be obtained.
At a certain stage he does swear the amount
he was offered the road for. He stated to-
day, and I venture to say that there is not
an hon. gentleman, on either side of the
House. but who: would go out of this room
and say truthfully and honestly that the
bon. ex-Minister of Railways and Canals
stated that he could have obtained that road
for 5500,000, yet, he swears that he does not
know for what amount he could have ob-
tained it.

Mr. HAGGART. I am sure the hon. gen-
tleman does not want to misrepresent my
evidence.

Mr. MORRISON. I am giving It as it Oce-
curred.

Mr. HAGGART. The explanation is en-
tirely different from what the hon. gentle-
man Is giving. This conversation I had
with Mr. Ives was prior to the option I got,
and that Is what I referred to lu my evi-
dence.

Mr. MORRISON. But this has no refer-
ence to the conversation with Mr. Ives at
all.

Mr. HAGGART. It was at that time.
Mr. MORRISON. It Is disassociated from

the evidence, and In any event It is need-
less for me to make any further remarks,
because the evidence speaks for Itself. Does
the hon. gentleman deny that he said. more
than once, that he might have obtained the
railway for $500,000? Does the hon. gentle-
man pretend to deny that ? The words have
hardly stopped resounding In this Chamber
that this railway could have been obtained
for $500,000.

How to get in from the terminus of the rail-
way to Montreal was another matter for con-
sideration. I went down,. and I think I saw the
then president of the Grand Trunk Railway. I
had a conversation with hlm upon the subject,
and although he could not speak authoritatively
without consulting his board, I understood from
him that there .would be no difficulty in making
an arrangement to get into Montreal, and for the
user et the terminai facilities there on the same'
terms as he allowed other railways, or on a
mileage basis.
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The hon. Minister of Railways of to-day not
only got these facilities on the same terms
as are allowed other railways, but on better
terms than are allowed other railways. I
will show that to the committee:

There was not mueh further to 1Pe done In the
matter, though Mr. Ryan and I had a conversa-
tion on the subject. In conversation with Mr.
Ryan, he stated to me he had spoken to Mr. Far-
well upon the subject, and asked me if I was
ready to consider a proposition from him.

I draw the attention of the committee to
the statement that follows :--i

I told him that I would have nothing to do
with t, and advised him to have nothing to do
with It.
Notwithstanding that he swore that, in the
interest of the country and the interests of
the people, the thing should be done, and'
that he could get it cheap. The ex-Minister
(Mr. Haggart) continued :

I may state that I never submitted a pro-
position to Council-any proposition to Council-
but I had a conversation with the Premier,-
Whether It was out on a fishing excursion,
or whether it was on the street, or whether
In the House, or whether in Couneil, he does
not say.
-I had a conversation with the Premier, I
-think it was Sir John Thompson, In reference
to the matter.
He does not even know who was Premier
at the time : whether it was Sir John
Thompson, or Sir John Abbott, or Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, or Sir Charles Tupper.

I had a conversation with the Premier, I think
it was Sir John Thompson, and I think with the
Finance Minister (Mr. Foster),-
He thinks ; he Is not sure of that.-
---- but the matter never took any form, and
never was considered in Council.
1 say, in all earnestness, that the people of
this country had the right to ask the ex-
Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggart), why
he did not mention It in Council, why he did
not consider the proposition that was made
to him, why he did not deal wlth. it, and
satisfy himself that he could not make a
bargain? He continues :

If I remember rightly, Mr. Ryan spoke to me
something in the direction of which he stated
to-day, something about his finishing the road, or
making some arrangements with them for fin-
ishing the road.
A few moments ago, the hon. gentleman
(Mr.. Haggart) stated that he said nothing
about finlshîng the road, but I will refer to
Mr. Ryan's evidence later on. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Haggart) continued:

I never heard of any proposition for a higher
price .to be charged for -the road than the one
named in the option of $500,000, and from infor-
mation which I had at the time, correctly or not,
I understood that other parties had options for
the road for a less amount.

Mr. MORRISON.

I want the House to remember distinctly
what he states here : That he had never
heard of any proposition for a higher price
for the road than $500,000. I ask, If any
other interpretation can be put on these
words, than that the Minister of. Railways
had the option of buying this road, with all
that it means, for $500,000. He continued :

I understood that they had been negotiating
for the sale of the road both to the Grand Trunk
Railway and the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
That statement is an absolute contradiction
of himself. He was not cross-examined to
any great extent. It was not a question of
being on the stand two or three days, and
on the last day belng cross-examined as to
something he said on the first day, without
having an opportunity of having lis memory
refreshed as to what he dîd say ; it could
not be more than five minutes after le
swore that he had an opportunity of buying
this road for $500,000, that le swears to the
following :-

Q. Do you undertake to swear that he gave you
to understand the road could be bought for $500,-
000 ?-A. Oh, I do not think so.
And then the hon. gentleman further mixes
himself and winds himself up, for he goes
on to say :

Q. And you knew they were willing to sell out
'for $500,000 ?
This ls a question put by Mr. Powell, one
of lis own committee men. Mr. Powell puts
this question to him, evidently trying to
cover over the slip of the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Haggart), that he lad an opportunity
of buying It, and then saying he did not
have that opportunity. Mr. Powell comes
back, and says :

Q. And you knew they were willing to sell out
for $500,000 ?-A. Yes, and I said that I knew
they had given other options for less, for $100,-
000 less, and were negotiating with the Grand
Trunk Railway and other companies, and I would
have nothing more to do with them.
That is categorically denied by the gentle-
man who 1 would have made the offer, and
who knew all about it. I refer to the evi-
dence of Mr. Farwell. Mr. Farwell 1s the
gentleman lu reference to whom Mr. Pope,
the hon. member for Compton, stated on
oath, that he would believe Mr. Farwell on
oath, and he would believe anything Mr.
.Farwell said on oath to be absolutely true.
Mr. Farwell gave hie evidence with respect
to this $400,000, and It was not impeached
la any particular. He desposed as follows :--

Q. There ýwere no other options given li con-
nection with this road ?-A. I might have had
another, but It was simply to me.

.Q. I suppose for a similar amount to this ?--
A. I do not remember; I was under tbe im-
pression tbat this was for $400,00%, but it is put
here at $500,000.

Q. What did you think the other option would
be for ?-A. The other option would be for $400.-
000 ; but I do not know that this Is an exact
cepy. It was not less than $400,000
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And again, at the bottom of the page:
Q. It was for the same purpose-to sell to

the Government ?-A. Yes ; we never offered to
sell to anybody for any less than that.

Q. That was for $400,000 ?-A. For $100,000
rental, or two and a half millions, until this last
lease came up.

Q. Was there ever any authority given to any-
bcdy to sell for $400,000 ?-A. Never.

Q. You would not have taken it, I presume ?
-A. Never.
That is the evidence of Mr. Farwell on oath.
I would ask any dispassionate person listen-
Ing to the evidence of these two people, lis-
tening to the evidence of the Minister of
Railways, where he contradiets himself, and
listening to the evidence of Mr. Farwell-1
would ask, would any sensible person hesi-'
tate as to whIch of these two gentlemen he
would think was correct ? No person with
reason would for a moment hesitate to be-
lieve Mr. Farwell, who states there Is no
option for $400,000.

Mr. HAGGART. Why did you not read all
the evidence of Mr. Farwell on that point ?

Mr. MORRISON. I did.
Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Farwell swore this:
Q. What do you think the other option would

be for ?-A. The other option would be for $400,-
600 ; but I do not know if this Is an exact copy.
It was not less than $400,000.

Mr. MORRISON. I have just read that.
I need not refer to Mr. Farwell at all. It
makes no difference -what Mr. Farwell said
or what he did not say. What I am con-
cerned about ls, what the Minister of Rail-
ways sald, and what he has sworn to, and
how he has contradleted himself. And, tak-
Ing the statement of the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Haggart), and comparing it with the
statements of other gentlemen that were not
contradicted, I want the House to be in a
position to judge as to which of these two
gentlemen it should belleve, because either
one or the other must be stating that whieh
is not a fact. Take the evidence of the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair),
when he approached this question of the
extension of the railway to Montreal. The
Hon. Andrew G. Blair appeared also before
the committee, and this ls what he swore :

Shortly atter the session of Parliament tu 1896
-that la the trst session of the new Parliament-
I began to turn my attention to the subject of
the extension of the Intercolonial Railway to
Montreal. I may say that I did this of my own
notion. I was not invlted to do so, nor was
it suggested to me by any gentleman connected
with or Interested in any way with the Grand
Trunk Railway or the Drummond County Rail-
way.
This is Mr. Blair's sworn statement, and, as
I know hon. gentlemen wish to be fair, 1
would like them, when they attribute, and
slanderously, attribute, motives to the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair) on
ex parte statements not on oath-I wish that
they should remember this sworn statement.

107

And I wish them to remember the oppor-
tunity they had of cross-examining the Min-
Ister (Mr. Blair) on his sworn statement,
and of impeaching that evidence, and bring-
ing evidence ii rebuttal. Neither of these
they did. Mr. Blair continues in his evi-
dence :

I thought it would be in the Interests of the
Intercolonial Railway, if it could secure a ter-
minal at' Montreal.
In that respect, he quite agrees with the ex-
Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Hag-
gart).

My first purpose, rather my first oâbject,
in the matter, vas to ascertain how such a pol-
icy would commend Itself to my colleagues, and
I found that they were well disposed towards
it, providing that arrangements could be made
on satisfactory terms.
Compare that with the attitude of the ex-
Minister of Railways, wbo never broached
or attempted to broach the subject to his
colleagues.

Without being at all able to speak positively
as to the dates between the time that Parliament
closed and the middle or latter part of November,
I put myself in communication with Mr. Wain-
wright, of the Grand Trunk Railway Company.
A proper thing to do--

I told Mr. Wainwright what was passing in my
mind, that if we could make satisfactory arrange-
ments It would be to our advantage to get Into
Montreal, and I asked him whether he was In a
position to say that the Grand Trunk would be
open to negotiations on the subject. He told me
he thought they would, but that he would confer
with the general manager and let me know later,
which he did. Later on, he told me that Mr.
Hays, the general manager of the Grand Trunk,
would be open to a discussion of the subject, and,
If my memory serves me, that was about all the
progress made before I left for the Paclfic coast,
about the middle of last November. I did not
return until the first week of January, and on my
return I resumed my interviews with Mr. Wain-
wrIght. Up to this date I did not-I think up to this
date-at all events until after I had been some
little time In communication with Mr. Wain-
wright and the Grand Trunk Railway Company-
I did not know who was Interested in the Drum-
mond County Railway.

I want hon. gentlemen to remember that
also, when considering the unworthy insinu-
ations of hon. gentlemea opposite, that Mr.
Greenshields and the Drutmmond County
people had initiated these negotiations with
the Government and the Minister of Rail-
ways. Then. Mr. Powell asked :

Q. That was in January, 1897 ?-A. Yes ; when
I returned from the Pacidfe coast. I am not
positive, I might have known it before I went
away, as to who were the owners of the Drum-
mond County Railway. I did not know It before
I had spoken to Mr. Wainwright. I am quite
sure about that, and I think It was on my sug-
gestion that Mr. Wainwright spoke to the Drun-
mond County people, and I early learned for the
frst time that Mr. Greenshields was largely in-
terested in that company and road. Nothing of
a very definite character transpired until after
I returned from the Pacide coast.

REVISED EDITION.
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Then the Minister proceeds to show the way
ln which he started to take into considera-
tion the varlous propositions and problems
which he had to face. There is a part of
the evidence which It is fnot quite necessary
to read In this connection. I will go on
from the middle of page 9 :
. In considering this question of the extension to
.Montreal, I looked with some carefulness into
the whole question of possible routes. There
were these three routes already spoken of in
Parliament and the newpaper press. First, there
was the route over the present Grand Trunk
Railway, and instead of deflecting from the
Grand Trunk at Ste. Rosalie it was open to us,
if we chose, to arrange with the Grand Trunk
to continue to Richmond on the main Portland
line, and further take their Chaudière branchc r
line, or whatever you would call it. That line Is
Icnger, as 1 think I could show you, and as I
tbink I ascertained, some miles longer than the
Lrummond County Railway, and it had not the
same desirable grades. They were more frequent
and heavier, and on the whole the Une would not
be as desirable a line as the Drummond County
Railway.
That evidence is corroborated by railway ex-
perts and engineers, whose evidence I will
read later on--

Moreover, I remember saying to Mr. Wain-
wright : "Mr. Wainwright, supposing we con-
cluded to consider this, what would your people
want fur your line ?" "Well," he said, "we
talked about two and a half millions-between
two and two and a half millions-for that piece
of line from Richniond to Chaudière." Then we
would have had to lease or acquire rights from
the Grand Trunk from Richmond to Ste. Rosalie.
We could riot have acquired that part of the road,
for that is part of their trunk line. This Is in
the neighbourhood of 35-perhaps a little over
28-miles, and we would have had to pay them
rental on that and then to acquire from tiem
about 60-a little over 60-miles, and, I thini,
from Richmond to Chaudière. That phase of the
question did not strike me very favourably, I
confess, and I turned my attention to the subject
of the South Shore Railway.
Now, throughout the whle course of the
evidence of the ex-Minister of Railways (Mr.
Haggart), he did not condescend to let us
know, and, even when he gave us the oppor-
tunity of knowing, he did not show that .he
went to that extent Into the consideration
of the matter:

That Une had been bulit to Sorel, and there re-
mained considerable mileage yet to be con-
structed, and from all the information I could
get it would be longer, and moreover a mucih
more expensive line. The line would necessarily
ccst for bridging a very much larger sum tkan
the Drummond County Railway.
Nobody denied that, and It has not been
denied yet-

On the whole, it appeared to me, if we could
arrange upon saultable terme te acquire the Drum-
mou County Railway, that that was the best
rente of the three,. and I communicated my ten-
tative view on this subject te ,Mr. Walnwright.
I thlnk it. was Mr. Wainwright, the frat time I
met .Mr' Greenhields, fwhe brought Mr. Greex.
sbields to me. l the meanwhile, the Grand
Trunk were preparing a memo. of the terms upon

Mr,. MORRISON.

which they would let us have the use of their
bridge and of their terminals. I received tis
memorandum either ln the latter part of Febru-
ary or March.
At page 58, Mr. Powell examines Mr. Wain-
wright ou this point :

Another matter I do not understand quite, Mr.
Wainwright, Is about the 15 miles extension to
enable the Intercolonial to connect with the
Canadian Pacific Railway ?-A. We gave them
the right to run from Montreal, although it is a
piece of railway and not a siding. The depart-
ment made such a point of making such a con-
nection with the Canadian Pacifie Railway that,
although it was a disputed point, I admitted it,
and Mr. Hays gave way upon it, that they should
have the right. It gave them about 15 miles of
railway.
Then Mr. Wainwright goCs on to show that
this was quite an important concession for
them to make ln the premises. Now, at no
stage did the ex-Minister of Railways, at
the time he had lthe opportunity of negotiat-
ing, approach the niatter in the business-like
way in whici the present Minister of Rail-
ways did. I have read this simply by way
of parallel to show you the business-like way
in which the present Minister of Railways
approached the niatter, and the very sioven.
ly, unbusiuess-like way ln which the ex-
Minister of Railways dealt with it. Both
gentlemen considered these different routes.
The present Minister elicited all the infor-
mation he could as a basis on which to pro-
ced. The ex-Minister of Rallways did not
seem to bother his head about it, but let It
go, apparently thinking that the thing might
adjust Itself hap-hazardly, that somebody
might die, or that the Government would go
out of power, and the responsibility would be
shifted upon the shoulders of some one else,
which, fortunately for the country, has been
the case.

In order to decide whether this is a reason-
able business transaction on ithe part of the
Government, certain tests must be applIed,
as in ordinary business transactions, such as
comparlng It with similar transactions at
other times and under similar circum-
stances. Fortunately, we are not without
abundance of similar conditions under the
old régime; and 1 am not going to make
any statement, If I can help it, that Is not
based on sworn testimony. To give an Il-
lustration, I will refer to the evidence of
Mr. Walnwright. The Drummond County
Railway, which It was determlned to use in
extending the Intercolonial to Montreal, was
organized in 1886, and was constructed
under the eye of the Grand Trunk Railway.
Mr. Wainwright, at page 50, says:

Had you a favourable opinion of the road and
the possibllties of trame ?
It ls hardly neeessary, I suppose, for me to
tell the House and country who Mr. Waln-
wright is. (He la the assistant superinten-
dent of the Grand. Trunk Railway-a gen-
tleman who bas been ln the country some 40
years, connected with that railway, and
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known to the people of Canada for that
period of time as a man whose Integrity and
experience nobody will gainsay.

A. Yes, sir, Mr. Church originally undercook
the construction of the road ln full touch with1
the G. T. R. Co., and the idea at that time was
entertained by the late Sir Joseph Rikson that
the Grand Trunk Railway would acquire it. We
expected we should be able to secure quite a good
traffie off the Une, and that was our reason for
desiring to retain possession of it.
Now, the Grand Trunk Railway people are,
not running its rallway system for the bene-
fit of their health, but to make dividends,
and to cater at the same time to the publie
by giving it an efficient service, and they had
this Drummond line built under Its own
supervision.

Q. Have you any reason, from your .-ecent ex-
perience and knowledge of the business upon,
that road, to alter your opinion lu that regard ?
-A No.

Q. Will you kindly state what your view would
be with regard to the relativ3 merits now cf
that road with others that have been spoken of
as through lines for the Intercolonial ln reacaing
Montreal ?-A. Well, as regards the connection
of the Intercolonial with Montreal, the Drum-
mond County Railway, as far as I.knaw from the
engineers' reports, Is the shortest line and the
easlest line to St. Lambert that could be ac-
quired. The distances have already been given,
I think, in your evidepce, Mr. Blair, and these
figures are correct according to my report.

Q. How about the grades ?-A. Of course, the
Grand Trunk Railway bas some longer and has
some heavler grades. The South Shore road la a
little longer, according to the engineer's reports,
and would have a good deal of heavy bridging ;i
therefore, would be very costly and, under the
circumstances, I presume, that the Drummond
County Is about the easiest method of extend-
ing the road to Montreal.

Q. The rate at which we acquIred it is the
cheapest, la it not ?-A. I should think so. Ii
thInk the price agreed upon represents, as far
as I remember, about $12,000 a mile, which
la certainly a vcry low price for the railway.
Presently I will read sworn testimony to
show that this extension to Montreal did'
cost all the way from $14,000 to $19,000 per
mile. And to show that It Is the easiest and
best route into Montreal, we are not con-
fined to the testimony of Mr. Walnwrlght,
for we flnd that the hon. member for Comp-
ton (Mr. Pope), who ss on the other side of
the House, in giving his evidence, as reported
on page 141 of the report, corroborates that
opinion.

Q. You went over the road for the purpose of
satisfying yourself ?-A. Yes, air.

Q. What la your judgment as to the character
of the road ?-A. I thinkItIs a good road.

Q. What do you say as to probable trame ?-A.
It has a fair local traMe. It all depends upon the
arrangements made by the Government as to the
thbrough traMe.
Now, wbile this Une may have a very good
local trafic, I go so f ar as to say Mat even
1f it had not, its aequisition was dsirable,
not on account of its local traM,-butes a
link of the intercolonial, connecting It with
our great traen road to the Paci.
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fie, and that was the point of vlew urged for
Its acquisition.

As to the cost of the road, I would draw
your attention to the evidence on page 43,
of Mr. Newton, whose evidence is not con-
troverted, and who is a man wbo knew
whereof he was speaking.

Q. Give us the amount this firm passed to you
as the amount of construction at that time ?-A.
The amount paid ou-t to date for building the
line and received from the foregoing, as per
construction-book, on June 30th, 1890, was $729,-
314.52.
And later on, he swore that the whole outlay
up to 1898 of this company on the line was
somewhere about $2,000,00, nlu round num-
bers.

Now, as to the cost, I might go into details
and refer you to page 89 of the sworn testi-
mony, as against whieh the bald statement
of the ex-Minister of Rallways and Canals
(Mr. Haggart), or any other hon. gentleman
on that side cannot stand for a moment.
We find, by the evidence of Mr. Newton,
that up to the 28th of February, 1898, the
road cost $1,908,271.33, made up as follows :
There was expended up to the end of June,
1894, $1,163,970 ; to the end of June, 1895,
that rose to $1,255,076 ; to the end of June.
1896, the expenditure was $1,366,485; to
the end of June, 1897, it amounted to $1,527,-
437, and In February, 1898, it reaehed the
sum of $1,908,271. Yet that is the road
which hon. gentlemen opposite state cate-
gorically, but which, none of them, wlth the
exception of the exr-Minister of Rallways,
dare to state under oath, could have been ob-
tained by them for $500,000. The effrontery
and colossal absurdity of such a statement
eannot fail to strike us at once. What fur-
ther proof Is necessary ? How can these
hon. gentlemen for one moment go back on
the sworn testimony which they had every
opportunity of controverting and did not.
Take the evidence of Mr. McLeod, as to the
value of the road, to be found on page 111.
Mr. McLeod la a gentleman of integrity and
experlence, whose evidence was not im-
peached In any respect or attempted to be
impeached. Let me draw the attention of
bon. gentlemen opposite to what he sald :

Q. Your valuation of the road, when completed
under contract with the Government, what do
you estimate Its value per mile ?-A. It ought to
be more than $15,000 for the portion from Moose
Park.

Q. How much was It worth from Moose Park to
the Chaudière per mile ?-A. It would cost about
$16,000 to $17,000 per mile.
This Is the estimated cost of that road whIch
hon. gentlemen opposite say could have been
gpurchased for $500,OOO.

Q. That is the new part ?-A. Ye. The new
part, from Moose Park to Chaudière.

Q. Then the value of the rest of the road from
Moose Park to Ste. Rosalie, I thlnk, you said was
$15,000 a mile ; do you atili adhere to that ?-A.
With the improvements, it would probably coat
about $16,000 a mile.

Q. And the other about $17,000 a mile ?-Ag
SYes.
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Q. And the total can be figured upon that ?-A. by the ex-Minister of Rallways and Canals
Yes. before this House and before tlis country.

Q. It Is only a few minutes ago that you made I feel It a tremendous responsibllity to stand
an estimate of what you put the value of the, Up and, putting my sentiments In as xnld
road at ?-A. That was without these additions

thatI prposeto mlte terns as 1 can, contradictlug hlm-with aUthat I propose to make.
Q. Read them over again.-A. $17,000 a mile that that may mean-In bis statements made

was the estimate I first gave. serlously and with the objeet and motive
Q. Divide It into two sections ; now, from fn doubt, of havlng the people beiicve that

Moose Park to Chaudière, how much was tnat ? hlis a man of truth. I1sy. at the risk
Here Mr. Blair interjected: He told you In of wearyingr the House, I shall read a few
addition that for masonry you ouglit to addl extraets showing that the ex-Minister of
$1,000 a mile more."" Raiiwaysaxid Canals absolutely mîsed thls

Jeosetr tried to aslead this House, ln
f the statements he made this afternoon. The

Chaudière ?-A. I think it was $17,00 a mile.n enties a

that that may-%r. mrean-nhis statpeens2ad

yAnd how much arnm Ste. Rosadle to Moose
Park ?-A. $15,0 0 a mile. Was that agreement In writing?

Q. Then m from Mose Park t Ste. Rosarle would th s
Chaud-re--A.Ithn!t a $700 il. eidec fM. resils tpg 2

be $16,000 a mile ?
Mr. Blair here interjected : "More than that,
because there is $100,000 to be spent on the
72 miles."

Q. From Moose Park to Ste. Rosalie Is the old
part ?-A. Yes.

Q. When completed, what will, ln your judg-
ment, be the cost-worth per mile or the cost
per mile ?-A. AccordIng to the estimtae I have
made of $65,000 being expended upon it, that
will bring it up to about $16,000 a mile.

Q. Then, from Moose Park, these 42 miles to
Chaudière, you say are equal to the standard o'f
the Intercolonial Railway ?-A. With these ad-
ditions.

Q. What will that be worth ?-A. About $17,000
per mile.

Q. If you were asked to state whether the
price of $12,000 a mile, which the Government
agreed to pay, Is a reasonable price or not,
what would you say ?-A. I would say it was a
very reasonable price.

Q. What would you say If the Government
needed the road that It was a good purchase at
that figure ?-A. I should say so.

Q. Could any reasonable exception be taken by
any reasonable man to the purchase price ?-
A. No.
That Is the evIdenca of Mr. McLeod. Then,
we will take the evidence of Mr. Wainwright
at page 148. And I would like hon. mem-
bers to place It aloagside of the bald state-
statement, the Irresponsible statement, of
the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals :

The point upon which I wlsh to ask you Is this,
generally, whether the arrangements were more
or less favourable to the Intercolonial Railway ?
That Is the present extension Into Montreal.

A. The present arrangement Is more favour-
able.

Q. Much more so ?-A. Yes. a good deal more

And the evidence also at page 50, which I
have already read, that the Drammond
County Railway was the best and easiest
method of reachlng *Montreal. We have
aIso the evidence of Mr. Greenshields on
the same point. I amu reading these quo-
tations at the rlsk of wearylng the House,
but the question le a very important one.
And, speaking for myself, I feel a great
responsibility ln rising ln my place and con-
tradieting categorically the statement made

Mr. MORRISON.

iTis has reierencer to ie option.

A. Yes, this agreement was in writing with
Mr. Farwell. Mr. Farwell has copies on the
Unes which I have just indicated. In other words,
If the arrangements had been carrIed through
on the basis of $500,000, and en the provisions
I have said, the shareholders of the Drummond
County Railway would have received infinitely
more for the road than they now propose to re-
ceive under the present arrangement with this
Government.
That is, this proposition which the ex-Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals has distorted
and misrepresented, Mr. Greenshields swears
-and he has not been contradicted-was in-
finitely more advantageous to the Govern-
ment than the other would have been. How
eau the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals
reconcile his statements with the sworn
statement of Mr. Greenshields. And again,
at page 37:

Q. Ncw, do I understand you to say, Mr. 3reen-
shields, that the result, if the negotiations had
closed wi-th the Government, would have been
financially a better one for the Drunmond.
County Railway than the arrangements you have
made with the Government to-day ?-A. Un.
doubtely it would have been.
Aud arain, Mr. Farwell, at page 135, as I
before stated. Now, this was the state-
of affairs presenting Itself to the Minister of
Railways and Canals. He also had the-
experience of dealing with other roads al-
nost under similar circumstances. We turu
to page 48, Mr. Wainwright's evidence. I
will not inake the statement myself, but I
will read Mr. Wainwright's statement on
that point. As to three different instances
which the ex-Minister of Rallways and Can-
als had before him and which the Miniter
of Railways and Canals also had before him,
In deciding as to whether these propositions
of the Drummond County acquisition was.
the best available or not.

Q. What would you say the Drummond County
Railway was worth per mile as it stands to-day ?-
And Mr. Walnwright answered that question
In this fashion :

A. Well, I cau answer that question with re
gard to the construction of roads lu the province
ov Quebec, by giving you the tgures of what we
have exmded la the construction of lines. Te,
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give an opinion on the Drummond County Rail- to say, that the acquirement of this road atway, I should require to make aome examina- $12,X)O a mile, in view of the sworn testi-tion of it, and know something about the details. nony as to the price oi these other roads,I might say to you that there are three railways 'was
n Quebec constructed under my own supervi- bsneot a perfectly reasonable and sound

alon, namely, the Beauharnois Junction Railway, business transaction. No man who lhas any
which was built ln accordance with a sub 'jy respect for his opinion can undertake to
contract, with a light rail of 56 Ibs., running from deny It. I say, that any reasonable busi-
the county of Beauharnois, cost the Grand Trunk ness man would be quite satisfied with thatRailway about $17,000 a mile ; the Champlai: evidence, and would consider that informa-Junction Railway, with a 65-1b. rail, and built in tion sufficient to justify him in proceedingthe sanie manner, cost the company between to close tre bargain at once.
$18,000 and $19,000 per mile ; the Jacques Cartier tlsehe barain a once.
Railway, which connects the Grand Trunk Rail- But the Minister of Railways and Canals
way with the Canadian Pacific Railway in Jacques had some further matters to look into, some'
Cartier, with a 56-lb. rail only, cost the 3rand further cireumstances to consider. For in-
Trunk $19,000 a mile-a little over. I have been stance, there was the question of the earn-
ever the Drummond County Railway, and will ing capacity of the road. Now, from the
say this nuch, that the 43 miles recently builttb
is, in my opinion, far superior in construction
to the construction of any of these roads I have opinion that the present. or past, or pos-
named. The other portion of it, of course, ia sible local earning capacity of that ink 4s
not so good, because it carries a lighter rail ; of no consequene in consldering the ques-
therefore, it is flot 80 expeysively constructed. i tion of gettng the systemi extendedinto
Therle -were these three samples of roads 1IIontreal. The value of that piece of road,
ranging from $17,000 up to $19,00 a mile. il my opinion, except as a link in a system.

Dthe înister would not be so great. However, the Minister
o t owever, thn Canls at aqs of Railways and Canais was a littlie more

road at the rate of $12,000 a mile. nstc n ein din thee
tute a comparison for a moment. But there capacity of the road, as It then existed; and
Th more than that. At page 54 Mr. Wain- h sre found that, or the ast two or three

wrihtgivs heinsabeo teRiviêr du years, and up to the time that lie undertook
Loupgtgiesithonsaeoft r negotiations, the net earnings of that roadranging fro $pom an f rom $30,000 to $35000, w ih earnings

Q. You were sayiv & bout the value of rail.i by the way, were applied to imroveinents
ways at the present Cne, as compared withiearsiof the road. Therefore, any roid wtl ma
ago, do you carryin fyour mmn the value thattnet ehreng capacity of $30.000 to $a5.000.
was agreed upon between the Governmt and- he found r the at two or three
your compauy for a bare road-bed betwae ut aeben operating under.tegetd tcliswIchRivière du Loup and Lvis, without rail, withot Tha, road ust he be hathe under.o
ties, and without the usual equipments ?-A. Donn. nian pee of road. Certainy. would say
I understand that you refer to the purchaseof i by not a road that eould be acq red fnr
the Rivière du Loup Une ? $500,000. A moment's refleetion wiIl cou~-

Q. I supposenthat would be involved luit. Do vince any gentleman that a road earniîgyou reollect the pvice paid at that tie a $30,000 or $35000 shold eertainly e worth
Do you meanuthe amoan t that was paitdhmore than $500000. However. after au er-

Q. Yes, I fou like.-A. I would be a millio:x t!i!x.*îno the cost of the road and its earnsayîg
and a haîf dollars. _%J

Q. How many miles was that ?-A. Mr. Se'arei- capaclty., the Minister of Railways and Can-
uer wIll know the distance; I think pwas 126- aihtien set about ascertanIng wat con-

about 126 miles. cessions ueL could get from both tee con-
Q. That was bought by the Government fro icerns, particularly the Grand Trunk Rail-

the Grand Trunk lu what year ?-A. $rthe,0ear way, beca0se the Grand Trunk bealway
1879, Y thank.tnMustwd le considered in connection wth the

Q. That was simply the roa:bed:ns the shapetoftheproaandTear
It was then ln, -without rails, sleepers or an>'dsuso ftî pooiin h lsequipment ?-A. Yess. matter that he turnedo i attention to was.

Q. How much was pad ?-A. $1,500.000, I th!nk what concessions he could obtage fromn the
as the price pald. The agreement shows. Crnd Trunk Rtailway in respect to Its main

Thend, there was the Lavts to -hmond Une, Ue and the trafic over the Victoria bridge,
referred to at page 55 also as to terminal faeisltes. Now, the

ternis which he obtalned over the matnoUneQ. You spoke of a portion of your line from and over the Vlctoria bridge are set out
Lévis to Richmond-you estimated that portion
at wbat price ?-A. About $2,000,000; betwe'en 1 clearly on pages 10 to 14 of the sworn testi-
$2,000,000 and $2,500,000. .1mony; and I wonld ask hon. gentlemen op-

Q. That is about 80 miles, la it not ?-A. More posite, particularly tue ex-Minuter of Rail-
than that ; nearly 90. We fligured it out at $20,- ways andiCanaiste take time and read the000 or $25,000 a mile. evidence there give inview of the staie-
Bo,, the Minister of aalways al s Canais ments he made here thls afteroon. T ,tre
ha! those examples befere hlm. when lie rmsu whll in the estmates of the Grand
was trylng te determine whether the aquisa- Trunk Railway people ani biMr.dSga reber
tien of this Drummonti(oounty Railway at the Deputy Mirster ex Railway as te owat
12,000 a mile was a reasonable buoines would be a far rentai for the use of the

proposition. I ask, if any hon. gentleman Victoria bridge. The Grand Trunk Raiway-2-n- _M&AL.-ettpo&l e estimates o the tr-a
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minals at Point St. Charles, Bonaventure,
and use of railways, at $62,500 ; and Mr.'
Schreiber estimated them at $61,960. Mr.
Schreiber's estimate tallied very closely with
the figures of the Grand Trunk Railway
people, as you will observe. Then, on pages
12, 13 and 14, will be found, from the evi-
dence of the Minister of Railways and Can-
als, the result of the negotiations that he
had in regard to terminal facilities and the
land alone. On page 49, we find Mr. Wain-
wright's evidence. Now, Mr. Wainwright,
Is the man of all others whose evidence on'
this point must be considered, and to whieh
absolute credence must be given. What
does he say with regard to terminal facili-
ties ?

Q. What rights have the Intercolonial Railway
in the terminais of Montreal ?-A. They have
rights ln common with the Grand Trunk Railway.
I thought this matter might come up, and to
show the extent of our terminals, I bave here
1.lans showing ail the terminals west of the
bridge to Jacques Cartier Junction.
Now, I would like bon. gentlemen to listen
carefully to what Mr. Wainwright swears
regarding the value of these terminals :

Q. What are the value of these terminals ?-A.
Mr. Chairmtn, they are invalu4ble ; I do not
think you can give them a money value. We
have ln Point St. Charles about 150 acres of land
whieh to-day I do not think could be bought ;
well, I cannot giva you any figures. We consider
our terminals ln Montreal worth many million
dollars ; but it is very difficult to name a cash
value. Point St. Charles is now a very thickly
populated district, and here the shops and freight
sheds are situated, and are invaluable.

Q. And you say that the Intercolonial Railway
has a right to use these in common with the
Grand Trunk Railway ?-A. Yes.

Q. Freight sheds, round houses, tracks, and s>
forth ?-A. Yes, all the sidings ; also the right
to run to Jacques Cartier Junction to conne2t
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. That was a
point we did not like to give, but it was de-
manded by the Minister, and means running over
15 miles of railway to reach that point, and re-
presents nothing to us but a proportionate pay-
ment, and it means in addition to these sidings
15 miles of railway. That is all shown on the
plan.
Then, Mr. Wainwright says, with regard to
the local traffe :

Q. And was there not another point that we
came nearly dropping the whole business upon,
and that was In regard to our right of ownership
of such trafic as we would have on the Grand
Trunk Railway between Montreal and Ste.
Rosalie ?
Gentlemen who know anything about the
old arrangement between the Intercolonial
Rallway and the companies, know that the
Intercolonial RalUway was completely under
the thumb of the Grand Trunk Railway in
regard te Its local traffie. This la Mr. Wain-
wright's answer:

Yes. It would have come to an end if I bad
had to deal with it.
Mr. Wainwrigbt says, that the Minister of
Railways and Canals forced him and drove

Mr. MORRISON.

a bard bargain. He would not have granted
the concession, but would have ended the
discussion then and there. He goes on to
say :

We divided once or twIce on that question.
We have made a great many trackage arrange-
ments-this between the Grand Trunk Railway
and the Government is not the only one-but it
is not usual when a railway grants another run-
ning powers over its line, either in England or
in this country, to allow It to pick up local traffie.
We have trackage arrangements with the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway between Hamilton and To-
ronto and to North Bay, and with. the Canada
Atlantie Railway between Lacolle and Rouse's
Point, but they get no local traffic. The Min-
ister insisted upon it, and it was a considerable
tirne before our general manager would allow It,
and he gave way on that point, which he bas not
done in any other case. They have the right now
to secure local trafie between Montreal and St.
Hyacinthe.
Now, these hon. gentlemen opposite give no
eredit to tie hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals for wrenching that concession from
the Grand Trunk people, and it Is no small
conebssion. Then at page 147, we read the
evidence of Mr. Wainwright again :

Q. What are the several roads that enjoy ter-
minal facilities over the Grand Trunk in Mont-
real ?-A. There are no r'ads that have ter-
minal facilities In Montreal.
I would like hon. gentlemen to listen to this:

Q. Are there any roads that have the right to
go into Montreal on your track on any terms
whatever ?-A. Simply the interchange of cars,
on which we get a proporti9n of the traffme
cl'arges. There are no running rights over our
tracks similar to the proposed Intercolonial Rail-
v:ay agreement.
No other road running into Montreal has the
same favourable terms or ranks as favour-
atbly as the Intercolonial Railway, under the
arrangement consummated by the hon. Min-
ister of Railways and Canals. Then, In addi-
tion -to that concession, there is the concession
of handing over the traffie at Montreal and
shutting out the Grnd Trunk line to Point
Lévis, reference to which Is found at page
W. So that, considering the situation as
found by the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canais, and the manner in whIch he souglit
to negotiate and did negotiate. the result of
these negotiations, I think, should satisfy
any Impartial, any dispassionate, falr-mind-
eid gentleman that the very best possible
arrangement was made under the clreum-
stances. But hon. gentlemen opposite seem
to be blind to all these things. They at-
tempted to bring in the most Irrelevant and
foreigu matters, such as the question of
deals in the way of purchasing newspapers
and boodling and dragging the name of the
hon. Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte)
into It, dragging bis son's name Into it, drag-
ging Mr. Greenshield's name into It, and
trying to draw red herrings of that kind
across the track. Hon. gentlemen opposite
are trying to hoodwlnk the people by adopt-
Ing the Une of argunient whIch they are fol-
lowing in this matter. It may be a fair me-
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thod of discussion, as hon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House consider these things,
to make false and Irrelevant statements
about any subject matter that may come up
for discussion ; but I am surprised that the
gentlemen composIng the minority of the
commlttee of investigation, should in their
report. drag these matters in. But, to that, I
will refer later on. The people who compos-
ed this Drummond County Railway Com-
pany were dragged before the House and
splaced before the country as being dishon-
ourable men in trying to dispose of this road.
Let us see if they are. I would refer hon.
gentlemen opposite to the hon. member for
Compton (Mr. Pope), and there Is no gentle-
man, on that side of the House, for whose
opinion I have greater respect. I do not say
that because. on this question, he had the
manhood to stand up and say what he did in
a fair way. He is a gentleman who knows
more about this matter than any gentleman
on the other side of the House, and perhaps
more than any hon. gentleman on this side
of the House. What does he say about these
men, and I will direct the attention of hon.
gentlemen opposite to the evidence as given
at page 141 of the report, and to his speech,
as reported lu "Hansard," page 4312 in
1897. Let us see what the hon. member for
Compton says about these people composing
the Drummond County Ralway Company
who were boodling and buying up news-
papers and prostituthig Cabinet Ministers,
and all that sort of thing:

I heard some remarks made also with regard
to the gentlemen who are connected with the
Drummond County Railway. I heard very serlous
refiections cast upon them. and perhaps It is
only natural, in a hot contest. as this promises
to be, that such remarks should be made, but
being personally acquainted with them for years,
I must bear testimony to the honour and up-
rightness of the gentlemen associated with that
road. I have known them for years, and have
never kn>wn anything dishonourable against
them or any institution with which they are con-
nected. It la stated that they are going to malke
nioney. Well, suppose they do make moiney. I
am bound to say that they would be a pack of
fools if they inveeted their money in that road.
and if they pledged their credit to the extent I
know they did. notwithstanding what ls said to
the contrary In this House, to acquire sufficient
funds to carry the road out te satisfactory com-
pletion, without expecting a fair ramuneration for
their enterprise. Out of this transaction I do not
believe-it may be a weakness of mine not to be
a believer-that the amount of money these gen-
tremen are going to recelve wIll be, after every-
thing la pald, more than a fair recompense.
That Is what Mr. Pope said. I need not go
any further as to the standing of these peo-
ple, but I will refer partlcularly to the ar-
rangements and deaiings with the Drum-
mond County people. If hon. gentlemen will
turn to page 16 they will dnd what deslings
the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
had with these Drummond County people,
and when he had them. It Is insinuated that
the whole matter of the acquring of the
Drummond -County Railway by the Govern-

ment was instituted, initiated and suggested
by the Drummond County Rallway people
in secrecy to some Minister of the present
Government. This Is what the hon. Minister
of Railways and Canals says on that point :

The arrangement with the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Conipany was, as ycu know, closed on the
basis of $140,000, and that contract was not ap-
proved by Parliament. The arrangement was
made with the Drummond County Railway Com-
pany on the basis of $70,000 a year rental. We
estimated that the road completed as we would
require it to Chaudière would be worth $1,600,000
at least. Interest on that at 4 per cent would be
equal te $64,000, and the $6,000 at the Chaudière
end made the $70,000. The contract we made
with the Drummond County Railway Company,
as the papers will show (the papers have been
before Parliament ; I can produce another copy
If you wish it) was to build and complete from
Moose Park to Chaudière, in round figures a dis-
tance of 43 miles, up to the standard of the In-
tercolonial Railway.

Q. What is the length ?-A. 42-60 or -70 miles,
or, in round figures, 43 miles. We required them
to lay that portion of the Une with rails weigh-
ing not less than 70 lbs. to the lineal yard. And
we required that they should reduce certain
grades and make certain improvements on the old
part of the Une. Al that was stipulated in their
contract. A vote was passed authorizing a sub-
sidy to be given to the Drummond County Rail-
way in aid of these 43 miles. They entered into
a contract with the Government under the Sub-
sidy Act, and went on to construct their line,
and it was during that construction that Mr.
Kingsford was superintending or inspeeting on
behalf of the Government. They prosecuted the
work quite vigorously, but they were unable te
complete It to our satisfaction ; in fact, they had
not yet completed it entirely, up to the date
when we took the road inte our bands or over
from them temporarily, and began to run it on
the lst of March. The work which they were
required to do was heavy, I presume ; at all
events. although they worked very vigorously
and energetically at it. time did not permit of
their completing it entirely to our satisfaction.

Showing that the hon. Minister of Rallways
and Canals took every precaution to watch
these people and was most exacting in re-
gard to the work which they were under-
laking. At page 19:

Q. You have all the quantities under the con-
tract ln the department. They are ftled In the
department, I suppose, and Mr. Kingsford's re-
port ?-A. Well, I think it is likely we have all
that, but I do not know whether it would convey
an accurate idea of the actual cost. In connec-
tion with this temporary contract with the Drum-
mond County Railway, and before entering into
it, we came te an arrangement with the Drum-
mond County whereby we have the option from
them, whenever Parliament should se authorize
us, te purchase for cash the Drummond County
line for Its entire length from Ste. Rosalle to
Chaudière at the valuation which we originally
put upon it, and the cost at whicb it is calculated
by the railway, $1,600,000. A good deal has been
said about our having made an arrangement for
a rental which was exceusive, and which, capital-
ized, represented two or three millions of money.
We knew well the Drummond County could not
negotiate their Une on any such basis as the
country could borrow money, and we took for
granted that It represented to them $1,600,000.
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We figured on that expectation and basis, and,
therefore, lu order to remove the possibility of
an objection on the ground that we were really
giving more than we purported to give, we pro-
posed to the Drummond County that they should
give us an option, either to lease the road or to
purchase it by cash on a basis of $1,600,000. That
is in the temporary arrangement we made with
them, a copy of which I will leave with the
committee.

Again, on page 20, referring to exhibit 17:
Q. What is the date of that document (Ex-

hibit No. 17) ?-A. February 25, 1898. You will
observe, gentlemen, that this will show clearly,
at all events, what some of the Drummond
County people imagined they were getting, sup-
posing they were offering it in a capital sum
instead of the lease contract they made with us.
The $1,600,000, you will observe, Includes the
original cost of the Une to the company of the 73
miles, includes the cost of construction of the
43 miles which they have made, and includes
$100,000 in addition, which is to be expended un-
der our direction. I may be permitted to say that
it will be somewhat difficult to find that we
bought a road and pald $1.000,000 more than It
was .worth in the face of such figures as those.
With the exception of one statement, that ls all
I have to say. That statement is this : A good
deal bas been stated in the public press, and
something more or less hinted ln Pariament,-
If the witness were speaking to-day he could1
have said it was not only hinted, but "stat-
ed " In Parliament, because It was stated!
this afternoon :i

A good deal has beennstated i inthni bolic+!

much under oath as that which is set out on
page 185.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Pardon me:; we
might as well settle this matter now. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Morrison) would then
say, that the counsel who goes on the witness
stand and makes a statement on oath, is
under oath during the rest of the trial.

Mr. MORRISON. Yes, appertaining to the
subject matter of the evidence, and I say
this was the subject matter of the evidence.
The ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggart)
cannot escape from the position by saying
he was not on oath. Even if he had not
gone through the form of swearing or taking
the oath, I say that as an ex-Cabinet Min-
ister, as a member of this House, his state-
ment should have the same binding effect
as an oath, so I care not whether he was
sworn or not.

Mr. HAGGART. I suppose the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Morrison) does not lntend to
misrepresent me. The first time my atten-
tion was drawn to it I made a statement in
the House with reference to it. What I
meant, and what I did say was, that I never
made a charge in this House in reference
to corruption.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). What are you doing
to-day'?

ne pu The MINISTER MAINE ANDand something more or less hinted in Parliament,
in regard to fraudulent and corrupt transactions FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Your state-
carried on with reference to negotiations over ment was that you never made any charge.this Drummond County Railway. Mr. MORRISON. The on. gentleman
The ex-Minister of Railways and Canais(
(Mr. Haggart) got up on the floor off tis h ggrt), oThecoure, o^ tru omsirk
House to-day, and if he did not categorically teestio theimano
say so, he, at least, Imputed corruIpton on
the part of the Government in this trans- Mr. HAGGART. Read what the clairman
action, notwithstanding that he swore that said.
he dld not impute corruption ; that le did
not state there was any corruption Inrthisoh o.Iehlead.Thatth
transaction. Notwithstanding that he ex- que
pllcitly withdrew and emphatically denled r
under oath, that he Intended to make such an The Chairinapoke as follows :-"eI1wish to
nsinuation of corruption ; to-day he stultified say that I have caused to be brought before the
ilmself by standing up In this House and re- committee every person who might throw any

peat that insinuation in the presence of gen- llght on the transaction, and before we close the
tlemen who heard him make the statement, videfce 1 would ask members of the committeeand wearto te tat e d1 notlm'ute or-who are here to say whether there le any ftirtherand swear to it, that e dd ot impute cor-ave brugnt be-
ruption to the Government. fore the committee. Of course you are aware

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). On what page of tat in the press and In the House It was charged
the vidnce îd he e-Mlîste ofRallaysthat the Goverument coilectively, as well as cer-the evidence did the ex-Minister of Ralways ndividual members o the Goverment, were

and Canals (Mr. Haggart) swear that ? guity of corruption In connection with the pur-
Mr. MORRISON. At page 158, when he chaseofthisroad. So far as I have been able

was under oath. What I say I. that the ex-o corruption as been a-was nde oah. lia I ay s. hattheex~duced, and If my friends on the opposite sideMinister of Railways and Canais (Mr. Hag- o! the committee, the Conservative members of
gart), whilst attending the sittings of that the commlttee, have any evIdence at al showlng
committee, and whilst that committee was corrupt1on, I ask them now to gi» the names of
sitting was under oath from the first time these witneâmee, and we wll have them brought
he kissed that book, whether he was In the here and examined. Ifaz Mr. Hsg says, It la
witness chair or net ; and, as a matter of a mere matter of policy with which le agrees,
fact, when he made that statement he was the poliy of brlnging the roatInte Montreal,then the only differeuce In as to the prIce paiti,sItting in -the same chair as when he gave and o! course the question of corruption doesbis evIdence, and -anythlng lie said was as flot arise at all.

Mr. MOMNnSON.
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Mr. Haggart.-That was my point of view. We
never made any charges of corruption.

The Cbairman.-I suppose you read what was
said In the press.

Mr. Powell.-Candidly, I never heard anything
ln the House about corruption.

Mr. Haggart.-Sir Louis Davies made a state-
ment in a speech ln Toronto that tbere would be
an inquiry into the circumstances of the Drum-
mond County Railway, and I think he said that
it would be found atter Investigation that some
of his opponents would be up to the neck ln the
mire.

And so they are.
The Chairman.-Certainly the press of the

country charged the Government with corruption.
Mr. Haggart.-We are not inquiring into news-

paper statements ; we are confined by order of
the House to the inquiry referred to us.

The Chairmran.-Then, that closes the evidence,
and we will adjourn till Wednesday next the 25th
Instant, to consider our draft report.
Here we have the statement of the ex-Min-
ister of Railways (Mr. Haggart), that he
made no charge of corruption, and he heard
no charge of corruption made in the House.
He and the ex-Controller of Customs (Mr.
Wallace), and a number of other responsible
or irresponsible gentlemen on that side of the
House, in a most direct fashion charged and
Imputed corruption to the Government in
this transaction. They might be exeused for
doing that before the evidence was adduced
before the Investigating commlttee, but there
is no excuse for them dolng so after the in-
vestigation was held. They had an opportu-
nity of coming before the committee and
eliciting anything that would show corrup-
tion, but they falled to do that. For themu
to come on the floor of the House and re-
peat these insinuations after their failure to
substantiate them on oath before the com-
mittee, is cowardly In the extreme. Since the
investigation, the ex-Minister of Railways
(Mr. Haggart) is absolutely estopped from
making such Insinuations. He could have
produced his evidence upon wbich he found-
ed the charge of corruption before that com-
mIttee. but he did not do so. He did not
have any such evidence, and he *bas not any
such evidence now. I challenge him to stand
up ln this House, and to mention the name
or to give to me privately the name of one
Individual who will undertake to swear, or
who wll state outside the protection of the
privileges of this House, that there was cor-1
raption in connectIon with this transaction
between Mr. Greenshields, Mr. Farwell and
the Government.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Morrison) must remember the statement I
made in the House and the statement I made
before the committee met. I said that this
transaetion savors of wrong and corruption,
and to-day, after the evidence has been
taken, I repeat It from my place ln the
House.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FI»HERIES (&r Lo uis Davies). When you
had an opportunity you withdrew the charge.

Mr. HAGGAR. That 's not a charge.
The words I used then were these, that
the whole transaction savored of wrong and
corruption, and I repeated the words to-
day.

Mr. MORRISON. I am not surprised that
the hon. gentleman says it. Any hon. gen-
ieman who will stand in his place in the
House, or stand up any where winlst he as
the power of speech, knowing the facts as
the hou. gentleman knows theu, and muake
a statement of that kind, is, I will not
say capable of saying anything ; but I will
put it in the way in which Lord Beacons-
field replied to a gentleman whose state-
ments lie wished to controvert on the floor
of the British Parliament, by telling an
anecdote. Circumstances arose siunilar to
those that have arisen here ; and Lord Bea-
consfield stated that lie did not wish to
give the lie direct to the gentleman before
him ; but, addressing 'the Speaker, he told
this anecdote. Sir Robert Peel, I think it
was. having replenished bis larder wîth a
new wine, afterwards known as dry cham-
pagne, invited a number of kindred spirits
to test it. Among them was a gentleman
named Colonel Jones, a connoisseur in wines,
who, after tasting the wine, was asked by
Sir Robert, "What do you think of my dry
champagne ?" Colonel Jones, turning, re-
plied, "Sir Robert, any man who will under-
take to tell you he likes dry champagne is
capable of saying anything." Turning to the
Speaker, Lord Beaconsfield said, " I will not
accuse the hon. gentleman of tergiversation ;
but, upon my soul, he Is capable of telling
this House that he likes dry champagne." I
will not charge the ex-Minister of Railways
In this instance with tergiversation, but I
will say that he is capable of telling this
House that he likes dry champagne. To re-
turn to the evidence of Mr. Blair, on page 20
he says :

A good deal has been stated In the public
press, and something more or less hinted in Par-
liament, in regard to fraudulent and corrupt
transactions carried on with reference to the
negotiations over this Drummond County Rail-
way.
Now, I ask the ex-Minister of Ralilways and
Oanals, as an honourable man, if he can
controvert, and If he can why he did not
controvert, this statement of the Minister of
Railways, given at an early stage of the
investigation:

I want to say that I negotiated the transaction
from beginning to end myself. I negotiated It
with Mr. Greenshields. I kinlow of nobody else,
with the exception of a few minutes' conversa-
tion in my office, in the presence of Mr. Green-
shields, with Mr. Mitchell, I think. The whole
negotiations, from the beginning to the end,
the conversations and the negotiations in the
transaction, took place with Mr. Greenshields. I
do not know of any other member of the Govern-
ment having had any part in the negotiations.
I had, of course, from time to time, repeatedly,
tu the course of these negotiations, communicated
with my colleagues In the Government and con-
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ferred with them upon the varlous phases. The
Drummond County Railway Company wanted to
be paid $100,000 a year rental. They had reasons.
They claimed that when they had completed the
new 43 miles, the road would cost them over
$2,000,000. I never saw their books, but they
brought figures from their books, which Mr.
Greenshields stated were correctly transcribed
from their books, estimating that the extension
would cost in the neighbourhood of $600,000 or
$700,000, showing that their outlay would be all
of $2,000,000, if not In excess of $2,000,000. These
negotiations, from beginning to end, took place
between Mr. Greenshields and myself, and at no
time, and under no circumstances, from the mo-
ment when the Drummond County Railway was
first spoken of down to the present time, did
Mr. Greenshields say to mer or did I say to him,
or to any person else In his presence, one syllable
having reference to any contribution for elec-
tions, or of any other kind in any shape or form.
I do not know, I have no reason to suppose, that
anything of the kind took place between Mr.
Greenshields or any other member of the Gov-
ernment ; but I can say what took place between
Mr. Greenshields and myself.

That was Mr. Blair's statement on oath
before the investigating committee, and
ion. gentlemen opposite had an opportunity
of cross-examining him and Impeach-
ing that evidence, and calling evidence in
rebuttal and completely controverting it if
they could ; but they never attempted to do
so, and they cannot do It. I say, in the face
of that, hon. gentlemen opposite ought to be
absolutely silent on the subjeet of corrupt
dealings between the Minister of Railways
and Mr. Greenshields.

Mr. HAGGART. Will the hon. gentle-
man allow me a moment? I want to cor-
reet a statement which I made during my
speech, that certain payments made to the
Drummond County Company were not to
be found in the Auditor General's accounts.
Il have since found that they are there, and
I wish to correct that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Is that the only cor-
rection the hon. gentleman is going to make
now?

Mr. MORRISON. Now. we can go fur-
ther than the evidence of the Minister of
Railways and Canals. We have the evi-
dence of Mr. J. N. Greenshields, of Mont-
real. Since eoming Into Parliament, I have
thought, and I think now, that It is a some-
what reprehensible proceeding to refer in de-
bate to gentlemen outside of the House, busi-
ness men particularly. However, it has been
done by gentlemen having m lch more ex-
perlence in parliamentary matters than I
have, and that Is My excuse for doing it
now. Mr. Greenshields's name has been
mentioned In this matter, and Imputations
have been cast upon him ; but I think gen-
tlemen should seriously refleet before cast-
Ing Imputations upon Mr. Greenshields,
wbo Is an honourable practitioner In the
cIty of Montreal and a gentleman of repute;
and he has been Included In the referenees
made to the Drummond County people by

Mr. MORRISON.

the hon. member for Compton (Mr. Pope).
Now, anything that Mr. Greenshields may
say, particularly on oath, which cannot be
controverted-and it has not been lin this
instance-eannot be Ignored or taken light-
ly. What does he say in regard to these
transactions between hlmself and the Gov-
ernment ? The ex-Minister of Railways
and Canals (Mr. Haggart), the ex-Controller
of Customs (Mr. Wallace), and the hon. lead-
er of the Opposition. have all started in and
told us in the most solemn way that this
piece of road could have beeg acquired by
them for $500.000. I was amazed-1 was
absolutely disappointed. would be the ex-
pression more appropriate for my feelings-
at hearing the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion get up on the floor of this House and
stand in with the ex-Gontroller of Customs
and the ex-Minister of Railways in that
statenment. The hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion, for whom I have the most unbounded
respect, is a gentleman very much my senior,
and I have the greatest regard for any-
thing he says. so long as I think it is in
Une with fact ; but I feel that if wlat he
'said on that occasion was true, I have no
right to be sitting on this side of the House.
The other day, in his speech, which is to be
found at page 2889 of " Hansard." referring
to the hon. Minister of Railways and Can-
als, he said:

He said that he hand never looked at It from
that standpoint at all, but that he had looked
at it from the standpoint that he wanted to bring
the Intercolonial into Montreal, and he found that
a warm and devoted friend of the Government
and of the party was willing to seil, for $2,100,-
000, to the hon. gentleman that which he had
been hawking about the country and was willing
to sell for $500,000.
I wisli hon. gentlemen opposite to remember
that statement, in view of the evidence
which I will adduce. At another point he
repeats the statement. It is not a slip of
the tongue, but is said with the greatest de-
liberation.

I do not hesitate to say that when a Minister
of the Crown makes an arrangement with a great
party frIend to spend $2,100,000 of the publie
noney to obtain possession of a property that that
party has been trying to sell for $500,000, it is,
to say the least of it, clouded with suspicion, and
it la due to the House, to the hon. gentleman's
own supporters, to every Intelligent man who
is called upon to deal with public questions, that
full and accurate Information shall be had on
that question.
Now, the opportunity of obtaining full and
accurate information was afforded the hon.
gentlema.n by that com.mittee before which
he appeared, and yet he never even touched
upon that part of it. I ask why he did not
do so ; and li view of the fact that he had
full opportunity of dealing with it and did
not, I ask him in all fairness what he meant
by rising in his place ln this House and mak-
ing that statement he did without furnishing
the slightest proof of it. I am afraid. Sir,
that he did it in order to mislead this House,
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and the course he followed is one that must
cause any categorical statement which this
hon. gentleman may make in this House to
be viewed with the greatest suspicion.

Mr. Greenshields, at page 31, referred Io
that option of $500,000, and It is at this
Juncture that that aspect of the case arises.
Mr. Borden, in examining him, put these
questions:

Q. Do you remember in 1894 executing a
power of attorney, or so-called option, for the
sale of this road, about the 16th July, 1894 ?-A.
Have you a copy of it there ?

Q. I have.-A. Do you intend to file this, Mr.
Borden ?

Q. I do propose to file it.-A. All right ; I want
to have it marked, so that I can identify it.

Now. there is a little circumstance con-
nected with this, which the members of the
committee notiee(i at the time, and which
will be fresh in the mind of the hon. member
for Halifax, who will correct me if I am
wrong. The lion. gentleman had that option
in his hand. I think I am fair in saying
that he did not intend to make the use of
it that wis afterwards made. He thought
lie would catch Mr. Greenshields. but Mr.
Greenshields knew a little too much, and
would not .say anything untîl the document
was inarked and tiled as an exhibit, so that
all parties might have access to it. and thus
it was taken beyond the control of the hon.
gentleman. who had it in his hand and in-tendedto Ree it fo 1fison-use

and it might elucidate other evidence in con-
nection with the matter or might prove not
pertinent to the Issue.

Mr. POWELL. It was put in evidence.

Mr. MORRISON. It was put in evidence.
but my point is that this option containing
this mare's nest was dragged out of hon.
gentlemen opposite by Mr. Greenshields him-
self, against whom all this vilification was
directed. That is my point. It is not neces-
sary for me to go Into abstract questions
of principles underlying rules of evidenee.
I speak of this question as a layman. This
p:ion was put in evidence at this juncture

by Mr. Greenshlelds, and it contains this
clause :

We. and each of us, hereby give to said Wil-
liam Farwell, a thirty days' option in which he
may pay to us the round sum of $500,000, for
which sum, if paid within thirty days, we agree
to sell, transfer and deliver to him or his assigns,
the Drummond County Railway, both main une,
branches, sidings, rights of way, stations, other
buildings, rolling stock, tools, franchises, char-
ters, bonuses. subsidies, and appurtenances what-
soever. exactly as a whole property stands and Is.

That is the clause in that option to Mr.
Farwell by the shareholders whIch is put
in evidence, and upon which hon. gentlemen
opposite based the statement that the Gov-
ernmtent could have obtained this road for
5.~00,000.

tended to keep it for his own use. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The hon. gentie- CANALS (Mr. Blair). It was only built to

man was never more mistaken in his life. I St. Leonard theu.
intended to put it in, and it was put in that
time as Mr. Greenshields requested. Mr. MORRISON. But apart from that, let

us see what this means, in the ligh t of what
Mr. MORRISON. Because he requested ? Mr. Greenshields swore to:
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). At that time- Mr. Farwell called a meeting of the share-
Mr. MORRISON. Just so, and I say that 1 holders of the Drummond County Railway Com-

the credit for unearthing that option at that pany about the time that this document was1 signed. He said that he was then negotiating ortime was due to Mr. Greenshields. who had v.as about to open negotiations through Mr. Hugh
absolutely nothing toe conceal. He dragged Ryan, with the Conservative Government for
it out of the hands of the hon. gentleman, the purchase of the Drummond County Railway,
and those gentlemen who are lawyers wil and that the negotiations were conducted on the
appreciate the point, when I tell them the! basis of the leasing of the road for $100,000 per
circumstances. He had that document and annum, to be completed through to a mile. He
intended to keep it in his hands to the very said: "I must have a complete assignment of

the stock of the road, so that it will be entirely
lest moment and have it referred te by the controlled by me. This assignment I propose to
press of the country as the great trumP give to Mr. Hugh Ryan, who is to conduct the
card which he intended to play. But Mr. negotiations."
Greenshields made him produce it there and

then luorde tht hemigt hae I lild IYEou can see how essential It was to Mr. Far-thben, ln order that he might have it filed!
and arke sethathe ouldidetiff ~t well te have nominally thc absolute control,and mairked so that he could identify it. 1and knowng Mr. Farwell te be an boueur-

Mr. POWELL. WIll the hon. gentleman able man, thCher shareholders had cou-
allow me just to ask hlm one question ? As fidence lu him and signed the option.
the hon. gentleman who presumes to know
something about law, in crIticising the A subsequent agreement was made, by which,
course taken by my hon. friend from Hall- if the road was leased for a renta of $10000,
fax (Mr. Borden), I would ask him if the or sold for $17,500 a mile after h was completed
mere fact that Mr. Borden eross-examined through to Chaudière, the cost o! the completion
Mr. was to be deducted out of the difference between

Mr. reeshleds u tîs dcumnt dd nt j$500,000 and the price recelved and the total
put it In evidence of itself ? amount remalnln was to be divded Into three

Mr. MORRISON. It would be put in evi- portions-one portion to go te Mr. Farwell and
à ~two-thirds of' the- difference to Mr. Hugh -Ryandence u the way in whieh the person cross- and bis frlends, and the one-third golng tu Mr.

examuiinS Mr. Greenshields chose te put It k Farwell was tl be added to the $500,00 whi
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was to represent the real purchase price of the
road to the shareholders.
There ts Mr. Greenshield's sworn statement
of what that clause in the option meant.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). How
miles of the road were built then ?

AND
many

Mr. MORRISON. About 45f. Then Mr.
Borden asked:

Q. Was that agreement in writing ?-A. Yes,
this agreenent Is in writing with Mr. Farwell.
Mr. Farwell has copies on the lines which I have
Just indicated. In other words,-

referred to in his evidence. Then, taking
page 54, referrIng to Mr. Ryan :

There was no bond given to any other railway
company. In 1894 the negotiations were not car-
ried through.

Q. There was no option given to any other
railway company ?-A. Not In 1894. We had ne-
gotiations with the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany, but that was previous to 1894.

Q. Were those negotiations in writing or oral ?
-A. I think they were In writing.

Q. What part of the road was completed1 then ?
-A. The Nicolet and Drummondville, I think.

Q. The negotiations with the Grand Trunk were
not carried through ?-A. No.

Q. You say tbey were In writing ?-A. Yes.
Here Is a further elucidation of that option : Then, at page 36 :
-if the arrangement had been carried through
on the basis of $500,000 and of the division.

Not "or the division."

As I have said, the shareholders of the Drum-
mond County Railway would have received in-
finitely more for the road than they now pro-
pose to receive under the present arrangeinnt
with this Government, because the road was not
completed through to Moose Park in 1894. We
had only begun the construction, and there were
some 28 miles of the road to Moose Park and 42
beyond that, making about 70 miles more, to
complete at the time the option was given, than
than there Is now.

Q. Do I understand that the shareholders were
to receive nothing more than $500,000 ?-A. Cer-
tainly, the shareholders were to receive the dif-
ference. For instance. to illustrate, if the road
were sold on a cash basis for $2,500,000, which It1
would bring if you calculated at $17.500 per1
mile, out of that $2,500,000 was to be deducted
the cost of the construction to complete the rnad
through to Chaudière ; and they were to get
subsidies from the Conservative Government att
Ottawa on the road to Chaudière, which were
to be added to the purchase price. From that
was to be deducted the cost of construction and
the difference, divided into three pieces, one-
third to go to the shareholders, in addition to1
the purchase price of $500,000.

Q. Do you know how much of the 28 miles
had been constructed ?-A. No, I could not tell
you ; they may have been working all over the
Une.

Q. Was this $500,000 Intended to represent the
road as completed to any particular place ?-A.
It was intended to represent the road, plus the
third which we would get out of the deal when
completed as It would exist at the end of the 30
days to which the contract was made.

Q. Between 1894 and 1897, did you have any
negotiations for the sale of the road ? A. Oh,
yes ; Mr. Farwell continued the negotiations
with the Government up to the spring of 1896.
Now, Mr. Haggart at page 151, stated :

I never had any communication with any one
of the company, or otherwise, after that date
with reference to the road.

That Is after July. Mr. Greenshields gave
a categorical contradiction, and Mr. Green-
shields, from the first syllable to the last,
has never been contradieted In any way,
nor his evidence been.invaded. Not only dld
the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals
contradiet himself, but he Is contradicted
by every other wltness in every matter he

Mr. MORRISON.

Q. Well, how long did Mr. Hugh Ryan continue
to be the go-between ?-A. I think Mr. Ryan con-
tinued to be the go-between tIe Government and
the company till some time in the spring of
1896.
Again contradicting the statement of the
ex-Minister, that he had no communications
or dealing with these people after July, 1894.

But I may say this further, that at no time
bad this road ev3r been offered for $500,000, or
anthing like It.
Mr. Greenshields swears to that part of the
evidence, and I would like the leader of the
Opposition to consider that before repeating
this statement, that the road bad been offer-
ed at this figure. Then, at page 36 :

Q. You can offer us an explanation why nom-
inally $500,000 was put in ?-A. Understand that
it was Mr. Farwell who came to us and said :
" I have got to show something that I have
atsolute control of this road, and for that pur-
pose I nust bave the signature of all the share-
holders so that no question can be askd be-
yond me," and we considered that there was no
question that it would facilitate the division of
the profits If a fixed price was agreed upon.

Q. Between Mr. Farwell and the shareholders?
-A. He said it was absolutely necessary to have
a fixed price as a basis In the event of a sale.

Q. Then the $500,000 was first to come out of
the profits of the sale to the Government ?-A.
The arrangement was this, that If the road was
sold by lease to the Government, and the lease
realized on, that to that should be added-

Q. To what ?-A. To the price of sale.
Q. That is the $500,000 ?--A. The net price at

which the road was sold to the Government.
Suppose It was sold for $2,500,000, then to that
was to be added the subsidies that would be re-
celved on the extension of the line and from that
was to be deducted the cost of the construction
of the line to Chaudière, and the difference he-
tween that and $500,000, the amonut of this op-
tion, was to be divIded In thirds, one-third to go
to Mr. Farwell to be added to the $500,000 and
divided among the shareholders.

Now, what could be clearer than that to
show what was meant by the $500,000 as-
peet of the case ? And how can hon. gen-
tiemen opposite say this road, at any' time.
or under any circumstances, or In any
shape, was ever offered for $500,000 ? I am
completely amazed that gentlemen with any
particle of sense, or reason, .or honesty.
would assert that such was ever the case.
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Q. Now, do I understand you to say, Mr.
Greenshields, that the amount of the negotiations
had closed with the Government, would have
been financially a better one for the Drum-
mond County Railway than the arrangements
you have made with the Government to-day ?-A.
Undoutedly it would have been.
The reference to Mr. Hugh Ryan is alsco at
page 36. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think the
gravamen of the attack of gentlemen oppo-
site has been this statement, that the road
can be acquired for $500,000. I would ask
hon. gentlemen opposite, if they do not care
to listen to what has been said, in fairness
to themselves as well as to us, to read the
evidence contained in that report. And I
contend that this evidence should be the
basis of consideration of this matter, that
we cannot travel outside of it. and that we
should not try in any way to avoid it. As
I said before, there were two reports, a
majority report and a minority report. Now.
as I have said, the majority report was
based on the facts. It is found at page
viii. of the report. I ask hon. gentlemen
opposite to read it, and I venture to say,
they will find that there is not a statement
in It that is not f ully borne cut by the evi-
dence. The first statement in that report is:

The only difference between parties being the
price to be paid for the extension. There was
no question of corruption.

The Drummond County Railway, as it exists,
ccnsists of a completed line from Ste. Rosalie
to Chaudière, a distance of one hundred and
fifteen and one-half miles, and the branch known
as the "Nicolet Branch," extending frora St.
Leonard to Nicolet, on Lake St. Peter, a distance
of seventeen miles, making a total mileage of
one hundred and thirty-two and one-half miles.

That in order to connect the Intercolonial with
the city of Montreal, it was necessary that the
said road should be extended from Moose Park
Station to Chaudière Junction, a distance of
about forty-two and one-half miles. That bas
been done by the owners of the road and the
rcad now has a total mileage, including the
Nicolet Branch, of one hundred and thirty-two
and one-half miles, as before stated, and has
actually cost in its construction upwards of two
million one hundred thousand dollars. (See evi-
dEnce of S. Newton, p. 46.)
Then it goes on to refer to the cost of the

at least, when the inferences are not based
on the evidence. then the gentlemen who
signed that report misconceived their duties
as committee men. The first important
point is this :

In 1893 the Drummond County Railway Com-
pany unsuccessfully endeavoured to dispose of
their railway to the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany.

There was the flrst Instance they tried to
give this ' hawking1" of the road, as they
choose to call it. Then, they make a state-
ment as to the indebtedness of the road, the
amount borrowed from. the Eastern Town-
ships Bank, and so on, things that, in my
opinion, were quite irrelevant and surplus-
age. Then, they put in the option which I
read, the option pertaining to the $500,000.
Now, clearly, the object of putting that there
was to mislead this House and the country
ln the way gentlemen of that committee
and other responsible gentlemen on that side
have tried to mislead them before and since
the investigation, by trying to make out
that the railway eould have been purchased
for $500,O0. Then, they say :

This option was either extended from time to
time or there was an understanding that It
might be acted upon at any time to the .end of
1M94, but as it did not result ln the sale of the
road, a second option ln similar terms was sub-
sequently given by the shareholders to Mr. Far-
well at the price of $400,000.

I ask gentlemen opposite to produce cate-
gorical evidence upon which they based that
statement.

Options were also given to other persons by
the company, but without any result.

Where is the evidence for that ? There is
not a jot or tittle of evidence for it.

The object of granting the first-mentioned op-
tion was to induce Mr. Hugh Ryan, a con-
tractor, to undertake the task of completing the
road and afterwards selling It on the best terms
possible.
If that is true, Is it not slightly contradictory
to the statement of the ex-Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals ?

road and the negotiations. It is a resumé
of the salient parts of the evidence, and it From the amount which he would recelve there

Is etIrey bsed pon he videee.was to be deducted, lu the first place, thie
is entrely based upon the evidence.o the option, $500,, then the cotn

But contrast the minority report with that eurred by Mr. Ryan lu completlng the road, and
for a moment I venture to say, that there tbe balance, If any, was to be dlvided, acaird-
is hardly a Une, If there is a line, In that Ing to Mr. Farwell, between hlm and his associ-
minority report that follows the evidence. ates, who were to recelve one-third thereof, and
and not a statement but Is fallacious and Mr. Ryan, who was to recelve two-thlrds there-
unreasonable. I say that advisedly, and 1Io!.,Mr. Ryau, however, does not remember tblsfMature, but tsays that he was offered the road
challenge hon. gentlemen opposite ti stand for $500,000.
up and contradict successfully what I say.
I would expect the functions of a committee Mr. Hugh Ryan, frem one end of bis evi-
to be to fairly and dIspassionately ~'taté dence te the other, says nothlng o! the kînd.
their conclusions, and not to draw infer- nething upen whlch sncb a construction
ences unless they had facts te support could be placed.
them. It Is bad enough te plaster a report In consequence ef the uusatlsfactory servî-e
over with a lot of inferences, even If you afforded by the Grand Trunk Rallway between
have: facts upon which to base them ; but. Lévis and Montreal, Mr. Haart, at that time
when yen have ne staternents Of tacts, OraMinster of Rallways and Canais, turned hi at-
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tention, in 1894, to the question of extending the something that is absolutely extraieous to
Intercolonial Railway to the latter city. the point at Issue. They drag in "La Patrie"
He "turned his attention," but how ? He the palper that was acquired by Mr. Tarte's
had a little private conversation with one of son, but in whieh Mr. Tarte himself has not
his colleagues, he had an opinion of his own, a farthing's interest. In the most irrelevant
but he did not make any overtures to his way they refer to Mr. Greenshields acting as
colleagues to the end of putting his opinion solicitor for Mr. Tarte and his sons, and
into effect. That is the way he turned his quote Mr. Tarte's statement that Mr. Green-
attention to it, and the gentleman making shields gave his cheque for $25.000. Now.
this report serlously put that statement in to the fact is that. according to the evidence of
try to make it appear that he was serious. Mr. Greenshields and Mr. Tarte, it was sim-
Any way, this herculean effort of the ex- pIy an accommodation cheque, no money was
Minister of Railways and Canals proved ab- i passed. No matter what Mr. Tarte said.
ortive, for some reason for which he was not lhe might not have used just the right words
responsible. in stating that it was simply an accommoda-

tion. What does it matter in what words we
He caused an estimate to be made of the cost clothe a fact so long as we are able to ex-

of constructing such a railway as the Drummond press the fact? We find that in ail these
County Railway would be when completed, ac- dean
cording to the requirements for subsidy, and .Ta d d t
made inquiry as to the cost of running rights t these negotiations about the railway.
over the Grand Trunk Railway from Ste. Rosale nothing of a substantial nature; that neither
to Montreal, and of terminal facilities at that i Mr. Tarte nor Mr. Greenshields had any idea
cIty. of this railway when the purchase of " La
What evidence is there of negotiations by Patrie " was arranged. Mr. Tarte was only
the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals doing the most natural thing in the world.
about terminal facilities ? Is there a syllable doing nothing but what the leader of the
of his evidence showing any terminal facili- Opposition himself or any other gentleman
ties that were available to him at that time ? would do for his own son, or for persons
Not a line. who occupied a less fiduciary relation to him

than a son. He simply tried to assist his
At a later stage, Mr. Ryan opened negotiations sons in the acquisition of that paper, and liewith Mr. Haggart for the sale of the Drum- succeeded in doing so. But that had abso-mond County Railway, but the latter, after mak- lutely nothing to do with the negotiations foring some investigation of the matter, declined to.e

recommend the purchase of the road, and nob the Drummond County Railway. That hlas
further negotiations appear to have taken place been sworn to time and again on oath; still
between the company and any member of the hon. gentlemen will put that reference to
Government until the year 1897. the purchase of "La Patrie" by Mr. Tarte's

1 sons into their report. They cannot produceThat Is not the fact, because Mr. Farwell 1 one jot or tittle of evidence to show thatand Mr. Greenshields both positively state there was any connection between the pur-that they were negotiating, and that Mr. chase of "La Patrie " and the DrummondRyan was a go-between up to 1896. This County Railway. They do not dare to fol-part of the report is not based upon any evi- low out the insinuation that they make. Youdence or any fact. Now, I want to show would suppose that, after giving place inthe invidious and unworthy nature of this their report to that reference to the purchasereport, and the procedure adopted by the of " La Patrie " they would follow It up, andhon. gentleman- show a connection between the purchase of
In 1897 the present Minister of Railways and "La Patrie" and the purchase of the

Canals entered Into negotiations with Mr. J. N. Drummond County Railway by the Govern-
Greenshields, the president of the Drumm>nd ment. Why did they not do so when theyCounty Railway Company for the acquisition of had an opportunity of completing the linkthe road by the Government of Canada. These between the two transactions ? But they d1dnegotiations were principally carried on between not do it, sad they did net have the decencyMr. Greenshields and the Hon. Mr. Blair, butea y acknowledge that te were unable ecy
Mr. Greenshields and bis associate, Mr. Mitchell, con acknoweir thatrthey ert for t a-
had interviews also upon the subject with the complish their unworthy effort for the rea-
Hon. Mr. Tarte, Minister of Public Works. son that there was no evidence upon which

they could do se. These are the same gen-Mr. Tarte, at page 120 of his evidence, cate- tiemen who reiterate on oath that theregorically states that any of the interviewFt were, forsooth, charges of corruption against
that he had with the Drummond County the Government. What is the use of statingpeople were interviews for which he was not that if there is no attempt te prove theresponsible, such interviews as he was bound charges ? I wIll not read the whole of theto give any person who ehoose te come and report, because it is rather long; but I tellask for one. He could not shut the doors you that every syllable of that report pro-on Mr. Mitchell or anybody else, and If they ceeds upon a false basis, and is wanting thechoose to come there and discuss this ques- element of fact upon which to rest. Then,tion with him, he could not refuse to do so. they wind up by saying:
But he says that In no ease did these Inter-
views amount to anythIng that could be Your committee are sattfled that the rentai
termed negotiations. Then they go on te sa-y payable t te Grand Trunk Railwedt thnnsi.ia*1

Mr. MORRISON.
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under the agreement of 1897 and 1898, is ex-
orbitant.
I ask gentlemen opposite to produce a word
of evidence in that volume to substantiate
their statement. It does not exist. it can-
not be adduced.

That the rental, as well as the payments for
betterments and maintenance should all be fixed
on the basis of user.
What authority have they for making' that
categorical statement ? Evidence to the
contrary has been produced, evidence given
by Mr. Schreiber, Mr. Blair, Mr. Newton, Mr.
Farwell, Mr. Greenshields and Mr. Wain-
wright.

And th..t the payments provided for in those
agreements are enormously in excess of vhat
they would be if calculated upon such a basis.
Why did they not, In a single instance, give
some statement or fact which would corro-
borate this conclusion ? Why did they not
make some reference to the page where
such evidence could be found ? Simply
because it does not exist. That is the
point of their report. I will read it again.
They state that they are satisfied that the
rental payable to the Grand Trtunk Rail-
way is exorbitant. Hon. gentlemen oppo-
site did not prod'ice one word of evidence
in support of that. They did not state uponl
what they based that statement, and there
(ould not be one tittle of evidence in sup-
port of it.

That the rental as well as the payments for
the betterments and the maintenance should all
be fixed on the basis of user.
They had the opportunity of producing evi-
dence, but they did not do it, nor did they
even coritrovert the evidence that we put in.
They say further:

And that the payments provided for in these
agreements are enormously in excess of what
they would be if calculated upon such a basis.
I say that the conclusion come to in that
report is entirely without support in fact,
entirely without any evidence upon which to
base it. Now, one of the hon. gentlemen
opposite who signs that report, at page 66
of the evidence, lets the cat out of the bag
and shows the extent to which he apparent-
ly understood this question. He puts the
following question to Mr. Schreiber:

By Mr. Powell :
Q. Now, last year when this contract was be-

fore Parliament---
That was In 1897.
-the only objection, I think, that was made
to the Drummound County In respect to taking it
off the hands of the Drummond County Rail-
way, as respected the finished portion, was that
the gradient at one or two places was a little
high.
This was the conception of the hon. member
for Westmoreland (11r. Powell) of what was
then in the way of taking the road over.
He states that, and Mr. Schreiber says

" Yes," and confirms It. After that is he
not estopped from going into this wild dis-
quisition upon the negotiations between the
Government and Drummond County people.
He says that It seems to be a matter of
gradient, that the grade was a little too
high.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I need only
refer to the debate that took place in this
House, I think, yesterday, if I can recall it
correctly, and participated in by the hon.
member for East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett), In
regard to the transportation facilities of this
country, to show the importance to this
country of having this road extended to
Montreal. It Is all very well for us to say
that there is already a line from Montreal
to the maritime provinces. That line goes
through the Urited States, and what woald
happen if the bonding privileges which are
now a.corded to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company were withdrawn ? What
position would the Government be in if this
road stopped at Montreal as far as having
free connection with other corporations is
concerned. I ask hon. gentlemen to con-
sider what would be the position of this
country if this bonding privilege were abro-
gated. I do not dispute that this Is within
the absolute possibilities. I venture to say
that the day has come when this couutry
is absolutely independent of these bonding
privileges. I say the people are independ-
ent of these bonding privileges to-day, and
are as independent of the United States ln
that respect as they are in any other re-
spect, and I trust the day may not be far
distant when we may take the stand of
absolutely and completely Ignoring the peo-
ple of the United States in negotiating a
transaction of this kind, or of any other
kind, as far as the Government of this coun-
try is coucerned. We are coming to that
point that we are independent of the peo-
ple to the south of us, and we need have
no regard to their railway facilities or rail-
way systems, and, in that event, It is neces-
sary for us to have connection with our
trade centres, and, in this behalf, the
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals did
well in extending this road to Montreal.
Even if it had cost him very much more
than it has he would have been justified
In extending it to Montreal. The hon. Min-
ister of Railways and Canals and this Gov-
ernment would have been justified in pay-
ing even more than they did pay for that
road. It Is not enough to say that some
gentlemen may have made money out of
the road. If Mr. Greenshields succeeded
in making any amount of money out of
the rond, which he let us have for $12,000
a mile, when the road cost $19,000 a mile,
it is very much to his credit ; but nobody
can say that Mr. Greenshields did what any
person should -not have done. I trust that
hon. gentlemen on this side of the House
may be able to make money, and I say that
people are mistaken in saying that these gen-
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tlemen did anything unfair In order to make posed to shrivel up Van Horne and Shaugh-
money out of it. The question is what nessey and all these Canadian Pacifie mag-
amount of money did the Government save nates who were induced to spend millions
to the country in acquiring that property. of their money in building this Une to the
What was the value of it ? We have evi- west of the city of St. John, where ad-
dence that the road cost $19,O00 a mile, and mirable facilities have been provided; for
the Goverument were able to secure It for doing the business, is to take the traffie
$12,000. We had the statement put ln evi- from tliem and carry it for nothing."
dence that we paid $12,O0 for a railway This, of course, Mr. Chairman, is a ghost
which cost $19,000, or at any rate an aver- story. I am for the first time made aware
age of $1t6,000 a mile. I care not what that Sir William Van Horne or Mr. Shaugh-
are the circumstances, so long as they are nessey ever put a dollar of their own money
dissociated from corruption and wrong-do- into the building of the Canadian Pacifie
Ing. I anticipate that some hon. gentlemen Railway. Indeed, according to all accounts.
opposite will desire to introduce a lot of they have taken out a mighty deal more
irrelevant matter, as was done in this *in-1 than they ever put In. Better, I think, that
vestigation. Let them get down to the the Minister of Railways should shrivel up
absolute point, the cost of the road, and Van Horne and Shaughnessey, than that
try, if they can. to show that the Govern- these twin tyrants should shrivel up this
ment paid too high a price for it. For my country.
part, I congratulate the bon. Minister of I cannot regard this matter of putting the
Railways. I congratulate the Governmeut, Intereolonial Railway on a commercial basis
and I congratulate the people of the coun-; as a party question. To my mind, It is an
try,. upon the acquiring of this connection Issue of national importance, and I am not
with Montreal, and stopping this vast ques- going to give a vote which can tend to
tion of a deficit-making railway systen. I keep the Intercolonial Railway tied up as a
an confident that the days of deficits on sort of mileh cow to be run on shares-the
the Intercolonial Railway have gone by, country buy the hay, and the Canadiu Pa-
and now that we have put it on a business cifie Railway takes the milk. I have never
basis, we will have passed the period. at believed that the Intercolonial Railway
last. of losing money. This Government should be hung up, like Mahomet's coffin, at
have started in very creditably in trylng one end, without any direct relationship to
to put all their transvetions on a business the origInating point of through traffie from
basis, and dealIng with the business of the i the west. To my mind, the spectacle of the
country ln the way in which they deal with IlIntercolonial Railway becoming an actual
their own business ; the way in which factor in the transportation of through
a person would deal with bis own private freight, and paying Its ways would help to
concerns, and the way in which,- I believe, educate the people of this country to de-
the business of the country should be car- mand fair-play from the roads that are not
ried on. owned by the Government. I belleve that

the best Interests of this country demand
Mr. J. ROSS-ROBERTSON (East Toronto). the extension of the Intercolonial Rallway

I do not want to weary the House, but I do to the clty of Montreal, and I cannot recon-
-want to explain, briefly, why I am unablc' elle a vote against the principle of this re-
to agree on the question contained in these solution wlth the position I have aiways
resolutions, with the hon. gentleman whom taken ln this House on the rallway question
I usually follow. I am willing to leave the -a position that I wlll adhere to both i!Iide
unravelling and the discussion of the legal and outside this House. Now, whiie 1 have
evidence, and the other Irrevelant matter approved of the principle, I have not ap-
spoken of by the hon. member for New proved o! every detal in the proposai ofixe
Westminster (Mr. Morrison) to my profes- Minister o! Ralways, and 1 did not approve
sional friends on both sides of the House. o! his fallure to lay on the Table o! the
I wish to speak of this Drummond County House the contract and the other details,
Railway proposai as a matter of value for when he moved these resolutIons the other
the money that Is being paid for it iight. Now, however, that he has given us
by this country. I do not want toail the detals avalable. the proposition is
sit in judgment on the conclusions which sImply: That the Drummond County Rail-
hon. gentlemen may have reached on this way shah be bought for $12,000 a mile, or
question, ànd any hon. gentleman who eares for a sum aggregating, I beleve, $1,W00.
to sit in judgment on mv conclusions is, This seens like a good deal of roney. But 1
of course, at perfect liberty to do so. it arnot an expert I confess, and hon.
rather amused me the other night to hear gentlemen on both sides o! this House,
my hon. friend the leader of the Opposi- by an overwheing majority, declared
tion (Sir Charles Tupper), in starting an that It was right and reasonabie to
avalanche of critlcism on this bargain and let the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
in referring to the position of the Drum- seil a piece o! railway to the bondholdems
mond County Railway and the Canadian for per mile. This Parliament cf
Pacidce Railway, say "the mode In which the Canada, In Its wisdom, declared, a few

hon M4lstr o Ralw nd anas po- lthe aest nterets thuia conr Weeand
thMetesinMfOheInerolnilOaiwa
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Railway was worth $35,000 a mile to the lion. gentleman (Mr. Borden) wIll go on -intil
bondholders, although I am told that twelve o'clock, at any rate.
niuch of that same road could be built for tMr. BORDEN. Mr. Chairman, the hon.about $8,000 a mile. I can quite see, M. gentleman from Westminster (Mr. Morrison)
Chairman, that the Columbia and Western hasmade a very warmin address to the Howould probably cost more to build than the e a tese resltos tnd among

Drumond ount Raiwaybut canot n regard to these resolutions, and, among
Drummond County Railway, but I canne other things, he has made the somewhat ex-see how hon. gentlemen on thls side of the traordinary statement, that the minor EV re-Huse who voted in favur of allowing thewhh, together with two other en-Canadian Pacific Railway Company to sell lort, nhis sieethe tHous athe
a piece eof railroad at the rate of $35,000 a tiemen on this sden f te aouse, ad the
mile, can blame the hon. the Minister of snoy r of slgning, was a report not one

M Blai) f b1<'- aethersyllable of which was founded <onl tvidenLceRailways (Mr. Blair) for buylg anothe or on acts. He as made he state nt,
piece of railroad for $12,000 a mile. I am that the hon. the ex-Minister of Railways
not, however, entirely at ease in regard to (Mr. Haggart) gave his vinsuch athe terms of this bargain. The truth of th( war the bmitteeae wuld
matter is this, and 1 miglit as we.1kicon-!ay liefore the committee that he would
me i th I domigtnoht to wee cn bave been turned down by any judge andfess it, that I do not know what to make out dismissed from the witness-st-d. Le aso

of the hon. Minister of Railways. I made the somewhat extraordinary state-have heard him talk like an archangel n mae thate o emberodthe o tte-
defence of public, rights, and I bave come rnt, that the members of the eoamittee
away from meetings of the Railway Com- irrelevant sdemof thes mrepo asand
m ittee, and from m eetings of the Banking idr soe for tta ee purposen of misreading the
and Commerce Comixuttee, rejolcing in theu did se for t ure prpose tmsleadin the
hope that the people had at last found a ofitse. He lectrred gentlemen on this side
deliverer,, and that lie would preteet and of the Ho use generally wi«;1iî rega rd te tiwir
shield the vwctims et tyranny. do n t conduct on this and other quesotion, and ie
know thate ie lon. the M istery.Railways even ventured, towards the close of bis

kno tht te hn. he initerof ailaysspeech, to put forward the proposýitiojn, thatas given these people anythlig more than mp h, tend (r. H rt) , s a
kind ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ M beds a;btee idwrsm on. friend (Mr. Hlaggart), in speaking,kind words, so far ;, but even kind words a ebro h omteatrh a

are more than mest members ot the present as a memb.,r oethRe committ:ee, :îf 1tir le bad
aremrethnost membersgfethe perresenthhe been discharged as a witness from the wit-Government wIll give to persons who have;ns-tnwssiludrot.Nw r
just grlevances against the Canadian pa_ ness-stand, was stili under oath. Now. M.Lr.
jusgievRancest aispossibltt the an. Chairman, I am not goIng to wast the timecific Railway. It is possible that the hon. of the Ilouse with very much of -i rcply tothe Minster of Ralways mlght have gotten language f that kind. Su exageratedthis Drummond County Railway for less!saeet nd yaygnea nti
money, and it is possible that he las acted Hse-en by a gentleman h the

lu he art ineret. ut ion getleenHouse-even by a gentleman who lias theIn the party Interest. But hon. gentlemen stnigo h o. ebrfrWsmn
on this side would not listen to a statement standng bet heon. memba for Westmin-

mad soe nglis ao i ths Leus, tatster-are best dismissed witha a few wordsmade some nights ago In this Housel, thato otmt a otehn etea
there was said to be a; steal for the Cana- (Mr. M i sayt e annot pontomane
dian Pacifie Railway In the right to sell the (Mr. Merrison), that be canot p&ut eut one
Columbia and Western to the bondholders word, or one Une, In the mniority report
at $35,0 per mile ; and how can these which is not amply sustained by the evi-
same hon. gentlemen expect any independ- dence, so far as It purports to be a statement
ent member to follow them when they sug- of fact. When the hon. gentleman, standing
gest and insist that there is a steal !i his place in the House, ventures to say,
for somebody in the right to sell this that that report, signed by three responsible
Drummond County railroad to the coun- gentlemen on this side of the House, con-
try at $12,000 a mile ? I fully ap- tains not one word, or syllable, that was
preciate the possibilities, and I fully founded ou fact or suppoteîd by evidence,
realize also, that whatever faults the lon. he takes a responsibility iupon himself which
the Minlster of Rallways (Mr. Blair) may I do uot think adds to nis credit or standing
have, he bas done more than any of his pre- lu this House.
decessors, Liberal or Conservative, to make Mr. MORRISON. Wl the hon. gentleman
the Intercolonial Railway something better proceed t controvert wbat I sald?
than a mere feeder to the Canadian Pac!de
Railway, and holding that bellef, I cannot Mr. BORDEN (Hailfax). 1 will proceed
do otherwise, Mr. Chairman, than vote for te centrevert what the hon. gentleman saîd,
these resolutions. and I would like te know new whether the

Mr. R. L. BORDEN (H{alifax). I do net hon.vgetleman, In bis scier moments, von-
know that it will be possible for me- to fin-e jj latues"aainthate tharet ene ordeo
ish to-night, in reply to my hon. friend fromn talt trat morty retsoed
Westminster (Mr. Morrison), , lvhob as de- ntactor spprtdbe neDe?
tained the Mouse to the extent oO.twWillthe
a haîf heurs,, but IwIll be wIlllng 'o procerp Mr. MORRSON. reeat what istated.
until f-past eleven Mclock. that the m orIty report ia). nI willon tact

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND or evidenet The hon .gentleemay make
FISLIERIES (8fr Louis Davies). 1 hope the wate a o C staO that Ifho oea ohow

sylbeo1haoioiyrpoti one
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that the statements lu that minority report
are based on fact or evidence adduced at
that investigation, I will apologize to him
and the House.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The hon. gentle-
man does not venture te repeat what he
stated before.

Mr. MORRISON. That Is what I stated.
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). And I am glad

for his own reputation and credit that he
bas not the courage to stand up and repet
the statenient he made a moment ago; and,
not having the courage to repeat that state-
ment, I think it ill-becomes him te lecture
the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals for
his demeanour on the witness stand. Proba-
bly I nave had as much experience of wit-
uesses on the stand as my hon. friend,, and
I venture to say that neither ln the language
used by the ex-Minister of Rallways and
Canals nor in his demeanour on the witness
stand was there anything to justify the very
extraordinary and extravagant criticism
which the hon. gentleman, for reasons best
known to himself. has seen fit to pass upon
that hon. gentleman.

Now, I do not intend to deal very muen
with the matters affecting the hon. Minister
of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) ; but as the
hon. gentleman, somewhat badly advised in
that conneetion, has seen fit to bring that
hon. gentleman's name before the House
and to state that we on this side are seekIng
to draw the Minister of Publie Works and
his sons as red herrings across the path-
something I do net qulte understand-I
would like to recall to the House just whàt
dd take place in this House and before the
commiittee In connection with the circum-
stance to which the hon. gentleman has ad-
verted. If the hon. gentleman will turn to
"Hansard " of 1897, he wlR find, at page
5301, that the hon. Minister of Publie Works
made this statement In the House:

I know that my name bas been conneeted wIth
thi transaction, because " La Patrie" newspaper
has been bought by the Liberal party, and be-
cause Mr. Greenshield's name bas been connect-
ed with that purchase. I will state frankly what
took place.
The hon. gentleman wIll note that the hon.
Minister of Publie Works was not only
naklng a statement lin the House, but he
was -inaking It upon bis honour, saying thai
he was going to be frank which meant, I
suppose, that he was goiug to tel the whole
truth:; and before I get through, I think the
hon. Minister of Puble Works will not thank
ny hon. friend for drawlng attention to tbls

matter. Which, l the abSnce of the hon.
Mnister, I would not have touched upn
at al% except for the way In which the hou.
gentlemn has dealt with the matter. Tbe
hon. M!nister of Publie Wors said further.

I rrangedthat Mr.' Greenhields, who was my
lawyr. Iin any other eases, should act athe

purobaser of La Patrie "asthelawyer of the

Mr. BORDEN (Hailfax).

à

The hon. gentleman wIll note that.
They speak of a cheque which Mr. Greenahields

gave. There is no secret about it. Mr. Green-
shields had a cheque in bis hand, not of bis own
money, but of the money of the party, and he
pald that cheque.
Now, Sir, what is the evidence of the Min-
ister of Pliblie Works, which is to be found
on pages 118, 119 and 120 of the committee's
report ? The hon. gentleman told this
House that he was golng to be frank with
it ; what doe he say when he Is put on tne
witness stand ? I put that to him, and what
is his answer ?

It Is perfectly correct. At the time I did not
feel any necessity to go into the details, but
what I have said is perfectly true. Mr. Green-
shields paid it by cheque. It was not his own
cash. He gave his cheque, which was simply a
iatter of acc)flmmodation ; it was not his
mnoney. I simply said that in a vague way, be-
cause I knew right well if I said more, I would
be accused of having said what was not true,
not by you, but bysome of the Tory prnoten.

And further down, when it is pointed out
to him that his answer is not consistent
with what he stated in the House, what
does he say ?-and I direct the hon. gentle-
man's attention to this :

My answer is that I did not thInk it proper to
say everything ln the House then, because Par-
liament was just closing and I knew right weU
that if I had said that Mr. Greenshlelds had given
his own cheque and it was pald the next day that
the Tory press would have lied just as much as
they would have been able to do. I said what
was true, but I did not give out the whole thing.
Now, I do not think the hon. Minister of
Public Works will feel very much Indebted
to my learned and bon. friend for dealing
with this matter ln the way ln which he
has seen fit to do. Further, the question is
put to him :

Do you mean that you were not quite frank ta
this statement because you were afraid the Tory
press would lie ?-A. Yes, they have lied so much
about me-not the whole of them, some of them
are decent.
Now, does the hon. gentleman think upon
reflection that he has assisted the Minister
of Publie Works very much by again draw-
Ing attention to this matter, with which, as
I said before, I would not have attempt2d
to deal except for the way lin which the hon.
gentleman has deait with it.

Mr. MORRISON. What has that to do
with the price of the road ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). If It had ne-
thing to do with It, why did my hon. friend
see fit to deal with It inhis speech ?

Mr. MORRISON. Beuse tbe hou. mem-
ber put It in his report. It i utterly irre-
levant, but I commeted na It becuse
3ou made It a subject of report

Mr. BORDEN (Halfl), It was not made
a subject of reort. It aseten tyr-
ferre o in&.- the&. report,- -- bec -A *-- the Minister
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of Publie Works came before the committee
for the purpose of backing up bis statement
in the House after Mr. Greenshields had
made a statement on the witness stand
whic'î was absolutely Inconsistent with the
statement of the hon. MInister of Publie
Works in the House.

Mr. MORRISON. Will the hon. gentle-
man show us in the evidence where that
occurs ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I wiH show it
before I conclude, and the hon, gentleman
knows where it is just as well as I do.
It was brought to the attention of the hon.
Minister of Publie Works on the witnessj
stand by me at the very time he gave the
evidence which I have read. Now, this fur-
ther question is put to the hon. Mînister of
Publie Works :

Q. That is, you did not tell the truth to pre-
vent them lyng ?-A. I did not say that. I did
not divulge all the truth because there was no ne-
cessity for making that statement to the House.

The position was this. The Minister rose
ln his place in the House and said he was
going to be frank with the House, and then,
on the witness stand, he said : "I did not
divulge al the truth because there was no
necessity o! making that statement to the
House."

My hon. friend, the ex-Minister of Rail-
ways, made a certain statement in this
House with regard toe certain suspicions he
had, and I venture to suggest to my hon.
friend from New WestmInster (Mr. Morrison)
that when a transaction of this kind is of!
such a nature that the Minister of Publie
Works cannot, In bis place In the House,
after stating that he was goIng teobe frank,
state the whole truth to the Hou there ls
something ln that possibly to excite some
suspicion. I would put it to my hon. frlend,
who Is a lawyer and understands how to
welgh evIdence, that ln the case of a circum-
stance of that kind, if he were addressing a
Jury he might be IneUned, and If he was
doing bis duty would be inelined, to iay some
stress upon it.

My hon. friend dwelt at some length on
what was said by the Minister of Ralways
and Canals at page 8 of the evidence nme-
ly, that without his attention being brought
to it at ail, he was minded, of his own
motion, to make some bargain with the
owners of this way for Its acquisition.
But I deire to point to my hon. fiend froin
Ne'w WestmInter the circumae which he
does notem to have borne in mind, that
during the progress of thes negotiation,
which began in January and continuedunti
Mareb, this very gentleman, lh£r. iGreen-»
shields, who ln praetiealy the owner of- this
road was -nucommunication with the MWn%-
ter ef Pabile WorknS onthe subject, ndthat
the Mnitero Pubile Worls was the ver
getlemma to whom ,Mr. Greenshie l"nt
his chaque-.m the occasionIhave referreèd
te. Dom-Mt Sr tom friend think that tht

10

is a cIrcumstance whieh It was proper to
bring out ln evidence and dweli upon ? Does
he thInk It is a circumstance that requires
no comment, that Mr. Greenshields, the
owner of this road, was in communication
on several occasions, according to the evi-
dence of the Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte), with that gentleman deallng with the
acquisition of this road, and that during the
progress of these negotiations Mr. Green-
shields saw Ut to lend his cheque and en-
dorse notes for the purpose of purchasing
a paper for the sons of the Minister of Pub-
lie Works-ea paper which the Minister of
Publie Works, in this House, said was not
purchased for his sons but for the Liberal
party.

We thought fit to ask the hon. Minister,
when on the witness stand, who were the
persons that advanced the $50,000 for the
purchase of that paper, but did not get much
satisfaction. We asked him : Have you any
objection to stating the names of the poli-
tical frIends who advanced the money ? He
told us it was not Mr. Greenshlelds, and we
were bound to accept his statement. But
he would not give us the names of the
friends ln question. He said :

That la my business Just as in the past ail of
you have given notes and endorsed notes ln
political business.

That was ail the information we could get
from the hon. gentleman on the subject.

My hon. friend from New Westminster (Mr.
Morrison) made one or two other singular re-
marks. He quoted some evidence eof Mr.
Farwell, at page 135 ; and when challenged
about It, he said It made no difference what
Mr. Farwell said. That seems to be rather
an extraordlnary view to take of evidence,
and I should think that, on the whole, my
learned friend would be inclined to with-
draw that proposition. He sald also: I will
not deal wlth these matters at any length,
that It was plain beyond doubt that
this road was worth $17,000 or $18,000 or
$19,000 a mile. I think he mentioned these
different sums at different times, but $19,000
was the largest. Of course, we al sympa-
thise with Mr. Greenshields and his asso-
elates, who are giving away this road worth
$19,000 a mile to the Government for $1OOO
a mile ; and particularly do we fel the force
of that when we know, as I shall point out
further, that Mr. Greenshlelds got $50,000,
I think It was, of that stock for practicaiy
nothIng-for his Influence as a financer or
his advice or something of that kind, an
very large blocks of stock he got at times at
a nominal dgure. The stoc ofthe compny,
whose road was worth $19,000 a mileas
worth only that fgure, and the hon. gen-
tileman wIll also bear i mlrad thtm although
Mr. Greenshield8 did buy a portion at par
he bought It at par after to had Secured th

ugeeet with the Governet. Possbly
the hon. gentleman upon refleton m ght
think that this was a ereumtce worthy
to be deaIt with. And, as a matter of fact,
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that Is one of the things in the minority re- tercolonial Railway should have running
port, whîch is amply supported by the evi- powers. The Minister of Railways and
dence, although my hon. friend ventured to Canais told us the other nght that It was
make the assertion that not one syllable or monstrous and ridiculous to talk of a pro-
one word of that minorlty report is support- ject of that kind, for this reason-in the
ed by the evidence. first place, he sald the road from Halifax

Coming down to the real question before to St. John was very much longer than the
this House, and leaving the hon. gentleman other : and, ln the second place, it ran
to congratulate himself upon the speech he through a very much better country. Now.
has made with respect to tbis matter, if he so far as the first is concerned, no one sug-
sees fit to do so, because I shall not trouble gests that such an arrangement should be
myself very much more wlth him, I want to made except on fair and reasonable terms
say now, as I have said before, that on gen- It might be made on a mileage basis or ln
eral principles, I am in favour of the Inter- half a dozen other ways so as to give te the
colonial Railway obtaining access to the clty IlGovernment every advantage that they
of Montreal. The hon. gentleman spent about might fairly claim by reason of the fact that
three-quarters of an hour in arguing ln favour tbis Une from Halifax to St. John was a
of that proposition, although he followed the longer hue. And, se far as the country
ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggat), wlo througliwhich It runs and the traffie are
stated, not only here but before the commit- concerned, ah these matters are capable of
tee, that he always had that view. I well adjustment; and If the prjeet la carrled
remember that when the Grand Trunk Rail- out, you would have the Intercolontal -
way was operating the Une between Mont- way with ruping powers into Montreal
real and Lévis, the service was not very good wlth terminal faciities there, and yen would
so far as passengers were coneerned, and 1 have the Cian Pacifie, for which the
can well believe that It was not very good,I previce off Nova Scotea las pald Its ful
so far as freights were concerned, and In share and out of which, up te the p t
view of the manner in whieh that road was time, it has get very Uttie benefit, wlth ae-
operated, I think It would have been a pru- cess te the clty of Halifax and havIng that
dent thing to attempt to obtain access to the city practlcally as one of Its termini. And
city of Montreal for the Intercolonial. 1venture te thlnk thet If the project of

The main question, therefore, Is whether the Quebec bridge Is to be carrled euteven
or not, in the frat place, this was the best If there Is a reasonable probabilty of It
way to get into Montreal, and, ln the second belag carrled eut, It Is fot a very wise tbing
place, whether or not the price which the for the Goverunient to blnd Itself to the
Government is paying Is a fair and reason- acquisition of this Drurmond County Rail-
able price. It las been suggested by the way. It woald have been better, for the
leader of the Opposition that both this Gov- present, to have deait witb the Drummond
erument and the late Government committed County Railway as an experiment, and te
themselves to the project of assisting in the ascertain whether or not the proposed bar-
construction of a bridge across the St. Law- gain was a good bargaiQ.
rence from Lévis to Quebee. If that bridge Welî. Sir, assuming that we are for the
should be accomplished, if this Government presento lay aside that suggestion, we have
see fit to give It adequate a1d, a much bet the question of the prent proposed bargau
arrangement might have been made for run- with the Drummond County Railway. Now
nIng powers over the Canadian Pacifde Rail- the question of value of this road, as I
way from Quebec to MontreaL I may understand Itouglt te le determnned by the
say In passing that the argument which Governmeut on the basiof Its value te the
the ex-Minister of Railways has made persou who owns It. 1 thInk that some con-
to the House with regard to the fusion of thought la regard te that point
cost of construction of a rallway on the was exp luithe speeebof the Minister
one aide or the other, bas not in any way cf Rallways and C la Idealing with
been answered by the hon. member for New 1 question of the deductIon of these snb-
Westminster. sidies. I gay that the value wlth which we

Let us see what would be the state of are te deal. the basis on wbicb this road 's
affairs if such a bridge were constructed. te liepurchased, je the value et the road to
I am assuming that it Is the pollcy of this the Persons who ewn it If the Oovernment
Government to adequately assIst the con- were exproPriatbg this road4 what woulG
struction of that bridge. Then you would le the basio on whte they would have te
have aboat 275 miles from Halfax to St. pay for It? Net on the bt f.what k
John over which it Is desirable, not only in eost or of what It was worth te the Govem-
the interest of the Canadian Pacide Rail- mentEve lawyer knowathat k la upon
way, but in thenluterest of the country asthebsofthevalue optothe
a whole, that the Can an Pacifie Railway owuer that the Gove t or eny other
should have running powers and you rratlon la te pay for property for
woùld have, I belleve, about 172 miles publieuse. To sudi au etenth thet
from- the city off Quebe to the ity
off Montreal, over which, in that case itwhe uci clce tnhais
would bie extremely desirable that thxe In- poet ae v.rlwyc h
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amount pald by the railway company,
under the judgment of the court, was
praetically nominal, because, although the
property was immensely valuable to the
railway company it was not a profitable
property to the owner inasmuch as the
owner was restricted by the terms of its
title from making profitable use of It. So,
the Government were not called upon to pay
the Drummond County Railway Company
either on the basis of what the road cost or
on the basis of the value of that road to the
Government, but the fair value of it to the
company which owned it, as would lbe the
case if the road wer3 sold by the
company to any other person. I do not
think my hon. friend from New Westmins-
ter would venture to controvert that propo-
sition. I do not think he would say that
this Government should purchase that road
on any basis other than the basis on which
they would pay for It if they expropriated
It. It is worth only so much to the Drum-
mond County Railway, and the Governmeint
should pay only that to the Drummond
County RaMlway Company for It.

Now, let us see what this road was worth
to the Drummond Connty Railway Com-
pany. In the first place, let us observe what
the Government propose to pay for It. They
proposed to pay a sum whIch, as capltalized
by the expert of the Finance Department
at the rate of interest paid by the Gov-
ernment on their last loan, amounted to
$2,094,192. And I mention to my hon. friend
from New Westminster that that Is another
tact stated ln the minority report whIch.
possibly he will concede la supported by the
evidence, Now, Sir, if you wll take their
bargain this year of $1,600,000 and deduet
from that the additional expenditure by the
company required by the agreement of 1898
and not by that of 1897, viz., $65,795, you
have a balance of $1,534,205, leaving abal-
ance of 559,987 ln favour of the bargain
of this year. And, as the hon gentleman
from New Westminster As so fond of givIng
advice and suggestions to us on this side
of the House, I would venture to give this
advice and make this suggestion to him-
that it was not a very wlse thIng, not a very
prudent thing, for him to stand up in his
place In this House in 1897 and vote for
that bargain which was $559,987 worse t0
this country than the bargain, which by the
interposition of the Sente, the Government
were afterwards able to make. I put that
imot in the lecturing tone which the hon.
gentleman adopted, but merely es a mild
and humble suggestion from a young mem-
ber on this side to the hon. member for
New Westins3ter.

Now, I would also caU the attention of
the hon. gentleman to this. That under
section 35 of the Grand Trunk ag ment of
198, the Government are paylng for iM-
provements hereafter to be made by the
Grand Trunk Railway Company on the

basis of user or w ieelage, and not in the
basis of one-ialf.

Well, Sir, does i ot the hon. gentleman
know that the user of the Grand Trunk
Railway, according te the evidence In this
case must be about twenty to one the user
of the Intercolonial Railway ? Wililhe stand
up in his place and deny that ? Why, then,
dees he venture to ask, as he did to-nighit,
what the question of user has to do with
It ? I was astonished that any hon. gen-
tleman would stand up An this House and
ask what the question of user had to do
with 1t, when he knows that, according to
the evidence In this case, user by the Grand
Trunk RaiLlway of the terminal facilities at
Montreal must be many times any possible
user which the Intercolonial Railway ean
muake. Yet the hon. gentleman asks : What
has user to do with It ? User has this to
do with It-I make this as another humble
suggestion from this side of the House-
that as the Grand Trunk and the Inter-
colonial are both to use these terminal faci-
lities at Montreal, we should not pay any-
thing but our proportionate actual user
of them. If the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, with its enormous traffie with
the west, uses those terminals twenty
times as much as the Intercolonlal Railway,
then It Is right and just that the Interco-
lonialI Railway, Ia respect of betterments
to be made An future, should pay for, not one-
half of these betterments, but one-twentieth
of those betterments. Yet the hon. gentle-
man has repeated over and over again that
the question of user or wheelage has
nothilng at all to do wIth t. Why, if I
adopted the unkind suggestion which the
MinIster of Rallways and Canals was good
enough to make the other evening, I would
say that the hon. member for New West-
minster Is the advocate of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company. The leader of the Op-
position, because he ventured to make a
suggestion the other uight, was told that
he held a retainer for the Canadian Pacific
Railway. If the hon. gentleman thinks that
under circumstances of that kind the ques-
tion of user has nothlng at all to do with
the matter, what shail we think of that hon.
gentleman's position with regard to the
Grand Trunk Railway ?1 do not say that the
Grand Trunk Rallway would net have a
very able and a very capable advocate In
the hon. gentleman, although I think that
they would probably expeet him to do a
lIttle better justice to their case in court
than he has been able to do for their case
In this House to-night ; and I have no doubt
that the hon. gentleman would do much
better In court, because I know that he Is
as capable of making a good point as any
hon. gentleman lu this House for a client
who retains him. The dtiffculty, as sug-
gested by my hon. frIend the leader of the
Opposition was not In the matter of ability
or competency, but merely the fact that he
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had not a very good case to argue, and I purport of his evidence Is that if that is
for one am willing to admit that he made an exact copy of the original, then the other
the very best out of a bad case. option was exactly lu the same terms ex-

Now, I will not go over the other Items cept that It was for $400,000. Now, my
of this Grand Trunk Railway agreement, bon. friend from New Westminster has not
which I might go over; 1 will leave It with gone very much into the details respecting
that one. I venture to think that my hon. the price of this road or the value of this
frIend from New Westminster, upon con- road, If you work it out on the basis of
sideration and reflection, will come to the this option. If you work It out on that
conclusion that If the Intercolonial Rallway !basis you bave this result: An option was
uses these terminals, these betterments, to given for $500,000, and $0,000, according
one-twentieth only of the extent that the to Mr. Farwell's evidence, was the basis
Grand Trunk Railway uses them, it is only on which all the shareholders were to be
fair and rigèht that It should pay on the basis paid except himself. Does my hon. friend
of user, and not on a one-half basis. The controvert that ? I thlnk not. According
hon. gentleman will alse bear in mind one ,to Mr. Farwell's evidence, who differs in
other thing, that we were to pay Interest at this froin Mr. Greenshields, and who un-
the rate of 5 per cent upon the cost of these doubtedly had better knowledge of this than
betterments, and the Grand Trunk Railway Mr. Greenshields, $500,000 was the price at
Company, with this Government guarantee, which the shareholders were to be paid with
would have been able to borrow near'ly the the exception of Mr. Farwell, who was ln
whole cost of the betterments with the 5 per I the arrangement with Mr. Ryan to make
cent Interest which they were to recelve from whatever they could out of it. over and-
the Intereolonial on one-half the cost. above that. Therefore. sa far as the nain
So that the net result of. that! body of the shareholders -were concerned,
agreement, whicb Is so - fair and so ! they were to be paid cn the basis of $500,-
just according to the argument of the hon. 000 under the one option, and on the basis
gecntlemian, would have been that the Grand of $400,000 under the other option. Now,
Trunk Railway, for all time to come, so in the minority report, we worked out as
long as the rate of Interest remains as It carefully and consclentiously as we could,
is at present, would be in a position to spending a good deal of time over It, the
make any betterments which the Interco- amount that was expended on that road
lonial Railway had to use, at the cost of after the date of these options, and we
the Intercolonial Railway exclusively and made It $685,000. I have here an abstract
alone. of every Item and detail of that road taken

Now, Sir, coming down to what we are from the Government returns, from the
dealng with more particularly, the question tine they were first put in, until the end
of the price of this Drummond road, let us of 1897'; and I challenge my hon. frIend
take It first on the basis of these options. or any other gentleman on the other side
My hon. friend, I think, challenged me to o the House to show that that statement
give any evidence In support of what lis is materlally Incorrect. I remember the
stated ln the minorIty report concerning Minister of Railways and Canals putting
this option for $400,000. Well, 1 will give It the other evening as nearly a million dol-
that to uiy hon. friend. As a matter of lars, But I say It can be shown from the
fact, he read it himseif to-night, but forgot, sworn returns, and from the evidence in
apparently. that he read It. and stated ths case, that the amount which you are
afterwards that no such evidence existed. fto add to the amount of that option is in the
1 will read to him from the evidence ofI vicinty of $685,000. Now, what is the re-
Mr. Farwell, as found on page 145: sult of that? The result Is that giving to

Q. There were no other options given in con- these people the benefit of every doubt in
nectIon with this road ?-A. I may have had an- this case, you come to the concluson that
other, but it was simply to me. ln 18, when this road Is to be purchased

Q. I suppose for a s1imlar amount to this ?-A. by the Government from this company, it
I do not remember. I was under the Impression Is worth, on the basis of the $500,oooth3t this was for $4OO00, but it is put in bhere aL option, $1,115,000, or nearly $500,OO0 legs
$'500 • than the Government pay for it. On
He was referring to the document whlch he the basis of a $400,000 option, it Is worth
bad before hlm. $1,015,000, or nearly $60.000 less than the

Q. What do you think the other option would Government were paying for It. Are these
te fcr ?-A. The other would be for $400,000. but1options and the cost of the road subsequent-
I do not know if this is an exact copy. It was !y to the company a fair basis upon which
not less than $100,00. to p'y bthe company for this railway?. I

sa tYtIs 18More than a fair basis, as 1 willWhat the witness means by "1thisl" e that show to my hon. and learned friend la ahe had before hlm the option for ,000 moment. Let us take another basis of cal.or at least a copy of It. He says that there culation, the value of the stock. I do notwas another option; he says he does not say, that the vaIlUe of the stock. taken alone,know whether the document before him ls a fair bis, Mbt tido tink, if you takeis an exact copy uf thbe original, but the the value of the stoek ln connection wit
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the floating Indebtedness of the company, Another basis of value Is the earn-
If any, you can get at a fair value for the ing power of this road. What
road. Mr. Greenshields got $50,000 worth was the earning power of this road?
of this stock for practically nothing ; he The average earning power of this road for
got $80,O00 of the stock for $24,000, which the last three years-by which I mean the
he told us he paid for ln the equivalent of net earnings-amounted to $33,124.28, and
cash. It was not la cash, but we took his the cost of maintenance, as the hon. member
word for it that It was the equivalent of for New Westminster will find by reference
cash. He got $50,000 worth of the stock for to the returus to the Government of other
his advice and financial assistance, $80,000 railways, was abnormally low. Therefore,
worth for $24,000, and the balance of $137,- this railway, which, aceordlng to the argu-
600 he pald for, he tells us, at par. If he!ment of the hon. member for New West-
did pay for that at par, which I am minster, lad cost $L9MO. was yielding,
bound to concede, he pald for it at par'on that lnvestment, the net sum of $33,2
by exerclsing, after this arrangement with It was fot a very paylng coneeru; $3&000
the Goverument, options which he had pro- was the net average earnlngs for the three
cured before this arrangement with the years before 1897, and $23,000 Is a good deal
Government. Has that circumstance any less tlan 2 per cent on the amount that tle
significance in the sight of my hon. ani road cost these gentlemen, If ny hou.
learned friend ? Is It of any Importance lifriend's argument Is correct The floatlng
the eyes of any hon. gentleman on the otherîdebt of the road increased from tlxe to
side of the House, that $50,000 of this stock Urne. Lt stood at its highest mark In 189
was given to Mr. Greenshields merely for his wlen It reached the sum of $207,396. That
financlal aid and as'sistanme, and that he Ioanother circumstan e wh h shows that
bouglit $0,000 worth for $24000 in Iash. the road was not a very paying concer.
let us say, before this arrangement with Therefore, when you sum these thngs Up
the Government ? He was willing after- what resuit do you have ? Tou have, ln the
wards to pay par for $137,6W' worth. Now,'fyrst placee this fact, that the owners of this
SIr, the resuit off that 1, that for $267 less throad n 1894e had off ered it over a t over
out of$0,00worthof stock, Mr. Green- again t th different partles, at a price wh h
shlclds paid $161,60l, off wbdh $137,600 was webld now realize from $1s015fom te $1,115,-
pald by hlm after lie had secured this ar- 00,tif you adi to wbat had been expended
rangement with the Government. If you thena th- rsubsequent cost of construction.
take the floatng Indebtedness of the ce- Therefoereon that basis. the amount wseh ts
pany whh was the oly andebtedness they beîng paid by the Government is excessive.
had. eutslde of this, and If you apply to You have, in the next place, the purchase of
the value of the stock f this company pur- the stock. taken n connetien with the float-
chased by Mr. Greenshields. and If you give lng indebtedness, and on that basis you find
Mr. Greenshelds the benefit orf this stock tw$6thingsFrst, that you cannot value
that f ,e purchased at par. you cannot make the road Up tGr$1en,000 by any pr-cess
eut the value ft he road at the timehofIts whateverar-n the second place, that Mr.
proposed acquisition by the Government as GreensheldsIwhfyIs the person almost
belng worth more than $1,000,000, a tc whollym-nterested in the road. would make
mnority report shows tat the profit Mr. e n enormous prot upon the purchase ofhis
Greensields will akeut of f the rod is stock before this agreement with the Gev-
certalnly excessive. tpon the basis of the erment was secured. apr would make even
agreement yf187, Mr. Greenshields wouivda very large proit by ls purchase of stock,
have reSWed upon bis Investment of $24,00 i ater this agrement vas seured. n the
a net profit cf more than $400,000. My hon. third plaee, yow yfid that theearning power
frlend (Mr. Morrison) says. that lie hopes of this road Indicates tht It was Worthne
that bon. gentlemen on the other kie roaf such si of money as that which the Gv-
the House wIll make money. ]ý do net e-x- ernment are paylng. Will miy hon. frie[id
actly know why lie hould have expressed aivnture to assert teat a road whieh bas a
the hope, for bon. :gentlemen on the other net earnig power of only $,000, represents
tde of the fouse : le miglit have exteuded a v,lue of $1.000o000 h venture tethnk

It ttthishsdeeqf the eeouse as well. Cnr-tt nstti
tainly, If the poiltical friends o! bon. gentle- iNo>w. there 18 one further testadthtI
men opposite are to get bargainsike that, therbasis on which the whole business be-
It Is evIdent that honb gentlemen on this fore the committee was given, the
ade of the -flouse wil! net stand mucl Yf a basis of the cost cf ths road. have en-
chance te eompete- wlth them. Then, upon! deavoured te shOw yeu. Sir, that this la net
the basteof the agreement of189, the oe a fa r basis on which the value of this road
tbat Is uew being seught te ie enforSed, hoid be coputed I have edeavonred
Mr. Greenshlelds's tuet profit wou thie sto to howtnt the ,rte of this rod shaed
out Upou alue outay of 00. D it webethe value Its owner to-day, and that Mr.

propsedacqisiton y te Goernent as4reenshiels, w osthe pern amost

bon. gentleman venthen $1000,00,and thon hol cntest nt ra wold make

minoriorty reportow thate profu itMr Ban eormus upofituorn mmeurchato i

havte eceuves upnis iztnvsTen wt 2400 atris fcareement as bscured. In thIe
a ne ponfit mr than$00,000 by e hodne. thirdt plcyufiTta he earningnte M power
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and Canals valued this road at $11,000 per Marine and Fisheries suggested the adjourn-
mile, which I tbink, brIngs its value to $1,565,- ment, I take the liberty of movlng that the
000. Now, you may say, gentlemen on the commlttee rIse.
other side of the House probably will say, The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
that you should not deal with this com-
pany on the basis of value ; you should be oFjei SuI
generous with them and deal with them on
the basis of cost. If you deal with them on Motion agreed to, and committee rose.
the basis of cost, I ask any hon. gentleman lu The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
this House If it is fair to the Government of FISHERIES moved the adjournment of the
this country to include in that cost the subsi- House.
dies which have been paid. I say it Is not. I
say that if you are not going to take the legal Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What business
basis of value-that is, the value to the com- does the Government propose to go on wlth
pany-if you are going to be generous withajto-morrow?
these gentlemen, and say that you wish to The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
take the basis of cost ; then, in all fairness,
take the basis of actual cost. And, if you tc
deduet from the amount at which Mr. Schreî- 1  amend the rance Act, a ue At te
ber, the Deputy Minister of Railways and HouseI rablegActoaSupply t
Canais, has valued the road ; If you deduet
from it the subsidies ýwhich these gentlemen Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Do I understand
have got from the Dominion Government and the hon. genleman wlll not go on with this
froni the provincial Govern.entM and fro an debate to-morrowi

'unicipalitles, you n-Il-11n-d that you bring The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
the value down to aboii $900,000. If YOUrFISHERIES. It was Daot the intention o

arMotion agreed to, and committee rose.

are etdawg lothe Premier to go ou wnth the debate t-
the basis of cost, for what possible reaso I orow
sha you pay tohem moneys whih the morrow
had ot expended out of their own pockets. M..,r. BFRDE . It i tot maerlall: ; was
Cost Is flot the basis on wbich you deal wlthjust asking for the purpose of covenleAce.
a man when you are buying his property;Meotion a sgreed to an a the House adjourn-
value, to hlm, Is the basis on which you deal ed at 12 ocloek (mldnlght).
with him:- at Ieast, if you are expropriatlng,
bis property. MIf you rre dealing with hiri on i
thet hasis of costhesnurely It is rigtt and fair to
take ohat I n actually eost h m, and fot pay
over to him subsidies whi h this Domingon
and the province o! Quebec have paid hlm 1 OuSE 0F C0MM0N#i.
and thus pratieally give these subsidies
over twise. Now, I would like, if any hon.l
gentleman on the other sde wo whapens to
follow me, would show in what respect myoTfe SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
argument in that regard is not a fair and 'lok
legitimate argument. Summed up, it isi
simply thisb: That you deal with a man ou
the bass of value andbuyt on the basis of A;
cost, but If you do go thhimmion the basIs ofnyl
cost go to hm on the basis f actual costQUEENS BIRTHDAY ADJOURNMENT.
partlcularly w en you yourself have fur
nished a portion of the money whieh be is The PRIME MINISTER ( r Wilfrd
now seelFg to get back from you, for the Laurier) moved
reason. and on the theory that the road has That wen thîs House adjours this day, it
cost hlm that amount. The subsidies whlch stand adjourned to Thursday next, the 25th In-,have been pald to this road are as follows stant, and that when It adjourns ou crdaynet,

It stand adjourned to the followung Saturday at
DomInion of Canada subsidy.$287936 tbree oclock in the atternoon, and that Govern-
Province o f Quebec subedy.....p347,420 h ment Orders have precedence.
Muncipalty subsildy...........15,000i Motion agreed t.

Total...............*650,356 'REPORT-AGRICULTURE AND COLONI-
1 ZÂTION (JOMMITTEE.

ieduet from that 1,565,000, which I thnkl a
the amount at whieh the road is valued by
Mr. Schreiber-and you have a littie over
$M0,000 as the fair amount which you should
pay this company, If you deal with
them on the basis of cost, and not on the
basis of value. As it Is approaching 12
o'clock, the hour at whleh the Minister of

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).

Mr. THOMAS BAIN (South Wentwortli)
presented the second report of the Select
Standing Committee on Agriculture and
Colonization, as follows :-

The Committee recommend that the House au-
thorize the printing In the usual numerical pro-
portions of English and French, ln the form of

0-
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advanced sheets of the committee's final report,
twenty thousand (20,000) copies of each of the
following divisions of the evidence given before
the committee in the current session of Parlia-
ment on the specific subjects of " The fattening
of chickens," "the fundamental principles that
underlie the growing of crops," '"The Canadian
apple trade," and " The rnaking of butter " ; and
that fifteen thousand (15,000) copies of each of
the said advanced sheets be for use of members
of Parliament, and five thousand (5,000) of each
for the use of the Department of Agriculture.

Mr. BAIN. With the consent of the House,
I would like to move the adoption of the re-
port presented from the Committee on Agri-
culture and Colonization. I may briefly ex-
plain that there were two or three matters
before the committee that appeared to the
members of the committee to be of consider-
able public interest and such as should
reach the community somewhat earlier than
our report would under ordinary circum-
stances. Among these were the evidence
given respecting the fundamental principles
that underly the growing of crops, the poul-
try trade and the fattening of poultry, and
the apple-shipping trade. It is proposed
simply to revise the evidence touching these
points and publish them as advance sheets
of the report in bulletin form. It is anti-
cipated that if we get the arrangement car-
ried out ¶t once, the printer wil be able to
complete the work so that the copies will
be in the hands of members in the course
of a month before prorogation. We ask
for 15.000 copies ln this form for the use of
members of the House and 5,000 copies for
the use of the Department of Agriculture, to
be printed in the usual proportions of En:-
lish and French. Of course, I am cognizant
of the fact that without the consent of the
House I cannot move for the adoption of the
report. as it was presented only to-day.

Mr. W. B. IVES (Sherbrooke). I would
suggest to the hon. member (Mr. Bain) to
consider whether 15,000 copies is large
euough edition for the use of members. I
have some general knowledge of the sub-
ject and the nature of the evidence which
has been given, and, to my mind, it will be
exceedingly useful to have a pretty general
circulation of it. I am quite certain that
members on both sides of the House, if they
could get eopies before the House prorogued,
would give this evidence a large circulation.
I think that 15,000 copies would be alto-
gether inadequate. In fact, I think we
should have two or three hundred copies
for every constituency. If the evidence Is.
what I an informed it is, it is of very great
importance, and would be very useful to the
agricultural interest.

Mr. BAIN. T may explain that the limi-
tations are praetically at the Printing Bu-
reau. I was given to understand that we
could secure an edition of 20.000 ehapters
without particular Inconvenience with the
other work ln hand. Beyond that, it would,
perhaps, be diffleult for us to secure the ne-

cessary accommodation there, that if the
work was delayed, we should frustrate the
object we have in view. It will become a
portion of the report of the committee at a
later stage, and with the consent of the
Ilouse, I will ascertain if it is possible to
extend that edition somewhat further.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I would sug-
gest that my hon. friend might make his
motion not to exceed 50,000 or 60,000 copies;
then he could obtain what he found neces-
sary.

Mr. BAIN. Then I will amend the motion.
The PRIME MINISTER. I would suggest

that this motion be adopted, and that the
committee bring in an additional report later
on providing for the additlonal copies.

Mr. BAIN. We might strike out the recom-
mendation as to the numbers, and I will
move that at a later date.

Motion agreed to.

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). My hon. friend and colleague, the
Postmaster General (Mr. Mulock), being un-
avoidably absent to-day, I have undertaken,
with the view of expediting business, and
In order not to disappoint the very legitimate
impatience of the public with regard to the
measure which stands in his name, to pre-
sent it to the Ilouse. I may say at once
that the objeet we have in view in present-
ing this Bill is not to make a total redistri-
bution of the electoral districts under which
the House of Commons Is now constituted.
We deem that it would not be expedient at
this time to do more than undo, so far as we
can, the most glaring violations of a principle
which we have always held. and which has
always been universally held by public opi-
nion in this country, to be the fundamental
principle of representation. We think
it is a principle wh.ich will commend
itself universally to public opinion, that
the basis of representation in this House
sbould be the municipal county organization.
It is In the recollection of all the members
of this House that this principle was to a
large extent Interfered with by the Redistri-
bution Act of 1882. That Act was a viola-
tion of the principle which had prevailed
up to that time, and had been maintained,
not aloine. by the Liberal party, but by the
Conservative party as well. There are many
well-known reasons why the municipal
county organization should be preserved as
the basis of representation ; and I cannot do
better upon this point than to quote the lan-
guage of Sir John A. Macdonald, when the
first Redistribution Act after confederation
was introduced, In 1872. Sir John A. Mac-
donald, at that time, went over the question
very fully, and gave In graphic language,
the reasons from which there was no dissent

a
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expressed at that time, why the municipal
county organization should be laid down as
the basis of representation. The language
which he made use of on that occasion reads
as follows :-

It is desired, as much as possible, to keep the
representation within the country so that each
county that is a municipality of Ontario should
be represented, and if it becomes large enough,
that it should be divided into ridings-that prin-
ciple is carried out in the suggestions I am
about to make. That rule was broken in 1867
In three constituencies, namely, Bothwell, Card-
well and Monck ; and I do not think on the whole
that the experinient has proved a successful one.
I do not think it was unsuccessful as far as the
representatives of those new constituencies them-
seives were concerned, as they are well and
ably represented by the gentlemen who now hold
seats for the constituencies ; and I hope that if
I am raturned again to the next Parliament I
stall meet those hon. members. But It is obvious
that there is a great advantage In having coun-
ties elect men whom they know. Our municipal
systen gives an admira.ble opportunity to con-
stituencies to select men for their deserts. We
ail know the process which happily goes onin
western Canada. A young man In a county
commences his public life by being elected by
the neighbours who know him to the township
ecuncil. If he shows himself possessed of ad-
nAnistrative abiity he is made reeve or deputy
reeve of the county. He becomes a member of'
the county council, and as his experience In-
creases and :is character and abilities become
known, lie is selected by his people as their
representative li Parliament. It Is, I think, a
grand systen that the people of Canada should
have the opportunity of choosing for political
promotion the nien in whom they have most con-
fidence and of whose abilities they are fully
assured. All that great advantage Is lost by
cutting off a portion of two- several counties and'
adding them together for electoral purposes
only. Those portions so cut off have no common
Interest ; they do n-t meet together, and they
have no common feeling except that once in five
years they go to the polls In their own township
to vote for a man who may be known In one sec-
tion and not l another. This tends towards the
introduction and development of the American
system of caucuses, by whieh wire-pullers take
adventurers for their political ability only, and
not from any personal respect for them. So
that. as much as possible, from any point of
vlew, it is advisable that enunties should refuse
men whom they do not know, and when the re-
presentation is increased it should be by sub-
dividIng the counties Into ridings.

Now, the wisdom of these remarks no-
body will controvert. It is true that the Re-
distribution Bill of 1882, whicb was intro-
duced while Sir John A. Macdonald was li
office, was not drawn upon these Unes ; but
while the principle was departed from on
modifications whieh we intend to propose to
so far as my memory goes, express any
views at all differing from those hle bad ex-
pressed on the previous occasion. I thiNk the
country at large will be prepared to come
back to the adoption of those views. I may
say at once that this is the guldlng principle
which we have adopted in prposlng the
modifications which we Intend to propose to
the Redistribution Aet. As I said a moment

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

ago, we do not intend at this time to undo
the old representation Act ; we intend to deal
with it only so far as Is necessary In order to
do away with the most glaring violations of
the principle which was laid down as a car-
dinal and guiding principle in 1872.

There is another principle whieh we think
ought to prevail whenever a redistribution
of constituencies Is to be made. According
to the Constitutional Act, it becomes the duty
of Parliament, not only the optional, but the
obligatory duty of Parliament, af ter every
new census. to make a redistribution. If it
were simply an optional duty, there would
not be so much force in the contention which
I intend to advance; but as it Is a mandatory,
an Imperative duty, Imposed apon Parlia-
nient by the constitution itself, it becomes
all the more important that we should ad-
here to the well-known principles hitherto
laid down and accepted when it becomes the
duty of Parliament to interfere lin any way
with the representation of the House of
Commons. The first principle that we lay
down, as I said a moment ago. is, that muni-
cipal county organization shall be the basis
of representation ; the consequent principle
of this is, that county municipal organiza-
tion should not be interfered with, and that
boundary lines should not be interfered with.
If the population of a county should become
so small, according to the development of
the population in other counties. as to no
longer justify It to be represented by one
iember on the floor of the House of Com-
mons. then we hold that that county should
not be separated piecemeal, but that It
should be annexed to the neighbouring
county, as was done in several instances in
this House: in Cornwall and Stormont,
Niagara and Lincoln, Three Rivers and St.
Maurice, Chambly and Verchères, Laprairie
and Napierville, and St. John and Iberville.
In all of these cases, the people of these
counties had the privilege of sending one
member to the House of Commons, but the
population had become so small, relatively
to the population of other counties, that it
was thought advisable to deprive them of
the privilege that they had up to that time
of sending each one member to the House of
Commons. In these cases, county lines were
not interfered with, but adjolning counties
were combined together to form one single
electoral district. We have thought that.
when such a case arises, this precedent
should be followed, as it bas already been
closely adhered to. This is a case wbicb, I
belleve, is not likely to arise very often;, a
case that Is more likely to arise is, wbere
the population of a county may .become so
large that It will be entitle4 to more than
one representative. Under such cireumstan-
ces, it is provided that a county may be
divided Into ridings on the prineiple we
want to lay down, and which we do act
upon, which 1s, that, whenever a eounty bas
to be divided into ridings, whenever a
county which, up to that time. is entitled to
one member, becomes entitled to two or
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three members, the division should take territorial district of Muskoka and the terri-
plae by Judicial decision and authorIty. torial district of Parry Sound shall each be
This is the second principle upon which we 1 an electoral district, and shall each returu
base the Bill that we Introduce to this House one member.
now. After these prellminary observations The counties of Brant, Elgin, Lambton,
as to the guiding principles upon which we Norfolk, Ontario, Oxford and Perth shall
have acted, I will now proceed to give to each be divided into two electoral districts,
the House the character of the Bill which and shall each return one member.
we have introduced. I may say, at first, The counties of Kent, Huron, Bruce, Grey,
keeping in view the main observations with Middlesex, Simeoe, Wellington and York
which'I started, that it Is not our Intention shall each be divided into three electoral
to have a general redistribution, but simply i distclcts ; each of the districts shall return
to undo certain wrongs that we think were one member.
done to the people, and certain of the more This Is the provision which we have in-
glaring violations which took place in re- serted lu the Bill iu regard! to the Judicial
gard to the principle we hold as sacred. It division of the counties Into ridings :
Is not the intention to have any disturbance
ini the followlng constituencies :-Ottawa, Where, under te foregoing provisions, anyInahe Callownton ditn, Durh-a, county or city is to be divided into more than
Algoma, Carleton. AddIngton, Durham, one electoral district, such divisions shall beFroutenac, Glengarry, Grenville, Halton, made by a board of commissioners, consisting of
Hastings, Kingston, Lanark, Leeds, Lennox, at- least three persons, being judges of the Su-
Dundas, Nipissing, Northumberland, Peter- preme Court of Judicature for Ontario, who, for
borough, Prince Edward, Renfrew, Russell, that purpose, shall be appointed by letters patent
Stormont and Cornwall, Victoria and Wat- under the Great Seal, and who shall divide the
erloo. These remain undisturbed. In the city of Toronto and each such county into the
remarks which 1 quoted a moment ago, Sir number of electoral districts by this Act assigned

remaks wlchI quteda moentagoSirto them respectively.
John Macdonald said, that county Unes had The letters patent appointing the commis-
been interfered wIth in three Instances at sioners shall request the commissioners In mak-
confederation, that is to say, in the cases ing the divisions to consider the distribution of
of Cardwell, Monck, and Bothwell. The population according to the last Dominion census,
House, It seems, agreeing with Sir John the public convenience, and such divisions as
Macdonald, has already caused Monck to appear to them best calculated to do substantial

justice.
aisappenr. It Is proposed, on this occasion. In case of the death or resignation or refusal
that Bothwell, Cardwell and West Ontario of any one or more of such commissioners to act,
shall also disappear. It Is proposed, also, a successor or successors shal In ike manuer
that Middlesex, which now returns four bé appolnted.
members, shall return only three for the The commissioners shah compiete such divi-
four constituencies. These will be replaced sions withii a time to be Irîted by said lettens
by giving representation to the county ofpatent, and shal report such divisions to the

by gvlngrepesenatio tothe ount ofSecretary o! State, making a. separate report as
Dufferin and to the territorial district of b each electcral district so set apart by them,
Parry Sound, and by glving two addItlnai and shah set forth in such report the bound-
membens te Kent,, Ont. aries et the ehectoral districts to which such Te-

pcrt refera and the municipalîies comprised
Mr. BERGERON. That wIll be threej therein, and assign and appropriate designation

members for Kent. Jto the ehectoral district In question, and upon
The RIMEIMIISTE. Ye; tattaes receipt by the Secretary o! State of the reporte

of the commissoners completing the divisions
lu part of Bothwell. The Bili propose&st aforesaid, time respective territonies by such
restore couuty Unes te the following elec- jrespectve reports descrIbed as constitutong the
tonal districts respective electoral districts Into which themsaid

Brant, Bruce, Elgin, Grey, Haldimand. stylf Toronto ahnd sue respective counties ba
Huron, Keuto Lmbton, alanark.Mddles oeee divided as afoesad. shah, subjeet

Ne"ot- efr and of section io this Act, beme
membelOtrs oxfr dKendeelectoral districts a f the same bad beon
land, Welington, Wentworth, and York. so set aparnt and established as auch by tils Act.

To give these representation the details
would have to be as follows, taking the
changes which I have just Indicated :-

The electoral district of the city of Lon-
don shall conslst of the city of London, and
shall return one member.

The electoral district of the city of Hamil-
ton shall consist of the city of Hamilton,
and shall return two members.

The electoral district of the city of To-
ronto shall consist tof the city ot Toronto,
and shall be dtvlded Into four electoral dis-
triets, each of which shal return one mem-
ber.

The counties of Dufferin, Haldimand, Lin-
coln, Peel, Welland and Wentworth, and thle

Let me say, that section 18 is simply to
provide that this Bill shall not come Into
force so long as the present Parliament eon-
tinues, but shall come Into force only at the
dissolution of this Parliament

Sir. CHARLES TUPPER. The last por-
tion ?

The PRIME MINISTER. The whole of
this Bill. This is section 18:

Nothing herein contalned shail operateo s te
change the constitution of :the electoral districts
as they now exist until tbe dissolùtion of the
present Parlia ment.
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Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But the judicial
arrangement applies to this Bill.

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes, .it is a
part of this Bilh.

Each report shall be signed by the commie-
sioners, or, in case of disagreement, by a major-
ity of them, and the report of the majority of the
commissioners shall be the report of the com-
missioners.

Each separate report shall be published by the
Secretary of State in the "Canada Gazette"
forthwith after its recelpt thereof by him.

These are all the provisions ln regard to this
point.

In regard to the province of Quebec, it Is
not proposed to make any alterations in the
representation as it exists to-day, except in
so far as it is necessary to bring back the
different municipalities which had been
transferred in the Redistribution Act
of 1892 from one county to another.
Thus the parish of Lavaltrie, which for all
purposes, municipal. judicial and otherwise,
belongs to the county of Berthier, but which
by the Act of 1892 was transferred from
Berthier to L'Assomption, will be restored
to the county of Berthier.

The same applies to the Indian village of
Caughnawaga, the Indian village and re-
serve of Caughnawaga is transferred from
the electoral district of Chateauguay to the
electoral district of Laprairie and Napier-
ville.

Mr. BERGERON. What about Caugh-
nawaga ? Under the new Franchise Act the
Indians have no longer the right to vote
there.

The PRIME MINISTER. They have no
more the right to vote, and I do not think it
affects the case one way or another. But
ln order to be consistent, we place Caugh-
nawaga where it belongs. At present it
ls immaterial whether it ls ln Chauteaguay
or Laprairie or anywhere else, because the
Indians have no riglit to vote.

The parish of Lacolle, together with the
Islands situated ln the River Richelieu, op-
posite thereto, is transferred from the electo-
ral district of Missisquoi to the electoral
district of St. John and Iberville. The
parish of Lacolle, for all purposes, municipal
and judicial, belongs to the county of St.
John, and ought to belong to It.

The parishes of Notre Dame de Stan-
bridge and Notre Dame des Anges de Stan-
bridge, together with the Islands situated
ln the River Richelieu, opposite thereto, are
transferred from the electoral district of St.
John and Iberville to the electoral district
of Missisquol.

The parish of St. Pie ls transferred from
the electoral district of Rouville to the elec-
toral district of Bagot.

The parish of St. Marcel is transferred
from the electoral district of Bagot to the
electoral district of Richelieu.

The parlsh of St. Eugène de Grantham,
Sir WILF'RID LAURIER.

now in the electoral district of Bagot, is
transferred from that electoral district to
the electoral district of Drummond and Ar-
thabaska. It belongs to Drummond County
for ail purposes, judicial, municipal and
otherwise.

The parish of St. Nazaire and 'Ste. Chris-
tine. as municipally constituted, shall be in-
cluded in the electoral district of Bagot,
and that electoral district, as reconstituted,
shall consist of the town of Acton, the vil-
lage of Upton, and the parislies of St. André
d'Acton, St. Ephrem, Ste. Héluèe, St. Hugues,
St. Liboire, St. Pie, Ste. Rosalie, St. Simon,
St. Théodore d'Acton, St. Dominique, St..
Nazaire and Ste. Christine.

The parishes of St. Guillaume d'Upton and
St. Bonaventure d'Upton, are transferred
from the electoral district of Drummond and
Arthabaska to the electoral district of
Yamaska. That is done for the same rea-
son that for ail purposes except for fede-
ral electoral purposes, they belong to the
county of Yamaska.

The parishes of Ste. Eulalie and St.
Samuel shall be in and form part of the
electoral district of Nicolet.

All that part of the township of Stanfold,
to wit : the twelve first lots In the three
first ranues of the said township, which
form part of the parish of Notre Dame de
Lourdes, are transferred from the electoral
district of Drummond and Arthabiska, tô
the electoral district of Megantie. Ail this
for the same reason.

Now, coming to the province of Prince Ed-
ward Island, subsection 6, of section 2,
of chapter 11, of the statutes of 1892. which
refers to Prince Edward Island, are re-
pealed, and the following substituted so as
to provide there as elsewhere county lines.

In the province of Prince Edward :sland
thete shall be three electoral districts, de-
signated as follows

The electoral district of Prince. which
shall consist of the county of Prince, and
shall return two members.

The electoral district of Queen's, which
shall consist of the county of Queen's. aud
shall return two members.

The electoral district of King's, which shall
consist of the county of King's, and shall
return one member.

With regard to the province of New Bruns-
wick, no changes are contemplated with the
exception of the city of St. John, which. as
everybody ln this House knows, is In a
peculiar condition. An elector in the city
of St. John has two votes. He votes fdrst
for a member for the clty of St. John. and
then he votes for a member for the city
and county -of St. John. . It is proposed to
do away with this anomaly, and to have
two electoral districts, one for the city of
St. John and one for the county and clty
of St. John.

Section 5 of the statute of 1892. Is 1 herteby
amended hy striking out subsectlon (b) and
substituting the followlng:
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The electoral district of the county of St. John
shall consist of the county of St. John only.

Nothing herein contained shall operate so as to
change the constitution of the electoral districts
as they now exist, until the dissolution of the
present Parliament.
These, Mr. Speaker, are the provisions of
the Bill which we intend to propose. I
hope they will commend themselves to both
sides of this House, and above all to the
country, and I therefore move the first read-
Ing of this Bill.

Mr. MAODONALD (King's, P.E.I.) Might
I ask the leader of the Government if it
Is the intention to have two menbers for
Prince, P.E.I., and two for Queen's, P.E.i.,
running together as formerly, and one for
King's, P.E.I ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes.
Sir OHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).

It is qnite impossible to deal at auy
length or minuteness with a Billuin-
troduced lu this way, and whieh is
presented for the first time to the con-
sideration of the fHouse. I may say at
once, I expected that my right hon. friend
In introducing this Bill, would have drawn
the attention of the House to wbat I regard
as an extremely Important feature of the
uteasure. My right hon. friend refers to
the constitutional Act providing for a de-
cennial eensus, and he intimated that ît was
not proposed, before the arrival of that
period, to make any material alterations. I
would like to ask my right hon. friend why
he resumed his seat without giving to this
House, the reason why, for the first time
In the history of Canada, this course should
be pursued in regard to this measure. The
Act of confederation provides under what
circumstances a measure of this kind shall
be passed. It provides that after every de-
eennial census Is taken, and when the result
of that census Is known, that there sha lbe
a redistribution Bill touching representation
in Parliament, as provIded for under that
Act. But, Sir, It is not usual in a law to
provide that certain things shaH not be done.
The constitution of Canada provides that
a redistribution Bill shall be passed at a
particular time, and as I understand that
constitution, It not only makes no provision
for a redistribution at any other Ume; but,
so far as the law man do it, it suggests that
the time, and the only time, for deallng with
a change in the distribution of the parlia-
mentary seats of Canada, shal be at a par-
ticular perlod and only then.

I say that while the constitution does not
expressly state that It cannot be done at
any other time, the very fact that that pro-
vision is distlnctly made as to the time that
there shall be, under the constitution of the
country, a redistribution Act, leaves the in-
ference that It ean only be done after a de-
cennial census, an inference that bas been
respected by every Government of Canda
and by every party ln Canada from- confede-

ration down to the present hour. There as
been no redistribution Bil introduced by
any Government or by any party during
the more than thirty years of the life of this
confederation, and this House had a right
to expect from my riglht hon. frIend that
before he resumed his seat he would give
some reason why this unusual and unprece-
dented-and as I think a study of the con-
stitution will show-this strictly unconstitu-
tional proceeding of passing a redistribution
Act at the present moment.

Is my right hon. friend afraid to go back
to the electorate who clothed him with
power ? He obtained power under very ex-
ceptional circumstances. His party obtain-
ed power without having obtained a Pia-
jority of this country upon one single great
question at issue between the two parties
in this House. It looks very much as if
my right hon. friend beleved that by con-
verging the power of two Governments upon
by-elections in local sections of the country,
and with the adoption of the most startling
means that this country has ever been a
witness to, it looks very much as If my
right hon. friend belleves that though he Is
able to carry by-elections In this way, he is
unable to face the general verdict of the
people as that verdict would be recorded
under the present.law. I regard this meas-
ure as a confession from the right hon. gen-
tleman that he Is afraid to go back to the
electors of Canada from whom he, under very
exceptional circumstances, obtained power.
The right hon. gentleman obtained power
on the great Issue that wasi put before the
people of Canada on the occasion of the last
general election, In regard to what was call-
ed the coerclon of Manitoba. WiIi my right
hon. friend venture to say, that the elector-
ate of this country. gave him a majorlty on
that question ? He knows that he cannot
say so, because he knows that his polcy on
that question was a Janus-faced policy. The
policy propound ou the floor of this
House was, that there must be no coercion
ln Manitoba; and the policy propounded to
the French Catholics at St. Roch's, in the
province of Quebee, was, that If he did not
obtain the fuhlest and Most complete restor-
atlon of the rights of th'e French Catholies
in Manitoba, he would resort to the same
measure that I resorted to, and ask this
Parliament to give him the means of redress-
Ing the wrongs under which bis fellow-
countrymen and co-religonists have suffered.
It Is to those two policies-one In Ontario
declaring that there should be- no coerelon
In Manitoba, and another lu Quebec declar-
ing that there should be coerclon iu ManIto-
ba, If It was necessary, to restore to his
fellow-countrymen and co-religlonists the
fullest and most complete rights they were
entitled to under the oenstitution-that the
hon. gentleman owes bis position on the
Treasury benches to-day. It was by appel-
Ing to the passions and pre$udlces of the
people on a question ot race andt religion-
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a.ppealing most unjustly and unfairly-and
by the grossest misrepresentation of the
position of bis opponents in the province of
Quebee, that he was enabled to obtain the
position he now occupies in this House.
Then, Sir, take the question of free trade.
which he had been agitating for twenty
years li this House and out of it. The lon.
gentleman will not dare to say, that upon
that question he obtained a majority of the
electorate of Canada to support h1m or lis
views.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). What about the Drum-
moud County Railway ,?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What does the
hon. gentleman mean ? Unless it Is an im-
pertinent interruption, I will wait to learn
what the hon. gentleman means.

The MINISTER OF R.AILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is what I want to know.
It has as much to do with the question.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say, the
Drummond County Railway has a good deal
to do with the question. The Drummond
County Railway matter is one of those
fraudulent measures by which hon. gentle-
men opposite obtained funds in order to
corrupt constituencies and carry elections.
The han. geitleman knows that in connee-
tion with the Drummond County Railway
hie has used the public funds of the people
of Canada to sustain bis party and his views
ln the province of New Brunswick. That Is
the answer I have to give to the hon. gen-
tleman on that subject, and I think he will
find that the less he says, in this House or
out of it, about the Drummond County Rail-
way, except when he Is obliged to deal with
the question, thel better It will be for hlm
and for bis party. We find, first, that the
leader of the Government has adopted a
change in the franchise of the country.
What was that change ? To deprive this
Parliament of the power of establishing the
franchise under whIch the members of this
House of Commons should be elected. That
was the first move-to adopt the most cor-
rupt, the most Indefensible, the most sean-
dalous system of obtainIng a majority, by
local action, and by action that no Govern-
ment in this House would dare to sustain,
as we have witnessed it in the province rf
Manitoba and in other sections of the coun-
try. We have seen a Government who
pledged themselves to this House that they
would endeavour te carry out in the lower
provinces, under that Franchise Act, the
same law that obtained In Ontarlo, by which
there would lbe an appeal to a judge. The
New Brunswick legiature, atter being
elected, with the ývIew of aidlng and sup-
porting hon. gentlemen opposite-for It could
bave ne other object-have struck out of
their BiMl-the appeud to the judges, and
banded It zvetd to tbe sherlie, who are the
creatures of the government of the day. ls

that not enough ? The hon. gentleman con-
fesses, openly, that he is afraid to face the
electorate of this country, as It existed when
he obtained power. He Is afraid to submit
bis laims to that tribunal. He first changes
the franchise in a manner that Is nothing
short of an absolute publie scandal to any
impartial person who chooses to examine
into the question. Next, in the by-elections
we have public money and publie patronage
used in a manner the most scandalous and
the most disgraceful that has ever been ex-
hibited in the history of Canada. In addi-
tion to that, ln the election that took place
in West Huron. we found that arrangements
were made by the Goverument of the day
by which, if the election could not be ob-
tained by fair means. it should be by foul-
by which, if there was a close contest, they
would be in a position to steal the power to
send members to this House. I have under
my hand affidavits from 43 respectable men
in a polling district in West Huron. that
they voted for the Conservative candidate ;
and there were only 30 ballots found in the
poll-box in his favour. I say, it is by means
of that kind, Ministers of the Crown associa-
ting with the lowest political heelers-a
brigade of ruffians sent from one polling
district to another throughout the province
of Ontario, and headed and generalled by
Ministers of the Crown, who ate with them,
slepti with them, remained with them night
and day while the contest was going on-
that hon. gentlemen opposite carried that
election. And you had the same thing in
Brockdllle the other day. The recount had
shown that, if the election was a close one,
you were in a position to get the man re-
turned who had not been elected, instead of
the man who had been eleeted, by the same
resort to improper and corrupt means. Does
the right hon. gentleman not know that one
of the deputy returning officers, when he had
the ballots sent to hlm, was walted upon by
one of these politleal heelers antdinstructed
as to what his duty was? And what dld he
do ? He came back with the ballot-box to
the returning offieer, and sald to him : "I
have been an honest man up to the present,
and, rather than follow these Instructions.
I refuse to serve." And he threw up his
position rather than submit to the degrada-
tion which as made these elections at the
hands of hon. gentlemen a by-word in the
history of this ceuntry. .1s that not enough?
It appears not. Change the franchise ; put
It In the hands of the local governments,
who have so scandaleusly abused their
power in the making up of the lista. That
is not enough ; supplement that by using
publie and private funds and every other
means to corrupt the eleetor. That is not
enough; and now, before the right hon.
gentleman dares te go back and make his
appeal to the electorate of Canada, we lave
to have en aet for wh'eh there le no author-
Ity within the four walls af the constitution
of Canada.
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The constitution Of Canada provides when
and how and where such an Aet as this can
be passed, and that is after the decennial
census. Does the hon. gentleman mean to
tell me that there is any principle in this
Bill which he has Introduced ? The great
sovereign principle recognized by the consti-
tution of Canada, and in its administration
down to the present hour, is the principle
of representation by population. It does
not matter whether an adjoining county or
an adjoining polling districtabe added to an-
other. the great principle that underlies the
present redistribution of seats in the whol?
Dominion Is the principle of representation
by population. Does the hon. gentleman tell
me he has any regard for that in this Bill?
Why, what has happened. My hon. friend
f rom West York (Mr. Wallace) tells me
that an important feature in that part of the
Bill relating to Ontario Is the utter abandon-
ment of the principle of representation by
population. They take from East and West
York about 3,O00 of a population and add
tbat to Toronto. and keep Toronto down to
four members the same as now.

The hon. gentleman challenged the ar-
rangements that were made by the last Act
of redistribution under the Goverument of
the late Sir John Macdonald. But what
does he say to the redistribution of Ontario
under Sir Oliver Mowat, one of bis co:-
leagues ? My hon. friend from Glengarry
(Mr. McLennan), put In my hand three or
four illustrations of constituencies as exhi-
bited under the Redistribution Act of Sir
Oliver Mowat; and when the hon. gentle-
man challenges the present distribution of
seats. I ask him what he has to say to the
iaeans by which that was entirely thrown
into the shade by the gigantie gerrymander-
Ing of one of bis own colleagues, whom he
has since madei Lieutenant Governor of
Ontario. What now do we find ? The Bill
does not make any material change in the
province of Quebec. The hon. gentleman
ieaves Quebee pretty much as he found it.
Why ? Because Quebec gave him an over-
whelming majority. But wben he turned to
Ontario, he tears that to pieces. Why?
Because Ontario dld not give him a ma-
jority at all. Under the circumstances. I
am astonished that just on the eve of a
decennial census. when, under the consti-
tution of the country. my right hon.
friend knows, a redistribution must take
place. he bas given no justification for this
measure which I regard as a violation of a
principle recognized by all governments and
their publie men down to the present. My
right hon. friend, by converging the power
of two Governments. by adoptIng gigantik
bribery with public and private money, andi
by those fraudulent practices which in On-
tario now bld fair to make an honest elee-
tion impoessble, hias sought to keep himself
ti power. Take what is going on ln Weqt
Elgin now. The most gigantie frauds and
attacks on the Independence of the electo-

rate are being establlished by the most in-
controvertible testimony and brought home
to the individuals who perpetraated them.
But my hon. friend knows that, despite all
bis bribery and frauds, that which can be
done in a single election cannot be doue
when the whole electorate of Canada is
appealed to. He knows that unless he can
resort to some means of juggling with the
franehise and the distribution of seats, he
ivill be svept out of power by the over-
wheln-ing tide of public indignation that
is fast rising and will engulf him and all
those who by bribery and corruption, private
nd public, and In every shape and form,

are Iegrading everything like public life
In Canada. My hon. friend knows he must
resort to this deplorable, improper and un-
I)recedented means to keep him in power,
which he feels is slipping from his hands.
and will pass away when the intelligent
electorate have an opportunity of passing
on the maladministration, the incapacity
ihat has marked not only the career but the
position of every member cf that Govern-
irent.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Without exception, of course.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am sorry to
say I do not know where to find an excep-
tion.

The MINISTER OF RAILWA YS AND
CANALS. I did not think you could.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If my hon.
friend will point out to me any person in
the present Administration who lias not
exhibited incapaclty and convince me that
I an wrong, I will at once withdraw ; but
so far as I am aware, there is not a man
on the Government benehes at whose hands
the public interests of Canada bas not suf-
fered. When the Minister of Railways pro-
duces an exception I shall deal with it, but
1 cannot see any such now. I am only sur-
prised that, under these circumstances, my
1.on. friend should not have attempted to
gloss over this invasion of the constitution
of Canada. in the interests of bis party and
Government, and put some plausible pre-
text before the House for doing that whieh
was never done before and which I do not
believe will ever be attempted again by any
Government.

I do not intead to go at length Into the
varlous points. Take the eounty of Prinee.
P.E.L My hon. friend hardly walted until
the breath was out of the body of its former
representative before he appealed to the
Chair to issue a writ for a by-election. But
In the case of Bagot, we demanded that a
writ should issue within a reasonable time
after the death of the lamented predece r
of the present member. How were we
treated ? My right hon. friend was not
ready. He had not bis machinary ready ; he
had not his elissries to bribe and bulldoze
and devise measures for the wresting of

[Ml ýAY 19, 1899]1 34543453



3456

3455 LCOMMONS]

that constituency, that he knew was Con-
servative then, and wbich he knows 4s
Conservative now, from his opponents.
The proof is here-he dare not go back to
the county of Bagot. By a great struggle,
and by such bribery and intimidation as
can only be practised at a by-electioi, he
succeeded in getting a supporter here from
the electoral district of Bagot. But he
knows that at a general election his friend
would be swept aside, and that Bagot, like
flfty other constituencies now held by people
who eall themselves Liberals. but who are
Liberal in nothIng but in providing for
themselvei and their friends. would be re-
presented by a Conservative. Therefore,
Bagot he must lay his hands upon. He
knows the means by which, after six months
ke.eping Baeot disfranchised for the purpose
of having it purchased froin under a Con-
servative candidate. he was able. by a bare
majority. to secure the election of a friend
there. But Bagot he dare not face in a
general election.

Now, that is the position. I ask my hon.
friend If he thinks that the great electo-
rate of Canada, the independent, Intelligent
people of this Dominion, will not feel that
a Prime Mînister and a Government that is
able to resort to such unworthy, such un-
constitutional, such improper means of cling-
ing to power, should be set aside that better
men may Il their places. It Is not my
opinion alone, but the opinion of the Trea-
sury benches and of the men who sit be-
hind them, that after the votes they have
been forced to give or induced to give-by
judgeships and high offices, the promise of
which they had In their pockets session after
session while they were giving a slavish
support to the Government-the independent
electorate of this country are waiting, im-
patiently waiting, for an opportunIty to re-
dress these wrongs and to show that the
time bas come when the men who obtained
power by promises, every one of whIch they
have broken and disregarded, must be de-
nled a longer continuance of the confidence
that they have abused. I challenge them,
In the face of this House, and I challenge
them in the face of this country, to name
one single act, one single public principle
ever professed as the cardinal principle by
that party that they have not trampled
under foot since they obtalned power. I
challenge them to quote one single promise
by means of which they thus obtained power
to misgovern this country, that they have
not violated. I have given that challenge
before, and it remains unmet. No attempt
has been made to show a single principle
that they have professed that they have
not utterly violated or a single pledge on
whIch they obtailned the confidence of the
electorate of Canada, that they have not
trampled under their feet.

Of course, we ennt take up thls Billi, l
its pe t shape. It will be printed and

place in or han S But Imdak.e to

say that the more closely it is examined,
the more palpably wIll It appear that I
have not misunderstood the objeets and
aims that the hon. gentleman bas in view
in putting this measure before the House.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). Mr. Speaker. the hon. gen-
tleman (Sir Charles Tupper) has just
told us that he Is shocked and horrified
at my conduet on this occasion. I tell him
very solemnly that I am not shocked or hor-
rified at anything he says, scandalous as
it was, as it always is. The hon. gentleman
has given proof more than once this session
that he is no longer able to discuss, that
he is only able to abuse, and to use lan-
guage so scurrilous as to be unworthy even
of Billingsgate. The hon. gentleman says
that we obtained power by appeals to pre-
judice. Does he forget his own history*?
Who went to Winnipeg In the year 1896 and
asked the people of Manitoba not to place
power in the hands of a Roman Catholie
and Freneh Canadian ? This. of course,
was not an appeal to race prejudice. The
hon. gentleman should be ashamed, If shame
eould show itself upon bis brow, to use such
language and try to fasten such charges
upon men better than hlmself.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There was
not a word of truth in the statement the
lion. gentleman (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) made
to bis friends in Quebee.

The PRIME MINISTER. I am accustom-
ed to that. Whenever a charge is brought
against the hon. gentleman we hear from
him that there Is not a word of truth in It.
We have won by-elections by corruption,
he says, and by the lavish use of money,
private and public. Sir, there have been
more than thirty by-elections won by the
Liberal Government since the general elee-
tion of 1896. These hon. gentlemen opposite
tell us to-day, when there Is no responsibility
behind their words, that we have obtained
these victorles by the lavish use of money,
private and public.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

The PRIME MINtSTER. " Hear, hear,"
again repeats the hon. gentleman. If he
speaks his mind in that, how is it that he
bas not had the courage to bring a single
case before the courts. Not a single elee-
tion bas been contested. They have had
their opportunities to prove their charges.
The courts were open to them to establish
their allegation that we had used money
wrongfully lin the by-elections. But In this,
as In other matters, they have failed to
act. Charges were made on the fdoor of
this House that certaln contracts had been
.given Improperly, and when a committee
was given tbem to make good their words,
they drew back and said : We never made
any insinuatIons. To-day the hon. gentle-
man says that I have used money i ti
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elections. I defy him to bring a case be- find there the population of the districts as
fore the courts. But it is evident that they exist to-day. As to the other districts,
he is afraid of courts and judges. He is I wIll endeavour to have the information
afraid of this new measure. We do not which he wants before the second reading.
want a gerrymander ; we refer this matter
to the judges of the land. But the hon. Mr. FOSTER. I knew that I could refer
gentleman does not want to have it dealt to the atlas as well as my hon. frIend for
with by the judges. what the population was before ; but what

But I have every reason not to exchange we want is a chance for comparison.
abuse with the hon. gentleman, but simply Mr. McNEILL. I do not quite understandto answer the only question that he bas wha theright hon t qutlean sta t

askc mc li ased ie f w hae pwerwhat the riglit hon, gentlemain said wlthaske me Heaske meif e hae pwerregard to one point. Are we to understandto bring in such a measure, since there has thaPtoer ont. whe ha to rtan
been no census. I answer ln words whiel that every county whi e lias more than one
I hope lie will adopt, that, according to the
precedents laid down on the floor of this The PRIME MINISTER. No; every
House more than once, we have that power. county where the county boundaries are re-
Redistributions of constituencies have taken stored, and which is entitled to more than
Dlace under similar circumstances not only one member, and is to be divided into ridings,
after a census, but duribg a session whcn shiould ae so divided by the judges.
there lad been no census. I would cali
to the lion. gentleman's attention the fact McNEILL. Not those counties which
tliat in 1883 or in 1885, Parlianent, at the do not include any part of another county ?
suggestion of a Conservative Government, Mr. LANDERKIN. Bruce is one ; you are
brought in a measure to redistribute the all right.
counties of Argenteuil and Terrebomîe. The PRIME MINISTER. There are a cer-One or two years later the Government - ta number of counties as to which countytroduced a Bill to reconstitute the constitu- boundarles are restored. All of these coun-
encies of Terrebonne attm Montcalmi. I ,buflrLtaersoe.AUo hs on
thatea le done for one, it can e donc for ties, I believe, are entitled to more than one
that c Tabere is our power. As to the inember, and the division in their ease willm y h lislng tour power. As othe take place by the judges.reason why we bring this measureforward
to-day. it is sImply to undo the great wrong Mr. MONTAGUE. With regard to these
done by the Conservative Government in districts which are to be arranged by the
1892 to the electorate of the province of judges. when is that to take effect, previous
Ontario. That is the justification for our to the next general election or after?
act. and the more it is scanned the more it The PIME MINISTER. Lt is provided lawill be seer . therp is in It nothing but prin- the B3ill that the report of the judges. asciple of substantial justice. soon as It is deposited in the office of theThe hon. gentleman has referred to Bagot. Secretary of State. should become part and
What are the facts? Two parishes were parcel of this Bill, but the Bill should nottaken away in 1891. one the Liberal parish cone iinto force during the present Parlia-of St. Pie. which would give a majority ment
of one lundred. and put into Rouville. as
you. Sir, know; and another, St. Martel,which Mr. CLARKE. Miglt I ask the right hon.
gave a Conservative majority. was taken gentleman a question respecting the re-
from Richelieu and was added to Bagot. arrangeent of the citv of Toronto ? Is it
We end thit injustice and bring back Bazo the intention to add to the city of Toronto,
as it was. The lion. ientleman tells us that is at present constituted. the wards of St.
the people are with him. As I have said. Paul. St. Mark. St. Matthew and St. Albans,
lie cannot discuss,. but he can abuse. And and still confine the representation of the
lie can brag. Abuse and brag are the city, inereased mi size as it will be by the
whole stock-in-trade of the hon. gentleman. addition of these wards, to four members?
I tell him at this moment that all we desire The PRIME MINISTER. The intention
Is to have a fair appeal to the people. and of the Bill Is to give to the clty of Toronto,
when the people pronounce, I amn willing to as municipally constituted, four members.
leave the victory to the best man.

Mr. N. C. WALLACE (West York). Be-
Mr. FOSTER. Before the motion is adopt- fore the motion passes. I would like to draw

ed. may I ask my hon. friend if hie will laY attention briefly to some of the features of
on the Table of the louse at an early date the proposed Bill. A distinguished citizen ofa schedule of the population of the districts the province of Quebec made this threat not
which he is redistributIng, their population, 1 many weks ago as to what would be done
both before and after -the redistribution ? in this matter. The Minister of Publie

The PRIME MINISTER. 1 think my hon. Works (Mr. Tarte). speaking in Brantford
frlend has got that Information largely al. on the 28th of April. is reported ln the Mont-
ready in a book which was published two real " Hera.ld" of May 3rd, to have said :
"years ago, and which contains an atlas of the II have no hesitation In saying that, knowing
electoral constituencies of Canada. Hie will, Ontario as I do, when the gerrymander is undone
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-and we will undo it-when the gerrymander is ple will have a representative. The city of
undone. we are golng to take the life out of Toronto is Conservative, therefore, It will
them in Ontario as we have done ln Quebee. 11have only one representative for every 50,-

Now, Sir if there ever was a scientifie at- 000 people. That same principle is carried
tempt to destroy a political party, it is the out through the wbole of this Bill. Take the
Bill now presented to this louse. We who county of Simcoe. According to the laste
live in the province of Ontario know that Sir eensus it had a population of 82,700 ; with
Oliver Mowat's Government, after two three members, that will give an average of
gerrymanders. got up on the scientifie prin- 27,569 to each. The county of Simcoe Is a
ciples that this one is, but not equalling it in Conservative county, it usually sends three
iniquity. have endeavoured to stifle public Conservatives to Parliament, and may be
opinion In the province of Ontario. depended upon in the future to preserve its

record. The unit of population. according to
Mr. LANDERKIN. Nonsense. the last census, is 22,900. Kent, with a
Mr. WALLACE. Does the hon. member population of 58,019, is to have three mem-

remember that when they could not secure bers. or an average of 19,378. Kent is sup-
a member for the city of Toronto they adopt- posed to be a Liberal county, and 19,000
ed the principle of giving three members to people in Kent being Liberals, are as good as
Toronto and allowing a citizen to give only 27.000 people in Simcoe being Conservatives.
two votes. and the minority had the third Wellington, with 59,000 people, is allowed to
member for the city of Toronto, in order that have three members. That would be 19,840
in the local legislature Toronto should only for each constituency. Wellington is sup-
have a majority of one Conservative mem- posed to be a Liberal county and may send
ber ? They became so ashamed of their three Liberal members to Parliament, as I
course in that respect that they had to repeal believe it does to-day. Therefore, every Lib-
that measure. But, Sir, this Bill abounds eral constitueney is to have a small popula-
in iniquities of the same character. What do tion, and constituencles are to be divided in
they propose to do ? The Minister of Jus- this way so tha.t the Liberal population will
tice, we are told, prepared this Bill. He send far more representatives to Parliament
lias his revenge out of Bothwell, who refused than the Conservatives. Brant, with 33.217
te return him to Parliment, a.nd he wipes people, is to send two members, or with an
Bothwell out of existence. 1 average of 16,608. Why, Sir, I can remem-

ber when the voice of the hon. Minister of
Mr. FOSTER. Tit for tat. Customs (Mr. Paterson) was raised so that
3r. LANDERKIN. Bothwell was called you could hear It, I was going to say, from

after a pirate, and they have abolished it one end of Ontario to the other, in denuncia-
tion of those who opposed the principle of

Mr. WALLACE. Take the city of Toronto representation by population, while here to-
and the county of York. Toronto is a pretty day the principle is violated--Toronto, withi
Conservative city. I t is true they have only 50.000 people for each member, and Brant,
one representative from there now, and their with one-third of 50,000 people for eaci
prospects for the future are not good. So member. Is that a fair distribution ; Is that
they say: We cannot earve a Grit consti- what the right hon. Prime Minister spoke of
tuency out of the city èf Toronto in any a moment ago when he said that we are
way that we know, se we will hive the going te undo the great wrong cf 1882.
Tories in the city of Toronto. We will take wherein the principle of substantial justice
the Conservative element from the two rid- will prevail? Where is the principle of sub-
ings of Eas York and West York, and we stantial justice in sch an iniquity as that?
will add them to the city of Toronto. They I would like to ask the rlght hon. Prime
will take fre the west riding of York, pro- Minister. or any hon. gentleman on that side
bably one-half the constltuency, a constitu- of the House, te justify such an iniquitous
ency that has net had its boundaries changed scheme as is proposed in this Bill. Se it
for more than 50 years. They take one-half goes ail the way throughi. The whole of the
of that and add it te the city of Toronto. province of Ontario is te be cut up by a
They do practically the same thing with scientific process. Hon, gentlemen have
the east riding cf York, taking about one- arranged everything as t suits themi, and
half ef it and adding It te the city of To-i then they go throughi the farce cf saying
rente. Toronto to-day has four menbers. wc are going to call in thI judges.
With e te additions te be made fron the t
east and west rdings of York, Toronto will Mr. CLARKE. We had better cal in the
have a population estimated at over 200,000, police.
so that Toronto will have four members, J Mr. WALLACE. Tley fixed the whole
each representing about 50,000 f a popula- thing up and they attempt te shleld them-
tin. West York, with these portions of it selves behind the judges who can do nothing.
gerrymandered, will have 50,000 or 60,000, What could the judges do with the city of
or less than 20,000 for eaeh represen.tative Toronto? There are 200,000 people in To-
in the county of York; while there wll be rnte, or more ; they will teil them to parcel
50,000 for each representative fron th eit.v It eut se as te give four members to these
of Toronto. The county e York is Liberat 200,000 peopie. They wll say tht they did
in its tendencies, therefore, every 20,000 peo- net do It ; It is the judges that have done it;

Mr. WALLACE.
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and the thing cannot be wrong because here
are the impartial judges-Jim Lister, or some
others. They are called commissioners.
Then we have the county of Brant, which Is
to have two members, if I understand right.
Did I understand the right hon. member
correctly?

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes.
Mr. WALLACE. Brant is to have two

miembers. There are 33,217 people there. If
my figures are correct, and they are to have
two members.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will the hon. gentle-
man allow me to ask him a question ? Are
there any townships that were put out of
Brant County, some few years ago, when the
redistribution took place. that are now going
back into the county of Brant ? They were
put out oif the county ten or twenty years
i'go under the two redistributions. Are they
going back into the county, and will they
not add to the population ?

Mr. WALLACE. My figures as I have
them here, I think, are correct-

Mr. LANDERKIN. May I ask-
Sone hon. MEMBERS. Sit down, sit

down.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Excuse me; I am go-

ing to ask the hon. gentleman a question.
The hon. gentleman is making statene-ts
which he will find are not borne out by the
facts. I am anxious to keep my hon. friend
r1ght. Will these townships come back again
into Brant that were taken out, not by the
hon. gentleman. but by the Government that
he supported a little while before he resig-
ed ? He will find that he is wrong, and that
lie is not borne out by the facts.

Mr. WALLACE. If the hon. gentleman
who has just sat down, knew what lie was
talking about he would scarcely make these
remarks. I am giving the figures of the
inunicpal county of Brant, the population
of which was 33.217, and on that basis each
member would have an average of 16,000
people.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Does that Include the
city of Brantford ?

Mr. WALLACE. Yes.
Mr. LANDERKIN. The city of Brantford

lias 22,000 of a population.
Mr. WALLACE. I say this, that the

judges are told to apportion four members
to 200,000 people lu the city of Toronto, and
they have nothing to do but mark out the
dlvisions to allow 50,000.people to send four
representatives to Parliament.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pat-
erson). Will the hon. gentleman allow me.
He Is taking the figures from the municipal
eounty of Brant as one of his illustrations
from the census of 1891, Is hie not ?
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Mr. WALLACE. Yes.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Are you
taking the figures for the clty of Toronto
f rom the census of 1891 ?

Mr. WALLACE. No, I am not.

Mr. COWAN. Why not ?

Mr. WALLACE. If I took the figures for
1891, we would bave 47,000 people, about
three times as many as the people of Brant,
so that it would not materially alter the
figures. I am taking the latest information
I have, and the latest information I have Is
the municipal record of the eity of Toronto,
wherein they have over 200,000 of a popula-
tion. If ny recollection is correct. the cen-
sus of 1891 gave 188,000 people for the city
of Toronto. Then. the city of Toronto will
only have these four members. while the
Minister of Customs will represent a con-
stitueucy in which each menber will repre-
sent 16,600. The member for Toronto will
repiresent a little more than three times
16,600, or, if you take the last census, in each
ease, the Minister of Customs will represent
16.600 people, while the member for Toronto
vill represent 47.000 people. I would like to

ask the hon. Minister of Customs if lhe Is
going to justify .that infamous gerrymander?
Our judges are to be called in to whitewash
this Bill and niake a pretense that it is fair
by saying that it has been adjudicated upon
by the judges. The judges are not fixing the
righteousness of this matter; they are not
tixing the fact that Brant is to have two
inembers, when, by its population. as com-
pared with that of Toronto. it is not entitled
to two members. They tell the people that
they are adopting the principle of represen-
tation by population, and why should we
not ? Why should we proclaim to the world
that three citizens of the city of Toronto 'ire
only equal to one citizen of Brant ? This
Bill, as it is laid down. and as we will have
occasion to point out in full, on several occa-
sions, at a later day. Is a more iniquitous
gerrymander even than that of Sir Oliver
Mowat, when, in two succeeding gerry-
manders, he tried to keep Ontario Iu nlne
with him. This Is a more scientific system
of robbing the Conservative party of Its
rights. but I will venture to prediet that hon.
gentlemen will not succeed ln attaining their
object.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. I would like to
ask the right hon. Prime Minister a question
in regard to this Bill. Will the judges be
Instructed to proceed on the basis of popula-
tion for the purposes of representation, and,
if so, what wlll be the basis for clty and
eountry constituencies ?

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
knows that in every country in the world
where you have representative institutions;
that you have not the same proportion of re.
R
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presentation in cities as in rural constitu- they tried, securing the-return of two or three
encies. I Liberal members. The hon. member for

Mr. WALLACE. Why flot ?i West Toronto (Mr. Clarke) was wrong when
The PR IME MINISTER, For the reason lie said that the right hon. gentleman has not

that cities are nerally better represented, considered population at all. He hias con-
tha iaegeea besidered population because, lm the counties
because you will find a great imany mien re- whici they subinitted to the judges, the jud-
siding in cities representing rural constitu- es will regard the constitution and in theeneies. The judges, so far as the eity ofRc sdl
Toronto is coneerned, as well as other co- Reform counties the judges will go by
stituenciesnwhieh have tole divide, population. It no doubt as been usual to
stitucides whuichhav cityof be roned ill give rhe city constituencies in a degree a
divide the municipal ity of Toronto te larger population than the rural constituen-
four ridingts, takingc into consideration the is u osyteprprini ob 6t
census or 1891. and the convenience of the edes, but te say the proportion is te be 16 te

50 is no correct basis at all. The beauty of
population, so as to do substantial justice, so the thing is that taking some of the coun-
far as it is possible to do it. ties they do not regard population at all,

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. I am not ask- while where it suits them they do. Take
Ing in regard to Toronto. I wan.t to know my own county which I know well. There
what the basis of representation will bc. they ean afford to do the generous to my
What will be the unit of representation in hon. friend from North Norfolk (Mr. Charl-
cities and in country constituencies«? ton). They add a Conservative township

The PRIME MINISTER. The principle uo hlm, but taking the municipal results le
which we hold, on this side of the House. will have a omfortable înajority of two or
is that representation is to be taken upon three iundred. even thouglithere 15 a Cou-
municipal county organization and city or- servative majority of 100 added on to lis
ganization, and, therefore, the question of riding. Now the result of hat will be that
the unit does not come in. South Norfolk will li a very close consti-

Mr. CLANCY. Does the right hon. gentle- tuenee. There is a case where the riding
man pretend to say, that he will disregard will licon the basis of population, andiin
the unit of population in those constitucn- that sense n is fuir enougli because they
cies. or does lie say that tlie judges are to will about equalize the population of the
have instructions on that matter ridings. They do that where it cannot

Thve iPsrciEonstER. e hae ?o hurt themn andi where it is sure to hurt theThe PRIME MINISTER. We have not nservative paTty. But, Sir, under this
forgotten that, since the county of Kent Is Bih it is hopeless to divide the county of
to have three members and the county of Brant înto two ritings; it is hopeless for
Simeoe three members. Some other counties a Judge or anybody cise te do it with any
are also to be given three members. Theept
judges ha7e no instructions as to the man- to eforce embers.io at ieem
ioer inh they are tmprocted, but t1he m i i e s t

ue, is the whole principle o the measure.
suppose without giving instructions we can
assume they will try to make a fair division.

Mr. DAVID TISDALE (Soith Norfolk).
As I understand it, Parliament lays out the
field and says whether a county shall have
one member, two members or three mem-
bers, and then to make it look fair, the
Government ask the judges to come ln and
divide what cannot be divided ln any other
way, than to give the Government a polil-
tical advantage. That is a farce, and no-
thing else but a farce. After the Govern-
ment decides upon ·the counties politically,
and which county shall have two members
and which counties three nembers, It will
be found on investigation, I venture to say,
that the judges cannot divide the counties
left to their decIsion In any other way than
to give the Government a political advan-
tage. Consequently the judges are added
to give it a respectable appearance ; where
as they have practlcally nothing to do with
It. The judges may not have their black
caps on, but nevertheless they wIll be there
under this Bill for the decapItation of Con-
servatives. The Government take mighty
good care where the county Is strongly Re
form and where there are two or three mem·
bers, that the judges cannot help, éven it

Sir WILFRID LAUIER.

Sir C.HAIRLE.S TUPPER. You mean the
want of principle.

Mr. TISDALE. As I understand the con-
stitution, It places population as a basis of
representation beyond county boundarles.
I am not discussing now the question of
who is right or who Is wrong ln regard to
attempts to obtain party advantage, but I
am speaking of the highest principles that
should guide nien in a thing like this. I
hold that under our constitution county
boundaries as ' a basis of .representation
should not override the question of represen-
tation by population, and I defy the right
lion. gentleman to produce any authority
to the contrary. No doubt it is a difficult
thing for an.v political party to distribute
ridings and electoral districts without being
tempted to take political advantages ; but
I tell the hon. gentleman, that If he wants
to take a political advantage, I would
rather see him do it by giving a fair repre-
sentation by population. I am not saying
you can equalize the population, but I say
you can inake a fair attempt to do so. It
is monstrously unfair, that you should give
large bodies of people only one member,
'tnd give small bodies of people two mem-
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bers under the cry that you are respecting into ridings. In a county entitled, say, to
county ·boundaries. If you are to bring in three members, it may be quite Impossible
the judges at all, lay down some principle for any commission of judges to form three
upon which they San act in a Judicial man- ridings having anything like an equal re-
iuer, and I an disappointed and surprised presentation. One ridlng might have 20,000,
the Government have not done that. Say another 21,000, and another 30,000, if they
liow nany people are to be the basis of an strictly adhered to the boundaries of town-
electoral district, and then ask the Judges ships. Now, I would like to know, f rom
to distribute them without reference to 1 the First Minister, whether It Is the inten-
county boundaries ; that is the fair principle tion to adhere strictly to the boundaries of
of representation. I tell the right hon. townships, towns and villages, or will the

gentle:nan and I tell the Government, that judges be permitted to divide some of the
they have lost a great opportunity to onet large townships, so as to give an equal re-
and for all settle this question of redistribni- presentation to each member representing
tion. They were strong enough in the coun- a portion of a county ?
try to Introduce a fair Bill and to follow the The PRIME MINISTER. The instrue-judgesh sconetin I hr mnton oftions given to the judges, as my hon. friend&Iudgcs in conneetion withl this matter. Iludub nw b hstie rgnrl
hazd hoped that we would have a system ,no doubt knows by this time, are general.
foloed t which might be taken as a pre- It is Impossible to divide counties into rid-follwcd hic migit e taen s a re-ingrs which will have exactly the saine popu-cedent. I am a believer in seeing such thing g whichb wI a e, eactl the lsom topt
beingr relegated to the Judges, but do ýno0t1 lation ; but 1 assume, and I hope also, thatbeiu relgatd tothejudgs. ut d flt will be the duty of the judges to makegive us the pretense of following the Eng- it ig as eduy osheeju opma-
Ilsh systemi while you are departing fromi the ridings as equal as possible in popula-

it entrely.1 tell the Government that if tion. My hon. friend knows that, under the
teihad been teql t Goverthecn, t ~Act that we have at present, though the unitthey had been equal to the occasion.- is 21,000 or 22,000, there are many constitu-

would have strengthened theni and weakeli- tii h ouato Siidr n
d my poltical party, and I am willing that encies In which the population Is under, and

my party should be weakened and the other many in which it Is above, that number.
party strengthened If a just and honest Mr. HENDERSON. I think the right hon.act is performed. Follow the constitutional First Minister has misunderstood my point.princlple in your Redistribution Bill. Do it If It Is necessary to an equal representation,if you dare. If you do It.. the country wil will the judges be permitted to divide the
respeet you. and if you do not do it, either townships, and put one-half of a townshipnow or In the days to come the country w1luIn one riding and the other half in another?punish the parties that trifle with the pr'n.
ciples of our constitution. I would rather The PRIME MINISTER. I am sorry to
silt In Opposition a long time and sce the say, this Is a point which I have not con-
Government do a just thing, than be in sidered. The instructions to the judges are
power and see the Government do what is general, and they cannot but be general. I
unjust. I would rather the Government 'lassume, that the duty of the judges is to
had taken all the responsibility on their own divide according to the population, as de-
shoulders than resort to the farce of send- termined by the last census, and according
ing such a thing as this before the Judges. to the convenience of the people. This is
I say to the Government : Reconsider this the guiding principle which they have been
matter in your own interests as a party, re- instructed to follow.
consider It In the interest of this Dominion, Mr. W. H. MONTAGUE (Haldimand). The
and let the judges have full power as to an right hon. gentleman has told us that, in
equal divisioni of the constituencies. We considering this Bill, the Government wereare somewhat wedded to our municipal In- guided by some principles. The first prin-
stitutions, and why not submit this measure ciple he mentioed was a regard for county
to the judges su as to give us a fair repre- boundaries; and, when the right hon. gen-sentation. while at the some time disturblnog tiean opeed lis address, It seemed appar-
ths.e municipal istitutions as little as ent to the Parliament, that he and his col-possible. Who dare stand up at this period, leagues lad been guided solely by the desire

In any free country, and say, that popula- to sc dtbte muicipalcuy boundaretion~~~~~~~~~~ shi ltfr h ai !rpee ta-et stick to the municipal county boundaries.tion shall not form the bass of representa-But, as the rigt hon. gentleman proceeded,tion . Mr. Speaker. I shall probably have the members found that the Governmdent
more to say before this Is through, and to- had, where it sulted them presumably, re-day I shalflnot say any more than that I garded county boundaries; and, where it
regret exceedingly that this principle, which did not suit them to do su, they disregardedIs su fair and wise, bas not been adopted county boundaries. Now, the right hon.lu this measure.1

Mr. D. HENDERSON (Halton). I desire
to put a question which, I think, the House
will be very glad Indeed to have answered, i
If the hon. First Minister will give the in-
formation. I understand that it will be the
duty of the judges to divide the counties

gentieman is in a very communicative moo,
and I am sure he desires the House to be In
possession of the very fullest information
for the future discussion of this Bill. As he
has been so ready to tell us the guiding prin-
ciples by which they have been lighted on
their path, I should like to ask, in a very
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few words, what principle guided him in Mr. CLARKE. If the principle is riglit,
selecting the constituencies which are re- why not carry it out ?
turned to county boundaries, and wbat prin-
ciple guided him in rejecting those which Mr. SPROULE. Mr. Speaker, I think the
are not returned to county boundarles ? If record of this Government wlll be a notable
the principle is good in the counties of Ox. one in the history of this country, because,
ford, Brant, Haldimand and Norfolk, I sub- since they came to power, they appear to have
mit, that it is good for the other constitu. been turning the hand on the dial of time
encies in the province of Ontario ; and 1 baekward, so far as the coastitution is con-
submit, that the right hon. gentleman owes cerned. Their first act was to interfere with
it as a bounden duty to this Parliament to the constitution by passing a franchise law
tell us why, in some constituencies. that under which members should be elected to
principle bas been regarded, and why. in this Parliament by a different franchise in
other constituencies it lias been disregarded every province of the Dominion. They de-
entirely. That. Sir, is the pith of the game stroyed the principle of a Dominion fran-
which the right bon. gentleman is playing chise shortly after they came to power.
upon the sympathies and convictions of the Now they propose to destroy the principle
people of the province of Ontario. Why bas of representation by' population, which was
he not applied the one principle all over the fought for so hard and so vigorously for so
province of Ontario, instead of in a number nany years in the province of Ontario.
of constituencies ? Then, I think we ought After the basis or unit of representation had
to be told what is to be the future course. been arranged for the province of Quebec,
Of course, this Parliament cannot bind the the same principle was extended to the pro-
Parliament which will disedss and legislate vince of ODtario and to other portions of the
upon this question) ten years bence, or two country. As the unit of representation for
or three years hence. when the result of the the province of Quebec at the last redistri-
decennial census is known. While we can- bution was between 22,000 and 23.000. the
not bind them. I submit, that, by laying late Government endeavoured to apply the
down a general principle, we might guide saie unit in the province of Ontario. and
them ; but there is nothing in this Act to that province was divided on that basis.
guide the Parliament for the future. If the The principle of representation by popula-
hon. gentleman says, that for all time in the tion was carried out lu the province of On-
future the judges will be permitted to divide tarlo, not only with regard to the relative
the ridings and make the representation1 of strength of the representation of tbe two
the various provinces, that is a principle by provinces. but it vas carried even fur-
which Parliament In the future will be ther, and was made to extend to the
guided. But the rlght hon. gentleman bas number of people who shculd be re-
not done that in the Bill which be bas presented by one member in this House.
brought down this afternoon. Then, there I have always regarded it as unfair that one
is another question which I should like to member should represent 50,000 or 60.000
ask theb on. gentleman. Are the judges t1 people. while another should represent only
be paid for their duties? To know this is me 12.000 or 13.000 people. That imposed
essential to a discussion- of the question. If too mucb work on the one and too lttle on
so, what are they to be paid? I am not, in the other. It gave the larger number too
any sense, desiring to refleet on the judges small a voice in the affairs of the country,
of the land. I have always desired in this and the sinaller number too large a voice.
Parliament to defend them. I am asking The right hon. gentleman, however, lias
this question. therefore, with no sinister destroyed the principle of representation by
motive. but simply for light whIch I think population. That Is another bulwark of the
we ought to have, when we come to discuss constitution which these hon. gentlemen have
the bil in detail. deliberately overthrown. They have gone

further. For 32 years the principle was car-Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). Mr. ried out and recognized that a redistribution
Speaker,-- of seats should take place after each eensus.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Let us have an But these hon. gentlemen have destroyed
answer. that principle ; and when the future histor-

ian comes to write the history of this coun-Mr. MONTAGUE. Then, if you will per- try. lie will describe this Parliament asmit ine to say so. there appears t be no noted chlefly for its violation of the consti-
prineiple In selecting the constituencies to tutional prineiple hitherto recognized. The
which county boundaries will apply.- and only object of this Bill Is to secure the elec-those to which they will not apply,, except tion of as many Reformers as possible,
the principle of party gain. Let me give you an illustration. It may fair-

The PRIME MINISTER. I have just this ly be said that Toronto is a Couservative
to say to my hon. friend, that, If be wishes. city. You may say what you like, but if the8"whole city w-ere given a fair opportunlty ofI have no objection to extend it all over thewhlciy ergvnafaroptutyf
province of On'tarlo. He has only to signify deciding, It would not return one Reformer.
his oweish. eg l e population of Toronto is 200,000, and by

th.ls Bi lit will return four members. or oneSorne hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. Ifor each 50,000. But let me pick out snch
Mr. MONTAGUTE.
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constituencies as Kent, Welllngton and ceeding measure appears to be worse than
Brant, whieh rarely elect anybody but a Re- its predecessor. This third and last is the
former. These three would represent about most objectionable and disgraceful yet sub-
200,000 population. But take the saine mitted to us.
number of population i the city of Toronto,
and divide it up aiccording to the unit of- Mr. GEO. E. CASEY (West Elgin). My hon.
population in those constituencies, where friend closed his remarks by an utterance of
Reformers will he ipurely elected, and you undoubted truth. He said that the Conserva-
will find that if Toronto got its just rights. tive Governmient which would not repeal
It would have nearly nine niembers instead of this law would not be worthy of the name.
four. In other words, the sanie numuber of in that sentiment I thoroughly agree. Cou-
Conservatives send only four members here servatIve Governments have shown us what
compared with nine members sent by the sort of redistribution law suits theu, and we
Reformers. If there ever was a ineasure de- have shown by this measure what principle
signed to destroy the riglhts of a political of redistribution suits us. I quite agree with
party, it is the one introduced to-day. the ion, gentleman that if the Conservative

Mr. McGREGOR. Your party went fur- arty were to continue fai:hful to its tra-
ditions aud ever had the chance to repealther. this measure-which ny hon. friend assumes

Mr. SPROULE. Not by any means. Our correctly enough will go througir-it would
party went further in carrying ont the prht- eertainly do so. The lion. gentleman says
ciple of representation by population. 11 this is a breach of the constitution, because
did not apply that to the provinces only, but it assumes to redistribute the seais a:t a time
went further and applied it to the individual: not immediately following the taking of the
representation, so thait as nearly as possible, census. le totally misunderstands the con-
about 23,000 or 25,000 should be the unit of stitution. The constitution says that we shall
representation. You, however, have made It redistribute the seats after tie census. allow-
possible for 200.000 Reformers to send thir- ing to each province the nuuber to which It
teen members to this House, whlle 200,000 is entitled by the results of the census, but
Conservatives can only send four. If that IS it does not, and could not. say thar. in the
not unfair, then I do not know what eau be: meantime, any Irregularity or impropriety in
regarded as unfair. 'the distribution of seats in a particular pro-

You go further and allow the judges to vince should not be remedied. There is no
divide up these counties, and I assume they' constitutional question involved whatever,
will not cross the municipal boundary lines., but there is involved the question of keep-
They will take, no doubt, their Inspiration ing faith with the electorate. When tie
from hon. gentlemen opposite and will man- Liberal party came before the electors in
age so that even less than 16,000 Reformers 18.96, they promised that if returned to power
will send a representative to this House. 1 they would repeal w1hat they called the ini-
venture to say that when this Bill Is worked quitous, unjust and unfair distribution of
out to its legitimate conclusion, you will find the seats which had been Made
that 10,000 or 11.000 Reformers will send by the Government then in power.
a representative to this House, whIle 50,000 The electorate sent them back with the un-
Conservatives will be requIred to elect one. idflerstanding. gave them the order. when

While, at first sight, one would think this they came Into power here. to undo that in-
a fair measure, because the judges are called justice. They expressed their opinion at
In to make a division, the great evil is done the polls that the present redistribution was
by the first division made, in which thei an injustice, and told their servants, the
judges have no volce whatever. A principle Ministers of the Crown here to remove that
is laid down, within the lines of which the injustice and put things back on a fair
judges must act : and no matter how they basis. The Government are, therefore. only
may aet there will be great injustice done doing what they are obliged to do. in con-
the Conservatives, especially in Ontario. sequerce of tieir pledges and in conse-
Why did not the hon., gentleman apply this quence of the orders given by the majority
principle to his own province? He dared of the people of Canada, in introducing a
not. because that would wlpe him out. But Bill of this kind. As to the Bill itself. tbs
he saw that Ontario is the strong element in is not the time. on the introduction of it. to
confederation, the. largest. the most danger- say very much; but a word or two with re-
ous province, and, therefore, he muddled gard to the principle may not be out of
that province in such a way as to prevent place. I said on a former occasion in this
its having a fair representation In this House. House that if thls Bill, when it came down,
If I know anything of the principles that gov- bore the appearance of a gerrymander simi-
ern the Conservative party, I am confident lar In any respect to that passed under the
that should a Conservative Government be previous Government. I would oppose It by
returned to power, Ir would at once repeal word and vote. I meant it. But I aM
this measure. or It would not be worthy the hIappy ho say that this Bill Is not a gerry-
name of Conservative. Every iniportant mander : it is not an attempt to snatch any
measure of this Administration Is noticeable political advantage n the subdivision of the
chiefty for breaking down some important counties that are to have more than one
principle of tire constitution, and each suc- member. but an attempt ho put tire redis.
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tribution of the seats in these provinces on
a fair and equitable basis. So far as can be
seen on the Bill, it merits the support of

'kevery fair-minded man in this House. The
bon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule)
says that the Bill does not observe the prin-
ciple of representation by population. But
the principle of representation by popula-
tion vas never observed in any Redistribu-
tion Bill. It is not observed by the prescnt
law on that subject, which I could easily
show if I took the time to go into details.
But, take for Instance the case of the rid-
ings in my immediate neighbourhood. East
Elgin and West Elgin are very far from
being equal in population and they were
arranged. not with any view of making them
equal in that respect, but to make a safe
seat in one end of the county for a Conser-
vative to spoil the seat formerly held by the
lon. David Mills, the constituency of Both-
well, at the other end.

Mr. WALLACE. What are the figures ?
Mr. CASEY. I do not remember the exact

figures, nor am I discussing matters of de-
tail at this moment. It had always been
our principle in reference to representatioa,
that exact equality of population was not
so much a de3ideratum as the keeping to-
gether for political purposes of those who
are naturally associated for municipal and
other purposes-in other words. to limit con-
stituencies within county boundaries. Now,
my hon. friend from East Grey says that in
adopting this principle we are preventing
justice from being done by the people. I
say that in adopting this principle we are
adopting the only possible check that can
be put upon the power of,. a Government
with a large majority to- eut and carve con-
stituencies to suit their own ends. We have
seen what can be doue in that line in the
act of the late Administration. On the
other band, we see this Government refusing
to take advantage of Its majority, refusing
to put forward the excuse of equal repre-
sentation as a reason for cutting up the
country in such a shape as to return the
greatest possible number of Liberal mem-
bers : but tying their own hands. saying to
the judges: You are to finally shape the
constituencies. but you must not. in shaping
the constituencies. go outside of the county
boundaries. That is proof. not of an inten-
tion to gerrymander the country, but of thcir
willingness to prevent tbemselves gerry-
wandering the country. I thought it ne-
cessary to say these few words in reply to
the insinuation of the hon. member for East
Grey ;«a full discussion must he postpoued
to the second reading of the Bill. when we
shall have had time to consider the measure
more fully.

Mr. J. G. i. BERGERON (Beauharnols).
When the right hon. the First Minister (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) was expZaining the Bill, I
understood hlm to say that the dividine of
ridings in the province of Ontario would be

Mr. CASEY.

left to the judges of the Supreme Court of
that province. I wish to ask him if such
division as may be made In the province of
Quebec so e-s to equalize the population of
the different counties, will be made by jud-

1 ges ? If the hon. gentleman replies in the
affirmative-of course, it is only a matter
of detail, still it is one with regard to which
accuracy is necessary-he will have to
change the wording from "Supreme Court
judges," because we have no such thing in
lhe province. of Quebec. And I think the

right hon. gentleman will admit that the
matter should be left to the judges in Que-
bec if that is the course to be followed in
Ontario. I hope the riglit hon. gentleman
will say whether this is the system to b-
followed in Quebec.

The PRIME MINISTER. The question of
lhe h9n. gentleman (Mr. Bergeron) does not
apply. In the province of Quebec there is
to be no division of the counties under this
Bill. The only thing that is done in the pro-
vince of Quebec is simp'y to restore those
municipalities that, ln 1892, were taken
from one county and put into another.

Mr. BERGERON. My reason for speaking
as I did, was that, if we are proceeding on
the principle off having representation by
population, it should apply to Quebee equal-
ly with Ontario. It is true, you cannot In-
crease or diminish the representation of
Quebec, but you can change the delimita-
tion of counties. The right hon. gentleman
represented fo:' many years a very large
county, Drummond and Arthabaska, the
population of which is over 43,000. The
rext coun t y to it is Yamaska, the population
of which is only 16,000. But if the hon.
gentleman said they are not going to use
the judges in the province of Quebec, the
question I have put falls to the ground. I
listened attentively to the right hon. Pre-
mier in bis answer to the leader of the Op-
positicn (Sir Charles Tupper). The right hon.
gentleman got very much excited, and I was
much sUirprised to see hlm in that condition.
But, as a matter of fact, he did not answer
one of the strong arguments put before the
House by the hon. leader of the Opposition.
In bis warmth, lie forgot to deal with the
charge made by the leader of the Opposition
Ihat lie had gained power by promising
things which, in coming into power he had
not carried out. Ano-ther thing che forgot
was to deal with the question raised by the
lion. leader of the Opposition, whether the
constitution of the country allowed the pass-
age of such Redistribution Bill as is here
proposed. I think this is the most important
question that Is to be decided before we
proceed to deal with the Bill. My right
Ion. friend. I am sure, will acknowledge
that he bas forgotten to answer that point.

The PRIME MINISTER. I not only an-
swered it, but I answered it most effectively
by quoting your own precedents. I quoted
the Bills of 27-28 Victoria, and 32-33 Vie-
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toria, where the limits of the counties of the Bill is to enable the Government to
Terrebonne, Montcalm and Argenteuil were carry these two counties. I have every rea-
reorganlzed by this Parliament. son to believe that the additions that are to

Mr. BERGERON. But surely my riglit be made to Yamaska and Nicolet must be
Mr. ERGRON Bu surly y rghtsomne two or three good Grit parishes of th1e

lion. friend will admit that that is not the county of Drummodadrthabska.
same thing. I was in the House when thiso rnmond and Arthabaska.
change took place in the counties of Ar- The PRIME MINISTER. There will be
genteuil and Two Mountains. As the hon. a difference of only about 30 in Nicolet.
gentleman remembers, there were two par-
ishes which were taken from the county of Mr. BERGERON. Of course I only say at
Two Mountains and put in the county of present that this seems to be the object of the
Argenteuil. But what was the reason? Bill. Now, my right hon. friend has said for
Argenteuil is looked upon as an English- the hundredth time that this Government is
speaking county, while Two Mountains is powerful and has the confidence of the coun-
a French-speaking one. These two parishes try because they have always carried the
were inhabited by English-speaking electors by-elections. Well, that contention has
who desired. and expressed the desire, by been answered time and again ln this House.
petitions to the Government, if I remember We all know by what means they have
well. to be put into the county of Argen been earried. The right hon. gentleman
teuil, as their municipal affairs were con. said : If the by-elections have been carried
nected with that county. The Government, by corruption, why do you not appeal to a
rurely and simply, acceded to their request. court of justice ? Mr. Speaker, we are
It was not a gerrymander ; and if you take rendering 'a service to the country by not
the figures of population, you will see that it doing so. In all these by-elections, where
rmade very little difference, as the two of does the noney come from which is used
them, according to the census of as a corruption fund ? It comes out of the
1891 have a population of about 15,000. pockets of thae people ? So the fewer by-
We are not in a good position to diseuss that elections tiiere are in the country the less
Bill at present, we can only speak of its money will be spent in corruption, and the
general outlines, but there is certainly some less money will come out of the publie
gerrymanderiug in it, since we are obliged treasury. The fewer counties that are
to use that word. My hon. friend brings opened the better it is for the country. It
in this Bill, which he thinks will be accept- 1is not because the country has confidence ln
ed with enthusiasrn by both sides of the him that hie carries by-elections, but be-
flouse. Speaking of Bagot and Rouville, cause lie has recourse to means which he
he says he Is going to put them back almost cannot have recourse to in a general elec-
lu the same position in which they were tion; and I imagine that this redistribution
before. At first slght one would almosi is made with that end in view.
think that was a rlght thing to do. But m' Mr. GEORGE TAYLOR (South Leeds). Iright hon. friend has forgotten one thing. not at aill surprised that the Prime Min-1hs was done for a purpose. It was not done ister made it convenient for the Postmaster
for the purpose of giviing rny lion. friend General to be absent to-day so that he(Mr. Brodeur) an lncreased majority in a might have the pleasure of introducing, witacounty where he las already about 400 of a his sunny smile and pleasant voice, this Billnajority. It was not done to help our late now before the House. thinking that the lm-iamented friend from Bagot (Mr. Dupont), pression would go to -the country on Fridaywhom the hon. gentleman respected as night that it was a fair redistribution, andmuch as I do. He had always carried bis was going to be made by the judges of thecounty, whether lie had that parish or not. land. That was the impression he tried toIt was done because the county of Bagot ha convey, a iche thought bis speech. made ona population of 21,695. and the county of 1the introductiou of the Bill, would be theRouville has 'only a population of 16,000. only speech made. But the lon. leader ofPutting the parish of St. Pie in the the Opposition read between the lines, andcounty of Rouville simply equalized the lie provoked a discussion which bas takenpopulation. My right lon. friend spoke of nearly all the sunny smile away from thethe counties of Nicolet and Yamaska. Hon. rigit hon. gentleman, and bas shown himmembers may reinember that a road called up in lis true colours. Sir, this thing wasthe South Shore Railway crosses those two foreshadowed on the 3rd of May. Thecounties. By-eleetions have taken place ln wicked partner of the Prime Minister gavethose two counties. and great promises of awav a Cabinet secret. Speaking on thesubsidies have been made to the pzople. 3rd of May, of the Conservative party, heBut if rumour is true.these two counties have1said
manifested in many different ways thelr dis-
approval of the pollcy of the Government in They cannot dwn me. I feel that I am ten
the case of the Drummond County Railway. times stronger now than I was before.
for instance. because It would deprive theim If he is ten times stronger than he was be-
of the subsidies which they should have fore. it Is because he bas ten times, a hun-
h1ad. Of course T cannot speak from know- dred times. more money behind him than he
ledge. bat it seems to me that the object of had before.
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I cannot understand why my Conservative
friends have treated me as they have done.I
parted from them in a very open way. I sent to
my late lamented chief, Sir John Macdonald, and
said : "Here are the facts and the papers; and
If you do not move I will be obliged to move.
Still, vituperation will not lead them to the goal
There Is ano mistake ln that. I have no hesita
tion in saylng that, knowing Ontario as I do
when the gerrymander is undone-and we will
undo it-when the gerrymander is undone we
are going to take the lite out of them ln On-
tarlo, as we have done ln Quebec.
There is the whole thing in a nutshell.
The hon. Minister of Publie Works says
they are going to take the life out of the
Conservative party In Ontario by this gerry-
mander Bill. The Bill carries out the words
of the dictator of the Government. But
the Prime Minister, with bis sunny smile
and his eloquent words, tried to have the
report go to the country that it was a fair
measure, that the judges of the country
were going to make the redistribution. But
the Judges are not to have anythng to do
with it. The Conservatives are hived by the
Bill, and then they set the judges at work.
There is the county of Brant, you are di-
viding that. That county bas hitherto sent
three members, and they wipe out two Con-
servative members. The Government de-
fine the limits of the counties, and then they
say to the judges : You will say who the
voters shall be within the limits of the Une
that we draw. Talk about this being a fair
Bill, and talk about the Bill that the Coe-
servative party made as unfair. The Con-
servatives were obliged to make a Bill, giv-
ing representation by population after the'
ccnsus. Why, this is a ten times worse
gerrymander than ever that Bill was. It
is unconstitutional, and every act of this
Government since they came into power,
has tended lu the .same direction. They
want to tear up the constitution of this
country piece by piece. I say the Opposition
In this House would not be dIseharging
their duty If they did not diseuss this Bill
month after nonth until the snow files, be-
fore they allow this Government to passit. I will be one of 20 members on this side
of the House to stay till Christmas Day be-
fore I will allow the Prime Minister andbis followers to tear up the constitution cf
this country as has been foreshadowed bythe wieked partner, the Minister of Public
Works,. who bas threatened to take the lifeout o! the Conservatives of this country.'

Mr. W. McGREGOR (North Essex). The
hon. inember for Toronto says that Toronto
will be partially represented. In looking
over this House to-day we fnd Mr. Rosi
Robertson. Mr. Osler, Mr. Bertram. Mr.
Clarke, Mr. Maclean. Mr. Campbell, Mr.
Edgar. Mr. WaHlace and Mr. MeCarthy from
the eity of Toronto. Do you want any more
representation than that ? If there is any
Question cones up ln reference to the cityo! -Toronto. its lnterests wilh be properly
taken ear of In thls House. b

Mr. TAY#R.

Mr. SPROULE. I was going to ask the
i hon. gentleman if that applies to Mr. Wal-

lace, who lives sixteen miles away from
Toronto ?

Mr. MeGREGOR. A portion of Mr. Wal-
lace's const.ituency is in Toronto.

Mr. SP.ROULE. It will not be after this.
Mr. MeGREGOR. After this we will have

other representatives ln this House instead
of the lion. member for York, and they wIll
be more near the city of Toronto. In Ham-
ilton we have Mr. Wood, Mr. MacPherson
and Dr. Montague. The cities have proper
representation. How much does Toronto
want ? Do they want the whole earth and
the fullness thereof ?

Mr. BERGERON. They want the Canada
Life.

Mr. McGREGOR. Is Parliament to hold
to the principle that is now ln force ? The
present Opposition were elected by a gerry-
mander by which the constituencies were
hived. Is that to continue for ages ? No,
Sir ; we are prepared to deal justly with
the Opposition, but we want them to remem-
ber that it is fair-play we want and nothing
more.

Mr. W. H. BENNETT (East Simcoe). Mr.
Speaker, I certainly have to return thanks
to the Government for Introducing into this
House the Bill they have to-day, lnasnuch
as I have been relieved ou. about 150 of ar
adverse Liberal majority.

Mr. GIBSON. You ought to be satisfied.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They will take

it back now.
Mr. BENNETT. They did even worse

that that ; they did what I have been pro-
mised for months past. When the ques-
tion was first introduced ln this House the
Prime Minister made so many protestations
of innocence that I rather felt uneasy, and
when lie called on high heaven to witness
that we were to have no loaded dice ln this
game I grew deeply suspicious. I do not
think heaven should be lnvoked to bless this
Bill, but I thlnk that all honest and fair-
minded men will rather shudder at if. What
is It proposed to do ? It Is proposed to
tell. the judges: there Is certain material
upon whieh you can work, and the judges-
vpoor souls--wlhl be unable to help them-
selves. For Instance, ln the riding of Dur-
hami they will tnd 32,400 peopie, and when
they get to Brant they will find 33,200 peo.
ple. The Government will tei them that
It is desired to give two members to each
of these counties, and the judges wii be
under the necessIty of carvlng Up these coun-
ties lu a manner so that each shall have
two miembers. Then you come to Simcoe,
whicl had a population au 1891 of nearly
83.000, anid which, i arm bound to say, since
the census was« taken, bas increased very
considerably. The Judges are told that they
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eau only have three members for that county
or an average of about, on the basis of the
last ceusas, 29,000 ln each riding. But the
beauty of the whole scheme, as it will work
out ln the country, will be seen when these
Judges come to perform their duties. The
Prime Minister failed to inform the House
how these judges are going to divide the
population in that manner that the Bill con-
templates. We were told ln my riding
months ago what was going to be doue lu
this matter. The political wire-pullers au-
nouneed months ago what was to be done
there. There is a township In my riding,
the north -end of which gives an adverse
majority of 200, and the south end of which
gives me a favourable majority of 150. I
am to be deprived of the Conservative part,
but I am to be left with the Liberal part.
If that is the principle of this Bill, and this
Bill has been framed for nothIng except
the party advantage, how ln the name of all
that is fair can the right bon. Prime Min.
ister stand up and justify it and say that
Brant, vith 33,000 people shall have two
meibers, while Simeoe, with 83,000, shall
only have three members? He said that
cities should not have as large representa.
tion as the rural districts. He must know
that Brantford contains nearly half of the
population of Brant, and the whole fact
of the matter is that they have sitting be-
hind them an hon. gentleman who sometimes
turns his guns upon the Government. I refer
to the hon. member for North Wentworth
and Brant (Mr. Somerville) ; they are afraid
to wipe hii out. They are going to let
him have a riding with 16,000 people in it.
and the hon. Minister of Customs, being
afraid to go back to North Grey, Is going
to seek to hold South Brant, with 16,000 of
a poptdlation. Yet the Prime Minister says
it is a fair Bill, and a few months ago he
called high heaven to witness that it would
be fair, and that it would be found that
we were not going to play with loaded dice.
What are they going to do all over the
province of Ontario ? They are going to
call the judges into disrepute. I eau tell
the representative of the Justice Depart-
ment, who is sitting bere to-day, and the
whîole Government, as a matter of faet, that
a little while ago, In Toronto, an alderman
rose up in lis place and charged that a cer-
tain judge, who had been called ln to con-
duet an Investigation, had, wben he came
to the erueal point,. that certain parties
were being Implicated, stopped the investi-
gation. He further charged that that
Judge's two relatives were to-day in the em-
ploy and held splendid positions under the
party in power. I have a respect for the
judges of this country, but I say that judges
are only human. as we all saw iln this House
last session. when we saw Justice Lister
standing up, using violent language lu the
Railway Committee. and sitting there in his
plaee on the last day of the .sess)on. and
throwlng across the floor of the House a

denial of the statement that he was to be
appointed to a position on the bench, when,
before the House was a few days older,
that gentleman had ascended to the wool-
sack. I hope that Judge Lister bas for-
gotten lits political predelictions, but i ean
tell hon. gentlemen that this Mr. Lister,
who sat there declaring that he had not a
promise of a judgeship in his pocket, and
the judge who went on the bench at once
was one and the same man.

Mr. FRASER (Laibtonu. I am sure the
hou. gentleman does not wish to do any
injustice to Judge Lister. I was present

on that occasion, and I am quite confident
that Mr. Lister made no such statement
as the hon. gentleman now attributes to
hlm.

m r. BENNETT. I have not the "Han-
sard " lin my band, but I wi1 tell any bon.
gentleman that if he will refer to it he will
see that my remarks are borne out.

Mr. MeGREGOR. How about Mr. Justice
Meredith "?-

Mr. BENNETT. Justice Meredith will
not be on the commission.

Mr. McGREGORt. I would be quite will-
ing that he should be.

Mr. BERGERON. Justice Meredith did
not ha ve a seat ln this House ; he had no
whitewashing to do before going away.

Mr. BENNE TT. My recollection is that
the lion. member for Yorg, N.B. (Mr. Fos-
ter), stated that the chairman of the Drum-
nond Couuty Committee would not be here
next session to diseuss the matter, and
that then the hon. member for West Lamb-
ton (Mr. Lister) stood up and said, "You
have no authority for sayng that I am
going on the bench." This was a point-
blank dental of the statement, in effect.
What more was seen ln this House? We
saw that the then hon. member for Centre
Toronto (M1r. Lount) was named for a posi-
tion on the bench ; and we saw that It was
necessary for the right hon. prime Minister
to write a letter to Toronto to say that he
had not promised that gentleman a position.
Ail i eau tell the right hon. gentleman is
that 'Mr. Lount's friends do not accept that
statement that lie had not a promise. Mr.
Lount's best friends will tell you that he
lias been most sbamefully treated, and that
the promise whiclh was made to hm bad
not been carried ont, altboagh if he had
had taken the precaution of the then hon.
member for Quebee Centre (Mr. Langeler)
to secure a promise ln writing, he would
have had his position long ago.

Mr. MCGREGOR. What - about
Masson In your own district?

Judge

Mr. BENNETT. 1 have noticedthat only
two members from Ontario who have risen
to say a word on this -matter were the hon.
member for North Essex (Mr. MeGregor>
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and the hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. tion, woukl demean himself to have any.
Casey), both of whom have been named for1 thing to do with this.
positions. The PRIME MINISTER. Hear, hear.

Mr. BERGERON. Inspector of tobacco.) Mr. BENNETT. On the basis that the
Mr. BENNETT. The hon. m br for Premier now proposes. The Premier says

North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) and the hear, hear but I may give hIm reasons
hon. niember for Wentworth (Mr. Bain), to change his mmd on that point. vIf the
who are rather a heavier class of pol-re askd to take the prov e of
tic s ay e îatheîa heab ls to ePan Ontario as it stands, and make an arrange-Iticialns, rnay perliaps be able to explain 1eto htpoicsmtigfi ih

to us upon what principle it shall be inent of that province, something fair meght
right to say that there shall be lun the con- î i xetesrmtem u h Gvrmnrigit o sy tat her sah e Ii 1i' Oflisnot askinég that. They ýay : We are di-stituency of Simcoe, nearly 30,000 people, idina the ridings for you, and then you
while the lion. Minister of Customs gets off dianre t) e rivide hemafoterwards ac rdin yto
with a paltry 16,600. What is to be done ? arnie principde we assfgn. Iunderstood the
Why, the judges have no choice. If the Gov- Preier to say, in reply to the hon. member
ernment wished to be fair, why should they fore taldonand (Mr. Montague), that there
not turn over the whole province to the for Haldemaner. M on s ta there
judge:s and say : You divide it as you think were to be general instructions to these
is faiu. But, Sir, that proposition wili meet dges, and I now ask the Prime Ministerfai. Bt, irtha prpostio wil metif thlese instructions are to be In writing,with a refusal from the Government, be- and if he wil lay them before the House?
cause it would not carry out their designs.ah
The county of Lennox with a population of The PRIME MINISTER. All these ln-
less tian 1.,000 is not to be interfered with. structions are ln the Bill.
The county of Prince Edward with less than îAn hon. MEMBER. Verbal instructions
1900 fondfl f.I.A h V fio

, (an give tun eugures according to
the last census in all these cases) is to have1
a representative. The county of Frontenac
with 16,6(0) is to have a representative. The
county of Haldimand with 18,200 is to have
a representative, and the county of Leeds1
withî 20.000 is to have a representative. Now,
The county of Kent with 64.000 population is
to have three members, giving them a unit
of 21,000, and if you cross the cancession
Une into.Simcoe, there the Government think
it neeessary to have a unit of 29.000. Simcoe
could have been fairly divided into four
constituencies, while each would have given
considerably over the average rate of popu-
lation ln the province of Ontario, but the1
Government saw it would be to their dis-
comfiture to do that, and so they perpetrated
this injustice. I have seen the gentlemen
from the county of Simeoe here, who were
steering the Bill for that county as friends
of the Government, and I expected what
miglht follow their presence In Ottawa. I
know It Is not any good-will of the Govera-
ment towards me that Induced them to re-
lieve me of an adverse majority of 150, but
I know they have sized up the whole sitú-
ation. and I know that the county of Sim-
eoe could have been given four members
with an average of about 20.000 'in each
ridinz. and that the Government could fnot
possibly carry one of these ridings. Now
they tell the judges : Take the county of
Simeoe. and you find it with about twenty-
ilne thousand odd for each riding, and df-
vide it up as you may see fit. It Is to be
regretted that the Government should ask
the intervention of the judges in such a
matter. Better by far that they should
stand or fall by the measure, than they
should have dragged the judges down to
help them out lu their sehemes. Sir. I would
be surprised If any judge lu the province of
Ontario, havIng regard for his high pie-

Mr. BENNETT.

Mr. BENNETT. I cannot say as to ver-
bal instructions, but I know the Prime Min-
ister did not deny that there might be. as
a ruling principle in the Bill, the splitting
up of individual municipalities. I have
been -told that this is proposed in my own
riding, and that a township is to be divided
in half, the Liberal half to be left with me
@aud the Conservative half to be taken froam
ie. If that be the case, it Is patent on the
face of it, that this is the most palpable
gerrymander Bill that could possibly be de.
vised. Wherever a constituency has been
interfered with, It has been done for no-
thing but party gains. For instance. Kent,
Ont., with a population of 58,000 would have
exactly the same unit of population with
two rembers as Simeoe County would have,
ntamely, 29,000 for each member, but they
give Kent County three members. There is
iothing to be gained by that except a party
advantage. for every one in Ontario knows
that Kent is a Liberal county, and that it is
represented lin the local legislature by two
Liberal members. The Government say
that in Simoe the unit of population shal
be 29,000. but that In Kent It shall be 19,000.
and so thbey give an extra Liberal member
to Kent. The Government holds three rid-
ings of Huron to-day, and they hold the
ridings in Wellington County, and why
should they change them ? In ail these
counties with a single member, the unit of
population is much lower than it is in thecounty of Simcoe. Let it be understood
that this Bill entirely wipes out represen-
tation by population In the province of On-
tario. It is a Bill simply made for the pur-
pose of gaining party advantage by theGovernment, and finally let us understand
that the whole thing is a piece of hypocrisy
to ba shrouded around by the supposed fn-
tervenuion of the judges, whoever they may
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be. I can tell the House that in the pro-
vince of Ontario to-day, the judges are re-
garded as mortal men, and the judges who
will undertake to make a re-arrangement
under this Bill, with the material placed be-
fore then. must be very mortal.

An hon. MEMBER. Immortal.
Mr. BENNETT. I will not say immortal,

but I will say that in deference to the public
opinion of the province of Ontario, they will
soon have to be superannuated, and if they
are super-innuated, it will give an oppor-
tunity to a number of gentlemen opposite
and their friends who are on the look-out for
judgeships in the province of Ontario. So far
as I iyself an concerned, I gain a personal
advantage under this Bill. But, Sir, not-
withstanding that, I feel that it is the duty
of every man inside and outside of this
House to see that justice is done In such a
matter as this, and with that view I am
going to oppose this Bill. It gives me an
advantage, but there is not the slight9st
doubt, that it works injustice to many of
my hon. friends. It is an engine for the
destruction of the Conservative party, and
I would be untrue to the teachings and
principles of that party if I falled in my
opposition to such a measure as this. If
this proposal of the Government means
simply a trial of strength in remaining here
until the snow flies, I for one shall do that,
nothwithstanding that it will incommode mc
as much as it will incommode hon. gentle-
men opposite.

Mr. McGREGOR. We will stay with you.
Mr. BENNETT. Very well. I heard an

Intimation from a gentleman on the other
side of the House to-day as to a proposition
for an increased indemnity if this session
would hold out long enough, so that I sup-
pofse some hon. gentlemen opposite expect to
stay. That is my answer to the remark of
the bon. gentleman (Mr. MeGregor). How-
ever, I suppose the Bill will go on, but like
the Drumniond County deal and the Yukon
deal it will have to go before that great
court of review, the Senate of Canada. And,
if the Senate of Canada does what it thinks
is right, I believe it will have the endorsa-
tion of the people of Canada, as It had in
the case of the Drummond County deal
and as it had In the case of the Yukon
deal. But, as was said by an hon. gentle-
man this afternoon, it would be .better by
far. for the Government to withdraw this
Bill, and substitute for it a Bill handIng
over to a commission of judges the whol"
work of arranging the constituencies, not
only for the province of Ontarlo, but for the
other provinces as well. Such a measure
would redound much more to the credit of
the Government than the iniquitous mea-
sure which Is now before the House.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Crtwright). Mr.
Speaker, It Is a pity that these hon. gentle-
men had not entertained the ideas they are

now expr.ýssing, any time during the preced-
ing thirty years. During that period we
have had, not one or two, but half a dozen
different Bills introduced by them for the
purpose of redistributing the constituencies,
and in not one of them has there been
the slightest pretense of giving a semblance
of fair-play to their opponents. We are
not imitating these hon. gentlemen by under-
takIng to gerrymander the constituencies.
We are not obliterating county boundaries
for our own advantage. We are simply
and solely engaged in the endeavour to undo
a wrong-a gross and grievous wrong-per-
petrated by their own supporters fourteen
or fifteen years ago. If these gentlemen
had the faintest ground for saying, that
they had at any time paid the slightest
regard to the principle of representation
by population, there would have been some
force lu the remarks they have made to-
day. I have sat in this House for thIrty-
three odd years ; I have sat here before
the present Parliament existed ; and never,
lu any case, have I known the late leader
of the Conservative party fail to lay down
as a principle, that, while, as between the
provinces, it was riglit that the principle
of representation by population should pre-
vail, yet, as regarded the different constitu-
encies of which each province was com-
posed, he was not prepared, on any one oc-
casion, to Introduce that principle. Look
at what he did in 1882.

Mr. WALLACE. Would the hon. Minister
of Trade and Commerce permit me to ask
him, if he can quote such a declaration as
that by Sir John Macdonald ?

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. My hon. friend (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) did quote a declaration to that effect,
and I quote what is a great deal better
,than a declaration ; I quote his acts. I
quote what he did in 1872, and what he did
in 1882. I will believe that in 1882 Sir John
Macdonald-who, with all hs faults, bail
some relies of statesmanship about him,
which, I regret to say, are most greviously
absent In the present leader of the Opposi-
tion-was, I belleve, dragged and dragoon-
ed into a measure which, at heart, he ob-
jected to, and would not have proposed,
if he had been a free agent at that particular
time. But what I point out is, that in
1882, if ·the so-called principle of representa-
tilon by population bad been attended to,
the entire representation from Toronto east-
ward would have had to be torn up by
the roots ? Why was it not done ? Be-
cause that part of the country was a Con-
servative stronghold at that time ; because
it would nit have suited the then Conserva-
tive party to Interfere with the unequal re-
presentation by population which undouut-
edly did exist ln 1882 east of Toronto, and
which, to a certain extent, exists to-day, but
which we do not disturb, because, as my
right hon, friend bas stated, we do not wish
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te titerfere with more than the glaring in-
stances which hav 3 been forced upon our
attention. The purpose of the ieasure of
1882 was perfectly plain to everybody at the
time. That purpose, Sir John Macdonald
declared time and again, was to hive the
Grits, as he did hive them in lialf a dozen
constituencies by the gerrymander of South
Oxford, North Oxford, the Brants and the
Elgins. Why was it, except for this very.
reason. tilat lie placed within the límits of
some half dozen ridings an electoril vote

large enougli to have carried sixteen constitu-
encies, if lie .had left them alone, or allowed
tien to be properly distributed ? If ever
there was a case in which a Governmeit
was acting directly on the mandate of the
people. tbe present is such a case. On every
hustings of Ontario, and. I believe, generally
throughout the Dominion, we invariably de-
clared to the public that, if returned to
power. we would repeal the gerrymander of
1882; and that is exactly what my rigit
lon. f riend is doing to-day, only he is doing
it in an infinitely more upright manner than
that in which the gerrymander was perpe-
trated. We have returned to the county
boundaries, as we declared we would do.
We have abolished the iniquitous Frauchise
Act. as every man knows we declared we
would do. It was the policy announced lu
the platform of the Liberal party. We have
also the mandate of the people for repealing
the gerrymander of 1882. There was one
objection raised by one or two lion. gentle-
men which my right hon. friend lias an-
swered. but to which I may repeat the an-
swer, with respect to the representation by
population. Every man who lias paid any
-attention to the manner in which the repre-
sentation of England is divided, knows that
In that country, where the divisions to some
extent resemble ours, it has always been
laid down, for obvious reasons, that to the
great masses of population It is not wise or
expedient to give as many representatives
as are usually assigned to rural constituen-
eies. That principle was admitted and acted
upon in 1872, In 1882 and In 1892 by these
hon. gentlemen. Unless they have new
light, why is It that they are now so anxi-
ous to see ,the urban communities here re-
presented aceording to the full measure of
their population ? If la a few years hence
It Is discovered that these urban popula-
tions bave Increased very largely, then,
when we are not redistributing the consti-
tuencie%, but reappointing the representa-
tion between the various provinces, it would
be right to consider that matter, and 'we
'would be prepared to consider It. But to-
day, when our sole object Is to undo a
grevions wrong which was done in 1882,
what reason can be assigned why we should
give Toronto more representation than it bas
to-day ? Toronto. as my hon. friend uas
said, is very amply represented, and It will
have full welght In the counsels of the na-
tion, as it de-serves to have, whether it is

Mir RICHARD OARTWRIGHT.

Couservative or Liberal. Hon. gentlemen
opposite talk of their desire in 18S2 to at-
tend to the representation of the counties.
I had occasion to contest a constituency in
a county adjoining Cardwell at that time,
ind what was the facts ? Before 1882 Card-
well had 16,000 people, and after 1882 it had
the saime number. Adjoining Cardwell lay
the riding of North Wellington. and which
had exactly the number which the unit of
population required. How did these lion.
gentlemen mend this state of things ? They
added 3,000 souls to North Wellington.
and left Cardwell as it was. Wlhat did
they do with regard to the riding which
I now represent ? They took away fron
it two townships, and added them to a
county on the west, and they added to my
riding two townships which had no earthly
connection with it, for the purpose of ein-
barrassing my hon. friend the Minister of
Customs (àIr. Paterson). These are samples
of wiat was going on everywhere. Every-
where they did all the injury they possibly

1 could to county boundaries. What does my
hon. friend propose to do ? He lays down
ihe principle. that county boundaries are to
be respected ; and, within these county
boundaries, he proposes to strip himself of
all power. and to give to the judiciary of
Canada, men in whom every man of either
party has the utmost confidence. the power
to distribute the representation as fairly as
they can. We have no power to interfere.
If we did a.ttempt to interfere, the judges
of Ontario, as hon. gentlemen know right
well, would refuse to be interfered wlth.
They wIll do their duty and make a fair
and honourable division, and I must say,
if anything could astonish me, on the part
of hon. gentlemen opposite, It Is the iua-i-
tier in which this proposition. the fairest.
with respect to the divisions of counties,
that has ever been laid bfore a Canadian
Parliament, has been received this day.

Mr. CLARKE. A remark was made by
my hon. friend from East Simcoe respecting
the conduct of an inquiry by one of the
judges lin the city of Toronto, and I would
not like to let the opportunity escape me
of saylng that, so far as that judge is con-
cerned, there is no more honourable, upright
man on the bench of Ontario.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId
Laurier). Though honourable and upright,
he Is not above the Insults of the hon. mem-
ber for Sincoe.

Mr. CLARKE. The hon. member for East
Simeoe did not insult the judge, so far as I
eau recolleet bis remarks ; but lest the im-
pression should go abroad that any threa.t
that might have been made against that
honourable judge prevented him from doing
his full duty, I rise to emphatically protest
against any suel impression.

An hon. MEMBER. Who is it?
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Mr. CLARKE. I refer to Judge Me- Hoping that the above informations will prove
Dougall. satisfactory,

Mr. BENNETT. I only repeated wa I have the honour to be, sir,

appeared in all the city newspapers of To- Your devoted servant,
ronto-the charge made by Ald. Gowanlock, CHS. ARCHER.
a leading Liberal of the city of Toronto. Another question was raised as to the juris-

The PRIME MINISTER. I hope this will diction of this House, and I promised to ob-
be a lesson which more than one member tain the opinion of the Minister of Justice.
will profit by, that it is high time we should haii s1 hesitation. He referred -me to the Cart-not take newspaper gossip as a ground for w

~ccusng hnourbie en. rîgh1t cases on the British North Americaaccusing honourable -men. Act. and the judgment of the Supreme Court
It beiug Six o'clock, the Speaker lef t the in the case of Quirt vs. The Queen.

Chair.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is

After Recess. I that the case the Solicitor General men-
tioned

LA BANQUE DU PEUPLE. T-he PRIME MINISTER. One of them:
The power to legislate generally on the sub.

Mr. PREFONTAILNE moved third reading ject of bankruptcy and insolvency conferred on
of Bill (No. 6) respecting La Banque du the Dominion Parliament includes the right to
Peuple. legislate specially for particular cases arIsing

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid .nuconnection withI bankruptcy proceedings.

Laurier). I promised the other day my lhon. This is a case exactly In point.
friend from Halifax (Mr. Borden) to give au -Mr. R. L. BORDEN (Halifax). It may be,
answer to the question he raised as to the of course, that the case referred to covers
costs which may be in suits against the every thing in this Bill, and I do not pretend
bank. The Bill makes no provision for the to have investigated the question at all. I
payment of costs. I caused an inquiry to only gathered some idea during the discussion
be made, and recelved a statement from the: that took place the other evening. I thought
counsel, that In all the suits which have been then that, speaking generally, the ground
instituted so far, and on whclie judgments taken by the right hon. gentleman was pro-
were rendered or were still pending, the bably a good one, and that possibly the
costs hîad been paid. jurisdietion of this House might also be sus-

Mr. BERGERON. Pald by the bank? tained upon the ground taken by the hon.
member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Monk). It

The PRIME MINISTER. It is not stated is quite clear that this House has, as incident
in the letter, but there are no costs due at, to its power to legislate in many matters,
this moment, except for an action taken a the power to deal with civil rights. In the
few days ago for the amount of $120, and Criminal Code we have provisions that ac-
which has not yet been returned to the court. tions shall not be brought except af!ter cer-
but Mr. Archer, the solicitor,. says he will tain notice, and that action shall not lie
see tlat these costs are paid. This is the in certain cases for acts done by police offl-
letter I have recelved : cers and constables, and so with regard to

Dear Sir,-As requested by you yesterday, I the expropriation of land and the provisions
send you a certified list of the different suits of the Banking Act, which provide
which were entered against La Banque du Peuple in what way security should be taken.
since It had closed its doors. But there was one matter which occurred

By 60-61 Vie., chap. 75, sec. 3, an extension of to nie-I do not know whether there Is any-
two years was granted to the bank to reim-1tling In it-that after a right against this
burse its creditors and depositors ; the recourse bank has been merged Into a Judgment,
of the latter against the directors personally was whether or fot it is sucl a matter of civil
to be suspended for the lapse of time. There-
fore, from the 29th of June, 1897, date of the tliehtasenîihtp i foegeneman
sanction of the Act granting this extension, no
suits were taken against the bank. has referred. To make iy meauing a little

In the statement inclosed you will find the dif- chearer, I wouhd llustrate-It Is quite clear,
ferent amounts pald to the attorneys representing of course. with respect to banks, for In-the plaintiffs in the different cases mentioned. stance, that this Parlament can say that a
All these costs have been pa!d.

Since the lst of May one action bas been taken bandfmus t take Its se n rtier
against the bank to recover the sum of $120 ; this
action has not been returned Into court. Should it a ustomer lu a partiulur way, that secu-
be returned we will see that the costs are pald. rity shalie lnvalid. But now suppose,

I also send you the original letter which I just within the scope of legislation of that klnd,recelved from Mr. Victor Geoffrion, one of the a customer had obtalned a Judgment agalnst
attorneys of the bank.

By section 4 of 60-61 Vie., chap. 75, you willîoa bank r alin agal et cutmerS-
see that the extension of two years given did pe tat ju gnt had b eobaepr
not apply to the costs, so our costs bad to benald. passed b this Parlament of Canadathat,
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is, there is no legislation of this Par- of others that we have not, Parliament
liament that interferes with it. woui' w'ould not he justified in refusing to pass
It be comipetent. in such a case. Lor .egislation merely on the ground that
chis Parliament to come in and. by an there might be a doubt. That is a principle
Act. release that judgment or deal with the veiry prope-ly to be applled In this case.
riglits of the parties to it, simply for the There is another consideration which arises
reaso-i that the matter with respect to which liere. I attended the meetings of that commit-
the judgnent haid been obtained would have tee. The subject matter of this Bill was
been subjeet to the legislative power of this very fully discussed. It was opposed with a
Parliament as a. matter relatin<g to banks. great deal of force and vigour, and the
I do not know that I have made myself subject of existing claims and even judg-
very clear, but this is the only natter I had ments was men-tioned. It was .laimnedi by
any doubt about. and, on this ground. I entlemen who discussed it that suits
still have some doubt as to +he right of Par- had been brought and judgments had been
liament to legislate. It may be. niowever. recovered, and it was unfair to Include then
that it is covered by the case to which the in the general classification and extinguish
hon. gentiemai refers. them by this Bill. But it was not suggested

by aniybody, even by the lawyers. on! %of
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND whom. if I an correctiy informed.

CANALS (Mr. Blair). I think therè is anetor in connection wîth one or more of
answer to the suggestions that the lion. gen- the suits pcnding, that there ouzht to be
tieman as made an it to e fo indception as to costs. That was
here : There miglit be doubts as to whether'(not put forward -untih the Bihlwas brouglit
Parliaiient could properly deal with a single UP ithe Iouse. As the Bil was thoroli-
individual case of a judigment creditor. set-
ing that judigment aside especially. under tended by a large proportion of the

its general legislative authority to deal with f wouId.flot seernto me to be-se for us
matters of insolvency. But that does not to refuse the adoption of the Bill now that
appear to me to be a case arising under it bas core before us in this shape with
the present Bill. This Bill purports to deal
witw iaalh iI c tyreditors of tdis bank-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
Mie. BORDEN (Halifax). Witli a class of amn inclined to think that, whilc there is a

cred itors. t very nice question involvet here, uner ail
the ircumstances of the case and ih view of

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS A'ND fthcopinion ofa bbeMinister of Justice. there
C AXA L S. With ahI the creditors, and it 1no reason why the passage of th third
pr-oposes that their dlaims shahllie extin- reading should be prcventcd on the ques-

g uin the Hos e As euBI was tough

uished upon e distribution of the estate a la e ri m
as it now exists or up&uflic paymelt to (it that a reasoned opinion from the Minis-
these creditors of a certain surn declared ter of Justice, if such had been possible,
by Parliament to be the procccds whicî the wiould have been very nteresting. for this
estate reatlized. It does fot distinguish case of Qurkand the Qucenomiglittbe dis-
in favour of one creditor and against an--ti-guished from the one under consideration
other, but It disposes of ail creditors.s ois, because there was a different procedure. and
I think, discriminates the present case from the point decded was cot altogetier the
the supposititious case wblcb my non. fiend one raised by my bon. frIcnd frorn Halifax
suggested. But there Is another prinele (Mr. Borden). The point there wasxtin-
which las fot been invoked In the discussibn!uEeneral power In connection wth tfthewiet-
andi which would apply here. and it is this ing-up of companies, andi In regard to bank-
-Parlianient docs not always nor does lb ruptcy and insolvency, did fot prevent buis
In the ciajorsty of cases, refuse to exerciseParliament dealing witb speacs ai
Its jurisdaction because a dout exists. There that therefore this Act that had been passed
are numbers of instances in wdiinhitis in 1867, wble was a complete winding-up
deeme prudent for Paraiament to daim-Act for a particuhar bank, couhd fot lesu
and to exercise the rlght to legisiate anTi cessfuly assalhcd. Hon. gentlemen wil se
leave it to be determined later whetcer that that whie going soe distance and ocovering
legisation was wthin Its legishative con-some of the points ralscd the other niglt,
petency or not. Ant more espeeiarly is that it does not altogether meet th case here.
the rie apphletiwhcre It is in doulit.if This Is not a Bill to wind up ths bank or
It %vere abundanthyclear that wc had no to deal with ail the powers of this bank
such jurîsdiletion, that then there wouhd ie, or any particuhar bank; but it n ahpecual
no doubt, a consensus of opinion on ail! Aet relatng to a civil contract, anpit
rides tbat legisiation shoult not ie passed. Point of this caseis brought ont by Juige
But where, to put the strongest vIew, there rSftrn t page 471, where he bases the whole
le only a doulit of our power. and where îleason for bis Judgment on the point I men-
it Is as elear In the opinion of many thatinged-tbat the general power gave pra-
we have that power as it isln the opinion tlealpy tbe npecal power. But they were

and whcBoldE (appheradifaxhsigupo)opnes n nrgadt ak
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dealing with a complete winding-up Act in
regard to a particular bank.,

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third
time and passed.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 51) to incorporate the Canadian
Inland Transportation Company.-(Mr. Ber-;
tram.)

Bill (No. 54) respecting the Eastern Trust
Company.-(Mr. Borden, Halifax.)

Bill (No. 93) respecting the Lindsay, Hall-
burton and Mattawa Railway Company.-
(Mr. Hughes.)

Bill (No. 83) respecting the Northern Paci-
fie and Manitoba Railway Company.-(Mr.'
Rutherford.)

Bill (No. 96) respecting the Buffalo and
Fort Erie Bri-ge Company.-(Mr. McCleary.)

Bill (No. 78) respecting the Hamilton Pow-
der Company.-(Mr. Penny, by Mr. Wood.)

RELIEF OF DAVID STOCK.

Mr. McCARTHY (by Mr. Stubbs) moved
that the House resolve itself Into Commlttee
of the Whole on Bill (No. 88) for the relief
of David Stock.

Motion agreed to.

(In the Commlttee.)

Mr. CHARLTON. This is a Bil, I pre-
sume, whlch provides for the sundering of
the marriage tie between two parties. The'
House is called upon ln this matter to act In
a judicial capacity. I -wonder how many
mnembers know anything about the merits of
this case, or how many members are in the
habit of troubling themselves about the
merits of any of these divorce cases that are
referred to us. There are, of course, a por-
tion of the members of this House who act'
la all these cases wlth perfect consistency,
and In accordance with a fixed principle,
who refuse to grant divorces and vote
against thei because of a religlous bellef
that it is fot the proper thlng to do. There
are other members of the House who believe
that divorce may be granted for proper
cause. I suppose our laws define what is a
proper cause for the sundering of the marri-
age ties. But It strikes me, Mr. Charman, that
there is an incongruity ln the treatment of
these cases ln calling upon this House to de-
elde upon matters Of se grave a consequence,
ln the perfunetory manner lu which we dis-
charge our duty. 1, for one, know nothing
about the merits of this case. I belleve
that divorce Is proper fSo eueause and for
one eause only. I believe that the exlstene
Ot that cause abould 4>e clearIy proventhat
It shOUld be proven te the satsfacron of the
judges. As a member et this House I am
placed In the position of a Judge Inu this
matter, and I know nothing about it; I am
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in no position to act upon this case Intelli-
gently.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mfr. Blair). Have you read the
evidence ?

Mr. CHARLTON. I have not read the evi-
dence. It may be sald that 1 should have
done so, but I venture to think there Is not
one member in this House Who has done so,
or who reads the evidence in these cases.
Now, Sir, the grantIng of a divorce Is a
judiclal. act. If It is proper at all, if relief
of that kind should be granted under any
circumstances, the aggrieved parties should
have an opportunity to secure that relief at
a reasonable expense, and in a way that in-
volves less trouble than Is involved In the
course that they are obliged to pursue under
the practice that now prevails. If It is pro-
per to grant a divorce, 1 hold that these mat-
ters should be dealt with judicially, that
there should be a divorce court, that before
a divorce court established for takiag cogni-
zance of this kind of cases, these cases
should be tried, that It should be proven to
the satisfaction of the court that cIrcum-
stances exist which under the law are held
sufficient to warrant the granting of a di-
vorce, and that such divorce should be
granted by a properly constituted divorce
court, after examination of the case, after
hearing the evidence, and after arriving at
a decision ln a proper judicial manner.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This is a very clear case.

Mr. CHARLTON. This may be a clear
case, there may be many clear cases. But
I do not believe that the way of granting
divorces by this Parliament Is consonant
with the proper principles of administering
justice, because If divorce Is to be granted,
It must be granted for cause, and that cause
must be deined by law. The granting of a
divorce for a cause deflned by law is essen-
tially a judiclal act, and should be performed
by a duly constituted court. So I ralse my
voice and protest now, as I have on other
occasions, against the method of granting
divorces whIch applies ln Canada. I do net
propose to oppose the granting of this peti-
tion, for I do not know anythIng about the
circumstances. but I assume that they bave
been examined in the other House, and that
the testlmony ls considered sufBelent. But I
protest. nevertheless, that ln every case
wbere I am called upon to act in a matter of
this kind, I am acting Lu the dark, I am oct-
Ing againet my conscientions seruples, I am
acting under the bellef that I am obliged to
act in a way which I ought not to be called
upon to act, and that I am performing this
Judicial act In the capacity of a judge with-
out bavlng been duiy aelzed of the clrcum-
stances. and without havIng been placed in
a position to understand them tboroughly.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEIE (Slr Louis Davies). I may say
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to the bon. gentleman that the question to
which he invites the consideration of the
House Is a most important one, but [ doubt
very much whether this Is the exact time and
place to discuss it. I would think, perhaps,
the hon. gentleman might take another op-
portunity of Inviting the attention of the
House to the whole subject, and, perhaps,
they mlght come to a conclusion adverse to
the existing system. But I may say that in
this case the Bl! came before the Miscel-
laneous Privaite Bllis Commlttee, who read
the evidence eaefully, and there Is not a
shadow of doubt that the relief sbould be
granted.

Sir O1HfARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
case was ln the courts.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The case was ln the courts.
The woman çonsorted with another man
and committed bigamy and marrled him,
and was prosecuted before the stipendlary
magistrate of Toronto. The man with whom
she went through the form of marriage was
also prosec-uted ; they were both convicted
and sentenced to imprisonment. They are'
living together now as man and wife. The
facts are clear, and ame beyond the pemdven-
ture of a doubt.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They received a very mUld pun-1
içàhmen- thouh-

Episcopal Corporation of Pembroke."-(Mr.
Poupore.)

BIll (No. 60) to authorize the amalgamation
of the Erie and Huron Railway Company
and the Lake Erie and Detroit River Rail-
way Company.--(Mr. MeGregor.)

SEOOND READINGS.

BIll (No. 117) to incorporate the Ottawa
Suburban Railway Company.-(4Mr. Morri-
son.)

Bill (No. 118) respecting the Great North-
ern Railway Company, and to change its
name to the Great Nortbern Railway Com-
pany of eanada.-(Mr. Savard.)

Bill (No. 119) respecting the Red Deer
Valley Railway and Coal Company.-(Mr.
Frost.)

Bill (No. 120) to incorporate the Rutland
and Noyan Railway Company.-(Mr. Bro-
deur.)

Bill (No. 121) respecting the Ontario and
Rainy River Railway Company.-(Mr. Dy-
ment.)

REPRESENTATION OF THE HOUSE OF
OOMMONS.

The House resumed discussion on motion
for leave to Introduce Bl (No. 126).

5 .Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPFM. I
Mr. CHARLTON. I would like to ask a quite agree wIth the right hon, gentleman

question of the ýMinister of Marine and FIsh- who referred to the judges, and expressed
eries. I believe it Is true that we have the the hope that attacks on the character of
anomaly of the existence of a divorce court the judlclary would not be rashly made inln some of the provinces, yet we deal here this House. But ln administering, appa-in the House of Gommons and the Senate rently, a rebuke to one particular memberwith divorce cases from other provinces. of Parliament, the right hon. gentlemanWould it not be weH to have a uniform seemed to have overlooked the attack which,practice li that regard ? last session, I and some others had occa-

Mr. HENDERSON. In case it mighit go sion to resent, which was not only made by
abroad from the statement made by the hon. one of the hon. gentlemen behind him, but
imember for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) embodied ln the action of the Government
that hon. members are so negleetful of their Itself, whereby they practically withdrew
duties as not to read evidence ln a matter of their confidence from certain judges in the
this kind, I think that a contradiction should province of Quebec,- and asked for legisla-
be given to this statement. For my part I tion to prevent these judges from taking
may say that I read the evidence from be- too much out of the treasury by way of
ginning to end, and I doubt very travelling expenses and so on. There was
much if there are many members a very Interesting discussion on that occa-
in this iouse who did not read it. Sion with regard to the judges. I tibnk
It Is generally one of those pieces of litera- the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
ture that men indulge in, whether from a MeMllen) VI! recofeet my successfullyright motive or not I do not know. It is having hlm called to order by the Chair.
to enable us to give a proper judgment in WIle the rIght hon. Frst Minlster wascases of this kind. I have no hesitation quIck to rebuke a gentleman who, he sup-
whatever In saying that this is eone of the posed, on this side had attacked a judge
caseswhere the BIUll hould pans.In this debate, I cali attention to bis omis-

sion, on that occasion, which is the moreBUM reported, read a. thIrd time and' pased. remlarkable becuse of hls action to-day.
THIRD REA&DINGS.That suggests one of the dangers that

appears In the Bill before the House,. Therlght hon. gentleman may 'kno* o!f oe
Bwt (No. 108) respecting the Roman Catho- legishtion by wleh the Judges re broght

lie Episeopal Corporation of Pontiae, and to so directly into the poltcl aren as this
change Its name to "The Roman Oatholie proposal wil brins then. No dott haw-ofr LOUIS DAVI.
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ever, he had in his mind the use which
Is made of judges ln England ln conneetion
with some legislation et this character. How-
ever, a very slight examination will show
that this Is not In any way a like proposal
as that adopted by the Britisth Parliament
ln utilizing the services of judges with re-
gard to the ixlng of the seats or the bound-
aries for seats for the House of Commons
of England. The right hon. gentleman
will see that when a purely party measure
requires the co-operation of the judges and
ln which party feeling is naturally aroused,
it will be Impossible to prevent, as much
as has hitherto been possible, attacks upon
the judges and suspicions and reflectious
being cast upon them. This Is not a case
ln which, so far as I have been able to
gather from explanations of the right hon.
gentleman, the duties of the judges wIll be
judicial. Their duties will be ininisterial
rather, under the Instruetions contained ln
this BIll, and If politiclans or candidates ln
different ridings consider that the judges
have determined the lines too muei l
favour of a Grit section here or a Conserva-
tive section there, there will natirally be
aroused the very bitterest feeling possible,
and one dangerous li connection wlth the
position whlch the judiciaiy occupy. I have
ne doubt that If the Government were look-
ing at all for a precedent where the judges
were connected with legislation of this kind,
they had ln mind some such legistation as
obtained lu England; but the differeue ln
that case Is this. that the judges did not
come into this class of legislation at all, nor
were they connected with anything so In-
timately involved with political considera-
tions until the question of the dIstribation
of seats In England became an entirely and
absolutely non-political one, by concert be-
tween the leaders of the two great parties
and the change ln feeling with Iegard to
this work due to years of experlence and
education In that country. It was not,
therefore, until all the political aspects bad
been removed out of legislation oft ihis klnd
that the services of the judges 'vere ln-
voked.

I think it was ln 1884, when Mr. Glad-
stone and Lord Salisbury removed from
the political arena the question of the ar-
rangement of the different counties and
boroughs for representation in Parliaient,
and true -to Liberal traditions linhat cojun-
try and ln fact to the traditions of both
parties In 1884-as I supposed was the feel-
lug ln this country untIl the hon. gentleinan
made his introductory speech to-day-the
prineiple of representation by population, a
Bill was !ntroduced in 1884. Then the
schxeme was submitted to Lord Sallsbury,
and after consultation and co-operation by
means Of emmittees, at any rate, by these
two gentlemen comIng together with their
help, the original scheme was considerably
iaenged and revised. I notice, for instance,

elx agricultural borougls of .te Iberal

scheme, as proposed, became, under the
Gladstone-Salisbury seheme, nineteen
boroughs, and various other divIsio'is took
place. Macclesfield and Standish, two, be-
came eight, according to the statement ln
the annual record. Quite a chauge, at any
rate, took place ln the Liberal scheme, when
It was put on a broader basis, as a matter
that should be removed wholly from politi-
cal considerations, so that Mr. Gladstone,
on that occasion, was able to speak te the
House with an entire absence of political
motives and without harking back to some
supposed principle that had been aband9ned
by his opponents years before ; and in ex-
plaining his Bill was able to refer to this
principle of representation by poptlation-
the principal question for which the iUberal
party, to which the right bon. gentleman
Is supposed to belong, fought so strenuous-
ly for in this country, brInging at one tme
the country almost to the verge of open
riot. Mr. Gladstone was able to say :

The present reputation of the country gives to
the counties one member through the United
Kingdom for 78,000 persons, and to the borougbs
one member for 41,200 persons. That ratio of bor-
ough representation is rendered even more un-
equal when we come to divide the towns Into
large towns and smail towns. As a rule, the
rato e one member for 54,200 persons over the
whole country.

I refer to that passage in the debate simply
to call the attention of the House to the
evident fairness of that proposal ,nd the
principle upon which It was possible for
the two parties to come together and settle
this matter on a different basis tthan etither
party, when dealing with it alone, had ever
before in the history of England been able
to settle It. So in that speech, Mr. Glad-
stone says :

We have expressed our profound satisfaction
lu what was first a surmise, but what has grad-
ually become a belief, that there Is ne broad
or vital difference of opinion on tis subject be-
tween the severai sections of the House. The
discussion, when it comes-and probably ln the
necessities of the case It may be an extended dis-
cussion-will, we believe, be a discussion rather
of a practical than of a polemical character. We
have striven to keep ln view all those consid-
erations which equity, which practical needs,
which the regard for usage and the general
spirit of English legislation commended to our
iotice.
Now, these are the principles of a gentleman
to whose school the right hon. leader of the
Government at one time used to pretend to
belong, and they are principles remarkable
for their absence from the Bill now before
the House ; becausa the right hon. gentle-
man proposes to break down the traditions
of this country ln regard to the proper time
for the question of redistribution to engage
the attention of this Parliament. Accord-
Ing to the constitution-whether It be to the
strict letter of the Brilsih Northi America
Act or not la a very Interesting questioni-
but viewing our constitution in the way
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the British constitution is considered as
being based on practice and consideration
handed down, it is clear that for the first
time in the history of confederation an at-
tempt Is made to depart from the rule of
having a redistribution only after a decen-
nial census, And, consequently, the right
bon. gentleman will see that, not only Is an
Interesting legal question involved, but there
is a departure from the sound principle that
.nderly the practice in England and that

underlay this great reform in Mr. Glad-
stone's time. Not only that, but where are
we to end, if this sort of thing is begun ?
If this becomes thle practice. what pressure
will there be upon wbomever he may be
who succeeds the hon, gentleman as Prime
Minister If he should be defeated. How can
that pressure be reslsted, with the passion
of the confllet still strong for a powerful
and dominant party, instead of considering
the interest of the country and the great
question of practical legislation for the bene-
fit of the people, to begin considering ways
and means by which they eau all the more
easily defeat their opponents. We had the
Minister of Trade and Commerce referring
to old sores and old practices and endeavour-
ing to justify his Bill by pretending that It
was on the lines that Sir John Macdonald
adopted, not in 1872, but In 1882, and pre-
tending that this la a fair and above-boarl
attempt to enforce the county line system.
The explanations the right hon. gentleman
read show us, without our having to look
at the BIB, that where these county lines
suit the exigencies of the Liberal party,
They will prevail, and where they do not
suit them they will not prevail. There were
notable instances mentioned by the right
hon. gentleman, and, no doubt, the expla-
nations will be forthcoming. To get rid of
an awkward histerical fact the Minister of
Trade and Commerce suggested the absurd
Idea that Sir John Maedonald was wedded
to the old county Une idea, not to the repre-
sentation by population Idea, which was the
principle of the last general Redistribution
Bill in bis hands-that he had been dra-
gooned away fron hls first love. In short
the attempt was made to bring to the sup-
port of this Bill the welght oft ir John Mac-
donald's name. lu this. attempt the hon.
gentleman resorted to au argument or state-
ment which Is albsurd on the face of It. The
Minister ot Trade and Commerce spoke of
haviug been hived, or of the hive of South
Oxford. Sir John Macdonald had been sin-
guLarly kind to hlm in thls respeet and had
heaped cos of fire upon his head for ail
hi m ity, fer it was that feature of the
BIR which alone enabled the Minister of
Trade and Cojmmeree to put lu au appear-
anee lu tis Parhament-for it was only
frm a ocld hive that this hon. gentie-

wa able to 'be h this House feor the
last years that he h sat here. And, then,
not contented with that, cthe right hon. gen-
tleman, as we know, has hived hIm n, the

Sir HARES HBBET TUPER(Plctou).

Cabinet, placed him in an easy office, but
deprived him of all opportunity to do mucil
one way oz the other. The explanation of
the riglit hon. gentleman, followed by the
statements of the hon. gentlemen fron the
province of Ontario, have convinced me that
iot only is there an entire absence of that
sort of fairness and that sort of reform
which has prevailed laiEngland and which
the Liberal party when in opposition to the
Conservatives used to profess to admire, but
there is shown in the Bill a fell determin-
ation to take advantage, so far as advantage
could possibly be taken of the Conservative
party, notably in the province of Ontario,
and for reasons that have been already
gone into to-day and that I need not go
(ver. And. while the hon. gentleman was
introducing his Bill, this Bill fraught wlth
such danger, with such unfairness to his
cpponents, I was thinking of his reputation
for sunny smiles. I could not avoid the re-
fiection that a man may smile and smile
and be--in the right hon. gentleman's posi-
tion, the leadership of the Liberal party. I
join In the expressions that have been given
voice to to-day by hon. gentlemen from the
province of Ontarie on the Conservative side
of the House, who, knowing exactly the situ-
ation, have been able to follow the explana-
tion and to be warned of the purpose of this
BIll-the raal purpose. There must be some
malign consideration of that kind in a Bill
brought in at this time. There was no oe-
casion for it, no earthly occasion for a mea-
sure of this kind. If the right hon. gentle-
man thinks for a moment that he really
possesses the confidence of the country ae-
cording to the presènt arrangement of the
constituencles as they were ln June, 189,
there would be no necessity to make this
ruthless attempt to break down a healthy
and sound practice. Let us say, for the sake
of argument, that there bave been attempts
by the dominant party to gain advantage
over their opponents ln Ontario, whether In
the local House or here, still It could never
be sa:d, no matter what the majority was,
small or great, that from 1867 down to the
present time an attempt was made to take
advantage of opportunities outside ot the
time contemplated by the BritIsh North
Amerlea Act ltself and acording to the
practice that obtains in the old country and
that obtained In Canada Itsef. I certalnly
will join those on this side who Intimated
their intention of watching very narrowly
every feature of this measure.

Mr. SPROULE. M4ght I ask the First
Minister a question ? I understood him to
say that certain counties where county lines
were disturbed by portions being taken out
of them., would be dealt with by the judges.
But there are certain other counties that he
named ln which the county lnes were not
dlsturbed. Are the judges te deal with
the redistribution of seats lu those cooxn-
ties as wefll?
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The PRIM[E MINISTER. No. The judges
will be called upon to deal only with such
counties where the county Unes are re-
stored.

Mr. SPROULE. I understood the hon.
gentleman to mention the county of Bruce
where there is no disturbance of county
Ines.

The PRIME MINISTERt. The county of
Bruce ls among those that are to be di-
vided by the judges.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the ûrst
time.

AMENDMENTS TO THE BANKING ACT.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) moved for leave to Introduce a
Bill (No. 127) to amend the Banking Act.
He said : Among the many matters ln which
Canada has made great progress from
year to year may be mentioned the banking
business. The banking institutions of Can-
ada have not only distributed themselves
over our wide territory, but have also e x-
tended their operations abroad. Several of
our great banking Institutions have estab-
lished branches In the United States, and
one of our enterprising banks ln the lower
provinces, the Bank of Nova Scotia, has
established Its business in the Island of
Jamalca. Application was made by the
Bank of Nova Scotia In a speclal Bill this
session for power to Issue notes ln the Island
of Jamaiea, expressed In pounds, that being
the eurrency of the Island. They deslred
to Issue a one pound sterling note. This
they could not do under our Bank Act, which
of course requires the notes éto beI ssued
ln the currency of Canada. It was thought
better to have a general Bill which would
enable other banks to extend their opera-
tions to other British possessions If they
desired to do so, rather than pass a special
Bill for the convenlenee of this particular
bank. I therefore requested that my hon.
friend the member for Halifax. who has
charge of the Bill respecting the Bank of
Nova Scotla, to let It stand, and I promised
that the Government will present a Bill
dealing with the matter. We propose by
this Bill, therefore, to facilitate the exten-
sion of our banking institutions to any Bri-
tish possession they desire. Under the Act
they wll have the power to issue notes
expressed In the curreney of the colony In
which they extend their business. These
notes wIll be redeemable in that eolony,
and will be so expressed upon their face.
If at any time the bank should cease to do
business within that colony, then Its notes
become redeemable at any agency of the
bank within the I)onilnion ot Canada. I
think tih•t that. proviso wll! be found en-
tirely' atisfactory to the banks. and wll.
be useful in encouraglng the extension of
our baniks to other colonies, and particularly

In the inatter of the Wet India trade. As
we ail wishl to encourage that, I think we
are ail agreed thut we can have no better
agency for the extension of the Canadian
trade than to have ovit Canadian banks
establish braiches In tiose lslands.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose that while the
bank is In a solvent state and is doing busi-
ness, these notes issued anywbere outslde
the colonies are not redeemable ln Canada
durIng that time ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, they
are only redeemable in the event of the
bank eeasing to do business ln that colony.
They are stamped on their face to be re-
deemed only in the colony where issued,
but If at any time the bank got into diffi-
culties and suspended, the bank's funds are
responsible wherever they are found in Can-
ada, and the circulation forms part of the
circulation under the general Bank Act,
with al the securities which the Bank Act
provides.

Mr. FOSTER. If a citizen of .Tamalca
happened to be here and had those notes
ln his possession, and wanted them to be
honoured by a bank, I suppose, of course,
the bank would do that?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I have
no doubt they would be honoured ln such an
exceptional case, but it Is deemed expedient
to make them legally redeemable only ln the
colony where lssued.

Mr. HEUNDERSON. I would like to ask
the Minister what effect this will have on
the circulation upon the bank's bills in Can-
ada. Is this to be considered part of the
(bauk's circulation, thereby redweing the
amount of the circulation of the ;)alk ln the
Dominion of Canada ?

The MINISTER OF INANCE. Yes, It
is distinetly declared that this shall not give
them any power to enlarge their circula-
tion. subJect to ail the provisions of the
Bank Act.

Mr. IIENDERSON. It seems to me It
is a litth dangerous, it might eurtail the
circulation too much.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Then
they must come and get power to Increase
it

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

INQUIRY FOR RETURNS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, I
regret that there is no other course left
for me than to call attentIon to the Import-
ance of the returns that I have been en-
deavouring to obtain from the Government.
I have sent notes, I have made out .slips
on separate pieces of paper, I have spoken
from my seat in the House on several ce-
casions.
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The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
ier). I will suggest to my hon. friend

that he mention this matter when we imove
the House into Committee of Supply, as
we shall do in a few minutes.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
shall have something else to say on going
into Committee oft Suppiy. I 1sippose one
mnay be pardoned for taking advantage of
an opportunity.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Will the hon.
member conclude with a motion?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No,
on the Orders of the Day I am only calling
attention to the returns. But I will con-
clude witb, a motion if necessary. No one
regrets more than I do that I am compelled
to oeenpy so much time in regard to mat-
ters concerning which the only course usual-
ly open is to make a motion for the papers,
and then to have the pleasure of seeing them
brought down. There are some papers
that I should not be compelled to wait for
at all. Under the rules of this House, when
a Minister of the Crown refers to docu-
ments, he is bound to lay them on the Table
of the House. If he is proceediug with
close regard to the rules of the House, he
will not refer to these documents unless
he is going to lay them on the Table of the
House at conclusion of the speech. Some
days ago I called the attention of the Min-
ister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) to many
phases of his speech where he referred to
public documents. I gave him the pages,
and I told hlm I would explain them In par-
ticlar, If he desired, as I went along. I
have not seen these papers yet, they have
not been laid on the Table of the House.
I refer to pages in the present "Hanisard,"
852, 856. 857, 858, 861, 872, 873, 874, 875,
876, 877, 880, 885, 888, 889, 896, 904.
I refer to the speech of the hon. Minister of
Marine aud Fisheries, page 1642, and to that
of the hon. Minister of Finance, pages 1696
and 1879.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIE. These are not publié docu-
ments.

SIr CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman did not make that
statement when I questioned him. If the
hon. gentleman does not intend to comply
with my request I wil bring the matter up
in another form. I understood from the
hon. Minister of the Interlor that he was
willing to comply with my request and
bring down the papers that I expected and
that I required. I know of no other course.
preliminary to the courses open to me, ex-
eept to eaU attention across the ficor of this
House, but I give the Government warnlng
that unless there ls some celerity shown In
producing these documents I shall avai
myself of the opportunIty that I shall bave
to see that the supplies which are wanted
by the Government are not voted too qulck-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pleton).

ly, and I shall deem it my duty to speak a
good deal more on various subjects than I
otherwise would.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID
CANALS. That would rather be an induce.
ment, perhaps, to defer bringing them down
if you are going to regale us in that manner.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I accept the compliment, and I know it is
sincere from the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals, and, If he prefers that I should
take that course, I am ready to oblige him.

Mr. MeGREGOR. We will stay winh you.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

I know the hon. member from Essex (Mr.
MeGregor) always listens to the speeches
that I make, althcagh he is continually say-
iug that I an wasting the time of the
House.

Mr. SPEAKER. I would like to remlind
the hon. gentleman that there should be
no discussion at this stage.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Mr. Speaker, if you would keep hon. gentle-
men quiet there would be no discussion.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am trying to do my
duty, but I would remind the hon. gentle-
man that the only permission that can be
granted him is to ask a question.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I am calling attention to the fact of these
returns not being brought down. I have
to cail attention to this; it is my duty and
it is my right to do so. There was an Order
(if the House on the 19th of April for h list
of employees in the Yukon, which has not
been complied with. No comment on that is
necessary. '

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). What does that order com-
prise ? If the hon. gentleman will look at
the order he will find that the order com-
prises a request for the particulars which
he has mnentioned as well as particulars
relating to the expenses whIeh have beeui
paid to all employees In the Yukon district.
The hon. gentleman speaks of that as if
't were a simple matter. I can assure him
that it Involves a full two weeks work by
the accountant of the department. Every
day, since the hon. gentleman began talk-
ing about Yukon matters, without exception,
I have called the attention of the officers of
the departnent who have charge of this
work to the necessity of gettIng these re-
turns eout as quickly as possible, and they
are working ln order to get them out as
rapidly as it is possible to do. It is Impos-
sible for anybody to prepare tbese returns
because it eau oaly be done by the officers
who are acquai.ted with the papers and
who know their contents. Since the opening
of the House I have laid on the Table re-
turns comprlsing 10,000 pages.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I have had some experience ln connection
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with the hon. Minister of the Interior's ex-
pedition which makes me not doubt bis pre-
sent statement. It is speefie, and I accept
it, but I do:ubt whether he has been active
because I asked for very simple Information
aeross the floor of the House, and I believe
the hon. member for York (Mr. Foster) asked
ror it in writing-documents that are print-
ed, Orders in Couneil, and so on. I sent to
the departnent, after having in vain asked
for them from the hon. Minister of the In-
terior, and got them from the deputy ; I
asked the deputy if he would be good en-
ough to oblige me with them, and in ar
bour I got them. This should not be a
necessary course to have to adopt in refer-
ence to publie papers. lu connection with
the removal of Mr. Faweett there is an
order which has not been brought down.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There is no correspondence In the depart-
ment and the returu can be laid on the
Table of the House at any time, but in order
to establish theg fact that no letters had
been written it was necessary to make an
examination of something like 700 or 800
pages.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
1 t may be that these returns of papers iu
connection with these important matters are
bulky, but if we are going to govern the
country by parllamentary government It is
necessary that we should have thiem. An
enormous number of these papers are con-
nected witb the administration of that far-
away country, the Yukon, and they should
have been in course of preparation for Par-
liament. Tuere are a great many subjects
in trie different departments ln regard to.
which the departments are only too willing
to furnish reports lu full. The Minister
should not simply pigeon-hole these papers
whih are not printed. This slmply means
that we are asked to vote supplies in the
dark in the absence of these papers. They
say that they are very voluminous ; vote the
supplies and see the papers next year. I do
not propose to follow that course. If they
are voluminous and 'bulky they are import-
ant, and extra clerks may be got to copy
them. Then the Instructions to Mr. Wade
were asked for. It Is said that these papers
do not necessitate a return coming down. It
is the usual course where there are no papers
to make a return of that tact.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOI
That return was laid on the Table.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
Well, I do not find it in the Votes and Pio
ceedings.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
It Is in the Votes and Proceedings.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
There is another return ordered on March
30, 18.#8. What is the trouble about that ?

The PRIME MINISTER.
subject of that?

What ls the

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
It is an order for papers lu connection witb
the prosecutions lu Manitoba. That order
was passed and the subjeet has been before
one of the committees.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The Wade return is there,
page 294 of the Votes and Proeeedings, 18th
of May: "Return to an Order of the House
of the 19th of April, 1899, for copies of in-
structions given to F. C. Wade, &c."

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I accepted the statement of the hon. Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries as to that.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You said that it was not in
the Votes and Proceedings ; you were wrong
in that.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I accept the statement of the hon. Minister
of the Interior, and I beg his pardon most
willingly, but I am now referring to an
order of the 30th March, 1898. Is there any
excuse for not complying wlth that after
thirteen months have passed, and not a
particle of attention has been pald to it ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOIL
Will the hon. gentleman give me the form
of the order of March 30, 1898. What does
it call for ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
For the papers concerning the prosecutions
in connection with the election frauds in
Manitoba.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Are they In my department ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
No, not In terms. They woulde go to the de.
partment where these papers are ultimately
sent.

There are two Orders on the 19th of April
ln regard to liquor permits in the Yukon,
and a return hai been made in connectirn
with one Order, but the other has, appar-
ently, been overlooked. We have a particu-
larly interesting case, for the papers must
have been prepared and submitted to the
Justice Department and to the Privy Coun-
cil in regard to this Stanley Park or Dead-
man's Island affair, and, although the Order
passed on the lst of May, the papers are fnot
down yet. There ls no. excuse for keeplng
this House in the dark ln regard to a mat-
ter which has already produeed a riot, tié
Riot Aet being read ln connection wlth the
action of the Government. I have spoken
to the Minister of Militia (Mr. Borden) pri-
vately, and I have asked questions acre
the floor of the House, but without aval.
You have the provincial government, a$
well as the lessee of this Go6yernment maki
ing a claim, and you have a profound con
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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viction on the part of many people in Van- was nothing in It of an Important character,
couver, regardless of politics, that there has and that we were merely proposing to In-
been a most valuable piece of property spir- corporate in the general railway law two or
ited away for a song. According to reput- three particular clauses that we were in the
able persons in the city of Vancouver, men habit of addlng to the special Railway Bills,
regardless of party, this property Is worth as they go through the eommittee. I thought
$40,000, and it is handed over to Mr. Lud- it better that In thei future this should be
gate, under a lease of twenty-five years, for dispensed with, and that we should incor-
$500 a year. 1 admit that a large portion porate them In the general Act. Since then,
of the labour element in Vancouver are in however, two Blils have been introduced lu
favour cf it, and, from an economical point amendment to the Railway Act by private
of view, it may be a good thing for the city, iembers, and some questions have arisen In
but there are serious questions remaining respect to important matters, which I am con-
as to why and how this property was hand- sidering, and which may eventWate in my pro-
ed over. First, whether this Government posing some further amendments to the rail-
hadi the title, which is in dispute, and sec- way law. My present purpose !s, as soon as
ondly, whether it Is a proper business trans- this Bil takes it second reading, to ask the
action for then to make. If these papers House to refer It to the Railway Commit-
are kept back longer, it will be impossible!tee. Lt Is a Governmeut Bil, but 1 amnwlll-
to have a full inquiry into the circunstances i1n«It shah go to that committee for the
this session. purpose of cons1derlng these other matters

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau- to which I have referred, and for the pur-
rier). Did the hon. gentleman speak to the Pose Of incorporatlng the clauses of the
Minister of Miltia ? otler Bis that have been introduced byprivate members, o! course, proving that

Sir CHARLES l HIBBERT TUPPER. it shah meet with the approval of the cor-
Yes ; I told him particularly the reasons for mlttee.
haste, and, as I say, outside of party poli- Motion agreed to, and Billread'the second
tics altogether, the leading men in Vancou- tire.
ver are absolutely be'wildered as to why the
Government bas acted In this matter as they The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
have done. There are other questions which! CANALS roved that the said Bil be re-
I will not refer to now, In order to be brief, ferred to the Select Standing Comuittee on
for I take It for granted that the Govern- Railways, Canais aud Telegraph Unes.
ment will show haste in the matter. The Motion agreed to.
Minister of Marine is pressing for his sup-
plies, and I cal lhis attention to an Order THE INSURANCE ACT.
wlth reference to stea.mboat inspection,
which I would ask him to hasten. The MINISTER 0F FINANCE (Mr. Field-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND iug) moved second readiug of Bil (No. 86)
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). This Or- to further ameud the Insurance Act. He
der was only passed two days ago,i and it saId: When Il itroduced this BileI1men-
bas not reached my department yet. tioned some of its provisions, and I intimat-

Slr HARL, SHIBBRT UPPE. 1ed 1 would propose that It be referred to theSir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I omte nBulgadCmeca
merely say. that the hon. gentleman (Sir Cobelleve oudbe moredComeelds
Louis Davies) Is pressing for bis supplies, cusseduthcommeente Hous
and will come before the House again short- Since that time 1 have been favoured wlth
ly, and I remind him that these papers are a vîsit fror a deputation representlng the
of great Importance, and should be In our insurance companles of the Dominion, who
possession before his supplies are voted. have made sore suggestions whlch I think

The PRIME MINISTER. Next Thursday, te a very large extent we May fiud our-
when the House meets again, we will make selves able to accept. But these matters
a supreme effort to satisfy the over-fastidl- can mucl better be deait wlth lu the com-
ousness of my hon. friend (Sir Charles Hib- mlttee.
bert Tupper). Motion agreed te, auJ Bih read the second
.8fr CHAULES HIBBERT ýTUPPER. Lt time.

Isunfair to add that, for I miade my remarkw The MINISTER 0F FINANCE moved
ah ort, andaccepted the hon. gentlemanethat the sald Bii sbe referred to the Select
promise wlthout reservatHon. Standing Comr ttee on, Bakilg and Com-

mnerce.
THE RAILWAY ACT. Motion agreed te.

The MIN ISTER 0F RAILWAYS' AND SPL-IA UVYANALS (Mr. Blair) moved the second read-sid S e
gof BIR (No. 85) further to amend the The IheNISTER rF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

Rallway Act. He sald: When ntrod'ulcig ing) moved thathe Houi e resolve tself into

Lbs ul te thr ay Ielaneiter soalltteet wit thSaprpapobteyom
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Ilreach ? lhen I receliected the active Inter-
attempted to ask some questions the other est taken by deputations, eonsîsting of the
day, and, ac'rording to the rule of the House. leading underwriters of Montreai, the men
I was not able to get the information; but vho were most anxious that the navigation
I shall now do my best to give it. It has!of the St. Lawrence should be in sucl a con-
reference to the question of tidal surveys.dition that the charges to either coast could
In 1896 this Government asked for $15,000 be lowered, and when 1 remerbered the
in the Supply Bill to make the usual pro- pressure f cm men like these and aise from
gress that bad been made previously in con- eminent scientists, whose opinions on ques-
nection with a very important service in tiens of Ibis kind are of the greatest value
this country. The Minister of Marine, who'to navigators, I was bewildered at fotbeiag
had just come to his department, then stated able to obtain an officiai reply, to which I
in the Committee of Supply, that he had an1thlnk I was entitled, as te whether there
open mind o0 this subject, and that he had were or net the names of practical searen
fnot come to a conclusion, one way or the in the department asking fer this survey. 1
other. In 1897 his mind had got down to 1 was told by the Minister of Marine that h(-
this question sufficiently far to give the pro- did not know whether they were practicai
position a general endorsement, when, for seamen or net, and that I could have the
some reason or other-the only reason I papers if 1 moved for tbem. There was no
have been able to learn is, that Captain course left for me then but te do what I
Spain, in some informal way, not by any propse to do now, te speak the sentiments
written report, apparently told the Minister 4Yfsoine of the best Informed men in Canada
that lie had not yet convinced himself of thel(suna subject ef vital Importance to the ma-
importance of this question, and that Cap-rne interests o! this country. With the re-
tain Moore, of the steamship "California," cord in that department of the spiendkt
Allan Line, had his mind made up adversely work done by Commander Gordon, it palned
to the importance of this question. Fro me te hear that because Captain Spain or
the best inquiries I have been able to make, other master mariner in bis department
there is no Cantain Moore of the "Califor- ad. in an off-baud way, told him le had
nia." Captain Brown is captain of th been unable te core te a conclusion thit
"this was a necessary and Important work

there was to be a stop ln the pregress of this
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND work se important, and te which such able,

FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman must be men as Captaiu Gordon had given se much
mistaken. When I came out from Cali- of their time and attention. In the reporti
fornia a year ago, Captain Moore was in cf the Marine Departrnt the hon. gentie-
command. man wîîî find, as far back as 1894, informa-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.tien, the existence o! which he was abso-
The statement was that Allan captains had lutely ignorant of, or lie would fot have dis-
given the hou. gentleman information, and cussed Ibis sulject with me in Supply as he
as Allan captains and Dominion Line cap-iLt
tains and the leading mariners that go up possible for hlm te bave said, in bis light
and down the gulf ad been battering at t'nd aheyfasîbu, tat hew s onthe one
the doors of the Marine Department withs the therecal viewsesentsand
petitions and deputations when I was Min-oram
ister, It struck me with considerable sur- had yet te bear eue practicai searan who
prise that Allan captains bad sneered atvas in faveur e! the survey, and that Allan's
this proposition. captains had-told hirnIt was net wanted.Hie wi11 tind Information in the blue-beoks

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND laid before Pariarent, on the basis'of which
FISHERIES. I did not say sneered. 1 wasabie to get a large grant, but not so

large as -1 would have desired. and I bad ta
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. apolegize te iais liuse and the country for

That was the. practical effect-that It was net being able te obtain-a larger ameunt. 1
not a matter of practical necessity, but expiained te the comrittee at the time-and
merely theoretical. This is a most serlous no eue challenged It even Inen, though the
condition of affairs. I can understand the opposition was very critical-the wisdoui of
Minister of Marine saying in 1896, notwith- Ibis work, approved as ilhad been by the
standing the fact that Parliament was then ver' best examples we eouid lave, the ex-
appropriating considerable sums for the ample of the Englsh Government ln regard
service, that his mind was open on the sub- te their own coasts, and the exanple o! thé
ject, but how could he go on keeping a spé- Indian Goverument with regard te the eeast
clal officer ln the department, and while hliso! India, and the exampie of our neighbours
mind was kept open, starving that officer te the south, ail o! whom have put their
with regard to appropriations for the suc- houses ln order and doue whatthey pomzzibiy
eessful earrying out of the work, and then could lu this dlrection se as te give te navi-
eoming before Parliament and int1mating gators tbe information, whIch, forsooth. tIe
that .he had not mastered or examlned theMlnlster o! Marine thlnks will be found on
subject that he -had not taken the trouble Bayfteld's charts-or some.charte bas ln

te lek m îlepapes tht wee wihln itita the chargesmtteithert coat culd
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istenee ln England or the United States that
will give him the information that this tidal
survey and the survey of the currents will
give to Canada and has given to the United
States. To our shame be it spoken, on the
Pacitie coasts with regard to some of this
work we have to go to the United States
charts where they have not been niggardly
ln expending moneys to survey parts of the

>asts of Canada, and eau give you the di-
rection and force of the currents, which we
should be able to find on our own charts if
we had the national spirit and enterprise
that has brought about this assistance to na-
vigators on the English and American coast

There are men who could not pass the
examination, as the papers will show, but
who are in the service and are good pilots
around our coast, and such men may teil
you that this work is of no use to them.
If you put Into their hands time tables anl
all the necessary data, they could not work
out of them the results that these masters
of these other vessels do. We have, how-
ever, a great many of our own navigators
on the vessels going to the coasts of Eng-
land, and they have thiâ Information as they
approach the English coast, but not as they
approach our coast. In the St. Lawrence,
the force of the currents is such and the
direction is such, that they constitute an
admitted danger. lu speaking of this dan-
ger, i amnot doing, in any sense, our coun-
try an Injury, because all navigators are
absolutely aware now of these lurking dan-
gers and are anxious to get rid of them. I
was speaking by the book in 1896 when I
pressed this subject on the attention of the
Minister of Marine; I was speaking of the
advice of the best Informed practical men
on this subject, when I pressed him ln 1897,
and again in 1898, when, to my surprise, the
recommendations of his own engineer were
not adopted and the vote required was not
even asked from Parliament. Now, there is
hardly a subject more interestIng than this
to a large part of the people of Canada, so
far as concerns the mercantile marine and
the business of the great ports of Montreal,
and Quebec, concerning whieh we are so
deeply interested. The Minister will find,
thait I had not to wait until I gave notice of
motion, and until days rolled by and I could
move for a return, In order to get the In-
formation I sought. I found It la the re-
ports of the department that had been laid
before Parliament, and these disclosed how
very unfair, to put It mildly, the MinIster
was, If he had the slightest Information that
these reports contained, and how very re-
prehensible It was on his part If he had not
the Information. For he cannot get rid of
the responsiblity in any other way than that
îhe attempted. Sftl, It would be the greatest
misfortune If he devoted bis abilities and
talents to seeking a justifleatlon for bis in-
action by beEittling the service-which was.
ln effeet, his defence. That was the reason
for this reference to Captain Spain's unpub-
IIahed report. TIhat was the reason for tis

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).

reference to two Allan captains, who,
dwlndled afterwards to one, and to a captain
who was in the "CaIlfornia," but who is not
in the ' California"" now. Here Is the In-
formation 'that the hon. gentleman had be-
fore him when he took his position, the re-
port of Mr. W. Bell Dawson, C.E., addressed
to W. P. Anderson, C.E., Chief Engineer of
the Department of Marine and Fisherles. Be-
fore I quote it, I may say that there was a
reference by the Minister-and the same ten-
dency is shown by others-suggestlng: Oh,
that is only Mr. Dawson's report-as thoughi
they suggested that, being an enthuslast,
and this being his line of business, any one
would expect hlm to say the very best that
could be said for this service. Fortunately,
this report, though signed by Mr. Dawson,
has the advantage for people who do not ap-
preciate him-that is, people who do not
know him-that he refers to other authori-
ties outside of the Marine Department alto-
gether. He says :

As long ago as the meeting of the British
Association held in Montreal in 1894, the Im-
portance of publishing tide tables for Canadian
waters, and the necessity of establishing sta-
tons for tidal observations was discussed. The
association adopted a resolution drawing the
attention of the Government of the Dominion
to the matter, anal also appointed a committee
to collect information and make representations
to the Government regarding it. The committee
consisted of Dr. A. Johnson, chairman,-
That ls a professor who was connected for
a long time with MeGill University and a
very eminent man.
-- Prof assor J. G. McGregor, Halifax,-

An equally able man and distlngulshed scho-
lar, connected with Dalhousie University.
-J. B. Cherriman, of Toronto, H. T. Bovey,
of Montreal,

The head, I think, of the scientifie depart-
ment of MeGIlIl Universilty.
---- C. Carprael, director of the Meteorological
service.
Now dead, but a most eminent man and
great mathematician.

The Montreal Board of Trade were at the same.
time considering the question independently, and
tiey concurred in addressing a strong memorial
on the subject to the Dominion Government.
Ship-owners and masters were also practically
unanimous as to the pressing need for know-
ledge on the subject of the tides and currents.

So, there yon have the sclentIsts represented
by some of their most eminent men and you
have the commercial Interests also of the
great commerelal metropolis of Montreal.
Now, this gentleman, Mr. Dawson, the Min-
ister will bear me out, whether an entha-
slast or not, Is singularly careful In any
statement of fact he makes, whether li a
report or elsewhere. He traces bis history
down o 1894, wben a deputation represent-
ing the Britlsh Association and the Royal

oeiety of Canda, wIth representatives l
the city of Montreal, walted on mny hon.
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friend from York (Mr. Foster) and the late His attention was called to the memorial of the
Sir John Macdonald. The result of that was committee of the British Association, and he
a promise to deal with that matter la the was asked by the department to state the nature
near future. We had undertaken very heavy n'and extent of such tidal observation as he was
work, as the hon. Minister of Marine an<I h aring.wHare could totbsevectthe tide an
Fisheries w-1 remember. We had the sur-: cbrrents with the means at his disposal; but
vey of Georgian Bay, that is, the hydro- they were confessedly imperfect, and were con-
graphie survey, requiring a special ship and fined to a limited area, and did not necessarily
special officers, including a highly paid offi- establish any comparison with any other por-
cer, Ioaned by the Admiralty of Great Bri- tion of the river.
tain, uthe expenditure being some $40,O00 a To do this work in a comprehensive way, he

ea 1 think Then we had undertaken to considers the most trustworthy method to be the
testablishment of self-registering tide-gauges at

build up one of the finest branches In the various points In the river and gulf of St. Law-
Marine Department, the nucleus of a hydro- rence.
graphie survey, made Up of officers drawn I call attention again to the authority offrom the Kingston Military College, chosen ths officer, ln connection with the state-
regardless of polities, being certified by the ments I have made time and again In thiscommandant as to their aptitude for this H
kind of work. Thus, we finally succeeded n House.
lnducing the Governmnent to provide what With one or more vessels from which to ob-
was, adimittedly, a small vote, but it was a serve day by day the condition of the tidal
beginning-$10,00, afterwards lncreased to streams under varying states of wind and wea-
$15,000. He says further: ther.

WNow, they put the " Lansdowne " in charge
of these officers, but they never followed

Speaking of some preliminary points of tidal this up ; the hon. gentleman says he was
stations that Commander Gordon and Mr. never able to spare a ship. I say, In con-
Carpmael had been able to provide for at nection with the currents, that this Is a
little expense out of the scientlfic and meteor- work which is required. but he has reduced
ological vote. it down to what a small vote of $5,00 will

While admitting that these observations were permit him to do. It is merely a hand-to-
too few in number and too rough in their nature mnouth business, and does not contemplate
to found any conclusion on, Lieut. Gordon con- anything like a reasonably short time for
Eiders that the result certainly strengthens the' the conclusion of thls work.' It Is not such
epinion that the whole question of the determina- work as would enable a ship master to telt
tion ef tidal constants should be taken up n the course and the direction of these cur-Canada, and a number of stations established for
taking tîdal observations, as these would be-rents. Further on:

Now, here Is the main conclusion, as I re- As Lieut. Gordon had spent the summer of 1889
ferred to it fror memory the other night. in navigating the waters of the Gulf of St. Law-
This is the recommendation of a man whose rence, he addressed a report to the Minister

St rdof m wa based upon the further information he there
reputation 1s established In Prince Edward gained, after carefully watching the effeet of
Island, among the seamen, and also In Nova currents on bis ship's course.
Scotia and New Bru^nswick, where lie basîcotia for er Bunswdk where h eas This is the report, as I told the House the,ailed for years and where he was regarded other niht, which gives the work lu regardaxa man who passed ln the royal navy an to the Gulf of St. Lawrence, where Captain,examination on which he got perfect marks Gro ihalteassat ehdo
on the subjet of navigation, a man wbo was Gordon swth alp the assistants he had on a
an enthuslastl ainhs profession. He regard- Governmeut slip, with the best appiances
ed this as "of the greatest practical value the department could give him, took special
to seamen" observations, and, in directlng a course

somewhere In£ the vicinity of the Island of
He further points out the special value whiehjAnticosti, in tirenty-four hours he was 19

this work will have when completed, as it will or 20 miles out of his course, knowing no-enable an intelligent shipmaster not only to see thing of the course and direction of thoseat what time the tide will be high or low, but tunt
also to see at once how the tidal current iscurrents, of whldh there Is no eurvey In
setting his ship, when once the currents are existence. Now, Mr. Dawson says:
chartedt for Commw derrMao! R.Newasiat In this report he expresses the conviction thatAs Staff Commander Maxwell, R.N., was at until we have an exhaustive examination of thethat time carrying on the re-survey in the lower whole system of tidal movements, carried out onSt. Lawrence, his attention was called to the similar plans to those which have been made onmemorIal of the British Association, and hle was the United States coasts, and on the coasta otasked by the department te state the nature and Great Britan, we shal always be subject to an
extent of such tidal observations as he was mak- annual amount e maritime los due te the lack

Sof information Iu regard to tidal current. He
It was the ordinary hydrographie work done also points out that In the 13 years from 1870
around the coast, begun by Bayfield and paid to 1887, the aggregate Ios was a little over
for half by the WanadIan and b&âf by the 50,00,000, or an average of $2,782,0 par an-
British Government, for making soudlings hu n; aud0l the sameerid helos of 1i1 eia
and depths of shoals ln thue navigable waters loss of life and property ls certainly due to the
anid entering themu lin the charts. Iimperfect knowledge o! the currents; and if
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the number of narrow escapes of vessels fromsIgned by the commanders of the pan icular
disaster or wreck were known, it would add a ships.
powerful argument In favour of proceeding with
the work forthwith. le also adds that if we We, the undersigned masters and officers of
could only get a record of the narrow escapes, vessels engaged in the navigation of the Gulf
the delays, and the errors of position discov- Of St. Lawrence and the waters on the Atiantie
ered when a fog clears away, no further argu- coast and of Newfoundland, desire earnestly and
ment would be required. respectfully to petition the Government and Par-

We have evidence there, not merely that a liament of Canada, that they would promptiy
take such steps as they may deem advisable to

number of men have had an opinion as to obtain as thorougl a knowledge as possible of
the value of these surveys, but we have the the currents in these waters, whether due w the
reasons from a practical and able naviga- tides or to any other cause, and to distribute

amongst mariners the Information obtaned. We
believe that the serlous loss orndmse and prperty

But captains ofvesseis as a rule dlslike to ad- due to shipwrecks attributable to unknown cur-
mit that they have been out o! position and rents dureng fogs or hazy weather may thuns be
dangercscaped next voyage, when, if the wea- greatly dioinished. In such weather these cau-
fuer Is tblck, iL may be found that the slp 'S rents are a cause of great anxiety and danger.
as far to the north as she waa on the prmevious
trip to the south. It is the more difficuit under That was, so far as practical seamen were
these circumstances to collect evidence on the concerned. There is a petition sgn d by
subJect them; yet the Minister of Marine and Fish-

That Isataking the statement oa ommand- ries told me across this House, that l e did

er of what bis position was, when ae found not knOw whether these men were seamen
hmself affected by a eurrent. or nat, alithougi the petition purports to be

asgned by no other persons than mnasters and
tHe irimself convnced, however, o! the e officers o! vessels.

subject.eshemb;lyetthe Minister ofsMarinenandsFish

treme desirability, if not the absolute necessity
of proceeding with this work as soon as possible.

Then, reference Is made to the slow pro-
gress of the work, in the absence of that
boat. In 1889 there was nothing but the'
same kind of work that is going on now,
that is, looking after the establisnhment of
tide-gauges.

At the conclusions of the re-surveys In the
lower St. Lawrence with this season, the ex-
penses of which were being shared by the
Canadian Government and the British Admiralty,
the time was regarded as opportune to make
further representations as to the pressing need
for information about our tides and currents.

I ask the particular attention of the House
to this paragraph of Mr. Dawson's report,
bearing on the extraordinary position taken
by the Minister of Marine and Fisherles:

Accordingly, in December, 1889, a petition was
addressed to the Marine and Fisheries by the
committee of the British Association, and the
Royal Society of Canada, and was signed by 393
masters and officers of vessels, to the following
effect

Compare that statement with the lack of
Information the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries had, when he sald, that, se far as he
was concerned, he had yet to learn of the
niame of a practical seaman who thought
this was a necessary aid to navigation, and
the statement agalnst it of the unwritten
opinion of Captain Spain and the opinion of
some captains on the Allan Line. If my
memory serves me right, I think, on this
question, Instead of the Minister taking a
technical position, when I was pressing for
Iiformation, he could bave told from that
petition a great deal more than Is ln thls,
and could have found there the names of
not merely the captains of the Allan Line,
and the Dominion Line, and other lines, but
he would have found them purporting to be

SIr CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (PictoU).

A further memorial was presented to the Min-
ister by the shipplng Interest of Montreal, bear-
Ing the representative signatures of Messrs. H.
& A. Allan, David Torrance & Co., H. E. Murray,
Anderson, Mackenzie & Co., and F. W. Henshaw.

Comprising nearly the whole of the owners
of the great shipping Unes.

This memorial points out the speclal deficiency
ln Canada of such Information to mariners as Is
supplied by the Imperial Government in the
British tide tables, which show not only the
change in the depth of water due to rise and fall
of the tide, but also supply very full information
about the currents in the waters surrounding the
British Islands, whether due to the action of
the tides, or influenced by atmospherie causes.
The annual wreck list is referred to as showing
the urgent need of similar information for Cana-
dian waters, and, as far as ascertained, shlip
masters were unanimous ln their anxious desire
for information on the subject.

Yet, ln 1898, we have the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries telling us, that this is an opin-
ion, only on one side, of scientists and theo-
rists, and that, so far as practical seamen
and navigators go, those he has had an op-
portunity of talking to, are opposed to it,
and that Captain Spain has not made up his
mind about it.

The need of taking immediate action in the
matter is urged, as the necessary observations
will occupy some years, and every year before
their completion will show Its list of preventable
wrecks. This nmemorial was also heartily en-
dorsed by the president of the Quebec Board of
Trade.

This memorlal was also heartily endorsed
by the president of the Quebee Board of
Trade, and it was referred to a gentleman
who ls a good authority on navigation and
an authority on our Atlantie coast ap-
proaches to Halifax and St. John, a gentle-
man who is ln the service of the Minister of
Marine and Fisherles, that is, Captain
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Smith. I made the statement, that Captain1 so largely Into the caldulation." His ltst ineludes
Smitli had strong opinions upon this ques- the Admiralty "Tide Tables" and Galbraith and
tion, and that he had been commodore of the lHoughton's "Manual of the Tides and Tidal Cur-
Allan Line. It was heartily endorsed by theîrents" for the waters surrounding the British
president of the Quebec Board of Trade, by Islands.
the Board of Trade of Montreal, by the Witl this review of the work and the pro-
Board of Trade of Quebec, by the owners gress made. the report concludes. Last year
of ships, by 393 of the masters and officers I1read to dis buse the urgent recommen-
whose vessels are going up and down the dation of the chef engineer of the Depart-
river, and by Captain W. H. Smith, R.N.R. ment of Marine and Fisheries, whhs con-
chairman of the Board of Examiners of taîned ln Appendix No. 3.
Masters and Mates, who bas had thirty
years' experience in the Atlantic service. al to the ci i eDepartment o Marine and Fisheries.

And in reply he concurs in recommending that
self-registering tide-gauges be placed at all the
prominent ports and observations taken by com-
petent persons.
The hon. Minister of Marine and Fisherles
does not concur with Captain Smith or with
what Mr. Bell Dawson says there.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. I concurred with him.

AND

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
These gentlemen would give you the infor-
mation required.

About the same time a further communication
was received from Dr. Johnson-
And, mark you, Mr. Speaker, the informa-
tion is ln the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, and easily available at any mo-
ment. The present Minister, who said, that
he had an open mind on this question in
1896, and his mind has apparently become
more open since.

About the same time a further communication
was recelved from Dr. Johnson on behalf of the
committee of the British Association, which re-
views the representatlons already made by them.
Amongst other reasons adduced, the rule of the
Imperial Board of Trade is referred to. This
requires all masters of ships to obtain a certifi-
cate of competency, and for this purpose to pass
an examination, which examination, in the case
of masters desiring a certificate for the coasting
trade, includes a knowledge of the tides and tidal
currents. The information enabling them to pass
this examination is found in the tide tables pub-
Ilshed by the Admiralty. This is cited to show
the need of obtainIng data for Canadian waters
on which similar information could be based.
The recent re-survey of part of the lower St.
Lawrence under Staff Commander Maxwell, is
also referred to ; and his endeavour, as far as
time permitted hlm, to Investigate the tides and
currents In the part of the river In which he was
at work ; although he acknowledges his means
to be limited and Insufficient te establish com-
parisons with other points. The opinion of
Captain Lackey, R.N.R., is also quoted from his
work on "Practical Navigation."
That is a famous work, and that Informa-
tion was avaltable to the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisherles.

This rwork las received the approbation of the
naval authorities of Great Britain and of the
United States, and li supplied to the fleets of
both these countries. In it he gives a lt of
aixteen books which he says "may be conSidered
absolutely essential to safe navigation lu the
present day, when the question of speed enters

It is as follows
In consequence of the material reduction of the

vote for the tidal and current survey, it was
necessary to abandon for the season all work In
connection with observations of current.
This is the result of the hon. Minister not
knowing anything about this subject. That
Is not an unfair observation to make, and
yet It is a serious one, Mr., Speaker. The
hon. Minister of Marine and Fisherles told
us frankly, the other night, the position
which he was lu, that his mind was open.
He told us his mind was open lu 189$, and
he has not made up his mind about it yet,
and it is this suggestion that is so alarming
to the people in Montreal and ln Quebec
who are interested ln the St. Lawrence hav-
Ing the very best possible name, and who
believe that all reasonable expenditure
should - be made by the Government In re-
gard to these waters and the waters on the
Atlantie coast. These people are alarmed,
when they find that the hon. gentleman has
not taken the trouble to read the Informa-
tion that isl in his department, the informa-
tion to which I have called his attention
time and time again, reports from bis offi-
cers, all these memorials from the boards of
trade of Quebec, of Montreal, and from
these captains. So, we find the chief en-
gineer, although not wanting a very large
amount for the survey, made a report, in
which he said, that it was necessary to
abandon for the season all work ln connee-
tion with dbservations of eurrent-

The sum allotted for the service barely suffices
for the maintenance of the seven tide-gauges pre-
viously establilshed,-
The whole thing was whittled down to that.
This country, with Its great coast, its boast-
ed waters and mercantile marine, and ail
the efforts we are putting forward to adver-
tise our ports and to make them available
for the navigators' trade ln this manner, the
Minister of Marine and Fisherles bas con-
fessed, that he des not know anything
about the subject. Then, this offcer pro-
ceeds :
-- and to utilize the records obtained from them,
which are yearly Increaslng in value, some help
will have to be given the engineer in charge,
and somae additional outlay incurred to pay for
computation. R l also important that tdal d.
ferences for the regions commanded by thes
gauges should be determined while tbey are al Uin
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good working order. This would require the observations at the temporary stations during
placing of temporary gauges during the summer the summer se.ason of 1896, with travelling ex-
season. A beginning was made at this ln 1896. penses and incidentals, and also the cost of re-
Mr. Dawson spent the summer ln visiting and ducing the results of the observations and calcu-
inspecting the several tide-gauge stations. Hie lating tide tables from them, so far as this has
report of progress for the season is hereto an- yet been done.
nexed. I believe that used to be done ln England. I

I am particularly anxious to have an investi- do no t know whet e done
gation of the currents between Cape Bretondo
Island and Cape Race undertaken as soon as the yet.
necessary funds and a steamer can be allotted The MINISTERi Te MNISER OF MARINE AND
for the work.
That is the work that was begun when I
was lu the department, In 1893 or 1894. We
supplied them with the "Lansdowne," not
as good a ship as is really required for the
work, but we gave Mr. Dawson the "Lans-
downe " and carte blanche, within the ap-
propriation, to employ his assistants, be-
cause there are reasons for having those
who are specially fltted for the work, and
here we are with the work practically stop-

-- A - _Qfýa r"l%£%TnaOnQ Jt

FISHERIES. It is done in England yet.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER-
Fiscal year-.

1891-1892 .....................
1892-1893 .....................
1893-1894 .....................
1894-1895 .....................
1895-1896 .....................
1896-1897 .....................

Voted for-
1897-1898 .....................

$ 711 59
5,099 17

10,187 91
11,507 24
9,627 45
7,134 56

2,500 00
Pea in 1WU. .LJJ tioveILL1AIt meaLLL tO 1Add to these years the expense of the ship
comply with the wIsh of the chief engineer, and you will find that there was a reasonable
but the statement was made the other night b.segi nninl, but for the purpose of compari-
by the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish- soZnas the ude on ar-
eries, that Mr. Bell-Dawson's health was the ot seip tis wild e 'ny gf

brokn don. W ar ailsorr fo the other years, this wIll do. The lion. gen-broken down. We are all sorry for tieman 'Sir Louis Davies) came into office,
that, and I regret it the more, be- and this is the way It goes. We had a vote
cause I know what an able man hie 1s. for $15,000 in the fall session of 1896-97 ; he
But that service should not depend upon Mr. spent $7,134, and -n 1897-98, all he took, ae-
Bell Dawson. This service, If it is as lim- cording to 'his chief engineer, was $2,500,
portant as all these people prove It to be, practically giving the whole thIng a black
should have been considered by the Minister eye ; and telling us this very year, that he
so that the faet of one officer breaking down attaches no importance to the subject Out-
would not affect his plans. sîde of its being an interesting scientific one.

I am particularly anxious to have an investiga- That is hIs reason for not askIng for such an
tion of the currents between Cape Breton Island appropriation as would enable hlm to grapple
and Cape Race undertaken, as soon as the neces- with this work in a manner that is abso-
sary funds and a steamer can be allotted for the lutely essential, if we are to have a useful
work. The large number of wrecks that have aid for the safe navigation of our waters.occurred on the south-east shore of Newfound- Here is this confession to which I referred aland and the concurrent testimony that there Is a
strong Indraught ln that direction emphasize thelr
fact that such an investigation would have emi- engineer, as to where we have to go for ln-
nently practical results. formation about our waters:

The Minister In whose department the chief
engineer is, tells us that this is not a prac-
tical question, that he has yet to get the
name of some practical navigator who cares!
about it, and that it is theory and science on
one side and practical seamanship on the
other.

The expenditure on the survey of tides and
currents to date is given below. In these amounts
there is no charge for the steamer nsed lu the
survey during three months In the seasons of
1894, 1895 aud 1896,-
I thought myself, when I made the state-
ment, that we only had a steamer in 1894,
but I find now that it stopped when the
hon. gentleman came Into offlice In 1896, and
It stopped becawse he had an open mind, and
lie now tells us that his mind is in that same
unfortunate condition.

Last spring, application was made to the Cana-
clian Government by the United Scates Coast and
Geodetie Survey office for permission to land a
party at Seymour Narrows, on the east coast
o. Vancouver Island, for the purpose of ob-
taining tide gauge records at this point, In the
general Interests of commerce and navigation,
their Pacific coast tide tables requiring data
which could only be conveniently obtained by
taking observations in the Narrows for an ex-
tended period. I understand that a party has
been located at this place during the past year.
I also learn that the publishers of the British
Columbia Almanac are indebted to the United
States Government for the tide tables of British
Columbia waters which they issue.
According to Mr. Anderson, we have seven
tide gauge stations,ý, and our neighbours to
the south are actually doing this work for
us ln the Peifle waters:

I beg to draw attention to the desirability that
-- but the anchorage appliances and equipment tidal observations In Britlh Columbla waters
fer the survey are included. The amounts also should be made and the records reduced for use
include the orignal construction of the principal by our own service. We have been supplied with
tidal stations aad the recording Instruments for two years' records of the tide-gauges maintained
them, maintenance and supplies for these sta- by the Department of Publie Works at the Fra-
tions, salaries for observer, the expense of the ser River and Victoria, the latter station lately

air CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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transferred to Esquimalt. If these records could
be worked out they would probably give resuits
more accurate than anything yet obtained re-
specting British Columbla tides, which are very
Irregular and very InterestIng.
I think I have established, from the Minis-
ter's own report, and from other documents,
4the absolute necessity of grappling with this,
subject in a proper manner. I have shown
out of his own report, and out of the reports
of his department in years gone by, that the
reasons the hon. gentleman has advanced
this session are not supported by ithe official
records, that the importance of the subjeet
bas not been appreciated by him, and that
he was In entire ignorance of these repre-
sentations on the part of practical men-
owiners of ships and master mariners, 3931
masters and offlcers of ships using Canadian
waters. In all fairness, if these were hlis
only reasons, he is bound to take this subject
up and represent it again to his colleagues
and obtain a sufficient appropriation to pur
the work on a proper basis.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). It Is
very much to be regretted that ln a
matter of this kind, the hon. gentleman
should persist, day after day, ln trying
to make it assume a controversial char-
acter. The hon. gentleman knows very
well that from the time this question was
first introduced to the House, up to the pre-
sent moment, I bave never uttered one word
sayling that my mind was adverse to the
continuance of this proposed system of try-
Ing to estabIlsh the ocean currents around
our coasts.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
complained that you were not ln favour of
it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I stated ln 1897, and I repeat
It again to-day, that there is an astontshing
lukewarmness with regard to this matter on
the part of practical seamen. I consulted a
number of them, .and I have not found any
one enthusiastie about them. I have spoken
to my chief engineer,, Mr. Anderson, about it,
and he admitted a wonderful lukewarmness
on the part of practical seamen. Let us un-
derstand what we are consldering here, be-
cause It is most injurlous that a wrong im-
pression should go abroad on this subject.
My hon. frIend (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
says that Captain Smith, the chairman of
the Master and Mates Board, cordially agreed
as to the benefit which would be derived
from the system of self-regulating gauges.
Does he want this House to understand that
I have mlnlmized the importance of those
gauges? On the contrary, I have establisled
more self-registering gauges than the hon.
gentleman ever did. The work is golng on
from year to year, andIt would be lament-
able If the impression got abroad that in this
matter we were withdrawing our hand. Last
year I sent Mr. Bell Dawson down to make

an exhaustive examination of the Bay of
Fundy. Fle established seven or eight
gauges in that bay this very year.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is
the hon. gentleman serlous ? I would like
to have the positions.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERLES. My hon. friend, who Is such
an omnivarous reader and eau condemn so
severely any Minister who has not read
every file l lis department for the last fif
teen years, would, If he would look up Mr.
Bell Dawsons report, find the places given
there. But he has rushed in without trying
to post himself. If he had read Mr. Bell
Dawson's report for this year, he would not
have displayed such astonishing ignorance.
I speak warmly, because I tbuk his speech,
If published abroad, is calculated to do a
great deal of harm. Not only did we estab-
lish these gauges, but Captain Douglas was
appointed especlally to inspeet the estab-
lished gauges at St. Paul's Island, Belle
Isle, Father Point, etc., when Mr. Bell
Dawson was ln the Bay of Fundy establish-
lng these gauges, at the different points-
West Port, Briar Island, Digby, N.S., Campo-
bello-

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman's chief engineer says that the
vote was barely enough to maintain the
seven already established. So, when the bon.
gentleman says there are seven more this
year, there Is no money to maintain them.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman has pro-
bably read the report of the year before.
I am showing what was doue the past year.
I am as desirous as he Is of doing everything
necessary ln this connection. I realize as
much as he does the vast importance of
placing our aids to navigation on the best
possible footing. Even if my mind were ad-
verse to the value of tiddl current survey-I
would, if I found a large number of scientific
men In favour of It, appreciate my own
ignorance sufficlently to yleld my opinion to
theirs. When we sent Mr. Bell Dawson
down to spend the sumrmer ln making a tidal
survey of the Bay of Fundy, Captain Bloom-
field Douglas was appolnted to go round and
inspect the other tidal surveys-at Father
Point, St. Paul's Island, down in the Straits
of Belle Isle, and other places. He did re-
bulld some of these tidal gauges altogether,
Altogether we have placed, so far as the tide
gauges are concerned-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. A
$25,000 vote.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. 'The other night when the
hon. gentleman asked me the cost, I told hlm
It was nearly $59000.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have just read from your ehief englneer's re-
port.
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The ' MINISTER OF MARINE AN!) of January. I said the other day, as I say
FISHERIES. The lion. gentleman is read- now, that I have an open mind on the sub-
infg from the previous year. ject, and am willing and anxious to be l-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I structed. A Minister of Marine Is not sup-
gave the year 1897-98, your own engineer's posed to have a perfect personal knowledgeofall these matters himself. He must de-report, and I gave you the page you askedend oi ths mat ers an must h
me for. pend on his nautical advlsers, and 1 have

found nothing more than lukewarmness, as
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI) îfar as the surveys of the currents are con-

FISIIERIES. The amount voted last year cerned, on the part of practical men. The
was $4.000. That amount was expended, and only question that remains open is whether
we have to take a supplementary vote for we should have continued the surveys of the
this very year. ocean currents. Now, when I came Into

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. H power, one of the steamers was entirely dis-
abled, and I had no steamer to put on the ser.
vice, and I did not consider myself in a posi-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND tion to come down and ask Parliament for a
FISIERIES. In 1897-98, we spent $3,081, vote of $20,000 to supply a steamer, at a time
and the vote for 1898-99 was $4,000. I have when no one could tell me what was the
to take a supplementary vote in addition, value of the surveys of these ocean currents.
because I have not only to provide the tide I shall be very sorry if the hon. gentleman
gauges on the Atlantic coast, but on the should have the impression that I am elther
Pacifie coast. indifferent or not anxious to be thoroughly

Sir CHIARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I instructed. The very moment he mentioned
read this from the chief engineer's report, Captam Smith, I wrote to Captam Smith,
and I do not think thie statement is contra: asking him to report to me his opinion as to
dicted by any information read in reply. The the value of a survey of ocean currents.
vote for 1897-98 was $2,500. Does the hon.! Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Did
gentleman's information show that to be you write to Commander Spain too ?
wrong ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND The MINISTER 0F MARINE ANDThe MNISTE OF ARINE AND-FISHIEýL,.S. I dld.FISHERIES. No, I have read the hon. gen-F
tleman the expenditure and have not got the Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
vote. The expenditure was $3,081 lu 1897-98, should like to see the reports.
and for 1898-99 the vote taken was $4,000,
and Ihave to take a supplementary vote be- The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
cause I have to supply Mr. Dawson's branch FISHERIES. You shall see them, because
with some additional ussistance to work at thei letters were official. I asked them to
the tide tables. I have given him two ex- let me knlow, niot oly their own opinion, but
cellent young men and may have to enlarge the opinion of 'practical seamen with whom
the staff still more because, as he exiplains they came into contact, as to whcther they
In his elaborate and able report-which you 1 had derived any benefit froni the surveys
will find In the report of tbe Marine Depart- we hari made, and considered then of any
ment from page 78 to page 114-he requires value. Are they using the survey ? Do
extra assistance and I at once told him he they look upon them as of any value? Would
could have It. So far as Captain Smith's con- they advise me to go on with the survey ?
eurrence In the benefit and establishment of I Even If there was a doubt, I would give
these self-registeriag gauges ls concerned, I them the benefit of the doubt and go on
agreed with him, and gave Mr. Dawson with the work. I am not anxioais to cur-
al the assistance he wanted. As far tail in this matter, but the hon. gentleman
as Captain Spain is concerned, he con- knows that a Minister cane get tunde for
eurred lu the necessity and benefit to be de- everything; aud where there are doubts. the
rIved from these self-registering gauges. The Mînister does not press as strongly ale
hon. gentleman was kind enough to say that does for those thlngs concernIng wblch hi5
the captain of an Allan steamer, the "Cali- mmd Io In a state of ortainty. The bon.
fornla," whose name I gave him, did not gentleman muet understand that, so rar as
exist. He will remember that the other aids to navigation are concerned, there rever
night I sald I had crossed In the "Califor- was a Urne lI the history of the Dominion
nia" with Captain Moore, and had- a long when there was go much money spent on
conversation with him, and Captain Moore ther or when they were ln as good coud!-
expressed the opinion that practical seamen tion as they are to-day. And i arnprepared
did not place much* reliance on the surveys of to prove that statement. But more thn
ocean currents, but we must draw a distinc- that, 1[am prepared t» ask my colleagues
tion between the advantages to be derived for every necessary dolar for this 'urpose.
from the establishment of tide gauges ad Wben-any man can Point out an aid'te
the survey of ocean currents. Càaptainn oe
Moore was the captain of the "OCalifornla" "s o h oe o rvd t hs
mtil last fall, and, if I amn correctly lnform-ntare±ewhepasm ysoudb
ed, Captain Brown only camne lu the month rele.Isa!b bet hwwa
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we have done ln this matter, and I think we
have done a great deal on which we may
fairly be congratulated. And if I find that
the opinion of those whom I ought to look
up to Is that the survey of the ocean cur-
rents should be resumed, I shall ask for
the money necessary for that service. The
hon. gentleman says that the geodetie sur-
veys show both the ocean and the shore
eurrents. The hon. gentleman is mistaken.
They show the shore currents, but not the
ocean currents. And it is the ocean cur-
rents, as I understand, of which he waats a
survey made. I should be very rorry if
the discussion drifted into anything of a
controversial character. It should iot be
a matter of political controversy, at any
rate; and.the assurance I have given him, I
hope he will accept in the spirit that I offer
it. What object have 1 to put a stop to the
expenditure of money that I think to be
of advantage to the marine interests ? None
wiatever. I amn as anxions as he-Is to
have everything done that should be done,
and I hope the hon. gentleutan will be satis-
fled with that assurance.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN (Halifax). I am
sure that my hon. friend (Sir Charles
HIbbert Tupper) is not approaching this
question in any controversial spirit, as
suggested by the Minister of Marine
and Fisherles (Sir Louis Davies), but en-
tirely with a desire to increase, If possible,
the energies of the Minister in a de-sirable
direction. Now, if any reliance is to be
placed on the chief engineer Iu his report
of 1897, it is evident that the service of
tidal observation has not been coatintied as
it was previously. While the sum appro-
prlated for this purpose In 1894-95 was $11,-
507.24, it was reduced lu 1897-98 to $2,500.

The MINISTER OF M ANINE AND
FISHERIES. There was a supplementary
vote of $1,500. That made a total vote of
$4,000. That year the steamer was fnot
employed ln the survey of the ocean cur-
rents.

Mr. BORDECN (Halifax). That was not
ln 1897-98. If my recollectlon Is correct. The
$4,000 was voted for 1898-99-a very desir-
able Increase, no doubt, but still not enough
to bring the total nearly up tq the figures
of 1894-95.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEERIES. WiUl the hou. gentleman al-
low me to explain that ln 1897-98 the sum
ln the Estimates was $2,500, but there was
a supplementary vote of $500, making $3,000
for the year, and the expenditure was $3,-
081.

Mr. BORIEN (Halfax). 'That is some-
what larger, but still-

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Of course, i do not lbase
anythIng upon the amounts.

111

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). of course, It la
not large as compared with that for 1894-95.
I believe It was not found by the oflcers
ln charge of the works adequate for the
work to be done. If the hou. Minister wiU
pardon me, I may direct his attention to the
report of the chief engineer for 1898, ln
which his statemeut inade in the previous
report Is referred to :

In the survey of tides and currents, the further
investigation of the currents was again suspended
this year for lack of funds, although there are
several regions in which a better knowledge of
the currents is much required, as pointed out in
my last report.
Of course, I do not profess to have any
knowledge of this subjeet at all-inuch less
knowledge than the Minister of Marine aud
Fisheries possesses, but still that is the
official report of the officer who is respon-
sible for this work, and, ln lis view, It
seems to be a matter which would require
a much larger appropriation than which has
been made. And a little lower down on
the same page of the same report he says :

The records from the tide stations are yearly
Increasing in value ; but for want of sufficient
means and assistance in the work, nothing fur-
ther has been done in the analysis of additional
record, by which the basis of the tide tables
woutd be extended and their accuracy improved.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have explained that I have
supplied that hiatus by furnishing an ad-
ditional staf.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). We are very
glad to know that. Still, this is the last
report we have on the subject. Further
down the chief engineer refers to the tidal
.stations on the Bay of Fundy:

During last summer, a series of secondary tidal
stations were established at points around the
Bay of Fundy, for the purpose of securing tidal
differences with reference to the principal station
at St. John, N.B., for which tide tables are now
issued. These differences in the time of the tide
for other ports around the bay will extend the
usefulness of the St. John tide tables to this
whole region.

Now, fI should not suppose there could be
very much difference of opinion among per-
sons who have given any attention to the
subject as to the value of these tidal sta-
tions and the observations obtalued. It
may be that these observations and the re-
suits obtained from thein are not used very
much by our coasting vessels, but certaialy
they are used, I should suppose, by large
vessels and steainships ; and it is with re-
gard to these tbat so much diffieulty has
occurred with respect to matters of insur-
ance. We ln the maritIme provinees feel
that we are just as much interested In the
Gulf of st. Lawrence as are the people
of the upper provinces themse1vns, because
everything that tbrows discredit n the
aids to navigation in the Gulf of St Law-
rence and leads to such disasters there as
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sometimes occur, tends to throw the same
diseredit upon all Canadian waters. I beg,
therefore, that the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries will not suppose that in direct-
ing his attention, however warmly, to this
matter, we on this side are doing more than
discharging what we conceive to be our
duty, and that he will take our remarks ln a
kindly spirit, and will endeavour to make
the appropriation an adequate one, so as to
do Justice to the service, which seems, at
the present time, to be somewhat neglected.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved
Itself into Committee of Supply.

(In thc Committee.)
Lighthouse and coast service-Salaries

and allowances of light-keepers......$217,000
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIE S (Sir Louis Davies). This ln-
crease of $10,000 is owing to the establish-
ment of thirty-two new lights, and the sal-
aries of light-keepers have to be provided
therefor. Of these, six are in Ontario, nine
In British Columbia, two ln Prince Edward
Island, four in Quebec, seven in Nova Scotia,
two In Manitoba, one ln New Brunswick and
one on the Newfoundland coast.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Is there not the usual Increase for these
men ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The salaries and agencies are
ln this.

Mr. KAULBAOH. How many lights on
the Newfoundland coast are under the main-
tenance of the Oanadian Government ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Three.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Are you going to increase the salaries of these
officers ? The second officer is always an Im-
portant man at these stations. Some of these
salaries are small. For instance,take Blanchet
at Quebec, I do not think Blanchet has had
an increase for some time. Tremaine has
been at $950 for a couple of years, he Is an
active man, and almost indispensable. Mr.
Parsons came ln over his head. I am cer-
tain these officers will show that Tremaine
has been a very usef majan. Blanchet must
be a good officer, too. Gregory has been a
long time at the ageney there. I suppose a
good deal depends on a good second man.
I think on general prineiples the Govern-
ment lose nothing, where the salary Is small
and there is a good deal of responsibility,
In paying these men well who have a good
deal .of work, In the summer season particu-
larly. Those men are most obligIng and use-
ful lin many ways where there ls no record of
the particulars on the fies of the depart-
ment. I would be glad to see them get some
encouragement.

The MINIOTER OF MARINE AND
FISHORRIE. The hon. gentleman knows

Mr. BORDEN (Haliflax).

how difficult It is in these matters to make
increases. You have not to deal with an
individual case, but in relation to a lot of
other officers who stand In somewhat the
saine position. Blanchet and these others
are very good men, but if you increase one
you have to increase all round. We glve
only one Increase here this yedr, that Is In
the New Brunswick agency.

Mr. KAULBAOH. Will the Minister In-
form me of the location of these lights on
the Newfoundland coast ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is one ut Cape Race.
we are building one at Flower Ledge, and
one at the mouth of Belle Isle.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the Minister revIsed
his opinion with reference to the dismissal
of Mr. Palmer, at Palmer's Point ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have not thought much of
Mr. Palmer since.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend, I am sure,
does not want to commit any Injustice. The
subject was thoroughly discussed last year
and the year before. Mr. Palmer himself
was dismissed without any cause, dismissed
against the report of the High Commissioner
who was sent out to investigate, but In the
end the Minister simply had to confess that
he could not stand the pressure of the pre-
sent member for King's, and that he took
his authority rather than the commissioner's
authority, and dismissed the man becausQe
be happened to be the brother of a man
who was In active polities. Now, it was
abundantly proved that the man who was
really the llghthouse keeper took no interest
in politics at ail, that is, in political work.
He is a quiet man who simply goes about
his work and does his work. Polities may
come and polities may go, he votes, but
that ls ail be does. Now, does not my hon.
friend think that It ls the maximum of In-
Justice to take away the salary of a deserv-
ing employee simply because he happens to
be the brother of a man who took part lu
politics against the present member and In
favour of the old member? I think my
hon. frIend should at least make the amende
honourable and put this man back in the
place which*he always filled with satisfac.
tion, and from which he was dismissed
without any shadow of reason.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I will look up the case again,

Mr. TAYLOR. In this vote, does. he l:
elude the sum of $100 to pay Mr. Samuel
MeCammon for investigatIng the case of a
lighthouse keeper who was dismissed some
years ago ? A suin was agreed upon by the
late Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and
a letter was written whieh l in the hands
of the Minister, whieh I handed to him a
year or two ago, showing that he was to be
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paid $100. But the sum was not put in the
Estimnates, and he has not yet been paid.
On behalf of Mr. MeCammon, who was the
commissioner, and who has a claim against
the Government whieh the late Minister
promised to settle, I ask that the sum be
now placed in the Estimates, or that per-
mission be given te Mr. McCammon to bring
suit against the Government.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I remember the hon. gentlo
man calling my attention to this case. Of
course a special vote will have to be taken.
To pay a claim for any year previous te tbe
current year, you have to take a special
vote. I will look up the papers concerning
this case. But before the supplementaries
are brought down, if he asks me, I will tell
him what the conclusion is.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There is an officer on the Pacifie coast, a Mr.
Gaudin, who Is a very good officer, and is
increased from $1,500 to $1,600. He not only
serves the district lhe resides in, but he has
to do outside work altogether. I think the
hon. Minister will agree with me that e,700
is not a large salary on the coast, as any
one knows, and $1,600 is not a large salary
at St. John for a responsible officer. Mr.
Gregory has $2,200 ; he is an old officer, of
course ; but still, I think, if it is not too
late that the hon. gentleman should take
that into consideration. He Is a good ofli-
cer, a useful man, and his salary is increased
only $100.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. 'The objeet was to put Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and British Colum-
bia on the same level. The Inspecter in
Nova Scotia receives $1,600, and it was a
subject of complaint, that the others were
below him. They all get $1,600 now.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That cannot be the reason ; it was not to
put the others on a par with the Britisb
Columbia agent, because he is being in-
creased $100 to reach $1,600.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The British Columbia agent
is belng raised $100. Mr. Harding is being
raised Only $200 a year. I recommended
Mr. Harding's raise, so as te put him on a
level with the Nova Scotia agent, and I did
the same thing with the British Columbia
man, so that they would all get $1,600 a
year.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERET TUPPER. I
do net objeet te Mr. Harding getting $200
of an increase, and practically making them
all $1,600 ; but it does net bring them up to
the Quebec agent. The Minister's reason
does not seem fair ln that sense. This hard
and fast and dogmatie rule will not work
out. The hon. Minister says, that he has
recommended these inereases te put ail the
agents ,on the same level, but there is the

l11j

Quebec agent, who gets $2,200. Of course,
I know that we cannot get away from the
consideration that Quebec is Quebee. You
are putting Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick on a par, and that is right. But this
officer in British Columbia is to get only
$100 of an increase, while Mr. Harding gets
$200.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. I think he is satisfded.

AND

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
bave no doubt he is. I have never had a
word with him. I have nothing to say
against Mr. Harding's Increase, but I think
the hon. gentleman should encourage an old
officer like Gaudin.

Mr. FOSTER. I remember there was an
undertaking to limit and restrict these con-
tingencies and to bring matters down to an
economical basis. It was, not to allow these
outside agencies to subscribe for newspapers
for their ofdices. I see that my hon. friend
has gone back on that, which I think was
a goed rule. I find subscriptions for news-
papers in some of these officers, and not in
others. I find, amongst the New Brunswick
contingencies, a reference to $5 for news-
paper subscription for a paper about whicb
I have nothing to say, whose editor is my
hon. friend sitting opposite to me (Mr. Ellis).
But the question is, as to whether these sub.
scriptions should be made.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He has to have a paper to
know about the ships going and coming.

Mr. FOSTER. Is that the reason ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE,

FISHERIES. He ought to have it.
agent ought to be kept au courant of
ping.

AND
Tbe

ship-

Mr. FOSTER. He does not buy that
paper for shipping news. He knows the
shipping news long before the paper gets
out, and I dare say, the paper sends its re-
porter to him for shipping news.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It is only $5.

Mr. FOSTER. 'It 1s not what the money
amounts to ; it la the system of allowing
one office to get these papers, and another
office does not do it It had become a great
abuse, and we had to draw it down, when
we made an arrangement In regard to the
expenditure for newspapers in the depart-
ments at Ottawa.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax), I 4 ould like to
mention a matter that las been brought to
my attention, and, i thinc, :t the attention
of the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisher-
les, In respect te the loss of the schooner
"Zina M," whieh belonged to Mr. Joseph
H. Newcombe. The vessel, while on a voyage
from. Parrabero' to -St. John, laden with a
cargo of coal, when making a harbour at
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Grindstone, Island, Cumberland Bay, and in The MINISTER OF MARINE .AND
consequence of the buoys at the entrance at FISHERIES. It is Canadian oil, obtalned
said Grindstone harbour having been placed under contract and tender from John Mac-
in the wrong positions, througi -the fault of donald, of Sarnia. Some Standard oil Is
Governnent officials, struck on a ledge at used for special purposes.
the entrance, resulting in a total loss and
the drowning of Mr. Newcombe's son. Mr. Mr. J. A. GILLIES (Richmond). Does
Newconbe presented a petition to the De- tlie Minister remember a lighthouse, situ-
partnent of Marine and Fisherles, askiug ated in my county at a place called Point
that he be at east partially reimbursed. No 'Jerome, near St. Peters ? I suppose the
attention has been paid to it, and he cannot hon. gentleman does not remember who [s
get any satisfaction. I can see that there may the keeper of that lighthouse at the present
be a grave objection to entertaining these time.
claims, from the standpoint of the Govern- The MINISTER OF MAtINE ANI)
ment and of the public. In fact, I think lie
says in his letter that a reason of that kind
was assigned to him lu the first instance, Mr. GILLIES. The Minister whll recol-
but still it seems to me to be a pretty hard led, I dare say, that very considerable cor-
case, from the standpoint of the man, con- respondence took place between hlmself and
sidering the loss of lis vessel and of bis some gentlemen In St. Peters wlth reference
son. I do not know whether there Is any lu the late keeper of the liglthouse.
precedent in the department for any com- The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
passionate allowance in cases of this kind,
or wliethe Govermentave ever co FISHERIES. o t
sidered, If there ienu sucliprecedent, as f0 '-%Mr. GILLIES. A man naied MeNell,
whetlier tliey would allow ai petitIon of riglit and he was dismissed, and I feel inclined to
to be brouglit, or tlie matter put ln sncb a hold the saister responsible for that dis-
position that the person aggrieved might missal. I arn sorry to bavetbe do s, be-
present bis dlaim b the Exclequer Court. I cause it was dune in a anner that was
do flot disguise from myself tlie dificulties most un usla abe. I got a copy of the evi-
the hon. Mnister and the department may dence furnished the Minister, lu a sort of
have in entertalning a daim of that kind, circumambient way I could not get It di-
but I would like the lion. MInIster to state r'et; and there S.Wh ot a scintilla of evi-
wiat the view of the Goverment is ore- dence ln the report of Captain Douglas point-
gardt ths. ing to any action that Mr. MeNell took 

The OISE F MARINE AN.%D PolîtiCs. But pressure, cruel pressure, that
FISHERIES. I remember the application was brouglt to bear upon the Minister of
that theton. gentleman refersveo, and ht 'Marine, caused hlm to sueeumb lu the un-
general tenor of the reply. fn the first place, reasonable request of parties occupying irre-
the Governsent could fot acknowledge sponsible positions In that cunty, and re-
liability, because il would be making îa ft'e- quest.5 comIng fi om men who do flot under-
mendous opening for claims of be made stand the duties that devole upon a repre-
against the Government under circumstan- sentative. Th~e Minister will remember dis-
ees wliere there ivas nu real houa fide dlaim. tinctly that il was witli the greatest pus-
In addition lu that, there Is the general prîn- sible reluctance Iliat lie bimself complied
cIple, blat we uldke ot hold ourselves oable wit the unreasonable request, thealmost
If the buoys were o t of place, or If the brutal request, tlire was madeb him to
facts were disputed, we could fot referthathaveIbis man summarily dismissed In mid-
th the courts, because, even If the facts were winter, and himself and bis famly thrown
proved,rit would neer do for us tbuacknowl utilie street for no cause whatever. 1
edge liabity. I ave nou knowledge of any wllle- ave sometbiug more lu say on Ibis eub-
precedent for llowng a compassionate ai-Ject wen thepapers are brougt down, and
lowance. Huwever? I sliall make inquirles I will ask that the itemn shaîl stand until
Into that. thentostate strpre House may see upon what

Mr. BeGeEtw. I1find tre nave lPa-evidence this man was su harshly treated
quelte" buo wthe Auditor Geerals Report, i t b the Departmet of Marine. If the Min-

cs we for $17. I ccurs lu any Istereau find any Justificationforbis con-
thes istsa, besen fduttfthataregard,thentseeas more In-e lat he no geuy ta I or any ne else lu e House
The MIN STERO F MARINE AN]) eaugivg blm credit for.I therefore, ask

FISHERIESt.o do ntoot thinkIt Is posibk the Item thtstand.
Mr. BERGERON. I find that name lu The MINISTER 0F MARNE AND

man places. FISHthERIat eInol grve the hon. genatte-
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI-)Dman the amplest opportunity of diseussIng

FSHERIES. I constlted my offier, and I this Item nthe upplementary Estimates.
mund it lo u bgns the samse.t
Mr. GILLIES. I ask the Minister, to bring

Mr. POSTER. How dues the Minister gel down the fie as It lawth a cte pinapr

hie o suppyspnsler poitin that con, and roe-

senttiv.OTeDMniser(wlllemeberdis
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that none of the letters will be missing from are easily tendered upon, which are kept
the file. by all the large merchants ; and though I

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND have not made a very close inspection of

FISHERIES. I will not take anything fronm prices, I would venture to say that these
tShe. Ile,are pretty stiff prices, if I ean judge from

some of them. The whole item amounts to
Mr. GILLIES. If the ~ Minister promises about 5.,000, which is a very large sum.

to bring down all the papers by next Thurs. It is a trenendous patronage to put into
day., I will withdraw my request to let the; the hands of a political friend, just on a
item stand. I want all the- letters, and they letter sent down from the department to
are just as necessary for the information of Mr. Gregory at Quebec, telling him : For
the House as the report of Captain Doiglas all that class of articles you are to deal
iimself. with Chas. Parent. Mr. Parent, no doubt,

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND is a very good friend of the Administration,
Rand no doubt has paid in good contributions

FISERES I il bin don llth to the party fund, and no doubt as everyletters the bon. gentleman is entitied to, just ttepryfnan oduta vrlettsihehonagenotl n ttgallon of oil fickles out of the tank into the
as if le made a motion. can, Mr. Parent says to himself : I must

Mr. BERGERON. Why should we pay get back a little of what I gave ; and the
the Kingston city corporation for attending; price will be made more than it is to other
to the city clock light. I see it set forth ln customers.
the Auditor General's: Report. How does The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
that comne about ? . FISHERIES. If the hon. gentleman could

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI> point out any overcharges, he would make
FISHERIES. That Is an old story. I tried a good case.
to withdraw it two years ago, and we had Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend knows that
the whole corporation of Kingston down it is impossible there should not be, over-
about it, and they contended that it is a charges. The only way possible to secure
beacon light for vessels coming into Kings- reasonable charges is to ask for tenders.
ton harbour. i b'r a r fat. tanih for ndes

Ee V '&Aif ou as. 9rfor tendelr 1n ly an

Mr. BERGERON. It is a bad old habit.i
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Yes, one of these old habits.
Mr. FOSTER. Charles F. Caron, of Que-

bec, is entered here for an amount of nearly
$5,000. Does the Minister get these articles
by tender ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They are not got by tender.
As I explained the otLher night, a list of
names is given to the agent with whom he
is supposed to deai, ind he Las to certify to
the accounts as being the fair market price,
of the articles, and he is held responsible
for his certificate in more ways than one by
the officers here who examine these things
very closely.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Ij
think the hon. gentleman is wrong about
that. He Is asked with regard to what forms
a very large amount of supplies; It it not for
an allowance to lightkeepers, or salaries.
There has never been anything cbanged.
Tenders were called for to supply the lights
above Montreal and that same system is
continued now.

Mr. POSTER. Is there any good reason
why you should not call for tenders be-
low Quebec and in the city of Quebec.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIHERIES. Not logically, but Quebec Is
Quebec.

Mr. POSTER. That is no answer at all.
These are merely all stock articles, whichl

friends of the Administration, that would
rot be so bad. But the practical way taken
is to order Mr. Gregory to buy certain
classes of articles from such a man.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is the way.

Mr. POSTER. And the hon. gentleman
confesses that he does it, not because it is
a good principle, but because Quebec is
Quebec.

The MINISTER OF MARINE. AND
FISH1EiES. It is the custrm that has
ways been followed. I am surprised that
sucI an energetie reformer as my hon.
f riend and his friend beside him did not
tutroduce a reform.

Mr. FOSTER. These reformers who havè
been going about the country for seventeen
years telling the people that if they would
turn oaut the Liberal-Conservatives and put
in Reformers the affairs of the country
would be administered in a businesslike and
economical manner-these reformers, when
they get into office, fall into the old holes
and conduet business on the same basis.
My lion. friend from Halifax (Mr. Russell)
will not stand up and attack this expendi-
ture.

Mir. RUSSELL. I am just waiting for tle
Finance Minister to explain why he has the
same system now as existed before, and
why that distinction exists to-day, as it did
in past years. Perhaps the ex-Minister of
Fisheries, who has had more experience of
this 'system, wIll be able to explain the rea-
son.
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Mr. POSTER. Then my bon. friend has
no reason for this expenditure, but what he
can get from us. He did not say that on the
hustings. lHe did not say to the people:
Put me in office and I would do exactly
what these Tories have been doing and get
them to furnish me with the reason.

Mr. RUSSELL. In regard to Halifax, I
know pretty well how things are done there,
and 1 know they are done on a business
basis, but I really was struck with the
anamoly of the different way of doing things
in Quebec and other parts of the Dominion
of Canada. I presume that as this bas ai-
ways been the custom, the ex-Minister of
Marine will be able to give us the real rea-
son for it.

Mr. FOSTER. Do you not think that as
the administration is not now in the hands
of the ex-Minister of Marine, but the present
Minister of Marine and bis friends, a good
and faithful public servant should look tb
them for the explanation of the course of
the Government instead of to these old
Tories ?

Mr. RUSSELL. Everybody knows that
those things go by routine, year in and year
out. aud it may be years before anybody4'
discovers them. I do not think anybody
knew until to-night that there was any dis-
tinction in the way this matter was conî-
ducted at Quebec and other places. But
when attention Is called to it, surely those
who had been continuing the custom for
eighteen years must know the reason for it.
I thought it would be a rather interesting
study for the Minister of Finance to in-
quire into this matter as one of the most
interesting branches of ancient history. I
was very dull the last couple of hours. under
the soporifie influence of the ex-Minister of
Marine and the ex-Minister of Finance, but
this lifttle aitntiqin subject wich bas
been suddenly started, bas aroused my in-
terest-not because of the amount expended
but because of' its Interest as a subjeet of
curlous ancd antiquarlan research.

Mr. FOSTER. Then my hon. friend is an
antiquarlan politician. When he was mak-
lng bis canvas before the poor taxpayers
and the honest yeomen of bis county, did
be stand frankly before them, and say : I
do not care anything about a pound spent
liere or a dollar spent there, but I would
have great auxiety to understand certaln
antiquarian problems that I thought might
be with interest pursued if you would send
me to, Ottawa. Send me there. I will not
try to Uglten your taxes, I will 'not try to
encourage habits of economy In the Ad-
mnilstratton, but wIll, be a tremendous
power tfinding out certain antiquarian
reasons for certain pecul-ar things. If I do
find -ot the reason, I will not pledge myseif
that a pound will be .struck off here or a
dollar there.

Mr. RUSSELL. I did not say that.
Mr. RUSSE~LL.

Mr. FOSTER. I wIll take all my pleasure
out of it by pursuing antiquarian researches
and getting the answers of Tory Ministers
explaining the reasons for these long-dated
custons. My bon. friend is a perfect sample
of the genus Grit.

Mr. RUSSELL. That Is a high compli-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. He will make the most
astounding proposals and allegations before
the electorate in order to get into office, but
when he once gets there, he does not think
he ought to ask his own men for explanh-
tions, but whenever a tight place Is met by
ny bon. friend, all he bas to do is to gra-
tify his Inordinate desire for a research and
get a reason from members of the Opposi-
tion.

Mr. RUSSELL. In Halifax we hear the
coiplaint that the agency of the departne'nt
there is fnot as generous to thè friends of
the Government as it used to be to those
on the other side. Of course, I do not quite
say that Mr. Parsons ist not fair to themn,
as -e, perhaps, was to the other.s. I only
say that that ground of complaint does, to
a certain extent exist. As a rule, 'n the
city of Halfax. the patronage of the de-
partmuent is very carefully awlinistered, In-
deed, and I do not believe there is a case
of overcharae allowed. As to myself, where
matters of dollars and cents are coucerned
in my own constituency, I am very careful
to see that every dollar gets a dollar's worth
for the Government. I am pretty sure that
Mr. Parsons vises every aceount that comes
into the department, and I am sure that
there is no overcharge. I have been pre-
sent when parties were complainiag that
lie was ent.ting down bills too imutqî.

'lTe MINI STER OF MARiINE AND
FISHERIES. That complaint is âot con-
fined to Halifax.

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, It is fair and
reasonable that he should do so. 1e has
a scale of prices that he has established
after very careful inquiry, and, in the main,
I think the administration of the department
is very economical.

Mr. BERGERON. Can the hon. gentle-
man tell us how much less Is spent nkow
than was spent before ?

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not examined the
blue-books.

Mr. BERGERON. There is no less.
Governments exehange, but expenses do not.

Mr. RUSSELL. I know that Mr. Parsons
is a very careful man. If my hon. friend
can bring. a charge against hlm that he is
not careful and prudent and economical, ![
know that there are many persons who
would ask me to get rid of him.

Mr. BERGERON. Are you looking for
a position for some one?
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Mr. RUSSELL. No; my bon. colleague
(Mr. Borden) knows I am not. There is
no difliculty in finding a person who is just
as competent as the incumbent to Mi the
position ln Nova Scotia. I feel inclined to
defend Mr. Parsons, but I never thought to
live to see the day when It would be r•eces-
sary to defend him against his own friends.

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps my hon. friend
(Mr. Russell) would be accurate enough to
say who made the attack.

Mr. RUSSELL. It is not at all necessary.
It was made at many points. The hon.
member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) and ethers
attacked him very vigorously a few c'ays
ago. I was slent. I feel now that I was
doing him an injustice in this; but I hear
so many members talking li ilis House
that I feel tempted to keep silent.

Mr. FOSTER. And would the hon. gen-
tieman devote his mind to this anomaly,
above Montreal and below.

Mr. RUSSELL. That was driven out of
my mind when it was insinuated that I was
not careful ln the way the pounds, shillings
and pence were spent in my constituency.
If any one can say .what can be done to
correct it, I shall be glad, but it is for hon.
gentlemen opposite to show how this eurious
antiquarian anomaly has arisen.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPE R.
Uynless the hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Russell) has his curiosity satisfied, .I an
afraid he will obstruet to an unreasonable
length the proceedings of this committee.
In regard to this question of the riainten-
anee of lights, I did not know he nad reach-
ed that subject or I would bave been glad
to contribute a few remarks to the discus-
sion. It is some time since I was con-
nected with the department-it was in 1894,
I think-and, as i stated to the lion. Min-
.ister, I am taken by surprise at the state-
ment made, on the information of one of
his officers, and, no doubt, ln good faith.
But I think the hon. Minister Is misled. My
recollection does not bring before me any
such distinction as has been pointed out-a
distinction which he is not able to explain.
I ean conceive of no reason for lt. My
recolleetion is that In regard to bulky sup-
plies for the lIghts, whether above Mont-
real or below, we laid In supplies, receiv
ing offers by tender, and taking great care
to secure the department against abuse by
getting supplIes and otherwise.

The M'NISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You speak of oil and so on.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. All
supplies that eould be so treated. We had
samples of everytling which went into the
regular suppiy sbip. A ship was'chartered
for the lighlts above Montreal, and below our.
own silps took the stores. It was on this
contract system that all supplies were got,

it being the exception where things were
supplied otherwise. Tihere were. some sup-
plies required for ships that had to be got
by the retail system-things that were not
kept ln store. My understanding was-and
if I am wrong, I have been under an erro-
neous Impression for a long time-that the
bulk of all the materials were kept ln
store and were bought by regular competi-
tion.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. By pub-
lie tender ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes.
And in the case of other goods, the ageat
had general instructions to buy from those
on a patronage list at not more than certain
prices, and they had to certify that what
they paid was the market price. But the
question is more important than whether I
was lax or any predecessor of the present
Minister failed to observe proper checks. I
could plead guilty, and would not object to
do so if it would afford any one pleasure. The
Minister of Marine and Fisheries can give
no reason for such a condition of things ex-
cept as it affects Quebec, but that would not
be satisfaetory. to the country at large. Se
far as my experience goes in the department,
I would not be in favour of continuing this
system, and I think the sooner it is abolish-
ed the better. He is putting a fearful re-
sponsibility on the men that does not pre-
vail ln any of the ordinary departments. For
instance, can the hon. gentleman say how
much of the $230,000 required for main-
tenance and so forth, goes for supplies belAw
Quebec ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Oil would be quite an
I will look Into that and see.

AND
item.

Mr. TAYLOR. I want to refer to a matter
that the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Rus.
sell) attacked me for the other day. H3e
charged me with making an attack on Mr.
Parsons, of Halifax. I never referred to Mr.
Parsons at ail.

Mr. RUSSELL. The hon. gentleman refer-
red to the agency at Halifax, and Mr. Par'
sons was the agent.

Mr. TAYLOR. I referred to no agent ; 1
referred to persons generally who supply the
goods at outrageous prices lu Hallifax, as
shown by the Auditor General's Report. The
Minister now asks me to point out some
articles in this amount which have been over-
charged, and he wIll investigate them. I
an gtoing to point him to a few. I say it 18
an outrage that this department purchased
from a poltical friend lu the city 0f Quebee
$4,775 worth of goods without tender, and
%inply allowed him to charge bis own pries
for them.

The, MINISTE .F MARINE AN]>
FISHERIES. That Is not correct ; he ls ot
allowed to charge bis own prices, he ls bouùd
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to- supply the goods at the lowest market Mr. TAYLOR. You can buy them in any
prices. store In the country for 60 cents. Then, there

Mr. TAYLOR. I will give my on. friend are half a dozen wrenchs, $12, $2 each. You

a few Items, 'and ask him if they are the car buy a cast iron wrench for 5 cents ; even
iowest market prices. The first item is 10' for a large mionkey wreneh, $2 would be anlowst arkt pice. Te dst temis 00outrageous price. Sundry hardware $100, we
brick at 4 cents a piece, $40 a thousand for ot kow what that hs.
brick ; and 1,400 at 3 cents each. Whoever 1
heard tell of brick being sold at those prices? tThe MINISTER OF MARINE AND

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Patar-
son). Are they fire brick ?

Mr. TAYLOR. I do not care if they are
gold brick. Then, they had to have somel
lime to set those brick in, and there are six
barrels of lime at $1.25. Every one knows
that lime is worth 15 cents a bushel by re-
taiI ; you can buy it by the wagon load for
10 cents a bushel. There are three bushels
to the barrel, and he charges $1.25. Then,
there is 523 pounds of putty at $1.85. Who
ever heard tell of putty being sold at $1.85
per pound ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That must be by the hundred.

Mr. TAYLOR. Now, we come down to an
article that everybody knows the price of,
Iron.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Where is that ?

Mr. TAYLOR. On page K-46, 4,117 pounds
of iron at 3j cents a pound, which, everybody
knows, Is worth $1.25 a hundred ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. What
kind of iron Is it ? It may be manufactured
Iron.

Mr. TAYLOR. I do not know.
keg of nails and spikes at $5.75.

Then, a

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Where are you reading from ?

Mr. TAYLOR. K-46. Charles A. Parent,
of Quebec, one keg at $5.75, one at $4.50 and
18 kegs at $4, when everybody knows that
they are worth $1.75 to $2 retail ln the coun-
try last year. One pair or scissors at $3.50,
and another at $5.75. Five screw-drivers at
$5.75. Everybody knows that you can buy
screw-drivers at 10 to 15 cents. Nine shovois
at $8.50, when you can get Iron shovels for
50 cents.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. How does
the bon. gentleman know what klnd of
shovels they were ?

Mr. TAYLOR. Shovels are made in Gan-
anoque, and I know that a miner's shovel,
or a farmer's shovel sells at 65 cents retail,
the best made ln the country. Here Is a
water barrel, $3. Probably It was some old
empty oil barrel picked out of a back yard,
and he charges $3 for it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHE1LIES. What about these shovels ?
90 ents Is not such a terrible price for a
hovel.

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

FISHERtIES. You can easily get the vou-
chers.

Mr. TAYLOR. The late Government pur-
chased these supplies by tender.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHIERIES. No, they did not.

AND

Mr. TAYLOR. I heard the ex-Minister of
Railways and Canais say that a paint brush
was not bought on that entire system unless
it was bought by tender.

The MINISTER oF FINANCE. That is
an absolute mistake, as any man lu the mari-
timue provinces knows with regard to railway
supplies. The patronage was given to their
political friends ; I am not complaining of it
if the price was fair. But they did not invite
public tenders for their supplies, as every-
body knows in the maritime provinces.

Mr. BERGERON. But you always said It
was bad, and you promised when you came
li that you would do better.

Mr. TAYLOR. The late Government
never lad a system like this.

Te MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, they had the same sys-
tem.

Mr. TAYLOR. Turn up the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report in 1894 and 1895, and see if
you will find the same class of Items charg-
ed in this way.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Take 1893 andI 1896.

AND

Mr. TAYLOR. Lime, $1.25 per barrel, and
bricks, 4 cents a piece. There is $4,475 paid
for this class of items-iron, 3 cents a
pound ; nails and spikes, $5.35 a keg.

Mr. COCHRANE. Three cents a pound.
Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the hon. Minister of

Marine and Fisheries to stay his hand. Of
course, these accounts have been certified
by somebody.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They have been certIfied by
the agent, and he bas been the agent for
many years there.

Mr. TAYLOR. We will have to have these
accounts looked into, and, if that agent has
certified that these prices are the regular
market prices for these goods, he should not
be allowed to remain l office. There Is An
these, prices either a commission for the
agent or a commission for this Government.
Mr. Parent has supplied $4,475 worth of
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goods, when about $2,000 should have been'
pald for these goods.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You know that statement is
absurd.1

Mr. TAYLOR. I know that neither you1
nor any- other hon. member on either side
of this House would pay such prices for,
goods for your private use. Why should1
we pay double prices for goods, when they
are bought in large quantities for the use of
the country, simply to help a political sup-
porter? If this system had been conducted
in this manner by the late Government, my
hon. friend promised to chnge all this. He
promised to run this Government on an eco-
nomical basis. Is lie doing it, when these
people are allowed to charge these prices for
the goods that I have named, and when, as
I will show, on a later occasion, they pay
double prices in a third-rate store for goods
supplied to Rideau Hall ?

The MINOSTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Do you suggest that the Minis-
ter should personally supervise all these
purchases ?

Mr. TAYLOR. No, i do not make any
such suggestion, but what I do say is, that
the system should be cbanged.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Put in new men.

Mr. TAYLOR. The Government should
ask for tenders for supplies, according to
samples in the department, co that in every
article you will have a standard for the ar-
tiele required. You should call for tenders'
and purchase the goods from the lowestj
tenderer, no matter what political party he
belongs to, if he can furnish the goods ac-
cording to sample at the lowest price.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN)
F ISHERIES. That is done In regard to the
larger articles, such as coal and oil.

Mr. TAYLOR. You paid for a great many
large articles ln this amount of $4,475,
bought from one man.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Would
you ask for tenders for 400 bricks ?

Mr. TAYLOR. You could ask for tenders
for ail the brick required by the depart-
ment throughout the country. The hon.
gentleman would not pay 4 cents a piece for
brick to build a ehimney.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I do not
think that they are common bricks at ail.

Mr. TAYLOR. They must be uncommon;
they should be gold bricks.

Mr. COCHRANE. Mr. Chairman, I am
very much surprIsed, as an humble member
of this House, to see hon. gentlemen loung-
Ing in their seats that used to be so ener-
getie when the Conservative party was la
power. Is It not a fact that, when we were

lu power, 'these hon. gentlemen would get
up and say, that these prices were extrava-
gant ? Why does the hon. Minister of Ma-
rime and Fisheries take shelter behlind some
poor Tory officiali? And the member for
Halifax comes forward and says: We will
turn these fellows out; there are enough
Grits who want these positions.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Would it not be right,
had certified to a wrong account ?

A N 1
if he

Mr. COCHRANE. Well, turn him out, if
he has certified to a wrong account. HIe is
trembling in his boots to-day, and, if he does
not follow the instructions which are given
him. lie wili get his walking ticket. I am
surprised that an hon. gentleman who never
lost au opportunity of denouncing every
transaction, when on this side of the House,
i will sit there, lounging in his chair, support-
ing such expenditures as these.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
1 FISIERIES. I am not lounging. I am sit-
ting in my chair.

Mr. COCHRANE. I arn surprised that
hon. gentlemen have gone back on their
promises in this way. The hon. Minister of

i Finance. says, that lie did not say these
things, but at the same time these promises
were made by the party he is now support-
ing. If he did not make these promises, he
is supporting the party that did make these
promises. I say, it 1s no justification, and
any man in this House who knows anything
about a business transaction, knows that
the Government can go to any bradware
store in Ontario and buy nails for 3 cents a
pound by retail. Is It any excuse to say,
that the Conservatives did these things
when they were in power ? We would not
have this spectacle, If tenders were asked
for-above Quebec and below Quebec every
thing given to their friends, because It Is
Quebec. Is it because Quebee Is different
from any other part of Canada, or because
the hon. Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte) has got the Government by the throat
or because business Is business, and you
have to do what he tells you ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). Perhaps hou. gentlemen are more
familiar with what bas been said in Ontario
than I am. I am not familiar with what may
have been said in Ontario, but I am bound to
say, that In all discussion's of public ques-
tions that took place before the elections In
Nova Scotia, I never ïheard anybody refer to
these matters. Hon. gentlemen say this was
one of the great questions at the general
elections.

Mr. 'COCHRANE.
House.

We heard it in this

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That
may be ; the hon. gentleman has probably
a ;better knowledge of what took place ln
this House than I have. But the question i,
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whether the prices mentioned here are fair
and reasonable.

Mr. COCHRANE. They are not.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.

gentleman has no information upon whieb
co make that statement, because hle can
form no opinion on the Information contain.
ed lu this book. The details are not given
in such a way to enable the hon. gentleman
to say whether the price is fair, and whether
a shovel is worth so much or not. There Is
no information ln the possession of the hon.
gentleman which will enable him to say
whether the prices are excessive or not, but
If the hon. gentleman can prove that they
are, before the Public Accounts Committee,
we will deal with that matter. The hon.
gentleman had no ground for attacking Mr.
Parsons as he did by representing that
that gentleman had certified to excessive ac-
counts. I have had a complaint from a gen-
tleman in Halifrx who thought Mr. Parsons
was too exicting. He wrote to me, and I
said I could not interfere, as Mr. Parsons
was required to certify that the prices were
fair and reasonable. I agree that, If an offi-
cer of the Government certified to prices
that were outrageous, he should be dismis-
sed, I do not care whether *he is a Tory or a
Grit. Let us ask ourselves, whether these
prices are fair and reasonable, and, if they
are, and If we take the statement of those
who are Informed upon that point, the cora-
mittee will come to the conclusion that there
is no ground for complaint.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. In
reference to this question of responsibility
resting on the Government, which professes
to be a business Government, to see that
these extraordinary prices should not be
paid, the ground is taken, that the officer
who permits suchi extraordinary priees,
ought to be dismissed, but If le is not dis-
missed and the Government retain him, I
contend the Government is responsible.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If there
is evidence that the prices are unjust.

Sir CHARLES HIIBBERT TUPPER. Yes,
but not to be brought to their notice by peo-
ple making charges. The Ministers have
the opportunity to censure or disndas an
official, and If they subinit the Publie Ac-
counts without taking such action, they <an-
not shteivtr theiselves behind a statement
that h is a Tory r a ibe'al official. I
protest against the Minlster's interjection
now and grain that an officer was this or
that. The Ministers are responsilie to Par-
liament and the otihcers are responsible to
the Ministers.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman is theoretically rlght, but in this
practical worl. we know that, as a matter
of at, a Minister as to permSit a great
manr things to be done by bis subordinates

f which he can have no personal knuowl-
Mr. FVIEING

edge, but for which he has to accept the re-
sponsitbility. The practice In the Marine
Department is that these accounts are certi-
fied by the agent, reviewed by an officer In
the department, and if he thinks they are
too high, It Is the subject of correspond-uee.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
F'ISHERIES. And the Item refnsed pay-
ment sometimes.

The MINiSTER OF FINANCE. A gen-
tleman finds one shovel eharged at 65 cents
and another at 90 cents, but he takes no
trouble to inquire about the quality of
these, and he miakes a complaînt. Nov, a
shovel is not a shovel in ail parts of the
world.

Mr. TAYLOR. I have a little knowledge
of shovels.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes,
there is said to be a little combine in them
that you know of.

Mr. TAYLOR. You need not only refer
to shovels, but how do you accouut for the
high price of nails and the high price of
baking powder. All the reference I made
to Halifax was that these things cost 'nore
in Halifax than they did in St. John, and
I did not refer to the agent In one place or
the other. I will have Mr. Parent's account
at the next meeting of the Public Accounts
Committee, and -I will get an explanation
of it there.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That Is
fair.

Mr. TAYLOR. No sensible mai in he
country would pay 50 cents a poinnd for
fifty-nine pounds of baking powder. My
hon. friend (Mr. Earle) tells me that bak-
lng powder bougit for the Yukon district
this year under tender cost oaly 13 cents
per pound, and it is of the very best quality
and equal to any made in the town of Brant-
ford.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMIS (Mr. Pater-
sou). The city of Brantford.

Mr. TAYLOR. I bea your pardon,- the
city of Brantford. Look at all the items
through the aceount, and see what the
charges are. Nails, $5.75 a keg ; iron, 3j
cents a pound, and brick 4 cents a plece.

The MINISTER OF MARDINE
FISHERIES. If you look at the
item you will see 700 bricks at 1i
Why do you not read that ?

AND
same

cents.

Mr. TAYLOR. There are bard brick and
soft bricks, and If these were tire brick
they would be so entered.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. The Au-
ditor:General's clerk does not copy the whole
account.

Mr. TAYLOR.
brick.

These are no doubt soft
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Why do
you say " no doubt."

Mr. TAYLOR, Because, if they were Dot
they would be entered differently. This is
money paid tco some political friend, the
same as they paid two prices for Iron and
two or three prices for nails.

Mr. BERGIERON. Before we pass this
diseussion, I want to -know from my hon.
friend (Sir Louis Davies) and -from the Gov-
ernment, what is meant by the e-xpression,
" Quebec is Quebec."

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not know, I heard the
phrase eoming from the other sile of the
Hlouse.

Mr. BERGERON. No (toubt, the people
of Quebec did wro.ag on the 23rd of J une,
1896, but that Is no reason why the Minister
of Marine should reflect upou them. I heard
the hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. So do 1.
Mr. TAYLOR. I pay the Rathbun Co.

about 12J cents a plece for them.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Those must be gold bricks.
Mr. TAYLOR. If an entry Is made in the

Customs Department of brick, what will
it call for*? The ordinary building brick,
and there aret two qualities, hard and soft.
If there is an entry for fire-brick, fhe goods
will be entered as fire-brick.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. In the
customs these entries must be specified, but
the Auditor General does not go Into the full
commercial details In every case.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman called
notice to the expenditure of nails, and sail
they were charged at $5, but I find by the
account they are charged $2.90 to $5, and
$2.90 is not excessive for good nails.

speak badly of the maritime provinces, but Mr. POSTER. My hon. friend's Illustra-
I do Jnot waiit to hear anv of the Ministers tion of "Quebec for Quebec," he bas fot
speak badly of the province of Quei>ec. The yet explaîned. 1 suppose my hon. frieud's
Minister of Marine used the eýxpression, îiand is not quite free In the city of Quebee.
" Quebee is Quebec," and there 'nust be Down in the maritime provinces, thlngs are
some reason given for it, or else the People 1 carrIed on differently. I notice that wben
of Quebec may change their minds about'Mr. Burpee, of at. John, or Mr. Black, of
the present GoverMment. Halifax, charged for iron, they charged the

commercial prices, but Quebec e fndotheTuery MIN ISh tem C ShtOM Sttero pis harged at a tremendous price.
veiryell to ta the Iem houïd ebe for Shovels lu Halifax are eharged at 55 cents,
Ledinto, butT aslor) tefarn. m er forbun isb n Quebec we nave to pay 90 cents.

iron is charged at Im centsin Halifaxsard
cismi when he mentioned bricks at 4 centsSt. John, but at Quebec it is pad for at the
a prece, ant ln the very san e ite, where rate of x5 to 2.9o. On the face of It there
there are bricks entered at i Ients cai, isomethin that ought to be looked into,
ho never sa.d a word about them until the nd when the hon. Minister of Marine gave
Minister of Marine called bis attention to it. the explanation that outslde of Quebec no
He knows that these bricks at 4 cents a plece tenders were called forg, but tat Quebec
may be lire bricks, and that they are very bQueb Q e had no doubt soae arrière
expeusive. The hon. gentleman must know pensée. H bu laot qute free, and not master
that an agent would not, lu the, eraate of administration.
couut,eertfy bricks at l 1cents each, aind
aganesrtify the sade bricks at 4 cents TheeMhNISTERO F RAILWAYS ANe
each. The hon. gentleman must know that CANALS. How many masters are there?
there nwas adIfference lu the qualpty of the Mr.s OSTER. Just at present every Min
bricks. That very fact would tend to show isterbceh a ot m r
that the hon. gentlemanwassot fakr in bis ese is ono mastefreean tmser
argument.would0not,-in thesame ac- of r He ain sat ion. R

Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. friend the Minis-
ter of Customs knows the commercial name
of brick. He knows also the commercial
name' of tire-briek, and he knows he cannot
buy fire-brick for four cents a piece.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. How
much do you pay for them ?

Mr. TAYLOR. I know what I pay for
them. You eannot buy them under 12j cents
a plece.

The. MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I thlnk
you are mudtaken.

Mr. TAYLOR. I- am not. I buy them
every year for my furnace.

There is a large Item here on K-42 for coal.
What instructions does the hon. gentleman
give to the Quebec agent in regard to the
purchase and sale, so far as the domestie
coal. is concerned. My great difficulty was
to prevent him buying Scotch coal wheu w0
could .supply any amount of our own.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That bas ceased for some
time, and there is no foreign coal got at
Quebee.

Mr. TAYLOR. I want to withdraw the
statement that I made a moment ago. The
Minister said that by looking at the Auditor
General's Report, i would find I had made
a mistake. I find I did, because I lnd the

3541 3542



LCO3'I1-VONS]

first item $5, then comes the next Item,
thirty-five at 4j cents, eighteen at 4 cents,
two at $3.50, two at $3.25, four at $3, three
at $3, two at $2.96, and two at $3.25. Now.
the hon. gentleman knows that double prices
are charged all there, If compared with
the average. Some charge more for shingle
nails than for the large size, but these are
all charged at the rate of high-priced nails,
and when bought at the factory, large and
small nails are bought at the same price.

The committee rose and reported progress.

ADJOURNMENT-SPRING STEAMER TO
CHARLOTTETOWN.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the
adjournment of the House.

Sir CHARLES HIIBBERT TUPPER. I
promised the hon. member for East Queen's
(Mr. Martin), who is not present, that I
would draw the attention of the Government
to a statement in the " Daily Examiner " of
Charlottetown, May 16th, in regard to a mat-
ter of public interest in Prince Edward Is-
land:

We have a striking instance of this fact in the
failure of the Government to authorize the ex-
pected visit of a spring steamer to sail from
Charlottetown to Liverpool. Farmers and ex-
porters who have fed and purchased cattle in
the expectation that an ocean steamer would call
here this spring have been disappointed and ,put
out on account of the dilatoriness of the Govern-
ment in this regard. The cattle and other things
prepared for export to England have now to be
sent to Halifax, St. John, St. John's and other
places.
I know little about the subject, but the hon.
gentleman desired me to press upon the Gov-
ernment, if possible. that the same conveni-
ence should be afforded as was afforded In a
former season.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. Last year a sum of $5,000
was voted, and they had a steamer that
made three trips, and very useful they were.
This year we are asking for another grant
of $5,000, but it is not available until the lst
July. I have not been lylng on my oars in
this matter. I have made repeated applica-
tions to different steamshlp owners in Mont-
real to see if they would not put a steamer
on. I have consulted the Minister of Agri-
culture-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
They seem to expect It just as they had it
last summer.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No doubt. Nobody could do
more than I have done to get it. I am lu
correspondence wIth Mr. Campbell at this
moment. I forwarded to the Board of Trade
at Charlottetown Mr. Campbell's last letter.
The prospect is not very bright for getting it
just now.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 12.25 a.m.

Mr. TAYLOR.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TiURSDAY, 25th May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

1Pauy-i:s.

WEIGH[TS AND MEASURES.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 128) to amend
the Weights and Measures Act. He said:

l The Bill relates to a difficulty that has
risen, especially in Nova Scotia, with respect
to the correct measurement of apple bar-
rels. In that province apples form one of
1the most important produets of agriculture.
I may also mention that several hon. mem-
bers of this House have given notice of
other Bills which will affect, to a certan
degree, the legislation on weights and mea-
sures, If their views are adopted by the
House. I would suggest that ail the:r Bills,
after they have passed their second reading.
shoilid be referred along with this one to a
Committee of the Whole House to be dealt
with in the same way in which we proceeded
last year with a measure of a similar nature.

Motion agreed to, -nd Bill read the first
time.

TRANSFER OF PROPERTY
STEVESTON. B.C.

NEAR

SIr CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked:

Has the Government transferred any property
near Steveston, British Columbia, and adjoining
section ., Range 7 West, Block 3 North, N.W.D.,
to the Government of British Columbia ?

(a) If so, when ?
(b) If not, has any correspondence on this sub-

ject passed between the two Governients, and
if so, what is the nature and effect of it ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). 1. 'No. (a) Answered by No. 1. (b)
No correspondence upon the subject can be
found.

ACCOUNTS BETWEEN DOMINION AND
ONTARIO GOVERNMENTS.

Mr. FOSTER (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
In what sum was the province of Ontario

indebted to the Dominion Governtnent on 30th
June, 1898, and what rate per cent was charge-
able thereon ?

In what sum was the Dominion Government
Indebted to the Ontario Government on 3oth
June, 1898, and what was the rate per cent al-
lowed ?

What was the net amount of interest due to
the Ontario Government on 30th June, 1898, and
what payments have been made thereon since
that date ?
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At what perlods of each financial year is it
usual to make interest payment to the Ontario
Government, and what payments thereon have
been made during the current fiscal year ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). Until the arbitrators have made their
final awards the Indebtedness of the pro-
vince of Ontario to the Dominion Govern-
ment on the 30th June, 1898, cannot be ex-
actly determined, but an approximation of
the indebtedness was made at $1,650,000,
whieh did not include any amount for the
claims made by the Dominion for payments
to the Indians under the Robinson Treaties
and Treaty No. 3, as these claims were be-
fore the courts and the arbitrators. On this
approximate indebtedness 4 per cent per au-
num was chargeable in accordance with the
agreement with the provinces ln 1894. There
have been at the credit of the province of
Ontario since confederation :
The Upper Canada Grammar School

Fund .............................. $ 312,769 C4
The Upper Canada Building Fund,

now amounting to................. 1,597,076 59
And Ontario's share of the Common

School Fund, which fund now
amounts to......................... 2,521,501 25

And on these amounts 5 per cent interesti
bas been allowed to the present time. As
the indebtedness of Ontario to the Dominion
could not be determined, the net amount of
interest on the 30th of June, 1898, could not;
be definitely arrived at, but $95,000 was pald
to the province pending a final settlement1
of the accounts. It is usual to make Interestî
payments sto the Ontario Government ln July
and January, and in July, 1898, $45,0001
(charged ln the accounts of 1897-98), and
$50,000 (charged in the accounts of 1898-99)
were paid, and In January, 1899, $50,000
were paid.

MR. J. C. BLAIS, PUBLIC WORKS
DEPARTMENT.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by iMr. Dugas) asked:
1. Was J. C. Blais, engineer, of the Public

Works Department, at Chicoutimi, a boarder
with J. C. Clareau, at Chicoutimi, ln 1896 and
1897 ?

2. How much per day or per month did he pay?
3. What sums were pald to Mr. Clareau for

the board of Mr. Blais, ln 1896, and for how
long a time, and what sums ln 1897, and for
what length of time ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mfr. Tarte). 1. Yes. 2. $2 a day. 3. For
1896, 41 days at $2, $82 ; for 1897, 166 days
at $2, $332.

RESIDENCE OF MR. JUSTICE MARTIN.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. In what county o! British Columbia does the
Hon. Iur. Justice Martin reside and usually dis-
charge his duties ?

2. What la the. county assigned to him as the
county ln whieb hea shall reside, &e., by the
terms of the Order ln Council appointing him ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). To the first portion of the question
the answer is, New Westminster. To the
second, Vletoria. I may add that, by letters
patent, Mr. Justice Martin is not assigned
to any place.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
suppose the hon. gentleman distinguishes be-
tween an Order in Council and letters
patent in that case. The first answers to an
Order in Council.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes. The
last portion of the -answer refers exclusively
to letters patent. I do not know that It
makes any difference as to the fact.

RESIDENCE OF THE CHIEF JUSTICE
OF BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. What district Is named in the Order ln
Council appointing the bon. the Chief Justice of
British Columbia as the one In which he shall
reside and usually discharge his duties ?

2. In what district does the hon. the Chief
Justice actually reside ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). The answer to the first question is,
Victoria judicial district. 2. New Westmln-
ster. Perhaps I may add that, when he was
appointed, Chief Justice MeColi was assign-
ed to the Victoria district, and Mr. Justice
Martin to the New Westminster district,
Chief Justice McCOll resided at New West-
minster and Mr. Justice Martin at Victoria.
It was represented to the.department that no
inconvenience resulted from the fact that
they were allowed to continue to reside at
these places. The arrangement was concur-
red ln temporarily, with the understanding
-that If any inconvenience was pointed out,
a change of residence must take place.

Sir CHARLES IIIBBERT TUPPER. I
did not put the question on the paper on ;the
supposition that any ineonvenience had re-
sulted from the actual residence of 'these
two Judges.

DATE OF 'MR. F. C. WADE'S ARRIVAL
AT DAWSON.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked:

Referring to " Hansard," 1899, page 1879, April
19th, where the bon. the Minister of the Interior,
in reply to a formal question, says, "Mr. F. C.
Wade arrived in Dawson on or about March 20th,
1898," and the "Hansard," 1899, page 184,
where,, in reply to a formal question the hon.
the Minister of the Interlor states that "Mr. F.
C. Wade arrived at Dawson 26th February,
1898," which li the correct statement of fact ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR :(Mr.
SIf-ton). The fret report of my statement li
evidently Incorrect. The correct date is 26th
February, i8.
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AUTHORITY FOR LEASING DAWSON in this matter. The matter bas been pro-
WATER FRONT. ceeded vitb as fast as routine business would

ailow, and the voting Is to take place on the
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER 20th of June.

asked: 1
1. Under what statutory authority, if any, were REPORTS 0F MR. OGILVIE.

Messrs. Morrison & McDonald put in or allowed .
to take possession of or enjoy the control of the Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
land known as the " water front " in Dawson ? asked:

(a) Has the Government approved of or con-
firmed the action taken by the officials in Daw- Wil the hou. the Mlnster o the Interior ad-son espctig te s-caled leaing ofthIvise the flouse so soon as he receives It of theson respecting the so-called leasing " of this arrival of any report of Mr. Ogilvie upon or re.
property to Morrison & McDonad ? specting the investigation into the complaints of

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr. the committee of miners at Dawson ?
Sif ton). 1. Under section 4 of ebapter 22.ERO (r
Revised Statuteso o f anada, the Minister21 The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
the Interior has control of all Crown lands, Sifon). The answer 1s, yes.
except those under the control of other de- Sir CHAULES HIBBERT TUPPER
partments mentioned in this section. The asked:
public lands ln Yukon Territory are under' S1. Has the report of Mr. Ogilvie, referred to onhis control, and Mr. Thomas Fawcett was page 14 of the Report of the Department of theauthorized by the Governor In Council to act Interior for 1898, been received ?
for the Minister of the Interior in matters (a) If so, when will it be laid on the Table of
relating -to the administration of the Yukon the House ?
territory. The question whether Mr. Faw- The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR (Mr.
cett's action regarding the water front was Sifton). The answer is no.
wvit'hin hi nwQ ýhn bnia» %a fimol l itn.TeanwrI, o

spLoLLwers.j i. as nee een Iormaily

determined. 2. The Government bas taken
no action respecting the lease referred to.

Sir CHARLES iHIBBERT TUPPER. Does
that refer to both parts of the question ?

SURVEY OF LANDS IN YUKON TERRI-! The MINISTER F THE INTERIOR.
TORY. -Yes, both parts.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked:

1. What lands, if any, have been laid off In
the Yukon district, under the provisions of cap.
29, Act 1897, section 19 ?

(a) If the so-called "water front " in Dawson
was so laid off, when was it laid off ?

(b) Has the town-site of Dawson been duly
patented ? If so, when ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). 1. The followlng lots have been sur-
veyed under instructions of the Surveyor
General, ln accordance with the provisions of
chapter 29, Aet 1897, section 19 :-Lots 1 to
Il Inclusive. group 1 ; also, four lots which
have not yet recelved numbers. Lots 1 to
13 inclusive, group 2. Lots 1 to 4 inclusive,
group 3. Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, group 4.
There is no information in the Surveyor Gen-
eral's office as to any lands surveyed in the
Yukon Territory since surveys were placed
under the direction of the present commis-
sioner. (a) The so-called "water front" lu
Dawson Is part of lots 2 and 3, group 2. It
was laid off at the end of March, 1898. (b)
No.

VOTE OF REPEAL OF SCOTT ACT.
IN COUNTY OF BROME.

Mr. MOORE (by Mr. Taylor) askad:
1. What Is the cause of the delay ln taking

the vote In the county of Brome on the repeal
of the ScottAct ?

2. When will the vote be taken?
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier). There has been no unusual delay
Mr. SIFTON.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Witli the consent of the Minister of the In-
terlor, I would like to refer to question No.

116. It is not really expressed as it should
have been. Subsection (a) which -the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Sifton) answered in the nega-
tive, was meant sImply to refer to that pas-
sage of the report where a reference Is made
to Mr. Ogilvie's report on the operations of
the year, and the regret expressed that it
did not arrive i time to be Included with
his annual report, but would form after-
wards au appendix. My question was
meant to evoke, In the event of its not being
received at present, a statement from the
Minister whether that report when received
would be promptly laid on the Table of the
House.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That Is fnot the question asked.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
is not. But I ask the Minister if he would
answer it now without my putting a formal
question.

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. The
first part of the question of the hon. gentle-
man was as to whether we have received the
report or not.

Sir CHARLES BIBBERT TUPPER. I
admit that the answer to the question as put
was correct.

The MINISTER 0F THE LNTERIOR.
The second part of the question was, When
will It be laid on the Table, and, of eourse,
we could not say that as we had not received
it. In reply to what the hon. gentleman sug-
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gests now, I beg to say, that as soon as the for a course unless in possession of the highest
report is recelved It will be copied and laid qualification obtainable in Canada?
on the Table of the House. The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

PENCE (Mr. Borden). The answer to this
I.C.R.-FREIGHT RATES ON FLOUR. question is, no.

Mr. McDOUGALL asked:
What was the regular tariff collected per car-

load on flour carried between Chaudière and St.
John, Halifax, Pictou and Sydney, over the In-
tercolonlal Railway in June, 1896 ?

What was the tariff between same points in
June, 1897 and 1898 ?

What was the tariff between Montreal and
same points in June, 1898 ?
- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDI
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I will have to ask
the bon. gentleman to move for a return in
this case, as the answer will be voluminous.

Mr. McDOUGALL. It is a well-known fact
that a return cannot be got down to the
House this session.

WORKSS ON RIVER NICOLET.

Mr. LEGRIS asked :
1. In what years were the dredging and wharf-j

building works at the mouth of the River Nicolet
done ?

2. How much has the Government spent yearly
on the said works ?

3. Is the Government inforied whether it Is
true that the said works are going to ruin ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). 1. Works were commenced in
the fall of 1881. 2:

1881-82
1882-83
1883-84
1884-85
1885-86
1886-87
1887-88
1888-89
1889-90
1890-91
1891-92
1892-93
1893-94
1894-95
1895-96
1897-98

Total........................*

$ 594 52
10,474 12
30,995 76
17,116 28
10,855 54

6,778 32
19,058 83
10,999 93
12,492 72
8,030 24.
8,904 61
1,953 50

562 50
72 17

10,091 50
Nil.

$148,980 54
3. An examination will be made to ascertain
the condition of the work. But the Govern-
ment is aware that it is in a poor state of
repair.

MR. J. L. BIGGAR-15TH BATTALION.

PERMANENT FORCE-BREVET PROMO%1-
TIONS.

Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

1. Does paragraph 54, Regulations and Orders
for the Militia, 1898, in regard to brevet pro-
motion of officers of the permanent force, meet
the approval of the Minister of Militia?

2. Is it intended to change it ? '
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

PENCE (Mr. Borden). All regulations and
orders promulgated in the "Canada Gazette"
are recommended by the General Officer
Comnianding, and approved by the Minister
of Militia and Defence Any changes must
be similarly recommended and approved. I
am not aware that it was Intended to change
the regulations referred to.

LIST OF REGIMENTAL
MENTS.

ESTABLISH-

Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

Has a list of regimental establishments for the
years 1897, 1898 and 1899 been submitted to Par-
liament annually, as required by Order in Council
published in Militia General Orders, dated 20th
January, 1893 ? If so, on what date ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). The list for 1897
was laid on the Table of the House on Au-
gust 24th, 1896, but I am unable to find that
the list for 1898 was laid on the Table of
the House. A general order requiring! this
to be laid on the Table of the House is no
longer in force.

P MILITIA REGULATIONS.

Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

On what date, in the years 1897, 1898 and 1899,
were regulations made under authority of the
Militia Act laid before Parliament in accordance
with clause 126 of the Mlitia Act ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA ANDI DE-
PENCE (Mr. Borden). Regulations made in
1897, 1898 and 1899 were published ln the
"Canada Gazette." They were never speel-
ally laid before Parliament, except once,
since confederation.

PERMANENT FORCE-APPOINTMENT
OF OFFICERS.

Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Taylor) asked: Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
1. Has Paymaster J. L. Biggar, 15th Battalion,

been appointed to the militia service in connec-
tion with what Is called an Army Service Corps?
If so, la it a permanent appointment?

2. What military qualification, if any, has he?
3. Will he ,be sent to England at the public-

expense fer a course?
4. Aas the Minster of Militia not stated in this-

House that no offleer would be sent to England

1. Has it beeu found advantageous to the mil-
itia to appoint officers 'to the permanent force
wbo were not qualified?

2. Is it advantageous to the militia to retain
ofBcers in the permanent Instructional schools
who are not qualified?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). No officers have been
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appointed to the permanent force who were NAVIGABILITY OF BATISCAN RIVER.
not qualified under the terns of the regula-!
tions existing at the dates of their appoint- Mr. MARCOTTE (by Mr. Dugas) asked:
ments. 1. Whether the Batiscan River Is navigable at

its mouth ?
MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT. 2. Whether the Government have received peti-

titns from the parishioners of St. Genévieve de
Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Taylor) asked : Batiscan and others, complaining that the said

river had been obstructed by plers, which im-
Is it intended to amend the Militia Act this peded navigation ?

session ? If so, in what respect ? 3. Whether the Government have inquired into
t1s natter and whether thev tendton ioml

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). The matter is under
consideration.

EASTERN EXTENSION-CLAIM 0F
NOVA SCOTIA GOVERNMENT.

Mr. McDOUGALL asked:
1. Has the subject of the claim of the Goyern-

ment of Nova Scotia for a refund of the sub-
sidy paid by Nova Scotia towards the construe-
tion of the Eastern Extension received the con-
scleration of the Government ?

2. If so, has the Government decided to pay the
claim ? If not, why not?

3. Has the recent visit of the Premier of Nova
Scotia been in connection withà this subject ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). To the first question I
may say, the matter has received, and Is still
recelving the consideration of the Govern-
ment. To the second question I may say,
no decision has yet been reached. To the
third question I may say, the Premier of
Nova Scotia, whilst in Ottawa, did urge this
question, with others, upon the Government.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY SUPERIN-
TENDENT.

Mr. GAUVREAU asked:

1. Whether the Minister of Railways is %aware
that a report of the general manager of the Inter-
colonial Railway was favourable to the retaining
of the headquarters of the superintendent at
Rivière du Loup, or that, at bottom, he desired
to maintain them in the same locality as in the
time of ex-Superintendents McDonald and Ouellet,
but that influences allen to the county of Témis-
couata and to the district of Kamouraska pre-
vailed against the decision or opinion, verbal c-r
written, of Mr. Pottinger ?

2. Has there been correspondence between the
Minister, or the general manager, and certain
persons at Lévis or Quebec on this subject ?

3. Who has suggested this change to the Min..
Ister of Railways, or to the general manager,
Mr. Pottinger, this year ?

4. Had requests been already made, prior to
this year, for the transfer of these offices to
Lévis, and if so, when and by whom ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS' AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. To the first ques-
tion the answer Is, no. 2. To the second
question the answer ,Is no. 3. To the third
question the answer lW the general manager
suggested the change. 4. To the. fourth
question I say-the- answer 1%, not that I am
aware o!. L

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

witb the prayer of the said petitions ?
4. What do they propose doing in relation

thereto ?
The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS

(Mr. Tarte). 1. Yes, during the ordinary
stages of the waters, for boats drawing 34
feet of water. 2. Yes. 3. The Government
has iuquired into this matter. A petition
has been received from St. François-Xavier
de Batiscan. praying that the Messrs. Price
Bros. & Co. may be allowed to maintain
their works in that river. The remedy sug-
gested by the chief engineer is the removal
of a pier from its present position in the
centre of the channel to the outer edge. 4.
The matter is under consideration, with a
view of conforming with the chief engin-
eer's suggestions.

YUKON FORCE-MAJOR BLISS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. What amount of public money has been
paid to Major Bliss since he was connected with
the Yukon service ?

(a) As salary or pay ?
(b) For travelling allowance or expenses ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

PENCE (Mr. Borden). The answer to the
first part of this question has already been
given. The total amount paid up to the
month of April from April, 1898, is $2,829.
The answer to the second question Is, $1,100,
which Includes purchase of ten dogs. and
travelling outfit for use of the force ln the
Yukon, and to receipt of which, dogs, &c.,
has been acknowledged by the commandant
int his last despatches.

SUPERINTENDENT, ST. OURS LOCK.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Gillies) asked:
1. Why was Mr. Coderre, late superintendent

of the lock at St. Ours, River Richelieu, dis-
missed ?

2. Who was appointed In hie place?
3. What was the business of the new incum-

bent previous to his appointment as superintend-
ent of said lock ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Mr. Coderre, late-
superintendent 0o the ock at St. Ours, was
dismissed for irregularities In his accounts
and other reasons. 2. Mr. Olivier Laventure
was appointed ln place of Mr. Coderre. 3.
He was a trader of St. Ours, P.Q.
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CHAMBLY CANAL INVESTIGATION.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Gillies) asked:
1. Is it true that the Government has ordered

an investigation into the management of the
Chambly Canal ?

2. By whom was such investigation demanded,
and for what purpose ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. The Government
ordered an investigation Into the manage-
ment of the Chambly Canal, which has
taken place. 2. The investigation was de-
mauded by Mr. Willett and others. For
contravention of canal regulations and un-
due political partisanship.

ARRIVAL OF IMMIGRANTS LAST
YEAR.

Mr. CLARKE (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
How many immigrants arrived in Canada dur-

ing the year ending 31st December last ? How
many of these became settlers in Canada ? How
mnany homesteads were taken up last year ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton. 31,702 immigrants arrived in
Canada during the year ending 31st Decem-
ber last, with the declared Intention of set-
tling in Canada permanently. No means
exists for tracing these settlers to their de-
stination absolutely, bat the officers of the
Government have means of knowing whe-
ther substantially the greater portion of
them or nearly all of them will settle per-
manently. It would be impossible, how-
ever, to give absolute figures on that sub-
ject. In reply to the latter part of the ques-
tion. 4,848 homesteads were taken up last
year.

I.C.R.-PURCHASE OF CARS.

Mr. CLARKE (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
How many palace or sleeping cars were or-

cered by the Government for the Intercolonial
Railway, between the lst January, 1888, and lst
April, 1899? To what company or firm were the
orders given ? Were public tenders called for ?
What prices are to be paid for each class of car ?
Why were not the orders for these cars given to
Canadian firms so as to provide work for Cana-
dian citizens ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Sixteen palace and
sleeping cars were ordered by the Govern-
ment for the Intercolonial Railway between
the lst of January, 1888, and the lst April,
1899. The orders were given to the Crossen
Car Company for eight of these cars, and
to the Wagner Palace Car Company for the
other eight cars. Tenders were not called
in 1888 for five of these cars, but tenders
were called for eleven. $14,045 each for
five sleepers and $19,940.80 each for eight
sleepers and $9,800 for each of the three
parlour cars. The cars recently ordered
were obtained from the Wagner Palace Car

112

Compauy after tenders asked for and ob-
tained from several large firms in the United
States. The department, before making a
contract with United States manufacturers,
had applied to the Grand Trunk and Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Companies, Messrs.
Crossen and Company, and Messrs. Rhodes,
Curry & Co. for offers. The two last men-
tloned firms declined to tender for these cars
on the ground that the orders they had
then on band from the Intercolonial Rail-
way were all they could fill within the
time allowed. The first two companies
would not undertake the work, as their
shops were overcrowded with their own
work. The department needed these cars
for the opening of the tourist season this
spring, and had no alternative than to place
these orders with the Wagner Palace Car
Company, whose tender was the lowest of
the United States firms.

CANADA EASTERN RAILWAY.

Mr. FOSTER (by Mr. Taylor) asked :
1. Has any promise been made, officially or

otherwise, by the Government or any member
tbereof, to any person or corporation to purchase
the Canada Eastern Railway of New Brunswick ?

2. If so, what was the amount offered therefor ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID

CANALS (Mr. Blair). No promise bas been
made by the Government, either officially
or otherwise, to purchase the Canada East-
ern Railway.

Mr. TAYLOR. The houn. gentleman bas
not answered the full question. He has
muerely answered for the Government, fnot
for individual members.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have answered the question
fully.

LEVIS MAIL SERVICE.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Dugas) asked:
1. How many persons are employed for car-

rying the mails from the central post office or
from the ferry landing at Lévis to branch post
offlces in the same town or its immediate neigh-
bourhood ?

2. What are the names of such persons ?
3. What salary or price do they receive for

their services ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-

lock). 1. Five. 2. Joseph Verrault, Geo.
Bordeleau, Alphonse Laflamme, François
Gingras. 3. George Bordeleau, e260 (two
contracts) ; Joseph Verrault, $75; Alphonse
Laflamme, $150; François Gingras, $315.
The services performed by the various con-
tractors are as follows :-Lévis and Beau-
mont, from Lévis to Beaumont and back.
Geo. Bordeleau, $160 ; Lévis and Guay, from
Lévis to Guay and back, Joseph Verrault,
$75 (temporary agreement) ; Lévis and Lau-
zon, from Lévis to Lauzon and back via
Bienville, Geo. Bordeleau, $100; Lévis and

BRISZIDDITION.
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railway station. Alphonse Laflamme, $150; I want to remind the members of the Gov-
Lévis street letter box service, via Guay erument of a promise, the last, I think. on
and Notre Dame de Lévis. François Gingras. record made by that Government, that they
$315. Under this contract mails are con- would make an effort to produce before this
veyed as follows :-(1) from Lévis to Notre House and lay on the Table certain returns
Danie de Lévis and back ; (2) from Lévis whicl were asked for before the holidays.
to letter boxes, via Guay, which is also and to which particular attention was call-
served under the Lévis and Guay service; ed. The riglit lion. leader of the Govern-
(31 from Notre Dame de Lévis to Villemay ment seems to have forgotten them, and I
and back. would now remind him, first of all, of a

rtturn ordered by this House in March, 1898,
EMPLOYMENT OF JOSEPH VERRAULT. over a year ago, of ail the correspondence

in regard to the Manitoba prosecutions. That
Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Dugas) asked: is a subject that engaged the attention of

a eonînittee of this H-juse last session, and1. Is one Joseph Verrault, of Lévis, in the em- a committee of this House st no apd
ploy of the Post Office Departnent ? a c ofith Htusesis A oeue

2.~~~~~ Ifsiiwanaact dealing with it this session. A return
3. Wohat is his salary ? 1of this character would be obviously im-
4. If he is employed in a dual capacity, what portant, because it would clear up the ques-

pay or emolument does he receive in each ? tion as to iow many of the papers or aocu-
Tlie P>OSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu- inents that were in the possession of the

lock). Toseph Verrault is postmaster at Governmenlt bave not already conie 10 ugbt
Guay, County of Lévis, and for bis ser- in the ordinary way before the Public Ac-
vices as sucli is allowed the usual percent- counts Committee, which of course bas been
age of the revenue of bis office. He also furnislied merely with such documents as
holds a contract for the conveyance of mails passed through the hands of the Audit De-
between Guay and Lévis, for which Ue re- partirent. Then, there was a question con-
eeives $75 a year. cerning Deadman's Island. The lion. gen-

tienan who moved for tne papers on that
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. subject is not in bis seat ; but it is a sub-

ject of such general interest, that I myself,
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau- with the bon. gentleman who bas charge

rier) rose to move : of the motion. pressed yipon the attention
That from this date to the end of the session, of the Government the necessity for some

Government Orders have precedence on Wednes- expedition in preparing that return. I bave
days, immediately after questions to be put by also privately urged It upon the Minister
members. of Militia and Defence (Mr. Borden). Tiere

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. did not seem and there does not seem to
Might I ask the hon. gentleman to allow be any reason for the extraordinaro delay
that to stand until the evening session, as that as oecurred in the preparation of
the leader of the Opposition would, no these papers, whichmvolvea question of
doubt, like to be here when It is moved, title-a question that concerns not
although I am not aware that he would only the lessee of this Government,

but the people of this country andobjeet te it. the government of British Columbia.
The PRIME MINISTER. I am very happy The matter bas finally reached the courts.

to extend the courtesy. a nd notwithstanding this House Is primarily
Motion allowed to stand. charged with the matter and this subject

engaged the attention of the Government
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. , before this session of Parliament was con-

'vencd, it seems extraÀordinary that the Gov-
Mr. COSTIGAN. Mr. Speaker, it was my ernment sbould be pressing the despatch of

intention, before the Orders of the Day were public business and the consideration of the
called, to make a motion which would have ordinary supplies without furnLshing the
afforded me an opportunity of making a liuse of Gommons witb the papers that
statement to this House to which I attach must bave been before the Prlvy Council,
consîderable Importance ; but, realizing that because different deputations bave becn re-
the hon. leader of the Opposition may also ceived and final opinions given on the part
attach some importance to it, and that he Is of tUe Goverument wlth regard to the
unavoldably absent to-day, 1 will not avail tites. That is onc question, but under-
myself of the opportunity to-day, but will neath ail that and the reason for expedition
walt until to-morrow. is the extraordinary price that was pald

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. for this public property-450 a year for
Hear, hear. twenty years--given wlthout notice te the

public. without competition, for a property
INQUIRY FOR RETURNS. vaiued. as I have been lnformed by reli-

able people wholly devoid of political feei-
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. lng In the matter-because both LIberals and

Before the Orders of the Day are called, Conservatives rangd onnedase or the
Mr. MULOCK.
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other on the locality question-very much
higher. Therefore, there Is, I think. all the
more reason for extraordinary expedition in
the preparation of this return.

Then I have a right to claim some atten-
tion at the hands of the hon. Minister of the
Interlor with regard to procedure I adopted
more than a week ago with reference to the
ordinary rule that when a Minister in de-
bate refers to written documents, they
should be promptly laid on the Table by
The Minister naking such reference.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is
going too far.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I do not intend to dilate upon the matter,
but simply draw attention to the fact. In
order not to take up the time of the House.
I simply gave the reference in "Hansard"
to th,, hon. Minister, taking it for granted
that. by his silence, he consented to furnish
the documents. But no attention has been
paid to thit subjeet, and I mention it now
simply to say that I will be absolutely com-
pelled to make a formal motion and a long
discussion with regard to It.

There is also a return with regard to the
sheriff's appointment in the Yukon. Only
the formal papers were asked for, and the1
House gave Its order on May 15th. These
papers cannot be voluminous, but none are
forthcoming.

Then with regard to the New Westminster
investigation of the Crown Timber Agents
there, I asked the Minister of the Interior
aeross the House, when that order was
carried, to lay the formal papers, the ap-
pointment. the Order in Council, the comr-
plaint on the Table and have the others
brought down ln a supplementary return, as
they might be voluminous. That order was
given the 15th of May, but has not been
complied wlth yet.

Then again the reports of Mr. Ogilvie, the
letters and telegrams passing between him
tind the Department of the Interior, for
which an order of the House was carried on
the Sth May. Also on the Sth of May there
was an order for the correspondence be-
tween this Government and the Executive
Council in the Yukon, and also an order of
the same date for the correspondence with
Major Walsh.

With these orders there is no compliance.
and I have not been told by any of the
Ministers that they decline to lay on the
Table the documents speclfied. I have
spoken frequently on the Orders of the Day
being called ou this subject, and do not wish
to take up time by making a motion, but if
pressed will have to do so, and in that way
occupy a long period of time in showing
how much reason I have for pressing these
points upon the attention of the Govern-
ment. As I prefer not to do that, I merely
mention from time to time the desire I have
for these particular papers.

112f

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I must frankly tell my hon. friend
that I was not at all prepared for the lan-
guage he las made use of. I expected, on
the contrary, some measure of encomium
en his part for the great effort we have made
to supply his wishes. He knows that this
day we have brought down a dozen of re-
ports.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
None of these.

The PRIME MINISTER. I am sorry we
cannot come up to the degree of exhaustive-
ness of my hon. f riend, but perhaps to-
morrow will be able to gratify him.

The MIN ISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). With reference to
the partiular return in my own depart.
ment, I was not in the House when the
3ratter was brought up. The hon. gentleman
spoke to me privately, and I told him I
would have the return brought down as
soon as possible. I thInk hle might very
well have stopped there and not drag In a
discussion of this particular lease. The hon.
gentleman insinuated, or rather stated
clearly. that the price which the Govern-
ment was to obtain for the property per
annum was ridiculously small.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEIL
Undoubtedly.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I understand that It is out of
order to discuss this matter now, but I shail
be prepared to diseuss it later. It is rather
unfair for an lon. gentleman, when asking
for returns, to take the opportunity of
making a charge or insinuation of this kind.
I wish to say that the price obtained was,
I believe, very much larger than the one
which it was proposed should be paid by a
private company in the clty of Vancouver
only two or three years ago. Further, I
wish to point out that the late Government.
of which the hon. gentleman was a mem-
ber, handed over 950 acres of the public
lands of this country in the city of Van.
couver fo'r $1 a year. Furthermore, I shahl
be able to establish that a committee from
Vancouver which walted on the Govern-
ment here-members of it-stated that the
Government of which the hon. gentleman
was a member were prepared for the sum
of $1 a year to hand over this particular
island to a private conpany.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman will not be able to
bring down any paper to verify any such
statemnent.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the evil of break-
ing the rule forbidding discussion before the
Orders of the Day are called, is apparent
in this matter.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I see no eviL

35583557



[3 imCOMZI MONS] 360

Mr. SPEAKER. There is the evil of pro-
voking a debate by abusing the privllege of
asking questions about returns before the
Orders of the Day are called.

Sir CHARLES H1BBERT TUPPER
I will move a motion next time.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). i beg to lay on the Table the
information asked for by the hon. gentle-
man on the 15th May, 1899, about which
he hias just been complaining so vigorouesly.
If he had waited a moment, he might have
saved himself and this House his complaint.

I may say, by way of explanation in re-
gard to this. that this is not an ordinary
return. The hon. gentleman made some-
remarks ir- the House calling attention to
the fact that I had referred to certain papers
and asking me to produce them. My secre-
tary has gone very carefully tbrough the
remarks of the hon. gentleman. as reported
in " Hansard," and he says he las eom-
plied with his requests as far as possible.
But i. on looking through what is laid on
the Table, the hon. gentleman thinks I have
not fully complied with his requests,I will be
happy to supplement the information. In the
absence of the Minister of Customs (Mr. Pa-
terson) I beg to lay on the Table also a return
to an Address of the House of Commons
dated 30th March, 1898, for copies of all re-
ports to His Excellency the Governor Gen-
eral, minutes of Counell, reports, papers andt
correspondence in any way relating to the
navigation of the Yukon or Stikine rivers, or
to customs regulations in connection there-
with, including the transhipment of cargoes;
also all reports to His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General, minutes of Council, corre-
spondence and papers touching the customs
regulations and fees imposed in connection
with Canadian goods passing through St.
Michael's. Dyea, Skagway and Wrangel.
I beg to lay on the Table also a return to
an Address of the House of Commons
dated the 19th April, 1899, for copies of all
correspondence and papers connected with
the removal of Mr. Faweett from the posi-
tion of Yukon Gold Commissioner : also a
return to an Address of the House of Com-
inons dated 15tb May, 1899. for copies of all
Orders in Council, ordinanees. commissions,
appointments. bond certificates and oaths.
relating to the appointment of the sheriff
for Yukon territory, also copies of the same
papers respeeting the appointment of the
clerk of the court for the Yukon territory :
also a retarn to an Address of the House of
Commons dated 14th March, 1898, for copies
of all correspondence between the Govern-
ment of Canada or any member thereof.
and the United States Government either
directly or through the British Government,
or its representative at Washington, In re-
ference to bonding or transient arrange-
ments on the Pacifie coast and to the relief
of destitute persons in the Yukon or Alaska

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Plctou>.

district. Also any reports of Ministers to
the Government on these matters.

Mr. SPEAKER. The first collection of
papers referred1 to by the hou. gentleman
(Mr. Sifton) was not brought down in an-
swer to an Address or an Order of the House.
so I shall have to put a motion. Mr. Sifton
ioves, seconded by Mr. Mulock, for leave to
lay on the Table certain papers containing
information asked for by Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper on 15th of May, 1899.

Motion agreed to.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
May I ask you, Mr. Speaker, in regard to the
procedure, whether that statement by Your
lonc.ur is altogether correct-I do not mean

as to fact, of course. What I desire to know
is whether I was not entitled, without mn-
tion, to ask for and obtain any public docu-
ments referred to by the Minister in debate.
I proceeded on that assumption." It seems
to me, therefore. that this motion would not
he necessary, if the action of the Minister
is, as I suppose it is. in complIance with
the point taken by me that he was bound to
lay these papers on the Table of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) must have misap-
prehended what I said. I did not suggest
that he should have made a motion. The
motion I put before the Bouse was by the
Minister for leave to lay these papers on the
Table, as neither a Minister nor any one
else has the right to lay papers on the Table
of the House without some order or some
authorIty from the House.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I understood so, but I desired to know if
that rule applied-as, I coDfess, I did not
think It did-to the case mnQ-tioned by me of
a Minister referring to a publie document
in a debate. I did not suppose that a mo-
tion by anybody was required In that case.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am inclined to think it
is, but It can do no harm at any rate in
order to have the Journals of the House

1 correct.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Not at all.

I.C.R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

House again resolved itself into committee
tcon sider a certain resolution respecting
the Drummbond Coanty Railway.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. R. L. BORDEN (Halifax). Mr. Chair-
man, when the committee rose on Thursday
lest, I had been discusslng the price to be
paid by the Government for the Drummond
County Railway on the basis of its value,
firstly, based upon options which had been
given by the company; secondly, based upon
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st ock purchased by Mr. Greenshlelds ; third- Minister of Railways and Canais (Mr. Blair)
]y, based upon the earning powers of the was good enougl to refer to me for an opin-
road ; and, fourthly, based upon the cost- Ion upon the merits of the Drumrond Coun-
but pointing out that the basis of cost is ty Railway. Lt is quite true that 1 have
not a bâsis on which property Is usually passed over that road on two or three oc-
purchased. You will have observed, Sir, casions, and while I do fot profess to be
that the results obtained by the different aide 10 give an opinion of an expert upon it,
nethods which I propose are not very great- stil I have my own ideas, based upon some

ly different. I said, in the first place, that slight observation. 1 do not think it needs
Mr. Farwell's opt-ion of $500,000, plus the the eye of an expert to observe that
subsequent cost of the road, arnounting to the road is not constructed according to the
$685.000. would make the value at present Istandard or la the same manner in whiLi
equal to about $1,115,000. if you deduet the Lntercoloaial Lailway is constructed. or
from the amount so arrived at the fair the Grand Trunk Railway is constructed,
value of the rolling stock, which was includ- or thc Canaiian Pacic Railway is con-
ed in that option but whieh was not in- structed. This road. as compared with these
eluded in the purchase by the Government. three roads. does not rise to the sane heiglit;
The value of the rolling stock was admitted as compared with them it seems to be down
to be between $70,000 and $80.000. and [ in the ditel. Lt is also perfectly obvions that.
have put It at $70.000. I also pointed out a very considerable portion of this road
that if youi take the second option given to runs tlrongh a forest.
Mr. Farwell of $400,000. you arrive at ajNow. the Minister. in dealing with tie
result just $100,000 less, viz.. that the value Iquestion of obtaininrn o so
of this road In 1898 would be $1.015.000. the Cnadian Pacifie Railway f rom Mon-
Also. if you take the basis on which the tre:îl to Quehee, told us that that road was
stock was purchased by Mr. Greenshields.net equal, 0n1account of the country
you would arrive at a value to be set upon throtilî whieh it ran. te the road
the road in 1898 of about $1,000.000. Mr. f romiHalifax to St. John; and lie bld
Greenshields acquired one-eighth of the total us thatte road from Halifax to St. John
stock for nothing, except his financial advice ias the best-paying portion of the Inter-
and assistance, and he acquired one-fifth of colonial llailway.:1 would like to know
the whole stock of the road for some $24.000. lîow the Minister of Raulways and Can-
Other stock, which he paid for at par, was ais, in view of the statement that lie las
stock purchased under options obtained be- made to this House, Is able to give us thit
fore but exercised after this agreement had information. He told us that se far as
been madt by the Goverument. I alsote Drunxmond County Railway was con-
l'ointed out that the average earning power i cerned, it was absoiutely impossible to gIve
of ie road for three years amounted to this House any idea wlatever as to whether
$33.42.33. which certainly does not repre-!tllat railway was a piece of road which paid.
sent a value in the road of $1.600.000. 1 or wich did not pay, le said the ac-
also pointbd out that the basis of cost is not (olits Ofte Intercolonial Railway
a basis upon which property of this kind i-j were not made up in that way. N
generally purchased. The value of a pro- if the ieeounts offthecIntercolonlal
perty is not its cost or the value to the per- flailwiy are kept as he suggcsts, low
son who buys. but the value to the persan does lie kowvanything about the earn-
who sells. lu expropriation proceedings, ing power off tIs rond from Halifax
that is the basis that has been laid down to St. John? How is ho able te make a
over and over again by the courts. But comparison ln the one case and not able
even upon this basis, taking the estimate to make it in the other case? Any one
of cost made by the Deputy Minister at comparingte rond from Halifax to St.
$1.565.000. and deductIng the subsidy $650.-1 John witl this Drummond Counby RallwaY
356. you have a balance of $914.644 as the which he las purebased. would say that
utmost possible amount which this rond the oue road us through a thickly popu-
could have cost these people who are now lated country. a country furnishing a large
selling to the Government. Now. under business, and the other road does net. Weli,
these circumstances. I endeavoured to argue If lie hases lis opinion lu the one case on
that the sum of $1,000.000. or at the out- the appearance of the country. lie might
side, $1.100,000, would be the utmost pos- base lis opinion Iu the other case on the
sible value you could place upon this road'appearance of the country ;.andIn that case.
upon any reasonable basis on which the Gov- I venture to think that lie will le able
ernment ought to buy it; and that, therefore te givp lits conclusion te this House that
the price now proposed to be paId by the the Dmmond County Railway. runniug as
Government-though their second bargain it dees fcr a considerable distaue lirougli
is an infinitely better one than that for which a forest. would net 1w a very Valuabie
hon. gentlemen opposite first voted-Is an plece of rond. so far, at least. as local tmaffic
excessive price. Isencerned.

Now, in dealing with the question as to Now. ny hon. friend from New Westmln-
whether this road was the best possible routester (Mm. Morrison). In deaiinwwth the bar-

by lîih t ge ino Mntrl.tli ho, gion uodte mrtt the adrummnd Cun-
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was good enough to tell us over and over Q. Could you give any Idea of the proportion ?
again that he could not for the life of him -A. No, because it varies materially.
understand what the question of user had Then the ex-Minister of Railways and Can-
to do with the amount which the Interco- als (Mr. Haggart) asks this question, and I
lonial Railway is to pay for the use of think the answer of the witness Is very
the road which it is proposed to lease from significant. He asks : " Is it a 100th ?"
the Grand Trunk Railway. or with the That Is, Is the use of those terminails by
value of the terminals at Montreal. Now, i the Intereololial Railway a hundredth part
think my hon. friend must have overlooked of the use of those terminals by the Grand
the evidence of Mr. Wainwright, whom he Trunk Rallway ? And Mr. Wainwright.
refers to as a witness of great credibility, whose evIdence my lion. friend relies on,
and whose statement we must take, he says, says :
if we do not take the statement of any would not like to make a positive statement.
one else. I would like to read to the House oe
what Mr. Wainîwright says about this bar- So this gentleman, who is as well acquaint-
gain. and the importance which lie evidently ed, I suppose, as any railway man lu Can-
attaches to the question of user. He was ada could be with the relative amount of
asked. on cross-exanination. as follows : user by the Grand Trunk Railway and by

the Intercolonial Railway of these termi-
Q. But ail your business between west and east nal facilities at Montreal, Is unable to state

onould corne to tMonuestreal p-t. Yes.,
Q. And all those terminas are for the purpose on his oath, when the question is put to hlm,

of that business ?-A. Certainly. iat the Intereolomal Railway wlll make
Q. Your use of these terminals would be very 1 a hundredth part the use of those terminals

much larger than anything the Intercolonial that the Grand Trunk Railway makes. Yet
Railway could make ?-A. Certainly. the hon. menber for New Westminster (Mr.

Q. What proportion ?-A. That would depend Morrison) thinks that the question of rela-
upon the business they do. The position is this: ttive user of these terminals has nothing atthe agreement provides that we have the use of ail to do with this case. As a matter of fact
those terminals in common. I have shown In
this plan that it involves the use of 40 miles le is carrying out in that the same Idea
of sidings, freight sheds, round houses and all which the Minister of Railways and Canals
appurtenances. It is very much like going to a (Mr. Blair) carried out. and I will show this
man wbo owns a palace, with my wife, having by referring to the evidence of the Minister
married, and asking him to give me bis whole of Raîlways and Canals given upon this
bouse. Of course. I can only use one room, but very inquiry. Now. Mr. Blair, at page 10 ofin a few years there may be a large family. r iraiat pae10o
de not know what proportion will be our use the evidence, produced a statement made by
and what will be theirs. Mr. Schreiber, who showed to the satis-

faction of the Minister, at least, havingMr. Wainwright, whose evidence my lion. Made n the statemient under the instruc-
friend commends so highly, seems to have
the idea that what the Intercolonial Railway tions of the Minister. that the Intercolonial
authoritiles are doing at te present time isRailway should, lu the first place. pay In-
buyng a palace when they have use for terest to the Grand Trunk Railway for the

only one room. Well. no one objects to their use of its raiway, not inciuding terminais,
buying a palace and using only one rooin on $750.000. This Is his estimate

if they pay for only one room. But the Interest on line St. Hyacinthe to St. Lam-
difficulty about this bargain, a difficultv bert, one half $750,000, at five per cent.. $37,500
which ny lion. friend from New Westmin- For use of Victoria Bridge and ap-
ster does not seem to be able to grasp, is proaches .............................. 50,000

For terminais at Point St. Charles, Bona-
this, that whiereas they are using only one Frtrml tPit& ls . 6,0thi. fatwlurea tey rc sig oiy ne venture and use of raiiways.......... 62,500
roon in the palace. they are paying half For use of Chaudière Bridge and neces-
rent for hal' the use of the entire palace. sary occupation of line east........... 6,000
I venture to think that if my hon. friend Then le recapitulates that, and he also pro-from New Westminster looks over the evi- duces a memorandum in somewhat similar
dence again in the liglit of what I have sug- terms, which is te be found on page il of
gested. lie wdil see iat the question of user the evidence. Then the Minister of Rail-has something to do wlth this ease. Now, ways and Canals (Mr. Blair) is examlned
Mr. Wainwright continues: about this, and I think it is well to bring to

Q. How long do you think it will take this the attention of the House what he has to
Intercolonial Railway to have a family large say as to the question of user with which my
enough to occupy this palace of the terminals ?- hon. friend from Westminster thinks thisA. I think it will not take theni long, and I House should not concern itself.tUink the proposition to extend the road to
Montreai ls one of those things that will add ma- Q. That Is for half, or simply the share that
terially to the traffe. the Intercolonial Railway would require of these

Q. You have something of an idea of the busi- terminal facilities ?-A. That would be on the
ness that came over the Intercolonial Ralway basis of one-half the value at 5 per cent of such
before they connected with Montreal ?-A. Yes. . portions of these terminals as he thought he

Q. You have an idea o! the relative proportion would require to use,
which your business at Montreai bears to that Q. Whether we only required the one-tenth or
business ?-A. Well, it is very large, of course, not, that estimate was based on one-half ?-A.
in comparison. Ti siaewsbsdo n-af

Mr. BORDEN T(sHatmleifabse o cie).f
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So, I desire to point ont to the committee
that although Mr.Wainwright has not ventur-
ed to state on bis oath that the Intercolonial
Railway will make a one-hundredth part of
the use of these terminal facilities that the
Grand Trunk will use, nevertheless, we are
to pay to the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany on the basis of equal user of such ter-
minals as we do use. The hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals is examined further on
the subject :

Q. Did you take any pains to find out what
the proportion would be of the Intercolonial's use
of these facilities ?-A. I cannot say it vould
have been very possible to come to a very clear
conclusion in regard to that. It would depend
altogether on how business turned out.

Q. Did you take any pains to find out what
the Intercolonial's proportion would be ?-A. We
took every pains to ascertain as to what were
the best terms we could get the use of these
facilities for--the lowest price at which we could
secure them from the Grand Trunk.

Q. That is hardly what I asked. I ask if you
took any pains to find out the proportion of the
user of the Intercolonial Railway ?-A. The ele-
n-ent of user has two phases. The amount of
user of two companies relatively would affect the
contribution which each would make to the cost
of maintenance, but it would not affect, nor, in
my view, should it properly affect, the question
of rental. If the Grand Trunk were willing to
rent to us all their property at a rate of interest
on the whole cost, governed by our proportion of
the use of the Une to theirs, It would have been
ail right t nmake an arrangement of that knd,
possibly ; but they were not so disposed.

Q. It is not whether you have inquired Into
the proportions, but simply whether the Railway
Department, or you as its head, took the pre-
caution to have an estirnate of the proportionate
user ?-A. There was no estimate of the propor-
tionate user at all. It would be very hard to
ascertain that.

per to have paid rental to the Grand Trunk
Railway, yet the hon. Minister of Railways,
instead of paying rental in respect of the
user, which is many times less than the user
whicli the Grand Trunk makes of these ter-
minais, proposes to pay them. not on the
basis of user nt all, but absolutely on the
basis of one-half of the rental which would
be payable to any company or person acquir-
ing the whole of these terminals under a
lease. I may point out, in passing, some
figures whIch were collected by the commit-
tee in regard to the proportiona:te user by
these two roads during the months of March
and April, 1898. The total number of cars
of each railway in and out of the year at
Point St. Charles during the months of Marci
and April, is as follows :-

March ...............
April ................

Total ...........

G.T.R.
53,940
45,167

99,107

I.C.R.
2,171
2,210

4,381

The total number of passenger trains of
each rallway crossing the Victoria Bridge
daily is as follows :-

Grand Trunk Railway ................. 46
Intercolonial Railway ................. 4

Yet for all this we are to pay on the basis
of one-half and not on a proportionate basis.
And my hon. friend from New Westminster
(Mr. Morrison) cannot see any reason why
we should not pay on the basis of one-half.
The total number of freight cars of each rail-
way passing over the Victoria Bridge, and
the railway from Victoria Bridge to Ste.
Rosalie is as follows

xtf,. e61
G.T.R.
1" «?AQ

I.C.R.
9, ',o

And su on, on page 13. making it perfectly .L4' O'«~aprch ................ 01 8
apparent t.bat the hon. Minister of Railw.ays p4
and Canals, from first te last, never took Yet for this we are to pay. not on a propor-
the precaution, the very obvious precaution, tionate basis, but on a one-half basis. The
te make any estimate or to ascertain, in any published time table at the time ýthe report
way. wha t the probable proportion of user: of this committee was made showed a dally
would be. But there Is something more than use of the terminal facilities by 100 passen-
that. What difficulty, I ask you. would there ger trains of the Grand Trunk Rallway and
have been in bis making an arrangement 1 by four passenger trains of the Intercolonial
with the Grand Trunk Railway Company1 Railway. Yet my hon. friend on the other
on the basis of proportionate user ? There l side of the House believes, in view of all
would have been no difficulty at all, and Il that, that we should pay for the use of these
would like to ask any hon. gentleman. who " terminals on the one-half basis and not on
may speak -after me, to point any possible the proportionate basis.
difficulty in regard to that. It is necessary i My hon. friend challenged some statements
in this ease, under the terms of this very con-; in our report, and I have dealt te a con-
tract, that a correct statement of the relative! siderable extent with what he said in re-
user by these two roads. of the terminals i gard to the basis of rentali; but. In pass-
shall be made, because maintenance is te be! ing. I would like to point out te the commit-
pald for on the basis of proportionate l tee what the Intercolonlal Railway recelves
user. Well. Sir, If ·the cost of maintenance when it makes an arrangement, somewhat
is te be based on proportionate user. why of the same character, as that now belng
should not the rental be based on propor- 1made by the Grand Trunk Railway. The
tionate user? What difficulty would there Dominion Atlantic RaIlway has runnIng
be about ·that ? A ccounts have te be kept|1powers from Windsor Junction in common
for the purpose of ascertalning what the i with the Intercolonial Rallway over 14
proportionate user of the Intercolonlal Rail- miles from Windsor Junetion te Halifax.
way. as to maintenance, will be. Upon ex- It has exclusive running powers, of every
netly the same basis It would have been pro-- kind, over the road from Windsor Junetion
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to Windsor, a distance of 32 miles, making 1 Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). With respect to
in all, 46 miles of the Intercolonial Railway.! what has been stated by the Minister of
As to 32 miles, the Dominion Atlantic las Railways (Mr. Blair), as to the impossibility
exclusive running Tights, and as to 14 miles,, of giving auy information to the House with
it has running riglhts in common with the regard to the results during the past year
Intercolonial Railway. The arrangement of the leasing of this road, I desire to point
made in that case is this : The Intercolonial jout, that in 1897 we were told, bote by the
Railway bears the cost of maintenance and Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair)
Teceives one-third of the company's gross and the Minister of Trade and Commerce
earnings over this line. The average net rental (Sir Richard Cartwright), that the tem-
received by the Intercolonial Railway, dur-! porary lease was only an experiment. that
Ing the past eight years, for the 46 milés of î the Government were to test the value of
road and for the use of the terminal facili- the road, and that, after we had leased
ties at Halifax, which are very extensive, is: the road as an experiment during the
$16.682.50, or about one-nintlh of the sum year. we would have some Information
whic.h it is iproposed to pay the Grand Trunk I about it. It is to be regretted that
Railway in thils case. Any hon. gentleman the Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr.
who is famillar with the business of the Blair) has not been able to carry out the
Dominion Atlantlc ,Railway is aware how promise which he made at that time, and
that business lias grown up during the past that we are as much in the dark now about
eight or ten years, and that the business the value of that experiment as we were
whlich is done by that railway is nothing then. I also wish to point out, for the bene-
like the small proportion which I have indi- fit of members of the Government other
cated. The Dominion Atlantie las a very lthan the Minister of Railways and Canals,
beavy freight traffie into Halifax over this that. at page 81 of the evidence before the
portion of t he Intercolonial Railway. It runs conlmittee, the Deputy Minister of Rail-
six passenger trains daily instead of four Into ways and Canals told us. that the success
the station at Halifax. and it obtains the use of this experiment, so far as Halifax was
of this railway for 'the annual payment of concerined. would to a corlsiderable extent
$16.682.50. The Intercolonial Railway bears depend upon the establishment of a fast Une
the cost of maintenance. of steamers from Halifax. 1 merely desire

Coming back for a moment to what was to say this, in comment : that, in view of
suggested to me by the hon. Minister of Rail- the difficulties wich now stand in the way
ways and Canals (Mr. Blair) In respect to the of the establishment of a fast Une, owingvalue and the character of this Drummond to the fact that this Government Interfered
County Railway, I intended to have stated at with the arrangements made by the latethe time. only that hon. gentleman did not Covernment, it looks very much as If the
apparently desire to hear my answer. expected increase of revenue which the De-that niy experience, during this year, of that puty Minister of Railways hoped to realize inroad was not an experlence which Indicated that way, would be postponed for a long timeto me that it is a very suitable road, at -a thIng which the people of the maritimesome seasons of the year -rt least. I came provinces. at least. very greatly deplore.as far as Lévis on the Intercolonial Railway Now, Mr. Chairman, with respect to whatdurIng the monoth of March last ; I was the Minister (Mr. Blair) said concerning thestopped there for twenty-four hours be- running powers which were granted to thecause the Drummond County was blocked Canadian Pacifie Railway over the line ofUp with snow. The manaer in which that the Intercolonial Railway from St. John toroad is built, prcbably. makes it more diffi- Halifax, I do not need to add very much Incult to keep it clear in winter than other coinent upon the terms of that agreementroads; and th passengers on that Inter- to what was said by the ex-Minister of Rail-colonial Railway train. fifteen or twenty in ways (Mr. Haggart). I notice that the Min-all. after walting twenty-four hours, were Ister of Railways (Mr. Blair) seemed ta becompelled to crossi the river to the city of somewhat distressed at the idea of HalifaxQuebee. take the Canadian Pacifie Railway being one of the termini of the Canadianto Montreal, and they arrived in Ottawa Pacifie Railway. I do not think that thereabout two days. I believe. in advance of was any occasion for distress of mnd on
those who thought fit to stick to the Drum- the part of the Minister (Mr. Blair) at anymond County Railway. such consummation as that. He told

Mr. GIBSON. Was the Grand Trunk us. that it was very undesirable to exchange
Railway blocked up at the same time ? running powers from Quebee to Montreal

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The Grand with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, for run-
Trunk Railway was blocked, too, for, I be- ning powers to them over the line from
lieve, a portion of its Une, but I understand Halifax to St. John, and he based his argu-
It was cleared considerably before the Drum- ment chiefiy on the difference In the length
mond County road. I am not sure about of the Une. It is perfectly clear to any one.
tlinha, butitaiwhatI WasUNformed.whether he has much knowledge of railwaythat butil e wht I as nfored.business or not, that the fact of these two

8fr (JHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The lines differing in length would nlot prevent
Drummond County was the last cleared. a reasonable and proper bargain being made,

Mr. BORDEN (Hailfax).
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and I say, that an arrangement of that kind dthe port charges, the expenses of ioading
would be very desirable, not only in the in- and unloading, and ail charges of that kind,
terests of the port of Halifax, not only in are probaby as low as at any port i Eu-
the Interests of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- rope, and lower than in any other Amerlean
way, but In the interests of this country- as port, and it seems to me to be as clear as a
a whole. Why should the Minister of Rail- mathematical demonstration, that. if the
ways (Mr. Blair) be distressed at the idea Minister Is to compete with the Canadian
of Halifax being one of the termini of the Pacitic Railway, the place to coimpete Is at
Canadian Pacifie Railway ? Is it not in the Halifax. and not at St. John. But, I regret,
interests of this country that a great rail- r.that the .Minister (Mr. Blair) does not
way like that, which bas a terminus on the seem to iook at matters n that light, if I
Pacifie, should also bave access to all the have gathered bis language rightly.
best ports on the Atlantie? The Minister I desire further to submit for the consid-

(Mr. Blair) seems to think it a very desirable eration of this House one further point, and
thing that this Intercolonial Railway should it IS this. The Minister, in dealing with
have a terminus at St. John. In what way the agree.ment which was made between
need he be afraid-even if he bas the Inter- the Intercolonial Railway and the Canadian
est of St. John particularly at heart-in Pacifie Railway in 1890, tells us, that by can-
what way need he be afraid of the Cana- eellng that arrangement he will be able to
dian Paelfie Railway having a terminus' secure practically all the passengers te

a Montreal, and ln that way he will get a
if ? h CanSdir, hProposes toil greater proportion of the passenger receiptsconpete with the Canadian PacificRailway than he otherwise would. Why, Mr. Chair-

at the city of St. John. by building man, if the Minister (Mr. Blair) logicallyat enormous expense terminal facilities on arif the ide whic Blair) presents.
the east side of St. John harbour. To do carried ot the Idea whih be ther presents.
that, he is handicapped by an increased with the Canadian Paeific Railway ;ehaulage of 259 miles over the Intercolonial woul tbe every one i afa and
Rallway. as compared with the Canadian easter cova et oh b one means

Paciie aiiwy. nd ton e brngsbiseastern Nova Scotia ta have but one meansPacifi Railway, and then he brings bis of access to Montreal, instead of two. Thefreight to exactly the same port to which arneenswt1egr otat&ste
the Canadien Pacifie Railway brings itsî at present stand, are, tat the people of
freight. If the Minister desires to compete eaten sand, anda of ee No
with the Canadlan Paciefi Railway, the only Sotei for Sotia, and o the ciyofa

plac whoe h basa canceo! ompoi!gScotia for that matter, and of the city o!place where he has a chance of competing aifa aetotan aloadfo
with that railway, is at the port of Hailfax Halifax, have two trains daiy to and from
and I thlnk I can show any reasonable gen- Montrea, have two means of access t Mont-
tieman in this House, that this is a fact. Railway in the morning, and you can take
At the port of St. John, he must bring his teIn way in the ato
freight 259 miles further than the Canadian thIentereoloniai Rilwayn the afternoon.
Pacifie Railway : If he goes to the port o of Halifax and the people of NovaHalifax, he hauls bis freight only 97 miles oftiag , are etie o Nova
further than to St. John, and he is 2.50 miles Sotia generally, are entitled to some
further on the road to England. In other useno!te Canadian Paifi aiafwords. by hauling bis freight te Halifax, 97 are entitled to some use o! that road for
miles further than to St. John. he does notithe purpose of havng access to Montreai.
compete with the Cianadian Pacifie at the The people of my province have paid their
same port of St. John, but he competes at i legitimate share, a large share. of the cost
the best port in the world, having an advan- -'of that railway, and I submit that any pro-

e position by the Minister of Railways andtage ni! 250 miles on the ocean voyage t o PSinb ol rvn h epeo
European ports. If the Minlster Is disposed Canals whict
to compete with the Canadian Pacifie Rail._ 1Halifaix. and the people of Nova Seotia
way-and T hope lhe wIll compete wiîth generally. from using that railway ln going
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, in the to and fromi Montreoal, will net be favourably
interest of the country and of that 1 received by the people of that province. 1
railway itself-I say, the only place where Say that the Minister of Railways and
it is proper and competent for him to so Canais. in ordinary railway competition,
compete Is at the port of Halifax. for the if he does bis duty. if he does what he said
reasons I have mentioned. Every difficulty he was going to do ln the committee. if he
lies in his way In the clty of St. John, be- does what the Deputy Minister of Railways
cause he has an increased railway baulage and Canals said would be done-if he sends
of 259 miles, and he starts on the ocean out agents and develops the traffmc-will be
voyage from. exactly the same port as the able to compete at Halifax as well as St.
Canadian Pacifie Railway does. At the port .john with tLe Canadian Pacifie Railway,
of Halifax, he bas a port where there and do that without hampering In any
In practically no tide at all. He bas way the use of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
a port which a steamer can leave and way by the people of Nova Scotia, and wil
in two hours be ont in the Atlantie, be aile to do it on a fair and equltable
headed on ber voyage to any British basts for granting runifng powers to the
port. He has at Halifax a port where Canadian Pacidie Railway over the Inter-
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colonial from Halifax to St. John. Now, I
regret to say that the Minister of Railways
and Canals, during the past two years, has
not given very much evidence of attempting
to deail with the business of the Intercolo-
rial Railway. so far as Halifax is con-
cerned. In a very businesslike manner. At
page 77 of the evidence, the hon. gentlema~n,
ln exaining his Deputy Minister, put these
words in his mouth:

Q. Now, then, you rely somewhat for an in-
creased traffic over the Intercolonial Railway
upon an active and progressive pollcy, do you
not, on the part of the management ?-A. It
must be so, or we would not get the traffle.

Q. And you do not despair at all but that
Halifax may ultimately, under the Intercolonlal
Railway, become a port of some Importance for
through traffie ?-A. If fast steamers are put
on better traffic is certain.
Again, at page 81:

Q. How about passengers ?-A. If fast steam-
ers were to run to Halifax and make that their
terminus, I think passenger traffie would increase
largely.

Q. As to the expected increase In revenue, it
will to a considerable extent depend on the estab-
lishment of a fast line from Halifax ?-A. Yes.

I hope the Minister of Trade and Commerce
(Sir Richard Cartwright), in a spirit of
contrition and repentance will bear this ln
mind. and will recollect that in 1897 he was
absolutely sure of the ability of Petersen.
Tate & C. to carry their arrangement out,
the result being, however, that Petersen,
Tate & Co. have Ignominiously falIed, and,
owing to the great increase in the cost of
shipbuilding since then, experts say that It
will be absolutely impossible, even upon the
terms offered by the late Government, to
have any such arrangement carried out in
the next half dozen years at least.

Now, with reference to the administration
of this road by the Minister of Railways
and Canals. I want to point out how differ-
ent his views were at a later date, when
the Board of Trade of Halifax sought to put
them to a practical test. The ,Halifax Board
of Trade brought to the attention of the
Government the necessity of some active
exertions being made on the part of the
Government for the purpose of increasing
flielr traffie over the Intercoloni Rallway
by the port of Halifax, and the Minister of
Rallways and Canals. in a letter to that
body, dated the 15th November, 1898, about
six months after he had put the words
whIeh I bave read Into the mouth of his
Deputy Minister, used this language :

We are not guaranteeing freight over our line
for sbipment from any point, not being so situ-
ated as to be able to do it. Perhaps later our
organization may become sufficiently complete4;
but 1 am Inclined to doubt even the probability
of this fact. We must look to the two lines-
at most to three-with which we connect west-
erly, for our freight supply. They will be the
originating ulnes, and they will look up the
business.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).

Accorling to the statement put into the
inouth of the Deputy Minister by the hon.
.%Iinister of Railways and Canals himself,
the Iutereolonial Railway is going to enter
on an active and aggressive policy, other-
wise ihis whole seheme will fall through,
and we will not get the traffie ; but six
ir ont'is afterwards, when the Board of
Trade of Halifax asks him to inaugurate
that active policy, he says :

They will be the originating lines, and they
will look up the business. This winter nothing
whatever bas been done in that direction, and I
think until some accommodation bas been pro-
vided which is yet wanting we will not be able
to count upon any large quantity of freight.

Now, Sir, it is needless to say, after the
hopes that were held ont by the Minister of
Railways and Canais, not only in this In-
vestigation. but otherwise, that tils was a
very disappointing statement ; and I might
:answer the hon. Minister's suggestions lu
that letter, by quoting the very well-ehosen
language of the Halifax Board of Trade, ln
their memorandum ln reply, dated the 25th
November, 1898, which contains a very full,
exhaustive andl complete answer :

The balance of his letter shows a much larger
range, and If the ideas thercin expressed should
be acted upon, the effect on our future winter
business would be very serlous. We must cer-
tainly take exception to the assertion that the
trade of the Intercolonial must depend solely and
wholly upon the originating ulnes out west, and
that it la solely their duty to look up the busi-
ness. No ordinary railway company havlng its
terminus at a port such as Halifax would think
of adopting any such principle with the expecta-
tion of business coming to its road. The Inter-
colonial should bave agents out west, who would
be in a position to give through rates on grain
and other produce from the point of shipment
to that of delivery in Europe. To do this, it
would, of course, be necessary for the Intercol-
enfial to have specific arrangements with the dif-
ferent lines over which this freight would have
to come for delivery at Montreal, and should it
be, as is frequently suggested, that any one of
those lines should decline to carry the freight
so offered on the ground that their rolling stock
would not admit of their extending their business
beyond that which was absolutely necessary for
their own through shipments, lu that case the
Intercolonial should be ln a position to tender
sufficient rolling stock or cars to carry the frelght
engaged by their agents to Montreal, and we
have no good reasons te suppose that the use
of the rails on any one of the Unes referred to
could not be had under a reasonable arrangement
for Ruch purpose.

Mr. Hays, of the Grand Trunk, when here last
summer, asserted most posltively that the rail
accommodation was equal and capable of carry-
ing two or three times the amount of freight now
passing over the roads. This being the case,
why should we be constantly met wlth the as-
sertion that it was not the Government's place
to provide freight for their road ? The term
" government " should be dropped out of the
matter altogether, and the Intercolonial should
be run by a competent staff of men, whose inter-
est and duty it would be to develop the business
of the road to Its very fullest extent in com-
petition with the roads which have their terminal
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shipping points at the various ports on the At-
lantic coast.

During some years past the through ocean
trafflc of the Intercolonial to and from the west
has so dwlndled away to practically nothing, that
in extending the line to Montreal an entirely
new departure on the part of the management
was essential to create a traffie in competition
with other routes. The appointment of a live
traffic manager trained in an active company was
a businesslike proceeding. It is difficult to dis-
associate the reactionary step taken by the Rail-
way Department in abolishing the office of gen-
eral traffic manager, and the very unsatisfactory
position of the traffic arrangements indicated in
the Minister's letters. It Is of vital Importance
that a capable and energetic man of modern
training should without further loss of time be
appointed to organize the management of the In-
tercolonial Railway, so that the Mînister of Rail-
ways may no longer have to announce that the
Intercolonial Railway Is not able to offer export
traffic.
That is the view which the Halifax Board
of Trade took of the Minister's course, and
we cannot hedp feeling-those of us who
are from the province of Nova Scotia-that
It would have beei better and more in the
interests of the country if the hon. Minis-
ter na. entered upon that active and pro-
gressive policy whieh he proposed in the
spring of 1898, and that he should not in the
autumn of 1898 have told the Halifax Boarl
of Trade that the Intercolonial should look
to other Unes out west to hunt up business
for it, and make no effort to capture business
for itself. Does not the hon. Minister know
that two, at least, of the lines which are to
Lunt up business out west are the Grand
Trunk Railway. which is competing with
Halifax at Portland, and the Canadian Paci-
fie Railway, which Is competing with the In-
tercolonial at St. John. And does he expect
that these two lines are to hunt up business
out west for the purpose of sending it over
the Intercolonial, and that all the Interco-
lonial officials need do is to sit back and
walt for the business to be sent them by
these competing lnes ? The idea seems
absurdly childish, and I am sure the Board
of Trade of Halifax have not been able to
understand up to this day why it was that
the Minister, havIng announced an active.
progressive policy ln the spring of 1898.
according to the sworn testimony of the
Deputy MInister. should have seen fit. in!
the autumn of 1898, to have made such an
extraordinary announcement.

side of that arbour to compete with the
Canadian Pacific Railway on the west side,
although. in order to niake that competi-
tion he has to haul his freight 259 miles
further. But he ha3 not made very active
progress in Halifax in the meantime. The
elevator which was to have been completed
foi last season's operations is now, accord-
ing to his own statement In this House in
reply to a question from me, not to be com-
pleted until the 1st of next October, and
some of his own friends in Halifax have
a very shrewd suspicion that the 1st of
October will come and go and not see that
elevator ready for business. However, I
shall, to the best of my ability, during the
remainder of the session, endeavour to bring
the matter to the MinIster's attention, from
time to time, and spur hlm up, If I am in
any way able to do so, to complete that ele-
vator by that date at least. The hon. gen-
tleman. in that speech, continued :

The one having the greatest natural advan-
tage would, of course, be the favoured one.
One would suppose that Halifax, having
the advantages which I have already claim-
ed for it, having 250 miles of a shorter ocean
voyage. and being probably as fine a port
as there is in the world and as cheap a
port. would be the one having the natural
advantages. not only so far as passengers
are concerned. but also frelght. But, the
hon. Minister continued:

Speaking as one member of the Government,
but not binding the Government, he had no
hesitation ln saying that to his mind St. John
had advantages over Halifax. (Tremendous
cheers.)
This speech was made at St. John:

St. John was nearer Montreal than Hallfax.
(Cheers.) That was one advantage. The fact
that the Canadian Pacifie Railway has charge of
the business on the western side of the harbour
was to his mind another advantage. (Cheers.)
He believed that when the Intercolonial Railway
is extended to Montreal a new day will have
dawned too for the Intercolonial Railway, for
Canada, for the maritime provinces, for St. John.

1So the idea of the hon. Minister 1s, ap-
parently. If you can Judge from that lan-
guae, that the proper course for the I-
tercolonial Is not to haul freight ninety-
seven miles further and have the advantage
of 250 niles on the ocea vnyage and a

Possibly uncharitable persons might think ia ptiplen> d ad a heap porntheC-.t toPaclii
the reason of this Is to be found ln an an- 2r9 miles further than the Canaian Pacifie
nouncement which the Minister of Rail- Railway to the port of St. John, and there
ways and Canals was good enough to make compete witl that Une. That is the ad-
at a banquet ln St. Johns. I think, on the vantage which. la the eyes of the hon. Min.
13th October, 1897 or 1898. Speaking of Istie. St. John has over H1alifax. He con-
the ports of Halifax and St. John. he said inued:
It was the duty of the Government to assist i To his mind the extension of the Intercolonial
both ports In providlng proper facilities for |aiRllway to Montreal meant everything to St.
trade. Well, he has been doing that to a -John.
pretty handsome extent at St. John, be- 1 Certainly, if the Minister sees fit to carry
cause he has spent $750,000 or $1,000,000 I out the policy announced to the board of
in constructing terminal facilities on the east I trade in Halifax and make no effort to
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secure western trade for thât port. and to John and over Portland In competition for
confine his energies solely to competing with througli business. Is it not perfectly clear to
the Canadian Pacifie Railway at St. John, any hon. gentleman in this House that if the
his statetent would be perfectly correct; hon. Minister can utilize the advantage given
but I would like to know what the people by that shorter ocean voyage and make his
of Halifax and of Nova Scotia, and parti- long haul from1 Montreal to Halifax. It will
cularly eastern Nova Scotia, will have to say stand him in better stead than to attempt to
to that. compete with the Canadian Pacifie Railway

Then what the Canadian Pacifie could flot bringat the port of St. John ? It is perfeetly ob-
down to the western side of the harbour of St. vious. for the reason have mentioned, that
John the Intercolonial would bring down to the. it is his iterest to do so, because though lie
eastern side of the harbour (Prolonged cheers.) has a haul of 97 miles further, that is more

than made up for by the 250 miles of de-
My hon. friends from Nova Scotia will see creased ocea:i voyage, and by the advan-
from this statement of the Minister of tages which the port of Halifax presents
Railways and Canals, whichi seems to lie even to an unprejudiced person, as compared
borne out by his subsequent conduct in with the port of St. John. lu making
the autumn of 1898. that Halifax and Nova comparison between the port of Halifax
Scotia have no place ini his consideration. and the port of St. John, I desire to be un-
se far as tlhrouih traffie over the' Interco- derstood as expressing no jealousy of the
lonial is concerned. Then. the hon. Min- port of St. John. Every man in the city of
ister continued as follows .- Halifax recognizes, and recognizes with ad-

Mr. Blair said the Intercolonlal Railway, when miration, the splendid efforts which the citi-
extended to Montreal, would enter Into friendly zens of St. John bave made l competing for
competition with the Canadian Pacifie Railway through business. We also recognize and
for part of the freight business of the west. Al- appreelare this fact-that if the people of
though the distance by the Canadian Pacific Rail- St. John and the Canadian Pacifie Railway
way would be soniewhat shorter than by the ex- are able. by means of competition at the
tended Intercolonial Railway, yet the Intercol- port of St. John, to take any portion of theonial Railway would be able to cover the dis-
tance in exactly the same time. This was be- .t .
cause the Intercolonial Rallway was in some re- Portland or Boston, they were doing a service
spects an easier road on which to haul and better not merely to the whole country, but to the
time could be made. city of Halifax. We, therefore. not only appre-
So that he is going to expend $750.000 or ciate their efforts, but we sympathize with
$1,000.000 to enter into friendly competition those efforts; but we desire, so far as
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway on the through itrade competition is concerned, to
west side of the harbour of St. John ; and. have fair-play and to have the Government
so far as the Halifax Board of Trade are recogn2ize the natural advantages which the
concerned. they -are to be told that the Inter- city of Halifax possesses in being a port of
colonial freight in the west is to be hunted the character I have shown and in having
up by the very Unes which are competing the advantage over the port of St. John of

the In- 250 miles less ocean voyage, and over Port-at Portland and at St. John against lthofaeeymuhgraerds-ne
tercolonial and against Halifax. And thel fm ean
Minister of Railways and Canalis 1 good Now. Mr. Chairman, I have detained the
enough to expect that the people of Hall- comnlittee at considerable length, but at no

greater length than I thought was neeessaryfax wIlll ie deceived by any sueh story. under the circumstances. I am still of the
I think I have made out ln a fairly clear opinion which I expressed in this report, thatand reasonable manner to any hon. gen- the bargain which the Government bas seen
tieman who has been good enough to follow fit to make with the Drummond County Rail-
me that the administration of the Intercol- way and for whlch it asks the sanction ef
onial Railway under this lease bas not been this House, is an improvident agreement
one which conduces to the sending of that the Government. lu paying for the
through freight over the Intercolonial road on the basis of $1,600,000, Is paying a
Railway via the port of Halifax. The Min-1 very much greater price than that road could
ister's 'declarations in bis speech, to which I have been sold for te any other person ; that
have referred. coupled with bis careful de- they are paying for it on a basis which Is
clarations In his written communication to not justified by any of the tests of value
the Halifax Board of Trade, bear OUt the whieh can fairly be applled te it ; and, so far
arguments that I have been making. It as the arrangement with the Grand Trunk
should be the desire of the MinIster, If pos- Railway Is concerned. that that arrangement
sible, te send t!hrough freight over the Inter- is not based on any principle whatever. In
colonial Rallway to Halifax, because If he that case the user is what we should pay for,
Is able to carry out that project successfully. the proper proportionate user of the ter-
he bas thue advantage of the 'long haul from minus ; and, inasmucb as the Minister of
Montreal to Halifax. The Minister himself Iallways and Canais did not see fit even to
has put in the mouth of bis Deputy Minister procure an estimate of the user, as his de-
ithe statement of the fact thiat Halfax is 2501 puty, under bis instructions, proceeded solelv
miles nearer to England than Is St. John. on the basis of equal user of suchi portion of
which gives Halifax an advantage over St. Jthe terminals as hie thoughit ut would be

'Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).
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necessary for the Intercolonial Iailway to Second, of the three available routes, the
employ, the result bas beea an improvident Drummond County route, the South Shore
agreement. In fact, I think that probably route and the Grand Trunk route, is the
when we have the actual results, the ar- Drummond County the shortest and best ?
rangement with the Grand Trunk Rail- Third. is the Government paying too much
way will be found to be much more for the Drummond County road, or could
improvident even than the arrangement they acquire that road for less money, or
with the Drummond County Railway. could they construet another road for less
The hon. Minister of Railways and money1?
Canals tells us that he could not force the As to the first question, I do not think
hand of the Grand Trunk Railway, that ie that there are two opinions in this House
could not compel tliem to make a better bar.- or in this country, except perhaps the opin-
gain. But, at least, lie could look around ad: ion of the leader of the Opposition, but even
use the iethod pointed out by the ex-Minis- Lis ~opinion is opposed by hon. gentlemen
ter of Railways and Canals (Mr. Haggart)- sittin-r on his own side of the House. Then
le uould have told the Grand Trunk Railway on the second question, as to whether this
that if they did not make a better bargain, is the best. the shortest and most direct
the Intereolonial Railway could come In oni route. I will only refer to the evidence of
its own property and erect terminals in the two witnesses before the committee last
city of Montreal and build a line for about - ear, the evidence of the hon. member for
hatlf-as I remember the ficgures-of the capi- Compton (Mr. Pope), one of the ablest men
talized expenditure under the Grand Trunk on the other side of the House, and of Mr.
Railway and Drummond County -arrange- Wainwright. Then I will brfefly consider the
ments. last and only question which I think is in

It is apparent, therefore, that the Minister controversy l bthis matter. Now, the mem-
was not in a position to have his hand forced ber for Compton. as reported on page 142,
either by the Drummond County or the says on this point:
Grand Trunk Railway. He could have stood
on the splendid position which he held. But, Q. You presented it (this scheme) upon the
instead of doing that, he has made this ar- principle that it would be advantageous to the
rangement. I think that both these arrange- country generally to get an entrance into Mont-
ments were not such as the hon. Minister real ?-A. That is right.

woul hae ben ikey 10mak wih tese Q. Having behind that. of course, this line aswould have been likely to make wi-th thesebeing the nost likely means of geting into Mont-
two companies if he had been dealing as the real ?-A. Yes.
president or director of a company owning. Q. And you think it still ?-A. Yes.
the Intercolonial Railway. I think that if Q. In your judginent it is in the interest of
the Minister of Railways and Canals was the country that the Intercolonial Railway
dealing with the money of a com- should get into Montreal ?-A. Yes.
pany in which lie was Interested, having. Q. And I understand you to say that in your
the splendid opportunity which the ex-Min- Mnt this the proper way of getting into
ister of Railways and Canals pointed out. Q. It is the best way ?-A. Yes.
lie would surely have made some esti-
mate as to the user by the Interco- That is the sworn evidence of the hon.
lonial Railway and as to cost and. member for Compton. Then Mr. Wainwright,
value further than he is shown to have made on page 50. testified as follows
in this case. Therefore. I think that the bar-
gain made wlth the Drummond County Rail- Q. Had you a favourable opinion of the road
way is not one which should be sanctioned and the possibilities of traffic ?-A. Yes, sir. Mr.
by this House, and that the proposed bar-' Church originally undertook the construction of
gain with the Grand Trunk Railway. neces- the rcad in full touch with the Grand Trunk

d ihis, is not one which Railway Company, and the idea at that time wassarily involvednctio b his ouse And entertained by the late Sir Joseph Hickson that
.e i e d ithe Grand Trunk Railway would acquire it.

ailthough. as I said in the first place. I am We expected we should he able to secure quite
in favour of the abstract project of extend- a good traffie off the line, and that was our rea-
ing the Intercolonial Railway to the city of son for desiring to obtain possession of It.
Montreal for the purpose of competing with Q. Have you any reason from your recent ex-
the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacifie Rail- perience and knowledge of the business upon that
ways for western traffie, nevertheless I be- road to alter your opinion in that regard ?-A.
lieve it to be my duty, for the reasons stated N. Would you kindly state what your view
in the minority report, and for the reasons would be in regard to the relative merits of
I have endeavoured to state, however im- that road with others that have been spoken of
perfectly, to this committee, to vote against as through lines for the Intercolonial Railway
this resolution. in reaching Montreal ?-A. Well, as regards the

connection of the Intercolonial Railway with
Mr. COLIN F. McISAAC (Antigonish). Mr. Montreal. the Drummond County Railway, as far

Ohiairman, In discussing the resolutions be- Ias I know from the engineer's reports, Is the
fore this committee, there -are three main shortest line and the easiest Une to St. Lambert

ti n t t c r rIthat could be acquired. The distances have ai-
theetonsionhat we mutrconider :al Frto'i ready been given, I think, in your evidence, Mr.the xtenionof te Iterclonil Rilwa toBlair, and these figures are correct according toMontreal desirable ln the public interest ? my r:eport.
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Q. How about the grades ?-A. Of course, the gave evidence sLowing that the cost was far
Grand Trunk has some longer and has some above the estimate of Mr. Sebreiber. Now
heavier grades. The South Shore road is a little Mr. Sebreiber says that to construet that
longer according to the engineer's reports, and road aeeording to the requirements of the
would have a gond deal of heavy bridging, there- ,
fore would be very costly, and, under the circum- Sid.y Act, it wOuld cost about $1,535,5W
stances, I presume that the Drummond County t10coplete it. But any person knows that
is about the easiest nethod of extending the roadthe requirencents of ie Subsidy Act were
to Montreal. entirel dfferent from lthe requirements of
Then again he answers this question put to the agreemeuttunder consideration here to-
him by the 'Miaister of Railways amti day, and the Minister of Railways and Can-
Canas :i als lias taken special pains to see that thisCanais:

Q. Of the three roads, therefore, which would road when completed according to this agree-
you consider the cheapest and best road for the ment will be far more efficient in every way
Government to acquire, taking it altogether, for than a road completed under the Subsidy
this purpose ?-A. Well, as I would like the Gov- Act. The Minister of Railways and Canals
ernment to have taken the Grand Trunk through lias made it a condition that the sum of $100,-
to Lévis, it is rather-I would, of course, have to 100- shall be expended in addition to the sun
admit, after we were out of the race, that the ive'n in Mr. Schreiber's estimate, to bringDrummond County, with its shorter mileage and: that road up to the standard of the Inter-ighter grades, necessarily would be worked more
econonically and probably make better time for colonial Railway. Indeed, 43 miles of that
the service. I am bound to admit that. road is alreadv above the standard of the

It is not necessary to quote any further Intercolonial Railway, notwithstanding the
from& the evidence to show that this is oy opinion of my hon. friend from Halifax.
all odds the best available route. I will Eeyody who knows anything about thetrnsction knows that the 424 lmiles-section
now proceed to consider the third question, transactio k s that t the ms-sectiof

aof this roa-d is superior to the standard oflie only one, I say, with regard to whicli the Intercolonial Railway. The $100.000 ad-there eau be any controversy, that is whe- ditional to Mr. Schreiber's estimate brings
ther the price paid by the Government is a the estimated cost up to $1,635,500. Who is
reasonable one, or whether the Government. Mr. McLeod ? He is an engineer of the
should be expected to get it at a lower very highest standing ; lie bas been in thefigure. In dealing with this matter I ai employ o! ail Governments Lu this country
poing to confine myself strictly to the evi~ for the last 25 years. In our presence before
dence. H<ving listened with a great deal of i the conunittee. the ex-Minister of Railways
attention to the speech of my hon. friend 11hinself stated that Mr. McLeod's opinion
from Halifax (Mr. Borden), I must say that as an expert engineer was entitled t the
h bas strongly co-ifirmed me in the opinion very highest respect. I propose to read
that this is an -eminently good bargain. from the evidence of Mr. McLeod. I
Everybody knows that that bon. gentleman am not going to weary the House by read-
picked out the very best evidence that he ing long extracts, but I wlll read only those%
could find iu support of his position, and portions wich are most pertinent to the
yet he hias been able t find nothing t case in hand, to show that hon. gentlemen
show that this is not a good bargain.f I on the other side of the House do not deal,
Le had been able to find In this evidence fairly with this question when they rua
anything to streagthe-1 his posiùton, he away fron the evidence altogether. At
would not have resorted to extraneous opin. page 111 Mr. McLeod made a statement asions <md statements by outside parties. We 1to the value of the road. Now. Mr. McLeod,
had before the committee the evidence ot as I stated before, has been over this wholeMr. Sehreiber, Deputy Minister of Railways. 1 road. He was In charge of the construction
and also the evidence of Mr. McLeod, an of the road since this Government took
experienced engineer. Let me point out to charge of it up to the present time, or, atthe House thiat Mr. Schreiber's estimate least, up to the time he gave this evMence:was made in 1894. He had not been on
the road himself, and his estimate was not Q. Your valuation of the road when completed

,ade from personal observation, but from under contract with the Government, what doinformation suppled hLm by bis officiais you estimate its value per mile ?-A. It ought tobe more than $1a",000 for the portion fron Mooseand others. When we consider that nearly Park.
lie whole speech of the hon. member for Q.How much Is It worth from Moose Park toHlaliifax. lu examining what this road had the Chaudière per mile ?-A. It would cost about
cost, is based upon an estimate made by the $16,000 to $17,000 a mile.
Deputy Minister in 1894 of the cost of that Q. That is the new part ?-A. Yes ; the new
road.theFHouse will be able to realize how part from Moose Creek to Chaudière.
weah indeed must be the position of tha -Q. Then the value of the rest of the roadweakinded mst b th postio o! ha~from Moose Park to Ste. Rosalle, I think, you
lion. gentleman. He says that in arriving said was $15.000 a mile ; do you stilltadhere o
at the cost of the Drummond County Rail- that ?-A. With the improvements it would pro-
way we must take the fipgures given by Mr. bably cost about $16,000 a mile.
Schreiber ti 1894, when we bave the evi Q. And the other about $17,000 a mile ?-.x.
dence of! Mr. McLeod. who travelled over les.

âatrimwIne nf+«hn "oA .,A-u- Q. And the total eau be figured upon thait?every inch o! the road last year, and w-ho A.Tsndtettlcnb.fgrduo ht?
Mr. McISAAC.
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That w-as the estimate of Mr. McLeod. Hei
says the total may be estimated upon that*
basis. I have au estimate, according to
that, which is as follows

42à miles at $17,000 per mile......$ 722,500
9Cçb miles at $16,000 per mile...... 1,628,000

Total..................... $2,350,500

This is the estimate of Mr. McLeod. an en-
gineer who has had the entire confidence of'
both Governments for the last twenty-five:
years. He is in charge of this road ; lie bas
wailked over almost its entire distance and
gone over and over it again on a hand-ear,
and lie knowsi every mchi of it. He knows
more about it than any other person, and
lie swore. before the committee, that its value:
was $2.350,000. These are only the estimates
of two engineers, and I do not pretend to
say, that any one should be held to that,
which is only an estimate, because all esti-
mates are liable to err on onet side or the
other, and, as was remarked by the hon. Min-
ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair) the
other day, they are generally found to be too
low. However. I am now coming back to the
testimony of witnesses who knew what they
were talking about, who gave evidence as to
cost of construction. The evidence given as
to the cost of construction of this road wasi
pooh-poohed by the hon. ex-Minister of Rail- I
ways (Ir. Haggart), the other night. He
told us, that there were no books, and he
took me to task for corroborating the state-
ment made by the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, that there were books be-
fore the committee. The hon. the ex-Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals said, that he
was surprised that I should undertake to
contradict him. I want to refer to this points
to show that the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals was correct in the statement
which was contradicted by the hon. ex-
Minister of Railways and Canals. The hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals, speaking
the other night on this question, said, at
page 2956 of "Hansard " :

The amount of the cost of construction, I think,
expended, and not shown by the books, was
$7 29,000.

Mr. HAGGART. The books were never brought.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.

None of them were brought.
Mr. HAGGART. The construction-books, con-

taining the construction accounts, were not
brought at all.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
Were none of them brought ? My impression
Is that the books were all available from the
date named by Mr. Newton.

Mr. McISAAC (Antigonish). They were all
there.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
My Impression corresponds with that of miy hon.
friend from Antigonish.

The hon. ex-Minister of Railways and
Canals, the other day, took occasion to refer
to this, and tried to make this committee

believe that he was right. that no books
were produced at all. The statement of the
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals is
correct. As I will show you, by the evi-
dence, the books were all before the com-
mittee, except in so far as items up to some-
time in 1890, when the items on account of
the construction of the railway amounted
to something like $729.000, are concerned.
Mr. Newton was the secretary of the con-
struction company at that time. As an at-
tempt lias been made by hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House to charge that
we had not proper evidence to show what
the real cost of the road is, I want to show,
from the evidence, that we had all the pos-
sible evidence. and evidence which hon. gen-
tlemen cannot now repudiate. At page 43
of the evidence Mr. Newton says:

Q. Have you any books that will inform you
of that ?-A. Yes, I have at Drummondville.

Q. It is very important to have them here.-A.
I was not aware of that. I could have brought
them as well as not. I have the construction
account. On August 7, 1887, the first payment
was nmade on stock.

* * * * * *

Q. Give us the amount this firm passed to
ycu as the amount of construction at that time ?
-A. " The amount paid out to date for building
the line and received from the foregoing, as per
construction-book on June 30, 1890, was $729,-
314.52.''

This is what the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals said the other night. Up to this
date this was the amount paid. After this
date there were books to show what the
cost of the railway construction was. Up to
this date, although we did not have the
books, we had the man who kept the books.
At page 44, again, Mr. Newton says:

Q. Mr. Newton, just turn up your books show-
ing the construction account. I understand you
to say to us that you transcribed into this book
the total cost of the construction of the road
up to that date, 30th June, 1890 ?-A. Yes.

Q. As made by you, you keeping the accounts
up to that time ?-A. Up to that time.

Q. The total of these accounts were correc;ly
tianscribed ?-A. Yes.

Then again, at page 95, he was asked by
Mr. Powell :

Q. Then, as a matter of fact, you do not
know whether this capital stock was paid up to
the amount of $400,000 or not ? As a matter of
fact, all you know is that it was +ransferred to
the construction account In these books In 1890 ?
-A. It is as I said before These amounts are
taken from the construction account, and these
accounts I consider are correct. I made all the
entries In the other books. I do not think that
there is anything charged in this account that
I have taken that Is not for construction.

Then, at .page 96, he Is asked by the chair-
man :

Q. You are book-keeper of the firm ?-A. Yes.
Q. The firm undertook to build the road and

owned it ?-A. Yes.

3 58k23581
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Q. And up to 1890 all the cost of construction It, therefore, does not lie in the mouths of
was put into the books of the firm and not of hon. gentienwn opposite to say now that
the rallway company ?-A. Yes. these books were not produced. I shall nowQ. That is to say, there were no separate ac- give to the House the evidence of those who
counts ?-A. No.QYo tsu verebook-keeper ?-A. Yes. knew the real, actual cost of the construction

Q. And in the ordinary course of business en- of the Drummond County road was. First, I
tered into the books of the firm whatever they will take the evidence of Mr. Greenshields.
laimed should be charged against the railway ? It is not the strongest evidence. because Mr.

-A. To construction account. qGreenshields did not keep the books, but
Q. And that account was correctly transferred still Mr. Greenshields is a pretty good wit-

when you opened the books for the DrummondCouty iaiwa ?-. Ys.n(-si... and lie was not contradleted. At page
Coun Whre-. InDrummondville. 28, the evidence of Mr. Greenshlelds, I read
Q. Speaking generally, as book-keeper, would as follows

you say the accounts charged to construction Qet
were proper accounts ?-A. 1 think so. Q. What has been the cost of the road Up to

were proe accounts ?-A. Ia eo to ther the present time ?-A. Well, I cannot tell youQ. These accounts you say belng to the fieory the total cost. I have sent al the
-- A. To Church, Mitchell & Fee's own business. books, nd the cotructIacount wll sh

Q. And these accounts are with the papers of books, and the construction accounit wlll show
Q.e And theaceounarewith Church's business exactly wbat the road cost. I had the figures
ther .T from the secretary up to November 30

Q. ateyou have no control over them ?-A. last, 1897. The construction account up to
No. ''Oth November, 1S97, shows the cost of the

Q. If it is thought desirable to have these rcad at $1,885,184.54, but there Is to be

aceounts produced before the committee, who added to that a sum of from $200,000 to
would be the proper person to subpæna ?--A $250,000, paid out in December and January on
The business wvas sold last fall to Charles Church account of construction of the new portion of the
and his two sons. George Church is carrying it line, 42 miles ; so that, in round figures, te con-oand h es.erorge rn to aply t struction account, so far as I can get at i now,
on, and lie is the proper person te apply te. when we have paid the cost of the 42 miles, and
My point is this. I was absolutely correct with the $100,000 we are pledged to spend under
in corroborating the Minister of Railways the temporary lease, will put the cost of the
when he made the statement that after 1890 road at fron $2,100,000 to $2,250,000. I cannot
the construction accounts were before the tell you the exact figures to a dollar, but the
committee. and before that date we had secretary will come here and tell you the exact

the accounts as transcribed by the very per- Q. What is the secretary's name ?-A. Samuel
son who kept these books before 1890. It Newton.
nay be contended by hon. gentlemen on the That is the evidence of Mr. Greenshields,
ether side of the House that we had not which goes to show that the actual cost
the books in which all the entries Up to of that road was between $2,100,000 and
1890 were enitered, and that the members $2,250,000. At page 133, Mr. Farwell gave
of the committee from the other side of bis evidence, and by the way, I have a re-
the House were not able to go through the ma-k to niake about Mr. Farwell. We
details of the items of construction. which have heard a good deal about Mr. Green-
gave the total of $729.000. The evidence of shields being a very prominent Liberal, but
Mr. Newton, which I have just read, is a I miglt remark in passing that a meeting
conplete answer to that. Hle says he was which took place at Sherbrooke yesterdaythe man who kept the booxs of construe- at which the leader of the Opposition and
tion up to 1890, and after 1890 up toi sone distinguished Conservatives attended,
date. H1e says, however, that the books this same Mr. Farwell was present, accord-
before 1890 were not in hIs custody or con- ing to the newspaper report. I have noth-trol, and he could not produce them before ing to say against that. and no person canthe committee. yet when lie was asked In object to it, but, lest I forget, I would pointwhose possession these books were. he out that If It Is true, as charged by gen-
said they were In the possession of George tiemen opposite, that Mr. Greenshlelds Is
Church, down In Drummondville. This evi-; reaplng a tremendous profit out of that
dence was elicited before the committee, road. and that that money has been alreadyand surely hon. gentlemen on the other side expended, or will be In'the future expended
-espeelally the two lawyers that were there ln the interest of the Liberal party In the-~surely they cannot now contend that they federal elections and elections In the pro-have not had an opportunity to find out ivince of Quebec, I want to point out thatthe entries that were made ln the books Mr. Greenshields is only a partner, that heprevious to 1890, simply becaase the books only gets his share, that even If there is acould not be produced, when the witness tremendous profit, the friends of gentlemen
Newton told them where the books wre, on ten other side of the House will get their
and gave the name of the man in whose î share, and so these gentlemen need not shedpossession they were. b at these gentle- c rocodile tears over it, evon If it were true.
men never asked to send a subpæena to I intend, however, before I have dinished.George Church, in whose possession the to show that it is not true. Mr. Farwel
books were. They subpoenaed witnesses i was under the critical eross-examination offrom al the other points f the compass the hon. member for Westmoreand (Mr.
before that committee, but they neer ask- Powell). and t page 1.9 I read the fol
ed to have Mr. George Churchi produced. ng evidenceM:

Mr. McISAAC.
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Q. And $2,500,000 was all your conscience would chased by the Government, for ie would
allow you to take ?-A. I mentioned the road muclh prefer, in the interests of his own
to-day as worth $2,500,000. Our earnings on a conpany, that the Government would buy
piece of the road for the last three years were the Grand Trunk Railway or take running
$35,000 net per annum, and the capacity of the powers over it. But, finding that the Mints-
road for local earnings is equal to the amount pwr vri. u. MnigthtteMns
we were to receive under suchagreement for the ter of lailways was unable to select a better
road. road la the interests of the country and to

inake a better bargain, and that the Minister
That is the evidence of. the political friendi had made up his mind to take the Drunimond
of gentlemen on the other side of the House. County Railway, Mr. Wainwright, like an
That is the evidence' of one of the com- honest man. when put in the witness-stand,
pany, a ian who lad perfect knowledge gave his evidence without prejudice. Mr.
cf all the transactions concerning this road Wainwrighs evidence is very important in-
and as to its cost. I now refer to the erlvi- deedrbecausevIdene i we hant anydeed, because 1 do flot think we have any
den ce. f Mr. Newton, who was the secre- person who can throw a better light on this
tary or ti !omnpany, who keot the books than Mr. Wainwright ean. outside, of course,
frem the first day a dollar was expended of the witnesss who know the actual amount
on tils road until it was transferred under of the money which lad been expended. Mr.
thie temporary arrangement. At page 46, Mr. Wainwright, at page 48, says:
Newton says:

I might say to you that there are three rail-
Q. That is over the whole ?-A. Yes. ways in Quebec constructed under my own super-
Q. Then, on the whole road, as far as you have vision, namely, the Beauharnois Junction Rail-

received your accounts which are not yet all ii, way, which was built in accordance with a isub-
the company has expended $2,000,000 ?-A. When sidy contract, with a light rail of 56 lbs., running
they will all be in, $2,000,000 ; somewhere in the from the county of Beauharnois, cost the Grand
vicinity of tbat sum. Trunk Railway Company about $17,000 a mile ;

Q. Will the $2,000,000 Include the $100,000 which the Champlain Junction Railway, with a 65-1b.
the Government required the company to ex- rail, and built In the saine manner, cost the
pend to bring the road up to standard ?-A. No company between $18.000 and $19,000 per mile
sir. the Jacques Cartier Railway, which connects the

Q. Then the $2,000,000 is exclusive of the $100,- Grand Trunk with the Canadian Pacific Railway
000 yet to be made under contract with the Gov in Jacques Cartier, with a 36-1b. rail only, cost
ernment ?-A. I should think it would be about the Grand Trunk $19,000 a mile-a little over.
that. I have been over the Drummond County Railway,

Q. You cannot get an accurate staterent ?- and will say this much, that the 43 miles recently
A. Yes, sir, in a few days. built is, in my opinion, far superior in construe-

Q. With all the vouchers ?-A. Yes. tion to the roads I have named. The other por-
At page 89 of the evidence, Mr. Newton fur- tion Of It, of course, is not so good, because it

tcarries a lighter rail ; therefore it is not so ex-
Sd •s pensively constructed.

Q. Just state to the committee what the cost By Mr. Blair
of the Drummond County Railway has been up Q. How does that compare with the other roads
te the present time ?-A. Up to the 28th Feb- you speak of ?-A. The old end of the road, Mr.
ruary, $1,908,271.33. Blair ?

Q. As it is to-day ?-A. Well, it compares very
These figures were taken from his books. favourably. The only question with regard to

Tiiee fgurs. a I avesaidbefrewer cost would be the question of land damages,These figures. as I have said before, were
given by the man who kept the books from 1whidh I do not know anything about.
the time the first dollar was expended up Again, at page 50, Mr. W in-right iS asked:
to the time they transferred the road under
the temporary arrangement and these Q. The rate at which we acqulred It 1g the

cheapest. i? t flot ?-A. 1 should think so.1
figures show tha9t up to that time the ex-
feigure hw at p o T h ie M ter x-think the price agreed upon represents, as far
penditure was $1,908,271.33. The Ministeras I remember, about $12000 a mile, which e
of Railways (Mr. Blair), under this agree- certainly a very 10w price for the railway.
ment, which the House is asked to ratify, By Mr. Haggart
made It a condition that above and beyond Q. How much per mile?-A. I think about $12,-
what they had already expended, they would 000 a mile is the price that is stated. It tg a
have to spend $100,000 more In order to very low figure for a railway of any pretensions.
bring that road up to the standard of theAccording to'.r. Walnwrlght's evidence, fis
Intercolonial Railway. In other words, road would cost. at bis lowest figure, $2,225,-
$100,000 added to the actual cost of con- 000.We bave théeestimates of Mr. McLeod,
struction would bring the cost of the road, 11e engineer; we have the evIdence of Mr.
according to Mr. Nswton, up to $2,008,271.33. Newton, Mr. Farwei, Mr. Greeushields, and
These are the figures taken from the books;',r. Waiuwright. ail agreelng that this road
these are thé figures th·it cannot be gain- did cost over $2,000,000. Now, how does
said by any gentlemen on the other side the hon. member for Halifax auswer this?
of the House. Now, what does Mr. Wain- Does le show from the evIdence of experts,
wright say about this question. Mr. Vain. or people who knew anythlng about the
wright, as you know, Is the assistant super- road, that It did fot cost that muel, and
jntendent of the Grand Trunk Railway, andwa ntwoh$100O? o, ut e
Mr. Walnwright, by the way, was very avne rpstowlhs a si

auxtus fat his oad boud flt bepur s it air to-day ?-A. Wlit coaes very g
faorby1Teol1ueto3ih eadt
costSU wDTolN eteqetono.addmgs
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far enough, and does not cover this case
lie says the value of the property should b
determined by Its value to the owner, and no
by its vaLte to the purchaser. The truth i
that both the value to the owner and th
value to the purchaser are to be taken int
account in deterniing the market price o
any article. To illustrate this, suppose the
hon. member for Halifax had a lot 'of lan
adjoining a mil or factory. This lot to him
is worth, say. only $500, but to the man
who owns the mill or factory, and desires t
extend his premises, it is worth $1.000 or
more ; becaus3 if lie cannot obtain that, h
may have to buy the lot of his neighbour
In another directioi at perhaps three times
î he value of the other. If the hon. member
for Halifax wanted to sell his lot to thà
nill owner. he would not be so silly as to
ask only $50 for -1t, but he would try to
get what it would be worth to the pur-
chaser. The hon. gentleman's proposition is
entirely unfair. and he would not rely on it
if lie thought lie had anything of a case on
le evidence. The Drummond County peo-
ple were lu te same position as the hon.
gentleman vould be Iu the case I have cited
for illustration. They knew that It was the
desire of the late Government as well as the
desire of the present Government to extend
the Intercolonial Railway In the public in.
terest to Montreal ; and they knew that of
the three available routes the Drummond
County Railway was the best, and that
public opinion would be behind this or any
other Government in making that extension.
Therefore. do you mean to tell me that these
people did not know that if the Minister of
Railways did not buy their road, he would
have to make the extension either by the
Grand Trunk Railway or by the South
Shore Railway. elther of which would have
cost a great deal more ? They were, there-
fore, justified la asking for the Drummond
County Railway every dollar they could
get.

But the hon. member for Halifax goes
further and says that the Government
should have dealt with the Drummond
County people on the basis of expropriation.
The Government were not In the expropri-
ating business in this matter. They had no
authority, as I understand. to expropriate
the Drummond Co-nty Railway. But even
if they had the authority, I take issue witb
my hn. friend from Halifax in regard to
the possibility of making as good a bargain
by that means as the one theb hon. Minister'
of Railways has laid before the House. If
the Government had authority to expropriate
the road, we know that Mr. Greenshlelds, Mr.
Farwell, Mr. Newton, all clever men, would
be able to present such an array of evidence
as to ite value that we would not be likely
to get it for $1,600,000 or perbaps even for
$2,600,000. We have a very good illustra-
tion of the .results of expropriation in the
case of the purchase of the right of way
for the 8t. Charles Brandh, for a distance of!

Mr. McISAAC.

e. [14 miles when the hon. leader of the Oppo-
e sition was Minister of Railways. Under
ât that beautiful process of expropriation tbe
s farmers along that line got from this coun-
e try $1,000,000 for the land alone. If my hon.
o friend is not satisfied on this point, I will
f give him evidence to show that he or any
e other man on that side of the House should
d be the last to propose expropriation. I will
n refer him to page 1225 of "Hansard " of
n 188S. where hle will find the discussion
a which took place on that question :
ýr Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What Is the
e total cost of that branch to date ?
r Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am ashamed almost
s to say.
r
e *The first time I ever knew him to be

ashaned of anything-
The total expenditure up to the 80th June, 1886.

- was $787,473.47. The expenditure during the
s year ending 30th June, 1877, was $230,103.78. The

t expenditure during the two months ending 31st
January, 1885, was $55,042.83 ; total, $1,274,619.31.

- Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. To which this
. $188,000 must be added?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. So it will be

close on $1,500,000 ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. What Is the

length ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Fifteen miles.
Mr. DAVIES. How much more will be re-

quired before the claims cease completely ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There are some

claims in addition.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. There is no

tunnel on this that I am aware of.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, it Is an enor-

mous cost, and prinelpally consists of what is
claimed as land damages.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. Yet we are
told the price of property in Quebec is not lm-proving.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Government re-
sisted the claima in every possible way. They
cxpended $8,000 for legal expenses, and even
brought the cases to the Supreme Court.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT. In a sense
this Is satisfactory, as 1t shows that the value
of land within a certain radius of the ancient
capital 1s as dear as at any point of Ontario that
I know of.

Mr. DAVIES (P.E.I.) What is the amount of
the claima yet unpaid ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. A very large sum,
lndeed-over $500,000.

What are the facts ? According to the state-
ment of the leader of the Opposition. 15
miles of the St. Charles branci, the right
of way, cost this country over $1,000,000.
Now, apply this case to the Drummond
County people. Remember that these poor
farmers of St. Charles brench had to
submit their claims lndivldually-and you
know that a farmer, no matter how
well off he may be, is onot in a position to
carry through an expensive lawsult. Sup-
posing Mr. Greenshields, who is ratherup-
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élever man, were given the opportunity of three years were $35,000 per year net per annum,
proving damages, - as lie would be, if this and the capacity of the road for local earnings
property were to be expropriated by the is equal to the amount we were to recelve under
Government, do you think lie would not such agreement for the road.
make a stronger case than did these farm- There Is the evidence of Mr. Farwell against
ers along the St. Charles branch of the In- the statement of the hon. gentleman. clearly
tercolonial. The hon. gentleman from Hall- f1showing that the earning powers on 62 miles
fax must admit that Mr. Greenshields and of the road is not a fair test of the value of
his associates are less able to prosecute their the whole line. But, when we take Into con-
elaims for damages in the courts than were sideration the fact that the whole Intercol-
the poor farmers on the St. Charles branch onial never paid any percentage of profits
of the Intercolonial, or that this Government at all, what becomes of his argument ?
is far better able to look after the Interests Every year, under both Governments, there
of the country than was the former Govern- las been a deficit between the ordinary
ment, which had to pay these heavy dam- running expenditure and Its earnings, ex-
ages. My hon. friend ias to take either horn cept for one or two years. When the Inter-
of the dilemma before lie can make much colonial is not able to pay expenses, surely
headway in his argument for expropriation. my hon. friend cannot make a very strong

Then, the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. argument, even If he could show that the
Borden) resorted to another argument, equal- Drummond County road is not any better
ly unfair. He said. that the earning powers than the rest of the Intercolonial : but, by
of a road are a very good test of Its value. his own showing. it has ylelded a far better
I admit the correctness of that statement, return for the money put into it than the
so far as it goes, but he does not apply whole of the Intercolonial.
his premises fairly. What were the earn- It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
ing powers of . this road ? The average Chair.
earning power of the part completed and
running amounted to $33.124,28. There- After Recess.
fore, lie said, this railway which. accord-
ing to the hon. member for New West- ,Mr. MeISAAC. At six o'clock I was re-
minster (Mr. Morrison), had cost $1,908,0o, ferring to what I believe to be certain mis-
was yleldlng on that Investment the sum of leading statements of the hon. member for
$33,128. Such was the argument of the bon. Halifax. I would now refer to another state-
gentleman, and he claimed that the line, ment of that kind. It Is found 1n the min-
therefore, was not a very paying concern. ority report, page 30. It Is as follows
But let me point out where his statement is Mr. Schreiber's estimate of the cost of theunfair. He makes a comparison between road, if built fairly up to the plans and specîfi-the earning powers of a portion of the road cations of the subsidy agreement, is the sum of
and the cost of the road completed. But $1,535,000. Assuming that the road was built up
the earning powers he referred to were to that standard, it must be remembered that
simply those on one-half of the road. They $650,356 of this amount was received in subsidies,
were the earning powers on the branch from and that the balance of $884,644 represents ailwere the earlng powers o the brnifomtemoney which the company put into the road.Ste. Rosalie to Moose Park, and the Nicolet 1hemprice of 094,19 whch would e beed
brandh. According to the evidence of Mr. realized by the company under the agreement
Newton, at page 101, the 28 miles from St. of 1897, would have given to the company on this
Leonard to Moose Park did not pay at all. basis a profit of $1,209,548.
Thel earning power, therefore, applies to I contend that no more misleading statementonly 62 miles of the road, which was the than that could be made, and I am surprIsedonly part paying at the time, and yet th' that the hon. gentlemanshould make such ahon. gentleman wants us to conclude that statement. The first figure given is the es-that will be the earning power of the road tinate whiel Mr. Schreiber made in 1894 ofcompleted and In full runnIng order. I ask what the road would cost if brought up toyou, Sir, If that is a fair argument. lnl the requirements of the Subsidy Act. Theyshowing the percentage of profits, he ought assume that that was the cost of the road.to apply that earning power, $33.000, to the But they forget the evidence which shows62 miles which actually earned It. and then that, instead of the cost being that estimatedgive us a fair Etatement of the value of the by the engineer, the road actually cost, ac-28 miles to Moose Park, where the road then cording to the company's books, over $2,008.-ended, and state that there was no connee- .000. To be fair, the hon. gentleman should
tion for 42 miles 'at all to Chaudière. The give that as the cost of the road. Then.amount he gave Is, therefore, no criterion at again, they take the subsidy paid from theall of what the earnlng powers of the road federal, provincial and municipal sources. Iwill be, as extended and in operation all the: arn not going to find fault with that at tbeway between Chaudière and Montreal. What f preseqt moment, but will say the subsidiesdoes Mr. Farwell himself say, In this con- were not deducted by the late Governmentnection? At page 133 of the evidence he in the purchase of the Rivière du Loupsays, on this point : branch. And then they conclude:

I mention the road to-day as worth $2,500,000. The price of $2,094,192, which would have beenOur earnings on a piece of the road for the last realized by the company under the agreement
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of 1897, would have given to the company on this asked the question whether he understool
basis a profit of $1,209,548. ihat the option meant that he could have
Thus they try to make the House and the the road for $500,000 or $400.000, his answer
country believe that the company. out of was : Oh, no : I did not say that. His evi-
their rental of $64.000 a year. whici they dence will be found at page 151. The leader
would get under the first agreement, would of the Opposition took occasion more than
realize somnething over $2,000,000, forgetting once, in this House and out of it, to cou-
the statenient put forth by themselves that vey the idea that the company were hawk-
the present bargain is so much better than ing this road about for the sum of $500,000.
the first. because the Government can borrow and the Goverument are now giving $1,600.-
money much more cheaply than the company 000 for It. The statement is nisleading. It
can. Now, lhow can hon. gentlemen, and es- is only half the truth, and you know how
pecially those who signed that report, re- nangerous it fs to give half the truth aud
concile their statements ? It is absurd to conceal the rest. It is true there was an
say that out of their $64,000 annual rental. option for $500,000 ; it is equally true. ac-
the company could raise the capital amount cording to the evidence, that on another
of over $2.000.000. It is admitted all around' occasion there was an option for $400,000;
tiat the company could not borrow money but as explained by the evidence of %Ir.
at the same low rate of Interest that the Greenshields, Mr. Farwell and Mi. Pope,
Government can. and, therefore, the capital those figures of $500.000 or $400,000 were
amount estlmated by hon. gentlemen oppo- siiply nominal suins, and the arrangement
site is erioneous. If hon. gentlemen are go-! which the Drummond County people made
ing to make an estimate to show how mucli with Mr. Huglh Ryan and others was that
money the company are making out of the 1 this road was to be disposed of to the late
road. they should take the estimate, not of Government for a yearly rental of $100.000,
Mr. Sehreiber alone, but of Mr. McLeod, or at the rate of $17,500 per mile when com-
whose testimony on this polnt is far more ipleted. Now we have the evidence of Mr.
valuable than Mr. Schreiber's, because, as 1 Greenshields on page 32 on this very point,
stated in the afternoon, he was on the road where he says, referring to this agreement:
and travelled all over it. He made the esti-
mate that the road, brought up to the state Tis is only a copy. Mr. Farwell called a
of efficiency it was in when handed over to meeting of the shareholders of the Drummond
the Government under the present agreement County Railway Company about the time that
would cost$2,225. . And according to the is document was signed. He said to us that
estimcates and figures sworn to by Mr. New- he was then negotlatng, or was about to openestiate an figresswon 10by r. ew-negotiations, througli Mr. Hugh Ryan with the
ton, Mr. Greenshields, Mr. Farwell, and ti)se Conservative Government for the purchase of tha
who know what actually went Into the road, Drummond Couty Railway, and that the nega-
the cost to the company was $2.008.271. tations were conducted on the basis of the Leag-
They are getting $1,600,000 from the Gov- ing of the road for $100,000 per annum, to be
ernment, leaving a balance of $408.271 in completed through to Chaudière, or the payment1" to the company after completion at the rate offavour of the Government. So, instead of $17,500 a mile. He sald: "I must have a com-
inaking a profit. the company are actually piete assignment of the Stock of the road s0
losing $408,271. This does not include that it wiII be entireiy controlled by me. This
the subsidies. And I contend we have no assignment I propose 10 give to Mr. Rugh Ryan,
right to include the subsidies from fed- who is to conduct the negotiations." A subse-
eral and provincial sources. The present juent agreement was made by which. if the road
leader of the Oppostion (SIr Charles Tupper)waseased for $100,00 renta, or sold for $17,500lea(er f tc Oposiion(SiChalesTuperia. mile after It was compieted through to Chau-
when he was Minister of Railways and dière, the cost of the conpletion was to be de-
Canals carried on the transaction for ducted out of the difference between $500,000 and
the purchase of the Rivière du Loup branch the price received, and the total amount remai
but did not consider the subsidies that the ing was to be divided mb three portions, one
company received when they were building portion to go to Mr. Farwell and two-thlrds 0f
the road. But I will not insist even upon the difference to Mr. Hugh Ryan and lis triends,tIc~~s, aodnBtIdii o the on-tîùid golngto Mr. Farweîî was to bethat point. I will subtract the federal sub-added the $500,000 which was b represent the
sidies of $287,000 from $408,000, and even reai purchase price of the road tIteshare-
then there is a balance in favour of the holders.
Government of over $120,000. This, Sir,
is a very much fairer statement, if bon. Then agin t e
gentlemen wish to know what the profitst questlori
cf this company would be. Now, do I understand you b say, Mr. Green-

Now, I will refer for a few moments to the shields, that the resuit, if the negotiations lad
onestion of the option over which the hon. closed wlth lhe Government, wouid'have been
member for South Lanark (Mr. Haggart), t'nancially a better one for the Drummond County
the other day, spent a great deal of tiae. lway than the arrangements you have made
He tried to lead this House and this coun- with the Government to-day ?-A. Undoubteâîy.&-e &trUd tollead-Àth___it wouîd have been.
try to believe that hie had an option at one
time for this rond for $500,000, and at an- o htI I vdneo r aw1
other time for $400,000. He gave evIdence B h aIwn 0rmn I on
before the committee, and when he wams mte gi htM.Frell ltaL
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eral, he is a great friend and supporter of
hon, gentlemen opposite.

Q. What were the terms of the verbal agree-
ment ?-A. The understanding was that he (Mr.
Ryan) was to undertake to construct-first of all,
he was to undertake to -effect an agreement for
a lease of the road to the Government for $100,-
COO a year, or a sale for $2,500,000. I will not say
he undertook to do it, but that was the condition
on which he had this agreement, and on which I
signed this option to him. He was then to con-
struct, to furnish the money to construct the
road through to Chaudière, and after deducting
the expense of that the shareholders were to be
paid the amount stipulated in this agreement,
and one-third of the profits on the transaction
atter that was to come to me.

Then again, at page 136, Mr. Farwell was
asked this question :

Q. Was there ever any authority given to any-
body to sell for $400,000 ?-A. Never.
Now the ex-Minister of Railways aud
Canals, notwithstanding this evidence given
before the committee, tried to show that
they liad an option for this road for the
figure of $500,000. I will read the evidence
of Mr. Pope, another witness whose testi-
mony will not be discounted by hon. gentie-
nen opposite :

Q. Do you know, as a matter of fact, that any
particular terms were mentioned ?-A. I have
.often heard Mr. Farwell speak of getting cer-
tain terms.

Q. What were they ?-A. $2,500,000-in the
vicinity of that.

He was asked again by the chairman:
Q. There was no secret about it. They wanted

42,500,000 of a capital aum, or $100,000 a year ?-
A. Yes.

Now, I do not think it is necessary to give
any further evidence on this point to show
that the contention of hon. gentlemen oppo-
.site that this road could have been had by the
·late Government for $500,000, as it stood be-
:fore the $100,000 was expended upon It, is en-
tirely unfounded. The member for South
Lanark (Mr. Haggart) the other night tried
to leave the impression upon the House that
while he was Minister of Railways and
Canals this road was avallable at any tirue
for either $400,000 or $500,000. We have his
own evidence that he was very anxious at
the time to extend the Intercolonial Rail-
way from Lévis to Montreal, for the rea-
sons, as he stated before the committ"e,
that he had a good deal of trouble with
EIie Grand Trunk Railway and with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway at Lévis, and,
therefore, he wished to have the Intercolo-
nial Railway extended to Montreal. He
told us that he asked his deputy, Mr. Schre-
ber, to make an estimate of what that road
was worth, and he received from Mr. SchriI-
ber an estimate that that road, which he
tried to make us believe could have been
obtained by him for $500,000, was worth no
less a sum than $1,535,000. What can
lhon. gentlemen think of the ex-Minister

of Railways and Canals? He says
that he had been having trouble with
the Grand Trunk Railway and the Canadfin
Pacific R.ailway at Lévis, and was anxious
to secure an extension of the Intercolonial
Railway to Montreal, and he tells us that
lie could have had that road completed for
$500,000, while his deputy told him that the
roacd was worth then $1,535,000. Yet he
iever did anything. When he found out
that the road was worth over a million
more than he could have obtained It for,
he stopped, and did not take another step.
Wihat kind of statesmanàhip was this for a
man who occuplied the position of Minister
of Railways in this country ? Why did he
not take advantage of this great opportunity
to get this road at so small a figure ? He
could have saved a million dollars, accord-
ing to his own testimony. But at the samne
time, under his own eyes, he lost or allowed
to be stolen $270,000 on the Curran Bridge
at Montreal. He could have saved more-
four times -more than that sum to the coun-
try by buying this road at the estimate
of Mr. Schreiber, but he did not buy it
though he told us that the road was goIng
begging for $500,000 all these years.

I have shown what the actual cost of this
road was fron the evidence, which must
be admitted by hon. members on both sides
of this House ; I have explained away the
nature of this option which has also been
sought to be misrepresented by some hon.
mîembers on the other side of the House.
Now, I am going to make a comparison
between. the cost of other portions of the
Intercolonial Railway and the Drummond
County Railway. I want to be fair ; I
am not going to undertake to say that every
section of the road wolid cost the same
amount. I am not going to say that this road
ought to be purchased for the sums at which
%the other pontions of the road were pur-
ehased, because some portions of the Inter-
colonial cost more than others. I want to
say that a comparison of the price paid for
the Drummond County with the prices paid
for other sections of the Intercolonial Rail-
way is, to say the least of it, as fair a way
of argulng this question as was the argu-
ment of the hon. member for Hali-
fax (Mr. Borden), who told us that the
value of the road to the owners and
not the purchaser as well, Is the only basis
of the value of the road. I w,11 take, first,
the Rivière du Loup branch. This branch
cost in the vicinity of $17,600 a mile. I
put the question to this committee : How
mucli would the Drummond County Railway
cost at the price paid for the Rivière du
Loup branch when it was purchased ? The
Drummond County Railway, 132 miles in
length, at the price paid for the Rivière du
Loup branch, would cost $2,332,000. In
other words, instead of paying $2,332,000
for the Drummond County itailway, the rate
paid per mile for the Rivière du Loup
branch, we are getting the road for $1,600,-
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000. Take the Oxford and New Glasgow
branch; this road cost 246,700 per mie.
If the Drummond County Railway had cost
the same figure as the Oxford and New
Glasgow branch, instead of costing this
country $1,600,000, it would have cost us
$3,537,750. The Cape Breton road cost $33,-
000 a mile, not including the Narrows bridge
or the ferry across the Strait of Canso. At
that figure the Drummond County Railway.
lnstead of costing us $1,600,000, would have
cost us $4,472,500. Let us take the St. Char-
les branch of the Intercolonial, a railway
fourteen- miles in length, constructed when
the hon. leader of the Opposition was Min-
Ister of Railways in this country. That
road cost $136 ,000 per mile, and, at the same
figure. the Drumnio4d County would cost
about $18.000,000. That includes the right
of way as well as the construction. The
Ion. Minister of Railways and Canais was
fair, I think too fair, when. the other night.
he struek off the damages for right of way.
It is true the right of way for the St. Charles
branch of the Intercolonial may have been
more expensive than the right of way of
the Drummond County, but no person will
contend that the price paid by the late
Government for the right of way-over $1.-
000.000-for fourteen miles, could be justi-
fied. I read the explanation offered by the
hon. leader of the Opposition in 1884. when
he actually said that he was ashamed of
the cost of this branch and of the right of
way. It was the first time that I ever
heard that hon. gentleman express sorrow
for anything he did as a Minister of the
Crown. However. he had to do that. and.
on this occasion, I think he was perfectly
honest. Fourteen miles of the St. Charles
branch of the Intercolonial cost this country
just $400,000 more than 132 miles of the
Drumimond County Railway. I would ask
hon. gentlemen to compare the record of
the hon. leader of the Opposition. when Min-
ister of Railways, wlth that of the pre-
sent Minister of Railways, who has been
so viclously assailed for the alleged misman-
agement of this transaction by the hon.
leader of the Opposition. I think when a coi-
parison of these records is made it will be
found that the hou. leader of the Opposi-
tion, when Minister of Railways, did very
little to deserve the confidence of the peo-
ple of this country. Now, Sir, I think
it makes no difference from what standpoint
you look upon this question. It cannot
be contended that the price was extrava-
gant, and It cannot be shown that the Gov-
ernment could have obtained that road for
a smaller amount of money than they are
paying for it. But hon. gentlemen opposite
say : Oh. but the bargain this year is much
more favourable than the bargain of two
years ago. and they will try to make It ap-
pear that the Senate was justlfied ln throw-
Ing out the Bill. and that It Is very muehl to
the discredit of the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways that the bargain this year is more

Mr. McISAAC.

favourable than that of two years ago. i
do not think, assuming even that it is more
favourable, that it is any discredit to the
hon. Minister of Railways. It shows that
the hon. Minister of Railways, when he had
an opportunity to make another bargain,
put forth again every honest effort to make
a better bargain, and, I venture to say that
if this bargain is not ratified by this House,
or by the other branch of Parliament, the
Minister of Railways will again devote his
attention to secure every possible concession
from the company. If you institute a com-
parison between these two bargains you will
find that the different statements by differ-
eut hon. gentlemen on the other side of
the House are not borne out by the facts.
Some say that the bargain is $500.000 better
than the first bargain, whilst other say that
it is $750,000 better than the first. The hon.
leader of the Opposition says it is worth a
million or more to the country than the
ñrst bargain. On what principle they go
in these different calculations on a question
of simple interest I cannot understand. To
my mind, the question is simply this : Under
the first bargain of two years ago the Gov-
ernment undertook to lease the Drummond
County Railway for ninety-nine years, and
tvey undertook to pay for every year of
these ninety-nine years a rental of $641,000,
and at the end of the ninety-nine years the
road was to become the absolute property
of this country, and the country would have
no more money to pay. It would simply
have to pay the $64.000 every year for
ninety-nine years. What is the bargain of
to-day. The bargain which the Government
proposes to-day is to buy this road out-and-
out for a lump sum of $1.600.X00. There
is quite a difference. In the one case it is
the question of an annual rental which in-
eludes both principal and interest. In the
other it is simple Interest on borrowed capi-
tal. The first bargain is that. for ninety-
iune years, the Government were to pay
$64,000, and tu ninety-nine years would ex-
tinguish both principal and Interest. Now,
the Government propose to pay $1,600.000 for
the road, and it will not be denied that the
Government can borrow money at a lower
rate of interest than the company, therefore,
the Government will have to borrow $1,-
600.000, and add that to the capital debt
of the country. It will have to continue to
pay interest-at a lower rate, it is true-
but it will have to continue to pay interest
until the bonds are redeemed by this coun-
try. and at the expiration of the bonds the
Government will have to pay In cash the
principal amount. So that they are pay-
ing a lower rate of Interest until the re-
demption of their bonds, and after that,
they pay the principal sum ; whilst under
the first agreement the $64,000 includes In-
terest as well as, of course, the reduction
of the capital year after year for ninety-
nine years, until the whole thing is wlped
off, and that is the end of It. If hon.
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gentlemen will make a calculation on that
they will find that it is not $500,000 or any
thing near it, and it is just a nice ques
tion of arithmetic as to which of the twc
bargains is the better.

Now, Sir, what has been the result of thi.
temporary arrangement ? Will anybod.
deny that the extension of the Intereolonia
Railway to Montreal, both from a financda
point of view and from the view of the pub
lie convenience and interest, bas been a greal
success. If you compare the expenditure foi
maintenance and repairs on the Intercolonial
Railway, for the two last years of the late
Government, with that of the two first years
of the present Government, you wlll find thai
the present Minister (Mr. Blair) bas expend
ed lu the vicinity of $300,000 ln these two
years .more than the Conservative Govern-
ment did, In maintaining and repairing this
road. And what is the result of it ail? Be
fore the extension of the Intereolonial Rail-
way to Montreal, the passenger traffie be-
tween the east and west, almost without ex-
ception was by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way via St. John. The exception then was to
see anybody travelling on the Intercolonial
Railway, but that order of things Is to-day
reversed, and the exception is to see any
one, unless he las special reasons to go by
St. John. travelling on the Canadlian Pacifie
Railway. Before this extension, the Inter-
colonial Railway was a baek number among
the railways of this country, but to-day it is
ln the front van of railway enterprise,
and It is useless, ln vlew of the existlng state
of things, for hou. gentlemen opposite to
contend against the prineiple of extension. I
venture to say, Mr. Chalrman, that you will
search the parliamentary records of this
country ln vain to find a case on whleh so
mueh time and so much energy lias been
wasted ln the vain and hopeless attempt to
fasten a charge of corruption and misman-
agement agalnst an administration, as has
been doue by the Opposition ln this case.
For the last two years these gentlemen have
kept up the struggle. Two years ago they
commenced by calling this a scandalous, cor-
rupt and extravagant bargain. In whieh two
menbers of the Government were directly
impllcated, and by which a huge corruption
fund was to be raised for the purpose of
carrylng federal and provincial elections tu
the province of Quebee, and, as was stated
the other night by the leader of the Opposi-
tion, for earry!ng the elections In New Bruns-
wiek also. Well, suppose we admit for the
sake of argument that there was some possi-
bility of this, we must remember that there
was more than one party to this transaction.
Mr. Greenshields is, of course, the man who
would be supposed to give a eorrupt fund to
the Liberal party, but Mr. Greenshields had
a partner ln the transaction, and this partner
was Mr. Farwell, the Conservative organizer
of the eastern townships.

Mfr. BORDEN (Halifax). WIll the hou.
gentleman (Mfr. Mclsaac) ipardon me. 3fr.

Farwell stated on oatx befoî'e the comrnlttee

Mr. BERGERON. And neyer was.

Mr. McISAAC. True, he stated lie was
s flot t'he organizer-

YMr. BORDEN (Halifax). Hie said lie not
LI only was flot the Conservative organizer, but
Jthat lie had very ltle to do with poilties.

1 Mr. McLSAAC. He stated lie dîd flot take
r as active a part in polities as some hon. gen-
I tiemen dld. but in that respect lie put him'self
eon a par w1ith. Mr. Greenshields, and tliey
8are both la the same position. If lie is not
tan organizer, lie Is an active and energetie
*supporter of lion. gentlemen opposite, and
3yesterday lie was witli the leader of the
*Opposition and other dlstlnguished Conserva-
Stives, holding politîcal meetings in thie east-

e ru townsbips.
Mr. BD, GERON. ho le left by the

*morning train.
Mr. McISAAC. If Mr. Fiarwell was flot

>with tliem lie was not far behind tliem, ami
I eau tell these hon. gentlemen, that if they

r thinnk Mr. Greeu-siields got a linge campaign
fund for the Liberal party out of the transac-
tion, it is reasonable to suppose that Mr. Far-
weil wil also keep bis share for bis Conser-
vative friends. But, Sir, from the evidence
given, there Is very little margin for Mr.
Greenshields, or for Mr. Farwell to devote to
election funds in the province of Quebec or

belsewhere. Two years ago, the Conservative
>press eharged that two Ministers were dir-
ectly tmplicated, and tliey said they had the

1evidene in their possession. The same
charges were insinuated in this H-ouse at the
time, but not made dlreetly. Eneouraged by
the toue of the Conservative press, the
Senate appointed a eommittee of inquflry, and
what was the resuit ? Tliey organized and
they sat, and tliey adjourned, and they sat
again, and at the end of -the session they dis-
banded and nothing was doue. Then, a com-
rnittee ivas appointed by this House, and It
was announeed tha-t the Senate committee
were watchingr the House of Gommons eom-
mIttee, that the moment it would appear that
the Liberzil majority on the Elouse of Com-
mous conîmittee would decline to, admit the
evi(leuce that *,the Conservatives kad, then
the Senate committee would proeeed. Tliey
prowled «round day after day like wateb-
dogs over the proeeedlngs of the House ofG ommons committee, and at the close o! that
investigation, as 19 well known to every one
lu this country, two of Ihe Cous-ývitive
nieinbers of that committee declared, that
not only did they not charge corruption, but
tibat they neyer heard of sucb a charge being
madle. T1he end o! the Senate commlttee
that was appoint-ed the second time was,
that they disbanded again, ami that is the
resuit of ail the Conservative talk about cor-
ruption. The ex-Minister of Railways (Mr.
Haggart), lu the course of bis long speech

th, te vnnoc atal setd u
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evidently with a faint heart. that he was ion of this country is against these hon.
willing to appeal to the country upon this gentlemen. and it will continue to be against
transaction. and lie hoped that the result of them until they change their tactics. This
that appeal would be to remove the Minister Governient is steadily gaining ground in
of Railways (Mr. Blair), In the expectation, the confidence and esteem of the people of
no doubt. that he (Mr. laggart) would take this country. All the by-elections show
bis position. But, Sir. the first hon. gentle-. this. and from all other directions the indi-
man who rose ou the Conservative side after cations point to the same conclusion. We
the ex-Minister (Ir. Haggart) had concluded, need not go outside of the four corners of
the hon. member for East Toronto (Mr. Ross this Chamber to see that public opinion is
Robertson) stated to this louse. that after with us. Hon. members sitting beside and
bearing the speech of the hon. member for behind the leader of the Opposition changed
South Lanark (Mr. -aggart lie was com- their seats and are now giving a full sup-
pelled to support this transaction. and he port to this Administration ; and there
(Mr. Ross Robertsoni stated further, that are other hon. gentlemen on that side of the
although the hon. member for South Lanark 1-ouse who are looking across with longing
(Mr. Haggart). for two hours. had said every- eyes. The gerns of disintegration and de-
thing he could against the management of cay are spreading with wonderful rapidity
the Intereolonial Railway under the pre- and are developing fast among these lion.
sent Minister Mr. Blair). yet the lion. îrentlemen and among their friends in the
gentleman (Mr. Ross Robertson) was ountry. Sir, I do not fear a general elec-
bound to confess that the present Min- tion. as has been suggested by the hon.
ister 'Ir. Blair) had done more for member for South Lanark (Mr. Ilaggart),
the Intercolonial Railway than any other whether it be this year or next year. So
Minister of Railways il the past. whelher long as the Government whom I support
Liberal or Conservative. It is unnecessary have sucli a record as they have shown by
for me to say any thIng further on this this Drummond County Railway purchase.
point. The ex-Minister (Mr. iaatj aud his so long as their record shall continue as it
friends opposite who support him, have got is up to the present time, they will commandtheir answer, from one of their own strongest the confidence of the people of this country.and nost independent supportars in thuis We will not appeal to the country. Sir, in a
louse. The people of Canada will taie no state of mutiny, flying at each others'stock mu he poliey of the Conservative party ithroats ; but we will appeal to the electorson this question. The people of Can: ia:- are in the full hope that the record of this Gov-not likely to be in a hurry to discharge the ernment is such as cannot fail to enlist theMinister of Railways (-%r. Blair). :vid to lut synpathy and support of the grseat majorityin bis place the ex-Minister (Mr. Haat). of those electors.

whose peculiar administration of the i ilway
Departnent is yet fresl in the minds of the MN. H . A. POWELL (Westmoreland). Mr.people. The electorate of this country have Chairman, I have followed with a great dealnot yet forgotten the Curran Bridge cnd the of interest the remarks of the hon. memberTay Canal, which. mu the good old days of for Antigonish (Mr. Mclsaac). But. not-Tory corruption. was familiarly known as withstanding the closeness with which IHaggart's ditch. Hon. gentlemen opposite have followed him, I have failed to observewill have to adopt a waiting policy before what connection there is between ratting
they again reach the Treasury benehes. They from this side of the House to the other andmust wait until bbe people of this country a justification of the Drummond deal. I
forget their bad record. They must wait in have no doubt that the bon. gentleman seesOPposition so long as the people of Canada a necessary logical connection between theremember. that the Liberal party in Oppo- two, and I presume. from its attention, thatsition preferred specific charges of cor- the House sees probably as much connectionruption against the Conservative A(dmin- between, these two subjects as between hisIstration, asked for committees. and proved speech and the merits o! the deal generally.their charges to be well founded. The Sutlicient of detail has been entered into,people of this country are not slow to I think. without my wearying the Housedistinguish the methods of the two parties lun withî further elaborate detail. In order that
this House. They will not regard as manly those w-ho are not from the maritime pro-political warfare the tactics pursued by bon. vinces, however, may obtain an intelligentgentlemen opposite, when they make wild- grasp of this question, I shall state a few
extravagant and vague charges. Instead of t facts which, to us who come from the mari-taking a manly course. making specifi ntime provinces, are unnecessary to be stat-charges, if they had any. asking for a com- ed, but which may serve to elucidate the
mittee, and producing their. evidence. they question for those bon. gentlemen who repre-Invariably conclude by moving the adjourn- sent the west. The Intercolonial Railway,ment o! the Hlouse. lu order that they may I mîay say, was a system composed of about
get an easy way of running out of the House 1,141 miles of railway. Its chief oceanieand taking to the woods. That hasLeen terminals were at the seaports of St. Johntheir conduet Up to date. Not one of themi ansd H-alifax. Its western terminais, whichwihl dar to make any specifie charge and connctied lb with the great continental sys-
back it up wlth evidence. The public opin- tems o! railway, were at the port of St.

Mr. McISAAC.
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John and at Lévis, in the province of Que- freiglt and passengers made the present
bee. Al traffie originating on the Intercol- question a live one, and, when the present
onial system and destined for Montreal or Minister of Railways care into power. le
points west, had to seek interchange withijtoOk into consideration. scon after his ad-
the Canadian Pacifie Railway at the city Of1veut to office. the desirability, of au exten-
St. John, or with lithe Grand Trunk Railway zo Montreal.
at the town of Lévis ; and, vice versa, all Now, in o:der to grapple with the question
traffieoriginating at Montreal or points west iiiteliigeftlv, let us consider the problem
and destined to points on the Intercolonial,tIluat prese.ted itseif to the Minister of Rail-
had to be interchanged either at Lévis with ways and Canais. With a terminal at Lévis.
the Intereolonial, or at St. John with the!there iere opened up to hlm îte two follow-
Intercolonial.îrng methods of transportation to Montreal-

It nay be necessary to state the distances, first. ly means of the Grand Trunk Railway
in order that you may fully understand the around by Richmond Junction and then by
argument. From St. John to Montreal, via Montreal, whieh was about nine miles longer
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the distance1Inan the present system ; and also the water
Is 481 miles. From1 St. John to Montrealtransportation by means of the St. Law-
via the Intercolonial Railway and its exten- rence. Lu addition to these two methods,
sion to Montreal, the distance is 740 miles. there was in contemplation a third route.
The town of Moncton occupies a pivotai That route wouid have be2n competed-
point ou the Intercolonial Railway system.1andsomc day. doubtiess. wil be eonpieted
It is the point at which the branch to the.-livt'le construction of a bridge at the city
city of St. John diverges from the main line of Quebec. To the construction of this
to Ialifax. From Moncton to Montreai, by bridge loth parties in this country are more
way of the Cacadian Pacifie Railway. the or les pledged. Sa fai. tIen, as tIe ques-
distance is 570 miles ; and by way of thetion of t'îrogh freigît is concerne(, the
Intercolonial the distance is 650 miles. Fromiextension b Montreal Ment no more. except
Halifax to Montreal, by way of the Cana- j so far as freight origiating at or destined
dian Pacifie Railway and the Intercolonial io the city of Montrent was concerned, than
to St. John, the distance is 758 miles ; the lad the Tntercolonial Railway its terminal
distance, by the Intercolonial Railway and at L'vis. But concede that it was desir-
the present extension to the clty of Mont-Iableand is desirable that the Intercolonial
real, is 837 miles. The advantages, there- Railway shouid le extended to the City of
fore. are as follows :-The Canadian Pacifie Monteal. there were four metîods open io
Railway lias an advantage, ln respect to the hon. Minister.
transportation from Montreal to St. Johntriirst, there was the traffie arrangemeur.
of no less than 250 miles ; the pivotal point This great syster of the Intereolonial Rail-
Of Monteton lias an advantage of 81 miles ;way-great ln is Importance as respects the
and all the eastern section of the Intercol- maritime provinces-could have effected vir-
onial, between Moncton and Halifax, Syd- trally an entrance into the city of Montreal
ney and Plctou, las an advantage of 81 hy an «dequate traffie arrangement witb the
miles, as has also the elty of Halifax. Now.,!Grand Trunk Railway for the interchange
previous to the initiation of the policy of the of traffie between them at île town of
present Minister of Rallways. through traffic 1 Lévis. The second course open to the
originating on the Intercolonial, and through Tnteeoloni.ul Rallway officiais was to obtain
traffie orlglinating at points west of Mont- running rights. which might be a subjeet of
real. whlih was destined to or from points igreenent between tIe Intercolonial Rail-
on the Intercolonial. were interchanged, as way authorities and the officers of [he Grand
I have said, at the port of St. John or at the Trunk Railway, or. in case f falure toar-
town of Lévis. The greater portion of this rive ai what would be a fair agreement.
through traffie was Interchanged at Lévis. miglît have been a subjeet of an order of the
In the course of time, owing to the lack of failw:Y Committee of tIe Prlvy Council
business tact, or oWing to the lack of desire grant!ng to the Intercolonial Railway run-
to accommodate, on the part of the Grand uing ights. on terms that migît le fair
Trunk Railway, the communication by Lévis and adequate for tie Grand Trunk Railway.
became very imperfeet. Freight was detain- to thCity of Montreal. There was a thir1
ed, express passenger trains failed to makeî.eherre that was open. The Intercolonial
necessary connections, and It seems that the Railway could lave constructed a ue from
late Minister of Rallways (Mr. Haggart) had Lévis to Montreal. The fourtl seheme was
i view an extension of the Intercolonial that the Intercoonial Railway autborities
Railway to Montreal. So far, then, as the could lave purclased or leased a Une and
general policy of the Intereolonial extension termInaisin order to compîcte tIe system.
to the city of Montreal is concerned, h-eaa r
does not seem to be any radical or basalment is concerned tlere seems to be -idis-
difference between the hon. gentleman who position on the part of some to say that thîs
now presides over the Department of Rail- is envrely Inadequate. But T bave no hes!-
ways, and the ex-Minister of Rallways. tation lu saying tbat if this business Gov-
These drawbacks to which I have referred, ('Init were disposed to net on business

:an thse ein l trnsprtaionof riques af tiey oner adspwhen tet orsnt
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tte same principles as railway companies land every man in Great Britain, and eacb
observe under sindlar circumstances. there zind every corporation had a right to run
would have been no difficulty between the i ts trains and englues on any railway with-
Intercoloidal Railway and the Grand Trunk out respect to the person to whom the roaa
Railway that could not easily have been beloaged. Not only that, but under the
overcone. My authority for that statement Railway Clauses Act of 1845, vhich stands
is this-that it is to-day, and bas beenipon the British statute-books stili unre-
for a long time the custom between realed, the theory of British iaw is thac any
great railways in the United States to iran or corporation in Great Britalu eau
arrive at just such agreements as this. employ bis engine and train and rua it on

However, suppose that we concede that it :ny raiiroad subjeette reasonable tous that
would be impracticable to make an arrange- the company which owns the road-bed
ment of that kind. I ask, then what there and terminais may Impose. The same thlng
was impracticable about the second scheme appiies te the coantrIes on the European
-that is to obtain running rights over these continent that have great railway systems.
roads to effeet an entrane into the ciîy of But we ueed not consider these Instances
Montreal ? At the preseut time the1 abroad ; we eau corne nearer home., And,
Wabash Railway in the United Statesiapproathing home, what do we find? In
and the Grand Trunk itself have a tleds very city of Ottawa, this course that
traffie arrangement extending over 200 the Minister of Railways and Canais han
miles. 1t miglit be said that the terminais demouned as harsh and tyrannical bas beei
at M1ontreaiwouid be crowded and that ursued; and here we see the Canada At-
gre t incouvenience te the Grand Trunk lanti Railway,eowitshvested rights iu the
wouid resuit. Agalnst that 1 couid cite a Central Station under an order of the Rail-
great many Instancesn the United States of B ey Comattee of the Privy Couneil forced
two or more ralways using the same ter- to admit to the user ef its terminal the

inais. Why, lu the ity of Chicago to-daysCanadan Pacife Railway, and also, I amn
there are the feleowlng oecupying one set i*nfermied, tbrough the newspaper, tboulgh It
of terminiis :-The Wisconsin Central, the 1,q not yet a matter of public record, the
Northern Pacifie, thxe Cbieago and Great O)ttawa and New York Ra!ilway. Here,
Western, and the Baltimore and Ohio-akl tien. we have an illustration made by the
treatleadingehhwas ing fe western Minister e Rallways and Canais hmself
states. We have aidse, occupying ee sta- of what he considers to be a harsh and
tien, the Michigan Central ad the lnois tyrahniatalexereise of power. These tran-
Centrai. Aise on the eastern eoast ef the (bises were granted to the Grand Trunk for
continents ccupying the same terminalis, we hat? For -te benefit et the people. The
have the Readigw the New Jersey Central, Grand Trnk Ralway Company was made
a sd the Lehigh Va tey. Agan in Chicago. a trustee for the peope of hls country.
we havet, occupy g the same terminas, n e And, SIr the thery uuderlylng ail railway
Chcaer and West Illinoisthe Chicage and systems lutEngeish-speaking countries
East lcifis. the Chicago and GrandeTrunkIJustifies that they sbould be forced.
the Chica o and Erie, the Atchison, the jn the exercIse of that trust, to admit te
Louisville, New Albany a d Chicago. andet ese benefts, on reasonabe terms, any ap-
tie Chicagigand Wabash. It Is not neces- plicat whe can make out a reasonable
ary for me te;go further In citngase fe hcase.Therefore, ail that was necessary

conted States systems. s appeal te the prac- was for the Intercolonia Railway authorities
tce Iu anaian centres. To-day. Cu the te obtantrrunalng rigts, by agreement If
city of Toronto. we h:ive the Grand Trunk possible, or, If that -were flot practicabie,
and the Canadian Pacifne eccupylng the by an order eCthiae Railway Committee e
same statioc and usngr the same terminas. the Privy Council. The power te give such
The MInIsterstI Rallways ad Canais an order as is is conferred by the Railway
said it would have been a very harsh £jct te the Rallway Committee et the Privy
thn Iitoitake tbe Grand Trunk Railway by Council. Under section 11, subsection P,
fte throat and force uon them an arrang, th s Railway Committee have the right te
ment ef that kind. From that position 1 en-1 make regulations for the use by oee cer-
tireiv dissent. 1 disse-at, ln the fIrst plac-?ý, pauy ef the tracks or station grounds et
on the general theery ef rallroads, whieh it another; and companies, as defined by fie
1s wefl kmeo prevails universaiy lusthis f ct,indude any person having authority
country and l yte great republie te pthe-t perate a raiiway. And by the second
southoe i nsand every cvlized cuntry section ef that Act, theRailway Commîttee
ci the obe t-day. Why what Is the cf the Privy Councl are authorIzed te make
ther te ralroads l Great Brltln-and regulations for running powers or haulage
1 shaett pursue ths thesretical discussion over the emnesinals.ecompauy by other com-
at tee g9reat egx as It may saveur seme- j panies. But when'the matter came befere
whatef an aademlc nature? I fInd 1 tb present Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair),
that rm the tine the G irrst railway com-htdecided that he wouid net exercse the
pany was indcrp.rated down te the year rgts he ad, but would resort tepurchase
18g. the thxeory ndery ingr thaiload lwa orhleaice.Therhcwhre atthatttimeithrhe

coutrye and cn te grasthepublictoec asb he theIneckna co
on .th gobeLt-a.Lhwati.h

36043603



[MAY 25, 1899]

have got Into the city of Montreal. There 1As respects its passenger traffie, this road,
was, first, the Atlantic and Lake Superior., with is magnificent equipment, that bas
which was nlot then constructed, but was been swelled by the imagination of the Min-
subsidized and which was pushng its line ister of Railways to an iniportaut, great
through to the same terminal point:; there ti runk line, had been praetically stationary
was, second. the Drummond County Rail- ,for six years. There was a little ainual
way. and third, the Grana Trunk Railwa.v variation-at times higher and at times low-
These roads are substantially equal in i er-but substantially there had not been any
lengtlh. Yet, without any adequate or regu- increase during the space of six years. Its
iar lnquiry. the Minister of Railways selectei freight traffle consisted of tan bark, lumber,the Drummnond County road and the leasing1 pulp wood and such like unprofitable kinds
of the Grand Trunk from Ste. Rosalie to of freight, which are the lowest kind of
Montreal. Ifreight a railroad can have. It is freight

Let us look for a moment at the Drum- ithat is subjected to the lowest traffic raies
mond County road, and see in what pos!- I a railway ean charge. But lu making up
tion it was. My hon. friend the junior this shov ing a net revenue of . 35,101.61, the
member for Halifax (Mr. Borden) discussedî, company acted upon a peculiar system. I
very fully this matter, but at the risk of have drawn the attention of the House to
repetition, I will enter upon Its discussion the fact that this freight was the cheapest
again. The Drummond County line was iany company could carry, but if you allow-
built as a mere lumber road. The gentle- ed every ton of that freight te pass over
men who inaugurated that scheme had no 1 every mile of the railway, if you gave It the
Idea at the time of doing anything else longest haul possible, you then would have
than build a road which would afford them a frelght rate of no less than 7-10ths of a
access te their lumber lands l the counties cent per ton per mile, which is considerably
contiguous te the line of railway. After- in excess of the general average tariff for
wards it began te dawn upon them that they î this class of freight on the railways of the
might do better than construet a mere hum- !'eastern part of the United States. It is con-
ber road. that there migiht be a good specula-1siderably in excess of the average on those
tion in extending it. and at the time they great trunk railways that run from New
entered into negotiation wlth the Govern- York, Baltimore and Penusylvania te Chl-
ment. there were ninety miles of the rail- eago and points west.
way completed-seventy-three miles of the I have already stated that there was no
main line and a branch of seventeen miles.! boua fide surplus of earnings on ihis line,
which ran down te ithe St. Lawrence. and and shall proceed to make .tood that as-
forty-three miles not constructed, or, in ; sertion. In the first place, that road was
fact, not begun. Financially, the road run so cheaply and kept in such- a :ondition
was bankrupt. Its construction had been that the lowest normal rate of ex:enditure
entered upoa away back in 1889, and dur-9ily railways in Canada on maintenance was
Ing the nine years in which that railway.: far in exeess of the charges upon it. Take
or parts of it, had been in existence, not i the railways of Canada as a whole. and
at any time-and I bring this matter tol we find that the cost of maintenance of the
the attention of the House to show what i line and buildings is $400 per mite. and this
an absolutely bankrupt affair it was-not in iuagnideent Drummond Railway was kept
one single year had there ever been a divi- I1in repair at what rate ? Not it $460 lier
dend of a solitary cent declared. althoughi mile-the average of the roads of Canada,
they showed earnings, year after year. Iu n good, bad and indiffere-nt-ut at an ar nul
their sworn reports to the Government. expenditure of only $18'. Therefore. there
This one-horse road had as au equipment i was expended upon It aunually only 40 per
on Its ninety miles of railway one first-class' cent of what is required as the normal ex-
car. one second-class car, one baggage car. penditure in keeping the average line or rail-
five engines. nine box cars and twenty fiat way in Canada in suitable condition. Such
cars. This was the total equipment of this 'was the case as regards the cost of mainten-
magnificent rallway. Its average net earn- ance, but let us see what the working ex-
ings In 1897. as stated in its sworn return, penses and repilrs of engines cost. The aver-
were $33,101.61. I give the exact cents, as age expenditure on roads throughout the
they are very Important, considering the whole of Canada on working expenses, re-
fact that the undertaking was worth tioth- ipairs to engines and maintenance, is $650
ing. Averaging the three years. including per mile, and this bankrupt road did not ex-
1897, the net revenue on that railway was pend even the half part of the average of
$33,124.28. I make bold te declare that there Canadian roads. Instead of expending $656
was not during all that time-and I chal- Ç per mile. it only expended $229 per mile for
lenge contradiction from any hon. gentl.'man this purpose.
opposite-one dollar of that earnins bona Now we come to the car repair expenditure.
fide to show for the company's operations. While the average expenditure over the roads
Later on I will touch upon that liaatter. and of Canada. good. bad and indifferent, was
show exactly the method of reasoninir andi $185 per mile. wbat was the expenditure on
Illustration by which I arrive at this con-| this magnificent road. which has been com-
chusion. ¡paredi te the great highways lu the Unitedi
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States, to the most excellent portions of the will change. But just the same as !n the
Inercolonial Railway, and the most notable days of Queen Elizabeth, Drake, Hawkins
portions of the great western roads ? They and Frobisher gathered wealth and accumu-
did not expend any such paltry sum as $185 lated vast fortunes by feebooting. or bue-
per mile on the repairs of cars. No. Sir, their caneering and pirating on the Spanlsh main,
expenditure swelled to the magnificent and it was regarded as respectable and their
amount of $29 a mile. Now, when we actions met with the favour of their sover-
come to general operating expenses, the eign ; so, to-day society regards these men
average general operating expenses on rail- who make money by commercial freebootlng.
roads in Canada, good, bad or indifferent, are as mxost honourable. We are simply adopt-
$824 per mile ; similar expenses upon the ing the methods so prevalent In the republic
Drummond road during the same year, were to the south of us. I have by this time,
about one-third as much, or $277 per mile. I think. lef t the idea upon the House that
Then, if the road bed had been properly ny opinion. at least as a member of the comi-
maintained, if it had had its full quota of inittee, was that this whole transaction was
section men, if it had had its full quota of la bogus one. I will give you an illustra-
gravelling every year, if it bad had its full tion that these men were not serlous. We
quota of ear repairs. of engine repairs, of have the evidence of Mr. Farwell. Mr. Far-
general operating expenses, instead of there well gives bis version of things. and Mr.
belng a surplus, there would have been a Greenshields confirms it. on pages 32, 36 and
deficit of quite a large amount. 37 of the evidence taken before the commit-

But not only that. I wî1f prove to this tee. These gentlemen deliberately tell us
House that there is fraud in these returns, what the scheme was, and I call the atten-
deliberate fraud, and I bave no hesitation 1n tion f every hon. gentleman i this House
stating it. How do I make that out? if te that scherme. If it ninot freebooting, if t
any hon. gentleman in this House will take i not fraud, if it is net deception, if it is not
the trouble to look into the sworn railway cheating, then I do not know what it is.
returns, he will find that in the year 1895i We see they had put, acording te these
their capital expenditure had been about gentlemen's testimony. an estimated value
completed; in that year there were 89-53 upon the road of $2.500,000. Then they say
miles of the railway completed. The su4. they were going to add to that the subsidy
sidies had all been drawn with the exception they were to receive, a further subsidy f rom
of the Quebee subsidy, over which there was this Government of $145,984, if they could ob-
some little question, but not on account of tain it. and I think they had signed the con-
the completion of the Une, or of the require- tract for it-putting a total valuation on the
ment on the part of the Quebee Government road completed of $2,645,984. Now, what do
to make further outlay upon capital account. thiey say ? They say : We intended to con-
Well, Sir, at that time we find the total cost plete the road, say for the sum of $t50.O00.
of the Une had been $1,346,011.76. Now, and to leave a net balance of $1.995.000.
without having a solitary foot of that line to From this they were going to deduct $500.000
complete, with the capital expenditure al-. and give it to the ordinary shareholders.
ready made so that these gentlemen who Then, what were they going te do with the
controlled tbat rallway were able to draw balance ? Why. Sir. tell it not lu Gath, pro-
their subsidies, when the sworn statement Is claim It not in Askelon ! These gentlemen
completed to the satisfaction of the engineers who pretended they had a valuable asset ln
of the Government, what do we find ? They this road, wbleh value Is endorsed by the
profess stili to make large capital outlays Minister of Railways and Canals, and by the
upon it. Why. these capital outlays are a gentlemen associated with him. actuaily
pure fiction. What were they ? They were proposed this absurd scheme to give to Mr.
outlays made in necessary repairs of the Hugli Ryan, $998,651 to sell the road, and
road from year to year. outlays that should to keep $498.661 for themselves. Adding
bave been charged against revenue. And that te the $500,000 which I bave already
why were they charged to capital ? Simplv spoken of, the shareholders. big fish and
because these gentlemen had in mind the little fis, would get altogether eut of the
floating of a seheme, and the robbing of concern $997,322, and Mr. Hugh Ryan would
eome person or persons, or some Government. get $1,300 more, or $999.651. Yet we are
and their object was to make appear as to believe this to be legitimate business.
large a surplus as possible so as to give the These gentlemen are relying upon con-
road a fictitious commercial value that in struction,- account. I may say that we
truth It did not possess. There Is nothing have not the details before us, and I am not
exeeptional about this. I am not going to going to inquire into this feature of the
say that Mr. Greenshields and these other transaction at any great length ; we have
gentlemen associated with him are rogues. lnot the details before us that warrant me in
and thieves and rascals. Unfortunately for making a positive statement in respect to
the tone of public life on tis continent. es- this construction account. But I wIll say
peelally in the republlc to the south of us, that the hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr.
and In this Canada of ours, this system of Borden), and the ex-Minister of Rallways
what I mnay call commercial freebooting in and Canals and myself, endeavoured time
railways, is looked upon as respectable. The antd again te get thtis construction account,
day w1ll come. I trust, when tat sentiment i s a could net. There was an item of-$729,
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314.52 which was transferred Into the books estimate it was an estimate of the road
of the company from the books of the part- if constructed up to the fuli requirements
nership firm which built the road whose i of the subsidy contract, whicl meant in
members were the only shareholders of the accordance with the specification, the pro-
company, but how that amount was made files, facts and figures in his office. Whe-
up, or what the items really were, we ther that road was construeted up to the full
are ln darkness to this day, although we mueasare of the contract, whether it met the
tried tine and again to get the books con- requirements of the Subsidy Aet or not, Mr.
taining the figures. Now, Sir, there is some- Sichreiber knew no more than any other
thing very fishy about this account, and I. man because he had never made any inspec-
call the attention of the House to It. Gen- tion of that road in his life. But that is not
tlemen who are acquainted with railway enougl for the hon. member for Antigonish,
methods in the republie to the south of us.,94nd he weut on to quote the valuation of
here meet an old acquaintance, the fakir, Mr. McLeod. Mr. MeLeod may be ail that
a construction company. Now, Sir, what the hou. gentleman daims him to be. 1
is a construction company ? Down south, ,ay nothing against bis honour. Hé May
when they wish to defraud, the public be the soul of truth; 1 have no doubt'of bie
by swelling their capital account, they take veracity, but when Mr. McLeod is held up
the clerks of directors, and the leading as a gentleman who Is exact ilu bis figures,
stockholders. and they form a company, and who lad made a thorougliinvestigation of
to this company they let the contract for the this road and an estimate that ougt te
construction at two or three times what It command the respect of every man ln thié
is worth ; and then in making up the capital flouse, 1 say as a humble member of this
account, or the construction account, they House that I most positively demur. That
charge the fictitlous amount and not the gentleman, Mr. McLeod, and 1 ar not going
real outlay. I will simply cite to this to deal unjustly wlth hlm, fot only gave
House two instances of this gigantic one estimate, but le gave three or four
fraud. In the case of the South Pennsyl- estimates differing from each other as
vania Railway, which was constructed by widely as absolute guesses will differ. al»
the Vanderbilt Construction Company, ob
which company was composed almost en-formed the Hoise that this gentleman made
tirely of Vanderbilts and Webbs' clerks, ae- -iascientifie investigation of the cast of tle
tually cost $6,500.000. It was proved by the11onstruction of this road. I cannot help
sworu testimony of the men engaged in It
before theI Hepburn Committee in New York nhatifulle on. entlenis lt
state that when it was charged up to capitalifats to this House. Let us trust that
account the cost of construction of the rail- mistaken. I have a few facts and figures
way was charged up as bona fide outlay. by which wiIl test Mr. McLeod. Mr. Me-
not of $6,500.000 but of $15,000,000. Bonds Leod' theories or estimates and valuation
wero floated upon the market. and of tis road are not borne out by the resuit.
the moneyed men and brokers of Eng- riiese gentlemen have not taken the pains
land, of France and of Germany were I w cet the facts and figures given lu the re-
swindled to the tune of $40.000,00 on bondsf urns of tUs road. If they had they would
issued upon this capitilization. I will give f have seen tbat ln 1896 to the first day ot
another case. The Central Pacifie Railway i July on the whole of the road completed,
was built also by a construction company.Iwith the exception of 43 miles, and on th%
The amount actually paid out for con- fhe total capital expenditure was $1,366.485.
struction of the railway was $58,000.- They woul' have found also by reference
000. and there was charged up to capital'to the retsirns given lu the annual report
$139,000,000. So l this Item' of $729,000 I of the Department of Rallways and Canah
have no hesitation In saying that I eau brougît down for tus year the statement
draw an inference, and. I wish to be guard- tiat the outlav up to Tuly lst, 1898. was
ed ln this matter ; It is not a matter of posi- $1.908,261. That shows that he capital ex
tive evidence: It is a deduction I make. and penditure between these two dates was
an Inference from the facts and figures pre- $541,775. That sum represents more tban
sented, but I have no hesitation in saying the cost of .the 43 miles that by express
that in this $729,000 there is a fiCtitlcus agreenent was to be bult up to the stand.
capital construction account to the amorunr ard ofthe Intercolonal Rallway. It was
of $400,000. I shall say nothing further far beyond the subsldy standard that Mr
about the construction value, except to SebreIber speaks of. Out of that $541,775,
treat for a moment of the valuation placed $35.000 was expended to maie certain ehan.
upon the road by Mr. Schrelber. When Mr. ges'lu the old hue, so that leaves a total et
Schrelber was put upon the stand he gave $W6,775. That outlay was lucurred, we wIl
as his valuation $1,535,000 for the road when suppose. In the construction o! these 43 miles
completed. This is a matter that bas been up to the standard of the Interclonial
dwelt upon by the hon. member for An- Whe r . MLeoD? Tha.mak &Uth
tigonish (Mr. Mclsaac), and I amn not going otprmlo!teonruto o!ti
to follow him ln that discussion other than rlwyU otesadr fteltre
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the stand end swore that $16,000, $17,000, care what the construction value of this
and I think as higli as $18,000 was a fair road is ; I deny that the construction
estimate of the cost of the construction of value is a true test. My hon. friend the
the railway generally. I give that as an senior member for Halifax (Mr. Borden) has
illustration of tlue amount of credence-I am given a statement of the law ; I will quote
not using the terni offensively-that must the authority. Hon. gentlemen opposite will
be placed in the statements of Mr. McLeod. find it in the third edition of Cripps, a Most
Mr. McLeod is also candid enough to tell authoritative text-book on compensation
us further, which was concealed-1 will not or expropriation. And, Sir, when I make
say wilfully, but actually concealed by the' this statement to the House, as a statement
hon. member for Antigonish-that lie never that has been universally acted upon by
made an inspection of the road, never Euglish jurists of late years. I want the
mîeasured a solitary dump, never measuredl louse to remember that this statement is a
a cutting. never measured a bit of masonry stronger statement in favour of hon. gentle-
on the line, but thiat lie simply jotted down men opposite than if the statement merely
statenents. perlhaps sitting on the bank. and regarded the matter of pureiase ; because,
trusting to lis iemory, basing his judg- %when you are taking property away from a
ment on casual observations made by him of man, uthe courts of the couratry have recog-
banks that were miles and miles away. nized that there should be some solatium.
He had never inspected er . measured and that not its ordinary market value, but
the road or the materials, and in this the full measure of valuation to that man.
way lie arrived at an estimate six or should be paid. Here is a statement of the
eiglit thousand dollars in excess of the real law
cost of the road. At this particular stage .
I would like to remind the House that the The basis only of compensation for lands re-
lion. Mnister of Railways and Canas did quiredor taken should be assessed as their value

to the owner at the date of the notice to treatme the honour to refer to a statement I and not their value when taken by the promoter.
made in the3 House in 1897. That statement
I qucte fron the unrevised "Hansard " of Again, I quote from the judgment of Cock-
May 9th, 1899 : burn, Lord Chief Justice of England. in

Stebbings vs. the Metropolitan Board of
Then we come to the hon. mem.,ber for West- W'orks (Law Reports, 6, Queen's Bench. 37):moreland (Mr. Powell), whom I do not see in rQ

his place at present. He said : When Parliament gives compulsory powers," When it is proposed to pay $1,150,000 over and provides that compensation shail be made toand above the expenditure upon the road, that the person fron whom the property is takenis a transaction that cannot be justified, and con- for the loss he sustains, it is intended he shouldcerning which the wholesome sentiment of this be conpensated to the extent of his loss, andcountry will be very suspiclous indeed as to the that his loss shall be compensated by what wasmotives that prompted the Government to enter the value of the thing to him, not by what willInto it." be of value to the person acquiring It.
I do not retract one jot or tittle of that By an unbroken series o .f decisions IEng-
sentiment. The hon. Minister of Railways land underokirenmstanees less favourable
and Canals proceeds: ato the Government than the present, the cor-

That is what the hon. member for Westmore- 1,reet method of valuing property is to give
land said about it. I pass by also the suggestion the value to the person from whom it is
-the utterly offensive and visionary suggestion- taken. Now, what was the value of thisthat we were to pay $1,150.000 over and above road to the Drunmmond County Railwaythe expenditure on the road, but before I con-CFa v
clude, I propose to show that that was entirely not Forn to ars, as I he shown,
'unfounded, whether he will acknowledge It or it did not return to the pockets Of the share-
rot. holders one solitary cent, and the probabili-

The statement I made to this House on that ty was that it never' would. The company
,castont ntIae tth souse onftmaoue themselves recognized that they lhad anoccasion was that fhe amount of money elephant on their hands, after the road badthat these gentlemen had paid out of their served its purpose as a lumber railway.own pockets, giving them credit for the They found that they were unable to carryamount of the ioatimg itkdebtedness on the out a scheme which they had contemplated.property and adding to the floating indebt- Of selling it to the Grand Trunk Railwayedness the amount I then estimated It would Company, and they then commenced a regu-take to complete the road there was a bal- lar method of hawking It around the coun-ance of profit of $1,150,000. I made that try In vain attempts to sell it to some person.statement then ; I make It now. It Is a They gave an option to Mr. Farwell forcorrect statement. I do not think it re- $500.,000-that is, for the railroad in its thendounds to the honour of the hon. Mlnister condition. They gave an option to anotherof Railways and Canals to take a garbled person for $500.000. They gave an optionextract from a speech and place in my to Mr. Maze for $400,000, I am Informed,month words that are qualified by the con- though the exact amount does not appear Intext. As qualified by the context the state- the evidence. They gave another option toment is correct; the garbled statement Mr. Pope for $500,000. They gave an optionI am Lot responsible for. I do got to Mr. Greenshields for $500,000, and Mr.
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Farwell, on his oath before the committee, the Minister of Railways and Canais (Mr.
stated, that there was an option of $400,000, Blair). At that time thc floating indebted-
and Mr. Haggart, in bis evidence, stated, ness of the concern was somewhere between
that lie knew of an option for $400,000. But $178.000 and $133,000. The Minister (Mr.
even at this they were unable to sell this Blair) admits that the statement of the Op-
railroad. With a bankrupt concern upon position about the road bcing offered for sale
their hands, the shareholders could not gelfor -500.0ù0 at that time is correct. Bu
auy respectable financiers te handle th ere is a new star iu the firmament, to
road, and so they became disheartened. Andlît and glory born-a star fot rislng lu the
what was the result ? In their pitiable con- east. but iu the far west-and that hou.
dition, they actually appealed Io Mr. Green- gentleman (Mr. r tells the buse.
shields, thinking lie had command of the that the senior member for Halifax ('r.
money market and could borrow for them Borden), and m3self, and 3fr. Haggart, not
moneys in order to complete their work.,! only put falsehoods in the minority report
What did they do ? Let me tell the House, of the commlttee, but actually pù-blisbed
that the total capital stock of this railroad them to the country. There is bis leader
was $400,000, and they actually donated to1 delaring a week before, on thec foor of this
Mr. Greenshields-without one solitary cent IIlouse, that at that particular tine thc road
of tangible consideration, except the mere had been offered for $500.000, and the only
imaginary consideration of his advice and statement of he 3iuister(.r. Blair) re-
his influence in the noney market, which specting it was to charge the leader of the
turned out to be absolutely nil-they donated Opposition with not being frank in givlng to
to Mr. Greenshields $50,000 of the capital the country the wlole facts. because that
stock of this railway, which $50,000 repre- was for a half-constructed railway, wlereas
sents one--eighth of the whole transaction. the offer lie (fr. Blair) lad made was for
subject to about $100,000 tloating indebted- the railroad complete.
ness at that time. But, Sir, it is worse still1I come now te first agreement that
than that. Even while they were negotiating was made with thc Drummond County Rail-
with the Conservative Government, or, way. The lu, gentleman from Autigonish
rather, while they were approaching Mr. (Mr. McLsaac) fouud fault witl our method
Haggart, what happened ? The bank was of capitalization. Well, Mr. Chairman, 1 do
pressing them at that time, because a large fot tlîink mudlifauît can li found withuthat,
aniount was due to the bank. 'Tîcir con- for, inorder thatilwe matter should (Me
cern was bankrupt ; I was flot an asset lifted above party spirit, oinrder that
that they could hypotecate wit any mon- there slouldflie ne question as ttheexact-
eyed man, for the bank itseBf was auxious ldss of these figures, we lad tfh Deputy
ho get outof the rut it was lu ; and se one Minister of Finance brought before the corn-
gentleman, a large siureholdêr, actuafly mittee. H0e did not seerte i omathemati-
sold $80,000 of stock, or ouc-fiftl of the cian enougi ho solve the problem-altougb,
wole railroad, to 3ir. Greenshields for $24,- te my mnd, It is a simple question in mathe-
000. That is this tagnificent road that gen- maties-and lie being unequal ifle task,
lerner opposite Bw speak about. Mr. we summoned Mr. Fitzgerald, wHo presides
Grcenshields comes ont of the transaction over t u department o insurance, a d Mr.
witli $80.000 plus $50,000, or $130,000, al- Fitzgerald gave us a statement lie liad work-
miosi withIn one or twvo thousaud dollars of cd oht as to the value, based upon le bor-
one-tlird ofthe total ownership of thc rondt; rowi g powers of this Dominion on th last
Mr. Greensbicldsgets that for $24,000.and loan we ad floated. Re gave to equiva-
for lis share le would lave a net gain o! lent o! eeninety-nne years, annuity whelh
about $400,000 under the first agreement o!te Minister of Rahilwayst ad agreed t pay
sale witl tlue Goverumeut. Of course, at forthe Drummond County Rallwaye at $2,-

alas e lre there was considerable work to 094.192.
be doue te the road, 'but my hou. friend tle ~w when this large amoutit <of :Anoney
,Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair) would lave is proposed te be given for a road whs fIs
tluis eountry believe-I leard lim state really wort commercially oly $500,000 at
it audibly enougl for us on bis side o oe very outside estimae-because hawt1
the House to lear hini-that ai that wortaà nothiug comrncrcially before this
time there were only 49 miles of twis rail- latter expenditure-whieh was made In order
way completed. Thehon, gentleman (3fr. to complete ht-ten tle eormty o!ihe
Blair), In saying thai, made a statement transaction wiUl be appreclated by the
that Is aI complete variance with île facts, Ileuse. M ca safly say tat o! alethe
and neonan knows I better ihan hlmself railroad deals wic lhave taken place in this
because lew as u tis departmenthe cre- counry se far thtis Isthe cap-seaf, barrin
ports whieh show tai statement te be mest 1itay say the agreement made with the
extremely fallaclous and uni 'ellalile. lnstead Grand Trunk Rahlway . Bad as was
o! there belng 49 miles o!te road ten cm- the agreeme u bnwth the Drummond,
pleted, there were 8953 miles completed, ai- e agreement wii e Grand Trunk was
mos within a fraction tf one mile as mu n a great deal worse. The agreement with
completed as thiere was at thet methe nego- tme Grand Trunk we may divide, so far as
Mr. Grens 14hiss otaty for$2,0,aoe hadsedb fixeubjei fmated e eae th coneeuiva
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in:o three parts: first, the terminals at' iere prairie railrcad, well constructed, but
Montreal ; secondly. the Victoria Bridge; a prairie road as respects its profile. And
aundl thirdly. the thirty-one miles of Une what valuation dild they put on that road ?
from Victoria Bridge to Ste. Rosalie. Now, They put a valuation upon it of no less
the Minister proposes to pay for the termi- than *50,0)00 a mile, with no terminals what-
nals $t2,500; for the Victoria Bridge $40.- ever and not any rolling stock. Capitalize
M. ani for tie thirty-one miles of rail- that at 2î, and what do we find ? We

way from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lamoert, $37,- find that its cost comes to $1.304.000. I
500m. This rental was on a 5 per cent basis. have consulted eminent engineers. men who
on a valuation which had been made <by are recognized authorities in this country,
the Deputy Minister of Railways and Can- and gentlemen who have contracts on hand,
alas. This, 1 elaim, was a most imiprovi- in regard to this feature of the transaction.
dent bargain. The rentals on the Grand iere is the hon. member for Giengarry (Mr.
Trunk Railway and the Drummond Rail- McLennan), who had been engaged in large
way together amount to $210,000. This. contracts, and who has no hesitation in
capitalized at 5 per cent, would amount to saying that that road could be built-that
$4.200.000. Now. our borrowing capacity i the bare roadway. without any rolling
is not at the rate of 5 per cent, but at the stock -for $15.000 a mile. But we will put
rate of 2½ per cent, according to the last it at $16,000; and we find that that
loan negotiated; and at that rate this an- portion of road could be built for $500,000.
nual rental capitalized would come to the xYet we are agreeing to puy. not for the
large amnount of $7.300,000, or a loss, with roadI but for oie-half of the user of the
respect to these rentals alone. of a capital road. not $500.00). which would have built
of no less than $3.100,000. Now, we cole the whole road, but $1.304.347. We are
to the terminails at the 'city of Montreal. -iving a sum of money that would have
Mr. Selreiber was put upon the stand, and 'alnost built three such roads. and we do
w-as asked by myself ana other miembers not get half the road. but only half the
of thIe committee whether he hiad looked user subject to the conditions which hedge
into this matter. Well, hlie hadt gole to! it around. We must use it under the direc-
10ntrea. We asked him it iad taîken any tion of the Grand Trunk Railway. We pay
pains to arrive at the ligures as to the for three times the value of the whole road,
user the Governmnent would have at Monit- and the Grand Trunk will regulate the run-
real. lie candidly said he had not. It ning of trains on it. When the Minister
was the merest guesswork on his part. We of Railways and Canais in 1897 stated that
placed on the stand Mr. Wainwriiît, andî one of the great features of this arrange-
gor from him the fact that the us-er of the ment was the local traffle on this line, he
terminals. so far as the working had either inadvertently or knowingly mIsled
gone under the terms of the conitract. this House ; for we have not the right to
amouited, for the two months, to 99,107 put on one solitary local train between Mont-
ears for the Grand Trunk and 4.381 cars reaIl and Ste. Rosalie. We can put on noth-
for the Intercolonial. or 1-22nd of the Grand ing but through trains. Now. I come to
Trunk uscr. And yet the Grand Trunk was another phase which is nearly as bad as the
making us pay rental on one-half the termi- last. Under section 3-and It is section
nals, and was computing that rental at 5 3 din both the old and new agreements-
per cent. and under section 19 in both the old and

Leaving the terminals, I shall not duscuss the new agreements, the Government con-
the bridge, because I will be candid enough tribute, according to engine and car mile-
to say that I consider the rental for the age. towards the maintenance o aill the
bridge a fair transaction. I do not thlnk terminal facilities; and the hon. senior
he hon. Miniter of Railways and Canals mnember for Halifax (Mr. Borden) read

agreed to piy too much for the bridge when to the House a statement of what these
he agreed to pay $40,000. While it may terminal facilities were. I think It
be a little higl, it was as fair a bargain as was given in sworn evidence before us
we might expect. that the terminai facilities in Montreal

I come now to the, consideration of the were 60 miles of tract, 150 acres o! land
thirty-one miles from the brdge to Ste. rnd au Immense serbes o! sheds and
Rosalie. If there is one feature cf this ouîbulldings for the accommodation o!
transaction wnrse than another, .nore worthy sheep. Cattle antitraffic generally;ant
of condemnation than another, It Is the fea- whIe îhe extravagant estimate o! the Min-
tare dealing with this part1ciî.ar niece oflester antilis deputy was ilat we might use
road from the brtidge to Ste. Rosalie. How ton acres and some !ew miles of track, I cail
dîi the hon. Minister of Railways and Can- the attention of the House to the tact that
ails and his deputy work this out ? In the we are not lîmîtetileythe îerms o! tMs most
first place. they put a valuation on that par- extraordlnary agreement In our contribution
ticular thirty-one miles. Let me tell this to wbat we use, but that our contribution s
House and hon, gentlemen who have nott r t ma
been over that railroad that the couujtryrmnif~lllsacrdn owelgegn
through whichi it runs is as level as water adcrpslgoe n ato h emn
--that it Is nothing more nor less than a as ofrteGvrmn a otiuei
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accoording to the Auditor General's Report. this claim, he states boldly to the House that
for te four months of last year at the rate there are no means of telling whether the
of $3,000 per month for the use of these ter- road is paying, and that there are no
minal facilities. There is another $36,000 Ineans of ascertaining whether it is paying
for maintenance of which we have heard or not. Which statement are we to believe?
nothing ; and this is but the entering of the Are we to believe him when he says lie can
wedge. When the full brunt of the bur- give no data to this House by which we are
den is borne by this country. I have no to judge whether the road is paying or not
doubt that this $3.000 a month will swell or when lie says that it is paying ? He seems
to $15.00 or $20,00 a montli when we con- to be possessed of what psychologists call a
sider the vast outlays which will be neces- dual consciousness. They state that some
sary to iaintain these enormous terminal people are possessed of a normal and an ab-
facilities in the city of Montreal. Mr. normal mental condition. In their normal
Wainwright suggested the analogy of a condition, they are ignorant of what took
palace in our user of the terminal facilities. place in their abnormal condition ; and In
He said it is a very large palace. and we their abnormal condition, they are Ignorant
ouly want a room now. Why. the preposter- of what took place in their normal
ousness of renting all the terminals and con- condition. The abnormal condition of
tributing towards the maintenance of them; the hon. gentleman seems to be that
al]. could only be equalled, if the hon. gentle- in which he tells us he bas no means of
man. in a flight of imagination. rented the ascertaining the earnlngs and expenditure
ringrs of Saturn or the nebuhe of Orion. in connection with the road. and his normal
These would have been just about as muchi condition seems to be that in which he says
px'aetical use to the Intercolonial. that the road pays. Conceding for one mo-

But there is another provision in this con- ment that the road does pay, why are the
tract almost as bad-section 35 of the agree- Drummond County Railway and the Grand
ment of 1897. I am now speaking of the' Trunk Railway to get the advantage of this?
agreement of 1897, and not of the agreement That Drummond County Railway, with Its
of 1898. Tnder that section, how do matters termini as they were, might remain there
stand ? Under it this Government bound it- until the crack of doom and the road would
self hand and foot for all time, because it never pay. It was there a bankrupt con-
Is a lease for ninety-nine years and renew- eern, without the slIghtest chance of ever
able for ever-bound itself for ninety-nine paying a revenue. But what does the hon.
years. and that Is for ever. so far as most of Minister of Railways propose ? He proposes
us are concerned. To what did the bon. to galvanize into life this decaying corpse by
gentleman bind the Government? fHe bound- conferring upon it the vitality of the Inter-
the Government to pay 5 per cent on half the colonial Railway system. That large system,
cost of making all the betterments in con- which, over 1.140 miles, gathers through
neetion with this road. whether terminals or traffie, is to have all its strategetie advan-
on the joint section. I ask the hon. Minis- tages conferred by him upon the Drummond
ter's attention particularly to this phase of County Railway, and for what purpose ? In
the matter. He may reply to this. He may order tro give it a financial standing, a value,
say: Why, we will only use what we re- it does not really possess. Supposing the In-
quire. But we are not in a position to tercolonial selected another route from Lévis
only use what we require. We are held to Montreal what portion of its traffie would
firmly by the throat by the Grand Trunk then go to the Drummond Une ? Supposing
Railway, In respect of that portion of the it built a new Une and was controlling the
road we use. They direct where cars shall traffie orlginating on its own system and
go, where trains shall be made up, they form ilanding it In Montreal. the Drummond Coun-
the time tables ; and If they wanted to ty Railway would get none of that traffie. But
squeeze the Government, all they would have Sir, taking our through frelght-and we have
to do would be to divert from some other great ditficulty in gettlng this or any facts
portion of their terminals a. certain amount from the hon. Minister in order to intelli-
of traffic to that we do use and then oblige gently dlscuss this question, but so far we
us to use their betterments, and the moment have been able to get this fact--that in the
a betterment 1s made. under that agreement,; vear 1897, our through traffie passing by
we have to pay 5 per cent on one-half the Lévis over the Intercolonial system yielded
cost. Further, the Grand Trunk Railway us $622.304.81. Remember that that Is over
are to construct the betterments, and If the one-fifth of the total revenue of the Interco-
sharp managers of that raîlway eould not lonial, and when the hon. Minister stands
qiake another one-fifth out of the work of In his place here and states that the agree.
construction, so that the Government would ment of the Canadian Pacifie Railway was
bear the whole cost. I am somewhat mis- throttling the Intercolonial and was a cancer
taken in my estimate of the men. that was eating Out Its vitals, I tell him that

On what ground does the hon. Minister of if be would dare bring down the figures he
Railways and Canals seek to justify this has ln his department, he would find that the
transaction? fHe puts forward the conten- 1amount I have stated Is double the amount
thon that the road pays. But we have this ·the Intercolonlal reaped from the frelght
absurdity In the hon. gentleman's position. passing over the Canadian Pacide Rallway.
In the same speech in which Ae puts forward Of this $622,804.81, think you that the Drm-
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moud County Railway contributed one dol- last year, the hon. gentleman spent $1.32.
lar ? Think you It had the possibility Of COl The rational way to account for this is that
tributing one dollar ? Not ithe slightest. the great loss was made in connection with
Therefore, you see the utter absurdity of 1Ie Montreal extension. Take 1899, so far
giving this line a valuation based in any way as the hon. gentleman hbas brought down bis
upon the power of accumulating through returus, and his figures show that for every
freight. dollar of the Intercolonial earnings the cost

i deny, however, that the road does pay, was no less than 84 cents, or about double
It does not pay. The Minister of Railways the cost on the Canadian Pacific Railway
gave us a1 retur for the eight months from and seven times that on the Grand Trunk
July 30th to March lst, 1897, and from June Railway. But the hon. Minister has another
30th, 1898, to March 1st, 1899. What do we sche[e in hand. lie says that the full
find ? I have made comparison with the scheme is to compete for ocean trade to and
leading railways ln Canada, and all the rai from all points west of Montreal wiith theways In Canada. I call the hon. gentleman's Oanadian Pacifie and the Grand Trunk Rail-attention to this, because it requires to be ways and the water ways. Mr. Schreiber
followed out closely. The incre-ase of traffie in his evidence goes into this at considerableon all the railways of Canada combined, length. l order to accomplish bis purposeduring the year ending lst March, 1898, was the hon. Minister is running up the capital14 per cent ; the increase on the Canadian exen8r
Pacifie Railway was 18 per cent ; and on the expenditure. lo 1898, e incurred a capital
Grand Trunk Itailway 9-04 per cent. Sup-I not e compete,1he ha 18vie for th
posing the Intercolonial bad shared in the!epot yet cof$pleted,2ie, las provided for the
gener-al prosperlty of Unis coutry-1 wîll ott expenditure of $,3,0.andti u the es*i
say to w sat extent of the general average mates for 1900, so far, provision is made

o the raiaatent of Cgndal at e for $914.000 on the same account, or a total of
mueh as the Grand Trunk Railway- $2,24.5,G88 in connection with this advancè
niow if to the Intercolonial Railway ear-e that th management has inaugurated. This
ings in the year 1898, we add this percent- vast capitai expenditure is going to increase
age, and then take the earnings from March our interest outlay. Estimating the rate
1st, 1899, and work out the calculation, we of interest we pay at 21 per cent. there will
shahl find that this railroad will be, by the be a considerable amount that will have to
end of this year ending July lst, 1899, behind be paid year by year by the country that Is
no less an amount than $227.000. That fol- fairly to be eharged against this extension.
lows from the statement made by the ho. The absurdity of the lon. genteman's con-
gentleman. By the figures lu the Auditor tention in respect to railways Is well illus-
General's Report for 1898, -if we work out the trated by a circular published by a trans-
calculation. we find there has been a larger portation company in Halifax seeking to
defieit. Arriving at the deficit by still an- deal in grain. That company- 1s promised
other means what do we find ? We find that rates from the west far and away below
ilie operaiting expenses in 1898 armounted to anything that the hon. Minister can hope to
$3,257,648. One-seventh of this sum, which have lis railway do. The rate Is not at
is the proportion of the mileage of the ex- as much as one-third. But suppose that the
tension to Montreal, would give us working hon. Minister Is able to compete with the
expenses for that line of $465,378. If to Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacifie Rail-
that we add the rental, $210,000, which is t ays. In a speech in the clty of St. John.
not included in the opera:ting expenses, we lhe advanced this political morality-which I
find that the total operating expenses would <laim is most viclous-that the Intercolonial
be $675,378, from which we have to deduct Railway could compete with the Canadian
earnings, which the hon. gentleman bas not Pacifie Railway and the Grand Trunk be-
given us. If we estimate them at $375.000. cause these companies had to pay Into share-
we arrive at a deficit ini excess of that given holders and pay interest on their bonds
under tic first nhethod of caiculation of over while the Intercolonial Railway had no suchi
$300,000. charges. He proposed to enter the lists of

The bon. Minister speaks o! bis economy railway competitors and run others off the
and of his masterly management of the In- ground because interest 1s not charged
tercolonial Railway ad says lie hs reduced against his railway and no dividends have
ex.penses. I challenge that statement, and to be paid to stockbolders. But the experi-
for th benefit of the hon. gentleman's a . enee of other countries does not bear te
cdates, I will give a few tacts and figures. hon. gentleman out. ln Beilim they tried
Tic rairoads of Canada show an outlay for Government railways n competition wlth
every dollar of additional earnings, as fol. private railways, an notwithstanding the
lows :-The average for ail the railroads was miagnificenit position Belglum ls in compared
54 cents ; the Canadian Pacide Ralway, 47 nith this country, it being a conntry weil
cents ; the Grand Trunk Ralway, 12 cents. used to government by bureaucracy, they
Conme to the Minister of Raiways and found that the Government railways, when
Canals. Sec what his remarkable manage- put into competition with a private ralway
ment did for the road. For every dollar were actuaily un off the ground, so that
extra eorninge on the Intercolonial Railway the Goverument as a matter of self-prote-
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tion had to buy up the private railways of
Belgiam, which they have done almost en-
tirely.

Some former speakers have made com-
parison of Halifax and St. John. I belong
to the province of New Brunswick and re-
present the county of Westmoreland, whieh
is not interested either in the city of St.
John nor the city of Halifax; so that. with-
out running any risk of incurring the dis-
pleasure of my constituents, I am prepared
to give the freest expression to my opinion.
And I have no hesitation in saying that any
gentlemen who have visited Baltimore, or
Boston, or New York and have looked at the
terminals of the Baltimore and Ohio or the
Pennsylvania, or the New York Central, or
the Erie and compared these magnificent ter-
minals, or the terminal of the Grand Trunk
at Portland, with the insignificant terminal
facilirles with which the hon. Minister
saysis going to accommodate all the traffic
of the west that he hopes to divert to this
road must laugh. In the city of St. John,
where he is putting his elevator. there is
what they call the valley, a narrow gorge.
at best a fev hundred feet wide. and in that
gorge. on a small piece of land bought from
the HarrIses, the lion. gentleman is erecting
bis elavator. And on one wharf that will
not offer accommodation for more than one
or two steamers at a time he Is making the
eastern terminus of what bereafter is to be
a vast transcontinental scheme of transpor-
tation, and to be the entrepot for the busi-
ness of the west. That is an absurdity. The
real secret of the expenditure at St. John is
that the hon. gentleman Is golng to contest
the city of St. John at the next election.
The Minister of Finance (Mr. Fielding) will
find the expendituret In Halifax upon the
constuetion of his grain elevator will
prove of about as much use as did the $750,-
000 worth of mud that he dumped on the
highways of Nova Scotia, to be washed by
the rain of that humId climate into theï
ditches of the highways.

But, when we approach the consideration
of what we migàt call this oceanlc through
freight undertaking the absurdity of the
whole seheme dawns upon us. After the de-
nunciations of the late Government made by,
the Minister of Railways and Canals, as re-
spects the arrangements they had entered
Into. Is this House prepared for the state-'
ment. that in respect to its ocean traffic. this
Government are bound hand and foot by
au iron agreement with the Grand Trunk
Railway, and are as absolutely power-
less In their hands as If they were
ehIldren or babes ? I will read it.
They complained of the share that the
Government get from the Canadian Pa-
eifie Railway in respect of the interchange
of trafie at St. John. What were the terms
of that agreement ? Now, mark this : The
distance from the port of St. John to Halifax
Is 274 miles, and, under the agreement which
this Goverument had with the Canadian I
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Pacifie Railway, that had to count arbi-
trarily, not as 274 miles, but as 303 miles.
on oceanie traffic. Under the late agree-
ment, signed by one of the officers of the
Grand Trunk Railway andi by the Minister
of Railways and Canals, or by bis agent.
Mr. Harris, and which is known as the
" Supplementary Traffie Agreement," on all
oceanie freight that comes from the Grand
Trunk Railway, what do you suppose our
distance counts then ? Why. the distance
from St. John, which is 740 miles, is only to
count, in the distribution of gains, for 375
miles. Whereas, under the agreement be-
tween the Intercolonial Railway and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, the arbitrary
mileage was more than the actual mileage,
under this new agreement, by which the
Government are bound hand and foot, 814
miles of haul from the city of Montreal to
the city of Halifax, have to count for 425 in
the division of the spoils. Now, I will read
those particular clauses of this agreement,
in order that we may have it upon the " Han-
sard ". It is known as the " Supplementary
Traffie Agreement," andi bears date of the
Ist day of February, A.D. 1898, and is ex-
pressly incorporated in and made part of
the main agreement of rental between the
Crown and the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany. The sections are not numbered, so
that I cannot give the number of the sec-
tions, but I will read them:

In connection with import and export trafne
via Halifax or St. John, or any other port In the
maritime provinces that may be hereafter
selected, it Is understood that during the life
of the agreement that the Intercolonial Railway
will accept 425 miles on Halifax, and 375 miles
on St. John. the St. John rates to be the same
as those quoted by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
to and from that port or West St. John, and the
same as quoted by the Grand Trunk Railway to
and Irom Portland ; the Halifax rates to be one
cen tWper 100 lbs. on all classes and speclal class
over the rates to and from St. John or Portland,
on both exports and imports, the company to
have as its proportion the mileage as per the
various groups west of Montreal.

Now, gentlemen, would you belleve your
own ears ? Here is a Government com-
plaining of the, agreement with the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway which bound them,
and here they have expressly, for the terni
of ninety-nine years, bourd themselves to
be governed by the rates of the Grand
Truuk Railway to Portland. In the evi-
dence before the commIttee, Mr. Schreiber,
the gentleman with brairs in the depart-
ment, stated, that, at the present rates, the
Grand Trunk Railway and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway would take the traffie from
them every time; that, In order to get trafie.
the Government would have to reduce rates
to take It away from them. And here, in
face of that knowledge, these gentlemen
have bound themselves hand and foot for
ninety-nine years not to vary one Iota from
the Grand Trunk Railway charges on its
freight from Montreal to Portland, or the
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Canadian Pacifie Railway on its charges
from Montreal to the port of St. John. But
from what source can we get traffie, except
froM the Canadian Pacific Railway or the
Grand Trunk Railway? Whatever traffie
they hand over to us. we have to deliver in
Halifax, not on the basis of allowance ac-
cording to our mileage, but on the fixed mile-
age, which is one-half the actual mileage.
We have actually to haul our traffie nearly
400 miles for absolutely nothing. Sir, I may
state to the House. that I got hold of two or
three divisions of the profits over two roads :
one was fromu Hamilton over the Grand
T:unk and Intercolonial Railway, and the
other was froin Halifax over the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and the result was this : That the In-
tercolonial Railway was hauling freight at
two-tenths of a cent per ton per mile from
Montreal to Halifax, whieh, according to the
sworin statement of Mr. Wainwright before
this committee. was two-tenths of a cent
per ton per mile less than the actual cosf.

Now, I complain of the hon. gentleman'
for not having brought down the facts, the
figures and the data in his possession re-
specting this interchange of traffie. I have
no hesitation in saying, with respect to these
two agreements. that, if you will look into
one that is coniplained of. carefully and
work out the ratio. you will find that, so far
as the importance of the agreement with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway and the agree-
ment with the Grand Trunk Railway is con-
cerned. the Intereolonial Railway stands in
the position of betternent under the former
as respects the latter of 110 to 56. The
more freight the Grand Trunk Railway gives
us under this arrangement, the poorer the
Intercolonial Railway is, and that may ae-
count for some of the shortage in connee-
tion with the running.

Now. the hon. gentleman from Antigonish
who last spoke complains of suspicions
on this side of the House, and com-
plains that people will not, in a manly
way, make charges against them for
what they believe to be improper. He
has also referred to a statement made by
the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals, and
a statement made by myself before the com-
mittee of investigation. ' So far as that
statement Is concerned, I was sorry to hear
a gentleman with the ordinarily fair mind1
of the Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright) assenting to the propo-
sition of the Minister of Railways and Can-1
als, that the charges were withdrawn be-
fore the committee of investigation of the
Drummond Railway. The hon. gentleman1
must have known that the statement was
far from true. There were no charges pre-
ferred to the committee at all : the commit-
tee was sImply required to Investigate into
the merits of the agreement, and, having in-
vestigated Into the merits eof the agreement,
we were then "funetus offeio," and our
work was done. I there stated, that I
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had never heard upon the floor of the
Ilouse any charge of corruption, and
I had not. and I have not as yet,
but if the hon. gentleman infers from this
that I mean to withdraw any opinion I have
b'ad in regard to the integrity of the hon.
Minister in dealing with business of the
character of this scheme I can only tell him
that he is entirely in error. Many a man
has been hanged on less evidence than there
is of corruption in relation to this trans-
aetion. T'iere are suspiclous circumstances
in coinectibn with this transùetion. I will
look for one moment at the position of Mr.
Greenshields. These are ail suspicious facts.
Becau:se Mr. Greenshields happens to be the
cashier of the Liberal political fund, it does
not mean that Mr. Greenshields Is a rascal
by any means. It does not appear la the
slightest degree to show any lack of integ-
rity. judging him by the conventional stan-
dards, but when. you take other suspieious
circumstances this fact is not to be left out
of siglit. Then there is another thing sus-
pl'eious about it. Here is a gentleman, in the
secrets of his party ; here is a gentleman
with whom a member or members of the
Government, whom I might mention. have
been closetted here, at Montreal. and all
over the country. Here Is a gentleman who
was sent down during the last local election
in the county of Westmoreland, in New
Brunswick, to gag the employees In the
cotton factory, with a man named White-
head, their secretary, who took by the throat
Mr. Wilson. the manager, who was known
to be a Conservative, and said to Mr. Wil-
son: "You must use your influence for the
Liberal party. and if it Is necessary you
must come out and be a candidate for the
party." They forced that gentleman to go
to the convention, for the purpose of select-
ing Grit candidates. This is the gentleman
who is! mixed up in this transaction. Im-
mediately upon the advent of this Govern-
ixient he knew that hls hour had come. He
knew that the time had arrived. He hies
himself to the different stockholders whom
he can control, and gets from eacb an option
to purchase bis stock. That was in June ;
raonth after month goes by, and then an
arrangement was completed between himself
and the Government. and he completes the
contract of purchase from the men whom le
had the option to buy stock. Then we come
:Ialso to other dramatis persone in this come-
dy. Besids Mr. Greenshields we have the
bon. Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte).
I am not going to make any personal state-
ments in regard (to the bon. Minister of Pub-
lie Works. He is not here. If there are any
refleetions upon the hon. Minister of Public
Works t'iey are reflections whleh lie has
drawn down upon himself. It Is well known
that he ha ceonnected himself intimately
with the gang of thieves and marauders
who rifled the public treasury of the pro-
vince of Quebee, and devoted its contents to
carrying elections and to political purposes.
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Then, Sir, I want to speak of the hon. Min- Iand Canals introduced this measure to the
ister of Railways and Canals, and if rumour House in 1897? W hat does lie say ? In
States it correctly he is not entirely free the arena of history and of facts he knows
from a divisioa of the spoils of these nefa- nothing. but in the arena of prephecy he
rious tran-sactions which disgraced the pub- bas been very exact. He told us that there
lie life of Quebec. For I am in a position to would be a great increase in the gross earn-
make the statement that $5,000 in the form ings of $522.000. It was shown by calcul:-
of a cheque came to New Brunswick from tion that there would be an increase of
Quebec, that that cheque was made payable i2S.137 passengers on the portion of the line
to the Hon. Andrew G. Blair, that that between Montreal and Lévis. Then he waz
cheque was endorsed, that the money was going tio have an increased freight tonnage
got, that the hon. Minister of Railways and of 517.000 tons. After the absurdity of
Canals used part of it in elections ln New these calculations was pointed out, in some
Brunswick. an1 the fact that the right lion. mysterious way they were excised from the
e-der of the Governient had the support revised "Hansard," but they were given te

that he had from the province of New Bruns-i the House. The statenent was copied anti
wiek was due to the magnetie power of sent to me; i' was copied by the hon. ex-
the $5.000 which came from the marauders 3linister of Railways. Mr. Haggart. and if I
and boodlers who followed in the wake et were able to put my hand upon the unre-
Mercier. Then i come next to the reckless- 'vised " Hansard." I have no doubt that
uess of the purchase or attenpted pur- I these stateients would appear. They are
ciase of the Drummond County Railway.1 expttrgated fron the revised editiot of the
Here is a transaction of great iagnitud. I -lansard." and the ridicule that they would
a transaction by which it is proposed to have caused was in that way som ewhat

urchase a railway costing $2,094,0i. You mnifiel. Two thousand passengers per day
would expect that those persons who were was too absurd an estimate to be responsible
askinîg tthis House to accept that proposition for and itl had to be got rid of. The
would have made inquiries on the subjeet hlon. gentleman procured from his deputy a
as to the merits of the road and as t th vetry absurd statement. He procured from
anount of compensation that they should 1his deputy the statement that these 31 miles
give for it. What do we find*? We find thai
they never went to work to put a surveyor,
or an engineer on t1ê liue, but, apparently.
the only information the hou. Minister off
Railways and Canals had. aceording to his
own statement which is given at page 4275
of the revised " Hansard"' of 1897. was the
following :-

We have abundance of evidence to satisfy us
as to the character of that road. There are num-
bers of persons whom I have met, and with
whoin I and others had conversed, who had
been over the road, who knew it thoroughly and
who had travelled over it at a rate of sped
which could not possibly have been safely at-
tempted if the road were not ln good condition.

Here is the evidence ; numbers of men. lie
said. who had travelled the lne. iad told
the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals so.
On this vague. useless information he entered
into this agreement of great magnitude. I-e
comes before this House and asks us to give
$2.094,000 for this railway. The thing is sa
ibsurd that it is beyond credence that the
hon. gentleman should have made such a
statement. But he has some evidence be-
sides that. He bas the evidence eof Mr.
Slireiber. Mr. Schreiber had never seen
the road. but Mr. Schireber gave him an
estimate of the cost of the road if it had
been properly constructed up to the full
requirements of the law. But when he
came to this House we had the Inflated
statement of the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals and of Mr. Schrelber as to the
probable traffi cof the road. Who does not
remember the great flourish of trumpets
with which the hon. Minister of Railways

of railway would cost about $50.000 a mile
without rolling stock. And the hon. gentle-
ian lias cone down and given some facts
and figures as to the cost of railways. He
has given facts respecting fthe Cape Breton
Railway, respecting the St. Charles Branch.
respe@ting the Oxford Branch and respect-
ing the Rivière du Loup Branch. If the
hon, gentleman had followed this up to the
full measure of his imagination and crossed
over in Great Britain he could have found
that railways eest on an average $265.000 a
mile, that Scottish railways cost $196.000
per mile. that French railways cost $133,00)
per mile. and that in the German Empire
railways cost $99,000 a mile. If we look at
ihese facts a little closer what do we find«?
Why. Sir. the cost of the Canadian Pacific
Railway. outside of the Rockies-that Is
the prairie section and another section that
was very hard to build-ineluding rolling
stoek. was $19.000 per mile. The hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Blair) will find that set forth
in the report of .1885. The Intercolonial
Railway, up to date. including the rolling
stoek. cost only $47,300 per mile. Remember,
Mr. Chairman, th't was the cost notwith-
standing the charges that have been hprled
across the floor of this House for 18 years
hy hon. gentlemen opposite, as to the Con-
servative Government capitalizing ordinary
expenditure: whieh they claimed was doue
by the million. Notwlthstandlng that, and
notwithstanding-if we may believe these
hon. gentlemen opposite-the gross and un-
necessary expenditures in the cies of St.
John and Halifax, ail made for poltical pur-
poses : notwithstanding all the political cor-
ruption tiey accused the Conservative Gov-
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ernment of in connection with that road;! Montreal, running through a tract of coun-
notwithstanding that the road runs through try, where, from its proximity to the city of
a difficult country in places, notwithstandlng Montreal, the riglht of way would be natur-
that very expensive bridges were built at a ally expensive. cost only $19,000 per mile
time wien bridges cost quite double what instead of $50,000. The Champlain Junetion
they do to-day: not.withstanding ail that. Railway, the facts as to which were given
the Intercolonial Railway, Up to date, rol- by Mr. Wainright, cost, not $50,000 a mile,
ing stock included. cost only $47,300 per mile, but $18.000 per mile. Why, Sir. according
and yet Mr. Schreiber estimated this prairie to Poor's Railway Manual, one of the most
or water level road at $50.000 per mile. The autlhoritative books on the railroads of the
hon. gentleman (Mr. McIsaac) says that the United States, what do we find ? We find
Cape Breton road cost $3.000 per mile. I that in 1885. the average cost of all the rail-
bave not the figures at hand. but I will adopt ways in the United States-including the
the figures of the hon. gentleman. Let us reat transcontinental nes that pierced the
look at the Cape Breton Railway. Is this liockies. and had such enormous outlays
House prepared for the statement, that there miade on them, including the vast system of
Is one railwny bridge on that road, across the terinals at Buffalo, Chicago, Baltimore,
Grand Nairrows, wheh-- New York. Jersey City, San Francisco and

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND otier places on the Atlantic and Pacitie
CANALS (Mr. Blair). It does not include eoasts. notwithstanding al] these immense
that. charges. these railways, terminal facilities.

Mr. POWELL. If it does not include that rollimng stock and all. cost. on an average,
it includes a number of other bridges, and it only $40.000 per mile-and they were con-
includes dozens of Immense embankments. structing at a time wlen the cost of con-

strueting railroads was probably 50 per cent
The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND more than it is to-day. It is a suspicious

CANALS. It does not. circumstance to try and railroad this
Mr. POWELL. It includes the embank- scheme through this House ly representa-

ments. and the lion. gentleman (Mr. Blair) ;ions of such a character.
need not tell me that it does not. Tliere is anotler suspicious circumstance,

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND and now I refer to the changes made in the
CANALS. It includes the embankments. but :sreement after the Senate refused to Con-
mny hon. friend (Mr. Powell) said that I ln -irn tie purcliase. 'De Minister of Rail-
eluded dozens of other expensive bridges. ways and Canals (Mr. Blair suggests that

Mr. POWELL. I have been over that there is no difference between the first
road. I was there when it was built. for 1 agreemuent and the last one. Well. we will
had a contract for transporti.ng a lot of ties. see as to that. Take the basis of the new
aind I saw them spread over a great portion agreeme11fnlt as coipared with the old. The
of the road. value of tii annuity in connection with the

The MIN!STER OF RAILWAYS ANI) )Drummon<l County Railway under the first
CANALS. I did not know that. agreement was $2.004.192. Under the second

agreeient, the Minister (Ir. Blair) bas hie
Mr. POWELL. Yes. I know sonething opttion of pureiasing the railway for $1.600,-

about it. I make the statement to the 000-which is lessened by $65.795. on
Hlouse. that the Cape Breton road traverses account of the extra work that has to be
almost an Alpine country, andi is in the heart 1one to bring he road up to a higher stan-
of on'e of thei nost extremely undulating and dard That leaves a saving on that portion
mountainous regions that characterize Cape of the system of $559.987. But that is not
Breton. It is one of the most difficult pieces all. We will pass to the Grand Trunk Rail-
of railroad construction almost on the ca'*n- way. On page 62 of the evidence given
tinent. with the exception of the Roekies or hefore the conimittee. Mr. Wainwright. refer-
the Alleghanes, and yet it only cost $33.000 ring to the change that had been made ln
per mile. Take the short line to Oxford. and the new agreement as compared with the
it only cost $26.700. although it Is a very ex- ol. by which traffie was to be delivered topensive line to build. with long bridges, and the Intercolonial Railway at Montreal. in-runs through an undulating country. And stead of at Lévis or Chaudiere, used these
yet. the Minister of Railways adapts the words.estimate of his deputy. that this canal level
road would cost $50.000. Mr. Wainwright is 1 regard the change of handing over the traffic
summoned to the aid of the Minis ter, and at Montreal and shutting up our Une to Lévis as
what does Mr. WaInwright say. They Intro- a great concession to the Government.
duced the figures of Mr. Wainwrlght for one And I thlnk Mr. Wainwright was making no
purpose, and I will Introduce them for an- extravagant statement when he sald It was
other purpose. Here is the Beauharnois practieally shutting up the Grand Trunk Une
Junction Railway, bulît through very mueh from Lévis to Rlcbmond. According to the
the same kind of country as this "joint sec- sworn evidence, the interchange of freight at
tion." and did it cost $50,000 per mile ? No ; Chaudiere gave to the Intercolonial Railway
lt only cost $17.000 per mile. The JTacques as its share on the west bound freight charges
Cartier Junction Rallway on the Island of $201,591; it gave to the Intercolonial Railway

Mr.. POWELL.
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cn the east bound freight-freight that had
originated at Montreal and on the Grand
Trunk system-it gave as receipts to the In-
tercolonial Railway. $420.713, or a total on
the through traffic of $622.304. Now, Sir. sup-
posing that the share of the Montreal exten-
sion, when it got the through freight. woulh1
be one-fourth as much as there was earned
by the Intercolonial Railway, we would then
have $105.178 of receipts on through traffic
accruing to the Intercolonial Railway by vir-
tue of the chauge by which the freight was
to he delivered to the Intercolonial Railway
at Montreal instead of at the Chaudière. We
will say. for the sake of argument, that un-
der the first agreement. the Intercolonial
Iailway. when extended to Montreal, by
comupetinr with the Grand Trunk. could have
got $35.000. or one-third of it. which would
leave a net gain. by virtue of the change
made in the contract, of $70.118.87. Now.
as every nian who has read anything about
railroads knows, all the roads of the contin-
ent are struggling for through freight. They
are struggling for the additional freilght. be-
cause this additional freight brings into the
treasury of the road the freight charges. less
the net expenses of the particular freight.
Inasmucli as the additional freiglht on the
Canadian Pacifie Railway last year only cost
47 per cent. and inasmuch as the additloni
freiglt on ie Grand Trunk Railway only
costr 12 per cent, I will allow the Intercolo-
nial Railway a profit of 50 per cent. Giving
thein 50 per cent on this diverted traffic.
what do we find ? We find that a resulting
net profit from delivering the freight to the
Intercolonial Railway at Montreal as agalinst
delivering it at the Chaudière. of $35.000 ;
and .35.000 per annum means at our borrow-
ing rate, a capitalization of $1.219.458.25.
There is the gain aceruing to this country
by tis change in the agreement. and I defy
the Minister of Railways and Canals to
miniiize the statement or attack it in the
sligItest degree, unless he may do it by
claiming that my estima te of the cost of
earning additional revenue is too low. But
I hase my estimate of the cost on the general
experieuce of the country.

In the second agreement there was a great
change in respect to the betterments. Under
the old agreement we were to pay 5 per
cent on half the cost of all the betterments.
Under the new agreement we pay 4 per
cent. not on half the cost. but on a part
of the cost proportioned to our engine andl
car mileage. Now. take one betterment
whieh is In contemplation, whlieh In a few
years will have to be made, which Mr. WaIn-
wright said the 'Grand Trunk Company have
had In contemplation for some time. I mean
double-tracking the seetion between Ste.
Rosalie and 31ontreal. Suppose that cost
$200.000. On that the gain to this country
by the change amounts to $127,623.48. I
miglit go on and enumerate other features
in which there will be enormous reductions ;
but I have not the data. This is largely

speculative, largely a matter of opinion,
though tolerably authoritative. as it is based
on the results of experience. The total gains
resulting ffrom the changes In the agreements
anount to $1.709,068.73 as far as I have gone.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Is that on the
Grand Trunk alone ?

Mr. POWELL. That Is on the Grand
Trunk and Drummond County combined.
In the change made from the first agree-
ment to the second. in respect to the better-
ments made on the Grand Trunk Railway,
to which we are called upon to make a con-
tribution. if you take our user at one-sixth.
We imake a gain of no less than 63 cents on
every dollar expended on those betterments,
on the basis of our user being one-sixth,
which is entirely too liberal an estimate.

Mr. TAYLOR. Through the Senate.
Mr. POWELL. Yes, through the Senate.

Is it any wonder that the joy of the president
of the Grand Trunk Railway was so exuber-
ant wien lie met the sh-areholders of the
comupany in London. or that lie told them
tha:t lie had made a. most magnificent bar-
gain with the Government of Canada? Is it
any wonder that the stocks and bonds of
the Grand Trunk appeelated several points
the moment the agreement was made known
to the financiers of London?

Now, Sir, I am coming to the withholding
of information, and on this score. if I have
to be a little evere on the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals, it is simply because
lie has placed himself in the position-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Oh, I am not alarmed.

Mr. POWELL. I know the hon. gen-
tleman so well that I know that it would
take a great deal to alarm him. >I deliber-
ately say that that hon. gentleman has with-
held information fromn this House ; and I
say, with a full knowledge of the force of
the statement I am making. that the hon.
gentleman lias under his control the means
of giving the information that lie states he
is unable to give. Why, Sir, in 1897, when
the first agreement was rejected by the Sen-
ate, after having passed this House, and
afterwards the amount of rental for one
year was included in the Estimates of that
year, the following statement was made by
Sir Oliver Mowat in the Senate, as reported
at page 808 of the Senate Debates:

I believe the object is this, that hon. gentle-
men having doubts or more than doubts, whether
the business to be done would warrant the ex-
penditure, it was felt desirable that there should
be an opportunity to us all to know by actual
experience how that would be.
Now, I tell the hon. gentleman that the
Interstate Commerce Commission of the
United States of America exact from every
railway company owning the 184,000 miles of
railway of the United States, the information
that is asked for here. and every one of
these railways is enabled to give to the
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interstate Commission the cost of every ton the above mentioned joint sections during each
of freight carried by every railway per mile m uionth, passenger and freight car counting each
of haul ; and if the hon. gentleman takes the as one car.
trouble to look up these ,returns, he will filnd There he bound huniself by this agreement
that it is sometimes 4-10ths off a cent per for ninety-nine years to pay his share of the
ton per mile, sometimes 7-10ths of a cent per cost of maintenance of the two joint sec-
ton per mile, and so on. I have not had very tions. What did he mean by that ? Did lie
much to do with the Railway Department bind himself to something lie knew nothing
since the change of Government, but I do not about, or could not possibly know anytiing
believe that the system of book-keeping has about': Does he acknowledge that lie acting
changed, and I know that there was not a as Minister of the Grown and representative
railway station on the Intercolonial froml oft the railway Interests of Canada, actually
Lévis to Sydney which did not every month, entered into an agreement tbat no man un-
through its agent. send a tabulated state- der tle Sun could tell anything about ? Does
ment of every ton of freigh-t that goes from he mean tha:t he had no idea of the cost. any
his station, its destination, and the charges more than lie had in the case of the Yukon
upon it ; and at the end of the year the transaction. which lie told us as a mere
Auditor General or the general freight agent gamble, beyond calculation ?
could go to work, -and with very little But the proof does not end there. Here is
trouble indeed. could make up this state- the unkindest cut of al. Mr. Schreiber sub-
ment ; and the lion. gentleman knows it. mitted a statement t the committee, which
I state that they have done it also in the is found on page 137 of the evidence. and
case of the Baie des Chaleurs Railway. whii is as follows
The lion. gentleman makes a difference in
regard t> that railway ; but it was worked on the Drunmuond County Railway froin the lstas tacrt oftlie Itercolonial systen, and its to 21st March, both inclusive :
receip't's and if Imistake nor. its expendi- Through freight ..... ........... $18,867 39
tures also, are given in the Auditor Gene- Local freight ..................... 11,963 36
ral's Report. But if the hon. gentleman is Through passenger........ ...... 7.371 83
not satislied with that, we will come to the Local passenger ................. 6,513 46
Domainion Atlantic. which is within the cog- $44.d16 04
nizance of the hon. gentleman huiself. This
is a railway which runs from Halifax to
Yarmouth. with a portion between Wind- r 1gr"
sor Junction and Halifax, owned by the In- Q. You have got the working expenses ?-A.
tercolonial. Now. I wHi read the terms of'No.1Ihave fot.
the lease to the Dominion Atlantic Company,
as ffollows Dri. How do you apportin the amount of the

afolw:-Drumimond County Railway throughrts?_1

The Dominion Atlantic Company shall pay tothe Government one-third of the gross earnings
of that line, and the Government shall pay the
cost of miaintenance of that portion of the Une.
Now, I ask the hon. gentleman if his offi-
cers do not, year after year, make up the
returns for that portion of the Une, and
are not these returns submitted to the Audi-
tor General ? Does he not know that the
Auditor General frequently looks closely
into the facts and figures, and frequently
challenges them? And yet they have been
made up with sufflicient exactness during
the last ten years to satisfy the Auditor
General. In the very agreement which the
hon. gentleman entered Into with the Grand
Trunk Railway Company, signed by his own
band. it is provided as follows, in section 3:

That Her Majesty shall and will pay to the
company a share of the cost of maintenance of
the Montreal Joint Section and the Chaudière
Joint Section, including tracks, bridges, switches,
sidings, signals, appliances of all kinds, plat-
forms, water tanks, water supplies, fuel stations,
fences, crossings and all other appurtenances
and appliances used by it jointly with the com-
pany, and upon the two joint sections it has the
right and privilege of using Included in this
demise ; such share of the cost of maintenance
of each joint section to be in the proportion that
the combined engine and car mileage of the
Intercolonial Railway trains made over each of

Mr,. POWELL.

That Is determined on a mileage basis. I think.
Q. The same as for passengers ?-A. It nust

be so, it is the only way to do It.
What does the hon. gentleman think of that?
But it does not end there. To-day lie lias
summoned to his aid the superintendent of
railways. Well, we got something from the
superintendent, too. I may say, that Mr.
Schreiber, Deputy Minister of Railways and
Canals, was asked for these, and submitted
them under oath, so that they have the
sanctity of an oath :

Mr. Collingwood Schreiber, Deputy Minister of
Railways and Canals, recalled, produced a copy
of a telegram fron D. Pottinger, as follows :-
I had asked for a return, and so liad the
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Russell).

Moncton, N.B., 13th May, 1898.
C. Schreiber, Esq., Ottawa.

No freight charge on material for Drummond
County Railway construction or equipment en-
tered Into the earnings of Montreal extension for
March, as per statement sent you. It covered
earnings from freight for the public only.

(Sgd.) D. POTTINGER.
Not satisfied w.ith that one of the 30th May,
1898, we have another telegram from Mr.
Pottinger to Mr. Schreiber, as follows :-

Information respecting April traffle over Mont-
real extension cannot be given until the 2nd or
3rd June, after the April accounts have been
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made up. Material carried for the railway does'
not enter into earnings'
-If, on the face of that, the hon. gentleman
will still say it is impossible, then he has
arrayed against himself the universal prac-
tice of companies owning 184,000 miles of
lie United States railways ; lie has arrayed
against hinself his own agreement with the
Grand Trunk Railway ; he has arrayed
against hinself the practice of the Canadiani
Pacifie Railway and the Grand Trunk Rail-
way. and he has arrayed against hiimself
the Auditor General of Canada : he lias ar-1
rayed against himself the agreement of the
late Government with the Dominion Atlan-!
tic Railway Company and his own practice
under that agreement; also he has arrayed
against himself his own deputy who,
under oath. produced statements which.
off oath, he said lie could not produce.
He has also against himself the statement
of his own superintendent, whicli lie knew
was asked for and required the solemnity
of an oath, and again lie has against him
wlat should be the very highest authority
he could have-that is, himself

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have spoken at
greater length than I thought I would be
able to do, owing to my physical condition.
and I am very thankful for the kind atten-
tion which the House has given to me, on
that account. In closing, I may simply say
this, that, after an experience, not very long.
but an experience in the trial of cases cov-
ering some twenty years practice as a law-
yer-in all kinds of cases unearthing frauds
and hunting down fraudulent manipulators,
cases which no man expects to have disclos-
ed by positive and direct evidence. because
fraud is invariably detected by indirect and
circumstantial evidence-I say. that. if I
wished to take a case before a jury, I would
not ask for stronger proof to convince them
of improper conduct, even if I had the evi-
dence manufactured to order. These tran-
saetions in question savour, as the ex-Min-
ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Haggart)
said they do, of fraud and corruption, and
call for a fuller, franker and honester dis-
elosure on the part of the Government than
has yet been given to this House, and I
make this statement in respect to both the
transactions with the Drummond and the
Grand Trunk.

Mr. BENJAMIN RUSSELL (Halifax). In
discussing the matter now before the House,
my hon. friend who bas just spoken (Mr.
Powell). had advantages of which I am not
possessed. some permanent advantages, and!
also some which are purely adventitious and
accidental. My hon. friend was a member
of the commIttee which had the opportunity
of Inquiring most minutely Into this matter,
and, therefore, the advantage of having the
evidence entirely under bis control ; so that,
probably, he knows everythIng stated ln the
volume of evidence published and embody-
Ing the results of the investigation. He has
also, of course-and that we take for grant-

ed-that large mathematical ability which
enables him to utterly despise the slender
mathematical resources of Mr. Courtney.
the Deputy Minister of Finance, who was a
financier, I suppose, before the hon. gentle-
mîîan was born. He is also. of course, as

lie lias informed us, a very able lawyer, w ho
lias given this class of transactions very
special study. and, I believe. is the author of
a work on the nationalization of railways.
and. as such, was obliged to go very far afield
aud faniliarize himself with many facts
wl ichie lias given us at great and some-
what irrelevant lengtli this afternoon. He
hlas further. as he told us, consulted engi-
neers, which consultations, no doubt. enabled
himi topresent to the conmittee to-day mat-
ters whici are, of course, beyond my ken
and not involved in the book under our con-
sideration this evening. He las, still fur-
ther. lad practical experience. as lie told us

,--and that was a great surprise to me indeed
-- in the construction of railway ties. Dear
knows what other special qualifications the
lion. gentleman has ; but, outside of all that.
lie has, as lie was careful to remind us. a
thorougli professional experience in tracking
down cases of fraud and inquiring into mat-
ters of the nature of that before the House
this evening, and concerning which charges
of fraud have been distinctly repudiated by
these hon. gentlemen opposite, who conduet-
ed the investigation. One would have
thought that. with his large professional ex-
perience and the facilities put at his dis-
posal by the committee which sat a year or
two ago. and after having had the oppor-
tunity of summoning any witnesses le
chose from the four corners of the earth,
and of turning every department in the civil
service of Canada inside out for the prupose
of discovering. and tracing, and tracking
down these fraudulent transactions-one
would have supposed that, with ail those
conveniences and facilities at his disposal.
it would have been possible for him and bis
colleagues on that occasion-one of whom,
the hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Borden).
is quite as expert a tracker down of fraudu-
lent transactions, and is, I will undertake to
say, without any disparagement to the hon.
gentleman's ability as a lawyer, a very able
and proficient lawyer. quite equal in pro-
fessional skill and ability to the hon. gen-
tleman himself-one would have supposed
that, with all the legal acumen and ability
thus at the command of the committee, they
would not have been obliged to come to the
lame and impotent conclusion with respect
to fraud to which they did come, and which
is embodied In the last page of their report.

Well, Sir, strugglIng as best I may under
the disadvantages to which I refer, I am
consoled with the reflection that a great
deal of what my hon. frIend bas presented
to the House it will not be necessary for me
to deal with, because it was absolutely and
obvIously irrelevant to the questioa before
the committee. What is that question ? It
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was stated with admirable lueidity by the
hon. gentleman who preceded me on this
side, my hon. friend from Antigonish (Mr.
Mclsaac). In the first place, is it or is it
not desirable that the Intercolonial Railway
should be extended to Montreal ? In the
second place, if so, is or Is not the route
by which the Government has chosen to
make the extension the most convenient
and suitable for the purpose ? And, thirdly,
having settled these two questions and set-
tled them in the affirmative, lias the Gov-
ernment or has it not made a provident
bargain for the purchase of the road by
which the connection is to be made'? As
to the first, I supposed that on all sides in
this House and among all classes throughout
this country there was a practical consensus
of opinion that it was desirable that the
Iiitercolonial Rallway should be extended
to Montreal. I understood the ex-Minister
of Railways and Canals (Mr. Haggart) to'
say that in his Judgment this was desirable.
I understood that every hon. gentleman who
has taken part in the discussion, with. per-
haps, one exception, which was named by
my hon. friend from Antigonish, beld that
it was desirable and expedient that there
should be a connection of the Intercolonial
Railway with the great city of Montreal,
and that that conneetion was in due pro-
secution of the policy which had been aeted
upon by the Intercolonial Railway in reach-
ing the city of Lévis. Therefore, we need
not argue and I shall not attempt to argue
the abstract question as to the advisability or
desirabiility of establishing such a connec-
tion for the Intercolonial Railway. . What-
ever the leader of the Opposition (Sir Char-
les Tupper) may now think about the mat-
ter, I think there is a practical consensus
of opinion, which we may here take for
granted that it is eminently desirable, if the
Intercolonial Railway Is ever to be a satis-
factory means of communication between
the maritime provinces and the inland pro-
vinces of the Dominion, that It should have
a connection with a great metropolitan cen-
tre. Therefore, I shall not spend time
ln the consideration of that abstract ques-
tion. As to the second question, it is
very obvious to any person who studfes the
map of the Dominion that no better route
could be taken for establishing this connec-
tion than the one secured by the purchase
of the D:,immond County Railway. My
hon. friend says that the distances by way
of Richmond and the Grand Trunk or via
Chaudière by the Drummond County Rail-
way, or by the South Shore Railway, are
substantially the same. I do not understand
that to be the case. I understand the evi-
dence to show that the distance by way of
the Drummond County Railway is shorter
than elther of the others. It Is obviously
shorter than that by way of Richmond and
the Grand Trunk, for the hon. gentleman
would not need one-hundredth part of bis
mathematical knowledge to know that two

Mr. RUJSSELL.

sides of a triangle are together greater than
the third side, and, in this case, the Drum-
mond County road is the third side:
Or to put it in a form more in fav-
our in these modern days, that a straight
Une is the shortest distance between two
points. I learned enough mathematics my-
self to know that, and the Drummond
County road is simply the third side of a
triangle formed by that road and the branch
and main line of the Grand Trunk Railway.
It is a more advantageous route than
the South Shore road, because on that
route there are heavy bridges to build. and,
properly measured, I understand that it is
longer than the Drummond County Railway.

Let me say before f urther referring to the
merits of this road that I forgot to enumer-
ate one of the special qualifications my hon.
friend has for the discussion of the matter-
his vivid imagination, and, In fact, a gift of
inspiration which enables hlm to look into
the hearts and minds of people. He was
able to tell us what was in Mr. Farwell's
mfind when he entered upon the building of
this road. Mr. Farwell had the sagacity to
see that tbs must be the means of a through
connection to the city of Montreal for the
Intercolonial Railway whenever there came
into the management of that road a live
Minister of Railways and Canals who would
have the sense and sagacity and pene-
tration to see what was necessary to
be done for the extension of its busi-
ness. My han. friend says that Mr.
Parwell built it merely as a lumber road.
I put against that the sworn statements of
Mr. Farwell, which will be found at page 133
of the evidence, that from the very first he
bad before his mind the belief that this
Dranmond County Railway being construet-
ed towards Chaudière it night be made a
part of a throughli ne. and this was the
mootive that prompted hlm in the under-
taking from the very beginning of his con-
nectiou witih this road. Whether It was or
was not in lis mind. It ought to have been,
because It is one of the most obvious things
that thls is the proper mode of connection of
the Intercolonial Railway with the city of
Montreal. I think we may take the second
question as settled without further argu-
ment. I think that the crux of the whole
problen. and In fact the only substantial
question before the committee is whether
a provident or an improvident bargain was
made by the Minister of Rallways and
Canals actIng for the Government of this
country for the purpose of acquiring posses-
sion and control of the Drummond County
Railway. That, I take It le the whole ques-
tion before this committee, and I think It Is
advantageous and serviceable that we
should start with some general view as to
what point we have reached In the disecus-
sion. Enough bas been said on both sides
to make it worth while for us to pause and
see what stage we have reached in the con-
troversy. The Minister of Railways and
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Canals when presenting this matter toj1Of road, wlth which the leader of he Opposi-
the House placed several different tests'tion is perfeetiy weli acquaiuted, and which
before the House to enable hon. mem- cost,;as stated bythe ,M.nlster of Railways
bers to determine what was the pro- andCanas, and 1 think bis statement bas
per amount to be given, assuming 1-flot been controverted, the enormous, -the al-
to be desirable to purchase this road, to make most unbeiievable sum of $136,000 a mile. 1
this connection and to make it in this wayind it very bard, indeed, to believe that
what were the fair criterla by which wethere must net be some mistake about that.
should determine the proper price to be paid But taking outthe land damages
for this road ? The hon. Minister said : One u s t d go
way is to make comparison with previous!ethe leadpr ofthe Ophositin, hoie
transactions of the Dominion Government iùvnote l edr h oitin, ho is
respect of the purchase and acquisition ofleasily shke or htdathoug
control of railways which they bave feitouea expreess himslflandthaag-tkin
compelled or have been advised to purchase
for the purpose of connection with the Inter.- was stil left some $70,00 a mile for hat
colonial Railway or to be used as branchesi s Brandalaow, that,
of that road. Istaement. It is certainly a very astonishing

Now that, I admit, is not an absolutely statement, and I have been mue!>surprised
satisfactory way of determining this ques- unit no expanation bas been offered of hat,
tion, because I frankly and freely admit tht and n>attempt made to break the force o
I would not be prepared to support this Gov- the staggerîng blow delivered by the Minis-
ernment in this transaction if the best theyIt 'cl s C sh
could say for it was that It was no worse tioned the circumstances of this St. Charles
than what had been transaeted by their pre- braneh construction; and I sincerely hope
decessors in office. But at the same time! that the leader of the Opposition, if le takes
'there is a principle that 'bas some relevancyl part in this discussion at ail, will throw some
to this question, there is a sort of principle ofifrht upon tus iatter, and gîve us some
moral estoppel whieh, at all events, should more comprebensibîe In regard to the
put it beyond the power of those hon. gentle-cost-o! that road and the price at which it
men opposite to challenge a :transaction
which is far better, infinitely better, than cause certainly lt is a very shocking and as-
any transaction of the kind rthat they have tonishing transaction as$lt stands. Then,
ever entered into, and which bas been con- there wasthe Oxford Brandi, at $26,700 :
elusively demonstrated to be infinitely better mile. Then, there wnsthe Cape Breton
than any transaction of a similar nature that bî"-î, af $33,000 a Mile, and the fact
las ever been put through by any previous wkich, aithougli the lon. member fur
Government In this country. I say that that Westmoreiand did not seem, with even
fact of itself sbould, at all events, estop ail bis vast experience and knowledge
those gentlemen who, on the other side of in the inatter, and is omniscience in
the House, were concerned In those transac-,relation to this brandi of lore, at ail evenm
tions from presenting a single argument upon to be aware of, that that $30 a miledid
this subject, or saying a single word In op- no,-includete cost of the ferry or of the
position to the bargain entered Into by this bridge at Grand Narrows. Tien the Minister
Government. of R4liways and Canais might-have added a

Now. let us look at those transactions as reference to a brandihIcli was very recent-
presented by the Minister of Railways and iy constructed, indeed, the brandi from
Canals. There was a pJece of road fromindsor Junction into the town o! Dart-
Rivière du Loup to Lévis which the Mlnister mouth, which, I believe, cos- sometbing like
of Railways and Canals stated was about 1251$23,000 or $26,000, certalnly about twice as
miles long. If he made an error at all, he imueh as the average pre whici the Gov-
made that error in favour of bis opponents, ernrent are paying for the Drumnond
because I find In the debates that took place j Couîxty Railway. Now, I tiik we miglt
that the distanSe was said to be about 119 fairiy ask ourseives at tus stage, if the
miles, more or less. I am not going to chaff- transaction by which the Government ac-
er over a few miles here or there ; It was In qulred a valuable piece of road at the rate
the neighbourhood of 119 mles. The price -o! $1290a mile bas a savour o! corruption,
was $1.500,000. which would bring it to about or a fiavour of corruption; bas not a road
$12.500 per mile, and it was stated by the whîcb cost $17,600 amile a 50 per cent higber
Minister of Railways and Canals to be only fiavour of corruption? And has fot a road
$12,000 a mile. That was the price of a road whlch cost $26.700 a mile, a 200 per cent
which was confessedly In a dilapideted con- ilavour o! corruption, as compared with a
dition, which absolutely required expendi- road tiat cost $12,000? And If a road bas
tures to be made upon ilt, and these expendi- cost $33,000 a mlle, I should have te make a
tures brought the price up to $17,600 a mlie. stili 3tronger statement, the $33,000 a mile
That was not the only case mentioned by the road wouid swrely bave a 0 per cent strong-
Minister of Railways and Canals. There was er fiavour o! corruption. But ail these Instan-
a second case which has already been allud- ces absoiutely pale Into Lnslgnifkaeace,'If

ed t, ttato! ie t. arls Band, 1 iesf rad, ith awhic thae ae ofigue Oppost-
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ly when speaking of flavours, odours, aromas
and all that sort of thing. What are we go-
ing to do when we come to a case where the
road cost $136,000 a mile ? Are we going to
talk about flavours of corruption then ? Are
we going to talk about savours of corruption
then ? We are away beyond the region of
mere flavours : surely we have got now into
what used to be called by the leader of the
Opposition. and using an expression of bis,
surely we have got now into the essential
eleient of corruption Itself, we have got be-
yond mere suspicion. beyond mere conjec-
ture. beyond mere flavours, we have pene-
tra;ted into the inner sanctuary of corruption
when we reach an expenditure of $136,000 a
mile for a road 14 miles long. The amazinr
thing to me is that any hon. gentleman in this
House. or anywhere in this Dominion, who
had any connection. direct or remote, with a
transaction of that character, should have
the hardihood to stand up in Parliament or
anywhere else, before any assembly of his
fellow men. or his fellow ereatures, for that
matter. and talk about railway bargains as
if he had any right to be heard In connection
with such a subject at all. Amazing effron-
tery 'is the expression which the leader of
the Opposition would use in the case of any-
body else ; amazing effrontery is the only
proper term that can possibly describe the
attitude and conduct of any person, of any
hon. gentleman who, having been eonnected
with a transaction of that sort, stands up
and seeks to attach to any Government in
this country, a flavour, or an odour, or an
aroma. or a fragrance of corruption in con-
nection with a transaction so plain. so simple,
so obvious as the purchase of a desirable.
convenient and absolutely necessary plece of
railway for the very moderate sum of $12,000
a mile. I used to read when I was a boy at
sehool, a good many years ago. that all Gaul
is divided into three parts. Well. Sir, I have
come to the conclusion that that Is one of the
fictions of the school books. that is one of the
things like the story of William Tell, or
Hengist and Horsa. I do not believe that
the stock of gal was ever divIded. 1 belleve
1lt subsists to-day, and has subsisted in undi-
vided and indivisible unity. and that it has
been appropriated by that hon. gentleman
who would stand up after a record of that
sort, and talk about railway transactions,
and talk about railway deals, and talk about
railway baTgaâlns, In respect of a matter so
stmple. so plain as the purchase of a railway
for $12,000 a mile.

Sone attempt has been made by the hon.
ex-Minister of Rallways and Canals (Mr.
Haggart) to minify the effeet of the com-
parison ln respect to the purchase of the
railway froi Lévis to Rivière du Loup.
What did the hon. gentleman say? le
made varions efforts in the course of his
cross-examination of Mr. Wainwrlght before
the Drummond County IRailway Committee
to seek to destroy the value of tbis compari-
son with this transaction. What dld he
say the other day in this House in respect

Mr. RUSSELL.

to the matter? Oh, ihe said, you must re-
member that there was the further considera-
tion given that the Grand Trunk Railway
Company entered into-I do not know that
he used the term obligation, but, at all
events, it was part of the consideration that
they were not merely to sell this dilapidated
road fron Lévis to Rivière du Loup, but
that there was an understanding that the
Une of railway would be extended west-
ward to Chicago, and that was the consider-
ation for this high price tlat was given for
this old piece of road. I was anxious to
inquire into that subject and find out how
mucli there might be in that statement. and
I was careful to read the Act ift which the
transaction was confirmed by statute. I
found no reference to any obligation on the
part of the company to extend their road to
Chicago. The agreement has been placed In
my bands, and I have' looked in it for the
language of obligation. The agreement in
respect to the acquisition of the road
is confirmed by an Act of Parlia-
ment, and, in looking into that agree-
ment for the purpose of ascertaining
whether there was any such obligation in-
cumbent on this company in connection with
the transfer of that road, all I find is this
very iild, milk and water provision, which
is contained in the fifth paragrapli of the
agreement. When I first read It I thought
it could not surely be the language of an
agreement. It sounds not like an agree-
ient, but like a report, like a piece of bene-
volent counsel or advice or something of
that sort ; as to an agreement or an obliga-
tIon there is not a word of the kind:

Amongst the purposes which the Govern-
ment consider will promote the interests of the
Dominion is the extension, either by the build-
ing or purchase of an independent line, or by
such other arrangements of a permanent char-
acter with other companies as will secure free
access to and from Chicago, in the state of Illin-
ois, for the through traffic of the company.
So far, there is no obligation whatever, not
the smallest flavour, not the faintest per-
fume of an obligation about that.

And the Minister of Rallways and Canals may,
by authority of the Governor in Council, make
advances to the company from the sum agreed
to be paid for the sald Une, at such times and
in such amounts as, in bis opinion, may be
necessary to enable the company to complete
the arrangements contemplated in this section.
That Is to say that it was desirable that
this company should extend its Une to Chi-
cago, that the Government had a benevo-
lent wish that the company should con-
struet its road to Chicago, that It would be
a pleasant thing to contemplate that it
should construct its road to Chicago ; but.
as for any contracit by or oblMgation upon
the compa-ny, as for anything in the nature
of a eontract or an obligation, nobody will
stand up in this House and pretend to say
that there is anything of the kind. Be-
sides the company themselves were only too
anxious to extend their road to Chicago.
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Mr. Wainwright says in his evidence that to divert the trade to Portland. We have pro-
there was an exceedingly great desire on vided for that here.
the part of the Grand Trunk to reach out
to Chicago, and the negotiations with the Do not imagine that I suppose that I am
Government were in connection with that in doing it in the way the on, leader of the
getting money by selling this Rivière du Opposition would have done it. Ths is
Loup road; this was not a consideration. only a pale and imperfeet reflection of tue
They were anxious to get money and they manner in which these words were uttered.
came to a benevolent and paternal Govern- Then the late 3Mr. Mackenzle, who was not
ment which was willing to give them money an imaginative person, interposed the prosalewhili as îllng o gve hen moeyremark that lie did not understand that it
and give them far more than their road wasr kh edidOnourstanthat it
worth. The hon. Minister of Railways asked was provided for. Of course, those peo-
Mr. Wainwrigt:ple who are persistently asking questions

are very unhandy people to have around
Q. Were you anxious to build on to Chicago lwhen you are making a rhetorical exhibi-

yourselves ?-A. Yes, and we applled to the Gov- tion. The hon. leader of the Opposition said
ernment to take this road off our hands, as we that they were effectually secured against
were not in funds. i htte eeefetal eue gle
wereot in cns. entthe contingency to which he had drawn at-
That was a convenient thing for them toitention. Now, the hon. leader of the Opposi-
do, to unload the road because they were tion is entitled to the credit of havIng pre-not in funds. They wanted to extend their vented the traffie of the Grand Trunkrailway, and they came to this Government from being diverted to Portland.
and asked the Government to relieve them That was one o!fite most important
of their road, and give them something In things in the Interest of the people of thisits plaee, which was far better, to enable country ; it certainly was of vast import-them to carry out their own private schemes ance in the interests of the city of Halifax,in respect to the construction of their road. in which lis supporter (Mr. Borden) and my-

But here is something In connection with self have so keen and so strong an interest
that bargain which I am amazed that the It was one of the things that might have
hon. ex-Minister off Railways and Canais been anticipated, when they had parted withshould have forgotten. There was a consi-tw vis and Rivière
deration in connection with that transaction. i piec, of r od be andencyitodu Loup, that there would bea tendency tThere was really a. point in connectlon witli develop the balance o! their traffie ail the
the transfer which was of vast importance, traffie they could control In tfhe interests
and I want to give the hon. leader of the of the city o! Portland, and surely this
Opposition (Sir Oharles Tupper), who was country, surely the ity o Halifax surely
very Intimately connected with that matter, h
the benefit of that consideration. When that the Dominion of Canada, withIts national
transaction was godng ithrough tils House aibitio
the hon. leader of the Opposition said-these gratitude which It can never repay, to the
are bis words : leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tup-

per) for having taken these bonds, by which
He drew the attention of the tben First Min- lie prevented :that traffie of the Grand TrunkIster, the Minister of Public Works, to the lm- Railway from ever being diverted to the cityportance of securlng In the negotiations with the of Portland. I say, SirIt is one of the mostGrand Trunk Railway In regard to the Rivière

du Loup Rallway, bonds by whIch the Intercol- splendid monuments to bis preseience, to his
onial would be secured against any desire or In- statesmanlike sagaelty, to his patriotism and
terest on the part of the Grand Trunk Railway to to the skill with which the leader of the Op-
divert the trade to Portland. They had pro- position eonducted tihat negotiation. Age can-
vided for that. not stale nor custom wither the Infinite vari-
This does not give -the full effect of the hon.

gentlman' uttrano, o!coure. I it ald-4-of the professions and pretensions thatgentleman's utterance, of course. If it had 1
been reported In what my learned and bon. gentleman (Sir Oharles Tupper) las.
grammatical and logical friend from West- înade. and is makxing to sta:tesnanshfp, sa-
moreland (Mr. Powell) would call the' oratio gacuty and wi-sdom.
obliqua.' if it had been given in the first Let me pass from that. There was a second
person Instead of the third person, It would method that was presented by the Minister
have sounded vastly more impressive. But o! Rallways, of arriving at the proper value
I am afraid that I ilaek the lung power and of this road for the purposes o! Is belng
elemental force whIeh would be Imparted taken over by the GovernmentI have ad-
to tbese words by the mode of delivery uutted. at the very outset, and 1 do admit
with which we are so famillar from the hou nowthat a sertes of transactions entered In-
leader of the Opposition. These were hiis ne-t by a former Administration,Is not neces.
tual words :sarly a vindication o! the transaction en-tered Into by this Administration, and, -there-

I drew the partieular attention of the han, fore, the Miister o Railways (M. Blair)
First Minister and Minister of Public Works to vory properly referred ta other transactions,
the importance of securing in the negotiations fot wlth the Goverumont at al, but transac.
with the Grand Trunk Railway Company in re-
gard to the Rivière du Loup Une, bonds by which tons wtth other railway companies ; transas
the Intercolonial shall be secured against any tions by which this vory Grand TrunirRail-
desire or Iàterent- on the- part ot the Grand Trunkw- iCompani tselfnhfdibenm ps d f
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lines of railway which they were desirous of And then Mr. Borden asked:
acquiring. Mr. Wainwright's evidence gave
quite a number of these, and, amongst f Does this $17,000 or $18,000 include the cost
others, the Beaubarnois Junction Railway. building, and land damage and all.
I call the attention of the committee par-
ticularly to the fact, that the hon. member So that my bon. friend (Mr. Borden) could
for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) has said, not get any light from that quarter.
that the Beauharnois Railway was a railway The hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
similar to this Drummond County road, and Powell) admitted that the Beauharnois June-
fairly comparable to it in its character aaldtion road was similar to the Drummond
cost of construction. Now, that Beauharnois County, and we, therefore, bave his admis-
Junction Railway cost the Grand Trunk sion that the Grand Trunk Railway paid
Railway Company, not $12,000, but $17,0 O' over $5,000 per mile more for a similar road
a mile. We, therefore. have the admission than the modest and moderate sum at whic
of the hon. member (Mr. Powell), that a this Drummond County Railway was pur-
railway similar in its general characteristics ehased by this Government.
to the Drummond County road, cost the I would like to f urnish one other test of
Grand Trunk Railway Company-and not comparison before we adjourn, as the
so very long ago-$17,000 per mile, against leader of the Opposition, is not always here,
'lie $12,000 which is the price of the transac-m and 1 want his friends and followers,
tion we are now considering. Great efforts the lion. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
were made, in the course of the Inquiry be- Powell) and my hon. friend from Hall-
fore the committee, to destroy the value of fa1x (Mr. Borden), to know what their
this transaction as a test of comparison. leader's views were as to the really proper
My hon friend (Mr. Borden) suggested that It way of estimating the value of a railroad
was a bad sort of country this raîlway went for the purpose of a transaction like this.
through, but Mr. Wainwright replied : Oh, There Is another method, and, I submit, a
no; it is a very fine country. My bon. friend method which is perhaps the best of ail,(Mr. Borden) asked :Any bridges? And Mr. namely, to estimate what would be the cost
Wanwright replied : Only one important of constructing a similar road, if this road
bridge. were not there and we were desirous of put-

Q. (By Mr. Borden.) Does that $17,000 Include
anything such as rolling stock ?-A. (By Mr.
Wainwright.) No, sir, it Is the cost of the road.

Q. (By Mr Borden.) The permanent work on the
road ?-A. (By Mr. Wainwright.) Just the per-
manent work on the road.

Then Mr. Haggart plucked up courage to
ask a question. It was the astuteness and
acumen of the ex-Minister of Railways ; It
was not the luminous intellect ol my bon.
friend -(Mr. Borden) or of the hon. member
for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) ; it was the
Ingenulty and skil of the hon. member of
South Lanark (Mr. Haggart) that lit upon

itis suggestion: That it was only from the
audltor's books that Mr. Waiuwrlght found
out the cost of the road. Mr. Wainwrlght,
of course, did not stand over the work. He
did not see every shovelful of earth taken
out and every solitary spike driven in ; he
only knew by general repute or rather fromj
his familiarity with the affairs of the Grand,
Trunk Rallway Company. He knew by the
same process of knowledge by which we
know nine out of ten things that are worth t
knowing at all. Nlnety-nine things out of a
hundred that we know best, we do not kno w
from absolute personal consciousness of thel
facts. And then, the bon. member for
Westrmoreland (Mr. Powell) suggested that
there mlght be some of this $15,000 pald as a
bonus In the purchase of the franchise fromt
the old company, but Mr. WaInwright re-
plied :1

No, there was no old company to purchase.
The charter was obtained by -the Grand Trunk -in
the name of the Beauharnols Railway.

Mr. RUSSELL.

ting it and found it necessary to bave it for
the purpose of railway extenaion there. I
say, that is, to my mind, the very best way
of arriving at a result, and it Is what ouglit
to be absolutely conclusive to my bon. col-
league (Mr. Borden) and absolutely con-
elusive to the bon. member for Westmore-
land (Mr. Powell), who is such an admirer
and panegyrist of the leader of the Opposi-
tion, and who pronounced a eulogium upin
him the other day as to whieh I do not pre-
cisely know in what charaeter it is to go
upon the records of the literature of this
eountry. At all events, I say that this ought
to (be particularly interesting to those bon.
gentlemen, and I call attention specially to
it. The then Minister of Railways (Sir Char-
les Tupper), when explaining the Rivière du
Loup transaction to the House, said that
they thought,-the Government thought-this
vas a governmental pronouncement-" they

thought that the fair mode of arriving at
the price was to look at what expendi-
ture the Governient would be obllged to
make. provided that road was not In exIst-
enee." That Is to say, that the proper way
of estimatIng what they ought to give the
Grand Trunk Railway for this road from
Rivière du, Loup to Lêvis, was to say in
faIrness and in honesty: We are desirous
of having a road there. If the Grand Trunk
Ralwvay were not there we would be com.
pelled to put It there ; what Is more fair,
more just, and more equitable than that weshould give to- these persons who have put
It there, what It would cost us if we our-
selves were compelled to bulld It at ourown expense. That la a fair and reasonable
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and to my mind a just and equitable way Of
arriving at the solution of the question.
What is the proper price to pay, what was
tbe proper price for the Government of this
country to pay for the Drummond County
Railway ? I know of no other way of get-
tmg at that than to take the estimates of
engineers as to what would be the cost of
constructing a similar road. Now, what are
the estimates ? There was an estimate
given by Mr. Schreiber of $1,365,000 for the
road, exclusive of the Nicolet branch, which
Is also included in this purchase and whieh
he estimated at $170,000 ; making a gross
total estimate of $1,535,000 for this property
which the Government has purchased. That
was a fair estimate, made by an unbiassed
officer, made for the purpose of Informing
the department of which he was the Deputy
Minister, and made, of course, in the inter-
ests of the public, in ail candour and In all
sincerity. There is another estimate which
is equally valuable, the estimate made by
Mr. McLeod, on whom the hon. member for
Westmoreland attempted to cast some sort
of slur by saying that Mr. McLeod did not
take pains In making that estimate. But
his instructions were to take pains to make
a correct estimate and do whatever was ne-
cessary to inform himself so as to put a
proper valuation on the road ; and he says
himself that he had been over the road
from Moose Park to Ste. Rosalie over and
over again.-on hand-ear. and that lieI
had walked over part of it. I am sure the
lion member for Westmoreland must have
been nistaken In regard to the evidence of
Mr. McLeod. I am sure he must have been
confounding it with the evidence of Mr.
P. S. Archibald, who did give evidence of the
flimsy character which he described, as to
the estimated cost and the quality of the road
when standing on the car platform, he was
belng whIsked through the country at the rate
of 80 or 40 miles an hour-at the expense,I am
reminded, of the people of Canada, when
the road was covered with snow, and when
he discovered a great variety of defects in
it. I am sure the bon. member for West-
moreland must have been thinking of the
evidence of Mr. Archibald when he char-
aeterized In that way the evidence of Mr.
McLeod, the engineer who was sent by Mr.
Blair to make an estimate of the road, be-
cause he has ngt done justice to Mr. McLeod
or to lis proceedings. There Is one thing to be
borne In mInd In connection with all these
estimates, especially that of Mr. Schreiber,
that is, that estimates, I might almost
say invariably, are below the actual expe-
rience Whby, it is almost pathetie to read
what the then Minister of Raflways had to
admit In respect to the estimaited cost of the
St. Charles Branch as compared with the
actual cest. NothIng could better Illustrate
the old adage that

Who buys a house already wrought
Hath many a board and nail for naught.

I suppose it would be safe tu say that
there was never a case in which the esti-
mate was not below the mark ; but I will
i.ot mike so broad a statement. I eau say,
iowever. that in nine cases out of ten you
may make up your mind that if a work Is
estimated te cost $1,90,000 it will cost
$2.000,000 before you get through. There is
almost a tone of pathos as I have observed
l what Sir Charles Tupper said in regard
to the cost of that famous St. Charles
Branch. Mr. Blake had said some hard
things about it In his bard way, and Sir
Charles Tupper then said:

I have already stated that I found myself en-
tirely astray in regard to the estimate made. I
took the precaution, before I made my estimate,
of applying to the best sources of information
within my power. I had the road carefully sur-
veyed ; I employed what I supposed to be the
most compe4tent persons to make an estimate of
what the land damages would be ; and my esti-
mate has proved to be entirely fallacious. The
land and property were placed at a value which
1 thought was simply impossible. Every effort
was niade on the part of the Government to keep
the cost at the lowest possible amount.
I say esttimates are nearly always fallacious.
Hardly ever are they reliable. No man
ever built a bouse who did not find his esti-
mate of its cost very much under the
o.mouut lie was oblIged to pay to his con-
traetors. So I say, when we take these est1-
mates, it is only right and fair and just that
we should take Into account the fact that
nearly all estimates are below the actual
experience. The very best way therefore to
find out the cost of this road would be to
inquire what it did cost as a matter of abso-
lute fact. As that branch of the matter
will occupy a considerable time, and lead
me i to an analysis of the acute cross-ex-
ami ion of the hon. member for West.
moreland, I hope the House will excuse me
from furtiier considering the matter this
evening.

Committee rose and reported progress.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) moved the adjourament of the
House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 11.55 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRiDAY, 26th May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS,

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 129) respecting the General Trust
Corporation of Canada.-(Mr. MeMullen.)
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Bill (No. 130) respecting the London and
Canadian Loan and Agency Company (Li-
mited).-(Mr. Bain, by Mr. Landerkin.)

PETROLEUM REFINERIES-LICEN\SE
FEES.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) imoved :

That the House do resolve Itself, to-morrow,
into Committee of the Whole to consider the
following proposed resolution:-

" That it is expedient to provide that every
company or person engaged in the refining of
petroleum in Canada shall pay annually a license
fee of one dollar for every refinery in which
such business is carried on, such fee to become
payable from and after a day to be fixed by the
Governor General by proclamation for bringing
into operation any Act which provides for the
imposing of such license fee."

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I b.g to move :

That from -this date to the end of the session,
Government Orders bave precedence on Wednes-
days, immediately after questions to be put by
members.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have no ob-
jection to this motion passing. because,
of couTse, we all desire to facilitate the
buisness of the House, but the right hon.
gentleman will understand that it is very
desirable that we should have an opportunity
of imoving for papers to be brought down,
and that they should he brought down as
promptly as possible. It would be well to
add, after the word "questionse" *l the
miotion. the word.s "unopposed motions." as
I think the business of the House will be
faeilitated in that way. With that under-
standing I have no objection to the motion
passl.ag.

Mr. CASEY. I would remind the House
that there are several publie Bills in
charge of private members whieh from
some reason or other have been delayed from
time to time. and this motion if carried in
its present shape, would prevent any fur-
ther discussion of these Bills. I would sug
gest to the right hon. the leader of the
House. to amend the motion by adding that
the order of business for Wednesdays sbould
be transferred to the Mondays, after six
'clock, so that p'blie Bills might be pro-

ceeded with.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier). There Is no objection to that
suggestion of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Casey), and indeed that Tule bas been
somewhat followed lu former years. As
to the suggestion of the hon. leader of the
Opposition, It does not require a motion,
but it may be understood that we wifl go on

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

with the unopposed motions. With regard
to the orders passed by the House I kuow
(f nothin:- that now requires any pecullar
eelerity. except the Deadman's Island mat-
ter. and I think w3 will have that on Mon-
(lay.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
the Manitoba prosecutions.

The PRIME MINISTER. Very well;
these two I think we will have on Monday.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion, as amended,
will read as follows :-

That from this date to the end of the session,
Government Orders have precedence on Wednes-
days, immediately after questions to be put by
nembers, and that Wednesday's Order, under
rule 19, be made the Order for Mondays.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION-THE HON.
MR. COSTIGAN.

Mr. JOHN COSTIGAN (Victoria, N.B.)
Mr. Speaker, before proceeding to the Or-
ders of the Day, I feel compelled, in justice
to myself, and I might also claim in justice
to those whom I may call my friends in the
country, though tlhey may be very few, that
a certain statement should be made by me--
such a statement has been rendered neces-
sary, not only on account of certain news-
paper articles attributing to me very lui-
proper motives because. of my change of
seat and change of attitude towards the
present leaders of the Opposition in this
House. The statement is further necessary
on account of the very questionable and im-
proper motives attributed to me, in an inter-
view published lu the newspapers from the
hon. the leader of the Opposition. I there-
fore propose, Mr. Speaker, to deal as brleily
as possible with this subject, to make some
references to a few of the newspaper ar-
tieles, and to pay more particular attention
to the, interview I have just mentioned. In
order that I may be -in accordance with the
rules of the House, I will conclude with a
niotion before resuming my seat.

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that I find mysell
occupying a different seat from the one thar
I oecupied since the last general electiona.
To my mind it requires no very lengthy ex-
planation for my change of attitude towards
-not the old Conservative party, that I
worked with and worked with so faithfully
for sa ma!ly years ; but towards the Con.
servative party as I find It constructed and
led to-day In this House, and In the coun-
try consequently. I may take up first, net
the most important, but one of the early
crities who) assigned questionable motives
to me for my conduet, and I may say, that
it appears to me that one of the principal
objeets in these attacks made upon me, is
to prove. not that I have not reason, fnot
that I have not common intelligence, not
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that I have not honour. but to prove thai judice against him the opinion of men who
I am actuated by unworthy motives. I shall have never seen him. The great advan-
refer to the: conclusion arrived at by what i tage that man has is that it is out of my
understand to be the organ of a gentleman power to retallate ; for there Is no artlst
e-Ieetel to this House to represent the Inde. in Canada or on this continent who could
pendent sentiment of Canada. make a cartoon of that hon. gentleman's

First. I thought it was the independent countenance that would not flatter him. So
sentiment of Toronto that he expressed. much, Mr. Speaker, for the "Evening Tele-
But lie takis a broader grasp than that . Ac- gram's"' attack, and for the independent
eording to bis own speeches he is the re-jmember for East Toronto.
presentative of the Independent sentiment Now, I pass on to one more newspaper.
of Canada in federal polities. I refer to There are a great many to which I might
the hon. member for East Toronto (Mr. refer, but I do not want to trespass on the
Ross Robertson). In bis paper the conclu- attentiou of the House. I will take up a
sion is arrived at. very early in the dis- very prominent paper, the "Mail and Em-
eussion of this question. that I have placed pire." That paper revives an old slander
myself in a position to be known now as a which the Toronto " Mail" formerly put
man who never opposed a Government or forward against me, and the falsity of
supported an Opposition: that is. that I have which has been proved beyond the shadow
been siimply actuated by selfish motives, of a doubt. It remained silent for a long
seeking to be with the men who had some- time, and I heard no more about it. But
thing to give. Now. I need not go out- now the "Mail and Empire," inspired with
side of this House to prove that that is about the same amount of friendship for
not true. The only time the old. real Con- me as the old Toronto "Mail" evinced, re-
servative party of this country were in Op- produces the slander, not through its edi-
position since confederation-aud I have been torial columns, but through its correspond-
here since that time-was from the timne eut in this city. That paper, to explain
Sir John Macdonald resigned in 1873 up to my position and to show what kind of a
the time he resumed power in 1878 ; and I character I am,, states that away back in
pride myself on the fact that I was one 1884, while I was a inember of Sir John
of the old guard during that time. with some Macdonald's Government, dnding a num-
of the hon. gentlemen I see here, and who her of his supporters fron the province
in their hearts, I believe, have some syi-: of Quebee in rebellion against is Gov-
pathy for me. That was the time when I ernment on account of the loan of
had an opportunity to give proof of my ,0 to the Canadian Paciti Rail-
idelity to the Conservative party, and I gave wav Company, I, as a traitor, took
it. beyond the possibllity of dispute and be- adantage of the discontent of the wing led
yond the cavils of the " Evenlng Telegram ,,by the late Sir Adolphe Chapleau, to be-
of Toronto. But I question the fair-play tray uy leader and send in my resignation;

f the hon. member for East Toronto ibut that as soon as I found that these men
attacking me in the way he does. I do came back loyally to their old chieftain, Iwithdrew my resignation and crawled backflot question bis righit to attack me on the! also. I wlll not use any words of my ownfloors of Parliament. I may not be able to I thlt twuse-awdslofdmy o
to defend imyself in as eloquent and as choice to ge-e tan utwric rpeat I ae tIe
langruagea as heecan command ln attackin! wdll give an authority for which I have the
me ; bt I ie m chane luttcisi greatest respect. and which I challenge any
me; that t hon. gaentlemhanceshou bin gentleman lu this House or in the countryfair that the hon. gentleman should bring to question. The authority I refer to isto his assistance in attacking me bis news- tot questin.anh Suthnt I.. reedoad,

paper ?1 have no newspaper behind me. that old chieftain. Sir John A. Macdonald
Iae? t deeno unspelf band upon whose memory is still held dear in thisIhave to depend upon nîyself and UPOn ountry. I do flot know that I need readthe good-will of my friends for my defence. ctr I o not kwta I rnered

Notonl hs te hn.genlemn he idthe whole of it. It will be rememiberedNot only bas the ion. gentleman the ai that at the time referred to I lad tenderedof his llterary edItor and manager to back mv resignation. The Hon. Edward Blakeup his attacks on me; but he has in bis msigntion. epHons tdan Blak
pape a oube-brreled un. BesdesInsisted on fuller explanations than he hadpaper a double-barrelled gun. Besides recei-ed as to the reasons for my resicyna-having the advantage of belng able to at- tioiand the causes for my withdrawa of

tack me tbrough bis literary editor, he bas that resignation. On proceeding withl the
the services of a very distinguished artist, Oaer before the House dealing with the
no doubt, for the purpose of belittling and Canadan Pacifie Ralway Loan BII Mr.
ridiculing, If possible, by means or cartoons CanadrnePacis Rai on Biler Mr.pulshd" hsppeay etemni Blake renewed his question for fuller ex-publlshed ln bis paper, any gentleman ln planations of myO resignation. Sir John A.this House or out of It whom he ehooses to Macdonad saidt
attack. That ls not the only advantage
he bas. By means of that artist he can I am very sorry the hon. gentleman and I
produce cartoons which cannot hurt, though cannot agree upon that point. I do not know
they may distort the appearance of things, whether he heard my answer the other night-
and may leave the impression on the publi my statement. I took occasion to state-although

1 said I would not ànswer it again, I willthat the man thus carincatured Is a very repeat what I said-I stated that my hon. friend
inferior character, and in that way may pre- and colleague had tendered his resignation for
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matters personal to himself, but matters not complain as having undergone any serions
affecting the general policy of the Government, loss, but I complain of a gross breacli of tlie
and which had not the most remote connection courtesy that is expected to exist between
with the measure in the hands of my hon. friends members of Parliament. Now, Sir, I agree
the Minister of Railways ; that I refused to pre- with him in bis sentiment that he was notsent the resignation to His Excellency for his Vrt
acceptance; thatmy hon.friend wlthdrew is surprised at ny change. He knew it was not
resignation for reasons which I have given, and a change of to-day ; he knew that I nad been
which are of no use to anybody in the world, changed from the time lhe landed iD Canada,
and can have no political significance, and can be not to tb rescue of the Conservative party,.
of no constitutional significance. My hon. friendI as in old times e mighit laim, but to the
withdrew his resignation. I was very glad of it, detrment and rufin of that old party. The
and I hope he may long remain my colleague. day ie saied fra-n England, and especialyh
As to the question of my honour and Integ- the day he landed in Canada, the doom of
rity as a man, I place these words before aui honest Goverument and the leadership of
the public as a sufficient answer to the an lionest man was sealed. The fate of Sir
sianderers who are attacking me to-day. Mackenzie Bawell's Government was sealed.

Now. Sir, when asked by a newspaper Sir, he came, and a great deal las been said
reporter about my position, as I am natu- about the nnar of his coming. That.
rally pretty candid, I told him at once that baps. I will fot touch upon now. because
lie might say that I had severed my connee- there is a hlstory to the whole of this trans-
tion entirely with the gentlemen who con- action. a history that willie written, and a
trol the Conservative party, that they did his:ory that will form one of the darkest
not represent the ideas I expected to see pages that can le written or will be read, so
them represent and had been accustomed fa s these who were Intinately connect-
to follow, and in as few words as possible, ed with it at that time are concerned. A
I wished to have that understood. I do not change of position on my part! I was in the
wish to occupy a questionable position orIGovernrent 'ývth hon, gentlemen that I cee
one of doubt. I find that when the atten- around nme here now. under Sir Mackenzie
tion of the lion. leader of the Opposition was Bowell. I lad the sur.port, as an humble
called to this iatter his view was, as stated ruember of tbat Governirent, of the hon. gen-
in an interview published in the press : ftLe!fen that I see sitting around me here--

This move of Mr. Costigan was not, by any my iequait scpport the old oseraie
means, unexpected. When Sir Charles Tupper
was shown the foregoin'g statement that I have Party. no natter where I may sit, no matter
made, he said1: "I am not at all surprised to sefwe at my feelings ray be, no inatter wbat
the announcement that Mr. Costigan bas made, defence I may be obliged to make, 1 wil pay
that he now belongs to the Government party. I trihute W the gentlemen that deserve I;
think that the correspondence read in the House thnt grand old party compriemen 0f lion-
by Dr. Roche discloses fully the humillating posi- j it t d rB h
tion In which Mr. Costigan bas placed himself.nth rulrsond party.tst he
The difficulty will be for the Government to de-
fend the means by which they have acquired his large tumher that govern and shape the
support rather than for any person else to ex- policy of the party. but I was going to Say.
plain it. All that I am surprised at Is that Mr. If YOU want to know M-ben I changed my
Costigan bas not sufficient self-respect to leave loolitieS, I chaiigcd them Utheday that haîf
the front benches of the Conservative party. It of Sir Mackenzie BowElI's Government weut
Is too late for him to raise any question of prin- eut and Ieff hlmin the lurch, after they had
ciple as the ground of separation between himself1 bec» a Party to his ealling Parliament to-
and the Conservative party had been made. The
discussion of the papers brought down by the, to transact business. My changeof
Minister of Inland Revenue (Sir Henri Joly de front and my Justification for It are based
Lotbinière), moved for by Dr. Roche, will leave 0V. that act, an act that was Indefensible.
no room for doubt in the mind of any person Is there a.Conserrative on this side wlho
as to how Mr. Co.stigan's support bas been ob- w-I! Say I was wrong la standing by ny
tained by the party in power. The Governmentchieftain. and that these gentlemen were
need have no anxiety about bis vote so long as rigbt in leaving hlm la the lurch and betray-
they retain power. After what bas already taken hIn,, t, use a stronger term? Not ome
place between him and the .Government, it is
clear that the les Mr. Costigan talks about 'In-as said se to the presert; not one w-luQ.-y
dependent ' action the better." it here or in the country. If ' was riglt, is
Well, the hon. gentleman did not express fot a great streteliof argument to Say that
any surprise at my attitude. I must confess Îhey werc wrong. That Is sufficient on tîïat
tbat I was, on the contrary, surprised very point. I wlsh to be clearly understood, that
much at that statement. Not because of any thongh deeply wounded, Insulted, vllified,
favours I expected at the hands of that hon. feeling strongly, and bavlng the feeling with-
gentleman, not for any kindness, not for any in me that 1 fear no man or party In self-
consideration, 'but in view of the dignity that defence, n'y OnIY duty is to restrain mysef
belongs to the position held, accidentally and within proper limits, te say nothing unneces-
temporarily, by the leader of the Opposition, sarily offensive teither the Individual or
I expected manly treatment. I expected to the party I have been with, but te confine
be treated as an old member of Parliament myseif as closely as possible te what May be
would, by even that distinguished gentleman. necessary ta rebut the slanders that have

I hvenotreeied uc traten.Sidoro bee aucmead a grat mea hsbensi
abutth.mnnrOfSiscoin.GhaNer
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Now, to make my position more plain, 11 said it was. He asked me when I would be
niust say this, that I enjoyed the confidence back, and I told him I expected to be back
of Sir John Macdonald, of which I shall al- on Thursday. He said that very likely he
ways be proud, that I enjoyed the confidence might be called upon to form a Government.
of bis suecessors, the Hon. Sir John Abbott, -and that he wished to have me in his
the Hon. Sir John Thompson, and the Hon. Cabinet, but in case I would not get baek
Sir Mackenzie Bowell. I do not claim or in time, he wished to have my conseit
profess to have enjoyed fully the confidence before I started. I thanked him for the com-
of the gentleman who succeeded hlm. Some pliment that lie paid me, as it was my duty
of the newspapers and some friends attach to do. But I told him that I would give him
a great deal of importance to this fact, li ny answer finally that evening, that I
order to strengthen the charge that I am so would eall upon him, or, failing that, I
seltish and looking out for personal gain, and would put it in writing. I did put it in
that that is my principal object--they say: Oh, writing. and sent it to the hon. gentlem'an.
yes. you differed with the present wing of tl That document contailed the conditions
Conservative party when they were false to clearly defined under which I agreed to go
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, but you went into Sir into bis Cabinet, and outsIde of these. I
Charles Tupper's Goverument and stayed would not have accepted a position in bis
with hlim as long as he was in power and bad Cabinet. which ihe very well knows. There-
favours to bestow. I admit that, to the out- fore. with the knowledge that I went into
sie world, to those who do not understand :his Cabinet at his request, and that that re-
the question, and even to those who had a Ï quest, complimentary though it was, was
good opinion of me-and I am happy to say not sufficient to take me Into his Cabinet
they are numerous in this country, the people 1except on the conditions that I laid down lnwho have a fairly good opinion of me and my writing. I think, Sir. It comes with had
honesty-that appears ditficult to understand. grace from that hon. gentleman to refer
I am not so prominent as many men in pub- to my conduet, to my motives and to my
lie life ; I have tried to discharge my duty character ln the way le did in that ln-
as a humble representative of a very humble; terview tat I have just read in the press.
constituency during many years : I have Now, I might caîl upon the hou. gen-
done ny duty, to the best of my ability, faith- tleman to deny, or to explain away, or rean
fully. I feel confident that every man who the letter that I wrote hli at that tme
knows me-every impartial man-will give t lettetht te him atlean tia;
me the credit of a desire to do what is righr. I wllonther. p Tueo.lgenta hat
The fact then that I joined the Government-e
that was formed under the present leader of would be a bad construction-he has singled
the Opposition and that ended so quickly, ime out to show that I am not worthy of that
perhaps requires a little explanation. I dd. courtesy which is extended to any membr
of course, go into the Government formed by of this Chamber, and has refused to recog-
t hat hon. gentleman. I went into it most nize me. Wel. I have slept regularly every
reluctantly, however, and my presence in night since, thank God. I have taken my
that Cabinet was not proof that I was seek- regular meals. It pained me, 1 do confess,
ing )my own personal advantage or what if that is any consolation to the hon. gen-
favours lie might have been in a position to tleman: it wounded my feelings to think
bestow. The hon. gentleman knows that that a man in lis position. knowing me as
about the time-and I knew the time the lie had known me, could think that it was
change would take place as well as he did. any advantage to him. or that he could
I knew the time Sir Mackenzie Bowell would isuppose that because he ignored me lie was
likely tender bis resignation and the pro- thereby destroying my eharacter in the counu-
hable time his successor would be called try. I hope I have not committed any crime
on to form a Goverunment-at tbat time that would justify any hon. member in this
so of ny personal friends-hunile. o; HIouse withholding fron me the courtesy
coulrse. likf mîyself-were engaged in a libel that every gentleman is entitled to from his
suit in another county outside of their own, fellow mebiner.
where they were strangers. I feit an Well, Sir, I have no questions to ask, no
interest ln then. and they appealed to favours to expect. I have little more to
m1e to cone, and I started at once to say, especially of an aggressive character.
stand by my f iends. Somte persons 1 will add this, however : I have long feit
friendly Ù ne said : But there will be a Gov- that the hon. gentleman's reasons for dis-

rnmenît con'truted before yo' cone back. approving of my conduet were unworthy .f
I said: I do not care if ihalf a dozen .a gentleman holding bis position. I have
Governments are constructed before I get felt all along that there were gentlemen
back. I am not very much interested in behind him who could not conscientlously
the Governments that are being conitruct- endorse those reasons and would not stultify
ed now upon the new basis. I started out, themselves by endorsing them. I appreciate
but aeeidentally it happened that on my way their position. They are silent. I do not
Up to the buildings I met thec leader of thet quarrel with them. Many of them are
Opposition. Lie asked me if lt was true! friends, have been personal friends, and I
that I was going to New Brunswick, and I tdo not wish to interrupt the friendly rela-
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tions that exist between many of them and
myvself-thereare some gentlemen. of course,
to whoum this does not apply. But I want
this to be clearly understood, that while I
refrain from making retaliatory attacks,
striking back to-day, from this time for-
ward I shall defend myself. I am a man
of peace. I never was a quarrelsome man.
but I am not a peace-at-any-price-man ; and
the manx that follows this up and strikes
me, if he does not get blow for blow, lt is
because old Costigan is gettIng too old.

j do not feel to-day, though, perhaps.
spurred up a little by the unjust attacks made
upon me, that I am so far incapacitated as
not to be able to give a good account of my-
self, wherever, whenever, and under what-
ever circumstances any of these gentlemen
-and I allude to the unfriendly ones, cf
course--choose to attack me. The conditions
utnder whih I went into that Goveriment
Mr. Speaker. are contained in a letter dated
about the time I refer to, the day I was
leaving for New Brunswick. I will read
the letter:

Ottawa, 26th April, 1896.
Dear Sir Charles Tupper,-Referring to our con-

versation yesterday, in which you mentioned
that during my absence until Thursday in New
Brunswick, you might be called upon to forrm
a Government, and wished to know if I would
accept a position in your Cabinet. I have thought
the matter over most carefully, and I think it
well that I should address you this letter so as
to define my position exactly.

I entered Sir John Macdonald's Government in
1882 to render his Government ail the support
that I could bring as an Irish Catholie represen-
tative, believing that in that position I would be
able to secure for Irish Catholics a reasonable
and legitimate recognition of their rights, but
after 14 years under different chiefs of the Con-
servative party, I am forced to the humiliating
admission that I have been unable to secure
anything like fair treatment for the Irish Catho-
lic people where their interests were involved,
though I am quite sure that few Irish Cathoiles
in Canada believe that I failed for want of
pressing, with ail possible earnestness, their
claims on ail occasions. You can therefore easily
Uinderstand that after 35 years service in politics,
I have no great desire to continue the struggle.

There Is no evidence there of a greedy de-
sire to get in for the loaves and fishes. I
minght retart that I know of men who are
inordinately greedy.

In view, however, of the principle involved in
remedial legislation, to which Sir Mackenzie
Bowell's Government was pledged, and as to the
sincerity of which pledges Sir Mackenzie gave
such unquestionable proof, and in view of the
fact that your Government is to be forrned to
carry out the same policy, especially as regards
the Manitoba school policy, I feel It my duty
to say to you at once that you may count upon
my assistance and services, if you require them,
as a member of your Government, always pre-
suming that the policy to reintroduce and press
through a Remedial Bill at the first session of
the new Parliament, will be clearly announced by
you on behalf of your Government. I attach all
the more importance to this clear announcement
of the Government policy on the question of re-

Mr. COSTIGAN.

medial legislation, on account of the difficulties
that occurred between Sir Mackenzie Bowell and
part of bis Cabinet at the beginning of last
session, which involved serlous delay, but for
which our chances in passing remedial legisla-
tion would have been much better.

I must also mention ýthat it will be absolutely
necessary and in fact consistent with remedial
legislation, that the Dominion Lands Act be so
amended next session as to enable the Governor
General in Council to ensure a fair proportion of
the proceeds of the school lands being paid to the
separate schools in Manitoba. In view of re-.
eent events I would rather not return to the
Department of Marine and Fisheries, and, as it
is one of the most important at your disposal,
I am sure you would not find it difficult to offer
me the Post Office Department instead.

Yours faithfully,
JOHN COSTIGAN.

I might explain that last paragraph by
saying that I did not object to taking the
Marine and Fisheries Department because
it was not a very important one, for I admit
that it is, and I thInk any gentleman would
be complimented who would be put in
charge of It. But the hon. gentleman had
treated me, not only discourteously, but in
the most arbitrary and most unprecedented
way the moment that lie grasped what
he had sought for, a seat in the Cabinet,
and I did not care about returning to
that department if it could be avoided.
These are the conditions under which I went
Into that Government. I discharged my
duties to that Government as faithfully as
I could. I was as loyal to that Government
as any man in it-more loyal than some,
more loyal than some who, immediately
after the results of the elections were
known, when our Government was defeated,
not satisfied with the slaughter that had
gone on, with the knifing and betraying one
another that had brought about the defeat,
started a new crusade to unhorse the gallant
gentleman hlmself. I was the first-at least,
I took an early occasion, In my modest way,
to counteract that movement, on the ground
that they had had enough of that kInd of
knifing, and that they had better unite their
forces, that the hon. gentleman was their
legitimate leader, having fought the battles.
But I knew that, if they succeeded at the
tme, that would not have ended the trouble,
because the old friends would have been
divided on new Issues, and It meant the com-
plete disintegration of the Conservative
party. I have only one more reference to
make, and that Is wlth reference to my pre-
tensions of independence. Well, Sir, after
thirty-eight years representing a constitu-
ency continuously, as I have, I do feel
bound to resent any Insinuation, any charge
that would Imply a want of honour, or hon-
esty, or frankness, ln my character. I have
been known in my constituency sInce child-
hood. I have not; been as well known ln
the country as some of the prominent gen-
tlemen around me; but, wherever I have
been known, I think ' eau safely say, that
I have been known to be a true and faithful
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friend and a fair and honourable opponent. did not join in loud denunciations ; they
These characteristics I have tried to main- would not touch that gallant gentleman.
tain all through life. I have made no for- They felt keenly the loss of his vote on that
tune In politics ; I have had my difficulties; important question, but they swallowed the
I have had as hard seratching as any man 1 discomfiture very meekly and humbly. On
who works for bis day's wages In the field or the Drummond County Bill, one of my hon.
elsewhere. I started earning my wages as friends, the son of a distinguished man
a hired man, and I am not ashamed of it- whom I had the honour of supporting in this
and I am no better off now than when I Parlianent. the member for Compton (Mr.
started. All I can say Is, that, for every Pope), made a very good speech, for an Op-
day's wages I got, I gave a good, houest position member, In. support of the measure.
day's work in return. My sense of self- While there was a good deal of murmuring
respect was questioned, because I continued, in a very quiet, muffied way, I never heard
for a few days longer than the hon. gentle- Ithat he was very loudly denounced, or cate-
man thought was consistent with his ideas chised. or called a traitor or a selfish man,
of respectability and self-respect, to occupy nor were all sorts of motives imputed to
a seat to which I felt I was as fully entitled him. I wondered why this different treat-
as the hon. gentleman could possibly feel nient was meted out to me. I had voted
entitled to the seat he occupies. I felt with the Opposition on the important ques-
the necessity, from changed circumstances. tons. I voted against the Government on
of changing my seat just as much as he did. the next Important question, the proposition
I was as anxious to widen the distance be- to hand over a certain amount of the reve-
tween us as he could possibly be. But I nues of the sehool lands to Manitoba. But
exercised this right that no one will ques- the moment I voted against a motion for a
tion-that was my seat, and I occupied it, judicial inquiry in the Yukon territory, then,
and I sImply delayed and suited my own Sir, I incurred the bitter and eternal hostili-
convenience before leaving that seat, to 1 ty of some leading men of the Conservative
know where I was going to find another party. Well, there was no great necessity
one, because I had something to say about for being so emphatic about that denuncia-
that. I made a proposition to the hon. mem- ton. Myl judgment was good, If I had no
ber for Leeds (Mr. Taylor), the Whip of the hîgher motive, for a more stupld piece of
party. I said : I am anxious to get a little party management neyer was known in the
further away, and perhaps it would be more Parliament of Canada. The party had in-
In harmony, if the change should take place. vited an old friend, a personal friend of
I will change with you, if you are ready, mine, a respectable man, a man who did
and you can move up by promotion. I am credit to the House while he was In it, and
sorry the hon. gentleman could not hold that would do credit b 1V if he should return-
promotion long, but perhaps I had no au- they had selected and induced this gentle-
thority to give it. Now, Sir, with respect man to run for Brockville as the candidate
to the parting shaft aimed at me by the hon. of the party. If the county was nearly
leader of the Opposition, that the less I say equally dîvided, with a small majority. such
about a feeling of independence or independ- as is often found In the close constituencies
ent action, the better ; well, I do not under- In Ontario, the policy of the Opposition upon
stand that to have any greater weight than that motion alone-not the motion for a
an empty threat. I have heard threats judicial inquiry itself, but the tone of the
made In this House. I have heard boasts discussion, te outrageous charges, the Ig-
made in this House; I have heard exagger- norlng of personal liberty, the sacrifice of
ated statements made in this House, and I personal character, the failure b recognize
am not very much influenced, nor am I very the right of defence on te part of these
much embarrassed because te hon. gentle- men who were attacked-all tiis was In
man happens to have made that statement. Itself enough b damn the chances of
It does not weaken my faith in the posses- anY man they might naie. And did.
sion of a fair amount of Independence, of!Sir, my lndependance was proved on.the
modest, manly independence, that4 would Yukon measure itself. I gave my opinion
compare favourably with the Independence sorewhat In te Une that the hon. leader
of te hon. gentleman himself. ofte Oppositin gave iis In interviews I

I would like to call your attention, Mr. saw Inlte press. Speaking, so far as -te
Speaker, to another very singular fact. On press is concerned, of providing access b
the question of the Yukon contract, I think that count"y, I did fot'make a charge
It was, I voted square agaInst the Govern-#tgainst the Government that they sitould
ment's proposal. The hon. member for core to Parliament, but I considered lb a
North Victoria (Mr. Hughes) was a warm case o! emergexiy, and the only question
supporter of that measure, and not only b -my mind was as t10tie merits o! the con-
voted for it, but defended Itl in a speech. Itract itseif. As b lite principle o! xaking a
never heard of any attempt to drum him contract In titri hasty and speedy manner
out, to courtmartial him. The newspapers to gel acess to tat country, no one, on our
of the Conservative party, big ani little, sie ofte House wJl contend against. The
scrupulous and unscrupulous, principled and hou. geutleman in bis Interview, having been
unprinclPledamrespectable and dlsrespectablet over there. being largely intereted in in-
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ing enterprises with capitalists from Eng
land, and having himself favoured that very
route froni a business point of view, in the
interest of the company whose interests he
so well and ably managed, I dare say, was
glad when he found that the Government
was adopting the route lie thought the best
and the one which might be made acces-
sible much more rapidly than auy other. He
congratulated the Government upon their
pollicy ait once. le did not change his mind
when he came to Montreal, but what became
of his independence when the hon. member
for East York (Mr. Macleau), got up and
read him a lesson' that was cheered au
cheered, as lie knew it would be. by a nun-
ber of the important and strong supporters
of an hon. gentleman to-day in whom lie
has no more c>nfidence than I have. His
independence weakened a little from that
time. Expediency, I dare say, prompted him
to change h'is view considerabiy on that oc-
casion and to adopt the view and the lesson
read to him so successfully by the hou.
n ember who has, at any rate. ·the reputation
of having some weight with the leader of the
Opposition and with the party, too, in this
House.

One word more, and I am done. As to my
change of front, as to my political sympa-
ties, as to my political principles, they are
well known to this couatry. I never went
behind the bush, I never gave a doubtful
note as to where I stood or what I thought.
I would sooner fall, telling candidly the truth,
than save myself by squirning or miseon-
struing facts. I followed the Right Hon.
Sir John Macdonald, and felt and will feel
It as long as I live, an honour to have served
him faithfully. I followed every successor
of his down to the time that the hon. gentle-
man (Sir Charles Tupper) assumed power.
Had the Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald.
or any of these successors I have referred to,
reinained i power or remained in active
politics, on the side of this House that they
sat on. wh'ether to your left or to your right.
.,r. Speaker, I would have been found sit-
ting with then. as men I could trust and as
men whon I felt it an honour to serve
under. These days are changed. If Sir
Mackenzie Bowell had not been throttled.
bullled, betrayed and driven out of the Gov-
ernment, when he had a strong majority at
bis back. if he were here to-day I would be
a friend and supporter. though he might be
in the cold shades of Opposition. I do not
speak for Sir Mackenzie Bowell, but I speak
of him, and I say to-day. that I have the
pleasure of this consolation, and it is a cou-
solation, that while these hon. gentlemen
are pursuing me in an unworthy manner i
feel that I have not lost one tittle of the con-
fidence and esteen of that worthy gentle-
man. While lie ga.s farther than I am pre-
pared to go and remains identified with the
Conservative party for the sake of the old
party-I do not speak for him, but I speak

Mr, COSTIGAN.

- of hlm, and I say that he has as little con-
fidence in the gentlemen with whom I have
broken as I have .nyself. 1 thank you, Mr.
Speaker, and the House for having so pa-
tiently listened to the few observations I
Lhave felt it my duty to off er on this occa-
sion. I have seldom trespassed on the
patience of the House, and I feel all the
more grateful for the kind attentipn that
the House has given me while makIng this
brief statement. This, I dare say, is the
initiation of a debatable question ; I have
not fired my last shot nor struck my last
blow. I beg to niove that the House do,
now adjourn.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
31r. Speaker, I aii sure t.hat you, Sir, and
every member of this 'House, will believe
be when I say that I have witnessed the
course pursued by the hon. gentleman wnho
bas just taken bis seat with the very deep-
est possible regret. I do not regret bis
action. Sir. so far as I am personally con-
cerned ; I do not regret his action so far as
the great party whieh I have the honour to
lead, is concerned, but I do, from the bot-
tom of my lieart, deplore the fact of that
lion. gentleman occupying the position that
Lie has ocenpied ln this country for so long
a time, reaching the position that he has
now reachetd. He says the time las come
when he feels it Is due to himself and due
to the country that he should make a state-
ment. I think he would have consulted his
own character and standing and he would
have consulted his own honour if he had
made that statenient long ago. It is the
first time in the history of this Parliamnent,
the first time in the history of the great Par-
hLament which it is our pride to follow. the
Parliament of England, the flrst instance in
which a Privy Councillor, in which a gen-
tleman occupying the position which he oc-
cupies. has voted against bis party on a
question of the deepest public importance
and the g'ravest party character without
one word of explanation, as to why that
hon. gentleman hinself stood up on the front
Opposition bench of this House as an ex-
Cabinet Minister and voted against bis old
colleagues and party. I say. Sir, that the
want of courtesy was on the part of the
hon. gentleman. He forgot what was due
to himself; he forgot what was due to thie
House. he forgot what was due to the par-
liamentary system of government when he
adopted such a course as that. I witnessed
his conduet. I confess, with astonishment.
but I held my peace ; I said not a word
either in this House or out off it, and when
parties spoke to me on the subject I rather
endeavoured to extenuate the bon. gentle-
nian's conluct. 'It was when he went to the
press of the country, when lie went to the.
Opposition press and 'declared that bis ac-
tion was based on bis desire to break with
the leaders of the Conservative party be-
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cause their policy had ceased to be Con-1
servative and that he could no longer as-1
sociate himself with them. that I felt bound
to give to the intelligent people of this
country that, which you know, and which
every hon. gentleman in this House knows
was the cause that operated upon the hon..
gentlenian and led to his defection from
the party lie had so long been associated
with, to lis abandorment of that party
and to hlis alliance with their opponents.
What was the character of the vote? I
need not tell you. I was not in the House
when the lion. gentleman (Mr. Costigan)
delivered bis speech, but on the 2nd day of
April, 1897, that hon. gentieman made a
speech that created a great deal of surprise
and a great deal of astonishment. It was
a speech in which lie made the uncalled<or
announcement to the House and the coun-
try, that he owed nothing to the Conserva-
tive party. A man who sat in the councils
of that party, a man who had been a mem-
ber for many long years of every Conserva-
tive Government, found it necessary to make
a declaration tu this Hlouse, that he no
longer recognized any obligation to the Con-
servative party, and practically was open
to suggestions from hon. gentlemen oppo-
site. No man could read that speech at
that time and arrive at any other conclusion.
Well, Sir, a very remarkable thIng occurred,
and that was with reference to a matter
whic-h is now receiving the attention of the
Public Accounts Committeei and when the
dates are examined, it will be found that a
grave and important reason will be dis-
covered why the lion. gentteman (Mr. Costi-
gan) adopted the course he 'lid. No man
sympathizes more deeply than I sympathize
witlh the grave position in which lie finds
himself ; obliged to stana -up bere and to
say to the Governe-t : Do not regard me
as an enemy. That was significant. But,
Sir, what was the occasion on which thue
lion. gentleman (Mr. Co.3tigan) broke witli
his party openly in this House and voted
against it. It was an occasion which of
all others that ever was presented in this
House. bound him as a Conservative. bound
him by eery Conservative tradition, to
stand with and by his party. What was
the occasion*? It was when three conti-
nents were ringing with charges of the
gravest character affecting the Government
of the country.

'ome hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Sir CHARLES TtPPER. Yes.
Some hon. MNEMBERS. Oh.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes; three

continents ringing with ebarges of the grav.
vit hia racter that affected the Government
of the country--charges more grave than
these hon. gentlemen opposite apprecIate,
but which at no distant date they will ap-
preciate. At that hour the hon. gentleman 1
(Mr. Costigan) voted against a motion to

appoint ai royal judicial commission to in-
quire into these charges. Ami, Sir. when
the Governient opposite were convicted of
nepotisni; when they were cliallenged with

i having abused their position to promote to
office men utterly untitted for the positions
they appointed them to fiill ; when they were
challenged to meet the results of that mal-
administration, whihl had caused a scandai
widely extended all over Europe, Great Bri-
tain. the United States and Australia. as
w-ell as Canada, the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Costigfan) caine to the front to protect
officials who were charged with the gravest
and most scandalous dereliction of their offi-
cial duties ; the hon. gentleman (Mr. Costi-
gan), on that occasion, for the first time,
allied himself openly ln this House with the
men w-ho sald : We will not permit an inves-
tigation into the conduet of officials charged
with the gravest offi ial misconduet ; we
will not do that unless you will allow us
to select the wife's uncle of the man held
responsible by this Hlouse.

Some horn. MEMBERS. Oh.
Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Yes, I say

the wife's unele of the man held responsible
in this House for all that misconduct.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh. Shame.
Sir CHAULES TUPPER. Yes, it was a

shame. Was there ever a gieater scandal
than for a Minister of the Crown, charged
with a gross dereliction of duty to select
a person so elosely identified with him
and his family, that lie could not, unless
lie were more than human, discharge his
duty. It was a shame, and it is a scandal
that is clinging to the skirts of this Gov-
ernient, and will cling to them until they
adopt a different mode of dealing with this
important subjeet. That was the occasion
on which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Costi-
gan) deserted his party. I sat here patient-
ly to-day and listened with intense interest
to hear him justify the declaration that lie
gave to the press. It was lie who was
wanting in eourtesy ; lie was the man who
had never approached the party with whom
lie was assoiated ; never approached the
leader who never was wanting in courtesy
to him, as he well knows ; never approa.ched
nie. wlio fronm the first lhour of our associa-
tior down to the time he (Mr. Costhan)
stood up here and took that attitude never
was wanting in eourtesy to him. Even
tiien I dil not resent it. But when he went
to the press of the country and declared
he was compelled to abandon the Conserva-
tive party because the leader of his party
was no longer a Conservative, and was no
longer a man that lie could support ; I lis-
tened with intense interest to-day to hear
him give one word of explanation to the
expecting people of this country to justify
his conduet. He sat down without touch-
Ing the subject, because he could not touch
it.
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Why, Sir, in the letter which lie wrote,Itigan) kDowS that I fouglit it with ailthe
lie admittevd that when I invited hlm toabllity and ail the courage I possessed.
join the Administ-ration I was called upon Wliat is the position or the lion. gentie-
to forn, lie gave his adhesion and became man .(Mr. Costigan) now? Is lie carrying
a member of my G:avernmenmt. and lie has out the sentiments embodied in his letter?
read a paper whiehli e communicated to Is le carrying out tbe conditions whieli lie
me announcine- the views and principles addressed 1:0me, %len lie deserts the Col-
whieh lie lield in regard to that subject. servative party, that party which fougît
The first statemuent he mnakes in that letter and feu with their faces to the foe;that

is party -which fouglit the battie of the Rtoman

He was forced to the humiliating admission 1 ont bis eoiditjils- wlien lie deserts tlîat party
that he had been unable to secure anything like:
fair treatnent for the Irish Catholie peoplett
wbere their interests were involved.te

Yetwio,i 
order to attain power. struiodou tiYe.8r lie st:, 1 i hu~Iois~todyt1le just claimis of the Romaun Caà,tholie lu]-

and says, th at toi this hour liewolstnan _-ays t + thL or wOl1I( sttilld iîorîty wlîen tîîey were pi'essed in titis
by Sir John Macdonald. And, Sir, if any lt'(use ly the Conservative party of Canada.
mai vas responsibie for Irish eatholcs not He knows that we went to the country, pro-
having got that which they were entitlednouncertain sound that if we
to if that charge stood against anybody, were returned te power we would bringInto
it stood against the Right Hon. Sir John dis Flouse a 'measure that would (10 justice
Macdonald. who was se long in power. If'to the Roman Catholie minorlfy (f#lie pro-
that charge lay against anybody, it vas vinee of Manitoba. He knows that the
against the lIon. Sir John Abbott, it was rigît hon. leader of this fouse himself,
against the Hon. Sir John Thoiimpson, it seeking power, deciared solemnly 1[
was against the Hon. Sir Mackenzie Bowell; people of the great province of Quebec that
it was not against me, vecause I had noifjle obtained power lie would go further
opportunity as Premier of showing what than I lad gene, and Give a stronger measure
I eould do for Irish Catholics, nor for any and more complete relief if lie did net obtain
person else, as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Cos- it by other means. That was tlie position;
tigan) knows. He (Mr. Costigan) knows, and what dees the lion, gentleman do? le
for lie sat side by side in the Canadian desets those who have always stood true.
Cabinet long enougli with me te know, thatl power or out of power. te the cardinal
the first Irish Catholie judge that ever principle of justice to an oppressed minority,
adorned the benich cf Nova Scotia was nomi-and lie goes over to the men w1ho lave re-
nated by me. He (Mr. Costigan) knows pudiated tiat principle. and who prevented
more. He knows that the first Irish Catho-
lie Governor of that province was nomi- their iglits on the last occasion. But. Si,
nated by me. He knows that on every oc- what more? Why, Si. the hon. gentleman
casion, from the first hour or my publicw emc
life down to the present, no man has shown lias It been amended? fas the riglt hou.
more readiness than I have te deal with leader of this buse brouglt In a measure
the claims and interests of persons of ail te aeud that -ct, and to provide for an
classes and of all creeds, without prejudice equitable distribution of the proceeds of the
against any creed, and lie knows that when- sebool lands In Manitoba? He knews he bas
ever they were entitled to promotion, tenet and here tle hof.agentlean stans
prominence and distinction, they received I tixiut t we hadow of ngexcuse tr is
it at my hands as far as I was able te give
it. What more ? He (Mr. Costigan) said bis finger against one jet or tIttieoe -

liemad stpuatins efoe e eterd fuepolmcy which 1 have sustaîned and whmch myhe made stipulations befor e entered the hon. frends behind me have sustaned, amiCabinet of whi I was Prime Minister. abandons bis party because lie thinks it Is
He knew right well that there was no cause net rigît to have officials wbo bave disgraed
for stipulations. He knew right well thatae
at a most important erisis, when the In- and (epede seersonal co ntoo
terests of the Roman Catholies were at staketemendnos orntersd. IsyxuptIost
and when that had become a cardinal ques- deen wît terhou. geI lema traed
tion ; the hon. gentleman (Mr. Costigan)ameparatebas.wenwea Ismatîe
knows. that at the request of Sir Mackenzie ant shlm, becasecnoimane, struge
Bowell himself-after I refused te listen the innate struggle, whIch any man of lon-
to any proposal from any source whatever our or standing or claracter must undergo.
In reference te party matters in this countrylI passlng tirough the terrible ordeal through.
-he knows that the Hon. Sir Mackenzie which that han. gentleman bas been obliged
Bowell sent for nie and invited me to be- te pass in order te reacli is present positin
come a member of his Cabinet, and lie and for objeets wlicm1 do not tblnk 1 miscon-
knows that baving done so and having been strue wîen called upon te meet one of the
appolnted te the leadership of the Conser- most coarse Invectives w1th which I have ever
vative party in this House. I fought, how-
ever feebly, that battle; and le (Mr. Ces-ee ln leman teiar) owhslthatItfopUghtitwih lt
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the " Free Press " of this city, in which he
denounced our conduct in pressing for li-
quirles into official misconduet, and in which
he said that we had adopted a brutal course.
Sie, I can understand the difficulty of the
lion. gentleman ; but he forgot himself andi
lie forgot the intelligence of the people of this
country when he gave vent to sucb excuses
as those to which I have referred.

Now, Sir, I do not intend to occupy mucil
time on this subject. It is not necessary:
but I may say this,% that fron the hour I
landed in Canada down to this hour I chal-
lenge t1he hon. gentleman to name one single
act of any description whatever in which I
have failed to maintain, as best I could, with
what little ability I possess, the best tradi-
tions of the Conservative party. Our prin-
ciples to-day are the principles they have
always been. Our pollcy to-day is the policy
that made Canada what it Is, and the hou.
gentleman knows it. I say, therefore, that I
listened in vain for any justification what-
ever for the course which the hon. gentleman
has pursued. With all the want of confi-
dence whichlihe intimates lie had in me, the
hon. gentleman, as I said before, closed his
mouth, as far as the mouth of an honourable
man could be closed, against uttering one
word to my discredit when he entered the:
Cabinet of which I was the head, at my In- 1
vitation. and remained there as long as he
was able to do so. What more ? The hon.
gentleman says that when certain of the gen-
tlemen behind me were caballing to depose
ime from the leadership of the Conservative
party, lie was prepared to stand valiantly by
my side and defend me against all comers.
And yet, S3r, the hon. gentleman takes his
seat without uttering one Word that can
justify an act on his part unparalleled In
Canada, and unparalleled In any other coun-
try.

Now, Sir, I do not Intend to say more than
this, that so far as the hon. gentleman's
seat is concerned, I did say, and I felt, that
the hon. gentleman had made an exhibition
that never has been paralleled in this House
nor in the House of Commons of England
nor in any other place where parliamentary
institutions are respected, iby voting agalnst
his party without one word of explanation.
Then. having found that those with whom
he iwas assoclated overlooked that act, and
did not challenge him, he asks, why did we
not attack the hon. member for iNorth Vic-
toria (Mr. Hughes) for voting against us on
the Yukon question ? Why do we not attaek
gentlemen for voting against us on any
question ? We do not attack them because
under our system of government It is open
to men, on whichever side of the House
they sit, to differ, and conscientiously
differ, from their party on important ques-
tions. But on the question which the hon.
gentleman selected, there was a deep signi-
ficance in the position he took that he would
leave the Conservative side of the House
and go into the ranks of that party who will
not permit official misconduct to be properly

and tIoroughly investigated. I do not intend
to follow that matter further at tiis moment,
for very sufficient reasons ; but when I do
take it up, I will not deal with the hon. gen-
tleman who has been so auxious to place a
respectable distance between us. in which
desire I sympathize most heartily. This
seat. Sir. the seat lie occupied in this House,
was not his. It was mine. He occupied that
seat in virtue of having been a colleague of
mine in the late Administration. lie was
placed there by me, and the moment he was
prepared to abandon me and the party and
his old associations, he was bound to leave
that seat. his occupaney of which prevented
that intereommunication between old col-
leagues which is absolutely necessary ; and
he was bound to regard the slightest hint
that it was only reasonable to place a con-
siderable distance between us in future.

Nov. Sir, I have never had In my publie
life a more painful duty to discharge than
that which I have had to discharge to-day.
Not because I regret the loss of the hon. gen-
tleman or his defection froni the party whilch
I lead. I think we eau stand that, and a
great deal more ; but I am afrald, after the
threat that bas -been held out to me. that I
shall have to crave from you. Mr. Speaker.
the protection of the Sergeant-at-Arms to
escort me to my home. for fear of that con-
dign punlshment which the hon. gen-
tleman seenis to desire to infilet upon me.
An octogenarian, as my hon. friend the jun-
ior member for Halifax (Mr. Russell) says-
a valetudinarian, as the hon. gentleman says
I am-I think I am able to take care of my-
self even lu that conflict. I will not say
more. In saying those few words. I have
diseharged perhaps the most painful duty
of) my public life, and one I trust I shall
never be called on to discharge again during
the brief period that remains to me.

Mr. JOHN ROSS ROBERTSON (East To-
ronto). I have listened with not a little in-
terest, and, I confess, some euriosity. to the
statement of the hon. member for Victoria.
N.B. (Mr. Costigan). The making of such a
statement was not unexpected, for his
last political -, move. his desertion of the
party with which he: bas been allied, as he
himuself states, for thirty-eight years past.
denanded some explanation. His flitting
from one political side of this House to the
other may give joy to hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, yet I have reason to believe that the
loss of this side is not looked on as a great
Liberal gain. The hon. member for Vic-
toria, N.B., bas gone up and down the gamut
of his political life, and his explanation em-
braces not only a criticism regarding his
late political friends, but he bas also seen
fit to draw Into the Unes of discussion the
opinions expressed upon bis actions by the
newspaper press, and more especially by the
Toronto " Evening Telegram." IHe referred
to the editorial opinions expressed by that
journal, and was also, good enough to say,

î that there Is no artist with skill enough to
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portray my face on paper. But there is no ias been made between an honourable man
doubt in my mind that ·the artist nakes like mey hon. friend the member for Victoria,
a dead shiot every time he gets bis pencil N.B., (Mr. Costigan), and myself, and It will
at the face of the hon. gentleman. The .be found that there is not a shadow of reason
hon. gentleman must be aware, as a public whatever to suspect elther him or me of hav-
man, that bis acts, whether as a private ing been guilty of a dishonourable bargain.
member or when he was a Minister of the Motion withdrawn.
Crown, are fair subjects for newspaper com-
ment ; and, from all the hon. gentleman has THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION.
given us this afternoon as an excuse for his
desertion, I am irclined to think that the Mr. JOHN ROSS ROBERTSON (East To-
newspaper press have not dealt unfairly ronto). Before the Orders of the Day are
with him. I am not here, however, to jus- called, I desire to call the attention of the
tify any comments which may have appear- right hon. First Minister and the members
ed in the columns of the journal which I of the Government, and every other member
have the honour to own. The fact is, that of this House, to a very important cable-
the actions of the hon. gentleman are suffi- gram that appears in the London "Times9"
eient justification, not only for what the of ths maorning, and in the London evening
Toronto " Evemng Telegram "has said, but papers of this evening. The correspondent,for what it might say. The hon. gentleman and the cable agent, of the Toronto "Even-
needl not blame the Conservative party for in Telegram" wIres me to this House, as
any wrong he may have suffered at my 'follows--
hands. I accept the fullest responsibility '
for anything that may have been said, either The New York correspondent of the London
inside or outside of this House. " Times " cables that the Canadian Government

The hon. gentleman, in one of the letters is responsible for delay in settlement of questions
before the Anglo-American Commission, and addslie read, has referred to the rights of the commission will probably not meet again. Lon-

Irish race. I have no doubt that the hon. don afternoon papers comment on it. "Globe "
menuber for Victoria, N.B., (Mr. Costigan) regrets prominence given to report. "Pall Mail
regards himself as a patriot and an orna- Gazette " and " St. James' Gazette " attach im-
ment to the Irish race. I admire the Irish portance to it.
people ; and. because I admire them, I amSincef the recelpt of that eablegram, I bave
striving to forget that any section of the Irlsh also another cablegram from the Assoclated
people in Canada ever accepted the leader- Press in London,whlcl states, that the For-
ship of the hon. gentleman. I admit that he eign Office officiais confirm the statement,
has many of the good qualities of the Irish and says Alaska 1 the hopeless hîteh whlch
race ; but he seems to iack that noble virtue preudes an agreement.
of falthfulness in adversity ; and when. In 1 think that this cablegrarn 18 80 Import-
the fulness of time-and I hope the time is ant tbat the right bon. First Minîster, and
long, long distanthe is gathered to his bis colleagues, and fuis House should be In-
fathers. his monument should bear this epi- formed of it. If the statement Is net cor-
taph : "Here iles an Irlshman who was reet, the sooner a denial of It Is sent across
faithful to the Conservative party so long as the wires to the newspapers ln England th&
the Conservative party was on a dividend- better. I think it is only justie te the
paylng basis."1e 

o
payig bais."erument that I1sehould read this cablegram.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau- The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier.) I hope the bon. member for Victoria. rier). My lin. friend le aware-if le Is fot,
N.B., (Mr. Costigan) having brought this mo. I think le ought te be aware-that there le.
tion simply to have the opportunity of mak- nothing new-wbatever ln that statement.
ing the statement he wanted to make, will The matters referred te the commission, I
now withdraw it. stated on the floor of this House several

Mr. COSTIGAN. I beg leave to ask per- times, were allu a fair way of adjustment.
mission of the House to withdraw my mo- when we came te the point that we could
tion. net agree on the Alaskan boundary, and, as

The MINISTER F INLAND REVENUE comission culd not agree on the AI-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbnire). Beforetheaskaboudary, the Britsh commissioners.(SI.-HnriJol deLotlnire) Beoretherefused te, proceed witb any ether question.
motion Is wlthdrawn, I beg leave to allude We took the ground that, until the Arerican
to a hint whleh was dropped by the bon. Government bad eîtier agreed te make a
leader of the Opposition with reference to settlement of that question or referred It te
the change that has taken place in the gene- arbîtration, no other question should be dealt
ral conduet of -the lion. member for Victoria, wlth by us. By that ground we stand, and
N.B., (Mr. Costigan) by alluding to a certainIttbnk that, lInse delng, we shah have the
inqulry that Is going on now before the cem- support of te country.
mittee of this House. I shall not enter into
any details, which I bave not the right te POINT JEROME LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPR
enter into now, but wdll merely say, that,
when the report of that committee is 'made,M G

it wil be ondthat o unorflybar Sinceay ae ceipt ol tak ealerm lion have

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON.
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ter of Marine and Fisheries, if he has tabled
the papers called for by me in connection
with the dismissal of the Point Jerome light-
house-keeper?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I have not,
but will make a note of the question.

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL

House again resolved itself into commit-
tee to consider a certain resolution respect-
ing the Drummond County Railway.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. BENJAMIN RUSSELL (Halifax). Be-

fore the committee rose last night, I had
dealt with the question of the necessity of
the extension of the Intercolonial Railway to
the city of Montreal, with the question of the
propriety of the mode by which the Govern-
ment proposed to effect that connection, and
with what seemed to me the only substan-
tial questicn that is in controversy before
the House, viz., the fairness and justice of
the bargain into which the Government has
entered with that road. I had gone on to
say that estimating by any transaction of
the same kind under any previous Govern-
ment, the transaction that 'had been entered
into by the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals in this Government had come out
trinmphant, that of the transactions of a
similar kind entered Into by previous Gov-
ernuients in this country, there had been
"some thiirty, some sixty and sone an hun-
dred-fold " more expensive to the country
than this particular transaction upon which
ihis Government have entered. I showed
that. even comparing that bargain with
transactions between private corporations-
perhaps a more legitimate basis for compari-
son for such a purpose as this-the com-
parison was in favour of this Government.
I showed tbat this bargain was more fav-
ourable to the Government than even the
Grand Trunk, a private corporation, in deal-
Ing with other corporations, had been able
to effeet in Its own interest. And I argued
that a fair way of arriving at a conclusion
in respect of this matter was not at all the
one which has been adopted by my hon. and
learned colleague fron the city of Halifax
(Mr. Border). or the hon. member for West-
moreland (Mr. Powell). the two gentlemen
who with another hon. gentleman signed
the minority report of the Drnrnmond
County Conimittee. but that the true crite-
ion was that embodied in a statement made
by the present hon. leader of the Opposition
whei the Lévis and Rivière du Loup con-
tract was before the House. I will read it
again .:

We think that a fair mode of arriving at the
price is to look at what expenditure the Gevern-
ment would be obliged to make if that road was
not in existence.

Now, my hon. friend from Westmoreland1

d2ffers froni; that as a proper means of coi-
putation. Hle says you must look at the
net earnings of the road, and, having figured
out to his own satisfaction that there were
no net earnings of this Drummond County
road, he reached the conclusion-from such
a premise, and with such reasoning, he was
really driven to the conclusion-that no value
could be attached to the road except, pos-
sibly, the 'value of the rails for old iron,
the value of the sleepers for firewood, and
1:he value of the right of way, if It could
possibly have had any value at ail except as
a right of way for a railway. How would
that criterion work as a means of judging of
the value of the Lévis and Rivière du Loup
road ? A computation on that basis, would
prove that the Government should not have
raid a single cent for that road, that, on the
contrary, they should have demanded a
bonus from the Grand Trunk when they
took the road over, that an annaity should
have been paid by the Grand Trunk to the
Goverument for having graciously inter-
posed and relleved them of the burden of
running that railway. That is the only pos-
sible conclusion that could be justified by the
facts and the logic of the hon. memrber for
Westmoreland. But if we wish to make a
more complete reductio ad absurdum of that
method of arriving at the value of a railway
in sueh a case, let us suppose for a moment
that the Intercoloalal Railway. built and
owned by the Government of this country,
1.ad been built by a private corporation, and
suppose that it was being run at the ex-
lense of that corporation, as it is now
being rîun at ti expense of the Government,
incar--ing annual defielts, as hon. gentlemen
opposite have told us the Ilitercolonial Rail-
way does. not paying dividends to its stock-
holde-.s. not even paying interest upon the
eapital it had borrowed; and suppose that
the Government had corme to the conclusion
that it was necessary for public purposes-
for the purpose of oarrying out some scheme
for the nationalization of ralways all over
rhe country or of conpleting a transconti-
nentai railway-to possess thUemselves of
that railway from Montreal to the maritime
provinces-under such circumstances, what
w oubl be the price we should be called upon
to give for the purpose of acquiring that
road ? The hon. gentleman (Mr. Powellb
says that we must look at the net earnings
of1 the road, that we must consider what any
person would give for It in the market--valu-
ing the rails. I suppose, as old iron and the
sleepers as firewcod, and the right of way
on the principles I mentioned a moment ago.
According to the hon. gentleman we must
not take the eriterion adopted by the
leader of the Opposition when he was con-
ducting the negotiations for the Lévis and
Rivière du Loup road, we must not ask what
it would cost the Government to bulld the
road. The method su.gested by the hon.
irentlenan (Mr. Powell) was not counsidered
1-y the present leader of the Opposition a
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fair one when lie had to consider a similar
proposition. The hon. member for West-
moreland would tell us, I suppose, that there
were no earnings to the Intercolonial Rail-
way, there was no interest being paid to the
bondholders, and, therefore, it was proper
that the conpany owning that road should
pay us a bonus to take it off their hands.
That, I think, is the conclusion that is ar-
rived at by the logic of the hon. member for
Westmoreland, if logic is worth anything,
and If "logic is logic."

The hon. gentleman referred also. as a
test of valuation, to the option which is
alleged to have been given by the owners
of the road to Mr. Farwell and assigned
by hlim to Mr. Hugh Ryan. If there were
other options than those referred to ln
the book w'hich embodies the evidence taken
before the Drummond County Committee,
I am not aware of them, and. therefore, i
do not possess the advantage that the hon.
gentleman iad in discussing matters fnot lui
evidence. But I think that, if there were
sucli options. considering the elaborateness
of the inquiry and the opportunities afforded
those hon. gentlemen to place the facts on re-
cord before the committee and so before th,
House, it was their duty to have made known
the facts. 1, at all events. am not in a posi-
tion to deal with any other options than those
in the evidence taken before the committee
and in report made by the committee.
Using that so-called option as a test of the
valuation of the road, I contend that the
only evidentiary value it bas for that pur-
pose is the light in which it was regarded
by the gentlemen by whom It was given,
Mr. Farwell, Mr. Greenshields and the other
parties to the option. If it had happened
that Mr. Haggart-I speak of the hon. mem-
ber as he appeared before the committee-
when Minister of Railways and Canals had
not happened to be aware of the conditions
attached to that option, that does not matter
a single pennyworth in this controversy.
Even if Mr. Ryan. to whom it was assigned,
was not aware of the conditions on which it
was given to him and of the arrangements
made with regard to profit on the transac-
tion which it was supposed he could con-
summate with the Government of that day,
that has no bearing upon the facts
wlth regard to the option as a test
of the value of that road. It is quite
true that the ex-Minister of Rallways and
Canals said in his evidence before the com-
mittee that he had never heard of any
proposa] for a higher price to be charged
for the Drummond County road than the
one made in the option of $500,000. He seems
to have been-I am taking the impression
conveyed by the evidence given before that
committee-he seems to have been under the
impression that he got notice of that option
through Mr. Ives, who was then a member of
the Government of that day. Referring to
that at page 151 of this report. I wish to
call the attention of the House to what was

Mr. RUSSELL.

said in respect to that particular subject. The
hon. gentleman was asked, after ne had
given his direct evidence as a witness before
the Drummond County committee:

Q. Did Mr. Ives give you any information as to
what the road could be bought for ?-A. It was
just general information.

Q. Do you undertake to swear that he gave you
to understand the road could be bought for $500,-
000 ?
Now, that is the crucial question in the
case in respect to tha-t option, as presented to
the ex-Minister of Rallways and Canal.s.
What is his answer ?

Oh, I do not think so.
He did not think that Mr. Ives gave him ta>
understand that that road could be bought
for $500,000. Well, then, if he was not given.
to understand that the road could be bought
for $500,000, what value to us can this option
be as a test of the value of the road ? It is
only because that road was offered to tLie
hon. gentleman for $500,000 that the facts
in connection with that option so-called eau
have a~iy vailue whatever.

Mr. HAGGART. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me to explain what I meant? The
option was given to me of the road as far as
completed at $50 000. When I was speak-
ing to Mr. Ives I was speaking ln that sense.
I did not know or say that the road as finish-
ed to Chaudière Junction could be got for
any such sum.

Mr. RUSSELL. The hon. gentleman will
entirely misunderstand me if he supposes
that I am saying anything for the pupose
of putting him In an awkward position lu
respect to this matter. I am onily referring
to these circumstances for the purpose of
showing that that $50,000 option so-called.
under the circumstances under which it was
given, would, with the conditions with vhicl
it was clogged, even with the understanding
on which it was presented to the hon. gen-
tleman, be of na value whatever such as is
sought to be attached to it by the
hon. member for Halifax and the hon.
member for Westmoreland, and such
as Is attempted to be given to It in
the minority report, which they sought to
have made the report of the majority of the
Drummond County Rallway Committee. I
think that is absolutely conclusive. I repeat
that it makes no difference, it would make
no difference, even if I had not been able to
point to this conclusive evidence given by the
ex-Minister of Railways and Canais in an-
swer to the questions put to hlm by the
chairman of the committee,-even supposing
we were not able- to bring that In support
of the contention that I am making, I say it
would make no difierence in the world what
the ex-Minister of Railways and Canals
thought, what Mr. Ryan thought, who was
charged to a certain degree with that nego-
tiation, or what any other gentleman thought
in reference to that $500.000 option. The

3 67 -d3671



[MAY 26, 1899]

sole question would be What was the in- Q. Was there ever any authority given to any-
tention of the parties by whom that option body to sell for $400,000 ?-A. Never.
was given, by whomn that right was con- Q. You would not have taken it, I presume ?-

ferred, by Mr. Farwell, by Mr. Green- A. Xever.
shields and by the associates of these gen- Now I come to the question as to the ac-
flenien. Now. the evideuce in regard to tual cost, the actual expenditure upon this
that is clear and absolutely Incontrovertible, 1 road. I think that is really the most im-
and I do not think there has been any at- portant inquiry in respect to this matter,
tenpt to controvert it ; and that is that that that is, the actual sun of money expended
so-called option was given with a clear and by these gentlemen who were engaged in
absolutely distinct understanding on their the construction of that road. The direct
part that it was to be subject to the condition cost of the road Is stated in the direct evi-
that there was to be a further dividend alto- dence of the witness that was called on that
gether outside of and apart f rom the nominal point, and who would know ail about the
price of $500,000 mentioned in the option- matter, as he was the book-keeper from be-
that there was to be added to that a division ginning to end of the transaction. The cost
of any profits that should happen to be made of that road up to the present time, or I
by Mr. Ryan should he succeed in making a should say 28th February, 1898, was $1,908,-
satisfactory bargain with the late Govern- 1 271.33. The amount of expenditure up to
ment, as it was supposed he would be able to the 30th June, 1894, was $1,163,970.60.
do. for the sum of $2,500,000· Now, I ather fron the evidence of this wit-

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Mr. Farwell does ness, Mr. Newton, who signed all the cheques
not state that that was the case with regard! huiself, together with Mr. Church and Mr.
to all the shareholders. He states It was the Mitchell, that he always knew of his own
vase withi huniself and some others, but not knowledge the purposes for whIch the
so far as the rest of the shareholders were cheques were signed. The returns show that
concerned. up to June 30th, 1895. there had been ex-

pended upon the road, in round numbers,
Mr. RUSSELL. Be t so ; that does not 1i.225.000 : ard up to 1890. $1,360,00; and

make any essential difference in the matter. up to 1897. $1,500.000. Now, the direct testi-
Mr. Greenshields and Mr. Farwell absolute- nmony of that witness, Mr. Newton, was sub-
ly conditioned their option upon there belng jected to the most rigorous cross-examina-
a partition of any profits that were to be tion by the hon. member for Westmoreland;
made over and above the amount at which and I think no person can have noticed the
that option nominally stood, and any other conduct of those cross-examinations by my
theory of that option would be, to my mind, hon. frieid and by mny hon. colleague without
absolutely ,nonsensical. You will remember perceiving that they were very adroitly con-
that that option was given on July 16ti, ducted, and if there was any possibility of
1894 ; that is the evidence. It Is admitted in weakening t [;hefrce of the direct statements
the draft report signed by my hon. friend made by the witnesses in that investigation,
from Halifax and my hon. friend from West- I am quite sure that those lion. gentlemen
moreland, that at that date there was a debt iwould iave beer able to acm)liphsli the task.
due to the bank of $178,213.65, which repre- The cross-examîiination of the hon. member
sented money that had been invested in that for Westnioreland Powell) of ibis parti-
road. The evidence shows conclusively that clari and is method of cross-ex-
there had been $400,000 of capital expended :inination. in whiclie souglit to trace the
upon the construction of the road. that there Pre beii s s
had been a local government subsidy obtain- to search that witness' knowledge from bis
ed of $135,666.42, that there had been a fed- memory and froui the booîýs, -o far as le
eral subsidy also of $41,300, and, I believe.Lad fliem there, In respect to the different
considerably more, but not having been able stages in the progress of the work Oown
to obtain the figures, I can only state them to June 30, 1888. to June 30. 1889. and so
up to that amount. So that there had been on to 1897,was most r1gorous. He asks
$755.176.07 actual money value put Into that hlm: How do you make it up? He tests
road previous to that date of July 16th. 1894, huîn by seeking to discover: Where did you
there being at that tine about 82 miles of get bhe money for-the purpose of expending
the road completed, and seven miles of the it on this road as you aliege ut was ex-
road under construction, as shown by the pended up to these dates, and he carnes
minority report signed by the bon. members hlm through from ycar to year, and If there
for Westmoreland and Halifax. It would be Is any break in lis evidence, if there had
ridiculous to suppose that these gentlemen been any break, the rigorous cross-examina-
would have been willing to seli that rofd tion f the on. member for Westmoreiand
under these cîrcuistances, with these ex- mnust have disovr d imtho affirm, asa
penditures upon It for the sum of $500.000. matter of opinion, afier reading over the

As to tc $400.000 option, of wbch ross-exar1nation as careful y as I ar able
mention bas been made. s think that to read Engish, that there Is no break dis-
can be conciuslvely disposed of by the state-'h overable. that there is no flaw discovered,
mentcof 'Mr.chellasad e 36 cfhirman: f ped uth t teseate, andhe tatimoes
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rigorous method of eross-examnation,, so
adroitly aud astutely pursued by the hon.
member for Westmoreland. First of ail,
he takes him down to June 30th1, 1888, and he
asks, what means had you up to that date ;
where did you get your money for the pur-
pose of expending it up to that date. The
witness goes on to say : We had $40,000 of
capital ; we borrowed $31,602 ; we had a
subsidy of $15,057, and material was sup-
plied us to the extent of $50,000. * That
nakes up a total of $136.659, which is en-

tirely in accord with the statement that
$131,O00 had been the cost of the road up
to June 3otl, 1888. So e goes on in the
same way for 1889. I de not know that
it is necessary to weary the House with
giving all the figures. On the suth of June,
1890, the amount paid out for building the
line was given as $729,314.52, which amount
was taken over into the new books of Mr.
Newton as secretary of the company. Now,
I admit fraukly that that would be a point
at which I would look for Inaccuracies and
for fallacies If I myself were conducting
an examination of that sort. I would have,
questioned the witness as to the way in
which he made up that $729,314.52, as to
which he was not able to give details, and
·as to whieh he did not give details before
the committee. The hon. member for West-!
aroreland very properly searched him in
reference to that; he cross-examined him
in reference to that point, and asked him
how he made up the figures, the capital
.and the resources that entered into that
expenditure of $729,314.52, which amount

showing that it was so conducted as to
give us the assurance that if there really
were anything fictitious about this expendi-
ture of $729,314.52, the hon. member for
Westmoreland would have discovered it. I
say he lias only discovered some $6,000 or
$7,000. This accounts for $596,827.96 of
the $729,314.52 which It is asserted was ex-
pended on the road up to that time. Fur-
ther evidence on that point does not seem
to have been given at this stage, but it is
not difficult for us to come to the conclu-
sion that the floating debt of the company
which at the end of June. 1889. was $65,-
151.76, had 'during the course of another
year been increased to $132,987, whleh is all
that is required to bring these actual specifie
items to the sum of $729,314.52, which Mr.
Newton says was actually expended on the
construction of the road up to some date,
I will not say exactly to a day what It
Is, as it does not seem to be mentioned
in the evidence at that stage, but up to a
certain date ln 1890, when these books were
taken over and whleh surn vas given at
$729.314.52. Up to that date all the ac-
counts were kept in the firm's books,
and Mr. Newtoin was their book-keeper.
Considerable bother was made about the
fact there were no books presented to the
committee showing the details of that $729,-
314.52. Whose fault was it that these books
were not there ? I am sure the chairman
of the committee sought every bit of In-
formation that could be obtained. I am
sure that he was assisted by the hon. mem-
ber for Antigonish (Mr. Mclsaaç) in getting

was taken over in the books of the com- ailthe information that could be obta1neI,
pany when Mr. Newton became book-keeper and the hon. member for New Westminster
of the company instead of merely book- (Mr. Morrison). The clairman of the con-
keeper of the contractors for the road. 1 nîittee went out 0f lis way to ask ail thc
shall not say whetlier the statement I have questions possible for the purpose of dis-
just made as to the precise nature of the covering where the books were, wlo was
change ln Mr. Newton's connection with tle their custodian, wlere le lived and how
business Is accurate or whether It is lie could be brougît before the committec.
not ; It Is not essential. The essential It appears lI testinony, as laving been
-point Is this, thatIat was incumbent brougl t out by the chairman, that t e busi-
upon that witness who said that less had been sold "last fal" to Charles
to this date $729,314.52 lad been ac- Churc Mand). two sons. that George
tually expended upon the road, to show!hurehi was arrying on thi business, and lie
tbc sources froni which that money carne. -tq e proper person te appy to for these
-What were thc sour.es and whatt did lie books. Now, mark, Sir, that those on
qay ? He sald 1t. was made up of the membe having orbtained that distinct
pald-up stock of Cliarles Churdi, $133,400"I ad speaific information as to the source
'of William Mitchell. $1,33,400; of Thornas fri whlch they miglit derive aIl possible
Pei, $133,3 . ThIenthere was a subsidy Ibforoatiout ato thec details of this $729.-
from the local gothrnment 0f $1359662.2, a 314t52u the moment that tley discoveredtotid ate$729,314.52a d bve enae.fexatl and precisely wer they eouldget
$4ll00, and there were the net earnings of that information. where they could obtan
the road, which th icyad been ale to appy these books, where thy could find the
to w the putoposes of construction. Tc hon. custodian of them, his description and bis
m lember for Westmoreland halenged hm pla ce of residene, they absoltely lost ail
on that pont, and admit that lic coi- interemt In ta tfurthe prosecutilon of th $9-
froldhlm to strike off some $6.00f0or $7.0 aquiry tHe was neer subpnaed to pro.
from the F$19e765 dt which lie had paced those madet nd e recise to ther ter ou ge

1net earnnngs. That will not s he very eaiset adnformaethey dolt the ponsideration of this matter. how- hon, gentlemen, having dt tecir disposaithose ample and effectua Meang of getting
ever, the cirenmstance is Important as show- t ale da lu se to tptig
ing the rigour of the cross-examination, and atall the details in respect to that parti-

Mr. RUSSELL. eular expenditure which they professed to
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desire, lost all further interest in the mat-
ter, and yet, not having prosecuted It to
the end, not having gone to the fountain-
head, they have the assurance to cone be-
fore this House and present to this Ilouse'
their own suspicions, their own conjectures
and imaginings in respect to that matter, and
to ask this House to come to the conclusion
that there Is somethilng fishy, that there is
something rotten which ought not to be sane-
tioned in respect to the entry of $729,314..2
as to the cost of the construction of that road
up to June 30th, 1890.

Now, Sir, as to all further expenditures,
Mr. Newton spoke at first hand, when he
placed before that committee all the details
that it was possible for anybody to ask for
In reference to the construction of the road.
He gave evidence before the committee
which, I belleve, would be admissible even
In a court of justice, where the rules of evi-
dence are altogether more strict and narrow
than they are ever understood to be before
committees of this House. Every practlsing
lawyer knows, and every sclentttie lawyer
knows, that the rules of evidence, as ad-
ministered by the courts of justice, very fre-
quently exclude evidence which, to any In-
telligent man prosecuting an inquiry for the
mere purpose of comIng at a right conclu-
sion, would have the highest possible evi-
dentlary value, but whlch, by virtue of good
general principles, are excluded ln the courts
of justice, but are not excluded la un-
technical inquirles, such as was conducted
by this Drummond County Committee. i
say, that the evidence with regard to what
occurred aft er June, 1890,- so far as I am
able to form an opinion at this moment, was,
every bit of it, evidence which could even
have been presented by a witness under all
the restrictions and under all the limitations
of the administration of justice in a court
of law. We have, therefore, thus far come
to this result : That it was clearly proved
before that commlttee, as a matter of direct
and positive testimony, that there was actu-
ally expended on this% road by the persons
who were lnterested in it and with whom
the Government were seeking to make a
bargalu-there was actually expended by
the persons who bullt the road and sold it
to the Government, the sum which this wit-
ness states ln his unimpeached evidence,
namely, $1,908,271.23. If that statement of
Mr. Newton Is not a true statement, certain-
ly the members of that committee had
ample and abundant opportunity to prove
that It was not a correct statement, aud, If
they left unused the resources by which
they eould have discovered errors in that
statement made by Mr. Newton, as to
the actual amount of money expended on
that road, they are cerany culpable be-
fore this House and before -the people of
this country for not hav!n aunearthed what
was wrong ln conuection with this matter.
The mnembers o! that committee were cer-
tainly culpable, If they did not take pains
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to exhaust the sources of information that
were placed at their disposal in reference
to the alleged actual expenditure on this
road. We must, therefore, take it as proven.
that the sum sta.ted by this witness in bis
evidence, was the sum that was actually ex-
pended upon that road.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think that really ex-
hausts the question at issue before this com-
mittee, and I might very well cease to weary
the cornmittee with any f urther observa-
tions, were It not that my bon. friend (Mr.
Borden) did fnot content himself with deal-
ing with the question which is really the only
question before the House, but proceeded to
make observations outside of the resolution,
and observations whieh I feel it to be ineum-
bent upon me to deal with at sone slight
length. For I fear that, if I failed to make
somne observations in answer to the remarks
of the hon. gentleman (11.r. Borden), It might
'be taken for granted by some stupid people,
that those remarks, irrelevant as they were
to the subject under discussion, were remarks
that could not be satisfactorily refuted. I am
not willing to labour under that Imputation.
I am not willing that the Government of
this country sbould labour under that im-
putation which my hon. colleague (Mr. Bor-
den) sought to fasten on it. I am not will-
lng that the Minister of Railways should
labour under the undeserved imputation
which the hon. gentleman (Mr. Borden)
sought to fasten upon him. of having been
gullty of the promotion of sectional Inter-
ests and provincial interests antagonistic to
the province of Nova Scotia and to the city
of Halifax, In his administration of the de-
partment over which he presides. I do very
deeply regret that my hon. and eminent col-
league (Mr. Borden) bas imported, as I
think, unnecessarily, into this discussion, a
purely sectional question, a parochial ques-
tion almost, as to alleged discrimination be-
tween! the city of Halifax and the city of
St. John. I remember reading, with some
degree of discomfort-not to use a harsher
term-a discussion of that character which
took place In this House some years ago,
when some question came up as to the city
of Halifax and the interests of Halifax
as being supposed to be antagonistie to the
interests of the city of St. John. I then made
oa determiniation in my heart and mind. and
came to a resolution by which I shall endea-
vour to be governed lu my treatment of this
question to-day, never for a single moment,
If it were at all possible, to ask this House
or this country to be engaged in the consi-
deration of any such purely parochial ques-
tion as a supposed rivairy-for ( will not ad-
mit there is any question of real rivalry-
between the city ofHalifax and the city of
St. John, or any other eity on the continent
of America. 1- deplore the fact that my hon.
colleague Q<ir. Borden) feit hlmself bound to
introduee into the discussion of this matter
a question of se sectional and parochial a
character as the question of rivalry, if there
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he any rivalry, between the city of Halifax tion of an elevator lu the city of Halifax.
and the city of St. John. My lion. friend (Mr. Borden) must have a

shrewd suspicion that is the fact, and
An lion. MEMBER. There is no such not a mere fiction of the imagination.

rivalry. Then Le knows that there was a grant put
Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, there is not. in the Estinates for some considerable

But if this committee was impressed at all wharf accommodation at the city of Halifax,
by what muy hon. colleague sad, he certainly for a number of years before the late Gov-
souglit to leave the impression-I do not know ernment went out of power, and it remained
for what purpose-on the minds of the com- unexpended for several years while that
mittee, that. in some way or other, the treat- Government remained in power, and for the
ment of Halifax by the present Minister of whole balance of their term down to the
Railways had been prejudicial to the inter- lime that they went out of power, and I am
ests of that city. Now, Sir, I make bold to bound to say also for a considerable perlod
say. that never was there a Minister of after the present Government came into
Railways administering the affairs of the power; because the departmental subordi-
Railway Department of this country who nates of the hon. Minister of Railways had
held the balance more evenly between those been telling him ail along, and never ceased
two cities-if there be any antagonisnm or to tell him. that any increased accommoda-
riv-alry between them-than the Minister tion for the city of Halifax in that respect
of Railways (Mr. Blair) of this Government was not necessary. But the hon. Minister
lias held tc balance between the city of of Railways was open to argument from the
Halifax and the city of St. John. I go members for the city, from the Board of
further, and say-and I am sorry, in the in- Trade, from persons interested ln the affairs
terests of the Minister of Railways (Mr. of the city, and from my hon. friends the
Blair). that I am obliged to say it-that, so Minister of Finance and the Minister of
far as concerns his own constituents, lie has Militia as representing In this Government
nor done to them. thus far, the same justice the province of Nova Scotia. The hon. Min-
that he las done to the city of Halifax. ister of Railways was amenable to argument
Wha t are the facts1? Both the clty of and when the matter was fairly placed be-
St. John and the city of Halifax had, in fore him lie adopted our views and went
their interests, placed in the Estimates, a on with those improvements. They are now
year ago I think. a grant for two elevators approaching completion, and a large expen-
to be built, one In the city of Halifax and diture bas been made in the city of Halifax,
the other ln the city of St. John. My hon, which I make bold to say would not have
friend (Mr. Borden) says, that the elevator bleen made up to this liour if there had not
in the city of Halifax is not yet completed. been a ch:nge of Administration. I took a
Does lie know that the elevator in the city llittle trouble to- explain to the people of
of St. John is not yet begun, or, if it is, it Halifax who were interestedi ln these mat-
has only been very recently begun ? Does ters, in a series of letters which were never
ho know that the plans for the elevator In answered. which I would hardly accuse my
the city of St. John were not even put in lion. friend of having taken the trouble even
the hands of the arehitect until many to read-I took pains to explain that even in
months after the elevator in the city of so small a matter as the time-tables and
Halifax was advancing towards completion? imîaps published for the Intercolonial Rail-
Surely, If the hon. gentleman (Mr. Borden) way, the late Administration did not Indi-
knew that fact. he would not have eate that there was any way of getting out
thought it proper to disguise or conceal it of Halifax by water to any other part of the
from the committee, wben he was seeking continent of America. While it was indicat-
to make-for what purpose I do not know- ed that you could go from the port of St.
seeking to make te impression I have re- John by steamship to any other part of the
ferred to. with respect to the treatment of world, there was not the slightest indication
Halifax by the Minister of Railways (Mr. of any steamship line going from Halifax to
Blair), as compared with the treatment of any other part of the continent of America.
the city of St. John. The hon. gentleman !Even in so small a matter as that the late
(Mr. Borden) also knows that an elevator Administration was negligent of the inter-
had been erected in the city of Halifax ests of our city. But with a change
some years ago, and that it was destroyed of Administration we have had a change
by fire a considerable number of years be- of nethod. My hon. friend, for the
fore the enforced retirement from power of purpose of bolstering up an attack on
the late Government. He knows that that! the Government in relation to the city of
elevator remalned in ruins so long as Halifax, read a report which appeared in a
that Government remained in power, and Halifax newspaper from the hand of George
perhaps lie has arrived at the conclusion- Mitchell, as president of the Board of
any reasonable person would arrive at the Trade. and Alexander Stephen as mayor of
conclusion-that. if the Conservative Gov- the city of HaHlfax. In that report erlticisms
ernmnent had not gone out of power, there are offered upon an observation that hap-
would have been no movement whatever pened to be made by Mr. Blair as Minister
miade, Up fo this hour, for flic construe- of Railways, in a letter over lis hiand which

Mr. RUSSELL.
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appeared in the same Issue of the Halifax
"Morning Herald," that of December 7th.
1898. In this letter the bon. Minister made
what appears to me to be a fair and reason-
able statement, though It is put In large
capitals in the letter as printed :

We are not guaranteeing freight over our lino
for shipment from any point, not being so situ-
ated as to be able to do it. Perhaps later our
organization may become sufficiently complete ;
but I am inclined to doubt even the probability
of this fact.

Now, I cannot see that there Is anything
so very terrible in this statement. It is a
statement that the Government of this coun-
try were not prepared to go into the private
business of charterers, and were not pre-
pared to guarantee freight at the city of
Halifax or at the city of St. John either.
One would suppose, from the hon. gentle-
iLan's comments, that the bon. Minister of
Railways was guaranteeing freight at St.
John and refusIng to guarantee it at Hall-
fax ; but he was not guaranteeing freight
anywhere. Neither was he not sending
agents over the country to look out for busi-
ness in grain carrying for the Intercolonial
Railway. Now, I would like to know, ln the
name of all that is reasonable, what use
there would have been in sending agents
over western Canada to seek for grain ship-
ments when we had no means of making
use of those shipments on the Intercolonial
Railway elther at Halifax or St. John. I
would like to ask my hon. friend, who Is a
fair-minded man, whose fair-mindedness is
only corrupted by his present evil associa-
tions, who before be came into this
House was one of the fairest-minded
men on earth,, and who after he leaves It
will again be one of the fairest-minded men
-I put It to him, whether It would have been
sensible. or anything but farcical, for the
hon. MInlster of Railways to send agents all
over this coulitry to seek for shipments of
grain at Halifax, when, owing to the negli-
gence, the carelessness-I might say the
deliberate and intentional neglect of the
late Administratlon-there were absolutely
no terminal facilities at Halifax by which
those cargoes could be handled. Surely it
would have been one of the most mad specu-
lations that any man could enter upon, one
of the things that would have drawn from
the hon. leader of the Opposition the most
expressive adjectives to be found in the
English language. I have no quarrel with
what the Board of Trade said, In the
sense lu which I understand It ; but I want
to call my bon. frIend's attention to this
fact, that that very document from whieh
he read, but which he did not read ln full,
showed that the whole basis of any hopes
on the part of the city of Haiffax for getting
any trade of this character, and the whole
foundation on whlch they built their claim
to any speclal exertion in this direction on
the part of the Minister of Railways was
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the fact that the road had been connected
with the clty of Montreal. These are their
words :

During some years past the through ocean traffie
of the Intercolonial to and from the west has so
dwindled away to practically nothing, that in ex-
tending the line to Montreal an entirely new de-
parture on the part of the management was es-
sential to create traffic.

Therefore, the bon. gentleman will perceive
that it was solely by virtue of the fact that
this Government had taken the practical
step of makIng a connection of the Intercolo-
Lial Railway with the city of Montreal,' and
was making it possible for that railway to
command a business in the western part of
the country-it was only because of that
very achievement, that the Board of Trade
of the city of Halifax thought It was at all
serviceable for them to ask for any such ag-
gressive and progressive steps as they de-
manded on the part of the Minister of Rail-
ways. I think that disposes very largely of
my hon. friend's attack upon the Minister of
Railways in relation to his treatment of the
city of Halifax. On this point I would only
ask my bon. friend's attention to one thing
further, that is, to the remarks that were
made by the ex-mayor of Halifax at a little
social or semi-official function which was
held in the city of Halifax a few days ago.
These remarks are those of a gentleman who
is a highly honoured and distinguished mem-
ber of the Conservative party ln that city,
who is a strong supporter of my hon. friend
and colleague from Halifax (Mr. Borden),
and whose opinions upon. commercial sub-
jects have always commanded very great re-
spect in that city. SpeakIng of the relative
treatment of the city of Halifax by the late
and the present Administration, ex-Mayor
Steven made these remarks :

That the Government deserved well of the peo-
ple of Halifax, who have been long humbugged
by the promises of Sir Charles Tupper to make
Halifax the Liverpool of America.
I am sorry that the " grand old " leader Is not
present to hear.these encomiums passed upon
him by his staunch friend and follower In
that city.

But It remained for the Government of Sir Wil-
frid Laurier and his energetic Minister of Rail-
ways to give these trade and terminal facilities
which we needed, and to do all that a Govern-
ment could do to Implement the pledges made to
Halifax.

My hon. frIend made another remark which
I am just reminded of by some further ex-
pressions ln the short extract that I bave
before me. One would suppose that It was
the polley of the present Minister of Rall-
ways to prevent the Canadian Paidie Rail-
way from having access to the city of Hall-
fax. I am afrald my hon. frIend can bardly
have been serlous in supposing that there
could have been any such pollcy pursued or
any such vIews entertained by the hon. Min-
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Ister. The hon. Minister is as willlng and d fie Railway at Halifax, where, with an addi-
anxious to see the Canadian Pacifie Railway tional haulage of only 97 miles he would
running into the city of Halifax, as anybody save 250 miles of an ocean voyage. By
else can be, but he insists-and we will stand going to St. John he has a longer haul than
by him in insistlng-tihat if the Canadian the Canadian Pacifie Railway of 259 miles
Pacifie Railway is to acquire rights li respect as compared with a longer haul than the
of the Intercolonial, they shall acquire them Canadian Pacifie Railway of 97 miles by go-
on sometbing like fair and reasonable terms. ing to Halifax, and at the latter port he
I stand by the Minister of Railways in lnsist- would save 250 miles of ocean voyage as
Ing that the terms upon which the Canadian compared with St. John.
Pacific Railway shall be allowed to cone
into Halifax shall be fair and reasonable and Mr. RUSSELL. I understood the hon. gen-

proper. I am ias anxious as any man eau be tleman's argument to be that there was a
-that the Canadian Pacifie Railway should better chance of the Intercolonlal competing
have. on fair terms, ingress into and egress with the Canadian Pacific Railway at Hali-
out of the city of Halifax, but I do not think. fax than at St. John.
so meanly of my city as to suppose that it 1r. BORDEN (Halifax). Yes.is any more important for a Halifax man to
get to St. John than it Is for a St. John man Mr. RUSSELL. That is exaetly my opin-
to get to Halifax. The people of St. John ion, and that is the very reason why I was
are as anxious that passengers should go to anxious to see the Intercolonial extended to
Montreal by way of St. John as the people of Montreal and facilities afforded at Halifax ;
Halifax are that they should be able to go and I am confident that when St. John and
that way. There are people in St. John who Halifax are placed on a fair and even keel,
criticise the Minister of Railways, as some as they should be, by the creation of ter-
of us in Halifax who do not understand the minal facilities adequate to the trade In both.
matter eriticise him there, for being too ex- cities, Halifax will be able to capture the
acting in respect of the terms demanded traffe. That is why I support the hon. Min-
from the Canadian Pacifie Rallway. He is ister of Railways. I am absolutely confident
right In insisting on fair and reasonable as to the capacity of the port of Hallfax to
terms, and nothing but these will be Insisted capture, under fair conditions, the great bulk
on. On fair and equitable terms, I see no of the freight that comes over the Intercol-
reason why connection at Halifax should not onlal. No doubt the hon. Minister of Rail-
be established for the Canadian Pacifie Rail- ways has a different opinion. As a loyal
way ; on terms that are not fair and equit- citizen of New Brunswick, it is right that he
able I do not desire that any such cOn- should; but I am satisfied that his opinion
nection should be established. But my will not be verified by the facts. I am satis-
hon. friend is altogether mistaken If lied, as a Haligolian and a Nova Scotian, to
be supposes that there is any connection be- take my chances. I believe that when the In-
tween the Ingress of the Canadian Pacifie tercolonial is properly equipped, that when it
Railway Into the city of Halifax and the ex- bas the proper kinds of engines, cars, agents,
port of any freight from the city of Halifax and facihlities at both Halifax and St. John,
carried over the Canadian Pacifie line. If he and those ·two cities are enabled to compete
willi ask any of the officials connected with on a fair field, with no favour to elther, the
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, I am quite natural advantages of Halifax will enable it
certain he will be assured that, so far as he to capture a large proportion of the trade,
may entertain any supposition In his mind, which, perhaps now, goes to St. John ; but
that by the acquisition of running powers In- I am not so small-minded as to suppose that
to Halifax or of access under any cireum- there can be room for any unfriendly rivalry
stances into that city, there will be any con- or antagonism between the two cities. I
siderable amount of western freight carried am confident that with a properly developed
into that city by the Canadian Pacifie Rail- Intercolonial, with proper equipment, with
way and, thence exported, he is absolutely an aggressive and progressive prosecution of
and entirely mistaken. He will not find one the business of the Intercolonial, there will be
official of the Canadian Pacifie Railway or found abundant business for both Halifax
of any other road or any man who knows and St. John, and that, in the language of
the :frst thing about the transportation ques- the pulpit, there will be such a blessing
tion, that will give him the slightest hope poured out upon us that there will not be
or encouragement from that quarter. room to receive It. That Is the very reason

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). My bon. frIend why I support so ardently the policy of the
quite misunderstood what I did say. What quni ter of RalwaysIn respect to this great
I suggested was this, that If the Mlnister of I was gong on to say that there was a time
Railways chose to compete with the Can- when it was possible for -the Government toadian Pacifie Railway at St. John, In order secure for the port o! Haifext, not only xIto do which he would have to haul freight coneetion wththe Intercolonlal, but wth
259 -miles further tha'n the Canadian Pacifie t eCanadian Pacife Iroloay, reat and
Railway have to haul it, he would be at a 1 signaladvantages for that aity and for the
disadvantage, and that he would do muchg province of Nova Scotia. My bon. frend has
better to compete wlth the Canadian PaeI-Mn been soNa Slos a ob e hore poha

Mr. RUSSELL.
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events during the greater part of his life as
te has latterly become, and may not remem-
ber, though I rather think he will, the agita-
tion that took place In reference Ito this very
question of transportation, a number of years
ago, when a certain measure was brought
before this House for the bonusing of a
short line to Halifax, as we then understood
It. But we have 'been woefully disillusioned
since, because the leader of the Opposition
told us, the other day, that it was not to
the city of Halifax he intended that road
to be extended, but to the city of St. John.
He never made that observation, I venture to
say, ln any city ln the province of Nova
Scotia ; he never made that observation in
the city of Halifax ; he never gave the
slightest intimation to anybody that he was
advocating a through Une from the city of
Montreal to the city of St. John, or that he
proposed to stop short of the city of Hali-
fax. Far from this; when the Short Line
measure was brought down in this Parlia-
ment ln 1885, as my hon. colleague is prob-
ably aware, because it bas been brought out
in recent controversies ln the city of Hall-
fax, Sir Hector Langevin, ln introducing
the measure for the construction of the Une
from Montreal to the lower provinces, ex-
plained that it was a line for the beneft of
Halifax, as much as of St. John, for the
benefit of Nova Scotia as much as of New
Brunswick. I do not profess to give Sir
Hector Langevin's words, remember, but I
give the effect of what he said, and I pro-
pose to give bis words. My hon. friend wil!
remember that there was to be a connecting
lnk, which was called the Harvey and

8allsbury branch, which was to make this
a through ine for the province of Nova
Scotia as well as for the province of New
Brunswick. This is what Sir Hector Lan-
gevin said :

The Government will have to make an arrange-
ment with the company undertaking the railway,
and will take means to secure the completion of
that Uine. I said the other day that we would
take special care in the arrangements with the
company that that portion of the line to Salis-
bury would be completed as well as the other
portion. That covers the whole ground.

When that statement was made, there were
seeptical people in ths House, just as there
are sceptical people here to-day. The hon.
gentleman who then represented Guysbor-
ough, on the motion for concurrence In the
amendments to the subsidy resolution I sup-
pose It was-4moved In amendment :

That the report be not now considered, but
that it be referred back to the Committee of the
Whole for the purpose Qf amending the Bill by
providing to 'make it clear that the section of
the line between Harvey, Moncton and Salisbury
shall be begun and prosecuted simultaneously
with that portion of the line west of the bound-
ary between New Brunswick and Maine.

You see that the object of the hon. member
was to make sure that the professed policy
of the Government of that day should be
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carried out, and that this Harvey-Salisbury
link should be bullt simultaneously with the
line from Montreal to St. John. He was
asked, if he would not kindly withdraw his
motion. He was told, that it was a wholly
needless motion, that the Government had
given a clear pledge that the connecting link
would be proceeded with, pari passu, with
the rest of the road, and that there was no
necessity to make such a motion. And one
of the gentlemen who then represented
Halifax, the present Lieutenant-Governor
of Nova Scotia, made a pretty speech, indi-
catIng how inadvisable it would be to have
any refleetions cast upon the integrity of
the Government or their intentions with re-
spect to the city of Halifax or the province
of Nova Scotia. Mr. Kirk went on to say,
however, ln answer to that suggestion :

The Minister of Public Works In his speech
the other day pledged the Government to secure
the building of -the road from Mattawamkeag to
Salisbury. When the road Is bulit ta Mattawam-
keag we have connection, but, the Short Line la
not complete unless it ls built to Harvey, Fred-
ericton and Salisbury. Unless this section lis
built the road will be no earthly benefit to the
province of Nova Scotia or to the city of Halifax.
It may be built, but what we want la that since
the Government and Parliament have declared
that it shall be built by this company, we want
to take care that it shall be built as soon as pos-
sible. Therefore, I cannot, at the suggestion of
the hon. gentleman, withdraw my motion, and I
shall have to ask the House ta divide on it.

And the House dId divide upon the motion of
the then hon. member for Guysborough, and
bis motion was defeated, the Conservative
members for the county of Hailfax, Messrs.
Stairs and Daly, voting for the Government
and in favour of defeating Mr. Kirk's mo-
tion, whIch, if carried, would have secured
the construction of the Harvey-Salisbury
link, by which proposition the city of Hali-
fax might have derived some benefit from
the enormous expenditure of the Govern-
ment in connection with the construction of
that short line, and which expenditure, it
was explained to the people of Halifax, was
made for the purpose of building a short
line into Halifax-a statement that bas been
elaborately, and emphatically, and shame-
lessly repudiated by the leader of the Oppo-
sition within the last ten days. My hon.
friend is aware that that connecting link
bas never been built down to this very hour,
but that the Short Line bas been built, and
that the city of St. John, by means of it,
bas been able to capture-nobody blames It
for that, nobody grudges it that, nobody is
jealous of it for that-a very considerable
amount of through trade which bas been
shipped to It over that Short Line ; and not
a single pound of freight, speaking In the
large, certainly no portion worth talking
about, bas ever been shipped to the city of
Halifax over the Canadian Paelde Railway
by means of the Short Line and the uncon-
structed Harvey and Salisbury branch,
which the Government pledged themselves
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to construet, and by pledging themselves to
the construction of' which they secured the
votes of the two Conservative members for
Halifax.

Three or four years afterwards, they
found that there was considerable dissatis
faction expressed on account of their trans
actions with respect to that matter ; and,
for the purpose of making some sort
of show, some sort of pretense, some
sort of flourish or demonstration of
their interest in the people of Hali-
fax and the province of Nova Scotia, they
introduced, in the session of 1889, a resolu-
tion to the effect that it was expedient that
a railway should be constructed as a Gov-
ernment railway between the point of june-
tion on the New Brunswick Railway, at or
near Harvey, in the province of New Bruns-
wick, and the point of junction on the In-
tercolonial Railway, at or near Salisbury or
Moncton, and that the sum of $500,O000 be
granted toward the construction of the said
railway. Now, let us see whether there was
any bona fidles ln that transaction. That
session of the House began on January 3rd,
1889, and Parliament was prorogued on the
2nd day of May. This resolution wae not
introduced until the 22nd day of April, and
the Bill was only introduced on the 80th
day of April. Can anybody believe that
there was any bona fides in a proposition
like that, made to this House just two days
before prorogation ? The Bill came up,
and was hustled through this House,
and sent to the Senate, where it was
absolutely foredoomed to destruction,
where, I presume, it was known be-
fore it was introduced that it would be
destroyed. It was not introduced in the
Senate until the 1st day of May, one day
before Parliament was prorogued, and it
was defeated on the motion of an bon. gen-
tleman who now occupies a high position in
the Senate, who was once Speaker of the
Senate, Hon. Mr. Miller, a Senator from
Nova Scotia, who, doubtless, knew what
fate the Government desired to have meted
out to that Bih. The Bil was advocated
byt Sir John Abbott in a speech which was
commented upon ln the course of the debate,
and eharacterized as what is known, u tech-
nical language, as a prevaricating speech,
that is, one that is made for the purpose of
losing the case which the maker of it is sup-
posed to advocate. It was so commented upon
by several hon. Senators. And the Bil thus
Introduced the day before prorogation, was
of course defeated.

The statement has been made ln the Jour-
nal from which my hon. friend draws much
of his political inspiration, that the Bill was
defeated by the votes of the Reformers n
the Senate. I have taken pains, therefore,
to find out that among the Senators who
voted agalnst the Bill, there were Senators
Armand, Bellerose, McCalRum, Melnnes,
Merner, Miler, Perley, Reid, Sullivan and
Vidali: and according to the 'ParlJamentary

Mr. RUSSEL.

CompanionI" of that day, every one of these
Senators was a supporter of the Administra-
tion of that day, every one of them was
ranked as a Liberal-Conservative, and was
appointed by the Administration of that
day. If these eleven Senators who voted
for Senator Miller's amendment, had sup-
ported the Government of that day, whieh
on general principles they always did sup-
port, if they had not understood thoroughly
well that it was not the desire of the Gov-
ernment of that day that that Bill should
pass, if they had not thoroughly well under-
stood that it was the intentlon and desire
that that Bill should be introduced and
passed in the House of Commons simply to
hoodwink the people of the eity of Halifax
and of the province of Nova Scotia, If, I
say, they had voted for that Bill instead of
voting against it, that Bill would have been
carried by a majority of 22 against 11, in-
stead of being defeated by a majority of two
to one.

Mr. GILLIES. How many Liberal Sena-
tors voted agaInst that BIB?

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not know ; I admit
that some Liberal Senators voted against it;
Mr. Jones and Mr. Kenny both voted for It
ln this House, and Senator Power in the
other Chamber. I did not say that no Libe-
ral Senators voted against it. I said that If
these eleven Conservative Senators had
stood by the Government, by the professed
policy of the Government of which they were
professed supporters, that Bill, instead of
being defeated in the Senate as it was, would
have been carried, and that road would have
been built as a Government work. But
why imperil the interests of the city of
Halifax and of the province of Nova Scotia
by asking that an entirely different measure
should be put before the country, when you
h1ad taken away from the people of Halifax
and of Nova Scotia the benefit of the argu-
ment they would have been otherwise able
to make that the road could have been con-
structed and ought to have been constructed
by the company which built the Short Line
Railway as a part of the general scheme
whIch was the professed policy of the Gov-
ernment of that day, and on the subsidy
which the House was then prepared to vote
for that work ?

I think I need not deal any further with
any questions relating to discrimination
against the city of Halifax by this Govern-
ment, or with any comparisons as to the
treatment of Halifax by this Government
and its treatment by their predecessors in
office. íI think I have demonstrated, In an-
swer to my hon. friend, that so far as Halt-
fax is concerned, is Interests are bound up
with the Intercolonial Rallway, and that the
prosperlty and progress of the Intercoloulal
Rallway are bound up wlth the carrying
out of the poey of this Goverument. I
believe that: ln my lnnermost heart. - I be-
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lieve that the Intercolonial Rallway, built as
an artery of commerce between Halifax and
the rest. of the country, or rathber between
the lower provinces and the Inland provinces
of the Dominion, between the seaboard pro-
vinces and the other provinces of the Do-
minion, is golng to be what Is of vastly
greater Importance than the mere building
up of interprovincial commerce. It is not
only an institution f-%r the building up of
the commerce of the cities of St. John and
lalifax. It is to be what Sir John A. Mac-
donald proclaimed it to be years ago in this
House, with a statesmanlike prescience ; It is
to be a means of allaying the sectional
spirit, especially with respect to Nova Scotia,
for the creation of which the bon. leader
of the Opposition is more responsible and
rore culpable than any other man that
lives on this earth at this hour. It will oper-
ate in the way of creating what Is far more
Important than the commercial intercom-
munication between various sections of the
Dominion, it w1ll produce such a unity of
sentiment, and such a unlty of feeling as the
hon. leader of the Opposition by his proceed-
Ings in connection with the consummation
of this union rendered absolutely Impossible
for many long years Ibthe history of this
country, and co-operate with the general
policy of this Administration in the creation
of a truly national spirit throughout the Do.
minion of Canada.

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

After Recess.

IN (OM'MITTEE-TRIHD READING.

Bill No. 62) respecting the Canada Life
Assurance Company.-(Mr. Gibson.)

I.C.R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

House again resolved itself into committee
to consider a certain resolution respecting
the Drummond County Railway.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. R. R. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Mr.

Chairman, I have listened with a great deal
of patience to th' hon. junior member for
Halifax (Mr. Russell), who has spoken at con-
siderable length. I may say that If the
Halifax elevator were taken out of his
speech and the evidence from the report
of the committee, which he read, there
would be very little of It left. I can assure
hon. gentlemen that I will not talk so long
on elevators at any rate, but I wIll try to
come to the point as soon as possible. I
am sorry to commence with the complaint
that we have not been furnished wlth proper
information In connection with this Drum-
mond County Railway. It Is the Impression
on this side of the House that the hon. Min-
Ister of Rallways and Canals (Mr. Blair)

is in a position to furnish us with that in-
formation. and it Is difficult for lion. mem-
bers to deal with the matter thoroughly
without it. My hon. friend (Mr. Russell)
says that the Government lias made the
greatest and best contract that was ever
made by a Government in this country in
the arrangement made with the Drummond
County Railway Co. As far as I am con-
eerned, I am not going to quarrel with the
Druminond County Railway. I think we
are all in favour of bringing the Intercolo-
nial Railway into the city of Montreal if it
is brouglt in in a reasonable way and with-
out costing the country too much. What
we complain of is that the present deal will
be too expensive, and we want to know
whether the Une pays and whether it has
paid during the last two years that the Gov-
ernnent has been running it. This is in-
formation that should be furnished. All
we now have, practically, to guide us is
the report of the investigating commit-
tee. The hon. gentleman who preceded
me spoke of railways that cost $17.000 a
mile. The Drummond County cost $12,000
a mile, and others, he said, had cost as
much as $100,000 a mile. He says that
there must be a great deal of corruption in
connection with a road that costs $100.000 a
mile.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Who says so ?

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). The speak-
er who preceded me. He thouglit the cor-
ruption must be in proportion to the amount
the railway cost, and he appears to think
that all railways should cost the same figure.
There Is a great difference between rail-
ways in this country. The hon. member
mentioned railways in Cape Breton and
other parts of the country. I was in Nova
Scotia myself for some years building rail-
ways. I know that in some parts
of that province railway building is
difficult and expensive. while in other
parts it is quite easy. Yet the hon.
gentleman appears to think that all rail-
ways should cost about the same amount.
He spoke of the hon. member for Westaore-
land (Mr. Powell) making a comparison ln
regard to a road which runs to Beauharnois,
and said he compared that road with the
Drummond County Railway. He says that
that road cost $5,000 per mile more than
the Drummond County Railway. The hon.
member for Westmoreland did not make
any such statement at all. The comparison
whichli e made was with the portion of the
road between St. Lambert and Ste. Rosalle,
for whIch this Goveiment has agreed to
pay 5 per cent on one-half at a valuation of
$50,000 a mile, and he said this road cost,
according to Mr. Wainwright's own state-
ment, $17.000 per mile. The hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Russell) said, that the Minister
of Rathyags and Canals (Mr. Blair), with far-
slghted ,sagacity, had accomplished one of
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the greatest business transactions that was
ever accomplished in this country. If that
be soe, I am sure the Minister (Mr. Blair) will
be quite willing to have the transaction eriti-
cised in a fair and reasonable manner, and I
propose to deal with the matter in that way.
The only record available regarding the In-
tercolonial Railway this year is a statement
showing that there is a deficit of $209,987.
Now, compare that deicit with the financial
position of the Intercolonial Railway during
the last four years of the administration of
the Conservative party. In 1892-93 there
was a profit on the Intercolonial Railway of
$20,181l; a 1893-94 there was a profit of
$5,832 ; in 1894-95 there was a profit of
$3,815, and for the last year the Conserva-
tive party was ln power, there was a defûeit
of $59,187, showing a net deticit in the four
year of $29,358. Let us see what the pre-
sent Government did with the Latercolonial
Railway. In the first year of this Liberal
Administration îthere was a deelict of $50,-
940.65 on the Intercolonial Railway, and last
year there was a deficit of $209,987, showing
a defleit for the two years of $260,933. f
the Drummond County Railway was an ad-
vantage to the Intercolonial, then the Inter-
colonial must be very badly managed, be-
cause, notwithstanding the acquisition of the
Drummond County Une, last year there was
a deficit, as I have shown, of $209,987. But
there Is more ýthan sthat to be considered in
this matter. During the Conservative Ad-
ministration, there were wooden bridges re-
placed by steel bridges, and charged to re-
venue; there were passenger and freight
cars purchased, and these were charged to
revenue. There were improvements and bet-
terments charged to revenue ; and there
were new heavy steel rails purchaseil to re-
place the light ones, and these were also
charged to revenue. But what do we find
the present Government doing ? Everything
In the way of patching up bridges and al
betterments were charged to capital ac-
count, soe as to enable this Government to
show no deficit on the working expenses,
but, notwithstanding that, they were nearly
$210,000 behind last year. Why, if they had
made the same charges to revenue account
as the Conservative Government did, and
charged up the rent paid to the Drummond
County and Grand Trunk Railways, the de-
ficit last year on ;the intercolonial Railway
would have been enormous.

After the Liberal Government came into
power, ln the latter part of 1896, there was
a great deal of talk about the Drummond
County Railway, and It was stated in the
press of the country, that the Minister of
Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) was arranging
for Its purchase. The Minister of Railways
(Mr. Blair) deposed before the committee,
that he never knew who owned the Drum-
mond County road until some time In Janu-
ary, 1897. Well, SIr, the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) could not have read the press of the
country, and he could not have known what

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry).

his colleague (Mr. Tarte) was up to, if he
did not know who were the owners of that
road. I think the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair>
also told the committee, that he knew no-
thing of the option for the purchase eof this-
road for $500,00. It Is perhaps well to ex-
plain somethIng about that option, as it has.
been largely commented on, and I will read
the reference to it, as it appears lu the draft
report of the committee :-

Under these circumstances, and with a view
of effecting a sale of the road, the shareholders.
of the company, on the 16th of July, 1894, gave-
to Mr. Farwell the following option :-

" For and in consideration of the sum of one-
dollar to each of us in hand paid by William
Farwell, of Sherbrooke, P.Q. :

" We, and each of us, hereby give to said Wil-
liam Farwell a thirty days' option in which he
may pay to us the round sum of $500,000.00, for
which sum, If paid within thirty days, we agree-
to sell, transfer and deliver to him, or his
assigns, the Drummond County Railway, both
main line, branches, sidings, rights of way, 8ta-
tions, rolling stock, tools, franchises, charters,
bonuses, subsidies and appurtenances whatsoever,
exactly as the whole property staads and Is.

" We undertake to transfer to him the whole
capital stock, both issued and unissued, also the
whole of the bonds, both issued and unissued,
after cancellation, and to deliver the property
to him free from all debts, liens, mortgages and
encumbrances whatsoever, and to defend hlm
from all claims that may thereafter be preferrei
arising prior to the transfer.

" We declare that the right of way has been
pald for and deeded to the company on the whole
line from Ste. Rosalie to Ball's Wharf, and from
St. Léonard as far as the track is laid to-
wards Chaudière Junction, with the exception of
certain small pieces which we undertake to pay
for and cause to be deeded to the company, the
whole for and in consideration of the sum of
$500,000.

" The whole capital stock authorized is sixty-
five hundred (6,500) shares of $100 each.

" The total capital stock issued and delivered
by the company is four thousand (4,000) shares of
$100 each.

" The total bond Issue authorized is one million
($1,000,000) dollars, and the bonds Liued and out-
standing amount to one million dollars, which
is held by the Eastern Townships Bank as secur-
ity for an advance of one hundred and seventy-
five thousand dollars ($175,000) or thereabouts.

" The right of way which we will transfer is
sixty-six feet over the whole road, with the
exception of certain sections, which are only forty
feet, say in all about two miles, and also a por-
tion of the right of way is ninety-nine feet, say
from six to eight miles,

" Witness our hands in the city of Montreal,
this 16th day of July, A.D. 1894.

"(Signed)-
"C. Church....... ............
"G. H Church, per C. C..........
"J. E. Church, per C. C.......
"William Mitchell................
"James Mitchell.........
"David Mitchell.........
"Thomas D. Fee..............
"J. N. Greenshields............
"Samuel Newton...... ......
"W. Watts .................
" William Farwell...........

Shares.
601
100
100
800

92
92

800
500
93

322
500

" Witness : J. G. Glen."

3692[COMMONS]3691

4,000



[MAY 26, 1899J

Then he assigns :
I hereby assign and transter all my rights to

above option of purchase of Drummond County
Railway, &c., to Hugh Ryan, contractor, Toronto,
Ont.
There can be no doubt this option was grant-
ed for $500,000, for it Is here on record. Mr.
Ilugh Ryan, I understand, has stated that the
option was a straight option for $500,O00.
The ex-Minister of Railways and Canals
(Mr. laggart) has stated that Mr. Ryan
offered this option to him for $550,000. Mr.
Farwell says that Mr. Ryan was to complete
the road, and Mr. Parwell aid his associates
were to get one-third of anything le could
get out of It. If he sold the road for $550,-
000, they would only get one-third of the
$50,O00. These are the facts of the case,
so far as the option Is concerned. There
was another option given for $400,000, but
it is not necessary for me to go into that.
Now, the Minister of Railways andC anals,
lu giving evidence before the commttee,
stated that the distance over the Grand
Trunk Rallway from a point ln Montreal to
Lévis was 157-37 miles, the distance by the
South Shore line was 159-39 miles, and the
distance by the Drummond County road was
only 146 miles. Where he gets this 146
miles I cannot understand. The distance
from Montreal to Ste. Rosalie Is thirty-
eight miles, the distance by the main line
of the Drummond County Railway is 115f
miles, and from Chaudière to Lévis the dis-
tance is nine miles, making the length of
this route 162J miles, or five miles longer
than the Grand Trunk, and a little over
three miles longer than the South Shore, and
248 miles longer than the Canadian Pacifie
Railway to St. John, N.B. Mr. Sebrel-
ber's last estimate on the main Ue and
branch of the Drummond Ceunty Railway
was $1,535,500. The subsidies amounted to
$650.000. I am saying nothing about the
$136,000 which I am told was paid to the
company, but I have no means of fnding out
anything about it. The amount expended
by ithe company would thus be $885,144. The
subsidies from the province of Quebee and
from rmunicipalities amount to $362,420. So
that this Government Is purchasing this
$885,144 which the company have put into
the road; aso the $362,420 whlch the Que.
bec Government and the municipalities have
put into it ; they are also paying $216,436,
making a total of $1,464,000. Then, if you
take into account the Dominion subsidies,
amounting to $287,936 the Government
would be paying $1,751,936, aid if they paid
the other subsIdy of $136,000 they would be
paying $1,889,936. But even If they de-
duet the $136,000 they would be paying
$1,751,936. The estimate of Mr. Schrel-
ber, the engineer of the Government,
of the cost of this railway from Ste.
RosalUe to St. Leonard was forty-five and
one-half miles at $13,000 per mile, and
seventy miles from St. Leonard to Chaudiëre
Bridge at $11,000 per mile, or a cost for the

main Une of $1,365,000. The second esti-
mate that he has been asked to make
amounts to $500 more than that. At these
prices, with a reasonable price for the
Une from Ste. Rosalle to Montreal, you can
easily see thaît the railway would not be
a very expensive one. Now, let me read
a few sentences from the first agreement
which the hon. gentleman entered into :

Her Majesty shall have an undivided half share
ln the Grand Trunk Railway and ýproperty be.
tween and Including certain points, and use of
Victoria Bridge for 99 years. The construction
of stations, tracks, approaches and sidings to be
made under supervision and subject to approval
of Grand Trunk Company's engineer.
You see, everything is in the hands of the
Grand Trunk Railway engineer for ninety-
nine years. This Government, which pays
one-half the cost of these terminals, has
nothing to say about them. That feature
of the arrangement was very well explained
last nlght by the hon .member for West-
moreland (Mr. Powell), when he said the
country was tied hand and foot to the Grand
Trunk for 99 years. The rates and fares
are to be those established by the Grand
Trunk Rallway Company. Why, Sir, you
cannot make a rate or do anything with
your own road for which you have paid
so much, without the consent of the Grand
Trunk Railway Company. With regard to
the time of arrival and departure of trains
at Montreal, I do not suppose the Grand
Trunk Company would place any unreason-
able obstacles ln the way ; but It is a pecu-
lier bargain to make that we cannot arrive
or leave the yards at Montreal except with
the approval of the Grand Trunk. Mr.
Schreiber's estimate, the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals says, was for the equal
use of the terminals.

The Government to pay interest on one-half
ef any expenditure for Improvements, such as
double tracks between St. Hyacinthe and St.
Lambert, yard at Point St. Charles or St Henri,
additional tracks that may be necessary from St.
Henri to Bonaventure station, bridges or other
expenditures for proper conduct of the business.

I wlsh to call the attention of the House
to this as it Is the most foolish and unbusi-
nessIlke clause that could be put ln any
agreement. But let me first draw your at-
tention to the fact that we are to pay five
per cent on one-half the cost of all the 1m-
rrovements, such as double tracks, sidings,
station honses, branches or anythIng else
that the Grand Trunk Railway may desire
to build to carry on their enormous traffic.
I put the cost of this down at the very
modest estimate of $25,O0 a year, over and
above what will be necessary as per clause
35 of the second contract. I am now speak-
ing of the first agreement on which the
second is an improvement-the agreement
that the Senate very properly threw out,
In the interests of the country. gestimate
that the interest on our share of the cost
of these improvements at 5 per cent will av-
erage at least $25,000 a year. If they 'only
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spend $50,000 a year for 20 years, the pro-
portion on which we would pay Interest
would be $500,000, which at 5 per cent would
amount to $25,000 per annum, with 79 years
to run, during which time the expenditure
would no doubt enormously increase. That Is
the most moderate and reasonable estimate
anybody can make under clause 35 of the
first contraet. I was over a portion of the
Grand Trunk from St. Lambert to Ste. Ros-
alle ai few days ago. On that 38 miles of
double tracking, no doubt 80-pound rails
would be used to accommodate the heavy
tradfie of the Grand Trunk Railway. A Ilght-
er rail would, no doubt, do for the present
traflie over the Intercolonial, but under the
circunstances of that first contract 80-pound
rails would be required, and the cost of the
ties, ballasting sidings, bridges, &c., would
be at least $6,000 a mile, or $228,000. The
cost of grading for double track, bridges,
sidings, &c., over the 38 miles from Ste.
Rosalie to Montreal would be at least $10,000
a mile, or $380,000. This would be $608,000,
and there cannot be a doubt about it that
if this first contract had been carried out,
this double track, as Mr. Schrelber Inti-
mates in his evidence, would -have been
bult. I was surprised to see such poor sta-
tion houses and other buildings as there
are along that section, and I have no doubt
the Grand Trunk Railway would add station
houses when laying their double track. The
country would therefore have to pay five per
cent interest on balf this amount of $608.000,
or on $304,000 as soon as thils double track
was built. and half the cost of the stations
would probably bring it up to $400.000. My
estimate of $25,000 a year under clause 35
of the first contraet is a very reasonable one.
Besides the improvements already mention-
ed, there are yard improvements, buildings,
sldings, bridges., &e.. and before the termi-
nation of this contract, we cannot tell but
what It may be necessary to spend a large
amount of money on the Victoria Bridge.
Ninety-nine years is A great length of time
for a Government to enter into such an ar-
rangement, when they could do better by
building a road and making improvements
on lines that are the property of the country.

The hon. Minister of Railways said that
the arrangement witU the Grand Trunk
Railway was on a basis of $140,000 a year.
The arrangement with the Drummond Rail-
way was $70,000 per year and with the
Grand Trunk Railway $140.000 a year, or
$210,000 per annum, which,. capitalized it
three per cent, would be $7,000,000. And
taking $25.000 as our share of the expendi-
ture between Montreal and Ste. Rosalie, in-
eluding the terminals, etc., at tbree per cent,
would give $883,300. This would amount to
$7,833,300. Although the Government gave
the Grand Trunk Railway, a short time be-
fore, $300,000 for theI mprovements and ex-
tension of Victoria Bridge, I will not include
that In this calculation. I have made my
calculations on borrowing money at 3 per

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry).

cent, which I say is quite sufficient. If the
credit of the country is as good now as it
was when this Government came into office.
after eighLteen years of Conservative admin-
Istration, my statement cannot be doubted.
Immediately after they came into office, be-
fore they had passed any legislation, or had
done anything to entitle them to borrow a dol-
lar, they borrowed money at 2 per cent, und
when discounts and brokerage and other
charges are adled, the rate was a little less
than 2î per cent, and that low rate was due
to the prestige whieh this country had a'-
quired under a Conservative Goverunment.
There can be no doubt, therefore, that tie
money could be borrowed by this Govern-
ment at 3 per cent If their credit is as good
now as then.

I shall now deal with the estimate made
by the Government engineer. Mr. Sehreiber
says that the St. Hyacinthe line, Drummond
County connection to St. Lambert, 30 miles,
cost $1,500,000, on one-half of which we
would have to pay interest. This line is esti-
trated to have cost $50,000 per mile, and
we are paying five per cent interest based
On that valuation, which Is a very high one.

The MINSTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). What do you say
about $50,000 a mile *?

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). That is
Mr. Schreiber's estimate, and I understand
that the Government is paying on a basis
of a valuation of $50,000 per mile from St.
Lambert.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You are speaking of the Grand
Trunk Railway arrangement?

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Yes;
I am speaking of the road from
St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie. I have
gone over that road and have made
an estimate of the cost, and I intend now to
place it on %record, that it may be there so
that any practicail man may go over the
road and judge for himself whether I amu
righît or wrong. Before I go Into the de-
tails of the estimaate, I may say that I have
never seen a finer country to build a road in.
From St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie there are
only two little cuts, one of six or seven feet,
and a very short one of about three feet.
With these exceptions, there Is not a rod of
It but could be worked with scrapers, the
soil belng a sandy loam. I venture to say
If you call for tenders you will find good men
to undertake that work for 12 cents a yard.
I am satisfied that It can be sub-let for 10
cents a yard. It Is the easiest seraper side
work I ever saw. I have estimated It at 18
cents a yard. That, I believe, Is ample, and I
have talked It over wlth some of the best
contractors in this country. They tell me
they are prepared to enter into a contract
and put up the necessary deposit Inside of
ten days, at the estimate I bave made, to do
this work.
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Mr. GIBSON. Did you examine the nature
of the soll from Ste. Hyacinthe to Ste. Rosa-
lie ?

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). Yes.
Mr. GIBSON. What was it?
Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Sandy

loam. There is only a small amount of
clearing-only about two miles, and the
trees are small poplars. It would not cost
more than $5 an acre to clear it. But,
for clearing, close-cutting and grubbing, I
have allowed $30 an acre for 25 acres ; this
would be $750. Gradlng, including sidings,
16,000 cubie yards-and I am sure there is not
that quantity necessary to make a first-elass
road-at 18 cents a yard, for 30 miles.
would be $88,700. I find there is a bridge
across the Richelieu River. My hon.
friend (Mr. Gibson) is a better authority
on bridges, perhaps, than he is on grad-
ing. For this bridge there are five piers
and two abutments. I estimate the piers
to average 37d feet by 30 feet high, by 84
feet. This would make 354 cubie yards.
Thus, the £ive piers and two abutments,
which I figure all the same-there would be
one or two a little deeper, but others not
nearly so deep-2,4811 yards, at $20 a yard,
$49.630. The superstructure for this bridge,
600 feet, at $45 a lineal foot-100 feet spans-
$27.000. This is the only important bridge,
and the figures I have given show a total
cost for It of $76,630. There Is another
small stone and iron bridge, which, allow-
ing $20 a yard for masonry and $45 per
lineal foot for the superstructure, would
cost $29,500. Then there are culverts, cattle-
guards and crossings-not very many, owlng1
to the country being so level. I put a veryq
liberal valuation on these when I allow the
sum of $25,000. The ties, including sidings,
2.800 ties per mile, at 30 cents, would bei
$25,200. These ties, you will see, are about 4
2-feet centres. Now, the steel rails, at 60 1
pounds to the yard, whlch makes a good sub-1
stantial road for the traffie of the Intercolo-i
nial Railway, Ineluding rails for sldings, also
fish-plates, spikes, bolts, &c., 127 tons per
mile, at $23 per ton, total $87,630. Steel rails
were down very low a little while ago, ast
low, I think, as $17 or $18 per ton. I am told 1
that owing to the combine of Rockefeller and
others in the United States, they are some-
what higher, so, as you wIll see, I base my
estimate on $23 per ton. Tracklaylng, In-
cludlng sidings and switches, $300 per mle,
$9,000. Ballastlng, 2,347 cubie yards, at 30
cents, $21,123. Fencing, per mle, 640 rods
at 80 cents, $15,360. Stations, frelght sheds,
round houses, platforms, signals, &e., $25,000.
This may appear small, but I can tell you,
Mr. Ohairman, that anybody golng over
that piece of road will ünd the stations of
a very Inferior character. This is a very o
liberal estimate for them as they are, and 0
wili put lu better stations and better build-1
ings generally than are now on the road. 0
Engineering and contingencles, say, $1,00 $
per mile. There would not be many con- _

tingencles, because this work is so easily
done, except the one bridge, that there can be
Iothing unforeseen, and I put such a valua-
tion upon the bridge that contingencles are
really-not necessary. As to engineering, there
are no difficulties ln the way to call for mueli
engineering work. I would like hon. gentle-
nien opposite to examine this road for them-
selves. I invite the Minister of Trade and
Commerce (Sir Richard Cartwright) when
he goes that way, to look over the line and
see f It Is a difficult road to build. For con-
tingencies and engineering, say, $30,000.
Thus. we have the total cost of the road,
$433.893. The Interest on that, at 3 per cent,
would be $13,016, while the interest charge
whieh the Government 'bas undertaken to
pay, based upon 5 per cent, amounts to $37,-
500, a difference of $24,484.

Now, Sir, I am prepared to furnish the Gov-
ernment a contractor as good as they can
find in this country, who will do this work
for $14,463 per mile, instead of $50,000. I am
satisfied that any hon. gentleman ln this
House, no matter what his polities may be,
even the Minister hinself, if he goes over
the line and examines the work, must come
to the conclusion that the $37.500 per year
that they are paying for that road is a reek-
less and Indefensible waste of publie money.
At page 11 of this report, I find Mr.
Schreiber's estimate of what we ought
to pay for the use of the terminais. We
have here the value of the terminals at St.
Charles and Bonaventure, including tbe use
cf the tracks, on the basis of half the value
at 5 per cent. Now, it is well known that
the country around Montreal is comparative-
ly level, especially at Bonaventure station.
St. Henri and Point St. Charles, and It Is not
expensive to bulld a road-bed. Four miles
of railway, at $80.000 per mile, $320,000. This
does not take in any of the buildings, it
does not take ln any of the sidings, it does
i.ot take ln the land, the stations, the freight
houses or anything of that kind, but Just
!he four miles of traek. One-half of that
$320,00lis $160,000. They not only pay this
enornoiis imount, three times what they
should pay, but they pay double the Interest
that they could get the money for to build
this work themselves. Then there are 10
acres of land (485.100 square feet) for ter-
minals at $2 per foot. which is fdgured out
here at $871,200, but It is a littIe more, It is
about $970,000. The interest on this at 5 per
cent is $19,000, more than It would be at 3
per cent, the rate whIch the Government
could borrow the money. Now, they pay for
a passenger station, say, $100,000, say ône-
half. $50,000. Other tracks, four miles at
$4,500 per mile, $18,000. This Is one-half the
cost of the four mies of traek. Then there is
. frelght shed, 500 feet by 50 feet, of briek,
Dn which the Government proportion is $30,-
00. For the engine-house the Government

ýays $30.000; proportion of workshops, $80,-
00. and sundries, $50,000. These total up
1,239,200 according to their estimate, and 5
er cent on that sum is $1,960. I see here a
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recapitulation by Mr. Sehreiber lu which he
iputs this down at $62,500. It would appear
that this Government are very liberal to large
corporations. At the same tUme that they
were putting this deal through, paying this
company three prices, and 5 per cent on that,
tLiey passed legislation here to give the de-
positors la the savings banks only 2j per cent
Interest on their money. Faxmers, mecha-
nies and labourIng men could only get 2j per
cent for the money they loan the Govern-
ment, but large corporations get 5 per cent.

Mr. Sehreiber, the engineer, said that the
Victoria Bridge cost $10,000,000. I never
heard that sun mentioned before. I have
seen a good many cuts and views of that
bridge on all of whilch It was stated that
the cost was $7,000,000, and that Is a very
large sum of money. He says it could be
built now for $6,000,000. We have recelved
no information from ithe Minister as to the
namber of cars used, and we have to take
what we find on record. I find here ln the
report of the Drummond County Railway
Commission a record of the total number
of cars ln and out of the yard at Point St.
Charles and Bonaventure stations on the In-
tercolonial Raiiway and the Grand Trunk
Railway during the months of March and
April, 1898. On the Intereolonial Raiilway
there were 4,381, and on the Grand Trunk
Railway 99,107. We are supposed to pay for
half the terminals. The percentage In fav-
Our of the Grand Trunk Rallway Is 2,263.
Yet we pay half, when there is twenty-two
and a half times as much traffle on the
Grand Trunk Rallway as there is on the
Intercolonial Railway. Now, for the whole
year the number on the Intercolonial Rail-
way is 26.286. At $1.52 per ear, that would
give $40.000. That Is what the Government
has paid, I believe ; if it Is not that, it is
more. Th.! Grand Trunk Railway ears for
the year numbered 594,642. At the same
rate they would amount to $905641.
These two amounts put together
would be 15ý per cent on $6,000,000.
Payment of this percentage would wipe out
$6,000,000 in six years and five months. The
same percentage would buHld a bridge cost-
Ing $1,400,000 ln less than one and one-half
years. Yet you see that we pay $40,000
for the use of the brIdge, and i.f the Grand
Trunk paid only $40,000, we would pay
$1.52 per car or engine, while the Grand
Trunk would pay a little less than 6î cents.
This is one of the, best bargains, as the
hon. member for Halåfax said, that was
ever made In this country. If he were speak-
Ing from the Grand Trunk standpolut, he
mlght well say so. I find that the Delaware
and Hudson road and the Central Vermont
have running rights into Montreal. I would
like to ask theb on. Minister ft RaIways and
Canas if he has succeeded In getting any
profportion of the rates that they are giving
to the Grand Trunk Rallway ?

The MINTSTE R OF UAILWAYS AND
AÂNALS (Mr. Blair). They are not running

into Montreal.
Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry).

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Are they
not running to the station*?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry).
taken thec ars of those lines there.

I have

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You took the Grand Trunk cars.
I understood that they had running rights.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). However
that may be, it does not make much differ-
ence, but I have taken thec ars there with
the initials of those lines on the ears and
englnes.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
[ANALS. The only difference it makes is
that one statement ls accurate and the other
is not. That is an Important statement.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). I am will-
Ing to take the hon. gentleman's explanation.
I asked him for an explanation, and I ex-
pected him to cheerfully give that expla-
nation without showing ill-temper.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not understand the hon.
gentleman was asking me anything. I was
eorrecting hilm.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). I know
that it Is very diffeult to get any Informa-
tion out of the hon. gentleman, and I am
not surprised at this. Now, this Govern-
ment has granted some $ ,000 for the en-
largement of this bridge across the St. I.Aw-
rence. It Is lltted for horses and carriages
and foot passengers. I am not sure but
that provision Is made for street-ears also;
however. that does not matter very much.
It ls quite clear that theC Government is not
getting any proportion of the returns fromn
this trafie. Here Is Mr. Schrelber's estimate
again, and I give the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) credit for the largest estimate he
made. He made two estimates', I belleve,
one under the old Government and one
under this Government.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There 1s no difference between
tbem at all.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry).
$500.

There Is

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Not when they refer to the
same property. One estimate did not In-
elude the Nicolet branch and the other did.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Giengarry). He put the
valuation at $170,000 ifor the NIcolet branch.
The second estimate is $500 more than be-
fore on the main line. Well, now we will
make some kInd of an estimate ln regard
to tis. i am willing to take Mr. Sehrelber's
larger estimate for the main line 115f miles
amounting to $1,365.500:
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115à miles main line...................
Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert, 30 miles

at $14,463............................
Bridge across St. Lawrence and ap-

proaches ..........................

Total for one road and bridge..
Add another road from Chaudière to

St. Lambert, distinctly separate from
the other ...........................

For two separate roads and one
bridge across the St. Lawrence

$1,365,500

433,893

1,400,000

$3,199,393

1,799,393

$4,998,7861
As per first agreement, the amount to

be paid and the conditions connected
therewith ........................... $7,SS3,300

Deduct cost of two roads and bridge.. 4,998,786

Leaving a balance of.......... $2,834,514

That li the amount at whIeh this work
could have been done. As there nmay be
a question as to the valuation of these
bridges, I have a book here containlng the
transactions of the Canadian Soeiety of Civil
Engineers, and I can give you out of this
book the cost of the Cotein bridge and the
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no doubt theré bas been a savIng of at least
$1,A00,000.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Why not make it $4,O00,000 or
$5,000,00 when you are about It?

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). I am not
making it ; you are making it yourseif ; I
am taking It from the records as I nd It
here in this investigation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You do not find that ât le in-
creased.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). I am glv-
ing you everything you can desire In re-
gard to the engineer's estimate, and It shows
that you have made a very bad bargain.

The MINISTEIR OF RALWAYS AND
CANALS. Do you say that I placed the
difference at $500,000 a year ?

,Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Yes.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I beg your pardon.
Canadian Pacifle Railway bridge across the Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). On that 5
St. Lawrence. Here Is a statement made per cent and on the improvements and bet-
at the meeting of the civil engineers by terments. If you amile at that, Sir, it ia
Mr. Mountain, chief engineer of the Can- because ycu do not understand it. If the
ada Atlantic Railway: Minister tMr. Blair) had figured up the cost

to the country under clause 35 of the first,Mr. Mountain, in reply, sald he had followed agreeent he would have na trouble n find-the precedent showed him by the other papers, agthat the woper eno troun tonat
which, with one exception, gave no prices. He ing that the 5 per cent would amount to at
considered it a breach of faith with the con- least an average of $25,0 a year, and If he
tractors to do so. He had already given the had taken the precaution of doing that figur-
quantity of masonry and length of superstruc- ing correctly, before he entered into such a
ture, and he would now say that the total cost foolIsh contract, he would have been doingof the bridge, as given by the secretary-treasurer bis duty to the country, and the result wouldof the road, was $1264,000. He did not feel at
liberty to give any further details as to prices likely have deterred him from this Out-
without the permission of both the company and rageous undertaking. I an told, that the
the contractors. Minister of Railways and Canals entered ln-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND to this arrangement with the Drummond
CANALS. What bridge is that ? County people before he ever saw their

road or before he ever sent a man to inspeet
Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). That is the it. But it did not matter whether the road

iCoteau bridge, belonging to the Canada At- was longer or shorter, or cheaper or deArer,
lantie. Mr. Peterson, chief engineer of the he wanted to buy It to help his friends. ICanadian Pacifle Railway, discusslng this shall not refer to any other reasons whIch
question, speaking of the Canadian Pacific mi nay exist as to why that road was pur-
Railway bridge, says: chased by the Government. I am not going

The cost of the bridge was $943,387 ; and from to saynything as to how " La Patrie"
grade to grade, as per contract plans, $998,412.22. proved to be a newspaper instituton worth
Tbat Is a little less than $1,O0,000 for this two or three hundred thousand dollars ln
bridge- the Canadian Pacifie Railway bridge such a miraculous manner ; and I am not
across the St. Lawrence. When I said going to say what interest Mr. Greenshields
$1,400,O0 was my estimate of the cost of bad ln the business. That is well known.
the bridge across the St. La-wrence It was Under the present arrangement, taking theA
a very lberal figure. These bridges have Minister's owa figures, the Drummond
been bulIt for much less. County Railway Company gets $1,600,000,

Now, I am happy to say that there bas and the Grand 'Trunk Railway, $140,O00 a
been an improvement in the second contract year, which, capitalized at 3 per cent,
as compared with the first, particularly in ives $4,666,666; and then, there is
reference to clause 35 of the first eontract. $6,000 a year for another portion of the
There Is no doubt that the rejeetion of that Grand Trunk Railway, which represents a
contract by the Senate bas saved the coun- capitalization of $200,O00, the whole amongeit-
try, at least on that one clause, $500,000, and ing to $6,466,666. I maintain that two
I think perbaps more, and Including the separate and distinct roads, from Chaudière
Drummond County Railway there eau be to Montreal, and one bridge with approacbS
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eould be built for this sum aand leave«
balance of $1,467,860 for contingencles, righ
of way, stations and terminals. Under th(
estimate - I have given, I can find a mai
within ten days who will make a deposi
and build the road for my estimate. Such
is the great bargain which the Minister of
Rallways has made in the interests of th
country. I understand that the hon. gentle
man (Mr. Blair) and some of his associateQ
lu New Bru nswick are experts at bulding
bridges. I do not know that they acquired
that knowledge before the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) came to Ottawa, but I hope that.
when he makes contracts like this for the
Dominion Government, he will make them
in the interest of the people, and not In the
interest of strong corporations that are able
to take care of themselves.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The bridge question Is a very
tender question with your friends in New
Brunswick.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). My friends?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Yes, they wouldt not thank you
for referring to that subject.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). The bridge
question in New Brunswick is a tender ques-
tion with your friends, and my political
friends down there have made it rather un-
comfortable for your friends on that ques-
tion. However, I hope the Minister (Mr.
Blair) will do me the justice of taking a
look at the line between St. Lambert and Ste.
Rosalie, and I think he will come to the con-
clusion, with me. that he has made a very
bad bargain. I do not oppose the Intercolo-
nial Railway comIng into Montreal, nor do
I believe that any man on this side of the
House would be opposed to it, but I object to
Its costing the country too much, and when.
as I have shown, we are paying as much
for' it as two or three roads would cost to
build, I think we have every reason to op-
pose it. If you build that road from Ste.
Rosalie to Montreal, and build a bridge'
along with It, it will not cost you more than
the estimate I have given, and you have
Government lands in Montreal which you
eau use for terminal facilities. There is no
reason why you should not do this and save
the country two or three million dollars.
But the Government seems bound to squan-
der the money of the people in tuis matter.
The contract they have entered Into is aù
outrage on the rights of the people, and I
trust the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) and
bis friends in the Government will recon-
sider It, and decide to act in the public
Interest.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
This subject has been so thoroughly dis-
cussed by members on this side of the
House, and we have heard so little concern-
Iîg it frond the other side of the House,
that it makes it unnecessary for me to say

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry>.

a a word upon the subject, were it not that
,t tivo or three matters have been referred 10
e of wlich 1I ay be expected to take some
Il notice. The Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair).
t ln making bis four lîours, or four and a haif
à lîours spèeeh-

f The OIITE F RAILW.-YS A'NI
SCANALS. I think it was a littie short of
-four hours.
9 Sir CHAULES TUPPEII. Mell, 1 reeard

tC

SIt as an evidence of great abillty on the part
of the hiou. gentleman (Mr. Blair), that. dur-
ingY his speech of a littie short of four hours,
he tallked for about haîf an bour on the
Drumniond County Ilallway, and devoted
the, rest of the time to somewhat extrane-
ous mnaiters. Thîeobjeet of the hou.gentle

comimencement down to the present hour.
>to withhold informatilon and to protest bits
inability to gîve Information. 1 regret to
have to say, that I have neyer seen the head
of any department ln this House, when
bringing before this House a grave and Im-
portant question, lnvolving a large expendi-
ture of public money. treat the House-not
the Opposition-but treat the House with
that sovereign contempt which the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Blair) bas exhiblted on this oc-
casion. Does he think ho Is paying a com-
pliment to his own supporters. In exhiting
them as so plastie In the hands of the Gov-

Sernment that they can be made to swallow
anything, that tbey ean. be made to carry
any project the Government submits to
them, and toi carry It without Investigation
or examInation ? Does the hou. gentleman
(Mr. Blair> suppose that ho Is consultlng the
dignity of the Government, or bis own dig-
nity, iln standing up by the heur ln this
lieuse, presenting bis wrong side te, the Op-
position, and entering Into loud conversa-
tions with parties around hlm, while mem-
bers on this side are dealing with the ques-
tion In a inanner that the hou. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) neyer was able to deal
with il,, and nover could deal witb it ?
My hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell) last nigbt showed a comprehensive
grasp of this whole subjeet with which the
lion. gentlemau's puny and Infantile eff orts
contrast la a most remarkablo degree. Ho
.zhowed a completo knowledge of the ques-
tion, a knowledge whIcb it Is very unt or-
tunate for the country the bon. Minister
of Riailways did not possess. And yet, Sir.
wvith a question of that gravity before the
lieuse, the bon. gentleman insulted bis own
supporters as mueli as the Opposition by
lollingr around and turning his back on the
gentleman who was addressiing the Chair,
and entering into loud conversation with
hiaif a dozon gentlemeni around hlum. My
lion. frIend (Mr. MeDougall) says thie hou.
gentleman did not know any better. That
1% soine apology, but It i18flot one whieh
the hon. gentleman la Iikely te present te the
Ileuse. I hope for the future that the hon.enlMant e
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front to the Opposition as he has done in the
discussion of this question. During some of
the addresses whih were delivered to this
House, some of the ablest that have ever
been heard here on any question, the hon.
gentleman who has charge of this measure
was not here at all, but treated not only
is own supporters but every man in the

House with soverei'mz contempt. I say it
Is a spectacle which I bave never witnessed
before from any hon. gentleman dealing
with a great and important measure. and It
is one which I trast I shall never have to
refer to la terms of such strong condemna-
tion in the future.

I înay say in the outset that I do not at-
tach and never have attached the great im-
portance of bringing the Intercolonial into
Montreal that many hon. gentlemen on both
sides of the House do, and I will state very
briefly the reason why. I have never had
an illustration given of what the great ad-
vantage of that extension was likely to be.
I have never heard any sufficient reason
to induce me to believe that it was incum-
bent on the Government to expend an in-
ordinate sum of public money to aceomplish
tbat objeet. Every man la this House and
every man in Canada has a deep and vital
interest in the adoption of any fair and
legitimate means by which the position of
the Intercolonial Railway shall be improved.
and by which the heavy burden which that
great work has been upon the people of this
country from its inception down to the pre-
sent time shall be in any way modified or
chbanged for the better. I admit that at
once ; and if any gentleman will show me
how we are going to change a deficit into
a surplus by any means that are fair and
legitlaiate. I amn qui'te prepared to give sueh
a proposition careful consideration. But I
wil not dwell on that question. It is not
vital to our discussion to-night. I will con-
cede, if neeessary, for the sake of argument,
that it is desirable to bring the Intercolonial
into Montreali; bat It is only desirable on
business principles. A thing may be good,
but it may cost too mach ; and the only
object any Government can have in bring-
ing the Intercolonial into Montreal is to im-
prove its position, to Increase its paying
qualities, and to lighten the burthen of that
great and Important national work on the
taxpayers of this country. That is the posi-
tion I take, and I think it is one that is un-
assallable. But, Sir, there is another reason
that strikes me as having some force. The
lion. gentleman says that I appear as an ad-
vocate of the Canadian Pacifie Railway as
against the Intercolonial Railway. He !a
very mue àmistaken. He will search my
history In vain to find evidence of my holi-
ing a retainer on behalf of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company such as was pre-
sented when he asked the people of this
country to pay $2,000,000 more for a work
to be con3truçted by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company than they were prepared

to perform that work for the .Government
of which I was a member. Therefore, the
less the bon. gentleman says about holding
retainers for the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
the better. But I want to put this to the
House as a matter which I think deserves
some consideration. The Intercolonial Rial-
way terminated at Rivière du Loup, and
by-and-by I will state why It was
brought to Point Lévis. When, after years
of experience the Government found that
one of the great objects of having a
great interoceanie Une of railway extending
from the Pacifie to the Atlantie Ocean had
failed in realizing the Important point of
Laving ocean termini within Canada that
could do the work which the interests of
Canada required should be done, the Gov-
ernment txrned their attention to the ques-
tion ho-w they could overcome the difficulty.
We found by sad experience that with all
the efforts that could be made by any persons
charged with the administration of the In-
tercolonial Railway, it was absolutely Im-
possible to take frelght to St. John or Hali-
fax or anv port within the Dominion, lie-
cause the Grand Trunk Railway had a line
of communication to Portland so much
sh-orter thit it was able to eut off the traffie
that could otherwise be carried to the sea
within the Dominion. Consequently the
Intercolonial Railway was proved to be an
absolute failure, as to providing a port
within the Dominion that should be an effi-
(ient winter port for Canada. Now, Sir,
what did we do ? We acted only after the
nost careful consideration. It was not
iurriedly done. It was not done in the
dark. It was not done as this contract was
made. without anybody in the House of
Commons, or ln Canada, except the parties
negotiating with each other, knowîng any-
thing about it. We made no secret contract.
We discussed the question long and fully,
and finally we came to the conclusion to asik
the a uthority and approval of Parliament to
enable us to remedy that difficulty, and "ô
secure within the Dominion of Canada the
ocean termini of the great Interoceanle Une
of railway, both on the Atlantic and on the
Pacifie. How did we do that ? The Cana-
dian Pacifie Rallway Company were tempt-
ed by a proposal of the Government of Can-
ada, with the authorlty and approval of
Parliament, who voted the money before
any negotiations were had, to grant a snb-
sldy of $186,000 a year for twenty years.
What does that amount to ? It amounts to
$2,267,210. capitalized at 3 per cent, given
to a private company, given to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway to induce them to bulld a
Une of railway from the port of Montreal to
the harbour of St. John. Those were the
terms and that was the condition on whicli
they agreed to do It. I have under my band
a copy of the Halifax "'Morning Ohronicte."
which contains an article dealing with this
subjeet. and I wll read a single sentence
from that very absurd and ridiculous edi-
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toriaL, but in which there is one grain o
truth, and that is the paragraph I am goin:
to read, which I happen to know Is absolute
ly true. It Is not couched in the most elegan
phraseology, and does not exhibit exactl;
that high type of writing which one would
'expect from a distinguished law professor
but such as it s, I give It to the House:

They say there is another phase of the story
to be told. The people of Halifax and Nova Sco
tia do not blame the Canadian Pacific Railway
for the situation whIch has been created by the
fc.lly of the late Government. The Canadian
Pacifie Railway people did not want to build the
Short Line through Maine, but were forced to
against their better judgment, and, to use a vul-
garlsm, they bave ever since been making
ptriodical visits to the back-yard, where they
privately kiek themselves.
That Is not just the style of comnunication
you would look for from a learned and dis
tinguished law professor, who claims to be
a man of bigh literary attaInments ; but vul
gar and common place and low as it is, it
is true.

Mr. RUSSELL. WIll the hon. gentleman
allow me to lnterrupt him ? I can hardly
suspect that he does not mean by this re-
ference, not altogether complimentary, to
make some personal allusion to some mem-
ber of the House, and I would like to know
If there is any distinguisbed law professor
or any law professor at all, In any way con-
nected with the Halifax " Morning Chron-
icle.,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I thought the
hon. gentleman was a distinguisbed professor
of the law.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not say that I ame
but I ask the hon. leader of the Opposition-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But after listen-
ing to the hon. gentleman for an hour this
-afternoon, I came to the conclusion that I
muet have been mlslnformed.

Mr. RUSSELL. I knew that the hon. gen-
tieman made altogether too high an estlmate
of my poor abilIties, but all I wish to say is
that If he wants to convey the Impression
to this IHouse that I have any connection ln
the world with the HalHfax "Morning Chron-
lele," he Is absolutely and entirely mistaken.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Imay have been
misnformed, but after I was wearied out
by the platitudes of the hon. gentleman and
bis needless going over what had already
been said, and better said, by a dozen gentie-
men before him, i left the îHouse, but I am
told that the hon. gentleman made an ela-
borate rehash of the "Morning Chronicle ",
editorials here for my beefit after my back
was turned.

Mr. RUSSELL. That does not warrant the
hon. gentleman in conveying any Impresslon
to this House that II bave anytbing i-n the'
worfd to do with the Haifax " Morning

hroncle, ..or ever saw or knew anything
-about the atiede he has Just read. Suc an

Sess I solu y unfounded.

fISir CHARLES TUPPER, I amrnfot as-
gtonlshed that lie or any gentlem~an of any
~standing or character should be ashamed to

t admit having anytbing ti do wlth the edi-
y tonials of the "Mornlng 'Chrunicte.">

d Mr. RUSSELL. 1 think they are excellent
editonials, but I only wlsh to say that it Is
untrue that 1 have any connection whatever
with the Halifax "',Murning -Chronîcle," and
1 hope that the hou. gentlemun, witli bis
dlstlnguished falrness, wll accept my state-

i ment. I neyer saw the paragrapli he alluded
ato, and have flot read the " Chronicle," or
)been able te do su for several weeks. or»been -a writter for It for the last tw'enty
or thirty years.

sir CHARLES TtTPPER. 1 say frankly to
i the hon. gentleman that 1 shalhave a better

-opinion of hlm ln future tbaii 1 had -ln the
past. He bas given evidence uf good sense

-and grood taste that I mnust confess I dld flot
tgive hlm credit for ; but I must tell im hl1is,
that he has -adôpted a Une ln this bouse ln
reference to my position and tu this ques-
tion which I shail dl spose ut, I think, very
summarlly and thoroughly before 1 oit down,
that led, me to sufpose that, at ail events, it
was a case uf geat mlnds Jump1ng tugether.
If what bas appeared ln the "Chronicle " did
flot emanate froum bhn, then 11- was une of
these remarkable evIdences of gre&t mlnds
thinlting toget.ber and reacblng thbe same con-
clusion. I want tu put this proposition Io
tb.is bouse, as business men. When the
Governiment uf Canada Induced the Can-
adian Pacifie Rallway, by a subsldy ot
$2,267,210 tu furniish 1-at whicb they found
the Intercolonil Railway could flot provide,
when they Induced thbe Canadian Pacilie
Rallway to build that Une ut railway frum
Muntreal to Quebec, when we Induced tUa t
company by that subsldy 1-o provide the
means ut reaehlng au ocean-wlnter port ln
Canada, WhIch we found, after constructIng
1-be Intercolonial Rallway, we dld flot possess
ln consequence ofth1le great distance we had
to cuver cumpared to Portland, I ask If
there la a falr-nrInded man lu the bouse
that would say 1-bat t-heGovernment or Can-
ada would be ent.itled to turu around and
build a pantillel Une. Those wbo have
watcbed thle reports of 1-bat cornpany wlIl
corne 1o the conclusion that thbe Halifax
"Chronicle " le right wben 11- says that the
cornpany had -nu desire to build that rallway,
and I arn ln a position to, know-from thle
best possible authorlty years ago 1 legraed-
that there was no aet 1-bat tbe Canadian Paci-

feRallway had ever been Induced 1» under-
take, there was n1o work they had eirer been
induced 1-o construet,t1-atth-ey regretted su
deeply as t'bat. Those who are faiIlilar
with theLr reports wlU have, nu dlfficulty lu
dlsco'rering 1-bat 1-bey spent between $13,000,.
M0 and $14900M,000 'of their own -money ln

peieforming that work fSn Canada. I want 1o
know, then, Isthere a màn ln this bouse wIll
fiayg,, withont any refereâce to whether lie

iksor dlIlkes the Ganadian pacifie Rail-
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way, that the Government of Canada would
be warrnted, after having induced that
company, by a subsIdy voted by this Par-
liament, of $186,000 a year for twenty years,
to turn around and build a parallel line
alongside of that for the purpose of taking
away its trafe. There is net a man in this
House who would not spurn any such idea
and brand It as a most dishonest transaction,
as between man and man, or between a Gov-
ernment and a company. I quite agree with
the hon. Minister of Railways that that does
not preclude Oanada from engaging In any
fair and legithnate means by which the In-
tercolonlal Railway shall secure every pound
of traffie and every passenger it can obtain.
But I do say that It becomes a very question-
able thIng whether we should impose an ad-
ditional debt upon the shoulders of the people
of Canada of $6,00,000 or $7,000,000 for the
avowed purpose of taking away traffie from
the Canadian Pacifie Railway over a road
that company was induced by Canada to
build, and which it has found most unprofit-
able and regretted very much ever having
been induced to undertake.

But I will put all that aside, and wll
treat this question as if we had a perfectly
legitimate ground to enter upon competi-
tion with the Canadian Pacifie Railway or
anybody else. I do not intend to go over
the points already touched upon. I should
be insulting the Intelligence of this House
ln doing so after such clear, lueld and lu-
minous statements as those made from this
side of the House ln eriticising this measure;
for instance, after such a speech as we
have heard dellvered by the hon. member
for Glengarry (Mr. MoLennan), one of the
ablest and most practicai men sltting in
this House, a gentleman who speaks with
knowledge of the value of these works pos-
sessed by very few hon. members. I be-
lieve that there are gentlemen on the other
side of the House who, if they occupied as
independent a position as my hon. friend
from Glengarry, might make speeches show-
ing, perhaps, equal abllty and equal knowl-
edge of the subject. This, however, we
cannot hope for. If any pentleman on the
other side with equal ability and equal
knowledge were to intimate to the occu-
pants of the Treasury benches that ln jus-
tice to his own character as a man of ability
and knowledge on such subjects, he would
feel it Is his duty to make such a speech,
he would be appointed a Governor of one ef
the provinces withln twenty-four hours, or
at least he would have the promise of some
such office, and would become as du mb as
these gentlemen usuafy do when weighted
down with Governorships or judgeships or
postmasterships. I take up a point which
has not been very fully deait with by my
hon. friends on this side of the House. I
put It before the House on a former ocea-
siOn iny vlew as to what-if It was consider-
ed n ecessary to bring the Intereolonial Rail-
way to Miontrea1l-shou1d have been done.
And I leave It to the judgment of hon. gen-

tlemen opposite themselves, if they will
give it dispasionate consideration for a
few moments, whether the proposai I made
was not the one best calculated to promote
the Interests of the whole country while
accomplishing the object in vlew. The bon.
Minister of Railways and Canals, when he
decided toe carry the Intercolonial Railway
to the city of 'Montreal, had three modes
opened to him on the south shore of the
St. Lawrence. He chose the worst, la my
opinion. He had the mode-which any per-
son regarding the case would thiak the best
-Of making an arrangement with the Grand
Trunk to run over ther Une. This could
be run as a traffle arrangement ; or if the
hon. Minister is determined to be a great
rallway magnate and must have absolute
ownership, he could have purehased the
right of that portion of the Grand Trunk
Rallway upon lnfinitely better termns. Mr.
Wainwright, the very able and talented
gentleman connected w1th the Grand Trunk,
who, perhaps, is able to speak on questions
appertaining to the Grand Truhk with as
much authority and wlsdom as any man In
this country, said before the committee that
owIng to this arrangement the Grand Trunk
was oblIged to practically abandon that por-
tion of their Une from the Chaudière to Ste.
Rosalie. If that Is the case, can any one
doubt that they woIld have been only too
glad to have made arrangements to enable
the Intercolonial Rallway to enter Montreal
on infdnitely better terms, with all termi-
nal facilities provided, than by the mode
proposed. But there was another mode.
There was what is known as the South
Shore Une. There is a road runnIng
through the most populous portion of the
country, a road which -would give you a
large amount of traffile and would have en-
abled the Intercolonial Railway to get into
Montreal upon far better terms than are
provided under the plans proposed. More
than that, we must not forget that at this
moment the Prime ·Mister stands pledged,
as do other hon. gentlemen connected with
the South Shore Railway, to come to this
House and get from it the subsidies by
which that road ean be bulit. And then,
In the third place, you have an old, broken-
down rallway that has been shown by my
hon. frIend from Westmoreland (Mr. Powell)
to be a iiserable. bankrupt concern,
that had never earned a penny of net earn-
Ings In it lhistory, that commenced nowhere
and ran nowhere, and was utterly unadapt-
ed for the purpose proposed. 'This road
you wIll have runnlng between the Grand
Trunk on the one side and the Sonth Shore
on the other, both competing with it and
both In a position to compete successfully.
Therefore, I contend that it was Infinitely
the worst proposition that could be seleet-
ed. But what I proposed and what the
MInister of Railways and Canals has treated
with infinite scorn and I draw the attention
of the Prime Minister (r WilfrId Laurier)
and the hon. member for Quebee West (Mr.
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Dobell) to the point-was to secure the ter-
minus of the Intercolonial Railway in the
heart of the city of Quebec by building ,a
bridge and bringing that road in. The Min-
ister of Railways and Canals says that I
said all we would have to do would 1: e
to give a million. I say that both Liberal
and Conservative parties were pledged,
whenever means could be found to accomp-
lish that work by a suitable contribution
from other parties, to give liberally from the
Dominion treasury to that important work.
The Minister says that the Grand Trunk
would have treated with contempt any pro-
position to have a bridge there. I do
not think so. Every person knows it would
be infinitely preferable for the Grand Trunki
to have its terminus :n the heart of the old
historie city of Quebec rather than at Lvis
with no communication, except ny water,
with the city. The Canadian Pacifie Railway
woull have had a great interest in the con-
struction of the bridge, and I have no hesi-
tation in saying that both the Canadau P:-
cific Railway and the Grand Trulc Rail-
woy would bave contributed handso>m"iy 10
the construction of that bridge, because it
would give them an outlet connected with
the whole of these railways ramifying to
large sections of the province of Quebec,1
from which they are now eut off iual with1
which they have no communication. That
is not all. There is the legislature of the
province of Quebec, which has always said
that it is prepared to join with the Domin-
ion Government and the Grand Trunk and
Canadian Pacific Railway in providing rori
the construction of that bridge, because It
would be an immense thing for the clty of
Quebec, in fact, for the whole surrounding
country, to have such a bridge, vhich would
give nccess to a large section of country.
You have not only the Intercolonial Rail-
way on account of which Parliament would
have been justified in giving a million dol-
lars to this scheme to bring the road from
Lévis into the eity of Quebec by
the construction of this bridge.
You would have had the Legislature of Que-
bec, you would have had the Grand Trunk
Railway, the Canadian Pacifie Railway, the
Quebee Central Railway and the Lake St.
John Railway, which now runs to the city
of Quebec, only too glad to assist and con-
tribute in getting an outlet across that
bridge and conneetion with the surrounding
country in every direction, giving an ad-
vantage to their traffle and developing that
country as nothing else could have done.
We remember that, when this Drummond
County Railway transaction was proposed,
one man in this House immedlately started
up and said: Are you going to give the
go-by to the city of Quebee ? Are you not
going to contribute to the bridge ? He did
not get the bridge, but he got the judgeship.
He has gone. and we will have other gentle-
men now starting up.,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). You have to appoint
judges ; you cannot get along in the country
without judges.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am Inclined
to think that what we want just now is a
Minister of Railways with more judgment ;
I think that is a more crying necessity at
this moment than even the appointment of
more judges. When we are dealing with a
question of great magnitude and of vital
consequence to the city of Quebec, the cop-
tract for the fast Une service, a gentleman
sItting down in that part of the House, rose
up, and, in stentorian tones, told the Gov.
ernment, that, if they believed that any man

i could be elected in the eity of Quebec who
would not assist that fast line service, they
were greatly mistaken. Well, Sir, he got a
judgeship, but he did not get the fast Une
service. So Mr. Choquette was choked off
with a judgeship, but he got no bridge.
Now, I want the Minister of Railways and
Canals to deal with the position of the mem-
ber for Quebec West (Mr. Dobell), whose
existence is at stake. Does any person sup-
pose that that hon. gentleman will have a
ghost of a chance in Quebec to be returned
to this Ho'ise, if that bridge is not built,
which he has declared over and over again
only requires a million dollars from the Gov-
ernment of this country to make It a com-
plete success ? That Is the answer that I
give to the whole story of the bon. gentle-
man, that my mode of bringing the Intercol-
onial Raliway Into the city of Que-
bec was Illusory. I say that, if, when
there, you wanted to carry the Inter-
colonial Railway to Montreal, all you
had to do was to say te the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway Company: Take our traffic;
allow our trains to run over your line ; give
us the advantage of your terminals at Mont-
real, and we will engage to take your trains
from St. John to Halifax, and give you the
advantage of ours. How did the hon. gen.
tleman meet that ? Why, Sir, he met it
with a display of absolute ignorance of the
whole question of railway transportation
and railway arrangements, such as ought
to be enough4 to startle hon. gentlemen on
the Treasury benches, if it did not startle
anybody else. Wby, he sald, it would be a
monstrous bargain to carry the freight and
traffic of the Intercolonial Railway to pay
for that by allowing the Canadian Pacifie
Railway to run from St. Johnt to Halifax,
whieh is a much longer distance. To use
his own language, he said it would be a
monstrously absurd bargain for the Govern.
ment. Let me ask the hon. gentleman, whe-
ther he has reconsidered that queètlon, after
havIng heard the argument of my hon.
friend from Glengarryl (Mr. MeLennan), of
my bon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell), of my hon.-friend the senior mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Borden), of my hon.
friend the ex-Minister of Railways and
Canals (Mr. Haggart), and lfa a dozen other
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gentlemen who have deait with this sub- of Railways and Canals wants to carry this
ject. After lie looks in the face what he has project. But if so, would he take the ground
paid to the Grand Trunk Railway te get into of stubbornly refusing to admit that the
Montreal, let me ask him, if anything that terms of this new arrangement are a dollar
he could propose to charge for taking traffie better than the arrangement that the Senate
across the Intercolonial Railway from St. rejected ? Does he think that such a course
John to Halifax would not be insignificant, will improve the prospect ? Suppose he had
compared with the advantage of bringing the the candour to admit that which every in-
Intercolonial Railway into Montreal, and as telligent person 'in this country knows, that
compared with wbat the hon. gentleman Is the terms of this new contract, both with
paying to the Grand Trunk Railway to get in the Grand Trunk Railway and with the
by another route ? Why, Sir, to any man Drummond County Railway, are more than
who knows anything of railway transporta- a million dollars better-
tion and terminal facilities, I have only to The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
mention these things to cover the hon. gen-! CANALS (Mr. Blair). Oh, oh.
tleman with ridicule, when he stands up in i
this House and is impaled. as he las been| Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am now mak-
by his declaration that it is worth more to ing an argument for him. Does he want the
take Canadian Pacifie Railway trains from Scinate to pass it ? If he wants the Senate
St. John to Halifax and give them the ad- to pass it, he would take this position: The
vantage of our terminals, than it is to take Government maintained two years ago that
the traffic of the Intercolonial Railway fromj they liad made a good bargain. They main-
the city of Quebec to Montreal, 160 miles tain that they had made a good bargain,
shorter though it be, and have ail these ter .that they had made the very best bargain,
minal advantages there for which he is pay- both with the Drummond County Railway
ing such an overwhelming sum. Under and with the Grand Trunk Railway, that
these circunistances, I leave the hon. gentle- was possible. That is what the hon. Minis-
man, and I leave the Government, to settle ter of Railvays and Canals told us when lie
that question with the deeply-wronged and | brought it down here. If he had had the
injured people of the city of Quebec, as candour to stand up here, instead of stub-
well as with the surrounding country. We bornly refusing to admit that the terms of
have a common interest in avoiding hang- this bargain are Infinitely better than those
ing around the neeks of the people of this tbat the Senate rejected, would he not have
country $6,000,000 or $7,000,O00. They them- been promoting the passage of this measure
selves call It $6,000,000, but the hon. mem- and removing the obstacles out of the way
ber for Westmoreland has gone one better ihat blocked the Goverument on the former
than I have. r have been called a million- occasion ? If he had said : While I still
aire on this question, because I have said, stand by the original contract as one that
that the present terms are a million dollars was fair and one that I was prepared to ad-
better than the terms that the hon. gentle- vocate, we could not carry it ; It was re-
men had rejected by the Senate before. But, jected and, having been rejected, I have
Sir, the hon. member for Westmoreland has used that, I have said to the Drummond
shown that I had not suffielently grasped County people : You must better your offer;
the question. He has gone into the figures, we cannot get it through Parliament, we
into the detalis, and, wIth the most admir- cannot get through the Senate the proposal,
able mastery of the whole subject, In the as I have attempted It, and, If you have
most graphie manner, he las shown us the any desire to have this contract implement-
enormous cost at whieh this present railway ed, and if It is to recelve the support of Par-
scheme is to be carried out. liament, you will have to better your offer.

Now, I have been a little amazed at listen- If the hon. gentleman had used the fact
Ing to the discussion of this question In this that the Senate had rejected tbis measure
House. Does the Minister of Railways and to squeeze the Drummond County people
Canals want this contract, ratlfied ? I ask and the Grand Trunk Railway Company,
that In all serlousness, because I begin to and f le had core lere and saId: I am
doubt it? Do the Government want this happy to say that, owlng to the rejection
contract ratified, or have they got out of the of the measure, 1 am, able to present a mea-
Drunimond County people ail tliey can get. Bure which is a million dollars better than
aud are they now turning their faces In an- the one the Senate rejeted, would that be
other direction ? Wha1t Is the meaning of calculated te, get It through Parliament,? I
the extraordinary spectacle that we have thnk It would. Yet, strange teo ayt the
seen In this Flouse ? Every person knows eiily arguments addressed on this question,
that the.Drumm.nd Railway seaeme was that were calculatedo secureth passag
not ratlfied because thet Senate refused 'te o this measure throgh the Senate, and
pass the measure that was sent up to It ast which were advanced by hon. members on-
year. Every person knows that the objeet the side eofthe HouseS avejbeee n stubbor
which the Goverment profess to have n reslsted tbyo on. gentlemen on thothe r
ve exa only be accomplesedht one way, sidn et he House Who perss to Ideclari g
andthat is by convncing the Senate that that-this mnew centract e Selnota1t-botter
pass 9" te masue tht4ws 1sn up to i lt +11w hi wereA dvanced by hon. à-members wn

this is a better bargain than that which thian the old one, ands thait there is e rea-
they rejected. I assume that the Minister sou in the world why the Senate should not
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throw it ont. What Is the meaning of
their course ? Do they want the Senate to
throw it out ? Is that their objeet ? This
would appear to be their desire and their
object in taking a course that strikes me as
the nost illogical and most Irrational that
auy Government could take. I do not be-
lieve any hon. gentleman on the Treasury
ienches ; I am sure there is not au hou.
gentleman on the Treasury benches, who
does not know that this present arrange-
ir ent, made with the aid of Mr. Harris, a
gentleman whom the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals brought to his support in
connection with this matter, and a gentle-
man who lias very great knowledge of rail-
way natters and who was called li to as-
sist in these negotiations, Is more favourable
than the first arrangement. Any man who
knows anything of railway questions bas
onfly to read the two contracts, the first con-
tract and the last contract, put side by side,
to sec that the advantages are overwhelm-
Ingly on the side of the latter, and that,
w hile the Senate were perfectly justified in
rejecting the former measure, they would
be perfectly justified in saylng : This second
contract is so much better that we are pre,
pared to give It our ratification although
we rejected the other. Am I addressing my-
self to intelligent men, or am I not ? There
is no intelligent man who will not say that
the Une taken by the Government looks like
one of two things. It looks like au attempt
to pretend to get this contract ratified when
they do not want it ratified, and the other
is that the Government desire that the Sen-
ate should rejeet this measure. When this
question was before the House on a former
occasion I never exchanged one word upon
this subject, with any Senator, pro or con,
as to what 1 desired the action of the Senate
shîould be. I never said a single word except
on the floor of this House. I have my posi-
tion here, and I declared the view in which
I regarded the transaction, but so far as
the Senate was concerned, I felt that it was
not my province to say anythIng; I felt
that my position to speak to the Senate is
here from my place on the floor of the
louse of Commons, and that was the only

mode that I adopted. I do not intend, I will
not, on the present occasion more than on
the last, say one single word, but I am
amazed when listening to this discussion on
the two sides of the House, to find that
every argument that could be advanced to
obtain the support of the Senate comes
from this side of the House while there Is
a stu',born determination on the part of hon.
gentlemen opposite not to admit that this
is one jot or tittle better than the first con-
tract whIch indicates that the Government
do not want this measure carrIed. and that
they are realHy inviting Its rejection again.
I promised to be very brief, and I must not
forget It, but I drew the attention of the
House to the remarkable fact that in the four

Sr CHARLES TUPPER..

bours' speech of the hon. Minister of RaIl-
ways and Canals he spent but half an hour
ln dealing with the Drummond County Rail-
way. His great object seemed to be, and
it exhibited a great deal of tact and ability
to exemplify the truth of the saying that
wheu you have a bad case ln hand, there
is nothing like drawing a red herring across
the track and leading the bounds as far
away as possible from the scent which they
have got. Therefore, I find the bon. Min-
ister of Railways and Canals ranging over
the whole of the Dominion of Canada, and
finally concluding that he could not do a
better service to his cause than by dropping
down upon your humble servant and show-
ing how he had failed ln deallng with rail-
way questions. This was not the question
before the House. Conditions have chan-
ged ; they have relegated me to the cold
shades of Opposition, and they have put the
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals in the
position that I formerly occupied, and he
will not be able to shelter himself by a
eomparison with anything that I did. This
is an age of progress, it is an age of ad-
v.auceinent and the bon. gentleman has
greatly the adeantage of me because he has
all the records of the past -to study and
learn, and when you have that you can
study from two sources ; you can be guided
by what lias been done in the past, and you
can use it as a beacon light to help you to
avoid the errors that your predecessors may
have made. The hon. gentleman took up
what was called the Short Line Railway,
that is to say, not the present Short Line
Railway from Montreal, but he took up the
question of the great Short Line Railway, as
it was called, which occupied the attention
of this House before, and he furbished up
and revamped au old slander utterd by the
hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright), when I was 3,000 miles
away on the other side of the Atlantie, and
when he thought he could advance his cause
by attacking one who was absent. He took
up the statement as to my having been mis-
taken in the distance that would be saved
by building what was not then, but what
Is now called the Oxford and New Glasgow
Railway. What purpose did the hon. gen-
tleman hope to serve ? I think there is no
other logical Inference that the bon. gentle-
man undertook to show that as I was great-
ly deceived about the distance that would
be saved lin the building of that line of rail-
way, the Drummond County scheme must be
an excellent one and everybody must swal-
low it without making a wry face. Let me
ask the attention of the committee while I
consign that slander to utter oblivion as I
have consigned many slanders on former oc-
casions. I came out from England In 1891
to assist the late Right Hon. Sir John Mac-
donald li carrylng on the campaign of thatyear, and on that occasion I addressed alarge body of people in Windsor, Ont. Therey had a pamphlet put in my hands.
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This was considered to be such a wonder- accomplished by it. Their statements were ac-
ful card, that the hon. gentleman had had It cepted by me, but I put the paper in the bands
put in pamphlet form, and some one was of Mr. Collingwood Schreiber, Chief Engineer of
good enough to give me a copy, and I gave Goverament Railways in Canada, who reported
my answer then as I give It now, and I will that what Dr. Green and Mr. Blackman had set

fcrth in regard to the distance to be saved would,repeat it so that it may go on record. I he aiso thoughtb be savedw
think it is probably the last time theI 1o tho b d1
Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair) will think Did I do right or did I do wrong? Was I to
he Is best promoting a measure he has be- undertake to decide that question ? No, I
fore the House by referrlng to that. I read handed that petition with the statement of
from my speech at Windsor, as reported in the distance that would be saved to the chief
the " Mail and Empire," February 23rd, engineer. Mr. Collingwood Schreiber, the
1891: · l>Deputy Minister of the hon, gentleman (Mr.

Blair) to-day, who was then the chief engi-I hold in my band the petition of Mr. Black- neer of the Government ralways. The hon.
man, the president of the Great European Short gentlerBlair il id rShe -
Line Railway, who came to the Government of gentleman (Mr. Blair) will find Mr. Sebrel-
Canada with a petition asking for aid to con- ber's report on that petition In the files of
struct the road, and the statement made ln that his department. Mr. Schreiber said :
petition was that the construcion of a line of 771 The following link ln the railway system will,miles would mean the saving which I have re- tberefore, have to be provided : New Glasgow toferred to. That paper is the original paper now Amherst, 77 miles.on file in the Department of Railways and Can-. That is what tepetition said and that Is
als in Canada. That was in 1882. .IThat is thatpthptiti sid andtnhahis

what Mr .AJ.J Schreib rF orted c~~IAI e ti t

. uuLÀIU :pu aiu uc ptu ng eThe files of the Department of Railways sae men of the petitioners who were askingwere then under my hands, as they are now for mileage subsidy and who would only re-
under the hands of the hon. gentleman (Mr. ceive a subsidy for each mile actually built.
Blair), and by reference to them he will find Mr. Schreiber continued•
this Identical' petition of Mr Blackman.
Mark, Sir, this' was not a case in which Par- The scheme appears very attractive, and the
liament w s asked to build a line of railway, rcad would undoubtedly draw a large oceanitraffic. It would also, he thinks, secure to theand in which it became important that great Dominion the control of the highway between theaccuracy should be had as regards the mile- two continents, and contribute to the develop-
age, but this was a mileage subsidy, and the ment of her resDurces and the promotion of her
subsidy would only be paid for the length prosperity.
of miles constructed, so that we were not That is Mr. Schreiber's report, confirming
obliged to give that close and accurate atten- Mi'r. Blackman's statement in the petition as
tion to it that we would if we were asking to the distance saved, and commending the
for the construction of a Une by the Govern- scheme as one whieh would greatly promote
ment. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) does the prosperity of the country. That is my
not expect me, when a proposal was made by answer to the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) ;
a company such as that, a company that had that is my answer to this House, that is my
Dr. Green, the chairman of the Telegraphie answer to the people of the country, and
Union, as its president, and had a number there Is not an intelligent man In the country
of leadlng men possessing, as we were led to who will not say that It is not a complete
believe, a large amount of capital, asking for vindleation of any charges against me. The
permission to construct this illne for a sub- statement I made in this House as to that
sidy of, I think, $3,200 a mile. Does the saving of distance was based on the state-
Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair) think It ment of the gentleman who was the chief
was my duty to get a tape line and to go engineer of railways, and who is to-day
with my private secretary and measure thatl' Deputy Minister as well as chief engineer.
road, and ascertain if it was just the distance! It was to form a great lne of communica-
that Mr. Blackman assured me It was ? I tion to the heart of Canada ; It would also
do not think the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) secure the Dominion the control of the high-
put a tape line on the Drummond County way between the two continents, contribute
and measured It before he entered Into the to the development of lier resources and the
contract. That is not my contention of tlie promotion of her prosperity. It spoke of the
duty of a Minister of Railways. What did I distance to be built from New Glasgow: to
do ? The hon. gentleman wIll soon see: Amherst, and said it would be 77 miles.

I did not go into the question with as much Now these were the statements that Mr.
care as I otherwise would have done, believing Wiman and his friends made. I have given
that Mr. Blackman and Dr. Green, the president you the report of the Government engineer,
of the Great Union Telegraph Company, of the bearing out what Mr. Wiman had sald, andUnited States, who were promotIng this company, upon.that Parliament was asked for a vote
and Mr. Wiman,- of money and gave a subsidy. I willMr. Wiman Is a gentleman that the members not take up the time of the committeeon -the Treasury benches have heard of be- longer in dealIng with this exhumedfore, and he was one of the capitalists largely slander, which has met at my bands to-night
Interested In this road : just the fate that al these slanders will
-before undertaking the building of a line o! meet with when they are raked up after
rallway. would have ascertained what was to be being long ago dlsposed of, by an hon. gen.
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tleman who knows so little about the past
history of Canada as does the Minister of
tailways (Mr. Blair).

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Would the hon. gen-
tieman permit me to ask him a question?

Sir CHA.RLES TUPPER. Certainly.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDi

CANALS. I have endeavoured to follow thel
lhon. gentleman somewhat carefully, and Il
have not yet gathered that he states that he
did not represent to Parliament that the
building of his short Une would affect ai
saving of over forty miles.1

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not thinki
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) is quite so
obtuse as he appears to be at this moment.
I have told him in terms that any intelligent
man eau understand, that the statement I
made to this House In reference to the dis-
tance was based on the report of Mr. Colling-
wood Schreiber, which he laid before me.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not care what it is based
on, I ask did you make the statement ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say that state-
ment I made in Parliament was the state-
ment contained in the report of my chief en-
gineer, and unless the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Bsafr) says it was my business to get a
tape line and measure the road, that answer
ought to be sufficient for him, and when the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) can bring, on a
question of that kInd, such an authority, he,
will find I wiiR pay great deference to It.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Do you say that the present De-
puty Minister, when chief engineer, made a
measurement and ascertained the length,
and advised you that it was 77 miles,
shorter ?

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Now, Mr. Chair-
man, this is really too bad. If the hon. gen-
tieman (Mr. Blair) was half as big a fool as
that question would Indicate, he ought to be
turned out of Parliament without a moment's
hesitation.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman (Sir Charles Tupper) is going a lit-
tle too far.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You quite mis-
understood me. i said lie Is not a fool. I
say he is a clever man. I say he Is fnot haif
as big a fool as hIe looks.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I -think the
bon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) wants
the committee to assume that the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Blair) Is a fool.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, no. On
the contrary, if I could speak ,French, Mr.
Chairman, you would not make that mis-
taie.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I arn not very
conversant with the English language, but
I think I am, conversant enough wltb it to

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

understand that the presan which has
been used is not quite proper.

Sir CHARU4S TIJrIPER. I assure you
I was endeavouring to pay the hon. gen-
tienian r& complin ent, and endeavouring to
relieve' him of tLe impression which the
question he asks would uaturally leave on
both sides of the House. Coming from the
seaside, you know, I take a particular in-
terest in the hon. gentleman. I daresay
the hon. gentleman remembers very weil
that Horace Greeley, when editor of the New
York 'Tribune," wrote an article on the
wonderful brain-producing power of fish,
showing the reason why men on the sea-
coast ln all countries held their own pretty
well with men In the Interior. The next
morning a tall, slab-sided Yankee came into
the office and said, "Mr. Greeley, I bave been
reading your article on the wonderful brain-
producing power of fish ; I want to Improve
niy brain power, and I would like to ask
you how much fish I would require to use."
" Well," said Mr. Greeley, "I think you had
better begin with a whale." If it were not
iunparliamentary, I would recommend the
hon. gentleman to begin with a whale."

I now come to the St. Oharles branch.
Does the hon. gentleman bold me respon-
sible for the St. Charles branehb? It was
not a thing done in the dark. No secret
contract was made with political partisans
who were able to contribute handsome party
funds to the Government of the day. No
person bas ever insinuated that. What was
done was this. 1, as Minister of Railways,
asked Parliament if they wished that woric
to be prosecated, and I put before Parlia-
nient all the information I could get from
the Railway Department and from the sane
gentleman in whom the hon. Minister has
such confidence to-day. I had equally great
confidence in him then. As engineer of
Government railways, lie investigated that
subject and reported to me what he believed
the road could be bulit for, and I brought
all the tacts before Pariament, and Par-
liament voted the money before a blow
was struck or anything was doue. lit turn-
ed out that a long section of that line ran
along the sea shore, where wharfs had
been bu4lt, and where arrangements had
been made for large shipping enterprises.
The result proved what an hon. gentleman
read here yesterday from the statement I
made to the House, which was perfectly
eorreet-that I was aghast at. the expendi-
ture that had been Incurred, but it was not
an expenditure one dollar of whlch I could
control. The cost of construetion Itself was
infinitely greater than any person supposed
it woufd be, and the land damages were of
suclh a frightful character that I fought
them step by step befôre the arbtrators,
before the courts, and -nally before the
Exehequer Court, and made every effort
a man ýcould make to reduce the expendi-
ture 'down 'to the lowest dollar. Does the
lhon. gentleman find in that any -Jstification
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for the Drummond RaIlway bargaàn ? Has
it any more to do with it than 'what Is
going on In China ? The hon, gentleman
knows it has not. But be felt that the
only chance he had of deluding his own
followers into suppoiçting this measure was
to draw a red-herring across the scent and
draw the hounds away in another direction,
and thus prevent them givlng to this mea-
sure that scrutiny which would have been
given if he had been obliged to spend the
valuable time he was wasting, in giving the
Information which this House bas a right
to demand from any gentleman occupying
the position he does ro-day.

But the hon. gentleman had something
to say on another question, which I con-
fess lias perhaps a closer bearing on this
measure, that ,is, the purchase of the Rivière
du Loup Une. Well, Sir, what was that
case? Was it a case Tn which the Gov-
ernment went to the Grand Trunk Railway
Company, as he went, anô made a contraet
involvIng millions, without the knowledge
of anybody in this House 'r in this country?
Not at all. My predecessor, the late Hon.
Alexander Mackenzie came before Parlia-
ment and stated the grounds on 'which he

considered It of great Importance to Can-
ada that the Intercolonial should be
brought from Rivière du Loup to Lévis, a
distance of 123 miles. The position was this.
That was not a profitable portion of the
Grand Trunk Line. The eompany had allow-
ed it to fall so much into desuetude and se
nuch out of repair that when the Interco-
lonial Railway was opened to Rivière du
Loup the effeet of running triins over that
portion of the line at the rate of speed
that could be obtained on the Intercolonial
was that the engines and cars and every-
thing else were damaged and destroyed.
Mr. Mackenzie stated that to the House.
:and the House unanimously authorized him
to go ahead and open up negotiations and
see what arrangements he could imake with
the Grand Trunk Rallway for the purpose
of having the terminus of the Intereolonial
brought to Levis, where It would have con-
m-ection with ocean shipplng with steamers
coming from the mother country and steam-
ers going to all parts of the world. These
were the clrcumstances under which that
Une was taken over. When we came into
office that was the condition of things. and
I took up the question with the Grand
Trunk Railway. -How dld , proceed ? D&d
I go and make a bargaîn, such as the .hon.
gentleman has made, without an Investiga-
tion, without consulting my engineer. wlth-
out obtaining opinion from anybody ? . Did
I make a bargain In the dark for the pur-
chase of that road ? Nothing of. the .,kind.
In the first place,, -go't the bet terms 1
could from the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany, and I put them ln the hands o1 Mr.
Schreiber, he engineer of Government
rallways. e hon. gentleman has mnade
-a great deal of capital out of the course .I

pursued. What other course could I pur-
sue ? 'Phere was no Drummond County
Railway, no South Shore, to fall back upon.
We must either buy that 123 miles from
the Grand Trunk Railway Company or build
a new line ; there was no alternative. Well,
Sir, what did Mr. Schreiber report ? I
have the statement whieh I nade to the
Hlouse, and on which I got the authority of
the House to make the contract-a contract
whieh has never been called in question
in this House down to the time when the
hon. gentleman found it much more con-
venient to talk about these tfar-away sub-
jects than to throw a little liglht on the
Drummond County Railway transaction,
such as this louse had a right to expect
at his hands. I hold in my hand the state-
ment that 1 made to the House when I
subrnitted this project and It will be found
in the " Hansard" of 1879, May, 13th page
1993:

Sir CHARLES TUPPER said: They thought
that a fair mode of arriving at the price was to
look at what expenditure the Government would
be obliged to make, provided that road was not
in existence.
This was not a question of different roads.
but of that or nothing.

They addressed thenselves to that considera-
tion, and those who looked at the papers would
see that the road was obtained from Rivière du
Loup to Chaudière Junction, the old iron rails
not being purchased, but merely retained until
tbey could relay the road with steel rails very
cheaply, at a cost of about $13,000, or a little
under, per mile. Mr. Schreiber had examined
this road in 1876, and was Instructed to give the
Government an estimate of what It would cost
to build a similar road. Mr. Schreiber came to
the conclusion that it would cost $1,859,256 to
build the road from Rivière du Loup to Chau-
diAre Junction, 119 miles, In the same condition
as the Intercolonial He then estimated the cost
of relaying the track with steel rails and putting
it in the same condition as the Intercolonial at
$356,280, which would leave $1,502,976 as the
lowest sum for which they could obtain a road
in the same condition as the Intercolonial.
Mr. Schreiber put the amount required to
provide steel rails and give us précisely
such a road as the Intercolonlal Railway at
$L 502,976.

The road from Chaudière Junction was a very
expensive one. The heavy cuttings and every-
thing else conneeted wilt' It, would involve a
very much greater expenditure than the other
portions of the road They required also to h&ve
a terminus at Quebec Harbour, and. in order to
obtain that it was necessary to run Up six and
a quarter miles from Chaudière Junction to
Hadlow, a property on which the Grand Truik
Railway, at this moment, with their whaifs, en-
gine-house, shops, &c., were paylng on an as-
sessment of $120,000 a year. The 61 niles, with
the Hadlow property, furnishing them with an
independent means et accesa to the harbour,
were put down at $200,000, which was aderyio0
prlee, and which brought thetotal amountat
Mr. - Schrelber's estimate, to $1,70iO00 for th
property as a very low sum at which they could
hope to provide it- Thëy, therefore, made a Pra-
position that the hlghest they 'ould give for
the whole of this .property was $1,500;000.
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The lowest amount for which It could be
provided, according to Mr. Schreiber's esti-
mate was $1,700,000, and we made the pro-
position that the hlghest we would give for
the whole property was $1,500,000, or $200,-
(.(0 less than the estimate of the very lowest
price at which we could do the work our-
selves.

The Government deemed, in a matter of such
importance, that it would not be unwise to have
aCditional information, and although they had
carefully scrutinized and verified Mr. Scbrieber's
statement, so as to leave no doubt that he had
made a low estimate, they sent his report to Mr.
Sbanly,-
Admittedly the most eminent engineer in
Canada and the highest and most distin-
guished a'ithority in this country.
-with a request that he would favour the Gov-
ernuient with his opinion on it. Among the
papers submitted,-
We did not treat the House as we are treat-
ed on this occasion, when we have had to
resort alinost to obstruction in order to get
any muodicum of information at all, but
brouglit everything down; and gave the
louse every means of judging whether we

were acting wisely or unwisely, and whe-
ther the Flouse would be warranted in sup-
porting the proposition we lad submitted.

-would be found a letter from Mr. Shanly, in
whieh he estimated the 119 miles, the property
the Government had purchased, exclusive of the
old iron rails, at a value of $1,758,000, and Mr.
SbIanly assured him (Mr. Tupper) in the most em-
pbatic terms, that even with the low price of
labour and steel rails, and the favourable time
for railway construction, if the ground was clear,
he did not believe it was possible to build a roai
in the same. condition for that amount of money.
To that he added for the 6t miles, with the Had-
low property, $300,000, or a total of $2,100,000,
whicb was the value Mr. Shanly placed upon the
property. He had already stated that their offer
te the Grand Trunk was $200,000 below Mr.
Schreiber's estimate, and $600,000 below Mr.
Sbanly's estimate.
Can the hon. gentleman find anything there
to indicate thac everything the Government
could do to protect the treasury had not
been done ? And we purchased that pro-
perty at $200.000 below Mr. Sehreiber's esti-
mate of what It could be built for, and $00,-
000 below Mr. Shanley's estiimate of what
he belleved It would cost.

On this same subjeet let me read what Sir
Henry Tyler said at a meeting of the Grand
Trunk Railway Company In London, and I
am quoting from, the "Canadian Gazette "
of April 16th, 1891. Sir Henry Tyler ald:

As regards the sale -of the Rivière du Loup
Ane It was a very old story, but the proprietors

would not have imagined from wbat Sir Charles
Tupper had said that the negotiations ln regard to
this transaction had extended over a period of a
year and a haif, and with two eets of Govern-
mente lu Ca'iada. He detailed the circumatances
in connection with the sale -ofthis line to theGovernment. stating that the contract price to
the compAny for its construction, atter deduct-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

ing the.Government subvention, was £536,000. AU
that they could get from the Government for It,
however, was £300,000 and the old rails, or less
than the value wbich the engineer of the Gov-
ernmnent put upon the railway, and very much
less than the valuation put upon it by an in-
dependent engineer trusted by the Government.
They, therefore, considered that they had sold
this line at a great loss.
T shall corme to that question a little more
closely by and by and show the hon. gentle-
man how entirely astray he is In the strong
position he took-or rather the weak and
foolish position, but what he thought was a
strong one-that such a thing as a Goveru-
ment buying a road from a company and
deducting the subsidy never was heard of In
the history of the country. Sir Henry Tyler
said that we ouly gave the company half
what it cost them to bulld that road. after
deducring the Government subvention.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Do you say that Sir
Henry Tyler says you deducted the subsidy
f rom the price you gave ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, I will rend
the quotation again, which I have taken
from Sir Henry Tyler's report, as published
in the "Canadian Gazette" in London at
the time, April 16th, 1891:

He detailed the circumstances in connection
with the sale of this line to the Government,
stating that the contract price to the company
for Its construction, after deducting the Govern-
ment subvention, was £536,000.
Did we give him £336.O0?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, you did not give him a great
many things, not even the rails and equip-
ment. Youi did not give them anything, or
at least they did not give you.

Mr. FOSTER. Which is it ?
The MINISTERI OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. You did not get the rails from
him.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does the hon.
gentleman wlsh to make a little speech ?
if so, I will take breath.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have no objection to your tak-
ing breath.

Sir OH&RLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-
tleman does not seem to understand. I
seem unable to penetrate bis eranium. I
(itd not know be was a Scotchman and that
it required a surgical operation to really
reach the bon. gentleman's brain with a
Joke, but it really looks very llke it, and I
amnbeginning t thlink I shall bave to resort
to my old profession and perform a trep-
anning operation on the hon. gentleman ln
order to reaci what he calls his mind.

Ail that they .could get from tiwe Government
for it, however, was £300,OO0 and the old rails, orless than the value which the engineer of the
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Government put on the railway, and very much
less than the valuation put upon it by an Inde-
pendent engineer trusted by the Government.
They, therefore, considered that they had sold
this Une at a great loss.
There Is the denunclation of the president
of the Grand Trunk, ln complaining of the
hard bargain we drove with them. They
said we had no regard to what the road bad
Qost them, that we would not consider any-
thing except the very least price at which
we could furnish ourselves with a road, if
they did not come to terms-and they did.

Mr. RUSSELL. Would the on. gentleman
(Sir Charles Tupper) allow me to make a
suggestion ? Would he recall the faet that
the point was taken, in the course of that
very debate, os to whether that subsidy
should not be deducted from the amount
payable to the company, and the answer by
Mr. Plumb was to the effeet, whilh seems
to have been considered conclusive, that the
Government had absolutely lost their lien
on that subsidy ; they should not think of
taking It from the company ? And that was
accepted, apparently, as a solution of that
question.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am very much
obliged to my lon. friend (Mr. Russell) for
bringing that question up, because it shows
how determIned we were to force the Grand
Trunk to accept what they considered very
hard terms.

Mr. RUSSELL. The determination was
not on the side of the Government, but on
the Opposition side of the House, and this
was the answer given for not deducting the
subsIdy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Russell) does not appear to
know what he is talking about Does not
he know that I have just read the utterance
of the president of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, that this roa(d cost £'36.0;1i. besides
the subsidies? You gave £300,000 for what
cost £5i36,00, after deducting the subsidy.
Put that alongslde this monstrous proposi-
tion, in the defence of which the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Russell) is using his puny casu-
istical arguments, contrary, as I believe, to
bis own judgment. Who could listen to hbis
tone, so feeble that, with all the efforts we
made, we could hear but little ot, wbat he
said, w1thout feeling that he handled his
subject with timidity-? He seemed to be
afraid of his: own voice-he seemed tobe
ashamed. Everybody knows that the hon.
gentleman belongs to a profession that Is
paid day by day to make the worse appear
the better reason. I belong to a professIon
that. scorns anything of that kind, as the
hon4 gentleman knows.

Mr. RUSSELL. The hon. gentleman. as
everybody knows, has deserted his profes-
sion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I dld not catch
what the hon. gentleman sald. I ean only

say, that, if the hon. gentleman has a case
that he thinks wll bear investigation, and
that he is willing that hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House shall hear, I trust he
will speak a little louder than in the timid
tones he used, as he maundered all over the
ground that had been travelled again and
again by hon. gentlemen who did know
something about the subject. The hon. gen-
tleman showed hits ignorance of the question
or his inablhity to answer the overwhelming
arguments used on this side. I do not won-
der at the moral and physical paralysis the
hon. gentleman exhibited, under the circum-
stances. I can understand his feelings. No
doubt, he had been retained by the hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair)
to come to his reseue, and promised to accept
the brief. But I can understand what bis
feelings must have been. when he listened
to the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell) and the senior member for Halifax
(Mr. Borden), who lu this debate show as
giants alongside of pigmies, lin the contrast
of arguments used by them and the hon.
gentleman. But my hon. friend need not be
altogether alarmed ; I interd to pay a little
attention to hlm before I sit down. It wIill
not be mueh, but still I can give him a pass-
ing notice, if he will possess his soul ln
patience.

Now, I have shown what our position was.
I ask the hon. Minister, and I ask this
House and this Government, if they ever
heard of a question that runs on all fours
with this one we are now discussing ? If
so, why did not the hon. gentleman touch
upon it ? Is the hon. gentleman afraid to
hear something, or is he afraid that the
Minister of Marine and Fisheres-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Is the hon. gentleman
addressing himself to me ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am address-
ing myself to this House on one of the most
important questions ever submitted to it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. But does the hon. gentleman re-
fer to me ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And I say, the
hon. gentleman would better discharge h!s
duties as a Minister of the Crown, if he
would pay more respectf!il attention to the
discussion of this question, which discussion
he has treated with contempt such as has
never been witnessed ln this House from
Its inception to the present hour. I say It is
nost offensive, when I am dealing with a
question, to interpose ln tis manner. . But
lie seems to have an inkling of whiat I refer
to, and wished to. prevent his colleagues
from hearing, for fear théy will learn how
disingenuous he has been and how unable to
deal with this question. I tell him, fat
there is a case that runs on all fours with
this Drummond County Railway story, --I
whlch he can compare my action and the
action of the, Governinent in whiceb I was
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Minister of Railways and Canals, with his and very able to take care of the interests of
own. Did the hon. gentleman ever hear of Nova Scotia. We negotiated the sale of that
the Eastern Extension Railway purchase by 123 miles of road from Truro to the Strait of
the Conservative Government from the Gov- Canso. There were 43 miles of admirably
ernment of Nova Scotia ? Here was a case completed road in that fine section of coun-
exactly parallel with the Drummond County try, the best paying portion of the whole In-
case. Here was a case in which the Gov- tercolonial Railway from one end of the coun-
ernment of Canada purchased from the own- try to the other. Now, Sir, I ask the hon.
ers a line ·that had been most heavily sub- gentleman : DId he know anything about that
sidized. The hon. gentleman does not seem transaction ? Had he ever heard of it? Aind
to have heard of it. If lie knew of it, then if he bad heard of it, how dare he stand on
I ask him, how lie dared to say to this the floor of this Flouse and say that there was
House, that there was no record to show no such a thIng as the Government negotiat-
that the Government, inpurchasing a rail- ing the purchase of a road fom the owners.
way from its owners. had ever deducted the and deducting the subsidy the Government
subsidies. Look at the case of the Eastern had given. The Government of Nova Scotia
Extension, and what do you find ? The did not get one dollar for the 43 miles of
road was in ·this condition. Mr. Mackenzie, i splendid road, through a splendid country, the
the former leader of the Goverument offÎ most paying portion of the Intercolornial Rail-
which my right hon. friend (Sir Wilfrid way : they did not get one dollar oct of the
Laurier) was a member, came to the conclu- Dominion treasury. But they got wlait they
sion, and the sound and wise conclusion, had p-aid to the contractors in order to take
that it would be of great advantage their place and to become owners of the
to have the railway extended from New road. I give that to the hon. gentleman as
Glasgow to the Strait of Canso, 80 the nost couplete contradiction that can be
miles. How did he go about it? given. and Il ask him why did he hide that ?
He proposed to this Hlouse that they should Did he know it ? If he did, and concealed It
give the branch from Truro to New Glasgow, from bis colleagues, and concealed it from
which had cost some $2,O00,000 or there- the gentlemen supporting him in this House,
abouts, as a free gif t. as a subsidy, to the he acted a disingenuous part, and placed him-
Government ln Nova Scotia to enable them self In the very unenviable position of know-
to procure the extension off the road from ing that fact, so well known in the railway
New Glasgow to the Strait of Canso, about transactions of this county, and yet stand-
80 miles. The Government of Nova Scotia, as ing on the floor of this Flouse and there com-
my hon. friend the Minister of Finance (Mr. mitting himself to the declaration, as will be
Fielding) well knows, accepted that ; Parlia- found in " Hansard," that no such trans-
ment passed a BIll authorizing this House to action as a purchase by the Government of
give away a property that had cost probably Canada of a railroad and deducting the sub-
a sum approaching $2,000,000, at least a very sidy, had ever taken place. I do not require
large sum of money, to give this to the Gov- to say one word furthe'r on that. When
ernment of Nova Scotia to enable them, by i that matter was ratIfied by the House of
using it, to secure the extension of the Commons, a gentleman estimated the value
Une. The Government of Nova Scotia, hav- of the property that had been sacrificed by
Ing the 43 miles from Truro to New Glasgow the Government off Nova Scotia in that
given to them by Act of Parliament as a transaction, at $4,000,000. The Hon. Mr.
subsidy to aid In the construction of that Blake, who was then a member of this
road, made a contract with the Eastern Ex- House. and if not the leader of the Opposi-
tension Company to take over that road as a tion, was a leading member of the Opposi-
part of their own property, to build the road tion, said that there was no claim for the
and to complete it to Cause. Diffleulties subsidy, for the value of the property that
arose between the Government of Nova had been given, and that belonged as much
Scotia and the parties wlth whom they had te the province of Nova Scotia as any mile
contracted, and that matter was ultimately of road between New Glasgow and Canso,
referred to arbitatlon to see how much, money and that there was no reason for paying for
the Government of Nova Scotia shouWld pay It, because the arrangement was one that
to that company to become owners of the would be -most conducive to the interests of
road from Truro to the Stratt of Canso. Nova Scotia and off Canada alike. The Min-
Well, what was the decIsion of that arbitra- ister of Railways and Canals, If he will turn
tion ? The decision was that they shoul to bis speech on the " Hansard9" off 1899,
pay to the parties who then owned the Une page 2959, will find that he said this :
from Truro to the Strait of Canso, $1,200,000. Now, when It is claimed that It would haveThat road was purchased by the Government been proper for this Government to deduc flheof Canada when we arrlved at the conclu- amount of the subeldies from the purchase prize,sion that It was In the Interests of Nova or to Insist that they should be allowed in esti-
Scotia and of Canada alike that It should mating the value and fixlng the purebase price,
be taken cover by the Government of Canada. I am really lost In conjecture as to the ground
I negot-ated the purchase with my on.upon whih such a contentonanb a
frlend the Minister off Finance (Mr. Fileldlng) fie was ln a sta-te off utter bewilderment asand o>ne off bis colleagues, and v'ery sharp te the ground upon which suchi a contentiongentlemen T found them on that occasion, could be based. Yet lie knew, or lie oughit

Sir CHARLFEA TUPP>ER.
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to have known, and if he did know he con-
cealed it, and if he did not know he should
be ashamed to admit- it, that there stood a
transaction exactly parallel with what he
had been doing, buying from parties a road
heavlly subsidized by various Governments
and corporations. and giving them not only
their own estlrnate of what the property was
worth, but giving in addition aIl the subsi-
dies out of which the road had been almost
entirely constructed and completed.

I now coue to a position of a very grave
character, because it is one that touches the
fitness of the lion. gentleman to hold the
otfice he occupies. The hon. gentleman has
told tlis House that it is impossible, witli
all the staff that he has, all the engineers,
all the accountants, all the clerks at bis dis-
posal, to show what is the result of the opera-
tions of a leased Une of railway. Am I cor-
rect in that statemeut'? I am in the judg-
ment of the House when I say that again
and again, a dozen times, the hon. gentie-
man stated to this House that he was utterly
incapable of giving us that information. We
were told in the other branch of Parliament
by a Minister of the Crown that the ob-
jeet of leasing the line, and golng on with
the work, and getting authority to lease
It for a year, was to give conclusive evi-
dencee to the House and to the country
of the wlsdom of the transaction. Ande
Sir, that was the common sense state-
ment. But I say that that hon. gentleman
stands here to-night impaled on the horns
of this dilemina. He either stated what he
believed was the fact that he was utterly
ineapable as Minîster of Railways, of de-
vising any means by which such Informa-
tion could be furnished to the House, or fie
has proved himself, in the face of the world
and of every man who knows anything of
railway transactions in this or any other
country, to be totally unfit for the position
lie occupIes. He may take whichever horn
of the dilemma he pleases. He has disqua-
lified himself from elaiming the confidence
or the respectful consideration of any hon.
gentleman on elther side of the Ilouse for
what he stated Is not a fact. There Is not
a railway man In Canada but who is dolng
every day what the bon. gentleman says ia
utterly Impossible. The Grand Trunk Rail-
way Com'pany, everyyear, where they have
leased a Une of rallway, show exactly how
that leased line las affected the operations
of' the whole Grand Trunk system. I ask
the lion. gentleman to bring before this
House, I ask him to brlng before the Com-
mittee on Railways, any man claiming to be
an expert, or to have an expert knowledge
of railway management In Canada, I care
not who he is or what he Is, brlng him be-
fore the Rillway Committee and put to hlm
the question: Is it practicable or is It lm-
practicable for a great rallway company to
lnow what the operations and the effeets
of a leased lne are ? I say he cannot find
a man ti Canada connected with the Grand

Trunk, the Canadian Pacifie Railway or any
body else who will not say that it is per-
fectly practicable. Look at the contracts
that the Canadian Pacifie Railway have
had., under which they have agreed with
ithe parties who had constructed a hundred
n:îles of railway to lease that road from
them and to give them a certain proportion
of the net proceeds on whatever the road
iroduc-ed. How did they find that out ? If
wliat the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals says is true it is impracticable. Then
I say it is a delusion. There is no railway
expect, there is not a man who knows any-
thing o',f railway management, lu this coun-
try, or any other country, who does not
klnow that railway accounts are kept in
such a perfectly clear and lueid manner as
to nalke absolutely certain down to the
smallest point and to show what every
leased line of railway does. Yet we have
an lion. gentleman, professing to be the
Minister of Railways and Canals and taking
the position of a guide and counsellor to hon.
gentlemen behind the Treasury benches,
who tells us that lie does not know any
ineans and that it is utterly impracticable
to do that which every railway -manage-
inent in the world, except his own, does
every day. I need not waste any more time
with that ; It is too self-evident a proposi-
tion, and I will leave the hon. gentleman to
cloose whichever end of the dilenima he
pleases. When I intimated to the hon. gen-
tleman that there were officials in his own
department who could furnish this House
witli this information If he would allow
lihem to come before it, what did he say ?
I will not allow them to go before a com-
mittee ; I will decapitate them very quickly
if I find them giving false information. I
v*ould not demean myself by putting myself
in communication with any official of the
Government on that or any other subject.
I have no knowledge, no information, no
statentent from anybody in regard to that
question from any person connected with
the Railway Department, but I know from
rny own experience in the department, from
the marnner in whih the books were kept
that if the accountants and auditors of the
Intercolonial Railway service were put on
the stand or brought before a committee
tley could at once give the Information that
is wanted. But what is my answer ? The
lion. gentleman says : I will decapitate the
iani in my department who will dare to
give any sîeh information to this House or
to anybody else. This Is the mode of ter-
rorlim pursued by the hon. gentleman. He
will not permit anybody to know anything
more, It appears, than he does, and it is
a capital crime and will meet with decapi-
tation to have3 any such knowledge. I do
not Intend to say a word about this question
firther than this, that I believe my hon.
frIend from Westmoreland (Mr. Powell)
proved to a demonstration to this House
that there ls not a word of truth or accu-
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racy in the statement of the hon. Minister ln referene to Mr. Harris, whom the hon.
of Railways and Canals that there was going gentleman (Mr. Blair) stated le had brought
to be a great surplus on this Une. The upon the Intercoloniall order to make It
reason that tihe hon. gentleman refused to a commercial undertaking, a gentleman who
give the House Information is that he knows was going to put the Intercolonial Railway
that this information would have condemn- upon a footing so that it would pay its work-
ed him out of bis own mouth and he would Ing expenses and show a handsome surplus.
not have dared to have asked bon. gentlemen 1 believe that Mr. Harris is au able man,
behind him to support this proposition. and I believe there is no question that, In a
There is no difficulty in a gentleman whio moment of forgetfuluess of what the char-
manages and manipulates railway undertak- acter of bis chef was, le ventured to say to
ings as the hon. Minister of Railways and men iu Montreai, that, under bis reorganiza-
Canals manages and manipulates them, while lon of the tariT of the Intereolonial Rail-
you give him what he is spending now, $1,- way le would show haif a million dollars
000,000 on capital account a year, or more a year better than betore. The bon. gente-
than $2,000,000 within two years-tbere is no man (Mr. Blair) then found that Mr. Harris
difficulty in manipulating the accounts so as knew too much for hlm, or for some cause
to show pretty much what the hon. gentie- or other le sent hlm about bis business,

îmn wants to show. The hon. gentleman and broke his contract. This 1s what Mr.
eitier suppressed the facts or he was igno- Harris put on record
rant, and ilf ignorant, he is incapable, andr~u, niifinoat leisicpal, id According to this staternent the gross earnings
if incapable, he is unfit for the position he of the Intercolonial Raiiway for 1895-96 were
holds. Tha t is the attitude I take on this $2,957,640. The warking'expenses were $3,012,0
question. I say it is a very grave one, and 1 ý difference agalnst the road of about $55,0.
say this fHouse bas a right to a little more mat was under the administration of the
respectful treatment than that when a ques- hon. member for South Lanark (Mr. Hag-
tion of that gravity is under consideration. gart).
Half the time that hon. gentlemen wereHaî fxelie tatho. entemn-eC It is estImated the gross earnings for the year
dealing with this subject in an able and after the extension to Montreai wlll be $3,885,-
lucid manner the bon. Minister of Railways tio0, and the working expenses $3,363,00. In
and Canals was not in his place ln the other words, the gentlemen who are responsiblo
House, and if lie was present lie thought to for the management of the Intercolonlal, and
distract attention by walking around show- who have advi3ei me in this regard, estimate
ing his back to the Opposition and engaging that there would be a surplus of $250,000 on the

r_,ýfirst year's operation of the Intercolonial Railway
in loud conversation with other hon. gentie- extended to Montreal. Now, I deduct from the
nien in t'ais House. I nay as well tell the earnings which I have stateci the rentai o! $210,.
Lon. gentleman that nothing flatters me (00, and I get a net surplus o! $310,000, or a mar-
like that. When I am attackIng the Gov- gin of, say, $300,000 as the resuit of carrylng out
ernment, or any member of it, or the head his policy of extension.
of a department, and he is going about and At the end of four'mouths, on the operation
talking to this and that hon. gentleman, it of that road, we have a heavy Inease of
shows that lie is afraid to hear what is being the defleit, Instead of a surplus. Now, Mr.
said. The highest compliment he could pay Chairman, I ar not a gambler, or a betting
me, wheu I am addressing this House, is to man, but I would risk anything I eau rea-
endeavour to distract the attention of the sonably iay my bauds upon, that I couid
people aronid him. He gets between a prove before any railway experts that the
«iitro h rwuadagnimnincreased deficIt ou the Intercolonial road,Mý,inistler of the Crown and a gentleman det h rmodCut ala nwho Is next ln rank, and I am ot sure
that lie is not very often a great deal above the contraet with the Grand Trunk Rallway,
some Ministers of the Crown, and he says: lis:eo$30 $,0000h0fatyear:fWhuie
It will never do to let these two gentlemen thlouevtes and0ban yer fotae
lear what is being said. Therefore, he at-
tempts to engage their attention and en-
deavours to draw them away from what
is being said., Is lie afraid that the wh give us a very gowing statemet; but stop

(3fr Suherand wl beomethe whIP o charging. to capital what should be charged(Mgr. Sutherland) will become the whipo to revenue, ad you wll soon ftnd wherethis side of the House if he allows him tohe extension Into Montreal las lauded you.ear these statements by those n the op- omised a ttle notice o my h. frend
position side of the House ? d may tell the e
hon. gentlema: that if he Is going to carry When I listeued to hlm'last niglthe re-
great measures through this House he willmînded me of ratIer au amusing incident
thave to treat his own friends witli more that occurred many years ago tn the Legis-
respect and the Opposition with niore re-
spect than he has shown during the course
of this most important debate.tpositonwtouyGeala d ther

Now, Sir, I am happy say, I a reac-n ues
Ing a conclusion. I had no idea of occuipyingbucswh gaehmagrtdalo
so long a timne. I have only a word to saIytruladndeomveysrpadu-
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gent attacks upon him. And the Attorney
General rose, and said : "Mr. Speaker, I
am reminded of wbat I once saw, while
passing along the country, on a warm sum-
mer's day. I saw a magnificent herse in a
pasture and a mosquito stinging bis little
proboscis into him, and causing the herse a
great deal of irritation. The noble herse
paid very little attention to the mosquito
for some time, but by and by he lashed
around with bis tail, and he dasbed out the
brains of the mosquito." And the Attorney
General of Nova Scotia concluded : "Mr.
Speaker, this case cannot be paralleled here
to-day, because, unfortuntely, I have net the
tail of a horse, and my little friend has net
the b;ains of a mosquito."

Mr. RUSSELL. It is a first-class story,
but the bon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper)
told it very badly.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The bon. gentle-
man (Mr. Russell) would do well te remem-
ber, that, while he may be a great professer
of law, he bas no claims te distinction. when
he comes te deal with a question of this
kind. I want to give my hon. friend (Mr.
Russell) another suggestion for bis future
guidance. He bas, no doubt, read Æsop's
Fables, and there is one of them, which,
after the exhibition he made of himself last
night, it may be opportune to call te his
menory. He will remember that a little
frog felt disposed to extend bis small pro-
portions and attract a great deal of con-
sideration, and, viewing a noble ex In his
presence, he endeavoured te inflate himself,
so as te ival the ox ; but the frog burst,
unfortunately for hlmself, and the conse-
quences were anything but agreeable to the
frog. I recommend my hon. friend (Mr.
Russell), with all bis great ability, with all
bis legal knowledge, and with all his legal
acumen-I recommend him not te attempt
the role he took last night, of mimickry, in
referring to gentlemen who had the right to
expect very different treatment from him.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Russell) had some-
thing to say about my position in connection
with the extension of tbis ulne of railway
from Montreal te St. John, and he spoke of
my having sacrificed the interests of the
city of Halifax. I can tell him, that little
game bas been tried in this House before,
and by bigger men than he 1s, and, Sir, I
went down to Halifax and met them ln the
presence of that intellectual and intelligent
constituency, with the result that they have
been consigned te merited oblivion. If the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Russell) bas anything
to say as to policy with regard to
the interest of the city of Halifax,
a city te which I hav'e always been
so devoted, and for which I have done
se mch in the past, and expect te do
a great deal more in the future; I am ready
at a moment's notice to meet hlm In the pre-
sence of the electorate of that magnificent
city, and to discuss with him the question,

whether he or I has contributed most to the
progress and prosperity of Halifax. Sir,
when that Short Line RaIlway was brought
before this House, it was based upon the fact
that it would bring us near to one of the
most important ports in Canada, the port in
the best position of any to rival Portland,
which was the city we had to compete with.
I refer to the port of St. Andrew's. Then,
I said : You go on, and you come to the
port of St. John, and you there save so much
distance, as compared with the Intercolonial
Railway ; what would be utterly impractie-
able to do at St. John with the Intercolonial
Railway, is practicable to do with the Short
Line Railway, and I asked Parliament to
give me $186,000 a year for twenty years to
carry the road from Montreal to St. John,
in order that we might have an ocean
freight port there. But what more ? No-
body would be idiot enough to carry the
line through and to parallel the Intercolonial
Railway, but we at once made arrangements
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway by
whleh they reached Halifax in a much
shorter time than they possibly could by
means of the Intercolonial Railway. And so
with the ports of Cape Breton and all the
other ports in that part of the country.
I am not going to detain the House by giv-
Ing the figures, although I have them under
my hand, to show ,that that short Une of
railway shortened the distance -and nade
it practicable to establish an ocean port
in our own country. When the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company, under the able
management which fortunately for Canada
lias marked that great enterprise, by ar-
rangements with steamships, found that it
was practicable, I never heard anything in
my life that gave me greater satisfaction
than the statement made to me by Sir
William Van Horne that by experiment they
had denonstrated that we were able to
compete in the city of St. John with the
city of Portland, and at the same time ob-
tain mucli more ready and complete access
with the city of Halifax and with the east-
ern part of Nova Scotia than was practicable
hy -any other means. I say I am prepared
to meet my hon. friend on his own ground
whenever and wherever he desi•es I should,
ln the presence of the intelligent electors
of Halifax and the province of Nova Seo-
tia, and let them deedde the question as to
whether I or he bas the strongest claim
on the confidence of the people of that coun-
try.

The MINISTER OF IINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). Mr. Chairman, I had not intended
taking any part ln this debate at this stage,
nor do I rise now for any other puipose
than to make a few observations on what
the bon. gentleman bas said concerning what
is known as the Eastern Extension Railway
of Nova Scotia. I regret that the hon. gen-
tieman referred to that transaction In the
terms hbe did, and endeavoured . to obtain
from It any argument to assail the position
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which my hon. friend the Minister of Rail- The Pictou branch is not to be confounded
ways has taken ln regard to the purchase with another railway built later, called the
of the Drummond County Railway. A very j Pictou stown branch, which ran from the
slight examination of the facts of that case Pietou branch into the town of Pictou. What
will show that the two transactions are so was called the Pictou branch began at
widely different that there can be no pos- Truro, an important junction on the Inter-
sible comparison between them. I want colonial Railway, and ran to Pictou harbour,
to call my hon. friend's attention to the a distance of forty or fifty miles. That
facts of the case, whlch are probably not line, constructed under the hon. gentleman's
as familiar to him to-day as they were a own management, cost the magnificent sum
few years ago. It Is true the Government of $53,000 per mile. I am speaking from
of Canada, under that transaction, did re- memory, but I am sure that it cost over
ceive possession of a very valuable rail- $50,000 per mlle. No doubt. railway build-
way property, whieh probably cost between ing is cheaper now than it was thirty years
three and four million dollars, for which ago ; but, making reasonable allowance for
they paid the province of Nova Scotia the that, you still have the fact that the hon.
small suin of $1,200,000. The statement gentleman built a railway in Nova Scotia
which th hon. gentleman made lu that which cost $53,000 a mile, and lie becomes
respect is substantially correct. But when suddenly alarmed and sees the savor of
the lion. gentleman treats -it as a màtter corruption ln these days ln the purchase of a
mutually agreed upon, as a sale that was railway at a cost of $12,000) a mile. The
satisfactory to both parties, I bave to re- Pictou branch, by a resolution of this
mind hlm that le is entirely mistaken ; House, subsequently confirmed by legis-
and I do so with some regret, for this rea- lation in the time of the Mackenzie Gov-
son, that the difficulty between the Gov- ernment, was assigned to the Goverument
crnment of Nova Scotia and the Govern- of Nova Scotia or to any company acting in
ment of the Dominion occurred when the co-operation with that G4overument, for ex-
lion. gentleman was in England ; and I want tension towards the Strait of Canso and
to do him the justice to say that when he afterwards into Cape Breton. By an Act
returned to this country, although he ad- of the Parliament of Canada, that rail-
hered to the unjust position which his col- way was practically deeded to the Gov-
leagues had taken, a position which they erument of Nova Scotia, and, subject
might not have taken, possibly, if he had to certain conditions, became their property.
been here, yet when we came to deal with In 1883 the Government of Nova Scotia
natters of detail, he was more generous determined that they would exercise an

to the province than his colleagues. But the! option which they possessed, and would
fect still remains that that was not a volun- agree to buy out what was known as the
tary sale, mutually agreed upon and mutu- Allan Compauy, which had contracted for
ally satisfactory, but a forced sale which the lthe Eastern Extension Railway, and the
Government of Canada carried out by an un- Nova Scotia Government would thus stand
Just and tyrannical proceeding towards the i the company's place. The chief object
province of Nova Scotia. What are the was, not merely to take possession of
facts ? My hon. friend stated that Mr. Mac- about eighty miles of new railway wich
kenzie deelded on handing over the Pictou 1was approaching completion, but to get
brancb to the iprovince. ln that he is cor- possession of the Pictou branch cost-
reet, though the matter had an earlier his- ing $2,000,000, which the hon. gentle-
tory. My own recollection tells me that the man bas correctly said ran througb a
first proposal to hand over the Pictou brancb very profitable section of country. It was
came froim the late Mr. Justice Hugh Mac- granted to them by an Act of this Parlia-
donald, when sitting In this House es the ment, and they obtained an Act of the legis-
member for Antigonish. I am epeaking from lature of Nova Scotia authorizing them to
memory. but I thInk a resolution was moved take possession. They took authority to
by Mr. Macdonald, whieh virtually commit- issue bonds to pay the Allan Company their
ted the Flouse to the poliey of handing over outlay, which, by au award of arbitrators,
the Pictou branch of the 1-ntercoloniai Rail- amountei to $1,200,000. Before they paid
way to the province for the purpose of en- a penny to the Allan Company, It was Indis-
couraging railway development eastward, pensable that they should know that they
and at the samie time another resolution was were going to get possession, not only of the
moved In favour of the Windsor branch of new road, but of the Pictou branch. I was
the Intercolonial being handed over for the one of the delegates sent to Ottawa to make
encouragement of railway extension west- assurance doubly sure-to see that there
ward. was no doubt. We brougbt with us our

Sir CHAULES TVUPPER. And the hon. Act under which we were to acquire the
gentleman will do me the justice of saying new road. We explained the whole tran-
that 1 always heartily sqiported the pro- saction to the Government at Ottawa, and
pth on hepasked them to facllitate the matter by get-

positon.ting .His Excelleneys assent lu the Act
The MTNTSTER OlF FINANCE. dI think immtediately. I arn glad to say that that

the hon. gentleman In that is quite correct. aissent was gIven. I discussed the mat-
Mr. FIELDING.
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ter fully with my hon. friend, who was
then Minister of Railways and Canals, and
he stated that there was no diffileulty what-
ever. He admitted that the Government of
Nova Scotia virtually owned 'the branch at
that moment, and were entitled to it, and
he stated in the House--I sat in the gallery
and heard him make the statement-that in
a few days or weeks that property was to
be handed over to the Goverument of Nova
Scotia. So we issued our bonds and com-
mitted ourselves to the expenditure of $1,-
200,000 on the faith of that Act of Parlia-
ment and the hon. gentleman's pledge that
we would get the Plctou branehi; but when
we had expended our money and demanded
the railway, we were refused possession of
the property, and no explanation was given
to us. That was the position in which
the Government of Nova ýScotia found them-
selves. They came up here and they found
all sorts of obstructions placed ln their way.
My hon. friend was in England, and took
no part in these transactions ; but it be-
came evident that the policy of the Govern-
ment at Ottawa was to break faith
with the Government of Nova Scotia,
and not hand over the property.
And, Sir, the Government of Nova Scotia
were not in a position to go on. They had no
means of paying this interest on $1,200,000,
unless they got possession of the Pietou
branch, and rather than go into an expen-
sive law suit, they came to the conclusion
to allow these gentlemen te force us to a
sale. The whole correspondence will show
that we came here and demanded the Pictou
brandh. We did not want to sell the road,
but the Dominion Government were deter-
mined to break faith with the Government
of Nova Scotia and embarrass it, and did so
to this extent that they forced us to sell to
them that road for $1,200,000. When he
points to that as a fair sale and compares
it with the sale of the Drummond illne, I re-
ply that the two transactions are entirely
unlike, and that the Government of Nova
'Scotia have never ceased to complain that
that transaction was unjust, and to demand
a return of the subsidy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon.
gentleman answer me one short question ?
Before you came up, did you not send a tele-
gram to Inquire if we were prepared to re-
lieve you of the road, and on what terms we
would relieve you.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That Is
perfectly correct. When we found that diffi-
culties were being put in our way and that
we were not goIng to get possession of the
property for which we had bargained and
paid our money, we knew very well that our
small provincial government could not ffght
the Dominion, and we did ask the hon. gen-
tleman on what terms he would releve us.
The bon. gentleman must see that these are
the vital points. FIrst, we came, net to sell
the rallway, but to demand possession of the

Pietou branch. They refused at first, with-
out a word of explanation, altheugh the hon.
gentleman knows that he had given me the
assurance there would be no diffileulty what-
ever. He repeated that statement ln the
House ln 1883, when he moved lis railway
subsidies. He said that, as a matter of
course, that property was to pass into. the
hands of the provincial government in a
short time, but when ln his absence-for I
must do the hon. gentleman the jus-
tice of saying that he was not here
at the time-all these difficulties oe-
curred, we did ask the Dominion Govern-
ment to relieve us, and thought it was far
better to take the step we did and pass the
property over te the Dominion than engage
in a long litigation which would have cost
a large amount of money and not benefit any-
body. The hon. gentleman must admIt that
there is no comparison between the two
transactions. In the one case you have a sale
mutually agreed upon, but in the other you
have a forced sale, by which $3,000,000 or
$4,000,000 were forced out of the hands of
the local government.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It would not be
right te allow the lon. gentleman's statement
to pass unchallenged. This thing occurred a
long time ago, and I was speaking from
memory, and may have to refresh myself by
reference to the documents, but my recollec-
tion is that the difficulty over the transfer
was this. The Dominion Government were
perfectly ready te transfer the Pietou branch
to the local government, the moment the
latter were able to put on rolling stock to
equlp and run the road ; and it was because
they were not able to put rolling stock on,
and because te hand the road over in that
condition would have been to destroy the
whole of our communications with the east-
ern section of the province, we did not hand
the road over. There is where the diffieulty
arose. The hon. gentleman found that his
Government had got out of its depth and
had undertaken something heavier than It
could manage. The road belonged to that
Government by Act of Parlilament, and no-
body could prevent its havlng It, so that
there could be no litigation, and the moment
that Government was in a position to operate
the road, the 'Dominion Government was
ready to hand It over.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The on.
gentleman is wrong in saying there were
difficulties about our operation of the road.
There were difficulties at a later stage,
but not diffieulties about the rolling stock
only. After we had arranged with the hou.
gentleman, he told me there was no diffi-
culty, and made the statemient in the
House that the preperty was to pass to the
Government of Nova Scotia, and he has uow
stated that, by Act of Parliament, it belongs
to Nova Scotia. But, ln the meantime, we
had Incurred difficulties ln the banks of $1,-
200,000. .Then diflieulties arose. In the first
place, the Dominion Goverument refused
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without a word of explanation, to hand over
the road, and later on, when pressed to give
some explanation ln order to defend them-
selves before public opinion, they exacted
two conditions whieh we claimed were utter-
ly unreasonable and unjust. One did relate
to the rolling stock. They demanded that we
should put a certain amount of rolling stock
on the property, and we belleved the demand
was excessive and that ilt was made exces-
sive ln order to prevent our complying with
it. We said that we would refer the matter
to independent experts and that any rolling
stock which these experts declared was re-
quired we would supply, no matter what it
cost. The other difficulty was with regard
to the tariff rates on coal and freight gen-
erally. The Dominion Government made this
monstrous demand on the Government of
Nova Scotia, that we should accept a tariff
for 43 miles of road, at the same rate per
ton per mile as they were going to get on the
Intercolonial Rallway on a run of 700 or 800
miles. The principal of a long and a short
haul, which every railway man understands,
was not recognized, but we were asked to
agree to a tariff on 43 miles of railway on
the same mileage basis as they would have
on a long run. These conditions were mon-
strous, and were made so lu order that the
Government of Nova Scotia would not be
able to comply with them, and thus the pro-
party would be forced out of our hands.

Mr. A. C. BELL (Pictou). In saying that
this property had cost $3,000,000 or $4,000,-
000, did the hon. gentleman refer to the
Eastern Extension Railway ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I includ-
ed both, the Eastern Extension and the Pie-
tou branch. The Pictou braneh cost $50,000
per mile for between 40 and 50 miles. It
was a very expensive road, and if you add
the cost of the Eastern Extension, the two
together would amount to about $4,000,000
or $5,000,000.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). There was even more
than that. The hon. gentleman gave up on
that occasion the right to run over the Inter-
colonial Railway from Halifax to Truro.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We were
not buying that.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). The hon. gentleman
on that occasion surrendered a very valuable
cousideration.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Under
the circumstances I bave described.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). I am not going to make
a speech, but will recall to the hon. gentle-
man's mind certain circumstances. I woild
like the hon. gentleman to recall that the $1,-
260,000 which he got for that road was con-
sldered by his opponents to be very muéhl ln
excess of what the company spent on it. That
exceeded the actual cost to the country by
some $500,000. The company had not ex-
pended over $700,000 of their own money in
that Eastern Extension Railway, and If the

Mr. FIELDING.

Government of Nova Scotta, under the able
management of my bon. friend, chose to pay
the Allan Company $500,000 more for that
property than it was worth, I do not see ex-
actly how he would expeet the Dominion
Government to assist him out of that bad
bargain by giving him the sum of $500,000 in
excess of what the property was worth. If
lie will recolleet the circumstances, he will
know that he, in speaking of a forced sale,
might very properly have applied that ex-
pression to the sale made by the Allan Com-
pany to the Nova Scotia Government. That
was really a forced sale, because by the bung-
ling and incompetent management of the
Government of Nova Scotia, they allowed
the time when they could have purchased
the road by arbitration, and get it on a true
valuation to expire and were compelled to
pay the company what they chose to ask.

lu reference to another natter, the hou,
gentleman who was at one time Provincial
Secretary and leader of the Nova Scotia
Goverument repeats that his Government
were compelled to seil to the Do-
minion that property for what the Do-
minion choose to pay. The hon. gentleman
must recolleet very well the pitiable terms
of appeal ln which he asked the Govern-
ment to take that road off his bands. Can
it be possible that that was the same Gov-
ernment that, three years afterwards, under-
took the dismemberment of confederatioxi?
Could this gentleman who, for $1,200,000,
was prepared to place Nova Scotia ln the
humiliating position in which he did place
her, be the same who afterwards became
known as the Great Repealer ? Can it be
that $1,260,000 was -the measure of the ca-
paclty of that gentleman and the Govern-
ment of which he was so prominent a mem-
ber ? He underestimates his own strength
and his own importance. Why, before he
left the Government of Nova ýScotia lhe found
himself in a position to handle a debt of
$3,000,000, and not of $1,260,000 merely ; and
if he had remained in power until this time,
I have no doubt he would bave found him-
self able to handle a debt of $5,000,000, be.
cause every year he was in power lie found
no difficulty In addlng to the debt of that
unfortunate province about $200,00O a year.
and a much smaller sum than $200,000 would
have bought all the rolling stock which the
Dominion Government required to be placed
on the road. The fact is there never was
a. more reckless frittering away 'of the pro-
vincial assets placed in the charge of a Gov-
ernment than there was under the mi.
management, the absolute ineompetence of
the government of Hon. Mr. Fielding. To
come at thls time of day, or this 'tme of
night, and give a garbled and mangled ac-
count of these transactions to this House is
Inexcusable. There was one thing in whiih
i was satisfted with the hon. gentleman's
condnct a:1d that .ls that he did not biame
the leader of the Opposition for having
pressed him in thisa matter. The fact is
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that the hon. gentleman did not know
where he was. -He had bungled from one
difficulty into another, and he was glad
when the Dominion Government did take
this property off bis hands. The Govern-
ment of which not he, but Mr. Pipes was
the head, sacrificed the resources and valu-
able property of Nova Scotia simply, I sup-
pose, because they found themselves in con-
trol of property of whieh they felt them-
selves utterly incompetent to take charge.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I do not imagine that the House
is anxious to go into more details of. Nova
Scotia polities. But I may say that it seems
to be assumed by hon. gentlemen opposite
that when there is no argument In support
of thelr view, it Is perfectly proper for them
to say that somebody on this side is Incom-
petent. The hon. leader of the Opposition
spent a considerable portion of bis time in
speaking of the lncompetency of a gentle-
inan like the hon. member for Halifax (Mr.
Russell), an eminent lawyer, an eminent
public man, recognized throughout Nova
Scotia and the Dominion as one of the
brightest men In our country ; and he can
find no better argument than to say that
that hon. gentleman does not know what
be is talking about, that he does not speak
loud enough, mimicking the tones of his
voice and saying he is physically and men-
tally paralyzed. I am speaking in the hear-4
ing of hon. members who heard the lon.
gentleman devote a considerable part of the
last portion of his speech to ridiculing the
hon. member for Halifax. Let me tell bon.
gentlemen opposite that they wIll make no-
thing by treating hon. gentlemen on this
side ln that way. iNow, as to the junior
member for Pletou (Mr. Bell), perhaps a sen-
tence or two will be enough as between hm
and myself. The people of Nova Scotia had
an opportunity to measure bis competency
and mine for several years. Whet:l en.
tered the legislature of Nova Scotila he had
Just been beaten not ln bis own county but
throughout Nova Scotia. We sat together in
the legislature for some years-but not for
a very long time. He disappeared from the
polities of Nova Scotia. I remained, and in
election after election I vindicated my posi.
tion on these questions to whlch he has re-
ferred; and It was my good fortune to ré-
ceive, whether I deserved it or not, a large
measure of continued support from the elee-
tors of the province such as no other Prime
Milnster in its *Mstory had ever recelved.

An hon. MEMBER.• How about Repeal ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If ,hon.

gentlemen thInk they can wound my feel-
'luxgme byreference to eafederation, lot me
assure themr that they are vastly mistaken.
I arm proud of the fact that I was an anti-
confederate, and I am no>t going to apologize
for it here or elsewhere. The poverty-

stricken party to which the bon. gentleman
belonged would have perished off the face
of the earth if it had not been for the anti.
confederate blood that they got into It to
keep it alive. They took in A. W. MeLelan,
an anti-confederate. -He had pictured the
lion. leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles
Tupper) in the likeness of one who sits in
a carriage with a pair of false hands in bis
lap while is real hands are thrust into the
piockets of the unsuspeeting passengers be-
side him. They took In Mr. McLelan, they
made him Commissioner of Railways, they
made him Senator, they made hIm Governor.
Joe. Howe was an anti-confederate, and
they were glad to get him in to bolster
up their party. J. S. D. Thompson was
an anti-confederate, and they were glad to
get him in. The best blood they could get
in their councils was anti-confederate blood,
and without it. they could not have carried
on their party to the present day. I want
to say again that if they think they can
wound me by any reference to the question
of confederation, I reply that I am proud
that I opposed confederation. I did so
honestly, and I believe that the great mass
of the people of Nova Scotia who opposed
that measure were quite up to and perhaps
above the average of intelligence of the men
who advocated it. I do not want to say that
There were no able and patriotic men on the
Conservative side. An American orator once
said that it -would not be right to say that
every Democrat was a horse thief, but It
would lbe rlght to say that every horse thief
was a Democrat. So, I would say that while
it Is not true that all the confederates were
scallawags, still I feel perfectly safe in say-
ing that all the scallawags in Nova Scotia
were confederates in those days. If the men
who sit around the hon. gentleman to-day
had been In Nova Scotia in those days, they
would not have been following the hon. gen-
tleman in his polley of dragooning the pro-
vince Into confederation, but would have
been with Howe and other anti-confederates
who had the great imass of the people be-
hind him. So, I am not afraid to discuss this
question here or elsewhere if it becomes ne-
cessary-

Mr. FOSTER. But how about Repeal ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What has

my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) got to say about
it ?

Mr. FOSTER. What we want to know is
what my hon. frIend (Mr. Fielding) has to
say about it.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I have a
view of the question of Repeal, and I ex-
pressed it and stood up for it; and when
there came a time that my people were not
prepared to go on with the Repeal move-
ment, I toldt them that I was n'ot prepared
to go on with it. In Nova Scotia we fought
out this question. And we had some of
these gentlemen come down and ask the
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same foolish questions as are asked now.
We discussed the question on every hustings
in Nova Scotia years ago-many years agi).
It was evident that confederation was ac-
cepted by the people of Nova Scotia-we
were in the union and would remain. Since
ihen, I have been as willing as any to work
out the destiny of the country ; but so long
as heaven spares me I am not going to apo-
logize to anybody for having been an anti-
confederate.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
add a single word to what the hon. gentle-
man has said. He has boasted of the sover-
eignty he exercised in Nova Scotia for a long
period. Does he know the reason ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I think
'l do. Shall I tell the hon. gentleman ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I can tell the
hon. gentleman the reason : it was that
the best men in Nova Scotia caie here to
support me. I tell the hon. gentleman. that
the reason of his long reign at that time.
when, as lie said, he had the people of Nova
Scotia at his back. and when I had 10 out
of 21 members returned to the Dominioni
Parliament supporting me in this House and
supporting the Conservative party, was be-
cause the strength and the wealth of intel-
leet of the party in favour of confederation

ernment desiring to take it over and operate
it in connection with the Intercolonial Rail-
way to the Stralt of Canso, they had the op-
tion of taking that :road over at a valuation
not to exceed the cost outside of the subsi-
dies given by the two governments, and It
was under that agreement that the Govern-
ment of Canada took the road over from the
Government of Nova Scotia. I ask the Min-
ister of Finance. if those were not the cir-
cumstances which led up to taking the road
over by the Government of Canada.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman Is right, excepting in his last sen-
tence. There was an agreement such as he
describes, which gave the Government of
Nova Scotia, not the Government of Canada,
the right to buy out the Allan interest ln the
way he has described.* But that agreement
gave no right to the Government of Canada
to take possession of that road until the
province of Nova Scotia was found to be in
default.

Mr. McDOUGALL. That is the question:
Was the province of Nova Scotia in default,
wlhen they were unable to operate that road
in accordance with the agreement ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
was no default. The ýroad was operated:
the road was running.

came here, to the higher arena, and left my 1r. J. B. MORIN (Dorchester). I desire
young friend, as he, was at that time. and to say a few words in regard to this Drum-
as he still is, surrounded with a majority Of mond County Railway. Whbat I have to say
an inferlor class of people. is very short and very plain. Two years ago,

The MINISTER OF1 FINANCE. I want the Government leased that road, and the
to congratulate my hon. friend from Pictou Senate threw out their agreement on the
(Mr. Bell), who sat in the House with me ground that they did not think that It was
for some years, as leader of the Opposition going to be a paying road. Then the Gov-
I want to congratulate him on the fact that ernment leased it for a while., ln order to see
bis leader to-day says, that the reason I suc- whether it would pay or not. Now, In dis-
ceeded' in Nova Scotia for years was, that eusslng this question, I do not propose to
the Opposition in Nova Scotia had no brains talk about Mr. Wainwright. or Mr. Schrei-
at that time. ber. or this man or that. The question Is :

Will this road be a paying road or will It
Mr. McDOUGALL. I want to ask the not ? The Government has refused to show

Minister of Finance a question withirefer- us whether it has been a paying road so far,
ence to the Eastern Extension. In 1879, or whether it has not. Let ,the Government
when the Holmes-Thompson Government prove that it las been a paying road, and 1
made an agreement with the Allan Com- will vote for It ; but,uniess the Goverument
pany, it was found that there was no proper proves that, I shah not promise to vote for
agreement, so far as the interests of Nova It. Nowt I say, that it Is due to contTariness
Scotia 'were concerned, made by the govern- or laziness'on the part of the Government
ment that preceded the Holmes-Thompson that they refuseto give this bouse a state-
Government, with respect to the building;- ment of the revenues and expenditures of
of the Eastern Extension.; and, when thej that road. We have been sent here by the peo-
Holmes-Thompson Government made an PIe Of this country to represent them ; but
agreement; to which the Allan Company was that we kuow
a party, and the Nova Scotia and Dominion 1 nothlng about? If the Government would
governments were parties, it was provided g"ve us 1nformatIon onthis subjeet snch
that the local government should take over as they do on other subjects, we slould then
the Eastern Extension, and the Pictou know where we stand. I think very little
braneh as well, that had ibeen delivered to of a Governîment that will keep us Ignor-
the company at a. valuation, that valuation 'lt We demand a statement, and the peo-
not to exceed the actual outlay of the coum-, pie of the eouutry will demand it also. I was
pany. whenever the company made default, down at Quebec a few days ago, and saw
and In the, event of the Nova Scotia Govern- some as good Liberals as there are ln this
ment failing -to operate that road -satisfac- bouse, w-ho asked me the sane qetion. 1
toril',, or lu teevent of the Dominion Gov-,told them, tat the Govern ent refused t O

Mr. FIELDING.
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give us a statement. and they thought Nontreal. Well, now, that is an enormous
It very strange. Now, some time ago the price. We ail know that that station la
Minister of 'Railways and Canals said, that about 110 by 270 fet in dimension, and that
he proposed to buy the road for $1,OI ,0, it cost about $500,0O. Half a million at 4
but we do not yet know what àgreement the per cent will give $20,004 ê. year. We are
Government made with the Gtand Trunk payiug $62,500 a year for h4 use of that
Railway for the right of way. IL bas been station according to the agreement which
said that it was a cheap road ; that is true. I received two years ago. I have no other;
t is a cheap road. But it does not mattr whe- hon. gentleman refused me any other. Any

ther it is cheap or expensive. the questièn is: one could afford to build a station at a cost
What is the value of the road ? It does not of half a million dollars and lease it for
matter whether the Government ean buy It $62.500. About twelve railways come into
for a $10 bill or for $2,000.000, the question that station ln Montreal, and. if the Grand
ls: What is the value of the road ? The Trunk Railway Company charges all those
value of the road is based upon its reve- railways the same amount that they were
nue ; that is the case ln a nutshell. When to charge the Government, how much will
you hire men to work for you, you may find they receive for the use of their station0?
that one is worth 50 cents a day, and an- They will get $750,000 for a station that
other is worth $1 a day. Now, I would like cost pobably -half a million dollars. I do
to have some one show me where the re- not knav what the station did actually
venue is to come from. The distance froni cost, but 1. made up my mind that it would
Montreal to Portland, in the State of Maine.! cost about þalf a million, probably less or
by the Grand Trunk Rallway. is 297j miles. more. There are hon. gentlemen in this
The distance from Montreal.to Halifax by House who khow more than I do as to that.
the Drummond Cointy Railway and the The Government was not compelled to lease
Intercolonial is 837 miles. F',om Montreal 1 or buy this Drmmond County Railway,
to St. John by the Canadian :Pacifie Rail- and if the price iS too high the advice I
way the distance is 481 miles' We also would give would be to let it alone. We
know that the Grand Trunk R'ailway and know that the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
the Canadiana Pacifie Railway are old com- pany and the Canadian Pacifie Iailway
panies and are well up in their own busi- Company are building branch railways
ness. They get to do their business the and buying railways. If this Drummond
best men that they can find, and I am told County Raiway had been a paying road,
th-at they pay salaries as high as $25,000 a or if it had been of any use to them they
year. How can the Government of Canada 1 would have bought it long ago. The own-
compete with these two railway conipanies ers of this road would not have required
when you have one line from Montreal to to have gone to Mr. Greenshields and pay
the seaboard at Portland, with a mile- him. thousands of dollars to sell the road
age of only 297* miles, as against 827 miles for them, and probably he is paying some-
by the Intereolonial Railway from Mont- body else to buy this road. I,am told that
real to Halifax? I would like to know this road ls a very good road, and-I will not
how the Government can hope to carry say auything about that. It does not mat-
freight or passengers and compete with the ter what I say about It, because that will
Grand Trunk, espeeially when a politician not change the character of the road. But,
is placed at the head of the Government I will say, that it will never amount to any-
railway system ? When- a man bas been thing as a local road. There are just a few
elected to Parliainent once or twice, he be- thousands of people along the road, and
comes quite a talker. At the time of bis the best of the timber bas been eut away.
career he speaks pretty well, he is able The farming country ls qulte poor. and you
to stand up for his party, and a man who cannot find any Industry along the whole
has worked hard for this party is selected Une of the road, except it be at Drummond-
to occupy a position at the head of.- a de- ville, and that l pretty well played out. In
partment or ln some other place of respon- a few years you will find that the road does
sibility. This is a very poor way of man- not amount to anything ln respect to local
aging any kind of business. If one of these traffie. While the Government want to
gentlemen went to a farmer and asked for make that road pay they wiU have to turu
work, the farmer would ask hlm: What around and compete with the Grand Trunk
can you do? He wouId reply: I am a great Railway Company, and how wlll they
politician. The farmer would reply: 1 be able to compete when they bave a mile-
do not want you at all. Go into the store, age of 837 miles tu the seaboard, as agalust
the blaeksmith shop, the saw-mlll, or the a Grand Trunk mileage of 297-miles. My
woods, and the same thing would take place; advice would be to let lt alone. Three years
yet this great railway must be run by po- ago a great many of the apStes that are
ticians. Polticians are all right ln their here to-day fouud fanît with the Conserva-
place, but they are not suited to all con- tive party for building a rallway from Hall-
ditions. According to the agreement made fax to Vancouver. Of course, these hon.
with the Grand Trunk Rallway Company gentlemen said that that was entlrely wrong.
two years ago, the Government was to pay The Conservative party bulIt that road be-
$62,500 a year for the use of the station atcasteyldtoaryutnagemn
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entered into at the time of the entry of
British Columbia into our confederation
that such a road was to be built, and It
had to be bulit no matter who was in
power. Three years ago I heard a great
many of these apostles preaching and blam-
ing the Conservative party for building that
road. How is it that after blaming the
Conservative party they turn around and
propose to buy and to build a road ? Why
do they not stick to their own policy ? If
it was wrong to build or buy railways, why
niot let that Drumnimond County Railway
remuain where it is. If the Government do
not buy that road the people using tbe road
will never suifer in consequence of it.
That road will be operated, if not by the
Goverunent, then by some other company.
I would advise the Prime Minister to stick
to his word as much as possible, and I mighit
remind him of some of the things he bas
promised to the city of Quebec. He promis-
ed the people of that city, and I will support
him in that, to build a bridge, but he has not
doue so. The present Government Is doing
the same as the late Government, it Is doing
that which I never approved of ; it is dredg-
ing a channel between Montreail and Quebec.
and making a flag station out of Quebee.
The Government have sent the steamers to
Montreal, and now they are sending the Gov-
ernment railway to Montreal. I am afraid
the Minister has no intention of carrying out
his promises to the people of Quebee, but I
sincerely wish that he will do so.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I woud like to
draw the attention of the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals (Mr. Blair) to one piece of
information which he might afford to the
House. and which must be very accessible.
Under the third clause of the agreement of
1898 with the Grand Trunk Railway, the
cost of maintenance of the Montreal joint
section and the Chaudière joint section is to
be apportioned. The share of the Intereolo-
nial Railway on the one hand and the Grand
Trunk Railway on the other is to be In the
proportion which the engine and car mileage
of each road bears to the total combined en-
gine and car mileage. By the 3Srd elause of
the agreement, Her Majesty and the company
are to furnish to each other promptly, each
and every month, ail the information neces-
sary to the ascertaining and checkIng of the
rates, fares, charges, shares of costs, and
other returns to be made as under these pre-
sents. Therefore, the Minister (Mr. Blair)
must have from the Grand Trunk Raliway
Company returns and information which indi-
cate exactly each month, what the proportion
of user, miade up In that way, by the Grand
Trunk Rallway and by the Intercolonial Rail-
way respeetively is. I venture to submit
that information of that kind will be very
useful to the House at some stage of the
proceedlng. It bas not been brougt to the
attention of the House so far, as I under-
stand, and It wil be clear to the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Blair) that it might at least be use-

Mr. MORIIN.

ful to some bon. gentlemen lu the House for
the purpose of making up their minds as to
whether the arrangement with the Grand
Trunk RaiRway was a fait arrangement.
The bon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) himself, ln
giving evidence before the committee, stated
what is, of course, the case, that the arrange-
ment with the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany is so necessarily connected with the
agreement now brought before the House by
these Tesolutions, that the two must be con-
sidered together. I would like, therefore, If
the hon. gentleman will, before this vote is
taken, or before the Bill founded upon this
resolution is brought down, be good enougih
to furnish that information to the House.

The MINISTER OF RAIL WAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). There will be no diffi-
culty, I think, in furnishing that information,
if the hon. gentleman desires it. Does he
desire It for the whole period that the ar-
rangement has been running ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I do not want to
put the hon. gentleman to any unnecessary

,trouble, but I thought it was probably easy
to furnish it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think there will be no difficulty
so far as I am aware ln furnishing it down
to the last date we have received a statement
from the Grand Trunk Railway Company.
It will, I should think, be furnIshed before
the introduction of the Bill or before the
Grand Trunk Rallway matter Is disposed of.

Resolution agreed to on division and re-
ported.

INCORPORATION 0F BENEVOLENT
SOCIETIES.

On the Order belng called for second read-
ing of BIl (No. 87) respecting the Incorpora-
tion of Benevolent Societies.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). As I before announced, I now beg to
move that the Order be dicharged and that
the Bill be wlthdrawn.

Motion agreed to, and Bill withdrawn.
The PRIME YINISTER (Sir WilfrId

Laurier) moved the adjournment of the
House.

Mr. FOSTER. What business will be
taken up to-morrow ?

The PRIME MIMSTER. We wll take
Up a few minor Blils, and then go into
SuppIy; but if it were convenient, we will
take another stage on this resolution, wlth-
out debate, by consent, and we could have
any debate that was necessary later on.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjournedat 12.30 a.m. (Saturday).
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

SATURDAY, -7th May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
oelock.

PRAYERS.

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM AND
NAPHTHA.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 131) respecting
the inspection of petroleum and naphtha.

Mr. TAYLOR. Explain.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The purpose of this Bill is to facilitate the
liandling of petroleum and naphtha by re-
mroving some of the present regulations which
have given rise to a great many complaints,
and which are by many considered tyran-
nical and useess. Personally, I am not of
tbat opinion, because I think the present
inspection pr*3tects ,to a certain degree the
user of petroleum against danger, in case
the oil has not attained that degree of se-
curlty which we ascertain by the flash test.
This Bill proposes to abolish the most irk-
some of these reguladons. It is now pro-
posed that the inspection of Canadian oll
shall be made at the refinery, and then that
it may be carried In tank cars to any por-
tion of the Dominioni. Up to the present
those .who bought ;petroleum were obliged
to keep it ln large tanks and it was only
when It was put in barrels that it was In-
spected. Under this Bil there will be no
necessity te barrel the oll before It i in-
spected, and this wll especially benefit the
North-west Territorles; places Uke Medicine
Hat and Moose .Taw where the merchants
find It difficult to have a suffielent number
of barrels on hand for the oll. I have said
that the Canadian oil is to be Inspected be-
fore it leaves the reflnery, and with regard
to the lmported ol It will be inspected be-
fore it is allowed to leave the customs, so
that ln neither case will the oll have to be
barrelled before being Inspeeted. Another
great Inconvenlence, which was referred to
by my hon. friend from tanstead (Mr.
Moore), is the manner ln which up to the
present It has been compulsory 1» sell oil by
retail In the city and In the country. We
must admit that a large tank wagon con-
tains a much greater quantity of oh than
these little barrels that we see carried li
carts and from which the OU ls retailed from
door te door. Under this Bill the oil can be
sold from tank wagons. I am told that the
abolition of the regnlation compellng
the oil te be barrelled whl effeet a sav-
Ing of nearly a cent a gallon. This Bill1
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appears to be a Qomewhat voluminous BilR,
because we .have codifded ali the different
Acts relating to the Inspection of petroleum,
so as to have only one Act. We have also
been obliged to have an appendix to the Act
of nearly a page and a half, giving a descrip-
tion of the instrument to be employed in
testing the oil. This makes the Bill more
bulky than It would otherwise be. I may say
also that there have been strong representa-
tions made to the department upon what was
considered the unfairness of allowing the
handling of naphtha, gasoline and other In-
flammable oils in tank wagons when these
are Canadian products, and not allowing the
same kinds of cils to be imported from
abroad in tank cars. We have covered this
point by allowIng the importation of naphtha,
gasoline and benzine In tank cars from
abroad. We inspect these, of 'course ; but,
owing to the dangerous character of these
volatile oils, we have taken the precaution
of insisting that when they are taken from
the tanks and put In barrels or jars, these
barrels or jars shall be coloured'red, so that
everybody will be informed at once of the
dangerous nature of their contents. Gaso-
Une and benzine are actually more dangerous
thangunpowder. You oan hld a oighted
match withi an Inch of a larrel ef gun-
powder,tIf you choose to run the risk, and so
long as the blaze dees not reach the gunpow-
der It whhl net ignite.

Mr. FOSTER. I would rather you held itthan I.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I would take a mighty smali barrel to begin
with. But lu the department we have made
the experiment of taklng a few drops of ben-
zine and holding a lIghted match within two
or three Inches of It, and, without heating
the liquld, but leaving It at its ordinary
temperature, there was au explosion. One
can easily understand, therefore, how, in a
freight car or store car, If there was leakage
from one of these barrels, and the circula-
tion of air was not perfect, the gas would
aîccumnulate, and there would be great danger
of explosion. Therefore, It has been thought
advisable that aR the vessels containing
these volatile eils should be covered red.
There is a new clause requiring each reflner
of coal cil to register at the department and
pay a fee of $1. I may be asked why we
make this charge, as thus far no license fee
has been imposed upon the refiners of coal
oil ; but, as we propose now to inspect the
oIl at the refineries instead of Inspecting it
at a point thousands of miles distant from
the refinery, It wIl be easiy understood that
It will be Indispensable that every one of the
refiners should report himself to the depart-
ment, so that our offcers should know where
to go to test the cil. These are the principal
changes made by the Bil.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.
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INSPECTION OF WHEAT. I hope the bon. gentleman, before he pro-
eeeds with the Bill. will give ample time to

The 3IINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE the millers to present their objections to it.
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotblnière) moved for The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
leave to introduce Bill (No. 132) to amend the (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). As I ex-General Inspection Act. He said : I will not plained a moment ago, the Bill was ask'edtake up the time of the House by entering for speelally by the North-west-by the
into a lengthy explanation at present. I c farmers. dealers and exporters in the North-sider this a most important Bill, because it west. When we had the meeting to whichattempts as far as possible to remedy the I have alluded, the millers, as far as I
complaints about the unsatisfactory inspec- ean remember-some of them, at ah events
tion of wheat, and which culminated towards -were certainly represented, and it was only
the end of the last season owing to the way lately I got the protest to which iy hon.
in which soine of the wheat was damaged by friend has alluded. As he will notice. Ithe rains of the previous fall. Before intro- took occasion to draw the attention of the
ducing this Bill, -the department gave notice! Flouse at once to the fact that, very likely.
to all the parties who appeared likely to take some clauses might not be acceptable to thean interest in the question, and to give a millers' in the North-west. I shall be very
valuable opinion upon it. About a month glad, however. to consider all sides of theago nearly 100 gentlemen, principally from matter and suspend for a short time thethe North-west, but also some representing passing of the Bill which is now before thethe Boards of Trade of Toronto and Mont- fouse, and with the contents of which everyreal, and several millers of Ontario, met ;ne can make himself familiar.
together here and had considerable discussion
on the subject. The Bill has been drafted by INQUIRIES FOR RETURNSa committee consisting of gentlemen who re-UR
present the different Interests, including the Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
wheat-growers of the North-west. I am not would lke to call the attention of the hon.ready to say that It will give universal satis- Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) to afaction, as I have already been given to return that has been laid on the Table in
understand that some of the millers of On- compliance with an Order of the Housetarlo do not approve of all the provisions of dated 24th April, 18n, calling for copies ofthe Bill, though it bas been prepared with all letters, telegrams and communicationsthe greatest care. We have even gone so far from Archer Martin of VictoriamBnCabar-as not to leave to the Governor General in rister-at-law r to the inister of tie Bterior-Council the right to make regulations under' 'rter-t tohMter offeeror,
which the inspection shall be carried on; or the Deputy Minister, or any offleer of the
but we have embodied In the Bihl ahi the re- Department of the Interior, relating to the
gulations coverIng the inspection of wheat. graning or recognition of any permit or
I may say further, that this Bill is intended authority to take or import liquor into the
especially and exclusively to apply to the In- Yukon district, or relating to the iùnporta-

pNtion of liquor into the Yukon district, andspection of wheat In the North-'west. f1iuo-no11 ukndi rci n
Mr. SPROULE. May I ask my hon. friend

If he got the memorial of the millers of On-1
tario issued recently with regard to this
Bill ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR. I have received a paper!
pnblished under the authority of the Domi-'
nion Millers' Association, In whic bthis pas-
sage occurs :

I Inelose papers whieh speak for themselves,and regret I cannot send you a copy of the pro-
posed Government regulations, but If they shouldbecome law they would mean tremendous lons to
Ontario mllers. Please write your member atOttawa, or get somebody who has strong influ-
ence to write him, sending him these papers, andurge him to impress on the Government the ne-
cesslty of dolng justice to the milling Interests ofOutarlo.
This BIIl appears to be opposed by the Mil-!
lers' Association, who anticipate that It 1s'
going to work injuriously to their industry,
and I hope that the hon. gentleman. before
he proceeds with the BIIl. will give the mil-
lers ample time to be heard upon the subject.1

Sir HENRI JOLY DE LOTBINIERE.

ail repiues to sueh letters, telegrams and
communications. The return brought down
seems to be incomplete. It relates to the
correspondence respecting permission given
ln the case of Pritcher and Lizer and George
A. Gardner, but does not refer to a case in
regard to which I am personally aware that
correspondence took place, the case of Ma-
caulay. I would like to call the attention
of the hon. Minister to this, so that he may
supplement the return, If It Is incomplete,
as it seems to be.

Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to ask the at-
tention of the Government to a return I
moved for with regard to the Commercial
Telegraph Construction Syndicate. It was
called for on the 9th May, and I would like,
If possible, to have it brought down at once.
The correspondence cannot be very volumin-
ous. There is also another return of great
importance which I asked for on the 20th
March, with regard to the petition addressed
to His Excellency by the members of the
Turner Administration of British Columbia.
Will the right hon. First Minister see that
this is brought down at once ?
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The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau- ers of this country to circulate such a state-
rier). I will. ment. I do not propose to say anything

with regard to the hon. Minister of Agricul-
FRAUDULENT PACKING OF APPLES. ture, w-ho is here, and eau speak for him-

self ; but I do not believe that he made any
Mr. JOHN MeMILLAN (South Huron). I such statenent in the committee. I would

have received a letter which I would like not consider myself justilied. as a represen-
to brIng before the House, Inelosing an ar- tative of the farming community, aed espe-
ticle f rom the Toronto " World," which I eially after receiving this communication
think I also ought to read. The let:er is as from one of the leading farmers in my lo-
follows cality, in allowing the statement to go forth

My dear Sir,-I have forwarded to-day to your uncontradicted, that the farmers of this
address a copy of the Toronto "World," with country are guilty of the practice charged
an editorial marked. Probably you have seen against them. We have honest and dishon-
this editorial ere this reaches you, but, if not, est farmers, just as we have honest and
will you kindly allow me to draw your attention dishonest people in other classes of the
to it. You are aware that very few of the country, but in this instance the farmers are
farmers of Canada pack their own apples. If not the persons responsible. One thing Is
the Minister of Agriculture and Professor Rob-undoubted. that the packing of our applesertson do not know this, I think they shoulç ud
be made aware of the fact, and withdraw this ts very much ln need of a thorough over-
charge against the farmers of Canada. There is, I hauling.
no doubt, a large number of barrels of apples Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member must
improperly packed for the European market,
but before making this damaging charge agaînst move the adjournment of the House, if he
the farmers of Canada, let us know who packs is going to speak at any further length.
the apples. Mr. MeMILLAN. I have done.
Let me now read just an extract from thisEd

ediorili Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not rise foreditorial: irC
the purpose of challenging, for a moment the

It's a crime agalnst the country to send to t upoeo hal IDg o omn h
It a rim agins th contr tosen t statement as to the extreme honesty of theGreat Britain fruit that is packed in such a way satme f Ontario, but I wish to draw youras to wifully deceive purchasers in that country. farimers

This kind of trickery must be reserved exclu- attention, Mr. Speaker, to the tact that you
sively for us in Canada who live In cities. If our have allowed a long article to be read from a
good friend the farmer will persist In doing this newspaper and a long speech to be made,
kind of thing in Europe, we will have to use wlthout raising the question that it was all
some pretty rough language against hlm, for out of order.he is not giving his own country a fair deal.
He is at the same time Injuring bis own pro- Mr. SPEAKER. I an very sorry to hear
spects. The practice must be stopped, and if it eriticism volunteered as to my conduet in the
can be done in no other way, the Government Chair by the leader of the Opposition. I
must Interfere and devise means for this purpose. qannot uite Ignore lt. I must say I wasThe Minister of Agriculture and Professor Rob- cnt
ertson are authority for these charges of dis- expecting every moment that the hon. mem-
honesty against the farmers of Canada. The ber who first spoke (Mr. MeMillan), who ls
former states that thousands of fraudulent bar- an old and experienced member of the
rels of Ontario apples were sent to England last House, would ask a question of the Gov-
year, much to the great disgrace of Canada. ernment on the point to which he referred.
Come, now, Mr Farmer, do you want to go to Certainly he should not have made state-jail ? Haen't you better Joîn the Church and
live a god y libe gving fuil weght and a jut ments at this stage of the proceedlngs with-
measure ? For the Lord, you know, loves a just out either moving the adjournment of the
balance. So do the people of Great Britain ; so House or asking a question of the Govern-
much so that they will pitch you and your apples ment.
Into the sea If your fraudulent practices are con-
tinued. McMILLAN. I certainly apologize
This refers to a meeting that took place be-
fore the Agricultural Committee. where the
subject of the packing of apples and their
exporr to the old country was thoroughly
discussed. I made the statement there my-
self, that few of the farmers ln western
Ontario packed their own apples. Agents
come around. and purchase the apples, and
then have them packed. In the locali t y
where I lire, the farmers only pull the
apples, which are then packed under the
direction of the agents who buy them. All
that the farmer bas to do with them, after
they are pulled, is to draw the barrels to
the railway station. With the packing Into
the barrels he bas nothing to do. I hold,
therefore, that it is a slander on the farn-

for not putting myself ln order by conclud-
ing with a motion. But I thought my re-
marks so few that no person would take
objection to them. I now move the ad-
journment of the House lu order that any
statements may be made that any other
lion. gentleman desires to make.

Mr. JAMES CLANCY (Bothwell). I re-
gret that the bou. gentleman (Mr. MeMillan)
took his seat without moving the adjourn-
ment of the House, and I will conclude with
a motion to put myself In order. I am glad
the hon. gentlemen has drawn the attention
of the Government. and especlally the Min-
ister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher), to a state-
ment which Is exceedingly unfair to the farm-
ing communlty of this country. The state-
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ment was broadly made at the comnmittee to amined by the agent of my department in
which the hon. gentleman refers, and repeat- England proved conclusively that these ac-
ed-I am not sure but that the Minister of cusations against the packers of Canadian
Agriculture himself was one of the chief apples were true, and I believe that it is
sinners in that respect-that the farmers better that the people of this country, and
had been disho'iest in the selection and those especially who are engaged in this
packing of the apples that had been sent trade, should understand the danger they
abroad. - I think It Is the experience of itueur and the diffieulty- being encountered
every bon. gentleman In this House that in consequence of the fact that some people
In very few cases--in my own experience I engaged in that trade-not all by any means
know not one case-of a farmer packing the -have been doing this kind of work. I
apples. The apples are bought by the ship- therefore wished to bring it before the Com-
pers and are by them packed and sent away. mittee on Agriculture and have it thorough-
I think It is well that the attention of the ly ventilated lu the country. to see what
Government should be drawn to this ex- remedy could be applied and by what means
tremely unfair reflection on a class who the application of that remedy could best
are not more or less honest than other peo- be carried out. As to accusations against
ple, but who do not deserve to be sIngled the farmers of Canada. I made none. nor did
out as specially dishonest in a matter affect- Prof. Robertson. I did not mention farm-
ing a great trade with England. If some ers or packers. but sfmply called attention
system of Inspection could be provided, some to the fact that people. whether farmers or
means devised of heading off those persons packers, who had packed applies in this
who, for mere love of gain, do send a class way, had done a great wrong to our coun-
of goods to the English market that turn try, and had endangered a large trade,
out very badly, beyond aIl doubt it wouldfwhich could be bult up by honest methud,
be a good thng in the publie tnterest. I and whiech weil. I aw sure. be bult
am glad the hon. gentleman has brought up by honest methods, so as t do
this matter up, because It offers an oppor- a great deal of good in the country,
tunity to remove an unfair Imputation made I am satisfied that it is only by the ex-
against a large class In this country. I beg posure of dishonest methods uf this kind
to move the adjournment of the House. that we can bring them to an end, and that

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. any suppression ot the tacts or any try-
Fi sher). I think it would be only fair to my- Ing to hide the facts wili only encourage
self, as well as to the House to say that the these dishonest people to continue their prac-
statements made In the article whIch was tices. Therefore, I wish to brlng the matter
read by my hon. friend from South Huron to the public attention, for I heifeve that
(Mr. McMillan) lu regard to myself and the drawing ot public-attention to the tacts
Prof. Robertson are an entire misrepresen- is the best means W suppress dishonesty of
tation of anything we said on the occasion this kind. The worse than insinuations
referred to. It Is true that on a certain that are contained lu the article that bas
occasion I dIrected Prof. 'Rbertson, one ot been read as io a statement of mysef or
the ofilcers ut my departrnent, to bring up Prof. Roubertson against ïthe reputation of
the question ot the packinguf Canadian i the tairmers oth Canada are entirely without
apples, because we bad fonnd, duringIasthfoundation and untrue. I wished simply
year espeelaty. that great difficulty had to put thes matter beore the goue as I
arisen lu ttae Engltrh market behause our have done.
apples were not prpetly pahked and ead Mraioub. I venture to say that the
arrlved In England In sueh a condition as inference drawn by the World" iscorrect
had led to acusation evenof delberateon the evidence given before the Agriculture
fraud by the eglish mporters aganst the Com ttee. would emind the Mnister o
pakers and exporters o apples from Can- Agriculture that one gais staff pudeaing
ada. On a former occasion, when this ques- th this question, stated that the farmers

pon was brught U , sone gentlemen downdn Nova Scotia wathed the packer
thought t was beter that the dif cultywt a gun. What Inference could be drawn

hould be gossed over or suppressed o ro. that, I wOuld I ke to know. but that
the ground that any statement in regard to n the farmer dictated teres tu the packerIlu
It mght Injure the apple trade abroad. That the paking ou the apples? The "Worldo
suppresson does nt ee to ave auomn- is correct Iu drawlg that Inference,but li
pldhed any gord; on the ontrary, last sea- impression that the farer Is redptnhsarle
ton there were the Most glaing examples ds3wrong. a a matter wafact. the packer
ot the export from Canada ot badly packed and the farner are twn separate persons.
a bles-and when I say badly paeked, I do m I ave sold apples t lthe patker. but tbhave
net mea that the packages were bad orshpped more app ess than 1 bave sold "n
that the method of handling the appes that way. and luwnucase that f ave known

od thee aplwerhad delibraly put the ampl the woang a mte lesof at The packer
apples-and then u tay bal pakd, I ldoIhe sendapple to Ith esrace bt havefni

the barrels up with trash. I speak strong- provemnents should be made lu the shipment
Iy, because the specimens that were ex- of apples, but you will need to k-now who

Mr. CIANCY.
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the parties are who are offending before
you can correct the evil.

Mr. SPROULE. So far as the farmers in
my part of the country are concerned, they
do not usuaUy pack -the apples at all. The
dealers buy the apples, and the farmers pull
them and iay them on the ground at the foot
of the tree or lu a building where they can
be protected from the weather. The packer
sends a gang of men, supposed to be experts
In the business, who pack the apples, and the
farmers draw them to market. If there is
any dishonesty it cannot be attributed to
the farmer, herause he lias no say what-
ever in the selection or packing of the fruit.

Mr. JAMES MeMULLEN (North Welling-
ton). I think if this business is to be pro-
perly adjusted so as to gain for Canada the
credit that she deserves for the exportation
of good frnit, the Government should take
immediate steps to secure the inspection of
all apples exported, or to give an opportunity
to parties exporting apples to have them inl-
spected. I do not know whether it would
be wise to exclude those who want to ex-
port apples without Inspection. But I think
iL is well, in order to put the trade on a pro-
per basis, that immediate steps should be
taken to offer the privilege of having apples
inspected that are to be exported, and the
package branded as inspected by a Govern-
ment brand. The people of England then
would realize that when they bought apples
fron Canada they would buy apples that
Lad been lnspected and branded as of a
eertain quality, and of a certain kind. If,
on the other hand, they choose to buy with-
out any Inspection, they would have to run
their own risk. But owing to the evident
danger of this very important trade, and
this growing trade, I think the Government
should at once take steps to protect the in-
terest of that trade in Canada, and to secure
to the people of England proper value when
they inve3t their nioney in Canadian fruit,
by having It lnspected and branded at the
point of export. They would then know
what they were buylng, and in that way
you will Increase the reputation of Cana-
dian apples, and you cannot do it otherwise.
Merely talking about it ln this House will
not make honest men of dishonest men, or
control the men that go round buying apples.
I agree with that portion of the remarks
of the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule). when he says that most people sell
the product of their orchards, and that pack-
ers go around and pack the apples. It is the
same in our section of the country. As a
rule, the farmers do not do their own pack-
ing, but men come along to buy apples, to
see what a man bas got to seil, and having
bought the orchord. they send -men there who
do the packing themselves. In that case It Is
unfair to hold farmers responsible when
poor apples are put In the centre of the bar-
rel. In order to prevent that wrong. we
should place the apple trade on a proper

basis, and I do not think that we can do it
in any other way than by inspection.

The MINISTER OF INL•ND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). The
hon. member from Montreal. St. Law-
ience Division (Mr. Penny), has a Bill on
the Order paper (No. 55), which I have ex-
amined with him. It appears to provide in
a certain degree such precautions as will
prevent the difficulty complained of. The
hon. member is not present at this time in
order to describe the precautions that will
be taken. I told him that I would gladly
incorporate his Bilh with our Bill. One of
the clauses reads :

In inspecting a barrel or half-barrel of such
fruit, the inspector shall either open one or
both ends of the barrel, or loosen one of the
staves, or empty the fruit out of the barrel ; In In-
specting boxes, he shall open one or more sides,
or empty the fruit out of the box ; in Inspecting
baskets, he shall either inspect the fruit from the
top or empty It out
Of course, it is only a certain proportion of
the barrels that shall be open.

The duty of an inspector shall be to inspect
not less than ten per cent of each variety of
apples, pears or other fruit, &c.
So I think that when this Bill comes before
the House and we are In committee upon
it, we may consider the precautions suggest-
ed, some of which may be incorporated In
the General Inspection Act.

Mr. R. R. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). A
year or two ago, since this Government took
office, I brought a Bill before this House for
the plrpose of branding cheese and butter,
and registering the brand with the Dairy
Commissioner, so that we would have a
record of It the same as you have a record
of the registration of a piece of property.
This would be kept in a book prepared for
that purpose, containing the date and the
number of the factory. This system might
be extended to those who are packing apples,
and who should register themselvés as
packers. If that were done, then you could
place upon the man the responsibility of
exporting a bad article to Great Britain.
You would then have a record with the
Dairy Commissioner of that mark or brand,
and number of the article registered. You
could then see at once who was guilty of
packing and exporting an inferlor article.
This proposition was submitted to the farm-
ers and to the people who were most Inter-
ested, and I think about 95 per cent of them,
at least 90 per cent. were in favour of such
a system as the registration of the date
and the number of the factory. If this
system were carried out In respect to apples,
there is no doubt that there would be no
further trouble. It is necessary to establish
the name of the exporter, the place where
he lives, the date of the export and every-
thing else. But althougb 95 per cent of the
farmers and the people most interested were
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in favour of that scheme, the Bill was
thrown out, and the consequence is that we
are now shipping from the country an uin-
ferior article. At present we do not know
who is guilty of committing the fraud that
the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher) says
has been perpetrated by people in this couu-
try to the grea t injury of the apple trade.
We realize that it must be a great injury
to tiis country, and I think it about time
that the Minister of Agriculture should say
what he proposes to do to prevent that sort
of thing. I think it is very much in the
interest of this country that he should deal
with this matter at the earliest possible
moment.

Mr. CLANCY. With the permission of the
House. I beg to withdraw the motion.

Motion to adjourn withdrawn.

INQUIRY FOR RETURN.

Mr. BELL. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I desire to ask the Government
when we are likely to have printed copies
of the Report of the Commissioner on the
Crow's Nest Pass Railway matter, moved
for on Friday, May 19 ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I cannot give the information to
my hon. f riend. I can only say that I will
inquiry and see that the thing is expedited.

AMENDMENTS TO INLAND REVENUE
Acr.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) movèd that
Bill (No. 124) to amend the Inland Revenue
Act, be read the second time.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved
itself into committee.

(In the Committee.)

On clause 1,
1. The paragraph substituted for paragraph

(g) of section 121 of the Inland Revenue Act,
chapter 34 of the Revised Statutes, by section 3
of chapter 46 of the statutes of 1891, is hereby
amended by striking out the word "onet" in the
fourteenth Une and substituting therefor the
word "two."

Mr. FOSTER. What Is really done for
striking out "one " and substitutIng "two "?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). The clause
substitutes the word "two " for the word
"one." It means 200 instead of 100, and I
may explain what the object of the change
is. It refers to chemical stills. The maxi-
mum capacity of chemical stills l at present
limited to 100 gallons, which has been found
too small for the large concerns, such as

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry).

Parke, Davis & Company, and others, who
are manufacturing drugs of different kinds
on a large scale for export, and it is pro-
posed to allow stills to be used of the ca-
pacity of 200 gallons astead of 100 gallons.

Mr. FOSTER. Does this apply to illicil
stills as well as others ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUJE.
No. If they had as great capacity as that
we would tind it more easy to discover them.
They are so small that they can hide theu
away with greater ease.

On clause 2,
2. Paragraph (a) of subsection 1 of section 131

of the said Act is hereby repealed and the fol-
lowing is substituted therefor :-

" (a) Upon the grain used for Its production,
at the rate of one gallon of proof spirits for every
twenty and four-tenths pounds,-or, in a distil-
lery wliere malt only is used, upon the malt used
for its production, at the rate of one gallon of
proof spirits for every twenty-four pounds."

Mr. FOSTER. Why does my hon. frlend
introduce the fraction there ?

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
It has been so fixed by law. We have to as-
sess the distilleries which do not produce one
gallon of proof spirits from each 24) 4-10ths
pounds of the grain used. The distilleries
must produce one gallon of spirit for each
20 4-10ths pounds of grain used, and if they
produce less than that we assess them on
the assumption that by some unfair
means a part of the spirit has been
unfairly removed from inspection. But
there is a distinction between the pro-
duction of spirits from malted barley and
froin raw grain. The production from
malted barley is less than from raw grain.
The sort of whisky produced from grain Is
called rye; it ås produced by a certain pro-
eess of distillation which is well known.
Malt whisky goes by the name of Scotch
whisky or Irish whisky, or any other name
they choose to give it, and it is manufactured
In a different way. It is manufactured ln
what is called pot-stills.

Mr. FOSTER. Pot-stills ?
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

I hope my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) will not
think I am pedantic in making use of all
these terms with which I do not claim to be
very familiar. Instead of being produced by
means of distillation, as Is rye whisky, malt
whisky Is manufactured over a fire in pot-
stills. One kind of whisky takes a greater
number of pounds of grain than another.
and it has been represented that it would
not be fair to assess the two products
in the same way, because one of them
requires 23 pounds of grain for each gallon
of spirit produced, while the other one
only requires 20 pounds. It is not fair to
assess these two productions in the same
way. for the three pounds difference multi-
plied by hundreds and hundreds, would reach
a considerable amount.
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Mr. FOSTER. I understand the hon. gen- Mr. FOSTER. I hope my hon. friend will
1leman's explanation thoroughly, but I am depend on his own head for these stamps,
not sure that the hon. Minister of Custoins and not consult the Postmaster General.
(Mr. Paterson) did,and I think It would be The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
well for the benefit of the hon. Minister of t
Custonrs and the hon. junior member for .think my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) Is most
1-Jalifax (Mr. Russell), that the hon. Minister unjust in the way he alludes in alluding to
of Inland Revenue should be a little more the postage stamps issued by the Postmaster
explicit abut these poGeneral. Since my hon., friend introduced

spot-stilis. the subject, I think it would be well to give
Tie MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE1. him to understand the motto on our postage

Tie only way to find out the difference be- stamps. We have seen what "Punch " said
tween the two is to taste them, and I an about it.
afraid amy hon. friend (Mr. Foster) would not Mr. FOSTER. WIll you put what "Punch"

said, in the Bill ?
Mr. HAGGART. I would like to ask the

hon. Minister of Inland Revenue whether The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
this Act Is to have a retrospective effect, No, but I have here in my pocket the poem
whether it is .o apply to liquors already from which the quotation is taken, and I
manufactured ? will beg leave to refer to it for the inlorma-

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. tion of gentlemen who may not be acquaint-
To tell the truth, we have not considered thi ed wirh its origin. I think the stamp and

uthe quotation reflect credit on the classicalquestion. I think it would, perhaps, be wl nweýP n riteteeo yhn
to say that this Act will go into force only friend the Postmaster General.
on the day of its sanction.

Mr. HAGGART. I think it is intended to Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
cover liquors at present in bond, and I Will there be a new clause in the Bill em-
thought. perhaps, the wording was not clear bodying that ?
enough that it would have a retrospective The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
effeet. At least it ought to have. "We hold a vaster empire than has been."

'he MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE. I am not a betting man, as the leader of the
Would my hon. friend (Mr. Haggart) sug- Opposition said yesterday, speaking of him-
gest that we should ma;ke an addition to this self, but, nevertheless, I am ready to bet
by staigat t tshis skectionawdilliapplto that half of the hon. members opposite doSstating that this section wlll apply toeo. nwwee ti uttoncre rm

spirts ctualy n bodedwareouss ? not know where this quotation comes from.spirits actually in bonded warehouses ? iw eitem utsy1ta iehn
l I will tell them. I must say, that the hon.'

Mr. HAGGART. I think it ought to. i the Postmaster General would not tell me
think, perhaps. the section is intended to be wbere he took it from, but ultimately, after
retrospective, and I would like to know a good deal of trouble, I had the pleasure of
froin the hon. Minister whether it is or not. discovering where it came from. It is from

Sir Lewis Morris' poem.
The MINISTFJR OF INLAND REVENUE.

It might, perhaps, be as well for the com- Mr. FOSTER. Sir Louis Davies.
mittee to rise, and I will examine that point. The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would suggest It is taken from Sir Lewis Morris' " A Song
to the hou. Minister of Inland Revenue that of Empire," bearing date June 20th, 1887,
clause 3, which we have not yet reached, and occurring in the seventh last line of the
miglht be reconsidered and drafted in a dif. poem. Here are two couplets, in which the
ferent style. For Instance, Instead of, as it quotation appears:
appears there, referring to Acts and subsce- Whoever guides our helm of state,
tions as being repealed, it would be well to Let all men know it, England shall be great-
repeal the clause absolutely, and re-enact a We hold a vaster empire than has been-
new clause. It will be clearer to have the Nigh half the race of men Is subject to our
whole clause struck out and a new one sub- Queen !
stituted. I do not think the hon. the Postmaster Gen-

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. eral need be ashamed of having given that
It is rather a curlous anomaly, but, in con- quotation. He did not give it as a Canadian
nection with manufactured tobacco, we have only, but he gave It as a subject of the Bri-
stamps for every fraction of a pound, ex- tish Empire, and, though he belongs to this
cept one-third of a pound, this third clause side of the House, every one will adopt It
Is to provide for that, and we will have to as a loyal sentiment.
get that stamp. Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear hear.

Mr. FOSTER. Will this necessitate the The committee rose and reported progress.
making of a new stamp? Mr. FOSTER. I wish to draw your at-

The MINISTER OF INLAND RIVENUE. tention to the fact, Mr. Speaker, that the
Yes, we will have to make a new stamp. hon. the Minister of Inland Revenue, after
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having quoted from that public document, Canada, though that corporation in carry-
las not laid it on the Table. Ijng on business outside of Canada would be

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. subject to the laws of any country in which
I am just about to lay it on the Table at it saw fit to carry on business, and it would
this moment. be recogmnized in a foreign country only by

the comity of nations. Nevertheless, It
Mr. WALLACE. Perhaps the hon. gentle- would be recognized, and I do not think

man would print the whole poem on his new Parliament would be exceeding its autho-
inland revenue stamp. rity by giving such a corporation power to

Mr. SPEAKERr Wéa not considering carry on business in a forelgn country.
the Bill at the present time.

AMENDMENTS TO THE BANKING ACT.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. FIeld-
Ing) moved the second reading of Bill (No.
127) to amend "The Bank Act ".

Mr. ELLIS. I would like to ask the Fi-
nance Minister if he is not giving the bank
greater power than the country itself pos-
sesses ; that is to say, the country itself
could not issue currency in a foreign Coun-
try, but you are giving the bank power to
do it.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the sec- TF
nda time- ~ The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. We are

The House resolved itself into committee
on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I

would ask, whether this Bill has been care-
fully considered by the Department of Jus-
tice ln connection with the powers it con-
fers. I am not at all objecting to the Bill ;
but, of course, it is somewhat an unusual
measure, as It deals with the exercise of
powers and rights outside of Canada. Has
it been carefully considered, as to whether
we are going, not only beyond the usual
legislation in connection with Canadlan
banks, but as to what our authority is, so
far as outslde of Canada Is concerned.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Although
there bas been no formal reference of the
Bill to the Department of Justice, i think the
Minister of Justice ibelieves it to be satis-
factory. However, ln view of the suggestion
of the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper), I will have that point subnmitted to
the Departme'it of Justice. Of course, we
ean grant no power in any other colony.
Al we can do Is to grant power to the bank
ilself, subject to the first clause, that thIs
ean only be done in a colony where the local
laws wIll permit It. But In deference to the
lion. gentleman's remark, I will see that it is
brought to the attention of the Minister cf
Justice before the final stage of the Bill.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I did not sup-
pose that there would be any serious diff
culty with regard to the point suggested
by my hon. friend from Pletou (Sir Charle'
Hibbert Tupper), for the reason that this
Parliament has the right to give to the bank
power to carry on business out of Canada,
subject. of course, to the laws of any colony
where the bank proposes to carry on bust-
ness; just as the Parlament of Canada or
a local legIslature could authorize a cor-
poration to carry on business outside of

Mr. FOSTER.

not giving the bank any power to issue Cur-
rency further than it has at present. Ail
we are doing, so far as the bank is con-
eerned, Is to say that we have no objection
to Its issuing this currency. How far it
ean make that provision useful to itself in
another colony is a matter entirely between
the bank and that colony, and in regard to
that, the bank must be subject to aIl the laws
of the colony. For example, the Bank of
Nova Scotia is dolng business In the Island
of Jamaica. We give It the authority. which
it would not otherwIse possess, to Issue a
note for a pound sterling ; but when that
note goes into Jamaica, it does not become
a legal tender there unless it Is made such
by the laws of that colony. But If the bank
issues these notes In Jamaica and the people
of the colony have snch falth in the bank
that they are willing to accept those notes,
we have no objection to its doing s, but on
the contrairy, w-e have every desire to en-
courage It.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). A corporation bas the power which
Is given to It by the legislature which
brings the corporation Into existence, that
Js, this legislatare. We give the bank power
to Issee these notes ; but if It does any
business In a country outside of Canada, It
then becomes subject to the laws of the
locality In which it does business. There-
fore, it will necessarily exercise the power
givet to It by the Dominion subject to the
laws and regulations of the place where It
attempts to exercise that power. Thils Bill
gives the bank the power which it intends
to exereise in the locality, and which eau
only be conferred by us. It seeme to me
there can be no diffleulty about it.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I see no good reison to disagree with the
opinions that have been offered. My point
was rather-and the MinJster of Finance bas
met it-that in the case of legielation of this
character. especially with regard to banks,
we should have the advantage of the revi-
sion of the whole Bill by the Department
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of Justice. The Minister o! Finance, I un-
derstand, before the Bill takes Its final stage,
m iIl see that it is examined by that depart-
ment.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
will be no formal reference of the Bill to
tle Department of Justice; but I wIll see
tbat, before the final stage of the Bill is
reached, in deferenee to the hon. gentleman's
suggestion. that department Is asked to
consider it.

Mr. HAG(GART. Has the bank to make
the usual deposit with the G 4overnment
here in regard to the circulation in Jamaica?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. HAGGART. And are the other banks

subject to the abatement ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The gen-

eral provisions of the Bank Act will apply
to all circuliation issued ln this way.

Bill reported as amended. and amendments
concurred 1n.

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

Resolutions respecting the Drummond
County Railway reported from Committee of
the Whole, read the second time and con-
eurred ln.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 133) ta authorize the acquisition by the
Dominion of the Drummond County Rail-
way.

Mr. H. F. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton). I
wish to call the attention of the hon. Min-
ister of Finance to a matter in relation to
whichl I made a statement to the House
last evening when the resolutions were
under discussion. I referred to an agree-
ient entered into between the Allan Co..

the Nova Scotia Government and the Do-
minion Government twenty years ago with
respect to the construction and the operation
of the Eastern Extension Rallway of Nova
Scotia and the taking over of the Truro
branch. I asked the Minister of Finance if
it was not a fact that that agreement gave
authority to the Government of Canada to
take over those rallways even after the
Eastern Extension Railway had been de-
hvered to the Nova Scotia Government.
The hon. Flnance Minlster stated that I was
correct except in respect of the lest sen-
tence of my statement, and that is the one
whicdh applied to the authority of the Domi-
nion Government taking over the road. I
had not time to consult the public documents,
whilch were then ln the Ilbrary, and which I
sent for, but did not get In time to have the
matter brought up before the discussion was
completed. I have now that agreement lu
my hand, and I find that the statement thar
I made last night is sustained by the terms

of that agreement. Before that agreement
was entered into, I might say that another
agreement existed previous to that between
the Government of Nova Scotia and the
Allan Company for the construction of a
road known as the Eastern Extension ; and
when the Holmes4Ihonipson Government of
Nova Scotia came into power in 1878 they
found that the Allan Company were in dif-
ficulties with the previous Government with
respect to carrying on the work of building
the railway. They found that the agreement,
under whieh that work was carried on, was
not such as gave to the province of Nova
Scotia that securlty for the construction and
operation of the road which -to them seemed
necessary, and they took advantage of that
fact to go before the Government of Canada
to renew their negotiations for the further
carrying on of that work and the further
protection of the interests of Nova Scotia l
its construction and operation. A new agree-
ment was entered into on the lst of Feb.
ruary, 1879, and from one of its clauses I
will read an extract which sustains the point
I bave just stated with regard to the neces-
slty for making a new agreement:

An Act to Incorporate-
Referring to the Act under which the work
was being done previously.

An Act to incorporate the Halifax and Cape
Breton Railway and Coal Company-and doubto
have arisen as to the validity of the Incorpora-
tion of the said company, and the acts done by it
as a corporation, and it has been agreed that the
Government of Nova Scotia shall confer with the
company in procuring the declaratory legislation,
confirming their proceedings for incorporation,
and all acts done as such corporation,-
Then I find that the lrst clause proceeds
as follows:-

The Government of the Dominion will reeom-
mend the passage of an Act by the Parliament
of Canada at the aproaching session of said Par-
liament, repealing the said Act, 40th Vic., chap.
46, and providing in effect that as security for
the purposes aforesaid, the Pictou and Truro
Branch Railway, including sufficient land for the
purposes thereof, and the stations and buildings
thereon, necessary for the use of the railway,
but without any of the rolling stock therein
referred to as the "Pletou Branch " shall be re-
tained by the Dominion Government until the
said Eastern Extension Railway to the Strait of
Canso and the steam ferry across the strait
are completed, equipped and established In ac-
cordance with the existing contract, or any modi-
fication thereof that may be agreed to by the
company and the said Nova Scotia Government,
to the satisfaction of the Nova Scotia Govern-
ment ; and further providing that upon such
completion the absolute right of property In the
said Pictou Branch shall be conveyed to the com-
pany on the following terms :-
I might say, before reading further, that the
previous agreement provided-speaking froin
memory, and I think my recollection is ex-
aet-for a transfer of the Pletou brancb, as
soon as $400,000 was expended by the co-
pany in the construetion of the road. The
people of Nova Scotia looked upon this secu-
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rity as insufficient, and the facts, as they
appear at this particular period when this
agreement was entered into. justify that ap-
prehension on their part. That is why thel
Government of the day saw .proper to fur-
ther secure the interests of Nova Scotia iin:
the matter. The agreement provides fur-
ther:

(a) That the company, after the completion of
the said railway to the Strait of Canso and the
establishment of said ferry, shall efficiently and
continuously operate the said two lines of rail-
way and the ferry at the Strait of Canso, to
the satisfaction of the Lieutenant Governor of
Nova Scotia in Council, at a fair and reasonable
tariff of charges, which shall be made and estab-
lished by the said company, subject to the ap-
proval of the Government of Nova Scotia, and
which shall only be altered or amended with the
assent and approval of the said Government of
Nova Scotia, and any difference of opinion as to
any item of the tariff to be so agreed to, shall be
submitted to the Minister of Public Works of
the Dominion as the referee, whose decision
shall be final and binding on both parties.

(b) That in the event of the said existing con-
tract, with any modification thereof that may be
agreed to by the company and the Nova Scotia
Government not being performed to the satis-
faction of such Government, and the said Eastern
Extension Railway and ferry not being com-
pleted, equipped and established in accordance
with said contract, or In the event of the failure
of the company for a period of three months to
operate the said railways and ferry efficiently
and continuously, to wit, by running at least one
passenger train over the whole line each way
daily except Sundays, and such freight trains as
may be sufficient for the conveyance of the
freight offered for carriage, and the ferry Inl
such a manner as to connect with passenger
trains, the two lines of railway, including the
ferry, shall become the property of the Nova
Scotia Government, free from any incumbrance
of any kind whatsoever created by the company
(the power of the company to create incum-
brances to be made subject to this agreement),
the said period of three months to commence i
and be computed from the date at which the
Nova Scotia Government shall cause to be served
on the said company, In the manner provided by
the eighteenth section of the said Act, 39th Vie.,
chap. 74, a notice claiming that the said rail-
ways and ferries, or one or either of them, or
said ferry, are not or is not being efficiently and
continuously operated as aforesaid : the said
Minister of Public Works to be the referee In
case of a dispute between the company and the
Nova Scotia Government, as to forfeiture having
been incurred.

Now, a forfeiture was incurred by the com-
pany, and the Nova &otia Government took
over the road from the company at a valua-
tion of $1,200,000 or thereabouts.

(c) That In the event of the said two lines of
railway and ferry becoming the property of the
Nova Scotia Government under the preceding sub-
clause, before the said Eastern Extension Rail-
way and ferry are completed, equIpped and estab-
lished, the said last named railway and ferry
shall, with all reasonable despatch, be com-
pleted, equipped and established by the Nova
Seotia Government, and the said two lines and
ferry shall be thereafter efficiently and contin-
uously operated by the . Nova Scotia Gov-
ernment ta the satisfaction o! the Gav-

Mr. McDOUGALL.

ernor General of the Dominion in Council at a
fair and reasonable tariff of charges, which shall
be made and established by the Nova Scotia Gov-
ernment, subject to the approval of the Govern-
ment of the Dominion, and which shall only be
altered or amended with the assent and approval
of the said last named Government.

(d) That in the event of the failure of the
Nova Scotia Government to complete, equip and
estabIlsh the said Eastern Extension Railway
and ferry with all reasonable despatch, as above
provided for, or in the event of their failure
for a period of three months to operate the said
railway and ferry efficiently and continuously,
to wit, by running at least one passenger train
over the whole Une each way daily, except Sun-
days, and such freight trains as may be suffi-
cient for the conveyance of the freight offered
for carriage, and the ferry in such a manner
as to connect with the passenger trains, the two
lines of railway, including the ferry, shall be-
come the property of the Government of the
Dominion, free from any incumbrance of any
kind whatsoever created thereon, either by the
company or by the Government of Nova Scotia
(th power of the company and the Government
of Nova Scotia, respectively, to create incum-
brances to be made subject to this agreement),
the said period of three months to commence and
be computed from the date at which the Govern-
ment of the Dominion shall give to the Provin-
cial Secretary of the Nova Scotia Government a
notice claiming that the said railways and ferry, or
one or either of them, or said ferry, are not or
is not being efficiently and continuously operated
as aforesaid ; any dispute between the two Gov-
ernments as ta forfeiture having been Ficurred
to be decided by arbitration in the manner here-
inafter provided.
Now, Mr, Speaker, as I said before, that is
the clause In the agreement under which the
Government of Canada had the authority to
take over that road ; and it is the clause
under which they exercised that authority.
There is this difference, that, as far as I
know, the Government of Canada did not
voluntarlly take advantage of the power
vested in them by the agreement ln calling
the attention of the Nova Seotia Government
to their making default in not sufficiently
equipping that railway for the traffic offer-
ing, and also completing and operating the
ferry across the Strait of Canso. Now, be-
fore the Government of the Dominion took
advantage of the power granted them by
this agreement, the Government of Nova
Scotia found themselves in this diffieulty-
that they were unable to secure, I under-
stand, the financial means by which they
could equip and operate that road or coin-
plete the ferry aeross the Strait of Canso.
In their necessity, they came to the Govern-
ment of Canada and asked that Government
to relieve them from their distressed position
with regard to the road. That is my under-
standing of It, and I think that is the under-
standing of the whole country, so far as
they are conversant witb the facts. I was
a member of the Government of Nova Seotia
when this agreement was entered Into. Last
night I was depending upon my recollection
of what took place. The Minister of Finance
should have been more familiar with the
question than he appeared ta be last night,

3767 ' 3768



9[MAY 27, 1899]

because for a long time subsequent to thel but it was not even alleged. In all the dis-
time when I eeased to be a member of the' eussions I had the pleasure of having with
Nova Scotia Government, the hon. gen- the Ministers at Ottawa at that time, there
tlema ùwas in negotiation with the Govern- was no allegation of that kind. The hon.
ment of Canada with regard to these trans- gentleman says now that the Government of
actions. Now, there is another point in this Canada took possession of that property un-
matter referred to by the Minister of Finance der the clause in that agreement to 'which he
last night, and that was the difficulty that he has referred. I beg to tell him that he is
discovered in carrying out his negotiations entirely mistaken. The Government of Can-
with the Government of the day on that oc- ada did not take over that road under that
casion. The Government of Canada was clause. They took It over under a very dif-
aware-as the people of Nova Scotia were ferent procedure ; and in all the discussions
aware-that the Government of Nova Scotia Ihad the privilege of having with the Min-
liad paid the Allan Company a great deal isters of the Government, no such ground
more for that road than what in the Judg- was taken as the hon. gentleman now ad-
ment of the people, and especially in the vances. He said that the Government of
judgment of experienced people, was a pro- Nova Scotia were in difficulties and came to
per sum to pay. And if my memory serves the Government o! Canada and asked to' be
me right, an investigation took place in the relieved. That statement has been made two
legislature of Nova Scotia at a subsequent or three times, and so I feel bound to explain
period, about the year 1884 or 1885, which what the cause of those diffieulties was. I
revealed the fact that a large amount of am sorry thus to go into the details of Nova
money had been paid to the Allan Company Scotia polities. I realize that hon. members
over and above what It was understood the are not very deeply interested in them. So
Government of Nova Scotia had authority fully have I realized this that I have deelin-
to pay, the Government havlng authority, in ed, on more than one occasion, to follow
the event of their taking over the road, to hon. gentlemen who have made statements
pay the actual outlay of that company over with which I could not agree, because I feit
and above the subsidies which were given by that the House did not care to hear the
the two Governments. I think that investi- matters discussed. Wben the Government of
gation revealed the fact that no less than Nova Scotia went Into the money markets
$400,000 was paid to that company by the to raise money for the purchase of that pro-
Nova Scotia Government over and above perty, they did experience difi culties. And
what that company were entitled to. This why? Because, in a great transaction whicb
statement I make from my recollection of!had laken place between a Goverument of
what took place at the time. I have not the province of whieh the bon. gentleman
gone into an examination of the documents, (Mr. MeDougall) was a Miuister without
but I am willing to be corrected If the Min- Portfolio, a great transaction with the bank-
ister of Finance ean show that I am astray lng bouse of Baring Brothers In London,
ln my recollection of what the investigation there were records o! the transaction whieh
revealed. I am sure that he cannot now dis- were not to be founil the offices o! the
pute the point which I raLsed last night, and Goverument, and concernlng which the in-
that is more particularly the fact that thelcomîng Goverument had no informatlon.
Government of Canada had authority by this When a member of the incoming Goverfment
agreement to take over this road from the went to England, le found timself face b
Government o! Nova Seotia. j face wite tae complaint on the part of the re-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am
sorry I cannot admit much more than that
the hon. gentleman (Mr. iMcDougall) has
read, no doubt correctly, from an agreement
whieh appears lu the blue4book. When the
hon. gentleman last night made reference to
en agreement, asking me whether it dId not
give the Government of Canada power to
acquire the road, I said: Not unless the Gov-
ernment of Nova Scotia proved -to be ln de-
fault. That was the point.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. WII the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Flelding) excuse me. I sald In
my statement that the :Government of Nova
Scotia gave evidence that they were ln de-
fault, that the Dominion Government dId not
take advantage of the clause before the Nova
Scotia Goverument admitted that they were
in default.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman is labouring under an entire de-
lusion. Not only was no default admitted,

presentatives of the bouse of Baring Broth-
ers that there was a breach of faith on the
part of the Government of Nova Scotia in its
dealings with that firn. And when the men-
ber of the Government declared that there
was no such breach of faith. an extraordin-
ary thing happened. They brought out of
the pigeon-holes of that firm an agreement
with the Government of Nova Scotia, a copy
of whieh had never been put upon the publie
records of the province and of which -we
knew nothing, a cablegram sent by the
Prime Minister to Baring Brothers which
formed an essentiai part of the transaction
but which the incoming Government of
Nova Scotia were not permitted to know
about until it was thus taken from the
pigeon-holes of the banking bouse. In the
face of such a transaction as that, tbe
Prime Minister of Nova Scotia, who bad
gone to London. came back and Said: I will
not attempt to press a financial tran-
saetion in London with that great banking
firm charging us with a breach of faith. In
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consequence of that, we were delayed in Mr. HAGG ART. Then I want to know
raising mnoiuey. there were difficulties, and the amount which was paid to the Drum-
If any distress occurred. as the hon. gen- 1 mond Railway under the Subsidy Act, since
tleman says, it was distress arising entirely! the agreement was made with tem in 1897.
out of that important transaction. One The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
point more. My hon. friend says that CANA LS. I have stated to the hon. gen-
the Governwent of Nova Scotia paid too tieman that it was about $126,000, that is
much for this road, and the Dominion G)v- my memory. But I will bring in an exect
ernment knew they paid too much, and that statement.
was an element entering into the transac-
tion. The hon. geatleman is mistaken. In Mr. HAGGART. Then, I want from the
all the discussions that took place at Ot hon. gentleman the amount of money that
tawa, no shadow of complaint of that sort was expended by the Government, or by
was ever made. He will search the public the company, under the last agreement with
records in vain to find that any member the Drummond County Railway.
of the Government at Ottawa. conducting The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
that negotiation, ever questioned the fair- CANALS. Expended on the Drummond
ness of the amount that was paid. A nd County road since it was leased?
how could it be questioned if it was estab-M
lished by arbitrators after a sworn investi- Mr. HAGGART. Since It was leased.
gation. and the arbitration stan:s on re- The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
cord? But whether the amount was suffi- iOCANALS. Ali rigit, you :nay have it.
eient or insufficient, I tell the hon. gent le- Mr HAGGART. Then, 1 want from the
man that in the discussion that took pl.ce
at Ottawa it was never alleged on behalf ihon. gentleman the percentage of the tot
of the Dominion Government that the pr'ce user, of the total amount for maintenance
paid to the Allan Company was too much.îand wages on the Chaudière branch. I sce

by the Auditor General's Report that besides
Mr. HAGGART. Before this Bill takes the amount we have in the form of income

another stage, I would ask the Minister o on the Grand Trunk Railway, we pay ae.
Railways and Canals if he would be kind cording to user on the Chaudière brandh. I
enough to bring down certain documents want -to know what our percentage is with
which I will mention to him. First, I regard to the other, and what is the total
wouldlike the maptaeanount of expenditure on the Grand Trunkwoul lie th nip that is attaclied to the Riwytriasi otel ieu
agreement with the Grand Trunk Railway terminals in Montreal. Give is
in 1808. The lion. Minister s aware that the percentage that we have to pay on the
there Is a map of that sort. We have never total amount. I see in the Auditor Gene-
seen the map ; I would like to see it, or a ral's Report that we pay $11,000 or $13,000
tracing Of it, a copy of it. I would like to for the user, and I want to know what
see the agreement entered into with the percentage that is of the whole expendi-
Grand Trunk Railway Company in 1890. ture by the Grand Trunk Railway, the in-
about the same time as the agreement that tercolonlal Railway and other roads.
was entered into with the Canadian Pacific
Rallway in reference to the user of the
Intercolonial Railway. and the interchange
of trafRe.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The fifth Item I ,have here Is
ihe amount paid to Grand Trunk Railway
Company for user of the different sections
of the road and of the terminais.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND MrHAGGART.-Ye, and of the amount
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I do not carry in M. WeGaRT than f th e amount
my mind that there was any agreement paid. We have that in the Public Ac
made in 1890 with the Grand Trunk R counts, at least to the end of 1898. I want
way. I think that the only agreement to find out what is our percentage of the
whicb was existing and made previously o total am&ount, what proporion it bears to
the one entered into by me, was made in the full amount charged.
1879 or 1880. I know of none between The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDthose dates. CANA . Our traine anmounts to ibout5per cent, if tbat es %vhat the hot. g-YaMr. HAGGART. Have you an agreement tleman means.
wIth respect to the interchange of traffle ?-r. POWELL It Is the wheelage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You refer to the one of 1879? Mr1. HAGGART. On the wheelage oru.ser basis.

Mr. HAGGART. Whatever date it was, The MTNISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDor a later one, If you have a later qne, with OANALS. As to the map referred to bythe Grand Trunk Railway. the bon. gentleman, he wll recolleet it wasproduced before the commlttee at the timeThe MINIeSTR OF RAILWAYS AND f tie Investigation. It Is rathertan im-
CÂNÂLS. We have noue. portant and valuable paper, because it formsMr. FIELDING.
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part of our contract, and shows on the face
of it just what terminals are ineluded in
the arrangement which was entered into
between the Government and the company.
T think it would hardly be possible for me, 
within a reasonable time, to get a tracing
of that, because it is not only a map, but
it is quite a series of plans, and they are
large and cumbersome. When I produced
it before the committee It was for the pur-
pose of inspection by the members of tle
committee, that they niight see just what
we were doing. I do not think it would be
well to bring that original map here and:
have it left in the House. It is too valuable
and important, it is the only map we have.'
If the hon. gentleman will suggest any way
by which I can abstract from it what he
desires. and if it can be done expediriously,
I would be glad to do it.

Mr. HAGGART. The common practice!
is to lay it on the Table, no matter how
valuable the document may be.

Tie MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
C ANALS. Then, I must decline to bring
that inap and lay It on the Table of the
House. I have no objection to affording
the hon. gentleman every opportunity of
looking at it, or any other bon. gentleman
who wishes to see lt. But I do hold the
opinion that it is altogether too valuable
and important a paper to allow it to remain
here permanently, or to remain out of the
proper cus*ody In the department.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I never heard
such an objection made before. The more
valuablt the paper, the more important and
necessary It is for us to see it. It is not
injured by being In charge of the officers
of the Hlouse. There is lnot the slightest
danger of anything happening to It.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will take the time which may
be necessary to procure as expeditiously
as possible a tracing of these maps and
bring it here, then It is no anatter what
becomes of it. But I must say to the
House that It would not be wlse or pru-
dent for me to bring down an original docu-
ment of such Importance and have it left
here outside of the proper custody.

Mr. HAGGART. A traeing is sufficient.
But It is a new doctrine that an original
document cannot be laid on the Table of
the House. I never heard of the objection
being taken before.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). My hon. friend forgets one thing.
This map is attached to the contract, and
my hon. friend surely does not expect that
the contract should be taken out of the
hands of the proper custodian and brought
into the House where it may be mislaid or
accidentally destroyed. This is a contract
which belongs to the Grand Trunk Rail-

way Company as well as ourselves, and
that makes a great difference.

Mr. HAGGA.RT. I never heard before an
objection made to lay on the Table of the
House any contract that has ever been
made.

Mr. POWELL. So far as the tracing is
concerned. I think it would be ample, pro-
vided the portions were coloured.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The colouring is a vital part of
the whole matter, and it will not be of any
use, unless the tracing can be coloured.

Mr. POWELL. I thought your remark
was simply as to the tracing.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CA.NALS. The tracing can be coloured.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

SUPPLY-THE TRACKMEN'S STRIKE
ON G. T. R.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ig moved that the fHouse resolve itself

into Committee of Supply.

Mr. E. F. CLARKE (West Toronto). Mr.
Speaker, before you leave the Chair, I deem
it to be my duty to draw the attention of
the Government, and especially of the hou.
Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair),
to a condition of things whieh exists on the
Grand Trank Railway system, due to the
strike that has taken place of the trackmen
in the employ of that company. It seems
to me that it is not out of place that a mat-
ter of such importance should be brought to
the attention of Parliament. I would not
like anything I may say to prejudice the
case either of the company or the men. The
demands which have been made by the men,
however, seem to me to be reason-
able demands-to be demands, at any rate.
that are worthy of the consideration of
the management of the road; but, from
what I have been able to glean from the re-
ports of the proceedings, as between the
men and the company, there does not seem
to be any likelihood of an amicable settle-
ment belng reached, at all events In the near
future. The company owe something to the
men, but they owe somethlng also to the
travelling public. There is a danger that
the strike may spread, as a result of the
determination of the company not ta treat
with the men. to other classes of the
operatives, and I thlnk It is the duty of the
Government, at the earliest possible mo-
ment, to interfere, as far as It can and may
interfere, and endeavour by ail reasonable
means to try and secure an amIcable settie-
ment as between the men and the company.
The statement of the men Is to the effeet,
that they are pald $1 for each day they are
employed lu the company's service ; that
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some 2 or 3 eents are taken from that $1,
and that the net result to them of the day's
labour, sometimes exceeding ten, eleven and
twelve hours, is 97 cents. I have no hesita-
tion in saying, and I take the responsibility
of saying it, that any white man in Canada
who is compelled to work outdoors ln all sea-
sons for from ten to twelve hours a day, is
not overpaid, but that he is underpaid, when
he only receives 97 cents for his services.
In view of the obligations o these great
carrying companies to the country, and in
view of the fact that the lives and property
of the people of Canada may be placed in
jeopardy by this strike, should this strike,
unfortunately, continue and not be settled
amicably at the earliest possible moment, i
think the Government should interfere in
this matter. The representatives of the
company, if they are correctly reported,
have intimated to the representatives of the
trackmen, that it is not possible for them
to consider their demands for recognition
and for a higher wage, in view of the fact
that the financial arrangements they have
made to carry on the company's business
wili preclude then from giving lhe traek-
men any additional wages. It seems to me
that this is not enough, that it is not a per-
fectly satisfaetory answer to these men.
These men have the right, as Canadians, to
receive reasonable and fair treatment from
their employers, and, if they can establish
the fact that they are compelled to
work ten, eleven, thirteen, and sometimes
fifteen and eighteen hours, as I am advised.
a day, and only receive for that a miserable
pittance of 97 cents, the sooner that condi-
tion of things Is put a stop to, as far as' it is
in the power of the Government to do so, the
better it will be for all concerned, and for
the fame of this country. I hope that the
Government will exercise its undoubted In-
fluence, as mediators between the company
and the men, and endeavour, at once, to put
a stop to this unfortunate condition of
things. and interfere, as far as they can,
to secure amelioration of the condition of
these workmen. I have taken the earliest
opportunity of bringing this matter before
the House, because I think It is one of the
greatest importance to the people of Can-
ada, and, so far as I have heard yet, the
claims of the men have not received that
consideration that I believe they are jusfly
entitled to.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I have followed the
newspaper reports that have been published
from day to day ln respect to the diflculty
which the hon. member (Mr. Clarke) refers
to. But I must confess that, so far as I am
individually concerned, I have not been able
te form any opinion as to the side of the
controveruy-ugon which the right Inclines.
I may agree, and I do not know but what
I do agree, with wbat the hon. gentleman
has said, as to the low wage many of the
employe~es of our railways are receivlng,

Mr. CLARKE.

having regard, perhaps, partieularly to the
long hours which they are required to work.
But I cannot shut my eyes to the fact that,
in a large measure, this question is a ques-
tion of supply and demand. One miight
sympathize--I might, as a member of the
Government, sympathize, and do sympathize,
to the utmost degree, with the men in that
struggle, and yet it would not follow that
any duty devolved upon me, as the head of
the Railway Department, to intervene be-
tween the parties. There Is certainly no
duty devolving under any statute of which
I have any knowledge. I do not think the
Railway Department Is charged with the
responsibility of settling these difficulties,
and I may say, right here, that I do not
agree with the hon. gentleman, if he thinks
that any good end would be served by the
early intervention of any outside authority
in a struggle of this kind. I believe that It
Is possible that a stage might be reached,
after these people on each side have en-
deavoured to come together themselves,
when such intermediaries as they might
choose to call in might be useful. Possibly,.
a stage might be reachedj ln which, if it
were the desire of both -parties, that some
independent individual authority should take
the matter up and try to get the parties to-
gether, a useful purpose might be served by
acting upon such a suggestion, but until the-
persons engaged in the struggle themselves-
are willing to elither callIn or refer their
difficulties to the arbitrament of some out-
side authority, I cannot think that it would
be wise, or prudent, or that it would be at-
tended with good results, for any person-
else to interfere. Not only that, but one
who would thus gratuitously offer bis ser-
vices would not be likely to find his offer
appreciated by either party to the struggle.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I agree very
mueh with what has fallen from the hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals, as to the-
absolute difficulty there Is, under the cir-
eumstances, in the way of the Government
offering any active interference in this mat-
ter. But I may say, that on several occa-
sions, where confliets between the employ-
ers and employed occurred ln England, the
Government, when they felt the gravity
of the case warranted It, proposed to the par-
ties that a member of the Government most
familiar with the subject should be charged
with the duty of acting as arbitrator be-
tween the parties. The moral influence that
the Government possesses is sucb as to
make It very difficult for either one party or
the other ln such a case to refuse. There-
fore, I thlnk the Goverument would be quite
right In giving this question their attention
and watching the condition of the proceed-
ings, so as te Intervene lin that way, if the
occasion seems to demand It.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I hope I may be per-
mitted to add, lu reference to what the hon.
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i
gentleman bas just stated. that I have fol-
lowed the difficulties in England sufliciently
closely to know, that the Government in
England has not thou.;ht it would be pru-
dent to offer their services. until they had
reason to believe from what they heard
from the parties engaged in the controversy.
that their offer woùld be appreciated. I
very well recolleet that the last difficulty
was solved througlh the intervention of the

olne Secretary, and I am very clear in my
recollection that he did not intervene until
it was suggested to him by the parties
themselves.

Mr. SPEAKER. Will the bon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) allow me to point out. that it is
only b)y the unanimtous consent of the House
that he can mnake another speech.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I anflot making another speech.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think we are
all anxious to hear the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair).

Mr. SPEAKER. It is out of my hands, of
course ; it rests with the House.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Hon. gentlemen will remember
that when I rose I asked permission of the
House to say a word or two. I do, how-
ever. very gladly say, that if it shall trans-
pire that any intervention on the part of
the Goverument, or of any officer of my
deparrment. or of myself, is likely to be at-
tended with good results, I will be happy
indeed to render any assistance in my power
to braig about an 'end to this very unfortu-
nate and very unpleasant difficulty.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
3MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). If my
menory is fnot in fault there is a special
provision in English law under which a
board of arbitration sits in connection with
the Board of Trade.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). A board of
conciliation.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. It is provided for In the law, I
think. that there shall be a board of concili-
ation, or sonething of that kind.

Mr. N. C. WALLACE (West York).
j'hat has reference to other matters. It is
an extraordinary position for the Minister
(Mr. Blair) to take, that at this stage b
would lnot be justified in Interfering. There
is undoubtedly a great loss to the community
when 1,800 men are out on strIke and not
getting wages and work. A still more im-
portant matter is, however, that the safety
of the travelling public depends upon the
maintenance of the road in good order and
repair. and with these men on strike and
none- In their places, there is the greatest

119

danger to those who travel. Yet. in the
face of all t ls tae Minister says that this
matter must go on indefinitely.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not remember to have said
that.

Mr. WALLACE. Perbaps he dId not say
that. but he said until a further stage is
reached, which clearly means some Inde-
finite time in the future ; while in the mean-
rime the men are impoverlshed and the road
is dangerous to the travelling community.
The opportune tinte for interference by the
(Government is now, and not when some dis-
aster has happened. I remeniber tlyt a few
years ago. Lord Rosebery interfered effee-
tively in a strike where the publie Interest
and safety were not in such danger as they
are in Canada to-day. It is the duty of the
Government to attempt, at any rate. to settle
this difficulty and to see that justice is done.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Was not Lord Rosebery chosen
as imtermediarv by both parties ?

Mr. WALLACE. He offered bis services
first.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes. and was accepted by both parties.

Mr. CLARKE. Is there anything wrong
n the Minister offering bis services at this
stage ?

Mr. WALLACE. Here are 1.800 menwho bave served the company faithfully inarduous work, and in this prosperous season
when other nien are getting increased re-
muneration. it is a scandal and a disgrace
that tis railroad company should pay them
an msufficient remuneration for the skilfullabour which they are performing and bave
acquitred after years of service ; remuner-ation less than other railway companies are
paying their men.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfridLaurier). I think the experience of
the past justifies me in saying thatwhenever a strike occurs, the sympathy
of the publie generally goes to the em-ployees. rather than to the employers. How-
ever. it does not follo w that a strike is al-ways well-founded and that there is causefor it. For my part. I quite agree with theMinister of Railways (Mr. Blair). that itwould be quite improper for the tovernment
to iterfere at this early stage. We hardlv
know yet what is the subject of this con-
troversy ; we have not heard the stateinentis
of the men and of the employers ; that will
come out gradually. But as events go on,
if unfortunately that strike Is not settled
letween employees and employers. then it
may be advisable for some one to Interfere.
My hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) knows as wellas any one else. that the Government has
no more power to interfere in this matter
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than lie himself bas. The only power tha
the Government has over any one in thi
matter is. that the Government perhap
could bring the prestige of its authority t
nterfere on behalf of the justice of th

case. Witî regard to the precedent in Eng
iand, my hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) is alto
gether astray. It Is within our memory
tiat twelve months have not yet elapse
since the strike of the engineers took place
which lasted for a whole season or more
Two years have not elapsed since the strik
of the colliers in Wales, which lasted fo
more than a year. Those strikes took place
in England, and though the strikes of th
engineers was one of the most damaging
to the public at large. still the British Gov
eiment never interfered in any way. The
British Government, for reasons of thei
o-wn, thought they were not justified in tak
ang any action in this matter though it took
place at their very doors. That shows thal
in a question of that kind, we have to move
with some prudence. I again repeat, that
at this moment if the Government were to
interfere they would take a serious respon-
sibility upon themselves. The time may
come. perhaps, when it will be found by the
men and by the employers that they cannot
come to ai agreement, and then some one
in autbority may deem it advisable to inter-
fere. However, the strike has not yet lasted
eight days, and I have not given up hope -a
hope which I think will be shared by every-
body-that there is still a probability that
the strike may be settled by the employers
and the enployees themselves. If that, un-
fortunately, should prove not to be~the case.
then the reasons advanced by my hon.
friend may suggest themselves to us all.
Perhaps it would be then advisable not to
allow the road to be without its ordinary
repairs and attendance, but I again suggest
that in a matter of this kind it is the part
of prudence to deal very cautiously and not
hastily.

SUPPLY-THE INTERNATIONAL COM-
MISSION.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton). I
vish to draw the attention of the Hlouse to

a matter of some importance.

Mr. SPEAKER. I wish to call the atten-
tion of the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tup-
per) to the fact that he has spoken on the
motion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I wlsh to
speak on a different subject from that whicl
we have been discussing.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion is that I do
leave the Chair. The hon. gentleman (SIr
Charles Tupper) has already spoken on that
motion, and without the consent of the
louse he cannot again speak.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

I
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.t The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
s Laurier). We will give the hon, gentleman
s (Sir Charles Tupper) a unanimous consent.
o Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman
e iSir Charles Tapper) is in the same position

as was the hon. Minister of Railways (Mr.
- Blair) a few moments ago.
d Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have only
, to say, Mr. Speaker, tiat I have no desire

to interfere with the business of the House ;
e but, although you are technieally correct,
r I would like, with the conmon consent of
e the Fouse. to make a few remarks on an
e entirely different subject. I refer to the

Dosition of the Anglo-American Commission,
- whicih occupied some six months not very

long ago in discussing questions of very
r great importance to Canada, and which was
- adjourued ostensibly with the purpose of

reassembling on the 2nd day of August,
t to take up again matters which it had been

discussing, and which we all recognize as
t matters of very great moment. It may be

said that I took the position that the com-
mission ought not to have been adjourned,
but that when the United States commis-
sioners took so very extraordinary a posi-
tion in regard to the Alaskan boundary,
the British commissioners, instead of con-
senting to an adjournment, would have been
warranted in declining to continue the nego-
tiations.

Mr. SPEAKER. Would the hon. gentle-
man allow me one moment ? I can see
an obvious difficulty in his going on at the
present stage, which is not regular, as other
hon. members who have already spoken on
the motion to go Into Committee of Supply,
will probably desire to speak again. There-
fore, I would suggest to the bon. member
that some hon. member move the adjourn-
ment of the House, and then the debate on
this subject will be open, and it wIll be
quite regular for everybody to speak.

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. Speaker, I beg to move
the adjournment of the House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am very
much obliged, Mr. Speaker, for your sugges-
tion, because, as you say, it removes any
semblance of irregularity, and I was only
proceeding to deal with this question with
the unanlinous consent of the House. I
may say that the statement made to the
House yesterday by the right hon. First
Minister removes a good deal of the diffi-
eulty that I had felt in regard to the action
of the commission in adjourning until the
2nd day of August. I thInk It was the
first time that the right hon. leader of the
House stated so clearly-and I was very glad
to hear it-the position which the British
commissioners adopted on that occasion. In
the official communication that was given
to the publie by the respective leaders of
the plenipotentiaries on both sides, it was
stated that a difficulty had occurred, which
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was remitted for the consideration of the mission, under which questions of inter-
British and American Governments, 1in re- national difficulty shall be referred to a
gard to the Alaskan boundary ; but It was board of international arbitrators. The
not stated in that communication, so far United States of America and Great Bri-
as my memory serves me, that the re- tain being prominent parties in that com-
assembling of the commission depended mission at the Hague, if they become, as
upon that question being removed from the there is every reason to believe they will
arena of discussion by the diplomatie action become, parties to such an arrangement as
of the two Governments. The statement is proposed by Sir Julian Pauncefote, it
made to the House yesterday by the right will be most unreasonable to suppose that
lion. First Minister was . the American commissioners could for a

We took the ground that until the American single moment continue to interpose any
Government had either agreed to make a settle- serious obstacle to such an arbitration as
ment of that question or referred it to arbitra- the British commissioners proposed at the
ticu, no other question should be deait with late negotiations for the settlement of the
by us. Alaskan boundary. I will assume, there-
So that practically that came very near fore, that at this moment we are in a posi-
to the position which I had claimed the tion to look hopefully forward to the re-
British plenipotentiaries were bound to take; assembling of the Anglo-American Commis-
that was, in consequence of the determina- sion on the 2nd day of August; and so it
tion expr.ssed by the American Govern- appears to me, owing to the circumstances
mient as to the only terms on which they to which I have referred, that this ques-
would have the Alaskan question referred tion presents itself in an entirely new
to arbitration, to insist that there should light. Now, my attention was called, as I
be, not au adjourument, but an abandon- have no doubt that of the right hon. leadee
ment. Now, the statement made by my of the House was called, to an article in the
right hon. friend-and I was glad to hear It New York "Sun," of May 14th, in which
-practically amounts to the position that a rather extraordinary position was taken.
there would be no reassemblng of the com- This paper says that the difficulty is not
mission unless by diplomatie arrangement with Sir Wlfrid Laurier or with the Llberal
that question were removed ; and my right commissioners or with the Liberal Gov-
lion. ifriend went on to say that that posi- ernment ; that they are disposed to make
tion, which they had taken on that occa- such concessions and such friendly arrange-
sion, they adhered to now ; and I was very ments with the United States as would lead
g ehlad to learn that that was the case. to a complete solution of all the questions
need not tel .the House that from the in- in controversy between the two countries ;
ception of this question, I have treated it that, i fact, just as the First Minister
as a question above and beyond party, and stated to us here yesterday The matters
I have treated It from that attitude down referred to the commission, as I have stated
to the present moment, notwithstanding on the floor of the House several times,were alh in a fair way of adjust-what some hon. gentlemen might regard as ment when we came to the ob-
my rather severe strictures in regard to the mtruwtion of the Abaskan boundary.-
action of the Canadian section of that com- the omission. I amn in a position to show that The Sun" lnewspaper not only says thatmisson.I a ina psitin t shw tat heywere ail in -a fair way of adjustment,the attitude I have taken from the outset t tore alc in a at of adStes
towards this commission has been that Ib otheg
would be a party to nothing that would cannot perslst n insisting on any unreason-aide t'lssfrte ete"n o h lsaweaken in the slightest degree the hands ae rms for the settlement of the Alaskan
of the British commissioners in dealing with boundary, such as have caused the interrup-questions of such vital importance to Can- tion of the proceedlngs, but would be boundadastions ; oadhatatitasbeenran tandto waive the very strong position that theyada; and that attitude has been maintaned j took on that question, and that, therefore,by me up to the present moment. Now, everything is in a very hopeful position,I read with great satisfaction this morning with One -exception, and that Is that 1 amn
that the peace commission now assembled the crininal, that I an the great obstructor,
at the Hagruehas made a great advance- and that my rlght hon. friend and his col-
that it bas practlcally agreed to a proposailegswodbeqieppretom e
of the British representative, Sir Julian feagues would be quite prepared to make
Pauncefote, that a board of International arrangement winae United States-and ane
arbitration shall be established for the pur- Sun" goes on to spwiify ah the questions
pose of dealing with questions that may and to saythat It ses no difficulty in our
arise in controversy between any two na- having common mining laws, common allentions. I regard that announcement as en- 1aws, in arranging a fair measure of reel-
tirely changing the aspect of that which procity, in reducing or removing the dutiesonly yesterday was looked upon as practi- on lumber, and a number of other things,cally hopeless-that any valuable result was which are specifically stated-were it not forto come from that great commission ; and the obstructive attitude adopted by the Con-as affording good reason to believe that servative party, which embarrasses the Gov-
at a very early day a measure of very great ernment In dealing with these questions.
Importnce wihl be arranged by that com- But for this, the " Sun " says, there is every
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reason to believe that upon the reassembling to make it of infinitely greater Importance to
of this commission every pressing question, the United States to-day to come into Canada
which every one, to whatever party he may and to have the advantage of mining nu
belong, agrees it is most desirable should be Canada than for us to have the correspond-
settled and adjusted on a fair and reasonable ing privilege of mining ln the United States,
basis, would be so settled at an early day. and there is, therefore, every reason to he-
I may be reminded that I bave taken a lieve that, with this imatter fairly and fully
rather strong attitude on the floor of this stated, the United States would find it is
House in dealing with this question, but i greatly to their lnterest to assimilate the
think that those who will remember what mining laws of the two countries and give
I said or will run their eye over the state- to every Canadian in the United States
ment I made, will discover this fact, which those advantages which Canada.las freely
stands. I think, very much in antagonismh given to the citizens of the United States
with the charge made in this paper, because in Canada. So with reference to all these
It wIll be found, If the commission were to questions. Take the question of nickel
assemble to-morrow, that there is no means muatte. It Is known that the great fleet of
that the British commissioners could take the United States bas been armour-plated by
more effective with the United States or our nickel steel. the nickel for which is
better calculated to promote a friendly ar- furnished exclusively, or almnost exclusively,
rangement of ail these matters than to pre- from the Sudbury nickel mines. Look at th:s
sent the statement I have made wlth regard question froni whatever point of view voti
to this question on the floor of this House. niay, and you will see that the attitude I have
Take, for instance, the prominent statement taken litis House, that we are absolutely
that Canada occupies a position which ren- Independent of the United States, and the
ders her absolutely independent of the United attitude I took of grounding our arms and
States, that although it is most desirable that doing nothing that would in the least de-
these questions should be settled on a fair gree interfere with the British commissioners
and satisfactory basis, such, fortunately for 'while engaged lu these negotiations, show,
us, is our position, that we are not, in any not that the Conservative party is obstruc-
degree, dependent, or in a position that com- tive, but that we have taken the position
pels us to make any undue concessions to best calculated to strengthen the hands of
our great neiglibours to the south. I do not the British commissioners when that work
think that that is calculated to weaken the is resumed.
hands of the commission. On the contrary, My object ln drawing the attention of my
the strongest card they have to play, the right hon. frIend and the Goverument to
most effective means they have of obtaining this question at present, I will brIefly state.
fair consideration from the United States is I propose to meet my hon. friend with a flag
to show them that, however desirable It Is of truce. Now that the hopes, which yester-
to have these matters arranged on a friendly day seemed to be of the most slender de-
and satisfactory basis, we are fortunately scription. but which to-day, in the light of
in a position to protect our own interests, what I have mentioned, are much brighter,
in case of failure to do so, and in many re- now that there Is a prospect of this commis-
speets, perhaps, to improve them as compar- slon resuming its negotiations on the 2nd of
ed with what would result from any arrange- August, with the favourable prospect of
ments we might make. Take the question bringlng them to a satisfactory termination,
of the power that this House bas already and that the ground, as I understand from
given this Government to Impose an export the statement of my right hon. friend, takei
duty on pulp wood, logs and nickel matte. by the British commissioners Is that this
Why, the astute diplomatists of the United boundary question should be referred to such
States know perfectly well that at this ino- an International commission as the British
ment they are enjoying a great monopoly commissioners propose, and these other mat-
in paper manufacture for the world, or a very ters on whieh, as my right hon. friend says
large portion of It, and that nothing would great progress has been made, exclusively
be so destructive of that position as the dealt with, I propose to suggest a means by
adoption of a policy by Canada that would which my right hon. friend -will be left more
eut off the supply of pulp wood, upon which free to proceed with the work of the commis-
that great manufacture depends ; and It fol- sion. I still hold the opinion I expressed at
lows, as a matter consequent upon such ac- the outset, that the negotiations by this com-
tion, that you would to a large extent by mission constitute a subject above and be-
such a policy transfer the manufacture of yond party.
paper from the United States to Canada, be- And the Conservative party in Canada will
cause the supply upon which the Americans be prepared now, as they were then, to do
depend for their own raw material abounds everything that is possible to strengthen the
in profusion in Canada, and our great water- bands of the British-which practically
power and all the facilities for manufacture means the Canadian-commissioners, be-
and ocean communication, and everything off cause these are eminently Canadian ques-
that knd which we enjoy, give us an enor- tions. 1, therefore, suggest to my bon.
mous advantage. Take also the question ofl friend that, under these circumstances. he
miing rights, Canada bas obtained such a should withdraw the Redistribution Bill,
position ln reference to mineral production as have it published for the information of the

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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<ountry, and allow the business of the session'
to be promptly closed by disposing of ail the
other questions that are before us, in order
that the Government may give that care.
and that attention to these important mat-
ters that is absolutely necessary they should
give. and may furnish themselves with ithe
most minute information to strengthen the,
case with which they are charged. They
have had the experience of six nmonths' ne-
gotiations, which must be most valuable to
them, and. having that experience. they
know exactly the kind of information they
need, and the best course to pursue in order;
to present the British or Canadian side of
this case to the commission in the most
effective way. My right lion. friend knows
that this House was called at a most incon-!
veulent season of the year. ie knows the
sacrifice it is to members on both sides to
spend the summer in attending Parliament,
even in so charming a place as the city of
Ottawa, which is, even on the Opposition
side of the House, a little warmer than mostI
people would care about in June or July. It
is provided in the Bill which the right hon.!
gentleman bas introduced, that it shall not'
come into operation until the dissolution of
this Parliament. The necessity for that dis-
solution, will not arise for some tine, cer-
tainly is not pressing. Of course. 1 do not'
expect a statement from my right hon.
friend to-day as to the suggestion I have
made. This is a matter upon whiich bel
would, naturally, confer with his colleagues.
But I would ask him to consider my sug-

gestion. I felt that it was my duty, under
the circumstances and in the light of what'
has transpired yesterday and to-day, to
state that, in my judgment, the interests of
Canada would be consulted by withdrawing
this measure, which is of a character to
compel us to remain here for a very long!
period at this most Inconvenient and, most
unfavourable season, and enable the busi-
ness of the House to be closed and the Gov-
ernment to address themselves to these ques-
tions In such a manner that. on the reas-
sembling of the commission on the 2nd of
August, they would be in the best possible
position to do everything that could be done
in support of Canadian Interests. One other
point before I sit down. I am sure that my
right hon. friend will say that I have not been
fairly represented in this article. It says,
that the modus vivendi which was proposed
by the United States, would have been at
once accepted by Canada, but for the fear
that the Conservative party, and especially
that I myself. would tae an attitude of
strong hostility. My right hon. friend will
vindicate me, at all events, on that point,
because he did me the honour to consult me
ln reference to what the Canadian Govern-
ment proposed, when, as he knows, I gave
him at once the assurance of my hearty
support of the Government In the attitude
they had assumed. I mention that because
it is put forward ln this article, as one of

the difficulties the Government had in deal-
ing with these questions. I felt It right that
I should draw the attention of my right hon.
friend and the Government to this matter,
and I hope they will receive these sugges-
tions in the spirit lu which they are offered,
and will give them that consideration to
which they may be fairly entitled.

The PRIME IINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). Mr. Speaker. we. on this side of the
House, may be pardoned, I am sure, some
feeling of satisfaction at the words that
have just been spoken by my hon. friend
(Sir Charles Tupper). The wisdom of the
course which I took in the month of Febru-
ary. in not breaking off suddenly the nego-
tiations of the Anglo-American Commission,
has been fully vindicated by what the hon.
gentleman has just said. If I were allowed
to refer to a past debate, I might call the
attention of the House to the fact that. in
the debate on the Address, my hon. friend
took a very different position. and stated
that. the moment we could not come to an
agreenient with our fellow-comîmissioners
representing the United States. we should
have broken off negotiations and come home.
We thought that this course was not the
course which should be followed under the
circums:ances.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But that is
practically what you did. judging from your
statements in the House yesterday. You
said, you would not go on with the negotia-
tions until Ihe other question was removed.

The PUMIE MINISTER. When we left,
we referred the question of the Alaska
boundary to our respective governments.
We stated then to the world. that it would
be useless to reassemble unless this matter
had been disposed of. I stated at the time
to my hon. friend, anl to the House on
more than one occasion, that the matter had
been referred to the respective govern-
ments, Aierican and British. and that we
were to reassemble on the 2nd of August.
But what would have been the use of re-
assembling on the 2nd of August, or at any
other time, if the very questions on which
we liad not been able to agree, were then
to be found In the same position as before ?
We would not proceed with thei other mat-
ters, pending that consideration, but we
hoped that. when we assembled again on
the 2nd of August. the British and the
American Governments, by their respective
authorities. would have been able to per-
fori what we had not been able to per-
form, that Is to say, settle the question of
the Alaska boundary. We thought that. of
all the measures that had been referred to
us, the most important. We might have gone
on withî some other questions, but, pending
that, we thought it would not be advisable.
In the best Interest of Canada. to proceed
with other questions. If that question could
have been settled. one way or the other, we
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could have proceeded with other questions.
giving more or receiving more, as the ques-
tion was settled one way or the other. There
were only two ways of settling it. One was
by compromise. We did not agree as to the
location of the boundary. which had been
defined by the treaty of 1825 between Great
Britain and Russia. We, representing Great
Britain. and the Americans. representing
Russia, did not agree as to the location of
the boundary on the ground. We claimed
that the boundary passed at one point,
while the Americans contended that it pass-
ed at another. If we could compromise the
question, I say, without hesitation, the man-
ner in which we settled it would be of ma-
terial aid in the solution of other questions
before us, by giving more and accepting
less, or by receiving more and giving less.
But, if we cannot come to an understand-
Ing upon that question, the question ought
to be referred to arbitration. We cannot, of
course, force our fellow-commissioners to
come to an understanding with us. But
there is one thing that must be done-If we
cannot come to an understanding, the mat-
ter should be referred to arbitration. When
it is referred to arbitration, It is then out of
the way. and we can resume our sittings
and go on with the other questions. I shall
regret very much, if the matter has to be
referred to arbitration, instead of our reach-
ing a compromise. I should prefer to have
a fair and honourable compromise by whieh
both parties would relinquish claims In order
to have an amicable settlement of the ques-
tion. And, if we can have an amicable set-
tlement, the hon. gentleman will agree, we
would be in a position to give and take in
other questions more, better than we would
be otherwise. But, if it must be settled by
arbitration, then, when it is referred to arbi-
tration, we shall be f ree to take up other
questions. As to the other questions before
us, I can repeat what I stated yesterday, and
what I have said several times before. By
the way, I do not agree with my hon.
friend the leader of the Opposition that I
spoke more clearly yesterday than before.
It seeins to me, and I place myself in the
judgmient of the House in so saying, that
what I said yesterday I have stated twlce
or three times already on different occa-
sions during the present session. HavIng
taken that ground, I may proceed to say
that if this matter of the Alaskan tioundary
is removed from ithe questions entrusted
to the commission, and If we resume our
negotiaItions upon the other matters stIli
remaining open, and there are some of
great moment, I say frankly that while I
do not expeet that we can settle them all,
perhaps, as I would like them to be settled
myself. to the extreme limit of our rights
and pretensions. I have hopes that we can
settle the most. if not all, of those ques-
tions in an honourable and satisfactory
mranner to both countries. I do not expect

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

that we can get all that we are contending
for, and I am sure the American author-
ities cannot get all they are contending for;
but I expect that we eau make an honour-
able settlement, such a settlement as will
mutensify the good feeling which now pre-
vails between Great Britain and the United

,States. Now I cani acquit my hon. friend
altogether fron the aspersions made upon
him by the editor of the "Sun." I can say
that anything that he has done or lias not
done, had nothing to do with the non-success
of the negotiations. But I must take ex-
ception, at all events, to the suggestion
which he made to us. I do not believe that
either in the future or In the past any
policy of retallation towards the United
States would have had any effect, or wIll
have any effect, in settling our difficulties
with them. I am quite as much in earnest
as ny hon. friend hlmself in this respe!ct,
that we nust stand upon our rights and
upon our dignity, but standing upon our
rights and upon our dignity does not call
upon us to enter upon a policy of hostility
to the United States. Even thougli the
United States sometimes try our patience
very much, even though they sometimes
u-ore than try our patience, still I think it
would be the part of wisdom In us under
such circumstances to continue to be patient,
and not to allow ourselves to be moved by
any sentiment of irritation. If we resume
our negotiations, as I believe we shall, I
think we are in a fair way of making a
treaty which eau be settled in a very few
days.

Now, my hon. f riend led up to a conclusion
for whieh I must say I was not prepared.
le made these International negotiations a
basis upon which to ask us to withdraw
tte Redistribution Bill. Well, the ground is
a broad one for such a request. For the
present I must say that I am not prepared
to withdraw the Redistribution Bill. I am
quite prepared to consider his suggestion; I
owe that to him, ocupying the position
which he does in this House ; I owe it to
him to place the matter before my colleagues
aînd before my party. and we will give It the
LEst consideration. But if we are to spend
the summer In Ottawa, I do not think that
it will be in the legitimate discussion of the
Redistribution Bill. If we are to have a legi-
timate discussion of the Redistribution Bill
it will not at all Involve us in remaining here
during the months of July or August, or any
part of the summer. We can dispose of the
Redistribution Bill' In a short time if It Is
rpproached on both aides wIth a view of
making It a fair measure, and I think It js
drawn upon a fair basis. I do not pretend
that all Its details are perfect ; I do not
know that we may not be able to make some
improvement in it, and to that end we wil
isten to the suggestions which are made
to us. All this Is a matter for consideration
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in the committee. But I say that the mea-
sure, as It has been proposed. Is one which
is fair in its terms, and whIch ought to win
the commendation of both sides of the
House. I do not see why, If that measure
were to receive a fair critleism, It should not
be disposed of in a few days. But the hon.
gentleman has made me a suggestion which,
I repeat, coming from one having the au-
thority which he has in this House, an au-
thority resting not only upon his official
position but upon bis long experience and
long service in Parliament-a suggestion
which I Intend for my part to treat with
great respect, and I shall ask my friends as
well to give It their best consideration. But
more than this I know my hon. friend does
not expect me to say to-day.

Mr. PRIOR asked leave to withdraw his
motion to adjourn.

Motion withdrawn.

LIQUOR PERMITS IN THE YUKON.

Mr. E. G. PRIOR (Victoria, B.C.) Before
you leave the Chair, I wish to bring a mat-
ter to the attention of the House of con-
siderable moment. I am sorry the MinIster
of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) is not here, be-
cause it refers to the Yukon. But as it is
a matter that I know he will have to bring
before the Council, if he has not already
done so, every Minister present Is Inter-
ested in it. I refer to the liquor permits
that have been issued by Mr. Ogilvie. It
seems that thait gentleman, since he as
been in charge of the Yukon district, has
issued several permits to take liquor into
ihat country. Whether he was authorized
to do so. I cannot say. I presume he must
have been acting under general instructions,
or perhaps. le las had speclal Instructions.
But as a matter of fact, some of those per-
imits that he has given have been disallowed
by the Government since they were issued.
Now. that has been a cause of great hard-
ship to several gentlemen who, relying on
the permits already Issued by Mr. Ogilvie,
purchased a large amount of liquors to be
taken into that country. One case in par-
tieular that bas been brought to my atten-
tion. was the case of Mr. H. C. Macaulay,
who was In Dawson and obtained a permit
from Mr. Ogilvie to take in a certain quan-
tity of liquor.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). How
much ?

Mr. PRIOR. I cannot say how much the
permit was for, but I can tell the Minister
of Marine and Fisherles that he immedi-
ately came down to the coast and purchased
two car-loads of beer and 200 cases of beer.
Now these two ear-loads of beer were or-
eered. so I am Informed, six weeks before
the disallowance of these permits, and they

vwere put into storage and have been there
ever since. He did not want to ship them
just at tiat time. No doubt he did not
think that a few weeks made any difference
about the permit. The 200 cases that ho
tought were shipped from Victoria, B.C.,
on the 4th of April, and arrived at Lake
Bennett before the Government disallowed
the permits, so that they were pretty well
on the way. The two car-loads of beer have
been paid for, and they are now in a ware-
house at considerable expense to the parties.
Of course he and his partners In the busi-
ness are very anxious to know whether
these permits are going to be disallowed
only temporarily, or whether they can look
forward to losing the sale of their goods.
It seens to me that If Mr. Ogilvie was au-
thorized to Issue those permits the Govern-
ment surely should allow men who bought
liquor before the disallowance, or before
they knew the permits were disallowed,
either to take it in, or give them some com-
pensation for the loss they will sustain. I
have brought this matter before the House
once. and to the attention of the Minister ef
the Interior two or three times, and he pro-
mised to have it settled as soon as possible.
but up to the present time nothing
hais been done in regard to It.
I do sincerely trust that the Government
will take this matter into consideration and
give a ruling on this question. so that gen-
tlemen who have invested large sums of
money will know exaetly how they stand
and what they should do. I would like
also to call the attention of the Government
to a statement which was made to me in
regard to the brewing of beer in the Yu-
kon. I am informed that there is a brew-
ery running in Dawson City and disposing
of beer. The hon. Minister of Inland Re-
venue informs me that he does not think
there is such a thing. My correspondent
who knows the country well, and who has
been there tinie aind time again. tells me
that there is a brewery, that it is brewing
beer and paying no revenue to the country.
It is very unfair to many gentlemen who
have applied for licenses to brew beer and
who have been refused. I only draw the
attention of the Government to this condi-
tion of things ; I do not know whether it
is correct or not. but niy correspondent is a
man of integrity and a man who is well
known. If it is not so, there is no harm
done in my mentioning It ; if it is so, I
think the Government should take some
action in regard to the matter.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). Mr. Speak-
er, I received a number of applications for
brewlng beer in the Atlin district.

Mr. PRIOR. This is in the Yukon dis-
trict,. not the Atlin district.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
1 know, but I merely want to explain. The
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Atlin district is partly situated lu British
Columbia and partly in the Yukon territory.
I felt that as long as the Government had

snot adopted a policy for the granting of
licenses lu the Yukon country I did not feel
justified in granting these particular licenses,
because I knew they would be employed in
the Yukon country as well as in the Atlin
district. When I beard that there was a gen-
tleman moving in that direction of Atlin
Lake with material for the erection of a
brewere, I applied to the hon. Minister of
the Interior (Mr. Sifton), and asked him to
notify the Mounted Police to seize the brew-
Ing material enterIng that country until the
Government have decided upon a policy In
relation to brewing and distilling in the
Yukon district. I am intensely surprised
to tear that there is actually a brewery
working In the Yukon, at Dawson City. I
thInk that the hon. Minister of the Interior,
who is not here at present, will be able to
give further information un that subject.

Mr. PRIOR. I think it would be a greal
deal better to allow breweries in that coun-
try, and to have good beer for the miners,
instead of that terrible whisky that Is going
In there.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPElR. I
suppose that the hon. Minister of the In-
terior wHll be able ,to give us some Informa-
tion on Monday.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I can give the Information my hon.
friend (Mr. Prior) bas asked for in regard
to Macaulay, or any other party that he has
referred to. My hou. friend statted that
If permits had been Issued to take liquor
Into the Yukon territory lit must have been
under the authority of this Government.
The hon. gentleman is mistaken ; the autho-
rity under which permits were issued In
the Yukon was that of one or two ordinances
issued by the commissioner of thFe Yukon
under the advice of his council. These
ordinances we have disallowed, and, of
course, this disallowance having taken place,
aIl the parties must abide by the conse-
quences. We thought, after due considera-
tion, that it would not be well for us to
allow liquor to go into the Yukon In sucb
quantities as was allowed by Commissioner
Ogilvie and his council, and therefore we
disallowed these ordinances. I think both
the ordinances and the disallowance have
been placed on the Table of the House, and
therefore the parties who have been given
any of these permits must take the conse-
quences.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have looked into this point very carefully,
and I do not know whether it was consider-
ed by the hon. Minister of the Interior and
the Government. This particular ordinance
of the 7th of December was disallowed on
the 13th of April. In the meanwhile some
parties had shipped and some had bought

Sir HENRI JOLY DE LOTBINIERE.

their materials and were ready to send them
into the Yukon territory, but they did not
get that f ar. Although the ordinance of
the 7th of December has been disallowed,
it Is not followed by the consequences that
my right hon. friend mentions. A discrimi-
nation has been made, not in favour of any
particular individual, but In favour of all
those who happened to have shipped under
that ordinance, and the point which the hon.
member for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior) refers
to, is that if the Government is exercising
that power it should exercise it fairly.
They have approved, practically, of what the
legal executive have done in regard to some
of these Individuals.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I must remind my hon. friend that
the order of disallowance was telegraphed
to our officers, and it has acted mechani-
eally. The same rule must apply in this
matter as in any other. The disallowance
took effect from the time of its being made.
The moment the order of disallowance was
passed a telegram was sent to the officers
of the Government.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
the instructions to the officers were te per-
mit all liquors shipped prior to that date to
enter the Yukon, se that there was a dis-
crimination.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do not think
so.

YUKON MAIL SIRVICE.

Mr. H. F. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton).
Mr. Speak-er, I hold in my hand mail matter
that I registered and posted on the 12th
of the preseut month, and which was ad-
dressed to Dawson City. It was returned
to me yesterday by one of the clerks of the
post office here, having come to the dead
letter office with the explanation that no
mail matter of this kind would be forwarded
by the authorities to the Yukon district
He also told me that they had no instruc-
tions to that effect In the poet office hera
I want to understand if It Is a fact that
mail matter of that kind, which only con-
tains papers, is not permitted to go into the
Yukon, and if so, why xne officers of this
House, in charge of the post office, have
no instructions to that effect. This went
as far as Victoria, B.C., was returned from
there to the dead letter office here, was open-
ed and returned to me yesterday. I presume
that many other people are in the same
position, and perhaps they are in a worse
position because they may net 'be able to
get their mail matter back. I may have
had an advantage lu being here and of hav-
ing registered this matter.

Mr. TAYIOR. I might refer to a case
down home that was called to my attention.
In which a brother-in-law of mine sent a
parcel prepaid, and which was returned.
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu- gation. That means as soon as the rivers are
lock). The mail service through the winter, navigable. Arrangements have been made
to the Yukon, is conducted by dog train and and contracts entered into for a weekly ser-
is one of very exceptional difficulties. I vice between Dawson City and Lake Bennett
need not go into details, because hon. gen- during the season of navigation.
tlemen have some idea of the physical dif- Mr. SPROULE. Does that mean thatficultles involved in that service. It is not newspapers will be carried now ?possible to carry on that service during th-e
winter by any known agency except dog The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
trains. and each sleigh is only capable of summer contract does not limit it to letter
carrying a certain quantity. Af ter the most mails.
careful inquiry, and the best arrangements, Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Why does this
the most that we can place on a sleigh Is matter now come back?
400 pounds, and even that is regarded as a
somewhat excessive load for a strong team The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I sup-
of dogs. The equipment consists of five dogs pose that navigation lias not opened yet. I
to each sleigli. The expense is very consi- do not think that the waters are navigable
derable in itself, and with such a service it yet.
Is not possible to provide for other than letter Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to askmails. Tiierci is no0 service. tlirougliout themalste. To heeis kn, condce hrogu C the lion. gentleman if this can be mailedwInter. to the Yukon, conducted by Canadayet, or are we to understand that no suchor the United States, except for letter mails. matter as this can be mailed. This wasand if this is not a letter it does not go as maile on the 12th of this month.
letter mail matter. We have no way of car-
rying it. The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Has any notice think navigation is opened yet. Lt can go
that no newspapers could be sent to theduring the period of navigation, but we can-
Yukon been given. because, it appears to me not carry it durig the winter period.
that if the Post Office Department gave in- Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I should like to
structions that nothing but letters would be ask the hon. Postmaster General to explain
carried, they were bound at once to publisli why his own officials are not notified of this.
far and wIde the statement that nothing but He seems to think that the public can read
letters would go. this in the newspapers. If the public be-

he POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have lieved everything they saw in the news-
not seen it stated in the press myself, that papers about the Yukon, I think that the
noue but letters were to be carried. Whether lion. Postmaster General, and some of his
there was any formal advertisement placed colleagues, would not be very well pleased;
in the newspapers or not, I do not know, but so far as the mail service is concerned,
but, because I say that, it does not follow it is apparently considered quite enough that
tha t it was not done. I cannot take charge the hon. gentleman las seen this i the
of the whole executive portion of the Post newspapers. I regard it as significant that
Office Department. the officers of this House have not been in-

strucctd by the Postmaster General. If the
Mir. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman said public know of this regulation, his own offi-

that mail matter was carried by dog train, cials do not seem to know of it, and I do
but lie does not inform the House whether iot exactly uuderstand how lie can expect
lie lias let a contract, or whether this is ththe general public of this country, who
donc by the Mounted Police. By wlom Is ,:re entitled te be notified, could be aware
this service performed ? of it whe-n uis own paid officials do not

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The seen. to know anything of it.

mail service during last winter was per- The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
formed under an arrangement made between ing). Mr. Speaker, you have in your hands
the Post Office Department and the Mountetd a motion that the House resolve itself into
Police, by which the Mounted Police per- Committee of Supply. I beg to withdraw
formed the service. I did not think it safe suc motion.
to entrust it to private contractors for fear
that they would not have the facilities for Motion withdrawn.
maintainlng the service efficiently.

COMMISSIONE R OGILVIE'S REPORT.
Mr. WALLACE. How Is the service per-C

formed now ? The hon. Minister said that Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
was last winter. ask the hon. Prime Minister if Mr. Ogllvle's

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There report, which it was announeedI in the papers
was a contract let by public tender for thei had arrived at Victoria a week ago, bas yet
carriage of the mails from the opening of been recelved, and, If so, whether it will be
navigation for a certain term-I do not re- promptly laid on the Table of the House?
member the length of It, but, at all events, The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
it covers the present coming season of navi- Laurier). I am not aware that the report
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has yet been received. I will inquire of the
hon. Minister of the Interior and give an
answer on Monday.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId
Laurier) moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 6.10 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAYi, 29th May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

REPORT OF THE YUKON INQUIRY.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOlt
(Mr. Sifton). I wlsh to advise the House
that I have received the report of Mr. Ogil-
vie of the inquiry which he has conducted!
under the commission issued to him with
respect to the charges of irregularities l
the Yukon district. A copy of the report
will be laid on the Table of the House to -
morrow afternoon, and the evidence will be
copied as rapidly as possible and laid on
the Table of the House as soon as possible.

FREDERICTON MILITARY SCHOOL.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton) asked:

What commanding officer recommended the ad-
mission for Instruction at the military school at
Fredericton, N.B., of the following persons from
the county of Cape Breton :-Archibald J. Mc-
Dougall, Dan J. MeDougall, Hugh P. MeKinnon
and Francis H. McKenzie ? To what volunteer
companies did they belong and how long have
they been members of such company ?

the department by Prf. Johnson. The
nanes are very numerous and will be given
at once in response to any return moved
for, or I will give the hon. member a copy
when made for his information.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
(by Sir Charles Tupper) asked:

1. Have any of the captains of the Allan
Steamship Line stated to the hon. the Minister
of Marine that they attach no value whatsoever
to the tidal survey ?

2. If so, what are their names ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Yes. Captain More of the
" California."

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE INSPEC-
TION.

Mr. ROBERTSON (by Mr. Sproule) asked:

1. What is the regulation In regard to inspect-
ing the Royal Military College annually by a
board of visitors ? Has this regulation been car-
ried out ? If not, why not ?

2. Why bave the names of the members of the
board been omitted fromthe Militia Listr?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). 1. The regulation Is
as follows

An independent inspection by a board of vis-
itors appointed by the Governor in Council, and
reporting to the Minister of Militia, will be made
once a year. Such board will not be a per-
manent -body, but will consist of five members,
of whom three shall be members of the militia
staff, not less than two to retire annually.
Inspections have been made only in the
years 1881, 1889 and 1895. Annual inspec-
tions have never been considered necessary.

12. There is no regulation requlring such pub-
lication of the names of the members of

Jthe board.

RICHELIEU RIVER BUOYS.

Mr. MONK asked:

1 1. uow many contracts for new buoys for tne
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- Richelieu River have been awarded since two

FENCE (Mr. Borden). 1. Commanding years?
officer of the 94th Battalion. 2. To No. 2To whom were said contraets awarded?
and 4 companies, 94th Battalion (as stated 3. Of what materlal were said buoys to be
at the timeý> by the officers commanding mdat te tm'~by he ffiers4. What was the number o! buoys ordered, ani
those companies). 3. It is not known how the price per buoy?
long they have belonged. 5. Were tenders for such buoys publicly called

SURVEY OF TIDES AND CURRENTS.fThe MINsR 0 MAIE?

Sir FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. One

(by Sir Charles Tupper) asked :contract for distrit between Sorel and
(by ir h'~lesTuppr) ske: jChambly,, and one contract between St.

Have parties purporting to be practical searrn, Johns and Rouse's Point. 2. A. E. Beauche-
captains of steamers, &c, or any of them (anu If 1 min, Sorel. district between Sorel and Cham-
so, what names) petitioned the Government or"bîy; and B. V. Naylor, between St. Johns
any department thereof askIng for a survey of!and
the tides and currents in Canadian waters? ?RwnyegtPoyst betwef n orel an4

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDChambly; contract price for making new
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Yes. in buoys. placing, maintaining and taking up,
1889 petitions so signed were forwarded to and storing Is $250 per annum. Between

Sir WILFRID LAURILR
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St. Johns and Rouse's Point the contract from circulation after distribution to various post
price for the same kind of work is $150 per offices?
annum. There were formerly eleven buoys, 2. How nany of these were prlnted?
but this spring eight new spar buoys with 3.Were any recaUed envelopes destroyed be-

moorng tons, cain an shafices erecause the impressed stamps were printed in themooring stes, ains and shaces we wrong colour
added at 10 cents each ; the whole nineteent4. If fot destroyed, what was done wlth the?
buoys to be maintined hereafter at $150 5. Has the Government taken any isteps to
per annuni. 5. Tenders were invited pub- ascertain the trutbof charges made in the pres
l'cly by post-bill sent froni Ottawa andl Htowk mn officiais bave secured a large

o e ao thesepurple envelopes and are makngcaue the objet oea speculation for their per-Chambly district. 4dhe contract for the ensonawtprofith?
district was renewed with B. V. Naylor6.Is it the intention to print any two-cent en-
contractor for many years. velopes in a purpe colour?

SUPERANNUATION OF ALEXANDER
WALMSLEY.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Why was Mr. Alexander Walmsley, of St.

Johns; -P.Q., formerly British mail clerk, super-
annuated ?

2. Did Mr. Walmsley ask to be retained in
active service ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock). Mr. Walmsley was superannuated
because the office he held, that of British
mail clerk, was abolished.

THE SONGHEES, B. C., INDIANS.

Mr. PRIOR (by Mr. Earle) asked:
1. Has the Government arrived at any settle-

ment with the Provincial Government with re-
gard to the removal of the Indians from the
Songhees Indian Reserve at Victoria, B.C. ?

2. Has a satisfactory arrangement been arrived
at as to the ultimate ownership of said reserve,
in the event of the removal of the Indians ?

3. Has the Provincial Government of British
Columbia now in power ever asked for any steps
to be taken looking for a settlement of the above
questions ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). 1. No. 2. No. 3. Yes.

STEAMSHIP SERVICE FOR VANCOU-
VER ISLAND.

Mr. PRIOR (by Mr. Earle) asked:
Is it the Intention of the Government to grant

a subsidy to encourage some small steamer to
run regularly on the east coast of Vancouver
Island, carrying mails, passengers and freight,
and calling at all the Inhabited islands en route?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock). A petition has recently been re-
ceived, asking for the establishment of a
mail service. It is at present under con-
sideration.

THE TWO-CENT STAMPED ENVE-
LOPES.

Mr. QUINN (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Is it true, as stated in the press, that a num-

ber of two-cent stamped envelopes were printed
in a purple colour by mistake and were recalled

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock). It is not true that there was any
mistake ln the printing in purple ot two-
cent stamped envelopes, or that any purple-
stamped envelopes were recalled from cir-
culation after distribution amongst the vari-
ous post offices. No such envelopes were
recalled, and accordingly none were de-
stroyed, nor were any of the embossed
stamps printed in a wrong colour. Al fthe
purpie colour two-cent stamped envelopes
were issued ln the ordinary course of busi-
ness to the post offices, and so far as this
department is aware went Into the hands
of the general publie. The department has
no information as to whether or not any
quantity of such envelopes were purchased
by Goverament officials. If the hon. gentle-
nian is aware of any Government offleial
having improperly possessed himself of any
such envelopes. and will communicate such
information to the department, the fullest
inquiry will be made into the matter. It is
not the intention of the Government to prini.
e'ny two-cent envelopes in a purple colour.

Mr. BERGERON. The second question is
not answered yet.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). I practically answered the sanie ques-
tion some time ago. and 1 am sure in that
reply the information desired will be found.
If not, I will furnish the information later.

MAJOR WALSH'S REPORTS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. How many, if any, reports did Major Walsh
make under the following paragraph of Order in
Council of 17th August, 1897: "He should make
a full report to him, the Minister, by each mail
upon al matters affecting his office and the
administration of the various departments of the
Government in territory under his control"?

2. If he made any such reports, how many have
been laid on the Table of this House ?

3. If there are any such reports not brought
down, wben will they be laid on the Table of this
House ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). In reply I beg .to say : 1. Major
Walsh made elght reports. 2. Six. 3. Two
reports not brought down will be included
in the return ordered by the House in April,
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1899. and will be prepared as soon as pos-
sible.

Mr. OGILVIE.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). The rule is well laid down by the
Minister who gives the answer, because lie
gives the answer according to his own dis-
cretion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The Minister
may refuse to give an answer il .he chooses,

1. Had Mr. Ogilvie, the Commissioner of the but lie has not refused. He las given the
Yukon. any conne.tion with the British Canadian answer, but fot in the proper way. He bas
Goldfields of the Klondike, Limited ? part verbally and part to be laid on

2. If so, what was it ?eor
3. If so, when did he cease to have any connec-tonowe f having the

tion with the said company? ustom invariabiv f
4. Is the Government aware that the prospec- conplete answer entered in "Hansard." As

tus of the company refers to Mr. Ogilvie as the matter:stands now. the whoie question
asserting : " That to his personal knowledge is answered. but not in the way the House
there is at least £20,000,000 worth of gold ininvariably las required litherto.
sight," and that he wrote to the founders of the
company that he had furnished them with a The PRIE MINISTER Sir Wilfrid
private map on which he had marked places not Laurier). 1 shah go on tie ruliug of the
yet taken up where he knows gold to exist, and Speaker. Mv inrerpretation or flicrule is
advised "that clai:ns upon them be staked for tîîjLt the se l:o answers a question
the company as soon as possible," while he had answers it according to bis own discretion
also privately indicated the location of other
unclaimerl nineral deposits ?o M

5. Is the Government aware that this prospec- ý_Ir POSTER.I1nu
tus states that the company proposes that "an iseoorerT heeian
exploration party shall be despatched to certaino fa
districts with regard to which Mr. Ogilvie has otaer point iflVOIVed. and tlial iS the point
given the founders exclusive information, and to whetler the Houses have t'Xe answer it
there secure possession of the most desirable desires to hlave. Wilat objection is there to
properties already indicated by hlm" ?have that question auswered d the hole

6. Fas the Government any information as to answer put in the pages of ansari ?
the authorit of the company making such re- Tiere eaumnot be any. but the hon. inference to Mr. Ogilvie. or has it any explanation sýh thoaly alternative in: If you do not

cusom nirialy oloweeofhaingth

topleteske your porridge as I puHits)ar
The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR (Mr. move for an order of the House. and yon

Sif ton). In reply I begr to say- 1.'No. is ay have it in a nonth or two.
Answered by No. 1. 3. Answered by No. 1.i serr
4. Yes.T5. Yes. 6. hUpon the facts referred FIhe PIMeIISTER Ie alD
to omin to the attention ote Gover ent. ll on ui e
the statements whi concerned Mr. Ogivieo a s u

Mr. FOSTER. IdNot th ssik he ueso nt

were reported to hlm and au explanatIon was tahe it that wav. you must mo-e for a re-
asked for. A1 copy of Mr. OgIsiews reply Is tur. You ma appeal tov thSpeaker oni
herewit e laid upon the Table, m question of abstract order as to ih:t a
pr. FOSTER. That ougy hto g ? ite inister may or may Dot do, but I do fot

as think any sc question arises in this mat-toere is a Minister who pretends to give
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANr an answer to a fair question put to hm, but

FISHERIES (Sir Louis, Davies). It is too0 lie reads three-fourths of bis answer" andlong to go into t e "Hansard." then throws a paper on the Table ad says
re . . 8 Ha thatniss remainder. Te answer is -

4.Ye.r Y. POTE .Iut o in the atsreere

sard." coinplete. Surely there is no reason for his
ot giving the whole answer in the usualSir CHARLES TUPPER. I think thatw . t ae of nd

There can not eay. ut hebon.fin iter

should be read and flot laid on the Tablesminutes to read it.
ot ougkpt to go into "opHansardr" as a repl

to the question. I would ask the lion. Min-: Mr. SPEAKER. I do flot quite think this
ister of the Interlor to read the paper instead is a qeston of order or one that ougt t
of leaving It on tme Table. raise ay dlfficulty between the two sides f

the House. The report whih the Minister isThe MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. If S.willHng to eay on the Table covers eleven
the son. gentleman objerts to its being laid pa. oFO Noher ape fyo ono

askd fr. coy o Mr Oglvi's epl istur. ouemaly apeal tote peakTeo-a

on the Table or desires to have it in any othererv
formi, le will have to move for a return. had the paper and would produce It on a re-

SM OCHARLES TUPPER. Not at a . Tie turn being moved for, but he went further and
bon. Minister bas answered part of tte quesh said e would lay iton the Table withiout a

on verbally and laid the balance on te motion. so that. f think, If the House wi l
Table. We are entitled to have bis whole allow me. I will put the motion. thourl. o
reply in "Hansard." and. tithIsot open forcourse, the paper will not then go ond Han-
hlm to say that the part not replied to should sard."I
be moved for as a retdrn. .I mr. FOSTER. That is where we want t.

Mr. SIFTON.
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Mr. SPEAKER. If it comes to that. I think swer to a plain question which lie bas under-
the matter is in the discretion of the Min- taken to answer, and which he admits, there-
ister. fore, there is no difficulty in answering, is

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR (Mr. not showni!i dconnection with the question.
Sifton. 3ay I be allowed to explain? I He says, in effect : I lay this upon the Table
gave the answer in the way I did, because I. of the House, but, if you want it brought
thought that would be the most satisfactory down. you have got to moie a resolution
way. If I had made a short extract or re- and give me a month before I bring it down,
ference to this letter from Mr. Ogilvle, that if you will not take it as I give to you here,
would not have been satisfactory, and the I will take it back, and you shall not have
hon. gentleman could have asked for the it for a month. Or, perhaps, lie might pro-
wholeletter and asked me to ly it on the mise to bring it down next session, and then,
Table Instead of waiting for any motion or as hon. gentlemen too often do, forget to
reque.r. I said thîat I had Mr. Ogilvie's ex- bring it down. This action of the lion. Minis-

planation In a document, which I would lay ter should be marked. and marked at once,
cn the Table. If the hon. gentleman objeets by the disapproval of the House. Hon. gentle-
to my laying the paper on the Table, he can men opposite need to be taught, as they are

oiforthonteTbnow being taught. that they cannot evade amove for it. 1plain duty by taking a course of that kind
Mr. FOSTER. I imagine the House can and changing at pleasure the precedents and

get the answer and get it in the "Hansard," practice that have invariably been followed
and I move the adjournment of the House. ever since I had the honour of having a

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am greatly seat in this House down to the present time.
surprised that any gentleman on the Treasury The answer is laid on the Table of this
benehes should take such an unworthy mode House, and we can only get it upon "Han-
as this in order to evade his plain duty. sard " in connection with this proceedng by
Every one knows that the ordinary means of the very inconvenient course of reading it,
getting information is to put questions on the. a course to which the Opposition are com-
Notice paper, which the Minister rmay an- pelled to resort. But. fortunately, the rules
swer or not -as he chooses. If he chooses to of Parliament do provide a means by which
take the responsibility of refuslng to answer, sucli evasions-for I cannot characterize it
then the House will judge why he refuses to otherwise-can be met and dettated, as they
answer : but when he consents to answer, he will be met and defeated in this case.
is bound, by the invariable practice of the Dawson, February 14, 1899.
House. to give his answer in complete formi The Hon. Minister of the Interior,
so that it may go in " Hansard." and not give Ottawa.
it partly verbally and partly by a document Itumediately on my arrivai in London in March
whichhlie lays on the Table. If the course.last, I met Mr. J. B. Roche, M.P. (in fact, it was
adopted hy the hon. Minister of the Iiterior thrcugt
on this occasion is allowed to pass unehal- He evinced great interest in the Yukon and its
lenged. we shall have a new practice intro- resources, and we had rany discussions together.
duced into this House, by which Ministers lie intended organizing a company to operate in

can vad giingtha infrmaionto i~.that region, and asked me if I would assist hlmcan evade .g-iving that information -to th-e1-
the ubli arein his purpose. I repiicd that I would be veryHouse w-hich the House and the publiare glad to do anything to assist in the development

accuszomed to receive and entitled to re- of the region with which I had been so mucl
celve. associated during the past eleven years. He

Now, Sir, if the hon. gentleman wants to introduced me to several gentlemen who were
decline to gie an answer. it is very con- interested in it. and a xious to organize the
venient for 1m to bringH forward a long con eay gatisngtwhomn t a Mr. Bernard

reai sao also M.P., a lawyer by profession, but
paper.more oress associated with mining anc Africa,
place. There is no objection toaMinister and as ed 'iI isth

gadwto d aythigto asstri Thiveopent

o! the Crown usingo as much time as he fan i found to be very interesting. He ad
needsin giving an answer, provided it is alerycconsiderable knowledge af scientif mining, geo-
relevant to the question tat Is put. The ogyand chemistry. and was the originator and
question has been asked here a inventor of several useful inventions In connec-

tion with mlning.
Has the Government any information as to the The question of the formation of a company

authority of the company making such reference was often discussed. and, being anxious to see
to Mr. Ogilvie, or bas it anyexplanation to give British capital invested in that region, I lent

It is very easy to state an answer to that my aid as far as lay in my power to the adyance-
question, and say Yes, we bave Informa- ment of this proJet.-
tion. and we propose to give it-and then!tHe was unhike my on. friend the Minister
state brie rny to the House wbat that Infor- o! Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davoesn,
mation is, in order that the parties woread who. wen this matter was brought up, o
the ,Hansard" and tbe press reports o obtaning British capital foreonductilng
discussions that take place in this House mining operations in Canada. told an as-

tay have an opportunity iw connection wit sembly of people in Wales. whom ie was
the question ased, to know wat the an- addressing. *thiatte was very muc o Mark
swer is. But the bon. Minister proposes to Twain's opinion-that a mine meant a hole
adopt a novel proceeding, by which the an- iIn the ground and a liar, and hie would ad-
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vise the people to keep their money in their question now before us is, the answer of the
pockets- Minister of the Interior. and I find a state-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND ment made in it that requires just such com-
ment as I have made upon it in reference toFISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies>. I never lthe conduet of the hon. Minister of Marinemade such a statement. and Fisheries.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is true, that Mr. SPEAKER. I must say., I have eau-the hon. gentleman. when collared by Col. tioned the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tup-Domiville. within a short time af:er that' per). I cannot allow any such commen:s
changed bis opinion, and wrote a letter, over later on in his speech.
his own signature. recommending the publie
to trust their money to Col. Domville. And Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I shall wait
I may say that a suit is now going on, a until you take a course that is calculated to
very important suit. in which the defence interfere with free discussion in this House.
of the parties was, that they were misled by' Mr. Speaker, and then I will appeal to the
statements of Ministers of the Crown to in- Hoeuse on the question. Notwithstanding
vest their money in this enterprise. the larze majority of bon. gentlemen on the

the hon. other side. I believe there will be a disposi-Mr. SPEAKER. I would draw thebn ion to preteet the rîinhs of members-
gentleman's (Sir Charles Tupper's) attentiont
to the fact that the motion to adjourn is for Mr. SPEAKER. Another thing-I cannot
a specifie purpose, and- permit any hon. meuiber in this House to

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have not de- threaten the Chair.
parted from that. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not know

Mr. SPEAKER. I must say, that. in my; whether yo.i ca.l it threatening the Chair.
Mr. SEAKE. I ust ay, hat.in m for an hon. me;nber te say he lias a riglit te

judgment. the hon. -gentleman. while read- fra o.mme o a ehsargtt
jugett o. l . iappeal from the ruling of the Chair. If that

ing the paper, Is within bis rights, but while is threatenig the Chair, I have yet te
carrying on a discussion on various sub- lear--
jects. Is out of order.lear otSome hon. MEMBERS. Order.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES.* And perhaps the hon. gentle- Mr. SPEAKER. That is not what I com-
man (Sir Charles Tupper) will allow me to plain ef. What Il complain of is, that the
follow him in bis excursion. I never made hon. gentleman said I did not allow free
such a statement as he attributes, to me- discussion.
advising people not to put their money in Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did not say
the Yukon. anything of the kind.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Al I can do is Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Sir
to bring forward the statement, as published Charles Tupper) said that. and I will not
in the report of the hon. gentleman's speech permit it to be said by anybody.
in Wales, and allow the public to judge whe-
ther his statement-Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You are mis-

ttaken, Mr. Speaker. I made no such state-
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND ment, and "Hansard," when it comes to be

FISHERIES. Prudence is one thing ; tak- read to-morrow, will show that you are mis-
ing the hon. gentleman's statement is an- taken in saying I made such a statement. I
other. had no intention of making such a state-

Mr. FOSTER. You do not deny the other. ment, and I think "Hansard" will show
that I did not make it. I should be very

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND sorry to make it.
FISHERIES. What other ? Now, to proceed:

Mr. FOSTER. As to the other company- I 1 lent my aid as far as lay in my power tothe advancement of this project,-Sir CHARLES TUPPER. k The hon. gen-t
tieman gave a letter, over his own signature, Unlike my hon. friend (Sir Louis Davies).
advising people that Col. Domville was a when in Wales.
gentleman of great opportunities of carrying ways stîpulatng that the company ehoulc
out an undertaking, and that he would be!--a'wy tpltn httecmaysolu be established on a good sound financial basisable to obtain th assistance of the Govern- before entering into business, a feature not too
ment. common in the establishment of such com-

Mr. FOSTER. Had the ear of the Gov- panies-the promotion of the Interests of the
founders or promoters generally being primary.ernment. These gentlemen agreed heartily with me ln

Mr. LANDERKIN. He has done it be-nmy ideas and professed themselves eager to
for A.Hi embark in a scheme laid down on the Unes on

re. which I proposed, that ls, a genuine enterprise
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes. he has In which the originators and investors them-

doneI It befAre. I ave great respect for selves would receive no pay until the profitsdoncIt bfer. I 'avegret repectforwere drawn !rom the lnvestrnent.
vour ruling, Mr. Speaker, and I think I amn: This a agre -te -nvproesed my willing-
complying with your rullng exactly. The, ness to aid them in every way consistent with

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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the duties required of me in any official position At that time I had every hope that this com-
which might be given me in that region by the pany would begin operations early in the past
Canadian Government. year, and assured them of my active sympathy

While the organization of the company was and assistance in as far as was compatible with
being discussed and the probable nature of Its whatever official standing I might have in the
operations defined, I was often discussing with ccuntry.
Mr. Malloy the peculiar conditions existing In The development of coal I particularly urged
the Yukon region, to which the ordinary' mining upon these gentlemen, realizing it to be abso-
methods were not well adapted. New methods lutely necessary that something be done in that
would be outlined by us. He would work out !direction as speedily as possible. This, as I have
the details, and at our next meeting this would frequently stated, was because of the compar-
be discussed and amended until we both arrived atively slender timber resources of the Yukon
at an idea which we thought would produce the valley, and my expectation that so many steam-
best possible results in the development of our ers would be plying in the river soon, that it
Canadian gold fields. was the only fuel, as it would be only a few

Prominent among the suggestions discussed seasons until we would be compelled to import
was that of quartz-milling, or extracting gold lumber into the Yukon.
from the numerous deposits of low-grade ore Particular stress was laid on this Industry In
which were known to exist In that region. Of the Yukon, with the result that Mr. Roche made
some of these I gave the location and extent; application to the Minister of the Interlor for a
at the same time, mentioning that many of them coal claim l a locality where I had reason ta
had already been located, giving the name of the believe it would be found. I told him In general
locator, and what appeared to me to be the best terms where the coal was found, and in doing
way of securing control of these locations, this I was giving away no secret, for in my lec-
or at least an interest in them. I further tures and newspaper interviews, the " Klondike
intimated in what parts of the country Official Guide,"' and reports to the Government,
it was likely similar Iodes would be found, I have pointed out quite as distinctly (and was
and marked on the map as nearly as I pleased ta be able to do so), the abundance of
eould the sites of those whieh had already been coal that lay in close proximity to where our
located and recorded, as well as the regions richest deposits of gold are.
where I felt confident others would be discov- The reason that I gave this information to
ered. This subject was very much discussed, and these gentlemen was because I believed then
the cheapest and most working appliances that they were embarking on an enterprise that
adapted to the working of the country were de- would add greatly to the advancement and rapid
veloped to what seemed to us to be a workable development of our country.
perfection. As regards the exclusiveness of this Informa-

I need not enlarge on the conditions that ap- tion, I would say that I gave the same Informa-
peared to me ta require a revolution In quartz- tion generally In every lecture which I delivered
mining machinery-that Is, the extreme cold in both Canada and the old country ; and If there
and scarcity of water ; for, time and again, in be any exclusiveness in It at all It was confined
my lectures concerning that region, as well as to such points as these gentlemen intended to
in newspaper interviews, and thie "Yukon Offi- made-
cial Guide," I have laid stress on these points.

With Mr. Roche, and Mr. Malloy, too, I dis.: "Made" the word is; it is intended "to
cussed often and fully the difficulties attending: make," I suppose.
placer mining prospecting. These I have se fre- -- use of on the Unes which I had myself laidquently spoken of, I need simply to refer ta them downoandnbecauseenowhthers had mosedto
here. I proposed to this company improved ap- ebn an ena se othrs harcte
pliances for placer mining prospecting-which embark In an lentrprise o!this character.
were fully dlscussed. criticised and accepted- I think I can dlaim truth!uily that during my
which may be described as an adaptation othe stay in the d country I was nterviewed by
dion r edcb aaa thousands interested -n mining l the Yukon-by

In connection with this idea Mr. Roche and people who were anxious to know the true value
myself visited a drill factory in London and gave j of prop2rty to which they had already a title, or
the manufacturer the Ideas we had developed In which was ofered to them for sale, or referring
our various discussions. He entered into the to assets of a company In which they held stock,
project with some zeal, and Mr. Roche there and or In which they proposed to purchase stock.
then ordered several of the machines. Thesa gentlemen alone, of all who consulted

These machines, in my opinion, will revolution- me at that time, had no interests in the Yukon
ize placer mining In this country, but, as they country, and were anxious ta know the best
are the property o! Mr. Roche, I do not care ta fields for operations. Hence the reason for their
describe them in detail. Nevertheless, I feel acquiring this Information and my desire ta as-
sure that that gentleman would not object ta my s r. Roche at that time offered me a much mregiving the ideas the widest publicity, nor wouldi lurative position, as a member of his company,he hesitate to give me all due credit for my than that now occupy as Commissioner of theshare In the development of the machine. Yukon territory.
Mark, Mr. Speaker, these parties are getting That itvry m
instructions and advice and information ofi That -is a very Important statement. Mr.
an offician ad dthsGoverament thatwoud Speaker, because It shows that the informa-
enable them ta take out patents and make tion given to certain capitalists who profess-
profits ut of other peopae n dm ed to go into mining in the Yukon district,

was of sueh a valuable eharacter that they
Places where good placer diggings were likely offered the gentleman who gave them that

to be found were pointed out and marked by me information a higher salary than he now
an a map. receives as Commissioner of the Domnion.
Assistance that is nlot very usual, I imagine, I Ithlnk that is a point well worthy aif the
to be given by officiais of! the Government attention and accentuation of hon. gentle-
ta parties except when called upon. Imen opposite.
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This I declined to accept, giving him as my
reason that I had received similar and better
offers from other parties, and had pledged myself
that If I did not remain lu the Government ser-
vice I would accept one of. such offers ; and that
I belleved that I could do better service to my
country by remaining ln the Government employ
than accepting a position, however remunerative,
with any company, as in the latter case my
labours would be confined to a emaller field, and
in the former a very wide one ; and my am-
bition was to assist to the fullest extent of my
powers ln the development of that rich region,
the Yukon and the Dominion of Canada gene-
rally.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). Hear, hear.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I say " hear,
hear," also. I was in London when this
occurred, and >i am in a position to say,
in the presence of th-is House, that that
company could not have been fioated ex-
cept for the statement that they had secured
the able assistance and co-operation of Mr.
Ogilvie, and his influence with the Govern-
ment.

Mr. Roche then asked me If I would be able
to undertake, while in the Government service,
the supervision of their operations, for which I
would, If I wished, recelve a salary. This I
stated at once would be impossible, and then
and there made it clear that while I was willing
to aid them in every way compatible with any
public duties I might assume, it would simply
be as a public official warmly interested ln the
development of the country, and that I could not
and would not accept remuneration for any ad-
vice or assistance rendered them or any other
company or individual who might apply to me
for such information.

I was then asked to formulate a scheme or
plan of operations for them, which I did on the
assumption that the work would be begun forth-
with, and this scheme appears as a letter accom-
panying the prospectus of the company, addresssd
-although It then had no name or existence~
to the founders of the " British Canadian Gold
Fields of the Klondike, Limited."

Does the hon. gentleman say " hear, hear,"
to that ? Does he say that capitalists com-
peting in gold mining operations in the
Klondike are entitled to a letter from a gen-
tleman who had held sueh a high position,and
who declned to go Into it because he was
going back into the service of Oanada ? Does
the hon. gentleman mean to say that he
thinks that is a perfectly legitimate opera-
tion ? Why, it is as bad as some of the
transactions that have taken place in con-
nection with loan companies in Canada.

This letter I kept no copy of, but belleve It
a true copy, and that it contains essentially what
I -wrote at that time, except two or three geo-
graphical errors, which arose through ignorance
ln the proofreader, but do not affect the general
nature of the facts therein set forth. Mr. Roche
further asked me to what ertent I would allow
my name to be used lu the prospectus. I sug-
gested that he should draw up one on those gen-
eral Hnes and I would amend It. This was done,
and the prospectus was amended by me, still
under the impression that operations would be
begun during the season of 1898.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

I do not see what that has to do with it.
It dpes not vitally affect the question of a
prospectus being brought out under the
authority of a high official of this Govern-
ment, who pledges his assistance ln that
capacity and his influence with the Govern-
ment of the country.

This document was initialled by me, and, as I
kept no copy of It I am not ln a position to con-
tradict any part of it as not having been ap-
proved by me at that time, and believe it to be
correct.

Up to date I have had several letters from Mr.
Roche, informing me that the company had been
.organized, but that sickness had prevented him
from visiting the Yukon territory. In a letter
which he wrote to me from Vancouver ln Octo-
ber, 1898, be informed me that he had arrived
there with several of the prospecting drills re-
ferred to, but was not in sufficiently good health
to enter the country himself, and that he would
endeavour to forward one of the drills to me to
be tested.
I think Mr. Roche was bound, ln common
justice, as he got this patent from the brains
of Mr. Ogilvie, to give Mr. Ogilvie, as I
trust he did, a very handsome percentage
of the value of the patent whatever it might
be.

I regret exceedingly that he did not succeed
ln accomplishing this, since, If It had reached
me, I would (with the aid of fourmen, all that
are required to work it) have made a thorough
examination of it.9 merits, and, I believe, have
revealed some interesting features ln connection
with the auriferous deposits here as well as the
bed-rock also.

Since that date Mr. Roche bas written again,
Informing me that they had become possessed
of a charter to construct a telegraph line from
Skagway to Dawson, and again asked for my
advice as to the best method of construction.
This I was glad to give, and trust that the ideas
transmitted to him will assist him ln successfully
completing that Important undertaking at a very
early date.
I wonder if he had seen the fact announced
that the Government, havin' brought out
and assisted in the organization of a tele-
graph company, and a large number of capi-
taliists having put rielr money into that
undertaking in good faith on the assurance
of fair-play, woke up one fine morning and
found that the Government had swept them
all aside and declared that they were going
to do the work themselves.

I may say that a telegraph to the Yukon was
one of the features discussed, in London by us,
and It was then determined to take It up.

I may say here, parenthetically, that while ln
London I was equally Interested ln a scheme
which originated ln the city of Montreal for the
cheap thawIng of the eternally frozen auriferous
gravels in the Yukon country, and took qulte
as active an interest ln furthering that as I dld
any of the methods of operation suggested In
connection with Mr. Roche's company, If not
more. To the gentlemen who represented that
interest ln' London I also promised every assist-
ance ln my power compatible with my officlal
position, and I only regret that the scheme ls
at present ln abeyance. I referred'to this scheme
also ln all my lectures and public utterances, and
ln that way have endeavoured to Interest the
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publie in it. The proposition is an electrical this question that las been asked, and the
one, and I believe would, applied on an extensive only comment that 1 w!!! make upon this
scale, completely revolutionize the working of matter is, that while there can be no pos-
the lower grade of gravel of this country. In sible objection to Mr. Ogilvie or any other
this case also, I advised the promoters how to
make application for, and where to seek for a gentleman, holding a sinilar position. gîv-
location best suited for the beginning of their ing any general information, any general
work, going so far as to write out for them advice, or any general assistance to the pubi-
necessary description. lie, I think It would be found an extreme-

I was also nîuch interestedon dredging, and ly inconvenient procedure, iowever honest-
discussed at length wtm gentlemen from both attr i anot hallentet f a sing n mo-
Canada and the United States, the applicabillty 1( Igr

f knowsti dredges to the conditions existing lnibment-onr. Ogilvie may be, to allow ther
the Yukon region. prospectus of a particular body of capitalists

1 attenlnd meetings of capitalists with these to e brougt out embodying a letter froa
gentlemeng. addresse the meetings at length on Mr. Ogilvie pledging them every assistante
the condi tionsere existing, and what we consid- and every support le can give them hinself
ered the prospects for the dredging industry, professionally and as an officer of the ov-
discussing also what wethougt to be the most
desirable applianies for that purpose. Againnt
to these gentlemen, also, promised every aid inconvenient matter, and will only raise the
in the way of advice compatible with any officiai protests of competitors, because there are
position whieh I might afterwards assume in the uiny millions of British capital at this mo-
Yukon Since my advent here I at pleased to ent invested n kindred enterprises con-
have been able to furnish 'be,,n information xIeecd withi the developiment of the Yukon,
whieh Itione will prove useful and encourage

ered the prospectse .for.theidredgingasindustry,

operatios ain that field.os
For a wthis advice and assistance to be give sioner. or any otaler gentleman oecupying

I have een offered nothing, accepted nothing, tat position. to the vciividious state-
and Souic myot accept he If a wereoffered. I to nt that aIl eapitalists (1o not enjoy the
have no interest other than that of a Canadian, saine advantages as this conîpany. brolit
anxious for he good o te country, in any com- out proufrssedly unagerehis auspires and.
pany, inves tent or business concern of any sielvd upon information whic ho furished
kind dx,*rectly or indirectly, nor do 1 expeet :o0 ien

ave any. Neither will I allowany one to oldO
sucit interest for me while in the service owothe
Governnent. l e MINISTERFOuE hINTEIOronest

Permitnme again to say emphatically that I Sifto1. ea I i no (calenr.I(esire to sey in
havemno interesa in any part or parcel o!thet lo e
Yukon territor3' other than an ardent desire to r1egar toflChater tuppwhi hasic lon.en-f
see it developed on pnes adequate with its great roten oir apharuleTari by o pitlis
nier-itz.and thus to eriricli and increase the val ea on elgI*wîicradn r «iv&

el-t.tobrht ot modmltte r sofarom

of the land of ny birth.t Mr. Ogilvi eer s a
The one small interest Ihad in the Yukon be- lie is -one rned. hecan before te hlouse.

fore assuning my present position. acquired _inspearo s for itself. adso far as the Goveru-
an open and legltimate way, Ihave. since mýyement. honcwrned. I desire to be that it
arriving iere. alaost given away in order thai ol s te

psight be perfettly free ase untrammelled in mt
officiai position as long as it is entrusted tn grani-sonse tife. i think. after r. 0il-

Before closing. 1 mignt say that I regret that vie lef wtfor the dukon district. last summer,
the British Canadian Gold Fields Company, Lim- that the prospectus of this oipany. re-
ited. diifsot succeed in beginning operations ionf erred to. lrad ben pubiselemsone onef
the Yukon this year. as 1 would have been 'i-àthe oonston papers. v in dio sate-ly cause
lighted to assist theptm on the ines outlined. I instructions to lie sent to the njoyi te-
our discussions n London. knowing that n dong- outpers office. which resuilte ind. Col-
so Iveouldt very materiasy advancing the

development otbe wealth ow this regon. Mer, the chtefolerkd in the igli Commission-
This Information was exclusive in so far as the er4 s office in London. writing a letter to the

mrethdds and appliances proposed differed from London press-I arnflot sure aIt thisç moment
those now in vogue. As ta Imparting specta Ito whih paper it was addressed-I tin
information to te, I nay say that thesamthe Itwas theLondont"hTimeS -statlne hnt it
Information had been prettv generally' given ln wscntaytotedeieofteGoen

Yuko teritor othr thn anardet deire otean(Sr arl ote upere f hasspoen of

my lectures and other public utterances.e l
I have since my arrivai at Dawscn diseussed ernt that an. officer of the Goverarent.

Theonesmal iterst ha intheYukn e hgicocntedmhinistbeforeofthe Houe

with scsentifcnminers here vast projects on new ngaged fo tse sta as theoe-
aones. and have been gla, to assist then in kon, slould have any special relations aitl
every way lnmyower, always being deter- anta w particular company. Th s w bysome-
mined that whler freemaind Commlssloner o! the what retsented by the company ft t Oi-
Yukon territory, or ln any other officiai capachty, tion ws .tandl he epmet

fy salary and allowances wl be Iy soleand Wen ef ar scame the a s mern

Vour very truGLy, haId lappened. tlicy were sent to Mr. Ogil-
tGd) Fis OmpLnE, Li -the, he was asked for an explanatyon, and

t Yk tsI one- this letter is bis reply. Lately the matter
li kt asit them u nteli cou nprsed bastrucins to befr e to HighasCom-

our discusson. iniondon. knoic nteat (nMdoin eissionr's tfie. whichny re s i .C o-n
son) would hve matedll adancing te merim the cieflge mn theHiCommcîo isson
Thisatnformation wasexlsive hin tofa aswte er'sg ofie paperndon wrtng a ltem o the
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Table of the House as soon as possible- character. He himself seeins to draw a dis-
this comnpany claims that it was important tinction in that letter between general in-
to them that they should have the special formation such as was contained inb is pub-
advice and assistance of Mr. Ogilvie, and lie statements. and special information
upon that I ruled that it was altogether which was contained in this private Inter-
incompatible with Mr. Ogilvie's position that view, and confined. so far as he explained.
he should have any special relations with to one single company. Therefore, in uy
any individual or company. I desire that opinion, the comment of the "Engineering
the House should be aware of the position and Mining Journal"" was warranted, and
the Goverlnment bas taken in connection 'the Minister (Mr. Sifton) himself from his
with this iatter. I have necessarily re- statement, seenis to share the views of that
ferred to the correspondence in connection paper. and to deprecate such a practice on
with it. and that correspondence I will lay the part of any ofieer :>f this Government
on the Table of the House as soon as it having special and valuable information;
eau he prepared. perhaps to-morrow. iieh information as he should impart to the

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to ask the world at once. eituîer by means of lectures
hon. Minister if the corresponlence will in- whici the departmnent approves, or by means
elude a clpy of the letter embodied in the 1 of official reports brought down under the
prospectus. authority of the department.

The MINISTER OF TUE INTERIOt. 1 Mr. JAMES MeMIUI.LEN (North Wellinz-
will have the whole correspondence prepared ton). Lest an attempt should be made toas soon as possible. It will be laid on the make an improper use of this incident, it is
Table of the House to-morrow or as soon as wcàll we should unlerstand the position with
possible. regard to asking and answering questions.

Mr. FOSTER. A good deal of it bears At the commeuceQent of this Parliament.
on the point of that letter, and, as my hon. and for the convenience of those who feit
friend says. I think the trouble lies in his disp>osed to put questions, Mr. Speaker made
haviing anything to do with the company a rule, that the questions should be num-
when it was floated. bered and put by the hon. member from

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. e t. lnd since then the question liasi.. HARLS HBBER TUPE ben alleti by numiber and flot read ont.My a t.entin was called to this matter by If you turn to page 2900 of " Hansard " youan article u the Mining and Engineerin will find. page after page. of long questionsJournal,Z a very hig class Englisi publ- put by the niember. who simnfly says : Ieation. animadverting upon the extraordi- beg to put the question standing un m
nary courie that had been taken by M'V. zrame : and althougih the question is notOgilvie. That article was written as soon read it is copied into "Hansard.'
as tis prospectus appeared, and listenin:Li
to the explanation of Mr. Ogilvie, which 1 SIr CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
doubt not is a frank stateient. it appears, And so it ought.
that where lie bas undoubtedly erred. and Mr. McMULILEN. Very well. If a mema-imerited much of the censure of this journal, ber can put a question and have it prIntedis in giving such special information of a in " Hansard " without being read, I wouldeharacter so as to warrant that company in like to know wily the answer cannot be putmnaking the statenent which forns part of in " Hansard " without being read?1he 4th clause of the question which I put
to the M-%inister (Mrl. Sifton): Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

The question is printed on the Orders of theThat to his personal knowledge there is at Day.least £20,000,000 worth of gold in sight," and
that he wrote to the founders of the company Mr. MeMULLEN. If the rule applies onethat he had furnished them with a private map 1 way it certainly should apply the other.on which he had marked places not yet taken up, I The hon. gentlemen opposite brouglt th!$where he knew gold to exist, and advised "that .ntthenselves through their owisfauit.
claims upon them be staked for the company as upo theelvceto theirben fast.
soon as possible," while he had also privately if no technical objection had been raised
indicated the location of other unclaimed mineral by them, the answer given by the Ministerdeposits. would have got Into "Hansard."
That seens to ba confirmed in every par- Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.ticular, word for word. by Mr. Ogilvie's No.
staternent, where he goes on to say : That
lie had supplied such general informatioti
as he gave to those parties, by means of
lectures to the p-ublic, but he fails to say
what bis practice was in dealing wIth other
partIes prirately, and undertaking the very
dangerous resposibilty of marking off
maps. as he explains lu his letter he did.
or giving private information of a special

Mr. SIP7i'N

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. Minister (Mr.Sifton) was put to the trouble of readingthe entire answer, and we should have adistinct understanding now as to what tberule should be In future.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfridLaurier). I cannot allow this inrfdent to

pass withont protesting against the abuse
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of the- privileges of this House, which is'thouglIt cornes from the Prime Minister.
evidenced by the motion now in your hands, hie question asked was
Mr. Speaker. There was not the shadow Has the Government any Information as to the
of a reason for moving the adjournment ofof areaon or mvin th adiurlmen 0fauthority of the company making such reterence
the House on this occasion, and if we have to Mr. Ogilvie, or has It any explanation to give?
learned anything to-day, for my part I have
learned, that it is no use to extend courtesy
to bon. gentlemen on the other side. My ti
hon. friend (Mr. Sifton) was not bound to 'lie aers ponteTableth th r
bring down any papers to-day. He was
asked simply to give an answer, and - it is riglit to put the paprs on In that way
would have been within his privilege If lie ln givIng an answer. when that answer
had given siniply an extract from the state- would fot appear ln "Hansard"? If It dii

ment.appear inu ' Hansard"1'it would satisfy thxe
gembers on this sie of the Flouse, but e

Sir CHARLES flIPPER. But lie dîd flot. would flot appear in " Hansard"
The PRIME MINISTER. Iustead ofT Sir CHARLES TUPPER. t would not

dcing this, the Minister gave tl~e very best1appearin Haesard," noratywhere else.
r:swier possible, for lie laid on tlie Table ot Mr. WALLACE. It wouldanot appear in

the ofouse theGepapersrhwhim constituted a
full aswer. This proceeding of the M inHatosard,"wnor anywhere else. Ail we

tepasked s uas that the answer should be put aSe sih a way as it would appear on the pages
and available information in bis power, and ans w e th nser
instead of it being received with courte ou l t Inotapr (MrBaSin tHansay "?efididg
by geteen oppositee it was recevedasifrir ito sa
the inister had something to conceal. Wliat the statenient of the Prime Ministe:u i

Sia lie Acoceal? The personality w.1oudo not like my trowinr it on the Tabl
dr.oi his flt Minqsteig the-vy bt p of the ouse, then you ean ask for a re-

ansr.osile, or hqesaidon the ablor.WLLC.ntdoldnt11ari

t turn. Do flot we know from the experenetink aiswrtat was said by the ion. gentis- àhs tore e elsAl we

tern waSintendred t gieritheot auablet ofske wasthatthe answr s hould beputfir

ad avairlarles nformt i h powr, a returns u this House as become a com-
bymmenton or. Ogilvie was quite ostf of te Inerior (r. Sifton say e ing
plae. OTli condut of Mr. Ogilviemay and Ilete farce earthe yonand tkoray r
discussed at a future time. if lion. gcentle- three months of the session, and yet many
men opposite think there is any occasion for o the papers that were asked for last year--not 1ihat were asked for this session-haveJt but at presentw-e were simply discussing îvrytbe ado h al fti

a qustio ofparlamenaryprocdur , nrever yet been laid on the Table of thisa qu*estion of parliament.ary procedure,, and los Isludfotsytserunsee
my iin. friend (Sir Charles Tupper) went dfouse I should not say these returns were
out of his way to abuse my lion. f riend the asked tI sould sa that Parhand

Minste (M. Sfto), nd entoutof isordered they should be brought down, andMinister (Mr. Slfton), and went out of bis 9e i~ oenetla lttesilts
way to place the Opposition nl the humili- yet this Government has not the slightest

respect foý' the commands of Parliament.ating position they occupy In regard to this re go thermmandhe
n:atter. We shall know henceforth. that it; 'ie Moaist teir uswee will d
will be better, ln our relations witli gentie- Prime Miaister tells us that they will do
men opposite, to keep strictly within the more of tht ou the future. When an Order

rulesof this House is passed, when Parliament
commands its servants, the Ministers-for

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York). that is the true relations the Ministers bear
The right hon. the Premier is taking a higi to Parliamient. although these gentlemen op-
and mighty course, but it is orly on a par posite do not realize it-when Parliament
with what the rest of the Ministers are 1ommands that certain papers be produced.
doing. They think whenx a question is asked the Ministers have no right to quibble or
in this H use that they can dismiss It in ai delay, but should at once produce these
flippant tone, or give no answer, or give an papers. Documents ordered by the House
evasive answer if they desire. But. Mr. last year are not down yet. and some of
Speaker, the country is watching these gen- them have been brought down piecemeal. so
ilemen opposite. We are the mouthpieces of t1lat we do not know whence they come or
the people of Canada, and we are asking where they go.
these questions because the people cannot Mr. SPEAKER. I am afraid that the
come here and catechise the Government. question o! bringîng papers under an Order
And, Sir, whea the Prime Minister gets up for a return does flot arise on this motion.
and says that in future he will do as ne Mr
please's, we challenge him. We have duties M.WLAE h.M.Sekr titoesé.w chalegeorm hevere- sa very pertinent question. I amn replylng tetoHARe Pnthe statement made by the First Minster.

Sr HARLES TUPPER. And rghts.r. SPAKER. e question whch.
Mr. WAL«LACE. Yes, and rights-; and we uudrsta-beig c0-sd no-Mn

shall discharge our duties and exercise o~brjthnwlcarssutttisqeioN.

right, an nu hrea wlh detr questi0on the pabrndn paer action un Oder
fo 1etr os o rseo hs oin
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ernme-it in the way they chose to deal with Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member under-
It. stands perfectly well that I could not do

Mr. WALLACE. And the statement of that, and I do nt.
the Prime Minister. Mr. WALLACE. Thel hon. member for

Mr. SPEAKER. The statement of the North Wellington said it opened up the
. .• whole question as to what should be put inPrime Minister. that the Goverument would "h qestond as to what should nopt l"Hansard." and as te what should net beuse their discretion hereafter, was, I under- put in "Hansard ".

stand, in relation to questions, and not in
relation to Orders for returns. The ques- The PRIME MINISTER. On questions.
tion,. whether a return has been brought Mr. SPEAKER. On questions.
down, is an entirely different question.r Ldm

1Mr. WALLACE. Yes, and what Informa-
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will you allow tion could be given. I said the information

me to say. Mr. Speaker. that what I under-i the Minister placed on the Table had been
stood the Prime Minister to say was not in put in the way the hon. member for North
regard to the question, but in regard to cour- Wellington said it should be, that is. that
tesy. the question itself not being read in the

The PRIME MINISTER. And I think it House, If the answer to that question was
was quite in order, and quite appropriate, 'not read in the House, but placed on the
too. Table, with the understanding that it should

be printed in " Hansard," that would be
Mr. SPEAKER. The question of courtesy, completely satisfactory to the members on

I faney, in this debate must have reference this side of the House, and would give the
to the matter before the House. information to the publie which It was de-

Mr. WALLACE. Speaking te the point of sirable the public should have. ; But I eau
order-- only repeat further, Mr. Speaker, that it isj not a matter of courtesy-it is not a matter

Mr. SPEAKER. I have decided the point that these gentlemen on the ministerial
of order. and it cannot be discussed now. benches can either give or withhold Infor-

Mr. WALLACE. But I suk mation. If they withhold the informationMr. ALLAE. Bt 1suppGse the Speak- that is asked for ln questions that are
er wouild desire to receive further informa- that on ors on public ptance

tionon te pont. relev.ant, on matters of publie importance,tion on the point. then they have to take the responsibility of
Mr. SPEAKER. Order. The Speaker can- refusing to answer those questions. Then,

not allow perpetual discussion on a point of Sir. we can also find other meanus, legitimate
order after his decision has been given on and proper means, of getting the informa-
that point. tion which has been denied by the Minis-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER ters; and they will find that they have made
May I ask, whether a decision of the Speak- a great mistake in withholding that. infor-
er on in importent point will be givenbe- imation which Parliament is entitled to re-

celve. I was going on further. when youfore it is discussed? called my attention to the fact that I should
Mr. SPEAKER. There wTs a discussion net wander from a particular question. So

on the point, and Igave mydecision. far as I understand the motion made by he
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The was, hat îe Lfeusek.djour.If yerule

discusslin had not ended. ws hi h os dori fynýldlscssbnhad et eded.tîhi, on a motion for the House te adjourn.
Mr. SPEAKER The discussion cannot go a iember must discuss only one question

on for ever. I gave my decision-tIen. ef course, I shaH net refer ho matters
Mr. WALLACE. Without discussion. with regard to returns. Is that your ruling,

Mfr. Speaker ?
Mfr. SPEAKER. 'Order.Igaveoy de- wnefr. SPEAKER. a rf the hon. member

isiof, afaer a certain amount of discussion wishes I unrulingd t may say, that b have
had take place on the point and nobody stated te the House several times my view
had wlshed te discuss it further. Ihave of lthe motion to adjouru. There are three
given my decision, and, rightly or wrongiy, kind of motoistesadJourn the House:i
I adhere te that decisien. mean to say, that they have three different

-r. COCHRAYEw Amen. effecgs. One is a motion teadjour rtheMr. Speaker use made whle a debate going on.
r. AE. r er I a ng That Is In order t give a ember who as

ta refer te a statement made by the ho. already spoken in that debate, or any other
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMul- memberi an epportunflty te speak again on
len), when yen got up and stated, that you t e subjeet under discussion. Another klnd
theught shouldn onfine my reoarks to a ongmotionlty adjourn the ouse ls the Me-
certain direction. I arn owiolnsioterefern.ientlmadelteGenm tteco
te terta statement mad on eb rfo the f h os. htl ral e
memrt fo WlNtorthnee Welinto decMre thtMcMul-emto. h thrkndo

statement to be out of order. te esc n sbsmtbe aeb

Mr.SPAKE. f te on.mebe
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the hon. member for York, N.B., that is, a
substantive motion to adjourn the House In
the interval of the proceedings, which mo-
tion nay be moved by an hon. member in
order to bring up a particular Important or
unimportant public question.

Mr. WALLACE. But he does not men-
tion the question.

Mr. SPEAKER. In his speech he mentions
what it Is; and, while everybody may par-
ticipate In the discussion, speaking once, and
the mover speaking twica, as it is a sub-
.stantive motion, the discussion must be con-
fined to the purpose for w.hich the motion
was brought up. In that respect it differs
entirely from a discussion which may take
place on the motion to go ito Committee
of Supply, when each meniber of the House
may bring up a different public question.
For that reason, I hold that the subject of
discussion under the present motion to ad-
journ the House must be confiued to the
point involved in that motion-that is, to the
point as to how questions are to be answer-
ed, not as to how returns are to be brought
down.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, I call your
attention to the fact that the hon. member
for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster), in making bis
motion to adjourn the House. did not give
-a single reason why he wanted the House
to adjourn; so that your ruling, as last stat-
ed, does not apply.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. The hon. gentle-
man has questioned the accuracy of my
statement. As I understand it, the hon.
member for York, N.B., sald : "We shal'
find a way of discussing this question now,"
and got up and moved the adjourument of
the House ; and then the hon. leader of the
Opposition proceeded upon this Une. The
hon. member will, therefore, please confine
himself to the question under discussion.

Mr. WALLACE. Well, Mr. Speaker. I had
said ail I desire to say on the question of
the remarks made by the right hon. First
Minister, and I shall probably have occa-
·sion to make some further remarks on the
production of those papers which you have
decided it is lnot In order to discuss on the
motion now before the Chair.

Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). Mr.
Speaker, I want to say a few words In re-
gard to the statement made by the hon.
member for North Wellington. I understand
that some years ago you yourself, Mr.
Speaker, laid it down, that it would be judi-
elous for the member In whose name a ques-
tion stood, to refer to the number of the
question, and ask an answer to the question
standing In his name-that that would be
equivalent to his reading the question.
That was doue, I understand, for the
purpose of saving time. Notwithstand-
Ing the rule we have always adhered
to lu this House, that anything fnot

read in the House should go on "eHansard."
we decided that questions, though not read,
should go on, for the purpose of making
" Hansard " intelligible. That was my under-
standing why this departure from the rule
was adopted ix the case of questions. There-
fore, I do not think the contention of the
hon. member for North Weîiington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) holds good.

With regard to the statement of the riglht
hon. the First Minister that because the
Minister of the Interior proposed to answer
the question In the way. he did, we were
assuming that he had something to keep
back, that does not follow at al. Al we
desire is to have the full answer ln "Han-
sard," and if this document be not read,
but simply laid on the Taole, the complete
answer will not appear in "Hansard."
There would be, therefore, no record of it
which we could turn up at any time when
desired. That was the only object we had
ln view. We desire to have both the answer
and the reply in full ln "Hansaril," where
they can be easily referred to, and it was
for that purpose we moved the adjournment
of the Hlouse.

It is very important that, as far as pos-
sible, we should have courteous replies to
questions put in this House. I do not wlsh
to be understood as implying that replies
are not courteous, but I scarcely think that
the statement of the right hon. First Min-
ister was in strict consonance with his usual
courtesy, when he said that if we were not
inclined to accept the answers as given, he
would not be disposed to enserve the course
usually followed by the Goverument in such
inatters. I think he must have made this
outbreak l a moment of weakness possibly,
or of temper, and I hardly think that on
sober second thought he would be disposed
to carry out his threat. The rule reads as
follows:-

Questions may be put to Ministers of the
Crown relating to public affairs, and to other
members, relating to any Bill, motion or other
public matter connected with the business of the
House in which such members may be con-
cerned ; hut, in putting any such question, no
argument or opinion Is to be offered, nor any
facts stated, except so far as may be necessary
to explain the same, and in answering any such
question, a member is not to debate the matter
to which the same refers.

I respeetfully submit that the rule laid down
giving the right to put a question, carries
with it the implication that at least a fair
reply should be given. It does not seem
to me that, under the rule, it is optional,
as a matter of right, to a Minister whether
he shall answer or not a question. If the
question Is a proper one, and that is to be
declded by the Speaker, the member putting
it ls entitled to a reasonable reply from any
Minister of the Crown or any other member
to whom the question ls put. The rule
carries the Implication just as much as does
the rule of law that when a statute pro-
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vides that a thing shall be done on a cer-
tain day, it carries the implication that the
thing may not be done on any other day.
When this question was put, it was asked
for the purpose of getting Information, and
I assume that the question. was a reason-
able and proper one, because it was not
ruled out of order. The MInister, there-
fore, ought to give the information. I am
not imputing any blame to him for the
way in which he desired to reply, but what
I do complain of Is that he refused, when
requested by us; to give his reply in the
usual manner, so that it might appear ln
full on "Hansard." The essence of the
rule is that when a question ls put and re-
pUled to, the full reply should be given to
the House and put on record, and therefore
there can be no ground for complaint when
we desire to bave as complete an answer as
possible.

That being the case, although it is a very
awkward and roundabout way to get the
information on "Hansard," I do not see
any other way ln which that could be ae-
complished except the one taken of moving
the adjournment of the House. ·If there
were any other way, the one we took might
be open to objection ; but ln my opinion,
we took the only way open to us of getting
the answer on "Hansard," and the desira-
bility of having the answer on "Hansard,"
so that we might have the question and
answer on record together, is our justifica-
tion for the course we bave taken.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). If I understood the
right hon. First Minister rightly, he spoke,
ln his opening remarks, of the course
taken by this side as belng somewhat
of an abuse of the privileges of
Parliament or the ordinary proced-
ure of Parliament. Later on I understood
yqu, Mr. Speaker, to bave decided that the
member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster), ln mov-
ing to adjourn the House, took the means
recognized as strictly parliamentary and cor-
rect. If that be the case, I think the First
Minister should certainly qualify the re-
marks he made, or withdraw them. If I
understood you correctly, Mr. Speaker, the
hon. member for York acted strictly within
parliamentary usage In the motion he made,
and I am sure there was no intention on
the part of any hon. member on this side
to abuse the privileges or procedure of Par-
liament. It would seem also, from the state-
ment just made by so experienced a mem-
ber as the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) that no other method was open
to those who wlshed to have that particular
answer in such form as would entitle it to
receive a place ln the pages of "Hansard,"
so that I think the strictures of the right
bon. Minister were somewbat out of place.

THE YUKON INVlhTIGATION.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

Mr. SPROULU.

1. Has any official or unofficial or other com-
munication been received by the Government
from Mr. Ogilvie respecting the commission of
irquiry ?

2. If so, what le its purport ?
3. Will the hon. the Minister of the Interior

lay upon the Table of the House that portion
of the private letter from Mr. Ogilvie referring
to the subject to which the Minister alluded on
15th May, 1899, in the House of Commons ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). 1. Yes. 2. The report has been
received. 3. Inasmuch as the remarks lu
reference to the subjeet are Intermingled
with references of an unofficial and private
character, it le not considered proper to
lay a copy of then upon the Table of the
House.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman has not replied to the sec-
ond part of the question.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
bave said that a report has been recelved
which indicates that it is a report from
Mr. Ogilvie. The hon. gentleman does not
exDect me to read the report.

WM. BEAUMONT, 0F COWICHAN.

Mr. MeINNES asked:
1. Was William Beaumont, Esq., of Cowichan

district, British Columbia, the postmaster at
Maple Bay at the time British Columbia entered
confederation ?

2. Vas any salary due him as such postmaster
by the Colony of British Columbia when it en-
tered confederation ?

3. Did the Dominion assume the liability ?
4. Has Mr. Beaumont filed a claim with the

Postmaster General for such salary ?
5. If so, has the claim been investigated, and

with what result ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-

lock). Mr. Wm. Beaumont was not post-
master wh·m British Columbia entered con-
federation, there being no regular post office
at Maple Bay at that date. There was,
therefore, no salary due to lim at the date
in question. No liabllity existed in this case.
Mr. Beauinont 'bas on different occasions ap-
phed te be paid for services rendered by him
prier te confederation for voluntary distribu-
tion of mail matter te settlers of Maple Bay
from ;his store there before the establishment
of the regular post office. The matter has
been investigated many times wlthin the last
twenty years, and the claim disallowed on
the ground that there was no lability on the
part of the Dominion Government.

DREDGING THE RIVER SYDENHAM.

Mr. CLANCY asked:
How much has been spent In dredging the

River Sydenham since the year 1896 ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr.

Flsher). The Minister of Publie Works has
sent me the answer to this question. The
expenditure for dredging the River Syden-
ham from 1896 to date Is $1,649.25.

3820[COMMONS]3819



[MAY 29, 1899]

SALARIES, BRITISH COLUMBIA LIGHT-
HOUSE SERVICE.

Mr. MeINNES asked:

Is the Minister of Marine considering a read-
justment fthe salaries paid In the lighthouse
service ln British Columbia.?

If so, when Is it expected the changes will take
effect'?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). A report Is
being prepared by the Deputy Minister of the
duties and services performed by the light-
bouse keepers ln Britisb Columbia, together
with the salaries paid to eaeh of them. Until
the report Is received and considered it is lin-
possible to say whether there will be any
changes.

OYSTER BEDS, OYSTER BAY, B.C.

Mr. McINNES asked :
1. Is the Government aware that the Esquimalt

and Nana!mo Railway Company claims the oyster
beds at Oyster Bay under and -by virtue of letters
patent from the Doninion, and that the said
company has Interfered with and damaged oyster
beds cultivated by lessees of the Dominion ?

2. Have the respective rights of the said com-
pany and of the lessees of the oyster beds been
investigated ?

3. If so, what are their respective rights in the
oyster beds ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. Yes. 2
and 3. The claims referred to in the question
were subimitted by the Department of Marine
to the Department of Justice, with a request
for ,the'r opinion as -to their validity. A
written opinion has been received, a copy of
which I will be glad to give to the hon. gen-
tleman if ihe so desires, or if he prefers to
nove for the correspondence, it will be
promptly brought down.

Lr. PRIOR. What is the purport of It ?
The MIISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I do not wish to state the
purport of a legal opinion w¶hich is qualified
a good deal throughout. The hon. gentleman
knows how difficult it would be to summarize
such a document. i prefer that the opinion
sbould be moved for and brought down.

GEORGE PEPIN, EMPLOYEE CHAMBLY
CANAL.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Has George Pepin, employed on the Chambly

Canal, been accused of keeping a general store,
contrary to the rules and regulations of the De-
partment of Railways and Canals ?

2. Is the Government aware that during the
inquiry held in regard to the management of said
canal, George Pepin admitted under oath that he
did own and manage a general store?

3. What steps do the Government intend tak-
Ing in this matter ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Mr. George Pepin,

employed on the Chambly Canal, bas been
aceused of keeping a general store, contrary
to the rules and regulations of the depart-
ment. 2. The Government is aware that Mr.
Pepin, during the inquiry held in regard to
the management of the said canal, admltted
under oath that he did own and manage a
general store. 3. The Government have in-
formed him that he muet choose between his
office on the canal sta end -the keepIng of a
general store; that là to say, if he elects to
keep bis store. he muet resigu bis position on
the canal staff, or vice versa.

TIDAL LANDS BELOW STEVESTON, B.C.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. Under whose control (Federal Government
or Local) are the 37-29 acres of- foreshore and
tidal lands, situated west of and Immediately
adjoining section 9, range 7 west, block 3 north,
N.W.D., about two miles below Steveston, British

i Columbia ?
2. Was an application made to the Department

of the Interior, or to the Department of Marine
and Fisheries in 1892, for a lease of these lands,
and if so, to which department was the applica-
tion made ?

3. Was applicationn to either department, as
aforesaid, made in 1896, and if so, to which and
by whom ?

4. Were other applications subsequently made,
and If so, by whom ?

5. If applications were made in any of the
above years to either of said departments, wbat
was the reply ?

6. If any communication to any one has been
made by either of the above departments on this
subject, what Is the purport of the last ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The de-
partment of the Interior have furnished me
with the information so far as it is able to
give it. I an fot able to answer the ques-
tion to-day. It is a rather complicated mat-
ter, and I wish to find out how far the fore-
shore to which the hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) refers is part of
the harbour.

THE MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
AND MR. FAWCETT.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
esked :

Has the bon. the Minister of the Interior con-
sulted Mr. Fawcett, as promised on 19th April
last ("Hansard," page 1879) ? If so, what is the
result ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). Yes. Mr. Fawcett states that Mr.
Wade did not advlse hlm respecting the re-
cording of -mining claims or duties of his
office.

LETTERS REFERRED TO BY THE MIN-
ISTER OF MARINE AND FISHERIES.

Sir CHARLES 1HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. Does the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles Intend to lay upon the Table of the House
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of Commons the " large number of letters " re- The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
ferred to by him in debate on 14th April, 1899 lock). 1. Yes, the Government bas Slled for
(" Hansard," page 1642) ? tenders for oarrying the mails from the rail-

2. If not, why not ?C2. I flo, wb flo? jway station to Lang post office. 2. Three.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND 3. Andrew Colville, $63 per annum; Adam

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The letters Johuston, $64 per annum e Robert Speirs, $69
referred to by me ln the debate of 14th April per annum. 4. Andrew Colville.
last were personail and priva-te. Not beling
public documents, it is not my intention toe!MAILS FR0M LAVELOCK TO OAIC
lay them on the Table of the House. LAKE POST OFFICE.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
Why did you refer to them, then? Mr. LANG (by Mr. Somerville) asked

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND 1. Have the Government asked for tenders for
FISHERIES. I had a riglit to refer to carrying the mails from Havelock to Oak Lake
the.post office?

2If so, w-ho were 'the tenderers?
MR. J. W. WILLISON. 3. Mbat was the amount o! each tender?

4. To whorn was the contract awarded ?
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER rTle POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-

asked :lock). 1. Yes, the Governmnent have askcd
1. Is J. W. Willison, Crown timber agent ln for tenders for carring the mails from Have-

Yukon district, mentioned on page H-26, Public lOck'to Oak Lake Post Office. 2. Samuel
Accounts, a brother of the J. S. Willison, Esq.,!Hubble and Robert McCutcheon. 3. Samuel
editor cf the Toronto "'Globe " newspaper? 'Hubble, $60 per annum, and Robert eCut-

Th MNSTR FTE ITRIR heon, $65 per annum. 4. Samuel Hubble.The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr. i
Sifton). No.

CANADA EASTERN RAILWAY.
MR. PHILIP WALSH.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER Has any promise been given, directly or in-
asked : directly, by any ember of the Government of

1Canada to the Canada Eastern Railway Company,1. What relation, if any, to Major Walsh, is or to any person connected therewlth or inter-
Phil. Walsh, mentioned in Public Accounts, H-26,
as timber agent in Yukon territory, at $100 a there ingrtoward terohe oehat

onth ?railway for the use o the Goverment?
2. Is he still in the employ of the Government?

If not, when did he leave the Government ser- The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
vice? 1 CANALS (Mr. Blair). No promise as been

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.! made or given by or on behaif
Sifton). 1. Philip Walsh is a brother of o! the Government, either directly
Major Walsh. 2. No. He left the Govern-'ior Indirectly, to purchase the Can-
ment service on the 31st August, 1898. ada Eastern Railway. In answer to ad-

dresses whieh have been presented to me,
EXTENSION OF FRANKING PRIVI- both publlcly and privately, by Boards of

i Trade and ýmunicipal bodies In New Bruns-LEGE.LE!E. wick, turging the taking over of the Canada

Mr. TAYLOR (by Mr. Bergeron) asked :Eastrn Railway la the interest of the pub-
lic and of the Government rallway, I bave

Is it the intention of the Postmaster General stated publicly and privoeely that whlle fot
to extend the franking privilege to members of!authorlzed to speak for the Government or
the local legislatures of Canada on legislative otherwise than for myseif lndlvldually. I had
reports during the recess of the respective legis-
latures ? ï sonally faveur the Grovernment ownership

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-;of that ralway if the same could be bad
lock). The Postmaster General has no power upon proper terms, and that upon an oppor-
to extend the franking privilege. That Is tune occasion I would take up the subjeet
entirely regulated by the Post Office Act. with my colleagues and submit the same fSr

their consideration. I have not made any
MAILS FROM RAILWAY STATION TO further or other prmise or statement than

LANG POST OFFICE. the above to any one connected with or ln-
terested In the Canada Eastern Railway.

Mr. LANG (by Mr. SomervIlle) asked: POSTMÂSTER 0F GALT, ONT.
1. Have the Government called for tenders

for carrylng the. mails from the railway station
to Lang post offie?

2. If so, how many tenders were received? ?.WoI h rsn otatra at n.
3. What was the amount of each tender? ?.We a iea ltd
4. To whom was the contract awarded? ?.Wa bi aay

Bir CHARLPSSHMASTER GENERALo(Mr.oM)-
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-'
lock). 1. Wm. S. Turnbull is postmaster of,
Galt, Ont. 2. He was appointed on the 1st
of Mareh, 1899. 3. He is allowed the usual
percentage, wMehi v.aries with the revenlue of
the office.

POST OFFICES. INVERNESS COUNTY.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

Has the Government changed the location of
the post office at Strathlorn, in the county of
Inverness ? If so, why ?

(a) Has A. D. McLean, the former postmaster
at Strathlorn, been removed from office? If so,
for what reason ?

(b) Was the reason for his removal, if any,
communicated to Mr. McLean before his removal?

(c) Were there any charges of official wrong-
doing made against the said A. D. McLean as
postmaster ? If so, what were the charges, and
by whom made ?

(d) Who Is appointed postmaster at Strathlorn
as successor to A. D. MeLean ? On whose appli-
cation was the new appointment made ?

(e) Has the Government established a new post
office called the " Willow Bank " post office, in
the district of Strathlorn, in Inverness County ?
If 80, why ?

(f) Who ls the postmaster at Willow Bank, and
on whose application has he been appointed ?

(g) Is the Government aware that the new post
office at Willow Bank and the Strathlorn office
are within three-quarters of a mile of each other
on the same road-the road leading from Mabou
to Margaree ? What salary attaches to each of
these offices ? Will each of them be a money
order office ?

(h) Did the people of Strathlorn, or any of
them, by petition or otherwise, ask for the estab-
lishment of the Willow Bank post office, or for
the removal from office of A. D. McLean, the
former postmaster at Strathlorn ? If so, who
asked ?

(i) Is the Government aware that the new post
office called Willow Bank, is also within one
mile of the Glenville post office on the same
road-the road leading from Mabou to Margaree?

(j) Has John N. MeLellan, postmaster at Deep-
dale, in the district of Strathlorn, Inverness
County, been recently removed from office ? If
so, for what reason ?

(k) Was the reason for his removal from office,
if any, communicated by the Government to Mr.
MeLellan before his removal ?

(1).Were there any charges of official wrong-
doing made against the said John N. MeLellan
as postmaster ? If so, what were the charges,
and by whom made ?

(m) Who Is appointed as successor to the said
John N. McLellan as postmaster, and on whose
application was the new appointment made ?

(n) Did the people of Strathlorn, or any of
them, by petition or otherwise, ask the Govern-
ment to remove John N. MeLellan from the
office of postmaster ? If so, who asked ?

(o) On whose recommendation did the Gov-
ernment remove from office as postmasters A. D.
MoLean and John N. McLellan, the postmasters
referred to ? How long has each of them been a
postmaster ? Were they honest and efficient
postmasters ?

(p) HRas the Government removed, or le it the in-
tention to remove from office, Walter McDonald,
Esq., postmaster of Glendyer, Mabou ? If s0,
for what reason ?

- (q) Has any reason been communicated by the
Government to Mr. McDonald ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock). 1. Yes. To obviate the existing over-
Sappinlg of two mail services over the one
route, and to accommodate the neighbouring
coal miniig village as well as the greater
number of the people of Strathlorn. (a)
Yes; because the post office was removed.
(b) No. (e) No. (d) William D. LawreDCe.
The Postmaster General assuming full re-
sponsibility for his appolntment. (e) Yes.
To accomaiodate the public in that locality.
(f) Duncan MeLean, Esq. The Post-
master General assumed full responsibility
for his appointment. (g) The Governm'ent
is not aware that those offices are within
three-quarters of a mile of one another.
(h) The people's representative in Parlia-
ment asked for the establishment of the
office.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What salary attaches to each of the offices
in (di ? That is not answered. And will
each of them be a money order office ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The sal-
ary will be whatever is the usual salary
under such circumstances.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes, but I do not know that.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It alwp.ys
depends upon the revenue, which is a flue-
·tuating amount. There is a minimum
salary of $10 to each post office, and if tue
revenue of the office in course of time justi-
ties an increase, It will be made.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEIR
Will each of them be a money order office !

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If thefr
is any public interest to be served by a
money order office being established in con.
nection with any of them, such office vrill
be established.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
But they are not now established ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
think there are any at this moment. (1) ThQ
Government is not aware if such is the case.
(j) No. (k) No. (1) No. (mn) No one. (n)
No. (o) Mr. McLean was removed, because
of the change of the location of the office,
on the recommendation of Mr. MeLennan,
M.P. for the riding. Mr. McLean was in
the service from 1874. (p) Mr. McDonald
has not been removed. The department is
not aware of there being any intention to
remove him.

PERSONS IN QUARANTINE SERVICE.

Mr. MONTAGUE (by Mr. Haggart) asked:
What persons are now engaged in the quaran-

tine service of the Goyernment, and what is the
amount of salary in each case ?
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The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). G. E. Martineau, M.D., $2,000;
F. Montizambert. M.D., $4,000; N. E.
MacKay, M.D., $1,000 ; G. Carleton Jones,
$800; Jos. Himrmelman, $1 per day; Rey. C.
Underwood, $100 ; Rev. E. Roy, $100 ; W ai.
Sutherland, $300; J. E. March, M.D.. $1,400;
Thomas McGowan, $300: J. Maedonald, M.
D., $400; P. Conroy, M.D., $400; M. Henffy.
$300 ; H. W. Mutch, $150 ; H. Rindress, M.
D., $1,200; D. J. McIsaac, $400; A. T. Watt,
M.D.. $2,500 ; R. L. Fraser, $200 ; L. Mc-
Kechnie. M.D., $400; A. C. Smith, M.D.,
$1.600: ;Rev. J. A. Babineau, $200.

YULE BRIDGE. RICHELIEU RIVER.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Have the arbitrators on the value of the

Yule Bridge over the Richelieu River at Cham-
bly made their report to the Government ?

2. If the report has been made, what does the
Government intend doing about It ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). The arbitrators in this case
made an award amounting to $36,810.82
to be paid to the Yule Estate for this
bridge. Tie Deputy Minister of Justice e.p-
plied for a reduction of award, as in 1845
the bridge cost about $30,000, contending
that bridge was not worth more now than
in 1845. Mr. Walter Shanley who gave evi-
dence for Yule Estate, made affidavit that
bridge would cost more to construet now
than then. Case Is in abeyance; it now
rests with Yule heirs to apply for judgmen'1
when the Minister of Justice will decidE
whether it is best to appeal the case or pay
the jadgment.

FRANK GOSSELIN.

Mr. STENSON (by Mr. Flint) asked:
1. Is Frank Gosselin, who was employed as

locomotive fireman on the Intercolonial Railway
between Lévis and Rivière du Loup, from 1880
to 1882. when he was promoted to the position
of engineer, an employee of that railway now ?

2. If not, when did he leave that employment ?
3. In what way did he leave ? Did he resign,

or was he dismissed ?
4. If dismissed, for what cause, on whose re-

port, and by whom was his dismissal recom-
mended'?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND) j
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. No, Mr. Frank
Gosselin Is not now an employee of the
Intercolonial Railway. 2. He left the ser-1
vice in August. 1889. 3. He left of his own
accord. 4. He was not dismissed.

PUBLIC WORKS AT BELoIL.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Bergeron) asked:
1. Are the wharf and tee breakers on the Rich-

elieu River, at Beleil, completed ?
2. What Is the total cost of the same?
3. What was the estimate of the total cost of

these works as executed?
Mr. MONTAGUE.

4. What was the estimate of the cost of these
works by Mr. Coste, chief engineer under the
late Government ?

5. Is it the Intention of the Government to
continue the wharf on the lawer or north side
of the Grand Trunk Railway bridge, and If so,
why ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr.
Fisher). 1. Yes. 2. $15,650.13. 13. There
is no estimate on record in the department
as to the probable cost of the works as ex-

1 eeuted. 4. There is no record in the depart-
ment of any estimate having been made by
Mr. Coste of the probable cost of the work.
5. The matter is under consideration. I may
state that the intention was at first to build
a pile structure. and tenders were called for
ibe work. The contract was let to Mr. Beau-
heu. of Quebec, before this Government took
offlice. Owing. however. to the nature of the
hotton. piles could not be driven and erb-
work had to be resorted to. No new tenders
were called, and the work was done by day's
labour.

VICTORIA HARBOUR, B. C.

Mr. PRIOR asked :
Has Mr. Roy, the resident engineer in British

Columbia, made any report during the last eight-
een months as to the state of Victoria Harbour ?
If so, what Is its purport ? Has he reported that
the bar at the mouth of the harbour is silting up?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr.
Fisher). There is no report In the Depart-
ment of Public Works from Mr. Roy. as to
the state of Victoria Harbour durlng the last
eighteen months.

IMPORTATION OF PLATES AND DIES
BY BANK NOTE COMPANIES.

Mr. FOSTER moved for:
Return showing in detail all dies, plates or other

parts, wholly or partially engraved, entered
or imported by or for the use of the American
Bank Note Company, to be used In the making
of bank notes, postage stamps, postal notes and
inland revenue stamps for the Government, with
the valuation and amount of duty charged and
collected.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pater-
son). I do not know how far I will be
able to obtain the information that the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster) asks for, and I sim-
-ply desire to mention that before the Order
goes.

Mr. FOSTER. As far as it can be ob-
tained.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). I would like to ask the hon. gen-
tleman if be would have any objection to
adding to this motion, alter the words
"Amerlean Bank Note Company," the words,

and the Brltlsh A merican Bank Note Com-
pany"?

Mr. FOSTER. Not at all. The only
thlng I would like to say Is this: I hope
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the placing of those words there. whieh will
make the return go back rwenty or thirty
years, will not have the effect of keeping
my information back, because that material-
ly alters the ground to be gone over, ln fact,
I am not sure but that It will go back overI
forty-five years. He might bring down my
section first, and let the other come In after-
wards.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
right.

Ail

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It will
take a good while to prepare the Information
anyway.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think the hon.
Postmaster General wishes to keep back
the information I desire, so that the hon.
Minister of Customs wil understand that,
and bring it down In sections.

Motion agreed to.

GRAIN STANDARDS.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN
Assinibola) moved :

(West

That it appears from year to year the unsatis-
factory state of grain standards has been form-1
ally brought before this House and before the
Minister of Inland Revenue, and that the follow-
ing resolutions have been passed unanimously byi
the Winnipeg Grain and Produce Exchange:--

(1) Resolved that this Exchange request the
chairman of the Western Grain Standard Board
to ask permission of the Minister of Inland Rev-
enue to call together the western members of
tbis board to discuss the advisability of having
inspectors grade on the word and meaning of the
Iuspector's Act, and that the Standard Board
from year to year define such commercial grades
as may be found necessary.

(2) Whereas, the evils resulting from the mix-
ing of Manitoba grain at Fort William and other
terminal elevators are most Injuriously affecting
the reputation of Manitoba grain in the European
markets ; and whereas, the Winnipeg Grain and
Produce Exchange is most desirous of restoring
the reputation of Manitoba grain to its former
high standing, that this exchange hereby ex-
presses its positive conviction that no mixing of
grain should be permitted in terminal elevators,
and also that no mixing of grain should be per-
mitted in a cargo shipment unless the inspection
certificate issued therefor shall have written
across the face a statement defIning the various
grades entering Into its consumption.

(3) And further be It resolved, that this ex-
change memorialize the Department of Inland
Revenue to secure the enactment of such legis-
lation as may be necessary for the carrying into
effect and enforcement of the principle above
enunciated.

In view of the foregoing resolutions, it Is the
opinion of this House that immediate action is
demanded on the part of the Government to se-
cure for the wheat of the west that premier posi-
tion in the estimation of the world to which by
its unrivalled excellence It Is entitled.
He sai: Mr. Speaker. I beg. ln the first
place, to thank the leader of the House for
allowing my motion to stand during my
enforced absence from the House. In 1874.
the General Inspection Act was passed, pr>
viding, among other things, for the Inspee

tion of wheat, and, under the Revised Sta-
tutes of 1886, that Act was re-enacted, and
there provision was made alse for the In-
spection of wheat. In 1887 the North-west
Territories obtained representation in this
House, and shortly after we came down
here, a deputation, led by the members from
Manitoba and the North-west Territores,
waited on the hon. member for Victoria,
N.B., (Mr. Costigan), who was then the Min-
ister o£ Inland Revenue. The result of that
interview was, that legislation was passed
in 1889 which provided that a Standard
Board should be brought into existence for
the purpose of forming standards for the
wheat west of Lake Superior ; and the
grade fixed by that board was to govern the
inspection in ail parts of Canada in regard to
wheat grown west of Lake Superior. Subse-
quently to that. representations were made
to the members from Manitoba and the
North-west Territories, that, owing to the
vast extent of territory on which the wheat
was grown. the differences of climate and the
differences of conditions, that at times It was
exceedingly difficult to bring the wheat with-
in the category of definite standards, and
that, in that way. wrong was done to the
producers-not only the producers suffered,
but the handlers as well-especially was it
impressed on us that the producers suffered,
As a consequence of the representations that
were made at that time to the Mlnister of
Inland Revenue, an Act was passed in 1891,
and the 4th subsection of section 3 provided
that, if a considerable proportion of the crop
of any year had marked characteristies
which would exclude it from the given stan-
dard-to the prejudice of the producer-
from the grade to which it properly belong-
ed. the examiner miglit establish a special
grade, and choose a sample of such a grade
to be the sample therefor. In other words,
it is provided that he should make a com-
inercial grade. That legislation was passed
as far baek as 1891. It was hoped that a
provision would be made. that, If wheat fell
just below the standard to which. at a
glance, it might properly belong, that those
who had the grading of the wheat. instead
of throwing it to the next standard, would
make a commercial grade, and thus, prob-
ably, get for the farmer a cent less per
bushel than the better grade, to which. but
for some slight defect, it might have been
entitled. However, for some reason that I
cannot understand. that does not seem to
have been done. Notwithstanding that in
1892, in 55 and 56 Victoria. that clause was
re-enacted. emphatically showing that the
Parliament of Canada set store by the pro-
vision ; as I say, for some reason that I can-
uot understand. that does not seem to have
been acted upon. and for some time
there has been considerable dissatisfaction
amongst the producers, dissatisfaction
amonast the dealers. dissatisfaction amongst
the millers, dissatisfaction all around, with
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the system that prevails at present. From
the point of view of the producer, from the
national point of view, from the point of
view of the general wheat trade of Canada,
and from the point of view of the Englsd
buyer, on all grounds. It Is desirable that
the Goverament should turn its attention to
this important question. And, now that it
has been again and again before this House.
and before successive Ministers of Inland
Revenue. I trust that the Government will
at last find a solution for the very serious!
grievances and difficulties which exist. I
will say this : I look forward with a good
deal of hope to its being doue. because 1 am
fully aware that there never has been a Min-
'ster of Inland Revenue who came to this
question with more zeal and more desire toi
solve all the difficulties in the way that now!
exist. in the interest of the North-west Ter-
ritories. than the present Minister of Inland
Revenue. How is it that the present state
of things affects the producer ? Men who
are farmers, men who are handlers of grain.
men who are millers, testify. that the
producer is. by the present systeni,
placed l a very unsatisfactory position.!
For instance, suppose a producer has a
large qua'itity of grain which just grades,'
off from No. 1, at the present time, accord-
ing to the testimony of competent persons,1
instead of having the advantage which hel!
would have if he took his wheat to Min-
neapolis or Duluth. of being able to sell It
by sarmple, he has to trut to persons who
may be interested in dealing with it in a
way foreign to the direct interest of the
producer, and may have to be content witb
having his wheat graded No. 2. and taking
the price of No. 2 wheat. The statement
is made by competent men oecupying high
positions in Winnipeg. that as much as 5
cents a bushel has been lost to the pro-
ducer under the present system. But if
only 1 or 2 or 3 cents a bushel are lost. that 1
is sufficiently serlous. Then, there is an. 1
other great drawback in the present sys-
tem. Under it the wheat goes to Fort William.
and it may be a considerable time before
the man who has shipped it gets bis returri
and knows how his wheat has been graded :
and he has no redress whatever ; wbereasq.
if we had such a system as we are told ex-
ists in Duluth. the producer could send his
wheat, say to Winnipeg, and when he found 1
It graded off from the standard to whIch
he thouglht it rightly belonged. instead of
being forced to accept an Inferior grading
and a lower price than the wheat was worth.
he could have his wheat sold by sample, and
get every cent of Its value. There is another
seriou.s aspect. At Fort William and at other
points where there are terminal elevators,
what do we find done ? The wheat of the
North-west and the wheat of Manitoba, the
finest wheat ln the world, Is mixed with
Inferior wheat, and we are assured on good
authority that Inspectors have actuailly
graded the samxe wbeat higher forI

Mr. DAVIN.

the English market than they have
graded it for the Ontarlo market. That Is
to say, wheat which they would only grade
No. 2 for the Ontario millers, they will grade
No. 1 for the English market. The result
of that is that in England, where the wheat
of the North-west, as you know from uni.
versal testimony, should stand at the very
top of the ladder, is at present at a dis.
count as compared with the same grade
from Duluth. What is the reason ? Is it bka-
cause our wheat is inferior ? No, but be-
cause the mixer has mixed inferior grades
with the superlor grade for his own pur-
poses, not in the interest of Canada, very
much against the interest of the English
millers, and of course foreign to the interest
of the North-west Territories. Now, I want
to give some statistics to illustrate how the
producer suffers. In Duluth and Minnea-
polis they have, what it is very desirable w
should have a re-inspection if necessary;
and the result in Minneapolis, for the year
ended 31st August, 1898, out of 9.005 ears
which were re-inspeeted, in the case of on'v
4,885 cars the original inspection was sus-
tained, in the case of 3.853 it was raised.
and in the case of 294 it was lowered. Again.
in Duluth, the number of cars re-inspected
was 5,956 ; the number in which the grade
was sustained was 3,422; the number in
which the grade was raised was 2.491. and
the number in which the grade was lowered
was only 43. Now, the motion which I
have put on the paper embodies a resolu-
tion passed by the Winnipeg Grain and
Produce Exchange. After its adoption of that
resolution. early in April. the Grain Stand-
ard Board came together and passed reso.
lutions, the first of which aims, as one of
the m.mîbers of that board bas declared. at
practically doing away with the board. All
persons interested in this matter. whether
inside or outside 'the board, are unanimous
in desiring that there should be, not a vary-
ing standard, but permanent standards for
certain grades. The following Is the first
declaration adopted by the Standard Board:

We believed, says that board, that by the
present unsatisfactory system of inspection and
handling of the grain of this country, the com-
mercial value and general reputation of our
wheat has been injuriously affected both at
home and abroad.

Be It resolved, that ln the opinion of this
board, steps should at once be taken and all
legitimate means used to restore and maintain
the high standard and character which rightfully
belongs to the hard wheat grown in Manitoba
and the North-west Territories.
Then, there Is a resolution, as follows

Resolved, that this Standard Board approves
of the policy of permanent and uniform grades
for extra Manitoba Hard, Nos. 1 and 2 Hard and
Nos. 1 and 2 Northern, in respect of which the
inspectors should be lnstructed to Inspect accord-
ing to the wording and meaning of the Act.

I think that I shall consult the Interests of
tbe case and the time and convenience of
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the House, if I read the resolutions passed Jof others. the handlers of grain ; as in the
by that Board. and then make some com- case of others, the millers of Ontario-all
ment. The next resolution is as follows :- colncided pretty well in condemning the

jpresent systern.Moved by Mr. W. W. B. Underbill, and second- There was some slight difference of opin-
ed by Mr. Chas. Castle : Resolved, that this
board heartily concurs in the resolution passed by ion as to the solution of the difficulty, but it
the Winnipeg Grain and Produce Exchange on was so slight that I think we may say there
the 15th of March, 1899, viz., that the evils re- was a general consensus of opinion that it
sulting from the mixing of Manitoba grain at was desirable that henceforth the wheat ofFort William and other terminal elevators are the North-west and Manitoba should be in-most injuriously affeeting the reputation of Mani- spected under the Act, that a ermanent
toba grain in the European markets. And fur- standad ud b th e , subjetoany
ther be it resolved, that this board hereby ex- standard should be devised, subject to any
presses its positive conviction that no mixing slight vaTiations that would necessarily take
of wheat should be permitted in a cargo or ship- place, in consequence of mutations in the
ment unless the inspection certificate issued character of the cereal, from year to year,
therefor have written across its face a statement but that, still, there would be the certaintydefining the various grades entering into Its com- that would be found by reason of definiteposition, and no rixed cargo shall carry a provisions lu the Act. And there was also-

although, of course, men like. Mr. King,
That is a very strong condemnation of that whose interests were in Fort William, would
system of mixing grain to which I have re- not agree to that-a general opinion that the
ferred. Tien comes this resolution: inspection should be made at Winnipeg. I

think there was the unanimous, or practi-Resolved, that when the inspectors are called caiy unanimous, opinionithat our grain
on to inspect grain shipped from what are called
mixing elevators, they shall be governed In their should go into the hands of the English
inspection o! such grain by the generai standard buyer in as pure a state as possible. and as
of grades enforced at the public warehouses, and nearly as possible as it leaves the farmers'
no grain will be allowed to pass Inspection that hands, having regard to the fact that. of
is not fully up to the general standard quality course, we postulate that it should be clean.of the different grades coming out from the regu- I think that I shall probably consult brevity,lar bins of the public warehouses, provided that i Iive a few o the opinions that weregrain may be cleaned only (not mixed) under the g
supervision of an inspector or his deputy, at any uttered by these responsible gentlemen.
elevator, without coming under the above regu- What is asked, said one. is the adoption of
lations. the principle followed at Duluth. It is said

that at four or five different points the grain
Tris inspected, one inspector being pitted

That this board is convinced that the time has against another, and, in order to get ri d ofnow arrived when it is absolutely necessary ln that, what Is proposed ? It is proposed thatthe interests of the producer and grain interests there should be only the final inspection atgenerally, that all grain grown in Manitoba and innipeg. I th.nk it is Mr. Bell whomaI
the North-west Territories, passing Winnipeg and n pe I hn it s M ll, whorI
Fort William or south or east thereof, be in-;know, and who could speak with authority,
spected at Winnipeg and houses at Fort William,sa
or rather eastern elevators on Winnipeg inspec-
tion. tion. wheat is worth more than the minimum. but
Thus you have four principles that it is de-!the Purchaser cannot get it because it is in-FortWilliauti before t8-he result of the inspection Ilssired to see carried out. You have lie prin- known.
ciple of a permanent standard; the principle
that grain shall be taken as nearly pure as

If ha car, forsinta, isses gading, that

possible to Europe; the principle of final
inspection at Winnipeg ; the disposal, wher- -he could go into the market and get every
ever necessary, by the purchaser of his cent that is in his wheat.
whe.at by sample.An le reou oi.kthsemkae

Subsequently, some time. I think, about And he goes on to make this remarkable
the 18th April, a deputation, consisting of statement:
members of the Western Standard Board, The market reports show that a car bas gone
gentlemen from the Winnipeg Exchange, marked No. 1 Northern or No. 1 Hard, and just
Winnipeg Board o Trade from boards ofmssed the grade, and was sod for much essWinnpeg oar of rad, frïn oard ofthan the regular grade. The present system Istrade throughout Ontario, from the Board ofj t unsatisfactory from every point, but espe-
Trade of Montreal. and the Board of Trade. ia r t h u
I think, of Fort William-and Mr. King and
Mr. Gibbs, from Fort William, were present MraSpnf a y
-waited, accompanied, I think. by all the
North-west and Manitoba members, on the Every single year you have been above the
hon. Miuister of Inland Revenue, and wording o! the Act, and if the Inspectors had
this very remarkable thing happened,1beon able to grade down, they eould have had 5
that these gentlemen, representing variousen uhlmor
interests, representing, as in the case o!fTe - upsreern otepo

Mr. asti, te prducrs; s i tthaas thce reai grade The pintt sstemis
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that practically the standard of the Grain gain. But I believe it would be better
Standard Boird has over-ridden the Act of for all concerned if there were no mixing
Parliamrent, and wh it is now desired is at all. Moreover, I thiuk that the way we
that henceforth the grading be under the pay our inspectors is a very serious injury
Act. Again, one of the parties said : not only to the farmers of Ontario, but to

When the standard admits of low grade, you the farmers of Manitoba as well. I do
help the mixer. not think our inspectors should be allowed

a commission or fee of so much a car for
Now, Sir, on Saturday the hon. Minister inspecting the grain, but that the inspectors

brought in a Bill dealing with this question. should be paid a salary. Give them a rea-
I understand that the hon. gentleman did sonable and suflicient salary and let them
not explain bis Bill on Saturday, when lie inspect all the grain that is presented tointroduced it, so we do not know what it them. As it is now, I know that it is
îprovides. But I hope, and,,indeed. I an min- qute an inducement to the inspectors to
olined to believe. that it will be found that pass the grain. We have an inspector at
the hon. Minister is seeking to solve the iontreal, an inspector at Kingston. an in-difficulties and proble:ns that I bave re- Zsctor at Toronto, an inspector at Fort
ferred to and m the tretion 1 have sug- William, and so on. Now, in the year 1897gested. The motion standing ln my name we had a very poor crop of wheat in On-
was originally placed on the paper as long tarlo. Owing 10 the wet weather, it was
ago as March 21st. I had hoped to move sprouted and grown and in very bad condî-it long si.ie, but an accident has kept me tion. A great deal of that wheat was export-out of the House, and I have been unable ed to the old country, and I know, as a mat-to move !t, but I am inclined to believe, ter of fact, that there was wheat exportedand I hope, that the Bill that my hon. friend from the province of Ontario carrying the in-
brouglit in on Saturday will go in thie spector's certificate as No. 2 red, that should
grooves I have ventured to indicate. I beg have been grad2d No. 4 or rejeeted. Theto u'ove this resolution. seconded by Mr. excuse was that the inspector at one placeTaylor. said: If I do not pass it as No. 2 red.

Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). Before the luspector at another place will, and I
that motion passes, I wishî to say that I will lose my fees and commission on the
have a niemorial from the millers in my inspection. They knew that the wheat was
section of the country desiring that certain going for export, and so many of the inspec-
amendinents be made in the Bill introduced tors passed it as No. 2 or No. 3 red, knowing
by the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue; at the time that it was not that grade.
but as tlat Bill will shortly be before us, A case came under my own observation
I think it better to reserve what I have to where I bought two or three cars of wheat
say util that time, so that we mighit en- at Toronto. When the wheat came to ne I
deavour, as far as possible, to get such had it inspected, and I found it was not No.
aunendments matie as will meet their wishes 2 Red ; but in calling up the man from
in the matter. whom I purchased it he told me I was mis-

taken, that he had bis certificate that it was
Mr. A. CAMPBELL (Kent). I under- No. 2 Red wheat. I said it was impossible.

stand that the question tha-t bas been that no man who would look at that wheat
brought to the attention of the House by would pass It as No. 2, but would make it
the hon. member for West Assiniboia (Mr. about No. 4. Afterwards I found he bad
Daviti) is in connection witii the subject obtained his certifleate from the inspector
of the BiH introduced by the hon. Minister on the understanding that the wheat was
of Inland Revenue (Sir Henri Joly de Lot- .'coing to be expoTted, and when he found
binière) on Saturday. I have not had an it was not going for export, the inspectoropportunity to exainine the Bill very elosely, Went and took up the certificate and gave
but I understand that it will remedy many huim another. Now, I think we should re-of the grievances complained of. I must move inducements from these men to pass
say that m my experience there is greatL grain that Is not thoroughly up to the stand-need of a Bill of this kind. lu the Interest ard ; and to that end the Government shouild
of ManItoba and also in the interest of the take this matter into their own hands andfarmiers of Ontario, a very radical change appoint these men by salary, giving them
should be inade fnot only in the manner of a reasonable and sufficlent salary, and com-inspecting the grain, but also la the system pelling them to make returns to the Gov-of inspection. First, I think it is a great ernment of aUl the wheat they Inspect. Wholnjury to the farners of Manitoba that there knowg to-day what thei inspector at Port
should be any mixing of grain ait all. I Arthur is getting ? I have heard It est!-think that that should be clearly and dis- nated that he gets $15,000 to $20,oO0 a year.
tinctly prohibited by the Miuster of Inland I do not know how that is, he does ot
Revenue. If there is any mlxing allowed, nake any returns to the Governe st. hy
it should be only on the distinct Understand- should he mot make returns to the Gover .
tng that the certifleate of the Inspector shal ment ? Why should he be conpeîîed to
clearly indicate that the cargo or car or levy a tax upon every car oferain toh
whatever it may be is composed of mxed omnes from the North-west? He shouldtha

Mr. DAVIN.
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put on a reasonable salary, the Inspection dace Exehange which runs nearly on a
fees should be reduced one-half what they î,erallel lin. with the resolutions passed by
are to-day, exclusive of all expenses. Our the Winnipeg Board of Trade. The first
inspectors at Toronto and Montreal, I think, elause of his resolution :
do not make returns to the Government. We That it appears from year to year the unsatis.
do not know how much they do. I say that factory state of grain standards has been for-
this systenm should be ehanged entirely, and mally brought before this House and before the
I hope that in the Bill the Minister is bring- Minister of Inland Revenue, and that the fol-
ing in, he is tak*ing steps toe change that lowing resolutions have been passed unanimously
systemu. and to place all our inspectors on a by the Winnipeg Grain and Produce Exchange
reasonable salary. Let them make monthlyc (1) Resoved, that this exhange request the

or hlf yarl retrnsto te Gveraen chairman of the Western Grain Standard Boardor half yearly returns to the Government to ask permission of the Minister of Inland Rev-
so that we mray know just what they are enue to call together the western members of
doing. Then you will have a supervision this board to discuss the advisability of having
over them, and see whether they are per- inspectors grade on the word and meaning of the
forming the daties allotted to them. I think Inspector's Act, and that the standard board
the matter is a very important one, and i from year to year define such commercial grades

am glad that it has come before the House. as may be found necessary.
I an sure that it will recelve the commen- My hon. friend alluded a moment ago to
dation, not only of the people of the North- e mposition of that large meeting of
west. but of the people of Ontario and atl gentlemen interested in this question, that
those who are interested in cereals grown i took place in the Railway Committee Roomi
Canada. I think if these two steps are where, I think, nearly every mterest was
taken, namely, to abolish the mixing of grain reparesented. There., were at least 80 gentle-
altogether, and to place our inspectors upon men. representing all the various interests;
a salary, compelling them to make returns at all events, I made it a point to invite re-
half yearly to the Government, we wiIi presentatives front one end of the Dominion
have a very much more satisfactory state of t the other, of the principle interests whien
affairs in Canada than we have had in the I thought ought to be represented. At this
P-ast. moment, as every one of my colleagues

knows, we are too often called upon to hear
'Th1e MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE only one side of a question in the deputa-

(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). I think, tions that generally come te Ottawa in
perhaps, the hon. members wlo represent order to lay before the members of the
the North-west would like to take part in Cabinet questions in which those deputa-
the consideration of this question, but I un- tions are interested. We generally find that
derstand they are reserving themselives till there is only one side of the question pre-
the Bil introduced last Sa>turday next comes scented at a time. Therefore, I thought it
hefore the House. The Billlias not yet beer was of the utuost importance. if this meet-
distributed. and it is very difficult for them ing was to be of any value. that we should
to follow exactly its details frem any expla- try and get every shade of interest repre-
nations I may give. At all events, I am in a sented. I think we did so, and I hope that
position to say now to the hon. member for the result of this meeting. and of the Bill
West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), who introdue- that has been prepared in order to carry
ed this motion, that I hope when he las had out the views of this meeting. will show
time to look over the Bill, he will be satis- that no interest has been seriously injured.
fied withI it. Now the first item is in connection with

Mr. DAVIN. It Is not distributed yet ; IBb e
ûoul no gyt Itto-ay.loered by rn-y lion. f riend whe introducedcouldhis motion. that when we organized the

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. içTheMINSTE 0FINLND EVEUE. Standaurd Board on a large scale in the fal
i hope he will be' satisfied upon seeing it ilcf 1817, an attempt was made te represen.
tbat we have earnestly attempted to carry1ail tue different interests. and te give a pre-
cut a great many of the principles which hlieponderating influence to the farmers, that is
considers indispensable ln order to protect te say, te he producers. To that end, eut
the grain-growers of the North-west. and alsoof the 16 niembers on that StandardBearl.
the purchaser, the shipper and the miller, as there were eight farmers, which we cou-
weil as the purchaser on the other side. Izdered a sufficlent number te look after thé
may take this occasion of remarking, before produeîng interest. The other eiglt mem-
discassing the resolution itself, that It Is bers were subdIvided among the &fferent
with the greatest pleasure I see that thlnterests, wbicb were moreor less hostile
hon. member for Assinibola Is able once to eue another. There was the dealers ln-
more to resume his work in the House. and terest, the shippers' Interest, and tlie iiliers'
I am very glad that the accident that befel Interet; tierefore, ne one couîd say for a
hlm has not had any more serious results. moment that the producers' Interest was net
Now, I will take up seriatim the different the predomInant one in the organIzatien or
paragraphs ln this resolution. I notice first tiat board. Although we did what we couîd
that my hon. frlend alludes to the unani- with tat Standard Board, the resuit evi-
mous vote of the Wlnnlpeg Grain and Pro- dentiy was not a satwsfactory one. A simlar
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scheme had been abandoned long before by possible to have a fair and reasonable con-
our neighbours at Duluth,, at Minneapolis, tinuation of our grades. This sets aside the
and elsewhere. as having proved completely practice hitherto followed of fixing a stan-
abortive ou account of the standard vary- dard for extra No. 1 and No. 2, and sending
ing every year. So we have adopted the th-at abroad. We have recommended the
views enunciated by the Winnipeg Produce practice which Is now followed at Duluth,
and Grain Exchange. and by my hon. friend Minneapolis and other places in the United
in his motion. as will be seen in the appea- States, namely:
dix of the Bill whieh I hope wiil be in tfî ilhdi of tho Billmwhch thope wilbern tQ On or after the lst day of November eachhands of hon. members this afternoon. Oneyear, or such prior date as the Chief Inspector
of the clauses says: may deen such a course to bc practicable, in-

spectors shali furnish on demand samples of
Inspectors are to be required and Instructed on grains of any grade, such samples being equal

and after the coming Into force of these regu- to the average of the grain of each such grade
lations to grade to the Act all grades defined inspected by the inspector at Winnipeg.
therein.

Under this. instead of adopting a standard
So far as the inspector grades No. 1 or No. w-hii nmust change every year. in future the

straight, the intention of the Bill is to have inspectors are going to grade according to
them graded to the Act, or, in other words, quality. Extra quality must weigh so nany,eceordiug to tbe meanina, of the Act. Tis-aodin o prte meineofted A. Ti 1pounds to the bushel. and nust contain sucli
point is perfectly well understood, and,i a percentage of the grain to which that qual-tvihk it will grive satisfaction to all parties .ty apl)ilesFointceN.1 utweg
eoncerned. %Iy bon. friend (Mr. Davin) ah- 4 îp'e.Fo ntacNo:Cus egcernd yhn red(r am l say W0 pounds, or No. 2 58 pounds to the-uded. his resolution alluded, and the re-ayushepnand or o. 2 6 per t of

mark o! he nmero~ getlemn wh too lsh.1. and hiave 7.) per cent or 66 per cent ofma rks of the numierous gentlemen who tooki the quality of grain applying to that stan-
art in tat meeting the other day, alluded dr.I sjs spsil ojdegani

to tieseo frior qualities of grain w ic dhd Itis just as possible to judge grainl
votliino eoiiewîthi th m.-i-in, l tetis way as itifoa ulroeil

coul ot coe with the meang e need not see the deals and e need no
Act. and bie graded according to it. s carry the deals aeround. He has his regoula-lion. fient] wilsee in the :ippendix wicu aii h P' aon.H ia u eu
vnll forn part o tins Bll, we are providinch tions. which say that No. 1 pine deas are al-
wform pt tslowed so nany knots of such a size. In

exactly the saine way as the euller need
Should the climatie or other conditions result not carry the deals around on his shoulder,

in the production of a considerable proportion but need only carry the statute in his pocket,
of grain not capable of being included in the the inspector of wheat will be enabled to
classification provided in the Act, the Western grade wheat according to the regulations.
Grain Standard Board shall be convened- Then my hon. friend (Mr. Davin), in continu-
S) thai 'inder this we migbt still appeal to ing his re'narks. alluded to the mixing of
the interference of the Western Grain Stan- i grain. and ny hon. frlend from Kent (Mr.
dard Board lot to grade as No. 1 and No. 2, Campbell), made the same remark, and
grain which lias suffered in tbis way. In referred to the great danger and daniage
that case: resulting from mixing. I think the gentlh-

men froni Ontario, especially those who re-
-the Western Grain Standard Board shall be present the milling interests ought to be-
convened for the selection of commercial grados I was going to say g-
and samples whenever the Chief Inspector shallt l u ll
notify the chairman of said Standard Board that say that-ought to be · satisfied with the
such a course is necessary, and the inspectors efforts we have made in order to prevent
shall grade all classes of grains which cannot be thei being the victims of that habit of
graded to the Act, in accordance with the com- nixing grain before it is delivered to theni.
riercial samples so selected by the board. It will be a protection to them as well as
So tlhat by this means we are providing hothe importers in England. who purdhase
against the danger of the loss whih has
hitherto been ineurred and which, as my in the Bih preventing that mixing o! grain
hon. friend stated a moment ago, amounted, Shouhd wheat o! different grades be loaded to
in some cases, to as much as 5 cents a gether in the same conpartment o! any vesseh,
bushel. will be as much as possible removed. at any point within the Jurisdlction of the n-
and there will be a fair valuation of the grainon ri
which cannot come under No. 1 and No. 2, certifeateShal be Issued for such mlxed cargo,

which certificate shaîl have written across its face
and it will come under these commercialndtwILl on ne hs omra a statement o! the quantities of each grade enter-
grades, graded by the Western Grain Stan- 1 ing into the composition o! sueh mixed cargo, but
dard Board. In that respect we have a pro- no certificate for a straight grade shah be Issued
vision to meet ithe complaint, the justice of for any suclixed cargo.
which I have admltted, that bas been made. In future, I link It ought to be a.great com-
As I was saylng a moment ago, the high fort and satisfaction to the millers, as much
grades, Nos. 1 and 2, are not to be judgedau t, the u r o "In sn Eur9pe..,
any more by the standards which we have r» tiatnceifcteorsaghgad
trade every year, by which the quality of a eise o n uhmxdcro

grai ha vahedceninully malngit m-ind tht Bill preventn thatin ofa grand:
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of grain they are receiving, in what propor-
tion they receive it, whether there Is one-
half or three-quarters of one quality and the
balance of another quality. I thnk It should
be a source of great satisfaction to eastern
men. as well as men on the other side of the
Atlantic, to know that this provision is
made.

Mr. SPROULE. I understood the hon. gen-
tieman to say that the inspection was sub-
jeet to the jurisdictlon of the inspectors of 1
the Manitoba district at Winnipeg. How far
does that district extend eastward ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The district will extend as far as Lake
Superior.

3Ir. SPROULE. Mixing might take place
outside of that district without such a cer-
tificate being given. Does it include Fort
William ?

peet that it will be entirely perfect-it will
be far from what it Is intended to be, if we
do not make every effort to try and render
justice, not only to the producer, but to the
consumer. It is one of these questions ln
which I acknowledge my want of experi-
ence, and I will be only too glad to obtain
every help possible from any hon. gentle-
man who Is kind enough te offer sugges-
tions.

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

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 73) respecting the James Bay
Railway Company.-(Mr. Hughes.)

Bill (No. 33) resp'àcting the Nipissing and
Jaines Bay Railway Company.-(Mr. Ber-

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. tram.)
Fort William is included in that district. I Bil (No. 18) respeCting the Ottawa Eectrie
intended to allude to that in a moment. I. Railway Company.-(Mr-. Belcourt.)
perhaps, shoild have explained it sutficient-
1y at the beginning, and It will appear evi- THE NISBET ACADEMY OF PRINCE
dent by a cursory view of the Bill, that ALBERT.
the district of Winnipeg extends from Lake
Superior te the west, so that Port Arthur Mr. DAVIS moved that the House resolve
and Fort William will be included ln that Itself into committee on Bill (No. 10) respect-
district. and this requirement as to the ing the Nisbet Academy of Prince Albert.
proportion of each quality of grain will Mr. J. V. ELLIS (St. John). While I am
prevail there. That. I think, ought to iot opposing this Bill, I desire to call atten-
give satisfaction to the eastern men, who tion to what it contains. There was a sum
will know exactly in every bushel of grain of $8,000 subscribed by persons ln different
they will receive-which Is grain grown west parts of the country for this Nisbet Aca-
of Lake Superior-what portion of each demy, which was founded at Prince Albert
grain Is included. for the purpose of stimulating education in

Mr. SPROULE. Suppose graIn were ship- the North-west. After a time the aca-
ped to the elevator at Owen Sound, for in- demy was burned, and $7,000 or $8.000 of
stance, and two different qualities mixed accrued noney remained in the hands of
there, and sold to the Ontario millers ; this the committee or the ass3ciation or the
regulation will not apply In that case. I trustees of the academy. The reasons set
know there Is a great deal of complaint at forth in the petition for the Bill are that
times that it is mixed somewhere, and, while the academy was burned, and further that
this Bill would provIde for a certiicate of the North-west Territories had estabLished
Inspection; showing the percentage of each a system of education which of itself was
kind of grain, if it came from Fort William sufficlently good, and therefore the reason
or Port Arthur, it would not apply to the ne longer exsted why tis academy should
elevator at Owen Sound, if the qualities be maIntained. Therefore, it is proposed
were put togethethe here. j to take this money and devote it to the pur-

poses of the Presbyterian denomination, the
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. I local church getting one-fifth and four-tlfths

When I sald that the eastern men ought to going to the general funds of the church.
feel satisfded at the attempts made to put All I wish to say Is that I thInk that money
in their hands such grain as they will know whleh has been given for the purpose of
exactly what they receive, when the grain education should be held sacred for that
has been loaded and shipped at Fort Wil- purpose, and should not be devoted to the
Hiam, with a certificate showing, bushel for purposes of a religious denomination. If
bushel, In what It consists, I am not ready the system of education for whieh this
to say how far It would be possible to fol- acadeny was founded has been superseded
low the graIn afterwards. This regulation by the general educaUonal system of the
ought to apply, and, If the Bill does not TerrItories. the money might very well be
make It clearly apply to such places as Owen given to the general educational funds of
Sound, I think It would be our duty to take the Territorles ; but If that be not done,
care that it does apply. In other words, I then I think the money should go to edu-
consider that this Bill will be very far from cational purposes within the church Itself-
belng perfeet-In any case, we cannot ex- for example, to assist poor young men who
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desire to gain a higher education wthin the tion of the funds to aid the church lu Prince
Presbyterian body. Of course, all the au- Albert, to use the rest for the general pur-
thorities of the church have agreed to the pose of the church in the North-west, by
proposed disposition of this money, and I handing it over to the committee that
would not like to set up my idea of what had been aiding the construction of
Is honest and fair, against the will of the manses and the building of churches In other
Presbyterian Church in the North-west. But localities. It is under these circumstances
It seems to me that there ought to be a that they come to the House and ask us to
public opinion against giving to a church pass this measure. I niay say, that, from
for purely denoainational purposes ioneys the first, the contributions to the fund were
wbich ought to be helId sacred for the pur. under the control of the Presbyterian
poses of education. Church ; so that it is hardly correct to say,

that this Is diverting money fron a public
Mr. THOMAS BAIN (South Wentworth), purpose to that of a private body or par-

Perhaps one word of explanation, from what i ticular church; but it is one of those occa-
I know personally of the circuustances of sions on which, I think, it is infinitely better
this case may throw a little light upon the for all parties that they should give up the
question. Many years ago this educational use of this money, instead of expending itinstitution was started in Prince Albert on in establishing an educational Institution
property that belonged to the foreigu mis' which probably, after a few years, will re-
sion committee of the Presbyterian Church, sult in failure and be of no possible utility.
The academ.y was started under the aus- The committee, therefore, felt, after the evi-pices oif that church; and, while the sub- dence was tendered to them, that the bestseriptions were taken for an academy at and wisest thing to do was to accede to thePrince ALbert, .they were collected fromi request, and close the matter finally.
memabers of that church, and the supervi. Mr HENDERSON. 1 feel somewhat l-
sion and general management of the aca-
deny were under the control of the Presby. terested in this Bill, inasmuch as the
terian denomination. Some hon. members Rev. John Nisbet, who was. no doubt.
mnay recollect that at ,that early day an In- the founder of this congregation at Prince
dian mission was started in the samne loca. Albert, came originally from the county
lity in charge of the Rev. Mr. Nisbet. After I have the honour to represent, where
It had gone on for a certain period. the es- he was well known and highly es-
tablishrment was unfortunately burned out. teened. It seens to ie that this money
The conditions had changed from that early was subscribed for the purpose of establish-
day, and there was no disposition to rebuild ing Presbyterianism in the district of Prince
the academy and start the establishment Albert, and I can hardly core to the con-
again. A general system of education had clusion that there is any right in taking this
come into existence in the interim, and the money which was intended for the purpose
necessity for this original provision was not f propagating Presbyterianismn nthat sec-
so much felt. About ten years ago the aca- tion, and handing it over to another body,demîy was burned, and since then there has to the people of Manitoba or all over the
been no attempt made to rebuild tue mnsti- Territory, for purposes for which the moneytution. It w mas felt by those who were ni- certainly originally was never intended. It
terested tht the money ying lu the hands seems to me that no better monument could
of fte trustees w-as accomplishing no good be erected to the nemory of Mr. Nisbet, whopurpose, aud the subscriptions had been was instrumental, in the first place,I ihav-
given mostlyln small sumas and fromt widely ing this money raised, than to leave it where
scattered localities, in addition to what was I is and allow it to be used by the people
given in the neighbourh,>d. of Prince Albert, to whom it belonged-if it

Mr. HUGHES. Who are the trustees?

Mr. BAIN. I cannot recollect, but I think
they were gentlemen on the spot, appointed
by the church.· But I was pointing to
the original situation, outside of that. It
was felt that it was no use having the
money lying lidle under these conditions.
The first subscription lists were lost, the
local interest ln the matter bad died away,
and, after a considerable discussion in the
church courts, this arrangement was finally
come to. It was advertised ln the locality,
so that every one Interested was aware of
the fact, and there has been no opposition
to the proposed distribution of the funds.

It was felt that the next best thing to do,
In the interest of the church and the people
of the North-west, was, after gIvIng ai por-

Mr. ELLIS.

belongs to anybody-as it was originally
subseribed for their benefit. I think we
should leave it for the purpose of aldIng
them in church construction and for church
purposes, in the particular locality for which
it was originally intended.

Motion agreed to.
Bill reported.

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 129) respecting the GeneýaI Trust
Corporation of Canada.-(Mr. MeMulleu.)

REDISTRIBUTION BILL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would lile to
ask my righît hon. frled ethe leader of the
Governmut, If lie lirs given consderation
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to the suggestion which I ventured to make, The article then proceeds
with regard to the progress of public busi- The sertes of conferences held here between Sir
ness, in relation to the commission. Julian Pauncefote and Lord Salisbury and Mr.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-!1Choate has ended In the adoption by the For-
rier). I have given, and my colleagues also, egn Office of the Ottawa proposais and the eom-
attention to the suggestion made by my hon. plete arrest of negotiations for the re-assemblingof the Joint High Commission.
friend the other day, and will be prepared t
to make an announcement to-morrow. 1I losaeto mke n anounernnt t-morow Canadian statesmen are disappointed uver the

MR. COSTIGAN'S SEAT. resuts o! this preferential tarif shene and
'Jealous of the Increased influence and popular-

Mr. DAVIN. I wish to call attention to ity of Anerica in the mother country, and are"Unitd Canda," ent upon holding the balance of power in inter-the statement made in" United Canad national negotiations, even i varlous vexatous
to the following effet: questions reinain unsettled. This is a phase o

pt aresnt of egtiatrions or the -assembliqh ng

Mr. Nicholas Flood Davin, M.P., made applica-
tion to the Speaker for a seat in the House of
Commons, on the front row, among the Con-
servative leaders,- which has long been occupied
by the Hon. John Costigan.
I need hardly say, that I have made no ap-
plication to you, Mr. Speaker, for that seat.

Mr. SPEAKER. I can entirely confirm
the statement of the hon. member, because
I have nothing to do with thei distribution
of seats, and the hon. member did not apply
to me.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. So far as I am
concerned, I have never heard any sugges-
tion from, the hon. gentleman with regard
to the subject until this moment.

THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY.

Mr. E. G. PRIOR (Victoria, B.C.) I would
like to say a few words- with regard to a
matter that is of paramount Importance to
my constituents, and in fact to everybody
on the Pacific coast, as It is of Interest to
the whole of Canada. That is, I would
like to draw the attention of the right hon.
leader of the Government to an article ap-
pearing in the " Gazette," and, in fact, in
all the other papers, in regard to a state-
ment, from American sources, as to the
Alaska boundary. In the course of a long
article, !It is stated that the American Am-
bassador and Lord Salisbury have been ne-
gotiating in regard to this matter. The ar-
ticle goes on :

Just as the acceptance was about to be given
the officials here were surprised to have presented
what they regard as an extraordinary condition,
which Canada imposed in connection with the
submission of the question to arbitration. This
condition was that, in any event, Canada should
have Pyramid Harbour and a etrip of territory
on the Lynn Canal, without reference to the
general conclusions reached by the tribunal of
arbitration. This port and the strip of territory
on the coast would have carried also the back
country leading to the interior.
It goes on to say, that this bas caused sur-
prise and Indignation amongst the officials
at Washington, and

It was decided not to accept this condition, and
a peremptory refusal was given to the proposi-
tion.

1211

Le pr.een uea ocK wLitî c i- e ng tsu pi ez:
does not consider. Americans need to under-
stand it in order to place the responsibillty for
the possible failure of the Anglo-American Com-
mission where it belongs.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would not ask the
House to allow me to take up its time, if this
was not a matter of such great and general
interest. Anybody can see that this article
is from American sources. This boundary
question is one which is very vital indeed
to the business men' in Victoria and Vancou-
ver, because there is an immense business
done between the Alaska district, the Yukon
district and the cities on the coast.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Prior) Is going to make a speech, I sup-
pose he will move a motion. But, of course,
If he only desires to put a question-

Mr. PRIOR. I am not going to make a
speech, but I wll conclude with a motion.
Although the people of the Pacifie coast are
very anxious indeed to have a settlement of
this question, still. they are in hopes that
the Government will stand up for all the
rights of Canada, as, no doubt, they will. I
am sure it will give great pleasure to every-
body In Canada, if the right hon. First Min-
ister can give us the assurance that the
face that this paper puts on the question
is not the right one, and that the contention
of the Americans is not the correct one. If
the right hon. gentleman can' enlighten us
as to what the Canadian contention is as
to this boundary, I am sure everybody will
be glad to hear hlm. I do not know whether
this Is asking too much, but my excuse is
the great importance of the subject.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). Mr. Speaker, of course I have, like
everybody else. noticed the series of ar-
ticles and correspondences that have ap-
peared of late days in the American press.
I believe I am not saylng too much, when [
say, that there is an evident attempt on the
part of somebody to create the impression
that Canada has taken a; very unfair posi-
tion In regard to the settlement of the Alas-
ka boundary. It bas been suggested in some
quarters that the authorities in Washington
must, In some degree, be responsible for
such a statement appearlng so frequently,
so repeatedly In the American press. I am
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quite sure that the American authorities I and, havIng reaehed that conclusion, that It
Washington are free from blame ln this was net possible by the commission to effeet
matter. I am sure they cannot, la any way, a settiement of this question, by giving and
have authorized or sanctioned any such ex- taking, or by reconciling either party to the
pression of opinion appearing ln the press. views o the oher, we came to the conclu-
for the very simple reason that the American sion that the only thing to be done was to
authorities know perfectly well ln what have the question referred to arbîtration.
position the question stands at the present Weproposed, ani the statement was made
lime. I have only to repeat that the posi- when we adjourned-that is to say, the Bn-
tion to-day. on the 29th of May, is!tish commIssioners proposed-that the arbi-
exactly what it was when the com- tration should be held on the hues of the
mission adjourned ln the month of Feb- Venezuela precedent. That position was
uary last. There has been no change, and, ours, and It was net coupled with auy other
so far as this Government is concerned, condition. The only proposition whicb we
there will be no change. My hon. friend made was, that the matter should be ne-
(Mr. Prior) asks me to state what is the con- ferned to arbitrtion, and that the arbitra-
tention maintained by the Government of tion should proceed exaetly ou all fours with
Canada, or the commissioners of Canada, the unes o! the Venezuela precedent. Ml
with regard to the Alaska boundary. I am staterents made that this was coupled witb
not in a position at this moment to give any any other condition, are absolutely errone-
Information on this point. I may say, that ous. This is the set statement o the case
I hope-without making any promise, orithat I have to make at this moment. I hope
even undertaking to anticipate coming I have made It suflieutly clear to have it
events-I hope that, perbaps, the negotia- understood by everybody lu this House.
tions of the commission upon this subjeet
may be laid before Parliament during the Si CHARLES TIPPER. I ar sure that
present session. As I say, I make no pro- the House is greatly obliged to the niglt
mise upon this point. I hope that, before heu. gentleman (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) for
we separate, we shall be able to lay before bavIng gone as fan as le could propenly go,
Parliament the exact condition of things, unden the circumstances, lu giving a brie!
that is to say, the statement of the vîews expianation of the present position of this
maintained before the commission, and of question.
the point on which we disagreed. While I One of the greatest diffiulties, 1 suppose,
cannot say what was the position maintain- that was encountered at the outset was the
ed by Canada upon this question, stijl I determination o! the meaning o! the term
may, without revealing any secret, say, that coast, or lisière. The United States autho-
it is well known by everybody who has rities contended that ton leagues !rom the
given any attention to the study of the ques- coast counted from the uppen waters or
tion of the boundary, that the boundary Is the Inlets, whereas the British authonities
defined by the treaty made between Great have undoubtedly always contended that the
Britain and Russia ln 1825. According to tenm coast meant the general une of th(
our construction of the treaty-according to coast without reference to the inlets. This
the construction that has been maintained bas reahly been the great bone of contention
all along-the boundary line should follow betwexn the two parties; therefore, it ap-
the crest of the mountains nearest to the peared to me that, If a reasonable arrange-
coast, passing over bays, and creeks, and ment could not be obtained by compromise,
Inlets, which are territorial waters. The s my hon. rIend hys, a national solution
contention maiutalned by the American au- o! the questionmight be !ound by reerring
thonities ail along is, that the boundary hue It toaninternational arbitratan o! suc ta
should be run so as te place In American <haracter as woui(1 command the respect
tenItory the strIp of territory whvch is and confidence o! both the grat countries
given te Russia by the treaty o! 1825, be- n-terested. It ocurred to me dthat as-
yond and above alhead waters. That was mucl h as the contrnued procrastination.and
the contention, I may say, whiWh was main- postponement o! a settlement o!athis ques-
tained ail along by both parties ; and it may tion miglit involve somewhat serlous cou-
be assumed,, wlthout dofng violence to any sequences, If we adopt the proposal that
uuderstanding, that this was the position was made by the B-tiat plenipotentiares,
malntained by the British commissioners.pthat the Venezuelan aefrrence shouid be
The contentions o! both parties were s far the e onshlowed. My night hon. fntendie
apart that I shah fnot surprise any one, V I no doubt aware that Great Bitan yeades
state that It was diffieuit toecorue to an un- two very important Points ater the conten-
derstandlng. Nor shac I surprise any one, tion that was first made, by agreeing that
If I state tmat we endeavoured on both sides e would surender any portion o! tbe
-botli Amenican commiessonerç and Cana- 'Venezuelan terrItor ht could net lie shown
dian eommiseoners-to reacrr a settlement t have been in the poshession o! Great
by a -fair compromise. After we had iego- -BnItain forovrffd ea Thealfours wth

tiaed n tis ass fr alon lmew amequsttemntsfmae that theistwas coupredvwith
to fle cocluson tat eea acompomi y soth er contdtio, baremasouel erron-
coul ne bereahedupo tht qeston:oensnt Thiste se sttemet o! h sme
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portions of this disputed territory by Russia: fact that they find that these rallways now
or by the United States bas been pending bave a great deal of power in their bands,
for a considerable time, and If Indefinitely and they consider that the railway companies
postponed, and if the terms of the referencet are not always ln tbe habit of exerelsing
that was adopted regarding the Venezuelan that power in the interests of the public.
boundary were selected, the question of a They think that gTeater control rigbt well
flfty years' occupation might become a very be exercised by the Government over the rail-
essential one so far as British and Canadian ways Of this country for the benefit of the
lnterests are concerned. people. There is a widespread feeling

Motin t adourn neatied.tbroughout tbe country, and especially ln the
Motion to adjourn negatived.west, that the rtes wih are charged by

these railway companies, are, ln a large nurn-
DRAINAGE ACROSS RAILWAY LANDS. ber of instances, unfalrly discrlminatory ln

the lnterest of central points where there is
Order called for: compettion between railways, and that tey

are gPreatly to the detriment off points on the
Resuming adjourned debate on the proposed rainland of Uthe country, where they have

motion of Mr. Casey : "That -the Order for no competitii and where vhey are not likely
House in Committee o the Whole on Bill (No. to have competition for a long tire to core.
24) an Act concerning drainage on and over the For the purpose of making bis point plainer
property of railway companies, be discharged andtothe Louse 1 w-11 refer tu a statement 1
the Bill be referred to a special commit- have received frorn UicBoard of Trade 0f
tee " ; and the proposed motion of Mr. Blair in one of the central points in ry constituency.
amendment thereto. They point out that they are very mucl

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN) handicapped in their business on acount of
CANALS (Mr. Blair) moved for leave to tec way that rates on the main ue'Of the
withdraw his amendment to Mr. Casey's Canadian Padhic Railway are fixed. For
motion to refer Bill (No. 24) to a Select Coi- instane. take a point like Kamloops, which
mittee. is situated praetically iu the centre of! the

Motion agreed to. malland ln British Columbia; they consi-der that ît should ble-a point from wbich a
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDconsiderable distributing business should be

CANALS moved in armendment to the mo-!doue. and tley flnd that in this matter of
tion of' Mr. Casey to refer Bill (No. 24) tofreiglit rates they are liandieapped iu ship-
the Select Comitinttee, that all the words ping goods from Kamloopsto other points
after "Messrs." in said motion, and so far from the fact that the rates that are ebarged
as the word "power " be struck out, and by the railway company are detrimental to
tne following words be inserted therefor : eteo
Messrs. Casey, Monk, Maclean, McGregor oand CaigKamlops pay higher rates than the tradersand Craig. ata« point sucli as Vancouver. The rate on

Motion agreed to, and motion as amended. t oods from the east to Kamloops. under the
agreed to. tarif at present in force, is $4.32 per 100

potunds. whereas, the coast towns are cha'rg-
IN COMMITTEE--THIRD READING. cd $3.25 per 100 pounds. This is just one

instance that lias oecurred ln this matter,'
Bill (No. 41) In further amendment of the and 1 do not wish to detain the House by

Trad Mak ad Dsig Act(Mr Betran>.quoting a large number off instances, becauseTrade Mark and Design Act (Mr. Bertra).it woud only be a repetitIon of the sae sort
of t'aing. An Instance sucli as that showsBOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONEUr. that there Is certainly discrimination agalnst
a town on the main 1-ne off the railway at a

House resumed: non-competing point as aganst a town at a
Further consideration of the proposed motion peon

of Mr. Rutherford : "That the public Interest tlat these goods that are sent out to Vancou-
de:nands that the railway companies of ver are carried past tbis town of Kamloops,
Canada should at the earliest possible mo-fand that they are carried some 200 miles fur-
ment be brought under the contrel of a Board ther than they would be carried to Kam-
of Railway Commissioners, clothed with full lops. Also, in sblpping from that town to
power to enforce the provisions of the Railway another town on the main hue, the tiudersAct and to prescribe and enforce the observance ofKamloops find that they are handieapped
of such regulations as may be necessary in the because the traders offthe coast are able to
public Interest. get. on the whole, a better rate to other

Mr. H. BOSTOCK (Yale and Carîboo). This points over the ne than they are able to
motion is one that very largely Interests th, get. In eipping from a poit Ike Kamloops
constituency whieh I have the honour to to points ln the Kootenay dIstrict, tbey aise
represent at the 'present time. The question find tiat tley canuot get as good rates. They
of the .better control of the raUway interests find that tbey annot get as good rates frei
of this country is one tihat is taking a etrong Karloops to Kazlo, ln the Kootenay, as the
hold on the peole of ths countryfrom f the people o Calary are fn etthnatsat thesr present

3849 38,50



5[COMMONS]

time, although the distance is very much way, this is a very serious matter in the lu-
less from Kamloops to IKaslo than from Cal- terest of the whole country, and It Is one
gary to Kaslo. The fact of the rates being that demands the attention of this House
arranged in this way prevents the people of and calls for the immediate appointment of a
Kamloops from entering into trade in the Board of Railway Commissioners, such
Kootenay as they wish to do and as they are as is asked for in this resolution. There
entitled to do. I do not propose to trouble are also a number of other matters
the House by going into a long list of State- which require to be dealt with, and which
mnents such as I bave bere, but, I mention could be very much better deaIt with by à
this matter to show, from one point of view, railway commission than by the Railway
the necessity at the present' time, of appoint- Committee of the Privy Council. The ad-
ing a commission, such as is called for in this vantage of a railway commission would be
resolution, for the purpose of going into this that the commissioners would be able, when
niatter. and taking evidence to see whether necessary to travel through the country to
something cannot be done, in the interest of visit the different points, and to examine in-
the people of the country, to help them in to the issues arising between two different
their business, and to try and bring pressure railways or between -the public and a railway
on the railway company so that tliey will company. The commissioners would be able
take a more lenient and more favourable to make their examinaflon on the spot. and
view of this question of freight rates and it is needless to say that the present Railway
help in the building up and development of Committee of the Privy Couneil are preclud-
the interior portion of o'ur country. I main-: ed from doing that owing to the large
tain. Mr. Speaker, that it is a serious matter. amount of other work they have to cope
in the interest of this country, when the with. For that reason also, I think the ap-
nainland portions of the country are not pointment of a railway commission would be
going ahead as they ought to do, and one of of very great benefit to the country. On ac-
the main reasons why they are prevented count of the large amount of work which the
froim developing the Interior as they should Railway , Committee of the Privy Council
do, is this question of freiglit rates. If they have tc do at the present time they are not
had competition between railways they in a position to see that the railway laws at
would be able to ship their goods in a great present on the statutie-book are properly com-
deal better than they can at the present time. plied wi.th by the railway companiles, and I
and consequently, the country would be de- think if it were carefully looked into it would
veloped very much quicker and we should be found that the railway companles do not
have a larger population in these towns. We comply with thc Raiiway Act quite as strictly
see that very clearly in the development that las they ought to do. A little attention pald
took place in the Kootenay, as soon as we to this matter woald be found to be very
obtained competing Unes. We found out beneficial In the interests of the general pub-
thiat the points where two railways came lie. It is, of course, a very ditlicult thing to
into competition, immediately became the get the people in any conmunity to take up
centres and conimenced to build np very a matter as against a railway company and
nuch faster than other points where they it is not at all a difficult thing for a railway
were simply dependent upon the one railway. company to s'w dissensions anongst the
Under the Railway Traffie Association the people if thiey should come together and form
railways were forced. in fact to make com- a combination for the purpose of promotIng
petintg points of these places, and they gave their rights and Interests as opposed to those
to places such as Nelson. Rossland and Trail î of the railway company. A railway commis-
a much lower rate than could be obtained by1 sion endowned with proper ,powers could do
places on the line of railway where they had! a great deal in the public interest to see that
not the same facilities for carriage. The the Railway Act is properly enforced and
town of Nelson has gone ahead very much complied with by the companies. It is of na
faster then a town such as Revelstoke. As use havIng on the statute-books a law passed
a natural point of distribution Revelstoke in the interests of -the whole country and
is as well situated as Nelson and the .,allow it to remain as a dead letter ; the rail-
people settling in Revelstoke would na- way companies practically setting it more or
turally consider that they had great na- less at defiance.
tural advantages for the distribution of Again. we have had discussions in the Rail.
goods in the mining country to the south of way Committee of the House with regard to
them, but they found that owing to the con- the question of the location of stations, and
ditions under the railway system as it is the route of Unes of railway ln the part of
working at present, Revelstoke could, ln no Britisb Columbia I represent. A railway
way, compete with Nelson, fron the fact commission could better look into these mat-
that the railways gave a competing rate to ters, and decide as to the location of lines
Nelson, while to Revelstoke, being ln the and stations in any case where the interests
hands of one railway they did not get as of the railway company may lapparently
good a rate, although very often, the great confllct with the Interests of the general pub-
bulk of goods that go to Nelson are carried 1 hie. There is no doubt that occasions arise
tbrough Revelstoke. Inasmuch as we might when a railway company has the power to
say that the whole province of BritIsh Col- Infliet very great hardshlup on the general
umbia is practicaUy in the hands of one rail- public, simply by tihe location of its line, and

Mr. BOSTOCK.
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it very of ten becomes a matter of Investiga
tion to see whether it is absolutely essentia
for a railway company to build Its une in th(
exact location which it bas been laid out. Il
is a serions matter that it should be in the
power of a railway company ln locatinga
line ; to practically as bas been done heret&
fore, compel people to tear down their house
and fences and to move, perhaps a mile oi
two, in order to be wlthin touch of the rail
way station. In the west that has been a
real grievance in times past and we have nol
been able to bring these matters before this
House or before the Railway Committee of
tie Privy Council in the manner we should
like. I also would wish that this railway
commission should eventually consider the
question of the desirability of the Govern-
ment taking possession of our Canadian rail-
ways. This I know is a question involving a
very large amount of money, and a great deal
of serious consideration as to the best method
of accomplishing it. I find. however, that
people of different classes and people whose
experience bas been so far apart, as men
who are the presidents of the great railway
systems of the Unlted States and the leaders
of the social movement there, have both prae-
tically come to the same conclusion-although
of course from a different process of reason-
ing. The belief of men like C. P. Hunting-
don, who bas wide railway experience is that
eventually the railway systems of the United
States must come into the hands of elither
one or two large companies. Mr. Hunting-
don arrives at that conclusion by a method
of reasoning by which he shows that this
result would conduce to railways being
worked more economlcally i the interest off
all concerned. He naturally concludes tha t
this should be doue by forming an immense
company and not by means of Government
ownership. On the other hand, Mr. Powderly
and others who have consldered this ques-
-tion from a totally different point of view,
have come to the conclusion that in the in-
terest of the people of a country like the
Ujnited States. it would be very much better
that the railways should be owned and oper-
ated by the Government. If we may* take
the experlence of the Australasian colonies,
we find that the railways, run as -they are
there by the Government In the interest off
the publie, are able to afford to the people
very much wider advantages In some ways,
than the railways on this continent, contro1-
led as they are by private corporations. It
stands to reason. that when you have a rail-
way operated by the Government it is operat-
ed in the Interests of the whole people, and
where you have it operated by a company
the company and the directors of that com-
pany have to take into consideration the
dividends which they shall pay their share-
holders, and a number of other matters
whieh are not altogether ln the interests of
the general publie."

They have to deal practically with di-1
versified interests and to make them ce-
Incide as neariy as they possibly ean. Then,

we have the experieuce of coua-tries in Eu-
irope, sueit-as Gerxnany. In Germany they

e have dev5lt with this question from an eu-
ttirely different p'oint of view. The raflways
>there were taken cliargm of by the Govern-

n:ment on aeou.qt of the military policy of
-the country, because it was deemed advis-
able from a strategie point of view that the

rrailways should be kept enïtirely lu the bauds
-of the Governinent. Cousequeutly, in Ger-
t many the railways are al operated by the
tGoiernienlt,-who have us,--d theïn very large-

Iy to encouirage the trade and commerce of
the country. TheGrm' Government have

1dcait wnth the qu.estion of railway rates la
such a way ai. very largely to benefit the
traders aud sbippers of! the country, and to
hielp thei to establisit trade relations wilth

*other couatries. by placinzg rte rates at a
*very low figrure. In this way they have
broughtthRe(era tradler lito keen eoin-

* ç <ition with the traders off England and
other parts off the world iu a way tha't
jwoulcIflot otherwise have bceen possible.

.:%At the saine time, the German railways have
not been found to be a burden on the people,
because the revenue tbey have recelved lias
amotmted to a cnsiderable -suin every year.
Then ithe Goverument bas tixed the rates
on an intelilgible basis which ithe ppople
of the eoimtry can understand. It is «ilniost

i~nossb1efor any ordinary indlivîdual to
undrstndthe priinciple oni whicli-ci rail-

waiy comnpany fixes the rates in almost any
case. The boards off railway officiais who
arrange the rates do not seoni to be guîîded
by any Intelligible priueîpkes that the ordin-
ar-y indivi dual can under'stand ; but where
the railwvays gre mn by ;the Government. as

1i iiey gre in Gercnany, we lind thit the rates
are foundcd on Irntelligible prineiples, and
are estmated, not on what» the traffic will
bear,. but on a g<'neral prineiple that enables
the people of the eouintry to understand the
basis on which they are fixed, and conse-
quently assists themin lunaking their cal-
culations In regard to their business gene-
r4flly. For these reasons. I hoýie that the
effeet- of the resolution whieh we are now
cousidprlng wîll be thitt the Government will
take titis q'istion of the appointinent off a
board of ra.llway eommrlssioners Into their
Immediate considerilon, and that we shal
have a board appointed Iu this country that
will be clothed with the necessary powers
for (lealiag. with this question and for ex-
ercisinzg sucb a. control over the railways in
the -otintry that :we shall be able te get
tlîis qutes-tion off riates mr satls-ftttor.Iyv
settled In the interests of the people.

sir CHARLES TUPPER. L.S pe a k er
under ordtnary clrcumâtauces 1 would not
objeet to joining the hon. member for'Yale
and Carlboo (Mr. Bostock) lu carryiug a vote
of watnt of eonfIdence in the Government,
whIch this undo ibtely Is ; but the case is
too serb-us for that, and ,l arn afrad that
1 shahl be ýeonpeiled ito witbhhold my sup-
port frein the hon. niember. I rather rise

13853 3854



3855 (COM MONS] 3856

for the purpose of moving the adjournment: a suffizient reason, why I think we should
of this debate untd we shall be able to not unduly interfere with railway manage-
secure the atteniance in this House of ment in this country. We are here hIlf
the hon. Minister of Rilways (Mr. Blair). a continent. running parallel along a ln1e
I think the lion. member for Tale and Cari- of 3.000 iailes with the grea.t republie to
boo is taking a very unfair advartage of the south. and having on both sides of the
the Governent in naking such a motion lUne great and varied railway interests.
as 'this in the absence of thel gentl'eman who 1. an inclined to think that the operations
lias charge of the Railway Department, and of a railway commission might unduly ham-
who will he best able to proteet the in- per Canadian lines in that which is most
terests of the GoveŽrfment against this at- imporrant to Canada and Canadians of aIl
tempt. parties ani elasss. that is. the ability to

Mr. BOSTOCK. I might interrupt the. compte, in the most complete and efficient
hon. gentlenaian to say~ thaLt his is nt m mannr. with rival )ines in the Unite.1
motion. I an only speaking to a motion States. That. I think, is a subject that
moved by the hon. miember for Macdonald v.ou)ld have to be very carefully considered
(Mr. Rutherford). 1%efore taking such a very strong step as

this. Therefore. I am inclined. relIuctant, as
Sir CHARLES TUPPEl. Then, if the aim. to give an. support to this Govern-

lion. gentleman repudiates this motion, o nient. to believe it is ny duty to support
course, it will lot be necessary for me to lie Govermîunent againt this declaration oftake u) the time of the flouse at any great want of confidence in it by the hou. gentie-
length. But I may say or his information an who lias just taken his seat (Mr. Bos-as he is a young member of this House, toek), and wlho endeavoured to show, as farthat a numb-er of young members of this js lie is able. that they are unworthy of tiîeHouse have attenmpted this same thing be- n of this House and the couutry
fore ; and I have always found that after aînd ought eo be displaced and superceded
they have been ui this House for some tiue, by, a indepeulent railway comission.and have bccome thoronîghly acquaintedlo.
with the p'iblic business of the country and Nowth, gentleman says hu on
its railw iy intirests. they have finally ar- of the mportant tunctions of tis railway
rived at the conclsion that the country4 (ommi"si would he the location of railway
lias a inueli better prottin in thei Gov- lies. that is to say. that a body of ind.
ernm.euntlf te country than they woul pendnt comisioners would >b, better qua-
havei uder a railwaycommission. The lified to locate a line of railw.ay than th.erlwycmiio. Teaptlsswofli h lolyt ul --most etTcetive system of government of any capitalists who find the money to build it.
country is a system of responsibility ; and I do lot agre witlh him in that opiion. I
just in proportion as you divest the Gov- beieve fh-it the parties who lfind the imoney
ernient of the day of responsibility, and: to build a Une of railway have the 4reatest
put the obligations of govern:nent upn and deepest interest possible il theli selection
gentlemen w-lho are not on the Treasurv of the best line. Why. their whole future.
benches and are not in a position to be held !le succss of their enterprise. all- depends
directly responsible to the people, you weak- upon their wisdom lin the sehctin of lie
en the control of the people without effeet- best practicable lne. the one that will give
ing any good. I have for many long years Ie best convenie-Ice to the people theu-
had an opportunity of seeing the present selves. If any one is interested li locating
mode of mnanaging this subject, that is, by a railway so as to subserve the very largest
a reference to the Railway Committee of portion of the population through whicl
the Privy Coaneil. who are directly respon.. that railway runs. it certainly is the railway
sible to Parliament and ••onsequently to cOmin!Iy. because the success of all the
the people : and I do not believe thiat the operations of that company depends upon the
subsatitition of an independent railway com- wisdom with which their line is located.
mission. however. wisely and judiciously they and if that selection be interfered with by
night be choseui, would. have the elfect of irresponsible parties, you may prevent a

Increasing the public control over the rail- wise investmeat of capital and defeat the
way corporations. or protecting the pub-. object of that investment by making unre-
lie to a greater extent than is the case under munerative that which would be otherwise
the present system. It is a very rare thIng remunerative. That is another reason wyli
mndeed !to have the deliberate decision of I cannot join the hon. gentleman in his vote
the Railway Committee of the Privy Cou- of want of confidence.
cil challenged by any person in this House. Then he objects to te tyrannical power
or eut of it, In regard to one of the most !of railway corporations to expropriate pri-
diffienlt questions 'which It Is possible for vate property. Well. I have had some littie
a Government to be called upon to deal experience, and so have had a good nany
with. Therefore, I thlnk It would be very I other gentlemen in this House. in that mat-
unwise hastily to change a systexn whleh f1ter, and miy own opinion Is very much the
has worked well for the systemi proposed | reverse. Instead off feeling that. the inter-
by this resolution. and put out on an un- i ests off private property owners, whose build-
known sea. There Is anothier, amnd I think jings or farms may he expropriated. 1s in-
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jured by the preseat law, my experience is new Unes to assist in opening up a new
that they manage, under its operation, to i ection of the country, and in that way help
get paid generally two or three times the i t provide for the bringing in of capitat
entire value of everything the railway to tse eaterprises. I speak from the ex-
takes froL them ; and, therefore, I think perience of h.iving had these Goverument
my hon. friend will have to find some strong- railwniys under my charge for several years,
er ground for the establishment of a rail- and speaking fronn that experience, I must
way commission. say that private companies are infinitely

But I find that te hon. gentleman, not hetter qualified to manage these railways,
content with a railway commission, wants both in the interests of the country and of
to revolutonize tle whole raiiway system the railway enterprises themselves, than the
of Canada. What is fe revolution le pro- ;Government is. Every one knows, who has
poses : Why, it is that the Government of given the subject any attention. that a pri-
Canada should become the owners and pro- ! vate corpor:tion, free from that control that
prietors, not only of the Drummond Count.: mifust always act upon a Government in such
Railway, but of the whole of thê' railways natters. construct railways infinitely cheap-
in Canada. I may tell the hon. gentleman ; er than a Government can. In the next
that Canada has had some little experience | place. it is perfectly well known tnat when
in that matter. and Vat at this moment you come to railway extension, you would
we are paying over $2.000.000 interest on th be in no end of difficulty if the hon. gentle-
c(apital iivested in the railways that already , man's scheme were adopted. I often sym-
helong to us. We have expended about i pathize with the Government of the day in
$58.000.000 of capital in the construction oe hlie difficulties it has now to contend wiltn,
Government railways, whici do not return 1 but would sympathize much more deeply if
one farthing to the Governiment of interesti they were responsible for the construction
on the mon.ey invested. Does any pers;n of railway lines out of the public exchequer.
propose that we should extend that oper- Jbecause we would have every member of
ation and become the owners, not only of this House drawing in one direction and
$58.000.000 of railway property which we another to obtain railway extension at the
have now. but of $941.000.000. which is the public cost. The position of the Govern-
paid up capital of the railways now in oper- ment would not be an enviable one.
ation in Canada ? The people of the .country Then, w-hen you cone to the management
who have freight to be carried manage. of railways, it is absolutely impossible, in
under the system of Goverument railways the nature or things. itha a Government rail-
Io get that wowk done at a nominal rate, way can be managed in Canada by he
and does the hon. gentleman think tIfat we Government of the day with the same eco-
would improve our position by extending nomy and suc eess and the same regard for
our investment from $58,000,000, on which the interests of the people as the same rail-
we are now paying at least 3 per cent in- way could be managed by a private corpora-
trest. and on which wve did pay double that tiou. A private corporation is not in a
amoitiit for a considerable period, all of Position to be coerced and pressed by gen-
whicii has beea absorbed, by loading the tlemen to have their friends and relatives
Goverunment of this country with about appointed im connection with the railway
$1,000.000.000 debt. for that it would b i management ; and they are in a position.
a ve"v short time. as it is $941.000,000 now. when the services of parties in their em-
If we were to attempt to buy up all these ploy are not of a kind calculated to benefit
railways. we would have to expend over the enterprise, muchi more freely to get rid
$1.000.000.000, and if the hon. gentleman of them than ean a Government manage-
would apply the same result to that whol meut who have gentlemen sitting behind
railway system that the country is enjoyin, them the relatives and friends of these
in the railway propertv we have now we employees. It is extremely difficult for the
should find ourselves with a burden of in-
ierest to pay on railways, without any re-
turn. of somethlng like $28,000,000 per an-
num.

I do not think it is very likely that tne
hon. gentleman. with all his eloquence and
examination of this important subject, will
convince this House that it would be a
wise step for Canada to undertake the
ownership of all the Unes of rallways in
this country.

The country Is* best served by the com-
peUtion of large companles and varied rail-
way interests throughout the country, sup-
ported by the Government, who are always,
when new Unes are required. whichever
side is in power. prepared to subsidize these

Goveriment. under these circumstances. to
deal with employees as their judgment of
the public interest w'ould dictate. I hope
that the House will not hastily rush into
the proposition of the hon. gentleman, and
involve <this country in an expenditure of
a thousand million dollars for the purpose
of acqriring all the rallways of the country
and undertaking their management. I am
incined to think that they have sufficient
difficulty ln conducting public affairs as
they are, without resorting to that. After
careful examination of this question year
by year for more than twenty years, this
House has steadlly refused to lend Itself
to this proposition to appoint an independent
railway commission, which will relHeve the
Governmient of the duty that devolves upoù
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it, which duty they have discharged faith- I be open tto the pressure whieh is now put
fully and well, to interpose persons who are upon the Department of Railvays. And
not aeting under the same responsibility I may say here. Mir. Speaker, that I do
and whose judgment I do not believe would not see, 1 never could see, any reason why
be as conducive to the public interest as it woulid not be possible, in a democratie
that of the Government of the day, who- comn. unity lik3 this. to form a ,.ominisslon
ever may compose that Government. I that should be emoved fro:n all the tempta-
think, therefore, that the House would be tions, all the pressure of party and all the
wise -in adopting the same course on the pressure of voters -and able to devote i:tself
present occasion as on past oe.asions and to the management of the railways of the
moving the adjournment of the debate, at , couutry with just as single an eye to efli-
all evenits until the Government has the pre- ciency and to economy as Sir William Van
sence nere of the riember of the •Cabinet: Horne and Mr. Shaughnessey give to the
wiho is priiiirily charged with the control i management of their own lnes. I agree, how-
of railway affairs. ever. with ily hosx. leader that tis '0Otion

rWestsouinds as a moton of want of confidence
Mi.NIo LAS FLOOD DAVIN (West in the Government, because I canut for-

Assiniboia). I think I may be excused. et th.at the righlt Ihoni. Premnier prio)r to
as a member of the Opposition, if I do not his han te cries of. tenGoiernmenrtoffeei iyscf bond fr on% tofollw fyhis liaving the c-ires of fiie Goverunent offeet mnyslf bound for once, to follow my .Canada on lis shoulders. declared in a ren-
leader in coiing to the aid of the Govern- tral town of the North-west Territories 1.at
ment. The speech of my hon. friend from| one of the things that was absolutely nees-
Yale (Mr. Bostock) had the defect ot a dua i jsary to be dealtwith was the olpressivedefénee. 1deaiteowrsthin asppotxegoapross' 'defeTice. His course in supporting a mo-freiglt rates that the people of the North-
tion vhich, -if it means anything, means tak- west had to bear. And only the other day
ing the responsibility out of the hands of the hon. Minister of the int.?rior (Mr. Siftan),
the Government, by proposing to buy up I who is, I suppose, our representative in
the railways of Canada and put them into ; the Cabinet. speaking in a city of Ontario,
the hands of the Government, has led the saitid that at the present minute 10 per eent
distinguished leader of the Opposition (Siri
Charles Tupper) to devote a considerable ilet fa-ire n d to o fa:-merest f.arAwer than is charrd -o Iie f-rie
portion of his speech to diseussing the re- e uline. And yet, Sir, hero is the
lative advantages of private ownership and 1Nposition we are in: Although the Minister
Government ownership o railways. Now,; of the Interlor tells us tiat the fairmers of
Sir, there cannot be the least doubt. a 'i!e North-west and Manitoba are clarged
priori, and as the result of an exhaustivel 10 per ent more than is the farmer eelow
inquiry, that there can be no comparisn >_her line. ani theoigl lhe says somethîing
between the cheapness and economy of!i must ibe done, yet the only tiing we h]ave
managing a railway by a Government de- is amateur movemnents like this which have
partient and managing It by private par- just as much effect piLin prcticl legisla-
ties. Because, as my hon. friend who hias tion as the inseets upon the body of a 'wal-
just àddressed the House bas Indicasted, the low bave upon the eurve of its flight. Now,
department is pressed by members of Par- I Mr. Speaker, it is a reproach on he Gov-
liament, pressed by all sorts o! interests, i ernment of my right hon. friend that the
to manage these rallways not directly in! lhon. member for 3aedonald Mr. Ruther-
the interests of the community. but partly I ford) brings forward a motion like this,
In the interests of the community and partly i which is supported by one western member
in the interests of party. whereas the pri- after another, but In which the Ministry, one
vate owners of a railway only consider of whom should have a measure dealing
what is best to enable them to manage that with the matter, seeni to take no interest.
ra ilway 1n the most efficient and most eco- As the leader of the Opposition points out,
nonieal way. But, Sir, thit question does here is a railway motion of the first conse.
not. I apprehend. come up hete unless In quence, and tne Minister of Railways and
a way whicl is of advantaste to the mnotion Canals is not in his seat. showIng that the
before -the House. The motion before the jMinister who is directly responsible for
HIouse. as I gather, is aetually to take away questions such as this motion deals with,
from the department, from the Government. regards this motion as academIF amateur-those disadvantages that the distinruished ish, of no practical effeet. The people of
leader of the Opposition lias polnted out. Manitoba and the North-west shôuld not
Because. If you have a railway commission. be placed in a position where a Govern-
and that commission be appointed by the ment that is in Its fourth session, and nearGoverrnment and given power from the 1ov- the completion of its third year, a Govern-ermnent ander an Aet that would make It ment that has promised them. both by re-as independent of the Government of the solution, by speech and by propagandlst
day as Is the Auditor General, it Is manifest pamphlets, relief in regard to freight rates--that that railway commission would not be I say those people should fot find themselvesoppn to the suspicion that ait this moment at this ho ar in the face of that declarationattaches, apparently to the Railway Com- from their own Minister in the Cabinet,mittee of the Privy Councl, nor would lt makng a confession almost o! incompetence.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
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At the present time the western farmer bas lation is increasing by leaps and bounds,
to pay 10 per cent more than the farmer and transportation companies are being
below the line. Something must be done, formed in every direction. It is Impossible
and the only something that is done is an for tue Railway Committee of the Privy
zieademic motion like this, proposed by one Couneil, no matter how efficient they are,
of the supporters of the Minister of the to deal with all such matters, so I think it
Interior in this House. Sir, I must say that! is high time that a commission was appoint-
I know nothing so calculated to impress the ed to deal with all these questions that are
farmers of that region with the conviction irisin,. As the hon. member for West As-
-that this Government has not their interests siniboia (Mr. Davin) bas said, the people of
at heart, as the spectacle that we have here Manitoba and the North-west suffer more
to-night; the Minister of Railways and from discrimination in freight rates than
Canals out of his seat, my hon. friend from the people of any other portion of this coun-
Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford) moving this mo- try, there is no doubt about that. We are
tion. mv hon. friend from Yale (Mr. Bostock) paying, and paying through the nose. for
supporting it in the way he has done, the everything we get from the railway corpor-
Minister of the Interior not here to help ations in the west. Although those corpor-
him. and the Government listening in a ations have been subsidized by large tracts
languid manner. hoping as soon as possible ef land and large amounts of money from
to get this troublesome question off the the public chest, there is nobody at the
tapis. present time to see that they treat the peo-

ple as they ought to be treated. Now. I do
Mr. T. O. DAVIS (Saskatchewan). I iot think ihat such a commnission can e

think it is uncalled for on the part of the called an cxperiment. Railway commission3
leader of the Opposition to read a lecture have worked successfully in the United
to the hon. member for Yale and Cariboo Etates, and have worked in the interests

Mr. Bostock), becaiuse that hon. gentleman of the people. they have a successful rail-
hams seen fit ro discuss a question in thiiÎ 1way commission in England. and I thiuk
flouse that directly interests the people we eould not be going far astray if we ap-
of his constituency, and also the people or pointed a similar commission in this coun-
Manitoba and the North-west Territories. try. I say that to-day we are in this coun-
Now. the Lon. gentleman las told us thatj try practically at the mercy of these great
young meinbers who have come into this railroad coiporatioms. They are enabled to
House have been in the habit of bringing imanipulate the freight rates back and forth
legislation like this before the House of in such a way that the ordinary layman can-
Commons time and again. But lie went not at all understand what they are doing;
further and told us that after they had sat for thftt reasoni the meibers froin the west
in this House for several years they seemed 1 who have been iooking inta tiis matter,
to lose their enthusiasm. I would infer that J and whose constituents have suffered, tbink
he means that after they had sat in this it time to bring it before tle Fluse. Take
House for many years. they must have cone the question that was brouglt up this ses-
under the influence of these great railway sion by the hon. nienber for East Assiniboia
corporations which have been spoken about(Mr Douglas). For two years iow lie bas
this evening. I think it is only right thab gI
any uember who represents a constituency 1 lieve the farmers of tewest frointh- in-
in any part of the country should discuss a justice tliey have been suffering. No longer
quest;on of this kind. and I think they maV Élan hast year that hon. member show-
do so without expressing want of confidence
in the Goverament. Now. the hon. genile- befrethi-,HouSe, that the Canadian Pacific
man wound up his speech by saying that Ralway Company lad entered into an un-
ne hoped this House was not going to vote bargain witù a lot of gentlemen
a thousand million dollars to buy up the'in Manitoba for the purpose of giving them
rairoads of the country. In reading this a preference; in other words, these gentie-
motion I find in it nothing at all about nen were to build certain elevators at cer-
buying up the railroads of the country. The tain points on te railioad, and the Cana-
motion proposes that we shall appoint a rail- J<an Pacifie Railway Company would take
way commission to deal with disputes, and no grain fram any farmner's wagon, or from
freight rates, and anything else that may' any it warebouse, 'ut only fron these
come before them. He says that the Rail-elevators. It has been pointed out that
way Comnittee of the Privy Council is a under the Raiiway Act the railways were
very efficient body. and I agree with the obl!ged, as cemmon carriers, to take the
hon. gentleman that they are. But I wouldproduce of any farmer presented to them
like to draw his attention to the fact that at any tinie.-Tbat bas been brought to their
they are a very busy body of men, and they attention, and of course the eompany bas lad
cannot be expected to deal with all the to take back water. Now. if there lad been
minor details which would come before a a railway commission in this country there
railway. commission, If such a commission wouhl have been no necessity for my bon.
were appointed. Now, we know that this frlend from East Assiniboia (Mr. Douglas) to

counry s deelohng eryrapliyth op t trie ta quein tbefore the House Tae
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cause the railway commission would have amount of traffie coming from these branch
dealt with It at once. There are other ques- lines as an addition to the traffie of the main
tions he has brought up this year ln connec- line. The people in the west and ln other
tion with elevators, that a railway commis- portions of the country should not be called
sion could have dealt with and with which J upon to pay higher rates on the branch
this House would not have been troubled . lines as on the main line. I have here a

Now, who should compose this railway sample case of the arrangement of a railway
commissien ? I think that we should have tariff, which I will give as an Illustration.
three commissioners, and they should be We will take the question of the transporta-
among the very best men that we can find tion of coal oil. The distance from Petrolea,,
in the Dominion of Canada, men who .have. ln Ontario, to Winnipeg is some 1,400 miles.
a great deal of experience in their own lines. We find that railway, corporation carrying
I think we should appoint a business man. coal oil from Petrolea to Winnipeg for 61
we should appoint a gentleman who has had cents per 100 pounds. From Winnipeg to
a great deal of experience with railway com- Prince Albert the distance is only 600 miles,
panies. sciedules. tariffs. and all that sort yet that rai1w y corporation charges 64
of thing ; and then we should appoint a cents for carrying that coal ou from Winni-
first-ciass lawyer who would be able to ad-!peg b Prince Albert-64 cents for carrying
'vise and assist his colleagnes lu legal ques-icoal ou 600 miles, when they carry it 1,400
tions. In order to get gentlemen of that miles, in a part of te country where there
character we should have to pay them well, is competition, for 61 cents. There is an-
because they would be able to earn, in theltother siew of tiis question. If you add to
fields from which we would take them.gether the two local rates, from Petrolea to
probably, $5.000 to $8,000 a year. You could Winnipeg, and from Winnipeg to Prince AI-
niot get good men to act on a commission! bert, you find that they are less than the
of this kind unless you were prepared to throug rate from Petrolea to Prince Albert;
pay them salaries as high as that. I may 10 that lb would pay a merclant inbusiness
mention another point which I hope will to buy bis coal oil in Petrolea, slip it to
prove satisfactory to the leader of the Op-W ioino
position.. i claim that if men of this kind again, and ship it to Prince Albert. lb Is
were appointed it would be necessary that higli ime that something was doue. that
they should be put altogether outside of!those railway corporations shah be brought
poitics, i they were to perform to book about this matter. do not pro-
efficiently. I would suggest that althougphos t aeupany moteo. iemeo
they would have to be appolnted by the, fouse.
Governmenit of the day, after they were ap- Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford) las brouglt
pointed. they should be like the Auditor- ais motion oro th se.iink k is
Gencral and not removable by any Govern-

ment becuse f yo didflotleav tîo tle hou. leader o! the Opposition has saidmient. becauise if you did not leave theml
wlolly independent, they would be of very aboutlI tbink tlat every lon. nember
little use. to the people of this country. rbte west, or from any other portion o!
Now, a word in reference to discriminationo cuntrosarit b eis vlo
and freigat rates in the North-west Terri-
tories. I know there are some who conbonfd task by the on. leader oteOpposition.
that such a commission would not be in a and 1 may say, blat 1 have very muci plea-
position to interfere with the main line of sure lusuppor'ingte motion o! the hon.peg to PrinceA member for Macdonald.
gu man a ighway lik tm e CanadianPacifie Railway, .,because, under a regula-
tion made by the late Government, I believe J
the companies are free to exercise their own
judgmïent of the amount of money. call It
blood money If you like, that they may take
from the settlers of the North-west Terri-
tories. But the branch lines were not built in
that way. These branch lines were built by J
the assistance, as the hon. leader of the Oppo-
sition (Sir Charles Tupper) lias pointed out,
of the publie, given by this House, and I
submIt that they should be, and that they
are, under the control of the Government.
If there was a railway commission appoint-
ed that could look into these matters, and
Whichl would bave jurisdiction, It would be
able to secure redress for the people. These
branch lines were built as feeders to the
main line; that Is how they should be con-
sidered by the railway companies. The
railway companies should look to the

Mr. DVS

Mr. JAMES McMULLEN (North Welling-
ton). Mr. Speaker, I find that this question
has been repeatedly before this House, and
perhaps it rmÀay be well that I should jog the
memory of the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion by reading to him what the late' Hon.
Sir John Thompson said on this question,
when it was brought before the House by
the late lamented member for North Simcoe,
Mr. McCarthy, who brought a Bill before
this House for this very purpose. He had
frequently had the question before the
House. Sir John Thompson said :

1, therefore, state on behalf of my colleagues
and of the Government, that In view of the in-
formation which has already been gatbered upon
this subject, the correspondence which has taken
place, and the changes which have been proposed
in the countries to which I have referred, it is
the intention o! the Government during the re-
cess to give this matter a thorough investigation
by the appointment of a commission to inquire
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into the whole subject, and ascertain the interests the members of this House, because we
and the views of all classes in the community would then be better able to judge as to
affected by It. The result, I trust, will be fully whether it is advisable that a commission
reported to this House at the ensulng session, should be appointed or not. I may say,
so that the House, before the expiration of this franly thate am n fau fa
Parliament, may deal definitely with the whole ifranki y, that I a in favour of a
question, commission myseif, but the hon. leader

1 of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper)
So it is not a question of yesterday ; It has bas told us, that this is a position
been a question of long standing, and, al- which all youthful members take In this
though the Government, in 1886, ten years House, and that, after they have been here
ago, agreed, when that question was brought a few years, they become wiser and do not
before the House by the late member for uphold such views. That may be so. If I
North Simcoe, to appoint a commission and am spared by ny constituents to remain
thoroughly Investigate the subject, and re- here any length of time, I may become
port to the House at the next session, withi wiser, my views may change, and I will not
the view of dealing with the whole question, Ilbe afraid to change them ; but I am here
It dropped there : a commission never was to represent the views of my constituents,
appointed, and there never was anything according to my best judgment, and It seems
more done. to me that, ln this country particularly, ln

M view of all that has taken place ln the rail-
Mr. LEIGHTON G. McCARTHY (North I way committee of this House, a grievance

Simcoe). Mr. Speaker, just one word in re- exists on the part of the people of the
gard to this question fromn the stand-point i North-west ln regard to railways. I am not
more particularly of the question as a busi-! saying whether these grievances are just
xess proposal. Are the disputes between md -, or not, whether these railways are treating
viduals aud between localities, or the griev-| these people as they should be treated or
ances in regard to freight rates or the tariff not, or whether theret is unfair discrimina-
of rates to be disposed of by the Govern- tion as against individuals or localities. One
ment, or are they to be disposed of by a must realize that an individual who I fnot
commission ? We have had instances occur- an expert, cannot make up his mind as to
ring this session, and prior to it, of the whether these grievances are right or not,
power of railways ln regard te politicians. unless he hears evidence in regard to them.
We know that railways run through pretty I do not suppose that there are many hon.
nearly all the constituencies that are repre- members in this House who understand the
sented here. I do not mean to say, that that question of the difference between long and
fact, of necessity, deprives any bon. mem- short hauls. and the different percentage of
her of his independence ; but would It not charges which should be charged for long
relieve the doubt In that regard which ex- and short hauls by these railways ; they
ists in the minds of any individuals or of are most intricate questions, I know, be-
any particular locality, who may have cause I have had some experience In trying
grievances, if those grievances were to be to solve them.
tried and disposed of by an Independent This, therefore, is a still greater reason why
commission ? The ouly question, then, to1 a commission should be appolnted whiel 1
be considered Is : Would that commission should taire evidence upon these questlons,
be strong enough and capable to cope with and which could adjust these grievances ln
all the difflulties ? Without doubt, a rail- a fair and impartial manner without Laving
way commission has been iost satisfactory regard t any political influence or to any
ln England ; without doubt, railway com- lobbying of any kind. We find-be it to the
missions have been most satisfactory In the discredit of the railways or not-that no
States of the Union. Why would they not sooner Is an Important railway Bill before
be satisfactory here ? We know the enor- this House than the railway magnates are
mous mileage of railways, as compared with here ; even if it be only a private Bill affeet-
the population of this country. Railway t1Ing railway Interests, that seems to be the
corporations are almost all-powerful in this practice. I am not saying they are doing
country, by reason of the very fact that anything they should not do ; but take a
they employ so many men, as compared small loeality whIch has been unfairly dis-
with the population ; so that they must crimInated agalnst. and which Is asking for
have a greater percentage of control lIn this that which they think should be righted ;
country than perhaps ln any other country and we find In every ease that the enormons
ln the world. If that is so, for the purpose power of the railway Is opposed to the weak
of putting a quietus to the disquiet that ex- power of the locality. If that Is fair it Is
ists, why sbould not the Government con- all right ; but if It is not fair it is all wrong.
sider the advisability of a commission being HavIng regard to these important questions,
appointed ? I think the people will feel that they ought ln my humble judgment, be re-
it is to be regretted that the commission pro- moved from the political arena and be dis-
posed by Sir John Thompson In 1886, and posed of by a fair and impartial commission,
which the bhon. member for North Welling- This is purely a business proposal. We bave·
ton (Mr. ïMeMullen) bas called attention to, courts of justice to settle differences between
was not appolnted, and the result made individuals and to decide whart damages
known 1o the people of this country and to shall be paid to a man If bis cattle be killed,

IIMN- -
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or if a railway company expropriates his States. It has been said that they have a
land, and why not have a similar court of similar railway question there, -înd a rail-
justice or board of arbitrators or a railway1 way commission to deal with that question.
commission to decide the differences between But I would like to say, that if the United
localities and corporations, between indvi-: States have a railway question, Canadla's
dual interests and the railway interests ? It railway question is ten times more serlous
1s only fair It seems to me that this should than that which exists in the United States ;
be done. It is right. in my mind that the, because, while we have a country as large
Government should be relieved of an ecnor-,i as the United States, and a population
mous amount of work which can only be of! ilmost infinitesimally smaller, we have
a political nature because while the Govern- only two, or we will say three. railway
ment is here to legislate for the eountry's companies In this country that give us any
benefit when they sit as judges they also competition whatever and in »y far the
sit as politicians. and they cannot separategreatest area of the country, and in 'hat part
the one fron the other. I do not charge the which contains by far the greatest possibili-
Government with yielding improperly in any! ties for the future, there Is only one -ailway
instance. But, of course, I am youthful, and company-and. apparently, only the possibi-
perhaps a s I grow older I may be able toi lity of there being one. Therefore, while
divide myself Into a judge on one day and a the UnIted States, by reason of their situa-
politiclan on the next ; or a judge one hour| t:on and by reason of their conditions, have
and a politiclan the next hour. But if a unlimited opportunities of railway competi-
railway corporation comes asking for some- tion ; we in Canada have not-nor is there
thing that is detrimental ;to a locality then in sight-anything which mlght be called real
the politicians have to sit as judges, and It competition in railways. As the matter
must be difficult nay, impossible, for :-hem|stands at present and as far as we can see in
to separate themselves from the politi-al I the future we are limited to a practical rail-
aspect of the case. The Railway Committeel way monopoly in this country. It is not a
of the Privy Council have done their work question of detail. it is not a question of
well. I am free to admit, but It seems to me 1 small matters with us ; it is a question simp-that greater will be the feeling of respect, ly : Whether the railroads are going to run
greater will be the feeling of the people that bthis country or whether the country Is going
justice is being done, when they have an im-; to run the railroads. That is the real ques-
partial commission rather than the tailway i tion, and I put it ln these words for the pur-Committee of the Privy Council, which miust pose of conveying my Idea, that this motion,find It hard, I submit wlth all respect to the good so far as it goes. Is only the beginningGovernment, to separate itself for the lime and not the end of the solution of the rail-being from being a body of politicians. way problem.

Mr. FRANK OLIVER (Alberta). Mr. The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfridSpeaker I wish to express my satisfaction at Laurier). i do not in any way feel calledthis motion being brought before the House upon to express gratitude to my hon. friendfor discussion; fnot so much because I bee In tle leader of the Opposition (Sir Charleste wording of lte motion, a final cure for all Tupper) for the assistance he ela!ms tothe difficulties we labour under in Canada have given the Government against this at-with regard to railways, but because I see tack-or what he was pleased to call au at-In the bringing forward of such a motion and! tack-upon the Goverument. It is lot aniu Its wording, possIbly the beginning of suchi attack upon the Government ; neither is It aa cure; not by any means the end. I vote of want of confidence. This motionfear that however well a railway commis-,j which is now before us Is simply an invita-sion -may be composed, or however well It tiou to thef louse to consider one of theay be empowered, there are still difficulties; numerous problems which we have to dealln the adjustment of dealings between the| jwith concerning railway transportatlon. Butpeople of the country and the railway com- i my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper) is so pug-panies which are beyond the reach of any naclous that the moment he does not speakcommission. There are difficulties which and some one else does, he sees ln It an at-arise at the very beginning ; which arise j tack upon the Government ; and his spiritand necessarily must arise lin the legislation is so contrary that even though he thinks itpassed by this House, and when they have is a motion of want of confidence in the Gov-been allowed to have their origin !n legisla- erament he comes to the rescue of the Gov-tion here they cannot be dealt with by a ernment. But there is no occasion for arailway commission. However, in so far as fight on this motion; there is occasion only
the appointment of a railway commission for an exchange of views- upon a very lm-would.be the beginning of a deallng with this portant subject. I must express the gratifi-subject ; ln so far as this motion brings this cation I experience upon this occasion-some.question up for discussion ln Parliament at thing which does not very often take placethis time ; I am glad of the opportunity of on the floor of this House-in that -I can agreeraising my voice and I hope of casting my with a great deal that has been sald by nyvote in favour o! it. hon. friend lte leader of bhe Opposition. I
The conditions existing lu Canada itave been agree with him thtat lte Railway Commiîttee

alluded to as being paralleled in the Unlted o! te Prlvy Council bas been a very efficlent
Mr. McCARTHY.
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body and bas given as a rule complete satis-
faction in its decisions.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

The PRIME MINISTER. The decisions of
that committee have, I think, been marked
by wisdom, and I am not aware, as my hon.
friend (Sir Charles Tupper) is not aware, that
any one of its decisions has ever been chai-î
lenged. But my hon. friend (Sir Charles
Tupper is aware-at all events. every one else
is aware-that while the action of the Rail-
way Committee of the Privy Council bas been
generally acceptable, there bas been a want
felt all through the community that tnere
was a class of publile grievances which could,
not be reached by that committee. First of
ail, the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council is an expensive body ; that is to say,
litigation-if I can use the word-is a very;
expensive process before that committee.
There may arise in a certain part of this vast
Dominion. say in the North-west Territories
or in British Columbia, a confilet
between a railway company and the public.
It may be a confimt between the railivay
company and a town which has been side-
tracked by the railway comapaiy ; or it
mtay be simnly an occasiona of difference'
between an individual tradér or importer,
and the railway compauy. It nay be that
thlis individual feels that h'e lias been dis-
eriminated against--that a more favourable,
rate has been given to bis rival in business.
than to himself. Tiere miglht be a remedy
found for bis grievances If he appeared be'-
fore the Railway Comniittee of the Privy
Council ; but e may live thousands of miles
from that body, and lie uiay not have The!
means to follow up his claim. He feels
that there'should be in this country a tri-
bunal before which lie could go. and which
would not ble at a great distance, but a
tribunal ,which would come to him and hear
lis grievauce. Complaints of this Mdnd
are pretty general ail over the ountry, and
1 cannot. for my part. se why we cannoti
do ln this country what lias beenî done in
other countries, notably in England--I can-
not see why we should not have a railway
commission to deal wit!i titis numerons classi
of grievances on the part of the general'
public. I think we can agree with that.î
At all events, I express the views of thei
Goveriiniut when I say that we think there
are many sorts o! grievanices which could
Ibe effretively dealt with only by a rallway
commission. But the trouble and labour
and dilliculty of framînmig a law wich would
constitute sulI a court makes the j aestion
a very embarrassing one, and I shall not sur-
prise my hon. friends behind me, especially
m.y hun. friends froum the North-west Terri-
tories aud the province of Manitoba, when
I say that this is a question which 'ip to!
tlc present tine we have not been able t3'
grapple with dn sueh a way as to be ln a
position to present a Bill this session. But
the matter is engaging ttae attention of the

Government. I ciaiim that we have done
sonething already for U e people of the
North-west. I remember very well the oc-
casion referred to a mnomeit ago by the
hon. ienber for West Assinibola (Mr.
Daviin), for the questior of freignt rates is
oie that las engaged te attention of the
Governient, and I think we have doue a
great dlealready to redŽem the promise
we mîîa de. My hou. friend will not deny
tiat in the very first year after we assumned
control of the Admnistration, we obtalned
froi the one great transportation vonlpaDy
iu the North-west Territories, that is to say.
the Canadian Pacilie Railway Company, a
notable reduction in its freiglt rates.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And without
a commission.

The PRdM1E MINISTElt. And without
a commission. But whilst we have ob-
tained that much, J must tel my lion. friend
the leader of the Opposition thiat we do Dot
think that we have exhauted our efforts
on Liehalf of the peofpie of the North-w'est.
On the contrary, we think thiere is a great
deai yet to be done in that respŽet, aid w'e
think that one thing hiat eau be done in
order to soive the ''l is tu do j'ist
wliat is asked by tis resolu i..k But I
would ask my hon. frin lfrom Macdor aid
(Mr. Itutieirford:, the nio îir of tiis resoïu-
tion, not to press it to--lay, it to confide
lu the good-wili :nd goo intentious (.f the
Goveranent aid allow the:.natter to rest
for the present where it s, and consent fo
the adjournme;ît of 1ti debate.

Te MINISTEIR OFl UAILWAYS A ND
CANALS (1-. Blair). Mr. Speaker, I undci-
stand that references have been male to
uyself aInd to the fact that I have been
absent from uthe House durlug the larger
portion of this discussion. I need not say,
Mr. Speaker, to hie gentlemen who are in-
terested in this question, a'nd who bave been
discussing it, that my absence has been
under circumstances which I could not pos-
sibly avoid. I had not anticipated that tlis
resolution wouhl be reached to-night, and I
made engngements which it wvas quite im-
possible for me to forego, and which coin-
pellei nie to be absent ; therefore, I have
iot had the opportunity of hearln: what
bon. gentlemen have been saying on this
question. I have not risen, Mr. Speaker,
with a view of discussing *the resolation at
all or of indicating any individual opinion up-
on it. The House bas heard from the First
Minister upon ithe subject, and I would only
Ftupplenent what lie has stated by adding
that the mattter has not been overlooked
by me, but I have been giving a good deal
of attention to It. I have already in the
department a Bill whieh bas been prepared
for the purpose of establishinug a commis-
sion ; but I ean state to my hor-. friends
who are anxlous that this matter shoald be
pressed forward as rapidly andas effectively

38703869



3871 LCO)-i%1ONS1 3872

as possible, that I an fot sitisfied with rhe Consequently they have asked me to intro
charaeter of th1e Bill. I an fot assured duce this Bih, so as to have an inspeecor
that, as framed, it is likely to be worltable. j appointed and every one protected, fot only
Its proper consiIderation is a question of the dealers, but also the consumers. 1 ar
time. It involves a great manv intricate tald tbat the wbo1asale dealers and auction-
problens, and it is not in such shape ihat eers are also in favour of this measure.
even if Nwe had tîite, ati we were flot 'rhere is no camrnodity in which tbere is
presseil with other business w'viieh hlas been :ïiore roonuilfor fraud than. fruit. I see that
prepared -and is uow'before the flouse.I on Saturday hast an hon. member made soine
vould feel Iike reeornrnending it to my col- rerark s about the .nspetion of fruit, whieo

leagues as it stands. 1was very g ad to note because it shows

Sir CHARLES TUPP1ER. %ay I ask î that interest is being taken in the question.
hon. friend if this is a Bill prepared by the er. CLANCY. I suppose there is no o 
Goveranent? h Jectio to the Bimgoing into committee, but

Tresed ItoterbusinesswichaSbND :ndesire to point out that it provides that
T le MNISER F RILWYS ai1e~shah b-2 puu lu certain packages in

CANALS. es,oprepare for the Gover- i on ses. If h t were to confine is Bi s

wou. ld f ellie ar em endinitftoh my ol e m ark. b u h np cto ff ut he

egut it and he fruit for export, I would see no objection to
dsrC ES TUPPgEntlem.n May I - m it; but as it biow stands, any person taking

ployed for the purpose, under an autbority a barrel of apples uo e smahlest village,
whici liad from Pariajent last session..tvoud be subjeit to a fine, If the package

I des mird, w to point out thatitpode that

wouili feel justilled, ais the Minister cLihielly;0 JC

The INITEROF AILWYS NI)appent«sheall b u inacetn packages in

responsiblesfor!g, uearcommendingoivefavour- lOl casesInfe werld have hi Bill t
meny to I hve had. the b ofd he toaddice fveryu before he anu expect the assent

before I sit don tht there aSone thintyo a re Hof alb
which our fr mPds alianb ave been siefui The MINISTER OF INLAN REVENUE

welldone tieise ;ttou to-niht iave fnot Sir enri Joly de Lotbinire). needeot
lad fulytaind tpeir nti shs. e grievances s ythat rn in accord wp t eouht. gen-twedfeire jtsed reaieti ongareenriev&iesleran, but as have introduced a measure

that pertain very larrelyo the question of deain m itothe General Inspection Actn
rates, and tese grievances arlse more par- ooul ask hi to wait until that measure Is
ticuharly lu conneetion with one great rail- dealt with in ccvmmittee, and then we couhd
road systern ; we ail know blat that rail-; incorporate in il what portions of bis Bill
road, under the haw, is practically free frornIlle committee wlh think fit to adopt.
eontrol by Pariament lu any shape or l'on 'IMotion agreed to, anti Bill read the second

as respects its rates. Until certain eondi-ime.
ions which have been provfded by the TEaN

tube are reahizeti, and until certain events SM.-LL FRUIT PACKAGiES.
occur, no suchi ample authority as Paiament r
wouhd require to exercise inTorder bprovides say PENNY ami cod ithith ho Bin
a remedy suto as the people desire would be sNo. 56) to define the size of small fruit pack-
withi our means. In addition to al the ages. lie said: The fruit dealers of Mont-
ordinary diffitsiesvanceh surround er ol hav hom that packages containing
efficient solution of this question, we haveidal writs in cotte antrmsize whch
In Canada a grent ralkroad syste n whil- incorose in a great pn cofaints. But
traverses that partieular porilon of the con- i the case o wis iBif, as In the other, the
tcnent whicP our friends from the North- on. Minister of Inland Revenue has asked
west rpresent, and wlh is absoutehyi e to biingmup for second readng, and
above andi beyond -the reach of tis Parlla-! then when we corne t10 lscuss .It in commit-
ment, nt ail events for the time bein, sta-teW Imake some alter-
tur as the regulantion or reduetion of its llons so as L brIngT e sAzesAf the boxes

rs c e rInto confority with a standard measure,
wouldt rteui to exci der t dane M EaNN mvts Bih as an arendirent to Bill

Motion for adjouru entof debate agreed respectng weighs ant sieasures, ut bea-
wt. troduce by the Minister of Inlanr Revenue.

r Motion agreed to, and Bi*rae cond
GENERAL INSPECTION Als.g re toa ts.

t rsEsNthatpatiecardprinoftheco mThe PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wihefid
(e. ePNre nod s chnd se r bolue e tLaurier) moved u feadjourument og the

mnt, at alrlheret bor hed tie Geng,-a s te ose WheIsalmksoeltr

spection Act. lie sald: The grocers anti
fruit dealers of Montreal fnd that a great Mn. HAGGART. What winabe me busi
deal of fruit cornes b the City, flot onîy raess of the Governmenam t oorrow ?
in bad order, but not exactoy wbat the fruit re wE ndRmeurs ten
le represented to be in a great O nAiy ltsim- minor Bngs, but ao ail even s the second(N. as) fut eromendg the Gen e In arie)u n n

spetio BAI.Hesd:Thgrcsan•
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RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of all reports of any survey held during
1897 and 1898 of Neufrage Pond, King's County,
Prince Edward Island.-(Mr. Macdonald, King's.)

Copies of all correspondence, papers, petitions,
&c., in conneetion with the resignation of Dr.
Morris as postmaster at Dundas, Prince Edward
Island, and the appointment of his successor and
persons applying for the position (Mr. Macdonald,
King's.)

Copy of reports of annual regimental meetings
of the 8th Hussars for each year from 1888 to
1898, inclusive, as furnished to the Department of
Militia.-(Mr. Sproule.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, applications,
correspondence, papers, plans, &c., In the De-
partments of Interior and Marine and Fisheries
respecting 37·29 acres or thereabouts of fore-
shore and tidal lands about two miles below
Steveston, B.C., situate west and immediately
adjoinIng section 9, range 7 west, block 3 North,
N.W.D.-(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper.)

Copies of all tenders opened on the 14th day of
May, 1897, for works on the Farran's Point Canal,
showing the prices of different tenderers for each
item and the approximate quantities upon which
the tenders were extended, also the lump sum of
each tender.-(Mr. Clancy.)

Copies of all claims presented to the Govern-
ment for lands purchased or expropriated for the
construction or connected with the operation of
the St. Charles Branch of the Intercolonial Rail-
way ; also a statement showing the amount of
each claim, the names of those whose claims
have been settled for land purchased or expro-
priated, and 2. For land and other damages, and
the names and amounts of claimants whose
claims are still unpaid, and the bills presented
for legal or other expenses and the amount paid
to each person or firm.-(Mr. McMullen.)

Return showing : (a.) The superannuations
made In the Department of Agriculture from
30th June, 1896, to 30th April, 1899, in both the
inside and outside services. (b.) The retiring
allowances in each case. (c.) The manner in
which the vacancies thus created have been filled,
with names of persons appointed to such vacan-
cies and amounts of salary In each case.-(Mr.
Montague.)

Copies of ail papers and correspondence In re-
ference to the dismissal of Christopher Walker,
postmaster of Ailsa Craig, Ont., with crples of
charges, if any, made against such officer and
report of any investigation held.-(Mr. Haggart.)

Copies of all correspondence between the Gov-
ernment or any member thereof, or any person
or official in behalf of the same, and the Canada
Eastern Raliway Company, or any person in be-
half thereof, and of any reports and papers in
connection with any proposal to purchase for the
Government the said railway.-(Mr. Foster.)

Copies of all correspondence, telegrams and re-
ports that have passed between the Dominion
Government and the Provincial Government of
British Columbia, or any person or persons acting
on their behalf, in regard to the Songbees In-
dian Reserve at Victoria, B.C., since June lst,
1897.-(Mr. Prior.)

Copies of all correspondence between the Nor-
thern Commercial Telegraph Company and the
Department of Public Works during the last six
months.-(Mr. Maxwell.)

Copies of all Orders in Council and correspond-
ence connected with and relating to the offer of
the Government of British Columbia, made In
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1899, respecting the Pacific Cable.-(Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper.)

Copies of all correspondence, telegrams and
reports between the Departments of Militia and
Defence and Justice or their agents, and the fol-
lowing claimants for compensation and damages
in respect of the erection of fortifications at Ma-
caulay Point. B.C., viz. :-Fred Fell, J. Jardine,
W. F. Bullen, R. W. Reford, Henry Moss, Wil-
liam Moss, J. G. Tiarks, Charles Kent, Thornton
Fell, Andreas Keating (B. L. Ker), Hans Ogilvy
Price, H. F. Bishop, S. J. Pitts, and any others
that may have presented claims in regard to
same.-(Mr. Prior.)

Copy of the report of W. H. Lynch, referred to
by the hon. the Minister of the Interior ("Han-
sard," page 1848, April 19th, 1899).-(Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper.)

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 10.25 p.m.

H1OUSE OF COMMONS.

TUESDAY, 30th May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'cloek.

PRA.YERS.

TENDERS FOR MILITIA CLOTHING.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough) moved:
That copies of all tenders issued by the De-

partment of Militia and Defence since 1896 for
the clothIng of the militia of Canada be forth-
with produced for the use of the Select Standing
Committee on Public Accounts, in accordance
with the recommendations contained in the
second report of the said committee.

Motion agreed to.

TEMPERANCE ACT OF 1864-

Mr. COWAN moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 134) to amend the Temperance Act
of 1864. He said: Under the Temperance Act
of 1864, commonly known to-day as the
Dunkin Act, any township or municipality
having that Act in force which desires to
repeal the same, must have an open vote,
recorded in one poll in the centre of the
township, one day's voting being allowed
for each 400 voters on the list. In the
south riding of the county of Essex there
is a munlcipality whieh has this Act in
force and desires to repeal the same. In
order to do it, they are compelled to resort
to the cumbersome machinery of 1864. It
Is for the purpose of bringing this under the
ballot system and to have the election held
in the same manner as municipal elections
are held both in the province of Ontario
and In the province of Quebee that this
amendiment is Introduced.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

REVISED EDITION.
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DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). I ask leave
to lay on the Table copy of correspondence
between John R. Barrett, district inspector
of Inland Revenue, Collector H. A. Costi-
gan and the department relative to the re-
celpt of $93.20 by Collector Costigan from
Virden and not deposited at the proper time.
This returu is presented lu anticipation of a
motion being passed by the House, as it
certainly will be for these papers. I have
already laid before the committee a dupli-
cate of these papers, so as to place it at once
in possession of the whole case.

Mr. SPEAKER. These papers will be
laid on the Table as a supplementary re-
turu, I suppose ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Yes.

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

The PRIME.MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I think it was on Friday last that
my hon. friend the leader of the Opposition
(Sir Charles Tupper), reviewing the business
of the House, suggested to me that It would
be advisable, under the circumstances in
which we now are and ln view of tie late-
ness of the season, to proceed no further
this session with the consideration of the
Redistribution Bill. My colleagues and my-
self were bound to give to the views set
forth by my hon. friend careful considera-
tion, 'wlth a view to meeting his wishes, if
possible; but I must say that, having given
to his suggestion the best attention we could,
we have come to the conclusion that there
is no reason really why we should not pro-
ceed with the Bill this session.

DIIQUOR PERMITS IN THE YUKON.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I would like to ask the Minister of
the Interior (Mr. Sifton) whether he has
been able to look into the question of re-
turu In regard to the letters and telegrams
connected with the permission for the entry
of liquors into the Yukon territory given to
Archer Martin, of Victoria. This is a
subject that I brought to his attention the
other day, the papers ln regard to .the Mac-
aulay application not having been brought
down.

The MINISTER OF THE 1NTIOR (Mr.
Sifton). I gave instructions to have search
made to ascertain if there were any papers
sueh as the hon. gentleman referred to. Up
to to.day at twelve o'clock no papers show-
ing any correspondence or telegrams be-
tween the department or myself or any
person ln the department and Mr. Martin
In regard to the permit to Mr. Macaulay
bave been found. I bave given instrue-

Mr. COWAN.

tions to bave a further and more careful
search made in case such papers may be
there, although fnot yet found. There bas
been some correspondence In regard to 3r.
Macaulay, but not with Mr. Martin. If the
lion. gentleman wants that correspondence,
I shall be happy to let him have it.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
do not particularly want that correspond-
ence, but I would not object to it. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Sifton) understands that I
refer to telegrams or letters from Archer
Martin or the firm of Martin & Langley.
I suppose the Minister would not confine
the search to communications from Archer
Martin, but would extend it to those from
Martin & Langley.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The instructions I gave were to look for
correspondence from Archer Martin. There
may be correspondence from the firm which
would probably be overlooked In such a
search. I understand that the firm name
Is Martin & Langley. I wIll have a search
made for correspondence In that name.

ALLEGED ELECTION FRAUDS IN
MANITOBA.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. May
I ask If the hon. First Minister bas been
able to make good his undertaking to have
the papers In regard to the Manitoba prose-
cutions for alleged election frauds brought
down ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). The promise bas been made good,
as our promises always are.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
the papers have been brought down ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Certainly. They
were brought down yesterday.

THE YUKON INVESTIGATION.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). I move for leave to lay on the
Table of the House copy of an Order ln
Couneil of the 7'th October, 1898, providing
for the appointment of Mr. William Ogilvie
as commissioner under the provisions of
chapter 114, Revised Statutes of Canada, to
investigate the charges and complaints re-
ferred to lu said Order in Council ; copy of
the commission issued under the great seal
cf Canada appointing Mr. Ogilvie such com-
missioner ; copy Of bis report of the 27th
April, 18, and copies of the three public
notices referred to In such report and at-
tached thereto.

Mr. FOSTER. May I ask the hon. gen-
tieman If this is the report of Mr. Ogilvie's
officiai inqulry ?

The M3INISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.
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Mr. FOSTER. With the consent of the
House, I would lke to move that tLe rule
be suspended, and that these papers be prînt-
ed at once:

Motion agreed to.

DISMISSAL OF POSTMASTER AT BATH,
ONT.

Mr. WILSON. May I ask when I may
expect the papers in regard to the dismissal
of the postmaster at Bath, Ont ? Some time
ago a promise was made that the papers
would be brought down soon.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I will call the attention of the Post-
master General to the matter.

SUNDAY TRAFFIC ON THE INTERCO-
LONIAL.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Before the Orders of
the Day are proceeded with, I would like to
call the attention of the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals to an item which I find
ln a journal published in my county with
reference to the running of Intercolonial
trains. The article reads as follows.-

Tha luchd-riaghlaidh an rathaid-laruinn air a
dhol gu bristeadh na Sabald. Feasgar na Sabaid
s'a chaidh, dh' thalbh train a Sidn air son an
luchd-turuis a thainig air a Bhruce oidhche
Shathurna a thoIrt gu Truro, agus an t-Sabald
roimhe sin dh' fhalbh train guail. Tha an t-am
stad a chur air an obair ud, air neo cha'n fhada
blos latha fois aig an luchd-obrach idir.
I would like the Minister of Railways and
Canals to explain that matter, how it is that
trains have been permitted to run under
these conditions. For the information and
instruction of the hon. Minister of RaIlways
as well as for the edification of the hon.
member for North Norfolk I will give the
translation, which le as follows :-

The railway management have gone into
breaking the Sabbath. On the afternoon of the
last Sabbath a train left Sydney for Truro with
the passengers who arrived Saturday night by the
Bruce. On the Sunday previous a coal train left.
It ls time to put a stop to this work, otherwise in
a short time the labouring people will have no
day of rest.
I would like the Minister of Rallways and
Canals to explain to the House how It is that
trains are permitted to leave the Sydney
station on Sunday. I cannot see any rea-
son why a train should leave on that par-
ticular Sunday with the passengers who
arrived by the Bruce on the Saturday night
previous. They could have connected with
the passenger train going west from Hall-
fax, at Truro, at ten o'clock or thereabouts
on Monday mornIng, by leaving about mid-
night on Sunday night. I can understand
that there may be a reason for these trains
running ln the daytime, instead of running
at night.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman must
not make a speech.
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Mr. McDOUGALL. I am asking the Min-
ister to explain why this is done, and he
should know the reason. The track on that
section is not in as good a condition as It
ought to be, and the reason Is, that a number
of skilled workmen were turned off the track
and unskilled men were put in their place,
men who were not fit to put that track in
order, and the train people know this.

INQUIRY FOR RETURNS.

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to ask the Govern-
ment when I may expect some returus that
have been asked for brought down, namely :
first, concernIng proposed branch railway
from Southport and Murray Harbour. and
other proposed railways in Prince Edward
Island; second, concerning delegation from
Prince Edward Island, consisting of the At-
torney General and Hon. Messrs. Richards
and Rogers, in March last; third, regarding
the change In carrying mails for Prince Ed-
ward Island between the Intercolonial Rail-
way and Sackville ; fourth, expenditure In
regard to reconstruction of China Point pier
lu Prince Edward Island; also, expenditures
on plers and wharfs not of Dominion Im-
portance, for the years 1896-97 and 1897-98,
and seizing of traps and ropes belonging to
Benj. Sampton & Co., of Belle River in
Prince Edward Island.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). If my hon.
friend will kindly send me over a memo.
of the returnsi that relate to the Island, I
will have them brought down.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). I am sorry the hon. gentleman
is asking what my officers tell me is next to
Impossible to furnish. He asks me for a
return of expenditures on wharfs that are
not public property all over Canada. Those
of my hon. friends who have been Min-
isters know that it would be very difficult
lndeed to ascertain the expenditures that
have been made occasionally by other Gov-
ernments on works that are not the property
of the Government. I may say, that the
Deputy Minister of Public Works, to whose
attention I called this matter a few days
ago, told me that it would take months and
months to make the report that the hon.
gentleman Is asking for. But, If he will be
kind enough to call at my office, he will be
accorded every facility to look into the
books. to find what he wants. If he will
come to-morrow, I will be glad to show him
all the books we have.

Mr. MARTIN. This motion was agreed to
last session, and the hon. gentleman told me
then that It would take a fortnight or so to
make this return. It only covers two or
three years. The hon. gentleman told me
last session when I applied for an expen-
diture on the Belle River breakwater In
Prince Edward Island, that there were no ex-
penditures on piers or wharfs which had not
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been assumed by Canada ; that he himself
had never made any such expenditures. He
says now, that those expenditures cover so
much ground that the department cannot
tell us what they are. I do not think that
Is fair to this House. It is very Important
that this House should know what expendi-
tures are made on wharfs over which the
Dominion has control. It is also necessaryl
that this House should be placed in posses-,
sion of information of every amount that Is,
spent from year to year on wharfs and
piers over which the Government have no
control. If this expenditure is so large that
the Public Works Department cannot tabu-
late it in one year. I think it is a serlous
matter that this House should Inquire Into
carefully. Of course, I am powerless in the
hands of the Government ; but I think the
House and the country is entitled to this In-
formation.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
I may be permitted to add, that, as the hon.
gentleman kn)ws, I have not been very well
during the h st month, and some matters
may have es.-aped my attention. The last
time my hon. friend called my attention to
this matter, . asked my Deputy Minister to
look into it, Lnd he told me what I have just
said. But, after the remarks that have1
falen from my hon. friend, I will again look
into this matter, and If, as he says, the re-
turn only covers two years, I think it can
be brought down.

SUNDAY LABOUR IN THE PRINTING
BUREAU.

Mr. GUILLET. I would like to ask the
Prime Minister, If It is true, that men are
employed in the Printing Bureau on Sun-
day ; in other words, if that Bureau Is In
operation on Sunday.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I never heard of it up to the present
moment.

Mr. GUILLET. Will you stop it, if it is
true ?

The PRIME MINISTER. It Is easy to
find out.

THE ALIEN LABOUR LAW.

Mr. WILLIAM McCLEARY (Welland). I
desire to call the attention of the leader of
the Government to a circumstance calling for
the enforcement of the Allen Labour Law.
Members of the House are aware that at-
tention has been ealled to this Act on ac-
count of a strike golng on ln the city of
Hamilton at the present time among the
garment makers, in consequence of whicb
Calder & Co. have Imported a number of
workingmen to take the place of the men
who have gone on strike because they
have not received sufficlent wages. On
the other hand I have understood from

Mr. MARTIN.

the newspapers, as well as from correspon-
'dents, that the Government has taken the
position that the Allen Labour Law should
be allowed to remain in abeyance until the
commission closed at Washington ; neither
Government enforcing it. But, only last
Saturday, a young man named Hunt was de-
ported across the river by Mr. DeBarry, sim-
ply because he was going to visit his uncle
at Cleveland. He iwas a bricklayer ; it was
feared that he was seeking work, and he
was sent back. Now, it will be apparent
to the right hon. leader of the Government
and to the House as well, that, if the United
States are not going to keep their end of the
bargain, If there was an agreement reached
in that regard, certainly, our Government
should enforce the Allen Labour Law, such
as we have on the statute-books In regard to
the importation of aliens who are brought lu
to take the places of Canadian workmen. I
was expectlng that some hon. gentleman re-
presenting Hamilton would have called the
attention of the Government to this fact, but
I deemed It my duty, as I live in the neigh-
bourhood, to call the attention of the Gov-
ernment to that matter.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I may say to my bon. friend (Mr.
McOleary) that whilst we were in Washing-
ton, last winter, there was then a very ar-
bitrary enforcement of the Allen Labour
Law by some agents of the American Gov-
ernment, in fact, that a commercial traveller
had been sent back to Canada under the
pretense that In the prosecution of bis busi-
ness he was violating the Alien Labour Law.
Under representations made, formally, to the
authorities at Washington, it was informally
agreed that the practice of enforcing the law
should be, as far as possible, dIscontinued on
both sides of the ulne pending an arrange-
ment by the commission. I may say that
that understanding was purely informal ; we
could not do anythlng whidh would have been
absolutely binding, but It rwas well under-
stood on both sides that we should discour-
age, as far as possible, the enforcement of
that law. My attention has been called,
within a day or two, to the violation of the
Act by the agent named by my hon. frlend,
Mr. DeBarry, of Buffalo. I caused inquiries
to be made, and 1 am engaged now in ex-
changing communications with some gentle-
·man in authority at Washington upon this
subject. I belleve that the reports have been
Yvery much exaggerated, and even the fact to
which my hon. friend has just alluded, seems
to be a confirmation o! the exaggeration of
these reports. My hon. frIend bas said that
a young man has been sent back by Mr. De-
Barry because he was visiting his uncle, and.
because of the fear that, perhaps, he was
going to the United States to work. This
Is a violation of the Allen Labour Law
of the United States ; the Allen Labour Law
of the United States does not contemplate
that a man can be turned back from Amerl-
ean soIl because he is vslting relatives. The
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law only provides that it shall be applied
when there is anybody going to work in the
United States under contract, and, if a case
of that kind has arisen, the person respon-
sible was not proceeding according ta law.
A similar case has been brought to my atten-
tion. I have written to my informant ta send
me particulars under affidavit so that I may
make due complaint to the Amerlean autho-
rities that their officer not only enforces the
law, but is abusing his privliege ta prosecute
citizens of Canada who happen ta be visiting
In the United States. Anybody treated in
this way might have his remedy at law in
sucli a case. The question is engaging the
attention of the Government at this very
moment.

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMENDMENT.

House again resolved itself into eommittee
on Bill (No. 124) ta amend the Inland Rev-
enue Act.-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière.)

(In the Committee.)

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière).* Mr. Chair-
man. it will be remembered that when thîs
Bill to amend the Inland Revenue law was
introduced the other day. the hon. member
for South Lanark (Mr. Haggart) called at-
tention to clause 2. which says:

(a) Upon the grain used for its production, at
the rate of one gallon of proof spirits for every
twenty and four-tenths pounds,-or, in a distillery
where malt only is used, upon the malt used for
Its production, at the rate of one gallon of proof
spirits for every twenty-four pounds.
I explained to the committee the distinction
we are making between the two different
modes of distlling whisky. I explained
why, in one case, the assessed amount should
be less than in the other case, or rather, why
a larger allowance should be made in one
case than In another, and the hon. member
for Lanark asked me if I dld not consider it
fair to apply it, as much as possible, ta the
past as well as ta the future, so as to repair
any Injustice that may have been done up tao1
this time. I will now suggest ta the com-
mittee the addition to the section of the fol-
lowing provision :-

The provision of this section shall apply to
all transactions since the first day of July, 1898.
It is impossible for us to go any further, be-
cause the day of settlement is the first day
of the fiscal year. I hope this deelsion wil
be found satisfactory to my hon. friend. and
ta all those who suffered by the mode adopt-
ed Up ta this time lu regard to the amount
of grain allowed.

Mr. HAGGART. Will the hon. Minister
give a reason why It should not apply to all
liquors In bond ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
There is no complaint and no reason to
change the mode of assessment in both

cases. There are two modes of distillation;
one requires a larger amount of grain ln
order ta produce the same effect than the
other does. The assessment that requires
the smaller amount of grain bas not given
rise ta any complaint, and in the other case,
where the assessment works unfavourably,
the provision we are making will remove the
complaint as much as possible.

Mr. HAGGART. I am speaking entirely of
malt liquors that the hon. Minister intends
ta apply this Bill to. He says that, at the
end of the fiscal year, there is an assessment
made, but the money is not pald. It Is only
an estimate, and why the reduction sLould
not apply to all Ilquors in bond Is something
I cannot understand.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The reduction is only asked for ln regard
to one kind of liquor.

Mr. HAGGART. I understand that per-
fectly well. Why should It not apply ta al
malt liquors in bond ? You only make It
apply ta July, 1898. The distiller has to
keep liquors in bond two years before he
can sell them. Some liquors are kept in
bond eight or ten years, and while the pro-
vision, perhaps, is a just one, this clause does
not apply ta all liquors in bond, but only ta
malt liquors.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Hitherto, on both kinds of whisky produced
under different formulas, we assessed the
same amount. If they did not produce one
gallon of spirits for every 20 4-10ths pounds
of grain they were assessed for whatever
might be wanting in the number of gallons
at the rate of 20 4-10ths pounds per gallon.
We found out that there is a mode of dis-
tilling which could not produce a gallon of
spirits for 20 4-10ths pounds of grain. It is
impossible for them, and they are always ln
arrears, and we are ,always obliged to assess
them at the end 6f the year. It is ta render
justice to them that we are asking that In-
stead of assessing them, if they do not pro.
duce one gallon for each twenty and one-
tenth pounds, we ouly claim from them one
gallon for each twenty-four pounds. It Is
only for a speclal kind of distillery that we
are trying to remedy whatever bardsh'p
they are labouring under. I am willing to
go back until the beginning of the current
year. which is now nearly over, to give them
the benefit of this law, but as we have as-
sessed them for the last year, and closed up
their accounts. I do not think it would be
judicious to apply the law ta that period.

Mt. HAGGART. I understand from
the Minister that there is a distinc.
tion nade between two kinds of manu-
factured liquor. one from raw grain
and the other tram malt. Distillation from

malt requires a larger quantity than from
raw grain ; but no malt or other distillery
can sell any liquor until it is two years old.
It is true the amount is assessed at the end
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of every year, but the distiller does flnot sell,
and there is no money paid into the Inland
Revenue Departnient. if the manufacturers
for the last ten years back could not make
the quantity of liquor out of the amount of
malt provided, and if the department finds
that they are entitled to this act of justice,
why do they fnot make it apply to all liquors
in bond ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir IIenri Joly de Lotbinière). It is impos-
sible for me to understand why I should
apply it to all liquors in bond, when it is
intended to apply to only one particular kind
of liquor.

Mr. HAGGART. I have made it clear. I
thinik, that ny argument applies to one
particular liquor, namely, that manufac-
tured out of malt. You can only sell that
lquor after it is two years in band. And.
ff it is just to apply the law for one yeir.
.t appears to me that it would be just to
ï-pply it to all liquors in bond. If the prin-
ciple of tie Bill is to apply to 1898, why
should it not apply to all malt liquors that
are now in bond ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
We are trying as much as possible to relieve
tihat industry ; we are coming to the help of
ihat industry, but why we should now upset
aill our books and all our assessments I c:n-
not understand. I think there is most cer-
tainly a proof of liberality in applying the
Bill to the current year, and I was in hopes
my hon. friend (Mr. Haggart) would be satis-
fied with that.

Mr. HAGG ART. Oh, I will be sa tisfied
if you insist upon it.

Section as amended agreed to.
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE

The hon. member for Pictou (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) made a suggestion the other
day. that ihis whole clause should be re-
drafted. I thought before looking at the old
clause that a very good suggestion, but as
I am only substituting one word for another.
it would cause a good deal of trouble if we
reprodueed this whole clause. which is more
than half a page in length.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
had no particular knowledge of this class of
legislation. but I made an appeal to the Sol!-
citor General (Mr. Fitzpatrick) or any repre-
sentative of the law department of the Gov-
ernment. regarding the convenience of re-
producing the whole amended clause in a
case of this kInd. When these amendments
are being made, it is very inconvenient to
have to refer to changes of a word in the
third or fourth line, and so on, and I thought
it would be more convenient if the clause
were reproduced.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
This amendment Is merely to meet what

Mr. HAGGART.

appears to be the result of forgetfulness !in
this case. For although It provides for
iearly every fraction of a pound. it does not
provide for one-third of a pound. We have
been requesled by several of the tobacco
manufacturers to provide third of a poind
stamps. and ve do so in this Bill.

Section agreed to.
Bill reported, read the third time and

passed.

INSPECTION 0F PETROLEUM AND
NAPHTHA.

Bill (No. 131) respecting the inspection of
petroleum and naphtha-«.ir Henri Joly de
Lothinière)-read the second time, and
louse resolved itself into committee on the

Bill.
(In the Comnittee.)

On section 2. subsection (h),
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

This is a new clause. intended to meet the
new order of things which we are attemptrng
to inrroduce, and by which we hope to re-
imove a great many of the hardships of
whicu those who deal in petroleum as well
as t1iose who import it, especially people
in the North-west, complain so seriously,
and I mus-: say with a good deal of reason.
Instead of requiring the petroleum imparted
in tank wagons to be barrelled as hitherto,
aind only inspecting it when it is barrelled,
%we shall hereafter inspect the petroleum at
the refinery or the custom-house, and then
there will be no necessity for the petroleum
Io be barrelled. In order to inspect it at the
different refineries, we must know where

hlie refineries are, and make arrangements
for bringing every one of the refineries
under the control of the department. This
is the purpose of this new clause.

On section 22,
Mr. FOSTER. That is a tyrannical clause.

Any person is liable under it who umay have
cnly half a pound in his possession, and who
may have bouglit it innocently.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
It Is considered as smuggled oil. This would
only apply to smuggled oil.

Mr. FOSTER. How is the man to know
whether it is smuggled or not ?

Ou section 29,
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

I find that this clause is rather extrav:a-
gantly severe. because there are many cases
where the party found In possession of the
oil, not being smuggled oil or anything of
the kind, may be only guilty of neglect and
notilng more. So I move that the last
words "one hundred dollars " be struck out
and the following be substituted :-" a pen-
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vlty of not less than ten or more than one
'undred dollars."
Amendment agreed to.
Section as amended agreed to.
Commnittee rose and reported progress.
The House resolved itself into committee

to consider the following resolution
That it is expedient to provide that every

company or person engaged in the refining of
petroleum in Canada shall pay annually a license
fee of one dollar for every refinery in which such
business is carried on, such fee to become pay-
able from and after a day to be fixed by the
Governor General by proclamation for brlnging
into operation any Act which provides for the
imposing of such license fee.

(In the Committee.)

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
We propose that a fee sbould be imposed in
order to enable us to keep track of the differ-
ent refiners and manufacturers ; and it is
thought that the nominal fee of $1 will be
sufficient.

The conmittee rose and reported resolu-
tion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
ask, before proceeding further, if this is not
a matter of taxation, and. therefore;-equir-
ing to be introdueed by authority of His
Excellency the Governor General ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I understand that the Minister of Finince
gave notice that he had the consent of His
Excellency the Governor General.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT
AMENDMENT.

Bill (No. 12S) to aniend the Weights and i
Measuires Act-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbin-
*ère)-read the second time. and the House
resolved itself into committee on the said
Bill.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. CLANCY. I desire to ask the Minister

of Inland Revenue whether the provisions1
of this Bill are to apply entirely to fruit for'
export, or if they are to apply generally ?
It is very material, I think, that the Bill
should be considerably altered if it does not
apply exclusively to fruit packed for export.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
My hon. friend will see that in the second
section of the Bill, its operation is confined
only to those who offer or expose appies
for sale or for exportation.

Mr. CLANCY. As the Bill now stands,
any person offerIng a barrel of apples for
sale other than in accordance with the pro.
vision of this Bill, would be subject to th.
penalties prescribed. If it is only intenied
to apply to apples packed for export, -the

Bill shouli be made more clear. It'would
apply to a man offering a barrel of apples
for sale at a local auction.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I may -be allowed to explain the reasons
why it was thought necessary to introduce
his change. It is thought necessary to

specify the size of the barrel so as to put an
end to the complaints that have been made,
especially in Nova Scotia.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
does Dot touch the point to which we refer.
The hon. gentleman is making parties who
transgress this Act subject to certain pen-
alties. Well. we say that if these penalties
are only attached to parties who pack apples
in a certain w-ay for exportation. tiis first
clause ouglt to be amended.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I thought that before dealing with that
part of the Bill which provides for penalties,
I would explain the reasons why we aure
dealing with the size of the barrel.

Mr. MONTAGUE. We are perfectly will-
inig to take the reasons for granted. The
lion. member for Bothwell (Mr. Claney)
suggested that this was an exceedingly
severe penalty to place upon a man who
lappened to pack a barrel of ap:Ie.s con-
trary to the provisions of this statute, for
his own use, for instance. or for sale at the
local market. If an ordinary man wlho packs
applcs had that statute under his eyes. he
would be afraid to pack apples at all, unless
lie lad a veneer barrel or sometiing of that
kind.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The intention of the Bill is to prevent fraud,
which has been complained of for a long
tine. if may lion. friend does fnot object to
the description, and to the slight change
that is made in the form of the barrcl, we
will come now to the penalty and its appli-
eationu. The penalty is much less than that
provided against any other fraudulent
dealer, because it is only 25 cents a barrel.
1 t is a moral penalty rather than a material
one. But I think the penalty ought to
apply" not only to those who pack for ex-
portation in a fraudulent manner in barrels
ç.smaller than those of the size fixed by law,
but it oughi to apply to all those who paek
harrels for disposal in this country as well
as for exportation. The fraud is the same in
cither case, and ought to be punished in
the same manner.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I would ask the lion. gentleman whether,
in tie statute that was amended, these
words appear " cylindrical veneer barreis"?'

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What is this veneer barrel ?
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The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Cylindrical veneez barrels are only now
eomiig into use in Nova Scotia. The Min-
ister of Militia and Defence (Mr. Borden) is,
perhaps. better acquainted with these bar-
rels than I an. and, perhaps, lie will explain
what they are. I have not seen these cylin-
drical bairels. but I have been told how they
are nanufactured.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Where does the veneer come in °

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Veneer is one of those words, the application
of which it is difficult to aceount for, in
this case. But it is a word used among
coopers.

Mr. CLANCY. I would ask the hon. gen-
tieman if lie has got some friend behind
him who has a cylindrical veneer barrel that
lie wants to unload on the farmers of this
country. I have no hesitation in saying that
I dissent entirely front the proposition the
bon. gentleman bas made that every per-
son wno wants to sell to his nearest neigh-
bour, or take into town, a barrel of apples.
must take either a cylindrical veneer barrel
or sufter the penalty.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Tliere is
an alternative-" or In good and strong bar-
rels )f seasoned wood."

Mr. CLANCY. But it niust be of a cer-
tain size. The barrel is to be a barrel of
apples packed in Canada for sale :

Al apples packai in Canada for sale by the
barrel shall be packed either in cylindrical veneer
barrels having an inside diameter of eighteen
Inches and one-third, and twenty-seven inches
from head to h.ead inside measure, or in good and
strong barrels of seasoned wood twenty-seven
inches between the heads, inside measure, and
having a head diameter of seventeen inches and
a middle diameter of nineteen Inches, and such
last-naned barrels shahl be sufficiently hooped,
with a lining-hoop within the chimes, the whole
well secured with nails.

It means that every barrel of apples brought
into every city, town and hamlet in this
country will have to be made of that fash-
ion. or the packer will be subject to penalty.
if the hon. gentleman proposes loading sucl
conditions on the people of this country,
they will very properly resent it. think
It is unfair and uncalled for. My hon. friend
may have sonte persou behind him urging
him on, but that person represents but a
very sinall section of the people of this
country. I do not know why the farmers
should be harassed with such regulations.
If It is desired to protect the expert trade
that is a ve:'y proper thing to do, and If the
hon. gentleman means that and means no
more let him make that plain ; let him strike
out the words "for sale" in the first sec-
tion, and that wIll meet It, and, in the second
subsection, let him strike out the words "or

Sir CHJARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Plctou).

exposes for sale," because the first section
wvill cover it entirely. If my hon. friend
adheres to the statement he made a moment
igo that a barrel of apples, to be sold, is to

be subject to any such regulations I hope
the louse will not assent to any such arbi-
trary measurements.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I understand that the
hon. Minister says that this only applies Lo
apples for exportation.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. No;
if I may be allowed to explain the law, to-
day, that my hon. frlend (Mr. Clancy) com-
plains of, has been such a hardship that It ls
hardly enforced now.

Mr. CLANCY. Well, then, it Is time miy
hon. friend should get rid of It.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
If my hon. friend wants to get rid of it he
had better try to get rid of it. The only
part I wlsh to improve In the law, as It Is
now, is lin reference to the size of the barrel.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think the hon. gen-
man ought to drop that veneer.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I am sorry that I cannot drop the veneer.
What I am willing to drop, in order to make
this Bll exactly on the same lines as the
prevlous BIII, only changing the size of the
barrel so as to make it entirely fair to all
parties, Is. in the second subsection. the
words "every person who offers or exposes
for sale, or who packs for exportation." I
an ready to take the law as lt 1s now. The
law as it is now says that :

Every person who offers or exposes apples for
sale by the barrel otherwise than in accordance
with the foregoing provisions of this section, shall
be liable to a penalty of 25 cents for each barrel
of apples so offered or exposed for sale.

My hon. friend speaks as If a hardship would
be imposed by adopting this Bill. The only
purpose is to make the size of the barrel so
regular that there will be noe cause of com-
plaint resulting from the use of smaller bar-
rels. The law as it is now gives the dis-
tance between these heads and says that
the heads shall be from 16J inches to
17 inches in diarneter, but these heads can be
made as thlck as you like, and this Bill .pro-
poses to prevent fraud by saying the dis-
tance that there shall be between the heads.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the hon. gentleman please read section
IS, which it is proposed to repeat, so as to
see wliat is to be substltuted.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
1 -have read section 18. lu regard to these
words " for exportation," I do not see why
they should have been added. I do not know
why we should make an exception, and I wilU
propose that these words "for exportation "
should be struck out, and by .-omparison
with the old clause it will be seeni that the
only difference we make is to provide that
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the construction of the barrel sh!ali be of
such a nature as to make it uniform in any
case.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEI.
" Cylindrical veneere" is not in the old sec-
tion.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No, I have had a calculation made as to the
contents of such a veneered barrel, as the
one my hon. friend finds so objectionable,
and I find in one case they are 7,128 cubie
Inches. and in another 7.125 cubie inches, so
that there Is only a difference between the
two barrels of 3 cubie inches. Will my hon.
friend, who represents so many of these
apple packers in New Brunswick, stand up
and defend veneer barrels ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPEiR. Mr. ChaIrman.
I think the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue
ought to do one of two things : lie ought
either to drop the "cylindrical veneer bar-
rels." which Is Included in the Bill he Is ln-
troducing. or explain to us what it means.
He says he does not know. I am anxious to
know. I do not know, and I say that the
House Is entitled to an explanation when a
new term is introduced in a Bill for the
purpose of preventing frauds. The hon. gen-
tleman has either to drop It or explaIn or get
some person else to explain It so that we
will understand It. This Is a BiH whieh Is to
be carried Into law, and a penalty for fraul
Is to be imposed, and under these circum-
stances It Is rot unreasonable that he should
be asked to make the members of the House
of Commons understand the meanùig of the
terms he employs. It is to be put In opera-
tion all over the country wherever fruit is
grown. I would like to say a word or two,
as I am on my feet, on the subject itself.
I quite appreciate the effort the hon. Min-
Ister of Inland Revenue is making to prevent
fraud, but I do not see the necessity. or the
great importance of preventing fraud In re-
ference to the trade là Canada. I am able
to say from experience that there is not a
question that could engage the attention of
this House that is more important to Canada.
than the prevention of fraud lu the
exports of Canada. I may say that
when I was HIgh Commissioner for
Canada at London. hay went up to
£10 a ton, and opened a field for export from
Canada to Great Britain -that was of the
utmost value to this country. Having
studiedthe subjeet thoroughly, I came to the
conclusion that, whenever hay rose to over
£5 a ton. which it does very frequently, it can
be exported profitably from Canada to Great
Britain. Every person knows the enormous
facilities that this country possesses for the
export of hay. It was proved to a demon-
stration by parties who fed Canadian hay to
horses, persons who kept five or six hun-
dred horses, and who made an experiment-
there was a great prejudice agalnst Canadian
hay because It was said that it was too
coarse-which completely dlspelled that sup-9

|position. The parties who fed this Canadian
hay to hundreds of horses-one of the per-
sons, I remember, had at that time 600
horses-fed Canadian hay for a month and
fed hay procured lu Great Britain for an-
other month. This gentleman that I refer to
gave a certificate, and made a declaration
that he could keep his horses in infinitely
better condition on Canadian hay than on the
hay produced ln Great Britain, and at
a very mucl smaller cost. The con-
dition of the horses was better
and the cost was very much less.
That trade, which rapidly assumed great
proportions, was destroyed by parties in
Canada, who, instead of keeping up the
character of Canadian hay, shipped stuff
that was not fit for shipment. Consequent-
ly, persons who were induced, under the
high reputation that Canadian hay acquir-
ed, to order hundreds of thousands of tons
of it, found that a great mass of It was
totally unfit for consumption. The grossest
frauds were resorted to, and anything which
the Minister of Inland Revenue, or the Gov-
ernment, can devise to prevent frauds of
that klind ln connection with goods exported
f rom Canada to Great Britain, deserves the
most attentive consideration of this House.
Whether It be apples, or hay, or any other
commodity, the only means by which fraud
can be guarded agalnst is by having an in-
spection of the exports leaving this coun-
try, and an Inspection which shall be as
cheap and effective as possible. Canadian
apples have carried off the gold medal in
London at great exhibitions. in competition
with apples from all parts of the world, and
there is no doubt that, if we can prevent
fraud, we can extend the export of fruit
froi Canada to Great Britaln to almost any
extent you like. But, when Canadian apples
attain a high character, and people are
anxious to obtain them, if it be found that
there are good apples on the top and bottom
of the barrels, and inferior apples in the
middle, our trade will be destroyed. I be-
lieve that this measure, which imposes a
penalty for fraud ln that direction, is a very
important one. However, I am inclined to
think it is being pushed a little too far, wheu
it Is made to apply, not only to apples for
export, but apples which are sold ln the
neighbouring town or village.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). No.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I understood
the Minister of Inland Revenue to say, that
these persons could not sell apples anywhere
without being liable to a penalty, and that
is the objection which my hon. friend from
Bothwell (Mr. Clancy) took. In my opinion,
the penalty for fraud sbould apply to that
which Is offered for export, and not to these
transactions which take place in the neigh-
bouring towns.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There
seems to be a great deal of misapprehension
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about the effect and the object of this Bill.
In order that we may understand the objeet
of the Minister of Inland Revenüe, let us
see what the law is, as it now stands. Sec-
tion 18 provides :

All apples packed in Canada for sale by the bar-
rel shal.1 be packed in good and strong barrels of
seasoned wood, made as nearly cylindrical as may
be, the staves of such barrels shall be twenty-
seven inches in length from croe to croe, with
heads from sixteen and one-half to seventeen
inches In diameter, and such barrels shall be
sufficiently hooped, with a lining-hoop within the
chimes, the whole well secured by nails.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What does "from croe to croe" mean ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The litle
curve that rounds around the staves into
which the head of the barrel is Inserted.
Now, the change which we make by this Bill
1s *

All apples packed in Canada for sale by the
barrel shall be packed-
Thus far. the words are the same as in the
old Act, and here is the change to which I
draw the attention of the leader of the Op-
position, because, I think, there is no one
In the House who does not agree absolutely
with all that has been said with reference
to the necessity for seeing that exports from
Canada are equal to the staple article in
the country. Here is the change:

-- shall be packed either in cylindrical veneer
barrels having an inside diameter of eighteen
inches and one-third, and -twenty-seven Inches
frorn head to head, inside measure,-

That is the first change. What is a cylindri-
cal veneered barrel ? A veneered barrel is
a veneered piece of wood put in the form of
a barrel. What is a veneered piece of wood?
Two pieces of wood put together, the grain
of one running one way, and the grain of
the other running another way.

Somte hon. MEMBERS. Not at all.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL.

moment.
Wait a

Some Iton. MEMBERS. You are all wrong.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Veneered

wood means. necessarily, a veneer of one
kind of wood applied to another.

An lion. MEMBER. Look in the diction-
ary.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is not at
all necessary to look at the dictionary for
that.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Ask
the hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. Do-
bell).

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. A cylindri-
cal veneered barrel means a cylindrical bar-
rel of veneered wood. Any one will under-
stand that *two sorts of wood running to-
gether, the grain of one runuing In one

Mr. FITZPATRICK.

direction. and the grain of the other run-
ning lu another, will give you a piece of
wood with a greater resistance than if the
grains of both woods rau in the same direc-
tion. Now. the balance of the section pro-
vides for barrels the same as are now used,
and leaves the law absolutely the same as
it exists at present, except that the barrel
now used is to be measured under a different
system. The system of measurement which
is :o be applied, as provided by this Bill,
would enable a more accurate estimate to
be made of the contents of the barrel. For
instance, here is what the section says :
-or in good and strong barrels of seasoned
wood, twenty-seven inches between the heads, in-
side measure, and having a head diameter of
seventeen inches and a middle diameter of nine-
teen inches. and such last-named barrel shall

1 be suffieiently hooped. with a lining-hoop within
the chimes, the whole well secured by nails.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That does not
differ froin the old law.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is abso-
lutely the same as the old law, except in
respect to the mode of me1asuremer, which
is to h)- adifferent.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I: appears to
be the same as the old lav.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There is a
little difference, because of the thickuess of
the barrel head. If you eliminate from this
section of the Bill a reference to the veneer-
ed barrel. you have the old law, as it has
been in force for twelve or fourteen years.
Whatever may be the character of the ven-
eered barrel-and there seems to be some
difference of opinion; as to it--I understand

1 it is used in some sections of the country;
and it is simply required that that barrel
shall have certain dimensions. I do not see
any great difficulty about that. Some of my
learned friends on the other side objected
to the penalty clause ; but that clause is
simply a re-enactment of the law as we
have had it in existence for fourteen years.
Now. another change is the addition of the
words : "Or who packs for exportation."
The existing law applied only to apples
offered for sale in Canada, and the effect of
this change is to meet with the views of the
leader of the Opposition, and to protect our
apple trade, when these apples are exported.
This change provided for in the Bill pro-

1 tects the foreigner who buys our apples. ln
the same way as the local buyer is protected.

Mr. COCHRANE. Do I understand that
the barrel. as provided for under the section
of that Bill. is the same size as provided for
under the existing law ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, about
the same.

Mr. COCHRANE. I did not uuderstanîd
the hon. leader of the Opposition to refer
to the size of tne barrel at ail. I admit
that the size of the barrel is important;
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all barrels sliould be uniform in size ; but
it is much more important that there should
be a uniform quality in the apples inside
the barrel. It is ln this respect that I under-
stand our apples are losing their hold on
the British market. When the consumer
buys a barrel of Canadian apples, lie as-
sumes that they are a first-class article all
through : but when lie opens the barrel lie
finds a few good apples on the top and a
few oin the bottom, while all ln the middle
are inf'rior. Now, I object to the newspapers
giving currency to the statement that it
is the farmers of this country who are to
blame for this state of things. I want to
tell this House. and the country through
this House, that there is hardly a barrel
of apples intended for Great Britain that
is packed by a farmer. The dealers come
to the farmers and buy the apples in the
orchards and pack them themselves. There
is hardly a barrel of apples ln the country
packed by a farmer, and I repudiate the
circulation by the newspapers of the false
impression that the farmers of Canada are
elieating the consumers of Great Britain.
The farmers have no more to do with the
packing of the apples than they would have
if they did not raise the apples at all. I
want to correct the impression that has gone
abroad that the farmers of the country are
responsible for the fraud which is perpe-
trated on the British consumers. I can
tell you where this clause may have a seri-
ous effect. An apple buyer comes to me and
buys my apples for a lump sum, and lie
asks me to deliver ithem at Brighton or Col-
borne, my nearest market. I put them up
in the barrels as lie directs me ; and the
question is whether under this clause I
would be liable to the penalty.

rel, which will particularly affect barrels
made in the province of Nova Scotia ; so
that if this Bill becomes law, it will put the
coopers in the country to a great disadvan-
tage.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Will muy
hon. friend take fthe Bill, and point out in
what respect a change In the size of the
barrel is made *

Mr. MILLS. In the ilaw as it is now,
I understand that there must be twenty-
seven inches between eroe and croe. where-
as the Bill makes the space twenty-seven
inches on the inside. Even that is quite
a little difference. It Is suffiolent, at all
events, to change the construction of the
stuff whicli the coopers have already got
out. Then, -there Is also a change with
reference to the bilge of the barrel, making
the barrel a great deal larger.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No.

Mr. MILLS. Excuse me. The old law,
if I remember co'rreetly, provides that the
diamneter of the barrel shall be seventeen
inlches at its wider part to sixteen and a
half inches, whereas the Bill makes it seven-
teen linches at the head and nineteen inches
at the niddle. Of course, I am not an
expert in these natters, but I represent a
constituency which is intensely interested
in this 'subject. I have sent copies of this
Bill to the coopers, asking them to give
me their opinion off dt. and i would like the
hon. 3Minister to postpone the Bill for a short
time until I eau have au opportuniuty of'
ascertaining the opinion off ithese men. I
(10 not wish to offer a factious opposition
to the 11111 at all. I nake this suggestion
in all uood faith.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. i do not Tflue MINISTER 0F MIL ITIAAND DE
think anybody in this House is prepared
to dispute anything 'my lion. friend has said
in reference to the ihonesty off the Canadian ihter o de eu iat thdhlm
farmer ; but I think that Is beside the pre- hsa i

sentquesion i qjt~agre wîh whtil reference to this inatter. That 15 quitesent question. I quite agree with what re Infcsneyuag wnth
lue says withu reference to the necessity for tu,.iLu fot soute yeasagweu e
the proper packing and inspection of ap- ts
ples : and if he refers to the General 'In-
spection Act, lhe wil find that the law since the request offthe fruit-growers of Nova Seo-
1890 has provided for the diffleulty he now tuaminthis Bih,.i1understaud, 15 word for
speaks off. WeroedbytsBho word wliat w-as adopted at a large meeting

speak of.We proceed, by this Bill, to
provide for the new difficulty. The se-ofte fruit-growers of Nova Sotia. and
ond section ds absolutely the old law as it approved of by several meetings of faimers
lias been in force for the last itwelve or held at different points lu the westernupart
fourteen years, with te exception that ofNova Sotia. The objection whcmy
provision which now applies to apples putlon. friend fro Anuapoi(Mr.Mis)
up for sale In this country Is made to ex- las raion. N di, t e a gre
tend to apples packed for exportation. Thaat i
is the only change, and lu view of what many men eeugaged lu the manufacture of
has fallen fromi the leader of the opposi- barrels lu western Nova Scotia. Thousands
tion, it seens to me there cannot be any and iundreds of thousauds are nade every
dispute as to the necessity for that change. year. and If the Billbecones law. 1 thiuk

it miglit be provlded that it îtsliould corne
Mr. MILLS. In addition to the objections into force at some future fixed date. whleh

which have been already offered to the Bill, woud enable themanufaturers to.dispose
I would urge this one. It seems there is of the stock %vlilu they may have ou hand.
to lie a drastle change luth1e sîze of the bar- u I1doInot thik, soowever, that thereeIs at
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present any large stock on hand. I under- The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
stand the hon. leader of the Opposition to PENCE. I do not understand that that is
refer to qulte a different matter. This- Is necessarily the case. The packer, by this
an amendment to ithe Weights and Mea- I Bill, is left open to buy any barrel he chooses
sures Act, and the hon. gentleman referred and not compelled to use the veneer barrel.
to the Inspection Act. I quite agree lu ail 1 only wish to say in conclusion that I
the hon. gentleman has said with reference think it is Important that the words "or
to the very great Importance of having our who pack for exportation" slhould be re-
exports go on the foreign markets In good tained in the Bill. I think it is important
condition, and I also agree with my hon.I that we should adopt a uniform package for
friend from Northumberland (Mr. Cochrane)! aill the fruit sent out of Canada, and inat is
that the farmers are not always by any the object of the Introduction of this inea-
:means responsible for the bad packing. The sure. There can be no hardship in definingsame thing occurred in my own province the size of barrels which shall be used In
which he says takes place in his county. the home and the foreign market. It would
The farmers sell the whole orchard, on the certainly be a great convenience If one uni-
tree, and the purchaser sends In bis men forn size should be adopted, both for sale
who pick the apples and pack them. I think on the home market and export.
It would be well for the Minister of Inland
Revenue (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) to Mr. CRAIG. I rerely rise to endorse the
consider seriously the question of amending suggestion made by the lon. member for An-
the Inspection Act in such a way as to cover napoIs (Mr . I do not profess
all important exports such as apples. to know very mucliabout Ibis matter my-

Sonething has been said with regard to self. but uniy constituency there are large
the new style of barrel referred to here. I shippers of apples and men who make bar-
regret that I an not able to explain rels as well; and as the Bil was only read
minutely what sort of a barrel this is, but the llrst tine ou the 25th May, lb would
that does not seeni of much importance be well for the MInister of Inland Revenue
because the alternative is pernitted and to postpone further consideration until we
there is no attempt to force anybody to use have lime to get word from those interested.
-the veneer barrel. I amn veiw anxious to know thenviews of My

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What is the veneer barrel?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I understand that a new process
has been diseovered by which the round
log is taken and, as it were, peeled, and
Instead of hîaving a number of staves, as ln
the ordinary barrel, there is simply one
stave and the barrel is absolutely cylin-
drical-the sane size at the head as all the
way through ; and a very careful calcul-
ation has been made, according to which
the contents of this cylindrical barrel are
absolitely the same as those of an ordinary
barrel.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Where are they made?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman.
but I believe they are made In Ontario and
other places.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Is there a patent out ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCtE. I do not know. I can only repeat
that the Fruit Growers Association of Nova
Scotia, one of the oldest and most Important
horticultural organizations ln the country,
approves of tis Bill, and no doubt would
not have given It thIr approval without
very ca refully looking Into the question.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Then this cylindrical barrel has some other
material put on the outside ?

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

constituents with regard to this measure.
and I would urge the hon. Minister to give
the necessary tine to obtain these views.

Mr. HENDERSON. I trust that In
the meantimue the hon. Minister will
consider seriously the question as to whe-
tber this Bill should apply to any but apples
for export. I am quite sure it will create a
very great deal of disturbance in the coun-
try if the Bill Is made to apply to all apples

i packed for local sale. In my own section.
a large number of sugar barrels are used
iu the packing of apples for the local market.
Tihese are larger than the apple barrel, and
under the present Bill a penalty could be
imposed on the farmer using such larger
barrels.

There is no grievance alleged on the part
of the local trade, and I am quite sure the
hon. Minister will find that he will meet
with the approval of the people generally
if he makes no attempt to interfere with the
trade of the country, as it has been carried
on heretofore, and simply make this Bill
apply to apples for export.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
That would be changing the law.

Mr. HENDERSON. I think the law should
be changed for it is now a dead letter. The
lion. Minister will meet with the approval
of farmers generally if he would amend the
law so as to make it in accord with the
custoin of trade in the country. There is
1:0 need whatever to delne the size of an
apple barrel used in the home trade. I trust
that further time will be given to the con-
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sderation of this Bill, as I would like to
hear from some of my constituents and know
what the desire of the people is.

Mr. BORDEN (Ialifax). I thlnk the atten-
tion of the Solicitor General might be direct-
ed to the last line of clause 18.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Of this Bill
or the old one ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Of the present
proposed Bill. There is a provision that the
barrel shali be provided with "chimes," I
think we should regulate the quality of the
" chimes," if it be necessary to deal with
then at all. I an under the impression that
the word intended Is the word "chines."

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. My hon.
frlend (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) has pro-
bably copied too closely the legislation we
have had in force for the last 14 years.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I can explain to my hon. friend what the
chime Is, if he desires information.

Mr. MOORE. I had something to say on
this subject, but the hon. gentleman on my
right (Mr. Henderson) bas stolen all my
thunder. The main objection to this Bill
is one that he has placed before the House
more forcibly than I could. In the province
of Quebee very few apples are sold for ex-
port. Still, nany farmers are raising apples
in that country. They put them in barrels
such as they ean buy, flour barrels and so
on, and take them into the towns and sell
them. I understand that this law provides
that if a farmer offers apples In a barrel not
of the prescribed size, lie will be Hlable to a
penalty.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That bas
been the law for the last 14 years.

Mr. SCRIVER. But the law bas not been
enforced.

Mr. MOORE. But you propose to make a
law now that wIll Impose a spenalty in such
a case. Even if a. farmer sells a barrel of
apples to his neighbour, he is liable to a
penalty, as I understand it, If the barrel is
not of the prescribed size. If I am wrong I
would like to be corrected. 1 understand the
bon. Minister of Militia (Mr. Borden) to say
that there would be no harm In prescriblng
a barrel of uniform size in which apples are
to be sold for domestie use as well as for
export. I do not see any particular objection
to a fixed size of barrels for apples packed
for export. After what we have heard from1
the Minister of Agriculture In the Agriculture 1
Committee, that -the ftrmers have been dis-
honestly packing apples to send to the for-
elgn markets, it would, perhaps, be better
that the Government should look to the in-
side of the barrel than to the form of the
barrel. I was surprised, for my part, to
find the farmers of our country accused of
being so dishonest. If they were packing
apples as athey have (been accused of doing,

I thiuk it would be well for the Government
to look into the inside of the barrel and
leave the rest alone, except, possibly, in the
case of apples packed for the English mar-
ket.

Mr. HEYD. I do not see why there
should be a single voice raised in op-
position to this Bill. The Bill must
strike any one familiar with the apple trade
as exactly what the country bas been want-
ing. It is evident tha.t many of those who
have spoken on the subject of this Bill are
not familiar with the subject or with the
difficulties the Bill is lntended to reach. It
is certainly desirable to bave a standard
measurement..so that a person when buying
a hundred or a thousand barrels of apples
nay know exactly what he is going to get.
Now, what is the actual practice ? When
we buy apples for export, it is understood
by the people in the trade that a barrel
shall contain so much. They are generally
understood to contain about two bushels and
three pecks. But outside of the export trade
there are thousands of barrels of apples sold
In this country, the barrels being bought by
farmers from the grocers-sugar barrels,
flour barrels, starch barrels-containing al)
the way from two and three-quarters to four
bushels, all sold under the generie name of a
barrel of apples. A farmer goes into a store
and buys, probably, a hundred sugar barrels,
packs them with apples, and brings them in
land sells them as barrels of apples. I un-
derstand the object of the Bill Is, as the hon.
Minister tels us, ·to provide that when one
is buying a thousand barrels of apples lie
may understand them to be of a specifle
Isize. We have had similar legislation to this
In operation for 14 years. I bave seen thou-
sands of barrels of apples in the place I
came from, containing -three bushels and a
half, and I never knew a man to be fined
for giving three bushels and a half when he
was bound only to give two bushels and
three-quarters under the terms of his agree-
ment. I think it desirable that we should
have it so arranged that exporters of apples
and those who sell apples may know that
they are not bound to give three bushels and
a balf or more instead of two bushels and
three-quarters In selling a barrel of apples.
It may be that Vie Opposition, for the pur-
pose of having a little fun. criticise this mea-
sure this afternoon ; but it is lnot in the in-
terest of exporters or farmers that it has not
been well understood that two bushels and
three pecks of apples make a barrel. I trust
the Bil wll pass. There is nothing of an ob-
jeetionable character in it that bas not
existed for 14 years, and I defy any man to
say that under that iaw a farmer bas been
fined for giving three and a ralf bushels lIn.
stead of two bushels and three-quarters.

Mr. TAYLOR. It li evident from the re-
marks of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Heyd)
who has Just sat down that there ls a job
In this Bill for somebody. In the first place,
I would like to ask the hon. gentleman (Sir
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Henri Joly de Lotbinière) if the cylindrical be square, round, or any other shape. of
barrel measuring 1S inches by 27 Iuches whatever material they like, and that it
will contain the saine quantity as the other imust contain a certain quantity of apples;
barrel measuring 27 inches between the head then, if these conditions are not fultilled,
by 17 inches head diameter and 19 inches let the packer, or the farmer. be hlable to a
middle diameter ? penalty. But it is absurd to say, that a

The MINISTER 0F INLAND RVENUE farer cannot sell a barrel of apples, unless
I explained that one will contain 7,128 Cub)e! they are packed in these cylindrical barrels,
inches and the other 7.125 cubie Inehes. In or a barrel that must be 19 inches at the
other words, there is a difference of three bilge, because no cooper eau make all bar-
cubie inelhes between the two. and it is ini- rels of exactly the saine measurement at the
possIble to come nearer. bilge. It will not be the saine on every bar-

rel. Therefore. he forces everybody to buy
Mr. TAYLOR. You find mentioned ln thil

Bill two classes of barrels, one cylindrical-
iade in the shape of a cheese box-the same
size from top to bottom-and the other of
the ordlnary size. It looks as if some friend
of the hon. Minister invented a barrel of this
cylindrical kind. It Is provided that apples
uust be packed either ln a barrel of that

kind or in one 27 inches between the heads
with a head diameter of 17 inches and a mid.
die diameter of 19 iuches. If it has a middle
diameter of 18J Inches, It cannot be used,
No cooper can make barrels exactly 19 Inches
ln the centre. If the hon. Minister will pro-
vide that a barrel of apples shall contain so
many eubic inches or so many bushels, there
wIll be some sense ln that. In my part of the
country, seven-eighths of the apples are sold
in Kingston and Brockville and other nearby
markets. The apples are put up in flour

barrels or sugar barrels, varylng somewhat ln
size, but none measuring less than two and
a quarter bushels. I do not know what the
barrels provided for ln this Bill will con-
tain, but it is evident that the apples that
are sent for export will go in these cylindri-
,al barrels, made, no doubt, by sone frlend
who bas the ear of the hon. Minister. Now,
in answer to what the -bon. member for South
Brant (Mr. Heyd) bas said, I may point out
that the exporters have this matter in their
own hands. The farmers do not< export a
barrel of apples. The exporters cn supply
any barrels they like. They buy the apples
f rom the farmers at so much a bushel and
pick them and pack them themselves ; and
they, not the farmers, provide the barrels.
If there is fraud, as my hon. friend from
East Northumberland (Mr. Cochrane) con-
tends, in putting large apples on the bottom
and on the top, no doubt our English friends
have found it out, and the farmers of this
country have got the blame for it-through
the Committee on Agriculture, who brought
-out the fact, and gave It to the world, some
days ago. The fact is, that the packing, In
99 cases out of 100 is done by the packers
and exporters themselves. But it Is evident
that this Bill is intended to benefit some
man who has patented a barrel made In the
form of a cheese-box, who bas got the ear
of the Minister, and bas had a Bill intro-
duced here to force the sale of bis barrels
In this country. It would be all right, If the
Minister would introduce a Bill saying, that
a barrel of apples should contaln two bush-
els and three pecks, or three bushels, let it

Mr. TAYOR.

this patent barrel to help some one intro-
duce It on the market.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). The state-
ment of the hon. member (Mr. Taylor) so
far as Nova Scotia is concerned. Is not
correct. i From one-third to one-half of the
apples exported from Nova Scotia every
year are exported directly by the farmers.
The farmers there are wealthier than those
of Ontario,, and know how to raise apples.
The consequence is, that the farmers them-
selves export the apples, and the names of
the farmers who export apples from that
valley are better known in London than the
packers that have been spoken of. The pro-
vince of Nova Scotia is the one of all others
where the people know best how to raise
apples, and where they do raise the best
apples.

Mr. COCHRANE. What nonsense that is.
Mr. McDOUGALL. With regard to the

veneer barrels, I have seen different kinds
of them, and I have handled them myself.
A veneer barrel is made by putting
two plies of wood together. The out-
side is precisely like a cheese-box ; the
Inside Is made up as the staves of an
ordlnary barrel are made now, only that It
consists of one plece of wood, instead of
several pleces. That makes up the barrel.
It cannot be made in any other way than of
the same size from top to bottom. Veneer
Is one plece Inside and one piece outside,
only that they are put in opposite directions.
The outside Is in the position of a hoop on
an ordinary barrel, and the Inside ls in the
position of the staves lu an ordinary barrel,
thus they are ln opposite directions. And
instead of having the croes to hold the head
and the bottom, there is a hoop put Inside,
and the bottom and head are put on to that,
and another hoop is put on the outslde. That
is the way the barrels are made up. These
barrels are now used ln packing nails ; I
believe their manufacture is eonfined to the
United States ; I am not aware of any being
made in Canada. They are used for pack-
ing soda, ln some instances, and nails. I
have seen them years ago, containing granu-
lated cornmeal manufactured ln the United
States. I may say, with regard to the shape
of the barrel, that I think it would be pre-
ferable not to make it with the bilge for
packing fruit. When you stow a lot of bar.
rels having a bilge, you are lable to press
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down the staves of which the barrel is made
up, on the bilge, and in that way bruise
the fruit. because you have a vacant
space between the ends of the upper
barrel and the lower barrel. If you want
to stow a number of barrels, with the cylin-
drical veneer barrel, you bave the full length
of one barrel resting on the other, with the
two ends lodging evenly, and the wood
which is on end forming the head of the
barrel. is stronger than the bilge of the bar-
rel. wlien you have the weight of several
resting on each other. That is my under-
standing of the advantage in using a veneer
barrel, when the two plies of wood are put
together in the way I bave described. If
they are put together in any other way, and
a split took place in the material of the bar-
rel, the split would continue to the end of
the wood, whereas, if the split took place lu
the outside ply of the veneer barrel, It is
met on the Inside by the wood beiug in the
opposite direction.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I would ask my hon. friends to allow me
five minutes to explain the purpose of this
Bill. Anybody who will examine the law,
as it stands to-day, will see that there Is
complete uncertainty in regard to the size of
the barrel, and it is to dissipate this uncer-
tainty that the present Billb as been in-
troduced. The old law, as it now stands,
reads :

The staves of such barrels shall be twenty-
seven Inches In length from croe to croe.
Well, the croe Is the groove in which the
head of the barrel is placed. But there is
nothing now to show what the thickness of
the head shall be. A man who wants to
cheat can make that head an Inch thick.

Mr. MILLS. Usually, there Is quite a
bulge in that head.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The present amendment simply states that
between the two heads there shall be 27
inches. The old law says there shall be 27
inches between the two croes, but it does
not say how thick the head shall be. If the
head is 1 inch thick at each end, you will
see at once there are 2 inches lost on the
whole length of the barrel. Now, let me
say, that the very description of the barrel
in the old law is of such a nature that it is
impossible to say that it is positive.

The staves of such barrels shall be twenty-
seven inches in length from croe to croe, with
heads from sixteen and one-half to seventeen
inches In diameter.

My hon. friend said, a moment ago, that we
were increasing the diameter of the barrel.
We are not increasing the diameter of the
barrel. The present amendment says, that
the head of the barrel shall be 17 Inches in
diameter, whereas the old law says, that it
shall be between 164 and 17 inches. Well.
I am adopting the entire measure, instead of

the fractional measure, saying 17 inches,
instead of 16J. Then, again, there is no pre-
cise shape of the bilge prescribed for the old
barrel!: you mlght make the old barrel
nearly perpendicular, if you liked. We try
to dissipate that uncertainty by saying, that
the bilge shall be 19 lnches In diameter. I
hope, from these explanations, my hon.
friend will see that there is a purpose, at all
events, l the introduction of this Bill, that
we are trying to remove the uncertainty
that exists ln each of these respects, so that
ln future it will be perfectly clear what the
size of the barrel must be. Now, as to the
veneer barrel. In a barrel with staves,
which I may take for an explanation, it bas
been calculated with the greatest care that
there are only 3 cubie Inches difference be-
tween a veneer barrel and a barrel with
staves, such as we now wish to defIne. I wll
not to take up any more time of the commit-
tee, but I hope I have said enough, at all
events, to satisfy my hon. friends that the
reason for introducing this Bill is not
to favour the manufacturing of veneer
barrels, nor has it any purpose of
that kind. They are already manufactured; I
have myself got barrels made of veneer. The
Bill is to put an end to all complaints as to
the real contents of the barrel. By looking
at the first lne, it will be seen that the time
when this law comes into force bas been
left in blank, so as to give fair-play to every
one, to the coopers, to those who have a col-
lection of these barrels on hand, and, if the
Bill is passed, the date when it becomes
law may be put as remote as they like, pro-
viding it becomes law within a reasonable
time.

Mr. TAYLOR. Is the veneered barrel
being made In Canada now ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Certainly IL is made in Canada. I have
some veneered barrels.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It appears to me that
the statute which the hon. gentleman is ln-
troducing is really a law against being thick-
headed. I tbink we should withdraw our
opposition to this clause at once.

Mr. OLANCY. Since the hon. MinIster of
Inland Revenue bas consented to allow the
Bill to stand, as I understand he bas ?-

The AINISTER OF 'INLAND REVENUE.
Yes.

Mr. OLANCY. I am going to ask hlm
to consider, ln the meantime, the posslbl-ty
of amending section 18. It has been stated
that this is practically the old law. Now,
I want to call the hon. gentleman's atten-
tion to the fact that the old law is a dead
letter, because it Is not practicable. No-
body pretends to conform to the law as it
now etands, and therefore it is no excuse
to argue, ln this case, that we are simply
following the old law. I think the hon.
gentleman wll see that It is time the old
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law was repealed, or at all events, that we The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
might repeal that part of it so far as It re- rier). In the Senate, of course; that Is an
fers to apples packed entirely for local, or argument to reform the Senate.
wlat we eall domestie use. I hope the Mr. HENDERSON.Whether it was in
hou. gentleman will repeal a law that is the Senateorln this House, ItIs altogether
so obnoxious, and that would so restrain eronou.the meni thand i tsat rtrade if it were put into operation. 1 would erroneous. The mnen handling tht articletrae i itwer pu ino oeraion I oul cannot possibly comply with that provisionsuggest that we repeal that part of section whnch sy a wush tfat sion
18 whieh conpels farmers to have barrels weigh eighty pounds, because it does notof a certain size in which to pack apples weigh eighty pounds to the bushel. Theyfor domestie use. I was about to say, f aegb ed to the bpede ide
I eau make myseif heard la the rnidst o f are forced to adopt the expedient, in dealingI ca mak myelf eardin he mdst f l lime, of selling It by the hundredweighltthe din here, caused by hon. gentlemen talk- inslie of selling it bn the huualwyht
Ing at the top of their voices, that I am ineted bo selng t an the usual way, by
sure the practice bas shown that the present the bushtlin order to avoild the penalty
law is a dead letter, that It would restrain ifthey soud a bushel of lme weigling
trade, and that it would be Impossible to seventy pounds instead oi ghty pouds.
carry it out for the reasons that have been anderstand the hon. Minister would be pre-
stated, so far as It relates to domestie.sale pars, whea we go Into commttee agai,
Or the sale of apples for home consumption. to proposethenee fary amedment to sub-
Farmers get all kinds of barrels ; they get stitutet tseventyefor aelghty"so as to
suaar barrels at a small cost, and the pur- correct the blunder on a year ago. y have
chaser of the apples has the profit of the prepared
barrel and of the apples afterwards. The That section 16 of such Act be amended by
same applies to flour barrels. If this see-
tion were enforced there is not a farmer
lu the country who is not already lable.
I am not going to question the propriety
of enforcing section 18 so far as it relates
to the export trade of Canada. There is a
general consensus of opinion that we can-
not take too much care in regard to our
export trade, and that, although we may
adopt statutory regulations that appear
harsh, they are tending in the right direc-
tion. But it is not an answer to say that
this has been the law. This dIs a bad and
useless law, so far as it relates to domestle
sale, that has never come into operation,
ancd if it had there would have been such
an outery that it would have been repealed
long ago. I have no doubt that this Is one
of those laws that have got upon the sta-
tute-book by accident. I appeal to the hon.
Solicitor General (Mr. Fitzpatrlck) to say if
that Act were carried out every farmer ln
the country would not be liable, because
It Is a law wleh which he cannot profitably
conform. So, I hope the hon. Minister of
Inland Revenue will consider this matter,
and will be prepared to repeal that law sa'
far as it relates to the home trade.

Mr. DAVID HENDERSON (Halton). Be-
fore the committee rises, I desire to draw
the attention of the hon. Mnister of Inland
Revenue to another matter whieh may be
regulated under the Bill now before the
committee. Last year, unfortunately, whe-
ther in thie House or ln the Senate, a seri-
ous blunder was committed in amendingthe Act In regard to the welght of a bushel
of! lme, In providing that a bushel ofM me
shall weigh elghty pounds. The hon. Min-
ister tels me that le does not know how
that word "eighty9" eame into the statute,
whether It was U thBis House or lu the
Senate.

Mr. CLANCY.

striking out the word "eigbty"in the slxth Une
thereof, and inserting in lieu thereof the word
" seventy."
This would accomplish the whole purpose.
if the hon. Minister would prefer leaving
it until we go into commrttee again, I an
satisfied, but I hope he will have an amend-
ment prepared that will meet the case.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I hope my hon. friend (Mr. Henderson) will
be prepared, when the Bill comes before
the committee again, to show, in the most
conelusive manner, that by doing so we
will be doing an act which will meet with
the general approval and with the require-
ments of the trade. I hope my hon. friend
will be prepared to prove that It will be
an advantage to adopt what he proposes.

Mr. HENDERSON. Personally, I am
prepared to do that, because I know a good
deal about the matter, being Interested in
the sale of thousands of cars in a year
of this article. I know what I am talklng
about, and possibly I could not get any
stronger evidence than what I could give
myself. However, I have no doubt I can
obtain Information from the association
which handles a large amount of this article
In Ontario, probably three-fourths of the
whole output, which wIll certify to the fact
that seventy pounds Ia the proper weight
of a bushel of lime, and that eighty pounds
Is altogether out of the question.

Mr. .TOHN MeMILLAN (South Huron).
Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment In
Bill (No. 122), which reads as follows :-

The Weights and Measures Act, chap. 104 of the
Revised Statutes, is hereby amended by adding
the following section thereto lmmediately atter
section 18 :-

"Ia. Unless otherwise specially agreed upon
between the buyer and seller, eggs shal be sold
by weight, and the weight equivalent to a dozen
shall be one pound and one-half."
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In a conversation that I had with the hon. that the large chickens lay the best eggs.
Minister he thought it would be better for If the provision in my Bill is adopted, !t
me to bring in a Bill and bring It before will encourage the farmers to raise a better
the House. The egg question is a growing quahity of poultry which will produce a bet-
question in Canada to-day. There has been ter quality of eggs. I believe the day is fast
a very great change In thies trade during approaching when eggs will be sold by
the last eight or nine years, as the following weight instead of by the dozen. It Is unfair
table will show tbat a farmer wbo raises eggs seven of

EXPORT 0F CANADIAN EGGS. which will make a pound, should only re-ToT Great Britain-. eeive the same price for a dozen as thoTo Great Brtain- farmer who sells at nine eggs to the pound.Year. Dczens. Value. I beileve that a dozen of eggs will weIghi188 ............... 2,38 $ 26 a pouind and a half, and make that as the
1892.............3,987,655 592218 standard weight. I would ask the Minister
196............. 5,585,725 704,768 of Inland Revenue (Sir Henri Joly de Lot-1897..............6,939,496 923,965 hinlère) if he will incorporate this provision
1898 ............... 10,280,466 1,244,051 in his Bill to amend the Weights and Mea-

To United States- sures Act ?
Year Dozens. Value. The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.1888 . ....... ,4,3 2198 I will be glad to consider it, and to take1889 ............... 14,147,139 2,119,588 the opinion of the House on the matter. For1869............. 14,011,011 2,156,725 tco

1892 ............... 3,918,015 494.409 ny part. I must say that there is a great
1896 ............... S94,989 97,309 deal in what the hon. member (Mr. MeMil-1897 ............... 479,258 47,623 lan) states. But of course the Bill is in the1898 ............... 38,643 5,029 hands of the House, and I hope the hon.

The market we at one time enjoyed for eggs gentleman (Mr. MeMillan) will be able to
in the United States, we never can have convince the House that his views are right.again because of the changed conditions of Mr. MONTAGUE. I am sure the House
that rmarket. I have here a statement which' will be pleased with the sympathetic smileshows the price of eggs in the different with which the Minister turned to the hou.years froni 1891 to 1898, during the month m nember for South Huron (Mr. McMillan),of Mardh, 'n Toronto as compared with the but he will be still more deeply interestedprice In New York. That statement will in that smile had it not been for the mannershow that the Toronto market is now ai in which the bon. member for South Hurongood as the New York market. It is as (Mr. MeMillan) represented the Minister'sfollows :- position on this question. The hon. mem-

1891 1892 1893 1894 1895 1896 1897 1898 ber for South Huron (Mr. MeMillan) said ne
C. C. C. C. C. e. C. e. had consulted the Minister (Sir Henri Joiy

Toronto .. 16 14 17 16 15 16 11 10 de Lotbinière) as to whether this Bil should
New York. 24j 14b 18 143 12 11j 10j 10 be introdnced, and the Minister feeling that1 he mî.gbt hatch trouble for hImsLýèf by In-During the year 1897 there were over one troducing the Bif, gently asked tb ion.
million dozen of eggs shipped from the Uni- menb forhS Hurny s e t lhn
ted States to the British market, and I be- to introduce it. But the Minister now sa .
heve there was a larger quantity exported that instead of adopting the measure lelist year. Sir, the egg industry is an In- W'1l give It bis serlous consderation. The
dustry that requires to be fostered. That is inis te vihi se oi esidertion. e
why I have introduced the measure which ex-FInance Minister (Mr. Foster) incubate
stands ln my name. Between the dealers in upon the question, nd after a while lay bis
Canada and the dealers in the old country, opinions before the Flouse. Lt is not at ail
there is often dispute in respect to what ny saggestion that the Minister wlshed tothe standard of a dozen of eggs shall be. I sit upon the hon. member for South Huronnet hast spring a gentleman from England (Mr. McMillan). I rose for tie pup -ofwho is a large dealer In eggs, and he said it Joining In the note Of congratulation that%vould be a great benefit If we had a law was sounded by theb on. member for Southin Canada defining thel standard dozen. Huron upon tic wonderful extent which the-Bome people thought that we would need egg trade between Canada and Great Bri-i la w to define the standard as between tain bas grown, and I could not help think-anyers and sellers in Canada ; but others ing, when the hon. gentleman (Mr. McMIl-:hought that would be too rapid*a change. Ian) was expressing in jubilant notes theE have adopted the principle in this Bill of facts in regard to that trade, nor could Inaking a regulation as between buyers and forget that durlng a prevlous debate in thisýellers living at distances apart ln tils House a gentleman occupyng the most im-ýount'y. This egg trade is a trade that portant place here, thought it an evidence of~an be fostered to a great cxtent, and I bie- Canada's prosperity to mention the tact
leve we should do something whlch would that the egg trade between Canada andnable our farmers to improve the quabity Great Britain had grown to fimmense pr-f their poultry, because we generally find portions. Nor, S, could I forget te jeers,
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and the sneers. and the laughter, and the
general fun-making that was indulged in by
the Liberal Opposition some time ago, when
the present lon. member for York, N.B.
(Mr. Foster), tien Finance Minister, serioas-
ly proposed to this House that there was an
opening for a splendid trade in eggs betwee -
Canada and Great Britain. And. Sir, the
suggestion of that hon. gentleman (Mr. Fos-
ter) as to cultivating the English market,
laid the foundation well indeed. of the trade
of which tiese hon. gentlemen opposite
boast at the present time.

Mr. MeMILLAN. I wish to say that iti
was I mîyself who brought in this Bill. Afteri
I brouglt in the Bill I consulted the Minister
of Inland Revenue in reference to it, but it
was not at his suggestion it was brouglit ln.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
That is the fact.

Mr. TAYLOR. Is it due to the National
Policy that eggs commanded a higher price
in Toronto than they did in New York
durin. the several years the lion. gentleman
<Mr. McMillan) quoted?

Mr. McMILLAN. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Taylor) has the National Policy on thel
brain. and I rather think it interferes witi
h'is sleep.1

The conimittee rose and reported progress.
It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the

Chair.

Aller Recess.

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

Thei MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
-CANAL (Mr. Blair) moved second reading
of Bill (No. 133) to authorize the ,acquisition
by the Dominion of the Drummond County
Railway.

Sir CHAULES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I
want to draw the attention of the bon. Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals to the position
that this question ia in. We have had a
long and somewhat lanimated discussion on
this measure ; but it is only one-balf of the
transaction. The hon. gentleman lias reso-
lutions on the paper, which you and he will
agree wlth me have to be proceeded with be-
fore the second reeding of this Bill takes
place-resolutions In regard to the contract
made with the Grand Trunk Railway Coin-
pany, whieh are an essential part of this
measure ; and we would be in a very extra-
ordinary position If this Bill should pass
the House, and the House should then not
agree to those resolutions which are an abso-
lutely component part of the arrangement.
Therefore, I would suggest to the hon. gen-
tleman. In order to put this matter legitimate-
ly and faIrly before the House, that the
second reading of this BIil should not be
proceeded with until the resolutions with re-

Mr. MONTAGUE.

ference to the other component part of the
measure have been carried. When those re-
solutions have passed the House, we shall
then be in a position to pass this Bill or any
measure to carry out this portion of the ar-
rangement.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. Mr. Speaker, I confess that it had
not occurred to me that there was any
serious objection from any point of view to
our proceeding with some further stages in
the matter of this Drummond County ar-Jrangement. It must be pretty well recogniz-
ed on al sides, and I think my hon. friend
the leader of the Opposition will himself
concede, tiat there lias been no atteipt to
impose any restriction whatever upon the
discussion of the Grand Trunk feature of the
arrangement during xthe 'progress of the re-
solutions in respect of the Drummond County
Railway. There has been no objection to a
reference to the existing contracts. Every-
body lias discussed botlh wiula the utmost
freedom, and I think my bon. friend will not
suggest that there has been any absence of
information either as to one agreement or
the other. Now. I take it that the present
motion Is largely a formai one. The House
has already passed upon the principle of the
measure in adopting the resolutions in comn-
mittee, and these resolutions have been con-
curred in by the House ; I ami sure, there-
fore, that my hon. friend wIll not, on reflec-
tion, think it desirable to further delay the
present motion. If my hon. friend particu-
larly desired it, I would have no objection at
ail to consider whether the third reading of
ilie Bill niglt not stand until we had the
Grand Trunk matter before the Committee
of the Whole. I think that would probably
meet his views. One or the other must, of
course, pass first ; we cannot have them both
passed together. They are old subjects, they
have been pretty thoroughly discussed, and I
would suggest to my hon. friend whether his
object could not be as well accomplished by
allowing the matter to remain in suspense
after the second reading. and before the Bill
gets Its third readlng.

SMr. GEO. E. FOSTER (York, N.B.) Mr.
Speaker, I think my hon. friend will fini
that his acceptance of the suggestion will
tend really to bring about what lie desires.
which is the passage of his measures as
quickly as possible. I have felt ail along.
while this discussion has been going on, that
we had really only half, and the least im-
portant half, of what is a very large and
very important transaction. This is not a
matter which we can enter into to-day and
get rid of to-morrow. If we enter into it
now. It remains with us for three genera-
tions. One may say that It Is an absolute
transaction which It wIll be almost impossi-
ble ever to have revlewed.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN)
CANALS. That Is the case wlth nearly all
our legislation.
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Mr. FOSTER. My lon. friend himself wll
admit that he ought not, for his own sake,
and the Government ouglt not as a Govern-
ment. to press the matter without the fullest
discussion and the fullest information ; and
I have felt all along, from the time the dis-
cussion commenced, that we were discussing
simply oue-lalf of the measure. We are
bere disussing the Drummond County road,
whIch is a part of the transaction, azd as It
stands to-day the least important part. I
have not the least hesitation in saying that
T consider the proposed arrangement with
the Grand Trunk Railway far more objec-
tionable In Its present condition than the
arrangenent with regard to the Drummond
County Railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I must say that one would not
have su1sp)ected that ln the discussion in tines
past.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not know how iy
ben. f1reid would draw his Inference, or how
bis suspicion would work out in his own
mind: but that is what I feel now. A!-
though ny hon. friend lias not acknowledged
It to the louse, I think he hjiuself knows,
and I imagine that none of his followers, and
certainly no one on this side of the louse,
is unaware, that the Drummond Couanty por-
tion of the transaction is radically different
froi what it was before. There is o doubt
about that. I do not think there is any use
of lion., gentlemen opposite trying to bllnk it,
or hide behind the assertion that they are
only proposing to do now wliat they pro-
posed in 1897. They are doing a very dif-
ferent thing ii regard to the Drammond
County Railw.ay.

The MINTISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
C.\NALS. I think assertion on one side is
really as good as assertion on the matter.

Mr. FOSTER. I take Issue with my hon.
friend as to that. The two assertions will be
weighed by people octside, and they wili
conclude, not fron a simple assertion itself,
but from the facts and circumstances, and
the reasons by which the two assertions are
backed. However, tha t is my statemeŽnt,
and T have no hesitation il making it, that
the Drummond County arrangement Is radi-
eally different froin what it vas In 1897.

The PRIME MINISTER Wcrse or bet-
ter ?

Mr. POSTER. It will be a good deal as
hon. gentlemen look at It. If they have, as
they appear to have, very little regard for
economy, very little regard for the taxpayer,
perhaps they would say it did not matter
much that in the present arrangement as
compared with the arrangement of 1897,
something more than half a million dollars
had been saved In the Drummond County
part of the transaction alone.

The PRIME MINISTER. Hear. heer. 8
123f

Mr. POSTER. If my hon. friends think
that eco.nomy practised to the tune of about
one-third of the purchase price of the Drum-
mond County Railway, that one-third being
over hiailf a million dollars, is a betterment.
as my hon. friend the right hon. le'ader of the
Government evidently does, I would like to
have my right lion. friend reconcile this posi-
tion with the fact that in 1897 lie backed up
his Minister of Railways in a proposal to
give $2,000,000 of the people's money for a
piece of road whic hlie is now getting for
$1,600,000, with a large betterment put upon
the road.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. Not a bit.

Mr. POSTER. With a larger betterment
put upon the road under the present condi-
tions than were put upon it under the pre-
vious conditions. because a larger amount
of money had to be expended upon the road.
Therefore, I comne back to the original posi-
tion, that the Drummond County portion of
this whole matter is in a far different posi-
tion froni what it was in 1897.

Wheu I corne to the Grand Trunk Railway
end of the arrangement, that is most objec-
tionable. I have not heard a single busi-
ness reason given by any gentleman on that
side as to why, when you get to Ste. Rosalie
and want to go to the city of Montreal, you
should i>ay the iminense sums you are to
pay in order to get there, and then pay your
share of maintenance and user besides.
Absolutely no business reason bas been
given ; and i venture to say you cannot
take any elass of business men in any city
of the Dominion who would consent to put
that bald proposition as a business propo-
sition. The arguments used on this side
were arguments addressed to the good busi-
ness seuse of the fHouse. The Minister of
Railways has not answered, neither has any
man on that side answered or even attempt-
ed to answer them. Why, for instance,
when my hon. friend Is at Ste. Rosalie, with-
In some thirty miles of Montreal, does lie
propose to give $37,500 per year for the
simple rigbt to travel along -the tracks of
the Grand Trunk Railway ? What reason
in the world was there why the MInister of
Railways, vhen Ue made a fair valuation-
we will say, for argument's sake-of the
worth Of the thing, should take Canada's
credit and say : True, Oanada stands on
the basis Ofe credit on the money markets
of the world of 2î per cent, but when we
gave you to the last penny-yes, and farmore than whtat we get is worth-instead of
paylng you on that basts, we pay you as
though Canada ceuld not get nioney at less
than 5 per cent per annum ? What right
had the Minister of Railways to mulot theDominion for 999 years Into paying on what,
for argument's sake, we might take as afair valuation. 5 per cent per annum, to theorand Trunk Railway. Thepre was no rea-goe, and the very men wlio prOMlsed te do
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that went to Loudon and got tliree millions
for ,the neds of this country at 2â per cent,l
all costs and charges taken in.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, no.

Mr. FOSTER. The Solicitor General says
not.

The SOLIGITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
ratirick). I beg your pardon.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). Is n.y hon. friend speaking on the
second realing ?

An hon. MEMBER. He does fnot know.
Mr. FOSTER. I air, trying to address

an argument to this House to show why
we shoIl take the most important part of
the measure and discuss it, and bring it
pari passu ' with the other, or at least be-

Mr. FOSTER. Then, the man next to fore we pass the other out of tLe scope of
him. the House.

Mr. DO3IVILLE. Excuse me, the ",gen- The MINISTER 0F RMLWAYS AND
tleman"'' next to him says no. CANALS. If the leader of the Opposition,

Mi'.FOSPER I sppoe w wil hae who made the appeal, -is not satisfied withMr. FOSTER. I suppose we will havew
to take the hon. gentleman's assertion. îr ess the matter unduly. 1 thoulglit 1 ad

Mr. DOMVILLE. I should think- ide a u sicthat would ho aecepted
but Jil not acpe.I amrn willing that the

Mr. FOSTER. If this irresponsible gen-o
tienan is going to break into a business
argument. I w1ill have to ask you, Mr. Speak- queston is coMi)leted.
er, for your protection. Mr.FOSTELL. As li hon. friend bas

aueded to th'at, and as no doult the leader
Mr. DOMVILLE. What is the business of the OpposL:Ioa will speak on the subjecr,

argument ?sllfotoninuery remars further,
Mx'. FSTER. arn adressig iny e xeept to point out sorne things whiebMr. FOISTER. 1 am addressing' myself 1r

to a gentleman who hbas not shown any nut e Ig
great capacity as a business man, but I to h've t - oriinal of the Grand Truik con-
prefer addressing myself to him than to the
hon. gentleman who has interrupted ie. sow the conneetions for which we are

i amg, and paying hieav-ily. Up to this
The MINISTER OF RAJLWAYS AND period in the (ebate, we have fot had a

CANALS. I have not the business head sinle plan of the original contract in either
you have, and would not take it as a gift. of these cases, and I think that is unpre-

cedented w-heu discussing a ým&tter involv-
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. f riend bas a better ing nearly $7,OOW of a permanent addi-

appreciation of his powers now than perhaps tion to the burdens of the country. We
he had when he first came to the House, but I ought to have those before us, so thact we
think he would conform better to the rules ray look into them before being called on
of the House and the decency of debate, to pass the ineasure. Hon. gentlemen op-
if, w hen I am attempting to express my posite may be strong, but tley shold not.
ideas, he would lnot keep muttering or mur- on account of their strength, refuse Us3ai
muring in reply. If he liasanythin to say, the information we need.

whomae teappelis otsatsfedit

let him stand on hlis feet and say it, and
I shall give place to him for a time.

Mr. DOMVILLE. Then sit down.
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend (Mr. Blair)

says he knows he lias not the ability some
others in this House have.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not say that, although I
might have.

Mr. FOSTER. What did my hon. friend
say ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If you do not remember, I am
vot going to furnish you with my recollec-
tion.

Mr. FOSTER. My ho:. friend is very in-
considerate. When I ask him to assist nie
as best he can, he abruptly refuses to give
me any aid at ail. However, aIl we can do
Is our duty, and I must still try and address
a business argument to my hon. friend op-
posite.

Mr. FOSTER.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am extremely
glad the Minister of Ralilways has consented
to the suggestion made, and made with-
out the sHightest idea of obstructing
progress or the business of the House.
I thought it really conduced to the
progress and would place everything In a
mueh more regular shape, as the two things
mnust go 'pari passu.' It Is better for an-
other reason. I quite admit that the dis-
cussion has almost entirely covered that
braneh of the question as well as the resolu-
tions passed. Having liad the discussion,
we would proceed much more rapidly and
in a businesslike way bay havIng the reso-
lutions brought forward, carried, and then
taking the second reading.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Perhaps I might be allowed to
refer to the request of the hon. member for
York. N.B. (Mr. Foster). I understood him to
say that the original of the contract with
the Grand Trunk Railway should be brought
down. Now, I do not understand why the

39123911



[MAY 30, 1899]

hon. gentleman should make such a request. Mr. FOSTER. I think that when my hon.
It cannot bé possible that hon. gentlemen friend thinks it over he will remember that
would suppose that we would bring as a that is what tuie hon. Minister said. At any
copy of that document something that is not rate the '"Hansard " will show.
a copy. Nor do I think that the verification
ef the execution of that document can be a The MINSTER F RAILWAYS AND
matter of the slightest moment to hon. gen-CANALS. I do remember what he said.
tlemen opposite. I, therefore, am unable to Mr. HAGGART. I hope the hon. Minister
see why such a request is made. I do feel (Mr. Blair) will bring down all the Infor-
that It is an entirely unusual course to mation I asked for which he promised be-
adopt in Parliament. But yet so anxious fcre the second reading of the Bill.
an I to avoid the possibilify of belngc The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AD
thouglit to withhold any document that any CANALS. I have already given the hon.

ho.get'na atst ec htpriI i entlemnan (Mr. Haggi.rt) one assurance. 1
<ontent to do tis-I do not suppose that s he wants another; tat wi 
every gentleman on the other side of the not strengthen It.
House wishes to have this original docu-
ment in his hands ; I suppose that If the Mr. HAGGART. No; but the hon. gentie-
bon. gentlemen who are immediately in front man moved the second reading, and I went
of me are shlo wvn the original document and to the Clerk and found that there was not
have an opportunity of examining 1t, that a single document with him that I required.
will be suficient. They will return it to me The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
so that I can restore it to the files and the CANALS. You did not ask to have them
record room and a copy will suffice to be here before? the second reading. I could not
laid on the Table. get the plans you asked for iere for sev-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Certainly., eral days.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND Motion for second reading withdrawn.
CANALS. I will bring the original paper The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
and show them to the two gentlemen oppo- CANALS moved that the Bill be placed on
site, and to any other gentlemen who wish the O.!ders for second reading to-morrow.
to see then1. Motion agreed to.

Mr. POSTER. The usual course, I may
say, would be to bring down the originals- CONSOLIDATION OF ACTS-QUEBEC
we do not want to purloin them-and lay HARBOUR COMMISSIONthem on the Table so that we can look at
them. I mi - T lrmfr Tb Ti n:4.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It Is not usual to bring the
original document-

Mr. FOSTER. We fought that question
out here before, and we got the original
document, what happened ? My hon. frien~d
knows quite well. He thought there was
no nistake then ; he was positive that the
copy shown us was correct, and It was not
until he got the original and brought It
down that we found he was mistaken and
that the copy we were discussing was not
a true copy. Now, it has always been usual,
for the sake of certainty-it is usual and
1: Is always best-that the original docu-
ment itself should be where It may be seen.
After that. a copy may be used for air prac-
tical purposes of the session. I would re-
eail that incident to my hon. frIend's at-
tention. and I would remlnd him of the
debate we had and the statement made by
probably the best parliamentarlan in the
House and the oldest, the present Minister
of Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard. Cart-
wright), who witiout any grudging 'or de-
nial said we had a right to these documents.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. He did not say that. It is not
the usual course.

Thie SOLCITR GNERiAL (Mvr. Fitz-
patrick) moved the second readlng of Bil
(No. 91) to amend and consolidate the Acts
Jrelatling to the Harbour Commissioners of
Quebec.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would be
glad if the Solicitor General (Mr. Fitzpatrick)
would give a brief explanation of what his
proposition is.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The Bill !s
a consolidation of the Acts now In force
relating to the Quebec Harbour Commission.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Perhaps It would be a good plan, il this is
only a Bill to consolidate, If It is a long
Bill to go into committee and the Solicitor
General ca then explain what clauses have
been changed.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I have
mqde a brief synopsis which I may read, If
hon. nembers of the House will bear with
me, showing in brief the purport and object
of consolidation and showing the nature and
object of the one amendment that is made
by this Bill-In the existing law. This I ean
probably more convenlently do In committee.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second
time, and the House resolved itself Into
committee on the Bill.
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(In the Committee.)
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I presume,

.Mr. Chairman, that it is unnecessary for
me to trace the history of the Quebec Har-
bour Commission from 1805 when the Tri-
nity louse of Quebee was establlshed. For
the purpose of this committee, It will be
sufficient if I give a synopsis of the Bill in-
troduced and point out the one Important
respect in which it is an amendment of the
existing law. I begin with the definitions lu
the Bill. The port of Quebec and the Har-
bour of Quebec have been more accurately
defined than in the existing Act. The com-
position of the corporation, which is next
dealt with, remains unaltered. Various pro-
visions respecting the election of commis-
sioners have been amended so as to make
the elections less costly. Then, as to ofui-
cers and employees provision is made for
allowing the corporation to remunerate the
commissioners, their powers to do so belng
doubtful. They have exercised these powers
for many years, however. Provision is made,
as ln the case of the Montreal Harbour Acts,
to allow the pilotage powers and the judieial
powers to be delegated to the three com-
inlssioners. Under the present law the whole
board deals with all matters affecting the
pilots. Under this Bill It will be optional
for the commission to delegate its powers
in this respect to three commissioners.

3Mr. CASGIRAIN. That Is new.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes. As to

the officers, the only change is that at pre-
sent the Governor General has the approval
of the appointment of the secretary-treasurer,
and this appolntment Is now left entirely to
,he commissioners. Then as to general
powers. The powers of the corporation to
exteud and improve the harbour and its ac-
commodations are defined to include the
construction of doeks, &c., warehouses and
clevators, and it Is given power to own and
operate all klnds of machinery and for the
purpose of increasing the usefulness of the
harbour or facllitating traffie therein. It
Is also given power to load and unload
vehicles and to receive and store goods, and
for these purposes to own and acquire ware-
houses, &c., and to contract for the exercise
of such powers on its behalf. Lt is also
given power to construct Unes of railway on
Its property and to enter into agreements
with railway companies as to the operating
of these Unes and the facilitatlng of traffile.
The next Is as to pilotage, and this is of a
good deal of Importance to persons inter-
ested in the navigation of the St. Lawrence.
All the laws on this subject which, in the
old Act, were mixed up with the powers of
the Harbour Commission, 1 have put in a
Pilotage Aet which deals with all matters
affecting pilots. This Is eliminated from
this Bill. There Is a material change effeet-
ed la that respect. Under the Pilotage Act
the commissioners wIll fix the standard for

Mr. FITZPATRICKC.

qualification for pilots, instead of Its being
fixed by the Act 12th Victoria, chap. 114.
In view of the changes that bave taken
place in the navigation of the St. Lawrence,
it is almost intolerable that for the qualifi-
cation of pilots, we should stil have to ap-
peal to an Act passed so long ago as 12
Victoria. One can searcely imagine how
that has been allowed to continue to the
present day.

By-laws.
As to the amendments under the powers to

make by-laws, the following are the principal
ones :-

Obstructions to Navigation.
The prevention and removal of these within the

harbour of Quebec Is left to the commissioners
to regulate by by-law, but so as not to interfere
with the powers of the Department of Marine and
Fisheries, nor with the provisions of " The
Wrecks and Salvage Act."

Disposal of Property Found.
The present complicated and obscure provisions.

of law contained in several statutes are now to be
regulated by by-law.

Control of Ice in Quebec Harbour.
Following out chap. 77 of 1885, the commission-

ers aie given full control over the ice.
Explosives.

The regulation and control of the landing and
shIpping of gunpowder is now extended to all
explosives and inflammable substances, and made
to cover the storage thereof, and all precautions
are to be observed.

Use of Whistles, Bells, &c.
Powers are given to regulate by by-law all

apparatus for signalling by sound.
Machinery.

Powers are given to regulate all machinery and
appliances used for loading and unloading ves-
sels, to regulate the railway traffie on the wharfs,
to maintain order and prevent theft, to enforce-
the lawful direction of the officers of the cor-
poration.

Reverting to matters to be regulated directly
by the Act, and not by by-law, the following may
be noted :

Harbour Rates.
Instead of the present statutory tariff, whicb

Is not easily kept adapted to the rapidly changing
circumstances of modern commerce, provision is
made, as in the case of the Montreal Harbour, that
the corporation may levy such harbour rates as.
are approved of by the Governor ln Council.
These are the financlal clauses, to which I
beg to draw the attention of my hon. friends
opposite. They have been submitted to the
Deputy MinIster of Finance and I have bis.
approval of these clauses.

Advances by the Government.
No change has been made from the provisions

of the present Acts. The balance which the
Governor in Council may arrange and advance to
the corporation has been stated ln the Bill. The
figures, as furnished by the Department of
Finance, are $362,197.58.

Bond-issuing Powers.
There is no change here, the provisions of the

present Act being merely consolldated and made.

3915



[MAY 30, 1899]

to apply to the balance now issuable under 61
Vie., chap. 48, viz., $200,000.

Special Judicial Powers.
The corporation now exercises the special Judi-

cial jurisdiction of the Trinity House of Quebec.
As in the case of the Montreal Harbour Acts, the
antiquated, cumbrous and defective procedure
sections of 12 Vie., c. 114, are replaced by the
procedure under part 58 of the "Criminal Code."

Annual Report.
The time for furnishing this Is extended from

seven days to twenty-one days after January lat.
On section 4,
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There are

two changes here which I ought to explain.
In the paragraphs "b," "c" and " d," the
word "vessel " ha s been extended so as to
include dredge. elevator and scows. We
have also defined the word "raft ".

On section 5,
Mr. FOSTER. How many miles Is that,

each way ?
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. About 138,

from the parish of Deschambault to the
Island of St. Barnabé.

Mr. CASGRAIN. It is more than that.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Under the

old definition, it was absolutely impossible
to ascertain where the dividing lne was be-
tween the port of Montreal and the port of
Quebec, and we have here defined it to start
from the Roman Catholic church in the
parish of Deschambault, In the county of
Portneuf. 1

Mr. CASGRAIN. Does the hon. gentle-
man think that a line from the Roman
Catholie church, In the parish of Descham-
bault, is a good definition ? The site of the
church may be changed ; It may burn down
ln a few years, and a new one may be built
somewhere else.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do not
thlnk we can take a better landmark than
that. If my hon. friend ean suggest any
landmark of a more permanent character, I
would like him to do so. I think, ln the way
of a landmark, it will be Impossible to get
anything better than this suggestion.

Mr. FOSTER. All right ; so long as It Is
there.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, but
the site remains.

Mr. IVES. What will be, the effect of
extendlng the harbour so far down the
river ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman will find that the harbour Is very
much restricted in the next clause.

On section 6,
Mr. IVES. Is there any change in the

limits ofj the harbour ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There is no
change except that it is more accurately
defined. There is absolutely no extension of

I the limits of the harbour, but this is the de-
seription of the harbour whie bas been
furnished by the Harbour Commissioners,

i and whIch we think is more correct than the
description under the old statute. There Is
a change I would like to make In paragraph
"6 a". .With the permission of the commit-
tee, I would like to strike out the following
words after the word "immovables ":-
" situate within the limits of the city of
Quebec, as defined for municipal purposes
by the third and fourth sections of the Act
of the former province of Canada, 29th Vie-
toria (1865), chapter 57." The intention Is
to strike this out, so as to make the defini-
tion cover the wharfs as far as the Island
of Orleans.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
On section 7,
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The words

"of the corporation," in the 27th line, should
be struck out.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
On section 8, subsection 2,

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That is a
clause which has been suggested by the
Montreal Bill. When their Bill was con-
solidated ln 1894, the Harbour Commission-
ers of Montreal thought it was wlse to have
such a clause, and we have Incorporated It
In th-is Bill.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Why do you not put in
here a provhion for the resignation of other
members of thýe board ? It is thought fit to
put a provistor in for the resignation of
elected members of the board!; why not
extend It to those appointed by the Govern-
ment ?

The SOLICITOR GEINERAL. It Is not
necessary,; the appointinent is by the Gov-
ernor lu Council. It is necessary that he
should notify his resignation to the ·body to
which he Is elected, but ln the case sau-
gested, he is not elected. The very moment
he ceases to be commissioner, he notifies his
resignation to the Governor In Council, and
the Governor In Council appoints his sue-
cesor.

On section 9, subsection 4,
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Subsection

4 is new, though I do not know that It Is of
very great importance.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Does this shorten the
term of those who are elected now ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No. There
Is absolutely no alteration ln the clause, ex.
cept ln subsection 4.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I understand the hon.
gentleman to say, that those elected by the

3917 3918



[COMMONS]

shipping interests and the Board of Trade
will not have their terms of office shortened
by this section.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No; that
Is quite right.

On section 10,
The SOLICITOR tGENERAL. There is a

change in subsectioa 3 to extend the time
for filling a vacancy fron fourteen days.,
which the old law provided, to thirty days.

On section .12,, subseetion 2,
The SOLIcITOR GENERAL. This is

new, providing for the giviig of notice of a
meeting, and I think it is a very wise pro-
vision.

Mr. OASGRAIN. How is the meeting preciate it, the Soicitor
convened now'? mrch more able.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is con- Mr. FOSTER. 1 thluk 1 shah have to
vened by the secetary without notice. take adaita«e of the remarks of my lon.

Mr. CASG-RAIN. There was surely some eriesd the Min iter o M arieedFs.
provision, for I used to see the advertise- eiesptisaya hsis profbahecauo
ment in th,- newspapers of Quebec. How-
ever, it is a good provision. if it did not ex- Quebec wlo knows the pecullarlUes of the
ist before. city of Quebec-such peeuliarles as werereferred to in Commi tee of Supply when

On su1)seetior1.friey lon. friend tried to excuse the loose
way of getting suppliesfr the cty f Que01ësue bec when the strict rule was applied to

In this?.other places by saying "Quebec is Quebee,"
The SOLIcITO R GEN ERAL. Yes. The you know.

words "payable by anl" are the words The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
inserted. FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I borrow-

Mr. CASGIAIN. What is the reason of ed the remark from you or from somebody
the change? You want people to vote else on the other side. Do not give me
who are not strictly qualified ? credit for that.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No, it is to The SOLIOITOR GENERAL. I am quite
provide that the person voting rnust not only willing to omit the words "payable by and."
have paid. hut be a member of the shipping I do not think th.ey can have any effect.
Interest, and thus be a person interested. Perhaps I ought to state to my hon. friend

Mr. FOSTER. I canrnot see the reason 'M. Foster). that these clauses are not
for putting in "payable by." You are fix-- pecuhiar to thiLs Bill. These two clauses
ing the qualification of a voter. and you are taken out of the Montreal Bll, so thatsay t ait must not be said that there -l anythingsay that a man shall have a vote if he peeciîar to Quebec so far as this matter ispays dues. You do not intend to give him
a vote unless he has paid dues, do you ? cencerned ; that Is for the beneft of aU

concerned.
The SOLIOITOR GENERAL. No.
Mr. FOSTER. WeH, wbat is the use of

also saying "1payable by"? Do you sup-
pose that anybody would pay harbour dues
for the sake of getting a vote ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
all-J si&t to cover that point.

That is1

Mr. FOSTER. How could he pay the dues if
he was not entitled to pay? Who would
toke them If they were not due? Has any
officer of the Government a right to take
John Jones's money unless he Is a member
of the shipping interest of Qutebec?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PFSHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 'It Is only
put ln from an abundance of caution.

Mr. CASGRAIN.

On section 13.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. We change

that, by extending the date from fourteen
days af ter the occurrence of the vacancy, to
one month after the last date for holdiu
the election. Under the present Aet the
Governor in Council has power to appoint a
new commissioner in the place of an eleced
member, whereas under this Bill we have
transferred that power back to the electing
body.

On section 14.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The mem-

bers of the Trinity House In Quebee were
required to take an oath before entering on
their duties, and the Harbour Commissioners

Mr. FOSTER. But It seems that the
abundance of caution is absurd.

Mr. CASGRIIN. Are there any instances
in which a man who was not a member ot
the silpplng interest paid dues and thereby
became a vot-r9?

Mr. DOBELL. I have never heard of one
yet.

M1r. CASGRAIN. Then, what Is the use
of putting it in ?

Mr. DOBELL. It is simply a legal pre-
caution suggested by our legal advIser, and
the lion. member should be able to appre-
elate why that is donc.

Mr. OASGRAIN. If I were able to ap-
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were also required to take the oath for the
performance of the duties formerly filled
by the late Trinity House. The change il
this section is to make the oath applicable
to all.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There is no provision as to the oflicer before
whoui this oath is to be taken.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. This clause
is taÏ.en exactly from the old Act.

On section 15,
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There is a

change in this clause. The corporation bas
-it the present time undoubtedly the riglht
to remunerate the chairman of the board,
and they undoubtedly have the right to re-
munerate the Superintendent of Pilots who
sits as a member of the board. They have
gone on paying allowanees to the different
members of the board for each sitting, and
It bas been considered they had the power
to do so under the law. Some doubt has
arisen as to that, and in order to eliminate
the doubt the section is drawn as It is now.

Mr. FOSTER. What bas the chairman
1heretofore been paid ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Two thou-
sand dollars a year, I think.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
This provision involves a question that
comes up In conneetion with the varlous
pilot boards.

The SOLICITOIR GENERAL. One of the
members of the Quebec Harbour Board tells
me that although they have the power to
pay a salary not exceeding $2.000 to Îhe
chairman, at the present time, lie does not
accept more than $1,000.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
As to the question of legality ln connection
with this remuneration, it bas come up in
connection with other pilot boards in the
varioius provinces, and I do not think any
legislation such as this bas been passed to
ce1ar the matter up. In other boards they
pay themselves what they call expenses,
which is practically a remuneration.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AIND
FISHERIES. That has been stopped.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The Minister of Marine and Fisheries says
that has been stopped, but if this provision
In the Bill be correct, and I am in favour
of it myself, it should be extended to the
similar bodies througbout the country-
though fnot la this Bill, of course.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That was
the old Trinity House practice, and when
the Harbour Commission of Quebee super-
seded the Trinlty House, and took over the
powers and responsibllities of it, they took
over also the privilege of paying themselves,

and the question arose whether they had the
power to do that. At any rate I thought it
better to remove any doubt in this Bill.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I call the attention of the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries to the fact that It Is
'vorth looking into that question, lu vlew of
the general consensus of opinion here that
this is a proper provision, and that these
muen who give their time to the consideration
of important questions should be paid for it.

Mr. ELLIS. The only question now is as
to wiether there is any limit to the amourt
whichî the commissioners may vote them-
selves.

Mr. FOSTER. You fix the maximum
linit to be paid to the chairman, but you
do not apparently fix any limit to the
amount which the commissioners may vote
themselves.

Mr. DOBELL. I can speak for the prac.
tice. It bas never exceeded $5 a sitting, and
we have one sitting a week. Sometimes,
but very seldom, we may have two slttinge.

Mr. FOSTER. But that does not meet the
objection which I have ralsed. If there Is
no limit fixed they might vote themselves
an exorbitant salary.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEl.
Section 27 provides that none of these
by-laws shall become effective until approv-
ed by the Governor in Council.

On section 16,

Mr. CASGRAIN. There are some very
important changes in this clause. Under it
the powers of the corporation, as pilotage
authority, may be delegated to any three
commissioners. Formerly, I believe, the
commission sat as a full court. Again, by
subsection 3, the judical powers of the cor-
poration may be delegated to any three com-
missioners, exclusive of the chairman of the
corporation of pilots for and below the har-
bour of Quebee. My learned friend knows
that the Quebec Harbour Commission Is the
judicial authority whieh tries the pilots on
charges of derelietion of duty or in the case
of accidents. I think it would be a mis-
take to limit the number of the commission-
ers for the trial of such cases to three. I do
not wish to cast any reflection upon the
present commissioners, especially my hon.
friend from Quebec West (Mr. Dobell) ; but
it must be admItted that there are gentle-
men on the board, as there always have
been, who probably know no more about
navigation than I do, and that is not much.
For instance, If the judicial power were
delegated to Mr. Laliberté, the chairman,
who Is a furrier, and to Mr. Rioux, who is a
grocer, and another gentleman, who is a
merchant ln St. Roch or the lower town,
and who cannot know much about naviga-
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tion, it vould hardly be contended that they
would constitute a board quallfied to try the
very difficult and important questions that
might arise in connection with accidents.
The decisions which these gentlemen might
render might be of the greatest importance
to the pilots concerned. A pilot might be
deprived of his branh for ever, and of bis
means of livelihood. It, therefore, seems to
me that, as this tribunal is vested with very
great powers, we ought not to decrease its
numbers. Amongst other powers, this board
bas the power of deciding whether or not a
pilot shall continue to exercise his functions,
which is. of course, a very important ques-,
tion to the pilot, and, if this board shouldi
not do its duty properly-and we must sup-
pose that sometimes such a case may occur
-this man may be deprived of bis means of
earning a livelihood. I would like the hon.
Solicitor General, or the hon. member for
Quebec West (Mr. Dobell), toi tell us what
are the reasons why this power Is given the
lHarbour Comnmissioners to delegate their
judicial authority to three members.

Mr. DOBELL. These pilot cases are very
lengthy, and take up a great deal of time,
and this section only provides that the judi-
cial powers of the corporation may be dele-
gated to any three commissioners. It thus
leaves it optional with the commission to
try any case with a full board or delegate Its
power to three. There are generally three
members of the commission competent to
try such cases, and, inasmuch as the chair-
man of the pilot board is also one of the
judges, I do not tbink that the apprehen-
sions of my hon. friend are well founded.

Mr. CASGRAIN. The only reason the
bon. gentleman gives for the change is that
these cases take up too much time. and,
therefore, ail the commissioners should not
be called on to try them. But, when any
question affecting trade or navigation comes
before the board, and in which the commis-
sioners are interested as business men, they
do not fail to attend. My hon. frIend should
take Into consideration the fact that the trial
of a pilot is of even greater Interest to the
pilot concerned than questions affecting
business interests are to the members of
the board. If five members of the board are
required to decide in the case of any ques-
tion affecting the shipping Interest and trade,
a fortiori, the same number should be re- 1
quired to try a case much more vital to the
pilot concerned. I would suggest that ûve
should be the quorum, instead of three.

Mr. DOBELL. I might point to the Rail-
way CommIttee of the Privy Couneil as an
analogous case. That commlttee tries most
important questions, and yet three members
of it are considered sufficient. It must be
remembered that there are sometimes two or
three cases affecting pilots before the com-
mission lu the course of a week, which take
up a great deal of time. It seems to me that
three members of the board, with the chair-

Mr. CASGRAIN.

mnan of the corporation of pilots, ought to be
ample for the trial of such cases.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I believe that the quo-
rum of the Railway Committee is seven, and
not three, and I have never seen only three
sit on a case, except by consent. We must
also bear in mind that the Railway Cnom-
mittee is composed of members of the Cabi-
net, the leaders of Parliament, who are sup-
posed to be most versed in all the questions
that come up before that committee. Where-
as, upon this harbour board, there are some
gentlemen who know nothing about naviga-
tion, whose only navigation consists in
erossing between Quebec and Lvis. Some
of them, I belleve. cannot cross between a
United States port and Liverpool just
now, but, of course, that does not affect
the question we are discussing. I would
again call attention to the great difference,
as regards qualifications, between ·the gen-
tlemen on the Railway Committee and the
gentlemen on the harbour commission.
There is also the extreme importance it is.
to the pilots to have gentlemen who. if not
tra·ined judici'ally, are at least qualified fron

I another standpoint, that is, from their
knowledge of slips and navigation. And if
it is within the power of the commission to
appoint three of their number, we may have
men there trying pilots. who may be de-
prived by the decisions given of the means
of earning their livelihood, who certainly are
not competent to deal with such cases. An-
other objection is that the third clause says
that power may be delegated to three com-
missioners, but the chairman of the corpora-
tion of pilots shall be a member of the board
also. That would be four members of the
board. Suppose then you have the board
evenly divided. That is an Inconvenience.
Now, it seems to me, ln view of all these
questions and of the fact that no reason has
been given except the saving of time, that
the law should be ellowed to stand as It is
to-day.

Mr. DOBELL. This clause lias probably
been copied, like many others from the laws
relating to pilots in the harbour of Montreal.
I do not regard it as a matter of great im-
portance.

Mr. CASGRAIN. If the bon. gentleman re-
presented a constltuency in which there were
about 100 pilots, he would see great import-
ance In it. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Dobell)
knows that there is safety in numbers some-
times. I would rather go before a tribunal
composed of five men than before one eom-
posed of three. I would rather go before a
jury of twelve than a .ury of six.

Mr. FRANCOIS ARTHUR MARCOTTE
(Champlain). (Translation.) Mr. Chairman,
I think this is a very important question.
and do not see why the hon. member for
Quebec West (Mr. Dobell) should not give
it the attention it deserves. The interests of
an important class of the communIty are at
stake here. In the case of accidents, the
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pilots are tried by men who know nothing Jgate the exercise of their judicial powers to
about pilotage. Now, lu my opinion, five three members of the board. which three
members of the board would not be too members of the board must be assisted by
ample for the trial of these cases. The the president of the Corporation of Pilots.
pilots have already suffered bardships ; the There is a difference with reference to the
judgments rendered by the commissioners pilotage authorlty and the judicial power.
have not always proved satisfactory to the The hon. member for Montnorency pointed
pilots. That is the reason why I am lu out a moment ago that there would be four
favour of the proposition of the hon. mem- members including the head of the pilot
ber for Montmorency (Mr. Casgrain), who board.
does not want to limit the number of the Mr. FOSTER. Then you only nced to give
commissioners for the trial of such cases )e more.
to three, but proposes that five should be The SOLICITOJI GENERAL. Now, let us
the quorum. see what las been the practice and expert-

Mr. FOSTER. I think It may be well ence of the past. ln Montreal, foInstance,
to consider whether three is not too small ia the arbour-board may delegate their powers
number out of nine. If the co.mlsstoners tol three members of thc board. '1'bat Iaw
happen to get their 'best qualitied men,, pro- b asdl 19.adi as been found

Mr. FsER u1.-henduonynedtogv

bably the three mien would be qut-te as leffi- to operate beaeficially. t-hat is to Say. It
dlent as five nmen, some of whom were flot saves the unie of the members of the bar-
very well Up in the suxbject. But tiiere IlfTbour boICd and it does Not appear that ny
another point of view whih miglit be talkens hplaint has been made agains the law.
Into consideration, and thatIs the satifac-t and sou, we sha have the sarde powers to
tion whch a board Uke that ougit tO givedelegate to tree members f the board I
to the pilots themselves lu the adjudication Quebec, and t 8ey must. sit with the headn f
o their grevances and diffwo ulties. It seeffi- the corporation of pilots. Thus you bave a
to mne that the great and Important body of:scrts a sUc iosaecnend
m en w ao m ay ave to om e before th ns tri-is e s the tim fathep m e r of te har-

bunal would feel a greater confidence, would Mr. CASGRaIN. The presdent of the
feel that they were more considered and thai Pilot Is, weays consdered the dvowate of
their lnterests would be better gruarded If t'le pilots,:and, unfortunately, bils authority
they could appeal to flive out of atomv leithe toard does m bot go very far.
ission of nine, nstead df three. I doot The SOICIfpR GENERAL. He bas a

sec that this Isany ardshtp upon the cotarivote.
missioners. You arec paying your commis-

a Mr. CASGRAIS. Yes, but thet Is ail. Mysoners now , and tey wlll, no doubt. get ansiderdand t pits islasconsderdtheadvoateo
fair salary lu remunerattoneg for the trouble e pilosAn di th utunsately heisutre
they take. The commissioners may be looked to n huCiImybv ago elo
to to sec to that. It Is different from taking a confidence lu the harbour board. whenever
fee: is boh a remuneratton for ther ser- a pilot cones before the RarboL He board e is.a

s a th rfroine moment lie is acused, consdered
thn ItIers not too wiucll to askthat alveg :t
should be uponthis board. trar toothordnary ve o! Brtish aw, that

a man Is considered innocent until he Is prov-
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I can quite ed guilty, the pilot is considered guilty and

understand how my hon. friend from Mont- has to clear himself. I would ask my hon.
morency (Mr. Casgrain) regards this matter. friend (Mr. Fitzpatrlck) as a favour, to name
As to the cases tried before this board, I the members of the board. I know Mr. Lalu-
must confess that I have had some experi- berte. Mr. Rloux, the hon. member for Que-
ence of cases before the harbour board. and bec West (Mr. Dobeil), Mr. Sharples, Mr.
have always thought it an anomaly-I say Arcand, Mr. Chabot-
this with dueaeerencerome to tgai attain-
ments of my hon. friend from Quebec West
(Mr. Dobell)-that these trials should take
place before the commissioners when we
have the Admlralty Court, to which, It seems
to me, these cases could be better referred.
Regarding it from the abstract legal stand-
point, it seems to me that we should have a
much more competent tribunal If these cases
were referred to the admiralty judge, who'
would have acting with hlm as assessors, the
head of the corporation of pilots and a de-
legate of the harbour board to assist hlm
wlth their technical knowledge. Unfortuna-
tely, the practice bas been contrary to that,
and these Important cases have been trIed
before the harbour board. This law provides
that In certain cases which are left entirely
to the discretion of the board, they may dele-

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Al, with
two exceptions, perfectly conversant with
this work.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I do not know about
that. I do not know that Mr. Chabot anC
Mr. Arcand are.

Mr. DOBELL. No one ean be more conver-
sant with these affairs than M'r. Chabot.

Mr. CASGRAIN. How ean he be so con-
versant with these affairs ? He was mana-
ger of the Quebec and Levis Ferry Company,
and at another time he was manager of the
St. Lawrence Navigation Company. He was
also, at one time, manager of the Richelieu
and Ontario Navigation Company. But he
was manager of the business affairs of the
company and did not navigate the boats.
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The SOLICITOR GENERAL. H1e owned
vessels.

Mr. OASGRAIN. Take, for instance, ny
lon. f riend f rom Quebee West (Mr. Dobell) ;1
he is more often in Ottawa ,thanu n Quebec.
Mr. Maepherson is absent from Quebec very
often, so that in a great many Instances
you will have a court trying these pilots
composed of only Messrs. Laliberté, Rioux I
and Chabot. It seems to me that if the quo-
rum of the harbour board is fixed at five
for the ordinary administration of the af-
fairs of. the corporation, for the s&mple
routine vork, a quorum for a judicial trial
of this kind should also be five. Why Irlng
It down to three ? Vast powers are con-
ferred upon this board, they may deprive a
pilot of lits branch for ever. The young man,
for instance, of twenty-five or thirty years
of age who has passed nine or ten years in
apprenticeship, who begins his life as a pilote
and througU acold-mnt, when he is twenty-
six or twentyseven, may find himself de-i
prived of his branch for ever, and thus nine
or twelve years are totally lost to hiim.
It seens to me this is a far more import-
ant question than the details of the ad-
mniistration of the Qaebec Harbour Trust,
where a quorum of five is required. The
only reason given for red cling the quorum
to three is the convenience of the commis-
sioners ; we are told they are very busy.
If they are too basy, they should not ac-.
cept the position. Hlow many trials do you
suppose have taken place during the last
year, for Instance ? I venture to say not1
more than ten. In the preceding years,
wheu I was lu Qaebec, there were not teu
a year. I say that on so important a ques-
tion as tis the incoavenience of the con.
missioners should not be a reason for re-
duleing te quorum from tfive to three. I
A Peal to the sense of justice in this mat-
ter of my hboi. friend. 'Dhese men are a
very respectable set of men, there Is no
finer set of men In the country than the
pilots below the harbour of Quebee. 1
would ask mwy hon. friend the -Solictor
General to assist me in prevaillng upon the
hou. member for Qnbec West (Mr. Do-
bell) to ask the commdssioners to endure
the inconvenience which may be caused to
them by sitting five or six times or even
ten times, during the season of naviga-
tion.

Mr. DOBELL. I would call my hon.
friend's attention to this fact, that these
trials may take place within only forty-
elght hours' notice. The captain and the
pilot must be on band for the trial with-
la forty-elght hours' notice. It would be
difeult to get five gntlem àn together with-
lu forty-eight hours to devote four, or five,
or six hours, to the trial of a plot. If three
men are able to try a case in Montreal, I
laim, that three Quebecers are equally able

to try a case in Quebec.
Mr. CASGRAIN.

Mr. CASGRAIN. The questions comIng
up in Quebec are much more important than
the questions that come before the Mont-
real Harbour CommiOssioner3.

Mr. DOBELL. rhe quorum Is not limit-
ed to three men, it only says that three
S ,niay"net. If the case is of great Im-
portance, you w-ill find that every man will
be present who can possibly do so, and
will devote all the tiue that Is requlred.

Mr. BORDEN (H-FiPUfax). I wlsh to point
out to the Soecitor General that clause 2
declares that the powers of the corporation
as a pilotage authorlty may be delegated
to three c-ertaàn commissioners, and that
under clause 3 the judiclal Io vers of the
corporation nay be delegata te a differ-
ent class. Do not the powers of the cor-
poration as 'a piloage authority Include
their judicial powers ? If se, it seeis te
me you have some confliet between sub-
section 2 and subsection 3. Under sub-
section 2, you include judicial powers which
may be delegated to a different class of
persons from those to whom they are dele-
gated, or may be delegated under sub-
section 8. There is another thlug I would
like te point ont with regard to clause 3.
The meaning which the Sollitor General
puts upon it Is one which I certainly did
not see when I read it. 'He says he means
to Include the chairman of the corporation
of pilots with the commissioners te whom
judlicial power ds delegated. Weél, tle
word "exclusively " does not seem te be a
very apt word for that pur'pose. I think
we should have some suci expression as

together with."
The MINISTEOR OF MLAURINE AND

iISHERIES$. I think the objeot of the
clause was, on the contrary, to exclude
him.

The SOLICITOR GENEltAL. I accept
the vlew of the iMinister of Marine and

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). That is the view
which I have endeavoured te express. Now,
the powers of the corporation as a pilotage
authorlty include their judicial powers.

The SODICITOR GENERAL.
clude a great deal more.

They ln-

Mr. BORDEN (lalifax). But- you sep the
Powers of the corpora tion as a pilotage au-
thority mîay be delegated to a certadn class
of persons under subsection 2. Tbhen, you
say tie judicial powers whieh are Included
In what you have already delegated, may be
delegaited to another class of persons. It
seexr.s to me that the two clauses confliet
with each other.

Mr. DOBELL. 1 think tihe fIrst clause
merely applies to the trial of plots as to
their efticiency, their age, capabillit!es, &c.

Mr. CASGiAIN. Under the heading of
"pilotage aRtlthority " you say the pilotage
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authority for the harbour of Quebec shall
be the Harbour Commissiners. Then, the
powers are given, amongst others, examin-
ing powers as to their qualification. The
words "pilotage authordty " here would
seem to include powers which are gåven in
paragraph 3.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman knows that 'the Harbour Com-
missione:s of Montreal are frequently called
upon to exercise wide judicial powers, Inde-
pendently altogether of itheir powers as
pilotage authoribies. They are called upon
at times to deal with persons for infractions
of the by-laws, for Instance, to send a man
to jail for trespassing on the wharfs. If
the lion. gentleman will refer to that part of
the Act under the heading "pilotage autho-
riltyi"he will see that the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Borden) and myself are riglit
in) this.

Mr. DOBELL. '1iat applied to the duties
executed years ago 'by the Trinity House.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I know very well what
my lion. friend means, what he intends to
convey to the House, but our contention is
ibat those clauses, as drafted, do not have
the meaning he wishes to convey, because
the powers of the pilotage authority under
the old statute are all thosei powers which
were given to the Harbour Commissioners,
the examination of pilots and the exercise
of judicial powers also. The second subsec-
tion says that the powers of the corporation
generally and the third subsection that the
judicial powers of the corporation may be
delegated to any three commissioners ex-
clusively. What judicial powers ? In other
words, what is the distinction between the
powers conferred by this second clause and
powers conferred by the third clause.

Mr. DOBELL. There is a wide distine-
tion. In the one case the powers of the cor-
poration are the powers of a pilotage ai-
thority which may be delegated to these
commissioners. Then i subsection 3 the
;iudicial powers of the corporation, not of
the pilots, may also be delegated to any
three commissioners. The two are quite dis-
tinct and cover quite different cases.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Now we have an ex-
ample of the fact that there are harbour
commissioners, who, although they are wel!
disposed, sometimes do not understaud
points of law whIch are raised before their
august presence. Of course the hon. Soli-
citor General is respousible for the wording
of the section, and his attention has been
called to the matter. By reading the Act he
will find that we are right. However, I will
go back to the other point in regard to the
court that is to try the pilots. Is the court
to be composed of four members ? We have
only asked for one more member. There
are nine members altogether ; we are only
asking for one more on the committee who

will try the pilots. Another grave objec-
tion to this is that it is a shifting board.
Any three members of the commission may
be appointed for one trial and any three for
another trial. That Is another objection
which It would be well to solve before we
leave it. The board is composed now of
four members. All we ask for is another
imember.

Mr. DOBELL. When clause 41 is renhEd1
my hon. friend will get a fuller explanation.
Clause 41 describes exactly what is mleant
by subsection 3.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I think it would be well if the hon. Solicitor
General would pass this clause over-there
are a great many others-because the points
raised are technical, and it is difficuit for
the Solicitor General to give his attention,
at the monient, to a clause like that. While
1 think the point is well taken and that the
hon. Solicitor General, upon consideration,
will change subsections 2 and 3, the mem-
bers of the committee are so far apart that
perliaps it would be well to let them stand
and take up other clauses.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I am quite
willing to do that. But I will say that there
is a broad distinction between the powers
exercised by the commissioners acting as a
pilotage authority and exercising judicial
powers. As a pilotage authority they are
ealled upon to exercise certain duties and
rights in so far as the Pilotage Act is con-
cerned. The judicial authority which thev
are called upon to exerelse involves the ex.
ercise of much larger and entirely different
powers. When you come to see the section
which has reference to the exercise of judi-
eial powers you will see that the judicial
powers exercised under this Pilotage Act
are a small proportion 8f the powers they
are called upon to discharge. I am qute
wllling that we should go through the Bil,
because I am satisfied that when hon. mem-
bers have become familiar with all the de-
tails and when they come back to this
clause they will be willing to allow it to go
lu its present wording. I have a grave ob.
jection, after a Bill has been drafted by an
expert draughtsman to change its phrase-
ology. I think that members of this House-
are about as well able to draft a Bill as to-
paint a picture.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That was my reason for suggesting to the-
Solicitor General the proprlety of allowing-
this clause to stand so that he might recon-
sider it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I understand from the hon.
Solitor General that this section was-
copied from the Montreal Act which bas
been la force since 1894, and which confers
the same powers on the Montreal Harbour
Board that it is proposedi to confer upo--
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the Quebee Harbour Board. My hon. friend
ýMr. Casgrain) is concerned that the pilots
shall get justice. I do not think that he
need concern himself about that, because I
never knew a case ln which a pilot has
been punished.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Oh. yes, there are.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Pilots do not get punished ;
the difficulty is to get a conviction at alil.
If you have a quorum of the whole board.
and if they are convicted by the board the
Court of Queen's Bench will review the
whole proceedings by certiorari. I rose,
however, for the purpose of stating what 1
understood to be the meaning of the clause
as drafted. The general powers of the cor.
poration are delegated to three commission-
ers ; no power was delegated to the pilot
board. There is no doubt that the powers
of the corporation may be delegated under
subsection 3 to any three commissioners.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Five commissioners are
a quorum.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The powers of the corpor-
ation may be delegated to any three com-
missioners.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That includes judicial powers.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That relates to general pow-
ers and it would include judicial powers as
well. The only doubt I had was as to- the
meaning of subsection 3, and while it seems
plain that the commissioners have the power
under subsection 2 to delegate their general
powers to three commissioners of whom the
Chairman of the Corporatlon of Pilots be-
low Quebee shall be one, there Is the power
under subsection 3 to delegate their judicial
powers to three commissioners absolutely,
excluding the PlIot Commissioner from being
one of them. He must be one when they
exercise their general powers, but he would
not be one of them when they come to ex-
.ercise their judicial powers.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It would
be absolutely preposterous to allow the sub.
comnittee to be composed so as to exclude
the chairman of the pilots from this board,
because that Is the whole reason for putting
him on the board, that is exerci!sng the
pilotage authority. If you are going to give
judicial powers to this sub-committee, ex-
eluding from this sub-committee the chair-
man of the pilots he would cease to have
any utility on the board at all. I thlnk we
had better keep that clause in its present
form. and when we have got through the
Bill consider it again.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I wish to make
the difficulty I have clear to the Solicitor
General,,,because, however eminent the gen-

Svr LOUIS DAVIES.

tleman may be who has drafted this Bill,
still I want to understand It. The pilotage
autbority. under the provisions of the Pilot-
age Act. bas undoubtedly judicial powers.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Limited.
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). That may be.

Under the provisions of section 41 of this
Act, this corporation has certain special
judicial powers. but those judicial powers
include the powers under the Pilotage Act.
The point I make about the drafting of this
clause is, that subsection 2 seems to me to
clearly include the judiclal powers which
every pilotage authority bas under the pro-
visions of the Pilotage Act. Now, subsection
3 may mean one of two things. Lt may in-
clude all the powers which this corporation
has, including the authority which it pos-
sesses as the pilotage authority under the
Pilotage Act ; or it may mean only the ju-
dicial powers conferred by this Act, in ad-
dition to the powers which are conferred
by the Pilotage Act. If It means either the
one or the other. it seems to me that this
elause requires amendement. If subsection
3 includes the judicial powers under the
Pilotage Act, then I cannot help thinking
that It Is in confilet with subsection 2, which
ce-early, by its terms, includes the same
thing.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I thlnk that
Is right. I will remedy it by inserting the
word; "other " before " judicial powers," in
paragraph 3.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). That is what I
suggested.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Subsection
2 gives them the power as pilotage author-
ity, and the other Judicial powers they have,
irrespective of their powers as pilotage au-
thority are exercised under subsection 3. If
we say, in that subsection, the " other"
judiclal powers of the corporation may be
delegated, &c., I think that meets the case.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Yes.
Mr. CASGRAIN. Is the number of com-

missioners to remain at three under sub-
section 2 ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes. That
rule has worked very satlsfactorily in Mont-
real, and I do not see why we should make
any difference.

Mr. CASGRAIN. In that case, the pilots
would be tried by two members of the har.
bour board, and, in addition, the chairman
Of- the corporation of pilots. I do not think
that is right, and I move that subsection 2
be struck out.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It worked well in Montreal.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Well, I do not think it
is right.

Amendnent (Mr. Casgrain) negatived on
division.
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On section 18,
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Is this the same

as the clause which is being amended ? The
language seems a littlé peculiar:

Any commissioner who owns property which
the corporation propose to acquire shall Ipso facto
cease to be a commissioner.
That seems a remarkable provision.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It was
practieally the same thing lu the old Act.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
majority could put out an undesirable col-
league at any time by prosposing to buy his
property.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do not
say it would happen, but considerable In-
convenience would result from the fact that
a man might be elected on, the board and
then arrange, after his election, to have his
property secured for harbour purposes. Such
things as that might possibly occur.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
evil should, of course, be guarded against.
There are a great many municipal Acts, for
instance. in whilh precautions are taken, but
it was the extraordinary proposition involved
ln this particular phraseology that struck
one.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). For example, if
the corporation proposed to acquire any pro-
perty, any meniber liaving an Interest in
that property would cease to be a memler
of the board. Then the corporation miglit
change its mind, and not acquire the pro-
perty at all, and appoint somebody else.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do not
feel like withdrawing the provision myself.
This is the law that has been in force. with
a slight amendment. and I do not see any-
thing wrong in it.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
Is very stringent.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is, but I
am not sure that it is too stringent. The
very moment It is intended and proposed that
the corporation should acquire a property,
the person beneficlally lnterested In the pro-
perty ceases to be In a position to influence
the corporation, whieh I think Is a good
thing.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
need not cease to influence them. The usual
provision Is that any one interested ln a pro-
position of that kind should not vote upon it.

Mr. CASGRAIN. Suppose there is a very
good man on the board who Is Interested in
a plece of property which the board chooses
to purchase without his Influenclng them In
any way. Simply because that Is the case.
he ceases to be á member of the board. Why
not adopt the common law rule, under whieb
a municipal counsellor, for instance, does not
vote on any question in whleh he has a per-

sonal interest, but does not cease to be a
member of the council ? Why Is this made
more stringent than the common law ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Technleally, purchasing the
property woild not deprive him of his po.-
tion, while the proposal to acquire it would
deprive him.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Certalnly, the
phr;aseology is vague and indefinite, as the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries suggests,
and for that reason I think difficulties will
arise under it.

Section agreed to.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT

What is a deep-water lock ?
TUPPER.

Talhe SOI 1ICITOR GENERAL. It Is under-
stood to be a lot where there is deep water
at all stages of the tide as distinguished from
lots that are dry when the tide goes out.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
is desirable to distinguish between the power
of disposal as regards these two kinds of
locks.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. These deep.
water locks are held by patent from the
Crown and are a matter over which the
Federal Parliament have authority as regu-
lating navigation. lu that respect, they would
be distinguished from ordinary beach locks.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Does It mean the
land below low water mark ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes.
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)

FISHERIES. It is the clause wbich Is lu
the old Act.

On section 22,
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. This is en-

tirely new as far as Quebec is concerned, but
a reproduction of the Montreal statute, ex-
cept as regards the street railway, whIch Is
inserted lu the Quebec Act. Immigrants
landing at Quebec, land at the Princess
Louise embankment, and It will be a great
convenience if we have street cars runniug
out to the Immigrant sheds to convey these
people to the different railway stations.

On section 26. subsection 7,
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is

this provision new ?
Mr. DOBELL. I may explain that it is

to give power to prevent the cuttIng of Ice
anywhere near where a sewer is discharged.
That is the only object.

On section 26, subsection 17,

Mr. CASGRAIN. I understand the Soli-
citor General to say. that the Pilotage Act,
49 Victoria, chapter 86. or chapter 80 of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, is not amended.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No.
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Mr. CASGRAIN. Then, it appears to me
that the district over which the Harbour
Commissioners have authority is not the
same as that defined in one of the first sec-
tions of this Bill. tixing the limits of the
port of Quebec. Under section 4 of chapter
80. R. C. S., the Pilotage Act, it was provided
that :

The Quebec Harb)ur Commissioners shall be
the pilotage authority of the pilotage district of
Quebec, comprising the River St. Lawrence from
the basin of Portneuf, inclusively, to an imagin-
ary line drawn fromi the eastern anchorage ground
under Cape Columbia,-
And so on. Now. the clause of this Bill de-
fines the port of Quebec as :

-the River St. Lawrence and the shores there-
of, to high-water mark. between a Une drawn
fromu the Roman Catholic Church of the parish
of Deschambault-
And so on. So. the Ilarbour Commissioners,
as a pilotage authcrity, will have power
over a certain extent of territory which is
not defined in this Act. but is defined in the
Pilotage Act.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I think
they will have, as pilotage authority, power
only over the port of Quebec assigned to
them by this statute. I do not see how
they could have powers beyond.

Mr. CASGRAIN. This is a matter in
which the responsibility rests upon the Soli-
citor General, of course. Still 1it seems to
me that, with these two Acts standing, there
will be a conflict of authority. The Bill de-
fines the port of Quebec, over which the
board, as pilotage authority, would have
control ; but, when it comes to authorize
these judicial functions, for instance in the
trial of pilots, we have to refer to the 4th
section of ehapter 80 to see over which dis-
trict the commission has power.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I under-
stand my hon. friend (Mr. Casgrain) to say
the powers of the Harbour Commissioners
might be limited--

Mr. CASGRAIN. They might be limited,
or they might be extended ; I do not know
as to that.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I under-
stand my hon. friend to say, that it may be
necessary, in consequence of this clearer de-
finition of the port of Quebec, to amend the
Pilotage Act. I think there Is a great deal
of force In that ; that is a point which we
must consider.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I would like to draw atten-
tion to the introductory words of this; sec-
tion 20 :L" The corporatIon may from time
to time make by-laws not contrary to law
nor to the provisions of this Act," and so
on. And their powers include the establish-
ment of " rules and regulations for naviga-
tion within the limits of the port of Que-
bec." , This covers a distance of 150 or 160

Mr. FITZPATRICK.

miles. Althoughl they are prohibited from
passing any regulations contrary to the law,
they might pass regulations inconsistent
with the law.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That does not come into force until it is
approved by the Governor General ; so, your
officers will watch that.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. of course, it could be check-
ed by refusing to give assent to the by-law
altogether. But, to make assurance doubly
sure, I move that the s2etion be amended
so as to read : " make by-laws lot contrary
to or inconsistent with the law," &c. They
must not interfere with the Admiralty regu-
lations, for instance, as to the numuber of
ligihts. While not providing for the removal
of any of the liglits that a vessel is to carry.
they might add a separate lighlt. They
night do many things inconsistent with theý.

law.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. You

might as well probibit thein fromn passing
by-laws altogether.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. My hon. friend sees there is
a certain part which prescribes lu grea t
detail the course which vessels must pursue
in meeting each other, or overtaking ceaie
other, in fog or storms, what lights they
:uust carry. They get power by that sub-
section to establish rules and regulations
for navigation in the broadest term witiiu
the limits of their authority, for 150 or 170
niles. provided that such rules and regula-

tions be not contrary to law. But I want to
provide that they shall not be Inconsistent
with the law elther ; for I can conceive a
regulation whIch Is not absolutely contrary
to law but would be Inconsistent with it.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEU.
Think of a concrete case whbere a -egulation
would not be contrary to law but still in-
consistent wlth it.

Thae MINISTER OF MARINE AN])
FISHERIES. Yes, I can conceive of a num-
ber of cases which would not be actually
contrary to law but would be Inconsistent
with it. The law may say that you shail
have three lights In certain circumstances,
they night add an additIonal one, that would
not be contrary to law.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
If the law says thére shall be three lights
shown in a certain way, and If they show
a fourth Ulght, that would be most danger-
ous.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It is essential that they should
niot make any by-law regulating navigation
generally within the precirets of their port,
150 or 160 miles, which would be Inconsist-
ent with the general admIralty regunit1ons.
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I think the whole committee will agree with On section 33,
that. They should not make regulations Sir ORARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
either coatrary to or inconsistent with th As tie chairman read it the last part of thelaw. first clause dId not seem to read rightly :

The -SOLICITOR GENERAL.
friend wishes. we will put in
" inconsistent with."

If my hon.
the words

On section 28,
Sir GHARLES HIBBERT .ITPPER.

Section 28 is relly a by-law, and by follow-
ing 27 Instead of preceding it, these rates
that are approved by the Governor In Coun-
cil do not require to be published, and there
is nor. therefore. any notice given, as notice
is given of all the other by-laws. Follow-
ing that section 27, it is taken.out of the
ordinary run of by-laws, and, therefore, the
rates do not require to be published.

The SOLICITOR G1NERAL. I make a
difference between the tariff of the harbour
rates and the ordinary by-law wbieh would
be for the regulation of the harbour gen-
erally, this Is simply a tariff of rates con-
nected with the internal management and
control of the property of the corporation,
and it must be controlled by the Governor
General la CouneiL The only difference Is
that with reference to publication. I do
not see that any barm can result In one way
or another from the publication or the non-
publication.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
It struck me there was, perhaps, a good deal
In having that by-law publlshed, or thàt
proposallfxlng the rates. It Is so ln nearly
every other case that I can think of. lu
tie ordinary administration under a depart-
ment any rates that are Imposed inspection
fees, &c.. should be publlshed ln the
" Gazette," as a matter of course, so that
notice May be given to the parties concern-
ed as to what the officers are warranted ln
demanding.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. As a mat-
ter of business It would be the duty, or ln-
terest. of the corporation to bave these
published, and if my hon. and learned friend
proposes an amendment we will be agreeable
to It.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT
No, I am not pressing the point.
aware whether under the old law
this provision.

TUPPER.
I was not
there was

On section 29.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I would

suggest that luithe second Une after the
word "by" the follwing words be inserted:
" or under" so that it wIll read:

The valuation of goods on which ad vaiorem
rates are imposed by or under this Act, e.

Section as amended agreed to.
12E

l To the same extent andI in the same manner
as if the said sections had been passed with
express reference to the harbour of Quebec in-
stead of with reference to railways and the cor-
poration were thereinafter referred to instead
of the railway company.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There should
be a comma after the word rallways.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There should be after the word "railways "
the words " end as If " the corporation were
therein referred to, &c.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I will ac-
cept that.

Section as amended agreed to.

On section 36,
Mr. BORDEN (Hallfax). This clause seems

to restriet the payment of any moneys by the
corporation, to the particular matters men-
tioned in the subsections. Might there not
be other cases in Which it would be proper
for the corporation to pay money ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. These are
preferetitlal charges.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). But the elause
says ""the lawful charges upon the revenue
of the corporation arising from all sources
whatsoever shall be as follows, and shall
be paid In the following order."

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Read sub-
section 6.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). That has only
reference to bonds or debentures.

T'he SOLICITOR GENERAL. These are
amounts which are dhargeable to the revenue
l the order fixed by the statute ; but as a
corporation, surely they would be liable to
pay other claims.

Mr. CASGRAIN. How would you recover
the money ? My hon. friend the Solieitor
General rmay remember a case in Quebee
arising out of the following circumstances :
The Harbour Commissioners allowed a wreck
to sink at one of the wharfs, and a boat com-
Ing into the dock struck this wreék and was
damaged. An action was taken again.t the
Harbour Commissioners for damages, and
Mr. Justice Casault held that the action
should be dismissed, because, amongst other
reasons, there was no fund from which any
money could be pald, end no money could
be recovered from the corporation, except for
the speelfic purposes stated In the Act.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. My hon.
frlend (Mr. Casgain) may have looked at.
that case more recently than 1, but my re-
collection Is that the case went off n the
point tbat the Harbour Commissioner were

UDITION.
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not responsible for the wreck at the place
where it was found.

Mr. CASGRAIN. There were two grounds
for dismissal.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I take it
that the corporation having the power to
-contract, would necessarily be liable for any
obligations which might occur as an Incident
to the power to contract. All this statute
means is, that certain claims are to be pri-
vileged and paid by preference in the order
of priority as fixed.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). It may be as my
hon. friend suggests, but I think it is not
very clear, and I suggest there should be
a further subsection providing that other îia-
bilities of the corporation should be paid.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. If my hon.
frlends think that -the corporation is not
liable to pay its just debts, I am wliling to
amend the clause in that direction.

Mr. BORDEN (fHalifax). There m'ight be
something more than debts. For example,
suppose the corporation exercised some of
the powers conferred by this Act, or by by-
laws passed without justification, so as to
render themselves liable to an action for
damages. It seems to me such a thing is
conceivable. I am not familiar with the law
of Quebec, but in our province that would
not be an action arising out of a contract,
but out of -tort.

The SOLICITOR GEDNERAL. I may say
that I am taking the words of the law as
we now have it ; but I can appreclate the
fact that when you come to examine all the
statutes that have been passed in reference
to this commission, a great deal may require
amendment, and I am not wedded to any
form of expression. If there remains any
doubt on the part of imy hon. friend. I am
widllng to drop the clause and driaft a new
one to be inserted on the third reading.

Mr. CASGRAIN. I take it that under thls
section the only charges that can be paid out
of revenue are the charges mentioned in that
section.

The SOLIOITOR GENERAL. We mlght
add another section saying that all other
liabilities of the corporation should be a
charge on the revenues.

Amendment agreed to, and section, as
amended, agreed to.

On section 38,
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Is it intended

under subsection 3 to cut out the seamen's
liens for wages ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAiL. I do not
discuss the wisdorm of it. It is not a great
hardship to the mariner in any case, because
the rates cannot be heavy. I do flot eniter-
tain the slightest doubt that no magistrate
lias jurisdiction to sell a ship. You may go
before a magistrate, -if the amount is not
very high. and get a judgrnent, and then
the riagistrate issues a warrant of execu-
tion, but before you can sell the ship you
must get authorilty froin tne Court of Ad-
miralty.

On subsection 6,
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. This subsection gives the
rights conferred by section 38 a duration of
one year, which seems to me a long time.

The SOLIITOR GENERAL. My hon.
friend will see that, under the circum-
stances, that cannot be avoided. A vessel,
for instance, comes into port In the month
of August, and af-ter she sais, is not likely
to return until the next year. Thait is the
existing law.

On subseetion 6,
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Under the Bri-

tish Mercha.nts 'Shipping Act, the wages of
seamen have a prior lien, so that this would
not apply to British ships. Would it not be
better to have rthe regulations so framed
that Canadian, British and foreign ships
should be in exactlry the same position ?

The MINISTER OF >MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That seems impossible with
the Merchants 8hîpping Act standing In
your face.

On section 40,
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. We find here minute pro-
visions made wdltih regard to the authority
granted to baidffs and so on, but there is
nothltng I can see under which a man can
give bail and get a proper release.

The SODIOITOR GENE)RAL. Ai that
could be done would be to apply to the
court of competent juriedietlon for a war-
rant, and when it Issues, the party would
have to appear and would be subject to the
ordinary procedure of the court. There de
no court ithat I know of that would not
grant a release on proper bonds being given.

On section 46,
Sir OHARLES IHLBBERT TUPPER.

The Minister of Finance (Mr. Fierlding) never
saw this.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.' I think that The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Is that in
le the effect of the provision. the existlug law?

On subsection 4, of section 38,
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Does the Soli-

citor General thånk that would be a wise
provision.

Mr. FITZPATRICK.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, lit le
ln the Montreal Harbour Act, It le ln the
Ganadian Pacifie Raliway Act, and what
objection can there be to lit here ?
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think it must have been put
ln some of these old Acts before the Audit
Act was passed. There Is no need of it
here. We have it ln the General Act.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. What ob-
jection can there be to it?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The objection Is that you are
creating a precedent for every other corpor-
ation askiug us for similar legislation, where-
as now you have general powers which are
fully ample for all possible purposes ln the
Audit Act.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There is
Ihis objection, that the promoters of this
Bill will say : You gave this privilege to the
Harbour of Montreal, why do not you give
it to Quebee? You gave it to the Canadiai
Pacifie Railway, a private corporation, why
do not you give it to a public corporation ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. This
clause simply empowers the Government to
give It to them if they call for It.

M)r. BORDEN (Halifax). If there is
power u the Audit Act, what object is there
ln putting it in here ?

Mr. CASGRAIN. What is the use of this
section

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. If they lui-
port machinery or any articles of merchan-
dise for the use of the corporation, the Gov-
ernor In Council may remit the duties there-
on. The Montreal Harbour Bill providês
that the Governor lu Council may walve or
remit all duties of customs on any articles
of merchandise imported by the corporation
for its use. I find that clause has been in
existence since 18 Victoria.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I thiuk it is
about time it should be repealed.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If it is
in the Montreal Act, It would be difficuit to
refuse it here. At thé same time, I would
not like it te be understood that the passage
of this clause implies any obligation what-
ever te exercise It. I think the Audit Act
is quite as broad as this.

Sir OEARLES aMBBERT TUPPER.
Where this provision Is ln the Speclal Act
as well as in the General Act, it Is very
diffleult to refuse the remission when they
make application for the purpossof the
corporation. I think if the MontrealcorpóN
ation has had It the Quebee corporation
ought to have it too. I am with the Solicitor
General on that question, and I am against
the rest of .the Cabinet.

Mr. BORD>EN (Halifax). I am wlth the
Minister of arine aud Fisherles (Sir Louis
Davies) Ü this questôn. I nnot see any
reason why a provision of' this kiind shoùld

124Z

be inserted in an Act relating to a private
corporation if it is covered by a general Act,
It gives the corporation a certain standing
to have this, a certain status, if you have
this provision lu its charter. WhIle the Min-
ister of Finance (Mr. Fielding) gays this
is not to be a precedent, nevertheless We see
that the case of Montreal Is being used now
as a precedent. The next time this matter
comes up we will have two precedents.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It seems
to me this provision Is really harmless, how-
ever, I will not Insist upol It. But I shall
have trouble In explaining to my people in
Quebec how It is that we refused this clause
to them while we give It to Montreal.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Tell them
you have some wicked partners.

Section 46 struck out.
On section 43,
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I wish to add the words "or
the service of the Dominion of Canada," for
I am not quite sure whether vessels lu the
employment of the Dominion of Canada
would be held to be within the meaning ef
these words " IuHer Majesty's service."

On section 43,
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

ing). Had you not better make a distine-
tion ? The distlnction between "Her
Majesty " and "the Dominion of Canada"
Is rather too sharp.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Vessels In the Dominion of
Canada are reglstered In the name of the
Minister of Mirine and Fisherles.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
they are always referred to as being lu the
service of the Government of Canada.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. If they make en exception la
f©avour of Her 'Majesty's ships, I want the
same exception In favour of the Canadlan
Goverument vessels. I would move the ad-
dition of the words after "service" of "or
of the Government of Canada."

Section, as amended, agreed te.
Bil reported.
Sir ROHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I

would Hike to ask the hon. gentleman (Sir
Louis Davles) what business the Government
proposes to take up to-morrow 'and the order
of it.

-The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. First, some small Blls, and
then we will go into Supplyo

The MINISTER 0F INE AND
FISHERIES (Sir LoUs Davles) moVed the

ad ornmn o the a tH .douràd
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.
WEDNESDAY, 3lst May, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'lock.

PRAYERS.

DIES FOR POSTAGE STAMPS.

Mr. MONk asked:
1. How many different dies for postage stamps

were ordered by the present Government?
2. Where were said dies made?
3. How much did each die cost?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.

Mulock). No dies for postage stamps have
been ordered by the present Government.
The Post Offiee Department has given orders
to the contraetors for postage stamps. This
involves the contractors preparing the ne-
eessary dies, and they state that the orders
for postage stamps so glven requiredt four
original dies. The price pald for postage
stamps covers the cost of the dies. These
dies, the contractors state,, were prepared
î.artly la New York and partly li Ottawa.

SHERIFF OF YUKON TERRITORY.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked

ReferrIng to the Return to the Address of the
House of Commons, 15th May, 1899, relating to
the appointment of a sherliff for Yukon terri-
tory:

(a) Was a bond given by the sheriff?
(b) Was an oath taken by the sherif referred

to ?
(c) Who was clerk of the court while Mr. Wade

was -out of the Yukon district and before Mr.
Girouard was appolnted?

(d) Did Mr. Snell act as clerk of the court for
any period, and if se, what periodT

(e) if Mr. Snell so acted. under what author-
Ity did heact?

(f) If he acted, was a commission issued to

The SOLIITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fltz-
patrick). (a) No. (b) No Information In the
department. (e) H. A. Blis. (d), (e), (f) No
Informatlon In the department.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The only question answered, then, Is eb-
section (a).

The SOLTICITOR GENERAL. Subsections
<a). and (c).

Sir CHARLES H BERT TUPPER.
If the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fitptrik) bas
'n objection, the rest of the question] mlght
stand, becue I fney the rest of that in-
formation mlght be boninë.

The SOLICfTOR G!N1R A T N-n the
departmeit. Txhat £-the reaso s de-

strlctly ln order, I may be aIàB t
Sir LOUIS DAVIS

for the information of my hon. ftriend (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) that I went to the
deputy and asked him If there was no fur-
ther information, and he told me there was
none In the department.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
It is not lin the head office, perhaps, but
these officers are under the Governnent,
antd for that reason I suggest that the ques-
tion be allowed to stand.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
municate with them?

To eom-

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes.

SALE OF KINGSTON PENITENTIARY
BINDER TWINE.

Mr. TAYLOR (by Mr. McDougall) asked:

What are the names and post office addresses
of the leading dealers throughout the Dominion
to whom circulars were sent Inviting them to
tender for the output of the binder twine manu.
factured at the Kingston Penltentlary between
the lst day of July, 1897, and the 30th June,
1898 ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fîtr
patrick). The following are the firms to
whorn circulars were sent :-Wood, Vallance
& Co., Hamilton ; Hobbs Hardware Co.,
London, Ont.; John Hallam, Toronto ; Rice,
Lewis & Co., Toronto ; H. Mooers, Kingston;
Dalton & Strange, Kingston ; J. H. Ashdown
& Co., Winnipeg; CoU Bros., St. John,NB.;
Farmer's Binder Twine and Agriculture Im-
plement Manufacturing Co., Brantford ;
Charles Braithwaite, Portage la Prairie,;
James Elder, Virden, Man. ; H. N. Bate &
Song, Ottawa.

LITTLE RIVER, BREAKWATER.

Mr. GILLIES asked:
Is it the Intention of the Government during

the present session to. make provision for the
constructlon of a breakwater at or near Littie
River, on the south-western couat of Richmond
County, Nova Scotia?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). This matter Is now under con-
slderation.

STEPHEN McNEILL, 0F BEAVER COVI

Mr. GILLIES asked:
Why is a yearly rental of one dollar exacted ofStephen MeNeil, Esq., of Bea.ver Cove, CapeBreton, by the Rallway Department for the useof a space of 25 feet of land at the rear of isdwelHng, wheu this space was given him abso.lutely at the time the right of way was settiedfor between himwself and the arbitratorsT

The MDHSTEROFAIWAYSA»
CANALS (Mr. Blair). hen the ightof
way was settled for under a dee lon: th1e
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Exebequer Court, and the sum of 51,009.1U
was paid (said sum Including Interest and
costs). Stephen MeNeil, by deed dated De-
cember 4th, 1889, No. 10380, granted and
conveyed certain lands at Beaver Cove, C.B.,
to the Crown. Thls deed does not contain
any reservation or mention of any space
being reserved from said grant. The infor-
mation with regard to the lease bas not yet
been recelved from Moncton.

Mr. GILLIES. If I am perfectly ln order,
I would like to intimate to the hon. Min-
Ister (Mr. Blair) that the fence ls exactly
in the line as agreed upon between the re-
ferees to whom the Exchequer Court judges
referred the matter and Mr. MeNeil.

Mr. SPEAKER. I would remind the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Gilies) that discussion Is out
of order at this stage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will make a memorandum of
't.

Mr. GILLIES. I will send the hon. Minis-
ter a memorandum on the subject.

Mr. SPEAKER. That is by far the best
way.

CANADIAN GENERAL SERVICE
MEDAL.

Mr. CLARKE (by Mr. Craig) asked:
1. Was a recommendation made by the Militia

Department, or by any offcer thereof, as to who
should receive the Canadian general service
rnedal ?

2. If so, what were the terms of such recom-
mendation, and at what date was it published ?

3. Did the Militia Department ask that a separ-
ate ribbon be issued with the said medal, or
suggest that the North-west ribbon should be
used therefor ? If not, by whom was the sug-
gestion made ?

4. Have any further steps been taken by the
department to obtain another ribbon, and If so,
at what date ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). 1. Yes. 2. The
terms are fully set forth la a. special gen-
eral order, second paragraph, 7th June, 1898.
published ln the "'Canada Gazette." 3. The
War Office directed the details of the ribbon,
as already stated ln my answer to a question
on the 17th instant The suggestion was
made by the Right Hon. the Secretary of
State for War. Lord Lansdowne. 4. Yes, on
27th May, 1899.

CONSTRUCTION OF CARS FOR LC.R.

Mr. BERGERON asked:

1. What company or lirm In the Únited Status
or America are building cars of any form, or de-
scription for the lutercolonial Rilway of Ca-
ada

2. Were the cntracts given by tender?
3. If so, to whom were tenders sent, and from

whom were they received ?

The MINISTEBR OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr Blair). 'There are no com-
panies or firms in the United States building
any cars for the Intereolonial Railway.

DISMISSAL OF EDWARD DAViS, SLLIDE
MASTER AT COULONGE.

Mr. POUPORE (by Mr. Bergeron) asked.:
1. Has Edward Davis, slide master at Coulonge,

been dismissed?
2. If so, for what reason was he dismissed ?
3. Upon whose recommendation was such dis-

mismd made ?
4. Wasan investigation held, and by whom was

it Made ?
5. aas one John Mullen been appointed slde

master at Coulonge to 1111 the vacancy caused by
the dismissal of Edward Davis ? If so, by whom
was his appointment recommended?

The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). 1. Yes. 2. In the interest of
the public service. 3. Under the responsibi-
Ilty of the Minister. 4. No. 5. Yes. Ap-
pointment made on the recommendation of
persons ln whom the Minister has full con-
tidence.

TRIAL OF COULOMBE AND OTHERS.

Mr. CASGRAIN aked:
1. Was the trial of one Coulombe and others,

accused of smuggling spirltuous liquors, held at
the criminal assizes of Quebec at the last term
of the Court of Queen's Bench, or at the pre-
ceding term ?

2. If not, why n.ot?
The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-

patrick). The answer to question No. i 1s
that the trial was -not proceeded wlth for the
very good reason that the appellants eban-
dened their appeals.

THE QUEEN vs. COULOMBE AND
OTEERS.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked :
1. Is it the intention of the Government to

enforce the conviction pronounced in the case
the Queen vs. Coulombe and others by Mr. Juu-
tice Chauveau at Quebec ?

2. Have any steps been taken to enforce such
conviction ?

3. If not, wby not?
The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr.

patrick). The answer is, yes.
Fits-

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair) moved:

That the House do, on to-morrow, resolve itself
ito Committee of the Whole to consider th

prpos resolton
Reàolved, that It lis expedent to confirmn the

followtng leasing agreement entered ito wIth
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of

maesy in the iterest of Canadafir
the extenon o the Intercolonial Rallway fito
the city Montrea
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This Agreement, made this first day of Feb- successors and assigns all an undivided one-half
ruary, ln the year of our Lord one thousand share interest, right and title to all the com-
eight hundred and ninety-eight : Between the pany's line of railway, road-bed and property
Grand Trunk Railway Co. of Canada, hereinafter from and including Ste. Rosalie station in the
called " the Company," of the first part, and Her county of Bagot, in the province of Quebec, to
Majesty Queen Victoria, represented herein by the Victoria Bridge, and also the undivided one-
the Honourable the Minister of Railways and half right, share, title or interest In the com-
Canals of Canada, who Is herein referred to as pany's Une of railway from a point on the west-
" the Minister," Her Majesty so represented be- ern side of the Chaudière Bridge at the proposed
ing hereinafter called or referred to as ' Her junction of the Druinmond County Railway with
Majesty," of the second part. the company's line, and including the Chaudière

Whereas Her Majesty proposes extending the Bridge and to and including the switch at the
Intercolonial Railway, a Government railway of easterly side of the Chaudière Curve station, be-
Canada, from Chaudière Junction, in the pro- ing the same rights and privileges agreed to be
vince of Quebec, to the city of Montreal, ln said leased to the Drummond County Railway by the
province, with termini in that city ; company, with the full and unlimited right and

And whereas Her Majesty has made arrange- privileges such as the company itself enjoys of
ments with the Drummond County Kailway Com- running the engines, vehicles, rolling stock and
pany for the lease of all its railway now coma- trains of the said Intercolonial Railway, elther
pleted or hereafter to be completed between separately or combined, and as frequently and at
Chaudière Junction and Ste. Rosalie, in the said such times as its business and traffle may re-
province of Quebec ; quire, and in both directions, over any and every

And whereas for the purpose of carrying out portion of the said company's railway between
the said extension the said company is willing and including the said points aforesaid, and the
that, for the conducting of the business and use of the Victoria Bridge across the River St.
traffic of the Intercolonial Railway, Her Majesty Lawrence as it at present exists, or as It may at
shall have an undivided one-half share or lease- any timle during the subsistence of this lease be
hold interest in the company's railway and pro- improved, re-constructed, enlarged or extended,
perty between and including Ste. Rosalie and and over the company's line and lines of railway
St. Lambert station at the eastern end of the over the said Victoria Bridge and into the Bona-
Victoria Bridge, together with the use of the venture staticn, in the city of Montreal and the
company's railway and property between and cther terminal points, junctions and connections
including Ste. Rosalie and Bonaventure station ln of the company hereinbefore more particularly
the city of Montreal, the use of the Victoria described, together with the full and unlimited
Bridge across the River St. Lawrence and of right and privilege of having the business and
the terminals and connections hereinafter more traffic of the Intercolonial Railway done in and
particularly described, together with an undivid- about the stations and premises of the said
ed one-half interest An and use of the bridge company, upon any portions of the company's
across the Chaudière River, and of so much of line hereinbefore described, and of the terminals
the tracks andU ne of the said company An con- and connections hereinbefore mentioned, and all
nection therewith as are hereinafter deseribed, intermediate stations and premises of the com-
all of which right, title, property, Interest and pany, and ln and about and upon all stations,
user shall be used, enjoyed and exercised to the tracks, and sidings, branches or extensions be-
same extent as if the said railway and pro- longing to or leased by the company or co.npnect-
perty were owned by Her Majesty, An the man- ed wlth the tracks of the company, together with
ner and upon the terms and conditions herein the full and unlimited right In Her Majesty of
contaned ; constructing stations, tracks, branches and sid-

And whereas this agreement has been execut- ings, and connecting said tracks, branches and
ed by the parties hereto, subject to confirmation sidings with the main branch and leased lines
by Act of Parliament as hereinafter provided, of the company at any point or points between
and also by the shareholders of said company ; and including Ste. Rosalle and Montreal, on the

And whereas by order of the Governor Gen- terms and conditions hereinafter contalned, for
eral in Council, dated the twenty-fourth day of the term of ninety-nine years from and after the
March, eighteen hundred and ninety-seven, au- first day o! March, eighteen hundred and ninety-
thority Is given to the Minister, subject to the eight, with the right of renewal as hereinafter
sanction of Parliament, to enter into a contract provided. The construction of such stations,
with the company for the acquisition of theý tracks, branches and sidlngs, with the main
above rights and interests ; branch and leased lines of the company as herein

Now this Indenture witneeth that the ex- provided for, shall, however, be made under the
pression "Montreal Joint Section," wherever supervisicn and subject to the approval of the
used An this Indenture shall mean the company's Chie! Engineer of the company, which right of
line and connections at Ste. Rosahle, and the approval shall be reasonably exercised.
whole Une and branchezsand appurtenances here- The above joint sections are all as shown on
by demised from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert the plan annexed hereto, the portion of the Mont-
and the Victoria Bridge, together with the ter- real section from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert sta-
minals at Bonaventure station in the city of tion being shown ln red ; and from St. Lambert
Montreal, and at Point St. Charles, St. Henri station to Bonaventure station, and Intermediate
and between Point St. Charles and the Bonaven- connections, and Jacques Cartier Junction, being
ture station, and also with the Canadian Pacific shown An green ; the Chaudière section being
Rallway via Jacques Cartier Junction ; and the shown An red ; signed An duplicate by the re-
expression "Chaudière Joint Section," shall spective Chief Engineers of each of the parties
nean the Chaudière Bridge and connections, ex- hereto, and which Is hereby made part and par-
cept when the meaning shall confliet with the cel of this agreement.
context or otherwIse plainly expressed terms of To have and to hold said rights and privileges
the clause In whlch the same is used. That the unto Her Majesty, her successors and assigns
said company, An conideration of the rentse, cove- from and after the frst day of Marc, elghteen
nants, conditions and agreements hereinafter COfl- hundred and nlnety-eight, for thie termi of ninety-.
tained and reserved, bath given, granted, demis- Inine year, yielding and paying therefor to the
ed and Ieased, and by these presents dotAi give, said company, its successors and assigns, a yearly
grant, demise and lease unto Her Majesty, her , rentai of one hundred ami forty thousand dollars

Mfr. BLAIR.
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($140,000). such rent to be payable lu equal sums or leased by the company at Montreal, including
monthly, that is to say, eleven thousand six hun- the terminals and other connections of the com-
dred and sixty-six dollars and sixty-six cents pany at Point St. Charles and intermediate
($11,666.66) on the first week day of every montià points between Point St. Charles and Bonaven-
in each year, or a proportionate sum for any ture station, and of the connections with other
fractional part of a month, the first payment to railways as hereinbefore specifled as the sane
be made on the first week day of the month next now exists or as they may hereafter be built, re-
following the day on which Her Majesty goes built or Improved upon terms as herein specified.
into possession of the said leased Unes and pro- Fifth.-That if any of the sald buildings or
perty and begins to run trains over the same. accommodations or facilities or anything apper-

And these presents are made upon and subject taining thereto be destroyed by fire or other
to the provisions and conditions hereinafter ex- casualty, either in whole or in part, Her Ma-
î>ressed and contained for the due performance jesty shall have no claim against the campany
and observance of all of which, on the part of for damages on account of loss of accommodation,
each of them to be done and performed, Her but Her Majesty shall have, free of any other
Majesty and the company bind themselves and charge than the aforementioned rental, a propor-
each of then respectively, their successors and tionate share of such accommodation as the com-
assigus, that is to say : pany may be able to provide for the use of its

First.-That Her Majesty shall and will dur- business and traffie and of tihe new accommoda-
ing the continuance of this lease or any renewal tion so soon as the same may be provided, and
thereof, pay to the company the rent hereby re- 1 reconstruction of such buildings and accommoda-
served in the manner at the times hereinbefore tions shall be proceeded with by the company at
mentioned without any déduction whatsoever, its own cost with ail reasonable despatch.
save for the reasons and on account of the hap- Sixth.-In all cases of collision between the
pening of any or eitfer contingency or contin- trains of the parties hereto, the party whose
gencies hereinafter mentioned. officers, employees or trains are at fault, and are

Second.-That the company shall and will keep or shall be found to have been the occasion of
up and maintain at all times in good repair and tie collision shah be heM responsible to the
in a thorough effcient working condition the other party for aildamages doue or resultlng
whole of the railway tracks,. bridges, switches, f"om suci collision, and In case the proper offi.
sidings, signals, buildings of ail kinds, platforms, cers o! the two parties hereto cannot agree as to
water-tanks, water supplies, telegraph lines and wich of the parties was at fault and was the
appliances, fences, crossings and ail other appur- cause of the collison or as to the amount of
tenances and appliances belonging to the com- damage done, then the questions arising iu ie-
pany's railway between and including Ste. Rosalle spect theretosah be referred to arbitration Iu
and Montreal, and of the terminals and connec- the ranner hrelnafter provided for the settie-
tions herein described and betweeu thse Chau- ment of differences and disputes as to thse other
dière Bridge and connections, thse right and prIvi- questions, aud each of thse parties hereto who
lege ut ueing which ts included in this demise. shah be found responsible under this clause or

Third.-That Her -Majesty nbah and wiil pay under clauses srilar thereto sha Indemefytine
to thse company a share o!the cost o! main- other and hold uc otisher harmless nd detead
tenauce ofthse Montrea Joint Section and thse thtce other from ad against al taims, costan d
Chaudière Joint Section, Includiug tracks, bridgez, proceedlgs resulting from or growing out o
swîtehes, sidings, signals, appliances o! ail kinds, sucth default on their part, and toe party ad-
platforîns, water-tanks, water supplies, fuel sta- udged Hable to pay tie other any damages lu
tions, fences, crossings, and al otier appurten- respect thereof shah adde by ud perform the
ances and apiffiances used by It Jolnuy with thse award o! the arbitrators, aud sucis award shahlu 
company, and uponthe two joint sectionsrit bas ail cases be final and terviinate te controversy
thee rigt and privhege f uuge ineludedn this between the parties.
demise ; suci share o! thse eost of maintenance Seventh,-lu case o! injury to persons or pro-
o! eirTJoint section to be sn tshe proportion tat perty ayotIn transit by the trains ofether party
tohe compbined engne sud car mileage of titeln- hereto, or of damage by fire caused by tie
tercolon thRailway trains made over each of the operation o! tie trains upon the said joint sec-
above-mentioned joint sections bears to tse total tions or upon lands adjoining treiae, the
combined englue and car mileage ruanlg over clains arlslng shall be adjusted and settied by
esches otsne above-mentoned joint sections durng the proper officers of tie company, and lu psy-
eis montc; everyengins, uaa ger aud frelgnt ment thereof te party lu !hult &hallpay the
car eounting ach a one car; but, notwithstandeng full amount o! iability; provided, however, that
anythyng, erein mentoned, tise cot o! mainten- I theeveut»of Its being Impossble, for want o!
ance o!gtbe Victoria Bridge ha not include tiseevdence, to fix tie iability on one o! tie parties
cost o! maiutaining any part or portion thereof hereto, tie amount o!lability, including costs,
except tse tcks which ha i psedr by the sha be borne by the two partiesIn tie propor-
Intercolonial Rilway and the company, and for tion o! tie combned englue and car mleage o
tiat cias of railway purpose, which cost o! tie Intercolonial Ralway trains made overtise
maintenance sha be apportioned as aforetald. sid joint sections at the point where the Iujury

Fourth.-That Her Mesty aallhave thi?'rightI occurred during tise current mt ntsl whici tise
for ail purposes of business and traffe o! thseI damage or Iujury happened hiears to tise total
Intercoonialgieway, under ie runable res cumhined engleand car mileage made over tnee
eud regulatiovesmotioe company.t stise fui &nd d joint sections.'lIncae of nury occurring
unhlited useen dtioe thld unimted ae te personn-or property on tn-e traIns o!eltier
tneretofm the saietisor may be enjoyed by the party the proper o1ncer of tbe party on whose
com yIself, of, W sad !rom ail engins- train toaefa ndnInjury occurred nhatr sette tie
bouses, car-houses and shede# fuel sho , water we as lu ail cases ot settiement under, this
tanes, station wouses, depots, freîht and ticket clause. The release executed shal! be made te
oIerowareboues yreit shed , age Include fod fr-asd di bot the ates
thoa clss ora upils r ihe cst fit- hereto fi-cm al sudftie hahity to tise

minteacae apporann h rtone ail aforsesa clt

Intedolnia fRay, ue sth rasole u les Ayls rd e>esno rpryo
lnds ruaches o etensiomny, eto tellg tand ris !etsro!ts atesbrt
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may be caused in any manner whatever by the
negligence or the fault of any person or persons
in the joint employ of the parties hereto while
lu the working of said railway hereby dismissed
or the terminals thereof, shall be paid by the
party upon whose train such loss or damage
occurs and such party shall save the other harm-
less and indemnify the other from all claims,
costs, or prcceedings for or in respect tW such
loss or damage.

Eighth.-The superintendent, operators, des-
patchers, agents, and all others employed upon
the repairs and maintenance, and lu the opera-
tion of the said joint sections, though paid by
the Grand Trunk Railway in the first place shall
be considered as, and are, In fact, in the joint
employ of the parties hereto In reference to any
question of liability of either party hereto to the
other party for their negligence, and In reference
to any and all other questions ; and they shall
render to each party such services as they may
be called upon to render within the scope of their
p(sition or employment, and shall be subject to
dismissal if they decline, neglect or refuse to
render such assistance and service to either party
hereto as such employees are usually called upon
to render.

Each of the parties hereto assume all responsi-
bility for the accidents or casualties upon, or to
its own trains, and to its passengers, freight and
employees, by reason of any imperfection of the
track, or misplacement of switches by its own
employee or a joint employee or strangers, or
for damages for stock killed, or injury that may
occur to persons walking upon the track or at
bighway crossings (if any liabilit therefor), or
from any other cause (aside from or except colli-
sion, in any form, with the trains of the other
party, or negligence of an exclusive employee of
the other party) and no such accident or casualty
shall give either party the right of action or clain
against the other party, It being the intention
and design that each party shall be responsible
for is own trains, for the conduet of its own and
joint employees as respects such trains, freight,.
passenger and employees, and generally, except'
when the other party or Its employees are at
fault.

Ninth.-That the company shall and will fur-
nish free from any other charge than the afore-
mentioned rental at stations and sidings between
and including Ste. Rosalie and Montreal and
terminals and yards aforesaid, standing room
for the rolling stock of the Intercolonial Railway
and for other rolling stock which may be brought
by the trains of the Intercolonial Railway to such
stations and sidings.

Tenth.-That the parties hereto shall enjoy lu
aIl respects equal rights to the said tracks, build-
ings and inprovements usedi Incommon unless
wherein restricted In this lease, and the trains of
Her Majesty shall in every respect be treated by
the officers, agents and employees of the com-
pany, as trains of a similar class of the com-
pany, and the higher clase trains shall have
equal preference over trains of the lower clase
belonging to either of the parties, and Her Ma-
festy shall have a perfect right to run all classes
of trains, passenger, mIxed, freight and other
trains over the said joint sections, subject only
to the restrictions and regulations prescribed and
provided for in this lease. In case of doubt be-
tween the trains of the company and Her Majesty
of the same class, under thë established rules
-th trains of the company shall have the prefer-
ence. The main tracks are as far as practicable
to be kept unobstructed for the use of both of the
parties hereto.

Eleventh.-In preparing the time-tables the
company shall and will, as regards the trains of

Mr. BLAIR.

the Intercolonial Railway, arrange the time of
arrivals and departure from ail stations between,
and Including Ste. Rosalie and Montreal, and the
speed of the said trains, in accordance with the
reasonable request of the Intercolonial Railway
officials, made from time to time.

Twelfth.-That the station masters, freight
agents, ticket agents and baggage masters of the
company on the said joint sections shall, as far
as the business and iraffic of the Intercolonial
Railway is concerned, te all intents and pur-
poses, but subject to the payment of a share of
their wages as hereinafter provided, be the em-
ployees of the Intercolonial Railway, and shall
from time to time, in regard to such business,

i report directly to and receive and carry out the
instructions of the proper officials of the Inter.
colonial Railway.

Thirteenth.-That the company shall and will
cause the station masters, freight agents, ticket
agents and other joint employees at all stations
between, and including, Ste. Rosalle and Mont-
real, to be strictly neutral as between the Inter-
colonial Railway and the company, and to way-
bill freight and sell tickets by whichever of these
routes may be indicated or desired by shippera
or passengers, and the Intercolonial Railway may
put up signa to be suitably located by the aup-
erintendent of the company in each or any sta-
tion on the joint section indicating that the said
stations are Intercolonial Railway ticket ollces.

Fourteenth.-That all business and traffic se-
cured by agents of the Intercolonial Rallway, or
carried in Its trains, shall be the business and
traffic of the Intercolonial Railway.

Fifteenth.-That the Intercolonial Railway shall
have the right to carry in and on its through
trains traffie to and from and between all points
on the line of railway extending from Ste. Rosa-
lie to Montreal, both inclusive, and in the con-
ducting of its business between and Including
these stations shall have the right of conducting
this business in as full and complete a manner
as the company itself. That the rates and fares
charged between points on the Montreal joint
section shall be the same as those established by
the company.

Sixteenth.-That the Intercolonial Railway shall
have the right to carry, in and on its through
trains to and from all points on the line of rail-
way between and including Ste. Rosalie and
Montreal, all traffie coming from or intended for
Montreal, or coming from or intended for any
point on the Island of Montreal, or coming froma
or intended for any and all other points, and ta
enjoy the same rights Uand privileges in regard
to such business as the company itself has and
enjoys in similar business from and te such
above-mentioned points, except as herein re-
stricted.

(a.) The words " through trains" in the sec-
ond line of this sixteenth clause and in the sec-
ond Uine of the precedlng fMfteenth clause shall
mean and include all trains of the Intercolonial
Railway running between Montreal and Ste.
Rcsalle or points beyond ln elther direction.

Seventeenth.-That all mioneys collected In the
iehicles and trains of the Intercolonial Railway
at any and all points between and including Ste.
Rosale and Montreal shall belong to and be
deemed to have been earned by Her Majesty, and
the company shall not be entitled to receive any
portion thereof ; and that all moneys collected
and received by the station masters and any and
all other persons who may from time, to time be
authorised or instructed by the proper'offcials of
the Intercolonial Railway to colleet and receive
money between and including Ste. Rosule and
Montreal for Intercolonial Railway business and
traffe, including among other things car rentai,
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storage ln freight in cars and atorage of goods
in the company's warehouses and freight sheds,
or collected and received for any other business
in any way connected with the Intercolonlal Rail-
way, belongs to Her Majesty and shall ba deposit-
ed ln bank te the credit of the Receiver General
of Canada, or remitted to the cashier of the Iu-
tercolonial Railway, or otherwise deposited of as
the Minister may from time to time direct.

Eighteenth.-That local tickets Issued by either
.cf the parties hereto for passage between and in-
cluding Ste. Rosalie and Montreal, or any inter-
mediate station, shall be accepted on all trains of
elther party hereto between said points, and the
party who issued the tickets shall, on presenta-
tion of the ticket so used and collected, pay te the
party who carried the passenger the full amount
received for the said ticket.

Nineteenth.-That Her Majesty shall pay to the
company a share of the salaries and wages of the
undermentioned persons at stations on the said
joint sections and terminals for their services in
connection with Intercolonial Railway business
and traffic, when such services are rendered, as
follows :-

Train despatchers, station masters, telegraph
operators, in the proportion that the number of
lutercolonial Railway trains using the premises
hereby demIsed bears te the total number of
trains using the said premises ; ticket agents,
baggage masters, baggage porters and policemen,
ln the proportion that the number of Intercolonial·
Railway passenger trains using the premises
bereby demised bear to the total number of pas-
senger trains using the same ; freight agents,
freight clerks, freight checkers, freight porters
and watchmen, in the proportion that the tonnage
of the Intercolonial Railway frelght handled by
porters bears to the total tonnage handied by all
porters on said premises ; also, such propor-
tionate part of the salaries of the superintendent,
train master, road master and resident engineer,
as the mileage of the joint sections bears te the
total mileage of road under jurisdiction of the
officials named, and said proportionate part shall
be divided between the parties hereto, in the pro-
portion that the combined engine and car mile-
age of the Intercolonial Railway trains made over
the sald joint sections, bears to the total combin-
ed engine and car mileage made over the joint
sections, and also a share of the cost of running,
shunting and switching engines, and of the wages
of yardmasters, shunters, switchmen and car
checkers at each station between and including
Ste. Rosale and Montreal, and the terminals,
junctions and connections aforesaid and the
Chaudière joint section, in the proportion that the
number of cars and engines arrIving and de-
parting froin the station used ln the business and
traffie of the Intercolonial Railway bears to the
whole number of cars and engines arriving and
departing therefrom. Her Majesty shall also
have the right and privilege free of any other
charge than the wheelage proportion hereinbefore
provided of having her cars loaded or empty
taken by the company to the company's junctions
with connecting Unes, factorles, warehouses and
works which may be provided with standing ac-
ceCmmodation from the tracks of the company at
Montreal, including Point St. Charles, St. Henri
and intermediate points, and Bonaventure station,
and the connections or junctions of other rail-
ways with the company's line, and over and upon
the said joint sections as hereinbefore specifted.

Twentieth.-Thàt the englnes, vehicles, rollIng
stock and trains ln connection with the business
and tcme of the Intercolonial Railway shall be
exclusively by offcials Ud employees of the l-
tercolonial Railway, who;- while on the railway

and premises of the company on the said joint
sections shall be subject to the reasonable rules
and regulations of the company and the direc-
tions of the officials of the company so far only
as the movements of the engines, vehicles and
trains are concerned.

That Her Majesty shall and will be responsible
for any mileage on foreign cars carrIed over the
joint sections by the Intercolonial Railway trains,
which shall for the purpose of calculating the
mileage charges be the cars of the Intercoloniai
Railway.

Twenty-first.-That the company shall and will
house the engines of the Intercolonial Railway,
and shall and will, if required, turn and clean
them and fit them for the road, and supply them
with fuel and water and small stores at ail
points, connections, junctions and terminais, as
aforesaid, where it performs such services for
any of its own engines, and Her Majesty shall
pay te the company the actual cost to the com-
pany of the labour and material used therein and
therefor, provided that Her Majesty may, at any
point or at ail points on the premises above men-
tioned, or at any time or times, perform the
whole or any portion of the above services with
the employees of the Intercolonial Railway and
with the supplies thereof without being liable to
any charge therefor by the company.

Twenty-second.-That the company shall and
will, if required to do se, at any or all stations
on said joint sections, clean the passenger train
cars used ln the business and traffic of the In-
tercolonial Railway, and heat and supply them
with water, Ice, fuel and small stores, and Her
Majesty shall pay to the company the cost to the
company of material, labour and stores used in
such services, provided that Her Majesty may, at
any point or points on the premises above men-
tionned of the company, and at any time or
times, perform the whole or any portion of the
above services with the employees of the Inter-
colonial Railway and heat and supply said cars
with water, ice, fuel and small stores at Her own
cost without being liable to any charge therefor
by the company.

Twenty-tbird.-That the company shall and
will, from time to time when requested te do so
by the officials of the Intercolonial Railway,
make temporary repairs upon the engines and
other rolling stock used in the business and
traffic of the Intercolonial Railway, such repaire
te be made promptly with ail reasonable despatch,
and Her Majesty shall pay the company the
actual cost te the company of the labour and
materials used ln such repairs.

Twenty-fourth.-That the company shall and
will carry passengers on through tickets, and
freight on through way-bills, from and te points
on its railway and leased and controlled lines to
and from points on the Intercolonial Rallway and
Its leased and connecting Unes, se as to avo!d re-
ticketing and re-way-billing.

Twenty-fifth.-That Her Majesty shall at ber
own cost supply all stationery, forms and tickets
required for Intercolonial Railway business at ail
points between and including Ste. Rosaie and
Montreal.

Twenty-ixth.-That al rates and fares shall be
divIded on the basis of mileage, except where
such division would act unfairly by reason of one
Une of railway having a largely preponderating

miileage, In which case the division of rates and
fares shall be settled on a fair and equitable
basis by mutual agreement, and, In default of
agxeement, by arbitration as hereinafter provided.

Twenty-seventh.---That the company shall and
will at its own cost, at al times, keep on sale,
at ail stations and agencles of its railway and of
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Its controlled and leased, lines of railway, an cost, and other returns to be made under these
adequate supply of tickets for all points of the presents, shall be made monthly, and Her Maj-
Intercolonial Railway, its leased Unes and Its esty and the company mutually agree to promptly
conneczions, reading "Over the Intercolonial audit and pay each to the other each month the
Railway via Montreal," and the baggage of pas- total amount chargeable against the other for the
sengers using any such tickets shall be checked month Immediately preceding.
through to its destination over the Intercolonial Thirty-fourth.-That Her Majesty shall not be
Ra4way via Montreal. responsible for the acts or defaults of the ser-

Twenty-eighth.-That the company agrees upon vants of the company, or for the deftciency or
the application of the General Passenger Agent otherwise of the cormpany's machinery or apphi-
of the Intercolonial Railway to place and keep ances, and the company shall not be responsible
for sale and sell at all stations and agencies on for the acts or defaults of the servants of Her
its railway, and leased and controlled lines of Majesty or for the deflciency of the machinery or
railway, and tickets that may he asked for read- appliances of the Intercolonial Railway.
ing to points on the Intercolonial Railway, in- Thirty-fifth.-That if at any time hereafter the
cluding the joint sections and Its connecting Unes business or traffic shalluln the opinion of the
of the Intercolonial Railway via Montreal, and to parties hereto necessitate or warrant the laying
treat such business with all fairness and impar- of double tracks between and including Ste. Rosa-
tiality. lie and St. Lambert, or that additional siding ac-

Twenty-ninth.-Tbat Her Majesty *shall have commodation should be conisdered necessary for
the same privilege of displaying advertisements the proper and efficient conduct of the joint busi-
of the Intercolonial route at all stations of the ness, the company will lay such tracks or make
company as the company itself has, and the In-. such improvements, and Her Majesty shall have
tercalonial Railway route and its connections with the full and unlimited use cf all or any of such
the company's railway shall be shown ln all the works in the same manner and t; the same ex-
published time tables of the company. tent as if the sald work had been included ln the

Thirtieth.-That all rents, revenues, benefits premises hereby leased, the right, use or privi-
and receipts now accruing from any other com- lege in which are hereby demised ; and if Her
pany to the company by reason of the user of Majesty should determine to use any such works
the line between Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert r;r improvements, and the Minister should so
or the exercise of any running power, privilege declare, such work and improvements are hereby
or rights therein, or which may hereafter accrue understood and agreed to form part of the leased
from any such grant or user shall enure to the premises; and the proportion of the actual
joint benefit of Her Majesty and the company, cost of such work and improvements to be borne
share aid share alike, and said benefits and re- by Her Majesty shall be ascertained by calculat-
ceipts shall be accounted for _by the parties here- ing interest at the rate of four (4) per centum per
to when the accounting shall take place from annum upon the amount of such actual cost ; and
time to time between them. As to the other por- Her Majesty shall pay the proportion of such ln-
tions of the company's line herein demlised the terest which the combined engine and car mile-
company hereby reserves to itself all revenues age of the Intercolonial Railway for the year
from any source whatever arlsing from the use preceding, over such portion of the companyes
thereof. line upon which such improvements have been

Thirty-first.-That Her Majesty shall have and made, bears to the total combined engine and car
enjoy for the business and traffie of the Inter- mileage upon such portion ; Her Majesty, how-
colonial Railway of every kind whatsoever the ever, shall have the option of paying such share
same rights and faclities and ln as full a man- so ascertained in cash.
ner at and within the terminal and other pre- Thirty-sixth.--That the company will and does
mises of the company at Montreal, at the ter- hereby covenant with Her Majesty, her succes-
minals at Point St. Charles and intermediate sors and assigns, that It has, subject to existing
points, as hereinbefore mentioned, and all the encumbrances, the right to demise and lease the
approaches and tracks, as the Company now has rights and privileges hereby demised and every
or at any time may hereafter have and enjoy for part thereof.
its own business and traffe. Thirty-seventh.-That If It should be found ln

Thirty-second.-That the company shall supply practice that any right or interest of either party
for the sole use of Her Majesty, if and when has not been fully protected or provided for by
requested, a suitable ticket office In the Bonaven- this agreement ln accordance with the true ob-
ture station, or wherever the main depot of the ect and Intent thereof, then both parties shall
company may In future be situated ln Montreal, negotiate and agree upon In an equitable manner
as accessible and ln every way as convenlent a new and other clause to provide for auch omis-
as the company's own ticket offce ln the said sion, and each party shall give and execute to the
Bonaventure station or main depot at Montreal, other any and all further documents In writing
for the sale of tickets, to be provided and main- that may from time to time be required for the
tained by Her Majesty at her own expense, in better securing of which of their rights and privi-
which event the Intercolonial Rallway shall not leges under the said contract and for the better
be liable to share the expense cf maintaining the carrylng out ihereof.
company's ticket office or paying any of the Tblrty-elghth.-That the company shall and
salaries of the employees therein. will, If during the term of! this lease Her Ma-

Thirty-third.-That Her Majesty and the com- esty well and faithfully performs all the cove-
pany shall each turtish to the other promptly, nants and agreements herein undertaken by Her
each and every month, all the Information neces- Majesty to be performed, at the expiratton of
sary to the ascertaining and the checking of the this lease, on request by the Minister, execute
rates, fares, charges, shares of coste and other and deliver to Mer Majesty, ber successors and
returns to be made as under these presents, and assigns, a renewal of sald le asefor a second term
Her Majesty and the company mutually agree to of ninety-nine years, and shail at the expiration
give the necessary facilities, including access to of said second - term, ipon like faithful perform-
the books and papers te the auditors of the .I- uace on the part f Her ajesty, mate, execute
tercolonial Railway and cf the company respec- ansd deliver a further renewal for a third term of
tively to enable them to verify the accounts ninety-ni2ne yers, and so on for ever, with the
under this agreement. samne covenants and conditions as are contained

That ail traffRc balances, charges and shares cf heretn, subject te such limitations and modifica-
1fr. BLAIR.
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ticons as may be mutually agreed upon between and meaning, sucb differences shah from time to
the parties or settled by arbitration according to time, as the same may arise, be referred to the
the terms of this agreement. award and determination of three arbitrators, one

Thirty-ninth.-That these presents are subject of wbom shah be nominated by the minister, one
to the confirmation thereof by the Parliament of by the company, and the third by the two so
Canada and by the shareholders of the company. nominated; provided always, that Il eiLher party

Fortieth.-In consideration of the rents and shouid for one month after natice that the other
covenants herein reserved and contained, Her bas nominationarorit emt o rfuet
Majesty represented by the General Traf Ma nn-
ager of the Intercolonial Railway of the one part, should refuse or omit to nominate the third, then
and the conpany by its General Traffic Manag2r the Chief Justice o! the Supreme Court of Can-
of the other part, have entered into· a mutual ada, or, in bis absence or refusai or inabiiity ta
traffic arrangement In writing of even date here- act, the Senior Puisfl Judge present in Ottawa
with, wbich traffic arrangement is hereby declar- and willing ta act, may, oa the application o!
ed, covenanted and agreed to be and form a part Î elther party on notice ta the other, nominate the
of and be supplemental to this contract, and shall required arbitrater.
be read herewith and shall be binding upon all Forty-seventb -In case of the death or refus il
parties hereto during the continuance of this to act of any arbitrator, or if for any cause the
leasing contract, except so far as the same May office o! any arbitrator becomes vacant, bis suc-
be altered with the mutual consent of Her Ma- cessor shah be nominated ln the sane Manner as
jesty and the company. When and if the traMffce provided for his appointment la the first ln-
arrangement shall be so altered from time te stance, unless the parties otherwise agree, and In
tine such amended supplemental contract shall case such successor be fot nominated by the
be substituted for the supplemental traffic con- party entitled to nominate hlm, withln one month
tract of this date. after the happening of the vacancy, and a!ter

Forty-first.-That in order ta facilitate and de- receiving notice requiring hlm to make sucb
velop the business of the Intercolonial Railway nomination, then the said Chie! Justice, under
and the company, every effort shall be made to the circumstances aforesaid, or the Senior Puisne
cause close and suitable train connections tebcim Judge wlling to act, may,. on the application o
itade at Montreal between tie trains o! the com' cither party, nominate such successor.
pany west o! Montreal and the Interrolonial Forty-eghtb.-The arbitraters s chosen sha,
Railway. within one month after the dast appohitment, pro-

Forty-second.-Tbat through rates and fares ceed t determine thematters referred, and tbey,
shall be agreed upen and mnade from tune to(r a maJority of them, shalh make and pubaish
tine for traffie to and framn ail points on the In- seir award within one month tiereatfter, or with-
tercolonial Railway, lneluding the lines hereby In sncb further tinue as tbey shahlu I writing
demised, and ail poits on the company's rahlway, appoint, such extension of troe to be made by a
încluding ail ines ieased by thera, and sncb rates majorty o miarbitrators. and te awardoia
and fare shas, as regfrds traffie to and from ue majority o r them sha be final.
points en the Intercolonial Railway, and te and Forty-ninth.-Not ng herein co rtaoned Csah Jn
tram ai! points on the company's lnes and aeased any way merge or affect the uaims or ribts to
ines, be divided on the basis o!fnulcage, except; Der Majesty, if any sch Jthere be, as teyn Ow
wbere sucb diviion would act un!airiy by reason exist againgtothe copany or the property on tfe
of oee ne of railway having a iargely pre- eompany, other than that whoh is the subiet-
ponderatlig mleage, In whicF case the division matter oethis agreement.
of rates and lares shall be settled on a reasen- Fi!tietb.--Clause 20 o! the agreement bctween
able and equitabie basis by nutuaî agreement, o the company and the Intercolonial Raiway,
and In defauit of agreement, by arbitration as dated 7th Juy, 1879. is rescinded during the life
berein provided. o!et is agreement and ail other clauses o! said

Fort y-thi rd .- That as regards traffie sbipped t'o agreemet Itnonsistent berewith.
end from Europe and thue British les through Inui tness whereof these presents (le quadru-
Halifax, St. John, or such other port as may phicate) have been signed by f nHonourable the
bereafter be seiected, per IntercolonialaRailwayj Minsterio! Railways and Canais, pursuantta
the rates of the conpany for the carrnage o! such Order h Conil, dated the 24th Mar , A.D.
traffie west of Montreai shali not be bgher per 1897, and the seal o! the Department o! Railways
passenger per mile, and per toncf freight perI and Canaisas been heretoaffixed, and the cn-
mile, that the amount per passhnger per mile and pany h as bereta affixed Its corporate seal and
per ton os reight per mile c oarged by c com- these presentso ave been igned by the Genera
pany On simlarab e or descriptions of traff e ianager o! the company, the day and year first
carred by It for others te and from the same above writen.
places, aud Intended for or comlzug from thc sanie GRAND TRIJNK RAIIJWAY COMPANY
placey l Europe or the Brwtishtioisnm taeascer-r0 tCANADA
tainIng such rates of freight,&Hldrawbacks or By
deductons aelwed are tn be taken off before fx- r mo f thm hl m. anp s
Ing the rates. on p n- atnHereae,

Forty-fourth. -That icform e o!ail through General Manager.
billse o!lading, alsoit forme o!recepts foi Witnss t the execution by the Grand
goods passiug over the sald Uines resectlveiy, Trunk Raihway Compauiy.
shal be sucb as frea tMe te Ume are agreed (Sgd.) R. P. tea rof
upon by the officais of the parties hereto,,or lu(g) ADW .BARdefaut ,fagreement,gaetted byarbitation. omallmajritof e shae final.LA

Forty-fft.-Her Majesty shal have the ogn M-ein c'ai nd shallIn
te deduet from the rentals herein agreed toe a w mr oae th K. or s o
pald t the company any suis or suma oxmohey Secretary.
which may ereafter become due by the company or the p ent
+o one-inetf-nrailwy thoavny alargly re- o y, teSotheretha n t the sujet

bleand Mequitabe basi ymtalareet the companyune anySd) J th nErcolonial alwy
clauin ov tide.o hs agreementorepelgte y- t adalohrclue.fsi

and u fo! Euroe sand theorBritas le trouh Inetns weeonheeprsntenqadu
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DISMISSAL OF TURNER ADMINISTRA-
TION, RRITISH COLUMBIA.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId
Laurier) laid on the Table of the louse a
return to an Address dated May 1st, 1899, for
copies of all petitions addressed to His Ex-
celleney the Governor General by menibers
of the Turner Administration in the pro-
vince of Britlsh Columbia respecting the
conduet of His Honour the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor of that province, together with all papers
end correspondence on the same.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER moved:
That the rule be sùspended and that the papers

laid on the Table of the House by the right
bon. Prime Minister touching the proceedings in
British Columbia respecting the dismissal of the
Turner Administration, be printed.

Motion agreed to.

PROSPECTUS OF THE BRITISH-CAN-
ADIAN GOLD FIELDS COMPANY.

The MINISTER OF TEE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton) moved :

For -leave to lay on the Table of the House
a copy of the prospectus of the British-Canadiau
Gold Fields Company, and the correspondence
and other papers on file in the Department of
the Interior, respecting the alleged connection of
Mr. William Ogilvie with that company.

Motion agreed te.

STANLEY PARK AND DEADMAN'S
ISLAND.

The MINIST WR OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden) laid on the Table of the
-House a return to un Address dated May 1st,
1899, for copies of all Orders in Councli and
papers respecting Stanley Park and Dead-
man's Island, Vancouver, B.C.

Mr. PRIOR moved:
That the rule be suspended, and that the papers

brought down by the hon. Minister of Militia
and Defence, referring to Stanley Park and Dead-
man's Island, be printed.

Motion lagreed to.

ARRIVAL AT* AND DEPARTURE FROM
YUKON OF MR. JUSTICE MAGUIRE.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Mr.
Speaker, before uthe Orders -of'the Day are
called, I would like to ask the hon. Minister
of the Interlor (Mr. Sitton) if he bas yet
beard from Judge Maguire. u regard to the
question I1asked as to wben Judge Maguire
arrived and when he left the judicial dis-
trlt of the Yukon, the hon. Minister sald.
on the 17th of May: "i sha give lnstrue-
tions to bave a telegram sent te XTidge
Maguire." I would like to ask if he has yet
Jeard from Judge Maguire.

Mr BLAIR.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). I direct3d a telegram to be sent on
that day and I called the attention of the
Deputy Minister this morning, who promIsed
tO look up and see If any reply has been
rvceived. He Is to let me know ; 1 can let
the hon. gentleman know to-morrow what the
resuilt Is.

REQILAT IONS RESPECTING LOBSTER
FISHERIES.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. Speaker, before
the Orders of the Day are called, I
would like to call the attention of
the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisherles
(Sir Louis Davies) to a question asked by the
hon. meinber for Kent, N.B. (Mr. Mclnerney)
several weeks ago, as to what he proposes
co do with the regulations respecting the
fishing of lobster. The lobster season is ad-
vranced now, and the people engaged in the
industry are anxious to know what the ex-
tent of the season is going to be.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I have al-
ready, this session, made two statements re-
specting this matter. I said distinctly that
it is not the intention of ·the departient to
recommend to the Government the Introduc-
tion of new regulations this year, that
the lobster fishery would be earried on
under the old regalations, and, in addition
to that, as the commissioners had. recom-
mended an extension of time in certain local-
ities, the probabilities were that these exten-
sions, -to some extent, If not to the whole
extent recommended, would be granted this
present year. I also stated that the old re-
gulatioi respecting size limit, whieh had been
reconmmended by the commissioners to be
reduced, would not -be strietly enforeed be-
yond the limit that they recommended. In-
structions have been sent to the inspectors
to that effeet.

Mr. McDOUGALL. We quite understand
that the regulations In regard to the size
cannot be put into operation this year, but
what the fisliermen are auxious to know is
as to what time they wmi be permlt-ted to
fish. Will they be permitted to figh durIng
the period for whIch they fished last year or
for a further period?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They will be permitted, cer-
tainly, to fish for the period that they fished
for last year, and, in all human probability.
during a part at least of the further period
that the commissioners recommended the
season should be extended la certain loca-
lities, and the, only point ln debate Is as to
whether it shall be for the whole period
of that extension this year.

THE ALIEN LABOUR LAW.

Mr. J. Ross ROBERTSON (East Toronto).
Before the Order's of the Day are caBed, I
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have a matter to which I desire to eall the
attention of the right hon. First Minister
and the members of the Government. in con-
nection with the enforcing of the Alien La-
bour Law in this eountry. I desire also
to ask a question of the right hon. gentleman,
and to say a few words, and in order
to put myself in order, I will conclude with
a resolution. I would like to ask the Pirst
Minister whether he proposes to have the;
Allen Labour Law enforced as regards the
importation of aliens from the United States
to take the place of the strlking trackmen
on the Grand Trunk Railway. This matter
is one of great importance at this junoture
to the labour interests of this country. With-
in the last half hour I have been placed in
possession of an important telegram from
Buffado, which is none less than an inter-
view with Mr. Inspector DeBarry, who, as
the representative of the American Govern-
ment4 speaks undoubtedly with authority,
and his words, I am sure, will be listened to
with interest by members of this House,
more particularly by members of the Gov-
ernment. Mr. DeBarry, in this interview,
held within the past two hours, is reported
to have said:

Inspector DeBarry was asked to-day concerning
the rumours in Canada that the Allen Labour
Law has been suspended. Hie stated most em-
phatically that the law was still in force, and
that, so far as he knew, there had been no talk
of suspendlng It.

" I have heard the rumour from several
sources," he sad, "but there is not the slIghtest
truth in it. The law bas not been sus-'
pended, and wili net be suspended. It could
not be suspended, except by a two-thirds
vote of both Houses of Congress and the signa-
ture of the President. I do not know that there
has been any talk of such a move in this country,
and presume that the rumour started from the
statement of some one in Canada who might be
interested in getting labourers over here to work.
I understand from the labour people of this ety
that a Bill ls now being prepared and will be
sent to Congressman Alexander for introduction
next session, making even more stringent the
Allen Contract Labour Law."
Now, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the
statement of the First Minister yesterday
sh>ws that ithe understandlng arrived at
aw Washington has not the same effect on
both sides of the line. An understanding
which restrains the agents of the Canadian
Minister of Justiee and does not restrain
Mr. Inspector DeBarry, Is not what Cana-
dians have a right to expeet from this Gov-
ernment. The MInlter of Justice leaves
the door wide open to allen labourers who
are brought in to take the place of the Orand
Trunk Railway striking trackmen, but the
door at Buffalo wIl remain shut tight
against Canadian labourers who måght be
brought in to take the place of striking grain
handlers. The bon. Minister of Rallways
and Canals (Mr. Blair), who, IR am glad to
see in his place, suggested the other nght
that these trackmen twould have to abide
by the law of supply and demand. Well,

I suppose that we all have to abide by that
law to some extent ; but I do think thait this
Government shouild take some steps to pre-
vent the Grand Trunk Railway from sup-
plying this demand for cheap labour by the
importation of foreigners and aliens. I am
informed that the Grand Trunk Railway is
bringing lu foreigners to take the place eof
these striking Canadian trackmen, who are
forced to strike by reason of the starvation
wages paid by the Grand Trunk Railway;
for I think that 70, 80 and 90 cents a day
is net enougli to keep body and soul to-
gether, let alone for a man to keep himself,
his wlfe and lis children. I understand that
the Alien Labour Law cannot be used to
protect Canadian workingmen on account of
the continued existence of the joint high
commission. Ail I can say is that inspector
De Barry at Buffalo, has not the same
amount of respect for the joint 1gh com-
mission that the Minister of Justice and his
colleagues in the Canadian Government
have. I anm informed, on very good author-
ity, that during the present strike of the
grain-handlers in Buffalo, Mr. W. J. O'(oû-
nor, who is the boss contractor, was notified
by DeBarry that he would be liable to a
penalty of $1,000 a day if le attempted to
bring in allen labourers. It is strange that
the United Staites does net suspend this
Alien Law against labour from Canada for
the reason which the Minister of Justice
urges as an excuse for suspending the Allen
Law against labour from the United
States. It seems to me that the authorities
of the United States go right on protecting
workingmen just as if the joint high com-
mission had never been called into being.
It is strange that the Government of Can-
ada cannot enforce this law ln the interests
of justice and fair-play. I would not hesi-
tate to speak out against these strikers If
they were in the wrong, but ïf ever a strike
was justified, this strike is justified, for
the reason that it is liposqlble for these
workingmen to live at the miserly wages
pald by the Grand Trunk Railway. 'In my
judgment, the {Government of this country
lhas no right to play into the hands of the
Grand Trunk Railway by suspeuding ,the
Allen Labour Law ån Canada, while the
American labour law remalns in full force
at Buffalo and other places on the frontier.
I do not belleve that the UnIted States
would be Irritated If this Government should
step in to prevent this country from being
flooded with foreign labourers. 'The men
whom the Grand Trunk Railway are im-
porting are not native Americaus, and there
is no large force of public opinion ln the
jnited States whlch would utter one word

of protest if the Govefnment of this country
had only the courage to do what is right In
this matter. I move that the House ad-

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrld Lau-
rier). I must at once express my great
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regret, when a imatter of such importance has come to the Department of Justice, but
as the strike on the Grand Trunk Rallway I do not think I am in error, and I belleve
is going on, and when everybody who speaks that no demand bas been made. Under
in this House should be careful not to speak these circumstances, the hon. gentleman
in terrms that will inflame passion, that the! (Mr. Ross Robertson) Is simply over-reach-
hon. member from East Toronto (Mr. Ross ing himself, for the purpose, not of favour-
Robertson) should have thought fit to use ing the interests of the men whom he pre-
such language as we have just heard. If the;j tends to serve, but simply to gratify bis own
hon. gentleman had iistened to the voice of political spite.
fair-play and justice at this time, he would Now, with regard to the law itself; let me
have refraîned from using such language as say to the hon. gentleman, that I repeat to-
he has just uttered. I May tell hlm that i day what I said yesterday: We have not
my sympathies are just as strong us lis I an official understanding with the American
can be in favour of the men who at the pre- authorities, that the Allen Labour Law is
sent time are on strike. But, Sir. I would j to be suspended. The hon. gentleman
be sorry to prejudge that case without wait- knows, as I know, that a law cannot be sus-
ing until we have heard from the other side. pended except by the authority that enacted
There must be another side to this case, it. But the authorities whlch have the
as there is to every other case ; but the power to put the law in force, can exercise
hon. gentleman pronounees himself imme- that power with severity or with leniency,
diately lu favour of the men withoit having and that was the understanding we had.
heard at al from the Grand Trunk Rail- Moreover, I am bold to say at this moment
way. In matters of this kind. we know that along the 3,000 miles of boundary be-
that everybody's sympathies always go natu- tween Canada and the United States, there
rally to the employee. Will the hon. <n- 1 is only one spot where the American Allen
tiemai undertake to tell me at this mo- Labour Law, is being enforced, and that is
ment that lie is ready to pass senunce and at the city of Buffalo. Everywhere else the
to condemu the Grand Trunk Railway, Allen Labour Law of the United States is
without having heard their defence? If not being enforced. The hon. gentleman
he is prepared to do that, I am not. For (Mr. Ross Robertson) knows, and, if he does
my part, I think that before we intervene not know it, he ought to know it, that to-
we should allow the Grand Trunk Railway day, and every day, in the town of Windsor,
to say something for themselves. Let me there are at least 300 men going to work ln
go further. I belleve that the hon. gentle- i Detroit from that town. There the law is
man Is over-zealous lu this aatter, that lie not enforced, and, Sir, if we are to enforce
is iot so muchi actuated with sympathy for the law without respect to the private un-
the Grand Trunk Railway men who aie on derstandlng that has been arrived at, we
strike as he Is with a desire to create some will have a serlous condition of things in
political capital at the expense of the Gov- this country, for all these Canadians who
ernmeut. If the hon. gentleman had been now find a living ln the city of Detroit, will
desirous of pr.moting the interests of the have to remain on the Canadian side of the
striking trackmen, he would have refrain- frontier and lose their work. The case men-
ed from inflaming passion as he does at the tioned byï the hon. gentleman (Mr. Ross
present moment; he would have walted Robertson) is not the only one we have to
until he had heard what the Grand Trunk think over In connection with this subject.
Railway had to say. When the whole mat- We have to take Into consideration, not only
ter has been laid before the publie, and the condition of one elass of the community,
when we have had a demand from the men but the condition of all classes; and, when we
to put the Allen Labour Law into force, are endeavourIng to have a better under-
and if we then fall to do so, we wil be standing between the two countries, when
open to the crlticlsm of the hon. gentleman. the men who are engaged in these negotia-
But it seems to me that he would have con- tions at the present time are doing their
sufted -his own posltion in this House if, best to have this very obnoxious law re-
before blaming the Goverument, he had moved, It Is not a time to inflame passion,
ascertained whether a demand had come as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Ross Robertson)
to us from the men who are on strike t »would have us do. As I sald yesterday, I
put the AlUen Labour Law Into force. Now, beg to repeat to-day : At this moment the
I say that, speaking on this, the last matter is engaging the attention of the Gov-
day of May, between three and four o'elock ernment, and we are applying ourselves to
1n the afternoon, to my knowledge, no de- It. I repeat that, when the trackmen choose
mand has been made upon the Govern- to come to us and make their complaint, we
ment to enforce the Alien Labour shall hear that complaInt, and give it every
Law by the men who are on strike. possible consideration and attention.
No demand hias been made, and, If no de- SIr CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton). Imand has been made, what bas the hon. gen- cannot congratulate the leader of the Housetieman (Mr. Ross Robertson) to say ? Would upon, the deliverance which he bas justIt not be better for him to ascertain, first, made. That rlgbt hon. gentleman bas notwhether any demand has been made upon done himseif justiee. He la a great masterus. I may be lin errr; perhap something of form, but, when he loses his temper, he
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loses his form and presents himself in a
light that does not add to the dilgnity of the
position he occupies. The hon. member for
East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson), as was
his right, as a member of this House, asked
the attention of the Government to a very
important subject, and he drew the atten-
tion of the First Minister td the fact that
yesterday, on the floor of this House, the
right hon. gentleman stated that an agree-
ment practically had been entered into be-
tween the Government of the United States
and the Government of Canada, that, pend-
ing the negotiations of the plenipotentiaries
representing Great Britain and the United
States, the Alien Labour Law should be sus-
peinded. My lion. friend (3r. Ross Robert-
son) aliso drew the attention of the First
Minister to the fact that, at this very Im-
portant crisis. he (Mr. Ross Robertson) had
information that a gentleman in the UnIted
States held that It was not in the power of
the Government of the United States to sus-
pend the Labour Laws without an Act of
Congress and the signature of the President;
and that this gentleman was, consequently,
enforcing the Alien Labour Law against
Canadians. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Ross
Robertson) also pointed out, -in a very tem-
perate inanner, that this belng the condition
of things, a large number of labourers were
to be imported from the United States into
Canada to take the place of Canadian work-
men. The right hon. gentleman, in answer
to this, got Into a temper, and violated one
of the first rules of debate byI mputing mo-
tives to the hon. member for East Toronto
(Mr. Ross Robertson). Does the right hon.
gentleman not know that even a Prime Min-
ister of Canada Is not permitted to Impute
motives on the floor of this House? The hon.
gentleman from Toronto had as mueh right
to make this statement of his views and
opinions as any other hon. gentleman In
this House, and he had a right to urge upon
the Gorernment the course that, In bis judg-
ment, he thought ought be pursued. The
hon gentleman (Mr. Ross Robertson) dd not
speak In the Interests of the strikers, or tu
the lnterest of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company merely, but he spoke on the broad-
er question, as to whether the Alien Labour
Law was to be suspended In Canada, and
not 3uspended in the United States of Amerl-
ea. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Rose Robertson)
only did justice to himself, to bis constitu-
ents, and te this House, when he drew the
attention of theFirst Minister to the fact
that tiIs was, apparently, a one-sided ar-,
rapgement,,Dgr which no labour could be sent
from Canada into the United States, while
labour eould come freely from the United
States into Canada. The G overnment of
Canada, it appeared, were prepared te ob
serve the arrngement that had been en-
tered Into, while there was- no correspond-
ing evidence of such a policy on the part of
the United States authoritie., I see no
cause for heat; I see nô canse for the vio-

lent temper which the First Minister exhi-
bited. I am afraid there is something out-
side which we have not seen, which ruffled
the temper of ny right lion. friend, or else
he would not approach a pure business ques-
tion, a question of first-rate Importance to
this country, in the spirit in whieh he did
approach it. The hon. member for East
Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) only dis-
charged his duty in presenting this question
to the House, and his remarks demand the
careful consideratioa of the Government.
unless the Government intend to become ac-
tive participators In this unbappy contro-
versy which we all deplore, and which is
going on between a great railway corpora-
tion and a number of its employees. This
requires the most careful and prudent con-
sideration on the part of the Government,
and, instead of doing anything whIch would
appear like their taking a part directly with
one side or the other to the controversy,
they should see that the laws are maintained
and equal justice meted out to Canadians in
the United States, as is meted out in Can-
ada to aliens-this in the face of a law on
our statute-book, which, if enforced, would
prevent aliens coming in here. I eau quite
see the reasonableness of the Government
of the United States and of the Government
of Canada doing ail they possibly can to
remove every source of irritation between
the two countries, pending these negotia-
tions ; but I think the Government of Can-
ada should take care that this should not
be a one-sided arrangement, and that, while
they, In good faith, are observing the under-
standing, the United States should be re-
quired to observe it also. The statement is
made here, that again and again since this
commission has been sitting, the United
States of America had exercised the right
which, under the laws of their country, they
are enabled to exercise, of preventing Cana-
dian labour enterIng their country, and this
le a question whieh deserves the calm and
serlous consideration of the Canadian Gov-
ernment.

Mr. GEO. TAYLOR (South Leeds. Mr.
Speaker, living as I do on the line of the
Grand Trunk Railway, and being largely
interested in that road, as well as In the
welfare of the men working on that road, I
understood the right hon. the Premier, in
reply to the hon. member for East Toronto
(Mr. Ross Robertson), te say that he had
heard the men's side of the case, but that
he had not heard the other side, and there
was another side to It. Now, I want te In-
form the right hon. Premier that this strike
has been on now for ten days, and I want
to ask the hon. Minlster of Railways and
Canals (Mr. Blair) wb ought to knw
sometblng about railways, If any member
et the Government doee, whether he thinks
it is safe for passengers te travel over a ,ine
of railway rnning for ten days without a
man on the track ? Her Ma esty's mails are
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carried on that railway, and where the mails
go passengers expect that their lives are
safe. Just at the time lths strike was lu-
augurated a change was made on the line
of tie Grand Trunk system ; englnes of
double thme weight of those prevlously used
heing Introdueed. Formerly the engines
weighed from 65 to 70 tons. To-day several
weigli from 110 to 120 tons light, and when
loaded with coal and water they run up to
140 or 150 tons. These engines wilU haul
a train o from 45 to 60 cars, and from 30 to
40 trains a day run over the track. On Mon-
day, wheu I came down, I was ihformed
that there was not a man on the track from
Torouto to Montreal, or perhaps from Sar-
nia to Portland; yet there were passenger
trains running at the rate 4f 50 or 60 miles
an hour, and beavy freight trains following.
I want to askc the Minister of Railways (Mr.
Blair) whether it is not time to ask the
Grand Trunk Railway Company to show
their side of the case, and to say to them :
" We send our mails over your road, and
we invite passengers to travel by it, and we
want to know whether the public are safe
in travelling over your railway." In an ac-
cident occurs, I will lay the blame largely
at the door of this Governmaent for not tak-
ing some action in this matter. On Sunday
at Mallorytown, a rail was found whieh had
not a spike from one end to the other, and
the fish-plates were loosened.

An hon. MEMBER. Who loosened them ?

M r. TAYLOR. I do not know ; but I
know that the men are not lnterfering witht
the track. The conduetor had to stop his
train aud go and get a hammer and spîke
<down the rail before the englne could go
«ver It. Is that a safe state of affairs?
The hon. member for West Toronto (Mr.
Jlarke) the other day drew the attention of
the First Minister to the questlon of fte
enforement of the Allen Labour Law, and
I understand that there is a deputation from
Ramilton In the gallery to-day aaking the
Goverament to enforce that law. I am not
ta7kng sides either with the men or the
company ; but I say that the Government,
havIng heard the men, oughlt tW Zhx tLe
Grand Trunk Rallwey Companýy to report
to them whether the lives of passengers
and property are safe on their ral!way. I'
ask the MInister of Railways (Mr. Blar) to
say whether he would consider the Inter-
colonial Railway would be safe In runuing
for ten days without a sectionmon on the
traek. The Grand Trunk Bailway Company
are se careful that every Sunday they detail
a man to go over every section of the track
regularlyall the year 'round tosee theatno
spikes or nuts have eame loosened by the
passlng of trains over it on the Sabbath day;
and here we are tn days w-ith trains run-
ning a englnes of double capaclty, and not
a man on the lineo fr one end to the other
to look af to the condition of the track. Al

Mr>. TAYLOR.

along the trackyou will see ties distrIbuted
that should be put this spring. After the
recent heavy rainas the road-bed must be-
coming more or less oUt O? order, the ties
becomIng soft, .and it is important that the
road-bed should be made as oafe as possible.
I think WI is time the Government should
interfere in this matter, and I would like
to ask the Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair)
whether he thlnks a railroad, with 40 trains
a day runuing over It, is safe without having
a man to Inspect the track?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Mr. Upeaker, the
hon. gentlemaa appeals to me, and he asks
me a question, I presume with the expeeta-
lion that I will give him a reply. I should
be very glad to do so, If I thouglht in any
answer I could make, I would te able ta
eover the ground adequately or do so with a
knowledge of the facts as they exIst. The
hon gentleman assumes that the Grand
Trunt Railway, from Sarnia to Portland
possibly, has at the present moment, and
has had since this strike commenced, no
men upon It to afford uny protection to the
trains passing over It or to the publie who
use the line. Now, I cannot accept the hon.
gentleman's statement as to that as a state-
ment of fact. I think the hon. gentleman
must be quite unwarranted lu making that
statement. I do not believe, because he
passed along the track on a train, and dId
not sec any sectloumen, that he can justly
conclude that there was no man looking
after the road or watching It or glvlng any
attention or care te It. On the contrary, I
would rather assume that the Grand Trunk
Rallwsy Company, wlth Its enormous I-
terests Involved, with its great property,
and with public life in Its care, would
scarcely undertake to run Its trains for a
perlod of ten days without taking any pre-
caution, or without havIng done what It
deemed to be sufelent ln order to protect
its prperty and the lives of the people
travelling over Its road. I would rather-be
Inclined to thlik that, and I am- the more
Justided lthinkig It because I am told
that the Grand Trn Railway Cmpany
bas men carefully going over 1t line. It
bas not, of course, its usual complment of
men. It has not the regularly employed
sectionmen; but It has men who are able
to give such an Inspection to the road as to
afford a satlsfactory and adequate asurance
that Its trains May rn over te Une wlth-
out danger to public life or to Its own pro-
perty. The hon. gentleman says that If
any accident does happenlhowever, he Is
going to bold thi Government responsible
for the results. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
would just asce rtan, before he jumps to a
conelsion of that knd-a grave and serIous
coneluion to arv at, a conclusion whteb
would Involve thse charge of manslaigtaer
against the officers o!fie Government or the

3967,



[MAY 31, 1899]

Government as a whole If any life were1
sacrificed-just what means and power the!
Governme:it have to put an end to this
strike, and to declare elther that the Grand
Trunk Railway Company shall pay the men
what they ask-, or that the men shall accept
exactly what the Grand Trunk Railway
Company chooses io offer them, and imme-
tliately resume their employment. I would
ask the hon. gentleman, if he can do so,
to give the House some little idea of the
grounds on whiclh le bases the conclusion
that this Government has the power, and
has failed to exercise that power. I am not
aware myself of any direction ln which I
could look to find any authority, statutory
or otlierwise, to enable me to exercise thel
power which the hon. gentleman assumes
that I possess, and which he says this Gov-
ernment ought to exercise. I do not deny'
that the question of this strike Is one of
very grave and serious interest, not to the
Governmeat alone, but to everybody who is
at all interested lu the safety and security
of the travelling public; but after yon have

rome to that conclusion, you have not got
very far, and I am not able to see any
direction in which I can, by any other mode
than merely communicating with the Grand
'runk people, lend any assistance at the
present juncture towards bringing about a
settlement of this serieus diffieulty. If there
were any means of doing it. I need not say
to this House that not only myself but
Pvery member of the Government would be
instantly alive to te importance of bringing
a settlement about. We do not require to be
nagged on by gentlemen ln Opposition ; we
do not reqdire that the hon. member for
East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) should
tell us we ought to do this. It might fairly
and reasonably be taken for granted that
if there Is any way in which we eau be
satisfied that we can effectively.interfere in
this trouble we wIll be only too anxous to
do it. I can say for myself that I would
only be too anxious te do It. I have receivëd
no appeal of any kind or description f rom
the trackmen to interfere or from the Grand
Trunk Rallway. I have not been Invited,
except by hon. gentlemen on the other side
of the House, to Interfere, and I do not
know how It would be possible for me th
interfere with any effect at all at present, or
how I could communicate other than In a
mere friendly and amicable way with the
different people concerned lu that contre-
versy, and say to them : You ought to brIng
this controversy to an end. But they know
tiiat already ; I cannot tell them -more than
they already know;: and I have not any pow-
er to do any more than I have done. There
Is really no use in hon. gentlemen takIng
up a matter of such seriousness and gravlty
and trylng to make political capital out of It
when there le no direction in which they can
point, possibly, for us to act, In which we
have not acted ; and there are no members
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more desirous than the members of the Gov-
ernment to see this trouble brought speedily
to a termination.

Mr. W. H. MONTAGUE (Haldimand). In
looklng around for a reason to account for
the exceeding warinth with which the right
hon. Prime Mnister and one of his ehief
lieutenants have replied to my hon. friend
from East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson),
It seens to me that, perhaps, that warmth
arises front the fact that 1these gen-
·tlemen find ithemselves ln somewhat of a
hole ln connection with this matter. They
have very loudly called for complaints to
be made by the trackmen, but the right
hon. gentleman has prevented any appeal
being made by the traekien or anybody
else In connection with the importation of
alien labour, by reason of the policy whieh
the right hon. gentleman has announced to
this House several -tlimes this session. Again,
this afternoon he told the House that he had
made an arrangement at Washington, by
which, practlcally. the operation of the Can-
adian Allen Labour Law is suspended, and
has admitted that lhe Is carrylng out that
arrangement, so that it Is perfectly clear he
does not intend, for the tfine being at least,
to prevent the importation of allen labour
into Canada. Undoubtedly, that Is the rea-

son why the hon. gentleman, In the face of
these two great strikes, finds himself in
rather a difficult place, and so, instead of
answering In reason and good temper. he
adopts, practically, the course of scolding my
hon. friend from East Toronto, an example
which Is followed by the Minister of Rail-
ways, who, with a great deal of heat, an-
swered the hon. member for South Leeds
(Mr. Taylor) ln very much the same velu.

I may say, too, that the policy of the Gov-
ernment has not only been annunced ln this
House, but also by means et a comniùnica-
tion from the Minister of Justice eof Canada,
who speaks particularly upon this matter
for the Government, because It is one that
comes withln his duties as Minister of Jus-
tiee, and after that policy had been given to
the country, after the explicit statement
from the Minister of Justice of Canada, that
no man who -l opposed to the importation
of allen labour need apply to this Govern-
ment, the right hon. gentleman, with that
splendid effect wlhih he has upon his fol-
lowers behind hlm, rises and boldly chal-
lenges the member for East Toronto to say
what complaint las been made to this Gov-
ernment. He asks this question after this
Government bas given notice to the publile
that no complaint need be made, because of
this arrangement between it and the mem-
bers of the commsson at Washington. It
appears to me that -the right hon. gentleman,
though,, perhaps, not intending It, is trilng
with the fHouse and evadIng the question en-
tirely ralsed by the hon. member for East
Toronto.

Let us have a traight declaration from
the right hon. gentlemun. If omplaints are
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wrade and if it can be shown that. upoii a have brought Up this matter, as the course
large seale. and to the serious detriment of lie followed was calculated to do some harm
Canadian citizens and labourers. alien nlur- ln the country. The ex-Minister, the hon.
ers are being imported into Canada, will the member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives) has, no
riglit hon. Prime Minister stand by that ten- doubt, scolded the bon. member (Mr. Ross
tative arrangement which lie made at Wash-I Robertson) much more strongly than the
lngton and turn a deaf ear to the appeals 1 leader of the Government bas. As lie has
whieli may be nade in Canada ? Let him pointed out, there Is no occasion, under the
answer that question instead of scolding the present circumstances, why the Government
hon. neiwher for East Toronto for bringing should take action.
up this question of exceedingly vital import- Mr. IVES. I did not say the case had
ance te inany industrious men and the!rarsn
families who are citizens of Canada.

Mr. IVES. I only rise to protest against Mr. SUTHERLAND. You said distinctly.
the doctrine laid down by the Minister oif-I unierstood you aright, that no case had
Railways. that the Government is entirely is n which the Government should -
powerless except to mediate. I do not mean terfe
to say that sucli a case bas arisen as would Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
justify the Government in Interfering and Mr. SUTHERLAND. In any case I think
interfering effectIvely, but I do say that the it is much to be regretted that matters of
Miuister of Railways (Mr. Blair) as entirely this kind should be so lightly brought up inwrong when le says that the Government this House. My hon. friend from East To-are powerless, and there is nothing in the ronto evidently held a brief from the Yan-world they can do, no matter what may hap- kee inspector, DeBarry, of Buffalo. He readpen between the nien and the Grand Trunk what DeBarry had sent him about the AllenRailway. or what may hereafter be the con- at Law, ad senormet tnd At
dition of a traek of the Grand Truuk Rail- Labour Law, and its enforcement, and whatditiond o ftack oterar unkeopl Rawil-h'lie was going to do ; but' the hon. gentle-way andl its fitness to carry people without man did not lay before this Hlouse the comn-
danger to their lives. The hon. Minister plaint of a single Canadian either as to en-
surely knows that no new railway can be teing Buffalo seeking empiloyment, or any
opened for business, carry a passenger or sell other. There was not a single complaint
a ticket, until It has been inspected by the from any workman of Canada, or from any
Governnent officer and recelved the permis- CJanadian citizeno; but the hor. gentleman
sion of tie Government to carry passengers. bas presented this statement of the viewsHe also knows that if a railway company of this Yankee inspcetor as to to the Allenhas been given a license to carry passengers, Labour Law belng st*l iforce.the Government may, because of the unsafe
conditions of *ts business or road-bed, abso- Mr. ROSS ROBERISON. - When Canadi-
lutely close that railway and prevent its ans do complain, they cannot get redress.
doing its business altogether. I do not care
what rallway It may be or how perfect its Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is another un-
road-bed may be or how safe, if it gets into supported statement made by the hon. gen-
a difficulty with Its men and Its track is In- tleman. What I complain of ls, that a gen-
terfered with and becomes unsafe, and the tleman holding the position he does, a mem-
lives of Her Majesty's loyal subjects are in ber of thls Hlouse representing an important
danger, the Government are not powerless, constituency, should take the position he
as ·the MinIster of Railways (Mr. Blair) says has taken, when he bas done nothing hIm-
they are ; and if he does not know, he self to brIng about some ettlement between
had better consult his chief engineer, wo the Grand Trunk and their men. If the hon.
wll tell him how the Government may in- gentleman had been sincere in his desire to
terfere and prevent the Grand Trunk Rail- assist the workingmen who are protesting
way sellIng a ticket In Canada et all. More against the wages they receive, he might
than that. The Postmaster General (Mr. have done something to bring about a set-
Mulock) whom I do not see here for the mo- tlement of the dispute. He might have used
ment can brIng a very strong argument to his Influence with the city council; he might
bear on the Grand Trunk if the road be- have sought the assistance of others, I
comes unsafe for Her Majesty's mails. He would appeal to the House if I am not right.
can cancel their contract, and stop their car- when I say, that the hon. gentleman made
riage of the mails, if he finds that the road not one common-sense suggestion as to how
Is unsafe, so that the Government are not ln this matter should be dealt with. His whole
that powerless position descrbed by the Min- desire appeared to be to attack the Govern-
ister of Railways. ment, to make some cheap poltical capital

outt of this matter, to gain some cheap no-Mr. JAMIDS SUTHERLAND (North Ox- toriety, regardlesa of the fact that there areford). The hon. leader of the Opposition very grave interests involved in this mat-seems to find a great deal of fault with the ter at the pres %nt time. This Is a seriousleader of the Government because the righit matter, that should not be brought up andhon. Flrst Minister expressed bis regret that dealt with as lightly as it has been by thethe hon. member for East Toronito should hon. gentleman to-day, and as it was by his
Mr. MONTAGUE.
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colleague (Mr. Clarke) the other day. trying
to arouse passion, to create sentiment and
sympathy that may work great injury to
this country. The hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion (Sir Charles Tupper), a gentleman of
long parliamentary experience. himself an
ex-Minister of Railways. thoughli e defended
the hon. member for East Toronto to some
extent, did not make one suggestion as to
iow the matter was to be dealt with. But
I know that. though Le may differ from this
side in politics, he has the interest of the
people too muchi at heart to ever attempt to

se. like-yes. I will say. like a demagogue
-a case of this kind, where so muchl injury
to the public interests might be the result.
He was dealing with this question ln a seri-
ous manner. If he were to-day in the posi-
tion of Minister of Railways and Canals. he
would expeet the co-operation of his col-
leagzues on both sides. I merely arose to ex-
press ny great regret that the hon. gentle-
mari from East Toronto should have pro-
cured an opinion from a Yankee inspector.
and mide that the ground for bringing up
in the House a matter of this kind, to arouse
public opinion. and not to benefit the men
who think that they are not being fairly
dealt with by the Grand Trunk. I do not
believe that one man on elther side of the
House will say, that he Is more anxIous that
these men should recelve all that they are
entitled to, than are members who sit on
the side opposite to him. The Government
and the leader of the Government are as
anxious as any others can be to do every-
thing that is possible to be done to assist any
Canadian citizen who may be unjustly dealt
with. But there are great lnterests lnvolved,
and It is most unfortunate that, for purely
political purposes, matters should be brought
up so lightly that may have results the end
of whlch we cannot foresee.

Mr. WILLIAM McCLEARY (Welland). It
is a matter of surprise to me that, whenever
the question of the enforcement or non-en-
forcement of the Allen Labour Law is
brought up in this House, it should Irritate,
as it does. the Government and their sup-
porters. We are supposed to have an Allen
Labour Law on our statute-books, in fact
and ln word the same as the Allen Labour
Law of the United States ; and why we, on
this side. should be accused of ulterior mo-
tives, whenever we ask the Government,
why t'iey are not looking after the lnterests
of the people of this country in regard to
the enforcement of that law, is something
that calls for explanation. I should think
It would be the absolute duty of members
on both sides of thl Hlouse to protect the hon-
our and integrity of this country, rather than
to show a disposition to cringe before and
bow down to the dictates of a foreign power.
The hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
(Mr. Blair) speaks of the Opposition bring-
ing thL up In a nagging way. I can tell the
hon. gentleman. that it was only because
the members on this side of the House ln-
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î sisted that something should be done in this
1 regard, that we have what we have. I do

not see any necessity for the expression
used by the leader of the Government (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier), when he spoke of our ln-
flaming passions! and prejudices when mat-
ters of this kind are brought to the atten-
tion of Parliament or of the people. We
only want our Government to look after
the interests of the artisans of this coun-
try and of our citizens genermlly. as the au-
thorities in the United States look after
the interests of their people. Yesterday,
I referred to a strike that w-as golng on
in the elty of Hamiton among employees
of the Calder Company. Now, I have be-
fore me a telegram that was sent to the
mayor of that city which shows the attitude
of the Government in regard to the question
of the enforcement of the Allen Labour Law.
It appears that the employers imported a
number of persons from the other side to
take the places of the strikers. The mayor
of Hamilton; who, I understand, Is in this
eity to-day regarding this very same matter.
put himself in communication with the Min-
ister of Justice, asking for protection for
the men who had gone out on strike, and
asking that the law sheuld be enforced.
Well, Sir, here Is the reply :

The Attorney General I onot at liberty to give
his assent to the prosecution for the Infraction
of the Alien Labour Law to which you refer,
an understanding baving been reached last sum-
mer by the international commissioners that the
Alien Labour Law, until the negotiations were
concluded, should remain In abeyance ln Canada
In respect to persans coming from the United
States, and ln the United States ln respect to
persons going thither from Canada. Until It is
shown that this understanding Is not observed
by the United States officers, no action can be
taken here.

(Sgd.) DAVID MILLS.

Now, this is the attitude our Government
take lu that regard. The Minister of Jus-
tice says, that no interference must be ask-
ed, and our law must not be enforced. But
in this very same paper we have a state-
ment-which is backed up by the telegram
read by the lon. member for East Toronto
(Mr. Ross Robertson)-as to what DeBarry
bas been doing. Let me read the article,
which the House may have seen, with re-
gard to the sending back by DeBarry of a
young Canadian who had gone across the
river :

«Buffalo, N.Y., May 28.-John R. DeBarry,. im-
migration Inspector, escorted George Hunt, a
Canadian bricklayer, to the International Bridge
yesterday morning, and saw him safely on the
train bound for the Queen'e Dominion. Hunt
arrived in Buffalo early Saturday morning, and
carried a kit of tools. He was promptly held up
by the customs men and turned over to Inapector
DeBarry. Hunt told the Inspector that he had
been Invited to visit bis uncle, a bricklayer, in
Cleveland.

" What do you need tools for, If you are just
going to visit you uncle ?" asked Inspector De-
Barry.
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" Oh, I thought I might do a littIe work to pay
expenses," replied Hunt.

" Well," said Mr. DeBarry, "I consider that a
violation of the Alien Labour Law ; you will
have to go back to Canada."
Now, that is the way Mr. DeBarry looked
at the matter.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). What paper is that'?

Mr. MCCLEARY. It is lin the Hamilton
"Speetator '' of May 29th, and you wll see
it l the daily papers of the 27th or 28th;
it Is dated at Buffalo, May 28th.

Mr. SUTHfERLAND. Did the hon. gen-
tleman not see that that was denied as
a mere mythical statement?

Mr. McOLEARY. I did not.
Mr. SUTHERLIAND. You had better con-

suit the papers more carefuNy.

Mr. McCLEAIY. I do not belleve It has
been authoritatively denied. I ilive too near
the International Une not to know what is
going on in this regard. t is lnot the firet
Instance, it is not the second Instance, it
is ouly one of hundreds that we do net
know of, and this accldentally came to light.
I was going to say that this Is the way
the United States Goverunment authorities
abide by the agreement that the Prime Min-
ister says was entered Into at Washington
to suspend the enforcement of the Alien
Labour Law. Now, under these conditions,
why should not the Minister of Justice come
to the aid and assistance of our own men in
the city of Hamilton as against the labour
imported te compete with them ? I say it is
unfair, it is a dIsgraceful thIng for the Gov-
ernment of this country to fail to protect
our own Interests when we have to stand
such Insults fron men like DeBarry from
day to day, who insuits our people, and we
have to submit to it. I think we ought to
be a little bigger In our own estimation, and
we ought to carry out ln Its entirety the
Alien Labour Law we have on the statute-
book.

Mr. A. T. WOOD (Hamilton). The cltizens
of Hamilton, I thnk, have great reason to
be grateful to the hon. member for Welland
(Mr. McCleary) for the care and Interest
he takes in the management of the affairs
of that city. This Is the second time wlthin
twenty-four hours that he has got up to
vindicate the rights of the peoide of Ham-
ilton. 1 should suppose, there being two
members representIng Hamilton In this
House, that they would be quite capable of
looking after the Interests of that eIty. Now,
this matter has not escaped tbe attention
of my coleague and myself. On several oc-
casions we have brought to the attention
of the Government questions relatIng to the
Allen Labour Law, and we were so well
satisfled with the position of the Govern-
ment in this matter that we were wllllng

Mr. McCLERY.

to leave it in their hands without resorting
to enforced agitation. We are quite satis-
fled that the Government wiH consult the
Interests of the country as well If we leave
them alone, as they wifl by hearing It con-
stantly dInned into their ears by those bon.
gentlemen opposite for poiltical effect. I
am quite satisfied that our hon. friend
from Welland (Mr. MeCleary), who lives
very close to the border, has no rea-
son to find fault with anything that
is being done along the border. But
some people have been imported Into Hamil-
ton, and of course he makes that a ground
of attack upon the Government for not tak-
ing care of the interests of the people of
Hantton. Now, Mr. Speaker, the mayor of
Hamilton has taken thlis matter in hand,
and the members for HamIlton and the peo-
ple of Hamilton themselves are quite satis-
fted that he will look after their interests
just as well as the member for Weland can
possibly do, and I think a good deal better.
The mayor bas communicated with us in
reference to this matter, we are well aware
of the action he bas taken, and we endorse
it. I am satLsfied that the political capital
that hon. gentlemen opposite seek te make
out of this question will not amount to much.
Of course, I an very sorry to know that
Mr. Calder has had to Import people from
New York Into Hamilton in consequence of
this Strike; but from what I know of the
mayor, I think that matter will be
.settled in the course of a very few
days. The people of Hanilton and
the strikers of Hamilton are reasonable
people, and when they know that the Gov,-
ernment have taken every means to bring
about a fair and reasonable adjustment of
this difficulty. they are not going to put any
obstacle In the way of that adjustment. 1,
for one, ani perfectly satisfied to leave the
matter In the bands of the Government.
knowdng that they are the proper parties
to see that prOtection is given to Canadian
labourers. I am sorry that there has been
a strike by the Grand Trunk Rallway track-
men. I know that these men who Hve in
my own city are first-class citizens, and I
regret very much that they have had to
take this step. But I am satisfied that at
a very early day the management of the
Grand Trunk Railway, lu their own In-
terests, as well as lu the interests of the
public, will come to an amicable settlement
with their employees ; and il think they wll
be able te make a far better settlement than
can be doue by outilde agitators trylng to
force the hands et the Government. I am
satisfied that the Government have taken
the right course in this matter, in leaving it
In the hands of the parties interested until
they are requested. elther by the strIkers
or by the Grand Trunk Railway people to
intervene, and If they do intervene, they
will do it In the uterests of ail Cconcerned.

Mr. G. H. BERTRAM (Centre Toronto). I
desire to say a word or two lu cojneetion
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with the question which has been brought
to the notice of the House by the hon. mem-
ber for East Toronto (Mr. Boss Robertson).
I am inelined to think that there is too
much of a tendency li this House, if I may
be allowed to say so, to agitate certain ques-
tions and to brIng forward certain Ideas
with reference to some very difficult ques-
tions. at a time when premature agitation
Is one of the worst possible ways that can
be adopted to bring about a settlement. No
one wUl deny that -in this country, and in
all countries, strikes are one of the most
difdicult questions that we have to deal with
at any time ; and when any one outside of
the employers and employees undertake
t" express an opinion on a question
of that kind. he should see that he
Is ln possession of all the facts on
both sides before he undertakes to ex-
press such opinion, otherwise he wMI be apt
to do an injustice to elther one side or the
other. Now, I have had some expeience
in matters of this kind, because it Is only
within the last few week-s that a serious
strike took place In the city of Toronto,
among the moulders 'in the 1ron foundries.
A strike is now going on in Montreal; :I
have been written te with reference to -that
strike by the employers of labour ln Mont-
real, and I have been doing all I possibly
can. by correspondence, to bring about a
better condition of things there.

It is to be remembered that the question
which has been brought before the House
i1 a complicated one. On the one side you
are dealing with the position the Govern-
nient should take with reference to the
Alien Labour Law, and you are also dealing
with a strike between the Grand Trunk
Railway and its employees. Now, prema-
ture action on the part of a Government,
or on the part of an Individual, some-
times does a great deal of harm.
I have no hesitation in saying, that ln all mat-
ters of this kind, the symrpathy of the general
publie is generally with the men. My ex-
perience is that If you meet the men frankly
and fairly and deal wlth these questions
frankly and fairly, you will never have any
trouble ln getting them settled, and I earnest-
ly hope that the Grand Trunk Rallway Com-
pany will meet these men ln a more frank
manner than they have done, and have this j
question settled. In a strike that took place In
Toronto, the other day, I was walted upon by
a body of men composed of a representative
from the United States as well as members
of a CanadIan committee, and when I was
deallng with the matter, I found a good deal
of feeling li connection with it. My effort
In connection with the matter was to try to
get rid of all feeling and bring my best judg-
ment te bear on the question with these men.
I took advantage of the opportunity of meet-
Ing the workmen In tleir own lodge room, and
I discussed freely and frankly with them the
whole question. and there was no difficulty
in settling the matter. and the men went to

work next morning without a murmur. What
Parliament should do is to see that nothlg
Is doue to create any feeling between employ-
ers and employees, because the moment you
create any feeling, by partisan appeals sueh
as were made by the hon. member for East
Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) and other hou.
gentlemen, you are doing a great deal of
harm. Whether the statement publisbed In
the newspapers Is true or not, I cannot tell,
but, If'It is true, that the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company are hlrlng men to do a certain
class of work for less than a dollar a day, I
thInk the pay is too low. I think the com-
pany should pay more, but we are not golng
to do any good creatIng any 111-feeling ei
excitement at the present time. The allen
labour question Is a most difficult one to deal
with. I believe that the Canadian Allen
Labour Law and the Amerlcan Allen Labour
Law are a disgrace to both countries. [
belleve these laws are contrary te the spirit
of good legislation, and I shall be only too
glad If the efforts of the International Com-
mission, in the direction of trying te do
away with that law, on both sides of the
ine, are successful. It has been stated by
the right hon. leader of the Government that
there has been an understanding-a tacit un-
derstanding-that that law should not be
enforced pending the international negotia-
tions, and I think. on the whole, it bas not
been enforced. Th re has been some ditticulty
always at Buffalo. There seems to be a
hot-headed American there who is trying to
make trouble between the two countries, but,
outside of Buffalo, It does not appear to have
been enforced. If we cannut get the Allen
Labour Law of the United States abolished,
then, I say, we will require to have a strin-
gent ýand strong Canadian Alien Labour Law,
because If they are determined to enforce
that kind of legislation against us we will
be compelled to enforce similar legislation
against them. But I believe, that the ten-
dency of memabers of this House to take
sides in a strike when it occurs is doing seme-
thing that is unwise and which does not re.
fleet credit upon themselves. During these
last few days the same question has been
put te the leader of the Government over and
over again, in reference to the Allen Labour
Law and the Grand Trunk strike. I do not
say for one moment they are brought for-
ward for the purpose of making political
capital out of them, but, it seems to me,
I repeat, that these questions are being dis-
cussed before we are ln possession of the
facts, and, therefore, I think the House
should frown down these continued attempts
and should seek to bring Its judgment to
bear rather than its feelings on the matter.
Until the International Commission bas
finally disposed of Its work and disposed of
the Allen Labour Law, I thik we should try
to get along without enforeing It on either
side of the line. I understand from the re-
marks of the right hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment, that the Government Is In corre*
pondence wIth Washlngton, I suppose, to
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know whether the Allen Labour Law is1 supported the Government In makidg our
being enforced by the Unîted States, and if law as it Is. But, I think, there are occasions
the Goverument ascertains, that, notwith- on which the Government should feel bound
standing the understanding arrived at, they to enforce this law or notify the parties that
are enforcing that Allen Labour Law, Can- it will be enforced, and one of these occasions
ada will be required ·to 'take some action exists to-day. Why is the law not enforced'!
without waiting for the International Com- The reply given is that the people of the
mission to conclude its work, but, tu the United States bave suspended the operation
meantime, I think there should be some tof their law, but we know that their law Is
confidence displayed In the Government. The enforced ln some places. It is enforced in
members of the Opposition are not the only places other than Buffalo. I think I heard
men who are thinklng about this question. I of men being turned back at Detroit when
believe the Government is just as strongiy they were going into the United States to
interested in the Allen Labour Law and is work. The reason for the non-enforcement
doing what it can In the interest of the Can- of our law, which Is given, Is that an agree-
adian workingman as any hon. member of ment was made between the Goveruments
this House. As far as the Grand Trunk Rail- of the two countries that, while these nego-
way is e.cncerned, I am sure the Government tiations were going on. this matter should
will be only too glad to employ its best be suspended. It is an interesting questio'n
offices to bring an end to that unfortanare to ask with whom was that agreement made.
strike, because. if it is not brought ·to an Was thar agreement made by our Govern-
end soon, something will have to be done to ment with -the Giovernment of the United
bring it to an end. I do not think that a States ? If that is so, I think the least our
great deal will be accomplished by continu- Government can do is to represent to tile
Ing a discussion of this kind In this House. Government of the United States that. while

Mr. T. D. CRAIG (East Durham). Mr. our Goverument -are keeping our part of the
Speaker, I ar sure that wth a great many bargain, the United States are not keeping
of the general observations made by the n theirs. I wish to say. in regard to tle sta re-
member for Centre Toronto (Mr. Bertram) ment made by the right hon. Prime Minister
every hon. member of this House will agree, that there bas been no demand made for the
but I was rather surprised to find that, in enforcement of that law by the trackmen of
attaeking the bon. member for East To- the Grand Trunk, that I think there has been
ronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) for taking sides a demand made in this House. The track-
with the men and calling him a partisan, men of the Grand Trunk Railway look to their
he showed that be was a partisan himself. representatives i hibis House to represent
All that the hon. member for East Toronto them in this matter. I know that. because,
said about this question, and the question he when I was at Port Hope. a few days ago.
brought up was not the question of the strike I saw several of these men at the station
of the trackmen, but the question of the en- there, and they told me thxat this inatter
forcement of the Allen Labour Law-all that should be brought up In the House. so that
the bon. member sald was that he thought the answer given that no demand bas been
the wages were too low, If they were below made by these men falls to the ground. The

the age wer to Iow Iftlxe wee lon. member for West Tor'onto (Mr. Clarke),$1 a day. The hon. member for CentreheT)
Toronto took the same ground himself. and who is not here now, brought this
how could he accuse the hon. member for matter to the attention of the Govern-
East Toronto of partlsanship for saying that ment and made a demand on them.
which he himself said, is something I cannot T want to say, Sir. that If there ever was a
understand. We all agree that these strikes time when this law should be enforced. that
are diffleult matters to settle. I am not going t!me is the present. If it is the fact. thar
to say anything about the present strike of the Grand Tr--ink Railway Company intend
the trackmen to the Grand Trunk Railway to bring into Canada. Itallans to take the
except that I hope the Grand Trunk wil place of these st.rikers, then the Government
soon see their way clear to give these men snould at once make it known that they
some inerease ln their wages. I hope the will, under such conditions, enforce the pro-
strike will soon be settled in 'the interest of visions of this Allen Labour Law and not
all concerned. The !point I wish to say a allow these men to enter our country. In
word or two about is In regard to the Allen siying this. I do not take sides either tu
Labour Law. The Allen Labour Law was favour of the men or In favour of the Grand
passed after a promise, made by the righr Trunk Railway Company; but il the Grand
hon. Prime Minister, that If the United Trunk Ralway Is allowed. whîle this law
States did not modify their law after he is upun the statute-book, to brin" in Italians
had made representations to them, then afrom the States to take the place of Cana-
law would be passed by this House exactly diau worklngnen. then I do say that the
similar to theirs. That promise was not car- Gui-rament Is taking the sîde ut the Grand
ried out. because our law Is not similar to Trunk Railway Company. At this juneture.
theirs. Their law really enforces Itself : ourthe Government should realize that this law
aw bas to be puat l force by the Govern-
ment. I mxay say, and this is principally why ps.adId o hn h icia on
I amn speaking in regard to this matter, that 'isoes~ol aeayofeci
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speclal case of this kind, if our Government
let it be known that the Grand Trunk Rail-
way could not import Italians or others to
lake the place of the strikers, and that they
wouldl see that the provisions 'ôf the Act are
put ii operation for this particular occasion
I do not tlink any one could object to that,
and 1 believe that If the Government took
that course. the trackmen would realize that
the Goverument was givlng them fair-play.

Mr. WM. McGREGOR (North Essex). Mr.
Speaker, I deeply regret the differences
whicïi have arisea between the trackmen
and the Grand Trunk Railway Company. I
Lave lived along 't:at line for at least forty
years. and I know a large number of the
gentlemen who are lit charge of this work,
and knowing them. I feel satistled that the
day is nlot far distant when they will setti-
this irouble. The Grand Trunk Railway
lias been properly organlzed and the work
is being properly cairried on. and I know the
workriien v,11. and I feel satistied they will
do what is right. I believe that both sides are
anxions to have au end to this controversy.
Now, as to the Allen Labour Law. it li-
beco.nes gentlemen opposIte to make so great
ado about this matter. For ten years the
hon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
rose in his place every session, and demanded
that an Allen Labour Law should be passed,
but he walked out of the House at the end
of each session wlthout any legislation
being enacted by his Conservative friends,
and it was not until this Government came
into power that an Allen Labour Act was
passed. It is true. that it may be sald, that
tbe law Is not now enforced, but the right
hon. the leader of the House has given a
good reason why the law Is not In force ta-
day. And If the trackmen on the Grand
Trunk Railway are being Injured by Amer-
icans coming ln here, we feel satisfied that
the Government will enforce the labour law
to its full extent. In the city of Windsor,
whicl I h ive the honour to represent. we
bave at least six or seven hundred persons
passing from one side to the other daily.
and yet we have no trouble as to the labour
question. Dur young ladies go over to De-
troit to wo-•k as typewriters, our young men
go over ta work as mechanles and store-
keepers. anqd that occurs not only In the city
of Windsor, but In the town of Walkervilie,
where two or three hundred cross dally.
and in the town of Sandwich where the
people move backward and forward across
the boundary line as they think fit. and are
not Interfered with. If that labour law
were enforced rlgldly. it would make quite
a difference to us. because a very large
number of families would have to remove
from the Canadian side and reside on the
Ameriean side of the line. It Is true, that
some residents on the United States side.
would have ta come and lve In Canada, but
at present we are part and parcel of each
other's country, and we live as amicably and

freely together as any close neighbours
could live. I feel satistied that it is better
for the Government to allow the AlIen
Labour Law to remain as it is, if there is
any possibility in the near future of having
t settlement between Canada and the Amer-
iean republic. I feel also, that we will not
have to appeal to Parliament for a settle-
ment of the dîfficulties between the Grand
Trunk Railway Company and the trackmen,
because I belleve that an arrangement will
soon be arrived at by which justice will be
done to the workmen.

Mr. A. B. INGRAM (East Elgin). This
is the tenth session that I have had the hon-
our of sitting ln this House, and I believe
that during each of these sessions of this
Parliament, I have heard the Alien Labour
Law discussed. I have heard my hon.
friend from South Leeds (Mr. Taylor)
taunted by hon. gentlemen ln this House
because he did not press bis Allen Labour
Bill. but so far as I am a judge of the con-
duet of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Taylor) he
did press bis Bill on every occasion, to the
extent that was justified under the rules of
the House. It m-1st be remembered that
both the leader of the Government and the
leader of the Opposition, as well as several
of their followers on both sides were lu
those days strongly opposed to that measure
becoming law. Let me say at the outset
that I am opposed to the class of legislation
under which an Allen Labour Law comes.
I believe it Is wrong legislation for the
United States to esact, and I believe it is
wrong legislation for Canada to enact. in
the early stages of the introduction of that
Bill this Parliament was justified in no.
passing legislation of the kind, but within
the last few years, owing to the conduet of
the United States and their officers this Par-
liament should have placed an Act on the
statute-books of Canada, similar to the Act
passed by the United States of America, and
w hen the United States signified their will-
iDgness not to enforce the law, then let the
Parliament of Canada, or the Goverument
of Canada, not enforce the Canadian Alleu
Labour Law. That is the stand I take with
reference to that question.

I have somethlng to say now with respect
to the Grand Trunk strike. and Its conne.-
tion with the Allen Labour Law. Some
bion. gentlemen in this House say that it is
merely a question between the Grand Trunk
Railway Company and their employees, but
I look upon It from a broader standpolnt. t
say, Sir, that every Canadian elitizen who
rides on the Grand Trunk Railway Is Inter-
ested In this question. It Is lnot merely a
question between the Grand Trunk Railway
and their employees as to wages. but It le
a question which concerns the safety of the
lives of all who travel on Grand Trunk Rail-
way train-. As a practical railway man. I
must say that to my mind there le no em.
ployee on the railway who bas more respon-
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sible diuties to discharge than the man who
looks after the track. Every engineer who
runs his train on the road bas bis life placed
In the hands of the trackmen. Every curve
on the line requires to be examined closely
each day, the track is hlable to spread if it
is not looked after, and if it does spread
and a passenger train leaves the track, the
lives and limbs of the travelling public are
in danger. It is, therefore, not merely a
question of what wages shall be paid to the
trackmen, but a question of much greater
concern. When my bon. friend from Centre
Toronto (Mr. Bertram) says that we are not
justified in bringing up this question in the
House he is quite astray. It is our duty ás
representatives of the people of Canada to
bring to the attention of the Government,
the necessity of interfering in a matter of
this kind when it involves the lives of the
public generally. I therefore say that some-
thing should be done by the Government,
in view of the fact that I am credibly ln-
formed that the Grand 'lrunk Railway
Company have refused to treat with these

jmen, have refused to enter into an arbitra-
tion, or to negotiate. If that be the fact.
then It is the duty of the Government to
interfere in the matter, and to say : that
the public interest is at stake, that the lives
of our citizens are at stake, and to make
the demand on the railway company, we
shall enter into an arbitration as to the
cause of the difficulties between you and
your employees.

My hon. frIend from Centre Toronto (3r.
Bertram) said it was a premature agitation.
Has my hon. friend lived so long in this
country without knowing, as a large employ-
er of labour himself, that 98 cents a day is
insufficient for the livelihood of any working-
man ? Does he not know that this agitation
bas been going on' for years, and that, at
last, after trying every other means in their
power, the men bave been compelled to
strike ln order to gef an increase of pay ?
Therefore, I say, that a member of this
House is dolng no more than his duty, when
he rises in his place and calls the attention
of the Government to thls very important
question. I bave nothing to say against the
Grand Trunk Railway Company. There is
veryl much to be said In its favour. I be-
hieve the management is doing everything in
its power to put that road on a paying basis.
But, to my mind, It is false economy to in-
terfere with the very foundation of the road
or to refuse to deal with the men, and thus
to leave the road-bed in a dangerous condi-
tion, causing traffie to leave the railway
which may never come back to it. I say, if
It is true, as represented by the publie press
of this country, that there is searcely a man
to be found examining the track between
Montreal and Toronto, It Is the duty of this
Parliament to see that the Grand Trunk
Company do place men on the road to see
that the track Is in proper condition. With
regard to importing Italians to do the work.

Mr. INGRAM.

I say this work requires skilled men, men
who have had experience on the track for
years, and I would do alk in my power to
compel the Grand Trunk Company to put
skilled, and not unskilled, labour on the
track. If no action is taken by the Govern-
ment at an early day, I think there is, per-
haps, a section in the Railway Act which
might be invoked to bring the Railway De-
partment into the matter. I understand
that section 205 provides that, where an en-
gine. a railway track, bridges, cars, or any-
thing of that description, is not In a proper
state of repair, any person, on finding that
to be the case, has only to notify the De-
partment of Railways and Canals, and it
will be the duty of that department to send
an engineer to examine what is complained
of ; and, if it Is found, upon such an ex-
amination, that any of the works of! the
Grand Trunk Railway are not In a proper
state of repair, the Railway Department
may compel the company to put them In a
proper state of repair. It seems to me, in
view of the attitude of the Government, and
the stand taken by the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company, that this is the only course
the employees can take In order to bring
this Government to understand the real con-
dition of affairs.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker.
may I be permitted, In explanation, and in
reply to the question put to me by the right
bon. First Minlster, which I did not catch
at the time of Epeaking, to say, that the
agents of the Grand Trunk striking track-
men have been doing their best for some
days past to get hold of the Government
agent In Toronto to place their case before
him ; but, every time they go to bis office,
they are told that he is out, of town, and
the last reply they got was, that he was In
Muskoka, fishing. If the Government are
powerless to do anything In this matter.
why do they not refer it to the hon. mens-
ber for Centre Toronto (Mr. Bertram). He
made the tariff. and why not let him settle
this strike ?

Mr. H. J. LOGAN (Cumberland). Mr.
Speaker, during this discussion. great sym-
pathy bas been expressed for the men en-
gaged In this strike. My opinion Is that men
engaged In a struggle of this kind want more
than cold sympathy. For my part, I can-
not agree with what bas been said on this
side of the House, that the Government
should not interfere or offer their services.
I have bad some experience, in my short
lifetime, with labour troubles. and I can-
not agree with the statement that bas been
made here to-day, that a third party Is not
appreciated In these struggles. I believe
there are certain times In labour struggles
when only a third party can be of assist-
ance. When men and their employers get
so estranged that they refuse to treat with
each other, it is only a third party who can
intervene and bring the trouble to a settle-
ment. This may be an impracticable sug-
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gestion of mine ; but I believe, Mr. Speaker,
that It Is the duty of the Minister of Rail-
ways of Canada to-day-it will do no harm,
at any rate-to offer bis services as a me-
diator between the great Grand Trunk sys-
tem, which bas recelved Immense subsidies
from this country, and these men who are
endeavouring to get their rigbts. Somebody
bas salid to-day, that we have not got
the facts before us. Mr. Speaker, the
very fact that Canadian men, men of our
own nationality, are asked to work, and
support their wives and familles on 97
cents a day, is a sufficient reason, to
my mind, why Interference should take
place at the earliest possible moment. We
are seiding immigration agents to every
part of the wide world, Inviting men to come
to Canada. Do you think they will come.
when they see in the papers of their
country that 1.800 or 2.000 men of a great
railway system in Canada are out of workl
and striking-for what ? To get over 97
cents a day. A fine immigration advertise-
ment that must be for Canada in the coun-
tries of Europe I think, therefore. it is1
the duty of the Minister of Railways. in the
interest of Canada. ln the interest of those
men who are fighting for justice for them-
selves and their familles, to offer his ser-
vices as mediator. As I said before, If it
does no good, it cannot possibly do any
harm. There must be danger to-day lu
travelling over the Grand Trunk Railway
system; it may be small or great, but there
is certainly danger, and, therefore the Min-
Ister of Raillways should offer his services,
and endeavour to put an end to this dis-
graceful condition of affairs-that, In the
last year of the nineteenth century, this
Canada of ours, this growing country, which
we claim to be prosperous from one end to
the other. which bas an Immense surplus.
should have within its borders men by the
thousands who are compelled to strike be-
cause they are only palid the mean. Insignifi-
cant, indecent salary of 97 cents a day.

Motion to adjourn negatIved.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 127)to amend the Bank Aet-(Mr.
Fieldlng)--read the third time and passed.

QUEBEC HARBOUR cOMMIISSIONERS.

The SOLIOITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick) moved third reading of Bill (No.
91) to amend and consolidate the Act relat-
ing to the Harbour Commissioners of Que-
bec.

Mr. T. CHASE CASGRAIN (Montmo-
rency). I beg to move that this Bill be not
now read the third time, but be sent back
to the Committee of the Whole with Instruc-
tions to amend it, by substituting for subsee-
tion 2 of section 16, the following :-

The powers of the corporation as pilotage au-
thority may be delegated to any five commis-
sioners, of whom the chairman of the corporation
of pilots for and below the harbour of Quebec
shall be one.

Those who were In the House last evenlng,
when this Bi was discussed, are fami-
liar with the question I have now the lion-
our of bringIng up the second time before
the House. The law relating to the bar-
bour commission, as It stood before, con-
stituted the board of harbour commissioners
for the harbour of Quebec a judiclal tribu-
nal to try pilots who had Infringed the by-
laws of the corporation or the commission-
ers, or who by some fault of theirs had caused
accidents to happen to vessels of whieh
they were ln charge. The barbour commis-
sion of Quebee Is composed of nine mem-
bers, five of whom are appointed by the
Government and four elected by the ship-
ping interest and the board of trade of Que-
bec Oity. When pilots were brought up
before the board for trial, five members,
under the law now sought to be changed.
constituted the court, and a less number
could not sit. The change provided by this
ieasure is that the powers of the corpora-
tion, as pillotage authority, may be dele-
gated to any three commissioners, of whom
the chairman of the corporation of pilots
for and below the harbour of Quebec shall
be one. So that, according to the Bill be-
fore the House, this court would be com-
posed of three members only.

I would Ulike to draw the attention of the
House to the important powers vested in
the harbour commission, sitting as a court,
for the trial of pilots. These pilots for and
below the harbour of Quebec, have to serve
a long period of apprenticeship-an appren-
ticeshlp of nine years-and by a law passed
in recent years, that term is made much
longer, because no man can now become a
pilot before the number is reduced from the
present number down to 120, I believe. So
that some of these men have been in ap-
prenticeship of nine, ten, and even fifteen
years. They are a first-rate set of men. There
are no better pilots ln Canada, and probably
not on the continent of America. This board
has the power of depriving a pilot of his
branch or license, and thus depriving him
for ever of his means of earninga livelihood.
It will therefore be seen that the powers
vested In this board. as a judicilal tribunal,
are very great. Not only ean it fine a pilot,
but in some cases can sentd him to jail, and
in others deprive him of his license or
branch. I have no quarrel with the board
as at present composed. as I said last night.
The gentlemen who constitute It are as good
as the average members of harbour com-
missioners throughout Canada no doubt. but
1 would cal] attention to the fact that they
are not trained in the science of navigation.
For Instance. the chairman. Mr. Laliberté a
very worthy citizen. Is a furrier. Then, again,

39863985



3987 [COMMONS] 398$
Mr. Arcand, Is a broker, and -Mr. Rioux is
a grocer, and Mr. Chabot, I belleve, is nowI
the manager of a small Une of steamers ;1
so that, apart from those who represent the,
shi.pplng interest, and have more or less1
knowledge of the rules of navigation, such
as Mr. Maopherson, the hon. member for
Quebec West (Mr. Dobell), and Mr. Carbray,
really the board is composed of men who,
when they sit in judgment on a pilot, are
not proficient in the matters upon which
they are called to adjudicate. There Is
safety in numbers. If the board is com-
posed of at least five as a quorum, as under,
the present iaw, the pilot accused has a
chance of having somebody upon the board
who knows something about navigation, and
can give him not only a fair and impartial
trial, but a trial in which the knowledge of
the gentlemen on the board who know some-
thing of navigation, will be brought to bear
and be of great assstance. But the Bill
proposes that the quorum of this judielal1
tribunal, baving the gremat powers I have!
mentioned. will be redaeed to three. No
reason ais been given for the change, ex.-
cept that it is inconvenient for the members
of the board to come so often to the meet-
ings. I venture to state, without fear of1
contradietion, that there are not more than
ten trials of pilots every year, and it seems;
to ie. therefore, that the members of the
commission have not very good reason for
askipa that this change be made. Again,,
it M ust be remeubered that the harbour'

edness and spirit of justice of every member
1 of this Chamber.

The SOLICITOt GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). Under the law as It now stands,
the corporation Is composed of nine com-
missioners, exclusive of the superintendent
of the corporations of pilots, who Is brouglit
in when the conmissioners exercise the
powers conferred upon them as a pilotage
authority. Under the law as it stood for-
merly, five members of the harbour commis-
sion constituted a quorum for all the pur-
poses of the commission. That law re-
malis. But it Is provided here that, for cer-
tain cases where commissioners exercise ju-
dicial powers conferred upon the board, it
shall be optional with the board to dele-
gate to three members the exercise
of those powers. But tbis does not pre-
clude all the members sitting if the board
so decide. This is an optional power given
to the harbour commissioners, whieh they
maiy exercise or not as they please. I would
ike to call yeur attention to the fact that

a sImlar law was enacted in 1894 for the
benctit of the Montreal Harbour Board,
wIiereý there are many more complaints
with regard to pilots than they have in
Quebec, and I have not heard of any com-
plaint as to the operation of that law. of
1894. I can see no good reason why a law
whicli is found to work so satisfaetorily in
the case of Montreal should not be applied
to Quebee.

commissioners do not give their services for Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TTPPER.
r-othing. It is true that the fees they re- As to the law o! 1894, I may say a word,
celve are not very grcat, but still the emo-fbeeause t had some responsibllity in con-
luments and the hoaour of the position are nection with the matter at that trne. I am
suffielent inducement to make the position heartily in accord wîth the proposed amend-
very freely sought after. So that, seeing nent of tie hon. member for Montmorency
the great interest which the pilots have at (Mr.Casgrain). notwlthstandlng that he
stake. seeing that their means of living for Blo! 1894 was In my hands containing the
all time to come Is at stake. and. on the provision to whlch the hon. Solicitor Gen
other hand, takLig into account the sUght (
inconvenience that the members of the com- was not debated nor was the point taken
mission will be put to by haviag to sit on whlch Uns been taken by the hon. member
pilotage cases, five or six or even ten times, for Montmorency. It does seem to me that
during the season of navigation, It seems to the pilets have a right to ask through that
me the House should easily come to thelion. entleman for this consideration at the
conclusion that there is not sufficlent reason hands o! Parliament. There cannot be a
for redueing the quorum to three. more important'matter deait with by the

I would also call attention . to this fact, quorum which, as the hon, gentleman sayz.
that the law fixes the quorum of the com-fis fixed at five, than he question whether
mission for ordinary routine work at five. a man Is to be permltted to !ollow his pro-
So that petty office work or any small mat- fession as a pilot or not, whether he 19 to
ter of administration of the affairs of the be suspended or whether his right to aet as
corporation or any minor question of roll- a pilot Is to be taken away altogether. We
tine. cannot be settled unless five members <annt Jude as t> the effeet o! the law o!
of the commission are present. But when 84 e
these men are brought before the board to as to therum. therae comlaints
be tried, when they are to appear beforeato teto!pilts.ee mentmigas
a judiclal tribunal which can condemn them to at tolpilet an Im emeat
to a fine or imprisonment, or deprive themo! their fortunes'and conditions to be placel1
of their license, that Is of t right to follow under he.control of Ie lnstead o! under
their occupation, then the quorum Is re- tUe1control-o! three men. They mlght fot
dueed to three. It seems to me that the appreclate the advantage It would be to
amendment which T have offered Is one them to have the ordlnary quorum deal
that ehould commend Itself to the fair-mlnd- wIth their cases Instead of the small number

SHr. CASGRAIN.
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of three. But that they do complain of the
treatment they receive there can be no ques-
tion. They are forced, from time to time,
to carry these matters into the courts at
great expense. Even in Montreal, the dis-
trict to which the hou. gentleman refers,
where there is a small quorum, there are
very great complaints indeed. I do not
know enough of these complaints to judge
between the pilots on the one hand and the
gentlemen three, or five, as the case may be.
who investigated their particular cases. Con-
sidering the importance of the subject of
this motion, affeetIng as it does the very
hvelihood of these men, and knowing the
great influence and power of the men who
often call their conduet ln question. the
least we ean do is to prevent the ordinary
quornm being eut down when the board sit
il trial or hold a court on such questions as
this. For that reason, I am in favour of
the ûmendment, and would be very glad to
see the Act of 1894 amended in the same
direction, so the pilots under the Montreal
board should bave the same rights when
they are praetically put upon trial. -

Hause divided ou amendment of Mr. Cas-
grain:

YEAS:
Messieurs

Bell (Pict u),
Bergeron,
PFcrden (Halifax),
Casgrain,
Clancy,
Craig,
Dugas,
Earle,
Ferguson,
Foster,
Ganong,
Gillies,
Gilmour,
Guillet,
Hale,
Henderson,
Ingram,
Ives,
Kaulbach,
Kloepfer,
LaRivière,

Macdonald (King's),
MacLaren,
McCleary,
MeDougall,
MeInerney,
Marcotte,
Martin.
Monk,
Powell,
Prior,
Quinn,
Reid,
Robertson,
Rrche,
Taylor,
Tupper (Sir Charles),
Tupper (Sir Charles

Hibbert),
Tyrwhitt, and
Wilson.-40.

NAYS:

Messieurs
Bain,
Bazinet,
Beausoleil,
Belcourt,
Bell (Prince, East),
Bertram,
Bethune,
Blair.
Borden (King's),
Bostock,
Bourassa,
Brodeur.
Bruneau.
Burnett,
Campbell,
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd),
Copp,

Lewis,
Livingston,
Logan,
Macdonald (Huron),
Macdonell,
Mackie,
McClure,
McGregor,
McGugan,
McHugh,
McInnes,
McIsaac,
McLennan (Inverness),
McMillan,
McMullen,
Malouin,
Mareil,

Davies (Sir Louis), Martineau,
Davis, Maxwell,
Dechene, Meigs,
Demers, Mignault,
Domville, Oliver,
Ellis, Paterson,
Erb, Pettet,
Fielding, Préfontaine,
Fitzpatrick, Proulx,
Flint, - Ratz,
Fraser (Guysborough), Rinfret,
Fraser (Lambton), Rogers,
Frost, Ross,
Gauvreau, Russe!i,
Godbout, Rutherford,
Heyd, Scriver,
Johnston, Semple,
Joly de Lotbinière Sifton,

(Sir Henri), Smerville,
Landerkin, Sutherland,
Laurier (Sir Wilfrid), Talbot,
Lavergne, Tarte, and
Legris, Wood.-80.
L-emieux,

Amendment negatived. and Bill read the
third time and passed.

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM AND
NAPHTHA.

Resolution providing for the payment of a
license fee by every company or person en-
gaged in the refining of petroleum in' Can-
ada, was read the first and second time.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing) moved that the said resolution be re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole upon
Bill (No. 131) respecting the inspection of
petroleam and naphtha.

Motion agreed to.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 131) respecting the inspection of
petroleum and naphtha.-(Sir Henri Joly de
Lotbinière).

AMENDMENT TO ADULTERATION ACT.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly d-3 Lotbinière) moved that
Bill (No. 123) further to amend the Adul-
teration Act, be read the second time.

Motion agreed to.
Hous2 resolved itself into coinmittee on

said Bill.
(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

This Bill was prepared at the request of
some medical gentlemen, and I would ask
the hon. member for Montreal West (Mr.
Roddick) to explain to the committee the
reasons of the amendment.

Mr. T. G. RODDICK (St. Antoine, Mon-
treal). I may say, that the object of
this Bill is to establish a uniform
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standard for the preparation of drugs. So
far, no uniformity bas existed. Several
have been in existence In this country, have
been tolerated, as It were-the British
Pharmacopoela, the United States Pharma-
copæla, the Le Codex Medicamentarlus,
and others. So that mistakes have been
constantly made, some of them serlous, from
the fact that all drugs are not made from
the same material, are not made of the same
strength, and are not made of the same
quality of material. I may explain by say-
ing that some of the most poisonous drugs
are prepared from the leaves of plants, some
f rom the r3ots of plants, and some of them
bave different qualities. Some of them are
prepared with alcohol of varying degrees of
strength. The House, therefore. can under-
stand that medical men especially are con-
stantly ln difficulty with regard to their pre-
scriptions, and druggists themselves are
often unable to know exactly what a doctor
means, when he prescribes certain drugs.
As an illustration, I might mention that the
very important drug, aconite, has, in the
British Pharmacopoia a strength equal to
5 per cent of the tincture of aconite, while,
ln the United States Pharmacopeia, It has a
strengta of 35 per cent. You see, therefore.
how mistakes can be made. A medical man
prescribes for a patient in Ottawa, or in
Montreal, where the British Pharmacopeia
is usually employed by druggists and by
the manufacturers of drugs. He then goes
to some distant part of this Dominion, New
Brunswick, for instance, or on the border of
the «United States, or some part of Ontario,
where druggists have clients from across
the border, and where, for many reasons,
they prefer to use the United States Phar-
macopæla. The prescription Is made up in
Montreal, for Instance, where the British
Pharmacopoia is employed ; but, when this
patient wishes to get It filled In some other
place, where the United States Pharmaco-
poeia Is employed, he bas his prescription
made up seven times the strength that the,
doctor originally intended, of this poisonous
drug, aconite. That gives you some Idea of
the difficulty the profession bas to contend
with. Besides that, we find, as I said be-
fore, that some of the preparations are made
from leaves, and some from roots, and the
strength of the extract from the leaves and
the extract from the roots are. very differ-
ent. Besides that, many of the preparations
are prepared wIth a large quantity of alco-
bol by the British Pbarmacopoea, and with
a small quantity of alcohol by the United
States Pharmacopoeia. The British Pharma-
copola preparation extracts a number of
alkaloids and other Ingredients which the
other does not. So, altogether, we would
like, If possible, that some standard should
be established. Now, this Is an opportune
time, because a new edition of the BrItish
Pharmacopola is just coming out. It bas
been very carefully prepared by the best
men n England. and Scotland, and Ireland,

Mr. ROD~DICK.

and Is undoubtedly the best book on the
subject extant. The Medical Association, at
its last meeting, In Quebee, last year, de-
cided that the Government should be ap-
proached on this subject, with the view of
making the British Pharmacopoia the stand-
ard, so that, when drugs are prescribed, it
shall be understood by everybody, by drug-
gists and by doctors, that the British Phar-
macopola is meant. and that, when any
other preparation of any other pharmaco-
peia Is meant, It should be specfied : you
ask for the United States Pharmacopoea.
or the Codex, or you name whatever one
you prefer. This, of course, is not Intended
to interfere, partlcularly with the business
of men on the border. The idea is simply
to have this uniform' standard, and it is also
going to be a very, great service to the De-
partment of Inland Revenue. The officials
of that department will be able to detect
fraudulent preparations, and will have a
standard to go by, so that the whole thing
will be very much simplified. I have nothing
further to add to the explanation. I should
be very glad to answer any question that
may be asked respecting the subject.

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
There are some small changes to be made In
the Bill, and, perhaps, my hon. friend who
has just explained the purpose of the Bill
would like to stand near the chairnian so
that we can look over these changes together
and see that they agree with the purpose
of the Bill.

Mr. IVES. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister of Inland Revenue if be has re-
ceived any representations in regard to the
Bill since it was introduced?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No.

Mr. IVES. What will be the effeet of it
as to preparations that are -already in stock ?
Is it rendered criminal to use American pre-
parations that are now kept in stock by
druggists?

Mr. RODDICK. I do not know whether I
quite understand the hon. gentleman's ques-
tion.

Mr. IVES. What I was saying was this:
Of course, drug stores are more or less
stocked with manufactured medicines and
preparations., I have not studled ·the Bill
very carefully, but what I wlsh to know Is
whether these preparations will be rendered
useless by the passage of this Bill.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not think
my hon. frIend (Mr. ,Roddick), who so clearly
explained the purpose of the Bill, caught the
statement of the hon. member (Mr. Ives)
who Is *addresslng him. It Is an extremely
diffleult thing for an hon. gentleman to get
the idea of a person, who Is addressing hlim.
If some person sitting near hlm Is engaging
him lu conversation. I am afrald that my
hon. frilend from Montreal was prevented
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from bearing the question asked. The ques- deelaresdia t anythlng Is an adulteration ex.-
tion asked Is, whether, under this Bill pre- eept that which Is prepared on certain hues
parations that are not designated by this and off ered for sale under certain labels. 1
Bill, would be prevented from being used. ilink the hon. Minîster will agree with me
As I understand it from the very lucid ex- tlklt if an article of tiucture bad been pre-
planation of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Rod- pared under the United States Pharniacopoel:l
dick), who has explained this BII, it Is sim- land w:s offered for sale in Canada, If t!is
ply this, that the British Pharmacopoia, Bil passed, it wouid be declarea -in adul-
which is now about to be published, is to teration.
be regarded as the standard, and that, if any he parties exposing it for sale would ie
other prescription from the UTnited States lable for punisbment under dais Act. That
Pharmacopoela or the Codex, or any other is the point 1 think is included in the Bil.
authority is used, except the British Phar- I do not think the hon. member for Montreal
macopoeia, the party prescribing must Indi- (Mr. Uoddiek), or the MIn.ster, Intends that
cate, on the prescription, that the term used but 1 think It is a fact, and if I arnright la
applies to the Pharmacopoia of the United iny supposition I submlt that wouhd be a
States or to the Codex, or to whatever it bardship. I qulte concur in the sentiments
may be. Inasmuch as a drug, designated by which have been expressed by the hon. gen-
these different pharmacopælas are of alto- tleman (Mr. Roddlck). The profession have
gether different strengths, unless this Is done had a good deal of trouble-perhaps more
and the prescription Is assumed to be under Inthe provneof Quebec than lInthe pro-
the British Pharmacopoela, very serlous cou- vin e of Ontario, because while they have
sequences might result from the greater three pharmacopoias lu the province ot
strength of the preparations, as indicated by
any other pharmacopoia, and to avoid that of Q neariowehaveoitwo nu. pLnoe
danger, any stock of ·the various druggists of On that reofthailrofeuse.n t quite
may be 'used, just as at present, only that agree lu thedu 1 of thsi toe
the party prescribing will be required to in- aedy apphled, bu dI hl isBdoes
diente Iu his prescription it is not according fiapply a remedy, and wmore it ds flot
to the British Pharmacopoeia, but according
to the United States Pharmacopoeia. or the the direction indicated by eue 'o0. ember
one that is named. I understand this is to for Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives).
be the case, and, If so, It will entirely re- Mr. RODDICK. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
move any objection that my hon. friend has Montague) is probably fot aware that th.
raised of interfering with the drugs and theinoveinent commenced lu bis own province
different prescriptions now in ·the possession of Ontario, and the folowlng is an extraet
of variops drutist tht hihis ppae ontain ne

C& ipared undermeUniedctatesOPharmaoplase

The MINISTER OF IN.LAND REVENUE.
Evidently the bon. leader of the Opposition
cannot forgive me for having brought one of
his friends (Mr. Roddick) to this side of the
House. I declare that my motives were per-
fpctly innocent. The conversation that I was
carrying on with that hon. gentleman, and li
regard to which the hon. leader of the Op-
position took occasion to scold me, benevo-
lently, was not in reference to the trip of my
hon. frIend to California, which, I am glad
to see, bas so much benefited hlm, but it
was ln answer to the question of the hon.
member for Sherbrooke (Mr. Ives).

Mr. MONTAGUE. I lstened with very
great pleasure to the explanation of the Bill
which was given by the hon. member for
Montreal (Mr. Roddiek), who, by reason oi
bis connection with the profession, under-
stands thoroughly what is meant In this re-
gard. But, I am quite convinced that this
Bill does not carry ont the idea that was
given in this explanation by the hon. mem.
ber for Montreal. More than that, I am
quite convinced that the answer given by
the hon. leader of the Opposition to the
question of the hon. member for Sherbrooke,
is not at all final, as, I think, the bon. gen-
tleman will see, as regards the sale of articles
which have been manufectured up to the
present time, and wivlch might be offered for
sale. What does this Bill do ? This Bill

last session :-
All compounds named in the British Pharma-

copoela, shall be prepared aecording to the for-
mula directed in the latest edition published "by
authority," unless the College of Physicians and
Surgeons of this province select another stand-
ard, or unless the label distinctly shows that the
compound Is prepared according to another for-
mula.
That Is the beginning of action on the part
of the pharmacists In the Dominion, and we
thought it better we should establish a sta'i-
dard here. 1-t will not come Into operation
immediately, and I do not think any one is
going to stop it. The amount of drugs )n
stock will not be so great as to last over
a few months, and within a few months the
whole thing will become uniform and work
harmonionsly. The druggists may still
make up prescriptions according to the Uni-
ted States Pharmacopoeia, but thes rust De
specially labelled. and the offeers of the
Minister of Inland Revenue wil know ex-
actly what they are when they reach them.
A doctor who prescribes from the United
States Pharmacopoia or Codex has got to
mention It. For instance, if he is prescrib-
ing tineture of aconite, lhe wrItes "tineture
aeonite U.S.P.." or otherwise it will be from
the British Pharmacopola. I do not think
there will be any dlffieulty In the way ef
the operation of this Bill. Instead of mat-
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Ing a separate Bill, it was thought desirable
to bring it in as an amendment to the Adul-
teration Act, so as to cause the least trouble
possible. and at the same time reach the pro-
fession and the pharmacists just as effec-
tually.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I find on reading dowu
in another clause of -the Bill, that I was
rather misled in ,my opinion. I think per-
haps there will be no difficulty.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I was about
to draw the attention of the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Montague) to that point. I understand
that the standard under which all prepara-
tions will be made will be the British Phar-
muacopoia, and that unless it is otherwise
labelled, the druggist's order is supposed to
be of the standard set forth in that pharma-
copoia. If the article so ordered is hot made
out under that standard, then it must be
labelled as belonging to the standard from
which it has been taken. If it is taken from
the United States Pharmacopola, of course
it must be so labelled. If it is not labelled
then it is taken for granted that it Is com-
posed.upon the British Pharmacopœia.

Mr. RODDICK. That is it.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I wish to add the words "latest edition of
the " before the words "British Pharma-
copæia."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think perhaps
that may lead to a good deal of trouble.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Medical men are bound to know the latest
edition.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Wlth all due respect to
the Minister's opinion, I do not think that
druggists through the country buy tnis Brit-
ish Pharmacopœla every year. It Is only
published every five or six years I under-
stand. but the hon. gentleman knows that
for a poor man it Is quite an expensive
work. Could not the hon. gentleman say
the British Pharmacopæla of 1899 ?

Mr. RODDICK. If you put lu the date
you will have to change the Act every time
a new edition of the Pharmacopola is edited.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I think it Is better to leave it the way I
put ILt.

Mr. MONTAGUE. If a man does not have
the latest edition he is subject 'to a penalty,
if you Insert these words.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
We can take out the provision with refer-
enee to the latest edition, and make it the
edition of 1899.

Mr.' FRASER (Guysborough). I do n.at
think the date should be put in. If that
were done It would subject those concerned

Mr. RODDICK.

to penalties much quicker than if yon leave
in the words "last edition."

Mr. MONTAGUE. Your idea would be to
make him use the last edition of which he
was aware ?

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). He might
do that very well, and perhaps that is the
practice, but I do not like to cast that asper-
sion upon him.

Mr. RODDICK. I really do not see what
objection there Is- to making it the last edi-
tion. It Is very cheap, costing only $3.

Mr. McLENNAN (Inverness). I certainly
agree with the Introducer of this Bill. The
Bill, as it stands, states the case better than
the amendment suggested by my hon. friend
across the House, that is, that the latest
edition of the pharmacopæla should be the
standard in use. The standard of 1899
might lu five years be considered a very
old one. The science of medicine Is a very
progressive one, and fdve years make a
considerable difference. I, therefore, think
the wording of the BIH as It stands should
be accepted.

Amendment agreed to.
Mr. MONTAGUE. I stliH think this is

golng to subjeet a number of druggists to
very great hardshlp.

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

After Recess.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 10) respecting the Nisbet Acade-
my of Prince Albert.--(Mr. Davis.)

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 77) respeeting the Canadian
Power Company, and to change its name to
the Dominion Power Company of Niagara
Falls.-(Mr. Bertram.)

Bill (No. 92) respeeting the Saskatchewan
Radlway and Mining Company.-(Mr. Lan-
derkin.)

Bil (No. 107) to incorporate the Bedlington
and Nelson Rnailway Compan.-(Mr. Bos-
tock.)

Bill (No. 103) to incorporate the Klondike
Mines Railway Company.-(Mr. Maxwell.)

Bill (No. 102) to 1ncorporate the Rutland
and Noyau Railway Company.-(Mr. Brod-
eur.)

THE ADULTERATION ACT.

The 'Houei again resolved itself into Com-
mitree of the Whole on BIll (No. 123) further
to amend the Adulteration Act.-(Sir Henri
Joly de Lotblnlêre.)
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On subseotion 1 of section 1. to which 1 now refer, and which Is of agreat
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I had an op- deal of importance to a part of the consti-

port:nity, after the committee rose, of talk- tuency whih I have the honour to represeut
ing this matter over wth Dr. Roddick a n this House. When publi money is to besone thmer entaemen oDreeted ltb fanespent, we are glad, I fancy, If needs of thesomepubli service can be well served, to havmedical profession, and we came to the con-tat money spent in the constituency which
elusion-and I promised, as Dr. Roddick was we each individually represent inthis House.
about to leave, that I would mention it to But I am bound te say that this is fot a
the hon. Minister of inland Revenue-that it mater arisîng from the mere question of the
was better to say -the edition of the Britishwas ettr t sa th edtio oftheBrllshexpenditure of money in a. locallty. I do flot
Pharmacopoia of 1898, whlch is the last desire to look at it at al In that way; nor
edition. If you use the words "the la-test do I belleve that the gentlemen wIo are now
edition," the moment another edition Is pub- noving in the matter locally take so narrow
lished in London, the parties would be abso- a view of the position as one to whicI
lutely acting illegally here before they could have just referred. Wbat we are anxious. I
obtain a copy of that edition ; and as new arnsure, upon tlxat sie and upon this, Is to
editions are only brought out after the lapse see that what rnoney is spent in the public
of five or ten years, when another edition service, and espeeially in connection witb the
comes out, the Act may be amended in the inatter of our waterways and the neans of
same way. transportation. sbah be spent in such a way

The INISER 0 INAN.DREVEUE.as wiii give the greatest psil advantagreThe MLI'NISTER OF IN-\LAND REVEN-ýUE. >
I think the amendment is a good one. wîth the Ieast possibledrain upon the public

treasury.
BIll reported and read the third time and It is pretty late Iu the day. I Imagine. to say

passed. that a mistake was made in iocatlng the
lake liarbour in fthe Wellaud Canal and lu

SUPPLY-LAKE ERIE ENTRANCE TO iocating the une iIlle canal itseif. And yct.
WELLAND CANAL. I thlnk I am within fie Judgment of men

who have paid the best and most intelligent
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND attention te that subject, and wlthin the

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved that Judgment of the very best lake captains and
the House resolve Itself in Committee of mariners, when I say that a mistake 'as
Supply. made. and that Instead of the Welland Canal

Mr. W. H. MONTAGUE (Haldimand). Be- ing made aong the ne that It fows and
Mr. . H MONAGU (Haimnd).Be-havineg Its lake port at Port Coîborne as It

fore you leave the Chair, Mr. Speaker, I de- .pe
sire to take advantage of the opportunity to i
call the attention of the Government to establishd at another point and the ne tra-

cai th atenton f he evenmet t aversed by the Welland Canal might have
matter which bas more partieular reference been, with greater advantage and with
to the Department of Railways and Canals. greater eeonomy to the country, established
I am sorry that the Minister of Railways and ever another Une. In the first place. Sir, the
Canals (Mr. Blair) Is not here ; but I received cost or the construction of the
a note from hinm saylng that he was unavoid- Canal over the present route was a great
ably detained. As I desire to have the maI&t- deal more than It wouid have been over
ter before him and before the members Of another route whch mlght have been select-
the Government prior to the consideration of ed, by reason of the tact that it 'ent through
the Estimates, I shall say what I have to a section of country whcrc very cestly rock
say with the hope that the bon. gentleman cutting und excavating 'as required. wbere-
(Mr. Blair) will glance at It and consider itlas another route might have been selected
when ne cones to deal with the question to whcre there was ne rock euttlng at ah. lu
whleh it refers. What i have to say refers the second place, I thlnk the location was
particularly to the Welland Canal and the wreng by reason or the fact-of course. 1 am
proposed expenditare of a large sum ofiexpesslng-the opinion of experts. becuse I
mciney in connection with the harbour, wich do flot pretnd t any expert knowedgeof
Is at the entrance of that canal at Port Col-1the case myself-that the point whlclxwas
borne. Representations have been made to1 seiected for-the Lake Erle entrance of the
the Minister by a strong deputation whiebecnal bad ne naturai advantages whatever
came from ithe village of Port Colborne and as a iarbour, whereas. there 'vs a port net
the ceouniy of Welland, as well as by a very far distant frem the point at which the canal
excellent speech which was delivered by the 110w touches Lake Erie which mlght have
member for Welland (Mr. McCleary) the been made, wlth very littie cost, a very ex-
other day, calling for the expenditure of a 1 ceilent harbour, Indeed.'In Justification of
large sum of money for the purpose of deep- tiat statement, I need go no turther than
enIng the harbour and of construeting there the speech of my hon. frlend for Weilend,
a basin such as Is required by the trade of 1 who, the otherday, la askIng for the expen-
the lakes. I am sure the House wll belleve!1diture et a large sum of money et Port Col-
me. Sir, that It Is In no narrow spirlt that Iborne for the Improvement of the herbour,
bring forward for the consideration of the 1tated very freely and very eandidly te the.M.ln1ist-e 3r f y -%ànd Cana e matterpliusehtorvie cnboe well served, to nare
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harbour at all. And what is the request
now ? After a large sum of money bas been
spent there, there is a request for the expen-
diture of a sum which, I think, will, in the
end, amount to nearly a million dollars, for
the construction of an efficient entrance, for
blasting out the rock bottom of the harbour
and for the construction of a basin which
will aecommodate the vessels which reach
that port.

Well, Sir, this all results from the mistake
whiel was made of selecting a point as a
natural harbour which was not a natural
barbour at all. It is worth while to inquire,
just when we are on the eve of making
greater expenditures, whether, If the expen-
ditures which are now asked are made, the
harbour will meet the requirements of a bar-
bour for such a situation. Now, while Port
Coilborne. as I have stated, and as the hon.
iember for Welland (Mr. McCleary). if I
understood bis speech correetly, stated. is
not a natural harbour, 15 miles from Port
Colborne there is a natural harbour. namely.
the harbour of Port Maitland, which. I arm
bound to say, is in the county of Haldimand
and Monck, but which tact will not, I hope,
prejudice its fair consideration by the Gov-
ernmtent of the day. The advantages of Port
Maitland harbour are these : Port Maitland
is situated at the mouth of the Grand River
which at that point enters into Lake Erie ;
it is lu eonsequence a natural land-locked
harbour. It Is always open two or threa
weeks earlier than Port Colborne. The lake
bottont of the entrance is of sand and gra-
vel, and consequently there would be no
necessity whatever for blasting. as there is
in Port Colborne. There is a naturai depth
of water there of about 22 feet ; there are no
accunulat!ons of any kind, nor have there
been any, to disturb the free entry of ships
te that harbour. Already, at a very large
expense. two long piers, some 1,500 feet li
length, have been constructed, and between
those two piers there Is an ample entrancel
of 225 feet at their points. wldening out te
a space of some 500 yards of elear water
harbour withln the piers, affording, as 1
think the Government will find if they care
to ask the opinions of navigators and of
mnariners, the very best haibour te be found
upon the north shore of Lake Erie. In addi-
tion to that, for some five miles up the river
there Is a depth of from 20 to 25 feet of
water, thus affording additional accommo-
dationto shIpplng if there was too mueh to
occupy the harbour to whIeh I have referred.
Now, Sir, the argument made by those who
are advocating the expenditure at Port Col-
borne is a suggestion. and It Is a suggestlon
that we offer, that -by the expenditure of a
large sum of money, large lake boats will be
enabled te enter the harbour at Port Col-
borne and transfer te smaller craft. That
can be done already at Port Maltlând with-
out the expenditure of a single cent. But
those who are acqualinted with the locality

Mr. MONTAGUE.

say to me : Well, would you construet a
new canal from Port Maitland to the Wel-
land Canal ? In answer to that I say : Not
at all, because already a canal ls constructetd
from Port Maitland to the WeDand Canal
Hon. gentlemen who have followed the his-
tory of the Welland Canal, know that when
it was construeted the water for that canal
was supplied by the Grand River. The
Grand River was dammed at a point about
six miles fron Port Maitland. The feeder
of the Welland Canal, through which all the
water which origbally supplled the canal
came frou. the Grand River to the main
body of the canal, ls constructed from that
dam to Welland Junction, some 20 miles
distant. In its course it passes by Port
Maitland about three-quarters, or, perhaps,
less than tbree-quarters of a mile trom the
port, and there ls a short slip from Port
Maltland to the main Une of the feeder.
Now, in order to utillze the port at Mait-
land for all the purposes of a harbour and
lake entrance for the Welland Canal and a
lake entrance, all that Is necessary is to
expend a sum of money which I am told-
and the hon. gentleman will be able to dis-
cover whether my information is correct-
will be materially less than will be required
for the mere improvement of the harbour at
Port Colhorne, in deepening the slip from
Port Maitland to the main line of the feeder,
and the feeder from its connection with that
slip to the junction of the feeder with the
main lie of the canal at Welland Junction.
This Is not costly work, there being no rook
eutting whatever. I am bringing these facts
before the Government before it ls fnally
decided to spend a large sum of money at
the other point, because I think that in all
fairness we may ask the Department of
Railways and Canals, by means of its engi-
neers. to compare the two schemes ; and if
the seherne of deepening the Port Colborne
harbour is found to be the more advanta-
geous, not more costly, to construet a per-
manent work-in other words, if the public
lnterest will best be served by that plan-
then I would say by all means spend the
money at Port Colborne. But if, upon the
other hand, as I think it may be shown, at
Port Maitland with the expenditure of less
money a more permanent work wIll be con-
structed, and a harbour provided which wIll
be safer, of easier access and more popular
among shipping men of the lakes, then I re-
spectfully submit that the Governmeut ought
serlously to consider the question of follow-
lng the suggestion which I have made In
this cennection. I do not expect any deinite
amwer from the department, but what I
was anxious to do, as I stated In the be-
glnning, was, before the subject was finally
disposed of by the Department of Railways
and Canals, té ask them to have the two
routes fhorougMy lnvestigated. to have -a
report of the engineers upon the practica-
bility of the Port Maltland and feeder route
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before them. in order to decide Inteillgently
upon the subject.

Mr. WILLIAM McCLEARY (Welland). I
want to say just a few words with refer-
ene to the observations made by my hon.
frIend from Haldimand (Mr. Montague). lu
the first place, no one ever expected or
dreamt that Port Maitland had any claim to
be a port for the reception of vesis until
It was discovered by the hon. gentleman
since the matter has been called to the at-
tention of the publie by the general know-
ledge that the transportation question was
receiving some attention at the bands of the
Government.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It was a port long be-
fore Port Colberne was ever thought of.

Mr. MeCLEARY. Yes, and there are
ports that are lu oblivion now that were
ports before Port Maitland was diseovered.
The bon. gentleman asks for this expendi-
ture, because, as he says, It will be less ex-
pensive to build a Une of canal 20 miles
long-beeause that Is what the length will
be-than It would be to build a breakwater
at Port Colborne, deepening the harbour
from its present depth of 15 feet to a
depth of 20 feet. He contends that It will
be cheaper to do this than to do what I have
latterly referred to. My hon. friend has
very astutely told us that we have a canal
built froni the Welland Canal goIng to Port
Maltland, but he does not tell you what kind
of a canal It is. That formerly did do some
serviea to the old Welland Canal as the
feeder by which the water from the Grand
River came down to the Welland Canal.
But as he knows, and as his friends know
very well, It Is a little ditch that carries
seows and rafts down oceasionally ; possibly
It it may carry a scow drawing ,four or five
feet, it may be six feet deep lu some places,
and its wIdth may be 30 or 40 feet ln some
places. So you see, Mr. Speaker, exactly
what work would have to be done ln order
to give us a canal of say 300 feet wide or
250 feet wide, with a depth of 14 feet.
The work we have ito do at Port Colborne
is so small, ln tls case, that there 1s no
comparison between the two. It is too Iate
ln the day for my hon. frIend to tell us that
the Government have made a ndstke In
placing Port Colborne at the head o! deep
water navigation, because our money ls al-
ready spent. We have fourteen feet of
water at Port Colborne, and we take broad
ground, net the narrow consttuent ground,
because we represent eertan munIcipeUtes
or certain constituencels that we ought te
have some money spent there. Tha ls not
a broad ground at aU. We take the ground
we have taken because we have spent $24,-
S00,000 or $25,0900,0la the WeBand Canai ;
we eainot afford te let that go to waste or
toimperfi t. Butby the -expendture of
this money I referred te a few days ago,

12g

at Port Colborne, we will have a system of
navigation all the way to Montreal when
the lower canals are completed. I, of course,
admire the frankness of my hon. friend (Mr.
Montague) lu stating his case to the House,
that Inasmuch as Port Maitland le ln his
constituency-

Mr. MONTAGUE.
that ground.

I dld not put it on

Mr. McCI ARY. Maybe I misunderstood
the hon. gentleman, but we are looking
at It from the broader ground that Can-
ada has invested her money at Port Col-
borne, and -that by spending a few thous-
and dollars there we woulld do al that is
needful. While I would not like the Gov-
ernment not to listen to the hon. gentleman,
or to entertain the statement that he has
made to-night, till I thiuk they have ne
other alternative than, Instead of changlng
the pollcy which has been laid down by the
different Governments to make Port Col-
borne the harbour and port of deep water
navigation for the trade of the west.

RESPONSIBILITY OF MINISTERS.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I
am rather glad that the responsibllity does
not rest upon me of deelding between my
two hon. friends. Both have made unanswer-
able cases ln support of their particular
vIews. I may say that I rise for the pur-
pose of asking ithe assent of the House to
a resolution, whieh, I believe, will commend
itself equally to both sides of the House.
I do not Intend, so plain and obvious l Ithe
case, te oceupy the time of the House or
delay the consideration of the Estimates for
any length of time. The reason for askIng
my right hon. friend (Sir Wlfrid Laurier)
to accept this resolution Is that it la not
offerecd ln any other spirit than with the
view of placing on record the opinion of
this House, Irrespective of party, a principle
that we all recognize as lying at the very
foundation of parliamentary government,
and that Is the principle of the responsibi-
lity whIch devolves upon Ministers of the
Crown, the duty and responsibility which
they cannot evade and whlch, if they did
attempt to evade la any way, would greatly
unermlne the value of that system of par-
Uamentary government that we now enjoy.
I wM not say more than to read the re-
solution, because, as I said before, I expeet
my right bon. frlend, to whom I handed
a copy some time ago, to give bis ready
asent toIt, and aUow it to be made a
record as a matter In which members of
both sides of this House wiagre. The
resolution Is as follows:-

Thbi House s of opinion that It Is required
by our parliamentary system that every branch
et the publie eervice should be repremsnted
direetly or indirectly ln the House of Paria-
ment; and this Hous is further of the opinion
that the poiltical head who perform their duty
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are themselves solely xi sponsible for every act
of administration down to the minutest details1
of official routine. Ths House is further of!
the opinion that the Miniters of the Crown hav-1
ing entire control iver the public departments,z
they are bound to assume responsibility forÉ
every offcial act.

This House is further of the opinion that Min-
isters of the Crown should not permit blame to4
be imputed to any subordinate for the manner
lu which the business of the country is trans-
acted, except only in cases of personal miscon-
duet, for which the political heade have the rem-!
edy In their own hands. If Ministers find that
the permanent officers of the department do not
work well under them, then it is their duty to1
devise some remedy for this inconvenience, but
the responsibility should not be dlvided, it should
be imposed only upon those who are able to an-
swer for themselves In the Houses of Parliament.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rIer). Mr. Speaker, I noticed with very
great pleasure, if not with surprise, that
.vhen my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper)
has a sound proposition to offer to the
fHouse he eau do it In a very few words.
When my hon. friend bas one of those ter-
rible propositions to make-I do not say it
with any reproach-he Is very long, no doubt,
In the effort to convince himself more than
to convince the House. On this occasion
I can find no fault with the propositjon
which any hon. friend bas Just laid down ;
In fact, It is the A B C of parliamentary
government. We could not be expected to
offer any more opposition to this motion
than if my hon. frlend had offered to put
on record 1n this House that we beUeved
In the Ten Commandments. I do not see
any more reason for one than for the other.
I cannot see what was the reason tbe
hon. leader of the Opposition could possibly
have In moving that resoluton unless It be
that In future the Opposition ;ibtend to lve
up to the doctrines which are there laid
down. We do not at all, In any way, on
this side of the HFouse, intend to repudiate
the responsibllity which 's ours, of being
accountable to the House, not only for our
own conduet, but for the conduct of those
that are under us. We have officers dis-
persed all over this large country, from the
Atlantic to the Paciflec; they discharge eer-
tain duties entrusted to them by aw, by
the constitution, by the Administration, by
the Government. If they have diseharged
these duties In a way whieh does not seem
to be la consonance with the principles of
sound administration and the matter la
brought to our attention, we are responsible,
we have to take the responsibity of investi-
gating the matter. If we ftnd that they
are right we muest supprt them, but If we
find that they are wrong. then we must
take anoter course, and Perhaps, a more
severe course. So far, there can be no
defference of opinion. But I caR the atten-
tion of my hon. frlend, and of hon. gen-
tiemen on the other side of the House, to
this paragraph In thIs. resolutiolA Jnst placed
#in yur -hoadsMir.-Speakr

This House Is further of the opinion that Min-
Isters of the Crown should not permit blame to
be imputed to any subordinate for the manner
ln which the business of the country la trana-
acted, except only In cases of personal miscon-
duct.

It Is lin the recollection of the House, that
early during this session my hon. friend
from Pletou (Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper)
attempted to hold the Government respon-
sible for miscondut-I wIll not say miscon-
duct, but alleged misconduet-on the part of
au Officer of the Government. The hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) at-
tempted to hold the Government responsible
for alleged misconduct on the part of Major
Walsh, when he was administrator of the
Yukon. Now, according to the prineiple
which islalid down at the present time, how
could the Government be responsible for the
charges that were brought against Major
Walsh ? They were charges of personal
misconduet, and so I have In this resuolution,
out of the mouth of the bon. gentleman (SIr
Charles HIbbert Tupper), the strongest cou-
demnation which can be followed against
the course followed on that occasion by the
hon. member for Pictou (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper).

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No, ne.

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes. The hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
charged Major Walsh, not with dereliction
of the duties of bis office, but with personal
misconduct; accused hlm of drunkenness,
and accused him of assoclating with women
of a certain character. Surely, the Govern-
ment cannot be held responsible for that.
That was a charge of personal misconduct,
if ever there was a charge of personal mis-
conduet ; and the bon. gentleman (Sir Char-
les Hibbert Tupper) attempted then to fas-
ten the blame of such conduet upon the Gov-
erument. We have to-day, however, out of
the mouth of the leader of the Opposition,
the statement that ln no case is the Genern-
ment to be responsible for acts of personal
misconduct by its officers. But there Is an-
other reason why the charges made against
Major Walsh were absolutely without war-
rant, were absolutely without excuse, were-
I cannot use any other words than that they
were concelved ln absolute wanton malie.
Even If Major Walsh had been gullty of all
that he was charged wlth, what was the Gov-
ernment to do against Major Walsh, who was
no longer in the service of the Government ?
I can well imagine that, if one of our offi-
cials, durIng office hours, dirces hlmself
ln any way, or has been guilty of conduet
openly disreputable, and if we kept hlm in
ofce, we would be responsible. But Major
Walsh wasno longer IU thO service of the
Government, and even If every charge made
againt Maor Walsh was .true-it was not
true, and nuo man now believes it. Perhaps
It mightbebelievedln certai placeswhere
MAjor Wali not kwn, but everywhere
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that Major Walsh was known, the charges!weil wder us, and for that we have reev-
were discarded with contempt, and no placç ed a great deal of obloquy from the bou.
more than ln the town of Brockville, where gentleman. Here Is our vindicatlon now
Major Walsh lived. In this motion, and wlth all my heat I[uc-
frndALo ES t askhlmWa1quest bon. cept the motion of my hon. frlend (SIr
Sir CHARLES TUPPE Wi my Charles Tupper).

friend allow me to ask him a question ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes. Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
bave been cailed into this debate rather

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Does he regard summarily by the riglt bon. genlemwho
the vote of every person who voted for the leads this House. 1 perbaps may express
Conservative candidate as a vote belleving myl surprIse that the rîght hou. gentleman
and declarIng that the charges agalnst Ma- (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) was permitted to
Jor Walsh were true? chrge a member of this House wlth wanton

The PRIME MINISTER. I regard the mali Il regard to remarks he had made
vote as- when exerlslng bis rlght ln debate. The

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If not, then the!Ig g ntleman chagedmie-
statement the right hon. gentleman hasth
made Is worthless. Mr. SPEAKER. If these words were used

The PRIME MINISTER. I regard the by the rghto. the leader of the House,
Liberal vote that was given In Brockville by dld not1notice te s twh ngagente-
Conservatives who left the Conservative1wise. I aurtheml huhon.vgentem
party, as a vindication of the character of of
Major Walsh ; and all the more so, that the TePMLG. TBR. What I sad
gentleman who openly charged Major Walsh was this:1Isald, It was Impossible to con-
on the floor of this House, had not the cour- celve any other motive than wanton malc
age to repeat the accusation lu the constitu- If that be not parlamentary, I1shail bow to
ency of Brockvflle. For my part, I have no your rullng, Mr. Speaker, and apolegize; but
objection that the doctrine of responsibility 1 bave to add, that It le Impossible to char-
should be applled to this Government ; and, acterize the conduet of ni hon. friend (Sir
for our part, we shall not attempt to do Charles Hibbert Tupper) ln parliamentary
what was done three, or four, or five years language.
ago, in the Curran Bridge matter, when the
Minister lu charge of the department at thati Sir CHARLES HIBREUT TUPPER (Pic-
time washed his hands out of it, ana said :,tou). For a gentleman wbose chief reputa-
It was not my fault, but the fault of my toInlthe country,lInpolitical Uic, las
officers ; I have nothIng to do wlth It. But, due to bis manners, that 13 rather an extra-
.Sir, the Minister was responsible. The ordlnary apology But from the observa-
works were within a few hours of Ottawa; ;ons be bas made to-day, I take It that the
everythlng that passed there must have been right bon. gentleman Is fot yet out of the
under bis notice ;i he was responsible, but temper wbicb he exbted, not only thiz
he shIrked the responsibillty. This Govern- afternon, but on several occasions recently
ment has no Intention of actIng in that way. wbef public affairs were belng diacu To
Let me call the attention of my hon. frIend core at once to the observations of the hon.
(Sir Charles Tupper) to the last paragraph gentleman (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) lu regard te
of bis motion, and I respectfully call the at- myseif, I am amazed that he should make
tention of the whole House to It, because It such a statement ln referenee to the charges
may be Instructive. It reads as follows :- preferred against Major Walsh, and wblch

I Ministers fnd that a permanent oer f certanly l more solemfor at an earlyIf Minstes fnd ha a ernentoilcerofday, WUIiagain prefer lunoSUM1,M&l
the department does not work well under them,
then it is their duty to devise some remedy for slanguae. ToughI miglt haeben o e
thsouse could ave taken ter pns than
Very well, If Ministers find that some per- 1 did to show that, In cbargîng Major W
manent officers of the Government do not wltb drunkenness and immorality, I dtd fot
work well. under them, then the Ministers charge these offenc agafust Major W
bave the duty laid upon them to devise the as merely acte of m1lconduetwhoily a
means to prevent that Inconvenlence, and, and dlsssoclated from the Mgh position
when we find ofleers who do not work well whiehhee eld under the algn manual of
imder us, I know of no better method or Ris Excellency thc Governor Geel of
means whIch can be devised to put an end Canada, and as a representative of Ca-
to that inconvenience, than by dismissng the dian authorlty ln the Yukon;1I took p
offending oflers. Now, I do not know that te stte that the Information upon whleh I
that method will commend Itself t»o mfy lion.-made thatcwhkh I shail
frIend (Sir Charles Tupper), for 1 bave never
before heard hlm express himsef u that eauset ln conecton wlth hie ennees
way. We have been forced, upon other oc- and Immorlty, the publicbUalnes eofthat

in thissmotionsmndswth all mytheart Iore
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however, be drawn into a debate at this Inquired into. Now. the propositions con-
moment on that question. But the right tained in this resolution, to which the right
hon. gentleman will have to deal with that hon. gentleman must, of course, subseribe,
and with the question of responsibility in which he could not controvert, against which
another form than he supposes this after- le could not bring any decent parliamentary
noon. The right hon. gentleman should not authority in Great Britain or elsewhere, in-
have been so excited, If this resolution was volve the very opposite position to that taken
harmless, requiring no argument, and was by his colleagues on one or two occasions
only equivalent to a motion laying down the this session. They involve entire responsibi-
proposition that the Ten Commandments lity for all acts done by officers who are per-
should be approved of. Has he forgotten mitted now to retain and bold the confidence
the spirit In which the Conservative Admin- of the Government ; and in reference to the
Istration recelved a self-evident proposition suggestion more than once thrown across the
at the hands of his colleague (Sir Richard House, I, as a Conservative, cannot appre-
Cartwrlght) lu 1892, when that hon. gentle- elate the force of It. Whether an officialbe
man brought up the subject as to the duty, a Conservative or a Liberal, no matter what
as to the powers, as to the rights of the his political antecedents may have been, he
Publie Accounts Committee ? The Minister Is an officer of the Goverument, and must
of Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart- answer to the Government as such, and the
wright), exercising bis rights and discharg- Government must answer to Parlament for
ing his duty, brought forward a proposition all the acts of which they approve, and they
fammoar to aH stude!ts of parliamentary approve of all acts they have not themselves
government, and the leader of the Govern- taken any means to Investigate or consider
ment of that day courteously and quickly and deal with before bringlng down the re-
adopted that proposition. The Minister of sult of those acts for the approval of this
Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart- Parliament. The hon. gentleman also went
wrlgbt) had a reason for bringing this self- to the Curran Bridge for an example or i-
evident proposition to the attention of this lustratiOn, and ln that case he seemed to
Parliament-and what was it ? It was, that think there was a position taken by member
he ImagIned, as he stated In this House- 'On thls side of the House Inconsistent with
though explanations were offered-that there the present position. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
was a disposition on the part of the major- have a very clear recollection of ail that oc-
ity of the Public Accounts Committee to curred In that case, and the contrast be-
circumuscribe and restriet the powers of that tween it and the case of the Yukon offclials
committee In regard te Its inquisitorial fune. referred to by the right hon. gentleman is
tions. marked ; because the late Government, while

The Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir they were being harassed and attacked and
Richard Cartwright) well recollects the In- critielsed, were dealing wlth that matter, and
cident ; and what have we seen this sessonwere prosecutng the parties any way
In Committee of Supply ? The Minister of directly or Indirectly eharged with offences.
Finance (Mr, Fielding) is here ; the Minister They had Put the matter ln the hands of
of Marine and Fisherles (Sir Louis Davies) counsel, and all the law officers in the ser-
is here, and behind them Is the junior mem- vice of the Government, with generai in-ber for Halifaz (Mr. Russell) ; and [n di structions to investigate and follow out each
cussing the Publie Accounts submitted with case to the bitter end. The right hon. gen-
the approval o! this Government, and laid tieman knows that the Government in that
on the Table of the House, and in erticilag matter was not derellet In its duty, and. con-
the manner in which the people's money bas sequently, could not be placed in a position
been expended, the excuse these hon. gentle- inconsistent with the principles of tbis re-
men attempted to suggest-and their lan- solution. Now, contrast that with the l'nB-
guage Is reported-was that these expendi- guage to which I have referred, and the
tures were made under a certain officer ; and position taken by the Minister this session,
then a little conversation took place across in regard to officers who happened to be
the House, which, I suppose, Is in "Hn- charged wih certain duties, and the men-
sard" too : "Let me see, who was that offi- tion1n of the names of the officers. One
cer ? Yes, Mr. So-and-so, at Halifax, or Mr. officer at Halifax, Mr. Parsons, was named
8o-and-so, elsewbere, a Tory appolntment, amore than once, and the suggestion as t
Conservative oMeer; let us look into the eon- when he was appointed and whbt bis politi-
duct of that officer; let us see whether hle s cal predilections were was quIte frequently
careless, extravagant, or worse ; we must the subject of debate. I hold under my hand
take paIns to look into these mattera" And authorities to show that the ianguage of this
the suggestion was ever and againnet that resolution Is almost a copy of language ased
the Minîsters were there to justify the ex- by Mr. DIsraell on one oceasion. and by Mr.
penditure which they had - made through Gladstone on another. both of those authori-
their officers, or to answer here, whieh la the ties Iusisting that a Minslter who appreclates
proper place for tbem to answer, as to why his responsibilty to Parliament wll refrain
those expenditures had been made, but to fromintroducing un officiai's name In debate
suggest that If anything extravagant or im. nl conection wth a matter on whlch the
proper had been done, It was doue by some Government are being pressed and are en
off-er unauthorized, whose conduet must be tri; and the Government are on triai dur-

Sir CHRE IBR UPR(Pieton).
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Ing the whole session lu Supply for their actî
and conduct lu connection with the expendi
tures of the previous year. For instance, Mr
Disraell, speaking In 1869, satd :

1 think nothing more unfair, even if guided by
the head of a department, to introduce his name
In defence or vindication of any decision you
have made on your own entire responsibillty.
And Mr. Gladstone, in 1861, sald :

It was observed, in the course of the recent
debate, by the right hon. gentleman (Mr. Dis-
raell), and, I think, with general truth, that it
is not desirable to bring any of the permanent
civil servants of the Crown before the House,
and that the Minister ought to take entire re-
sponsibility.
Again, an eminent member of the House of
Commons ln England, Sir Charles Wood. laid
down, without contradiction by any one :

The duty of the House of Commons la to hold
those responsible who are the Ministers of the
Crown.
And it was only to-day, in another place,
that the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisb-
eries was endeavouring to fasten the respon-
sibility of dereliction of duty upon an officer
who turned out to be sick ln bed.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member, I sup-
pose, is referring to the proceedings of a
committee ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
do not think the hon. Minister of Marine
would deny my statement.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I prefer that we should dis-
cuss it in the Public Accounts Committee.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
illustrates that while the Prime Minister to-
night-and I am very glad to see him do it-
acknowledges that this resolution involves
the very A B C of responsible government,
the incidents that have occurred this session
make it necessary to reaffirm what are the
A B C principles of responsible government.

Amendment agreed to.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Fleld-

ing) moved that the House do resolve itself
into Committee of Supply.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved Itself
into committee.

(lu the Committee.)

Care of sick seamen In the Marine Hos-
pital and other hospitals ln the mari-
time provinces ......................... $5,000

Shipwrecked and distressed seamen.... B,@o0
Sir CHkTRLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Has

the hon. Minister any of the papers prepared
In connection with the return 1 asked for
some time ago, and which the hou. gentle-
man promised me. i refer ito the papers

sin connection with the dismIssal of Mr. Rus-
- sell, steamboat inspector.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I received

r my hon. friend's memorandum and sent to
the deputy at once asking that as soon as
any of the papers were prepared to send
them up immediately, that I ilght lay them
on the Table.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. lu
connection with this estimate, I would like
the item of steamboat inspection to stand.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISIHERIES. I have no objection. Of
course, I have some supplemenitaries that
will cover the whole ground.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have a particular reason in connection with
the Yukon district, and I want as mueh in
formation as I can obtain from the depart-
ment. If the return ln the matter of Rus-
seil is voluminous, would the bon. MWnister
expedite the preparation of what he bas,
and bring down first a return proper, and
then a supplementary return.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I will do that

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. How
many hositats are in charge of the depart-
ment now? We began some years ago
doing away with these institutions as much
as possible, and making other arrangements,

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. My hon. friend will see aU
the details on pages 13 aud 14 of the de-
partmental report.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What arrangement is there in Quebec?

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDSFISHERIES. There Is noe change what-
ever. The seamen are cared for at the
Jefdrey Hale and Hotel Dieu Hospitals, and
1K0 cents a day is. eharged for each seaman.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Also et Halifax ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISiRIES. Yes. and at St. John the same.
The marine hospital bas been closed at St
John for years.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. las
anything been done with that ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES (Sir Louis Davies). No, I think about
six years ago, when the hon. gentleman was
head of the department, he called for tend-
ers to sell this building, but no tenders were
forthcoming, and the hospital has remained
a bill of expense to the Government ever
since. Two years ago, we again called for
tenders and were again unsucesful, and
the agents reported last winter that some&
thIng had to be done. because the stone
fence around the grounds was falling down
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and-the hospital Itself was faelng into de-
cay and likely to be Indicted as a nisance
by the ety authorities. I had estimates of
the cost of repairing it prepared, but they
were very large, and I called for tenders
I was in hopes, from information I had from
my hon. friend who represents the city, that
the school board would have been Induced
to purchase the barllding, but It appears that
one of their schools ait Indian Town was
burat down, and they wired us that the
cost of putting the hospital dn repair foi
school purposes was so heavy that they did
not thlink they woufld tender. To-morrow
is the last day for receiving tenders, but
within the last twenty-four hours I have re-
celved notice from the city of St. John that
a wealthy gentleman there, Mr. Turnbull,
is prepared to invet In trustees the sum
of $100,O0 for the purpose of maintaining
a hospdtal for Incurables, and they suggest
that if no offer can be obtained for this
building, we should accept a nominal sum
and give it to this trust. That matter would
have to come up for consideration. It Is
a very valuable property In a sense, but
costs a great deal of money to maintain,
and if this gentleman Is prepared to give
$100,O0 to establsh a hospital for ineur.
ables, I am not sure but that the best thing
we could do would be to donte this pro-
perty ilo the trustees.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What is the present arrangements at Chi-
coutimi ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hospital there recelved
six seamen last year. and was pald $237.
The building was once owned by the Gov-
ernment, but was sold to the nuns, who
treat the seamen on a per capita allowance.

Sir OHAOIiES HIBRERT TITPPER. The
building was beld In a pecullar way, and
the work done partly on property belonging
tn the nuns. Ha.s the Miniqter made any
change 4u the condition that existed when
he came lan?

The MLNISTER OF MARINE AND
FIHffERIlS. I understanci that the In-
terest of the (overnment in the property,
which was of a penllar charaeter, bas been
sold ont to the nuns since 188. I think
lt is $3,000 to $4,000 we obtained for our
Interest. The building is now owned by the
nuns, and they are carrylng on the treat-
ment of the salHors on the same terms as
before.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Under what authority did the hon. gen.
tiemn sell the bufding ? It gs us to
ask Parlament for authority to seql real
estate.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PFISHREIES. I am net aware that any
speialauthority wsobtaned. The mat.

ter was referred to Council, and the Counel
reported in favour of selling.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I would like to know the date of the trans-
action and under what authority the bon.
gentleman acted ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEREES. It was la 18.97 or 1898.
There must be some authority, as it passed
through the Department of Justice. It was
done in the regular way.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to ask
the hon. Minister with regard to an expen-
diture I find under the bead of Sydney hos-
pital, recorded at page K-78 of the Auditor
General's Report. There Is a charge of
$59.50 for 1,400 feet of doorIng. Whit kind
cf fdooring was that ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISE[ERIES. I cannot give the hon. gentle-
man the information. If he desires to know
exactly, he should move for the vouchers
in the Public Accounts Committee and have
them brought down.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I am still without
some papers I moved for last year. There
might be little good In moving.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND>
FISHERIES. I speak of moving in the
Publie Accounts Committee. The vouchers
eau be had at once.

Mr. McDOUGALL. It seems to me that
this is au enormous price to pay. The hon.
Minister could not have put In better than
commton hardwood flooring of bireh or
maple, and he could buy It for far less than
thils price whichI Is at the rate of about $44
a thousand. An oak looring could be put ln
at this price, and surely the hon. Minister
or whoever has charge of the work would
not put material of that kInd lu an o14
wreck of a hospital.

Sir OHARLES HIRBERT TUPPER.
I would like to know what arrangement dif-
fering froi the old arrangements are made
in the Island of Cape Breton In regard to
the attendance on slck mariners ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN)
FISHERIES. I am not aware of any
change whatever.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There la no new hospital ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHLRIES. If there had been, I am sure
I would remember it, and I am not aware
of any.

Shipwrecked and distressed seamen... $3,000

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There 18 usually correspondence between tho
Imperlal Government and the Canadian
Government touchlng the relief of distressel
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Canadians. At one time that duty was dis.
cllarged lu the Marine Department ln coU.
neetion with this subject of shipwreckea
and distressed seamen, though not out of
this particular vote. lasthe hon. gentleman
(Sir Louis Davies) aware what arrange*.
ments obtain In regard to the relief of dis-
tressed Canadians abroad who are not sea-
men, but who are relleved by BritiLsh con-
suls ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISEIERIES. That does not come out of
this vote. We pay a certain amount to the
Imperlal Board of Trade for the expeuses of
relieving distressed Canadian seamen, and
we spend a portion of the vote ourselves.

Sir HAURLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
But at one time the Minlster of Marine and
Fisheries had referred to him vouchers that
were transmitted by the Imperlal Govern.
ment-the Board of Trade generally--re-
gardug cases where consuls had disbursed
mnoney to relieve distressed Canadians who
were not seamen. These payments were
generally made out of the vote for unfore-
seen expenses. What I wish to know is
what polley the Government have now iu
relation to this matter ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE A)ND
FISE! RIES. The matter has not come be.
fore us. I have not been asked to pronounce
uipon the question, and have no applications

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
These applications are dealt with outside of
the department ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They have not come before
me.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEi.
Did the Brazil case come before the hon.
gentleman ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Not before my department
There was special vote taken ln•the Brazil
case.
Steamboat inspection..................... $27,20
Inspection of Dominion steamers and fog

alarms ................................. 1,300
Sir CHAURLES HIBBERT TUPPERI

We had better let the smaller of these items
stand.

The MINISTER OF
FISHERIES. Very well.

MARINE AND

Fisheries-
Salaries and disbursements, and of fish-

ery inspectors, overseers and guar-
dians ................................ $70,O00

Sir OH ARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
WIll the hon. Minister please teil uÉ how ha
propose to diilde that ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES-(Sir-Louis Davies). The hon. gentle-
man sees there a reduction of $25,000 as om-

pared with last year. That arises out of the
fact that we are passing through aneempiri-
eal stage. The matter is not yet settled. The
Privy Council's deelsion resulted lu the On-
tario government taking hold of their fish-
cries and administerlng then. As a conse-
quence, the minor local offleers that we had
appointed in the province of Ontarlo are now
being appointed and paid by the provinciai
government of Ontario and not by us. The
same argument appiles to a large extent to
the province of Quebec-entirely to that pro-
vince, except so far as the sea coasts are
concerned. We maintain the steamer
"Petrel " In the waters of Lake Hu-
ron and Lake Erie for the purpose of
protectIng these fisheries against the en-
croachments or inroads of the Americans.
We maIntaIned three inspectors lu the pro-
vince of Ontario; that province bas been
divIded Inte three inspectoral districts, and
we have three Inspectors there whose duty It
is to travel over the old overseers' districts
and report weekly to the department how
the regulations of the department are belng
carried out. One of these Inspectors was an
officer taken from my own department, Mr.
Cunningham. I simply added $100 to his
existing salary, and gave him that portion
of Ontario which lse called Eastern Ontarlo.
The old Inspector for the whole province was
retained In what Is known as Western On-
tario, and we have appointed a new
Inspector for the district of Parry
Sound and Muskoka, and the district
of North Algoma, represented by my
hon. friend (Mr. Dyment). Mr. Sheppard-
remains for western Ontario. He was for-
merly inspector for the whole province. His
duties are to travel from district to district
contInuously and report weekly to the de-
partment how the regulations are being
observed. It may be that If we find that the
regulations are not being observed and that
the fisherles are being destroyed, the very se-
rious question will confront the department
whether we should not be obliged to pay fo
the protection of the fisherles, even although
we do not get any receipts at ail. That wIll
be a very broad question which we wlll have
to determine after we have the facts before
us. 1 ain just baldly stating the facts as
they are now. Then, In the district of Que-
bee we have two Inspectors appointed.

Mr. BENNETT. Who is the officer for Al-
goma ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Mr. Dunean is bis name.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There Is no such man.

The MINISTER 0F' MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He bas only been appointed
after the decislon of the PrIvy Counci. The
one man who was inspector for the province
of Ontario before is retained now for western
Ontario.

Mr. INGRAM. Was It Inspector Kerr who
had the western district?
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The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHEIES. There was no such person as
Inspector Kerr. There were overseers vho
were subordinates of the inspector. The lu-
spector had jurlsdiction over the whole pro-i
vince, and under him were the overseers1
who had jurisdiction corresponding to some1
extent to counties. Every one of these over-
seers was removed.

'Mr. INGRAM. I understand that Mr. Kerr
was the inspector for the western distriet.
and all the overseers were under him. He
travelled from Hamilton to Windsor.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. My bon. friend is wrong.
There was only one inspector for the pro-
vince of Ontario, Mr. Sheppard. There was
a large number of overseers, and a still larger
number of guardiane.% The guardians simply
had charge of a little local river. When the
change was made, all the overseers and
guardians were relieved from office, and we
retained in the province of Ontario but three
inspectors, one of them the old inspector, Mr.
Sheppard, whose duties, instead of extending
over the whole province, were confined to
western Ontario ; a new man, Mr. Cunning-
ham, was appointed from the depart'nent
here, and had charge of eastern Ontarlo ; and
Mr. Duncan took charge of what is called the
Algoma and Parry Sound district.

Mr. INGRAM. Does the hon. gentleman
know how many of the old overseers that
were in the employ of the Dominion Gov-
ernment are now In the employ of the On-
tarlo Government ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have no idea of that at all.

Mr. TAYLOR. Not one.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I am told the most of them
are; I think my hon. friend Is wrong, but I
express no Judgment because I do not know.
Then, in the province of Quebec the same
principle was adopted so far as its inland
waters are concerned. We appointed two,
inspectors, one for the eastern end, Dr.
Lavoie, and fMr. Beliveau, from the depart-
ment here, who bad $100 increase 'made to
his salary, and who inspects all the western
part of Quebec, or that portion which 1 ,
washed by the sea. That stands in the same
position as Nova Seotia, New Brunswick and
Prince Edward Island. A question arose
with respect to the sea coast whicb does not
arise with respect to the territorial waters of
the province. The question is simply whe-
ther the sea coast Is part of the territorial
waters of the province or not. I have had
that matter remitted to the Department of
Justice some time ago. I have received a
partial opinion from the Minister on this
very important question. 'He and his deputy
and the Solicitor General and myself had a
consultation upon it, and the matter ls s9til]
under consideration. I have bad interviews
with the Premiers of all the maritime pro-I

Mr. INGRAM.

vinces and Quebec, and the result was that
most of them have agreed that we should
submit a case to the courts to determine this
point : Do the fisherles surrounding the sea
coasts pass to the provinces [n the same way
that the fisheries of the lakes pass to the

1 provinces of Ontario and Quebec?
Mr. POPE. DId Quebec agree to that ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Quebec has not yet agreed to
it, but I am ln hopes that It will. It Is not
ten days ago since I had a consultation wltl
Mr. Marchand upon it. Now, the principle
on whlch I understand the Privy Council to
have proceeded was that, inasmuch as the
province owned the property, the ownership
of the property carried with it rights to the
ownership of the fisheries. The question
comes up, of course : Do they own the sea
coast below the low water mark ? If tbey
do own that in the same sense that they own
the lakes, it may well be that the fisherles
may pass from us as they have passed from
us in the lakes. It is all a matter for future
decision.

Mr. POPE. What arrangement was made
about the management of those fisherles ?

The MINISTE R OF MARINE AN D
FISHERIES. So far as the management 's
concerned, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward I:-
land and New Brunswick have allowed tb
management to remain lin our own hands just
as it did last year, and I am right in the crus
of a negotiation with the province of Quebec
for the purpose of making some arrangement
with respect to the north shore of the Gulf
of the St. Lawrence, and I have not yet ab-
solutely concluded it. Therefore, until that
question is decided, the fishery offieers of the
maritime provinces and that portion of Que-
bec which Is maritime, will not be dismissed.
I certainly do not propose to surrender any
Jurisdiction over those portions until the
courts tell me that I am wrong. Therefore
I thought, wlthout being able to make a very
close estimate, I could very well reduce this
by $25,O. The fishery offieers of Ontario
and Quebec being dismissed, we may not
require more than $70,O0 instead of $90,-
000.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
questions which the hon. gentleman has gone
over are very Interesting. We have spent
some $20,000 in Ontario last year out of this
vote. The Estimates have always been pre.
pared by the provinces, and weire given in
detail. They used to be taken to Council,
of course, in that form ; that is, the depart-
mental form, for convenience. Those were
lumped in this printed book a few years aga
What I want to get at Is the estimate of pro.
vince by province.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISERIES. We do not make them up pro-
vinee by province. When I came to make my
estimate this year I sat down with Commis.
sioner Prince and went over the cases of

4015 4016



[MAY 31, 1899J

each of the officiais ln Ontario whom we
have dismissed, and each of the offlcials in
Quebee that were dismissed, and in that
way we made this estimate, making allow-
ance for the 25 Inspectors that have been
appointed.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
assume that the Minister prepares his esti.
mates with regard to the possible expendi-
ture he may have to make. Now, Ontario
has to be dealt wlth, and lie has to consider,
before submitting a vote to bis colleagues,
bis requirements for Ontario ln order to
reach a conclusion how much he will require
for the other service In Ontario the coming
year. What I want to know is what theboa
gentleman will require for Ontario.

The MINISTER OF MARiNE AND
FISHERIES. I cannot tell you right off-
band. I bad the figures ln my hand, when
I made the Estimates. We saw what the
cost of the retention ofe all the officials in
Ontario was ; we deducted that, and then
added the sum for the three inspectors.
Then, we had Quebec. We took the cost of
all the officials of that province, and added
the cost of the two Inspectors, and that
gave us the amount we could save.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
want to resist the introduction of that very
objectionable and dangerous principle. The
hon. gentleman will remember how closely I
was held, and, I think, properly-the lon.
Mînister of Trade and Commerce (Sir Rich-
ard Cartwright) will recolleet how he al-
ways Insisted on my handing across the
House the Items of that $30,000, or, as it
was then, $40,000, for lighthouses. This is
the same principle exactly; there can be no
dispute about that. The danger would be
obvious ln regard to taking a bulk vote for
lighthouses, ln not knowing what the ex-
penditure of the department Is Intended to
be. When this bulk vote was changed, it
was always with the understanding that, on
request, items would be given to the com-
mittee, and the committee would never be
asked to vote $70,000 without any explana-
tion from the MinIster as to how the amount
was reached as to the requirements of the
service, province by province. If the hon.
Minister is unable ·to say how this has been
apportioned, he Is unable to press this Item;
he Is unable to ask the committee to take
for granted that he has madei a wise and
prudent disposal of that amount. Our time
Is wasted, if we are' supposed to take aD
these things for granted and assume that
bis discretion has been properly exercised.l'
Wei are entitled to have proof of this fact.
The Minister says: We reach' that amount
by making a deduction of what we required
for Ontario.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman could
not have listened to what i said. I said, that
all the officials In Ontario had been dis-
missed, and I reduced the amount by the

amount of their salaries and travelling ex-
penses ; that I had appointed three Inspee-
tors, and that I had to apply for the payp
ment of these three inspectors ln Ontario ;
so that the entire money vote of last year
for Ontario ls not required now, but we only
ask for the salaries and travelling expenses
of these three inspectors. Of course, we
keep the "Petrel " ; but she ls provided for
In another vote. In Quebee we did the same
thing, as far as that part of the province 1s
concerned which has not a shore on the
seacoast. All the officiais have been dis-
missed, and that means a deduction of $25,-
000. In all other respects the vote la ex-
actly as it was before.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What Is apportioned for Nova Scotia ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I cannot say. I never heard
that question put before.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER, It
used to be put ln the Estimates themselves.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Never ln my time.

AND

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
told the hon. gentleman frankly that It was
changed ln my time, but, when I was asked
to read out the lighthouse division, I did so.
and I gave the manner ln which I reached
the bulk sums. That was a tIhange made ln
my day, simply to save print. and to save
time.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman
read the names of the officers.

AND
never

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
They were always reached in that way. It
is absurd to suppose that this amount should
be taken ln any other way. It is in the
Power of the Minister to absolutely ignore
the claims of some of the different pro-
vinces.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I think so, because there is no doubt about
it. If the Minister states ln the House,
while probably it would not affect the legal
view, that certain amounts are apportioned
for certain provinces, he could not depart
from that during the fiscal year, neverthe.
less, that $70,000 vote, under the explana.
tien lhe now gives, the Minister might spend
tu any one of the provinces he likes. Under
the old arrangement this could not be. If,
during the consideration of the Estimates,
a Minister of the Crown made a statement,
though, as a matter of law, probably ho
would not be restricted, still, as a matter of
honour, he would be obliged to adhere to
his statement. I will not agree to that vote
passing lu Its present form, without the ex-
planation that the Minister ought to give to
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show how he has reached the amount lie Is
asking.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I told the lion. gentleman.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I know what the lon., gentlman's explana-
tion is. I know that he says he las abol-
ished the officers in Ontario, and that le bas
eut down the work to three officers there,
and that these arrangements are going on.
But, nevertheless, he las made an estimate
of what he will require out of that $70,000
for Ontario, and he las made an estimate
of what he will require for Quebee. We
cannot discuss the thing intelligently, un-
less we know the manner In which this
money is to be distributed. We want to
know whether it is to be used in a narrow
or sectional sense. We want to see how It
is to be appo-tioned among the provinces, so
as to see. whether his conclusions are wise.
The representatives of British Columbia, of
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick want to
see whether, ln these items, he has enough
money for what they know to be the require-
ments ln connection of the supervision and
control of the fisheries of those provinces.
He says, that ln Nova Scotia matters stand
as they stood before, that the administra-
tion of the fisheries, the supervision, ap-
pointment and dismissal of officers is the
same as before. We want to know what
amount of money he is going to spend in
the discharge of this business. The hon.
gentleman spent last year In Nova Scotia
$21,683.91. Is the hon. gentleman golng to
reduce that vote ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No. I think I told the hon.
gentleman expressly.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Very well ; the reduction will not be In that
vote.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Certainly not.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Well, let us take New Brunswick, $17,663.
i The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI
FISHERIES. I do not expect that it will be
under $17,000.
. Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
We may be pretty sure that Prince Edward
Island will not be reduced from the figure
of last year.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I thlnk it is likely: $7,000,
in round numbers.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPL'NR.
Six or seven thousand dollars, in round num-
bers. Then, in Manitoba ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I know of no reason for any
change there.

Sir CHAÂRLES HIBBERTI TUPPER (Pietou).

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
That is for Lake Winnipeg, I supposè--
$1,200.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, Lake Winnipeg, and the
next lake to it.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUIPiER.
Is the hon. gentleman going to get along
with $1,200, with the possIblity of a local
election coming on in that province ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, we are not golng to do
anything for local elections.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. In
the North-west Territories we spent last
year $2,324. Is the hon. gentleman going to.
eut that down ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It will not exceed $3,000.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Not larger ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There will be some increase,
but not large, because a special vote will be
taken for whatever purposes we specially
propose there.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. If
that be so, how is the hon. gentleman able
to eut the vote down by $25,000, because in
Ontario he only expended $19,239, or
$20,000? .

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND.
FISHERIES. That is right.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is.
the hon. gentlem-an going to eut down Que-
bec?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Between Ontarlo and Que-
bec we eut It down $25,000, and the reason
I did not eut it down more is that I have
to still retain my officers on the sea-coast
of Quebec. Mr. Prince and I tried to figure
It out as close!y as possible.

Sir OHARLES I1HBBERT TUPPER. Out
of the vote of $30,000 last year there is to,
be $25,o00 deducted, and that leaves only
$5,OOO for Ontario and Quebee.

heO MINISTER ' MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is so.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Has
Quebec agreed finally to take over the-
charge of the inland fisherles ?

The MINISTER OF? MARINE AND
F18HERIES. Ves.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
has the Federal Goverument already with-
drawn its offcers?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, from the 1st of May
of this year.
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Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is
the hon. gentleman's construction of the de-
cision of the Privy Couneil thlit he is not
responsible in regard to ,Qaehee ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISII-
ERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I do not go that
far. The very fact that I have retained In-
spectors whose duties are to travel around
and report weekly to me how the regulations
are observed, and how the provincial govern-
nent carry them ont, proves that YI do not
take that position.- 1t may we&H be that the
resuIt of this experiment may be entire-
ly unsatisfactory, and i may have to come
to -the House and say that although we got
no revenue, it stiR miay be our national duty
-but I do not want to commit myself; I
want to await events and see what the
ehange is going to bring about. If I see
It Is going ito result In the destruction of
our fisherles, I certainly would have no hesi-
tation in asking my colleagues to consent
to my asking money fron the flouse to pro.
teet them ; because 1 consider that these
ftisleries are a.n important na tional Ind-îs.
try. t seems to me that at present, when
Ontario, especially, was so auxious to get
possession of the income derived from these
fisheries, that she should alse bear lier pro.
per share in the protection of these fisheries,
and she is doing it. Whether that will be
effective or not, remains to be seen, but 1
am taking what I consider prudent preeau.
tions to have reports ia de weekly to me
as to the effect of the provincial offiegrs'
action.

Sir CHARLES HlBBERT TUPPER.
WIVH the hon. gentleman say what his sys-
tem of supervision is, because if he walted
until bad management and poor guardlanship
had worked an injury to the isberi-s, it
would be impossible to restore them to any-
thing like their old condition. Thongh the
Federal Government did make a better ef-
fort than any local governmeut could pos-
sibly make, yet they fell short of doing
all that was desirable to maintain the
wealth of our fisheries. because publie opin-
ion never seems to properly support e}ther
the local or federal authority in fisheribs
regulations.
- The MINISTER OF MAINE AND
FISHERIES. Hear, hear.

Sir CHARLES RIBBERT TUPPER
There Is a tremendons complaint when the
fisherIes are gone, and a charge against the
Government of the day for not having pro-
perly looked after them. How doe!s the
Minlster propose to conduct this Inspection
so as to acquaint himself the momtent an
injury is tbreatened by the absence of pro-
per precaution.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. i was In comumunicatton for
a long time wltii the premiers of the two
larger provinces, and with the officers spe-

elally charged by them with the protec-
tion of the fisheries, and I eecognize that
they appreciate fully the Importance of the
work they took In hand. They were aware
they are taking large responsibilties; they
were aware they would have large recelpts,
and they gave me the assurance that they
would appoint local officers (simitar to those
I had previously appoiuted) to see that the
r.gulations were enforced. I have no rea-
son to doubt but that they will carry out
loya;iy and effectively <the intluiati-n they
«ave me in that respect. We appoint these
turëe ispeàctors-of course. I have iny own
two officers here-to travel through each
overseer's distrier, aud to report to us If
the local officers are euforcing tthe regula-
tions, as the Doninion offieers used to do.
They can keep in touch with the manner
in which these officers are doing their duty
almost as effectively as if these officers 'vere
directly appolnted by us.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
cannot understand how the Minister ean do
anything effective with $5,O0, in the way
of general supervision over the Immense
fisheries distriets of Ontario and Quebec.
Fis officers here will of course, have to
travel and charge their expenses to this
vote, and those ·two men cannot during the
ilshing season cover a very large proportion
of that Immense territory.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. We have to cut the vote
down pretty elosely.

Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.L) I wlsh t&
understand from the Minister of Marine a
little more clearly the nature of the decisioa
in the fisheries case. As I understand it,
the PrIvy Council decided that the foreshores
were the property of the provinces before
confederation, and that they were not parted
with by the provinces at confederation.
The foreshores, therefore, belong to the
provinces, and the fisheries that are over
the foreshores within the three-mile limit
also belong to the provinces. I understand
that there Is a dictum of the Privy Counel
to that effect.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). My hon.
friend (Mr. Bell) must not start out with
wrong premises. There is no decision of the
Privy Council that the foreshores extend
to the three-mile limit. The question which
will 'be argued will be, whether the fore-
shoreQ extend beyond low water mark.

Mr. BEIL (East Prince, P.E.I.) Whatever
shape it takes, the question the people ef
Prince Edward Island are interested in ls,
w hether, as a province, we are entitled to
our share of the flshery award.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISRIbIES. We cannot dlseuss that here.
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Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) I do not
wish to discuss the question now, but my
hon. friend (SIr Louis H. Davies) bas sug-
gested that some means are being taken to
determine the exact position of the mat-ter.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There will be means taken.

Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) I think
the hon. gentleman (Sir Louis H. Davies)
said there had been some reference of this
matter to the Department of Justlce. $o far
as I eau judge, that wIll not help us to come
to a conclusion. because we may get the
opinion of the Minister of Justice, and be
just as much l4n the dark as ever.

Some hon. MEMBE>RS. Oh.
Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) Yes, so

far as an ultimate and dati sfactory decision
on this matter Is concerned. There was a

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That will take In the estuary of the Fraser
River, and others?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN)
FISHERIES. Yes, the same question will
necessarily arise.

Sir OHARLES 1HIBBERT TUPPERL
Is it not singular that you have had ne
communication as yet ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. We have just exercised the
same jurisdiction as before, and no one
seems to objeet.

Mr. INGRAM. Will the hon. gentleman
say whether Mr. Webster bas still any con-
nection with the department ?

Th- MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. None whatever.

proposition which I thlnk was a fair one, to 1 Mr. INGRAM. Then will the lon. gentle
refer this matter to the Supreme Court ofman say how the Ontario goverameut are
Canada. carrylng on the fisherles? Wlllie say wbe-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND fier they have reported to hlm up tO the
FISHERIES. That is the one that Is being preseutt and whether tbey are carrying them
considered now ; we are trylng to arrive at on Unes similar to those of the Dominion
a casae. Governmenth?

Mfr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) I wish to
know whether there ls a prospeet of the
matter being referred, at an early date, to
the Supreme Court, for Its adjudication.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I hope there ls a reasonable
prospect. The Ministers from New Bruns-
wick were Ihere last week, and we propose
to send a draft ease for their consideration
lu a short ime.

Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.L) I under-
stand, then, that there le a deftinite intention
on the part of the Government to eubmIt
the ýmatter to the Supreme Court for its de-
elsion ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. If we man get the provinces
to agree to a case, it certainly will be done.
If they will not agree to a case, we cannot
s'ubmit 1t.

Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) The three
provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick
and Prince Edward Island ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does not the province of Brltlsh Columbia
come into that Y

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It certalniy does.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Have you had any communication from the
Government there In regad to It ?

The MINISTER OF- MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, we have reports from
time to tirme, and they are carrying them on
presumably on the same Unes as we did.
Whether the results will be as effective or
not, I am not la a position to-day to state.

.INGRAM. Under the administration
of the laite Government, speaking of my
own loeality, the question of the party
polities of those who were granted lcenses
was not considered at ail. But since bon.
gentlemen opposite came into power, I think
some attention is being paid to party, ad
1 fear that now that the fisherIes are under
the Ontario government, still more attention
wil be paid to party. I would be sorry If
that were the case.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I would be sorry, too.

Mr. INGRAM. Have the inspectors re.
ported anything of that character ?

The MINISTER OF MARNE AND
FISHERIES. Not1xing at all of that kind.

Sir CHARILES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I want to ask about the British Columbla
fishery regiulations. There was a great deal
of discussion and excitement going on in
connection with that question In the pro-
vince. I knew something of the difficulties
of solving questions of that kind. In 1894,
I think It was, we reached a scheme whetn,
while not wholly acceptable, seemed to be
more acceptable than any other system
that had been adopted, and I was sorry to
find this year that everything was as bad
8s it was at the time when I was MInlster.
of Marine l regard to dilssatisfaction on thé
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part of tEe fishermen. I would like the
Minister of Marine to tell the committee just
what he did in counection with that subjeet,
how the matter stands at present, and how
far h2 has been able to meet the wishes of
the two sections, for unfortunately, speak.
ing generally, there were two sections, that
ls, the fishermen and the canners.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The ques-
tlon is a very reasonable one, aud I will en-
deavour to tell the hon. gentleman how the
matter stands. Shortly after I came Into the
department, I paid a visit to the province to
see for myself how things were, and I had
long Interviews between the canners on one
side and the fishermen on the other. The
fishermen had grievances which they thought
were substantial. They thought the regula-
tions did not deal even-handed justice to
them, and that under these regulations as
they stood, the !anners had them In the hol-
low of their hand, and they prayed that those
regulations might be changed la such a way
that they would have what they called at
least fair-play. I gave as much attention to
their representations as I could, and when I
returned, I found that the time which I had
at my disposal, only about a fortnight, to
look into the question, was not sufficient to
enable me to sit in judgment between those
two great classes-the canners, with all the
capital they had Invested, on one side, and
the fishermen, who were there ln hundreds,
(on the other side; the one class represeut-
Ing capital and the other representîng
labour. I knew it would require a good
deal of consideration before one could come
to anything like a just conclusion ; and,
after returnIng here and talking the matter
over with Mr. Commissioner Prince, I de-
cided that the proper course would be for
me to send out that gentlemán, who was a
specialist, who had been broîight te this
country because he had a speclal knowledge
of the fisheries, and whose life had been
devoted to the study of them, to spend two
or three months on the spot. I gave hlm
his instructions; E produced all the memo-
rials I had recelved from thehfisermen on
tie one side and from the canners engaged
in the fisherles on the other; I explained as
well as I could the difference between the
two clases ; and I told bm to go out and
stay there long enough to study the question,
and then to come back and make a report
to me as to how he thought the reguldtions
should be amended He did se, and when
lis report was made, I was rather startled
at its drastie eharacter. It dild not quite
commend itself to my mind, but bearlng in
.mInd that he bad a greater knowledge of
the matter then I had, and had spent three,
months in studylng It, I said: "I will ac.
cept your recommendations for the time
belng, and we wxl pubilih theni as new.
regulations, aid submit them to the people

Interested. There wlll be plenty of 'iUme to
recelve criticisms from both sides, and
plenty of time, If these criticisms are effec-
tive, for me to change my mInd and ameud
the regulations."

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Were these published before the Order in
Council ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The Order In Council was
passed nine months before the regulations
were to come into operation. We published
the new regulations suggested by Mr. Prince
as regulations to come into force some nine
or ten months afterwards. In the mean-.
time, and during those nine or ten months,
we received communications from interest-
ed parties, and as the time drew near when
the regulations were to come into force
those representations became stronger and
stronger, and the situation became a grave
c.ne.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I have heard that the replies weire strong,
too.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think those sent by me
were rather judiclal in tone. I recognIzed
that I was not in a position to dictate or fo
form a judgment on the one side or the
other. I felt that both parties had rlghts,
and the regulations did not go far enough
to please the men, and went too far to please
the canners. The result was that, after
giving a great deal of personal study to the
matter, I came to the conclusion thxat the
regulations were too drastie. The points
were these: The men eomplained that the
flshing season was compressed into a very
few weeks, and that In those few weeks
the local fishermen, who were compelled to
be die for many months, had the opportunity
of making their money out of the fisherles
taken from them by forelgners who came
aeross the lne for the few weeks that the fish
lasted, In thousands; for there are 5,000 men
employed during the weeks that the salmon
run, while the local ûshermen number only
700 or 800, and they said: "These forelguers
come and take the bread out of our mouths,
and wages are cut down to nothlng.
The canner says that here are not
enough fishermen to supply them with the
necessary labour, and that if we exelude
fishermen from the United States, the 700 or
1,000 men on the spot would demand double
or treble wages aud ruin the whole business.
I thought.tbat a compromise could h reaeh-
ed. Under the regulations suggested by Mr.
Prince, and approved by ,me, no man could
se into a fialng boat unless he had a license,
and inorder to get alleense he had tore-
glster on or before a certain day, which l was
anterlor to the tme the salmon began to run.
This was for the purpose of seeing that none
should register but a resident, beause a
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floating population would not come over 300
or 400 miles simply to register in anticIpation
of the fishIng season. I, therefore, altered
the regulations and retained the principle of
registration, but provided that it would not
be necessary for the rowers to be registered
fishermen. Eaeh boat contains two men, one
a rower and one fisherman, and the com-
promise amounts to this, that the fisherman
Is bound to register but not the rower, and
the fisherman has to register before the 1st
of July. I have not heard anything In the
nature of complaints since the new regula-
tions came into force.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
think the hon. Minister would do well to re-
-consider the position altogether.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman will al-
Iow me ; I omitted to mention an Import-
ant point, and that Is that the new regula-
tions should not apply to Indians.

Sir CHARLES iHBBFRT TUPPER. The
ditfeulties arise from the fact that pressure
is brought upon the Minister from the labour-
ing element, on the one side, and the em-
ployers on the -other, and he is assuming a
responsibility with whicb, I think, he ought
not to have anything to do. I am certain
that the department cannot deal satisfac-
torily with the question of regulations when
attempting to reconele views put forward by
these two opposing sources. No matter what
the merits on either side, the question re-
solves itself into one of demand and supply,
with which the; department ought to have
nothing to do.

I sympathise very much, of course, with
bona fide fishermen, and I know how much
regard ought to be paid to them, but in deal-
ing with fishery regulations, you are not
deallng with the men. The hon. Minister
does not pretend that it is any of his busi-
ness to adjust the dIffieulties between the
employers and their employees. His busV-
ness Is to proteet the fisherles, which are now
lu a prime condition, but require a great deal
-of supervision to be kept free from danger
of injury.

The cannerles on that river are of very
different proportions. There are canneries on
a very large seale and others on a much In-
ferlor scale, and the regulations do not dis-
-criminate between the two.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davles). They never
did.

,Sir HARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes,
but that now becomes a very Important ques-
tion wben the number of ticenses is reduced
to ten. The vast majority of the boats be-
long to the canners and the canneries, of
course, are theirs also, and the -lmit of ten
puts the canners In this position. These
licenses are not transferable, and when a
licensed man is put ln a boat and then falls
Il, the canner has no means of replacing hm,

8ir LOUIS DAVIES.

) when he bas recelved his full number of
ieenses. Thus, the bead of a large cannery

l whieh an enormous amount of capital is
invested, is apt to find himself in an awkl
ward position if any of his ten men who have
licenses happens to fall ill, because these
licenses are not transferable. I have not had
the opportunIty of reading the regulations,
but would ask the hon. Minister If it is the
case that a canner could not replace any one
of his licensed fishermen that fell ill ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is correct. The hon, gen-
tleman sees that althourgh they used to get
twenty-five licenses, they now only get ten.
That was one of the compromises between
the men and the canners. The men said it
was outrageous that a cannery should get
twenty-five licenses, and Mr. Prince reported
that it was fair they should get about ten.
Having sent a man of Mr. Prince's experi-
ence to Investigate, and having his report, I
did not like going against it. And I thought
it fair that It should have a trial this year.
There is nothing to prevent these men buy-
ing these flsh from the boats there.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPFiR.
But they should not be driven to buy fish
in that way.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You must remember the pe-
culiar position in which the seven hundred
to a thousand local fishermen stand in rela-
tion to the vast number of men who come
from the UnIted States. They say that
these men come up and take the bread out
of their nouths unless some protection is
given. Having flshed their own rivers and
made five or six weeks pay, they come over
to our side and sweep up the aftermath in
British Columbia. Of course, the matter
cannot be changed now ; the regulations are
passed and have been accepted with more
or less satisfaction-in some cases less and
not more-by the canners and the men. We
shall have this season's experience to go
by. I dld the best I could, following, to a
large extent, Prof. Prince's recommefidat!ons
and modlfying them wth the praetical com-
mon sense which I profess to have and the
personal knowledge of the local cireumstan-
ces I acquired while I was out there. I
really thiuk that the conditions now are
pretty fair.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The Minister of Marine and Fisheries is, 1
think, in the unfortunate position of hav-
Ing dealt with this Inatter on the ground of
what he thought was fair between the fist-
ermen and their employers. I say that is a
false position for hlm to be in. Prof. Prince
is an expert on fisherles; and if he reported
that the fisheries In the Frsr River were
In such a condition that the licenses -1for
these people who have invested their means
Jn expensive outftts- boats and gear shouldM
be reduced to prevent the overfishing oflhe
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river, we could understand the soundness of
the Minister's position. But the hon. Min-
!ster refers to Prof. Prince In a matter
where his opinion as an expert in flsheries
is no better than that of any ordinary man.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Except that
he gained local knowledge from living on
the spot a long time.

Sir CI[ARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The bon. Minister says he has done what is
fair. I do not think that that is the way
to approach this question. The canners have
gone out on those rivera to develop an la-
dustry, and dealing with canners or aiiy
other men in that position, very strong rea-
son indeed must be given for lnterfering
with them. And the Fisherles Department
Is not warranted In interfering with them
except on one ground, and that Is that the
Interference Is necessary in order to protect
the fisheries, not to protect the fishermen.
The Minister Is not charged with the respon-
sibilty of protecting the lshermen ln that
respect. Let me set this forth in a way that
I think will appeal to the hon. Mnister.
When this case of -the fisherles was being
argued before the Privy Council, the point
was pressed where the distinction came in
between the right of the federal authority
to regulate and for that purpose to lcense
the right of the loeal authority. When the
opinion was expressed by one of the judges
that the power of UicensIng ln the inland
fisheries, for Instance, was in the local au-
thority, it was suggested that it was a very
awkward condition of things, because the
rederal authorlty havIng the right to control
the fisheries by right of regulation, It might
supplant the local authority altogether. It
was urged. therefore, that the powers should
be decided to be either ln one ptace or the
other, elther federal or local, In their rea-
sons for their judgment, the PrIvy Council,"
as the hon. Minlster will remember deali
with that. I cannot, of course, give the ex-
act language off hand ; but they say prac-
tically-I think the hon. Minister wIll cor-
roborate my recollection-that thisOIs a mat-
ter of honour after aIl, that the court would
not assume that the federal authority would
take advantage of their position to do indi-
reetly anything of that kind, but would
only restriet the licenses or deal with them
for the express purpose of regulating the
flshery and no other. The Minister of Ma-
rlne and Fisherles '(Sir Louis Davies) will
give his loyal support to every line of that
deelsion. The Federal Government were par-
ties to the case, and the Minister and Par-
liament are bound loyally to carry out the
deelslons. in view of that decision, has he
the rlght Indirectly, and under cover of the
fdshery reglation, toadjust differences be-
tween the flslfermen and their enployees and
té say : Wh le Rt ls net neeessary to do this
to <proteet the 'heres, I do it as a matter

of fairness towards these men and to bring
about a proper relation between the em-
ployer and the employed. I think the ques-
tion involved ls whether the fIsherles require
this regulation. The reason given for this
regulation by the Minlster Is that to reduce
the licenses to ten would be to treat the fish-
ermen fairly. But the Minister will not pre-
tend, and Professor Prince will not pre-
tend, in view of all we now know of the
disherles, that to proteet or improve the
fisberles it was found necessary to reduce
the number of licenses from twenty to ten.
And If that cannot be sid, It seems to me
there is no Justification for this regulation.
I think the hon. Minister Is misinformed,
if he is under the impression that this redue.
tion has been generally accepted.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I say that
there is a general agreement to give it a trial
this season.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
should be very glad If the hon. gentleman
was able to say with certainty that there
was a general agreement. It seems to me
that there Is a very hard feeling on the
subject.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISIIERIES. I thInk there ls.

AND

Mr. G. R. MAXWELL (Burrard). I think
I eau claim to know somethIng about this
matter perhaps a good deal more than the
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
who bas just sat down, because of his short
acquaintance with British Columbia. We had
the hon. gentleman as Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, and I cannot congratulate
him on his success in the management of
this business. If there was anything
during his tme which required to be look-
ed into, It was the condition of our fisher-
les ln British Columbla. I can say there
was the deepest and most general dissatis-
faction with regard to the way that depart-
ment was governed, so far as the BrItIsh
Columbia fisherles were concerned.
It seems to me a very peculiar position for
the hon. gentleman to take te say, that the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries bas no
right to take cognizance of the difficulties
that may exist between the cannery men
and the fishermen on the Fraser River. We
have had the doctrine proclaimed this after-
noon, that It la the rlght and the duty of the
Government to Interfere with a particular
matter that ls now engaging the attention
of the country. The Government has been
pressed te Interfere ln a quarrel between
capital and labour. Now, ln a very materlal
sense, I hold that it lasthe duty of the Min-
Ister to see that thie men who are galning
their lvellhood ont of the fisheries ln Bri-
tishA Columbia' shall at least-have a chance
of making as mpeh asthey can out of their
business, the samie as w-orkingmen en-
gaged ln any other busiess. The
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fishermen of British Columbla have al-
ways held, and I sympathize with
them, that the cannery men have no
rIght te have a license at all. Wby should
they have a license ? By what right can a
cannery man say, that he ought to receive
20 licenses, or even 10 licenses, from the
Fisherles Department ? As the fishermen
look at' it, they say, that these 20 licenses
give each cannery man so much control over
the labouring man. They can dispense, to
that degree at least, w!th their services. The
fishermen hold, and I hold with them, that
the position they are put in by the cannery
men is most unfair. I say, the cannery
men ought to go into the labour market and1
find their labour in the same way as any
other business man does. As the Minister
has pointed out, there are hundreds of flsh-
ermen on that river, and the cannery men
eau go to these fishermen and get ail the
fdsh they want. They have no riglit, so far
as I eau see, to have these licenses, given
to them at aIl, and I think the Minister
went a great way ln trying to coneiate the
cannery men, when he gave them 10 licenses
instead of going the length that I believe
the fishermen wanted him to go, of taking
all their licenses away from them. Now,
my hon. frIend opposes the reduction of
these licenses. Evidently, he bas got a brief
from the cannery men. But I can say, that
he does not represent the vIews of the great
majority of the men on the Fraser River,
and I hold that -we have just as much right
to consider -the interests of the dtshermen as
we have to consider the Interests of the can-
nery men. When we consider the position
in which the fishermen are placed In
competition for the necessarles of life,
I think the Minister has taken a very
wise precaution in giving them this
chance at least, that he compels the
cannery men to take more fish from thp
fIsherumen than they have been In the habit
of doing ln the past The hon. gentleman
mentions the case of a fisherman falling
sIck, and that brings us back to the old
point. t may happen that fishermen may
fall sick, that la ones of the possibilities ln
every business. If an employer of labour
employs a man, and he gets slck, the em-
ployer goes and looks for some one else.
The cannery men must do the same. If one
of their men fals sick, there are hundreds
of other men ready to take his place. I can
say, that the present regulations we have
got are the best that we have ever had in
British Columbla. While there may be a
little dissatisfaction on the part of some
cannery men with regard to licenses and
one or two other points, s9 great many of
them are perfectly satisfled wIth the regula-
tions. So far as the fishermen are conerned,
they are perfectly satigfded that thils ls the
only genuine attempt that has ever been
unde by any Minater of Marine and Fsb-
ertes to see that they have justee in this

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pie-
tou). I do not propose to pay much notice to
the personal observations of the hon. mem-
ber for Burrard (Mr. Maxwell). I suppose he
has his own reasons for flying at me in the
manner and spirit which he displays to-
night. However, he does not hurt any one:
If It pleases him, it does not hurt any one
else. I happened to have been present when
this subject was discussed with some of his
leadIng constituents, and on that occasion
the hon. gentleman was ln a different frame
of mind regarding me, and thanked me--i
supposed at that tme he was sincere-for
the spIrit in which I approached the subject,
and for my references to hlm. That was ln
his eonstltuency, where we both live. So
the bon. gentleman, for some reason I can
guess at, bas changed his kindly tone. But
whether his tone Is kindly or feroclous, it
makes about the same impression on my
mind. His suggestion that I hold a brIef
for the cannery men bardly merits contempt,
let alone dental. I certainly do not think
that he holds a brief from any one, as he
understands so Ulttle of this subjeet. He
has made strong general assertions. We are
not here to discuss the conditions that did
obtain ; we are diseussing the conditions
that now exist. The hon. gentleman will not
gain mucli by golng back to old scores.
That reminds me that the right hon. leader
of this Government made some large pro-
mises In regard tO these unpopular regula-
tions. It was the custom, when the Grit
caravan Invaded that province, to anathe-
matize the regulations and the then Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisherles, and the Une
the right hon. gentleman took then was, that
all these regulations ought to go by the
board, that they were unduly unfair to
these captains of industry and these fisher-
men. But le and behold, when; the right
hon. gentleman got Into power, the first
thing he saw was a blgger hornets' nest
around the ears of the present Mniter ot
Marine and Fisherles than ever gathered
around mine.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You had a pretty hot tme
of it, too

SMr CHARLES 1IBBERT TUPPER.
Yes; and the hon. member for Burrard, if
he had a spark of ordinary fairness lu bis
composition, would have remembered that
I reminded those men then, who were In a
very angry frame et mind, considering
these regulations, of the great dIflculties of
deallng with that subect; and I alseo men-
tioned that I felt sure, knowing what I did
of the Minister of Marine and Fisherles.
that he fhnot personally drawn some of
those regulations, that they could not have
recelved htis very careful attention. The
member for Burrd wIl recoleet, that to-
night the Minister of Marine and Fisherles
rather corroboratel that Inference. Ho
adopted, apparently, the drafting of Mr.
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Prince, and in that respect there has been a1
great Improvement in the regulations. TheJ
hon. member for Burrard may think that he
will get a little political strength out of thls
matter, and we all know that he needs it.
To set up as a great defender of the labour-
Ing interest is, of course, a popular Une to
take. The Minister of Marine and
Fisherles (Sir Louis Davies) will admit, I am
sure, that to-night I did not take the side of
elther labour or capital. If I was able to
make myself understood, the argument I
used was, that considerations of capital and
labour should be absent In dealing with thej
ftshery regulations on a certain river. That
was my position, and anythIng that has
been said by the bon. member for Burrard
(Mr. Maxwell) has, I submit, not weakened
that position at al. If we were discussing
the question of capital and labour, alH these
elements might be very pertinent ; but there
is no reason for the reduction of these 20
licenses that appertains to the fisheries. The
condition of the fisheries does not warrant
the reduction of these licenses.

Mr. MAXWELL. What is the reason
that they have these licenses at all ?

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
Idea of the license system on the Fraser,
as elsewhere, Is that it ls desirable to keep
within hand the ftshing on that river, lest,
from promiscuous fishång, the river should
be overfished. And the same system that
obtains elsewhere, where you adopt that
lleense system, obtans on the Fraser. You
make regulations lmitlng the number of
Ilcenses on the ground that the condition
of the fishery, though good, would be Im-
paired unless you imited the fishing on the
river. When the department found these
canners with their men, and considered how
many canners there were, it apportioned a
certain number of Wleenses-4I forget what
the old apportionment was. There was ai-
ways more or less of a disagreement be-
tween the canners and the deprtment in
regard to the aotient. t was never
wholly estsfactory, and it never can be.
probably. 1 do not think any 3Minister of
Marine and Fisheries, who does his duty
fearlessly eau be popu3ar wfth the canners
or with the fishermen. It Is a pretty hard
thing to do dn this country. I have told
the hon. genteman how the lcense system
came about, and now I say there la no
reason to reduce the number of licenses, so
far as the ihsbery la concerne&

Mr. MAXWELL. If these were alR the
licenses we gave out there might be some-
thingln ithe hon. gentem's contention,
but when you have 2,000 men carrying
around these licenses the conditou does not
warrant givlng these lieenses to the can-
ners.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TTUPPE
That Is a different question, and that is a
question, I say, thait does not concern the

Department of Marine and Fisherles. That
ls just why I differ from the present order
of things. I say the present order of thlngs
Is being based on what Is fair or what Is
unfair, on ildeas of fairness. My point 10
that the Minister bas no normOaon that
the condition of the Fraser Eiver requires
further restrietions than those which ex-
isted before ln regard to the license sys-
tem, and that there Is no reaon to reduce
the number of licenses. As I understand it,
no one pressed the Minister to refuse these
Ilcenses ito the fishermen. I understand that
no one In Britlsh Columbia asked that.

Mr. MAXWELL. No. Eere is the point
that every fair-minded man will recognize:
it 4s the right of the fishermen to get em.
ployment on the river. If you give the
fdsherman that right, If you give hlm a ai-
cense, why should he not have the ful ad-
vantage of his labour on the river juat as
any other workman who Is engaged In tbe
different mechanical trades would bave. By'
giving these cannery men these twenty
Ilcenses, you deprIve the ftshermen of so
much of eis labour.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPZR.
4gain, I refuse, as I must be consistent; I
must refuse to enter into that diseussion.
My whole argument centres in this, that
whatever you may look upon as good or bad,
the Minister of Marine and Fisherles has
nothing to do with the consideration of that
klud. AU he has to consider is lhow many
licenses the river wIN stand. I say that
no one bas colained.

Mr. MAXWELL. If it is a question as to
how many lcenses the river will stand, the
hon. gentleman bas ne right to ask that
lienses be issued to a particular number of
canners.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes,
but there are sa many canners there; they
had a rlght te se many licenses. I say tha
the department bas ne to deal with the re-
duction or the Increase of these licenses
on any other ground than the condition that
the fisherles warat.

Mr. MAXWELL. That ls rlght enough.
Sir CHARLESIBBEaT TUPPER. The

hon. M4itster cannot setlle a question like
this ; he cannot issue licenses to ne and
refuse tbem to another, and stand between
oapital and labour. MY point is not aito-
gether teohnicaL It 4a strictly subst al.
and it Is based upon what the Fshery Act
contemplates. I have never argued that
fdahermen should not be given leenses, or
that geenses should be taken away freo
dshermen. and I have never head-any one
argue so In the province of Britis OColum.
ble or diu thie House, but there is no ground
under the F shery Aet for ref ulusg1censes
to these caners, and I muet say a a
between them it does seem te me a very
duilt thIng to justlfy, not merely ie rê
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duction from twenty to ten ilcenses, but
these men own boats and expensive equip-
ments, and not even to discriminate between
the large establlshment and the very @mail
estabishment, the one-horse estabMlhment
and the first-class establishment, is some-
thlng I cannot understand. To put it plain-
ly this makLng a drastic ride seems to have
In it not merely the element of unfairness,
but the element of some -laziness.

Mr. GEO. TAYLOR (South Leeds). I see
that the Minister Is reducing this vote by
$25,000. That applies altogether to Ontarlo ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. And Quebee.

-Mr. TAYLOR. And some portion of Que-
bec. I understand it Is chiefly on account
of the dismissals of the officers that have
been employed li Ontarlo ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIfES. And Quebec.

Mr. TAYLOR. I want to daw atten-
tion to the unfair treatment that has been
given these dismissed fishery officers. The
hon. Minister stated fthat on account of thds
Privy Counell decision the department
ceased to exercise control over the flehery
interests of Ontarlo. do not know when
the deetsien of the Privy Oouncil came to
hand, but i know that the inntater imsued
a circular on the lst day of January, malled
It ta these officers, some of whom, I know,
did not recelve notice untti the 5th of Janu-
ary that they were dismissed on the 1st
of January. They served four or five days
without having received notice that they
were dlsmissed. They were dismed Ver-
emptortly without notice. I thlnk tbde was
an Infuatice to these ofBela ; they should
have received at last three months' notice
that they were going to be dismissed, ln-
stead -of being dismlssed before they re-
eelved the notice. The deelson of the depar-
Ment surely was not come o on the day
that Cireular was sent out, the 1st of ranu-
ary, but these o fBers, who had given faith-
ful service to the country, were aimply
thrown out after recelvlug a cireular atat-
Ing that they were dismissed froma the lst
of January. They should et least be paid
a qurter's salary for the time that some
et them dev«ted their ervices to their coun-
try. I put the question on the Order paper
if it was. the intention et the M4nister to
deal fairly with these men, and4h answer
was " No." He say today that'this eage
le ontly en experimet, and that the sfBeets
-Were: al«U m-employed by the Ontario GOV-
ernment As a matter of fart, they have
sUearly a bendismissa nd noxt ne out
Of a hundred las been employed by the On-

T te INISTER ltARNE Ne
WISHERI!S. The hon. gentima nmt tne

se onnlasarsøaT eesa plcton).

Mr. TAYLOR. I am net wrong. I know
the Minister can take the list of names lin
my county, and ont of a large number of
them he cannot find a man that has been
appointed by the Onterio Government. They
appointed a Mr. Judd, who was simply a
politleal agent for that county. The Minister
says that be Is only giving thls a trial, but
If he comes to reappoint the offcers he will
not reappoint the old officers, but wIll work
In another bateh of political agents. Under
the late Administration, Mr. Sheppard had
charge of ail Ontario; and, of course, as Mr.
Sheppard is a strong partisan of the Liberals
he bas been retained, and he has got two
more political agents to help him.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I always understood he Ws
a strong partisan of yours.

Mr. BENNETT. Ask the Postmaster Gen-
eral about that.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I belleve I was urged to dis-
miss him because he was a strong Conserva-
tive partisan.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Sheppard was appoint-
ed by the late Conservative Government, but
when that Government found efficient men
they appolnted them without paylng any at-
tention to their political partisanship.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Sheppard is, and has

bam eer years an offensive partsan of hon.
gentlemen opposite, as I know very weIL
Before this vote la reduced $25,000, I want
the Minister to promise me that those di-
mlssed offeials who diseharged their duty
some time before they recelved notice of their
dismissal, shallbe paid at least the quarter's
salary they are entitled to, and If this vote
la net suMe ent for that, then I want the
Minister to promise me that he will bring an
extra amount down In the Supplementary
Estimates. No man lin Canada would treat
bis servant as this Government has treated
these officials. It is an outrage and ought to
be resented by every hon. member ln this
House, Irrespective of party polities. Our
Canadian cltizens should be treated fairly,
more especially by a Government claiming
to be a Libertu Government.

Mr. H. F. MeDOUGALL -(Cape Breton).
Would the MInister be kInd enough to Inform
me who is performing the services formerly
performed by -Mr. Quinan, an overer, whom
he dismissed, in my county, two yer ago?

The MINI4TER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Does not the hon. gentleman
(Mr. MeDougali)tnow the name ?

Mr. McDOUGALL I do not.
The MINISTEW OF B U ARINE AND

FISHERIES. Iam daraId Icant tenyou,
bult hi l be Iery happy te get the Informa-
tion and send it to yOu.
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Mr. .IeDOTJGALL. I gave the Minister
an opport-minty to give me the information a
year ago, but he dodged in every possible
way when I trIed to get It.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Oh, I think the hon. gentle.
man is mistaken.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I rake that charge. I
asked for a return of the names of the dif-
ferent partles who were dismissed from the
fIlshery service in my county, and the names
of those appointed in their places, and I have
not got that return yet.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think I gave the information
last year.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I beg your pardon, I
did not get It yet.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is no reason In the
world why the hon. gentleman should not get

the information.
Mr. McDOUGALL. Does the hon. Minister

refuse to give it '
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Certainly not. Does my bon.
friend 1imagiae that I can carry ln my head
the names of all the fishery ofileers in the
Deminion ? If he wants the Information I
will have it ready for him uny time he saks
for it.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I wili refresh tthe
memory of the Minister to see If he eau show
me how thart service is attended ,to now.
When he dismlssed Mr. Quinan he appointed
in bis plae a man named Joseph MePher-
son--

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. And you said you did not
know the name ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. Exercise a little va-
tience. I have not told my story yet. Since
then Mr. MePherson has been given a poi-
tion ln the Department of Customs, to which
he was apointed last fail. Now, I want to
know who ls performing the duties that were
performed by this man when he was fishery
overseer In the southern part of the county
of Cape Breton. He was then a resident of
the northern pa though he was ordered to
de the service in the southern part. But he
Js now tied down to the Important position
of coilector of enstoms at North Sydney. Ia
there any one appointed In his stead to per-
form the fishery service ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He was the colector ot bounty
cheques, I tbink.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I have no doubt he did
coleet a good many of them ln his business,
if reports ae true. I want to know whether
that positioni la fled by the appointment of
another peron, or whether that gentleman ls
acting li the double capacity ofcustom eol-

127*

lector at the port of North Sydney, and over-
seer of the fisherles in the southern part of
the county ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I should think he could not
possibly act In the dual capacity.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I do not supose he
could.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISIERIES. No. He may have recelved
his cheques before.

Mr. McDOUGALL. No, because up to the
time I left home, no cheques were paid for
flsh bounties, a·nd he had his appointment
five or six months before this.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHER[ES. I wIll give the hon. gentle-
man the name on concurrence.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Can the hon. gentle.
man tell me who Is performing the service
which was performed by Alexander Me-
Donald of East Bay ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No; I cannot carry all these
rames In my head.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. There were only three
overseers in the county, and all were dis-
mlssed. Surely the hon. gentleman can
give the names.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I cannot remember. I wiU
give the hon. gentleman the name If he will
call at the department, or I will bring it
kere.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I flnd that John A.
Fraser, ot Baddeek, had $119.80 for travel-
ling expenses, while the salary he received
was only $19.83.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISHERIES. That ls quite probable. A
man receIves a small salary and does a
large amount of traveRing, and he gets
bis traveling expenses according to his mile-
age.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. Can the hon. gentil!
man tell me where that gentleman travels
to?

The MiNISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Over the district he la ap-
pointed to.

Mr. McDOUGALL. It is not so large ttiat
lie snould draw that much.

The MINISER 0F MARINE AND
FISHER[ES. These accounts are ail au-
dited by gentlemen who are wenl quaUled to
audit them.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I Ind at age K-88
that a guar amamed John MaeNen, who
ha chargeofastrem ,gets $54, wheroa
under the old regime the guardianWho àad
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charge of It never recelved more than $25.
and that man was dismissed.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It was not the same district.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I beg the hon. gentle-
man's pardon; I know the district very
well.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Tàe boundaries of the dis.
triets were all altered there.

Mr. McDOUGALL. If the hon. gentleman
thinks his memory Is good In that respect,
I differ from him. That district is Bonne
Acadie. There Is only one stream, and the
distance to be travelled by an overseer is
only about two miles, or at the longest three
miles. The man appointed In place of the
previous overseer, who was dismissed, is
nearly 80 years of age, a man who can
scarcely see the stream, let alone walk along
it or see any wrong-doing on it. But the
hon. gentleman sees fit to pay hlm $54 for
23 weeks. I would like to have some expla-
nation as to what caused that increase of
pay.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Do you think $54 for 13J
weeks Is too much ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. That Is not the posi-
tion. I contend that he should not be pald
more than his predecessor.

The M[NISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have found officers who did
nothing.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I beg the hon. gentle-
man's pardon. He had no more efficient
man li the service than the man who ws.
dismissed. He was dismissed because he
was a Conservative, and the other man wa
put In his place because he was a Liberal,
though he is Incapable of doing the work ;
he is not even able to sign bis name. The
man who was dismssed never committed
any act for which the hon. Minister would
be justified ln dismissing hlm from the ser-
vice. He always did his duty faithfully, as
the inspector will report. I understand that
he was dismissed without referetee to the
inspeetor.

Tte MINISTER OF CUSTOMS
Paterson). This amounts to 60 cents a
Does the hon. gentleman object to pay
much ?

(Mr.
day.
that

Mr. MeDOUGALL. No man on that ser.
vice has ever been expected to go over the
grouud aud spend from morning tilt night
at the work.

Mr. TAYLOR. The other man did It for
$25, and you are giving this man $54.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The country could get
the service of the other man for 2. Per
haps he would go over the stream once a

Mr. McDOUGALL.

week, and you can get hundreds of people
to do the work for the same sum that was
paid to him.

Mr. HENDERSON. The Controller of
Customs (Mr. Paterson) seems to think that
60 cents a day is a very small wage Indeed;
but I would like to remind that hon. gentle-
man and the Postmaster General (Mr.
Mulock) that they have many men in their
employ doing work from day to day
throughout the country, and providing a
horse and rig for the purpose, who are not
receiving more than 50 cents a day.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Did they
tender for It ?

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not thInk the
case is quite the same; but I simply men-
tion that to show that even under the pre.
sent Administration there are men who are
working for a great deal smaller wages than
are paid by the Grand Trunk Rallway te
their trackmen.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
understand tha.t there has been a change in
the Island of Prince Edward. The old sys-
tem there was to pay the wardens und
fishery guardians, and I would like the Min-
ister to explain what the change is that he
has introduced.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is no change except
that an overseer was appoated for Queen's
County, who takes charge speclally of the
lobster business, and who goes out ln a
tug-boat and prevents Melt fishing. The
overseer is W. C. Hopklrk, appointed by me
at $500 a year.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
What instructions were given hlm with re.
gard to the employment of vessdis ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHE IES. He gets special instructions
in each case. He telegraphs where he can
get a boat at sueh a rate for a certain
time. and then gets dnstructions whether
to hire It or not. I found i could not sup-
press the Illegal fishing around the coasts
wkthout employing tug-boat--one for Prince
Edward Island, one on the north coast of
New Brunswick, two along the coast of
Nova Scotia. I then found I had to pay
so much for the hire of these boats that
last year we bnlot a smaRl one down li
Hawkesbury.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
What did t cost?

The MINISTER OF MARTNE AND
FISHEIES. I do not know, but a very
small sum.

Sir CHABLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
l not charged.
The MINIMTER OF MARINE ALND

SFISHE ES. Itmayb t4.note

40404039



[MAY 31, 1899]

the accounts of this year, for it may not
have been flnished until after July. It was
given on contraet, and bullt by the famous
boat builder at Fort Hawkesbury, Mr.
Emery.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Who
has charge of that boat ?

The MLISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. One of the captains in the
flshery protection service.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Was
it charged to that vote ?

The MINISTER
FISHERIES. Yes,
because it Is on the

OF MARINE AND
and not to this votc,
protection service.

Sir CHARLES HIIBBERT TUPPER. Are
the other boats charged to thils vote ?

The 3INISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, to the fishery protection
service.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Hov
many ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISHERIES. There was a boat chartered
for a few weeks, as long as it was neces
sary to prevent poaching and Illilcit lobster
fdshing. There was another boat, whleh In-
spector Chapman was authorIzed te hire
by the day to suppress ilicit fishing on the
north coast of New Brunswick. Last year
we built this boat, and all this is charged
to fishery proteetion service.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Te
hon. gentleman must be wrong with regard
to all these boats being charged ito that
vote, because we bave the "Fred. M. Batt "
charged to the vote for Prince Edward Is.
land, page K-90, 44 days, $8 ; provisions
for ships, $70.19; total, $5.19. 't is the
appearance et an item aike that whIch re.
quires some explanation.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. lit may have been paid oui
of that vote, but Is used for suppression of
illicit lobster flshlng.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. On
what system is the hon. gentleman going .
Take the large vote of $100,00; primarHly
that vote was charged with the protecton
simply of the coast fisherdes agalnst poach-
ers wfthin the three-mnle limit. Is the hon.
gentleman using lndiscriminately cnese
votes for instance, supplementing what is
short on bis Prince Edward Island apprfP
priation. which he stated to-night to be about
$71,00, by charging tugs that are used on
the coast of the isaand to the fisery proctec-
tion servIce.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That $7,000 embraced the
expenses of that tug.

Sir CHARLES IBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman has said that he aigowed the

different officers to employ tugs oceasionaRy,
some on the island and some on 'the north
shore of New Brunswick, and then he bulit
one last year, and he said those would ap.
pear in the fishery protection ac-count.

The MINiSTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEIES. I thought they were al
charged there.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This one the ihon. gentleman intended to
take out of the fishery protection vote ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What distinction does the draw between the
purchase of these two boats ? Instead of
voting $70,O0, is he treating it as though
he would take, for Instance, $170,000 on the
two votes ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, the one Is entirely dis-
tinet from the other. This is supposed to
be inland entirely, but It appears that $950
are paid out of that for that tug. But It
is not so, as a rule, and is not intended to be
so. The tug boats are employed as subsi-
diary to the work done by the protection
eruiser.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What ihas Mr. Hopklrk to do with the coast
fishery ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He Is a fishery offieer and
lias plenty of time to give to this work.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is
he under Captain Spain ?.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
Is not In the fishery protection service*?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, but he Is put on board as
h fishery officer, and would have perhaps a
boatswain in charge.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Does
he go up the rivers ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, slmply along the coast.
It Is .part of the fisherles protection service.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
ought not to be in this vote ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Ought properly to be in the
fisheries protection vote. I do not see how it
came here.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is this the boat that
was employed in connection wlth the oyster
beds ln Bras d'Or Lake, a small vessel from
Prince Edward Island ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It milght be.
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is1 men and pay them a quarter's salary. I want
this officer empowered to hire a steamer at to ask the Minister of Customs, who is so
what he thlnks proper ? expert at figures, what Is the difference be-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND tween employing this old blind man who has
FISHERIES. No, he telegraphs or wrItes been referred to at $80 to patrol a river lu
the department that le can get a boat at sue Nova Scotia and the $25 which was pald by
a price for so mnany days, and, if deemed the former Government for the same service?
advisbe.forhe miahid y specia instue- And I would like to ask him if he thlnks theadvisable. lemls authorized by specIalnstruc- salaries paid in my own county to thesefions to employ the boat. officers from $4.16 to $125 too much for effi-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. eient and falthful service. When they were
What is this Item of $42.75 for office fur- dismissed they had already entered upon a
niture ? quarter, and in any case, as they were em-

The MIISTIL 0F ARNE ANI ployed by the year, tliey should have at leastThe MINISTER OF MARINE AN
FISIERIES. That is for the inspectors' three montls' notice.
office ln Charlottetown. -Mr. HENDERSON. I inde5tad the Min-

ister to say that nets seIzed on Lake Erie areSir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1s under the coutrol of this Goverument. For
the Minister furnishing this office for the the sake of information, 1 would llke to ask
first Urne ? wlo cotrois the size of elhavn nets used

The MINISTER 0F MARINE ANT for fishlng ln, that lake?
FISHERIES. Yes. The MINISTERO F MARINE ANI

Mr'. INGRAM. I notice that the " Petrel" FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davles). The Do-
ls in Lake Erie, and that l'tlias captured minion Goyernment eontrolsi othat. Ai regu-
something in thie neighbourliood of 73 Ameni- lations respectlng the time and methods of
can nets piaced ln Canad1ýan waters. Has fishlng and the englues to be used ln fishing
this Govement control o!tlie nets that are are controlled by the Dominion.
seized and have to be dlsposed of, or lt that Sir OHARLES HIBBEIRT TUPPER. 
fi the baudshooctoe Ontarso Government? think the hon. Minîster 1o mistaken ln regard

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND to the way these accounts are kept. When e
FISHERIES. That matter TheIuMINeISands says tTat these tugs are charged to the fi-
of this Government. eies protection service . A list of these ve-

sels aippears a4~ K-92 of the Auditor Gene..Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. Minister of Au- rat's respoet. Ifind here the "Aberdeen"
toms (-er. Paterson) propounded a questioneharged $26t05031; the "Acadia" $18,355,-to y on. fmlend as to wfether le thougrt 90; the "Constance,n $16,826.45; the "Cur-
60 cents a day would be too mucfor isthat Si $9.864.01; the "Dophn 4E93.94
ffiter. Now, I would lke to e bis att- he " eKing.isher,"in $6,198.10; the "La ianadi

lion tO the slaries tatwere paid to thle enne," $13,781a53n; the "fOsprey-,$7,476.18;
officers lu my county by e late Goverument, the "IPetrel," $11,061.49.; the oStanley,
wh i e used toaU au extravagant Gor- _$2,M.28; the " Vctora,-and is G the
ernment, and ask hlm to figure out liow mucli one I shall partlcularly refer to--$4,544.91 ;day tlese figures represent. rt, we ave the "iCVigilant, $9.80. Then there s the fisli-
Msr. Nassau Aton, of Gananoque, whose erles intelligence bureau, $2,305.73, and gen-
taary is $77.08; Samuel Boddy, o Athens, eral account, $7,209.42. Now , tle "Victora "
Balary $50 a year; laptain Davis, of Ganan- is te on y vessel that would at ail answer
fue, salary, $5W a year. Thent herelis Mn- the description8;f the vessel chartered for

Greer-his naine appears as Green lu thUe that purpose. That vessel was chartened attuditor Generalas Report-ha wsalaryIs the rate o! $300a.mon5t frOpMr,. Hood,
a year, travel $12; Wm. Hicks, salary $2-Sheiburne, and $1,270 was pald. That is flot50, travel, $100; Geo. Jeacle, one of the very the vessel the bon. gentleman liad lu mine!.best offcers un the Dominion, salary, $125, Then we take tlie general account and al
ravel, $85.75; John Mooreliead, of Long- these Itemns, brIuglng us, I think, oven theoiht, salary, $40, travel, $13.50; Robert ordinry fshe"ies vote, wician s$130000.
Poole, o Poole s Resort, salary $50, travel, So, the hou. gentleman wi hsee there sdoes fot

r13.50 ; and J. G. Wallace, o q Ivy Lea, sw ery appear to be one singeItem for a tug servie.
s4.16, travel, $2.50. Surely the houn. Minister mutbe miscforia-
Mn. GIBSON. Saary, $4.16 a year? ed. The hon. gentlemantold the committee

that iuidea. wasthat these tugas had beenMr. TAYLOR. Yes; Mr. Wailace wrs $0 tbarged to the fishertis protection service.
,Iglthouse keeper, and was appolnted fiabery he aNd 1,R 0F MAIN aNo
ifflicer and gi'ven thîs nominal sui to look
fter thatart ;o G e St. Lawrence at ethe FIS.ERIES gIsupposed s These tug
iddleers Elbow. These ire the gentlemen we tae the gntrl account oa

esdingl, $n8y ;ounty who wereail dLsmissed J-uly, when the season uexpied. They were
in the circular dated lt Ja0uary, oband fet rdiryei te, yhu s o00

eved by the.betweengethenrd and 6th goe Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TPpER.rnuary. The lron. Mnister -as fyot said Thenthe hon. gentleman tl fthreromit

~heberlieIntndatodea farlywlt thsethat isa dear ewasi that sJugshaybe

Sfte LOatISato h StDarncAtVheFSEIES.I upsdo.Teetg
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The tugs that were employed
last summer would not be ln these accounts
at all. The only boat I know of that was
charged here, In Prince Edward Island, was
charged to the other account.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The question is, upon what vote are these
tugs charged up ? The Minister thought
they were charged In the fishery protective
service.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They are not charged to the
other, as I say ; but it does not matter.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT
There is a charge ln Ontario for
T. H. Elliott, Sault Ste. Marie ".

TUPPER.
"tug hire,

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is for inland purposes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
In the Quebec items there Is another charge
for a tug. In Prince Edward Island you
have tug hire there. The hon. gentleman
bas used up over $100,000 for fishery pro-
tection service. Can he state definitely what
the system is ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The system is to pay it out
of the fishery protection bervice, and I as-
sume that was done last year ; it Is part of
the fishery protection. It Is charged out of
the flishery protection money, and that is
why I ask for an increase this year from
$95,000 to $100,000. The memorandum says.'
that this addition of $5,000 Is to cover the
expenses of the extra boats required for the
protection of the lobster fisheries.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT -TUPPER.
WIll it be Irregular ln future to charge these
tugs that are employed to the ordlnary fish-
ery votes for the provinces ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think It would be irregular.
It could only be doue ln special circumstan-
ces. I do not think there are other tugs
whieh are ln the fishery votes. You have
picked out Elliott. He may be going from
one part of his district to another In a tug-
boat, and for that he would charge. He has
an Immense coast; he may go 100 miles.
If he charters a tug for the purposes of pro-
teeting the fisheries, It might go to fisherles
protection. You cannot divide It as finely
as that.

Mr. BENNETT. Some time ago, the hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) asked
a question relative to a sale of the steamer
called the "Dolphin," which had been in the
ownershlp of the Government, and the Min-
ister stated that the sale had been made
without tender, for $700. Can he inform us
as to the circumstances under which the
sale was made, and why public competition
was not invIted ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIIERIES. The boat was entirely use-
less. I did not expect to get rid cf ber at
all. My officers said they could not sell ber,
and I offered ber to the Oitario Government
for $600. They sent a man to inspect her,
and told me they would not take her at all.
I then had an offer made by somebody in
the locality, that they would give $700, and
Captain Spain said: If you can get $700,
close the bargain quicker than chain light-
ning, and I closed for It as quick as the
telegraph could send a message back. I un
derstood afterwards that the gentlemen who
bought the boat, rued their bargain and
tried to get out of It. I do not think my
hon. friend, or anybody else, could say, that
the boit was worth more than that. She
had been offered ln previous years for $500.
She was originally a police boat ln Quebee.

Mr. W. H. BENNETT (East Simcoe). It
is quite evident that the Minister bas been
Imposed upon by somebody iU the sale of
this boat. The boat is not at all of the class
which he speaks of.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Then, all the officers of my
department must have made false reports.

Mr. BENNETT. She was used on the
Georgian Bay, where pretty high seas run,
and carried a captain and crew of eight
men.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN D
FISHERIES. We spent $2,000 ln repairing
ber to enable ber to go out last season.

Mr. BENNETT. That goes to prove that
a gross sacrifice was being madej when so
much money was belng spent upon ber. I
know something of the dealings of the On-
tario Government in that neighbourhood,
and they will have forty friends who would
be very anxIous to rent tugs to the depart-
ment. The Minister, ln reply to the question
on the 19th of April, gave this answer to
the hon. member for East Grey. That
there had been spent on this boat, ln
1895-96, $414 ; In 1896-97, $346; ln 1897-98,
$335. That totalled about $1,100. I have
looked in the Auditor General's Report of
the preceding year. and find no less a sum
than $857 was spent ln repairs ; in all, about
$2,000 have been spent on this boat
ln repairs. The boat was a very fine
boat. The bon. gentleman says, that
one of his officers advised him to
jump at the chance of selliing her for $700.
Well, his officer may be entitled to his judg-
ment, but I think the boat could have been
sold for twice that amount, had she been
offered at publie competition. I can tell-the
Minister that the man who purchased the
boat had no use 'for ber. He is not In the
fishing business ; he simply bought the boat
as a speculation. There was a great deal of
disgust around Owen Sound, as I have been
Informed, not enly among Conservatives,
but Liberals, that this Mr. Harrison, who is.
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wll known, I have n) doubt, by the Minis-
ter of Customs (Mr. !?aterson) as a promin-
eut Liberal, had been given this very de-
eided snap cn this valuable boat for $700.
The hon. gentleman consented to the sale of
that valuabla boat for $700.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Thirty-eight years old.

AN)

Mr. BENNETT. I can tell the lion. Min-
ister that so much of the boat as was below
the water Une would be as good as the day
It was placed lu commission. I can tell
him further, that $2,000 had been spent in
repairs iL the last three or four years.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIIERIES. Captain Spain and Captain
McElhinncy advised me to sell it; that'it
would be a good bargain for the deparument.
The Deputy Minister also advised me to sell
the thing.

Mr. BENNETT. The boat was sold to
Mr. Harrison, a prominent Liberal in Owen
Sound, who was very much mixed up lu the
by-elections there.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AIND
FISIERIES. I had no idea what his poli-
tics were.

Mr. BENNETT. I think there must have
been some pressing request made.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Nobody Interfered in the mat-
ter at all. He wrote a letter. I submitted
it to Captain Spain and Captain McElhInney,
and they said It was more than the boat
was worth. It Is more than the Ontarlo
government would give.

Mr. BENNETT. We can understand why
the Ontario government would not buy the
boat, because it was their policy to provide
for their own friends there. No less than
$2,000 *had been spent on that boat four
years before lu repairs. She was a fit boat
to ply from the Sault and over the waters
of the Georgian Bay at the worst season of
the year, in the fall, when the worst storms
are to be expected. The Minister knew that
she was a sea-worthy boat.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I had a prickling conscience
for sending her out at all, because I had
been warned, more than once, that we were
running great risks In allowing that boat
to go out in the Georgian Bay.

Mr. BENNETT. If the Minister had such
qualms of conscience about having her em-
ployed In the public service where was lis
conscience when he sold here to an Innocent
purehaser?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I knew he would have to
spen-1 a great deal of money on repairs be-
fore he could make her sea-worthy.

Mr. BENNETT.

Mr. BENNETT. This boat had been em-
ployed lu the patrol service on the Georgian
Bay and on the upper lakes. I know the
boat well, and considering that $2,000 were
spent on her in repairs It is nothing short
of a scandal that she was sold to this man.
I will accept the Minlster's statement about
the 'matter, but I believe he was imposed ou.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. All the officers of my depart-
ment must have been imposed on. They
told me that if I was going to send ber out
this year I would, have to spend a large
amount of money on ber in repairs.

Mr. BENNETT. What bas become of ali
these repairs that cost $2,000 in three or four
years before ?

Mr. MORRISON. Can the hon. gentleman
tell me what the dimensions of the boat are?

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, I think the boat was
from 80 to 90 feet in length.

Mr. MORRISON. What tonnage?
Mr. BENNETT. I could not say as to the

tonnage.
TheŽ MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I think my hon. friend is
wrong as to the length of ber.

Mr. BENNETT. I think I am within the
mark.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
She is perhaps not 90 feet, but she is more
than 40 o&- 45 feet.

Mr. BENNETT. I have some idea of the
value of tugs of this class. There Is an idea
on the Bay that this matter was not straight
and above .board. It was a matter of com-
ment afterwards in the Owen Sound papers.
W'hen the Minister received an offer of $700
for that boat he knew that he was dealing
with something tangible, something of value.
He must have known that he had something
to sell. If he had to place some buoys and
the work did not cost more -than $150 or $200
't would not be done without calling for ten-
ders. I would like to ask the Minister If
that Is not the practice.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. As a general rule tenders are
called for.

Mr. BENNETT. The Minister admits that
if there were some buoys to be placed on the
bay or the lake for whieh the expenditure
would be $100 or $150, for the year, he is
such a stickler for proprIety and straight-
forward dealing that tenders must be called
for, yet, when it comes to selling a vessel to
a party friend for $700 he thinks no tenders
should be called for. I know a great many
pledges were made in Owen Sound, amongst
others, to bave a post offiee erected and dry
doek buit, and these pledges remain unful-
filled. Mr. Harrison, I am assured, was oeu
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of the most prominent politiclans in Owen
Sound and one of the most deeply concerned
in that famous by-election carried on there.
He was in the foremost of the van. Ai-
though he was not ln this business at all,
and althouglh he had no earthly use for this
vessel but sintply bouglit her as a matter
of speculation and he had so much of a
party pull with this Government that he
could make an underhand offer to buy a
boat for the sum of $700 which, If publie
tenders had been Invited, or If she had been
effered at auction would easily have brought
$1,500.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN»D
FISHERIES. Will the hon. gentleman teli
me whether, If a speculator has bought this
boat, he bas sold her and at what price ?

Mr. BENNETT. I do not know whether
Mr. Harrison has sold the boat or not, and
I do not care. I do say that Harrison had
no earthly business with the boat, and that
he bought her simply as a speculation. The
transaction casts some suspicion on the de-
partment which sold this boat at such a
figure.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is no suspicion at ail.
I offered here to Mr. Hardy. I asked hlm if
he would take ber, and he told me that he
would go back and consult with his col-
leagues. Captain Spain and Captain Me&
Elhinney said that she was not worth $700,
and I wrote end said that I would sell her
for $600. They would not buy her at that.
After that I got this offer of $100 more than
I had off ered her for, and I elosed with It.

Mr. BENNETT. If this boat had deteri-
crated so much ln price, how is It that the
Minister said that ln 1893 the department
was offered $700 for her? The Minister
answerlng a question asked by the hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) said
that ln 1893 the boat was offered for sale for
$700.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The same sum we got for her
In 1898.

Mr. BENNETT. And In the meantime
$2,000 was expended on her In repairs. Have
any other boats been sold by the department
since the hon. gentleman became Minister?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. BENNETT. I acquit the Miniater of
any compliclty In wrong-ding, because 1
think he was Imposed upon, but -1 submit
that, if he calls for tenders for a buoy ser-
vice at $50 a year, then, when ihe bas a
valuable craft to dispose of, with a man
running after him offering hlm $700 for it.
It Is a business proposition that he should
call for tenders for that. If he was offered
say, $2,000 for a high-elass vessel, lke the

" Bayfleld," would hd sell that vessel with.
out tender ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. I do not think 80.

AND

Mr. BENNETT. Well, the "BayfieldI" Is
as old as the vessel that was sold.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. She is a much better vessel.
This vessel was offered by my predecessor
for $700; It was then, on the advice of my
nautical adviser, offered for $600, and then
I got an offer of $700.

Mr. BENNETT. Since that offer of $700,
$2,000 has been expended on her.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. And six or seven years have
elapsed.

Mr. BENNETT. The men on the shores
of the Georgian Bay who are the best judges
of the seaworthiness of that boat, were
never afraid to venture out to sea un her lu
tenpestuous weather, in the months of
November and December. But, at the re-
quest of a party friend, the Minister sold
that boat for $700, without asking for ten.
ders. If the Minister is going toý do that,
he had better drop tenders altogether and
give contracts to party friends who make
the price In advance.

Mr. .. GILLIES (Riichmond). Does the
Minister remember dismisslng an officer in
my county named Lenoir ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE A)ND
FISHERiES (Sir Louis Davies). Yes, the
papers were brought down last year.

Mr. GILLIES. They were fnot brought
down here, although I asked for them.

The MINISTER OF
FISHERIES. They were
answer to a motion ln the

MARINE AND
brought dowi lu
Senate.

Mr. GILLIES. I went to the Senate last
year, and I could not get them, and I asked
for them here, and could not get them
elther.

The MINISTER
FISHERIES. It is
brought them down.

OF MARINE AND
not my fault, fot i

Mr. GILLIES. I asked for the papers last
year because I had reason to know that Mr.
Lenoir had been lmproperly and unjustif-
ably dismissed. I knew hlm officially since
the first day he was appolnted, and that was
before I came to Parliament at all, and I
know that he did lis duty well.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That was not the official re
port.

Mr. GILLIES. The Minister has no off-
eial report reflecting on Mr. Lenoir, and the
Minister admitted to me, last year, that he
had no report from Mr. Bertram, the Ashery
inspector, against Mr. Lenoir. Mr. Lenoir

4049 4050



[COMMONS]

was under the jurisdiction of Mr. 1Bertram,
and, if any report would come to the Min-
ister, it would come from Mr. Bertram. But
Mr. Bertram never reported adversely on
Mr. Lenoir. Mr. Lenoir could only be dis-
missed officially on the official representa-
tion of Mr. Bertram, but the latter never
reported against him. Will the Minister
bring down these papers ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I delivered them last year, lu
answer to Mr. Miller's motion in the Senate,
but I will bave them copied again.

Mr. GILLIES. Mr. Bertram Is au excel-
lent officer, and he would at once report
if Mr. Lenoir, were incompetent ; but he did
not do so, and so I want to know why this
gentleman was dismissed.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There are very few papers
about it, and I will have them copied and
brought down. He is one of the officers re.
ported by Commissioner Prince as not being
a good officer.

Mr. GILLIES. Professor Prince could not
so report.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. What is the use of saying
that. when I tell the hon. gentleman he did?
When you get the report, you will be In a
position to discuss It.

Mr. GILLIES. I am In a position to dis.
cuss It now, because there is ne report, and
the hon. gentleman knows it. The Minister
knows as well as I do that there Is no re-
port from Mr. Bertram complaining of the
efficiency of Mr. Lenoir.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I did not say there was.

Mr. GILLIES. How ean Prof. Prince re-
port to the Minister unless he has a com-
plaint from the overseer of the district, Mr.
Bertram ' The Minister will searchI In vain
for a report from any of the officers of
bis department complaining of the ineffi-
ciency of Mr. Ienoir. If the Minister wIll
bring down these papers to-morrow, I wil
quit that part of my co-.nplaint just now.
There Is something else in tihis conneetion
which .I would lika the Minister to explain.
In looking ever into the Auditor Generar's
Report for this year, Idftnd thatDa R. Boyle,
who was appointed Jn place of Mr., Lenoir
as fishery overseer for the distriiet of Isle
Madame, was pald last year $336.12, where-
as Mr. Lenoir was paid, in 1895-96, $125
of salary and $69.25 for traveRling expenses,
or a 'total of $194.25; and the. year before
the amount paid was Just about the same.
I ind that *Mr. Boyle was pald east year
$213.12 for travellng expense. He was also
paid -$23 for rent of rooms for paylng
bounty lalims, whUle Mr. Lenoir, durlng the
whole curreney of.the nme he was In office,
was never paid a cent for such things.

Mr. GILLIES.

The was an inerease to thait one person
alone of $141.87 in one year. I want the
Minister to tell me-and I am entitled to
the information, because this is in my con-
stituency-what is the cause of this differ-
ence in payment for exactly the same work
for travelling over precisely the same ter-
ritory.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman has put
the questioa and given the answer himseIlf.
These dlshery officers are paid just the same
salary, and they are paid so mueh for travel-
ling expenses. Rightly or wrongly, -Mr.
Lenoir was reported to me as not being an
efficient officer. This new man <travebled
more, he swore to his bIH, he had it audited,
and got It paid In the usual way. How
can I go round and test for myself whether
all these fishery officers did the travelling
for whieh they charge ? Does the hon. gen-
tleman say that he did not do the travel-
ling ?

Mr. GILLIES. It strikes me as very
peculiar that one officer should be paid so
mueh more for travelling over precisely the
same terr4tory.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. One did lit efficiently, I sup-
pose, and the other did dt ineffilently.

Mr. GILLIES. Does the Minister under.
take to say that ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not know anything
about It. By your own reading one travel-
led more than the other.

Mr. GILLIES. The Mdnister should im-
mediately have inquired into the cause of
this great increase -In one year. The same
question applies In the adjoining district the
district from St. Peter's Canal down to the
eastern end of the county, over which Mr.
Brymer presides. His predecessor was Mr.
Murchison, who died before the late Govern-
ment went out, and before his successor was
appointed. I find that Mr. Murchison's sal-
ary was $125 and bs travelling expenses
$113, whereas lis successor was paid $125
of salary and $205.96 for traveling expenses
as well as $14.50 for rent, for whlch'his pre-
decessor was not paid a farthing. That Is,
Brymer was paid $106.50 a year more than
bis predecessor, Murchison, for doing exactly
the same work and travelling over the same
territory. This Is an extraordinary w&y to
practise economy. When these charges come
in, the Minister should have some system of
investIgatlng tihem and satisfylng himself
that the work was actuafly done, and he
should require some very satisfactory ex-
planation to show why the travelling expen-
ses so greatly lincreased.

-Mr. INGRAM. I understand that the de-.
partment issues Instruetions to the different
overseers as .to:hew ,much they ehouM
charge the department for horse-hire, 4iorse
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feed, meals and al that sort of thing. I
would like to ask the Minister if the same
system of rates appMies t4 overseers all over
the Dominion ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I know of no difference.

Mr. INGRAlM. Surely the department Is-
sues a circular to these overseers informing
them the rates they should charge the de-
partment, and that circular goes to every
overseer in the Dominion ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Certainly.

Mr. BENNETT. A few years ago while
the senior member for Pletou (Sir Charles
Hlbbert Tapper) was Minister of Marine
and Fisherles, a case which largely con&
cerned the interests of the fishermen In the
Gxeorglan Bay cate before his notice. I
refer to what was known as the Noble Bros.
case. it attracted a great deal of atten-
tion among the fishermen on the lakes, as
well as in the publie press, and it was made
the occasion of an attack on the then Min-
Ister of Marine and FUsherles in this House.
Noble Bros. were a very influeatial firm,
and they were very prominent Liberale in
the distrlet of Algoma. The then Minister
justifieil the course lie had taken, I under-
stood. on the ground that the Inspector, Mr.
Elliott, had justified to the Minister his
action In making the seizures. The seiz-
ures were rather serious, Involvdng a con-
siderable number of safling eraft, and some
two or three tugs. This matter of the
Noble Brothers caused so much agitation,
not only in this House, but In the press,
that the Minlster-- will not say ln de-
deference to the comments made, but more
probably In a spirit of fair play to the firm of
Noble Bros.-eaused an investigation ,to be
had, before which Mr. B. B. Osler appeared
for the firm ; and I thlnk the report was of
sueh a nature that the Minister felt justified
In doing what he had done. After that there
was a change, the hon. member for Victoria
N. B. (Mr. Oostigan) succeedlng the prevlous
Minister. Mr. Costigan, whIle not admitting
that the department had been In the wrong,
took a bond, and the boats were delivered
over to Messrs. Noble Bros. I wish to learn
first, whether any action has been taken by
the hon. Minister since he has been in
charge ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEIIFlES. Nothing has been doue at ail,
and the mnatter reniains juet as IL was.

Sir CiARLES HIRBERT TUPPER. Let
us vote all this except one item, it belng
understood that on that one item we shall be
at liberty to diseuss all the others.

The MINISTE>R OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That wil be satisfactory.

.Mr. BEN NET. las the Minister arrlved
at any decision with regard to Noble Bros. ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. GILLIES. I wish to bring to the Min-
Ister's notice the fact that on the 19ti of this
month 1 drew bis attention to the order for
some papers ln connection with the dismissal
of a lighthouse keeper at Point Jerome.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They are belng copled.

Mr. GILLIES. They are very short and
should have been here by this. I asked for
them twelve days ago, and they were pro-
mised for last Thursday. Will the hon. gen-
tleman touch up bis offcer ?

The M'NISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. I will touch him up.

AND

Mr. INGRAM. Will the hon. Minister
charge hiis memory with respect to the legal
expenses in connecion wIth Item 208 ?

The committee rose and reported progress.
Mr. TAYLOR. Wben may I expect the

paptrs with reference to the dismissal of
Mr. Lake, postmaster at Morton?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). I will make inquiry and tell the hon.
gentleman during the sitting to-morrow.

Sir OHiRLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Wbat wlll be the Government business to-
mtorrow ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Grand Trunk and Drummond
County Railway.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the
adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 12.20 a.m.

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.

THunsnAy, 1st June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

ALLEGED ELECTION FRAUDS IN
MANITOBA.

SIr CHARLES HLBBERT TUPPER
mroved

That the papers covered by the return to an
order of this House dated 30th March, 1898, for
copies of ail correspondence, &e., lu conuection
with the question arlsing out of the Dominion
elections, 1896, In the province of Manitoba, be
referred to the Select Standing Committee on
Publie Accounts.

40544053



[COMMONSJ

He sald : I will say in regard to this, that
the returu Is very meagre ; and I would
ask the attention of tbe right hou. gentle-
man to the subject of a further or supple-
mentary return in this connection, because
there are no papers in this return relating
to anything else than some observations
connected with the taxation. The Orders in
Council, for instance, are not Included. nor
are the letters that bave been produced
from official sources in the Public Accounts
Committee, th-it Is, correspondence between
the Prime Minister and the Minister of the
Intertor (Mr. Sif ton). The evidence that was
reporred last session shows that there wais
considerable correspondence on this subject.
This return begins and ends with a few
memoranda In regard to taxation.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I understand that a good many
of these papers are already before the Pub-
lie Accounts Committee. Is that the case ?

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPMR.
Some were, but the evidence there refers to
furthŽr correspondence, and also Orders In
Couneil.

The PRIME MINISTER. I have since
learrned that a good many of the-se papers
are with the Auditor General at this mo-
ment. I will inquire about it.

Motion agreed to.

MILITIA ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. DOMVILLE moved for leave to Intro-
duce a Bill (No. 135) to amend the Militia
Act.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Explain.
Mr. DOMVILLE. I did not propose, Mr.

Speaker, on the introduction of the Bill to
go thoroughly into the subject, more espe-
eially as I ndw await papers passed by the
House and to be brought down from the
department, which I have no ¢oubt will be
down in a day or two, perhaps to-day. Until
these are In my possession I am hardly In a
position to explain the Bill as well as I
could on the second reading. It Is a very
simple Bil, very short, and yet it contains
a great deal. It provides for the amend-
ment of the 4th section of the Militia Act, as
there Is some doubt about the relative posi-
tion of the Minster and the General. I pro-
rose to set that at rest The second section
asks to relleve the disabllity of one of our
own people, commanding our own forces.
pald by our own people, and manned by our
own people. If this will satIsfy my hon.
frlends, I would ask the privilege, on the
second reading of the Bil, to go into full
particulars and give my views on the sub-
3eet
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the Erst

time.
Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TPER (Pietoa).

DISMISSAL OF PREVENTIVE OFFICER
CURLESS.

Mr. TAYLOR asked:
1. Has Mr. Charles H. Curless, chief preventive

officer of Inland revenue and special preventive
officer of customs at Grand Falls, N.B., been dis-
missed ?

2. If dismissed, for what cause, on whose re-
port and by whom was his dismissal recom-
mended ?

3. Was there an investigation held ?
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE

(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). 1. In so far
as Mr. Curless is connected with the Inland
Itevenue Department his services have beeu
dispeinsed with. 2. He was not performing
any duties and the department did not con-
sider his services necessary. 3. There was
no investigation held, because from the re-
i-ords of the department It was apparent
that he was doing no work to entitle him
to a salary.

DISMISSAL OF STATION AGENT
INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY

AT TRACADIE.

ON

Mr. McDOUGALL asked:

1. When was Mr. Frank A. Gillis, formerly sta-
tion agent on the Intercolonlal Railway at Tra-
cadie, N.S., removed from that station ?

2. By whom was such removal recommended,
and on what ground was it made ?

3. Who was appointed to succeed Mr. Gillis as
station agent at Tracadie ?

4. By whom was Mr. Gillis's successor recom-
mended, and has he since been dismissed from
the service ?

5. If dismIssed, what was the cause of his dis-
missal ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Bladr). 1. Mr. Frank A.
Gillie was transferred from Tracadae stion
to Deumark station on the lth March,
1898. 2. His transfer was made on respon-
slbillty of department. 3. Danlel R. Me-
Donnel was appolnted to succeed Gilüs as
station agent at Tracadie. 4. MtDonneR
was appointed lu the usual manner. He
bas since been dismissed from the service.
5. He was dismissed because he was short
ln his cash.

BUOY SERVICE IN ANNAPOLIS AND
DIGBY BASIN.

Mr. MILLS asked:

1. When did the contract of John McCarthy, of
Annapolis Royal, for maintaining the buoy ser-
vice ln the Annapolis and Digby basin, expire ?

2. Did sald McCarthy do any work in taking
care of said bucys after his contract expired ?

3. Has he been paid for said work ? If not,
why not?

4. Were tenders asked for this service during
the present year, and when ?

5. Who tendered and what was the amount of
each tender ?
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6. Who bas the contract now, and for how long
and how much ?

7. Are the duties and work to be done under
the present contract the same as required by said
McCarthy's contract ?

8. What is the difference, if any, except the
amount and name of the contractor ?

9. When were the said buoys first placed in
position by the present contractor ?

10. Has the Department of Marine and Fish-
eries been notified that any of the said buoys
are not in proper position ? If so, what buoys ?

11. Has the said department been notified that
the Black Point can buoy in said basin Is missing
altogether ?

12. If lest, who makes good the loss?
13. Who are the bondsmen of the present con-

tractor ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis iDavies). 1. 25th
of January, 1899. 2. The department de not
aware that Mr. McOarthy did any work
In taking care of the buoys after his con-
tract terminated. 3. No. No report wa
received from the harbour master that any
work was done. 4. Yes. A poSt bèU In-
vting tenders was issued 3rd March, 1899,
inviting tenders up to lst April, 1899. 5.
Thelbert Rice, $185 per annum ; Wlllard H.
Anderson, $295 per annum; W. W. Hayden,
$295 per annum ; John McCarthy, $00per
annum; John W. Snow, $300 per annum;
Daniel Parker, $455 per annum. 6. Thel-
bert Rice for three years, at $185 per an-
num. 7. Yes. 8. No difference In con-
tract. 9. The exact date was not reported,
but the buoys were handed over to the new
coutractor about the 2Utn Aprà. Owing to
the bad condition In which the former con-
tractor left them, the new contractor was
compeled to supply new chalns and moor-
Ings at I4s own expense, which delayed the
placing of the buoys lu positon. 10. One
buoy lost. 11. Yes. Black Point buoy was
a wooden-can buoy, very much worm-eaten,
and it is supposed was sunk. 12. The
contractor, If the department decides to re-
place it by the same kind of buoy. 0If an
Iron buoy Is used, the department w1ll up-
ply the buoy, the contractor the moorIngs.
A temporary buoy has been placed in the
meantime. 13. W. W. Wade, merchaut,
Bear River ; Edward E. Rice, broker, Bear
River.

C. P. R. SPECIAL MILEAGE TARIFF ON
HAY, STRAW AND GRAIN.

Mr. MAOLEAN (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
Has the speolal mileage tariff on hay, straw and

grain, B. No. 307, at present In force on the Une of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, been approved of by
the Governor in Council and published In the
" Canada Gazette," as required by section 227 o!
the Railway Act ? If so, ln what number of the
"Gazette" bas said tarif? been publshed ? If
not, Is it the Intention of the Government to re-
quire the Canadlan Pacifie Railway Company to
comply with said section as regards sald tariff ?

The MINISTER -OF RALWAYS AND.
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The special mileage

tarift on -hay, straw and grain, B. No. 307
of the Canadian Pacife Railway, has not
been approved by the Governor ln Council.
It is only the maximum rates that are ap-
proved by the Governor in Council, bas2d
on approved classification.

NEW FISH HATOHERIES ON THE FRA-
SER AND SKEINA RIVERS.

Mr. PRIOR asked:
1. Is it the Intention of the hon. the Minister

of Marine and Fisherles to place a sum in the
Supplementary Estimates for the purpose of
erecting new fish hatcheries on the Fraser and
Skeena Rivers ?

2. If not, why not?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Until the
Supplementary Estimates are brought down,
I cannot give the Information asked for.

FORESHORE AND TIDAL LANDS BE-
LOW STEVESTON, B.C.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEI
asked :

1. Under whose control (Federal Government
or local) are the 37·29 acres of foreshore and
t1dal lands situated west of and immediately
adjoining section 9, range 7 west, block 3 north,
N.W.D.. about two miles below Steveston, B.C. ?

2. Was an application made to the Department
of the Interior, or to the Department of Marine
and Fisheries ln 1892, for a lease of these lands,
and If so, to whieh department was the applica-
tion made ?

3. Was applieation to either department, as
aforesaid, snade in 1896, and if so, to which and
by whom ?

4. Were other applIcations subsequently made,
and if so, by whom ?

5. If applications were made in any of the above
years to either of said departments, what was
the reply ?

6. If any communication to any one bas been
made by either of the above departments on this
subject, what is the purport of the last ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davles). 1. The
lands being situate ln the publie harbour of
New Westmånster, are now under the con-
trol f the Department of Marine and Flsh-
eries. New Westminster was established
under the Harbour Masters Aet, tby Order
in Council of the 23rd January, 1892. 3. Ap-
plications were male to the Department of
the Interior ln 1892, for the lease of these
lands by W. H. Squair, 14th October, 1892. 3.
On the 23rd May, 1896, an appllcation was
made to the Department of Marine and
Flsherles by Beûl IrvIng & Co.-Anglo-Brl-
tish Packing Company-for the grant of the
land referred to, and tbs appication was
referred to %the Department of the Interior.
4. Yes, an application to the Department of
tbe Interior by W. H. Steves, on the l6th
June, 1897. On the 13th May, 1899, an ap-
pîilation was received from H. Bell Irving
& Co., for the Anglo-Britlsh Packlng Com-
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pany, referring to an application made to
the Department of the Interlor lu 1892 and
In 1896, and stating that the provinciel gov-
ernment had granted a lease of rthe land to
Mr. Frank Burnett, and protesting agalnst
such grant. We know nothIng of said lease
being granted. 5. The papers ln regard& to
several applications were transferred on the
25th and 31st ultimo, from the Department
of the Interior ito this department and no
action bas been taken In regard to anytofothem. It would appear, however, that the
Department of the interlor recommended to
Councll a grant of the land in question to
Mr. Thomas Watts on the 5th May, 1896,
but as NIr. Watts had not complled wiM the
terms of the purchase, the sale was not
made. 6. On the 3rd May, 1899, Mr. Bell
Irvlng was Informed by the Deputy iMinlster
of the Interior that the papers relating to
bis and other elaims for foreshore on Lulu
Island had been transferred to the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries. No action
has been taken by this department as yet
In regard to Mr. Bell Irving's claim or that
of any other.

POSTMASTER OF LEVIS.

Mr. GASGRAIN asked :
1. Has P. A. Bourget, postmaster of Lévis,

been granted an increase of $50 In his salary ?
2. If so, was the said increase based on a report

on the revenue from his office ?
3. What la the amount of revenue on which

the sald increase wa.s based ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-

lock). 1. P. A. Bourget Is ftet postmaster
ot Lévis, nor has any ineresse of sary
been granted to the postmaster of Lévis.
There ls an A. Bourget, postmaster of Lauzon
ln the county of Iévls, but his slry bas
not been increased.

POSTMASTER OF METABETOHOUAN.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked :
1. Was Jean allas Johnny Gauthier, the present

postmaster of Metabetchouan (St. JérOme, in tie
county of Chicoutimi), postmaster of the same
place In 1893, or at any time ?

2. Was he dismissed, and If s, for what rea-
sons ?

3. Was there an Inquiry which resulted un-
favourably to him, and why ?

4. Was his dismissal based on political rea-
sons, or for shortcomings In the discharge of his
duties ?

The PO$TMASTR GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). 1. Yes ; Mr. Jean Gauthier was post-
master of Metabetehouan from \March, 1890,
to January, 1894. 2. Mr. Gautdhier was re-
moved from the postmatership of Metabet-
chouan on the ground of negi4gence in the
performance of bis dutes. 3. The Inspec-
ter reported that the Posftmaster did not
give proper attention to the duties of bis
oMee. 4. Therecords of the department in-
dlcate that the postmester was removed for
the reuons above .

PROSE UTION 0F P. C. DUPUIS, OF
CHAMBORD.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked:
1. Has P. C. Dupuis, of Chambord, In the

county of Chicoutimil, been prosecuted, since
11896, for selling liquor to Indians ?

2. If so, what fine was he condemned to pay ?
3. Did the Government grant a remission or

suspend the payment thereof, and at whose re-
qusDid the said Dupuis finally pay up ; and If

so, what amount as flne and what amount as
costs ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). 1. Yes. 2. $75 and $11.10 costs.
3. Representations were made by the mem-
ber for the district in favour of Mr. Dupuis ;
action was stayed to admit of my going Into
the matter, and, after giving It considera-
tion, I directed that In so far as the Depart-
ment of Indian Affairs was concerned the
law should be allowed to take åts course.
And the local agent was so instructed. 4.
Yes ; $75 fine and $11.10 costs.

DR. FLUHMAN, PHYeIOIAN TO IN-
DIANS OF POINTE BLEUE.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked :
1. Whether Dr. Fluhman. of Roberval, was in

the service of the Government before June, 1896,
as physician to the Indians of Pointe Bleue?

2. If so, did he resign ln favour of Dr. Con-
stantin, or was he dismised ?

3. In the latter case, for what reasons, and on
wbose recommendation ?

4. Were petitions presented to the Government
asking for the said dismissal ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). 1. Yes. 2. He did not resigu, nor
has he been dismissed. 3. Answered by No.
2. 4. No.

ROBERVAL DREDGFr-CONTRACT FOR
LUMBER.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked:
1. Wbether the timber for building barges to

accompany the Roberval dredge was prepared by
day's work or by contractt

2. If by contract, were tenders Invited?
3. What prices, per running foot or otherwise,

were paid for the said timber, and how much
ftr the wholo ?

4. Who secured the contract, and on whose
recommendation ?

5. What sumo bave been pald to one W. Don-
ahue, of Roberval, ln connection with the prepar-
ation of the said timber ?

6. la the Government aware that Donahue con-
tracted for the said timber at 10 cents per foot,
with one Larouche, of Kenogami, and that the
contract has been cancelled because the sald
Larouche fi a Conservative ?

7. Was the Government consulted In the mat-
ter, andI if so, was it on this suggestion that the
Larouche contract was set aside ?

The MINISTEE 0F PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). 1. By .eontract. 2. Yes. 3. $20
per thousand feet, B.M.-$9.06. 4. Mr,
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Donahue. 5. None yet. 6. No. The Gov.
ernment is not aware that any contract foi
timber has been awarded at 10 cents per
foot by Mr. Donahue. The department bas
been informed that the timber supplied by
Donahue bas been condemned, because It
was not suitable, a-ad not because Larouche
is a Conservative, as there is good reason to
believe that there are no more Conservatives
ln sympathy with the Opposition ln the dis-
triet of Saguenay. 7. The Government was
not consulted, the resident engineer using
bis own discretion.

RIVIERE LA PIPE WHARF-COUNTY
OF CHICOUTIMI.

Mr. CASGRAIN asked :
1. Whether one Gédéon Boivin furnished stone

for the construction of the wharf at Rivière La
Pipe, ln the county of Chicoutimi, and If so, to
what amount ?

2. Is the Government aware that the said Boi-
vin had hauled stone to the value of $75 or
thereabouts, and that the wharf superintendent,
Pednault, bas refused to allow him more than
the small amount which was pald him ?

3. Is the Government aware that this has been
done under pretext that the said Boivin is a Con-
servative ?

4. Would the Government be disposed to help
the said Boivin In Investigating this matter, and
te pay him the amount to which he Is really en-
titied ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). The name of Gédéon Boivin
does not appear on any of the accounts yet
transmitted to the department for this work.

REPORT.

Report of the Canadian Archives.-(Mr
Fisher.)

DOMINION LAND SURVEYORS&

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
(Pictou). I trust I may be permitted tc take
a moment's time to make an appeal tco the
Minister of the Interior ln regard to a case
of hardship In connection with a candidate
at a recent examination for Dominion Land
Surveyors. This gentleman bas written me
a letter, which I wlll hand over te the Minis-
ter, or read it, whichever he desires. This
candidate was a witness In a suit ln which
I was engaged, and we subpænaed him as a
witness at the time he was intending to go
up for an examination that was held at
Victoria In the month of February. As he
desired to go to the examination, he Inti-
mated that he could not attend the court,
and an application was made for a bench
warrant, and bis attendance was secured,
much to hls own disadvantage. He now
writes the letter, ln which he makes an
appeal to have his papers examined. LHe
afterwazds got back In time to go through
the examination, and, supposlng that there
would be a result with the other papers by

this time, he made certain contracts for sur-
veys, one in connection, with lands in the
railway belt ; but he now finds that there
is a possibillty that bis papers may not be
passed upon until the regular meeting of the
board, some time In August. That would
cause serlous loss to this man, as he ex-
plains, and perhaps the Ministeri of the lu-
terlor will give tbis matter bis Immediate
consideration, if I send the letter across the
House, instead of reading it. This gentle-
man states the facts In the letter, and I eau
personally vouch for them, so far as they
relate to the reason why he did not attend
on the first day of the examination.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERJOR
(Mr. Sifton). Very well.

JUDGE MAGUIRE.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). In reply to the question asked
by the member for Pictou (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper), I beg to say, that Judge Ma-
guire arrived at Dawson on the 26th Febru-
ary, 1898. and left there on the 16th of Au-
gust, 1898.

1. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair) moved that the House
resolve itself Into committee to consider a
certain proposed| resolution declaring it ex-
pedient to confirm a certain leasing agree-
ment entered into with the Grand Trunk
Railway Company of Canada and Her Ma-
jesty, u the Interest of Canada, for the ex-
tension of the Intercolonlal Railway Into the
city of Montreal.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved It-
self into commIttee.

(lu the Committee.)
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS (Mr. Blair). Mr. Chairman, the
committeet will remember, at least those
who were present when I presented my
statement In connection with the Drum-
mond County Railwaty wll remember, that I
almost entirely, If ncot qjuite, abstained from
makIng any reference whatever to the Grand
Trunk branch of the Montreal extension ar-
rangement. I dld so because I felt that,
while the general policy of the extension to
Montreal would necesarily embrace the con-
sideration of this question, it did not appear
at all necessary that I should confuse them
lu the minds of the committee, since It be-
came necessary that they sbould be dealt
with separately by the House. I did,
however, make what mlght perbaps be called
one digression, for I referred at that time to
a contract that had been entered Into -be-
tween the Railway Department of the Gov-
ernment and the Candian Pacifle Railway.
I did so because I w'as of the opinion that
tbat matter was germane to the whole siub-
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ject of the extension of the Intercolonlal 1 do fot thlnk le can complain, nor wlll the
Railway, because I thought there was a mis- commlttee deem k amiss, If 1 devote a few
apprehension in the minds of members of minutes to provlng what is capable of the
Parliament and In the country at large with clearest and amplest demonstration, that the
respect to the exact terms of that agreement. hon. gentleman was fot really aware, or If
and because I felt-and It was the opinion ofIlie was lie las actuaily forgotten, what took
the officers and managers of the railway- 1 place ln bis own department ln this connec-
that the Intercolonial had been, ln a measure, tion. Let us see what the contract says:
at ail events, handicapped in its operation by If the Government or any rallway competing
virtue of that contract. My hon. friend theiwlth the Canadian Pacific via Point Lévis or
ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Hagg&rt, wlen Chaudière Juntion sha ikewlise estabish suce
lie addressed the committee, seemed to con- agencies at the same points, the conditions as to
sider that ie was called upon to challenme the neutrality sha be observed by the station agents,
accuracy of the statement which 1 made ln local ticket and fralght agents of the Intercolonal
that conhection. nt seemed to think that lietRallway at such stations.
was sufficiently lnformed upon the subjeet That is the concludin portion of the 9th
to deny practically wiat I sald, and ln faet clause of the contract, and follows the gen-
to put before the House a dstct challengee u e wh the

Ifealudr hc the Government o n ala optn

of mystatement. Lest there shoud be any boinditself thnat s would require of ts offi-
impression upon the minds of eon.membersdt crs the observance of the strictest neutral-
by reason of my hon. frIend having been for te between the Grand Trunk Railway, whch
many years head of the Ralway Depart- tok Up our traffie at Lévis, and our own
ment of the Goverment, that he ad some railway awhich sarried it to Lvis, on the
knowledge of the subject whereonTe spoke. one hand. and the Cnadian Pacifie t ilway
and that, therefore, must have necessarily vla St. Joh ton the other. maintalo, as was
been i berore, t shau occupy a few moments judged by the officers of the department, by
of the teme of the committee in putting t i itDeprtaent of Justice and by the on.
question before miagain, and of howng that gente hbmself. as I sha show. that
my hon. friend hwasiot wenl advsed wheni there is oely one Interpretation of whlch this

e undertook to challenge the statement Isection is susceptible, that is, tlat as between
made,1 thInk, thate migt as well have the Government ralway and the Canadian
assumed that swould wot have been nikelY Pacifie Railway, so far as related to the car-
to nake a stateme t to Parlament eclear- iage o Itsfreg t by the long aul and its
be and expIshitly asoc ad done unless I dgitvery at Lvis, the officers and agents o
knew somethlng of the subjeet withs the Government were not to be free to sein
whIch iJ was dealing. My hon. frend business aIong the Intercolonial, but were to
hed o nd rup toaene th sttemntI submit to the keen competition o the Cana-
I said ink that connectaons He sad dian Pacifie Railway as against the Inter-
there was no sucmtcontract In the terms colonial systen. To show that there can be
I alleged. He sad the Intercolonsl Railway no question in the mld of any awyer as to
was not eampered or bandlcapped in Iny what that means, will show you how t
reect, because there was no agreement i was Interpreted In the department. I made
neutrailty, as between the Government on a statement the othercday, wt wregard to
the one hand nd the company on the other. wha t my deputy stated to me of the conduat
whi siwould have restrained in the remotest o the department on the subjet, and I Iw
degree the freest action i the department read a memorandum whi the chie eni.
in respect to the user o Its own Une for the neer as placed in my banyds. w ytpermis-
carsnage ofits traffie . stated tatot only sion tt read It to the comlittee. It Is to
was that the fact, but that the department the folowing effecth
had acted on the enterpretatonawhschth ehhrad
given t the contradta the only oterpretathon MEMO. FOR MINISTER
owhih otlmave rmeained ien r tre In reply to your Inquiry, a to whether, or not,ions e ti toher uelrfn ths ni te fr the Instructions were issued n accordance with thecarriage offis rfic.Istdn tha t ot only terme of the t oaffi agreement, dated l t July,
this neutraity clause tn the eontratmen18t0, between Her Majesty and the Canadan Pa-
fathfully observed by the agents andtoen- cife Ralway for trafic on the Une of the Inter-
ployees of the Government. On the chai-nroniaptRaaoway east of St. JohnM(aISdescRibedIn
lenge o! the hon. gentlemanms aforelfied- nad document), for the station agents or local
tbat by the statement that my chien engineer trcket ai freiht agents at stationc to be strietlyfadithuloervmed tbyu the ntsand- ineutrailasbetween the Canadian Pacifie Ralway
that by the direction of the Minister e ad via St. John, N.B., and the other Unes competingso instructd the eioneralaa of the rai-with it, I may say I personally directed theso ,instrUcted the general manager ofthe rail- chief superintendent, now the general managerway. My hon. friend leaves me no alterna- of the Canadian Government Railways, on manytive but to prove my position. I do not say occasions (as complaints were from time to tre
that at this stage It is distinetly germane to recelved from the Canadian Pacifie Railway off-
the question before us ; but the hon. gentle. cers) to instruct the station agents, local ticket
man has chosen to put ihis knowledge, his ex- and freight agents to be strictly neutral, and

workings that if he found them disregarding these ordersperence, bis ace ntance withyere to dimi them, and to inform them that if theyof the deparginst tdur tathe eas tmhade faled to so act they would be dismissed; and
was u i, aalnt te satemnteI rade; ad he, over and over again, reported to me hie had

Mr. BLAIR.
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done so, and that he believed they were acting lines competing with it, and to way-bill freight
up to the instructions. and sell tickets by such of these routes as may

C. SCHREIBER. be Indicated by shippers or passengers.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will the hon. My hon. frlend, the ex-MInister of Railways

gentleman allow me, because it is very lin-; (Mr. Haggart) is ânglng bis contention on
portant that this should be clearly under- the mere shade of a.shadow, the use of the
stood. I did not catch, in anything the hon. words "other unes competing wlth It." What
gentleman has read as to the agreement, are the other unes competing with it-w.di
anything that affects the Intercolonial Rall- the Canadian Pacifie RaIlway, mark yo-i,
way. As I understood it, the clause as readjnot the intercolonial Railway. What is the
-- I may have misunderstood It-states that other lino competing with the Canadian Pa-
employees must observe actual neutrality be- ele Railway from St. John east? Why,
tween the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the the Intercolonial Railway itself ail the way
Grand Trunk Railway or any other Unes of te Lévis. It amazes me. Does the bon.
railway competing with each other. I do nlot gentleman Imagine that the Intereolonlal
see anything la that to prevent the officersof Railway had no interest ln carrying ail tho
the Intercolonial Railway doing anythingtraffic which originated upon the terrltoLy
they could for Intercolonial Rallway traffle ; drained by the Intercolonlal Ralway to
but they were to observe absolute neutrallty JAvis rather than deliver It at St. John
as between other competing companiles,as eas there no interest that they should get
wbiflch ppears to me to be ail right. withn 130 tlles ofmiontreai, or 160 miles,

The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS A'ND! as it miglit be, rather than 500? And when,
CANALS. Iarn williug to give the hou. gen. On the runnlng o passenger and freigit
ternan credit for not understandlng the trainthe tthC s point, at least so far as passe-
agreement as I put It to the committee t e cone l a e
lie wlll pardon me for saylng tl>t none are so pssenger that would omn er wthout adding
bulnd as those who will fot sce. ta the cost o operatng the road, wll ay

One pretend that it was nt ovtal intereat
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend

Is entirely wrong I have every desire to
see, and I shall be only too glad If he will
point out the clause in the contract whlich'
states that the Intercolonial agents are pre-
cluded from taklng anything they can pro-
cure in the way of traffie for their own rail-i
way.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If, to use the homely phrase, My
hon. friend will possess bis soul In patience,
I wIll afford hlm the completest and amplest,
testimony of the truth of what I state. I
see the ex-Minister of Rallways (Mr. Hag-
gart) smillng, as much as to say, that that
does not establish anythIng. I wI:11 give my
hon. frIend, before i get through, so muclh
rproof, that I thlnk he will not venture to
affirm In this House that the statement I am
now presenting to the committee admits of a
shadow of doubt. I have gone over a portion
of this contract, and since the hon. leader of
the Opposition does not uandergtand the et-
feet, I shall endeavour to make It clear. The
17th clause of the agreement la as follows :-

'ihe traffic affected by this agreement shal6lbe
handled by the Government without discrimina-
tion or preference, and the agents of the Cana-
dian Pacifié Railway engaged ln the conduct
of this traffle shall be given facilities equal to
those accorded to the agents of the other com-
panies doing business on this Une.

Clause 18th, gives the basls of the nen-
trality arrangement:

The Minister of Rallways and Canalis shal use
every endeavour to cause the station agents or
local ticket and freight agents at stations on the
line of the Intercolonial Railway east of St. John,
excepting St. John, except as hereinatter pro.'
vided, to be strictly neutral as between the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway via St. John, N.B., and other

to the Intercolonial Railway to carry aIl the
passengers and traffic it could secure which
originate in Its own territory ? Was It not
of Interest that the Intercolonial Railway or
the country should get the benefit of this
traffic? I wll show that the Interpretation
is not mine simply, but the Interpretatlon
of the hon. gentleman himself. Is he
golng to tell me that he was a perfect
nonentlty lu bis department and did not
know what his officers were dolng ? Is It
to be assumed that my hon. friend was
a nonentlty-4 believe he was far from belng
that-though I do not believe he took very
muchI nterest In the Intercolonial Rallway
or cared very much about it, except in so
far as the final results might not be any
more unfavourable than possIble. I am told
that when he travelled over the Intercolonial
Railway. which he did twice, on a tour of
Inspection, he went at the rate of 60 miles
on hiur, and when some one remonstrated
with him, and 3aidd: "That Is not the way
to go over the Intercolonial Railway and
see the people and inquire into their diffieul-
ties," he replied that he had been strongly
advised by Mr. Shaughnessy that that was
the proper way to inspect a rallway. This,
of course, la only what I have been told.

An bon. MEMBER. By a reporter.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CAN &ILS. But lest it should appear that
my hon. friend was simply a wooden head
in this whole connection and did not give
directions, you may take the statement of
Mr. Schreiber, who has written this addi-
tion to the memo. I have been reading. from:
"I wll add that In dolng so I was actIng
under Instructions from the Minister of Rail-
ways and CanaIs."

EDITION.
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Mr. HAGGART. If the hon. gentleman
would read the orders, it would be more cou-
venient than givIng the certificate of the
deputy.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CA.NALS. If my hon, friend will not be so
impatient, I am going to do him ample
justice. I amanot going to concea1 any evi-
dence, but to give him all the circulars and
documents that bear oa the question, so far
as I am able to find thent.

Mr. FOSTER. What subjeet is my hon.
friend debating now ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There is one subject that I could
very properly debate and enlarge upon with
a great deal of advantage to my hon. friend,
and that is the impertinent interruptions
which the hon. member is so fond of mak-
ing.

Mr. FOSTER. As my bon. friend has
(hosen to denominate the interruption an
impertinent one, I call your attention, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, to the fact that we have
moved into committee to discuss an agree-
ment made between this Government on be-
lialf of the Intercolonial Rallway and the
Grand Trank RaIlway, and my hon. friend
seems to have been devoting his time, so
far, to carrylng on an old debate lu which
the agreement between the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway of many years ago and the
Intercolonial Railway was the subject. It
seems to me, therefore, that It is not im-
pertinent but very pertinent to ask if the
hon. gentteonan is speaking to the question
before the committee or not.

Mr. HAGGART. Let him go on-
Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not give my bon. frIend
credit for putting the question seriously.
:Mr. FOSTER. I want to know whether

nry hon. friend thinks stlU It was an Iuper-
tinent Interruption.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do.

Mr. POSTER. Then I rise to a point of
order.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAL1S. :I did not say It în any offensive
sense, but because my hon. friend smiled
when he put the question, it seemed to me
his Intention was rather to throw me off, but
if not,Iwill vithdraw theimputaioôn.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I1 -understand
by the diseussion. that the hon. Minister is
giving an iustration t the claUse ofthe
contract be tweenthe Grandlun Eila
and the Gover nment

The MI41ER WAY AND
CANAL&, M hon frIend has called for

Mr.B

circulars. Well, I will give him circulars.
I will give him a circular of the 5th Jau-
uary, 1891, No. 373, and a copy of whieh I
thInk has already been furnlshed, and if
not, can be furnished to my hon. frIend.
This emanates from the general freiglit
office at Moncton:
To Agents :

The attention of agents is called to the last
clause in Circular No. 226.
The notice then goes on to say:

It Is desirable, as far as practicable, to get
shippers to specify the route by which the goods
are to be forwarded. More particularly does this
apply on shipmnents to common points reached
by the Canadian Pacifle Railway and Grand
Trunk Railway, and when no route is given to
competIng points-
That Is to say, when the shipper does not
Indicate the particular route he wants the
goods to go by.
-the traffic must be equally divided between
the two companies, as the Intercolonial Railway
desires to deal equitably.
No discrimination must be made under any
circunstances. I say that is distinctly
against the interests of the Iutercolonial
Railway, because you are dividing a portion
of the business which would probably be
yours. particularly when the goods were not
routed by the Canadian Pacifle Railway.
To divide those shipments between the two
seems to me an extraordlnary course and
to be putting a prejudiclal Interpretation
upon the contract even worse than the in-
terpretatlon put upon it by the department.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I still call my
hon. friend's (Mr. Blair's) attention to one
point, if he wIll allow me. I am most anxl-
ous to understand this matter elearly, and
also that the House should understand it.
the very terms he h a used, as to the care
that .offilials must take, show that they
were enjoined to neutrality, not as between
the Intercolonial Railway, or the Grand
Trunk or the Canadian Pacifie Railway, but
as between the Canadian Pacide and the
Grand Trunk. I do not fund a word In what
the hon. gentleman bas stated contrary to
that idea. I shall be very glad to havet a
copy of the contract, so that I may go over
it, whieh I have not yet had an opportunity
to do. I am anxious to understand the mat-
ter, but , do not see In what the hon. gen-
tieman has stated anything affecting the
officials and the traffie of the Intercolonia
Railway otherwIse than as preservIng neu-
trality between the two great companles
that were using the Une.

The MINISTER OF A
CANALS. But the hoU. gentleman Sir
Charles Tupper) surely will see tbat
the fact of establisb]g slc a neu-
traiity, of enoon-, such derina-
tion or want discrimnaltion, W
ever o calÔ it, iëant to
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more than balf the mileage of the Inter-fcore now ta the lst June, 1892-circular
colonial Railway. It is true, that the name No. 442. Now, my hon friend the ex-Minis-
of the Grand Trunk is mentloned, but that ter of Railways and Canais (Mr. Haggart)
Is the way that the Canadian Pacife Rail- stated, the other day, that there was a con-
way Itself would put I. They would say: tention made by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
If you haul goods. over your Une to Levls, way, that they were entltled to the strlctest
you necessarily dellver them to the Grand neutrallty over the Intercolonlal Railway
Trunk, whlch Is a rival of ours, and so you j ne, but that contention was referred to the
are discriminating agalnst us. You ought Department of Justice, and Sir John Thomp-
to deliver an equal share to us at St. John. son expressed an oinion against the Cana-
But, by doing so, your haul over the Inter- dian Pacifie. My hon. frlend wllmot deny
colonial RaIlway was 250 miles, instead of that I amncorrect ln stating bis contention.
800 miles or more. The Intercolonial Rail- But le Is qnite mistaken ln this, as, he was
way did not extend beyond Lévis. But that Iu the other. What did occur Is this: Mter
was ne destination, either for passengers or the contract was made between the Cana-
freight, and the only connection It had at dian Pacifie and the InterMona, the'Cie
the time was the Grand Trunk. So, if we Breton Une was cornpleted, !nd, I thlnk, per-
bauled goods over our own Une, we neces- haps the Oxford branch was completed,-but
sarily delivered them to another railway, I ar not sure about that At ail eventsthè
and that railway the Grand Trunk. So, it contention of the Canadian Pacife Railway
was practically and necessarily a discrimina- people was, as shown by their lettere, whieh
tion agalnst our own raluway, when half were legion, that this traffie agreement of
of the goods that were not routed-and you ieutrallty strictly bound the Intercolonlal
can imagine that great proportion of them Railway, not only as to the main Une, mot
would be routed by the Canadian Pacifie only as to the Unes constructed when the
Railway-must be carried over the short agreement was made, but as to ail subse-
haul and delivered to the Canadian Pacide quently acquired Unes. They contended that
Railway at St. John, and not taken the loag the Intercolonial Rallway was bound as to
haul and delivered to the Grand Trunk: atth Cape Breton and Oxford branches, and

1AVIS.even Includlng the Prince Edward Island
Railway, which Io no part, really, of the

Mr. HAGGART. What is the date of that Intercoloulal Railway. That queston was
circular referred to the Department of Juste, and

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND upon that question the Department of Jus-
CANALS. It Is dated 5th January, 1891. tice expressed tbe opinion that the compact

Mr. IBSO. Wo'sinèd t ?of neutrallty was strictly conflned to the
Mr. GIBSON. Who sgned It ne and ts connections pror tthi
The MINISTER -OF RAILWAYS AND Itime.

CANALS. George Taylor, general freight
agent, and it is Issued from the general
freight office.

Mr. HAGGART. Whot was the Minister
then?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS *AND
CANALS. I do not say who was Minister
then. I presume It was the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Haggart), or Sir Mackenzie Bowell),
who was acting Minister for a time. I now
refer to circular 331, addressed to station-
masters and ticket agents at stations on the
Intercolonial Ralway from Cold Brook to
Moncton and ail stations east of Moncton.
Cold Brook is the nearest station to St. John.
Clause 2 of this circular says: "You are
to be strictly neutral as between the two
routes." What are the two routes ? The
first clause wllt show you, 'wbie is as fol-
lows :-" Fares shall be at ail times the sanie
via St. John and via Levis." How could any-.
thing be more expUcit tbanthiat ? It means
You are not to Interest yoUrself"; you are not
to canvaas ; you are not to try-to get b"less
via L4vis though It Is ever so nmuicl more
prodtable to your own road. You are to Ive
up to your agreement. one clause of whieh
bound you to the strictest netaity be
tween the GraÈd k on the one side and
the Canadian Paeide on the other. We

128h

Mr. HAGGART. I went further, If the
hon. gentleman will excuse me. I was aware
the contract did not apply to these Unes;
but what I was speaking of was an opinion
of Sir John Thompson as to the main agree-
ment.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Hag-
gart) certainly stated, if I understood hlm-
and I think he admitted that 1 stated it cor-
rectly-that Sir John Thompson's opinion
was, that the contract of neutrality was not
susceptible of the Interpretation I put upon
it, binding our employees against canvass-
Ing for business over the Une to Levis.

Mr, HAGGART. Those are nearly the
words I used.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I wish to show the hou. gentle-
man was ln error In that, entirely in error.
Sir John Thompson's opinion never covered
that question; it only covered th limited

qestion have put as to hethër the con-
tract did pply to the one the Intercol-
onal subsequently acqulred o put into
operation

Mir BAGÂART. Im enre the hon. gn
tlenian dosnot Wlh te pirpesent me.
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knew there was an opinion of that kind lu HaLfax. bc only to those agents who lie
reference to the Oxford and New Glasgow off the main Une, on the New Glasgow line,
and Cape Breton Unes. I am talking now ou the Cape Breton line. To the former the
about another opinion, as to what our duties 'i!an was removed, they were to have freedon
were under the contract lu reference to can- of action, but as to aIl the other employees
vassing. on all tbe rest of the Intercolonial Rallway,

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS A it is abundantly clear that the injunction
A-ND that they should stay their action and observeCANALS. What did the hon. gentleman the implieit instructions which they had re-say the opinion was ? ceived from the hend office on pain of dis-

Mr. HAGGART. It was, that it did not missal, stood as strong and as clear as ever.
prevent the employees of the Intercolonial Now, let me look at some more of the papers
Railway looking after the business for the inthis connection. Here is a copy of a letter
long haul of our road, that Is, to Lévis. which appears to have been written, and

Iwhich was written- by the D u)rtvMnse
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I can only tell my hon. frIend
that, after the most careful inquiries in the
department, no such opinion has been pro-
duced. Nor has it been stated to me that
there is such an opinion. I feel confident
that no such opinion bas ever been given.
The only opinion given is the one I have
stated already. And it seems impossible
that the opinion the hon. gentleman speaks
of could have been given, because, if it had
been given, if the Department of Railways
and Canals had Sir John Thompson's opin-
ion that the contract did not restriet the
freedom of action of the employees of the
Intercolonial Railway, as far as the can-
vassing for business to UvLs was concerned,
upon what pretext could the gentlemen who
were administering the Department of
Railways and Canals for all these years
permit the officers to be subjected to this
control ? And what, then, is the explana-
tion of these circulars ? Down until
the date that the contract expired,
after the expiry of the notice, the officials
and employees of the Intercolonial Rail-
way held themselves compelled, In obedience
to the terms of that contract, not to canvass
for business, and they had no alternative, as
I take it, but to carry It out clearly In its
terms. Now, I was going to refer to the
cireular, No. 442, which Issued on the lst of
June, 1892, issued, as 1 understand 1t, In
consequence of the opinion which was givea
by Sir John Thompson, who, I presume, was
then Minster of Justice. Mark you, this ls
to the ticket agents, and i eheaded:

Oxford to Brown's Point, and east of New
Glasgow to Sydney and North Sydney, inclusive,
and all the Intercolonial Railway outside ticket
agents.
As to al the Inside ticket agents, this circu-
lar did not apply.

Agents at stations on the sections of the line
above named, and allý the outside ticket agents
of this railway muet clearly understand that they
are expected to use their best endeavours to in-
duce business via Montreal and all western points
In Canada and the United States to go by our
mnain Une, or leave this route.
Now, to whom was this notice directed ? Not
to the agents all over the Intercolonial Ril-
way, not to the agents on the Une from- St.
John to Moneton, and from Moneton east to

Mr. BLAIR.

yv, T & VTL t u q &' .c £ yC; U -Lilrti
to Mr. PottInger, the chief engineer. It Is
dated the 28th of November, but the year Is
not quite clear. I think it must have been
1890. This Is the first letter of the collection
which I have here. He says :

Mr. Van Horne repeated the charge to the
Minister upon the occasion of his recent visit
to Ottawa, that Mr. Busby, I thinc he said, or
perhaps he may have said, some offIcer acting
under his direct orders, had boarded the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway train at Moncton and can-
vassed passengers holding tickets by the St. John
Short Lne route, to surrender their tickets and
take tickets by the Intercolonial Railway, Chau-
dière route, and that he had so changed the tickets
of a number of passengers. I distinctly stated I did
not believe a word of it, and that when making
such charges he had better accompany them with
the proof. Sir John added: "Prove the charge, and
the employee, let him be of high or low degree,
shall be dismlssed."

Mr. HAGGART. Why should he not be
dismissed ?

The MINISTER OF RPAILWAYS AND·
CANALS. It would be all right, I supposa,
for the Canadian Pacifie Railway if they
could get on our train and persuade our pas-
sengers to surrender their tickets and take
in exchange tickets to go over the Canadian
Pacifle Railway ; that would be all right, but
it would be all wrong for our people to do
it.

Mr. Van Horne then says: "I have It from an
office of high grade at Moncton, and if I divulge
his name Mr. Schreiber will probably dismiss
him, as, of course, it was not honourable of him
to tell me, and no doubt he was faithless to his
employers ; but I can and will produce the proof
independent of him. You will, therefore, see thematter has not ended. I am thoroughly relying
on your and Mr. Busby's assurance that nothing
of the kind occurred in the stand that I have
taken.

The next letter Is dated April lst, 1891, ad-
dressed by Mr. Pottinger to Mx. Sehreiber:

I send you herewIth a copy of a letter ad-
dressed to Mr. Shaughnessy by M'r. D. McNicolî,
the general passenger agent of the Canadian Pa-cifie Rallway, with teference to discrimination by
the Intercolonial Railway between the Short Line
and via Quebec. * * , Please make a full re-
port to me at once upon this .matter. If the
statements made by Mr. D. MeNicoll are correct,it Is very evident there will have to be somechange made in conneetion with our general
passenger agent's office. I have repeatedly in-
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formed you that the Government will not submit
to any7 discrimination against the Canadian Pa-
cifle Railway via St. John.
Yet the hon. gentleman tells me that the
pistol was never held to the head of any em-
ployee of the Intercolonial Railway. Then,
I find, on June 18th, 1892, a letter to Mr.
Pott inger from -Mr. Schreiber:

I ara Instructed by the hon. Minister to
direct you to grant the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company single fare rates for the double
journey via St. John on their weekly excursion
tickets for the Manitoba and North-west, irre-
spective of their making a similar through rate
via Quebec for these trains.
Passing over our own road again at theiIn-
stance and demand of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway.

Extract from a letter dated February Sth,
1893, from Mr. Schreiber to Mr. Pottinger :

However unpalatable it may be to us, we must
respect the agreement.
Extract from a letter dated February 27th,
1893, from Mr. PottInger to Mr. J. J. Wal-
lace :1

There should be no obstacle put in the way of
the Canadian Pacific Railway doing business
there, and Mr. MeDonald should bear in mind
that he bas to be neutral as between the Chau-
dière and St. John routes under the agreement
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
I think imy hon. friend was Minister at that
time.

Extract from a letter from Mr. J. M. Lyons
to D. Pottinger, dated Moncton, 19th April,
1893 :

I understand that the Canadian Pacifie Railway
representatives make it a canvass to threaten
our agents that unless business goes via St. John
such agents will suffer when the Canadian Pacifie
Railway own the Intercolonial Railway. That
the practice of making threats is a fact there is
no doubt. I have been "held by the throat "
(figuratively speaking) by Mr. MeNicoll and Mr.
McPherson, and threatened, because I would not
concede to certain demands. Our agents have
been tampered with and made disloyal, and one
of the results that Mr. MeNicoll threatens me on
Information, said to be unfavourable towards me,
furnished by Intercolonial Railway agents.
Then. this is the offical clause:

If w-e make an effort within the lines of the
agreement to secure a share of the. traffic that
is legitimately Intercolonial Railway, he suggests
that his company ignore the agreement, and
would have it understood that he lives up to it,
while, if we simply allow him to have it all his
own way, we are styled "old women."

Extract from a letter of Mr. John M. Lyons
to Mr. Pottinger, dated Moncton, October
11th, 1893:

My people are not doing anything at the time.

That is replying to the charge that they were
doing something wrong.

They have their instructions on this point,
namely, that they must not Interfere with pas-
sengers ticketed via St. John, and observe the
same. We are frequently placed In very uncom-
fortable positions in following the instructions

of the department, that Intercolonial Railway
issue of tickets cannot be exchanged at Moncton.

I bave an extraet of a letter dated at
Ottawa, the 27th of October, 1893, from Mr.
Schreiber to Mr. Pottinger:

In reply, I desire to say that the traffe agree-
ment with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
must be carefully and fully respected. Outside
this agreement, the traffe will be conducted by
you as you deem best in the interests of the
Government railways,-

They are not to consider what Is In the In-
terest of the Government railways, beeause
that was in accordance with the contract, but
I think it throws some light upon the inter-
pretation which I have been puttIng on this
contract.
-always bearing in mind that a fight probably
means retaliation. If you wade into the Cana-
dian Pacifle Railway Company, they will no doubt
wade into you. However, it is thought that it
would be only a reasonable and friendly act that
tratfic via St. John for United States points In the
west and north-west, or in Manitoba and the
Canadian North-west, should be given to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company, and the Min-
ister would hardly countenance any other action,

Mr. HAGGART. Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My hon. friend subscribes to
that; of course he would. The friendship of
the Canadian Pacifle *Railway is a much
more impelling motive than the friendship
of the Intercolonial Railway.

Extracts from a letter dated 27th of Nov-
ember, 1893, from Mr. John M. Lyons to Mr.
Pottlnger:

I also attach a letter of explanation from Mac-
Keen, Intercolonial Railway agent, wherein he
emphatically denies this charge made against
him, and expresses the opinion that owing to his
efforts In behalf of the long haul to Lévis as
against the St. John route, an impression has
been formed that he worked in the interest of
the Chicago route. He shows that out of 18
tickets he issued to Pacifie coast points 13 were
via St. John and the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
MacKeen has not pleased the Canadian Pacifie
Railway because of bis active canvass for the
Intercolonial long haul as against very strong
competition.

If we have to stand this discrimination against
the Intercolonial Railway long haul, we should
withdraw from agents on commission our issue
of tickets via St. John to points In competition
with our Lévis route.

It is going to be great up-hill work to com-
pete with the route via St. John, if we must not
advise passengers in re Grand Trunk Railway
and Canadian Pacifie Railway connections via
our long haul.
Lt Is going to be up-hill work If you are not
at liberty ito tell a passenger you have a
very good bine via Lévis. I think, Mr. Chair-
man, I have pretty nearly enough evidence
to satsfy the committee as to the proposi-
tion whleh I started to establish. There is
orly one other letter whidh e wil read. and
It ls from Mr. Shaughnessy 'to Mr. Pottinger,
dated October, 1896:
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I have no doubt that freight which shippers that - 'might not have made rthem, but I
definitely consign via Canadian Pacifie is being have not made them up to the present day,
sent that way, but if all unconsigned goods are so far as my recolleetion serves me. Even
sent via Intercolonial and Lévis, the neutrality i it were so, my modesty would not per-
clause is being violated. An agent le certainly
not " strictly neutral " who sends all goods via mit to have suggested that I had handled
one road, unless they are specifically consigned 1 the Intereolonial Railway i1n a masterly man-
via the other. To be " strictly neutral " he ner. I have done nothing down to this
should divide the unconsigned traffic as evenly moment of the kind. I have simply pointed
as possible between the two roads. Will you to resuits : I have endeavoured to indicate
please give instructions accordingly. In case, what could be brought about if certnhowever, that you do not concur in our views as
to what the agreement means, I am so confident things were done, and as to whether :they
of the correctness of our interpretation of the were masterly or not, my -hon. friend is the
agreement that I am quite willing to submit only one who has thought that that inter-
the question to the Railway Department at Ot- pretation mighit properly be put upon them.
tawa, and, if necessary, to the Department Of The hon. gentleman furthermore stated that
Justice. for every do)lar earned upon the Intercolo-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Was it sent nial Railway I had expended $1.32. The
to the Department of Justice to see whether hon. gentleman did not make this appear.
the contention was a correct one or not? I would ask hlm, having made that specifie

statement, that he would seize the opportu-
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND nity, before th4s debate Is over, to show us

CANALS. No ; this letter was written to how and by what means ithat proposition Is
Mr. Pottinger. capable of being estabHished. I know the

l success with which the hon. gentleman canMr. HAGGART. What was the answer manipulate figures. I have heard him mani-sent ?pulating figures for many years. He sat
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND opposite to me in the provincial parliament,

CANALS. There was no answer to that. I for a long wh1le, and his greatest success
think, while it lias taken very much more was in manipulating figures, which never
time than I intended to have devoted to proved anything, and whleh never led te
the subject, it bas not been time altogether results. The hon. gentleman's figures
ill-spent, because lt has enabled me to estal- in this connection are very much the same,
lish, I think, the entire correetuess of the and I think he will experience some little
Interpretation I had put upon this con- dlfficulty ln pointing out how he reaehes
tract. More than that, it bas established the result which he said should be pro-
the vdew whieh the hon. ex-Minister of Rail- perly 'arrived at, when he made that state-
ways and Canails (Mr. Haggart) himself and| ment. If any hon. gentleman cares to look
his department, continuously and uninter- at the Railway Report, under statement No.
ruptedly, placed upon that contract, so far 6, pages 52 and 54, he will find what the
as it related to the rivalry between the In- operating charges per train mile on the In-
tereloonial Rallway and Its Lévis connec- i teroolonial Raiiway are. They will be found
tion on the one hand, and the Canadian Pa- to be 94 cents per train mile. He wi find
cifie Railway on the other. Let me say that, compared with the Canadian Pacifie
a word here, if I amrnot transgressing the RaRLway, they are somewhat larger. The
rule, as to some comments mnade by the C Ganadian Pacifie Railway operating ex-
hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) penses were 84-94 cents, the Grand Trunk
upon this transaction An te course of' his 71'.09 eents, Canada Atlantie 95-11 cents,
riemarks the other evening. That hon. gen- Canada Southern 98-07 cents. But if you
tieman epoke of me as having claimed that j go to earnings, you w1ll find that the earn-
I had dealt with the Intercodonial question Ings of the Intercolonial have been only
in a very ma sterly manner, and that I had 76•97 eents per train mile ; Canadian Pacifie
also claimed credit for myself for having Railway, 140-45 cents ; Grand Trunk, 101-65
reduced the expenditure upon the road. The, cents. It Is not true that whHle the earn-
hon. gentleman went on to add that i had i ings have been Increasing the expenses have
no warrant for making any sueh laim. I t been growing. That would lead to a dIffer-
would be glad, If the hon. gentleman 'has ent result from that whleh I am able to
occasion to speak during this debate, if he establilh, and which, I think, I have already
would kindly podnt to the occasion when established 'to the satisfaction of Parlia-
I claimed for myself that I had managed the ment.
Intercolonial Railway 'n a masterly man-
ner, or if e would kndy as point t te Mr. POWELL. Would my on. fiend
occasion that I said that the results which ike an answer now?
had been attained, on the 'Intercoloniall Raii.. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
way had' been due to mybhaving made any C ANALS. No, I would be very glad to
reduction In .the ordinary expenditures, or afford the bon. gentleman an opportunity
that I elaimed to have-praeticed any- very later.
marked econemy. I do nmt think I madeP
any or elther of these claims. I do not say .Mr. POWELL I thought the hon. gen-

M. BLAIR.teman was desrousthavet now
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. i do not ask the hon. gentleman
to give it now, but I will be glad if he
would do iit later.

Mr. POWELL. I would ask the hon.
gentleman if these figures show the number
of cars on the train, because the cost per
train mile has nothing whatever ito do with
the cost per ton.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. rThis is the nearest approxima-
tion that you can get to the facts lu regard
to the cost, and I maintain that it is utterly
Impossible for any person, I do not care
whom, the general manager of the Interco-
lonial himself, to give information or to give
any other calculation than this. It Is im-
possible for you to say what the cost
of each car is. It might be done if
you took a long time and set a staff of
clerks to work to hunt through the whole
of the records and accounts in the office to
find out how many cars ran, where they
ran, and how far each one ran, on a given
day, but the return 'I am .reading is the
nearest approximation that Is practically pos-
sible to give, and the hon. gentleman has
no access to any; information whlch would
approach accuracy nearer.

Mr. POWELL. If the hon. gentleman
had put on these large Decapod englues to
haul trains and doubled the tonnage of the
old trains, the explanation of the hon. gen-
tleman may be entirely acounted for in
that way. But it does not show the cost
of haullng trains so far as -the.cost per ton
mile is eoncerned.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The explanation might be ac-
counted for la that way if the facts admit-
ted of it, but the facts do not happen to
exist which would enable such an explana-
tion to be given. The large engines spoken
of by the hon. gentleman (Mr. Powell) were
îlot upon the road lu 1897-98. the figures for
which :I am nw reading. They have only
lately been put upon the road, so that the
lion. gentleman must get some other fanci-
ful reasons for his theory.

Now, I come to another braneh of this
discussion which bas been the subject of
an enormous amount of contention by
hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
House. They have shown a clamorous de-
sire for information, and when Information
is given them they always appear to want
just what they have not got, or something
which cannot be supplied. No matter how
ample the Information supplied. they do not
appear to be satisied. A clamour bas been
raised from the beginning to the end of
this Drummond County question, that they
ought be fnrnished with a statement. whleh
would enable them to judge the relative
proportion of the earnings of that road, and
the advantage which has acerned to the

Intercolonial Railway by reason of the ex-
tension of the Intercolonial Railway to
Montreal, as compared withi the rest of the
Irtercolonial Railway. I have said that I
could not furnIsh that information. and I
have stated on the authority of the Deputy
Minister of my department, that that infor-
uatiai cannot be supplied. Notwithstand-

ing tnat, gentlemen opposite have insIsted
that I arm concealing something, that I can
tell just what that relative proportion is,
and that there has been a combination on
the part of the Minister and his officers, and
every one else connected with it, to conceal
some facts, which if they were only dis.
elosed, would do what ? The hon. gentle-
men opposite have not told us, but I sup-
pose they think It would tend to establish
that the extension to Montreal bas been a
failure from a financial point of view, and
that our business results would bave been
better If we had never undertaken this ex-
tension. IL' that is not the inference to be
drawn, I am at a loss to conceive what end
these gentlemen opposite can hope to serve.
My hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell) got uP the other night, and wlth
an anpearance of great sadness-I almost
could see the tears drop from his eye-he
innounced that he was golng to be tremen-
dously severe upon the Minister. To judge
by hlm one would think that the result of
1-e animidver3ions that he was going to
east upon me, would cause me to retire into
irsignifleance. Well, he was severe on me,
I suppose, accordlng to the measure of se-
verity he was capable of, and the severe
handllng I received from hlm amounted to
a statement, that I should be able to tell
what the relative earnings of thîs plece of
road Is, as compared with the whole Interco-
lonial, and to give minute figures and details
concerning It, because lu the case of the Baie
des Chaleur Railway, a small piece of road
twenty or thirty miles long, I was able to
tell what the earnings of that road were and
wbat the cost of operating it was. And the
hon. gentleman sald that if the Minister
could tell that, why could he net tell us all
about the extension to Montreal. Well, Mr.
Chairman, it strikes me that the two pro-
positions are as wide as the poles asunder.
A gentleman who does not know any more
about considering a railway problem. than
to Imagine that I could give the figures and
tell every dollar and cent wlth respect to the
extension to Montreal. because 'I was able
to give them on a little road of twenty miles.
ought not to attempt to talk about rallway
matters. We put the Bale des Chaleur.
twenty-mlIe road as It were on one side. and
we determined to find ont exactly what the
traffle on this twenty-mile branch was. how
much freight It carried, what the recelpts
and what the expenses were. This was an
Independent plece et road. but the hon. gen-
tleman argued that because I could do that,
I should be able to tell this louse with accu-
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racy what the actual value of the extension
to Mon'treal from a money point of view has
been. Wby, the proposition only requires to
be stated to make its fallacy apparent. How
.re you going to calculate the enormous

value of the Intercolonial Railway being ex-
tended to the great city of Montreal ? How
are you going to judge of the enormous
amount of business that bas come to the
whole Intercoloniail Railway line. which
iever did cone before, and whIch, If we drd
not carry the line to Montreal, never would
have come. These gentlemen opposite who
can speak without any sense of responsibillty,
eau dJeclare what these figures are, but if I
undertook to furnish the House wlth a valu-
ation, or to make a contingent estimate,
I wouder how long these gentlemen would
be before denouncing me for havlng misled
Parlianeut by pretending to do a thing
whici is not In my power tô do with any
approach to accuracy. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Powell) says : You lease a portion of
your line to the Dominion Atlantic Railway
and do not they pay you year by year an
anount which can only be arrived at by
knowing just what business Is done. Well.
the Dominion Atlantic is not a part of our
through line ; It is not a part of the line
which brings any business to us this year
more than last ; it is not a part of our Une
that is a feeder of the Intercolonial Railway
to any extent, as is the Montreal extension.
The Montreal extension opens a gateway
whereby traffle enters on the Intercolonial
Railway ; trafie which never had access to
it before. Do I want any better evidence In
support of this than the statement made
by thie ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Hag-
garti to the effect. that the condition of
things when we had to connect and transfer
at Lévis with the Grand Trunk Railway,
was, !n the interest of the business of the
Inteic:olonial Railway, absolutely intoler-
able. ;If that expression of the ex-Minister
of .Railways (Mr. Haggart) means anything.
it meant that there was business which we
ought to have got, and which we would
have got and could have got, but which we
were blocked from getting because our line
did not go beyond Lévis. I therefore say,
that we have removed the barrier which
bad been raised against our ttaffle. We
have opened a door whIch admitted us to the
great commercial emporium of Montreal; we
bave put ourselves in a position by which
we can take advantage of every opportunity
which is afforded for the increase of our
traffic and, Mr. Chairman, before I sit down
I will present figures to this commlttee
whieh, while they are not minute and in
detail, will nevertheless lend additional
proot. and will show beyond peradventure.
that there Is only one possible explanattion
te account for the enormous lncrease in the
traffil and reeeints of the Intercolonial Rail-
way. and that is that we have earried nut
the policy which the hon. gentleman (Mr.

Mr. BLAIR.

Haggart) admits la the proper pollcy, but
which bis indifference or cowardice, or some
other reason which I cannot explain, led him
to abandon. If he had carried out that policy,
as it was his duty to have done, we would
before to-day have been realizing advantages
which we are only now realizing and enjoy-
ing. Well, Sir, what is the case with the
Dominion Atlantic? We deal with the Do-
minion Atlantie upon a mileage basis. Our
officers go and see what traffie was hauled
over that line, how.far it was hauled, and
wha:t was received for that haul ; and the re-
ceipts are divided for that mileage basis,
and we get our proportion-a very simple
matter, as compared with makIng anything
approaching an actual calculation of the im-
mense volume of business now being done
over this extension, and having regard to the
other necessary conditions that have to be
taken into account.

The hon. gentleman refers to what Is being
done In the United States as proof of the
ease with which such a statement could be
furnished. He says, take up the reports of
the Interstate Commerce Commission, and
what will they show ? Why, that upon the
184,000 miles of railway ln the United States
the returns show the cost earnIngs per ton
mile so much. I say those reports do
not always show anything of the kInd.
There are, no doubt, some companies which
make their returns to the Interstate Commis-
sion on the basis of the ton mile. There
are others-and this is the system which
obtains in Canada-which make it up alto-
gether on the basis of the train mile. The
one is a totally different system from the
other. We could adopt the United States
system here, and make up our reports show-
ing the cost per ton per mile of the haul of
freiglhts on the Intercolonial; but we have
never done that. There is no railway in
Canada that does it :and you wlll see In the
report already published tables which show
that the Grand Trunk Railway, the Cana-
ladian Pacifie Railw-ay, the Canada Atlantle
and other railways, do exactly what tbe In-
tercolonial does. The accounts are made up,
the staff organized and the returns handed
ln on the basis of the train mile ; and on that
basis you can -make a comparison between
the different companles. We could keep the
accounts on the United States basis ; but to
do so we would require a very much larger
staff than we have to-day, and we would not
get any further; because, after all is said
and done, what is* it these hon. gentlemen
want ? I cannot for the life of me concelve
that they want this information to throw
any light on this question. I have explained
as fairly and as strongly as I could that I
cannot give them that information, and that
is the reason they cry for it. Do they want
it, so that they tan Judge whether the policy
of extending the Intercolonial to Montreal is
a wise policy ? I do not think they do, be-
cause some of the men who clamour ethe
loudest for this information are committed
up to the hlt in favour of that policy, others

4080



[JUNE 1, 1899]

so clamouring have not ventured to declare
In Parliament that they are opposed to it ;
and the hon. leader of the Opposition may to-
day be classified among the latter number.
He is the leader of Mis party ; at least, he bas
that position officially and nominally, yet,
up to the present, he bas not given his party
any suggestion as to what bis position Is on
this -question. I have not yet been able to
ascertain it from anything the hon. gentle-
man has sald ; and It is net because he bas
net spoken lengthlly, strongly, vociferously,
I might 'almost add vituperously, on the
question. He has not failed in any of these
particulars ; but, with them al, lhe has care-
f ully concealed from Parliament and from
his listening and walting followers the
slightest suggestion of what his own mind
is. Having studied the question, as he does
every question which he comes in reach of,
profoundly, he is yet unwilling to disclose
to a waiting Parliament and an Impatient
country, just where he stands on the ques-
tion of the extension of the Intercolonial to
Montreal. I am not doing Injustice to bon.
gentlemen opposite when I say that It Is
Idle for them, when they are already convine-
ed that the true policy, tbe wisest policy, the'
thing that ought to be done long age, Is to
hasten to get te Montreal, to pretend that
they want now te get a close calculation of
the past earnings per ton mile carried over
that rallroad ln order te judge whether or
not we ought to get to Montreal. That ques-
tion Is settled, Is closed absolutely. I do not
think there is a gentleman representing Mont-
real among our friends opposite, who would
vote that the Intercolonial should not be ex-
tended to Montreal ; and I venture to say
further, that there Is not a gentleman froi
the marltime provinces -who represents a
constituency througb which the ltercolonial
passes. who would take the responsibilty
of defeating this extension by his vote, what-
ever he may say In Parliament. I think It
only requires a moments consideration for
any one to see that. I want to deal wlth this
phase of the matter fully and fairly, because
the burden of the song whlch hon. gentlemen
opposite have been singing has been that
I could give them this information, but would
not give it lest It would hurt the proposal.i
and. therefore, It has been delayed. Now, 1
want to ask that portion oft hon. gentlemen
opposite who are fair ln their judgmaent, whe-'
ther they think that any system of calcula-
tion into which I might enter, or any state-
ment which I might lay before Parliament,
would fairly Indlate the value or volume of
the accession te the business of the Intercol-
onial which Is to come by reason of this ex-
tension. Are there not members of Parla--
.Ment-not one, but dozens-who trarel over
the Intereolonial from' the maritime provin-
ces to Montreal, who, until this break be-
tween Levis and Montreal as removed,
never travelled over that railway ? It is
true, these gentlemen are, perhap, enjoying
the privilege, the fair privilege, of a pass
wlien they cone over the Intercolonial; :but

they had the same privilege over the Cana-
dian Pacifie Rallway ; and having that privi-
lege on both roads, I want to know how
many gentlemen living lu the province of
Nova Scotia east otf.Moncton, came over the
Intercolonial durIng all the years they have
been in Parliament before this extension
took place ? I would like them to tell me of
one who made It a point to do so ; and, If
their usage was otherwise, how is it that
now It is different ? For the same
reason there are hundreds of people who
lin the course of the year now come over
Sthe Intercolonial to Montreal who formerly
preferred to come by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. Is It not solely and entirely due to
the fact that we have extended the Intereo-
lonial Into the clty of Montreal ? And how
are you going to set down In dollars and
cents the growth of business, the amount of
tonnage of freight, as well as the number
of passengers, seeking the Intercolonial, for
a large portion of its mileage east of L6vis,
on the part of -people who never
used the Intercolonial Railway before ?
1 think that you maight as well claim that
if you were to run a branh Une of 15 or 20
miles out from the railway into a gold mine
or quarry or something else that yieided you
heavy and profitable freight, and that you
got thousands of tons of freight by means
of that branch, which furnished tratbe over
the whole road, you might just as we1l esti-
mate the value of that little piece of branch
ine on the basis of its business per ton mile

and say that is ail it is worth, notwithstand-
ing the fact that it furnished paying traffic
for the whole of the rest of your main line.
If this policy were to be treated and decided
upon a basis of a pecuniary test as to the wis-
dom of its adoption, I would not be :afraid to
submit it to that test, and refer to the figures
whiclh the House has already before It as a
fair way of testing the matter.

What were the earnings In 1896-97? They
were $2,866,000-this was, mark you, before
the extension to Montreal. What were the
earnings of the present year ? We only have
had ten months of the presènt year, but la
those ten months the earnings amount to
nearly $3,100,000. Taking the same amount
of business that we did, without any per-
centage of increase. last May and last June
over the Intercolonlal Railway, and adding
it to the present recelpts up to date, you
get $3,660,O0 as the gross earnIngs of the
year. Or, l other word, the gross earnings
for the whole year, taking in the two
months to come on the same basis as these
two months last year, amounts to $3,660,000,
as compared with $2,860,000 In 1896. $800,000
mark you. of an increase, and I am going
to show the committee a little further what
this result means. The mileage nl 1896-97
was 1,145; in 1898-9 it was 1 3 Taklng
the recelpts for 1896-97. on the mileage we
then had. we were earning $2.490 per mile ;
and taking the mileage for 1898-9, we are
earnIng $2,740 per mile, or $250 per mile for
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every mile of the Intercolonlal Railway of the Wilson tariff down to the present mo-
over the earnings in 1896-97. Can It be said ment, it has not been so prosperous, thouga
that this is due solely to the improvement Iam glad to see that there la a considerable
in business, to the fact that the prosperity improvement in the English market and
we have been enjoying in the upper pro- people are beginnIng to feel more sangunea
'vinces has reached the provinces by the But with the exception of that short period,sea ? Are you going to say It le due en- when the Wilson tariff was In operation,
tirely, or in a large measure, to that ? I we enjoyed ne very large measure of pros-
am going to prove, to the satisfaction of the perity In New Brunswick and Nova Scotia.
committee, that such Is not the case. It is Now, what Is the result of the fig-
due to the policy we have adopted ; It Is due , ures I have given ? It ls that the
to the extension of the Intercolonlal Rail- mileage Increase during these years has
way to Montreal. only been 11 per cent. The mileage increase.

Mr. HAGGART. Will the hon. gentleman ince the period I have mentioned, that is
give us the increase of expenditure now down to 1897, has been 168 miles on the
due to that increase? Intercolonial Railway. I add this 168 to the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND previous ileage, and that Increase repre-
CANALS. One proposition at a tme. I am sents a mileage increase of 14 per cent on
probably giving the hon. gentleman as much the lutercolonial Railway. I have shown
as he can swallow now, and I would not you that from 1897 down to 1899, there bas
like to increase the dose unduly lest it might been an enormous Increase of $ ,000 ln
have a serlous effect. I think I can furnish the receipts as conpared with an increase
proof to a demonstration of my assertion of $12500o from the lowest to the highest
that the increase Is not due to the prosperity figurZ> durig the ten years preceding. That
in the maritime provinces. We all know means that while we have only increased
that times are no better in the -maritime our mileage. comparatively to the whole of
provinces to-day than tbey have been at al the rest of the lne, 14 per cent, we have ln
most any perlod durIng the last ten years. 1 this period increased our business over the
would be very sorry indeed to make a positive whole line-i am applying the Increased re-
statemuent that we have been enjoying great- celpts over the whole line-28 per cent. Now,
er prosperlty In the province of New Bruns- Sir, what figures Is It possible to produce
wlek, during the last year or two, than at any that can gainsay the eonclusiveness of
perlod duriug the ten years precedIng. What the deductions I draw from these facts ?
inference do I draw from that ? I am going How are you going to account for (this gain
to ask you to examine with me the condi ini the business of the Interedlonial Rail-
tion of business on the Intercolonial Rallway way unless you attribute It te the cause
during the last ten years preceding fhe year to whlch I have assigned i and 'te the1897, I arn goineg to show what the business pokey he Government are now pressing
done each year, the hlghest and the lowest upon the favourable consideration of Par-
durng that peroed was sand I wtil te y liament ? t isplain, I think, to any man
what I considee is a fair deduction to draw who te loo an se. It mus car on

fre th fets Duin th tn' 1 ar- fomviction to any man s mind If ihis mind isrom the facts. During the ten years from open to conviction at aH, that any such re-1887 to 1&7. there was a hbigh and a low suits as I have diselosed to the commItteeyear. The high year was In 1892, when the would have been Impossible otherwise than
gross recelpts on the Intereolonial Railway by carrying out the extension to the clty ofwere $3,065.000, and the low year was lu Montreal.
1894, when the gross receipts were $2,940- The business of the Intercolonial Railway,000. All the other years filuctuated between during- aHl these ten years, varied only 4these two extremes, and the small sum of per cent. Just imagine the condition of5125,000 represents the total rise from the stagnUton whlch that faot indiestes. Therelow retura In 1894 to 1the "hgh return In was no need of means to stimulate the busi-18 , or the drop from the hgh return in ness of the raflway. I never thought thait1892 to the low return in 1894. Those Of us Parliament would be parsimonlous If thiswho corne frm New Brunswickand I question were approached In the proper
think the same remark applies te the otber spirit, and If It were made elear to Paria-maritime provinces-know that the most pros- ment that there was reasonable and busi-
perous period we have known was when the nesslike effort made to turn the IatercolonIeWWilson tariff was in operation in the United Rallway te the best account. We need not
tate~sand our lumber found acëss at a have been resting for all these years under

Iow rate etfdnty into the American xmarkets. the conditions we have beën living under
That was when the lumxber business was If my hon. friend l.ad beentakng an in-
pros'erous in myprovince atIeast, when terest In ths ra itter or had fet aare whe-the peeple had money te spend and felt com- ther the Intercola-Ra lla developed

ble and easy in their meas and a thrill under ris administration oret. Four per
wsa felthrogh e'very«bre Ô our conm eent represented the gross vartion of theiercaI el9eng The imber business was in business efihe Itercolonlal Raiway duw-
txt nerioin the morst prosperous cond!ç ing thes yeas. You cannot ùoixt te a
flon,.bút öf late years, sinoe the abrogation live enterpriseèl any part t fanada whlel

Mr. BLAIR:

4083 4084-



[JUNE 1, 1899]

exhibited sueh discouraging results as are
here recorded. And now we see ln two
years a variation of 28 per cent. And I
ask you whether you want me to sit down,
whether you want the officers of my depart-
ment to sit down and -figure out fractions
here or there or tel what it cost a ton to
carry freight over the road, when I am
able to present such a conclusion.

Mr. POWELL. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) said the increase was $600,000 or
$700,000 between the two years.

The AfINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I said $800,000.

Mr. POWELL. If the hon. Minister has
the figures, would he kIndly give us the
comparison between 1897 and 1898?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAJLS. I will get those figures for my
hon. friend (Mr. Powell). I chose the year
1897 as the last of the ten years, because
it was the last year of the old regime when
we were running on the reduced mileage.
I have given the House the mileage of the
last year as it was during the years
my hon. friend was administerlng the
affairs of the road-1,145 miles. I have
not taken 1898 because for four months
of that time we were running the ln-
creased mileage. I have not mIsled the
committee; I have given two years credit
for the Increase, as you have heard me say.
So the statement remains ln all its force
no matter what the figures may be for the
year 1897. My impression is, If the hon.
gentleman would accept that for the mo-
ment-I will verify the figures-that the re-
ceipts were a fraction over $3,000,000. I
thInk the Increase for this ffuM year of the
extension of the ;nterclondal Ratlway has
been between $700,000 and $800,000, as com-
pared w1th $150,000 or $200.000, or what-
ever it may be, of the year preceding.

Now, I am glad my hon. friend (Mr. Pow-
ell) Interrupted me, because 'it reminds me
of a speech he made to Parliament some
two years ago, 'when 'this subjeet was first
under cosideration. H e dealt with a state-
ment which I had furnsihed to Parliamen4
from the reports of my Deputy Minister,
and of the generai manager of the Inter-
colonial Railway. And I remember how
my hon. friend re velled ¶n1 his ridicule and
denunclation tof the stastement thus pre.
sented. If my memory serves me we'h, I
think îthat "Hansard" wIHl show that the
oficers ofmy departmnent were ef opiion
that the first full year's operations of the
Montreal extension would give earnings Up
to $3,800,000, and perhaps -some fraction
over. My hon. friend caught up the statà
mnent, he seized upon the deta1s by ieb
the ófàeers of my department reached that
conclu1on and le delighted h-mself,I am
sure,whëther edelghted Pari4ament or
not, wfth the thoroughness with whleh hie
tore and shattered this statemënt W'hy, he

proved by figures, absolutely by figures, that
this was a mere "lphantom estimate." Those
were his very words. He wlli remember
the satisfaction wlth whieh he destroyed the
xalue of these figures and the predietions
which I had been making. I was not vain
enough to assert that I had formed or could
form much of an opinion on the matter my-
self ; I told the House that I gave the esti-
mate of the officers of my department. When
we said that the earnings of the Intercolo-
nial Railway for the first fuR year were
going to be something over $3,800,000, he
jumped upon the proposition and essayed to
smash It into a thousand pleces. What cou-
clusion did he arrive at? Instead of there
belng a prospect of a surplus, he said that
the figures which these gentlemen had made
and which the Minister of RaMlways and
Canals had endorsed, proved as conclusive-
ly as the logic of facts and experience could
prove anything, that we were going to have
a deficit of between three-quarters of a mil-
lion and a million on the fdrst year's opera-
tion under these conditions. And my hon.
friend pictured with sadness and grief, the
fnR strengtlh and depth of which. he found
It difficult to exhibit to Parliament, the en-
ormous disaster that was golng to come
upon -this country for acting upon the repre-
sentations I had made to Parliament, and
the policy I was asklng Parliament to adopt.
Now, the figures which te the hon. gentle-
man's mathematical and rhetorical mind ap-
peared soe chimerical, have almost been
reached. How far are we from $3,800,-
000 ? Why, you are a good deal closer to
it than the hon. leader of the Opposition
(SIr Charles Tupper) was when he told how
many bushels of wheat we were going to
raise ln the North-west, and how much
would be realzed from the sales of land.
I only wish that my hon. friends, in their
railway calculations, had always come with-
in a thousand miles of where we stand when
we compare our predictions with the re-
suits.

Now, my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper)
ventured a prediction, too. He Is not wise
to prophesy until he knows ; and the same
admonition, I think, might be taken te
heart by the hon. member for Westmoreland
(Mr. Powell). I am glad, Sir, he started out
as. he did, because I will be fairly justiffed
hereafter in claiming that when he furnishes
Yeu with figures ln the future, you will
know just what value to attachi to them.
If my hou. friend is deprived of the
privilege and advantage of revelling In fan-
ciful figures, he is absolutely at a lossI
therefore, I am not at ail sorry that hie has
given us an opportunityOft forming a sound
judgment as to the value and importance
te. be attaehed to his calculations when he
seriously presents them te Parliament.

Now Sir remember that the figures which
I gave the Other day, show the resuit of the
operations för about nine months. I have
a statement here showing, a little láter,
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what the operations of the road are. I ire-
celved a telegram the day before yesterday
from Moncton, and they advised me that
they have been able to make up returns for
the month of April, showing what the eX-
penditures were up to the lst of May, what
the recelpts were, and what the balance
is for the ten months. I showed you
that, up to the first of the month
preceding that, we had, I think I
stated, some $13,000 or $14,000 of a bal-
ance. Up to the lst of March the balance
was $364. There was an improvement lu
March to the lst of April, and it has be-
come still better in April to theI st of May.
Now, the recelpts for the ten months ending
on the 30th of April have been $3,063,768.34.
The working expenses up to that date have
been $3,001,198.45, showing a net result of
$62.569 on the right side. Now, we have
not achieved this result by starving the
road. I commenced earlier than was ever
commenced before with our ballasting. We
have not been skimping the road, we have
not been starving it ; we intend to keep it
up as well as we can. I am not going to
say but that I would feel, personally, very
much like acting upon the declared policy
of the hon. gentleman who preceded me in
this office; I am In entire accord with the
declaration he made the other day, when
he said, that he felt that It was proper on
the Intercolonial Railway, no matter if you
had a large surplus, not to put that Into the
treasury, but to spend It for the bettermeut
of the road, to use it to the advantagei of
the railway. The country doesnot look for
any great return by way of surplus upon the
operations of the rallway. I think that is a
point worthy of consideration. But down to
the present moment I have not started in at
ail to starve the Intercolonlal Raliway road.
Well, where do we stand now, relatively to
the position occupied by my hon. friend,
when he was lu charge of the department ?
lu 1894-95, the hon. gentleman, instead of
having $62,500 to his credit, had $94,300 to
his debit ; In other words, he was in a less
favourable position than we are to-day to
the extent, in round figures, of $157,Q0. In
1895-96, he was $148,000 in a less favourable
position than we are to-day, because he had
$85,500, in round figures, of a defleit on the
lst of May, as against the $62,500 of a sur-
plus which I have shown on the lst of May.
You see the comparison is going on. Now,
we have paid all our expenses, we have paid
our charges of maintenance, and we show
$150,000 of an Improvement. Now, where
dld all that come from ? Can anybody be
in doubt when I show! you that, under ten
years former operation, Its whole recelpts
never varled more than $125,000 in that
who4le perod,? Why, you can find $170,OO0
better showlng In our operation for ten
months. In other words, you have $320,000
better showing, estimating the surplus at
_50000 for the current year, than you had
before. How do I make this out. AdA to

Mfr. BlLAWR.

the $50,000 surplus the rental paid for the
extension, $210,00, and 4he ,maintenance
charges for the Grand Trunk, $60,00.
Now, where has that come from ? I
want that question answered. I do not
thinlq that any juggling with ûgures, I do
not thiuk that any pretense at a demand for
Information, is going to furnish an answer
to that question. There is just one place,
one source, from which we could look for
this increase In our recelpts, this improve-
ment ln our position, and that is the busi.
ness whieh has come to the railway by rea-
son of the extension to the city of •Montreal.

Now, Sir, I come down to the question of
the Grand Trunk contract. At the outset,
I know my hon. frIend, Mr. Haggart, if he
repeats thé experiment of the other evening,
Is going to find a great deal of fault with the
legal form, with the phraseology, and with
the drafting of this agreement. He Is going
to indulge ln some very severe strictures up-
on the lawyers who have done the drafting of
this paper, and he is going to visit the ful!
weight of his displeasure upon the JUstice
Department. He is going to characterize the
men who have had a hand ln connection
with the draftIng of this paper, as dolts and
fools, and he is golng to tell us that it Is a
disgrace to anybody to have had a hand in
its preparation. That is what my hon. friend
is going to tell us. Well, my hon. frlend's
experience with such documents is no doubt
very considerable : he has perhaps a very
astute mind, and he may know better than
people who have had much experience ln
drawing up such papers, how they should
be drawn up. But there is one thing, which,
I think, will probably operate as a little re-
straint upon my hon. friend. He started
out, thunderIng a condemnation against this
document, and, when he found that the Jus-
tice Department had a band in it, and that
It met with the approval of the officers of
that department, ln whom he bas always
had, up to the present time, unbounded con-
fidence, because he could not recall what he
had sald, he had to go ahead,, and he be-
carne still more severe, after he knew that
the Justice Department had really superin-
tended the preparation of the papers. I tried
to follow the hon. gentleman as well as 1
could. Where the hon, gentleman was clear
and explcit, I am bound to say, that I think
he was entirely wrong; and, where he was
not wrong, he was so confused and mixed
up, that I could not make anything out of
his statement. Perhaps my hon. friend will
be a little more cautious from what occur-
red the other day after he spoke, or what
occurred during the progress of the discus-
sion. Two or three lawyers on his side took
part In the dlscuslon, and the hon. gen-
tleman from Westmoreland (Mr. Powell)
spoke at considerable length. From the
way that .he danced about among, the
figures, I judge that he was short of ma-
terial; he would, no doubt, have been very
glad, If he could have found some pretext
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for attacking either the illegality, or the ln-
formality, or the decflceecy ln this docu-
ment in some form ; but he fought shy of
it, and never touched It ; he kept a safe
distance away. That ought to be a warning
to my hon. friend the ex-Minister o4 Rail-
ways and Canals. Then, the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Borden) also rose to speak
on this question; ihe was full of it, and he
was not at all sensitive about condemning it.
He would bave been only too glad to have
visited this document with his condemnation
If he could have doue It on the ground that
the hon. ex-Minister of Railways condemned
1t, but he kept entirely clear from that pro-
position. So, I think, my hon. friend will,
perhaps, bave to take a little caution from
the fact that the legal gentlemen, the men
who would na.turally know what they are
talking about, in diseussing that question lu
this House, were careful not to repeat or
endorse or approve the critielsms of my hon.
friend. I think my hon. friend had better
tarry In the region of railway administration
and not get Into the legal phase of the ques-
tion. Now. I would ask my bon. friend to
withdraw the remark that no first-class law-
yer would ever be responsible for any docu-
ment of this kind, the allegation that this
does not convey any rights except from St.
Lambert to Ste. Rosalie, and that the draft-
ing of this agreement is a dIsgrace to any
department. 'I dare say my hon. friend
feels. now, ln a more frIendly mood towards
the gentlemen who are responsible for this
agreement, and I would ask him, out of con-
sideration for them, to withdraw his severe
observations.

The cormmittee wtil find, If they refer to the
resolution, that there are a good many errors
in the resolution as printed. They are typo-
graphical errors and wil be corrected later.
I fancy that the proof-readIng has not been
quite perfect, but the resolution, as it Is
found in the later motion, I tbink, -will not
contain these errors 1 have referred
to. I wIll call attention, if It is necessary, to
them later on ln committee, but I think they
wIll be then found all right.' I directed that
these corrections should be made, and I ex-
pect they will be found to have been made.
Now, Sir, this resolution asks Parliament to
confirm a lease which the Government has
entered into, subject to the approval of Par-
liament, with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company for a term of 99 years, with a con-
dition of renewal, of its Une from the Chau-
diere end, which need not be dwelt upon, of
the Une from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert, ix
whlch part of the companus property we get
a one-half lnterest and title. We have in that
portion of the line from Ste. Rosalie to St.
Lambert as much ownership as the Grand
Trunk Railway Company itself. If the Grand
Trunk Railway owns any of it we own as
muchli The lease continues andgivea s the
right to have the full user, for all the buI-
ness -and al the trade of the Intecoloniali
Railway, of the Victoria Bridge, and it ,Cn-

tinues and gives us station rights, terminal
facilities as they are owned to-day by the
Grand Trunk Railway in and around the clty
of Montreal. It is the proper policy, they all
say, to take the Intercolonial Railway into
the city of Montreal. But you have not
chosen the right place; you ought to
have taken some other means; you
ougbt to have taken some other route; you
ought to have done, In some events, In some
particular, directly contrary, or, at all events,
different from the way you have done. The
hon. ex-Finance Minister (Mr. Foster), last
night sounded the Une of oppoSition whIch he
is going to take.

Mr. TALBOT. He sounded Gabrlel's
trumpet.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, lhe sounded the trumpet and
indicated that he does not like this arrange-
ment we are making to get Into Montreal.
He las not so much fault to find with the
Drummond County part of the seheme. I
am glad to learn that, as I intimated when
my hon. frIend made the statement, that the
position of my hon. frIend has changed from
what it was In times past. If any hon. gen-
tleman ln this commlttee wll recall the dis-
eussion whIch took place in 1897, upon this
proposition. I will venture to say that they
will recall this impression left in their
minds by the Opposition. that whIle they,
the Opposition, condemned the Grand Trunir
arrangement and did not think very fav-
ourably of it, the depth of Infamy was
sounded lu respect to the Drummond County
proposition. I cannot be mistaken about
that. These hon. gentlemen said, what the
hon. ex-Minister of Rallways and Canals said
the other night, only they said it in the re-
verse way. He said the most infamous
transaction that any Government In Canada
had ever been guilty of was this transaction
for acquIring the Drummond County Rail-
way. He had scarcely had that statement
well launched when he proceeded to say that
a greater and more Infamous transaction was
consummated when the Grand Trunk con-
tract was entered Into. My hon. friend Is
puttlng -the proposition simply the reverse
way of the way it was put two years ago.
So that, If my recollection serves me, these
gentlemen have had further light. I thlnk
the light results from this fact, that when
they came to discuss the Drummond County
contraet they found that the more the ,con-
tract was diseussed the better It appeared,
the -more commendable it was In every re-
spect and the better was the feeling through-
out this entire country as respects its terms.
If we bad taken up the Grand Trunk agree-
ment first and discussed that, the same con-
sequences would have followed, because, I
venture to say, that if this question .of the
Grand Trun Is diseussed tboroughly ln this
House there Wll not be any real, honest,
sincere opposition to It, end there wUl not be
a corporal's guard, ln the country, surround
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Ing these hon. gentlemen. The more this this or any Government to adopt. Now, let
proposition Is discussed, the more clearly it us remember this. In going from Ste. Ro-
is presented to the people, the more light salle to Montreal we are going over a plece
they get upon it, the more acceptable It of railway which Is as well built, as sub-
will be, land I an golng to shed a little light stantial n every respect, and as permanent
upon it. I bave never discussed it very in all particulars, as any piece of railway
fully- on this continent. Anybody who knows the

Some hon MEMBERS. Hear, hear, road knows that to be a fact. In getting a
half ownership In that plece of railway,

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND you are acquiring an interest In a rallway
CANALS. I have never discussed it very ihat goes through one of the richest, one of
fully. I was foolish enough ; I the mnost prodactive. one of the most popu-
was so Inexperienced and s0 un-lous, one of the most promising seCtions of
sophisticated when I first presented this pro- country in Canada. Are you not ? In
position to Parlianuent, that I really thought getting that piece of railway, you are not
that when; I had a proposition that was a only0getting-as the ex-Finance Minister
good proposition to put before the House i (Mr.Foster) said last nght-the right to use
it would be accepted as such by -the Opposi- the tracks and run our trains over It, buttion side of the House. I frankly ad- you are getting the right and the title to all
mit that my eyes have been opened. the business which It Is possible for you to
I have only been here a couple of ti up on that section f the road.
years, but I have reached rather the i
opposite conclusion, and It is that the Mr. FOSTER. On through trains ?
better a transaction is the more these hon. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
gentlemen will opppose it. I have been CANALS. Not on through trains, but ou any
driven reluctantly and paInfully to that con- trains we choose to run over this bine. On that
clusion. I say that if this Grand Trunk pro- plece of road, whenever and wherever Itposition had been put before Parliament and pleases us, having regard, of course, to rail-
discussed first, the hon. ex-Minister of Fin- way usage, we are just as free as the Grand
anee would have been putting the proposi- Trunk Railway itself. We are as well equip-tion in .the very reverse way from that In ped as the Grand Trunk Railway to providewhich he has put it, and I will prediet now for local trafile, and every dollar we get goesthat he will not get very much more comfort into our own exch-quer and not a cent of Itout of his discussion of the Grand Trunk into the pockets of the Grand Trunk Rail-agreement than he got out of the discussion way. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) Isof the Drummond County Railway agree- speaking of something whih le does notment. I say with ail confidence, that the more know, which lie has not studled. He isthis arrangement Is considered, the more doing what he too often does-and in thatthoroughly It Is understood--and It is difficut particular he s like many of bis friends onto get these railway propositions fuly before lis side of the House-he Is condemning athe publie mind and the public understand- proposal the partieulars of which he hasing--the more it is known and understood, not lnformed himself upon, for he under-the more strongly it will appeal to the ap- took inst night In unmeasured terms to con-proval aud commendation of the country. I demn this arrangement, and yet he did notventure to say that after a few years have know until the present moment that we ownpassed, and the. country has cease to be the half of that road as fully as the Grandagitated by the political issues raised in con-Trrnk iIway owns 1t) and that al Rte
neetion wth this matter, there will be a con- irnk Railay o it odr all e
sensus of opuion aR over Canada, that this earnings we can getgo Into our own exche-
bas been the best railroad arrangement that quer. I would advise the hon. gentleman
has ever been made by a Government of the (Mr. Foster) to be a little cautious before he
Dominion.expresses himself too hastily on this ques-

It may be assumed then that ItIs good tion. There Is nothing to be gained by a
poiy to bring the Intercolontal Railway to gentleman In Opposition-simpiy because he
pontreat. How arne wergoLig to get there? is ln Opposition-condemning In the most
1 thinkit can be shown that the way we helter-skelter fashion each and every pro-
atre.proposing to e to tha the mos posal made by the Government. i wouid
economical, the shortest, and in every way remhm ind hlm that he 18 apt to have these state-
the best that can be suggested. Let any ments which h hlas made in this haphazard
othber proposa that may be made be ex careless manner, confronting him in the fu-
amed critially-i am willing tat th e- ture to his disadvantage. It is just as well
pitned crlt bea I eamwilned eitalt thin pro- for him to acquaint himself somewhat fully
noinouesdaoeamnsay tcaf this ro- wîth the question he Is debating, and then

osintont drsiisad compa tht an othe r, pass bis judgment on it. I venture to say,pVe'osition Poaurs lcmpared wl1t any other, tuat when that gentleman and those asso-t cbolleve that ParUlment wiU conelude, nnd Iated withi him, eondemn in unmeaured
ment s theb but, theeçpëst,the o wisest, erns the mode by whieh we propose to
the most effective and satIsfactory mode of conditiost he tIf i erterechng Motreal that it was posible for reach that eit by any other means. He bas
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not studied the situation, he does not know
where lhe would land hi-mself, if he cem-
mitted any party with which he may be
aled, to decide to reach Montreal by some
other means than that which we are now
proposing.

Now, Sir, I wIll go Into this subject at
some little detali, step by step, because If
I can help it, I do not propose to leave these
gentlemen opposite a single leg to stand on
in their condemnation of this arrangement. I
came down to Parliament with It because
1 felt In my own mind, after applying the
best judgment I could to the question, that
It was a proposal that should commend It-
self favourably to members on both sides of
the House, and In saying that I do not pre-
tend to suggest that there are not some
minor particulars which I would have liked
to have changed, but as to which, when you
are making a contract to whIch the other
party has to give its consent, you have got
to consider the general end to be achieved,
and you have to consider the contract as a
whole. This pettyfogging crlticlsm of minor
details may be necessary from a polit'cal
standpoint, but when you are dealing ln a
business way with this problem, they are
not things which you can afford to give
mluch weight to. Now, Sir, I say that we
have got as goed a plece of road, and we
are going across as splendid, and as safe
and secure a bridge structure as is to be
found on the continent of Amerlea. Nono
better, and double-tracked wlthal. There is
no quaestion about delay, you have two
tracks, and you ecan speed on your way
over this secure structure which cost a very
large amount of money. I presume it is a
n-atter of common knowledge wbat that
bridge cost. It cost a great deal more when
bulIt by the Grand Trunk Railway, perhaps,
than If bulit to-day. It cost some $10,000,-
000 altogether, and as I understand, it prob-
ably eould be bult for $6,000,000 to-day,
but there is that great structure which is
a source of pride to the country, and we
are in a position under this contract to util-
Ize to the full extent the rallway opportuni-
ties whieh that bridge affords.

Well, now, wheni we are In Montreal what
do we get ? We are getting the use of ter-
minais and facilities which are of Inestim-
able value; the real value of which It is
difficult for any man who has any credit to
sustain, to> estimate ln dollars and cents.
Somebody may say: Oh, you are getting the
use of all these terminais, but in your little
business you cannot use them ail. We
cannot use them all at once, it la true, but
we eau use them al at times, and I wil Ven-
ture to say, that taklng into consideration,
the terminals and connections which the
Grand Trunk Railway Is throwing open un-
der thls contrat, to our free an4 uninter-
rupted use, any portion of them we may
need, and any portion we mayiŠtl>1y be
supposed to need and require to use in the
course of a year's buêtness

It Is all very well for gentlemen who do
not know anything about railway arrange-
ments-and that was the way the examina-
tion was conducted before this committee
by the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell) and other gentlemen-to talk as if
all you wanted was rails enough laid down
to carry your cars and engines-as If no
other requirements were needed, and as If,
Instead of these acres and miles of termin-
als, simply a corner for the use of the In-
tercolonial Railway would give you a cheap-
er and more beneficial arrangement. Let
me say, with all respect to these gentlemen,
that such a proposition would not commend
Itself to anybody who knew anything of the
runnIng of a railway. What do these ter-
minals and connections mean ? They mean
that they enable you to reach ail points, to
load or unload your cars, or where you want
to make connection with another line, and
receive or deliver freight. If you only had
a few sections of these terminals assigned
to you, and you were compelled toe lmit
yourself to these, where would you be, when
you wanted to get freight for the Intercol-
onial from some other portion of the ter-
minals ? You would actuallyl have to em-
ploy teams and pay cartage to get the
freight carted to the -railway. lu the same
way, la the delivery of freight, if you want-
ed to get to a certain point-here a lumber
yard, here a cattle yard, here wharfs, here
immigration sheds-you would be able to
carry the dIfferent classes of business to
wherever they might be located, at differ-
ent points of the terminals. If, instead of
having the use of all the terminals, we were
crowded, as hon. gentlemen opposite would
have us be, into a corner, we should be ab-
solutely paralysed. It is simply absurd to
hear these gentlemen criticise this railway
proposition In the way they do. I do not
complain very much, and I do not censure
them : they are doing it out of the fulness
of their want of knowledge. If they knew
more, they would not have these things to
say. It must be very amusing to the rail-
way magnates connected with our various
rallway systems to read the criticisms these
hon. gentlemen are making on this proposal.
We have acres and miles of the best ter-
minals and yards to be found, not simply in
Canada& There is nothing like them in Can-
ada, and I do not know anything like them
outside of Canada. They are the accumula-
tion of years. They have cost ihundreds of
thousands, yes, millions of dollars. The
Grand Trunk Company will tell you frankly
and truthfully that $20,000, would not
equlp them as they are equipped to-ay;
and la anybody golng te say, that it is not of
value to the Intercolonial, whose object ls
te get Iu the quickest and least expensive
manner to the point where it ls te receive
and deliver its fereight, tObe 0. placed that
I can getthere, espelly as it des not
cost any more than it would have cost us,
had we alowed ourselves te be crowded into
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a corner ? By this arrangement. we are tions, and we made our offers, having the
enjoylng all the facilities which the means details ln our mind. Remember, we had no
aud the experience of the Grand Trunk have compulsory powers. We could not compel
provided for Itself during the many years the Grand Trunk to accept our proposition.
that It has been ln operation. Further than We had te come to an agreement with them
that, we are getting right into the centre of or the agreement was not going to take
Montreal. We are centrally located; we place. They had the option of saying on
are where we can pick up business; I say, what terms they would allow us to
without any hesitation, that, if we could not enjoy these privileges, and we had the
get into Montreal so that we would be right option of saying whether their terms
alongside of and ln connection with either were such as we considered ln the in-
the Grand Trunk or the Canadian Pacifie terest of the country, and, ln view of the
Railway, my feeling would be against mak- policy we thought ought to be carried out,
ing the attempt te reachl the city at all. [ we would be justified ln acceding te.
am trying at the present moment to make That is the point of view. While I say this
arrangements to have a Pullman or Wagner with regard to the division of the rentals
car put on the Canada Atlantie train com- over the three sections, I do it because
ing to Ottawa, so that, if a gentleman wants it is not a material question, and I do not
to travel from Ottawa te Halifax, or from care whether. when you are judging as to
Halifax to Ottawa, all he bas to do is to get the reasonableness or fairness of a rental
aboard bis car and go right through, with. of $140,00, you apportion more or less to
out having -to make any transfer. What any one particular part of these divisions.
sort of position would we be in, if a I say that for this reason. I find that there
passenger leaving the Grand Trunk in Mont. is a disposition among the Opposition to say:
real had te take a cab te get to the Inter. Oh. you are getting the bridge very reason-
colonial ? We have got to the centre of the able, It is worth more than that, but you are
city, and that Is where we want to get. near paying too much for the rallway section.
the hotels and near the business. People Well, as a matter of fact, the railway com-
who come by the Grand Trunk, or the Can. pany wanted $50,O0 annual rental for the
ada Atlantie, are alongside of our train, bridge, and In the negotiations they stood
and those who reach the clty by the Cana- very firm for a long time upon that. In other
dian Pacifie Railway are not very far fromi words, they wanted $150,000 for what they
our train. It Is only a step from the Cana- finally agreed to give us at $140,000. We
dian Pacifie Railway depot to the station at said to them : We cannot give you $150,000,
the foot of the hill, where they can board but will give you $140,O0, and $10,000 was
the Intercolonlal. I say that Is worth money. taken off. I do not know that the $10,000, In
I do not think I am a wild and extravagant the minds of the Grand Trunk Railway
man in ny ordinary ideas ; but I say it is Company, are taken off the bridge or off the
not business, it is not intelligent, it Is not terminal rental, or the Ste. Rosalie and St.
enterprising, te talk about a five, or fifteen, Lambert end. I do not care whIch end it is
or twenty dollar billuIn connection with taken off, that does not alter the case. The
an arrangement which involves sueh question is: Are you giving too much on the
important results, and which, when done whole or are you not? I say we are net. I
right, Is done for all time, and which, say we have made a good arrangement. I
if done wrong, had better never have been say that when you examine the figures 1
done at all. What Is the complaint, then ? have given you, I think even my hon. friends
Why, you are paylng too much money ; you opposite will be disposed-whether they will
are giving $140,,000 a year. Well, Mr. Chair- acknowledge It or not-to admit that the
man, are we? This question Is entitled to arrangement was a good one.
be considered from two points of vlew. It bedng Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
Upon any ordinary and reasonable way of Chair.
making a calculation of the money we pro-
pose to pay the Grand Trunk, are we giving
them too much ? Is there some ether means
of working out this problem and getting The MINSTER OF RAILWAYS AND
what we need at less cost ? There are the CANAiLS. I am reany afraid, Mr. Chair-
two points of view. Let us see what Is the man, that I am unduly trespassing upon the
fairer judgment to pass on the question, indurlgence of the commIttee ln taking se
looked at from the first point of view. We much lime to diseuss this question, but i
say to the Grand Trunk : We will give you may be pernMtted to plead :n extenuation
$140,000. We do not divide the amount up that I do not thnk I have ever risen la
and appropriate $87,5W0 to the Ste. Rosalie- this House, since I .have been a member ofSt. Lambert line, 4,O0 te the bridge, and it, unless I felt under compulsion, ln faet

2500to the termInals. We pnt all these to doso ;and.now thatI > am on my feettogether, and we dealt wlth the wholë thlng I propose, if the House wlU permit me, to
as one tion, although, of treat the queon thoroughly and te re-
course, we reached our' conclusion by look- sent, as[~egr1y as In able, whn>t IS m5
ing at the details. They made their proposi- own judgnment UpOnl the question. Ithk
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I wil not be presuming too much if I say
that, as the responsibllity of working out
this whole question more dlrectly devolved
upon myself, I am supposed to be better
informed upon it than any of my colleagues,
and it is only reasonable that I should take
the time I consider necessary to present the
case to the best of my ability.

I was proceedIng to point out to the com-
mittee what I thought would be a fair vlew
to take of the whole question, looking at
it lu detail, as respects the different sec-
tions. I would ask you to keep, however,
always present in your mind, the sugges-
tion I made a whfle ago, that this question
must be dealt with as a whole, and yet i
have not conceaIed from the House, either
on this or any previous occasion, the amounts
of rental I Uapplied luinmy own _mnnd to each
section, by which I reached the result that
we cana afford to give $140,000 per year ren-
tal, and that the contraet was not an unrea-
sonable one to make.

Now, subjeet to this reservation, I am wIl-
Ing to examine, and <will for a few moments
examine, the question as to whether we aré
paying.an unreasonable rental, when we are
applying, If you like, $37,500 a year to that
portion of the road which extends from Ste.
Rosalle to St. Lambert. The muleage of thlat1
section Is thirty-two miles. When you arrive1
at St. Lambert, there are considerable
approaches before you reach the bridge, but
the sectioi from St. Lambert Ls the section
to whlch, If we apply any part of the rental
at all, we would apply the $37,500. You
wil see that, taking the rental of the whole.
$140,O0, that would amount, capitalized at 3
per cent-whlch is, I suppose, the lowest
amount of Interest any person would think
we could fairly estimate upon-$4,500,000 as
the dash val-ue of the property, the privileges,
the rights, which we are In the whole acquir-
Ing. Well, the Grand Trunk Railway people
said to me, In the course of the negotiations,
that they thought It would fnot be unfair that
we should, if we requlred half its rights and
title In the railway from 'Ste. Rosalie ta>
St. Lambert, al'ow the company anterest
upon one-half Its cost, and that cost was
$1,500,000. It is just possible that that
amount may be somewbat ln excess
of what the Grand Trunk Railway Company
eould have bulit that section for to-
day. That Is just possible. But you
had to get the Grand Trunk Ralway
Company's consent before you could make
a bargain; and they strongly contended
that It would be a fair valuation to put
upon that property to estimate It at what it
cost them, and divide that sum by two. Then
as to the question of the laterest upon that,
they said that 5 per cent was a, proper rate
to aHow and lnh discussion lt ene out
that the Grand ernk at that moinent were
palng5)eäräeent uponte moiey whieh they
had larrowed1 to construet tbis ne Tas
you had some mea st to con ee them t- do
tbàt whteh they did not feel It far to be
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called upon to do, which they would not vol-
Untarily consent to do, you could not expect
them to allow us to fix the rental at a less
rate than 5 per cent, the rate they were pay-
ng. It is not fair either to say that the
Grand Trunk, with the improved conditions
and lowered rate of money In the market,
could borrow at 4 per cent, and, therefore,
this should be estimated on the basis of 4
per cent. That Is a matter whlch, I think,
would not be arguable, and for the reason
I have already suggested-that they must be
a consenting party to the transaction. Let
us take It, then, on that basis. Is $750,OOO
for half the road an unreasonable sum to
allow ? Is 5 per cent interest an unreason-
able rate ? I would say that neither the
principal sum nor the rate of Interest is
unreasonable. I wHi tell you why I think
so. When you estimate as closely as you
eau the cost of building another line of rail-
way equally as favourably situated between
Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert, you nfid that
It would cost you a great deal more than the
$750,000 which they ask you to allow as half.
It wll cost you a good deal more than that
-and I wll show In a moment that it will
cost yeu a great deal more-you are not mak-
ing an excessive or unreasonable allowance
to the Grand Trunk. And the rate of interest
is not much to be considered when you con-
sider that the terms of the bargain will
enable us to realize the profits of operating
that Une. Those profits would soon extin-
guish the extra 2 per cent representing the
difference between the 5 per cent which the
Grand Trunk are paying and the 3 per cent
at which the Government eau borrow money.
Let us look at the question of the cost of
a new section, a question which, ln all re-
spects but one, that 1s, the matter of land
damages, can be closely ascertained. I will
show, at a later stage, how much the officers
and engineers of my department tell me it
would cost to dupilcate that line-not
to make as good a line, because we would
not make as good a Une for the money
they have estimated, but to make Une we
would be able to use. Assuming that we
have not made an unreasonable alowance
n $37,500, and bearing In mind that if it

be unreasonable, you have only to take off
$10,000 on the ground I have suggested and
you get $27,500-we ûnd ourselves at St.
Lambert. Is there any objection made to the
arrangement wlth the Grand Trunk for the
use of the bridge ? I have not heard any.
I can go further and say we have anl heard
one of the gentlemen opposite, the arithmeti-
cal rhetorician of the party, stating that the
arrangement with respect to the bridge is
not an unfair arrangement. As to the ter-
minaas, I think they speak for themselves.
I have pointed ont how valuable these are.
lay add that before I received from the

Trunk the statement as to the
amount they would cohsider-fair 'entai for
the use of these privleges, I-had the ofBeers
of my dep1rtment go into the matter very
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fully and carefully. Andi the figures whieb
the chief engineer gave me, and which I had
in hand when I received those of the Grand
Trunk, was over $61,0», and within a few
hundred dollars o! what the Grand Trunk
had, in their statement when they made up
the sum to cover the use of these privileges.
So, i take lt, if we are to use the line to St.
Lambert, if we are to cross this bridge and
to use these terminais, the amount is not ex-
cessive. Now, I suppose that some hon. gen-
tiemen opposite will repeat what -they have
already sald. I take it that the hon. member
for Glengarry (Mr. MeI.&nnan), who, I would
judge, has his eye upon the Departmeut of
Railways and Oanals ln the future, and who,
I regret, is not here to-night, has given the
House the benefit of his raRiroad experience
In the estimate of the cost of the construction
of the line and the building of a new Une.
I only regret, seeing the merely nominal

gfiures at which he avows he can find re-
sponsible men to build these lines, to con-
struet these bridges, that be has kept bis
great light so long hid under a bushel. He
was the adviser and friend of the late Gov-
erament for many years ; but they never
profited by his vast experlence and wonder-
ful capabilities. Where has my hon. friend
from Glengarry been aUl these years, with his
knowledge of how to touch th button and
brlng about the construction of ai these
great works at merely nominal figures ? He
is much to blame and has been greatly re-
miss ln his duty to his party, not to speak
of his larger duties ito his country, when,
having this vast knowledge and experlence,
he permitted bis friends to indulge in such
atrocious expenditures of public monely in
the prosecution of their railway enterprises
and never raised his voice in protest.

Let me just for one moment refer to some-
thing which I came across yesterday in an
editorial article of the "Mail and Empire,"
and which may be approprlately mentioned
here. The edtor of this paper bas expressed
hils views In regard to this arrangement with
the Grand Trunk Railway. We know, with-
out my stating it, wh'at that opinion would
be. But they bave been giving expression
to au Idea here wblch seems to me to be
scarely worthy of the source from wblch
It sprung as the organ of a great party.
They say

The rejection of the deal by the Senate basresulted in a revision of the terms, and now, ln-
stead of paying five per cent on half the cost of
construction, we are to contribute four per centupon a proportion of the cost calculated upon theuser.

But we are still to pay $140,000 a year as rentaf
for ninety-inine years.

This sum is equivalent, on the annuity prin-
ciple, to $4,500,000 with interest-
Calculating the Interest at 3 per cent, whlch
I presume, is the rate they have taken, lt
would produce about that amount.
-that Io to say--
-1t goes on to remark.-

Mr. BLAIR.

-if we were to borrow $4,500,000 and pay $140,-
0 a year back, the capital and the interest

would be covered by the end of the ninety-nine
years.

That 's a somewhat §tartling propo-stion to
ne. If It is true, the editor of the " Mail

,aid E:npire" has made a discovery which
ought to land hilm lu a position of opulence
greater than even Crosus could boast of. If
you can borrow four and a halfi millions, and
by paying 3 per cent, extinguisli the princi-
pal in 99 years, that is a feat of financial
legerdemain in which, I thInk, they should
not continue to hold the exclusive property.
But let us take the figures at $4,500,00. and
where are we ln tbis calculation ? Is there
anybody in this House who has applied his
irind to it, or who bas avalled himself of
reliable information, who is able to show
that you could start from Ste. Rosalie, bulld
a Une to St. Lambert, and construct a bridge
across the St. Lawrence River, and get into
an equally favourable situation to the one
we are in Montreal to-day, with an expen-
diture of $4,500,000 only ? I would like to
see the Individual who would pledge his
credit, if he had any credit to pledge, to the
establishment of any such proposition. I
would like to see my hon. friend the ex-
Minister of Finance do 1t, although he
mnay be very familiar with the intricacies
of governmental finance, but whoin I would
scarcely like to trust ln making a calcula-
tion of the probable cost of railway construe-
tion on the basis of his statement In
the House the other day. I venture to
say that $4,500,000 will not begin to
give us the valuable and extensive termi-
nals we have in Montreal alone, or give
us the location which we have ln Montreal.
I venture to say that $4,500,000 by no pro-
eess of calculation and under the construe-
tion of no contractor or engineer, let him
be even the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr.
MeLennan), would be suffleient to put the
Intercolonial Rallway Into any part of the
city of Montreal, or place us where the peo-
ple of this country would be content that
the Intercolonial Railway, their Government
railway system, should be located. More
than that, I do not believe that it could be
done for four times that amount, from the
information which I have been able to
gather ; at all events, I 'wlll say lt cannot
be done for anythIng like the sum represent-
ed by $140,000 rental, capltalized at 3 per
cent.

Now, if you are not disposed to take ad-
vantage of the opportunity which there lies
at your hand, If you are not prepared to
turn to account, as you eau as fully and as
adequately as If you owned every fraction of
the railway, so far as the purposes of the
Intercolonlal Rallway system are concerned,If yo x are not content to take advantage of
the opportunity, I ws almost golng to say,
whieh God and nature had put intonOur
hands, but wh1eh I will say the Grand TrunkRail way have agreed to let us use upon
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those terms, if you are not willing to take
advantage of those ternis and of those faci-
lities, but are going to start out in the -con-
struction of another road on your own ac-
count, let us see where this construction is
going to land you. My hon. friend (Mr.
Foster) would build another line. I judge
so. Well, is he going to build to St.
Lambert? HBas he any Idea what it wouid
cost ? I can give him an idea of what it
wIll cost, founded, fnot upon my own unaided
judgment, but upon the careful estimates
and calculations of my officiais In the de-
partment, made not to-day, fnot yesterday,
but before I was prepared to recommend to
m-ny colleagues the adoption of this scheme.
Well, what are these calculations ? These
calculations are that it would cost, for the
laying down of the line of 32 miles, $485,440,
independently of the two great bridges, one
across the Yamaska and one across the
Richelieu. tand outside of the probable large
amount of land damages which you would
be called upon, and would be called upon, to
pay. Now. $485,000 would be the cost, ac-
cording to the judgment of the officials of
the department, if we were to undertake to
build a railway through an ordinary coun-
try ; but mind you, this Is not an ordinary
country, as I will show you before I have
proceeded much further. Well, it is going
to cost $400,000 to build a bridge across the
Richelieu River, and it is going to cost $300,-
000 to build a bridge over the Yamaska.
There you have got $1,185,440 as the esti-
mated cost of building the 32 miles of rail-
way from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert. And,
mark you, you bave in this calculation only
allowed land damages, at from $100 to $150
per acre. Now, when you come to consider
the expropriation of the right of way
through that country from iSt. Lambert to Ste.
Rosalle, who is going to say what the amount
of those damages will be ? There are, to
begin with, no less than 11 or 12 consider-
able towns and villages, some of them of
considerable magnitude, towns which have
grown up since the Grand Trunk RaIlway
was built. The Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany did not have to pay land damages
when they built their Une upon the same
basis we would have to pay them if we were
to bulid a road which will serve all these
towns and villages. Just Imagine getting
the right of way through 11 towns and vil-
lages, one of them, at least, of the import-
ance of St. Hyacinthe, and hon. gentlemen
In the committee know the importance of the
other places. Is it reasonable, would any
Government be eafe, would I not be worthy
of the severest condemnation, If, as Minister
of Railways, I advised my colleagues that
we could expropriate the right of way from
Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert on the basis of
even $150 per acre ? Why, Sir, It would bc
Idle for me to make any such proposition.
Youe cannot tell, when you go into the ques-
tion of land damages, just where you are
going to land.. It would be the part of pru-
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dence of any Government to pay 'a little
more than they think would be even a rea-
sonable value of this railway, than incur
obligations the magnitude of which no man,
could foresee. We are not without experi-
ence, and the late Government was not with-
out experience of this question of land
damages when they found it necessary to
expropriate property. In the case of the St.
Charles br.inch alone we see just how those
land damages roll up-the enormous sum of
$1,00,000 for the land alone that was re-
quired for that road of 14 miles. And they
did not go through 11 or 12 towns and vil-
lages, they did not go through a country
of the same value as the country from Ste.
Rosalie to St. Lambert. There Is no gentle-
man familiar with both. countries that will
not bear me out in that statement. So I say
that it was the part of prudence for this
Government to avail themselves of the op-
portanity which was open, when they knew
there was a limit to the liabilities that they
were assuming, and when they knew they
could get all they required at a reasonable
sum, unhampered with any unforeseen lia-
bilities. .

Well, Sir, we have then, $1,185,000, besides
an unknown sum to be added to this for the
land damages which we would have to pay
for the new road to St. Lambert, How
much are you going to add for land dam-
ages ? Well, if you only added one-half
of what it took to pay the land damages
for less than half the distance on the St.
Charles ibranch, if you only added half a
million you would have to pay $1,685,000.
Then what would you have? A rail-
way which, to all intents and purposes.
would be lu direct competition, and
would have opposed to it all the business In.
terests, all the energy, and all the enterprise
of the Grand Trunk Railway. How much
traffle would you be able, under those cir-
cumstances, to pick up along your own little
line,which you are conducting for yourselves,
independently of the Grand Trunk Railway
and in competition with the Grand Trunk
Railway? Moreover, you have to bear this in
mind, a most important consideration which
yeu must never allow to drop out of view
when you are considering the value of this
proposition In all its bearings. You have got
to pay the whole cost of maintenance, for the
establishment of ail the stations, for the
salaries of all the officials, ticket agents,
station agents. baggagemen, porters, track.
men, sectionmien, telegraphers, despatchers,
the whole staff of labourers from one end

ito the other ; you have to maintain all
these on'you own independent Une, without
any assistance and wIthout any contribution
from any quarter. But you are getting ail
the rallway facilities you require to the fui.
est and the amplest extent, as I have enu-
merated them, and you are paying by your
rental a proportion of the cost of these
charges which are borne In part by the
Grand Trunk Railway Company under the
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existing systerm. You have, therefore, a very
potential series of facts to the credit of the
transaction. when you come to look at thei
elosely and see their relative weight and
importance. Well, Sir, you have then $2,500.-
000 out of $4,500,000 that I have already dis-
posed of.

Mr. POSTER. How much is there for
land damages ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. I estimated $500,000 for land
damages.

Mr. POSTER. What does that make ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. That makes $1,685.000.
Mr. FOSTER. No.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. $1,685,000 out of $4,500,000.
Mr. POSTER. Be aceurate.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)

CANALS. I only hope that my hon. friend
will act upon that suggestion when he comes
to deal with the matter. It is $1,685,000 out
of $4,500,000; we will call it $1,500,000.

Mr. HA'GGART. Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say that between Ste.
Rosalie and St. Lambert we only pay to the
Grand Trunk Railway our proportionate
user ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, that is al we pay according
to the amount of business we do on a wheel-
age basis for maintenance, repairs and all
the other charges connected with the em-
ployees and staff as I have already atated
them. Then we have $1,500,000; we will
throw off $185,000 and callit $1,500.000.
We will then have $3,000,000 of the $4,500,-
000 left. What have we to do with that
Does the hon. gentleman propose te cross
the St. Lawrence by a new bridge ? If he is
going to construct a new bridge, then he can
make an estimate of what it will cost him.
My engineer's esflmate is 0Q0.0000 for
building another bridge across the St. Law-
rence. You would wipe out your $3,000,000,
tad get $3,000,000 on the wrong side of the
account. Let us suRpose that hon. gen-
tlemen, who have given any attention
to this subject, have come to the con-
clusion that they wll fnot bulld Another
bridge, but that they will use the Grand
Truuk Railway bridge. Let us see where
we will arrive at upon that basis. In the
first place It will be admitted that we can-
not take the Grand Trunk Ra1lwa, Com-
pany by the throat and eompel them to giWe
us the use of their bridge. Possibly, and I
will argue it on that basis, an applictïon
miglit be made ,o the Railway Committee1
of th> Privy Couneil for the right to use thati
bridge. The RailwaY Committee mIit feel
itself justifted in raking .an order in ae-
cordance with that application, but when
this matter would come before the Railway

Mr. BLAIR.

Committee what facts would be taken into
consideration ? First, that this bridge cost
$10,000,000. That fact would be presented
by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, and.
they would argue that, having built that
bridge, although they may have built It
soue years ago, at a time when the con-
struction of bridges was more expensive
than It is to-day, yet, having taken the risk
and having assumed the responsibility of
constructing this great structure, are they
to be robbed of a fair enjoyment of those
advantages without having a suitable allow-
ance made to them ?

Mr. POWELL. I think If the hon. Min-
ister wIll read the Act authorizing the Grand
Trunk to build that bridge he will see that
there Is an expressed provision that other
r4ailways nay use the bridge whenever they
have occasion to use it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am not antagonizing that pro-
position; I am as.suming that an appicaMttion
can be successfully made, but I think it is,
a fair matter for us to consider, when we
are dealing with an alternative proposition,
as to what we can count upon In judging
of this proposition and as to how it Is
likely to work ont. If that argument were.
presented to the Railway Commiftee the
Railway Committee would be obligod to re-
(ognize the force of it. The Governor in
Couneil, aeting on the broad lines that the
Government Is expectedi to act upon, reeog.-
nizing what Is fair and just and not merely
governing its action by what would be par-
ticularly ln the interest of the Government.
would be bound to acknowledge that that
argument has the element of strength, that
the Grand Trunk Railway Company wouiL-
he entitled to a liberal allowance, and that
it would not be justled ln fixing an amount
of compensation which would be based on
the present cost and in dIsregard o! the
actual cost to the company. You eau see at
onee if that argument is put on the basis
of $10,000,000 it would not take you very
long to swallow up more than your $40,00,
more than your $50,000, more than $60,000,
and you will possibly find yoursetf some-
where ln the neighbourhood of $75,000 or·
$100.000 fixed upon you as a rental for the.
bridge. I will tell you why that would not
be an unreasonable expectation. There is
another way ln which the bridge might pos-
sibly be turned to account by the Goverm-
ment which would bulld a second road from
Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert ln accordance
with the theory wlilch, I assume, some hon.
gentlemen on the other side of the House are
disposed to put forward. There is another
way of using the bridge. We might apply
to the Railway Comtùlttee, or approaeh theGrand Trunk "Raflway Company, and askthat they sbould allow Us, net t,0pay a
fixed rental for the use of this bridge, but
that they shouIld assess us a fair and reason-
able sum for each engine, eaeh fFeîghtnor
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passenger car, each passenger, each ton of
freight, or upon some basis such as that.
which is not an unknown or an unusuai
system of compensa-ting for the use of a
bridge owned by one company and used by
another. I had this question gone into be-
fore we made our arrangements witii the
Grand Trunk Railway Company. My en-
gineers were asked to estimate the cost if
we were to apply to the Railway Committee,
or to approach the Grand Trunk Railway
Company and ask to acquire the use of this
bridge, not on the basis of fixed rental, but
by paying a fair and reasonabie sum for
-very ear, locomotive, passenger and ton of
freiglit on the sanme basis as is adopted in
reference to other bridges, and particularty
in refereince to the Niagara bridge by the
railway companies that are using it in pay-
ment to the company which owns it. My
<nigileers mad2 a report upon tlûs subject
and they showed, making an estimate on the
number of trains we would be likely to use
and the number of passengers erossing there
on the basis of our probable business for the
first one or two years, that on the same
terns and on the sanie basis as the com-
panies pay for the use of the Niagara bridge,
it w-uld cost us $77,000 a year instead of
$40.000 a year. These figures were pr.-
sented before the committee which sat a
year ago, and hon. gentlemen have had
ample opportunity of subjecting them to a
critical examination. Where would you be
aftetr you got to St. Lambert with this road.
which you are going to construct ? If you
are going to cross the bridge and to pay on
the business you are doing, irrespective ô
the business you would do in the future,
you would pay $37,O0 a year more for the
use of that bridge than we are paying under
this agreement, and that this is not an
unreasonable argument is proved by the faEt
that the engineers pointed out, that the
Niagara is a short bridge and that this
bridge is a very long bridge. I do not know
exactiy what the length of the Niagara
bridge is.

Mr. GIBSON. Eight hundred feet.
The .,NISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Eight hundred feet ; less than a
sixth o! a mile, and here is a bridge twelve
times the length.

Mfr. GIBSON. Thirteen times the length.

The MINIPTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. Thirteen times the length. If
you apply to this bridge the same rate, or
half of the rate, or a quarter of the. rate,
thalt is applied to the .Niagara bridge, you
would get a larger annual eharge limposed
on the traffic and business of the Intercolo-
.nlal Railway than is now imposed on it
under the arrangement we have made. But
you have under this arrangement of ours,
the additlonal -guarantee and assurance that
no matter what volume your business may
attain, your rental4s fixed and you have no

additional amount charged against you for
its use. I think, Mr. Chairman, that what-
ever way you may look at it, you do not
make mueh progress in establishing a case
agaiast the Government's proposition, by
starting out upon an independent line or an
independent bridge. And, when my bon.
friend .(Mr. Foster) gets across the St. Law-
rence River, what happens ? If you are
liberal and generous and willing to spend
the $6,000,0 to buiId the bridge, and you
get over ýinito Montreal, where are you when
you arrive at the north shore of the St.
Lawrence ? My hon. friend (Mr. Foster),
if he had charge of the enterprise, would
no doubt turn back with all possible
despateh. He would not linger a minute
on the opposite shore. He would recon-
sider the proposition and start out on a
newi tack. Within no reasonable limits of
cost are you going to get from the shore
of the St. Lawrence River into the centre
of the city of Montreal ? I assume that
my bon. friend is now in sympathy with me
In my proposition, and that we may now ac-
eompany one another back from the north-
ern side of the St. Lawrence to the starting
point at Ste. Rosaile.

There is possibly another proposal likely
to be made by hon. gentlemen opposite, for
we have had hints of it, and I am not sure
that my ambitious friend from Glengarry
(Mr. MeLennan) has not the idea in his
head, for he gave some suggestion of it the
other night. He is going to build another
lir'. not parallel to the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, but he is going to build from Ste.
Rosalie to Caughnawaga, and he Is going
to cross the St. Lawrence at Lachine, where
lie says it can be done cheaply. · Let me
follow out bis proposition. and see where
It will bring us. You will remember that
by his plan you avoid the extra cost of bulnd-
ing au enormously expensive bridge across
the St. Lawrence f rom St. Lambert, but
you must remember also that you have got
to build a trifiing addition of no less than
seventeen miles to your railway.

Mr. GIBSON. And seventeen back to
Montreal.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am not speak4ng of going back
yet. And I do not think my hon. friend
(Mr. MeLennan), when he accompanies me
will ever get back. 'Is not tthe building of
seventeeti miles a considerable item ? For
the sake of $5,000, or $10,000, or $20,000 a
year rental,-yes, I might say $25,000 a year
rental, is the Government going to put itself
to the expense of building seventeen addi-
tional miles of railway which ithis route
would necessitate? I do not think ithey are.
At ail events, It is a matter which one
ought seriously to consider, and we should
not jump at a conclusion with reference to
It with that rapkty which some of our
friends on the othere side of the House have
shown In proposing this alternative propo-
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sition. Well, we have got to Caughna
waga, and my engineers say:

Instead ot having to travel 38 miles to gei
from Ste. Rosalie by the present proposed route
into the Bonaventure station, we would have to
travel 55 miles, going up to Caughnawaga and
crossing the river coming back again on the
other side into the city of Montreal.
It Is going to cost $17,000 a mile to build
these m'iles of railroad, and then you gel
somewhere near the outskirts of the city
of Montreal on the way down. You will
not have very heavy 'land damages for a
portion of the line after you cross tue river,
because you can cone down upon the canal
property thit belongs to the Government,
but you will have to pay land damages,
whieh I do not estimate would be much,
between Ste. Rosalle and Caughnawaga.
You have to pay $17,000 a mile for the
railway ; you have $1,500,000 for a bridge
across the St. Lawrence at that point ; you
have to pay $300,000, according to the esti-
mate of my engineers, for two mes as you
are entering the outskirts of the elty of Mont-
treal, to get down to where the Government
has ample land upon which to locate a pas-
senger station and bulild its shops and tracks
and yards. Any gentleman who knows
Montreal will recognize that ithis, would take
us to the cattle-yard, so-called, in that city.
You get there after spending $300,000 for
two miles, $1.500,000 for a bridge, and $17,-
000 a mile upon the fifty-4hree miles which
it would be necessary to build, and then
you have to face the grave problem of get-
ting into the business centre of the city. Is
any one In this Parliament willing that the
main passenger station of the Intercolonial
Railway sbould be located at the Montreal
cattle-yards ? The proposition is absurd.
The cattle-yards are about a mile from the
heart of the city-it takes you fif-
teen minutes in the cars to get down
there from the Windsor Hotel. It Is
sald to be a mile from the cattle-yards
to the Bonaventure station; it is probably
more, and certainly not less. Would It
do to have the chief passenger station of
the Government railway alongslde the cat-
tle-yards of the Grand Trunk Railway ? No-
body would tolerate that for an Instant. Is
there any gentleman here representing the
city of Montreal who will say that such a
thing would be i the interests of the city,
in the interests of the Government, in the

Interests of the 'Intercolonial Railway, or
in the interests of the country at large ? I
do not think any one of thema would say
so. Then, It you want to get your station
elsewhere, to somewhere near the hotels
and the business centre of the eity, you
have to expropriate your way through a
mile of built-up, valuable city pro-
perty, and to encounter aIl the diffi-
culties that attend the extension of
a Une of rallway under such conditions.
le that a problem which can be faced wlth a
jaunty fèeling ? . Would any man respon-

Mr. BLAIR.

sible for the government of the country
like to say, that, within the margin of $140,-
000 a year, capitalized at 3 per cent, you
could make all these arrangements-build
these 55 miles of railway, build this bridge,

1 get down to the cattle-yards, and then fight
your way another mile to the centre of the
clty-that you could do all this within the
limit of $4,500,000, or any sum approaching
it ? I have not ventured to name a sum,

r and my engineers are not prepared to say
1 what it would cost to get through that mile.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. You get
down to the shipping, as well.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, but I am only speaking of
getting a passenger depot where it would
be likely to meet the public convenience, and
where, with the disadvantage you are lab-
ouring under of baving a separate station
from other roads. you would get facilities
for the travelling public. I have not named
any sum; I cannot name any precise sum.
Let some gentleman who has more courage
than I have, put the cost into figures. I
would fnot like to say, that you could do It
for four or five times what ,t Is costing on
the principle contained in the existing pro-
position. And, Mr. Chairman, remember that
if you are content to stay at the cattle-yards,
which is an impossible proposition, or, if you
are bold enough to go this mile further and
locate yourself in the centre of the business
of Montreal, then, where are your connec-
tions ? You are not connected with the
Canadian Pacfic Railway, or with the
Grand Trunk Railway, or with the Canada
Atlantie. You are absolutely nowhere, fromx
a railway point of view. In my judgment,
It would be inflnltely better that you bad
stayed out of Montreal altogether than to
seek admission into that city on either of
the alternative plans whIch have been hinted
at by the other side of the House. The hon.
member for York, N.B., (Mr. Foster), I may
say in this connection, ias sald, with al the
gravity and all the impressiveness which he
can sometimes assume, that this proposition
has not any business side, that there never
has been a business argument advanced ln
its favour, and that there cannot be. I make
my hon. friend a present of these argu-
ments, and I venture to suggest that It will
be difficult for my hon. friend to gainsay
their business force or business value, let
hlm deal with them as he. may. I ask hlm,
whether or not It is a business proposition
you have before you. I ask whether the
objections I have endeavoured to present to
the alternative proposition, are business ob-
jections, founded ln good sense, in reason,
ln experience, and in the absolute necessity
of things under the conditions which exist.

Now, Sir, let me recapitulate. Fifty-five
miles of railway, at $17,000 per mile, will
coSt $935,000; or, taking off the two special
miles, there will be 53 miles, which will cost
$900,000. The 2 miles within the city limita
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wlll cost $300,000. The bridge at Caughna-
waga will cost $1,500,O00. One mile ex-
propriated through the centre of the city I
will ask leave of the committee to put at
$2,000,000 or $2,500,O00. Perhaps that may
be considered absurdly small. I am told it
cost 'the Canadian Pacifie Railway, to ex-
propriate its way into the city, $10,000,000.
Perhaps half of that amount would not be
an unreasonable or excessive estimate to
make ln respect to this ; but let us give
away one-half the amount, and call it $2,-
500,000, and you have $5,235,000 as the cost
of this alternative route, with not a station
building, a; workshop or a building of any
kind erected li the city, and not a track
made, except the track that brings you ln-
no terminal connections, none of those vital
things which are necessary, if you are going
to do a railway business. Moreover, to add
to all these other drawbacks, you have 17
miles of additional road to cover to reach
your terminal than by the Government plan.
There Is a little bit of evidence whieh
I will venture to suggest to the com-
mittee-indeed, there are two pleces
of evidence-to show that, after all,
wTe cannot have gone so very far afield ln
the terms on which we made this arrange-
ment. If you look at the contract which
was entered Into between the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway and the Grand Trunk, you
will find parallel conditions just as favour-
able for the Canadian Pacifie Rallway as
exist for us ; yet you will find that for the
38 miles between Toronto and Hamilton, the
Grand Trunk Railway Company leased to
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company the
user for $40,000 a year, or more than $1,000
per mile.) Now, the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Company were under no compulsion
to make that arrangement, and I presume
they would not have Made it unless It was
ln their Interest to do so. Is anybody justi-
fied ln denounclng that as an absurd and
unreasonable transaction ? I take it, the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company were
not under any political pressure>; they had
not any deal on ; they had no job to perpe-
trate, such as we are charged withb; and
yet theyl paid $40,000 a year rental for the
use of those 38 miles. And that Is
not all. They had no costly bridge to use.
They pay their proportion of the mainten-
ance. Just precisely as we do, on a wbeelage
basis. And that is not all. They do not pick
up one dollar of freight ln the whole 38 miles.
If a passenger travels. on tieir train, with a
ticket of the Grand Trunk, or any other rail-
way, which would entitle hm to pass over
the route, the Canadian Pacifde have a right
simply to retain a triffing percentage, I
think 10 per cent for colleeting, and the
balance goes to the Grand Trunk Railway.
Compare those two transactions together,
and can anybody say, that our transaction is
less favourable than that which the Caznaý
dian Paclide Company made with the Grand
Trunk Company ? But this is not all. I

have some knowledge of negotiatio1i' which
have been pending for nearly two years be-
tween the Canada Atlantic Company and the
Grand Trunk Company. The Canada At-
lantie have desired for a long time to get
Into Montreal under a more favourable ar-
rangement thai$ they have at present, and
they have been endeavouring to induce the
Grand Trunk to make an arrangement with
them for a fixed rental for a term of years,
similar to our contract ; and what is the
condition of the proposed arrangement ? The
lowest sum the Grand Trunk Company have
been willing to accept for the use of the 38
miles from Coteau to Montreal and the ter-
minals is $150,000 a year ; and they flave no
bridge to cross, and no 2 miles of enormous-
ly expensive structure, which cost three times
more than all the rest of the road put toge-
ther. Yet they are asking and insisting upon
$150,O00. It Is true that the Canada Atlantie
Is not agreeing to that, but ithink that the
sum is large and therefore have not come
to an understandIng, and there is nothing
in it unless they agree that such a contract
eau be entered into. Would we compare
that with ours ? Is ours less favourable ?
Is anybody justified lu condemning this and
saylng the Government has not safeguarded
the public interest li making the contract
we have doue ?

I am bringing ny observations now, you
will say, happlly, to a close. I think I
have established that we have made a good
bargain, that we have taken the cheapest
and most economical means of obtalning an
entrance into the city of Montreal. I
think we have shown that we have obtained
a splendid road, that we have secured all the
facilities, aill the track, all the bridging, we
require, all the terminals we can ever re-
quire, and are la as good a position for the
purposes of prosecuting the business of the
Intercolonial Railway as if we owned the
entire property from end to end.

My hon. friend the ex-Finance Minister
says : Oh, this matter is a very grave ques-
tion, for you are proposing to make an ar-
rangement that is going to bind this country
for ninety-nine years, and .possibly longer.
Well, if the Government which may be then
In power--and by the most sanguine streteh
of the imagination, I cannot Imagine that
my right hon. friend will be able to preside
over -the destinies of the country for that
lengthy period-whatever Government will
then exist, wi1l have it in its power to break
the contract or continue it. If I were to ven-
ture a prophesy, I wouild say that that coâ
tract will be renewed, because there can be
no conditions so favourable to the
breakIng of ite that the Goverunment would
think It was in the public Interest to rescind
the contract. But the ex-Minister of FI-
nance erles, you are asswning an obligatio
whlch Is 'to last ninety-nine years. Welli
we spent $4,500,000, the obligation would
not be any shoiter or the burden any legs
than under this arrangement, yet the hon.

4109 4110



[ OMMONS]

gentleman would spend,, apparently $4,500,-
000l in some other direotion where his friends
think it could be better spent. But if you
lay out money, you incur a debt which time
does not extinguish. You incur a debt which
has to be palid. And this expenditure is
no more a weight on the shoulders of the
people in the form in which -we expend the
money than it would be in any other form
in which hon. gentlemen opposite think it
could be expended, or than if we were to
borrow the money and buy out all these
privileges from the Grand Trunk Railway
for $4,500,000. You have to do lit one way
or the other, and I think this is equal to ithe
best.

There are some features of this contract
which have been much dwelt upon. They
are what I call unimportant matters, and
which I think I am justified in describing
as the minor features in the contract. They
are not impertant, not essential, not vital
at all. The question as to whether we
should have paid 5 per centum upon
the cost of hetterments Is not a vital ques-
tion, as it appears to me. When we made
the rate of 5 per cent, we did so because
that Is the rate the Grand Trunk Railway
are paying, and we could noit pay them the
cash, because then we would be expendIng
our money upon property subjeet to encum-
brance,.and that is a prnciple we could not
approve and which, if we were to act upon
It, we would be condemned for admitting by
the other side. But with regard to this
question, it is a small matter, because the
expenditure will not be large under any
circumstances. We hold the key of the
situation in our own bands, and II ·thlnk It
would not be amiss for hon. gentlemen,
when discussing this question and exagger-
ating Its importance, if they would simply
carry in their minds this one clause-they
do not know it, probably they have not ex-
amined it-but if they would carry ln their
minds this clause, they would see that no
betterments are to constitute a charge
against the Government unless the Govern-
ment sanction the expenditure by a memo-
randum signed by the Minister declar-
ing that ithe Government will pay Its share.
We hold, therefore, the control in our own
hands; and when I hear these gentlemen
talking about the betterments, as though the
Grand Trunk Railway was going to spend
untold millions out of which they would
pay four or five or six dollars to our one-
or something in that neighbourhood-when
they say that -the Grand Trunk Railway are
going to spend an enormous . amount of
mouey for the purpose o! getting out of us
a small proportion of It, there .s just as
much. ground for that sort of exaggerated
talk as there was for the denouncing by
these hon. gentlemen of the Yukon contract,
because the district to be granted was a
land of gold. . But that gold wll fnot be
found in the lifene of 'the generation now
living, andi you rwil not flnd this enormous

Mr. BLAIR.

expense on betterments incurred in the life-
tine of this generatlon. That is one of
the tunes our hon. friends opposite are play-
ing to tiekle the ears of !the groundlings.
and not because they have any conviction
that It is an item of magnitude or import-
ance.

So with regard to -the two or three other
minor details. I rather prefer to discuss
this question as broadly as possible, with-
out going into minute details. But these
details, if challenged, I can defend to the
fullest extent, and defend them on business
grounds. I can show that they are reason-
able, and I say, even if I could not, they
are not worthy of the serlous consideration
of rthis Parliament or country, because we
are dealing with a question of large poliey,
with the question as to whether or not we
should locate our Government road In the
great eity of Montreal. And when we found
ourselves able to arrive at satisfactory
ternis, when 'the GIrand Trunk Railway
and we were able to come together upon
a large basis of settlement. it would have
been Idle for us to have stopped the
negotiations and withdraw from the propo-
sal because on these minor niatters the
Grand Trunk Railway would not give way.
Wberever there Is any feature in them which
hon. gentLemen might think could be lm-
proved upon, I am justified in saying that
th*ey were a subject of discussion and con-
stant negotiation with the Grand Trunk
Railway. Taking the general proposition,
as a whole, having regard to all the Import-
ant Iuterests involved, I felt fthat we were
justified in agreeing to this contraet in the
maln and In the details, just as we have
presented ft to this House.

I think there Is another point of view
from whieh it would be proper for the emem-
bers of this Parliament, if .they .have not
already done so, to consider this ques-
tion of the extension of rthe Intercolonial
Railway. Remember that this Is a raliway
whieh belongs to the people, to the Govern-
ment of Canada. I think that ithe prestige,
the character, the reputation, of the peo-
pie and the Goverunment are Involved in
the proper maintenance and operation of its
great system of railways. When people
come to this country from abroad, do you
not think they are liable to take from our
public works, from our Government railway
system, their Ideas as to what kind of Gov-
ernment we have, as to what kind of peo-
ple we have, as to whether we have any
large ide1s or vlews at all com-
mensurate with the extent and great-
'ness of this ocuntry ? I thInk that
it Is a question of importance to
the people of Canada, that we should get Jn-
to the c'ity of Montreal with our great Inter-
colonial Rallway ; that we should get there
in the best possible shape ; that we should
get there. with all the advantages it is pos-
sible for us to command ; that we should get
there over a railway o! which we need not
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be ashanied ; that we should reach a portion
of the eity where the traffic would expect to
find us, and that we should be housed suit-
ably as the terminus of· a Government rail-
way. And if I never have any name identi-
fied with any railway proposition of the Gov-
ernment except this of the extension of the
Intercolonial to Montreal, I shall feel that
I have reason to be proud, not alone of the
fact that we have reached 'Montreal, not
alene of the improvement we have been able
to make with respect to the maintenance and
operation of the Intercol'onial Rallway, but
over and above all else, proud of the ·terms
upon which that improvement has been
brought about.

Mr. J. G. HAGGART (South Lanark). The
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr.
Blair) began bis remarks with a discussion
of the old controversial question that was
before the House several days ago with re-
ference to the traffle arrangement between
the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the Inter-
colonial Railway. The bon. gentleman was
going to brIng the subject home to me. He
suggests that if the timber-headed predeces-
sor of the hon. gentleman who presides over
the affairs of the Department of Railways
and Canals had paid any attention to the
orders that were Issued by his subordinates
when he was in office he would not have
made the remarks he made the other day
with reference. to this arrangement. The
House will remember that the hon. Minister
of Rai:lways and Canals detailed what he
would have us believe was one of the most
!nfamous agreements ever entered into be-
tween a Government and a railway, by
which the employees of the Intercolonlal
Railway were forbidden to look for freight
along their own Unes. I bappened to contro-
vert that by readlng the agreement to the*
House the other evening. Notwithstanding
that, the hon. gentleman returns to the sub-
jeet and tries to nail me by orders whleh
were issued by my department and of which
he says I ought to have had cognizance. 1
paid very particular attention to the orders
whieh the hon. gentleman read. It is a
matter of indifference whether they were is-
sued wvhen I was in control of the depart-
ment or before, because I was supposed to
have knowledge of the orders issued by my
subordinates. It makes little difference whe-
ther they were issued under my administra-
tion or under that of Sir John Maedonald or
Sir Mackenzie Bowell, who preceded. me-I
assumed the whole responslbility. Stil, to
brIng it particularly home to me, the hon.
gentleman read some orders issued In 1890,
1891 and 1892, before I was in office at ail.
The only order ithat he read that was issued
when .Lwas head of the department was one
issued in 1893 whieh had no -reference to the
eubject whatever. Now, wbat was the effect
of these orders ? These orders were otr et
Injunetions to the agents amd subordinate
offleers of the Intercolonial Railway to carry'
out the written agreement which had been.

entered into between the Canadian Pacifie
Railway and the Intercolonial Railway. I
took the trouble to read that agreement the
other day in this House. If there is any-
thing objectionable In that agreement, I can-
not see it. If it bears the interpretation the
hon. gentleman puts upon it, then, I do not
understand it. Let me read, again, the parts
having reference to the. instructions to local
ticket agents and freight agents:

The Minister of Railways and Canals shall use
every endeavour to cause the station agents or
local ticket and freight agents at stations on the
line of the Intercolonial Rallway east of St. John,
excepting St. John, except as hereinafter pro-
vided, to be strictly neutral as between the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway via St. John, N.B., and
other lines competing with it, and to way-bill
freight and sell tickets by such of these routes
as may be Indicated by shippers or passengers.

This is the clause "herelnafter provided "

Either party shall be free to employ such eau-
vassingaagents as itmay nee fit and the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway Company shall pe free to
establish such agencies at points on the Intercol-
onial Railway east of St. John as its interests
may require ;-

Does the hon. gentleman object to tha-t ? Has
not the Canadian Pacific Railway a right to
appoint agents Independent to this agreement
in any iplace where they may require them ?
-provded, however, that should it establish
agencies for the sale of tickets and canvassing
for freight at points on the Intercolonial Railway
east of St. John where other lines of railway
competing with the Canadian Pacific Railway, via
Point Lévis or Chaudière Junction, have not
establishi similar agencies, the preceding clause
as to neutrality shall not apply to such points ;-

In any case where there was not a Grand
Trunk agent and a Canadian Pacific agent,
where the two companies were mot compet-
ing for freight, the Intercolonial Railway had
a right to establish an agent as against the
Canadian Pacific and ,to compete with it over
its long Une.
-- but If the Government or any railway com-
pany competing with the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way via Point Lévis or Chaudière Junction, shall
likewise establish such agencies at the same
points the conditions as to neutrality shall be
observed by thestation agents, local ticket and
!relght -agents of the Intercolonial, Rallway at
such stations.

I hope the bon. gentleman will be able to
continue an agreement such as that with the
Ganadian Pacifie Raliway. .He will never be
able to make better terns if be intends that
company to go to St. John and Halifax. It
was the late right hon. Sir John Macdonald
who entered into this agreenent, and the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) wll never be able
to make better terms wlth the Canadiau
Pacifie Railway or any other railway than
SIr John Macdonald made wlth the Grand
Trunk lu 1879 and with the Canadian Pacifie
In 1890. The hon. Mnister dwelt at great
length on this question. !He stated that the
effeet of this agreement was to prevent the
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Intercolonial Rallway agents from one part account kept of the main Une lu order to
of the country to the other to competing for make out the immense benefits which would
frelghts over their own Une of railway. His accrue to the Intercolonial Railway by the
Intention was, I suppose, to convey the Im-, Increased traffie in consequence of having a
pression that they were not allowed to com- terminus ln Montreal, and the hon. gentlemaa
pete for freight to be taken by the long haul goes on to state that the increased traffe oU
to Lévis instead of by the short haul by St. the Intercolonial Railway amounts to about
John. The agreement says distlnctly what $S00,000 a year. He took a great deal of pains
the arrangement was, and there was no such to show that the variation In the receipts of
condition as the hon. gentleman says there the Intercolonial Railway for the last ten
was. I had several controversies wIth the years only. amounted to about $125,000. I ask-
Canadian Pacifie Rallway on that subject. ed the hon. gentleman to show us what the
They were always complalning. They ap- expenditure was, but he very earefully avold-
plied twice for leave to enter an action ed that question. He states tbat the recelpts
against the Crown for damages they claimed from the Intercolonlal Railway this year
to have sustalned under the agreement. T on account of the terminals being in Mont-
told themu they had sustained no damages real, amount to $800,OOO. That sum cannot
under the agreement. I had the opinion be ln consequence of local freights from one
of Sir John Thompson on the subject. section of the road to the other, beeause the
He says that the opinion ln the department local freights for the last ten years show a
was, that it only applied to <the New Glasgow variation in the neighbourhood of only $125,-
and Oxford road and the Oape Breton road; 000. The hon. gentleman has told us exact-
he says, that the agreement did not apply to ly what the local freights from one end of
these particular portions of the road. 1 the road to the other amount to. The pre-
say, that' the agreement did not in any way sumption is, that he had the evidence, but
bind the agents on the Intercolonial Rail- he did not dare to produce It. Let us look,
way system to take traffie, trade and pas- judging him by his own figures, at these in-
sengers from their long line of road ; and creased recelpts of $800,000, and what do we
there were no instructions sent to any offi- find? The deficit on the Intercolonial Rail-
cer on the Intercolonial. Railway, or to any way is nearly $200,000 more than It was the
agency, whlch prevented it. It was well year before. What, then, is the presumption
known that there was a strong espr 1 le to be drawn from the argument of the Min-
corps among the officiais of the road ; tey ister of Raliways and Canals ? That, ln
were proud of the Intercolonlal Rallway, order to get the $800,000 worth of extra
and did all they could for the purpose of freight and passengers and the extra re-
diverting trade along the long Une of road. cepts from freight and passengers at the
They succeeded lin doing sod and were not city of Montreal, he had to expend $1,000,000.
interfered wlth, no agent was dlsmlssed, There Is no other inference to be drawn. The
and there were noue of the terrible conse- hon. Minister knew it perfectly well, when
quences the hon. gentleman pointed out. he was using the argument; he knew that

As I stated before, the agreement entered the deficit on the Intereolonial Railway
Into ln 1890 is a perfectly justfiable one, Is over $200,000 this year. The recelpts and
and compares favourably wlth the agree- expenditures nearly balanced for the few
ment at present enterd into wlth the Grand years previously. Take $50,000 off for the
Trunk Railway by tbe same gentlemen. deficit, and that would leave $150,000. Add

The bon. gentleman twitted us upon ask- $150000 to $ ,000, and, in order to get the
ing for papers. We wanted Information as $800,000 of extra receipts for freight, passen-

to the earnings of the road from Point Lévis gers and other business, he had to payto Montreal. He has been, running it a $950,000.while, and the Government promised, The hou. gentleman, however, goes on to
through Sir Oliver Mowat in the Senate, treat the question on a broader seale. He
that. If they passed this annual subsidy to says, that the necessity arose, and, If I had
the road, they would run it for perbaps a had the energy, the business principles
year or two, and would then be able to which ought to bave characterized a Minis-
ghow by the earnings of the road that it ter of Railways and Canals, 1 should atmighlt be a profitable undertaking, and once have made a connection between Point
would perhaps justtfy them in making some Levis and Montreal., It was left to the hon,.
otiher agreement with the Grand Trunk gentleman, who has the energy, and ability,.Railway. The bon. gentlemai says it is im- and the push to accomplish it. I had consid-
possible to do anythlng of that kind. Every ered It for a number of years, and had comerailroad man in the country knows the ab- to the conclusion that It was better not tesurdity of the statement that has been put make the connectIon. I hoped for better
into the hon. gentleman's mouth; every one things from the Grand Trunk Railway, fromknows that every leased Une of road by the better management, and from a closer
tie Grand Trunk Railway or the Canadian connection at Point Lévis. The result justi-
Pacifie ReUway, no uatter how short or lied my antilpation, beeause, if the present
how long it is, bas a separate accout kept management of thxe Grand Trunk Railway
of its operations. The hon. gentleman had~ been li power then. there would have
knows, I suppose, that there was a separate been no necessity to consider another ar-.

Mr. HAGGART.



[JUNE 1, 1899]

rangement. But, no matter how great an
expenditure may be required for the purpose
of accomplishing the object, the hon. gen-
tleman is ready to make any expenditure of
the people's money that he thinks proper,;
for the purpose of accomplishing It. The1
hon. gentleman criticised my statement, andI
1 noticed how very careful he was. He
does not represent these minor details asI
worth mentioning. He does not gloat upon
the better arrangement he made in 1898,
over the one In 1897. He does not tell you,'
that he has not to pay for oneJhalf the better-
ments on the Grand Trunk Railway at 5
per cent per annum ; nor did he tell us, that
he had got connection with the bridge on
that Une of railway, which was to be so
beneficlal to the Intercolonial Railway, and
which connected the Grand Trunk Railway
system with the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
Before the committee on which I had the
honour of sitting, he poInted out the differ-
enee between the two agreements; he point-
ed out that, not only have we connection
now with the Grand Trunk Railway, but
with the Canadian Pacifie Railway. We
bave secured it after a good deal of haggling
and a good deal of trouble, from the Grand
Trunk Railway, but he did not mention It
to-day.

I have stated that I looked over tbe
agreement, and, fortunately, I have taken
the precaution of submitting the agreement
again and again to different lawyers through-
out the country. I did not think that I
could possibly be mistaken as to the mean-
ing of plain English words In a plain agre-
ment, and I stated that the Minister nas not
a conveyance of what he said he had a con-
veyance, that that agreement does not cover
it. The hon. gentleman, sald, that I owed
an apology to the House, that perhaps I
was having a rap at his depart-ment because
his department was responsible for the
agreement. But, when he told me, that the
Justice Department had drawn out the
agreement, he thought that was sufficient
to set every doubt at rest. Now, I wIll take
the trouble agair to read the agreement, and
I maintain that my opinion Is correct, not-
withstanding what may be said by the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals or the Minis-
ter of Justice. The Justice Department
may have drawn out ,the agreement in the
terms that were directed to be used for the
purpose of conveying what the Minister of
Railways and Canals told them was to be
conveyed. Here is the agreement :

Now this Indenture witnesseth that the ex-
pression "Montreal Joint Section," wherever
used in this Indenture shall mean the compa.ny's
ine and connections at Ste. RoWalie, and the

whole Une and branches and appurtenances lere-
by demised from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lamnbert and
the Victoria Bridgé, together with the terminals
at Bonaventure station tu the city of Montreal,and at Point St. Charles, St. Henri and between.
Point St. Charles and the Bouaventuroe station,
and also wIth the Canadian- Pacifie Railway viai
Jacques Cartier Junction,-

That Is as plain as It can be.
-and the expression "Chaudière Joint Sec-
tion " shall mean the Chaudière Bridge and con-
nections, except when the meaning shall con-
fliet with the context or otherwise plainly ex-
pressed terms of the clause in which the same
Is used.
This is the demise:

That the said company ln consideration of the
rents, covenants, conditions and agreements here-
inafter contained and reserved bath given, grant-
ed, demised and leased, and by these presents
doth give, grant, demise and lease unto Her
Majesty, ber successors and assigns all an un-
divided one-half share Interest, right and title to
all the company's Une of railway, road-bed and
property from and including Ste. Rosalie station
ln the coVnty of Bagot, ln the province of Quebec,
to the Victoria Bridge,-
That is as plain as possible.
- aad also the undivided one-half right, share,
title or interest ln the company's line of rallway
from a point on the western side of the Chau-
dière Bridge at the proposed junction of the
Dru mmond County Railway with the company's
line,-
There cau be no mistake as to these two
covenants:

-and including the Chaudière Bridge, and to
and Includiug the switch at the easterly side of
the Chaudière Curve station, being the same
rights and privileges agreed to be leased to the
Drummond County Railway. by the company, with
the full and unlinmited right and privileges such
as the company Itself enjoys of running the en-
gines, vehicles, rolling stock and trains of the
said Intercolonial Railway, either separately or
combined, and as frequently and at such times
as its business and traffic may require, and ln
both directions, over any and every portion of the
said company's railway between and including
the said points aforesaid, and the use of the Vie~
teria Bridge across the River St. Lawrence as It
at present exists, or as it may at any time dur-
ing the subsistence of this lease be improved,
re-constructed, enlarged or extended, and over
the company's lUne and lUnes of railway over the
said Victoria Bridge and Into the Bonaventure
station, ln the city of Montreal, and the other
terminal points, junctions and connections of
the company hereinbefore more particularly le-
scribed, together with the full and unlimited
right and privilege of having the business and
traffic of the Intercolonial Railway-
This is not descrlbed before In the demise.
The Ste. Rosalie section is described in the
Montreal joint section, and there ls also
the -Chaudière joint section. The Govern-
ment have to pay for their share of the
user of these two particular parts of the
road.
-- done ln and about the staticns and premises
of the said company, upon any portions of the
company's Une hereinbefore described, and of
the terminals and connections hereinbefore men-
tioned, and all intermediate stations and pre-
mises ef the company ln and about andl
upon all stations, tracks and sldings, branches
or extensions belonging to or leased by the coin-
pany or connected with the tracks of the conm-
pany, together with the full and unlimited riglit
in Her Majesty of constructing stations; tracks,
branches and sidings, nd connecting said tracks,
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branches and sidings with the main branch and
leased Unes of the company at any point or points
between and Including Ste. Rosalie and Mont-
real, on the terms and conditions hereinafter-con-
tained, for the term of ninety-nine years.
I may be mistaken entirely ; I ventured the
opinion the other day in the Hlouse, and I
h'ave had the opinion of many lawyers since
who support the view that this agreement
does not convey that part of the road that
the hon. Minister stated that after a good
deal of haggling he had got from the Grand
Trunk Railway Company. Enough upon
a hat point. I will now deal with the portion
of the road between !Ste. Rosalie and St.
Lambert. The hon. Minister says that lie
has made a perfect arrangement with the
Grand Trunk Railway Company. He pro-
ceeds to analyse it and presents a defence
upon statements made by bis department
prepared to justify the Minister in making
bis statement to the House. Wbat does he
pay for the use of the road from Ste. Rosalie
to St. Lambert, and It is only a 5 per cent
use that he is going to get. The hon. gentle-
man pays $37,500 a year, or If capitalized, it
a~mounts to nearly $1,400,000. No, if is not
5 per cent, because he gets more than that
use of it. He has the right to run through
trains and to collect freiglits, and the Min-
ister said, in reply to the lon. Mindster of
Finance, that he had the right to collect
freignt on all trains. He has no right to do
any local business at all, unless on through
trains from St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalle over
the line of the Intercolonial Rallway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You had better read the contract.

Mr. HAGGART. I read the contract very
carefully, and I know what I arn speaking
about. The hon. gentleman cannot stop a
train between Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert
to colleet frelghts. The train must be a
ihrough train from St. Lambert to Ste. Ro-
ealie, and connecting with the Intercolonial
IRailway. The hon. gentleman owns haît
of the road ; he gets half of the money the
Grand Trunk Railway Company receives
from leased Unes, but he does not get a per-
centage of the excessive user whleh the
Grand Trunk has over and above his user.
I was anxious the other day to get from the
hon. Minister the percentage of user that the
Intercolonial make of these stations aidd that
road as compared with the Grand Truiik. 1
4tid not g't a statement, but the statement of
the hon. Mnister to-day was that it was ln
the neighb:aurhood of 5 per cent. The hon.
gentleman said that he was unable to get
Information from Moneton as to the exact
pereentage of user. I will take bis state-
ment: For half of what the Grand Trunk
Railwvay Company receive from leased lines
and for 5 per cent of the user, the Inter-
colonial Rallway has to pay $1,400.000 for
that 32 miles from Ste. Rosalie to &. Lam-
bert. In the statement furnished by his
department It was sald that this road could

Mr. HAGGA RT.

be buiilt for $450,000 a mile and that the
bridges across the Richelieu and the other
river would cost $600,000 or $700,000. Take
the hon. gentleman's own figures, and ai-
though they included the amount requlred
to build the bridges, yet the hon. gentleman
adds $500,00. The estimate furnished by
his department was $1,185,440, including the
two bridges. In order to show what a mag-
nificent bargain the hon. gentleman has
made, you will see, Mr. Chairman, the na-
ture of the estimate that was furnished
the hon. Minister by his department. He
pays for one-half the revenue whicli is got
from the leased Unes and 5 per cent, which
is the user of the Intercolonial Railway of
that portion of the road, nearly $260.000
more than the estimate, that his own depart-
ment furnIshed him, at which the Govern-
ment could have bufit the whole line. What
is the estimate of the hon. gentleman ?-
$1,600.000, and hon. gentlemen wd1 have
noticed how he blundered lu his figures. He
got $1.100.000 and added $500,000 and that
made $1,600,000. But he got it up to $2.500,-
000 and had to correct himself afterwards
and make it $1,600.000. The estimate of his
department is $1,185,440. Take as a fair
beginning that Uc has to pay one-half of
this amount $1,300.000 and dolfble
that, and that will give $2.600.00.
Just fancy, that for these 32 miles of road
the Minister allows the Grand Trunk Rail-
way In the neighbourhood of $90,000 a mile
under this arrangement of his. He told us
that the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. NMe-
Lennan) forgot the additional 17 miles of
rallway which would have to be built to ar-
rive at Caughuawaga, but. if I remember
aright, the distance from Montreal to Sher-
brooke via the Canadian Pacifie Railway Is
only élght miles longer than by the Grand
Trunk Railway, and how the Minister got
17 additional miles from the end of the
bridge to Caughnawaga I do not know. I
suppose he went straight up and when he
got across the bridge he went straight down
again. Any one who knows the locality knows
that the distauce could not possibly be 17
miles. The Minister (Mr. Blair) told us that
a fair estimate for the Grand Trunk Railway
bridge was $6,000,000, but It has been stated
again and again that the Canadian Paefle
Railway built their bridge aeross the St.
Lawrence for less than $1,500,000, and that
to-day, with the more modern appliances and
cheaper rates, they could build it for $1,200,-
000, and yet. the Minister (Mr. Blair) ar-
ranges with the Grand Trunk Railway for a
5 per cent user of .that bridge at the rate of
$3,000,000. The hon. gentleman criticises
the figures In the "'Mail" with reference to
the terminable annulty that would be reali-
ed for 99 years at $140,000 a year. I do not
know the percentage upon which the " MailI"
calculated, but i know that the accountant
of the Finance Department made up the ter-
minable annulty for 99 years at $64,000 a
year at over $2,100,000. We could pay the
amount In full at the end of 99 years and
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he clear, whereas, under this bargain with
the Grand Trunk Railway, we have a lease
for 99 years, and we pay this amount each
year, but we do not get the property at the
end of 99 years, and we continue to pay the
annual charge ior ever If we like. The Min-
ister presumes that our party will be tu
power then, and that, no doubt, the Minister
of Railways of that day will inake as good
an arrangement as he did. I say that the
statement of the "Mail'" newspaper in re-
gard to the terminable annulty for 99 years
at $140,000 a year is absolutely correct, and
that It will realize $4,500,000. If the hon.
gentleman will take the trouble to figure out
that with his officers, he will find that my
statement Is correct. The Minister may de-
ceive his followers in this House, but he can-
not decelve the country, for every rallway
man kqows that the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way bridge across the St. Lawrence, includ-
ing approaches, engineering, and everything,
cost $1,500,000, and that that bridge can be
built to-day for $1,200,O0. The hon. Minister
pictured the enormous amount of money that
would be required for the purpose of getting
the Une into Montreal. I can tell hlm that
from LadhIne Into Montreal, the Government
owns the best railway track It Is possible to
get, and the Grand Trunk Rallway and the
Canadian Pacifie Railway have been anxious
to have It. EHe could run hi Une along either
bank of the Lachine Ganal, and when he
gets to Montreal he will find numbers of
railways connectIng with large manufactur-
ing places along his own property, whIch Is
leased during pleasure to these parties, and
he can make all the connections there with
the Intercolonial Railway and the Grand
Trunk Railway, that he wants to. I defy
any contradiction of the statement I made
the other day, that you can build a double
line of railway for what the Minister pro-
poses to give the Grand Trunk Railway ;
you can expend $60,000 a mile upon it if you
like, and you eau get Into Montreal over your
own road, and own your own terminals for a
great deal less than the Minister (Mr. Blair)
is paying to the Grand Trunk Railway and
the Drummond County Railway. Take the
$1,100,0O which Is the hon. gentleman's es-
timate ; add that to the $2,600,000; take
$140,000 per annum for 99 years and capi-
talize It upon the last borrowing rate, and
it realizes over $5,000,000. Take from that
the $2,600,O0, and you have $2,400,000 to
make your terminals and connections In
Montreal. But the Minister tells us that the
value of the privileges which he is receiving
from the Grand Trunk Railway Is inealcul-
able. The House must remember that be-
sides that $5,000,000 we are giving to the
Grand Trunk Railway, we pay for all thé'
water used by our englues and for aIl the re-
pairs, and we pay a pereentage of al the ex-
penditure at the station for terminal facll-
ties and everythlng else accod4ng to the
user. That amounts. as nearly as I can
make out from the Information we have, to
about $70,000 a year; perhaps more. Take

$5,00,000 for the 5 per cent user of the
Grand Trunk property, and take twenty
times $5,0,000, and we have what the Min-
ister of Railways (Mr. Blair) has calculated
to be the value of the Grand Trunk Railway
from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal, upon the basis
of user that the Intercolonial Railway makes
of it. Why did not the Minister furnish the
Ilouse wlth information as to what the other
railways whIch, at present, use these ter-
minals pay to the Grand Trunk Railway ?
There are three railways so using them, and
it is easy for him to give Information as to
wbat the actual amount is that each of these
railways pay accordlng to the whole user of
the Montreal terminals. If we had that in-
formation we would be able to arrive at some
estimate of what we ought to pay. But in-
stead of that, the Minister gives us an esti-
mate from his engineer as to the probable
amount of passengers and freight that would
pass over the bridge at Montreal, and draw-
ing a comparison between that and some
Niagara Bridge, he figures out the enormous
expenditure of $70,000 a year. The hon. gen-
tleman may Impose upon some fools in the
country, but he cannot impose upon any one
who knows about railways and rallway con-
struction. The Minister could have gone to
the Grand Trunk authorities and .,ot the
user of the bridge and the terminals upon
the same terms as any other railway is at
present using them. The Grand Trunk Rail-
way would be glad to accept such an offer.
And what is the Justification which the Min-
Ister gives for this enormous expenditure ?
He says it is a grand scheme, and be tells us
the details of It must not be entered into,
because the grandeur of the scheme Is s2ufi-
cient justifleation for what lie has done.
The people of the country, I hope, will think
differently from thait. 'Both of these trans-
actIons bear the mark of stupidity, at least.
The hon. gentleman justifies them by some
comparisons and some remarks on the Yu-
kon Rallway. I should have thought the
hon. gentleman would have been ashamed
to have mentioned that. He fias got a
report from one of the officers of his de-
partment, whieh shows the stupidity of the,
arrangement which ihe tried to foist on this
country some time ago ; and there is not
a man from Brdtish Columbia to the mari-
time provinces, but thanks God that we had
a Sentate to prevent hlm perpetrating that
Infamous scheme. I am not making any
charge of infamy against the arrangement
between the Government and the Grand
Trunk Company. It may be of some ad-
vantage politically to the Government In
the future. I do not suppose that one cent
passed between the Grand Trunk and the
Government, whatever my suspicions may
be with regard to the Drummond County-
deal. Bat it bears a greater inark than
rascality on its face. It bears he mark of
stupIdity. An officer of this eountry may
commit a rascally crime, 'and May do bet-
ter dn the future ; but for a man vho acts
etupidity there is no hope in the future.
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You may hope something for a rascal, but
for a stupid man there is no hope. As I
shall have another opportunity to deal with
this matter, I will not take up any more of
the 'time of the committee to-night, but will
just close by thanking you for the patience
with which you have listened to me.

Mr. H. A. POWELL (Westmoreland). Mr.
Chairman, before the vote is taken, I wish
to accept the invitation of the hon. Minister
of Railways-

Mr. FOSTER. But the Minister, after he
Invited his guest, left the board.

Mr. POWELL-in respect to a çtatenent
which I made the other evening as to the
cost of every dollar of additional earnings
upon the Intercolonial Railway. The lion.
gentleman has, as he has announced to the
House, been acquainted with inyself tor a
number of years, and I have been acquaint-
ed with 'him for as long a time ; and there
Is no gentleman of my acquain tance who
is so able to draw upon the realm of nothing-
ness and fabricate so conclusively his facts.
I thought that through long exercise, his
stock of raw material had been somewhat
exhausted ; but I find to-night that such
Is not .the case, and that the genius of the
artificer is as yet unimpared. He stated
that I had wilfully made an Incorrect state-
ment with regard to the cost of the addl-
tional revenue, which I placed at $1.32 for
every dollar of addltional revenue. If he
knows as much about rallway matters as
he presumes to know, as a gentleman at the
head of the Department of Railways should
know, he knows that no man, not even the
merest tyro lu railway matters, would pre-
tend for one moment ito base an elaborate
argument upon the earnings per train mile
of a railway. Why, Sir, that depends en-
tirely upon the size of the train. Nothing
eau be deduced from that. It is well known
to this House that the hon. gentleman a
few years ago introduced upon the Inter-
colonial Railway system several large en-
gines, two so large that the bridges of the
Grand Trunk were unable to support them ;
and, after coming to Montreal, they liad to
be taken by the shorrt Une of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway to the city of Moncton, and
put into the yards there. The object of
the hon. gentleman was a legitimate ob-
ject, and I have no fault to find with him
so far as that is concerned. We know that
the railroads in the republic to the south of
us durIng the last few years have found
that they could greatly reduce the cost of
transportation by increasing the sîze of the
engines, (the number of care, and the weight
of the train loads ; but while that is true,
I must say that the hon, gentleman, bavIng
at his command bis own report, the facts
froma which he could tell whether my state-
ment was true or not, it was hls duty to
appeal to them. Now, Sir, I hurl back
at the hon. Minister of Railways the charge

Mr. HAGGART.

which he hurled against myself, and I tell
him that a more manifest example of un-
fairness was never exhibited ln this House.
How did I arrive at this estimate that each
dollar of additional earnings eost $1.32 ? It
may be that the hon. gentleman's returns
given to Parliament ln his report are en-
tirely unreliable ; but my estimate was
based upon those returns. I find that the
total earnings of the IntercoloriLLI Railway
in 1897 were $2,866,028.02, and in 1898, $3,-
117,609.85, a net Increase of $251,641.83.
Now, compare the expenses. The total ex-
penses ln 1897 were $2,925,968.68, whilte ln
1898 they were $3,257,648.51, an increase of
$331,679.84. Now, what does that mnean ?
That the Minister of Railways earntd $251,-
641 additional, and that to carn that addi-
tional sum he expended $331,079. What
does that meanu? That every dollak of ad-
ditional earnings cost this country $1.32.
Now, I leave to this House, I leave to the
hon. gentleman's associates ln the Govern-
ment, I leave to his followers behind hlm,
this statement as a fair sample of tie
statistics he las given us. While I am on my
feet, I will touch upon another miattr in
connection with which the hon. gentleman
referred to myself. i mentioned the in-
crease of traffie that ýlegritmately belonged
to the old section of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, that is, the Intercolonial Rallway ex-
clusive of the Montreal extension ; and I
make this charge against him now, and I
do It deliberately, and I challenge him to
controvert my position-not because his own
mouth is closed by his statement that he is
unable to give us the earnings of the Mont-
real extension or the expenses of Its manage-
ment ; I charge home against him that ln
making the Montreal extension he bas used
up hundreds of thousands of dollars of a
legitimate surplus on the old portion of the
road ; that instead of devoting that surplus
to giving lncreased wages to the poor track-
men and others employed on the railway,
and putting a balance into the treasury, he
hàas wasted it ln connection with this scheme,
which is thoroughly indefensible from a com-
mercial point of view.

The hon. gentleman says to-night, that the
Increase of earnings was due entirely to this
section of the road. I ask him how, under
the circumstances, that could be the case.
Has the taking over of thlsi lUne generated
one additional ton of freight that must be
moved east to west, or west to east? It
has not. It simply gives to the Intercolonial
Railway a chance of capturing a certain
amount of freight that heretofore belonged
to the Grand Trunk Railway or Canadian
Pacifie Railway, and, lnasmueh as this very
frelght 'had to pass to and from some point
on the Intercolonial RAway to and from
Montreal or points west, it had, In the very
nature of the case, to pass over some portion
at least of the latercolonial Railway. Bat
the increašed receipts of the Intercolonl
Rallway, my hon. friend says, were ,not due
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to the Increased trade In this country. I will
put it to you, Mr. Chairman, whether there
is any better barometer known to the com-
mercial world than the amount of freight
transported by the railways. Increased
commerce, increased trade, demand, as a
necessary sequence, lncreased transportation
facilities. When there is a larger amount
of trade or commerce ln a country, a larger
amount of transportation is required ; and
the rise or fall of tonnage carried by the
railways indicates very exactly indeed the
rise or fall of commercial enterprise. I can-
not understand it. Here was the bon. Min-
ister of Finance (Mr. Fieldlng) upon the
floor of this fHouse, scarcely a few weeks
ago-and I may be pardoned for referring
to a previous debate-assuring the House
that all over Canada there was an unex-
ampled boom, from the Atlantie to the Pa-
cifie, and gentlemen opposite cheered him,
as he spoke of the unexampled and unpar-
alieled Impetus that trade had recelved.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
Ing). Will the hon. gentleman permit me to
say, that at the same time I stated that lin
the maritime provinces we had not shared
this increased trade so fully. I admitted
that there were evidences that In the mari-
time provinces matters were taking a more
hopeful shape, but I distinctly stated, with
some regret of course, that, while the condi-
tion of the country was more prosperous,
we had not shared In that increased prosper-
ity as fully in the maritime provinces as
elsewhere; and, to that extent, I hope the
hon. gentleman will qualify his remarks.

Mr. POWELL. I do not think they need
any qualification ; but I would ask him
whether, when he sald, that the maritime
provinces had not shared to the same extent
as the others, he did not glory ln the extent
to which they shared. The hon. Minister of
Railways (Mr. Blair) says there was no
marked increase of local traffie on the ln-
tercolonial Railway. I state deliberately,
that the hon. gentleman knows better. He
knows there was a very marked increase.
Does he not know that almost a year ago
he, through his agent, Mr. Harris, entered
Into a contract for the transportation of coal
over the Intercolonial Railway from the
Springhill and other Nova Scotia mines to
the city of St. John, and that, in consequence
the whole system of barge transportation,
from Parrsborough, in the constituency re-
presented by the hon. member for Cum-
berland (Mr. Logan), was dlspensed with,
and the Intereolonial cars have since carried
Immense quantities of coal for St. JoLa?
Does he not know that, ln consequence of
arrangements for through, trade whih he
made. Mr. Reid established a steamship line
to Sydney in the Iland of Cape Breton,
from Newfoundland, and that, lin conse-
quence, of that arrangement, 40 to 50 car-
loads, on an average, per week have passed'
over the Intercolonlal Railway during the

past year ? Does le not also know that this
arrangement has diverted to the Intercol-
onial a very large passenger traffic, which
previously came to Halifax or went directly
to the United States ? Does he not know
also that, in connection with the railway In
Cape Breton, there has been during the past
year au unexampled impetus given to the
lumber trade, and that one gentleman, a
member of this House, freighted and routed
65 cars additional entirely over that line ?
Besides that, does he not know that there
have been 135 car-loads carrled over the In-
tercolonial Railway by the Dominion Coal
Company for their works on the Island of
Cape Breton ?

Mr. HAGGART. Is that per day or per
week ?

Mr. POWELL. I am giving the total. In
addition, does he not know that the Steel
and Iron Works at Ferrona, in the county of
Pictou. have, instead of being supplied witli
coal by the mines in their immediate vicin-
ity, undertaken to get coal froin Cape Bre-
ton, which Is superior, or better adapted to
their purposes, and that, on an average, for
a long time during the past year, there have
been two or three car-loads of coal per day
passIng over that Une in connection with
the Iron and Steel Works ? Furthermore,
as a matter of fact, there are lu his depart-
ment statisties to show that the train em-
ployees on the Cape Breton road have been
getting almost double pay during the last
year on account of extra work they had to
perform in this way, In connection with an
entirely local traffile.

One increase the hon. gentleman denied
the other evening, and then admitted it
afterwards. That is the increase of rates.
I am assured that there is an increased rate
on coal. As an example of what prevails over
the Intercolonial Railway system in the mari-
time provinces, let me sav, that on a haul
of 45 miles the rates were increased from
25 per cent, to 30 per cent, making an in-
crease of between 30 per cent and 50 per
cent In the rates on coal alone. The hon.
gentleman denied,, the other evening, that,
after Mr. Harris was appointed, he increased
the local rates. He said that I was wrong.
Well, Le resorted to a mere subterfuge, and
before he got through hlis speech he admit-
ted-and there are gentlemen iu this House
who know that the admission is correct-
that - Mr. Harris did Increase the rates.
Whether he increased them directly by in-
creasing the charge per car-load, or indirect-
ly by having the cars weighed and measur-
ed, where previously they had not been,
does not matter ; the fact rematns that the
mtes were lncreased 25 per cent to 50 per
cent.

In the case of cord wood In the county I
have the honour to represent, whereas pre.
vies to Mr. Harris taking charge, quite a
luerative business had been carrIed on tu
supplying the city of Moneton with are-
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wood, after Mr. Harris was appointed, with-
out any notice at ail of the change of tariff,
a gentleman engaged In this particular trade
brought several car-loads to Moncton, and,
when he went to pay bis freiglit, after he
bad effected a sale, he found that, ln order
to pay the freight, lie had to use the total
proceeds of his sale and add a few dollars
to boot. That will give an illustration of
the Increase of local freights. Not only that,
but there was a public agitation against this
increase by the hon. gentleman's own sup-
porters down there. One gentleman, a
strong supporter of the Government, who
was appointed to qulte a lucrative office
under this Government, told me that lie lad
written the Minister of Railways, that, if lie
did not change the traffie and put the rates
back to what they were, he would searcely
be able to get a single vote along the whole'
Une of the Intercolonial Railway ; and that
statement is an approximation to the truth.

There is another matter to which the hon.
gentleman referred, and with which i thInk
he connected my name. He spoke of the
Richelieu River and the cost. of the bridge
across that river. I do not know how broad
is the Richelieu where the bridge was built,
but I do know that the statement that $500,-
000 was a fair estimate of the cost of erect-
ing a bridge over that river-a shallow river,
with a hard, rock bottom-is simply ab-
surd.

Mr. FOSTER. The estimate is $400,0O.
Mr. POWELL. Well, I will give some

facts about bridges. Any gentleman who
goes over the Intereolonial Railway to the
Island of Cape Breton wIll cross what is
called the Grand Narrows Bridge. This
bridge Is 1,720 feet long. I do nfot know the
Exact length of the bridge over the Riche-
lieu, but I, do not think it Is anything like as
long as that. The pleis of the Grand Nar-
rows Bridge are buit aI from 50 to 75 feet
of water, the deepest water is 76 feet.
You can see the enormous expense Involved
in erecting a bridge nlasuch deep water.
There is a four and a half knot current -and
the piers bave to ibe very strong to resist
the ice. That bridge cost a little over $500,-
000- think $520,000 was the exact price.
There are seven spans neluding a draw, and
gentlemen who are famillar with the build-
ing of bridges know that- a draw adds con-
siderably to the .cost. Why, if hon, gen-
tieman will take up any work on railway
construction 'he. will learn something about
bridges. Takle the Kinzua viaduet on the
-Erie RaiIway. It Is 2,600 feet long and 310
feet up In the air, and the cost of it was

-$300,000, exelusive 'of -the cost of -the low
abutments supporting the pillars. And then
the hon. gentieman talks about erecting a
bridgeover a :llttle river like the Richelieu,
withe the best luottom ån 'the world and
spending- $00,000 4500 0upon it. I did
notrie to make any lengtbeed rtenarks,
but 0,mply to cal attention to these matters

Mr. POWELL.

in which the bon. gentleman reflected upon
myself.

Mr. JAMES MeMULLEN (North Welling-
ton). I merely wish to offer a very few
reinarks on this very important question. lu
all the years that I have sat ln. this House
I have never known an Opposition to be
placed In such an exceedingly awkward posi-
tion as that In which bon. gentlemen oppo-
site are placed to-day. For many years
they handled the affairs of the Intercolonial
Railway. Year by year that road ran into
.rrears, annually rollIng up a deficit-

Mr. POWELL. No.
Mr. McMULLEN. If my hon. friend will

allow me-annually rollIng up a defeit, with
the exception of three or four years when
there were very small amounts on the right
side of the ledger. Now, hon. gentlemen
opposite claim that they are the men who
are possessed of the ability and statesmsa-
ship to manage the affairs of this country.
For eighteen years they handled the affairs
of the Intercolonial Railway, and, though
they knew that deficit after deficit was the
result of its operation, they never made an
effort to take it out of the financial rut into
which it had fallen and to put It on such a
basis that at least it would earu runnIng
expenses. From the time of ·the completiôn
of the Intercolonial Railway down t' last
year, the entire receipts were $57,101,219,
while the total sum paid out for operating
expenses was $63,450,405, a net loss in oper-
ating expenses of $6,349,156. That was the
condition when the# present Govermnent
took office. About $55,000,000 of the people's
money has been sunk ln the roadt. This
represents an interest charged of about $2,-
000,000 a year. Taking the 30 years for
which It has been run, this would mean a
loss to the country of some $60,000,000, to
whieh we have to add the deficit upon oper-
ating expenses which I have just quotei.
Notwithstanding the clain of hon. gentlemen
opposite to the monopoly of the statesman-
ship and shrewdness in the management of
public affairs In this country, they ihade no
move to Ilft the Intercolonlal Railway out
of the unfortunate position to which it had
fallen. My hon. friend the leader of the
Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) bas fre-
quently charged the present occupants o!
the Treasury benches with incapacity, de-
elarIng that they are not possessed of the
ability or the knowledge or the shrewdness
to handle the affah's of this country. He
was Minister of Railways and Canals for
five years. During that time, undoubtedly,
-he operated the road so es to -show a small
surplus over working expenes. In his frst
year there was a defleit of $97,131.38. -The
next year, 1881, he had the 1nagIdeent sur-
plus Of $542 ; in 1882 he showed a surplus
of 49,605 ; lu 1883 one of #10,547, and i u1884
his surplus was 9,€8. But how did he
bring about these surpluses? He aeconi-
pllshed it by charglng everything lhe could
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think of, everything he could dare charge
to capital account. In place of making the
necessary repairs to rolling stock, the en-
gines and cars that could not be safely used
were shunted upon the siding and left to rot,
and new engines and cars were bought and
charged to capital account. Instead of char-
ging snow fences to working expenses, as
was shown in this 'House, he actually char-
ged themu to capital account. By keeping
the accounts in this fashion for Ève years,
Le nianaged to show a small surplus. But
during the five years of his administration
lie enormously increased the capital aceount.
In five years he increased that capital ac-
count $6.244.325. And what had we to re-
present this expenditure ? We had two'
additional branches. O.ne wals the St.

Charles branci, which was a political sink
lole into which the money of this country
was thrown and wasted. Another was the
Oxford and New Glasgow branch whieh vir-
tually duplicated the existing Intercolonial
Railway. We remember the glowing terms
in which the present leader of the Opposi-
tion (Sir Charles Tupper) when he was
Minister of Railways and Canals, pre-
sented bis scheme for the construction'
of bis line. He declared that it
it would he the means of placing the Inter-
colonial Railway in such a position thut it
would largely increase its earnlng power,
that the grades upon the new branen, ln
place of being so enormously heavy, as on the
old Une, would have almost no grade and
would be 45 miles shorter than the old one.
But when it was built, owing to the fact
that he found it necessary to carry It througli
bis constituency from pillar to post to suitI
those that urged upon him to give them rail-
way conveniences, and through a section!
belonging to the county of the hon. nemberI
for Pictou (Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper),!
and through a section belonging to the!
county of the then Postmaster Gen-1
eral, Mr. McLellan, the result was that when t
the road was finished It was only four and aï
half miles shorter, and the engineer under
examination swere that the grades vere
heavier in place of being lower. I an xiow
pointing ont what the hon. gentleman did
for the Intercolonial Railway during the tinie
they were la office. These were -1te wovesl
that they made, and still they are prcparedt
to declare before an intelligenit coinmt.nlty,j
to declare before the readlng public of this
Dominion. that the men who now occupy thet
Treasury benches are incompetents, are Inca-!
pable of handling the affairs of thls country,
and that with them rests all the statesman-
ship and all the wisdom ; although durlng
18 years they allowed the Intercolouial Rail-
way to dribble along, rolling up a deficit €e-h
year, and addlng enormously to the (apital
account for operatIng purposes, nd at the
end of that time they left It just in the same,
hole in which they found it 18 years before.
They never had the statesmanship, he abil-
ity, the shrewdness to make an effort to bring
it to Montreal, tbe chief city of this Domi-
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nion, we may say the Liverpool of Canada,
and the only place where we could hope to
get some freight for that road.

Now, Sir, the ex-MinIster of Railw.vs and
Canals -(Mr. Haggart) tells us that the
present Minister of Railways and Can-
als (Mr. Blair) should give uff. exactly
the sum earned over the Drummond County
Railway, and the additions. and oàver the
Grand Trunk Railway, during the period
that he has operated that qportlon of the ine.
He insIsts that if the Minister were disposed
to do It. :he could easily give that Informa-
tion. Well, who Is responsible for havinîg
consolidated the accounts of the Intercolonial
Railway ? The ex-Minister of Railways and
Canals was the man that put all the lines to-
gether. And what did be put them together
for ? Because the branches they had built
shJiowed such an enormous deficit every year.
the Cape Breton branch. the St. Charles
branch, and the Oxford and New Glasgow
branci showed such a deficit in working ex-
penses that, lu order to cover up those things
they had been guilty of themselves, they
consolidated the whole book-keeping systen
so that these accounts could not be kept
separate. When we were on the other side
of the House we denanded of the then Min-
ister of Railways and Canals a statement
showlng the earnings of the Cape Breton
branch and of the other branches. and he
alwiys replied that the accounts had been
consolidated, and that it was impossible to
give the earnings of one branch separate
from another. Now, he turns round and de-
mands of the present Minister of Itailways
and Canais an answer to the very question
that he declared himself could not be .an-
swered when he was Minister of Iaillways
and Canals. Then lhe says that af!ter due
consideration he came to the conclusion not
to mak-e a connection at Montreal. Well, it
shows an enormous'amnount of statesm*anshlp
on the -part of a man that was Minister of
Railways and Canals, and of the Government
of which he was a member, trat after 18
years of experience of thtat road, ialways
showing a balance on the wrong side of the
ledger, they in their wisdon came to the
decision that they could not think of makin.
a connection at Montreal.

Now, Sir. I listened, ald I think lion. geI-
tlemen opposite Ilstened. with a great deal
of interest to the statement made by the
Minister of Railways and Canals this after-
noon. I must say that during the nany
years that I have sat In this House I have
never heard a clearer, a more conelse and a
more convincing statement of facts connect.
ed with any scheme than that which was
laid before the House this afternoon. Ron.
gentlemen opposite have net been able to
answer it. The ex-Minister of Railways and
Canals made a faint attempt at reply, and It
was the lamest that I ever heard linake.
The ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Poster) sat
silent up to this moment ; although he is a
critie, and an able one on finance, he has
never dared to rise in bis place and
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&hallenge the statements that have been pre
sented to this House. The leader of the Op
position (Sir Charles Tupper) has also sat in
bis place, and althoughli e is a critie witl
any amount of assurance, and is prepared t
challenge anything and do it with a goo
deal of force, he bas sat l the House durino
the afternoon, he has listened to the state
ment presented by the Minister of Railways
and Canals. and although hlie lias declaret
that these men are incompetents, that they
are not possessed of the ability required t
handle the affairs of this country, he has not
dared to get up and challenge the extended
statement that the Minister of Railways and
Canals has presented with regard to this
scheme. Now, Sir. I claim that If there is
any one act that this Government can laim
credit for before the people of tiis country,
it is the honest effort that they have m.uade
through the Minister of Railways and Canals
to lif t the Intercolonial Railway out of the
position in which it has been for 18 or 20
years, yes, 30 years. and place it upon a
basis that, at least, it will pay running ex-
penses. They deserve the thanks of every
ratepayer in this country for makIng that
effort. I believe the bargain that they have
made is -a good one, it Is a prudent one, it is
one that in the end will prove to the people
of this country that there are statesmen at
the head of the affairs of this Dominion,
men who know what ,they are doing, men
who are actuated with a sincere desire to do
the best that they can in the lnterest of the
people. They have shown more ability In
connection with this very matter than bas
been shown by hon. gentlemen opposite if
you were to roll all their heads together.
Hlon. gentlemen opposite cannot show a single
thing that would compare with it in magni-
tude and statesmanship. This scheme bears
upon its face evidence that a man Is now
grappling with the aff airs of the Intercolonial
Railw'ay who is possessed of more ability,
more genius and more shrewdness than any
man that lias ever presided over that de-
partment before. I belleve that Is true, and
I believe the people will come to that con-
clusion when they read the speech that he
made this afternoon in connection witb the
bargain that this House is asked to sanction
with the Grand Trunk Railway. I think it
is one of the grandest sebemes that I have
seen for some years, when you come to con-
clude, as you undoubtedly wii have to ad-
mît, that the accommodation the intercolo-
nial Rallway has obtained In Montreal Is
very extensive. The Grand Trunk Railway
has undoubtedly the best terminal advan-
tages of any YUme in the clty of Montreal, and
It has beenbuilding the -up for some 35
years. We get the use. of al these adanu-
tages, as the Minister of Railways and
Canals said this afternoon, and we only pay
a sum for keeping them up proportionate
to the extent to which we use theUm.

1the Grand Trunk Bahra mnaaces double
the qmoilut of use that the nteretlonial do s
then we will only have to pay one-thurd of!

Mr.M M ULN.

- the expense. I was amazed to hear the
- hon. ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggart)
n say this evening, that it would cost this
hi country about $70,000 'to pay for keeping
o the Une in proper order la the city of Mont-
d real. I do not belMe're It -wll cost anything
gr like that sum. I believe that the hon. Min-
- ister of Railways has made an exceedingly
1 shrewd bargain In stipulating that he shall

d pay the expense of keeping the tracks, the
station buildings aud ithe general acco.imo-
dations in order proportionate to the amount
of work that the Intercolonial Railway does.
If the Grand Trunk does double the amount

I of business that the Intercolonial- Railway
does the Grand Trunk pays double the
amount of the expense in keeping these
things ln order. Then, again, we are get-
ting magnificent accommodations ln station
grounds and station buildings, and these ae-
commodations are open to 'the use of the
Intercolorial Railway, as well as to that
of the Grand Trunk Railway. I do not

1 know what arrangement has been made -in
regard to taxes. I do not know what the
agreemnent contains in regard to that mat-
ter, or whether we will have 'to pay any
taxes to the city of Montreal.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). No.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Moreover, the Grand
Trunk Railway wv11 have ito pay taxes, to
a good large amount, and we will lot have
to pay any taxes at all for the advautages
that we enjoy. Then, there Is another ad.

> vantage; the agents of -the Intercolonial
Railway will be able to go to auy place,
west, on the Grand Trunk line, and cove-
nant for freight over the Grand Trunk. The
Grand Trunk is bound to carry that freight
at rates as low as it will carry it for any
other person that wants freight carried to
Portland or to Boston, and, 4f at any time,
any dispute arises In regard to the rates,
if the Minister in charge of the Intercolo-
nial Railway claims ,that the Grand Trunk
Is asking too much, that question is to be
settled by arbitration. We have virtually
got the Intercolonial not only Into Mont-
real, but we have It extended to Sarnia, to
Detroit and to Ohicago, if you like. -Inter-
colonial agents may take freight at any place
along ti Une of the Grand Trunk Raißway,
and eau covenant for 1ts delivery at Hali-
fax or at St. John, and the Grand Trunk
Railway Company Is bound to carry lit at
the same rates as they wI1 carry lt for any
other person or company. That is all in.
eluded du the $140,000 a year, so that I con-
sider the bargain _that has been made -Ian exceedingly good one. Hon. gentlemen
on the other side of the House have attempt-
ed to point ont a difference between -the
bargal- of 1897 and that of 188. The hon.
leader of thë Opposition got U n tis
House a fëw evenings ago and dec4a red that
the laterbargain is $1,0oe,0 better than
the former oee; whlie the ex.Mnte of
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Finance (Mr. Foster) would not risk his re-
putation by golng that far. In two of the
last speeches lie made lie said that it was
about $500,000 better than the former bar-
gain. Here are two hon. gentlemen sitting
side by side, one the leader of the Opposi-
tion and the other the ex-Finance Minister,
who, after having thought this matter over,
are lu doubt as to whether It is really $1,-
000,000 or whether It Is only $500,000 better.

The 3M1NISTER 0F RA.ILWAY9 AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair) $400,000.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Or $400,000. That
shows what a divergence of opinion exists
between 'the leading lights amongst hon.
gentlemen opposite as to the relative ad-
vantages of this present bargain and the
bargain of 1897.

Mr. CLANCY. What do you say about
it.

Mr. MeMULLEN. I w1-1 tell my lon.
friend. and I whll be very frank with him.
If I were the owner of the Drummond
Connty Railway. and I had an offer to sell,
I frankly confess that I would rather have
$1.600.000 in cash than take a lease from
the country agreeing to pay $64.000 for
ninety-nine years.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, I would not.
Mi MeMULLEN. My hon. friend (Mfr.

Foster) says he would not. You have to
take this into consideration; you have not
a security that you are going to place on
the London market that Is a bond of this
Dominion with coupons attached for inte-
rest payable annuailly. You have no desir-
able investment that you eau divide up. It
lias to be handled by one man. Suppose
you wanted to dispose of that lease at $64,-
000 for ninety-nine years, the man who buys
it would have to take Into consideration the
cost of the collection of the money. The
probabilities are that it would be payable
at the Recelver General's Office In Ottawa.
Suppose the purchaser lHves In London. He
has to take Into account the exchange, the
time that the money is being transmtted,
the cost of transmission every year of this
$64.000, and he would have to take luto
consideration the risk that 'e might have
to irun because hon. gentlemen opposite
might get into power, and, if they did, the
credit of the country might so run down
that he would find his security not as sale-
able as it may be at the present time. Not-
withstanding the statement that the hon. ex-
Minister of Finance has made, I wIR venture
to prediet that although It may suit his
convenience now to say that be would take
the lease, with a payment of $64,000 for
ninety-nine years, that If you placed on one
counter $,600,00 In cash, and a bond of
that kind--I will stake my seat In this
House that he would take the :1,60,00.

Mr. FOSTMR. Just try it.
1 Q-i

Mr. McMULLEN. Because there would
be considerable difficulty lu bandling a bond
of that klind. There may be some men ln
England who could bandle it. They might
possibly form ithemselves together and han-
die it in that way, but it is not a desirable
investment. In England it would not be
considered a desirable investment; It is not
an Investment you could place on the mar-
ket in England, nor would you get money
at the rate of Interest at which this Domin-
ion can borrow. I belleve It was the view
of the Ôwners of the Drummond County
Railway, when the scheme was presented to
their minds, tthat It was better for them
to take $1.600.000 than to run the risk of
haudling that bond, placing It on the Lon-
don market and maybe making $200,000 or
$300,000 more. I believe they came to that
conclusion, amd I belieye that they were
wise in their day and generation. My bon.
friend wh ihas just taken his seat sald that
the Intercolonial were only capturing freight
that properly belonged to the Grand
Trunk lailway. We rejoice that the Grand
Trunk Railway is prosperous, and we are
glad to see every railway in the country
prosperous, but even supposing we do. and
supposing that the Grand Trunk should
suffer a lfttle owing to the fact that the
Intercolonial Railway is getting this vol-
ume of the business of the country, the
country will reap the benefit if the Grand
Trunk does not reap the benefit. I believe
that ln the course of a year or two, when
the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
(Mr. Blair) las had an opportunity to mature
and put into successful operation the scheme
that he bas now propounded to the House, it
will show that there is wisdom and prudence
ln the course that le adopted that the coun-
try Is going to get out of the everlasting de-
ficits ln the operation of that railway, and
that eventually it will pay a handsome re-
venue in addition ta the working ex-
penses, and the country will get some-
thing ln return for the amount of money
that has been sunk lu that road. I be-
lieve that will be the result, and I be-
lieve the !ountry will be grateful to the
Minister (MIr. Blair) for the efforts whcih he
has made to change the unfortunate con-
dition of things which has existed on the
Intercolonlal RaIlw'ay for thirty year. The
statement made by the Minister, thnat the
recelpts on that road have increased $860,-
000 during the last year, is a most gratifying
announceament, and I hope that gentlemen
opposite will blush before they again risein this House and talk about the incapacity
of this Governmeit. I hope that these gen-
tlemen on the other side, Wll r'ealize thatwhen their bats are on, al the brains ln this
COuntry are 3lot covered. The men in this
Government have shown that they have
ability to properly conduet our national
affairs. I congrtulate the Mlnlster of Rail-
ways: on the magndCent Showing ihe hasmade, and I repeat, that -he dese rves the
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thanks of this House and of the conutry.
He has made a change in the history of the
Intercolonial Railway that will inure to bis
credit for many, many long years. The peo.
ple of Canada will recognize that the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) is possessed of ability.
common sense and statesmanship, and that
he has rendered valuable and lasting ser-
vices to lis country.

Mr. WM. GIBSON (Lincoln). It is not my
desire at this late hour to take upR the time
of the comnmittee, particularly as the matter
has been dealt with in such an abie manner
by the Minister of Railways that it has left
very little for members on either side of the
House to say. I cannot, however, heip
noticing the marked contrast between the
present Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair) and
the ex-Minister (Mr. Haggart). We ail ré-
iember that when the Liberal party was

in Opposition and when they made charges
across the floor of this Hoise of extrava-
gance against the then Minister (Mr. Hag-
gart)--sometlmes the work exceeding bis
estimautes by hundreds of thousands of dol-
lars-his answer simply was': " i1know
nothing about it ; I left that in the bands of
my engineers and officers." Contrast that
conduct with the manner in which the pre-
sent Minister (Mr. Blair) has deaIt with this
subject. Contrast his able statement to-
night witii the reply of the ex-Minister (Mr.
Haggart). Consider the statements that
were brought down by the Minister (Mr.
Blair), statements and estimates carefiUlly
prepared by the officers of the departmient,
and contrast that with the declaration of the
ex-Minister (Mr. Haggart) on his responsi-
bility as a member of Parliameniit, that lhe
could duplicate the Victoria Bridge to-day
for $1,500,000. In view of such a statement,
I leave the country to judge of tie ability
of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Haggart) io ever
have occupied the position of Minister of
Railways and Canals. Sir, the original
Grand Trunk Rallway Bridge, built by per-
haDs one of the greatest engineers tne world
has ever produced, Mr. Robert Stevenson,
cost $6,750,000. True, the new bridge of
to-day could be built for. the same anount,
or perhaps for $5,000,000. But iook at the
bridge of forty-five years ago, with only one
pingIe track, with no accommodation for
foot passengers, simply a tunnel of iron,
but with material enough to build the
bridge of to-day, which is capable of carry-
ing 11,000 pounds welght to the running foot
of each Ulneof the track ; contrast that bridge
of to-day with the bridge of forty yrears
ago, when the greatest load that it was con-
sidered possible to put on a single Une of
railway was 2,240 pounds to the running
foot. That Victoria Bridge to-day is capa-
ble of sustainlng a running load of 11.500
pounds to the ruunlng foot on each of Its
tracks. or In other words, it has ten times
the carrying capacity of the old bridge. I
leave it to the House and to the country to
judge, whether the bergain made by the

Mr. McMULLEN.

Minister (Mr. Blair) was good or bad, when
we remember that that bargain allows all
the trains of the Intercolonial Railway fo
pass over and through that bridge for the
sum of $40,000 or $50,000 a year. 1 nappen
to know something of some of tbe bridges in
this country, and I will give you one instance
in the case of the old Suspension Bridge in
the county of Welland. represented Ly my
hon. friend (Mr. McCleary), who will know
whether I am speaking by the book or not.
That bridge is only 800 feet long between
the towers. The original bridge cost lialf a
million dollars. The Grand Trunk Railway
Company entered into a 999 years lease with
the Suspension Bridge Company for a rentai
of $50.000 a year, or ten per cent of fhe total
cost of the original bridge for UU# years.
The traffie of the lower bridge was in the
hands of the Bridge Company. All the tolls
that were collected became the property of
the Bridge Company. They kept otticers for
collecting the toll by day and by niglht. and
everything under the upper tracks of the
bridge solely and wholly belonged to tlhe
Suspension Bridge Company. Now, inad-
dlition to that, the Grand Trunk Railway
Company lhad to maintain the upper deck
and the upper floors of the bridge ; main-
tain its track and own and maintain lits ap-
proaches ; so tliat ail the expenses 'n con-
nection with that 800 feet bridge, were main-
tained in toto by the Grand Trunk Railway.
Smee this growing time of business, the
traffie on the Grand Trunk Railway like the
business of every corporation and individual
in this country had to have greater facili-
ties, and the Suspension Bridge CJomîpany
knowing that there was no possibility of in-
creasing the carrying power of the.old Sus-
pension Bridge, or of giving greaîter rail-
way facilities for the traffie of the Grand
Trurnk Railway, decided, and decided w isely
to do away with the old Suspension Bridge,
and to erect a steel arch bridge in its place.
The Grand Trunk Railway Company as a
business corporation did not haggle, as my
hon. friends on the opposite side of ihe
House do, about a matter of !4.,00 or
$5,000, but the moment the Suspension
Bridge Company declared their willingness
and ability to replace the old' Suspension
Bridge with a steel arelh bridgei tie Grand
Trunk- Railway Company at once quidsced
in the proposal and made new ter!ms. I
may say, in passing. that the arch therë Is
the wonder of the world to-day, ailt it was
erected wirhout for one ioment stoping the
traffie of the Grand Trunk Railway, or any
of the other railways that use that bridge.
I venture to remark, that for no tive 'minutes
of the 24 hours of the day is there not a rail-
way train or a shunting englue ou the top
of that bridge. When we went to the Grand
Trnnk Railway Company with our proposi-
tion to build a new bridge, we were at onee
met with 'the old lease, but they did not
haggle about the 99 year lease which was
to hold the Bridge Company for ail time to
comne, no mnatter what improvement they
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might make in the matter of giving greater
faellities to the Grand Trunk Railway. No.
Sir, they at once entered Into an arrange-
ment to Increase the annual rental with the
Bridge Company by $12,500. so that to-day.
for 800 feet of a bridge. the Grand Trunk
Railway Company are paying us $62.500 a
year rental. The Grand Trunk Railway
Company has still to maIntain the approa-
ches at the Canadian end as well as at the
American end of the bridge ; and I want
to say, for the benefit of my hon. frlend froni
West Toronto (Mr. Clarke), who was so
anxious about the Allen Labour Act. that
I had Canadians working on the American
end of the bridge during the months of
April and May. I took my tools of trade
over there and I was not interfered wlth.

Mr. CLARKE. Why do you not try to
Influence the Governnent to prevent aliens
coming in to take the places of the men now
on strike on the Gra'd Trunk Railway ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-!
rieri. Mr. Chairman. I amIn a position ta
state. by the authority of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company. that that comlpany are
not importing. and do not intend to import
any foreign labour.

Mr. CLARKE. I drew the attention of the
hou. First Minister several weeks ago to the
fact that Italians were being brought to the
city of Toronto, and I asked him if he In-
tended to have the Allen Labour Law en-
forced then.

The PRIME MINISTER. Not by the
Grand Trunk.

Mr. GIBSON. I just wish. in passing. to
say to my hon. friend who bas been point-
ing out how commonly Canadians are being
deported from the United States. that, as
the Prime Minister stated yesterday. In only
one city In the United States is that law
being enforced. that is, in the city of Buffalo 1
by a man named DeBarry. I have had, per-
haps, as much experience of the Allen
Labour Law as any man in this country,
and I may say to the hon. member for West
Toronto. that I built the American end, as
well as the Canadian end of the Grand
Trunk tunnel with! Canadian workmen and
Canadi.-n material, aud I never had a man
stopped.

Mr. BEATTIE. The United States law
was not then In force.

Mr. GIBSON. The hon. member for Lon-
don (Mr. Beattie) knows all about that, as
be does about everything else. I want to
Inform him that, if the Alien Labour Law
had been enforced, I was then liable for a
fine. not of $500 per day, as now. but a fine
of $1.000 per day. That Is the difference
between the law of 1892 and the law of
1898.

Mr. CLARKE. The hon. gentleman will
permit me for a moment. He bas made the

statement that In only one city of the United
States is the Alien Labour Law enforced. I
wish to draw bis attention to the fact that
on the 30th of March .last a despatch from
Washington was published. which stated :

Drury J. Tallant, of Great Falls, Montana, has
been appointed an immigration Inspector for ser-
vice at Coutts, Canada. This appointment Is
made in accordance with the recommendation of
the collector of eu3toms at Great Falls, who
states that an additional inspector Is urgently
needed to prevent the Importation Into this coun-
try of allen contract labourers.

Mr. GIBSON. I was just pointing out
that. notwithstanding the increased rental
given by the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany, they have still to maintain their ap-
proaches, and I wish, in passing, to say to
the hon. member for West Toronto, who,
with bis colleague from East Toronto. has
the Alien Labour Law on the brain-

Mr. CLARKE. I did not interrupt the hon.
gentleman ntil he had pointedly mentioned
my name in connection with this discussion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. GIBSON. Now, I want to say, that
-this Government. ln paying a rental of $50,-
000, or $75,000, or $100,000 a year for the
use of the Victoria Bridge between Point
St. Charles and St. Lambert, would not be
paying one cent more than the Grand Trunk
Company would be entitled to receive ; for
$100.000 a year would only be 1 per cent on
$10.000.000. The ex-Minister of Finance (Mr.
Foster) and other hon. gentlemen on the
otiier side of the House have been lamenting
that the Government were paying from 4
per cent to 5 per cent on the valuation put
on the Grand Trunk Company's property.
These lion. gentlemen forget that it Is not
the Dominion Government that is raising
the money at 2, per cent to bring these en-
terprises to completion. but that it is the
Grand Trunk Company who are providing
the money. The Victoria Bridge is 13-2
times longer than the Suspension Bridge be-
tween the towers and. according to the old
rate of rental of the Suspension Bridge per
running foot, the Grand Trunk Company
would be entitled to receive from the Gov-
ernment $660.000 per year; or, under the
new rental of $62.500 a year for the Sus-
pension Bridge, the rental for a bridge 13-2
greater in length would amount to $825.000
a year. But. putting that comparison aside.
and bringing the estimate down to a basis
of value. when you consider that the Sus-
pension Bridge cost less than $800.000. and
that the Victoria Bridge. the old and the
new, cost ln the neighbourhood of $10.000.-
000, I think. that the Government have done
well for the people of this country in getting
the use of the new Victoria Bridge at a ren-
tal of one-half of 1 per cent per annum. Then.
we have had some experience of how railway
companies charge passengers on the other
side of the line for passing over bridges. I am
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sure ny bon. friend the Minister of Customs
(Mr. Pitterson) will remember that, when
we erossed over the bridge at St. Louis, we
found that the bridge 'company l'ad an agent
come on board the train and collect from
the through passengers 75 cents per head;
from the local passengers, 50 cents per head,
and from those living in the city of St.
Louis, 25 cents per head. Going further
down the Mississippi and crossing the bridge
at Memphis, we found that every passenger
had to pay 75 cents. If the same rule were
followed with regard to the trains on the
Intercolonial Railway passing over the Vic-
toria Bridge, I believe I am safe in saying,
that, with the increased traffic which we
may expect, these tolls would amount to a
great deal more-than $50,000 a year. Then.
the hon. member for Glengarry (3r. McLen-
nan) said he had made a survey of the road.
He said that he had had a varied experience
in building railroads in Nova Scotia and
other provinces of the Dominion. That
statement 1; have no reason to doubt ; but
I do say-and I am sorry the hon. gentle-
man is not here, because I asked him the
question, when he was giving the House
his experience, and his knowledge of rail-
way building-that, so far as his Inspection
went, the Une between St. Lambert and
Ste. Rosalie was nothing but sand, and
could be worked with road scrapers. That
work. he said. could be let for 12 cents
a yard to the main contraetor and be sub-let
again for 10 cents a yard. I knew that when
the hon. gentleman made that statement. he1
was not making It from his own knowledge,1
b .eause, starting at the very commencement
of the line, at St. Lambert itself, instead of
sandy loam, he will find rock cutting worth
$1 to $1.50 a yard to take out. He will find,
&lso, on passing along the line, that there is a-
swamp of over two miles in extent, and when
he goes to St. Hyacinthe. riglit outside
of the .town, the first bridge he leaves, ie
,will find a culvert there that cost $10.000
to build. He said, ln the estimates he gave,
that $25.000 would build all the small, cul-
verts and structures between St. Lambert
and Ste. Rosalie. I can tell him of one
small eulvert that was put in at St. Hyacin-
the whieh cost $8,000, and another bridge
that 'was put In at St. Lambert, which cost
$10,000. making $18,000 for the two, which
would leave him the -magnificent sum of
$7,000, with which to put in stone eulverts,
over 38 miles of railway. If ihe, descrlbed
the condition of things on the Grand Trunk
Railway between St. Lambert and Ste. Rosa-
lie, as he saw them, I arn obliged to cone to
the conclusion that -he must have ridden on
the laSt car of the train and mistook the
gravel that bedded the ties for the loam and
sandy soillie saw In that portion of the line.
He sald he eould get reputable men, and
could furnish ·them u ten days, who would
build this lne at the price lhe stated. Weil,
I was speaking to-day te a gentleman whose
experlence cannot be gainsald, Mr. Manu, of

Mr. GIBSON.

Mann & Mackenale, and when I told him
that the hon. member for Glengarry had
made that assertion, lhe said it was absurd,
because he was paying to-day to sub-contrac-
tors 17 cents per cubie yard for earthwork on
a section of the Une he is building In the
North-west at present.

The hon. gentleman laid great stress on the
Richelieu Bridge, and gave even the number
of piers and yards ln that bridge. The ma-
sonry he estimated at $20 a yard and the
superstructure at $45 a running foot. His
whole estimate for the Richelieu Bridge w-is
$76,630-g49,630 for the masonry, and F27,-
000 for the superstructure. Well. $27,000
would not build the centre span of the swing
bridge on the Richelieu River, and, as a re-
sponsible member of this fHouse, I am pre-
pared to stake my reputation on the state-
ments I have made, and I am more disposed
to accept, with the knowledge I have had of
publie works, the statement of the hon. Min-
ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair) and
of a reputable officer of bis department,
tilan the statement which the hon. gentle-
man made across the floor for the sole pur-
pose of criticising the bad bargain. as he
called it, which the Government have made
with the Grand Trunk Railway. If we are
going to tccept the Minister's and bis oti-
cer's statement. the hon. gentleman is only
eut $323.000 on the Richelieu Bridge.

Then, when you come down to the bridge
at St. Hyacinthe, he modestly put that at
$29,500. You, Mr. Chairman, heard to-night
the statement made by a responsible Minister
of the Crown and the estimate given by the
responsble officer of his department, which
showed that it would cost $3001,000 to put
that bridge alone in Uts place, and yet we find
that this gentleman, the member for Glen-
garry (Mr. MeLennan) is prepared to dupli-
cate that bridge for $29.500. I am sorry to
say that ln this case le Is as much astray as
ln the ease of the Richelieu Bridge. He 1.1
only $270.500 sbort on this bridge.

Then, there Is another Item which he laid
great stress upon, and that is the ballasting
of the road bed. that is, taking gravel from
the gravel pit and placing it on the side of
the road, to be used as ballast according as
required. I eau tell the hon. gentleman and
bis frIends that no reputable engineer In thli
country would undertake to place the cost of
ballasting any railway under 50 cents per
cubie yard. And so along the line wl-th every
thing else the hon. genleman said. 'The state-
ments he made, the estimates he read, the
manner and tone he saw fit to adopt, shned
that Iie himself did not understand -the
figures he was reading, and led me to no
other conclusion than that the statements
were prepared for bim and he did not know
what he was talking about

The ex-Minister of FinaSne (Mr. Foster)
said last night, and the ex-Minister of Rail-
ways (Mr. Haggart) said this afternoon that
the giving of $37,500Per Mlle by the Govern.
ment to the Grand Trunk Railway for the
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line fron St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie was
a most disgraceful act. Now, I would like
to put the lon. gentleman to a test, because
they are old admirers of the Canadian
Pacille Railway. No man will stand up
in his place on either side of the House
and say that the management of the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway did not know their busi-
ness. and that neitier did the management of
the Grand Trunk Railway ; and let me paint
out to you that on the line between Toronto
and Hamilton Junetion-if I may be allowed
to make the comparison-a mile west of
Hanilton wheŽre it diverges on to the Toronto,
Hamilton and Buffalo Railway, a distance
of 38 miles, the Grand Trunk Railway bas a
lease signed, sealed and delivered and to be
In operation for fifty years at $40,000 per
year or a rental of $1.025 per mile per ail-
num of our noney. Does the hon. gentle-
man Dretend to say that that is a bad bar-
gain? Does he pretend to say that the
Canadian Pacifie Railway did not know
what it is doing, and allowed the Grand
Trunk Railway to fleece It to the extent of
$1.425 per mile ? But I want to paint out
that while the Canadian Pacifie Railway
pays $1,025 per mile to the Grand Trunk
Railway for the use of its tracks between
Toronto and Hamilton Junction. or the point
of junction with the Toronto. Hamilton and
Buffalo Railway, they have not the right to
stop a train afte: they leave Parkdale until
they reach Hamilton.

They eau neither stop to take up or lay
town a passenger on that line. The ex-Minis-
ter of Finance (Mr. Fôster) wants to delude
the House into believing -that the same condi-
tion applies to the bargain made by the Do-
minion Government with the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railw&y. In addition to that $40,000 a
year of rental for the use of this 38 miles
of traek, the Grand Trunk receives a rentai
for the terminus, the Union Station, whieh
is beld jointly by the two companles, and
they pay the wages of the men jointly.
And the Canadian Pacifie Railway does not
own or get a single mile of track from the
Grand Trunk, except that portioff of it lead-
ing into and out of the Union Station. It
has to provide its own roundhouses, its own
water tanks, and, as my hon. friend froi
Norti Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) said, it
must pay its own taxes in the city of To.
ronto. What is the difference in that bar-
gain and the bargain we are dealing with
whieh the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster)
says is of so monstrous a eharacter ? The
Grand Trunk gets the money, and the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway las to pay, in addition
to the rental of $40,000 a year, half the main-
tenance of operation aecording to the num-
ber of miles that the trains are run. and
there ls no other way of making railway
calculations except on the train mileage on
which everything is based. When they
reach the city of Hamilton they have to pay
an additional sum. I think they have té
pay f:•om $10,000 to $20,OO a year for tife

use of the tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton
and Buffalo Railway and the use of its
station yards la that city. They have no
accommodation from the Grand Trunk. We
were toid this afternoon that the Intereolo-
nial Railway receives no privileges fromn
the Grand Trunk Railway Company. Now,
if yout will pardon me, I will read the 4th
paragraph of the agreement:

Fourth.-That Her Majesty shall have the right
for all purposes of business and trafme of the
Intercolonial Railway, under the reasonable rules
and regulations of the company, to the full and
unlimited use and the full and unlimited access
thereto, as the same Is or may be enjoyed by the
company itself, of, to and from all engine-
houses, car-houses and sheds, fuel sheds, water
tanks, station-houses, depots freight and ticket
offces, warehouses, freight sheds, baggage
rooms, dining-rooms, and all furniture and fit-
tings appertaining thereto ; all weighing scales
and baggage and freight trucks ; all tracks, sid-
!ngs, branches or extensions elther belonging to
or leased by the company at Montreal, including
the terminals and other connections of the com-
pany at Point St. Charles and intermediate points
between Point St. Charles and Bonaventure
station, and of the connections with other rail-
ways as here!nbefore specified, as the same now
exlsts or as they may hereafter be built, rebuilt
or Improved upon terms as herein specified.
I think ny hon. friend from West Toronto
(Mr. Clarke) will bear me out ln this, that
when the Grand Trunk acquired the pro.
perty known as the old Northern Railway
Company, it was the opinion of the puble,
at all events It was the opinion of railway
men, that the terminal facilities acquired in
the city of Toronto were worth the sumi
paid for the road. And I want to say fur-
ther that the terminals and facilities that
the Intercolonial Railway have secured l
the city of Montreal are worth the cost of
the Une from Montreal to Toronto. If the
poliey of hon. gentlemen opposite were car-
ried out, they would sink $20,000,000 or
$30,000,000 in buying terminal facilities
equal to those now enjoyed by ·the Inter-
colonial Railway from the Grand Trunk, it
they sought to get them by purehase or ex-
propriation of property In the city of Mont-
real. As was so well pointed out by the
Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair)
you have free access to Bonaventure Station,
access to every siding, every warehouse,
every shop of the Grand Trunk. I would like
any of the hon. gentlemen opposite the next
time they are in the city of Montreal to
ebserve carefully the facilities that the In-
tercolonlal Railway enjoys. I think they
will come to the conclusion that the bargain
is all on the other side of the dish. I.do not
think there is any man in this House who
lias a proper appreciation of the real value
of these terminal properties. Look at the ad-
vantage, for instance, In coming alongside
the wharf to receive coal at the upper end of
this line, coal brought up from Nova Scotia
by water, as it is now received by the Grand
Trunk. instead of hauling its coal as the In-
terco;onlal Railway has had to do to Chan.
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dière Junction. My hon. friend from Glen- 3Mr. GIBSON. You made the statement
garry (Mr. McLennan) the other night admit- Iast night,
ted that Its present terminus was no plaeto Mr. FOSTER. No, nor at any other tie.leave the Intercolonial Railway. And I am
sure my hon. friend from Compton (Mr. Mr. GIBSON. And he repeated the state-
Pope), and the hon. gentleman sitting in ment this afternoon.
front of him (Mr. Ives). will agree that the Mr. FOSTER. I wIll tell my hon. friend
policy of the Government in bringing the what I did say. I stated In reply to the
Intercolonial Railway into Montreal must
meet with the approval of every man who nd
loves Canada. I was proud to hear the

(7stt-éein- oftheMinîterof ailwy e nd inister of Railways and Canais knows thatstatement of the 3inister of Railways and
anals this afternoon that he was negoti-is true.

ating for a car to be put on that would go-1,1 The MINISTER 0 IILWAYS
through% witliout breaking bulk until you CANALS (Mr. Blair). No. lIaIs flt truc.
arrive at the city of Halifax. How nice 1 1r. FOSTER. 1t is true.
would be for my hon. frienß the ex-Minister
of Marine and Fiîsheries (Sir Charles Hib The3 NISTERy F RAILWAYS ANh
bert Tupper) when he wants to go down to
the sea to step on board his car at the Can-
ada Atlantie Railway Station here and be
carried through to Halifax.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). le goes
lie other way to reach the sea now.

Mr. GIBSON. Well, no doubt we shal
have it f rom Vancouver to Halfax withoul
breaking bulk. Before I sit down I might
point out that in addition to the Canadian
Pacifie Rallway paying the Grand Trunk
$1.000 a mile. the Wabash. running as i-
does from Port Erie on the Grand Truli
Air Line through to Glencoe, where it ieets
the Grand Trunk double track to Windsor.
pays the same money for the privilege. •

Mr. CAMPBELL. It pays $1,000 a mile.

Mr .GIBSON I am assured by iny hon.
friendl from Kent that they pay $1,000 1:
mile. But instead of the Intercolonial Rail-
way paying $1.025 a mile, as the Canadian
Paelfie Railway pays the Grand Trunk, it
only pays $756.41 per mile, or a sving of
$268.59. or $10,O0 a year less than the Grand
Trunk receives from the Canadian Pacifie
Railway for the same service. Then the ex-
Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster) Wanted to
convin-ee the House. and he was supported
by the statement of the ex-Minister of Rail-
ways and CanaIs (Mr. Haggart), that the In-
tercolonial Railway could not sell a ticket.
could not eollect a fare. except on the
throuxgh tr.ins. What advantage would there
be for the Intercolonial RaIlway or for the
Grand Trunk elther to sell local tickets upon
its tarough trains ? But I want to say to
the ex-Minister of Finance, that I give hlm
sufficient credit for belleving that If he had
looked at this agreement closer than he dld.
he would never have made the statement,

Mr. FOSTER What statement?
Mr. GIBSON. The statement that the In-

tereolonial Railway could not colleet any
tares between St. Lambert and Ste. Rosalie.

Mr. FOSTER. I made no such statement.
Mr. GIBSON.

CANALS. I beg your pardon.
Mr. FOSTER. The Minister of Railways

and Canals las no authority under that
agreeient to-day to colleet any fares on
any other than through trains, and there is
a section which defines what a through train
is. The section that defines what a througli
train is says that through trains are those
whIch run all the way fron St. Lambert
to Ste. Rosalie.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. All the way to Ste. Rosalie.

Mr. FOSTER. And my hon. friend knows
it. He cannot put on what you would eall
a suburban train which reaches short of Ste.
Rosalie. That :s what my statement was.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS A-ND
CANALS. We call a through train a train
running to Ste. Rosalle, the 32 miles.

Mr. FOSTER. That is what I said, that
you could only colleet these local tickets
and local fares on throigh trains, which is
true.

Mr. GIBSON. I do not understand the
hon. gentlemian's phraseology. It is evident
that he does not know much about railroad
plhraseology. and the meaning of througl.
trains. I would understand, and any rail
way man would understand, that a through
train meant a train running from Montreal
through to Halifax or some other point on
the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. FOSTER. The interpretation given in
the doeument my bon. friend bolds will en.
lighten either him or me as to what is meant
by a thra.igh train in that connection, there
are so many English words that express it.

Mr. .GlBSON. If mny hoa. friend will
just keep his soul in patience I will try and
explain It to him. Now, my hon. friend
knows very well that a through train is
not in the habit of stopping at way stations,
he will surely grant me that. Then what la
the name of common sense Is the use or
blekering about the sale of tickets on a
fhrough train where the train does not stop ?
Now, If the hon. gentleman will listen to
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me for one minute, I think he wi1l find that
there is a provision made for the Interco-
lonial Rilwa Company not only seliing
tickets but collecting fares upon its trains.
Let me mention here that the Wabash Rail-
way. in addition to its paylng $1,000 a mile
to the Grand Trunk Railway, Is bound to ae-
cept passes granted by the Grand Trunk
Railway Cormpany ; and I am informed by
a friend of mine who was travelling the
other day on the Intercolonial Railway, that
the Intercolonial Railway did not hon-
our passes given by the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company upon its cars. Let the hon.
gentlei:tn look at section 17 of the agree-
ment :

That all moneys collected In the vehicles
and trains of the Intercolonial Railway at
any and all points between and including Ste.
Rosalie and Montreal shall belong to and be
deemed to have been earned by Her Majesty, and
the company shall not be entitled to receive any
portion thereof ; and that all moneys collected
and received by the station masters and any and
all other persons who may from time to time be
authorized or instructed by the proper officials of
the Intercolonial Railway to collect and receive
money between and including Ste. Rosalie and
Montreal for Intercolonial Railway business and
traffie, including among other things car rental,
storage in freight in cars and storage of goods
in the company's warehouses and freigbt sheds,
or collected and received for any other business in
any way connected with the Intercolonial Rail-
way, belongs to Her Majesty and shall be depos-
ited in bank to the credit of the Receiver Gen-
eral of Canada, or remitted to the cashier of the
Intercolonial Raîlway, or otherwise deposited of
as the Minister may from time to time direct.

Now then section 18 says :
That local tickets issued by either of the

parties hereto for passage between and including
Ste. Rosalie and Montreal, or any intermediate
station, shall be accepted on all trains of either
party hereto between said points, and the party
who issued the tickets shall, on presentation of
the ticket so used and collected, pay to the party
who carried the passenger the full amount re-
ceived for the said ticket.

Is not the hon. gentleman satisfied now
that xthe Intercolonial Railway can issue
lutermediate tickets to intermediate sta-
tions ? If a passenger wishing to go by
the Intercolonial Railway goes down to the
station and buys a ticket by the Intercolo-
nial Railway and he finds that he is an
bour late, lie jumps on the Grand Trunk
Railway. the Grand Trunk Rallway takes
that ticket and charges the 'Intercolonial
Ralway at the end of the month, just as
the railways do under the English system
in the elearing-house in London.

Mr. FOSTER. Now, how far have you
got ?

Mr. GIBSON. There is. nobody else, I
will not say so stupid as the hon. gentle-
man, because the hon. gentleman is not a
stupid man, but he is too astute not to see
the connection between the words "be-

tween " and "intermediate." He says you
must go on a througl train. that local tick.
ets can only be issued upon a through train
that does not stop.

Mr. FOSTER. No, nu; I did not put In
the words "that does not stop."

Mr. GIBSON. But my hon. friend knows
that a through train does not stop. When
he goes down to Montreal lie, of all men,
prefers to take a through train, although
it may stop at one or two stations between
here and Montreal, in preference to a train
that stops at every station, and he will not
dispute it. To-morrow, If :he wanted to
go down to Montreal on the Canada Atlantic
Railway or the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
and they asked him for a ticket at such
and such a station, what would happen ? If
the conductor presented himself for a ticket.
would he say : Mr. Foster, you are on the
wrong train, it does not stop at the first
station, we will have to either put you

off or carry you on? The hon. gentleman will
understand, then, the meaning of a through
train, a through train does not stop at
every station. Now, I have tried to infuse
into the hon. gentleman's mind an idea
of the difference between a through train
and a train that is doing a local business.
My hon. friend knows, and every hon. gen-
tleman on the other side knows, that the
Government to-day, through the able Min-
ister of Railways and CanaIs, has made the
best bargain for the Dominion of Canada
in railway matters that the Dominion of
Canada has ever made since confederation ;
and 1 venture to say that when the whole
matter is publicly discussed among business
ren as it bas been in the past, and when the

statetent of my lion. friend, that I ain proud
cf. oceupying the position that he does. goes
to the country to-morrow, from one end of
the Dominion to the other. no one will regard
the threat thrown out by the ex-Minister
of Railways and Canals (Mr. Haggart)
equivalent ito saying that 'he hoped the Sen-
ate would throw It out again; I say that
no Senate, and no body of men, in face
of the evidence and of alh the facts broughlt
before them, have a right to say that this
is a bad bargain. It is a good bargain, it
has been doue in a businesslike way, and
not in the sHlpshod w-ay that has character-
ized the bargains made by hon. gentlemen
opposite for eighteen years. No, Sir. the
business of this country to-day is done by
business men, on business principles ; It Is
not done upon the percentage basis either,
as to whether the money is to be paid now
or at the next general election. 1. for one,
with some practical knowledge of railway
matters, am proud of the IGovernment of
whici I am a humble supporter, and as long
as I have the bonour of representIng the
county that sends me here. 1 shall raise my
volce aud give my vote to sustain this Gov-
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ernment, which I think is doing so much
for the Dominion of Canada.

Resolutions reported, on division.
The PRIME MINISTER moved the ad-

jourument of the House.-

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the House adjourns,
I would like to ask the hon. Minister of
Finance (Mr. Fielding) if he can teli us
when he is going to bring down the first
supplementary Estimates or the second sup-
plementary Estimates.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). The supplementary Estimates for the
current year ought to be brought down at
a very early day. They are nearly com-
plete, and I hope to bring them down at an
early day, I should say,the first of the week.

Mr. FOSTER. Are they going to be large?
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier) mnoved the adjourument of the House.
Mr. FOSTER. I would ask the right hon.

First Minister what he proposes to ask this
side of the House to do to-morrow.

The PRIME MINISTER. The same thing
as to-day. We will go on with the Drum-
mond County Railway Resolution.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 11.50 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 2nd June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took thé Chair at Three
o'cloek.

PEAYERS.
FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 136)-from the Senate-for the
relief of Annie Inkson Dowding.-(Mr.
Clarke.) "'

THIRD REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE
ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough) presented
the third report of the Seleet Standing Com-
mittee on Publie Accounts :

Your commIttee recommend that the evidence
taken and the 'exhibits filed before the Select
Standing Committee on Publie Accounts during
the last session of the House of Commons, in
connection with the payment of $300 to Col.
Domville for J. Milton Barnes, be referred to
this commIttee for the purpose of further exam-
Ination and report.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough) moved:
That the third report of the Select Standing

Committee on Publie Aceounts be now adopted.
Mr. GIBSON.

Mr. JAMES DOMVILLE (King's, N.B.)
Mr. Speaker, I think before that motion is
pat, It might not be out of place to say a
few words on it. I called the attention of
the Publie Accounts Committee, this morn-
ing. to the fact that a gentleman who under-
t(ook to bring me before that committee last
year had taken a wise course. He waited
until I was away. until I had left. I had
gone to British Columbia, which was patent
to everybody. I refer to the hon. member for
York. N.B. There is a very long inves-
tigation on it, and my hon. friend w%'ho un-
dertook thi.; Crown prosecution, for, I pre-
sume, it mt'st be called a Crown prosecu-
tion or a prosecution general, as it Is called
in some parts of the world, in that kindly
feeling that always has been exhibited on
aill occasions started out in the House, as I
find in "Hansard " of the 19th of April,
by saying that he had seen a copy of the
charges, and "I think they are charges
which no militia offieer should be under."
Then he goes on to say that he considers
it really in the light of the Good Samaritan
that my course should be cleared up and
that I should stand before the House and the
country in a favourable position. Remark-
ably kind, but he would have been kinder
still if he had taken the trouble to have
made some proper Inquiries before he placed
broadcast before the country charges against,
another member of this House which cannot
be eut away so easily as they are made.
We know that a lie travels fast and the
truth lags by the way. If you take the seeds
of a flower and throw themin the air. you
know how impossible it Is to afterwards
pick up the petals grown from those seeds.
So it Is with a lie, it Is hard to gather it in
again by the truth. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster) tried for his own personal advantage,
and to elevate his personal standing. to cast
aspersions on me, but I can assure him that
my standing in Parliament and before the

iuntry will compare most favourably vith
his own. and that I have been more fortunate
than he was in my public appearances in the
county I represent. Was not this done as au
attempt to destroy my reputation ? I say it
was. If the lion. gentleman wanted to be
fair, why did he not make these statements
when I was here and not wait until I iati
left the country. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster) was very anxious last year to insist
that every member sitting in this ouse
should have his character cleared, but we
have been here ten weeks ,this session. and
while he has attacked every one else he
dared not say a word against me. I must
be careful to confine my remarks in this
House to parliamentary language. Mr.
Speaker, and I know I can say outside what
I cannot say In It, and so I will let his con-
duct pass by saying that his conduet was not
manly. Why did he not bring the charges
forward this session'? Last year he had them
pubished in the "Sun9" newspaper. I do not
know whether he Is the owner or editor of
the " Sun," but we have not to ook far back
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to find his name appearing as the editor or
manager. I saw a copy of that paper when
I was out in Vancouver, and the heading was

The Great Domville Scandal," "Misappro-
priation of Public Funds." Was it fair to
do 4that when my back was turned, and then
to let it rest for the ten weeks of this session?
He was ready to attack every one lu this
House this session; he was ready to talk at
length about the saving of $14, which be
effected on potatoes if they were bought at,
40 cents a bushel wlien they cost 50 cents ;,
but he was not ready to repeat his chargesl
agalnst me. Ris attack was directed against
me as the representative of King's ; that fair
county that I am proud to represent afterl
fighting my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) for so
nany years, and after having had the honour
of driving him out of it. He has always
said lie was a Klng's county boy, although I
differ from him In that, for I do not thinki
he Is.

An hon. MEMBER.
from ?

What county is hel

man (Mr. Foster) to prosecute the attack, or
if he finds out there is nothing ln it, I shal
Lsk from him that wlilch I expeet to get, a
eandid apology for his bringlng this matter
before the House without knowing what he
was doing.

Motion agreed to, and report adopted.

PROTECTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 137) to further
amend the Act respecting the protection of
navigable waters. He said: Last session a
Bill was passed by the House prohiblting
the dumping Into navigable waters of any
refuse from steamers or otherwise, In waters
less than 12 fathoms in depth ; and the ques-
tion arose whether that -would extend to the
harbours under the control of the harbour
masters who are authorlzed to allow vessels
coming in ballast to dump the ballast in cer-
tain specified places. The Department of
,Tustice thoughlt a proviso should be inserted
making it clear that the Act of last session

Mr. DOMVILLE. I do not know what is de ntetedtosc5css
county Is, but he now represents York in thisdoesnt extend te such cases.
House. I have ne desire, Mr. Speaker, to Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
occupy the time of the House, but I wishl time.
to state that my character is quite as un-
assailable as Is the character of the hon. BOUNTIES ON IRON AND STEEL.
gentleman (Mr. Foster). I stand in this
House to-day enjoying the confidence of my The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
people. I might have cast storles around this ing) moved : That the House do, on Tues-
House, and some of them might not be very 1 day next, resolve itself Into Committee of the
pleasant for some gentlemen, but since l Whole te consider the following resolu-
have been In this House I have refrained tien
from going Into personal matters, and I hope
I shall continue that se long as I am here. That it is expedient to provide that the boun-
Why should the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fos- ties on steel ingots, puddled iron bars and pig
ter) cast reflections on the people of King's, iron made in Canada, authorized by chapter 6 of

by the Acts of 1897, shall, on the termination of the
whose representatilve he was once, and w1 period therein mentioned, be gradually reduced
shousld hujutey assalm itsiemere n th during a limited term until they are extinguished,

i and that the bounties to be paid for the addi-
eLee for teu weeks without making good lhis tional term shall be as follows
charges. I hold hlm responsible before this (a) From the 23rd of April, 1902, to the 30th
House. I hold hIm responsible before Canada, of June, 1903, both Inclusive, the bounties shall
to make bis charges good If he eau. The hon. be 90 per centum of the amount fixed by the
gentlenau had a right to find out what he sald Act.
wa-. doitmg befor-e le made a public state- (b) From the lst of July, 1903, to the 30th of
mont ais bieorehe ade a ubslit state-June, 1904, both Inclusive, the bounties shall be

75 per centum of the amount flxed by the said
ik good than he must stand before this House Act.
and before the country convieted of an at- (c) From the lst of July, 1904, to the 30th of
tempt te Injure a mnember of the House of June, 1905, both Inclusive. the bounties shall be
Commons wit!:out having any evidence in bis 55 per centum of the amount ffxed by the said

possession. There Is no use et him trying to et Act.
hide hlmself behlnd Major Markum. 'HP.I (d) Fromn the lst o! July, 1905, to the 3th of
hid himself behid Majom H June, 1906, both Inclusive,'the bounties shall be
sarted, gae aoin "hese repsat. ' that Major 35 per centum of the amount fixed by the saidMa.rkum gave him these reports. How did he Act.
get them from Major Markum? What haS (e) From the lst of July, 1906, to the 30th.of
Major Markum got to do with this House ? June, 1907, both Inclusive, the bounties shall be
Did he ask Major Markum for those charges 20 per centum of the amount fdxed by the said
or did Major Markum volunteer to give them? Act.r
.Sir, 1t: was o, Pe itIIi:ttpinpt -.o, injiuret- Provided, howeyer,, that If any steel lugots be

r before the country,aat at time o when wase made from puddled Iron bars ,manufactured In
et hefre the ontry, aime when - was Canada, no bounty shall be pald on such steel

Port here to -defend, myself, and .when I had ingots.
left for British Columbia on my wiy to The sald bounties shall cease and determine
Dawson Clty. I ehallenge the hon. gentle- on the 30th of June, 1907.
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INQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pic-
tou). The hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles (Sir Louis Davies) will remember that
£ promise was made to bring down papers
in connection with the appointment of Mr.
Russell, steamboat inspector in the Yukon.
Those papers were to be brought down on
Tuesday. On that day, oig the day before,
one of the hon. gentleman's officers told me
that, if the return was to embrace a certain
period, its preparation would take some
time. On Wednesday, I asked the hon. Min-
Ister of Marine, across the floor, if he would
expedit? the first part of the return, as I
was very anxioas to get it, leaving the bal-
ance for a supplementary return, as his offi-
cer had told me that the first part was
ready. I would be greatly convenienced, if
the hon. Minister would give me the main
portion of the return, and the rest may take
its courqe. While on my feet, I would like
to remind the hon. Minister of the Interior
(Mr. Sif!ton) of a similar case, that is. the
return relating to the Crown Timber Office
of New Westminster. I asked him, if he
would expedite that portion of the return
containing the correspondence leading up to
the Order In Council authorizing the com-
mission of inquiry and the appointment,
leaving out the evidence. which would be
the bulky part, and which does not con-
cern the objeet I lad in view.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). I do not remember my hon.
friend's calling my attention to it. Does lie
desire that I should bring down a partial
return ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes, the papers other than the evidence.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The inspector, Mr. Russell,
sent me, the other day, a memorandum,
which I sent to my deputy, asking him to
prepare a partial return which- I could lay
on the Table. I saw him in the afternoon,
and lie said that he was engaged with the
clerks in copying it, and that he expected to
have it ready yesterday afternoon. He lias
not sent It yet, but he Is engaged on it, and
I wIll bring it down as soon as possible.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to ask
the Minister of Raliways (Mr. Blair), when
I may expect a return which I asked for
about three weeks ago, witlh reference to a
lease or transfer of property in connection
with the railway at Grand Narrows.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALSI (Mr. Blair). I stated to the hon.-
gentleman, if my memory serves me, in a-
swer to his inquiry, that there was some
Information whic.h we requlred to get fromI
Moneton. It h-as been sent for, and I will
furnish it the very moment it arrives.

Mr. FIELDING.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
With the consent of the House, I would like
to move that the papers brought down to-
day, the supplementary return in regard to
the Manitoba prosecutions, be referred to
the Select Standing Committee on Publie
Accounts.

Motion agreed to.

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL.

On the Order,
Second reading of Bill (No. 133) an Act to

authorize the acquisition by the Dominion
of the Drummond County Railway.-(Mr.
Blair.)

Mr. GEO. E. FOSTER (York. N.B.) Would
it make any difference, if we proceeded first
wlth the Grand Trunk Resolutions. so far
as getting the Bill to Its second reading ?
When, we get into committee on that mca-
sure, in which there are fifty or sixty items.
a good many explanations, I think, will be
required; and, if we could finish that whIle
we are warm on the subject, it would be
better than to make the diversion; and
then both Bills could come before us at the
same stage. Before they are finally dis-
posed of, mys hon. friend must know that
there will be a little more speaking. I would
ask. if that is convenient to the hon. gentle-
man.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). It is a matter of in-
difference to me whieh Bill Is taken first. I
am in a position to Introduce the 4rand
Trunk Bill now.

Mr. FOSTER. It is printed, is it ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I lave one copy. . do not think
the Billihas been distributed, but I think it
will be distributed this afternoon. In the
meantime, I move the second reading of the
Drumimond County Railway Bill.

Mr. C. E. KAULBACH (Lunenburg). This
Bill for the acquisition of the Drummond
County Railway offers a subject for much
comment and criticism. This 13ill now under
discussion, as submitted by the hon. Minister
of Railways for the deliberation of this
House, ln the preamble commences as fol-
lows :-

Whereas It is expedient to provide for the ac-
quisition by the Dominion of the Drummond
County Railway, to the end that it may be made
part of the Intercolonial Railway, &c., &c.
Now, I cannot see where the "expediency," or
the advisabilty to purebase or acquire this
road as the property of Canada, to be oper-
ated and to form a part of the 'Intercolonial
Railway system into Montreal, comes 'Iu,
when the annual report: from the Ra&tway
Department for last year shows quite a
deficit, notwithstanding the promise from
the hon. Minister to the contrary, that the
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Intercolonial, with the Drummond County
attached, extending into Montreal, would
show a net profit per year of some $30,000,
or thereabouts. Now, what are the facts ?
How do we find the aceounts ? What are
the real results ? To make It clear to the
minds of all, as to how the account stood
at the end of last year, and to make It still
more comprehensive as to how ilt compares
with previous years, I here give a tabulated
statement for each of the last six fiscal
years, or from 1893 to 1898, Inclusive:

Year.
1893 ............
1894 .............
1895 .............
1896 ..............
1897 .............
1898 .............

Profit.
$20,181

5,838
3,815

Loss.

$55,940)
59,940

209,978

By this you will observe that for the three
years the Liberal-Conservatives were in
power there was a net profit each year,
whilst for the last three years the Liberals,
or present Government, were in power, we
had deficits, notwithstanding the hon. Min-
Ister of Railway's estimate that with the
extension of the Intercolonial into Montreal,
that is, with the Drummond County Railway
tacked on, we would have a surplus of some-
where about $350,000 at the end of 1898.
Instead of a forecast of this sort having
been accomnplisied, results !have shown, as
per table, that we have suffered last year a
serious loss, to the amount of $209,978 be-
tween receipts and expenditure, to come out
of the taxpayers of the people of this coun-
try.

This is a serious state of affairs and such
as should elicit the most searching inquiry
as to the capabilities of ·this Drummond
County road in past years, before being ask-
ed to pass judgment and become a pur-
chaser. Suchi iquiry has been called for,
but the satisfaction ias not been forthcom-
ing, which, to my mind, appears singular,
and naturally leads to the one conclusion,
that as this large deficit last year was the
result of the extension, tihat is the Drum-
mond County Railway attached to the In-
tercolonial Rallway, it is very manifest the
hon. Minister of Railways, by his refusal
of so reasonable a request, La afraid to Ahave
the real facts of the case known, lest the
resolution would be rejected by his usually
subservient followers, who would consider
the medicine too diffleult to swallow.

Now, if this Drummond County Railway,
whieh we are asked to purchase, has not
proved a success, not even paid running
expenses, but, on the contrary, ias shown
decided loss when operated as a private
undertaking, when rigid economy doubtless
had been exerclsed, what -encouragement
may we expect ? What hopes eau be ex-
tended to Parliament by way of benefts, if
we accept the resolution as submitted ? It
is very certaIn that if a private corporation
could do nothing with It,:where econonmy bad
been exercised, we cannot have it succeed,

under the Government's management, with
so many private interests to serve, and the
result must necessarily be a signal failure.

We are informed by the ex-Minister of
Railways that when ,the late Government
was in power this railway was offered by
the company for $550,000, but as the Gov-
ernment at theat time had Information that
it had been ukef.ared to private parties for
$400.000, the ex-Minister of Railways con-
sidered there was no urgent necessity at
that time for accepting their offer. If îthis
Is true, and I certainly have no reason to
doubt it, I ask, is it not unreasonable at this
time for this Parliament to accept this rail-
way at the increased rate of ?1,000,000?

This, it will be remembered, is the same
railway hon. gentlemen opposlte were want-
ing Parliament to purchase last year for
$2.100,000, but which fortunately was re-
jeoted by the members of the other Cham-
ber, for whici, on their part, coupled with
their rejection of that iniquitous Yukon rail-
way, or tramway, Bill, they (the Govern-
ruent) had thraatened the Senate to deprive
them of their independence or usefulness
as a body.

This saie company that then offered this
road for $2,100.000 last year, has now drop-
ped their figures to $1,600,000, or four times.
the price they were originally w-illing to ac-
cept. It is evident to my mInd that some
political trickster is making money out of
this deal, but the great diffieulty is to trace
it.

Should not some statement. some papers,
with data, be exhibited to Parliament with
regard to this road, as to the past record,
whereby tihe receipts and expenditures, the
earnings of this road. could serve as a guide,
before asking Parliament to vote? I say
the course the Government is pursuing is.
unjust and unwise ln the interests of Can-
ada.

Tie refusal on the part of the hon. Min-
ister of Railways, in charge of this Bill, to
coninunicate to Parliament any information
respecting the earning capabilities of this
railway is being fully commented upon by
the unsubsidized press and the people of
Canada.

The Montreal "Gazette " says of it as fol-
lows :

The refusal of the Government to lay before
Parliament a statement of the receipts and ex-
penditures of the Drummond County extension
of the Intercolonial is in keeping with its whole
conduct in the remarkable transaction that seems
destined to turn out so favourably for Mr. J. N.
Greenshields and his associates, and so unfavour-
ably for the country. It Is alleged for the Gov-
ernment that the arrangement under which the
Drummond County Une is being operated as
part of the Intercolonial, by increasing the traffie,
has justlfied the purchase of the property. There
are no figures to establish this before Parliament,
or the country. There are some that contradiet
the claim.

This same paper then quotes the dgures the-
same as I have already given, as published
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by the Railway Department. which - shows
that the earning power of the Intercolonial
Rallway bad not been improved by the ex-
tension to Montreal.

Tt concluded as follows:-

The purchase cannot be justified on business
grounds. If it could the Government, to strength-
en its case, would gladly give all the information
possible bearing on the business of the section.
Both what is known of the operation of the ln-
tercolonial, since the Drummond County road was
attached to it, and what the Government refuses
to disclose, will operate to convince the unpreju-
diced onlooker that the scheme to which it is
sought to commit Parliament is not in the inter-
est of the country, and will only tend to make the
Intercolonial a permanently heavier burden on
the taxpayers.
The "Montreal Star " dealt with the Min-
Ister of Railways in this fashion-:.

As a general rule, when the Hon. Mr. Blair,
Minister of Railways and Canals, professes ignor-
ance of railway matters, there is no disposition
on the part of the public to question his sin-
cerity, because the bon. gentleman has given
such convincing proofs from time to time of bis
capacity for not knowing anything about these
matters. We mean no reflection upon the Min-
Ister's intelligence, because nobody who knows
Mr. Blair believes hlm to be lacking in intelli-
gence. His ignorance of matters connected with
his own department has rather the appearance of
premeditated ignorance. He may, perhaps,
take as bis motto : "Where ignorance is bliss
It is folly to be wise." When he introduced the
Canadian Yukon Railway Bill, he showed so little
knowledge of the scheme as to create the im-
pression that he was ashamed of and wanted to
repudiate the paternity of the measure. But bis
statement that he is unable to lay any informa-
tion before Parliament regarding the earnings
of the Drummond County Railway since it was
leased .by the Government reveals a degree of
Ignorance that really amounts to an achievement.
Mr. Blair asks Parliament for $1,600,000 to buy a
railway already under his control, and he does
not know whether it is earning its axle-grease !
The Government railway accounts are kept In
such a way that the Government does not know
which parts of the system are paying and which
are not. r. Blair as neder hadany curosty
as to' whether the Drum'rond County Rallway
was earning its rental or not.

We can see the wisdom of the late Govern-
ment in declining to think of the purchase
of this road with a record of reputed losses
each year instead of gain, giving defleits
instead of surpluses, and the more reason-
able does it appear to my mind when we
consider the nflmber of competing linest
and tap railways from Montreal to the At-
lantic Ocean. I was surprLsed when running
my eye over the map to find so many. I 
will enumerate them seriatim from soutn
to north. There ls the New York Central,
Vermont Central, Boston and Maine. Grand
Trunk, Canadian Pacifie, Quebec Central,
Drummond County, 'South hore, North t
Shore or Canadian Pacifte Raway, projeet- 1
ed Great Northern, and last but not least t
we have the great River St. Tawrence, the f
principal and minal great :hlghway during p
the summeèr season, on its navigable waters f

Mfr. KAULBA.CH.

for the transport of the products of western
Canada f rom Montreal east to all parts of
the world.

I nerely have referred to the projected
Great Northern Railway, but which I belleve
will be one of the great competing roads of
Canada when connected with the Parry
Sound Railway for the carriage of grain,
eattle, &c., from the great grain-growing
(entres of the west to the Atlantie Ocean.

Viewing the situation, as I have given it,
froni a commercial standpoint, and consider-
ing al these competing lines, sone of themi
natural hi.giways to the sea from Montreal.
is it not w2ll for us to call a halt, and care-
f ullv consider the position we are about
placing ourselves in. it not being an expen.
diture or investment from whIch we might
expebt a surplus, or even tle interest of our

oney, but on the contrary, and for all time
un annual deficit which must come out of
the pockets of the people of Canada, and not
f or one year, but every year the road is
1:ept running. If this railway is approved
of by- Parliament. that is the extension into
Montreal, I feel it is only the beginning of
au immense outlay each ye-ar. There is the
right of way over the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, the use of Victoria bridge into Mont.
real, the proposed extension of the bridge-
the right to use terminals. and the other
concessions to the Grand Trunk, all which
will place us in a worse position than any-
thing we cau at present estimate or think of.

I amt anxious to have all the transport of
goods. whether thè product of Canada for
foreign markets. or theI Imports of goods
into Canada. all mawving as far as Is possible
in Canadian channels. and as a part of a
means to that end to utilize the Intercolonial
and extend It by a bridge over the St. Law-
rence and thence by rail with the great
water stretches of Canada to open wide a
door to the vast regions of the west. rich ln
agriculture and mineral deposit-and wrest
the trade which largely hitherto had been
diverted through channels across the border
and over American territory to seaport
towns in the United States for shipment to
ail parts of the world.

We have fine harbours all along our Atlan-
tie coast, and as a terminal point for the
Intercolonial Railway. Halifax excels. as it
Is easy of approach from the sea, well light.
ed, with excellent water and without tor-
tuous tides or currents to divert the course
of ships. I am very unwilling to pay tribute
to seaports of a forelgn Country when we
have such excellent ports of our own in
Canada.
I do not want to be understood that I am

opposed to the extension of the Intereolo-
nial Railway, far from it, but I am opposed
o the purchase of this Drummond County
Railway as it wim be. an extravagant road
o keep up. and we are paying too much
or It-beaides-considering the -many com.
peting roads, 't ill be a losing lnvestment
'or us every year it ls operated.
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I may be asked as to what is my proposal.
Well, i don't hesitate to give.It. It is this.
The Government I understand is pledged to
build a bridge across the St. Lawrence near
Quebee to conneet with the Intercolonial
near Lévis. I therefore propose that we
acquire the Canadian Pacifie Railway, on the
north shore, or the projected Great North-
ern, and that with the Parry Sound Railway
leading to Georgian Bay, and with the great
wateer stretches we can tap all the produets
of the great North-west and be independeut
of our neighbours to the south of the River
St. Lawrence between Lévis and Montreal.
and. best of all, free from Interference from
the competing Unes as referred to.

By this project we will have at all events
a part of the trade of Montreal, and fully
as much as were we to acquire by purchase
this Drummond County line. We will have
the trade of Ottawa as a commercial cen-
tre-as the road will take the Ottawa valley
-·part of the trade in summer of Quebee
city and confines. and certainly the whole
of the city and province of Quebec in the
m inter season. save that part of the pro-
vince of Quebec known as the Eastern
Townships.

Unfortunately for the Intercolonial Rail-
way. and for the interests of Nova Scotia,
we have not the Influence of the hon. Min-
ister of Railways with us %for Nova Scotia,
he being from New Brunswick and unques-
tionably favouring St. John, as is showu by
what he has done for that city as a terminal
point for the Canadian Pacific Railway. and
bis reference to that city as being nearer for
shlpment of goods :from Moltreal than Hall-
fax by some 250 miles, but neglecting to
state at the same time that If 'Halifax is
further from Montreal than St. John, she
is at the same time that many miles nearer
the place of shipment across the Atlantic.
with a safer and a better harbour and more
easy of aeess than that of St. John.

I cannot see why, under all the circumstan-
ces and for the reasons I have advanced.
there should be this undue haste on the part
of the Gavernment to press this purchase
of the Drummond County Railway, unless
necessitated by a fear that were the people
of Canada to see the results of a full year's
operation, the country would rise in revolt
against such an extravagant and unfair
transaction, and pronounce ln no uncertain
terms agadnst them.

Before concluding my remarks I might
say that it wIll be .remembered there are
two main channels or arteries for the trans-
port of shipments from the west into Ment-
real-the Canadian Pacifie Railway and the
Grand Trunk Railway. Surely the Govern-
ment do not for one moment Imagine that
either of these great eorporations, eter
bringing grain er other .commodities from
the west, are wiling to transfer thelr freight
te the Intercolmila1. It Is.reasoable they
want the long hauls themselves to the ports

of shipment by the sea. Therefore, it is
plainly seen that with a bridge across the
St. Lawrence at Quebec extending the In-
tercolonial Railway to Parry Sound by the
Ottawa valley we are, or would be, indepen-
dent of our neighbours on the south side
of the St. Lawirence, and could control
the entire trade of the north side of the St.
Lawrence in our own hands and in the
winter season entirely, so far as shipments
are concerned from Quebec to the sea.

I propose, therefore, the extension of the
Intercolonial Rallway by a bridge across the
St. Lawrence and not acquire the Drum-
nond County Railway. Consequently I op-
pose this Bill and will record my vote ac-
cordingly.

Mr. R. POPE (Compton). I have listened
with considerable interest to the debate that
bas taken place In connection wlth this ques-
tion, and I must say that I am under the im-
pression that more or less polities have been
mixed up with the purchase and extension
of the Intercolonial Railway to the city of
Montreal. I have listened also to the legal
talent of this House on both sides, and have
pald great attention to the subtlety of their
arguments, and ' must confess that there
seems to be an effort on the part of those legal
gentlemen to see which could splIt the
smallest liair in connection with this subject.
It ds well known that I cannot sympa-
thize altogether with hon. gentlemen on this
side of the House with regard to this ques-
tion ; but the simple fact that I entertain a
difference of opinion or judgment upon a
matter of this character, will not. I am sure,
carry with it any feeling of animosity by
myself towards those who differ from me,
and with whom I usaally act in this House,
and I am sure on their part they have no
right to have any feeling towards me per-
sonally on that account. I feel that in de-
bating the question of whether we should
pay $10,000, or $12,000 or $15,000 a mile for
the Drummond County Railway, there is a
tendency to ignore the importance of the
great commercial princirple of the extension
of the Intercoionial Railway to the city of
Montreal. I do not believe that we can afford
to Ignore the commercial principle in dwelling
upon the question as to whether we should
pay $10,000 or $12,000 a mile for this railway.
I cannot atfford to lose sight of the tact that
the extension of the Intercolonlal Railway to
Montreal means a great deal more than the
present mileage of the Intercolonial Rùilway
but I will endeavour to deal with that
question later on. I regret very much that
the Department of Railways hasi kot been
able to furalsh the evidence or -figures that
I asked for several weeks ago, and If they
had been brought down I would be able to
diseuss more Intelligently this question than
I shall be able to de In my few remarks
this afternoon.

Now, Sir, we bad long.discussion yesterday
l this H<ouse, and we have done so previous-

lj. ha conneotion with i-e old Canadian Pa-
cidie Ba11way agreemenit by which the Cana-
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dian Pacifie Railway entered the lower pro- i when we consider that we have strong com-
vinces. I must say that I do not sympathize petitors on the Atlantie coast in New York,
very much with a discussion of those old Boston, Portland and other large centres lu
contracts, and I am not sure whether, In the the United States, with their railways ex-
light of to-day, under the present circum- tending over that great distriet. seeing the
stances, if another contract was to be made, fertility of the soil, seeing the immense area
it should not be made precisely in the same of that fertile region. it Is only natural that
way as the contract was made at that time. these railways and seaports should endeavour
That does not eut much figure, in my opinion. to tap that section of country in order to
in the consideration of this question. But i get the advantage of the development that is
am bound to say that bringing the terminus bound to follow. So I say it is well that the
of our first transcontinental railway through Government of the day should make every
Canada into the lower provinces, whether effort to see that, at least, we retain our
you eall it an agreement, or whether you call share of the advantage that will follow the
it a lease, or whether you eall It a bonus, or development of that great section of Can-
whether you call it anything else, I think it ada for the transportation and export busl-
was a wise arrangement, and one which ness of this country. I belleve firmly that
has since proved, I am sure, a boon to we should see at an early day another trans-
the city of St. John, and our winter ports, continental railway, which may be ealled the
showing conelusively that that contrait had Northern, or the Canadian Northern, or
a value to that section of Canada. I go whatever other name you choose 'to call It,
further than that in believing that there is passing through that district of country and
a very great work to be done yet in trans- down to the central portions of Canada, con-
continental communication in this country. nected w'ith the Grand Trunk Railway. or
I belleve that the day is not far distant. i the Parry Sound Railway, or whatever road
believe that the day is not more than five they muay choose to tap, to find a terminus at
years distant, when we w-i have another Montreal. Some gentlemen have intlimated
transcontinental line across Canada, a line that it might go as far north as the Lake St.
running through a strIp of territory far more, John region, but I do not think that Is prae-
fertile than the district whieh is now tra-. ticable or possible ; because the freight that
versed by the Canadian Pacifie Railway. they would have te take back west w-th theni
Take a look from the west of the head of must be manufactured products, and they
Lake Winnipegosis, and you find a territory will desire to run through the manufacturing
lying between that point via Edmonton att centres of Canada. So. preparatory to the
least 200 miles wide and 1,000 or 1.500 miles construction of that road, I say It Is well that
In length, of as fine a country as there Is on the Government should endeavour to bring
the face of God's earth, and a far more fer-I the Intercolonial Railway to Montreal, and te
tile section than that whieh is served to-day make such freight arrangements as Will pre-
by the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Sir, pare the way for this through transcontinen-
it is not in the Interests of that community, tal line, lu order that not only the Canadian
it is not in the interests of the settlement of Pacifie RaIlway -may find its way te ialifax
that section of the country, that they should and St. John, but that we shall also have a
have to construct new lines of railway at terminus at Montreal, under the same ar-
right angles in order to reach the main ulie rangements, or under some well balanced ar-
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and I be. rangement, of this new transcontinental line
lieve that flve years from the time that 1 which. In the near future, wIll be an acco-
am speaking, we shall have the pleasure of plished fact.
travelling over that distant country upon Now, I have been somewhat astonished to
a transcontinental railway. We know that end that the Intercolonial Ralilway, durin"
the increased grain tonnage of the pro- the last two years, bas not been placed more
duets of the soil In the future is bound to directly under a business management than
be north of the International boundaryit h as been. T think from the speeches
line. The TnIted Statés, to a very large ex- that were delivered by the hon. Min-
tent, have settled up their own territory, and Ister of Railways and CanaLs, both
their valuable lands are now nearly all oc- inside ef this House and outside
cupied with au increasing population. The of it, that, when we were asked to pur-
export trade of the United States of those chase the Drummond County road, we had,
grains will rather diminish than Increase. at least, a right to expect close business
We have seen desperate efforts put forth on fmanagement applied to that railway. I be-
this continent to reach the back territories lieve that, If we had had that business man-
In order te catch the trade that was bound 1 agement, we would bave had greater sue-
to follow their settlement, and w-e are going I cess In the operation of that railway than
to see tlie same effort put forward to reach I we have had under the management Of anythe northern portions of the continent of I Goverument In this country, because I doAnerica in Canada, by all the great lnes of net beHeve that you eau manage success-railway that are seekIng freight of Ithat char-j fully any railway with political machineryacter. At preset we are te some extent Aand whether t be under a Conservative Gv-
working under difficulties in this country In i ernment or under a Liberal Goverument, the
the development of our shlpping ports, owlng iresult of the operation of the Intercolonial
to our climate and other conditions ; and i Railway bas been very unsatisfactory. As
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nearly as I can calculate, I find that, by
operating that road during the last twenty-
one years we have lost, taking simply the
difference between expenditures and receipts
and saying nothing of the tremendous
amount of money that bas been put into
the road-bed-we have lost, with 'nterest ac-
cumuLted for twenty-one years, something
like $6,500,000. I asked the question a few
days ago why Mr. Harris's services had been
dispensed with. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals informed me that lt was
because he had created a certain amount
of friction. That hon. gentleman must have
fancied that Mr. Harris was to continue as
the agent of the political organization to
which lie belonged. I have done business
with Mr. Harris for many years, and I
must say that these relations have always
been satisfactory, and that there lias been
no friction. But I can well understand
that, when he went to a section of )the
country wbere every person in connection
with that road had received certain favours
under the guise of politics, it would be a
very difricult task for M3r. Harris, or any
other gentleman to move ln the direction of
bettering the conditions ln the operation of
that road. .I fully understood when he
undertook that task, that it was a very diffi-
cuit one, and I should, at least, have said
that It would have taken more than six
months for that gentleman to have brought
about a proper feeling between himself
and the people of the maritime provinces.
I firmly believe, Sir. that If thait gentleman
had been retained, if he iad bad an oppor-
tunity of working out his own problem in
connection with the administration of -the
Intercolonial Railway, we would have had
a return that we now wiU not have so long
as it Is run hy political machinery, no mat-
ter what party may be ln power. I believe
that it is not necessary that $6,000.000 or
$7,000,00 or $10,000,000 should be thrown
away in the operation of tha:t road. Take
the total receipts of the operation of that
road during these twenty-one years and you
find ·that about $5,000,000 of money without
the Interest being added, have been spent on
that road ln ordinary expenditures for work-
ing expenses, more than has been received.
I think It Is generally admitted that a rail-
way I supposed to be operaîted for from
70 to 80 per cent of Its receipts, but we
find an opposite condition of affairs ln the
operation of the Intercolonial Rallway. So
far as any investigation goes that I have
been able to make, whleh has been lmited,
but still! ! have endeavoured to aequire in-
formation that I thought would be reliable,
I am bound to say that, ln the operaton of
that road to-day. there are five men work-
ing where three men could do the work ;
not only to-day, but during the entire opera;
tion of that railway this has been the re-
suit. But because it has been badly eper.
ated, is no reason why, in the future, if pro-
per connections are made and business prin.
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ciples applied to t i management of the
road, It should not pi.vt at least Its expenses
and leave some profit to the gentlemen who
undertake the reorganization and reconstrue-
tion of that railway. They say that there
is nothing talks so pointedly as money. I
have go:le into this question very carefully.
and, believing In the possibilities ef the
earning of that road, I would be willing to
say this mueh, that I would be pleased to
offer the Government of the day an arrange-
ment which, financially, I am sure, would
be satisfactory, for a term of thirty years.
I would be pleased to take this extension to
the city of Montreal with al the fearful
financial responsibilities that my hon. friend
who just preceded me mentioned. I would
say ithat -with that road extended to Mont-
real i would have a good snap from a finan-
eial point of view. If it were brought out
of the woods, back to Lévis, and if it were
extended to the city of Montreal, to the
heart and centre of business, I would be
prepared to say to tle Government that, for
the first ten years I would give .5200,000, that
for the next ten years I would give $300,-
000, and that for the aert ten years I would
give $400,000; I would pay the $140,000 to
the Grand Trunk Railway, and mainrtain
that road in its present condition; I having
the readjustment of the freight rates, I may
explain, that in the reconstruction of the
freight rates for those provinces I do not
think it is necessary to materially change the
rates in the provinces, although I have no
figures in regard to this. I may say that
there are figures that I asked for and which
I have not got. The difference between that
proposition and. the one under which we
have been working during the last twenty-
one years means simply this : During the
last twenty-one years we have lost some-
where about $6,500l,000 in the operation of
that road. Upon these figures, calculating
interest, we would gain about $14,000,000; to
run on to the next ten years under a $6,.
000,000 loss it would make a difference le-
tween the operation of that road under the
old systemn and the proposition I have just
made to this House, which, Sir, I am pre-
pared to stand by and produce sufficient
financial evidence of the fact, of $24,000,000.
I believe I have suffiolently presented the
reasons why I am warranted in making the
proposition that I have just made. Per-
mit me to say here that, In my judgment,
It Is the best evidence of the value of the
extension of the Intereolonial Railway to
the city of Montreal, and I shall be only
too pleased if the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals wil send his card around to me
and give me an opportunity to execute a
contract and make permanent arrangements
fer the acquisition of that railway at the
earliest possible date. The hon. gentleman
knows, as well as I am speaking here, that
I .am not talking through my hat. There
Is no part of the propositioni that I have
just made that I am not prepared to fulfil,
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and satisfactorily fulfil. under any reason- any of the special benefits they believe they
able conditions 'thaît the Government may I are entitled to, as citizens of the provinces
impose in connetion wlith this road. I down by the sea.
know It is iuportant, and I believe thait the Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As the House
difference between a political and a bus- is very well aware, this question, both on
ness management is what I have said, thatthe resolutions with regard to the Drummond
there is a reasonable profit over and above County Railway and with regard to the
the fig.ires I have just offered to the Gov-Gy
ernment for the acquisition of the -Interco- r am very glad the Minister of Railways
oiouli Railway. (Under these circumstances, i anvr ldteMnse fRuwyneale hailtayUn theresesircumsy tae' consented should precede the introduction
1 believe that the responsibilHty that the ofayBl-bas been very exhaustively de.
Goverumeut assume for the future in oper- of a ny Bila envr xhutvl u
Goinmet radsuster the buue e orer- bated, and I do not rise for the purpose of

tuibng tt road m ost eainyea mhigt r continuing the debate. I wish, however, to
sponsibility. The lion. gentleman mightî say, that, as the second reading involves the
think that lie cannot afford to acceptth' ataa h eodraigivle h
proposition so madeInlregard to that roa principle of the Bill, this would be a proper
propitio o.rg madit rar to tend I ra s time to take the vote; but I have had
without offeringm it to -tender. If he Is of sm omncto ihtergthn~some communication with the riglit hon.
that impression he lhas an opportunity no1 leader of the House on the subject, and we
of knowing that if it is put up for tender' have arrived at the conclusion that, as a
there wll be reasonable bids made for the large number of members who would like
acquisition, under favourable terms, to the to vote, are absent, we could take the second
people of the lower provinces, of that road. rd of are Bill od ad te on

havene ouh abot i. ihaveno ouj reading of the Bill on division. and vote onI have no doubt about it. I1 have no doubtl the thi rd reading.
that there would be more than one or two
or three tenders for the acquisition of that Mr. HAGGART. Before the second read-
road for a term of years if the Government ing of the Bill, I would like to draw the
thought fit to do so, and under conditions attention of the Minister (Mr. Blair) to
which, I am sure, would not prove onerous clause 4, which says:
to the people of the lower provinces, There may be paid for the said railway and
on conditions that I believe would work out undertaking and other property as aforesaid, out
the development of our maritime ports far of any unappropriated moneys forming part of
better than though it were under Govern- the Consolidated Revenue Fund, the sum of
ment control. The city of St. John owes $1,600,000, less any sum paid the company as
much to the extension of the Canadian Pa- authorized by chapter 4 of the statutes of 1897,

to be granted to the said company as a subsldy
cific Railway, because the Canadian Pacifie for 42 miles of its raiiway from Moose Park to
Railway is managed upon business princi- the Chaudière River.
ples, a'd. if the Intercolonial Railway is I suppose the Bill follows very closely theever to prove that benefit to the seaports of resolutions, but there is no provision for thethe lower provinces that we all wlsh. it will reduction of the $1,600,000 by, the $103,000be when it is operated on the best possible which the Government has expended in thebusiness management that can be ap- betterment of the road, and which I under-plied. I well understand that there is a
feeling in the lower provinces that this road stoo was to be deducted.
was built as a sort of substitution for the The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
canal system In western Canada, and that CÂNALS. That would not be necessary.
the people of the lower provinces have a My-hon. friend (Mr. Haggart) will under-
special right In the way of freight rates. I stand that is a matter of contract between
believe that these special conditions could the Drummond County Railway and the
be maintained to a legitimate extent, even Government, and, as a matter of contracte of
under a business management of that road. course the Drumnona County Rallway
by which the produce of the great west Company would be hable for 1t. We do foL
would be brought to our Canadian seaports. require to incorporate ln this Bil any pro.
There Is no reason why the people of the vision In respect to that In order to enable
lower provinces should not share in any rea- us to retain any amount of money that may
sonable cost that is necessary to bring about be due Iu respect to that $100,00.
the development of their own trade. Fright-
ened, as some people may be, at the thought Mr. HÂGGART. The BillauthorIzes the
of the Intercolonial Railway passing under enterlng Into an entIrely new contract, and
a business management, yet, I believe that does away with the heases that are at pre-
a fair contract might be entered into sentlIexistence.
with business -men who might propose The MINISTER 0FLAND
to acquire that road, and the road placed CANÂLS. It does not do away with the
beyond the possiblhity of further -in-leases. The matter, o! course, is ln that
ereasing the debt of the country, whIle, at form that It authorIzes the Government to
the saime tme, developing to the fullest ex- jiake a purchase on this-basis. I explalned
tent the sections through whilch it passesj1ta the-ommlttee that ihere la n
Such. a contract, when properly drawn upjfoputganschlueiniei.
and e*plainted to the:people, would do away Mto o eodralgare oo

~1th ail fèaAtNALS.hTyat woublddnotibe enecesiaio.
MyMo.fred (r.HaOrtPE. ndr
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID
CANALS moved that the House do resolve
itself in committee on Bill (No. 133) to au-
thorize the acquisition by the Dominion of
the Drummond County Rallway.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved It-
self in committee.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Mr. FOSTER. I would like to ask the

Minister, whether any arrangement bas yet
been come to as to the purchase of the roll-
ing stock, and if so, what amount bas been
pald, or Is te be paid ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No arrangement of that nature
bas been come to at ail with the Drummond
County. We have purchased a snow-plough
and one or other parts of their plant which
we could with advantage buy, and we are
going to ask for an appropriation in our
supplementary Estimates for the payment of
this purchase. Beyond that, we have no ar-
rangement. Up to the present moment, we
have no arrangement with them to make
any larger purchase.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the Minister think
that the railway company will forego that
clause in the agreement which bound the
Government to purchase their rolling stock?
Of course, they are out of business now, and
the rolling stock is no good to them, except
it might be used for a curiosity. They will
certainly hold to that part of their contract.
Does my hon. friend mean to say, that the
road bas been, as I understand It, operated
for thirteen or fourteen months, and that
there bas been no arrangement yet come
to with reference to the rolling stock, and
no negotiations looking to that end ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Certainly not.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) a list of the rolling stock that Is
now left by that eompany upon the road.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am not aware that; there bas
been any Inventory made. If there las, It
Is not in the possession of the department
or has not been brought to my knowledge.
There were a number of amall articles like

House on the l1th June, 1897, and which
contained the agreement, is as follows

Her Majesty will purchase the rolling stock
and railway supplies of the company at a valua-
tion to be agreed upon between the company and
the Minister.
That was a part of the agreement. I judge,
then, from what the hon. gentleman says,
that the eompany does not think It has the
power or does not propose to press that.

The MINOSTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They have not communicated
with me as to their view on that point, and
I have not been pressed to declare my mind
upon It. That Is the situation.

Mr. FOSTER. And I think we had an
estimate of the Minister, when we adopted
the resolutions, of the value of that rolling-
stock, amounting to $45,000 or $50,000. The
hon. gentleman bas not used any of that
rolling-stoek In the operation of the road?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. None whatever.

Mr. FOS'EM,. I think that my hon. friend
will find that that agreement having been
passed by tli!s House, the company will ask
us to stand by It.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. I have no doubt they will if
they get much more encouragement to do
so. They have not pressed it upon my
mind down to the present moment; that
is all I can say.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope my hon.
friend does not think that a member of the
Oppositioni, in discharging his duty by call.
lng the attention of the Minister of Rail-
ways to a clause of a contract which he has
made, is giving any encouragement or in-
citement to the company to make claims on
the Government.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALDS. No, I do not thInk anything
has occurred which would justify me in re-
gardlng it in that sense ; but we know that
people get encouragement even when state-
ments are not made with that view. Peo-
ple follow these debates, particularly If tbey
are Interested In them, and views are some
times put forward which suggest a course
of action which mlght not otherwise be
taken.

tools, o? which a very extended Inventory Mr.FOSTER. We cannot help that. Wewas made; but, beyond that, there has beennone ~ t thtIanaaeoaiw ae have this measure ?athered -by the Goverfrnone that I am aware of, and we have notmet wutdw bth Jahe osbeen called upon by the Drummond County ment, br atd wn by thm sn thenmost
to buy their stock. I thInk it la not under-open w annerde Saeadi
stood that we are under any obligations toa quitertofte Cofthe da tabes
do so. I think they regard it as a matter in eioberfthe 8fto athe attn-
our discretion, and entIrely optional with U& ust.o rmo thte o eret to a nfrmtion
That la the view I myself have taken of it. threem e, hai t e eglvlngmaton
and nothing has occurred to shake my con- a Copnrwlseymig asnte nformont
#dence in the correctness of that vIew. a cony aslynoras theDmmond

Mr. FOMTEt.I fnd that the 8th dause 1t fr. Greenhieldi, to wlt Wbat 1 did
of the resolutions whieh were passed by the want te knew was whetber that ou roDing
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stock had been paid for, and if so at wbat
valuation. The clause is imperative; it
says, "& Her Majesty shall."

The MINISTER OF RAIL WAYS AND
CANALS. If later the conclusion arrived
at is that we are under compulsion to take
the rolling-stock at a proper valuation, we
svould have to ask Parliament for authority
to pay %the money before any step would be
taken which would be irrevocable on our
part.

Mr. FOSTER. But there is just one cau-
tion which a man in the Opposition always
has to put forward in these perilous times,
because the Government seem to have adopt-
ed the habit of making their contracts and
binding the country to pay before they ask
the House anything about it. I notice by
the newspapers that the Goverument are
to-day building a very expensive telegraph
line to Dawson City. I do not recoUeet
that they took any appropriation or got any
power from this House to build that tele-
graph line. I look upon it only as a ru
mour, of course. because I have no right
to think ithat the Government would under-
take such a work without being authorized
by the House.

On section 3,
Mr. I'OSTERI. It is only by implication

that one eau come to a conclusion as ito
where that $6,00 bas gone to, and i would
like to hav2 It cleared up before we go any
further. The hon. gentleman win remem-
ber that the resolutions passed lu 1897 pro-
vided for giving the company $70,000 a year.
Of that $64,000 a year was to buy the road,
which was to come into the possession of
the Government at the end of ninety-n1ne
years, and $6,000 a year was to go as a ren.
tal which the company had to pay to the
Grand Trunk Company for the Chaudière
section. At the present time, the Minister
Is only taking power to pay the Drummond
County Company an even sum of money.
This thlng has had Its gradations. In the
first place, the company were to be paid
on a valuation of $1,600,000, but the $1,600,-
000 was not to be paid, except lu the form
of $64,000 a year for ninety-nlne. years.
Then the hon. gentleman proposed that that
should be made optional, so that the Gov-
ernment might pay the $1,00,000 or do the
other thing; but I am happy to dnd, when
the Bil comes down at the final stage, that
even the option has been foregone, and the
Minister binds himself to pay absolutely the
$1,600,O00 in lieu of the $64000 a year, for
the Drummond Oounty property. But, as
I understand, the company were under ob-
ligation to pay $6,000 a year to the Grand
Trunk Company for the Chaudière section.
What has become of that ? ,is this one
of the betterments which has been got from
the Grand Trunk? ,If so, we woukd like
to know t, because we want to give the
hon. gentleman aà the credit we can, in

Mr. FOSTER.

order that we umay by-and-by caU it to the
mind of such ardent admirers as the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMul-
leu), who, iu 1897, as now, believed that the
Minister of Railways had made the very
best bargain that any man had ever made
for the country.

Mr. MeMULLEN. I beg the hon. gentle-
man's pardon. I said nothing of it in 1897.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, my hon. friend has
experienced a change of heart since 1897?

Mr. MeMULLEN. Not at ail.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, because if he said
nothing u 1897, and he is not given to be
economical of adulations of the Ministers-
he must have experlenced a change of heart
since then. Are there prospects in view ?
Is the hon. gentleman's-what we used to
think-somewhat bard nature softenIng
under the influence of tîme and other
things? But last nlght was the most per-
feet, the most absolutely generous, the most
self-denylng tribute I ever heard a member
give to a Minister whom he supported in
this House.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am willing to take all the
credit the bon. gentleman is supposed to
bestow.

Mr. FOSTER. But I want to know what
has become of the $6,000, and then I wIll
give him credit.

The MIN'1STER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. : The arrangement we finally
made with the Grand Trunk Railway per-
mItting of our getting all the privileges
which belonged to the Chaudiere, as well as
the Montreal connection. Any Increase of
the rental---

Mr. FOSTER. It Is a decrease.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Under the other arrangement, if
a lease had been made with the Drummond
County road, in place of a purchase, tne
Grand Trunk Railway would have enjoyed
that advantage; but when we succeeded
baving an arrangement with the Drummond
County road for the purehase out and out,
the Grand Truak Railway were placed lu a
position in which they could insist on that.
but which we finally prevailed on them not
to press.

Mr. FOSTEJR. Was that $6,0O0 given up
by the Grand Trunk Railway to the Drum-
moud Connty road or te the Minister ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Given to us.

On section 4,
Mr. FOSTER.

been pald ?
Have the subsidies al

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes.
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Mr. FOSTER. Has the bon. Minister by House and the Canadian public the whole of
him the report of the road as finished, which $the negotiations and the views we have
authorized its taking over. I suppose he expressed upon the questions referred to us.
got a report from his engineer. Lut as my bon. friend knows, I am not in

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS ANI a position to state anything at this moment.
CANALS. Yes, but I have not got it just I noticed particularly the ending words of
at hand. I will bring it down before theil.e q'lotation from the "Star,' which bas
third reading. There were many reports Just been read by my bon. friend, that a fui
and the corpany had a good deal of trou- offieiai statement coming from the Cana-
hie satisfying our engineers. dian sçide on this question would be much

2 apprcciated lu England. I can fully reci-
Mr. POSTER. Was the engineer so bard proeate that sentiment. and wish we were

to be satisfied. the same gentleman you sent in a position to make such a statement, and
down, on a six hours' trip. to examine the I bei;eve if we were. a good deal of the
road. and upon whose report was founded anxiety which prevails in some quarters
your first entry into the bargain? would be relieved and a good deal of the

The MINISTERt 0F RAILWAYS ANDI cxlds which apparently surround this ques-
CANALS. If my hon. friend will not tie me tion and the sentiment more or less unfriend-
down too closely to a question of hours I ly waieh has been elicited In some quarters
will answer his inquiry. One of the gentle- would also be remived. But so long as the
ment sent down was the engineer who mnadenegotiations continue. it is quite certain I

men jetdw vste nierw md will not be Ilu.9 position to give out any-the trip. wbich was characterized as rather wdl notbenp site
expeditious-Mr. McLeod. thing fo the public.

1I may say. however, that as the question
The committee rose and reported progress. of tle Yukon boundary bas been removed

y 1 thte conferene ltself from the questions
THE INTERNATIONAL COMMfSSION. I witb wbiclt had to deal aud referred to

th le respective Goveruments, British and
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. With the con- Amerîcan, and as, therefore. sq far as th,

sent of the House. I would like to ask per- J omnission is concerned. that matter Is ne
mission to read a telegram to the Montreal
" Star," from London, on an Important ques-i it without hope. before the sesson is over,
tion, which will, I think, be of interest to that the last protecol on the conference may
the Hose be laid onthe Table.

wif course need ot remind theruse that
as to ails the other questions whch are peind-

aothernNew York and Wash- in"sefore tte confereoe at ths momentheIrngton tlegrams continue to abuse Canada for Wo o e t ar

c' ulnge pndnbeorbe th reammission.I am

daring to rejet the agreement btween Lord ht ope B th
Salisbury andMr.ChoatregardingtheAlaskanotlnghatrtprtcol c on the sonferetce mt

th Hose:ueslaidon îtheoable. mnrte ujcst

boundary, after the rising of the Joint High qein
Commission in February. What the British pub- be trented hy the couference. The negotia-
lic would much like to know is, whether Can- tions on thiS question are elosed. tlat. 5s
ada was fully consulted in the negotiations of far as the couference is concerned. I uuay
this agreement. If not, Canada will receive much sav. for my part. 1 see no objetion-on the
syrnpathy here. As the " Outlook " says to-day : ontrary. 1 see a good deal to be 4.id In"The British publie feel that the day bas gone by
when any self-governing British cairny can be dra-
gooned into a settlement in which it bas no say.before the public as it was when we ad-
Canada is no serf, is not even a chIld ; she is aourned the conference.
junior partner, and bas a junior partner's rights,
the last word being always with the seniorpartner."91 .R-XEýS0XT .1N-RA,

O afn not quite sure of that. The M ISTER oF RAILWAYS ANt

Ur Mnle, uel1%a fmiànnel »-àiill ..- ANAsti i .nolngramong tha te ubecsato

r. m ey ana sriends wouid ignore '---- ---- 0- . «

this if they could. but it remains a central fact Jfou teonfirm an agreement between Éle
in the administration of "the British Empire." Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada
A full official Canadian statement is greatly need- :ad Her Majesty for the extension of the
ed to meet the allegations with which the Wash- Intercolonlal Railway into the city of Mont-
ington telegrams are prejudicing opinion against real be rend the second tine and concurred
Canada.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). i am happy to say. and indeed
I will surprise nobody ln this House by stat- The MINISTER 0F RAILWAN
ing, that the British authorities, the ForeiknCANAIS moved for leave to Introduce Bil
Office, through the Colonial Office, has kept (No. 138) te confirm an agreement entered
us fully Informed of the negotiations be- Into by ler Majesty wlth the Grand Trunk
tween the Foreign Office and the Americanu talway Company of Canada for the pur-
Ambassador at the Court of St. James. pose of securlng the extension of the Inter-
Nothing would give me greater pleasure coloial Rallway system te the clty of Mont-
than te be tn a pooation tn place before the real.
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Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first II have held back thus far., But I find that
time. this does not bring my returus. Therefore,

.BI am golng to make a short statement of
Mr. SPEAKER. When shall this Bill be what is due. Up to the present date, I have

read the second timne? asked for and have been accorded by the
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND! House, demands for 23 returns. Of these 23,

CANALS. Now. only two, and these very unimportant ones,
have been brought down. That leaves 21

Sir CHAuLES TUPPER. The Bil is nOtl still due, and nearly ail of them Important
distributed. returns, wlthout which It is impossible for

The MINlSTER OF' RAILWAYS AND me, personally, to take up the estimates of
CANALS. Permit me, Mr. Speaker, to make the varlous departments of Government and
one remark. I thought it would, perhaps, discuss them in relation to the Information
suit the convenience of hon. members and that I want. I do not know that it is neces-
be in accord with the understandIng between sary for me to take up the time of the House
bon. gentlemen opposite and the Prime Min- now in going over all these returns I have
Ister if the House were to resolve itself Into asked for. It is the business of the Ministers
committee on this Bill at once-- and their officers, of course, to keep them-

dis-I selves informed regarding the returns asked
Stribu rAE S sh ! for and to supply those returns. It is as

tributed ? iwell for me to state the number and to state
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND that they are due and that payment is ex-

CANALS I was going to speak of that. I!peeted, and that at an early date, as It
have a message from the Printing Bureau, j would be to take up an hour in going over
that Inside of 15 minutes the Bill will b)eî the varlous returns I want.
here for distribution. The PRIME MINISTER. I think we have

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think we shahl pretty well succeeded in satisfying my hon.
bave to await the distribution of the Bill. friend from Plctou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND per).
CANALS. Very well ; it can be taken up Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Oh,
after that. I suppose there Is no objection, no.
to the second reading on the part of hon. The PRIME MINISTER. I despair, then,gentlemen opposite. Reference to the Com- of dolng so. I thougt we were deserving
mittee of the Whole can be made later onl a of some credit. Well, we will try to satisfy
the afternoon. my hon. friend from York (Mr. Foster) and

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes. Of course, see if he is less exacting.
this is subject to the same statement that Mr. FOSTER. No, I am golng to have mywe have already made lu regard to the second pound of flesh.
reading of the Drummond County Bill. We
are departing a little from the usual course. SUPPLY-INVESTIGATION INTO THEwhich is to have the division on the secondL
reading. CONDUCT OF JUDGES.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pie-
time. tou). I wish to draw the attention of the

Mr. SPEAKER. When shall the House re. House to a very important subject which
solve itself Into Committee of the Whole to concerns the judeiiary, of this country and
consider the said Bilh? At the present st- the mode of charges that may be made
ting of the House ? against one occupying that important

iposition. I have given to the Solicitor
SUPPLY-INQUIRY FOR RETURNS. General a copy of the resolution which

I propose to ask the House to con-
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-. sider to-day. In the consideration of

lng) moved that the House resolve ltself into It, it will be necessary for me to refer at
Committee of Supply. some length to the papers that have been

Mr. FOSTER. Before we go into Supp, brought down In answer to an Address of
I wat t gie myhon frendsoppsit fair the House of Commons, dated 18th April,1 want to give my bon. frIends opposite fair 1898, for copies oft all petitions, correspond-notice that they have not been as diligent as ence, &c., relating to the inquiry into the

~they should have been in~ bringing down e conduct ofJudge Splnks, judge of the countyturns that have been ordered by the House. of Yale, by Mr. Justice MeColl, of the Su-
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid preme Court of British Columbia. I ap-

Laurier). The Minister of the Interior (Mr. j proach this subject with all the greater con'-
Sifton) bas brought down a great many of fidence because I have not the pleasure of
late. i knowing fthis judge and have had no com-Imurnication with him at any time. The sub-

Mr. FOSTER. I have been very len1ent Iject of the return was a subjeet of generalOthers have been pressing the derelletions oflnterest, and. as I have dlled the position of
the Governmnent so strongly that, out of plty, t Minister of Justice of tbis country, I profes

Mr. BLAIR.
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to know something of the procedure that judge the answer of the Judge was deemed
bas been heretofore adopted ln connection -o be of suel a enaracter tbat it was not
with such a delicate question as misconduet considered propr or fIt ln the interests o
on the part of the judiciary. 'Following the justice b pursae the lnqulry further, and a
practice that has prevailed in Great Britain, commission was refused. Su 1 say the pro-
ln all the provinces of whieh Canada Is com- cedure, even after the charges have been
posed, and, since 1867, ln the Dominion, the Iproprly formulat'd and submitted, is to
greatest possible care bas been taken to pre- give the judge an opportun4ty to make to
vent any improper attack or any general or the MinistOr uf Justice such explanation as
vague attack upon the judiclary. The posi- he may have to offer lu connection with the
tion of the Superior Court judges, of course, (ase. Then if tfrat expianation is not satis
is of such a character, that that position canfaetcry, if it is not sucb au explanation as
only be attacked by an Address from both is satisfactory. baving regard to the position
Houses of Parliament after the most solemnuwhich is attacked, and bu the practice uf
procedure known to Parliament bas been foi- Parliament, and to the pratice o! the ex-
lowed-and in regard to that I shall have :a eutive, the Governor Generai 15 advised to
word or two to say later on. Coming to the1,:ssue bis cmmission. The next pointIs that
position of the judges of the County Court, -the greatest possible expedition shouid be
all the reasons for care and caution in per- used. It should not be tolerated or permit-
mitting their character to be attacked orIted nDder any cireuistances tlat a Judge
called in question existed, but the Dominion sbould be in a position to exercise bis great
Parliament bas seen fit to adopt a certain rowers and bis important duties for any
procedure whlch does not obtain ln the case lengtt of time, If the charges are such a,
of judges of the Supreme or Superior Courts. after proof. woul necessitato bis removal
Under this procedure, for cause, His Excel- from the bencb. Su that in taking that step
lency the Governor General may be advised it is recessary, and It-Is the rile. that the
to issue a commission of inquiry, and aitter greatest possible expedition should be
the constitution of that commission, the shown. Then it bas uot been the praetie
judge is called upon to answer such charges for the Goverament to appear as the pro-
as should be investigated and considered. secutor of charges against the judge. It Is

Now, ln these cases regard bas beretoforej iot the duty of a Government lu appear ln
very properly been had to the solemn and Ithe proceedings as the prosecutor, and to
careful steps tha.t are taken in the case o! proceed lu fasteing tbese charges, made
an impeachment of a Superior Court judge: upon the responsibility o! a relator, ou the
that !s to say, the Government is bound, be- s1&ouders of a Judge. Now.w1 sp
fore even calling ou a judge to answer char- tbe position whieb I have outlined lu regard
ges that have been presented to the proper bu the delicacy o! these Inquiries. because
departmnent against his conduct, to see thatIthey are extraordinary cases, there are nu
these charges are themselves so spfific and other officers Iu the service o! this Country
so exact that they are not only ready forwbu liold anything like this position. or are
issue to be taken upon them. but that they enitled te anythlng like this kind of pro-
are of such a character that. if establishel tection that I bave mentiond. There are
in the fori in which they are presented. nu people in Englaud. for Instance, pald by
they vould constitute a case for the removal the Crowu wh3 bold sucb a position in that
of the judge from his position. That is fol- country. They forin a special class in this
lowing. as I say. the procedure in a case ofregard, aud for reasons whicb are-obvions,
impeachment where a great many prelimin- at any rate. to the members o! the profes-
ary forms having regard to the exalted sion iu tbis Huse.n regard to this prac-
position and the many important consider- tice, and lu regard to the care and caution
ations attaching to it, tabling the ar- observed In callng.into question the char-
ticles practically, havivlng them carefully -ticesprctcaly hvlg bepcreuly eter of anv o! the judiciary, I would refer
considered. having them sent to the to Todd, Government iu England. second
party affected. before any other stage ln the edition. page K0, Vol. 2. concerning au Ir-
procedure is taken. So, following on after qulry into the character ut Lord Abinger:
these specifie charges have been formulated
and carried up to the standard which 1 have The Attorney General (Sir S. Pollock) did not
mentioned, the very proper procedure an deny the proper vocation oftheHouseofCom-
practice has been to communicate those to ered the present coînpiaint bo be wholIy unsub-
the jmdge, bnd even ln that case should the stantiated. it is in tact an admitted principle
charge be serious enough and come under tbat nu Govern!ùent shouid support a motion for
the rules that I have mentioned, still it does an inqulryinto the conduct of a Judge, unles
tt follow that a commission sould issue y have frst made an investigaton, and are
ro u lo th t ait as tihiuessary thoulaseaîn repared to say that they think It a fit case toin that case It Is still necessary to ascertain b olwdupb nAdesfrhsdsisl
from the judge what explanation he may
have to give. I bave a case ln mind where That refera, as the debate shows, te a case
the charges were made and the request for where the Attorney General ln Parlimet
an investigation and inquiry were endorsed assume responsibillty ln regard to ar-
by the bar soielety of a province, and after ticles that have been tbled.He should

thos chrge hadbee comu at~ te to be nof sua ment terthat o init was nhote
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articles nor their contents, no matter how 1 whieh a case of the removal of a. county
grave. until be has by inquiry satisfied him- court judge need corne before Parliament Is
self, before the next stage Is reached, that on some such motion as this when the mo-
they should be followed up. And again. tion co-nes up for consideration, baving re-
referring to that same debate, the text says : gard to the responsibility of the Crown or

to that of the advisers of the Crown. Now,
Lord John Russell objected that Lord Abinger in this case I shall refer to the important

had spoken both as a politician and as a lawyer, features, and which exclude, of course, thewhen he should have spoken only as a judge. evidence ; the evidence is not material, soNevertheless, he regarded the ndependence of
the judges to be so sacred that nothing but the far as the view 'I am presenting to the
most Imperious necessity- House Is concerned. The evidence was evi-

dence that came at the last stage. What
I would eal attention to this because this am calling lu question is the conduet of

Is a standard debate referred to by Todd, as is Excellency's advisers in leading up ito
happily there are very few cases fpr an Illus- I the stage where the evidence was taken, be-
tration of this kind in England, and I maY cause, I say, the practice adopted In the
say, speaking relatively, there are even case of Judge Spinks was a practice that
fewer cases to be found in Canada. was most injudiclous to follow, a prac-

tice that does not obtain in connection withNevertheless, he regarded the independence of the Supreme Court judges, and a practice
the judges so acred that nothing but the most that should fot have obtained and has fot
imperious necessity should induce the House to
adopt a course that might tend to weaken their obtailed, n the cases of county court judges.
standing or endanger their authority. To come immediately to this return, which

is doubtless full and complete, we find that
Then Sir James Graham Is quoted by the machinery under the statute was start-

Todd as having declared : ed by letters from individuals who wroteliM irai
That except in Baron Smith's case, wherein

the House retracted its steps, there had been no
irstance of the House of Commons instituting
an inquiry with a view to discover evidence, but
that it had been the invariable practice for dis-
tinct charges and specific allegations to be made,
with a proffer of evidence in support of the same,
before thbe House was called upon to commence
prcceedings of this description.

Anl Mr. Duncombe's motion was voted
down, as Todd says, by a large majority.
Then, one further remark only in summing
up what Todd says In this connection. After
havIng referred to the opinion of leading
men at the bar. and leading men in the Par-
liament lu England, he says:

Bearing in mind the general reponsibility of
Ministers of the Crown for the due administra-
tion of justice throughout the Kingdom, and the
obligation which tbey owe to the dispensers of
justice to preserve them from injurlous attack
or calumnious accusations, it ls necessary that,
before consenting to any motion for a parlia-
mentary inquiry into the conduct of a judge-or
even for the reception of a petition complaining
of the conduct of a judge, and not asking for
bis removal In accordance with the statute-or
not alleging reasonable grounds for such a pro-
ceeding-Ministers should themselves have inves-
tigated the matter of complaint, and be prepared
elther to oppose or facilitate the interference of
Parliament on the particular occasion.

as p ±cuas.Th irst letter is avowedlya -letter from a political supporter of the
Administration ; stress is laid upon that In
the letter, aud these letters cover the vaguest
kinds of charges. The first letter is a letter
from Grand Forks, dated June 1st, 1897,
marked " personal," and addressed to the
Hon. Sir Oliver MowIL, Minister of Justice,
Ottawa, Ont.:
(Personal.)
( s .Grand Forks, June 1, 1897.
The Hon. Sir Oliver Mowat,

Minister of Justice, Ottawa, Ont.
Dear Sir,-I have arrived up here as Deputy

Supreme Chief Ranger, for the Independent Order
of Foresters from Victoria, where, as you know,
my home is. There is a matter that as a Liberal
and a friend, I deeni it my duty to acquaint
you of, viz., the conduct of W. W. Spinks, Judge
of Yale district. I am at a loss to use words to
convey my impressions regarding his unseemly
conduct, but it is simply appalllng. If ever an
investigation was necessary to Inquire into the
conduct of any man, it Is necessary in this case,
for the good name of your department and for
the glaring atrocities and the extreme favour-
itism shown by this official, it is a highly neces-
sary step in the interest of justice and good gov-
ernment to have a commission appointed to in-
vestigate at once.

Belleve me, Honourable Sir,
Your obedient servant,

Tt does not require any lengthy argument to (Sg.> JAMES H. FALCONER.
show that the analogy Is perfect and ought Address :
to be observed ln the case of a Judge of 24 Rithet St., Victoria, B.C.
the county court. The reasons, outside of It is clear that my position is sound as
the expeditioug manner of proceeding that to -what are the preliminary facts that would
apply In the case of a judge of the county justify the hon. Minister of Justice ln pay-court In somie provinces having extraordin- Ing attention to charges against a county
ary and very wide jurisdiction indeed, apply court judge. There is not a line, or syllable.
to cases of other judges, the simple differ- l in that letter that would have warranted anyence being that one is a procedure ln Par- 'action belng taken beyond the acknowleag-lament, while the other is a procedure out- t ment of the recelpt of that letter. The nextside of Parliament, and the only time lu letter ls dated the 3rd of june, 1897:

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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Greenwood, B.C., June 3, 1897.
The Hon. Sir Oliver Mowat,

Minister of Justice, Ottawa.
Sir,-Re the administration of justice by the

County Court Judge of Yale, I have heard many
complaints.

In my opinion, no judge should be allowed to
be the owner or part-owner of a mineral claim,
and I think it would be a good thing If a com-
mission were appointed to inquire into the state
of affairs in this district.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Sgd.) JAMES KERR, J.P.
There is no charge of any kind whatsoever,
nor is there a pretended charge in that let-
ter ; there .is merely a statement made by
this justice of the peace that he heard
many complaints respecting the administra-
tion of justice by that county court judge
of Yale. Complaints, I fancy, are just as
numerous as there are judges of any court,
on the part of the unfortunate or the un-
lucky suitors before the Judge. He gene-
rally coniplains of the judgment when it is
against him, but the expression of the opinion
that no judge should be allowed to be In-
terested in a mining claim Is far from the
statement even that this judge was interest-
ed in a mining claim, and even if this state-
ment were =ade there would be very little
to form a ground for inquiry. Now, the
longest letter, and perhaps the strongest let-
ter, the others meaning nothing, is a letter
from Mr. Peter T. :McCaum, justice of the
peace, which is dated the 3rd of June, 1897.
Mr. Speaker, I eall your attention to these
letters, for these are the on-ly foundation
for the inquiry that was put on foot, long-
continued and kept hanglng over -te head of
a judge of one of the courts of this country
while he was disohargIng his judicial fune-
tions :

Grand Forks, B.C., June 3, 1897.
The Hon.tSir Oliver Mowat,

'Minister of Justice, Ottawa.
Dear Sir,-I have ibeen requested by several

residents of this district to report to you direct
certain alleged abuses in connection with the
administration of justice by His Honour Judge
Spinks, County Court Judge of Yale district ln
tbls province.

I ask the attention of the House, for a mo-
ment, to say that not one of these gentlemen
ventures to state a charge on his own
authority or ventures to specify or formulate
a charge within the rules, that I have re-
ferred to, governing cases of charges and in-1
quiries Into the conduct and character of
judges:

It Is a well-known fact that Judge Spinks, for'
the past two or three years, has not conducted
himself as a gentleman, holding the bigh office
he does, should. Conplaints have been made
for that period, and are being made, ln reference
to favouritism and partiality exhibited by Judge
Spinks from the bench, both ln civil and crimi-
nal cases, where certain rings and cliques are
interested.
I think no member of the bar, nor the Son-

citor General, will argue that that para-
graph contains anything that should be
brought to the notice of a judge, if such
a communication were sent respecting every
judge of the county court or any other judge,
because the thing ls drawn wIth great care
to avoid the statement of anything more
than that complaints of a general character
are being made. This letter shows that
although it bears the signature of Peter T.
McCallum, he was not in the very best posi-
tion to be the critie of a gentleman holding
the position of the judge of the county
court.

It is a well-recognized fact, Sir, that Judge
Spinks, during the period above mentioned, has
rarely, if ever, appeared at the different places
appointed throughout the district for the holding
of county courts on time, but Is always from
two to three days late, allowing suitors, witnesses
and persons in custody on .trial for criminal
offences to wait his pleasure, thereby causing
thern great loss of time travelling to and from
the place of trial, and entailing great unneces-
sary expense.

Mr. MORRISON. Does the hon. gentle-
man characterize that as not being a serious
charge against a judge who is sworn to do
his duty ?

Sir CEHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
As I will have somo remarks to make con-
cerning the hon. gentleman's (Mr. Morrison)
interference in this case, I would prefer he
would not Interfere with my speech until
1 have finished.

Mr. MORRISON. I have a perfect rlght
to do so.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
No ; the hon. gentleman (Mr. Morrison) 's
igniorant of the rules of the House.

Mr. MORRISON. I have the right subject
to the Speaker's ruling.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Morrison) is ab-
solutely Ignorant of the rules of the House.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Morrison) has not the right
to interrupt, except with the consent of the
gentleman who bas tbe floor.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Tiehe hon. gentleman (Mr. Morrison) who d1id
interrapt has indicated clearly that he bas
not donre me the courtesy of listening to my
litroductory observations. They may be
well founded or they be entirely erroneous;
but If he followed me at all, he would have
understood quickly that the position I arn
taking is, that the Department of Justice
should never have treated that paragraph
with sufficient serlousness, to do more than
acknowledge its recelpt, for It does not come
within any of the rules I have mentioned as
laid down by the books and practice in snch
cases. I may be wrong. but it is so obvious
that I am surprIsed the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Morrlson) should ask a question about It. !

1
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was about to observe when 1 was inter-
rupted, that this paragraph fails to state
one single day on which the judge was late,
or even the year when ho came late to court.
It fails to give any fact whieh might not
be susceptible of reasonable explanation, ln
a part of the country where travelling is
at tines diffleult, and in a province where It
is historically true that the greatest dtfi-
culty has existed in keeping any fixed ap-
pointnient for the trial of cases. But. avoid-
ing all particulars, this man makes a general
charge that the judge :

Had rarcly, if ever, appeared at the different
places appointed throughout the district for the
holding of county courts on time, but is always
from two to three days late.

-Suppose that is all true, is there any one
in this House who would suggest that a
judge should be removed sImply on a gen-
eral fact established that he was late. The
sta tement suggests that there must have Deen
a reason for that, and no action should have
been taken until the judge had an oppor-
tunity of glving the reason ; although I
crgue, that if any regard is paid to the prae-
tice heretofore so properly obtaining, no in-
quiry wotild have been made on so vague
a charge.

It has repeatedly happened that prisoners
awaiting trial have been held over two or three
days over the time appointed for their trial and
then acquitted.

Not the name of a case given about which
the Attorney General could have been
comaiunicated with. This was In connection
with the business conducted by the Attorney
General of the province, and the very facet
1.hat no case was named by the man-whose
character was bad as the commissioner's re-
port will show-where the matter was sus-
ceptible of inquiry through a letter to the
Attorney General of the province, even the
abseuce of any complaint by the Attorney
General should have prevented the depart-
:nent paying any regard to this whatever.
The only possible course they would be lus-
tified in would be to have written to the
Attorney General of British Columbia to
know whether in connection with the ad-
ministration of criminal justice, the county
court judge of this district had misbehaved. 1
Here is the first case mentioned:

A marked case of this was the Queen vs. Davis,
tried here at the second last sittings of the
ccunty court, and this, sir, Is lnot the exception,
it is a rule with Judge Spinks.

Tiere we have the state:nent that he was
late in one case. and the general statement
that this is the rule. He says:

It is also charged against Judge Spnks-
Charged against Judge Spinks by persons

unknown, for n3 names are mentioned:
-- that he violates bis oath of office ni allowing
Influence to be used upon hlm and acquitting
guilty men. Two marked cases of this nature

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

have occurred in this district within the past
twelve months.

I again stop to say that there Is not a Une
in that which comes within the regulatiou
in corinection with- these eases-and the rule
is a sound one-t.iat would have justified
ibe department paying any attention to suchl
a general observation, especially ii view of
the fact that there is a responsible Attorney
General who could at once give an expla-
nation. and deny or corroborate the state-
m:ent if the department here was at all ex-
ercised about it. The very fact that no
Attorney General ever made a coniplaint.
w-as an indication that there was no good
grouad for making this charge.

It is also an admitted fact-
It is not stated by whom.
-- that Judge Spinks was one of the members
of a clique in Grand Forks, who are owners of
the town site, and members of this clique have
been known to boast that no action could succeed
against them while Judge Spinks sat on the
bench.

The idlest piece of gossip imaginable, re
tailed by this justice of the peace, and, to
the disgrace of the Department of Justice,
given consideration by it.

From my own knowledge, sir, I may say that
on one occarIon, I say, as one of the Board of
License Commissioners for the district when an
application came befare us by one of the mem-
bers of the ring above mentioned came before
the board for a retail license,-

You will observe the illiteracy and bad
Euglish of this correspondent who is dis-
cussing a delicate question of law on the
administration of the license laws, as be-
tween this board which boasts of him as a
member, and the judge of the county couri.
-the applicant was clearly not entitled to a
license,-

That is in the opinion of the justice of the
peace.
-and the board refused the application ; an
appeal was taken to Judge Spinks, and as the ap-
plicant-

The appellant, I suppose, or the applicant
for the license-
-belonged to this particular ring, of which
Judge Spinks is an admitted member, he granted
a license in the face of the licensing board's re-
fusal.

I would not stop to argue for a moment
that there was a particle of that statement
that constituted anything else than inst,
lence.

In conclusion, sir, let me say that the above
are only a few of the minor charges brought
against Judge Spinks. There is general dissat-
isfaction among the people throughout the whole
district, and complaints have appeared through
the press on many occasions without avail, till at
last an innocent and long-suffering people have
come to accept it as a cindition of things which
is remedyless and must be borne without corm-
-plaint. Let me say, sir, that if ever a public
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office in British Columbia required to be aired, If
there was ever a case which required a Royal
Commission to issue to examine into these
abuses, which are so flagrant ani so numerous
that it would be impossible for me to enumerate
them in detail.

The rest of the sentence is not coneldded.

Again, let me say that I will urge upon you
the great necessity of issuing a commission im-
mediately to inquire into these abuses, as your
Honour, with your long experience in the ad-
ministration of justice must well know, that
abuses like thcse are dangeraus to the well-being
of society and are ruinous to the best interests
of the public at large.

And here what was, no doubt, the most
interesting part of this effusion is left out.
Asterisks follow in a letter which must be
considered as the basis for the proceedings
that were taken, and the concluding para-
graph is lef t out. I could supply the omis-
sion. I think, for there seems to be no pur-
pose for this whole return, other than to
squeeze Mr. Justice Spinks out, and put in
a nominee of the two gentlemen whose
names are mentioned, and who appear as1
showing the greatest possible desire to em-'
ploy a lawyer in the province of British
Columbia in connection with this matter.
and get rid of Mr. Justice Spinks. Whether
this procedure was properly initiated or not
-and I think It was not, feeling that there
was no ground whatever for any action to
be taken-it is a great pity that these gen-
tlemen were not able to bring sufficient In-
fluence' to bear on the powers that existed
at the time the commission was issued, so
that the inquiry would have been carried
on prormptly, and this man cleared promptly,
as he was finally, of the charges which
were made against him. and which were
circulated through the press in the very
community where lie was sitting as one of
the judges of the county court.

Mr. MAXWELL. Wbat were the names
of those two gentlemen ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
will come to the names later on. I think
the House will be surprised to learn that,
Instead of any of these letters being sent
to the county, court judge for him to give
such answer as might occur to hlm, sup-
posing my first point to have been badly
taken, and that the charges were sufftclently
serious and specifle to cause attention to be
drawn to them on the part of the judge, the
House will be surprised to learn that these
charges were never submitted to Mr. Jus-
tice SpInks, and that a commission had i-
sued for months before the commIssioner
himself could get the charges Into which the
Government had directed the- inquiry. 1
think the House will be surprised to learn
that the first communication sent to Judge
Spinks was a telegram, the contents of
whieh were most extraordinary. This is the
telegram, sent on the 24th of June, the first

document which issued from the Depart-
ment of Justice after the receipt of these
three letters:
His Honour Judge Spinks,

Yale, B.C.
Serious charges preferred against you, in effect

tbat you have been guilty of favouritism and
partiality, and have allowed yourself to be un-
duly influenced in the administration of justice.
That you are usually late in keeping judicial ap-
pointments, thereby causing delay and expense
to suitors and prolonging the custody of persons
committed upon criminal charges. The Minister
considers these charges so grave as to call for an
immediate commission of inquiry. Do you desire
to make any reply before commission issues ?

(Sgd.) E. L. NEWCOMBE.

A more brutal message was never sent to a
judge in Canada, or in any province of Can-
ada. Before any, commission issued, there
was a necessary and proper etiquette that
should have been observed. The idea that
over the wires of this country there should
go from the Minister of Justice, no matter
whether he was Sir Oliver Mowat or any
other gentleman who had attained a high
and distinguished position in the profession
to which he belonged, such a message, espe-
eially in the absence of the usual and ordi-
nary etiquette of submitting the charges to
the judge through the mail and asking his
explanation before coming to the conclusion
that these charges were of such a character
that they should be inquired into. But, with
these vague and general stateinents, and
these gossipy letters, couched in the lan-
guage which I have read, that telegram was
sent. To that, of course, there could only be
one answer. It was not for the judge, at-
tacked in that manner and spirit, to stand
on form or to wait a moment. That tele-
gram reached him at Vernon on the 26th of
June, and was answered by him as follows:

Vernon, B.C., June 26, 1897.
To E. L. Newcombe,

Deputy Minister of Justice,
Ottawa.

Telegram just received. The more full and
speedy inquiry the better. Would suggest ln-
quiry be made at place where complaint made.

(Sgd.) WARD SPINKS.

That was a reasonable position for Judge
Spinks to take. He put aside and ignored
the question which I have raised. He was
attacked by the Minister of Justice with a
club, saying that most serious complaints
had been made against him. His answer
was, that the sooner tie inquiry was made,
the better ; and you will observe that he
asks for a speedy inquiry particularly. He
was not suspended ; he was not asked to
abstain from his judicial duties ; and, there-
fore, for the public Interest, as well as for
bis own, he demanded that there should be
no delay. Now, we will see what happened.
That was on the 26th of June. He follows
that with a letter, In whieh he acknowledges
the recelpt of the telegram of the same date,
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and asks, in addition, that a stenographer
be employed to report the whole proceed-
Ings. The department conducts this matter
for a time with great celerity. The first
telegram, which was of stich an extraordi-
nary character, had failed in its purpose,
if its purpose was to frighten the judge off
the bench. Nevertheless, the communica-
tions are quickly carried on for a time, to
drop, as you will see, and to remain with.
out action for a very long time later on. On
the 29th of June. a telegram is sent to Mr.
Justice McColl, of New Westminster, B.C.,
as follows :-

Department of Justice,
Ottawa, June 29, 1897.

The Hon. Mr. Justice MeColi,
New Westminster, B.C.

Commission to h issgued toinvestizaete charges'

of the Department of Justice, not merely by
a telegram of the 5th June to the judge,
but formally by Judge Spinks's counsel, Mr.
Wilson, in a letter of July 6th, concerning
as they did, not merely the judge, but the
public interest, and there is a further letter,
later on, where this thing is again pressed
on the department without avail. The tele-
graphie period had ceased, the judge would

I not budge from bis position, but stood bis
ground, and then the department adopted
the system of letters, and the letter of Mr.

'Wilson is acknowledged in this manner:
I may inform you that Mr. Justice McColl is to

act as commissioner, and I shall forward the
commission and instructions to him within a few
days. I have no doubt you will be able to make
arrangements with him for a sitting at a con-
venient tirme and place. It is not intended-

against Judge Spinks under chap. 138, sec. 2. I call attention to this particularly, because
Will you act as commissioner ? Wire answer. the hon. member for New Westminster (Mr.

(Sgd.) E. L. NEWCOMBE. Morrison) and the hon. member for Yale
(Mr. Bostock) had not appeared on the scene

Publish it all over the place, that the Min- at that particular time. No doubt, theyIster of Justice had told er. Justice Spinks Nere behind, and in concert with the other
that serious and terrible charges had been parties. but they had not shown their bands
preferred against him ; telegraph it toNeu inthi s matter.Westminster, and ask him if he will act as
commissioner. All this is in June ; and yei Mr. MORRISON. The hon. gentleman is
for months this judge was permitted to go entirely mistaken ; and, if his other state-
on the bench and performn bis ordinary du. 'lments are not better founded, he is taking
ties. He was not granted the request wbich up time uselessly.
he made so promptly for a speedy and full Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
investigation, with a stenographer to take bon. gentleman has forgotten that lhe was
down everything that was said for and called to order a little while ago, and was
against him. Judge McColl, on the 30th of instructed that he was not at, liberty to in-
June. telegraphs back to the Department of terrupt. I am sorry he is excited, but he
Justice that he will act as commissioner. will have an opportunity to speak at great
Then, a rush is made to His Excellency ; 1 length.
report to Council is drawn up by the Minis. Mr. MORRISON. Of which I shall taketer of Justice on the 2nd of July, asking for advantage.
the appointment of Judge MeColl as a com. S advanAtage.
missioner'to inquire into and report upon Sir C ARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
the complaints that have been made respect- will have the opportumty of explaining his
ing the administration of justice by W. W. part of the transaction, for part he certainly
Spinks." The dates are ail important. The had, as the correspondence will undoubtedly
2nd July that report is made; and, though show, and I may read that part of it a littie
tic Order in Council is not under my hand later on. But, doubtless, he and the ion.
in this return. no doubt it was very pretty member for Yale had not made their ap-
quickly issued. because we have tce follow. pearance on the scene at this period. Three

ing letter of the 5th July from the Depart. parties had appeared, who had induced Sir
ment of Justice to ,Judge Spinks, acknowl. Oliver Mowat to send that extraordinary
edging the receipt of his communication of telegram, and they disappeared as quickly
tic 26th June, which I have already read. as they appeared, for Judge MeColl had the
Then, on the 6thi Juty. Mr. Wilson. who greatest possible difficulty in finding them,
was counsel for the judge In this matter, as would appear from his report. He found
writes a letter to Mr. Newcombe, this por. one, I thlnk, and had to get him by a sub-
tian of which I think is important : pona. And, if I recolleet rightly, two of

them never appeared on the scene again,
Mr. Spinks further consulted with me as to but, Instead of those two appearing, the hon.

the propriety of holding court pending the in- member for Westminster and the hon. mem -quiry, and I advised him that although there ber for Yale did appear, and they succeededmlght be some temporary unpleasantness in con-
tinuing to discharge his duties, after charges of in inducing' the Goverment to change its
this character had been made and before their position, which was a very proper one under
final determination, it was better to submit to the cireumstances, and Involved this country
the unpleasantness, as delay In holding the In a considerable bill of expense. And they
court might serlously interfere with the adminis- employed a gentleman who -Is practising, Itration of justice and put the public to very believe, in New Westminster. This Is whatgreat Inconvenience. was stated, however, at this period, before
Those things are brought to the attention -hey appeared on the scene:

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pletou).
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It is not intended in this case to instruct coun- gust. Then His Excellency was induced to
sel on behalf of the Crown, but there will be, of sign the commission, and strange enough,
course, no objection to counsel appearing for according to the return-and I will eall the
the judge and for the persons preferring the attention of the Solicitor General to thischarges. fact-the draft commission was sent to the
That was not an unreasonable or unusual Secretary, of State for the affixing of the
course, and the Department of Justice, on Great Seal and His Excellency's signature,
the 13th July, were prepared to treat Judge and the commission itself, under the seal,
Spinks with some fairness and some of the with His Exceliencys signature, 18 dated
consideration shown to other Judges lu simi- the 2lst Âugust.
lar matters. As a matter of faot, It Is quite clear that It

I am to add that I do not consider that Judge s etfatoth e faugusthe
Srnks should allow the fact that these charges
are pending and are to be investigated, to inter- some explanatloa might be given for that
fere with his holding courts and otherwise per- delay. But let us see what furtber delay
fcrming his ordinary duties. occurred. On the 2lst of September, notbing

So that you have this extraordinary condi- msioand efind thIsuetter fomt
tion of things presented, that on that flimsy Judge who was appolnted a commissioner:

eaterial Sir OliverredMowat was enduced to
direct a telegrain to be sent~ to the judge, I arn to-day in re.-elpt of a commission appoint-
stating that these charges were serions, and ing me a commissoner.
you have the Judge then saywng: Investi- Then, the second paragraph of that letterdIs
gate them, and do A quickly. Under the as follows a
circumstancesw, he said, Is It fit that tsaould
be permitted to diseharge the duttes of a I have had no communication wth your depart-
judge ? If serious charges have been pre- ment since the telegram received in June last,
ferred, charges so serions that I arnfot en- inqulng whether I would act as comrissioner,randin the absence o any instructions and oa

ae hcppyfthe compaints upon which the commis-
them before any machlnery is set In motion sion was Issued, 1 arn uncertain how to act.
for a trial, and If ail the facts exist,omand
you have possession of them, Is it fitting So th&t, the celerity sbown at the start, wit.11
that I should continue discharging ny duty these telegrams fired at-the Judge so charged,
And on the l3th July, having looked into the department became so indifferent to the
this matter, having found ont that the judge Public nterest and to the fact that these
was standing tobis guns, and that these charges had been made, and that that cois-
charges were going to vanisb into thin air. missiofl had been issued In July, that here Is
the departhent would not take the responsi- their commissioner telling them on the 2st
bility o saying that, lu the meanwhileItofSeptember, that whiie he bas got the
would be more fitting that he shoud ab commission. he bas no complaInts, and as
stain from exercislng bis judicial functions. no instructions, and he does flot know what
It j s quite clear that the charges were mot to do. now,following this retur cones a
suffiently serios, s the language of ths letter f Se.gtember 22nd fros the Judge
letter, to tprevent is holding court and counsel, wbo wrtes :
otherwise performing bis ordcnary duties. In the matter o the proposed inquiry Int
For montbs e was permitted, wit these Judge Spinkss administration o w justice t.n bis dis-
charges hanging over ishead and a ncom trict, there have been paragraph in thenews-
mission pending, te go on performing h i papers that a commlisson bas been or would be
ordinary dutes. Then cornes the document issued, and as afresult the actd s qulte publice,
I was looklng for, the OrddrIn Council 0f Atter your letter to me of theinith July, I
the 2nd Ju.ly,, authorlzing this commissioD walted on Mr. Justice McColl, wbo Informed meoth maeprhavgfoundouthattheje bthat he expected to be appointed to conduct the
oan tent I has run, Tn there asninquiry, and atter the commission arrived he
theedertet woul t h e therews . r would make the necessary arrangements SInce
vacaucy ilkely te be created lu t hat position, then I have several times Inquired, only -,o
and it was net until the 27thmaugust that learn that the commission had not been received
we find the acknowledgment o! the letter o m by Mr. Justice MColl, and apparently be was
the 25tb eugstfrom the Department osawithoutinstructions.
the Seretary of State, Inclosing a draft orgo t a writingyou flowon this subject because I
the commission tJudge MaCola to Inquire altreceipt 0f a letter from Judge Spinks, point-

toherwiseperor mhetaisord ai dtesIng out thatone of those active nuIpromoting
chares angingport or hseadnd caim the charges, o! whicb, by the way, we yet know
against Judge Spnks, o peBrltshoolumbia, prnothang defintelyis engaged l circulatng
and stating that the matter wnould recelve rumours highly prejudicia to the judge, and
attention. which, under existing cireuinstances, and with

That le an Important feature of the trans- this promised c mission o Inquiry hanging
action. Yom have what I believe were nlot over hlm, lie cannet notice.1
serions charges, not charges In the form Te udgespsto sbcmn lotitl
they orght t hbe, whe affectng the position erable econsedouence o n the delay cdisposIg
no needgether for hasthe ;here as no! othis matter, and I may perap e hopermitted
,oacancyliel y obehcrete dnthatpoi to, remin hYou that that letter youtated, onlat
passed on.the2nd Julyantiloth 2 tAugnu tht you would forward the commission and intric-

part o!hAgufo the Department untofh 5tu witosu anstructios.
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Is it quite fair to leave a judicial ofMleer In this an appeal had been twice made to the de-
position ? Surely to invite attention to it should partment to expedite the inquiry. Then,
be sufficient without more, to ensure the inquiry there is a formal communication of Novem-being held without any further delay. ber 13th, from R. G. Sidley, justice of -the
There is the manner In which that occupant peace, one of the correspondents ln this
of the bench was treated. And what justi- matter. He speaks of having notice that
fication can there be for it in regard to a the judge was going to sit. On the 13th
man holding such a position ? To fire these of November, 1897, there is a letter from Mr.
telegrams over the wires was bad enough, Newcombe to Mr. Sidley, giving him <the ln-
but it was worse to bave it given forth in !formation he wanted. On the 10th of De-
the newspapers, spread about in the mnonths cember, the next date, we have a telegram
of the people of the community, that be wa s from the commission, and from this return
a judge whose conduet was to be investigat- it is clear he never received a single com-
ed, and although he had employed counsel. munication that had been sent by the judge
and had put ·this counsel in communication pressing for expedition. None of these letters
with the department, they are for several! from Mr. Wilson, counsel for Judge Spinks,
mnonths appealing to ·the department in vn had ever reached the commission. according
to expedite an inquiry and to relieve him of I to the information brought down to the
the unpleasant position in which he was House ; not even that courtesy was shown ;
placed. But ie was pleading to deaf ears. and. therefore, Judge McColl does not fix
You cannot suggest, Mr. Speaker, after a a day for the trial until he telegraphs, as It ls
perusal of this return, that it simply took the shown here, on the 10tb of December to the
ordinary red tape routine, and that some Department of Justice :
official or offielais were not guilty of extra- Re Spinks.-Cornrnlssion opens at Burnlam
ordinary delay in' this matter. We will seeJ1t instant. Arninf'>rmed for compiainants that
where politicians do come in, and we will not. they have not retained counsel, and expeet de-
I think, make a very extravagant inference partment wi11.
if we find reasons for communications of
that kind, and that all regard to the Judge's1 TheW corenthehndemefral.
position, put aside altogether regard for hm-
self personally, all regard of that kind. was on Its own Initiative, accordîng to the tradi-
thrown to the winds, and consideration given tionai practice, did fot intend to employ
to matters that ought never to have been counsei. They so stated. But the lon. mem-
considered. That is the second appeal on the ber for Yale and Carlboo appeared on the
part of the judge affected, and this is what scene. And so we see: "Bostock also writes
happens. Then, on the 28th of September is ie it is deelrable." If it were parliamentary
an aeknowledgment of Mr. Newcombe's1 would say, and, uslng the expression in
letter:i the parliamentary sense, will say, ths

In Mr. Newcombe's absence, I have the honour
to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 22nd
instant, relative to the proposed Inquiry into
Judge Spinks' administration of justice In his dis-
trict. In reply, I beg leave to inform you that
the commission issued was forwarded to Mr. Jus-
tice MeColl on the 10th instant. The judge bas
acknowledged receipt of the commission under 1
dateeof the 21st instant.
We find the next document dated the 12th 1
of October, where the Department of Justice i
at long last Is sending the documents :

I have now the honour to forward you copies
o the letters which show the complaints made
against the judge.
Some hon. gentlemen, having regard to what i
I said at the outset, may think that these
complaints were in proper form, that they
were suffieiently specifie in a matter of this
kind. But lt will appear that the commis-
aloner in this case was not of that opinion.
Nevertheless, those other complaints -were
»ot forwarded. Those documents tbat were
sent to the Department of Justice lu June,
form the only justldeation for that extra-
ordinary and heartless telegram already
quoted. In July, the judge says : I am ot
only ready to meet the charges, but I wlsh
you to hasten the trial. But these charget
do not reaeh the commlssioner unti they
send a letter on the 12th of October, atter i

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pletou).

was a most impertinent interference on the
part of the hon. member for Yale. I do not
mean to say It was insolent ; I mean that he
had no connection with the case properly con-
Adered, and I say he should not have been
permitted, either by Judge McColl, now Chief
Justice of the province, or -the department
to act ln the matter unless he took the posi-
tion of counsel or had some official status.
The fact that he was member for Yale did
not give him the right te be heard or to com-
muniéate with the commissioner appointed,
any more than le bas the right ito interfere
In a criminal matter before Judge McColl
when he does not appear as counsel, either
for the Crown or for the prisoner. He did
not pretend te be acting, and he was not
a.cting in any other capacity than as member
of Parliarment, as representative of the dis-
trict ; and his office boy had as much right
te conmunicate with Judge McColl in this
matter as the hon. gentleman had. But the
judge listened te blm. The judge was.in an
extraordinary position. %He could not get in-
structions until he demanded them from the
department, he could rt get complainte and
know what the charges were until be insisted
on receiving them. And so, I suppose, In des-
peration, he was Induced te act upon the
representations of the hon. member for Yale.
It appears from the despatches that "Mr. Bos-
toek thought It was desirable1" that there
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should be counsel for these gentlemen. But
he thought that it was desirable that the
tax-payers of Canada should pay this coun-
sel, sueh counsel as he and the hon. mem-
ber for New Westminster (Mr. Morrison)
might agree upon. The hon. gentleman
thouglht it desirable that this assistance
should be given so long as he had not to pay
for it, so long as it was a charge upon the
publie exchequer. And so he advised Judge
McColl that it was advisable, and, not hav-
ing regard to the decision eommunicated in
the letter of the Minister of Justice, we
find that he had sufflicient political influence
to cause the retaining of the friend of the
hon. miember for New Westminster.

It being Six o'clock. the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 68) respecting the London Mutual.
Fire insurance Company of Canada.-(Mr.
Calvert.)

Bill (No. 119) respecting the Red Deer Val-
ley Railway and Coal Company.--(Mr.
Frost.)

Bill (No. 61) respecting the Canadian Pa-
efie Railway Company.-(Mr. Gibson.)

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RArL-
WAY COMPANY.

Mr. SUTHERLAND moved:
That Bill (No. 90) respecting the Great North-

west Central Railway Company--(Mr. Maepher-
son)-be now read the third time.

Mr. J. M. DOUGLAS (East Assiniboia)
noved in amendment :
That Bill (No. 0) be not now read the third

time, but that It be referred back to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House for the purpose cf
amending It by striking out section 3 and substi-
tuting the following as section 3 :-

" Section 5 of the sald Act is hereby amended
by striking out the words 'est day of August,'
in the seventh and eighth lines thereof, aud
substituting for the same 'lst day of Decem-
ber.' "

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like the hon. gentleman to explain the
change that is made In this Bill.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, the Bill
that is before the House is te thls effeet
that an additional year's delay s aasked.
The company propose to expend $20.000 on
construction during the year as a guarantee
to thei people Interested in this road that
they wIll go on with the work es soon as
they ean make the necessary preparations.
I may inform the House that this road has
been before the people for the past elevei
or twelve years. Tis road runa over the
original survey of the Canadian Paefde fail-

way, heading for Yellow Head Pass. The
people, on the strength of the promise of
the construction of this railway, settled all
along the line and they bave been looking
forward, year after year, to the construction
of the road. Unfortunately, the company
that hacd control of the charter .had con-
tinual diffi.ulties and came to us, year after
year, askinag an extension of time, unfil now.
the people feel that it Is their right to ap-
1:eal to this House for protection in regard
to this juggling in connection witb railway
charters. It is the road they want. The
diffie:iltles that the late company have had
do not meet the necessities of their case.
The fact that there has been continued lit!-
gatioaî does not help the settlers in getting
their grain to market. This whole country
through which the railway passes ds well
settled, and the settlements have made good

rogress. They have a large amount of
stuff to be got out each year, and they feel
that it Is only reasonable that they should
appeal to this House in support of their con-
tention that this road should be bulit forth-
wli. Last year the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way bouglt out the rorad from the old com-
pany. and they now make this proposal to
expend .$20.000O during the present season,
but they ask an additional year for the con-
struction of the twenty miles whieh the
charter calls for. You will observe that tbis
amendment which we have moved meets the
views of the C-anadian Pacific Railway to a
certain extent. 'Instead of giving a year, we
are prepared, if the House sustains the am-
endment, to alow them up to the lst of
December ; whereas the Bill that passed the
Hlouse last year entailed upon the company
that they should build ten miles last autumn,
and then fifteen miles before the lst of
August next. We ask the House to sus-
tain' us in the demand. that the -company
keeps its engagement to this extent. that
they should build twenty miles by the 1st
of December, and thus be in a position to
remove a portion of the crop of the present
year. I might say a great deal about the
nature of the country through which thfi
road passes. This line leaves the Oanadia 'i
Pacifie Railway east of Brandon, and runs
in a north-westerly direction. It Is now con-
structed as far as 'Hamiota. thence proceed-
ing in the direction of Birtle. and leaving
the boundary of Manitoba It strikes my cofl-
stituency on -the east side, and runs the
whole length of it in the direction of Battle-
ford towards the Yellow Head Paso. You
will remember that on the north banks of
the Qu'Appelle we have a great number of
colonies. We have an Icelandle colony; we
irave a large settlement of Osànadians from
Huron, between the two Cutarm Creeks
who have been In that coMutry since 1882
or 188. Then we have 'the Hungarlan
èolony, the Bohemian eolony, the Swedisb
colouy, the German colony, and the Temper.
anee colony from Ontr.
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Mr. LaRIVIERE. What about the French?

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is a French colony
further west. Ali along the line the land
Is well settled and there Is a large arei
under cùltivation. . am sorry I bad not
an opportunity of calling to my aid the
large petitions that were sent to the Min-
ister of Railways in connection with the
ability of the people to produce, but I have
here a record of the produce of simply nine-
teen settlers on this Une. These nineteen
settlers, last year, produced 106,236 bushels
wheat, and they had this spring, ready for
cultivation, 9,931 acres. Further west, when
we cone to the country immediately north
of Indian Head In the direction of Pheasant
Plains, there the ability -to produce grain
is very much increased, and the improve-
ment in the country is very much more ap.
parent. These people have all to cross the
Qu'Appelle valley, where I resifle myself.
Its banks are four hundred feet high and the
valley two miles wide, so that on tlie aver-
age these people are hauling their gralin
from 30 to 40 miles, and crossing this valley
with it. It can easlly be shown tli~at ths
has been a very great bardship, and the
people of that district deserve very great
credit that they have continued all these
years without railroad facilities. I am quit"
sure that I could prove to the House, that
in many cases It has been done at a loss,
and It is only w1thin the last three years
when prices have been better for grain, that
it could be made pay. I have known my
teams hauling grain for 30 miles aeross the
Qu'Appelle to Moosomin, and when thev
reached home the second day, if I deducted
the usual prices for transportation, they
would not have In band any profit wha -
ever. I remember on one occasion when 1
wished to get two ponles and a man to drive
me. they asked me $14 to drive 30 miles and
back, and a team with a load of grain gaing
over the same distance would not bring back
that amount. However, better prices havé
prevailed for the last three years and the
people have reaiped the benefit. StIU, these
people feel th!at they deserve the considera-
tion of this House. They have patiently and
persistently gone forward with their Improve-
ments for the past fourteen or ftfteen years,
and they are gettIng tired of this continual
waiting for rallway facilities. It is no com-
fort to them to know that rallway com-
pailes have had endless Utigation'; what
-they want is the rallroad. and they believe
that they wIll provide sufflelent trafe to
make it pay from the irst day of the equip-
ment. The 50 miles of this road which have
been bult always palid expenses and paid
a fair dlvîdend, and we belleve if it were
contlnued it would be a paylng road from
the very commencement. From-one end of
the route'to the other the-peopie are oped
to delay, and our Instructions as represent-
Ing the people i te protest against the delay.
The Northern Pacine and the other cdm-

Mr. DOUGLAS.

panies would be quite wIlling to go into
that country and provide the people with
a rallroad, so that we feel the offer which
the Canadian Pacifie Railway made the
other day in the committee, was sim-
ply a bagatele-a matter of $20,000
would searcely buy a candy stick for eaci
settler and keep him in good humour until
the year Is through. The Canadian Pacifie
Railway are quite able to fulfil the engage-
ments they entered into with Parliament
last year and build the 20 miles, and- thus
meet the wishes of the people, and give thein
the encouragement which their patience and
perseverance deserve. I would also mention
the fact that many of the people have left
the district ln consequence. A large number
of settlers. specially from the temperance
colonies, have moved away, and though they
have gone elsewhere in the territories, yet
they have left their property and it is a loss
to them personally, because land when not
cultivated goes back to weeds, and is, as a
rule, of less value than if it were unbroken
prairie. We hope, then, that in consideration
Of the patience, perseverance, energy and en-
terprise of ithe people, that this House will
see the necessity of asklng the Canadian Pa-
cific Rallway Company to keep the engage-
ment It entered Into with Parliament last ses-
sion. For the present, we meet them by grant-
lng an extension of time from the lst of Aug-
ust to the 1st of December, on condition that
they build the 20 miles, as was agreed upon
at the last session of Parliment. I might
eall your attentioe to the fact that, lin the
western part of the riding, there is a large
wheat country, comprlsing the districts of
Balcarres, Abernethy, Lorlie. Pheasant
Forks, Saltoun, KenIls, Lebret, Chickney,
Bayward. Parklands, Loon Creek and Fort
Qu'Appelle. The people of these districts
declare In their petition that they are, from
18 to 40 miles distant from the present Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway ; that numbers of set-
tiers have located ln these districts on the
strength of projeeted railways ; that a
large number of settlers have In past years
abandoned their homesteads for lack of
transportation facilities ln the more distant
settlements; that the distance from the rail-
way curtails the operations of the settlers
and prevents the settlement of other lands ;
that, notwithstandlng this disadvantage, the
country above referred has been steadily
growing and prospering, thus proving the
enormous natural advantages It enjoys; and
that, In the settlements named and adjoin-
Ing, there ls an abundance of good farming
land awaitIng settlement. Therefore, these
people insIst upon their request being grant-
ed, that no further delay be given to the
company, b it that they be required to pro-
ceed forthwith to make good their engage-
ment with the Government last year. I ca
your attention also to a resolution passed
by a :munlcpality lu ManItoba affected by
thla railway.-At a meeting held In Beulab
Hal, Beulah, on Friday, March 31st, 8I9
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the following resolution w passed, atr
some discussion, on motion of W. A. Doyle,
seconded by C. T. Gurney:-

Tbat this meeting of the residents of the muni-
cipallty of Miniota hereby desires our representa-
tive in the Parliament of Canada, W. J. Roche,
M.D., to oppose the application of the Great North-
west Central Railway Co. for an extension of
time till 1900, for the construction of twenty
miles of their railway westward from Hamlota.
And that as this settlement ha been promised
railway service by the Dominion Govarnment
for the past nineteen years, and our earlier set-
tiers became residents in consequence of such
promise, we feel that we have a right to call
upon the entire Parliament of Canada to protect
our interest against any further juggling on the
part of the sald railway company.
I think It should be evident to the House
that this Is not a question of factious opposi-
tion to any railway company; it is not that
the people are opposed to one Une and prefer
another Une ; but it is sImply this. that,
now that they have been so long lu the
country, and have developed their lands, and
have produced so abundantly and WIth sucb
success, they feel that, as citizenE, they have
a rIght to the consideration of the House
I move, therefore, that this amendment be
made to the BIll now before the HEouse.

who now own the charter, to give an -earn
est of their good falth, should expend $20,-
000 In construction on or before the 31st of
December of thia year. I believe that the
great majorlty of the committee, along with
myself, felt that the charaeter of the men
and the company they were representing
was a sufficlent guarantee that this work
would be carried out, and that they would
expend $20,000 this year in construction.
The Bill provided for an extesIon of only
one year, and we had every reason to feel
that, If this leglelation were granted, the
road would be completed before the end of
this year. It was probably felt that, to put
a greater obligation upon these men until
they had an opportunity of transferring the
undertaking to the Canadian Pacife Rail-
way Company and making their financial
arrangements, would be a bardshlp to them.
For that reason I cannot support the amend-
ment. I hope the Bill will be allowed te
pass as it Is, and that there will be no fur-
ther juggling, as my hon. friend says, In
thi matter, and no disappointment to the
settlers In that district. I feel fully con-
vinced, as, I think, most of the members ol
this House do, that the work will be carriecd
out In good faith. These men can hardly
ba hal lda %Mible fei t-hi foill in tha

Mr. J. SUTHERAND (North Oxford).-lUVAe1 I e LLP LJ.ULliI

Having moved the third reading of this B1I, past.
I may say, that I fully sympathize Mr. W. J. ROCHE (Marquette). 1 did net
with the people represented by my hou. know that this Bi would be reached to-night
friend who has just taken his seatln and, therefore, amnot prepared te enter into
their desire to have rallway facilities and any lengthy disussion, but as a goodly por-
to have Mo road bulIt at the earlieet tion of the road runs throug my constitu-
possible moment. Iunde d that many ey W know how very anxious the pt. dople
parts ek that district have been settled there are th receive the railway construction
for a long time, and that the people were they have been promnosedand have falled to
encouraged t obelieve that te ralway weuld reeive , for the ast fifteen or sixteen years.
be bulit. They naturally desire, therefore, When Mr. Howland, the solicitor otte old
after walting so long, that It should be pro- company, appeared before the rallway cer-
ceeded wlth without any further delay. Imlttee two sessions ago, bis chef argument
belleve the great majority of the members was that the question was Up for final ad-
of the committee also fuly sympathize withJudIcatIon before fie Privy Councli ln Orpat
the desire of the people of that district taoBrltatu that year te decIde the ownersfip,
have their desires fuliled. Everythlng my and that wen that was decided there would
hon. frlend bas saId, with regard tethetpas be ne further eitigation, and that company

istory ef this road, La correct, and pertaps would have ne further excuse for net going
a good des! more could t eard.ecUnfortun- on wite the construction o the road, whch
atelythecharter was held by piple wo tbey were as anxous te construet as the
were net able t eontinue the work ; but, peopte were to secItos aoperation. That judg-
as was pointed eut ln the committee, the ment was given n tueInterests o bs ients
franchise had passed Inte new hands. 1 buttl thIt seem that ltigation bas ot
understand thsi t was purehae by Mr. emaed. I bheve that aat sesson, when this
Angus Mr. haughn eand Mr. Clark. Bi f was up before the House, anextension
with their own prIvate m ens, but, wlO outlme wasoked fer by tue present owners
doubt, lte Intre o the Cadanfrt- onh the road, Mr. Angus, Mr. Shaughnessy,
ctle thway, as ldnk ywas eta hbeo andseveral other Can ia Pacfic Ralway
fore nheommlttee. Bot It was ao ponted molates who had puchased It, althoug-
ont that t onadian Pace a itway Ce -the BIH was pe e u in the c old firm nder
fpany could ntasd one dollan ha. i but, tld, tgement thik that a compro-
unt aword t until tas purcpany e d t e mise was made hast son, wblding thei

fAngus, Mr. haghnessy an dMked for la Biely tes up betten mhes osean extwenty
Bit Prtatwreaiovateeyaaskfora oort by e end s De fo r, t . Tey sent
extension of thintersnofder that tey ma ofthsome urveyors Aud made aushowso
eiplete th ray, asIthments ate b doin s oewor C autd Pedurveyorsawere

fot cmtw lo pwoit mwona e, w adde prple had ,felthoure
A por trn.uaoe, that ft o shoen en they egong to get te 1way8 Thy en
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very jubilant over the prospect. As time The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
went on, however, the same old story was CANALS (Mr. Blair). I presume It would
repeated, and now we have an application be proper that some member of the commit-
made again for a further extension. tee should state to the House the reasons

As regards this new arrangement entered whieh led the committee to arrive at the con-
Into by the company, by which they agree clusion It did. It will not, I assume, be taken
to spend $20,O0 per annum, that would be a for granted that this matter was not very
perfectly valueless expenditure, as far as the thoroughly discussed by the committee, and
people are concerned, because $20,000 would that there were not good reasons for leadIng
not construct three miles of the rallway, and them to the conclusion they formed. I do not
will be expended, probably, in surveys. So think there was a member of that comimittee
far, therefore, as regards assisting the people present who did not sympathize witb the case
out of their diffieulties, who are In want of presented by my bon. friend. We all could
railway construction, that expenditure would readily recall the transactions which took
be of no value at ail. The people held a place a year ago and the strong feeling then
mass meeting and passed resolutions, the existing that the tme had come when these
municipal councils memorialized the Govern- continued appeals should not be permitted
ment, and last session even, the Manitoba to go on. and that the people in that section
legislature sent an Address praying the Gov- were entitled, at the earliest possible moment
ernor General In Council not to grant a fur- as a matter of simple justice, to have the
ther extension of time, unless at least twenty railway constructed. But still we all-or at
miles of the railway were constructed during least a majority-felt strongly that it was im-
that season, and this same agitation is being possible to shut our eyes to the faet that we
repeated this year, except that the Manitoba were not going to further this undertaking
legislature bas not memorialized the Govern- by either withholding assent to the Bill or
ment. It Is time this Parliament should see imposing any more stringent conditions than
that the people's interests are protected a those embodied in the Bill as it stands. Tt
hIttle better than they have been In the past. was admitted, I thInk, by the friends of this
Honk. rentlemen have no ldea of the difficulties railw'aY, perhaps by my hon. friend himself,
these people have to labour under. Many of that owiug to the existing conditions, It will
them settled in that country on the old ori- be impossible, In less than three months atter
ginal survey of the Canadian Pacifie Rail- the Bill became law, for the company to
way. That fine was deflected to the south, make the necessary financlal arrangements
and these people have been living between to go on with the work of construction. Pre-
the Manitoba and North-western on the north suming that the BIl will receive assent by
and the Canadian Pacifie Railway on the the lst of July. JulY, August and September
south, many of them having to haul their would pass, and the company would find It-
grain thirty or forty miles, which certaînly self, on the 1st of October, so near the winter
detracts from the value of that commodity. season, the cold season, at ail events, that
They have been living there, year after year, it would be quite Impossible, wlth the utmost
In the anticipation of early railway construe- desire te prosecute the work, to carry it on
tion, and it Is time this Parliament should to any extent before the winter finally closed
compel those In possession of the charter. ln, and, at all events, it would be impossible
either to fulfil its conditions or forfeit It. to lay down the road and have it in operation
Mr. Shaughnessy and Mr. Angus and the f so as tO enabe it to carry out the expecta-
other magnates of the Canadian PacIfic Rai- tions of the people. The question for the
way who now control the charter, surely can committee then, Is whether anythlng would
raIse sufficient money for the construction be lkely to be gaIned by refusing this
of twenty miles of road. Prairie roads mca company--which undoubtedly intended to go
be constructed at a cost of about $8,000 per on with the work, which was committing it-
mile, so that, the cost of constructing these self, positively, to the undertakng-this Bin
twenty miles would be only $160,000, and or annexing to It impossible conditlons, whIch
surely the Canadian Pacific Railway people would practically have the same effect as re-
are good fer that amount. It is simply non- fusing the Bill altogether. Now, as I bave
sense to state that an expenditure of $20,000 said, sympathizing to the fullest degree as T
during the coming year is any evidence of dide and as ir M satmded the committee ded,
good faith. with the desire of my hon. frIend, we felt

1 need not add anything to what has been that there w9s no other course opened to us
so wellsaid by -the mover of ths amendment,than to paso the BIUll practicaHy as submlt-
whleh bas my hearty support. It is my opin- ted, but adding the condition-I made the
ion that if this Bill passes, we shal hbave proposal myself-that a substantial sum
te same pro again repeated in the cm- should be spent IndicatIng the bona fddes of
Ing sesson. Judge Clark, the solletor ofthe c a a len tepe hat, berI
the Canadian Pacfte Ralway, would not pro). thnk1i a sufemet gurantee that before
mise that he would mot come back neot ses. the 1st Of August next-which is the date um.on and ask fr a frthier extension. It is der theexitng charter at whchtbe twenty
time that the people's Interet were proteet- or twnyfv mR a to e copeted--t
edi by compering the cempany to cnstet ht trknto
the Uine or gie way to others who are wll- t e

Mr. RManythin hmn ca be-that this wIU be ae-
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complished and if It is accomplished, the peu-
ple of that locality will get, at the earllest
possible moment, all that they could hope for.
I did not hear that there was any corpora-
tion which was now seeking authority from
Parliament to go on with this road that
would be prepared instantly te take it up
and would have this twenty or twenty-five
miles buhit to carry out the season's crops.
I think there was no statement to that ef-
fect. No doubt, there might be found com-
panies that would be willing to take It up
as soon as possible and carry it on rapidly.
But we had no evidence before us that
greater rapidity of construction would be
secired by throwing ont the charter than by
granting it with the condition annexed.

would not be granted ? If It would be grant-
ed under those circumstances, I submit it
should be granted now. And we should not
pass the amendment, much as we desire to
favour It, as It is moved by an hon. gentle-
man who knows so much about the subject

Mr. DAVID HENDEMSON (Halton). Feel-
ing interested In this Bill for reasons I
stated yesterday ln the Railway Oommittee,
I would advise the hon. gentleman from the
North-west In the Interest of his own Bill,
to withdraw bis amendment and not kill
the goose that proposes to lay golden eggs
for him. I do not know that the hon. gen-
tleman wi1 get the railway by putting ob-
structions ln the way of the company that
proposes to build it in the manner set forth

avIn th e 1B1. I aim not aware that any pro."Mr. B. M. BRITTON (Kingston). I position comes froma any other source which
seems to me that by granting the motion is likely to cause the railway to be built
my ho:I. frIend (Mr. Douglas) has moved, through th atsection of the country any
we should be very serlously jeopardlzing souge that wio b the Cnadyan
this Bill altogether. This Bill was dis- sooner tha it wil be bult by the Can an
cussel lu a veyfl cirite hntePaci fie Railway peopie. 1 foel strongly

avery full committee when the n this matter; ,I have friends who are ln-
parties wCre represented and when every terested in the construction of this road. I
possible consideration could be given to it,
and when, as has been stated, every one would urge that thislaindment be wth-
sympathized to a great extent with the drawin and this legisation allowed to pasn
arguments put forward by the members hopling that the o emtpany since these finan-
from 'Manitoba and the North-west. -AxdgeCal ùllte are settled, wlll go on 1ifronmidMrnio an the ngort-ws An, good faith with the construction of the road.
considering all these things, this was the
view taken of the matter ln band: That the Mr. T. O. DAVIS (Saskatchewan). I ven-
persons who, it was assumed-and I believe ture to think, Mr. Speaker, that the hon.
rightly-had taken hold of this undertaking members representing the different consti-
were not responsible for the past delay, and tuencies ln the North-west and Manitoba are
that there is a pledge that the work shall in a better position to speak on this ques-
be proceeded with with al possible despatch tion than the hon. member for Halton (Mr.
from this tme forward. Besides, by Henderson). This thing has been going on
amendlng section 5 and removIng from that for a great many years. I have been ln
section all the restrictions that were placed this House for three years. The first ses-
In the Act ln regard to negotiations of their ision I was here I went into the Railway
bonds, it is ln effect admitted that they are 1iommittee and found an appliation there
ln a position now to go on and complete for the extension of this charter for a year.
the undertaking. Now, conceding that they The company told us then that they were
were handicapped by the clause under sec- going on with the road, and would start
tion 5, which, by this Bill, is removed, and work at once. Last year they came to the
which is not now objected to, It seems that House wlth another proposition for an ex-
we ought to grant what Is asked for in tension, practieally an extension for two
this BIH1. What 1s reaHy the difference be- years. The members for the west thought
tween the Bill as it stands and the clause that was rather too long and took strong
as it has been proposed te be amended by ground against it; and the upshot of that
the hon. member (Mr. Douglas)? le ls was that at the end of the session an agree-
wilung to extend the time from lst August ment was arrIved at by which twenty miles
to 1st December, 1899. No work, I sup- was to be bult last and this year. I under-
pose, ean be advantageously done after the stand that ln place of the parties building
middle of O tober. So it amountas to say- the twenty mlles they were to build, they
ing that they shal have an extension frou have sold their Interest ln this road to the
the lst of August to the middle of Octo- Canadian Pacifie Railway. And now we find
ber. On the part of the promoters It is the Candian Pacide Raway peope coming
asked to extend the time for a year. It here asking for an extension. Now, as the
seems to me it ls better to grnt the exten- hou. member for Marquette (Mr. Roche)
sion than that they should come to the next sad, we are not certain, if we allow this
Parliament and say : We took up the matter to go through, tht they wil net be back
and we found that we could not accourUsh next year for another extension of time.
the work of building ln the Ume, and so Now, the settlers In that country should
we ask for an extension. WUIeny hon. not be left out of consideation. This char-
membe say that If they show good faith ter wa granted thiteen years&go, ad
in the undertaking, whenthey metothe many ttlerswentlnen the strnth of
next session of Phlament, that extenon the charter gr ad and the subsidy pro-
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mised for the building of the road. They or for two years. When they bought out
have been there ail these years anxiously this charter and bought out the plece of
waiting for the extension of this road. Year road already built, they did so knowing that
after year these parties come and ask for these conditions were attached, and that
an extension of time, and to-night we hear they would have to construet the road. Now
the same old story. If there is one cause I myself have been appealed to In relation
more than another that bas retarded the 'o this matter, resolutions have been sent
settlemnent and development of the North- to me that were passed by some settlers, I
west Territories it is this constant extending think. in the constituency of Marquette at a
of charters. This case of the Great North- place called Beulah. The people up there
west Central is not the only one. Charters feel strongly on this question, and they
have been granted time and time again, and wish their representative, as well as the
the people have gone in and settled on the members representing other constituencies
proposed line in good faith, having been ir Manitoba and the North-west Territories,
invited to go in by the press and by the to take some action and to oppose the pri.
immigration agents. Many of them are 100
miles from railway communication waiting
for these arrangements to be carried out,
and the Une to be built. Extensions of
charters are granted from time to time until
the people get tired of waiting, and many
of them leave the country. This proposed
line runs through a portion of my constitu-
eney called Saskatoon and Battleford. The
people there are anxiously awaiting the con-
struction of this road. They would like
some action to be taken to force the parties
to go on with the work. Another case of
this kind was that of the Manitoba and
North-western. That company got a charter
to build from Portage la Prairie, from the
main Une of the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
to Prince Albert. They were to construet 50
miles each and every year until the road
was completed. On the strength of that
agreement they received from the Govern-
ment of this country 6,400 acres of land
per mile. That land was handed over to
them, some of the choicest land in the Sas-
katchewan Valley. Now, we find they have
bufit to the the boundary of Manitoba, where
the road is paying in the meantime, and
they stop there. And they have come to
this House year after year for \I do not know
how many years asking to have the charter
extended, and it has been extended. Once
they asked to have the length of rond they
were to build each year reduced from fifty
miles a year to twenty miles. That was
done, still they are not building a mile of
the road. But, just the same, they hold
their land, some of the choicest land, close
to the settlement of Prince Albert. Some
500 settlers have gone In and bave been there
fourteen or fifteen years on the strength
of the charter granted, and lu the hope of
the road being extended, and the road has
not been extended to them up to the present
«me.

Now, I do not thInk that the mover of this
resoltation is asking too much. He bas only
asked to have the agreement entered Into
last year by the promoters carrled out. I
think it Is nothing but fair that the Canadian
Pacife Railway, who got this charter,
should at the same time accept these con-
ditions. They had no right to assume that
they could come back to this House and
get an extension of time for atother year,

Mr. DAVIS.

iple of the extension of charters from time
to time:

At a meeting held in Beulah Hall. Beulah, on
Friday, March 31st, 1899, Mr. D. Gerrand in the
chair :

After some discussion, a motion was brought
before the meeting by Mr. W. A. Doyle, seconded
by Mr. C. T. Gurney, and carried :

"That this meeting of the residents of the
municipality of Miniota hereby desire our repre-
sentative li the Parliament of Canada, W. J.
Roehe, M.D., to oppose the application of the
Great North-west Central Railway Company for
an extension of time. till 1900, for the construc-
tion of 20 miles of their railway westward from
Hamiota.

"And that, as this settlement has been pro-
mised railway service by the Dominion Govern-
ment for the past nineteen years, and our earlier
settlers became residents in consequence of such
promises,-

Thus bearing out what I have stated to the
House that these people went In and settled
there on the strength of the promises made
in thls charter.
- we feel that we have a right to call upon the
entire Parliament of Canada to protect our inter-
est against any further juggling on the part of
the said railway company.

" And that copies of this resolution be forward-
ed to the Minister of Railways, and the members
of the said Parliament representing Manitoba and
North-west constituencies."

I suppose that the MinIster of Railways
and Canals (Mr. Blair) and the sald mem-
bers of Parlament have received a copy of
those resolutions.

There is a strong appeal from people who
are living on the proposed Une. They feel
strongly on this question, and think that this
House should not extend the charter. I do
not think that the fact of the Canadian Pa-
cile Railwy telling us that they are going
to spend $20,000 this year, should be taken
Into consideration. Why, Sir, $2,000 would
not build much more than two miles tf road,
If it could do that. I think the Canadian
Pacife Railway could readily build the 20
miles of road, as suggested by fhe hon.
member for Eastern Assinlboia, before tle
lst of October; therefore, I would strongly
oppose this extension be!ng granted. As
this railroad run through my constituency,
and as theresagreatdea of fertle land
there that we expect is going to be filled up
with settlers, we cannot expect to get these
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settlers into that part of the country as long
as these extensions are granted from time to
time. Now, we know as a matter of fact
that any person who propos to settle lin
that portion of the country, wben he finds
out that this road was promised 13 years
ago. and that the compiny gets au extension
every year, why, he will never think of set-
tling there. Therefore, in this way a great
injury is done to the constituency which 1
represent. I have no doubt at all that It
this road wu,,s bulit through that portion el
my constituency I could get several thou-
sand good settlers to come in and locate on
those lands, because they are some of the
choicest lands in the whole North-west Ter-
ritories. there is no question about that. We
have land in the neighbourhood of Battle-
ford. first-class land, on whieh we eau place
20.0) families. Bat as long as there is no
prospect of extending the railway, we are
never going to get these settlers into the
Country.

SUPPLY-INVESTIGATION INTO THE
CONDUiCT OF JUDGES.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPElI
(Picton). When the House rose at six
o'cloek. I had reached, in this extraordinary
history of what might faIrly be called an
ittack upon one of the judges of this conu-
try be the Department of Justice, the phase
of it where two gentlemen apparently instru-
mental in bringing about all this irregular
procedire, make their appearance, and make
their appearance lu, I think. a most repre-
hensible manner. I was dealing with tne
bon. member for Yale and Cariboo (Mr.
Bostock) who, it appears, lad ventured to
approach the judge, who had ventured to
interfere between the complainants whose
cause he dared not avow, whose cause he
had never advocated over his own signa-
ture, either In Parliament or out of it, for
whom ihe was willlng to undertake, not the
responsibility of one farthing finanelally.
but whom ihe was willing to représent at
the cost of the public exchequer by this in-
direct and irregular exercise of his political
Influence. Behind the doors of this judicial
tribunal It appears that he fnot only had
relations with the judge, but correspondence
with him, and I am not surprised that his
letters do not appear, they would be Inter-
esting reading in this return. Yet, we have
from the judge hinself the statement that
the member for Yale and Cariboo ventured,
to write to him upon a matter where the
enaraeter of a judge was Involved, and
where it was attacked on the statement of
three men. none of whose names is that of
the hon. member for Yale and Cariboo. So
while he dared not take any responsibility
in this matter, or vouch for a single state-
ment these men have made. either to the
department or in Parliament, he began to
attempt manipulations of this character.
The judge says:

Am Informed from complainants that they have
not retained counsel.

It will be quite clear who informed him.
The complainants, from the day that they
sent this communication to the Minister of
Justice to the last day of the investigation.
disappear from the scene, and when these
n.en who had made the charges ran away
from them, it appears that the member for
Yale and Cariboo and the member for New
Westminster (Mr. Morrison) bob up, not
openly, not in man fashion, not in open
court, not before the judge. not before the
accused, but by private correspondence, Mr.
Speaker. private letters to the judge. There
is an exercise of some extraordinary influ-
enee which apparently was successful, be-
cause the great thing that the members for
Yale and Cariboo and New Westminstier
were concerned about was the retainer of a
gentleman of easy political virtue, a Mr.
lenderson, of New Westminster, who was

(elected to serve a certain class of the con-
stituency and who. after reaching the legis-
lature. by their voice and their support-

Mr. MORRISON. Order, order.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Some inexperienced gentleman. I think. the
bon. member for New Westminster (Mr. Mor-
rison), says order. I do not know what is
the trouble with him. Mr. Speaker.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker. may I tell
the hon. gentleman what my objection is ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No;
it is not at all material. Some gentleman, de-
void of political virtue, who was elected lu
that constituency, where the hon. member
for New Westminster resides, to serve a cer-
tain class of gentlemen who liad political
opinions of the character with which he at
the moment sympathized. no sooner reached
Parliament than he turned right-about an4
went across the floor of the House. This gen-
tileman had to be assisted by the hon. member
for New Westminster and the hon. member
for Yale and Cariboo (Mr. Bostock), and, con-
sequently, he appears on the scene in this
way, and this is the way In whieh he got
in. It was the declared and open pollcy of
the Department of Justice that they wou'l
not, on these flimsy charges, assume the
responsibllity of retalning counsel to prose-
cute a Judge of the county court. They stat-
ed so In an official communication which I
read to-day. But, If the Department of Jus-
tice had shown extreme impetuoslty, flying
at this judge with a telegram in June, and
when the judge would not be terrifiedI Into
reslgnlng. but boldly stood bis ground and
asked for an limmediate inquiry, only after
the Intervention of bis counsel was he or his
counsel able to obtain action in December.
and a final investigation ln the next year.
In the meanwhile, sub rosa, the hon. mem.
ber for Yale-Cariboo, and the bon. member
for New Westmnster were doing their very
best to enabie this Mr. Henderson, te whom
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I have referred, to pull $400 out of the public the charges at that tIme had vanished Into
exchequer of this country, to waste, in the thin air, though the charges were never fol-
most scandalous manner, $400. That Is what lowed up, though the country had to be
they succeeded ln dolng, though neither of scoured by bailliffs and court officers tc> find
thern dared appear in the proceedings or to the men who made the charges, and though
face Judge Spinks as bis accuses. Neither they were finally dragged up on subpæna is-
of them ventured to put in an appearance, sued by the judge, Mr. Speaker, the only
ln man fashion. yet, when Judge Spinks was man who had appeared with his head in the
trylng to face his accusers, or their counsel, noose, and that one of the original com-
who were behind the charges, these gentle- plainants, the judge deals with, as we will
men were exercising their influence to have see later on. We had a telegram dated the
retained at the public expense, Mr. Hender- 10th of December, 1897, which is as fol-
son, to prosecute these charges. What were lows
these charges ? I have read the letters ; not
one of the letters contained materlal, as the.
record shows, sufficient to Initiate an Invest. , Re Spiaks : I recammend Alexander Henderson,
gation upon, and even these charges, flabby departnent agent here, be retained herein.
and flimsy and empty as they were, the De- (Sgd.) AULAY MORRISON.
partment of Justice, to Its credit, was so This was sent, although Sir Oliver Mowat
ashamed of that It would not even send them had deelded that na one should be retained
to the judge till months after they reached at the public charge and the public cost to
the department, and the judge had Importun- press these charges made against Judge
ed the department to go on and Issue a com- Spinks. Although nothing had corne of this
mission. Months had elapsed and these let- thing, something had to corne of It, and the
ters and complaints had not been sent to the' result was that cash came from It to the
judge. Then, as I say. in corne these two pockets of Mr. Henderson. That was about
worthy gentlemen, the representatives I have the result and the wishes of the hon. mem-
named, to advocate the great cause and bers for Yale and Cariboo and New Westmin-
laims of Mr. Alexander Henderson. This ster were gratifded. So you have the interfer-

Is the telegram of Mr. McColl : -nce of these two gentlemen ln this matter
Ar informed for complainants that they have according to this record, unparalleled in cases

not retained counsel, and expect department will. of this Importance. Consequently, here is a
Mr. Bostock also writes me this desirable. telegram that came, It was a matter that
Who asked the hon. member for Yale-Oariboo could not wait for ordlnary correspondence,
to approach the judge ln that Irregular and the retainer of Mr. Henderson. Judge Spinks
unjustifiable manner? Who asked hlm t was appealing always, formally and strongly,
Interfere, and, if the complainants asked hlm by his counsel, for an Immediate Investiga-
to Interfere, did he act as the representative tion, pointing out to the Government the ln-
of Yale-Carlboo and does he think that a Jury to the public interest to have these
political representative has any more right charges hanging over bis head and having
to interfere lin a matter like this than he has the news spread broadcast over his district
now to go and suggest to Chief Justice Mc that a commission of inquiry was going to
Coll, or any other judge on the bench in sit in his case, asking that speedy steps be
Brltish Columbla, some course of procedure taken to have tbis case dealt with, to have
that he thlnks would be wise inthe case of the witnesses and charges brought before
a political election elther federal or local ? hIm face to face. Weeks would elapse, a let-
If he had any right to interfere In this case rwould be sent t Judge Spnks's counsel,
he bas a right to interfere In the trial of aubut when the hon. member for Yale and
election case, in the trial of a case between Carlboo, or the hon. member for New West-
A and B, ln the trial of a case between the minster stepped ln, la hot haste, to have Mr.
Queen and any one else. This was the most Henderson employed, under no circumstan-
serious character of a trial that any one could ces were they, knowing nothing about the
very well imagine. Nevertheless, he bas not charges, not darIng to corne forward andl
stated on this record who asked hlm to mn. father one single Hne of them, telegrams
terfere and, for obvious reasons, the cor- became the order of the day. The telegram
respondence le had with the judge does not of the 10th of December called for an
appear In this return and Is not a matter of answer, and on the 13th of December a tele-
public record. Nevertheless, lhe and the hon. gram was sent to Mr. Justice McColl :
member for New Westminster had to be Judge Spink's commission opens Vernon l3Ui
placated ; sornething must corne of this in- instant. Please attend and prosecute charges for
vesti:gation. Whoever attempted to re- departnent. Obtain copies !rom Judge MeCoi,
move Judge Spinks, or terrify him, so that commissoner.
he would leave the bench, had falled. Now, Mr. Speaker, I eaU your attention tu
Nothing was to come of the commilsion, and a remarkable feature of this business. Re-
the gentleman who deslred his place could member the authorities 1 referred to to-day
not have his wish gratIfied ; but they could1to show that nn lnlr o! thîs klnd
retain Mr,. Alexander Henderson, they culdtobse nftlateceo!augef
pay $400 into Alexnauder Henderson's pocket teSpro oro ug !tecut
from the treasury of this country, though1 oruls h hre eei ul oa

JudgeSpin's cmmisionRoensierno 15t
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and of such a character that, If they were
proven or admitted, they were sufficient to
remove the judge from the bench. This
commission issued July 2nd, and listen, Mr.
Speaker, to this sentence of the Instructions
sent to the counsel employed after the im-
portunities of the hon. member for Yale and
Cariboo (Mr. Bostock) and the hon. member
for New Westminster (Mr. Morrison) :

See that no charges are prosecuted unless suf-
ficient particulars are furnished.

The judge had been able to extract, in Octo-
ber, from the Government such charges as
they had in July, when they Issued the com-
mission; but, on the 13th of September.
this caution is thrown out to Mr. Henderson:

See that no charges are prosecuted unless suf-
fictent particulars are furnished, and have matter
disposed of as expeditiously as possible.
Expedition was needed, then, to get rid of
Mr. Henderson. The department, finding
Mr. Spinks would not retire, when that ex-
traordinary telegram was hurled against
him by the Justice Department, telling him
of the awful charges, then the department
Idled and dilly-dallied until finally a counsel
Is on their hands. The wishes of two sup-
porters of the Administration had been
gratitled. Mr. Henderson Is employed. but
there must be a limit even to recklessness of
that character, and, therefore. expedition Is
needed, or the bill of Mr. Alexander Hen-
derson will be a serlous matter to be re-
sponsible for. Now we come to the letter
of the chief justice of the 13th December,
1897, in which he explains how It was that
he came to ask for this counsel, and again
appears the name of the hon. member for
Yale and Cariboo (Mr. Bostock), who had
nothing whatever to do with this case, no
right to Interfere in any shape or form, who
did not appear ln any open manner, and
with reference to whom up to this time it
was Impossible that Judge Spinks could
know who was pulling the wires for these
witnesses who never dared to show their
faces in court, when the judge was present
to confront them. Mr. Justice McColl says :

I have the honour to explain with reference
to my telegram to you of the 10th Instant, and
your reply of this date, that I was under the
impression until just before I sent the telegram
that counsel would be Instructed to appear for
some of the complainants ; but I then learned
that It was assumed by them, as It had been by
Mr. Bostock, M.P., that the department would
Instruct counsel to appear.
It is quite clear that the responsibility for
this extraordinary inquiry rests, for the mo-
ment, largely on the shoulders of a gentle-
man who did not intend to come to light,
but who worked behind the backs of these
three gentlemen who vanished Into thin air
by the time the Inquiry came on. Conse-
quently, neither the hon. member for Yale
(Mr. Bostock) nor these extraordinary jus-
tices of the peace and other gentlemen ap-
peared to make good these charges. The

hon.,member for Yale and Cariboo (Mr. Bo.
stock) bas succeededi la bis work ; he had
got a counsel employed at the publie ex-
pense to press thesé charges, and he dis-
appears from the record. The counsel re-
mained, and the disgrace came to all who
were concerned, directly or indirectly, ln
promoting this Investigation. Then, we have
the report, and, Mr. Speaker, you will not
be surprIsed since I have shown, as the re-
cord points out, that there never was a case
that should have been put on foot against
any judge. And, Sir, after this case was put
on foot, the Department of Justice seemed
ashamed of it, and they let the matter lag
and drag until the scandal of not pressing
the inquiry was forced. upon them by the
judge who was charged. Under these cir-
cumstances, Mr. Speaker, you will not be
surprised at the report of the judge who
was called upon to conduct the inquîry.
Judge McColl reports on January, 1898, more
than half a year after this commission had
been issued and Inquiry instituted, the
charges hanging over the head of the judge,
who was permitted, by the express sanction
of the Department of Justice, to exercise
bis ordinary functions. Judge MeColl re-
ports as follows :-

The complaints being couched in general
terms,-
I ask you to mark, Mr. Speaker, that none
of these particulars were furnished, as re-
quIred, even by the instructions to Mr. Alex-
ander Henderson.
--- and apparently confined to one locality, it
was deemed proper to hold, ln the first instance,
upon notice to the complainants, a sitting at
Vernon, the assize town of the district, from
which the complaints prcceeded, before determin-
ing the scope of the investigation. To advertise
the proceedings generally would be, In case the
charges were not substantiated, to needlessly
impair the usefulness of Mr. Spinks.

The judge appreciated the point urged by
Mr. Spinks upon the Department of Justice,
as to the danger of bis usefulness being im-
paired by the notoriety which this commis-
sion had acquired, and the fact that no-
thing was being done ln regard to it.

And such advertisement, and the holding of sit.
tings throughout the district, would, owing to
their vast extent, be very expensive.

The judge goes on to say:
None of the complainants acknowledged the re-

ceipt of the request for particulars of the charges
made by them, nor did any of them appear to
give evidence.

He does not mention that the hon. member
for Yale (Mr. Bostock) was conspicuous by
his absence, and that thd hon. member for
New Westminster (Mr. Morrison) failed to
take the slightest part of the responsibility,
or that they did not Identify themselves wlth
these extraordinary complaints ; but the
judge goes on to say, that they did get one
man, viz., Mr. Peter McCallum :
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Except Mr. Peter MeCallum, who attended
under a subpona.
Do. you suppose, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Hen-
derson, with the assistance and co-operation
of the members for Yale and Cariboo (Mr.
Bostock) and for New Westminster (Mr.
Morrison), issued that subpæna ? Oh, no.
They put in no appearance, but the sub-
pona was issued on behaif of Mr., Spinks.
So, It was left for Mr. Splnks to drag be-
fore the commission the only man he could
get hold of in connection with these charges,
and the bon. member for Yale (Mr. Bostock)
and the hon. member for New Westminster
(Mr. Morrison) were discreetly out of sight,
although we find now, late in the day, thal
-for the gratification of some extraordinar%
whim ori caprice-they have been the cause
of a useless expenditure by this country of
several hundred dollars. Then, says the
Judge :

It having come to the knowledge of the under-
signed that no counsel had been Instructed by
the complainants to appear for them,-

This was told to him in piteous terms by
the hon. mémber for Yale and Cariboo. The
judge goes on to explain his communication.
which I have read, asking that counsel be
appointed to prosecute the inquiry. So the
commissioner and these parties behind hlm
obtained the assistance of a prosecuting
counsel. and ln consequence:
-Mr. Henderson attended the proceedings ; and
it was also decided to hold a sitting at Midway,
at which all parties interested might attend, in-
sead of at Vernon, and they were so notified ac-
cordingly. Of the three complainants, %Ir. Mc-
Callum and Mr. James Falconer admitted having
no pers3nal knowledge of the matters complained
of, and Mr. Kerr, who resides at or near Midway,
had, it appeared, left home a few days before
the sitting there on a visit to Vernon.

So it appears that the complainants, on
whose letters the Minister of Justice used
the telegraphie system of this country, and
then permitted It to be known iii the country
that he was using the telegraphic service
and that very serlous charges had been
made and would be Investigated against the
judge, failed to appear.

The only person who attended In support of
any charge against Mr. Spinks was Mr. Richard
Graves Clark Sidley,-

Not one word of the original complainants;
not one of the men who had introdruced the
char"fe. and obtained the issue of the com-
mission-
-Mr. Richard Graves Clark Sidley, the par-
tîculars of whose complaints appear ln the re-
cords of the proceedings.

He goes on to say :
It is only necessary to remark that with one

exception these charges were admittedly founded
on hearsay or imperfect knowledge, and were not
substantiated or Indeed pressed by Mr. Sidley
hlmself.

There Is an exception, Mr. Speaker, and It
is this :

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Picto .

The exception is with reference to certain
charges made against Mr. Sidley, adjudicated
upon by Mr. Spinks, as to which the undersigned
thinks it sufficient to observe that as no reason
was suggested why Mr. Spinks would be likely
to act unjustly towards Mr. Sidley, whIle the
procedure by summons instead of by warrant
would seem to indicate the absence of any per-
sonal 111-feeling on the part of Mr. Spinks to-
wards Mr. Sidley, and, as the latter admits that
the evidence was such as would have justifled
his committal for trial, it does not appear in
wbat way Mr. Spinks was guilty of any Im-
proper conduct In this regard ; and that the
confusion as to the dates of the proceedings,
while not unnaturally difficult to be explained
after the lapse of time, does not seem to be ma-
terial in the adaitted circumstances of the case.

That Is the one serlous question that re-
maine-1 to be discussed by the judge. It
was never before the Department of Justice
before the commission issued and this in-
quiry was Instituted. It was something they
fell back upon ; but it wa.s not sufficient to
obtain the slIghtest endorsement from tEe
eommissioner. The Chief Justice goes on:

In view cf the time when the matters com-
plained of occurred, and the course adopted by
the complainants who requested the Issue of the
commission, and, fron the evidence given, it
would appear that the complaints were Instigated
by some person or persons who preferred not
tc appear upon the proceedings.

I wonder If the judge is referring to the
hon. member for Yale and Cariboo, or to
ihe hon. niember for New Westminster. He

does not say directly by whom tfe proceed-
ings vere instigated. But he knew of these
gentlemen; he knew of the interest they
took in the proceedings at a certain stage ;
he knew they were connected with It : and
so, without saying directly to whom he re-
fers. I could understand the judge's annoy-
ance. I could understand his contempt for
gentlemen who had been so conspicuous in
securing the retainer for Mr. Alexander Hen-
derson to prosecute the charges, and who
by that very interference, and the position
they occupied as members of Parliament
would, he supposed, have taken the pains
to ascertain who were the parties who made
'he complaints and the princIples on which
the complaints were founded. I could un-
derstand his annoyance, If not some other
feeling for these gentlemen. But this is his
language:

That It would appear that the complaints were
Instigated by some person or persons who pre-
ferred not to appear on the proceedings. In this
connection a written statement made by Mr. Mc-
Callum at the sitting at Midway was produced by
Mr. Henderson at the New Westminster sitting,
and offered In evidence by Mr. Wilson for Mr.
Spinks.

This was the, sort of evidence preferred
by a counsel who was retained by the de-
partment, with particular instructions not to
press charges unless he obtained the particu-
lars on which to press them ; and. here is
the judge saying that after all these other
men have failed to appear, and after he had
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riddled the statement made as a sort of ul-
terior suggestion by Mr. Sidley, then the
counsel whom these two gentlemen, mem-
bers of Parliament, bad broughzt into this
case by the side door, produced a written
etatement made by Mr. McCallim-, whieh
was offered in evidence by Mr. Wtilson for
Mr. Spinks :

It was not admitted in evidence, not being
strictly admissible. Its admission, however,
would have been unfair to the person mentioned
unless an opportunity wecre given him to deny
or explain the statements made ; and the under-
signed did not think it expedient to protract the
investigation in the circumstances by holding
another sitting merely for this purpose.

There is the condition of things: that a
man comes and puts a statement, as it were,
on the end of a stick, and pokes it in
through the door, and the Government coun-
sel hands this thing in, and the counsel for
the judge, desiring that no technical resist-
ance should be offered to any kind of evi-
dence offered, asks to have the entire evi-
dence brought before him. so that he can
deal with it then and there. The judge bas
to Interfere and do what the counsel of tbe
Crown should have done-kicked this thlng
out i this contemptuous manner, and not
permit the judge to give It the slIghtest at-
tention when brought before him lu that
irregular and extraordinary manner. Con-
sequently, this is the end of the story, so
far as the commissioner is concerned. But
there is a conclusion, so far as the tax-
payers of this country are concerned. Every
purpose, no matter on whose part, to ruin
or injure this judge, had falled, and failed
in the most extraordinary and complete
manner. But this sort of thing eannot go
on without some one paying for It. The
complainants were not willing to pay a far-
thing : the members for Yale and Cariboo
and New Westminster were not willIng fo
risk a dollar or to show their noses in the
tribunal as having any responsibillfy. pecu-
niary or otherwise. But you eanof pusàh
this sort of charges against the judges of
the land without not only incurring merited
condemnation for violating the very proper
safeguards that have been provided for the
judlciary of the country, but without taxing
the people or cbarging it up to the people
who have no drect knowledge of the
matter whatever, and who never sane-
tioned the proceedings, directly or Indirectly
And so, to gratify the spleen, the spite and
the eowardly vindictiveness of the people
who promoted -and pressed the charges, the
country has to pay, and the bill Is not In-
considerable. It is larger than it would
have been, had the members from Yale and
Cariboo and New Westminster not interfer-
ed. Had they not interfered. It would have
been one hundred pounds less, but that, of
course. Is a bagatelle to these gentlemen.
especially when it Is not they who have to
pay. We find the present Minister of Jus-
tiee eompelled to report to His Excelleney.

on the 2nd January, 1898, that the commis-
sion had failed. After having been so ur-
gent, after having used the telegraph wires,
when the attack was first made on Judge
Splnks in July, no action was taken with
the inquiry until December, and then, lu
January, 1898, a report Is made to Council.
and that report is approved, and the minute
shows what it was. The Minister observed
that the commissioners report that, although
ample opportunity was afforded, noue of the
charges were substantiated by the evidence,
and the Minister recommended, therefore,
that Judge Spinks be informed to that effect
and that no further action be taken in the
matter. Not even an apology, not even an
expression of regret that a gentleman occu-
pying a distinguished position had been har-
assed, and annoyed, and put to expense be-
cause of these three irresponsibles, and be-
cause of these two gentlemen who ought to
be responsible. the two members of Parlia-
ment. Mr. Spinks is simply told that the
commission bas failed. Here we come to
one of the reasons why the parliament of
England and this country, and the parlia-
ments of the old provinces, have always
been so careful with regard to promoting
or permitting to be proceeded with investi-
gations or trials of judges, and that is the
fact that. even though the charges failed,
even though, as in this case, the complain-
ants behaved in the most disgraceful,
cowardly and shabby manner, even though
the judge was exonerated in every particu-
lar, there is no provision by which the Gov-
ernment can pay his cost ; there is no au-
thority for the payment to him of one far-
thIng by the Treasury benches, or for in-
demnifying him to the extent of a dollar.
There is no precedent, no matter how high
a judge may be, even a judge of. the highest
court in England, that will authorize the
treasury to pay him one farthing, when his
character has been vindicated. although that
character was attacked in the most formal
manner possible. That is one of the reasons
why the British and our parliaments have
been so reluctant to press charges against
the judges. The others, of course, are rea-
sons of public interest, to prevent the pas-
sions of unsuccessful Iltigants being grati-
fled by exercising their ingenuity, as they
well could, if we allowed a door to be open-
ed, for this sort of thing, to attack the
judges time and time again. It is not ln the
interests of the judges, but ln the interests
of the publie, in the interests of commerce.
that all these precautions are observed and
those steps insisted upon. Yet, in this case,
none of these precautions were observed.
none of these steps were followed, but there
was a simple, reckless, pell-mell attack upon
that judge at the start. then the most cal-
lous indifference on the part of the depart-
ment that had gone so ferociously to work
at the outset : then, the manipulations by
members of Parliament In the interest of a
member of the profession, and then the dis.

4209 4210



[COMMONS]

graceful farce and fiasco at the end, the col-
lapse of 'the whole thIng, after the judge
had suf ered for six months and been
six months complaining that he was placed
ln such an unfortunate position by this crass
delay, and then left poor ln poeket-he, one
of the otticers of justice, not very well paid
In any part of Canada,. and, under all the
circumstances, underpaid in the province of
British Columbia-left poorer lu pocket, be-
cause he had to fee his counsel, and pay his
own expenses. He eould not dip his hands
into the public treasury and obtain money,
for his counsel and witness fees and his own
personal disbursements. There is the con-
fession ln the report of the Minister of Jus-
tice, and there is the statement that Judge
Spinks will be informed of the result of the
Inquiry.

Then we come to that part which ought to
be interesting to the taxpayers of the coun
try, and the people who were directly or in-
directly connected with this matter ought
to be made to feel a sense of their responsi-
bility. This ls the report made on the 2nd
of February:

The undersigned has the honour to recommend
that authority be granted for the payment from
the appropriation for miscellaneous justice-
A very proper term for the fund out of
which to pay charges of this character.
-- the undermentioned sums for fees and ex-
penses incurred in connection wlth the recent
commission of Inquiry into the charges against
Judge Spinks :
To Mr. Justice McColl, commissioner-

Expenses ....................... $155 50
Fee, 13 days..................... 130 00

* Total........................ $285 50

To Oscar C. Bass, clerk and stenographer-
Expenses ....................... $132 10
Fees ............................ 100 00

Total ...................... $232 10

That is not all. The Government seem to
have hesitated ; they did not, apparently,
feel like informIng His Excellency, on the
2nd February, what the fiasco had cost. They
seemed to think it was advisable just to
mention those expenses,t and tIhat Order lu
Council was obtained, but, on the 3rd Febru.
ary, they were Induced to advise His Ex-
cellency as follows :-

The undersigned bave the honour to recom-
mend that authority be granted for the payment
of a sum of $434.30 to Mr. Alexander Henderson,
barrister, of New Westminster, for his fees and
disbursements ln prosecuting-.
I ask you to mark the term.
-t'ie charges against Judge Spinks in the re-
cent commission, and that the amounts be
charged against miscellaneous justice.
That amount was paid, and, consequently,
there was this extraordinary expenditure ln
the case of a commission that absolutely
failed to do anything else than expose the

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Picton).

recklessness of the Government and the ab-
sence, -to say the least, of any pretense to
etiquette ln dealing withî the judge, and it
simply showed that the Government, in this
way, were able to gratify the desires of two
gentlemen who supported them i this
House.

Then, Mr. Sidley Is not even censured. Mr.
Sidley, who appears in the role, the descrip-
tion of which I have Just read In the lan-
guage of the commissioner, Is ln communi-
cation with the hon. member for Yale and
Cariboo ·(Mr. Bostock). Apparently, there
was no way to make hlm pay the cost of
bringing the attack which he failed to sub-
stantiate. There was no responsibility
placed upon hlm. Notwithstanding the dis-
graceful ending of this disgraceful chapter,
we find the hon. member for Yale and Cari-
boo is still bringing this gentleman's name
to the attention of the Department of Jus-
tice, and asking for copies of public docu-
ments, and so on. Here Is a letter which
comes down in the return, addressed by Mr.
R. G. Sidley to Mr. Hewitt Bostock, M.P.:

Sidley, B.C., Feb. 25, 1898.
Sir,-Owing to the contradictory rumours and

reports current respecting the decision of the
Minister of Justice re the Spinks commission, I
would feel greatly obliged if you could send me
a copy of that decision. Trusting I am not put-
ting you to too much trouble.

Yours truly,
(Sgd.) R. G. SIDLEY.

I have no doubt that his wishes were com-
plied with, without that compliance being
accompanied with any well-merited censure.
There was a treasury report approved by the
Governor in Council for the payment of the
money to Mr. Henderson ; and the Minister
of Justice writes on the 12th March :

Dear Mr. Bostock,-The report of the commis-
sion was that nothIng was proven against Mr.
Justice Spinks,-
A most unfair stateient on the part of the
Minister of Justice. We know that in this
country we do not recognize the Scotch ver-
dict, "not proven." Instead of saying that
Judge Spinks had been cleared in every pos-
sible way and that his accusers did not ven-
ture to go Into court to substantiate their
charges, this Is the way the Minister of
Justice, to use a common expression, at-
tempts to let down Mr. Sidley. That Is
not the language of his own report to the
Governor General, in which greater care
had to be taken. But It is the language of
the letter of the 12th of March, that "noth.
Ing was proven."
-- and, as you desire, I will see that communi-
cation of this fact is made to Mr. Sidley.
Great care was taken to keep in touch with
Mr. Sidley, and further proof is given of
the connection and the power behind the
scenes that was working ln this, I consider,
most disgraceful manner. And so, accord.
ingly, the department has to draw up a for-
mai letter-not o censure--to Mr. Sidley.
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It is dated the 14th Marcb, and reads as
follows :-

Your letter of the 25th February to Mr. H.
Bostock, M.P., bas been handed to the Minister
of Justice, and I arm directed to inform you that
the report of the commission in the case of Judge
Spinks was that nothing was proven against the

-this was to Inquire into the conduct of
Lord Abinger-
-unless, in our deliberate Judgment, we are
satisfied that there bas been manifested, on the
part of the judge who is the object of it, a bad-
ness of heart and corrupt intention, which have
contributed to the perversion of his judgment.

said judge.
I have the honour to be, sir, That is the rule whieh bas never been de-

Your obedient servant, parted from ln England, and I challenge bon.
(Sgd.) E. L. NEWCOMBE, gentlemen on the Treasury benches to show

Deputy Minister of Justice. that it bas ever been departed from in this

I Bay that Is not a fair communlcatlo tcountry- This le the only case they can
from the Department of Justice, thatitpoint to, and it is a disgrace to the Govern-

does nt do Justice to Mr. Spinke, and does ment that such a case should exist. Unless

not show, as Judge MeColrps , andos we take the extraordinary view of the hon.

that the resut wa much stronger t show member for New Westminster, that one par-

Spinke favour than the Scotch verdict Mf agraph of the letter did contain a serieus

"nsot proven.t Now, before t putein your charge, you cannot find that such a charge

auds the resolution I desire to move y was made. Nor can It be tshown that the

will refer to one utier observation ln moe. Government attempted to act within the rule

nection with this clase o!bcases. This nn and make a preliminary investigation. What

from the same dbateas I reerred to s course could they have taken ? They mighat

the afternoon, but j w bing home to i have sent to the judge a statement of the

tho did fnot hear the other authorites,thos charges with a courteous request for such

a di fnot puttlng the matter h ho hat explanation as he could give. The result

I say ln regard to the judges o! the wnd shows how necessary this was. But I would

the Judges o! the superjor courts ad the not base my argument upon the result.
thjudges o the uper courtsnd there, Even if the charges had been much stronger
very properly, aut cou e sad and if the case against the judge had been
when charges are made alncourse rud stronger, my position would have been the

Sr, Sir James Graham, towiom treferred same, because I am attacking the procedure

before, said before the investigation took place. This
case which struck the hon. member for New

I feel strongly that it 1s due to the cause of Westminster as serious, could have been dis-
justice itself to defend the judges of the land, posed of without spending a dollar. if com-
unless we shall be satisfied that their conduct bas munication had been held with the Attorney
been corrupt and their motives dishonest. General of the province, the officer charged

I cali particular attention te that, which la with the prosecution of criminals, and his
the burden of my speech, the Idea running attention called to the fact that it had been
through it from start to finish. But, ln con- stated that ln criminal trials one of the
trast to that very proper, healthy and sound judges charged with the duty of presiding
principle which has obtained heretofore, over these trials was acting ln such a man-
you have this Government forced or lnduced ner as to cause grave Injustice to prisoners
against the principles ln which they started and confusion ln the business, Is it not to be
out lu this inquiry, so far as that feature supposed that the Attorney General would
Is concerned, to prosecute these charges. have been able to shape largely the course
It was Impossible for any man ln the de- of the Government ln a matter like this.
partment or any Minister to say he had Supposing they did not wish, for any rea-
satisfied himself ·that the charges were right, sons to follow the ordinary course and ask
and therefore he would take the responsi- the judge, they should have asked the gen.
bility of prosecuting them. But, depart- tleman who is responsible for seeing that
ing from that healthy principle, as I say, justice Is done ln criminal cases. That Is
they were influenced to violate it Iu nhe most an Important feature ln thls matter not to
extraordinary manner and to appear as the be lot sight of, that, not the Attorney
prosecutors of these charges Into which they General of Canada, but the Attorney Gene-
had made no preliminary investigation what- ral of British Columbia was the officer who
ever ; ln regard to whieh they had not even had the supervision of the course of crimi-
shown the usual courteous treatment of ask- nal justice ln the county courts, including
Ing by correspondence what the judge had this, and the suggestions that these men
to say before lntimating to him bluntly and made, reflect as much on the Attorney
by telegram, as they did, that the charges General of British Columbia as they do on
were so serious that they thought a com- Judge Spinks. If such things were happen-
mission should issue. Sir James Graham ing and persons were being tried as this
proceeds: man sald, though he gave no names of

It ls only faim te a Judge, conalderlng bis emi. prisoners, though the pridoners had them-

nent station, the great power wlth which l selves neyer complained, It le clear the At-
entrusted, and the grave responsibility under torney General was dereliet In hie duties.
wbich he acts, that the House should not adopt And yet no notice was sent to bim, elther
such a motion as this,-- before or after the commission lssued, in
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case he should desire to vindicate ihimself,
or the Crown ofReer who was charged by
him ln that particular district. So It was
clear that had these ordinary and proper
steps been taken the judge himself would
have been saved the annoyance, worry and
cost, and the community would have been
saved the scandal, and the people of this
country would have been saved the ex-
pense. Under these circumstances, I move:

That ail the words after the word " That " bc
left out and the following added instead thereof :
-" it appears by a return to an Address of the
House of Commons, dated 18th April, 1898 :

" That on June lst, 1897, a personal letter
was written to the hon. the Minister of Justice
from 'a Liberal and a friend,' stating that an
investigation was necessary in the case of W. W.
Spinks, judge of the County Court of Yale dis-
trict, 'for the glaring atrocities and extreme
favouritism' by the judge. That one James
Kerr, J.P., of Green Wood, B.C., wrote to the
bon. the Minister of Justice under date June 3rd,
1897, that respecting this judge he had * heard
many complaints.' "

That on the said date one Peter T. McCallum,
J.P., wrote the said Minister that Judge Spinks
" has not conducted himself as a gentleman
holding the high office he does ahould : com-
plaints have been made for that period, and are
being made in reference to favouritism and par-
tiality exhibited by Judge Spinks from the bench
both in civil and criminal cases, where certain
rings and cliques are interested-that the Judge
was late in appearing at places appointed for hold-
ing court ;" and Mr. McCallum wrote : " It is also
charged against Judge Spinks that he violated bis
oath of office ln allowing Influence to be used
upon hlm and acquitting guilty men,' and again :
" It is -also au admitted fact that Judge Spinks
is one of the members of the clique ln Grand
Forks who are owners of the town site, and
members of the clIque have been known to boast
that no action could succeed against them while
Judge Spinks sat on the bench."

And " from my own knowledge, Sir, I may say,
that on one occasion, I say as oie of the Board
of License Commissioners for the district, when
an application came before us by one of the mem-
bers of the ring above mentioned, came before
the board for a retail liquor license, the applicant
was clearly not entitled to a license, and the
board refused the application, an appeal was tak-
en to Judge Spinks, and as the applicant be-
longed to this particular ring, of whieh Judge
Spinks is an admitted member, he granted the
license in the face eof the license board's refusal."

That after information of the above character,
on the 24th June, 1897, the hon. the Minister of
Justice caused the following telegram to be sent
to Judge Spinks :-" Serious charges preferred
against you, ln effect that you have been guilty
of favouritism and partiality, and have allowed
yourself to be unduly influenced In the admini-
stration of justice. That,you were usually late
ln keeping judicial appointments, thereby causing
delay and expense to suitors and prolonging the
custody of persons committed upon criminal
cbarges. The Minister considere these charges
so grave as to call for an Immediate commission
of inquiry. Do you desire to make any reply
before commission issues ?"

That Judge Spinkcs replied to the above tele-
gram by the followlng telegraphie message

"Telegram* just received. 'The more full and
speedy Inquiry, the better. Would suggest In-
quIrybe made at place where complainte made "

That on 21st August, 1897. the Hon. Angus
Sir CHALES HIBBERT TUPPUlt (Pietou).

McColl, then one of the puisne judges of the Su-
preme Court of British Columbia, was appointed
a commissioner to Inquire into and report upon
the complaints aforesaid. That on the 4th day
of September, 1897, the said commission of ln-
quiry was received by the said Judge McColl, but
without instructions of any kind. That on the
22nd September, 1897, Judge Spinks caused repre-
sentations to be made to the Department of Jus-
tice complaining of the publication of the com-
mission ln the papers without action being taken,
and it was asked: "l IsIt quite fair to leave a
judicial oMcer ln this position ? "

That not until the 12th October, 1897, was the
co.mmunication of Mr. Justice McColl of 21st
September replied to, when the Department of
Justice forwarded copies of the letters of com-
plaints aforesaid

That on the 10th December, 1897, Mr. Justice
MeColl sent the following telegraphie message to
the Department of Justice :-

" Re Spinks : Commission opens at Vernon
15th instant. AM informed for complainants that
they have not retained counsel and expect de-
partment will. Mr. Bostock also writes me this
desirable. I think it most unfortunate In interest
of justice if complainants not represented by
ccunsel and suggest for your consideration Mr.
Henderson's appointment."

That on the same day Mr. Auley Morrison tele-
graphed endorsing Mr. Henderson's retainer in
the case.

That on the 13th December, 1897, Mr. Hender-
son was instructed by the Justice Department
"to attend and prosecute charges for Depart-
ment," and further "to see that no charges are
prosecuted unless sufficient particulars are fur-
nished."

That the commissioner reported on the 8th day
of January. 1898, among other things : "The
complaints being couched in general terms."

" None of the complainants acknowledged the
receipt of the request for particulars ut the
charges made by them, nor did any of them
appear to give evidence except Mr. Peter McCal-
lum, who attended under a subpona Issued on be-
half of Mr. Spinks."

" Of the three complainants, Mr. McCallum
and Mr. Jas. Falconer admitted having ne per-
sonal knowledge of the matters complained of,
and Mr. Kerr, who resides at or near Midway,
had, it appeared, left home a few days before the
sitting there on a visit to Vernon."

"" The only person who attended ln support of
any charge against Mr. Spinks was Mr. Richard
Graves Sidley, the particulars of whose con-
plaints appear ln the record of the proceedings.

" It is only necesary to remark that with one
exception these charges were admittedly founded
on hearsay or imperfect knowledge and were not
substantiated or, indeed, pressed by Mr. Sidley
himself

"'I The exception is with reference to certain
charges made aganst - Mr. Sidley, adjudicated
upon by Mr. Spinks, as to which the undersigned
thinks it suffient to observe that, as no reason
was suggested why Mr. Spinks would be likely
to act unjustly tewards Mr. Sidiey, while the pro-
cedure by summons Instead tof warrant would
seem to indicate the .absence of any personal ill-
feeling on the part of-Ur. Splnks towards Mr.
Sidley, and, as the latter admits that the evi-
dence was such as would have justifed his com-
mital for trial, it does not appear in what waty
Mr. Spinks was guillty of any improper conâuet
ln this reMard and that the contusion as to the
dates -of the proceedings, while not unnaturally
d1Ult:' te be -explained atter the lanse otinme.
dos not seem to 'be material in the admittedc
circumstances of-the case.
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That on the 24th January, 1898, the Honour- j talks 10 us of the neeesslty of surroundlng
able the Minister of Justice reported to His Ex- car judges, in the administration of justice,
cellency that the Commissloner reports that al- with those safeguards whi wil ensure
though ample opportunity has been afforded none them against attacks elther of poilal par-
of the charges have been substantiated by evi- sans or of persons whobear them malice,
dence.

That the following expenses have been paid out 1 am sure ttat no one disagrees with hlm.
of the publie funds in connection with the fore- When le speaks of the neeessîty of remov-
goingg judges fri the controlng Influence of

To Mr. Justice McColl-poilal partisans, 1 am sure that le also
Expenses .................. $ 155 50 awakened a responsive chord. Perhaps, 1
Fees, 13 days.............. 130 00

g$ 285 50 e should be free fre the attacksof
Stenographer-

Expenses .................. $ 132 10 poitical partisans, there Is nnother principle
Fees ....................... 100 00-whlch is ne less sacred, and Ils that Judges

$ 232 _(0should aiso keep themselves free, as far as
Alexander Henderson-possible, frei the influence of politiclans.

Fees and disbursements In prosecut- i think there 15 no0axiom more accepted
Ing charges against Judge Spinks 440 30 than that wbich says that a judge, when he

ges upon the bencit, hould eut hnseig
S957 90 e1r from ai connection wlth either of the

Resolvedt, That no charges agahnst atJudge of political parties, and that there s nothing
the County Court, except suci as those upon More detrimentaso we proper administra-
allegation o! misconduct that would be sufcient, tion o Justice than that Judges, after gohig
If proved, to justiIy bis rernovai from the Bond, on the benc, should enter into bargains
should be entertained by the Goverment.lt tiansa s that

That before prvdnge for a Commission n poha
Inquiry Into charges of misconduet on the part ime they wil corne down froi the bwle
o! a Judge o! the County Court, Itlu the duty shd enter frto the political arena. I wi
of the Government to secure fupl and complete tae occasion t deal with that hnatter later
particulara 0f the same, and to submitwthemhhs on before the end o, ais session. Let us
the udge for ips consideration and reply. os fwith the nuatter o hanoit.Isay

And this House Itrfuiamer cf opinion that the
action taken by the Government la the premisezthatht whi h sasmportant that judges should
was Ill-considered and Injurlous to the positgon, be protected agabnst improper attacks wheli
usefuines and dignity o! the jud$clary-and 7 0 el- a have the efncton causing theem per-
volved a scandalous waste o! public funds.-" sonai Inconvenience,, and aise to diminlsli

The SOLI<JITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz- their capacity to render service te the liti-
patrick). Mr. Speaker, g have at te outset gants, we inut bear this n mmd that where
te acknowledge the eourtesy c of my h on. Judges, as In the present case, are far re
and learned friend (Sir Charles Hibbert T ,p- moved from these controling influences
per), who was good enough, some days ago, 'Whlch operate In large centres, where pub-
f covmunicate t me a copy om ls resolu- lic opinionis ative, where tere are news-
tien. -1e_ also was geod enough to say that papers and where they 'are net under the
he would take the fdrst opportmety of brng. control and observation of the bar wlàere
ing th resoluion before p ne Hose.Ian they are far reofoved fro these controlling
sorry thato1 cannot congratulate him on the influences, It is Important that the Depart-
speech that eias just deuvered. a e ha ment f Justice sould exercse even greater
certarns -ot been parsimonousumi uthem are and oser supervision tan over th
o hjudadjectives and lebas nt hesitated tpey.dmiistration et justice lu tbese centres.

Aduaeterize the conduteof al those who n this case the Judge was living In Brltish
have tad any connection wth this matter,ieColsmbla. Lt Is Important for the admin-
language wie If I may beeperdmItted t istraton o justice that the source ejojustice
say se was m ch more forileuthan polite. should be pure;It le no less Important that
le spokecf the spleen, the pite, aund the tose wo are obUged to drik at the waters

cowardly malice of tlie complaioants ; he of Justice should feel that tbey flow frein
charaeterized the telegrai sent by the De- a pure source.o a It Is ne les r important that
puty Muinister of Juxtce under the respou- the judges should be pure and free from

s!bliity of the tbeienM1rister of Justice (Sw ail corruptingInfluences than that those Who
Oliver.,Mowat) as a brutal production. tg go before the, should feel that t by are
tien went.on. te speak of>tbe.undertand pure and free from these cenrrupthng iu-
work. dne by the, bon. member for ences r As an resut oftils inquiry Juwige
Wýestminser (Ur.,Morreon)> and- thébot. Spcks oad been benefited, because there

Member for Yale and Oaribôoo-<3fr. Botoek>. can benoe doubt d that previns to tsln-
and- fiually -he , ld -net hesltate, by tunnuendo vestigation, rumeurs bad cireulated al
and Iîuutîionl te attack. even tieChie!tnroug te districte mwhin he admnis-
Justice- of Britloi Columùbla. Nhat -does tered justice, that Influenceg were at work

al, this mean Wth some --of the til which wouid my have destryed bsa ty for
that my on. fleed -Sr I ha e tHbbert usefuese stand t isnnmue ince d t e oh t e
Tupper) eald the sunesy oedresreentnetaisseidetg those Whofocommunicae o mend ancy ft. he ire - re oiints acte heret e aree
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to demonstrate what I have said. Here I heard hlm apply these words to this particu-
ought to say that, as a result of this lhVeâ- lar person. What las he done, s0 far as
tigation, Judge Spinks comes out of this Mr. Faulkner Is concerned ? All that he has
ordeal free from any suggestion of wrong- done Is to read a line in a letter where Mr.
doing, and I am delighted to be able to bear Faulktner says that he Is a Liberal and a
him this testimony, at the present time. On friend of the Government. I am not aware
the 3rd of June, Mr. Kerr, justice of the that the fact of a man being a Liberal and
peace, writes to the department ln the terms a friend of the Government precludes hlm
communicated to the House by my hou. f rom writing a complaint against an officer
friend (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper). On under the control of the Government, be-
ibe same day th-it Mr. Kerr writes from cause a judge is under the control of the
Greeinwood, B.C., from Grand Forks, froiu Government; I am not aware that because
another quarter of the same district, another a man is a Liberal and a frlend of the Gov.
gentleman connected with the administra- ' ernment he is precluded from writing a com.
tion of justice, a justice of the peace, Mr. plaint against an Improper interference in
MeCallum, writes In the terms that the hon. the administration of justice. Up to the pre.
gentleman (Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper), sent time I have been under the belief, that
communicated to the House. Then my hon. It is because a man Is a Liberal that he
friend was good enough to refer to Mr. wishes to have the administration of justice
Fa ulkner, who happened to be Deputy Su- free and pure from the controing influences
preme Chief Ranger of the Ancien. Orde'rd of party politicians.
of Foresters, from Victoria, who was onai Then a telegram le sent to this gentle-
official visit to this locality. Then, again, man, and this telegram was characterized
you have Mr. Sidley, another magistrate, by my hon. friend (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-
called upon to administer justice in this dis- per) as a brutal telegram. It was a tele-
trict. You have tbese three magistrates gram sent by Mr. Newcombe, Deputy Min.
comnm-micating with the Department of Jus. Ister of Justice, of course with the sanction
tice and making charges against this county and under the control of the department.
court judge. I do not Intend to weary the There Is no desire whatever to separate the
House by going into the details. My hon, department from Mr. Newcombe in this
friend bas communicated some of the letters matter ; on the contrary, the full responsi-
almost in their entirety, but he was not bility for all that Is done is assumed, in so
very fair when he dealt with my hon. friend far as the Department of Justice IS con-
from Yale and Cariboo (Mr. Bostock), and cerned. But what occurred ? After these
when he suppressed the portion of a letter charges were made, on the 24th of June, this
written by Judge McColl. telegram was sent:

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Serlous charges preferred against you, in effect
It is included ln my resolution. that you have been guilty of favouritism andpartiality, and have allowed yourself to be unduly

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The por- influenced in the administration of justice. That
tions that could not be of any use to my you are usually late in keeping judicial appoint-
bon. friend were suppressed by him. ments, thereby causing delay and expense to

suitors and prolonging the custody of persona
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. committed upon criminal charges. The Minister

The hon. gentleman must clearly óverlook considers these charges so grave as to call for
the fact that my resolution contains'a por. an immediate commission of inquiry. Do you
fion of the letter which I did not read in my desire to make any reply before commission
argument. If so this Is an admission that issues?
ibere Is no suppression. 1 Immediately these papers reached the office,

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, Sir, this telegram was sent to the judge. Now,
t was it true that the judge was charged, lnthere l s a suppression. Whenthe bon. gen- effeet, with having been gullty of favourit-tleman muade his argument lie dellberately lam and partlalty ? Can any one who bas

read the first sentences from Jndge McColl sened toat letter rean ay m on. hoena
letter and suppressed all that part of It comyn tomthe alum domyit theotntfrend,
whichl followed immediately afterwards. We thaming from MeCallum, doubt the truth of
bave tbese three letters coming from these thhaaving aliowed limeif to be unduly
three gentlemen, these three magistrates with hengede himselto b e 
who, In a minor role, it is true, form part itnfuenced in the administration of justice 7
of the administration of justice in that lo- Cas made? Wa dIt true that he was
eality. They communicated these charges harged wth beng uusualY tlate in keep
to tha Department ef Justice. These char- Ing judieal appolntments? NO doubt abOt
ges were corroborated by Mr. Faulkner, a it. The departent des nt ea to tit

tion,~~ ~~ a1gntlmanhe em athenet dn a tru oT
gentleman who occupied an important post- gentleman.Thstiy
tion, a gentleman against whose character aim • thngs are true. They
I have never hearid anything sald. The hon.!t ayo adt ar e g d with these
gentlemanv has not tesitated to assall these 1plyto make to these charfges befs ay re-e
three gentlemen, to taik about spleen and mgssion Issues. Now, what did Mr. 8plnkepite and cowardly malice, but I have n~ot >

1fr. FITZPATRICE.
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Sir CHARLES FHIBBERT TUPPER. Is
the Solleltor General going to pass that over
without referring to the point which I par-
ticularly made, viz., that, before asking Mr.
Spinkst what he had to say, the expression
of opinion of the Minister of Justice was,
that a commission should issue ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Of course,
the charges as made and answered, ouglit
to be investigated, undoubtedly. The Min-
ister of Justice said: I am of opinion, on
the prima facie evidence' before me, that a
commission should issue, but I want you to
say, If you have anything to answer to that.
If the Minister of Justice did not want to
be guided to some extent by the answer of
the judge, why communicate this message to
hlm at all ? Now, I shall; not attempt to
lecture, not an older man than myself, but
an older parliamentarlan than I am, upon
the expressions he should use ln this House,
but I think the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) was rather severe tu his
remarks.. •After all, a telegram sent by Mr.
Newcombe, on the responsibility of Six
Oliver Mowat, who has had some experience
in the administration of justice, who had
been a Judge himself, who occupled the posi-
tion of Attorney General of Ontario for
many years-a telegram written by Sir'
Oliver Mowat, it seems to me, ought not be
characterized as a brutal telegram. I think
it was deserving of a more parliamentary
expression than my hon. friend (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) used. I would draw the
attention of the House and thei country to
this fact, that Sir Oliver Mowat, with the
record and reputation that he has in this
country, having this evidence before him.
came to the conclusion that there ought be
an inquiry. Against Sir Oliver Mowat's
opinion we have the opinion of my hon.
friend, from Pietou (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) ; and, if these two opinions remain-
ed alone, It would be for this House and
the country to choose between them-I think
the choice would soon be made. More than
that, you have the two letters upon which
the opinion was given, and I say these let-
ters justify to the fullest the telegram that
was sent on that date, and every expression
that was used ln that telegram. But what
occurred after the telegram was sent to this
gentleman, and he Is asked to say what
answer he could give to the charges con-
tained ln the letter. The answer la very
prompt, and I say here at once, It does
credit te the manliness of Judge Spinks,
who wrote it. He does not say: I want to
rebut this evidence communicated to you by
letters ; but he says : Bring on the ln.
vestigation. Here le the telegramm:

Telegram just recelved. The more fuil and
speedy inqury the better. Would suggest ln-
quiry be made at place where complaint made.
Now, In justice not only to the complainant,
but In justice to the judge himeself, what dld
the Goverument do under these clrumstan

ces ? In justice to the judge, until these
charges were withdrawn, a commisslon
ought to have been issued, so as te give him
an opportunIty to do what he did, namely,
to prove that there was no foundation for
the charges In question. What was the Gev-
ernment to do. In view of that telegram ?
I repeat, that the only course left open to
the Government was to grant the request of
the judge, for a full and complete inquiry,
so that the public at large would be satis-
fied that, In the administration of justice, he
had comported himself as ai honest judge.
That telegram was followed by a letter, on
June 26th) 1897, In which the judge says :

I recelved your telegram informing me tbat a
commission is about to issue to inquire into cer-
tain charges laid against me, to-day. I must ask
that a stenographer be employed and a verbatim
report made of the whole proceedings. : It is
r.ecessary that I should mention this as I know
of none In this district, and one will have to be
sent from the coast.
Of course, that request was complied with,
and, when the commission did issue, a sten-
ographer was appointed at the judge's re-
quest, because it was only fair he should
have a verbatim report of the evidence that
was adduced against him before this com-
mission. My hon. friend (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper) says there was delay. And
what was the delay ? Between the time this
telegram was sent and the appointment of a
commission, there was a delay of a month
or two, and, after that delay, his appoint.
ment was communicated to Judge McColl.
He was then on the point of starting on cir-
cuit, and he said at the time the commission
was received, that he would be absent for
several weeks. He did start, and he was
absent for several weeks, and that was the
prime cause of the delay after the commis-
sion was issued. I do not wish to permit
this matter to be mixed up with the skilful
advocate who has put the case before the
House ; I do not want the House to allow
the kernel of this question to be hid In a
mass of words. The whole question comes
down to this. Three persons connected with
the administration of justice, justices of the
peace In British Columbia-not justices of
the peace appointed by this Government,
but appointed by the Government of British
Columbia-complained to the department of
the manner of administerIng justice by
Judge Spinks. The gist of that complaint
was communicated to the judge, and he
asked for an inquiry. The inquiry was
granted, and that is ail there le about It up
to that point. My hon. friend (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) proceeds to lay the founda.
tion of a charge against my hon. friende
from Yale and Oarlboo (Mr. Bostock) and
from New Westminster (Mr. Morrison). He
says they euddenly on the scene,
and he pro to describe what he calls
their underhand work. He says: The fine
ltalBan hand from my hon. frIend from
Yale and Cariboo appeared lu a telegram of
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the 10th December sent by Mr. Justice Me- 1 fuence ? The hon. member for Yale and Cari-
Coil. I am quite sure my hon. friend (Sir 1 boo had the audacity to suggest to the Judge
Charles Hibbert Tupper) never intended to that he entertained the idea that in a matter
attribute to the hon. member for Yale and of this sort, where the purpose was to ascer-
Cariboo (Mr. ,Bostock) any such charge as tain whether a judge had been derellet ln his
the language he used would indicate. I am duty, the complainants would be represented
sure my hon. friend (Sir Charles Hibbert by counsel, which counsel he expected would
Tupper) never meant to say, that the hon. be pald by the department. There may be
member (Mr. Bostock) acted ln an under- i some doubt as to whether it was proper for
hand way, or that he is the sort of man the complainants to be represented by coun-
who would be afraid to stand by any accu- sel paid by the department. There can be no
sation he thought well founded. I am quite doubt about their right to be represented by
certain. Mr. Speaker, that there 1s not a J counsel at their own expense. What my hon.
man in this House, whatever bis opinions friend from Yale and Cariboo did was to sug-
may be in polities, who would for one mo- gest that they might be pald by the depart-
ment think that the hon. member for Yale ment. What is there Improper in the fact
(Mr. Bostock) would make a statement that that my hon. friend volunteered a suggestion
he did not think to be true and founded I to the judge that counsel should be retained?
upon fact. What does the judge himself think about

I am certain that, havlng made the state- it ? And here Ideal with that portion of
ment. he would back it up against any and j the judge's letter which my hon. frIend did
all comers. Now, how does my lon. friend 1not read. On the 13th of December, 1897,
for Yale and Carlboo appear in this matter ? the day he sent -the telegram, the judge wrote
This court was lin the limits of bis electoral this letter to Mr. Newcombe, the Deputy
district. If bis constituents complain of the Minister of Justice:
improper administration of justice or of Im- I have the honour to explain, with reference
proper conduct on the part of Mr. Justice to my telegram to you of the 10th instant, and
Spinks. and desire their complaint to be your reply of this date, that I was under the
heard by the Department of Justice ai Ot- impression, until just before I sent the telegram,
tawa, to whom should they go to give ex- that counsel would be Instructed to appear for
pression to their complaints and to have ac- t some of the complainants ; but I then learned
cess to the Department of Justice at Otawa that it was assumed by then, as It had been byMr. Bostock, M.P., that the departmaent would
If net to their representative, whom they instruct counsel to appear.
have sent here for the purpose of expressing I was aware that in some Instances, as for ex.
their grievances and making known their ample the British Columbia Penitentiary In-
wants ? They went to the hon. member for quiry, that counsel were instructed to appear for
Yale and Cariboo, and what does he do ? the department, and, feeling that dissatisfaction
This is where the attack is made on Judge vould be felt, and probably expressed strongly
McColl by Insinuation. ln the loality from which the complaints were

made, and probably in other quarters as well, If
Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I no counsel should appear on instructions from

did not insinuate anything against Judge the department, and also that 'the investigation
McColl. I questioned the propriety of lis could hardly proceed satisfactorily if no counsel
hearing the hon. member for Yale and Cari- 1 were to appear for the complainants, because of

!,the inevitable offering in such case of evidence
boo, or any one else who had not a locus flot admissible, with the result that te persons
stand, and I argued that contention. I ln- . unacquainted with the rules of evidence the in-
sinuated nothing, but said everything I J vestigation would appear not to be thorough,
wlshed to say. i and so that the Interests of justice might be

i prejudiced instead of furthered in such circum-
The .SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hon. stances by the proceedlngs under the commission,

gentleman questloned the locus standi of the I thought it ny duty to suggest for your consid-
hon. membar for Yale and Cariboo ? eration the Instruction of. Mr. Henderson to ap-

year.
Sir CHARLEMS1- H1»IERT T'UPrIJ. in

a judicial investigation.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. In a judicial

Investigation. I think he must have gone
further and Insinuated improprlety ln the
conduct of the Judge in hearIng hlm.

Ifr OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
insinuated nothIng. I questioned the .con-
duet of the commlssioner. Isaid he should
not have heard the hon. member for Yale
and Cariboo.

The SOLIMITOR GENERAL. I accept the
suggestion of the hon. gentleman, and I with-
draw the word insinuate. I say that he
charged the judge with having been Impro-
perly Inliuenced by the hon. member for Yale
and Carlboo ; buit:where ls thlis improper In-

Mr. FITZPATRICK.

The Judge tells you that it is because he
thîinks it necessary in the 4nterest of justice,
that he asks that Mr. Henderson be instruct-
ed to appear ; and it ls because of this re-
quest made by the Judge, with which the
hon. member for Y-ale and (arlboo had the
connection, and for which he had the rs#.pon.
sibility, as mentioned la this letter, that my
hon. friend ls charged wIth uiderhand In-
terference in this matter, and that an at-
tempt is made to create the impression, both
In this House and out of it, and especially ln
the mind of the judge, that probably the
secret Inspirer of this whole attack on the
judge was miy hon. friend from, Yale and
Carlboo. That was clearly the Intention, and
that must have been the only objeet the hon.gentleman had In view when he made this
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attack upon my hon. frIend. The whole lied with the administration of justice, is
foundation for the attack made on my hon. to have established something for the prov-
friend from Yale and Cariboo was that he ing of what the money was well spent. And
suggested -the name of Mr. Henderson, and to-morrow we would be prepared to spend
the propriety of employing him as counsel the same money again in order to accom-
ln this matter. On that same point, the! plish the same result.
judge reported to the department : Mr. W. H. B NE7PT (East Simcoe). 1

It having come ta the knowledge of the under- have always understood that It is a principle
signed that no counsel had been instructed by of British law and fair-play that when a man
the comrplainants to appear for tham, that It was is found innocent, the charge against him

cmmdnly 3thoe p entounsel oeandbet a must for ever after be dropped ; but to-nigfit
it might be inconvenient to them to attend at It seems to me the hon. Solicitor General
Vernon ; and believing it essential as regards the set at naught that axiom of British justice,
administration of justice, the commission having and again resurreoted these rumours, as he
issued, not raerely that every reasonable oppor- termed them, with reference to Judge
tunity-and facility should be afforded to all par- Spinks. At the outset of bis remarks. heties desfring to give evidence te do so to the undertook to lecture my hon. lriend from
test advantage, but also that the proceedings
should be conducted ln such a manner as that no!Pictou (Sir Oharles Hibbert Tupper) on what
impression to the contrary on the part of the lhe termed bis impropriety ln casting innuen-
public might arise, the undersigned deemed It to does at one of the judges in the person of
be his duty, in the circunistances, to suggest to Mr. Justice MCCoil ; and in the next breath
the Deputy Minister of Justice the question of he declared that to-day political trafficking
the expediency of instructing counsel to appear was going on with one
upon the inquiry. in consequence of which Mr. Donion lhoer oftthe Judges of this
Henderson attended the proceedings.duce hm to coe

p down from his hiLh place and enter the poli-So the judge from the outset assumes the tcal ranks, which, by Inferece, we must pre-
entire responsibility for the appointment of sume to be the ranks of hon. gentlemen onMr. Henderson and for havIng suggested his this side. Why, to my mind, that was aname to the Department of Justice. Now, lu gross insult to the judiciary. The hon. gen-what respect does the name of my hon. friend e
*from New WestmnIster corne Into this mu:- jtieman further sald that lie intends to brlngthis up at a later day in the louse. Itter ? He comes ln because he had the auda- 1 would be much more manly on bis part andcity, when the question of the counsel to be much more fair on hIs part to the judiciaryappointed came up, to suggest that if counsel of this country, that he should t once namewere to be appointed, the person to be ap- the judge he has in his mid; but I will
pointed should be the man who was employ.t
ed as agent for the Department of Justice ini be bound to say that before the session
that locality. That is the whole extent to closes, he will be mute and inglorlous withthatloclit. Tht i th whoe eten toreference to the Judge ito whoxn lie alleges
which my hon. friend from New Westminst'r reerence to ben ude to whomce almege
appeared in this matter, and that Is the sole !overtures have been made to induce him to
fact on whieh the hon. gentleman based the le
whole of his attack upon my hon. frend. lias gone forth,. and every judge bears the
Now. it seems to me that it is not necessary brand of the suspicion east by the hon. gen-
to take Up the time o! the House at any fur- tleman who hias not dared to particularize
ther length on this matter. The charges the one to whom ae alludes. I would ask
were made by men against whose character the hon. gentleman whether e refers to one
my bon. friend could not find anything better of ec judges ln the province of Ontario,
to say than that they were actuated by because if so all sense of propriety will e
spleen and contemptible malice. They werei shocked in that province, where the judges
made by men who were themselves part and are from time to time called on to adminis-
parcel of the administration of justice ln the ter the law in election trials, and I am glad
district ; upon these charges the judge de- to say that, after some revelations we had
rnanded an inqulry. Convinced as we were the other day, there is some work of that
that the fountain of Justice should be pure. kind to be doue. Will he state frankly
the investigation was ordered ; and I say whethe1r It is a judge of the Superlor Court
that the money spent on that invesigation of Ontario to whom lhe alludes. because if
was well spent, In the interest of the admin- 0 I can onIly say thait all publie confidence
Istration of Justice, and In the Interest of will be shaken ln any of the judges who
the judge himself. m-ay preside at any of the trials soon to

It is well spent, because now the Idle ru- take place ln that province, sInce the word
mours circulated ln that locality have been has gone forth from the Solieltor General
set at rest and we are eatlsfed now that he that one of those judges, whom he has not
does his duty. Perhaps he does It a little had the manliness to name, may be persuaded
better now than lhe did before, though I to leave bis position, and presumably cast
know nothing about that, and every right ln his poltical lot with hon. gentlemen on
minded man must be satisfded hle s a fair, this side. The hon. gentleman should sure.
honest, pure-minded judge, and to have Iy refrain from oharging my hon. friend
established that fact lu that tocality, where from Pieton (Sir Charles Hlbbert Tupper)
it is important everybody should be satis- with cowardice. That charge should at least
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not come from one who lias east this Insinu- Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
ation against one of the superior judges, is a barrister.
withont venturing to mention the name.

What has been the whole defence of the Mr. BENNETT. -I beg the hon. gentle-
Solicitor General. From first to 'last It bas man's pardon, I did not know lie was a
been -this, that If you bring under the uotice barrister. But here was a pree!deînt laid
of this Government the slightest scintilla or down in that case, that Mr. B. B. Osleýr acted
tiavour of a Iarge against a judge, it then properly in interviewing Judge Robertson
becomes the bounden duty of the Depart- in advance with regard to this recoaunt in
nent of justice to inquire into bis conduct. the county of Ontarlo, because no inquiry
Why, surely the hon. Solicitor General was was held in ttat case, and it was consideredl
in the louse last session, and must have quite proper to go and see the judges in
heard certain charges made here against advance and fortify hlm with arguments be-
one of the judges. During that session. fore the other side approaehed him. Then,
there was a debate over the payment of these hou. gentlemen were justilled aiso in
certain noneys to certain parties in con- this respect, that they came from the pro-
nection with an election in the riding of vince of Britlsh Columbia, where there was
North Ontario, and the hon. member for a certain grasping and greed for everything
North Victoria charged Judge Dartnell, of l sight ; and when they asked that one
the county of Ontario, in the followIng of their professional brethren should be
words liberally palid at the expense of the Domin-

We have a summing up of the ballots by a ion, they were only asking what they
tavoured judge, Mr. Dartnell, a gentleman who, thought the surroundIngs justified them in
1 say, and I say It advisedly-for I know whereok demanding, namely, a little share of the
I speak-in a certain sense. was at the mercy publie plUnler.
of the Liberal party, or conceived himself to be As to the Idea of disposse.s1ing the judge
at the mercy of the Liberal party. altogether of his iposition, ane can easily
Here the Solicitor General sat and the hon. ua estaa set l anyb ogentlema wuho
gentlemen associated with him, and ieard sssons should have had itu e s md that
that the judge who had presided ln the re- it was perfectly right, where you had a•
count had unfairly and improperly und in- poitica opponent occupying a position ad
decently acted, and yet this Governinent a rIend who required it, to unhorse the
uever saw fit to make any inquiry at all into pLitIcal opponent b al meas and obtain
his conduet. But on the mere rumour of a te position for bis friend. I say, there-
justice of the peace-and God help the jus- fore that those hon. gentlemen had prece-
tices of the peace ln British Columbia dents for everytbing they d!d in order tothey are not any bettter than are those in dispossess the judge of his posit i
the province of Ontario as a rule-the bon. give to a party fried a lucrative etanng
gentleman proceeds to hold an investigatiin. ree.
The whole question sums itself up into this But there Is another phase of the ques-
-not so much whether the hon. member for tio whieah the h erh. o G e quer-
Yale and Cariboo (Mr. Bostock) or the hon. looked and whih the hon. er Gera for-
iember for New Westminster (Mr. Morriso) ton did not rc e hon heube ho r c-

acted rightly in this matter, as whether or These hon. geietlem ndwre A re et.
not the Minister of Justice was not altogether the on. Minste of J e b th here when
to blame ; and, speakIng for myself, .I think Judge Spinks, because the Hegraphed nto
that the hon. member for Plctou (Sir Charles rise until the u e Houeese re- did not
Hibbert Tupper) was rather harsh on both portswere notre2th June. N o these re-
of these hon. gentlemen. First and foremost, but, according tofrts otamns thaaweek
hey had precedent for everything .hey did. lU tis return I willh bu e to s are
The hon. member for Yale and Cariboo w as neither hon, gntmaw n i bound to say-and
quite justified ln lnterviewing the judge be- that long beforentleman w ïcontrldiet me--
rore the trial, because the principle was laid the session of 1 thame to ths House ln
down ilast session that it was a proper tbing of the cOnpOa19tgey had heard Some
o go before a judge before whom the trial whether thea aginst Juge r Spinks,
ook place and interview him in advance of Now, there was a maintY eoure for elter
he trial, since ln that same debate the hou. oft there hon. getmaen toturs'eO f hter
member for North Victoria stated that Mr. i doab e. ge tlemen pursue. I have
sler had called on Mr. Justice Robertson wlth the Ministe ofjuten in consultaon

na 6uuday, and did so influence him that here sutilhe 29th Ju e, as Ithey were
when au application for a recoaînt was made close un th9 June, when the sessin
he next morning It required considerable 2rd Jan. Ist telegram was sent on the
Ime and argument to remove from the mind 4n this Hou e tdhey PerMt It the o aken up tu
)f the Judge the prejudice which :bad been the IrregulMe ahyerm we e Itakenup be
ast Into It by Mur. Osler. There should, borne remind ter e see. It should be
herefore, be no complaint against the bon. until the 29th Je ase dd not rise
nember for Yaïe, who Is a layman, for 'en must have end these hn. gentle-
avIng Interviewed the judge. the Solicitor General drags i the dee

Mr. BENNETTna
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Mr. Newcombe-it may be to impress upon
his followers the idea that Mr. Newcombe,
the deputy, was the man to blame. How-
ever, he says the Department of Justice re-
.cognize their responsibility li the matter.
The complaint agarinst the department is ln
this resolution:

That the action taken by the Government in
the premises is without precedent and injurious
to the position, usefulness and dignity of the
judiciary, and involves a scandalous waste of
rublle funds.

Let us take the facts of the case. These
gentlemen lnterested themselves in the mat-
ter. First, the hon. member for Yale inter-
viewed the comumissioner personally to sug-
gest the propriety of having prosecuting coun
sel. and the lon. member for New Westmin-
ster suggested the name of such a counsel.
Both of these gentlemen were here li thé city
of Ottawa on the 29th of June, and yet this
telegram Is sent to the aeused on the 23rd
or june. The Soleltor General says he has
nîo fault to find with the telegram. I have
always understood that a telegram was
rather a public way of Imparting any infor-
mation. Besides, ln view of the fact that
the lavestigation never went on until the
month of December, nearly six months after-
wards, what was the justitication for this iu-
decent haste to have It flashed over the wires
that this judge had been charged " with
favourlitismî, with partiality, both in civil
and criminal cases were certain rings anfi
eliques were interested ? Surely the Soll-
eitor General will not stand up and say, In
view of the fact that the whole Investiga-
tion was trifling or related to matters so
unimportant that nearly six months elepsed
before they were inquired luto, that there
'was a necessity t have the charge made on
that particular day. I rather Incline to the
tpinion that the hon. member for Yale and
the hon. member for New Westminster,
belng in Ottawa when the telegram was
-sent, muet have pressed their very strongest
upon the Minister of Justice that Mr. Jus-
tice Spinks must not have his case Inquired
into in the usual way, must not be given a
fair and ordinary and decent-yes, that 1%
the word-a decent notice, but In their haste
and importunity they Inslst on this tele.
gram belng sent. What was the result? A
most manly reply on the part of the judge.
He asked to be brought face to face with
lis accusers. I am not going over on.e word
of what bas been sald by the hou. member
for Pictou, but I endorse every word of
what he has said as to the hon. member for
New Westminster and the hon. member for
Yale. They had taken upon themselves the
responsibilty of this inqulry. I will not Say
that they had instigated It, as I am nôt
a ware whether they dId or net. But I say
that It Is without the bounds of possibility
to belleve that they had never beard this
complaint until later wheu they made the
suggestion as to the retalning of counsel.

188?1

I believe that both these hon. gentlemen
were aware, being at Ottawa at the time the
telegram was sent that It was about to be
sent. Well, what follows ? The filmsy na-
ture of the whole case is apparent on the
face of the record, as cited here this after-
noon. Neither of tliese hon. gentlemen took
part li it or backed It up. The magistrates
or justices of the peace who had made the
charges did not even appear. And one of
the nost notable facts Is that there wouid
not have been a witness at all had there
not been one subpænaed by the accused. The
whole case on the face of it shows that there
must have been a most Importunate pleading
on the part of some hungry supporter for a
posit'on and an anxious desire on the part
of these gentlemen to see that a party friend
was fed; and there must have been a great
longing on the part of parties Interested la
the removal of Mr. Justice Spinks. A thou-
sand dollars was spent, and the judge has
had his character amply vindicated, though
the Solictor General revives the stery of
rumours. Though the man has been tried,
though he has been persecuted.-I wili not
say prosecnted-though the funds of the de-
partment have been placed at the disposal
of the parties who prosecuted, still the ru-
mou-r mu3t bc revived of wrong-doing on" the
part of ·this judge. It Is a wonderful thing
to me how hon. gentlemen opposite some-
times Jump at rumours. They have heard
rumours and more than rumours in the case
of the Yukon. But they have held no in-
vestigation. They heard more than rumours
in the case of Judge Dartnell, for an hon.
member charged on the floor of this House
that the judge had acted unfairly andI inde-
fensibly in the matter of the return of a
member of this House. And yet there Is no
investigation. We tind that justlce-and I
speak more particularly of my own county
of Simeoe-justice and law have become no-
thing short of matters of polities. Why, tho
county attorney, the sheriffs and the autho-
rities concerned in the administration of
justice do exactly as they did the other day
in the county of Elgin, where there was a
serious charge in the case of the West Elgir
provincial election ; and when a man named
Bole was charged with belng one et a party
of conspirators In the matter of stuffing -the
ballot-boxes, and so on, to the surprise of
everybody who hoped to see something like
decency In the administration of justice
there, the county attorney, who is paid to
see to the administration of -the law, ap-
peared to defend the accused. And what
did we see in the county of Ontario ? With
all the hideous disclosures made In ·the trial
whilch resulted ln unseating ~Mr. John Dry-
den the other day, wheu there should be
a proseuetion, a proper prosecution of a gang
of scoundrels there, the Department of the
Attorney General of Ontaro are laughing lu
their sleeve at the whole matter. And there
was a. case In which I was concerned as
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counsel, a case that arose simply out of as the House when he instituted a parallel
polities ln the county of Simcoe. A magis- between this and the case of un laquiry luto
trate there was bold enouglh and brave en- a penitentiary oficial. The cases are alto-
ough to stand to his guns In the matter of gether on a different footing, there is no
bearing a case, notwithstanding that a gang analogy between them. The whole ease bas
of magistrates were brought from 15 to 20 proeeeded from this : Some person wished the
miles away to endeavour to pack the court i position that Judge Spinks had ; who that
and force him out of gIving his decision. 1 was. I suppose the locality well knows. A
What was done in that case by the Premi.br iLiberal solicitor wished to have a fee, under
of Ontario ? When the committal and the the principle laid down, I suppose, tu the
enforcement of a fine was to be brought alleged election frauds In Manitoba, and
about, the Premier and Attorney General of when he saw the relatives of the Minister
the province writes to the magistrate who getting a part o fthe public funds, he thought
iad made the conviction that he had better he should have a portion too. But the fact
be very caref ul what he was doing, be- must remain before the public that the De-
cause a complaint had been made to him. partment of Justice went out of their way
And when the magistrate went down ln order to prosecute this case against Mr.
to the city of Toronto and demanded an Justice Spinks, and that the department have
audience with the Attorney General, Mr. utterly failed and must utterly fai to justify
Hardy', and to demand a full and thoroughl the action they took In this case against this
Inquiry Into the case, what was the judge. It il-becomes the Solictor General
result ? Why, the inqulry was refused. here to-night to attempt to brag over the
When we demanded that an inquiry should member for Pictou In reference to Innuen-
be made in the case of the magistrates who does made agaInst this judge. The case has
had been brought there 17 or 20 miles been fairly and honourably treated by my
around to pack the bench, the result was that hon. friend. In referring to the judges, I
no tnquiry could be had and no inquiry has have this to say, that, the other day, In the
been had up to this date in that case. But course of a certain debate, I referred to the
thank goodness ! there are courts of appeal fact that it was Impolitieto introduce judges
lu the province of Ontarlo, and when these into the party arena at all, and because I
people appealed from the decision given by mentioned a case la the province of On-
the convicting magistrate, there was a de. tarlo without referring to the name of the
eision by Chief Justice Armour, and I cannot judge, the Premier saw fit to resent what
do better than quote his remarks ln theIhad said.
full Court of Queen's Bench, upholding the
decision of the magistrate against the deci-
sion of the county attorney, backed as it was
by the Attorney General of the province,
Mr. Hardy. Mr. Justice Armour gave the
decision of the court ln these words : ln the
case of Regina vs. McRae:

It is not to be tolerated that the accused should
bring with hlm, when he comes up for trial, par-
tisan justices who insist upon bis acquittal. Look
at the consequences. Suppose a man were charged
with murder, and brought before a magistrate,
he might, no matter what the evidence, be dis-
charged upon the preliminary hearing, by pack-
Ing the bench with friendly justices. Al the
justices ln each county are equal ln authority,
but, as it would be contrary to the public Inter-
est as well as indecent that there should be a
contest between different justices, we must lay
down the rule that when a party charged comes
or is brought before a magistrate lu obedience
to a summons or warrant, no other magistrate
should interfere lu the Investigation of or adjudi-
eation upon the charge, except at his request.
And if we had not ln the province of Ontario
courts of revIew, justice and rIght would
have been set at defiance, and everythIng
would have been made subordinate to party
ends. The Solletor General bas made .no
defence of this case, te my mind. Hie has not
shown that there was a bona fida case made
ont ·agalst tis judge before the investiga-
tion was started ; be bas not shown that it
was the duty of the Crownto retal ceounsel
and prosecute this case. Why, the Solleitor
General must have «-mused hlmself, as well

1 Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order, the hon.
gentleman must not wander from the subject
of debate.

Mr. BENNETT. However, I will only say
that I entirely coincide with what the Sollc-
tor General bas said that the judiciary
should be above suspicion, tiat the judiclary
slould not be made cheap in this country .

land if we are going to make the judiciary
cheap lu this country, no better way eaube taken than has been taken In the present
case of bringlng alleged charges lan ere oi
the floor of the House. Both the hon. men-
bers for Yale and Cariboo and New West-
minster had an opportuity of doin se be-
fore the 29th of June, 1897, when the House
rose, when the matter could bave been vindi-
cated fairly and above board, rather than
that the procedure followed In this case.

,Mr. AULAY MORRISON (New Westmins-
ter). If any evidence were wanted of the
crass Ignorance of the hon. gentleman who
has Just taken his seat In respect to a matter
with which, he should be very famillar, It is
only necessary -to recall the remark with
which he concluded his speech. Now, let me
state very brledy my: own connection with
this matter. In doing s, i wish to deny cate-
gorleally the statements and insinuations
made both by the hon. member for Pletou (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) and tHe hon.'Mem-
ber for. East Simeoe (Mr. Bennett). imay
teli the §ion. member for East Simcoe that h'could have aseertained, if he had taken the
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trouble to ask me, that I knew absolutey produced, as well for as against Mr. FItzsim.
notbing aibout the telegram at the time it was mons, as was done, I believe, ln this present
sent, or before, nor anything about the sub- Instance.
jeet matter of that telegrn. If my recollec- Knowing that a counsel was about to be
tion serves me right, the Information concern- appointed to watch this case, and thInking
Ing the cbarges agalnst Judge Spinks came to that, probably, the department might select
me f rom the Pacifie coast. Not knowing that the agent of the department in Victoria,
this matter would come up in this shape at when there would be no necessity for over-
the present time, I have not provided myself looking the agent of the department on the
with the details ; but I am certain that it mainland, I suggested that Mr. Henderson
was Incidentally that I ascertained that my be chosen, and he was selected. Mr. Hender-
frIend Judge Spinks was being charged by son is a gentleman of high standing at the
sonebody with doIng somethIng whlbliehe bar ln British Columbia, and I do not think,
should not have done in bis position as a for one moment, that the hon. member for
judge. I went down to the Department of Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tapper) would
Justice and Interviewed Mr. Newconbe, the undertake to assail him or to Impute im-
Deputy Minister, and found out from him piroper motives to him. He has had the bad
that these letters had been received by the taste to make the most unprofessional state-
department, and that he had sent a tejegran. ments and to impute the most Improper mo-
which telegram I read, and which letters 1 tiveî4 ln regard to Mr. Henderson's connee.
read. Up to that time I had no knowledge tion with this case. I resent the Tmputation
of the contents of those letters, had no of wrongful motives to myselfn having
knowledge that a telegram had been sent, sent that telegram, as well as the tone of
or what its contents were. I thlink that is voice in which the hon. member for Pictou
about the date that the House prorogued, or read that telegram, in which I said: "I re-
a few days before, because I lntended sendeî commend Alexander Henderson, Q.C., New
Ing a wire to Judge Spinks to meet me at Westminster, as counsel ln this case." The
Sicamous. on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, way ln whieh he wound up that telegram re-
near bis place. Iu order that I might have a minded me of the famous Sergeant Buz-fuz :
conversation wIth him. I felt very much per- " Chops and tomato sauce ! Graclous Hea-
turbed at hiearing that these letters had been yens. Is the virtue of an unprotected
written about him, because he was a very widew w lie trified away by artifices of
particular friend of mine. Judge Spinks isthie sort?" This was wlat le based lus
fnot a judge of the county in whicl I live tremendous fabrie upon. Isay, it is un-
he is farther removed from where I practise worthy of any gentleman who bas a posi-
my profession than the county of East Su- tien on the floor mt-is House, or at the
eoe Is from the city of Ottawa. He Is away bar, or any place where decent couduet 1s
up In the Kootenay district, and I lve down expected, te make the Insinuations and cow-
a+ the nouth of the Fraser River. te liveil ardly ? Tnuends thatthe hon. gentleman hias
entlrely beyond my county, se that ixythuîgvmade. 1He oasrhoade statements and Insinua-
which Judge SpInks miglt do ln bis own tions on the floor of this House whch, If
jurisdietion was no -conceru ef mine, other- $they liad be3n made 10qi yards frem here.
wlse than bis being a friend of mine, and I1 there would be a by-edection l Pctouc in a
would be luterested F knwIng what action short ine. The hon. gentleman, standing
had been taken for or alnst hm. Mr. Jus- on the floor ot this House and puttlng on
ice MeColg ef Justice o the province, record lu this liuse remarks and insinua-

was appoited a conm ssoner t investgate tiens sur-as le bas made, las done some-
the charges agan st Judge Spnks. Again, If thIng that Is absolutely unwortly of hlm,
my memory serves me rigtm the suggestion and I trust that the on. gentleman wllut
of havIng ceunsel brought in lu the way Iopursue the tacties wh ie Hlias adopted o
whl Mr. Henderson was brought lna engin- thr woccaslon. I do lot know how long be-
ated wlth Mr. Justice McColl. At any rate, fore ths lie lias been accustomed te follow
1 found ont tbat -it was decded tehave titishlno t attack, whch, I sayl, Is unworthy
counsel brougt lr againsim. m M r wnJux- of an hon. member oofthts House. I an
perlence d a commissions emanatingvresithe amazed that, on sucl fumsy fondation. oe
Department agJustice, iknew that the re- shousd for a moment considerthat it was
presentatveo se m ig the sr ofJustice l worth Is whIle te take up the tme o fle
fe province o nitis Columbgahi uvariably nHouse luthe way that hie has dope. oas

appeared betre these M lvestgations.y had talked about this tremendousexpense
ln fmymnd the Investigation Inte the case $40t which was pahd as a tee of M . Aex
of 'Mr. Fitzslnuons, deputy warden oft- the ander Henderso'n, Q.C., o! New Westminster.
penitentlary at New Westminster, at w1icb I dld, net. follow the ,heu., gentleman all

appeared as counsel fer,r. Fitzsim mons, t-rug hls rambi hremark but I amused
Dring the long course o that Investigation mysef by maknug a lIttle calculaton as te
Mr. Ctarles Wilson, Q.C., e Vancuver, the expendItures ohile le wais talking about the
thn represeoftative oftheMinister f Justiee. eotxpenditure et this $400. t1fid that hon.
appeared befo theat investigations.is hatlkaou theigetlmanbas rempendous'exp e f

sing mide inveJsticegakn Dnothe ate0 whic $4as aid harsanfe ofe bMr. Ae

Duringastle lng coursofe tea t inesu pektigatsonternoofnb maki littple calcua- st

upon hlm to see that all the evidence was culatien as te what it costs te keep this
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House running during the seven hours that
it usually sits.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman has cost about 10 cents up
to the present tUme.

Mr. MORRISON. The hon. gentleman bas
put that in the most insulting way. This,
afternoon, when I sought to put a relevant
question, he would not even answer the
question, but hid himself under the cowardly
excuse of saying that I should say : Please,
air, may I aski you a question ? There is
not a gentleman in this House who invades
the rules of debate more than the hon. mem-
ber for Pictou. The hon. gentleman talks
about the expenditure of money, In
the way in which this $400 was spent,
yet he las actually expended, or has
caused to be spent, the sum of $2,000
since he began speaking this after-
noon. After the very concise and excellent
statement of the case by the hon. Solicitor
General, it would be really superfiuous foi
me to take up the time of the House in say-
ing anything f urther upon this matter.; but
I would like to say, that the hon. member
for Pictou, in presenting that resolution, bas
presented It upon absolutely no substantial
ground whatever. There is not one allega-
tion that the hon. member made in respect
to myself, and I venture to say, in regard
to the hon. member for Yale and Cariboo (Mr.
Bostock), which is founded on fact. The
hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett)
has also made statements which are entirely
at variance with the facts, and I would like
to say to him. that his Insinuations and his
suppositions, in regard to my participation
In this matter, are entirely erroneous.

Mr. BENNETT. If he *will recall what 1
said. he will remember that I sald, tiat I
believed both himself and the hon. member
for Yale and Cariboo yielded to the impor-
tunity of their friends.

Mr. MORRISON. I bave not.
Mr. BENNETT. That Is what I said their

connection with it was. I acquitted the hon.
gentleman of any other connection wit it.

Mr. MORRISON. I trust the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Bennett) wIll go further, and ac-
quit me of .that, because I have had no com-
munication with the friends of either of the
people who wrote these letters. I knew no-
thing about it, except In ·the way I bave
said In openlng my statement. I would not
condescend to offer this explanatIon to
the hon. gentlemen opposite and to take
up the time of the House in making
these few remarks, if the hon. member
for PIctou had not thought that he had
something that was sufflclently import-
ant to Justify him In taking up four hours'
time and In movIng this resolution asking
the House to vote want of confidence in the
Government. This ls what Justifies me in
adopting this circumlocutionary method of

Mr. MORRISON.

giving a denial to the statements made by
the bon. member for Plctou and the hon.
member for East Simcoe. I am satisfied, as
far as the participation of the Department
of Justice is concerned, to take the estimate
of Sir Oliver Mowat, the late Minister of
Justice, in regard to the proper procedure
ln this matter. I do not wish to make any
invidious comparisons, but, when it comes
down to making a comparison as between
the hon. gentleman who occupied the po-
sition at one time of Minister of Justice,
and who comes here and endeavours to con-
vince the House that the course taken by
Sir Oliver Mowat was wrong, and makes
a comparison between himself and between
Sir Oliver Mowat In a case of that kind. it
reminds me very much of comparing a
singed cat to a Bengal tiger. I say, that
the hoh. member for Pictou, iln standing up
here and treating us to such a harangue for
such a time, assalling the opinion of Sir
Oliver Mowat, ls receding to a depth to
which I did not think It was possible for a
member of Parliament to reach. I trust that
the hon. member for Cariboo will deem It
necessary to make a few remarks in regard
to the references which have been made to
himself. As far as I am concerned, I had
no communication with the hon. member for
Yale and Cariboo. I did not see him about
this matter. I did not know that he had any-
thing to do with it. It may surprise the
the House to know that, as far as I am con-
cerned, the hon. member for Yale and Cari-
boo, Mr. Henderson. Chief Justice McColl,
Judge Spinks, are all of them on the most
amicable ·ternis with me that they could pos-
sibly be. Judge Spinks, as I said before, is
a particular friend of mine, and there is no
inan ln this House regrets more than I that
Judge Spinks's name should be dragged for-
ward lu this unnecessary way, and being put
on " Hansard " and In the press of the coun-
try. I am sure that Judge Spinks would be
the last man to give credit to the hon. mem-
ber for Pictou for wliat lie las done to-day.
There is no doubt ln the world that -the object
of the hon. member for Pictou is to make
political cudos for himself in British Colum-
bla. I have lost all respect for the hon. gen-
tleman's Judgment In, adopting the course
which he bas taken, for, if there Is one thing
more than another whiclh tends to discredit
the bon. gentleman, particularly where
Judge Spinks Is known, and where the hon.
member for Yale and Cariboo ls known, it ls
what he las done here to-night. All I can
say is, that, if he is going to keep this thing
up, as far as we are concerned, politically
speaking : God speed hlm.

Mr. H. BOSTOCK (Yale and Cariboo). A
rather strong reference has been made to
me ln the course of thLs discussion, and
motives have been imputed to me which are
not justified by the facts. Judging from
what the hon. member for East Simcoe (Mr.
Bennett) lias sald, I assume that lie would
be actuated by the motives in a case of tiiis
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kind, whIlc lhe bas endeavoured to impute
to me. I would not be so actuated. I may
stata for his benefit, that so far as I know,
no gentleman was looking for the position
that Mr. Spinks oceupled then, and occuples
now. No friends of mine or friends of the
Liberal party were pushing to get Mr.
Spinks's position. My part In the matter
came ln at the time that I wrote a letter, ou
receiving a letter from Mr. Sidley. Mr.
Sidley wrote to me wanting to know whe-
ther those who asked for the Investigation
were to have counsel, and Mr. Justice MeColl
being In the province off BritIsh Columbia.
It was easier and quicker to get au answer
from him, and I wrote 'hm, presuming that
he would have recelved instructions if such
a thing was going to be doue. I wrote the
letter which has been read. But, so far as
my taking a part ln this matter or wIshing
to do Mr. Spinks any harm Is concerned. 1
entirely repudiate any such Intent. I may
state that I consider the administration of
justice ln my constituency as a most in-
portant matter, and one that bas to be
watched more carefully there than possibly
in any other province in the Dominion, be-
cause at the present time we have a large
population coming from all parts of the
world. and tbey are apt to criticise more
closely any action of the judges than pos.
sibly people would ln the older and more
settled portions of the Dominion. I ao
think a great deal of good has resulted from
this investigation, because the rumours
which were abroad have been set at rest
and the people feel that Mr. Spinks Is pro-
perly carrylug out the duties of the position
he occuples-a position of great importance
lu that part of the country-and they now
feel that he Is actuated by proper motives.
I took no part ln the matter of getting Mr.
Henderson or any other person appointed to
that commission. I simply wrote this letter
to Judge MeColl ; I never spoke to him on
the matter ; and I think if any bon. mem-
ber of this House bad been wrItten to for
Information by a constituent, as Mr. Sidley
Is a constituent of mine, that member would
have taken the course that I did. My only
other course would have been to have wrlt-
ten to the Department of Justice Itseif. I
never had any Idea of Interviewing Mr.
Justice McColl for the purpose, in any shape
or form, of influenclng him in anything he
might have to do with the case ; I never
did anything other than write the letter
whlchb as been referred to. I sball not fur.
ther take up the time of the House. 'I thinir
the House will be satisfied with this personal
explanation, and as to the conduet of the
Department of Justice, the bon. the Solicltor
General has fully stated the situatlon to the
House. and I thInk the House will agree in
the considerations he bas advanced.

Mr. A. B. INGRAM (East Elgin). I am
not a 'lawyer, Mr. Speaker, and- It may be
presumption on my part to have anythlng to

say on this legal question, but in iny own
county 'I have had some experience ln re-
spect to charges against judges, and I haove
a great deal of sympathy with Judge Spinlrs
under the circumstances. While a layman
who bas nothing to do with the administra-
tion of justice may be excused for offeriugj complaints against a judge, I cannot under-
stand how It comes that three justiees of the

apeace, charged with the administration oi
0 justice ln British Columbla, could be so
mistaken ln their complaints agalnst this

1 Judge, as is proven by the action of tho
Justice Department, and by the judge who
investigated these charges. It has been
shown clearly that Judge Spinks was In no
way to blame, and that there was nothing
ln these complaints.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
And never was anything.

Mr. INGRAM. And never was anything.
1 am glad to hear both the gentlemen from
British Columbia disclaiming any collusion
with these complainants, and asserting that
they simply had done their duty as repre-
sentatives of the people, but I am sorry to
say that the same policy is not. carried out
with respect to other departmeuts of the
Government. My experience is, -that when
inembers have made their complaints to thbe
departments about the conduct of public
affairs in their constituency, and wheni the
officers have been instructed to investigate
these complaints, even after trat, sone of
the departments consult Liberal mnemibers
and defeated Liberal candidates as to the
course the department should pursue. That
is a wrong policy, because if the responsible
Ministers send responsible officers to deal
with these complaints. no Irresponsible per-
son, be lie member or defeated candidate,
should be consulted to influence the result.
Now, the Solicitor General made a few
statements to-night, with some of which i
entirely agree, and they are not the only
statements of that hon. gentlemen with
whieh I agree. because I have found hiP
very fair in a good many things. kle lias
stated that the waters of justice snould
flow from a pure spring for those who drink
them. I agree with that. He also stated
that he did not think a Liberal and a frieni
of the Government was precluded fron
naking a complaint as to the manner in
which justice was being administered. I
quite agree wIth that. No Liberal should be
precluded from making a complaint. but I
go further, and I ask the Solicitor General
If he will agree with ile ln this proposition:
If a Conservative makes a complaint as to
the way ln which justice is being admInIs-
tered, will the department take the same
r-teps as they would in the case of a Liberal,
and Investigate the complaint made by the
Conservative ? Now, If that proposition of
mine be assented to, I hope, Mr. Speaker.
you wIll pardon the remarks I am about to
make. and I wll endeavour to make them
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free from any partisan feeling, and In
what I belleve to be in the interests of
the administration of justice in Canada.
As we have listened ail afterno.n to mle
way tu which justice has been administored
lu British Columbia, I take it that the De-
partment of Justice are always glad to find
out the way in which the provincial govern-
ments of this Dominion administer justice
to the people of the various provinces, and
I want to quote a sanple er two froin îaiy
own county in the province of O)ntario. We
have a police magistrate temporarily
appointed in the city of St. Thomas,
whose duty it is to deal out even-handed
justice rrespeetive of party. This gentle-
man Is supposed to be one of Those who
are pure, and who Is to adninisMŽr justice
from this pure fountain, and how lias lie
done it ? Several men have been charged
with stuffing ballots and stealing ballots, also
personating voters and deputy returning
officers In West Elgin. Unlike the lion. gen-
tleman who is charged with making certain
statements ln this House this afternoon
which he would not dare to make outside
of this House, I make the statement that
one Duncan Bole, of the own of Sault Ste.
Marie. came to the west riding of Elgin.
and deliberately stole ballots that shouid
have been given credit to the Conservative
candidate in West Elgin. I can prove that
to be true In any court of law in this coun-
try. and I will make the statement outside
of this fHouse over my own signature, and
will get dozens of others to do the same.

Mr. MORRISON. Why doa't you do it?

' r. INGRAM. I will explain. In order
to prosecute this gentleman for the crime
which he has comnitted, he was a;ested
and brought .to where lie îad tfomnitted
the crime. He was brought before a justice
of the peace, whose duty it was to adminis-
ter the law ; and wbo twas brought there to
try this man charged with one of the most
heinous crimes that a man can commit-
stealing the franchise of a man who had
lonestly marked his ballot for the candidate
of his choice ? We ftnd that the Oounty
Crown attorney of that county went there
to defend the thief, and for doing so I
understand was pald by the province. What
I wish to know is 'this: if the Department
of Justice finds money to investigate charges
such as we have heard of in ritish Colum-
bia, wlll they find money to investgate the
charge that I have stated1? The Attorney
General of the province. whose duty It Is to
see that the law of this Dominion is properly
carried out, especially the criminal law, was
asked to produce the ballots so that the case
could be proceeded wfth, and he declined to
produce them. The County Crown attorney,
who should represent the 0rown, went there
for the express purpose of raising a fechni-
cality to defeat the ends of justice. Nextwe
had this St. Thomas police magistrate, who

Mr. INGRAM.

is temporarily appointed on the recommenda-
tion of a gentleman who Is now the repre-
sentative of West Elgin in- the local legisla-
-ture, and who, If appointed permanently,
will owe his appointment to that gentleman.
I ask, is it human nature for à& gentleman of
that kind to deal out even-handed justice
from this pure fountain, and Injure the ,man
to whom he owes his appointment? I say
it should be the duty of the Department of
Justice, in a case of that kind to procure
somebody who would deal out even-handed
justice. This man not only presides as
police magistrate, but lie goes round and
endeavours to secure sureties that the parti-
cipators will appear at a certain day, and
lie lets them go with $200 ln their own name
and $200 in two sureties; and when the
case comnes up again, these men do not ap-
pear, and that Is how they get onut of It.

Amendinent negatived ; motion agreed to,
aud louse resolved Itself Into Committee of
Supply.

(lu the Committee.)

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose my non. friend
does not intend to go on ?

The MINISTER OF MAR'INE AND
FISHERIES. We have an item in the
Fisheries whbehî we had better pass.

Mr. FOSTER. I understood that the item
was left for the very purpose of iseussing
it.

Inspection of Dominion steamers and fog
alarms ................................. $1,300

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
would like to ask the hon. Minister if he
has got the report which his officer told
me on Tuesday was ready up to a certiin
point ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I asked
my officer to-day, and he says the hon. gen-
tleman misunderstood him altogether If he
said the report was ready. He is having It
copied as rapidly as possible.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. If
at that time dit was ready up to a certain
polit, that much could be brought down.

The MINISTER Oli' MARCiNE AN)
FISHERIES. My oticer brought me the
material so far as it was copied to-day, and
it was not in a shape to be brought down;
but he Is getting it ready. He nas four
or five clerks engaged in copyinig it.

Mr. GILL1II0. I woul like to ask the
lon. gentieman if he is now prepared to
let me lave the papers in the two eases I
brnagh. lir-fore hirm some time ago-une, that
of the lighthouse-keeper at Point Jerome,
Rticiinud County, the papers hof %leh he
pronised to let nme have by yesterday week.
r want to know If he is prepared to hand
them to nie now ?
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The MIN ISTIER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIElS. I have not got them. The
papers with reference to the dismisal of
the fisliery oileer were brought down last
year to the Senate. I have had them copled
and I may p.erhaps be able to give them to
the hon. gentleman to-night. There is noth-
ing in them except exactly what I told the
hou. gentleian itit he was reported by
the Commissioner of Fisheries as an In-
efficient officer.

Mr. GILLIES. There is no such report In
them.

Sir
This
came

CHARLES
item was to
down. That

HIBBERT TUPPER.
stand until the report
was the agreement.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEIIIES. I dld not understand that
It was to stand until the report came down.
It is being prepared. I cannot make the
officials copy the documents faster.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEIL
Surely, with the understanding we had be-
fore the House, the hon. gentleman does not
want to press this item of $1,300 until the
report is brought down ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANID
FISIIERIES. I did not understand that
there was a specifle agreement of that kind,
but I understood that we should leave one
item stand, with liberty to discuss all items
generally.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That was item 208. We had passed 207 be-
fore reaching 208, with the exception of that
item. and It was understood that the report
should be prepared and brought down.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. Then pass 208, and I will let
the other stand.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Not
at all ; I bave a great deal to say on that.

Oyster culture .......................... $7,000
Mr. INGRAM. The understanding was,

the other night, that item 208 would all pass
except one item, and that on that one item
we could discuss any of the others. I asked
him then if he would charge his memory
with regard to the legal expenses pald here.
I find an item of $70 paid to John Farleyson
Thomas, page K-80. What was this for?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. 1 am unable to recolleet. It
is for legal expenses over 18 inonths ago.

Mr. INGRAM. 1 cannot understand where
the $70 would come from.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman Is quite1
open to move for the vouchers lin the Publie1
Accounts Committee; he eau hardly expeetE
me to charge My memory with all theset
items.

Mr. INGRAM. I am not a member of that
committee.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman can get
some one who is a member to move for IL

Mr. INGRAM. Last evening I called the
hon. gentleman's attention to It.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. I do not recollect his doing
so, and do not think he dld, or It would be in
"Hansard."

Mr. INGRAM. I am not Impatient at all,
but am wIlling to wait for the informafion.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. In
consldering the subject, the other evening,
the hon. Minister made a few observations on
a very important question, and I an sur-
prised to find that, according to the report in
his department, there has been a large
amount of correspondence on that question
whieh is not li the report, nor has It been
brought down in any shape before ParlIa-
ment. For instance, the hon. gentleman has
reached an arrangement with some of tl4e
provinces in connection with the jurisdlction
of the fisheries of the federal and local Gov
eruments, and the correspondence that took
place ought to be furnIshed to Parliament.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES, I do not think there was any
correspondence of any moment at ail.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
gathered, the other nlght, that was the bon.
gentleman's Impression, and that there had
simply been pourparlers between him and
members of the governments la the pro-
vinces, but I find that his Deputy Minister
at page 35 of the report, states that the de-
cision of the Privy Council was not perfectly
understood, and that while the power to
make fishery regulations was vested in the
Dominion, there were other rights of great
importance which could not longer be exer-
cised by the Federal Government. The Issu-
Ing of Ilcenses are defined to be In the juris-
diction of the provinces and the collection of
revenues, except In the case of Manitoba and
the North-west Territories. I do not under-
stand that exception.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The deelslon was that at the
time of confederation the several provinces
that became united were the owners of cer-
tain property, among which was the rlgbt of
ilshing, and that right was not transferred
to the Dominlon. That. however. does not
apply to Manitoba or the North-west Terri-
torles, because these portions of the Domin-
Lon became part of the confederationilater.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
bon, gentleman said there was not much cor-
respondece, but in the report his deputy
says that a large amount of correspondence
took place between the department and ibe
Provinclal authorities on the announeement
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of the decision, and that there were many
points concerning which there was still great
uncertainty. We ought to have that corres-
pondence.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is purely departmental
correspondence relatIng to administration.
For instance, the province of Ontario ap-
pointed an officer to carry out the work, an.]
he had correspondence with Mr. Prince, re.
garding the manner In which we administer
that branch of the department, and we, gave
him copies of the books and showed him how
we had worked out the administration of the
fisheries, but the correspondence had nothIng
to do wlth the legal spoints involved. They
were discussed between Mr. Hardy and bisi
legal advisers, Mr. Marchand and his legal
advisers and myself and my legal advisers
bore.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Of
course, that Is satisfactory, If the hon. gen-
tieman Is clear that this is only relating to
suc', matters, and not to the so-called modus
vivendi. The deputy seems to leave that
impression.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There has been some corre-
spondence between myself and the province
of Quebec with reference to the sea-ecast
fisherles ; also, as I told the hon. gentle-
man, with the Premiers of the maritIme pro-
vinces with reference to a possible agree-
ment upon a case to be submitted. This is
since the report came out.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
think any correspondence on such an Im-
portant question as that might come down,
unless-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think it should not cone.
down at the present stage.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
call the hon. gentleman's attention to that
at any rate. There Is another matter to
whIlch I wish to refer. It is stated that "a
thorough revision of the existing laws s in
band." Will the hon. gentleman tell me
what that means ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It simply means that the ex-
lsting law will bave to be amended in some
few particulars. For instance, the Privy
Council determîne that the main section of
our Act, section 2, so far as it permits us to
give leases, Is ultra vires. I have to get the
Bill drafted.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Who 1s drafting It? Is it being done out-
side the department?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No. I lntend to submit a
draft to the Justice Department. It wIll be
prepared in my own department. I would
suggest that we might reserve one Item o I

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

$1,300 until he gets the report, and the rest
of the Item mlght pass.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. We
have not discussed the points arising out of
this.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I thought the hon. gentleman
had discussed them pretty well. However,
I do not want to shorten the discussion.

Mr. BENNETT. The other' evening, I re-
ferred to the case of Noble Brothers, a case
which attracted, and still attracts, a great
deal of attention. Among the fishermen in
the constituency which I have -the honour
to represent, there are some who, like other
lishermen, sometimes make the mistake of
fishing illegally. The result ls, that these
men, comparatively poor men, have been
visited with the terrors of the law. Not
only have heavy fines been imposed, but they
have suffered the loss of nets, and some-
times of their boats-for that is the pu»Ish-
ment deereed under the very salutary law
carried out by the Dominion. But these
lishermen of the Georgian Bay, adjolning
the riding of East Simcoe, complain that,
as against them, the law bas been rigidly
enforced, but in the case of Noble Brothers,
a large and wealthy firm, who measure their
wealth, not by bundreds, but by thousauds,
though they have been prosecuted in the
courts by the inspector and convieted, a
different course Is followed. Their large
feet of boats was seized, but, belng placed
under a bond, they have been released. &nd
though this occurred some four years ago,
Noble Brothers have gone free, and no re-
tribution has been visIted upon them. The
Minister and the House will understand that
when poor men stand and see thelr accumu-
lations of years go up ln smoke because
they have been fishing illegally-when, per-
haps, they have hunger at the door, and
they see this wealthy firm, with their great
political influence in Algoma, go free-it Is
not to be wondered at that they think that
justice Is not fairly administered. I referred
to this matter the other night, but the House
closed at the time, and the Minister did not
make a statement in reference to the pre-
sent situation of the case. I would now
ask the Minister, If he will state the amount
of the bond and whether or not ail the fleet
of boats have been restored to the Noble
Brothers, and whether any part of the Pnes
have been paid ; and if not, Is it the intention
of the department to permit Noble Brothers
to go Scot free, or Is It Intended to exact the
fines Inflicted and carry out the punishment
decided by the inspector ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Bennett) has referred to a case which hap-
pened many years ago, before I became the
head of the department. Any action taken
was taken by my predecessor, and not by
me. No action hasý been taken by me, ex-
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cept that I Informed Mr. Osler, the counsel
for Noble Brothers, that, If he chose to re-
open the case,, I would listen to bis argu-
ment and give him such a decision as I
thought was fair. He said he would prefer
to wait until the decision of the Privy C§Yun-
eil was given as to the relative jurlsdiction
of the Dominion and the province, and he
would then take such action as the thought
best. Since then nothing has been done by
hlm, and nothing bas been done by me.

Mr. BENNETT. I am surprised; at that
statement, ln view of the fact that Noble
Brothers can hardly he looked to to take
the Initiative. Faney a plaintiff who has
a verdict ln bis favour, moving to set gside
his verdict.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). That is a very fre-
quent occurrence.

Mr. BENNETT. Yes, he sometimes moves
to have It Increased. But that Is not sug-
gested, In this case. If the facts are as I
belleve them to be, the hon. member for
Plctou, who was Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, In the opinion of many fisher tmen
on the shore of Georgian Bay, did not deal
by any means harshly with Noble Brotiers.
I believe I am right, when I say, that the
Minister has lying ln his department a bond
for the forthcomlng of these tugs and sail-
ing vessels, and also a record, or minute of
the heavy fines imposed by Mr. EllIott, the
fishery inspector. And no better proof
could be had of the fact that Mr. EllIott was
right, than the fact that he is still retained
ln the department.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. BENNETT. I am very sorry that ie
has been removed. Why was it?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am sorry, also. His ser-
vices were dispensed witb. along with the
others, after the decision of the Privy Cnun-
cil.

Mr. BENNETT. He proved himself a
most fearless and impartial of!cer ln the
administration of the law. But the Minister
can Inquire of the officer of his department
who is present to-night, and ascertain if
there is standing against the Noble Brothers
large fines. And, if the Noble Brothers are
to be ipermltted to go unwhipt of justice,
when the man who hias a forty or fifty-dolar
fishing boat and a hundred dollars' wnrth
of nets, If caught Illegally fishlng, must not
only lose bis property, but pay a heavy fine,
I can only say, that the fishermen will not
have much faith ln the administration of
law or justice In the country. Now, I ask
the Minister, what was the amount of finpa
that were recorded ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. I do not know. The matter

Is a very old one, and began long before I
came into the department.

Mr. BENNETT. Now, I would like to-
know, because 1 have been asked by at
least twenty fishermen in my own riding
what the Government Intend to do about
the Noble case. The Minister admits the
case is not witbout his review, because he
had commaulcations with Mr. Oslër upon
the subject.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIIERLES. 1 assume from what Mr.
Osler tells me that they will bring a case
against this Government for enormous dam-
ages.

Mr. BENNETT. I do not think the Gov-
ernment will grant them a flat to bring on
the action. In the next place, I think they
will be only too happy toe cry quits. I am
only asking for information so that I may be
enabled to tell the men who are engaged In
fishing, what disposition bas been made ot
the Noble case. It is a matter that excited
a great deal of attention, and occupied col-
umns of newspaper comment. The matter
was even introduced on the floor of the
House by some hon. gentlemen then on the
left who now sit on the right of the Speaker.
Strong complaint was made against the con-
duct of thle then aeting Minister, the hon.
member for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper). I think the Minister should eer.
tainly give the House the information whe-
ther the fines have been paid, and whether
It is the intention of the Government to en-
torce the fines.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I tell the hon. gentleman
that the case Is hoary with age. There is
any amount of manuscript over there that
any one may consult if he pleases. The
case was disposed of by the Minister who
preceled me, and the counsel for the Messrs.
Noble intirmated to me that they would
await the decision of the Privy Council, and
then take such action in the courts as they
thought the interest of their clients re-
quired. I assume they will do so, ad wben
they come Into court, if they have any claim
against the Government, it will be decided
in the proper way. I do not intend to pay
rhem any damages. I de not think th'e hon.
gentleman as a lawyer would advise me to
take any action to recover those old fines.

Sir ffHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
On the question of the Noble Brothers, I am
surprised to hear the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries take such a position. He ean-
not dismiss it by saying that It is hoary
with age. The decision of the PrIvy Council
at no tine could possibly affect the action
of the department ln the matter of enfore-
ing the regulations. Nothing In that de-
cision throws a doubt upon the validity of
the fishery regulations, on the contrary iie
right to enforce them is upheld. The case,
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of the Noble Brothers was a mSt harsh case.
It is harsh enough to burn up the nets and
boats of poor fishermen, as the Minister's
offeers are doing now, and the papers do not
think it worth while to take up their case;:
but If a powerful firm like the Noble Bro-
thers corme forward and openly violate the
regulations, with tugs going into the waters
at their own sweet wlll, contrary tothe re-
gulations of the close season, If you seize
their tugs a great outery ls made. Instead
of the Minister being, as I suppose I woulh
be, at that time blamed for not summarly
dealing with these people, because I took the
tugs and kept them, I became the subject
of abuse, both in the House and In the press
of the country, the Toronto "Globe" lead-
Ing off lin the ight, whereas my offleers were
only doing their duty. But I had personal
knowledge of the manner ln which the
Noble Brothers were actIng. While one of
them was ln my office trylng to palliate the
facts of the case, a telegram was put Into
my hands from my officers lin the waters
concerued, saylng that another tug of the
Nobles had just been caught taking fish in
the close season. Wel, the exeitement that
these people stirred up through their power-
ful position was something extraordinary,
and Instead of getting the support of the
public, the department got very little popular
support. KnowIng as I did that the poorer
classes of fishermen suffered from the loss
of their boats and nets far more than the
Noble Brothers, I dId endeavour to hold the
Nobles down to the same rule and the same
treatment. Boards of Trade all over Onta-
rio sent in strong representations on behall
of the Noble Brothers, who bought enormous
supplies from the merchants, and pressure
was brought from all quarters, representa-
tions were made so determinedly and su
positively that fnaly, after consulting wltb
my colleagues, we agreed to hold these tugs
and not dispose of them by sale in the ordin-
ary course. We appointed Mr. Samuel Wil-
mot, Superintendent of Fish Culture, to hear
wh't these people had to eay. They employ-
ed eminent counsel,, the frmof Mcarthy &
Osler, and they went before Mr. Wilmot and
treated the commissioner as If it were a re-
gular tribunal, and raised all sorts of teehnl-
cal objections, wlth which no doubt Mr. WII-
-mot was exceedlngly embarrassed. Though
Mr. Wilmot reported the case, and though
a, large amount of evidence was taken, it
was still standing inthe department when I
lf t. Then, the hon. member for Victoria.
NB. (Mr. Costigan), my colleague. assumed
office, and, of course, we are both respon-
sible for all that occurred then. I thInk,
speaking subject to correction, a judge was
afterwards substItuted in place of Mr. Wil-
-vot, ,and' a rehearing was: granted. Mefan-
while -the tugs 'were given back.tothe Noble
Bros., they givIng a bond to the Crown con-
ditioned on the result of this Investigation.
If It should turn out that these tugs had been
v1o1atIng the law, then security was taken so

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pletoi).

that they would not get scot free. There
was nu vindictiveness ln the matter; It was
an endeavour on my part simply to say'
that there was no dlfference between the
rich and the poor, that the fDiermen should
understand that we were not merely burning
up and destroyIng their property and mulet-
Ing them ln penalties because they were poor
but that these were regulations which must
be observed. It was not long before we left
office ln June, 1896, that this arrangement for
an investigation befo;re Judge Johnston-I
thInk It was Judge Johnston-at any rate, a
judge was made, and It was required that the
matter should be pressed to the end lu order
to give them an opportulty of estabilshLng
their Innocence, of establlshing the simple
fact as to whether their tugs were, or were
not, fIlshing at the time they were selzed.
Another thing that entered Into the consider-
ation of this matter was that It was not their
first infraction. They were reported as old
offenders, as frequent offenders, and It was
a question as to whether they were to have a
license or not. Under the regulations, ln the
case of these poor fishermen, to whom I have
alluded, when they frequently vlolated the
regulations, when they violated them more
than once, they were not given a renewal
of their licenses. There ^was an implied con-
dition of good behaviour during the time they
held their licenses, because these licenses
were necessarily limited to a chosen few wbo
should behave, who would treat the regula-
tions fairly -and do no injury ti the fisherles.
This was in 1896, and all these matters to
which I have referred did not oceupy a long
tîme. But there has been a long delay aud
the Minister cannot lie back now and say
that because this matter was not disposed
of when he came to office the matter bas
grown hoary with age, that lie does not
know how the matter stands, and that there
la a suggestion that they are golng to sue.
What are they going to sue about ? One of
these investigations was adverse to them, or,
I thlnk, that It -was adverse to them. My
recollection is that the Minister himself has
told us that the finding was against theni.
Then came In thls specious ple& of Mr. Oler,
who, of course, only wants delay, who says
that a suit would be brought. Then comes
this specious plea that the PrIvy Council Is
going to decide the matter in reference to
these regulations. There is the decision of
the PrIvy Còuncil, and that decision In no
way affects the matter, as the hon. Minister
knows. NothIng In that decislon wll pre-
vent the recovery of the bond. The Minlster
ls bound to take some action ln regard to
that bond.

Mr. McGREGOR. Oh, cut It short; we
will be here all night.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
Minister wlll not eut It short. The Minister
has left this matter too long.

Mr. McGREGOR.
them like you would.

He would not ruin
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
do not know why the hon. gentleman says
that I would ruin them. I did not ruin them.
I certainly would have preferred to have
ruined them rather than to ruin the poor
creatures we had to ruin in enforcing the
regulations, because when they lost their
boats and their nets they lost their ail. It is
for the Minister to perform his duties and to
be cursed in the same quarters that I was
cursed by the parties who have been punish-
ed, The Minister must deal with this case so
that lie can decide who was right and who
was wrong. He must either decide to sue on
that bond or give the bond up. I would like
to ask the Minister if all this time Noble
Bros, have been given their license to fish ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. I do not think so.

AND

Mr. BENNETT. The Minister Is misin-
formed on that point ; yes, they have been
fishing.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. I was answering the question
of the hou. member for Pictou, as to whether
they had been given a license to fish. I say
I do not think so.

Mr. McGREGOR. They buy their faih.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I think I am right in saying
that they have not been given a license.
Here Is a case which occurrëd five Or six
years 'ago, and without any notice being
given to me, in any way, It suddenly springs
up in the midst of the estimates, and I an
asked to say what my policy le. If the lion.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) will
move for the papers and bring the matter
before the 'House, the decision and the action
whidh has been taken ean be reviewed. To
ask me In the middie of the. estimates, for
this year, to go into the details of a case
which took place many years ago. before I
came into the department, without notice,
and to expect me to carry ail these details
in my head, is asking too much of me.

Mr. BENNETT. I think the hon. Minister
eau hardly complain that 'lie has not had
notice. Surely the case ls~of such import-
ance that, when I brought It to his. notice
-the other night, it is strange if lie has noi
seen fit to ask his department for the tacts.
As to not having brought It up last year, I
certainly did not bring It up for the reason
that I knew the question was pending In the
department. I know Mr. Charles Noble, and
the Minister, I think, knows -him.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHIRIES. No, I do not know 'him.

AND

Mr. BENNETYT. Mr. Charles Noble was
here last year for about a weekz, and lie cer-
tainly mfst have seen the Minister.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He may have seen me ; I -do
not know the man.

Mr. BENNETT. I know bis whole busi-
ness here was in connection with that case.
A friend of his lnformed me that Mr. Noble
stayed here several days in connection with
this matter, and that Mr. Noble was very
hopeful of a favourable result, that there
was goIng to be no exaction of the penalty or
the bond. The hon. Minister can hardly com-
plain of lack of notice when the matter was
introduced the other evening. I referred to
the importance of the matter, and surely the
officers of his department could assure him,
and lie must have known of his own knowl-
edge that the matter would be brought up
from the tact that an hon. gentleman behind
him, Is saying that it was a case of hardship.
The lion. member for North Essex (Mr. Mc-
Gregor) has several times said that It was a
case of hardship.

Mr. McGREGOR. I know all about it.
Mr. BENNETT. . And ie says that lie

knew ail about it. I have no doubt lie knew
all about It ; I knew Mr. Noble was here
session after session.

Mr. McGREGOR. I do not kno w Mr.
Noble ; I never met him lu my life.

Mr. BENNETT. Then, the lion. gentle-
man (Mr. MeGregor) was not so fortunate as
nany other gentlemen on his side of the
House, because Mr. Noble met a good many
oif tneui. The case is of importance, inas-
much as the Nobles not only had the as-
sistance of strong Liberals, but they had
the support of very pronounced Conserva-
tive friends of the then Administration, ow-
ing to business and other relations that ex-
isted between tiem. What answer eau I
make when I go back to my riding and
am asked, as I am perpetually asked, as
to this partial administration of the law ?
Take the case of tbe Tiny shore, where there
arc a large nuniber of French Canadians
who had ail their capital, amountingu to
300 or $400, invested iL a flishing outfit.

These men were in poor circumstances, and
If tnhey left their nets down a few days
after the open season, because they were
not able to litt theni by reason of lulement
weather, they saw all their belongings go
up In smoke before their eyes. How am
I to explain' this rigid enforcement of the
law against these poor men, when this
wealthy firm of Noble Bros., who have not
only a large financial standing, but were
the most active Liberal politicians on, the
whole shore, have not the law enforced
against them. The Nobles did not con-
fine thelr operations to their own riding
of Algoma, but they were an important fac-
tor lu North Slmcoe and in Parry Sçund.

$In the elections of 1896, the Noble Bros.
left Ailgoma, wbere the elecdons would not
take place intil after the general elections,
and they used their powerful influence In
Parry Sound In favour of the Liberal can-
didate ; and their Influence was powerfui,
because they had a large number of men
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ln their employ and had a s;till larger num-
ber depending on themin by reason of their
supplying fishing outats. I have heard ithe
Noble Bros. estimated to be worth e200,O,
·they were the kings ln the fishing business
there, and after the repeated breaking of
the law by these men, and after their being
brought to book, the Minister now says this
case is hoary with age and that Is the end
of it.

The M1NISTER OF MARINEà AND
FISHE3RIES. I declined to say anything
about the case, because I was not in posses-
sion of the facts. I will not commit inyself
to saying anything aot it, and I do not
tman y lhon. gcnteiimnm 4should ask nie
a bout a aatter whic.h touk place six years
ago. and which Is s'itldenly sprung up ln
Supply.

Mr. BENNETT. To my own knowledge
.\r. Charles Noble was here last year, and
I was informed by a friend of hls that he
was here to see whether the penalty wvas to
be enacted. The Minister does not deny
Mr. Noble was here.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Mr. Noble may bave been
here and he may have seen me, but I do not
know.

Mr. BENNETT. Well, It is highly pro-
bable he did see the Mllster. I am sure
the hon. gentleman from Algoma (Mr. Dy-
ment) has repeatedly seen the Minister on
this case, because It is a inatter of the
greatest Importance to the Liberal candi-

-date lu Algoma whether or not he has the
Influence of this Important irrn whose
ramifications lu the fishlng business extend
for miles aund miles along that shore. Now,
I hold that the Minister should state what
his position is on this questin.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am not ln a position to
state, because I have not seen the papers.

Mr. BENNETT. Well, at the next session
of the House ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. How ls It possible for me to
go through that volume of evidence before
the nex t session of the House. I would
certainly have to lay the whole thing before
the Department of Justice.

If I say that on some points we might dif-
fer. I might take a more lenient view than
he would, in one case, and perhaps 'n an-
other instance he might take a more lenient
view than . I acted for that gentleman
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper), as Minister
of Marine and Fisherles, whIle he was away
at the Paris Arbitration for about six
months, and that case then eame iinder my
notice. Durlng the tme I acted for that
hon. gentleman, I felt the responsibility that
no matter what my own views might be, I
was bound to have proper regard for his
decslons as the Minister of the dlepartment,
and not to reverse bis decision. The Noble
case attracted a great deal of attention, and
proccedings were taken agalnst them. After-
wards I became the Minister of Marine and
Fislerles, and the case stiR continued. I
will not attempt from memory to go through
the history of the case, as iny abject ln
speaking Is simply, as I have said, to pre-
vent the Impression golng abroad that the
Nobles, being mev of wealth tind luituence,
got off scot free, while poor :nen had their
nets burned and destroyed. I an thorouglh-
ly satisfied lu my own mind that the Noble
Bros. suffered most severely. I believe that,
without regard to any penalty, they Q-uffered
In their business to such an extent as would
be satisfactory punishment for the breaches
of the regulations they committed. I be-
ileve that honestly. Their whole plant, which
was considerable, was selzed, and I do vot
question the propriety of that seizure for a
breach of the regulations. It was seized
by officers who showed a great disposition
to pay more attention to the Nobles in that
district than to most any other Lshernen
-one officer In parteubar. The boats were
seized and tled op to the wharfs, without
any one to look after them, exposed to the
heat of the aunnmer, and the property became
much deteriorated. In addition to that, a
number of smaller boats wlth oars ::nd plant
were not sold by public :Iuctlon, but sold
at private sale by some. of the offieers, and
when the bond was executed, and the time
came to render an account we wore unable
tO show this plant. My uredccessor (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) is right in saying
that the next proceedlng was to uand the
matter over to a Judge-Judge Johnstone, I
think, but it was longer before the change
of Governmeu than te bas stated.

Mr. JOHN COSTIGAN (Victoria, N.B.) I 8 " 18 IBBERT TJPPER. I
rise to say a few words because I would a iîster of Justie at the ture, Lecause
not like the impression to go abroad that 1 reinenber that
while poor dshermen have been punished M.W q .Yes.'The case was re-
for breaking thehe Noble Bros., Who erred to the JudgInuthe locality, who
are a fishing trm of some wealth, went s8O01wotId he ln a position W get :ue ewldence,
free. ' do not dispute a word that has and perhaps make as tatr a report as could
been said by my predecessor in oflfe, and be got on the 'ubjeet.Re made reports
who edniunistered that department with s rom tirne tUne, and I knuw liiat It must
much abllity, and under whose admnistra- have bee- n aàyear before the change
tion the -ftst procedns were Intituted of C4averment when this jutie was e.p-
against this firm. The bon. gentleman (SIr polnted. Idu ýot know what Mi fiaU Judg-
Charles Hibbert Tupper) will not blame we
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recollection It was not given lun y time.
I do not rise to say that these men bad not
eomumitted breaches of the regulations or
ihat they were not liable to penalties ; but
I dc rise to say that it is not fair to give
out the impression that they were so fav-
oured that they got off scot-free and did
not suffer severely In their business. The
representations made to me were not made
by men on one side of polities only ; but
some of the most respectable men support-
ing our Government came forward and com-
plained most bitterly of the extraordinarily
severe treatment these men were receiving.
I rise to make this statement ln justice to
these men.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The point I want to make Is this. We eould
ciseuss the treatment of the Nobles, and the
point of ail the views regarding thoir treat-
ment is that the matter should be brought
to a termination. The Minister of Marine
lias no more Important duty to perforn
than to bring It to a conclusion. ut t under-
stand him to say that he cannot charge his
mind with these things. Wby, every ses-
sion you will find, aceording to "Hansard,
that this matter has been inquired into, and
the Minister has undertaken to give answer
upon It. It was brought up the other night
jast as the commlttee was risIng, as a most
important subjeet. My old colleague, who
held the same responsibility as I did in con-
Y.eetion wlth this case, mlght have one view,
1 might have another, different members of
-he committee might have different vlews on
the subject ; but the point I have endeavour-
ed to press on the Minister of Marine Is that
he has not been given that attention to this
important subject which he should. lu fair-
ness to me, that matter should be concluded.
I was the one whob had to bear the brunt of
It, rightly or wrongly. I was charged with
having been cruel and vindietive to the
Nobles. That charge was made in the
" Globe," and repeated in .al the smaller
papers on the same side. The Prime Min-
Ister, when leader of the Opposition, at-
tacked the Government on the same ground,
that we had been unduly cruel towards these
people. He sald :

If I understand, the complaint made by the
Nobles was that they were the victims o! a
conspiracy, that their record had been falsifted
by the ofmcers of the department.

Mr. MeGREGOR. So they were.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman from Essex says, Po
they were. And these are the s'tatements
that have gone against the offieers, because
the hon. MinIster of Marine Is not lu a posi-
tion to defend his ofifeers.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That was sir years Ago.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentle1m aname Into office in 189G,

and this matter was standing to be deait
with, and it is a reflection upon hîimself to
say that the matter bas faded from hi
mind, and that hIe knows nothing of it. h
ought to have been dealt with finally. I am
vot insistlng that he should sue on the
bond ; I am not Insisting that he should
show leniency to these people, or that ne
should accept the idea of the hon. member
for Victoria (Mr. Costigan) ; but I am nsist-
ing that he should perform the duty of bis
oftice and bring these matters to some con-
elusion, and not allow them to grow hoary.
The Prime Mînister, when leader of the
Opposition, pressed in the strongest manner
this case as one ln which these people had
been the vietims of a conspiracy, and lu
which the ofileers had falsifiled the record in
order to do them an Injustice. He sald :

They cannot enter upon their defence success-
fully, especially when they feel so strongly that
they are blamed unjustly and are the victims of
a conspiracy. It must strike the sense of justice
of my hon. friends that they cannot successfully
vindicate their character unless they are placed in
pcssession of everything which pertains to this
case, and of all the charges laid against them.

This was the special favour to be shown
to these people, If you please. The hou.
member for Victoria (Mr. Costigan) testifies
that there was -no such system of treatment
for the rich as against another system for
the poor ; and here was the Prime Minister
using his eloquence to ask for special fav-
ours to these men who had a bad record in
the department as regards the regulations.
I say nothing es to their character ; but in
that debate it came out that they lhad been
put upon the black list, and had been fined
for violating the regulations. The Prime
Minister never raised his voice on behalf
of poor fishermen who had been in the same
position ; but here he was pressing the Gov-
ernment to bring down all the papers and
docunments In the Noble case. And a motion
of that character was pressed, and was of
course resisted by the hon. member for Vie-
toria as well as by myseif. On that ocea-
sion the hon. member for Victoria summed
up the matter thus:

I do net doubt at all the very deep sympathy
of the hon. gentleman for these men. No doubt
he feels that they have been very badly treated
and that the Government deserve very severe
censure. That may be true, but I anfot yet
tu a position to discuss the question, pending an
Investigation by a legal tribunal. The delay is
net the fault of the Government, or the Minister
or the department. The delay has been caused
by the gentlemen with whom the last speaker
has expressed such great sympathy, the Nobles
themnelves. After their vessels had been con-
demned, my predecessor listened to the appeal
made by tbem, in which they assured him that
if a rehearing were granted, they could bring
forward such evidence as wouid reverse the
former decision, and Induce hlm to restore the
property. He consented to a rehearing, fixing
tthe time and pla.ce. When the time for the re-
hearing was about to arrive, I was in charge o
the department, and the legal advisers of the
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Nobles, Messrs. McCarthy & Osler, notified the
department that they would advise their clients
to appeal for a change in the arrangements for
the rehearing. They took exception to the place,
called Massey, as inconvenient to reach, and they
also raised an objection that the rehearing was
to be before a very prominent officer of the de-
partment. Al these things were taken Into con-
sideration, and in order to give them every pos-
sible chance to make out their case, we agreed to
a rehearing which they proposed should take
place at Collingwood, perhaps before the county
court judge. Where the rehearing will take place
Is under consideration by the Government, but I
hope my hon. frIend will not conclude that there
has been unnecessary delay.

We were at that time being charged Dy
the Opposition, the gentlemen now occupy-
ing the Treasury benches, with delaying this
matter; and now, the hon. gentleman who
bas been responsible for the delay since
1896, laughs, and thinks us most unreason-
able when we ask him If he has reached
any decision ln the matter.

In this case, Mr. Landerkin moved for
copies of all the papers, and made a long
speech, much longer than the speech I
have made to-night. Then, the hon.
member for Victoria, N.B., (Mr. Costigan)
followed with a concise statement of the
tacts, which I have read. Then, the
hon. leader of the Opposition, now the
First Minister. took the matter up after
Recess, after these other gentlemen had dis-
cussed it all afternoop, and I replied In a
few remarks. Mr. McDonald, of Algoma.
followed, and after him Mr. Sproule made a
few remarks. Then the hon. member for
South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) could not re-
strain himself, and, notwithstanding the
fact that the House was weary, he spoke
at great length. Sir James Grant, who is,
unfortunately, not now with us, also addres-
sed the House on this subject, and after him
came the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen), after whose remarks all
interest seemed to drop out of the subject.
This shows how the tables are turned. This
case, which was cited by hon. gentlemen
opposite as an example of the incapacity of
the Government in 1895, stands forth to-day
as a monument of the ineapacity of this
Government in 1899. Here we have a Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries who does not
hesitate to say, that he does not know
enough about this subject, which he and
his frIends discussed at such length in 1895.
to be able to tell us to-day whether ail these
charges which were made by them against
the late Government, were substantiated;
and, although ne knows that the Govern-
ment of that time dId take a well-defined
position, he le to-day in the pitiable position
of not being able to advise his colleagues
to take any stand whatever on the case to.
day. I do not suppose the hon. Minster.
under the circumstances, wIll complain of
our taking a few moments to refresh his re.
collection. We have given him some idea
of how the Nobles must be laughing ln their
sleeve that they have been able to have their

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietous).

own way, because the Minister looks on this
as so unimportant that he will not investi.
gate it. Before I sit down-

Mr. MeMULLEN. Do not sit down.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I

promise my hon. frIend from North Weling.
1 ton (Mr. MeMullen) that there are several
subjects on which ) Intend to speak. For
Instance, flsh culture would be an Interest-
Ing thing to discuss. I wish, however, to
bring up a sad case in connection withl th
administration of this department, and to
show the rather cruel and summary action
of the present Minister. Captain William
Bab1b was, in my day, the officer in charge
of the life-saving station at Goderich, Ont.
Those acquaInted with bis work know that
it gave satisfaction. Not only was his re-
cord satisfactory, but I belleve he had saved
lfe, and for his heroism had been the re-
eipieit of a medal.

Mr. BENNETT. A Cobden medal ?
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No,

not a Cobden medal. If he had recelved a
Cobden medal, and had gone back on the
principles for which he recelved it, 1 arm
sure he would have returned it. At any
rate, he served this country from 1885 down
to 1899. In May of this year, he recelved
the following summary communication from
the Deputy Minister.

. Ottawa, 16th May, 1899.
Sir,-I have to inform you that Captain John

Cragle has been appointed coxswain of the life-
saving service at Goderich, and I have to request
you to band over to him the life-boat and all
Gcvernment property in your possession.

I am, sir,
Your obedient servant,

F. GOURDEAU,
Deputy Minister of Marine and Fisheries.

Capt. William Babb,
Goderich, Ont.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. What age did the hon. gen-
tleman say he was?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEIL
1 think he was In bis prime of life, but 1
do not know.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That Is a
pretty sate answer.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
[ would like to know the age orflis sue-
cessor ?

Mr. FOSTER. About the same age as
Palmer, down ln Kmg's County.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The bon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) might men-
tion the case of Palmer to-night. I have
read the only notice that Captain Babb t-
ceived of dismissaL Captain Babb writes
the following letter, which Sir Charles Tup
per, to whom Lt was addressed, bas handed
to me. It ts as follows
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Goderich, Ont., May 26th, 1899.
The Right Hon. Sir Charles Tupper,

Ottawa.
Hon. Sir,-I inclose ln this the copies of the

documents relating to my appointment to and
dismissal from the position of captain of the
life-saving station at Goderich. As you will see,
I received my appointment October, 1885, since
then I have done my duty so well that there
bas been no complaint against either myself or
crew. Instead of such being the case, the Gov-
ernment that appointed me had such confidence
ln my judgment and ability that they have re-
quested me to visit different life-saving stations
to give instructions to the crews and report,
which. I have done.

I refer you to the chief engineer of the Marine
Department, also to the marine adviser, who I
am satisfied will speak favourably of me.

My reason for writing you in this matter is
that I have been dismissed without cause, unless
being a Conservative Is one, and I would feel
very grateful to you If you or one of yohr sup-
porters would make the necessary Inquiries of
tbe Government regarding the same.

I am, sir,
Your obedient servant,

CAPTAIN WM. BABB,
Late of the Royal Navy.

I think that the hon. Minister sbould be
able to say why an officer like Captain Babb
was dismissed.

The MINMSTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I sbould have been glad if
the hon. gentleman had given me notice that
he intended to bring the matter up. I would
have brought the papers. I am not able to
speak definitely as to the case. The reason
I asked the hon. gentleman aq to Captain
Babb is that my impression ls that he was
reported by the Inspector to be too old a
man for the position. I think he was re-
ported as over 80.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
He writes a very good band. I have never
seen him, but I remember bis appointment,
and I remember receiving bis reports, he bad
a good record.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. My impression is that he was
removed that a more active man might be
appointed.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Perhaps the bon. gentleman (Sir Louis
Davies) would make a note of it, so that we
may learn the facts later on.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, before we
leave-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I would suggest to bon. gen-
tlemen opposite that we pass this Item and
go home.

m- -âUWv A--v à VWTUTYIWnmvYvr

he will state at the next meeting what his
intentions are in regard to it ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Most assuredly I would not
give such a promise. It would take me at
least three weeks to master the evidence. I
shall certainly refer to the Department of
Justice before coming to any conclusion on -
a matter of that kind.

Mr. FOSTER. I think I stated at first
when we got through with the other part of
the business, that I did not thInk it was
fair to the House to enter upon a discus-
sion of Estimates at that hour of the night.
Unfortunately for me. I was not present
when these Estimates were going through
the other night. 1 would like very much to
discuss two of the items, one being relating
to oyster culture and the other to the fish
breeding establishments under the new order
of things. I would suggest that my hon.
friend should allow the general discuslon to
proceed on item 207, and in that case 1
think item 208 might be passed. It is im-
possible at one o'clock in the morning. to
enter on anything like a fair discussion 'of
items involving important questions.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have been 19 sessions a
member of this House, and there never was
one-tenth of the time taken up in diseussing
the estimates of the department of Marine
and Fisherbies that there has been this year.
This is the fifth sitting of the House whichi
has been taken up in discussing mere formal
matters which are passed every year without
discussion at all. There has not been a sub-
jeet brought up for discussion which should
bave taken more than a few minutes -time.
1 was informed by the Prime Minister that
this item would be allowed to pass, and that
he so understood from the hon. gentleman
himself.

Mr. FOSTER. Now, what is the use of our
remaining here after one o'clock at ixght
when we can make a proposition and carry
it out ? We will pass 208 and we will keep
207 standing, with liberty to make a general
discussion on that.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHER1IES. I recognize the power of the
Opposition, and I never oppose any reason-
able proposition. I do not propose t6d1ll my-
self sitting here all night, untIl I see the
time has arrived when hon. gentlemen are
simply obstructing. When that time cames.
T must be prepared to sit here day and night,
week and month, summer and winter, as my
hon. friends talk about doing. But I trust
tha t time will not come.

sir oHiARtLES iBBE3sRT TruPPRrm.
We bave not got balf through discussing The CommIttee rose and reported progress.
The Item. The I TFINISTER0 MARINE AND
The MINISTER 0F MARINE 'AND FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the

FISHERIES.' Ail rigt. adjournment of the House.
Mr. BENNETT, Before we leave the Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned

Noble case, I would ask the bon. Minister If at 1.05 a.m. (Saturday).
134
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 5th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

. PRAYERB.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 139) respecting the Nova Scotia
Steel Company (Limited).-(Mr. Fraser,
Guysborough.)

Bill (No. 140) respecting the Canadian
Railway Fire Insurance Company, and to
change its name to the Dominion Fire lu-
surance Company.-(Mr. Belcourt.)

THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION-
PROTOCOL RE ALASKAN

BOUNDARY.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). Mr. Speaker, on a recent occa-
sion I expressed the hope that probably
during the present session, the Government
would be able to lay before the House the
protoeol of the Anglo-American Commission
whicb was adopted by It at one of its last
sittings, and which treated of the question
of Vie Alaskan boundary. Late on Satur-
day evening permission was obtained from 1
the Imperia] authoritles-I see also that a!
blue-book bas been issued by the Imperial 1
authorities on the same subjeet-and 1 beg,!
therefore, to lay on the Table of the House1
the last protocol, 63, of the commission,i
whicl is lu the followlng terms :-

PROTOCOL No. LXIH.
Washington, February 18, 1899.

The Joint High Commission assembled pur-
suant to adjournment at the conference rooms,
at ten o'clock a.m., all the members being pre-
sent except Lord Herschell and Hon. John W.
Foster, who were detained by illness, and Sir
Richard J. Cartwright.

The protocol of the last meeting was read and
approved.

The question of the boundary between Alaska
and Canada was again taken up for discussion.

The British commissloners represented that the
commission having been unable to agree on that
question, it should be referred to arbitration.
They, therefore, made the following proposition
as a basis to be proceeded upon ln framing a
treaty :-

Article I.--An Arbitral Tribunal shal be im-
mediately appointed to determine the boundary
lino between the territory of Alaska and the
Dominion of Canada within the limits defined in
Article III.

Article il.-The Tribunal shall consist of three
jurists of repute, one- on the part of Great Bri-
tain, nominated by the members for the time
being of the Judiclal Committee of Her Ma-
jesty's Privy Couneil, one on the part of the Uni-
ted States, nominated by the President, and of a
third jurist to be selected by the two persons
8o nominated, ln the event of their failure toi
agree within three months of the excbange of

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

ratifications of the present treaty to be seiected
by * *

Nobody was then suggested.

In the case of death, absence or incapacity to
serve of either of the two arbitrators nominated
as aforesaid, or in the event of either of suh
arbitrators omitting or declining or ceasing to
act as such, another jurist of repute shall be
forthwith substituted in his place. If such va-
cancy shall occur in the case of the arbitrator
nominated by Great Britain, the substitute shall
be appointed by the members for the tIme being
of the Judicial Committee of Her Majesty's Privy
Council. If such vacancy shall occur in the case
of the arbitrator nominated by the United States,
he shall be appointed by the President. In case
of the death, absence or incapacity to serve of
the third arbitrator selected as aforesaid, or In
the event of such arbitrator omitting or declining
or ceasing to act as such, another jurist of repute
shall be forthwith substituted in hi. place v:ho
shall be. selected by the two other arbitrators,
or ln the event of their failure to agree withIn
one month of such vacancy occurring by **

Nobody was then suggested.
Article III.-The Tribunal shall determine and

delineate on suitable maps the boundary line be-
tween the territory of Alaska and the Dominion
of Canada from the southernmost point of Prince
of Wales' Island to Mount St. Elias, in accord-
ance with the treaty between Russiaand Great
Broitain0f February 23, 1825.

.Article IV.-In deciding the ruatters submItted#
the arbitrators shall ascertain all facts which
they deem necessary to a decjsion of the contro-

1 versy, and, shall be governed by the following
rules, which are agreed upon by tl>e hlgh con-
tracting parties as rules to be taken as applicable
to the case, and by such principles of interna-
tional law not inconsistent therewith as the arbi-
trators shall determine to be applicable to the
case.

Rules.
(a) Adverse holding or prescription during a

period of fifty years shaH make a good title. The
arbitrators may deem exclusive political control
of a district, as well as actual settlement thereof,
sufficient to constitute adverse holding or to
make title by prescription.

(b) The arbitrators may recognize and give
effect to rights and claims resting on any other
ground whatever valid according to international
law, and on any principles of International law
which the arbitrators may deem to be applicable
to the case, and which are not ln contravention
of the foregoing rule.

(c) In determining the boundary line, if terri.
tory of one party shall be found by the Tribunal
to have been at the date of this treaty in the
occupation of the subjects or citizens of the other
party, such effect shall be given to such neenpa-
tion as reason, justice, the principles of Interna-
tional law, and the equities of the case shall, ln
the opinion of the Tribunal, require.

T need not read the other articles of the
proposed treaty, be'ause they are purely for-
naal, and such as are to be found In every
arbitration of the kind. I shail read simply
what constituted our main proposai with
regard to the arbItration. The protocol
goes on to say :

The commissioners of the United States an*
nouneed that they accepted the proposals mad
as the basis of adjustment, but desired an amend-
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ment in relation to the Arbitral Tribunal and a
modification of rule "' c" to make it conform to
the present local conditions In Alaska.

They then presented the Project of Articles as
modified, which was as follows :-

Article I.-An Arbitral Tribunal shall be im-
mediately appointed to determine the boundary
line between the territory of Alaska and the Do-
minion of Canada, within the limits defined In
the following Article III.

Article II.-The Tribunal shall consist of six
impartial jurists of repute, three on the part of
Great Britain, nominated by thé members for the
time being of the Judicial Committee of Her Ma-
jesty's Privy Council, and three on the part of
the United States, nominated by the President.

In the case of the death, absence or incapacity
to serve of either of the arbitrators nominated
as aforesaid, or lu the event of either of such
arbitrators omitting or declining or ceasing to
act as such, another impartial jurist of repute
shall be forthwith nominated in his place by the
same authority whici appointed his predecessor.

Article III.-The Tribunal shall determine, and,
if practicable, delineate on suitable maps the
boundary line between the territory of Alaska
and the Dominion of Canada from the southern-
most point of Prince of Wales' Island to Mount
St. Elias, In accordance with the treaty between
Russia and Great Britain dated February 28-16,
1825, and the treaty of cession from Russia to the
United States dated March 30th, 1867, or as the
same shall be established by said Tribunal under
the rules hereinafter provided.

Article IV.-Before deciding the matters sub-
mitted, the arbitrators shall ascertain ail geo-
graphical, historical and other facts which they
deem necessary to a decision of the controversy,
and shall be governed upon by the high contract-
Ing parties as rules to be taken as applicable
to the case, and by such principles of interna-
tional law not inconsistent therewith as the
arbitrators shall determine to be applicable to
the case.

Rules.
(a) Adverse holding or prescription during a

period of fifty years shall make a.good title. The
arbitrators may deem exclusive political control
of a district, as well as actual settlement theréof,
sufilicnt to constitute adverse holding or to
make title by prescription.

(b) The arbitrators may recognize and give
effeet to rights and elaims resting on any other
ground whatever, valid according to International
law, and en any principles of international law
wh!elr the arbitrators nay deem to be applicable
to the case, and whieh are not In contravention
o! the foregoing rule.

(c) In considering the "coast1" referred to ln
said treaties mentioned In Article II, it ls under-
stood that the coast of the continent la Intended.
In determining the boundary line, if territory of
one party shall be found by the Tribunal to
bave been at the date of this treaty In
tbe occupation o! thie subjects or ctizens of
the other party, such effect sha sbe givento such
occupation as reason, justice, the principles of
international law and the equities of the case
shall, in the opinion of the Tribunal, require ;
and all towns and settlements on tide-water, set-
tled under the authority of the United States
and under the jurisdiction of the United States at
the date of this treaty, shall remain witbln the
territory and jurisdiction of the United States.
With regard to the rest of the proposls of
the United States commissioners, I need not
go into themi just now, because they are pure-
ly formal!i but I want to eaU the lattentio'n

134

of the House at once to the difference exist-
ing between the proposition made by the
British commissioners and the proposition
made by the American commissioners. The
first difference of opinion was with regard
to the composition of the tribunal. The tri-
bunal proposed by the British commissioners
was a tribunal of three jurlsts of repute--
one to be selected by the Judiclal Committee
of the Privy Council for Great Britain, the
other to be selected by the President of the
United States, and the third to be selected
by the two, or, ln the event of a disagreement
to be selected by a friendly power, the friend-
ly power, however, not being named. With
regard to the possible question which might
arise on account of occupation, the British
commissioners proposed to follow identically
the rules laid down by the Venezuela Treaty.
The rules laid down by the Venezuelan
Treaty were in substance the followlng two :
That adverse possession of 50 years, or the
equivalent of possession, should constitute a
tile-

Mr. FOSTER. National.
The PRIME MINISTER. A national title;

that is to say, if territory were to be found
occupled by the United States which under
he terms of tbe treaty would rightly belong to
Great Britain, possession of 50 years wouldconstitute a title ; possession of less than 50
years would slmply constitute an equitable
title, whleh was to be referred altogether tothe arbitrators, to determine what in theiropinion law, justice and equity might re-quire.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. May I ask myhon. friend just here, as It is a very Interest-ing point, would the adverse possession byRussIa, as well as by the United States, Inthis case, count on behalf of the United Statescontention ?
The PRIME MINISTER. I would sup-pose that under such circumstances the ar-bitrators would decide in the affirmative ;but I am not here to lay down exactly whatwould be the Interpretation. We simplythought, under the circumstances, withoutgoing minutely Into the law or ethics of thecase, that all the law and ethics of the casewould be amply met and amply provided forby adopting the very rules whIeh had beenadopted by the two powers, Great Britala

and the UnIted States, In the case of theVenezuela diffieulty. The Amerlcan pro-pogals differed from this. On the first point,as to the constitution of the tribunal, whilewe proposed, as I sald before, a tribunal ofthree-one arbitrator to represent Great Brl-tain, an4ther to represent the United 8tates,and an umpre-the American proposal wasthat the tribunal should be eomposed of sixeminent Jurists-three to bee!ppolnted by the
Amereican authorities and three te be appoint-
ed by the British authorities. WIth regard to
the rules proposed by us accordlng to the,
precedent of the Venezuela case, the Amer-cane adopted the same raes-Rule A,. rie B
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and rule C-but with this important rider, To this it a replied that they had consid-
that all towns and settlements on tide-water, ered It, and thought it most objectionable, in
settled on the authority of the United States view of the policy long maintained and recen:ly
and under the jurlsdiction of the United reasserted by the Government of the United
States at the date of this treaty, should re- States towards the other countries on the said

continents. The selection of an umpire by any
main within the territory and jurisdietion of such nation would not in thejr opinion offer the
the United States, no matter whether within guarantee of impartiality which is the first quali-
British territory or not. To this proposition ;ication requisite for the discharge of the duties
the British commissioners made a rejoinder entrusted to him.
la the following terms of the protocol . In view of the reference of the subject to their

Government, as announced by the British com-
A recess of the Joint High Commission was missioners, the commissioners of the United

·then taken until tbree o'clock p.m. Under re- States regarded it unnecessary to make any fur-
assembling, the British commissioners stated that ther observations upon the subject of the Alaskan
they were absolutely unable to accept the modifi- boundary.
cations to their proposition suggested by the They then proposed that the Joint High Com-
American commissioners, and gave the reason o! mission should proceed to a determination of
their dissent as follows :- the remaining subjects of difference named in

The British commissioners having considered the original protocol. They regarded it as un-
the amendments suggested to their proposal of wise to further defer the adjustments so nearly
yesterday for a reference to arbitration of the concluded after full consideration. Several sub-
Alaska-Canadian boundary line by the United jects were so far advanced as to assure the pro-
States commissioners, regret that they are unable bability of a settlement. If, then, all differences
to agree to same for the following reasons :- except one could now be adjusted, would it not

1. Because the suggested amendment to Article be a most commendable advance in neighbourly
II does not provide a Tribunal which would ne- friendship ? Could not our respective Govern-
cessarily and In the possible event of differences ments be trusted to settle the principal remain-
of opinion, fInally dispose of the question. ing difference by direct negotiations ?

Ou the 11th of February the British commis- The United States commissioners further re-
sioners submitted that in their opinion "such gretted the suspension for any long time of the
provision can oniy be made, In the term of the negotiations, lu view of the progress already
protocol (in default of agreement as to the made in solving the differences.
boundary) by an agreement, for some steps to be They therefore urged that the Joint High Com-
taken, which will, if taken, necessarily result lu mission should advance to a conclusion their ne-
a delimitation of the whole boundary." gotiations upon tlie remaining subjects as early

They adhere most strongly to this opinion, and as possible.
cannot depart from It. The British commissioners replied that all such

2. Because the suggestion In subsection "c " questions should be deferred until the boundary
of Article IV that " all towns or settlements on question had been disposed of, either by agree-
tide-water, settled under the authority of the ment or a reference to arbitration. The manner
United States and under the jurisdiction of the In which they would be prepared to adjust some
United States at the date of this treaty of the other important matters under considera-
shall remain within the terrîtory and juris- ton must depend, In their view, upon whether it
diction of the United States," is a marked Is possible to arrive at a settlernent of all the
and important departure from the rules of questions which migbt at any time occasion acute
the Venezuela boundary reference, which controversy and even confliet.
provided that all equlties arising from possession The Joint High Commission thereupon adjourn-
or other facts alleged by either of the parties to ed until Monday, February 20th, at ten o'clock In
the reference, should be left for the consideration the forenoon.
and determination of the arbitration, and be given Mr. SPEAKER. I think that, in theby, them such weight as reason, justice, and the case of a communication of this kind,principles of international law and the equities a motion for leave to introduce or,of the case. should require. The words addedI
by the United States commissioners claim that i an order is not necessary. It may be in-
an effect should be given to their occupation of troduced by command of His Excellency,
land in British territory, which justice, reason, which Is according to the EnglIsh practice,
and the equities of the case do not require. and then, In order that a discussion or ob-The British commissioners further object to the servations may not be prevented by the rulesdeclaration added to the first part o! rule e c" of the House. the Prime Minister will moveas fllowsd t c ro that the communication be laid on the Table."là considering the* coast 1 referreti to lu
said treaties mentioned in Article III, It Is under- The PRIME MINISTER. I move that thisstood- that the coast of the continent is intended." communication be n1w laid on the Table,

While it was probably only intended by this and be printet, and the rule 94 suspended.clause that the line should be drawn upon the
contipent, the language used is open to miseon- Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like
stHodin these views, the British commissioner Mr. Speaker, In the first place, to ask my
are .of the opinion that no useful end will be right hon. frend, if hle es nt able te carry
served' by further pressing at the present tîime s further. This laves us where the com
the negotiations, and must refer the matter to jmission adjourned until the 2nd day of Au-théir Government. Igust, but it Would: be lnterestlng, after aillu the exchange of vlews In respect to the con- the discussion that has taken place and thestitution of the Arbitral Tribunal which fol- statements given to the press by the Unitedlowed this conmmunication, inquiry was made by States-statements, lu facto I may say, seil-the ~United States commissioners whether the es- t s, in fat, I my say, semi-
1British commissioners had considered the ques- officia-to know whether my right hon.
tion of selecting an umpire from- the American friend le In a position to take the House Into,continents. his confidence as to whether an agreement

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

. - .- --- - - - 'N
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for an arbitration bad been arrived at, or,
at all events, for a modus vivendi pending
arbitration, or as to whether an arrangement
for an arbitration had been arrived at be-
tween the United States and Great Britain,
but was prevented by the fact that the Cana-
dian Government were not prepared to agree
to the modus vivendi, as proposed. I do not
know whether my right hon. friend is free
to make any further communications ; but,
if so, should be glad to have them made
now.

The PRIME MINISTER. There was no
proposal whatever, I am at liberty to say,
for a modus vivendi, pendlng the negotia-
tions. Wha+ was proposed was the terms
of an arbitration for a permanent settle-
ment of this boundary, and these are under
negotiation at this moment. I am not In a
position-and regret it very much-as the'
negotiations are stIll pending, to give to the
House communication of what la taking
place. There have been communications ln
the American press, Imputing one thing and
another to Canada, but, so long as the nego-
tiations are pending, I have no authority
from the Imperlal Government to make any
communication to the House. WIth regard
to a modus vivendi, I may say, there has
been no proposal to have one, but a proposi-
tion was made to have a provisional bound-
ary established on the Lynn Canal. For
the last two years, we have had a provision-
al boundary accepted by the two countries,
on the summit of White Pass and the sum-
mit of Chilkoot Pass, and a proposal was
made to us a few days ago to have a pro-
visional boundary put up on the Dalton
Trail. We have sent a proposition ln ac-
cordance with that, and I believe I will be
in a position very soon to lay it before the
House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may say,
that the protocols-which they really
are-as they exist between- the two
parties, were pretty fairly understood
before, and this brings me to the
conclusion that the position I took was the
correct one, namely, that the statement of
the difficulty, or the impasse, at which the
commissioners had arrived with regard to
the boundary question, and the remission of
that for diplomatic treatment between the
United States and Great Britain, virtually
amounted to a suspension of the proceedings,
and that the British commissioners ought
not to have adjourned the proceedings of
the commission, which practically were ar-
rested until that question was dIsposed of.
As the case was stated by the communica-
tion made to the public, under the authority
of my right hon. friend and the Hon. Mr.
Fairbanks, the leader of the American com-
mission, It appeared that, although this diffi-
culty had been reached ln dealing with the
question of the boundary, they had adjourn-
ed, atter having remitted that question to
their respective Governments, to the 2nd

day of August, and without stating that the
meeting on the 2nd day of August would
only take place In case this subject, in the
meantime, were referred to arbitration and
the question practically settled by an inter-
national arbitration agreeable to both coun-
tries. I think, therefore, that the position,
taken by the Government on that occasion,
as now expli.ned by these protocols and the
statement with which we are now favoured,
brings us very much to the same conclusion
that the action taken-and. I think, taken
very properly-by Her Majesty's com-
missioners on this question, was that,
until the Alaskan boundary question was
absolutely removed by settlement or by
arbitration, no further proceedings should
take place. I merely mention that ln pass-
ing, because It, to my mind, presents the
position taken by Her Majesty's commission-
ers on that occasion ln a stronger and a
better light than viewed In the light of the
Information we had when the commission
broke up.

I may say, that I called the attention of
my right hon. friend some time ago to what
I regarded as a question that might assume a
good deal of importance, and that was the
adoption of the Venezuela precedent as the
one to be followed in the case of the Alaskan
boundary. How the United States of America
could, for a single moment, raise any ques-
tion or controversy upon a proposal, such as
the British commissioners made, that the
Venez .içela precedent should be taken and
adopted ini the case of the Alaskan bound-
ary, I am utterly at a loss to Imagine.
Because, as we all know, the Foreign Secre-
tary and Prime Minister of Great Britain,
Lord Salisbury, receded very much from
the position ha originally took in regard to
the question, and a compromise was arrived
at by which Great Britain agreed not to
press her claim to any territory which was
not shown to have been in adverse possession
for over fifty years. This was a great cou-
cession. What I feared was that the adop-
tion of that precedent ln the case of Alaska
might raise a very important question. It
is true that it is only about twenty-seven
years, I think, since the United States of
America came Into possession of Alaska,
making their purchase from Russia and ae-
quiring the rights of Russia as they were
under the Treaty of 1825. But the Treaty
of 1825 between Russia and Great Britain
carries us away back for over seventy years.
And we remember that my right hon. friend.
and also, and more especially the Minister
of the Int.rior (Mr. Sifton), notwithstandlng
a very strong eaution from this side of the
House made a declaration on the floor of
Parliament that adverse possession had been
had along that coast from time Immemorial-
that Is the term used, I think, by the Min-
ister of the Interlor, meanIng that It had
been In possession of Russia, and afterwards
of the United States as the purchaser of
Russia's laims. I want to draw my right
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bon. friend's attention before it becomes too
late-aind until the matter is finally closed
it is not too late-to the tact that, so far as
Venezuelan boundary was concerned, it was
a matter of comparative indifference to
Great Britain whether this settlement or
that settlement along the line in contro-
versy should belong to one country or the
other ; but as it is a ma tter of Immense im-
portauce to Canada tha t adverse possession
should not establish a title to anything that
was not included as belonglng to Russia
under the Treaty of 1825. That treaty be-
tween Russia and Great Britain established
an actual line of demarkation as well as
could be established on paper. It provided
that the boundary should be a certain uline
of longitude until you come to Mount St.
Elias, and from Mount St. Elias down to
Prince of Wales' Island, a line ten marine
leagues from the coast line was to be fol-
lowed. The question, what is the coast line
is the matter in controversy between Great
Britain and thie United States--whether it
should follow the general coast line, or
whether it should Include the upper waters
of the indentations or inlets. The conten.
tion of Great Britiain always has been that
the coast line sho-ild follow along the gen-
eral contour of the sea-coast, not following
the înlets to their upper waters. The point
to whlich I wish to call speclal attention is
whet'ier Russia might not set up a claim
that she has been in possession of that
territory, and that, under a reference in
which the Venezuela precedent was follow-
cd, the international experts would be pre-
cluded from declaring this to be territory
belon-ging to Canada. So it might become
a matter of the most vital importance to
estabiish how far back the United States or
the Russian claim of possession adverse to
Great Britain could go so far as affects this
line from Mount St. Elias to Prince of Wales
Island. I do not intend to raise any con-
troversy or discussion further than to draw
my rlght hon. friend's attention to this
point, as It might be an important point to
consider before matters are concluded, and
to express the confident hope that, under the
arrangements that appear to have been
pretty well arrived at by the Peace confer-
ence, this matter will undoubtedly be set.
tled at no distant day by a reference to such
an international board of arbitration as a
question over which two such great nations
as Great Britain and the United States can-
mot afford, in the 19th century, to have very
long controversy.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). If my hon. friend and the House
will permit me, I desire to make only one or
two observations upon the Hne of argument
he has advanced. We came to the conclu-
sion, after giving the matter our best
thought, that the only rules whleh could be
adopted in the position of things which
existed in that distant part of the country,

Sir CHARLES TUTPPER.

were the rules so recently adopted for the
settlement of the Venezuelan difficulty.
With regard to the occupation by Russia, 1
do not know how far It is a matter at the
moment affecting the case.

Supposing it to be true that Russia had. at
the head of the Lynn Canal, for instance.
such possession or occupation as would
eonstitute a title under the terms
of the Venezuelan treaty, still, the
tact remains that under our con-
struction of the treaty, the line crosses the
Lynn Canal at a point which would leave
those settlements clearly within Canadian
territory. If It be determined by the arbi-
trators that that is the real line under the
Treaty of 1825, then, Russia, by recognizing
that line as the boundary gave up her claim
to the territory on which those settlements
were, notwithstanding that she had those
settlements and was, in that sense, in pos-
session.

I will not follow the argument further. I
hope, with my hon. friend, in fact, I feel
sure with him, that we shall have the ques-
tlon referred, and I hope before long. to
arbitration. The experts and lawyers will
ftnd abundant work in the settlement of the
questions involved, and I do not know tlhat
any discussion la Parliament to-day can
throw more light on the subject.

Mr. WALLACE. The Prime Min-
ister has stated that the British blue-
books contain the information he has
imparted to us in these protocols. I would
like to ask if the British blue-books contain
information about the other subjects that
were under c5onsideration by the commis-
sioners ?

The PRIME MINISTER. No, they con-
tain no information on the other subjects.
This subject of the boundary was referred
by the commissio!iers to their respective
Governments, the Government of Great Bri-
tain and the Government of the United
States. Therefore, the question is no longer
within the jurisdiction of the commission,
and that is the reason why it has been glven
to the public now. The other matters are
still under consideration and within the
jurisdiction of the commission.

Motion agreed to.

FISHERY OVERSEER LENOIR.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved for
leave to lay upon the Table of the House
certain papers relating to the dismissal of
Fishery Overseer Lenoir.

Motion agreed to.

SHERIFF OF YUKON TERRITORY.

Sir CHARLES H;IBBERT TUPPER
asked :

Referring to a return to an Address of the
House of Commons, 15th May, 1899, relating to
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the appoin-tment of a sheriff for Yukon terri-
tory-

(a) Was a bond given by the sheriff ?
(b) Was an oath taken by the sheriff referred

to ?
(c) Was the clerk of the court while Mr. Wade

was out of the Yukon district and before Mr.
Girouard was appointed ?

(d) Did Mr. Snell act as clerk of the court far
any period, and if so, what period ?

(e) If Mr. Snell so acted, under what authority
did lie act ?

dM If he acted, was a commission Issued to
him ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sif ton). In reply to question No. 1 I would
say (a) That Mr. Constantine, the inspector
of Mounted Pollee, was the first sheriff ap-
pointed to the Yukon Territory. He receiv-
ed no salary for his services until after bis
retirement as sheriff, and no bond seems to
have been exacted of him. He resigned
his office. Next, Mr. Harper was sherifl. He
was in the territory. He was written to,
and informed that he would be required to
give a bond, but up to the present time no
bond has been received ; (b) Cannot say, but,
no doubt, as the sherif is an officer of the
court, the judge would administer the oath
of office before he entered upon his duties ;
(c) H. A. Bliss acted as clerk of the court.
Have no doubt le was appointed 5 y the
court to discharge these duties during Mr.1
Wade's absence, and before the appointment t

of Mr. Girouard ; (d) We have no informa-
tion in the department in respect to Mr. Snell.
If he so acted, he was doubtless appointed1
by the court, and would act under its autho-I
rity ; (e) Answered above ; (f) The depart-
ment of Justice has no information upon the'
subject. The distance is so great, the coun-
try has hitherto been so difficult of access.
that if an officer resigns it might be unknown
for months afterwards, and under these cir-
cumstances it Is fitting that the judge should
appoint an officer to discharge these duties,
as ln the Yukon district the judge consti-
tutes the court, and the clerk is an officer of
his court.

COMMISSION TO MAJOR WALSH.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPE it
asked:

By virtue of what Act and section thereof, if
any, and If no statute by virtue of what authnr-
Ity or warrant was the commission under the
Great Seal issued to Major Walsb as chief ex-
ecutive officer for the Yukon district ?

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). Revised Statutes of Canada, section
1, chapter 19, as amended by 56 Viet., chap-
ter 14.

POST OFFICE, VICTORIA, B.C.

Mr. PRIOR (by Mr. Hughes) asked:

1. Is the ownership of the old post office site
and building in Victoria, B.C., vested in the
Dominion Government or in the Provincial Gov-
ernment ?

2. Under wbat title is It held ?
3. Has the Government offered this property

for sale either by public or private tender ?
4. If so, what offers, if any, were received for

same, in whose names, and for what amounts ?
5. Has the Government rented out the build-

ing, or any portion of it, for business purposes ?
6. If so, to whom, and at what annual rentals ?
7. Does the Government pay any municipal

taxes on same ?
The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WONS

(Mr. Tarte). 1. Ownership vested in the Do-
minion Goverument. 2. By a provincial
Act dated 1st of July, 1876. 3. Yes, by public
advertisement. 4. Two tenders were receiv-
ed, viz.: Thomas Bros. &; Co., $12,500 ; A.
Williams & Co., $20,000. 5. Yes, a portion of
the building is rented out. 6. Hardress
Clarke, $75 per month ; Humber & Campbell,
$55 per month ; Lewis Blank, $70 Der month;
Danes & Ruekhabor, $55 per month. 7. No.

RELATIVES OF J. S. WILLISON.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. Is J. W. Willison, Crown timber agent in
Yukon, a cousin of J. S. Willison, Esq., editor
of the Toronto "Globe" newspaper ?

2. Io William Wright, an employee In the te-
cording office at Dawson, a nephew of the said
J. S. Willison ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). Neither the pedigree of the editor
of the " Globe " nor of the officers mentioned,
Is on record In the department, and the Gov-
ernment have no information upon the sul
ject. I am quite unable to answer the hon.
gentleman's question.

CONSOLIDATION 0F THE STATUTES
OF CANADA.

Mr. HENDERSON (by Mr. Hughes) asked:

1. Is it the intention of the Goverument to pro-
vide for a consolidation of the Statutes of Can-
ada this year ?

2. If not, when may such consolidation be ex-
pected ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I am not in a position· to give any
information on this subjeet to my hon.
friend to-day. The matter is under consi-
deration.

REBUILDING OF THE SOURIS BREAK-
WATER.

Mr. MARTIN asked :
1. Has the Government had under considera-

tion a certain claim for damages arising from a
contraet awarded to Messrs. Thomas Mellish and
George Wightman for rebuilding the Souris
breakwater, in Prince Edward Island, about the
year 1895 ?

2. Is the Government aware that the contrac-
tors in this case were prevented from beginning
work as early in the season as desirable owing
to delay on the part of the Department of Publie
Works In attending to the signing of the contract
and delays on the part of the Government engi-
neer in charge ?

47 0429w P9



[COMMONS]

3. Is the Govcrnment aware that such delay
retarded the prosecution of the work, and left
it only partially completed when the stormy
season and winter set in, with the result that
the greater part of the work constructed was
carried away ?

4. If the Government has had this claim under
consideration, is it Intended to repay those con-
tractors for their loss ?

5. If the Government resists payment, on what
grounds does it base such resistance ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). 1. Yes. 2. No, the contractors
signified their acceptance of their contract
on the 15th of July. 1893, the contract was
sent down on the 25th, and was signed on the
3rd of August following, so that only about
15 days elapsed between the acceptance and
signing of the contract. 3. No, the following
memorandum made in June, 1897, by the then
chief engineer of the department, gives what
has been so far considered by the department
as the correct statement of the facts : Messrs.
Wightman & Mellish signed their contract
on or about the 3rd of August, 1893. On the
23rd of August 150 feet of breakwater was
carried away. Mr. Hogan was immediately
asked to prepare a plan showing what new
work would be required to dfll the breach
made by the sea. On the 31st of August,
Mr. Hogan was authorized to obtain an offer
from Wightman & Mellish, to repair the
breach. On the 1st of September, the con-
tractors off ered to do the necessary repairs
for $3,200. On the 2nd, authority was given
to accept the contractors' offer. On the 4th
they were notified. The work was flnished on
the 24th of October, and on the 6th of Nov-
ember an account in favour of the contrac-
tors for $3,200 was rendered. While they
were thus repairing the breach they com-
menced work on their contr'act, which con-
sisted In the construction of a new timber
block. Whether they neglected to properly
load their crib or not, it Is on record that on
the Sth of September what was done of this
contract was carried away by storm. They,
however, contInued the .work and completed
it on the 22nd of June, and the final estimate
was rendered on the 10th of July. (Signed),
Louis Coste. 4. The department has In its
possession a receipt signed by the contrac-
tors on the 30th July, 1894, accepting the
sum of $5,600 then paid to them In full com-
pensation and final settlement of alil claim
which they may have or have had in con-
nection with their contract. A copy of the
receipt is attached

Department of Public Works, Canada.
Received from Her Majesty Queen Victoria, re-

presented by the hon.the Minister of Public Works
of Canada, the sum o five thousand. and six hun-
dred dollars and no cents of lawful money of
Canada, being the balance due us on our contract
price for the construction of an additional block
to the breakwater at Souris, P.E.I., the said
sum being accepted by us in full compensation
and final settlement of alil claims which we may
have or have had In connection with the said
contract.

Mr. MARTIN.

In consideration whereof, we do hereby -acquit
and relase Her said Majesty, represented as
aforesaid, her heirs and successors, from all past
ai d future claims and demanda whatsoever for
the same in connection therewith.

Signed at Montague, this 30th day of July,
A.D. 1894.

(Sgd.) WIGHTMAN & MELLISH,
Per Geo. Wightman.

(L. S.)
Signed in the presence of

(Sgd.) JAS. M. WIGHTMAN.

POSTMASTER OF EAST TORONTO.

Mr. MACLEAN (by Mr. Sproule) asked:

Has any person or persons been recommended
to the Postmaster General for the vacant position
of postmaster of East Toronto ? If so, what are
the names ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). Yes, the wldow of the late postmaster
was recommended for the position.

POSTMASTER OF STE. EULALIE.

Mr. GAUVREAU (by Mr. Flint) asked:
1. Was an inquiry held by the Post Office De-

partment in the matter of Mr. Legris, post-
master of Ste. Eulalie, county of Nicolet ?

2. If so, by whom and when ?
3. Was a report made, and what are the con-

clusions thereof ?
4. Subsequently to the inquiry were not affi-

davits by the postmaster, or by other parties,
forwarded to the department?

5. If so, by whom ?
6. Isl it the intention of the hon. Minister to

discharge Mr. Legris should the report not be
favourable to him ?

The POSTMASTER GENEDRAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). 1. Yes. 2. By the post office in-
spector of the QuebeC division, acting
through Mr. J. H. Larue of his office. 3.
An inquiry was held on the 6th April, 1898.
The inspector's report was made under date
the 3rd of May, 1898, and It ahowed that
the postmaster's assistant (bis wife), who,
having lost a post card which had arrMred
at the Ste. Eulalie post office, and concern-
ing the arrival of whieh she had notifed
the addressee, subsUtuted another card for
it, on which she wrote the substance, as
she remembered it, of the communication
on the original card. This, it appears, was
done without the knowledge of the post-
master, and, as the assistant aUeges, under
the influence of great alarm at the dis-
covery that she had mislaid a card iwhich
she remembered was marked 'pressé."
Charges were also made against the pst-
master of having somemes misdelivered
letters, read poet cards and opened packets
of newspaper matter. 4. Yes. 5. By A-
phonse Gaudet, of St. Oelestin, and Joseph
Ernest Houde, of Three Rivera, tbeir tenor
being in the direetion of exculpating the as-
sistant from a charge brought against her ot
having given information (aUeged to have
been derived from a post card) respeeting
the business relations of th.i two parties.
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Both testified that no such relations existed
between them as were assumed in the
charge and that no such post oard as -men-
tioned therein had ever been sent by Mr.
Houde to Mr. Gaudet. Whatever action is
taken wili be such as the facts appear to
warrant.

PURCHASE OF IRON DOORS FOR PUB-
LIC BUILDINGS.

Mr. HODGINS (by Mr. Hughes) asked:
1. Were a number of Iron doors purchased for

the public buildings during the past year ?
2. If so, how many ?
3. By whom were they supplied ?
4. Were tenders called for by advertisement or

by letter ?
5. If by letter, how many parties were notified?
6. To whom was the order given ?
7. Why were not tenders publicly invited ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

ing). On behalf of the Minister of Public
Works, Mr. Tarte, I beg to answer the
hon. gentleman's questions as follows :-1.
Yes. 2. Four sets. 3. The Edward Cava-
Dagh Co., Montreal. 4. By letter. 5. One.
6. The Edward Cavanagh Co. 7. Because it
would have been a useless expenditure of
money.

MONTREAL, OTTAWA AND GEORGIAN
BAY OANAL.

Mr. WILLIAM J. POUPOtE (Pontiac). Mr.
Speaker, on the 31st of May last the privilege
was accorded to me by the right hon. Prime
Minister of Canada (Sir WH:frid Laurier) to
introduce a discussion of the Montreal, Ot-
tawa and Georgian Bay Oanal question. Ou
that occasion, as you will remember, Sir,
there was a very anlmated debate, In which
hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House
took part. At the close of that debafte, I
was very much pleased wfth the conclud-
Ing portion of the reply of the right hon.
First Minister to the proposition which was
made by me on behalf of the Montreal, Ot-
tawa and Georgian Bay Canal Co«npany.
The eoncluding words of the right hon.
Prime MInister were these ; speaking of
other -enterprises, the Prime -Minister said:

At the present time, unfortunately, the bond-
holders of the Chignecto Ship Railway are la a
very unfortunate position, because they have
been induced to invest their money by the moral
sanction and authority of the Canadian Govern-
ment. That Is unfortunate in many ways, anl
my hon. friend will, I am sure, agree with me
that it la the duty of this Government to take
every means to see that no acheme 1s put upon
the Engllsh market with its sanction unlesas it
bas before it a fairly reasonable assurance of. the
commercial success of the scheme.

Now, Mr. Speaker, here are the words to
which I want to draw your particular at-
tention. 'lhe Prime Minister proceeds:

When that la the position of this project, the
<nvernment will be prepared to look into it.

Certainly the scheme la one that has merit la I.
Assuredly it la one that la not to be dismissd
contemptuously. On the contrary, my hon.
friend has made a case, and a case which the
Government la bound to take into consideration;
but he will agree with me, I am sure, that be
cannot fairly expect the Government at this time
to take up the scheme, although he can expect
the Government will give to it its very best con-
sideration.
Mr. Speaker, since that debate took place
and since that pronouncement of the right
hon. First Minister, a good deal of agita-
tion has taken place, not only lu Canada,
but in Great Britain, over this great canal
project. Meetings have been held gene-
rally throughout the Ottawa valley. And,
when I say the Ottawa valley, I nean the
whole district lying between the t'ity of
Montreal and the mouth of the French
River. I elaim that the Ottawa valley ex-
tends from Montreal City clear throuighî to
the Georgian Bay, because that whole sec-
tion of country Is trebutary to the Lity of
Montreal, and forms practically part of the
Ottawa valley. lu addi;ion to that, we
have a valley runuiug from Mattawa to
the head of Temiscamningue Lake, which is a
portion of the Otbtawa valley, aud this coun-
try Is tributary to Montreal and to the s'ea-
ports of Canada also. As I have remarked,
meetings were held at varions townls along
the Ottawa River, from Hawkesl>ury to Mat-
tawa. We flnd a general consensus of opin-
ion that the Government of tihe day should
lend to this project any assistance inecessa:y
to start It towards construction and to c arry
it to completion. We not only find that t'-&s
il the opinion of the people of the Ottawa
valley, but we find that the sanie opinion
prevails ln Europe ; we find, :n fact, that
it iprevails in the United Sitates of America.
OD tLe occasion of a visit of American gen-
tiemen here last January-the Ticket Agents'
Association-we found, at a dinner given
li the Russell House, these gentlemen say-
Ing that, if the engineering difficulties were
not insurmountable, and If a sufficient depth
of water could be found at the water level,
American capital couid be found to push
this work to completion.

If that be the view entertained by some
very progressive American gentlemen, ist it
surprising that we should expect that the
Goverument of Canada should give to this
projeet all the assistance ln Its power, ln
order that it may be carried to completion ?
lu addition to the other meetings to which
I have referred, we find that the different
boards ot. trade ln the Ottawa Valley have
endorsed the scheme, and have passed reso-
lutions asking the Goverument of Canada
to assist it. We find that the county coun-
cils throughout the whole Ottawa Valley
have unanimously adopted. resolutions ask-
Ing the Government to assist this scheme,
so as to enable those who are wllling to in-
vest their money, to proceed with the work.
In addition, we find that the public opinion
of the country is so much ln favour of the
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project that the hon. the Minîster of Publie
Works (Mr. Tarte), at a banquet given in
the Monument Nationale, Montreal, ex-
pressed himself entirely in favour of the
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal.
Let me give a reference to the remarks of
the Minister of Publie Works on that occa-
sion :

Mr. Tarte. is grappling hard with the question
of transportation. ln his speech in Montreai
on Tuesday night he stated that negotiations
were going on between the Government and the
Grand Trunk for a route between Collingwood
and Toronto so as to bring the upper lakes in
direct communication over the Grand Trunk Rail-
way with the Intercolonial Railway and mari-
time seaboard.

The Minister of Public Works says that he
would recommend the further deepening of the
Toronto and Collingwood harbours if the Grand
Trunk instzad of carrying its trade to Portland
would take it to Montreal and deliver to the
ocean steamers In the summer.

Mr. Tarte's Idea is to make Montreal the Buf-
falo of Canada. With elevators in Montreal In
which to store the grain, the same as at Buffalo,
he says, there Is no reason why this should not
be done. In winter the Erie Canal Is closed,
and the trade goes by the railways to the sea-
board. The Intercolonial Railway ought to be
able to handle a large part of the traffic from
Montreal which now finds its way by American
routes.

As a result of proper harbour improvements,
Mr. Tarte gives Kingston as an illustration. He
sent a dredge there and had the harbour deep-
ened. Now two additional elevators were built
at Kingston, and 15,000,000 bushels of grain were
bandled there. The department gave improved
facilities to the Parry Sound at Coteau, and about
15,000,000 bushels of grain are now handled at
that point.

Mr. Tarte Is surprised at the statement which
came from Toronto that the Gcovernment was
side-tracking that city by recognizing the Parry
Sound road. He did not believe ln this. Trade
would flow in its natural channel, and there was
enough for both routes. "If I bad my way,"
said Mr. Tarte, " I would build the Georgian
Bay Canal and I would make traffie arrangements
with the Parry Sound in connection with the
Intercolonial, and I would like to see the Col-
lingwood and Toronto route straightened out.
With the improvement o! our water and rail
communication and the proper equipment of the
harbour at Montreal, there Is no limitation to the
possiblllties of development ln the Canadian car-
rying trade."

Now, I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that any
thoughtful Canadian will at once. see that
the Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte)-
who, I regret to see, is not ln his seat at
this moment-haa grasped the correct idea
as to the solution of the transportation ques-
tion.In Canada. He sees Canada's needs in
this direction. and bas seen them for some
time. and I judge of him by bis actions:
he bas done everything ln his power to im-
prove the facilities of the different ports of
Canada. He ls now ridiculed by some. be-
cause he speaks of expending more money.
Spending more money to do what ? Spend-
ing more money te improve the harbour ac-
commodation ln Montreal. Is he to be con-
demned for that? I say, that the MinIster

Mr. POUPORE.

of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte), in taking the
ground he bas, ln expressing himself as he
has. and in doing as he bas done since he
became Minister of Publie Works, has
stamped himself, in my estimation, as a
statesman of the first water. The hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Tarte) realizes that. in order
to bring our traffie through Canadian sea-
ports, we must spend money to improve the
facilities of these seaports. I eau quite un-
derstand that it may be somewhat distaste-
ful to some of my friends, that I should
thus express myself, but I want to assure
you, Mr. Speaker, that with me this is a
non-political question. It must be kept non-
political, for, If we were to bring it into the
ordinary, every-day party fights ln this
country, we could never hope to succeed
with this projeet. In my estimation, Sir,
this question Is away and above any polîti-
cal partisanship ; It is away and above any
little sectarian cry that may be raised ; it
Is a national question ; It is an Imperial
question, and I am one of those who !s
willing to give credit where credit is due,
when I see any Minister so conducting him-
self and managing his department as to
assist ln solving this very great problem of
cheap transportation. I again want to
quote from my hon. friend the Minister of
Publie Works (Mr. Tarte). In his speech
on the Address, he thus expressed himself :

"But I ask this House and the country if
the time bas not come when the port of Mont-
real should be made a genuine national harbour?
The port of Montreal ls the distributing point
between the east and the west. Is it not a cry-
ing shame that out of about 50,000,000 tons of
trade on the great lakes, on that magnificeat
reservoir of great lakes, we get scarcely any-
tbing, although our St. Lawrence route is the
shortest ? Are we not bound to make It the
best ? It Is the shortest, and it 18 possible to
make it the best. I say that not only la It pos-
sible, but it has already been doue. Since taking
this office I have felt a deep interest ln the
transportation question. It is not a Montreal
question ; it la not a St. John or Halifax ques-
tion ; It la not a Toronto question-it la a na-
tional question par excellence."

He discussed In detail the several proposals
for bringing the trade of the lakes and the
North-west to Montreal. "A great deal," con-
tinued Mr. Tarte, " bas been said about the
G'-orgian Bay Canal. I am not prepared to give
my opinion to-day as to the best mode of carry-
ing on that work, but I have no hesitation ln
saying that in my opinion that project la worthy
of all consideration."
This Is the comment of the Ottawa "01ti-
zen " upon these observations:

While the "Citizen" bas had occasion to
animadvert upon certain expenditures authorized
by the MinIster of Public Works, it congratu-
lates him upon his recognition of the merits of
the projected Georgian Bay Canal. It 'l a work
which will develop an important portion of the
province of Ontario, and greatly facilitate and
cbeapen the cest of transportation from the lakes
to the seaboard, and we ean assure the Govern-
ment that In fostering this enterprise it will
merit and receive the approval of the people of
Canada.
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Again, let me quote from the Ottawa " Citi- The proposed canal would run from the mouth
zen," under the heading "A General Rallyi of the French River at the northern end of Geor-
Needed". gian Bay, the north-eastern angle of Lako

Huron, to Montreal, on the St. Lawrence, by a
"Canada will be the highway of the world," Une as nearly straight as any stretch of inland

according to Sir William Van Horne, when cer- navigation can be expected to follow. Its advo-
tain conditions are complied with. And there is cates maintain not only that it would shorten
probably no better authority on such subjects the distance between Chicago and Liverpool ma-
than Sir William. But the condition must be terially, and do away with the delay and ex-
complied with, and promptly. What those condi- pense incident to transhipments, but also that
tions are have been fully described, but they -owing to the configuration of the country tra-
have been very clearly summarized by Mr. Tarte versed-it could be constructed at a relatively
in the statement which appeared In these columus small cost. Of these assertions the former at ail
last night. The great need at present la adequate events seems to be borne out by the facts. The
harbour accommodation, and this must be pro- distance between Georgian Bay and Montreal la
vided with all possible expedition. Thd country 430 miles ; the length of the whole route from
will not object to any expenditure, even though Chicago to Liverpool by way of the projected
the figure be large, for this purpose. Every canal would be 3,780 miles, while by way of But-
dollar so expended will yield a hundred-fold falo, the Erie Canal and Hudson River to New
within a year or two. With the ports on the St. York, and thence to Liverpool, the distance 1s
Lawrence, and sea-coast, placed on a satisfac- 4,495 miles, or via the Welland and St. Law-
tory footing, there need be no doubt as to tle rence Canals 4,148 miles.
resuit. Nor need there be any doubt as to the Now, as regards the cost of construction. Tt
route by which the traffie from the North-west will appears from the report of the surveyors made
pass, and the Minister of Public Works does not half a century aga that of the 430 miles between
speak on that phase of the question with. any Georgian Bay and Montreal only about 58 would
ambiguity. The traifle from the west will, in his need to be canalized. The rest of the waterway
opinion, naturally flow to Montreal, but he ap- is provided by nature in the form of a chain of
pears also to see clearly that it will be by way lakes and rivers. The French River itself is a
of the Ottawa. " As to the Parry Sound Railway, series of small connected lakes, after which, as
the case la a very clear one indeed." Quite so. ycu proceed eastward, comes Lake Nipissing,
Quietly, and without any great effort, that road 40 miles in length ; next are encountered Trout
has demonstrated the fact that it supplies a great Lake, Turtle Lake, Talon Lake, Aiguilles Lake
want. and Chant Lake. The confluence of the Matta-

Now, you wIll see that the hon. Minister of wan and Ottawa rivers is then reached, and the
Publie Works, who has . shown himself on latter waterway ls followed ta its junction with
different oeeactions to be a man of action andthe St. Lawrence. It was doubtless owing to the

d fact that sa little portage was required on this
a man willing to keep pace with the times, route that Champlain was led to adopt It in
is aware, as I am, and as are other men who 1615 on his way to the great inland seas of the
have takei the trouble to look into this continent ; for the same reason it formed for
question, that the American people at the many years the principal channel for carryilng on
present moment are putting forth tremend- the business of the Hudson's Bay Company.

1" epThe cost originally computed by Governmentous efforts to improvetheir waterwa"y. At engineers was $25,000,000, but this was for a
a dinner given recently in New York, at canal only 10 feet deep and from 100 to 60 feet
which there were present some 1,700 guests, wide. It remains to be seen how much this
all men of high financial standing, Mayor figure would bave to be increased for a canal
Van Wyek, who presided, pointed out that possessing depth and width enough to admit
Canada was now being exercised and agitat- vessels o! the modem type proceeding directly
ed over the construction of the shortest and from Liverpool ta Chicago.
most direct route to the seaboard from the This is a mistaken idea, Mr. Speaker.
great lakes, by -Way of the Ottawa River; iThere is no intention of opening up a water-
and he sounded a note of warnIng to bis hear- way that will admit vessels which will pro-
ers that the American people must be Up (eeed all th-, way from Liverpool to Ohicago.
and doing, that they could not afford to re- This to my mind would be absurd. Sea-
main dormant or sluggish, that the moment going vessels are not adapted to river or
the Ottawa River channel was opened up canal navigation. But I wIll quote the con-
from the great lakes to Montreal, a great eluding portion of this article to show that
part of the traffle which now goes iby Buffalo A merican gentlemen are on the qui vive in
and the Erie Canal would be deflected and regard to this question. The article con-
brought down tbe Ottawa River route. This tinues:
was not the only occasion on which that opin- As the present tendency of deep-sea cargo
ion has been expressed by Americans. The1 ships is toward enormous dimensions, beyond the
following is an article from the New York possibility of accommodation in canal locks, of

Sun"which there would be many on the proposed
THE PROPOSED SHIP CANAL IN CANADA. route, it may be deemed wise to contemplate

a single transhipment at Montreal, and to con-
The idea of connecting Montreal with the up- struct a canal of moderate size, from 15 to 16

per great lakes by means of a canal ls again feet ln depth, suitable for lake steamers.
urgently advocated by Mr. McLeod Stewart, a The objection ta the projected waterway la the
son of the Canadian politician by whom the number of locks that would be required. Even
scheme was first brought forward some fifty though the level of the summit lakes should be
years ago. It Is worth while ta note what mnay Ilowered, as we are told it umight bie, the
be said for the project, if only te emphiasize the h ighest point of the canal would be 624
duty of prosecuting with energy the work of f eet above Montreal, and 83 feet above
widening and deepening aur own Erle Canal. Georgian Bay. There are no mechanical ob-.
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stacles, however, that might not be surmounted,
provided the canal be designed for vessels draw-
ing not more than 16 feet. There is reason to
believe that the scheme is being earnestly com-
mended to the Canadian Government.

While I am on that head, I would like to
-quote another of the American papers to
show this House that this question is re-
teiving general attention everywhere. Here
is au article which appeared lu the Utica
. Globe " of the lst of April, 1899:

CANADA'S SHORT WATERWAY.
American Commerce Face to Face with a Killing

Rival.
The recent announcement of plans for the con-

struction of great elevators and other terminal
appliances for the grain trade at Montreal by
American capitalists is highly interesting and
sngnificant, says the New York "Tribune." Tak-
en alone it would mean a menace to the grain
trade of New York and the other Atlantic ports
of the United States. For the distance from
Montreal to Liverpool la 250 miles less than thal.
from New York. But, taken in connection wit-a
Canada's great canal scheme, it is immeasurab3y
more significant.

We have already told of the improvements thât
have been made to the Welland and St. Lawrence
canais, and their vast superlority over the can-
als of New York state, but the Dominion Is not
satisfied with them. It has entered upon the con-
struction of a short-cut waterway from the rit.
Lawrence to the upper lakes without enterIng
Lakes Ontario and Erie at all.

I wish that what is stated here was true.
It says that the Government bas entered
upon this work. It bas not started yet, I
regret to say, but I hope It soon will start.

It now has a canal from Montreal to Ottawa.
It will extend it along the line of the Ottawa
River to Lake Nipissing, and thence along French
River to Georgian Bay and Lake Huron. It has
Indeed actually begun this vast enterprise, and
expects to have it done and the whole waterway
epen to traffic within three years. At first this
canal wIll not be more than twice the depth of
the Erie Canal. Even that will permit large
lake barges and steamers to pass through it
directly from Duluth, Port Arthur and elsewhere
on the lakes to tlde-water or to the great ter-
minal whIch Americans are to build at Montreal.
But It ls intended in time to deepen it so as to
·give passage to ocean steamers. Then the latter
will be able to take on cargoes on Lake Superior
and go straight across to Liverpool without
breaking bulk.
That is not correct.

This directness of route wilil in Itself give
Canada a great advantage over the United
States. But the route la also much shorter than
any of ours. It la 375 miles shorter than the-
St. Lawrence River route, and 450 miles-1
That le another mistake.
shorter.,

It is 900 miles1

S-shorter than by way of the Erie Canal. The
distance from Chicago to Liverpool by way of the
Ottawa Canal will be 700 miles shorter than by
way of the Erie Canal.
There is a contradiction there.

Moreover, while the Erie route Includes 360
miles of artificial waterway, the St. Lawrence

Mr. POUPORE.

route 71 miles, the Ottawa route will have only
30 miles, ail the rest being natural waterway.
It is calculated that the Ottawa route will be ln
point of tiue four days shorter than the Erie
and a day and a half shorter than the St. Law-
rence.

Such is the rivalry which Canada, backed by
ail the resources of the British Empire, is about
to offer to the grain and other trade of the
northern United States. It la idle to suppose
that the merchandise which comes through the
Sault Ste. Marie and the Strait of Mackinaw will
come to New York on its way to Europe, with
costly and tedious transhipments at Buffalo and
New York, when it can go by way of Ottawa and
Montreal without a single transhipment .and in
four days less time, or rather with the trans-
shipments on the Erie route a week less. When
it Is possible, as it will be in three years, to
send a cargo from any point on Lake Superlor or
Lake Michigan clear to Liverpool by way of
Ottawa as quickly as It can be sent to New York
by way of the Erie Canal, all the European
trade of the upper lakes, both Canadian and
United States, wîll go by way of the Canadian
canal. That Is the interesting prospect which
confronta American commerce.
There is an article written by one of the
leadlng papers of the United States, which
expresses the American Idea about this pro-
jeet, and is not that sufficient of Itself to
awaken the people of Canada to the greiat
necessity of pushing through at once this
short waterway to the ocean. If there be
one thing more than another that ought to
induce our Government to give assistance to
this waterway, that very thing expressed la
the articles whieh I have quoted from the
American press is the one which ought to
prompt the Government to take action.

What is the position of Canada as regards
the transportation question ? Is it not a fact
that last year, with all our facilities, witl
all our railways, witb our enlarged canal
system, with all put together, the total export
from Montreal to Europe amounted to less
than 38,000,000 bushels of grain ? Is it not
also a statistical fact that from the port of
Buff alo 267,000,000 bushels of grain were sent
on to the seaports of the United States. Now,
we find that of that 267,000,000 bushels of
grain shipped from Buffalo to the seaports of
the United States, a laTge proportion came
from Canadian territory. We find that the
grain produced in -Canada ls not shipped from
Canadian ports. On the contrary, it is al-
lowed to go to American seaports, to build
up those ports to the detriment of our
Canadian seaports. This ls why I felt it
ny duty to pay the compliment which I did
to the Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte),
when I said that he properly gauged the
situation, when he declared on several occa-
sions that the way to brlng traffie by the
shortest route to Europe is to improve our
harbour facilities at Montreal and Quebee.
In thiat he struck the keynote, because with-
out those facilities we cannot aceommodate
the traffie that must eventually come to
those ports; but if we open up the Ottawa
River Canal, If we deepen the river to four-
teen feet, with our St. Lawrence waterway,
we are going to attract, I firmly believe-
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and that Is said by men who are competent have iast areas of land, arable land fit for
authority-from the Sault Ste. Marie Canal settiement, for agricultural purposes, vast
a large proportion of that traffic that now areas of land fit for mJnlng purposes. Take
goes direct to Buffalo from the Duluth and the New Ontario idea. We have immense
Lake Superlor district. It cannot be other- districts there openlng Up every day, produe-
wise. Trade will follow the shortest and Ing valuable minerais.
cheapest route-and we have the shortest and Now, the opening of this Canal must
cheapest route-the only trouble being -that it of necessity serve that vast region.
is not navigable at present. It will require Outsle of any other cinslderation, f.e mia.-
the expenditure of a good deal of money to eral prodw'ts of that ccuntry alone would
make it navigable, but what will that ex- warrant the Government in taking up this
penditure amount to as compared with the project and guaranteelng the bonds which
advantages that will accrue to Canada. it is necessary sbould be guaranteed before

If we are going to make Montreal and any Company will undertake the construc-
Quebec the first seaports of this continent, tion of the canal. But, spart from the Min-
if we are going to divert to those ports the erals, let us cousider the other resources of
traffic that now flows to Buffalo and keeps the coutry. Let us take Up the pulp ques-
running day and night, the whole year round, tion,'ipon whlch I said a few words in ny
the fif ty-two elevators in that city and every address of last year. We find to-day that
railway that can come there, and during the the pulp industry of Canada stands second
navigable season, to the fullest extent, the to none ln the country, so far as our woods
capacity of the Erie Canal, and which traffic and forests are concerned. You have fot far
1s still too great to be accommodýated with to travel from this Chamber to see the
promptitude at that port at all times, we must amount of money that is Invested and tg
open up this short waterway. Is it unreason- being Invested every day in the different
able for us to think that if we open up this portions of the Ottawa distrit-and.1 speak
short waterway, whlch is a thousand miles of the Ottawa district alone-in the erection
loser to Liverpool than any other route, we ofmila s and the equipping of manufactur-

will diver.t traffie by thût, route ? And ilIng est bahgents to produce pulp. Thst
dolng so, wbat will be the eff eet at Ottawa,1 simply mens the development of one o! our
Quebec and Montreal and other stopping I great resources of a kind o! wood that here-
places along the route ? WIII it fot be to tofore has been ooked upon as valueless.
Increase -the population durIng the construe- la days gone by the province o Quebee. as-

on itself,-andIsItn leot reasonable to p- nerar
asw ts pracipa!, almost Its only source os

lation must become fixed ? Why, the con- weahth, its plue timber. When the pirje
struction and opening o! tbis waterway wil timber was removed, t was supposed that
ot only irerease the population, but itwil o ther erain Be

ealoprnouts of thatce ry aoneBtwul

develop to-day resources we are now tumb- at the n t i ing
roj tng that years ago wa s supposed to b

themselves, y may say. Go out twenty d atee o
miles from where stand. and ou will find o i deae eco e
that we bave dlscovered gold ; you w.11, or thet ratesatreuares ofre omtei
find that a company Is organIzed and haveoheale, Tlet s nsiro t the mOres oa
sunk a shaft, and 15 now extending Its shaf t the count s therisa kte sourcthe oi es-a
down to a level o 130 feet In the Imnie- resaro ath
diate vicinity of that ttere are other dis- oncerning wh but little has been said-
-coveriesend there is nothing to lead t nonspeak o the production o! power by elec-d fIntrIcity. In this connection Iwouldh ike t

oto tofromttnthisnechaertaieuotoseot
oua n Ottawatvalley.I need not repettsbu in
you wil remember that last year' polnted bennve st,&be ePapera Whi was read athipears meeting o! the Royal Society o! Canksourt hater whae h a stoand, miles ada by the Preadent, Mi. T. C. Keefer.

able for Its vastess, and a deposit ou cobalt he f mils andth equipping:of anfau
lead and nickel right on that mal Island. water-power, and electrical products ln rela-

do a litt e further east, and at Portage w ulion to the undeveloped resources of the
Fort we have -a deposit o! marbe, than which Dominion." In my speech of hasthyear.
there is no better to be ?ound anywhere. In aidIt was estlmated that some two million
act. I do naot know o! any place where yo- nhose-power could be produced between the
eau find It so good-an Immense depost ta wellty o Montreal and the mouthao! hae
cannot to-day be handled for the want o Fren h River. Many People thought that I
easy means o! transportation. These are was snoothng over the mark. I thinke Ian
sorte o! te thngs that this canarwll detbhow that I wes quite witwiu the mark.
velop. and by the development of those re -i made a calculation upon te basis f the
sources. we aust add to thte population ot price o!helectrial power delvered in Mont-
Canadgai.nt is a very eementary dtatementreaI.I found that It sold n Montrea at
to make that what we want Gu Canada a an $25 per horse-power per year. Now, I simply

increase of our population. and anytbing that figured It ost this way: If we have two
wi onduce to the norease to our population million of horse-power obeeee-tricity

isut thatn he Caaalut tolado. Wnm year's Rmerng onheRya gei2ey orCa-
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power per year, we shall have a revenue of The question of transportation determines, to
$4,000,00 f ro-m electricity alone. In this a great extent, the existence, or otherwise, of the
relaton I will read a portion of this paper ossiblendustry, and enhances or diminises
which was read by the President of the te value of every article o! export Just ln pro-whieli ws rad b thePreiden of theportion ta Its efficîency and econoiy. On the
Royal Society of Canada, a society for other hand, where transportation s necessarily
whlh every gentleman In this House and expensxve, cheap production may maintain an
every gentleman ln Canada entertains thé industry, and herenla where our abudant
very highest respect because it is compoSed water-power may corne In.
of the highest men in our country intellec- The geogra.phlcal position o! Canada ln relation

to the commercial centre of gravity o! the Noro-tua ndplyo American continent c at least noteworthy. Tilts
The substitution ofelectricty for steam as the centre la very near Lake Erie. Frons the western

whicve for railways on inany roadstre- end of this lake the water route to the Atiantie,eoiver gaertan attne a tertns he tind Straits o Belle Ise, follows the general

gaey aihst rnesptabeaue rlt it is copsdwtrpwrmycm n

already taken place as regards suburban rail- direction o! a great circle, whi h cuts the com-
tcas o tmercial heart o! Europe, te horte t route, orwaysnotablyition of elctretofote"a sth airec ne," which euts LIverpool. Our two penin-

road and Hull and Aylmer Railway, where
water-power is doing the work which has here- sulas, the Sarnia-Detroit, and that at Sault Ste.
tofore been done by coal. The chief obstacles to Marie, which are the railway gates of the lake
an early change on the larger roads are the region, afford the most direct as well as the
hundreds of millions Invested In locomotives, and only land routes to the Atlantic for all the
the very large outlay required to equip existing north-western states, and are traversed by the
te vryoarge oitla theqeic sytem Theprin- trunk lines of raliway. From Lake Erie, watercteam roadwth the electric system. The prin- communication on the largest scale extends

cipal Inducement would be the passenger, ert through Lake Huron to the extremities of Lakesvice, owng to the Increased speed possible, It Michigan and Superior. One-third of the popula-being confidently stated that, with electrhcity, a tion of the United States are dependent upon the

could be attalned. Moreover, there would be great lakes largely as to exports and Importa, and
entir abolition o the poisonous smoke whlch wholly as to rates, which are fixed by the water
entire aoiio fthe osnuamk wh for the rail routes.drops upon the Pullman in preference to any One-half of the population of the United States
coach ahead o it. la found within a radius of 400 miles from Cleve-WhIle the conversion o trunk ioes would be land, a Lake Erie port claimed to be second only
attended w1th a cost whicb la for the pr'ýsent to the Clyde as a ship-building one, and ao
prahibitory, this objection does not apply to new the largest iron ore market indthe world.
Unes which may be worked independently or In The paper and pulp industry, as well as someconnection with electrie ones. When the time of the electro-chemicals and metallurgical ones
arrives for such railways, water-power will have (to the present list of which many additions may
a ield of usefulness of whIch we can at present be made), are distinguished by the large tonnage
form little conception. Water-wheels and wires (roduced, the output o! sevral pulp milîs
would dispiace the coal-docks, the coal-laden pouetebptofsvrl upmie
vesels, the hugeecoal-yards, and the trains, for exceeding 100 tons per day. For this the St.

distrsbutlng their contents over hundreds o Lawrence Is the natural route for exportation,
isbune cand to it this heavy tonnage Is of the greatest

miles ofteinesinnimportance as a means of attracting tramps as
An Interwor line, connecting Lake St. John, on ' ell as liners during the open season. In-

the Saguenay, with Lake Témiscamingue, on the crease of sea tonnage into the St. Lawrence is
Ottawa (which could ultimately be extended via essential to her inland commerce; by it only cea
Missanabi, Nepigon and Lac Seul to the Sas- suent wstboundcfreghs b secued toat
katchewan) would be a colonization road, re- sufficent west-bound reghts be secured ta at-
moved from the frontier, and one which could tract afproper share oe the commerce of the
be worked, possibly altogether, by water-power, lakes, ater ail bas been done te give to the
and open a virgin tract In which electro-chemicai latter a uick despat h at Mentreal or Quebee.
and electro-metallurgical Industries might arise, Therela probably no place in the worid where
as well as those connected with the products of enland transportation tcarrIed on wlth greater

the orets nd te mne.expeditlon and economy than ln the valley o! the
the forests and the mine. St. Lawrence. This is due to the character of

the Inland navigation, unequailed elsewhere, and
That is his reference to the uses in which tathe Influence whlch this exerts upon the rail-
electricity eau be put. Now, he deals with ways competing with It; aud algo, because the
the transportation question, the one I am valley o! the St. Lawrene l not oniy the great-
so feebly trying to make myself understood estbighway for agrieultural produets, but o!
abouttmineraienues, as well as o! the products othe

forest and tee fisherles.
The more extended use o! our waîer-power Iu More than haif o! the Iran ore produced In the

the Immedlate future for manufacturIng aud United States la mined around Lake Superir.
ining purposes, especialiy for the eleetro-chem- Into this lake an increasIng number o raelwayt

cal and rmetallurgIcalmproductions, naturally leadi are pourng tase produce of the vart wheat flelds
to the conslderaton othe charactero w ther ut- between It d the Rocky Mountanns,orpd thus
put, especially with regard to markets, and trans- Dlacing this grain within a thousand miles of
portation problema generally. Montreal, which Is the nearest seaport by bun-

Transportation next to production Is the most dreds o! miles, and the only one which can be
Important commercial question to a country of reched by vessels capable of navlgating the
vast distances, and low-priced products affording lakes.
great tonnage, such as we produce, and for which WIthout tlrlng the House In reading the
we bave expended hundreds of millions l uncnaMi whole of this paper. we find that over one-annually, harbours, lighthouses and steamers, a half of the Iron used In the UnIted States issum disproportioned to our reallzed wealth, as It
certainly la to our population. But, " noblesse taken from the Lake Superior reglon. Not
oblIge," we pnsseas a vast estate, and are .om- only so, but I have an article from an Eng-
pelled to develop it and await results. lish paper on the same subject, showîng

Mr. POtTPOR~.
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tbat England, If we had this short water-
way, would transport ore from Lake Supe-
zior to England, they would use the ores of
Lake Superior ln the English furnaces. This
is a matter of very great importance, as I
am sure it will be admitted by every one who
has given any thought to the question. Here
is an article whleb appeared ln the " Cana-
dian Trade Review" :

The exportation of Lake Superior iron ore to
England may appear to be a rosy dream of the
dim future, but with an all-water route, English
capital in control of a good ore property, best
machinery at loading and unloading points, and
ocean-going vessels specially constructed for such
trade, it will be accomplisbed within a very
short period. It is a well-known fact that the
native ores of England are about exhausted, and
that what remains Is of a lean variety, also that
while there may still be a large deposit of ore
in the Bilboa district, in Spain, which ores are
largely used in England, atill they are mu-h
Inferior in quality and much harder to work
than the richer and more easily reduced ores of
the Lake Superior region. Based on the price
pald in England for Spanish ore to-day, English
manufacturers could afford to pay from $4.50 to
$4.75 per ton for the best ores of the Mesabi
Tange. With the conditions before named, this
price should ýbe sufficient to enable ore to be
mined in the Lake Superlor region and sent to
England at a fair profit.

Now, In this quotation Mr. Keefer says
that more than hait the Irou ore produced
in the United States is mined around Lake
Superior. We find In this other article that
England will have to look for her ore to
Lake Superior. If Lake Superior be the
producing point and we can handle that ore
by a shorter and a cheaiper route than
any other known to exist, is it not fair to
conclude that by opening up this walerway
we would thereby open up a route by wh1eh
the iron products of the Lake Superior dis-
trict would furnieh the world ? The quan-
tlty of Iron that can be produced around
Lake Superlor is Inestimable, and the qua-
lity Is looked upon as being superior to any-
thing they have got In England. All that is
required to bring this ore into the markets
of the world is the openIng up of this
natural waterway. When I say "naturai,''
I speak advisedly, because it Is a waterway
already, and we have only to improve It a
little at different points to make It one of
the nost magnificent waterways on this
continent. Providence gave us the water-
way, and Providence demands that we
should do something to Improve it in order
to make it one of the hlghways of this con-
tinent.

Mr. Speaker, ln opening up that river we
would be carrylng out one of the greatest
enterprises that have ever been undertaken
In Canada, I bar none, I do not even except
the Canadian Pacific Railway. The Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway was necessary, of
course ; It was one of the greatest achieve-
n'ents of the Dominion Government, and to
the men who carried it to completion the
world will ever be Indebted. The names of

those men who carried through that great
work will go down to history embalmed In
the hearts of Canadians. But we have a
scheme here which is not second even to the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. And why Is it
not second ? Because It is a waterway,
and at every steD of its progress along the
Ottawa River It Is going to originate Indus-
tries, and develop untold resources that no-
body knows how to estimate at this moment.
We shall never be able to estimate fully the
advantages we possess in our Ottawa valley.
Wheu I speak in this strain, people who
have never looked luto the question, simply
say : Well, Poupore Is a great admirer of
the Georgian Bay Canal. Now, Sir, I can
give a reason for the faith that Is lu me; I
eau tell why I am a great admirer of the
Georgian Bay Canal ; I eau tell why this
Government or any Government l Canada
will not be dolng Its duty by the people
unless It takes up this project and assisfs
the men who are wlllng to put their money
into the development of tat. waterway.
When I say that this would be one of the
vastest schemes, I think I must borrow the
expression of my hon. friend the Postmaster
General, and say that I thlnk It will be a
" vaster scheme than has been." If this
scheme be taken up it will be a vaster scheme
than ever has been. No such scheme, I think,
bas ever been undertaken In the history of
this country, indeed I might almost except,
though I do not like to, even the Canadian
Pacifie Railway. The Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way fulfilled one great function for Canada,
it cemented the union of the scattered pro-
vinces of the Dominion, and fulfilled the
objects that the fathers of confederations
had In view when they entered Into that
compact. That was all right. But now we
want something more. We want something
more than a railway running over the sur-
face of the ground to f ulfil the objects of the
compact entered Into by the varlous pro-
vinces forming this great Dominion ; we
want other things to develop the resources
that lie dormant to-day. We need to be
astir, because the people of the United
States are not asleep. They are now very
anxious at our progress. At the dinner to
which I referred sometime ago, Mayor Van
Wyck. of New York, polnted out that unless
they were up and dolng, and at once en-
larged the Erle Canal to meet the require-
ments of trade, Canada would open up this
short waterway and take away that trade
which now goes to Buffalo and builds up
American ports. Is that not a significant
statenient to be made by a publie man at a
public dinner In New York city ? Take up
the Buffalo papers, some of which I have
before me, and they show how much danger
our frlends to the south of us see ln allow-
ing tie Canadian people to go on and open
up this canal. They feel that Canada, no
doubt, will. do Its duty- We find when we
go down to Washington, and ask the Amer
ican people to do what is fair by us-for
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ail we want is simply to get something
that is fair, sonething that will proteet the
interests of Canada-we find when we want
to enter into negotiations with them that
tbey are very independent. Now, the way
to treat people who are so very independent,
is to be independent ourselves. We have got
within our reach the means of ma'king Can-
ada, net so populous a country, perhaps,
but we have the means of making Canada
wholly independent of the people of
the United States, unless they are wIlling to
treat us as one brother would treat another.
We have within our reach the means of
belng absolutely independent ; we can find
markets elsewhere if the people of ithe
United States refuse to deal with us, but,
in order to find markets, we must improve
our waterways, build up and Increase our
population and develop our resources. rThis
is what we must do as a nation. Speaking
of the resources of the Ottawa valley, to
which I have alluded, I want to point out
something as showing what we are pos-
sessed of, In addition to what Is already
known to ourselves, that outsiders are com-
ing in and investing their mouey i cie
mineral developmvent of our country. iere
is an article, the truthfuiness of whicth I
can vouch for, because I know uthe gentle-
man referred to myself :

ARE READY TO INVEST.
British Capitalists are not Backward About

Spending their Money ln Canadian Mines.
Canadian nickel mining is to be further devel-

oped by British capital. Mr. J. E. S. Trelawney,
son of Sir William Trelawney, Bart., of Cornwall,
England, le at present in Ottawa, representing
English capitalists who purpose investling to a
considerable extent in nickel claims in the Sud-
bury region. The deal will probably be closed
shortly, and operations commenced as soon as
the necessary nachinery can be put in place.
Mr. Trelawney is the guest of Mr. J. Carling
Kelly, the well-known inining agent, at his reE-
dence on Somerset Street

Wednesday a "Citizen " reporter learned from
Mr. Trelawney much that Is of gratifying inter-
est concerning Canadian mineral wealth, and the
light ln whieh it s viewed ln foreign markets,
such as London, Parla and Hamburg. The Cana-
dian nickel mines pruduce two-thirds of the
word's supply,-
Is that not astonishing ? Fancy having in
Canada two-4hlrds of the whole nickel sup-
ply of the word !

-and, as the demand is increaslng, Canadian
mines wlll be evený more heavily drawn on in the
future. Thus English and French capital will
open up and develop regions hitherto unfouched
ln, the Dominion. The gold and copper deposits
of the country are also favourably mentioned,
although as yet the British Colúmbla fields are
the only oes known In foreign markets besides
the ,Klondike. The English promoters favour
hydraulic mining, but on account of the Inac-
cessibility of the Yukon and the elimiatie con-
ditions that retard the country, the Britishers do
no take with favour to It. On the other hand,
ie great redution ln the cost of smelting--from

$22 to $7 per ton-in the British Columbia dis-
triet, wll induce free investments of Britlah cap.

Mr. POUPORE.X

Ital ln the mines of that province. It ls strange
that Ontario's wealth of gold should not be
better known on the London and other European
markets, but as yet the attention la on British
Columbia and that province only. Mr. Kelly be-
lieves, though, that the wealth of newer Ontario,
Hastings County, the Ottawa district, &c., will
aIl quickly find English capital to develop it, as
son as It Is brought to the attention of foreign
Investors.

This 1s the condition of affaire In spite of
the difficulty we have ln transporting our
ores and in spite of the extra cost that we
are obliged to pay to take these ores to
the smelters of Europe. Of this I know
somethIng, because I am concerned myself
in a mine that Is shipping ore to Belgium.
The value of that ore at the mouth of the
mine is about $50 per ton, but the total net
profit we c'an make out of It Is $10 to $15 per
ton. hie rest goes te transportation char-
ges and the cost of smelting. You will see
that the question of transportation, then, ls
one of the most vital importance. Whilst
speaking of thls matter, I want to refer to au
article vhich I bave read In the "Cosmopoli-
tan " Magazine on the question of transpor-
tation. Here le an article written by Mr. F.
W. Fitzpatriek, an Amerlean gentleman who
Is very well posted on the question. Speak-
ing of the great volume of trade that goes
through the lakes, he says:

Our annual freight bill is enormous. It amounts
to more than $800,000,000 a year-a tax upon our
commerce equal to $60 a year for every family,
or, assuming the Government's calculations to be
correct, and that the average income of each
labourer ls $500 a year, this means that the equi-
valent of every one month's labour of each head
o! a family muet be set aside te pay for bis share
of the freight bill. Anything that lessens this
tax upon the people will soon find favour with
them.

We go on and find that this gentleman, who
has produced a very well written article.
says about the navigation of the lakes and
the great traffe thalt is done upon them :

In spite of my promise not to produce anarguments for the "deep waterways to the sesa,
the temptation to say something for it is strong.Tt is a most fascinating theme, grand in its
nossibilities, and fairly bristling with figures.
But that Is another story. To-day Buffalo lioractically the eastern terminus of lake traffle.A few small, most Canadian, vessels, go down
the Welland Canal, around Niágara, and the
other north shore canals and the St. LawrenceRiver to Montreal and the seaboard, but thattrafflc s not worth mentionIng.
Hle calls them9 ma1l vessels ; they do not

nnount to anything, and that ls the trade
that comes to Canada.

A considerable auantity of cereals, coal and
lumber, le transferred to steam or mule canai
harges at Buffalo. for transportation down the
Mrie Canal to the Hudson River and New York,
but the great bulk of lake freight for the east ls
transferred at Buffalo to the raliroads.
Th1t ts the Amereaa view of our water-
waySe; <they ook upon them as being of no
very great use. They do not amount to
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much lu their estimation. That is why,
when they find that we are wakIng up, they
think they had better be stlrring them-
selves or we wIll likely take some of their
trade away. Under all these cireumstan-
ces, I think the time has come for Can-
ada to be active in this transportation ques-
tion. We find tihat Mr. McLeod Stewut-
a gentleman whose naine is becoming a
household word, not only ln -Canada but an
England, in conneotion with the Georgian
Bay Canal--dnring his recent visit to Eng-
land, imade such arrangements as w11 en-
able the company to carry on the construe-
tion of this canal upon the condition, of
course, and always upon the condition, that
the Government of Canada shall sanctlon
It by guaranteeing the interest upon Its
bonds. Last session, as I have already
polnted out, the right hon. Fdrst Milnister
sald that when thls pr&ject shall bave reach-
ed the position that the success f the under-
taking wfl be assured, the Government of
Canada would feel disposed to give àt &ts
very best consideration. Mr. Speaker, I
think we have reached that perlod. I think
we can establish, before this debate Is end-
ed, that this âs not only a feasible question,
that It is not only a practical question,
but that It is a projeet in which a number
of capftaUsts of Europe are wliling to risk
their money, provIded the GTovernment of
Canada wlIl give it that sanction, which. I
think the Government should give It. The
Government s fnot asked in any way to ad-
vance or contribute one dollar, and If the
case ever arises in wjheh the Government
is called upon to pay anythlng on account
of Interest, its claim will be a first Flen, and
a fdrst charge upon ail these works. And
besides that, from the receipts from the
operations of that canal, after Its construe,
tion, the working expenses will be taken out
and paid, and whatever la lett over and
above that will go to the reduotion of the
moneys the Government may have to pay
on account of interest until the whole thing
ls wiped out. By this proposition, which1
I shall give to the House before I conelude,
the Government la not asked to advance one
eingle dollar until the project ls completed ;
ethe Government Is not asked to become re-
eponsible for one single cent until the work
Is completed, and if that be -the position,
and If other men are wilng to put their
money into it, It does seem to me that the
Government Is asked for very bttle when
dt la asked sImply to guarantee the Interest
en the bonds.

ed in England In having a syndicate form-
ed of reputable men of very high commercial
standing, who are not only ready to under-
take the construction of the canal, but who
have the right, by their letters of associa-
tion as a syndicate, to develop mines, to
acquire franenises, and to do anything that
comes within the scope of mercantile trans-
actions. A majority of the board of direc-
tors of the Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian
Bay Canal Company wIll be composed of
the gentlemen who formed the syndicate. A
çondition which they impose lo, that a ma-
jority of European stockholders shall be on
the board of directors of that canal com-
pany, and this, of course, Is readily agreed
to by Mr. Stewart. Under the franchise
which Mr. Stewart and his company hold
from the Government of Canada, the obliga-
tion rests upon the promoters to organize
the company in Canada; the head office Is
to be In Ottawa, and that is why the com-
pany was not formed In England. The syn-
dicate was formed lu England on about the
same Unes as the syndicate which was
formed to construet the Canadian Pacifte
Railway. All these details, of course, and
all the evidence, will be furnished to the
Government before they are asked to pro-
ceed; but I may mention that two millions
or three millions-at all events, between two
and three millions-dollars have been sub-
scrlbed by the canal company, and 10 per
cent of $2,000,000 have been paid into a
chartered bank, which sum has been trans-
mitted to Canada. This fulfils one of the re-
quirements of the franchise, which states
distinctly that no company can proceed to
do anything in the lne of constructing this
canal, until $2,000,000 of stock bas been sub-
scribed and 10 per cent of that paid into a
chartered bank of Canada. Now, this re-
quirement has been fulûllled, and, when all
the facts in connection with this projeet
which have occurred since the last session
of Parliament, are made known to the
Prime Minlster; of Canada and bis Govern-
ment, I prediet In advance that the Prime
Minister will take that view which he. so
nicely outlined last year, in the closing re-
marks of his speech ln this debate. Let me
read an article which appeared ln the
"Sun ".

The PRIME MINISTER. What "Sun,"
may ask ?

Mr. POUPORE. The London "Sun." It
says:

It would seem that Canada is at last to control
ber ownwaterway between thé waters o! the.

Mr. DAVIN. How muchi interest ? g takearnd the ports of shipping upon the
Atlantic Ocean. Au Improved: version o! theMr. POUPORE. The proposition thatwa plans- tof1860 w hll be lad ,before ohthe Iorlai

made last year was, 2 per cent on $17,000,9Government with a view of obtaining a partial
000. The proposition which arn about to Subsidy towards the work of construction. A
make now l a Ulttle different from that, but, canàl similar to the proposed new Monteal,
I think, nlot so different s to Mke it ob Ottawa antd Georgian Bay navigation shesme,

of! paramount Importance to -the Imperlal inter.,
ote ,nn.etts4 y of the Dominion, elnee in the event of anythat, in conneon wi the organiaton rupture i uthe relations between thi- eotuatrythe company, Mr. McLeod Stewart succeed and Amerlcá, Canada possesses no strategia or
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commercial canal which would not come within it possible to imagine that. we are to go
the jurisdiction of the United States. The rea- through this world unmolested in the years
sons which induced the Chancellor of the Ex- to come-unmolested by our neighbours to
chequer to refuse Mr. Cecil Rhodes's proposals the south of us. That is rather Improbable.cannot be applied ta the Canadian canal, sne esot fu.Ta srte mrbbe
Its presence must Improve the prosperlty o Can- I hope the day wlll never come when the
ada ln a way which is at once apparent, and be- relations between the two countries will be
yond even the "wasp stIngs of Little England- so strained as to make it necessary that ·the
ers." one country shall have to stand up ln confilet
This, Sir, is a feature of the project which against the other. I hope that day shall
ought not be dismnissed without a great deal never come ; but, If it come, is it not well
of serioug thought. We are speaking of a that we should be ready? Is it not well
canal that niay cost Canada. we will say, that we should have some means of defence,
for the present, $8,000,000 or $10,000,000, or is it better that we should be, as we are
Now, from the information which I have! to-day, with an exposed frontier of some
upon the subject. I am convinced that, for 2,000 miles along the St. Lawrence River, a
commercial purposes alone, the Government river that is common to both countries ? The
of Canada would be warranted in giving Americans have just as much right to come
that amount of expenditure as a bonus. As.down the St. Lawrence River as we have;
a public man, I say from my seat in this they can use our canals, on fulfilling certain
House, that, if the Government of Canada conditions, and, in case of trouble, they
gave a bonus of $10,000,000 for the pur- would have just as free access to that river
pose of opening up that waterway, then, as we have. Where would our protection
from a commercil point of view alone, I,·as! be then ?
a business man, feel that it would be a wise Why, they would gobble us up ln one day,
thing for the Government to do. And why, exposed as we are now. But if we went
from a commercial standpoint, would it be on and opened up the Ottawa River as a
a wise thing for the Government to do ? waterway to the great lakes, consider the
Flrst, it would increase the population of position we should then occupy. Who
Canada ; second, It wouldt extend the sea- could then ·come near the internal districts
ports of our country and bring through of our country ? We certainly could resist
Canada the traffie that belongs to us ; third, any attack that could be made upon us.
It would develop the resources of our coun- The enemy could not reach the laterior of
try, which will remain undeveloped unless the country, through which this canal would
something is done ln this direction. And, pass, without finding some way of getting
ln developing these resources, what will fol- there, and the chances are that we would
low ? Look at the mining industries of set a trap for them before they would reach
other countries, and what do you find ? Go it. So thaît, apart from the commercial
to Butte City, Montana. That city has been 1 view of the case, we cannot dismiss from
built up because the people of that city our minds the greaet importance of this
went into the mining industry, and the pro- strategical våew. Go away back to the
duet of ore was so great that a company time when General Sir John MIchel wag ln
was formed to build a smelter. The mo- command of the Canadian troops, thirty-five
ment that smelter was bulît, the number of years ago, and you will find that he pre-
people employed in and about the smelter dicted that this great waterway must be
and the mines formed the city of Butte, opened up as an Imperial work, Important
and, as the result of that one smelter In a to the Empire as a whole, and not simply to
mining district in the United States, you Canada.
have to-day the large and growing city of-D I Sodid Leut. Synge.
Butte. Open up the Ottawa valley, and,
with the mineral resources we possess there, Mr. POUPORE. Yes. These men many
you will find> that we must build smelters. years ago saw the necessity of opening up
We will have to build a smelter at Ottawa! th; s canal, not for commercial purposes
we will have to build a smelter at the alone, but as a eateguard for the British
mouth of the French River, and we will D>mpre
have to furnish the means necessary to get Now, it does seem to me opportune at this
the ores to these amelters. All this wIll ex- particular Urne, when no other great work
pand the country, increase the population, la before the Government of Canada, that
and develop our resources that to-day lie this great projeet should be taken up with
dormant That is why I say, that, if the promptnes. It la true, we are completing
Government of Canada to-day gave $10,- the enlargement of the St. Lawreneanais;
O0000 as a bonus to this canal, it would but It le alo true tbst that work will be

be warranted in dolng so, from a commer- comagetedabout the -end of the present year.
cial stand-point alone. The Government of Canada wIll then be

But let us. regard the scheme from a stra- free from the burden of any great public
teglc poinut of view ; let us look at It as a work, and now la tue time that this work
matter of defence. Have we any assurance, shou)d be aanctioned andIs-te y h
have we any guarantee from Divine Provi-Goemnt Itltr, thsbesM
dence, that we are free from any possiblete e," y<Mntyorwnfeda
chance uf being involved in a condiet ? IsM.Puoe tieu hsprjc hnte

Mr.POUOR. Ys.TheeOen an
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were in power ?" That is a very ,proper
question to put, I confess ; but there is an
answer to that question which I think
ought to be sufficient for any man. I do
not want to see this question brought into
the arena of politios. It is of too great
magnitude to be made a political question.
We want men of good-wlll everywhere to
join In this great scheme, because we must
have unity of action from aIl quarters in
order to succeed. When the . Spanish-
American war broke out a year ago, the
people of the UnIted States, in mustering
their forces, did not stop to Inquire to whazt
political party any man belonged. There
was no question of party at all. All the
people of the great republic stood up as
one man for the defence of their country ;
and Canadians should stand up as one inan,
not only for the defence of their country,
but for the development of their country,
teeming as it ls with untold resources, which
are lying dormant, and for the protection of
their country where it requires protection.
I say, then, that this Is not a political, but
a inational question-ay, a question of Im-
perial Importance ; and I belleve the Irm-
perial authorities would gladly lend a hand
to the completion of this project If properly
approached and asked to do so. But, to
answer the question put to me by an hon.
friend on the other side of the House, " Mr.
Poupore, why did not your friends take up
this question when they were in power ?" let
me say thatt last year an answer was given
by my hon. friend the ex-Mnister of Rail-
ways and Canals (M.r. Haggart). He said
he thought the proper way to build this
canal was to have it done by the Government
ln small intalnients from year to year ;
but he said the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr.
Foster) was a tight-fisted man, and that he
had held the purse-strings too tightly. 0f
course, I do not think that was a very
strong reason. The reason I asslgned, in
answer to the gentleman who asked me the
question, was this. I said that the politi-
eal party to whieh I belonged, whIch had
construeted the Canadian Pacific Railway,
which had Inaugurated the enlargement of
the St. Lawrence canals, which had car-
ried the Intercolonial RaEway to comple-
tion, had certainly left behlnd it an evi-
dence of progress-had left Its foot-prints
on the sands of time. I repeat what I said
last year, that the obligations which the
DomInion of Canada undertook at confedera-
tion were onerous and numerous. The large
amount of money that -had to be paid for
the North-west Territoles, the immense
sume that had been contrIbuted to the Cana-
dian Pacifle Ra lway, the expenses conneet-
ed with the Itercolonlal Baflway, with the
enlargement of the WeBland Canal, wth the
St. Lawrence eanals, and with the Ottawa
River canals-ail these had te be under-
taken by the Government of that time. Now.
lt i qute easy to be. understood that while
these great works were lùn progress the Gov-
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ernment of the day was not prone to under-
take any new obligations of the 'nagnitude
of this projeet. But is it unreasoaable for
us to ask the Government of the day, hav-
ing just about completed the work they
undertook when they entered office, and
being almost entirely relieved of great pub-
lie works, to take an active interest In this
project ? Would it not redouind to the
credit of the hon. the First Minister and his
Government for all time to come ? Would
It not make him one of the greatest men
Canada had produced if he took up this
project and carried it to completion ? It
would redound to the credit of any Gov-
ernment, be it iAberal or Conservative. Any
Government that takes up this work and
assists it to completion, wIll have the un-
divided support of the whole of this part
of Canada, regardless of any political issue
that may arise in the éneantine. Mr. 1peak-
er, I want distinetly to state that I am not
a verj strong partisan when you talk Geor.
gian Bay Canal to ue. I am a Georgian
Bay Oanal man first, last and always. I
am prepared to sup 8 :t any Goveruiiient or
any party or any man who will lelp us to
bulid the Georgian -Bay Canal. That is my
polities exactly ; that is Georgian Bay Canal
politics ; and you will find, M.r. Speaker, that
I am not alone in this country in holding
these views. If we can get the Georgian
Bay Canal, we shall feel Indebted to those
who help us to get it. If we cannot get
the Georgian Bay Canal, we shail hold a
reckoning with those who refuse ýto help
us to get it. This Is not said with a desire
to threaten anybody. It Is simply express-
ing the sentiment of the people of this
part of Canada. When I speak of this
part of Canada, i speak of a part of Can-
ada that cannot be ignored In any way.
When I speak of this part of Canada, I
speak of both sides of the Ottawa River
from Montreal to the mouth of the French
RIver. That means between twenty-three
and twenty-five counties; and I say that
no Government, no party, no political
seheme, can do without that phalanx of the
people of Canada. If the people who are
interested, as I am, in the Georgian Bay
Canal, unite as they should, in making this
part of Canada what It ought to be, they
wll simply stand together and say, we must
have the Georglan Bay Canal, and we be-
long to no party that will not help us to
get it. I would like to say a word as to
the effeet which this project wlli have upon
this City, of which I am a resident.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Before the hon.
gentleman takes that up, may I ask him
what ls the present proposai?

Mr. POUPORE. I thank the hon. leader of
the Opp tion for remInding 'me of this
oÉnision on my part. By the arrangement
entered intowith the syndicate to which I
have, referred, the syndleate feel that the
Government of Canada should be asked to
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guarantee bonds to the extent of $20,O0,000
at 2j per cent instead of $17,000,000 at 2 per
cent, as stated last year. The partieulars of
that will be more fully dealt with by gentle-
men who are to follow me.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What term are
the bonds to run ?

Mr. POUPORE. Twenty years. Now, let
me read something that lhas been wrItten by
a gentleman very prominent in electrical
matters, and which I thInk is worth sub-
mitting to the House. W. H. Hunter, mi the
" Engineer's Magazine," writes the following
article, headed "What Would Happen ":

The meeting in the city hall to-night is one
which every well-wisher of Ottawa, every enter-1
prising citizen of the capital, should attend. It
should be such a gathering as will strengthen
the hands of the promoter of the Georgian Bay
Canal by proving that it is a project in which
Ottawa is vitally interested ; such a meeting, in
short, as will convince the Government that, In
guaranteeing the bonds of the canal, it will be
forwarding an enterprise fraught with magnifi-
cent possibilities, not only to the Ottawa district,
but to the Doninion as a whole.

What the completion of the Georgian Bay
Canal would mean for this city may be inferred
from what the ship canal has done for Man-
chester. It Is pointed out by Mr. W. H. Hunter,
in the "Engineering Magazine" for January,
that building operations in Manchester are pro-
gressing at a rate which has had no parallel In
the long history of the town. The streets are
so thronged with traffic that the problem of dealing
with them In such a manner as to avoid positive
ccngestion is forcing itself upon the inhabitants.
Returns of the railway companies running into
Manchester show an annual increase so marked
that company after company has initiated and
carrIed out, or is ln the course of carrying out,
additions and Improvements of a most extensive
character, having for their object the increase of
their conveying and storing capacity. In a word,
threatened decay has been turned Into vigorous
growth, and adversity into prosperity. No com-
petent person would, for a moment, hesitate, ifi
asked, for the reason for this unparalleled pro-
gress. It is, as the writer points out, one of the
results of the Manchester Ship Canal.
.I believe that this canal wIll do more for the1
city of Ottawa than any one imagines. Last
year the press of Ottawa asked some of the
leading men of this city what would be the
best means of encouraging and expanding its
business. Answers were given by a number
of leading men, one of wbiLh I propose to
read, given by Mr. William Scott, managing
director of the McKay Milling Company. He
said:

Mr. William Scott, managing director of the
McKay Milling Company, stated that, In is
opinion, the one thing which more than any
other would attain the permanent prosperity of
Ottawa, was the carrying into effect of the
Gecrgian Bay Canal scheme. The project was
one wlilch merited the support of the business
community of Ottawa. It would bring the pro-
ducts of the North-west to Ottawa, building up
the tuwns along the line and developIng thoir
shipplng and commercial Interests. Mr. Scott
said it was difficult to comprehend the magnItude
of the grain trade. In a few years the cros Ini
Manitoba would yield 100,000,000 bushels. Dur- j

Mr. POUPORE.

ing the past year 218,000,000 bushels of wheat
from the Western States and Manitoba passed
through Buffalo, and over flfty grain elevators
wero located there. The opening Up of the
Georglan Bay Canal would mean that a great
proportion of this immense traffie would come
to Ottawa, and elevators would be established
here. The enormous trade of supplying the ves-
sels engaged in transportation would come to
Ottawa.

Speaking of the question of local manufactures,
Mr. Scott said, that, if any assistance was to be-
given, it should go to encourage those already
establIshed bere. In addition to the immense
lumber industry, there were two furniture fac-
tories, machine shops, car shops and the largest
flour mill in the province. There was notbing in
the wood line but what could be manuf actured
in Ottawa, and the manufacturing Interests
should be encouraged to the fullest extent.
There Is the opinion of one of the leading
men of Ottawa, and an opinion which, I
think, Is shared by every business man in the
city. I would like to read an extract from a
newspaper published In my own county, and
which, by the way, Is a Liberal newspaper,
to show that even those who live in rural
districts are fully aive to the importance
Lind the magnitude of this great scheme.
This editorial was written by the editor of
the Pontiac "Advance," in my county :

Georgian Bay Canal stock took a big jump,
when the Hon. Mr. Tarte, addressing the great
Liberal meeting at the Monument Nationale, In
Montreal, the other day, intimated, lu language
so distinct as to admit of no equivocation, that,
In furtherance of his Intention to make Mont-
real the Buffalo of Canada, he was in favour of
the ecnstruction of the Georgian Bay Canal,
among other schemes, as subsidiary to this great
object.

This manifesto, made as a Minister of the
Crown, and In the hearing of his clleagues, and
with the tacit consent of his chief, at last ele-
vates this great undertaking to the realm of
practical politics.

That the schemes outlined by Mr. Tarte bave
received the ear-mark of the Government ls evi-
denced by the feverish eagerness with which
the press of western Ontario Is now seekIng by
every argument to boom those most intimately
associated with its own interests, and, tf other
proof of the fact be needed, the complete con-
currence with which it ignores, by the faîntest
mention, our canal project should suffice.

No wonder the self-assertive people of western
Ontario look upon the success of their schemes
as assured, If they gauge the temper of the
whole people of the Ottawa valley by the In-
difference displayed by the struggling pioneers
who dot the vast expanse of timber limits
ycleped Pontiac.

The people of the Ottawa valley may as well,
realizing that the simultaneous carrying out
of the enterprises outlined by Mr. Tarte, even
with Government assistance, is beyond thelim-
its of present possibllity, and that "united we
stand, divided we fall" in. any attempt to enforce
the recognition of tbe claims with which nature
has so prodigally endowed us. There Is vo sentl.
ment in politics, as we find them now'; comba-
tive self-interest will risk a burn to get the
chestnuts, wbile those who pulingly wait In ex-
peetation of Providence providing vicarious as-
sistance, wIll get left.

Pontiac sbould know that another factor bas
bee.n introduced into the politics of this district,
and be prepared to use every effort to make our
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elaims upon the Government effective. The time
l8 near when an opportunity will be afforded to
give an unwonted emphasis to them.

This la wrltten by a Liberal newapaper
writer of Pontiac county.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been convinced
for quite a Ulttle while that I have been
tiring the House; I am discovering now
that I am getting tired myself. But, before
taking my seat, I would like to refer to a
paper that was read at the meeting of the
Canadian Society of Civil Engineers, lu
Montreal, by Mr. Wicksteed, a civil engin-
eer, who has had a great deal of practical
experience In canal building. He deals very
largely with tlus canal question. The report
of it I have here states " in conclusion, Mr.
Wicksteed gave these most striking figures.
which are corroborated by Mr. Marcus
Smiti. to show the advantages possess-
ed by the Ottawa route, as compared with
the St. Lawrence." Now, I would like to be
well understood, that, when I speak of the
Ottawa route, as compared with the St.
Lawrence route, I do not speak with a de-
sire to intimate that there la any feeling of
rivalry. No rivalry can possibly exist be-
tween these two schemes. We require the
Et. Lawrence, as well as the Ottawa River.
The Trent Canal, likewise, can never be a
rival of the Ottawa Valley Canal. The
Trent Canal will fulfil the purpose for whIch
It la intended, and that la, to supply all the
Intervening country between the Georgian
Bay and Lake Ontario with the means *of
water communication, taking whatever
freight arises in Lake Huron. The Trent
Canal is not of the proper proportions to tap
the trafle that comes from Lake Superior
by way of Sault Ste. Marie. The Ottawa
River Canal la intended to go to the mouth
of the French River, then along the proteet-
ed shore of Lake Huron, inside the Manitou-
lin Island to Sault Ste. Marie, to tap the
traffie, a good deal of which now finds Its
way to Buffalo. It will not be a competing
Une with the St. Lawrence; it will never
be a rival of the Trent Canal scheme, so
ably advocated by my hon.. friend from
North Victoria (Mr. Hughes). The figures
given by Mr. Wicksteed show that by the
St. Lawrence route you have 1,145 miles of
lake navigation, 132 of river and 71 mlHes of
canal, making a total of 1,348. By the Ot-
tawa we have 575 miles of lake navigation.-
37'2 of river navigation and 38 miles of
canal. The total length of the Ottawa route
le 980 miles, or 368 miles shorter than the
route by the St. Lawrence. Mr. Wicksteed,
Bays:

Thus the comparison by distance is enormously
In favour of the Ottawa route, but when the eti-
mates of time required by each route are ton-
trasted, the wonderful advantages of the Ottawa
route are seen at a glance. Taking the average
lake craft, it requires 202-50 heurs to: go from
Chicago te Mon'treah by the St. Lawrence, villè-
by the Ottawa valley canaltit.willenly oel
for 12761, a saving of 74-89 hours each trip.

Now, 1 do not thInk there can be any dis-
cussion or controversy as to the difference
ln point of distance. I do not think there
will be any attempt to challenge comparison
ln point of safety. By the Ottawa valley
route, we have the advantage in point of
safety of the absence of a great deal of
lake navigation. On the route to Buffalo,
you are exposed to tempests of Lake Huron
and Lake Erie ; the St. Lawrence route has
the same feature. The consequence l, that
marine insurance on tbat route Is very much
higher than it can possibly be by the route
that we shall have. Thus we shall have the
advantage of safety, the advantage of dis-
tanee and the advantage of cheapness. When
I speak of cheapness, I mean in respect of
tme saved. Beyond all these, there is the
fact that it will develop our own country.

Mr. Speaker, I am about to conclude ; but,
before taking my seat, I wish to recall to
the mind of the Prime Minister bis words,
which I quoted at the beginning of my re-
marks, his good words of last session, on
the termination of the debate on this sub-
ject.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). Before my hon. friend (Mr. Poupore)
closes his remarks, I am sure the House
wiMl be glad to know what will be the char-
acter of the work which the company that
asks for this subsidy, would give us. I un-
derstood, from what he stated ln answer to
a remark made by my hon. friend the leader
of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper), that
the proposition of last year with regard to
the subsidy Is abandoned. A subsidy would
not be asked of a guarantee of 2 per cent on
seventeen and a half millions, but of 2j per
cent on 20 millions. I have followed my
hon. friend pretty closely, but I do not think
he bas given us anything as to the charac-
ter of the proposed canal. What would be
the depth of it ? What would be the diffi-
culties to be met, ln the way of shallows
to be deepened, falls to be overcome, and
cuttings made? We would be Interested ln
knowIng some details on these features of
the scheme.

Mr. POUPORE. I thank the right bon.
Prime Minister for calling attention to that.
But I think a few words of mine must have
escaped bis attention, when I said, that the
facts on these points will be given by suc-
ceeding speakers. However, I will give
them, so far as I know them. The charac-
ter of the wvrk will betslmilar to the en-
larged St. Lawrence Canals-14 feet. The
shallows will be dredged out. The most re-
cent .reports we have show that, at the nor-
mal hlgh-water mark, we shall have naviga-
tion in the different stretches of the Ottawa
for a depth of 16 feet, except that it will
be necessary to remove shallows at the con-
fluenees. of other rivers, or places where
sedixnent Is deposited.

4e PRIME MINISTER. What is the
date of that report ?
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Mr. POUPORE. That is the most recent
report of Mr. Marcus Omith. The date of
this report is December 30th, 1898. As to
the character of the work, I may say that
the canal will be 14 feet. The rivers will
be dredged out 16 feet, and there will be the
necessary docks. I may mention an import-
ant feature of this work which will explain
why the syndicate ask for a guarantee on
twenty millions instead of seventeen millions.
They feel that the navigation should be madc
uniform between Ottawa and Montreal, and
that elevators sho2ld be erected at different
points. for instance, at Hawkesbury, at Pem-
broke, at the mouth of the Mattawa River,
at the mouth of the French River, and an-
other at Arnprior. Those features of the
case will be laid before the Government in
writing and in proper form. I just allude o
·Ihem en passant. Now the works will be of
the most substantial character, like those
that are now being made on the St. Law-
rence. The obstacles that nay be met witii
in the different rapids along the river wili
be overcome by a series of stone locks. The
deepening of the river will be proceeded
with in the usual way, by dredgtng and
by subaqueous excavations, either of rock
or of earth. The estimated cost of the work
is $25.000,000, and that is to include the en-
largement of the canal froin Ottawa to
Montreal. There are somewhat over 100
miles of navigation between Ottawa and
Montreal off only 9 feet, that would be en-
larged to 14 feet, and provided with all the
docks and wharfs and accommodation neces-
sary at Montreal, and with elevators at the
different places that'.I have mentioned. The
syndicate propose that this should be done In
order to make the system complete, and,
therefore, they ask for a 24 per cent guar-
vntee on $20,000,000 Instead of $17,000,000.
One of the reasons why they ask a guaran-
tee at 21 per cent instead of 2 per cent, is
that a guarantee of 21 per cent makes tfie
bonds gilt-edged, while with a guarantee of
only 2 per cent, the bonds will hardly bring
more than 80.

Mr. Speaker, I must now apologize to you
and to the Hoase for having spoken.at such
length. I suppose the correct apology to
make is always the -trub one. The only
apology that I have to offer you is the lim-
portance of this subject. I feel that this is
one of the greatest and most important sub-
jects that can posslbly occupy the attention
of the Parliament of Canada.: It is to be
very far reaching in its effects upon this
country ; it is going to render to Canada the
greatest possible amount off business free-
dom and expansion. I look upon it as one
of the greatest schemes that have ever been
taken up In the history of Canada since the
dlay we entered into the compact of con-
federation. I now thank you, Mr. Speaker,
and I ask my hon. friends in the House to
pardon me for having trespassed so long
upon their patience.

Mr. POUJPORE.

Mr. N. A. BELCOURT (Ottawa). Towards
the close of last session it was my privilege
to Join my efforts with those of the bon.
member for Pontiac (Mr. Poupore) in bring-
ing to the attention of the Goverument and
of the House the vast importance of this
truly national question, the construction of
the Georgian Bay water route. I desire again
to join hlm to-day In returning thanks to the
Prime Minister for the opportunity whicb
we are afforded of again addressing you
on this subject. I sincerely and heartily
congratulate the hon. member for Pontiac
on the able, eloquent and very exhaustive
speech and presentment of the question
which he bas made to us this afternoon. I
cannot help expressing a regret that I have
to follow him. He has spoken so well, so
eloquently, and so authoritatively on this
subject that he bas made it a very difficult
task indeed for me to say anything that will
interest the House. I regret also that I have
1,ad little time to put into shape the large
amount of data which I have at hand con-
eerning the Georgian Bay Canal, and con-
sequently ny remarks, I fear, will be some-
wlhat disjointed, and will not be presente:1
with that connexity of thought and argu-
ment which the subject deserves. However,
I shall endeavour to do my best, and In treat-
ing this question I shall endeavour to avoid
as much as possible viewing It ffom the
same aspects from which it has been viewed
by my bon. friend.

When the subjeet was brought up last-
year the right bon. the Prime Minister had
no hesitation whatever in saying that if the
Georgian Bay water route was construeted
it would indeed be a very potent factor in
assuring for Canada a very large portion of
the trade of Ontario, and of the western
sections of the continent. The hon. gentle-
man would, I believe, and I was emboldened
to think so from his remarks at that time,
have given an assurance of the guaranteè
whieh my hon. friend and myself asked him
to give, if he had been thoroughly satisfied
in his own mind of the possibility. the prac-
tica'bility, and the commercial value of th'is
great enterprise. Now, Sir, our justification
In taking up the time of the House again
this session on this subject, Is to be found
in tte large amount of very convincing evi-
dence whlch has been brought to light
since the close of last session concerning
the possibllity, the praeticabillty and the
commercial value of this enterprise. Valu-
able as that evidence was last session, volu-
minous as were the data which we then
had, I may say without hesitation that a
great deal more of convincing evidence has
come to lght since. I shall, with your per-
;mission, endeavour as briefly and In as sober
language as possible to satisfy the Prime
Minister and the hon. members of tîils
House that this project is not only possible
and praticable, but that It Is of undoubted
comtercial value, off such commercial value
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fis will not only justify but command, I be-
lieve, the Government of the day in giving
to It the assistance which Is now asked by
the promoters. Before doing so I wislh
briefiy to refer to the material advantages
which this river route will offer. My learn-
cd f rIend bas pretty well covered the ground,
but there are, perhaps, one or two aspect~
of the matter he has not referred to which
nay be of interest to the House. He has

referred to the strategic or military aspect
of the matter. I confess that to
my miîd that Is, perhaps, the
least important feature of the undeirraking.
When we look to very recent events, when
we see the immense progress, the tremendous
strides which have been made and are being
made at this very moment towards settling
all international questions and differences by
means of arbitration, It seems to me that the
strategie or military feature of this enter-
prise has not, perbaps, to-day the Importance
It had a few years ago. lowever, the mat-
ter is of some consequence, and, as has been
pointed out by the hon. member for Pontlac
(Mr. Poupore), It would ensure, in case of
difficulty, an easy means of transporting an-
munition end troops into the interlor of the
country. It would afford a means of bring-
ing in our defences and putting them in the
field and avoiding the danger that would be
met If these ammunitions and forces were
taken up by ineans of the St. Lawrence
River and the St. Lawrence Canals. The
strategle and military Importance of the
scheme Is, perhaps, of greater imiportance to
the British public, and In reading varlous ar-
ticles, whlich have appeared in their press,
one cannot fail to see that the British mind
has been very strongly Impressed with that
aspect of the matter. In reference to the
agricultural benefits and advantages whieh
this enterprise would bring forth, It seems to
nie that it is beyond calculation. even beyond
any possible suggestion, what they nay be.
Al we require to remember Is that the Ot-
tawa River route wlll give access to millions
and millions of neres of 'as fertile land as
there is to be found anywhere ln the Dominnn
of Canada. When we look at the recent de-
velopments which have taken place in the dis-
tricts of Algoma, Temiseamingue and Nipis-
sing,when we see the great settlements whieh i
have sprung up there within a very few
yeaTs, one cannot help seelng in bis own mind
the Immense agricultural development which
the Improvement of opr waterways would
bring forth. We ail know that the coloniza-
tion of the ·country follows Immediately In
the wake of the waterways and railways.
Look at our history ; Canada was settled
first along the St. Lawrence. then along the
Ottawa. and along tbeir tributarles. Our
waterways have been the first and most ae-
tive force in the colonization of Oanada.

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

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE.

Bill (No. 74) respecting the Huron aud Erie
Loan and Savings Company.-(Mr. Beattie.)

Bill (No. 75) to Incorporate the Canada Per-
nanent and Western Canada Mortgage Cor-
poration.-(Mr. Osler.)

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 100) respecting the Guarantee and
Pension Fund Society of the Dominion Bank,
and to change Its name to the Pension Fund
Society of the Dominion Bank.-(Mr. Ber-
tram.)

Bill (No. 76) respecting the Dominion of
Canada Guarantee and Accident Insurance
Company.-(Mr. Osler.)

ONTARIO AND RAINY RIVER RAILWAY

Bil (No. 121) respecting the Ontario and
Ralny River Railway Company (Mr. Dyment)
considered in committee and reported.

Mr. BERTRAM moved that the Bill be now
read the third time.

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to have the
Bill lef t over until the next sitting of the
House, as I have something to say upon It,
and I do not wish to take up the time of the
House now. If the Bill is 1eft over, we shall
have an opportunity of looking at It. for I
have not seen it since it carne from the com-
mittee.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suppose we shall
have to accede to the bon. gentleman's re-
quest, unless he Is satisfied with the explana-
tion that the Bill was amended to meet the
wishes of the town of Port Arthur, If that Is
the point.

Mr. SPROULE. No, that is not the point.
Bill allowed to stand.

EDMONTON AND SASKATCHEWAN
RAILWAY.

House resolved itself into committee on
Bill (No. 93) respecting the Edmonton and
Saskatchewan Railway Company.-(Mr. Oli-
ver).

(In the Committee.)
On section 5,
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I move that the word

"SeptemberI" be struck out and the word
"October " inserted In lieu thereof. This
motion is made at the request of the promot-
ers of the Bill.. The people live In the old
country, and they think October would be
more satIsfactory than September, and there
ls no objection on the part ofthe department.

Amendment agreed to, and section, as
amended, agreed to.
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On section 7,
Mr. FRANK OLIVER (Alberta). I have

given notice of an amendment to this
section, whIch I will take the liberty of,
explainifng to the commlttee. The ques-
tÉon was discussed ln the Railway Comx-
mittee, and a conclusion was arrived at;
but there was at that time a laek of Informa-
tion wilch I am now able to supply, and
which I think it my duty to place before the
committee In proposing my amendment. The
question is as to requiring this railway com-
pany to build Into a certain village, and the
prinelple involved Is one of great Importance
throughout the whole of the iNorth-west Ter-
ritories. It is, perhaps, not known to the
members of the House who live ln eastern
Canada that in the western country, where
everything is in process of development, it ls
the almost universal custom of rallway com-
panles, when they are constructing their
Ines, instead of building those Unes to accm.
modate the business of the country already
estabIlshed, to so construet them as to take
advantage of the business necessities then
exsting, lnorder to levy upon he people
of that country what they, thue peopie,
consider to be unjust tribute. The plo-
neers go into the country and estab-
lish a business centre. They build mills or
stores or other business places, and when
a raîiroad comes to that vilnity, alther the
rallway company demands a bonus for gIv-
Ing those people the benente to which they
are entitled by reason of their exertions as
ploneers, or else establishes a station at some
other point for the purpose of building up a
rival 1Town and destroying the investment of
those pioneers ln thot original town site. That
1s what is being done throughout the North-
west repeatedly, and I would Ilke to inform
the House that there ls nothing done tn fthe
North-west which bas a greater effect la
retarding 4ts development than that same
course of action.• While we admit that
rallways are necessary to the deveopment
of the country and do develop It, It must be
easily seen that unless tdere le a certain
development preceding the raIlway, its cou
struction is going to hang back. A ral-1
way Is not bult in advance of settlement,
but Is built to settlement, Then, If those
who Invest their time and -money-who,
in many cases, Invest twenty or twenty-
five years of their Hves-in establishing
business la certain places, know, as a
umatter of fact, that nwhen the tme comes
when they might reasonably expet a re-à
tuxrn on their investment of tUme, money
and labour, Instead of getg that return,
they are either held up for au unnixst bonus
or an attempt la made to bulld U- rival

aentre, and -thus destroy theIr .nvestment,
the result l that the advantages of the
pioneers are detracted fro, aud tie people
do vot go ahead of the railwaya as they
otherwise would. Instead of hainig the
country flHed up in advance of the rail-

Mr. SUTHERLAN.

ways by enterprising people, this system
of allowlng raUways to levy tribute upon
the enterprIse of other amen, tende to dis-
courage pioneering and thereby development.
Everythlng must have a beglnning, and the
end turns on the beglnning. If you do not
allow the beginning under auspiclous cir-
cumstances, you do not have a satisfactory
ending, and you, gentlemen, who complain
about the slow growth of the North-west,
should understand that one of the reasone
for Its slow growth 1s that the pioneers
have been given to understand, by the sys-
tem adopted wlth regard to railways ln that
country, that they are to be systematIcally
deprlved of the fruits of their labour.

It la the ploneers who sow the settlements
which fnally grow to be groups of population
and wealth, and If the seed is not sown pro-
perly and well, if there are diffIculties put
ln the way of sow&ng that seed, you will
not have a crop. You complain that you
have not a crop (and you have not such as
you should have) and one reason la because
the seed has been very badly sown ln that
way. The western country, however, bas
awakened to the Injustice that 4s being done,
and the representatives of that country are
anxious to see that injustice remedled. It
is the business of this House to remedy that
injustice. it Is our business to ee that
when we grant a prlvlege to a radlway com-
pany, the rights of the people are protected.
If the House decides that these rights are
not to be proteeted, the responsibility la
upon It. From the rallways we expect noth-
Ing any more than we do from any other
business uenterprise. These companies are
out for all they can make, no matter whe-
ther they make It ln accord with publie po-
liey or otherwIse.

Mr. OCHRANE. Do not the men who
build the villages look out for themselves

alo?
Mr. OLIVER. Yes, they do. They are the

men who send representatives to Pariament,
they are the men who pay the taxes of the
country, they are the men whose work le de-
velopIng the country, they are the men who
are making the country valuable, and who
are entitled to receive a legitimate benefit
from their abour. It sla not the speculators
who come ln after the seed has been sown,
after the difeulties have been eneountered,
after ,the country bas been developed, who
shouM reap the erop they did not Sow.

I, for one, at any rate, as representing a
section of the people of the Norith-west,
stand here to advocate the interests of those
people and to ask-for Justice at the hands
of this House. In the case of the applieation
for tMs raiway charter, .ask that the inter-
ests of the people of the village of Fort Sas-
katehewan 'be protected by requiring that
company, if It construets ftKs ine, to construet
It Into that vllage, so as to protect the in-
terests of the men established there ln busi-
ness.
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I might say further that besides the ordin-
ary publie, this Government has a particu-
lar interest In this town site. It was, Jn
the firet place, established as a police post.
There was a large police reserve established
there, so that anything that Is done to the
advantage of that town site at Fort Sas-
katchewan wdM be an advantage directly to
the laterests of the Dominion Government,
because it wil, to that extent, ncrease the
value of the property held by the Govern-
ment. Anything done to the detriment of
that village will be done to the detriment
of the Dominion treasury. It is only fair,
therefore, that members should understand
that they have a direct Interest ln this mat-
ter as guardians of the public treasury,
as well as the guardians of legislation.

The country is well settled from the near-
est present railway point to Fort Saskatehe-
wan, and also for thirty or ferty
miles bey3nd, but there Is no Imme-
diate prospect of the construction of a rail-
way except to Fort Saskatchewan. That
is the maln point of this railway proposi-
tion. It Is not so set forth lin the Bill, but
I say, knowing the condition of the country,
that that Is the main point. It Is desirable
and it is probable that the railway wIl be
bulIt through the twenty miles of well-
settled country to Fort Saskatchewan,
establishing that as the practical terminus
of rallway construction, for the Ume being;
and it le because that is the important point
In the proposition that I ask the considera-
tion of the House to the resolution I am
about to propose. If this were a Une that
was belng bufIt for a long distance, say a
through ïine across the continent or some-
thing of that kind, it would not be reason-
able to expeet the company to deviate this
or that way a few miles to accommodate
thie or that centre ; but, as a matter of faet,
this road is, If anything, a colonzation road,
a road to take advantage of exsting coundi-
tions andI Improve those conditions. There-
fore, there Is every reason why the exist-
Ing conditions, which are being taken ad-
vantage of by the company, should be im-
proved by the eonstruetlon of a road through
that country.

As to the point raised in the Raiway Com-
mlttee, that we were not able to show to
the committee what the area of the vilage
of Fort Saskatchewan ls, and therefore could
not say whether it was practieable to take
a raiway in there or not, 1 have secured
the information by telegram tbat the area
Cf the village extends about one nimVe back
from the bank of the river. I am entiely
famillar wIth the condItions there, having
llved in that country and thereabouts for
the past twenty-three years ; and if my word
as a member of Parlament and acquainted
with the circumstances of the case, &s worth
anything, 1 beg to assure the committee
that there are abeolutely no engineering
diflcuities in the way of reaching the -ý-
lage of Fort Saskatchewan, any more thaza

can exiet in crossing a perfectly level and
possibly somewhat sandy piece of country.
It la not ln the valey of the river, it is on
the bank of the valley, and It la an ordin-
ary level country which presents. no ob-
stacles to prevent a railway getting ln or
out.

AlH I ask at the bands of the commlttee
1s that the interests of the ploneers shaU
be protected by requirIng that this coloniza-
tion road, relying for Its business on the work
of the people In that particular iocallty,
should not be given a charter unless we pro-
vide that the intereets of these people are
protected an that charter, and by so dolng
we will not in the sightest degree prejudice
the legitimate and proper Interests of the
road. I thererfore move:

That the seventh line of section 7 of the prInted
Bill, at the head of page 2, be amended by strik-
lng out the words "'or as near as practicable1"
and the words "or settiement " where they ap-
pear in that Une, making it read "a point lu
the village of Fort Saskatchewan."

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The reason why the
hon. gentleman's (Mr. Oliver's) views did
not prevail in the committee were, first,
the committee were not sure that it was
practicable at the various villages named
for the road to be built Inside the corpora-
tion. I do not know whether the villages are
Incorporated or rot, but even if they are ln-
corporated it might not be practicable to
build within their limits. A village mlght be
situated ln a hollow or at the top of a hil,
making it quite impossible for the railway to
be built t> it. In the second place, the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals has a Bil be-
fore the Hcuse to prevent the recurrence
of such ev'ents as have taken place in the
past in railways estabIlshing their stations
outside of a town or demandlng from the peo-
ple some concessions for placing their sta-
tion inside the town. For these reasons, the
Bil was amended, as bon. gentlemen will
remember, on motion o! the hon. member for
Halton (Mr. Henderson) to read : "In or as
near as practicable to." And it was thought
that that would be sufficlent to protect the
lntereste of the people ln this district. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Oliver) is quite right ln
saylng that In the west, and as we know
the same has occurred in the east, that loca-
litles have been much tnjured by the rail-
way not being, taken nearer to the centre
of settlement than It bas been. But by
adepting such a proposal as le here made.
the committee might stop the building of the
railway altogether. If charters were gener-
aly granted with such terms as this, It
mlght add to the cost of the road by mllions
of dollars, and thus the bulHding of railways
for the benefit of settlers ln new parts of
the country would be delayed or prevented.
It -leblieved that the Bul introduced by
the Minister of Railways and Oanals will
safeguard the leterets tof the puble In this
respect.
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Mr. SPROULE. I do not think that what
the bon. member asks is unreasonable in
view of the fact that he bas pledged h:s
word that there Is no engineering difficulties
In the locality. But I would like to ask
the hon. gentleman whether the village of
Saskatchewan is incorporated ?

Mr. OLIVER. It is.
Mr. SPROULE. Then it seems to me that

makes it all right. OtherwIse the amend-
ment would be of little use, as accordIng to
the Bill the railway may be bulît either to
the villaga of Saskatchewan or to the settle-
ment. This latter seems a very indefinite
terni and would allow the railway company
much greater latitude In locating their rail-
way than they should have. As there Is a
village there, as the pioneers have gone in
and made improvements, and, no doubt, it Is
for the ploneers that the railway is being
sought for, they ought to have some benefit
of the railway when built. It is well known
to those who have visited the North-west
country that railway companies pay very
little attention to the interests of the people
living along the route where the railway is
to run. If they cannot get every consider-
ation from a town. whether in the way oi
right of way or a large grant of land they
give the town the go-by. I do not think they
should have the privilege of doing that in
this case, especially as there are no engi-
neering difficulties to be overcome.

Mr. CASEY. I have to differ from my
bon. friend from Alberta (Mr. Oliver). As a
general rule, I am quite In sympathy with
the principle that rallways should not have
the power to hold up a town along their
route and compel them to pay In order fo
get conneCtion with the railway. But this
Is a question of building a railway througlh
a country that is almost unsettled.

Mr. OLIVER. Not at aIl. It is well set-
tled.

Mr. CASEY. My information Is tha t ithe
greater part of It is not well settled. It
may be fairly settled along the Saska tche-
wan, but that is all. This Fort Saskatche-
wan Is down In a valley.

Mr. OLIVER. The hon. gentleman Is mtis-
taken.

Mr. CASEY. At al events It is in such a
position that It is not convenient for a rail-
way to get to it without great expense, such
expense as might prevent the build'ng o
the railway altogether. 'It does not do to
push a general principle too far. Here is a
rallway that will lead to large new settle-
ments In the country and ereate a great
deal of traffle. In every case it is r-easonable
to suppose a village bas been placed so as to
suit the first settiers, but It does not follow
that its location is suitable for a railway
station. It Is hardly reasonable to
serlously deflect a lIn0 of railway to

Mr. SUTHERLAND.

benefit 200 people lu one partieular spot.
My hon. friend from Alberta Is, doubtless,
seeking to benefit some of bis constituents,
but lie must look to the fact that there are
constituents to come. He has to look to the
settlers who cone in along the Une as well
as to the pioneers who are already there. I
do not thiak it would be fair to say that
the railway should go witiu this or that
settlement at prescent existlug; and 1 do not
tilink it fair to tie a railway up in that way.
It was thought necessary, In the public in-
terest, when the Crow's Nest Pass Railway
was chartered, to compel them to go into
Lethbridge and Macleod. I supported that
proposition at the time on the general prin-
ciple that my hon. friend from East -Gr.*y
(Mr. Sproule) has been speaking on. I am
iot sure that we did wisely to compel a
railway to go to those places. Wheu I weut
to the spot and saw that It had added many
mniles to tle length of the road, and caused
the construction of large bridges and the
creation of very considerable grades, and
all for the convenience of small places, I
an not sure that we should not have done
better to allow the road to take the best
and shortest route from Medicine Hat
through the mountains with the view
to beconing a through route. I do
not think there are any such important
centres of settlement in that district, and I
am compelled to Join with the majority of
the Rallway Committee In opposing what
the hon. gentleman proposes.

Mr. OLIVER. I may be permitted to
correct a statement made by the hon. gen-
tleman who bas just sat down. i really
do not know where he derives bis informa-
tion. I have lived in that country. and al-
rmost in the immediate vlclnlty, for 23 years ;
and als a member of this House, I humbly
submit that whether another member i&
willing to accept my statement or not, te
must admit that my statement is evidence.
Whether he considers it true or not, he is
hardly at liberty to state what is direetly
opposite to what I'have stated when the facts
are not wlthin his own personal knowledge.
Now, I beg to assure the House that the
village of Fort Saskatchewan is lnot In the
valley of the river ; It is on the npland, and
the uplaud is level. There are absolutely
no physical obstacles to the building of a
railroad Into the limits of the corporation.
The whole line of this projected railroad is
wlthin present existing settlements. The
road Is not lu an unsettled country. There
is along the present line of this railroad a
population running anywhere from 10,000
to 15.000, or possibly 20,000.

Mr. CASEY. Probably the mistake arises
from the different conception the bon. gentie.
man has of what a settled country is from
my notion of a settled country. He says
there is a population of 10,000 or 15,00>
along a length of 200 miles of rallroad. 1
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would not call that a settled country ; of
course there is a difference of opinion as to
the meaning of the term "settled country."
There are no doubt settlements scatteredl
along the lUne of that railway, but there Is
no doubt, on the other hand, that the rail-
way is meant to produce and will produce
a much greater and closer settlement in
the large districts that have not now any
settlers at all aiong that railway.

Mr. OLIVER. There are no large dis-
tricts along -that line where there are no
settlers.

Mr. R. L. RICHARDSON (Lisgar). I do
not think it makes any difference whether
there are 15,000 or 20,000 people living
along that proposed line. The important
point for the commIttee to consider is whe-
ther we should proteet the settlements andl
villages as they exist at the present time.
Now it would almost seem to me superflu-
ous and a refieetion upon the gool sense
of this committee, that anythlng further
should need to be sald in favour of the
proposition of the hon. member for Al-
berta (Mr. Oliver). At the close of the l9th
century it seems to me that it would be an
outrageous thing for an hon. gentleman of
the House of Commons of the great Do-
minion of Canada to lay down the proposi-
tion that these villages and towns shall not
be protected ; more especially when we re-
call to mind the experlence the towns and
villages of this western country have had
during the past ten or fifteen years. These
railway companies have systeinatically hëld
up these town3, insIsting on the pound of
fdesh in the matter of bonuses from these
corpora.tions, and if they did not get their
pound of flesh, if they did not get every-
thing they wanted, they simply purchased
towns and established new towns there.
Therefore, we have witnessed the spectacle
not only on one occasion, but on several
occasions of towns being side-traeked. 1
might mention such cases as Pilot Mound ln
my own constituency, Manitou in my own
constituency, Morden in my own constitu-
ency, and Deloraine beyond my own constitu-
ency, and I think Nelson was entirely wiped
out. These were important towns where
pioneers had gone lin and laboured and es-
tablishbed towns, and when the railway came
along they absolutely refused to go to these
towns with their Une, and these people were
compelled, in these instances, and many
éthers that I need not mention, to move the
entire town over to the Oandian' Paeife
Railway, or to the ratlway station. so that
we have wltnessed the spectacle from time
to time of the mountain moving to Mahomet.
Now It seems te me that 'It is a fair ani a
reasonable proposition that thia House,
should say that we do not propose to allow
that thing to continue. Why, we actually
had the spectacle of the canadian Paclftc
Bailway threatening to side-track the1

city of Winnipeg after it had a population
of 20,000 or 25,000. I remember myself read-
ing a telegram from Sir i.¾eorge Stephen,
now Lord Mount-Stephen, in which lie ae-
eused the people of Winnipeg of being shy-
sters and speculators and said that lhe would
make the grass grow in the streets of Win-
nipeg by side-tracking that metropolis. Now,
It Is within the power of this Parliament to
put a stop for ever to that sort of thing by
this Bill. Why not put it right ln the bond
at the present time ? It is all avery well to
say that the Minister of Railways and;
Canals Is going to introduce a Bill, or that
he has Introduced a Bill. Quite possible, but,
will lie press that Bil to a conclusion this
session ? We do not know that lie will. The
time to protect the rights of these people la
the present time. When you are making a
bargain put it ln the bond. We have au
opportunity at the present time of putting it
in the bond. I say lt is almost a reflection.
upon the Parliament of Canada that any-
1ody should have to rise and urge that that
clause be put in the bond. I have no doubt
that the committee will unanlmously agree
te the aniendment proposed by the hon.
member for Alberta. Why, we had two re-
bellions in the North-west which cost an
enormous sum of money, to say nothing of
tbe human blood that was spilt. because-
the rights of the pioneers were not respeet-
ed when the Government came to deal with,
their claims.

Mr. COCHRANE. You had better not go·
back so far as that.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. The hon. gentleman
bas a habit of interjecting remarks which
],e thinks are very elever. While he gives
the impression that he is very fair and de-
sires to protect the public, still we always
find the hon. gentleman voting wrong. But
I hope on this occasion he will stand up and.
vote right.

Mr. OOCHRANE. Read the files of your·
own paper, and see what you have said.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. Let the hon. gentle-
man be calm, he will have his innings. We-
have the assurance of the hon. member for
Atberta that there is no hardship in this
case. He knows the country, and bas given
the comnittee his absolute assurance that
this road can be bulît to this village without
any loss to the company. I think the com-
mfttee ought to accept that assurance, and'
I hope it w1ll see its way clear to accept
the hon. gentleman's amendment on the pre-
sent occasion.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The amendment, as
read by the bon. member for Alberta, con-
tains another clause, that I do not see there.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. Yes, there was some-
thng there.
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. My hon. friend is
mistaken. This is the original amendment.1

Mr. LaRIVIERE.
been left out.

A portion of it has

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Bill, as It now
reads, says : "in " or "at," or " as near as
practicable." The amendment strikes out
everything but "in ".

Mr. COCHRANE. Mr. Chairman, I was
very much surprised at the bon. member for
Lisgar (Mr. Richardson) criticising my ac-
tion in this House. I want to draw his at-
tention to the fact that I have always en-
deavoured to vote conscientiously and for
what I believed to be the best interests of
the country. These gentlemen from the
N2orth-west must remember, when they get
railways built, that we cannot tie the rail-
ways down to conditions that we do not
Impose in any other part of the country.
The bon. member for Lisgar says, that I
am always voting wrong. He had better
read the editorials in his own paper, and
then consider how he bas been voting. He
Is on one horn of the dilemma or the other :
be is either trying to mislead the electors
through his paper, or he is voting wrong ln
this House, because he does not vote on the
lines that his paper advocates. I think the
hon. gentleman had better set his own house
in order before he attempts to lecture mem-
bers of the House of Commons.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the bon. gen-
tleman give me an instance ?

Mr. COCHRANE. It would take the whole
night to draw attention to all the instances.
I do not want to fool away the time of this
-committee by drawing attention to, all the
instances In which there is a difference be-
tween the hon. gentleman's votes and the
utterances of bis paper. As I understand it,
this committee is desirous of doing Justice
to the best of their judgment. We decided
that it was best to leave the Bill as it was.
The hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
(Mr. Blair) distinctly told us that he was
.going to bring in a Bill that would provide
that no town should be bled in the manner
that the hon. member for Lisgar has indicat-
-ed to-night. I do not think It would be wise
In this committee to 'bring in a resoiution to
oblige a railway to run into some little town
that we do not know anything about. Then,
to tell us that the people in these little towns
are pioneers1 I do not think these men thati
go and build up a little village, to which they
expeet railways to come and enhance their
property, are ploneers. I wonder if the
hon. member for Alberta (Mr. Oliver) has
any town lots.

Mr. OLIVER. For the information of the
bon. gentleman, I may say, that I have not.

Mr. COCHRANE.
triend who .ha

Mr. LaRIVIRE

Perhaps you have a

Mr. OLIVER. The votera of Fort Sas-
katchewan are the only friends I have there.

Mr. COCHRANE. The pioneers In my
section of the country were the men who
went la and opened up the country, and not
the men who built up little paltry. villages.
They were the men who went in and carved
out homes for themselves, made settlements
and raised produce, not the men that squat-
ted down in little villages and took the life-
blood out of the farmers around them. I
think we had better do even-handed justice
to all the communities, and not make a
special case of that little village.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, I; think
the hon. member for Alberta (Mr. Oliver)
has made out a very good case, and that
the reasons of the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Railways and Canals for refusing to
accept It were not very good. The hon. gen-
tieman (Mr. Sutherland) told us that the hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair)
is going to introduce a Bill, and that this Bill
will have a provision to carry out the views
that are being expressed In that amendment.
This Bill ia before the Bill that the hon.
member says is coming in.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I dld fnot say that;
I said the hon. Minister had Introduced a
Bill, and that Bill will have that additiou,
but that it will be subject to the approval of
the Governor in Council.

Mr. WALLACE. We are as big as the
Governor In Council. We have the Gover-
nor In Council in this Ohamber, and a good
many more than the Governor In Counell, ex.
cept the Governor, and we have al the facts
placed before us here to-night. These facts
cannot be disputed. They were attempted
to be disputed by the hon. member for West
Elgin (Mr. Casey), who, apparently, knew
nothing whatever about that which he was
talking, and le has disappeared, ashamed
of the arguments he was trying to use. We
cannot easily put into the Bill what the hon.
member for Alberta proposes, and which
proposition la a very reasonable one. As
was stated by the hon. member for East
Grey (Mr. Sproule), these great roads are
In the habit of dictating to communities and
acting in an arbitrary and unfair manner.
If a community settles In a place, that is
prima facle evidence that this i the place
for settlement. There are advantages at
that point, or the people would not go there
for settlement and form a community for a
village or town. This, I am' told, is an un.
corporated village or a town; it la a place
that has attaIned some importance. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Oliver) says that there
are no engineering difliùlties whatever,
though the rallway urged that as an excuse
for building the station a mile, or two miles,
away and destroying all the industry that
has been created at this place. Experience
shows that the village or town must cluster
around the station, and, if the station la
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removed from the place, it becomes abso-
lutely worthless. When these ploneers go
into that country, and when they, in their,
wisdom and in their diseretion, select these1
places, the railway Is built to take the busi-
ness and carry the traffie of that commun-
ity, and they should not be permitted to
say : We will build our station twol miles
away ; we will build it on our own lands,
and build up a rival town, and make money
out of selling town lots. That the railway
company should be prevented from doing.
The hon. chairman of the Committee of
Railways and Canals tells us that the hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals has intro-
duced a Bill with that object ln view. This
Bill is ahead of his ; we do not know whe-
ther this Parliament will agree to; bis Bil,
or what will come of it We know that this
Bill Is before us now, and there are good
reasons given by the promoters of the
amendment why It should be adopted.

Mr. SPEAKER. The time for the consid-
eration for private Bills having lapsed, the
House will go on wîith the Orders of the Day.

INQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
(Pictou). Mr. Speaker, before the Orders of
the Day are called, I want to call the atten-
tion of the Government to one or two press-
ing matters in connection with returns. One
Is, perhaps, not immedlately under the con-
trol of the Government, but I would ask
their good offices ln the matter. Some days
ago, a report from Mr. Ogilvie, ln connec-
tion with the Yukon question, was ordered
to be printed. Some matters that were sent
to be printed, after that Order, have been
attended to, but, having made inquiry, I
find that the report of Mr. Oglvie lias not
been attended to. 1 would ask the hon. Min-
ister of Tradç and Commerce (Sir Richard
Cartwright), who is leading the House, If he
would be good enough to expedite that, so
far as the Government can.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). I have
taken a note of It.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
asked the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles (Sir Louis Davies), a few days ago, to
hasten, at any rate, the preliminary com-
piance, with an order of the House granted
ln connection with the appointment of Mr.
Russell, as Inspector of steamboats, and the
Minister mentioned that the report was long.
I then asked that there should be a flrst re-
turn and a supplementary one in addition, so
that possibly the papers that were ready
would suit the purposes which I immediately
had ln view. On the 15th of May I made the
same request to the hon. Minister of the
Interior (Mr. SMfton) in regard to a return In
relation to the commission of the New West-
minster Crown and Timber Office. A com-

mission was Issued to investigate into cir-
cumstances connected with the crown and
timber office at New Westminster. I ntimat-
ed to the Minister that I would be content
with the return without the evidence, which
could come down as a supplementary return,
and, therefore, the first part should be ex-
pedited. I was anxious to call the attention
of the Minister (Mr. Sifton) to a personal
matter, lu a sense, relatIng to the examina-
tion of Mr. Bower as a Dominion land sur-
veyor. I sent the Minister a letter from Mr.
Bower ln which this gentleman asked a
speedy decision ln his case. I was lu hopes
I would be able to telegraph to this gentle-
man to-day the deelsion of the Minister.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). What le
it about ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This gentleman was a candidate at an ex-
amuination held in Victoria for Dominion land
surveyors. The successful candidates re-
ceived their certificates, and Mr. Bower, who
is said to be a very efficient man, woud have
been In that position were It not that he was
compelled by a process of the court to leave
the examination and come ip country as a
witness in a case. He was allowed to be ex-
amined later, but he fears his papers wll
not be passed on until some time ln August,
and this precludes him from undertaking
work which he has engaged to do in the
railway belt. As there seems to be no doubt
about his qualifications it resolves itself int&
a mere maLter of form.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). I will
take a note of this.

WINDING UP ACT AMENDMENT.

Mr. THOS. FORTIN (Laval) moved second,
reading of BIl1 (No. 31) to amend the Wind-
ing-up Act.

Motion agreed te, and BIll read the second
time.

The House resolved its'elf Into committee
on thue 3111.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Mr. FORTIN. The provisions of this Bill

have been already explained to the House,
and I shall say only a few words to remInd
the committee of the object and purpose of
the Bill. The first two elauses provide for
the appolntment of one or more Inspectors 1L,
ease of a Joint stock company, to whlch the
WInding-up Aet applies, becomes insolvent.
It Is well known the Winding-up Act applies
to large commercial corporations and joint
stock companies, and as the Act now stands,
it provides for the appointment of one or
more liquldators, but there le no provision.
by whieh the courts are empowered to ap-
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point inspectors. The necessity of appointing Mr. FORTIN. It was not the intention to
inspectors in such a case is so well recog- give any superior power such as would seem
nized, that even in the absence of legislation, to be conveyed by the expression "super-
the judges take upon themselves to appoint vise," and I would be most willing to amend
Inspectors. This is wholly irregular, but It the clause If It Is lkely to be susceptible of
shows the necessity for this provision In the any construction that would create a dif-
law. According to our common law in the ficulty of that kInd. I will move that this
province of Quebec, in all cases of Insolvency clause be amended by striklng out the words
the moment there is an abandonment of " and supervise generally," and insert in lieu
property, whatever may be the value of the thereof the word "in."
estate, there is always a curator and Inspee-
tors appointed. If that -be deemed useful lu Mr BORDEN (Halifax). I have ne doubt
ordinary cases, it seems to me to be all the my hon. friend has fully considered the ad-
more necessary In the cases to whIch the vantage whlch this amendment will give, but
Winding-up Act applies, for it has to do I cannot quite understand what particular
wlth large concerns, and the conduct of advantage will result from it. The position
liquidation requires a great deal of work of the liquidator, as I understand, under this
and supervision. Under the Wlnding-up Act, differs to a considerable extent from the
Act, the liquldator may be allowed to con. general asslgnee under the old Insolvent Act,
tinue the business, but he is deprived of the Under the statute at present the l1quidator
assistance of the former board of directors, aets only witha the approval of the court, and
because the moment the winding up order 1s ho has no powers or very inconsiderable
issued, the directors cease to hold office. The powers, except wlth the sanction of the court
first section of the Bill Is to amend section 20 le has authority, however, wlth the sanction
of the Wlnding-up Act, by adding te it the of the court, te employ servants or clerks to
following subsection assIst him, and to appoint a solicitor or law

agent. If my hon. friend can suggest what
2. The court may also appoint one or more useful purpose an inspector would serve out-

inspectors whose duty it shall be to assist and side of the services which would be perform-advise the Hiquidator, and supervise generally the ed by the servants or assistants, or by a soli-liquidation of tie company. citor or law agent, I would be very glad if my
It will be notlced that this section is optional. hon. friend would give us a little Information
The court will not be bound to appoint the
Inspector or inspectors in all cases, and in
practice, it will only be upon the request of
the most Important creditors that such au
appointment may be made.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Has
the hon. gentleman used the language of the
.old Insolvent Act In connection with the ap-
pointment of an inspector ?

Mr. FORTIN. No.
Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It

occurred to me that the words " assist,"
" advise " and "supervise " might have been
used in the old Insolvency Act.

Mr. FORTIN. There cannot be mucb dif-
ference. These words might be omItted, for
it Is well understood that the appo1ntment
-of an inspector is to assist the liquidator, and
to supervise generally the affairs of the
liquidation.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
words 'assiat" and " advise" are well un-
derstood, but the use of the word "super-
vise" mght lead to a question as to the p&r-
ticular duties of those two offielaJ. Is it the
Intention of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fortin)
that the IIquldator should complete the mat-
ter without the muprVisO n of the inspector?
The ' assistance"and "advice"1ehn g,
but the supervision of thtis -lquidator Is an
entirely dferent thing. It may put the in.
speetor, not In the position of ,an advlser or
assistant of the »quidator, but it may make
bim a hlgher officer or an o Mer without
,whom the ilquidator might not act.

Mr. FORTIN.

on that point.
Mr. FORTIN. I eau only speak from my

own experience. In my experience, in every
case lu whleh a company has been put into
liquidation, the necessity of inspectors bas
been so well recognIzed that they have been
appointed i eacn case. The last case I eau
cite Is that of the Pratte Company, whieh
was put into liquidation last winter. When
the case was presented to the court for the
appolntment of a liquldator, some creditor
asked also for the appolntment of an lnspec-
tor. I appeared before -the court In that case
as representing some of the creditors, and I
objected to the appointment of an Inspector
on the ground that the law did not provide
for such an appointment. After full discus-
skon, the judge took the point "Ien delibéré,"
and two or three days afterwards he came
on the bench and declared that atter having
consulted all his colleagues-and there are
ten judges In the eity of Montreal-be had
come to the condlusion to appoint lu each of
those cases an inspector. The hon, gentleman
aske what Is the necessity for such an ap-
pointment ; the Blquidator can do nothing ex-
cept by the authorization of the court, and
what is the us" of appointing an Inspector ?
Now, a legal adviSer-or soicitr knows very
Uttle, say, about pi0ans A mnufacturerO
planoS may have a lot of amater lui proces
of manufaeture, or h may bave a ae
stock ofplno or othr instrumentslnstock.
How are.these to: be sld? By auction, lnlump or l an d Il Will the manufactnres
be ket going 1irWde to fnsh the pianosIn process et manuta r ? Al these are
questions whlch the inspectors are called up-
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en to decide, and it is only ln details of this In that case, it Is clear that if there were
kind that their advice is sought. So mucli is two inspectors, and they declded one way,
this the case that though the appolntment Is the liquidator would be bound to act in
not legal It Is made aetually. For instance, accord with their decision. But if there
the judges in the district of Montreal will not should be only one inspector, and the li-
grant a provision -authorizing the liquidator spector and liquidator should differ, I sup-
to sell $5 worth of the assets of any coi- pose the court would havs to determine be-
pany unless they are presented with a writ- tween them. There is the difeiculty. I
ten advice signed by the inspectors. The said, when the matter was up before, that
judges do not know any more about the par- It seemed to me wise to have inspeetors ap-
ticular business of joint stock companies pointed, but taking the Act as it Is pre-
than do the solicitors. In order to make sure sented to the committee, this section.
that the liquidator will not abuse his autho- it seems to me, will lead to a great deal of
rlty or power, the judges exact a petition, diffticulty, if it is passed, simply giving power
signed with the written advice of the inspec- to appoint one or more inspectors, without
tor. It is difficult to enumerate ail the acts defining better than the section does the
of assistance which the Inspeetors are called duty of these inspectors or the power they
upon to perforni; but If the hon. gen- may have.
tieman has had any experlence of the
working of this Wlnding-up Act, I am Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Might I suggest
sure he will agree wIth me when I say to the hon. member for Laval (Mr. Fortin)
that if inspectors are required in any that In the practice which I have had under
case of insolvency, they are surely requir- this Act, the difficulties he has referred to
ed In the case to which this Act -applies. have been usually dealt with ln this way.
If inspectors are required ia any case of If a company carrying on business goes
Insolvency It is surely In a case where this lnto liquidation, the liquldator Is usually a
Act applies, because it applies, as is well person who Is famillar wIth that kind of
known, to large business concerns, and business, and uble to carry It on, If nuessary.
where the estates are considerable. There If, however, he Is not such a person, if as is
nay be points of conflict between the share- very often the case now, the liquidator la an
holders and the ordinary creditors whicl infcorporated company, then the course pur.
are very delicate and sometimes very diffi- sued, and which has seemed to work sue-
cult to settle. The sharehoders may have cessfuilly, is this. The liquidator applies
pald only a portion of their shares, they i1tO the court for permission to appoint a
may be called on to pay the balance of manager of the business, as a golng con-
their shares, there mnay be a conflict be- cern, and that manager, belig famillar with
tween the creditors and the shiareholders, that particular kind of business, carries It
and in aIl those questions surely the as- on under the direction of the lquidator, who
sistance off Inspectors wil be most valuable again is under the direction off the court.
to the lquidator. My hon. friend says that ln his province

the advice of the Inspector, such as here
Mr. BRITTON. It seems to me there is provided for, would be actied on by the court

golng to be a difficulty ln this section in without further evidence.
carrying out just what the hon, gentleman Mr. FORTIN. GeneraIly.
lUtends. By this section, what status is
given to the Inspeotor ? What power has Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I do not think
he got? Supposing he does advise. and the that would be the case ln our province. I
lquidator does nlot choose to take his ad- think our judges would still require evi-
vice, what then ? dence by affidavit of the facts before comIng

Mr. FORTIN. Ail conflicts of that kind
are settled by the courts.

Mr. BRITTON. Is the power given In-
spectors, when two or more are appointed,
to override the decislon of the liquidators ?
In the Ontarlo Winding-up Act, which is
similar In many respects to the Act now
In question, there is power lu the sharehold-
ers, not In the court, to appoint one or
more inspectors, but the words of that sec-
tion are these:

The eraditcrs of the company may at any meet-
Ing appoint one or more 1nspectors to superintend
and direct the proceedinga of the liquldators lu
the management and wlnding-up of the estats,
and In case of one Inspector belng appointed, ail
the powes of the lIquldator shall be exercised,
subjeet to the advice and direction of the In-
-spector.

to any conclusion. If the clause, however,
Is carefully drafted and made entirely per-
missive, so that it shall be perfectly clear
that it Is not necessary to appoint an la
spector, I would have no great objection,
because the hon. gentleman ls better able
to judge than I am of the necessity whieh
arises for It In his own province.

i would like, however, to point this out,
that he should make It perfectly clear as te
whether or not it is necessary to appoint
an inspector when you make a wlnding-up
order. He Is, no doubt, aware that there has
been dmfâculty, at leat In our province,
under section 20. That section reads this
way•

The court in making up a wlnding.up order,
May appoint ,a liquidator.
1, tblink at one time it read 'shall" appoint
a liquidator. Now, is It lntended that tia
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inspector shall be appointed by the wind-
Ing-up order at the same time as the liqui-
dator is appoluted, or that the court shall
have jurisdlction at any time 4o appoint ajn
Inspector. I think it m1ght be desirable
for my hon. friend to consider whether or
not he has made that point plain.

Mr. FORTIN. The practice In our courts
Is this. When a petition is presented for
a winding-up order, the judge generally ap-
points a temporary liquidator. Then a
meeting of the creditors is held, and at that
meeting a winding-up order Is made final
and a liquidator appointed. I am aware of
the difficulties pointed out by my hon.
friend. The question has arisen, to my
knowledge, whether a liquidator should not
be appointed when the petition Is made for
a winding-up order, or whether he should
not be appoiuted at a meeting subsequent
to the granting of the winding-up order.
But I understand the practice ls now gene-
ral, and there is no more diffieulty.

Sir CHARLES BIBBERT TUPPER. That
clause was amended, I think, in 1888.

Mr. FORTIN. I do not know of the
amendment, but I know that now there Is
no such difficulty. When the petition is
presentetd, an interim liquidator Is appointed,
then a meeting of the creditors is called.
and at that meeting a liquidator Is appointed
by the court.

The second subsection wblch i wlsh to
add to section 20, is made in a permissive
way. My hon. friend will see, by the words
used, that the appointment is not compul-
sory. " The court may also appoint one or
more inspectors."

Mr. BORDEN (Hahifax). If the hon. gen-
tleman will allow me, the proposed subsec-
tion uses exactly the same language as the
main section. It uses the word " may," It
is true, but that is exactly the word used
in the main section, and I would prefer, it
my hon. friend has no objection, that it
should be made perfectly clear that the
two things are not exactly on the same
basis.

-t ls necessary to appoint a liquldator, but
it may not be necessary to appoint an Inspec-
tor, and 'my hon. friend does not think it
ls, in all cases. I think, then, that if some
words were introduced in that section to
make that perfectly clear, it would be more
acceptable fro inmy standpoint.

Mr. FORTIN. No word Is clearer than
the word "may," as expressing a thing that
is 1ermissable. It ls true that section 2)
uses the same word,

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). But My hon.
friend (Mr. Fortin) ls aware that the word

ntuay,"when used wlth respect to a court,
ls sometimes used in a mandatory sense. I
thlnk an illustration of :thls use Is to be
found in section 20.

Mr. FORTIN. Perhaps it might do to put
in the words "when found advisable," mak-
ing it readI "the court may also, when found
advisable, appoint one or more Inspectors,"
and so on. I would move that.

Mr. BORDEN (Hallfax).
would answer.

I think that

Amendment agreed to.
On section 3,
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier). I would ask my hon. friend (Mr. For-
tin) to explain this clause.

Mr. FORTIN. It is possible that the clause
might require to be amended. The object la
this. Under section 31 of the Winding-up
Act, the liquidator ls authorized, with the
approval of the court, to exercise a serles
of powers. Now, one of these powers, under
subsection "l," la to

Draw, accept, make and endorse any bill of
exchange of or promissory note in the name and
behalf of the company.
Then, he is authorIzed to

Raise upon the security of the assets of the
company from time to time any requisite sum or
sums of money ; and the drawing, accepting,
making or endorsing of every such ibill of ex-
change or promIssory note, as aforesaid, on be-
half of the company shall have the same effect,
with respect to the liability of such company.
as If such bill or note had been drawn, accepted,
made or endorsed by or on behalf of such com-
pany lin the course of the carrying on of its
business.

Now, a difficulty arises, so far as the pro-
vince of Quebec la concerned. Though the
liquidator Is authorized to ralse on the as-
sets of a company any reasonable sum or
sums of money, still, the main portion of his
duty is to sell and dispose of the assets of
the company. Now, In Quebec no valid con-
tract or pledge of securlty can be given
upon movable assets, without their things
being actually placed In the possession of
the creditor or in the possession of a third
person agreed upon by the parties. So, if the
Ilquldator la to borrow money on the secu-
rity of movable assets of the company, he
must divest himself of such assets, and that
paralyses the lIquidation. Precisely such a
difftleulty arose in the case already stated.
the case of the Pratte Piano Company. They
had a large stock of pianos on hand, and
the liquidator had been empowered to con-
tinue the affairs of the company in order to
dispose o!fthe materlal lu procesa of manu-
facture. For this purpose he wanted some
money. He was authorized by the judge to
borrow money upon the security of the as-
sets of the company, and hbe went to the
bank for that purpose. The bank salid
You are authorize<d by the judge to borro*
money, but you are not directed by ,the
juige how to make the contract. In order
to make the contract valid under our coma
mon law, you iust deliver to us the pos.

4319 4320



[JUNE 5,1899]

session of the pianos. If he had done so,
he could not bave liquidated, and in that
case the liquidator was prevented from bor-
rowing the necessary funds to carry on the
business of the company. The object of the
amendnent is to meet such a case, though
it may go too far with regard to negotiable
instruments. There seems to me no difficul-
ty, however, in the province of Quebec.
where the chattel mortgage is totally un-
known. When the Bill was first presented
to the House, some objection was taken to
this clause by hon. members from other
provinces. and it then came to my mind for
the first time that there might be something
in the objection, because of the existence of
the chattel mortgage, which is recognized
by all the provinces except Quebec. Lt
miglit. therefore, be necessary to declare
that. as the lien offered by the liquidator
would be subject to any pre-existing liens
conferred on other creditors, either by way
of chattel mortgage or otherwise. I would,
thereforeo he ready to add a few words to
the subsection, in order to meet the dithiculty
that miglit arise in other provinces. In the
first place, I am quite willing to amend the
clause by striking out the words " by dis-
counting any negotiable instrument." This
will exaetly meet the difficulty arising from
the way of raising security upon the assests
of the company.

Sir CHARLES HLIBBERT TUPPER.
How will that read ?

Mr. FORTIN (reading).
And no delivery of the whole nor of any part

of the assets of the company shall be necessary
te give a lien ta any person making a loan to
the liquidator in virtue of the provisions of this
section.

Perhaps some words might be added here.
such as " the whole without prejudice to all
previous liens existing upon the securities
or assets of the company." I am quite will-
ing to accept suggestions from the learned
members of 'the profession. Perhaps the
hon. member for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper), or the hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Borden), might suggest a few words
that would cover that point. As regards the
province of Quebee, the law would meet our
case perfectly, because we have no chattel
mortgages there. But in order to avoid a 1
confliet between a lien created by a liqui-.
dator and some previous liens existing uponI
the assets, we might add a few words.

Mr. BRITTON. I oppose altogether th'
amendment for the province of Ontario ; it
would be Introducing an entirely new state
of things so far as the Ontario law is con-(
cerned, and will lead to endless confusioni
and litigation. It will not work at all in the i
province of Ontario. The liquidator at pre-
sent bas the power of an individual to carry
en business, to make such contracts as an
individual could make If the property was

bis own and he was dealing with it. Now,
in order that an individual may give a lien
upon the property there nust be an actual
delivery of it, with actuai and continued
possession, or it must be in writing and the
writing, whether it is a bill of sale or a
chattel mortgage, must be registered. The>
anybody who is dealing with the person who
owns the property knows just what is
being done in reference to It. If this law
passes, it will place the liquldator of an in-
solvent concern or of a company that is
being wound up, as to the property lie is.
dealing with. in an entirely different posi-
tion froni any individual under similar cir-
cumstances would be, and there is no reason
for that. I do not know how it may be as
to other provinces. I an -peaking simply
as to the province of Ontario where, if a per-
son who lans money sets a lien upon the
particular goods of the liquidator without
delivery. or writing of any kind, would
be something entirely novel, and as I said
would lead to a great deal of trouble. Then
cones this question of the liquidator bor-
rowing ioney fron several persons. Then
of course will arise the question of priority
as to these liens. Why should the man who
lends money ln thé first place to the liqui-
dator be in any better position than the
man who lends the money in the second
place is to the liquidator, so long as the
muan who lends the inoney secondly is not
in any way aware of the lien that bas beei
ereated ? Wlien this question was before
the conmittee before, the argument that
were adduced were much stronger than i
can possibly make them, and they seemed
to nie conclusive that no such legislation
cught to be passed by this House applie-
able to Ontario, which changes altogether
the ordinary law of contract in reference
to personal property.

Mr. FORTIN. I think the hon. gentleman
entirely misconstrues the effect of this
amendment. There is no question lu this
amendment ol making special provisions
that will put the liquidator in a different
position to any other person with respect to
a contract of this kind.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Perbaps the
difficulty of the bon. member for Kingston
(Mr. Britton) would be removed by substi.
tuting these words :

Shall be necessary to give a lien to any persontaking security upon the assets of the company.
No delivery shall be necessary.

Mr. BRITTON. I think inat Is the wholo
question. Taking security then would mean
taking secarIty according to the laws of the
province where the thing was done. I do
not see any objection to such an amendment
Amendoent agreed to.
Bill reported.

REVISED EDITONO
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SALE OF RAILWAY PASSENGER
TICKETS.

Mr. BEATTIE moved that Bill (No. 32) to
amend the Act respecting the sale of rail-
way passenger tickets be read the second
time.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second
time.

House resolved itself into committee on
the said Bill.

(In the Comimittee.)
On section 1,
MIr. BEATTIE. This Bill is brought up

at the instance of the Steam Ferry Boat
Corpany running between Windsor and De-
troit. They hold a charter from this Gov-
ernment, and have, I believe, sone $400,000
invested in first-class steam ferry boats.
Under their charter from the Governmem
they are obliged to sell ten tickets for 25
cents ; but they are still more liberal than
ihat, and they sell tickets at the rate of 13
eents a piece provided $1 worth are pur-
cliased at a time. But speculators or seal-
pers purchase these tickets, in quantities.
and tirough newsboys and other agents, sell
tickets for 5 cents to occasional passengers
who do not cross the river very often, and
who do not carry tickets with them. By
that meanîs the companjy Is deprived of its
regular profits on the tickets. They lose
a great deal of legitimate business by that
interference With their trade, andil the Bill
asks that unauthorized agents shall be de.
prived from selling the company's tickets.
the same as railways are protected.

Bill reported, read the third time and
passed.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION ACT AMEND-
MENT.

Mr. GEORGE R. MAXWELL (Burrard)
moved the second reading of Bill (No. 49) to
amend the Chinese Immigration Act. He
said : Mr. Speaker, in asking the House to
pass the second reading of this Bill, I crave
the indulgence of the House while I seek, in
as -few words as possible, to present our
grievances, as British Columbians, so far as
this subject Is concerned. I frankly confess
that this question has no charm for me, but,
if we are ta do honestly our part as represen-
tatives of the people who send us here to
volce their sentiments, then we must be pre-
pared to tackle things dlsagreeable as well
as things agreeable. Our bed is not always
one of roses. Our path is sometimes rough
and thorny. Duty Is stern and unbendIng.
We have, therefore, ta take the bitter along
with the sweet, and we have to look at ail
questions in the light, In the higher light of
how these questions affect the well belng or
la being of the men and women wbo are link-
ed with us for weal or woe in all.things per-

1Mr. BRITTON.

taining to the material iprogress of our fair
Dominion. For a proper grasp and apprecia-
tion oÜ our difficulties ln the golden west-two
lions bar the way. I wish to be frank-for
frankness is best and wIll help rather than
mitigate against our case. iirst, th is
largely a question affecting one section of our
broad Dominion. It is largely a local grie-
vance, and removed so far away from most
of the representatives of this House. that it
is hard for some hon. gentlemen to under-
stand the full meaning of what we contend
for. Still. this drawbaek is not so great as It
used to be. Thanks to the persistent cfforts
of many representatives who nave preded
me i this louse, this question has been
brought home to you both through their
speeches. and through the press in such a
telling way, that I am emboldened to say,
Sir, the question is getting to be understood,
and that we are supported by ail who are
anxious to give a fair show to the labouring
classes of our country. Thanks also to the
marvellous discoverles of our great mineral
wealth, we have been brought closer to other
parts of the Dominion. Our province is no
longer a terra incognita. Many of you, re-
alizing our immense possibilities, have come
to see us, and have got now a fair view of
our material conditions. You have seen the
thing of which we complain yourselves, and
I sincerely hope you will join with us in try-
ing to settle this question for all time in har-
mony with the wishes of the people. Fur-
ther, our evil Is becomlng your evil. Toronto
and Montreal are beginning to feel as we
have felt for many years. The Chinese are
sweeping across the continent, aind already
are making the labouring classes of cur in-
dustrial centres sensible of what will be when
they become more numerous. And I am glad
for our sakes, for to this faet we have both
an amount of sympathy and support that
never would have been ours had the Chinese
confined 'themselves to British Columbia.
Many of you, however, know nothing per-
sonally of our grlevances-and we want your
practical help. Sir, no representative can ab-
solve himself from responsibility in this mat-
ter. No one should say that because it does
not affect his province, lhe has no interest in
it. We are here to legislate for the whole
and not for a part, and what injures the part
injures the whole. In other words, In spite
of our provincial divisions, we iare the repre-
sentatives of ·the whole people, and as sucli
I ask you to join with us in obtaining that
redress which we have long and emrestly
sought, and which we sincerely believe is
absolutely necessary for the well-belng of
our people.

Second, this proposal runs counter to
teachings we -all respect. I 'am sensible of
that. But, Sir, this!House, by the imposition
of a $50 tax, has already departed from
theory, and few, If any, advocate Its aboli-
tion. Two tlngs move me in this matter,
so far as the Chinese are concerened. I hon.
estly belleve that It would be better for them-
selves to stay In China, and so far as the
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churches are coucerned, they could and eau
more easliy change them in China than
here. Then, as one considers his duty in thIs
matter, he finds something like this starlng
him in the face. Present legislation bears
heavily against the labouring man. That1
man is boue of our bone, tiesh of our
flesh. He supports our religious, education-
al, municipal, provincial and political institu-
tions. Without him churches would dwindle,
schools would grow less numerous, and ourj
political organizations would lose their best1
friends. In other words, the labouring mani
Is the baekbone of all things which are out
pride. If then ny choice is whether I shall
legislate for his interests, or for the interests
of the Chinese, and that is our choice, then I
have not dhe slightest hesitation. Sir, in say-
ing that our first duty is towards those who
are of our own household. I eau coucelve of
no law. and no teachings that should com-
pel us -to be oblivious of the interests of our
brethren, and any condition or circumstance
or law that drives them to the wall in favour
of a lower civilization cannot, in my opinion,
be just. The legislation of this House pro-
tects the manufacturer or the capitalists;
there is no doubt about that. Let us be eon-
sistent by dolng something to protect the lu-
terests of the labourer.

To give the louse as complete a vlew of
this question as possible, a short statement
of previous efforts in this direction seems
necessary. I would like to pay a tribute to
those earnest workers in the past, who be-
lieved that while they were pleading for the
settlement of this vexed question, that they
were in reality labouring for the emancipa-
tion of their province. Some of these are
dead and gone, but about their sincerity and
purity of motive there can be no doubt. We
have entered ln to their labours, and If we
are nearer the goal of success, I m willing
to own that it is largely owing to the Inc:rens-
Ing efforts of these men. I pass by the earlier
efforts of the early agitators. For practical
purposes. the later developments are quite
suited to our purposes. In 1888, Mr. Shakes-
peare moved :

That in the opinion of this House It Is expe-
d;ent to enact a law similar In principle to the
law now in force in Australia, and entltled the
Influx of Chinese Restriction Act, 1881.
The motion was negatived on a division. The
result was not altogether unsatisfactory.
Several :able speeches were delivered In sup-
port, and several others which, while halting
between two opinions, yet gave evidence that
the speakers were on the fair way to becone
converted. The leader of the Goverument,
now, unhappily, gone, and whose presence In
this Chamber will ever be missed by those
who knew him and:loved him, said:

It is a very serious question, one whose im-
portance cannot be over-estimated, one that can-.
not be slurred over, but must be treated. It la
of great consequence to British Columbla, and la
of subsequent Importance to the eastern pro-
vinces.

186*

This question, Sir, let me remind hon. mem-
bers of hoth sides of the House, is of greater
consequence to-day than It was then, and is
of greater Importance to eastern provinces
to-day than It has ever been, and to the mem-
bers of the present Government to whom we
look with considerable confidence that they
will not disappoint us, I would say, that our
demand cannot be overestimated, It cannot
be slurred over, but must be breasted, and
the sooner the better. In 1884, the same gen-
tleman, the representative of the then most
important constituency in British Columbia,
moved:

That in the opinion of this House It is expe-
dient to enact a law prohibiting the incoming of
Chinese to that portion of Canada known as
British Columbia.
As the result, the Government promised to
Issue a commission to look Into the whole
subject, and, in the words of Sir John A.
Macdonald :

To consider its trade relations, its social rela-tions, and all those moral considerations which
make Chinese Immigration Inadvisable.
According to promise, the commission was
issued, and, as the result of their labours
on the coast, we have, on the whole, a vol-
ume of considerable value. In 1885, the
Hon. Mr. Chapleau, who was one of the
commissioners, moved :

That it is expedient to Impose an entry fee orduty of $50 on every person of Chinese originentering Canada, and that no vessel carrying Chl-
nese immigrants to any port in Canada shall
carry more than one such Immigrant for every
fifty tons of its tonnage.

That is the law in existence. The hon.
gentleman was frank enough to tell this
House that the Bill was regarded as a milk-
and-water measure, and the opinion then ex-

i pressed is almost universal now. Even the
representatives then were not satisfied. One
said:

It is getting in the thin end of the wedge.
Victoria, the capital of the province, became
excited, and the late chief Justice seconded
a motion, which was unanimously carried,
calling upon the then representatives of Bri-
tish Columbia in this fHouse to urge upon
the Government the necessity of Immediate-
ly adopting the strongest restrictive mea-
sures as to Chinese Immigration. Mr. Gor-
don, one of the best representatives ever
sent from British Columbia, said that

Personally, he would like to see the tax $500,but was prepared to give this measure a fairtrial.
And soe, with the best expectations that the
cure had been found whlch would lessen our
evils, the Bill became law. Since then we
have had time and opportunity to consider
the merIts and demerits of that legislation.
I eau assure you, Sir, that there was every
desire to give It fair-play, but, when all is
sald thut can be said in its favour, we h*âve
sorrowfully to confess that It comes far from
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what was expected and what was wanted. our request with substantial. arguments.
It bas been weighed and found wanting. What reasons I give are those which com-
The Government of that day said the law mrnend themselves to my mind. There may
now in existence was for the regulation, be other reasons which may be more cogent
and not for the prohibiting of Chinese immi- with others ; but, however we may differ
gration. Neither the one nor the other bas as to the reasons for this request, there is no
been accomplished ; all that has been done. difference among us about the request it-
and is being done, is simply to put so many self.
thousand dollars per year into the treasury, We object to Chinese immigration because
but we are praetically left defenceless. The those who cone to our land are mostly
tax is inadequate, for the Chinese bosses slaves. I bave already referred to the
can pay the tax and bring In all they want, Chinese bosses, and these I blame for a
being sure of making a good thing out of great deal of the trouble which we have had
their investment. Little, if any. decrease: with :he Chinamen. They are our modern
bas taken place; so that, practically, we Shylocks, who fatten and grow rich on the
stand where we were before. The present misfortunes of their poor countrymen. They
Minister of Marine and Fisheries said n have their agents In China. These agents
1886: select the victims. Being unable to pay

If the present Act is not effective, then Its either ship money or the tax, the poor China-
object (cases altogether and It should be repealed. men contract to become the slaves of these

bosses until that money Is paid. When they
No Government can with safety repeal the arrive here, they are consigned, like so many
present law, imperfect as it is. Though It sheep, to their respective owners, who use
does not provide us with a remedy, I do not them and abuse them, according as it suits
object to those gentlemen paying something their financial profit. While, on the par: of
to the support of a country that treats them the slave, It is his interest to free himself
so handsomely. There can be no backward as quickly as possible from bis galling bond-
movement, nor can we allow things to re-! age, it is the interest of bis master to keep
main as they are. What we should do, if him, by hook or by crook. as long as pos-
the present law is not effective, Is to make sible In bis service. The testimony of com-
It effective by ralsing the tax to such a point petent witnesses isi nost complete and con-
as will compel these bosses to give up their vincing. Hon. John Robson, a late Premier
nefarlous trade, and thus ensure our country of British Columbia, says :
from being overrun by a class which, takethem ail in ail, are most undesirable immi- My opinion is that the greater portion of Chi-tbemallIn al, re ost ndeirabe imILr 1o2e ro-aght here -are brought by private coin-
grants. Sir, from 1886 tIl the prasent, the panles.
agitation bas been going on. The discon- 1
tent has been growing deeper and stronger, The Rev. Philip Dwyer says:
not only In British Columbia, but through- They are mostly young single men, beiag im-
out Canada, and we feel that the time lias ported as slaves on speculation.
come for more vigorous measures. Sir John David W. Gordon, head of afirm of wharf-A. Macdonald, the leader of the Govern-
ment in 1883, said: owners. and a contractor, says:

At any moment wben the Legislature of Can- So far as I can gather, from the most reliable
ada chooses, it can shut down the gate and say : Chinese and other sources, the class of immi-
"4No more immigration shall come here form grants, or more properly speaking serfs or slaves
China,"' and then no more immigrants will come, who come here fro:n China are gathered by
and those in the country at the time will rap- agents of Chinese companies from amongst the
idly disappear. 1 crirminal and poverty-stricken population. When

they arrive here they follow any pursuit their
We belleve that this House should now shut owners can turn then to with advantage.
down the gate. Sir, I think It is apparent

must be good reasons for this Gilbert M. Sproat, who recelved a prize ofthat theremutb odraosfrh'
agitation. One old teacher, when importun- $1,000 for an essay on India and China, and
ed to oppose a certain agitation, practically who has thoroughly studied this question,
said: No: if It Is false, it will pass away says.
like smoke; but. if it is rîghti, it will stand. Many of them enmeshed In labour contracts
Many of us are familiar with agitations that with their own performances guaranteed by cruel
made a noise, a great noise, at the begin- penalties to their relatives at home are less free
ning, and then fizzled out, like a sky-rocket. here than they were In China.
This question bas been agitating the people Thomas H. King, ten years In China. says:
of British Columbia for nearly thIrty years,
and It Is stronger than ever. Time bas Most of them who are brought here come to
neltber hanged nor rnollifled opnionls. Thesupply the coolie broker or contractor. who hires
neitherchangedinr mo he opis, Th them out. They dare not break their contract.
very Unchangeableness of the people 1s, to
me, a sign that they must have right on G. C4 Hastings, a chief justice of the Su-
their side. Our reasons have often been preme Court of California, says:
laid before this honourable Flouse, but Inlaig beoersehontoae hsepu in Chinese labour Is a servile caste. The China-
asking the Government to take this step,, itman Is In a state of peonage. They are fnot
would not be faiI, if we dld not back up free men

Mr. MAXWELL.
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S. H. Phillips, Attorney General of the Sand- this honourable House, said-and lie knew
wich Islands, on oath, says : what he was talking about:

The Chinese who come to the Sandwich Islands I have seen the practical working of this
are under contracts which are indefinite and as- Chinese problem, and I have found that they are
signable. They are bought and sold out body competitors with white labour.
and soul to the person who employs them for a
term of years, gen-erally five. The mover of the Bill now In force declared

that the antagonism between the white and
C&yH o sChinese labourer was due to this very cause,

The emigration froni China to all parts of the and the object of the Bill was to give the
world is an organized business, In which men white labourer fair-play. Again, he said:
with large capital engage, in which men are
bought and sold at so much per head precisely I say that the mass of Chinese Immigrants are
as a piece of merchandise is handled at the of a class who necessarily will compete with the
market value. The coolie of China is bought by labouring men, with the ordinary warking men
the rich trader to serve his purchaser at a low of the country, and I say that it is little wender
rate of wages for a series of years in a foreign that objections should be raised to the large lm-
country under a contract for the full perform- migration of this class.
auce of which in many cases he gives a mort-
gage on his wife and family. These testimonies are taken from " Han-

sard."' and were I to turn to the report of
Sir. that evidence is surely conclusive. It the Chinese commission many more might

reveals what one might call a horrible be adduced. Now. you might ask, Sir, why
state of affairs. Slavery in any form is re- does Chinese labo.îr interfere disastrously
pugnant. "Man's ownership of man is sa with white labour ? Well, Sir, that it not
palpably unjust that it requires no prophet difficult to answer. The Chinaman is a
to discover the injustice." Canada, you cheap worker. He is not the produet of
know, when slavery was looked at different- nineteenth-century civilization. He has not
ly than It Is now, was the first among the been taught to feast his eyes and lis soul
nations to proclaim that freedom was the' o picures and music • to have a nice home
inalienable right of every man. and that no and have it stocked, say, with a carpet, coin-
man in her wide domain should ever grow fortable chairs and an organ. He is a erea-
rich by enslaving others. As things go, ture of few wants. In fact, lie has one
slavery flourishes-the slave toils, and the want and one only, and that is he wants
slave-masters grow rich. In the name of mone Al te rest he ca ispene wthrnoney. Ail the rest lie eau dispense witli
Liberty, I plead that this horrid traffle without a tear. Hence. as one competent
should cease. In the name of a rigbt which; authourity puts it--I think it was Sir Ad-
some for gold are willing to barter and to olphe Clhaplean:
destroy, I plead that better far would it be
for these Celestial slaves, were they never A Chinaman will live on wages that will not
to see our shores, than to come as they do, support a white man and bis famlly, being well
and the only effective solution is the raising provided himself on a handful of rice and ether
the tax to such a point as will make it im- trifting necessaries. He becomes rich, according
possible for these inhuman wretches to to bis own standard, on wages that would beggar
Sp ia white man's family. Now, take the white
traffic with profit lu hurnan fieshi. labourer's view of the case. While my work is

secondly. we oppose Chinese immigration 'very arduous, I go out with a light heart and
because these slaves are dangerous compe- perfora it cheerfully, because it enables me to
titors with our labouring classes. If I was support my wife and my chldren. I amen a
asked, Sir, one reason why this movemeit position to bring up my daughlters ta be good
ias maintained its vitality for so long, I wives. and faithful mothers, and to offer my

sons better opportunities in life than I had my-should unhesitatingly answer that it Is be- self.tercheerfully;contributeeto supportdthose lf. I cheerfully contribute to support those
cause the presence of the Chinese in our; hurches, charitable institutions ard other ->b-
land is an injustice to our working classes. jects that enter into our daily life, but after I have
The working classes know that, feel it. and naintained my family and performed these duties,
because they know and feel it. they have not much is left of rny wages when the week Is

right in keeping ended. How is it with the Chinaman? The
alive this agitation, and they are perfectly Chinanan can do as much work indergr.und as

I can. He bs no wife and faai-ly. He per-
within their right In asking you to come frls none o! these duties. Forty or fifty o!
to their help. I know, Sir, that this point 1iis kind can live in a house no larger than mine.
is disputed, and it will be necessary Ôn thati He craves no varlety of food. He has inherited
account to investigate the facts of the case. no taste for comfort or for soci•tl -mjoyment.
Mr. N. Shakespeare, when a member of this Conditions that satisfy hlin, and make him con-
House, and a very worthy member he .was. tented, would make my lite not worth living.
too, stated : As the Hon. 3r. Chapleau says, tis is the

It has been found impracticable in all depart- feeling of the workiugren. and 1 arnnot
ments of labour and industry involving manual prepared to say that It Is fot excusable or
labour for a white man to compete with a even justifiable. Now, Important results
Chinaman, especially in those light situationsiinay be noted. First- the Ohinese crowd
which have hitherto been filled witUí wome~n andottewlelaur. Thssdiped

Mr. BarnardAsh tae Hnother.miChar efuMrayskethisrissthe
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I know of Instances myself where white men
were engaged ln certain callings previous to such
a large influx of Chinese, who were doing well,
and making eomfortabla livings ; but after-
through their competitors--they were obliged to
abandon their callings, and leave the cùuntry.
Mr. Homer, another representative, in 1885.
testified to the same fact. But such testi-
monies are practically unnecessary. The
facts testify enough. In the coal mines
there are about 600 Chinamen ; they are
doing the work which white labour could
well do. When you consider the immense
hold which they have got of the laundry
business ; you cannot but reahaze that they
have driven the white labourer out. In
market gardening few whites have been
able to compete against them, and when
you consider that there are thousands of
them employed in our canneries, you ean-
not but see that white labour has been
crushed out.

Secondly, labour is degraded. The elo-
quent leader of the present Opposition, in
1883, said :

I believe that the tendency of such an immi-
gration must necessarily be to cheapen and de-
grade labour, and to lower labour all througb
the country Is entirely a wrong and erroneous
principle to prevail in the councils of the nation.
A sentiment I heartily applaud ; and I fur-
ther add, in the language of a friend of our
cause, Mr. Fairbank :

I believe no greater calamity eau befall any
class of the community, or any community irself,
than anything which tends to degrade labour.

Now, Sir, should such things be ? Is it
fair or is It just to the labourer that he
should be treated in this manner ? Legis-
lation in this House, and both the late and
tbe present governments have said our manu-
facturers must be protected. While a free
trader, as things exist across the Une, I
think thire is reason for so doing. Protect
labour and the white labourer. Realize his
importance in our life, that in very truith
Canada's greatness olepends and will ever
depend, not so much ln her mines as in her
men. Consider his struggles-struggles for
which he is often ill-prepared. Consider
how much more necessary the white labour
is to this land than is the other, and I ask
that to-day you will not turn a deaf ear to
an appeal for justice whieh las been long
and earnestly maie.

One objection that was urged-aud, Sir,
I must confess that at times there was some
force ln the objection, and that was-tnat
owirtg to the scarcity of white labour, Chi-
nese were absolutely necessary. I dou't
know that those who urged this were per-
fectly sincere, or whether they used it sim-
ply as a blind to get that cheap, Ignorant,
passive worker introduced, so as to make
them a sort of basa currency for fixing thre
value of white labour, whatever was the
motive. the appearances of things were de-
cldedly In favour. In 1883 we w"re told you

Mr. MAXWELL.

must keep Chinese labour until white labour
is ready to supplant it. Sir John A. Mac-
donald in a remarkable speech, which has
an important bearing on our Bill to-day,
said:

As soon as that takes place, then I will go just
as strongly as the then lcader of this question in
this honourable House.

Then a railway was about to be bulit and
we were assured that white labour could not
be had. To-day another railway was built
and white labour bas been had in abun-
dance. Tihat excuse has no force to-day.
No one ean honestly urge that argument
to-day. We believe. and we think that we
have good grounds for believing, that white
labour is ready to supplant Chinese labour.
if white labour is to have justice meted
out. I grant that we may not have that
laboue just at hand, and the reason why it
is not at hand, is just where the shoe pineil-
es. We want more people-not Orientals-
childreni of the Anglo-Saxon race, and all
otiers of other nations who will join with us
in developing our wonderful resources, and
in supporting our educational, religious and
political institutions. Why is it that the
richest province, perhaps, in Canada, or for
that in the world, cannot command all the
white labour it requires ? Wby is it that
white labour give us the go-by? It is not,
Sir, as you know, because we have no induce-
ments to offer. It is not because our climate
is wintry, it is not because of the poverty of
the soil or the forest, or the mine, or our seas
and rivers. Why do we then lack the servi-
ces of those whose services ever enrich any
land ? I believe that Mr. Barnard stated the
truth, and the whole truth, when he said :

I believe that white labour is to be had in
abundance, only for the presnfe of the ChineEe,
but white nien do not care ta ;oine so long as
they are present in su.h large nuinbers.

Proclaim then to-day by the adoption of this
Bill, that lienceforth the white labourer
wili have the same rights and privileges, will
be put upon the same industrial level here, as
he has in all civilized countries of the world,
and that the value of a Chinaman will not
be bis value, then we shall have such an in-
flux of white labour . as will be mutually
bene icial to all ; then churches will flouristi,
schools will grow larger and more numer-
ous, nioney will become more plentiful, popu-
lation will increase by leaps and bounds,
businesses will increase, and merchants will
prosper, while a thousand and one avenues
will be opened up for the preferment of our
growing youth.

Mr. Speaker, It seems to me that there can
be but one opinion in this House to-day, and
that is, we have a grievance. Long ago, the
eloquent ex-Finance Minister said:

I do wish that something might be done to set-
tle this question permanently, and to alleviate
what I believe is a grievance to the people of
BrItish Columbia, and which ln its present form,
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is weighing somewbat heavily upon the peace
and prosperity of that country.
And immediately after, the present leadeýr
of the Opposition, said :

Since this debate bas commenced I have been
strongly impressed that the people of British
Columbia are labouring under a grievance.

Both hon. gentlemen know British Colun-
bia a great deal better to-day than they
did then, and I ama sure their better know-
ledge will only make more manifest what
they learned through debate. An attempt
was nade to settle this question perman-
ently. I believe the framers of the Bill now
in force meant to settle this grievance for
all timie. Their intentions were good, and
while it has proved more or less Ineffective,
the legislation was a step in the right direc-
tion. Ilere then you have a question that Is
continually thrusting itself upward, ana con-
tiuually projecting itself into the political
arena. Here to-day you have a people
worthy in every way of your kind consider-
ation, asking you almost unitedly to per-
manently settle this question. Agitations of
this kind are injurious both to a province
and country. The longer it is kept up-and
It will keep up-class is set against class, la-
bour against capital, and feelings are engen-
dered which do irreparable harm all round.
Frankly, I confess other problems of deeper
importance should be engrossing our atten-
tion, but so long as the grievance lasts, just
Eo long will the spirit of discontent prevent
us attaining our higher and nobler destiny.
What then are you going to do ? Is the
present Government going to do something
for labour, and thus for the labourer, or is
it by refusal or inaction going to declare-
that it values the Chinaman more than it
does those whon it ought to honour ? Ai
choice has to be made, and conscious of
all that is at stake, I plead that the choice
may be the one that appeals to all the«
better instincts of our race and country :1
The question may be asked-what do you
want ? My answe* to that, Sir, is we want
the tax raised fcom $50 to $500.. Bear in
mind we say nothing against those who are î
Lere. Granting all that advocates of cheap
labour claim, we say in addition we have
enougih of Chinese to do all the cheap labour,
and we don't want now any more. As mat-
ters stand, we may at any moment be
deluged; we want that possibility changed
into on impossibility, by the raising of the
tax. Furthuer, lu asking for this w-e are
not asking for something that Is new and
unprecedented. We are not the only coun-
try that has had to deal with this problem.
and this hon. House is not the only House
that has had legislation pressed upon themn
of this kind. In truth we are but following
in the footsteps of others. The United
States had to deal in a very summary way
with these people. A short time ago the
Government of Hawali had to protect their
people from thelir inroad. it is more per-

tinent perhaps to note what has transpired
under the shadow of the British Crown.
Queensland has had its Chinese trouble. and
a law was passed In 1884 directed against
Asiatic and African aliens. New South
Wales has been tinkering away with this
subject like ourselves until the legislators of
that important colony were constrained by
t lie voice of the people to ralse the tax to
$500. From all the information which eau
be obtained. there is a consensus of opinion
Shat that tax has settled the question for
ever. New Zealand, face to face with the
sa me dangers. has had to follow suit. What,
therefore, other colonies have done, and
what other legislators have done should be
precedent enough for us. Possibly if we had
been the first to take this step, I might have
faltered ln proposing or in pleading for its
enforcement ; but seeing others have had to
cure this grievance by a similar proposal,
their action should be a lesson to us to go
and do likewise. This proposal may be Dra-
conian-for that I do not care-suffilcient for
me the experience of others-that you cannot
settle this grievance any other way. I be-
lieve there is one member of the Cabinet, the
hon. Minister of Justice, to whom this pro-
posal will be welcome, at least, it will have
his support ; for I find in 1887 that he used
the following words

If the hon. gentleman thinks there are too
many Chinese in the country, let him double the
capitation tax. I do not objeet to such a tax as
will serve to exclude the Chinese, but I say let
the tax be upon the Chinanan, and let the China-
man's wife co:ne in free-the wife cuts a small
figure in this que3tion. but we hope that be will
withstand the wiles of my hon. friend the Min-
irter of Inland Revenue.

Sometimes during debate on this matter,
the question has been asked what will Bri-
taln say or do should we pass legislation
like this ? Very often that question was
raised as a warning that Britain would not
recognize it, in fact would throw it out. The
true statesmen of this country knew differ-
ently. Sir John A. Macdonald, in 1884, said:

I presume that England would not interfere
with any legislation of ours.

The Hon. Mr. Chapleau, in 1885, sald:
I may state here that, as soon as the Govern-

ment of the Dominion had decided to take this
matter into consideration, we received from the
Imperial authrities a communication stating
that, notwit.hstanding the commercial treaty be-
tween Great Britain and China, the Imperial au-
thorities left the Canadian Government free to
dispose of the question as they deemed expedient.

We have the .same freedom to-day. The
legislature of New South Wales has been
allowed, and the Right Hon. Joseph Cham-
berlain plainly told Earl Li Hung Chang.
the particular friend of the chivalrous Min-
ister of Inland Revenue (Sir Henri Joly de
Lotbinière). that in these matters the colo-
nies were entirely self-governing. No diffi-
eulty prevents us that way. in fact. ail Is
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snooth sailingi. But it may be further possible because the Caucasian Is of a different
asked. How will legislation like this affect breed, and he wIll have nothing to do with the
our trade relations wlth China ? We Oriental. In British Columbia, where they know

have aothe Chinese best, the antipathy towards them Is
have amagnificent fleet of vessels pying strongest. The per capita tax of $50 le wholly
betweeni Vancourer and China. WIll not this ineffective in keeping the Chinese out of Canada.
Impositit affect their trade ? I do not think During the year ending June 30, 1898, no less
so. I think we can claim that we have than 2263 Chinese immigrants paid the tax and
treated the Chinaman fairly well. The only entered Canada through British Columbia ports.
real enemies he has in British Columbia are The average for the past three years bas been
small boys and dogs? Expain it ow you will, over 2100 per annura. It is time this wholesale
but a dog barks at a Chinaman every time importation should be stopped. By imposing a

tax of $50 per bead the Government declares that
he sees him. In the United States they were its policy Is hostile to further immigration of
treated at times with great inhumanity, and these undesirable people. As the $50 tax has
this proposal is not so bad as the Geary Act. proved ineffectual it should be raised to such an
Yet what do we find ? American statesmen amount as will prevent their getting Into the
are in high favour at Pekin, one of them be- country. Other British colonies have found it
ing selected to arrange the treaty of peace necessary to exclude the Chinese. In New South

Wales and New Zeailand a per capita tax of $500
is Imposed. and ships carrying Chinese immi-

business men. bankers and contractors are, rgants to those colonies are allowed to land not
if anythlng, more in favour than those Of: more than one Chinese to each 300 tons and 200
other countries. Further, there are steamers. tons ship's hurthen respectively.
Anierican steamers, plying between Ameri-Aerican P stamers, p ng bteae dei- The Toronto "World," the Bible of this sidecan p)orts and China, and they are doingo1hossoetm ggaeu edwell. In short. American legislation has not o. the Iouse, some time ago, gave us a lead-
interfered with their commercial enterprise. ing artile. I hope it was "inspired. and I
I should be sorry, Sir, to do anything, or ad- wish I could give it al. for it is one of the
vise anythlng to hurt the Empress Line o best contributions to this subject that I have
steamers. They are a credit to all concerned. read. Let me give you two brief extracts:
There is but one blot-and that is, the large The ultimate object of all legislation is the
number of Chinamen employed. In all sin- building pp of a nation, founded on a superior
cerity I say, these ought to give place to the standard of manhood. To that end we tax our-
sons of the countries which have given so selves to secure a desirable class of immigrants,
much for their maintenance. I say I would and it is equally essential and equally sound ln
regret to do anything to injure their pros- policy that we exclude all classes likely to lower
perity, but we may naturally expeet that the standard of living or lower the tone of eciti-
with the United States, so with Canada znshlp.
China will grin and bear it. The sweet rea- The article concludes as follows
sonableness, aind the sunny ways of our gift-
ed Premier, will, if necessary, make ail If the leading politicians of eastern Canada
things straigît and plain. culd see the Chinese problema as it confronts

M r eker dIphaeriedtoresent the people of the west, the need of an effective
S katn restriction on such immigration would be at once

case as briefly and clearly as possible. We recognized.
have heard it often, and 'it is diffieult to gal-
vanize an old subject into life. Let me say Our legislature is with us also, and I think
that the press is largely wIth us. Almost this House and the Goverument also should
'every paper in British Columbia supports take into consideration the views of the leg-
this request to-day. When I come east there isiature o! British Columbia. During the
is a marvellous unanimity also. The Mont- last session, this resolution was adopted, on
real "Gazette " says: the motion of Mr. Deane, seconded by Mr.

An increase in the capitation tax would do no ee
harm. John Chinaman is too much with us, not Whereas It is the declared policy of the Parlia-
only ln Montreal, but ln aIl the cities and larger ment of Canada to restrict the immigration o!
tcwns of Quebec and Ontario. He displaces persons of the Chinese race into Canada, asCLristian labour, and ls ln no sense a welcome or; shown by the enactnent which Imposes a tax ofdesirable addition to our population. $50 on each Chinese entering the country :
The Toronto "World " says. in an article And whereas this per capita tax Is so low as to
headed " Exclude the Chinese": be wholly ineffective in carrying out the desires

and wishes of the Dominion Parliament in this
The Chiiese are a people that Canada can regard, as is plainly shown by the steady ln-

afford t: exclude. They are producers in^ no crease in the influx of Chinese persons into this
sense of the word-- I country :
I can hardly go that far. And whereas it Is desirable that effective mea-

sures be taken as speedily as possible to preventThey do nlot take to farming. They are not .any further immigration of Chinese into the
needed as scavengers. One Doukhobor i worth i Dominion of Canada :a dozen Chinese. In addition to their worthless- I Therefore be it resolved, That a respectfulress as producers, the Chinese are decidedly |Address be presented to His Honour the Lieuten-
a low caste people. They are filthy ln their ant Governor, requesting hlm to acquaint thehabits and a menace to the public health. Dominion Government and Parllament with the
Thiat is absolutely true. .opinion and desire o! this leglslature, that the

per capita tax on Chinese Immigrants should beThe Chinese will flot assîiilate with the people ;at once increased to at least $500, and that Hiso! any civllized country. Assimilation la in- J Honour may be pleased, ln bringing this maLter
Mr. MAXWELL.
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to the attention ,of the Dominion authorities to saylng that our wisbes would be bis wlsbes,
cite the following a:-heer went Up, one of the most enthU-

1. During the fiscal year ending 30th June, siastie 1 ever heard, because then the peo-
1898, as shown by the Customs returns, no less a
number than 2,263 Chinese immigrants paid thept
tax and entered Canada through the ports of this vloses had been fouud at last. 1 hope
province alone, the average for the past three that the Government wil1 be true t»
years being over 2,100 per annum. tlat position. In the good old Book we

2. This enormous influx, together with the pre- read O a woman wbo came again and
sent Chinese population of the province, esti- again to a judge appealing for justice.
mated at about 14,000, and the natural increase Again and again. she was denied, but
by births in the province, bas already driven %we are toki for our encouragement that
workingmen of British race and blood out of-
many of the fields of labour, and threatens before
Icng, if not stopped, to leave very little occupa- p e of Britisb Columbia, bave this griev-
tion rernaining for the white labourer. ance, there is no doubt about that. They

3. The history of the sister colonies of Great have done everythlng tbey possibly could
Britain, as well as of other countries, bas fully in order to-have their grlevalce ventîlated,
demonstrated that wherever Chinese immigration tt
has taken place, and where the influx bas beenbe
unrestricted, the white worker bas been in the ne
first place degraded by the competition to which'agaîn. No% w-e are maklng this one more
they were subjected, and ultimately wholly or effort, and 1 do hope that the Government,
largely driven out. 't this bite stage of the agitation, wvll led

4. That the Iiperial authorities are in sym- it to he tleir duty to respond to our wishes,
pathy with the efforts of the British colonies to and that tliey wiIl at least give us soine
protect British workers from the destructive in-
cursions of Asiatie coolies is shown by their
non-interference in restrictive legislation passed
and enforced by those colonies. l'e eneouraged to continue their good work

5. Effective restriction !s now being enforced in in the varieus fields o! labour, so that Br-
various of the colonies. In New South Wales anidtisb Columbla, so rich, so fair and 50 fer-
in New Zealand a per capita tax of £100, or £500, tie, înay becoîne the home alone of the good
is imposed, and ships carrying Chinese immi- Old Xnglo-Saxûn stock, and of ail other races
grants to those colonies are allowed to land notL4
more than one Chinese to each 300 tons and 200 11110wiil jein with that stock In making
tons ship's burthen. respectively. In New Sout.hBritish CIlu o !e t
Wales, no Chinese is allowed to became naturaliz- we lthiest provinces of the Ûoinion of
ed. ianada.

6. So effective bas this legislation proved that
the Chinese population of those colonies is gradu-
ally dwindling, while the number of immigrants order. 1 beg to sutnnit that this is really
bas decreased from the thousands that were an-'a.tax; the hon. gentleman hiseif speaks
nually Imported before these restrictive measures of it as a tax. and that is bis idea. Well. if
were enforced to almost an imperceptible num- It le a tax. 'r. Speaker. 1 respeetfully sui-
ber. These colonies will soon be rid of Chinese
altogether. The latest returns shnw that the: "est tlat it ouglit te le recormended to
departures are beginning largely to exceed thete
arrivals. General. and it ought to eriginate In Cor-

7. It is well known tn%> th habituai custo-.n hmtteer wothe Wole.
os Chinese labaurers ts send thesr surplus earnt
irgs te China, and wen that Is npt the case sm e HIBBERT TUPPolI. 'flic
ti-ese earnings are uisuafly exterted fro' them b lion. gentlena n sheould have taen that

Coilpanes " (as they are-called) whieh. in the4 point earlier la the debate.
frh alaceave sent the coae out tere lu a t entwtru
pc tt oaompletebopdase t them. Thi . In het rd B
tbers- e oingan a coonmwtaht drain to the riohpca aaaent.
o!f theAaantrvnathegdeahetIenwoaunatural
wvealtl. and the consequent rnpoverisbment cfw air CHARLES o IBBERT TUPPE.
thp neoffle. only ene side o! Ulîis question lias been
That Is pr.cticallv the opinion of the I) put, and the lion gentleman sould we the
pie o! Brlthsb Columbia. T1rnay 4av still I last to wisb the debate t be ciose gwit-

.lohadne eeth g t hiey osbl ol

frer that the labour unions Britir the ther ie do not tink
Colum nbia. as weil as of! the east. are also In Jthei lion, gentleman from St. John (Mr. Ellis)

fthue.Itb becoflne o lbas stated the point o order futly. In the

again.Nowof are akingàhis oe mor

of the articleq of the cree4of the, Trades and first place, this is noet a tax on anmyo eer
Labour Conirress that a tax of $5 lia Majesty's subjects, there are n duties lf
put upon Paeh ChInese immigrnt. 'T may the sense of ordinary tariff duties invoived
say ti These are dutiespimposed upon for-

, stilmore restrictivehpowerpthanhwe"havesattthe

that 1s those wbo bavé ne axes to grpnd. are elgers coming Into. the country.
deeply stlrred upon this matter, and earnest- Mr. EnrjL.S. It is a itax ralsed in Canada.
ly desere that tbe Government eoonld corne
to their aid and reileve thennf thts Incubus. Sir CH ARLES I fBBERT TUPPER. It
N.eow, I want to say lu conclusion that when is not in any sese rike ordkuary fisal dtfes
the telegam whlch came froi the Preier]tier des Itcomeewithin the letter of the
waz readnt o no!the argct metBinti.shClmruleb at any rete, as beIn a duty upon sub-

beleve evr bld u he ltye! ancuve.wealothe Quvices or uphe ho midns. o
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The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId Lau- The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
rier). I submrit that the hon. gentleman does Laurier) moved the adjournment of the
not meet ithe case submitted by my thon. House.
friend from St.. John (Mr. Ellis). The only Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
point he makes is that it cannot be a tax suppose the right lon. gentleman wili say
because it is not imposed upon the subjeets what business le proposes to take up to-
of Her Majesty. Under our system, taxes morrow.
are imposed not only upon subjects of Her
Majesty, but persons who are not subjects The PRIME MINISTER. We wllitake up
of Her Majesty. the Drummond County Railway Bill.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
word tax is not used with regard to that
rule.

The PRIME MINiISTER. That does not
matter, the effeet is the same, it levies
money upon persons coming into the coun-
try., which money goes into the treasury of
Canada. If that is not a tax, I do not
know what is. Under our system, if a man
imports a cargo of tea, whether he be a
foreigner or a subject, before he gets his
tea into the country he bas to pay a tax
on the same. I think the objection of the
hon. member for St. John is well taken, and
I will suggest that the Speaker reserve his
decision so that the debate may go on on
the merits of the case, and we can have the
decision later on.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I may men-
tion that in 1885 a motion was brought be-
fore the House to levy a tax of $50 upon
Chinese coming into the equatry, and that
proceeding was initiated by resolution of
the House, as may be found in the Journals
of the House of Commons of the 2nd of
July, 1885. I, was under the impression
that that precedent should be followed ; but
If the Houise does not wish to press the ques-
tion, it eau remain in abeyance.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
Bill was then in the hands of a member of
the Government. and, as a matter of fact,
It went through in the usual way and re-
ceived the assent of the Crown.

The PRIME MINISTER. That course was
adopted to meet the objection now raised
by my hon. friend. But I would suggest that
Mr. Speaker reserve his decision on this
point until a later stage, and let the discus-'
sion go on.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does the Prime Minister desire to go on with
the dehate to-night ? I would not like to
move the adjournment of the debate, but I
would like an opportunity of speaking on the
Bil.

Mr. WOOD. As the point has been deeld-
ed as well taken, how can the debate con-
tinue ?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Decision bas
been reserved until this Bill comes up again
on Monday next.

Mr. BRITTON moved that the debate
be now adjourned.

Motion agreed to.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Plctou).

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 11 p.m.

IIOUSE OF COMMONS.

To y,) l hi June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 141) to confer on the Commission-
er of Patents certain powers for the relief
of the Penberthy Injector Company.-(Mr.
MecGregor.)

INQUIRY FOR RETURN.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
would like to call the attention of the hon.
Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) to the
printed report of Mr. Ogilvie, which bas
been distributed. The report refers to the
evidence, which he transmits with the re-
port and I would like to ask the hon. Min-
ister if it is not intended to bring down the
evidence as part of the report. I thought
It was all ln the printers' hands, but it seems
not.

The MINISTER OF THE INTEIOR (Mr.
Sifton). When I brought down the report
and laid it on the Table of the House, f stat-
ed that the evidence was very voluminous,
and would be copied as rapidly as possible
and brought down. The entire clerical staff
in the department are working on the evi-
dence, and as soon as It Is flnlshed it will
be brought down.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is
the hon. Minister able to give us a reason-
able idea as to when the evidence wIll be
brought down ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
should think it ought to be ready within
five or six days.

Mr. FOSTER. With reference to the last
statement of the hon. Minister of the In-
terior, some important business to be
brought on this side of the House, actually

q

4339 4340



1[JUNE ô, 1899j

waits for that evidence. It is almosti ab-
solutely necessary that the evidence should
be had before we can go on. I would like
the hon. gentleman to understand that if
there is delay in an important piece of busi-
ness before the House, It wIll depend en-
tirely on the delay in bringing down; that
evidence. I do not think it need be printed,
but should be brought down as soon as pos-
sible.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
will be brought down as rapidly as it can
be prepared.

Mr. FOSTER. There is plenty of money
in the treasury, and with the means the
Government have at hand it ought to be
possible to have that evidence ready ln a
couple of days.

The PRIME MINISTER. We have the
facilities and plenty of good will, but have
a great inany demands from hon. gentlemen
opposite. The claim of the hon. gentleman.
however, is reasonable, and we will attend
to it.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT.

Mi. INGRAM moved for leave to introlice
Bill (No. 142) to amend the Dominion Elee-
ti-s Aet. le said : One of ihe objects of
this Bill is to amend the present Election
Act which, in my judgment, is not quite suf-
ficient to meet all the difficulties that arise.
.JTIdgling by the way elections are conducted
nowadays, it was a very good Act up to
within the last few years. but owing to the
advanced and not too creditable methods
now adopted at elections, I propose to amend
some sectionS which I think are not coin-
plete. In the first place, I find that in some
sections of the country, especially Ontario,
one of the new methods used is to import
foreigu or non-resident deputy returning
officers, who are experts in their particular
line of business, and do not besitate to stuff
ballot-boxes or mutilate ballots, and my ob-
jeet in amending the particular section in
question is to have deputy returning officers
appointed who are residents in the muni-
eipalities where they are appointed. In On-
tario. we brag of our educational system,
and I see no reason why. if we have such
a magnificent system, we should be com-
pelled to import characters such as I have
described.

Next. a deposit of $200 is required before
a candidate can be nominated. and against
this requisite there is a strong feeling in
some sections of Ontario. In our provin-
eial law no deposit is required, and I see no
reason why it should be required in the
Dominion elections.

I propose to amend section 30, which pro-
vides that the returning officer shall ap-
point his deputies at least within two days
before the election. I have had some ex-
perience in asking a returning officer to give

the names of the gentlemen who are to act
as bis deputies, and he las declined to fur-
nish those names. Now, as both political
parties pay for the services of the returning
officer, I do not see any good reason why he
should refuse to give the names of his de-
puties and the polls at which each deputy
is appointed to act. I propose, therefore, to
amend that section by providing that. on
the request of a candidate or his agent, a
returning officer shall, within a certain time
before the opening of the polls, furnish the
names of the deputy returning officers and
the polls to which they are appointed.

Then, I also wish to have resident poll
clerks. As it is now, non-resident poll
clerks may be imported, who understand
their business, and are up to very fine work,
and who for that reason are imported.

An hon. MEMBER. Skilled artisans.
Mr. INGRAM. Yes. Then, I propose to

increase the penalty for carrying ballots out
of the polling booths. It is an ordinary
practice now to take the proper ballot out.
and substitute another one in its place, and
by that means make sure of securing the vote
of the person paid to vote. Then. in sec-
tion 65, when a voter spoils his ballot paper
by inadvertence, I propose that the deputy
returning officer shall be compelled to fur-
nish him with a new ballot. At present he
has discretion either to furnish it to him
or refuse to do so. One case in particular
came under my observation, in which an
elector voted for the candidate lie was. op-
posed to. He discovered his mistake after
marking bis ballot, and then came and re-
ported to the deputy returning officer that
he had spoiled bis ballot and wislied to have
aaother. The deputy asked to see the ballot,
and. when he found it was marked for the
candidate he approved. he said : This ballot
is good enough ; and he slipped it into the
box. But the elector thought he had spolled
his ballot by voting for the wrong man,
and I may add, that the deputy returning
officer, who did see the ballot, was one of
those imported officers.

The next section, 56. deals with the count-
ing of the ballots. and hon. gentlemen will
remrnember that the other day. in the county
of Waterloo, two deputy returning officers
refused to let the agents or the candidates
see the faces of the ballots or how they
were marked. In West Elgin and Waterloo
and one or two other counties in Ontario.
the deputy returning officers simply refused
to allow the agents to see the faces of the
ballots east for the election.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Was that a Dominion elec-
tion ? ,

Mr. INGRAM. No, an Ontario election.
Mr. HUGHES. The same crowd.
Mr. INGRAM. In counting the ballots,

section 56 of the Dominion Act does not
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compel the deputy to expose the faces of the British Columbia has been disallowed. T
ballots to the agents of either party, and I would like to have a statement from the
propose that he shall be compelled to ex- leader of the Government whether that Is
pose them to the view of both of the candi- correct. and if it Is, what legislation has
dates and their agents. been disallowed ?

Then, section 58 provides for the returu The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
of the ballot-boxes, and, in my experience, Luer). After correspondence witlf-he
a certain deputy returnîngo, ocier brougltitLurier. Atrcrepnec in~i
tae balotambduto returning bofer wo Government if British Columbia with regardthe ballot-box to within a blok or two to certain legislation passed by the legis-of the ret-urning, officer, kept it all night, 1aueo htpoic ntessino

ten~ ~ oilck;anlheaenwh re of that province ln the sesision offand delivered it to him the next moconcerning te exclusion of Japanese
ten oclock ; and the agent, who differed wit laour, we came to the conclusion that these
him in polities, was of the opinion that the Acts should be disallowed, and we so re-
box had been tampered with and certain commended His Excellency. The corre-
ballots mutilated. I propose to provide that so nde ohis mater will be bruh
all boxes used within twelve miles of the' spondene on this matter will be brougt
office of the returning officer, shall be return- dowr at an earhy day.
ed within five hours of the closing of the PUBLIC AOCOUNTS COMMITTE1i-
polis. ARRANGEMENTS FOR MEET-

Now. section 59 as to furnishing state- INGS O COMMITTEES.
ments to agents on request. I propose to
renove the words "on being requestel to' Sir CARLES IBBERT TUPPER. In
do so," and simply make it lawful for the relation to the meeting of the Public Ac-deputy returning officer to furnish it with- counts Committee, it was arranged to take
out leing asked. As to section 65. in case place to-day, but the Solicitor General (Mr.
of a returu of an election made to the Clerkl Fitzpatrick) not being in town I agreed, so
of the Crown in Chîancery by the returning far as I· was concerned, that two cases
officer in violation of sections 64 and 65, a could stand over. But the committee did not
difficulty arises which I propose to remedy. ieet, and I notice now that, according to the
I arn informied that in Leeds and Grenîville.I amlin.formend that mFLs) asdrenle. 'Votes and Proceedings, it is called for 11

do'clock to-morrow. I would like to say that
elected and the returning officer forwarded the Solicitor General has communicated with
to the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery his me about the other muatter. He is personally
retarn. and when an attempt was made to anxious that the committee should meet at
have a recount, it was found there was no 10.30 instead of il o'clock, to make Up for
power under the law to compel the2 Clerk lost time, I su
of the Crown in Chancery to return the far as we can, some of the business beforeballot-boxes to the returning officer so that the committee this week. I desire to mention
tbe recount might be held. There are only t mater, as the chairman of the commit-
two particular cases in which the Act ap- tee is hiere.
plies. but a recount is not one of them. I
have Inserted a section here which I think Mr. FRASER. The reason why the coi-
will cover the case. It provides that if a mittee was nlot called to-day was the absence
returning officer violates the provisions of of the Solicitor General and also the absence
section 64 or section 65, the Clerk of the of Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière, who wishes
Crown in Chiancery, on the demand off the to be present. There is no objection to the
returning officer authorIzed by a signed order meeting being held at 10.30 o'clock to-morrow
off the judge whio bas tlie righit to try suchi morning, and, if it lias not already been
cases. shall return the ballots and allow the called, I wil:1 instruct the Clerk to call it for
recount to be proceeded with in the ordinary that hour.
way. TPhen, I propose. under several sec-
tions, to make the penalty more severe in the~ Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that there
matter of stealing ballots. stuffing ballot- I has 'been a rather arbitrary use of power.
boxes, personatiion or assisting personation. T'he commiittee decided that it would meet
and ahi the tricks so well known now to the at a certain hour, and merely because one
gentlemen who have become experts in the member who wished to attend it with refer-
manipulation of elections. ' enee to a certain ca>se could not be there,

Motin ageedto. nd Bll eadhe irs the chairman takes on himself to put off
Mlotion agreed to. and Bill read the first the meeting aitogether. I do not think

tirme. the chairman off the committee lias power
to do that ; if he lias power. I do not think

EXCLUSION OF JTAPANESE LABOUR- Itha't power should be used. Why shocuid
ERS-DISALLOWANCE OF BRIT- not the committee have cone together this
ISH COLUMBIA LE*ISLATION. . morning at the hour when it was agreed

upon? And then, if there was no business
Mr. MeINNES. Mr. Speaker, before the1 thlecommittee could hae adjourned. If Sir

Orders of the Day are called, I beg to callitenri Joly de Lotbnière was not able to be
the attention of the Government to a report there, fte case in which ie was lnterested
that certain legislation recently passed byl might lia-e stood over, because the com-

Mr. INGRAM.
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mittee wculd always be inclined to hold a question very mueh if it could be carried
case over. the principal party in which is into effect. These committees have not all
not present. It seens to me. that this is an the sane amount of business to transact.
abuse of power. I am not saying this as The Railway Committee is overloaded with
eensureona th prEsent chairman. but thlis business. and if it were to meet only once
asisumption of power is hardly right for the' r twice a week. it could not discharge the
chairman of the committee to make. The duties it is supposed to discharge. From the
eornittee must have the power to decide very nature of the case. from the mass or
when it shall meet. and when it decides to important legislation referred to that com-
meet. that decision should not be overridden- iittee. it lias to meet three times. or sme-
by the chairnian. tinies four times a week ; and so long as that

Mr. JAMES McMUTLLEN (North Welling- (ondition of affairs exists, I do not think
ton). While ie are on this subject. 1 think that the piblic interest would be served by
it miglit be well to draw the attention of the restrictions which would prevent the com-
Govei-nment and the House to the unsatis- inttee froin having all the time it requires.
factory manner in whichi fe business of the There is. I say, the inconvenience brought
comrittees has been conducted this session. to the attention of the House by niy hon.
We somnetimes have several committees. friend for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen),
suchi as the Railway Committee. the Pub- and by the hon. member for York. N.B. (Mr.
lic Accouts Committee, the Committee on Foster), bat tie remedy does not seem to
A iculture. all meetling at the same time. be so obvious. I do not think it is possible
There are many members who are on two to lay down any rule; the only arrangement
or more of these committees, and wo, I can suggest would be some understanding
though they would gladly take an interest between the chairmen of the different com-
in the business of all. are prevented from m'iittees, so that the meetings of the different
doing so by the fact that they are only comniittees should he timed to meet the
t.umn and cannot be in two places at thic eonvenience of ail. To lay down a hard and
isame Ime. I thimnk lhere should be . fast rule would work more injuriously, I
definite understanding come to at any rate think, thian otherwise.
for next session in regard to this matter, Mr. FOSTER. I am not quite satisfied
so that a division of time shall be made with the rather easy way in which my hon.
among the committees and members given friend slid out of the first part of this ques-
an opportunity to attend to their duties on tion. I think the rule is explicit:
.ie several committees. We might have the
Railway Committee on Tuesday, the Publie Committees should be regularly adjourned from
Aecounts on Wedaesday, and the Banking day to day, though in the case of select commit-

tees, particularly, tbe chairman is frequently
and Commerce on Thursday. Then, on the allowed to arrange a day and hour of sitting, but
spare days, any committee might meet that this can be done only with the consent of all the
had an unusual quantity of work to do.' members of the comrnittee.
An arrangement like that wold be prefer- I think that is a mule whlch is absolute I
able to the present condition of things. do not think that it should be within the

Mr. FOSTER. I think this matter of the arbitrary power of the chairman -without con-
ehanging of the time of the committees s1 sultation with the memnbers of the commit-
important. and I would like to have the tee.
opinion of my right lon. friend (Sir Wilfri.i The PRIME MINISTER. But my hon.Laurier) upon it. I want it understood thalt friend is aware that this rule is never o-
I am not raising it in any spirit of censure. served. The role says that committees
but because I would like to have the prae- should be adjourned from day to day, but Ittice understood. As impossible to observe this rule. If you

The PRIME MIiNISTER (Sir Wilfrid had four or five committees adjourned at the
Laurier). With regard to the observation same time for the following day, they could
muada a moment ago by my hon. friend (Mr. not all meet.
Foster) conceraing the non-calling of the M. FOSTER. My right hon. friend surely
Publie Aceounts Committee, that. as I un- does not attend these committees. At thederstood, was done after conference with close of the meeting of the Public Accounts
my hon. friend from Pletou (Sir Charles Committee we consult informally as to when
IHibbert Tupper) and the Solicitor Gen- we shall meet, and a day or an hour is set.
eraql---

The PRIME MINISTER. But the rule
Mr. FOSTER.' No. says from day to day, and that rule Is not
The PRIME MINISTER. The chairman observed.

is here to speak for himself. I tbnk there Mr. FOSTER. It does not says from day
is sorne force in the observation of my hon. to day. It says:
friend (M--r. Foster), still there seems to bete
another side to the question. With regard Committees should be regularly adlourned fromn

day to day, though In the case of select commit-to the suggestion made by my hon. friend tees, particularly, the chairman Is frequentlyfrom Nortfh Wellington (Mr. MMullen), I allowed to arrange a day and houm of sitting, bu
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this can be done only with the consent of all the
members of the committee.
When a. commlittee is sitting. we adjourn
te another day which is known to the rest off
the committee. It is sometimes a matter of
much inconvenience. I came up this morn-
ing on purpose to attend that committee, I
went to the committee room and found that
no committee was sitting, and was told thel
chairman hbad put it off until another day.
It is really a point of some importance.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-1
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). I think
the lion, gentleman will find that what he is
quoting is a transeript of the English rule.
Now, I make a suggestion for the considera-
tion off tle House. I have often thought that
we make a mistake In havling sch an enor-
mous nunber of members on our special
comnmittees. That is necessary. probably, in
the case of the Railway Committee, for con-1
siderations which are obvious to every hon.'
gentleman. But my experience-and I just1
give the House the benefit of it. se that next1
session. if my views were te meet with ac-
ceptance. tlhey might be considered-is that
th business of this House would be enor-
mously facllitated if several of the importan
committees were reduced to a very mucl
smaller number. A much smaller number. as
the hon. gentleman knows, could transact
the business equally well, and the difficulty
which le speaks of and which the hon.
member for North Wellington speaks of,
would be much less liable te arise.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
would like to correct a misappreheusion of
the Print' Minister as to the arrangement bc-
tween the Solicitor General (Mr. Fitzpatrick)
and myself. more on his account tian on
mine. because I used his name. Neither lhe
nor I attempted te interfere with the meet-
ing off the committee to-day ; it was merely
that certain matters that we were informed
upon should net come up owing to his ab-
sence. But so far front attempting te inter-
fere wlth bthe meeting of the committee to-
day. he suggested to me by letter tlat mat-
ters were to come up in which lue was not a t
all concerned.

Mr. CASEY. The remarks of the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMul-1
len) and of the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Sir Richard Oartwright), I think, havei
been very much to the point. The fact is
that the private business before this House
bas increased te such an extent that the
committees having charge of that business!
must Inevltably clash with each other, and
must inevitably, some two or more of them,
be sitting at the same time. In the Britisi
House of Commons private business long ago1
readhed such a volume that a much more
rational system, to my mnd, had to be Intro-
duced, the system of commltting each par-
tieular private Bihl to a committee of five
members only, four chosen by lot amongst
the laymen of the House, and a chairman

Mr. FOSTER.

chosen from amongst the legal members of
the House. These five members are sworn
to, be disinterested partles. to try the case
fairly, as if they were a jury. and are bound
by the rules of the House to attend every
meeting of that commIttee. In this way a
dozen private Bills might be progressing at
the same time, and would be much more
carefully inquired into and much more thor-
oughly sifted by weighing and studylng the
evidence, than tiey could possibly be before
a committee of the size of the Railway Con-
mittee. or of the other committees of this
louse. I have long felt that matters were
coming to that stage in this House that some
such plan would have to be adopted. I arn
glad the matter bas corne up, and the Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce has given the
weight of his great influence to that point
of view'.

MIr. WALLACE. I think the riglht lion.
Firs t Minister misapprehends the wordi ng
of the book that the member for York. N.B.
(Mr. Foster) read from. When it states that
the committee are to adjourn from day to
day, I apprehend that it means froin one day-
1to some other day, that It does not mean
i'ntil the next day in every case, but to so'ne
other day to be selected. Then, with refer-
ence to the point made by my hon. friend
from North Wellington (Mr. McMullen). that
the committees overlap each other, meeting
on the sanie day. I think nany of the mem-
bers are members of two or three committees
that meet on the saine date, and it is im-
possible. therefore, for them to attend to the
duties of all the committees. I think that
can be easily remedied hy the committees
meeting sone weeks, if not some months,
earlier than they have been called togetier.
At the beginning of the session, and at the
beginning of the two previous sessions. we
were here weeks in the meeting of .Parlia-
ment before a single committee was ealled
together. When were the committees of this
session called together ? Were we not nearly
two months in session ?

The PRIME MINISTER. When the de-
bate on the Address was closed.

Mr. WALLACE. The Standing Orders
Committee were doing their work and report.
lng to this House, and why could not the
Public Accounts Committee have been ap-
pointed and begun its work ? Instructions
were given to the Public Accounts Comint-
tee that they should meet at the earliest
possible moment this session. and conclude
work that was under way and not finished
during the last session of Parliament. Bat
week after week elapsed, nearly molths
elapsed, before that committee was called to.
gether. Now, I think It should be an instrue.
ti n to this House that next session the com-
mittee should be called together during the
flrst week so as to get to work. The Publie
Accounts Committee and the Committee on
Railways and Canais should get to work at
once, because a large portion of the railway
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legislation, if not the whole of It. is in long
before the session opens, and the menpers
of the Railway Committee could be consider-
ing these matters In the early days of the
session, and thereby prevent that blockade
to which attention has been caled.

Mr. SUTHERLANID. According to my
observation, I think the difficulty and incon-
venience that bave been complained of by
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
McMullen) arise from the 4action taken and
advised by the hon. member for York, N.A.
(Mr. Foster). A. few members at the close of
the meeting say : Let tie meeting stand ad-
journed until to-morrow or some other day
without giving the chairman, or those most
interested. an opportunity of consulting the
wishes of the nembers of that committee and
of other committees. I find that usually
when a committee adjourns to the call of
the iair. we have an opportunity of con-
sulting the ebnir .nen of the various com-
mittees, and the Ministers and the members
mostly interîested in legislation before
the conimittees. and in that way we
generally manage to suit the convenience
of the great majority of the members.
I have found on all occasions where it was
said by somnebody that we will adjourn until
to-morrow, or until the following day, as
the case rnay be, that it is generally found
to meet the convenience of the members.
I fully believe that it will be time enough
to find fault when the committees are not
called often enough or when the time of
meetings is found not to suit the conveni-
ence of the members. In regard to the
suggestion of my hon. friend from South Ox-
ford (Sir Richard Carttwright), there is a
good deal to be said on both sides. I no
doubt agree with him that, probably, the
business would be better done if we bad a
smaller committee; on ,the othe.r hand, I
think, while it might probably obviate some
inconvenience to members, yet, if there is a
contentious matter before the committee,
composed as it is now, It ds settled once for
all, and we seldom have :t up In the House
again. However, while I believe it is de-
sirable that the House should try and keep
down, to some extent, the numbers on the
various committees, I think .the suggestion
of the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. MeMullen) 's quite feasible, and th&t,
except In a few cases, there should be no
difficulty In meeting the convenience of the
members of the different committees. If
they would meet together and arrange, ex-
cept in some special cases, that certain com-
mittees would meet on certain days of the
week and other committees on cdther days
of the week, a solution of the difficulty
mIght be arrived at. Of course, one or two
days l the week would not be sufficient
for the Bailway Committee to dispose of the
leglslatlon that Is before the House, but
there are several other committees that have
not a great amount of business to do, and

if they could meet earlier in the session,
it would leave an opportunity for the more
important committees to do their work. If
an understanding could be arrived at as to
when these committees should meet, I am
sure it would conduce greatly to the con-
venience of the House and promote the busi-
uess before these committees.

Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). My hon.
friend from North Wellington (Mr. McMul-
len) complained about the amount of work
to be doue, and that to get it done they
had to Call two or-three committees on -the
same 41ay. What is the cause of that ? To
ny mind, it is because we are not alive to
a realization of the rules which govern the
introduction of 13ills into this House. I
drew attention to this matter once or twice
last session when it was brought up, and I
believe it was understood that we should
observe the rules as closely as possible. It
is provided that :

Petitions for private Bills shall only be re-ceived by the House within the first three weeksof the session.
Yet to-day we have petitions for private
Billis being laid on the Table, although we
have been nearly twelve weets in session.
We have had them presented over and over
again during the last six or eight weeks, andI have called the attention of the House to
this matter before.

Private Bills may only be presented to theHouse within the first four weeks of the session.
Nearly twelve weeks have elapsed since the
beg'inning of the session, and -we are still
introducing private Bills ; hon. members go
on introducing private Bills ; by some means
they get through the Standing Orders Com-
mittee, and certain rules are suspended so
as to allow of their introduction. I thinkl
in the interest of private legislation, weshould observe the rules of the House much
more closely than this. It would reduce
our work, give proper notice to the country
of what is being done, and make it better
all around. There is another thing whieh
r think could be done, whieh would help us
in regard to the meetings of these commit-
tees. Why do not our eommittees have
meetings on Mondays ? It is said that we
cannot have a committee meeting on Mon-
day because the members have gone home.It is the duty off the members eto stay here
and aettend ito legislation. If it were the
custom to have committees meet on Mon-
day It would be the custom to find members
here attendin, to the work. The sooner that
we come to understand that Monday Is the
same as any other day ln the week, that
any meeting may be called, and that any
committee may be expected to work on that
dsy, the sooner we will have members ere-
malning here over Sunday attending to their
business. Members from the maritime pro-
vinces and the far west are obllged to re-
main here, but most off the members from
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Ontario and Quebec, make lt a practice to
go home every Friday evening. We have
a thin House every Friday evening, a very
thin House, and on Monday, and until
Tuesday wé do not enter upon the work
of the week. Every member would be
here if it were known that the work of
the House would go on regularly on
Monday. In regard to the adjournment
of committees there are two ways In whicl
committees are adjourned. One is for the
coim mittee to adjourn to be called at the re-
quest of the chairnian.. The committee is
then at the call of the chairman. Tip other
is after consultation ln the committee to
adjourn to a certain day, and if a committee
is adjourned to a certain day i t is.obligatory
upon the committee to meet on that day.
When an adjournment is made to a certain
day, as in tihe present case. it should not be
allowed that one or two members can con-
sult together and postpone the meeting fromn
that day. That is entirely irregular, and I
was going to say Lt was illegal. It is illegal
so far as the rules go, because, if an ad-
journment is made to a certain day, the
committee should meet on that day Just as
in the case of this House ; if it Is adjourned
to meet on a certain day Lt must meet on
that day. It is not right that the chairman
or any individual member of the committee
to postpone the :meeting of a committee until
another day.

Mr. SPEAKER. Of course, it is obvious
to the whole House that this discussion is
irregular. As it is one connected with the
regulations and the domestic economy, as
Lt were, of the House, It seemed to be the
unanimous feeling of the House that we
should go on thus far, but I do fnot want
it to be considered as a precedent.

THE YUKON MAIL SERVICE.,

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker. I will try
not to make a precedent by discussing this
question.. I have a letter. which I recelved
this morning, and as it is a matter of in-
terest to the iHouse, and perhaps to the
country, I wish to read It for the benefit
of the hon. Postmaster General (Mr. Mu-
lock), who, I see, is ln bis place:

Gananoque, Ont., 5th June, 1899.
George Taylor, Esq., Ottawa, Ont.

Dear Sir,-Early last month I sent three separ-
ate regIstered parcels to my son Kenneth at
Dawson through the post offlice, but they have
all been qtopped at Victoria and returned to me.
I am very anxious to have these parcels deliv-
ered to Kenneth, and do not understand why
they have been returned, as I complied in·every
way with the post office regulations. I shall be
greatly obliged if you will Inquire at your early
convenience as to whether the post office au-
thorities intend accepting parcels at any Ume
soon for transmission to points In the Yukon
district.

Yours truly,
(Sgd.) W. F. LATIMER.

Mfr. SPROTLE.

Mr. FOSTER.
factory.

That Is not quite satis.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think we ought.
to have a discussion at this stage.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). We wll take an opportunity of dis.
eussing this matter later.

Mr. FOSTER. Meanwhile I do not know
whether .1 have the right to send parcels
or not.

Mr. TAYLOR. My correspondent wants
to know whether le can send parcels or not.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I sup-
pose the hon. gentleman (1r. Taylor) was
not ln the House when I stated, In answer
to the hon. member for Cape Breton (Mr.
MeDougall), that when navigation was open-
ed the parcel post would be part of the re-
gular mail ?service, but during the winter,
when It is performed by dog train, it is
not.

Mr. TAYLOR. ils it open now ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have

no information as to Its being open. There
is a period during the fail and sprIng when
it cannot be open.

Mr. WALLACE. The regulations, or want
of regulations, of the Postmaster General,
are absurd. Here Is a parcel sent lin the
month of May and returned from Vidtorla.
Would It not be the better to detain It for a
week or so 'there, until navIgation opened
than to send It back ? Why did not the
Postmaster General notify the public that
parcels wouM be sent -when navigation
opened, and that it was expected that navi.
gation would open at a certain date ?

This was In May ; the parcels were deliver-
edçbto the post office there and the amount
of registration and postage was paId. They
went to Victoria, arriving there probably
early in May. They were returned here a
day or two ago to the post office. I do not
know what rule or authority warrants the
Victoria postmaster ln returning them. If
it were against the law to send these par-
cels, we would expect that the post office
at ihe point whert they were mailed would
,refuse to have taken them.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). Parcels cannot get through to the
Yukon until navigation is opened from Lake
Bennett to Dawson. I do not know that
it is open yet. If it is open and it Is pos.
sible 'to go through they will go.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon. Postmaster
(General kindly give us the authority under
which he arrests mail matter ? I presume
he must have some authority. What Is
the authority ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do
not know that it can be called arrestlng.
It is a physical impossibiity to carry it.
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Mr. McDOJGALL. Did the Postmaster
General give any instructions wtth refer-
ence to the return of these parcels. The
postmasters throughout the country seem
to be absolutely Ignorant of any rule in re-
gard to the matter.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. i stated
on a previous occasion that tor the wlnter
service, instructions were given that mail
matter other than letters could not go to
the Yukon. My inqulry in the department
since bas conrmed that. I amInformed
that general publicity was given througb
the vress about .It.

Mr. WALLACE. We never knew it.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am not

responsible for the hon. gentleman not know.
Ing it, but I am assured by the department
that full publiclty was given through the
press. Up to the present it bas not been
possible to make a parcel post arrangement,
but we have now a contract let, for the frst
time, of a satisfactory character for the
mail service by water. I do not expect
that contract will begin much before the
15th of June, when the route is expected
to be open.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Are we to .under-
stand that the postmasters throughout the
country are supposed to take newspaper re-
ports as official ?

Mr. WALLACE. The explanation of the
Postmaster General eaves the matter In
a stili worse positlon. Surely he has means
of communicating with his postmasters, and
If he made a regulation of that kind, he
ought to have it printed and sent to the
varlous postmasters.

I. C. R. EXTENSION TO MONTREAL-
AGREEMENT WITH THE G. T. R.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair) moved :

That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair for
the House to go into committee on Bill (No. 138)
to confirm an agreement entered into by Her Ma.
jesty with the Grand Trunk Railway Company
of Canada for the purpose of securing the exten-
sion of the Intercolonlal Rallway System to the
city of Montreal.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved
itself ln committee on the resolution.

(In the Committee.)
Mr. FOSTER. I wish to mention a mat-

ter which I made reference to the other day,
as to the purchase of the rolling stock of
the Drummond County Rallway. If I
understand it, the agreement that was firet
brought down with the Druummnd Oounty
Railway Company provided that the Min-
ister should buy the rolling-stock at a valu.
ation to be agreedupon between the Minis-
ter and the eompany. That was presented
to the House, but It was not ratied. What
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then becomes of that agreement ?
since been ratified by the House ?

Has it

The MINISTR 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That agreement has never been
ratided-at least, it was ratiled by the
House last session.

Mr. FOSTER. I mean by ParMament.
The MINISTER 0F RALWAYS AND

CANLAS. It bas never been ratifded by
Parliament, and we are not asking Parlia-
ment now to ratify It.

Mr. FOSTER. In that respect that aegree.
ment Is worth no more than wste paper
so far as it Is concerned, and of course I
think the Minister is perfectly right in say-
ing there is no obligation on hlm to pur-
chase the rolling-stock. If afterwards he
makes an agreement to purchase the rolling-
stock, and Parliament gives him power, it
can be done.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is my vlew.

Mr. FOSTER. II wish to recall what I
said before. I was under the impression
at the time that it having passed this House,
It passed Parliament. But it did not pass
Parliament, and so has no binding force.

On paragraph 4 of agreement,
Mr. FOSTER. In reference to this, I wish

to ask a question. An argument in favour
of giving large sums of money by way of
rental is made by the statement that we
own one-half of these two sections ln which
we have an undivided half interest. Sup-
Pose that, at the end of ninety-nine years,
this agreement is not continued, what be-
con-es of o'ir individed half interest In
these two sections ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). It absolutely ter-
mInates.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, what I want to
bring to the attention of the committee is
this. We may, if we like, play upon the
words that we own one-half of the branch
between Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert, and
that we own one-half of the other section;
but we do not own it in the sense ln whieh
a man has an Indefeasible right to a pro-
perty, in whole or in part. We simply own
it so far as we have the right of user; so
that, if at the end of ninety-nine years the
agreement is not entered into for another
perilod, the fact that we do or do not own
a halfI Interest is not materialetherway,
because from that moment our Interest li
the property ceases.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN
CANALS. It would not be right to say,
that. we do not own half the property In a
certain way. We have what lawyerg would
correctly describe as a "base fee". We
have for ninety-nlne years as large an inter-
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est asl the Grand Trunk Railway Company The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
have in the property, and it Is entirely op- CANALS. We would have just what the
tional with us at the end of that time whe- contract gave us. But we do not ask. nor
ther we shall continue our interest, In per- could we reasonably expect, that the Grand
petuity, or not. If circumstances arise which Trunk would Include such interest as the
lead us to decide that It Is not in our in- lhon. gentleman refers to,: unless we had a
terest to continue out title or ownershlp, half Interest ln that Une. They based the
It Is wlthin our power to terminate it ; but, value they charged us upon a half Interest,
in the meantime. we have as large an own- and It was so embodied in the Bill ; but, In
ership for all purposes as the Grand Trunk order that there might be no possibllity of
Company. question, I was able to secure the Insertion

Mr. FOSTER. Will my hon. friend an- of the succeeding clausei which plainly re-
swer another question on which I have some cognizes that the interpretation I have put
doubt ? Will he tell the committee what upon the clause is correct. It provides
advantage in any respect Is gained by the agalnst any possible contingency that might
Government In stipulatIng for an undivided hereafter arise of difference between the
half interest ? Would he not have exactly company and ourselves.
the same advantage under a simple rental
clause, conveying the right of user ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It lias always appeared to me to
be a consideration of value. The chances
are, that in the neail future there will be'
other railways whIch wil lfnd It to their
pecuniary and business interest to have the
use of this. double-track line, perhaps from
Richmond, perhaps from Ste. Rosalie, per-
haps from other points between St. Lam-
bert and Richmond ; and, if they do desire
to acquire, and are willing to make satis-
factory arrangements to acquire, such run-
ning interest, then, under this arrangement,
we shall be entitled to participate ln all the
advantages which would accrue to the own-
ers from the use of the railway by those
other companies. If we had only the privi-
lege of running over the road ourselves, on
the basis of user, then other companles
might be allowed by the Grand Trunk Com-
pany also to acquire a similar interest, and
the Grand Trunk might thereby be realling
s§ome very substantial return from these
other companles, independently of us. But
they cannot do that now. If they get $1,000,
or $500, or $200 a mile from any other com-
pany for the use of any portion of this lUne,
we participate to an equal extent with them
ln the results.

Mr. FOSTER. But my hon. frIend par-
ticipates lu these results, not by virtue
of his having, an undlvided half iu-
terest, but by virtue of a section whlch
says, out and out, that, Inasmuch as
we have paid you a rentai fer the
priviege of user, we stWiulate that, If other
eompanies come ln and pay a rental to you,
we shall partilpate to the extent of one-
balf interest. That is our compensation for
the rentai fèe whfeh yen have madhe us pay
before you Rsow us t* Un the Une at all.
So that, even if you did not have the words,
" au undivided balf Interest," lantheuagree-
ment, and paid them simply a rental, stipu-
lating what you would get for that rentai-
one-hIaf Interet li Wat mght hbe redelved
frin other roads ulng the lne-you would
hae It just as absolutely as ouY do by pro-
vfdig for an undivided half Interet

Mr. BLJAJ.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. frIend wIll see
that, properly speaking, he is not the owner
of one-half at all. Hils own admission sup-
ports that, because he says that if at the
end of ninety-nine years, we do not choose
to go on with the arrangement, we have no
right or title in It at ali. We are simply
giving a rental for a certain period that we
have stipulated for. and for that rental we
shal have not only the right of user, but
our share in whatever income Is derived
from these terminals and these sections by
other roads running over them.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I would like to
ask the hon. Minister of Railways, under
what clause of this agreement are we en-
titled to participate in moneys which the
Grand Trunk may recelve from the running
of trains of other railways over that portion
of the line.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It Is the 80th section, page 11.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Perhaps the
hon. gentleman could tell us now, whether
or not he understands the agreement to
cover this : If any other railway exchanges
runnIng rights wlth the Grand Trunk over
this portion, and gives as compensation to
the Grand Trunk the right to run over a
portion of Its lines, do we participate ln any
such arrangement, and If so, under what
clause of the agreement ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I sbould think there would be
no question buM that whatever beneftts are
capable of belng ascertained and valued lu
a pecuniary way, arsng from the convey-
Ing by the Grand Trunk to any other com-
pany of the use ôt!this portion, we are en-
tltled to participate , under that clause :

Thirtieth.-Tha all rente, revenues, beneats
and receipto now accruing from any other
company to the company tby reaon of
the user of the Une between Ste. Roaie
and St. Lambert, or the exereise of any
runnIng power', p?1ivilege or rIghts therelu,

nor whih mar hero&tteraccrue fi anyauch
grant or user aI eure to the Joint benefit of
'fer, l aetr and the conmany, rhareand shanhe
alike, and said benellts and receipts shall be
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accounted for by the parties hereto when the
accounting shall take place from time to time
between them. As to the other portions of the
company's line herein demised the company here-
by reserves to Itself all revenues from any source
whatever arising from the use thereof.
I can see no reason why there would be any
difficulty in working this out. In framing
this clause, I had in my mind the possibility
to which the hon. gentleman has referred,
and I think those words were well chosen.

Mr. HAGGART. Take the case of an ar.
rangement between two railway companles,
lm whech each has an undivided share or
leasehold ln this portion, and the one exer-
cises a user ten times the extent of the
other, shall they be obliged to account to
one another for that user ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the Intercolonial Railway
were using it ten times more than the Grand
Trunk, the Intercolonial Railway would only
have to account to the Grand Trunk upon
its proportion of the user ln respect of main-
tenance and repairs, and ln one of thE
clauses, ln respect of betterments on any
portIon of the line.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry).
other roads running power into
venture station at Montreal ?

Have' any
the Bona-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. None others at present. We
would have no control of the use by any
other road of that station. We are paylng
a fixed rental, andC do not acquire one-half
of the property In the station, but only the
fult use of it for our own business. Of
course,, the stations are enormously valued.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). Does the
Delaware and Hudson not go into the Bona-
venture station at Montreal ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). I see here
that the land valuation for right of way on
the alternate route suggted is put down at
$100 and $150 per aere, and then $500,000
more. What does that mean ? Is that for
the right of way lanboth eses ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not catch what the hon.
gentleman wants..

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengay). In the in-
Ister's spemI ehhesad, that an estinate was
made of the valuation of the land at $100
and $150 per acre.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND 1
CANALEB.1I think my speech wil explain
itsel pretty wel.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Then, It
would cSt $50000 more.

The' NISTR OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAL. I am sorry the hon. gentlma
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was not here, but he surely would not ask
me to go over my speech again.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). I am only
asking the hon. gentleman, if ihe s'id this,
and he must know what he said. It is an
important point that should not be forgotten.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. I am sorry the bon. gentleman
was not here at the time.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). If the hon.
gentleman will not answer, I shall have to
deal with it. It Is a very Important matter,
which the people of the country want to
know something about. I find that the
valuation of the lands-that Is, at an aver-
age width of 66 feet, making 8 acres per
mile, the same as the Drummond Oounty
Railway-would amount to over $1,80 per
acre.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will state, as tersely as I ean,
what I did say. I said, that the estimate
made by my officers as to the cost or con-
struction of the new Une from Ste. Rosalle
to St. Lambert, included a sum from $100
to $150 per acre to cover land damages.
Further, that that sum was taken to repre-
sent what would simply be the coun-
try portion of the district, and It is based
upon a valuation going through a farming
country, and did not include valuation of
lands. taken for a railway which passed
through the towns, elties and villages along
that Une. I said, further, that the estimate
was-of course, it was purely an estimate-
that, Instead of it only costnig us $100 and
$150 per acre, it would more likely cost half
a million dollars to expropriate through that
whole territory from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lam-
bert, and the difference In amount resulted
from the fact that you were not running
your railway and takn the property of
ordlnary farm land, but property lu towns
and villages and settled districts for a very
considerable portion of the line.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). There wa
some crlticism on what I said here the other
day, and now I am going to see whose est*
mate was right-the hon. Minister's and the
hon. member for Lincoln and Niagar (Mr.
Glbson's) or mine. Now, we wllel wit
this land. First, I must say, there are no
villages and towns, as repreented. I have
been over the flue, aiid you have stations
there not worth . 8t. Hyadnthe may be
a town of ordinary sise, butitis some little
distance frm- the railway, and thereI& ne
other town or vIllag near the raiwag ;o
that the right of way would notout an
more than ordInary farm ands. Now, we
find that this $M5 an acre would amount to
$7,600-that1%Ifitwe said $M50=anomre
That is allowing 9» feet which is a chain
and a half about the wîM h generaHýy ade.
ed -by drat classrailways. be isthe Drac>.
mond County Ralway , ndyouwMH« 'ff
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that the widti Is a little over 66 feet, mak-
Ing Si acres per mile. If you were buying
the right of way fer the Drummond Counry
Railway at the rate estimated by the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals for the Grand
Trunk Railway portion, It would cost more
than you are paying for the purchase of that
road.

The province of Ontario is as good an agri.
cultural province as there is in Canada, and
I want to put this on record for the benefit
of the farmers, who know the value of land
as well as any other class of people ln the
country. The report of the Bureau of
Industries of the province of Ontarlo,
which is prepared by friends of hon.
gentlemen opposite, shows that the aver-
age price of land in Ontario is$2.06
per acre, and there is not one county Lu
the province where the land is valued higher
than $46. The people who know of these
values, know that it is quite an unreasonable
valuation that has been placed on the right
of way by the hon. Minister. I venture to
say you can buy a farm of 100 acres for what
he would be paying according to hlis estimate
for two acres. Now, the bon. gentleman has
put as high a price on his grading as he
possibly could and the prices upon the
bridges are most unreasonable. I sent a goodi
engineer to examine the Yamaska bridge.
and 1 have received his report since coming
Into the House to-day. Here is a bridge witii
two piers and two abutments and a length
of 381 feet that the hon. gentleman says is
going to cost $300,000. The hon. member for
Lincoln and Niagara critlcised me when I
estimated the masonry at $20 a yard. But I
lind that the official reports of the ~Govern-
ment published ln the blue-books, show that
the masonry for the swing bridge at Sault
Ste. Marie cost only $12 a yard. The valua-
tion that 1 now put upon the Yamaska bridge
considering the additlonal length and super-
structure cannot exeead $50,00. At every
point the estimates of the hon. Min-
ister are extravagant. I have known
Mr. Schreiber for many years, and I have
never known him to be so liberal as he
appears to be in makIng these estimates. It
ls something llke the case of the achool
teacher, who, when being hired by the trus-
tees, was aked whether he beleved the
world to 'be round or square, and he replied
that he believed that it was square, but he
would teach that it was round or square as
they pleaed. It appears that Mr. Sehreiber
was not asked tomake a sqare estimate,
and that he is lnthe handsof the hon. Mini.
ter and bas to obey orders. I amn sorry tht
he shoud be -l a position to be eubjected to
that kInd of tbhig. I arm looking into the
Riehelieu bridge, but am not able to give an
estimate on It at this moment. We propose
to beuld a gtralitUne to strike the St. Law-
rence at a place where we would put a bridge
across, and by Gdong so we should mtnot In.
ressethe length of the une. We conld build

a bridge as cheap as the Canadian Paelde
Mfr. MoLENNAN (G!egrr)

RaIlway bridge, and I believe that puttIng
a bridge et such a point would not lengthen
the distance at all. As I showed the other
day, the Canadian Pacifie Railway bridge
cost less than a million dollars. I got my ln-
formation from a statement made at a meet-
ing of the Canadian Engineering Society.
The chief engineer of the Canada Atlantie
Railway ras reading a paper on the Coteau
bridge, which, he said. cost $1,264,000. Mr.
Peters, the ehief engineer of the Canadian
Paclfic Railway, made a statement as to the
cost of that company's bridge across the St.
Lawrence at Laehine, that cost being a little
less than a million dollars from bank to
bank, according to the plans. The hon. Min-
Ister estimates the cost of the bridge at Mon-
treal at $10,000,000. I never heard of such a
value being put on that bridge before. The
hon. member for Lincoln and Niagara made
the statement the other day that the cost
was $6,750,000. and that a bridge could be
built there now for $5,000,000. When we
have such statements as these, why should
we have the Minister of Railways and Canals
coming into 'this House and estlmating the
cost of a bridge across the St. Lawrence at
$10,000,000 ? The only way to account for
it is that the estimate must be high to ac-
count for ali the money that the hon. Min-
ister proposes to pay for this deal. He pays
5 per cent on all this money, when he could
borrow money at 3 per cent and the Govern-
ment bulld a Une of their own at much less
cost. We find that the Minister Is very
favourable to large corporations. He gave
the CanadIan Pacidie Railway two million
dollars more than they were willing to take
from the late Government for the building
of the Crow's Nest Pass Railway. If the
money of the people is to be squandered in
this way, it is high time that the people
should know It. 1 showed the other day that,
as te terminals. the Government have land
of their own at Point St. Charles upon which
they could make their own improvements
and which ls convenient to the business part
of the city. It Is estimated by hon. gentle-
men opposite that the Grand Trunk termin-
als, of which we are te have the use. cest
twenty millions of dollars. It Is a very for-
tunate thing for the country that we were
not called upon to pay 5 per cent on halt this
money for the last 43 years. Youe can see,
Mr. Chairman, that it would have been bet-
ter to buIld tbe Une and establish our own

The hon, member for Lincin and Niagara
said tlhat I was wrong when I sid that on
the section of road betweenî St. Lambert aqd
Ste. Rosalfe there ws sandy soll. I say it Is
a sandy sol. He saId there wm a swamp
there. I say there is nO swanAp there. He
said there were rock ents that would ot a
dollar to a dollar and a half a yard. I say
there ;s not a rock on the whoie section, un-
less it was put there. There are onIlv two
smal, enta, one of 6 feet-and one of 3 fee.t
There ls not.a roek in the whoeplace. I
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repeat that this is a beautiful country for
railway building. He says that he spoke
to Mr. Mann, the contractor, and he told
Mr. Mann that I had put it at 12 cents a
yard. I did not put it at 12 cents a yard.
1 said I belIeved that if tenders had been
asked for, they could have got a tender as
low as 12 eents a yard ; but I put it at
18 cents a yard. The statement of the hon.
member for Lincoln and Niagara was mis-
leadIng. Again, he says that It Is the great-
est folly to speak of doing the ballasting
for 30 cents a yard and that It has never been
done for less than 50 cents per yard. I want
to show the committee that the member for
Lincoln and Niagara (Mr. Gibson) does not
understand this kind of work. I want to
tell hlm that If I required a man to assist me1
In preparing estimates I would want some
one better quallfded than the member for Lin-
coln and Niagara. Here is a record of con-
tracts from 1867 to a recent date and I find
that McGreevy and Heney, supposed to be
men who know their business, put in a tender
on the Canadlan Pacifde Raflway, at a place
wbere wages were low, for 22 cents a yard
for ballasting. Then, I find another gen-
tleman named C. Scripture, tendered for
27 cents a yard. This is on contract No
37 of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.
Then, there are Curran and Monette,
who tendered at 30 cents a yard ;1
Starrs and Hanly, 25 cents a yard, and
$200 for track-laying ; Murphy and Upper,
the latter of whom I knew very well some
years ago, tendered for the balasting
at 29 cents a yard. Ido nat ask the com-
mittee to take my word for these prices,
I am furnishing proof for it aiL We have
next Charlebois and Shanley, who, all will
admit, know their business; and In tender-
Ing on the Canadian Pacide Railway, in a
place where wages were high, their offer
was 28 cents a yard. Thin, I find Wamd-
rope and Ross--Mr. John RIossle the gen-
tleman who had charge of the Northern
Pacidie-their price was 20 cents a yard.
There are prices at 28 cents, 25 cents. and
so on. The book whlih I hcid in my hand,
and from whIch I take this Information.
can be seen In the Department of Public
Works.

Now, Sir, 1 think that the hon. member
for Lincoln and Niagar (Mr. Gibson) should
take pains to Inform himself of the value
of work of this klnd, because he never did
any such work, before be raises a ques-
tion as to the value of it. He says this
work coud not be done at less than 50
cents a yard. Now, I have given you the
names of gentlemen who know more about
doing this kind of work than he does. I
have done It myself for 22 ents a yard,
and made money ait It. I have no desire
to occupy the time of this committee. I
know that the Minlster of Eailways an
Canals (Mr. Blair) is determined to put this
deal through. I am sorry to say that we are

in the minority, and cannot very well prevent
It. I have here a contract on a ine of road
running from Ste. Rosalie towards Sorel, and
the average quantity of excavation amounted
to 8,500 yards a mile. The price pald on that
road a few years ago was 15 cents a yard for
excavation, and the price paid for the mason-
ry was $13 a yard, so you can see that
the price of 18 cents at which I put this
work, conslderIng the country it ls going
through, is sufficient to do the excavation.
You ean also see that the price I put upon
the masonry is sufficient to do ai the stone-
work connected with the road. You will
see that the bridges are a few feet long-
er than I thought they were. Going
over them quickly and without measuring
them, I thought they were 100 feet span,
but I nfid they are 127 feet span. If there
ils any difterence, It would be but little,
and I provide for a margin In the price of
the masonry, and in the $30,O00 that I al-
lowed for contingencies The hon. gentle-
man ls paylng $1,400 to $1,800 an acre fer
land in the province of Quebec. Let tLe
people of this country, the farmers of this
eountry, know these facts, and when they
do know them, I think they will resent such
extravagance.

Mr. FOSTER. I think we ought to have
some explanation by the MJnister of Rail-
ways and Canals (Mr. Blair). My hon. friend
who has just spoken (Mr. MeLennan) is a
practical builder. The other evening the
Minister made a statement to this House
and to this country, In which is great
endeavour was to persuade us that there
was no better method of getting Into the
ci-ty of Montreal, and getting a chance at
traffie In the eity of Montreal, than the
plan adopted by the Government. in order
to do that, he adopted the method, amongst
others, of calculating what the cost would
be to get into Montreal by an Independent
line. My hon. friend was not content to
depend simply upon his own judgment, but
this Is what he says :

I can give him an idea of what it will cot,
founded, not upon my own unaided judgment,
but upon the careful estimates and calculatlon
of my ofefiiais in the department, made not to-
day, not yesterday, but before I was prepared to
recommend to my colleagues the adoption of this
scheme. WeU, what are these calculations?
These calculations are that It would cet, for
the laylng down of the Une of 32 miles, $485,-
440, lndependently of the two great bridges, o»
across the Yamanka and one across the Richelieu,
and outalde of the probable large amount of îand
damnageswhIch you mlght be called upon, and
would be cSlled upon, to pay. Now, $4,M
would be the cont, according to the judgment
of the oefficials of the department, if we wer
to undertake te build a railway through an ordi-
nary country ; but mind you, this is not an ordi-
nary country, as I wll show you before I have
proceeded much further. Well, it il going to coet
$460,O00 to build a bridge acoss the Richelieu
River. and it hi going to cost $300,000 to build
a bridge over the 'Tamka.
It was by such statements as these, of the
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immense sums it would take to get In from
Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert by a new une,
that my hon. friend has Influenced the
House, and attempted to influence the coun-
try, to a pprove of this bargain. Now, here
la a gentleman, a practical man, a member
of this House, relylng not only upon his
own knowledge, but upon the report of an
engineer which he has in his hand, and bls
statement Is that a bridge across the Yam-
aska would be only 331 feet long, and that
It can be built for between $40,000 and $50,-
000. Now, my hon. frIend cthe Minister of
Railways cannot alow this statement to
rest as it does. He must give to this House
aud to the country the authorlty upon whIch
he led this House, or attempted to lead it,
to certain conclusions by declaring that that
bridge acrose the Yamaska River would
cost $300,000 to build. I would Mlke to hear
his explanation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I suppose the hon. gentleman
does not imagine-if he does he would be in
error-that I would be justified in puttlngr
forward to this House any statement based
on any knowledge, or judgment of my own
as to what It would probably cost to build
these bridges. I Inquired of the officers of
my department, one of whom is acknowledg-
ed to be an experienced engineer. I had h4m
present to me his estimate, ascertalned. I
presume. upon data, which would be satis-
factory to his mind, as to what would be
his opinion of the probable cost of the con-
struction of the bridges, the construction of
the railway and the amount of land damages
for thait piece of road. I presented that to
the committee Just as I had received it from
him. Just as It was accepted by me and as
It was presented to my mind, at the time
this matter was being negotiated. I pre-
sented it to the committee on the strength
of his Information, and I bave no further ex-
planation to offer to the H1ouse than that
fact. We have a statement of an hon. gen-
tleman, who has built bridges and who has
knowledge upon this subject, characterizing
the estimate oft the hon. member for Glen-
garry (Mr. MeLennan) as being entirely er-
roneous from bis own personal experlence.
As te an explanation, I do not know what
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Poster) would have
or what he could have me to say more than
I have said. I have exhausted my knowl--
edge and information upon the subjpet and
put It In the possession of the committee.
It Is not to be expected, I presume. that
every engineer will agree. Engineers do not
always agree In cases when they are ap-
prOaching a subjeet wlth the desire to make
the figures as small as possible. I have fur.
nisbed the committee with all the Informa-
tion Of whieh I amn lpossession and I have
placed It at the-disposal ft hon. gentlemen.

Mr. FOSTER. Wbat I think the hon. Min-
l3ter Of Railways and Canais ought to do
bs to give the House the estimate of bis en-

Mr. FOSTER.

gineer over his own signature. I have not
untgl, within two days' time, read the evi-
dence given at that commIttee which sat last
year and whieh had these gentlemen before
them, but I am perfectly ready to say here,
ln this House, that I never yet have read of
an undertaking anywhere approaching the
size and havIng the values of this undertak-
ing, la whieh, from first to last, there was
such an utter absence of scientifie and ae-
eurate data as to the manner, both of the
valuation of the Drummond County Railway
and of the Grand Trunk Railway, In this
scheme which is before the House. You can
take the evidence of Mr. Schreiber and take
that of any other gentleman who was before
the commlttee, and I will leave it to hon. gen-
tlemen who were upon that committee, If,
ln nlnety-nine cases out of a hundred, they
could give anything approaching a definite
statement. After Mr. Schreiber had given
statement after statement, he was asked if
he had made these upon any scientific data,
upon figures and measurements, and he ad-
mitted that he had not. The hon. Minister
of Rallways and Canals is making a pro-
position to the House which is a matter of
importance. The bridge Is 331 feet long
over the Yamaska River ; it is not a very
diffieult river to bridge, and my hon. friend
ought to glve us measurements. Maybe the
hon. member for Glengarry is incorrect. The
hon. Minister of Railways and Oanals can-
not afford to be wrong ; the hon. member for
Glengarry can afford to make a guess at the
measurements. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals cannot afford to make a
guess. When he comes down and ask-s us
to expend the people's money on a seheme
and buttresses that scheme by saylng that if
yon adopted this other plan you would have
to expend $300.000, $400,000 for the bridges,
and a further emount of $485,000 for the rail-
way, he cannot afford to be incorrect, and
he must give the data to this House. No
one would objeet to the Idea that the hon.
MinIster of Rallways and Canals advanees
that he must take information from qualified
men. Every man who administers an office
ln the Government, not belng a specalist,
m-ust take bis informaition from speclallsts.
but the House should know the exact and
definite authorlty upon which these state-
ments are made. Here is a vast difference

f ofpinIon, a difference of opinion ranginop
between $50,O0 and $300,O00. The hon.
member for Glengarry says that it would
cost $50,000 to build that bridge, whIle the
hon. Minister says that the alternative route
would cost an equivalent of $7,000.000. that
you must pay these inmense sums if you
adopt the alternative course. When he says
that it would cost $0,00 to bulld this
bridge aeroes the Yamska ihe ought to give
the engineer's estimate, the measurements,
the width of the river, the wldth of the span,
and Information of that kInd.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think, as I said to Rie commit-

4363 4364



[JUNE 6, 18 99 ]

tee very clearly, when this matter was under
discussion before, that the conclusion the
Government arrived at was that the
proposition, as a - whole, of getting in-
to the city of Montreal and into the
centre of that city, where we would have
that connection with other railway systems
that it is desirable we should have, for $140.-
000, as far as the Grand Trunk is concerned,
was an arrangement which had everything to
justify it, and that It was a good arrange-
ment, taken as a whole. Then I polnted out
to the eommittee that If yon were to ex-
amine the details, If you were to take the
several sections or divisions under which the
contract or arrangement bas been made up,
If you were to take that portion, for Instance,
of the line from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert
and separate It from the other part of
the arrangement, you would even then fnd
that it was a benefial arrangement. I did
not ask my engineer to get down to the
minutest detalis and go and measure the road
exactly ; I did not ask him, for It was not
necessary, that he should get down to the
minutest particulars as to the cost of the
Une, because we dd fnot Intend to build an-
other line. The arrangement, on the whole,
was beneficlal ; it commended itself to the
Government, and we thought that it should
be justfied In Parliament. But even If my
hon. frIend proposes to lay down another
lne from Ste. Rosule to St. Lambert, he
would find that It would cost more than the
amount we are proposing to allow the Grand
Trunk Rallway Company for It upon the
basis of the arrangement we have made. If
you take the cost of the line, which was esti-
mated at $485,000, if you take the cost of the
bridges that we would have to build, one at
a cost of $400,00, and the other at a eost
of $300,O00, and If you allow what would be
a fair and reasonable amount for land dam-
ages. In the more settled portions through
which the road would pass, you would have
a total sum which would double the amount
which we estimate the value of our portion
of the Grand Trunk. Taking the money ln-
volved in the construction of a new Une,
paylng the amounts whIeh the engineers es-
timated it would cost. it would be double the
sum we are paying under our caleulation for
our half of the Grand Trunk Une. It would
not matter how close it was measured. The
hon. gentleman tells us that there never was
a railway project entered Into In which
close measurements were not made.
He tells me what we know !s not in accord-
ance with the facts; he tells me what we
know was never the experlence of the late
Administratlon. There was no careful can-
culation made. as the records show, when
they bought 125 miles of the Grand Trunk
RaIlway from Rivière du Loup to LAvis;
there was no calculation made at all. They
just took that road as It was. and it re-
quired nearly half a million dollars to be
expended on the road bed alone to make it
suitable for traffle. They pald $12,000 a mile

for it, and where is the evidence of any care-
ful consideration in that? Where was the
evidence furnished to Parliament of engin-
eers who had gone over the road, and made
estimates of the cost of embankments ? The
hon. gentleman need not refer to "Hansard"
as to what occurred at that time ; he will be
aware that there was no such evidence fur-
nished to Parliament. There never was a
railway proposition submItted to Parliament
by thx late Goverument, that was subjected
by theà Opposition to any such minute and
Pecksniflan criticlsm as this proposition has
been subjected to, day in and day out, week
in and week out, year In and year out. I
do not care what Instance you take in which
the late Government have acquired, or con-
structed railways in connection with the
Intercolonial RaIlway ; In not a single In-
stance was there any such minute informa-
tion furnished as the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster). claims ought be furnished by the
Government now. I am not saylng, that
beca use It was not done by the late Gov-
erument iL any of these numerous cases,
It ought not be done by us, but I do say,
that when the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster)
states that no proposition ought be sub-
mitted to Parliament unless It Is fortified
by minute and careful engineering reports
such as he haIs referred to ; It was never
done in times past and, therefore, it Is an
unreasonable and illogical demand which the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) puts forward
now. I do not pretend to say that I had,
nor have 1, anything more than a general
report which I received from the Chief
Engineer, as to what In his judgment would
be the estImated cost of constructing a new
Une from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert. He
put these figuras before me, and I used them
In the House.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend (Mr. Blair)
will not get me off the track by drawlng
that herrIng across It. I did not state that
In every case precedIng this, close calcula-
tIons had been given, but, what I did state
was, that.I never knew an Instance of a
bargain involvIng as much as this, la whieh
evidence was taken from engineers and
others, where there was so little definite-
ness and where everything seemed to be on
so indefinite a plan. That Is the chief refuge
and sure shelter of my hon. friend (Mr.
Blair) in this whole matter. He will not
bind himself with close calculations. If lie
did heà would not have a leg to stand on.
He revolves around In the upper regions ; he
floats arolind immense possibilities and the
like of that ; but in this case the hon. gen-
tlemani (Mr. Blair) forgot himself so far as
to cone down to this mundane sphere, and
Le pressed the argument upon this House,
Pnd he convinced bis own followers to sneb
a degree that the hon. member for Nortf
Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) pronounced a
famous eulogium upon the Minister of Rail-
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ways and Canals, on account of -the com- The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
pleteness of statements given, and the ab- CANALS. Yes.
solute conviction that the speech of the ýMl- Mr. BERGERON. The bridges cost ligh
Ister made on his mind. But the Minister there.
(Mr. Blair) disdalns to present bis facts, and
as g responsible Minister of the Crown he The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
came before this House and he said : that CANALS. You cannot judge of the cost of
with reference to this one bridge it would a bridge entirely by its length. Wfien the
cost $300,000. and that It cost $400.000 to statement was made to me that the Yamas-
put one bridge over the Richelieu, and he ka bridge would cost $300,000, and that the
massed bis figures, and turned round trIum- Richelieu bridge actually cost over $400,0O0.
phantly to his side of the House and to the I could not dispute IL It was stated by re-
country. and said : Now, do you not see we sponsible offileers. I do know that bridges
are entirely Justified in this matter ; see how cost very often a great deal more in some
much it would cost us if we were to take an places in proportion to the length, than they
alternate route to try to get to the city of do ln others. It depends very much upon the
Montreal. Does the Minister (Mr. Blair) character of the stream. I asked one of the
know what the length of the Canadian Paci- engineers why these bridges could cost as
fie Railway bridge at Caughnawaga is ? I much as represented, and I was told that pro-
do fnot know, and I must rely on the Minister bably the water was very deep and the bot-
for that information. tom would be such that It would be difficult

ý- --- of construction.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN)

CANALS. I have not got that.
Mr. FOSTER. I do not know, but I think

you will find it Is somewhere between 3,O)
and 4,000 feet; say, 3,600 feet. That bridge
was bulît by the Canadian Pacifie Railway
at Caughnawaga for less than $1,000,00,
and yet my hon. frIend (Mr. Blair) told us
the other night that for a bridge over the
Yamaska River whIch we now find will be
about 330 feet-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My information is that the Caugh-
nawaga bridge cost $1.500,000. I do not
know where you got it that It cost less
than $1,000,000.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend from Glen-
garry (Mr. MeLennan) stated to-day in the
House, that his authority for that was an
engineer's report.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS
CANALS. He may be right, but my
mation Is that it cost $1,500,000.

AND
infor,

Mr. FOSTER. I took what my hon. friend
(Mr. MeLennan) stated on the aùthority of
en engineer. But suppose It cost $1,500.000.
it does not seem reasonable that a small
bridge, wlth shorter spans and over banks
whieh are but a slight distance compara-
tively from each other, would cost what
the Minister stated.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Do yon know what the lengths
of the Miramiehi, south-west and north-west
bridge's lengths are ?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not know.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. My information la that they
cost $3,000,UO0 between the two of them, and
something over.

Mr. BERGERON. That ls ln New Bruns.
wick.

Mr. FOSTER.

Mr. BERGERON. The water ln the Ya-
naska ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes. I did not go into that very
minutely. I got enough general informa-
tion on it, to satisfy me that the general
cost of the construction of a Une between
Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert would be
more than we are paying really to the Grand
Trunk Railway, for the use of one-half of
their portion of the Une.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend (Mr. Blair.
has not been able to fortify his position
very much by citing possible diffieulties in
building over such a river as the Yamaska.
I do not know whether the Yamaska is a
navigable stream or not.

Mr. BERGERON. I do not think it Is.
The PRIME MINISTER. Partly.
Mr. FOSTER. I suppose a great deal

would depend upon the tonnage of the craft.
The PRIME MINISTER. It is not navig-

able there.
Mr. FOSTER. It Is a nice boatIng stream,

but I do not think it is at all a difficult
stream to bulld over.

The PRIME MINISTER. On the contrary,
I would raaglne that it was a very difficult
stream to buld over.

Mr. FOSTER. That shows where our diffi-
üulty is. Neither the Minister of Railways,
nior the right hon. gentleman, nor myself,
are technical nmen, and when an argument is
addreSsed to the House In this way and an
appeal Is made to engineering authority, we
have the right to ask that at least the esti-
mate of the englaeer should be laid on the
Table. The fact Is that my hon. frIend
(Mr. Blair) has no estimate.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I had an estimate simply statIng
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that the cortruction of the line of railway
would eost so much, and I think I have de-
tails as to how that was made up. Then
the estimated cost of the two bridges is
added to the cost. That Is all I had.

Mr. FOSTEP. If the Minister (Mr. Blair)
bad the measuremnents and the estimated
cost in detail, that would be satisfactory
to the House.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was not proposing to build a j
Une.

Mr. FOSTER. No, but the Minister was
proposing to build up au absolutely convine-
ing argument why his policy would be the
best, and to do that he throws definite
figures fortified by engineering authority at
the House and the country, and wien we
ask him for the authority he will not give
it to us. My hon. friend (Mr. Blair) threw
some tremendous figures at the House sonie
years ago, as to what would be the increase
in passengers and freight by opening up this
Drummond County, and Grand Trunk Rai-
way extension. He gave them on the au-
thority of the engineers, and they were read
to this House, but they escaped from.this
'House. and they escaped the embalming
process of the "Hansard " in some extra-
ordinary fashion. But I noticed when the
committee was sitt!ng, and when Mr. Schrei-
ber was being examined, and wheu thei
question was put to hlm as to whether he
bad made that estimate upon written data
or statisties he had before him, he acknow-
ledged in his sworu evidence that he had no
written data before h-im, and that he had
not made the estimates lu that way. It
was just a sort of rough and ready guess.

The ISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. He was not very far astray In
his totals, at any rate.

Mr. FOSTER. Of <the trafile?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CA\4LS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. He was very far astray,

and it Is just such a rough and ready guess
that my hon. friend brings down here and
moulds into the form of a definite state-
ment. The hon. gentleman s. fnot dolng
justice to the House In not giving us the
engineer's estimate of the cost of that
bridge.

The PRIME MINIlER (Sir WllfrId Lau-
rier). Here we are at the eleventh hour,
after every opportuaity has been given to
my hon. friend and other members on that
side of the House to have all the details
of information on this subject; and when
we are fi Committee of the Whole on the
Bill, my hon. friend wants more Informa-
tion on one specific subject, that 1s, the cost
of the bridge acros the Yamaska River.
My hon. frIend the Minister of Rallways
made the statement the other day that, not

in his own opinion, but lu the oPinion of
his hief engineer, the man who by law
is to advise hlm in ths matter, that bridge
woud cost $300,000. To-day, we have the
opinion, not of an engineer, but of a practi-
cal contraetor, that the estimate of the
chief engineer of the department is alto-
gether exaggerated, and that in his opinion
It would not cost over $50,000. We have
thus opinion against opinion, one opinion, I
admit, just as good as the other. For my
own part, I would think the opinon of the
chief engineer was just as good as 1the opin-
ion advanced against it; and 'I think we re-
quire his opinion to be combatted by some-
thing more than the mere ipse dixit of the
hon. gentleman. In the building of bridges,
It is not so much the width of the river
which is to be taken into consideration.
There are other elements which will go to
make up the cost of a bridge. My hon.
friend has referred to the cost of the Cana-
dian Pacifi eRailway bridge at Lachine. I
have nevor heard that that bridge cost
less than $,OO0,000, though I have al-
ways understood that it cost less than $2,-
000,00. But when we compare that bridge
with the Victoria bridge, we cannot fan
to be struck by the wide difference in the
cost of the two. What Is the reason of the
difference ? They pass over the sane
streai, the St. Lawrence, at a distance of
not more than nine miles apart; yet, if
buit to-day, the one would cost at least
$6,OOOO00, and the other less than $2,000,-
000. The reason is very obvious. At La-
chine the water Is shallow, il am sure not
over three feet deep, and the bridge Is car-
ried from island to island and built on the
solid rock, whereas the Victoria bridge had
to be sunk in deep water. Now, what is
the condition of the Yamaska River ? It
is not a wide stream ; but I would imagine,
though I am not an engineer, that the toun-
dations of that bridge would be very costly,
because the banks of the river are clay
and are very hlgh. That may be the ieason
why the chief engineer öf the departmnent
estimated the cost at a high figure. I do
not know ; but as we have the opinion of
one engineer agalnst that of another, there
is no exeuse at this aate date for my hon.
friend's demand. This matter has been
already Investigated. It was referred last
year to a special committee of this House,
and that committee reported upon It. There-
fore, to ask at the last moment for a de-
tailed estimate of 'the cost of this bridge
is not reasonable. Moreover, there is this
other reason, which is supreme, that, as the
Minister of R ailways bas said, we have to
take this matter as a whole. It is as a
whole that the scheme Is projeeted; and,
even Jf there had been a mistake in the
cost of the Yamaska bridge, that should
not be a reason wby the whole sebeme should
be rejected

Mr. HAGGART. The right hon. gentge-
man forgets the drIft of the argument. m
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hon. friend from Glengarry (Mr. McLenna.n),
In making his argument the other day,
stated what he considered to be the cost
of this particular portion of road. He w-as
attacked by the hon. Minister, who, in sup-
port of his statement, adduced the evidence
of his Deputy Minister. Now, ail evidence
of that kind ouglit to be produced in the
House, so that we may have an opportunity
to analyse it. But what does the evidence
amount to ? The hon. MinIster says the
road would cost for the thlirty-two miles.
$400,000, the bridge across the Yamaska
River would cost $300,000, and the bridge
across the Richelieu River, $400,000 ; and
add to that $150 per acre for right of way.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I said that was includ3d !n the
$435,000-from $100 to $150 per acre.

Mr. HAGGART. Yes, that is iUeliided In
the total amount of $1,184,000; and the hon.
gentleman says this is a justification for
the lease of the road from Ste. Rosalie to
the end of the bridge. He says that if we
had to build the bridge, it would cost a
far greater sum than we have to pay for
half of it, which showed the advantrage cf
our bargain. Why, It shows, according to
the estimate of his own engineer, as I
stated the other day, that you could build
the whole line, including the bridge and
the equIpment of the railway, for less noney
than the lion. gentleman is giving for half
the user of the road.

Mr. POWELL. And save $300,000 to boot.
Mr. HAGGART. And save $300,000 to

boot. The road, according to the esti.nate
of his own engineer, bridge and all, could
be built at a cost of $1,184,000 ; and yet he
is giving for that portion of the road $37,-
500 a year, which, capitalized, is greater
by $300,000 than the whole line would cost,
according to bis own engineer's estimate.
He says that Is sufficient justifleation for
the bargain ; for he says this does not ln-
elude the land damages. The line passes
through a number of villages, and, taking
the St. Charles branch as a precedent, you
ought :to add as a moderate estimate. $500,-
000 on that account, or about $1,500 or $1,-
600 per acre. On a right of way ninety-
nine feet wide, which is the utmost width
expropriated, you will find that an addition
of $500.000 would be equivalent to about
$1,800 an acre.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It cost nearly a million for two
miles of the St. Charles braneh.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman
cannot get away from the St. Charles
branch. The Minister has estimates in his
office for every mile that was e::..)roprlated
and every dollar expended for land damages
In building railways from one end of the
country to the other, and he knows that

Mr. HAGGART.

$600 or $700 per mile is a large estimate for
land damages to be paid by any railway
through any ordlnary section of country.
The reason tiat landt damages on this por-
tion of the Intercolonial Railway were so
large was, because a lot of wharfs and a
lot of revenues In the way of booming tim-
ber were expropriated to Point Lévis, so
that, really, the whole expenditure was not
in a rural section at all, but an expenditure
for a certain portion of the terminus of the
Intercolonlal Railway. We had that charg-
ed against us as one of the most corrupt
and iniquitous pieces of management in the
building of a railway ever perpetrated in
any part of the known globe. I have heard
the hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce
(Sir Richard Cartwright) get up, again and
again, and attack the then Minister of Rail-
ways for the extravagant sum expended for
that purpose. Yet here we now have that
advanced as a justification for this expendi-
ture in the case of a road built through a
purely rural section of the country. As I
have said, the hon. member for Glengarry
is perfectly right. What will engineers,
from one end of the country to the other,
think, what will any one who bas passed
over the Richelieu River and knows the
stone bottom of that river, knows how shai-
low it is, except the portion excavated for
navigation, of this proposal to spend $400.000
for a bridge over that river, or $300.00) for
the Yamaska bridge ? The hon. gentleman
bas an estimate ; he bas the exact amount
spent on the building of the bridge at the
Strait of Canso, and he knows himself that
his estimate as regards these bridges is en-
tlrely absurd. What was the cost of the
bridge across the Strait of Canso ? $500.000
was the cost, if I remember rightly, and some
of the piers were 60 to 70 feet deep.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). On what
authority does the bon. gentleman give that
statement ?

Mr. HAGGART. The bon. memb r for
Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) gave the
figures the other day. He made a compari-
son between it and the crossing of the bridge
at Miramiehi. Why, some of the piers were
sunk down 90 to 120 feet below the sea
level. The cost of that bridge was nearly
entirely in the putting down of the piers,
and at the time there were none of the
meehanism or improved plans we have for
building piers at present. Bridging the
Richelieu is a comparatively easy job. and
I have no doubt that my hon. friend fromn
Glengarry was perfectly correct in his esti-
mate that an excessive estimate for bridging
it would be $60,000, and $90,000 for the Ya-
maska bridge, or a total of $150,000; and
yet the hon. gentleman estimates these at
$300.000 and $4009000.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). I would
like to draw attention to something I have
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here. I have no desire to mislead the House
or make any statement that will not bear
the test of examination. I have sent an en-
quirer there, and this Is a sketch I have ob-
tained from him since this debate started.
There are two piers and two abutments, and
It is easy to see what these would cost, even
If they are deeper than I said the other day.
I valued the masonry at $20 per cubic yard,
which is a very large price, because the
masonry at the " Soo " Canal swing bridge
cost only $12 per yard. Then, it Is 81 feet
longer than I estimated, going through with-
out taking any measurements, and the super-
structure I valued at $45 a running foot.
Before making that valuation, I telephoned
the Dominion Bridge Company, at Montreal.
for their prices, and then made my calcula-
tion of the cost of the superstructure, feeling
I was correct in taking their prices. How
any man can put a valuation of $300,000 on
a bridge like this, I cannot understand. We
would not propose to be guided by the cost
of the Richelieu bridge, because that was
built in the early days, as the Victoria bridge
was, and no doubt required a little more ex-
penditure than would be necessary to-day.
On the route that I believe should be adopt-
ed I find that some distance from the site
of the present bridge there is an easier cross-
ing and a much cheaper bridge can be built
and I have made an estimate of what it
would cost. The hon. member for Niagara
and Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) says, that it is a
draw-bridge. But I counted the number
of piers and) abutments. and they ire ter-
tainly no more than I gave the flouse the
other day, and there cannot be mucli liffer.
ence In the masonry portion. It may be a
little longer than I expected, but there is
only that number of spans, and, if you put
the superstructure at double the price, how
the hon. gentleman or any of his officials
can arrive at $400,000 as the cost of that
bridge, I cannot see.

The PRIME MINISTER. What Is your
estimate of the Richelieu bridge ?

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Somewhere
about $80,000 or $90,000, wIth the addition,
I suppose, to the length of the spans, whIch
I understand, are longer, and the bridge a
little longer, and there is a draw ; but it
cannot possibly amount to much more than
the first estimate I made on the superstruc-
ture lu any case. It would be a very small
amount more. How the hon. gentleman can
value these two bridges at $700,000, I can-
not understand, and I am sure that no in-
dependent engineer, who would go there un-
prejudiced, would estimate the cost of those
bridges at near one-third of that amount. I
stated, the other day, the cost of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway bridge, and
the hon. Minister said, that his Impres-
sion was, that It cost more than I said It
dId. Now, we find 4that the Canadian Pa-
cifde RaIlway bridge cost, from bank to bank
-what Is known as the Lachine bridge-as

per plans and specifications of Mr. Petersen.
chief engineer, who was the engineer of that
bridge, and who went into all details in
connectiori with it, that are not interesting
to the committee, $943,387 ; and from grade
to grade, as per contract and plans-you see,
there are long approaches there-$998,412.22-
Now, the Coteau bridge cost $1,264,000. I
will pass this book over to the hon. gentle-
man, if he would like to see it, and it is
here marked in red, so that he will have no
trouble seeing for himself. (Passed the
book over to the Prime Minister.)

Before sitting down, let me say, with re-
1 gard to the Richelieu bridge, that I have
sent an enquirer to examine it, but have re-
ceived no report yet, and, if I have made a
mistake, I, will be glad to acknowledge it;
but, so far as the other bridge is concerned,
it cannot be possible that it will cost any-
thing more than $50,000 or $60,000, even
with the little addition in the superstruc-
ture.

-Mr. BERGERON. The right hon. First
MInister, a few moments, said there were two
opinions before the committee, and one was
worth as much as the other. That is to say,
the opinion of the chief engineer of the De-
partment of Railways and Canals, who gave
the information to the Minister of Railways
and Canals, that the cost of the bridge would
be $300,00, and the information given by
my hon. friend from Glengarry. I am sure
that the right hon. gentleman would not give
the House an erroneous impression, but, I
hold, with all due respect-and I am sure
that I am saying this in a way that is not
intended to be offensive-we have not had
the opinion of Mr. Selireiber. We ave bad
the opinion of the Minister of Railways and
Canals.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not pretend to be able to
form an opinion.

Mr. BERGERON. I repeat it-and I an
sayinig it with all due deference-it is the
Minister of Railways and Canals who has
told us: My chief engineer has sald so and
so. Well, my hon. friend from York, N.B.
(Mr. Poster) has been asking very often for
information, and if he had been granted that
Information we would have avoided discus-
sion. If we had the written opinion of Mr.
Schreiber upon It then we could get the opin-
ion of other engineers and have the matter
discussed, the House would be In a better
position to form an opinion. As it stands
now, we have purely and simply the opinion
of the Minister of Rallways and Canals. We
cannot hold Mr. Schreiber responsible before
the country for the opinion which he bas
not sIgned. It seems to me that there Is a
plain way to find out if thils opinion is cor-
rect or not. The Grand Trunk bas built a
bridge over the Yamask-a River where the
hon. gentleman spoke of building one if that
scheme was carried out. How much did
that bridge of the Grand Trunk cost? The
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right hon. Prime Minister knows that the
river Is not navigable at that point.

The PRIME MINISTER. I did not say it
was.

Mr. BERGERON. And it is not very large.
And my right lion. friend knows another
thing, that that bridge can be built in one
span without piers.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I desire ito set the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Bergeron) right. I not only stated what
I had been told by my engineer, but I said
I had his figures and I had them before me,
the gross figures which the engineer himself
had given me. In the first place, he showed
bow he made up the sum total, allowIng $100
to $150 an acre for land damages going
through the country distriet, and the Ya-
maska bridge $00,000, and the Richelieu,
$400,OO0. My engineer gave me these figures
and I bad them In my possession at the time
and read from them.

Mr. BERGERON. That confirms every-
thing I have said. We have what the bon.
Minister says ln comparison with what we
have heard from the hon. member for Glen-
garry. We have not got Mr. Sehrelber's
figures with his signature to them so that
they coild be brouaght before a board of
engineers and discussed.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Are you going to deterinine this
question In that way?

Mr. BERGERON. I think it would be the
best way to determine to what extent these
reports may be trusted. I do not Mane any
man for not being a competent engineer ot
skldful in these questions, but, at least, we
ouglit to get from the Minister, who is re-
ýsonsible to Parliament, something which we
can depend upon ; and I w1ll call a report
made by Mr. Schreiber and signed by him,
something which, if we should not rely upon
it, at least we could discuss it wi-th other
engineers. But, as we are to-day, we cannot
do so.

The PRIME MINISTER. My bon. friend
(Mr. Bergeron) las the very thing lhe has
asked for. He has had the figures given by
the Minhiter, figures sIgned by Mr. Schreiber,
that the bridge over the Yamaska would
cost $300,000. .

Mr. BERGERON. That is what the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) said. My right hon.
friend ls very credulous and I will not re-
proach hlm for that. Moreover, he ls mot
well Informed on these matters. He said
that the bridge at Lachine was built on Is-
lands, whereas there is not one island from
one shore to the other. If he cau make a
mltake ln a statement-

The PRIME MINISTER. That is not the
point to whieh my hon. friend I referring
If he wlll pardon me, he Ie juggling with the
points In a way, I thInk, not consistent with

Mr. BERGERON.

bis dignity as a member of this House. He
wants to have figures under Mr. Schreiber's
signature. He bas them under Mr. Schrel-
ber's signature when le has it given by the
Minister as not bis own figures, but figures
given by Mr. Sehreiber, and as agaInst these
he bas the figures given by the hon. member
for Glengarry.

Mr. BERGERON. I have never seen these
figures of Mr. Schreiber's. I have heard a
,speech from the hon. Minister (Mr. Blair),
and I have seen a report of that speech in
the " Hansard," stating these things, but I
have not seen the figures as we see them ln
the report of an engineer where details are
given, the figures put down rand the signature
of the engineer at the bottom. I was saying
a moment ago that my right hon. friend made
a mistake in speaking of the Lachine bridge.
H- probably meant to refer to the Coteau
bridge, which is bulit on islands. The La-
chine bridge ost less than a million dollars,
a'id it has a length of almost 4,000 feet. I
should not be surprised If Mr. Schreiber
would not sigu these figures estimating the
cost of the bridge with one span of
331 feet at $300,000. The right bon.
gentlemaa, when he spoke of the low
cost of the Lachine bridge, said that
It was because It was built upon Islands. I
wlsh to repeat that It was bulît from one
shore te the other Wthout anything else but
the iron girders and the piers upon
which lt rests. Now, the hon. gen-
tleman trIed to make a point of the
difference between the Victoria bridge
end the Lachine bridge. He said that tbe
VIctoria bridge had cost a great deal more
because it was bulit 30 years ago, and
bridges could be built for less now tban they
coild then. He gave another reason, that
the Victoria bridge was built In deep water
and the other in shallow water. He made
a mistake. There le a great deal of shallow
water where sthe Victoria bridge ls built. In
fact, there is only one place where vessels
drawing seven feet of water can pass under
it. The rest is lullt iu shallow water just
as much as the bridge at Lachine. This
brings us down to the fact that bridges to-
day eau be built for a great deal less than
when the Victoria bridge was construeted.
Now, it seems to me that the Goverument le
very much Interested in giving satisfaetion
not merely to this coinmlttee, but to the
country, regarding the transaction they are
seeking to pass through Parliament. Whby
not, then, ask the cost of the bridge whieh
the Grand Trunk have built over the Ya.
maska ? Another pholnt concerning which I
wish to ask the Minister of Railways and
Canais, but as he le not ln his place now, I
wll ask the right hon. leader of the Govern-
ment.

The Minister of Railways and Canals a
few moments ago answered the hon. nem-
ber for Glengarry (Mr. McLennan) that the
Dçllware and Hudson did lot come into
the Bonaventure station at Montrea. I
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want to be sure of that. I ask the
Minister again if It Is not true that
the Delaware aud Hudson comes into the
Bonaventure station. also that the Vermont
Central lias its terminus at the Bonaventure
station. Surely those railways must lease
from the Grand Trunk Railway ln order to
have their terminals in the city of Montreal.
The object of the member for Glengarry in
askIng that question was to find out how
much It cost the Delaware and Hudson to
use the Bonaventure station ln Montreal, ln
the same way that the Intercolonial Rail-
way is going to use it.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. The information I have reeIved
on the subjeet Is to the effect that these
railways do not come in under any such
copditions. They are coming into iMkont-
reail exaetly the same as the Canada At-
jantie Radlway ise coming in. The Grand
Trunk Railway picks up the Canada At-
lantie Railway trains at Coteau ; the Grand
Trunk Railway pleks up the Vermont Cen-
tral at some point thmis side of the bound-
ary, I think ; and it picke up the Delaware
and Hudson lin the same way. It takes
these trains and brings them into the Bona-
venture station, and gets Its proportion of
all Jthe earnings from those points, and I
suppos-e a mileage proportion of the whole
from Boston, or Ottawa, or whatever point
it may be. That is the arrangement. They
would have no independent running rights.
They are picked up by the Grand Trunk
Railway engines and trains, which are man-
ned by Grand Trunk Railway men. That
is what the Grand Trunk Railway peopâe
tell me.

Mr. POWELL. I may say that Mr. Wain-
wright, under oath, made a similar state-
ment before the committee. I suppose the
point of the hon. Mdnister is that there Is
no rental.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No rental. These are the terms
on which all these railways are coming ln.

Mr. BERGERON. Has the hon. gentle-
man learned from these companies what
value they would put upon an entrance into
Montreal if they were to come in on ;te
saie terms as the hon. gentlemen intends
to bring in the Intercuoonlal Railway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I tel my hon. frlend that we
do not believe we could get any better evi.
dence of what the.value of ueh an arrange.
ment would be than Is afforded by the ar-
rangement beltween the Grand Trunk Rail-
way and the Canadia. Pacife Railway, tra-
velling over mueh the same kind of country
on a railway lnvolvng very much the same
character of work and probably the samne
amount -of eost. The Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way Coirpany felt that they were makIng
a good business arrangement In paying $40,-
000 as user over thirty-elght miles, under a

fifty-years' lease of the piece of road be-
tween Hamilton and Torouto, not givIng
them any termdnal privileges or terminal
riglits. simply the mileage of these tbirty-
eigbt miles to the junction outside the city.
I feit that we could not have any better
evidence of what would be a fair rate, than
this arrangement entered into between these
two companles.

Mr. BEJRGE)RON. In carrying passengers
upon the Intercolonial from Ste. Rosale to
M1ontreal, which company will get the bene.
fit ?

The OINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the passenger is carried on
the Intercolonial train, the Intercolonlal
train gets the full benefit; if the passenger
is carried on the Grand Trunk Rallway train
the Grand Trunk Railway will get the bene-
fit.

Mr. SPROULE. It is just because of
the trouble we have had in getting infor-
mation that the B111 Is not passed even at
this late hour, Information w1hich was neee.
sary to enable us to judge whether this was
a good or a bad bargain. We never could
get information, praetically we have no In.
formation yet. When we analyse the smal
items of information that we have obtain-
ed, we find that they are entiirely erroneous.
The Minister stells us that we have made
a good bargain, and he bases his statement
on estimates made by comparison, saying
that if we were to build a new road from
Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert it would cost
us so much. But when he comes down to
partieulars he says : My engineers tell me
it would cost $300,000 to build a bridge over
the Yamaska. We sent on a compeitent
engineer to examine the locality, and the
report he gives us Is that the bridge could
be built for $40,000 or $50,0. Then, the
Minister says it wo)uld cost about $400,00
to build a bridge over the Richelleu ; buit an
examination of the proposed bridge in de-
tail, made by a eompetent engineer, reveals
the fact that it would eost $80,000 or $90.-
000. Therefore, wheu we come to analyse
the few details he has given us, we ind
them very extravagant, and If we are to
judge of the rest of his bargain by these
items, we muet corne to tbe concluslon that
It is a very bad bargain. We are also told
that If we were building a new llne It would
cost us $1,400 an acre to pay fbr (the rigbt
of way. New, go Into Ontario, perhaps the
best farmdng province lu the Dominion, and
tell the farmers there that you have paid
what ls equivaent to a value of $1,400 an
acre for the right of way, and .they would
say : The ithing is absurd, we never get
any such prices, we did not get one-tenth
of that money when ithe aght of way was
taken from us. Yet thelr -and Is more
valuable for agrieultuml purpses than the
land which would :be expropratled here.
Then, the Minister says thlt he bas no close
and eareful valuation as to the cost of tii
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road before purchasing. Well, does he give Yamaskai and Richelieu rivers, are submlt'
that as a justification for his bargain ? No ted to competent engineers who are capable
man lu thiis House would be more ready ito of judging and golng into a proper inquiry,
condemn such a statement if it was made we find a -vide difference between the esti-
by his opponenits. He would require a close mates given as to the cost of thîs work. In
and careful valuation of the cost of these one case-the construction of a bridge across
roads In orider to enable him to Judge whe- the Yamaska-we are informed that It can
ther the bargain was a good one or not. be buit for $40,00 or $50,00, whie the
Now, we have no such information in re- hon. Minister of Railways and Canals says;
gard to this bargain, we have no estimate My engineer says, that It wlll cost $300,000.
made by a competent engineer, which I sub- In the other case, for building a bridge over
mit we should have, not only an estimate the Richelieu River,, a competent engineer,
of a lump sum, but an estimate In detail.who bas analysed the natter and inquired
If we had such estimates, we could sub- Into It, says that it can. be bulît for $80,000
mit them to other competent men who mdghted or $90,00, while the hon. Minister of Raile
carefuily examine them and ascertain upon ways and Canais says, upon the estimate
what grouinds biq eâtlma.tes 'were mnade In of his engineer, that It will coat about $400,
order that we ray judge whether the bar- 000. When we take this difference between
ga In lm a fair and reasonable one. these estimates, between the estmates of

Now, the bon. Mînister said we had ail the departmental engineer and men who
this Information brougit out before the have examined into thisnatter specificanly,
speclal committee and I thnk the right hon. who are competent 0d Intelligent engineerh
First Mînîster agreed with hlm. It was we are Justlied l demandCng that more ln-
neyer reported to this House, If I remem- formation shalsle submitted to this com.
ber anything about that speclicommlttee. mlttee before we alow sucli a contract teo
If I understood the purport of thatspeciaI pass and recelve the sanction of this House.
commIttee, It was for the purpose on ascer- If we do taot demand ths binformation, we
tainlng what had become of thej money are n,3t performing the duty that we owe to
given by the country to build that railway, the country. We are making what l, inl
whaeterot was properly or properly ex- f myJudgment, an Improvident bargain,u d
pended. It was not exacty In regard to the one whchn this House shouidfot sanction
cot of the ra.lway, or what it would have ithout al the data whie Iassert ithbas
cost tonbord another ralway olke that. The a rvgit to have.
report of that commttee was neyer sua-
mtted lu fuil to tis House; hIam In the s M. BORDEN (Haifax). Mr. Charman,
judgment o!tthe House, whe I saye that.otheon. Mlnster of Railways and Canais
lu the Ilglit o! what we know now, the lesa; suggested. some time ago, that, ln dealing
sad aboutthe nqury sd report othat with th batter, he dllot think It neces-
committee by hon. gentlemen, the better. If 1 sary Wo get down to very minute details. It
we are to take the report of that commtteewas only necessary for hi to give us gen.
as a justification for what we are dolg to- era Information. I certainy think he bas
day, I say it w all coe farfrom atsfying te eot got down very far Into detals, when le
urioety of the country, when they cone to tels us that these two bridges wouid cost

inquire Into what are the revelations of $300,00 and $400,000 respectively, whiie the
that commlttee, or what the revelations hon. memiber for Glengarry, whÔ la a prac-
whieh might have been made, if they were tical man, and who bas praetcal means te
not made to ths House. lu connectIon with determine the cost o! these bridges, says,
the nqury nto that rallway. The le s sald that ne would coat $40,000 asd the ther
about It by on. gentlemen, the better, If between $80,000 and $100,000. The state
they are mentonngt as a Justification for ment whch the hon. member for Glengarry
the contract they are e whterIngi I say, makes ln this respect l borne out, when
that, l connection with t s whole sheme, we compare the length o! one nf thene
we bave not the reasonab e Information brdges with the ength of the Lachine
that members of the committee ought to bridge. The Lachine bridge la 3,652 feet
have to enable them to Judge whether ths long, according to the report of the engin.
bargain la a good one or a bad one. There eerl while the bridge over the Yamaska
das bee'n a paucty o nfom atlon given to t Rivero d 31 feet long, or about one-leventb
this ommittee ; there bas practicaly been o the other. If yeon admt that the engin.
nu information at aei, aithoug we have eerig difficutes are quite as great over the
asked for Information l regard te rwatwas Yama rfa, although we eau hardly suppose
the earning o! the road for the short re the are as great over a river ca tat sort
tht we had It what the mileage earninge as over the St Lawrence; but If y n gve
were, what it woald coat to buld another to, the hon. Min ost ralWys and Car
road u case we dd not take thes ne. We aitn$0,00 and 0ep.tyTthe benefit of the
have been unable to get Informaton to en- doubt li that respect m you would Glotgave

able themmmlttee to jda whether this laoanthg, cori t o thbrie reportof erng

bgoo n or a god ogane Wor thba one. Tere eer,0 wlethe bridge tLcnover the mSt.
hao en! aciyo information uthv e n given to iverawsen31 cot lno about 0; one-eleventh
ths omme the reluidn ha praigel o eten of thetl other.eI you admi that the ~ eni

no .infraina0l, lhuhw1hvLeigdiEute.reqiea retoe h
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thInk. Well, when the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals founds an argument to this
House-because it Is In that view only that
this matter is coming up-upon the fact that
this bridge would cost $300.000, I think the
committee have a right to demand from the
hon. gentleman some further data, some bet-
ter estimate than any he has afforded to us
so far, because we have practical estimates
made by the hon. member for Glengarry,
who is a practical man, and we have also
a fair basis of comparison between this
bridge and the bridge at'Lachine. I think.
therefore, It is only fair that the hon. Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals should sup-
port the statement which he bas made to
the House and to the committee by some
details, so that we can judge as to whether
the estimate is reasonable. Another state-
ment upon which the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals joined issue with the bon.
member for York, N.B., (Mr. Foster), was
as to whether or not 14 could be properly
sald that this country has any ownership
in this road. I venture to think that the
statement made by the hon. member for
York was correct. We have no such thing
as ownership in this road at all. If, instead
of getting a half interest In thls road, this
agreement had provided for an entire inter-
est, it would still be only a leasehold inter-
est ; It would not be an ownership at all. It
would be a leasehold for ninety-nine years,
with the right of renewal. Therefore, It Is
wholly out of place to talk about an owner-
ship in the road. We have only a half in-
terest for ninety-nine years. In so far as
the user is concerned, we do not make any-
thing like a half user ; we make something
like a one-twentieth user. We are not in
the same position as the Grand Trunk in re-
ference to the road, as to selling our Interest.
We have simply a leasehold interest. We
have a half interest for ninety-nine years at
a fixed rate of rental, and we have nothing
more than that.

Mr. FOSTER. I think my hon. friend the
Minister of Rallways and Canals must have
the engineer's report In reference to this
proposed alternative Une. I find that, at
page 4230 of the "Hansard," he sald :

Well, we have got to Caughnawaga, and my
engineers Bay:6

"Insteadof havIng to travel 38 miles to get
from Ste. Rosalie by the present proposed route
Into the Bonaventure station, we would have to
travel 55 miles, going up to Caughnawaga and
coming back again on the other side."
That, evidently, is an excerpt from the en-
glneer's report ln reference to thîs alterna-
tive proposition. I thlnk my bon. frlend
ought to brtng that down.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have a, mab or plan- that my
engineer prepared showing, what would be
the alternatire route, If a alternative route
were taken up, where It -would have, t go,
and the coet per mile.

Mr. FOSTER. A map would not have a
translation of these words in italcs.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. What is that ?

Mr. FOSTER. What I have just read.
This Is evidently from the engineer's report.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Anything you have quoted from
the englneer's report will be found ln the
engineer's report. Would the hon. gentle-
man be good enough to say where it Is
quoted ?

Mr. FOSTER. Well. this ls what you say:
Well, we have got to Caughnawaga, and my

engineers say:
" Instead of having to travel 38 miles to get

from Ste. Rosalie by the present proposed route
into the Bonaventure station, we would have to
travel 55 miles, going up to Caughnawaga and
coming back again on the other side."

It must be in a report.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. The plan shows that.

Mr. FOSTER. What plan?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. The plan the engineer put ln my
hand.

Mr. FOSTER. Does not my hon. friend
(Mr. Blair) see that if he makes a quota-
tion--

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not make any quotation,
except that I stated to the House what the
engineer of the department presented to me.

Mr. FOSTER. I will read It again: It is
not what the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair)
himself says, but in the " Hansard " It Is
printed as a quotation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Well, I do not think it has any
right to appear as a quotation, for I was
not quoting the language of the engineer.
I was stating the fact that his plan shows
it was 55 miles Instead of 38 miles.

Mr. FOSTER. It Is printed In the "Han-
sard," as If it were an extraet. Well. let
me ask the Minister this question. Did he
go Into this bargain, prepare himself to pay
that amount. come down to the House and
justify his bargain by an elaborate state-
ment as to what the alternate route· would
cost without having had the report of an
engineer upon that alternate route ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAL&. I did not have any report of the
engineer, as the hon. gentleman rMr. Foster)
would put It. I had obtained from the egi
neer a statement as to what would be the
eost of 'the alternate route, as to what the
admtlonat mileage, as to what It whuld cost
per mile to bud, the 55 nilles outeide of the
two miles I spoke of as running from the
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outskirts of Montreal-the cost of the brldg
and the cost of getting to the cattle-yard.

Mr. FOSTER. That would take ln the
eost of the bridge, too.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes. I have given the figures on
my e•ìgineer's statement te me.

Mr. FOSTER. Wl1 my hon. frIend (Mr
Blair) brinig down the engineer's statement

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I thougbt I had it In my desk
but I find I bave not.

Mr. FOSTER. If the Minister gives It
after dinner, it will be all right. Now, I
want the Minister to give some more infor-
ination on this pe'nt-and it was a very
strong point ln his argument-namely, the
cost of the right of way, and the cost of
the right of way was, he said, heightened
by the nature of the country through which
the road would pass. The bon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) said:

Just Imagine getting the right of way through
eleven towns and villages, one of them at least
of the Importance of St. Hyaclnthe, and the hon.
gentleman and the committee know the Import-
ance of other places.

Will my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) give us a
list of the eleven towns and villages through
which the alternate road would have to
pass, and the population.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not thlnk I can give you
the population, but I can give you the list.

Mr. BERGERGN. The hon. member for
St. Hyacinthe (Mr. Bernier) can give the
:opulatlon.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

OANALS. Perbaps the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Bernier) will supplement my statement with
a statement as to the population.

Mr,. FOSTER. This is the only opportu.
nity we have bad of getting down to facts;
hitherto we have been dlylng around ln the
ethereal regions, and the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) must give us some latitude.

The MINITER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. What I did state the other evea.
ing to the commlttee with reference to the
probable cost of the alternate Une, was
drawn out of me by a suggeston made by
the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Me.
Lennan) that another Une eould be built-I
do not knowv whether he put that forward
aboutIbulilding, another "aralel line to -the
line betreen Ste. E ele and St. Lambert
btt e 'did, with regard toaàlUne to Cýaughna'
VAga, and comin down ,!ong the ahore -of
theriver and theeanal lands. I statedthat,
not 'as a-n ecessary part of our, ease becaue
our enf l tonhe whole, I desired It to be

e understood. was strong and ought to coi-
mend itself to Parliament.

e It being Six o'clock, the Speaker lett the
Chair.

After Reess.

Mr. FOSTER. Before we go to the next
section I would like to hear from the Minis-
ter whether he has any further llght with re-
ference to the cost of ithat alternative ne,
especialy the bridge over the Yamaska.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. B1:r). No, I have not any
further Information to give to the hon. gen-
tieman.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the bon. gentleman met
found his engineer's report?

The MINISTER OF RMLLWAYS AND>
CANALS. I have not found my englneer's
report. I have found the engineer's state-
ment to me, which I used the other night. I
have got the memorandum which he gave
me,

Mr. FOSTER. Dees the hon. Minister ob-
Jeet to put that on the Table ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do net propose to put that on
the Table.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. Minister pro-
pose te give any detail of the estImated cost
of $300,00 for the Yamaska brkdge ?

The MINSTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have not got any detail. I
have just got what the hon. gentleman heard
me say. the gtatement of the engineer that
he estimated the cost of the bridge at

Mr. POSTER. Then, I tbink we may come
to the conelusion thait the hon. gentleman bas
not any estimate or any statement signed by
any reputable engineer, his own or anybody
else. He has committed himself to defdnite
statements before the House, but he cannot
give the House the name of any reputable
or eompetent engineer sIgned under that es-
itimate.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CAYALS. I do not know what the bon.
gentleman means to imply by that. If be
means to east any doubt upon the accuraey
of, my statement about having received this
estimate or memorandum from the engineer,
I w111 relleve him amd the House by putting
my statement on the subject before the
Rouse, and aeave the hon. gentleman to comment on It and criticseitsbeplea . Ibave gtated to the House, on my respolbi-
ety as a mmber and a#Minister, that my
-the nOrmatoan and ster gave me

to the H s the othernafght, a dIf the-
hon, gentman s going a uog Way asearcely buting to the am t s
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proprieties of debate, when he undertakes tomsays,1'Yes,1 have got tie ln-
assume that the statement I have made to formation from my offleers; do you doubt
the House is not correct. My chief engineer my word? If you do, you eut yourself off
furnished me with data which I use, and from the ressonable amenities of debate,"
which I state to the House on his authorlty. That 'vas fot true. Neither would a threat
The House is entitled to accept my statement. of that kind friglten the Opposition*or have
If the hon. gentleman will not accept it, I the least weight wtth any man In thls HOUSe.
will let him deal with it as he pleases ; but The hou. gentleman bas gone upon data and
I thlnk ·t Is searcely confining oneself withIn Information given Ulm 'bY-men who know
the bounds of propriety and within the amen- and le bases bis argument on that infornia-
ities of debate when the lion. gentleman tion, and as one Who does fot know person-
either insinuates or states that I have Do ally. Wby should we not have the informa-
such authority or statement as I have given flon at first band? The bon. gentleman baS
to the House. it, how easy it 18 for hlm te Iay lt Ou the

Mr. FOSTEIL There is no need for any Table. If le las fot got it, slould le not
heat iii this matter, and there is no need give the Bouse the Inormation that Our ow
for the ultimate resort to the absolute state- oficers, paid by the public money, bave given
ment of the Mlnis-ter that we are bound to hm and which 'e require?
recelve. We receive wlth great respect theilThe whole difficulty ln the situaton
statements made by Ministers with reference the lon. gentleman bas got down noW to
to their departients, and yet the House, as Prlo
one of Its rights, insists upon baving the re- over the heads of lndefinUe statements and
ports of the1 technical offieers, wbo certainl ytalk grandly of through traffie andthe like,
know more about such matters than the fleet- ami make estimates whieb are ail Indefinite
ing Minister of the department eau krow,
both from training and from long famillarityb mts
with what is the work of -their lives. If theIl to a deinlteline of argument, bristllng
hon. gentleman bas a statement from one of with definite statements. We vant to have
his engineers throwing, by caleulation or bythese reports at frst band. We waut to

conlusonanyligit ponthenmter f U~eknow JUSt what ithese statemnents are worth,conclusion,, any light upon. the matter of thegofra ewhaela ecn uealternative route, as to its cost, It certainly
Is an element imported into the discussion by them. What childishness It Is for a Min-
the hon. gentleman hlmselft; because it was Ister to core down to a couple of liundred
on the ground of the great cost and what he men ln thls Ho ise, every man with Ju8t
thought was the non-feasibilty of a reason- as much comnon sense, presumably, as him-
able alternative route that he induced the self, business men, who have as much right
House and intends to induce the country toto draw enclualons from data given k> them
accept thc present scheme. Now, I would like as he bas from data given te hln-what
to ask the lion. Minster what reasonable oî>- elildlshness on bis part t> refuse to, give
Jeetion there Is to bis puttIng these state- tem what data. The "n. gentleman knows
ments and ths data of the engineers of ifs thatwhen reports of a publie nature, wheu
deriartmient before the Btouse. Tbey are not the repo«rts of engrIneers or anything of 'tli
hli engineers ; they are rurs. We pmy for klnd. are made te foundation of an argu-
them. Tbey remafn there just as long as ment, he must gîve every member of the
thîs Houze says tliey shal remain. Wben flouseT acess o 1t. To do otherwse s
this House says they srakl not remain In sinp y to assume that he is the heaven-
office, they do flot remain tn office. They are bo lefalter,ithrough wyh ail dnformaiosi
lot the personal appurtenance of the Minister s to gce ont, trcksng konthe members of

at aI, and any Minister rwhobas tbatidea the Houe, just e hturs the fauct. Wehk ,
In bi mmnd bad better d1sabvse hlmself of 1aproepse, his thelanguage of the Sitor
that fdea first »s laet. Tbey are our offiers. General, k> ask that I get the water from
and the offly reas)n the Mihster bas a staff the fountan at frst bad, unadulterated, and
In that building 4s because this Pdiaament would like to wave nt, as It f ows from the
votes money for thattttafff, thinks we orgsht engineers.
Sbave them there, and le pleased to- keep I d hope the on.it fMonier wll flot put
them there es long ae tbey do their work- Tae. f Inthe wrong by refusIng thl hen
for whom ? For this Bouse and this coun- f<rinaton, and I do hope lie wlil ot pro-
try. The hon. gentlemqn Is asi heipleas as an ceed k>o the extra*mity of saylng that be-
Infant vithout the staff we give hlm. e cause we want the statementa or ioen
bas no more itrengtb or Power ln bis rigbt glneers at b rstbhand, we istrusetis wd
arm to carry on a Une of railway or 'tiuim and a therefore no lonr frt for the a&
a~ bridge than the paf about thineuse. olety o? gentlemen. Now, we dowant te
He géta bis power, and bisInfo poacfroclAbesgentlemen on this hde, nasmnfl as we
whie h biepower cornes, rom the staff d have the fear of tie hon. gentemans and
we give hm and wbh'we pay. We bave a deanton In our eysw but we a indofite
pefeet riht t »gmbehlnd the Mlter h bm- our riht and have te oakfcomr tIt infor-

self ami theseoreporreport firstrhand.erWe wantoto
Mr.Sch'eler fl hatd t our o knowDr Bjut wht these stantet are worh

cer, and sterMtoicomer downlto avcouple tof hundred
me1ntisH3e8eeymn ihjs
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When a Minister of the Crown quotes a publie The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
document and founds upon It an argument or 0ANALS. I wll give a list. I tod him,
asrtion, that document, when called for, ought1t when the matter was Up before thart i
t be produced. com could not recall the names of the differentBut, outslde of constitutional rudes, the coin- places.
mon sense, business plan of dealing wit'
us, who are a committee for the people, Mr. FOSTER. Did be get this from lis
Just as from the hon. geniteman who is engineer ?
in *the position of one of the executive, Is
to give us the fulleat Information and the The M HINISTER OF MLWa YS aND
documents which he quotes. It is not dig- (ANALS. He gave them to me, and they
aiied or common sense for a Minister to were eleven.
bristle up and say he wl not give us the Mr. FOSTER. Did he give you the names ?
Information because our asking for it im. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDplies that we do not believe him. CANALS NoAnother statement made by my hon. frIend (A S '
in his speech the otiher night, for which he Mr. FOSTER. They were not lu the
gained great applause from the hon. member statement of any kind and the hon. gentle-
for North Welington (Mr. MeMiuIen), man has noting but the recollection that
amongst others-and the hon. member for he was told so ?
Norlth WeMington is now lastentng-was that The MINISTER OF RMLWAYS ANDthe building of an alternative route would r MiISTR 0tRMWAY AN
be much more expensive. The argument CANALS. I know it was so.
was Imported by the hon. MInAster hlm- Mr. FOSTER. You knew there was
self. It dd fnot occur to him on the spur eleven towns and vIâages there ?
of the moment, but w , an argument He The MINISTR OF EMLWAYS ANDhad gone over, unodoubt, for days. He The NM.LNoqt 1 R 0F RÂ atAY s a.D
had furnished himself with the written OANiaS. No, but I know that he said
statements of engineers, he had talked to s I ave already explalned very fully
these men about it, he had the whole argu- to the commåbtee the cireumstanes under
ment complete, and a large part of his con- which I made my statement the other night
tention was that the alternative route wa and on what authority. I do not know
simply lmpossMble because of its cost. There whether the hon. gentleman tthinks that this
were bridges to be constructed, one of whde method of catechiIng with regard to an
would cost $3000. and the other $40,0 inferior detai, upon which the general pod-
there was the right of way to be purehased cy of arranging with the Gand Trunk
whIch would cost $150 an aere, and agIn Rad1way as a means of reaching Montreal,
$W00000 more, and he reiterated thee poInt was not based or defended, Is very effective
as potential arguments ln the case. 1 as an argument. Nor vas that policy found-
acknowdege that tey are, if they are true. ed upon the question whether or not the
What was one of these,? The hon. en- Yamaska bridge would cost $ ,000 or only
tieman said o? . haf that amount.

Just imagine getting the right of way through
eleven towns and villages, one of them at least
of importance, St. Hyacinthe, and the hon. gen-
tlemen In the committee know the importanee of
all the other places. Is it reasonable, would any
Government be safe, would I not be worthy of
the severest condemnation If, as Minister of
Railways, I advised my colleagues tbat we could
expropriate the right of way from Ste. Rosalie
to St. Lambert on the basis of paying $150 per
aere.
We bave the rlght to know what are Rese
dozen towns and villages, which wouk1 be
such an essentis element In te payment
of high prices for the exropriation oftnd.
Tihe Minister, of course, willexpihan t
In deflta th e committee.

The MINISTER OF RALWAYS AND
CANALS. I stated before six o'clock that I1
would have a memorandum furnisýhing the
naMesof thesePueces, and 1 INmhave
it lnashort tîne. Itelephoed toDone of
the oMeffa â n my ôffce, Mr. Jones, and he

as just answered me tha we wMlbave
It here shortly.

Mr. p6TR. My hon. âîend canot
or s own knowledge, name a number of
these important towns.

Mr. FOgTR,

1 think I stated to the committee tie olther
night, that In my vIew-and I think lin
that vIew I was justified linseking for
the Government-and I fnd the hon. mem-
ber for Compton (Mr. Pope) very fully agrees
with me-it would be very much better for
the Government not to reach Montreal at ai
than to attempt to reach it in any other way
tthan the -way we have arranged. I have
baed the agreement upon the general value
of Mat arrangement, as realsng to the
fuMest possible extent, at a modere charge,
what we desred to obtain, and whach ar-
=ngement compare favourably with thse
between the Gran Trunk Riway and
other companes upon business principles.

It was In consequence of a suggeston
thrown out on the other aide of the House
tbat T stated to the committeeethat any of
the alternative methode which had been sug-
gested, one of them by the hon. member for
Glengarry, would nat be more favourabl
elther nanclaly or otherwise, and having
regard to the advantages of reaching Igont-
real over the Grand Trank RaRUWy.thes
would not be more favourble arrangements
to make. I pointed ont that âofarasthe
constructIon of another Une parallel with

1
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ir enctly along the same route from Ste.
IRosalte to St. Lambert, was concerned, that
ny engineers stated to me that they esti-
mated the cost of that road at $485,000 out-
side the two bridges, and upon the basis
that $100 to $150 an acre for land damages.
But they were not takiug into account, and
could net take into account, what It would
cost to run the Une through the eleven towns
and villages.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Have you a written
report of the engineer ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The engineer gave me memoran-
da upon the subject which I used In the
House, and gave me along with It a map.
As I read to the committee, he estimated
the probable cost of constructing an Inde-
pendent lne from gte. Rosalie to St. Lam.
bert. exelusive of the two bridges, 4at S85,-
440. The figures whieh would go to make
up thatt ameunt were given lu detail. I sald
rhat the land damages were estimated at a
sum not exeeeding $150 per acre in making
up that sum total, but that the engrineer
advised me in these terms :

In estimating the cost of 32 miles of railway
between Ste. Rosalie and Montreal, the value cf
the land bas been treated as farm land, whereas,
in passing through towns, of which there are
several, the land should be treated as town lots.

And he was unable to make any estmate
at all as to what the land damages would
amount to. The ignres as to the land dam-
ages which he Included ln his gross esti-
mate of $485,000 were based upon a value
of farm lands not to exceed $150 per acre.
I gave that information to the committee, i
stated that data was furnished to me in re-
gard to the bridges tu the gross, the Riche
lieu bridge would cost $40000, and the
Yamaska bridge, $300,000. If 'I were to put
cn the Table all the papers from whicb I
made my statement, and which I have re-
celved from my deputy, It would not furisli
the House with a particle more Information
than I have given It. I do not think that the
data which I am using and which is fur-
nished to the Minister In coue of an ad.
dress, is a public document ln any sense to
go upon the Table, therefore, I do not thInk
that the request is a reasonable and proper
request to make. I read no document but
give the information as furnished to me, and
the House le ln fulposseson of the detas
ti regard to the matter, such as they are,
because there are realy no detdals; the Ri-
chelleu bridge was stàted at $ ,0. and
the Yamaska bridge at $0,OO0. If Iha
the detailed items going to show how the
cest of these brIdges was made up, and
If the hon. gentlemen wished to see them.
I would have no objeetIon fturnlshing that
Information. But I have not got It ; I have
only got the gross amount as it was etated
to me. I recolleet at thîs moment that the
engineer. In giving me hs memoranda, added

138?½

that lie had obtained hie Idea as to the pro-
bable cost of these bridges largely from
the Grand Trunk Railway Company, who
have built bridges acroSs both these rivers.
and was, therefore, In a good position to
say what would be the probable cost of
these bridges.

Mr. POWELL Will you let me see the
paper ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The memoranda I have here ls
mixed up with other memoranda that I de
not think the hon. gentleman would care to
see. I will mark portions of it for him.

Mr. SPROULE. It is a question of inter-
est to the House as to what rights the House
bas with regard to the services of engineer
It seeme to me that one of the purpos
for which the country employs them Is to
give information, neot only to the Govern-
ment, but to Parliament, whIch would en-
able Parliament to judge of the wlsdom or
otherwIse of entering Into great engage-
ments. lu this case above many others, it la
most desirable that we should have not only
the liformation that has been given to the
hon. Minister, but much more specidie and
definite information, because it Is only when
we are in possession of detalled Information
that we are able to analyse It and judge
how far we would be JustIfied in going. I
cannot see any reasen why the Minister
should withhold this Information. Where
contracts are to be let and where the Min-
ister has ta use private Information, it might
be necessary for him to withhold t
information froi the House. But there
are no contacts to be let upon the basis
of this Information, therefore, I caot
see any justifiable reason why this ln-
formation should be withheld. If he says
that lie has no Information further than an
epitome, then I think the House has a right
to question whether he Is himself ln pos
session of the Information which he ought
to have, and whlch he ought to be able to
give to this House before this BIH ospassed.
We want to be able to judge whether it
would be preferable to buid a new road or
to purchase the one that Is submitted to the
House.

The MNSTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CAINALS. It would pay better to go by fjie
Grand Trimk Rallway than by any other
way, even If you could get ln for nothing
by another way.

Mr. SPROULE. That may be, because
there may be elements ln the situation that
I am not ln possession of, which would
make me a competent judge. But a contract
tg submitted for our ratifcation, and we
are oblged, as representatives of the people,
to conslder it on Its merits, and we wish ta
have certan information to enable nu to
Judge. It le the comparlson of how mueh
it would cost for us to acquire the same
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service by building a railway of our own.
Therefore, If such a proposition were sub-
mitted to the House that we might build a
rallway of our own, or, as It Is stated to
the House, that we cannot build a railway
of our own for anything like the expeadi-
ture here called for, we naturally ask. -
what information you are justified ln saying
so. The meagre information given; is, that
this road is through a country in which It
would cost a very considerable amount to
bulld a railway-but we are not told how
much per mile. We are told that the ?ight
of way wlll be expensive, as it goes through
a number of villages. Those who know no-
thing of the geography, are unable to judge
what this will cost, and those who live lu
the locality say, that they cannot locate the
villages, any more than we can. The Min-
ister says, there are eleven villages. We
ask where they are, and what size they
are, so that we may know whether land i!n
the vlclnity of these villages will be lxpeu-
sive or otherwise. But the lnformation is
not given us. Thé hon. gentleman tells us
that the Important item In the cost would
be the building of two large bridges. One of
these, he says, will cost $0,000. We ask
for the estimate of the engineer, so that we
may see on what basis he. comes to that
conclusion. We find that another engineer
examines the locallty and reports that the
cost of the bridge would be $50,000. Wile
are we te belleve ? The engineer whose
estimate Is quoted by the Government, !s
certainly not more dlsinterested than the
other, in fact, the Independent engineer
might be said to be more dlsinterested than
the engineer who Is standing by the Minis-
ter ln the proposition he makes. Then, the
Minister tels us that the other bridge would
cost $40,000. The other engineer, I pre-
sume, after careful examination and work-
Ing it outsays the cost wIll be $,000 or
$90,000. I say we are justified in entertain-
Ing a very strong suspicion that the Minis-
ter has not been furnIshed with data ln suffi-
cient detail to enable him to judge of the
eas correetly. We ask him to give the de-
ti.led Information to the House,. so that
the House may judge whether the estImated
cost of the bridge Is reasonable or otherwise.
If we have regard to the limited informa-
tion given us as a basis for ratifying the
contract entered into, we must eome to the
conclusion that we cannot estimate fairly
whether this is a good bargain or a bad one.
I say the House is entitled to more informa-
tion. That is the reason why we keep en-
gieers. There are utmes when the engin-
eer's estimate must be kept private from
the House, but this le not such a case, be-
cause it ls not suggested that that informa-
tion wIll be put te any wrong use.1 I can
see no reason why the gretest freedom
should net be exercised by thei Minister ln
giving us the most detailed Information that
Is givenbhlm by tbe engneer. Iftheengin-
eer has given him no more Information than

Mfr. SPROULE.

he has given the House, I would advise him
to Instruet the engineer to go over the case
again and furnish hlm with proper Informa-
tion on the subject.

Mr. HAGGART. I would like to ask the
Minister, whether he considers that the line
in this paragraph mentioned, "hereinbefore
described, and of the terminals and connee-
tions hereinbefore mentioned, and allI inter-
mediate stations and premises of the com-
pany," applies to what Is described ln the
" Montreal joint sectionI" and "Chaudière
joint section," and whether that conveys
also " connection with the Canadian Pacifle
Railway, via Jacques-Cartier."

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have no doubt about that.

Mr. POWELL. The Minister wIll pardon
the gentlemen on this side of the House, if
they are a Uttle lnclined to regard these cer-
tificates of the Deputy Minister as some-
what apocryphal. That gentleman gave a
certificate which was put ln before the
Drummond County Committee of the value
of this piece of road from Ste. Rosalie to St.
Charles, showing It be a million and a half
of dollars. And here we have an estimate
ln to-day of $1,185,000. There is a differ-
enee of $315,000 on 30 miles of railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I thInk the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Powell) must be in error.

Mr. POWELL. Oh, no, I am not ln error.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. What the hon. gentleman would
probably be justified lu stating ie that the
piece of road from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lam-
bert cost the Grand Trunk a million and
a half of money.

Mr. POWELL.
value.

No, he estimates the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That would be a fair statement
-It was not from Ste. Rosalle to St. Henri,
but from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert.

Mr. POWELL. It does not matter; It
was to the bridge.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAIS. He would be Justified In stating
the railway was worth a million and a half,
because It cost the Grand Trunk that
amount.

Mr. POWELL. It was given for the pur-
pose of a valuation.., Whether It la a con-
structive valuation or not, it l immateral.
And now we have a valuation showIng a
difference of upwards of 80000.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is for another line.

Mr. POWELL; Whether It Is for another
Une or not, It Is for a first-class Ulne between
these two points. That ls, It le the same
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length of road ; so, there is no difference turn further to Mr. Phelps Johnson's testi-
so far as that Is concerned, and the hon. mony, he will find that this bridge was eon-
Minister's explanation does not amount to structed in 1887, so that, from the sum
much. named, 40 per cent will have to be subtract-

ed ln order to bring it down to modern prices.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND1 We will not go to the extent of 40 per cent;CANALS. Whether much or little, you were suppose we take 25 Per eent off.stating for a fact what was not a fact, ands

I corrected yo. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was thinking that you would

Mr. POWELL. It Is entirely immaterial have to add 40 per cnt.
whether we take a new road or a Ürst-class
road, like the Grand Trunk. I desire to re- MrîPeEe . gentlanJu dmenn
fer particularly to bridges referred to by te en t foa.genteansbo dg Intae
the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Mc- business and wbo undersfauàs what le Is
Lennan). If there is work In this country talking about. If the hou. gentleman, instead
that In the judgment of the Minister ofo îg this matter hsd u
Rallwaysi and Canals is first-class in every stch a man as Mr. Phelps Johusnhe
partienlar, if there is a possibuity of there would have estimated the cost of 1hat bridge
being In Canada a road that is equal te the at the fine at $4,00iess, whleh, aaken frein
Philadelphia Reading, or the best portions the $17,000, would give $13,O or $14000. 1
of the New York Central, In the hon. gen- wlll eaU bis attention to atlater bridge whieh
tleman's opinion, that road would be the
newly-constructed portion of the Drummond 1 sructd une bis ver eyeaIteferot
County road, the 43 miles constructed under1Maddington Falls bridge. For the inorma-
the supervision of the hon. gentleman lin- tien of-this liuse 1 will teil hm that that
self and the officers of his department. Now, bridge was erected laiFebrury, 1897, and
it might be of interest to the House to know is, be wiU observe, was atter the contraet
that there are some remarkably good bridges entered juto betweeu bimself and the
on that road. The bridges were one of the Drummond County Railway Company, at a
features dwelt upon ln respect of the road ;cest of $15,000. If he wilI turu te page 156
they were one of the chief features of the of tfs report he will see that, aeordlug te
capital cost of this raRlway. When Mr Mr.Pbelps Johnson, the Maddington Falls
Pbelps Johnson was upon the stand, I putbridge bas one span of 103 feet, eue span
him to the trouble of submitting two state-Iet 102 reet 4 luches,oeee 100 feet 8 luchez.
ments. The first was of the cost of these 1 and one of 98 fet 4 luches. Addlng thei
bridges, both on the old and new portions altogether he wi find the total length of the
of this railway. But that was not quite whole bridge is 40-4 feet. or 23 feet longer
suffielent for the purpose we had in view, than the Yamaska bridge. This is a magul-
and I called upon hlm to submit a second ficent structure, conipleted Io 4he satisfac-
statement; and In that second statement tin et the hou. gentleman, and uatotbe
we have further particulars than we had inmost advanced produets of modemnscience.
the drst. Now, for the information of the The coft1etthtws $15,000. 1Itblnk It wiU
hon. Minster, I would refer him to page 155 be assumed that this is a falr price for the
of the report of the Drummond County Rail- superstructure. We bave then left for tour
way investigation. The very first item is.abutients on this maguificent bridge, $285,-
the St. François River bridge, which cost 000, whIch would be $71,250 per abutment.
$17,500. The bon. member fer Glengarry (Mr. Me-

Now, we will refer to this magnificent steel Lennan) adduced figures and measurements.
bridge. If the hon. gentleman wIll turn Ie 1 touk the prcaution te go ever thend te
the next page and find the statement wleh make a caluation, and I tndtakiug the mon
is adduced by Mr. Phelps Johnson, he will-extravagant price, of$20Per cuble yard for
find that the St. François River bridge con- masonry, the cûetof the subatructure la less-
sists of three spans, two of which are 130 ened to $4090W. Adding te the ost'Of the
feet long each, and one 100 feet long. The Maddingtn Falls bridge, whlch Is higlier
hon. gentleman, with his experience, wWlftla the St. François bridge, te this we wl
know that a bridge with a span of 150 feet find tiut tbat bridge c<uld net have cost
long I oa much more expensive bridge than a $55900. If tbe hon. gentleman wlshes te lu-
bridge with a span of even 127 feet, as insttute a comparisonbetween the estimate
the case of the sinaller bridge on that par- for the Richelieu River bridge and another
ticular portion of the Une. Now, if he wUilbrHgene utf those magfMtent brîdges not
multiply the 150 feet in each span by two, exaety constmucted under thevery eye of
tbat wIll give him 00 feet, and 1f he will add the Minster of Rallways and.Canais, but
the 100 feet of the other span that wIll make yet meeting wltb bis appr6b&t1on, he wlIl
400 feet. Compare this length with the find that a bridge knowu aS lte north-west
length of the bridge over the Yamaska River bra the-Nicolet »Iver brIdge Is,8_M
and he will find that It la exactly 19 feet feet long. That bridge .onsiste1-f-tbree
longer. Now, thq bridge over the St. Fran-opans 'f-11<i.f eet une Of 160 feeteleven
gois which Is first-class In every respect, coet short pans «f 30 feet, and stlat thereare no

$17500forli suersrutur. I le wll e~thaudnt of ar Tgetema whoe s r n« the
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portions; in the first place, there Is the
pedestal of masonry, and in addition to that
there Is a steel tower. The hon. gentleman
will find that the cost of these steel towers
as well as the cost of the ordinary super-
structure, added together, and these steel
towers support a bridge 80 feet above water
level, Is $33,720 for the whole superstructure.
The estimate which bas been made by the
hon. member for Glengarry is certainly ln
excess of what the real cost of the bridge
would be. In the face of these facts, the
bon. MInIster of Rallways must not be sur-
prised if gentlemen of this side of the House,
noticing -the continued series of elongated
veracities which the Minister of Railways Is'
accustomed to submit to the House in con-
nection with railway matters, are Inelined to
look upon as somewhat apocryphal these
unproduced reports that are stated to enian-
ate from the deputy of the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals.

Mir. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I think, cer-
tainly, the hon. Minister Is bound to say
something ln reply to these statements whIch
have been made by the hon. member for
Westmoreland (Mr. Powell). They are taken
from blue-books; there Is not the least doubi
about the calculations; they are not the cal-
culations of the hon. member for Westmore-
land : they are the calculations of men who
know. of engineers and of bridge builders
and the like of that. Yet, the hon. gentle-
man, who has istened to this and who per-
sists in declaring that a bridge over the Ya-
niaska River would cost $300,000, and over
the Richelieu $400,000, is equally determined
In persisting that he shall not give the engin-
eer's statement or memorandum to that
effeet. I leave the hon. gentleman with his
own followers ; I leave him with the country
which will cerbainly take some cognizance
of the way In which the Minister comports
himself before the House. I am inclined to
think, what I have had my suspicion of
from the start, that from the beginnIng the
hon. Minister bas acted absolutely without
information of any definite kind at all. This
House has been kept in the dark from the
first. The hon. gentlem'an did not really
send an engineer down 'to look over the
Drmmond County Railway until he had
made a contract with the Drummond County
Company, or •practically had done what is
the same thIng. The hon. gentleman did not
brIng down, even, that report to us until we
had to fish it out of hlm. just before this
measure was ready to go through this House,
and it was with the greatest difficulty that
'we got this Imperfect report brought before
the House. I asked the hon. gentleman, the
other day, for the engineer's report as to the
condition of the road. He promised te bring
It down, but I have net seen it, and the hon.
gentleman has not fulfilled his promise ln
tbat respeet. The hon. gentleman has not
1aken the House into that confidence that he
should have taken it Into by gIving It the
Information whieb la the due of the House

and which we desire to have. That brings
me to another conclusion, and a conclusion
which is a grave one. I have no hesitation
in saying that, under these circumstances, I
shal have very great hesitation in believing
any assertion that the hon. Minister under-
takes to make wheil he seeks to bolster up
an argument he Is presenting to the House.
That is a hard statement to make, but I have
to make it. I think the whole tenor of the
hon. gentleman's conduct leads us to that
conclusion, and that conculsion alone. I
do not believe any engineer ln his depart-
ment will put his signature to a statement.
and work it out, that any reasonable bridge
across the Yamaska River will cost $300,000.
I challenge the Minister (Mr. Blair) to bring
down a statement from a single reliable
engineer to show that. I do not believe he
could get an engineer in his department to
set his hand to the statement, and work out
the quantities, and give it to this House, thar,
a bridge across the- river Richelieu, such as
would have to be construeted for that alter-
iate road, would cost $400,000. I challenge
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) to bring the
statement of bis engineer, if he can, before
this Flouse. Sir, what Is the conclusion we
must come to. The bon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) bas tried to crawl out of the argument
lie made here the otber night-an argument
of tremendous force if It were true-that
the alternative route was so expensive that
It would be folly for any business man to
think of It. He stated that It would take
&300,000 to bulld a bridge over the Yamaska,
and $400,000 for a bridge over the Richelieu.
I believe from the information that I have
heard to-night. read by my hon. frIend from
Westmoreland (Mr. Powell), and given also
by the hon. gentleman from Glengarry (Mr.
McLennan), that $60,000 is the outside of the
cost of a bridge over the Yamaska-as te
ihe bridge over the Richelieu I do not know
but I believe that one-third the amount the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) lias stated would
be amply sufficlent.

This brings us to a very lamentable crisis
in the affairs of this Parliament, when a re.
sponsible Minister Is going to put through a
n.easure by dint of an argument, based ou
these figures he said he got from the engi-
neers, and then refuses to bring the engi-
neer's statement down to the House so that
we may judge upon it. So much for that.
Tihe hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) in his deslre
to make a large speech and be deflnlte-I
warn the Minister (Mr. Blair) never to at-
tempt to be definite, because It always gets
him into difficulties-in order to make a
speech which would have deflnlteness and
conel'xsiveness in It, he went Into the ques.
tion of land damages. What did he state?
He referred to the St. Charles Branch and
the great land damages there, and lie sald :

And they did not go through eleven towns
and villages, they did not go through a country
of the saine value as the country from Ste.
Rosalie to St. Lambert :there la no gentleman
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familiar with both countries t hat would not bear
me out in that statement.
Again, he said :

ind. mark you, you have not included the
la.id damages of from $100 to $150 per acre. Now,
when you come to consider the expropriation
of the right of way thraugh that country, from
St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie,-

Those were the two points the hon. gentle-
man spoke of :

-- who is going to say what the amount of these
damages will be ? There are, to begin with, no
less than eleven or twelve considerable towns
and villages, some of them of considerable magni-
tude, towns that have grown up since the Grand
Trunk Railway was bulIt.

Would not any gentleman In this House,
listening to that speech, come to the con-
clusion that this was a section of the coun-
try, dotted In that 32 miles with eleven or
twelve considerable towns and villages
which had grown up since the Grand Trunk
Railway was built, and which would entail
on us large and heavy land damages. Where
are the eleven or twelve towns and villages?
The Minister has not given the name of one,
outside of St. Hyacinthe. When I ask the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) if he would give
the basis of his information. he simply
says: The engineer told me there were these.
and I stated what I had heard. That Infor-
mation is not worth anything. That informa-
tion, put as it was, was entirely unreliable,
and could do nothing else than deceive the
House. Whether the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) intended to deceive the House or not
is a different matter, but I state again, that'
such information, given as the hon. gentle-
man gave It, had vo other effect on the
House and the country, than to decelve the
House and the country. Here are the names
of the towns that were sent in. In the
first place. the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blairl
has gone beyond bis limit; lie lias passed
St. Lambert, and he has taken lu the city
of Montreal. But his argument had not to
do with St. Henri or Montreal ; it had to do
with the righbt of way between St. Lambert
and Ste. Rosalle. Of course, by such an
extraordinary course as bringing In the large
vIllage of Montreal, and the considerable
village of St. îHenri, he could make quite a
respectable showing on land damages : but
that was not his proposition. What are the
towns ? First. Ste. Rosalie. Wll the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Blair) tell me how man.
houses there are at Ste. Rosalle,' where this
road passes ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not count.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) does not know, and yet he made an
elaborate argument in reference to that.
Does he know that the station of Ste. Rosa-
lie is twenty acres away from the churci.
which is generally the important part of the

village ? There is nothIng there but simply
a station, there may be one or two houses.

An hon. MEMBER. Just the station.
Mr. FOSTER. Just the station, my hon,

friend says, and he knows the locallty.
That is one of the large towns, by which the
land damages are to be measured. Cover
it with bank bills of the denomination of
$5 eaci; better still, cover the ground with
gold, as the great value of the large and
flourishing village of Ste. Rosalie, which has
grown up since the Grand Trunk Railway
passed through ! The next town is St.
Hyacinthe; a town of eight or nine thou-
sand population, i think, and that is the
oie town on the list. And what large town
lias the Minister next in consideration. Ilt
is " U. C. Crossing." That means the
Unlted Counties Railway crossing, where
there are, I think, two buildings and no
more. Is that a considerable town?

Mr. BERGERON. It is ln a field.
Mr. FOSTER. It is ln a field, my hon.

friend says. It ,has not the distinction of
having a house there; it is out in the field.
But according to the Minister (Mr. Blair),
the land damages will be something tremen-
dous ln that hive of -ndustry which has
grown up since the Grand Trunk Railway
passed through it. The next place men-
tioned Is Ste. Madeleine, and will my hon.
friend (Mr. Blair) venture to say what the
population of Ste. Madeleine is?

Mr. WALLACE. Seven people.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.

Wallace) may be near it. The bon. MinIster
(Mr. Blair) is not so voluble now as lie was
when he was making his speech. He does
not attempt to answer a question when lt Is
put definitely to him. Ste. Madeleine is four
miles from the parish churchb; evldently not
cuttinig tihrough eburch property whicli
would be valuable ; evidently not cutting
through the aggregation of houses that gen.
erally colleCts about a church. Then, what
about St. Hilaire, two miles from the church,
a very, very little village. And what about
Beloeil, two miles or more from the parish
church, and which is not a town, not even
a village ? And what about St. 3runo, a
little collection of bouses, and St. Bazile,
the same, and St. Hubert, the same, aud
then we come to St. Lambert, where we
end for the purposes of this discussion.
Again, I ask the Mlnlster: Where are the
cleven or twelve considerable towns and
villages whlch were to make the land dam-
ages so high that we had better pay this
Immense amount for getting ln by the Grand
Trunk Railway, than to attempt to run an
alternate route through them ? The infor-
mation of the Minister (Mr. Blair) is just
worth that much to the House. No man
who listened to hlm, but who must have
saId : Of course if you attempt to put a rail-
way through crowded and thriving towns
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and villages, you will have to pay heavy not upon my own unaided judgment, but upon
expropriation damages. I, for one, had that the careful estimates and calculations of my offi-
idea from listening to his remarks, but cials in the department, made not to-day, not
when we come to analyse It, we find that the sterday, butbaforagues the adoptionto fec
Minister has been running through fields and scheme. Well, what are these calculations?
pastures the whole way, and his imagination These calculations are that It would cost, for the
has been as rich as the towns are scarce in laying down of the line of 32 miles, $485,440, Inde-
the country through which that road would pendently o! the two great bridges, ene acrose
run. the Yamaska and one across the Richelieu, and

Now, wo gave the information t my the probable large amount olandhoond gae ith noa enioneerMY damages which you miglit be called upon, andon. friend ? Wa it that engineer ? If called upn, to pay.
It was. I have still greater reason to doubt T
the estimates and stataments of that en- tiscussn icn ns asen in cor
gineer, and I would like to have bis state- te the ismitroi a t awdthe o
ment with reference to <the bridges as well. i net terbon. ing tof Rll-was andoranh
I say this is simply meant-no, I wll notaH
put it that way ; but I ay the result of purpose of con.tovertlng the argument et
It is siniply to deceive, first, the House and te hon. inember for Glengarry thatt ls
afterwards the country. Is that the kind positiou was based upon the eareful esti
of information the Minister of Ra1lways mates and aleulations of-bis officiai, now
expets this House to pass lis measures refuses te put the Honse In posse&çion of
upon ? When he comes to give us definite tiose estimates and caIxtions. Now, if
Information, that is the kind of information we had no rule on this subieot It wotid
he gives us ; and we find that as no be oaly rigt a a mattr of cmmon justice
foundation, that -it is a tissue of faIsehoodsphe
fromi beginning to end-which the Minister undertaklng te controvert %the statements ef

himslf ann4c dny, ntiwhlch le tare a icl mani, lieshould brIng these esti.himself cannot deny andwhIh he dare ates down. But, as a matter of fact,
not bring a statement of one of his en- hr abenqusinaoit-edtyf
gineers to deny. The hon. gentleman las the e cn e n quer ren about t ty e
nothing to say. e simply wants to cral documents, t place them bere the Huse.
oet ofit, and say, "The argument was not I readfrom Mays Pariamentar Prac-
soI ne tice," which is most explicit and clear 
portant that there is involved in it the s n
eredlbHity of a Minister. The hon. gentile- J
man tries to carry his measures through the A Mnister of thil Crown 18 not at liberty to
House by usIng as facts things that are read or quote from a despatel or other state
not facts. I challenge them from my place paper fot before the House, unless he le pre-
Inib- pared to lay It on the Table. Ts restraint llu tis leus, ani Ichaleng li~ tosimilar to that ruleofo evidence, In courts o!
stantiate those statements as facts. The 'law, which prevents counsel frorl citing docu-
Mlnister's reputation and posttlon Cannot ments whcih have wot been produced tn evidence.
be sustnined unless he sstatns as factsi
those things wdlh he has given this House
as facts. And yet ·the hon. gentleman bas
not a word to say. He simply shields him-
self behind his dignlty and says nothing.
A man's dignity Is better conserved by his
substantlatIng the statemente that he makes
ln this House by the .reports of bs eofficers,
or by whomeoever he can bring to substan-
tiate them, than it is by his standing in

Now, the hon. gentleman 4s makng an argu-
ment based on naterial to which we on this
side of the House have no access, and to
which we are entitled. He Is arguing a
case before the jury of the country on ma.
terial to which he alone has access, and to
which he denies us access. This constitu-
tional authority, which my hon. friend whIl
certainly not object to, says further :

frontr of is roiiowers and in face of the 1 The principle Is so reasonable that it las notOpposition of the country, and saying. "1 been contested, and when objection bas been
wil not answer you at al; I am a Min- rade in time. it has been generally acquiesced
Jater, and when I ope my moutlh, let no dog in. It has also been admitted that a document
bark." which has been clted, ought to be laid upon the

Table of the House, if it can be done without
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I observe that injury to the public Interests.

the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals,
In dealing with this same matter the other Notere I anbne onjrthe> te of the
day, undertook to controvert the statemen1t
that âbd been made to the House In regard House these documents, whlch aTe made
to the cost of constructing a Une from Ste. net for-the lenefit of the Miniter et Rail

Roeae teMonfoe1. Aittrlndlgin lusud Canala, or for thle bene' fit t bsRomge to Motreal. After IndulgngIndertment exclvey, but are made bynome sneers at the esUaites which had these officiais for the benefit of lie countrybeen given by my boa. fiend from Glen-and paitifor by the country. The hou.
garry (Mr. MeLennan), the hon. Minister gentleman bas net ay argument or any
used this language: suggestlon on account et whlch be doesnet

.Has he any idea what it would cost ? I can preduce these documents, and I think, lagive him an Idea of what it will cost, founded, fairnesa te himself, in faIrnes to bis Position
Mr. POSTER.
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as a member of the louse and a member
of the Government, in fairness to his repu-
tation as a man, he should lay them on
the Table of the House, and put the House
In a position to judge whether or not my
hon. friend froni G!eugaîrry is riglht in tie
estimate he made in regard to the cost of
this road and these bridges.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE. The Minister
of Railways and Canals surely las something
to say to the serious charges which are made
fron this side of the House. We have pro-
testel ail through these proceedings that the
papers which are required to form a judg-
ment. and whih hlie says hle had before him
before he would undertake to recommend
this meiasure to his coBeagues, should be
laid on the. Table of the House. What are
we here for ? We are here to vote away
hundreds of thousands, yes, millions of dol-
lars of the people's money for thls one pro-
jeet. Suppose i go back to my constitu-
ents, and they say to me, "What position
did you itake on th:at question of the Drum-
mond Oounty Railway?" " Well," I say,
"I did not take any partieular position."
"Why not ?" they ask. "Because I could
not form a judgment on it, because the Min-
ister persistently refused to give the evi-
dence which 'he ad ln iis possession, or
which he said he had ln bis possession, ln
order te come t a conclusion before he
could justify the project before his collea-
gues." We are the representatives of the
people o canada, met in Parliament te de-
elde on voting away many milions of dol-
lars on these enterprises, and we are denied
the documents whieh the Mdnister says he
has. I challenge the Minister to prodace
those documents. There are no such docu-
ments In existence to-day. Ihere is no
engineer In Canada who would stake hi4s
reputation on the figures which we have
heard given te this House this afternoon,
and on former occasions. Do you rueau
to tell me, Mr. Chairruan, that the evidence
of the ehon. member for Glengarry, wltlhie
evidence of the engneer he sent down there
-evidence wblih is Incontrovertibleý and con-
elusive-tbat there Is au engineer in this
country who has a reputation. and wbo
would destroy his reputation for any abillty
in his profession by givdng suc¾ figures as
we have been treated to In this debate ?
The name of the engineer Is, I presume,
given. I was told of one eugineer, who
was sent down to exauine this saine rail-
way and who never got beyond the city
of Montreal, because It was not intendedt
he should go any further, and the report
eomes from hm presuminably that everyth*ng
is luvely and the road is in excellent order.

The whole question of building this rail-
way is either buried in obscurity or ln some-
thing which cannot bear the light of day.
The hon. Minister teus s that he carefully
examined into this. that he had the opinions
of engineers before he could recommend it

to his colleagues. Well, I make bold to say
that another member of that Government
had this bargain all eut and dry, had the

j whole thing arranged; fnot perhaps the de-
tails, but the essentials. long before that
date. The Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte), it is well known, had a finger in this
pie, and had been boasting throughout the

ic-ountry that he had arranged this matter.
Mr. OOOHRANE. He had more than a

finger In the pie.
Mr. WALLACE. Yes. a great deal more.
Mr. COOHRANE. A man could not pull

out $30,000 with his finger.
Mr. WALLACE. He is sadly bpUed If he

hlad not several good slices of the pie. Al
these things were arranged by the Minister
of Publie Works. Then the Minister of
Railways appeared on the scene, and in
order to justify the seheme, he said that he
had got 'the opinions of engineers. Let him
put tiose opinions on the Table ; let us read

1 them; let us tell the people what these re-
ports are that wilt justify this House in
voting the money or-condemn us for voting
it. We want to have a knowledge of al]
the facts. Yet the hon. Minister persistently
refuses to- give us the information. That
may be very well for hon. gentlemen on
that sIde, though I do not believe it Is. I
do not believe that those gentlemen,. who
sat silent all these days when this subject
w as- open for discussion are satisfied with
the course of affairs. We know how, in tbe
days gone by, they insisted on having the
fullest information of the smallest trans-
actions as well as those involving expendi-
tures of millions of dollars. We know the
hou. member for North Wellington (Mr. Me-
Mullen), we know the hon. member for
Norlh Brant (Mr. Somerville). We Inow the
Ion. Minister of Customs, one (Paterson).
We know the hon. member for Wentworth
(Mr. Bain), and we know the hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin). These men
have not a word to say on this question,
because they are too honest to justify what
In their hearts they know cannot be justi-
lied. They have a record, they have a repu-
tation, and they are not wIlling, even at
the demand of those Ministers, to get up
and destroy this reputation which they
earefaîlly got by so many years In Oppo-
sition.

But what is proposed to be done ? Ae-
eording to the estimate made by the Min-
Ister and submitted to the House $1,400 an
acre would have to be pald for land grants.
Just Imagine $1,400 per acre. I know that
when the Toronto, Bruce and Grey Railway
went through our country, that company
did not pay on an average 5-per cent of that
sum; and I venture to say that the land
there is as valuable as that through this
part of the country. $1,400 an acre for farm
lands! The railway runs through a farm,
and takes four acres, and for those four
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acres pays $5,600, and I venture to say that
the other 96 will sell for half the money ir
many places. That is the way the Minister
makes his estimate of the expenditure that
would be incurred if the railway were bullt,
in order to present a statement that would
Justify such a ridiculously extravagant bar-
gain as has Ïbeen made. Then with refer-
ence to those towns, as has been polnted out
by the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster),
there are no such places. There is one
town, the village of St. Hyacinthe.

Mr. TALBOT. A village-it has 10,000 lu-
habitants, and is one of the largest manu-
facturing~districts of Canada.

Mr. WALLACE. I say there is one large
town, you can call it a city if you like, for
I suppose it has reached that dignity, and
that is St. Hyacinthe. I would like tlns
young man te get up and fell us any other
town or village of any size ln the whole of
that thirty miles.

Mr. TALBOT. Do you want te know the
names ?

Mr. WALLACE. Yes.
Mr. TALBOT. When you get through, I

may gratify you.
Mr. WALLACE. I thought the hon. gen-

tleman was going to give the information
now, he seems so very anxlous. He gets his
information .from the Minister, and the Min-
ister told us that there were eleven or
twelve important places. There is the town
or city of St. Hyacinthe, which Is a large
place, but I am told that .this railway does
net go through that city but outside of it.
Whether my information is correct or not, I
bave no personal knowledge, but the state-
ment has been made to-night that the
railway passes two miles away te one side
of that eity. Now, what about those other
places ? There are simply hamlets, from
all the information we have, and some of
them have net even reached that dignity,
The land damages, therefore, except in St.
Hyacinthe, would simply amount to prac-
tically the value of farm land throughout
the whole of that 32 miles, and the value of
farm lands, we know, ln any part of Canada.
would not be one-tenth of the value whIch
the hon. Minister estimates.

Now, another point. In Bourinot's "Par-
liamentary Practice," the rule is laid down
that a Minister Is not at Iiberty to quote
from any document unless he is prepared to
lay It on the Table. I ask the Minister of
Railways : Is he prepared to lay on the
Table the reports of this engineer which, he
sald, he had before him, before he would
recommend this enterprise to his colleagues?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
(CANALS. I have said what I would do.

Mr. WALLACE. Well, I am asking the
question: Is he prepared te lay these docu-
ments on the Table?

Mr. WALLACE.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Finish your speech.

Mr. WALLACE. I want to know, and 1
am entitled to an answer from the Minister.
I know it has been the habit of Ministers
to treat with contempt any questions put to
them. But this is a perfectly pertinent and
proper question. It is a question whether
the documents, to which we are entitled, by
the rule I have quoted, are to be put on the
Table. The Minister will not say whether
he 1s prepared to lay them on the Table or
not.

Mr. FOSTER. He refused a while ago.
Mr. WALLACE. And I presume that his

evasive reply to me Is a persistence In that
refusal. Well, all I can say Is that he will
be condemned by the people of this country.
If he has a statement made by an engineer
that engineer is responsible for It, and we
ought to be ln position to compare that
statement with those of other engineers, ca-
pable of forming opinions as to the cost of
constructing bridges across those rivers and
of making the roadbed of a railway and of
moving earth and all those other works that
enter into the construction of a railway.
If the bon. Minister refuses to give informa-
tion to the House, if he is lnot prepared, af!ter
he bas given, as he says, the reports of
these engineers to his colleagues, to give tg
us the opportunity of judging from those
reports whether we can be justified in sup-
porting this measure or whether we would
not be still more justified ln opposing It, be
Is treating the representatives of the people
with contempt. I say he is treating the re-
presentatives of the people with contempt and
the people when they are appealed to and
learn the facts of the case will pay the Min-
ister off for his want of courtesy and for
his refusal to abide by the rules that Par-
liament bas prescribed and have always
been lived up to until the gentlemen at-
tained power, and whieh should be lived up
to stilL

Now, there is ln this list that the Minister
submitted to the House, I am told, not only
the ttowns and villages between Ste. Rosalie
and St. Lambert, but the Minister has cross-
ed the bridge and gone into the Island of
Montreal and taken the populous suburbs of
Montrealn order to give a high figure for
land damages on the route. But this agree-
nient covers from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert
and that is what we are dlscussing. When we
come to the other portions we ean discuss
the-m if we have ithe information to discuss
them intelligently. But the Information being
refused on the question now before us, 1
think it probable t twill be refused on the
others as*well. Now, let me say in conclu-
sion, we are bound to have this information.
Parliament ls entitled to have this informa-
tion. The representatives of the people want
to know ail about the cost of the construc-
tion of this road. They want to know if the
bargain of the Grand Trunk road is a fair
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bargain. It strikes me forcibly that it is an
unfair bargain. They have arranged for a
balf interest ln the road, notwithstanding
that the Grand Trunk Is doing about 90 per
cent of the business, carrying in not only lts
own traffie, but lso that of the Vermont
Central and other roads. The Intercolonial
Rallway is doIng the other 10 per cent, but
under the arrangement for half interest, as
I understand it, they will have to pay half
the expenses of maintenance and half the
runnlng expenses of various kinds. It ap-
peared to mae that thls was a very one-sided
and unfair arrangement, when we know that
arrangements are being made all over the
country securing to ralway companies run-
ning powers over the Unes of other compan-
les upon the basis of the proportion of traffic,
a basis thoroughly understood and generally
aeted upon, which might easily have been

/ adopted in this agreement.

Mr. TALBOT. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Wallace) challenged us to give the names of
towns and villages through which passes
this portion of the Grand Trunk which the
Government is now leasing for the Interco-
lonial Railway. The statement of the Minis-
ter of Railways and. Canals was that the
Grand Trunk passed through ten or eleven
towns or villages. These towns are Ste.
Rosalie, St. Hyacinthe, Ste. Madeleine, St.
Hilaire, St. Hilaire station, Beloil, St. Ba-
zile, St. Bruno, St. Hubert and St. Lambert,
ten villages in all. So, in that respect, the
Minister's statement is correct. As far
as the value. of land is concerned, let
me give one instance. There Is a Mr.
Street who, in 1896, bought three acres
of land, about four acres from the rail-
way, and paid for it $1,000. I would appeal
to the hon. member for Beauharnois (Mr.
Bergeron), who is a fair-mlnded man and
knows the country well.I f this country fron
Ste. RosaIle to St., Lambert is not one of the
finest farming sections and one of the most
densely populated in Canada. I appeal to
every fair-minded man in this country If it
Is not true that there is not a finer farming
country than that fbetween Ste. Rosalie and
St. Lambert. As to the towns : take St.
Hyacinthe. That town ihas more than doubl-
ed its population ln ten years. It is one of
the great manufacturing centres of Canada.
It has a population of 10,000, and It bas more
manufactures than almost any other town
In Canada of 50,000 population. The knittlng
mills alone employ 1,500 hands. This is the
country that the Grand Trunk Railway runs
through and through which this'road would
have to be built.

3r. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman bas
not told ·us how many of these places are
towns and. how many villages.

Mr. TALBOT. They are ail important
towns and viages, every one.

M3r. J. G. H. BERGERON (Beauharnols).
My bon. friend (Mr. Talbot) bas appealed to

me ; I am sorry I shall not be able to speak
exaetly in the way lie would like. Now
that this discussion is commenced, I mlght
point out that there is one thing that Indi-
cates that this scheme bas never been en-
tered into for the good of the country. The
Minister of Railways and Canals must be
very angry against the men who bave put
him in the humiliating position in which
he finds himself to-night.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not see that.

Mr. BERGERON. Well, if he does not see
it yet he will before the Bill is through,
and he will probaibly be sorry that he did
not see It earlier. The hon. member for Bagot
(Mr. Mareil) knows these places better than
the hon. member for Bellechasse (Mr. Talbot)
being from that district, and, if I am not mis-
taken, my hon. friend the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, and my hon. friend the
Minister of Customs (Mr. Paterson), and
others, have been trying to induce the hon.
miember (Mr. Marell) to substantiate the al-
legations of the Minister of Railways and
Canais ; but the hon. member bas not dared
to do so. le cannot do it. What we com-
plain of is this-and this simple instance will
give the publie an idea of the whole trans.
action. We said on a former occasion that
the hon. Minister had gone into this schenie
without knowing anything about it. Some
people might have thought that that was
exaggera>ted. But here is the proof of it, and
I caU the attention of my bon. friend froni
Bellechasse to it. The Minister says at first
that it will cost $485,000 to build a Une from
Ste. Rosalie, that is, from the end of the pre-
sent lutercolonial Railway, to the city of
Montreal.

So far as I am concerned, I would be per-
fectly willing to see the latercolonfial eom-re
into Montreal; but nobody ever dreamed
three years ago of bringing the Intereolomil:i
Railway &nto Montreal thiroub thrat Hue,
My right bon. friend would never have
thought of it bhad not this scheme been pro-
pounded to him by sonie of his colleagues.
It might have come ln by the South Shore
Railway, or by a bridge at Quebec, or by
the Grand Trunk Railway, buti the idea of
going around like a man passing through
Kingaton to go from Ottawa to Montreal,
would never have entered the ind of any-
body until it was got up by the Minister of
Railways and Oanals (Mr. Blaiir, prompted
by some other of luis colleagues for objeets
which are not, I repeat, pro bono publico.
The hon. gentlemaa speaks about spending
$485,000. Now, when the hon. gentlenan
says that ié engineers have nade reports,
1 desire to tell him, with ail due respect,
that we are entittled to sce the reports of
those engineers over their own names. We
want ,to see the figures on all the quanti-
ties brought down over the signature of a
coupetent engineer before ve are ahle to
Judge of the merits of a Bil of this magni-
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tude. The hon. gentleuau says that he told
is colleagues that it woul cost $485)000

to build a Une between Ste. Rosalle and
Montreal, besides the construction of two
bridges. I wIU quote his own words :

There you have got $1,185,440 as the estimated
cost of building the 32 miles of railway from
Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert. And mark you,-
Now, this is where I think the hon. gentle-
man pits liinself in a buniliaitng positdou.
If he had known what be was talking aboit,
lie would never have uttered these words.
I say he ougit to resent the position in
which those who have lnstructed hlm have
put hint.

And mark you, you have not included the land
damages, at from $100 to $150 per acre. Now,
when you come to consider the expropriation of
the right of way through the country from St.
Lambert to Ste. Rosalle, who la going to say
wbat the amount of those damages will be ?
There are, to begin with, no less than ten or
twelve considerable towns and villages-

This is soinething the hon. member for Bagot
(Mr. Mareil) will not substantiate. Wdth the
exception of St. Hyacinthe, there is not
alother town on the whole thirty-two miles.
Even the villages are not crossed by the
rallway. I do not think there Is a single
parish where the chuireh is near the sta-
ition, and in our province the church is
usually In a village. The station at St.
Hiliaire must be over a mile from the chureh. 1
Reloeil station is ertainly over two miles
from the ehurch. Now, he says:

There are, to begin with, no less than eleven
or twelve towns and villages, some of them of!
considerable magnitude,-

Now, just Imagine a gentleman occupylng
the positIon of Minister of RaUiways and
Canals makIng such a statement before Par-
lament, before 200 men, before the coun-
try. without knowIng anything about what
he is talking about, but he Is simply giving
us information which las been furnished to
hm by some one who wats to sell him a
railway.
-some of them of considerable magnitude,
towns which have grown up since the Grand
Trunk Railwiy was bulît.
Sir, St. Hyacinthe Is not the only town which lc
has increased through the National Policy.
The town of St. Hyacilnthe was formerly
nothIng but a big viHage, but eince the Na-
tional POllCy was estabMehed It has growu
up to its present position of importance. t

Mr. TALBOT. But they have always
elected a Liberal.

Mr. BEDRGE N. The hon. gentleman
forgets that the ma-n who was eleeted .u
St. Hyacinthe when the N".N ional Poleyf
Was ntroduced was a o rtive, the
Hon. Mr. Teller, now Judge. True, the Llb-
erals are now -in the majority, and they arevery ungrateful, for after they became pros
perous they turned againSt the Conservative

Mr. BERGERON.

party and elected Liberals. Now, I bave
read these words to show the humliatIng
position in which the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals has allowed lhîmself to be
plaed. I say that since this scheme came
before Parliament we have been witneses
to some extraordinary proceedings. It las
already been acknowledged that the Senate
of Canada, through their action, have saved
this country over $600,000. Now, will the
Government come back to this House with
the výery same scheme, or a similar one,
after having acknowledged that the first
schene was an extravagant one ? The
Minister of RaLiways and Canals (,Mr. Blair)
has àtated to the members of this House,
or to the oountry, who does not know that
line, something that is not accurate. Is
It to be believed that the Government of
Oanada w-1 bring before Parliamept
schemes of such magnitude wdthout fully
explaining them to the people of this coun-
try ? If that ls possible, what guarantee
have the electors themselves for economi-
cal government ? I am convinced that the
hon. gentleman did not know what he was
talking about when he uttered these words
that 1 have quoted. If the hon. gentleman
knew that St. Hyacinthe was the only town
on the whole Une when he said there were
eleven or twelve towns, what would you
eall such a statement as that ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I sald towns and villages.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. gentleman's
words are down here, I have read them as
they are in the " Hansard."

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. But you do not quote themn quite
accurately.

Mr. BERGERON. Perbaps I do not read
EngUsh very weE. But CL bave shown that
there Is only one town. What about the
villages ? At Ste. Rosalle there Is nothing
else than the station, Ùthe vilage Is about
tweoty acres from the station. The United
Qounties crossing-well, that Is la a field,
There Is only a little shanty there for the
man who signals the trains to prevent them
from colliding. Then there ls Ste,
Madeleine-I do not think there are
ten houses at the crossing there.
The right hon. Prime Minister knows very
well the accuracy of what I am saying, and
1 am very much surprised that he would
allow the hon. Minister of Railways and
Oanals to put hinself In that position. The
idea of putting in those two names, St.
Hilaire East and St. Hilaire. There Is only
one station at St. Hilaire, and that is about
a mile from the church. The hbon. member
for Bellechasse (Mr. Talbot) says, that :
acres of land sold for $1,000. It Is a very
nice place, although. I.would not like to pay
$1,0 for 3 acres there. Otterburn Park
s next, at the end of Belwil bridge. There
s not one house at this station. It ls about
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ten or twelve acres from St. Hilaire. There tant from the chureh, there are houses from
is not even a platform ; It ls a pic-nie place, the church down to the station ; that is to
where people from Montreal go and have say, that the village extends from the
pic-nies In the summer. It Is near the Riche- church down to the Grand Trunk Railway
lieu River. Hon. gentlemen call that a station. It might be said that the village
town of some magnitude-a considerable of Ste. Rosalle, from the Grand Trunk Rail-
village. Beleil is next. There are a few way station, forms a whole with that por-
houses at this place, occupied during the tion of the village which is opposite the
summer by summer residents, and which church.
are closed up during the winter. The sta- I do not think it necessary to dwell upon
tion is about 2 miles from the church. St. the importance of the town of St. Hya-
Bazile; I do not think there are, at the cluthe, as my hon. friend from Beauharnois
station, three bouses. The village Is far (Mr. Bergeron) has admitted that it is a pros-
away from the road. If the hon. gentle- perous and thriving manufacturlug centre,
man says, that these are towns of consider- although he bas given the credit for that
able magnitude, which have been bullt up prosperity to the National Pohey ; but, for
since the Grand Trunk Rallway was built, the moment, I sball refrain froma entering
he is making another mistake. The railway into the merit of that question.
was built where It is to-day, and It has not I heard a little while ago, an hon. gentle-
increased these towns at all. St. Bruno; man stating that the Grand Trunk Railway
the same remark applies to this place. Now station at St. HyacInthe 'was two miles
the hou. gentleman comes to St. Lambert. from the town. Well, I may tell the hon.
The town itself is lower than the sta- gentleman that if he had only passed once
tion. I am speaking of there being through that locality, he would soon have
houses around the station. I do not found out that the station was not two
want to speak about St. Charles or St. miles from the town. It Is true that the
Henri, coning into Montreal, because Grand Trunk Railway does not run through
what the hon. gentleman Is trying to put the very centre of the town, but It cannot be
before the House is the cost of building the said that the Grand Trunk Railway passes
road between Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert outside of the city of St. Hyacinthe. Still,
I say frankly, that I am sorry to see a Min- I would like to see 'how my lon. friend
lster of the Crown putting himself ln the would lay out the line, did he wish to build
position ln which the hon. Minister of Rail- a line independent from that of the Grand
ways has put himself, coming down with- Trunk Railway, and I woild like to know
out knowing anything about that Une, and where he could locate that line nearer that
telling the people, that, if this road was of the Grand Trunk Railway, in order to
built, and there Is no reason to build one, avoid paylng very heavy land damages on
it would cross ten or twelve different towns tihe route, should he not -want to run his Une
and big villages, when, as a matter of fact, tlrough the centre of the town Itself,
it would only cross one town. His objeet Next cores Ste. Madeleine, a parish ln the
was to convey the idea that land would be imnediate neiglbourhood of St. Hyaeinthg.
dear. As an hon. gentleman sald a few The hon. member for Beauharnols (Mr. Ber-
moments ago, 'and, I think, correctly, I de f geron) stated that there were only seven or
not thInk any plece ot the land whlch mlghtjeight bouses at that piace. Let the hon.
have to be bought, would be any more than gentleman allow me te tell hlm that his
ordinary farm land. The idea that the bon. memory needs to be refresbed, or that very
gentleman wanted to send abroad Into the likely 1t was very long ago that le traveed
country was, -that the cost, on account of tlrough that country. Had le vlsited Ste.
land damages, tu crosslng these towns and Madeleine a few days ago, lie would bave
villages, would be very great. If everything found eut that It la a very thriving partsh,
else that the hon. gentleman bas said about with enough shops to satisty the wants of
that scheme la as reliable as these state- the people there. There Is a very flue
ments, I thik It Is the greatest fraud that ehurclinear the station, as well as a good
was ever brought before the people of this hotel for the accommodation or travel>ers,
country. Surely-people do fot build hotels I places

where there are only seven or eightbouses.
Mr. J. E. MAROIL (Bagot). (Translation.) on Rie other hand, were there*only seVea

Mr. Obairman, it was not my intention te or eight bouses there, they would mot have
take part lin the debate now golng o, but graated a license te that inn. The bon. gen-
as I have been appealed to by the hon.. gen- tlenan's statement la contrary te the fact,
tieman from Beauharnols (Mr. Bergeron), I ad shouldle take the trouble of vlsltlng
deem it rmy duty to answer his appeal. The tiat localty, le would soun find eut bow
hon. gentleman has stated that the villages farastrylie was when statIng that there
through which the Grand Trunk Railway were only seven or eight bouses in that
runs between Ste. Rosalle and Montreal are place.
places of very amall Importance. Now, I The-bon. member for Beauhain- s re-
may tell the hon. gentleman freom Beauhar- tnst nwtecutybtenSe
nois that at Ste. Rosalue, whichi ils but a RsleadS.Lmet n e i ~e

pailsh wlleth sttin l te are di- egt hoemseb abl taitinge.Le *t. th hon.
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station fron• the village of that name. I
not the hon. gentleman awere of the fac
that one may start from Acton and reaci
the village of St. Hilaire, without going to
the St. Hilaire station ? The best proof thal
St. Hilaire is a thriving locality ls found li
the fact that it boasts of a magnificent
ehurch.. Does not the hon. gentleman know
that the station is four or five miles from th
ehurch and that houses are to -be found on
the whole distance ? Is not the hon. gen
tieman aware that St. Hilaire Is an im-
portant and picturesque place, a favourite
resort of the sporting community ? Several
gentlemen from Montreal spend the summer
season there and some even remain the
whole year round. Does not the hon. gen-
tleman know that the land there Is very
valuable ? Let me quote the case of Mr.
Brais, who pald $700 for a lot of 60 feet by
100. That may give us an idea of the value
of the land lu that village.

Moreover, near the St. Hilaire station,
there are two hotels for the accommodation
of travellers. Would there be any need for
two such hotels should there be only a few
houses at that place ?

Then comes Beloeil village. I say without
any hesitation that the village of Beloeil is
one of the finest to be found-in the province
of Quebee. The village extends from the
church to the station and on the whole dis-
tance the road Is lined, on both sides, al-
most without any gaps, with houses. In the
rear of the station are to be found two
hotels for the accommodation of travellers.

Next comes St. Basile which, though not
of great magnitude, still, enjoys some im-
portance, and it may be remarked in this
connection that this parish has been formed
partly from that of St. Bruno and partly
from that of Beloil. It Is of recent forma-
tion ; there Is a fûne church at that place,
and though it s fnot located very near the
station, still, it may be seen from the rail-
way lne.

There ls also the vilage of St. Bruno,
whIch 1s but a few acres distant from the
station; It Is a very fine and thriving viii-
age, as the hon. member for Beauharnols is
well aware. It ls an old parlsh, settled even
prior to the building of the Grand Trunk,
aud it ls very prosperous now,

The hon. Minister of Railways and Canais
stated with good reason that some of those
vlllages are of considerable magnitude, and
have grown up since the Grand Trunk Rail-
way was built, and that they have derived
great benefits from that rallway in as muchl
as they have been enabled thereby to sell
and export, with more profit, their farm
produce.

St. Hubert Is also a village of considerable
Importance, as St. Bruno and Belel.

Let us now come to St. Lambert. From
what we have heard here from some bon.
gentlemen, one would be led te belleve that
St. Lambert was fnot a town but a mere

Mý_r9. ARqIL.

hamlet. Now, let me say, for the Informa-
tion of the House, and of the hon. gentle-
man who made that statement, that St.
Lambert was incorporated last year, and

t that it is a town now with a speclal char-
ter. As to the value of the land, I heard, a
little while ago, the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace) state that the value of

e the land between Ste. Rosalie and St. Lam-
bert was about one-tenth of the estimation
put upon it by the Minister of Railways and
Canals, that Is to say, that instead of sell-
iug at $150 an acre, it would only sell for
$15 an acre. Does my hon. friend from
Beauharnois really believe tnat one could
buy land for $15 an acre in the parishes of
St. Bruno, Ste. Madeleine, and even Ste.
Rosalle ? The same remark applies to the
parishes of St. Hubert, St. Hilaire and St.
Basile. In none of those parishes could
land be bought for $15 an aere.

Mr. J. S. H. BERGERON. (Translation.)
How mucih are you going to pay for it?

Mr. MAROIL. (Translation.) My hon.
friend asks me how much I am going to pay
for those lands. I may tell him that I never
Inqulred about the price of lands in those
localities, but I may take as a basis ln esti-
mating the value of those lands the price
of land ln my own localitv. I am able to
state that you could not bay land in the
township of Acton for $15 an acre, and a
fortiori, the lands on the line of the Grand
Trunk Railway between Ste. Rosalie and St
Lambert, which are of far better quality,
Could not be bought for $15 an acre. The
lowest price that could be paid for those
lands might be figured, without any exag-
geration, at from $100 to $150 an acre.

Let me now refer to some statements
made by the bon. gentlemen opposite in con-neetion with the construction of a new line.
I do not think it necessary to reply at any
length to the remarks fallen from those bon.
members opposite, as the bon. gentleman on
the Treasury benches and those behlnd
them have amply answered them. But I
may ask my bon. friend from Beauharnois,
who pretends to know that country go wel,
whether, in his opinion, a bridge could bebulit across the River Yamaska at St. Hya-einthe as easily and at as little cost as itcould be built across the St. Francis River ?
MY hon. friend knows very well that the
land on both sides of that river is a kind ofoam. He knows also that in order to builda bridge of such Importance on the river atSt. Hyacinthe, it mPst rest on a very solidfoundation; and, a fortiori, wheu it is aquestion of rearing a structure of that kindupon loain, It goes wIthout saylng that it19 more expensive than when yoU build iton rock. He knows also that on the »RiverSt. Franci, an estimate has been Made asto the cost of the Drummondville bridge,and that o! a similar structure at St. Hya-cînte. 1He knows also that there s a great
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difference between the St. Francis River
and the Yamaska River at St. Hyacinthe,
and that there Is no comparison between
those two localities as to the cost of build-
ing a bridge. The best proof that can be
adduced in that connection Is this, that
when the Canadian Pacifie Railway bridge
was carried away by the flood, a bonus of

$50,O0 was offered that company towards
the rebuilding of their bridge across the
Yamaska River, and they declined that offer
on the ground that it was too costly a strue-
ture. The Yamaska River Is the same that
fows at St. Hyacinthe.

1 deemed It my duty, Mr. Chairman, to
offer those few explanations in reply to the
statements made by the hon. member from
Beauharnols, as to the importance of the
towns and villages as also to the value of
the lands situate along the Une of the Grand
Trunk Rallway between SLe. Rosalle and
St. Lambert. I have stated the facts of
the case as they are, and I think the hon.
gentleman will agree with me, if he thinks
the matter over and takes the trouble of
refreshIng his memory a little, that the ex-
planations I have just given are fair and
grounded on the facts of the case.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) I would
like to ask the hon. gentleman, before he
resumes lis seat, whether, as stated, there
are really eleven or twelve Important towns
between Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert. Is
he able to reply In the affirmative ?

Mr. MARCIL. (Translation.) The hon.
gentleman wants to know whether there are
ten or eleven important towns between Ste.
Rosalle and St. Lambert, and here is my
reply. I do not think I have said that there
were ten or eleven towns between those
two points. I coufess to having stated that
there were ten or eleven villages between
Ste. Rosalle and St. Lambert. There is St.
Hyaeinthe which was referred to during this
debate as a town, aithough it bas reached
the dignity of a city ; but apart from St.
Hyacinthe, which is a manufacturing centre
of some magnitude, there are splendid vil-
lages through wich the railway runs, and
the hon. gentleman is well aware of it. The
hon. gentleman knows that the villages of
Beloeil and St. Hilaire are unsurpassed for
the beauty of their site.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) I want
the bon. gentleman to tell me whether there
are really eleven or twelve towns ln that
country ? Is he able to state that between
Ste. Rosalie and St Lambert there are
eleven or twelve towns ?

Mr. MAROIL. (Translation.) I do not
think the Minister of Rallways and Canals
has stated In his speech that there were
ten or eleven towns between Ste. Rosalie
and St Lambert. I think the hon. Minister
said there were no les than eleven or twelve
towns and villages, some of them of con-

siderable magnitude. Now, as I understand
the words used by the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals, when he stated, on
good grounds too, that there were no less
than eleven or twelve towns and villages
between Ste. Rosalle and St. Lambert, he
meant by the word town, St. Hyaclnthe,
which Is even more than a town, belng a
full-fledged city.

Apart from St. Hyaelnthe, there is the
Beloeil village, which, as the hon. gentleman
knows very well, is a thrIving and beautifal
place. There is also Ste. Madeleine, a
splendid parishb; there is also a village of
some importance there. although It is just
starting into life. The hon. gentleman
knows that the parish of Ste. Madeline Is
of recent creation, having been detaehed
from older parishes, and that, moreover, it
âs progressing very rapidly.

Above Beloil, you come across St. Basile
which was erected four or five years ago ;
having been formed from portions detached
from the neighbourIng parishes and It Is also
progressing very rapidly. The establishments
to be found there, though they cannot pro-
perly be styled manufactures, fully supply
the wants of the village. A church and
shops are also found there, and the village
Is progressing rapidly. I think It may be
said there are ten towns and villages be-
tween Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) Will my
hon. friend allow me to ask him a question?
We are all alming at the same object here-

Some hon. MEMBER. (Translation.) No,
Do.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) That de-
pends, of course, upon the standpoint from
whieh we consider that object.

At all events, we wlsh to know the truth;
now, I want to ask my hon. friend who
knows so well that country, and who Is
famihar with the English language, whe-
ther the Minister of Railways and Canals
was right In stating In his speech that
there are eleven or twelve towns of some
magnitude between Ste. Rosalie and St.
Lambert ?

Some bon. MEMBERS.
And villages,

(Translation.)

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) I have
the floor and I have the right of asklng
a question.

Page 4224, of the unrevIsed edition of
" Hansard," the Minister of Rallways and
Canals has stated.

Mr. MARCIL. (Translation.) I beg the
hon. gentleman's pardon, but when the Min-
ister referred to towns, hie had i view the
elty of St. Ryacinthe. i lay the hon. Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals could not pass
over In llence the city of St Hyacinthe
which ei situated between Ste. Rosalie and
St. Lambert ; and that is the reason why the
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Minister stated in his speech that there were Narrows bridge, the statement of the hon.
in that country ten or eleven towns and vil- member for Lanark, that it cost $500,000 or
lages. $520,000, being questioned by the) Minister

Mr. BERGERO'N. (Translation.) Would of Rallways. I also understand that it has
mrn. BEREdRloN.me (Toransa i. a d been sald outside this House, that this state-

my hon. friend allow ae to call his atten- ment of the on. member for Lanark (Mr.tdon to the following statement. I am going Hgat sntcret
to read it in English, as the hon. gentlemanr
understands that language. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

Mr. MARCIL. (Translation.) Perfectly. CANALS. I did not say that.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) Here Mr. McDOUGALL. I was not In the
are the words used by the Minister of Rail- Chamber, but I am informed that the Min-
ways and Canais : Ister of Marine (Sir Louis Davies) took ex-

eeption to the statement of the hon. member
There are, to begin with, no less than eleven for Lanark. Now, the Minister of Railways

or twelve considerable towns and villages, some has that contract in his department, as well
of them of considerable magnitude, towns which as ail the information ln connection wlth the

haveh gtwn Up since the Grand Trunk Railway Grand Narrows bridge, and he should have

Mark you, the bon. Minister used the word given it to the Hlouse. But without going to
towns1u the plural. Could theon. gen- the trouble of a particular examination of

" the records or the estimates submitted to
fleman tel! me whether there Is more than Parliament from year to year during the con-
one town between Ste. Rosalie and St.
Lambert. as implled by the Minster ? struction of this work, I cau lnform the

Minister that the contract price for the
Mr. MARCIL. (Translation.) I may tell Grand Narrows bridge with Isbester & ReId

the hon. gentleman that there Is more than was $515,000. I am quite sure that the ex-
one town on that Une, as there is also the tras did not amount to $5,000, so that the
town of St. Lambert, which was Incorporat- total cost of the bridge did not exceed about
ed last year. There is also the town of St. $520,000. The length of that bridge is 1,697
Hyacinthe, which has reached, as I said. feet. It has six spans of 242 feet ln length,
the dlgnity of a city, owing to Its population. and one span of 245 feet, making ln all
As a matter of fact, St. Hyacinthe, the popu- 1,697 feet. The deepest pier 1s In 76 feet of
lation of which was about nine thousand at water ; the next deepest is in about 67 feet-
the time of the last census, bas now a popu- I am glvlng these figures from memory, but
lation of twelve thousand souls. As the I believe they are about correct. The next
population required for a town to be entttled pier is in something over 50 feet of water,
to the dignity of a city is ten thousand, I and the draw Is ln about 45 or 46 feet of
think we might properly speak of them as water, that being about the shallowest.
the city of St. Hyacinthe and the town of St. These are the dimensions of the bridge. The
Lambert. That Is the reason why my hon. bases of the piers are about 40 feet by 20
triend. the Minister of Railways and Canals lin size, and there ist about a four-knot cur-
was right in using the word town in the rent there. The original length of the bridge
plural, because there Is the town of St. Lam- as mentioned by some member ln a previous
bert and there is the elty of St. Hyacinthe. discussion, was to be 1,720 feet, but that was

Mr. BERGERON. There isone thing in reded wben the construction was being
hmhî' tt hitFý h Iede wi

unnetion with t is m haixe w Ua i wia

specialy to cau the attention of the Prime Mr. SPROULE. Let me Say a few words
Minister to. We were told for many years by lu regard to the rfusaiof the Mînister to
the Liberal party, that the National Policy give us the information. Fitber the Minîs-
of the Conservative Government had e r- h or bas not the information. If he
duced the price of farming lands throughout ban the information and refuses te give it
the country, but now we hear to-night, froà tohthe House, the» he Is doing a great lu-
my bon. friend from Bagot (Mr. Marell), justice to nie representatlves of nie people.
thatin the country traversed by thils Une of If he bas not the Information, I respectfully
ralway, you cannot buy purely fairming sult that le should get It ad glve jj

and for less than $150 an acre. I commend nie House before he expee us to pgthis
that to the serious consideration of the arn. !re Is a double reason why we
Prime Minister,Aif he ever thInks of doing should have thInformation. Fitthe
away with the National PolICy. Minister bas 1» satisfy this House as to the

Mr. BOURASSA. That is since the Liber- wisdoniof ratlfylng this contraet and atter-
al. came Into power. wards, through nie same-sourceeas tosatisfy the Senate ' efore, they ratify the

Mr. MDOUGALL. A question arose be- cfràet, Thjj h j>j 8 j a r a we»
tween the hon. member for South Lanarkthis sehe' bfrthe Senate two
(Mr. gart), the Minister o wygo, It was thrwnotUponwat
(Mr. Blair) and the Ministe- of rne and gronnd?_Upon nie ground that ItDfo
FIshedes (Sir Louis DvIes)' who is nlot 1in apreba to enter Iato te
hs piace now, as to the cost of the Grand agrond that -ierë was not sufflent Infor-

Mr.r OeLw
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mation given to justify the Senate ln ap-
proving of the contract. And yet, after the
lapse of a considerable time, the Minister
bas again submitted to this House a Con-
tract which isý In every respect very mueh
similar to the one which, two years ago,
was thrown out by the other Chamber. And
although the Minister may by sheer force
of numbers-even In the absence of informa-
tion which the House should have ln order
to judge whether It is a provident contract
or not-although he may force this by his
majority through the Commons, he must not
forget that it bas to run the ordeal of the
Senate. If he refuses to give the informa-
tion which can only come from him and his
engineers, then I say, that his conduct is an
open Invitation to the Senate to again throw
out the Bill.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That would suit you

Mr. SPROULE. I submit, Sir. that it Is
an invitation to the Senate to throw out
the Bill. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair)
knows that several days ago information
was asked for ln the Senate. and, if he ln-
tends to treat the Senate with that silent
contempt in which he treats the House to-
night, then his conduct is an Invitation to
that body to throw out the Bill a second
time. And, if ln the absence of this reason-
able information which is asked for, the
Senate takes that course, the Senate will be
amply Justified by the country. I have gone
carefully over this bargain which is now
before us, and I can see very little merIt
in it more than there was In the last one.
It is very much the same as the contract
which was submitted to us two years ago;

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Hear, hear.

Mr. SPROULE. It Is very much the same,
and, if it is the same which was thrown out
by the Senate, how does the Minister hope
to get it through that Chamber now, if he
gives no additional reasons why the bargain
should be rattied ? Nothing can be plainer,
In my opinion, than that the Minister ln-
tends to invite the Senate to repeat its for-
mer action and te throw the Bil out. It
may be sad, that the purchase of the Drum-
mond County under this contract la a better
deal than the leasing of that road, which
was before proposed. I am free to admit
that, tu the intereste of the country, It is
better we should make the purchase than
that we should have entered Into the for-
mer proposed deal But the other portions
of the contract are no better than before.
ln view of the previous action of the Sen-
ate, there le a double reason that the Minis-
ter should furnieh the, information desired.
If he refuses, the House and the country
can only come to the conelusion, either that
he bas not the information and does not
desire to get it, or that he will not give the
information, although It ls 1n his possession.

139

Anyway, he is treating the representatives
of the people with scant courtesy. He can-
not plead, as he did In the Klondike Rail-
way scheme, that it is a matter which has
been sprung upon the Government, and that
ln the hurry he has not time to get particu-
lars. In this case the Minister has had
ample time ; he has bis engineers at his
command, and there Is nothing to prevent
him getting the fullest; information. I re-
peat, that he has not placed this House In
possession of the facts that would enable
us to do our duty ln this matter. The Min-
ister has not done his duty to the country,
to Parliament, nor to his position as a'Min-
Ister of the Crown. I once heard the Hoo.
Edward Blake make a remark In this House
which, I think, applies with great force
to the position we are ln to-night.
Mr. Blake's statement was In reference to
a judgment that might be given by a court.
He said : "It Is not enough to satisfy this
House that the court should give its judg-
ment. What we want Is a reasoned judg-
ment ; what we want are the grounds on
which the judgment is based, so that we can
analyse it and judge for ourselves whether
the judgment is sound or not." That Is
what we want ln this case. It Is not the Ipse
dixit of an engineer, but bis reasoned judg-
ment ; In other words, we want the data
which the engineer had before him, and
which enabled him te arrive at the conclu-
sion he reached when he put the cost of
one bridge at $300,000 and the cost of au-
other at $400,00. It is only by a careful
analysis of that data that we can arrive al
a correct conclusion as to whether or net
bis judgment was correct.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). There has
been a great deal of discussion on the ques-
tion of land damages. We know that the
true valuation of the right of way ls not the
same to-day as It was when the Gran4
Trunk was built. Then we know that If wo
bulit another railway, we would not build
It on the line of the Grand Trunk. If we
buit it 400 or 500 feet away from the
Grand Trunk, it would not touch one of the
vU1Dges or towns along the Une of the Grand
Trunk unless It would be the suburbs of
St. Hyacinthe. Therefore, all the hon. gen-
tleman's argument about the great cost of
land damages goes for notbing. But the esti-
mates placed on the bridges and on the grad-
Ing of the road were not enough lu them-
selves to make a good case before the coun-
try ; and, therefore, a large amount ls added
for right of way, to justify the Minister ln
making this enormous outiay. It must be
understood that all men voting for this mea-
sure are voting te pay $1,400 to $1,80 an
acre for the right of way. The Minister uasd
there would require to be a large amount for,
expropriation. I have no doubt he fer
that, because I believe be has been dabbling
An somrething of the kind already and made
a fallure of it, and a burnt chld dreads the
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fire. No people In the country know the are tley here. and why is this matter sul-
value of an acre of land better than the far- rnitted to tlem by the Government at al?
mers, and they wll compare the cost of the 'nquestionably, this matter Is submitted to
right of way with the price they can get for Parliament because It Is impossible for the
their land. When the Government proposes GovernmeAt to Impose tlils bargain on the
to pay for a right of way of the same width country except by the consent of the repre-
as that of the Drummond County Railway. sentatives of the people in Parliament as-
that is 66 feet, they will be paying over sembled. And yet the representatives of the
$1,800 an acre. I venture to say that the people ln Parliament assembled are de-
Minister cannot get any engineer of reputa- llberately refused that information which
tion or standing ln the Dominion of Canada is esseutial to enable tlem to form
who to-day wIll siga an estimate for half the an Intelligent judgment on the question
amount he estimates this road to cost. I feel whether the Government are acting
satised that liecannot force 31r. Schreiber wi--aety hy this matter or not. t ws
to sign an estiniate for half that amount. It
as most unfortunate that the Minister would
not condescend to treat the members on this
side of the House as a Minister should. He
appears to think we have no rights at all;
he would scarcely give a civil answer. I
want to impress upon this committee that
this is a most unreasonable and extravagant
estimate.

Mr. A. C. BELL (Pictou). Mr. Chairman,
it is usually understood that publicity is
the very essence of the security which the
people hold under a system of responsible
government. All meetings of Parliamen
and of parlHamentary commIttees are open
to the public. The sittings of our courts
are also open to the public. Al these pro
c-eedings are conducted with publicity, and
that publicity has usually been held to have
a value. It Isl insisted upon with a deter.
mined purpose-for the protection of the
public. The fact that that is recognized to
be the sys;tem under whIch our Government
is carried on renders It essential that the
powers that be, whether the Government of
a country or the presiding judge of a court,
should respect that principle In such a way
as to make it fulfil to the people the purpose
It Is Intended to fulfIL. That can only be
done by giving the amplest and fullest lu-
formation to the people on all matters affect-
Ing their interests. Now, in connection with
this rallway question, which has occupied
the attention of Parliament and of the coun-
try for a long time-because It Is now nearly
a month since the MinIster of Railways In-
troduced his resolution on the question-
many long speeches have been made ; and.
although the Mlnlster of Railways himself
bas deaIt with this subject at great length.
I venture to say that the people do no
thoroughly understand it at this moment,
and are not In a position to say whether or
not the Government are acting wisely, and
are properly husbanding the resourees of
Canada In buying the Drummond County
Rallway and in leasing the Grand Trunk
property. Even the members of the House,
who have had an opportunity of listening to
everythIng said by the speakers on the Gov-
ernment side on this subject, are at this
moment very largely without that precise
information which would enable them to
form an Intelligent opinion upon It. Why

Mr. MCLENNAN (Gienarry).

quite within the power of the Govern-
ment, even at a very short notice. to have
prepared, and prepared in suchi a form as
could be readily comprehended. even by a
person of very ordinary intelligence. all the
Items whichl enter into the consideration
whether this is a good contract or a bad one.
It is utterly impossible for individual mem-
bers of Parliament to acquire this informa-
tion, or, at least, so difficult that they can-
not acquire it. Take one Instance. We are
asked here to vote a certain sum of money
la the shape of an annual rentai for the use
of the terminals of the Grand Trunk Rall-
way in the city of Montreal, but to form an
intelligent idea as to whether we are paylng
too much or too little for the use of those
terminals we would require to know the
amount of user which the Grand Trunk
Raillway has already granted to the lines
having running powers over its property and
contrast that with the right of the user given
the Intercolonial Railway. If those matters
were submitted to Parliament, If a statement
were put lai the hands of every member,
showing the number of miles and sidings,
the number of warehouses, the actual pas-
senger stations at Bonaventure, the cost of
building, the extension of the Unes-if such
a statement were put in the bands of mem-
bers, I think that any man who has secured
the confidence of the electorate of any con-
stituener In Canada would certalnly have
sufficient intelligence to form au intelligent
opinion on the subject and decide, in a few
moments, whether ùe should or should not
sup'port the bargain which the Government
are submitting to us. But the Government
decline to give us any Information at ail.
And the statements that are made In refer-
enee to this matter ln Parliament are so
vague, so changing, so contradictory, that it
Is impossible for any person listenIng to the
debate, unless he has made considerable pre-
paration, to enable him to understand It fully
and to know exactly what the agreement is
and what It Is that the speakers, particulh-!y
from the Government side, are talking about
For instance, In very nearly the whole of
these negotiations and the proceedings which
took place before the committee of Investiga-
tion, the Une from ste. Jtosalle to Montrea
which is one Important thing ln this contraet,
is contlnually spoken of as 45 miles in leng,
and the people of Canada, If they have any
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opinion on the subject, would say It was 45 ister of Railways is placed ln a very extra-
miles long, because when the line from Ste. ordinary position.
Rosalie to Montreal Is mentloned, it must be Why should the Government depart from
understood that what is meant Is the dis- that course of conduct, which Is so man-
tance from Ste. Rosalie to the St. Lambertyfestly the course of conduet that should
end of the Victoria Bridge, because there Is a naturally be followed by any Government ad-
specifde rental for that part.jml1nstering the affairs of a country such as

After that we come to the bridge, for which'this which enjoys representatdve Institutions
there Is another specife rental, and, there- and" nwhîcb, evIdently, teGovernment
fore. what is meant, when we speak of the would be expected to be taken to task by
une from Ste. Rosalle to Montreal, is the every individual, ln every matter luwhich ît
line from Ste. Rosalie toSt. Lambert June- falled to do Us duty? Why Is this course
tion. That is talked of as a Une of 35 miles, oft onduet pursued? What has the Govern-
for which we are paylng a rental of $37,50, ment to gain by It? Parlament Is deprlved
or. in other words, a little more than $1.000of its riglts, heIndividual representatives
per mile. and that bargain is defended On of the people In this ouse are, to a certain
the ground that $1.000 a mile is a reasonable extent, treated with contempt and Insuit, be-
rentai. But from a brie? Inquiry Into thE, cause that whlch Is their lualienable and

atte-r. the tact becomes known that the lUe unquestiongble right-'therig t to the fullest
is not even 32 miles lnengzth. Take the time information possIble-is denled them, and we

a of the Grand Trunk Railway, sbowg are asked w devide aniatter, while the de-
the distances, not merely in miles, but tuf tails are deldberaty wttbeld froius wth-
fractions of miles. and we flnd that the dis- oft which we cannot gve a satsfactory de-
tnce from 1Ste. Rosalle to Montreal, lnstea cision. T at being the case, It is reallye
of being 35 miles, is 31-69 miles, or leu than most puzzling, question to any one of these
12 miles. Therefre. there Is an error or representatives of thepeople in this ouse
over three miles. when speaking of that Por to address hmself to, when he asks why is
tien of the une d that errorwcliash ieen rc- this done. Why does the Governmentlnot
peated by the Minister of Rallways ad in- place the ouse [nhthe possession of the full-
corporated Iu the evIdene furnis>ied before est possible Information ? bIt because of
the cemmlttee, and sent to the eoiintry, wl'th the dIfficuity of obtaining It ? There ocould be
ail te authorilty that would corne from Its nothing more imsy than for the Goerument.
belen stated by the Minister o Railways. wth a large and well ,sh ned railway de-
We have that as lhe delfiberte opinion ai partment, under the authortyof the laws
knowledge of the Govertmentre0 far aswe they are called on to admenaster, to obtain
ould obtain It. promptly al the information we requre weo s

When we corne to cross the Victoria bridge respect te every rallway over which It lias
and deal w1th these other portions o the pro- control. would fot only be a matter of
perty of the Grand Trunk Railway, that o difficulty, but o the mot perfect ese,
are on the Montreal side of the St. Lawre-ce, for the Government to have got aIl the In-
we are met wth the oaefn Ro a number ot formation and have given It tnithen-ouse.
sodings whc hare very confurlng. bow, It Yet we are asked W deede on a course wben,
wouldmiot have been a great de oftrouble In the absence thknowledge, we cannot de-
to the Gverument to have had a table pre- termine whether that Is a wse coume to
paed sad placed l the bauds of every take. so.w Is It possble for any member of
membert, whieh would bave cost not more this ouse tondedde that it Is a wlse aud
,than probiIb1y $5-lt would bave been easy prudent transaction to give to the Granid
for lde Goverme rt to have suppled every Trunk RallwwYe$140,O0 a year for the use
member of Parliment w1th a bine prlnt or o 38 miles of rad, even if ie that are Inelud-
traclng, whele wýould have ahown the exact ed the term inls wbleh. aler uthe city of
number o! miles of slding sud the exact area Montrel. dThat Is nearly $4,do a mle. The
in acres which -are comprised Iuthe terminats iwhtual distance, gicordng to the Grand
of the Grand TrUnk RaIl'WaY; cnd I main- Trunk Rahay t e table, irom Ste. alla
tain that the Goverument couid have gouIle to Bonaventure station, e 38 mles, ase
further a.nd pla-ed lu the posflsson. of every for thatvwesay $140, p or nearly $4,Ousa
member, wttbout any oeffamudty, figures tdMrle.
show wbat alf the ¶rperty of the Grand tNow, the .ntercolooals thRlway enot no
Trunk Railway Company, between the exacting when It-leases its Unes ýto others. It
Victoria bridge and the Bonaventure sta- tayhbe that the late Governmet are l
tion, had aetuaily cost ln cash. That would bime for maklng a poor bargain, but It wo
probably have -roqulred but a requéat tW -th e dfleundl the evdenee taken before the
Grand fwayl, and that plan s in commlttee lastseson that the inen
tmadng 8hoflld bave beeni placed la Vie pon- lu NOTa cOUa frM~ Windsor to Halttax, tg
session of every member of Parliament, and eu oteAnplsadWaarRl"
we would have knowuabo1utely with wbatforoewthrO! the greaelm ptnn amithat
we were d g. Butnstead of that,, w aen the Gove, ute ly got omething like $16,.

theGoermen desto lve luelu th er arecale o to adinser tole oban
Wheatin wcmelto crose Victoravde respect $o.every railewyer hic it~ as

would notuhave been a geto dem oobe tn the~o abene.o nweg, ecno e
to th G ermntohehaataepr-minewehrta saws oret
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Now, why should not the Government treat experience they have had ln building rail
the representatives of the people lh this1 ways, are i a possition to give a valuable-
House as reasonable and Intelligent Men? opinion on tne subject. We have the hon.
They may say this Is rather an extraordlnary meniber for Glengarry (Mr. MeLennan), a
proposition, but we have strong reas os to gentleman who is known as one of the
advance ln support Of It. It anay be that mnost eminent and sucessful eontraetors in
at first you are incNned to suspect there was Canada, and hie comes again and again,.
somethlng more than a mere business trans- and with ail the force and authority that
action in this arrangement. For, there his unquestioned standing in the railway
was no doubt that statements were current world gives hlm, declares that this is an.
ln the country when the bargain was irst improvident contract, and ,that there are
proposed that some nmoney was to come out many ways that the Government could have
of this transaction whlch would inUre to secured what It is now getting at a much
the benefit of certain polticians not belong- less cost. When a gentleman of bis au-
ing to the Conservative party. There can thority In railway mattees makes sueh a
be no doubt that that rumour was current. statement, it must go far to convince us;
There are a great many people in Canada and when Lu reply there Is nothing but ap.
who stil belleve that that rumour was well* peais to documents which are refused or
founded. And when we consider the very such evidently inaccurate statements as that
large price wVhich we 'are paying for the made by the Minister In connection with the
Drummond Cointy Railway and that we land damages on this line-shown to be in-
are giving for the lease of the Grand Trunk accurate by the local knowledge of hon.
faciUties, there Is certain colour given to members from Quebec-4he statement made
that statement. Now, we know that every by the hon. nember for Glengarry is tO a
one who is innoe-nt courts investlgation. very great extent confirmed. As to these
wants to make evearything plain, open and statements of the hon. Minister concerning
above board. But the conduct of the Gov- the towns and villages through which this.
ernment In this matter is not exactly what road would pass, hon. members ln thlis
I have described. They not only do not House are In a position to judge how entire-
coit discussion. they deny the Hoiuse the ly misleading and inaccurate they are. Hion.
meas of maintaining the discussion. They members froma the maritime provinces pass
firnly refuse to give information. Tlhey over that line probably two or three times
do even worse. I am informed, ln some In a session. Do they pass through any
cases, the MiniIster has cited authornities for grand towns or villages between Montreni
bis statements that lie has declned to pro- and St Hyacinthe ? Does not every hou.
duce to the House afterwards. I need not gentleman know that we pass throug opei.
argue that that is wrong; any person who ield? When we pass the stations you
knows anything Of parliamentary procedure will see no buildings indlcating a place eo
knows that It is wroag. It Is entirely con- Importance. A mile or so away you may
trary ,to what we should have ln thds House, see the spire of the village dureh, but we
and Vhait we, as an Opposition, have a ail know that from Ste. Rosalle to Montreal
right to demand. Even without the lesson the road runs for the most part through open
we are recelving on this occasion we did eultIvated fields. When we are told these
lot need to be told that theC Government farming lands are worth $150 an aere. know-

can enforce Its w'1l upon the mnonity. But ing as we do that the best farming lands
It is our duty to protest against that way of the iost important part of Ontaro are
of carrying on the affairs of the country, and selling at from $50 to $70 an aere,. we fee
to make It as plain as possible to the pe- that we are being trifled witdh, we feel that
ple that if a bad bargain Is made, we of the such evidence as this cau only be put for-
Opposition are not to blame for it. If we ward by the exercise of authority, that no-
amsent to this contraet and it turns out a representative of the people eould be in-
bad coutract, as I tiuk it will, we want the duced to rise lu Parliament and make such
people to understand that our assent bas a statement If he were not doing it under
been foreed from us, not won by appeal to the soeltation of thbe Minister and doing
reason, that we have been practcally com- somethlng that he wll never be able to
pelled to buy the pig ln a poke, to use a malntaln outside of this House. We re-homely phrase, to buy a raidlway while the member the statements eongtantly made by
Government deliberately denies us the in- the members of the present Government
formtion that would enable us to arrive when uIn Oppositlon concernlng the ruin over-at au intelligent Idea of Its value. We have taking Canada owlng to the National Poi.
the advantage of baving men of unquestion- tcy, and we knew them te be reckless anded knowledge and : experience In railway natrue. But it Iscely to be expectmatters who, though not ln a poition to ed that within two or three years of their
command the resources of the country ln or- getting into ofece they would be compelledder to secure the assistance of engineering tO set up their supporters to give such un.
and ther experts, are stlll In a position te wllAng testimny te sh.w that farIn p
acquire a good deal oflu inomtou, and perty has advanced to $150 an aore, tb
who, with that information and with the being attrtbuted, as they must nlecesssafly

Mr. BELL (Picteu).
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attribute it, to the good Government that ex-
isted in Canada for eighteen years. Now,
there were several ways by which the Min.
Ister of Railways and Canals, If lhe desired
to reach Montreal, might have proceeded.
One -laat has occurred to me seems obvious.
We know that one of the matiters discussed
between the Grand Trunk and the Govern-
ment when they were making their ar-
rangements, was the possibility that they
might double-track the Grand Trunk, the
cost to be borne by the Goverument and
the company in certain proportions. There-
fore, we know that was a matter that re-
-celved consideration. What would any rail-
way man say if lie were asked what it would
eost to double-track the Grand Trunk
R-ailway ? No man who knows anything
about railway construction would suggest
that it would cost over $10,000 a mile. Let
the Goverument, then, if they wish to utilize
tiat road. pro2eed to do that which. as we
know. the Grand Trunk Railway have in
contemplation, let them donþle track the
road at $10,000 a mile. It would Improve
the property of the Grand Trunk Railway,
and give it that advantage east of Montreal
that it has west of Montreal on its Une be-
tween Montreal and Toronto. Then the
Government would have no railway dam-
tiges to pay. no rlght of way to provide for.
and they would have, at an expenditure of
say. $320,000, whieh at 3 per cent woul~d only
cost Canada $9,600 a year-they would then
b'ave a doable tracked railway over whicn
to rua their trains between Ste. Rosalle and
]Montreal. That would only be about one-
fourth of the sum, $37,500, which they have
agreed to pay to fthe Grand Trunk Rallway.
For one-fourth that sum they would have
the privilege of usIng a double tracked rail-
way. with all the resulting advantages o'
safety. econoniy and securIty to life and
property; and they would have that pro-
perty at an expense of $9,600 a year, as
contrasted with $37.500. Under the arrange-
ment made now, If it should be founi ne-
eessary later on to double track the road.
the Government would be compelled, In ad-
dition to paying $37,500 a year, to pay the
interest at 4 per cent upon a portion of the
cost of double tracking the road. So It
strikes me that a most Improvident bargain
has been made, a most thoughtless bargain.
But it may be argued that the Grand Trunk
Railway would not consent to have their
road double tracked; possibly they would
not. I think it Is well known that It is a
thing they desire to do. But suppose they
did not; from the statements made to us by
the hon. member for Glengarry (Mr. Me-
Lennan), and from some other authorities
that have been clted, from the Jknowledgi'
we have of rallway construetfon ail over
Canada, from the knowledge ofthe nature
of the ground between Ste. RosalIe and
Montreal, we know perfectly well that at
most $15,000 a mile, or altogether somp

$450,000, would brlng into Montreal a new
and perfectly independent road. The sum
of $450,000 would in.volve an annual expen-
diture of about $13,500 to the people. And
still that Is not done. And why ? Because
the Minister of Railways and Canals wants
us to believe that It would cost half a mil-
lion dollars to buy the right of way. That
is absurd, as every man knows. In the
lower provinces we are not accustomed to
think ourselves living In a country very
:nuch Inferior to Ontario and Quebee. we
have had a great many raliways bulit lu
that country, and in no instance whatever
have people who own lands been pald any
such sum as $150 an acre for right of way.
We know that the late Government secured
the right of way through the town of Dart-
mouth, ln Nova Scotia, following the harbour
front, taking the most valuable parts of the
land, for less than $1,500 an acre. In my
own town of New Glasgow, one of the most
progressive and enterprising in the province,
very desirable lands were taken, in some
cases lying along main thoroughfares, at
the rate of $300 an acre. If we had time we
could produce evidence of many such spe.
cifie cases to show that not a vestige of au-
thority ean be produced In support of the
statement made by the Minister of Railways
and Canals that It Is going to cost $500,000
to buy the right of way from St. Hyacinthe
to Montreal. It Is obvious at first blush
that that statement Is Inaccurate. When we
find here in addition, the statement that this
line of road runs through ten or twelve
towns between St. Hyacinthe and Montreal,
and when such a statement is; made to men
who are lu the habit of traversing that line
two or three times a year and must know
that the statement is not correct, the person
who makes that statement must be In a very
desperate position.

Now, I think It should not be expected that
this Parliament would willingly give Its as.
sent to this contract. The question whether
this road is going to be a profitable one for
Canada, is far from being settled. The
statement was freely made when the first
contract was presented to the House, that
bringing the Intercolonial Railway into
Montreal was going to make It a profitable
road. Well. in the last returns which we
bave, that road had been runnlng some four
months. During that four months we had
all the advantages that could be derived
from a Montreal conneetion ; still we did
not see the deficit wiped out, It had instead
largely Increased. It strikes me that it
would be nothIng more than prudent on
tbe part of the Government to continue that
experiment until they were able to produce
resuits that would settle the question. be-
yond doubt. Let them try the experiment
dariug the whole of one fiscal year, and
when we get the returne up to the end. of
June, 1898, then we wll be In a better posi-
tion to Judge what the result would be If

-442w5 4426



4427 [COMMONS] 442&
the arrangement was made permanent. We
will have had nearly two years in which to
realize the increased passenger and freight
traffic of which they talked so conffdently,
and they will have ample opportunity to
prove whether the road will be able to ex-
port large quantities of cereals by using
this Une with steamer connection at Hali-
fax. I do not think that It would be doing
any great hardship if Parliament shouîd
decide to give the Government another year
to continue that experiment in the way ln
which they have been conducting it during
the past two years. If at the end of another
year the Government still thought it well
to insist upon an answer to the question as
to wiether they should buy this road, we
would be in a much better position to give
the an.swer if we had before us the reports
and returns showing what the results ac-
tually were. Therefore, even if the Minister
was disposd to give us the fullest informa-
tion in his power. I tiink it would still be an
open question whether we should agree to
such a propositi.on. Under the circumstan-
ces, when we find a Minister of Railways
and Canals, a man of undoubted ability, a
man at the head of a well equipped depart-
ment, when we find such a gentleman ad-
vancing statements unsupported, doubtful iu
îrany cases, and contrary to experlence, I
tbink we have abundant reason to pause and
to take no further step until we know what
the results are likely to be. When we find
the Government gIving us Information
which bears upon the face of It the stamp
of worthlessness, this Parliament is not
only justified In refusIng Its sanction, but it
would be going out of its way and fallIng
in its duty If it consents to do anything else
than defeat such a measure presented In
such a manner.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Shall the pre-
amble be adopted ?

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, no ; we are not more
than to the third section of it. As I said
to my hon. friend the other night, this Is
the only chance of really going into the
Grand Trunk arrangement In detail, andi it
cannot be expected that all these 58 sections
can be disposed of at a single sitting, or,
perhaps, In two or three sittings I want to
make an appeal to the rîght hon. gentleman
who leads the House (Sir Wilfrid Laurier).
I trIed to make an appeal, In all kindness
and as strong as I could, to the ion. Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals, but the lion.
Minister of Railways and Canals le disposed
to be obdurate. He bas stood upon what
he calls his dignity, and he does not propose
that members of the House shall have any
of the information which is accessible to
him. I do not think the Prime Minister
sympathizes with that idea of it, but I am
not quite sure whether he understands the
gravity of the case. One part of the argu-
ment of the hon. Minister of Rallways and

Mr. BELL (Poetou).

Canals, a very Important part of the argu.
ment, which he delivered here the other
evening, was on the line of the necessity for
the present arrangement for the reason
that the building of an alternative Une
would" be more expensive and practically
Impossible; so that no business men, he
went on to explain, would think that it was
feasible to bulld an alternative line rather
than accept the contraet in behalf of which
that argument was made. It had its force
ln the country ; it was Intended to have a
force in the country, and, wherever we go
in the country, we will meet that argument
ln that respect. It is to that branch of the
argument that we are devoting ourselves at
the present time. We believe that we have
proved that that branch of the argument is
utterly fallaclous and utterly untrustworthy.
These are strong words, but none too strong
to be used. When we press that view of the
matter upon' the Minister, he says, that he
knows nothing about it hlmself, but that he
bas information which is provided by bis
officers. Thus. very naturally, we ask that
that information shall be laid before the
members of the committee, so that they may
have the same rigit to form a conclusion
upon that information that the hon. gentle-
man himself las had. That Is predicated on
the assumption, which is not a violent one,
that other men in this House have brains,
as weil as the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals, that other men in this House
are quite as good business men as the bon.
Minister of Railways and Canals, that other
men in this House know just as much about
railways as the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals, who knows nothing about them
any more than ourselves, uslng the words lu
the technical point of view. We ask simply,
that the same information which the hon.
gentleman has had, may be presented to this
committee, so that the members of it may
form their own conclusions. Speaking of
that information, the hon. Minister, ln char-
acterizing It at the commencement of that
branch of the subject, said :

Has he any Idea vhat It would cost? I eau
give him an Idea of what lt will cost, founded,
not upon my own unaided judgment, but upon
the careful estimates and calculations of my
officials in the department, made not to-day, not
yesterday, but before I was prepared to recom-
mend to my colleagues the adoption of this
scheme.
The inference from that is, that the informa-
tion has been presented to his colleagues.
and It was the force and conclusive
nature of that evidence that made bis col-
leagues agree wlth him in adopting the mea-
sure. Perhaps, some of his colleagues can
give this Information ln detail which, was
prepared long ago-accurate estimates and
calculations-by the officials of his depart-
ment, for I do not think the members of the
Government-there are thirteen of them-
are gentlemen who would be willing to take
up a scheme of this kind, pass it through.
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Council and authorize the Minister to bring
It before the House, unless they bad some
information to go upon, other than the mere
ipse dixit of the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals. They niust have had this In-
formation, these estimates, these calcula-
tions, before them. Perhaps sone of the
Ministers, other than the Minister of Rail-
ways, can give us that Information, though
even then It would be second-band. Does
not the right bon. Prime Minister think that
we have, as members of the House, a per-
fect right to have that information, these
calculations and these estimates of the offi-
cials of bis department, who are not owned
by him, but who are the officials of this
House and the servants of Parliament ?
These are caleulations, and these are esti-
mates which the Minister says · were care.
fully prepared, not lately, but long before
he took the responsibility of presenting this
matteC to his associates for their adjudica-
tion and judgment. Does not the Prime
Minister think we have a perfect right to
get that information ? Why should the Min-
ister interpose between our officials and this
louse ? Will the lion. gentleman assume

that the Minister of Railways bas any right
to assume a superior judgment to the other
business men of this House, and to say to
the two hundred members of this House : I
bave looked over these estimates and cal-
culations, and I am satisfied. The other
bon. members say we would like to
look over these. if you (o not mind.
The Minister replies : You insult me,
because. wheu you want to look over them,
you inply that my word is not to be taken,
and that I an not to be trusted. That is
the way we are met. Does the rIght hon. gen-
tieian think that this is the way one of bis
Ministers ougbt to act ? If It can be done
in thils case. it can be done in all cases. Are
we to sit here and simply accept the filtered
information through the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, or bave we a right to
bave the Information ourselves ? Would
my right lion. friend tell u4 what interest
would be harmed by giving us that infor-
mation ? Is there an answer to these ques-
tions ? WIll the right bon. gentleman tell
us why the House is not seized of that in-
formation, why it is not laid on the Table
here, so that we can scan It ? We are sus-
piclous of that filtered Information for seve-
ral reasons. We are suspilcious of it be-
cause the Minister of Railways gravely de-
clared that to build a bridge over the Ya-
maska River would cost $300,000, a bridge
not over 331 feet span, where the difficulties
cannot be great, and when it bas been
shown here to-night. by conclusive testi-
mony, out of the blue-books, sworn testi-
mony, evidence of engineers, that bridges
longer and more difficult to buildhave been
built for $17,000, for $15,000, for the super-
structure and sub-structure, of which mea-
surements and quantities bave been given.
More than that, the lion. member for Glen-

garry, who knows more about practical rail-
way building than any of us bere, probably,
and who stakes bis reputation, as a member
of this House, and stakes bis reputation as
to the information be gives, who says that
he himself bas looked into the matter, that
be bas had an engineer make measurements
and calculations, and who says, that that
bridge can be buiIl for within $60,000-he
says $40,000 to $50,000. There is cumula-
tive evidence. The Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, building a modern structure, in modern
times, 3,652 feet long, over the St. Lawrence
River, built it all for $934,000.
Three thousand six hundred and fif ty-two
feet, compared with three hundred and
thirty-one feet ; you can calculate the pro-
portion yourself. Is it reasonable that a
three hundred and thirty-one feet bridge over
the Yamaska River, would cost $300,000,
when a three thousand six hundred and fifty-
two feet bridge oveu the St. Lawrence cost
only $934,000. So, the evidence grows and
grows, until we are led to the conclusion that
the Minister bas made a mistake. and we say'
to hlm : If you have not made a mistake you
are putting your engineers in a bad position.
They are engineers upon whom we must
rely, pass estimates, and expend money.
Will they estimate that a bridge which ought
not to cost more than $60,000 wIll cost $300,-
000 ? I challenge the Minister (Mr. Blair) to
put the estimate of Mr. Sebreiber before this
House on that basis with the calculations
worked out. He says he will not, and that I
am no gentleman because I ask it. He stands
on his dignity and says : I am the Minister
and, consequently, you must take tbe In-
formation as it filters through me. Now, Sir,
I say that the House is deeply Interested ln
knowing whether or not the country bas pro-
per men as engineers. What the House would
like to know is, whether there is a engineer
in that department wbo will put bis signa-
ture to an estimate worked out for $300,000,
as the cost of a bridge over the Yamaska. If
there is, then I would like to have the com-
mon sense opinion of builders and business
men in this House, as to whether such an
estima te is a fair one, and whether we ought
not change our engineer who would give an
estimate of that kind for a bridge of that
kind. That is a grave question, but a graver
question still Is : That you have a man here
who, for the tine being. liappens to be a Min-
istcr of a departient. who must rely upon
the authorities in the department, and Is this
House to absolutely back him up In refusing
to give the estImates of bis engineer of the
department. I say that it is intolerable. I
say It is nOt only not constitutional, but it is
illiberal and unparliamentary to a degree. 1
appeal to the right hon. the Premier (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) not to allow the obstinacy
of bis Minister of Railways to defeat the
well known principles upon which we are
gulded ln this House, and to defraud 212 re-
presentatives of the people of Information,
because be says : I have got it, I will filter
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It out to you, and, you poor fellows there,
should be very glad to get it in that way, and
you wil get It in no other way. This is a
matter of some consequence, and I put it as
strongly as I eau in that liglht. But, there is
more evidence which makes us suspicious.
The Minister (Mr. Blair) was making his
great speech ; fresh, or pretty nearly fresh,
from a most lamentable attempt to put before
this House the Yukon Rallway business, as
to which lie confessed lie knew nothing. The
Minister this time determined he would make
a great speech, and that lie would demon-
strate to his followers, and especially to the
lion. member for North Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) that lie was a man of genius and a
man of power. So he made a great speech;
but the foundations upon which one-third or
it was built. lhd to erumbl-e into dust
to-:ghît, before a little questioning a.nd
criticismn. I want to call the attention of
,my hon. friend (fr. Blair) to another thlng.
In that speech, which was meant to con-
vert bis own side of the Ilouse to an easy
falth in the matter, and the country general-
ly to the wisdom of tle step, lie went stili
further. One branch of the argument was as
to the great cost of the right of way, and the
hon. gentleman (Mfr. Blair) led this House ta
suppose-a complete misrepresentation-thar
lu building from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert.
you would be muleted -n extra heavy dan-'
ages for land, because of the ten or eleven
towns or villages tirougih which ctheroa<l
would have to run. Everybody who was
liere to-niglit knows that these ten or elevein
considerable towns and villages have dwindl.
ed into one town and a uniforni farming
country, with little aggregations around the
botels and churches of the 'different parlslhes.
an absolutely agricultural country, much the
saie as it was years ago, with the exception
of the town of St. Hyacinthe ; good farns,,
good land, and, I dare say, a contented and :i
happy and prosperous people, in the posses-
sion of their habitations. But, it Is not a 32
miles of villages and to-wns to be run througlh
cutting into establishments. cutting into lands
which are owned by men living lu cities and
towns. It is an agricultural country, sparse-
iy but generally populated. and runnIn
tirouglI these different parishes would be theroad. runnlingthog farm lan~ds, and farin
lands whic as taken would have to be paid
for and these only. And when the Minrsa
was questioned, lie did fnot know the na nie
Of One Of Üthese to'wus. cexcept St. j-yacejlnth.
Heo ld us tlhe -ere given te hm .hy qome of
his men whon lie consulted. and lie refused
to ,bring down the statement of the enge
In 'wrltlng, and lie tried to put oft then ose
In that hap-hazard fashion of hesarsaye ro-î
some officer in his department. Xow, th s
strong part of hls argument has cruinl-ed Into utter dust. Put all these things to-
gether, and I say we are justlfied in y•t-avij
a very grave suspicion that when the Miný-
Ister of Railways (Mfr. Blair) puts a solei-
argument, coming down to definite facts 1nn-

Mr. FOSTER. -1

fore the House, we cannot belleve that his
representations are what they are said to be,
and, consequently, we must be critical.
There is the proof we have so far as it goes.
I appeal to my riglit lion. frIend (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) whether, for the sake of general
credibility, we are not justified in asking tha t
the report and the estimates of the engineer,
our officer, shall be laid before us wlho em.
ploy him, and who pay him, and wlho pay
hlim in the Interests of the people. I an
sure this appeal to my right hon. friend,
based as it is upon constitutional grounds.
will have its effect, and that, perhaps, when
lie takes the night to think over it, lie will
bring bis recalcitrant Minister of Railways
into sonethiag oif a better frame of min(d;
better suited to the progress of business, bet-
ter suited to the Parliament into which the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) las come, better
suited to the position whiclh, for the time
being, he occupies. I am certain that the
Opposition in asking for this information,
does not ask for anything whicli a business
man In Canada would not say is right we
should ask for, and would not admit, should
be at once complied with.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). • As my hon. friend (Mr. Foster)
has appealed to me, I certainly owe him an
answer, though I an very much afraid in
advance that il shall not be able to satisfy
him. My ion. friend is so very hypercritical
in his views of looking at this matter, that I
fear whatever we mighit do on this side of
the House, we do not satisfy him. le will
pardon me for saying, that I do not think he
is partleularly anxious for information, when
I see that at half-past eleven at night we
have no progress whatever in comnmittee on
this MI-. My lon. f riend (Mr. Foster) ap-
pealed to nie as a memÉber of this House, as
a mem'ber of the Govermnent, to know wlie-
ther or not we have come to the conclusion
which we ask this House to ratify, without
having more information than lie himself
has. I thlnk, Sir, there tis enougi Informa-
tion for my hon. f riend (Mr. Foster) and for
every one else t form a proper judgment on
the merits of the proposition whichi we sub-
mit to the ouse. My hon. friend (Mr. Pos-
ter) is a good debater, and he will pardon me
if I say, that lie is also a good special pleader.
'This scheme which Is offered to the House to-
day, u emy judgment, commends Itself on Its
own ments.

My ion. friend, In is speech the other day,
one of very great ability, as we all know.
showed conclusively to the satisfaction of
every manIn l ths House that it was abso-
lutely impossible to have a railway from Ste.
Rosalie to Bonaventure station for the suni
of money which is represented by the rental
of $140, a year which we are to pay.
Capitalizehat amount at 3 per cent, or 4
per cent, or 5 per cent, or 2 per cent, and
double or treble the amount of capital so
formed, and you would not be able to get
the facilities which you have under this
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agreeinent from Ste. Rosalie to Bonaventure
station. Let the amount of capital be four.
five, six or ten millions, and double that
amount. and you could not get for it the faci-
lities which you get under this agreement.
That is a statement so broad, so clear and
so certain that it cannot be successfully con-
troverted. But my hon. friend the other day
went out of his -way to answer a speech de
livered by the hon. member for Glengarry
That hon. gentleman is a practical contrac-
tor. who speaks witli authority, and his ut-
teranqes ought to be treated with respect. I
do not share all the views expressed by ilm;
but I am bound to say that when he speaks
on matters of this kind bis views are entitled
to respect. because he is supposed to know
and does know what he Is talking about.
But as doctors disagree, so engineers will
disagree ; and my hon., friend went out of
his way, it appeared to me, although it was
cout of the abundance of bis case, to answer
the statement made by the hon. member for
Gleng.irry in regard to the estimated cost
of building a road from Ste. Rosalle to
Montreal, passing into the city by the vicin-
lty of the Lachine bridge. My hon. friend
first stated. and in doing so he did not com-
mit any breaeh of the truth, that there were
some ten or eleven towns or villages which
the railway would have te pass. Now. the
lon. gentlemen opposite, in a carping spirit.
if I may say so, at least in a hypereritical
spirit, says there is only one town, St. Hy-
acinthe. I do not care whether you call St.
Lambert a town or a village ; the fact re-
mains that from Ste. Rosalie to Montreal the
line would cross the town of St. Hyacinthe
and several of the wealthiest parishes in the
province of Quebee.

Mr. FOSTER. Parishes.

The PRIME MINISTER. I say parishes.
and parishes which would give a great deal
of freight to any railway in the shape of
the agricultural products which they raise
and which would find a market at Montreal.
My lon. friend so stated. Then he stated
that the land damages would amount to at
least $150 an acre. The hon. member for
Bagot (Mr. Marcil), wlho knows the locaiWy
very well, gives bis opinion that the land
In that vicinity would cost from $100 te $150
an acre. Then the bridge across the Yamas-
ka River, at St. Hyac1inthe, my hon. friend
has stated, would cost $300,000. The hou.
member for Glengarry estimates i at $50,-
000. I need net repeat what I said on this
point this afternoon. My opinion on this
subject being the opinion of a layman, I do
not attach any value to it ; but to a-ny man
who knows the locality at all It seems pre.
posterons te suppose that you can build a
bridge across the Yamaska River for $50,O00.
There was another bridge on the Yamaska
River at the town of Yamaska, which be-
longed to the Canadian Pacifie Rallway, and
which was washed away five or six years

ago by a spring freshet, and it lias never
been rebuilt, although there is offered at rhis
moment a subsidy of $50.000 which was
voted by this Parliament four or five years
ago for the rebuilding of that bridge. That
subsidy has been begging so far, for no one
has accepted it. Now, we generally give
subsidies for bridges to the amount of 15
per cent of the cost, which would make the
cost of that bridge, which is within fifteen
miles at most of the bridge at St. Hyacinthe.
$300.000 or $400,000. So that the estimate of
$50,000 seems to be preposterous. Whether
the bridge would cost $300.000. I am not pre-
pared to say at this moment ; but even sup-
posing the estimate of the engineer was too
bigh, after all it is only a matter of opinion,
and that is not a sufficient reason for de-
feating the proposition before the House.
What is it my hon. friend opposite asks ?
My hon. friend the Minister of Railways
spoke after having consulted his engineers,
and having debated the matter with them
again and again. My hon. friend knows
that in the relations existing between the
Minister and the Chief Engineer, the infor-
mation given by the latter is often given
in conversation or in an exchange of views,
ind when the Minister says: "I give yoU
tbe estimate of my engineer, and he esti-
mates that the ibridge would cost $300,000,"
he gives you ail that he could give yOU even
it it were put in writing. There is more
than that. As I stated this afternoon-and
I call the attention of the bon. member for
York ( Foster) to this fact-this question
is not new ; it bas been debated in this
louse before ; it has been investigated b>
a committee of the House ; and I find among
tie lit of documents brought before that
eomniittee. all the documents asked for by
my hon. friend to-day. Among them were
thle following : Mr. Schreiber's first estimate
of mileage and cost of construction of Drum-
mond County Railway from Ste. Rosalie to
Chaudière Junction ; estimate of Mr. Schrel-
ber as to aimount to be pald Grand Trunk
Railway Company for un of terminals at
Point St. Charles and Bonaventure station,
Montreal ; estimate of 3r. Schreiber as to
the amount to be paid to Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company for the use of Victoria bridge;
second estimate of Mr. Schreiber of mileago
and cost of construction of Drummond
County Railway from Ste. Rosalie to Chau-
dière, inelding 'Nicolet branch. Ail these
tbings have been Investigated. So It seems
to me that my hon. friend, if he really wants
Information and Is not obstructlng this Bull,
has already got the information before the
Ho4se, and the very members who were en
trusted with the Investigation of this mea-
sure had the Information also.

Mr. BERGERON. I wish to say, with re-
gard to the bridge for whieh the right hon.
gentleman says a subsIdy of $50,000 bas
been voted, that there Is no parallel between
that and the other bridge. The wldth of the
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river at the village of Yamaska Is double
what it Is at St. Hyacinthe.

The PRIME MINISTER. Itl is wider, cer-
tainly.

Mr. BERGERON. And my right lhon.
friend will remember, 1 am sure, that it is
not on account of the expense that the
Canadian Pacitie Railway Company do not
want to build that bridge. Even if we offei'
ed them $100,000, they would not build It,
because they were very glad to stop runnlng
their trains on that Une, because it did nut
pay tiem. The right hon. gentleman knows
very well that he cannot bring this as .au
argument at all to show the difference- In
the estimate of the bridge at St. Hyacinthe,
between the lon. member for Glengarry
and the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The right hon.
gentleman complains that we are now at
11.30 and nothing done. I think if he will
refleet for a moment, he will see that if noth-
ing is done, it is the fault of -his own side.
He says that the lion. Minister of Railways
went ont of his way to answer the hon.
member for Glengarry (Mr. MeLennan). We
do not take that view. We feel that the
argument which the hon. tmember for Glen-
garry addressed ito this House was most
cogent to show that those resolutions should
not bie passed. lt went to show that for
very much less cost than is proposed under
this agreement, a road could be built, double-
tracked, from Ste. Rosalle to Montreal, and
terminal facilities provided. How did :the
Minister of Railways meet this argument ?
By placlng against the statement which had
been made by the hon. member for Glengarry
the estimates and caleulation of the officials
of lis own department. Here were statements
made by the hon. member for Glengarry, a
practical man, based upon practical obser-
vations, wiclh showed that a very much
better arrangement could have been made
by this Government than thae one proposed.
How then can the right hou. gentleman say
that the Minister of Rallways went out of
his way to answer that argument. He did
not go out of his way, it was directly lin
bis way to answer that argument, and he
attempted to answer it by stating that the
estimate of my hon. friend from Glen-
garry was not correct, and that he had
careful caleulations made long ago by the
engineers and offilials In nhis own depart-
ment, whielh showed that the argument of
the hon. member'for Glengarry was wrong.

Now, the question we have been discussIng
this evening is simply wihether It Is com-
petent for the Minister of 'Railways to at-
tempt to mneet the argument of lon. gentle-
men on this side by a reference to caleu-
lattons of that kind, and then to obstruet
this commttee, from four o'clock ithîs after-
noon until 11.30 to-night, by refusing to

Mr. BERGERON.

produce these calculations, in violation of
every rule of parliamentary procedure. Yet
the rght hon. gentleman says ithat this is
a matter ln respect of which the Mlnister
of Rallways went out of hlis way to answer
the lion. member for Glengarry. He did
not go out of lis way to answer that hon.
gentleman, but went out of lis way to
obstruet the business of the committee by
refusing to produce the calculations which
he himself brought before the House, and
whlch lie, under every principle of parlia-
nentary procedure, was bound to place be-
fore the House.

I do not understand that the right lon.
gentleman has given an answer at ail to
the appeal made to him by the hon. member
for York (Mr. Foster). The question sim-
ply is this, whether It is competent for the
Minister of Railways to attempt to meet an
argument made f roth this side of the House
based on practical knowledge and obser-
vation, by a reference to estimates and cal-
culations of his own engineers, and then
to keep this committee back, hour after hour,
by refusing to produce those documents for
its information. He might just as well
bring down ithis Bill and these resolutions
and this agreement, and say: I have made
an excellent agreement with the Grand
Trunk Railway, take my word for it; and
if you do not believe that it is an excellent
agreement you are doubtlug my word, and
I will treat any complaint made with con-
tempt.

But ithe right hou. gentleman himself af-
fords the best answer to his own argument.
AfMter stating that the Minister of Raiiways
and oanals had gone out of his way to
answer the lion. member for Glengarry. he
himself attempted to answer that hon. g'n-
tieman as to the cost of that bridge. The
question is whether it would cost about
8300,000 or $50,000, and the right hon. gen-
tieman said lie had some personal knowl.
edge of the country and the right of way,
&e. We listened to al that with great re-
speet, but we would listen with a great deal
more respect and attention to the ealeu-
lations and estimates on which the Minister
of Rallways made his speech the other
niglit. The right hon. gentleman has no
techulcal knowledge of these matters, the
engineers have, and the Minister of Rail-
ways based his argument upon the reports
of those engineers, but now refuses to bring
them down. I venture to think that, under
no authority quoted to this House, is he
at aR justified In the course he has taken,
and I do not thInk that the right hon. First
Minister bas succeeded ln justifying the ob-
struction to which this committee has been
subjected ln attempting to advance this Bill.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not suppose it is my
hon. frlend's Intention to finish the schedule
to-night,?

The PRIME MINISTER. What, then,
is my hon. friend's Intention ?
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Mr. FOSTER. My intention, and I think
that of my hon. friends, is what I stated
the other day, when we made the· arrange-
ment for having a vote on the third read-
ing. I think I mentioned that on the sec-
ond reading the items would have to be
thoroughly gone into, and that I had a good
deal of criticism ito make. We really had
no opportunity of getting down to ground-
work on this scheme at ail until we got
into eommittee on the second reading. The
hon. Minister of Railways made a very long
speech on the resolution, whioh 'was replied
to, and my hon. friend will recolleet that
we then made no criticism of the different
parts of the schedule, some fifty-elght sec-
tions lu all. We let that go with the idea
that on the second reading we would have
an opportunity of critieising the fifty-eight
sections. Al are not equally important,
but some are, as affecting the basis of the
agreement, and it wlll take considerable time
Ito thresh them out. The hon. gentleman
may keep us here until the early morning,
but that is not the way we will get through
our discussion best. We have no desire
to unduly criticise ail those fifty-eight sec-
tions, but they must be reviewed and those
we consider most important eritiolsed.

We have kept on this one item for this
long time for one purpose and one alone,
and that Is to emphasize the fact that the
Minister of Railways has taken ground, by
refusinig us the information on which he
made his argument which shows ýpretty con-
clusively that he is wrong.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. In what respect ?

Mr. FOSTER. In this respeot, that he
has made a statement before this House
to influence the judgment of members,
which we believe cannot be sustained ; and
as I am not technical, and my hon. friend
is not technical, and -my hon. friend behxnd
me is not a railway man, and the riglht hon.
gentleman who leads the Government Islnot
a railway man, why then have we not the
authority of the engineer's statement ? We
eau eaeh have his opinion and meet asser-
tion by assertion for a fortnight or longer, bat
the very argument of my hon. friend proves
conclusively that we had better refer to
some other authority, and that is the au*
thority on whilch the Minister of Railways
based the argument he made, In which argu-
ment I believe he is mistaken.

The MINISTER OFI RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Mr. Chairman, it appears to me 1
that a part of the statement the hon. gentle- 1
man (Mr Foster) bas made does not har- t
monize with the rest. He professes anxiety c
to bave an opportunity of discussing the 4S t
clauses of this Bill, and yet he has been,
apparently, standing upon the ground which E
relates exclusively to the general question, E
whether any portion of this Bill ought to be r
considered at all, whether, in fact, the Bill

should have had its second reading. His
contention is, that this arrangement is not
beneficial to the country, and he says one
of the matters I presented to the committee
the other day, concerning the erection of
the two bridges which now form part of the
Une of the Grand Trunk between Ste. Rosa-
lie and St. Lambert, was not accurate, but
was excessive. Now, I cannot see how the
question, as to whether these estimates, one
or both of them, are excessive, can be a mat-
terial question as affecting the general pro-
position before the committee. Whether
or not this Bill, as a whole, with ail its
clauses and all the clauses in the contract,
should pass, does not rest upon the question
whether the engineer gave me an accurate
estimate of the cost of these bridges. I
quoted from the engineer's memorandum to
the effeet that the cost of the bridge across
the Yamaska would be $300,000. Whether
that estimate is accurate or not, or whether
statements made by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site should be accepted, is a very small part
of a very large question. All through this
discussion, the hon. gentleman has been pu-
ting it forward that, when I stated the other
day that I had the authority of my engineer
to state to this; House that It would cost
$485,000 for the building of a railway, out-
side of the two bridges over the Yamaska
and Richelieu rivers, and $400,000 for the
Richelieu and $300.000 for the Yamaska
bridge, a total of $l.185,000, I was giving
figures which were excessive and exaggerat-
ed. Well, if the hon. gentleman ie of that
opinion, let him draw his own conclusions
from that as he pleases, and vote accord-
Ingly. But I do not see, nor do I think any
hon gentleman i, the committee will see,
the relevancy or importance of our occupy-
ing the time of the committee in deciding
whether or not the engineer's estimate was
excessive. I have told the committee, over
and over again, tbat the engineer gave me
the total estimate of cost. He did not go
into details; he did not tell me how many
pounds of iron nor how many cuble yards
of stone would be required, but gave me
the figures exactly as I have presented them
to the House. And I do not think that the
hon. gentlemani is treating me fairly ; I do
not think he is acting in a way which would
commend itself to the fair-mindedness o! the
House, when he calls on me to produce
something which I have never said I had,
and which, as a matter of fact, I have never
had-a statement under the hand of the en-
gineer showing the details figured ont close-
ly and accurately of the cost of the Yamas-
ka and Richelieu bridges. l do not think
the hon. gentleman can hope to impress this
side of the House, at any rate, wIth the idea
that -he merely desired to consider the
clauses of this Bill, when he is resting bis
argument on the accuracy of the engineer's
Statement and comparing it with the state-
ment of hon. gentlemen on the other side
That, surely, cannot be a sufficient reason
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for delaying the consideration of the Bill in
detail. We have already passed the second
reading-

Mr. POSTER. I want my hon. friend to
-stop there. He must fnot use that argument
because it was distinctly understood be-
tween the leaders of the House that the
vote, which should properly be taken on the
second reading, should be deferred to the
third reading, for the convenience of the
House.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN
CANALS. The vote--that miglit be.

Mr. FOSTER. The vote on the principle
-of the Bill. My right hon. friend (Sir Wil-
frid Laurier) knows that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My hon. friend (Mr. Foster)
knows that the suggestion to have the vote
on the third reading was made from this
point of view-it was not a question as to
what the resuIt would be ; there was no
-question as to what the sense of the House
was upon the subjeet, and It was only ne-
-cessary that the formal vote should be
taken-the hon. gentleman and his friends
desiring to put theinselves upon record-and
the third reading of the Bill was chosen as
the more convenient opportunity for this
purpose. The view expressed by the hon.
gentleman is lnot the view, I think, of one
who wishes to justify his delay in dealing
with these clauses as they are now coming
up.

Mr. D. HENDERSON (Halton). I have
listened to the hon. Minister with a great
deal of Interest, and I may say, with some
surprise at the statement he bas made, that
the principle of this Bill has -been confirmed
by the House. I certainly did not so under-
stand it, whien the arrangement was come to
that the division should take place on th
third reading, Instead of the second reading,
on the whole question whether the acquiring
of the Drummond County Railway or the ex-
tension of the 'utercolonial Railway was in
the general interest of the country. I do not
think the House has decided that question
yet, and that is what we will test, when we
come to the vote on the third readIng. To
my mind, it is a very grave question whether
this seheme is to the advantage of the coun-
try generally 1, for one, representing a
constituency in western Ontarlo, belleve
that, whatever advantage .t may be to the
province of Quebe, or the maritime pro-
vinces, 1t is certainly not a- scheme that is
going to prove of any advantage to the pro-
vince of Ontar-o. We do anot in any way
cail for the purchase of the Drummond
County Railwa, orany other rallway, for
the purpose of taking thelatercolonial Rail
wayte the city of Montreal. The whole
terms of Confederation have rbeen eomplied

ith and Æly ca~rried ount, se far as railway
construction is concerned, when the old pro-

Mr. BLAIR.

vince of Canada has been brought into con-
nection with the maritime provinces by the
Intercolonial Railway, as it now exists.
Under the British North iAmerica Act, we
are not expected and not called upon to do
more than was done many years ago. There-
fore, I say it is a question whether this
scheme here proposed Is a feasible one and
one that will accrue to the benefit of the
country generally. The Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, in declining to give in-
formation in detail, -which he bas been press-
ed to give time and again, I -think, fully
justifies us in going back and discussing this
question as to whether the scheme is one
that commends itself to the House. When
the hon. member for Pietou (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper), a few moments ago, was
addressing the House, he raised what, to
ny mind, was a very pertinent question,
and gave me the Idea of saying what I am
now about to say, the question whether the
Government acted wisely ln acquiring that
road.

Possibly the member for Pictou at that time
was not discussIng the question as to whe-
ther the Government should extend the road
to Montreal, but perhaps he was discussing
the question as to whether they had made
the best bargain that could be made for the
purpose of continuing the road to Montreal.
But I go further, and I say that I do not
consider tiat it is In the interests of this
country, more especially of the western pro-
vinces, that that road should be continued
any further than it is at the present time.
I may say that ln all the arguments that
have been advanced during the present ses-
sion and the preceding Eesslon, I have never
:et been able to discover one that convinced
me that the Government were in duty beund
to continue that road to Montreal, or that it
was going to benefit Canada as a whole, or
was such an undertaking that it should be
taken hold of by the Government. Now. I
have stated my position clearly, and when
a division is taken ln this House on the prin-
ciple of the purchase of this road, I must
certainly vote against the whole scheme.
Now, I may give you a few examples to
srhow how much use this road is to us ln
the western part of Ontario. In the western
part of Ontario we ship by the 'Grand Trunk
Railway to Montreal, and goods are then
transferred to the Intercolonial Railway for
the Iower provinces. Now. I live ou the
main lIne of the Grand Trunk Railway, and
I am convinced that goods shipped at our
small. way stations west of Toronto are
carried to Montreal probably Inside of 24
hours ; then they are handed over to thls
new fangled system of the Intercolonial
Railway which Is going to be of such great
benefit to Canada, and those goods cannot be
carried from Montreal tO the city of Hall-
far inglde of one montb. If that is going to
be the case all the way tbrough, what in the
world is the use o this Government spend-
ing millions upon millions for the purpose of
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improving transportation when you cannot
carry a package of 200 pounds from Mont-
real to Halifax inside of a month ? That
is a thing that is occurring every day and is
troubling the business men of this country
to-day. Manufacturers in western Ontario,
who are shipping goods to the east,- cannot
get their goods sent forward after they are
shifted from the Grand Trunk Railway to
the Intercolonial Railway. The arrange-
ment seems to be that goods sent by the
Grand Trunk Railway have to be transfer-
red to the Intercolonial Raflway before they
are sent forward, and they elther lie there
in Montreal, or they are sent forward fron
station to station by some slow means. I
know of cases where goods were shipped
from the village of Acton, where I live, a
manufacturing town having industries vary-
ing from $50,000 to $750,000, and those Insti-
tutions are sending goods forward to the
lower provinces. It is very important for
the men carrying on business that these
goods should be carrIed promptly. In one
Instance, goods were shipped from the vil-
lage of Acton on April the 25th, to Mr. Ross,
of Halifax, and they did not reach Mr. Ross
until the 22nd of May. That shows the
great advantage that we in the province of
Ontario are going ta get by spending millions
of money for the purpge of acquiring the
Drummond County Rallway for the benefit
of a few people in Quebec.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Did the hon. gentleman inquire
as to when they were delivered to the In-
tercolonial Railway ?

Mr. HENDERSON. They were shipped
from Acton. 35 miles west of Toronto, left
Acton on the day ;they were shipped, the
25th of April, and I have no doubt those
goods were in Montreal inside of 24 hours,
or 36 hours at the latest.

The. MINISTER OF RALWAYS AND
CANALS. Does the hon. gentleman know
that?

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not know that as
a fact. but I know something of theexpedi-
tion of the Grand Trunk Railway in sending
forward any consignment that la given to it,
and the delay must of necessity have oc-
(urred on this road that is being acquired
for the general benefit of Canada, although
t takes a month te carry goode from one
province to another.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Did you have any experience be-
fore the Drummond County Railway was
acquired ?

Mr. HENDERSON. I never heard these
complaints made before. in fact I have
shipped goods myself from Acton away
down te Cape Breton as the hon. member for
Cape Breton (Mr. MeDougail) can testlfy.
and they reahed that far distant point in

less than half the time, and In the winter
season, too, when the roads were liable to be
blockaded.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. What goods were they that were
shipped when this instance of delay oe-
eurred ?

Mr. IENDERSON. They were glove
manufactures. Goods shipped from the city
of London to Mr. Ross, in the city of Hali-
fax, on the 20th April, had not reached Mr.
Ross on the 23rd day of May, or three days
more than a month. Now, the Grand Trunk
Railway carry goods direct from London to
Montreal, and these goods are then offered te
this Drummond County road, a sort of one-
horse road which we are to pay millions of
money to purchase for the general benefit of
Canada,when we in the west can get no bene-
fit out of it at all. I must protest against
it. From Acton a short time ago goods
were shipped to Westville ln Pietou County,
N.S., they were shlpped on the 4th of May,
and they had not reached Westville on the.
2nd day of June, when the consignee was
complaining of the wonderful expedition of
the Drummond County Railway ln getting
goods down to the lower provinces. In an.-.
other instance goods were shipped to Yar-
mouth in the province of Nova Scotia
though the Intercolonial Railway ma 1not
be responsible to the same extent, for they
would have to pass over the Intercolonial'
Railway on to other roads. But the goodi
shipped from Acton on the 14th of April had
not reached their destination In Yarmouth
on the 3rd of May. Now these facts show
why it is that the road Is absolutely of no
use to us at all in western Ontario for the.
purpose of interprovincial trade. We in the.
province of Ontario are very much opposei
indeed to spendIng a large sum of money to.
purchase a road that Is absolutely useless to
the country generally, and is going out to
benefit a few speculators only ln the pro-
vince of Quebec, and probably it may be of
some benefit to the people of the maritime
provinces. Therefore, viewing this scheme
from the standpoint of its utter uselessness
to the western part of the province, I say
that the taxpayers should not be called upon
to pay such an enormous sumi of money, for
the purpose of providing a raIlway for the
people Of the province of Quebee. For reasons
of this kind, and the general reason that I
do not believe ln the principle of the Gov-
ernment acquiring railways ln this manner
unless we are going to adopt a general sys-
tem of the purehase of railways by the Gov.
ernment. I feel it my duty to vote agaInst
this whole scheme.

Mr. POSTER. Before we go any further,
I migbt ask the right hon. gentleman how·
late he proposes to sit?

The PRIME MINISTER. We should maie.
some progress first.
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Mr. FOSTER. As we do not have to pass think the right hon. gentleman (Sir Wilfrid
section by section, It Is difficult to know how ' Laurier), who says that we ouglit to make
much progress Is being made. There are a some progress, knows that there Is a proper
great many sections in the schedule, some way of making progress and that Is to have
of which are Important, and which we pro. threshed out by this House all the Informa-
pose to criticise. tion that he Is in possession of. If there Is any

The PRIME MINISTER. We can go oU such information, if it has not been a mere
forsoe PRIME frter. guess, let us walt until we have that inform-

ation. He cannot fairly ask the commIttee
Mr. CLANCY. I have not hitherto taken to pass a single section or to proceed one step

any part li this discussion, and I am not now further if we have not this Information, he-
going to discuss the general principle of the cause. I care not how frIendly we may be, I
scheme, because that has been pretty well care not how much we may be willing to give
thrashed out already. I listened with much our opinious,we should not be expected to e s-
Interest to the statement that was made by sume that everything Is correct, because, I
the right hon. first Minister in answering the fancy, it has been pure assumptlon. I am
reasonable request made by the hon. mem- sure that hon. gentlemen who have spoken
ber for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster), and I listen- hastily upon that .sIde of the Flouse took It
ed also with much interest, because I was for granted that this Information would be
curlous to know what response the bon. Min- forthcoýming, but when we have arrIved at
ister of Railways and Canals would make the time when we are able to apply the
himself. I was astounded, as I am sure every crucial test and find out what the facts are,
member on that side of the louse was as- upon which this ineasure is based, we are
tounded. at the hon. Minister of Railways unable to obtain the information that we re-
and Canals when he made that speech. His quire. Assuming that we divorced this ques-
voice reached a high key and he laid especial tion from party strife, that it were a business
stress upon the fact that he was ln possession transaction, is there an hon. gentleman who
of reliable information In respect to the cost would proceed in such a transaction
of this road. I will venture to say, if that without the Information necessary upon
statement had been threshed out In the In- which to proceed ? The diffleulty be-
qulry, that since has taken place, hon. mem- comes more grave when we have the hon.
bers on that side of the House, who rose, one Minister declaring flat he had this Informa-
after another, and declared that It was the tion, that he proceeded on this information
best bargain that was ever made ln Canada. and when we find that that Information Is
would not have made speeches of that kind not now forthcoming. The hon. gentleman
because the hon. Minister was risking his sald that It Is not important that we shxould
reputation by puttIng himself ln such an un- have this Information, because It is not of
enviable position. If these hon. gentlemen sufficient concern. 'The trouble Is that the
had known that the hon. Min4ster of Rail- hon. gentleman thought it of sufficient con-
ways and Canais had proceeded wltbout cern himself and we did not discover
baving any Information at all, because he de- until the progress that this measure bas
clares that he has no informatIon beyond that madeln ithe louse from stage to stage,
derived from the chief engineer of the de- that there was any information by whlch
partment, whe, he says, bas not gone into It a different aspect would be given to the
very carefully, they would not have approved whole scheme. The attempt which has
the scheme so heartily. The hon. Minister of been made te deceive the House bas sue-Railways and Canals does not believe that eeeded up te this moment. I lltenedthere Is any Information In the possession of with great attention to the speech of thethe departnent at this moment beyond mere hon. Mînister of Railways and Canals and Iguess work, because, If the chief engineer say that that hon. gentleman should be pos-had made a careful estimate it seerms to me, sessed of Information, in every detail, beforethat these calculations to which he referred he would presume to submit a measure ofafterwards should be ln the hands of the this kind to the House. Hon. gentlemen whoMinister, unless he is prepared to jump at have already made up their minds lin favourconclusions. Take the hon. gentleman's of this scheme might well, in view of thestatement here that he merely jumped at the developments that have taken place, change
conelusion, or If he did not jump at the con- their minds. So, i think, now, that It wouldelusion he arrIved at a conclusion. It is u- not be an unfair request if we were to sayfair to hon. members of ths lHouse to not that before we proeeed another step wehave a definite statement of that kInd given should have ail the information which theat this stage, if the hon. gentleman ha that hon. gentleman himself declares he fias, andInformation hlmself. The general scheme which woulq justify any hon. gentleman lnhas been pretty well threshed out. The ac- this House in supporting a seheme of thateuracy and worth of that Sheme must de- kind. I hope this smeasure will net be pre-pend inow upon the accurcy of the details. ed. because. I think, it Is unfair te press i
The hon. gentleman pledged him .to this under the circumstances. The hon. gentie-
weuse when he made his statement, te give men by their mjority ad their staying
that information te thxe Heouse, but he stub- qualities. may seek te force ·It, but I would
bornly reues to give it te the committee. very muchi deplore it If we are driven b>y
What is the ostion of the cmittee ? I stress of that klnd. in a matter of this lm-
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portance, to a test of our powers of endur- I can give him an Idea of what it will cost,ance. They may succeed ln time, but that founded not upon my own unaided judgment, butcannot justify them, any more than anything uPon the careful estimates and calculations of myelse, in refusing our request, w officials in the department, made not to-day, notesoinabethattherh ton.FrstMn yesterday, but before I was prepared to recom..reasonable that the rIglit hon. FJ.rat Minlister mend te my coileaguea the adoption of thiiscannot well refuse It. If the great electorate smcheme.
of the Dominion of Canada sat in the galleryt'
to-night and heard the statements of hon. Then the Minister proceeds t state the
gentlemen opposite, by whlch, after the whole effect of these calculations, and, among
scheme bas been threshed out and after we other things, he states that they show that
have entered upon this phase of it, a new it Is goIng toe cost $400,000 to build a bridge
question is raised, they would say that we across the Richelieu River, and $300,OOO to
were justified ln taking the ground we do. build a bridge across the Yamaska. Under
We cannot hope to make progress until we these circumstances, I submit that it is not
have that Information and the only excuse 1 competent for the Minister of Railways and
have for taking part in this debate is that I Canals (Mr Blair) to refuse te lay upon the
feel that I and others would be wanting in Table of this House the documents to which
our duty were we prepared to give assent by he bas referred, and upon which he bas
our silence in this Chamberto a proceeding founded his arguments, and which docu-
of that kind. it is a matter which is so fair ntents are not only relevant t) the question
in itself and which Is so clear a test of the now being debated before this committee,
good faith that must accompany a measure but are absolutely necessary in order to en-
of that kind that there Is no other course able this committee to determine whether
open to us. or not the view advanced by my hon. friend

from Glengarry (Mr. McLennan). or theMr. BORDEN (Halifax). The Minister of view advanced by the Minister, Is the cor-Railways (Mr. Blair) having referred to rect one. As I have said. the matter is re-documents, and based an argument upon levant. 'because it directly relates to thethem, he ls, I submit, bound to lay them question, as to whether or not It is better,on the Table of the House. In "May's ln the Interests of the country, to pass thisParliamentary Practice," page 321, I find: Bill adoptIng this scheme, or whether it is
better for the country to adopt the schemeA Minater om the Crown a not at lberty to suggested by the hon. member for Glengarryread or quote from a dospatel or other state that the Government should build this roadpaper not before the House, unlesa lie be pre- from Ste. Rosalie Into Montreal andi cou-pare to lay It upon the Table. This restraint fnsimilar to that rule of evidence. in courts of struct their own terminals upon their ownlaw, which prevents counsel from citing docu- land. There can, therefore, be no doubt asments which have not been produeed ln evidence. to the relevancy of this matter to the ques-The principle la so reasonable that it has not tion before the House. There can be nebeen contested, and when the objection has been doubt that the MnIster eRalways andn.ade in time, It has been generally acquiesced Canai has referred te offiaiwaydocuments.

in. It has also been admitted that a document There can be nfedoubtao, that l the pub-wl Ich bas been cited, ought to be laid upon the
Table of the House, If It can be done without in- le interest, as well as for the purpose ofjury to the public interet. preserving the correct rule of parllamentary

In Bourinot's " Parllamentary ProcedUre procedure, these documents should be laid
and Prn 409.t>ls 4upon the Table of the House.
laid down, as follows--

It has been laid down by the highest authorities
that when a Minister of the Crown quotes a pub-
lic documeant in the' House, and founds upon it
au argument or assertion, that document, if cSlled
for, ought to be produced. But it lm allowable to
repeat to the House information which lu con.
tained in a private communIcation. When such
private papers are quoted ln the House there lano rule requiring them to be laid on the Table.
The rule respecting the production of publie
papers, quoted by a Miniser of the Crown, Is
necessary to give the Home the ame Information
he possesses, and enable It to come to a correct
conclusion on a questkn.
I find that the Minister of Railways and
Canals has founded an argument to the
House, based upon a quotation from, and
a reference to, estimates and calculations
made by hi ofiReers. The language which
he used, n amwer to the argument address-
edt to this our3e by the hon. member from
Glengarry, «as as follows :-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). The hon. gentleman (Mr. Borden)
rose to a point of order, but the question leraisedcan hardly be considered a point oforder. My recollection of the statement ofthe Miniaster of Rallways 18, that he conveyed
certain Information, whIch he recelved fromhis offieials, to the House, and he did not pre-tend to quote from any document. If there
was a document, and if It was quoted from,that ls a questIon whieh should have beenraised at the proper time in this House, andthere 1s no point of order in It.

Sir CHARLES HIIBBERT TUPPER Isubmit that the proper time to ralse thisquestion Is now, and If the Chairman shouldrule that the doeument ought not to be pro.duced. then, tof course, the question could
be raised before the House by way of ap.
peal. The hon. gentleman wIll see if he
looks Into the reference I iade, thatthis l oithe way to raise the queffton, and
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that in the English practice, if it is thought
necessary, an appeal Is taken to the Speak-
er. The Minister of Finance referred to the
absence of the word "document " in the
speeci of the Minister of Railways ; but 1
might cite a case that, even where a docu.
ment was not referred to but where Sir Rob.
ert Peel referred to certain information he
had touching the elections, there was quite
a spirited debate, in which some of the
present leaders of the English House of
Commons took part, and they endeavoured
to carry out the rule even as to that. There
are cases mentioned in which Ministers of
the Crown have referred to information of
an official character, and the House has
pressed that a memorandum of that Infor-
ination be laid on the Table of the House
I have a case here where Lord Robert Cecil
raised the question, and the Speaker ruled
Immediately on it, so that there is nothing In
the objection of the Minister of Finance as
to Its not being a point of order.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
was the document ?

What

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
Attorney General was asked to lay a paper
on the Table of the House, and he was de-
clining, on the ground that it was a private
document; but Lord Cecil raised the point,
and the Speaker ruled.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. He was
quoting from a document; but the Minister
of Railways (Mr. Blair) did not quote from
a document, but made a general statement
on information he received lu conversation
with an officlial.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
did not say that.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I speak
under reserve, but I do not recolleet that
the Minister of Railways pretended te quote
from any particular document, and, even If
there were a document, the point of order
now taken is, I think, out of place.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This ls the language used by the Minister
of Railways, and I wil read it again, lest
you, Mr. Ohairman, as well as the Minister
of Finance, may have forgotten it:

I can give him an idea of what it will cost,
founded, not upon my own unaided judgment,
but upon the careful estimates and calculations
of my officials in the department, made not to-
day, not yesterday, but before I was prepared to
recommend to my colleagues the adoption of this
scheme.
The Minister of Railways has net pretended
that that was not committed to writing.

Mr. MeMULLEN. There is nothIng In
that which would lead any one to suppoe
that it was a report.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. Me-
Mullen) Is arrogatIng te himself yeur fune-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

tions, Mr. Chairman. I cal your attention to
the fact that the Minister of Railways does
not deny ln any way, directly or lndirectly,
that tbis was ln writlng.

Mr. MeMULLEN. He has never admitted
It•

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. If
the hon member (Mr. MeMullen) will per-
mit me for a moment ; what the Minister
stated is, that these calculations were in
gross ; but that partieular details were not
given. This Is all the Minister of Railways
bas contended, yet there bis recollection ls
a little at fault, because he says he was re-
ferrIng, not merely te the lump or bulk sume
but te careful estimates and calculations,
upon which he was basing bis argument.

Mr. CLiANCY. Mr. Chairnran. I desire te
call your attention to the fact that the Min-
Ister of Railways quoted this very even-
Ing a document which hîe held ln his haud,
declaring that It came from the chief en-
gineer. Whether that is the document con-
taining the careful ealculation referred to
in his former speech, I am not prepared to
say, but It is quite clear that he did quote
from some document to-night.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I am incined
te think that this Is not a case in which I
should Interfere. The document In ques-
tion was referred to ln a discussion that
took place some days ago, and It Is a rule
which wlll be admitted by all the members
of this House, that a question of order of
this kind should be raised at the proper
time, that is, at the time at which the
document is quoted.

Sir OHIARLES HllBBERT TUPPER.
quoted the same document to-night.

He

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I did not hear
the hon. gentleman quote the document to.
night ; perhaps it was when 1 was absent.
But I understand from the hon. member that
the quotation of the MInister was from a
discussion that took place some days ago,
and I do not thlnk, therefore, that it Is a
case ln which I should now Interfere.

Mr. WALLACE 4 But, Mr. Chairman, let
me point out this fact, that the Minister hav-
ing made the statement, we presumed he had
laid the document on the Table of the
House. We could not know until the next
day that he had not done so, and there was
then no opportunity to ralse the objection.
We have to assume that each M3inister com-
plies wilth the well-known rules .that govern
the Briltah Parlniment and ours. But as
soon as we discover that the document bas
not been laid on the Table of the House, we
ask for your ruling on the subjeet.

Sir CHARLES HmBBERT TUPPER. I
understand, Mr. Cihairman, that you have
given your rullng, and I desire to appeal
from your ruling to the Speaker. It is 
very Important point.
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The PRIME MINSTER. Make your mo.
tion.

Sir CHARLES HIB-BERT TUPPER. I
move that this question be submitted to the
Speaker in the Chair. Tie appeal to the
Speaker is a question of right, and not a
question for a motion.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the
proper way would be to make a motion
that I report to the Speaker. I must be
instructed to make such a report to the
Speaker.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
is on the request of the chairman of
commilttee I make the motion.

The PRIME MINISTER.
motion ?

It
the

Wbat Is your

Sir CHAULES HIBBERT TUPPER: My
motion Is that an appeai be taken from the
decision of the Chair to the Speaker, and
that the Speaker be called to the Chair for
the purpose of this appeal.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Lot the hon.
member put the motion 'n writing.

Sir (OHARLES IlBBERT TUPPEIL
There Is no motion. I laim the rlght to
appeal.

Mr. DEIU'I'Y SPE-KER. The hon. gen-
tieman will find in Sir John Bourinot, at
page 483:

If It be found expedient In elther House to
refer a point of order to the Speaker, a member
will move that the chairman report progreas
and ask leave to sit again that day. When the
Speaker has resumed, the Chairman will report
that the Committee wishes to be instructed as
to the point in question.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
Very well; I move that the committee rise,
report progress, and ask leave to sit again.

Motion negatived.
Sir CHAlLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Then, there is no appeal from the Chair.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes, you
have had your appeal.

Mr. BERGERON. I do not think that
is a proper proceeding.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

The PRIME MINISTER. The question
Is decided now.

Mr. BERGERON. Hon. gentlemen can-
not stop us lin that way. The same thing
happened in 1896, dlurIng the discussion on
the Remedial BiL Although we had an
Immense majority, there was an appeal from
the chairman to the Speaker, and the Chair.
man sImply called In the Speaker and re.
ported what had taken place, nand there was
a vote .n the fullHouse. I do not thlnk
the riglht bon. gentleman wll advance mat.
ters by treatIng us n that way.

The PRIME MINISTER. Well, matters
have not been advanced by treating you
otherwise.

Mr.
them.
doubt

BERGERON. That wIll not mend
The right hon, gentleman will no

remember what happened in 1896.
Mr. FOSTER. The simple question, Mr.

Cliairman, is this: are we to be allowed
the right of appeal simply on the vote of the
majority ? The right of appeal Is Inherent.

The PRIME MINISTER. Suppose the
Speaker were in the Chair and you had an
appeal from ;hlis decision, the House would
vote on thait. The lion. gentleman bas taken
lis course, lie has moved that ,the committee
rise, and the motion has been negatived.
There is nothing to do now, but to proceed
with the question.

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not think the
right hon. First Minister should get behind
that motion, because the hon. member for
Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) was
forced to make bis motion ; It was made
at the request of the Ohairman. He did
not want to take that course. He simply
made his appeal to the Speaker, and lie bas
a right to do so. We on this side of the
House would be deprived entirely of the
rlght of appeal if we were to be subjeet
to the wHll of the majority on that side of
the House. You might as well wipe out
the appeal altogether. It seems to mne that
when the Olairman insisted on the hon.
nember for Pietou making a motion that

the eommittee rise and report, the right hon.
i'rst Minister should not take advantage

of that fact and deprive us of the right of
apOpeal whieh we bave without any motion.
That was the practice followed In 1896 when
the late Dalton MlcCarthy used the right of
appeal.

The PRIME 31INISTER. I want to know
If the right hon. gentleman has a right, after;
vhat lias happened since three o'elock to.

day, te appeal to my fairness. I am cer-
tainly dIsposed to facilitate the business of
the House, and it Is my duty to do so, but
wben there is a deliberate Intent to obstruet
the business of the House, it Is equally my
duty to see that such obstruction is prevent-
ed.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend has no rlght
to use those words. Nothing which has
transpired In this day's sitting, gives him the
right to make that assertion.

The PRIME MINISTER. There is a ques-
tion of order ralsed because a certain doeu-
ment has not been produced. Eight days
ago, when the Speaker was in the Chair,
ne objection was taken, elther on that or the
following day, to the non-production of the
docmuent, which was then referred to, but It
is asked now, when the Speaker Is fnot ln the
Chair, that the chairman shall rule that the
doeument ought to -be produced. If anybody
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bas the right to rule, it is the Speaker and It is out of respect to the Speaker that the
not the chairman of the commitee, and when practice I refer to has been followed, be-
the chairman of the commlttee has declded cause the Speaker Is considered the appelate
very properly that it is not for him to deelde authority who settles the practices, not only
the point of order, then there is an appeal for the House, but the committee, and the
from his decision to this House, which is chairman of the committee has fnot the riglit
clearly obstruction. to prevent the Speaker regulatlng, if desired

Mr. BERGERON. In the session of 1896, by any one in the committee, the point lu
a similar difficulty arose. Mr. McCarthy re- dispute. Acordng to Bourinot, if it be
fused to accept the ruling of the chairman of found expedient to have a point of order de-
the committee and proposed to appeal to the cided, any inember may move that the chair-
House, and he cited that in 1885 it was settl- mani of the commnittee report progress ad
ed that there was an appeal from the com- ask leave to sit again that day. When the
mittee to the House. There was then ab Speaker bas resumed, the chairman wIll re-
majority in the House on the Governme port that the committee wishes to be instruct-
side, but on an appeal being taken from the ed as to he point in question. The motion to
ruling of the acting chairman, the Speaker rise and report progress Is merely a formail
took the Chair. The acting chairman inform- one on whieh no debate takes place. The
ed him of what had taken place in commit- House then proceeds to take the matter Into
tee. and a vote was taken, without debate. consideration, and the Speaker havIng been
the Speaker refusing to allow any debate. requested to give his opinion, will decide the
Why are we not treated lin the same way matter In dispute. We have had an unbroken
when we appeail from the chairman as the practice, since 1885 at any rate, that on a
Opposition were treated lin 1896 ? Are we request of a member of the committee, an
to be treated lin a different way simply be. appeal wiHlbe taken, the motion is put as a
cause the parties have changed sides ? Is matter of form, that the committee rise and
this course to be taken by a Government report progress and ask leave to sit again,
callIng itselfIliberal ? and is carried as a matter of course, and the

question referred to the Speaker.
Mr. TAYLOR. The right hon. Prime Min-

ister misled the House when he said that the
Minister of Railways made a speech refer.
ring to these dceuments when the Speaker
was In the Chair. He made the speech re-
ferring to them li committee.

The PRIME MLNISTER. When the hon
member for Halifax (Mr. Borden) raised the
point, he did not refer to what took place
to-day, but to what took place elght days
ago, when the Speaker was in the Chair.

Sir CHAMLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It is
an old time rule that in settling these ques-
tions regard is always had to the practice of
th- flouse. My hon. friend from Beaubar-
nois (Mr. Bergeron) has referred to what
took place ln 1896, but I would refer to the
session of 1885. The Franchise Bill was
then under consideration ln committee, and
an appeal was taken from the ruling of the
chairman of the committee. lu that session,
as well as in 1896, on a mere formai motion,
which is the question put to-night, that the
commIttee rise and report progress, the chair-
man rose, the Speaker took the Chair, the
chairman reported the question that had
arisen, the Speaker put the question, the
House divlded, and again resolved Itself into
committee, and the committee resumed its
work. That ls the course pointed out ln
Bourinot's work :

If a question of order arise ln committee, the
chairman will decide it himself, uniless it be
deemed more advisable to refer the matter to the
Speaker. Rule 76 provides that a question of
order arising in Committee of the Whole shall
be decided by the chairman, subject to an appeal
to the House, but his order to the committee
can only be censured by the House on the
Speaker receiving a report thereof.

air WILFRID LAURIER.

Mr. CLANCY. By what other means can
we determnbe that the majorlty of the House
desire to reverse a reversal of the decision of
the chairman of the commIttee, unless we ap-
peal to the House when the Speaker ls in the
Chair. No division can take place In com-
mittee, but only when the Speaker Is In the
Chair, and, therefore, I would like to know
how it can be determined lu committee that
there can be no appeal since no division eau
then take place ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I conceive it to
be my duty. as far as I can, te Instruet the
louse whenever a point of this kind inter-

venes. My hon. friend from Pletou (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper was hasty In mov-
ing the adjournment of the fouse.

Mr. TAYLOR. He did not move the ad-
journment of the House.

The PRIME MINISTER. That was the
motion of the hon. member. I must say
that I have a very vivid recollection of what
took place ln 1896 and also ln 1885. Accord-
Ing to the ruling at that time no motion was
necessaty In a case of this kind. I remember
a case In 1896. There was a motion to ad-
Journ and a: similar point to this was taken
and an appeal was made te the Chair. It
was moved also that the commIttee should
adjourn, that li, there were two motions to
adjourn. The rule was not interpreted as it
was interpreted by my hon. friend from
Pieton a moment ago. Even when there ls
obstruction, gentlemen on the other side
have the benefit of the rules of the House,
and the rule is that Mr. Chairman leave the
Chair, call the -Speaker. and the question 1s
put by the Speaker and put without debate.
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Mr. INGRAM. I was just golng to draw
the attention of the House to a later decision
than that of 1896. Last session--

The PRIME MINISTER. The debate
should not take place now.

Mr. INGRAM. I just wish to call atten-
tion to this precedent. The hon. member
for Kent (Mr. Campbell), who occupied the
position as Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole gave an outrageous decision, and
the decision was appealed against and the
Speaker was called in. The result was-

Mr. RUSSELL. The Speaker pointed out
that it was irregular and that there could
be no appeal from the Speaker to the
Speaker.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I beg to call your attention-

Sone hoa. MEMBERS. Urrder.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER

I beg to call your attention to the fact that
Mr. Flint did nothing of the kind.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER-and reports a
certain question laid before the committee.
On motion of Sir (Charles •Hibbert Tupper)
the committee has risen to have this ques-
tion decided by the Speaker.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I respectf!ully say that Mr. Flint did not sit
in the committee as Chairman, and made no
report to the Speaker In the words you have
given.

Mr. INGRAM. At any rate, he declded Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.against the hon. member for Kent. lion. gentleman has no right-
Mr. RUSSELL. The hon. gentleman (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper), If he desires to
have the Speaker called ln, should have call-
ed for some action on the part of the House
declarlng that It is expedient to have the
question referred to the Speaker. The pro-
eedure he bas taken would Involve a con-
filet under the rules between the Speaker
and the Chairman of the committee, and
there Is no parliamentary rule calling for
such a confMiet. He should have asked the-
House to call ln the Speaker and get bis
ruling.

Mr. BERGERON. Not at ail.
Mr. RUSSELL. It ls clear that, as he bas

asked the Chairman for a ruling and is un-
willing to accept that ruling, his appeal is
to the House. I refer to rule 76 :

Questions of order arising In Committee of the
Whole House shall be decided by the chairman,
subjected to an appeal-
Not to the Speaker, as my hon. friend says,
but-
-to the House.

I understand that la exactly what we are
dolng under my hon. friend's motion.

The committee rose, and the Deputy
Speaker (Mr. Brodeur) took the Chair.

Mr. FLINT reported from the Commlttee
of the Whole.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I call your attention to the fact that 1tif
hon. member for Yarmouth (Mr. Flint) has
no right-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

The hon. member for Yarmouth has no right
to act ln any offieial position In this House.

fr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Mr. Flint re-
ports from the Committee of the Whole cer-
tain resolutions.

140j

The

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I have a right to protest against an irregular
proceeding.

Mr. BERGERON. This is ridiculous, ta
appeal to the same man.

The PRIME MINISTER. No,
ls to the House. The point of
taken-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT
I rise to a point of order.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT

I rise to a polat of order.

the appeal
order was

TUPPER.

TUPPER.

The PRIME MINISTER. I am stating a
point of order-

Sir CHARLES HIBERT TUPPER.
I rise to a point of order, interruptniig tho
Prime Minister, as my right ls. I question
your rlght, Sir, to sit in the Ohair. There
has been an appeal made and the committee
has asked the Chalrman of the committee
to report to the Speaker the decision given
by yourself as Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole, and I deny your right at the
present moment to occupy the Chair, and
claim the right to have the appeal decided
wlth the Speaker in the House of Commons
and that wlthout debate.

The PRIME MINISTER. I say, Mr.Speaker has no point of order to decife ; the
appeal Is not to the Speaker but to theHouse. The Minister of Railways made aspeech the other day In whlch It is stated that
be quoted from a document. The Chairman
of the committee ruled that he dld not un-derstand that the Minister had quoted froma document, but even If he had the point oforder shoald have been taken at the tlme,aud that it was now too late to ralse it. Theappeal ls from that ruling, and that appealla te the House and not to the Speaker.

Mr. BERGERON. - My right hon. friend
(Sir Wilfrld Laurier) has no rlght to do
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what he is doing now. He knows this Is not
the procedure. The Chairmaan of the com-
nittee should report to the Speaker him-
self, not to the Prime Minister or anybody
else, and he has not the right to say a word
upon it. It Is a matter to be dealt with by
the Chairman of the Committee reporting to
the Speaker himself.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Let Mr.
Speaker decide. '

Mr. BERGERON. That is not the Mr.
Speaker.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. He Is,
under the circumstances.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I have been
acting as Chairman of the committee, and I
understand that 1 am now acting as Speaker
of the House. I was asked by Mr. Speaker
to take the Chair lu his absence.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will you rule on the question raised by me
that you cannot rule on the question, that
this matter cannot come before you as you
stand, that you yourself were Chairman of
the committee and cannot report to your-
self ?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER.
point I have just decided.

That is the

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). May I ad-
dress myself to the point of order? The
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
is astray. This question was threshed out
in 1885. The Speaker has nothing to do
with it but to take the Chair and put the
point of order in the House. It is not a ques-
tion of what his opinion Is ; he ls not asked
for a ruling. He puts the question, and puts
It without debate.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
My point of order is that the time has not
orne when the House ean decide this point,

because there must be a report froin you
indviduallyto some one oecupying the posi-
tion of Speaker, that it ls Impossible for yon
to put this question to the House as you
yourself sat as Chairman of the committee,
and before the question could be put before
the House, you, as Chairman of the com-
mittee, must report to some other individual
who is the Speaker of the House of Com-
mons.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not think
the point of order juet raised by the hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) is
well taken. The Speaker and the Chairman
of the Committee Of the Whole are two per-
sons, but, in the absence of Mr. Speaker, the
Deputy Speaker ls to take the Chair. And
now the Deputy Speaker, who ls filling the
Chair of the Speaker is acting as speaker.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I desire to appeal to the House on that rul-

Mr. BERGERON.

ing. I woald not take the responsIbility of
not appealing.

The PRIME MINISTER.
other appeal.

We have an-

Mr. DBPUTY SPEAKER. My hon. friend
will permit me to close my remarks. There
Is a report made, not by the general Chair-
man of the committees, but by Mr. Flint,
who bas been ealied by the Chairman of
the Comnmittees to fill the place of Chair-
man of the Committees, a power wich the
Chairman of the Committees bas a perfect
righit to exercise. Now, on the point of
order from which appeal has been made to
the Speaker, I have only this ruling to make,
that the question as to the production of the
document under discussion came before this
House several days ago, and as the point
of order was not taken at the time, I con-
sider that it cannot be taken now.

Mr. FOSTER. It is the House that has
to decide it, as in 1885 when the Speaker
took the Chair. You a moment ago were
Deputy Speaker, you are now the Speaker ;
but because you transformed yourself ln a
moment from the Deputy Speaker to Speak-
er, it does not give you a right as Speaker
to decide this question.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The members
will now be called in to express their opin-
ion.

The members having been called in,
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKE>R. In Committee

of the Whole the point of order bas been
raised by the hon. member for Pictou (Sir
Charles Hlbbert Tupper) to the effect that
the Minister of Railways and Canals, in
his speech delivered on the lst of June, re-
ferred to a certain document prepared by the
officers of his department, and the hon.
member for Plctou raised the point of order
that this document should now be laid on
the Table. The Chairman of the Committee
being requested to give his ruling on the
question, decided that the point of order
was not well taken, because, amongst other
reasons, It should bave been raised on the
1st of June, when reference was made to
that document. Appeal has now been taken
to this House from that decision. Thxe ques-
tion is as foHows : "That the deelsion of
the Chairman of Committee be confirmed."
Those who are in favour of the opinion wlU
please rise.

House divided.

Angers,
Bazinet,
Belth,
Bell (Prince, East),
Blair,
Bostock,
Bourassa,
Bourbonnais,

YEAS:
Messieurs

Lewis,
Macdonell,
Mackle,
McCarthy,
McClure,
MeGregor,
McHugh,
Mcsaac,
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Brown,
Burnett.
Calvert.
Campbell,
Casey,
Copp,
Costigan.
Davies (Sir Louis),
Dupré,
Ellis,
Ethier,
Fielding,
Fisher,
Fraser (Guysborough),
Fraser (Lambton),
Godbout,
Haley,
Holmes,
Hurley,
Johnston,
Joly de Lotbinière,

(Sir Henri).
Landerkin,
Laurier (Sir Wilfrid),
Lavergne,

MeMillan,
McMullen,
Madore,
Malouin,
MareIl,
Martineau,
MeIga,
Mignault,
AMorrison,
Paterson,
Pettet,
Ricbardson,
Rinfret,
Rogers,
Russell,
Rutherford,
Savard,
Scriver,
Semple,
Sifton,
Snetsinger,
Stenson,
Stubbs,
Sutherland. and
Turcot.-65.

NAYS:

fBell (Addington),
Bennett,
Borden (Halifax),
-Clancy,
Foster,
'Ganong,
Henderson,

saleurs
Marcotte,
Morin,
Pope,
Reld,
Sproule,
Taylor,
Tupper (Sir Charles

Hughes, Hibbert),
Kaulbach, Wallace, and
LaRivière, Wilson.-20.
McLennan (Glengarry),

Decision of the Chairman of Committees
contirmed.

Mr. BERGERON. I pa!red with the hon.
member for Bellechasse (Mr. Talbot). Had
I voted I would have voted against the de-
eis ion.

Mr. FLINT. I paired with the hon. mem-
ber for Annapolis (Mr. MIlis). Had I voted
I would have voted to sustain the Ohair.

Mr. BRITTOION. I paIred with the hon.
member fer North Bruce (Mr. MeNeill. Had
I voted, I would have voted to sustain the
Chair.

Mr. PARMALEE. I paired with the hon.
member for Toronto West. Had I voted, I
would have voted to sustain the Chair.

Mr. EARLE. I paired wIth tbe bon. mem-
ber for King's, N.B. (Mr. Domville) ; other-
wise 1 would have voted against the dec!-
sion of the Chair.

Mr. INGRAM. I paired with the hon.
inember for North Middlesex (Mr. Ratz) ;
otherwise I would have voted against the
Chair.

Mr. ROSAMOND. I paired with one of
the members for Hamilton; otherwise I
would have voted against the deelsion.

House again resolved Itself into Commit-
tee of the Whole on the BiL

(In the Committee.)

Mr. W. H. BDNNETT (East Simcoe).
When about two years ago the country was
startled with the announcement that the
Governmenit intended to enter into the ar-
rangement that was then broaehed for the
Drummond County Railway extension, it
was regarded almost as a jest, not only by
the Conservative press, but by the Liberal
press. The "Globe " on more than one occa-
sion had announced that the policy of taking
the Intercolonial Railway into Montreal
would not be judiclous legislation. Later
on, the Montreal " Witness," which is a very
strong Liberal paper, on the 12th of June,
1897. made this remark in connection with
the extension of the Intercolonial Railway:

The extension of the Intercolonial Railway
seems of doubtful polley, and to create an annual
charge of $210,000 a year seems unwise lin view
of the fact that there is no public demand for
such an extenzion.
So It will be seen that two vears ago, when
the proposition was first announced, the pub-
lic were taken with amazement that any
Government should entertain such a propo-
sition. I need not review the lengthy dis-
cussion which took place two years ago.
On that occasion the Bill passed by one of
those remarkable majorities in this House,
an evidence of which has been displayed to-
night. automatie, mechanical or whatever
you might like to term it. But happHly for
the benefit of the country as a whole, there
is another assembly In this country which
acts as a safety valve and a check on pub-
lie expenditure. I was trying to hear my-
self, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. BENNETT. As I was remarking,

fortunately for the country, there is a sec-
ond Chamber,. or a Senate, and, when the
Senate, ln the interest of the country as a
whole, saw fit to interpose and summarily
throw out the then Bill, the hon. gentlemen
were not sufficiently strong in their position
to do that which the Government, under all
ordinary circumstances, should have done.
Here was a strong Government, with a large
majority In the House, two years ago, that
had based its political future on a certain
line of policy ; here was a Government, hav-
ing committed itself to a policy which was
endorsed by a large majority ln the popular
Chamber-although I am pleased to say, that
on that occasion there were certain mem-
bers on that side of the House who could
not swallow the pill, and who, therefore,
voted against that pollcy. I trust that on
this occasion the hon. member for Laprairie
(Mr. Monet) and the hon. member for Charle-
voix (Mr. Angers), both of whom on that
occasion placed their votes against the Gov-
ernment, will again so record their votes. It
was the rlght and privilege of the Govern-
ment to have appealed to the great electoráte
and see whether the Dominion would en-
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dorse the scheme and place on the should-
ers of the tax-payers a payment of upwards
of $7,O00,000. The Government did not see
fit to undertake such a grave responsibility,
knowing full well that the people would not
endorse such a proposition, and so they
made the temporary arrangement which has
been In force for the past year or two.
What has been the result of that arrange-
ment, whIch has been in force for the past
year or two ? We kinow that, ln past years,
deficits have occurred on the Intercolonial
Railway, and that this year a large defleit bas
occurred, although, -when the hon. Minister of
Railways took charge of the department, he
found that in the year before, instead of
there being a defleit, there was a surplus to
the credit of this rallway. There cannot be
a doubt that, if his offilce were managed at
ail on ordinary business principles, the Min-
ister would be able to show the House and
the country the true position of affairs, and
whether or not the deficit that bas been
.caused-and it was a large deflcit-was due
to the taking over of this Drummond County
branch. Be that as it may, there Is no doubt
that there lias been in the past large deficits
In this connection. Now, the Government
permitted last year to pass without intro-
ducing a similar proposition to this. How-
ever, there is now a proposition made to
Parliament on the same terms as the former
proposition, although the payment that Is to
be made to the Drummond County Railway
Company is less by $10,000 than on the for-
mer occasion. I was surprised to see this
proposition introdueed this year, because I
had looked forward to a proposition being
introducedý on the Unes of that announced
by the hon. Minister of Railways and Can-
ais at Halifax, in January last. I recall to
my recollection having read, in; the month
of January last, a letter publisbed by the
Toronto " Globe," over the signature of the
hon. junior member for Halifax (Mr. Rus-
sell). In that letter, the hon. member re-
ferred to the fact that the extension of the
Intercolonial into Montreal had proved a
miserable failure, and would inevitably
prove a miserable failure ; and, In proving
bis contention, he instanced the fact that
the hon. MinIster of RaIlways and Canais
had lately appeared in Halifax and address-
ed a meeting at the Board of Trade. The
hon. Junior member for Halifax reported
that the hon. Minister of Rallways and
Canais had set fortb very good reasons and
made a good case as to the failure of the
extension of the Intercolonial to Montreal.
I am not able to use the exact words in the
letter, which was a very lengtby epistle,
but the most important part of It was that
ln which the bon. gentleman referred to the
bon. Minister of Railways and Canais. -He
said, that the hon. Minister had stated in the
city of Halifax that, under the present ar-
rangement, nothing but a miserable failure
could be brought about. The bon. Minister
confined hinself to this position on the ez-

Mr. BENNETT.

tension Into Montreal: He approaches a
consignor over the Grand Trunk Railway
who has goods for shipment« to the ocean.
These goods are brought by the Grand
Trunk 'from western Ontario or from the
western provinces. When the Intercolonial
people make advances to that Grand Trunk
shipper, and ask that he should transfer his
freight from the Grand Trunk to the Inter-
colonial, he is at at once met with the state-
ment : We would prefer to carry our car-
load o! freight to Portland, which is a very
considerable distance shorter than to take it
by way of the Intercolonial Railway and
LAvis to St. John. Then, he said, after they
meet with failure with the Grand Trunk
consignor, they turn to the consignor by the
Canadian Pacifûc Railway Company. who
says : I am not going to transfer my
freight from the Canadian Pacifie car and
bave the Intercolonial Railway carry it to
St. John. In this connection, it would not
be inappropriate to show the distance be-
tween these different points, and to show
the disadvantage under which the Intercol-
onial, with Its Drummond County connec.
tion, wIll suffer. From Montreal to St. John,
by way of the Canadian Pacifle Railway, is
480 miles. From Montreal to St. John, by
way of the Intercolonial, it is 740 miles,
whIle from Montreal to Portland, by way
of the Grand Trunk, it is 297 miles. So
that there cannot be very much expected to
be carried over the Drummond County ex-
tension of the Intercolonlal Railway in pre-
ference to the Canadian Pacifie or the Grand
Trunk. What is the result ? The hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals bas stated,
according to the hon. junior member for
Halifax, that this Is the dilemma that they
are in. There is only one thing, the hon.
Minister says, that we can do, and that ls
to have a Une of communication from Mont-
real to some point on the western Ontarlo
lakes, and he went on to point out, accord-
ing to this letter, that the Canadian Pacifie
Railway were moving immense quantities
of grain from Owen Sound to Montreal, and
that the grain output of Manitoba would
be very greatly Inereased In the future.
He then pointed out that the Grand Trunk
Railway were moving millions of bushels
of grain, and that, If we are to do the
business they wished to do, the only way
they could do it would be 'by having a
connection with the Parry &ound road, run-
ning from Ottawa to Montreal, and
from Ottawa back to Parry Sound.
When I saw this letter of the hon. member
(Mr. Russell) I assumed he was doing a little
preliminary tooting for the hon. Minister (Mr.
Blair), and that we wouild see this session,
the greater proposition announced by the
Government, to purehase the Booth Une
from Mòntreal to Parry Sound.. We know
that the present Government has a habit of
introducing schemes of the most startling
Magnitude, involving huge expenditures, in
the dying hours of the session, and o I
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would not be surprised to see the Govern-
ment come along with a proposition at the
end of the session to purchase the Parry
Sound road. There has been a good deal of
correspondence in the newspapers on this
subject, and as we know the Minister (Mr.
Blair), when he puts his hand to the plough,
never looks back, I believe that he will carry
out his announcement made In Halifax, and
spend millions of dollars in acquirlng the
Booth Une. I belteve myself that the Minis-
ter (Mr. Blair) was right when he pointed
out to the Halifax Board of Trade, that the
lamentable fallure that had overtaken the In-
tercolonial Railway, even in this year of pros-
perity, was not his fault, and when he told
them that the only way to overcome the de-
ficit on the Intercolonlal Railway was to buy
out the Booth system, and wlith a terminus
on the waters of Lake Huron, become a com-
petitor with the Intercoeloniat Ralway and
the Grand Trunk Railways for the grain
trade of the west. I am surprIsed that the
Minister has not yet propounded that scheme
to the House. We have had different views on
the extension of the Intercolonial Railway to
Montreal. The Montreal "Witness " an-
nounced that as a business proposition It
would be a mistake, and the " Globe " de-
cried it altogether. FIrst and foremost, the
business sentiment of the country, irrespee-
tive of polItical leanings, was averse to this
project, which, perhaps, with a decrease ln
the cost, Is the same propositlon that was be-
fore the House two years ago. The public
vlewed the matter with suspicion and dis-
trust to such an extent, that when the Bi..
was rejected by the Senate, the Government
was afraid, as was their constitutional duty,
to appeal to the public. Se, lu the case of
the Yukon deal, they were also afrald to
make an appeal to the electorate, because
they knew the country was against them.

Mr. McLENNAN (Glengarry). Mr. Chair.
man, I draw attention to the fact that there
is not a quorum in the House.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I will have to
take the Chair.

And Mr. Deputy Speaker having taken the
Chair, he announced that there was a quorum
of the House present.

And the House having resumed In con-
mittee,

Mr. BENNETT. I have to thank the hon.
member for Glengarry (Mr. McLennan), for
lie has certainly brought me in a larger
audience, and I trust It will be equally ap.
preciative of my remarks as the few who
did me the honour of listening before atten-
tion was called to the fact that there was
no quorum. Two years ago the public re-
garded this proposition with distrust, and the
reason, to some extent, was that this gigan-
tle scheme was launched, not under the pro.
tecting wing ef the Minister of Railways, but
under the protection of the Minister of Pub.
lie Works. There was a chain of clrcum-

stances revealed in connection with the MIn-
Ister of Public Works' Interest ln this matter
whieh caused the public to regard the Bill
with more than ordinary distrust. I need
not dwell upon the statements of the Minis-
ter (Mr. Tarte), upon the letters which he
wrote in the press, or upon his sworn testi-
mony. Suffice It to say, that no two of them
agreed, and this was an additional reason
for distrust In the publie mInd. Accordlng
to the Montreal "Star," this road bas been
ihawked around the country for $400,000.

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.
Mr. BENNETT. Just a moment ; I am

waiting for the chairman to decide who has
the floor.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have as much right
to be here as you have.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. BENNETT. I did not ask the bon.

member for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland)
to lecture me.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. BENNETT. To resume the question

why this eontract was made, this railway,
as was stated by the Montreal "Star," had
been offered for $400,000, and I think the
hon. member for Compton (Mr. Pope) stated
that he had in his possession for some time
an option upon it for $500,000. The ex-
Minister of Rallways and Canals (Mr. Hag-
gart) stated time and again that parties had
approached him when he was Minister of
Rallways and Canals In reference to the
sale of the railway. The debates that were
taking place from time to time on this ques-
tion showed clearly that this Drummond
Oounty Railway was not of anything like
the value the Government of the day were
proposing to give for It. Moreover, it was
estabhshed that the railway was simply for
taking out timber, cordwood and tanbark,
and its total receipts were so trifilng, com-
pared with its expenditure, that it only
showed a cash profit of some $20,000 a year.
Yet, in the face of these facts, the Governu-
ment were proposing to make this enormous
expenditure for this railway. Any thought-
ful business man would be at once struck
with the idea that If this railway could only
make a bare pittance from the carrying of
lumber, cordwood and tanbark, as the pas-
senger traffie was only trifilng, when the
forests were depleted, the earnings of the
rallway would practIcally cease. Then, It
was weU-known that Mr. Greenshields, the
practical owner of this railway, had become
possessed of it at a cost that would bear
no cemparison with what the Government
were poying for it; and from Mr. Green-
shields' political position there was at once
engendered in the minds of the public a
good deal of suspicion and distrust. If the
Minister of Railways and Canals had to do
with the matter himself, he would have dis-
armed a great deal of this suspielon ; but the
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fact that the Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte) had been steering the deal from its
inception, caused the publie to look at It
with a more than doubtful eye, for the Min-
ister of Public Works is practically the mas-
ter of this Administration. We heard him
say so In so many words at the opening of
the session, when he stated that if he were
deslred to place bis portfolio in the hand
of the First Minister, lie was ready to do
so at any time ; but he added that no Gov-
ernment should be too sure of Its position,
as men had brought about the downfall of
Governments-a clear intimation that if the
Governmient turned him :ut of bis portfolio,
he would take a hand in turning some other
people ont of their portfolios. Tlhen, this
matter came into the hands of the hon. Min-
Ister of Railways, and he had to deal withl
it. What was the proposition ? On the
2nd of February, 1897, Mr. Schreiber was
sent down to look over this Drummond
County Railway. Fancy a business inan
proposing to make an exoenditure involv-
Ing some millions of dollars for a railway,
going to look at it in the month of February,
when there would be three or four feet of
snow on the ground. There were other ln-
gredients in the proposition. We find that
on the 25th of March the House was called
for busines, and it was to be expected that
on a proposition involving such a large ex-
penditure of money, the Governuent woulbl
have taken its own friends into its cond-
dence ; but 'for reasons best known to them-
selves, they did not see fit to do so. The
day before Parliament met, refereace to
the dates will show, on the 24th of Marci,
the Order In Council was passed,- which
authorized the Minister of RaUways to go
into the bargain. Then the House met,
and It was not until the 15th of May that
the contract with the Drummond County
RaIlway was signed. If it was a business
proposition, and one that the Government
would commend to their friends, why this
delay in signing the contract ? But there
were more suspielous circumstances than
that. It was not until the 11th of June
that the contract was brought down and
shown to the House. Here was the House
meeting in March, and here was a proposi.
tion involving millions of doLlars ; anti the
Government allow three or four montlhs to
pass before they let their supporters see
the contract they are entering Into. It was
not until the 11th of June, in the dying days
of the session, that the contract was brought
down. But there were more startling things
connected with it than that. When the
proposition was first heard by the House on
the l1th of June, the Minister of Railways
and Canals could not make his own follow-
ers toe the mark on the statements he had
then recelved ; for we find that on the l4th,
the 15th and the 16th of June, he was de-t
spatching officials froi bis department tot
make reports upon this railway. There was
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the position of this BiR li 1897, with all
these suspicious Ingredients incorporated
into it, and though it passed by a majority
of this House, only two supporters of the
Government voting against it, it was sum-
marily rejected by the Senate, and the Gov-
ernment did not dare take the manly course
of appealing from the Senate to the people,
for the very good reason that they felt they
had not popular opinion at their back.

Turn to the arrangement wlth the Grand
Trunk Railway. The Grand Trunk Railway
had their railway running, and their ter-
minais in the city of Montreal, and their
bridge across the St. Lawrence, and it is
only as business men that they were pre-
pared to accept the best proposition this
Government were prepared to make; and,
surely, the representatives of the company
would have been very remiss ln their duty,
bad they not accepted this very profitable
proposition which the Government made
them. So, to-day the Grand Trunk Railway
are quite willing to go on with the proposi-
tion, as it is now before the country. Placing
the two contracts side by side, we find that
there has Ibeen an improvement, to some ex-
tent, on the Drummond County Railway deal,
but very little difference in the Grand Trunk
Railway deal. The grant of $300,OOO, taken
two years ago, towards the Victoria bridge,
was made last year by the House, and there
Is to be a use of the terminals and the tracks
of the Grand Trunk Railway, as agreed upon
two years ago. But there has been a saving
of $1OOOO per mile in the bargain with the
Drummond County Railway. It has Leen
estimated that the saving In this respect
and by some other arrangements that have
been made, will be between $400,000 and
$500,000, and even a larger amount ; but it
Is quite evident that the Government were
prepared, two years ago, to accept a pro-
position which, by the lapse of two years,
they have bettered by at least $500,000 to
$600,O00, and perhaps a longer discussion In
this House would' lead to a better arrange-
ment and a still greater saving.

A great many adverse statements have
been made relative to the proposition. It
has been argued by the hon. member for
Glengarry (Mr. 3fcLennan), from the stand-
point of a practical contraetor, that the Gov-
ernment are not making an advantageous
proposition, but that it would rather be to
their advantage to undertake the construe.
tion of a road themselves ; and It has
been pointed out that the question of ter-
nminals might easily be arranged in Mont.
real, owing to the fact that the Government
are ôwners of valuable property there, ad.
apted to the purposes of stations. It has
also been argued that such a road could be
constructed in a Une of country well ad-
apted for railway building, that rock eut-
tings might be avolded, that many bridges
are not required, and that, on the whole,
the cost would be about that of building acheap railway on the prairi¢. Against this
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proposition the Minister of Railways made'
a very strong speech, in whlch he argued
that the purchase of the right of way would
be very expensive. I fear. however, that
he bas been rather imposed upon by some
person, because that argument has been ex-
ploded, and, Instead of all these town sites
and populous villages through which, he
said this suggested railway would have te
pass, it has been shown that there is but one
town site of any value, and that the thriv'
ing, populous villages have dwindled down
to cross-road villages, so that, practlcally, the
cost of the right of way would be simply
that of ordinary farm lands.

The Minister of Railways further declared
that very expensive bridges would be re-
quired, and, In proof of this statement, he
referred to certain estimates made by his
engineers. I, of course, have no local knowl-
edge of the facts, but hon. gentlemen in this
House who are conversant with the loeality,
bave given estimates which vary very mueli
from one another, and the result is, that we
must be left in the dark until we have placed
on the Table these statements and esti-
mates of the. lon. gentleman's engineers. I
have always considered that the engineers
and all officials of this country, who are
paid by the people, should give their
services for the benefit of the people.
As he regards these figures as buttressing
and strengthenIng the position he las taken,
It would be better in bis own interest to lay
the statement of his engineer before the
House. There can be no doubt that in no un-
eetain terms the ·Minister made the state-
ment Iliat his engineer was possessed of thef
information as to the estimated cost. There
is great diversity of opinion as to tHle cost
of these bridges and as to the nature of the
rivers to be crossed. Some hou. gentlemen,
represent the rivers as shallow, offering na-
tural foundations for the abutments, whilej
others say that the rivers are deep and that
the expenditure for briding would be large.
Be that as it may, the Minister bAs stated
.that lie has estimates of. the probable cost,
and if the House is to judge of the question,
tlhey should have those estimates also. But
the hon. Minister of Railways and the Pre-
mier say this has nothing to do with fbe pro-
position before the committee. We canu
bardly deelde upon the point until we know
what the cost will be. It is true, under this
arrangement we are to get from the Grand
Trunk eertain privileges in the city of Mont-
real, and It is true that we cannot expect to
fix the price for that ourselves. But we
have engineers ln the departinent and we
have a Minister at the head o! the depart-
ment, and if we have placed before the
House an estimate of the cost o! the alter-1
nate Unes Including the bridges we can bet--
ter decide whether we should accept the pro-
position of the Grand Trunk. Another good1
point whiic lhas been wvell urged by the
Junior member for Pictou (Mr. Bell), is that
htavIng regard to the large expenditure and

the dismal failure of the two years' oper-
ation of this road, it would be better not to
commit ourselves further but to continue the
temporary arrangement. The Minister hlm-
self tells us that this scheme is an absurdity
en the face of it. He so declared ln the city
of Halifax. He said that the Government
eould not but lose money by it, and that the
cure for it was the purchase of Mr. Booth's
Une from Montreal to Parry Sound on the
Georgian Bay. Under the present proposed
arrangement the Government will be com-
mitted to an expenditure of $7,OOOOO, and
the purchase of Mr. Booth's line will run into
nilions more. You then have a Une from

Georgian Bay to Montreal to carry the grain
coming down the lakes. But you have the
Prime Minister declaring that he is giving
his best consideration to a proposition to
bufld a canal, which if it is bult will carry
all the grain from the North-west country,
thus damaging the very route which wlU
only be provided at such heavy expense. The
lhon. Minister of Railways and Canals stated
that we should have 14 feet of water ln the
St. Lawrence Canal, and that he trasted
there would be a great increase ln the grain
carrying trade by the St. Lawrence route,
that all that was needed was increased facil-
lities for handling this trade at Montreal.
And, if the hon. Minister carried out the pro-
posal which, according to a letter writteu
by the junior member for Halifax (Mr. Rus.
sell) he made, he will have the St. Lawrence
canais competing with this line. In view
of the possibility of this Immense expendi-
ture and its results would it not be better
for the Government to think twice beore
enbarking upon it,'and instead of commit-
ting the country to a contract for 99 years
to continue for some tne longer the tèm-
porary arrangements that they already have.
I recolleet that when the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals placed this contract on the
Table ;two years ago, some demurrers were
made to it, I think, by even gentlemen on
that side of the House. It was suggested
that some changes should ibe made. But the
Minister declared that the contract was like
the laws of the Medes and Persians, you
could not change anything In it ; It was a
question of take it or leave it. When the
Bill went over to the Senate, these hon. geu-
tieman got rebuked there by a gentleman
that they continually parade before the peo-
ple of Ontario as one of the financial giants
of the country, and as one of the bulwarks
of the great Liberal party. Speaking In the
Senate, Senator Cox stated that the arrange-
ment was an absurdity on the face of it la
respect to the payment of the Grand Trunk
Railway Company of 5 per cent on ail im-
provements. More than that, Senator Cox
said What I thlnk should be done with this
contraet is this : we should sit down at a
table as business men and see where we can'
Improve It. That was good, advice, I be-
lieve. Now, Sir, the advIce of Senator Cox
two years ago is Just as applicable now as
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It was then. A great deal bas been said lu
respect to this whole question of the Drum-
moud County Railway extension by the
Liberal press of the country, who bave claim-
ed that the Government were amply vindi-
cated In this matter by the inqulry that was
held last year before a committee. Weil,
Sir, that inquiry was not to determine
the question of whether this was a
gôod business proposition, that was not
tbe question discussed at all. The
question before the committee was alto-
gether of a different nature, and when these
hon. gentlemen or the Liberal press point
to the findinga of that committee there Is
not a word li Justiflcatlon of this proposition
as a business proposition. The time w11
come when the people will see, if this bar-
gain is carried out, what their experience
wil be, and If the experience of the next
few years, assuming that the line Is to be
purchased by the country, and assuming
that the line is to be similar to what It has
been, then. It will indeed be a sad one. But
it will be a sadder one if we are linked irre-
vocably to a bargain for 99 years, and If
tbe Senate were so strongly justified in the
position they took two years ago in vetoing
this Bill, it seems to me that these hon. gen-
tlemen surely must be courting defeat in the
Senate in aeting in that arbItrary manner in
which they are acting to-day.

Surely the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals cannot but expeet an adverse verdict
on the part of that body, because I presume,
the Government will assume after their ex-
perlence of two years ago that the Senate
will not take kindly to this proposition. If
the Senate does not demand the Information
that the hon. Minister claims Is in the pos-
session of his officials, as strongly as it Is
now demanded, I will be very much sur-
prIsed. I regret, at this early hour to have de-
tained the committee to the length to which
I have detained i. I should have preferred
to have addressed the members of the com-
mIttee at a more reasonable hour, but since
the Prime Minister bas announced that, If
any hon. gentleman Is to open his mouth on-
this question it must be done at this un-
seemly hour, I have taken the advantage
of! te opportunity of expressing my vlews
upon IL I shal vote against the Bill. Since
we had this proposition before us two years
ago I have addressed a number of meetings
In my own constituency, and whenever I re-
ferred to this question of this Drummond
County extension, I was endorsed, almost
as strongly, I was golng to say, as I Was
endorsed for my vote on the Yukon BIIL
I will admit that the Yukon Bill is a much
more unpopular measure than this. Should
I be a candidate again I shall take advan-
tage of the opportunity of discusslng this
proposition which the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals stated in January last, If
the hon. junior member for Halifax correctly
reported him in the newspaper, that It would
always be as it had been for the past two
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years, a sinkhole for the money of the peo-
ple of Canada.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to bave the
hon. Mlnister's explanation as to the basis
upon which he came to the conclusion to
give $140,00 as rental. There must have
been some basis upon which my hon. frIend
went, and, so far as I am concerned, I have
not heard this explained. I think the hon.
gentleman will feel it to be a part of his duty
to explain to the committee how he came to
hit upon the sum of $140,000, or upon what
estimate or basis he came to the conclusion
that that would be fair rental ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The answer to the hon. gentle-
man is that $140,000 was not hit upon as he
describes it. The amount that was askeQ
by the Grand Trunk Railway Company l
the first instance was larger, and as the re-
sult of negotiations on this proposition it
was reduced, and we ultimately settled on
$140,000. At the outset of the negotiations
the Grand Trunk had put values upon the
several sections of their system which we
proposed to lease, and at a certain point of
the negotiations the Grand Trunk eame
down to the amount whlch we concluded
would be a reasonable end fair one to pay
for the privileges and rlghts that we ob-
tained. As I have said, not once, but many
times, we recognIzed that the Grand Trunk
were not very far astray in the value which
they placed upon the station privileges and
terminals ln Montreal. I laid before th~e
comrnittee, whiblch investigated this matter,
the figures and estimates and papers fur-
ilshed to me by the Chief Engineer who w'is

interrogated lu respect to these figures and
the sum which lie himself had conclude~d
was a reasonable amount to pay was very
close to the amount which the Grand Trunk
had decidesd to accept. When lt came to the
quesion of the use of the bridge-

Mr. FOSTER. How mueh was It proposed
to pay for the terminais ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. As I have said, over and over
agaln, we did not agree upon a total anount
of $140,000 as the result of any lixed value
upon the different portions. The Grand
Trunk, as I have already said, more In detail
placed a value of $50,O0 upon the use of
the bridge ; they placed a value of $37,500
on the basis of an interest rate of 5 per ceut
on one-half the value of their lines from Ste.
Rosalie to St. Lambert. I think this state-
ment of the Grand Trunk was submltted to
that committee, as will appear by refer-
ence to the record, and there was a reduction
made from these figures. We milght apply
that reduction to the bridge, we might apply
it to the line from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lam-
bert, but we will find that it Is .not a very
material consideration, I should say. The
estimate o! -te offieers of the Department of
Rallways was in excess of that of the Grand
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Trunk Railway with reference to the bridge. the cost of maintenance on the basis of pro-
It was close to the sum which the Grand portion of user, and returns showing that
Trunk Itself placed upon its terminal value. proportion are made each month. The Minis-
and they accepted the value which is placed ter (Mr. Blair) told me that he would give
upon the Une from Ste. Rosalle to St. Law- that information to the House, up to the last
bert by the Grand Trunk Rallway. The day on which a return had been received. I
total amounts added together which were was absent for a couple of days, and It Is
proposed by the Grand Trunk Railway were possible the 'Minister may have done so, but,
reduced, and whether you apply that redue- in looking over the " Hansard," I cannot see
tion to one of these sections or the other, is it.
aot matwrial. We fuxed $14tV a year as
the gross rental.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) bas not given the House the basis on
which they fixed the $140,O00, andi t is lnot
likely that any two men would sit down and
canvas a lump sum between them as to
what should be paid each year. It could
not be done ln that way. There must be
some attempt at valuation as to the proper-
ties, and that Is what the House does not
know. This committee of the House is en-
tirely independent of the Drummond County
Railway Special Committee. This committee
Is proposing to pass this Act, based upon
an agreement, and the Minister has a right
to tell us upon what basis he came to the
conclusion that $140,000, ln al, should be the
rental for these three franchises. He says,
that these three franchises are not separ-
ated ; but in bis speech he treated them as
being separate. I suppose the $140,000 was
ln some way arrived at by a valuation of
these different facilities, and then a percent-
age of rental fixed upon them. So far as
the House is concerned, we have no estimate
of that at all, and that we ought to have.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I brought down the return which
I promised you, and it Is in the possession
of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the Minister no an-
swer to my question ?

An hon. MEMBER. Carried.

Mr. FOSTER. When a member of this
House asks a question, it cannot be disposed
of by some one crying out: "Carried." 1,
for one, will not stand it, and it might as
well be stopped now as later. It is simply
brutish, and nothing else. These gentlemen
will not gain anything by that. I stated
here, and I state again, and the right hon.
gentleman Is bound to accept my statement,
that I am not obstructing, but it Is my right
and I intend to criticise this as' long as I
think it necessary to criticise it. When the
right hon. the Premier accused us, on this
side of the House. of obstructing, he ae-
cused us of what is not true, and hon. gen-
tlemen will not get far by meeting a de-
mand for information with the cry "Car-
ried."

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND The PRIME '%NISTER (Sir Wilfrld Lau-
CANALS. I desire to treat the request of rier). Lt seems to me that my hon. friend
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) with every (Mr. Foster) bas no cause to get excited.
consideration, but I do not know whether This Is a free country, after al, andg even
he is serious or not. It would occur to me, If there are some slgns of Impatence at three
that, after ail I have sald on the subject, he o'cloek ln themoring, there Is no cause to
cannot be serlous in asking me for a repe- wonder at tiat. It sems to me tiat my hon.
tition of my statement. I have stated that frieud (Mr. Poster) Is protestIng ln vain,
the officers of the department, the chief en- when le says he Is fot obstrueting. Even at
gineer more particularly, advised me that the fis moment, if be will permit me to give hlm
rentai which was clalmed by the Grand my mnd, le Is doing nothing else but ob-
Trunk Railway ln respect to the terminals struting. He is asking a question which bas
and station privileges, was a reasonable been answered over and over agalu. If le
amount, and he stated that under oath. remembers a speech made by the Minister

Mr. FOSTER. What was the basis on the other day, hecwillfdbis answer. 1 re-
which he fixed It? Surely, he did not just member very wellthat, wheu the Minister
sit down and advise that for the terminals (Mr. Blair) explained bis policy and the
Yu should pay $50,000 or $60,000 a year. No reason why he was askIng Parlianent to
man would do business lin that way. I give
the Minister himself credit that he would roadinto three sections. The portion from
not do so. He, surely, must have some basis Ste osatiet tan ert, then fie rIvi-
of valuation of the privileges he is gettIng. anentroffe Gand Trunteraiay rig

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). A week ago, I Bonaventure. He estimated the road from
asked the Minister for information as to the Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert at a certain Sul
proportion which the user of the Intercol- whlch I now forget;-lie said, we had a haif
onlal Rallway bears to that of the Grand!Interest ln fie road. He then gave ls est!-
Trunk Railway. I pointed out then that the mate of the bridge, ami I1remember very
material for that information must be in bis welt and my hon. friend (Mr. Foster> eau-
possession, because fur more than a year flot l4ave forgotten, fiat, when thec Minister
the Intercolonial Rallway ias been payln'g a-me t o deal wlt ne eprivIleges of theter

4469 4470



[COMMONSJ

minals at the Bonaventure station, he said, the agreement by which it is covenanted that
he eould not value them in money. That Is he lias to pay in proportion to every wheel
perfectly true. We can hardly estimate, that turus ?
the facilities whieh appertain to Bonaven-
ture station, and if you are to have your The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
stations lu the heart of the city of Mon- CANALS (Mr. Blair). We pay upon tIt
treal, at any place where It would be use-1 basis for the keeping Up of the track. It is
fuî, you eau hardly estimate its value. one thiug to buy the property, and another
We would have to expropriate In the most tbing to inaintain and preserve it, to keep it
valuabie part of the city, and It wouid be n repair, so that it will be safe in operating.
impossible to do that for four or five or six It Is one thing to own the road. and another
million dollars. An expenditure of $6O.O,000 thing to pay for station officers and track-
or even $10,000,000 would not give us In the men. Af ter that we distribute the cost on the
city of Montreal what we get by this cou- basis of the business done, which ean only be
tract. Suppose the road from Ste. Rosalie to accurately ascertained on the basis of wheel-
.St. Lambert, the bridge and the terminal faci- age. The Grand Trunk pay their proportion.
lities would cost us $5,000,000, at 3 per cent, If they are dolng 60 per cent or 75 per cent
you vould have to pay as much as a rental of the business, they pay 60 per cent or 75
of $140.000 amounts to. Let my hon. friend per cent of the cost of employees. trackmen,
apply his best judgment to this contract ; ballasting and repairing of all kinds. That
let him take into consideration what we get, is what that means. I put it to the hon. gen-
the entrance to Montreal,+he use of the bridge tieman whether, after all, the Government is
and the facilities at Montreal, and let him fnot ln a very much better position to be
figure if he eau what that represents in cap- payng rentai, representing their interest In
Ital. Why, Sir, at the rate we are paying, the value of the property, rather than to have
we are getting these on the cheapest possible paid the principal money and have no Inter-
terms. No such contract was ever made at est to pay ? We can terminate the arrange-
such value to the country. Does the hon. ment If we choose at the expiration of the
gentleman think that at 3 per cent we could lease, if conditions are such that it is not
get for $5,000,000 what we are now getting? desirable to continue it. Ail we pay is a fair
We could not get them for $10,000,000. It rental for the use of It. We have not ex-
seems to me that ln that fact alone the hon. pended capital in its acquisition.
gentleman has an answer. Mr. BERGERON. How manv trainsno

- - - ----- . ~~-y trai a a

Mr. FOSTER. What does the hon. gentle-
man think he gets for the $140.000 paid as
rent.

The PRIME MINISTER. We get, in the
first place, half the ownership of the rail-
way from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert.

Mr. POSTER. In 99 years wIll you have
any of that railway at all ? Do you get the
ownership of a single foot of the railway ?

The MINISTER oF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Then, we will stop paying the
$140.000.

Mr. FOSTER. Why do you talk about
having the ownership of one-half of all
these things, when yoa do not have them at
all ? You are simply paying rent.

The PRIME MINISTER. I say we have a
joint ownership. The hon. gentleman says
we have not because the ownership is ter-
minable. If the hou. gentleman asks the
hon. member for Halifax, he will tell him
that it is a terminable ownership, but so long
s it exlsts we have the half ownership of
the Grand Trunk Railway from Ste. Rosalie
to St. Lambert. The hon. gentleman takes
exception to the terms, but I maintain my
position just the same. Then, we have the
entrance to Montreal by the Victoria bridge,
and we have the use of the terminal facilities
at Montreal. This is what we get for $140,-
000 a year.'

Mr. FOSTER. Then why does my hon.
friend come forward with a certain clause of

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

eau you run in and out of Bonaventure sta-
tion ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman,
but we can run in and out more trains than
are now running or are likely to run for many
years to corne. There is no limît to our trains.
We can run as many as our business calls
for. We have as full, ample and complete
a user of the bridge and terminais as the
Grand Trunk itself.

3r. BERGERON. Is that specified In the
contract ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is sufficlently provided in
the contract.

Mr. BERGERON. Suppose that for one
reason or another the Government finds that
In running the Intereolonial to Montreal the
defleit is larger than before, and they find it
desirable to discontinue it, would they have
to pay the $140,000 a year ail the same ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We are not proposing to tridle
or play with the thing. We are proposIng to
continue the operation of the Intercolonial
Railway, not to terminate it.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon, gentleman
surely understands what I mean. I under-
stand that the result may be worse in the
first year than afterwards ; but there is a
deficit of over $200,000, and there are many
roads running to Montreal. If the deficit
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sbould increase, and the Government should
come to the conclusion that the extension of
the Intercolonial to Moutreal is detrimental.
and decided to stop it, would they be bound
to pay the $140,000 a year, or could they
stop it at any time they desired ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We have no option under the
lease to terminate it at our pleasure, nor
have the Grand Trunk. It can only be ter-
minated by the consent of both parties. I
trust that my bon. friend has not lost sight
of the explanations that have been given
with reference to the result of last year.
He speaks of there being a larger deficit. I
have explained to the committee how the de-
ficit of last year arose.

Mr. BERGERON. I knoew the explanations
which the hon. gentleman gave, and I accept
them. But we do not know what the fu-
ture has In store ; and if it became desirable
to stop these arrangements, I want to know
whether we would then have to pay the
$140,000 a year. There is no danger about
the Grand Trunk Railway not fulfilling their
obligations.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There is just as mueh danger
of the Grand Trunk Railway desiring to ter-
minate the arrangement as the Governmnent.
This is an arrangement mutually advan-
tageous. My hon. friend speaks of the
South Shore Railway, as though, in the
event of that being constructed, it would
operate in some way prejudeiially to the
Interoolonial Railway under the existing ar-
rangement. I cannot see that. If the
South Shore Railway should be built, it will
not be operated in competition with the In-
tercolonial. I do not know where the com-
petition could come in. We have, along the
Drummond County Une, a business which
belongs to that Une, and which cannot be
captured by the South Shore.

Mr. CLANOY. Does the South Shore not
parallel it'?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, but a good many miles off.
It will parallel it a distance which will not
enable it to compete successfully vith even
the local traffie upon the Intercolonial îRail-
way or the Montreal extension.

Mr. CLANOY. If, on. general prinelples,
that Drummond County road is exempt from
the competition that takes place on all paral-
lel lines throughout the world, wlhat Is ·there
that exempts It from the general law ?

The l MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the can point me to a case
preclsely similar, I wlll say that there la no
reason Why such a case would not have ex-
actly the same results. We occupy an ex-
ceptional position with respect to this piece
of road. *We have at the end of the ex-
tension at Lévis a long mileage of the Inter-
colonial Railway, and at the other end the

Grand Trunk Railway mlleage. Now, a small
piece of road that may be run in between
St. Lambert on the one hand and the Chau-
diere on the other, will only be in a position
to take up just sudh business as arises on
its own Une. It cannot hope to carry any
traffie for delivery upon the Intercolonial
Rallway or at elther end, unless it is golng
to some extreme point ibeyond, and un-
less it directly arises locally upon Its own
road. The extension to Montreal has
not been acquired from any point of
view as a local road, although I think
that the business which we have had
to date upon it is not to be despised.
But it is not, from the standpoint of local
traffie that the policy can be justified. It I
because the road becomes a feeder and gives
to the Government the control of a larger
measure of through business, iwhich othe:
wise it could never hope to do. Even the
Grand Trunk Railway Une, going around
by Richmond to the Chaudière, is not in
competition wlth the Intercolonial Railway.
It does not carry one pound of freight from
Montreal to the Chaudière for delivery to
the Intercolonial destined to points beyond
an'd on the 'Intercolonial Rallway. It Is sim-
ply by reason of the arrangement we have
entered into that they have gone out of the
business of carrying freight from Montreali
for delivery on any point of the Intercolo.
nial Railway. We carry it. We not only, un-
der contract with the Grand Trunk Rail-
way, get all the western business, which is
destined for points on the Intereolonial Ral-
way at Montreal, but we get all the 'local
business which arises in the city of Mont-
real, and is intended for points on the In-
tercolonial Railway. The Grand Trunk
Railway cannot carry goods which may be
shipped by business men in Montreal by
their line and delivered to as at Chaudière
or Lévis, because, under their contract, they
are excluded from doing that and are bound.
to deliver to us at Montreal every pound
of frelght we have control over.

Mr. FOSTER. Was that the stipulation
in theflrst agreement made with the Grand
Trunk Raiîway?

The MENISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I must confess that the second
traffic arrangement. which is an independent
dooument altogether, makes our position
somewhat better ln that regard than It was
in the first instance.

Mr. FOSTER. lin how far ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

QANALS. I cannot just define how far at
the moment. There was some misunder-
standing between us' as to what our first
contract meant when we began to operate,
and as the resuit of the .experience we had,
and with the assistance which our tempor.
ary traffie manager, Mr. Harris, rendered us,.
versed as he was in the Intercolonial Rail-
way and all the intricacles of that descrip.
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tion of business, we were led to see where
we could make ourselves stronger and safer
l the interpretation that we were putting
upon the original agreement. We have made
it abundantly clear, and it is so regarded by
the Grand Trunk Railway without dispute,
that all the business, no matter on what por.
tion of its western Une, which is destined
for any point upon the Intercolonial Railway
east of the Chaudière, or for any point on
our Montreal extension, which is not served
dlrectly by the Grand Trunk Railway, be-
longs to us.

Mr. BERGERON. And their freiglit must
go straight by the Grand Trunk Railway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND?
CANALS. It comes to the Intercolonial
Railway at Montreal. It is delivered to the
Intercolonial Railway at Montreal.

Mr. BEBRGERON. And the cars are emp-
tied from the one company to the other.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We do not empty cars unless in
the case of package goods which require to
be taken out. If it is a full carload, we take
the Grand Trunk Railway car and take It
down. They charge us car mileage, and we
bring it back.

Mr. FOSTER. Is this the dliference then?
In the first agreement the shipper had the
control. Such shipments as were made west
of Montreal to points east on the Intercolo-
nial Railway, if the shipper indicated that
they were to be delivered at Montreal, they
were delivered there. But ln the second
agreement s it fnot a fact that that has been
changed In this way, namely, that whereas
the first agreement allowed the Grand Trunk
Railway freight which originated with the
Grand Trunk Rallway, over which it had
control, to be delivered at the furthest point.
that is at Làvis, the stipulation ln the sec-
ond agreement 1s that all the frelght that
they control shall be dellvered at Montreal.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think that the difference be-
tween the two is lnot so well defined as the
hon. gentleman has said.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to have the point
clear, because I have a purpose la this, and
my hon. frlend ought to know what the
two agreements are.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have not the first agreement
here, but I have the second.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to inquire how
the hon. Minister accounts for the fact that
since this arrangement went into operation,
the- rates oft freight for western shippers
to points on the Intercolonial Railway are

Mr. BLAIR.

higher than we paid when the Grand Trunk
Railway made Its own arrangements and
negotiated for freights to be delivered at
points on the Intercolonial Railway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman assums
that to be the case.

Mr. TAYLOR. I know it to be the case,
because I am a shipper to all these points.
and I had a 55 cent rate to all points on the
Intercolonial Railway. But this year that
is cancelled, and our goods are costing us.
because we have to prepay frelght at all
points, considerably more than under the
old arrangement.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I thlnk there is no Increase in
the tarif.

Mr. TAYLOR. I know there is.

Mr. CLANCY. Will the hon. Minister say
that the people of Canada are getting better
freight rates in consequence of carrying
through this Une from Lévis to Montreal ?
When the hon. Minister Introduced the
schene, the great object he claimed to have
In view was-I do not say that I quote
bis exact words, but I give the substance of
them, namely-to make the two sides of the
Intercolonial Railway ledger balance. Will
the hon. Minister say that the Intercolonial
Railway will pay its way instead of having
deficit after deficit as bas been the case In
so many former years of its history ? And
if su will he go further and say that the
freight rates will be lower ? If this latter
element does not accompany the first, it
wIll not be easy to see how this seheme is in
the interest of the country.

The PRIME MINISTER. It is now three
o'clock In the morning, and though I cannot
say, perhaps, that we have done a good
days work, we have done some work. We
will commence with the flrst item at the
next sitting of the House. I move that the
Committee rise and report progress and ask
leave to sit again.

Motion agreed to, and the Committee rose
and reported.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) moved the adjournment of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the House adjourrs
I would ask my hon. friend what he pro.
poses to go on with to-morrow-the same
contentious subject ?

The PRIME MINISTER. The same non-
contentious subjeet. My hon. friend (Mr.
Foster) may make It contentious, perhaps,

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 3.05 a.m. (Wednesday).
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H0USE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 7th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERS.

W. J. CHRISTIE, INLAND REVENUE
OFFICER AT WINNIPEG.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough) moved that
the evidence being taken in reference to
the papers brought down to the House re-
lating to the case of Mr. W. J. Christie,
lately an officer in the Inland Revenue De-
partment of Winnipeg, and referred to the
Select Standing Committee on Publie Ac-
counts, be printed day by day for the use
of the members of the said committee, in
accordance with the recommendation con-
tained In the report of the said committee.

Motion agreed to.

DISALLOWANCE OF STATUTES OF
BRITISH COLUMBIA.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). By command of His Excellency,
I beg to lay on the Table certain documents
relating ti the disallowance of certain sta-
tutes passed by the legislature of British
Columbia, and with the unanimous consent
of the House, I beg te move that these
papers be priuted at once and the rule sus-
pended.

Motion agreed te.

BILL WITHDRAWN.

Mr. CAMPBELL moved that Bill (No. 89)
relating te the Canada Life Insurance Com-
pany be withdrawn, and the fees paid there-
en be refunded, less the cost of printing
and translation, In aceordance with the re-
commendation contained in the report of the
Select Standing Committee on Banking and
Commerce.

Motion agreed te.

WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT.

Mr. GANONG moved for leave te intro-
duce Bill (No. 143) to armend the Weights
and Mleasures Act, as respects the sale of
dsh. He said : The purpose of this Bill
is te make the unit of measurement In
the sale of fresh herring and sardines cor-
respond with the unit of sale. It only affects
probably the county from which I come,
aud seems te be anabsolute necessity there.
These lsh are principally sold lu the United
States markets, and the buyers come te our
ishermen te purchase them. The unit of
sale la these two kind of fsh has been what

is known as a hogshead, but there is no
unit of measurement for that hogshead ;
and as any hon. gentleman Is aware who
knows how these fish are handled at tte
weirs, it is Impossible to measure the fish
at the weirs in the hogshead. The hogshead
is not used as a package In which the fish
are sold, but simply as a standard of sale,
and the fishermen have been In the habit of
accepting what is known as five barrels to
the hogshead, but we have no established
size for these barrels, se that every tiue
ihere Is a purchase, diflculty arises as to
the quantity the hogshead shal contain.
Al that this Bill provides is that a hogshead
shall be the equivalent of fdve barrels con-
tainiag twenty-flve gallons each.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
1Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). It is very

difficult to give an opinion on the measure
proposed until It is in print. When it Is, I
shall submtlt it to the careful inspection of
the oicers of the department and see how
far it is possible to meet the wishes of my
hon. friend. I may say that the purpose of
the law, in establishing a department et
welghts and measures, was te meet, as much
as possible, the requirements of the puble,
and I do not think that In doing s0 we ought
to indulge in too mueh red tape. Though
it appears, at first slght, Illogical t obe
amending all the tme the WeIghts and
Measures Act, we must always refuember
that the object of that law le, as much as
possible, to dft the standards of measure-
ment to suit commercial transactions and
thus benefit the public in general. On the
other hand, we muet not be too much dis-
posed te admit changes and thus run the
risk of destroying the efforts made hitherto
te unify our system. When the measure in-
troduced by my hon. friend is printed, I shall
be able, with the permission of the House,
to discuss the question with hlm, and co
draw the attention of the House to the ad-
visability or inadvisability of adopting that
measure.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
time.

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL-
AMOUNTS ACCRUED TO GRAND

TRUNK RAILWAY.

Mr. FOSTER asked: d
What amount has accrued to the Grand TrunkRailway Company since July lst, 1898, to date,

per month as the Intercolonial Railway's contri-
bution to the cost of maintenance of the Chau-dière and Montreal Joint sections, includIng ter.
minal facilities, and what las been paid per
month?

The MiNISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (fMr. Blair). The following amounts
acerued to the Grand Trunk Rallway Com-
pany since the lst of July, 1898, as the In-
tercolonial Rallway's proportion. of cost of
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maintenance of ihe Chaudière and Montreal Company of Buffalo. 2. Yes, the contracts
joint sections, including terminal facilities were given after tenders were invited. 3. The

1898- Pullman Company, Smith & Company and
July ........................... $2,336 66 the Wagner Company were invited to tender.
August ..................... 1,900 74 Before making a contract with the United
September................1,888 08 States manufacturers, the departient ap-
October ....................... 1,521 78 plIed to the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pa.
November .................... 2,000 08 ifle Railway Companles, Messrs. Crossen &
December..................1l'071 52

1899- Company, and Messrs. Rhodes, Curry & Com-
January ................ 482 45 pany for off ers. The two last muentioned
February..................488 30 firms declined to take their order on the

ground that orders they had then fromu the
$11,689 63 Intercolonlal Rallway were all they could MI

The account for Marchlihas been rendered
by the Grand Trunk Railway and has been
checked in Montreal by the Intercolonial
auditor. Accounts for subsequent months
not yet received from the Grand Trunk Rail
way Company.

The payments on this account to the Grand
Trunk are as follows. No payments wer
niade in July, August, September, Novem
lber, Decemer or January:

In October ...................... $8,006 29
February ..................... 4,087 92
March.................... 3,702 85
April ......................... 3,071 60
May .......................... 970 75

Total ............... $19,839 41
The difference between the two totals, $8,-
149.78, is payment on account of charges for
last fiscal year, which charges had been
under investîgtion.

THE QUEEN vs. COULOMBE.

MIr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

1. What steps has the Government taken to en-
force the conviction pronounced in the case of
the Queen vs. Coulombe and others by Mr. Jus-
tice Chauveau, of Quebec ?

2. What instructions have been given by the
Government in the matter, and how have such
instructions been carrIed out ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fttz-
patrick). No special instructions have been
given to enforce the conviction in the Queen
and Coulombe case, but the agents of the de-
partment have general instructions to eol-
leet the amount of all judgments obtained.

CARS FOR THE INTERCOLONIA.L.

Mr. BERGERON (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
1. What company or firm ln the United States

of America, since July lat, 1897, have been build-
Ing cars of any form or description for the Inter-
colonial Railway of Canada ?

2. Were the contracts given by tender?
3. If so, to whom were tenders sent, and from

whom were they received ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). This question was
practically answered the other dey. There
may be some points, however, ln whlch the
question does not correspond, so I wiil read
the answer- *gain. 1. The Wagner Palaem

Mr. BLAIR.

within the time allowed. The first two .nen-
tIoned companies would not undertake the

'work as the!r shops were overcrowded with
their own work.

REPAIRS ON THE LEVIS-STE. FLAVIE
DIVISION OF THE INTERCOLONIAL.

Mr. GAUVREAU asked:

Whether the Minister of Railways is aware
that certain repairs on the Lévis-Ste. Flavie
division of the Intercolonial Railway, instead of
being executei at Rivière du Loup, are sent to
Moncton, because there are not sufficient tools
and hands at Rivière du Loup to execute the
said repairs, the shop being taken up with the
ordinary work of the road ?

If so, is it the Intention of the Minister, not-
withstanding the report of Mr. Johgins, to pro-
vide additional tools and a larger number of
hands in order to retain at Rivière du Loup the
work to which the shops there are entitled ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The main workshops
of the Intercolonial Railway are at Moncton.
and there are supplementary shops at Rivière
du Loup and Halifax. Certain work can al-
ways be done to better advantage in the
larger central shops at Moncton. There Is
fully as much work Ibelng done at the Rivière
du Loup shop now, as In prevlous years, and
there is no more work sent to Moneton fromn
the Lévis and St. Flavie division than here-
tofore. 2. A steam hammer and a lathe have
been asked for as additional tools to facili-
tate work at Rivière du Loup, but it is not
the intention at present to employ additional
hands at Rivière du Loup.

SALARIES OF EMPYOYEES OF INTER-
COLONIAL AT RIVIERE DU LOUP

SHOPS.

Mr. GAUVREAU asked:

In the Minister of Railways aware that the
best mechanies, engineers, turners, &c., employ-
ed in the shops of the Intercolonial Railway at
Rivière du Loup are leaving the service because
their pay is not proportioned to their work and
their skill, 'and ftnding employment in the shops
of the Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway at higher wages ?

2. That the Mechanical Superintendent, .Alex.
Ouellet, has repeatedly urged the Departmentat Ottawa and at Moncton to ralse the wag butthat has always met a refusal?
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3. If so, is it the intention of the Minister to
grant an increase of pay to the speclal employees
mentioned ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. The best mechanles
are not leaving the shops at Rivière du Loup;
only three machlnists have left the Rivière
du Loup shops during the last twelve months.
It ls not known where they went, but it Is
presumed that they expected to better their
condition as men of all classes everywhere
endeavour to do. 2. Foreman Ouellette has
recommended, from time to time, an Increase
of -wages for some of the men under hlm In
the same way as other foremen make these
recommendations from time to time to the
mechanieal superintendent, and the latter
has dealt with Foreman Ouellette's recom-
mendations in the same way as he deals with
the others. There are continual applications
from all parts of the Une for increase of
pay. and it is only occasionally that such re-
quests can be granted. 3. It Is not intended
to make any general raise of pay at Rivière
du Loup, as the men are recelving fair wages
for the work performed, but each case as It
arises will be dealt with on its own merits.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY TIME
TABLE.

Mr. GAUVREAU asked:
When will the new summer time table for the

Intercolonial Railway go into operation ?
Is the Hon. Minister aware that the Lightning

Express is not to stop at Trois Pistoles as In past
years ?

If so, -will he issue orders that this central
point, one of the most important in Témiscouata,
shall enjoy the advantage of the fast trains as
in the past ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND>
CANALS (Mr. Blair). It Is proposed to put
the new time table in operation on the 19th
of June instant. The through fast express
train will stop at Trois Pistoles for passen-
gers, but not for meals.

MACHINERY FOR INTERCOLONIAL
RAILWAY WORKSHOPS.

Mr. GAUVREAU asked:
Whether the Minister of Railways Is aware

that Mechanical Superintendent Ouellete of the
Intercolonial Railway workshops has applied for
a certain number of tools and machines, such
as a steam lhammer, shapers, &c., and that he
bas had no reply to bis said applications ?

If so, is it the Intention of the Minister to
comply with the said applications ?

If -not, why not ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS (Mr.'Blair). The Minister of Rail-
ways is aware that Foreman Ouellette ap-
plied to the mecbanical superintendent for a
steam haumer and a lathe. The matter has
received consideration, and the deelsion will
be made known at an early day.

141

STEEL BOXES FOR THE INTERIOR OR
INDIAN DEPARTMENT.

Mr. HODGINS (by Mr. Hughes) asked:
Were a number of steel boxes purchased for

use of the Interior or Indian Departments dur-
ing the past year ? If so, how many ?
By whom were they supplied ? Were ten.
ders called for by public advertisement, or by
letter ? If by letter, how many parties were
notified ? To whom was the order given ? Why
were not tenders publicly invIted ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Eifton). The .goods referred to were purchas-
ed by the Publie Works Department, and I
wIll have to ask my hon. friend to allow.the
question to stand over for a couple of days.

SPECIAL FISHERY GUARDIAN TO SUC-
CEED C. E. BOARDMAN.

Mr. GANONG asked :
Has any appointment been made to fill the

position of special fishery guardian in place of
the late C. E. Boardman, of Mllltown, N.B. ?
If so, who has been appointed, and by whom
recommended ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). No ap-
pointment has ibeen made to the posltfon
beld by Mr. Boardman. It Is possIble that
the local fishery overseer may have ap-
pointed somte one temporarily.

BARTH. BROWN, CAMPOBELLO, N.B.

Mr. GANONG asked :
1. Is Barth. Brown, of Campobello, N.B., at

present ln the employ of the Department of Fish-
eries ?

2. If not, when *was he discharged, and for
what reason ?

3. Who has been appointed in bis place ?
4. On whose recommendation ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. No. 2.
On the 10th of May, 1899, for Inefficiency. 3.
Charles Savage. 4. The MinIster of Marine
and Fisherles.

JAMES GLASS, FISHERY GUARDIAN.
CHARLOTTE, N.B.

Mr. GANONG asked:
1. At what date was James Glass appointed

special fishery guardian in Charlotte County,
N.B. ?

2. On whose recommendation was he appolnted?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. The re-
cords show that the employment of James
Glass as special fishery guardian was autho-
rized in July, 1889. The Fisberies Depart-
mental fles prior.to that date were destroyed
by the lire of 1897. 2. The then Mlnister of
Marine and Fisheries, on the request of J.
D. Chipman.

REVISED EDITION.

44824481



[COMMONS]

W. H. TRUEMAN, ST. JOHN, N.B.

Mr. BELL (Pictou) asked.:

Has W. H. Trueman, barrister, of St. John,
N.B., been appointed to a position in the Depart-
ment of Railways and Canals ?

If so, what are his duties, and what Is his
salary ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). No.

LONDON LETTER CARRIERS.

M'r. BE ATTIE asked :

1 Why are the London letter-carriers com-
pelled to walk while carriers of other cities are
granted free transportation on street railways,
when only one and one-quarter cents per ride is
asked for ?

2. Does the Postmaster General purpose in-
creasing the salaries so the carriers to where
they belong, if their Increase hasnfot been stop-
ped, or only grant them one year at a time ?

3. Are the letter-carriers to receive their back
salaries in a lum!3 sum, which is legally due
them ?

4. Why should so many of the men be employed
in the service without their appointment, there-
by depriving them of their annual holidays ? ·

The POSTMA STER qENERAL (Mr. Mu
lock). I would ask the hon. gentlemau (Mr
Beattle) if he could not recast that ques
tion so as to make It comply more closely
with the rules of the 'House. I think It is
open to objection as containing allegatians
of fact and also of belng arguwentative. It
Is diffi2în!t to answer a question of that kind
li a fair manner without misunderstanding
If the lion. gentleman could recast the ques-
tion I would answer it to-morrow.

Mr. SPEAKER. I see the point taken by
the Postmaster General (Mr. Mulock), and
would advise the hon. member to recast his
question, so as not to make any statements,
but only to make Inquiries. I desire to re-
peat my suggestion that hon. members ask-
ing questions should always do that. It
would much simplify matters.

COMMISSIONS UNDER THE GREAT
SEAL.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

When were regulations maade, if any, respecting
the issue of commissions under the Great Seal,
by virtue of chap. 14, 56 Victoria.?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). On the 7th September, 1893, an Order
in Gouncil was passed, under the provisions
of 56 Victoria, chapter 14, regulating the
fees to be paid upon commissions. No gen-
eral Order ln Council on the subject of com-
missions has been passed, under this statute,
before/or since that date.

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

JUDGES AND POLITICS.

Mr.. BENNETT asked:
On the 2nd June, instant, the Solicitor General

(Mr. Fitzpatrick), having made use of the foi-
lowing language :-" I think there is no axiom
more accepted than that which says that a judge,
when he goes upon the bench, should eut him-
self clear from all connection with either of the
political parties, and that there Is nothing more
detrimental to the proper administration of jus-
tice than that judges, after going on the bench,
should enter into bargains with politicians, and
say, that at a given time they will come down
from the bench and enter into the political arena.
I will take occasion to deal wlth that matter
later on, before the end of the session." Who Is
tl-e judge or judges referred to in such language ?
Has any official notice been received from any
judge or judges by the Department of Justice
intimating bis or their intention of retiring, for
the purpose above set forth ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). This question is probably not en-
tirely in order ; at the same time, I think
it ie right that I should take advantage of
this opportunity to give my authority for
the statement I made. My authority is the
Montreal "' Daily Star," of Friday, Febru-
ary 10th, from which I nake the following
extract

HISTORY REPEATING ITSELF.
It will be remembered that it became the duty

of the " Star" to criticise with severity certain
Conservative leaders who during the latter part
of bis Premiership behaved in a manner that
was as ridiculous as it was disgraceful. This
was entirely in harmony with our settled policy
of freely condemning the acts of any Ministers
or Ministries which seemed to us to be contrary
to public interest. When Sir Charles Tupper
subsequently assumed control of the Government
at the request of Sir Mackenzie Bowell, he
approached bis task with the assurance of ready
support la quarters which seemed to guar-
antee to him, at least, the chance of con-
ferring upon the country a good administration.
Some of the best men la public life, judges and
other well-placed citizens of the highest honour
and ability, promised, in the event of success
at the polls, to join bis Government. This gave
to the prospects of the Conservative party a very
bright promise, Indeed, of, at any rate, decency
and ability of administration when it should
come back from the electoral battle.
I presume that tho latter part of the ques-
tion can be best answered by my hon.
friends on the other side, as to who these
judges were.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. May 1 be al-
lowed, 'by the unanimous consent of the
House, to make a remark whieh seems called
for upon the present occasion, and that is,
to say, that any statement that I was In
communication with. or approached, a single
judge ln Canada in connection with the
formation of my Government, Is not true.
Not only did I not approach a single judge,
but I bad no communication, direct or in-
direct, with any Judge, and I did not con-
template under any clrcumstances that any
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judge ln Canada should form a part of my
Government.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I may an-
swer, that I never for one moment pretended
to have the hon. gentleman's authority for
the statement I made. I had absolutely ne
authority, except that statement, which I
have read, from the "Star."

DAMAGES TO FARM LANDS IN LIND-
SAY.

Mr. HUGHES asked :
1. Is the Government aware that Mr. R. J.

McLaughlin, of Lindsay, extracted from the
farmers around Cameron Lake twenty per. cent
of the sums paid them for damages to their lands
through flooding, such sums being out of the
Treasury of the Dominion of Canada, and being
over and above all fees for legal work ?

2. What sums have been pald for damages to
land from flooding on tie shores of Cameron
Lake since July lst, 1896 ?

3. What sums have been paid to Mr. McLaugh-
lin direct, over and above the twenty per cent
extracted from the farmers in connection with
the Trent Canal ?

4. Were the cheques in payment for the dam-
ages above referred to made payable to the
farmers Interested, or were the twenty per cent
extractions deducted by the Government and the
cheques given to Mr. McLaughlin ?

The MINISTER OF, RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I think I must ask
the hon. gentleman to revise the form of his
question.

Mr. HUGHES. No, I shall not.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Then, I will take the opinion of
the Speaker as to whether it le put in such
a form that it ought to be answered.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think it would be far
more correct to put the question ln this
form : Did Mr. so and so do this ?

Mr. HUGHES. I know already that he
did.

Mr. SPEAKER. Then, the hon. gentle-
man's statement of fact may not be within
the knowledge of the Minister, and that is
a very different thing. If the hon. geutle-
man would ask if that Is true, instead of
stating it as a faet, his question might not
be open to objection.

Mr. HUGHES. I am asking : le the Gov-
ernment aware that he did this? I am not
asking : Is the Government a party to it ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The point le, that it le
stating something as a fact of whleh the
Govern-ment may or may not be aware.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu.
lock). . I am not aware that such a state-
ment le a fact.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will call your attention to the
other parts of this question. The first ls :
Is the Government aware that Mr. R. J.

141.

McLaughlin, of Lindsay, extracted from the
farmers around Cameron Lake 20 per centd
Well, it the hon. gentleman had asked me,
whether I was aware of Mr. McLaughlin
having received from the farmers anything,
I do not think there would be any% serious
objection to that, because it would not ne-
cessarily involve a reflection upon anybody.
But to say that he extracted anything from
the farmers is exceedingly offensive, and
the hon, gentleman could have asked the
question without unnecessarily implying a
reflection upon anybody. The third and
fourth parts are based upon the assumption
that what he has alleged Is true. and I can-
not answer the question, as he puts it, with-
out being called upon to speak of a fact of
which I have no knowledge.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think the Minister's ob.
Jeetion to the generai character of the ques-
tion Is well taken. The question should be
recast.

Mr. MONTAGUE. May I ask a question
ln this connection ? Supposing a member
on this side of the House asked a question,
whether the Government was aware that a
public officer was away from his duty;
would you rule that out of order ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I think it would be better,
if another question was to be based upon
It, to ask the Government, if such an officer
was away from his duty.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What is the difference?
One Is a statement of fact, and so is the
other.

Mr. SPEAKER. That is not my impres-
sIon.

Mr. HUGHES. I do not know whether
this question can be debated here; if not,
I shall debate it on another occasion.

Mr. SPEAKER.
here.

It cannot be debated

Mr. HUGHES. Very well, then, I stand
to the question.

Before the next Order of the Day was
called,

Mr. HUGHES. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I beg to call the attention
of the House to a little matter In connec-
tion with the riding which I have the honour
to represent. Upon the shores of Cameron
Lake, ln myi riding, there are a number of
farmers whose lands have been flooded.
The Liberal candidate in the recent election,
Mr. R. J. McLaughlin, whether by conniv-
ancel with the department or not, I am not
aware, went to the farmers and entered
into a league with them.

Mr. SPEAKER lIs the hon. gentleman
going to move a motion?

Mr. HUGHES. I wIll conclude with a
motion. He entered into a league with
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those farmers that he would get this Gov- lion. member immediately moved the ad-
ernment to pay them for the damages to journment of the fHouse in order to bring
their lands. on condition that they would þis grievance before the fHouse. i do not
give him 20 per cent of the amount so re- say. I do not know, whether the question is
ceived. Now, Sir, Mr. McLaughlin did get right or whether it is wrong. Ris state-
the sums paid them. I anfot saying the ment before the House is that Mr. Mc-
farmers are not entitled to these sums ; I Laughlin exacted 20 per cent of all claims
know some of the farmers were entitled toi lie settled, -and he says it is true. 1 am
more than they got, and some of them did | not lhere to pass judgment, nor has the
not even get anything. Mr. William Jordan, House any power to pass judgment on Mr.
a good, staunch Conservative, did not get McLaughlin, but I say this to my hon.
anything, though he claims damages for friend, tiat Mr. McLaughlin has a riglit
$700 ; but he refused to enter into the 20 to be presumed innocent until he bas been
per cent commission deal. I presume that proved guilty, and when the 'hon. gentle-
has something to do witb his not having man, standing on the floor of P irliament,
received this sum. Now, I know, for a fact, not being responsible for iwhat he says,
that Mr. McLaughlin did extract 20 per cent and charges a positive dereliction of duty
from these farmers, and I know he received against a gentleman occupying a position
it. What I am anxious to know is: Was in this country, it is nothing less than an
this Government a party to the extraction ? abuse of the privileges of ;this fHouse. My
If so, we would be pleased to learn it. Mr. hon. friend is a member of Parlianent. As
McLaughlin was the Liberal candidate in a nember of Parliament, for anything he
the recent general election. In addition to says, lie is shielded from responsibility, so
that, this gentleman bas been paid his legal that lie can slander a man and the man
fees for his connection with the settlement that is slandered bas no redress against
of these claims. He has also taken a very him. But my hon. friend, besides being
active part in connection with other matters a member of Parliament, is a jouTnalist,
in which the Government is directly inter- the proprietor of a journal, and he owes it
ested, and bas been charging municipalities to his constituents, in my humble judg-
and persons for legal fees that any man ment, and he owes it to himself, if the
who professes to act as a politician, invari- statement which he makes is true, to bring
ably woud scorn to touch or to charge for. it to the attention of the public. That he
He collected from the farmers and farmers' can do in his paper, but if he does it in
sons for services that constituted purely' his paper he inurs the responsibility for
political work. I want to know of the Min-- whîat lie says. If my lion. friend believes
ster of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair), that the statement which he makes is true,
whether the Government Is aware tbat Mr. alleging a positive dereliction of duty
MicLaughlin lias taken this 20 per cent from agamnst a gentleman occupying a position
:hese people!; whether the Government paid ln Lindsay, it is his duty to acquaint the
Mr. MeLaughlin this 20 per cent before the publie with it, but if the 'hon. gentleman
~hequés fell into the hands of these farmers; chooses to bring a charge against a man
whether they made the 20 per cent cheques who cannot defend himself upon the floor
payable to him, or payable to the farmers, of this House, I leave the fact simply to
and who endorsed the cheques. I have the sense of fairness and justice of the
leasure in moving that the House do now members on both sides of this fHouse. We
adjourn. know that everybody here is able to answerfor himnself, but when an accusation is madie

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau- against a man who cannot defend himselfrier). Mr. Speaker, I do not want to speak on the floor of this fHouse, I think It is con-m hiarshi termis of the method foUowed by duct whuichi must meet wi'th the reproba-
the hon. menber for North Victoria (Mr. tion of every right-thinking man on ,the floorHughes) to bring to the attention of the of Parliament, whetlier he be on one sideHlouse a matter as to whicli lie imay be or the ohr
'ight or as to which he may be wrong. But
ertainly I would appeal to the fairness Sir CHARLES TUPPER. i qulte agreeand sense of justice of this House that with a goodi deal that has fallen from the

when members are endeavouring to get in- riglit hon. Prime Minister on this subject.'ormation, the least we can expeet is that But, I think, he is mistaken when he sayshey shiould conform to ,thie ruies of tlie that the privilege wthichi hon. members en-
House. The rules of the fHouse provide joy in speaking 'without the responsibility onhat nothing offensive should be put In any the floor of this .House, ·that would attend~uestion, and that no argument should lie a similar declaration outside of the Hlouse,
ut in asking any question that is to be has a power and influence on the utterancesnswered. My hon. friend has chosen 'to of lion. members who may ake statements
iolate these mrules, according <to thîe ruling witho~ut exposing themselves to the unfortu-
f the Chair, ln putting bis question, and nate consequences of over-stating 'the case.lien lie was asked to nmodify bis ques- It is quite true 4that -members of the fHouseIon, so as to bring It wIthin the letter of of Commons are prIvileged, but I know thathe rufle, hie would not do so. Then, the no hon. memnber off this House can afford

Mr. HUGHES.
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to make a statement, under that privilege
which slanders a nau who is outside of
the House, without losing ciharacter and
without losing standing as a member of
this House. It is a mistake, ln my judg
mient, to suppose that there is any immun
ity enjoyed by niembers of this .House, if
they unjustly slander persons outside, by
statenents made on the floor, whicl they
are not prepared to justify and maintain
elther inside or outside of the House. I
coie to the question under consideration,
and I do not hold that the attack is upou
the person who is named. I draw a dis-
tinction between the first and -the latter
part of this question :

Is the Government aware that Mr. R. J. Mc-
Laughlin, of Lindsay, extracted from the farmers
around Cameron Lake twenty per cent of the
sumus paid them for damages to their lands
through flooding, such sums being out of the
Treasury of the Dominion of Canada, and being
-over and above all fees for legal work ?
Is tlhat statement of facts ·true or is it
false? My riglit hon. friend (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) says it is a slander. He says
that the ihon. member who puts that state-
ment here utters a slander which lie ought
not to utter under the privilege of a mem-
ber of the House of Conmons.

The PRIME 3INISTER. My hon. frienti
(Sir Oharles Tupper) is altogether wrong.
I was going to raise a point of order. When
this question was reached it was ruled out
of order by Mr. Speaker, after whic'h the
lion. member for North Victoria (Mr.
Hughes) moved that the louse adjourn.
He stated In bis argument that Mr. Mc-
Laughlin iad extracted 20 per cent from
the farmers. My observations were not
upon the question, but upon the statement
made by the hon. member for North Vic-
toria in bis argument afterwards.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It does not
appear to me that that affects the ques-
tion now before the House.. -I do not ln.
tend to question your ruling, Mr. Speaker.
but what I say Is this, that I would
be glad if Your Honour would carefully
reconsider the matter, look into It dispas-
sionately, and see how far this question
eau be -considered to be out of order. '1
accept the ruling of the Chair. but the
Chair is not infaltlible. and if the Chair,
after deliberate consideration, thinks the
ruling it thas made mnight be modified, It
can modify it. Such a course is open to
It. and I am quite eertain that the dignity
of the Chair wouid be increased by such a
reconsideration. But I am now assuming
that the rulling of the Chair Is correct. If
this statement Is a slander the Government
have it in .-their power to put their finger
upon it. They have at once ithe opportunity
of vindicating.Mr. MeLaughin and striking
down the slander. Why do they not do
It ? If Mr. McLaughlin has not done that,
-all the hon. Minister of Railways and Can-

ais (Mr. Blair) thad îto do ýwas to say in
answer to the question, "No," and it is

1 disposed of. The question is asked of the
hon. linister of Railways and Can-

- ais whether a certain statement of
- a course that is alleged be a fact.

31y right lion. friend (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
ays, tliat is a slianderous statement as re-

gards Mr. McLauglhlin. If so, the Govern-
i ment are bound instantly to use their power

of saying, that that statement, so far as
they are aware. is unfounded. But when
the Ministr (Mr. Blair) shelters himseit
under the rule of the louse, as stated by
the Speaker, from giving an answer, he does
al lie eau to fasten the charge upon Mr.
MeLaugllin, if there is any charge. If It
was in the power of the Minister to deny
Sthat statenent. he has done Mr. MeLaugh-
lin a grea, wrong by not denying it. As
to the subsequent questions, they could be
modified if they are found to infringe upon
1he rules of the House. The rules of tihis
1-ouse are intended to control and maintain
justice between the two sides of this louse.
and between the House and parties olitside
of the 1House, and it should be the object of
us ail to maintaia these rules inviolate. I
lhold that the course pursued by the Minister
(Mr. Blair) is a most unfortunate one for
Mr. MeLaughlin. if lie is not open to the
charge that lias been affirmed by a member
of tlis House. who, I am sure from my
knowvledge of that member, would not make
a statement unless he liad absolute evidence
that would prove it inside or outside of Par-
liament.

The MINISTER OF RAlLWAY6S AND
CANALS. It would scarcely be possible for
the lion. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) to
state a more unfair and unreasonable pro-
position in so mîîany words, thrnl he lias just
now stated to the House. The hon. gentle-
n.an (Sir Charles Tupper) would establish
it as a doctrine, that all that It is necessary
for a menber of this House to do in order
to force the Goverument into such action
with regard to a question as would leave a
reflection behind it. is to put his question in
such a fori that it would be in dircet viola-
tion of the rules of the House. I agree with
the lion. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper)
that it is the duty of ail mmbers of this
House to see that the rules are respected.
It would be most lamentable if Mr. Speaker,
or if the House, were to encourage a de-
parture fron these rules,' because they are
framed, as the result of years of experience.
with a view to the better preservation of
order, to the better promotion of publie busi-
ness, and to the engendering of better feel.
ing among the members of this Parliament.
When a question is put that Is offensive in
!ts application, and not in aceordance with
the rules of this House, there is only one
way In whieb the order of the House can be
maintaIned. and that Is by calling the atten-
tion of the gentleman who bas put the
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question in that Improper way, courteously,
to bis departure from the rules of the House.
Then, if the gentleman is well disposed,
and has no desire to infringe the rules, and
no desire to leave an unfavourable impres-
son on our minds, it is quite open to hlm
to yield to the suggestion and alter his ques-
tion to an unobjectionable form, so that it
will bring the information he desires. My
lion. friend (Sir Charles Tupper) admits
that it should be our object to see that these
rules are not violated, and he is also obliged
to admit under the ruling of the Speaker,
that the rules have been violated in this in-
stance. Under those circumstances, it is
unworthy of the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
Tupper) to suggest to the House, that It
should draw an inference prejudicial to the
gentleman whose name is mentioned ln the
question. It Is a monstrous proposition,
that the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tup-
per) should give bis sanction to the drawing
of such aii inference from that question. I
told the hon. gentleman (Mr. Hughes) that
I thoughît his question was objectionable.
and that if he would vary it so that it woui
not be an infraction of the rules. I should
be very glad to answer it immediately. It
is still open to the hon. gentleman to adopt
that suggestion. I am prepared to answer
the question fully, when the hon. membe-
(Mr. Hughes) wIll put it in such form as
will make it in accordance with the' rules
of the House.

Mr. JAMES McMULLEN (North Welling-
ton). The hon. gentleman (Mr. Hughes) has
put a charge against Mr. McLaughlin in bis
question, and there is nothing to hinder the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Hughes) to take sucl
steps as are necessary to prove that charge.
Mr. McLaughlin's name is mentioned in the
Auditor General's Report, and why did not
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Hughes) ask to have
Mr. McLaughlin subpænaed and examined
before the Publie Accounts Committee. That
would be the proper course, and Mr. Me-
Laughlin would have a chance to. defend
bimself. But when you bring the matter
up in thlis form, you are casting a reflection
upon Mr. McLaughlin without giving him
an opportunity to answer it.

Mr. GEO. TAYLOR. I wish to inquira
from the Minister (Mr. Blair) W-hat ruling
he is referring to, beeause I find by the
"Hansard " of 1894, page 286, the following
question submitted by the hon. member
for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin)

Whether the Government are aware that Mr.
Senator Sanford spent a considerable time at
Wash Ington in ,'dis-usslons on the subjeet-o! the

aUnted States tarif, ith certain members of the
United States Congress?

There Is a question on all-fours with the one
iow placed ou the paper.

Mr. FOSTER. It is worse.
Mr. BLAIR.

Mr. TAYLOR. It Is worse and moro
offensive. The late lamented Sir John
Thompson answered that question in a gen-
tlemanly way ; very much different from the
treatment that hon. gentlemen on this side
of the House are now receiving, when new
rules are established by the ruling of the
Chairinan, backed up by the Government
and the members of the Opposition, who
simply say to us : You have to sit there and
put up with whatever treatment we like to
give you. The late lamented Sir Join
Thompsoq answered that question as foi-
lows

Shortly before this session, Senator Sanford
informed me that, for certain reasons of his
own, it was very important that he should visit
Washington in connection with his own affairs,
and, as regards expressing approval, I could
not do otherwise than express approval of his
intention under the circumstances, although, in
connection with business coming before the Sen-
ate his presence here would have been desirable.
I am not aware how much time the hon. Sen-
ator spent in discussing the United States tarift
question.
I could go through page after page of
"HansardI" and find simillar questions an-
swered-

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not wish to inter-
rupt the lion. gentleman (Mr. Taylor), but he
must remember that this motion of the
hon. gentleman from North Victoria (Mr.
Hughes). which is quite ln order, was not
m'oved for the purpose of appealing from
ny ruling. There is a prescribed time and
form for criticising my ruling, or appealing
fron it, but this is not the occasion. 'In fact,
the hon. member for North Victoria did not
refer to my ruling, but he raised a distinct
substantive question as to Mr. McLaughlin's
conduct, and that is now fully open for
discussion. This is not the proper occasion
to criticise the ruling of the Chair.

Mr. MONTAGUIE. The hon. member (Mr.
Taylor) is answering the Minister of Rail,
ways.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Minister of Railways
was very general.

Mr. FOSTER. He generally is very gen-
eral.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Minister of Rail-
ways (Mr. Blair) and another hon. gentle-
man were not quite so much in order as they
perhaps should have been. I trust the hon.
member (Mr. Taylor) will confine himself
to the question ralsed by the motion.

Mr. TAYLOR. I am now deallng with
the Minister of Railways, who attacked
the leader of the Opposition for certain re-
marks which he made and pointed out to'
him (Sir Charles Tupper) that he was violat-
ing the rules of this iHouse. I want to know
wvhat rule the Minister of Ralways is re-
ferring to. I have no reference to the
Speaker at all. I amn referring to debates
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that took place In this House la 1894, and
questions then submitted by members of
the Opposition and answered respectfully by
Ministers of that day. I regret to say thalt
questions put by members of the Opposition
now the Ministers will answer respectfully
*f it suits their convenience, but very ofte!n
they will not answer respectfully.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman
clearly understands the point that was
raised and is now under discussion. If the
Minister of Railways answered sornething
thaut was raised by the leader of the Oppo-
sition, and both were somewhat out of
order, that does not justify any other bon.
member ln going out of order.

Mr. TAYLOR. I want the Minister of
Railways and Canals to tell us what rule
he Is referring to. He bas some book ln
his ïhand, and he refers to that and says
the rules of this House must be observed.
I suppose he means that the leader of the
Opposition must give notice before making
an attack upon htin.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member per-
feetly understands my ruling.

Mr. TAYLOR. I do certainly, and I will
bow to it, but I .im replying to the Minis-
ter of Railways.

3r. SPEAKER. I have said that two
blacks do not make a white, andI If the hon.
Minister of Railways and the leader of the
Opposition were not strictly in order, that
does not justify the hon. gentleman in go-
ing out of order.

,Mr. TAYLOR. Then, I want to know if
the hon. Minister off Railways and Canals
was referring to your ruUng.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. TAYLOR. Hon. gentlemen will get

some business done when they keep order,
and not beffore. If the hon. Minister of
Railways will admit to me and to this
House that he was referrlng to the ruling
of the Speaker when he was violating the
Speaker's ruling, I wll resume my seat.;
but I understood that he was discussng a
ruling of this House, and not the Speaker's
ruling at all. If the hon. ,Minster as not
out of order-

Mr. SPEAKER. I cannot permit his
to go on. The hon. member knows perfeet-
ly weIi that no question was raised by the
hon. member for North Victoria (Mr.
Hughes) as to the ruling of the peaker
or the rule of the House. If that lad been
raised by iim, It would not have been re-
gular. Therefore, the hon. member wIlU
please confine himself to the question ralsed
clearly and simply by îthe hon. member for
North Victoria. It does not matter -what
anybody else bas done.

Mr. TAYLOR. Then. as I iunderstand the
situation, It is that the hon. member for

1 North Victoria moved that the House ad-
journ in order that he might attack the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals for not having
answered a question, and that Is the eub-
jeet now under debate.

Mr. SPEAKER. Order. Most distinctly
and positively, that was not the point raised
by the hon. member for North Victoria.
He raised a questIon, not as to a Minister
answering or not answering a question, but
as to the conduet of a certain Mr. Me-
Laughlin.

Mr. HUGHES. And the conduct off the
Government.

Mr. SPEAKER. And the conduct of the
Government too, with reference to MJr. Me.
Laughlin.

Mr. TAYLOR. And that is what the de.
bate is going on about. I cannot see that
I am referring to your ruling, Mr. Speaker,
ln any respect. I am considering the con-
duet of this Government in answerlng ques-
tions, as compared with the conduet of the
late Government.

Mr. SPEAKER. If that were the ques-
tion raised by the hon. member for North
Viotoria it would be perfectly in order for
the hon. member to continue his discussion
as to the general habit of this Governnent,
or any other Government, In answerIng
questions. But that was not the question
before the House, and that Is the reason
why I wish the hon. member to confine him-
self to the subject.

Mr. TAYLOR. I certainly will do so,
Mr. Speaker, as I have always conformed
to the rulings of the Speaker of this Flouse;
but My attack is upon the Government for
not having answered respectfully questions
submitted by members of the 'Opposition.

Mr. SPEAKER. That is not ln order.

Mr. TAYLOR. Then, I will take an op.
portuni>ty of reading a good many of them
some other day. In the meantime, I hope
that what has been sald will be taken by
the hon. Ministers now controlling the af-
fairs of this country-unfortunately for the
country, In my opinion; and thait they will
be, at least, respectful to -the Opposition
while they are here.

Mr. W. H. BENNETT (East Simeoe). It
ls rather to be regretted, for the sake ot
Mr. MeLaughlln, who is personIally known
to me as a barrister of the town off Lind-
say, aud who was one of the Liberal can-
dates In the laat election, that this matter
shoúld obtain the publicity whleh it wll
obtain by the pubUcation in the newspapers
to-morrow off the fact the charge hias gone
without a denlal by the Minister on behalf
of Mr. McLaughlin. Mr. MLaugblin 1s
personally known to ethe Minister. I ee'n
make that statement as a statement off
fact, because on the occasIon on whleh the

-M a-% -
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Minister was in the ridiug on an inspec-
tion of the Trent VaHley Canal, MNr. Mc-
Laughuin aucompanied the party ; and It
was due to hlim as a professional man and
also as a party man, <that the Minister
slhould embrace the earliest opportunity of
refuting this slander, if it is a slauder. For
three days, at all events, the Minister lias
had information that this question was to
be asked ; and, involving as it does tihe
reputation and character and standing of
Mr. MeLaughlin. it was certainly such a
question as should have attracted the etten-
tion of the Minister. The Minister was
quick to endeavour to prevent any answer-
ing of the question, and why ? Let ai
reference be. made to the question,
and what is In it ? If it is untrue,
the Minister should have desired that
publicity should not be given to it. As
to the first question, it is an allegation
of fact. the statement being made clearly
by the hon. member for North Victoria that
Mr. McLauglin did obtain, whether by
way of commission or by arrangement
made beforehand. a participa>tlon in thesel
funds. The third question I need not par-
ticularly refer to. As to the fourth ques-
tion. had the Minister answered It yes or
no, It would either have incriminated-.

Mr. SPEAKER. Will the lion. gentie-
man a.llow me to point out that the only
questions as to Mr. MeLaughlm to which
he can properly refer are not the questions
on the paper, but the questions raised by
the hon. member for North Victoria.

Mr. HUGHES. It is the Government I
intended to attack.

Mr. SPEAKER. I am not saying wlie.
ther it was the Government or Mr. Mc-
Lauglin. That is not my purpose ; but I
think the lion. member should leave the
details of this uatter out of the discussion,.
and confine himself to the questions raised
by this motion.

Mr. BENNETT. Then, my mindi shal]
be a blank as to whether there is a ques-
tion at al; but I shall be aware of this
fact, that the lion. member for North Vic-
torIa lias to-day charged publiely that Mr.
McLaughlin went to certain parties who
were interested. and, using his position as
having the patronage of that ridng sue.
ceeled in obtaluing their concurrence to
bis going into an arrangement by which ihe participated in certain moneys which
they received ; and I have kno4vledge -of

this fact, that if tha t statement Is true,
the Minster of Railways aud Canails knew
whether or not the money had been pald
to 'Mr. McLaughlin, as had been aIleged.
How could the 'Minister have repudiated .
that presumptioni He couild have stated •<
"All moneys paid out by my department
in itbis respect are paid by che:i.e, and I
produce the cheques in support of that <

Mr. BENNETvT.

statement. showing that the ioneys were
paid direct to the parties and not to Mr.
McLaughlin in the first instance." In this
case ýthere is no reason in the vorld why
the moneys should not have been paid direct
to the parties who had the claim ; and if
MIr. MeLaughlin had any claim against
them for having conducted their <ases, he
should have dealt direitly with thein. lt
is alleged that Mr. McLaughin xeceived
those noneys for his political services; and
the Minister, knowing for three or four
days past that tiis question was to be fisk-
ed, could have cleared Mr. McLaughlin
conclusively by saying that the cheques
were not made payable to hlim, but
directly to the parties interested.
And it is unfortunate for Mr. MeLauglulin
that the hou. Minister did not auswer the
question directly in the first instance.

Mr. GEORGE McHUGH (South Victoria).
I am sorry to have to trouble the House.
but, as a consititu(nt of mine, and a very
honourable gentleman, is concerned, I hope
the House will bear with me for a nioment
or two. I know Mr. McLaughlin well; lie
is a very honourable man, and a barrister
of our town, and I know that no charge eau
be successfully proven that lie has done any-
thing that could refleet Injurlously upon him
in this transaction. He may have been. and
I suppose was, engaged as solicitor for some
of those men who were looking for compen-
sation from the Government; but I ven-
ture to say, that, if this thing is siftedj to
the bottom, neither the hon. member for
North Victoria (Mr. Hughes) nor any other
man wll be able to find that he charged
anything more than his legitimate fees as a
barrister acting for a client. I have nothing
to say to the hon. member for North Vic-
toria for bringing this matter before the
House ; but, when he seeks to leave the
impression that Mr. McLaughlin extracted
from lits clients more than a legitimate fee,
the lion. gentleman puts the matter in a
different complexion ; and I may say, that,
in so doing, he passed a reflection which a
wvorthy and honourable opponent, such as
Mr. MeLaughlin Is, does not merit at his
hands. I have nothing to say either to the
hon. member for North Victoria or Mr. Me-
Laughlin. They are both constituents of
nine, for, although the hon. menber for
North Victoria represents the other half of
that country, yet he lives within a stone's
throw of me, and I do think that I have the
rilght here to defend the character of Mr.
IcLaughlin, when a charge of that kind is

made against him, and when I know, from
my thorough knowledge of the man, that no
such charge eau be successfully sustained. I
know that Mr. McLaughlin did act for some
men along Cameron Lake. who were seeking
compensation from the Government, and Iknow that other solicitors and barristers also
acted for other mea seeking redress for their
drowned lands, but I d flnot know of any
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barristers or solicitors acting In these mat-!i Mr. SPEAKER. That, of course. is an
ters eharging their clients any more than a Implication on my ruling. and the lion. gen-
reasonable compensation for the work they tleman, in the position lie occupies in this
did. I am not going to interfere, any more House. should not be guilty of anything of
than to say, that I protest against any insin- that kind.
uations on the character of Mr. MLaughin Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not thinkwitliout givîng hlm an opportunity of clear- 1 i HUE IPE' ofo hn
Ing himself.it is. because it is quite possible that your

Jng.hGmself' ruling, Sir. might be strictly correct, and
Mr.. th. . BERGERON (Beauharnois). that a similar ruling might have been given

I wish to congratulate my lion. friend on at the time the question to which my hon.
the position lie takes in defending one of friend draws attention, was put, had the
bis constituents. his friend Mr. McLaughlin; point been raised; but my hon. friend Is
but it would have been a groat, deal more pointing out that, when similar questions
satisfactory to Mr. MeLaughlin, if the hon. were put to the late Administration. no ob-
Minister of Railways liad answered in such jection was taken.
a way as to exonerate Mr. MeLaughlin en-
tirely from the charges brought against him Mr. SPEAKER. That is a very interest-
by the hon. member for Victoria. The Min- 11g question,, but it is not germane to the
1ster of Railways said. that lie latd an an- point raised by the hon. member for North
swer to the question put by the hon. mem- Victoria. In order to keep ourselves at all
ber for North Victoria. but that he did not withim reasonable bounds. we iust confine
want to answer the question, as put, because ourselves to the question raised on the mo-
it was not put according to the rules of this tion to adjourn. I mray say, that, if ion.
House. My only object in rising is to show gentlemen would look through the questions
that we are acting entirely; differently now and answers of thîs paper, they would find
than this House used to under the late Ad. that. in a great many cases, I have been
ministration. It appears that we are not unable to succeed in having carried out
undero as liberal rules now as when a Con. what I think is the proper rule of the House,
servative Administration was in office. I and that is, that controversial questions of
would like to readi just one snall question, fact should not be stated in interrogatories
which was asked in 1894, on the 2Sth of to the Government.
May. 'Mr. MONTAGUE. I think that the lion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. Minister of Railways owes rather an. apol-
Mr. BERGERON. To show how questions

were put then. and how they were an.
swered.

MIr. SPEAKER. The hon.' member. i
think, was in the House when I ruled just
now, that the question before the House
was as, to the conduct of Mr. McLaughlin,
or of the Government in connection with
Mr. McLaughlin, and was not a question as
to whether the question put; should be an-
swered or not. Any hon. member can ralse
that other point in the proper way at the
proper time, but it is not raised now.

Mr. BERGERON. I understand that the
hon. member put a question on the paper
which the Minister of Railways said lie
dlid inot want to aaswer beca.-ise of lie man-
ner in which it was put. Then the Chair
decided-and I ami not discussing that deci
sion at all-that, In the shape in which the
question was put, the Minister of Railways
was not bound to answer. A few moments
afterwards, the Minister of Railways, hav-
ing come to the conclusion that It would be
a great deal better for Mr. McLaughlin, If
he did answer, said he had the answer be-
fore him, and was ready to give it, If the
question wera properly put. But my only
object now Is' to show that a question of a
very similar kind was put before and an-
swered. It seems quite clear that we are
departing now from what used to be the
rule of the House.

ogy to you. Mr. Speakier, for naving got you
into considerable difficulty in making some
very fine rulings. The gentleman who is
really the transgressor of the rule laid down
by the Chair, this afternoon, is the Minister
of Railways, though, no doubt, quite inno-
cently. He went on to discuss the general
question of the rules of order,. and, by im-
plication of course, he discussed your ruling,
after the speech of the hon. member for
NorthA Victoria. Had lie not discussed the
general question of the rules of order, I do
not think that Your Honour would have
been put to the difficulty you have been put
to In decildng the fine points raised.

Mr. SPROULE. If the !ion. Minist:er of
Rways were! in possession of informiation
which would enable him to explain or contra-
diet the allegations of fact made by the

on. meiiber for North Victoria-and from
his remarks I take it for granted that lie is
in possession of such informatin-be shoald
have given It to the House. But lie would
not take the trouble either to deny the alle-
ga tions or explain them. And he says : I
know from my knowledge of the man that
he did not do these things, that he dîd
nothing that was wrong. Now, If this gen-
tleman had done nothing wrong, who could
tell that fact better or more directly than
the Minister of Railways and Canals, who
has the Information in his possession ? And
if lhe does not come to the rescue of bis own
political friend, one of :the Government can-
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didates, what wIll be the Inference drawn by the House. The hon, gentleman does fot
the country ? The Inference will be thatIL-now me If le thInks 1 wIli say here con-
the Minister did not want the facts to be cerning any man ivdxat I wouid not say out-
known. In that case, he has done great in- side of the House. There le no question as
justice to his friend, if he isin possession to the facts In the case; the question ta, and
of such information as would relleve Mr. Me.wlat I want to know Is, wlether the Gov-
Laughlin from the suspicion of having done ernment is a party to this deal There Is
somethlng wrong. no douùt but that Mr. MeLaughlin extracted

Mr. UGHS. erhas Imaybe prmîte¶the 20 per cent, or toolk It, or heid the peopleMr. HUGHES. Perhaps I may be permitted up for it-I do fot care wlat term you use.
a word In reply to some of the remarks that
bave dropped from the lips of some hon. As the person who controis the Government
members. I must apologize to you, Mr. patronagee beid thesepeople up for 20 Per
Speaker, for having got you into this snarl ct o thir mane. It is ere lkeu
but your long experience ln the Opposition, hat a Conservative farmer would empioy
should have taught you that the question this man ln connection witlisucl a case
I had the honQur of puttingr on the OrderI lad he xonur ! pttig o th OrerThis work is doue by Government valua tors
paper was tame ln comparison with what and Government engineers, not by Goveru-
we of the Conservative party had to submit
to for years whIle we occupied the benches is gulîtiess lu the matter, their course was
on your right. Nevertheless, had the Minis-
ter of Railways and Canais asked me to
change any word in the questions, I wouldthe poekets of these people-or,If that exchave gadly ompd ite uesisqust. ut pression is a lHttle too strong for the sensitivehave gadly complIed with his request. But:i nature o! the Minster o! Raillways ad Can-

ais, nifliedg et any the would n sha out

asif he ouseTs nher er o qustion as

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Mr. HUGHES. I beg the hon. Minister's
pardon.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. To set the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Hughes) right, I may tell him what I said. I
asked him if he would consent to vary his
question so as to substitute a less objection-
able word. And the hon. gentleman scarcely
gave me a chance to get the words out be-
fore starting to bis feet and declaring he
would do nothing of the kind.

Mr. HUGHES. "Hansard " will bear me
out when I say that what the hon. Minister
asked me to do was to remodel the question.
inasmuch as I had made an assertion of a fact
ln it. I would not submit to that, and I have
been ashamed of the members on this side
who have submitted to the impertinence-J
will withdraw that expression if It la unpar-
liamentary-to the assurance of :the Minis-
ters' rislng in their places and, with a lordly
air, telling the gentlemen on this side of the
House to move for a return or to put the
question In some other form-acting 'as
though they were the head of some one-
horse principality ln Europe instead of the]
representatives of the people of Canada in
itbis House.

Mr. SPEAKER. i trust the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Hughes) will confine himself with.-
In the limits which he himself laid down.

Mr. HUGHES. I wIll do so, Mr. Speaker.
I do not wish to give you further trouble
The leader of tbe Government, with theo
shrewd, et, wifh the ability In that parti.
cular line of whlch he is master, thought
to draw- a, herring across the track to divert
attention from the facts of the case, by sug
gestling that I was standing here and saying
something that I would not say outside of

Mr. SPROULU.

glad to use it.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I did make a suggestion.
3r. HUGHES. if the hon. gentleman had

suggested that I should use any other term, I
should have bowed to his superlor judgment.
But I should think, from his long experience,
this word would not bave been offensive to
him. I should have thought it would have
passed muster without any hesitation on his
part and without bringing the blush to his
eheek that I am sorry to see there to-day.
This is a simple matter. la the Government
a party to this or not ? The hon. member
from South Victoria (Mr. McHugh) admits
the facts, but he says it was as legal adviser
that this gentleman was ealled ln. I say he
put himself forward as a representative of
the Government ln the riding and extracted
this money from the people or took it from
them. We know that under another Gov-
ernment the Hcense commissioners hold up
the hotel men and take commissions from
them. We know that ln the case of certain
appointments under this Government com-
missions are extracted. What I want to know
is whether ln the county I have the honour
to represent, this Government allows its
heelers to practise these methods. If so, I
have only to say that they shall not do it
with my knowledge without my making
known the facts. Our good friend the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMul-
len), true to his old love, suggests that I
should go and look up the Auditor General's
Report. I know that the Auditor General's
Report does show a considerable amount of
pickings for this gentleman as well as others.
But the Auditor General's Report Is only
brought down to the lst of July, 1898, and
considerable time bas elapsed since then.
I want to know what ·the plekings have been
since that time, and also whether the Gov-
ernment la a party to this commission system
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or not. If the 'Government is not a party to
It, we shall know where to place the blame.
I will not apologize again, Mr. Speaker, for
giving you so much worry. I always like to
bow to your decisions and to save you all the
trouble I can, because there are so nany
members of the House who are always get-
tIng Into trouble and bringing in objection-
able questions, a fact which I regret exceed-
Ingly. I thInk the Minister of Railways and
Canals must see that It Is due to himself to
get and answer the questions I have placed
upon the Order paper.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I shall be glad to do so If the
bon. gentleman (Mr. ,Hughes) ,will strike out
the objectionable 'word in the first section
and will eliminate In the third and fourth
sections that portion which his own judgment
must tell him Is not properly there.

.Mr. HUGHES. I think if I were to comply
with the Minister's request I should be doing
an Injustice to the House and to the country
and to parliamentary government.

Mr. OSLER. Nearly an hour and a half
bas been taken up in a discussion which, I
-tbnk, should have been avoided and would
have been avoided if the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals had given a civil answer to
a civil question. I am not versed in what is
the proper mode of putting a question on
the Order paper, but the question as put
seems a very simple one, calling for a very
simple answer.

Mr. SPEAKER. I must call the hon. gen-
tleman's (Mr. Osler) attention to the fact that
that was not the point raised by this mo-
tion to adjourn.

Mr. OSLER. I opologize. Mr. Speaker, 1
know nothing about the facts as to Mr.
McLaughlin, but the Impression made on my
mind, and the impression that I .m sure
must be leftt on the mInd of any one who
knows of the refusal to answer this question,
Is that there must be something that the Min-
Ister wants to conceal. I cannot otherwise
concelve of the Minister causIng a waste of
an hour and a half of the time of this House
In making necessary this discussion, and the
impression left upon my mind Is that the
question Is one that he does fnot waut te
answer to the satisfaction of the House.

Motion to adjourn, negatived.

STRIKE OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAIL.
WAY TRACKMEN.

Mr. W. F. MACLEAN (East York). Be-
fore the Orders of the Day are called, I
would like, In the public Interest and ti
the Iuterest of publie safety, te dirett the
attention of the Government and of the
Minister of Railways and Canails to the
present st:ike on the Grand Trunk Railway.
To that end I wlil read a statement that

i as been made this morning and published
la the evening papers in connection with
that event:

b Mr. H. F. McKenny, of this city, grand secre-
tary of the United Brotherhood of Railway Track-
men, this morning issued the following statement
in reference to the strike on the Grand Trunk
Railway, which began on May 22nd, and has been
in force since, except for a few hours on June
5th. In the course of the circular, Mr. McKenny
says :

" During this momentous struggle for fair liv-
ing wages and humanitarian hours of duty, the
nmen on the Grand Trunk Railway remained true
and carefully guarded against any acts of law-
lessness or any Infringement of the statutory
laws of Canada. We believe that they have
earned for themselves the respect and admira-
tion of every fair-minded citizen by pursuing this
course, and an ultimate victory is now assured ;
but the trackmen, who, only through long ex-
perience have acquired the work they perform,
have reached the conclusion that the company la
only determined to defeat the union, and la ignor-
ing the prospect of passenger trains becoming
derailed, which is likely to occur at any moment,
owing to the road being out of condition, while
it is not patrolled by the workmen watching for
such irregularities.

" Recognizing the great risk that shippers and
the travelling public are subjected to, the union
submitted a requisition to Sir Wilfrid Laurier,
asking that the differences between the company
and the men be settled by arbitration. It was
promised that the best arrangement possible
should be made, but Mr. Wainwright afterwards
intimated that the company desired to settle.
Messrs. Powell and Taylor, members of Parlia-
ment, effered to act as mediators, and accom-
panied the deputation to Montreal, where Mr.
Hays, general manager of the Grand Trunk
Railway, guaranteed that the grievances o! the
men would be satIsfactorily remedied.

" Believing him to be sincere, the men were
prepared to resume work, and the requisition
for- arbitration was withdrawn.

" On Monday morning, when ready to go to
work, they were informed that no employ-
ment could be guaranteed them except an appli-
cation was made, and even If this was done cer-
tain of them would be dismissed.

" The company now denies any agreement that
all tho men should be put to work, and the exec-
utive has consequently ordered another strike.
We leave it to the people to determine whether
we are not justifled in perpetuating' the struggle
against a corporation which by word and action
shows Itself so unreliable."

Now, Mr. Speaker, here Is an Instance
where the leaders of a body of men seeking
to have decent pay and decent hours ac-
corded to them, say that falth has been
broken with them by this great corporation.
If that Is the case, and the men feel that
faith has been broken with them, I think
that public safety Is doubly endangered,
and it is now the duty of the Goverument,
and especially of the Minister of Railways
and Canals, to Interfere on behalf of the
people of this country. and compel that
great corporation Immediately to consider
the grievances of the men and to rectify
them. The Grand Trunk Railway put for-
ward the defence now that the men are sim-
ply a little out of form. The Grand Trunk
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Railway people send me a message that they
do intend ·to do something for the men, and
that they do intend to pay them better wages,
but ihat they object to the form in which the
men are moving. Well, that Is not a fair
way to treat the public or the men. The
men are only seeking their rights, and if
anything is to be conceded to them it ougnt
to be conceded to them now before the pub.
lie safety is jeopardized. I hope that not
only the Prime Minister, whose name is
brought forward ln this paper, will make a
etatement to the country to-day, but that
also those members of Parliament whlose
names have been brought into this discus-
Edon. and who I am told allege that the
Grand Trunk Railway has broken faith
with the men, will also make a statenieut.
and that these statements will have tlie
effect of bringing this dispute to an end and
guaranteeing safety to the public ln travel-
ling over the lines of thLs company. I cal.
say from my own observation that last week
a very distinguished man in this country,
who is a great supporter of the Grand
Trunk Railway, and who always travels by
that line in coming to Ottawa, thought that
It was in the Interest of his own safety to
abandon the line he has always patronized
ln the past, and to take the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway. I know there are others who
feel in the same way. All these thlugs go
to show that the public think there is sone-
thing wrong with the line, and that there is
more or less risk. It is time that the Gov-
ernient should interfere. I may say that
only last Saturday when 1 was travelling
froi Hamilton to Toronto on a crowded
train. when some passengers were on the
platform, a signal was made to stop the
train by people at a way station who had
been left there by some mistake. That sig-
ral was taken to mean by the engineer an 1

ithe conductor that a rail had been removed.
and that an accident was likely to happen,
and a very worthy young man of tlie city o!
Toronto was so frightened at what was tafk-
ing place between the officers of the train,
that lie jumped and broke his leg in two
places. These are only a few instances of
the uneasy feeling that obtains in the coun-
try over this strike. and I say it is higli
time that the Government should luterfere
and that Parliament should interfere, as it
is empowered to do, and bring this strik~e
to an end, and restore public confidence in
the Grand Trunk Railway. I move that the
House do now adjourn.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wifrid
Laurier). I am somewhat sorry that my
hon. friend dld not give me any Intimation
that he would bring up this question to-day.

Mr. MACLEAN. I only saw the paper
Just now.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do not make tany reproich at all to my hon. friend. But 1
I may say that If he had given me any il'.i

Mr. MACLEAN.

timation that lie was going to bring up this
question to-day and ask me to make a state-
ment. I would have been able to bring with
me the correspondence which I have upon
this subject, and of whicli I would have
been glad to give communication to the
louse. But ia the absence of this corre-
spondence I will state to the House from
mnemory what took place, not only after but
before the motion of my hon. friend from
Toroato West (Mr. Clarke), who brought
up the question the other day. Last weelc,
having read of the strike which lias taken
place, I comnmunicated with Mr. Wainwrigt,
the Deputy Superintendent of the Grand
Trunk Railway, and asked him to put him-
self in communication with nie with regard
to the strike that was then taking place. I
saw him on Wednesday night, and on Thur,
day night as well. On the following day I
was waited upon by a delegation from the
Trackien's Association, anîd they plaeed in
my hands the ternis which tlhey thouglt
they were entitled to from the Grand Truuk
Railway authorities. Of course I pronfised
them, that I would exert my best endeavours
to promote their views with the Graud
Trunk Railway Company. I intended to
see Mr. Wainwright on that day also, but
could not do so. But on the evening of that
day, wbich w-as Friday, I learned that the
same committee had placed theiselves in
communication with some gentlemen be.
longing to this House, and I thereupon wired
to Mr. Wainwright and asked hlim if it were
true my services would be no longer re-
quired. I recelved an answer from Mr.
Wainwright that I was misinformed in some
particulars. At the same time I recevedi
information that several members of this
House had gone to Montreal to interview
the Grand Trunk Railway. Therefore, under
those circumstances. I sent away by
mail the statement which was left
in my hands by the committee of trackmen.
I sent It 'to the Grand Trunk, to Mr. Wain-
wright, with the prayer that lie would place
It In the hands of Mr. Hays, and I made
what recomniendation I could as to the
prayer of the trackmen. stating at the sùime
time that, if my information turned out to
be untrue, If the matter was fnot settled, I
would be happy to resume-I would deeni
It my duty to resume-the correspondence
with the parties concerned. ThIs is the posi-
tion which, therefore, I took In reference to
this matter, and It Is all the Information I
have. It would have been more satisfactory
to me, if I could at this moment place on
the Table of the House the whole corre-
spondence and read it, so that the House
eo'ild follow, from day te day, what took
place. I have only this word to say, and I
have only to repeat what I stated on former
occaslons, that my sympathies, personally,
are strongly wîth the men who are seeking
:o better their circumstances on the Grand
Trunk Rallway. I have nobody to blame
n this matter ; I do not want to make any
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reflections against anybody ; but, at a cer-
tain moment, the matter was taken from
my hands, and, therefore, I did not pursue
my endeavours any further. If the track-
men again apply to me to have the influence
of the Government In their favour, so that
this unfortunate strike can be brought to an
end, I shall deem it my duty to exercise
this influence, so that at the earliest pos-
sible moment this unfortunate condition of
things may cease.

31r. GEORGE E. CASEY (West Elgin).
Mr. Speaker, my attention bas been called
to these troubles, not only by the press, but
by communications from parties living in
St. Thomas and other railway centres. I
have hitherto sald nothing ln the House
upon this subject, because of the knowledge
I had that the matter was occupylng the
earnest attention of the Government, and
that ah that could be doue, ln the way of
negotiations, was being done to settle this
difficulty. But I cannot allow the matter te
go further wlthout saying publicly a few
words about It. I feel that this Is not merely
a question of obtaining rlghts for the track-
men. Although this is a most serlous ques-
tion, it is not the one with which this Gov-
ernmen4 can, perhaps, directly or officially
interfere. It was decided by this House,
last year, and In other quarters at varlous
times. that the relations of the employer
and employed are within the powers of the
provincial governments only. All that eau
be done,\ then, between employers and em-
ployers on the railways would be what the
right hon. Prime Minister bas told us he is
doing, ln offerlng bis friendly services as a
negotiator between the parties, and to try
aud secure as good terms as possible for
the striking railway men. But there is an-
other view of it, as to which, I think, the
Government is dlrectly concerned, namely,
that arising from the fact that the lives and
the property of the travelling public are en-
dangered by the present state of affairs.
The hou. member for York (Mr. Maclean)
has called attention to this pointedly. Any
man who knows anything of railways, is
aware that a very few days of absolute
negligence of the track is liable to cause
very serlous accidents, how serlous, we
shudder to think. This state of things
brings the present situation directly within
the officiai cognizance of the Government.
If a rallway company does not succeed in
obtaining and keeping at work an efficient
force of trackmen, there must come a time
when that loss concerns those whom the
railway company serves. Of course, such
a possibility is a very extreme one. , It is
not to be supposed that a railway company
can continue long without a competent staff
of trackmen; but the best trackmen they
can get are those who know the road. and
those who have long been familiar with the
different sections of the road, who know
exactly where trouble Is apt to occur, and
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how to remedy It. I conclude, putting it
briefly, with the hope that the Government
will insist upon the railway company taking
some means to settle this strike. Arbitration
bas been proposed ; arbitration Is a perfect-
ly good method. In a strike In the old coun-
try, not many years ago, Lord Rosebery
proposed arbitration, and did It successfully.
It was carried out as a means of settling
that* strike, and he obtained thereby great
glory for hImself and his Goverument, and
great benefit for the publie and for the men
employed. The Government arl In a posi.
tion to enforce on the company the use of
some such means to obtain a settlement, If
they cannot secure It by frIendly negotla.
tions. I do not thInk the gravity of the
situation can be exaggerated. Every day

i that this strike continues, and that this road
is being operated without the slightest care
of the condition of the track, the greatest
liability to accident exists.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The riglt hon. First
Minister (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) lias stated to
the House the course he has taken, as leader
of the Government, in connection with this
unfortunate condition of affairs, and, in do-
ing so, bas dealt with the case from the
standpoint of the trackmen. In doing so, ho
has satisfied the House, I am sure, that, on
his part and on the part of the Government,
there is every desire to intervene to the full-
est possible extent to which the Government
has power and has the means of intervening,
in order to insure an early settlement of thils
trouble. But that Is only one phase, I freely
admit, of this question. The other phase,
which concerns the public more particularly,
which concerns the travelling public, and
which concerns the protection of life and
property, has been adverted to by the hon.
gentleman who opened this question (Mr.
Maclean), and also by the hon. member who
has just resumed his seat (Mr. Casey). Upon
this phase of the question, perhaps, the
House wIll allow me to make a remark or
two as It is a branh of the question which-
more particularly comes, and properly
comes, under the cognizance of the Depart-
ment of Railways and Canals and of the
Minister of that department. Some corre-
spondence, I may say, was placed in my
hands durIng the pendency of the strike,
prior to the intervention whibch took place ln
the matter by hon. members of this House.
Following up that correspondence, I received
sone explicit statements from two or three
quarters. bearing the signatures of a number
of people ln each locality, stating from their
personal knowledge, there was in their opin-
ion good ground to fear that the running of
trains had become unsafe, and that as a
consequence, li:fe and property were ln dan-
ger. Let me say here, that it is the duty of
us all, both as members of Parliament and as
memibers of the Government, not to unduly
exaggerate a situation of this kind. It would
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be certainly attended with very serlous re- power is concerned, looking to the safety and
sults, if we did exaggerate the condition of security of the public, I shall not neglect my
things, since it would tend to excite fear and duty.
alarm li the public mind. I think that
we ought, rather, to be disposed to allay Mr. WM. B. IVES (Sherbrooke). I am
excitement in the public mind than to In- very happy to notice the decidedly changed
crease It. These statezi£ents which were tone of the Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair)
made to me, were made in a specific from ithat which he assumed on a recent
way, and I felt, that, being so made, occasion whilst speaking upon the r.amq
it was my duty to take some action 'n subject.
respect to it. I did take action, al- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDthough I felt quite assured In my own CANALS. Speaking about intervening Inmind, and I think it is only fair tha the strike walnh aueton thatewas upI should say It here, that there Is no inter- the strike was he question that was Up
est in the country which the travelling pub- before.
lie would bave, which 1s greater than the Mr. IVES. Intervention by the Govern-
interest that the Grand Trunk Railway it- ment to save the lives of the public If they
self would have, to see that it takes no rIsk were in danger, was #the question that was
In the running of its trains, either to the being discussed. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
passengers carrled or to the property In- Blair), on that occasion, evidently think-
volved. At the same time, there appeared to ing there was no particular reason for bis
be a duty devolving upon me, since the com- taking any other course, took the poskion
plaints vere mnade in this explicit way. that the Government were entirely power-
These came to my hands on Saturday last, less, and that -there was no course in the
and I immediately notified the Grand Trurk world that they could take, no natter what
Railway Oompany that I had these com- happened. On that occasion, I very modest-
plaints, that I intended to examine into them, ly suggested that the Rallway Act gave theand I asked them to facilitate In every way Minister of Railways power to forcibly An-
they could my making this investigation. I spect the road, and if he found it to be
employed several engineers, and arranged unsafe, ;to do any one of several things.
that they should start out on Monday morn- He either might reduce the speed of the
lng, and I may say that the Grand Trunk trains, he might order that a pilot shouldCompany gave me every assistance In the precede alH passenger trains, and that pas.
matter. The engineers had actually, I be- senger ftrains could only be run at a cer.lieve, lef!t home for the purpose of golng over tain rate of speed with a pilot In front ;
the points on the railway lne to which they or the Minister might absolutely stop thehad been detailed, when notice came to me running of passenger trains altogether. Ion Monday morning ; all the publie prints went further and suggested that the I'ost-contained a notice that the difficulty was master General might brIng a very strongover and the men returned to work, and 1 argument 'to bear, by withdrawing the mailtherefore recalled the engineers. I have subsidies, but at that time the Ministernot sent them out ,ince, but I nay pos' of Railways took the ground that theresibly be well that some such examination of was nothing In nthe world we could do.the railway as was then [n contemplation It was not ten days after that before heshould take place. I have not had any In- acted under the section o! the Act, and ar-formation whieh led me to belleve that there ranged for an inspection by engineers, andwas any great urgency In the matter, be- bis engineers, he teHs us, had actuallycause, as practical men we know that a rail- started out when It was reported the strikeway that has been maIntained, that Is cared was off, and he recalled them. It Is Im.
for, and is built of the solidity and strength portant that the Minister (Mr. Blair) ls nowIn every particular of the Grand Trunk Rail- at least satisfied that lie has power to act.
way, does not become dismantled and does The whole ma2tter 1s iU the hands of thenot fall Into a dangerous condition very Government. The Grand Trunk Rallway,speedily. like any other raiway In Canada, can,Mr. CASEY. Spikes and rails may get Under the Act, be controiled by the Depart-
loose any time. iment of RaIlways and Canals. The. re-

Those MNiSE OPOnslbUity rests where j sought to placeThe MINISTER 0)F RÂILWAYS AND t ; it Tests on the Departent of Railways,
OANALS. The spikes and rails might get and if theo traek doeparrun down if acy,
loose, It is tru, but the manager of the dents occur and cAves are lost, the Govern-
Grand Trunk Railway, in answering My ment wlll have to anwer to, the Gountry
communication to him, assured me most for what they do anorW to doAn the nat
positively that he lhad a sufiient number ter. The me do aa tde e at-
of men going over every section of the Unie come back to appears, were ready to
to see that anythlng that mighit ,ceur, aC- was ettled- bt tanthought the srke
cidental or otherwlse, was being looked after. pInt , t they have been dlsap-
and that there was every assurance given 1îy odi wrngyti th7wfeyl heter right-
to 'the public. I think the Huse may rest ini by Mrongly, at hey have bfieeno tke
convinced that so far -as anyting la my oaMi Tr. Rt ay. Thehey Be re le t e
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go back to work under a sort of implied
promise that their grievances would be re-
dressed, and before they could get back,
great pains were taken to Inform ithem that
they must return at the old wage, end that
the company did not intend to employ those
who had been most active in advoeating.an
Increase of wages. I say, Sir, that disap-
pointment, and the feeling whilch natural-
ly results from it, renders the situation
more dangerous now than It has been at
any ýprevIous stage. It was bad enougli
before ; it Is Infinitely worse now, and the
Government will have to wateh very close-
ly indeed to see that the publie interest
Is not endangered by this state of things.
The trackmen are not capitalists ; they are
utterly unable to remain without work for
any great length of time, they have familles'
to support, -and if a compromise is not
effected very soon, and if those men are
kept out In a semi-starvation condition
much longer; It would be a marvel If some
maliclous Interference with the tracks ln
different parts of the country does not
actually take place. The railway company,
as the Minister says, wil undoubtedly do
everything ln their power for the safety
of the publie and their own property, but
if the feeling grows sufficiently intense, It
wlll be -utterly impossible for ïthe railway
company to safeguard the publie interest,
an' then the Government, if they do their
duty, must Interfere actively and effective-
ly. As a first step, they will have to see
that fast trains are not run at all, and that
will unquestionably be an effective inter-'
ferenee, and it Is what the Government
will have to do unless the strike is set-
tled.

Mr. ALEX. McNEILL (North Bruce). The
question we now have before us Is one of
the most serlous questions to which at the
present moment the House can direct its
attention. I hope It will be discussed
absolutely clear of all party lines, and one
reason why I make that statement is that
I an going to say a word in disapproval
of what the Minister (Mr. Blair) bas said,
and I wish it 'to be understood that I do
not make that statement with any party
bias wbatever. I speak of the statement
the Minister has made as an Individual
member of the House, and not as a member
of the Government. I regret very much
the condition of the mind of the Miunster
(Mr. Blair) in reference to this question;
and I do not think that he realizes the danger
that exists at the present tme to the lives
of the people who are travelling on the
Grand Trunk Railway. The principle laid
down by the Minister is absolutely un-
sound. The prineiple he laid down was
that the comupany vas as mnoh interested
as any one else in the country with refer-
ence to this -matter. I do not think so.
He said that because the Grand- Truuk
Company were so much interested,ý we

might be satisfied that they would take
care that the track was safe.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I said they would have every in-
terest in doing so.

Mr. McNEILL. I quite understand what
the hon. gentleman said. That was the
basis of his argument, and it was an un-
sound basis. It proves a great deal too
much. If that be trie, it is true ln regard
to every railway. If that be true, all legis-
lation which has been adopted lu the mother
country, for the purpose of protecting tue
public against the negligence of railway
companies-if I used a harsh word, 1 would
say against the greed of railway companies
-is unnecessary. lu the mother country, as
every hon. member of this House knows,
they have been obliged to take this matter
up, and say to the railway companies: You
must consider something else than merely
the profits of your own company; you must
consider the public -interest and the publie
safety, and we will not allow you to say
that you will stake your profits against the
public safety." There is legislation in tûe
muother country regulating the hours of
labour on railways-why ? Because It is
necessary in the interest of publie safety
that that regulation should obtain. If thie
argument of the hon. Minister of Railways
is correct, that legislation is absolutely un-
necessary, because the railways will take
care of their own property, and thereby
guard the safety of the public. Now, I ven-
ture to say that the condition of things on
the Grand Trunk Railway system at the
present moment is a source of very great
danger to the travelling public, and
whatever action the Government can taxe
ln reference to this matter, they ought to
take speedily. There is to my mind a great
deal of force in what has been urged by the
hon. gentleman who bas just taken his
seat, that the men are now smartIng, not
only under a sense of not having been treat-
ed fairly in the first Instance, and not hav-
ing recelved, as they ought, living wages,
but, under the feeling that there bas been
a breach of faith with them. There may be
Individuals who are carried away by a sense
of injustice at the way they have been
treated, and may be Impelled to do thlgs
which they themselves might perhaps after-
wards be the first to regret. The condition
of things is, I think, most dangerous, and
the Government ought to grapple with it
imnmediately. I should like very much If my
hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr. Powell),
who I thinkhas had a great deal to do witb
the negotiations that have been going on,
would be good enough to tell the House and
the country what those negotiations have
been, and whether' he considers that there
bas been a breach of faith, so that the House
and tlge country may know reaily what the
position of this question is. At all events,

-M
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we know that the men were back at thei
work or were ready to go back, and now
we know that the strike is on again, becaus
they feel that they have not been wel
treated, and that there has been a breach o
faith. I was sorry to hear a few moments
ago the statement made by the hon. memnber
for Elgin that this House cannot interfere
as betweei employers and employed on the
railways. as this is a provincial question.
I cannot belleve that that is sound doctrine.
If it be a question affecting the public
Safety, surely this House can interfere.

Mr. INGRAM. I would like the hou. gen-
tileman to say that that remark came froim
the hon. nember from West Elgin (Mr.
Casey).

Mr. McNEILL. I said the lon. geiflleman
who had spoken a few moments ago, the
hon. member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey). I
do not think the lon. nmember for East Elgin
(Mr. Ingram) has spoken. I think the ques.
tion of the hours of labour is one whieu
this House should take up and grapple with
very promptly. A statement which I will
make in reference to a matter which comes
within my own knowledge vill be of itself
sutticient to show that this matter of the
bours of labour in connection with railways
is altogether on a wrong basis. I know of
railway employees who day In and day out
dairing the week, the sane gang of men,
have to bring in a train within a few
minutes of midnight, often at midnight, and
who, after that train comes In, have to do
the shunting necessary and to put their en-
gine away, and who cannot as a rule go
to rest before 1 o'clock in the morning ; and
these men. day in and day out, have to be
ready with their train to start again at G
o'clock in the morning, having first done tma
shunting and made all these preparations
necessary to take out the train. That is to
say, these men have not more than four or
five hours of sleep, generally only four hours,
day in and day out during the week. This
is surely a matter which affects the public
safety. At least, It Is so regarded in Eng-
!and, where the Board of Trade have inter-
fered, and have induced the railway com-
panies to sihorten the hours of labour, when
they were as much as 12 hours in the day,
in place of 18 or 19 or 19J hours, as in the
case to which I have referred. If that con.
dition of zhings exists in Canada, it can only
exIst at the peril of the travelling public. 1
have been informed on authority whicli I
do not doubt for a moment-and 1 have
nentloned it la this House before-that en-
gineers have been seen asleep on their en-
gines, sinply from the fact that th~ey were
overworked, and did not get that amount off
rest which human nature requires. These
men, who have to work some 19 or 191 hours
a day, are being slowy murdered. No con-
stitution (an ttand that. It is ju.d as If
they were taking a certain amount of poison

Mr. McNEILL.

r regularly. That simply mxeans death to
these men ; it means the breaking Idowin of
Their constitutions, and it is not only on be-

Shalif of the men that I speak-and any per.
f son who lias a spark of humanity in his

breast must sympathize with them -but 1
vpeak on behialf of the travelling public,
whose liviis are imperilled by these things.
I am not in tie habit of expressin. my
symipathy for strikes. Perhaps a strike nay
be a, necessary evil ; it is a great evil, aît
any rate. But my sympathies have gone
out for these unfortunate men as they have
never before gone out to any men on strike,
either in this or any other country. I do hope
the Gov.irnment will at once take this matter
up. atnd do what they eau to put the men in
such a position as they ought to be placed
in. I believe that if the Governneiit take
the niatter up energetically, we can very
soon have the diffculty settled by arrit.- lion
or otherwise.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
i quite agree in the statement just made by
the hon. niember for North Bruce (Mr. Mc-
Neill), that a more critical time has now
arisen in the history of this strike than at
any previous date. It looks very much as If
the Grand Trunk Railway authorities had
acted in bad faith towards those who in-
tervened to try and effect a settlement, and
I think it is very unfortunate that any sucli
nisunderstanding should have arisen and
that matters should be in their present coi-
plicated state. I understand the right hon.
gentleman to say, a few moments ago, that
haviixg found that some lon. menbers of
Parliamient were using their good offices, he
stepped out. I would like to know whether
ie had intervened before the members to
whomn reference has been made.

The PRIME MINISTER. I have sald that
I interviewed personally Mr. Wainwrlght on
Wednesday and Thursday of last week. On
Friday a committee of trackmen called on
me and placed In my hands that delegation.
I expected to see Mr. Walnwright that after-
noon, but did not. I learned' on that day
that certain members of the House and the
trackmen were together and were going to
see the railway authorities themselves. I
wrote then to Mr. Wainwright, stating : I
hear you are now negotiating with the men,
so, I presume, my services are no longer
necessary.

Mr. WALLACE. The statements made by
the right hon. FIrst Minister and by the
hon. Minister of Railways, rwhen this matter
was brought up ibefore, were of such a char-
acter that there was not mueh encourage-
ment to suppose they were prepared to In-
tervene.

The PRIME MINISTEfR. At that moment
I was negotlating with Mr. Walnwright.

:Mr. WALLACE. That was before this
time. In ffact they sald that the time had
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not arrived and that there was no effective great deal of rain aad there is danger of'
interference which 'they could imake. But slides and floods, is tlis inspection required.
the hon. mnember for Sher'brooke (Mr. Ives) Most of the accidents that have occurred i.1.
pointed to the clause In the Railway Act, that respect in past years have occurred.
which gave the Government ample powers; about this time of the year. We are now-
to protect the lives of the public, and that without that protection.
the Postmaster General has also great con-, Then, with regard to the question as to-
trolling power over the railways with regard, whether these men have been used well or
to the carrying of the mails, so that in both 1not, a railway man the other day gave me
these ways the Government could have used; some particulars. He said that at the town
effective means to put a pressure on the of Meaford, these sectionmen had to take a
railways and bring about a settlement. train at 5.80 in the morning and go to Col-

But it appears now that two things have: lingwood, where they were employed during
been done. While the men were requested to the whole winter, putting up buildings and
get back to work, on account of their Inter- doing other work. They worked at .Coling-
view with the hon. member for Leeds (Mr. wood all day and returned by train, reach-
Taylor), and the hon. member for Westmore- ing Meaford at 9.40 at night, and for all that
land (Mr. Powell) had with the managers time they got one day's pay, 97 cents. They
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, and were not allowed any living allowance whIle
while these gentlemen supposed they had' away, Bo that these men have pretty hard
made a settlement that would be satisfactory times, going away In the winter mornings at
it is now found that the Grand Trunk Rail- 5.30 a.m., and returning to their homes at
way are making a selection. It is not that 9.40 p.m,. and doing .that day after day the
the men are to go baek to work, but these whole winter long -for 97 cents a day. That
men may make application to be taken back, being the case and times having improved,
which is quite a different thing, signifying these men had a fairly good ground for ask-
that the Grand Trunk Rallway Company is ing an increase, more especially as the other
taking this opportunity of making a complete great railway company, the Canadian Pacifie
dismissal of all their section and road men, Railway, is gîving higher wages for the
and then selecting those whom they will re--1 same kind of work. They went to the com-
quire. They are adopting a wholesale weed- pany la the manner prescrilbed by the rail-
ing out process, under the cover of hils way company dignitaries themselves ; they
strike. laid their complaints before the lower grade

Another feature that is of Interest to thé tof officers, and the answer was given that
general public Is the fact that the Grand nothing could be done. They then asked to
Trunk Railway Company are singling out appeal to the highest authority, Mr. Hays,
men who took an active part in the strike, and Mr. Hays refused to see them. If that
particularly the section foremen, and that is the case, there was nothing left for them
these men are deprived of their employment to do but strike. That ls the way it
in large numbers and cannot get the jobs appears from the Information we have
they had before. If that is the case, If these from the public press. So, a large mea-
members who tried to effect a satisfactory sure of sympathy goes out to these rail-
settlement, have 'been deceived, then the case way mon fromi the public because of
becomes more serious, the question will be the hard treatment they receive fromi the
more embittered, and the critical position railway companies, and because, when their
worse to-day than it was in the earlier grievances were brought in proper fornm
stages o! the strike. bef ore the rallway, autho3rities, they were

The public are looking at this matter with refised that consideration and hearing
a good deal of interest. In the first place. which every mani ls entitled to, I do nlot
considoring the enormous franchises given to! care what his occupation mnay be or who his
railway compan:les, the great advantagos' emnployer miay be. Su, I hope that the First
given them, wo are bound to see that every Minister will b able, notwithstanding that
effort towards absolute safety that can be he told us thtat lie found others, and that he
devised will be used by themi to protect the retired, te find effective means t aet with
travelling publie and their employees. I the authority and powor which bis position
eigbteen hundred sectionmen are ot of em. carres wIth it. I amn sure he cau act effee-
ploy, that is of greater consequence than If tively, if he will, in settling the differences
eighteen hundred conductors and engineers bween the Grand Trunk Ralway authori-
and firemnen struck. -because In te latter ties and its emaployeos.
case, the trains could not mn and the busi-i Mr. H. A. POWELL (Westmoreland). Mr.
ness 0f the country would be impoeded, which tSpeaker, as one or two of the members of
weuld 'be unsatisfactory, of course, but wo'ld the House who bave spoken, have expressed.
lot be dangerous to human lite. But bhre a desire, In which many members bave

we have the engineers and conduetors run Jeined, that I should make a statement of
nin the trains, but we bave not the road- what toek place with reference te the ar-
bed and the bridges kept un that order In rangement with Mn. Hays, I shahl do so a.
whichl it shonuld he kept, by inspection from brieliy as possible, and esall confine my re-
day to day: and more particularly at this marks as largely as possible to the letters
season e the yar, when we have .had ·a and telegrame I have in my possession;
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During the afternoon of Friday last, Mr.
Wainwrigbt had some negotiations with
Mr. Taylor, the representative of South
Leeds-or, probably, it would be better to
say, that Mr. Wainwright had an Interview
with Mr. Taylor. I came along just as the
conversatlon was about endIng. The con-
versation' was In regard to a settlement of
the differences between the Grand Trunk
Railway and the trackmen, and the propo-
sition that was being discussed was, that
what I will call a modus vivendi should be
establisbed during ten days, during whicb
the strike should be suspended, and that
during that time a settlement should be
made between the workmen and the authori-
ties of the Grand Trunk, and that the traek
men would be represented by Mr. Taylor
and some other member of Parliament. As,
during the year 1896, I had in hand the case
of the trackmen on the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and had agitated an increase of pay
for them, Mr. Taylor Asked me, If I would
go with him and see the gentlemen who
were members of the Grandt Lodge of the
Trackmen's Union, in the clty of Ottawa.
Mr. Taylor succeeded lu getting these ger-
tlemen together, and they said, that they
had no authority to accept any proposition,
that the gentlemen with authority lu the
matter were the officers of the union in
the city of Montreal. They expressed their
opinion, however, quite favourably to the
proposition, and, Inasmuch; as I had acted
for them before, they requested that I should
go to Montreal, ln company with Mr. Tay-
lor, and see those gentlemen of the order
who had authority to treat. Consequently.
Mr. Wainwrlght, Mr. Taylor and myself
went to Montreal the next morning. Imme-
diately on our arrival in Montreal, we ln-
terviewed the gentlemen who bad authority
to speak for the order. They said, that the
best thing to do was to see what Mr. Hays
was willing to do for them, and, In accord-
anee with their suggestion, we went over to
see Mr. Hays. I shall say very little con-
cerning the interview with Mr. Hays, and
nothing more than ls necessary to the pro-
position I am golng to state. Mr. Hays
took this positlon, firmly and dlstinctly-.
that he wouI4not treat wlth the men, so
long as they were strikers, and would make
no promise whatever to them until they had
returned to their employment, except that
he would be wlling to meet Mr. Taylor and
myself, or any other two members of Par
llament Immedlately after the men's return
to work, at whatever place and at what-
ever time an appointment was made for, and
he made the rather peculiar etatement, that,
if it was necessary in order to keep bis ap-
pointment, 'he would walk elther to Ganan-
eque or to Ottawa. He would not vary from
thät or promise anything further than that.
We returned and saw the mena. There were
numbers of rumours n circulation as to
there being what we might eaU a slump of
the trackmen, and thatl many were return

ing to work, and also that the railway au-
thorities had succeeded ln getting a number
of men to take the places of those who had
gone on strike. After some conversation
with the trackmen, in which 1 gave expres-
sion to my opinion that, probably, if they
did rely upon Mr. Hays, the best thing te
do und 3r the circamsti12es was to accept his
proposition. But I told them that, before
accepting it, Inasmucli as Mr. Hays's pro-
position was so utterly at variance with,
and fell só far short of, the claims put for-
ward by the trackmen, when they went on
strike, they sbould communicate by tele,
gram with the subordinate lodges, and get
their assent before they accepted Mr. Hays's
proposition. I then left for Ottawa, which
was just as the trackmen's representatives
in the city of Montreal proceeded to Inter-
view the heads of the order, known as the
Order of Engineers and Firemen. I know
nothing, except by hearsay, of what took
place between these people, but I am In-
formed that the trackmen were strongly ad-
vlsed by the representatives of the other
order to accept Mr. Hays's proposition, and
the advice was taken. Accordingly, Mr.
Taylor, who had remained In Montreal,
about seven o'clock sent Mr. Hays a note,
which I will give verbatim, as nearly as
Mr. Taylor can remember it:
C. M. Hays, Esq., Manager G.T.R.

Telegrams are now belng sent to all the men
to go back to work at once.

(Sgd.) GEO. TAYLOR.
To that message Mr. Hays made no reply
whatever. He did not complain that It was
not in accordance to the terms of bis pro-
position. I might say, there is no possibil-
Ilty of there belng any error on my part as
to the proposition being to take back all the
men who had gone on strike. ln fact, he
requested Mr. Taylor and myself to advise
them to go back to work. On my return to
Ottawa, I was somewhat surprised, after
the advice I had given, to be assured that
Mr. Hays's proposition had been accepted
without communication with the men or
officers of the subordinate divisions of the
union. The following morning, that Is, Mon-
day mnornIng, there was placed tu my hands
the following despatch, addressed to W.
Pole, who was the head of the order, at
St. James Hotel, Montreal :

Have received oriers from roadmaster that any
trackmen who were not on duty Saturday, June
3rd, will not be permitted to resume work with-
out first making an appUeation and being accept-
ed by me for re-employment. Please wire quick.
For reasons that will be patent to you, ln
vlew of the difficulty between the subnordin-
ate ofRcers and the company I shall not give
tbe name of the gentleman who &gned the
telegram. To ·that telegram I replied by a
telegram to Mr. .Hays. My Impression was,
from the date June 3rd being mentioned.
that Mr. Hays OT some officer of the com-
pany had issued an order that no one who
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did not report for work before June 3rd,
would obtain employment afterwards, and I
imagIned that this rule stood In the way of
the subordinate officers along the Une taking
the men back. With that impression I sent
the following telegram :-

June 5th, 1899.
Charles M. Hays, Manager G.T.R., Montreal.

Have been advised foramen at Bridgebury
refused to let trackmen go to work. Please
arrange.

(Sgd.) H. A. POWELL.
I have practically glven away the name of
the man, I cannot recall that. Then after
I had sent that telegram another telegran
was placed in my hands, addressed to the
executive of the order at 193 Sparks Cham-
bers, Ottawa:

Foreman refuses to employ men not working
on June 3rd. Answer.
To that I replIed by the following telegrai
to Mr. Hays :-
Charles M. Hays, Manager G.T.R., Montreal.

Further advices state trackmen on system gen-
erally who reported for duty are being refused
employment, except on conditions. Can't you re-
move difficulties at .once ?

(Sgd.) H. A. POWELL.
To that despatcb I received a telegram in
reply :

Montreal, June 5, 1899.
Your messages recelved. You -will recall I was

particular to have it understood by Mr. Taylor
and yourself that I made no promises of any
character whatever in connection with the track-
men returning to work. We are re-employing,
as rapidly as their applications can be consid-
ered, such of the old men as we have work for
and whose conduct durIng the recent strike was
not objectionatie. You are misinformed about
trackmen being refused employment under any
other circumstances.

(Sgd.) CHARLES M. HAYS.
To that I replied : .

Charles M. Hays, Manager G.T.R., Montreal.
Your telegram received. You made no promise

other than to enter Into negotiations concerning
grievances if strikers returned to work. This
applied to all the strikers, and not a part of
them, as you know. Your course, If persisted in,
will render the situation again critical.
I then wrote a letter to Mr. Hays, whieh Is
as follows :-

Ottawa, June 5, 1899.
Chas. M. Hays, Esq., Manager G.T.R.,

Montreal, Que.
Dear Sir,-I received your telegram this p.m.,

and wired reply, of which doubtlesa you are now
la receipt. The information I received Is that
you are not taking the men back as a matter of
course lin pursuance of our understanding. As
Mr. Taylor and myseif informed you, we ap-
peared on behalf of the trackmen, being asked
by the oMeers of the association to Interview
you, and as you expressed the desire to have the
mon back, requesting us to ,advise tbem to go
back, it Is difficult to concelve how uay construc-
tion could be placed upon your remarks whieh
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would limit them to a portion of the men only.
Such an important qualification should have been
expres.sly made. You certainly stated clearly and
distinctly that it would be impolitie for you to
make any promise to the men whatever until
they had returned to work, and you declined to
make any other promise than this : That as soon
as the men had returned you would negotiate
concerning their grievances In a fair and friendly
manner. Inasmuch as you gave no expression to
any idea you had in your mind as to the exer-
cising your discretion In taking back the men, I
suggested, and I trust not in vain, 'the desir-
ability of acting upon the views which both Mr.
Taylor and myself entertained, and which we
communicated to the committee. Of course, I do
not suggest that you take back any who have
been guilty of crime by injuring the property of
the company. It would really be too bad If a
iratter which has come so near solution shouM
be reopened for dispute and agitation.

Yours very truly,
(Sgd.) H. A. POWELL.

Mr. Taylor returned ln the evening to Ga-
nanoque, and on his arrival at Ottawa on
the evenIng of Monday I showed him the
telegraphie communications that had passed
between Mr. Hays and myself. Thereuprn
he sent Mr. Hays a -telegram, of whieh the
followlng is a copy :-
Chas. M. Hays, Manager G.T.R.

Just arrived here. Have seen messages that
passed between Mr. Powell and yourself. Saw
several gangs of sectionmen on my way down.
They all started to work this morning, but road-
master called them off until they signed new
applications, and I hear instructions are that only
part ,of the men are to be taken back. This is
contrary to our understanding, and If you carry
this into effect I fear the situation will be worse
than it was before. I strongly advise you to take
all on except violators of the criminal law, and
everything will go smoothly.

(Sgd.) GEO. TAYLOR.
I re-ceived to-day frcnm Mr. Hays a letter
answering b)th ny letter and M.r. Taylor's
telegram. Yoa will notice that my com-
munication is solely conneeted with the pro-
position that passed between us. The fol-
lowIng Is the letter from Mr. Hays, whichî
was written yesterday :-

Montreal, June 6th, 1899.
Hon. H. A. Powell, M.P., Ottawa, Ont.

Dear Sir,-Your telegrams as well as letter of
June 5th, relative to the trackmen, duly received,
and both are based on a misapprehension as to
the state of affairs existing.

The day following that on which the trackmen
quit work I had notice Issued to them that all
who did not return within 24 hours would be
considered as having voluntarily left the service
of the company, and that we should reserve the
privilege of dealing with them thereafter as we
saw fit. During the period in which they were on
strike we engaged quite a large number of men to
take their places. There were at Kingston,
Aetonvale and one or two other points on the
Ioie, acte of violence engaged ln by the striking
trackmen or their sympathizers, instigated by
the trackmexi, whieh were only quieted by the
action of the~ oficers of the law. When the mon,
upon the advice of their leaders, after your eon_
ference with them, abandoned the strike and
made application for their places we could not,
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as you will well appreciate, treat them on any
other basis than that of new men presenting
themselves for employment. We could not, with
Justice to the ruen who had come to us when
their services were needed, dispense with those
who were satisfactory, neither could we be ex-
pected to give re-employment to men who had
been guilty of acts of violence themselves, or of
instigating others thereto. With these last two
exceptions-and they are not numerous-we are
putting the men back to work as rapidly as their
applications can be considered. If It should de-
velop that in the pursuit of this polley there has
been an Injustice done in any specifle instance,
I shall be glad to give it my personai consid-
eration upon it being brought to my attention.

As Mr. Taylor .wired me to much the same
eftect as yourself, perhaps you will kindly hand
this letter to him for h!s perusal also.

Yours truly,
(Sgd.) CHAS. M. HAYS,

General Manager.
I may say that the statement ln that letter
that a notice had been issued had never
cone to iny knowledge. It had never been
mentioned between us that an exception was
made of any man or class of men whatever;
although. of course, there would be an im-
plied understanding that they were taking
back the strikers and not criminals. men
who had come within the range of the cri-
minal law.

Mr. INGRAM. I would like to ask the
bon. gentleman (Mr. Powell), if ue under-
stood that there was any order issued on
Saturday. the 3rd of June, that the inen
must resume work within twelve bours ?

Mr. POWELL. No ; I know or heard ino-
thing of any order being issued as to re-
turning to the work at any time. or on the
3rd of June. I simply imagined that pro-
bably that might have occurred. It was
simply an Inference from the statement hl
the telegram.

Mr. INGRAM. Did not the general man-
ager know anything of that ?

Mr. POWELL. I do not know. So far
this was the conclusion, that the men
were to go back. There was no quali-
deat:on In any way. The mený were
to go back, and Mr. Hays made no
promise whatever, except that if they were
to go back, he then would Immediately
treat with Mr. Taylor, or myself, or any
other members of Parliament in respect to
the grievances that the men had. ~Re ad-
vised us that we should advIse the meu to
go back. I may say that since then these
gentlemen, the grand oteicers of the union ln
Ottawa, applled to me and asked me what
It meant. Mr. Lowe canle to Ottawa, and
I told him plainly that there was no question
about the agreement being to take all back.
Had I the slightest idea that they would
have accepted Mr. Haya' proposition with-
out notifying the subordinate lodges i would
have stayed in Montreai, and I would have
got the arrangement in blaek and white If it
could have been got In wrltlng. But my

Mr,. POWELL.

coming to Ottawa prevented that being done,
if it could bave been done. i was told by the
head of the order that the committee had
issued orders to renew the strike, and had
called the men out. This was on the night
of Monday, the 5th of this month, and that
would take effect yesterday morning. I l
not know the state of affairs at the preseut
tine, although, last algbt, I was Informed
by one of the gentlemen of the union that
the men, quite generally along the line, es-
pecially ln Ontario, were now out on strike,
and that to-day the strike would be universal
all over the Grand Trunk from Portland
to Sarnia. Whether this is true or not I
cannot say. When we went down to Mont-
real on Friday night, Mr. Taylor, myself and
Mr. Wainwright being together, Mr. Taylor
and myself watched the road from Coteau
Junction to Montreal station. It was about
10 o'clock when we arrived at the station
at Montreal. On that stretch of road we
only saw one man with a shovel fixing a
culvert, and another man walking the traJck.
No otner liaman beings were in sight on
the track, except two groups of boys, of
four and six each, with their books, goirg co
school, I presume.

Mr. GEO. TAYLOR (South Leeds). Mr.
Speaker, as I was one of the parties re-
ferred to in connection with this matter I
thoughit h should be right I should say a
word or two. The interview, in the first
place between Mr. Walnwright and myself
was not of my seeking. About 3.30 on Fr1-
day I recelved Mr. Wainwright's card on
my desk, and I met him at the door, The
first thing he sald to me was to find fault
with me for having made a speech In the
House on the Tuesday previous, and be in-
ferred that that was the first time that the
matter had been brought up ln the House.
If he will refer to "Hansard'" of the 27tn
of May he will find that the hon. member
for West York (Mr. .Wallace), and other
hon. gentlemen, made stronger statements
than were made by me, when I spoke. If
any hon. gentleman will refer to my speech
he will see that I neither took sides with
the railway company nor with the men. I
made a statement of the tacts and "Han-
sard " will reveal these facts. I met Mr.
Wainwright and discussed with him, for
a few moments, the statement I had made
on the previous Tuesday. He referred to
me as havIng made the statement that the
road was in a dangerous condition. I asked
him why the strike was not settled, and he
said : Why do you not settle it ? I said I
thought I could settle It in twenty-four
hours. He sad: Go on and do IL Just
then the hon. member for Westmorelaud
(Mr. Powell) came along, and we had a
further discussion, the resuit of which was
that I sent down town for the executive of
the trackmen. They came up wlth the hon.
member for West Toronto (Mr. Olarke).
These gentlemen, with myself and the hon.
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member for Westmoreland, had some talk expected our conversation referred W al
ln my room in reference to it. I conveyei the men.1 received two letters on Tuesday
to them the statement we had recelved mornlng. 1 wIllot give the names or
from Mr. Wainwright. The statement madeplaces, but they show the course that was
by the executive was that they could say adopted by the Grand Trunk Rallway Com-
nothing until they should have met that pany ln trylng to settle this trouble:
night at elght o'clock, and they promised Roadmater - has refused to allow me to
that they would come back Immédiately resume duty for interfering with mon who were
atter their meeting that night. Mr. Wain- patrolling track during strike. , would like to
wright intended returning to Montreal on meet the inan who accuses me of this, as it is
the 8..30 train. Mr. Powell, whom i will re- false and cannot be proven. I Interfered with
fer to as Mr. Powell, with his consent, and no one, ard am now ready to resume duty at
yours, Mr. Speaker, went down to Mr. Wain- nce.
wrlght's car at the station and told him of This man denies the interfeence of tnY
the interview we had had with the execu- one, and yet he is not given the chance
tive, that we expected to hear from them to resume work. Here ls another com-
again that evening and advised hlm to re. munication whlch I recelved :
main over until the morning. Mr. Wain-) Knowing you to be the friend of the working-
wright immediately said: I wll remain inmen of Canada, and, as I understand, just noW
over, and ln the meantime, I will communi- taking up the case of the striking trackmen on
cate with Montreal. Then, lu bis car, I pre. the Grand Trunk Rallway system, ,X wish ta
pared what I thought would be a telegram canyour attention to the following message to
covering the matter, and left Itfor foremen and men who were ready to resume
mprove upon t atr ad leitommunamteowork on recelving the word trom Chairman Pole,

with Mr. Hy. I tht e migt o mun e te of the Executive Committee of the Brtherbood
wth Mr. thays h understood when he lef t of Railroad Trackmen. The followlng ls a true
the car that he had prepared a telegrani copy :-
and sent it to Montreal. Having had our n- " T.K., a.m., 5-6-1899.-Advise all foremen and
tervIew with the executive at nine o'clock. m desirous to go back, t work must make
we went down again and told hlm the result written application to me.
of the Interview with the general committee This was a telegram that came from one
after It had net that night. l the mean- of the roadmaster to the men, and it stated
time he said that he had talked with Mr. that before they resumed work they must
Hays and he asked us to go on to Montreal 1 make written application.
lu the rorning. We went to Montreal, andThepres says the men were to go back to
Mr. Powell has given the conversation that their places as formerly, but to my own know-
took place afterwards. After Mr. Powell edge one foreman and one man between King-
left for Ottawai on the 5.30 train ; he left t9n uand Belleville have been told their services
Montreal for Ottawa durug the tÉfie that I were no longer required. The question I would
went to have a talk with other members like to ask la: Han the company the right to auk
of the executive board ln Montreal in refer- e tO ake such applicettony w e of use up-
ence te the engineers 1 went te see e ne ofte empîoy e!t te zatd cempany, soe f SUPteet hee egineersIwent toz see oneo wardse o 20 years, until present trouble? Many
the members of the board on behalf of the o h e adfrmn erta avnaeW1ll
-executive *<thte engineers, and l tny'fte men and foremien fear that advantage wl

be taken of them if they should make such appll-
advfsed the trackmen to accept ihe propo- cation, and are not satusted by any meas.
sition that the men go back to their p1ac"es Please give us a word of advice in the matter.
and leave tlie result to follow tre interviews To that letter I made nO reply, because I
that might take place with Mr. Hays at bis had hoped until to-day, until the oMder had
convenience. It was strongly and greatly gone to call the men out, that the nWatter
to the credit of the Judgment of the engineers wold be setted, and even yet 1 hope the
that tcy gave this advice to the trackmen. Grand Trunk Railway, knowlng the temper
because I think it was :nore on the adîvie of the emen, wll come to an amicable ar-
they tendered than the advice we tendered to rangement. I say now, as I mentioned In
the traekmen that they sent out the tee- he discussion with Mr. Hays at Montreal,
grame, some 58 ln number, which I wrote, to that every credit was due to the striking
the different secretaries of the order ail over trackmen, who were two weeks On strike,
the country, contaIning simply the one word, and yet not an accident of any kind had
which was the cipher to the trackmen tell- happened and nothing was lnterfered with.
ing them to return to their work. I took There was some little trouble at Kingston,
the elght o'clock train for home, exPeeting but It was not caused by tIe trackmen,
that this arrangement would be satistae- and i was told by one of the conductors
tory. But on my way down on So'day I that the trackmen themselves Interfered to
saw crowds at the station, and I conversed prevent that trouble.
with the men and as soon as I got here at Some hou. M®MBER!. 'ear, hear.
six o'elocIc i1sent a telegram, which Mr.
Powell bas read. I said, of course, as the Mr. TAYLOR. All over the Une, sO far
telegram reads, that we did not consider as 1 can understand, the trackmen did the
that any person who had violated the cri- best they could to preserve aud protect the
minal law should be taken back, but we Grand Trunk Ralway preerty. Of course,
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If any of them violated the law, no person dane so-and 1 belleve be bas fot doue su-
could justify them, but, as I urged uponf the Government of this ciItry bas a per.
the general manager, the men are deserv- feet rlgt to Interfere and Lo teB the man
ing of every credit for acting aspe ager othat great corporatio that the In
ably as they did. I do not know what terests of the i,8f» men who went out on
wil lie the resut If the stike goes on for strnke muste guarded and tat ifdoe w11
another two weeks. It is true, as my hon. not instantly take action to grant the relief
friend (Mr. Powea) stated, that athough which is demanded, the time bas arrived
the Grand Trunk Raliway people say they when the Government must speak.
have any number of men at work on the Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, Iroad, yet they are not to be seen, and they bave but a few words to say.were not to be seen the morning we went
down, for from Coteau to the headquarters Some hon. MEMBERS. Six o'clock.
at Montreal, there was but one man visible. The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
They have men walking the track, but these rier. If my hon. friend (Mr. Robertson)
men have no tools with -them and they are intends to speak more than five minutes, of
simply reporting what they hear with re- course we wil cal it six o'clock
ference to the men. I haid hoped, and
still hope, that the Grand Trunk Railway It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
authorlties wil accept the proposition. I Chair.
feel and do feel, that the trouble in ar-
riving at the settlement was caused by
under-officlials, and not by the general man-
ager, and not by Mr. WaInwright. THIRD READING.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. TAYLOR. I feel that a little cool-
headedness will settle the matter. I know
the temper of the men, and I know that
every one of them Is wiling to go back
and to leave their grievances for future ad-
judication. The matter was ln a fair way
for adjustment, but the under-oIlels put
In bard and fast rules to the effect that
the men shoukM go on their knees and make
an application for new work. I do not
thInk that was at aI necessary. One dol-
lar a day is not a fair wge for a man in
this age.

Mr. D. HENDERSON (H Iton). I as-
sure you, Mr. Speaker, and I assure the
House, that I have no desire to say any-
thing to aggravate the trouble that exists
In the country ln connection with this
Grand Trunk Rallway strike. But, Sir, we
must remember that the old province of
Canada had $15,C000 Invested Ln the
Grand Trunk Railway, and on that ground
alone I consider that this Parliament
has some right to speak. We have
an Interest In that property, and we have
the right ta demand that not only shall
that property be protected, but that the
lives of the peope who are traveling on
that railway shail be safeguarded. I do
not regard the inspection of the road by a
man sltting lin the rear end of a train tra-
velling at the rate of forty miles an hour,
as the kind of inspection that Is necesary
to give confidence to the travelling publie,
or to afford protection to the property of
the Grand Trunk Railway, In which the
country has a large Intert. Tbe question
before us now is, bas faith been kept with
the men as an outcome of the recent nego.
tiations. From all I eau learn, I do not
think that the general manager bas kept
faith with these men, and If he bas not

Mr. TATLOR.

Bil (No. 121) respecting the Ontarlo and
Rainy River Railway Company.-(Mr. Dy-
ment).

GREA.T NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RAIL-
WAY.

House proceeded to further consider the
proposed motion of Mr. Sutherland for the
third readlng of Bill (No. 90) an Act respect-
ing the Great North-west Central Railway
Company ; and the motion of Mr. Douglas la
amendment thereto.

Mr. T. O. DAVIS (Saskatchewan). When
the debate was adjourned the other evening,
I was speaking o the evil effects of extend-
Ing these rallway charters. This practice, as
followed la this House from time to time,
has had an evil effeet upon the development
of the North-west Territories generaly, be-
cause settlers were never certain when a
road projected to be built through the portion
of country where they were settled, would
be bufit. The railway under consideration
was chartered 20 years ago under the name
of the Souris and Rocky Mountain Raiway.
The lncorporating Act was paelud i .
In 1884, the company came to Parliament and
got an Act changing the name of the rail-
way from the Souris and Rocky Mountain
to the Great North-west Central, and an ex-
tension of tme was granted for the com-
pletion of the work. After that, I believe,
they built some 50 miles of the road, running
from close to Brandon to Hamiota. Tihen,
the work stopped for a long time, and the
conpany got into litigation and could not go
on. In 188 a further extension of time was
granted, and the people were still anxiously
waiting for something to be done. Now, I
clan mthat the principle of extendlng these
charters is wrong, for this reason. When a
charter is granted for building a rallway la
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a new territorya land grant of 6,400 acres where the farmers can turn their attention
a mile goes with the charter. At the time to stock-raising. This road runs through a
this land grant was given, the land was of wheat country, one of the best In Manitoba,
no value, because it was without railway and, therefore, it Is impossible for the farm-
communication and there were nO settlers ers to turn their attention to the raising of
there. In the meantime, the development of stock, as they can in some other portions
the colntery goes on, settlers go n, and the of the territories and in Manitoba, but they
land naturally increases ln value. lu that have to stick to the raising of grain, and
way the charter becomes valuable, owing to that cannot be done profitably, unless there
the labour and industry of the settlers. If is a market in the near vicinity. These
this sort of tbing were allowed to go on, It people are 50 to 100 miles away from rail-
would come to this stage, that the holders way communication, and 50 cents per bushel
of these railway charters would not do any for wheat-which was the price paid last
railway constrnetion until the country was year-will not pay the farmer the cost of
settled to such an extent that it would be a his labour and his machinery. We are
good paying speculation for these people to spending an immense amount of money to
go n and build the road without getting Induce people to come into the country andanything ln the way of subsidy. Still they settle on our land ; but, if we refuse themhold a land grant made valuable by the in- railway accommodation, all our efforts willdnstry of the settlers. - That is the caseI be in vain, and many of those people whohere. Lasti year these people came and have come will be obliged to leave. The peo-asked for an extension of time; the pie that are settled ln this section are moremembers from the west opposed that applica- valuable settlers than those we are gettlngtion as long as they could in the dylng days ln now. A great many of them are fromof the session, and they at last agreed to the old country and the older provinces ofallow the Bill to pass on condition that the Canada, and the only possible way by which
company would build ten miles last year andwe can keep them in the country is to show
ten milesthis year. UVto this sprIng there them that something is going to be donehas not been any of the road built at al, with this road. It does not matter how littleand, consequently, the charter has lapsed. I of the road Is built this year, If only some-submit Mr. Speaker, that the CanadiamnPa- thing be done to give the settlers confidencecide Railway Company, or the gentlemen and encouragement to struggle on somewho purehased this charter on behalf of the years longer. If the company would onlyCanadian Pacifie Railway Company, pur- undertake to build 15 miles of a prairiecbased It subjeet to these conditions, andr t wuld 15 escuragementrie
they should now come to Parliament to road, that would be an encouragement tu
ask that those conditions be changed, but the settiers. ButIf ths Bll Is alloweil te
they should go on and complete the road. pase, giving another extension at Ire the
It would be no great thing for a great cor-people will simply conclude that we are to
poration like the Canadlan Pacidie Raiway go on continually repeating the same old
Company to construct 20 miles of a prairie story that has been repeated since 1880, and
road In four or five months. This roadi that nothing will be accomplished. Now,
passes through a level prairle country, and te Canadian Pacifi Railway propose to
amn sure that its constretion would nIt cost spend $20,000, and they do not tell us how.
more than $8,000 a mile ; andI If the com- I am sure they are not going to spend it la
pany wanted to build the road, they could do surveys. Well, if they would only add $60,-
it as well this year as to wat till next year. 000 more and make it $80,000, that would
We are under the Impression that unless the enable them to lay down 10 miles of track,
amendment of my hon. friend from East Asj- but an exp.-ditire of simply $20,000 wil
sinibola eMr. Douglas) Is carrled, they will be of nd avail whatever. If the Canadian
be back next year asking for another exten- Pacific Railway would even build 5 miles of
sion of time. hoping that more people wIll road, that mght give the peuple some con-
crowd into that country, and the lands wll fdence; but they du not seem tu indicate
become more valuable, and that they w1ll that they want to do anything. Their only
bie aíble to make more money out of the sb desire appears to be to obtain an extension
sldy than it wlll cost to build the road. The of time. There bas been a strong agitation
lands in that part uo the country ar T, al through that part of the country against
day worth at least $3 an acre. any further extension. In the district of
They ean realize more at present on the pro-. Saskatoon, there is an extensive settlement,
ceeds of the sales of lands than It would and many of the people went in there
cost to build the road, and they should be on the strength of this charter, expecting
obliged to go on and build. Just imagine a that some time ln the near future that road
man living 50,. 60 or 100 miles away from would be built. They have erected fine
railway communication. He might have the buildligs, churches and schools, and have
finest soiluin the world. and be able te raise settled that country for some 40 or 50 miles
30 or 40 bushels of wheat per acre, and it around, and are anxiously waiting for some-
would be impossible for hlm to haul it in thing to be done in the way of railway ac-
and market it at a profit. This country is commodation. Let us go further, to Battie-
not like other portions of the territories, tord, which is a town of some 400 or 50
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people. These people Went lu there far from
railway communicaton, and have buit fdne
schools and churchcs and other buildings,
In the expectation tha t this road would be
bullt, and all the land j between Battleford
and Saskatoon filled up In the near fu-
ture. There Is a tra:t of territory there,
some 100 miles by 90, not a quarter section
of whlch is not capab..e of sustaining a set-
ler and his family, fne agricultural, wheat-
growing lands, with any amount of fine
timber for the construction of buildings, and
also fine rail tiiber for the making of
fences, and abundant water supply-every-
thIng necessary to build up a prosperous
agrieultural community. The only thing
that Is required is the rallway, and with-
out that railway we cannot expect any ad-
vance In settlement. You may send Immi-
gration literature and fine views to all
parts of- the wotld, and the people
will say this Saskatchewan eountry Is
a very nice country, but there Is no railway.
And when they take up the papers of the
country they will see this discussion and
learn that this road was chartered twenty
years ago, but that the charter had been
extended year after year and the road bas
mot been bult; and tbat unttil now the
-Ganadian Pacific Railway, the greatest cor-
poration ln this country, has secured con-
trol of the charter. I am sure the Cana-
dIlan Pacifie Railway could very ea.sly build

more than twenty miles this year if they
wanted to do so. They have had enough
essistance in various ways from the people
of this country; they might take into con-
sideration the settlers who have been wait-
Ing so long for this road. If the Canadian
Pacifie had not bought this charter, several
other compinies were prepared to take it
over and proceed with the work. The North-
ern Pacide people wou'ld have been glad
to get the charter, and, Instead of build-
ing twenty miles, they would have been
prepared to build a hundred miles this year.
They know that this land grant of 6,400
acres a mUe Is an exceedingly valuable as-.
set, In vlew of the tide of immigration fdow-
ing in there ; they know that it will be
worth more than the cost of the road. They
know this is a drst-elas business propo-
sition and they wanted to get hold of the
charter. But the Canadian Pacifie man-
aged to get ahead of the others and se-
cured control. Had the Northern Pacife
secured control, they would not Iave come
to the House to ask for an extension, but
would be prepared to carry out the con-
ditions Of inst year, made when we had
the ehibitionR of Mr. DelIap and bis frIends
and Mr. Charlebois and bis friends strug-
gling over the carese. [ think the bon.
member for LIsgar (Mr. Richardson) spoke
of them as vampires or shaks. Now, we
have got rld of the vampires and sharks,
and we want something done with this

I hoe ou• friends on both sides
Mr. DAVI.

will consider the case of these settlers, and
remember that they are anxiously waiting
for something to be doue. It should not
be lost sight of elther that the building of
a railway ln that country is not a difi-
cult matter. We are not asking anything
unreasonable, when we ask that twenty
miles be built this year. In one season the
Regina Long Lake and Saskatchewan Rail-
way Company, beginning about the ening
of the month of June, built 250 miles of road
before the snow fell on the prairie. So It
is plain that we are not imposing too much
on these people when we ask them to build
twenty miles. There must be something
at the bottom of this effort to avold carry-
ing out this condition. . We know that tre
Canadian Pacifie Railway are well able to
finance this enterprise, that they could build
a hundred miles if they wanted to. It
seems plain that there must be a nigger la
the fence somewhere, and I think we are
justified ln coming to the conclusion that
the reason for not building this road this
year is not that they cannot raise the money
but that they want to put it off for anothe?
year, leaving us no guarantee that they
will not come back and ask for a still further
delay next year. Without taking up more
time, I declare myself a supporter of the
amendment of my hon. friend from East
Assinibola (Mr. Douglas).

Mr. R. L. IICHARDSON (Lisgar). The
fact that -the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davis),
who has just taken his seat, has not been
listened to with the attention that should
be given to a subject of such importance
makes It Imperative upon me to go into
the history of this railway project very
carefully. That history extends over a
period of some twenty or twenty-two years.
i do not desire to weary the House with
detailA, but I ask the attention of hon. mem-
bers, and I think I wIll be able to con.
VInce them that this Is a case calling for
action on the part of this House. It will
be within the memory of men stHI living
that a considerable number of settlers went
Into that country as far back probably as
1874. They were led to believe that If they
remained in that country and were indus-
trious, a railway would be extended to that
section te carry out their produce. Many
of the pioneers have dIed, many of thein
have grown gray, many of them have left
the country, I fear, with a curse, because
they have not had railroad communica-
tion. Originally this proposed road was
known as the Souris and EReky Moun-
tain road. I think that one of the promo-
ters was the late Mr. Beaty, known to his.
tory as "boy9" Beaty. You wiU remem-
ber, Sir, that he was said to Mve made
use of the expression with regard to some
proposition connected with this road, "there
is nothing ln It for the 'boy'." This, as
It was subsequently explained, arose out
of a clerical error, that word written wa
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" coy." lnstead of "boy., And, I think, the time has come to insist on somethingen passant, that it is due to the memory being done lu the building of that railroadof that deceased statesman that ·this en. We feel that inasmuch as the representativeEplanation should be made upon the floor from that country are unanimous ln desiringof Parliament, ln order that members and the construction of that branch, at leas1the country generally may know exactly their representations should Ïbe listened to b3what the facts were. I feel and have felt the other members of this House. I did nolfor some time that the memory of that hear the words of the hon. member for As-gentleman should be vlndicated In this par- sinibola the other day la the Railway Com-tieular. mlttee to whiei I understood some dissen
Now, the House, and the members of the was taken, but I must confess that I sympà-Railway Committee particular4y, wiIl re- thize to a considerable extent with the pro-member that for the last four or five years position that when a rallway seheme Is be-the committee has been appealed to bv fore a committee of this House it 1s, atthe promoters of this raluway for exten- least, a fair thlng, to ask that members whoaons of time. I do not think that the represent the district affected should haverecords of railway construction lin Canada some consideration given to their statementa

show such a case of scallawaggery as we We find that notwithstandlng the fact thatknow ln connection with this railway. we cannot even get a member from the west
Members from the west, as you know, have to Introduce a Bill, or even to father a Bil,
been very earnest ln opposing the exten- the House seems willing to grant the de-sions of time and were auxious that the sires of these railway promoters. When itroad should be constructed at least before comes to a position like that, It seems to methe last of these settiers who went out that it is ineumbent on the members fromtwenty years or more age should die. I the west to offer aUl the opposition ln their
think It is only fair that these people should power to the granting of those vast con-
be protected. The members from the west cessions. I may say that a large numberhave retused on all occasions elther to of petitions have been sent to me to oppose
present a petition ln favour of the ex- any further extension ; because, you will see,
tension or to father a Bil for that purpose. Mr. Speaker, that when a large settlement
In a moment of weakness, to quote an ex- of thrifty people go Into a country like that,
pression of the hon. member for York, N.B. railway communication becomes very neces-
(Mr. Poster), I consented to stand sponsor sary to them. It is a beautiful country, a
for a Bill, and when it was printed It sp- rolling country, with hills and valleys, ln fact
peared In my name, granting an extension it Is calculated to remind one of those lines
to that company. That was the first session that are found, I think, in William Cullen
that I was here, and I did not understand the Bryant's poems, which member of the
practice very well, and when I discovered House probably remember:
what the Bill really was, I was obliged to
vote against it, for doing which I was com- These are the gardens of the desert, these
mended by the people of that country, The unshorn fields, boundiess and beautiful,
more especially the few surviving settlers In For which the speech of Englandl bas no name-
that district that this road was desIgned to The Prairies. I behold them for the frst,
serve. Well, it came to such a pass that It And my heart swells, while the dilated sightTakes in the encircling vastness. Le! theywas absolutely Impossible for these sharks stretch
and vampires, as the hon. member for Sas- In airy undulations, far away,
katchewan #Mr. Davis) called them. to get As If the oceau, In his gentlest swell,
anybody -from the west to introduce a Bill at Stood stili, with ail bis rounded billows fixed
all. Now, we have the spectacle of unsus- And motionless for ever. Motionless ?
pecting representatives from the east doinSweepvewth their shadows, and beneathso, no doubt without mature consideration, The surface rolls and fluctuates to the eye•and without realizlng the consequences that Dark hollows seem to glde along and chase
such action would entail. Well, they Intro. The sunny ridges. Breezes of the South !
duce these Bills, and we find ourselves Who toss the go1den and the flame-like flowers,
obliged at the present tîme to give all o>- And pass the prairie-bawk that, poised on hlgh.
position possible to them. I am sure theaps bis broad winge, yet moes not-ye have
House will agree with me that the time has Among the palms of Mexico and vines
come when we should have, at least, a small Of Texas, and have crisped the limpid brooks
portion of this railroad bulit. Year after That from the fountains of Sonora glIde
year we have been promIsed, sometimes 10 Into the calm Paclfie-have ye fanned
miles, sometimes 5 miles, and sometîmes less A nobler or a lovelier scene than this ?

r Man hath no part in all this glorious work:or more.-Weil It bas corne to that pass The Hand that built the firmament hath heavedup there that the people would almost be And smoothed these verdant swells, and sownco:ttented if they could only see a few their slopes
stakes along the road ; if they could only1 With herbage, planted them with lsland groves,
see a surveyor's fdag once ln a while set outAnd hedged them round with forests. Fittlng
there it would be some small consolation. ort
But we do not even see a stake driven, nor a for this magicent temple orte steky--
surveyor looking over the ground. We think ival the ntellations. The gr hmeavtde.
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Seem to stoop down upon the scene in love- cause when you undertake grading, you
A nearer vault, and of a tenderer blue must do it on a more extensive scale than
Than that which bends above çur eastern hills. would be involved in an expenditure of

$20,000. I am sure I will not appeal to this
The country whlh these people have ouse In van n asking that the amend-
settled reminds one very much of those ment wheih mwy hon. friend has introduced
beautiful lines whleh i have just quoted. If to compel this company to build 20 miles
you were to visit that country, Mr. Speaker, this year, should be carried. There is an-
and I hope you will have an opportunity other point that may be very wefl consider.
witbin two or three years at least of visItIng ed. I believe, and ln this statement I am
the North-west, you would sympathize with absolutely serious, that the time has come
these settlers whose progress IS so much re' when the Government and the people's re-
tarded by the lack of a railway In that presentatives should consider the desirabil-
country. They are obliged, as you probably rty of, at least, owning the railwayswh'ehknow,to carry their grain in carts, or wagons,, are to be bultn the future. I belleve the
or sleighs, some 20 miles, some 30, some 40, time has come when the people are recog-
and some 50 miles. It Is not long since tht nlzing this, and the time is coming whenit cost, at least, one bushel of wheat to send 1tat feeling will be mueh stronger.
another bushel of wheat to market, and
when you remember that fact youmwIi agree Mr. SPEAKER. I would call the hon.
with me that It Is an addItIonal hardship to gentleman's attenition to the faet that, while
force these unfortunate people to draw their lhe bas been somewhat discursive, he is
grain the distances that I have mentioned. tow going away from the point.
i stand here now in the naine of the people
of the great Noirth-west to protest against Mr. RICHARDSON. I apologize, Mr.

-the pursuance eof that polley any longer. i Speaker, for going beyond the strict line.
ai here to demand that the railway companv because I desire to adhere, most careful:y,
be compelled to build at least 15 or 20 miles to the strict Une, and I have always bowed
this year. It is not a large amount of mouey to your ruling with the greatest submission.
to ask the Canadian Pacifie Rallway to ex. But I was going to point out that the time
pend. If they spend $100,000 or so, it will had come when we should nationalize this
be amply sufficient. When It Is remembered road. I believe it would be better if, instead
that this Dominion of Canada has given the of giving the Canadian Paclfie Railway or
Canadian Pacifie Railway in cash, in lands, any other corporation, such valuable cont-
and In completed roade, value to the amount sderiîons this Parliament should cancel
of $125,000,000, it Is surely a moderate pro- the charter and build that road Itself. That
position to say that they sbould at least road canbe buit for at least $7,000 or $8,o00
spend $100,000 lu the interests of the peoplea country would own the road and
of that country. They have secured tis we would have the balance of the land grant
charter from the Great North-west Central free. The policy of this country, as pursued
people. It Is a very valuable charter, be by both Goveruments, bas been to build the
cause it gives A. land grant of some 6.400 entire rallways for these projectors, to pay
acres per mUe for Its entire length, and every dollar that is put into them, hand
I understand It Is designed to extend the themÀ over, and then allow them to scorch
rallway to the Yellow Head Pass in the the poor settlers with heavy freight rates.

'It 18a fi -t)olln n elta hRocky Mountains. I elahn that the Landt a fair proposition, and I fee that the
grant alone will be amply sufficient to build time is now ripe when every representative
that entire line,, and If they should receive$2 of the pe')ple bas to consider for himself
an acre for that land grant, a moderate sum whether It is not high time that we should
that would give them $12,8a permtle. take stock of the position and whether it Is
am told by competent engineers that that not time that, If the country is going to pay
ulne can be buit on the average for $7,000 or for these roads, as It has pald for them il
$8,000 per mile. So you see that the country the past, the country should own a railwayOf ItsOwn. 1t is qulte true that we ownwis presenting to that company the entire ts I ttesoquiteRtrue at we own
cost of the road, besides a handsome subsidy the Intercal outelRaolway and we hear a
into the bargain. That belng the case. I say great deal about the less on that road. But
It is sone of the most moderate demands that the country bas been benefited, and the peo-
ean be made to ask them to expend at least ple have been benefited by low treight rates.
$100,000 in extending that road 15 or 20 miles This is an important consideration lin that
this year. They told the Railway Committee, country, as it would be an important con.
and the committee be}leved it, that they sideration in the west if we could get this
would spend $20,000 before the snow files. 1 great Great North-western Railway built by
would like to ask any hon. member of this the Government and owned by the Gov.
Ilouse who may sympathize with the Cana- ernment and make it a colonization rail
dian Pacifie Railway, what use will that ex- w;IV. The settlers who have grown gray in
penditdre of $20,000beto thesepttersi"nohatithat Mountry waiting for a railway wonld
country. It might b1e of service on that te eafre oemaueo eif
portiona of the road already built, but it ami, I think, if we look at this questionwoud nt ad oe yrd o te nllege e-fairly i the face and if we are prepare

wMr.nt d RCADON, yar tete leg,1e to gripple withu it, this earnîval of handing
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cver the resources of the country to these Gwynne in support of a proposition I laid
promoters and enabling them to fatten at down some time ago, that the practice in
the expense, of the publie will not go on. I this country seems to have been, and actu-
am sure I can appeal to hon. gentlemen, andl ally is, that these railway promoters bave
I am sure they will see the force of the posi- exploited municipal authorities, have ex-
tion I take and be disposeto support that ploited the provincial governments and the
position. In connectiuon with this matter' Dominion Governments, and have got in
there was litigation extending over some subsidies more than would bulld the entire
five, six or seven years. I am sorry I have roads. In addition to that, they get per-
not the entire record here to read to the maission to issue bonds for far more than the
House. It would not take over a year and road coats, and lu that way they get a large
a half, but I have only been able to secure sum eut of the railroad, ln addition te wbat
a portion of the record. I propose to read they get from the Government. 1 reiterate,
the portion I have here to-night, and, per- that it la the bounden duty of the represen-
haps, if hon. members will bear with me tatîveg of the Dominion lu this Parliament
in patience, I may be able to read the ba- te see that the explolters do net go any fur-
lance, probably, before the end of the ses- ther, and that the country gets the benefit

taon. o! the subsidies that are given. Letmeto eetht he axpo-er d no g ay ur

Mr. TAYLOR. There Is only twelve min-
utes left.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. As you al know ttiis
railway got into litigation. There was a
man named Delap, a capitalist in England-
I do not know that I can select a parlia-
mentary word, but, if I were to say thai
he -was jollied, probably It would suit-with
apologies to the h'n. member for Ea.st York
(Mr. Maclean) Intca investing his money in
this enterprise by one Charlebois. I think
Ihrat probably the name of Charlebols !a
more or less familiar to the people of Can-
ada. ît sems to me that I have heard .it
before. He took the contract, I understand,
for building that railway, and he Induced
Mr. Delapi to put his meney into the enter-
prise. Mr. Delap sent his agent, a lawyer
named Stevens, out to make the arrange-
ments with Mr. Charlebois, and from the
information which has been furnished me,
! am led to believe that Mr. Stevens threw
his client down and made an Immoral bar-
gain with Mr. Charlebois. In that way the
case got into liquidation and dragged for
some five or six or seven years, and so far
as I can understand It is not absoÎutely
settled up to the present time. The Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway has now purchased
the claims of some of these promoters, -1
think that of Mr. Delap amongst them, and
it is endeavouring to get the project ln some
sort of shape, and we are extremely anxious
that they shall be obliged to build a portion
of the road, 20 miles, this year. Coming
back to the litigation, the case ran the
gauntlet of the Canadian courts and was
finally appealed to the Privy Council ln Eng-
land. Let me read a brief extract from the
decision of Mr. Justice Gwynne, of our own
Supreme Court here, when that court heard
the case :

It is apparent that the company is one of these
companles formed, as Is not unusual in this
country, for the purpose of constructing rail-
roads, not as purely commercial undertakings,
and not censtructed fully or chiefly with sub-
seribed capital, but chlefly upon the securlty of
Government or municipal subsidies, or both.
So I am able to summon Mr. Justice

continue reading from the judgment :
In the present case the subsidy was a Govern-

ment land grant, which could not be obtained by
the company until they should enter into a con-i
tract for building 50 miles of the road to be
completed by a fixed date.
I am afraid the House Is not giving me that
attention that Is desirable under the circum-
stances, because it ls extremely Important
that hon. gentlemen should be well versed
in the judgment of Mr. Justice Gwynne.
He Is a very able judge, and anything he
has to say on the railway question is of the
deepest interest.

Mr. TAYLOR.
more.

You have six minutes

Mr. RICHARDSON. I shall continue to
read from the judgment:

If Charlebols had agreed with Stevens to pay
the shares up in full, so as to transfer them as
shares paid up In full, it is plain that ho did
not do so unless Stevens paid the -money upo3n
the shares as a loan to Charlebois, and upon his
promise to repay Stevens the amount, which pro-
mise Charlebois has fulfilled.
This Stevens Is the man I alluded to a short
time ago, as having been charged with mak-
ing an immoral bargain with Charlebois. I
thought his name was spelled "S-t-e-p-h-
e-n-s," but I find it is spelled "S-t-e-v-e-n-s."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Time.
Mr. RICHARDSON. If the House will

bear with me a second, I will finish this
paragraph In the judgment. •

Mr. SPEAKER. The hour for private
Bills having elapsed, the debate wIll be pro-
ceeded with on the motion of the hon. mem-
ber for East York (Mr. Maclean), that this
House do now adjourn.

STRIKE ON THE GRAND TRUNK RAIL-
WAY TRACKMEN.

The House resumed adjourned debate on
the motion of Mr. Maclean, that the House
do now adjourn.

Mr. J. ROSS ROBERTSON (East Toronto).
Mr. Speaker, this motion brought up by the
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hon. member for East York (Mr. Maclean) law-abiding Canadians. It has come to be a
has, of course, a direct bearing on the strike rule, Mr. Speaker, that -a humble member of
of the Grand Trunk trackmen. As I under- this House is in danger of having bis motives
stand it, some hon. gentlemen on this side aspersed if he ventures on words or actions
of the House took the advice of the hon. which do not meet with the approval of the
member for Centre Toronto (Mr. Bertram), ihon. the First Minister or the hon. member
and tried to medlat3 in this matter. It for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland). I am
looks as if these hon. gentlemen were de- not referrIng to any previous debate ; I an
ceived by the management of the Grand speculating as to the possibilities in connec-
Trunk Rallway. I cannot see that a par- tion with the question now under discussion.
tiele of blame attaches to the hon. gentle- I know that the rules of this House forbid any
men of this House who were good enough to hon. member from questioning the motives
try if they could settle this difficuity. in-1 of another hon. member ; but when the Gov-
deed, they would not have had to interfere, .1ernment loses its temper, trifles like the Bri-
if the bon. the Minister of Railways (Mr. tish constitution and the rules of this House
Blair) had hinted, at the outset of this cannot quench the tiery eloquence of the hon.
trouble, that the Government could not the First Minister or the silver-tongued
afford to have the country disgraced by the orator of North Oxford. It would be a great
spectael 3 of hard-working men, decent Cana- grief to me, Mr. Speaker, if anything I have
diau citizens, struggling for an increase in! said or anything i may say on this question
the beggarly pittance which the Grand Trunk should fail to win applause and approval
Railway Company pays to its trackmen.· I from those hon. gentlemen, who are first li
suppose that the hon. the First Minister Is war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of
still walting for the Grand Trunk Railway their countrymen. I do not ,care what the
side of the story, he baving received thle hon. the First Minister or the hon. member
trackmen's side of the story to-day. I know for North Oxford may choose to say or think
bis unwillingness to condemn the Grand about my motives. I eau tell the hon. the
Trunk Railway unheard, but what evidence First Minister that I neither covet his smile
can improve the position of these poor men, nor fear bis frown. My motives and my
who have to solve the problem of life for acts alike are subject to the judgment of the
themnselves, their wives and their children people who sent me here. The end of my
on a gross income of 98 cents a day ? If parliamentary journey is not far off, but
theý Grand Trunk Railway authorities have while I am here, I propose to follow mny own
any evidence which can better the lot of standards of duty, regardless of what the
these unfortunate trackmen, General Mana- hon. the First Minister may say of me or
ger Hays ought to place that evidence at ny motives. It miglit be as -well for the hon.
the disposal of the hon. the First Minister, member for North Oxford, bis Sancho Panza,
and the First Minister should immediately not to waste so much of bis valuable time
acquaint this House with any facts which and energy in crushing a poor, humble men-
will show the Grand Trunk Railway authori- i ber of Parliament. They say it Is a glorlous
ties in a better lighLt. thing to have a glant's strength, but the hon.

I suppose there was no precedent which gentleman should use bis strength In battie
would justify the Minister of Rallways (Mr. with great men like Judge Clark of the
Blair) in attempting mediation, when this Canadian Pacifie Railway. I would suggest
subjeet was called ti lhis attention. There to the hon. member for North Oxford that he
was no precedent, Mr. Speaker, which justi- Is apt to give himself a lot of unnecessary
lied the hon. the Minister of the Interior concern about the motives of people who are
(Mr. Sif ton) in attempting to give away one- daring enough to disagree with hlm. I
half of the Yukon to Mackenzie & Mann. hope I shall not say anything which shahl
The Government cannot find precedents for draw h ln out from among those briiant
doing anything it does not want to do, but, flashes of silence wileh made his reputation
when it comes to something it wants to do, among the brilliant statesmen of the Liberal
it makes precedents as it goes along. It is partY. I know he considers hlnseif a great
a pity that the Government did not do what weight and authorlty In his own party. His
these three members of Parliament tried to authority, lowever, does not reach as far as
do. this desk ; and, on this or àny other question,

And again I say that these three hon. gen- I will say what I thlnk, and tle hon. member
tlemen are to be praised, not blamed. They Ifor North Oxford may say what he chooses,
acted la good falth, and they could noti and thnk what he likes-that is to say, If he
foresee the perfidy of the Grand Trunk Rail" ever does think.
way authorities. Perfidy, I admit, is a strong. Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (Westword to use ; but what other word wll de- Asainlboîa). Mr. -Speaker, I remember, Sir,
scribe the conduet of General Manager that in the celebrated discourse of Cicero lie
Hays and his assistants, wheo used this con- tells us how a great orator declared that
ference with maembers of Parliament to Tislas did flot go to he Campus Martius be-crush struggling men-yes, to work a buneo cause he lost one arm. Well, Sir, altliough
gamne on poor trackmen who, throughout this jone of my arms is disabled, I can assure the
enutire trouble, have acted the part of decent,1 hon. gentleman from whom I heard a mur-

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON.
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mur just now, that with one arm tied up I am the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
still equal to come to this Campus Martius. Powell) and the hon. member for Leeds
I have not risen in this debate, -3r. Speaker, (Mr. Taylor) and Mr. Hays. Mr. Hays
to utter one word of adverse criticlsm in re-, would sa:y to these two gentlemen: Now,
gard either to the Government or to the'yQu will notice that 1 amnmaklng no pro-
Grand Trunk Railway ; but I thlnk the coun- mise wlatever tbat the men are to go back
try owes a debt of gratitude to my hon. to work. He does not gay, In bis letter,
friends the member for Leeds (Mr. Taylor) that le stated definitely to them:&"I ar
and the member for Westmoreland (Mr. flot going to let tlese men go back to
Powell). I rise to say that the correspond-' work," but that le said: "I was particular
ence whll lias been read liere to-day, on i In making It clear to ithem that 1 was mak-
the face of yt, needs some explanation, and I ing no promise."-The hing is ridiculous.
will tell you why. m have a great respect for isThe letterevidently tas the chareter of
the ability of Mr. Hays. There cannot be tho oa afterthouget, and I wish to point out
least doubt that from the hon. member for to the Iouse that we have yotal the facts,
Westmoreland and the hon. member for but that there Is something behind whic
Leeds we beard a true aceount towat took I we have not got.
place between tsoem and r. Hays. Wnation, a lndEin, grmse." Thengisr.dic
Sir, can you conceive of a man r the re- The le evdnlEa tecrterlof
sponsible position off r. Hays, and a man t ton). I e ust express my deep regret that
bis abillty, -maklng an agreemnent suclias e this strIke slould have continued so long,

maewthtoe w on etlmn and I do flot think -we are contrlbutlng very

laeas t tthatoheho.gntmember, for tot House tt e hen ntall heifcso

tending two days af terwvards to take the ul ois eteetb tedsuso
coursemore did, thereby placng the undesîr- in this House. In the ffrt place, Immedia-
able state of t rungs tat existed In a far tely after the attention o the ragcttooon.
worse position, and makng the difficuly that FIrst Minister was drawn, some days ago,
had to be solved stIll more dIfficuit of solu-1 tO the fact that this strIke was on, lie en-
ton? It Is lot possible for me, Sir, to be- tered Into ImmedIate communication wt

ileve that ior. Hays deliberately made the te heads of the Grand Trunk Rallway
agreeient thatose made wth the two mei- Compay for the purpose of doing any-
e t a t t te thing that could be accomplished to bring

taking the course that cine took, because e about a settlement. These negotations
Is a clever enougli man to know that th$-, were ini progress when the hon. member
moment -lie took the course that was sub.se- for Leeds (31r. Taylor) and the hon. mem-
quently taken, the telegrates the debate tfat ber for Westmoreland Mr. Powell) Inter-
lias taken place here to-nigt, and questions fere-I dare say wit the very best th-
In the press, would have dfollowed, deland--tentions-but fromnal I have eard it was
Ing an explanation oswiat could have -ade' very unfortunate that tley should bave 1»-
h1m make sucli an agreement4 and two daysi terfered at ail, and 1 arn very mueli atraid.
aieterwards break that agreernt.m atd that their Interferece bas really injured.
I say that on the face wfLthts eorresiwdonce the condition om-the men rather than Im-
there Is somethlng to ibe explaIned. I wi proved It. Things are back now ilto a
now cai attention to the lettero b Mr. Hays. worse hole than they were he before. The
The agreement s put forward by Mr. Mc- Goverment were superseded by tsuesebon.
Kennyt, grand secretary o! the United gentlemen, the Job was taken out of the
Brotherood, as he understoodit, and It is bauds of the Government. These bon.
exactly the same as the agreement that las gentlemen assumed the responsibndlty, a
been desrlbed to us to-day by the mwo I presue that the correspondence between.
hon. members e ths House. Th.s is what the riglt hon. Prime Mniter and the com-
be says: pany then ceased. I thInk that was ex-

Theceedingly unfortunate. These hon.sgentle-
Th at no m theso! alanenteor.te tumenHaigyst.ave done what they thouglt

Th If the best to do, but I aafrad ther action
trackmen saw fit to return to work, the differ-
ences between themen sud the company would Very
be negotlatedimmedately by Mr. Hays with two. ment exereIsing any Influence they miglt
members t Pariament. have exercsed to brIng about a sette-

me b r f P i ament.
Mr. Hays writes on June 5th, af!ter his ai ten-1ment.
tion has been called to the conduet of himself A dymathaze withtheamen vermua

low wage. I do not know wether the
Your message received. You will recaliI w ts company pay that wage ail the year round,

particular to bave It understood by Mr. Taylor but if they do the case is not so bad as
and yourself that 1 made no promise Or7n hIsf they patd a dollar a day now md pes.
cbara!ter whatever ln connection with the traci- sily something less In winter. You an

toete fctthatrhisstrketws oohken

tere a man the year round for less than
Fane, the converga-tion.that, accordIg to you an theat loy hlm only in the summer

1~él -1,0L 1%is V"mlbgh I+b+ hOabut,4f% setlenie. These inegotia

that - etter-if that ietter were, oneUV LIL JUULU o 11ar T'iz§ etO.LFUlAmJ.a VI

a strictly historical caracter-fancy the are higlier tâan In the w!nter. I
conversation that would (take place between the men themselves are deserving all praise,
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at least those of them who have refrained pressure the Government can bring upon
from taking any revenge on the company, the Grand Trunk Railway to put an end
and I do hope that when this strike is over to the condition of things existing on their
every man who has been in the employ Une to-day ; and from what I know myself
of the Grand Trunk Railway will be able of fthe conversation that took place with my
to prove that he never countenanced or hon. friends from Westmoreland and Leeds,
encouraged in any shape any attack on the I have no hesitation In takIng the respon-
company's property, or in any way endanger- slbilty of saylng in my plabe fin the House
ed the public travelling along that line. to-night, that deception has been practised on
If any of the men have ithus acted, I can the men, and that they would never have
fuly sympathize with the views expressed returned to work unless they had rason-
by Mr. Hays. No man who has secretly able assurance that their case would be sub-
attempted to take revenge on the company mitted to arbitration and their condition
by the destruction of the company's pro- ameliorated. The fact that these men are
perty or doing thlngs he ongnlt not ito do, compelled to work in all weather, is in
deserves to be reinstated, and I am confi- itself a reason why they should receive high-
dent that nob on. member of this ?Iouse er wages in wlnter, because of the severity
would take back a servant who 'had ithus of the climate in that season. The fact,
acted when out of employment. I do hope too, that they are compelled to work
that it will be shown that none of the for 98 cents a day is in itself sufficient to
Grand Trunk Lailway men have been guiHty Justify me, nt any rate, and the great ma-
of anything of the kind. There was an jority of the members of the House In saying
outbreak at Kingston, but It Is stated that that they have a legitirate grievance against
those implicated were not in the employ of the authorities of the road. And ln vlew of
the Grand Trunk Railway in that district. the relations between that road and the

I do hope, in the Interest of the men, Goverament of this country, the Govern-
and the <travelling public and the generalmeut have a right to step ln and dema
Interests of the country, that this strike that the condition of the men shailbe
will be brought to a satisfactory conclu- ameliorated. I would not have risen but that
sion before long, and I do sineerely regret 1 desire to enter my protest against the at-
that any person should have lnterfered be- tempt made, wilfally or unknowingly, y
tween the Government and the company, the hon. member for North Wellington to
and taken the settlement of this matter out bring discredit upon My colleagues, whose
of the hands of the Government. action la this ratter was straightforward,

Mr. E. F. CLARKE (West Toronto). It whose action was aboveboard, and whose
would be cause for deep regret if the speech effort was to settie the strIke, after appeal-
just made were allowed to go unchallenged Ing to hon. gentlemen opposite to settie it,
Its whole burden was ito the elYect that and wheu that appeai, s0 far as my'hou.
wile the Goverument were strlvng toi friends knew, ad fallen on deaf ears.
bring about a settjement or the dispute,
members of Parliament dtliberately inter- Mr. J. H. BELL (East Prince, P.E..) I
fered and prevented a settiement being do not rise for the purp-)se o taking pirt o
made. There is nothing further from the the discussion but rather for the purpose of
truth. No hon. gentleman in this House, so l making " a practical suggestion. No good
far as I arn aware, had cognizance of the1 purpose wll be served y discussion along
tact that the right hon. First Mlnlste had the Unes upon whih it has been conducted.
written or teiegraphed or in any way used To debate whether the officiais of the Grand
his Influence witih the authorities of the Trunk tlway have observed good faitub
Grand Trunk Railway to bring the strIke or whether the hon menbers who nterfered
to a termination. The' approaches tliat were were actuated by proper motives will resuit
made te my hon. friends fron Leeds (Mr. In ne practiei good. What we ought to do
Taylor) and Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) In this case is to foilow the precedent laid
werù made by an officer o! the Grad down In a snilar condition o!wif airsby
Trunk Ratlway, and the hon. member forENogland. lu 1893 there was a strike of
North Welngton (Mr. MMullen) madea 1 e 200,00n drminers, the publie safety be-
most unalled-for statement when le aieged came edangered. Mr. Gldstori e Interfered.
that these hon. gentlemen interfered and lu- because public safety was endangered; that
terrupted and destroyed whatever negotia- is conceddOn apphands to be about the
tions were going on between the FistMinis- oily ground on*which the Government ought
ter and the Grand Trunk Raiway authori- to lteriere. They should neyera nterfere
ies. But If the action o! these hon. gentie- until that te arrives. Wethemu.

men,etaken u good faith wth the sole obje t operandi was thi : Mr. Gladstone wrote
of putting a stop to a condition o! thinge the representatives >o both theminer passo-
deepiy to be deplored, faiied, sure!y that dlations andi coal owners,« anti Invlted a conü-
Is adl the more reason why the grfater th-ferencesbetween the parte fundr the r schair

truth.e Noic hon. gentlemen tiopse, she maksig a! Lrdcia osugerstionfeNocoo
Parmsi amd hiae cogniz ancexerfthe purposel bed ternid by scusieon along
factitha th e rght o bFirst MNott hane riesat upwichntaes breaende

Gramnt Trukb Ritlut bringn ,the sthe wre weher th on mitaemers wotefeard
Mto a emnatin. Teapoce htwr eeatae ypoe oie ilrsl
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man or umpire was to be selected. If they
could not agree on the man he was to be
nominated by the Speaker of the Commnons.
Vell, this court of arbitration was cons.ti-

tuted and a complete settlement effected.
We ought to follow ln the line of that pre-
cedent. The leader of the Governmut
should enter into communication both with
the representatives of the railway company
and the employees. I understand the em-
ployees have an organization that extends
from one end of the track to the other, and
that they have men authorIzed to speak f.ir
them. Therefore, conditions are favourable
for a settlement and the demands of thie'
men are reasonable. I would suggest, there-
fore, that letters be despatched at once with
a view to a conference to be held under the
chairmanship of one of the members of the
Government. I do not wish to inake nvi-
dious distinctIons, but if I were asked to
make a selection, I would choose the tact-
ful and peace-making Minister of Finance
(Mr. Fielding). The conference should be
held and proceedings taken along the lin'a
followed in England. I arm aware, Mr.
Speaker. that I am not allowed to move a
resolution lu amendment to a motion to ad-
journ. If It were parliamentary, I would
move a resolution In some such words as the
following :-

Resolved, ·that the leader of the Governmentbe requested to enter Into communication with
the representatives of the Grand Trunk and of
the employees of the sald company now on strike,
with a view to arranging a conference to be held
under the chairmanship of a member of the
Government, for the purpose, if possible, of
amicably settling disputes now pending between1
the parties.
I do not agree with the suggestion that has
been made imputing Improper motives to
the members of this House who tried to t
nake a settlement of the strike. They

made the effort, I belleve honestly, and hon-
ourably. They falled, but that was not their
fault. The Government, however, has grea-
ter influence In settling matters of this kini t
than an Opposltion, I think, therefore, that0
this is a matter that ought to be undertaken t
by the leader of the Government and hi$ n
colleagues. The safety of the travelling d
public demands and necessitates this inter- t
ference. ci

tMr. HUGHES. I do not rise to make any
remarks, but simply to ask the First Min- (
Ister whether he has with him now coptes r
of the correspondence he has held with the 0
general manager or other officers of the f
Grand Trunk Railway Company referredtO d
by him to-day, and, If he has, will he lay t
them on the Table ? t

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid aLaurier). I will have the eorrespondence di
here to-morrow. al

o
Mr. J. D. REID (Soutb Grenville). Mr. tiSpeaker, It ls very seldom that I trouble er

the House, but I ask the indulgence of hon.
members for a few moments that I may
be heard on this subject. So far as this
strike on the Grand Trunk is concerned, I
claim that it is not a political matter. It
bas been stated in the House that the men
are recelving 98 cents per day. I claim that
the stateient ought to be made that the
men recelve $1 per day. The fact of stat-
ing it at even 2 cents less than the dollar
makes it appear smaller than It really Is.
There is no man, I believe, who receives $1
a day but willingly pays the 2 cents per
day for the benefit he derives from the in-
surance fund to which It is contributed.
Therefore, I ask, ln justice to the Graund
Trunk Railway Company that the rate of
pay per day that the men are receiving
shall be plainly stated. lu speaking of this
watter I wshi It distinctly understood that
I have no axe to grind, that I am merely
looking at it in a fair, honest manner. As
to the wages that the men are receiving, I['elleve they are far too small, and that the
demand the men have made for $1.25 per
day is fair and reasonable in the present
condition of things in this country. I think
there is nothing unreasonable ln the men's
demands. But I think the Grand Trunk
Railway and the men should be allowed to
settle this dispute unless public ilfe or pro-
perty ls endangered. And until this lHouse
or the Government has information that
public life and property are in danger, Ibelieve that the Grand Trunk Railway
should be allowed to run its own affairi,
and that they and the employees should beallowed to settle the strike. If that la done.
I believe that the parties would settle thestrike far better in the end for the
men, with whom I sympathize greatly.

Now, I have never met the manager of
the Grand Trunk Railway; I would not
know him, if I met him. But I have met
the superintendent, Mr. McGulguan, and I
believe that he would try and do what 1s
In the Interests of the men. The officers of
the Grand Trunk Railway hold a position
of responsibility and trust, and I believe
:hat they must be allowed to settle this
matter themselves. I have, as I salid, a great
deal of sympathy for the men ; I hope that
hey will win, and I wish them every suc-cess. But I believe that, from the shape
his matter lias got into now, we are in
langer of injuring their position, and, if the
trike continues, loss Of life may ensue. Ineference to the part tha several members
f this House took in trying to secure a
ettlement, I think that they deserve a great
leal of credit. But I think it la very unfor-
unate, both forr the men and for the com.
any, that, when these gentlemen made sueb
n important arrangement of that kind, theyid not put down in writlng the terms
greed to, and take It to the representatives
f the men. I do not belleve that elther
he representatives of the men or the gen-
ral manager of the Grand Trunk Rallway
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would go back on one word of what they gone to work unless they believed that this
had agreed to. I do not think that Mr. thing was settled. I am glad to know that
Hays, occupying the high position he does, some hon. gentlemen in this House have in.
would want to go back on one word of what terceded in behalf of the men, and I thlnk
he has said. This is a dispute between the they deserve the thanks of this House for
Grand Trunk Railway and the men, and it so doing. As to the president of the Grand
is better to let them settle it between them- Trunk Railway, if his word is lnot as good
selves. Had the representatives of the men as his bondithen he is fnot fit to manage
and Mr. Hays settled this matter themselves, that road. When these men went bome,
we would not be ln the position that we are liaving the assurance of the manager that
in to-niglit. I believe the Government has he would settle the difficulty, no matter
power to interfere, when life and property whether he gave that assurance in writing
are in danger. I do not know whether the or not, he should have settled that strike.
Government have; been served with any no-Hereafler, the business people of this con-
tiee that life and property are in danger, try willot be ln a position to take the
but, If they have been so notified, It is their word of the president. I think, however,
duty to take action at once. If any accident the man who Is chlefiy blameable Is Mr.
should occur on any portion of the Grand Wainwright. We know that be is the lob-
Trunk line, there is no question that the bylst of the Grand Trunk Rallway, and 1
Governent would be held resp3nsible, as think reafterte bshie nenl this strike.
soon as twey are notified of the danger. The Surely, these men have a rigkt toe paid
Grand Trunk Raflway iW a large corporation, the saine as the trackmen on the Canadian
and General Manager Hays and his assist- Pacifie Railway ott any other road in this
ants are responsible for the running of that country, and I say, that 98 cents a day is
road, and for the protection of life and pro- not enough to keep them alive. We have
perty entrusted to their care. Now, I wisb all heard a great deal about the growing
to say, In concluding, that I amln sympathy time. Well, if we have growing times,
with the men. I believe every man In thie these men are entitled to get $1.25 a day or
House would like to see those men, who are whatever other roads pay. In tbis House
hard-working and honest, receive more we are the guardians of the people ; the
wages. I believe that is the wish of every Minister of Railways and Canals has control
person, and I hope that everythlng will be of the traffie of the yailways, and I think It
done by both sides of the House to try and Is time that the Prime Minister should com-
get this matter settled to the satisfaction pel the Grand Trunk Railway to settle this
of all. But let us not make it a politieJ strike. A storm Is going on at this moment,
matter, as the consequence then might be and, when you consider the expansion of
detrimental either to the cause of the men, the tracks of the road from the heat, and
or to the property of the Grand Trunk Rail- the wash-outs that may take place from the
way, in which so many shareholders bave rains, you can easily understand the in-
invested their money. ereased danger there Is of accidents. I

have everyV confidence in the First Minister
Mr. JAMES KENDRY (West Peterlor. that he will exert his influence and his au-

ough). 1, deeply regret the strike that has thority to compel a settlement
taken place on the Grand Trunk Railway,
and I thiuk It has now reached such a point
that It is the dUty of the Governmnt to
take hold of it at once and settle it. I
heard the Minister of Railways and Canals
say, that the track was In good order. Well,
I know, as a matter of fact, that ln the
section of country where I live, no one is
looking afteril the track at all, and It is a
mere matter of chance, If an accident does
not take place. I say, the Government should
take hold of this and compel the Grand
Trunk Rallway to settle the strike. We
know that these men are searcely getting
$1 a day, while on the Canadian Pacifle
Rallway, I belleve, their trackmen are get-
ting $1.25 a day. Now, why should the,
Grand Trunk Railway pay only, $1 a day,
when the Canadian Pacifie Railway pay
$1.25. I say these men have been decelved
by the officers of the Grand Trunk Railway:
I say, that Mr. Hay, bwho « presidenmt of
that road, has decelved them. Some ,of
these -men live in my rlding, and I know, as
a matter of fact, that they would not have

Mr. REID.

Mr. A. B. INGRAM (East Elgin). I would
not undertake to say anything more on this
question were it not for the change
of circumstances that bas occurred since
the question was last discussed in this
House. We have the statement of the
general manager of the Grand Trunk
Rallway to the effect tdiat he wlIl not deal
with the strikling trackmen of thati cooupany,
and we have the statement of those who
are guarding the Interests of the traickmnen
to the effect that their imen have been ordered
Out. Now, bthis is the stand that the two
parties concerned in this contest bave taken
up. We have fthe evideince of tlie assistant
to the general manager discussing xthe settle-
nment of thxis questi on with two >members of
this House, and we have had the conversa-
tion that occurred at that time. These two
gentlemen proceeded to -accompany hlm to
Montreal and make an effort to bring about
a settlement. This Is an evidence that the
Grand Trunk Railw.ay Company, and those
that are concerned in the strike on bebat f
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the men, are agreed that it would be well to ment. As one who knows somethIng about
try to brIng about an arrangement between trackmen and something about the service
the two parties by arbitration or negotiation. 1 of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, I
Therefore, I think, we have evidence that it know perfectly well that In every branch of
should induce the 'Government to interfere the service of that company there are men
In this matter. In this connection we find the who have been there for long years, untIl
bon. Minister of Rallways and Canals (Mr. they have arrived at the age of 45, 50
Blair) sending out his engineers to Investi- or â5 years. It may be the vlew of
gate certain complaints. I understand that the generai manager that these men
from north of Toronto certain complaints have lost their usefuhiess 1» the com-
Lave been sent o!'the state of the track la PanY and it tray be that they are
Ihat district. The papers in that district cir- takng this means o remodvng the old men,
culated the report rthat the Government had the men who have been long the service
sent ont detectives for the purpose of investi- ofthe Company. We have hon. gentlemen
gatlng that matter In that locallty. I arn noteaking statements to thls House ln respect
aware wether It is the case or not, but to the dollar at day. have taen the state
a aware accordIng o the statement o the ment made by the management of the com

lon. Minister or Ralways and Canais, this pany that I bsfot correct, and that they
afernoon, that engineers have been sent ot. have men ny the e paoy o! that company

I don ot know what their report isa; the hon. who are recelvng $1 $1.1o and sO on Up to
anister did not say what they ad reported $250 dally, engaged In the trsek service o.
to hi. e dod not say wheter the com- the nompany. But the greatbulk of the mon
plaints. as sent in, were justified or flot, but are the men -who are receiving $1 a day les
the hon. Mintster did make a statement that two cents for Isurance. What Is the po-
I entkrely dsagree with.iHe sald thaht theton of those en who are reee-ving a low
Grand Trunk Railway Company had their grade of pay ? Every railway company ln
traek In such a condition that it was lm. this country Is supposed to have its section
possible for the traek to get out of repair gangs, numbering five on every section.
ln the short time since the strike occurred. When It comes to the cold weather, or the
I know that statement not to be correct. In winter season, all these companies lay off
this country, wbenever we have excessive two or three of these men from each section,
heat or excessive cold, the railway tracks and it is the men who are recelving the low
contract and expand, and it is a common grade of pay that are laid off. Consequently,
thing, on our railways, to find freight traîns these men are not in a position to provide
out on the main Une trying their best to get for their familles, and now they are losIng
into a side track In order to let a passenger valuable ime. It is valuable tUme because
or other trains rpass, and it is necessary for this is the season of the year when they make
the trackmen to examine these roads every their income, and it is on this season of the
day and examine them very closely during year that they depend on makIng sufficient to
the season of excessive heat or cold. So. I keep themselves and their familles during
say, there is not a railway in this country the wInter season. So, I say, for that reason
but must be properly looked after every day, and for others, the Government should Inter-
both In winter and summer. We have the fere in this matter. Surely there can be no
statement of the management of the Grand harm If the right hon. leader of the Govern-
Trunk Railway Company that 1,800 track- ment, as suggested by my hon. friend from
men left the service of the company, that Prince (Mr. Bell), should intimate to the
about 800 men have been re-employed or en. Grand Trunk Rallway Company that one or
gaged ln the service of the company, leaving two members of the Government are prepar-
them about 800 or 1,000 short of their fuli ed to treat with the general manager and
complement. In that case the works of the the employees engaged In this conflict. Why?
company are disorganized. and will any hon. Because the general manager has stated that
gentleman pretend to say that where large at Klngston and Actonvale, damage has been
works become disorganlzed they are lu a safe done to the tracks of the railway company.
condition ? No man will say that they are If that be true in regard to the first strike,
safe. The general manager said to these gen- -w-bat are we liable to expect now when the
tlemen, and we have no reason to doubt these men have been called out again?_ There
gentlemen. that If these men wIll return wll naturaly be a few sympathizers with
to work, ln the course of ten days they will the men who may not be discreet men, who
be in a position to negotiate. and, perhaps, may do violence to some of the tracks of tbe
bring about a friendly agreement. He has Grand Trunk RaDlway Company, and, If that
apparently gone back on that statement, ae- happens, what might be the result? We
cording to the documents read In this House might hear, to-morrow or the next day, of a
to-day. We have the statement made by the very serious accident occurring on the Grand
bon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) Trunk Railway Company's property In
to the effeet that the general manager would whIeh valuable Ilves might be lost. So, I
walk to Gananoque or Ottawa in order to say, tbat it is not the time to lock the stable
bring about some kInd of an arrangement, after the horse is stolen: now is the time
that he would take back all the men, but to try to bring about an arrangement where-
now we find that he repudates that state. by the loss of life may be prevented. The
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hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. MC- try, nt the beck and nod of one or two
Mullen) said that these men who have done, leaders who may or may fot be respon-
damage should not be taken back. I have sible men.
yet to learn that any trackmen, engaged by Mt
the Grand Trunk Rallway Company, bas rs
committed any violence by injuring the track (Mr- Hughes) objeet to the way the rallway
the cars or anything else ; but, I say that If companies amalgamate?
any employee bas so far forgotten himself Mr. HUGHES. 1 have always taken a
as to do violence to the company's property, stand against combines of any description
the management would be justined in not re- for any illegal object. 1 belleve they are
engaglng him. Fault has been found wlth agalnst the interests of the public,-and I
the two hon. gentlemen who took part in this trust 1 shah not change my views on tlat
struggle. I cannot see, after what we have matter. The railwaymen-In the cominunity
heard, how these gentlemen, having any con-1 whence I core wlll bear me.Out in the
cern for the welfare of the country, could statenient that again and again In niatters
refuse the encouragement they recelved from of dispute the men have core to me and
the representative of the Grand Trunk Rail- I have acted as an lntermedIary, and ln
way Company, how they could refuse to ac- every single instance the men and the .orn.
company him to Montreal. Wben the hon. pany have been .sat1sfied, and the rights
member for South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) had of the men have always beenguarded. That
prepared a telegram and submitted that tele- bas boen the case on more than one occa-
gram for the consideration of Mr. Wain- sion. This question of increasing the wages
wright, who either improved on It or sent it of thç Grand Trunk trackmen came before
to Montreal as he found it, it seems to me me as far back as February last, when It
that these gentlemen were quite warranted was suggestid to me by certain oficers of
In going to the general manager and the compty-not the iead otbcers of the
trying to bring about a satisfactory ar- company by any iriean-bat by tUcers o!
rangement.· That being the case, Ithe conp.y-,h.Iould have been in a
think Mr. Hays,. Instead of taking the position t'iufl(lerstaud-theuer, that ihey
arbitrary ground that he would not ar- thouglt possibly the companywbe
rive at any conclusion with these men, that williag to pay $1.10 a day as the rniul'uum
the statement should go forth to the people wage. and to ïeniovî- eertalu (Isabilities
of this country that he was grantIng or ln Ihe way of not paying for overtire. I
guaranteeing nothIng to the men at all, vas then led to believe that the head men
should have acted In a fairer spirit. o! the labour organization would be
What does be say ? He says : let the men fied witb nothiag short of thù Mare paid
come back unconditionally. Now, If he was on th Cariaa "1a Pacifie Railway, namely,
eager to bring about a settlenent, If he $1.25 per day, and would permit of no eet-
could forget his vanity for a moment, he t1enient on any other basis. I will say
should have put In black and white some here that take them ail in ail, the striking
sort of a statement which would have been trackmen are as fine a body of men as
sIgned by these two gentlemen, and if that you eau find 1-n tuy country. but it Is un-
had been done, no doubt a settlement wouldfortunate that
have been arrived at. If we are to have or two Men Who assume to direct their
this question brought up- In the House al- action. What has been the history o!
most every alternate day for the purpose of!strIkes? I venture to say that tlire-
urging the Goverument to effeet a settle- fourths of the tramps iu canada and te
ment, would It not be better that the Prime United States are tramps because they
Minister should take the imatter In hand, were at one lme strikers. They Iost their
and if the right hon. gentleman does so, postions when they went on str&ke, others
Conservatives and Reformers alike In this took their places, and although the lend
country w1ll give hlm all the credit he de- centres continue to draw their pay, the
serves. unfortunate men were forced to travel from

centre to centre lookiug for work, until
Mr. SAM. HUGHES (North Victoria). I faint and heart-sore, tley gave up hope

may state, Mr. Speaker, that coming as I and becare a burden on the comminity.
do from a Tailway town, a1though I have lt was my privilege to be on -the staff ride
not many railway men ln my constituency, between Toronto and Hamilton during the
my synpathies are largely wdth the railway Queens Rirthday week, and -1 told many
men, in relation to their request for an o! these-men whom 1 cnet that If they went
increase of their wages, and their request baek to %vork aud asked the leader of the
to get pay for overtime. I am, in fact, Goverment and the leader o! the ppo-
with the men In everything but their action sition to anefflate a better f»lution co-ald
in going on strike. I have always been be brought about thauld possibly be
opposed to strikes of any description, be- obt&lned by their remaing on strike.
cause I feel it is dangerous to the com- Again, 1 recommend to the heads of the
munIty that a 4large body of organîzed strikers' ergtnlzation that course. I know,
worklngmen should be ordered to strike, Sir, that there are not 5 per cent o! the
and thus paralyze the business of the coun- men who wouM not rather bat worthn

MrMIGRM.DosNheho.Aenlea
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on strike, and I know that if the !eaders
of the organization adopt my suggestion,
bef'nre three weeks are over the men will
be in a better position ithan they otherwise
would be. While the position of some few
nay be lnproved by the strike, I say that
a large number of these men will never
get back to the positions they have recently
left if they persist In con.tinuing on strike.
I know the feelings of the heads of the
com-upany towards the men. and I know they
have the greatest sympathy wilth the men.
It lias been charged against the company
that they do not leok after the interests of
Catadians, but I couki point to several
Catnad:ans who have been sent across the
Une 1y the company to occupy high posi-
tions on the Ohicago and Grand Trunk Rail-
way. and I know on the other hand that
very few Yankees have been brought In
here. Mark you, I have every sympathy
with the men, and I have in the past taken
occasion to have their pay Increased, ahd
I shall be glad to do so again, but I stand
here to-night to condemn in the strongest
manner possible anything that savors of a
strike until all other means fail. With all
due deference to the leaders of this strike,
I do not think they exhausted every other
resource, ailthough of course I may ihave
been misinformed as to that. I -igain
make the suggestion that the leaders of
tiis strike should order the men back to
work, and that they should ask the leader
of the Governnent and the leader of the
Opposition to act as intermediarles between
the men and the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. If that be done, I venture to
say that a satIsfactory settlement wIll be
arrived at In very short order.

Mr. GEO. McHUGH (South Victoria). I
feel a strong Interest in this matter, Mr.
Speaker, for I believe It is a question whlch
concerns more than the two struggling par-
tIes to the Issue, because the travelling pub-
lie as well are very much Interested. I
might say in reference to the Grand Trunk
Railway Company that I have a very
strong sympathy wdIth it. It is the only
rallway system that passes through the
section of the country whlch I bave the
honour to represent ; it has done us a very
good service, and I should not like to see
any barriers placed in the way of its con-
tinuing to render that good service ; I know
well many of the employees who are out on
strike ; I know they are hard-working, hon-
est, Industrious men, and I know that they
have given good and faithful service to their
employers. I know also that It was because
they felt that the wages they were recelv-
Ing were searcely adequate toe support them-
selves and their familles that caused them
te go out on strike, and It was
not any mere matter of sentiment.
I would like to ee both sides of this House
treat this matter, not from a poltical point
of vlew, but as a matter that very much
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concerns the people of this country. I take
for granted that any bon. gentleman who
occupies a seat in this House bas more or
less influence with the railway element in
the section from which he comes. They
look to 1im at times for advice ; and If
both sides used their advice ln an effort to
bring about a conciliatory settlement of this
diIliculty, I think the result would be more
likely to be brought about than If one party
or the other tried to make political capital
out of It. The right hon. the Premier said
to-day that he had the matter in band
and was trying to bring about a settlement
until he thought the matter was taken out
of his hands. This Is one of those unfor-
tunate thiigs that sometimes happen, when
people. in acting from the best of motives,
make a fatal mistake. If both parties took
hold of this question, without any desire
to gain a political advantage the one over
the other, but simply wlth the object of
dolng what was ln the best interests of
the country, I belleve they could do a great
deal towards hringing about a settlement of
this unfortunate affair; and if they do that,
I an sure the two struggling parties will
very much appreciate their action. I do
not wish to detain the House any longer.
I know that the question has been discussed,
perhaps more than It should have been. but
I thought that before the discussion closed.
I would say just a word on behalf of these
men, who I think cannot be blamed by any
person for havIng gone out In the hope, net
of tieing up the railway, but of betterlng
their condition. We all must admit that the
pittance they were recelving was not suffi.
eient to support themselves and their fami-
lies, and, whether they have been mIstaken
or not. I am sure that this House and this
country will sympathize with them in their
efforts.

Motion negatived.

QUARANTINED IMMIGRANTS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I would like to ask the Government whe.
ther they have any information in respect
to the steamshlp "Lake Huron," whIeh la
said to be detaIned at Grosse Iole wita
1,000 Doukhobors on board, among whom
two cases of small-pox broke out yesterday
and eleven to-day ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). The only Information I have ls
what I have just been told by the hou. Min-
Ister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher), who I am
sorry Is not ln his seat. The ship is de.
tained with small-poi on board, but te what
extent I have no Information.

RECIPROCITY BETWEEN THE UNITED
STATES AND THE BRITISH WEST

INDIES.

Mr. N. C. WALLACE (West York). Be.
fore the Orders of the Day are called, I
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would like to call the attention of the right
hon. First Minister to some despatches that
have appeared in the Chicago "Record."
There is one dated Washington, D.C., May
31, which says:

All of the British colonies in America--
Meaning the West Indian and South Amer-
ican colonies-
-are about to send agents to the United States
to negotiate reciprocity treaties, and the first
delegation is expected this week. This Is done,
of course, with the consent of the mother coun-
try, which claims the right to control and con-
duct all relations between her colonies and for-
eign countries, and Mr. Tower, charge d'affaires
of Great Britain in Washington, will be present
at the interviews to represent the person of Her
Graclous Majesty Queen Victoria. No attem't
wIll be made to apply the reciprocity section of
the Dingley Tariff Bill.

Then it goes on to say that the matters
that will come up will be the duties on
ihose produets which Canada supplies to a
considerable extent to the British West In-
dies, and which Canada can still further
supply. It says:

One of the most important concessions to be
demanded will be a reduction In the duty on
flour. In Jamaica it is 8s., or $2 a barrel ; ln St.
Vincent, Grenada, 4s.; in St. Lucia, Barbados, St.
Kitt's and British Gulana, It Is 4s. 2d. In the
Virgin Islands, Antigua and Dominica it la 59.,
with 12J per cent ad valorem additional. lu
Honduras it 18 2s. Id.; ln the Bahamas 29. 6d.,
wIth 10 per cent ad valorem; ln Turk's Island
3s. 9d.; In Trinidad 39. 4d., and ln Montserrat It
is 2s.
Now, there has been a good deal of disens-
sion in the press and elsewhere about a
proposed alliance or annexation of the West
Indian possessions, or some of them, te
Canada, and I would like to know whether.
In the face of the conferences that are being
held between the Government of the United
States and these colonies, the Government
of the Dominion of Canada are watehIng
these proceedings, and whether they have
taken any steps in connection with them
ln the interest of Canada, or whether they
propose to do so. In my opinion, If a reci-
procity treaty be made with the United
States, it wIl be most injurious to the In.
terests of this Dominion. The British West
Indies and the British possessions In South
America-

The PRIME MINISTER. Order.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. mem.

ber cannot make a discussion now.

Mr. WALLACE. I was calling the atten-
tion of the House to an important matter.
If It is necessary, Mr. Speaker, I will con.
clude with a motion.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman would have no right to move a mo-
tion now.

Mr. WALLACE. Why?
Mr. WALLACE.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Because a
similar motion has just been dealt with.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
But other business intervened.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. No.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The question
raised by my hon. friend Is a very Important
one, and If he makes a brief statement, I am
sure the House would not be disposed to
press the rule.

The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gen-
tleman has made his statement.

Mr. WALLACE. I just call the attention
of the Government to this matter. I do not
wish to discuss it further than to say that It
is the duty of the Government to watch
close'ly the trend of affairs there, and to see
that the interests of Canada are proteeted.

The PRIME MINISTER. We are watch-
ing closely the interests of Canada ln that
respect. So far as the Government are con-
cerned, we have recelved no information
whatever of the statement eontaIned in the
newspaper from which my hon. friend has
just read.

INQUIRY FOR RETURN.

Mr. J. A. GILLIES (Richmond). Before
the Orders of the Day are called, I wish to
call the attention of the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies) to
the Incomplete state of a return whieh be
promised to this House some time ago, and
which he laid on the Table a few evenings
ago. I refer to the papers connected with the
dismissal of a fIlshery offileer in my county,
Mr. Lenoir. The principal paper on that fie
L an allaged report of the Commissioner of
Fisheries, Prof. Prince. In the return fur-
nished to me, there is no report from Prof.
Prince. There Is a memorandum which
cannot be properly designated as a report.
It la headed as follows :-" Report from the
Commissioner of Fisheries to the Minister
as to the record of fishery offieSr Lenoir."
Then what purports to be the report says:
" Lenoir's record not satisfactory." There
Is no date te thls or signature, and it ls
evidently no report. I ask, therefore, that
the report upon which the hon. Minister
dIsmissed Mr. Lenoir be furnished to the
lHouse.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The hon.
gentleman is altogether astray. This mat-
ter was brought up last year by Senator
Miller, who thoroughly examined Into It,
and took thé trouble te come to the depart-
ment and see all the papers. The hon. gen-
tleman has every paper In the record.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEr.
There le no report.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not know what you
would call a report. There is a statement
given by Professor Prince to me. that Lenoir
was not an efficient offieer. That Is all there
was.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There Is no signature to it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. GILLIES. This is fnot a report.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I do not know what the hon.
gentleman calls a report. That is the re-
port given me by Mr. Prince. and on that
report Lenoir was dismissed.

Mr. GILLIES. Do I understand the Min.
Ister to say, that the paper I have in my
hand, containing simply these words : "The
record of Lenoir not satisfactory," without
any signature or date, is the only report he
has from the fishery commissioner, Profes.
sor Prince ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is all there is.

Mr. GILLIES. Ai
Lenoir was dismissed.

.nd upon that report

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Precisely.

Mr. GILLIES. We will have something
to say on this, when the hon. gentleman
gets to his estimates. If that is the way he
governs his department, I am not at all sur-
prised at the indignation of the public.

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE-AP-
PEALS FROM THE CHAIRMAN.

On motion of the Minister of Railways
and Canals, that the House resolve itself
again into conîmttee on Bill (No. 138) to
confirm an agreement entered Into by Her
Majesty with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada for the purpose of se-
euring the extension of the Intercolonial
Railway system to the clty of Montreal,

M3r. DEPUTY SPEAKER said : With the
permission of the House, before we proceed
with the consideration of this Bil, 1
would like to make a full statement, in view
of what occurred last night.

With the vlew of preventing any such
misunderstanding with respect to the pro-
cedure on the questions that arose during
yesterdays sittings In Committee of the
Whole, and on the appeal to the House from
the decision of the Chairman of the commit-
tee. I may state that I have referred to the
authorities on such subjecte, and find the
following rules laid down authoritatively :-

1. If the committee wishes assistance or ln-
ftrmation on a point of procedure which they
are in doubt, or on which the chairman bas not

expressed or does not wish to express an opin-
ion, they may ask the advice of the Speaker.
But, as a rule of practice, the chairman alone ls
responsible for the business of the comrnlttee,
and no appeal can be made from his decision on
a point of procedure except to the House.-(Mr.
Speaker Brand, " Blackmore's Decisions," p. 21,
"Bourinot's Parliamentary Procedure," p. 483.)

2. In the former case, where the committee
refers to the Speaker for advice, progress is re-
p5rted on motion duly made, and when the
Speaker bas given his advice, the committee re-
sunes in accordance with the regular practice
of the House.--(Bourinot, Idem, p. 483.)

3. In case of an appeal to the House, there
is no such motion made, but the chairman leaves
the Chair immediately, and refers the point In
dispute to the Speaker, so that the House may
decide thereon.-(Bourinot, Idem. p. 482 and
note, Rule 76 of the House.)

4. If the Speaker is absent, and the Deputy
Speaker has to take the Chair In case of such an
appeal, it is in accordance with regular practice
of the Canadian as well as English Commons, for
a member to take the Chair of the committee for
the moment, and make the report of appeal to
the Deputy Speaker, who will thereafter submit
the cuestion to the House for a final decision.-
(May. 191 ; Bourinot, Idem, p. 482 and note p.
4S7.)

Motion agreed to. and the House resolved
itself into committee.

I. C. R. EXTENSION TO MONTREAL-
AGREEMENT WITH THE G. T. R.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. FOSTER. I asked last night for the
basis on which the hon. Minister arrived at
the $140,000 which he pays as a sort of ren-
tal. The hon. gentleman was looking over
his papers in order to get those estimates,
but some other question arose, and he did
not give the committee that information.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I knew that I had
given the special committee a full, detailed
statement, which hon. gentlemen will find
in the report of that committee, but was not
able at the moment to lay my hands on the
precise page. It wIll be found on page 11
of the report. fiied as exhibit No. 15. being
the statement furnished to me in February,
1897, by the chief engineer, giving his views
as to what would be a reasonable amount
for the Government to pay for the use of
the station and terminals. He makes up the
amount in this way, and.I will read his esti-
mate to the committee. He has estimated
that these 4 miles of railway-that would be 4
miles of the terminals which we are to use-
might fairly be called our portion, not, as
he and I understood it, that we are
to imply that there were any particular
4 miles which we would use of the many
miles constituting these terminale; fnot that
we would be limited to the use of any 4
miles of them, for they would all be open
to us-but that, as a means of arrivIng at an
estimate of a fair rentai, It would not be
unreasonable to aseribe to the use by the
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Government 4 miles of those terminal lines
of railway. He put this at $20,000, and
took one-half of that amount, $160,000. He
estimated that there would be 101 acres of
land for terminals at $2 per superficial foot,
$871.200. The passenger station. if we were
starting toQ build, would cost $100.000, and
the Grand Trunk, for the purpose of this
calculation, paying one-half, that would
amount to .50,000. Then. for tracks, at $4,-
500 per mile, $18.000 ; freight sheds, $30,000;
engine-house, $30,000; proportion of work-
shops, $30,000; sundries, $50,000, a total of
$1.239,200. which, at 5 per cent, would re-
pres.ent $61,960 per annum.

nhe anount claimed by the Grand Trunk
Railway, as the value of the proportion of
the terminals that the Intercolonial Rail-
way would use, was $62,500. Then, a fur-
ther statement was prepared by the chief
engineer in the same month. February, 1897,
and was furnished to me. I will refer to a
memorandum containing the statement
which appeared at pages 13 and 14 of the
Report of the Drumniond County Commis-
sion :

The cost of the construction of this bridge---
That is, the Victoria bridge.
-was, I think, $10,000,000. It could probably
now be completed for $6,000,000.

For the use of this bridge by the Intercolonial
Railway, a fair rentai would appear to be about
$60,000 per annum.
Those who recail the actual figures, will
remember that, If you divide the $140.000
in three sections we would give practically
$4<.000 for the use of the' bridge. Accom-
panying and forming part of this memo. was
an estimate of tolls over the Niagara bridge.
on the basis of the number of passengers.
number of locomotives, and so on. making a
total of $247.50 per day. This. multIplied by
313 days, gives a total of $77,467.50. Such
is the calculation he made for my use,
applying the figures on the basis of the
rates which now obtain, and had obtained,
over the Niagara River bridge, which, as
the chief engineer stated, and which ap-
peared the other night ln the statement of
the hon. member for Lincoln and Niagara
(Mr. Gibson), to be, I think It was. one-
thirteenth of the length of the Victoria
bridge. These are the two statements.

Mr. FOSTER. So, what my bon. friend
has taken, as the basis of his calculation, is
to estimate the cost, and take half the cost,
and allow a permanent rental of 5 per cent
on that half.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That Is the principle. but It will
be seen that I have not allowed that always.

Mr. FOSTER. But thit Is the principle. I
would like te. ask the hon. Minlster, how it
Is that the deputy seems In one case to have
taken half the value. and in others the
whole value. For instance, when he esti-

Mr'. BLAIR.

mates the 4 miles of railway at $320,000, he
takes half of that as the amount on which
5 per cent is to be pald. But when you
come to 10 acres of land for terminals, the
who)le arount is put Jn and 5 per cent cal-
culated upon it. In the same way. with all
the other things, except the passenger sta-
tions. Se, except for the passenger station
and the 4 miles of railway-I suppose, frorn
the bridge to Bonaventure station-nothing
Is divided.

The MINISTER: OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster)
will observe that this statement contains an
estimate of 10 acres. Of course, one at all
familiar with the character of the terminals,
would know that it would be Impossible to
lay down the tracks for the varlous descrip.
tions of traffic upon such a limited acreage
as that. This Is, of course, largely, if not
altogether, a matter of conjecture, not at
all easy to figure upon. But this was, at
all events, the mode which the chief engin.
eer adopted, according to his best judgment
in forming an opinion as to what these ren-
ials might reasonably be.

Mr. POSTER. Did my hon. frlend ever
contemplate the view, that, having made
your valuation-however at hap-hazard it
seems to be made, and without principle,
and because half is taken in some respects,
and the whole is taken In others-it would
have been much cheaper for the Govern-
ment, If they once ascertained the cost on
which they were to pay interest for ninety-
nine years, Instead of paying an exhorbitant
interest of 5 per cent, for the Government
to borrow the money and pay it over. seeing
that they can borrow at 2J per cent, or a
little more than balf of 5 per cent'? This
would save an immense amount in the
course of ninety-nine years.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANP
CANALS. Such a mode of effecting an
agreement would not have been practicable.

Mr. FOSTER. Why not?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I could furnIsh the hon. gentle-
man with more than one reason ; but one,
I think, will satisfy the commIttee. It would
not have been open for the Goverument to
buy from the Grand Trunk the privilege of
using the terminals and paying cash. repre-
senting the capital value at the rate of inter-
est agreed. We could not do it. lu vlew of
the mortgage obligations of the company, la
such a way as to relieve the property from
these obligations. I at once admit. there is
not much practical danger of the encum-
brance on the company's property belng fore-
elosed : sti. we should have been unable to
cone to Parliament and defend ourselves
against the criticisms that the hon. gentle-
man and his frIends would have offered.
That was entirely out of the question.

Mr. FOSTER. The ground upon which 1
understand te hon. gentleman to say, that
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this course, not the other, was pursued, is,!
that these terminals and buildings are
under mortgage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, mortgage after mortgage.

Mr. POSTER. But, if the Minister would
be in danger of having this foreclosed, under
the terms I suggest, he runs the same risk
under the arrangement he has made. But
the hon. gentleman has bound himself to
pay $2.500 a year for ninety-nine years, and
he has nor lifted the mortgage. The mort-
gage remains exactly as it was.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman has not, I
think, as clear an apprehension of the diffi-
eulties which I am trying to point out as he
would have if he were a professional man.
We do not have to face the possibility of a
foreclosure of these mortgages because we
are only under obligation to pay rent from
year to year. The moment that any legal
procedure were taken to foreclose these
mortgages. and the Grand Trunk Railway
ceases to be in a position to continue us in
the possession of the property, our obliga-
tions to pay rent ceases. our lease is at an
end. We are not called upon to pay one mo-
ment longer than the Grand Trunk Railway
Is in a position to continue to us the use of
their property in accordance with the terms
of the lease.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not suppose my hon.
friend contemplated that as an eventuality.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not, I do not thInk that
wnaald be likely to occur. But this I do
know, that we would be laughed to scorn, not
by the hon. gentleman alone but by every
member of this House, if we had come to
Parliament wlth any sueh proposition as to
purchase the terminal rights. We would
bave been asked the question : How Is it that
you undertook to pay fthe capitalized value of
this property to a company whose property
Is subjeet to mortgage. when to-morrow you
are liable to be deprived of the use of that
)property ? You parted wli thils enormous
sum of money, $4,000,000, represented by
these rentals. and you have not a thing to
show for it. Why, I would have been asbam-
ed, and Parliament would have been asham-
ed. of any such transaction. My hon. friend
will see that there was only one way in
whch, under exIsting circumstances. we
could have acquired securely and safely the
right to use this property, and that was by
paying a rental for it, a fixed annual amount
for the time that we may be allowed to oc-
cupy it under our lease.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend did not do
that, because there was no legal diffleulty In
the way, otherwIse the assumption is that
he would have taken that method, and, con-
sequently would have saved to the country

the difference between $36,000 a year and
$62.500 a year, in perpetuity, you May say.
I think that Is a fair Inference. Now, 1
want to put this question to the hon. gen-
tleman : If there was merely this legal ques-
tion in the way, why did not the hon. gentle.
man make this bargain with the Grand Trunk
Railway upon this basis : There is a valua-
tion, you agree to it, and I will agree to it,
and I will pay you the current rate of in-
terest thereon. ·that is, the rate at which the
Government can get money. If the hon.
gentleman had done that, he would have
made exactly the same saving, and the In-
ference is that he did not do It because of
the legal difficulty which the mortgages lin-
pending upon the property placed In his way.
There is no reason why the hon. gentleman
should, for perpetulty, pay 5 per cent upon
one-half of the large valuation of these pro-
perties. Although the lease Is only for 99
years. It Is practically In perpetuity. Well,
the credit of- the country is improvlng, 50
years from now It may be better than It is,
and 100 years from now,, still better. But
without anticipating any better credit. at the
present time money Is worth 2 per cent;
yet my hon. friend for 99 years pledges him-
self to pay 5 per cent interest on this great
valuation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman is not draw-
ing a logical conclusion from the facts as
they exist. He does not Imagine that Ir
rested with us to say what the Grand Trunk
Railway should accept. It did not rest with
us to say what the Grand Trunk Railway
Company shnould dispose of these privileges
for. True. it rested witli us whether we
would give the amount which the Grand
Trunk Railway Company exacted. The
bon. gentleman's inference is that it was
In our power to go to the Grand Trunk
Rallway Company and tell them: We are
prepared to give you so much, we are pre-
pared to give you a rental upon what we
consider to be a fair value for such propor-
tion of that property as we are going to use,
and we put that rental at such a rate of In-
terest as we choose to fix, and you must ac-
cept it. The hon. gentleman ignores the fact
that the Grand Trunk Railway had resolved
not ·to part with the privileges which we de-
sired to acquire for any less suin than $150,-
000. and that altogether outside of any ques-
tion of the rate of Interest. The very best
reduetion we could secure from them was to
reduce the sum of $140,000. Now, it is en-
tirely immaterial how you figure that out,
whether the ;Grand Trunk Railway were to
get 5 per cent upon a proportionate valuation
such as we make bere, or -whether you make
the valuation higher and the rate of interest
lower. The least sum for which we could
get the prîvilege was $140,000. As I have
sald, we got the amount down until we re-
duced It to $140,000. That was not done by
any process of calculation, but It was the
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result of a good deal of negotiating as to the not bridge themselves by one single facility
inal maximum that the Government would or privilege or bit of the user that they will

be willing to pay. Finally the Grand Trunk make of these terminals. Then the hn.
Railway cane to the conclusion that they gentleman pays for the maintenance on the
would accept that amount, but not one basis of user. When the bargain first came
farthing less. You have got to look at the down it was a bargain very much barder
question from this general aspect, look at than this. The points will be brought out
all these privileges and their enormous value as we go through it. We have brought out
to us. I say that you cannot estimate wlthin one of them already. The Grand Truuk
many millions what the value of that pro-' Railway Company, which set its foot dowu,
perty Is. Of course. we are only golng to and which would not take one cent less,
use a small share of It relatively with the: actually bas given to the hon. gentlemin,
Grand Trunk Railway, and it is not worth under Senatorial pressure, the sum of $6.000
so much to us as to them. but we are getting a year in perpetuity. That is a neat and
it at a price which. I think, no man can gain- handsome sum. Then there is the 5 per cent
say is a reasonable and fair price. We are section, to which we will come by and by.
getting the use of splendid facilities. of mag- in which a very material change bas been
nificent terminals, of all that we could desire 'made. What I want to call the attention of
In order to get into the city of Montreal, and the committee and of the country to is this:
we are getting it at a gross capitalized value; There were twu parties to be benefiteG,
off $4.00,000, figured out at the rate of 5 per and the Grand Trunk having those expen-
eent per annum. Before the committee the sire terminals there with these facilities for
other night, going over all these different the use of which tbe hon. Minister was
provisions which constitute the whole series bound to pay-a mortgage as he says, al-
of railways that we are acquiring, I put a though that does not make any difference-
fair and reasonable valuation upon them. the Grand Trunk Railway Company Is get-
You can absolutely throw away millions even ting the use, without the abridgement of
then, and after you have dropped these mil- one single bit of these facilities, and in addi-
lions froni the fair and reasonable value of tion to the use $140,O0 a year based on the
the whole. yod have then got only 3 per cent valuation of one-half of that with an inter-
upon $4.500,O0. ilest rate off 5 per cent per year. What I

Mr. FOSTER. My bon. friend constitutes think tbe hon. Minister should have done
himself a splendid advocate off the Grand was not to accept the valuation which the
Trunk Railway authorities when be goes to Grand Trunk made, not to undertake to pay
make a bargain with them on behalf of the for a user which he did not need, one-half
country. Thie Grand Trunk Railway, pro- when uthe user was only 5 per cent. He
bably. iknew the gentleman with whom they wouid have good reason for saying: I
liad to deal. Instead of going as the repre- wll pay you interest at the rate at which
sentative of the people of Canada, he seems ihe Goverument can get this money for. If
to have gone rather as the advocate of the he had dune su he would have saved the
Grand Trunk Railway Itself. There was no difference between $36,000 and $62,500 a
difficulty in mnaking a bargain. The hon. year, and in 99 years he would have saved
gentleman stated that he could not make any an immense sum to this country.
better bargain. and It Is flot on record thatlbette rgainmake rnotbetter barg an The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
It is not on record that he tried to make CANALS. I have had occasion to make
a better bargain, and be plumes himself be- several statements on this subject. I have
cause in the whole transaction he just got stated to the House on every such occasion
$10.000 a year off the amount that was for- that I had an opportunity that these nego-
merly asked. Is It that the Grand Trunk tiations occupied a good deal of time, that 1
Railway Companysets Its foot down and' devoted my best attention to them with the
gays : We will take that or nothing. The i1assistance of my officers. I approached the
hon. Minister says that the facilities of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in respect
Grand Trunk Rallway Company are large: to it in the moesanest and sincere and de-
there is no doubt about that. The fact that voted way, thestandpoint of the publi fInter-
the hon. Minister gets an entry by this rail- est, the best arrangement I could for the
way and gets a 5am per cent user of thee country. I have stated that. I need not re-
t al ndoges not pbrdgen se ota thee- peat iL. Whether the bon. gentleman (Mr.terminass dues n tt abridge one Iota the r eaun Foster) aceepts that statement or not Is tofit ofthee terminais to the Grand Trunk me-I wish to say to him now-a matter en-Railay.Thefac tha th ho. ~tlrely Immaterial. I bave put the statementpays for the maintenance besides ail this, befure Parliament, I have put It before the
does not compel the Grand Trunk t eountry. andI1am content to leave the resait
abridge, to the least possible extent, any counr.adIa otnolaeterslofrtheprivilegesorthe share tnte Grd of the negotiations as they are embodied laof the privileges or the share that the GrandTh the contract, as evidence which will, I thlnk,Trunk has off these terminal falties. They apy support my action l the matter. I
Tkhave allpetheus ofe thalue;roperand r'epeat again, whiat I said a moment ago,
they haet 10,0 tin cs ofore thatoey ado that It is perfectly ie to talk about gettingthe ge $40.00lu as fo wiehthy d jthe use off this property from the Grand

Mr. BLAIR.



[JUNE 7, 1899]

Trunk Railway Company on the basis of
any valuation we chose to put upon it and
agreeing to pay them at the rate of 3 per
cent a year. The Grand Trunk Railway
Company would not dream of it. I started
in the first instance with what they thought
too low an amount. I told the Grand Trunk
Rail way Company that it ought to be done
for about $110,000. They would not dreain
of it. They told me there was no use of
talking about it. I went up a little. and they
came dow'i and we got together at $140.000.
At one point it was a question whether or
fnot the negotiations should terminate, and
the whole arrangement be at an end.

Mr. CLANCY. Will the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) permit me to ask if, when these
negotiations took place, with the Grand
Trunk Railway Company, the hon. gentle-
man had committed himself to the purchase
of the Drummond County Railway or was It
afterwards ?

The MINISTFR OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, Sir; the Government were
not committed, in the remotest degree, to
elther of these propositions until we knew
with confilence that we could carry them
both out.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman occu-
pies a still less defensive position than if he
lhad the excuse of saying that. having been
committed to the purchase of the Drum-
mond County Railway, he found himself
in the hands of the Grand Trunk.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID
CANALS. I said nothing of the sort.

Mr. CLANCY. My hon. friend says that
he was not in that position. It makes his
position all the less defensible than if he
could plead so paltry an excuse. The hon.
gentleman with his eyes opened. and not
committed to any seheme, went into this ar-
rangement with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. He has admitted that he could
make no better terms. The hon. gentleman
lad the other alternative, and that was not
to touch it at all. Then the hon. gentleman
himself was in doubt. He said that he de-
clared to the Grand Trunk that about
$110.000 would be ample.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I said nothing of the kind.

Mr. CLANCY. Did n ot the hon. gentle.
man commence with that proposition with
the Grand Trunk Railway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Certainly, I trIed to make the
best trade I could. I trIed to get the rail-
way for the least rental, just as any business
man would do in purchasing a plece of pro-
perty. I did not jump at the proposition of
the Grand Trunk the moment they presented
it, and say, Yes, we will take that. There
was a great difference of opinion. and during

the negotiations there were two or three
occasions when they came nearly ceasing
altogether.

Mr. CLANCY. I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman what was the basis of the
calculation of making $110,000 offer to the
Grand Trunk ? Was It a simple gamble,
to use an expression employed by the hon.
member himself ; was It a mere gamble ?
The hon. gentleman declares that he went
cver $110,000 without taking into consider-
ation anything rather than whether the
Grand Trunk Railway would take that sum
or no t. He declares that there was a pro-
perty of immense value belonglng to the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, but he las
fa iled to state, that while It was valued by
the Grand Trunk Railway Company It had
not that value to the people of Canada who
are asked to make this vast expenditure
for the purpose of carrylng out the hon.
gentleman's scheme. It does seem that the
more the hon. gentleman discusses this ques-
tion the more does It become apparent that
be had set his mind upon carrying out this
scheme, and that no matter what objection-
able features there were to that scheme. he
was bound to go through with it. Under
these circumstances I do not think that the
people of Canada will be disposed to take
that view of it. In the first place the hon.
gentleman has not shown that it was neces-
sary to entertain a certain offer and the
bon. gentleman has no justification for the
ground that it was necessary for hlm to
come to such terms as the Grand Trunk
would exact f rom him. Suppose the Grand
Trunk Railway asked the Minister for $200.-
000 would he have acceded to that ?

Thle MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will draw an inference. The Grand Trunk
Railway offered to take $156,000, and they
did not get it. It Is not reasonable to ask,
would I give $200,000 when I would not
give $156,000.

Mr. CLANCY. Would the negotiations
have ended there if they refused to come
down, and would the whole scheme have
fallen through ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It would.

Mr. CljANCY. Then, if the Minister's
last limit was $140,000, he must have had
some basis to guide him in that, -and he
should have stated db to 'the House.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). 'I understood
from the Minister last night that certain
returns iad been laid on the Table, but
I have been unable to procure them so far.

The MINISTER OF IUiLWAYS AND
CANAfLS. They were In the hands of the
ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggart).

3fr. BORDEN (Halifax). I spoke to the
hon, gentleman (Mr. Haggart) about it, and
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I spoke to the ex-Mdnister of Finance (Mr
Foster) about it, but they state that the
documents referred to did not contain the
information I asked for. This agreement
provides that the cost of maintenance shal
be fixed on proportionate user, and that re
turns shall be made for that purpose. These
returns would readlly disclose to this com
mittee what -the proportionate user Is. I
think the hon. gentleman stated that the
user of the Intercolonlal Railway was about
5 per cent conpared with the Grand Trunk
Railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The statement which I laid
on the Table shows a percentage larger
than that. I think it averages 20 or 25
per cent. it varies, of course, by reason
of the clrcumstanees whieh wouid be d4s-
closed in the return which I brought down.

Mr. BORDEN (Hahlfax). Do I under-
stand from my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) that
the relative proportion is about 20 per cent,
or one-fifth ?

The MINSTER OF :RA!ILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, i th.ink it fully amounts
to that with the business we are dolng.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Of course, my
hon. friend will bear ln mind that it is only
a small portion of the terminale which is
being used by the Intercolonial Railway,
or will be used for a great many years.

The MINOISTER F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It will be used in a sense just
as much as a terminal as if we were doing
ten times the business. We have to go
over the tracks, but we do not go over them
as often as If we did a larger business.

3r. BORDEN (Halifax). I think it might
be well to bear in mind what Mr. Waln-
wright stated about this. He deposed before
the cominttee.

By Mr. Borden:
Q. Your use of these terminals would be very

much larger than anytilng the Intercolonial
could make ?-A. Certainly.

Q. What proportion ?-A. That would depend
upon the business they do. The position is this :
the agreement provides that we have the use of
those terminals in common. I have shown in
this plan that it involves the use of 40 miles of
sidings, feight sheds, round-houses and all ap-
purtenances. It is very much like going to a
man who owns a palace, with my wife, having
married, and asking him to give me his whole
house. Of course, I can only use one room, butln a few years there may be a large family. Ido not know what proportion will be our use and
what will be theirs.

Q. How long do you think it wll take thisIntercolonial to have a family large enough to
occupy this palace of the terminals ?-A. I think
it wilflnot take them long, and I thlnk the pro-
position to extend the road te Montreal la one of
those things that will add materially to the
traffBe.

Q. You have something of an Idea of the busi-
ness that came over the Intercolonial before they
connected with Montreal ?-A. Tes.

Mr. BORDEN (Hailfax).

Q. You have an Idea of the relative proportion
which your business at Montreal bears to that
business ?-A. Well, it is very large, of course,
in comparison.

Q. Could you give any Idea of the proportion?
-A. No, because it varies materially.
The family does not seem to have Increased
very largely during the past year. i am
a Iittle surprised that the proportion should
be so large as 20 per cent, because 3r.
Wainwright would not undertake to say
that the use would be one one-hundredth.
This is Mr. Wainwrlght's evidence:

By Mr. Haggart :
Q. Is it a 100th ?-A. I would not like to make

a positive statement. While they have in com-
mon the use of these facilities they only pay
according to wbeelage.

Q. Are there any other roads that have the
use of your terminals in Montreal beside the
Intercolonial ?-A. The roads that are running
Into Montreal, of course, with cars-
It Is unfortunate that we have not the
return which my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) did
lay upon the Table, as he says, but whIch I
have not been able to obtain access to.

Mr. FOSTER. The ex-Minlster of Rail.
ways (Mr. Haggart) had these papers, I
had them, and the hon. member for West-
moreland (Mr. Powell) had them as well.
They came into our hands as we were at
tha time making some criticisms and investi-
gations. Now, there was nothing in these
papers at all to show what my hon. friend
(Mr. Borden) wanted, and what we have
asked for repeatedly, namely, that during
the months whicn the Intercolonial Rail-
way has been using these terminals, and
the Grand Trunk Railway as well, what
proportion existed between the two users.
For instance, if there are a thousand cars
of the Grand Trunk Railway that used
these terminals for a certain length
of time, but only one hundred cars
of the Intercolonial Railway used them,
then we could get the pr>portion. The
Minister gave us the amount we paid for
user, but that does not answer the question
of My hon. friend at all. It Is as
wide from It as it possibly can be. The
only way in which the question of com-
parative user can be concluded is to let
us know just what has been the propor-
tionate user by the Grand Trunk %adlway
and by the Intercolonial Railway during the
nine or ten months they have been operat-
Ing it together. The return my hon. friend
did not bring down. What he brought
down was the amount the Intercolonial
Railway has paid, but that does not show
the propoption of user.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID
CANALS. I think the hon. gentleman wiU
see, on reference to the question asked by
the bon. member for Halifax (.Mr. Borden),
and on reference to the Journals of the
'Iouse, that the return asked for by th ehon.
gentleman was -brought down; and just as

4563 4564



[JUNE 7, 1899]

he asked for it. I handed the memo. to my
officer; lie procured the information as I
suppose, and placed it in my hand, and I
brought it to the House and laid it on the
Table. WhIle I did so, I am free to confess
that the statement was not worked oui
month by month in such detail as the hon.
member now asks for. It gave the pay-
ments of the different months, and the
amiount was totalled.

Mr. FOSTER. Of money simply. Does
not my bon. friend see that that does not
give us the total user ·by the Grand Trunk
Railway of these terminals for that time ?
It simply gives us what we were charged
for our use during that time. We cannot
get at the truth in any other way than by
getting the user of the Intercolonial Rail-
way on the one hand, and the user of the
Grand Trunk Railway on the 'other, so that
we can compare the two.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have never brought in the in-
formation ln the form in which the hon. gen-
tieman bas statedi It. The way this mat-ter is
disposed of i this. The Grand Trunk makes
out its claim month by month, and, before
settling the account finally, the general man-
ager sends up his auditor, who goes over
the Grand Trunk books and ascertaIns whe-
ther the amount that bas been charged, is
accurate or otherwIse. There are some
considerable sums, which I know, from
statements I have recelved, are still ln dis-
pute between the Grand Trunk and our-
se-ves ; but we are not f urnished, nor do
I thin!k the general manager Is furnished,
with a statement from the Grand Trunk
Company of their number of cars, the quan-
tlty of freight, or the number of passengers,
or whatever may be necessary to arrive at
a conclusion. They simply make out their
claim for the money due on account of the
Intercolonial, and the auditor goes through
the books for that month, and verifles the
correctness of the statement.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). My hon. friend
does not seem to understand that I asked
for the information whicb I really did ask
for. I am certain my hon. friend under-
stood it at the time, because I made it so
plain that a ebild couli understand it. I
referred to section 3 and section 3 of this
agreement, and I pointed out that the cost
of maintenance was to be based on the pro-
portion that the combined engine and car
mileage of the Intercolonial trains bore to
the total combined engine and car mileage
running over the joint sections each month :
and I pointed out that, under section 33,
" Her Majesty and the company shall each
furnish to the other promptly, each and
every month, all the Information necessary
to the ascertaining and checking of the
rates, fares, charges, shares of costs and
other returns to be made as under these
presents." So that, if this agreement Is ear-

riedi out, as we must presume it Is, my hon.
friend must have in his department the In-
formation showing precisely what the pro-
portion of the Intercolonial engine and car
mileage Is to the combined engine and car
mileage over those portions of the Grand
Trunk terminals which are used by the In-
tercolonial, and my hon, friend will see that
it is extremely important that we should
have that here.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I would like to see where the Im-
portance of that comes in, unless the hon.
gentleman thinks that the officers of the
Intercolonial are going, with their eyes open.
to pay more money than they ought to pay.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). My hon. friend,
or any other member of this committee,
must see, without any explanation from me,
how extrenely important that Is.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I confess, I do not.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Are we not deal-
Ing here with the question, whether this is
a fair rental or not ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No ; you are dealing with the
principle-with the question, whether it is
fair for one company to contract to pay the
other, which maintains and supplies all the
staff, and keeps the road up, according to
the proportion of business which each does.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Let us not con-
fuse maintenance and rental. I am not find-
ing fault with the basis of maintenance. I
cannot think my hon. friend is really so
ditlicult of comprehension as he seems to be.
I want the proportion of cost of mainten-
anee for the purpose of comparing the user
of the Intercolonial with the user of the
Grand Trunk, and for the purpose of ascer-
taining whether or not $140,000 a year is or
is not a fair rental. Surely, my hon. friend
does net find that so difficult of comprehen-
sion as he seems at first to find it.

The, MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I confess, I cannot see the rele-
vancy of it.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I regret that my
hon. friend cannot. I will go on and see if
I cannot make hlm see the relevancy of It.
I do not despair of doing so. Suppose the
Grand Trunk uses these terminals 1 0 times
as much as the Intercolonial. Then. you
have this state of affairs, that, if the Grand
Trunk were leasing and paying on the basis
of their user, they would be paying 100 times
the $140,000, or $14,000,000. Does not my
hon. friend see that it is most important
to know just what user we are maklng
of these terminals, as compared with the
Grand Trunk Railway ? I think my hon.
friend: should brIng down the information
which I asked for two weeks ago. I pointed
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out the very sections of this agreement a year for a one-hundredth user of these ter-
under which the return was to be made. I minals would be perfectly just on the part of
pointed out to him that bis officers were en- this Government.
titled to receive, and must receive, under The SOLICITOR GENERAL. You are notthe terms of the agreement. at the end of arguing it seriously, because that would beeach month, the precise information I desire. wasting your time and ours.I brouglit that question to the hon. Minis-
ter's attention last night, and lie told me he Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). i an sorry my
had brouglht the information down. hon. friend regards it in that light ; we can-

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND not all of us bring to this matter the ability
CANALS. Did you find the statement1? I and learning of my hou. friend.--
told you I handed it In. The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is not

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I did not find it. ability that is lacking on the part of my hon.
The information I asked for is not there, and '
I looked carefully for it wlth the clerk. Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). -but he should

not, from the height of his knowledge andThe MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND great ability look down upon the humble ef-CANALS. I furnished the statement long forts of hon. gentlemen on this side to throw
ago. some light on the question. We are endea-

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). On that I join vouring, in all serlousness, to show, what
issue with the hon. gentleman. If he wlll re- ought to be apparent to hon. gentlemen oppo.
fer to "lHansard," he will see that I asked site without any argument, that if the Inter-
him exactly for wbat I have asked to-night. l colonial Railway makes only one-hundredti
I pointed out then these two sections, under part of the user of a portion of the terminais
which it is apparent the information must be which the Grand Trunk Railway does, $140,-
In bis department at the end of each month, 000 a year is an absolutely excessive price.
and he said he would bring it down. . If my hon. friend the Solicitor General thinks

W AD this is not a serlous proposition, let him getThe MNISTER 0F RAILWAYSAND up and show that It is not an excessive price,CANALS. I handed the request to my officer under the circumstances. And, perhaps my
at once. hon. friend, the Postmaster General, who

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). If he did, and If seems also to regard this matter from a some-
as the result, we have the document he re. what humorous standpoint, will be goodfers to to-night, he handed to his officer some. enougli to enlighten the committee and show
thing which did not correspond with what I that the argument I am making is not a good
asked. one. I venture to think that any hon. gentle-

man would find it a very difficult propositionThe MINISTR de wRAILWAYSAND to shoxv that if, as the hon. Minister of Rail-
Cways says, this Is to be argued on a basis of

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). About ten days one-hundredth part of the user, $140,000 a
ago. just at the conclusion of a debate upon year is not only an excessive, but an abso-
the Drummond County Railway resolutions. lutely scandalous price. That is the reason

why I asked the Minister of Railways tenTheC INISTE FO RAILWAYS AND days ago to bring down this Information,CANALS. I will look it Up. which we have not yet got, and which, I sup-
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I do not think posed, from his statement last night, had

that I have very much further to say until I been laid on the Table.
get that Information. It seems to me-r BRITTON. Do you not accept the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND hon. Minister's statement when he says thatCANALS. You can argue it on the one per it is nearer 25 per cent than 20 per cent ?cent basis.
Mrn BORDE ,Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I am InformelMr. BORDEN (Halifax). I do not want fo 'by the ex-Minister of Railways (Mr. Hag-do that. I want to argue it on the real basis. gart) that the Minister said to lim in thisThis Is lotan academie discussion, I sup- House that the percentage was about 5 perPoseg, aitogether. I cent. He said that to me only to-day, and I
The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz- venture to submit to my hon. friend fron

patrick). It Is only twenty after eleven. ilngston, who is a reasonable man, that
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).I dowihen I asked for this Information ten days
whatr y BON (rifmas by t ot knw ago and the Minister of Raliways told me hewat my hon. frend means by thatwouldbring It do-wn, and when I was In-
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hour Is formed last night , that it had not been

early. brought down, It Is nothing unreasonable .on
my part and nothing to provoke the hiharhtyhr. BORDEN (Ha fax). y hon. friend of hon. gentlemen opposite, to inquire why itthe Solcitor General seems to think this la 8'has not been brought down. Does the hon.somewbat humorous phase of the mnatter. member for Kingston think that I am takingie thlnks, I suppose, that to pay $140,00 i any unresonable viewI?

Mr. BORDEN (Halfax).
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Mr. BRITTON. I do not think that the
rent we are to pay for these terminal facili-
ties depends upon the amount of the user.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). It does not de-
pend upon it altogether ?

Mr. BRITTON. Certainly not.
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). It does not de-

pend on It at all?
Mr. BRITTON. I do not think so. If we

get an undivided half of all these terminals,
year after year, the basis of computation as
to the amount we are to pay does not depend
on the anount of user we make of it.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). If my hon. friend
will bear this in mind, he will see to what
bis argument will lead him. If we require
to use simply one mile of those forty miles
of terminals, and If we use that one mile to
the extent only of one-thousandth part of
what the Grand Trunk Railway uses t-

Mr. BRITTON. In that case you would
not have rented it at ail.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax)-his argument
would be exactly the same. Under those cir-
cumstances, we might require to use a part
for the purpose of making connection at
Montreal, and it would be more relevant to
inquire, first, what Is the value of the portion
of those terminals as compared with the re-
mainder ? Second, what user do we make
of that portion as compared wIth the user of
the Grand Trunk Railway ? Both of those
cireumstances, while they would not abso-
lutely control the amount of rental we should
pay, would, nevertheless, be perfectly rele-
vant matter te consider. At all events, they
would Ïbe sufficiently relevant to justify my
asking the MinIster of Railways to brIng
down information upon those points whicb,
under the terms of this agreement, must be
In his possession.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was going to ask my hon.
friend a question, if he will allow me.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Certalnly.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I was going to ask whether it
would be a fair proposition to say that we
would set on one side the amount of user
which the Intercolonial Railway would make
of this railway and its terminals, and on
the other the amount of user whieh the
Grand Trunk could make even if it had a
great deal more business than it bas now ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). May I ask the
hon. Minister to repeat that, as I was in-
terrupted and did not understand him.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was not putting a very serlous
question to my hon. friend (Mr. Borden,
Halifax).

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) takes an interest
in this matter, and I desire to lay before
bI1414'h de.In jmnA t >T i IdAr

1
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i im his respousibility in regaru otux L. I

not think the hon. member eau have retro-
graded so far that he bas no regard for the
pledge of a Minister whom le supports. I
refer te the Minister of Railways and
Canals. We have a perfect right te ask for
the information upon which certain sections
of this agreement is based, information
which it is enacted here shall be furnished te
the Minister of Railways and Canals. Hon.
gentlemen opposite do not seem te think
that we of the Opposition have any right te
the presentation of our views te the country
at all. Leaving all the other points aside,
have we not a right to such information as
will enable us to show our position and the
grounds for it first to Parliament and after-
wards to the country-because the arbitra-
ment must finally rest with the country ?
Our contention is this : You are giving $140,-
000 a year for rental, we want to know the

i proportion of user. This Information must
be In the bands of the Minister if he hap
carried out the agreement under which he
las been working. We asked ten days ago
that this Information should be laid before
the House. The Minister took note of It
and promised to bring the information down.
He was reminded last night that it was
needed for the discussion of this schedule.
and replied that he had laid It upon tie
Table. We come now to this conclusion, and
my hon. friend for North Wellington will
not dispute it-that the information has not
been brought down, and, consequently, we
are absolutely deprived of the ground for
argument as to our position In regard to the
inordinate payment of $140,000 a year for
rental. The Minister of Rallways and
Canals deliberately violates his promise and
is backed up by the Prime Minister In doing
it, and Is backed up by the hon. member for
North Wellington In doing it, and he is
backed up by the member for Kingston (Mr.
Britton). Notice was given ten days ago
that this information would be required, yet
he has not the information here to-night,
though we are going over the items on which
that information was required. The hon.
Minister himself acknowledged that the in.
formation is not here. Now, I .put it to the
hon. member for North Wellington : If he
were on the Opposition side and was making
bis argument to the House and the coun-
try, would he not think he had a right te
the information promised by the Minister
and that must by this time be in his hands?
And would he net have firm grounds for
saying that as the Minister had not imple-
mented bis promise and brought down the
information, it would be better to leave the
matter over until the information is before
the House ? The hon. member has taken
that position over and over again as a fair-
minded man and relying on his rights as a
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member of this House. We milght be this
night on the third reading of the Drummond
County Bill.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. Hear, hear.

Mr. FOSTER. The Minister of Marine and
Fisheries gives one of his laughs, one of his
superior kind of laughs which Indicate to
himself, if not to others, the supreme con-
tempt in which he holds any one who would
make an utterance which would provoke
in hin such risibility. But we might be to-
night on the third reading of the Drummond
County Bill, and I have asked the Minister
of Railways and Canals, over and over
again, until I am tired for the engineer's
report on the state of the road before It was
taken over. I have not recelved that infor-
mation. And if we were reading the Bill for
the third time, I should have come te the
final conclusion of this question without
having the information to which I have a
right and which the hon. Minister has pro-
mised. LIkewise he has promised the other
which we require particularly at this stage
of the measure. The Minister of Railways
and Canals has the very grave Idea of the
question. that it does not matter. He said
at one time that our proposition of user was
5 per cent, and he says to-night that it is
20 per cent. How does he know ? He
could only say that, if it Is a true statement
on the basis of information which he has in
his possession. And then he said to the hon
member for Halfax (Mr. Borden) : You can
make It one per cent if you like. That ls his
view of his promise to give the information
and of the importance of the information it-
self. Now, I am coolly and calmly putting
this to the members of the committee who
are present. I think this is not proper treat-
ment, and I think we have grounds for say-
ing until the Minster brings down the in-
formation whIch he promised and whieh
ought to be given, we ought to intermit the
discussion.

THuInSDAY, 8th June, 1899.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I have found
the reference of exactly what I did say on
the occasion referred to. It was on the 2oth
May. I quote from page 3866 of " Han-
sard ":

I would like to draw the attention of the Min-
Ister of Railways (Mr. Blair)) to one piece o!
information which he might afford to the House,
and which must be very accessible. Under the
third clause of the agreement o! 1898, the cost of
maintenance of the Montreal section and the
Chaudière joint section is to be apportioned.
The share of the Intercolonial Railway on the one
hand and the Grand Trunk Railway on the other
Is to be mi proportion to the engine and car
mileage that each road bears to the total com-
bined engine and car mileage. By the 33rd elause
of the agreement, Her Majesty- and the company
are to furnish to each other promptly, each and
every month, al the information necesary to j

Mr. FOSTER.
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the ascertaining and checking of the rates, fares,
charges, -shares of costs, and other returns to be
made as under these presents. Therefore, the
.Minister (Mr. Blair) must have from the Grand
Trunk Railway Company returns and Information
which indicate exactly each month, what the
proportion of user. made up in that way, by the
Grand Trunk Railway and by the Intercolonial
Railway respectively is. I venture to submit
that information of that kind will be very useful
to the House at some stage of the proceeding.
It has not been brought to the attention of the
House so far, as I understand, and it will be
clear to the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) that it
might at least be useful to some hon. gentlemen
in the House for the purpose of making up their
minds as to whether the arrangement with the
Grand Trunk Railway was a fair arrangement.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) himself, in giv-
ing evidence before the committee, stated what is,
of course. the case, that the arrangement with
the Grand Trunk Railway Company is so neces-
sarily connected with the agreement now brought
before the House by these resolutions, that the
two must be considered together. I would like,
therefore, If the hon. gentleman wIll, before this
vote is taken, or before th'e Bill founded upon
this resoultion is brought down, be good enough
to furnish that Information to the Heuse.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
There will be no diffleulty, I think, in furnishing
that information, if the hon. gentleman desires It
Does he desire It for the whole period that the
arrangement bas been running ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I do not want to put
the hon. gentleman to any unnecessary trouble,
but I thought it was probably easy to furnish it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
I think there will be no difficulty so far as I am
aware in furnishing it down to the last date we
L'ave recelved a statement from the Grand Trunk
Railway Company. It will. I should think. be
furnished before the introduction of the Bill or
before the Grand Trunk Railway matter Is dis-
posed of.

Last night I brought the matter to the at-
tention of my hon. friend once more, and I
stated explicitly, because I was anxIous that
there should be no misunderstandlng :

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). A week ago, I asked
th= Minister for information as to the proportion
which the user of the Intercolonial Rallway
bears to the Grand Trunk Railway. I pointed out
then that the material for that Information must
be In his possession, because for more than a
yeac the Intercolonial Railway has been paying
the cost of maintenance on the basis of propor-
tion as user, and returns -re made each month.
The Minister (Mr. Blair) told me that he would
give that information to the House, up to the
last day on which a return had been recelved. I
was absent for a couple of days, and it is pos-
s!ble the Minister may have done so, but in
looking over the "Hansard," I cannot see it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
I brought down the return which I promised you,
and it Is In the possession of the House.

It turns out that no such return has been
brought down. I do not suppose that any
hon. gentleman opposite belleves that I went
to the trouble of brInging that to the atten-
tion of the Minister without entertalning a
very strong opinion that tthe information
asked for was relative to this question. I
submit to the Minister of Railways and Can-
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als that he should, in pursuance of the
pledge he made to me, bring down that in-
formation before seeking to go further witii
this Bill

Mr. MONTAGUE. What objection is there
to bringing down these papers? It does ap-
pear to me to be treating the House with
scant courtesy, when information is pro-
mised and ît is not brouglht down.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There would be no objection to
furnishing the information at once if I had
it. My hon. friend lias not thought It worth
while to take my statement into hls consld-
eration. a statement which I have already
made to the committee more than once, as to
bow the account3 were made up. The Grand
Trunk Railway will. send in a caim at the
end of each month of the amount which
they demand from the Intereolonial Railway.
The general manager. having recelved that
demand from the Grand Trunk Railway,
sends his auditor up to Montreal, and he goes
over the books. My lion. friend is under the
impression that the Grand Trunk Railway
transcribes for the Intercolonial Railway all
the books of the company for the month,
showing what their 'business bas been and
what our business has been ovel the joint
section. But they do not do that. They
make out a claim, and the auditor examines
Into their books to see whether the claim Is
correct. In doing that he satisfies him-
self from the company's books what the
amount of tonnage is, what the number of
trains are. or whatever facts it is necessary
to ascertain in order to determine whether
the charge Is proper. I spoke to Mr. Schrei-
ber on the subject. since the hon. gentle-
man mentioned It the other day. and I have
information from him as to how the ac-
counts are investigated and certilied by the
auditor of the Intercolonial, Railway. We
do not receive any statement from the Grand
Trunk Railway Company of the amount of
business which lthey do:; we do not get any-
thing showing what theb on. gentleman
claims this statement ought to show.

Mr. MONTAGUE. But you can get It.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I presume we could.

Mr. MONTAGUE.
has pald accounts on It

The bon. gentleman

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We bave paid accounts on the
report of our auditor.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not think the
Grand Trunk Railway will be complImented
by the haze which the hon. gentleman
throws over their methods of keeping ac-
counts. The hon. gentleman knows that the
manner ln which the Grand Trunk Railway
is run guarantees that they know exactly
every one of these Items, and the hon. gen-

tleman could get them In a few hours, if he
wanted to get them.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. What the Grand Trunk Company
is abIe to furnish us promptly would be a
statement of the outlay made by them in
respect of the whole Une, Including the ter-
minals, and then a statement as to low
niuch they charge us. Whether our propor-
tion is stated eorrectly by them, whether
they have overcharged us or not, would at
all times depend upon the result of the in-
vestigation of the company's books made by
the auditor of the Intercolonial Railway.

Mr. FOSTER. My lion. friend does not
seen to understand the point that we are
making. Let me read, for his information,
the third section of his own sehedule:

That Her Majesty shall and wll pay to the
company a share of the cost of maintenance of
the Montreal joint section and the ChaudIère
joint section, Including tracks, bridges, switches,
sidings, signals, appliances of all kinds, plat-
forns, water-tanks. vater supplies, fuel stations,
fences, crogings and all other appurtenances and
appliances used by it jointly with the company,
and upon the two joint sections It has the right
and privilege of usage Ineluded in this demise;
such share of the cost of maintenance-

Which has been paid now for about thirteen
months. This arrangement has been going
on since March, 1898 ; payments have been
made since then. Now, what is the basis of
the payment :
-such share of the cost of maintenance of each
joint section to be in the proportion that the
combined engine and car mileage of the Inter-
colonial Railway trains made over each of the
above mentioned joint sections bears to the
total combined engine and car mileage running
over each of the above mentioned joint sections
during each month ; every engine, passenger and
freight car counting each as one car.

That is the very basis of the charge that
is made, and the payment that has been
made by the Intercolonial Railway is on
the basis of the proportionate user of the
combined engine and car mileage of the
Intercolonial Railway, compared w1th the
combined engine and car mileage of the
whole. So that no payment could have
been made without first having ascertained
the cost ; that is the very basis of It. For
thirteen months the arrangement has been
In operation, and these payments have been
made. It was just thirteen days ago that
the hon. Minister of Railways said that
that could be easily given and should be
given. It was to be given before the re-
solutions were passed. The resolutions
have been passed, and we have not that
Information. We are now at the only
stage when we can have committee dis-
cussion upon this mtasure. The hon. Min-
ister has not 'brought the information that
we consider vItal to the discussion of this
matter. Surely, because we are two par-
ties, pItted against each other, we are not
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going to withhold what Is fair-play from appeal to me, and I will endeavour to meet
one to another. The hon. gentlemen who him as far as I can, and if my hon. friend
are in majority to-day may be on this side i (Mr. Bladr) is willing to bring that infor-
of the House afterwards; but whether i mation down we can go on and come to a
they are or not, the faet that they are iu conclusion and get through wi-th this busi-
the majority is the best of reasons why ness. The object of my hon. frlend from
they should be fair and not, with the power Halifax (Mr. Borden), who made thls re-
of their majority. seek to prevent meinbers quest the other day, is te have the infor-
from havIng the basis that they require and mation upon wbicl the payments are made
the Information which they ought to have. by the Intercolonial Railway to the Grand
1- would like the hon. Minister tb say w yhe- Trunk for the use o their road.
ther he proposes, under these clrcumstances
to press ithe matter further to-night when
we have not the anformation we should
have.

The MINISTER OF RMILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. member asks me to
furnish, and he now interprets the requst,
as made before, as a request to furnish a
statement whlch wIll show what the englne
and car mileage of the Grand Trunk has
been for that period per month on these
sections, as compared with that of the In-
tercolonial.

Mr. MONTAGUE. We waut te gross.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. Minister (Mr.
Blair) has in "Hansard " what we want,
and it was placed there and put before bis
eyes thirteen days ago.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I stated to the hon. gentleman
that the Grand Trunk Railway Company
does not furnish, nor has It turnished, as
I am told, such a statement. I have cer-
tainly never recelved such a statement,

Mr. MONTAGUE. They are compefled
to.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
AND CANALS. They are not compelled.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes, by the 33rd see-
tion.

Mr. POSTER. Surely the hon. Minister
read the 33rd section.

The MINISTER OF RALWAYS AND
CANALS. I know what it contains.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Blair) permit me to read the 33rd
section :

That Her Majesty and the company shall each
furnish to the other promptly, each and everymenth, all the information necessary to the
ascertaining and checking of the rates, fares,
charges, shares of costs and other returns to bemade as under these presents.
How is the hon. gentleman to make a com-
putation of the Intercolonial Ralway share
unless he bas thlis information furnished
him by the Grand Trunk ?

The MI.NISTER -F RALWAYS AND
CANALS. The officer goes to the books.

The PRIME M INETER. The hon. mem.
ber for -York, N.B. (Mr. Foster) bas made an

Mr. FOSTER.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). What I asked
for was the information showing the exact
proportion of user. I asked distinetly for
what my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) will find
at page 3866 of the "Hansard," for infoî-
malion showing the exact proportion of
user. This bears upon the section which
makes the cost of maintenance payable on
that basis. and in regard to which returns
must be made monthly by each railway to
the other. This information, which is rele-
vant te the matter. It is quite true I
did not make any argument on the subject
then. I did not state what the argument
was that I proposed to base upon that in-
formation, and I would not have thought
it would have been necessary to have asked
the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
to bring it down.

The PRIME MINISTER. Perhaps there
Is a discrepancy between the hon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Borden) and the hon. Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair) as
to the exact Information whieh is wanted.
But we can now come to a conclusion. The
hon. Minister of Railways and Oanals tells
you that le has Information as to which
statements have been made by -the Grand
Trunk Railway Company monthly, showing
the amount which Is due under this agree-
ment. This statement Is audIted every
month by the auditor of the company. Hehas that in his office and he tells you that
It Is aIl the information upon which he
proceeds My hon. friend is qulte wlllng
to brIng that down. I wlll undertake to
have it on the Table of the House to-mor-
row, and we may go on with the business
before us. Will that be acceptable ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDCANALS. I would like hon. gentlemen teunderstand that I cannot furnish at this mo-
ment what I have not got, and I have not gotthe Information that the hon. gentleman de-sires. The officers tell me that they neverhave recelved from the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company a statement of the total en-gine .and car inileage except that month bymonth the auditor of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, for the purpose of verifying the ac-
counts, goes over all the station books andother books of the Grand Trunk Rallway
CoIpany. They do not require them to
transcribe these accounts, but they open andexhIbIt their books to the auditor of the In-tercolonial. He goes over them and findsout from them whether or nouf the propor-
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tion charged of the whole cost of mainten- mation in his department which Is not ex-
ance Is correct aceording to the contract. aetly the information which the hon. gen-

Mr. BORDEN (mnot i tieman asks, bat whatever It Is he is readyMr.BOREN(laUfax). 1 ar n to brîig It down.
elined to be otherwise than serious aboutt
this. I am not sitting here until twelve î Mr. WALLACE. He says he has no infor-
o'clock at night for fun. I do not want: 4mation.
any information that the hon. Minister a- The PRIME MINISTER. No The Min-
not furnish. Notwithstanding what he has ea
said, I do not see how It Is possible that ister says he has the monthly accunt given
the information cannot be in the office of n by the Grand Trunk Ralway to the Inter-
the Departnent of Railways and Canals. tolonial Railway. Then he has the fact
If It is not there and cannot be obtained that these accounts have been audited by
within a reasonable time, within ten days the aeo and weter the a or sol

after~~~~~~~~ Ihaeakdfri, mntgiglave taken an extraet of the books as isafter I have asked for It, I aran fot oing cnt
to press for it. I asked for t; I gave ontended by the bon. member for Halifax,
reasonable notice, and if It cannot be fur- or whether it would be sufficient for him
n«heel we will say no more about It, but to make a general report, Is a question that
I did ask for it in time and surely the bon. Ln fiture may be open to debate.
Minister will not say that we are unrea- Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The 33rd section
sonable in desiring that the further conslder- of this Bill provides for returns.
ation of this Bih shall be deferred until The MINISTER 0F RÂILWAYS AND
It can be brought down. I can assure the T CANALS. They have neer been made sND
hon. gentleman as to the relevancy of thi* as the on. gentleman states.
information, and that we are serlous Inann
asking for it. How is It possible that the Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). If they have not
auditor, or some official of the Railway De- been made the agreement bas not been car.
partment, is not din possession of this In- ried out, and I was proceedling upon the as-
formation ? The proportionate cost of sumaption that the agreement had been car.
maintenance can only be arrived at by first ried out. The agreement says that eachx rail.
ascertaining what the user of each railway way shall furnish te the other the necessary
is. Does the hon. gentleman pretend to returns for the purpose or determining the
tell us that he has an auditor in bis office proportion of user.
who, after going down to investigate these The
accounts ln the books of the Grand Trunk, Th MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
will come back without being able to tell CANLS. That is not the language.
the hon. Minister what the proportion of Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Then I wli readthe user was ? The hon. gentleman will it :
not admit that he has an officer in bis de-' That Her 3esty and the Company shaileach
partment so Inelticient as that. This offi- Ththe Maey andt ma each
cer must have ascertained the very thing mniolh ao tthe infor ationecesay othand every
that we want to 9,now, and if lie came back taining and checking of the rates, fares, charges,froi the Grand Trunk books withoult that shares of costs and other returns to be made as
information ail I have to say is that lie .nder these presents, and Her Majesty and the
Is not fit to hold his position.company mutually agree to give the necessary

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Is that a fair statement?

Mfr. BORDEN (Halifax). That is my
opinion and that is the statement I am
prepared to make. I eannot bring myself
to believe that the hon. Minister 19 cor-
rectly informed when he states that this
information is not lu his department, be-
cause the first thing that he must ascertain
is the proportion of user. That I asked for
ten days ago.

The PRIME MINISTER. Whether the
auditor Is competent or not is a question as
to which the hon. member (Mr. Borden) may
have his opinion.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). That Is merely
an illustration.

The PRIME MINISTER. Well, I do not
(-riticise the statemeut of my hon. friend
(Mr. Borden) at this moment. Ris object Is
to have certain Information, and the nlu-
ister (Mr. Blair) tells him that he bas infor-
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faeilities, including access to the books andpapers to the auditors of the Intercolonial Rail-
way and of the company rmspectively to enablethen to verify the aceounts under this agree-ment.

That all traffle balances, charges and shares ofcost, and other returns to be made under thesepresents, shall be made monthly, and Her Ma-Jesty and the company mutually agree topromptly audit and pay each to the other eachn.onth the total amount chargeable against theother for the month immediately preceding.
That is to say, each party has to render ac-
counts to the other at the end of each
;r onth, and then access to the books of eaeb
railway la to be afforded to the other for the
purpose of verifylng these accounts. The
sendlng of the auditor is for the purpose of
verlfying the aceount which has firet been
received from the Grand Trunk Ratlway. [
that course has not been pursued, then the
agreement, It seems to me, hbas not been
carrled out.

The PRIME INISTER. That may be or
It may not be ; It is a question of opinion.
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1 imagine that perhaps railway compaules
who have a great deal to do, and who trans-
act enormous business each day, are not so
particular as to the form of doing business
as perhapos a gentleman versed in the law
would critically require. Agreements of
that kind have been made before, and I ima-
gine that railway companies are in the habit
of rendering these accounts after the usuai
manner they adopt. The moment the Min-
ister says : I have not the Information whicb
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Borden) asks, but I
am willing to bring to the House to-morrow
the information as te how we have been car-
rying out the contract, the hon. gentleman
sbould accept that, and he will see after-
wards whether that satisfies him or not. I
ask the hon. gentleman (Mr. Borden) to pro.
ceed with the business of the House in view
of the undertaking of my hon. friend (Mr.
Blair?, that he will bring down to-morrow
what information he bas recelved, and the
.ecounts rendered to him and audited by

our auditor. That should be satisfactory.
Mr. MONTAGUE. It appears to me that

the Prime Minister is anxious that this in
formation should be given, but that the Min-
ister of Railways is not so anxious.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yon are quite In error about
that.

Mr. MONTAGUE. If I am in error I ae-
eept the correction. The Prime Minister says
that the Minister of Railways bas certain
information in his possession and that infor-
mation will be given to-morrow. But a me-
ment afterwards the Minister says : The
Grand Trunk Railway sends us an account
and we audit that account, and that is all we
bave. That Is not the information that has
been asked for by the hon. member for
Halifax (Mr. Borden). The right hon. gen-
tieman (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) says that per-
haps a little carelessness is practisedi Incon-
nection with furnishing these returns.

The PRIME MINISTER. I did not say
" carelessness."

Mr. MONTAGUE. The "Hansarde" wili
show what the right hon. gentleman did say.
He said they might be too busy, they had
a great deal of work to do, and these mat-
ters might be negleeted.

The PRIME MINISTER. That is not
what I said. I salid that probably rallway
companies, having a great deal of business
to do, did not render these accounts in the
eritical maner ln which a counsel learned in
the law would expect.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Then there has been
negleet.

The PRI MINISTER. Not necesarly.
Mr. MONTAGUE. Not only negleet, but a

direct want of observance of this agreement.
If ever there was a case In which the great-
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est possible care should be exercised in fur-
nishing this information, this Is the case.
The right hon. gentleman knows that this
matter has been discussed In Parliament be-
fore, and that this Is an arrangement made
by the Government with the Grand Trunk
Rallway for the purpose of seeing how it
would pay. It is a sort oftrtal trip, se to
speak.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) said not a bit of it, but such the
country uaderstood It and such this Parlia-
ment understood it last year. It is a tem-
porary arrangement, the Minister of Rail-
ways told us, for the purpose of showing
that it was a good arrangement to be made
permanent by the House. Such being the
case, the greatest possible care should have
been exercLsedl in getting every possible in-
formation. which the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) knew the House would require before
this Act was passed. There are two things
required from each of the railways under the
33rd section. The first condition is, that the
information necessary te the ascertaining
and cheeking of the rates, fares, charges.
shares of cost. shall be given in a serles of
ieturns by the Grand Trunk Railway to the
Intereolonial Railway. I am not a lawyer,
but if that is not declared in that 33rd sec-
tion, I do not think my judgment is worth
a cent, or the judgment of any other man
who reads it.

The PRIME MINISTER. Be easy.
Mr. MONTAGUE. It Is impossible te be

easy when hon. gentlemen opposite, elther
are colour blind and absolutely unable to
see anythiag, or are not willing to see any-
thing. I chalienged the Prime Minister toread that 33rd section, and te say to the
House that it is not contemplated by It
that the Grand Trunk Railway shall give
all that information to the Intercolonial Rail-
way as the basis upon whIch the charges
shall be made. That is the first thing re-quired by the 33rd section, and the nert
thing required is, that the books of the
Grand Trunk Railway shail be open to the
inspection of the officers of the Intercolo-
nial RaUiway, In order to see whether
these returns are correct, and whether
the proper proportion bas been charged
up against the Intercolonial Raiway. Ifthat is not Implied in the 33rd section;
the hon. gentleman Made a stupid bargain,a careless bargain, one that no Minister of
RaDways should ever make. The hon. gen-
tleman knows perfeCtly well that that inorm-
ation i aobtainable. fe knows that the Cana-
dian Pacfiec Railway and the Grand Trunk
RaHway Sparate their roads Into theirvarious divisions, and are able to tell to an
exact nIcety ajst the train mileage a the
earnnsof every partieular b ch. If they
were net, theirewould ge
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very serious mixture. If the hon. gentleman he did not furnish us with any statement
has not got that Information, he can get It snch as the hon. gentleman asks for, of the
and the Prime iMinister, instead of asking us gross amount of engine and car mileage of
to go on with the work et the session, should the Grand Trunk as compared with the Inter-
promptly, candidly, and openly say to the colonial.
House : We will get that information, and Mr. POSTER. The auditor must have awe will allow the Bill to stand until that test when the Grand Trunk bils are pre-information is got. Now, I ask the Prim e
Minister to say whether that 33rd section fjsented for payment.
does not contemplate that the very fullest The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
possible returns are Intended to be made by CANALS. He looks over the books and tim1b
the Grand Trunk Railway and the Intereo- out.
lonlal every month for the purpose of arrang- Mr. FOSTER. Wben he looks over the
Ing a settlement. books, there Is a test by whleh he finds out.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the hon. gentleman will allow h INSE O ALWY N

CANALS. He finds out what the gross tn-
glne and car mileage of the Granad Trunk

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Prime Minister un- has been, and what the gross engine and
derstands the question very well, and if he car mileage of the Intercolonial has been, as
will pay me the respect and the House the shown lu the books.
respect of giving an answer to that question,
we would like very much to have it. Mr. FOSTER. Then the auditor has IL

That Is all we want.
The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS NDAND

CANALS. The Prime MInister will givehis CANALS. I have sai he dos not bave It
answer later, If he ehooses. I would Xlke inAesesbcnende or.
to mention to the hon. gentleman one facLInt e senset.ontendet.for.
and I would ask him to test the soundness Mr. FOSTER. Why, the Minister has just
of his own proposition by inqulring into the stated that the auditor has it. He must
fact. I will venture to say-though I do not have it, or he cannot pay the bill.
know, never having been so told by the Can.
adian Pacifle Railway Company or by the Mr. McMULLEN. I would like to know
Grand Trunk Railway 4Company-that If the what ail this bas to do with the ratifying of
bon. gentleman chooses to telegraph to either tihe lease ?
of these companies, lie will be told that the Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon. gentleman a-
Canadian Pacifie auditor goes to the office of low me to tell him ?
the Grand Trunk, when he recelves his ac-
coînt for the Canadian Pacifie proportion Mr. McMULLEN. I will tell you. This Is
of charges for the month, and he ýxamlnes a matter of detail altogether ; It Is a matter
the books, whlch the Grand Trunk throws that can be adjusted afterwards ; it ls a mat-
open to his inspection, and he simply reports ter which the lease provides for. If after-
whether the charges are correct or not ; and wards the auditor of the Intercolonial or the
it will end there.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon. Minister
answer me one question ? He stated to-night
in the bearIng of the committee, that thej
user of the Intercolonlal of these terminals
was at least 20 per cent. On a previous oc-
casion, some weeks ago, he stated that it
was 5 per cent. I would like to ask him on
what basis of knowledge he makes the stale-
ment that we have a user of 20 per cent.
He must have some basis, or else it was a
guess. He now says he cannot give the
proportionate mileage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. When, the question was firt ask-
ed me, I had not made any Inquiry upon It,
and I statedI that I thoughit W was about 5
per cent. I asked my deputy what he thought
was the amount, and he told me he thought
It was over 20 per cent. He also stated, as
I have salid here to-night, that there were not
furnished any copies or tanerlpts of the
Grand Trunk books and that It was the
anditor of the Intereolonial who examined
the account and verffedI its corretnes ; but
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Minister of Rallways Is not satisfled with
the claim presented by the Grand Trunk,
under the terms of the lease, he has a right
to challenge Its correetness, and the Grand
Tr-nk must prove that the Intercolonial is
Indebted to them in a certain amount, or they
need not pay the money. That Is an after
co-sideration. I contend that the arguments
that hon. gentlemen opposte are presenting
have no right to stand In the way of the
ratification of the lease. The lease provides
that In proportion to the car mileage made
by the Intercolonial in Montreal, they shal
pay their share towards keeping the track ln
order. That is the arrangement. Up to the
present time, the auditor of the IntercoloniaI
lis gone over the books of the Grud Trunk
Railway, and he bas reported what the per-
centage was, and that percentage has been
palid. If that system is not satisfactory, hon.
gentlemen may next year, or the year after,
demand, not only that that statement be pro-
duce, ut that the Grand Trunk Ballway
be called upon to ftrnish the car mileage on
ther OwnTlune.

Mr. MONTAGUE. They cannot do -It.
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Mr. McMULLEN. They can do iL these matters, are doing their duty, and not
Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minster sa they paying one cent more than we are entitled

do not. to pay under the terms of the agreement ?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND' Mr. MONTAGUE. What the hon. gentle-
CANA.LS. No I do not. ,man bas said is, that, in order to reckon

N how much ought to be paid by the Intercol-
Mr. McMULLEN. The Grand Trunk Com- onial Railway and how much by the Grand

pany can furnish their car mileage and the Trunk Railway-
Lutercolonial can furnish theirs. That is only TO
a question of detali, and should not stand InTL
the way of the ratification of the lease. I CANALS. The Grand Trunak Railway pays
hold that bon. gentlemen opposite have no the whole of it.
right to go into the question of the settle- Mr. MONTAGUE. But you pay your
ment of the account between the Grand share. In order to reckon how much should
Trunk and the Intercolonial in dealing now1 be paid by the Intercolonlal Railway, it Is
with the principle of the lease Itself. For tn necessary for the auditor to have the car
stance, if hon. gentlemen choose to summon and engine mileage, the cost of mainten-
the auditor of the Grand Trunk before the ance of that section of the line. Is not that
Public Accounts Committee this year, they Information necessary to a reckoning of the
can examine hlm on oath as to the basis on proper share of the Intercolonial Railway ?
which the account is made up. Very well,
while you bave the power In your hands to The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
regulate the payment, not only now but every CANALS. Yes.
year to come, for the 99 years, why should Mr. MONTAGUE. Now we have it clear.
that stand in the way of the ratification of Let me read the thirty-third section, remem-
the lease ? It is only a matter of detail. bering what the information Is that Is re-

Mr. MONTAGUE. May I ask the hon. quired for a proper settlen ent of the ao
Minister a question ? What is the Informa- count. The thirty-third section says:
tion necessary to arrange the proportion of That the companies shall furnish, each to the
this cost between the Intercolonial Railway other, promptly each and every month, all the
and the Grand Trunk Railway, which the information necessary for the ascertaining, &c.
auditor has to have ? That section requires that that shall be fur-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND nished, and the Minister says it is never
CANALS. He has to go to Montreal- furnished.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What is the informa-; The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
tion-not about going to Montreal-what are CANALS. If you will apply to the Cana-
the figures ? dian Pacifie Railway, which bas a precisely

The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS AND identical agreement, I am satisfied they will
teil you that they do not ask the GrandCANALS. He bas to find out whether or Trunk Railway, noir is It according to rail-

not, ln the first place, the gross charges upon way usage that they should, transcribe all
the road made by the Grand Trunk Railway their books and hand over a copy of that
are correct. He has to look at the vouchers, transcript. They simply open their books
to see the vouchers, on the one band; then to the auditor,
he has to ascertain whether or not the
arnount which the Grand Trunk Railway Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Why, when I
charge against the Intercolonial Railway is asked the question, the hon. Minister saId,
correct, and, in order to do that, he goes referring to the returns made up to the last
over the books of the Grand Trunk Railway, day of each month:
whIch are thrown open to his inspection, I think there will be no difflculty, so far as I
and satisfies hImself whether that charge 1s am aware, ln furnishing down to the last dat(
correct or excessive. That he does, unques- w e have recelved a statement from the Grane
tionably, by seeing what amount of engine Trunk Railway.
and car mileage, on the one hand, Is Grand That is Inconsistent with the statement now.
Trunk Railway, and what portion, on the The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
other, Isl Intercolonial Railway. But he does The IISTE OF ALWAYS AND
not make any return of that. He simply re- CANALS. I made the statement to the bon.
ports to the general manager whether the genitleman in good faith, supposing the In-
account Is correct or not, just as he ffnds formation would be forthcoming; bût I tell
the facts to be. Is It not, now, grossly un- the hon. gentleman now the full extent to
fair for hon. gentlemen to pretend that It ls which It is possible to get It, unless you
any part of the business of the Minister toi tke bthe time of gettng an abstract from
busy hlmself about whether or not the audi. t e books of the Grand Trunk Railway.
tors of the IntercolonWi Rallway are doing Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACIE (West York),their duty ? Is he niot clealy justifled ln It has been evIdent all along that the Min-ausumIng that the general manager and the ister of Railways has got into a question
other ofmeers who have the supervision of tha is to deep for hm

Mr. MONTAGUE.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Oh, yes.

Mr. WALLACE. But, when the hon. mem-
ber for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen)
gets on his feet and tries to elucidate and
elaborate this statement, he is a sight for
the gods. He was completely in a labyrlnth
of his own imagination, which is not very
extensive at any time. He said: What
have we to do with the lease ? Why, if 1
understand it rlghtly, it is the lease we are
to consider.

Mr. McMULLEN. I did not say so.
Mr. WALLACE. Yes.
Mr. McMULLEN. I said: This is a

matter of detail ; that we should ratify the
lease, and this was a matter of detail, to be
dealt with afterwards.

Mr. WALLACE. What I have ln my notes
here is, that the hon. gentleman said: What
have we to do with the lease ; it is a matter
of detail? Well, it ls the details we are
considering. It Is the lease we have before
us now ; the lease is the bargain made be-
tween the two parties ; and, if ever there
was a preclous lease, without beginning or
end. made in the interests of the party of
the second part, it is this lease between the
Government of Canada and the Grand
Trunk Railway. Why, the lon. Minister of
Railways, when asked by the ex-Minister of
Finance, whether 5 per cent of the traffie
that came on this road was Intercolonial
Railway traffie, or 20 per cent, he said he
could not tell, that he had not bis mmd
directed to that subject. But Mr. Wain-
wright, who, probably, knows more abouti
it, and who had his mind directed to that
subject, which was, in fact, the subject he
had to consider, fixes the figures at nearerI
1 per cent than 5 per cent or 20 per cent.
If It ls 1 per cent, it is a most extraordinary
bargain, that, for 1 per cent of traffic, we
are paying for one-half of the road.

Take another and a very important aspect
of the case. You rent a road, and you pay
for It how much ? You pay for 35
miles from Ste. Rosalie to Montreail a rental
of $140,000, or $4,000 per mile. Supposing
you rent a farm for $4,000 a year, and you
get about 1,000 acres of good land for $4
an acre, and supposing, as in this case, the
Minister made lis boast that the Income
from the whole was $2,740 per mile over
this railway, that is, the total income over
each mile of road for which he pays $4,000
a year rent per mile. According to the boast
of the Minister of Rallways, the total re-
ceipts per year on that mile ls $2,740.
And the average expenses per mile about
balance the receipts. They are about $2,-
750 a mile, against recelpts of $2,740 a mile.
And In addition to these expenses you are
paying $4,O0 rent per mile of road. Then,
Nghen we say : perhaps this part of the
road ls more valuable than the other and

we wilsh to have the figures to decide that,
the Minister of Railways and Canals has
not a single figure to submit to the com-
mittee. The country have been looking
with suspicion on the Drummond County
deal and have been demanding to know the
true inwardness of what are considerd to
be very peculiar transactions. But though
the Government have been operating this
road for two years, the only thing the Min-
ter tells us is that his mind las not been
direoted in these channels and he cannot
give us information. And the hon. member
for North Wellington tells us that the rents
which we are considering is a matter of
no consequence and that "we "-that is,
these big-headed statesmen, these intellee
tual giants-do not bother themselves wlth
the paltry details of a lease, that the bar-
gain is made, and you simply give to the
other man what he wants. The Minister
of Railways and Canals says that, allowing
a wide latitude In every direction, there
are millions in this bargain for the coun-
try, that it is the wisest bargain that can be
conceived by great statesmen, and the hon.
member for North Wellington, parrot-like.
says "hear. hear." But when it comes
down to figures lie says we pay $140,000,

!and when an hon. member on this aide
asks what lie would do if it were $156,000.
he says, We would not accept it. The pay-
ment of $156,000 means ruin for Canada,
but when the payment is $140.000 that is a
bargain in which there is millions for the
country. What an absurd statement that
is. We want the information to guide us
in coming to right decision on this question.
Two years ago the Government could only
say: We anticipate that the renting of the
road by the Government wi·ll produce cer.
tain effects. But since that time we have
had a trial of It, they have been running
the road under a temporary agreement.
They should be prepared to come here to-
night and tell every month's receipts and
every month's expenses. But, instead of that,
we get nothing. I voice the opinion of this
House and the country, yes, and the opinion
of many non. gentlemen on the other side,
when I say -that we have found that the
Miinister has come here, so far as informa.
tion Is concerned, dumb as an oyster, as
void of any knowledge of the matter as if
lie had never been Minister of Railways
and Canals.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Thank you very mucli.

Mr. WAILLACE. Do not thank me ; my
duty is to tell the truth, and that is what I
am dolng. Then, they tel us that the
auditor who goes over the books of the
Oanadian Pacifie Railway has access to the
books and can challenge any aceount, and
that our auditor wll do these thIngs. Then,
Sir, the auddtor has been doing these thingp
for two years. But where Is his report ?
The Minister will give us no information,
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he says his mind bas not been directed to
these subjeets. Where, then, has it been
directed to ? And what assistance does t'e
MlnIster g3t from bis friends. None, ex-
cept from the hon. member for North Wel-
lington. Where are the Minister's collea-
gues ? Where ls the Minister of Customs
(Mr. Paterson), with bis clear and lucid
mInd ? Why Is he not assisting to explain
what he knows reqaires explanation ?
Where Is the Minister of Finance
(Mr. Fieldlng) ? Slumbering In his
place-" dreaming the happy hours
away." Where 1s the Minister of Mili-
tia and Defence (Mr. Borden), that he
gives bis coleague no assistance ? Why,
even the Minister of Marine and Flsheries
(SIr Louis Davies) ls dumb to-night, con-
trary to all precedent. The Minister of
Asrlculture (Mr. Fisher), whose face we
have hardly seer "m weeks and imonths,
since the plebiseite ou prohibition, ls here
to-night. I suppose his very arduous dutic:,
down at his farm, with bis valet to as-
sist him, prevent hlm from attending to
his duties in this House. But, though he
is here to-night, he does not come to the
assistance of bis colleague the Minister of
Railways and Oanals. There Is not a
word from the hon. member for Cardwell
(Mr. Stubbs), who votes with the bon. gen-
tlemen opposite every time. They have
gerrymandered him out, and he will be as
subservient af-ter the operation, If Jt ever
comes into effect as he bas ever been. The
Minister of Railways and Canais likens
this case to one going éinto a palace ; and he
says that if you go Into such a building
you have to pay your expenses, that you
bave to pay for half the building if you
own half. But that is not a parallel case.
This is Uke a man golng into a hotel. He
bas all the conveniences of the hotel. He
eau go to the bar and quench bis thirst, he
can go into the lavatory and perforn uthe
necessary operations of nature. He can
go into the dining-room for a meal.
But he does not pay hall the cost of the
botel, he pays about $3 or $4 a day. Accord.
ing to the analogy of the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals he must rent the hotel. but
you do not require to rent the hotel, you
pay for what you get. Now, in this case
we want the returns of the business that
bas been done on this part of the Intercolo-
nial Rallway system. we want the figures
which will JustIfy the Government in add-
ing this place of road to their system. They
have now had some experlence in the run.
ning of that road, and we want the figures
to show that it la a profitable undertaking to
pay $4,000 a mile per annum as rent, then
to pay $2,750 per mile expenses, and then
to get receipts of $2,740 per mile, or less
than the rannIng erpenses, and you are the
$4,OOO rental out Of pocket every year. The
Minister of Railways and Canals In bis

speech says:
Mr. WALLACE.

We all know that tmes are not better In the
g maritime provinces to-day than they have been

at almost any period durIng the last ten or
twelve years. I would be very sorry indeed, if I
were required to make a positive statement on
the question, to say that we are enjoying greater
prosperity in the province of New Brunswick
in the last year or two than at any period during
the ten years preceding. What inference do I
draw from that ?
Well, the inference I would draw from it
would be that they had been humbugging
the people. If they say that business is no
better there than it bas been at any time
during the past ten years, they have been
nisleading the people, for they have been
telling them about this growing time, and
about the great efforts the Government are
making to promote the prosperity of the peo-
ple. Now, Mr. Chairman, I think we are
entitled to the fullest Information regarding
this arrangement before we launch 'out Into
prj expenditure of seven or eight millions of
cne people's money in an enterprise of this
klnd. The people require some arguments
that will Justify It We cannot go back te
the people and say: Well, we opposed it,
but we could not get the Information. They
would ask us : Have you exercised the full
rights of an Opposition to obtain this Infor-
mation ? And If we go back to them and
say : No, that we have not done our duty
in this regard, that we have permitted the
Government to railroad these matters
through, why. Sir, they would relegate us to
the Government benches, or some other
place. We must do our duty as an Opposi.
tion, we must show to the Government and
to the country how utterly ruinous and fal.
lacious are the plans and the programme of
the Minister of Rallways and Canais. But
perhaps we are doing an injustice to the
Minister of Railways and Canais, because It
is said, and believed, that he ls merely a
puppet that le moved, and that the inspiring
motive behind the Minister of Railways and
Canais is another Minister who Is fnot pre-
sent to-night, but who Is known to bave
made his boast that he was the man who
manipulated these matters. When the Gov-
ernment thought that a railroad was re
quired in the Yukon country, it was not the
Minister of Railways and Canais who sent
up his engineer, but it was the MinIster of
Public Works who sent up bis englneç.
Now, how was It that In this case the Min-
ister of Publie Works has been permitted
to make this bargain and to plan this thing
out ? He le like the Minister of the Interlor
(Mr. Sifton) who, a year ago, when he .had
got up a scheme for building a railroad
fraught with logs to the people of Canada,
the most wild-cat, impaeticable seheme that
ever was proposed to this House, compelled
the Minister of Rallwqys and Canais to get
up and present it for the consideration of
Parliament, though the Minister of Rallways
and Canals had refused to aign his name te
it, and his name does not appear to the docp
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ment to this day. He steps out, and another
Minister steps into bis offiee and signs as
acting Minister of Railways and Canals. The
Minister of Railways and Canals apparently
had a little conscience when his colleagues,
bis wicked partners, were entirely void of
it. Now, I ask the Minister of Railways and
Canals. If he has any conscience left, to come
down and say what we already know, that
this scheme is not a good one for the people
of Canada, that It Is not one that he him-
self had planned out, but that it was forced
upon hlm by that dominant power whose
motto is "business is business," and of whom
the Premier stated " nothing Is too good fot
Tarte."

Mr. R. R. McLENNAN (Glengarry. There
was a good deal of discussion yesterday
about some bridges connected with this road.
I promised the hon. Minister of Railways
that when I got further information, I would
furnIsh It to the committee. I am sure he
would be disappointed, if I did not do so.
The hon. Minister said that the bridge
across the Yamaska River would cost $300,-
000, and that the bridge across the Riehelieu
would cost $400,000. I made an estimate,
which was questioned and criticised. Since
then, I have taken the trouble of sending
an engineer down there to examine the
place more carefully.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What did you do?
Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). I sent an

engineer there.
Mr. LANDERKIN. Wbat is bis name ?
Mr. MeLENNAN (Glengarry). In giving

my estimate of the Yamaska bridge, I esti-
mated the spans at 100 feet. I find that
they are a little longer than 100 feet. I said
that there would be the same number of
piers and abutments, but, owing to the ad-
ditional length, the superstructure wouTdl
cost a little more than my first estimate.
I put It at between $40,000 and $50,000 yes-
terday. - The estimate of the engineer I
have in my hand. This bridge at Yamaska
has two piers, composed of 13,860 eublie
feet. The masonry consists of two abut-
ments, which are even larger than the
piers, belng 19,504 cuble feet. Added to-
gether, there are 33,364 cubie feet. or,1,250
euble yards, which, at $15 per cubie yard,
amounts to $18,750. We find that masonry
was contracted for in that locality, on an-
other road that was built ut $13 per ubie
yard. The masonry on the swing bridge at
Sault Ste. Marie cost $12 per euble yard, and
I say, that $15 per eublie yard Is a good prîee,
as any man who understands this work will
admit. There are 81 lineal feet superstrue-
ture at $50 per lineal:foot, although the price
I got from the bridge company was $45; but,
as the piers and spans are a flittle longer, I
put lt at $50. That would be $19,050, or,
together $37,800 add for contingencles $2,500.
This makes the total cost of this bridge,

that was estimated by the hon. Minis-
ter of Rallways and Canals at $300,000,
to be $40,400. Now, in reference to the
bridge over the Richelieu, there are five
piers, comprising 28,000 eublie feet; then,
there is a pivot pler, there being a swing,
ln which there are 16,000 cubie feet. There
is another pier on the highway, whieb is
additlonal and which amounts to 3,920 euble
feet. The abutments amount to 10,880 euble
feet, or, altogether, 58,800 euble feet, equal
to 2,200 euble yards, which, at $15 per cubie
yard, would make $33,000. The superstrue-
ture. 1,112 feet, at $60 per lineal foot,
amounts to $66,720. It Is considered by the
engineer that $60, $15 more than the price
which I quoted for 100 feet seans, should be
sufficient for the superstructure, and the dif-
ference in the price would cover all the su-
perstrueture, including the draw. So that,
altogether, for this bridge, that was estimat-
ed by the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals at $400,000. this engineer estimates,
would cost $99.720. He had added for con-
tingencies $2,500. He says, that there is a
good foundation ; that it is very near the
rock, and that there would be no difficulty in
getting a good foundation. Thoughi it is a
little longer, he estimates the cost of contin-
gencies. foandations, &c., the same as he does
the other. Thus. these two bridges would
cost $40,400 for the Yamaska, and $102,220
for the Richelieu,There is a erossing a short
distance from the present bridge that, if we
were building a new road, It might be located
there, and It would cost much less than the
present bridge. The prices I gave to this
House could be depended upon, as they are
very little different from the estimates I had
made in the first place. The prices I gave
in the first place would be sufficient, taking
into consideration any change that has taken
place since, or any estimate that has been
made to carry out the work, as I gave It to
the House.

Mr. TAYLOR. If anything more was re-
qulred than the speech we have lately heard
from the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. MeMullen) to convince us that he Io
early to be transferred to the Senate, L
would like to know what it Is. That hon.
gentleman has always been looked upon as
the economist of this House, but, after the
statement he made here to-night, he never
Intends to face the electors of North Wel-
lington again. Here we are discussing a
question, a proposition to place upon the
people of this country, and upon their child-
dren and their children's children, an annual
charge of $140,000 ..'or ninety-nine years.
The hon. gentleman is going to blindly com-
mit the country to this payment of $140,000
for ninety-nine years, and asks the commit-
tee to get the details afterwards. He says:
Confirm the lease now, and bring down the
papers and diseuse the detail as to whether
the ,bargainle a good one or not, after-
wards. That la, praetically, the wbole exz

4589 4590



4591 [COMMONS] 4592

tent of that hon. gentleman's speech. He business Is being delayed. I do not think
thought he had done such a big thlng that; there is any desire on this side to lengtien
the Ministers and other members of the the debate unduly.
House would smile on him, and, because Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
they did not do so, he got up and paraded
himself before them to solicit applause for 1 Mr. MONTAGUE. I -am glad I made that
the way that he bad put It. According to remark, beeause it excited the risibilities of
him, we must not question whether It is a the Minister of Customs (Mr. Paterson), and
good bargain or a bad one : we will simply awoke the Minister of Rallways (Mr. Blair),
vote the money, and settle the details after- so that now, whether he is receptive or not,
wards. îhe at least can hear what Is being said. is

The Minister (Mr. Blair) made the state- to the lengthening out of the debate, I do not
ment that it would require $700,000 to bulld think the hon. gentlemen supporting the Gov-
two bridges, and my hon. friend from Glen- ernment, if they were here, would allow this
garry (Mr. McLennan), a gentleman of ex- lease to be ratified, without the information
perience, pledged bis lhonour as a member, whleh bas been asked time and again from
that he could build the two for $150.000 and the Minister, and which time and again has
to-night the lhon. gentleman (Mr. McLennan) been promised by him. Every time the de-
produces an estimate from a competent en- bate lulls upon this side of the Chamber, the
gineer saying that these two bridges rould chairman (Mr. Campbell, of Kent) begins to
be built for $144,000, which the Minister said get his papers together for -the purpose of
would cost $700,000. No doubt the hon. mem- carrying the Bill. Tbe chairman, wbom i
ber for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) know very well, knows his business, and
would say they would be cheap at $700.000, whIle he is doing that, I do not see the Min-
although they can 'e built for $144,000. But ister (Mr. Blair) risIng to make any promise
more than that, the hon. gentleman (Mr Mc. with regard to this information. We have
Mullen) does not want the Minister to keep had promises from the Minister in the past,
his faith with the Ilouse. Ten days ago the and even If we cannot get the Information,
Minister (fr. Blair) promised to brIng down it would Ue pleasant to get another promise
the documents which the lon. member fron from hlm. If the bon. gentleman (Mr. Blair)
Halifax (Mr. Borden) asked for ; but to-night would even say he would try to get the In-
he comes here without the documents. and formation. it would make us think we had
word came to the Opposition when the ii ouse accomplished something. The Prime Minis-
met at 8 o'cloek. that the Government were "ter, who seem exceedingly anxious to get
going to force this Bill through If it took the Bill through-because, no doubt, it Is a
until daylight. They arranged to get the stumbling block in the session-promised us
hon. member fpr Wellington (Mr. McMullen), whateVer Information there Is. but immedia-
who used to ie one of the greatest economists, tely that lie las won us with his sunny smiles
who ever entered Parliament, to say it was and winning ways. the Minister of Rallways
only a question of diseussing the lease. and declares that there is no information. If the
thus deceive the people of the country. Sir Minister cannot give us this information let
we want the people of this country te know hIm give us a promise of it. We have suffi-
now, that ·this is one of the most outrageons cient confidence in bis promise that we will
bargains eter introduced Into Parliament. agree to leave the Bill over until he fulfils
This Government is compelling the peope of his promise. Now. I think that is a very
Canada to pay $140,000 a year for 99 ye!ars. reasonable proposition.
for a privilege that could be got for $3",000 The GHAIRMAN.-ShalI this first clause
a year, If there had not been a job perpe trat- hie adopted ?
ed by the MinIster of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte) long before this Bill was ever Intro- Mr. FOSTER. Carried.
duced. The hon. member for Wellington (fr. The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
MeMullen) knows that he bas a pledge from CANALS. You cannot carry it In clauses;
the Government that they will send him to the Billihas to go as a whole.
the ·Senate, so that he will not have te face
his constituents, and he approves of this Mr. FOSTER. We have been taking it by
deal. He knows very well that he will not sections.
have to go before the eleetors again. and so The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
lie says to himself : Let the other fellow that CANALS. You can read it by sections, but
will follow me take the chances. the Bill must be carried as a whole.

Mr. MONTAGUE. We were talking about On section 3,
some information which the Minister (Mr. Mr. GEO. E. FOSTER (York, N.B.) I would
Blair> seems te be nOW gathering from the like to ask the Minister (Mr. Blair) te give
elmns oto theeate paml ete5 us his opinion with reference -to that clause.w.ýhate*ert t the -debate. 1 arn very , 9r
t phat the 'Minister (Mr. Blair) is deeply e-n- The MINISTER OF' RAILWAYÂ AN»
gagedubut I suppose it cannot be helped. If CANALS. What cisuse ?
the Minister treats thue Hoeuse in that wa, Mfr. FOSTER. The third clause 'which ha
thue Government cannot wonder that pulIe just been readl by thbe chairmuan, while the

Mr. TAYLOR.
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MinIster very courteously had his back to la political education. The hon. gentleman,
the chairman and to this side o the House. while Premier of the province of New Bruns-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND wick, always carried his measures through
CANALS. The bon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) inthis way. It was foreign to hlm, during
better not be Impertinent. bis incumbency of that position. to give any

information to the House. When he had
Mr. POSTER. Yes, while the Minister had thought out his scheme he brought It to the

bis back to the Chairman, a feat which h House and asked the House to pass it. Whei
is more able to perform with despatch than asked for information, he simply laughed
to bring down information which he deliber- in the faces of the members, and said:
ately promised to the House and as to which "What you are to do ds to pass the measure
he deliberately broke his promise to the that I bring down." This practice for many
House. The Minister of Railways is of years has ingrained itself into the constitu-
course responsible to the hon. members on tion of the Minister of Railways and Canals,
this side of the House as well as to the mem- and he brings the same habit to this Parlia-
bers on his own side. for the delay of busi- ment. From the very first moment that he
ness whieh has occurred. It was the obstin- attempted to put legislation through this
acy of the Minister of Railways and Canal Iouse to the present time, he has proceeded
whici kept us here yesterday until three on the assumption that it is not necessary
'clock in the morning on one particular to give information to the House, but that

point. That was this, that in order to in-. after he has talked the measure over with
fluence the House and the country, under l'his engineers and brings it here, all the
his weight of ministerial responsibility, the House bas to do Is to pass it. The hon. gen-
Minister of Railways and Canais came tleman sits there under the weight of a pro-
gravely before this committee, and, as an mise he made to myself, that he would give
argument whiy the committee should pass me the report of bis engineers on the Drui-
this arrangement, declared that to build a mond County Railway, ln order to give me
bridge across the River Yamaska $300,000 the opportonity to have the information be-
would be necessary, and to bulld a bridge fore the discussion period passed ; and where
across the Richelieu $400,000 would be neces- are we with reference to that matter ? The
sary. That was challeuged by my hon.1i resolutions in the committee have passed.
friend from Glengarry (Mr. McLennan). who the second reading of the resolutions have
is a practical man, and wbo had made ana passed, yet the report is not down ; the Bill
estimate that the bridge across the Yamaska 1 introduced and read the second time, and
could bie buit for $40,000 and the bridge, the committee stage is through, and yet we
across the Richelieu for one-third of the esti. have not got the information. The bon.
mate of the Minister. When this statement Centleman has not had the honour or tbe
was made, the most natural conclusion was manliness or the simple carefulness of a
that the Minister would give the House bis 'Minister, to give that which he promised
reasons for his estimates. When he was over and over again and which it is my rignt
questioned, he said that he gave these esti. and the riglit of the House to have. There
mates based upon memoranda and calcula- :s not a man In the House who can deny my
tions that had been given to him by his nght to that report or that it is the duty of
engineers. not yesterday nor the day before. the Minister to bring it. But when we are
but preliminary to his recommendation of face to face wlth the third reading of the Bill,
this scheme to hls colleagues ; and when we he may bring that paper and fling it on the
asked, ln order that we might have the In- Table of the House and imagines that he has
formation at hand, as he had, the memoran- f ulfilled his prqjnise. What chance does It
da and figures given him by his engineer, he give for consideration or discussion if a re-
flatly refused to give that information to the port or a seres of reports are thrown on the
House. He refused it on the ground that It Table at such a time for me to digest in
was derogatory to his dignity to be asked 1 order to help me to a copelusion in reference
to give it ; and so he did not brIng down the 11to the Bill? Does the Minister deny that he
information. The prolonging of the sitting ,as done that? Ho cannot deny it; it s
until three o'clock ln the morning was not plain and patent; it is on the records of the
the fault of the Opposition ; it was due to House. Does the Minister of Customs ai.
the obstinacy, pure and simple, of the Min- prove of that? Would he treat a man in
Ister himself. The Minister bas had a bad that way? Does he think it would be fair
education. On a previous occasion he under- 1 to treat a member or the House in that way ?
took to institute a comparison between bis The Minister of Customs will not get up and
bringlng up and mine, much to my detri- SaY that he thinks it would. Let him ask
ment. I arn sorry my bringing up was -not bis colleague, and if bis colleague will tell
In accordance with his view of what a bring- the truth, lhe will say that he did promise
ing up should be; but we wil let that pass ; t hisinformation. If hiscolleague willnfhot

id npfot criticise hlm much in that respect tell the truth, Ican turn up "Hansard "IandBut hehon.gntleman owsoin spromised. WIll te Min-
Bthi o the r etlma ohis eneaioin to Ister of Agriculture say that I had nlot the

athe sphe renot o! faiy education lu righit t o have the Minsters promise imple.
anohersphro-ot faiIyeduatin, utmented days ago, when we were at thxe com-
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mitte stage? He will not, because he
would not hazard his reputation as a fair-
minded man by making any such statement
as that. He is in the same boat with this
Minister who promises and does not per-
form. who absolutely is false to his promises
In this House over and over again,
who systematically breaks his promises
in order to prevent information coming to
the House. That is the Minister of Rail-
ways, who leads these gentlemen behind
bim. That is the kind of constitutional treat-
ment these gentlemen have to swallow, and
they do it. They know it is not right. They
know this Minister is not doing what a
Minister ought to do, and yet they swallow
It. They will swear about it, some of them,
amongst themselves ; but they wll not ven.
ture to get up in the House and say to the
Minister: Why don't you do wbat a white
man ought to do ? Why don't you do wbat
you promised ? Why are you false to your
promises over and over again, written In
" Hansard "? Men sit behind fthe Minister
who bas been false to bis promises over and
ever again. No man -can contradiet it. You
all sit there and hear me say that, and you
know it is true. Not one of you would haz-ard your reputation by getting up and say-
ing that the Minister of Railways is right
'when he promises and absolutely refuses
to fuldil bis promises.

When he tries to put this measure through
and absolutely will give no information such
as every member of Parliament bas a right
to, they sit there, they swallow it all, andthey are not growing fat upon it. But every
day they sit there and quaiify that by their
silence, the process Of deterioration is go-
ing on in this House, Its itone being lower-
ed, constitutional and parliamentary usages
are being made a by-word and reproach-
simply what for ? That the Minister of
Railways may carry out bis old proeess,
and be ýfalse to bis promises in this Houise,
as he has been lu other Houses. We have
always been taught to think that truthful-
ness .is what a Minister of the Crovn es-
pecially ought to possess. There has gene-
rally been a pride among private members,
who sit behind a Minister, In the thouglht
that he will not lie. There can be no longer
any sueh pride on 'that side among mem-
bers sitting behind this Minister, because
he will make a promise to this House and
fail to keep ilt, which just means exactly
the plain English I have used. There Is
not a man anong them who will get up
and justify his conduct. The hon. member
for Quebec ·(Mr. Dobell), who is an honest
business man, will not get up and say that
the Minister of Railways is doing what the
ought to do. Then the Postmaster General
(Mr. Mulock), unregenerate as lie is, will
not stand at the back of the M)inister of
Railways oi) this occasion, and î do not
think that the hon. Minister of Marine (Sir
Louis Davies) will get up and back the

Mr. FOSTER.

Minister of Railways in exhibiting himself
to this House, over and over again, as the
Minister who breaks his promises &bso-
lutely, time and time again, and cares ito
more for them than the Idle wind. That
is a fine education for the country. Gene-
rally the citizens of Canada have had pride
in their Parliament,.generally they have had
pride in the members of the Government that
for the time being had the administration of
their affairs. They can no longer have this
pride, because at least one of the Ministers
systematically withholds information and
shuffiles and twists in the meaneÉt and
most undignified way to prevent Information
coming to the House ; and actually gets up,
as a Minister, iniis place, and makes pro-
mises which he subsequently fails to per-
form. There is no doubt about that, these
hon. gentlemen know it, they sit there and
neither dare speak in favour of his Mlnister
nor get up and say to him that he ought
to do his duty. Now, I ask the hon. Min.
Ister of Railways, and I want his attention,
or otherwise j1 shal1 move that this com.
niittee rise-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. I question much whether the
rude and insulting language the hon. gen.
tleman has used entitles him to any notice
from me, even though he is a member of
tils House and I am a Minister of the
Orown.

Mr. FOSTER. I am obliged to take the
methods which alone can have any effeet
at all on the Minister of Railways.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You can take any methods you
like.

Mr. FOSTER. I ask why he bas not given
us the report of his engineers, which he
promised me days ago, on the Drummond
County road. Why bas he not given 4hat
report to me? He dares to get up aùn
say that I am rude when he actually made
a promise and failed to fulfil it. Yet he
thinks he ought to be treated as a white
man. 'Will le answer that question? Why
should he not give us that report ? The
hon. Minister is as dumb as he iLs aPt to
break the pledge which he makes before
his colleagues ln this House. He has no
reason for not bringing it down.

(The Minister of Railways and Canals
left the Chamber.)

Mr. FOSTER. As the Mdnister has gone
out, I move that the committee rise.

Motion negatived : Yeas, 19 ; naya, 87.
Mr. POSTER. I want to have the opin-

ion of the Minister of Railways on the
clause I have just read, the third clause,
and it ds Impossible for us to go on with
this measure unless the Mnister who has
charge of It is In his seat. .I apeal to the
hon. Minloter of Finance who, I suppose,

4595 4596



[JUNE 8, 1899]

Is leading the House, whether we can pro.
ceed with this measure when ithe Minister
in charge, from whom we require expla.
nations, Is not here. Are we 'to have an-
other breach made ln parliamentary prac-
tice ? I want the hon. Minister of Finance
and the Government to understand that we
are not going to be just played with on this
side. I want them to understand that they
are dealing with men who propose to be
dealt with as men, and who, when promises
are made, are not going to be put off with
lies. We are being put off wtith lies.

Some hou. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. POSTER. We are being put off with

lies, and lbon. gentlemen on the Treasary
benches must understand that they are not
going to play with us as though we were
boye. We want the Minister here who las
charge of this measure.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). The Minister in charge has been ln
consta.nt attendance for trany hoirs.

Mr. POSTER. -So have we.

The MINISTER OF PINANOE. There
may be . difference of opinion as to whe-
ther the hon. gentleians attendance was
necessary. Perhaps some of us May think
it Is not. All the hon. gentleman has just
said Is a repetition of what he said when
my colleague was present, and in his a>1
sence i shall not undertake to reply to my
hon. friend.

Mr. POSTER.
answer?

Is there no one to

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The Minis-
ter of Railways has explalned it a dozen
times.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. Minister bas never
once explained that clause, and, when the
Prime Minister himself ls asked to read
that clause and give bis opinion upon It, he
refused to do so. The point I want to un-
derstand in that clause bears on the infor-
mation that the Minister of Railways and
Canals promised thirteen days ago, and that
he said last night was down, when It was
not down, and he knew It was not down, I
believe. And it is not down yet.

The ,MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals lias answered the hon. gen-
tleman time and again. He has said, that
he has brought down all the Information
that is necessary, and he le willing to bring
down anything more that there ls In bis de-
partment.

Mr. POSTER. Is the Minister of Marine
and Fisherles to Judge of what is necessary?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Tlie Minister of •Railways

and Canals bas told the hon. gentleman that
he bas brought down everything.

Mr. FOSTER. And the Prime Minister, a
while ago, made a most magnanimous pro.
position. Go on, he said, and pass this Bill,
and the information will be brought down
to-morrow. This after we are through the
committee stage. And the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals says, that he bas not the
information.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. How can he bring it down,
If he las not got It ?

Mr. FOSTER. But he said, at one time,
he had It, and would bring it down.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Not the information you are
now asking for.

M'r. FOSTER. He said, at one time, that
he could bring it down, and then he sald he
could not. Which are we to believe ? I
would like the legal ornament of the Cabi-
net, the Minister of Marine and Fisheries,
who is a lawyer with a reputaton-

An lon. MEMBER. Try the Solicitor Gen-
eral.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, after we exhaust the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, the Soli-
eitor General might try his hand. I want
to ask the hon. Minister with regard to the
third clause ln conjunetion with the thirty-
third clause. I will read it for the benelit
of my hon. friend. The third clause has
reference' to the cost of maintenance:

That Her Majesty shall and will pay to the
cecm.pany a share of the cost of maintenance of
the railway between and including Ste. Rosalie
and Bonaventure station, and Chaudière bridge
and connections, including tracks-
And so on.
-such share of the cost of maintenance to be
in the proportion that the combined engine and
car mileage of the Intercolonial Railway trains
made over each of the above mentioned joint
sections bears to the total combined engine and
car mileage running over each of the above
mentioned joint sections during each month;
every engine, passenger and freight car counting
each as one car.

Now, section 33 provides for the return, and
says, that it shall be monthly. The infer-
enee Is, that no single monthly payment
could be paid or audited, unless that com-
bined car mileage and mileage of the Inter-
colonial Railway is returned, as the basis
for that payment. If the payments have
been made for twelve or thirteen months,
the statement as to car mileage muet be
made for those months. It is not necessary
for me to carry that further. The hon. Min-
Ister of RaIlways and Canals las declared
that It Is so in one breath, and ln another
has declared that It l not. I would like
some Information on the subjeet.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE A ND
FISHERIES. I have nothing to add to
what the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals has just said. This very point hae
been threshed out for the last three or four
hours.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. Minister must
see that certain things are called for be-
tween the Grand Trunk Railway and the
Intercolonial Railway In this agreement. The
Minister, surely, understands that before
the charges against the Intercolonial Rail-
way can be properly adjusted, there must
be a basis ; and that basis is the car mileage,
as the hon. gentleman knows perfectly well
I think he will go with me that far. Am I
net right ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN)
FISHERIES. I am listening to the bon.
gentleman (Mr. Montague).

Mr. MONTAGUE. Now, has the depart-
ment of Railways and Canals paid even a
single month to the Grand Trunk without
having these facts before it ? Under the
section, it must have had these facts. The
Grand Trunk were bound to give that in-
formation. I venture to say, that the Solici-
tor General will not stand up here-

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman cannot draw me out.

Mr. MONTAGUE. My hon. friend the
Solicitor General says, I cannot draw him
out ; he is not ln this business. The Min.
ister of Marine and Fisheries said, the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals bas explained
this matter, and the Minister of Railways
and Canals, when he is asked, will not ex-
plain anything ; and the Prime Minister,
when he is asked, whether this clause
does not compel the giving by the Grand
Trunk to the Intercolonial Railway of the
very information we are asklng for, refuses
entirely to answer.

Mr. MORIN. They are all alike.
Mr. MONTAGUE. No, I cannot agree

with my hon. friend (Mr. Morin). I do not
belleve they are all alike. I do not believe
the Solicitor General, who has listened to
this debate, thinks that the Minister of Rail-
ways and; Canals is taking proper ground.
The Solicitor General knows perfectly well
that, if this agreement la carried, that ln-
formation m'ust be, month by month, ln the
Department of Railways and Canals. He
will xnot deny it. Nor, w1il the Prime Min-
Jeter or the Minister of the Interior, who is
also a lawyer. Then, It! must be assumed,
either that the Minister- of Railways and
Canals has paid monthly charges to the
Grand Trunk without having the Informa-
lion by which the same could be measured,
or else. that that that information Is In the
hands of the Minister, and he will not bring
It down. The hon. Minister of Marine and
Fîsheries, as a lawyer, knows perfectly well

Mr. FOSTER.

that the position taken by the MinIster of
Railways and Canals is untenable. I say,
with all respect, the Minister of Railways
and Canals is simply trying to bull this
measure through the committee without giv-
Ing proper information. We are told that,
if we do not pass this measure, we may
stay here till morning. That may not have
been sald publicly, but It has been told to
me that the Government intend to put this
through, if it takes until morning. It will
take a great deal longer than morning, if the
information is not forthcoming. We do not
need to go back many years to recall when
gentlemen who are now on that side, were
In Opposition. And I am not overdrawing
the picture, when I say, the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries, when ln Opposition,
would have got in such a state of rage and
excitement that the very galleries them-
selves would have trembled, if information
had: been refused by the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, as at the present the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals refuses it to us
to-night. The hon. gentleman will not deny
that ho would not have allowed a proposi-
tion like this to go through without that
whieh we are asking for, was supplIed hlm.
How can we tell whether this Is a good bar-
gain or not, when the very foundation of
the bargain, the figures upon which we alone
eau come to a conclusion, are refused to us ?

Mr. CLANCY. I want to ask the Minister
of Finance (Mr. Fielding), ibecause he is the
keeper of the purse strings, a question. In
adjusting the accounts between the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Intercolonial Rail-
way, are they kept, especially the mileage,
ln the Intercolonial Railway, or is the Gov-
ment dependent upon the Grand Trunk Rail-
way to keep the mileage both of the Interco-
nial Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway ?
I ask that question <because the books of the
Grand Trunk Railway, for the purpose of an
audit, are not conclusive. It is an easy mat-
ter for the Grand Trunk Railway. to do a
good deal of padding.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am
afraid I cannot supply the information. The
arrangements between the Intercolonial Rail.
way and the Grand Trunk Railway, and how
they keep their respective accounts, are some
thing with which I am not familiar.

Mr. POSTER. We are In the committee
stage of this Bill, and there Is no one here
who wIll attempt to erLplain a single section
of it.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals has spent bours
upon hours on these very points.

Mr. POSTER. We are now in the commit-
tee stage, going throughi item by Item, where
every marh lias a right to ask questions and
to receive answers, yet there Is no Minister
who wll answer a single questions witb re-
ference to it. The Prime Minister said : We

4600[COMMONS]4599



[JUNE 8, 1899]

will go on and pass the Bill, and the Inform- and Canals. When he tells him that he has
ation will come down to-morrow. That does nlot this information and cannot bring it
not suit us. This Is the committee stage, down, and when the hon. gentleman (Mr.
and we want the promised information at Poster) says that if It Is not brought down
this stage. I say that the . treatment your. Bill cannot be put through, It looks as
that has been accorded to us is simply if the hon. gentleman was simply obstruet-
outrageous-I do not think that is too tng.
strong a term-and we are determined Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). This agreement
to make our protest against that out- says distinctly that this information Is lurageous treatment. Until we have the n-' the Department of Railways and Canals.
formation that has been furnished to us 13 The 33rd section shows that this Information
days ago, we are not justlfied in passing the must be in the possession of the department.committee stage of this measure under the No hon. gentleman on either side of the
indefinite promise that any Information that H1ousecan read that clause without comingcan he obtaîned will be brought down to- to the conclusion that, if the agreement hasmorrow. If this is to degenerate Into a con- been carried out, the information is there.
test of strength, let It come; we cannot help I asked for that information on the 26th of
it. This Is a Parliament, and there is a con- ,May, and the Minister of Railways said itstitution and parlIamentary rules, and we would be brought down. He bas conveyedare not going te be trodden upon. no intimation since that it would not be

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I ,may state that brought down. Under these circumstances
before this matter came up for discussion, it does not seem worth while for the hon.
the ex-MinIster o! Finance came to me and Minister of Railways to say that the lnfor-
suggested that we would facllltate as far as mation cannot be brought down.
possible the passing of this Bill upon the un- The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
derstanding we then had from the statement
of the Minister of Railways and Canals last FISERIES. Did the hon. gentleman not
night, that the Information whlch he promis- ilear him say that the Information could not

lie brouglit dowu ?ed to me on the 26th day of May would be i
brought down. We came here to-day and Mr. WALLACE. It seems to me extraor-
asked the Minister of Railways and Canals dinary for the hon. Minister of Railways tofor the Information, and we learned that this say that he cannot tell us the amount of theinformation had not been brought down, and money that has been paid out every monthfurther that the hon. gentleman does not pro- for the last thirteen months under clause 3pose to bring It down. I venture to say that of this contract as our share for ruiningunder these circumstances we cannot be over this road from Ste. Rosalle into Mont-
blamed for exercising our right of Insisting real. The hon. Minister of Marine audthat this Information, which was promlsed Fisheries tells us that this information hntaso long ago, should be brought down before been furnished. I want to know how muchthis BIH goes any further. rmoneNhas heen nala mit WA 1hqvrnn. hoî

The MINISTOR 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The bon. gentleman is merely
repeatIng the statement he made at least
four hours ago, and he was answered by the
Minister of Railways and Canals that he had
brought down all the Information In the pos-
session of his department ; and he told him
further that the speclal Information which
he sought to get could not be obtained. The
Prime Minister intervened and stated that
any information which was not brought down
and which It was possible to brlng down,
would (be brought down. If all the Informa-
tion whIch the Minister of Railways and
Canals has Is already put before the hou.
gentlemen, what more can they want ?

Mr. FOSTER. He can get it If he wishes.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. The Minister of Railways anti
Canals says he cannot, and I prefer to be-
Ileve the Minister of Rallways and Canals.

Mr. FOSTER. It is a question of taste.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. It is a question of taste, aád I
am proud to say that I arrange myself on
the same side as the MInIster of Railways

.- e-o a"ý Q£ ue y a t u f m
a particle of the information which is neces-
sary to enable us to corne to a correct cou-
clusion as to this enormous contract. We
cannot consent to pass this Bill until we
have thia information. It may be that,
under the terms of this clause 3, as Mr.
Walnwright has Indicated, we do one per
cent of the business. If that he the case
we would only pay one per cent of the run-
ning expenses. But, if that be the case,
where is the sense of being half owner of
this road ? The right hon. Prime Minlster
told us yesterday to take it at a valuation of
$140,000 a year, the amount that we pay as
rental for the half ownership and fix It at
any rate of Interest we please.' Three per
cent on that $140,000 wouid represent a
capital of $4,6661,000, and he says that we
have a splendid bargain. The right hon.
Prime Minister says that we might double
that which would give $9,300,00, or, as be
says, call it $10,000O00. 1f we had to pur,
chase $10,O0,000 worth of property In order
to become the half owners of a road 35 miles
long where would be the proût in the trans.
action ? Yet the rlght hon. First Mlnister
Says : Put It at $10,000,O0 and we have mil-
lions and millions to spare; we have a tre.
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mendously fine bargain. We do a business Mr. BERGERON. The Minister of Rail.
there of $2,740 a mile. That is the hLighest ways Is fnot listening to you.
amount of business that the hon. Minister Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, the Min-as been able to point to, and that was done t
at a cost of $2,750 a mile, so that we cannot intconversailon the Mnister of Railways, andpay our expenses. It cost the Grand Trunk I will proceed as soon as the Minister ofabout 60 per cent of its receipts to nru the Agriculture aets Intoo ola storage, or turnsroad. The Canadian Pacifie Railway bas the re gts persoage, orcus
1,000 miles running through a wIlderness, the best part of bhis person around, because
1,000 miler rni strough a trafdernss his face is not too good for this side of thewhere there is scarcely any traffei, and House, and as soon as he observes sormewhere there is no business to develop. An- courtesy-other portion of that road runs through the
mountains of British Columbia, and another Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
portion runs through the North-west, which Mr. WALLACE. What is the point of
is not settled and which bas no traffic that order, Mr. Chairman?
will develop into any kind of magnitude,;
yet they are running their road for 60 per Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen.
cent of the cost. tleman (Mr. Wallace) should discuss the

The Intercolonial Railway takes on an question before the Chair.
average about one hundred cents to collect Mr. WALLACE. Yes, and, Mr. Chairman,a dollar, as compared with sixty cents on thO when we are addressing the Minister (MrCanadian Pacifie Railway and the Grand Blair) on an Important point with referenceTrunk Railway. The Government tells s to his department, and we find another Min-that such a heavenly born bargain as this ister of the Crown standIng with his back
never was thought of before, but we Want to you, Sir, and to the members of the Oppo-the details of It whlch the Minister of Ma- sition, and engaging in conversation. it isrne (Sir Louis Davies) with that audacity high time that you should call order to thesewhich characterises hlm above all other mem. gentlemen, and fot to those who are tran-
bers of the Government, tells us have been sating the business of the country.
furnished time and again, when we know as
a matter of fact they have not been furnish. An bon. MEMBER. Go ahead.
ed. The Prime Minister disappeared from! Mr. WALLACE. I am walting for thethe House to-night because he is disgusted Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher) to ob-with his colleagues not comIng before the serve these courtesies which gentlemen re-
House in a businesslike way. It was humi-: cognize, but I am afraid I wll have to wat
lating to Alexander Mackenze to find out1 in vain. As the Minister (Mr. Fisher) knowshe had to run the whole Government himself lhe cannot get figs from thistles. There areand it must be humlliatIng to the Prime Min- some people whose hide Is as impenetrableister to see the way the Minister of Railways as a rhineoceros, and who have not thedisappears from the House when he Is asked slightest idea of the courtesy which charac-
to give information about 1bis department· terizes gentlemen, and which conduces to theWe demand that the Minister of Railways rapid conduet of public affairs. After all theshould be here. We want him here even time we have been walting for the Ministerthough he sits dumb, because we think we of Railways and Canals to hear our wordswIll be able to ram some solid facts into his
pericranlal concavity. The Sollcitor Gen- i of wlsdem, It 18 highly Improper for hlm to

eranial c ot he SolcitorGave n- turn, not his rear, but a kind of a side-winderal says hie cannot do that, but I have not to the House. After waiting his royal plea-so low an opinion of the Minster of Rail- sure so long we eau fairly ask the Ministetways as he has. 'of Rallways to give a little attention to the
An hon. MEFMBER. You will have the House. We want an explanation of this

Minister bere soon. third elause of the agreement, and we want
to know what proportion of these expenses

Mr. WALLACE. Well, trot hlm out and are paid by the people of Canada and wbat
we will adjourn the House until he comen. proportion by tihe Grand Trunk Ralway

Com-pany. One mile of travel by the Inter-An bon. MEMBER. Here is the Mllaster colonial cars for every hundred miles travel-(Mr. Blair) now. led by the Grand Trunk cars-that ls the
Mr. WALLACE. The )Minister (Mr. Blair) rough estimate of Mr. Wainwright. If the

has ,tust entered the Chamber, and Ifhel Mlnlster, out of the 13 months for which e
knew with what painful anxiety his support- has returns, will brIng them down for one
ers were waiting for him he would not have month, that will satisfy u, because it wII
deprived them of his presence se long. We be a fairly good index of what has been the

npp- deliîr.h4pa M wp hfi M 1.h.. result for the 13 months.
g LU v '.aqJA6Ez.. &A a u tu cfr au

House, because if ie does not give us the
information, it rwlll be our duty and our plea-
sure to convey to him some information as
to how a Minster should conduct bis de.
partment.

Mr. WALLACL

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I wI1- tell ithe hon. gentleman
what I wIllI do.. I will w1re to-morrow
morning to the Grand Trunk Company to
send here a statement of the total car mile-
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age of the Grand Trunk and the total car
mileage of the Intercolonial for any month
the hon. gentleman names.

Mr. WALLACE. Well, we will adjourn
the House until he does that.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
Mr. WALLACE. Surely the Minister

does not want us to pass the Bil before
furnishing us with the information. The
payments made each month are made on
these fgures, which the Minister must have
ln :his department.

The MINISTER OF MAIMNE AND
FISHERIES. The figures of the payments
have been given to you, based on the car
mileage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If any hon. gentleman would
look at the statement filed and in "Han-
sard," in answer to a question of the ex-
Minister of Finance to-day, he will see there
stated every dollar of th,Ž amounts paid.
Af ter the answer was given, it was dhanded
to the ex-Minister of Finance.

Mr. WALLACE. That makes It more
extraordinary still. This Information, which
we should have had elaborated and placed

on the Table of the House, 'had to be ask-
ed for, and the Minister tells us that he
answered that question to-day. I would
like to ask him why he would telegrapli to
Montreal if he has answered the question ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He said he would telegraph
for the car mileage.

Mr. WALLAOE. The ipayments made
are based on the cear mileage. Under clause
33 of the agreement the statements are to
be made precisely on the first day of every
month. We want one of those statements.
This has been going on for itwelve or thir-
teen months under this agreement, and we
ask the MInister to let us have these state-
ments tihat have been presented monthly.
They will give us the Information we want
ln order to form a conclusion. The Min-
ister shakes his head; what does that mean?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAY$ AYD
CANALS. I mean that It would not give
you the Information you are demanding
now.

Mr. WALLACE. That is aUl we are ask.
Ing. We are easily satisfied.

The MINLISR OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Thatwas given to you to.
day.

Mr. WAT ACE. No, It was not given
to us, as the Mniter of Railwaya knows.

The MINISTER OF M [ INE AND
FISH EMEE. The car mileage was not
given, but the amounts paid were given.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How do you get at
those without the car mileage ?

The MilNISTER OF MAWINE ANi
FISHERIES. I understand that we are to
pay a proportion of the cost of maintenance
dependent upon the car mileage ; and under
the 33rd section the Grand Trunk are to
give us whatever information is necessary
in order to enable that to be ascertaIned.
The Minister of Railways explained to-day,
not once only, but ten times, dn my hear-
ing. that in the first place the account is
rendered by the Grand Trunk against the
Intercolonial, which account they make up
from the car mileage. Then the auditor,
with his account in his hand, goes to the
Grand Trunk office, the books are opened,
and he verifies the correctness of the ac-
count, and ascertains that the charges are
for the proper car mileage, and then the
account is paid. But the Minister ex-
plains that the car mileage itself is not in
the department. it is simply veritled by
the auditor of the department In an exami-
nation of the Grand Trunk books.

Mr. MONTAGUE. WiII the hon. gentle-
man say that when the Grand Trunk puts
In Its bill to the Intercolonial Railway, and
gives the Intercolonial Railway auditor the
opportunity of examining its books, it Is
doing ail that Is requIred by the 33rd
clause?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Perhaps it is not.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What sort of excuse
is that to come to Parliament with ? The
Minister of Railways and Canals knows as
well as any man In this House that under
the 33rd clause of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company is compelled to give to the
Intesrcolonial Railway officers every Infor-
mation-to furnish a return.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It does not say so.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It does not say train
mileage; but I ask the ýMinster of Rail.
ways what is necessary to figure up the
aumount paid by the IntercoloniaL First,
they .must give the engine and ear mile.
age. They give them a complete return,
whici it -s necessary to have before the
matter can be figured up, and after they
have done that, under this clause, they
open their books to the audit of the Inter.
colonial Railway to see whether their state-
ment Is correct.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You say what you think they
ought to do; but you cannot say they do
that.

Mr. MONTAGUE. wThe hon. gentemau
la gettlng through what appemtoibaî
very small hole. He admits that he made
an agreement with the Grand Trunk Raq-
way, whicb was a trial agreement to see
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how the arrangement would work. The arrangements and negotiated for freights to te
arrangement was rejected by the Senate. delivered at points on the Intercolonial Railway ?
The hon. gentleman promised every infor- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
matton, and now he has to admit that The hon. gentleman assumes that to be the case.
clause which compelled the Grand Trunk Mr. TAYLOR. I know it ta be the case, be-
Railway to give to the offleers of the Inter- cause I am a shipper to all these points, and I
colonial Railway essential information has had a 55 cent rate to all points on the Intercol-
been disregarded absolutely by the Grand onial Railway. But this year that a secancelied,

anÂd our goods are costlng us, because we have
Trunk Railway. to prepay freight at Il points, considerably

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND more than under the old arrangement.

CANALS. No. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
I think there Is no Increase In the tariff.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Then if it has not, he Mr. TAYLOR. I know there Is.
has the information in bis (ffiee. If he has, Will the hon. gentleman lay the two tariffs
why does he not bring It down. If he bas on the Table so as to verify lis statement ?
not got it. then he las allowed the Grand I am in a position. from my. personal know-
Trunk Railway to disregard an essential por- ledge, to know that since the arranger9eût
tion of the agreement necessary for the pro- before the House was entered into, the same
teetion of the interests of the Goverument, class of goods that formerly were charged
and that had to be carried out, if he inted- a 55-eent rate to all points en the Inter-
ed to fulfil bis promise to give us all infor- colonial Railway, are now charged on an
mation. average 60 cents to 85 eents. What benefit

Mr. TAYLOR. The ex-Finance Minister is it to Ontarlo manufacturers, who bave te
put this question on the paper to-day: ship goods to the maritime provinces, to

commit this country to a payment of $140,-What amount has accrued to the Grand Trunk 000 a year for ninety-nine years and have theRailway Company since July 1st, 1898, to date, railway tariff raised besides from ten toper month, as the Intercolonial Railway'a contri-p. .
bution to the cost of maintenance of te Chau- twenty per cent? The hon. Mister con-
dière and Montreal joint sections, including ter- tradicted my statement, and I ask him now
minal facilties, and what has been paid per to lay oU the Table the tariffs which he
month? ,must have ln his office, so as te decide be-
The Minister of Railways says that he laid tween us. I maintain that there has been
the statement on the Table to-day. an Increase ln the tariff. The hon. gentl&

man says there has not, and I ask hlm to
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND bring down the two tariffs.

CANALS. I did not say that. The MINISTER 0F RAILW YS AND
Mr. TAYLOR. Well, he answered the ques- CANALS. 1 sald 1 was net aware, and 1

tion, giving the dollars per month that was do ot think that there bas beeu any ln.
paid. Will he tell me that he cannot go over crease.
to his auditor, who went down there when Mr. WALLACEYen know that the Har
the Bill was presented te the Intercolonial ris tariff 18 very much l hler.
Rallway for a certain amount of money, The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
based on the mileage, and obtain fren that CANALS. I do not know it. Awe Iknowd I
auditor how many miles of mlleage were that lu-the Harris tarif, there wre some
used by the engines and cars of the Inter-trifiing alterations made In the classifica-
(olonial Railway to produce that amount of!tion. Some classes of goods that for in-
money. He will not say that his auditor stance were In number nine were put ln
cannot tell, from the number of dollars, what number eight, and some that were in number
mileage was used. ten were put ln number nine ; but In the ex-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN anatonf te classfcaton sheetasIt
CANALS. You must not say that I will notcl ntn . Mitter oh Fine
say it, because I have said it, and do say it.wboI ed te gonov er ofhFeance,

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. gentleman speaks self were disposed net te allow of any in-
for himself, but I make this statement that Prease. and we were assured by our oficers
there is not an auditor or accountant il this that there was nothing in it but a removal
eoantry, who cared a fig for his reputation, of soie IneqUlties. There were some ar-

who would allow any gentleman to make tie ticles neluded lioe elaeslflmtlon whieh
statement that he cannot tell the number of ougt t be l another, and I wasadvised
miles used by the rilway, when le hast that the transfers IhaveMentoned we
amount of money that was paid for the use necessary ln order te make Our classifica-
of that mileage. I asked the bon. Mlnistr tien uniform with that geverneng the
a questIon yesterday: wesnraUwaYSIt19ptted outby.our

Mr. TAYLOR. I would ke to Inquire how the fi theyathe aone
hon. Minister aecounts for the fact thatsince this
arrangement went into operation th rates tt of eneral a aké It
freiglht for western shpp'rs to points on the In- difeult for us te e u
tereolonial Railway are higLIer tha we paid
when the Grand Trunk Railway made its ownfaory.Btheea ben s<hM

MAAL.. dPotknwOt.AlTAkowi
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as a general increase or any substantial In-
crease on any of the articles. If there was,
it was not done knowingly, and I do not be-
lieve it was done at all. I do not undertake
to question what the hon. gentleman said,
but that is a matter that probably will be
susceptible of explanation when the infor.
mation is had.

The hon. gentleman is entirely overlooking
the fact, when he speaks of having shipped
goods before the arrangement was made.
that he was then shipping over the Grand
Trunk Railway for a part of the mileage,
which is now part of the Intercolonial Rad1-
way. The Intercolonial Railway tarif, as
applied to the Montreal extension, may have
been somewhat different from the Grand
Trunk Railway tarif as applied te that end,
before the change took place. I do not be
lieve that the Grand Trunk Railway rates
have been wholly or In the main better than
the Intercolonial Railway. I rather think
the Intercolonial Railway rates have been
lower.

Mr. TAYLOR. I understand that by this
arrangement, all freight taken by the Grand
Trunk Railway west of Montreal, as soon as
it reaches Montreal, is handed over te the
Intercolonial Railway and bas to conform
with the Intercolonial Railway tariff. Ar.
rangements, Of course, are made on through
freight. I have the two tariffs. and,
before this Bill is read the third time, I'
shail have them here. The Grand Trunk
tariff gives the rates, and the rate to Inter-
colonial points is 55 cents per hundred
pounds. As soon as this arrangement of
the hon. Minister came into operation, that
was cancelled, and they sent a new schedule.
mentioning every station, and to none of
them is the local rate as lew as 55 Cents.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Does the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Taylor) suggest that the rate was the same,
say, to Rivière du Loup as to Halifax?

Mr. TAYLOR. That Is what I say.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. The hon. gentleman is entirely
incorrect ; that would be unreasonable.

Mr. TAYLOR. I will stake my reputation,
as a member of this House, against the hon.
gentleman's reputation, as a Minister, that
I will produce the document which, shows
the rate on goods from our factory to ail
points on the Intercolonial Railway is 55
cents per hundred4 and It makes ne differ-
ence whether it is Halifax or any other
point. That has been cancelled, and we are
paying now from 65 to 80 cents.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I would like to ask the hon. gen-
tieman, if he thinks that is a common-sense
arrangement ?

Mr. TAYLOR. That was the arrangement
with us and with others in my town, and,

145

I believe, that every manufacturer in On.
taro--

The MINISTER OF R AILWAYS AND
CANALS. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man : Does he think it would oe fair to
charge a man the sanie to Rivière du Loup
as to Halifax4?

Mr. TAYLOR. That bas nothIng to do
with it. I am telling the hon. gendeinan
what the arrangement was. The bon. Min-
ister says, that this scheme of his will be
better for the people of Ontario, and we
find it Is worse. It is worse for the manatu-
facturer, and it Is decidedly worse for tbe
consumer, because, of course, we have te
add the extra freight charge on the goods,
and take it out of the consumer. The hon.
gentleman wants to know, if It is fair to
charge the same rate to Rivière du Loup as
to Halifax. That is the railway business,
To securet our business, they gave us that
rate, and they had their arrangement with
the Intercolonial Railway. But, as soon as
the present arrangement with the Grand
Trunk was made, they began te quote us a
rate to Montreal, and told us we must pay,
besides, the Intercolonial rate to the pint
of delivery. These are the arrangements
we are working under now, and it coets 20
cents per hundred more on our gooda than
formerly. I ask the hon. gentleman to lay
the tariff on the Table, and he will see that
his own statement is not correct Then, as
to the dollar value et the Grand Trunk Rail-
way account, and the idea that from it a
statement cannot be made out, I will guar-
antee that the auditor, if he bas not the
miles down, will soon work it out from the
number of dollars. Any accountant widl do
that ; I will undertake to do it myself. If
I know that $500 represents, for instance,
a mileage of 40,000 miles, I will be able to
figure out the mileage represented by $600,
or any other sum. If bis auditor cannot do
this, he is not worthy to stay In the De-
partment twenty-four hours. The hon. mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Borden) asged for this
information ten days, and the hon. Minister
said he could have it, but now he seeks to
get out of It by saylng that It cannot be
done. I think It is not fair to his auditor to
say, that he cannot make up a statement
of this mileage.

The MINISTER OF' RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It varies every month.

Mr. TAYLOR. And the number tf dol-
lars varies accordingly. And, by the num-
ber of dollars, he can know the number of
miles.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman Is nisfaken.

Mr. TAYLOR. I am not mistaken. I
have had as much te do with auditing se-
counts as my hon. frIend (Mr. Blair). An
audIt«r who could not make up such a state-
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ment, would not be worthy to audit the ac-
counts of the Intercolonial Railway, or : ny
other railway.

Mr. CLANCY. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister if the audltor's report is filed
each month with the Department, and be-
comes departmental record thereafter. Also,
whether the auditor is furnIshed with the
mileage of the Intercolonial Ralway kept
separately, or whether he proceeds upon the
blank statement that so much mileage is
due. In a sense It might seem Idle to ask
such a question, because If the mileage were
given it would be easy to léarn the sum
of money due to the Grand Trunk. I do
not like to ask too many questions, but I
would like to know also whether there Is
any provision In the agreement for a check
on the part of the Government as to the
expenditure that must be made ln main-
talning that part of the road in whIch we
hold ln joint ownershlp, or whether It is
In the hands of the Grand Trunk without
check or provision beyond the mere state-
ment of the accounts. If the hon. Minister
will give this Information, he wIll at least
throw some light upon the matter.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I presume the bon. gentleman!
would be ready to acknowledge that no Min-
ister living ought to be expected, with the
other overwbelmlng duties which he bas to
discharge, to follow In detail and to know
how the under officers of the railway ser-
vice work out minor but still important
matters. I confess that I have never had the
time. I have never felt called upon to take
the auditor of the Intercolonial Railway and
accompany him lu the performance of his!
duties to see how be did it, to trace out the
results and determine whether his system1
was accurate. I have taken It for granted1
that whatever was necessary to be done by
the subordinate offiials of the department,
under the general manager and under the
chief epgineer. would be done. When this
matter came up I had occasion to make In-
quiries regardlng t, and I was told that the
officers of the department did not furnlsh,
either at Moncton or here, any statement
which would show the amount of engine and
car mileage of the respective rallways upon
the Montreal extension.

Mr. CLANCY. Does the bon. gentleman
think that an absolute requisite to a proper
keepIng and checking of the accounts ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. According to my judgment I do
not thInk that It Is at all necessary, I do not
think that It Is a matter of any substantial
Importance.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E..). What
check have you on your offieers under these
circumstancesO?

The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS AND
GANALS. We bave the assumption that thej

Mr. TAYLOR.

officer, when he examines these books, will
be convInced that the accounts have been
properly made up or he would not approve
them. Surely you do not imagine that after
the accounts are rendered to the department
and placed in -te hands of the auditor in
whom you have confidence, that you need
some one else to cbeck him.

Mr. CLARKE. What Information has the
auditor in his possession other than that sup-
plied by the Grand Trunk Rallway authori-
ties ?

Mr. IVES. Let nme add another question to
that one. We understand that the account
Is rendered monthly or periodically by the
Grand Trunk Railway in connection with
this mileage. Now, will the hon. gentleman
say what the character of that account is ?
Of course certain thlngs must be known to
enable the auditor to check the account.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have never seen one of these
accounts, they have never come before me.
But I wlll tell the hon. gentleman what I
judge would be the nature of that account.
The account would state what the gross
payments were which have been made

1 by the Grand Trunk Railway on the
road in the way of maintenance and re-
pairs for the month, giving them In detail.
The auditor would examine those items and
see whether they were charges of a nature
proper to be included In such an account.
Then he would éxaihine the vouchers and
see whether they correspond with the Items
contained lu the account. He would have
access to the company's books of which there
must be a great many, because the books
of every station would have to be examined
There would be a page for every day
of the month, which would contaln
a list of the engines, the number of
the englues and number of the cars, with the
name of the ears, If they had a name. Every
page would contain ail these particulars, and
that page would be multIplied for each day
by the number of stations on the whole line.
By toting up that page you would see how
many englne miles there were, and how
nany car miles there were on that day. In
that statement, I presume, you would see
whether It was a Grand Trunk Rallway en-
gine or car, or an Intercolonial Railway en-
glne or car. The audltor would examine all
these books which will be put la his hands
for the purpose. We -vil say that there are
40 or 50 stations, then there wll be 40 or
50 books, eaeh book would be examined by
him, and he would tote up all these particu-
lars. He would n ot make any copy or any
abstract of the books, but he f nde out in
that way what proportion the total car mile-
age of the Intereolonlal Railway beare to
the total ear mileage of the Grand Trunk
Ralway, and the engine mileage accord-
ingly.
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Mr. IVES. Do I gather that the Grand
Trunk Railway agents keep both the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Intercolonial RLail-
way mileage ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They keep both.

Mr. IVES. They are the joint officials of
the Intercolonlal Railway and the Grand
Trunk Rallway, and they keep the whole
account, both the mileage of the Intercolon-
lal and the mileage of the Grand Trunk Rail-
way ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is my bellef, I cannot see
how It could be done otherwIse.

Mr. IVES. It seems to me that the Grand
Trunk Rallway, in rendering an account to
the Intercolonial Rallway or to the Depart-
ment of Railways, for this monthly mainten-
ance account, would state the total amount
expended, wlth the car mlleage of the Inter-
colonial Rallway and the car mileage of the
Grand Trunk Railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am told that that has not been
the custom.

Mr. IVES. Then they do not gWve the data
the auditor -must have ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, It will be very easy to verlfy
it. .

Mr. MONTAGUE. First of all, the Grand
Trunk Railway bas to make up the account.
Now, do they make It up by having the train
and car and engine mileage ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am informed they have not
been doing It that way. They 'have their
bocks whIch show how much bas been ex-
pended on that section or on that division
for that month, The items whIch constitute
that account are made up and handed to the
officers of the Intercolonial Railway. I pre-
sume that ls the way, I have not seen one
of them, but I presume that Is the way in
which the accounts are furnished. They
render an account containing the gross ex-
penditure for the month in detail,then they
say that the proportion of the Intercolonial
Railway is so much.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How do they figure
that out ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. By examining their books and
taking the proportion. If there are 10,000
engine and car ýmiles of the Grand Trunk
Railway and 1,000 engine and car miles of
the Intercolonial Railway for the same per-
lod, they would know that the Intercolonial
Railway bill would be one-tenth.

Mr. MONTAGUE. If the hon. gentleman
winl permit me-

145f

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gen'tleman (Mr. Tay-
lor) shakes his head.

Mr. TAYLOR. No, that is just what I
have sald all along.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That is just what I
was arguing, that before the Grand Trunk
could make any charge against the Inter-
colonial they must know the engine e.nd car
mnileage.

The INISTER OF RAILWAXYS AND
CANALS. Of course they must.

Mr. MONTAGLE. Well, now, it would
not take the Minister fifteen minutes to get
that.

The MINISTER OF RAILW.i.YS AND
OANALS. You are wrong about .t at.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I would 1k-e to ask
the Mdnister if this account is not just the
same as an account for furnitare. It is
an account the Government owe for value
received. Does the hon, gentlemaa intend
to say that he would accept an :cco;xnt for
furniture or for furnlshings for e20,O0
without the item3?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Does he say that he
will accept that en bloc and send his auditor
to go over the account afterwards. No, he
will not. He will demand the Items.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am doing that.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Well, then in lthis
matter you are not doing that; that is just
exactly what you are not doing.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISHERIES. They do not understand the
hon. Mjnister of Rallways and Canals.

Mr. MONTAGUE. They do not under-
stand hlm ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not think you can or
you would fot ask these questions.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I did not thInk the
hon. Mdnister of Marine and Fisheries was
so wholly stupid as to think that we did
not undeistand the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals. The hon. gentleman is
not nearly as acute and brdght as I thought
he was. I subinit to the merest page lu
this House that the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways does lot understand this question or
he would not refuse to give this information
to the House. It is as clear as the nose
on the face of the ho. Minister of Marine
and Fisherles that the account rendered
by the Grand Trunk Railway, is either en
bloc or In items.

The MINISTER F RmLWAYS AND
OANALS. It Must be In dtems.
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Mr. MONTAGUE. It is in Items so fari
as the amounts which make it up are con-
cerried, but the basis upon which these
amounts are charged ought to be there if it
Is an aceount whieh can be adjudged as to
whether àt Is correct or not. My argument
was that before it could be made out by
the Grand Trunk they ought to have the
basis for that account which Is the engine
and ear mileage, and I submit that the hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals, before
he would send his auditor to examine these
accounts, ought to have these details, If not
for his own Information, for the informa-
tbon of the Publie Accounts Committee.

The MINISTER OF RAIDWAYS AND
CANALS. Do you suppose that it As pos-
sible for me to follow all these details ?
That would not be possible If there were
five M4nisters In the department instead of
one.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How long wIll it take
to examine this ; It wlIl not take the fif-
teenth part of a minute.

An hon. MEMBER. Okb.
Mr. MONTAGUE. Who says, oh ? The

bon. Minister of Railways and Canals knows
what that account Is.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I never saw one of them.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I submit he ought to
have seen them before he came here and
asked tiat ths bill be passed. He ought
to know what the basis Is.

The MLINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I know the basis.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What Is the basis.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It îs a wheelage basis.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Wbat is the wheelage
basis ? Is it one to five or one to ten or
one to one hundred ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I cannot tell you.

Mr. MONTAGUE. He knows It is a
wheelage basis, but he does nt know whe-
ther it is one to five, one to ten or one to
a hundred or one to a thousand.

The MINISTER OF PAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not audit the accounts on
the Intercolonial.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Well, we had better
get the auditor here.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You had better get the whole
staff ln here and swear them.

Mr. MONTAGUE. There As no use of the
hon. gentleman gettIng abusIve.

The' MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. I am not.

Mr. BLAIR.

Mr. MONTAGUE. We are askIng for rea-
sonable information upon this subjeet. We
are asking for information that the hon.
gentleman could get In fifteen minutes if
he wanted to get t. If he bas It In his de-
partment he could give it to us -n fiffteen
minutes. He ought to have It. He bad a
right ·to demand it from the Grand Trunk,
and the Grand Trunk had a right to give
It to him, and If he has not got it he could
get it In half an hour.

The MINIISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I could not get It in that time.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It could be got.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I have no doubit ceould be got.
It is not in the department, and I do not
believe that It Is in the department at Mone-
ton.

Mr. INGRAM. Is It the train mileage
that the hon. gentleman Is speaking of ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
GANALS. Yes, the engine and car mile-
age.

Mr. INGRAM. I understood the hon. gen-
tieman to say that the officers of the Inter-
colonial could not furnish the mileage, and
that the Grand Trunk did not furnish the
Intercolonial mileage over their Unes.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I said they opened this book to
us.

Mir. INGRAM. Never mind about their
opening their books. Am I correct An my
understanding?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You are not correct, if you
mean by that that they do not afford the
auditors of the Intercolonlal the fullest dn-
formation on the subject. TÏhey throw open
their books. Let me say here what occurs
so that I wil not be misunderstood. I have
stated that the Grand Trunk Railway Co.
keep, themselves, In their books, the record
of every mile that is travelled by their own
engines and ears and by the Intercolonial
engines and cars. I armnot sure but that
the Intercolonial keeps an account of its
own mileage. I am not sure that At 'does ;
I think the chances are that It does furnish
that information, but It is put in possession
of an account of the whole amount con-
taining the items which go to make up the
expenditures for the month, and they fur-
nish to the officers at Moncton a statement
off what proportion of that amount is pay-
able by the Intercolonial. Then I have told
you that the officers of the Intercolonial are
sent to Montreal, and they satisfy them-
selves and so report whether that propor-
tAon is accurate or is not.

Mr. CLARKE. Do they depend entirely
upon the Information supplied by the Grand
Trunk ?
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The MINISTER OF -RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I am under the impression that
they do not. They must depend upon the
Grand Trunk books for information as re-
spects the engine and car mileage of the
Grand Trunk, but I think there could be no
more conclusive evidence as to what the
car milleage would be than these books
whIch I do not think could be misleading.

Mr. IVES. Are these monthly accounts
or statements not allowed to remain in the
department as vouchers ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They remaln at Moncton.

Mr. IVES. I thlnk from what the hon.
gentleman says now-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I said that all along.

Mr. IVES. I understood that these ac-
counts contained the amoant of the claim
which the Grand Traink asked the Govern-
ment to pay as their proportion of the
mileage. If we have the total expenditure
for maintenance and the proportionate
amount w.hich the Grand Trunk ask the
Government to contribute, under this ar-
rangement, we could ascertain what the pro-
portion of the Government is and what that
of the Grand Trunk Is.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I told hon. gentlemen that long
ago, but it was not satisfactory.

Mr. IVES. That would furnish the in-
formation we really want, which is the pro-
portion of the car minleage of the Interco-
iolal and the Grand Trunk.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
says that he can get this information from
the Grand Trunk Railway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I can telegraph for It.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minister could
have saved this debate by getting it thirteen
days ago. He assumes a different position
now from what he did before.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Exactly the same.

Mr. MONTAGUE. " Hansard'" will show
that the bon. gentleman said he could not
get thils car mileage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. "Hansard " will show that as-
sertions were made in this House that I
had ail this information ln my department
and under my hand, and that I affirmed I
had fnot.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minister does not
desire that we should pass this Bill with-
out this information.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There is no reason why you
should not take it on the third reading.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. It does not refer to the Bill at ail.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I never saw the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Lou's
Davies) go complacently accept everything.
as he does from the Minister of Railways
and Canals (Mr. Blair). The Minister seems
to be a decided admirer of the 31nister of
Railways.

Mr. FOSTER. Doubtful.
Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not think It is

doubtful.
The 31INISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. We usually admire each other.
Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not think you

could help it, for if there was ever a pair
of twins in stupidity as to not understand-
ing what we want to-night it is you two.
Now the Minister of Railways and Canals
knows that we know he is not stupid.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
GANALS. I do know that you know you
are only having a little fun.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Not at all. We are
-nost serious, and the Minister (Mr. Blair)
takes this expenditure of this too large a
sum of money, without any degree of seri-
ousness whatever.

Mr. INGRAM. Up to the present I have
refrained from saying anything with respect
to this deal. Now, I am not asking the
question I shall ask for the fun of the thing,
but I am doing it in all serlousness, and I
trust the Minister wIll treat me in that way.
I ask the Minister (Mr. Blair) if any em-
ployees of the Intercolonial Railway are in
control of the cars or trains passing over
the Intercolonial Railway and into the ter-
minal points In Montreal?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Invariably.

Mr. INGRAM. Whom do they report to ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. These officers are joint offieers
of both roads, and they must report at the
different stations and their destinations.

Mr. INGRAM. Every man who is In
charge of a train makes his report at the
end of his trip whether it be in Montreal
or at the end of his division. In that daily
report is the mileage of the engine and of
every car on that train.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The driver does not make It
to the head office but to his divisional
point.

Mr. INGRAM. I differ from the Minister
again. There is only one head office on the
Intercolonia1 Railway system and that is
at Moneton. It does not make any differ-
ence whether there are three or five divi-
sions, all these reports must go to Moneton.
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The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The reports which are made
by the driver or the conductor at these di-
visional points, are I suppose sent to Mone-
ton ultimately.

Mr. INGRAM. Again I must differ from
the Minister. That is not the practice. The
practice is that there is only one head offiee
for the conductor, no matter what division
he is on, and all the reports go to the head
office which is at Moneton. Now, I never
was in Moneton. but I know. what the sys-
tem is on the Intercolonial Railway as on
every other railway. That is the means by
wbicn the railway finds out the mileage of
the different cars no matter to what Une
they belong. At the expiration of tbe month
the mileage of all these cars is figured up.
and the business-like way would be that
the car mileage office at Moncton would re-
port to the Government at Ottawa, the total
mileage run on the Government railways.
Now, that I presume is done on the Inter-
colonial Railway as it Is done elsewhere,
ïand there is no doubt that the Minister can
get his mileage at Moncton or In bis own
department.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think there is no doubt that
the Intercolonlal Railway bas the account
of its own mileage, but that would not do
because yon have to get the Grand Trunk
Railway mileage too.

Mr. INGRAM. The Government must
keep track of the mileage of the Intercolonil
Railway cars.

Tbe MINISTER OF RAJLWAYS AND
CANALS. I have never disputed that. but
that is only a small portion of the informa-
tion asked for.

Mr. INGRAM. It was asked here to-nlght
what the mileage of the Intercolonial cars
at the Grand Trunk Railway terminal points
was. I understood the hon. Minister to say
that he had not the mileage or that his offi-
cers told bim they could .not produce the
mileage. That cannot be so, for it would
be a very unbusinesslike method of carry-
ing on business. If the hon. Minister ln-
quires this morning 1u his office, I am sure
that he will find that my statement is cor-
rect, and what my hon. friends here are
complaining of Is that he las not produced
the mileage.

Mr. E. B. OSLER (West Toronto). Mr.
Chairman, I do not propose to enter Into
any discussion of the merits- of the
Drummond County purehase. What bas
struck mie in this long debate bas been
the fact that the Ministers, eithër
throngh ignorance or wilfull, bave ben
wIthholding proper Information. The In-
formation asked for on this side of trhe
House lias, I think, been entirely reasonable.
It is information that should have been sup-

Mr. INGRAM.

piied to this House to enable the members
to form anything like a correct judgment
as to the merits or demerits of this bargain.
I think it has been a very humiliating scene
to-night, to see the surly manner lu which
Ministers have evaded answering questions.
Promises, as distinct and straight and square
as promises could be made by one man to
another, have been given by Ministers, and
have not been kept. It is a very serious and
very humiliating thing to find Ministers of
the Crown taking that position. One of
two things must be the case, either that the
Ministers themselves do not know the bar-
gain they have made, or that they have
found that it is so bad that they deeline
to give the House the information which they
must have ln their possession. I think the
inference to be drawn is that they went
into this project, as they went into the Yu-
kon Railway project, without any know-
ledge of what they were doing, and that
they asked the solicitors of the other side
to draw an agreement with them. The
agreement presented here has evidently been
drawn by the Grand Trunk solicitors and
the Drummond County soilcitors, and the
Ministers apparently know very little about
it. It involves millions of dollars. The
rental is about $140,000 a year, which capi-
talized means a very serious sum. 1 did not
intend to speak on the subjeet, but I must
say that the impression left on my mind by
this debate is that the Government, either
from want of knowledge or wilfully, have
endeavoured to keep back information which
they ought to have given to this House, and
which they promised they would give before
the Bill was passed.

Mr. MeMULLEN. As hon. gentlemen ap-
pear to be a little tired out, I will assist
them for a few moments.

Mr. FOSTER. You havet a large reserve
fund, you know.

Mr. McMULLEN. I want to draw atten-
tion to ibis point on which hon. gentlemen
have been harping for the last six hours.
The hon. member for Halifax (Mr. Borden)
four times to-night has demanded that the
Minister of Railways and Canals should
comply with a certain promise which he
made in answer to himself on the 26tb of
May, that he would do certain things. What
was it ? Here is what the hon. gentleman
asked:

Therefore, the Minister (Mr. Blair) must have
from the Grand Trunk Railway Company returns
and information which indicate exactly each
month, what the proportion of user, made up ln
that way, by the Grand Trunk. Railway, and by
the Intercolonial Railway respectively ls.
The hon. Minister said

There will be no difficult, I think, In furnish-
ing that Information, if the hon. gentleman de-
stres It. -Does be desire it for the whole period
that the arrangement has been running ?
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Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I do not want to put
the hon. gentleman to any unnecessary trouble,
but I thought it was probably easy to furnish it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND CANALS.
I think there will be no difficulty, an far as I am
aware, in furnishing it down to the last we have,
received a statement from the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company. It will, I should think, be fur-
nished before the introduction of the Bill or be-
fore the Grand Trunk Railway matter la dis-
posed of.
Now, the hon. Minister tells you that he
went to bis Department and thoroughly In-
vestigated all the papers and documents
relating to this matter, and he bas come
back and reported to the House that there
were no documents or papers ln bis Depart-
ment that would enable him to give the'
hon. gentleman the information he asked
for.

Mr. BERGERON. Why did he pr.mise it?

Mr. McMULLEN. He did not promise$
it. He said. he thought there would be no
trouble in furnishing It. He turns to his De-
partment and asks bis officers about these
papers. and they say they are not there.
Then he says the matter is settled every
month ; the auditor of the Intercolonial goesi
to Montreal and goes over the accounts
from begInning to end, and la ln a position
to certify that the charges made by the,
Grand Trunk are correct. and on the basis

are trylng to make a mountain out of a mole,
and If they want to waste time they are suc-
ceeding admirably.

Mr. BERGERON. If there ever was an oc-
casion on whieh the saying: "Deliver me
from my friends " would be applicable, it is
the present one. The hon. Minister of Rail-
ways might well repeat that exclamation af-
ter the manner ln which the hon. member
for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) show-
ed up his incapacity. It is quite evident that
if the hon. member for North Wellington had
been promoting this measure himself, he
would have taken an entirely different course
to that followed by the Minister. What is
the hon. gentleman's excuse for the Minister?
Ie said that if the Minister of Railways and
Canals had done his duty-for that Is the
only conclusion to be drawn from the hon.
gentleman's remarks-he would have given
us just what we have been asking for.

Mr. McMULLEN. No.

Mr. BERGE RON. Yes, and not only what
we have been asking for, but what the Min-
ter promised us. The hon. Minister promised
us everything before he would introduce this
Bill.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Everything ln his de-
partment.

of that certificate the Intercolonial is called Mr. BERGERON. My hon. friend need not
upon to pay Its proportion. Is that not interrupt, for he will have every chance to
right? reply, and I must say he is a great acquisl-

tion to us just now. We know how intensely
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND he has been suffering of late years tihrough

CANALS. Yes, tbat is right. not being able to ventilate bis opinions lu
thîs House, but If lie wlll only stay wltb us

Mr. McMULLEN. Yet the hon. member new and give us oecasionally some explana-
for Halifax elaims that the hon. Minister tions, liwilielp us Iu a most effective
bas broken bis promise ; the ex-Minister of manner. He bas Just proved that the Min-
Finance and the ex-Minister of Agriculture Ister knows notbing at ail about the lease.
have done the same thing. They have been The lon. Minister promised to give is cer-
demanding that he should produce what he tain Information whîch my hon. friend bas
has told them he las not in his office, and ju deciared it ouglt to be easy for hlm to
he has explained distinctly and clearly the give. Wiil the hon. member approve the cou-
way in which the accounts are made up. duct p. the Minister who, for tlirteea
Now, what do these hon. gentlemen want ? monthsbas been paying the Grand Trunk
We know perfectly well what they want: Railway rentai on this ne, witbout knowIng
they want to take up time, in the hope of 1 wbat ho as been paying for. What wouid
making an impression on the public mind be the state of anyclerk who would pay out
that the Minister is nlot acting properly. xonev without getting vouchers ln return
This whole question over wthich lon. gen- and who, when asked by his employer: Wby
tlemen are delaying the House Is a side Issue dld you pay this? What proof bave you
altogether, a matter of detail, and not one that it was due? would say: 1 know notb-
that affects the lease at all. It ls merely a Ing about it. but you can take My Word that
matter of adjustment of accounts between t la ail rIght. The position of the Minister
the Grand Trunk Railway and the Intercol- of Railways la exactiy the same. He told
onial Railway, and ought to have nothing us that there yeuld be nu dffieulty lu giving
to do at all with the ratification of the lease. a report o the mileage from Ste. Rosalle to
The Grand Trunk Railway has to satisfy, Montreal, but wheu we want that report, he
whoever is at the head of the Intercolonialsays he cannot gîve It.-My bon. friend from
Railway that the account is riglht before they Elgin (Mr. Ingram) is a man who knows a
can get a dollar ; and if the Minister of great deal about rallway operations and my
Railways should demand au account ln a hon. frieud from Toronto,who las mat
different shape, the Grand Trunk Railway spoken, knows somethlng about them, and
would have to comply with his demand or go tbey know, as we ail do. thatany rallway
without their money. These hon. gentlemen. company can, at the end of every montb
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give a complete return of the car mileage
whieh las been used on their line.

Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.) And every cari
separate.

Mr. BERGERON. But here we have the;
admission off the Minister that for thirteeni
months the Dominion has been paying the!
Grand Trunk Railway money without hav-
ing the first proof that the money was due,
and that he cannot give us the proof. The
right hon. First Minister told us that if we
would let the schedule go through, this in'-
formation, which the Minister of Railways
says he cannot get. would be laid before
the House. Which are we to belleve ? This
is a sample of the way we have been treated
since this measure came before us. Some
hon. gentlemen opposite say this is obstrue-1
tion. The new members say so, but the olil
members, for instance. the hon. mem-1
ber for North Wellington. know that
it is not. If these gentlemen were lui
Opposition. and a similar course were
pursued by the Minister in office, my hon.
friend from North Wellington alone would
keep the Government for six months.
He could not allow-and he would be right-
a Bill of this kind to go through Parliament
in the form in which it is brought before
us. We have bad two occasions to doubt
the, well. I will say sincerity so as not to
use any other word. of the Minister off
Railways and Oanals in bringing this meas-
ure before Parlianient. We sat here until
three o'clock yesterday morning. Why ?
Because the hon. Minister, in answering the
argument of the hon. member for Glengarry
(Mr. McLennan). declared that he had in
his possession figures from bis chief engi-
neer showing that it would cost $300.000 to
build a certain bridge. The hon. member
for Glengarry, who is a pratical man. had
figures to show that it would cost $50.000.
Here was a large margin of difference, and
we asked that the Minister lay on the
Table the figures which he said he had froma
bis chief engineer. We know Mr. Schreiber
as a man with a reputation to sustain, and
any statement of bis we could discuss. But
the Minister refused to bring down those
figures. Why ? My impression is that the
people of Canada know to-day that the Min-
ister could not bring down a statement sign-
ed by Mr. Schreiber to uphold bis argument.
If this be so. we have a Minister of the
Crown trying to put through a measure
which was before Parliament on a previous
occasion and could not command the confi-
dence of Parliament, and makIng statements
toe support It which he knew he could not
substantiate by tbe signature of a responsi-
ble engineer. To-night, we are on clause 3,
whieh speaks of the car mileage as the
basis of the payments made by the Domin-
ion of Canada to the Grand Trunk Railway
for carrying the Intercolonial Railway from
Ste. Rosalie to Montreal. Is it not absolu-

Mr. BERGERON.

tely necessary that we should have here the
reports which must be in the bands of the
Minister-for I cannot imagine that ilhe
head of a department would have paid large
1ums of nioney to the Grand Trunk Rail-
way without having binhis possession these
returns. Another thing that makes me be-
lieve that lie has these returns is that he
promised to bring them down. But to-night
lie refuses to bring them. Why does he re-
Ifuse? Can there be any reason but that
tney tell against the running of the Inter-
colonial Railway to Montreal over this line.
and he prefers to stay here obstructing the
business of the House-because it is not we
but the hon. Minister who is obstructing,
for we are only asking for information to
which w-e are entitled-rather than give
the information?

Now. I desire to ask the lion. Minister a
queston which I think is a very pertinent
one. How about this Jacques Cartier June-
tion branch? If I understood him. well.
lie spoke about having the right of carrying
the Intercolonial Railway trains over that
branch of the Grand Trunk Railway system
to Montreal. How will he bring his cars
over the Jacques Cartier braneh unless he
nakes a special provision, for that is not
the mail line of the Grand Trunk Railway
c-ver whic:2 the Intercolonial Railway cars
will cone into Montreal ?

The MINISTER oF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The contract provides for that.

Mr. BERGERON. No. Well, will the
hon. gentleman explain how? I am asking
for information; there is no obstructiôn
in this.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I suppose the hon. gentleman
knows that over the Jacques Cartier June-
tion line connection eau be made with the
Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. BERGERON. But It is far from
Montreal.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It is about 15 miles from the
bridge,. I believe. This matter is expressly
provided for in the contract.

Mr. BERGERON. I doubt it, and I wish
the hon. Minister to explain.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I suppose the hon. gentleman
is serious in asking the question ?

Mr. BERGERON. Yes.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Then the 9th and 10th lines of
the first clause will give him the information
he desires-I do not mean the recital. but
the first clause of the contraet at the bot-
tom of page 2.

Mr. BERGERON. I do not think that in
quite an answer. I have read this clause to
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which the hon. Minister refers. If I merely
wanted to take up time, I could easily do
so by reading this section ; but I do not
wish to take up the time of the committee
for nothing. This branch to Jacques Car-
tier Junction is not part of the main une
which the Intercolonlal Railway will use.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. But it is one of the lines of the
Grand Trunk Railway.

Mr. BERGERON. But the Intercolonial
Railway comes in by the St. Henri June-
tion and this is above that. How. then.
will he carry on his arrangements for that
branch ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This is not a branch to Jacques
Cartier ; it is the Junction of the Grand
Trunk and the Canadian Pacifie, the Cana-
dian Pacifie main line being intersected
there by the Grand Trunk Railway.

Mr. BERGERON. But the Jacques Cartier
line does not stop at Jacques Cartier June-
tion, but goes on behind the mountain to the
parish of St. Laurent. What is called the
Jacques Cartier Junction is not merely a
switch from one road to another, it is a
little line that goes from Montreal to St.
Laurent.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It is part of ýthe terminals of
the Grand Trunk ýRailway, it was built to
enable the Grand Trunk Railway to get a
carload of freight to and on the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Une.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, in order to get a line into
Montreal over the Grand Trunk Railway,
got lt by paying, if I may put ,it that way,
half what the line cost, or upon ïthe basis
of half ownership, and he pays by reason
of that. $140,000 a year for the privilege of
using this line to get his cars into 'Montreal.
That is one part of the bargain ; the other
part is as (to maintenance. Now, he does
not make a stated agreement as to what
his share of the maintenance should be. but
that share is to be computed upon the basls
of the car and engine .mileage, or, ln other
words, the Intercolonial Railway has to pay
according to the extent to which it uses that
line ,into Montreal. Now, lhe pays the half
on the basis of half the cost, or on ,the basis
of half the usage, when he pays for the
privilege of getting In. But when he comes
to pay his share of the reparations, his
share of the maintenance on that ulne, when
he comes to have that reckoned up, 4nstead
of being one-hailf, It wll1 be about one-
twenty-fifth, or one-twentieth. In other
words, he has purchased -upon the basis of
a half the right to get into Montreal on a
line as to #the user of which he will only
stand in relation to the whole usage of the
line to the extent of one twenty-fifth ; ln
other words, he has pald too much- for his pri.

vilege of getting into Montreal as one twenty-
fifth stands to one-half. If the hon. gentleman
had paid upon the basis of user, which was
the proper basis, It would have been a good
scheue to have got one twenty-fifth of the
railway and to have gone in on that. Of
course. I am guessing at the figures, but if 1
an wrongwill the hon. gentleman state what
the figures are. But the hon. Minister does
not- want to bring down those figures be-
cause they give away the whole bargain
from beginning to end.

Mr. INGRAM. The bon. gentleman for
North Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) the lec-
turer of -the Government side, undertakes to
lecture us when we are trying to get in-
formation. Perhaps the hon. gentleman for-
gets what he used to do when he occupied
a seat on this side of the House.

Mr. McGREGOR. That is not what you
want.

Mr. INGRAM, If the lion. gentleman has
anything to say, why does lie not get up like
a man and say it ? Probably lie does not un-
derstand anything more about this ques-
tion than the member for North Wellington
does.

Mr. MeGREGOR. If I did not know more
about it than you do, I would sit down.

Mr. INGRAM. If you would think more
and talk less you would act the part of a
gentleman, and that is what you are not do-
nmg now.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. The
bon. gentleman knows that lie bas no right
:to use such expressions.

Mr. INGRAM. What expression did I use
that was out of order ? .

Mr. DEPUTY SPE&AKER. The expres-
sion in whichli e said that the ion. mem-
ber for Essex was not acting as a gentle-
man.

Mr. INGRAM. I said that If the hon.
gentleman would think more and talk less,
he would act the part of a gentleman.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman knows that such an expression is
never used in Parliament. It is absolutely
against the rules of debate, and I think the
hon. gentleman should withdraw the ex-
pression.

Mr. BERGERON. We have the same
rules in committee as they have in the
House. Nobody can interrupt unless he Is
allowed to do so. The hon. member for Es-
sex bas been allowed a latitude that would
not be allowed in any other place.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I am surprised at the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Bergeron), who knows
very well that the ruling bas been given.

Mr. BERGERON. You were too quiek, Mr.
Chairman ; we had not time to discuss It.

m
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Witbdraw, with-
draw.

Mr. INGRAM. I have nothing to with-
draw. What I said was that if the hon.
gentleman would think more and talk less
he would act the part of a gentleman.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
Ing). And you went on to say that he is
not doing so now.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES4 The Chair bas ruled that it
is out of order.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Withdraw, with-
draw.

Mr. INGRAM. I did not say that the hon.
gentleman (Mr. MeGregor) was not a gen-
tleman.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, you did.

Mr. INGRAM. What I said was that if the
hon. gentleman would think more and talk
less he would act the part of a gentleman.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman added that the hon. member for
North Essex (Mr. MeGregor) was not act-
ing the part of a gentleman.

Mr. INGRAM. No.
Mr. FOSTER. What he said was that the

hon. gentleman (Mr. McGregor) was not
carrying out that precept of thinking more
and talking less. He was talking more and
thinking less.
- The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Is the hon. gentleman going
to obey the Chairman ?

Mr. INGRAIf. I fail to see where I am
out of order.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The Chair has ruled that
you are out of order. Mr. Chairman, I In-
sist on the hon. gentleman withdrawing.

Mr. IVES. I think when the hon. gen-
tleman wno interrupted, declares that he
is a gentleman, the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Ingram) ought to accept that.

Mr. INGRAM. I have not said that he
is not.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I think it is out
of order for. the hon. member for Essex
(Mr. MeGregor) to interrupt.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. No interrup-
tions should be made except with the con-
sent of the hon. member who bas the floor.
At the same time the statement made by
the hon. member (Mr. Ingram) was out of
order.

Mr. INGRAM. What is the statement ?
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-

tleman must withdraw the statement in
Mr. BERGERON.

which he said that the hon. member for
Essex has not acted as a gentleman.

Mr. INGRAM. Mr. Chairman, you entire-
ly misunderstood me. I will stand by the
statement, although if the statement is un-
parliamentary, I am willing to withdraw
it. I think, Mr. Chairman, you misunder-
stood the statement I made. If It be true,
as the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
said, that the Intercolonial Railway bas no
means of keeping an account of the mile-
age,, how did the auditors, engaged by the
Government know whether the Grand Trunk
accounts are properly kept ? This is one
of the complaints we have, because we
would like to knowl on what basis we are
paying this $140,000 to the Grand Trunk for
using its tracks, whether It is on the basis
of 100 cars a day or 500 cars or 1,000 a
day ? It is very important to know that,
because if the Intercolonial do not intend to
use the tracks to any great extent the
amount to be paid the Grand Trunk
would certainly be smaller, whereas if the
Intercolonial were going to use them to a
greater extent the amount would be larger.
I think I can guess very fairly the reason
why the mileage was not given to this
H1ouse. I met Intercolonial Railway freight
agents in the west between Buffalo and
Detroit. I found that they were putting
forth great efforts to secure traffie for thils
new Une to show the people that this is a
good Bill. I understand now that there is a
decrease of about $200,000 in the receipts of
this railway. That would be shown by the
mileage over the line, and that is the reason
why these figures are not brought down.
They would show that the bargain with
the Grand Trumk is not a good one. More
than that. they would show that the deal
between the Government and the Drum.mond
County Railway Company was a bad deaL
The Opposition have to do their duty, an~d
if it takes from now until to-morrow niglit
they must persist In getting the informa-
tion which is so important In considering
a Bill of this kind.

Mr. D. HENDERSON (Halton). I find that
there is an absolute determination on the
part of the hon. Minister of Railways aud
Canals that he will conceal from this com-
mittee the information that Is necessary to
enable us to determine whether the contraet
is a reasonable one or not. I said, last night,
that I was not In sympathy with the arrange-
ment which the Government had made with
the Grand Trunk Railway Company and the
Drummon'd County Railway Company, be-
tause I did not think it would be In the in-
terest of that part of the country which I
have the honour to represent that such an
arrangement should be made. I gave very
potent reasons to show that we were handt-
capped In business by reason of this new
arrangement Instead of being bettered. If
we are going to have forced upon us an
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arrangement that is opposed to our best in-
terests then we ought to make the best oui
of a bad bargain. I am sure that we would
be willing to assist the Goverument, and
it seems to me that assistance is required
by any suggestion that we could possibly
give, that might enable them to Improve the
bargain which they have made, but we must
trust to the Government to give us some
data which can assist us in coming to a
conclusion.

I understood that the $140.000 is considered
as half the rental of that portion of the road
whieh is being used by the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and that would give $280,000 as a total
rental. The only way we can arrive at what
would be a fair rental for us to pay is by
ascertaining what proportion of the user the
Intercolonial Railwily traffie bears to the
joint traffie of the two roads. Suppose our
share is 1 per cent of the user, then our
share of the rental would be ouly $2.800, and
the 99 per cent which should be paid by the
Grand Trunk Railway Company on this joint
rental would be $277,200. If we use 2 per
cent our share of rental would be $5,600 and
the Grand Trunk Railway's share would be
$274,400. Let us take 10 per cent as our
share of the user, and the 'Grand Trunk Rail-
way share at 90 per cent. I question very
much whether the traffic of the Intercolonial
Railway, as compared with the Grand Trunk
Railway, has amounted to more than 10 per
cent of the traffie, and If it does not. our
share would be $28,000 and the Grand Trunk
Railway's share would be $252,000, instead
of our share being $140,00 as it Is now and
the Grand Trunk Railway's share being the
same. The hon. member for North Welling-
ton (Mr. MeMullen) rose from bis seat to-
night and became communieative, and as he
bad been a short time before ln communion
with the Minister of Railways ln the corri-
dor, I thought perhaps lie would give the
House the benefit of the Information we need.
But the hon. gentleman (Mr. MeMullen) did
not do so. I will not insist upon getting tbe
exact figures, but surely the Minister (Mr.
Blair) can give us within 5 per cent of what
our share Is for the 12 months which this
road has been operated jointly. If we could
arrive at that, we would be able to go back
to our constituents and defend our course ln
allowing this Bill to pass. We must obtain
that Information in order to show Our cou-1
stituents that we have been doing our utmost1
to prevent a very bad bargain frorn being1
made. We are not obstructing on this side oftbe House ; the obstruction comes from the
Government benches : because If the Informa.
tion wbich was prOmIsed and te whieh weare entitled bad been Xiven by the Minis-
ter (Mr. Blair). this Bill would have been
passed by tbe House now and have gone to
the Senate for' discussion. I bave a siere
desire to get information, and If the MinIsterdoes not glve it I ean assure hm that I am
a stayer. I ar not particular whether I go

- to bed at all or not, and the Government wll
t not frighten me. I can sit up at nighit as

well as any man, and when the interests of
my constituents are at stake, and when the

1 Government proposes to waste millions of
dollars of the money of the people of Canada,
I an going to wateh on the walls and do
everything I can to prevent that waste of
the people's money. I hope to be able to
show my constituents that 1 have done my
part at least.. Now, I believe that the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMul-
len) knows more of this matter than he has
admitted, and I think It would be a wise

1 thing for him to disclose the whole thing. I
ram perfeetly satisfied that the Minister (Mr.

Blair) can tell us ail about these tacts, and
I appeal to him to keep the House waiting no
longer for them. I look upon the Minister
(Mr. Blair) as au intelligent man, as a man
.who knows what he is about and I give him
credit for a great deal more common sense
than he would lead the House to believe he
is entitled to. It is a humiliating position for
the Minister to assume when he cornes before
thls House and states, that he does not know
the very essence and basis of a contract to
which he has committed the country for a
term of ninety-nine years. We cannot pos-
sibly suppose that the man who has been
selected iby the right bon. First Minister to
occupy the position of Minister of Railways
and Canals actually knows so little about
his department that he cannot give us the
data on which he makes this caleulation. I
am satisfied that he knows it, but I am afraid
that he las discovered that be has made a
very bad bargain for the country, and for
that reason he does not want to disclose to
the country the nature of the bad bargain he
has made until he gets the measure through
the House and it becomes law. Then he
ean snap bis fingers at us, and can say.
" Gentlemen, I can tell you now that it was
only 5 per cent."

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman is qudte en-
titled to enjoy the opinion he has express-
ed and to declare It with all the freedom
lie chooses. -He Is qulte free to say that
he thinks I have put myself in a lhumiliat-
ing position in respect to this matter ; but
I take leave to say in all coartesy to my
hon. frIend that there are humiliating posi-
tions and humillating positions. I think I
would much sooner take the humillating
position described by the hon. gentleman
than be in a position whieh some bon. gen-
tlemen occupy. I have before me an in-
stance which I think worthy of note, and I
will mention it to the hon. gentleman. I
ean recolleet an hon. gentleman stating lu
the House someting which, if true, would
be calculated to have a very injurlous effeet
upon the Intercolonial Railway business. I
think a member of this House. even though
a member of the Opposition and intensely
auxious to discredit )the Government of the

4629 4630



[COMMONSI

day, might, at the same time, .occasionally
have in his mind the fact that stateineuts
whieh he is making in his desire to pre-
judice the Government, may and often do
operate most disastrously to the interests of
the country. And a statement such as au
bon. member of this House made the othei
evening was calculated to do a great deal
of harm. If It was not true, It was miost
unfair and indefensible. The statenent
made was that since the Intercoloual had
been extended to Montreal, In the months of
April and May last goods were ship-
ped from Acton and other places in the
nelghbourhood to points on the Intercolonial
-to Halifax, Westville and Yarmouth,
which is not on the Intercolonial, and that it
took these goods from the 23rd of April to
the 26th of May to reach their destination.
The statenient was that that happened, not
only once, but several times, and the hon.
gentleman would lead the House and the
country to believe that It was a matter of
common occurrence. Now, I take occasion
to say that the hon. gentleman ought to
have fully informed himself of the accur-
aey of his statements before he gave them
the wide currency which they must neces-
sarily have recelved, coming from a mem-
ber of Parliament. It has gone abroad all
over this country, that the management of
the Intercolonial Is so perniclous, Is so de-
fective that it is not wise for a man ta send
his freight by that route, ta reach any point
In the maritime provinces, because when It
should go In two or three days. it wou.d
not be likely to reach Its destination ln five
weeks. That was the statement the hon.
gentleman put forward. It startled me
when made, and I tried to get from hlm
some assurance as to whether he had ln-
quired where the delay had talken place.
whether on ýthe Intercolonial or on the
Grand Trunk. The hon. gentleman was
very positive that it lad not occurred on the
Grand Trunk, although he made no In.
quiries on the subject. He preferred to as-
sumne without making any Inquiry that
the Intercolonlal RalIway iwas not managed
so as to justify people In doing business
with It. I inquired by telegram this morn-
Ing of the General Manager. I have not a
copy of my telegram, but the answer will
show what the inquiry was. I wired to the
General Manager saying that a member of
Parllament had made this statement in the
House last evening, that goods bad been
shipped from Acton to Halifax. he belleved
they were gloves, and that It had taken from
the 23rd of April to the 26th of . May ta
reach their destination. I recelved the fol-
lowIng reply:

Moncton, June 7th.
I have telegraphed to the stations about the

delay of goods from Acton. Delays of that kind
are very unusual, and there must be some speclal
circumstances about them. As a rule, freight
1s taken over the Intercolonial more rapldly than
over other railways of the same mileage. The

Mr. BLAIR.

average time of cars from Mont-eal to Halifax
in May was two days and twenty-three hours,
and from Montreal to St. John two days and
s4ix bours.

(Sgd.) D. POTTINGER.

Mr. D. HENDERSON (Halton). I am glad
that the hon. gentleman bas brought this
matter up in this way, because It gives me
the opportunity to emphasize a little more
than I did lasz night the statement I then
made. I tell the hon. gentleman that I
have the information on the most reliable
authority, and I care not what any manager
of the Intercolonial Railway may say. he
cannot deny the fact which I have asserted.
1 did say that a case of goods which had
been shipped from Acton on the 25th of
April to a gentleman named Ross in the
city of Halifax. only reached there on the
22nd of May, or in a month less three days.
It was given to me unsolicited by the ac-
countant of the firm which shipped the
goods, who knew wbat he was talking about.
That is only one instance. Other instances
have occurred in other parts of the pro-
vince. I stated :

From Acton a short tine ago goods were
shipped to Westville in Pictou county ; they
were shipped on the 4th of May, and they had not
reached Westville on the 2nd day of June.

Whether they have reached their destina-
tion yet or not, I do not know, but I am
prepared to furnish the most undoubted tes-
timony on the subject. If necessary, I will
get affidarits to prove what I say, and I
will take no statement of the Minister's,
obtained from any of bis officials, who do
not know what they are talking about, and
do not know whether the goods have arriv-
ed or not. So that -the sitatement made by
the Minister Is not a contradiction of what
I sald, and I think the Minister, ln challeng-
img the remarks made by me, should at
least have before him some kind of evi-
dence to show that the goods are even there
yet.

Mr. BERGERON. He does not deny it.
Mr. HENDERSON. He certainly does not.

I say it is a disgrace to this country that
we should be caled upon to spend millions
of dollars in obtaining a railway that is
going to treat the shippers of western On-
tario ln that manner. If that is to be the
management of the road, I would prefer
throwing up the whole thing. Unless a
better system Is adopted than that, the
whole Interprovineial trade of the country
will be destroyed. Travellers are sent down
to take orders, and the goods are shipped.
but the people cannot get their goods. We
could send goods to Victoria or Vancouver
and have them sold and the money In the
bank almost before you could get them to
Nova Scotia or New Brunswiek over the
Drummond County Railway. I thank the
bon. Minister for havIng brought this matter
up because it gives me the opportunity of
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reasserting what I said on a former occasion.
The information was given to me by the
shippers, and given in a way which showed
me there was something radically wrong
with the whole system. I am quite sure
the hon. Minister will withdraw his charge
against me of insincerity because I assure
him I am most sincere In this, and make my
charge on the strength of information from
a. gentleman whom I have known for a
great many years, and who, I know, would
not give me a statement that was not abso-
lutely correct.

Every session of Parliament we are bonus-
ing railways for the purpose of creating
railway competition. Only a few days ago
a deputation was down here from New
Ontario seekIng a large bonus in order to
create comipetition with the Canadian Paelfte
Railway between Winnipeg and Port Arthur.
For what purpose was that competition de-
sired ? In order that the public might get
better rates. But In this case, Instead of
bonusing a road to get better rates, we are
actually bonusing a road to destroy com-
petition. We are paying the Grand Trunk
Railway a large sum every year on condi-
tion that it wIll refuse to take goods from
Montreal, which are Intended to be shipped
to points on the Intercolonial Railway. So
that we are really bonusing a road to des-
troy competition. If we are goIng to adopt
that system, we should cease bonusing rail-
ways to create competition. The whole pur-
ehase of this road Is rotten from beginning
to end, and I hope this Bill will never be-
come law.

Mr. AODONALD (King's, .Ei.) t
strikes me very strongly that both sides of
this House are acting as so many children.
I do not think that there Is anything to be
gained by this discussion. If the hon. Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals has informa-
tion whieh the Opposition require, and he
has told us that It ean be got at Moncton-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I say It cannot. They tell me
they have not got It.

Mr. MACDONALD. The hon. gentleman
knows very well that there is not a car
running a mile on the Intercolonlal Railway
or any other railway, of wbich there is not
a record kept In the books of the railway.
Is there any good reason therefore why the
Minister should not get the information we
desire. There is no great urgency required
In the passing of this Bill. There is plenty
of time to pass It in the next two months.
The Opposition do not want to keep It from
passing, but want certain Information, which
can be easily furnished by the Minister,
and which, I think,. Iu bis own Interest, he
ought to furnIsh. The best thing he could
do would be to adjourn the House and get
the information, and the Bill would then
go tbrough wthout any trouble.

Mr. FOSTER. It Is now half-past four
o'clock. Of course assertions on one side
or the other may be taken for what they are
worth. We came here yesterday afternoon
without the least intention of doing any-
thing like obstructing the Bill. As an evi-
dence of that, let me say that I had a con-
versation with Sir Charles Tupper before
he left the House. I sald to him that we
had nothing to gain by staylng late to-night,
and that I thought we ought to get away
by twelve o'clock, and get through with our
criticism on the measure. The committee
have heard what the hon. member from Hali-
fax has said. I went back and spoke to
hLim and we both came to that conclusion.
and we came to that conclusion on the ground
that we had the Information which each
considered vital for the presentation of our
own argument. There Is nothing more vital
to the presentation of the case from an Op-
position standpoint, than that we should
know exactly, from practIcal work, the user
of the Intercolonial Railway of those lines
and facilities in proportion to the user of the
Grand Trunk Railway. If we do not bave
that information, we are robbed of what we
consider as our right on our appeal to the
country. No gentleman on elther side will
eontend for a moment that It is not possible
to get in a short time the entire car and
englue mileage and the proportion of that
which belongs to the Intercolonlal on these
lines and In these terminals.

The Minister himself has not undertaken to
say that this cannot be got. Now, on the
26th of May this Information was asked for,
in no casual manner, but In a most explcit
and definite manner, and the Minister gave
the questioner an answer that the lforma-
tion could easily be got and would be brought
down. Last night, to prevent mistakes, the
same matter was brought up by the member
for Halifax (Mr. Borden) and with the same
detail, or nearly so, with which he first ask-
ed for the Information. The Minister sald
the information had been brought down.
The hon. member from Halifax rested con-
tent with that. But to-day-or rather yester-
day-he found that It had not been brought
down. Now, this is a vital point for the Op-
position In the discussion of this question. It
is for the members of the Government, If
they choose, to keep this an enduring session.
They can keep it, if they wlsh, until 12
o'clock on Saturday; they cannot keep it
longer.

Mr. MeMULLEN. All right ; go on.
Mr. FOSTER. I am talkIng to the mem-

bers of the Ministry who, I trust, have a
greater feeling of resposibility-

Mr. MeMULLEN. We have something to
say.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope I shall have order
for a moment. I am putting forward frank-
ly the facts of the case. I say this point !s
vital to the Opposition.
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Mr. MeMULLEN. It is not. ln Committee of the Whole, hon. gentlemen
Mr. FOSTER. Well, I do not suppose opposite reserving their right to deal with

there Is any use in atteapting to argue with the matter on the third reading, if the Min-
a kicker like that. However, tbat Is the 0.- ister has not,in the meantime, produced
position opinion, that it Is vital that we uchInformation as they think they should
should have this information, and, I believehv
we ought to have IL We asked for it lu Mr. POSTER. What we ask Is simply the
plenty of time. Between the 26th of May recognition of the right to have the informa-
and to-day the Minister could have communi- tion for the full discussion on the committee
cated with Moncton, with Montreal, with stage of the Bill. There Is no doubt about
every point on the system and had this In- that right, and my bon. friend (Mr. Fielding)
formation ready to hand. But not only has; understands that. I say that should -we
he not got It, he absolutely refuses to get it, forego that right for information which eau
I want the members of the Goverument who be had, it will not facilitate public business
are present to think it over and decide whe- in the least. There Is other public business
ther they will prolong this struggle. It is waiting our attention, so that even if we do
not a niatter of moment whether this Bill not go on wIth this Bill immediately there
passes to-day or whether it passes to-mor- need be no delay in our work. Now, we
row. There is plenty of business for the have our rights, and one of them is to have
House to take up. It is simply a question this Information at this stage of the Bill. I
whether the Information shall be given and do not think it Is fair or right for the Govern-
the business go on, or whether this struggle ment to try to press us to forego the free-
is to be kept up. My own advice and desire dom of discussion in committee and press
is that the information should be had andi the Bill forward to the third reading stage.
the committee stage should not pass until If it could be shown that there Is any public
that information is given. business which was being impeded by the de-

The MINISTE'R OF FINANCE (Mr. Field- 'lay, then there would be a strong argument
Tng). As the hou. gentleman (Mr. Foster) against our position. But the road is work-

has referred to me, I desire to say a few1 ing and will be working, just as it has been
words. I am bound to accept his statement for the last twelve or thirteen months. There

t Is just this one question, I would say to thethat lie and hie assgclates did not Intend to iMinister of Finance, whether w-e sbali bave
obstruct this measu 1re ; but he will pa'rdon'Mnse fFiacwehr9esalhvobstuetthi mesur; bu li wil prdo 1 thlsnformation and be able to present our
me if I say that If they had desired to ob- .. tts information bore ou

strct heywoud hve rocede onthever arguments with that Information before us.struct they would have proceeded on teverTd o Outside of that, I do not think, speakIng forUnes they have folowed. The Ideaf Ouri myself, and, I think, of my friends, that itgoing on ln this struggle, as lie suggcests, 1s' will take :five minutes to dispose of the rest
not creditable to elther side. There Is some-
thing in what the hon, member from Prince1of the schedule. But this is our vital point.
Edward Island (Mr. Macdonald) said that You may say that we are all foolish and
there is a good deal of childishnesa lu the stupid in considering this our vital point;
whole proceeding. Within the last four hours but that is the way we look at it, and we
-without being discourteous, I may mentionhave right to whatever we think Is the
the fact-there bas not been a new thought strongest presentations of our positIon.
advanced. Hon. gentlemen have gone on 1Mr. McMULLEN. It is nlot germane to
repeating what they had already said. They the passing of ·the Bill.
had a right to ask for Information, but, not
meeting wlth the response they desired they fMr. FOSTER. If the Ideas of the hon.
have repeated again and again what they member for North Wellington (Mr. MeMul-
said lu the flrst place, so we are about where len) prevail we wIll not talk about it any
we were at nine or ten o'elock. This is not more.
the final stage of the Bill. Why not agree to Mr. WALLACE. To my mn thep
let the Bill go through the commIttee stage!? Sition of the MinIster i dtheMost extraordin-
Hon gent1emenb have the right on the third C>io. H says thatwe are to go trough
reading to raise every objection they wish- the oMMttee stage and tren a-t a h ter
In the meantime, the hon. Minister of Rail= sta the Mini en, at aae
ways and Canals has stated that he wil give, wlil give us what further Informataon leMay
hon. gentlemen opposite any information in --and the Minister of Finance deeflot say
bis power. It is lnot for me to say what that what that information is to be. That is net
Information is, he must answer for that him-the way parliamenta busi . ant
self. He sald that the Information asked for and ne one knows It better than tenducted
is not in the department, but that, what in- ter of Finance. Hon. gentle ten Opoltformation he can procure he will produce. I klOw that for tweo years themen oppasite
agree that any information that can be ob- been preparing these statemen tould have
tained onght to be obtained. But we can- asking for. But theya e are p ely wlt-
not gain nything by sitting here and repeat- held, and withheld forcrtai1en wit
ing whbat bas been sa-id a-gain and a-gain. I w-as almost pathietic to listen toe hseIt
would suggest, a-s a fair and' reasonabie ad- muember for North Wellington. Whuat i
justment of the differences, to pass this Bill tell us ? He sa-id thuat dhe Minister went te
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his department aznd spent many weary hours
looking over the records-

Mr. McMULLEN. I did not say that.
Mr. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman

said the Minister went all over the docu-
ments. Then he says the auditor goes down
to Montreal. What is the use of talking
that way to this CommIttee ? What does
clause 33 say :

Her Majesty and the company shall each fur-
nish to the other promptly, each and every
month, all the informatio'i necessary to the
ascertaining and checking of rates, fares, charges,
cbarge of costs and other returns.
That is all we want. That is the statement
prepared by the company, and which is pre-
pared by the Intercolonial Railway the 1st
of every month. We want these statements,
they are withheld, and they are withheld
for a purpose. And what Is the purpose ?
Why, It is because the Government are
afrald to show the state of the comparative
business of the Intercolonial Railway and
the Grand Trunk Railway. They have got
that statement, they get It every month.
Why don't they present it to this House ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You are asking for information
that we have not got.

Mr. WALLACE. Does the Minister tell
me that he is worklng under an agreement
for fourteen months, and that the very es-
sence of that agreement is being violated
every month ? Because that is what he
means when he says that he has not got
the information. Hils own clause says that
Her Majesty and the company should each
furnish to the other every -nonth alH the in-
formation necessary. Has that been done ?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The auditor is satlsfied.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister Is trifflng
with the intelligence of the Oommittee in
resortIng to such a subterfuge. We did not
ask him If ·the auditor is satisfied. We want
to be satisled ourselves. The fact Is that
ti every month but one there has been a
tumble down In the share that (the Inter-
colonial Railway has to pay. In July their
share to pay was $2,336; in August, their
share to pay dropped to $1,900; in Sep-
tember, their share to pay dropped again to
$1,880; ln October, to $1,521; ti November,
It 4ncreased to $2,000; ln December It
dropped to $1,071 ; ln January, to $482.45 ;
in February, It increased a little, being
$488.30. There Is the record, and there Is
the reason why the Minister dare not fur-
nish that statement presented to bas depart-
ment, and which he has ln the department,
but which he dare not lay on the Table off
the House. But it wooi be still more dam-
aging If we could get further information
relative to the proportion -f the expenses to
be pald by the Gratl Trunk Railway, and

by the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and by
the Intercolonlal Railway, because It would
annihilate the proposition that we are to
pay for one-half of this. Even the hon.
member for North Wellington wdll admit
that we are entitled to thils Information.
But that hon. gentleman, looking to his fu-
ture prospects, is always ready to come to
the rescue of the Government, not with ar-
gument, not with logie, but wJth a hungry
growl that we hear Issuing from the depths.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Am I not hungry at thls hour ?

Mr. WALLACE. I am hungering for a
little information, the smallest quantity of
information will satisfy us. We may hunger
and hunger apparently still unsatisfied. The
hon. Minister of Railways and Canais said
to-night in. answer to the hon. member for
South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) that they did not
increase the tarif of rates.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do -not think we did.

Mr. WALLACE. Does not the hon. gentle-
man know that he was going to revolutionise
the affairs of the road; that he appolnted
Mr. Harris who presented a new schedule of
rates for the whole of the Intercolonial sys-
tem? Does the hon. Minister not know
,that when these rates had been submitted
to him for his approval and that when they
were put into force in the maritime pro-
vinces it almost ralsed a rebellion, and that
it would have upset the Government if it
had been persisted ln and continued. The
Minister knows that he had to dismiss Mr.
Harris, withdraw his tari and practically
revert to the old tarif. The lon. Minister
says he does not recolleet much about that.
Nobody knows better than he does that he
was deluged with letters of protest agalnst
this high tarif which had undoubtedly in-
creased the receipts of the 'IntercoloniaL
Are we not Justified lin our suspicions as to
the course of this Government when they
refuse to give us information. Do we not
know the history of the Baie des Chaleurs
Rallway ? Do we not know that, without
the authorlty of Parliament, and without
a contract, the Government undertook to
run the Baie des Chaleurs Railway, and
that they rani It at a loss of $36,O00 or $37,-
000 ? I say ln the face of facts like this
we are justifled In demandink all the lin-
formation and not scraps of information.
When we ask for the documents the bon.
Minister says that the auditor goes down
tc Montreal, and he Is perfectly satisfied.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, I said be came up to Mon-
real.

Mr. WALLACE. Worse still; we sup.
posed that we had an officer of the Gov.
ernment who would examine into these ac-
counts but now we find he comes up from
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Montreal which, I presume, means that he
is the auditor of the Grand Trunk Railway
that he says to the Minister that it is al]
right and the Minister is satisfied. If thai
Is the way things are going on it is on a pai
with the Yukon Bil, with the extravagant
bargain of the Government with the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway lu building the Crow's
Nest Pass Railway, and with what is loom-
ing up in New Brunswick where the Minis-
ter had to say that the Government were
not committed to the acquiring of the Great
Eastern Railway. but that he himself, as a
private individual, expressing his views to
bis fellow-citizens down there, which Lie
said was not binding the Government. But
the machinery is at work to accomplish his
desires in that direction. We want the
information and I eau tell the hon. Min-
ister that we are going to have it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You will have to wait until It
eau be got.

Mr. WALLACE. We do not begrudge the
time. We will wait. We want to go on with
the business ; we will go into supply or
anything else. I would appeal to the hon.
member for Quebee West (Mr. Dobell) to
give us that information that we desire so
as to enable us to proceed with the business
of the country and not assist his colleagues
In obstrueting and preventing due progress
belng made in the conduet of the pubire
business.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is no refusal on the
part of the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals to give information, so that a very
large part of my hon. friend's speech was
wasted. The Minister says he is willing
to give it. There Is no other business that
can be satisfactorily gone on with. Going
into supply has degenerated into a mere
form, and we can make no progress lu
that way. If this information which cann~t
be got at present eau be got before the third
reading the hon. Minister of Rallways and
Canals will give it, and then hon. gentle-
men opposite would be in as good a posi-
tion at the third reading as they are now.

Mr. FOSTER. No, we will discuss it
now.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). Possibly the MinIster
would be correot in saying that the informa-
tion desired*s not in Ottawa.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Nor in Monoton elther.

Mr. OLARKE. Does the Minister say
that the information upon which the auditor
based his certificate to the Government is
not here nor In Moncton?

The MINISTER 0OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Not in writing.

Mr. CLARKE. How are the payments
made ? The Minister stated that these pay-

Mr. WALLACE..

ments were made on the certificate of the
auditor, and the auditor must have some

1 papers before him.
The MINISTER OF RATLWAYS AND

CANALS. He had the books.
Mr. CLARKE. I understand Ithat the

agreement made with the Grand Trunk
Railway provided-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It has not been so Interpreted.
They did not make a transcript and copy
thousands of pages.

Mr. FOSTER. Nobody asks that, and
you know it as well as any man in this
louse.
Mr. CLARKE. Dd fnot the auditor visit

Montreal at the end of the month and make
a statement.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. He never made a statement to
me; I never beard anything about it.

Mr. CLARKE. But he must .have made a
statement upon which your accounts were
pald.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Hie examined the books and cer-
tified as to the sum to be paId out.

Mr. IVES. I understood the Minister to
say that these accounts were in the depart-
ment at Moncton.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. I have stated over and over
again that I presume these accounts ren-
dered by the Grand Trunk Railway against
the Intercolonial Railway are there. That
is a matter of inference sîmply.

Mr. IVES. Do 'they not show the cost of
maintenance and the proportion the Inter.
colonial Railway owes to 'the Grand Trunk
Railway on Its wheelage basis ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND-
CANALS. I presume they do.

Mr. BERGERON. What is the name of
the auditor ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We have two or three.

Mr. BERGERON. What are their names?
The MNINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I do not know them by name,
but I will get their names for you.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no use in the Min-
ister trying to fool the House.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. I do not think the hon. gentle-
man (M'r. Foster) should be so Jnsulting.

Mr. FOSTER.. I wlU give expression to
my opinion.

The MINISTER OF RAJLWAYS ANDCANALS. I shall deeline ~to notice his in-
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quiries if lie does nout make them lu proper
terms.

Mr. FOSTER. Then I shall appeal to my
benevolent friend the Minister of Customs.
There is no use fooling about this -matter.
The Minister knows that he ean get the
combined ear wheelage of the Intercolonial
Railway and Grand Trunk Railway for any
month simply by asking for it, and be eau
have it here inside of an hour If he wisbes.
Whether that mileage be in Moncton or
Montreal or elsewbere, the Minister can tele.
graph and get It. He knows we have the
right to that information, and whether we
stay here a week or a month we will have
to get it. Why not give It and lot the Gov-
ernment go on with the business. There ils
the Redistribution measure, there are nine-
tenths of the Estimates to be passed, there
is the Senate Resolution aad the Prohibi-
tion Resolution, and you cannot make pro.
gress, even if you attempt to keep us here
until Saturday night without giving us the
information.

Mr. McMULLEN. TLe hon. gentleman
(Mr. Foster) knows that tiat has nothing
to do with the passing of this Bill. He eau
bring .these men before the Public Accounts
Gommittee and examine them. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster) knows that he Is
only fooling, humbugglng, and nothing else.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Nonsense.
Mr. BELL (Pictou). I am surprised to

hear the hon. member (Mr. McMullen) mak-
ing such an extraordinary statement.

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not want to see
them making an exhibition of themselves.

Mr. FOSTER. It is a fine thing you can.
not see yourself.

Mr. McMULLEN. I can see you.
Mr. BELL (Pictou). I am at a great loss

to understand what the Minister of Rail-
ways can possibly mean when he assures us
on bis honour as a Minister that neither in
his department at Ottawa nor ln the Office
at Moncton are there any statements on
which these accounts are based.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
OANALS. Do not state it any more broadly
than I have stated it. I have stated that I
am assured by the officers of my department
that there are not here lu Ottawa nor at
Moncton any accounts or statements show-1
iug what the proportion of the mileage Is
between the Intercolonial and the Grand
Trunk.

3r. BELL (Pietou). The Minister does
not state this on bis own authority. He
sImply states that the offleers of bis depart-
ment have assured him.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. How could 1? I say I have never
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seen such a statement ; but I stated to the-
committee that I would wire to the Grand.
Trunk Company, and I have no doubt that
they wuold as expeditiously as possible fur
nIsh me with the information.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). The House is bound
to accept the statement of the Minister ; but
what then becomes a most puzzling ques-
tion for the House is how these figures are
arrived at, if there is not a knowledgeï of
the mileage of the Intercolonial and the
mileage of the Grand Trunk. Would not
the auditor obtain these ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have never seen the auditor
that I know of. I certainly have never
spoken to him on this subject.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). The hon. gentleman
must bave seen some figures. First of ail,
the Grand Trunk furnishes an account show-
ing the amount ln detail ; then, having the
amount ln detail, and the gross sum ascer-
tained by addition, the figures we have can
only be arrived at by a sum in proportion.
For instance, the sum of $2,230 for July re-
presents the Intercolonial proportion of the
gross outlay of the Grand Trunk.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Unless that payment Is short of
the fuil amount, because sometimes items
are in dispute.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). It is true, ln order
to arrive at these figures, the Grand Trunk
must have known exactly the proportion of
mileage which the Intercolonial bore to that
of the Grand Trunk.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Certainly, they must have had
it before them.

Mr. BELL (Pletou). And the auditor ob-
tained access to those figures. We have ar-
rived at that point that the Grand Trunk
know exactly what proportion existed be-
tween the gross mileage of the Grand Trunk
and the mileage of the Intercolonial. That
information must be in the Grand Trunk
offlce.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Oh, yes, I take it that the Grand
Trunk could furnish that. But I could not
say how long it would take them to furnish
it. They could easily make It up.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). Is it not certain that
the Grand Trunk must have those figures in
the office?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Certainly they have.

Mr. BELL (Plctou). The figures showing
not only the gross outlay for maintenance,
but also the percentage for mileage. There-
fore, it strikes me that all the Minister has
to do Is to telegraph to the Grand Trunk.

REVISED EDITION.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN]
'CANALS. I have had enough experience t
-know that when you expect as a matter o
-course that railway accounts are' going t
-disclose such and such things, you must nc
be too confident about It.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). There Is not thi
slightest doubt that the hon. Minister cai
get the information desired If he wishes tc
do so, and he ought to be aware that hE
cannot coerce the Opposition Into consent
ing to let this discussion cease before we
get Information which we deem vital to a
proper understanding of It.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The suggestion of
the Minister of Finance, it seems to me
was a very fair one. Differences have arisen
as d:fferences have arisen before and wil
arise again, but I do not see why the éom
mittee stage should not pass and the Bil
stand for its third reading. By arrange-
ment with the leader of the Opposition, iN
stead of taking the vote on the second real
Ing, It is to be taken on the third reading
and at that stage my hon. friends can make
ail the discussion they choose on the point
they have now raised. The hon. leader of
the Opposition said plainly that the Bill
would probably pass ln five minutes and
that he had no points to raise.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). There is so much
more advantage in discussing this matter
in committee that I do not see how we
could consent to let the Bill pass that stage,
unless we get the information the Minister
bas promised us and failed to bring down.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It is all very well to
say: Let the Bill go through committee.
and we will give the- information on the
third reading. But we have been trying
thirteen days to get that information. I
asked the leader of the Opposition if he
proposed opposing this Bill at any length,
and he said no, that it was his intention to
let the Bill go through with moderate dis-
eussion, but at that time he expeeted that
the information promised would be brought
down. It has not been brought down. and
the Minister of Railways and Canals has
not the remotest intention of bringing it
.down, although he knows that all he has to
40 ls to appIy to the Grand Trunk Railway
offie to get it. What is the reason that
there 1s so much anxiety to get this Bill
through before this Information is given?

Mr. McMULLEN. Humbug.
Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman

will have to withdraw that remark before
we proceed any furtiher.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). It Is a word very frequently used
though not ln good taste.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It ls not out of order.

Mr'. BULL (Pictou).

Mr. BERGERON. Nobody knows better
than the hon. member for North Wellington
that this expression is unparliamentary.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Landerkin). Shall
this clause be adopted ?

Mr. BERGERON. There is a point ot or-
der, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. CHAIBMAN.
stated.

I have not heard it

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. member for
North WellIngton has addressed to the bon.
member for Haldlmand the epithet "hum-
bug."
fThe MINISTER 0F FINANCE. He couid
flot do that, le le bound to address the Chair.

Mr. BERGERON. But it Is because lie
does wbat he Is bound flot to do that he Is
out of order.

Mr. CHAIRM1AN. [ would ike to hear the
-point d1scussed.

Mr. DOPUTY SPEAKE-R (Mr. Brodeur).
took the Chair.

Mr. BERGEBRON. In;l case you may net
b ave understood the point, Mr. Chaîrman, 1

tmay explain that the hon. member for Northx
*Weîiington addressed to tbe hon. member
for Haldimand the epithet "1humibugý."

Some hon. MEMBERS. Nol ne.
Mr. BERGERON. I arn putting the case

as I understood it.
Mr. COWAN. You were asieep.
Mr,. BERGERON. Af ter I have put it, we

eau diseuse it; we are here for that purpose.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I understand

the statement Is disputed. 1 weuId ask the
bon. gentleman for North Wellington If lie
used that expression cencerning a Tinember
ef the House.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Wbule the hon. member
for Haldlmand was speaking I deciared hie
argument was hurnbug.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I must boid
thut the expression Is net eut ef order.

Mr. MONTAGUE. -I arn bound te say If
we had a Minister of Railways and Canais
wbe knew his dflty as well as the Cliairnian
et the Cotmittee knows his, we should flot
be here at halt past five ln the mrnrnng ask-
ing fer Information. I congratulate yen, 3Mr.
Oharman, on the manner In wbieh yen have
contrIbuted te, the geod erder, elegance and
l-anguagpe and gentiemanly conduet among
the members et the Rouse. I shall make an
argument applyiug the elegant language
whIch yen have new declded te, be part ot
the language et Parilament.-

Mr. DEPU'TY SPFeAKUR. For the Infor,
mation ofthte hon. gentleman, 1 must draw
bis attention to the tact that the word 44hum-
bug"'l applied te, a Kember of the BUse,
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and "humbug " applIed to language are not Mr. MONTAGUE. If he knew that he
the same. That Is the difference as I draw; could get it, why didn't he make an effort
it from Blackmore's decisions. I do not say to get it ? We know perfectly well why
that the word is polite, but It is not unpar- that information was not brought down.
liamentary. The hon. gentleman knows just as well as

Mr. BERGERON. We knew before that it he knows that he is sitting in one of the
was nlot polite. front seats, that he eau get that informa-

Mr. POSTER. Suppose, Mr. Chairmnan, I tion in an hour, and his colleagues know it

should characterize your decision as humbug, perfectly well. The hon. gentleman has a
od ?reason for not bringing It down, and thathow would you take It ? reason is that it will show that his whole

Mr. MONTAGUE. You would take it as arrangement wlth the Grand Trunk Rail-
a compliment, no doubt. I was going to say way is a humbug, because he Is paying at
that no greater humbug of argument was the rate of a half ownership for that rail-
ever presented to this House than that of way, while his user of Lt is only about one
the Minister of Railways and Canals. I 25th. Mr. Walnwright himself says that
was a concoetion of humbug throughout. I we are going to be a user of It to the ex-
am not in the habit of using this language, tent of 1 per cent. There is the reason this
but as it has been added to the polite and information is not brought down, and there
elegant language of the House I may use ILt. is the reason that this side of the House

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Chairman said proposes to get that information before this
it was not polite. Bill gets into the stage where we have not

freedom of debate.
Mr. MONTAGUE. But he said It was par-

liamentary, and what is parliamentary is Mr. F. A. MARCOTTE (Champlain).
supposed to be elegant, and what Is elegant (Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I think it my
is polite, and what is polite on one side of duty first, to offer my thanks to the hon.
the House Is polite on the other. I bow with-l member for Quebec Centre (Mr. Malouin),
out humbug to your decision ; but I say wlith for the hearty way in which he greets me,
all respect that I trust you will see, after a when rising in my seat to deal with a ques-
while, that it Is better to revise that decision;! tion of such vital importance to the country
that It is better for the preservation of ele- a coytract to which the Government pro-
gance of language, good manners and kindly poses to commit the House for a term of
feeling that when a member Is endeavouring 99 years. What has struck me in this long
to get through the thickness of his brain- debate has been the fact that the Ministers,

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND either through ignorance or wilfully, have
TheNALST thi oforsWas adc been withholding proper information in con-CANALS. AUl thsi, of course,, bas a direct nection with a matter of such vital import-

bearing on the Grand Trunk contract. ance as the construction of a railway from
Mr. MONTAGUE. When a gentleman is Montreal to Quebec. In France and ln other

endeavourIng to get through his thiek brain foreigu countries, whenever they have to
as I was an expression of opinion on the deal with a railway question, and to figure
Grand Trunk question, to be told by the ele- at the cost of a railway question, they do
gant, eloquent, learned and polite gentleman not make their valuations at haphazard
from North Wellington that I was talklng and without principle as they do here ; they
humbug was a pleasant change in this long do not bring down fanclful and chimerleal
sitting, and I am glad that it Is one that the data as those given to the House by the
House enjoyed. Now, I want to analyse Minister of Railways and Canals. The hon.
what the Minister of Railways has said lui gentleman came gravely before this Com-
the light of your ruling. Thirteen days ago mittee and declared that to build a bridge
he promised to give us certain information. across the Richelieu, $300,000 would be ne-
He has not done it ; he has humbugged the cessary, while an hon. member, who la a
House. Last night he told us that the infor- practical man, stated that that bridge could
mation was down ; the statement was a îbe built for $60,000. Now, wben statements
humbug. He now suggests that this Bill like those are made by hon. gentlemen on
should go through the committee and bring both sides of the House, although I feel
down the Information at the third reading ; Inclined to give the preference to the esti-
that Is an attempt at humbug. He is at- mation of the hon. gentleman on this side
tempttng to humbug the House and what we of the House, and I believe that such a
on this side propose Is that he shall not hum- bridge could be bullt across the river Ya-
bug us any longer as le has done for the last maska for $60,000, instead of $300,000, as
thirteen or fourteen days. Now the hon. figured out by the hon. Minlster of Railways
gentleman has time and again told this House and Canals. Still, I say that, being in the
that it was ImpossIble to get the informa- dark, as we are in such matters, the Op-
tion that the Opposition asked for, and he position are only exercislng their just rights
won't deny that. I have heard him Say: when demanding that fullI information be
You are askIng what I cannot get. brought down, before committing the pro-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND vince of Quebec and the country to such
OA.NALS. Wat I iave not got. a contract ; and that the Government are
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bound to furnish us with that information. Mr. WALLACE. The third and the 33rd
unless they intend to favour certain private clauses.
interests, as was the case ln several in- Mr. OHAIRMAN. I drew the attention
stances, seie they came into power' of the hon. member for Ohamplain (Mr.

We are entitled to get information as to Marcotte) rhat it was necessary that the
the cost of the Drummond County Railway whole schedule should be read so as to placefrom Ste. Rosalie to Montreal. We want ih matter properly before the committee.
to get full Information ou the cost of a new I think it is better to read it unless the come-
line of railway and whether the Govern- mittee is willing to dispense with the read-ment will bave to bonus a new line. ing

Mr. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Brodeur). (Trans-
lation.) I draw the attention of the hon. Mr. BERGERON. I think it would be
member to the fact that it was the under- more regular, Mr. Chairman, that you should
standing of the Committee that the contract read it. My hon. friend expressed the idea
was te be taken clause by clause ; now, as that it was not to be taken article by article.

was o b takn causeby laus ; on. 'sm1d when tfli point of order was taken 1clause 3 is under consideration, the hon.eaid to the Chairman n Frena that the
gentleman will please confine himself to saidet nchg
that clause. undestanding was that we were dealing

. with the whole thing. So as to make it moreMr. J. G. Hl. BERGERON (Beauharnois). regular, i think the Chairman should read(Translation.) Mr. Chairman, while you the whole schedule
were absent from the House, the hon. Min-
ister of Railways and Canals stated that Mr. CHAIRMAN. That is the only regular
you could not carry the Bill in clauses, and proceeding.
it had to go as a whoIe. Mr. BERGERON. I did not hear the

Mr. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Brodeur). (Trans- sixtlh clause read.
tion.) Then I shall have to read the whole Mr. CHAIRMAN. It is the sixth clause I
schedule, section by section. am reading.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) Yes, Mr. BERGERON. But you stopped aboutthat is the most regular proceeding ; but the middle of it.
the Minister of Railways stated that It was'
not to be taken by sections, and that it must Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Mr.
,,e carried as a whole. Chairman, you have just read the Bill in

(The Chairman proceeds te read the Bill English ; but I believe that we, as French-
(Thcranseproceedstead)the.Bi speaking members, have also certain rights

n English, clause by clause). and privileges here, and that you, Mr. Chair-
Mr. CHAIRMAN. It was the understand- man, as well as flicbon. members of this

ing of the committee that the whole ques- House, will see te it that those rights and
tion of the schedule would be discussed, privileges are respected. I ar glad te sce that
but at the ýsame time it would put the mat- the hon. member for Laprairie and Napier-
ter ln order and facilitate the business of ville (Mr. Monet) is of ty opinion; and 1
the committee if I should read the whole hope he wiIl support me in my demand
section which I shall do except the reading that this Billbe read lu French. 1 amnhap
be dispensed wlth. py te have thi support of such an able andprominent colleague as the bon. member ;

Mr. FOSTER. When did the Chairman when I insist upon the exercise of one f
come to that conclusion? It is now six the ost unquestionable rlghts and prlv-
o'clock ln the morning and we have been
discussing the question since nine o'clock bers,,and I ask yeu, Mr. Chairman, te read
last nIght. It seems to me that every this Bill ln French.
method that possibly eau be taken in oraer I have, oniprevieus occasions, called at-
to thwart the Opposition Is being taken. tentien te the fact that the French langu-

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr. age was overlooked Ithis fouse, but 1 ara
Fisher). I think that when the House was happy te be able te say, Mr. Charman, that
in committee before It was distinctly de- you always read lu French the motions be-
clared from the Chair that the whole msche- fore the llouse.
dule would be put as one motion and not
clause by clause.

Mr. POSTER. When my hon. friena (Mr.
Marcotte) proposes to discuss the whole of
lt he is stopped.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I will have to read
this whole schedule in order to bring the
matter properly before the committee. We
are supposed to be on section 3, and the dis-
cussion has been confined to matters relat-
ing to the third clause.

Mr. MARCOTTE.

Now that the Bill has been read in Eng-
lish. I think I am perfectly entItled to de-
mand that this Bill be now 'read ln French,
as it is most desirable that the rights of the
French language, as an offielai language,
should be upheld i all their integrity.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) The
Clerk informs me that he bas got no French
copy of the Bill.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) Here ls
a French copy of the Bill.
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Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I hope
the Chairman w-fll not hesitate a single min-
ute to read the Bill in 7Prench. for the bene-
fit of the members who do not understand
English. Why, Sir, shall it go down to
history that under this Liberal régime. with
a French Canadian Prime Minister as leader
of this fHouse. a fact the hon. gentlemen
opposite take such a pride in. the Chairman
hesitated to read this Bill in French. after
having read it in English? .I hope at least
the lion. members from the province of
Quebec behind the Treasury benches wil]
raise no objection to my demand.

If 1 insist upon the Bill being read in
French, it is not only that I claim it as a
right. and for the information of the House.
but also for the sake of your personal dig-
nity. Mr. Chairman, and in order to secure
for the French language In this House the
respect it is entitled to.

Mr. OHAI'RMAN. (Translation.) I have
no objection to reading the Bill in French,
but the only official copy at hand is the one
I have just read.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.)
copy I have just handed you is official.

The

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I de iot
know, Mr. Chairman, that I am bount, ;o
furnish you with a French copy of the Bills
before this House.

Mr. DUGAS. (Translation.) As a French-
speaking member who has sat here for sev-
eral years. I wish to say that, within my
recollection. the Bills before the House have
always been read ln French, when the mem-
bers Insisted upon it.

Mr. BERGERON. It is unjust to treat us
ln that way. The two languages are official
in this House.

The POSTPMASTER GENERAL. Is there
a rule which would oblige this to be read ln
French ?

Mr. BERGERON. There is a rule, and
the hon. gentleman, as a Minister of the
Crown, ought to know it. Wîhen w-e had al
Speaker that could speak the two languages
he did it himself, and when we had a
Speaker that could not speak the two lan-
guages the Clerk was ordered to read in
French.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Is there
a rule of the House requiring that every
Bill should be read in both languages'? If
so, it would seem to be in order that we
could make every member speak in both
languages as well.

Mr. BERGERON. We have here the offi-
cial use of the two languages and every-
thing that comes before the House we haveI
the right to have put by the Chair in the
two languages.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
hon. gentleman cannot ask to have the

whole Bill read in French. but only the mo-
tion before the Chair. Hie cannot ask to
have the two clauses already passd read
in French now. The demand must be made

1 at the moment. We have passed two
elauses. and no demand was made to read
theni in French. and you eaanot ask to have
these two clauses read in French now.

Mr. FOSTER. For the first time in this
House is the right denied. and that by a
Liberal Government, which has always
been recognized of having proceedings given
in the French as well as the English lan-
guage.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
lion. gentlemen forgot their duty to the
French language when they allowed mo-
tions to pass without being read in French.
and they have just now awakened to a
sense of duty.

Mr. BERGERON. I can ask that a mo-
tion be read in French at any stage.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. But not
a motion that is already passed. The hon.
gentleman cannot ask to have the motions
of last week read in French. He has the
right to have the schedule read lu French.

Mr. BERGERON. I am not asking for
anything else.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Rule 33 of the rules of
-the House and Bourinot's work arebvery
clear on this point, thaï al motions before
the House shall be put iu b2th languages.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I understood
the hon. member for Cham.plain to ask that
the whole Bill be read in French.

Mr. MARCOTTE. No, ail I desire Is that
the schedule be read in French.

Mr. BER GERON. And that was refused.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I did not re-
fuse to read the schedule.in French.

(Mr. Deputy Speaker then proceeded to
read the schedule in French.)

Mr. MAROOTTE. (Translation.) Mr.
Chairman, I have to offer you my congratu-
lations for having consented to read ln
French, in such a rapid and expeditious
way, the Bill now before the House. I have
a few remarks to offer in connection with
the trouble we have experienced in getting
that Bill read in French. Af ter it had been
read in English. I asked the Chairman to
read it in French. I am astonished that the
hon. member for Labelle (Mr. Bourassa),
who claims to be French and who descends
from an old French family. well known for
its patriotism, and whose grandfather
fought for the upholding of that language,
is found to-day among the lion. gentlemen
who seem to objeet to my demand-

Mr. BOURASSA. (Translation.) Mr.
Chairman. I rise to a point of order. I think
the hon. gentleman is out of order in nak-
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Ing comments on the question connectedl If the hon. gentleman mereiy asks me what
with the reading of the Bill in French ; he
ouglit to confine himself to the Bill under be makes bis request as a matter of riglt,
consideration. I protest against the manner I think li going too.far.
in which the hon. gentleman deals with the
issue now before the House. We are not
dealing now with the official use of the Chair is ot obliged to give his rulng ln
Frenchi language, but with an aitogether di 1- Englisli9
ferent matter. '.%r. DEPUTY SPEAKER. By the rules

Mr. 'MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I say of the House we bave a riglit to use eltber
that theesitation shown by some hon.gen language n askin mquestions, and If the

I sid I m ilngtesi o tl hi ; buthi

temen opposite, ete question of read- Chairnian of commees s m r ih
ing the Bill in Frenchicame up before the îthne of the languages. then the Clerk bas
Committee, is flot creditable to them. to tr-aslate the question. But as regards

MhrUe ruines. of tte Chair, there is no0 ule
Mr. MHAIRMAN. (Translation.) T e yo which a Cliairman is bound to repeat

hon. gentleman is out of order in referring 'anae nuasge a uesn anfthe.
ing~~~~~~~~~ thiili reciaeu bfr h neofe languaestheth e Clinaner a
to tthe rulings of the Chairutherenisuno rule

to that matter. He cannot indulge in such But if the hon. gentleman wants me to re-
remarks, when a question of order in raised. peat in English what I have said in French,

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I say
that the hon. gentlemen opposite-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) Order.
I have already told the hon. gentleman that
he cannot refer to that matter. He cannot
impute motives to those who differ in opin-
Ion from him. The hon. gentleman must
confine himself to the question before the
House.

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) Mr.
Chairman, you ought to make known your
ruling to the House.

Mr. MONET. (Translation.) You mighti
as well ask the Chairman to translate into
English and French speeches delivered In
this House, for the information of those who
are not conversant with that language.

Mr. DUGAS. (Translation.) As the hon.
gentleman who presides over this Commit-
tee is a French Canadian, I think he ought
to be held responsible for what the hon.
member for Champlain has said-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) I call
the bon. member for Montcalm (Mr. Dugas)
to order. Under no rule of this House am I
held responsible for the statements of the
hon. member for Champlain (Mr. Marcotte).
I repudiate any such responsibility.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I would respect-
fully ask Mr. Deputy Speaker to give us
that ruling in English.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not think
I an obliged to translate my ruling. But
as a favour to the hon. gentleman, I may
tell hlm that I had to call the hon. gentle-
man te order for referring to a certain vote
whiei was given last year in the Senate.

Mr. MILLS. If there is a ruling from the
Chair, we are entItled to bave It in English
as well as ln French.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. As a question
of parliamentary procedure it is undoubted
that the Chairman of committees Is not
bound to make bis ruling in both languages.

Mr. BOURABSA.

I have no objection to do so as a matter of
favour.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Fleld-
ing.) The point of order should be state.l
in English also by the member who is
speaking, in order that we may understand
the ruling.

'Te MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The Chairman of committees has the same
privilege as any other member in the House,
to speak in whichever language he chooses.

Mr. BERGERON. No, the Chairman, I
submit, is obliged to answer in wihichever
language he is requested to answer.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I am sure that
there is no rule by which the Chairman of
committees is bound to give bis rulings ln
both languages.

Mr. BERGERON. In the Act providing
for a Deputy Speaker, it is clearly stated
that if the Speaker is of one language the
Deputy must be of the other language.
The reason was that any member of the
House is entitled to hear in his own langu-
age anything that may fall from the Chair.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There Is
no such rale.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Some
hon. gentlemen opposite seem disposed to
trifle with the matter now before the House.
They are not arguing it so seriously as the
importance of the matter warrants us to
do. As I have already stated, we are desti-
tute of information on the subject of the
Drummond County Railway, because the
hon. Minister of Railways has declined to
bring down any data on the matter. As I
said, lin France and in other civIlIzed coun-
tries of the world, whenever some railway
contract is submitted to the Chambers by
the Government, the members of Parliament
are given all the desirable information, from
a flnanclal standpoint, as also from that of
the publie Interest. The Government fur-
nished the minutest detalîs as to the con-
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struction of such railways, they even figure
out the cost by Inch and fòot.

Mr. H. S. HARWOOD (Vaudreuil). (Trans-
lation.) In France they do not figure out
by feet and inches, but they use meters and
centimeters.

Mr. MARGOTTE. (Translation.) Yes,
but the lion. gentlemen opposite are far
from figuring out the matter so accurately
when they endorse a wild-cat scheme like
the contract now before the House. Take
the case of the Yamaska River bridge. An
hon. Minister declared on the floor of the
House that to build a bridge across the
Yamaska River, $300,000 would be neces-
sary, while an hon. gentleman on this side
of the House challenged that statement, and
made an estimate that the bridge across the
Yamaska could be built for $60,000. Nobody
knows what that bridge is going to cost,
even if it were built by some private com-
pany. Some hon. gentlemen opposite laugh,
but I think it is nothing unreasonable on
my part, and nothing to provoke the hilarity
of the hon. gentlemen opposite, to ask for
accurate data, when the public interests are
at stake. And, if I am not mistaken, the
province of Quebec may call the Govern-
ment to a strict account for trifiing in that
way with such a grave matter, and for mak-
ing an estimation at haphazard, as to the
cost of those works. I appeal to the hon.
member for Drummond and Arthabaska
(Mr. Lavergne) whether he knows what that
bridge on the Yamaska River is going to
cost ? The hon. gentleman does not vouch-
safe an answer.

The contract now before the House is a
matter of the utmost Importance, from the
standpoint of the general interests of the
country, involving, as ut does, the expendi-
ture of a large sum of money for a term
of 99 years. The hon. gentlemen opposite
seem amused with my remarks. These Ironi-
cal cheers and laughter, from the other side
show that :those hon. gentlemen are laeking
in public spirit. There Is no fooling and
humbugging about such a serious matter.
The hon. gentlemen laugh and make merry,
when the country is going to the dogs.
when the country, I say, Is on the verge
of bankruptcy. The hon. gentlemen are here
to protect the Interests of their constituents.
and they think perhaps they are discharg-
ing their duty to their country when they
laugh In my face, or If they do not laugh.,
they sleep ln their seats, while, we, on the
Opposition side, we are watching on the
walls and doing everything to prevent that
waste of the people's money.

I have asked the (Minister of Railways and
Canals several questions, without that hon.
gentleman condescendlng to give an answer.
The inference to bé drawn from his silence
is that he cannot reply to my statement..
In passing this contract, the Government
have not taken into consideration the in-

terests of the country at large. Here again
I call the attention of the hon. gentlemen
opposite to the fact that the Government
have acted in the matter recklessly. Last
year, they brought down a Bill dealing with
the purchase of the Drummond County Rail-
way. What is the difference between the
scheme brought down last session and the
Bill introduced this session ? I appeal to the
hon. muember for Arthabaska (Mr. Lavergne)
whether the measure presented this year to
the House is not better and more advant-
ageous to the country than the Bill of last
session ? The hon. gentleman is silent. I
ask the hon. gentleman to vouchsafe an
answer. You are silent. because you can-
not vindicate your course.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) The
hon. gentleman should address the Chair.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I am
trying to impress upon the House the im-
portance of the matter under discussion, and
nobody vouchsafes a reply to the question.
I have asked, this is no question of detail.
And in this connection, let the hon. member
for Laprairie and Napierville (Mr. Monet)
Illow me to congratulate him on the vote

lie gave last session.
Mr. MONET. (Translation.) It was not

last session that I gave that vote. There-
fore I call the hon. gentleman to order.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The hon.
gentleman ought to know the difference be-
tween that contract and that now before
the 'House.

Mr. MONET. (Translation.) The ques-
tion now before us is as to the lease of the
Grand Trunk Railway, and not as to the
purchase of the Drummond County Rail-
way.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) It comes
to the same. I have to congratulate the hon.
gentleman on the stand he has taken-

Mr. MONET. (Translation.)
Danaos et dona ferentes."

" Timeo

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) "Timeo
Danaos et dona ferentes." The hon. gen-
tleman ought to Infer from that Latin sen-
tence. as applied to the contract now before
the House, that. after having feared last
year to vote on that question. he ought to
have the same fear this year. 'Mr. Chairman,
I hold again that there is not a single gentle-
man opposite who eau say that 'the contract
Introduced this year is lnot better than that
of last session.

Mr. MONET. (Translation.) If the con-
tract now before us ls better than that of
last session, that Is no reason why we should
vote against it.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) It Is a
reason why I. should congratulate the hon.
gentleman, should he vote, as be dId, last
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year. "Timeo Danaos." He should fear.
this year, as he did last year. to vote in
favour of this measure, but it is likely that
party spirit will prevail this year. I appeal
to the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals,
whether the contract before us is not better
than that of last session ? The Minister
does not answer my question, and I infer
from ils silence that he bas no good reasons
to offer the Flouse, and that it is Impossible
for us to have a reply in French from a
Minister of the Crown. Among the Minis-
ters I 1now see on the Treasury benches.
there is probably only one who understands
French.

Mr. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Brodeur.) (Transla-
tion.) I am sorry to have to call again
the hon. gentleman to order. We are now
in Committee of the Whole on a Bill, and
t hn e cvmntleman s4zhold onfin hi -.. k ,lfn

may also infer that they did not act as in-
telligent representatives of the people, that
they did not bring their judgment to bear
upon this measure after a careful analysis
of the data which they should have had to
enable them to reach a fair conclusion. The
Senate thought it theW duty to reject that
scheme, which was worse than this one, and
the Senate deserves credit for their action.
although you now talk of abolishing It.

I ask the hon. member for Laprairie and
Napierville (Mr. Monet), who wants to do
away with the Senate. whether his vote
does not justify the stand taken by that
body--

Mr. SAVARD. (Translation.) The hon.
gentleman is completely out of the question;
I call him to order. The vote of the Senate
has nothing to do with this debate.

L.U JURI.rjJuuu UJUUC Mluwi, Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) Theto the question, without entering into con-1 ho. gentlMAN. conslaion.l thesidratonsforig tothedebte i hon, gentleman should confine himself to the
slast section of the Bill. That is the section

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) Has not now under discussion, and .1 invite the lion.
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Marcotte) the right gentleman to return to the question.
to interpellate the Minister? Ie asked the Ilr.MARCOTTE.(Translation.) I am
Minister a question and be should have the Mr. MARCOTTE qestion.) I a
right to expect an answer from him. dealing now with the question of principle.

I wish to obey your ruling, Mr. Chairman,
Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I am try- still, I cannot help saying that such *a ruling

Ing to show. Mr. Chairman, that the present tends- to banish from the debate the teach-
contract is better than that of last session, ing of history. The beacon light of history
and I want an answer from the Minister of illumines the future. Must history be elim-
Railways and Canals. When I address the inated from the proceedings of this Com-
hon. gentleman in French, I cannot get any !mittee, and more particularly when the Min-
answer from him ; that is the reason why! isters obstinately refuse to throw any light
I protest. upon the debate and to elucidate our doubts?

Mr. MONET. (Translation.) By dint of The Minister of Railways declines to answer
protesting you will pass for a Protestant. our questions and to give us any informa-

tion. Let him procure us reliable data, and
M.. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Here, all the information we want. Let him give

the Ministers decline to answer the Interpel- us a carefully prepared estimation, so that
lations of members. on very important ques- we may figure out the matter.
tions. while in France and other foreign Can the hon. gentlemen opposite tell us
countries, the Cabinet furnishes the House whether It would be more cheaper for the
with the minutest information about the Government to build a bridge at Quebec ?
construction of railways. Here the Minister The hon. gentlemen seem puzzled by this
of Railways and Canals refuses to give us question. They do not know whether it
any information and does not even conde- would have been preferable to make an ar-
scend to answer the question I asked him.
And I say that it Is the duty of those who
wish to protect the publie lnterests, and to
prevent the waste of public money, to enter
here their protest against such a course.
I say again that this bargain is better than
that of last year. Last year. you acted
foolisbly, recklessly-.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) I call
again the hon. gentleman to order ; he
should address the Chair.

Mr. MAROOTTE. (Translation.) I ae-
eept your ruling. If the bargain they now
propose is better than that of last year, the
Inference to be drawn from that is that
they were prompted to vote merely through
party spirit, and that they voted in favour
of that measure. without. taking Into con-
sideration the interests of the country. I

Mr. MARCOTTE.

rangement with the Great Northern Rail-
way Company or with the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, from Quebec to Mont-
real. They de) not know whether it would
be cheaper for the Government to choose
that Hine or to build a railway on the south
shore, from Montreal to Quebec ; and. by
the way, it should not be forgotten that the
Government promised to build that railway.
The hon. gentlemen cannot give us any in-
formation about that; they are absolutely
ignorant.

Let us go a step further. They do fnot
even know whether It would be cheaper for
the Government, if they once ascertained
the cost on which they were to pay interest
for ninety-nine years, instead of paying an
exorbitant interest of 5 per cent, to borrow
the money and pay it over to the Grand
Trunk, seeing that they can borrow at 21
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per cent, or a little more than half of 5 per
cent. The Government would thus have
saved an immense amount of money in the
course of ninety-nine years. Now, I ask
the hon. gentlemen. whether they do not
think that the Government have acted reck-
lessly In the matter. I woul like the hon.
member for Labelle (Mr. Bourassa) to tell
me what he is now saying to his neighbour.

Mr. BOURASSA (Labelle). (Translation.)
I say that what the hon. gentleman says is
dull enough, to be sure.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Mr.
Chairman, it is not given to everybody to
be eloquent, and to have read many philo-
sophical works. Some have nothing but
their own stock of intelligence to draw upon.i
while other gentlemen borrow from other!
sources their wisdom, and are literary
thieves. The question is to be able to make,
out the difference between 2î per cent in-
terest and 5 per cent, on a capital of $140,-
000. Can the lion. gentleman from Labelle;
figure that up ? Perhlaps lie had better con-
sult his hon. friend from Chicoutimi (Mr.
Savard) to give more weight to his argu-
ments.

Mr. BOURASSA. (Translation.) That
shows you the importance of having an in-
telligent man on this side off the House.

Mr. SAVARD. (Translation.) If he wants
to lend welght to his case, the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Marcotte) should apply to his
nelghbour (Mr. Bergeron).

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The:
hon. member for Chicoutimi and Saguenay'
Is a man of importance, as every one knows;
as to my hon. frIend from Beauharnols (Mr.1

exorbitant interest as they are proposing
to pay by this scheme ? There is not one
single gentleman opposite who knows any-
thing about these questions; and I chal-
lenge them to answer my question.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) I must
again tell the hon. «entleman that he is
wandering from the question before the
Committee.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation. ) I think,
Mr. Chairman, that i am perfectly within
the question. I do not wish to disobey your
ruling, but I cannot help saying that the
hon. gentlemen opposite have not sufficiently
pondered the consequences of this Bill. I
appeal again to the hon. member for Quebec
Centre (Mr. Malouin), whether he las no
opinion to express upon such an important
question as the construction of the Quebec
bridge. It is impossible to go into the mer-
its of this question without dragging in
other questions which are closely connected
with the subject-matter. I am not travel-
ling outside the four corners of the ques-
tion when I bring in the matter of the Que-
bec bridge, as it was propounded by Sir
Charles Tupper, the leader of the Opposi-
tion, that great statesman whom the coun-
try is so pround of. Let me say here, by
the way, a word to bis address, that great
politician las surely-

Mr. OHAIRMAN. (Translation.) I must
tell the hon. gentleman that he is not equal
to bis own record in this House in straying
in the way he does from the question at
issue. As I have previously told him, the
debate is simply on the schedule of the Bill
under discussion. I think the hon. gentle-
inan is not doing justice to himself, in act-

Bergeron) lie is a man of note, an intelli- ing the way he does.
gent man ; lie is the leader-

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The
Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) The fact is, that as we have no information, I

hon. gentleman is out of order. I have to have to look for arguments wherever I can
invite him again to confine himself to the find them. and that is why I have to resort
discussion of the schedule of Bill No. 138. to comparisons.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I am Mr. Chairman says I am not equal to my
sorry to see that the hon. member for own record. I have the honour of repre-
Labelle (Mr. Bourassa) has left the Hlouse. senting here the electors of Champlain, and
the more so, as I had a few questions to ask I am doing my best to serve their interests.
him. If I resort to comparisons, it Is only to eluei-

I say again, that the hon. gentlemen oppo- date the measure now befor-e the Committee,
site know absolutely nothing about the ques- and I am doing my utmost to throw some
tion under discussion. I appeal to the hon. light on the subject and to call the atten-
member for Quebec Centre (Mr. Malouin) to tion of the Committee to some important
tell me whether this bargain is apt to secure facts.
the building of the Quebec bridge? He Mr. FRASER (Guysborough) at this mo-
ought to be able to tell me whether It would ment addressed the House in Gaellc.
not be cheaper for the Government to build He was answered in the same language
that bridge and to pass by the north shore, by Mr. McDougall (Cape Breton).
entering into arrangements with the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company, instead off Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Thé
purchasing the Drummond County Railway. j hon. member for Guysborough knows per-
On the other hand, would it not have been fectly well that there are only two official
a wiser policy for the Government to build languages in this House, French and Eng-
the South Shore Railway instead of, leasing lish. He knows that I have a right to par-
the Grand Trunk Railway, and paying such ticipate in the debate on this Bil. Because
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I speak French, I do not see ln that fact ant part in connection wlth the application
anything to excite the risibilIties of any hon. of electricity. The future of that urovince
member. For, such Is the meaning of the is bound up with electrilcity. Now, I ask,
interruption of the hon. member for Guys- is it a sound policy-when one knows the
borough, and I did not hear the Chairman marked difference there Is between the cost
calling him to order. I await the ruling of of steam and that of electricity, and that the
the Chairman ln connection with the words latter power is much cheaper than steam-
uttered by the hon. member for Guysbor- to block the progress of the country by com-
ough. mitting the House to a contract for ninety-

mune years '
The OHAIRMAN (Mr. L. P. Brodeur).! Electricity, which costs almost nothing,

(Translation.) I have no opinion to express could supercede steam which Is in use now,
on the matter. and our hands would be tied for ninety-nine

1 VanrzrThi a i n i t t irdrn i

Mr. MAROOTTE. (Translation.) Mr.
Chairman, as we cannot prevail upon the
hon. gentlemen opposite to answer our ques-
tions, nor upon the Minister of Railways
and Canals to give us any information. I
would like to ask the hou. gentlemen whe-
ther it would not be a wiser policy to wait
another year before adopting this measure.
We have engineers who are paid large sal-
aries, and it is a question whether it would
not be cheaper for the country to have them
figure out exactly the cost of a rallway,
whether it were built by the Government or'
leased from the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany. I want the House to give me infor-
mation. I ask whether it would not be
cheaper to build a railway, with its ter-
minais either at Ste. Cunégonde or at St.
Henri. True, that is not very near Mont-
real, but If a station were bulît at St. Henri
It mlght acquire a great value later on.
Every one knows that when It was built, the
Grand Trunk station was not ln the centre
of Montreal. Why, I ask, when the Gov-
ernment decided to extend the Intercolonlal
to Montreal, did they not appeal to the en-
gineers who are ln the Goverument service ?
There are among them able men who are
paid by the people to give such information
to the Ministers. They could have perhaps!
propounded schemes calculated to elueidate'
our position. Those are the problems yet
unsolved and which claim the attention of
all publie men, and of ail those who are
Interested ln the future of our country ; and
as we have not yet been supplied with ail
the necessary data In this connection,. the,
inference to .be drawn from that Is that
statesmen are searce uIn the ranks of the
hon. gentlemen opposite.

There .is yet another question I wish to
approach, and it is that ,of modern progress
and of the advancement 'which is taking,
place everywhere throughout the length and
breadth of the land. I see with pleasure
that the hon. member. for Berthier (Mr.
Beausoleil), who is an .Intelligent man, un-
derstauds the drift of my remarks. I say to
the Ministers " You should not commit the
country to a contract for a term of 99 years,
for- the -lease ut ofýýthe Grand'Truuk from Ste.
Rosalle to -Mn4treabecause nu one knows
to what an extent science may progress dur-
ing that time. We ail know that the pro-
vince of Quebee is bound to play an Import-

Mr. MARCOTTE.

years. s. sI a~ mpor A anA5J consL er~.'LLIatonI LA

which commends itself to all scientists, and
to the attention of all those who have at
heart the good of the country. It was on
good ground, as you see, that I said that the
lion. imember for Berthier fully realized my
meaning. I say to the Government: "It
is an unwise policy for you to tie the hands
of the countryfor niuety-nine years, it is a
serious mistake-

Mr. BERGERON. (Translation.) And an
unpardonable one.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Yes,
an unpardonable fault, as just remarked by
the hon. member for Beauharnois. The least
I 1 can say, without wishing to be offensive,
is that the proposed scheme is Inimical to
the future progress of the country.

The hon, member for Richmond and
Wolfe is amused at my remarks ; ean he
deny that electricity Is destined to play a
great part in the future ? Can lie deny that
within those ninety-nine years, our whole
system of transportation may be revolu-
tionized ? We should not, therefore, tie the
hands of the country. Instead of paying a
5 per cent interest to the Grand Trunk ·Com-
pany for the lease of their road from Ste.
Rosalie to Montreal, would It not be
cheaper, I ask, for the Government to bor-
row the money and pay It over, seeing that
they can borrow at 2j per cent on the Eng-
lish market or elsewhere ?

Would not 1 per cent on such a consider-
able capital as $140,000 contribute material-
ly towards tthe redemption of our public
debt ? Can the hon. gentleman figure out the
produet of 1 per cent of the price pald for the
lease of the rallway froi Ste. Rosalie to
Montreal ? Not one of the hou. gentlemen
opposite eau answer my question, because
there are no data before us. There is no-
thing in what I say to excite the hilarity of
the hon. gentlemen. I challenge them to
figure out the produet of that 1 per cent
on that capital, for 99 years, as a contribu-
tion towards the sinking fund.

I would Uke to call the attention of the
Minister of Railways to this matter. Let
us take the bargain with the Drummond
County.Bailway people, by which we were
to pay $64,0 as'a yearly rentai. That sum
represents a respectable capital; now, súp-
posing the hon. gentleman had gone to Eng-
land and borrowed money on the English
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market, he could undoubtedly have got
money for 3 per cent, instead of 4 per cent,
which he proposes to pay now. Now, 1 per
cent would have contributed nearly a half
towards the redemption of the whole debt.
I shall bring out those figures later on. We
ean now get money at 2* per cent. The
question now is, Mr. Chairman, what have
been the recelpts of the Intercolonial from
the Grand Trunk Railway, since this
trial agreement was made, after the Senate
-that Upper Chamber which ls respected by1
all right-thinking men in the country-had
thrown out the Drummond deal. Last year,
a fabulous sum was placed in the Esti-
mates, with a view to ascertaining how this
trial arrangement would work, for the
twelve months. Those twelve months have
not yet elapsed, and we have no satisfactory
result. We are now invIted to vote a con-
siderable sum for the purchase of the Drum-
mond Railway. As the trial agreement
agreed upon by the House last session Is not
yet through, It is but fair to ask whether
the hon. gentlemen are trying to deceive the
House or have failed in their experiment ?
I am inelined to think that they have fail-
ed. They should at least wait till the twelve
months' experiment is through. The lon.
gentlemen are ready to vote In favour of a
new arrangement, without ascertaining,
first, whether there is an Increase or a de-
crease in the recelpts of the road. ln using
the word increase, it is lkely enough that
I am saying a useless thing, but I use It
purposely, to show the House that I am free
from prejudices and ready to consider both
sides of the question.

The country Is being deceived by the hon.
gentlemen opposite, and I make bold to tell
you, Mr. Chairman, that they shall be called
to a very strict account at the hands of the
people. There may be some gentlemen of
good faith among them. I see the hon.
member for Two Mountains (Mr. Ethier) in
his seat ; and let me tell you, Mr. Chair-
man, that I belleve in the sincerity of that
young man. Last year, he voted in favour
of that trial agreement, to see how it would
work for twelve months ; but, I ask, why
does he not wait till the trial period has
elapsed ? I cannt help telling him that he
Is Inconsistent.

Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) The Esti-
mates have not yet been voted, and when
they are passed, the twelve months will
have elapsed.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Trapslaton.) Let my
hon. friend allow me to tell hlm that his re-
mark is quite Illogical. Last year, you
voted a certain sum for a trial arrangement
of twelve months.

Mr. OHAIMAN. (Translation.) The
hon. gentleman Is out of order. He should
address the Chair. He should make a seri-
ous discussion, based upon the schedule now
before us..

Mr. MAROOTTE. (Translation.) I do not
think that I am not seriously debating the

, question. I am bringing down data and
statisties, based on the experience of last
year, which defy contradiction from hon.
gentlemen opposite. I do not think, Mr.

1 Chairman, I can fairly be charged with not
discussing seriously. A trial agreement was
made last year, in order to see how it would
work. Now, the hon. gentlemen opposite are
ready to vote in favour of this new agree-
ment, without taking the trouble of ascer-
taining whether the former experiment wIll
result favourably, and I draw the inference
that they are acting inconsistently. Will the
hon. gentleman who has iuterrupted me tell
me whether, last session, he was sincere or
fnot ?

1 Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) I am al-
ways sincere.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) If so,
why, then, does he not wait till the twelve
months have elapsed, in order to see whe-
ther the extension of the Intercolonial to
Montreal is going to be productive of the
anticipated good results ? If they are not
willing to wait, then I have a right to infer
that the bon. gentlemen are not sincere, and
that they have no good reasons to urge.
After voting in favour of that trial agree-
ment, the hon. member for Two Mount-
ains show a lack of consistency In endors-
ing another measure, wIthout waiting for
the results of the former experiment. Are
the hon. gentlemen opposite truly actuated
by public spirit ? Were they, then, really
In earnest and sincere? Their present atti-
tude shows that they did not act ineonsid-
erately last year.

The extension of the Intercolonial to Mont-
real must necessarily create competition
from the Grand Trunk, and should the Gov-
ernment build the South Shore railway, you
will have three parallel Unes, the Grand
Trunk, the South Shore Une and the Drum-
mond Country Railway.

During the electoral contest at Nicolet, we
had an opportunity of discussing that ques-
tion of building the South Shore railway. I
see on, the opposite side of the House the
hon. member for Yamaska (Mr. Mignault),
who takes an Interest in that rallway. Who
was It that promised to build that rallway ?
It was the hon. gentleman himself. I caD
to witness the hon. member for Lotbiniêre
(Mr. Rinfret) whether they have not pledged
themselves to bunld that railway? Is the
House going to sanction a new procedure
by which the hon. gentlemen wil be aUow-
ed to prove false to their promises ? If the
bon. gentlemen are wIlling to build the
South Shore RaRlway, as they have pledged
themselves to do, let me tei them that It
wlU prove injurious te the Intercolonial. We
will then bave three Unes, three powerful
competitors, the Grand Trunk, the South
8hore Rallway and the Intercolonial.
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I attended the Bécancourt meeting at
which the Prime Minister declared that he
was in favour of the South Shore Railway.

An hon. MEMBER. What year ?
Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The hon.

gentleman knows so little about the ques-
tion that he asks when that promise was
made. That railway line is a most import-
ant one and runs through a densely popu-
lated couutry. As to the date of that pro-
mise, let nie refer the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Talbot) to the hon. member for Yamaska
who made that promise.

Mr. MIGNAULT. (Translation.) You
ought to know it. as you attended that
meeting.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I was
at Bécaucourt.

Mr. MIGNAULT. (Translation.) You were
not at Yamaska.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I know
that that promise was made at Yamaska
first. Did not the hon. gentleman pledge
himself to have that railway built ?

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) I call
the hon. gentleman to order. He should ad-
dress the Chair. I call the hon. gentleman's
attention to the fact that the South Shore
Railway has nothing to do with the Bill
under discussion.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) When
we are asked 'to vote $140,000 to the Grand
Trunk Railway and $1,600.000 to the Drurn-
mond people, I think we are entitled to refer
to the competition which will be created by
this new road. The hon. member for Belle-
chasse (Mr. O. S. Talbot) is amused at my
remarks, I see, but I. am afraid he is in the
same boat as his colleagues and has nothing
to say on the question. I am sorry the hon.
member for Nicolet (Mr. S. H. Ledue) is
unavoidably absent from the House ; be-
cause he could tell you that if you buy the
Drummond County Rallway. you prevent
the building of the South Shore Railway.
In a large country like ours, where we need
s0 many rallways for colonization and other
purposes. that It Is not desirable to build
too parallel railways like the Drummond
and the South Shore, about four or five
miles distant from each other. I think the
Government ought not to buy two railways
so near each other. They ought to build
the South Shore RaIlway and drop the
Drumnond deal altogether, because the lat-
ter will lead to a deficit. There is a de-
crease, they say, of $209000 in the receipts
of the Intercolonial, instead of $150.000 last
year; that is a large defeit, and it will
go to sweil our publie debt which Is already
increasing at too rapid a pace. Before com-
ing Into power. the hon. gentlemen had
pledged themselves to reduce the publie ex-
penditure. But now they laugh when you

Mr. MARCOTTE.

An hon. MEMBER. (Translation.)
a Greek root or a square root ?

1s it

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Let the
hon. gentlemen laugh, If they like. In spite
of their ironical cheers and laughter it is
none the less true that they have pledged
themselves to build the South Shore Rail-
way and that a powerful railway competi-
tion will thus be created with the Drum-
nond County Railway.
Mr. SAVARD. (Translation.) I call the

hon. gentleman to order. He is altogether
straying out of the question. The Bill which
is now engaging the attention of ·the com-
mittee is an Act to confirm an agreement
entered into by ler Majesty with the Grand
Trunk Railway for the lease of a portion
of their road from Ste. Rosalie to Montrea.
Therefore, the South Shore Railway has
nothing to do with the matter and Is al-
together foreign to the debate. I want the
hon. gentleman to confine himself to the
matter under consideration.

Mr. OHAIRMAN. (Translation.) The hon.
member for Champlain (Mr. Marcotte) ought
to confine his remarks to the question be-
fore the Committee.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I have
never wandered from the debate. I think
when we are discussing the Drummond deal,
we are entitled to get information on such
an important matter-

Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) I have
to call again the hon. gentleman to order.
The Bill which Is now engaging the at-
tention of the Committee is not for the pur-
chase of the Drummond County Railway,
but for the lease of a portion of the Grand
Trunk road between Ste. Rosalle and Mont-
real. The hon. member cannot contrad'el
ny statement, because it was at bis own
request that I had to read from beginning
to end the Bill under discussion when I
temporarily presided over the Committee, a
little while ago.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I am
very much obliged to the hon. member from
Chicoutimi and Saguenay, for having read
in extenso the Bill, although he has been
rather expedittous. He did not dwell long
enough upon certain important clauses, and

remind them of their promises, and of the
interests of the province of Quebee. They
have humbugged the province of Quebec.
This is a most serious question and i defy
the hon. gentleman who has just interrupted
me to contradiet any statement of mine. I
am happy to see the hon. member for
Temiscouata (Mr. Gauvreau) who is one of
my friends, in his seat. I may, perhaps, give
him some useful information on the matter,
if he Is not quite conversant with the de-
tails of this Bill. The hon. member for
Two Mountains laughs. But in order to go
to the root of the matter-
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that is why I bave to emphasize those points. road without any Governiment subsidy,
The question is about the lease of the road without a cent of public money.
for 99 years. Did the hon. gentlemen i With precedents like those in view, it Is
figure out the profits of that undertaking. high tine we should ponder and pause a
and ask themselves whether it would result little before blindly voting, like the hon. gen-
advantageously to the country ? On thi tlemen opposite.
other hand, should they fulfil the promises Mr. ETHIER (Two Mountains.) (Trans-
mnade during the Nicolet election, did they lation.) Thehon. gentleman was never in
ask themselves whether in building the t the Yukon country that l know ; how, then,
South Shore Railway, they would not cean h esaythathe knows more about those
create a runious competition with the In- iuold fields than the members on this side of
tercolonial ? In order to show that the de- o
ficit will only go on increasing. I have only the House.
to refer to the competition which will be Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The
created with the Intercolonial. from the hon. meinber for Two Mountains will not
South Shore and the Grand Trunk. My set the St. Lawrence on fire. Last year. the
conclusions are grounded on all those facts. hon. gentlemen opposite voted in favour of

It must be borne in nmind that we have to the Yukon deal, without knowIng anytblng
speak on a question about which we have
not even a scrap of information. i1 chai-
lenge the hon. gentleman to contradict my
statement. when I say that it would be,
cheaper for the Government-if they once
ascertained the cost on which they were to
pay interest for ninety-nine years-to bor
row the money and pay it over, seeing that
they can borrow at 3 per cent Instead of
paying 4 per cent. and they would thus save'
1 per cent per year. Could the hon. mem-
ber for Two Mountains (Mr. Ethier) tell me1
what would be the produet of 1 per cent for
minety-nine years?

Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) I do not!
feel disposed to educate the hon. gentleman'
on the matter.

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The
hon. gentleman might derive some benefit
from my education. Can he deny that the
Government would save 1 per cent per year
in borrowing money and paying It over to
the Grand Trunk ? Now, let the hon. gen-
tlemen laugh If they like, and make merry.
I could understand their hilarity If the In-
terests of the country were not at stake.

An hon. MEMBER. (Translation.) Order.
Mr. MAROOTTE. (Translation.) I am

perfectly In order.
An hon. MEMBER. You are altogether

straying out of the question.
Mr. IARCOTTE. (Translation.) If the

hon. gentlemen do not know anything about
the railway competition which will be creat-
ed with the Drummond County Railway, no
wonder they take so little interest In public
affairs.

The Minister of Railways refuses stub-
bornly to give any Information to the House.
He wants the hon. gentlemen behlnd hlm to
vote this year, as they voted last year, blind-
ly, without judgment or reflection. They
voted for the building of a railway of 750
miles, grantIng the company a subsIdy of
7,750,000 acres of land, without knowing the
value of those gold-bearing lands. Whlle,
to-day, you see a company building the same

about it. The hon. Minister of ]jtailways
could not explain his bill.

,Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) Could
hon. gentleman tell me what county
Minister of Railways represents here ?

the
the

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) The
mountain brouglit forth a mouse, they say,
but the one just brought forth by the hon.
member for Two Mountains is still smaller.
On a question of such moment, he is shift-
ing and using subterfuges. The hon. gen-
tleman and his friends may laugh, if they
like, but they cannot contradiet my state-
ments. Their incapacity, their impotency
are well known. They do not take into con-
sideration the interests of the country at
large. They are so short-sighted that we
will have to lend them a telescope in order
to allow them to see, in round numbers, the
immense sum of money saved by the mem-
bers on this sIde of the House, with the help
of the Senate.

I do not Intend to protract the debate at
any further length. And why so ? Because
the Minister of Railways Is unable to give
to the House any information. so as to allow
us to conduet this debate in an Intelligent
way. We have to consider, first, the inter.
ests of the country ; we have to bear In
mind the results of the vote we are to give
on this question. That Is the reason why
we want full Information on the matter.

When the Government decided to purchase
the Drummond County Railway, they sent
down an engineer-

Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) I rise to a
point of order. The hon. gentleman Is wan-
dering from the question at Issue, when he
refers to the visit of the engineers. The
debate is now on the lease of the Grand
Trunk by the Government.

,Mr. MORIN. (Translation.) That Is the
business of the Chairman, to call the hon.
gentleman to order, and not the business of
any one of these fellows.

Mr. ETHIER. (Translation.) I protest
against the rude and Improper term used by
the hon. member for Dorchester (Mr. Morin.)
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Mr.- CHAIRMAN (Mr. Savard). (Trans- 1 tieman ought to remember that by commit-
lation.) The bon. member for Dorchesteri ting the country to a contract for a term of
(Mr. Morin) ought to be called to order for ninety-nine years, they are tying our bands,
applying the term "fellowsI" to the bon. and handicapplng at least three generations,
gentlemen. He should not use such an im- and jeopardizing the future of the country.
proper term. The Chairman bas already The bon. gentlemen have reached power
given bis ruling on the question of order, through false pretenses ; they have falsified
and the bon. member for Champlain (Mr. their promises and deceived the country.
Marcotte) bas been called to order ten times And not satisfied with deceiving the present
for the same breach of the regulations of the gereration, they want to deceive three more
House. The bon. gentleman should confine generations, with this contract for ninety-
himself to the question before the Committee. nine years. I call your attention to this fact,

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) Were Mr. Chairman, and I insist upon the Bill be-
e g postponed for further consideration tillwe to bow to the ruling Just made by the netya.W11y1ehp, hssv n

-Chairman, the freedom of debate ln this next year. We may, perhiaps,, thus save any
Hobairmauo longtheefrem o! deaedti other large sum of the publie moneys ; andHouse would no longer exist. We are desti- any gentleman who takes that stand, willtute of any valuable information bearing on have deserved well from bis constituents
the question at issue, and when we ask for and from the country.further information, they try to close our Mr. BELL (Pictou). The Bill whlch is now
mouths by calling us to order. I see the
hon. member-I was going to say for One engaging the attention of the committee is
Mountain, but, to be parliamentary, I should an Act to confirm an agreement entered Into
say for Two Mountains, seems to be greatlv by Her Majesty with the Grand Trunk Rail-
disturbed over this question. One would J1way, and to authorize the acquisition by t'ie
think that the hon. gentlemen opposite are Dominion of the Drummond Oounty Rail
feeling the reproach of their conscience in way. The Minister of Railways and Canals
face of the public interests they are sacri- has been unable to explain to us the manner
fieng ; their better feelings prevail - n which the cost of user was apportionedficng;ther bttr felIgs revilover between the Ititercolonilal Ratlway and thetheir partisanship. One would think that Grand Trunk Ralway Company. The Act
the bon. member for Chicoutimi and Sague- r Tha Rislw Com p roport
nay (Mr. Savard) still retains some of bis provides that it should be In proportion
former Conservative Ideas, which were good. to the respective mileage of the cars and

engines belonging to the Intercolonial Rail-
Mr. CHAIRMAN. (Translation.) The way. and running over the several sections

hon. gentleman should confine himself to the of the 'Grand Trunk Railway, and the total
question at issue'; he is altogether out of traffic of all kind. For some reason and
order. I need not insist any further on the by some person or persons unknown, thematter, because the hon. gentleman is per- Minister of Raliways and Canals bas been
fectly well aware of the rules. Let him prevented from obtaining that knowledge
confine himself to discussing the question concerning this Bill which he naturally
before the Committee. would be most desirous of possessing, and

Mr. MARCOTTE. (Translation.) I bow which he would be only too glad, I am sure.
to the ruling of the Chairman ; but, on the ltotcommunicate to the ouse if he were
other band, when one Is interrupted, he bas permitted to do so. But snce the hon. Minis-
to refer to matters more or less foreign to the hter does not possess the asnformabtionosI
question at Issue. thought we had made a reasonable proposi-

Before resuming my seat, let me sum up tion when we ask that we might suspend pro-
my statements. The proceedings In vogue ceedlngs until he could secure it, but as hemy satemnts.The roceding lu o~ebas flot seen fit to accede to that proposition,here are altogether different from what pre-hnotoseeaft o ccdeto that proposit
vails in England, In France und other civi- of course we are bound to conlude that it
lized countries of the world. In those coun- was not a reasonable one.
tries, whenever the Government wants to The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
build railways, they have reports from their CANALS. Would my hon. friend ~pardonengineers wlth full data bearing on the pro- me, if I should leave the Ohamber ?
posed works. Thoee governments summon
to their aid experienced men, when the a-
terests of the people are at stake. It Is quite
dif'erent with us here ; we are destitute of
ail desirable Information, and we are, as It
were, shut In withln a circle.

Then, as to electricity. I hold that the
Government should bear In mind that the
future of the country Is bound up with It.
Before the ninety-nine years have elapsed,
electrIcity wIll be the motive power in vogue
in Quebee, where there are so many natural
resources and wealth. It wIll aid ln develop-
-ing ur trade and commerce. The hon. gen-

Mr. BELL. Is the bon. gentleman golng
for the Information ? OtherwIse I shouldregret very much his departure. The re-tura brought down by the hon. Minister yes-terday shows that not only have the accountsbeen rendered monthly by the Grand TrunkRailway, but have been audited by the audi-tor of the Railway Department, and it Isfair to assume that the auditor of the de.partment was satisfted that these accounts
were correct. It -l then very d1ffieult toacouit for the tact, stated by the Ministeroe Railwayes rud-anls, that he a s neerseen these' returus,, that he does flot -know'
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of their existence, that no man in his de-
partment bas seen them, and that, so far
as he can learn, they are unknown to the
officers of his department either in Ottawa
or Moncton. This is indeed a psychological
problem worthy of special study and rival-
ing in complexity even the famous fifteen
puzzle which occupied peoples minds some
years ago.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The bargain which the
Minister of Railways and Canals bas made
with the Grand Trunk Railway consists of
two parts. First, he took a lease of a cer-
tain section of the Grand Trunk Railway
for 99 years, upon the basis of paying the
Grand Trunk Railway $140,000 a year, which
is 5 per cent upon half the cost of that por-
tion of the Grand Trunk Railway line. He
therefore really purchases the half of that
portion of the Grand Trunk Railway line,
though he does not own it, since be only
gets the lease of it for 99 years. Then the
Minister of Railways and Canais made an-
other arrangement with the Grand Trunk
Railway which was that be was to bear a
proper share of the maintenance of the
track over which his engines and cars ruti.
Now, that share of maintenance is to be
figured out upon a wheelage basis. What
this committee wants Is to get the relative
wheelage of' the Grand Trunk Railway
and the Intercolonial Railway over that
line. It has been stated ln this committee
that the wheelage of the Intercolonlal Rail-
way as compared with the Grand Trunk!
Railway is only one to twenty, whereas
the amount which the Minister of Railways1
and Canals has really pald to the Grand1
Trunk Railway is half the cost of the whole'
line. Now, the MInister of Railways and
Canals has stubbornly refused to bring down
that wheelage : be has refused to bring It
down because it would give away his whole1
case. for he wIll not be able to convince ai
single Canadian taxpayer that this is a goodI
bargain.i

There Is no use In trylng to bluff us. We'
are anxious to get on with the business.'
Therefore, last night the hon. leader of the
Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper), who has
just entered the Chamber, arranged that the
debate should be closed and that the Bill

and those more particularly interested in
the matter, decided to allow the Bill to go
through and not to prolong the debate. I think
the right hon. the Prime Minister should
step in between the House and the Minister
of Railways and Canals and that he should
have this information brought before the
House instead of keeping the House here.
Instead of the charge being true as against
the Opposition that they are obstructing in
this matter, it is the hon. Minister of Rail-
ways ard Canals who Is obstructing by re-
fusing to give that very reasonable informa-
tion which any deliberative assembly would
require before passing a Bill such as this.

Mr. SPROULE. During this discuss!bn
the Opposition, in this House, have been
endeavouring to acquire that information
which we regard as essential to enable us
to do our duty. At the beginning we inti-
mated to the hon. Minister of Railways that
it was most desirable that certain data
should be furnished to this House. Although
the members of the Government might be
disposed to take upon trust any statement
that miglit come from the high authority
of the hon. Minister of Railways, we who
are in Opposition, are not so confiding and
so respectful of his judgment. We regard
It as a matter of great importance, as In-
telligent representatives of the people, that
we should bring our judgment to bear upon
this question after a careful analysis of the
data which we should have to enable us
to reach a fair conclusion. We have repeat-
edly intimated that the information was
desirable, not only that it was desirable,
but that it was not being furnished, and that
In the time to come our demands would be
made even more imperative, that if the in-
formation was not furuished to the House
we should not be disposed to go on with
the consideration of the measure and
allow It to pass. In view of the action of an-
other portion of this Parliament In refusing
to accept a similar measure, two years ago,
because of the refusal of the hon. gentleman
eharged withM that responsibility to furnish
information, and lu view of the fact that
at some future diy the Government intend-
ed to submit a further measure for the con.
sideration of the House, one would natur-

should pass with very moderate crIticism. ally have expected that these bon. gentle-
That moderate criticism was being proceed- men would have fortified themselves with
ed with when the bon. Minister of Railways that which would be required by Parliament,
and Canals refused absolitely to give the 'the data which Parliament should have to
information to the House. My bon. friend enable it to do Justice to this measure and
the Liberal whip (Mr. Sutherland) shakes lto the people they represent. We naturally
his head. If the bon. the Minister of Rail- ask ourselves why it is that the bon. Min-
ways and Canals were now ln the Chamber ister of Railways should refuse to give us
and the right bon. the Prime MinIster asked ths information. Who Is tbe hon. Minister
him If he had tried to get that information of Railways? Is he a man eligible for the
he would be compelled to say that he had position, possessed of the ordinary qualif-
not turned a finger to get it. He never trIed cations which we would expect to find u a
to get it, but last night he 'made the state- gentleman occupying that position ? Is the
ment that the Information had been placed hon. Minister pcssessed of the ordinary In-
on thel Table of the House. Upon that un- telligence of humanity ? If I were to bringderstandIng the hon. leader of the Opposition my anatomical knowledge to bear on hîa
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brain and I would judge it to be beyond the
ordinary measure-

Mr. ICHAIRMAN. I do not think this is
a -subject to be discussed on the Bill in com-
mittee.

Mr. SPROULE. I respectfully submit to
your consideration the fact that we have
not beea furnislied witu information upon
this question, and we naturally ask our-
selves what is the composition of the man
who is responsible. Is he possessed of the
intelligence, or the willingness to satisfy our
demands. We naturally go further because
we are reasoning human beings and In-
quire into the composition of the n-A. We
have to satisfy ourselves before we passi
this Bill. That leads us to say that we ad-
mit that lie is possessed of natural intelli-
gence. Then, has he had the experience
which would teachli hlm that this information
is desirable ? We know that he las had
parliamentary experience. not only as a
member of this House. but in another Par-
liament, and that lie bas had the opportunity
of learning what are the duties which would
be expected of a Minister of the Crown.
We will naturally admit that he is a man!
of parlianentary experience, which will ex-
onerate hin from any blame in connection
with that. Was he aware of the fact that
such information would be expected by the
House before they would deal with this
question ? His long parliamentary experi-

+%hoia dni him oMf t f+hot+

teresting field for Inquiry, especially to the
medical man. We know that there are an-
onalles In human nature that cannot be ac-
counted for by any of the known sciences
at our command. Is it so in the case of the
Minister of Railways? If so, we should be
charitable enouglh to excuse him. Judging
of the composition of the brain from the con-
formation of the head, I should say that It
was a natural brain discharging the natural
functions of a brain. But we are confronted
with the fact that it Is not discharging those
functions. and we ask ourselves the reason
why. This leads us to consider the composi-
tion of the human brain. It Is composed
lar;rely of albumen, which may be present
either in (leficiency or excess. In this case
I should say there is a superabundance.
Then, we may inquire what is the physiologi-
cal action of the human ibrain. This cannot
he accounted for by any of the known laws.
Thie human brain is not only the seat of In-
telligence and memory, but the seat of the
enervation of the human body. If there is a
want of nerve power, there will be a com-
parative paralysis. Sometimes the paralysis
shows itself suddenly, sometimes gradually.
In this case the paresis, while coming on
gradually, reaehed its culminating point last
evening at about 11.30 o'clock, and ail the
efforts of the medical profession could not
drive it back.

Mr. WOOD (IHamilton). That does not
speak very well for the profession.

ence ought t'o nave maue m aware oi anu M r. SPROULE. The profession has notfact. Why Is it flot forthcoming? ThisM.SIOL.Teprfsinbsfof reached the limit of its power. We mightnaturally leads to the inquiry. can the in- naturally suppose that the Minister of Rail-formation be got, and we conclude that there ways had reached a time when the actionis evidence that this information Is avail- of the memory would be weakened; but weable. The hon. Minister was not a mem- find tha.t bis memory is tolerably good onber of the Joint High Commission, there- all other subjects. Then, it is an axiomfore he had plenty of time to perform bis that when we cannot account for an actionduties in bis department, and he had em- on rational prInciples, we are bound to fol-ployees at bis disposal and under bis com- low out theI nquiry. Some dlstinguished
mand who could have collated the informa- men say that the action of the human braIntion which we know is accessible, but he did Is subject to planetary influences. Zadkiel
not take the trouble to collate It, which leads said that the position of the planetary bodies
us tqi the conclusion that. there must have had some peculiar influence over human na-
been absolute carelessness on bis part in the ture, and often accounted not only for the
diseharge of bis duty or a determined refusal good nature but the crassness or obstInacyto comply with the wants of Parliament. of human nature, both In individuals and ilu
We have satisfied ourselves so far wIth re- nations. May It not be possible, therefore,
gard to these questions, and I proceed with that the conduct of the Minister of Railways
the Inquiry. Flrst, Parliament needs the In- is brought down by some influence over which
formation ; second, the Minister is possessed he has ne control ? If that le the case, we
of ordlnary average Intelligence to enable are obliged to exeuse hlm. If I should judge
him to understand that. Then, he bas baid by his conduct lu this debate, I should say
sufficient time since the last Bill was thrown th at he was labouring under the influence of
out of the Upper Chamber to get the informa- some great planet. I have been thlnklng
tion and a large staff at his disposal for that during the last twenty-four heurs whetfier It
purpose. Then, why ls theI information not would not be in the Interest of this country
here ? We have the direct statement of the to call In the celebrated astronomer, Dr. Wig-
Ministcer that he bas not got the Information gins, te give bis opinion whether or not that
and willnot get It. What Is the cause of this is the case. We mîgbt also call to our aid
stubbornness on bis part ? This leads to an the services of the bleiogist and of the micro-
Inquiry Into the composition off the human scope in -this inquiry. Then, it Is said that
brain, the organ of the intelligence and the ithere ls a strange resemblance between the
memory. This opens up a very wide and In- lower and the higher orders of living beings.

Mr. SPROTLE.
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Darwin says that every man bath his coun- ledge since the time when he made that
terpart in the monkey or in some other of the candid confession. May points out that
lower animals. As good Presbyterians we i Parliament has no direct control over any
believe in the law of foreordination and It: single department of the State, but that it
nay have been foreordained from the foun- may order the production of papers and

dation of the world that the Minister of Rail- 1may express its opinion, but it has no power
ways would be possessed of the brain of to give instructions privately to any officer
some lower order of being, and therefore i of the Executive Government, that its power
would not be responsible for lis actions. It in this respect is exercised through the re-
Is said that there are two things in life which, sponsible advisers of the Crown. In this
once they take hold, will never let go. The ease, we cannot send the order direct to
question ibeing once put to Sir John Macdon- Mr. Schreiber, the Deputy Minister of Rail-
ald. he said they were a Scotch Tory and ways and Canals, or to Mr. Pottinger, the
an English bulldog. This led me to examine Superintendent of the Government rallway
inio the Minister's genealogical tree, but I system, but we can request the hon. Min-
could fnot get much information there. [ ister who is in control of these officers, and
lve been told that he once had the peculiar- who is the servant of Parliament during the
! des of a Tory; if so, he lias them no longer.. session of Parliament, to obtain that infor-
There is one lower animal which I think mation, and in the light of the authorities,
may be said to be his counterpart. That is lie hJas no more right to refuse Parliament
the badger, which runs to its hole. and will! or this committee such information as we
do nothing but snap and show bad temper. 1 consider necessary and as it may be possible

ils conduct here leads very largely to that to obtain, than his own officers have the
conclusion. Now, after following out this right to refuse him. There Is one exception
inquiry, I am as much in the dark as when; to that general proposition, but one not
I began. but I intend to continue It until I applicable to the management of the Gov-
satisty myself of the cause of the anomaly ernment railways, and that is the case of
which we have in the conduct of the Minister information, the productioi of .which would
of Railways. be prejudicial in the public interest. Todd

ln one passage tells us that the House of
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The Commons lias become the dominating power

questions that have arisen in this commit- in the legislature. I, call attention to that
tee are Interesting and important. I under- as illustrating the change brought about in
stand that the sections that bave been un- legislation in England. Where once the
der consideration are sections 3 and 33. As Crowni was the dominant power, and the
I understand it, the Minister of Trade and opinions of the people's representatives
Commerce practically takes the position. at counted for very little, we now rejoice un-
one time adopted by. governments in Eng- der a system of government under which the
land. that when the Government assumes Chamber made up of representatives of the
responsibility for a proposition, it Is not the people is the dominant power in legislation.
function of the House ol Commons to iu- He tells us also that since the Reform Bill
quire too narrowly into the details, but to of 1807 the House o! Commons bas shown a
leave these with the Government-that it Is disposition to encroach more and more upon
for the House to consider questions of pol- the sphere of Government, and noiV daims
icy. While this view at one time prevailed to have a view on every subjeet, and cites
In England, the development of parliament- the increase In the number o! questions
ary government in the mother country has asked of the bon. Minister as an Instance
gone on until this vlew no longer obtains, otthls tendency. I defy the Government
and on every proposition that involves the and the lion. Minister of Raiiways and Can-
expenditure of a large s:îm of money the ais to point to a single Instance where the
British Governments of the present day are Governent In Dngiand in recent years has
only too auxious, especially in the common refused the fullest Information at their com.-
stage, to give all the information at their mand in the consIderation o! any measure
command. In this connection nothing could involving the expend1ture o! a large sum o!
be more valuable or instructive than to con- public moîey. Todd says "ut le imperative
sider what the best authorities have to say that Parliarnent shah be duly lnformed o!
upon the right and duty of the House to everytling that can le necessary to explal
have before it such details as may he neces- the poi y a d proceedingo! the Govern-
sary to arrive at a judiclous conclusion as ment."Titi t lete system that bas devlop
te the sounduess or otherwlse o! the proposi- ed n Engoand, and that we enjoyed here
tion submltted by the Government. We must until wve came face to face, as we find our-
flot forget tat the Minister o! Railways selves now with Government that cares
and Canais himself, as will be !ound at page litte if anyting tor precedents u England,
4264 o! " Hansard "" of 1807, declared that and relies somply on the power o! a snent
he dld not pretend to have experience In rail- but willIng mnjority. We find th s Govern
way matters, and was not versed lu the mete tIme after ne, resortng to the il-
on thlhof une1897.mutageme.vhintthatlealseoweberth Parlamen t shalbe*uy in or

bisexpriece as ot nceaed hsi now nev eyng that can argunecssr o epnh
haebfr1tsc4et7sa a encs-teplc n rcednso h oen

sar toariv ata jdiiouEcoclsion as TIN
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merits of the case, but simply on the
strength of numbers. To understand how
extraordinary it is that this information is
not willingly given by the bon. Minister of
Railways and Canals, it Is worth wbile to
consider his attitude in 1897, before such a
flood of light had been thrown upon this
transact1on. On the 20th of May, 1897, he
declared lie liad no wish to conceal any-
thing from the House, but a desire to put
the matter in a form which it should be
properly presented. This was before he
saw how vulnerable he was, how easily his
businesslike methods could be exposed, how
difficult it was to justify the policy to which
he had committed himself and the Govern-
ment. He is not now willing that we should
have the meanus to consider this measure
fairly, but stubbornly refuses to place upon
the Table information which is at his com-
mand and which he could get by telegraph-
ing to the proper officers. On the same
day, the 16th .Tune, 1897, he asked us to
take time to consider the question ln all
its bearings, and said that as they were
considered the Government propositions
would " justify themselves." But now,
when we seek to now look behind the bald
proposition, that the hon. Minister lays be-
fore us, we lind a stubborn refusal, con-
trary to all precedents to the spirit that
ordinarily actuates a Minister who has the
sound proposition to make and one that will
command the confidence of the country, to
give us the information necessary to an in-
telligent consideration of the question. The
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals, speak-
ing on the 16th of June, 1897, said:

I am willing, as a member of this Goverument,
to take upon myself, if it were necessary, the en-
tire responsibility of having initiated this policy,
of having It pressed upon the consideration of My
colleagues. There Is nothing ln it, I tell these
hon. gentlemen, upon which they can found a
suspicion of Jobbery, there la nothing ln It that
will no& stand the test of critical examination
by the business men of the country.
It is clear that this magnieent proposition
that the hon. iMinister of Railways and
Canals Is boasting about was capable of
being Improved. ,1 think the right hon.
Prime Minister will admit that we have not
before us a proposition which Is an improve-
ment on the proposition of which the bon.
Minister of. Railways and Canals was so
proudi.
The PRIME MINISTER. -Better pass it,

then.
0r OHARLE1 ýHIBJBERT TUPPER.

Adopt it blindly because we have found
out that.the hon. Minister of Railways did
not know what he was talking about on
June 16th, 1897, when lhe said that this
was such- a magnideent proposition. The
ight hon. Prime Minister lias practically

a--nitted that the a-tion of the Senate has
glven the country a better proposition, no
matter how bad it may be The hon.

Sir CHAYRyS UBBZRT (Pietou).

Minister of Railways and Canais dare not
give the information that he has at bis
eommand. He dare not carry out our In-
structions to the officers paid by this coun-
try to give us such information as they are
able to give. The reason is obvious and
this action reflects no4 credit on the Gov-
erlinent. After the ho-. gentleman spoke
in 1897 lu connectioui with that suspicion of
jobbery he fosîud that that suspicion had
not cleared away. He changed bis base,
hoisted the white flag, showed cowardice la
the extreme, and bas not allowed this mat-
ter to be probed any further than he could
avoid. The conduet of the Government in
comuaittee bas been disgraceful and the
action of the Opposition, if required t be
vindieated, bas been vindlcated. In Jnne,
1897, the bon. Minister of eailways and
Canais asked : Where are the figures on
whicl you can hang a suspicion of job-
bery ? We answer : Gives us the figures.
The Minister is afraid to do It. He knows
that they would be injurious to the Gov-
ernment in a political sense and fnjurious
to their character. On June 24, 1897, the
bon. Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Riehard Cartwright), in explaining the vote
in the Estimates for the purpose of run-
ning the Drummond County RaIlway and
the Intercolonial Railway into Montreal,
said that it was desirable that an experl-
ment should be tried for a few months
with the object of seeing what would be
the result of extending the Intercolonial to
Montreal. We are asking, when they say
that they are warranted In making the tein-
porary arrangement permanent, that the
facts, figures and detail that have cone
to their knowledge and to the knowledge
of their offilcers, as a result of the tem-
porary arrangement, should be furnished
to us. We can liardly imagine upon what
ground this Government could refuse that
information. At another period in the his-
tory of this case the position of the hon.
Minister of Railways was entirely contrary
to what it is now. I tind that on April
30, 1897, he promised to present the whole
matter to Parliament in connection with
this principle for which I have been con-
tending. He said:

Some of the Important details of the negotia-tions are not finally agreed upon. We are mak-
ing all possible speed .in bringing; matters to aLead, and I can assure the hon. gentleman thatthere will be no unnecessary delay in present-
Ing the whole matter to Parliament.

Now is the time when it is most Import-
ant tbat we sbould have the whole mat-
ter before u1s. We have a proposition, as
I have said, involving an enormous amount
of -money. ln order to corne to an n-
telligent conclusion, as business men, whe
ther It 'be a goodi poicy or a ba polcy,
lu whleh' we couldi jnstify ourselves in
whatever course we took with the euines

men of the country, it is necessary tohave
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this information. The Government refuses
to put us in possession of the information
without which no business man ln this
country would venture to enter Into a bus!-
ness arrangement. The position Is an ex-
traordinary one, and It bas become the
duty of the Opposition to protest in such
a manner as will receive the attention out-
side as well as inside of this House. In
dolng this, they feel that they are fairly
performing the important trust that de-
volves upon them.

.Mr. DAVIN. Looking at this agreement,
i think that under ordiinary circumstances
our contention would commend itself to the
judgment of the country. Before this mat-
ter came before the House for the first
time, the Government ln making an agree-
nient like this, practically occupied the posi-
tion of an agent, and this House, as the
principal, wants an explanation as to the
cost ln a very important particular. We
want to know how the burden will fall upon
us by and by. If this were before us for
the first time ths would be a reasonable
request. But the position -we are now in
is not an ordlnary one. It is is an ex-
traordinary one. because we know that
when this proposition came before us iu
its original shape the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals betrayed the same
characterIstics that bave distinguished the
treatment of this matter this session, ln,
fact, the characteristies that have distin-
guished that hon. gentlemen pretty well
lu regard to everything that he has been
responsible for. The hon. Minister bas
uever brouglit forward a proposition in re-
gard to which he did not wish to keep back
some information, which, In a great many
cases, he bas been forced ultimately to give.
What possible information have the mem-
bers of this commIttee as to the propor-
tionate user of this hne. It seems to me
that if the hon. Minister had made a bar-
gain that he thought would reflect honour
on the Government he would be for-
ward to place ln the hands of the coin-
mittee all the information that they require..
The information asked for bas reference to
the details of a great agreement without
whieh the Opposition cannot intelligently
vote upon the measure. It does seem to me
that the Minister of Railways ls sacrificing
the reputation of the Government by theq
obstinacy which he Is dIsplaying. I am am-i
tonished that members behind -the Minister
do not come forward and Inslst on his giving
the House this Information. How are we to
understand their silence in vlew of their
history in Opposition for elghteen years, dur-
ing which they Inslsted on the Conservative
Government laying before Parliament every 1
detail, large and emall, relating to every1
Government contract ? Never could an Op-1
position spend Its strength with more faith-
fulness. to its duty than on an occasion of
this sort, when a Government is trylng to 1

1474

hector Parliament to carry through a con-
tract without laying before them the in-
formation to which they are entitled. Sup-
pose it went forth that the Government suc-
ceeded in tiring out the Opposition in this
<.ontest, it woeild be one of those victories
which are worse than defeats. It Is pos-
sible that the information might entirely
alter the attitude of the Opposifion. It is
possible that it might lead to another alter-
ation of the contract that would put
half a million dollars Into the pockets of the
people. It must be remembered that this
inforimation is such as cannot always be
kept from the people, and when It becomes
kuown. whether it justifies the contract or
not. its publication wIll be a condemnation
of the Government and a supreme justifica-
tion of the co'irse of the Opposition. Now
that the Mminlster of Railways Is here, I sin-
cerely hope that, after havIng slept over
1.is determination, he will decide to afford
the House the information which is neces-
sary to enable us to give an intelligent vote
on this matter.

Mr. JOHN B. MILLS (Annapolis). I have
listened with patience to this debate, and the
more I have heard the more I have been Im-
pressed with the reasonableness of the stand
taken by the Opposition as contra-distin-
guished from that taken by the Minister of
tailways and Canals. The contract, section
3, whieh we are now discussing. has been
in force for months, and It must be that the
officers of the department have gathered the
information that Is necessary to Its adminis-
tration. Why, then, is not that information
brought before this House ? Since I entered
this House In 1887, ln every case there has
been a demand for such facts to be placed
before the House as would enable the Hlouse
to come to a reasonable decision upon the
question now before it, and those facts have
invariably been given.

But, perhaps, we are treating this matter
too serlously. Perhaps the hon. Minister
is attempting to hoodwink Parliament or to
buildoze Parliament In reference to this mat-
ter. My 'hon. friend from East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) considered the action of the Minis-
ter from one point of view. i do not know
whether he was serlous or not, but there was
good deal of common sense ln what he said
notwIthstanding that he was called to order
by the chairman. His point was that, per-
haps, there was something strange In the
make-up of the Minister that led to bis con-
duet and caused him to be recreant to his
duty to bring down these Papers. The Min-
ister has come ln after refreshing himself
with sleep. I thought, perhaps, he had gone
out to get the information that Is required
b)y this Parliament, but It seems 1 was mis-
taken. Since the hon. gentleman came back
to his seat, I have been consIdering him
phrenologically, I have been 'taking a glance
at his cranlum. to see If. considered ln the
light of phrenological science, I could learn
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froin it the reason for his extraordinary! lon.Minister (Mr. Blair). He loves intrigue,
procedure. For I hold the hon. Minister!for intrigue sake. He loves to surround
to blame in this matter. No one eau himself wth the "rnost compllcated webs."
blame the Opposition. they are simply to sit i the centre of a "million of plots."
doing their duty; and if they neglect He cares fot how wild some of them.. are.
that duty, they would be held re- He relies on is own ingenulty, promptitude
sponsible by the people whon they repore- and habituai good fortune to mae every-
sent.Ihave sent to the library and procured thing he handies condtcive to the purpose
a work upon phrenology, which, I think, may1of the machine, self. Secretiveness disposes.
help us to explain this block to the work of i to be secret in thought, word and deed. It
this Parliament. I find that the depth of the makes the fox careful not to be observed,
head as shown above the ears indicates hiLgh the dog to hide its boues It cannot pick, the
ambition as regards affluence, social position cunning man to conceal bis Intentions ud
or political power-perhaps, all three com- sometimes to profess opinions opposite to
bined. I see that this development is very t those he really entertains, and the Minister
large in the cranium of the hon. Minister. of Rallways to keep back and conceal data
I see also that the organs of selfishness and necessary to enable the House and country
greed are large, indicating thiat a hand is to Intelligently grasp this railway scheme.
continually and systematically held ou . An hon. MEMBER. Why ?
somewhere for a good deal of something "1for

theboy" Te rga ofspiitalim ad vn.Mr. MILLS. Let the hon. gentleman gKotthe'boy." TPhe organ of splritualism and ven. down to "Coontown" and lie ,%vill Icarri
eration is fairly large, but is overpowered by down t"Coonton an e willer
thfis selfishness and greed and this inordinate why. He is more lnterested m Ieg
ambition to whieh I have referred. This ln. shows than he is ln the business
indicates that the 'Minister of Railways andY of the country. That is the reason "why."
Canals, like the Minister of Publie Works I am afraid he bas not been asleep since he
(Mr. Tarte), thInks that elections are not won was there last night ; i am afraid his mind
hy prayers alone, that something else is is still wandering on the sights he saw there,
needed to win stepping stones to affluence and and le is asking himsehf, "Why ?" The
power. Another organ that was very pro-I matter which is before the committee is one
minent in the hou. Minister Is secretiveness. which was of tnterest to every well-wisher
I think. probably, this is the main cause of of this country. It is not only important on
the block in the proceedings of this Parlia- account of the financial consideration In-
ment, causing the long sessions we have had volved, but on account of the precedent to-
since yesterday-and. Judg'ing from what 1 be established. Shall It be established as a
see ln the hon. gentleman's cranium, likely precedent, that a Minister of Railways, or a
to cause it to last until Baturday night. I see Government, can bring before WiS House a
by this authority on phrenology that "secre- large undertaking without giving the neces-
tiveness is situated in the centre of the la- sary data whereby those called upon to vote
teral portion of the brain just above destrue- are enabled to make up their minds intelli-
tiveness and below cautiousness." It should gently ? If they are mere voting machines
be understood that there Is no such thing es and are bound to support the Government
a bad organ in anybody's head. Secretive- in- any event, no information Is required,
ness properly used is necessary and good, but we, who are voting against the Govern-
for people should be as wise as serpents. meut, contend there 1s not reason why we
thoughi as harmless as doves. In soine cases should not have this data. If we allow this
this organ of secretiveness is Inordin'ately matter to go through without the necessary
developed. Secretiveness, In excess, mani- data, we will be establishing a precedent
fests Itself externally, or by a natural lan- for all time to come, and Governments will
guage. in.a variety of ways. When you see <refer to this as ai precedent whereby they
an individual taking a side glance and work- eau put through any deal and conceal their
ing his head round à la Grimaldi, as we have facts.
frequently seen the Minister look at bis fol- Mr. GILLIES. As a member of this House,
lowers behind him, you may be sure the I deeply regret the course whicb is being
possessor has very large secretiveness. pursued by he bon. Minister of Railways
Where secretiveness predominates over ail and Canals lu regard to tis transaction
the other powers, the Individual's sole delight that we arenow deliberating upon. lu criti-
is in plotting. Pope, we are here told, took cising this proposition, It is necessary that
so great a delight in artifees that he endea- we should investigate and analyse the tw@
voured to secure al his purposes by indirect propositions put before Parliament. The
means. Lady Bolingbroke sald, In the proposition which the bou. Minister of Rail-
French phrase. that he played 'the politician ways and Canais presented, with a consider.
even about cabbage and turnips. Here the able fiourish oftrumpets, hast-year, under
Minister is playing the politician, not about wh1ch the Intercohonial was tolie extended
cabbages and turnips, but about the Grand from LAvis to Montreal, ô -apayment
Trunk and Drummond County Railway ar- of $64;00a year for'nlnety-nIne years,.whieh
rangements. As was said by Lord Var- amount, capitalized, wouhd represent $2,100,r
grave, who was a personification of secre-'000 That proposition was abandôned-by
tiveness lu excess, so It eau re said of the s th e hon. Minister f Raioways, andlhewsul-

anMCnlsinrgadIothsLrnscto
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mits this year a proposition to acquire the
property for $1,600,000 cash, and the saving
to the people oft the difference of $500,000
between these two amounts is an ample
and abundant justification of the patriotie
action taken by the Senate last year. An
amendment has been made in the proposi-J
tion now before the committee, by which,
instead of paying 5 per cent upon one-half
of the cost of improvements made by thej
Grand Trunk on: their line between Ste.!
Rosalie and Bonaventure station, we are to
pay upon our proportionate user, based
upon wheelage. In order to consider this
contract intellIgently, we must have the pro-
portion of user brouglit down to the House.
The third section of the agreement, as clear.
ly as it can be written, defines what share
of the cost of the maintenance of the rail-
way and terminals between Ste. Rosalle and
Bonaventure station shall be borne by the!
Intercolonial and by the Grand Trunk respee-
tively. Then, the thirty-third section de-i
finitely specifies at what periods of time re-!
turns shall be sent to the Department of
Railways, which is at the end of every
month. It provides that the books and ac-
counts of eaeh of the two parties to this
contract shall be open, each one to the other,
and that returns shall be furnished by the
parties to this contract. This contract has
been in operation for some time past be-
tween the Intercolonial and the Grand Trunk
Railway Company. Has that section of the
contract been observed by thei Minister ?
Has he seen that our proportion of the user
of this property was regularly filed every
monthu. as ordered by that section ? If he
Lias not, then, I say, there has been remIss-
ness on the part of the Department of Rail-
ways which is nothing less than culpable.
If the department has lived up to the terms
of this section, the Information Is in the
possession of the Minister. and should be
laid on the Table of the House. The hon.
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Borden), on
the 26th of May, drew the attention of the
hon. Minister to the necessity of having this
information brought down. That was on
the 26th of May, and here, on the 8th of
June, the Information then promised has not
been brought down. It Is no wonder that
members on this side of the House have be-
come alarmed at the awful Indifference ex-
hibited towards the interests of this country
by the Government In this matter. The con-
duet of the Minister, in wlthholding from
this House information to which it 1s en-
titled, is an insult to the people of this coun-
try. degradlng to Par!iament, and a dis-
grace to the Government.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Mr. Chairman, I have been stat-
ing to hon. gentlemen opposite that I wonid
make the necessary inquiries, and would
obtain. If possible, from the Grand Trunk
Railway Company a statement of the par.
tieular facts whieh they desired. I have re-

celved by wire this morning from the Grand
Trunk Railway Company, and it has been
typewritten and placed in my hands, a state-
nient for the last six months for which the
informtation is obtainable, and I am now
prepared to firnish it to the committee for
t information. Before I do sù. however. I
n ish to avail niyself of the present opportu:-
nity of saving to my hon. friend from the
clty and county of Halifax (3r. Borden).
that I wold be very loath indeed to treat
a ny request which he might make to me
with the slightest disrespect. I entertair
too good a feeling for the hon. gentleman,
and too high an opinion of him, to treat him
in an% way that would savour in the slight-
est degree of discourtesy. If lie Itif"rs from
anything which has occurred that such was
my purpose or intention. I can assure him
tliat it was not. and I know him well enoughi
to know that lie will accept my statement
to that effect without hesitation or qualifica-
tion. The hoD. gentleman mighit perhaps
lave been justified in thinking that I had
been remiss. from the fact that he had called
my particiular attention to the particular in-
formation which lie desired. and that it had
not been furnished. But the hon. gentle-
man knows very well that any Minister, and
particularly one who has charge of the De-
partment of Railways. Is at times com-
pletely overwhelmed with the calls which
?re made upon him. I may be wanting li
some of the necessary qualities whIch a
Minister of this department should possess.
because I admit It is not possible for me
always to carry in my mind an accurate
and specifie recollection of all the matters
which hon. gentlemen from both sides of the
House from time to time eall my attention
10. At the time the lion. gentleman inade lus
request. he did not make it in wrlting or in
the form of a question of which he had given
notice, but rose in his place and stated what
he desired just as the House was adjourn-
ing : and. although I took a memorandum
of his request at the time. and forwarded
that memorandum to the Deputy Minister,
it passed out of my mind. except that there
liad been a request for information. I
called on the responsible officer in my depart-
ment to know if lie had the statement
prepared for Mr. Borden. for the hon. mem.
ber's name was on the memorandum. It
was handed to me. and I brought it to the
louse. and until the hon. gentleman callAô

my attention to It yesterday by his referenec
to " Hansard," 'I did not carry in my mind
that what be deslred was the particular
elass of Information whleh le askedi me to
furnish. I say this much to explain why
it was that the papers which he received,
and which I assared him yesterday contained
the information he asked for, dd fnot appear
to contain. that information. Now, tlhere is
nothing in thiý information, as hon. members
wll see when I la.y it on the Table of the
House, that anybody woufld hesitate to fur-
nish, or that could have, any prejudicial
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effect on the question before the committee ;
but, on the contrary, there is everything in
the statement whieh would tend to strength-
en and support the proposal which we have
submtitted. There are gentlemen who thought
they could judge what the percentage would
be. One hon. gentleman, who Is now in my
eye, did not lesitate to inform the commit-
tee last evening that when this information
was obtained it would be found to be of
suclh a damaging character-showlng the
precentage not greater than 3 per cent or 4
per cent, or perhaps even less--that the com-
mittee would then see the reason why the
Minister of Railways had refused to furnish
the information. You will soon be in pos-
session of this information, and then you
will observe how completely it will up-
set the conclusions which the hon. gentleman
drew from the imaginary facts he presented.
This is the first moment of time in which the
statenent I am about to present bas been
ln my hands or in the department, s tbat
I could not have furnished it before. and it
has been obtained upon telegraphie com-
munication with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. The statement, which bears the
signature of the Deputy Minister, is stated
to have been received from the Grand Trdnk
Railway Cnmpany on the 8th of June. It Is
headed "Montreal Joint Section-Combined
Engine and Car Mileage." and it is for the
last sic months--Novenber. December. Jan-
uary, February. Marci and April. I need
not go over all these figures. There Is a
column showing what the Grand Trunk
totals were, another showing what the In-
tercolonial totals were, another showing
what 'he two tooether were. and an addi-
tional column showing the Intercolon.al
Rtallway percenatage. I will read the Inter.
colonial Railway percentage of combined
engiiie and car mileage for the six months I
have mentioned, for the different sections:

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY PERCENTAGES.

-bat

Novenber..
D)ecember .....
January..
February. .
March .........
April.....

12 82
10-46
9-42

10-65
il·62
16-81

2 -90
16-20
14·88
17-19
18-45
29 73

22-13
17-13
1569
1R-39
19-49
30-70

6S-39
7)-93

6864
70-81

Now, if you will combine these percentages
over the whole .of! the divIsions, you will
find that the combined car mileage of the
Intercolonial Railway Bystem upon thesesections, iustead of belng 3, 4 or 5 per cent,
averages over 25 per cent, the average
being. I th4nk, some.points over 25 per cent.
I have a statement, which I obtained since

Mr. BLAIR.

yesterday evening, showing the actual cash
amount. This statement ls under the head-
ing, The line from St. Lambert to Ste. Rosa-
lie, which, as hon. members will recolleet, is
the only portion of the railway over whilch
we have acquired the title to half the pro-
perty :
Line from St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie, lst March,

1898, to lst March, 1899.
$56,133 32

13,143 26

$16,961 39
5,413 18

This does not inelude anything west of St.
Lambert, viz., 'bridge or terminals. That
does not cover all the charges which are
paid and adjusted ln account between the
two railways. There remaina the station
expenses, &e., including the salaries along
this Joint section.

St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie.
Intercolonial Railway proportion-

Total for twelve months of mainten-
ance and repairs and station ex-
penses ........................... $18,556 42

Total Including Grand Trunk and Intercolonial
Railway proportion-

Total for twelve months of mainten-
ance and repgirs and station ex-
penses ........................... $73,094 71

These are the statements, Mr. Chairman,
which I offer to my bon. friend the leader
of the Opposition. I suppose it would be
hardly regular to lay them on the Table, as
we are in committee. I can hand them to
my hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper), which
will be the same thing.

There has been a disposition on the part of
some gentlemen in committee to say, that
the Intercolonial Railway ought to have on
record aH! these particulars, ought to recelve,
month by both, these various details, and
that the Minister of Railways and Canals
was remiss, in that he had not made it a
point to follow the action of bis subordinate
officers at Moncton and see that they pro-
eured this information from the Grand
Trunk. to be preserved of record ln the
Moncton office. I am anot going to contro-
vert that view, at least that portion which
involves the statement that It would
have been possible for the officers of the
Intercolonial Railway at Moncton to procure
this information from time to time and have
It on record. I can see, after what has oc-
curred, that it would have been a great con-
venience, if that had been done. But I am
not willHng to accept any blame because I
have not followed this up and seen that it
was done. The possibility of any ques-
tion arisIng in Parliament, requiring that
this detailed Information should be forth-
coming, did not occur to me. I do not
think it occurred to any officer of the Inteiq.
colonial Railway. The course pursued, I
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may be permitted to repeat, was to send the
auditors of the, Intercolonial Railway to
Montreal, on recelpt of these monthly state-
ments, and have them go over -the books of
the Grand Trunk, and verify, by such ex-
amination as they felt necessary, the cor-
rectness of the accounts rendered. That the
auditors did not carry away and preserve
the statements is, as I understand, the
gravamen of the complaint that is made.
But you can well understand, Mr. Chairman,
that these officers might naturally feel that,
their business being to audit the accounts,
h was fnot necessary for theni to make
abstracts from the Grand Trunk Railway
books, having verified the correotness of the
figures by a personal investigation. On their
certificate that the account was correct, the
amount was paid. These accounts did not
come under my eye, did not require my
sanction; they have been going througli
the same channel year after year, as they
will go through for years to come, as part
of the regular procedure ln the department.
The detalis of our railway system are too
multifarious to pass under the eye of any
Minister. The hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion, if he thinks It worth while te make any
reference t.o the subjeet, will be fair enough
to me. I am sure, to say, that it is unreason-
able for any hon. member to think that a
Minister could give his personal attention
to all these multitudinous details.

Mr. HAGGART. I cannot but say the
Minister Is to blame for this position. In
my remarks asking for papers to be brought
before the House, I asked for these percent-
ages. The hon. Minister said he thought he
had brought them down. I saw him after-
wards, and told him that the percentages
were not among the papers, and he said he
was aware of it, and would telegraph to
Moncton and get the Information at once.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. But the information was not in
hand.

Mr. HAGGART. I cannot understand
that. Tþe amounts are paid upon a mileage
basis. If the offcers had not the figures.
they could at once telegraph, to the Grand
Trunk and get them. For the discussion of
this question, it was most important that
we should know the percentages, for It was
on that basis we were paying. The hon.
Minister says, that the Opposition were cal-
culating It at 3 or 4 per cent. The hon. Min-
ister himself gave us what he said to be as
close au estimate as he could give, naming
5 per cent; and all our arguments have
been based on that verbal statement of the
Minister, that the user by the Intercolonial
Railway was 5 per cent of the whole.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am very glad
that this question has assumed a shape at
last that enables us te hope to bring this
long debate te a conclusion. I left the

House last night, but. before going con-
ferred with the ex-Minister of Finance
(Mr. Foster), who, in my absence, was lead-
ing this side of the House ; and I under-
stood from him that he expected that by
twelve o'clock, at latest, this measure would
be passed through commIttee. I was greatly
surprised thls morning to find that, owing
to an unfortunate misunderstanding-which
I do not intend to go into, as It arose in my
absence-the debate had been so much pro-
longed. With the information that the hon.
Minister has now laid on the Table, the
difficulty seems to be entIrely removed. I
arn quite sure that every person wIll admit
that the Opposition were only exercising
their just rights, when they required that
this informtion should be brought down.
The hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
has frankly admitted, in the explanation he
has offered to the hon. memfber for Halifax
(Mr. Borden)-which, I am sure, will be ac-
cepted-that his inability to comply with
his first engagement arose from the fact that
the officiais at Moncton had not the reports
lu their possession. When this clause of the
agreement came up. It was absolutely ne-
cessary for Its intelligent consideration that
that information should be had, and I am
glad that the hon. Minister has. through
communications with the Grand Trunk,
been able to furnish that Information. I
hope that we shall now make more rapid
progress with the publie business. I do not
see any reason to suppose that we shall net
be able to run through the remaining clauses
without occeapying a great deal of time.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Of course, I
accept, in the most unqualified manner,
what the hon. Minister said, and feel that
he has expressed himself in a very courteous
way with regard to myself. There was no
feeling on my part that any disrespect was
intended. I recognize that the hon. Minister
is a very hard-working member of the Cabi-
net, probably none more engaged than he.
I can readily understand that a memoran-
dum taken down, as this was, during a sit-
ting of the House, might be in such a shape
that what was desired might not be fully
understood at the time.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. As a matter of fact, I found that
the memorandum could not be furnislfed
me; they could not find It.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I hope the hon.
Minister will accept myý assurane-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax)-tbat I was aet-
Ing in aIl sincerity. I am sure that the ex-
Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster) and others
believed that we could get home at a very
early hour last night.

Mr. POWELL. I may say, that I see no-
thing here about the terminals In Montreal.

1
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Has the hon. Minister any explanation con- Mr. WALLACE. I refer the hon. gentle-
cerning that ? man to section 33 :

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI) That Her Majesty and the company shall each
CANALS. I have not received that, but it furnish to the other promptly, each and every
may be forthcoming. They brought the month, all the information necessary to the ascer-
statements over as they got them. The ter- taining and checking of the rates, fares, charges,
minals are differently circumstanced from sbares of costs and other returns to be made

the other items, because we pay a fixed ren- as under these presents.

tal for them. Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I understood, if
my hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) would allow

Me. POWELL. The Minister, I think, said me, that the hon. Minister has given all the
that the average, as shown by these figures Information on this subject that he Is able,
was about 39 per cent. at the present moment, to lay before the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI) House. and I think it is sufficient to meet
CANALS. I said, that about 27 per cent this'particular case. If there is any further
would be the average over all. information required. I would suggest that

Mr. HAGGART. The bon. Minister mnustthe hon., Minister of Railways and Canals
see that le is mistahen. The majority u would furnIsh it before the third reading ofsee hat e i misake. Th maorit ofthe Bill, so that any question arising in re-
the percentages are on the section between gård to the information necessary may ble
Ste. Rosalie to Montreal, though the Chaudi- at band.
ère section runs up to 66 per cent ; but that The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
is a very small proportion of the whole. ThANAL S TEî'OFIsa I arn asked

CANAILS. If there is anything 1 am asked
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND to do which I can do, I will be glad to do it

CANALS. But the general statement shows by the third reading. E suppose we will re-
a total of about $73,000 expended by the port the resolutions now.
G-iunnÈ dr iT nk f whioh $18000 horVp t 19000
Uran .L rulug ,JA. A.cL L ,NJLOI ,L U 1.LIM J ;

was paid by the Intercolonial Railway.
The PRIME MINISTER. I think we

might as well take recess now, considering
the arrangement I have Just made with my
hon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper). The com-'
mittee might rise, report progress and ask
leave to sit again; and, this afternoon, we
could give an hour to these resolutions.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Well, Mr.
Chairman,-

The PRIME MINISTER. Of course, if1
that is not understood-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My judgment.
from what I could learn from my hon. friend
(Mr. Foster) who was leading this House
In my absence, Is. that an bour would dis-
pose of:the rest of the Bill. I do not myself
see any reason why this should not be suffi-
cient for the discussion of the whole ques-
tion, when we meet again.

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to ask,
whether the hon. -Minister of Railways and
Canals Is going to furnish information called
for by clause 33.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not have that ln mind at
this moment. I understood, from hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, that, even If I got one or
two months, that It would help. I asked the
Grand Trunk to send the last six months,
and I thought that would furnish a fair
average for the year.

Mr. WALLACE. I am speaking, not of
the number of months, but of the character
ot the lnformation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do fnot know of any other ln-
formation that I have been asked for.

Mr'. POWELL.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As I understood
the suggestion made by the Prime Minister.
It is, that, practically, the Chairnian should
leave the Chair until three o'clock, and that
then we should resume and dispose of the
whole subject.

The PRIME MINISTER. I would have
been disposed to propose that the committee
should rise, and that, when we meet again,
we should give an hour to this matter. But
I was met, at the very moment when I pro-
posed that, by the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace) asking for more Informa-
tion. Unless the Opposition are able to
agree as to what they want, we shall have
to go on.

Mr. WA.LLACE. According to the right
,on. Prst Minister It Is a crime to ask for
any more information. We must not open
our mouths. The hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals gives us more information which
is fragmentary «and not full, and jhen the
right hon. First Minister says that if you do
not accept that you will not get any more.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not un-
derstand it tin that way at all. The hon.
Minister of Rallways and Canals has stated
this Is 'all the information he Is able to fur-
nish, and lie says that, anything further It
la possible to give, lhe will give. I think the
proposition made by the riglit hon. Prime
-Minister is one that both sides of the 'House
ls willing to accept.

The PRIME MINISTER. Then, it is un-
derstood that we wIll give an hour more to
this resolution, after which the committee
wIil rise and pass t.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. With the general un-
derstandIng of the committee. I will leave the
Chair until three, 'ilock.
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The PRIME MINISTER. Resuming at. It may be that the true construction of this
three o'clock and glving an hour to these re- will Include the connection with the Canadian
solutions. Pacifie Railway, but it does not say so. The

last word to which grammatically you can
At Three o'clock the committee resumed. refer the word "withI" is the word "ter-
Schedule 'agreed to. minals " ; you have not the word "con-

nection" there. The hon. gentleman witl
Preamble agreed to. further observe that although these two joint
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Shall I report sections are defined as having a certain

the Bill ? meaning, yet when lie comes to the demising
part of the lease, the expressions "Montreal

Mr. HAGGART. Before the third reading joint section " and ",Chaudière joint sec-
of the Bill, the hon. Minister will brIng down tion " are not used, but a particular de-
the further information we asked for, namely scription of what Is demised is attempted in
the percentages at the terminals at Montreal.! these words:

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I understood An undivided one-half share interest, right and
title or interest in the company's Une of rail-

the hon. Minister to say that if there was way-
any f urther information that was avallable,i And so forth. Then, further down it says:îf niembers would suggest it previous to the
third reading, it would be submitted. -ani the use of the Victoria bridge across the

River St. Lawrence as it at present exists or as
The MINISTER OF1 RAILWAYS AD it nay at any tine during the subsistence of this

CANALS. Yes. This morning at half-past lease be iuproved, reconstructed, enlarged or
eight, I sent a telegram to the Grand Trunk extendel, and over the company's Une and Unes
Railway Company, of which the folloing frailway over the sad Victoria bridge and Ino

Is a ce y the Boaaventure station Into the city o! Mont-is a copy real and the other terninal points, junctions and
Chas. M. Hays, General Manager G.T.R., connections of the company hereinbefore more

Montreal. particularly described.
Will you kindly have sent me by wire as I have no doubt the hon. gentleman will say

speedily as possible statement showing us for that refers you to the beginning of the para-
last six nionths detail of Intercolonial Railway graph; but when thrown back to that, you
engine and car mileage, and that of the Grand have not the word '"connection " used with
Trunk, per month. We have had an ail-night reference to the Canadian Pacifie Railwaysession of Parliament, and are stili sitting in via Ja
comnittee on Grand Trunk contract. Opposition via-ques arer Juntion. It may be
demanding information in respect to Montreal that the point :I am making is too critical;
under third clause of contract, which I am unable but it was pointed out by the ex-Minister
to furnish unless I receive the same from yau. of RaIlways and Canais (Mr. Haggart), and

If there Is any doulbt albout it the hon. gentle-In answer to that, they sent me the inform- man might make It clear by a short supple-ation I have already given to the House. I mentary agreement.
dare say that at the present moment the ter-
minal percentages may be here also. They The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
are not on 'the same footing as the other CANALS. I think there is no ground for
percentages, as for these -terminals we are apprehension on the score pointed out by
paylng the company a fixed rental. If the the hon. gentleman. You will observe that
statement is not at hand, I will ask for it the clause goes on to describe what is meant
and will have it here. by the Montreal joint section. What does

that mean ? It includes all the terminals of
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Just one moment, the Grand Trunk Railway at Montreal and

lu which I would like to draw the attention one of the terminals In the junction with the
of the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals Canadian Pacifie Railway at Jacques Cartier
to a matter which was mentioned last even-. Junétion. It does not appear te me to admit
ing, but which wpas not dealt with very fully;1 of any doubt ; but with a view of making
that is, whether or not the connection with ithe matter abundantly plain, we go on to
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Is really in- say by a later clause :
eluded in the demise of this lease. The The above joint sections are all shown on theclause ln fthe agreement 1proteeeds in thi Thplaboeitscin aealsono haplan annexed hereto, the portion of the Montreal
way •section from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert station

Now this indenture witnesseth that the ex- being shown in red, and froma St. Lambert st!i-
pression"Montreal joint section" wherever tion to, Bonaventure station, and intermediate
used In this Indenture shall mean the company's connections, and Jacques Cartier Junction, being
ulne and connections at Ste. Rosalie' and theshownn green, the Chaudière section being
whole Une and branches and appurtenances here- shown in red.
by demised from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert and If you will 1ook at those plans, you will see
the Victoria bridge, together with the terninals that :the company's lines ln the, terminals,
at Bonaventure station in the city of Montreal extending to the Canadian Pacifie Railway atand at Point St. Charles, St.» Henri and between jacques Cartier Junction, are colouredgreen,Point St. Charlos and the Bonaventure stationC
and also with the Canadian Paclfic Railway via as described .in this portion of the agree-
Jacques Cartier Junction. ment.
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Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). 'It Is qulte pos-
sible that the plan, whieh we have not had
au opportunity of seeing, may make it per-
fectly plain.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. And even without the plan. The
plan is particularly valuable, because It
shows us all the tracks laid down which we
have the right to use. Every track which
is put in that plan passes under that con-
tract. It may be that the general words
" all the terminals at Montreal," If Jacques
Cartier Junction had not been mentioned,
migiht have been claImed hereafter by tlie
Grand Trunk Railway Company not to In-
elude that particular portion of the termi-
nais, but it being mentioned, you ean only
give effect to the reference by recognizing
that the Jacques Cartier Junction and the
tracks conneeting therewith come within the
terms of the conveyance.

Mr. HAGGART. The Minister would
have made himself more clear if he had
mentioned it in the demise of the two joint
sections, because in a dozen places af ter-
wards In this agreement the joint sections
are mentioned as the Montreal and the
Chaudière joint sections. It refers to the
two joint sections, and the percentage we
have to pay upon then. But there. Is no
mention in the demise of this joint see-
tion, and the only possible connection that
can be made between the demise of the
two joint sections is the company's line,
hereinbefore described, and the terminals
and connections herelibefore mentioned.
Whether that woulid cover the two joint
sections, I do not know, my opinion Is that
It does not. I was particular lu asking the
Minister whether, In his opinion, and in
the opinion of the Department of Justice,
these words covered the two joint sections,
and covered the junction witb the Canadian
Pacifie Railway via the Jacques Cartlee
section, and he thought they dId. There
has been a plan furnished to the depart-
ment ; is a copy annexed to the indenture ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. The copy of the plan which was
signed by all the parties when the con-
tracts were executed, was carefully looked
over. 1 cannot say that I have looked over
the present copy myseif, nor can I say that
I have had any ofmeer of the department
look over It. The Grand Trunk ofilers sent
it in as an exact copy of the plan whleb is
attached to the original eontract, and I be-
lieve it to be an exact eopy.

Mr. HAGGART. Would the Minister
be kind enough to get an officer of his de-
partment to look over the plan and see if
the plan laid upon the Table of the House
Is a copy of the plan which is attached to
the indenture ?

The MINITER OF RAILWAYS AND
CALS. Yes, if the hion gentleman de.

Mr. BLAIR.

sires it. I think the hon. gentleman bas
not had ln 'his mInd, ln examining the dif-
ferent clauses of the contract, the fact that
we are only taking a conveyance from the
Granl Trunk Rallway Company of the Chau-
dière joint section and of that portion of
the Montreal joint section from Ste. Rosa-
lie to St. Lambert ; we are gettIng a half
interest ln those sections. The language
which the hon. gentleman finds somewhat
ambiguous Is language which is employed
to express a different interest, a right to
the user, and not a conveyance of one-half
the property, as ln the case with the portions
of the Une w1hich I bave mentioned.

Mr. McDOUGALL. With a view to the
consideration of some arguments that were
imported into the discussion which took
place on the subjeet of this Bill sone days
ago, I asked the following question from
the Minister of Railways and Canals :

What was the regular tariff collected per car-
load on flour carried between Chaudière and St.
John, Halifax, Pictou and Sydney, over the Inter..
colonial Railway, In June, 1896 ? What was the
tariff between the same point in June, 1897, and
1898 ? What was the tariff between Montreal and
the same point in June, 1898 ?
The Minister of RaIlways and Canals
answered :

I have to ask the hon. gentleman to move for
a return in this case, as the answer will be vol-
uminous.
Now, I did not move for the papers, because
I felt satisfied that I could not get the
information. The information sought by
me could have been put ln two or three
Unes. I asked what was the rate charged
per car-load on flour from Chaudière, in the
first place, to St. John. The Minister could
have answered that by saylng $50 or $60,
or whatever It was; and the same way ln
respect to Halifax, Pletou and Sydney. I
simply asked for the car rate according to
the Intercolonial Railway tariff on that par-
ticular date, and also for the car rate the
succeeding year. I am satisfied the Min-
ister eau get that information in a few
hours at least ; If he has not got It at hand,
he eould get It by telegraphing to Moncton.
I want to know whether the Minister will
favour the House with an answer to these
questions before the Bill comes up for Its
third reading. My object Is to range these
tacts to bear upon the consideration of the
argument presented by the Minister as to
the advantage gained to the intercolonlai
Railway system by the extension of the
road to Montreal. I want to compare the
charges made by the Intercolonial Railway
ln carrylng flour from Chaudière to the east-
era points, with the rate made at present
over the same distance, and from MontreaL
The Minister has only to get bis ofcer to
refer to the tariff .n operation at those dates
to give him the figures.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I would ask the hion. gente-

46924691



[JUNE 8, 1899_

man to take my statement as accurate,
that the information Is net capable of being
furnished in such a small compass as he
imagines. I will undertake te secure it
for the hon. gentleman if he wIll simply
move for a return. It Is unreasonable to
ask Ministers to stand up In answer to ques-
tions and read column atter column of
figures when· a motion for a reutrn would
only involve a few days' delay.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would sug-
gest that the hon. member for Cape Breton
should give the hon. Minister a meinoran-
dum In writing of what he wants.

The MNISTER OF hAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. If he will give me a memorandum
of what he wants, I will hand the informa-
tion to hlm In writing.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. Minister lias
not explained the effeet of the traffile ar-
rangement which is a sequence of the reso-
lutions. It dees not appear in resolutions
at all.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There is a reference in the sched-
ule to this arrahgement.

Mr. FOSTER. But the arrangement itself
Is not inhere.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There Is a reference in tne
sehedule, section 40, which is as follows.-

la consideration of the rents and covenants
Ierein reserved and contained, Her Majesty
represented by the general traffie manager of the
Intercolonial Railway of the one part, and the
company by its general traffie manager of the
other part, have entered Into a mutual traffc
arrangement in writing of even date herewith,
which traffe arrangement is hereby declared, cov-
enanted and agreed to be and form a part of and
be supplemental to this contract, and shall be
read herewith and shall be binding upon all
parties hereto during the continuance of this
leasing centract, except so far as the same may
be altered with the mutual consent- of Her Ma-
jesty and the comoany. When and If the trafec
arrangement shall be so aitered from time to
time, such amended supplemental contract shall
be ,uhtlttuted for the supplemental traffle con-
tract of this date.

The difference between the supplemental
arrangement and this one Is that there is
withdrawn from the former contract all re-
terence te matters which are purely of à
traffic character. Except a clause of theý
contract Which relates to traffic for ocean
points. I furnished the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Haggart). If he will remember, -with r
copy of the traffie arrangement.

Mr. HAGGART. The trafie arrangement
was f turnished to the committee whieh Inves-
tigated thils matter.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALIS. It was furnisbed te the House.
Does the bon, gentleman not remember bav-
Ing had It In his hand ?

Mr. HAGGART. The traffie arrangement
which was attached to the indenture was
furnished to the Committee of Inquiry, aud
If the hon. Minister remembers he was ex-
amined upon it. I have not seen a word of
it in the resolutions, and as it is a sequence
of the resolutions the hon. gentleman should
have explained it as part of the indenture.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Hag-
gart) does not controvert the statement that
I gave him the papers, and that one of the
papers which hp had in his hands was a
copy of the traffic arrangement. I think
there must be some bon. gentlemen on the
other side of the House who remember as to
that.

Mr. HAGGART. I have no doubt about
it. I think the papers were handed to the
hon. leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles
Tupper), who immnedLately handed them
back.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, that was the original con-
tract. I refer to the supplemental traffie
arrangement which accompanied the papers
laid on the Table. The original contract was
not laid on the Tible : I handed it to the
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper). I am
asking the hon. gentleman (Mr. Haggart) If
he does not remember having received this
other paper and having examined it ?

Mr. HAGGART. No, I never saw It. How-
ever, I may tell the hon. gentleman that I
saw It, and read it, and know all about It,
because It was furnished to the cominttee
that inquired Into this matter of the Drum.
mond County Railway.
. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I am calling the hon. gentleman's
attention to the tact that it was not only
furnished to the committee that was ap-
pointed to investigate into this matter, bv
that it was furnished to this House at the
time the papers were laid on the Table. It
does not comte properly as an attached paper
to the schedule and dees not require to be
passed upon ln the same manner by Parlia-
nient. Of course its confirmation in effect
follows with the confirmation of the con-
tract agreed upon.

Mr. POWELL. Why does the hon. gen-
tieman not put It in the schedule here ? If
it wer.e incorporated with an Act of Parlia-
ment we would have the whole thiug toge-
iher. It Is true the contract says that this
would be subject to change, but It Is a sta-
tutory recognition of the power to changi%
It. Would It not be better to add the sup
plementary agreement to the schedule ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have not seen the necessity or
advantage of. that. The hon. gentleman has
antièlpated what I was golng toe say. It is
an agreement which Is liable to be changed
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from time to time according to circumstan-
ce.s as they may arise. Therefore, it does
not seeim neeessary that it should be in-
eorporated in the legislation. It mlght have
a misleading effect, because a person whu
would see It in the statutes might thlnk that
It was a final arrangement, whereas iu six
n ontbs we might change it. This contract
reads in tbe following teris

This supplemental and traffic agreement, made
this first day of February, in the year of Our
Lord one thousand eight hundred and ninety-
eight :

Between Her Majesty, represented herein by the
general traffic manager of the Intercolonial Rail-
way, of the one part, and the Grand Trunk Rail-
way of Canada, represented herein by the generaï
traitic manager of the said company, of the
second part :

Whereas au agreement has been entered into
between the Grand Trunk Railway Company ot
Canada and Her Majesty Queen Victoria, of even
date herewith, for the leasing of the said com-
pany's line between Ste. Rosalie and the city of
Montreal

And whereas, for the better interpretation of
certain clauses in the said leasing agreement, the
parties herec.D, represented as aforesaid, have
agreed to enter into this supplemental and traitic
agreement. which shall be taken to be incorpor-
ated in and read as part of the said leasing
agreement.

Witnesseth that the said parties contract and
agree each with the other as follows

Notwithstanding anything nontained in any
agreement between Her Majesty and the company
heretcfore made and now existing, it Is agreed
between HIer Majesty and the company that dur-
ing the coutinuance of the contract to which this
is a supplement. percentage divisions via Chau-
dière Junction shall be suspended, and that withî
respect to all traffie originating throughout the
company's system, or connections wNest of Mont-
reai, and offered for shipment to any point on
the Intercolonial Railway, or reached by ito
connections, Montreal shall be the junction point,
and the company undertakes to route all traffle
destined to points on the Intercolonial Railway
and its connecti-ns, via Montreal and the Inter-
colonial Railway. -

Mr. FOSTER. Will :ny lion. friend ex-
plain the points of difference between that
agreement and the one that existed before.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The meaning of that clause Is
that Montreal becomes the jonction point lu-
stead of Lévis or Chaudiere. The old con-
tract between the Grand Trunk and the In-
tercolonial not only contained provisions in
respect to the acquiring of that railway.
but it contained a provision having referencp
to traffie natters and making 'LévIs the
jnction point. That means that this le
really the point of connection between the
Intereolonial and the Grand Trunk Railway.
And this is the point at whIch the Grand
Trunk receives from the Intercolonial and
delivers to the Intercolonial the exchange
traffie which Is to take place between then.

Mr. POSTER. That is plain. but I do
not thlnk the hon. gentleman qulte under-
stood what I wanted to know. I want to
know In the first place, what Is the better-

Mr. BLAIR.

ment of tLe present traffile arrangement,
whici he read, as compared with that of
1879, but more especially what Is the better-
ment as compared wlth the hon. gentleman's
agreement with the Grand Trunk presented
in 1S97 ?

s The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There is only one point : I do
n.ot know whether what I have already said
wotild be regarded as a bettermeut. Here
is one feature of It which I think is a dis-
tinct improvement on the other arrange-
ment, and it is that the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company are bound to route over the
Intercolonial Rallway and deliver at Mont-
real all freight taken fron the west and de-
stineci for points on the intereolonial Railway.
Under the agreement, I admit that this busi-
ness will come tot us notwithstanding the
fact that we may not solicit it. It cones
to us without any special effort upon our
part. It is only fair to say that while we
are receiving that advantage, and in that
respect this present traffie contract is an
improvement upon the one which was in-
cluded within the contract first entered iito
between the Intercolonial Railway and the
Grand Trunk Railway in 1897. there 's, un
the other hand, as a compensation, ts it
were, or a quid pro quo for the advantages
we receive, a corresponding advantage
which the Grand Trunk Railway receive lu
that we are obliged to deliver to the Graud
Trunk Railway all unrouted freiglit, all
freight, rather, that is under control, origin-
ating on the Intercolonial Railway. We have
the two corresponding conditions. They give
us all freight coming from the west at Mon-
treal. We give all freight that we have con-
·trol over, and that has not been routed by
the shipper by any other route, to the Grand
Trunk at Montreal. There is that difference,
if that will be called a betterment.

Mr. POWELL.
about tbat.

Theire is no question

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I appreciate Is as such, and
I think the Grand Trunk Railway recognized.
when they were making this concession,
that they were conceding a point to us.

Mr. FOSTER. I see by the agreemnent of
1897, that according to the 40th section, all
that the Grand Trunk Railway bound It-
self to do was that in case of any freight
from points west of Montreal, the shipper's
wishes were to rule as regards through
routIng to Montreal, but I think It gave the
company absolute option of making a trans-
fer, ln all cases of freight orIginating on
their system, at Lévis Instead of at Mont-
real. The present arrangement seems to
make it obligatory to make the transfer at
Montreal of all through freight orlginating
west of that city. The shipper, I suppose,
still holds the right to say that the goods
shall be interchanged at Lévis instead of
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Montreal if lie chooses, but of course that com.pany to bave as its proportion the mileage
will be a small amount. as per the varlous routes west of Montreal.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND An hon. MEMBER. What is the mileage
CANALS. In a sense, probably iliat mniglt to Halifax ?
be sustained. althougi we know that In the The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS A ND
practical operation of the railw.y such CANALS. Eight hundred and forty-eight.
cases are not likely to arise. Mr. FOSTER. What would be the pur-

Mr. POSTER. Yes, but the absolate rigit poses of shortening the real mileage to
rests with the shipper always. about one-half?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
The MINISTER 0F RAIL WÀYS AND CANALS. The object is this. Hon. mem-

CANALS. Possibly so, but it is entirely im- bers know that full ocean freights at ports
material to the shipper whether the hip- to the east or the north of Boston, New York
ment cornes to the Intercolonial Railway at and Portland, are controlled by the prevail-
Lévis or at Montreal, and I do not think that ing rate at these points. From any point in
any question can be at all likely to arise, as western Canada, I take it that the rate to
between the shipper and the Grand Trunk New York is identical with the rate to Bos-
Railway, in respect to that freight. The ton and the rate to Portland. The three rates
Grand Trunk Rallway could say: We will are the same, and New York must neces-
take your goods and deliver them to the In- sarily govern. No railway company whlch
tercolonial Railway, and provide for their de- drains a producing country in Canada could
livery to the Intercolonial Railw.y at Mont- get a higher rate for carrying goods-I am
real ; or they might say : We cannot arrange1 speaking now of the general rule-for carry-
in any other way because we have contracted ing tonnage to Boston than a railway com-
with the Intercolonial Railway to dellver pany would carry the same tonnage to New
them at Montreal, ail freight which may be York for, so that there are always the freight
destined for points on the Intercolonial Rail- rates whih control the rates of ocean ship-
way east of Montreal. While not prepared ments from Canada. With that knowledge,
to discuss the academie question as to what it can be seen very clearly that neither the
night possibly be the legal effect, if a con- Canadian Pacifie Railway a-t St. John nor the
troversy were to arIse between the shipper Intercolonial Railway at Halifax could get a
and the Grand Trunk Railway, I do not Ihigher rate of freight than the shipper can
think it will become a practical question.1 secure the carrage of his tonnage for to

Mr. POWELL. Look at the first section. one of the United States ports. That I put
Apart from the academie question as to forward as a general rule. It was deemed
whether or not the ý rand Trunk Railway desirable to arrange with the Grand Trunk
might not be forced to take freight having Railway for freight which was destined for
been routed that way, yet for the purposes Atlantic ports for shlpment to European
of this agreement the junction point is ports not served by the existing lines of
Montreal, so that In the division of rates freight steamships between Portland and
the Government road get from Montreal European ports. No railway company in the
down, no matter who hauls the freight. position of the Intercolonial Railway could

The MIN1STEROF RAILWAYS AND e:pect that the Grand Trunk Rallway Com-
AAThe hon ntleman iLAs uite jpany would give any portion of the tonnage

rîght. Tn aeulin the prlpant1o9 of whic 1 originated on its own line to another
right. In adjusting the proportion of road as long as it had its own line uponfreight over the whole line, from the point!wiht crysc1tnae"I a h
of -receipt to the point ef destination, wewih crr!ul tnae LCa h
od ept touthe pootin as desnate port of Portland, and it has certain lines es-would get such proportIon as is calculated talse1ewe orln n etitablished between Portland and certain

upon the basis of Montreal delivery. European ports. It bas a line established
Mr. RAGGART. There is a through with Liverpool. It has a line established with

freight arrangement for which an allow- Bristol. but there are other ports which we
ance of some 40 miles odd was given to have subsidized lines of steamships running
Halifax. to St. John and Halifax, and to which ports

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND the-Grand Trunk Railway bas no une steam-
CANALS (reading) sip running from Portland, viz., Befast,

In connection with the import and export traffic e rand and Dubln . any freight on
via Halifax and St. John, or any other port in Trunk Railway hue lntended.for
the maritime provinces that may be selected, it elther Manchester, or Belfast, or Dublin,
is understood that during the life of this agree- we could reasonably arrange for. If we(l
jment, the Intercolonial Railway will accept 425 sired to do so, from the Grand Trunk Rail-
miles on Halifax, and 375 on St. John. The wav Company. We could say to thein: Un-
St. John rates are to be the same as those
quoted by the Canadian Pacifde Railway to and
from that port or west of St. . John, and the us at Montreai such tonnage as your sluppers
sane as then quoted by the Grand Trunk Ral- wish consl-ned to elther of the ports to whIch
way to and from Portland. The Halifax rate obvenUeofe-gigtersp.
to be onie cent per 100 pounds on ail classes andi
special class over the rate to and from St. John IM.PWL.Tne htscinqn

or PortlandMancboesterpordeDublImportowtanyoufdeimhthat
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Under the clause I have juxsi
read lu connection with the import and ex
port traffic via Halifax and St. John. Whai
the hon. gentleman refers to is that portion
of the traffie arrangement which fixes the
mileage proportion between us and the com
ipany. You must necessarily, if you are t
have a trafflc agreement at all for the class
of ocean business to whiich I have referred
some understanding with your connecting
railway as to the percentage of rates which
they will allow you. We call a specific
mileage an arbitrary. They say to us: We
will divide with you our whole rate from
the point where the business is recelved
by us to your point of shipment, upon the
l'asis of an allowance of 425 miles from
Montreal to Halifax, and 375 by St. John.

Mr. HAGGART. You say that the arbi.
trary that is allowed by the Grand Trunk
Railway. if the goods are sent via Halifax.
is 42.5 miles; if it is originated the other
way is the!re an arbitrary allowed to the
Intercolonial Railway as against the Grand
Trunk Railway ?

The MIN1STER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The arrangement Is that, taking
the whole mileage over which the goods will
be carrIed from Halifax, if that be tie
p-oint. to the western point of delivery, that
portion of mileage which is to be allowed
to the Intercolonial Railway as b'tween
Halifax and Moatreal will be only 425 miles.
It works undoubtedly both ways. We could
not get paying ocean business unless we did
have such understanding, could not make
any arrangements for carrying freight com-
ing f rom the ocean to points west unless we
had an agreement with the Grand Trunk
Railway or some other company to carry It
for us when it reached the end of our Une.
They have agreed here: We will allow you
your proportion of freight from Halifax to
the western destination on the basis of 425
miles for your portion of the distance.

Mr. POWELL. Taking the freight, which.
is the basis of the frelght charge from Mont.
real to Portland, as being reasonable, bear-
ing lu mind the tact that through freight
rates are very low, does he not think that
the Intercolonial Railway, In only getting
one-half that amount lIa losing money on
every tonnage ôf through freight that it
carries under that agreement ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman will not be
justified ln assuming that the Intercolonial
Railway is going to haul very much freight,
even under this clause. unless it can and its
profit in that haulage for the whole Une.
upon being paid on a basis of 425 miles, and
it will not do business unless it does.

Mr. IVES. I .understand the arbItrary la
allowed the! Grand Trunk Railway on busi-
ness that it originates Intended for the océan

Mr. POWELL.

a nd which is carried over the 425 miles.
t The Intercolonial Railway allows an arbi.
- trary on the difference between 425 miles
t and the actual number of miles. That is
n the advantage given by the Intercolonial
e Railway to the Grand Trunk Railway for
- the Grand Trunk Railway origination of

business. Now, the Minister of Rallways
s and Canals says It works both ways, but I
, think it works both ways against the Inter.

colonial Railway ln respect of freight
i brou.ght by ocean steamships to Halifax

and taken over the Intercolonial and de-
livered to the Grand Trunk Railway at
iMontreal for the west. Then what I want té
1know is: Where does the arbitrary of the
Intercolonial Rallway come in? Does th9
Intercolonial Railway get its full mileage on
that traffie, or does It have to haul for the
425 miles maxlmu.m ? if so. It does not
work both ways. but the arbitrary Is in fav-
Our of the Grand Trunk Railway, whether
the freight originates on tbe Grand Trunk
Railway or on the Intercolonial Rallway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ~AND
CANALS. The contract Includes both lui-
port and export traffic, and the hon. mem-
ber must be aware that the rate of land
earriage upon these shipments. and the
whole arrangement, in fact. ls practically
settled with the shipper abroad. We have
no agents li Europe to look up business for
us, it would scarcely be worth while to in.
<ur that expense. But when business does
offer which we are willing to take, we know
what we are to receive unden this arrange-
ment withathe Grand Trunk Rall wy-we are
under no compulsion as regards import busi-
ness-but if we take export business we can
fiX what the rate shall be, and such rate Is
propnrtioned upon the basis of the mileage
which the Grand Trunk Railway hauls,
allowing 425 miles for our portion of the baul.
This Is not, however, by any means a lead-
1lng feature ln our contract, or In the supple-
mental contract, but something of the kind
bas always been included in any traffic ar-
rangement in times past between the Inter-
colonial Rallway and the Grand Trunk Rail-
way.

Mn. IVES. is your general manager, with-
out consulting the 'Grand Trunk Rallway, at
liberty to make through rates as to export
or import frelght which comes to Halitax:?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
c7ANALS. I do not think su, any more than
the Grand Trunk 1s allowed to make a rate
without consul-ting us.

Mr. POWELL. Do you not conslder that
on this ocean freight, on the terms of this
division, the InterColonial Rallway would be
hauling at a loss ?

The MINSTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not -think so. If rates were
high, it l quite probable we would be able
to get a suflient proportion on this basis
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to pay us a little margin, althougli, perhips, Mr. POWELL. One car from Hamilton.
it would not be very much. and another from St. Catharines, -and It was

Mr. POWELL. Does not the hon. gentle- an actual loss.

man (Mr. Blair) think that the present traffile The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
arrangement between the Canadian Pacifie CANA.LS. I do not agree with you -that It
Railway and the Intercolonial Railway, by would necessarily be an actual loss.
which the Intercolonial Railway had an 'ar-
bitrary mileage of 303 miles for 274 real 1Mr. POWELL. On canal or prairie'level
miles between Hal4fax and St. John, would roads, with these immense trains, they could
be a great deal more in the interest of Can- haul at a rate of two-tenths of a cent per
ada than the arrangement he Is now making, ton per mile or less, but as the hon. gentle-
which involves a loss on every ton of freigLIt Iman ought to know, you cannot do that on :a
we take over. We haul on this 425 miles for road like the Intercolonial Rallway. I sub-
nothing. Suppose the charge on through mit that this arrangement is a great detri-
freight is five-tenths of a cent per ton per >ment instead of a benefit to the country, and
mile-whieh would be a fair rate on a road the rescision of the agreement with the Can-
like ours-we have to haul this throughl adian Pacifie Railway would be a great detri-
ocean freight for half that, and it involves a ment t the country, when you compare it
loss. with the adoption of this agreement.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND T'e MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS ANI
CANALS. I do fnot agree to. that propos»-
tion.upon a subjeet 'which lalargely teclnIcal.

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Wainwright swears to and about which he las muci to learn. It
it.is a subjeet whih oly men of experience

understand In al its bearlngrs. I will mndi-The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDcn.
CA.NýAL.S. I cannot help that ; you are ask. aetewans ftepsto ftehuGAi yALS.pinntleptat o-r cA LSTe n.entleman lu one particular.nHe says that

ue a suangement which we are seekingito

11r. POWELL. 1i may comipliment the! annul between the Canadian Pacifie Rallway
Minister on the sehemle te bas adopted of and ourselves, under which Uthe Canadian
having rthiese large engines, but nevertheless Pacifie Railway allows us a fixed mileage of
yolu cannot haul freiglit on a road Ilke 303 asbcompared with the actual mileage of
Intercolonlal Railway below three-tentbs of274,ls a more benefial arrangement wiil
a cent per ton per mle wthout a oss.he e tn the
lus tead of hauling your freiglit to Montreal sent clause. Now, the Canadian Pacifie
at a lss, you gave it -the Canadian Pacifie Railway brings no business t Halfax that
Railway onie interehange of traffe at . It can possn.ly dlvert to St. John.

Jolitheoarrangement whichewexare seekingfto

Johnr.n P. I my e lint triea b Mr. POWELL. That applies to the Grand
agreement by which they give you 303 miles Trunk Railway. They will flot bring any to
on an actual mileage of 274, the Minster Halifax If they can take it to Portland.
Minisee rwe seot olly have the CanadannPa.

cifi Rallway rate, but we have , naddition, PTc MINISTR ow RAILxeAYS aND
oe advnntage afforded by t is arbitrary 3ANALS. Do lot interrupt my argumient,

mleage. Thus, on a thousand tonsf freigt f you please. That blas nothingemdo with
comin r toHaifax, t e Intercolonial Railway tha question. I point o nt that the ocean-
would be In a large amount, by siping ;t borne tonnage whh the Canadian Pacific
va the Canadan Pacie C Railway, und inter Railway ther takes toi or bring' Hfrcm tL
changing traffie atSt. John; whereas If yt west, reaches its own ne by . Johnln
ship It tw Halifax, Its destination beIng, west 599~ tons out of every one -thousand tons car-
of Montreal, there would be an actua floss. ied. ItWIs vital to the Canadian acifie Rai-
This boasted arrangeent wleh the Mis way that it .hould drop the western freight
ter lias made, and bis decrying, of the ar- at St. John, and It wlll not carry any- freiglit
rangement witle the Canadian Paifie Rail- beyond St. John than it can possibly avod.
way, is a direct reversai of the actual con- Its agents on the other aide make arrange-
ditions of trade aas they are. .1 have iamy ments wlth the shippers, and these shpuments
posslession the proportonatendivison of rates f are about ail brought by theUne of steamers
on two car-loadxover the Interclonial Rail- to St. John. What th hon, gentleman (Mr.
way, sInce this traffie agreement was. en. Powell) has said. with regard -to the. addi-
tered into, ad exclusive of ths eh prn tional mleage allowedby the Canadian Pa-
vision madean case of irade gong to Hall- c.Ûc Railway hen t carristonnag e be-
fax. I a tellthe hon. gentlemanthat the tween ahSt. Johei ai Halifax bs no applnin
Intercolonlal Raelway was ouln allowed two- tion. As toa tean-borne freingt, Pcc addl-
tenthas of a cent per ton per mile. tional mlleage allowance dos not apply. itapples wi telocal siand tonnage hiefl aip n

n M NISTwRo0FcaRAILtWAYSwANwa dtssapplicattonwItoadeprdves the Interolonal
CANALS. Where dd that freegrlt corneRailway of earnnegs whch rghtfully, t e-
from ? long to It.
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Mr. POWELL. I will. give the hon. gen-
tleman Mr. Wainwright's testimony on that
point :

Q. As a railway expert, what an ordinary
freight is the charge per ton per mile that would
pay expenses ?-A. That is a very diflicult thing
to answer, as it depends a good deal upon the
description of freigiht, the quantity you -an
carry and the distance of haul. In carrying
coal, for instance, we do not calculate at a rate
per ton per mile ; we calculate what we can
carry a train-load at. It is carried in train-loads,
and we aiford to carry it very much cheaper per
ton per mile than in the case of other classes of
freight.

Q. Take hauls of 400, 500, or 1,000 miles, for
instance, what would you regard as a satisfae-
tory charge ?-A. We look upon half a cent to
five-eighths of a cent per ton mile as satisfactory.

Q. That is a satisfactory rate ?-A. It is a cov-
ering rate, If carried for some distance ln train-
loads.

Q. And there is a fair profit in that ?
Mr. Haggart.-It is according to the distance

altogether ?
The Witness.-Yes, entirely.

By Mr. Powell :
Q. I amrn asking about long distance train-

loads. As a supplementary ouestIon. let me ask
you what proportion would be nrofit and what
proportion expense ?-A. That goes into the ques-
tioni entirely of working.

Q. Well. ordinarily, there must be some recog-
nized figure on long hauls ?-A. The working of
the railway :nay be expensive or it may be econ-
omical.

Q. I understand all that. Take a fairly econ-
tmically managed road, take the Intercolonial,
for Instance, what do you think would be the
cost per ton per mile over that for long hauls,
undier favourable conditions ?-A. I could not
tell y-u as to the Intercolonial. On our own
road at half a cent per ton per mile. under most
favourable conditions, we should not make more
than one-tenth of a cent per ton per mile.

Q. Railway experts have informed me that. on
these long bauls, the cost ordinarily would be
three-tenths of a cent per ton per mile. I shouid
li1e to ask ynu If that would be a fair estimate
of the cnst of the transnortation of frelght ?

Mr. MoVrrison ohiect.ed to the iuest!on on the
ground that Iq. was going beyond the seope of the

Que'-tion allowed.
A. It would depend upon the construction of

the railway and the grades. One road can be
w'"ked very much cheaner than another.

Q. I recognize all those things ; but would that
be a fair rate on a perfectly level road without
any drawbacks at all ?-A. That is about the
irark, everything being favourable.
Now. you are hauling it for ha-f of the rate
which Mr. Wainwrig'ht says would be satis-
faetory.

The' MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANTALS. You do fnot kno'w.

Mr. POWELL. Well, I do know, because
I h.ave the division of rates and the propor-
tional allowance on two cars. I may say
tha t this clause will mean a loss to the re-
venue of the country. and If the Minister
cannot get a better arrangement. àt would be
far better for hlm .not to dabble in ocean5
frelght at all, but let it go by way of St.1
John. 1

Mr. BLAIR.

Mr. FOSTER. Suppose we are originating
tratie 1,000 miles west of Montreal, on the
Grand Trunk Railway system, and supposing
that Is going through as an export from the
city of Halifax, who fixes the rate on that
export freight which is originated at that
point a thousand miles west of Montreal0?
Is it done by one road or is it done after
consultation?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. It lias to be done by agreement
between the Grand Trunk Railway traffie
officers and our officers.

Mr. FOSTER. After It goes a thousand
miles to Montreal and 800 miles to Halifax,
and gets on the ocean, when you come to
divide the rate. does the Grand Trunk Rail-
way get its proportion for a thousand miles ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
C"ANALS. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. And the Intercolonial -
way, which carries it 840 miles, gets its pro-
portion on the arbitrary 425 ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. That is largely an advan-
tage which is given to the Grand Trunk
Rid!lway, because it orginates the traffic.
Now. when we originate freight, say, in
London, if It comes to Halifax-I hope ihe
Minister will arrange for that business as
well as for the business of the west-and
we carry it elghit hundred odd miles, and we
give it to the Grand Trunk Railway, to take
it one thousand miles west of Montreal, to
the point of distribution, are we paid the
rate that is .agreed on, on the 800 miles, or
on the arbitrary 425 miles ?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If we agreed with the Grand
Trunk Railway to carry that freight fron
Halifax and deliver it to them at Montreal
for western destination, the rate being fixed
to our satisfaction, I thInk under this clause
the proportionate tons would be for the 425
miles.

Mr. FOSTER. When it reached Montreal
and was transferred to the Grand Trunk
an.d then carried a thousand miles west,
they would get their proportion on that thou-
sand miles. that is there Is no arbitrary lu
favour of the Intercolonial Railway even
when we originate fthe traffie. I am glad tu
understand that. No v, one other point :
Will my hon. friend explain why he Is so
very ainxious to take everything away from
the eity of St. John-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman will not
uake any point there.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope I have not misunder-
stood the hon. Minister's proposai. But be-
fore he answers that. I want to ask how
this arrangement under the supplementary

47044703



[JUNE 8,1899]

traffie arrangement varies between St. John
and Elalifax. This is a local question, but
ene of some importante. n thils, bas the
hon. gentleman not given Halfax the ad-
vantage over St. John ln the matter of the
arbitrary ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. How It will work out I can
better answer, and my officers can better
answer, after the experiment ls trIed-

Mr. FOSTER. So my hon. friend first
makes an arrangement-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman will
allow me toe finish what I was golng to say.
My own vlew would be that the difference
between the two mileages allowed here Is
not prejudiclal either to St. John or to Halh-
fat. We agreed upon a difference i mile-
age, whieh, I think, experience justified the
officers lu recommendIng. seeing that Halî-
fax is some 100 miles further from the west
than St. John and the difference allowed to
them being 50 miles. Both are practically
on the same footing.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I figured it out
and found that 425 bore the same proportion
to the actual distance to Halifax as 375
bore to the actual distance to St. John.

Mr. FOSTER. But the city of St. John
bas a much longer sea voyage, bas it not ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). Considering that my hon. friend
from Halifax (Mr. Borden) and some others
have been assailing the Minister of Railways
and Canals for doIng some great injustice
by his general policy to the elty of Halifax,
it is refreshing to have the ex-Minister of
Finance (Mr. Foster) lntlmating that by his
present policy the hon. Minister Is takling
trade away from St. John to Hialifax. It
balances the argument li a very convenient
way, and I thank the hon. gentleman for It.

31r. FOSTER. You are welcome.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I assure

the hon. gentleman it wIll be found of great
value in answering some of the statements
made on the other side of the House. I
would like to say a few words in answer to
what was stated by my hon. friend from
Westmoreland (Mr. Powell). I understood
his argument on the probable loss on the
tratfle to be based on figures given by Mr.
Wainwrlght to the committee. He argued
that lialf a cent per ton or five-elghths of a
cent per ton was the lowest rate at wbich
the traffle could be carried. When asked
directly about the Intercolonial Railway, Mr.
Wairnwrlght dld not answer.

Mr. POWELL. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man will allow me to correct hlm. Mr.
Wainwrlght said that would be a fair ayer-
age rate for the traffic, but if the actual
cost was consIdered, he would make a vedue-
tion to about three-tenths of a cent per ton.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My hon.
friend (Mr. Powell) will, perbaps, allow me
to remind him of something about this
traffie. Mr. Wainwrlght could not answer
about the Intercolonial Railway, but my
hon. friend (Mr. Powell) assumed that the
statement regarding the Grand Trunk might
apply to the Littercolonial Railway, because
they are roads of a similar character. There-
fore, It Is fair te assume that if the traffie
Is earrIed at rates very materlally below
that given by Mr. Wainwright It would be
carried at a loss. For many years the In-
tercolonial Railway has been carrying a
large portion of Its traffie at three-tenths
of a cent per ton.

Mr. POWELL. Coal.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. A very

large portion of its traffle-not export traffie,
and it is the universal practice of railways
to make better rates for export traffic than
for local traffie or for through traffie that ls
not for export. If twenty years ago we
could carry coal at three-tenths of a cent a
ton without los-and that was the claim
made by hon. gentlemen opposlte-they al-
ways sald that whIle they were carrying It
at a close margn-

Mr. POWELL.
about It ?

Wliat was your claim

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I saId it
was not too low for a long haul. But I did
claim in oue case that it was too low for a
short haul. If we are right In assumIng that
three-tenths of a cent per ton which was
the rate for many years on coal traffie,
while not very profitable, was a paying rate,
a rate which guarded agalnst loss, surely
with the facilities and improvements since
then in the form of larger cars, more power-
ful engines, better tracks and other things
that have ebeapened transportation, it would
riot be an extreme stretch to say that yon
could carry it for two-tenths of a cent per
ton to-day. Se I do not think my hon. friend
(Mr. Powell) has established that there ;s
any loss on the traffie. This, perhaps, Is a
fair aatter for debate. It Is a question
where somebody must he given the henefit
of the doubt. The Minister of Railways
and Canals has given the benefit of the
doubt to the maritime province ports of St.
John and Halifax. le Is net absolutely
sure that he can do this traffie at a profit.
but he is willlng to try., The ex-Minister of
Finance (Mr. Foster) says that this Is bad
business, that the Minister Is golng to make
the trial first and see If hbe can make money
by It. I think that -the idea that thls is a
concession to the Grand Trunk Is a mistake.
Whatever concession Is made regarding
ocean trafme Is made to the ports of St. John
and Halifax and not to the Grand Trunk
Rallway. The whole country is interested ln
having the trafi carried tbrough the lower
provinces, and If there is a doubt in the
matter surely It ls wise to give the benefit
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of the doubt on that side. We are spending
vast sums of money in opening up and pro-
vidlitg facilities for transportation from the
west, by the construction of rallways, the
deepening of our canals and otherwise,
neasures which are practically approved of
on both sides of the House. It Is recog-
nized that this transportation problem can-
not be viewed from a narrow standpoint,
but you must take a broad view of it, you
must have with regard to it what may be
properly called a National Policy, to carry
the traffile of Canada te Moutreal and Que-
bec in summer, and to HaUfax, St. John
and any other ports that may be opened up
In the wInter. Therefore, what the Minister
Is dolng, where the absolute cost of trans-
portation Is open to doubt not to give the
benefit of It to the Grand Trunk-because
the Grand Trunk does not want to take
away traffie from. Portland-Jbut to the mari-
time ports of St John and Halifax. And
ln the carrying out of this poelcy, I think
hon. members should give their support and
eommend'ation.

Mr. POWELL. I wonder If the hon. Min-
ister (Mr. Flelding) has the slightest cor-
fidence in bis own argument.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. POWELL. I almost doubt it. The

hon. gentleman is too good a logician for
that. The point I made was not as to help-
ing or hindering the ports of St. John or
Halifax with regard to the trade of Canada.
I say It would be better to build them up,
but I say you wlll better build them up by
the existing arrangement wIth the Canadlan
Pacifie Railway. Under that arrangement,
the count:-y would be mnakIng somethlng;
there would be no likelihood of the deflcit
of the Intercolonial Rallway being increased
by haulage for nothing. If the trade came
to HalifaX, would it not be ln the Interest of
the country to have It transferred at the
port of St. John or at the union station of
$t. John rather than take it to Montreal by
the Intercolonial Railway at a loss ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If I may
deal with the Halifax end of the question, I
Think the Mnister of Rallways and Canals
hras answered that by showlng that the
hfade is not taken to Halifax by the Cana-
dian Pacific Rallway. They have every in-
terest to take the traffe froin St. John and
not to take it over the Intercolonial Railway
at >all and that Is what is happening and
will continue. Whatever nmay 'le thought of
the bon. gentleman's argument elsewhere, I
feel conddent that 'he wll not get the sup-
port ofthe hon. member for Halifax or of
any man who la interested in Halifax.

Mr. POWELL. The hon. gentleman (Mr.Fielding) mst know that ,uder this ar-
rangement you -annot hope for one ton of
traff, that originates on the Grand Trunir

Mr. FIELDING.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That Is not correct, because they
have engaged to give us any freight which
may be Intended for ports In Europe with
which they have no steamship Unes cou-
necting.

Mr. POWELL. I do not think so; I
think you had better look that up. So far
as Halifax Is concerned, it may expect to
get freight, oceanie frelght, that Is routed
by way of Halifax, but what possible In-
terest would prevent the Canadian Pacifie
Railway from hauling freight from Mont-
real to St. John. The only case ln which
Halifax might expeet to benenlt would be
in the case of freight originating on the
Grand Trunk Railway and routed by way
of Halifax for foreign ports. In respect
to that freight the Intercolonlal would be
carrying it at a loss, and it would be better
for the country if the Intercolonial had
made this arrangement with the Canadiau
Pacifie Railway. The Canadian Pacife
Railway, of course, would carry all the
freight for shipment to St, John, and the
Grand Trunk, for the same good reason,
would carry It to Portland.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman Is entirely mistaken ln assuming
that all the expectations of the city of
Halifax In reference to this matter are from
freight coming from Europe. The commer-
cial bodies and others at Halifax hope and
expect that traffie will come fiom the west
and be shipped from Halifax. Time alone
wll show.-whether this expectation Is cor-
rect, but it is the expectation of the busi-
ness people of Halifax. It would not be
wise to assume that there Is no expectation
of JHalifax securing a share of the traffie
of the west.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not wish to be understood
as accepting the statement of the hon. Mem-
ber for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell) as to
what wIll be the lowest rate at whlch we
can carry freight over the Intercoloniial for
shipment to Hlalifax or St. John. There are
too many varying conditions enter Into the
question to enable the hon. gentleman to
make any calculation which would be ac-
cepted as applicable even ln a general way.

Mr. POWELL. Would not the ellmatie
conditions affect the question ? In wInter
they would be most unfavourable.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. The elimatie conditlons do not
enter Into it to any great extent.

Mr. POWELL. Yes, If there is a snow-
storm the cost Is Increased.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAY8 AND
CANALS. -No doubt winter storms do make
the operation of the Intereolonial more ex-
pensive than some of the western roads. But
the iereolonial ean add t its general ttn-
nage without materlally Inereaelng ,the cost
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over that of carrylng the same tonnage orî Mr. POWELL. How mueliof h is Spring-
other Unes. You have to have your staff andh!H coal that goes to the Canadian Pacifie
equipment so as to keep the road clear inraî%way la St. John whlcb dld not gobe-
the wknter, but when once clear you :can add fore, but went by ni of barges?
ito your tonnage and thereby reduce the per-
centage cost for the whole quantity carried.The MLNISTDR 0F RA¶LWAYS AND

rafwa mn h 'yIl tilyou ýCANXALS. 1 have iiot thxe figumre at hiand.There are few railway men who willR tell n
what the cost of carrying frelght over their rORDEN (Halifax). As sone refer-
Unes is. They are not going to give you the
lowest limit. 1 do not know that- Iwould
care to do it even if I were In possession of men te the city I represent, I wlsb to say,
any information which would enable me' tot

do a. hee ae - lt o cnsleralostatthe hon. Minîster of Rallways an d, Canais.do s. There are a lot of considerations thatI ventured tdo,'on occasion re-
we must not forget i figuring upon tbe ques- te, was te point out thatI[thUiclu-
tion of cost. We would require a very much
larger rate to carry coal from Sydney or Pie- dianaifiete had eter tke the Cana-
tou to Montreal If we had to take back our te Uic cithafha to St Jh. By
cars empty, than if we could get return
cargoes. We made arrangements, durIng carrylng the freight-97 miles t they
the last wlnter, under which we were able to save 250 miles of au ocean voyage; and it
get loads for all the -empties which were was coneeded by the Minister of-Bailways,
bbrought many ln the Drummond County Inquiry, that-the

brogft tontrofeal l wntrtoMo advantage of Halifax over St. John and, Port-:thousands of tons of coal last wlnter to Mon- îna noenprwsvr osdr
treal. Thefact that we are able to get re-
turn loads materially reduced the cost. This1able, and It bas been considered ln the agree-
Is a consideratlon which must be taken Into ment we are now discusslng, ag equivalent
account before coming to any conclusion as
to the cost. Then, If you take an ordinary reference to what the Finance.Minister (Mr.
rallway Company whlch has te pay Interest Fielding),said ln regard te the competition
on its bonds, and which is expected to pa by means of the (anadian Pacifie Rallway,
dividends upon its stock, you are dealing If the (anadlan Pacifie Railway had running
with a different problem than when y powerslute the city ef Haifax on sucb a
have a Government railway which has not basis as was urgedon the Government by
to pay Interest on the capital with which ny hou. £riend the leàder of the Opposition,
It has been coustruCted.orI ctea put It another way, to the Canadan

Rala n t. ohr'10 nehich didnofti go be-

Mr POWELL.
freight ?

What Is the return

The MINLSTER OF RUILWAYS AND
CANALS. We have carrIed a good deal
of flour to maritime province ports. We
get a large amount of coal from Springhll,
which was brought to Montreai, and we
carried. I thlink, as much as 100,000 or 125,-
000 barrels of fleur as return cargoes.

Mr. POWELL. That would be practi-
cally the imit of the return frelght.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That would be theI imit, per-
haps, of the flour that was sent to Spring-
bhll, but there is New Glasgow, Pictou and
Sydney, to which the amount of freights
that are sent Is Increasing every year. The
amount of the tonnage we carrIed this
present year Is at least 200,000 more than
was carrIed two years agoe My hon. friend
will rermember that -he pointed Jwith scorn
to the calculations of the officers of the -IJ
tercolonial when they sald that, When we
should get into Montreal, we would be able
to add 200;OO0 tons do the tonnage. Takling
texi months ,of business, and adding to ihe
tern-nths areasonable addition fr tbe in-
ecresse betweën this year and 189T, aud t
wIl be sh wn that we carriled very close-
on 200,000 tns more.
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-aci a c awaymu a an neU eromJ St. .JVaoh Uo

Halifax, I have not the slghtest doubt tbat
It would be better for Halifax to compete by
that Une for the trade of the west, because
It would be a shorter Une. Under the exist-
Ing conditions, no doubt, the observations of
the hon. Minister of Finance bave weight ;
but, If yon bad proper running; powers for
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, so as to put
that railway In the same position as If Its
line were extended te Halifax, I tbink he
will agree that Halifax would bave a better
chaneZ for competing for the western busi-
ness, via St. John, over the short Une than
over the Intercolonial Railway. We have
not that, however, and I am. wIlling to ac-
cord my support to the Minister of Railways
In endeavouring to secure as best we ean
that business for Halifax by the Inter-
colonial Rallway.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon, Minister of
Railways said there was a large inerease of
ceaI carried by way of Chaudiere during the
last year or two. I have the figure, and I ind
that for the year 1897-98 there was carried
by way tofchaudière only 9,084 tons. The
heading of this table ls as folws :-

The followling table shows the number of tonsof coal earried over the Intercolonlai ,away
frin the Nova Seotia collierles 'to Chaudière
.unetton and St.john for points west thereof,
"dl te ocatat i leach year since the road
was- e'penôd "a' athroughhUe.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. What is this Intended to prove ?

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I wanted to prove
that the statement made by the Minister to
the House was not ln accordance with the
facts, when he said, that last year the coal
carried-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was not speakIng of last year,
but of the present year, only ten months of
which have expired, and I estimated the re-
malning two months.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I think the ,hon. gen-
tieman Is not correct. In 1893-94 there were
carried 102,273 tons. WII the hon. gentle-
man tell me that the Increase during the
present year will come up to that. or to any-
thIng like what it was lIn 1889-90, when It
amounted to 164,453 tons? This table shows
an Increase [n the local traffie in coal. I
am aware that there was a very large lin-
crease on the division of the Intercolonlal
Railway on which I reside, and that Is not
attributed to the extension of the Intercol-
onial to Montreal, nor is it that he was able
to use box-cars for takIng coal from the
Sydney collerles to New Glasgow. This
year, for the first time ln the history of the
Intercolonlal Railway, he got return cargoes.
How can -that be attributed to the extension
of the Intercolonial Rallway to Montreal ?
The traffic ln coal, delivered at short dis-
tances, amounted last year to 351,069 tons;
the year beforej that, to 331,469 tons, and,
the year before that, to 369,708 tons. I
understand that there was a falling off ln
shipments from the Springhill colllery,
but there was a large increase in the ship-
ments from the Cape Breton collieriem. More
than that, there was a large Increase in the
frelght rates charged on these short sections.
I know that there used to be charged 40 and
50 cents a ton, where we now pay 75 cents
a ton. I know this fact from personil ex-
perience.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. When
the hon. member for Halifax states that if
we had running powers for the Canadian
Pacifle from St. John to Halifax, that would
be the best line we could have for the de-
velopment of the western trade, it Is enough
to say that we have hiad such an arrange-
ment for many years, and It has been so
favourable to the Canadian Pacifie Rallway,
that my hon. friend the Minister of Rail-
ways has taken exception to it, and, yet, so
far as freight traffle is concerned, it has not
given satisfaction to the people of Halifx.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). It was not such
an arrangement as the people of Halifax
desired.

The MINISTE OF FINANCE. The
Oanadian Pacide Bailway bave had every-
thing their own Wy°

Mr. BORDEN (Halfax). Well we wfllunot
agre In that. Just a word to the MInister

Mr. McDOUGALL.

of Ralways and Canl. It is apparent that
the statement he has brought down does
not touch the terminals.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have stated that I will get
that. I wIll have It to-morrow without fail,
I Imagine.

Mrà HAGGART. I would ask the Minis-
ter of Railways, when he bring down that
Information, to bring this also. Supposlng
two cars start from Hamilton, via Montreal,
one for Halifax and one for St. John, will
he give us the total freight on each, with the
amount palid to the Grand Trunk and the
amount paid tq the Intercolonial Rallway ?
The hon. gentleman stated- that the railroad
on which the freight origlnated, had not the
arbitrary power of fixing the rates on the
IntereoloniaL I an, aware that the Inter-
colonial specially exempted Itself from hav-
ing the Grand Trunk or the Canadian Pa-
cilfie Railway make through freights over
its Unes. As a general rule, they can do it,
because the rallroad on which freight orî-
ginates, can make the rates over their own
Une and the connecting lines. I wlsh the
Minister to be certain on that point. But.
surely, he is mistaken ln reference to ocean
steamers. They have an arrangement with
nearly every railroad on the continent of
America, under which they can quote rates
for passengers or freight to any part of the
country, and their proportion Is an agreed
percentage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My hon. friend is surely ln error
ln that. I know that the steamshlps which
sali from Halifax and St. John, are practi-
cally ln the hands of the Canadian Pacifie
Rallway, and have almost refused to enter
into contracts.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman mis-
understands me altogether. I am talking of
every steamship company that has agents In
Europe for the purpose of carrylng passen-
gers and freight to this country. They have
a common arrangement, by which they eau
quote rates by the Intercolonial, as \vell as
by every other rallroad, and the percentage
to be paid to the railroad I fixed.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They cannot really do It, because
the ship-owners will tel! you that they are
squeezed by the railroadis, unless they have
been able to compel or induce the railway
companies to agree to give them an outward
freight, and stipulate as to the rate for the
inward frelght.

Mr. MDOUGALL. When a shipper in
England asks a Shipping agent, what it will
cost to deliver goods l Toronto from Hall
fax, for instanee, s urely,the agent must de-
pend upon a rate sppled to hIm by the In-
tercolonial Ilway. It will be for the In-
tereolon1al and 6te Grand Trunk to divide
the amount they get for the dellvery of f£e
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goods at Toronto between themselves ; and
what I understand the ex-Minister of Reil-
ways to ask is, what proportion the Grand
Trunk gets, and what proportion the Inter-
colonial gets, for carrylng that freight.

Bill reportad.

INQUIRY FOR RETURN.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfridl

Laurier) moved that the House again re-1
solve itself into Committee of Supply.

Sir OIARLEfS HIBBERT TUPPER. Il
would like to Inquire again what progre hias
been made with the evidence :n connection
with Mr. Oglilvie's report ?

The MINISTER 0F TEE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sif ton). I think I will be able to lay it on
the Table to-morrow.

THE CASE OF MR. BOWER.

that the committee would be free to consider
as well as any item in No. 208.I wlsh to call
attention to a return whileh the bon. Minister
of Marine was good enough to expedite in
connection with the appolntment and dls
missal of Mr. Russell, Inspetor of steam-
boats, and his recent reinstatement in the
public service. There seem te be an absence
of some materlal papers In that return. The
first part of the return, which leads up to
the dismissal of Mr. Russell, appears to be
all right, but the second part does not con-
tain any paper, except one, bearing on the
order for papers in connection with bis re-
instatement to the public service and for all
communications concerning this officer since
he has been discharging duties In the Yukon
district. The only paper ln that part of the
retura is a letter In which Mr. Russell for-
wards some views of Dawson City, and a
sketch of the Yukon River.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEIL. HasiThe MINISTER OF MARINE AND
thr hARgentleSanhIETTUPPER h FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I under-on. gentleman had time te look into stand that there are some communications

case of Mr. Bower, the surveyor 'who went, which the hon. gentleman thinks have been
up for examination, and whose letter I hand- 1 forwarded to the department, respecting Mr.
ed hlm across the floor of the House some j Russell's conduct since his re-appointment.
days ago ? These are probably not on the files at ail.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR . I Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPERgave Instructions to my deputy to see the Thr CHan ms nE d U aer.
chaimanof te Bard Examner »! There Is an omission, no doubt inadver-chairman of the Board of Examinersmand tently, because this return contains no in-endeavour to meet the hon. gentlemaupiyformation whatever, showlng how Mr. Rus-wishesIf possIble.I have no reply'E. sell came to be ordered to go to the Yukon,

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. although It was clear that he was up there,
With regard to the return ordered in con-1 sinrce he forwarded to the department some
nection with the New Westminster Crown views that lie had taken. II cal attention
and Timber Office, and my request for a to some Important papers in connection with
preliminary return, showing the correspond- this officer since lhe was reinstated and whieh
ence leading to the commission and the are missing. In the first place, lie was dis-
commission itself, when can we have that ? missed on complaints in my time, and these

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. i are In the returns ; but, as the hon. gentle-
inquired yesterday, and think It will be ready man admitted a few nights ago, there were
to-morrow. complaints also in his time, which he lu-

P . Wvestigated and dealt with. None of these
Mr. PRIOR. Will1it be long before the re- complaints appear. On page 3159 of the un-

turns are brought down with reference to revised " Hansard," the hon. gentleman la
the Songhees Indian reserve, and also the reported as having said:
elaims for compensation for lands taken for 1 wrote Mr. Russell, the Inspector, caliing espe-
fortification purposes at Macaulay Point ? eiai attent o the pecto.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. If
there ha.s heern an order for that retura, it
bas not been called to my attention. Will
the lion. gentleman be good enongh to send
me a memorsndum, giving the page of " Han-
sard," on which the order ls recorded, and I
will have the matter looked up at once.

Mr. PRIOR. Page 207 of "Hansard.",
Motion agreed to, and the House resolved

Itself into Committee of Supply.
(In the Committee.)

Steamboat inspection.................... $27,M0
Inspection of Dominion steamers and fog
alarms..........................1,300
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. That

item 207 stood, subjeet to the understendingj

]But there Is no communication whatever to
'Mr. Russeli on this subject here :

I also wrote my collector of customs, request-
ing, &c.
There Is nothing of that here, though, of
course, it might well be out of this return,
strIctly speaking.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERLES. *I had no reference to com-
plaints against Russell.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The complaint was the way vessels were
running there.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It had notbing to do with
him personally? -

4713 4714



4715 j ICOMMOINS] 41

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
No. But at page 3160 the hon. Mister said:

In fact an Investigation was made under my
own management, and while a great deal of evi-
dence was given,-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is some mistake there.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I took part in this discussion, and " Han-
sard " carries out exactly what I founded
may request upon and pressed the hln. gen-
tleman so much about this return for.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There was no Investigation
made by nie.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The Minister so stated.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There mnst be an error.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This is the whole sentence, and perhaps
the Minister wll have his iind refreshed
by it :

Yes, I did look at the record.
I was referring to the old investigation, and
knew nothing about this, and I asked ihe
Minister if he had looked at the record to
see If this would warrant the officer's re-
irstatement.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is all right. I think the
hon. gentleman will find a letter from me
in the retura brought down.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That is, to Russell ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FIsHERIES. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TtIPPER.
The Minister says:

In fact an investigation was made under myown management, &c.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. That Is a mistake in report-
ing. There was nO investigation under my
management.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. Minister's memory must have been
at fault elther then or noW, because he par-
ticularizes what the complaints were, and
they are not what I had la my mind. He
says there was a complaint of intemperance.

Russell had discharged bis duties for some
monthe. Then complaints were made to me tbathis habits were not what they ourht to be.

The MINISTER OF MAUINE AND
FISHERIES. Theseý were personal coli-
plaints.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes, but official. The hon. Minieter ge on:

I made inquirie,--
Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

Of course, as Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles.
-and found that there was a time when that
was so, but that he had reformed, and they were
now all right.
This is most important in connection with
this subject. For what was the point I wà's
raising ? This Is a subject, perhaps, too
large to enter into now, but one that I will
enter into at some fItting time. Here was
an offdier dismissed by the Governor in
Council for very grave cause, he not only
haviug violated positive instructions but
violated a statute which had been called to
his attention. Contrary to instructions he
persisted in having financlal transactions
and relaotins with these men whose work
he was instructed to Inspeet, having these
men in the position of his debtors in con-
nection with the vary work he was inspect-
ing. The law forbade it, his instructions
forbade it, and sarely there could hardly
be more serious charges. In connection with
the whole subject and this officer's conduct
there was his mIsrepresentation of the facts
to the department and his exceedingly im-
proper conduct, when he was dismissed from
the service, ln getting him out of his office
and gttting him to obey an Order in Coun-
el that provided for his dismissal. My
point was that it was an extraordinary
thing that a man like that should be taken
into that very service again as inspector,
when the law requires on Its very face that
the man should be above suspicion, should
be wholly untainted with anything that
would suggest that he was other than a man
of complete independence in relation to the
proprietors of steamboats. This ofilcer hav-
ing failed in that regard and having violated
his oath-because there Is an oath of office
required under the statute-was dismissed,
and afterwards reinstated. And the Min-
Ister admitted that he had not very closely
investigated his previous record, because
he did not recolleet very serlous charges
against hlm. But he went on to state that
there were complaints against him tu his
own time.

The M[NISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I understand it thoroughly
now. If the hon. gentleman will refer first
to page 3160--

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT
I am referring to page 3159.

TUPPER.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
rIsHERIES. The hon. gentleman referred
to the statement that I made:

I know that other officers on the coast hadcharges made againt them in connection withproperty that they were surveying, in fact anirvestigation was made under my own manage-bent-

That wa s agaiset other o eers. not against
Russel. I refer partleularly to the inspector
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of hulls at Victoria. This is not misreported
when taken lin its proper connection.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
i have accepted the hon, Minister's state-
ment as at page 3160. I am now dealing
with that at page 3159, where it Is made
clear that Russell was a man whose con-
duct was Investigated by the MinIster of
Marine and Fisheries after a complaint had
been made, and whom the Minister fohnd
guilty but forgave.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This is the hon. gentleman's language:

Russell had discharged his duty for some
months, when complaints were made to me that
lis habits were not what they ought to be. I
made inquiry and found that there was a time
when that was so, but that he had reformed, and
that they were now all right.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I had my attention called to
Russell's conduct by some hon. gentlemen.
I do not now recolleet exaetly. I mean my
attention was called personally and verbanîy
to the statement that this man Russell was
in the habit of drinking. I spoke to the
hon. member for Burrard (Mr. Maxwell) on
the subject, and he gave me the assuranèe
that while there might have been some
truth In the statement at one time, he was
able to assure me that Russell had reformedl
and that I need •not trouble myself. And
nothing further was done than that.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I accept the hon. Mlnister's statement as
to the facts, but surelîy it Is a most extra-
crdinary proceeding In connection with an
ofilce of this character, when complaints are
made that they should be dispoaed of in
this summary and casual manner, no inquilry
ield aud no record made In the department.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I spoke to the hon. member
for Burrard.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I do not think that this la the way to con-
duct publie business or that It Is the way
the hon. Minister usually conduets publie
business. If au officer in such a position
is reported to hlm by a member of Parlia-
Went to be conducting himself Improperly, I
think the matter should not end there. The
Minister has ofieers u hls lesrve, heha
an agent for the provinee, and there should
be some official investigat ordered of the
complaint thus made. I accept the hon.
MInister's statement that there is no offai
correspondence touching these eomplaint.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have no recollection of any.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. i
accept the hon. gentleman's statement, but,

now that he plîts it In that way, of course
with the understanding that he will look
ite It. I callbis attention further to the ex-

traordlnary absence of any Instructions td
this officer in regard te his perforndng any
duties in the Yukon district. There is not
a line showing the assignment of this officer
to a particular district. The Act provides
that the officers are appointed for such dis-
trict as the Governor In Council prescribe&
The Order In Council prescribes that this
man sbal be appointed inspector for the
province of Brltlsh Coluimba, and the MIn-
Ister put through an Act last year givIng
him some powers in regard to the North-west
Territorles and the Yukon district, and by
an assignment of powers, an officer could be
told off to perform speclal duties. But there
is no authority of that formal character, and
there Is no letter beyond ibis one of the 27t1
of April, 1898, assigning to hlm the duties
of hull inspector for the Skeena River ani
the northern part of British Columbia, and
of bolier Inspector for the province, by virtue
of section 4 of the Act of 1878. But there is
no authority In these papers for this officer
to act in the Yukon district and the North-
west Territorles, although the Minister tells
us that he was the officer who was assigned
to perform those duties. After bis rettru he
writes :

I took the liberty a few days ago to send you
a photograph of Dawson City, which I procured
whilst I was there.
That was written October 1st, 1898. The
Minister told us in committee that this was
the officer who was performing the duties of
steamuboat inspector In the Yukon distriet,
and to confirm that regulation there is this
communication. It Is clear this officer must
have made some report, or there must be an
extraordinary state of affairs in the depart-
ment. It was his duty to report lu connec-
tion with all the work hie did la the Yukon
district, to report the name of every vessel
that he inspected, and the Order lu Council
ealled for all communIcations from this otil-
cer since he has been discharging such duties
In the Yukon district.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Do you think It covers the
official reports ? I do not so read it.

SIr CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Certainly, I do not think It could be made
plainer. The eferk who prepared these
papers evidently read It In that way. This
officer went up there as steamboat inspector,
but he was not vested with any authorlty.
Of course, If the Minister states, after Inves-
tigation, that he was not invested with any
authority, and that he did not inspect any
ships, of course I accept I. I have looked
through the returns, and while it appears
that certain vessels plying li the Yukon
waters were inspected, some of those vessels
were lnspeeted in Vancouver and some la
Victorla previous to their voyage north. But
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my point is as to whether this man perform- 25 cents, but the hon. Minister bas to give
ed any duties in the Yukon, and If he did, his political frIend ln Charlottetown 10 cents
that would be shown by an official report per pound. The next item Is a case of
which will give the names of the vessels that lobsters, $12. Some of my hon. friends
he inspected, and the work that he did. 1 from the maritime provinces will be able to

<Mr. TAYLOR. lu this item for fisherles tell what these are worth.
and fishery protection service, I see there 1s Mr. McDOUGALL. They are worth $7
aun Increase of $5,O0. I want to know whY to $8 per case.
this increase is necessary. In my opinion It
ls quite unnecessary ; and if the Minister and Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. friend (Mr. Me-
the Government would conduct the business Dougall) from Cape .reton says that they
of this country as they promised to do, that are worth from $7 to $8 at the outside
is to say, on business prineiples, instead of value.
lncreasing this item by $5,000, they would T
have decreased It from $95,000 to $75,000. FIstHERIES. Will this friend of yourswill refer to a few details to show how they enter into a contract to furnlsh them atare throwing away the people's money for that price ?the benefit of their political friends. In the
Auditor General's Report for 1897-98, K-96, Mr. TAYLOR. He is talking about last
I find the name of F. F. Courtney, of Hall- year.
fax, who received $241 for su)pplIes for one
of these steamers. Among the Items cbarg- Mr. McDOUG.ALL. That Is when these
ed the hon. gentleman will find two bushels articles were supplied.
of pease, at $2.50 a bushel. Well, pease were Mr. TAYLOR. My hon, friend from Westsold last year ail through the country at 60 Huron, tohel to strengthen the case ofeents, that Is what we paid the farmers for the Government, stated that cheese wasthem. 1%

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. That Is beans, not pease.

selling at 14 cents per pound in Ottawa.
The price of cheese to-day In Ottawa is 8
cents per pound.

Mr. TAYLOR. Well, beans are the same Mr. McMILLAN. I was in a store ln
price; they were sold last year for 60 cents Ottawa to day and saw cheese retalled at
a bushel. Now, we will come to Charlotte- 14 cents per pound.
town, to friends of the hon. Minister, Davld-
son & Co. He had to give them something, Mr. TAYLOR. The next Item Is if ty
and they put ln a bllt for $464. Among the pounds of split peas at 5 cents per pound.
Items they supplied to the steamer were 120 If my hon. friend will turn to the Auditor
pounds of beans at 3 cents a pound ; that Is General's Report, 1-19, Kingston Peniten-
equal to $1.80 a bushel. Twenty pounds of tiary, he wIll find that my friend James
cheese et 14 cents per pound ; we all know Crawford supplied the Kingston Peniten-
what cheese was worth last year. tiary with 14,833 pounds of split pease at

clcents per pound. Yet my hon. friendMn. McDOUGALL. Elght cents per (Sir Louis Davies) pays his friend in Char-
pound. lottetown 5 cents per pound, or 300 per cent

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. nember for Cape profit.
Bretontsays It was worth 8 cents per pound'
down there,

Mr. MeMILLAN. Let me tell the hon.
gentleman that cheese Is selling for 14
cents per pound in Ot'awa to-day.

Mr. TAYLOR. I am not talking about to-
day. I am talking about what ls contained
In the Auditor General's Report. The next
item I take up Is foir 2ases of condensed
inlk, whlch ile made in that country. It
is charged at from $7.95 to $9.60.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. lt is Inot made in Prince Ed-
ward Island.

Mr. TAYLOR. No, but it is made ln
Truro, and my hon. friend says that It Is
sold iu Victoria at $5.60 per case. Five
barrela of flour at $6.50 per barrel ; four
pounds of curants, 10 cents per pound.
Every person knows that you can get three
pounds of currants in any retail store for

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).

Mr. ELLES. Surely my hon. friend (Mr.
Taylor) wold fnot feed the Canadian navy
on the same food that he would give to con-
victs.

Mr. TAYDOR. We alR know what spUt
pease are. They are just the same pease that
go to the Canadian navy or to Her Majesty
that are supplied to the convicts. They
are grown by the farmers, and they are put
into the machine and split. We will now
go baek to Halifax. One of the steamers
lu the service requIred some repairs and
the hon. Minister gave the job to Longard
Brothers, of Halfax. These men had some
repair work on one of the steamers, and
they sent in a bill for 7j days' labour at
$5 per day, 228 days' labour at $4 per day,
and 87 pounds of solder at 35 cents per
pound. We all know what solder la worth.
I would ask my hon. frIend from Hamilton
(Mr. Wood) what solder Is worth ?

Mr. WOOD. Tin has gone up, you know.
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Mr. TAYLOR. Longard Brothers sup-
plied men at $4 per day to do the work on
this steamer, when they perhaps hired these
men for $2 per day. I see another amount
where the same prices are charged by poli-
tical friends who supplied labour at 20 per
cent more than they could have hired it
for. Longard Brothers got altogether $1,-
729. Then we have Archie Currie, of Souris,
P.E.I., who presented a bIll for $947 for
supplies for one of these steamers. My
hon. friend (Sir Louis Davies) will flnd It
at K-104 of the Auditor General's Report.
One item there Is four bushels of green ap-
.ples at $2 per bushel. Some of my hon.
friends will know who Arcbie Currie Is.
As I am informed, he is one of the political
friends of hon. gentlemen opposite. An-
other Item Is 170 pounds of beans at 4 cents
per pound, another 44J pounds of cheese at
14 cents per pound ; four barrels of flour
at $7 per barrel ; flfty gallons of coal oil at
30 cents per gallon. Coal oi, we know, Is
worth 19 cents to 20 cents per gallon, sold
down there by the barrel. Another Item is
fourteen pounds of rope at 12 cents per
pound, 6j cords of wood at $5 per cord.
What ls wood worth in Prinea Edward
[sland ?

Mr. ELLIS. I pay that.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I do not think you would
get wood In Prince Edward Island for very
much less.

Mr. McDOUGALL.
of It for $3 a cord.

You can get lots

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman is quot-
ing cheap prices when he Is not supplying
the goods hlmself.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I could supply all the
cordwood the hon. gentle-min wants at $3
per cord.

Mr. TAT LOR. If my hon. friend (Sir
Louis Davies) would invite tenders for his
supplies he would not have to pay such
prices. This gentleman supplied 175 pounds
of beans at 4 cents per pound, equal to
$2.40 per bushel. Then the hon. gentleman
had another frIend at Halifax, and he had
to have a little patronage. There was W.
C. Anderson, of Halifax, who recelved
something.

Mr. MILLS. He Is a Grit.
Mr. TAYLOR. He puts in a bill for $126.
The MIN187®R OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. What page ls that on ?
Mr. TAYLOR. Page K-92. I Intended

to draw the attention of my hon. frlend
from Frontenac (Mr. Rogers) to these mat-
ters, but I see he is In the gallery enter-
taining a number of his ,friends. As bis
constituents know, when he was running an
electin, he scored the Government for hav-

ing paid too much for jack-knives, and
small articles of that kind. If the farmers
of Frontenac knew that the Government
were paying these prices they would catch
these PatroLs by the neck, and ask them
why they did not get up and criticise the
Government for paying such prices. W.
0. Anderson of Halifax, supplied 120 pounds
of red onions, equal to two bushels, at 4
pents a pound, or $2.40 per bushel.

Mr. McDOUGALL. They were ent from
Montreal to Halifax and sold at $1.25 and
$1.50 per barrel.

Mr. TAYLOR. And yet, here Is Mr.
Anderson of Quebec paid $4.80 for 120
pounds of red onions. A. Choulnard & Co.
of Quebec had to receive a little pap out of
this $5,00 extra which the Minister asked
for. They got 15 cents a pound for 28 pounds
of biscuits, and $2.40 a dozen for condensed
milk, and $9.60 for two cases of condensed
milk ; when my hon. friend (Mr. Earle) away
out ln Victoria, B.C., sells milk made ln
Nova Scotia at $5.60 for two cases. But Mr.
Chouinard has to be pald for his work for
the Liberal party. Then here is Kirouae &
Fils who were paid for two bushels of beans
at $1.50 a bushel, $6.50 a barrel for two
barrels of dour-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am told that beans were
sold In car-load lots at $1.15 per bushel
in Halifax, and If they charged $1.50 by
retail it would not be a very large profit.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Why should you allow
them to buy at retail prices anyway ?

Mr. TAYLOR. This fellow was not so bad
about hlis beans as some of the others.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Well, you give up the beans.

Mr. TAYLOR. By Auditor General's Re-
port at page K-94, we find they bave an-
other friend at Quebec whom they have to
provide for. Louis Marois had a little ac-
count of $302 ln which Items occur such as
these : Apples, $7 a barrel ; two bushels of
beets at $1.50 per bushel ; eleven bushels of
carrots at $1.50 Der bushel ; and two barrels
of onions at $5 a barrel. Is there a farmer
ln this country who produces these artIcles
that will approve of such prices?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. What time of the year was
that ?

Mr. TAYLOR. I do not care If they were
kept on cold storage from the fal till the
spring, the price ls too high. Will the Min-
Ister attempt to justify such prices at any
season of the year ? They have another
frIend at Quebec, Mr. Charles A. Parent,
who li an active supporter of the Prime
Minister and his friende, and he had a iUttle
account of $136.35. Let me ask my hou.



friend from Hamilton (Mr. Wood) what Is The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Where is
the price of axes ? that item for bread at Quebec?

Mr. WOOD (Hamilton). It depends ou Mr. TAYLOR. At page K-95: W. Trum-
the make. 1ble & Go.

Mr. TAYLOR. I know the best axe- The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That must
makers in Canada as well as in the United have been under the old regime, because he
States and I know the prices. Parent sup- is a good Tory. It is a legacy from the old
plied four axes at $1.10 each. system.

Mr, WOOD. That is cheap.
Mr. TAYLOR. What do you sell cotton

waste for?
Mr. WOOD. It depends on the quality.
Mr. TAYLOR. The quality that is used

by an engineer for cleaning his engine.
Mr. WOOD. There are several kinds.
Mr. TAYLOR. Parent charged 81 cents

a pound for 251 pounds of cotton waste, and
10 cents a pound for 100 pounds-

Mr. WOOD. I consider it very cheap.
Mr. TAYLOR. You do, but you sell it at

1î cents or 2 cents a pound.
Mr. WOOD. Nonsense.
3fr. TAYLOR. I amln the manufacturing

business, and I know what I am talking
about.

Mr. WOOD. I buy hundreds of bales of
it, and I never can buy It for that.

Mr. T IYLOR. Tel me what you pald for

Mr. WOOD. Oh, that is private.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND.
FISHERIES. That cotton waste was only
purchased after samples and prices had been
submitted to the agents, and the samples
approved of.

Mr. WOOD. Was it white or coloured ?

Mr. TAYLOR. One hundred pounds were
white, and the other was coloured. We wIll
take somethIng that every one knows the
price of. Here is a gentleman named
Trumble, at Quebec, that suppl!ed the steam-
er with bread. He sold 170 loaves at 20
cents, 260 loaves at 18 cents, 212 Ioaves at
16 Cents per loaf, and, if you turn to K-108
you wIHl find that the steamer " Petrel " was
supplled with bread at Owen Sound by W.
T. Bell at the following prices :-850 laves
at 6 cents, and 464 loaves at 5 cents. Bread
Is bread at Quebec or Owen Sound, and It Is
snpplied to the steamer at Owen Sound for1

5 cents a loaf, and to the steamer at Quebec
for 18 eents a loaf.

Mr. FOSTER. They must be sweetbreads.

3Mr. MeGREGOR. They are four-pound
leaves at Quebee, and two-pound loaves at
Owen Sound.

Mr. TAYLOR. IHow do you know ?
Mr. TAYLOR.

Mr. TAYLOR. No matter what the people
did, if my hon, friend the Solicitor General
will apply his eyeslght to the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report, on page K-95, the fourth Item
from the top of the page, he will find that
W. Trumble & Co., of Quebec, supplled 170
loaves of bread at 20 cents, 260 loaves at 18
cents, and 212 loaves at 16 cents.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. How many
pounds to the loaf ?

Mfr. TAYLOR. Tils ts the 4-pound loaf,
the largest loaf we have.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
pound loaf.

Mr. FOSTER. No, never.

No, a 6-

Mr. TAYLOR. Now, take the steamer
" Petrel." When she went to Owen Sound
her people were told to obtain supplies from
a political supporter, and they went to F. N.
LePan & Co., who put in a bill for 12 gallons
of bolled oU at 75 cents a gallon. If you go
down to Chown & Co., of Kingston, you wiIl
be able to get bolled ol! at 44 cents a gallon.
LePan & Co. got 14 cents a pound for cotton
waste, and 8 cents a pound for red lead.

Mr. WOOD.
1?

Was that genuine or No.

Mfr. TAYLOR. I do not care whether It
was genuine or No. 1, or the best white lead.

Mr. WOOD. Was it brown or dry ?
Mr. TAYLOR. If the hon. gentleman wil

rise and tell this House what he supplies the
best quality of red lead or-whlte lead for, I
wIll accept his statement.

Mr. WOOD. I am not In that lne just
now.

Mfr. TAYLOR.
me.

Then, do not contradiet

Mr. WOOD. I am merely asking you the
quality.

3r. TAYLOR. Then, I say that at 8 eents
.a pound there ls 50 per cent more profit thau
there is on the best white lead. I went into
a store down here and asked the priee of the
best white lead, and they told me $6 a hun-
dred. Hon. gentlemen bave another frIend
up ln Owen Sound and they could not give
all the trade to LePan & Co., because the
other man would be mad. So they go to Mr.
J. W. Redfern and they get raw o from bim,
but he does neot charge more than 70 cents
a gallon. Ris consclence was not as strong
as the consèlence of- LePan & Co. He charge

4723 47"e24



[JUNE 8, 1899]

6 cents a pound for red lead. These are just
a few of the items I have selected that go to
show why the hon. Minister is asking for
an Increase of $5,00 on this item. He claim-
ed that the department, if run economically,
could reduce very materially the prices
charged by the late Government. Why do
these hon. gentlemen not do what they pro-
mised. to do-run the affairs of this country
on business principles ? Here is the Minister
asking for $100,O0 to be expended on, the
fishery protection service. The great bulk
of the money is to pay for men and supplies
on these steamers, and there Is not a single
article purchased except from polltThal
friends, who are permitted to charge what-
ever prices their conscience wIll allow them
to charge. For instance, take condensed
milk made at Truro and sold at the next
port at $9 a case, when It can be taken over
to Victoria and retalled there at $5.60. The
steamer " Quadra " is on tbe coast at Vic-
toria, or I believe she is engaged at present
ln cruising wlth a pleasure party, and wel.
will not see the items of her supplles for this

e. iiunti th t" Adit n Gnea Reor

I quoted a few moments ago the prices-paid
last year for flour-$6.50, $6.75 and $7. If the
hon. gentleman will turn to the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report at page 1-25, he will find that
last year the contract for flour for St. Vin-
cent de Paul Penitentiary was let by tender,
and the price was $3.49 a barrel.

The SOIJOITOR GENERAL. That is the
honest department.

Mr. TAYLOR. That is the honest depart-
ment of my hon. friend the Minister of Jus-
tice. I want to draw attention to the prices,
where large quantities of goods ha'd to be
let by tender for supply the year round.
The prices charged was $3.49 for supplying
the St. Vincent de Paul Penitentlary with
flour, and just to show you the difference,
when purchased without tender, as coi-
pared with goods purchased by tender, why
you paid for baking soda for the steamers,
59 pounds, in one of these accounts, at 50
cents a pound, and for baking powder sup-
plied by contract by Crawford & Co., at
Kingston, 12î cents per pound.

yaThe MINISTER F MARINE ANIIs presented. But on page K-18 of the FISHERIES. What brand of baking pow-
Auditor General's Report for lest year, it wili
be found that Fell & Co., of Victoria, supplIed
condensed milk at $5.60 a case, when the Mr. MONTAGUE. 11w many pounds of
hon. gentleman pays at Charlottetown, Hall-icottou waste were bought?
fax and other places in the maritime pro- Mr TAYLOR. 249 pounds.
vinces from $8 to $9 a case. I do not know
who Fell & Co., of Victoria, are ; but my Mr. FOSTER. 1 protest against the Soli-
hon. friend from Victoria say that the sup-1 citor General«,iviag 249 cotton waîsts for
plies out there were bought by tender, whicli1the use ofbis department.
makes the difference. Fell & Co. supplied IAn bon. MEMBER. Jt Is a waste of the
coffee at 25 cents a pound and cheese at 10
cents a pound. I presume my hon. friend people's money.
the Solleitor General will endeavour to say1 Mr. TAYLOR. My bon. friend from St.
that the old Government did the same thing.. John (Mr. Eus), a short ture ago, discus-
I say that makes no difference. The mem- sing the question of beans dowu there, saîd
bers of the present Government, when In that $1.50 per bushel was rat tee bîgh. yet
Opposition, condemned the late Government, at Kngston, Crawford & Co. supplied them
and said. "When we get into power, we areëat one cent per paund. Currants. that run
going to run the country on business PXr1n- al througa the accounts I have been read-
elples." 1 ing, are charged at 10 cents Per pouud,

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. You have, whereas la Kingston tbey are suppUed at
to convert the peodple around. They have cents per pound. Pease are supplied atben pi1d 1~ cents per punci, equal te &2, cents perbeen spolled.t

Mr. AYLR. y hn. fien aditsd'ebarrel, yet $2.40 are charged In these ac-Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. frIend admits the edn.Ces a,counts I have been edg.Ceewatruth of my statement. They have to con-; supplied at Kingston durlng the same year
vert the peuple, and the way they do it Is by it 9 cents per pound. In one of the accounts
purchasing supplies and paying them two andtao
three prices for them. That is an admission15
from the Solicitor General wbich ought to sage aud tapioca charged at 8 cents per
damn the Government In the eyes of al1und, but according te the Auditr Cen-
bonest men. erls Report, page 1-19, 4 cents was cbargedte Kingston per pound for sage and tapeuea.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Perhaps My bon. friend, therefore, just paid 100 Per
we ought to have adopted a more speedyeut more to his political supporters dowu
method of conversion by cutting the heads there.for the items of sago and tapioc
off the Tory contractors. This was at harlottetown.

SMr. TAYLOR I venture to say that If the
insepetors are put on the stand, they will
tel you that they have nothing to say in re-
gard to these supplies ; they are simply told
that Mr. So-and-so wll furnish them. Now,

Mr. MONTAGUE. How much is sago and
tapioca worth at Charlottetown?

The MINISTER OF .MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I really cannot tell.
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Mr. TAYLOR. Eight cents per pound are
-eharged for these articles at Charlottetowu
-by his political friends. No doubt on the
lne of conduct advocated by the Solilcitor

-General, in order to convert these people
into supporting the present Government, and

so long as they get these pries they will
-ln all probabillty continue to support It. I
ask hon. Ministers how are they going to
account to the people for this failure to re-
deeni their pledge that they were golng to
conduct fe affairs of the country on bus!-
ness prinuiples. What will the farmers
think of these prices, who are purchasing
the greatest proportion of the goods I bave
been reading ? How will they measure up
this Government, which Is paying three or
-four times what the goods are worth, for the
purpose of converting the people ? I fancy
that when they come to east their next
ballots, many of them will not do as they
-did before, but will say: We elected this
Government, thinking they were golng to
-save 25 per cent to 50 per cent of the peo-
ple's money, as compared with the late Gov-
ernment ; thinking they were going to do
business on business principles, but ln place
of that they are spending $100,000 on what
under the late Government cost only $95,-
-00. And for aught we know the Govern-
ment will come down with Supplementary
Estimates to make up any further deficlency
r.rising out of these big prices. The hon.
gentleman has no rlght to ask for an ln-
crease of $5,O0O this year for goods that
could be supplied at e5,000 less, and that, If
tenders were called for, could be supplled
at $10,000 Iess, taking the quantity of su-
plies required. If he would call for tenders
-from Conservatives as weil as Reformers,
this saving would be effected. I have no
fault to find with the Government for giving
their political friends the. advantage, ail
-other things being equal, but they have no
reason to give thelr political supporters
-double prices for everything they supDly.

I have two or three other tables to refer
to, and when- the hon. Minister of Militia
-submits to us his estimates, he will have
not only to do as well as the Minister of
-Marine but go one or two better, because I
-can show that he has pald prices for goods
that are utterly exorbitant

For the benefit of my hon. friend from
Hamilton, whO Is an authority on hardware,
I would ask him to refer to the "Maritime
-Merchant, Halifax and St. John," n its Issue
of Thursday, 9th June, 189, page 58, ln
-which he will find quotations for white lead:

Pure Is now seling at 6 cents, and No. 1 at
$5.50 for ordinary size packages, and smaller
Vackages half a cent hlgher. Brandon's B.B. No.
1 at $6 a 100.

if these lhon. gentlemen read the news-
papers they will find ln them quotations for
-all staple articles, flour, cotton, nailsl, paint,
ýand the farmers know whether they are
paying too much- etr these goods or not.

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

The farmers of tils country know whether
they are paying too mueh for these goods
or not. I asked the Prime Minster the
other day what the binder twine made In
the penitentlary was sold for ? He said
it was sold, but he could not give the prices,
because the parties had not disposed of it.
Binder twine Is one of those articles the
price of which Is publshed every day. How-
ever, I wIll discuss that point when we
come to the penitentlary accounts. The
wholesale prIces of all these staple articles
are published, and the farmers know whether
the merciants are taking advantage of
them or not. Now, I hope that in con-
currence on this Item the Minister will ask
the House to be divided, because I will move
that It be reduced by $5,000. Oar consti-
tuents will, I believe, feel that we are not
doing our duty if we allow $5,O0 more to
be given for this service this year than last
year, considering the exorbitant prices that
bave been paid for supplies.

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to call the
attention of the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisherles to an Item that was brought
up on a notice given by me some weeks
ago. I asked the following questions:

1. Who was the purebaser of the fishery crulser
"Dolphin "'?

2. Was the sale by public auction, public ten-
der or by private sale ?

3. If by public tender or public auction, ln what
paper or papers did the notices appear invIting
such tenders or announcing such proposed sale ?

4. For what figure was she sold, and who was
the purchaser ?

5. What was the cost of repairs and fittings of
this boat for the years 1895-96, 1896-97, 1897-98 ?

To this the hon. Minister of Marine and
Fisherles replied as follows

1. H. B. Harrison, of Owen Sound. 2. Private
sale, firat having been offered to the Government
ef Ontario for $600 and declined. In 1893 the de-
partment offered her for sale for $700, but could
not get a purchaser. 3. Answered by No. 2.
4. $700. H. B. Harrison, of Owen Sound. Re-
pairs and fittingsa: 1895-96, $414.08 ; 1896-97,
;346.64 ; 1897-98, $335.22.

I could not get the original cost of this
boat, but I think It was something like
$3000. She was in the service some tme
and needed repairs. I have been told that
the money spent on ber repairs In the last
three years had made the boat almost as
good as new. I am also Informed that
if notice had been given In any paper pnb-
lished In Owen Sound, Meaford or Wiarton
that the vessel was for sale she could have
been sold for $2,000. But no such informa-
tion was given to the public and the fret
Intimation that the people had was that
she had been sold to Mr. Harrison for $700.
I belleve that ïMr. Harrison supplied the
lumber for the repairs and his bill repre-
sented a very large proportion of the sum
for which she was sold. The boat was
sold to a political friend of hon. gentlemen
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opposite, and I call attention to this to
show rwhat has been done by these gentle-
men for their political friends. I have a
letter from a party saying that he would
wllIngly have taken the boat at $ZO0. It
seems to me that the hon. Minister has
been guilty of squandering publie property.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. A short time ago I explain-
ed this matter at some length. -1 do not
think that my hon. friend (Mr. Sproule) was
then ln his place., If he will look at the
observations I made then, I think he wil
be satisfled, I think he wil say the public
interest was excellently welR safeguarded
ln this case.

We have now been six days on the Esti-
mates of the Marine and Fisherles Depart-
ment. There were some explanations I
Intended to give lin reply to my hon. frIend's
(Mr. Taylor's) observations-whieh they de-
serve-which will show that the prices pald
are such as must meet with the approval
of every reasonable critie. But, as I be-
lieve the House Is willing to give me the
vote to-nighlt, I wIll not take up tne.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) moved that the committee rise, re-
port progress and ask leave to sit again.

Motion agreed to.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier) moved the adjournment of the House.
Sir CHAIDES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Will the Prime Minister say what will be
the Order for to-inorrow ?

The PRIME MINISTER. We Intend te
take up the Drummond County Railway
Bill and other Bils.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 6 p.m. (Thursday).

HIOUSE OF COMMONS.
FrxDAY, 9th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERs.

REDUCTION OF QUORUM OF PRIVATE
BILLS COMMITTEE.

Mr. SORIVER moved:
That the quorum of the Select Standing Com.

mittee on Mlscellaneous Private Blils be reduced
to ten members for the remainder of the session,
in accordance with the recommendation contained
in their fifth report.

Mr. SPROULE. Mr. Speaker, do vou
not think It Is rather an unusual tbing to

change the quorum of a committee at thls
stage of the session ? Standing committees
usually abide by the quorum that Is given
to them when they are struck.

Motion agreed to.

FIRSTRADING.

Bill F (No. 144)-from the Senate-for the
relief of Abraham Aronsberg.-(Mr. Lander-
kin.)

STRIKE OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAI
WAY TRACKMEN.

Mr. MACLEAN. Mr. Speaker, before the
Orders of the Day are called, I would take
the opportunity of asking the right hon..
leader of the Government (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) whether he Is lu a position to lay upon
the Table of the House, as he promised two
days ago, the correspondence in connection
with the traekmen's strike on the Grarn
Trunk Railway ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau.-
rier). I have ail the correspondence lu
my hands, but if my hon. friend (Mr. Mae-
lean) will permit me, for reasons which,
seem wise, I would prefer to wait until
Monday before presenting them.

CHARGES AGAINST GOVERNMENT
OFFICIALS IN YUKON.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
SIfton) moved :

That leave be granted to lay on the Table of
the House copies of the commission issued to.
William Ogilvie, Esq., under the provisions.
of Chap. 144, Revised Statutes of Canada to hold,
an investigation and take evidence under oath-
in regard to certain charges against certain offi.
cials in the Yukon territory, together with a copy -
of the evidence taken under such commission,
that the same be printed and that Rule No. 94
be suspended for that purpose.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Mr.
Speaker, I would like to ask the Govern--
ment to use what influence or pressure they
Cau in connection with the printing, as I
have myself been waitlng for some time infl
order to bring forward an important por-
tion by which I propose, on my responsibi-
lity, to challenge the administration and-
the Goverument In connection with the Yu-
kon.

Motion agreed to.

I. C. R. RATES ON FLOUR.

The INISTER OF RAILWAYS AND-
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The hon. member for
Cape Breton (Mr. MeDougall) asked that a.
return be brought down showlng the regular
tariff rates collected on each car.dload of flour-
between Chaudlire, St. John, Halifax, Pie-
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tou and Sydney over the Intercolonial Rail- down Includes ail the correspondence that
way ln June, 1896, and between the same can be found in the department. If the
points in June, 1897-98, and between Mont- hon. gentleman can give me any Informa-
real and the same points in June, 1898. I tion which will enable me to trace up any
am unable to give him any tariff between, other correspondence, I will be happy to
Chaudière and the points named, because I try and do it.
am inforned by the general manager that Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Ithere was no such tariff, but I am furnishing refer to the Orders of the House, both of
him with the rates on car-loads of flour in which passed on the 24th of AprIl. Of
the years 1896, 1897 and 1898. from Chat- course, If the hon. gentleman tells me that
ham to these different points whi he has there is no correspondence with Martin &named, and from -Montreal to the points Langley in regard to liquor permits, I willnamed. a accept his statement.

Mr. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton). Can-
not the Minister's officers give him the pro-
portion that was paid to the Intercolonial
Iailway out of the car rate from Chatham
to Halifax? I refer to the apportionment

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
None that we can find ; that is, with re-
ference to the permit to Mr. Macaulay; that
is what the hon. gentleman meant ?

between the two railways. JSir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND Yes. I happen to know that there Is fur-

CANALS. If the hon. member will look ther correspondence in connection with Mr.
over the sheets I have here, fie will see If Macaulay, but It may not be possible to
the information contained in them will an- find It, and of course I accept the hon. gen-
swer his purpose. If there is any other in- tleman's statement.
formation which I can get, if he will send
me a note I will try and get it. I beg to MR. BOAZ GROSS, 0F HIL 1 SBOR09 N.B.
lay on the Table, Mr. Speaker, the combined Mr. MeINERNEY. I wish to ask the Min-
engine and car mileage In connection with ister of Marine and Fisheries when we may
the Montreal terminals. expect the papers in connection with the case

of Mr. Boaz Gross, who 'had been harbour
INQUIRY FOR RETURNS. master at llsboro', N.B., until le was dis-

missed by this Goverament notwitlistandilng
Sir CHARLES H1IBBERT TUPPER (Pic- the protest, belleve, of the hon. member for

tou). I eall the attention of the Government Albert (Mr. Lewis), wlo supports the Gov-
to the Votes and Proceedings, page 402, erument. Trhere was an Investigation Into
where there is a return in connection with'Mr. Boaz's case before a commissioner, and
the telegrams and correspondence with the papers can be prepared In a very short
Archer Martin, and another in connection whIle, but, whIle that Order passed the
with the correspondence with Frederick buse on the 24tli of AprIl, tley have net
Peters. The report rccommcnds thc print- been brought down yet.

Mr.-Baz's0ase bfore--commssionr,-an

Ing of the papers, and though it has not
been adopted, I wish to call the attention of
the Governnent to the incompleteness of
both of these returns. The date of the tele-
gram received from Mr. Peters and the date
of the telegram sent hlm are omitted. Pos-
sibly owing to the fact that Mr. Archer Mar-
tin's name alone was used, there Is not in-
cluded the correspondence with Archer Mar-
tIn, as Martin & Langley.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. SIfton). WIth reference to the tele-
grams, I have laid a memorandum on the
Table. Rt was handed to the clerk and I
saw the clerk hand it over to the hon, gen-
tleman.

Sir CHARLES mIBBERT TUPPER. It
has not reached me, and according to the
Votes and Proceedings it has not reached
the Clerk of the House. It would be ob-
viously unfair to print these papers until
they are completed.

The MINISTER OF TH1E INTERIOR.
At al events, I have laid the memoran-
dum on the Table of the House. As to
Mr. Archer Martin, the return brought

Mr. BLAIR.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I thought
the papers had been brought down, but I
wIll make inquiry about it.

MR. McNEILL, 0F RIOHMOND, N.S.

Mr. GILLIES. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I desire to make a request
which will now be a daily one until It Is
granted. When will the papers in connection
with Mr. MeNeill, late lighthouse-keeper In
my county, be ;brought down ? On the 19th
of May the Minister promised they would be
brought down on -the 25th, but that date Is
now long past, and I want to know why the
papers have not been laid before the House.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (SIr Louis Davies). I think
they were brought down, and If they have
not been I will see about it.

Mr. GILL'TES5. I never heard of them
having been brought down.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FIsHERIES. Weil, I wIl Inquire about
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L C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREAL-
PUROHASE OF DRUMMOND COUN-

TY RAILWAY.

On the order,
Bill (No. 13) au Act to authorize the ac-

quisitlon by the Dominion of the Drummond,
County Railway.-(Mr. Blair.)

3Ir. FOSTER. Mr. 'Speaker, I trust that
umy hon. friend will not go on with that to-
day, for two reasons, one of whleh I think.
he will understand is a very good one. Some
days ago I asked the Minister of Railways
for the reports of his engineers with refer-
ence to the condition and status of that road
at the present time, or when it was taken
over. Those reports bave not been brouglît
down. Then, with reference to the Grand
Trunk agreement, what I propose to do. as:
to any remarks I may make, Is to make those
remarks on both measures at one time, ln-
stead of making two sets of observations.
The terminal proportions have just come In
at this moment, and I bave not had any op-
portunity of iooking over them. Under these
circumstances, I would suggest to my hon.
friend that this mlght be left over say till
Tuesday.

The PRIME MINISTER (SIr Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I thought my hon. friend had exhaust-
ed all the critlelsms le could off er on this
subject. I an afraid they are Inexhaustible.
We have already spent a very long tliue on,
this Bll, and 1I suppose that the House willi
agree with me that It Is important that wel
should dispose of It. There Is no objection
to lettIng the Bill stand over tIll Tuesday,
with the understanding that we will dispose
-of it then.

Mr. FOSTER. i will make no objection,
with the exception that i would like the Min-
Ister to bring down that report.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND-
CANALS (Mr. Blair). i am really not aware
what report the bon. member for York refers
to. We have had a considerable number of
Teports furnished to the House from time fn
time with regard to that road. These reports
were submitted to the investigating coin-
mIttee which sat last year. That commIttpe
examIned them, the engineers were on the
stand and they were questioned day after dayi
and I do not really know just what reports'
the hon. gentleman refers to that have mot
been furnished.

dJetail the other evening, I think, on two oc-
casions, and It will be found ln " Hansard."
In brief, it is the report of the engineers ap-
proving of the road, and on the condition of
the road which is taken over.

The MINISTER OF IRAILWAYS AND
CANAIS. The engineers who satisfied the
department that the road was lu condition
were brought before 'that commIttee, and
gave evidence under oath, and the report of
the committee is in the bands of every mem.
ber of this House. I do not know how I could
pcssibly sulpplement the Information wilch
bas been already supplied. I will have the
reports which have been furnished to the
departmeit gone over, but 1 imagine it
would be quite an undertaking to have tLem
copled again ; and while the officers and em-
ployees of the department are all very mucli
engaged, I hope the hon. gentleman is not
going te put them to the necessity of copylng
these again. If there is any one report wbeh
the hon, gentleman Is satIsfied bas not been
furnished, or any two or three, I would be
very glad to get them ; but I am not really
aware of any.

Mr. BERGERON. .1 do not think the Gov-
ernment will lose anything by delaying the
Bill until Tuasday.

The PRIME MINISTER. We do not want
to have any delay ; we want to favour the
business of the House as much as we cau.
I an willing to let the Bill stand tIl Tues-
day, but I hope It wll! be understood that the
debate must be concluded at the sitting on
Tuesday.

Mr. FOSTER. The road bad to be bettered,
so far as one portion was concerned, and
rhe subsldized portion had te be built. I
have never yet seen the reports of the engi-
neers as to the condition of tbe road or the
report wh!eh re-ommmends the taking over
of the road, upon which alone the depart-
ment take It. These reports are not volumi-
nous and are not many, and they are easlly
got at in the department.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This is a fact known, I think. to
every gentleman who has followed the Drum-
mond County transaction down to the pre-
sent tiine-that the engineer of the depart-
ment reported when he was satisfied that all
the requirements of the subsidy contract had
been complied with. We had to be satisfled
asto that, and tne Auditor Gîeneral ha to

Mr. POSTER. As to the first polnt, in- be satisfied before ,le subsidy could be
formation that goes before an lnvestigating pald. The Auditor General was satisfled of
committee of this House Is not information that. and he paid the subsidy. In addition
whieh is brought before the House, and to that, under our arrangement with the
which the House requires for the diseussion Drummond County Company, we required
of the measures which the Minister brings that certain additianal tblngs should be
before It. But I bave not been able to find done. Our engineer reported that they
any document of the kind I refer toi In the could be accomplished by the expenditure of
records of that commIttee even, and I am $100,000. We took the road offthe hands of
quite certain It bas not been brought down the company under the arrangement Iat we
to the House. What 1 refer to I explained ln would expend that sum on the road through
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our own employees. We dId not get any re-
ports as to that We put our employees on
the road to do this work, under the engineer
at Moncton, and he has had the work doue
under his eye, and knows what is required,
and he pays the men as the work goes on. I
understand that we have expended $100,000.
I brough.t down a return the other day
showing that we had. The work has been
going on, and has been done, I judge, from
wbat has come to my knowledge ; but we
have ne reports ln respect to that from our
engineers, any more than from any other
work done on the Intercolonial. So that, 1
do not know what report my hon. friend has
particular reference to. I will bring down
again the reports we rece!ved from our en-
gineers, and under which we agreed to de-
duet the $100,000 from the purchase money,
If rent had not accrued over that sum.

Mr. FOSTER. That is all I want, if the
hon. gentleman will brIng it down.

The MINISTE R 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It has all been sworn to lu the
evidence ln the hon. gentleman's hands.

Mr. FOSTER. I was not a member of that
committee.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You have the report In your
hands.

Order allowed to stand.

DEALINGS IN LAND BY GOVERNMENT
AGENTS.

Mr. W. J. ROOHE (Marquette). Mr.
Speaker, before the Orders of the Day are
called, I would like to bring a matter of some
importance te the attention of the hon. Min-
Inter of the Interior, and, If necessary, I will
conclude the few remarks I propose to make
with a motion to adjourn. The case ln ques-
tion refers to the land department under the
control of the Minister of the Interior, and if
the facts are as stated ln the press, they r-
flect very serlously upon the manner ln
which the land department is administered
by certain sub-agents of the Government un-
der the Immediate jurisdiction of the bon.
Minister.

I am not personally cognizant of the case,
but my attention has been drawn to a re-
port ln the Winnipeg " Telegram " of an lu-
tervie-w had with a gentleman from ithe town
of Glenboro', which reveals, If true, grossi
ofRe1al misconduet on the part of seme land
agents, accused of speculating In lands. to
the detriment of bona fide settlers, by util-
Iming the information which they, as Govern-
ment offcials, obtaln. The hon. Minister of
the Interlor, after his experlence with the
yUkon oficiais, and the notoriety. unenviable
as it ws, which they obtained by grossly
abuslng the privilege afforded them of en-
tering into unfair competition wlth the bona
jade miner, In staMIng claims, by availing

themselves of information which no outsider
could obtain, and which abuse became so
gross that it received adverse eriticism, not
only by the press of Canada, but through-
out the world, and the hon. Minister was
compelled by the pressure of public opinion
to prohibit the officials in the Yukon coun-
try from staking claims in the future. This
mode of procedure is equally as Lnperatlve
in the land department as ln the Yukon dis-
trict. Our agents should be prohlbited ob-
taining lands -themselves either indirectly or
directly, at the Government price, and then
selling at a profit, to the detriment of bona
fide settlers. I will read -the Interview, so
that the hon. Minister may have an oppor-
tunity of making a thorough Investigation
into the case, and, If the charge be true,
bringing the guilty to justice, and thus pre-
venting a practice, which, if persisted in
will undoubtedly result ln undermining ail
confidence in the administration of our lands
and bring our officials into disrepute.

YUKON TACTICS.
A Strange Method of Transferring Land.-An

Agent gets Himself into Trouble
with an Icelander.

A gentleman in the clty from Glenboro' gives
an account of a land deal whIch took place be-
tween John Harrower, a Government land officer
of Baldur, and an Icelandie farmer, named Arni,
Sveinsson. It appears that the latter, wishing to
buy a certain quarter section, which he under-
stood was Government land, went to Harrower
for it, and was told to come again, as he wouldl
have to look up the records and ascertain whether
any one else had previously purchased It. Har-
rower then bought the land in the name of a
frienti, Mr. Hyllard.

When Sveinsson returned, Harrower resold
him the land for the sum of $1,120, part of whIch
was paid in cash. Upon flnding out the fraud,
the purchaser obtained the arrest of Mr. Har-
rcwer on the charge otobtaining money under
false pretenses. Mr. Sveinsson's contention was
that the agent made him pay the cash for land
which bis sons had a perfect right to obtain
by homesteading. It was, he claimed, land
which had been thrown open for homesteading
some years ago, but had been given mostly lo
political friends of the Government during the
1,ast three years.

Mr. R. A. Bonnar appeared for the prosecution,
and Ald. Mathers for the defence. The case was
tried on Friday and was dismissed with costa to
each, as It was held that the actual transactian
between Harrower and Hyllard had not been
fully proven.

In speaking of the case, the gentleman from
Glenboro' stated that It was well known among
the people of that section that the Icelanders hatd
eften beenc leceived In this manner by land
agents. and that the present Instance was only,
another example of the Yukon tacties whIch
had been adopted In that district. The Iceland.
ers, however, are now becoming fully aware of
the dealings of the agents, and are now on their
guard against such frauds.

It would appear from this interview that
the Icelander applled at the land offie for a
certainqarter section, and was put off by
the agent on the piea that It would tke bIna
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some time to hunt up the records and find department; and, if any wrong has been
out whether the land was really at the dis- done, will have an Investigation, and see
posal of the Government. Had this Ice- that it is righted.
lander possessed the knowledge and expert- Motion to adjourn, negatived.ence of the average Canadian, he would
have known that the land agent could have Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before the
given him the information within five mi- Orders of the .Day are called, I would like
nutes, by turning up the books in bis offlee. to draw the attention of the First Minister
But apparently, if this report be true, the to the intimation given that the Government
land agent saw his opportunity to make a have determined upon a policy with regard
little money on the quiet, and, In the ab- to all the applications before Parliament for
sence of this Icelander, had the land pur- the construction of railways in the Yukon.
chased for himself in the name of one of I would like very much, if the right hon.
bis friends, Mr. Hyllard. The Icelander gentleman would state to the House wbat
found out this deception, and brought the f the policy of the Government Is In that re-
land agent Into court, and a noticeable fea- gard, and on what grounds it is based. I
ture of the case, to a lay mind at any rate,1 have a very strong opinion myself, and
Is that, while the charge was dismissed, each I should be glad to have an opportunity of
party bad to pay bis own costs, thus imply- l'pressing some of the reasons-and, perhaps,
Ing reasonable foundation for the charge. It I had better do It In advance-for question-
was dismissed solely because the Icelander ing the wisdom of the policy which I under-
was unable to actually prove, to the satis- stand the Government have arrived at.
faction of the court, the arrangement that Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member canhad beendmade between the land agent and hardly do it just now. He cannot do it, be-his friend.casthmoint dor aJu beIt is charged that this is but one of many ue tande otion to adjourn has just been
such cases in that district1; and, if that bep
true, it is really too bad, because these Ice- ALASKAN BOUNDARY.landers are among our best settlers- j

The PRIME MINISTER. Hear, hear. Sir OHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
Mr. ROOHE-hardy, industrious, thrIfty,IThen, Mr. Speaker, deferring that, I would

and I am sure the Government are anxious 1ke to eall the attention of my right hon.
if frIend to a statement which is made on thet encourage that class of settiers; but, is authority of the Associated Press on a verysucli a practice as I have pointed eut, Is iprtant subjeet, and whieh appears to,

allowed to continue, those settlers wIll write important ectanw hapears to
home to their friends, and the result wIll be conflict with t.he statement made by my
very detrimenrigt hon. frien to the ouse base on the

I bring this to the hon. Minister's atten- information he had down to the time when
tion that he may have an opportunity to in- etoke. tread from the Montreal -yGa-

unfire intor the icase and if this fraudo has

taken place, purge the service of the official
who committed it.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). The matter which the hon.
gentleman has brought to the attention of the
House was not lu any way made known to
me until he rose to speak, and his remarks
are the first information I have recelved upon
the subject. If I understand the statement
correctly, it Is to the effect that a land agent
of the department caused to be purchased a
certain piece of Government land In the
name of somebody else. The hon. gentle-
man will see, of course, in such a case it was
impossible for the superior officials of the
department to know that anythlng wrong
had beenl doue, and, in the absence of any
complaint to the department, it would .be
Impossible for the fraud, If such there was,
to be checked. I am afra id that my) hon.
friend has been misled,, to some extent, by
the report he bas read, but I cannot pre-
tend to make a full statement from memory
about a land transaction of that kind, and
prefer replying at the next sitting of the
House, when I will give a statement of the
facts, so far as I can procure them from the
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THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY.
A Compromise Arrangement said to have been

Effected lu London.
London, June 8.-It is learned by the Associa-

ted Press that United States Ambassador Choate
la hourly expecting the consent of the authorities
at Washington to a compromise arrangement
of the Alaskan question on the lines of a pro-
spective settlement and for carrying on the dis-
cussion in the high commission. While yielding
ln certain matters, it la understood Mr. Choate
bas been able to effect an arrangement satisfac-
tory to the United States. He has been largely
helped by the reasonable attitude assumed by the
Canadians during the past week.

The Canadian High Commissioner, Lord Strath-
cona and Mount Royal, the Secretary of State for
the Colonies, Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, and the
Marquis of Salisbury, are agreed on the lines of
the compromise.

Washington, D.C., June 8.-It Is learned at the
State Department that while a sensible advance
is makIng towards the arrangement of a modus
vivendi for the regulation of the Canadian boun-
dary question, a conclusion bas not been reachedc
Expert geographers are being consulted on the
exact location of some of the boundary points,
though as far as the Dalton Trail is concerned
the definite point has not been located.

London, June 8.-The correspondent of the
Associated Press learns, upon high autbority,
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that the Alaskan modus vivendi does not imply
that the boundary question has been settled or
compromised, but simply that a temporary boun-
dary has been arranged, and will be preserved
for two years, whleh Interval will be available
for the settlement of the main question at issue.

My objeet, and my only object, lu drawlnlg
the attent'on of my right hon. frIend to this
matter is to learn whether anything has
transpired since the communication he was
good enough to make to the House upon this
subject ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid 1
Laurier). I may say to my hon. friend (Sir
Charles Tupper) that nothing new has taken
place respecting this question since I ad-
dressed thae House on the last occasion.
There must be some confusion in this report
between the permanent settlement of the
boundary and the modus vivendi. I stated.
when I last addressed the House on this
subject, that we had reached an arrange-
ment tor a provisional boundary line on the
Dalton trail. Everybody Is aware that on
the Chilkoot Pass and the White Pass, the
Summit has been recognized as the boundary
for the last two years, being accepted by
both the Canadian Government and the
American Governnient. We did net corne to
any definite arrangement, that Is to say, of
a provisional nature on the Dalton TraiL
We have been treating upon this subjeet,
and as I said the other day, we have come
to the conclusion that we eau adopt a pro-
visional boundary upon the Dalton Trili
which, I think, willbe acceptable to both
sides.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would the
right hon. gentleman state at all definlteiy
where the provisional boundary is ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I should be
glad to state to my hon. friend what tbe
boundary Is. but I am afraid I cannot do
so unless I have formal authorlty from the
Imperial Government. I -have every reasou
to believe thlat this provisional arrangement
will be accepted ; but we have not been
notifled yet of its acceptance, and, pending
that, of course, I cannot speak on the sub-
ject. WIth regard to the settlement of the
boundary generally, I have nothing more to
say. The attitude of the Canadian Govern-
ment, whlifh Is said by the correspondent to
have been reasonable of late, li our judg-
nwent has always been reasonable, and I do
tiot see any variation lu anythIng we have
done recently te justify our action at differ-
ent times to be dïiferently characterized.

DEADMAN'S ISLAND.

Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I wish to call the attention
of the Government to the fact that tele-
grams recelved froa Vancouver, B.C., state
that Mr. Ludgate, to whom the Government
gave a lease of Dead m's Island, has given

SIr CHARLES TUPPER.

uip bis lease and left the country and has no
Intention of carrying out the terms of the
lease. Has the Government any information
on the subject ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE (Mr. Borden). None.

FAST ATLANTIC SERVICE.

Mr. McNEILL. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to ask the right
lion. leader of the Government whether the
1 Government are taking active steps to pro-
n·ote the fast service across the Atlantie ?

The PRIME MIN[STER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). We are taking active steps about
that all the time.

SUPPLY-RAILWAY COMMUNICATION
WITH THE CANADIAN YUKON.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). moved that the House resolved it.
self into Ccmmittee of Supply.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
I am glad to avail myself of this opportunity
to refer briefly to a subject to which I at-
tach very great importance. It will be
within the recollection of the House that last
session the Government Introduced a Bill
for the purpose of providing for the con-
struction of a railway from Glenora, or fron
the Stikine waters, to Teslin Lake. That
measure, which passed this House, was not
approved by the Senate, and, of course, fell
to the ground. When that measure was
pressed upon the House-I shall not do more
than simply refer to the fact-the Minister
of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) declared that it
was of the greatest possible importance that
it should pass without delay, as matters of
very great moment relating to the safety of
life and property in Dawson were involved.
I confess that I was greatly surprised te
find, under these circumstances. when Par-
liament declded that the work could net be
proceeded with as proposed, the Govern-
ment, for reasons which I have never yet
learned and now confess myself entlrely
unable to understand, determined that no
further charters should be granted to enable
parties who had Bills before Parilament to
carry out a proje2t of railway connection
with that country. 1he Importance of the
most rapid and perfect railway communica--
tion between the Canadian Yukon and the
outside world does not require a nlugle
word to aecentuate it. I have never been
able to learn, and confess myseIf quite un-
able to form any conjecture, on what ground
the Gevernmeat, having attached such Im-
nmiense importaxee to this atter of railway
communicatlon should have used their power
and authority to prevent such a iwork beig
carried out by parties who were ready to
promptly engge tu the work-whe bad, i
fact, spent a large sum of money in pre-
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ratin for It-and who were not only ready
to build rapidly a line of communication on
the Dalton trail to the waters of Fort Sel-
kirk, but were ready and offered to deposit
the s'im of $250,OOO In the hands of the Gov-
ernment as a guarantee that they would
actually complete that work within eighteen
months. 'The representative of the Govern-
ment on the Railway Committee, the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair).
took the ground that the Government
conld not accept of this deposit.
But it was promptly offered as a guarantee
of bona fides, and of the prompt and rapid
completion of an Important Une of railway,
and that without asking the Dominion of
Canada for any assistance whatever In com-
pletIng the work. That was suspended, but
I am advised that the parties who made
that offer and who were prepared to deposit
in the hands of the Government $250,000
as a guarantee that they would complete
that work within eighteen months if the
charter was granted-I am advised that
they expended no less than $40,000 on a
survey, and have their plans and everything
in a position te submit them now to the
inspectIon of the Government. 1 take the
opportunity of drawing the attention of
the Government to this matter as one that
strikes me as of great 1inportance, and in
connection with the intimation that it is
still the policy of the Government not to
allow any further charters to be granted
or any progress to be made with the ex-
tension of rallway communication into the
Canadian Yukon, or to connact Dawson
City with the outside world. I do not re-
quire to say anything to convince hon. gen.
tlemen on both sides of the House that the
whole country is deeply interested in hav-
Ing the most complete and rapid communi.
cation between the Canadian Yukon and
the other portions of Canada, and I may
say the other portions of the world. There-
fore, unless there be some reason, of whieb
I have no conception, why the Government
should Interpose to prevent parties spend-
Ing their own money in constructing Unes
of communication so deeply important, I
had hoped that -they would reconsider that
question in the light of the suggestions
whIch I am venturing to make, and give
It, at all events, their closest consideration
before arriving at a conclusion so entireiy
adverse, In my opinion, to the Interests of
the whole eountry. The right hon. gen.
tieman knows that it is not merely a Canar
dian question, he knows that there ls a
lare amount of British capital already in-
vested and being invested -in that cotmtry,
he knows that it lsImportant thatBrItih
capitallsts of standing and character niould
be lnduced to assst lin the development of
what lsnowoneof the most important see-
tiens of the territory of Canada. I ave
felt this matter of sufficient importance to
warrant me ln saying these few words
across the ftcor of the House, and to In.
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timate my deep concern in this matter.
There are four or five different projects,
some applying to one section of country
and some to another, some applylng to the
AtUn Lake and some of them, I belleve,
even to the TeslIn Lake line, and there
are a number of applications ; and I was
in hopes that the Government, when not
enforcing the prohibition which prevented
action being taken last year, would have
been disposed to allow these others to be
carefully considered by a special committee
of the Railway Committee, with a view to
arriving at a policy that would be best
calculated to promote the interests of Can-
ada.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). i am very much obliged to my hon.
friend for bringing this question to the
attention of the House. There is no ques.
tion, at this moment, wlilch, in my esti-
mation, bas so importnat a bearing upon
the future of Canada as the very question
which my hon. friend has referred to. l
may say at once that It may, perhaps, seem
a little strange to the public at large that
we should refuse at this moment to grant
any charter to a railway from the waters
of the Pacifie to the Yukon country. I may
also say at once that we do not object,
and would not object, to any scheme to
bulld a railway from waters that are abso-
lutely and without doubt in Canadian ter-
ritory to the Yukon country. But we have
a decided objection, and I think my hon.
friend will agree with me when he gives
his attention more closely to the matter, to
granting a charter to a lne into the Yu-
kon from the disputed terrItory between
Canada and the United States. At the
present time most of the charters whIch
are asked for are to build a railway on
the Dalton trail, that is to say, from Pyra.
ndld Harbour towards Dawson City. At the
present time Pyramid Harbour is in the
disputed territory ; we claim the ownership
of it and the Amerieans laim the ownership
of it-and they have at present praetically
possession of it-as they have of the Lynn
Canal. Well, If we were to grant a char-
ter, and I believe it is so provided In the
charters which are asked for, they would
have to be supplemented by American legis-
lation, and so we would be providing for
railway communleation from the waters of
Pyramid Harbour, which are practically
now in possession of the Americans, to.
wardz Dawson City ; if we were to grant
that, we would only be complieating the
question of determinuing the bonudary be-
tween ns and the Americans. If we were
tO grant the charter which is asked for,
and under whlch, as I understand, the sîim
of $ ,0 is already laid down, we wutddbuild up an American city Pyamid
bour and make it all the more difB:îalt té
get back what we elaibelongs to us, that
is .to say, to establish the ounrwhere
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It ought to be. At the present time the
question between us and the American
authorities Is the location of the boundar'y
on the Lynu Canal. I have stated before
what our contention is, and I may state it
again. We claim that the boundary is at
the entrance of the Lynn Canal, and that
consequently the whole of the Lynn Canal
belongs to us. The Americans claim, ou
the other band, that the boundary passes
around the Lynn Canal, that they should
have all the shores around it, that is
to say, that they should be confirmed lin
the possession of Skagway, which they
now hold, of Dyea and of Pyramid Har-
bour. Now, I think it is clear that Par-
llament acted with questionable wisdon
when, in 1897, we granted a charter to the
British Yukon Railway Company, because
this company is acting under a Canadian
charter and an American charter, and the
consequenuce is that we have contributed
to build up Skagway, an Ameýrican city,
between which and Seattle there is a great
and increasing trade. American interests
have been established there, and are ln-
creasing all the time, and we have met,
and are constantly meeting, and will con.
stantly meet, until this question Is deter-1
mined, the antagonism of powerfiil Ameri-
can interests which have been builit up at
Skagway, to our contention for the settle-
ment of the boundary. If we were to grant
this new charter from Pyramid Harbour
we would create on the other side of the
Lynn Canal another American city ; and
there being an American city at Pyramid
Harbour and another one at Skagway, it
is clear that wben we come to the point
of settling that boundary, those powerful
Interests will weigh enormously at Wash-
Ington against our contention of what is
the true boundary. Therefore, uinder these
crcurmstances, we belleve that we ought to
delay the granting of these charters from
Pyramid Harbour to the waters of the
Lynn Canal until the question of the
boundary lias been settled ln some way or
another, as we believe It will yet be set-
tled by the recognition of our contautlon
of what Is the true boundary fine. When
it Is settled, as we belleve it wil be, that
the Lynn Canal belongs to us and that
PyramId Harbour Is ours, then we would
be mii a position to grait a charter from
Pyramid Harbour, as being lin Cana-
dian territory, and there would be
no need for an American charter. We
had better wait for one or two years, and
have the certainty of having a Canadian
city at Pyramid Harbour, rather than bulld
now and havIng It made an American clty.
Under such ereumstmaces, I put myself ln
the judgment of the House, and I call the
attention of my hon. frlend to this view of
the question, which, perhaps, lhassped
him up to this momeut, that it is in the best
Interests of C da, as a whole, not to allow
more Ameriean cies to be bufit on the

Lynn Canal, but to wait until the question
of the boundary has been determined. I
may say, further, that If it be determined
afterwards by the arbitrators that the Lynn
Canal does not belong t> us, but that It be-
longs to the Americans, then the policy of
Canada will be to get access to the Yukon,
not by the Lynn Canal, but by building
railways from the waters of the Pacifie,
from a harbour on what is indisputably
Canadian waters, to have a railway built
though 1t would, perhaps, be longer, from
Observatory Inlet, or some other point,
through the Cassiar district, the Atlin dis-
trict and Yukon district. That is the view
that we have adopted. I know that, as a
general rule, it is, perhaps to some extent,
an Invidious task to prevent the building of
railways lu this country ; it may be a still
more Invidious task to prevent access to the
Yukon by the building of railways, but the
reasons seeni to be so strong and overwhelm-
ing ln favour of staying our hand and ln
favour of waiting until we know whether
the harbours on the Lynn Canal be Cana-
dian or American, that in the meantime we
throw ourselves on the judgment of the
House and on the Judgment of the country,
as to whether it is not advisable not to allow
any more charters to Issue for railways to
be built on the Lynn Canal until this ques-
tion has been determined.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker,
by the common consent of the House, I may
be permitted to add a single remark. I fail
to see how the construction of a railway
from any one point to any other point la
going to determine the settlement of the
boundary that has to be determined, If It
ever Is determined, by independent Inter-
national experts. The only question that
could arise la one that could not arise In this
case, but mlght in reference to Skagway or
Dyea. It could not arise in reference to any
settlement made now, because, If a railway
were built, and the commission declded that
It was to be Canadian territory from the
waters of the Pacifie to Fort Selkirk, the
question would be disposed of just as com.
pletely, whether the rallway was ln exist-
ence prevlously or not. I would also remark
to my right hon. friend that in reference to
the proposed construction of a railway from
the waters of the Stikine to Teslin Lake, the
contract provided that Messrs. Mackenzie &
Mann mlght build this lUne from Pymid
Harbour to Fort Selkirk. There was no
boundary question to be determined then;•
that question was still an open one, perbaps
more sothan now, and I cannot see, If that
were the case, when that authority was
given, why the' ame reon should not ex-
lat now. I do not want to say a word fur-
ther, because I am quite certain that the
right hon. Prime Minister ha arrived at the
conclusion which he has, bellevlng it to be a
nessry conclusion la the interet of Can-
ada ; but it does not apper that that would
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conflict in any way with the ultimate settle- White Pass, and one through the Chîikat
ment of the boundary. At the same time, IPass-which would be available for the pur-
agree with the right hon. Prime Minister pose of rallway construction. I think we
that the construction of a railway isI mport- ail agree that it was the Misfortune, rather
ant for the settlement of that country. and, than a matter of nmere carelessness, that we
if the ultimate decision of the boundary should have, as a Parliament, chsrtered the
should say that Skagway, Dyea and the White Pass Company, because it is a fact,
Lynn Canal are in United States territory, as the Prime Minister bas stated, that It bas,
I quite agree with the Prime Minister that in a measure at ail events, weakened ou-
we must then have, as promptly as possible.positio. Lt may not be, as a matter of law,
a direct communication from a place un- that by reason of thé bailding up of these
doubtedly on Canadian waters through theatms
country to the city of Dawson. As no sub. position. from 1Ibe legal point of view, bas
sidy Is asked, it does not appear to me that been ipaired; but we know, as a natter
the grounds stated are sufficient to pre- offact, that it las immensely increased the
vent the construction of the railway at the strength of the antagonism which bas been
present time. aroused in ail parts of the United States

gainst any arsit-ationwhih would involve

the andimtteroerrecreessnssth at we

CANALSMr. Blair). do not Imagine that h ha e ent a d
there is anything that 1 can add to wbat the!sWould they be found, in a frendly negitta-
riglit hon. Premier lias stated which w tion. to be Canadian territory. Let me say
convince the bon. gentleman opposite (Sir a word further in regard to the other route.

in aesur atall ventss nw eenedtou

Charles Tupper) of testrengthof ecase reo ofe buin o the
against our graning further charters at the a ee i o iao
present time, If wbat the rigit bon. Premier for railways into the Yukon. Four of the, h
lias said bas flot onvinced him, as It does think, apply to the ChikatPass and one, or

o t acanealthe posbly two, provide for the construction of
hon. gentleman's attention to one reasonraRrs ifron somepoint on the e Staies
whihbe bas alleged aFanstW e action Rine orn rbitrsaion he Pd noa
whcA the Governient bas taken gi this te ornin Br o ue w tCa
matter, or ainst the conclusion whic te sNow the impression that strikes my mmndrigt h Peryo tronly is, that at the present noment
has arrived at, ,which lias not, appnrently, is Nunde al1htw sol rn n

coenvinethe ho. gentleman'soosit(ir awodfue ir eadto hothrrte.n

Chee upp the tength rofothecase. charters for the construction of a one by
He points to the fact that, as part of the ar-fo ad ato t uknFuofthem, I
rangementowhich was entered into wie think, at theC t Pas ane or
Messrs. Mackenzie & don., and as one ponib the Prime finster has statedio of
the conditions offte charter witeh wasto deilay etermined were the Canadian
be grauted for the construction off that Rene, rnd A nersan boundary is to be, and if t
It was proposed trat the railway migt tie should e decided Cgalnst us, then mwilldbe

mattr, r aains th cocluson hic itvery stroryitat aetîthefprtesen amoent

bus through the Chilkat Pass from Pyra- nti ' i mprant eso rant an-
md Harbour and into the Yukon country.ment to tae up the matter of railway legis-
That Is qulte true. But my hon. friend bas lat'o n pa--sýsinçr througb, entireiy Canadian
forgotten that that was to e a subordinate . chrterfor nste constrtin chater lin
undertalcing, that the line t'rom Glenora to whieh mîglit prejudice our action, whieh
Teslmn Lake was the primary undertaking igh not conforn to the Ideas we wih

fMessrs Mackenze & Mann Aas ton of tlen have when we consider the question fr-
of Mssr. Mckezfr&onu.rAiHarour e-ther. and wh ich may not lie for the publiether or nfot the aneîrnrichas Iteroest when we bave had ur surveys coin-

Inte the Yukon should be constructed iyneadAmIca ay isean if st
them was a matter resilng entrely inthbe shul be dcdedagns uwse at i be

discrtionoff he Gveruentand efor we should grant any charters lu thatdirection. Nofgreet .harm can liendone to ti
building whch the Governments consent ierts otN estone ftueon bernte
was to lie obtained. The power whlch was neetoftepplofheYk.beas
conferred on Messr. Mackenzie & Mann they bave access now by the WhIte Pass Ilne
maield arbouspse and s entlrely ~ to the waterways and can get down the river

Tat bedIs qusne truedButmy hnfreln-aainpsigtrog nieyCnda

dorotten that thatwas o t besbrdte I rduring the summer season. That road wil
ne question should lie raised by Mesrso aswer eveir useful purpose. at ail events

TeiLae &was, the primaruntakig for the present. For these reasons. wbewlln

MfcMessrs.& Maknzite & Man n st ouwhe- tePaewe3w osdrte usinfr

te free t h consider whether, under the then uthred whiche notebemfor te te
ixîtiu circumstances, It would bewset the Railway CommIttee this mornlng that

intorthe Yse construction oef that Une.d b tbes rten weuanot befavouredbythe

themwasa materresing ntiely n te peed. tisacertatI un we tthissae

long as r e conditions erIst as they exit t h would have t ask Parliament not to
dayn, the case seem te be clear, beyondn de
question, utat the true poleyn cne Inter sanction themm.
est o f Canad, l at hG stay our ande and td Mr. GEO. E FOSTER (York N.B.) The
no further legielattion as respect ,atlie qtuestion whieh as been raised Is an m-
events, the building off a railway trugh portant one, and worth considern entirely
the Chikat Pass. There ls no doubit that apart from any party basts. For my own
there are only two routes-one through the 'part I would likte to give ail the weight that
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is possible to the consideration whieh was
urged by the r.ight hon. the leader of the
House, I have no hesitation in saying, that
the ground upon which the Government
adopted this policy would be a patriotic and
a good ground, provided that it actually ex-
isted. But we must be pretty certain that
there is strong force in the contention, and I
think there are some other things on the op-
posite of the question that will have to
be looked into. as a compensation. The
leader of the Opposition has brought to the
attention of the Government, the fact, that
lu their proposed legislation of last session,
they proposed to build a line of communica-
tion through American territory, from a
point where, certainly both sides of the River
Stikine are in the disputed territory and
may belong to the United States or may be-
long to us. At all events, they occupy ex-
actly the samae position lu that respect, as
do these places on the Lynn Canal. The
Government had then no Lesitation in at-
tempting to push that line of communication
and giving an alternative power to build
from Pyramid Harbour to the same contrae-
tors. It is not possible to contend that the
disputed boundary was not a question then.
just as much as it Is now. It has been under
active discussion for the last eight or ten
years. and for the last six or seven years
especially, continuons efforts have been
_made by both the United States and the
Canadian Governments to have the disputed
boundary settled. Preliminary work had to
be donie, and the result of that preliminary
work is now in the hands of the Government
as contrIbutory to the ultimate settlement
of the question. Therefore, the very same
objection could be urged with reference to
the legislation undertaken In the Mann &
Mackenzie proposals. The argument nov%
used is, that if a town is built up at Pyramid
Harbour as at Skagway, It might add
strength to the opposition agalnst the Cana-
dian contention and in favour of United
States contention. I belleve that the whole
business Interests of the Pacific coast. and
the prospective proûts and prospeetive trade
for whleh they are looking, will be just as
strongly agaInst the Canadian contention, as
If these towns were established. I believe
that the Prime Minister will not weaken the
United States case nor strengthen his own.
by uow announcing ln Parliament that he
proposes that no more American towns shall
be built up along the disputed territory. at
al events. with the aid of a charter granted
by this Parliament. There is, I think, an
argument on the other side which my right
hon. friend may find quoted against him.
and that is, that the Canadian Government
has not that strong faith which it ought to
have In the p iblIty, nay, In the proba-
bility of thls disputed territory belonging to
our own country. If our contention with
regard te It le just, we should hope that any
body of experts would recognize its justle

Mr. FOSTER.

and give that !territory to Canada. It there
fore shows a want of full confidence In the
Canadian contention, that the Government
should announce that they are adverse to
fostering trade and commerce in that terri-
tory, for fear It may be built up wlth United
States towns, and that the pecuniary and
trade interests of these United States towns
may be used to defeat the Canadian claim.
That does not give muche credit to the inter-
national experts who are to decide the
question, if we ever get it as far as arbitra-
tion before a tribunal. and It does not show
a very strong falth by the Canadian Gov-
ernment in their own contention. There is
another point which may be looked at. Whe-
ther fortunately, or unfortunately-very un-
fortunately I think for this ground now
taken by the Government-the Parliament
of Canada, having the disputed territory
quest!on well before its mind, has granted
one charter at least, and I am not sure that
we have not granted two. That charter bas
progressed in its execution so far that the
road is now becoming an active participator
in the trade. This present action of the Gov-
ernment is an immense leverage for the suc-
cess, to the point of making inordinate pro-
fits of that railway company which recelved
its charter only two years ago from this
same Canadian Parliament. The statement
made by the Government to-day, that they
bave put their foot down against the estab-
iishnent of any alternate routes Into that
country-by the Dalton trail for instance-
will certainly have the effect of making a
complete monopoly of the road whIch bas
already been constructed under a charter
whieh has been given by this Parliament.
If the stock of that railway company was
worth 50 per cent two hours ago, it is now
worth 100 per cent, by virtue of this state-
ment which has been made by my hon.
friend. and it will not only engenaer very
much bad feeling, but, I thlnk, cause a-very
great deal of grave talk, that a road whieh
members of Parliament are Interested in
and have worked for, In which they are to
Lave prospective gains, has been put in a
position. and a very strong positon-

The MLNISTEIt OF RAILWAYS AND
CANATI. What members of P-arliament
does the hon. member refer to ?

Mr. FOSTER. I believe there are members
of Parliament Interested In that road.

Some hon. MEMBER. N.ame, name.

Mr. FOSTE. I think so-very muchl in-
terested In getting the charter for that road
through the Railway Committee and through
this Hlolse, and I think they must have pros-
pective property lu that road.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Name them.

Mr. FSTER. WeU, If there are not, that
was my Impression.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND tieman meant me, because I introdueed the
CANALS. You stated there were. 1 Bill-and he could have referred to no one

Mr. DOMVILLE. You are always stab- else-all I have to say is that It Is qnite
bing some one in the dark. gratuitous on his part even to -throw out the

hint. I have never had and never will have-
Mr. FOSTER. If there are no members of I could not afford to have-a dollar of stock,

Parliament interested in it, my statement present or prospective, in that company.
will not go any great distance, but I under- Mr. FOSTER. I am quite frank to ay
stood there were. exactly what was in my mind and how far

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND It went. I was told that the hon. member
CANALS. It was stated, not as an under- for Guysborough was a director of that com-
standing, but as a matter of fact. pany.

Mr. FOSTER. I stated my impression of Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I am not
it. even a stockholder.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND Mr. FOSTER. That was the impression
CANALS. Your impression does not ereate with which I rose to my feet. It is no ar-
a fact. gument and no charge against a member of

Mr. FOSTER. No man's impression can this House that he is a stockholder or a
create a fact but a man may have an impres- director in a railway company in this coun
son that a certain thing is a fa. If n try ; and .t is especially none if he is a stock-
members of Parliament are interested in this holder and director in a road which doe's not
road, that part of my argument goes ; iË they come for a subsidy and does not get a sub
are, that part of my argument Is very strong. sidy from this Government or this Paria.

,that part of my arguientis ment. Members of Parliament are perfectly
free to become stockholders in rallway com-

nate persons who have the charter'; for this panies if they choose. They are perfeotly
change certainly has the effect, so far as it free to become stockholders companes
goes, of giving them a monopoly of the rail- which get subsidies, and It is a fact that they
way facilities into that territory. These often are. But what I intended to add when

are considerations of some little weight on my feet was that, under the ciren
whIch militate agrainstthe Idea that my hou stances, when the Government interposes
friend has introduced. I do not thlik there veto against any other road being buit into
Is so mucli force as he thinks in his con- that country, then It became a question

tention that to allow of the exteasion of whetber any menber of Parliament who is

railway facilities would prejudice uhe Cana. a director ln the company should not resign
dian case. I believe the Canadian case is hs directorship. That Is what I meant tO
strong on its own merits. If the quesion is say and ail I meant. It implied no charge
declded at all, I belleve It will be deeld ýd by or disgrace.
an international arbitration of experts, who Mr. McGREGOR. You said the legislation
would certainly not give away the case along that Une would make hlm rich.
against Canada, because of the char.ering Mr TAYLOR. Would it do him any harm
of more railways under clrcumstances where .i
rallway facilities are so much needcd for in-
gress into that country, and for the develop- Mr. FOSTER. I certainly said-and no
ment of the country. These are some views person in this House will contradiet me-that
which occur to myself with reference to this if the stock of that rallway, when it was open
matter, and I think there Is some w'5ght ln to competition, was worth 50 cents on the
them. dollar, and the Government declared that no

Mr. D. (J. FRASER (Guysboroum). Mr. other road could be built for one, two or

Speaker, will you permit me-because Ib hap. more years to come, the result would be that

pen to have introduced the particular Yukou its stock would- be doubled. Is there any-
ralway Bill referred to-to miake oue re. thing wrong In that. I have no heston
mark. If the hon. gentleman hias ry refe~ in saying that If Parliament, by Its veto ln a

enee to me because I did introdÏce that Bill, case like that, stops railway construction into

I want to say chat he had better be a flttle that country and makes this a monopolY
more sure hereafter of there belng some fact road. members of Parliament, who were free

to his fancies. I introduced that Bill at the to go into the company when it was not un-

instance of a frIend In Nova Seotia, who was der these conditions, would do better to get
interested with certain English capitalsts. in out of It. If there is anything Implied in that,
the regular way, and I helped to get the B1ll my hon. friend may take it to himself. There

througb. for wbieh I received nothing. I have Is nothIng implled, and I intended to make

not. never had, and never will have, a dollar the second statement when I made the tirst

of nterest In the Britis Yukon Railway If theon. gentleman s nlot a stoekholder
and there is no meumber of Parliament here'r dirctor, my Impression and informat
who has ever had or wll have, se far as 1 we* wi0fl.
know. any stock In It, unless he goes on the1 The MINITER OF MARINE AND
stoek exchange and bunys it. If the hon. gen. jF'ISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I tiit
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will be felt by members on both sides tha t to Observatory Inlet. Our main object was,
the speech of the lion. gentleman (Mr. Foster) that the trade of the country should, as far
has been peeuliarly unfortunate from be- as possible, be kept within our territory,
ginning to end. He attempted to base an and that, If there was to be a great clty
argument against the Government for refus- built up on the Pacifie coast, that should be
Ing to grant any more charters through the a British, and not an American city.
White Pass or the Chilcoot Pass, on the al- I do not think the hon. gentleman was
leged fact, which he stated with all the au- happy, either, in intimating that the mem-
thority of an ex-Minister. that certain in- bers of the Government have not faith in
fluential members of this House were largely Canada's case by submitting this policy. He
Interested in the present Yukon charter, and Is fnot aware of the position taken by our
he inferentially argued that the policy of adversaries, the United States. The conten-
the Government was dictated or influenced tion they put forward is, that, no matter
by that fact. where the line may run, no matter whether,

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I think my according to the Canadian contention, It may
hon. friend will allow me to interrupt him. run across the mouth of the Lynn Canal,
I muade no such inference. I do not think following the range of mountains, or in any
my words would carry such an Inference, other direction, the settlements they have
and I certainly had no intention that they upon tide-water shall be preserved to them,
should carry it. irrespective of whose territory those settle-

ments are built upon.
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI) There would be a very strong argument

FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman may bave advanced by them, If we granted a charter
had no such intention, but I am sure that for the construction of a railway to Pyramid
the members of the Government and hon. gen- Harbour, and in a year or so Pyramid Har-
tlemen sitting around thoroughly understood bour grew to be a settled town. They would
him ln that sense-that we were influenced say: Here Is a great American city, built
ln our polley by the fact that Influential on this territory, on the supposition that it
niembers held stock or were interested In' was American territory, and it would be
this railway. I bave no hesitation in saylng outrageous to transfer that to British juris-
that this matter has received the closest at- diction.
tention of ler Majesty's Government, and
that the conclusions which they have reached Mr. GILLIES. Will the hon. Minister
have been reached solely on patriotie grounds. allow me tu put him a question? He was
The hon. member for South Leeds (.Mr. Tay- one of the negotiators at Washington, and
lor). who sneers at that. evidently does not Is it not a fact that the granting of a charter
think so. He measures corn by bis own to the White Pass would operate against
bushel, and feeling that no such motives him, as one of the negotiators ?
would influence hlm If he were a member Of The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
a Government. he cannot understand how FISHERIES. I am not going to make any
they would influence any Government ; but statement ln addition to that whIch the
such Is the fact, nevertheless. The hon. gen- rlght hou. First Minister was authorlzed to
tieman (Mr. Foster) refers to the fact-and present on the reading of the protocols. The
It Is one that we cannot ignore-that Parlia- hon. gentleman knows that I am not in a
ment did. ln 1897. grant this charter to the position to say anything about what took
White Pass Railway. and that the refusal of place. I am simply presenting the argument
a charter o another eompany will very large- which the Americans have Insisted on all
ly appreciate the value ut their charter- along, as appears by the papers) published,

But the hon. gentleman will recolleet that that settlements along the sea-cuast shail
this House consented to the passage of that, belong to them, no matter where the arbitra-
charter at a tme when the value of the Yu- tion may put the line ; and I say, that If we
kon gold district was quite unknown, and I now were to grant a charter there and the
venture to say, that, when the White Pass result was the building up of a large town,
Ralway charter was belng considered by they would contend most strenuously thatthe committee ln this House, no one had any that town should belong to them for allconception of the value of our gold territory future time, whatever compensation the ar-in the Yukon. If we had then the knowl- i bitration mlght allow to us. And we desire
edge which we subsequently possessed, that i that If a town be bulit up, It should be builtwould, no doubt. have materially Influenced 1 up on British territory.
the action of the Government and Parl-iR

ment Th ho. getlean HI rcoleetMr. J. A. GILLIES (Richmond). As one ofment. The hon. gentleman wlii recofleet the BUis on the urder paper stands ln my
that, when the Government brought on its th e s -only proper that should make
polkIC last year for the building of a rail-nats on orthaIsud mke
way by Messrs. Mackenzie & Mann, they 1ahe observations ou the question before
took speclal care that It should entirely runt H
through BritIsh territory. They expresuly Mr. SPEAKER. X hope the hon. gentie-
provided that a terminal at Glenora, on the man wii try and avoid discuwsing that Bih.
Stiklne, should be established for the time Mr. GILLIES. I propose discussing onlybeing, and the road afterwards carrled down I the general question before the House. It

Sir LOUIS DAVIs
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will be lin the recollection of my hon. friend
the Minister of Marine that a certain section
of the schedule attached to the Mackenzie
& Mann contract, and which la a part of that
contract, provides :
The Government shall submit to Parliament at its

next ensuing session a measure for the necessary
Act confirming this agreement and authorizing,
the Government and the contractors to perform
and carry out the same, also incorporating the
contractors and such others as may become
shareholders into a company under the name of
the Canadian Yukon Railway Company or other
maine approved by the contractars (hereinafter
referred to as the contractors' company), with
power to acquire and perform and carry out this
agreement. and with ail necessary provisions ln
tl-at behalf, and with all necessary powers to
build and operate the railway above mentioned
and an extension thereof northward to Dawson
City or thereabouts, and an extension southward
ta a point in British Columbia to be designated
by the Government and capable of being made
an ocean port, also a Une of railway from the
waters of Lynn Canal to Fort Selkirk or there-
abouts by way of Chilcat Pass, also branch lines
of railway from any points on the company's
railways to any property owned by the company,
also lines of railway from any navigable waters
to any property owned by the company ; provided
that the power to build said line from Lynn
Canal to Fort Selkirk, and said branch lines, and
sald lines fram navigable waters shall not be
exercised without the consent of the Governor
General In Council.
The right hon. First Minister has said, that
the provision securing to Mackenzie & Manu!
the right to extend the railway from the
Lynn Canal to Selkirk was to be a matter
of subsequent legislation. Such is not the
case. The Government committed them-
selves, the moment they signed this docu-
ment, to the policy of giving Messrs. Mac-
kenzie & Mann the right to bulld from the
Lynn Canal northward to Selkirk. There-
fore, the very question before us now, name-
ly, the policy of incorporating a company to
build from the waters of the Lynu Canal to
Selkirk, was adjudicated upon by the Gov-
erument themselves last year In their deal-
Ings with Mann & Mackenzie.

As this subject is one of supreme import-i
ance to the Dominion, and as I am talking
altogether in a non-political sense and non-
partisan spirit, I hope that the right hon.
FIrst Minister will understand that I am
endeavouring, as a true Canadian, to take
such a course as wIll In every possible way
assist hlm and his colleagues ln the negotia-
tions now being carried on. Perhaps the
right hon. gentleman will pardon me, when
I state that he may not be as intimately ac-
quainted as I am with the applications and
the terms of the applications that have been
made to this Parliament for the building
through British terrltory of a railway from
the waters of the Lynn Canal to Fort Sel-
kirk, Iln the Yukon country. I was approach-
ed last year by a number of wealthy gentle-
men, and asked to put before this Parlia-
ment an applcation to Incorporate them and
give them powerto buld from the Interna-1

tional boundary line between Canada and
the United States, or the waters of the Lynn
Canal-should that be found lu Canadian
territory-a railway by the Dalton trail
to Fort Selkirk. I was not representing
paper men ln thisW matter. I was sent for,
and, ln consultation with them, I told
them honestly and frankly that the
Government had submitted a policy to
Parliament under which they proposed to
have a road built through that country.
I told theni that the parties with whom'
they were dealing had to deposit with the
GXovernment. as evidence of their having the
capability in that regard, the sum of $250,-
000 wh:Iich was to be absolutely forfeited
unless the terms and conditions of the con-
tract they were entering into were fully car-
ried out. I amn now referring to Messrs.
Mack.enzie & Mann. I told my people that
before I would submit a Une in the way
of a charter to this Parliament, they woutd
have to inake the same deposit with the
Government as a guarantee of their good
faith. and that the deposit was to be made
before a charter was granted. The parties
did not want an acre of land or a dollar of
inoney. They were fnot, as I said before,
mere men on paper; their names are well
known sore of them known throughout the

•ontinent as men of wealth and position.
After consulting upon the terms. that would
confront them here, I went to the Minister
of i iways and Canais (Mr. Blair). who is
now in his place and will corroborate every
word I say. I told the Minister of Railways
and Canals frankly and squarely my posi-
tion in the matt2r and told hlm what my
people were prepared to do as to deposit.
1 saw the situation as it stood; wlth Mac-
kenzie & Mann before Parliament, nothing
ln the way of legislation that I proposed
would go through if that Bill became law.
But I said: If I remain inactive until the
fate of the Mackenzie & Mann Bill is de-
eided in Parliament, I shall be out of court.
because the time will have run so far that
1 shall not be able to apply for my charter.
The Minister of Railways and Canals heard
me out and suggested that I should go on
and make my application. and, of course, If
the Mackenzie & Mann Bill were defeated,
the road would be clear for me. I dld so.
I did not interview the Prime Minister. I
was dealing witb the Minister of Railways
and Canals who. 1 felt. would communicate
to his colleagues the proposition I had made
to him. Now, I will read two sections of the
charter that I submitted to the House last
session. I do this for the benefit of the
Prime Minster, because I feel absolutely
certain that up to this moment he had not
been aware of their existence. The 12tli
section of this BIII-the Bill was in Mr. Bel-
eourt's name-said :

The raflway hereby authorlzed to e .
structed shal be commenced wthin three montb
and be fully completed and put in operation with.li eighteen monthm from the passing of this Act.
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I may say that that eighteen months was
afterwards changed to two years. The 13th
section provides :

The company shall deposit with the Minister of
Finance and Recelver General the sum of $250,006
as a guarantee for the commencement and com-
pletion of the said railway within the times
above mentioned, and the said deposit shall be-
come absoiutely forfeited to and for the use of
the Goverument of Canada if the said railway
aball not be so commenced and completed within
the periods aforesaid ; and upon the completion
of the said railway within the periods aforesaid,
the said deposit shall be repald to the company
with three per cent per annum added thereto.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am quite sure that
the riglht hon. the Prime Minister would at
once admit the soundness of my financial
position -the moment I made this proposition.
Before this was approved by the Governor
in Council, I said, I will deposit $250,00)
with the Finance Minister which shall e
absolutely forfeited unless the road is com-
menced within three months and completed
within two years. I was not asking for the
charter first and to mtke the deposit after-
wards. If that had been the case my posi-
tion wouid not be so strong. A stronger
proposition than that never was put before
any Government in Canada. The Bil went
tbroughi stage by stage and we went before
the Railway Committee. The Minister was
withîholding the policy of the Government
respecting the construction of rail*ays lu
the Yukon and the incorporation of com-
panies for the construction of rallways lu
that territory. We then proposed to t1he
Minister of Railways and Canais, who was
at the Railway Committee, that the charter
should be passed by the Railway Committee,
and should be reported to the House upon
the declaration of the Government's policy.
On the 2th May, 1898, that charter was
put througb the committee. As you will see
by referring to the Order paper, Bill (No.
10S) to incorporate the Alaska and North-
western Railway Company stands for re-
port. On the 2nd .Tune. 1898, the Mnister ol
Railways and Canals declared the policy of
.hie Government to be to disallow any rail-
way legislation affecting the Yukon for tiat
year, alleging the negotiations that were
about belng entered into between the twe
countries respecting the boundary Une. I
then withdrew this Bll. lu obedience to the
declaration made by the Minister and stated
before the Rallway Committee that I would
be before them at the ensuing session. So
this year we gave the necessary notices, and
reintroduced the Bill, exaetly as it was
passed by the Rallway Committee last year
-word for word. New we findl that the
Government at this stage announces-and I
hope they have not comee to a ithail decision
in the matter, but are open to further argu-
ment, because a Government ouglit te be
lke a court, ready to hear miatters brought
before it-announces Its pollcy to be the
continuation of the stand taken 1ast year.

Mr. GILJ

Now, let me tell the Prime Minister that the
parties I represent have made an actual
survey of that territory from the waters of
the Lynn Canal rlght through to Fort Sel-
kirk. The engineering corps was in charge
of a well-known railway engineer, Pierre
Humbert. I have the original plans here in
my possession. and I am ready to su'bmit
them to the Railway Department at any
moment. The plan for the distance between
the waters of the Lynn Canal and the inter-
national boundary as claimed by us and the
Americans were deposited at Washington
on the 11th May, 1898, the very day the Bill
was brought down inG ongress, that
is, the Homestead Bill enabling rail-
ways to be built in that country.
We have our plans filed in Wasinton, and
we have our plans here, :id we have the
surveys front water to watar. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I cannot understand how the char-
tering of a railway corpora tion vithin our
own territory ean in any way operate ad-
versely to our interests ln any negotiations
tbat are being carried on between Canada
and the United States. The international
boundary may be far south of the point
where the Americans contend It is, and I
hope It will be found to be where we claim
It should be. If so. and if we begin our
operations, how can It complicate the ques-
tion In dispute between us and the Ameri-
cans. Obviously, we cannot cliarter a ton-
pany to bulld in American territory, we can
only charter a company to build on our
own side of the boundary lne, wherever
that may be. Now, if the bouniary 'ine
be where we claim it is, how -'an rhat be
held by the Americans to be a giveaway
upon our part of any of our rights, more
particularly In face of the fact that a rail-
way has already been chartered by is ln
1897, when we chartered the Briti-sh Yukon
Company to build a railway throagh the
White Pass from the waters of the Lynn
Canal, or from the International boundary
right through ? Under those eireaxmstances,
how can It be alleged by the Americans
that we have given away any of our rights
If we charter another company to build
from the International boundary lUne,
wherever It Is found to be, through -o Sel-
kirk ? I am now before the RaIlway Com-
mittee with this BIUll, It is one of a num-
ber of Bills to build railways Into that
country. Every statement i have made in
this House is absolutely correct.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Perhaps the hon. gentleman
wi1l allow me to make one observation.
In a portion of his statement he intimated
that he had spoken to me when the Mac-
kenzie & Mann question was pending, and
that I advised him to Introduce his Bli,
assuring hlm that there would be no objeo.
tion to it. I do not think the hon. mem-
ber intended to convey that Impression.
But he Is quite correct otherwise nlustating
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his conversation with me, and I think he
will say that ny suggestion went no further
than that if his Bill was introduced, It would
then be in a position to receive consideration.

Mr. GILLIES. I did not say that, be-
cause that would be going too far. Be-
fore introducing my Bil, I went to the de-
partnent, and submitted it to the Minister
of Railways and Canals, .as I have out-
lined It to-day. I told him that I knew
exactly the position of matters, and that if
the Mackenzie & Mann Bill went through
there would be no room for any other legis-
lation. I suggested to him that I could
introduce my Bill, and allow it to proceed
concurrently with any other legislation, and
the Minister advised me so to do. Now, Mr.
Speaker, this is a most important matter
to the people of Canada ; I feel that ii
cannot be too highly appreciated. In mak.
:ing this application to build this road I
an representing parties who are putting
their money into it, and who have author.
ized me to make this application. We only
ask that the House give us the right to
bulld through Canadian territory, and that
is the only power that they can confer
upon it. I am confident that my appeal
to the Government will not be made ln
vain, especially when I expressly state that
it is not made ln any political or partisan
spirit. I am representing parties who are
deeply interested ln this matter, largely
Canadians. If the Parliament of Canada,
controlled as it Is by the Government, turn
us down at this stage, and turn us out
of Parliament, they will be committing, in
my opinion, a grave wrong towards the
people of Canada, and one which they will
regret themselves for many a long day.

Mr. J. DOMVILLE (King's, N.B.) There
is no doubt a good deal in what has been
said with regard to the principle of building
up American ports, but I think there is a
broader principle than that. My hon. friendt
says there Is a railway built from the White1
Pass down to Bennett. We ail admit that t<
Bennett is in Canada, you cannot stop goods <
going there, you cannot stop ships golng <
through the Lynn Canal, and you cannot
stop this rallway chartered by the Govern.
ment taking stuff from that point and car.
rylng it across Into Canadian territory. t
Put aside the question of going down to e
Pyramid Harbour. Many hon. gentlemen S
In this House have had but little chance
of learning the history of this matter, and
may have formed a wron'g Judgment from
what they have heard. But unless you aire
on the spot, yourselves, as two or three
gentlemen ln this House have been, it Isi
Impossible to arrive at a correct impression
of the requirements*of that country. Let
us leave aside for the moment this inter- nnational bôundary question, never mind
about Pyramid Harbour or the Lynn Canal, I
but let us suppose that we start to open

up the great Yukon territory from Cana-
dian territory. Now, they talk of the Dal-
ton trail. Those who have been on the
Dalton trail, like myself, know that it is
not a bridle-path, it is a wide territory,
it is, in fact, marked all over on the map
as a prairie country. When you are going
to Selkirk, after leaving Bennett to the left
you pass through the White River district,
with its gold, and what is; supposed to be
a large copper area, on the Nordenskiold
River, where there is a great unknown coun-
try to be opened up. My hon. friend the
Minister of the Interior, I see. Is amused,
nevertheless that is a fact. Now, if I want
to start to-morrow from Bennett, in Can-
adian territory, what has that got to
do with the boundary dispute? If I
am going to the Wbite River to the
left, or to the west, if I am going down to
tbe river where there is supposed to be a
large copper area, what is to prevent me
from doing so ? What is to prevent a
policy of starting from Bennett with all
these branch railways ? I do not think
that has got anything to do with the inter-
national boundary question. It is simply
locking up that country, and how any-
body who has been out there and seen the
money invested and the people going lu,
and the necessity of opening up that coun-
try rapidly-I cannot understand why, under
these circumstances, anybody should ob-
ject. I ea:1 understand the reluctance of
the Government entering 1ito any engage-
ment which may contribute to building up
towns in territory which the Ameri-
cans now elaim as their own.
[ can readily understand the Government's
reluctance to enter into any engagement
which might be considered as conceding any-
thing lu regard to Pyramid Harbour, but
they certainly ought to grant charters to
companies which, perhaps, wish to get to the
water. They cannot get to the water now,
to Pyramid Harbour, because there is
nothIng at Pyramid Harbour to go to, and
there Is no certainty that there will be, be-
cause If it follows that. as a matter of
course, It is American territory and that you
cannot build It up, then these railroads can-
not go to it. but there is the other alternative
af building through what Is Canadian terrl-
ory. I thInk that we are all Canadian
nough to want to build railways through
Dur own territory. I think we would al be
atisfied to see the Government liberally as-
ist a railway whch lis going through British
Columbia : wherever It may be located we
annot yet say, because no survey ha's been
made. A progressive Government, such as
we bave to-day, should desire to open up
hat country. And I thInk, we are all
atriotie enough to wish, irrespective of party
'olities. to see that country opened up. -1 am
ot finding fault with the Government, but
thInk they should hesitate and consider

efore It is too late whether they should not
rant charters from Lake Bennett to rai.
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ways that wish to go through to the Yukon should drag in the name of any gentleman
terrItory. To my mind, it would seem as if lu this House, as some of them do, as being
we were locking up that country, against Interested in a rallway, because, if we do,
all comers, although I do not suppose the I am afraid we should have to exclude a
Government intend to convey that im- great many members who are Interested ln
pression to the House now. I merely ail sorts of things. mines, railways and man.y
point this out because I am pretty other projects. So long as they do not ask
conversant wlth that country. I have said for Government assistance, so long as they
very little about it, although I was there ; are not receiving any Government aid, and
I have rather listened to those who have are in no way entrenching on the public trea-
never been there and who have given us sury, I think the least we can do is to allow
such wonderful impressions as to the results every citizen of Canada, even if he is a
that we may anticipate from its development. member of Parliament, to contribute his
I speak, not with the view of censurlng the quota to building up the best interests of the
Government, but I ask them to reconsider country. Therefore, I trust -the Government
before their policy is too firmly fixed, to will reconsider this matter so far as it con-
grant charters from Lake Bennett or Atliu cerns branch roads going into the Yukon,
or anywhere else in Canadian territory from leaving aside. for the present, the great ques-
which railways mlght be pushed foward. tion of how it is going to be approached from
I ventured to point out last year, in a friend- the Lynn Canal. A railway has already been
ly way, that the Stikine route was impos- chartered from the Lynn Canal. The White
sible. I spoke from data and I was correct. Pass Railway is already 16 miles through the
Everybody else, who differed from me, was Pass, and had reaehed the summit when I
wrong as to the best way of getting into tbt lef t; so that, whetber the Americans gfve us
Yukon. I took advantage of the opportuni. a part of that territory or whether they es-
ties I had whIle out there of learning the tablish their claim as to the Alaskan bound-
country. and I was satisfied that it is an ary, there is one unalterable fact that this
absolute impossibility to get in there by that Parliament cannot change. that neither this
route. I am satisfied that there is only one or the other side of the -House can change,
correct way of getting in there from a Cana- and it is that goods being Imported into that
dian standpoint, but it would be at an im- country will go by the Lynn Canal and wIll
mense cost and take a good many years. go over the White Pass. or over the Chil-
I refer to the construction of a rail- cat Pass from Pyramid Harbour. They will
way from Edmonton through the Cassiar dis- go in by way of the Lynn Canal because it is
îtrict, working Its way westward. and open- the only way of gettlng into that country.
Ing up the new gold districts as it goes.
Pending that, there is only one way and that Mr. A. McNEILL (North Bruce). M1r.
is by way of the Lynn Canal, where ships Speaker. In listening to the discussion on this
can get deep water right up to the wharfs. very important question, I may say that I
It Is thirty or forty miles to get across from was deeply impressed with the statement
Skagway to Lake Bennett ; some call it irade to the flouse by the right hon. First42 miles and some 36, according to the, Minister (Sir Wilfrid Laurier). It seemed to
straightness of the line. Having got across me that he advanced arguments of very great
through the pass, the route lies down the weight in support of the position that therivers In the summer. By way of the Dalton Government had taken. I am not quite satis-
trail. if other railways were shut out, there fied, as I think has been conceded on thiswould only be one bridle-path or one com- side of the House, that the course that the
pany, wich would be a great mistake n Government have taken In reference to thisthe Interest of opening up that country. I question has been Inspired by patriotiethink that we might fairly ask the Gov-: motives, and I can very well under-ernment to reconsider the matter, and that stand that, having been engaged, as theyIf they decide that they wlll not charter a have been engaged, in discussion andrailway to come down to Pyramid Harbour, in controversy wlth 'the representatives ofat least they can allow' gentlemen to have the neighbouring friendly state, they sbouldcharters to go from Lake Bennett, or where- feel how important it was that their policyevee they might wish te push a rail- should, at least, give to their opponents noway, which will open up the country, possible peg on which to hang a sonnd ar-which will return a profit to the Governmeni gument. I say I was very deeply impressedand make a way for the sale Of the goods with 'what the right hon. Prime Minister saidof Canadian merchants In that country. Pos. on that subject, but, I confess, that when 1sibly the Government, in looking at this grea tj heard what was advanced by the hon.question, happened to look at that side of it.1leader of the O1ppositIon (Sir Charles Tupper)and I hope that they may see their way te I was very muchl impressed with wbat hecbarterIng railways having for their objeci,l said. 1I lstened very carefully to the discus-not so rmuch gettIng down to the water, but sion which has taken place since, and I haveto open up the country from such a point as i not heard, so far as my humble judgment canone like Lake Bennett. It is called the Clty I enable me to form an opinion, an argument
of Lake Bennett, Atlin on the right. and advanced which displaces the arguments ad-White River on the left. I do not think we duced by the hon. leader of the Opposition.

Mr. DOMVILLE.
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I have not heard an argument advanced
which to my mInd meets the point, that this
Is a question which is to be left to arbitra-
flon by experts. If it were a question to be
decided by compromise, I could admit the
force of the arguments that have been ad-
duced on the Goverument side of the House,
but if It be -a question to be left to experts,
I cannot see that the arguments that have
been advanced by the Prime Minister, and
by my hon. friend the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, carry very great welght. My
hon. friend (Sir Louis Davies) spoke of
American citizens building up, what he
called a City, on this territory; but what
we would scarcely expect to be a city be-
fore this question was decided, unless in-
deed it grew very rapidly. What force is
there in the contention that these people
would have any right to object te the deei-
sion of the arbitrators, If they go there de-
liberately, knowing that the territory is ti
dispute, that the arbitration is pending and
that the arbitrators may decide that It is
Canadian territory. I do not see where the
Canadian case could in any way be weaken-
ed, or the American case In any way
strengthened, by men settling on territory
when they know that It Is in dispute aiîd
the subject of arbitration. It may be the
weakness of my comprehension that Is at
fault, but I confess that I absolutely fa'l to
see where the strength of that argument
comes In. If the question In dispute were
to be decided by the commissloners there
night be some force in the contention (ai.

though even then there would not be very
much), but if it Is a question whIeh is to be
declided by experts, I cannot Imagine that
these experts will be swayed from what the'y
consider to be a just decision, by the mere
fact that these individuals chose to settle
on the territory at a moment when the
question was about te be arbitrated. Under
the circunstances, the Government should
take this matter further into consideration
and see whether, after all, the arguments
which are adduced In favour of refusing
these charters are not overborne by the ar-
guments which are adduced In favour of
granting them. I do not mean to'say there
may not be some objections to granting thej
charters, but it Is a question as to on which
aide the weight of objection îles. It is a
very important matter for Canada, and the
question is whether there are greater objee
tions to the granting of the charters than
to the withholding of them. I have listened
with as open a mInd as possible to the argu-
ment on thils question-which I am glad to
say has been entirely removed from party
bias, and I have come to the conclusion
that the weight of objection is to the witi-
bolding of the charters. I hope the Gov-
ernment will reconsider their decision.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.i
Sifton). -I was not In the House when thei
hon. member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster)I

spoke, bat I understand from the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies),
that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) ad-
verted on the supposed fact, that supporters
of the Government were Interested in the
'White Pass, or more correctly speaking, the
British Yukon charter.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend (Mr. Sifton)
can hardly put it in that way. I did not use
the words, nor did 1 mean to use the words
" supporters of the Government." I said:
" mombers of Parliament." I stated at the
outset that I was not going to discuss the
question on a party basis, and I did not.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
My hon. friend (Mr. Foster) was understood
by members on this side to draw the infer-
ence which he has now repudiated, that the
Government were led to a conclusion on this
subject by the fact that supporters of theirs
were interested in the charte-r. As my bon.
friend (Mr. Foster) states he had no inten-
lion of leaving that impression upon the
mind of the House, nothing further need be
said about it. It seems to me proper, when
a statement or rumour is referred to in uthe
House to the effect that members of Parlia-
ment are Interested in this charter, that a
statement of any knowledge the Government
inay have upon the subject, should be made.
I have to say, that I do not think It would
be possible that members of the House of
Commons could have in any way communi-
cated any Information of the kind to any
member of the Government without my
having been advised of it, and I state upon
my responsibility as a member of the Go"-
ernment and as a member of this House,
that so far as I am concerned-and I belleve
I can speak for my colleagues-we have no
knowledge that any mèmber of Parliament
on either side of the House, Is directly or
indlrectly, ln any way, shape or form, ii-
terested lu the British Yukon charter. If
nny sueh interests exist, it Is without the
knowledge of any member of the G4ôvern-
ment, to the best of my bellef.

Now, ny hon. friend from North B*rice
(Mr. MeNeill) appears to be ln sneh a framo
of mind, that I think there is a chance of
getting hlm over to our vlew on this subjeet.

The PRIME MINISTER. I hope so.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I am af raid you do not know
hîm.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I think lhe may be regarded as being open
to conviction, although, he may be like a
countryman of mine who said he'. was open
to conviction, but he did not thlnk any man
alive could convince him. My hon. friend
(iMr. MeNelil) was impressed with the' state-
ment of the Prime Minister, but that im-
pression seems to have been removed by a
statement made by the leader of the Oppo-
sition to the effeet, that inasmuch as the'
boundary question was one whIch would bie
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settled by international experts upon the
strict right eof the case, therefore, the
question of whether a town was built up
within the disputed territory, woulò in no
way affect the settlement.

Mr. McNEILL. Built up, pending the ar-
bitration.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
A moment's consideration will qiow, that
although that statement appears plausible,
yet as an actual fact, in connection with
international negotiations no such proposi-
tion would stand the test of examination.
If it be necessary to prove by actual fact
that such is the case, we have only to refer
to what has already taken place in connec-
tion with these very negotiations. I an
not at liberty to say anything whatever as
to what took place which is of a confidential
character, but I am at liberty to discuss that
which is of publie notoriety In connection
with the proceedings of that commission.
It is known that when a rumour went
abroad that a proposition was being con-
sidered, whereby Pyramid Harbour shall
be given to Canada-I am not now speaking
of the correetness of that rumour as stated
in the newspapers-imrmediately upon that
being known the towns on the Paeific coast
called public meetings, and tremendous pres.
sure was brought to bear upon the United
States Government and upon the United
States commisÈioners, and such a feeling
was created ln the United States, as re,
sulted, I have no doubt, ln what I conceive
te be the unreasonable position which was
subsequently taken by the United States la
connection with these negotiations. We
had such a result brought about by the fact
that there were two towns upon the Lynn
Canal, and that the trade connections of
these two tewns were able to affect the ne-
gotiations ln such a w"y that we were sub.
sequently placed 'I an unfavourable posi.
tion. I give that fact for the consideration
of my hon. friend (Mr. McNeDf). I say it is
a fact, that wben any negotiations
of the kind are taking place the
parties will not be gulded altogether by
the hard and fast mathematical lines by
whIch a court of law would be gulded. It is a
case of negotiation, and when the parties
come to decide what they will agree to,
the first thing they consider le what will
be the result of this agreement if it Is
carried out. I aWprehend that I have only
to appeal to the common sense of the House
when I say that the United States com-
missioners, ftnding such a condition ef af-
fairs as exists there-towns belng buit up
and improving ln commerce, trade connee-
tions and population, and considering that
those places might possIbly be transferred
from ,the Jurediction of the United States
to the Jursdietion ot Canada, would be
mst Hlkely to reftse to agree to any propo.
sItion that milght be Made which would be

Mr. gITN.

Ukely to bave that result. Now, my hon.
frIend says, and with some degree of plau
sibillty, that he supposes the question will
certainly be settled before the railroad would
be built, or before any town would grow
up upon the Pyramid Harbour as a result
of the construction of a Une of railway over
the Dalton trail. But my hon. friend
would be the first man who would condemn
this Government if, because we believed it
probable that a settlement would be ar-
rived at in a few months, we committed
ourselves irrevocably to something which
would have the effect of placing us in a
false position. I say that would be an in-
cautious thing to do.

Mr. McNEILL. My hon. friend did not
quite catch the argument. I did not say
that the town would not rise up before
the railroad was bulît. I did not wlsb
him to understand that. What I did say
was that I thought there could not be a
very large clty created or grow up ther2
before the arbitrators had decided. I was
not using the argument ln the sense ln
which my hon. friend imagines.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
think I apprehended what my hon. friend
said correctly. Perhaps I have not made
myself clear. What I understood my hon.
friend to say was that it would not be a
good reason for not chartering this railway
that we were afraid of complicating the
boundary question, because there could not
be a place of any speclal Importance bulilt
up upon the Pyramid Harbour as the re-
sult of the construction of the railway, or
granting the charter for the railway, be.
fore the boundary question would be, in
all probabillity, settled.

Mr. McNEILL. If my hon. friend will
Just add to that, and If there were, I did
not consider that the arbitrators would re
gard that as of much importance, in view
of the fact that this settlement had been
made by men who knew that the arbitra-
tion was about to take place.

The MINSTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That ls another point, of course.

Mr. McNDILL. That ls part of my argu.
ment.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. i
am afraid the hon. gentleman lt becoming
convinced, and le trying to strengthen his
former conviction.

Mr. MCNEILL. I am only asking my
hon. frIend to do my argument, poor as it
was, Justice.

The MINISTER OF TE II OR. ,I
am striving to meet the argument of the
hon. gentleman, as he presented it. I could
not convince hlm, of course, by mis re.senting hie ,arg=mt The hon. gen en
WIU remember that the city of ag y,
bavlng 14,000 or 15, Inhabitts and a
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city organization, was absointely unknown
a year and a half ago. When towns and
cities spring up so rapidly as they do under
these cireumstances, It would be, ln my
judgment, manifestly unsafe for the Gov
ernment, If they considered that point ol
Importance, to pass It over for the reason
the hon. gentleman presents-that the arbi.
tration would probably be settled before the
town spraug up. I venture this statement,
that if a charter were granted for a rail-
way over the Dalton trail, and active work
were begun by à company known to pos-
sess sufficient capital to carry It to a con-
eluslon-which I presume is the case with
the company represented by the hon. mem-
ber for Richmond (Mr. Gillies), a town of
10,000 or 12,000 Inhabitants would spring up
within six months from the time work was
begun. Any one who has followed the
negotiations from the time the boundary
question commenced up to the present time,
must be convinced that the arbitration
would be most materially affected by the
fact that such a town was there. I do
not see how my hon. friend, knowing what
has happened, can come to any other con
clusion than that the existence of such a
town would most materially affect the situa-
tion that would have to be dealt with by
the arbitrators. I do not Intend to spend
any special time in the discussion of the
question further than to point out that my
hon. friend from Richmond, in giving the
account of his proceedings, has not stated
anything which It Is necessary for the Gov-
ernment to controvert. He stated that
he had brought this matter forward in good
falth; nobody disputes that. Hfe stated that
the proposed corporators were men of sub-
stance; nobody disputes that. The bona
ddes of his proceedings Is not ln the least
doubted. Nor do the Government find it
necessary to question the solvency or tI'e
financial ability of the men he represents.
The Government are treating all parties
alike, whatever be their political relations,
whether they are friendly to the Govern-
ment or not. My hon. friend would pos-
sibly have some good ground of complalut
If we had selected some of those Interested
and had sald to them : We will give cer
tain gentlemen a charter for a -allway over
this line, but we will not give you one.
But we have not done that. We have not
taken a course which would leave us open
to the Imputation of bdng aetuated by
favouritism ; but we have decided that no
charter shallbe granted for the present
over this line, and that decision applies te
friends and foes alike. Therefore, I do
not thlnk we are open to thie charge that
we are actuated by any other motive than
that stated so fully and fairly by the Prime
Minister. Let me call attention to another
fact, which has been advered to, but whieh
1 do not thlnk has been placed clearly be
fore the House. It was brought out in

the course of the debate that lu the chan
ter which had been brought down to the
House last session, for the proposed Stikine,
Teslin line of railway, there was a provi-
sion that Mackenzie & Mann, the incorpor-
ators of the company, mlght bulld from
the Lynn Canal to Fort Selkirk. But clause
11 of that Bill distinctly shows that the
idea which the Government had at that
time was the same as it i now, although
it works out in a different way and causes
different action at this time.

The company may lay out, construct and ope.
rate the Unes of railway, and extensions and
other Unes nentioned in clauses 1 and 2 of the
said contract, provided that the power to build
the line from Lynn Canal to Fort Selkirk and
the branch lines and the lines from navigable
waters to property owned by the company shall
not be exercised without the consent of the Gov-
ernor In Council.
So that the question of policy was still held
by the Government wlthin Its own control,
just as It is at present

I desire to say nothing further, except to
advert for a moment to the remarks of the
hon. member for King'o (Mr. Domville). It
will be manifest that the point brought up
by the leader of the Opposltion Is different
altogether from that discussed by the hon.
member and the arguments used In support
of the position taken by the members of the
Government who have spoken and in sup-
port of the position taken by the rlght hon.
First Minlster, do not apply at all to the
question of Internal lines within the Yukon
district. Therefore, I am not diseusslng that
point, and I do not desire that the reasons
given should be taken as Intended to apply
to charters over Unes of railway within the
Yukon district, except those which may run
to the coast

Mr. McNEILL. la this pollcy to last only
until an arbitration Is finally arranged ? My
rlght hon. friend bas argued all through on
the vlew that this may interfere with the
negotiations. But the only negotiations at
present are concerning the appointing of a
board of arbitration. laIst only until that is
settled that this pollcy ls to apply ? If an
arbitration be agreed upon, are the charters
then to be granted-?

The PRIME MINISTER "Sufficlent unto
the day la the evil thereof." I confess that
the position mlght be seriously affected, If
the matter had been referred to arbitration.
When it ls referred to arbitration, then we
may consider the question again. I do net
wlsh te say -in advance what we may do, but
I say this, that the welght of the objection
would tbe very much less, whlch at present
seems te me Insurmountable.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
I think the Government have come to a
dedsion very late In the day. They have
granted charters te railways te go into
that country on the lime they now refuse

m
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They gave permission to Mann & Macken- Government have been very unreasonabla
zie, the contractors, to build a railway in very hard to deal with, and very unfair in
there as a portion of their line. if they coming to any agreement on these matters
desired. Owing to the course which the between Canada and the United States.
Government have taken, two very consider-
able cities have been built on the American The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
coast, which would have no existence there CANALS. If the hon. gentleman will allow
to-day, if it were not for our railways in me, he must surely be thinking of some
our Canadian territory. Those cities have language used by somebody else on some
been built up entirely by the trade in fur- other occasion, for certainly I did not make
nishing supplies to Canada. I think it very any such statement. The hon. member is in
unfortunate that, whatever the course the error.
Government desire to take to keep the re-
sources of Canada for ourselves-which is Mr. WALLACE. I made no mistake. I
the line they are taking to-day-they did not was listening, and the " Hansard " report
come to that decision before, because, now will show that I am right ; but, if the hon.
that these cities are established, our present gentleman denies having made the state-
policy will simply have the effect of giving ment, I need not pursue it. But I say, that
them greater importance ln consequence. I quite cordially agree in that statement.
Another point that strikes me Is : we are
told there is to be a modus vivendi for two The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
years ln another portion of the disputed I CANALS. Perhaps you think I ought to
territory, and that modus vivendi gives the have made it, and, therefore, conclude that
United States full control. I think that will I did.
be quite unfortunate, because, the moment M
you hand over possession and control for'
to-day, and cities are built on that disputed those gentlemen who, in the years gone by,
territory, you will find it most difficult to told us how easy it would be to deal with
resume possession; and the arbitrators, in the people of the United States if there was
the face of the fact that the Canadians a proper spirit exhibited by the Canadian
have handed this territory over and invited, people, but that the Canadian Government
as it were, the Americans to go in and build of those days were very unfair tour friends
cities, under their control and management, south of the une, and that If there was any
will find it difficult to hand that back to the spirit of fair dealing on their part at ail, they
Canadian people. So that, I think, in that would flnd the Amercans ready to meet them
regard, it would be unfortunate to have a haif way. Those gentlemen on the Treasury
modus vivendi for two years. I think that benches were neyer dune preachlng that
we should not give up any of our rightsdoctrine. Now, when they core to deal with
but insist on exercising our elaim to all them themselves they find, apparently, a.di!-
the territory we believeIsou. ferent state o affairs, as as been confessed

The hon. Minister of Railways and Canais by the MinIsterof Ralways and Canais this
bas told us that the Americans have been afternoon, and as bas been feit by aIl tiese

mostunrasonbleand ostunfar- entlemen when they tell us that the pro-most unreasonable and most unfair-- a
posai on which they separated from the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND United States commissioners was of such an
CANALS. I did not say that. unfaircharacter, su thoroughly unreasonable,

Mr. WALLACE. Not n just so manyhat they ot only refused toconsder that
Mor. W;ÂLLtÂteo. MNolterluuths anyh matter, but dropped ail negutiations on the

words; but the hon. Minister said that they otber questions, because the United States
were ver difficut t deal with.ommssioners were s exceedingy unfar

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND and sellish with regard to the settiement of
CANALS. I do not think I even said that. the Alaska boundary question. Now, the

Goverument are con! ronted wIth -the same
Mr. WALLACE. He said a good deal more difficulties as the former Government had

than that, and put it a good deal stronger been lu the past, the unreasonable desire,
than that, as the "Hansard " report wil the selfîsh desire, I must say, of the people
show. of'the UnItedStates not t» deal fairly wlth

The MINISTEB1 OF RAILWAYS AND the peuple of Canada lu these matters
CANALS. The best way would be to tell These gentlemen say to-day that they are not
me what I did say. going to bnlld up American cties or do any-

thing that wIl» contribute tu, the prosperity of
Mr. WALLACE. I did not take It dowin the United States settiements along the

exactly, but it will be seen ln the "Hansard' boundary. Why, Sir, we were told uly a
report. I short time ag that the Yankee dollar was

The PRIME MINISTER. Better wait, so muh better thanthe EnglIsb shilling that
then, until the "Hansard " comes down. we should rejuice wbenever Americans came

to deal with us, that we should meet tbem
Mr. WALLACE. I eau give the substance more than hai way, and that we should

MrMWLLCE IwsWleseLtLha
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duce to the prosperity of both countries. But (In the Committee.)
they are finding out now by experience that ;Excise, $462,09-it will pay Canadians to look after their own i Salaries of officers and Inspectors of
business, to protect their own Interests, and 1 excise, and to provide for increase
that the Yankee can be very well left to look 1 depending upon the result of ex-
after his own affairs. I arm glad to see a cise examinations ............... $315,395
spirit prevalent to-day among these gentle- The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
men. that did not exist In the past, of having (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). In that item
a little more regard for Canadian interests there is an increase of $10,318.75. I move
and a little less for those of the United that the item be reduced by $3,OOO, so that
States- the increase will then be only $7.318.75.

Since the estimates have been prepared, weMr. SPROULE. I would like to ask thb' find that we can reduce the amount.
Minister of Railways and Canals how long
they intend to continue this policy in the Mr. INGRAM. I would like to know from
event of failIng to reach a settlement with the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue if he
the United States, because they have kept has made any appointment to the excise
It up for two years, and it would be satis- office in St. Thomas ?
factory to know how long that country is The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
going to be shut up for the want of railways? Not yet.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND Mr. INGRAM. The hon. gentleman has
CANALS. I think the Premier bas already received recommendations, I suppose ?
practically answered that question. Per. The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
sonally. I am confident there will be no I think I have received a few.
disposition on the part of the Government to
keep the country shut up one hour longer Mr. FOSTER. We want an explanation
than is necessary. We will determine that from the Minister of two things : First, as to
question when the field is clear of existing what causes the increase, and secondly, as to
difficulties. why he bas reduced his first estimate by

$3,000 ?
Mr. SPROULE. I understood the First The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

Minister to say that he bas determined on I hold in my hand a list of all the factories
this policy now because he hopes to have a and other establishments in the Dominion
settlement inside the next two years ; but he which are under the control of this depart-
did not say, in the event of a set!tlement not ment, they number 637. In the current
being reached, what other polley he would y ear no less than 96 new ones have been
adopt. established. When it is considered that

in the excise department the duty of the
Mr. MACLEAN. Would not this be a good officers is not only to gauge and to measure

time for the Government to consider the fthe goods once they are manufacturèd and
building of a railway through Canadian ter- ready to enter into consumption, but thait
ritory from Edmonton or from some point: lhey are obliged even to follow the process
on the Canadian Pacific Railway ? We want of the manufacture of those goods from the
a line that will give a market for the pro- beginning, and to attend to every step con-
duets of Manitoba and the North-west pro- nected with the distillation from the moment
vinces. and to keep the market in the Yukon the graIn is brought into the distIllery, and
for ourselves instead of giving it to the zo with other goods, one can readily under-Amerleans. When we find these obstruietions stand that this inerease is necessitated input forward by the Americans to our gettIng order to pay our officers. One can readilyinto our own territory, why not bulld up a understand that an inerease of 96 in theCanadian route ,from some point like Edmon-1 number of these establishments will neces-ton. or some point on the Canadian PacifiCe sitate an inerease in the vote.
Railway, and forever hold that market for
Canada without paying any regard to the Mr. WALLACE. What is the nature of
Americans? the increase ?

1The MINISTEIE 0F INLAND REVENUE.
The PRIME MINISTER. I may say In Thee are 20 More brewers and maltster

reply to the hon. menber for Grey (Mr. 20cigar factorles, 5 tobacco factories, and
Sproule) that If we cannot settle that ques- 42 bonded warebouses, and the Increase is
tion so as to bave aceess tto the Yukon from contni. esmecally In British Coiumbla
the Lynn Canal, then our polley will be to
build a railway down to a harbour which isecnthereases I haewarehouse, of
in Canadian territory. In regard to the sug- Iftn ageInedf aes l a
gestion of my hon. friend from East York these have bten esbllshd, lncohlclr
(Mr. Maclean), to build a railway from Ed- ran, VictorKl, ..aso
mouton. that is a matter that must be cou- toultafrte hldeqienl.
sidered by itself.

Thre ae 2$0ore btr erend matoe
Motonagrett42o boedn thearesean the nrese,

cot1igepcalyi5rtshClm0
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Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. gentleman exp'Ired last Wednesday, I think It was, I
employ new officers or officers already in the was endeavouring to give the House the
service, and add to their present duties? history of this Bill from its beginning, some

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. twenty or thirty years ag, down to the pre-
That depends on the circumstances. In sent time. I greatly regret that I was un-
some cases the offieers vlready In the service able to cover the entire ground that day. I
will have time to attend to the new estalb- was especially unable to do that as I de-
lishments, but in others new officers will sired to give the House the history of the
have to be appointed. For Instance, therelitigation in connection with that same Bill.
Is to be a r.ew distilery in Bertiler, the.tseems to nie that the Canadian Pacifie

eof Quebec. whieh will require two Railway Company, which bas secured con-provincers. ee ntid ed aso otetrol of this charter, or is about to securanew of aseers. We are notfIed also of the ontrol of it. could very well afford to givebuilding r a distillery at Beauport Que., the people of that country an extension of,whlch w!)!' require at least two officers. ay, 20 miles of the road this year. The
Mr. POSTER. How does my hon. friend members from the west met together and

(Sir Henri Joly de Lozbinière) select these discussed the matter very fully with the
cfficers-fo: instance, take Berthier? jvery able solicitor of the Canadian Pacifie

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE. Railway Company, and they came to the
We nEed one experlenced man at least. We conclusion that they could not poesbly
are obliged to bring in v man from Ontaro, agree, lu view of what the Interests of the
as we have had no distileries in Quebee and people of that country demand, to allow this
have no experienced officers. We have Bil t> pass unless the Canadlan Pacifie Rail-
brought Mr. Taylor from Windsor, an ex- way Company should see Its way clear to
perienced officer in the business of distil- construct, at least, 15 miles of the road this
ling, and he wIll teach the other offeer year. In the course of some five or six
whom we employ lin the neighbourood of weeks this charter wIll expire and I am
'Berthier mdisposed to think that, unless we eau

get some portion of the road con-
Mr. POSTER. You do not make the new structed this year, It will be better, In the

man a full-fiedged offieer, I suppose, untfl interest of al concerned, that the chartet
he bas experience ? sbould expire. The members came to the

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. "nlusion that the very least they could
He is appointed at $500, and wIll be pro- agree to, In respect to construction this yeai,

motedas h gais exprlene. nouldbe 15 miles., and I thlnk that was amoted as e gains experence.extremely moderate aount. The statu-
Mr. POSTER. 1 suppose that at first he books are loaded Up wlth legishation, passed

is a probationer and does not go on the durlng the Iast 15 years, In regard to thîs
regular staff until he has passed certain ex. railway and the record bas been one that isaiulnationso? a digrace tha the perple oa the Dominion.

Thie MINISTER 0F INLÂND REVENUE. We feed strongly, that we surely do flot ap-
He la appolnted a deputy collector of the peal to t!bis flouse In vain when we are ask-
lowest class--.lass B. ing It to Insert a clause n this charter tha,

at ledst 15 miles shad lIe buit ths year.Mr. FOSTER. Does he have to pasr any The company that now conrols the road
examination? announes Its wllhingness, and bas agreed to

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE the insertion o a clause lu the Bi, t» ex-
No. Probably my hon. friend (Mr. loster) is pend $20,000 thi year. The Bouse wil
aware that ln our department the only understand that It would be Just as de-
officers who are net obliged to pass examina- sirable, lu the lnterest o! the country,to
tions are the deputy collectora.areeteexpendtureo25 cents due-ng

'It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the sult te the settiers. It Sems te me, ln
Chair. vew of wbat las been doue for the d ana.

lal Paeli Railway, ln vlew o the land
igrant which thls charter carnes, It will be
as t ittle as the sanadban Paeilie Railway

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL RAIL Compa y could do t oexpend100,000, or
$150,e0, which would build 15 or 20 mles$o the r,d this year. Every persen fami.

The Bouse resumed conslderatiou or the lan wth railway construction in the Northi.
otino .Sutherland for thewestw understand that It la jstmply Of 'IBM (NO. 90) respectîngt re matter o ign tintg 15 or 20 miles, aud the

Great North-west Central WIway Company; rails p eu yad ftwo or three weeks atter
Ca r tiewaMr.t elenamendotnegradeng If the Ho r e Cana

meuttetheeeto. gant hchrt u uel this charter carei tR e
GREATl teORTmH-WEtT bCENT1RAmlesAtli

Tekr he remer forsideat ofll the t h etlr b ol leealdt
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get their wheat to market much cheaper lease has just been renewed. But the original
than they are able to do at the present time. promoters got a million or two out of the spec-
My impression is that the land grant carried ulation.
by that charter la probably the most valu- This is -the point I have been seeking to
able land grant that will ever be given to illustrate. The promoters make vast sums
any railway company in this country. At of money and the public pay for it. In
the present time, the land is pretty well connection with this enterprise, would it not
exhausted. It will be almost Impossible for be weil for Parliament to take a lesson from
the Government, or Parliament, to confer this experience and say that, Instead of
on any corporation such a land grant as this. speculators making a million or two out of
This land is worth, at least, $2 per acre. As these enterprises, the people themselves
the charter carries 6,400 acres per mile, it should make a million or two. I am quite
Is worth $12,800 per mile, and when you prepared to admit that it would be a shock-
estimate a mileage of 700 or 800 miles, which ing precedent to establish, that the countrywill carry the road to the Yellow Head Pass. Itself should make a dollar out of any of
you will begin to understand the great value these enterprises, but things have gone so
of this land grant. My bellef is that It far in the opposite direction, that it would
would be in the interest of this country and not be a bad idea to try it for once, and If
of the North-west if that charter were al- it should prove an utter failure, we. I sup-
lowed to expire, as It will expire, In five or pose, must return to the old methods which
six weeks, and that the Government should have proved such a curse to Canada, and
take control of the land grant. The value especially to the North-west Territories. Let
of the land is infinitely greater than the cost me give you, briefly. the history of the
of the road will be. The Goverument will Calgary and Edmonton Railway Company :
be able to build the road Itself and have a
surplus of probably $3,000 or $4,000 a mile, The Caigary and Edmonton Railway Company
enough to pay for any lss that might be was incorporated in 1890. The length of the road
sustained in operating the road until the as projected is 340 miles, of which 25 miles has

been constructed. The promoters recelved thecountry la well settled. It seems to me that usual land grant of 6,400 acres per mile, and
this is a reasonable proposition and the timeie mail subsidy of $80,000. The subsidy Is to be
is eoming when the Government, and when paid direct to the London agents, as trustees for
Parliament should consider this question the bondholders. The bonding powers given to
from the economie standpoint. The time will the company were to the amount of $25,00 per

mile. With this the enterprise was launched.c,,,orne, and that before very long, 1 PreetýAlmost immediately the road passed under thewheu the Government will be forced to take operation of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-control of the railways, and It seems to me. pany.
that there should be inaugurated, at theTt
present time, the policy of the nationaliza- That Is the werst o Itla that COuntrY
tmonof rilways eat est coud c there gets under the control of the Cana-mence with the new ones that are to bedian Pacifie Railway, andI if we allow the
timately lead tethe natponalizationl fthe Canadian Pacific Railway to take over con-tie rlwad stome the tionalzatron of te: trol of this territory, and If the report that

mamthe Canadian Pacific Railway is about togoing to explain that, ln connection with this scecurfe the control of the Northern PacliBill, the company has power te bond to the system be true, then we will indeed have aextent of $35,000 a mile. That will result tremendous monopoly established. If thein a very large fixed charge belng imposed House dees not throw this charter out, Ion this railway, and I cannot better illus- hope it wIll at least see the necessity oftrate the disadvantage of hav'ing large fix1 protecting the Interests of the people. Ifcharges against any railway than by read- the entire railroad Interests of the Nortb-Ing you, very briefly, the experience in eon- west Territories are to be controlled bynection with two North-west railways. 1 one company, let this Parliament at leastquete from a very clever pamphlet, written see that that company shall afford properby Mr. Willison, the elever editor of the To- accommodation to the people. I appeal toronto " Globe." Aithough he does not arrive the House, and I hope my appeal shall notat any particular conclusion, still, many of be ln vain, that they shall insist that tis
his facts are interesting1: company be compelled to build fifteen miles

The history of the Qu'Appelle, Long Lake and
Saskatchewan Railway ls faithful te the details Many of fts promoters were closely Identified
of American ralway methods. More than $3,500,- with thnt cumpany. At the on et Parliament
000 was recelved from the sale of bonds. The of 1891the Canan Pacifie RaIlway obtained
road cost for construction and commission and permission to Issue its own 4 per cent conseit-
disbursements in connection with the sale of dated debenture stock to the amount of 200
bonds probably $2,500,000. Rolling stock and per mile o! theC aanEdmonton Railway.
terminus were supplIed by the Cadian Pacifle This was stated to be for the purpose or dg#is-
Railwayr. Thre road received also a Iand grant o!fyigo eurn biain nee nol
1,400,000 acres and a cash subuidy o! $80,000 a epc !teaqiiin osrcin ope
year. It was lese for six year to the Canra- te reupeto IeCl adEmno

d!anPacfie atIay wthct retai ait of theload Ths year mIe contine ro re:
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opened in October, 1892, the Canadian Pacific That is Mr. Willison's estimate and I think
Railway agreeing to operate it for the first five it is a fair estimate for these prairie sec-years, furnish the rolling stock and retain ail tions. Yet, despite these facts, we the re-
income other than the subsidy. To estimate
correctly the resources which from varlous chan- presentatives of the people in the Domin-
nels bas been provided for, the construction and Ion Parliament, enable them to bond the
operation of this 295 miles of prairie road ls road for $28,,00 a mile. This Is such als
scarcely possible upon the information available. outrageous proposition that it does not need
But a more or less clos! approximation may be to be restated in order that the members
calculated from the abovc facts. Railways some- of this Bouse may understand its enormity.times calculate their land grant upon a business Just listen to the words of Mr. Willson:
of $3 an acre.

I have valued the land grant at only $2 The road-bed is now in very poor condition. At
ethisrate the total cost was $2,065,000. Over

per acre, against this is a bonded debt of five and a half
The Calgary and Edmonton Company- will not millions, and the 1,888,000 acres of land grant.

say that half that figure is an excessive basis. In view of ail these facts we should make it an
That gives $2,832,000 under that head. inflexible feature of our future railway pollby

tI'at we shall not vote public noney for the con-
If you estimate the land grant for 800 miles 1 struction of parallel roads, that we shall rigidly
you will see what a tremendous subsidy limit Issues of the stock and capital, and force
we are giving to the company to build this railway construction and railway operation down

to buiness principles. It la time we learnod
road. ln view of that tremendous subsidy, eomething from a very instructive experience.
amounting to eight or ten million dollars-
I am sorry I have not had time to figure Indeed, It is time that we should learn
out the exact sum-surely It is not asking something from tlie very Instructive ex-
too much to insist that they shall expend perience of the past. If we allow this com-
$100,000 to extend that road during the pre- pany the privilege of bonding to the ex-
sent season. tent of $35,000 a mile, it will be quite plain

To this amount must be added the road'sto the people of Canada that we have not
bonded indebtedness, consisting of $5,458,940 firstearned anything from our very Instructive
mortgage 6 per cent twenty year bonds. It maylexperience In the past. I appeal to the
be that these bonds were subjected to a discount,i ouse i1hat thîs Parlia¶Int should preserve
but the measure of guarantee whieh was given the rights of the people by Inserting a
them by means of the mail subsidy no doubt Clause that the Company sbould at least
materially strengthened then. Roughly speak- build fifteen miles a year. The settiers
ing, therefore, and leaving out of the addition went Into that country w1th the promise
the mail subsid1es, the promoters raised upon the
road in bonds and land the amount of $28,000 alttthe alay sho fe andthpo

mil. loto the Paramtof Canada t o ehv pro-

t oap le a tect their interest. A large number oons ahik ro ftht; d aidlot 28,ost more tan le !themrhave passed over te the great major-
on0 araThat the most os pre tho!tss aty ta large number o!them have grow00a.waypoliheyMas thas exlos prte ofnh gray waiting for ths accommodation, and18 Oflc as paraewisth lnAman not a few, I beheve, have lef t that countryada. It o :nw ith a curse. This Is the kind o!mthing
builds a bouse for $4,000, and thet he that bashelped to mar the fair prospects
comes to Parliament and obtains power to of the North-west l past years. [t Io r
raitée $10,000 on It, constitutIng himselt a because o! the experience or these settiers
Joint stock ompanyisnd taking n s wfe that Ir ise te protest aganst that Volicy
and a chIld or two order that ie may bemng contin ed; oItv15because o this that
vade Individual responsiblity and o that y ase to-night to ask that the members

way he makes money at the expeuse of o! this Pariamet comsIder the interest
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thing on behalf of the North-west ; and I
am sorry that, when I say this, the Prime
Minister and the MinIster of Railways are
not In their places ; but t am glad to see
that the Minister of the Interior ls here, and
I hope that, after he hears what I say, he
will at least give his colleagues some advice
as to what they ought to do ln regard to this
question. For years the q-iestion of railway
reform has been before this country ; for
years the members from the North-west
have come down to Ottawa ; for years they
have filled their newspapers with editorials
claiming that the North-west was ground
down by a grasping monopoly, created by
the Conservative party and known as the-
Canadian Pacifie Railway. Yet to-nlght we
hear au hon. member from the North-west,
who has been known there as the champion
of the people in railway matters, saying that
he wll lbe satisfied, if this great railway
monopoly Is allowed to take over this road
and build 15 miles this year. I say, he should
have core out strongly and said, that, as a
supporter of the Goverument, he would de-
dine to support them, If they did not take
such measures before this Bill went through,
as to proteet the people of this country, and
especially the people of the North-west.
There is only one way to bring about rail-
way reform in this country ; that is, by lu-
sisting on some kind of eoncession being
given with each railway Bill, as it goes
through. If the people of the North-west
to-day have any advantages in regard to
railway rates over what they had years ago.
It Is because the Government got certain
concessions from the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way¿ when the Crow's Nest Pass Railway
was ehartered, two years ago. If the people
of the North-west have anything else to
thank this Parliamenti for, it Is the conces-
sion that was obtained from the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company at the tme their
monopoly was bought out, some years ago;
and the only way we eau get concessions for
the people le to insist on some concession
tu regard to each railway, as its Bill comes
before this House. If the people of the
North-west have railway grievances, as
the Winnipeg "Tribune " says they have.
as the members from the North-west say
they have, why do not these hon. gentlemen
come forward to-night and say, that this
Bill shall not go through until those grlev-
ances have been amended ? Some of the
grievances of the people have been amended
ln the past by compelling railway com-
panles, when they come before Parliament,
asking for privileges, to give nome conces-
sions to] the people In return. What
was done In connection with the Crow's
Nest Pass B11, two years ago ? The
Canadian Pacifle Railway Company ask-
ed Parliament to give them a large
grant of land, a large sum of money,
a railway charter, and practical control of

one of the only two remaining passes of the
Rocky Mountains. Parliament gave that
franchise to the Canadia*i Pacifie Railway
Company ; but what did Parliament exact
from that company in return? The conces-
sions granted by the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way ln favour of the people of the North
west, at the instigation of the present Gov-
ernment, were as follows :- (1) rates to and
from points on the Crow's Nest Une to be
taken out of the 10 per cent clause and to
be subject to approval by Governor In Coun-
eil or a railway commission; (2) reduction
lu rates on west-bound traffile originating
east of Fort William, on certain classes of
goods, of from 10 to 23â per cent; (3) re-
duction ln rates on east-bound traffic origin-
ating west of Fort William, grain and flour,
of 30 per cent; (4) the Railway Committee
may give running powers on terms fixed by
the committee ; (5) the Crow's Nest Une and
extensions in British Columbia to be subject
to the Railway Act; (6) the price at whieh
the company may sell the Crow's Nest lands
to be reguàlated by the Governor in Council ;
(7) 50,000 acres of coal lands toi be handed
over to the Government.

If valuable concessions, such as these,
eould be obtained by the Goverument from
the Canadian Pacifie Ralway, when the
Crow's Nest Bill went through the House,
why are not valuable concessions of the
sanme' kind going now ? And why are not
the members from the North-west Insisting
on the Government they support getting
similar concessions ? Why are they allow-
ing this Bill to go through without demand-
ing concessions ? What Is the Minister of
the Interior here for, unless to demand those
concessions ? Why are not the members of
this Government who opposed the Canadian
Pacifie Railway monopoly, insisting on con-
cessions for the people now ? This charter,
which Is being extended to-day ln the sole
interest of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, ls
a most valuable franchise. We have been
told to-night that It gives the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway Company 6,400 acres of land
per mile for almost 800 miles of road-for
400 miles at least-and what Is the value of
this land ? The Reform party, when lu Op-
position ln this country, valued that land
at from three to five dollars an acre. Surely,
it ls worth at least that amount to-day. Six
thousand four hundred acres per mile, at $3
au acre, is equivalent to almost $20,000 per
mile : and we have been told to-night that
this road can be bult for $7,000 a mlle, and
I believe it can. Tnen, why ls the Minister
of the Interior not lnsistlng, on behalf of the
people of the North-west, on getting the
same concessions now as were got at the
time the Crow's Nest Pass Railway was
chartered ? I will not consent to this Bill
going through, until we have some explana-
tion in that respect. In 1884 the members
from the North-west came down here and
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said, that the erying evil of that country
was the monopoly enjoyed by the Canadian
Pacife Raîlway. They aroused such an agi.
tation here that at last the Dominion Gov-
ernment, under the leadership of Sir John
Macdonald, had to buy out the monopoly
clause for the Canadian Pacife Railway ln
return for which the Government guaran-
teed the interest on the company's stock for
a great many years. That Interest Is now
being paid, and, the country has sustained
no loss. On that occasion the people of the
North-west got a concession from the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway in return for the fran-
chise given to them. Why Is not a simlar
concession being got now ? This Is a valu-
ablq franchise, not only conveying a large
land grant, but, I belleve, grantIng to the
company the last of the exIsting passes
through the Rocky Mountains. If you in-
slsted on concessions to the people two years
ago lu return for the Crow's Nest Pass, why
are you extending this franchise without pro-
tecting the people ? I say,, that the North-
west members will not be doing their duty,
if they do not insist, and especially if the
Minister of the Interior does not insist, on
getting for the people of the North-west on
†,hs occasion the same concessions as were
got for the people two years ago. The right
hon. gentleman who leads this House, in
1884, when the question of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway monopoly was before the
House, spoke of "the many obnoxious
clauses which the people of Canada were
subjected to unxdert this instrument." Two
or three of these obnoxious clauses have
been got rid of. The one in regard to the
construction of other railways has been got
rid of, but there are many others. I will
tell the North-west members a most objec-
tionable thIng ln the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way charter to-day, that ls, that the com-
pany are entitled to a 10 per cent dividend
on what the road was supposed to cost
The North-west members ought to insist on
the surrender of that 10 per cent clause or
this Bill shall not pass. But I have not
heard one of them say that.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. You have not been
ln the House.

Mr. MAC DAN. To-nilght I insist that
this concession, so valuable as it ls, giving
so much land to the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, golng so far to strengthen its present
monopoly, should not be granted unless the
legislation I call for be Inserted in the BIll.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Spend the summer
here and know a little about It.

Mr. MAOLEAN. I have read the speeches
of the hon. gentleman and others about this
grasping monoply, but now he seems to
be the apologist of that corporation, and
desires to see the people of the North-west
kept under the grap of that monopoly. He
la now willing that the company should be

Mfr. MACLEAN.

allowed to take advantage of that clause
and earn 10 per cent on inflated capital be-
fore they can be called on to pay any share
of taxation.

Mr. SUTHERLANr1. I rise to a ques-
tion of order. There 1s one hour for private
Bills, and there is a large number of very
important private Bills on the paper. I do
not think that this discussion Is either ger-
mane to the Bill or the amendment, and
should not be allowed to interfere with the
progress of business.

Mr. HENDERSON. With reference to
the point of order, I would just say that
the hon. member for Oxford (Mr. Suther-
land) has very little reason to complain to-
night. He allowed the whole hour the
other night, without any objection, to be
used In discussing this Bill ln a manner not
calculated to throw any light on It what-
ever. I understand It was the hon. gentle-
man himself who caused the obstruction on
that occasion.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The hon. gentle-
man Is entirely mistaken. I spoke but a
short time, three or four minutes, and that
in favour of the Bill passing, and against
the amendment. I am not objecting to
opposition by the hon. member for York
(Mr-. McLean) to the Bill, but I think that
his argument ought to be germane to the
matter under discussion.

Mr. SPEAKER. The question before the
House seems to be a very restricted one,
and I do net think It allows a discussion
on al the affairs of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway in connection with the North-west
I thlink the hon. gentleman should confine
himself to matters connected with the ex-
te-nsion of ime on this railway.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Will you, fMr.
Speaker, read the amendment ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not know that that
will afford the House very much more light.
The amendment Is by Mr. Douglas :

That the Bill be not now read the third time,
but referred back to the Committee of the Whole,
with Instructions to amend It by striking out
section 3 and sub3tituting the following:-

" Section 5 of the said Act Is hereby amended
by striking out the words 'lst day of August *
in the seventh and eight lines thereof and substl-
tuting the l"1st day of December.'"

Whatever that may mean, It cannot give
rise to a discussion of the whole affairs of
the North-west and the Canadian Pacifle
Railway.

Mr. MACLE>AN. WIth al due deference
to your ruling, Mr. Speaker, I beg to draw
your attention to the tact that this com-
pany Is askIng for an extension of its char-
ter, and that l9 really the clause under dis-
cussion, and i am givlng some reasons why
the extension should not be granted. And
eP lally as the hon. gentleman who pre
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ceded me went over the whole range, I
would ask the indulgence of the House on
this, the first opportunity I bave had,
through no fault of minee of dIscussing this
measure, to give my views upon the ques-
tion before the House.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman will
please confne his argument to the question
of extending the time of the charter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. As my hon,
friend was not here on a former occasion
when this Bill was reported from the Rail-
way Committee, I would tell him that other
hon. gentlemen, of course ln the exercise
of their rlght, spent a great deal of time
in talking out the hour and preventing the
vote being reached. I am quite sure that
the hon. member for York (Mr. Maelean)
does not wish to follow that course, and as
there are a number of very Important Bills
on the paper, I hope that he will be suffi-
ciently brief to enable a vote to be taken
and other Bills reached.

Mr. MACLEAN. I understand the BUll
to be for an extension of time for thls rail-
way charter, and that the amendment bears
on that question. I say that this exten.
sion should not be granted for the reasons
I have just urged, and which, I think, are
quite germane to the question before the
House. It Is not In the publie interest that
a great monopoly siîeh as the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway, which has been condemned
from time to time ln this House as a grind-,
ing and grasping monopoly in the North-
west, should b given this extension and
this franchise unless they give the same
concession to the people which it gave ln
connection wih the Crow's Nest Pass char-
ter. The North-west to-day has substan-
tial grievances agaust the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. The people there are calling for
a railway commission to remedy these
grievances. Then, I say, do not give this
additional franchise to that comupany, do
riot strengthen this monopoly, unless It will
consent to the establlshment of a railway
commission and the surrender of that 10
per cent clause. Hon. gentlemen say theo-
retically that the Canadlan Paeltie Rail-
way are lu favour of a rallway commission.
But I would have concessions Insisted upon
before giving it any further favours. The
people are sick and tired of givIng and giv-
ing to the railways and getting nothing in
return. You can get something if you
stand up like men and insist on getting it,
just as you did get something In connection
with the Crow's Nest Pass charter.

An bon. MEMBER. No, not a thing.
Mr. MA0DBAN. The hon. Minister of

Railways said that he had got concessions,
substantial concessions, and the people have
obtained reduetions ln freight rates. In
that Crow's Nest Pass charter a clause was
Inserted providing that It be taken out of

the 10 per cent clause, so that the 10 per
cent clause does not govern in the case of
the Crow's Nest Pass- Railway. Do you
not want to obtain that concession for the
North-west people ? If you do, you must
insist on getting it just as you did in the
case of the Crow's Nest Pass.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The House has perfect power to amend the
Railway Act In such a way that the 10 per
cent clause will not apply, without any con-
cession from this company.

Mr. MACLEAN. That does not meet the
case at all. Either substantial concessions
were got in connection with the Crow's Nest
Pass charter or they were not. If the hon.
Minister of the Interior says that the con-
eessions obtained were not substantial, he
Is going against the Minister of Railways,
who said that they were, and who justified
that charter on that grouud. I am told
that the hon. Minister of the Interior has
a very extensive proposition to submit, in
a very short tame, ln connection with the
Ralny River Rtailway.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman
should not toucli upon that.

Mr. MiACUEAN. I am speaking directly
to the question of the extension of time
and explaining why it should not be grant-
ed.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The 10 per cent
clause does not apply to this cliaiter.

Mr. MACLEAN. It does. It applies to
all the rest of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, and I say : Do not give them this con-
cessidn until they waive their right to that
10 per cent clause over the entire system.
It may not apply to this particular char-
ter, but it does obtain all over the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. This is not the
Canadian Pacifie Rallway.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Does the hoa. gentleman know where the
10 per cent clause is to be found ?

Mr. MACLE4N. I understand perfectly
what I am talking about. I say that e
grievance of the North-west to-day is trts
10 per cent clause which obtains over the
Une of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. Do
not give the Canadian Pacifie this additional
concessioln unless they withdraw the 10 per
cent clause which now obtains over the Ca-
nadian Pacflie Railway. I was going on to
say that the Minister of the Interlor (Mr.
Sifton) in connectlon wlth Mr. Greenway of
Manitoba, we are told, has made some ar-
rangement in regard to the Rainy River
Raiway. The province of Ontario has given
immense sums to that railway. Titis Parlia-
ment of Canda, I.am told, will, in afew
Iays, be asked to give large sums to tbat
railway. The provInee of Manitoba is pre-
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pared to vote lare subsidies to that rail-
day. And the justification of these subsi-
dies is that concessions wlU be demanded in
the interest of the people )f Canada gener-
ally, that freight rates will be regulated.
that running rights will be accorded to other
companies over this railway, and everyl:hing
done that it is possible to do to protect the
rights of the people. If this is to be done,
wlth Messrs. Mann & Mackenzie, who claini
to be rivals of the Canadian Pacifie B uil-
way, why should not the same be done in
connection with this road, wbieh is not
Mann & Mackenzie's, but, I am told, belongs
or will beïong out and out to the Canadian
Pacifie Railway ? I think these are all rea-
sons why this extenîsion should not be given
to-nlght. These are reasons why the North-
west members should insist that every con.
cession that was given te the North-west and
British Columbia in connection with the
Crows Nest Pass, and which we are told
are to be given in connection with the Rainy
River road. should be given in connection
with this BIîL For seven or eight years I
have been a member of this House, and
during tbat time I have studled the trans-
portation problem and tried, in my humble
way, to get some sort of practical refortu.
I have agitated in he newspaper and in thIs
House and in the country. I have come to
this conclusion-that there is only one way
to seciure railway reform in this country,
and that is not by large and sweeping and
general 'measures, but by taking esen Bill
as It come3 up, by followlng each franchise
as it 1s given, and demanding In~return for
it some kind of concessions to the people.
The hon. gentleman who last spoke says he
i In favour of the nationalization of the
railways. I aIso arIn ufavour of that ; but
it cannot be secured by any sweeping mea-
sure. but must come by degrees. The
Government should maintain the railway
system they have and expand It graduafy,
get running rights here and there, and In
tbat way, be a competlng road to the two
great monopolles In this country. You will
never get out nationalization of the rail-
ways with any one meisure-it is too big
a problem for that. But if you go to work
serlously and take Up each 'franchise as it
comes before us and Insist on some kind ot
proteetion to the people. you will gradually
get it. Wby, la another place. a rallway
measure was under consideration, and it
was suggested that the concessions should
be given provided the rallway would give
someth'Ing in return. say a two-eent passen.
ger rate. . To get cheaper fares for the peo.
ple we should take each rallway Bill as It
comes up and tell the promoters : You can
have your franchise If you will give a two-
cent passenger rate. If one road gave that
rate, as In the State of New York, every
other road In the country would be com-
peled to *foow the example. But If you
say you muet not interfere with vested

Mlr. MALAN.

rights. that you must not treat one company
lu tùis way because some other company
was treated dioerently in the past, you will
iever get It. If the members from the
North-west-and I appeal to them especially
-desire to see railway reform in this coun-
try. they must band together and take these
Bills one after the other and see to It that
they provide substantial protection for the
people they represent. It wll not do for
them to say, as the hon. member who has
juist taken his seat said, that they will be
satisfied if the Canadian Paeille Railway
vill build 15 miles of this road this summei.

That is no concession to the people of the
Northi-west. They should insist on the same
eoncessions as were given to the people iu
eonnection with the Crow's Nest Pass Rail-
way. I trust that the hon. members from the
North-west, before this Bill is allowed to go
through, will press upon the Minister of the
Interior to do for the North-west whîat he
did for British Columbia In connection with
the Crow's Nest Pass road. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I do not wish further to take up
the time of the House. But there is an-
other amendment. and it may be necessary
to speak on this Bill again in order to bring
out further the vlews I hold in regard to
this whole railway problem. I do say that
this Is the opportalnty of the Government
and of the Liberal party which condemned
that Canadian Pacifie Railway monopoly as
no other monopoly ever was condemned in
this country. te compel the company as they
are well able to do, to do something for the
people of the North-west. And especlally Is
It the duty of the Minister of the Interlor,
who sits here as the representative of these
prairie provinces, to insist on having the
sane rights for his provinces as were given
to British Colunibia two years ago.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Slfton). I desire to say only a word or two,
Mr. Speaker. My hon. friend from East
York (Mr. Maclean) assumes the right to lee-
ture the members of the North-west on what
cons-itutes their interest. I am Inclined to
think he would do better to acquire at least
an elementary knowledge of the subject be-
fore he discusses It. The 10 per cent clause
of the Canadian Pacifie Ralway has no
existence as applied to this charter.

Mr. MACLEAN. I did not say It had.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

If the hon. gentleman will listen, he will
know more about this subject than he does
now. The 10 per cent clause Is a clause in
the original Canadian Pacifie "Rallway char-
ter. It was put there, as the hon. gentleman
eau easlly flnd out, and as old members of
the House will remember, to overrIde the 15
per cent lause in the General Railway Act
of Canada. - There is a, 15 per cent-not 10
per cent-clause which applies to all these
charters; and it l ln tlie General Railway
Act, se that It does not conatitute a corporate
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right on the part of any partieular railway
company, but may be amended fronutime to
time by this Parliament without respect to
any concession to any company. So if my
Ison. friend desires that Parliament should
retain power to do away, not with the 10
per cent, but with the 15 per cent clause.
bis desire is already gratified. I think I
know something of the desires and wishes of
the people of the North-west in connéction
with this charter, and 1 say that the wish
of the people is that the road should be
built. My hon. friend from East Assinlboîa.
(Mr. Douglas) has moved a resolution re-
quiring that as a condition of this Bill, 1.~>
miles of the road shall be built this year.
That is what the people who are interested
desire. and -I shall have much pleasure in'
voting for my hon. friend's amendment.

Mr. LEIGHTON MeCARTHY (North Sim-
coe). I agree with what my hon. friend
from East York (Mr. Maclean) has said in
regard to monopolies in general. But In re-
gard to this railway, I happen to have par-
tieular knowledge. It has been subjected to,
Perhaps, the largest suits In the courts of law
that we have had In thls country during the
last five or six years. The company was lu
such an Impoverished state by reason of this
litigation that the enterprise could only be
carried on In some such way as this. It was
open to anybody to purchase the charter, buti
the only people who would buy it were the
Canadian Pacifie Railway. The litigation
prevented Its being built and this extension
of time is only fair and reasonable. I agree
generalHy wïth what the hon. gentleman saysi
concernlng monopolies, but In this case,
where the request is fair as between man
and man, I belie-ve that the extension ghould
be granted.

Mr. FRANK OLIVER (Alberta). I wish!
to take the opportunity for one minute to
point out to the House that we ask for a i
vote bere to-night for the purpose of keep-
ing faith with the settlers of the North-west
along the line of this 20 miles of road. Last
session, owing to the stand taken by the hon.
memb>ers from the North-west, an-arrange-
ment was made. an agreement was entered
Into and a charter given whereby 20 miles
of railroad were to be built before the lst
of August thls year. The settlers along that'
plece of road had the rigbt to believe that
this Parliament would see to it that this
portion of the road would be built by the
date namel. These settlers have made their
caleulations accordingly. We have reason
to belle ve that men have gone Into that coun-
try on the strength of that understanding.
When the Canadian Pacide Railway bought
out the r.ghts of the North-west Central,
-they beught them subJect te that under-
standing, and we ask you now to say that
that understanding shall be carried out, and
that there sha'l not be a breach of faith on
the part of this Parliament towards the set-

tiers in any part of this country, even though
they are so far away as the North-west.
There are vested Interests of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway or any other railway, I mean
the vested Interests of the people In that par-
tieular part of the North-west through which
tiis railway runs. I say that the men who
have invested their time, their labour, and
their money, and who have spent their Ilves
in the development of that country, are en-
titled to the consideration of thls House,
above and beyond even the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company. It is for their interests
we ask protection.

House
glas) :

divided on amendment (Mr. Dou-
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Amendment negaived.
Bfi read the third time and passed.

STRIKE OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAIL.
WAY TRACKMEN.

Mr. TAYLOR, I have a letter of some im-
portance ln my band which I want to read
and place It ln the hands of the Premier. The
letter lis frem the treasurer of the township
of. Leds
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Lansdowne, June 9th, 1899.
George Taylor, Esq., M.P., Ottawa.

Dear Sir,-I thought I would drop you a line
this a.m., and to tell you how matters are going
in Lansdowne with regard to the Grand Trunk
Railway strike. The first of the week the com-
pany sent a car here with a number of men to go
ta work. Atuong them is a half-negro, who, I
bear, bas been telling around of his flghting qual-
ities with fist or revolver, saying that he could
make short w.rk of anybody. The gang went to
work during the day (Wednesday). The same
night, between Il and 12 o'clock, as I and my fam-
Ily were going to bed, we heard a shot fired from
the car. I looked aut from my bed-room window
ta see if I could see or hear any party. Immedi-
ately there was another shot fired, and I heard
the bullet strike near me, followed In a short
time by more shots from. the same direction. I
tbnk altogether there were five or six shots fired.
After a while we all retired. Next morning
there was a good deal of talk about the shooting,
and of the character of the men sent here. In
the evening (last evening), about half-past seven,
I went upstairs in my stUre, and found a bullet
hole through one of the east windows, which
passed along striking the wall, tearing the mor-
tar and lodging In the floor. My bed-room wIn-
dow is about 10 feet further east from the line
of the shot, appearing as if the parties shooting
were trying to shoot where they saw the light.
On finding matters as stated, I asked some par-
ties up to show them what bad taken place the
evening before. I then went to our magistrate
and had hin come and see it. We then went
over ta the car where the men were stopping,
bringing back with us their foreman, and showed
him what had been done. and also some bullet
holes in my neighbour's drive-house. The result
is that five or six of them were arrested and
locked up. The case will be heard this after-
ncon before Justice Mulvaugh. I may also men-
tion that we were waked up by two more shorts
fired about six. Now, we, as private citizens,
believe that it is hlgh time, when our lives are
in danger. for the Government to take hold of
tbis matter of the strike and have it settled at
once. I thought it was well enough to let you
know how matters are here.

Yours respectfully,
(Sgd.) G. F DEANE.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved itself into Committee
of Supply.

(In the Commlttee.)
Salaries of Officers, Inspectors of Excise,

&c. ..................................... $315,395
Mr. CLANCY. I would ask the Minister of

Inland Revenue to explain more fully this
Inerease of $10,000 in the item for salaries
of officers and lnspectors of excise.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I do not know if my hon. friend was here
before six o'clock when I attempted to ex-
plain that inerease. It is not $10,000 but
$7,000. When the amount was given to the
printer, there was a mistake made. I ex-
plained before dinner the wonderful amount
of increased business we have over last year.
We have now 637 different licensees, distill-
ers. maltsters, breweries, elgar and cigarette
manufacturers, bonded warehouses, vinegar

Mfr. TAYLOR.

factorles, &c. Only last year the number of
the liceî¶sees was increased by 96. As I ex-
plained before dinner, our work has not only
to do with gauging, measuring and testing
the products of all these factorles, but we
have actually to take a share In the manu-
facturing of them. We have to watch them
from the beginning. In the distilleries, we
have to see the grain coming in, to see it
weighed, locked up, taken out, placed in the
mash, test the force of the mash and follow
the different processes of distillation and to
test the different degrees. In all the dls-
tillerles, breweries, cigarette, tobacco and
vinegar factories, we must keep a continuous
supervision of every act, from the beginning
of the manufacturing of these products until
the processes are perfected. Not only that
but we must watch the product, while it is
kept ln our stores, and until the duty is pald
on it. An Increase of 96 of these factorles in
one year out of a total of 637, Is an inerease
of nearly one-seventh of the whole, so that
one can readily understand that would neces-
sitate an increase in the staff of our offices.
Furthermore, ln Quebec, where there were
no distilleries, before this year, they have
already established one, and they are estab-
lishing another one near Quebec. Each one
of these distilleries requires, at least, two offi-
cers. It appears as if this were an increase
over last year, and so it is an Increase, but
I have a ïlst of the salaries paid in the excise
branch of the department for the past ten
y4rs. By following it up one will be able to
observe the gradual increase, and to show
h'ow little it has been Increased this year.
When you take the year 1896-97, you will see
that we asked for $311,000. This year we are
only askIng for $312,000, or $1,000 more. It
is true that last year we only asked for $305.-
000. We have been trying, as much as pos-
sible, to reduce the expenditure, but, after
all, there is no such elasticity ln our funds
as there is in the spread and multiplylng of
the factories. We have, therefore, been
obliged to admit that we have reduced too
much our estimate from the year 1896-97,
which was the first year I 'had the honour to
be In charge of this department. Ever since
I have been trying to reduce the estimates
from $311,000; I reduted them to $307,000
and to $305,O00. We are finding an increase
la the work, especlally in the Nor.th-west and
in the Kootenay district in British Columbia.
Every month we bave been called upon to
appoint new officers ln the Kootenay district.
It Is developing with suc'h rapidity that the
officers we have there are not sufficient. and
we 'have to Increase their numiber.
Preventive service ....................... $15,100

Mr. POSTER. Here is an increase to be
explained.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
That is an inerease of $3,000. I have a list
here of the amounts voted for preventive
service, and one will see that I bave been
too greedy In trying to make economies in the
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expenditure. We have come to the point
where we must admit that we are, to a cer-
tain degree, Incapable to carry on satisfae-
torily the preventive service, since the In-
crease in the duty on spiritssand tobacco, It
is well known to every one that smuggling
has very much increased, and that it requiresî
the interference of a larger preventive force
than before. T might read the amounts voted
for the past ten years and compare them
with this $15.000 that we are asking. In
1889-90. the amount was $15.000; in 1890-91,
it was $15,000.

to the revenue, and we ought to be encour-
aged ln every way. On account of the In-
crease in customs duties on liquor and to-
bacco, our expenditure needs -to be Increased
to proteet the revenue. I am constantly re-
ceiving information that there Is illicit dis-
tilling in such and such a place, and we are
hampered for want of money.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose, besides being
hampered in proteeting the revenue, the
Minister finds that he is hampered by cer-
tain demands made upon him in the interest
of the revenue of private individuals.

Mr. POSTER. Are you giving the sumUs The MINISTER OF INLAND RENvoted or the expenditure ? I do not know, but I suppose that1
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. experience of my hon. friend (Mr. F

The sums voted; sometimes we do not ex- To pay collectors of custons allowance
pend them at al. and duties collected by them for 1898-

Mr. FOSTER. It would be better if we 99 .....................................

VEUNE.
was the
oster).

$5,500
knew the sums expended each year. Mr. FOSTER. Has the Minister had a

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. conference lately with the hon. member for
I am very sorry, but I think, ln the Supple- North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) on the inli-
mentary estimates for this year, we wm have quity of paying civil servants from more
to acknowledge that we have overdrawi-the than one source. I am sure he Is contra-
account. This year we are obliged to ask vening the doctrine that Is held so strictly
$1,000 more ln the supplementary estimates. by the hon. gentleman (Mr. MeMullen), who
When we are called upon to put down smug- is not present.

Q.-- - - « RIq!p - ý Irf-
gling and Illicit. distilleries, I think I can',
safely appeal to the committee to help to ob-
tain the anount sufficient, at least as much
as was required for so many years wheni
there was not the same damage done by
smuggling•

Mr. CLIANCY. How many new officers;
have been appointed and where, under this
additional expenditure of $3,000 ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
They are not appointed yet. This is for
next year. We 'have to pay not only the
salaries of the officers, but their travelling
expenses too, and. naturally, the more means1
we have at our disposal, when they canbe
employed usefully, the more work we can
do.

Mr. POSTER How can my hon. frIend
explain that last year he only expended
$13,000 ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I did not spend as much as I would like to
have expended.

Mr. POSTER. I am afraid that with my
hon. friend's disposition to spend money it
Is dangerous to put too much money in bis
hands. He bas enunelated a very dangerous
and pleasant prineiple for a spending de-
partment Thirteen thousand dollars was
the limit spent last year, and how does the
Minister propose to spend $2,000 more this
year ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I do not think we deserve the title of the
spending department, because I think the
Minister' of Custo-ms and I deserve a better
titie. We are both contrlbutlng very largely

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
My conscience prevents me from having too
many conferences with my hon. friend (Mr.
MeMullen) who Is now absent, but I am sure
that it wi l be admitted that this item Is
amply justified, for, by utilizing the services
of the customs officers, instead of appoint-
ing special officers, we save a great deal of
money.

Commission to sellers of startps for Can-
adian twists tobacco ..... ............... $100
.Mr. WALLACE. I have a letter from a

tobacco dealer In Ottawa, who makes the
complaint that the Minister has remitted
fines that have been imposed by the courts,
and he also complains that the Minister per-
mits a $2 license tobe' given to some men
ln Ottawa, while this gentleman is charged
$50 for a similar license. The $2 license is
given to a farmer, who presumably makes
his own tobacco, and the $50 license is
charged to the man who manufactures the
Canadian tobacco into twist. I think that
complaint should be investigated by the
Minister.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
If my hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) had been
kind enough to send me that letter, he may
be certain that I should have looked into
the matter at once.

Mr. WALLACE. I shall send the letter.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The only way that I can remit a fine Im-
posed by the court le by Order in CounciL.
Farmers have been -ined $50 for exposing a
few pounds of twist tobacco on the market,
and in many cases I thought the ends of jus-
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tice would be served by diminishing the
amount of penalty, and I bave asked for an
Order in Council. In other cases, farmers
come into iarket without having the twist
tobacco stamped, and I personally feel that
the ends of justice would be served by not
lnsisting on a too heavy penalty, and I have
power to use my judgment under the Act.
There are a great many cases in whieh I
feel a great deal of satisfaction in being
allowed to go luto the merits of the case, ln-
stead of applying the letter of the
law. Especially is that the case in in-
stances where a man takes a few plugs
of tobacco and exposes them on his shelves.
In that case we give a strong warning, and
sometimes impose a little fine, and perhaps
confiscate the tobacco. There are many
cases in whiclh one must look at the Inten-
tion rather than at the letter of the
law, at all events lin the case of those
who off end against the law ln ignorance. In
such cases I feel that I have a right to exer-
cise my judgment, and, where the law allows
it, to deal with them as leniently as possible.

Mr. FOSTER. This commission on stamps
QX MQ t bla0vyAÈ1- %-

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I am explaining that these stamps are sup-
plied to postmasters for the convenlence of
the people.

MT. HEYD. I understood the Minister to
state that fines were collected from mer-
chants for extposing tobacco for sale outside
of the boxes. What good object is served
by that ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I said I did not wish to take up the time of
the House in explalning why that regulation
had been imposed. I must say that at first
sight it appears rather tyrannical. When I
took charge of the department, there were
,many things in the regulations that struck
me as being tyrannical as well as useless ;
but I have since learned to appreciate the
necessity of these regulations. It is so dif-
fdeult to discover frauds that one must not
neglect any means in order to discover them.
For instance, when a man buys a box of
tobacco at the factory, say 50 pounds of plug,
he brIngs It to his store ; and on that box
he will see printed that he is not allowed to
sell the tobacco outside of that box. There

seemes oJ e a practice not very wielIy ex- is the sane regulation on cigar boxes in re-tended. Is it an old custom ? It is a gard tote sale ef cigars. They inust be
snall amount of money, and seems to be sold frein the box iu which tley were
confined alrnost taonue locality. placed by the manufacture. It appears at

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. drst sight to be au absurd regulation, but
We ouly send the stamps to postinasters, and you must remember that these boxes
'only In the province of Quebec. The far- bear the stamp of the department. As
mers who grow tobacco, and who want to each cigar and each plug of tobacco can-
dispose of it on the market, make It into not be stamiped separately, the box is
twists, and, la order to prevent frauds, we stamped. If the people would always
require them to put the stamp inside the sel directly from the box, It would very
twist at the time they make I. If they were much facilitate the work of our officers. A
allowed to put the stamp on the outside of revenue officer goes Into a store, and begins
the twist, it could be removed and used to handle some of the pluge lu a box. He la
again; but they are obliged te weave the sufficlently acquainted with the mode ef
stamp with the twist, so that when the twist manufacture to know that the box comes
Is opened the stamp Is torn. It Is a very from Tuckett or from McDonald, and if he
simple way to prevent the stamp being used dinds l the box a plug whih has not been
twice. manufaetured by Tuckett or McDonald, he

Mr. FOSTER. That is not an answer to wIll say : You have no right to bave that
my question. I want to know why this cor- plug there ; It has been smuggled or manu-
mission on stamps Is condned to so amall factured illicitly ; it bas not been manufac-
an area ? I find that this Is condined toabout tured by the man who sold you that box."
three localIties. Surely twist Is made in
more than three localities in Canada.

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
All I eau say Is that these stamps are sup-
puled to postmasters in Joliette and Mont-
calm-In two or three counties where the far-
mers grow tobacco and put It Into twists.
Farmers ean procure the stamps when they
go to town, from our 'regular officers ; but
ln a few cases they are supplied to post-
masters for the couvenlence of the farmers.

Mr. FOSTER. I have not yet got what I
ask for. The question I ask Is how do you
account for these sales being onIned te so
imaU an area ? The stamps are reaUy aill
sold tu two places, St. Eustache and St.
Alexis. Do they not make twist in other
places than these in Canada ?,

Sir HENRI JOLY DE LOTBInqi.

One cau readily understand that what ap-
pears at frst slght to be an unusual or even
a barsh or tyrannical precaution, wll help
lu a considerable degree lin the discovery of
frauds. What would prevent the sale of
plugs whIch had been smuggled or 1illcitly
manufactured If the sellers were allowed to
lay them on the shelves of their shofps? But
the moment they are oblIged to put them In
certain boxes bearing the name of the maker,
the revenue offlcer, if he is weH acquainted
with his business, wHI at once find out if any-
thing Is placed ln that box whlch has no right
to be there.

Mr. WALLACE. Is there any case et
tobacco manufactured in Clanada bng 1l-
legauy sold ?

The MINISTR OFW INLANDEVENU.
No, we have not found any boxes of te-
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bacco illegally manufactured in Canada, but
have found cigars.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. Minister said
that there was plug tobacco illegally manu-
factured in Canada.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I was under the impression that there was,
but Mr. Gerald, who is thoroughly acquaint-
ed with the business, informs me that so far
we have not discovered any illegal manu-
factured plugs, but we have eigars. We
have got a case ln Ontarlo in whieh we
obtained judgment against a man who manu-
factured cigars without taking a license, and
put them la old boxes which had been
stamped.

M4r. HEYD. I wish to draw attention to a
considerable hardship with reference to this
tobacco business. If the object is to pro-
teet the revenue by Insisting that the to-
bacco must be sold from the boxes that
origInaly contained It, the law does not ac-
complish its object. Under the law the gro-
cers are obliged to sell direct from the box
Although a box may contain fifty pounds of
tobacco, he must continue selling from that
box, even when only three or four pounds
are left ln it. 'That Is very Inconvenient and
embarrassing and does not prevent fraud,
liecause there Is nothing to prevent a grocer
breaking open a box without touching the
stamp and putting the tobacco into a box of
the same kInd standing on the shelves. That
subjects the trade to great inconvenience
and dees not protect the revenue.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I do not agree with my hon. frIend.

Mr. HEYD. You are not ln the business.
as I am.

Mr. H. F. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton).
What is to prevent a dealer from taking a
box that was never stamped, breaking the
cover, taking the plug of tobacco out, and
placing that tobacco Into a box stamped,
which had been opened, and out of which
the contents have been sold ?

'The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Where would you get the tobacco from ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. There are tons of to
bacco smuggled Into the country that never
pay any duty.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Suppose a man buys a box of tobacco from
Mr. McDonald, of Montreal, the name of
MeDonald Is upon it and the Government
stamp. On opening the box the stamp is
destroyed. If when that man has sold all
the tobacco out of the box, he ûHls it again
with smuggled tobacco, any one of our
offlcers who happens to come In and ex-
amines the contents will know at once that
it is lnot McDonald's tobacco which Is in
the box. If the ofReer des not know that,
he does not understand bis business. Thie

Is why the traders are compelled to sell the
tobacco from the box, and 1 do not see any
hardship in that. The box Is opened, and
his customers can see the tobacco and buy
as many plugs as they like. But if smug-
gled tobacco Is put Into the box, any oficer
who examines It wIll soon deteet the fraud.

Mr. McDOUGALL. What is there to pre-
vent anybody buying boxes of tobacco from
Mr. McDonald, of Montreal, and sending
them out of the country, say, to St. Pierre
Miquelon, and then smuggling them back.
and putting the tobacco Into empty boxes of
the same kind that had been previously
opened, and from which the duty paid to-
bacco had been sold ? If I understand a-
right, It Is through the excise authorities
that the stamp is put on tobacco manu-
factured in this country.

The MINISTER OF INLAND RE-
VENUE. Yes.

Mr. McDOUGALL. That stamp bas to
be marked under customs authority as well
as excise when duty is paid on it. If the
tobacco was sent out of the country and
brought back again, it would have to un-
dergo examination by the customs authority.
The tobacco sent out of the country is not
Hable to the inland revenue duties no more
than customs. For instance, you can
go to St. Pierre and Miquelon and buy
there at 25 cents a pound tobacco that
would cost you 50 cents a pound here ; and
If you can smuggle It In, you can sell it at
half the price at which you can selli It If
bought under the laws of the country.
What I contend is that there Is nothing to
prevent a man taking the contents of a
box of tobacco he has smuggled froi St.
Pierre and putting it in the box from which
he had sold tobacco by the pound on which
he had pald duty ln the regular way. I
am quite sure that has been done In a great
many cases, In hundreds of cases. If It
were not for the opportunity thus offered,
there would not be su much smuggling go-
Ing on. These people who are importing
smuggled tobacco and selling it under the
noses of a preventive officer and the ex-
cise offieers, could not dispose of the tobacco
without being detected, unless they had
some such means as this of carrying on
their operations. Now, another question-
there are many cases in which small traders
buy less than fifty pounds. Take a case
like the Joliette factory, the smallest paek.
age of black plug tobacco that these people
make is twenty-five pounds. The little
traders who come from the towns and vil-
lages cannot afford to buy twenty-five
pounds, so they buy smaller quantities,
carry thelr purchases to their little stores
and retail their tobacco by the plug. These
people are breaking the law. It is im-
possible for the small traders to carry on
the business et selling tobacco under the
present arrangement. I do not mean to
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make this a complaint against the present man (Mr. McDougall)-of course I do not
Government, because the management of suggest that he should do it now-could
the department in this respect Is not differ- give the Minister of Inland Revenue the
ent from what it was in the past. As names of some of these people who are sell-
a man engaged in business ln the country, ing smuggled tobacco, I will guarantee that
I have had experience in finding people within forty-eight hours there will be pre-
selling tobacco hy the plug and by thei ventive officers after them. Of course you
pound over the counter at less than I was cannot make a law that will entirely pre-
oblIged to pay for it by the half ton and quar- vent smuggling ; the ony thing you can do
ter ton. How could these people do that un- Is to keep it in cheek. You cannot have a
less they were smuggling their tobacco, perfect guard upon our seacoast, particularly
or getting It in other fraudulent ways ? It in view of the difficulty we always have with
is not forty miles from my door where tons regard ,to St. Pierre. They nay take the to-
and tons of tobacco have been smuggled and bacco out of Canada in bond, then smuggle
disposed of in this way. The bon. Minister it baek into Canada and put it into these
of Inland Revenue ought to know Lt, the hon. boxes which contained tobacco on which
Minister of Customs ought to know it. The duty was pald. The only thing you can
Minister off Customs had many cases before do is to watch incoming vessels as closely
the courts in my constltuency in the last two as possible, and then, if you find a man sell-
years. as well as in other parts of Canada, ling tobacco at less than It can be bought
and his officers ought to be able to Inform for in the regular way, there Is a strong
him how to detect these frauds. presumption that somebody has been gullty

of smuggling. I think the hon. Ministers of
The MINISTER OF INLAND RE.OCustoms and Iuland Revenue have been par-

VENUE. What does my hon. friend (Mr. ticularly vigilant. I can safely say that in
McDougall) suggest ? the maritime provinces the general opinion

Mr. McDOUGALL. I do not mean to Is that the customs and excise laws are more
suggest anything. It Is not for me to sug- thoroughly enforced than they ever were
gest anything ; it Is for me to show the before.
hon. Minister and this House that the law Mr. McDOUGALL With regard to giving
is ineffective. names I have not them now, and If I had

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Every. I would not retail them before this House.
body knows that, but we are doing our Irefer the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue
best to prevent these Illegal acts. to the hon. Minister of Oustoms, who had

his officers engaged ln carrylng on many
Mr. McDOUGALL. It seems to me It prosecutions in my county, prosecutions

ought to be the duty of the Minister, when which went to prove that a large quantity
I inake a statement of this kind, to try o tobacco had been smuggled and that
to invent some way ln which the law eau smuggling had been golng on for some time.
be carried out with more effect. It seems to 1 think If the hon. Minister ot Customs will
me that some better system could be adopt- consult the papers ln his department, they
ed. I would not like to make suggestions on willfully corroborate the statements I have
the spur of the moment; lt Is not my busi- made with regard to the facilities that are
ness to do so. I point out to him the conse- afforded to carry out this system of fraud
quences of the present law. Not only Is the in connection with the importation and sale
law not carrying out its objeot, but it Is an' of tobacco.
injury to honest business people.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman is not showing that there is any.
thing wrong ln the law; he is simply say-
ing that in spite of the law Sinuggling goes
on. Of course, we must acknowledge tha.
The regulations are all right as far as they
go, but, apparently, the hon. gentleman
wants them more stringent-

Mr. McDOUGALL. But they are worth.
less.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. They
are the same as have been lu existence for
many years.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I do not deny that.
The MINISTER OF FINANOE. I sup-

pose we should learn to Improve as the
years go, but how eau we do better than
by employing vigilant officers to deteet and
prevent these frauds? If the hon. gentle-

Mr. McDOUGALL.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
I think the Minister of Finance Is the chief
sinner lu this regard. Two years ago he put
a duty on tobacco-

The MINISTER OF FINANRE.
may be something ln that.

There

Mr. WALLAGE-that had the effeet of
encouragIng those who carry on this mid-
night work to carry on with Increased
vigilance by affordlng them larger profits.
But the hon. Minister of Inland Revenue
tells us that they have these regulations
about boxes, which regulations, Iagree
with the hon. member for Brant (Mr. Heyd)
are most harassing for dealers, and which,
I venture to say, very few dealers rigidly
observe. These regulations do not answer
any useful purpose. If It were necessary
for the protection of the revenue, If these
rules did their work effeetlvely, I would
eay that every one is bound to put himself
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to a little Inconvenience to protect the re-
venue, and see that the business Is carrIed
on properly. But the regulations do not
succeed in that. Take, for Instance, Mac-
donald's tobacco-one of his expert officers
or one acquainted with the goods, can tell
at a glance whether It Is Macdonald's tobac-
co that is in the box or some other. But
take another case. The gentleman to
whom lie refers as T. and B., whoever he
Is-and the Minister of Inland Revenuel
seems to be quite familiar with him-makes
a very fine brand of tobacco, which is
sold all over Canada. Mr. T. and B. las a
similar factory in the state of Ohio.

Mr. TAYLOR. Taylor Brothers.
Mr. WALLACE. Taylor is the boss, I

guess. They have a factory in the United
States, and Mr. T. & B. tells me they make
preclsely that same plug ln the United States
from the same leaf, of the same weight, the
same shape, the price stamped on it, and
everything. Now, the excise duty on the
Canadian tobacco equals 39 cents a pound,
25 cents excise. and 14 cents additional that
the Government have put on. The excise
duty in the United States Is 6 eents a pound.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The war
tax is bigher than that, Is It not ?

Mr. WALLACE. I do not think it is
higher than 6 cents ; I think the excise tax
la just 6 cents a pound. That is an advant-
age of 33 cents a pound. They can pay the
Amnerican excise duty, and bring It up to the
Canadian border, and have It exposed for
sa1e, and still sell It for 33 cents a
pound lems on the American aide than It la
sold on the Canadian side. There Is a strong
Inducement, therefore, to take a 20-pound
caddy across the border line, and make $6.60
out of it. Then, they take that tobacco out
of a caddy that Is exactly the same size, and
has the same welght of plugs, the same num-
ber of plugs ln It, and they put It into a
Canadian caddy, and sell It here. Now, the
Minister of Inland Revenue sends bis expert
along. His expert la not clever enough to
tell whether that ls made ln the United
States or Canada, nor can that be told. Mr.
Tucker tells me that they make precisely
the same article In the two countries. There-
fore, If they choose to brIng It In and put
the smuggled tobacco Into that same caddy,
they are gettIng a certificate, in effect, from
the Minster of Inland Revenue that that
smuggled tobacco Is all right, and he has
certified to a wrong, because he and his
agents are not able to detect the difference.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Would
there not be the same difference. If there
were no regulations about quatities ?

Mr. WALLACE. He ls teling us that he
makes this regulation.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It d
not prevent ft in that partcular case, but in
many cases It dOes.

Mr. WALLACE. In that case they practi-
cally get a certificate that It Is all right. If
there were no such regulations, they would
have to ppove their case.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
not that be very much worse ?

Would

Mr. WALLACE. It could not be worse.
In the one case It comes In free ; It la smug-
glec anid put into that box, and then It is
secured by the certificate of the Minister of
Inland Revenue that it is all right. In the
other case there are no such regulationsa,
they would have to prove their case ; there
would be no certificate from the Minister
that it was all right. They destroy the
American box and put it into the Canadian
caddy. I am certain that that Is doue. The
member for Cape Breton (Mr. MeDougall)
tels us, what I am sure ls a great griev-
ance in his part of the country, that tobaccos
are sent across here. It Is a round-about
process-a good deal of risk ln it. But to-
baccos come across the boundary Une of the
eastern townsbIps ; they come across the
boundary Une all along, and there Is no way
of preventing those tobaccos from coming in
and being consumed ln Canada, especlally
that "T. & B." The Minister cannot by
any machinery of boxes and caddies that he
has detalled to us, provide one particle of
protection to the revenue ln that regard, but,
on the contrary, he ls rather giving a certifi-
cate, when the man gets the tobacco across
and gets it safely taken out of the Amerlcan
caddy and put into the Canadian eaddy, that
everything la all right, because there is the
plug tobacco made by T. & B.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
It would be exactly the same, if there was
no box.

Mr. WALLACE. If there was no box,
there would be no certificate from the In-
land Revenue Department that everythIng
was all right ; everythlng would be open to
suspIcion, and would require proof. But the
moment the MInister permits without detee-
tion that caddy of tobacco to be taken across
and taken out of the American caddy and
put into the Canadian one, then he has
thrown the mante of his protection over
that caddy, and says It Is all right, our offi-
cers must not touch It, because there is th*
" T. & B." box, and there is the "T. & B."
tobacco. The Minister of Finance says no
law can prevent smuggling.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Not ab-
solutely.

3Mr. WALLACE. Well, that ls a question.
A law, wel administered, can eUher prevent
it or reduce It to a minimum. You cannot,
perhaps, prevent crime by making a law
againt the crime, but you can punish indi-
viduals and preserve good order in the com-
munity. But, if the smugging as
as I lear from'the Miner of Finance that
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emuggling has increased, and is lncreasing, cessaries to others. All those wbo use the
largely, and that tbey require more officers weed find it a very pleasant article, but
to proteet the revenue, then I say, that wp ·the Government are grinding those who use
ought to examine the question, whether the it beyond all reasonable limits. But the
duty they are lmposing on tobacco Is net too point Is that the regulations should receive
high. In my opinion, it Is too high. People revision. The hon. Minister says : What do
pay more for their tobaceo, and we get no you propose to do ? Well, I do not think
more revenue. Besides that, I think It is that is fair.
not a fair principle to say, that a man who The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
smokes tobacco should pay so high a tax. I would be glad to take the advice of anyGood tobacco eau be purchased for 25 cents aion. gentleman.
pound in bond ; you put a duty of 33 cents
a pound on that tobacco, equivalent to 156 1Mr. WALLACE. I know that no one on
per cent. It is unjustifiable to put that rate that side of the House is more graclous in
of duty on tobacco. They say, that tobacco receiving proposals than the hon. Minister
is a luxury, and that we are justified in put- Of Inland Revenue or more willing to pay
ting as high a tax on luxurles as we like. attention to them. But we are busy mem-
But tobacco Is a necessIty, as well as a hun- bers of Parliament ; sometimes we are up
dred other things that people use. One man all night dolng our duty to our country; we
uses no tea; he prefers to drink water. have to attend committee meetings, we have
Another man will not drink coffee ; he pre- to attend to our correspondence, se that
fers to drink water, while another man says: we have not time to sit down and figure out
I do not take tea or coffee ; I consider It a scheme for the Minister who has a capable
necessary to life to have a smoke of tobaceo. and clever staff of assistants and who should
You make tea and coffee free and you put promulgate his scheme for the consideration
156 per cent duty on tobacco. This Is an un- i Of Parliament.
fair distribution of the taxes upon the people Mr. SUTHERLAND. That Is what he has
of the country. When the 25 per cent limit done, but you wIll not accept it.
was reached, I think that was more than
could be justified, but when you add to that Mr. WALLACE. That is what he has
56 per cent, I think you are going quite be- done, but that is what we take objection
yond the limit, and experience has proved to. My own experience has been similar to
that you have to employ a large staff te pro- that of the hon. member for South Brant
teet the revenue, while you have a good deal (Mr. Heyd), and the hon. member for Cape
more smuggling. Smuggling s demoralizing.f Breton (Mr. MeDougall). We all see that
They smuggle whisky and tobacco l. The these regulations are harassing and not ef-

emuggling oe whisky as the greater evil, be- fective in producing the resuts they are sup-
cause it encourages the drinking habit posed to produce. I ask the hon. Minister to
amongst those who would not acquire it give bis attention to the revision of these
otherwIse. In addition to that, you get the regulations so as to make them effective
spirit of smugglng abroad. It exista parti- and les onerous upon the people.
cularlyn the lower provinces from the Is- Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to say a
land of St. Pierre. You have a spirit of law' word ln regard to one branch of the regula-
lessness prevalent, and you have the drink- itions to whieh I referred a few moments ago.
ing habit acquired by those who would never The hon. Minister was kind enough to ask
have acquired that habit were it not for this me for a suggestion. As my hon. friend from
liquor being smuggled lin. lu the case of i West York (Mr. Wallace) bas stated, I thInk
tobacco, a large additional tax Is imposed it ls very unfair to ask this side of the
that the law-abiding people have to pay wbile House for suggestions as to how to improve
the Government are reaplng no benefit from on the present law. It Is the duty of the Min-
the burden that is placed upon the people. Ister to suggest these thags. I belere that
I think the Government should reconsider we go far enough when we point out the
their position ln this matter. They should inefBeiencles of the law, the extent to wbicb
reduce the duty on tobacc. The expenses the present law fails to carry out Its object
would naturally eut themselves down, be- and the extent to which it le an Injury to the
cause the hon. Minlster of Inland Revenue people who have to meet that law. In re-
would not require this enormous staff of de- gard to one branch of these regulatlons 1
tectives that are so absolutely necessary. i may say that my sympathy Is very strongly
belleve that the practice is spreading over with the small traders, stronger than it Is
tbe country and that it will spread; Ilquor with the people who are more largely en-
will be brought from other places, tobaceo gaged in the trade. For that reaon Iwould
wIl be brought In on aceount of the Gover- make a auggtion here ln regard to that
ment's high taxation We thought that they class of small traders who dnd It inconveni-
were a Government who were golng to abol- et and, I may say, impossible, to keep.thelr
lsh all taxes. They were free trade, I be. little stores in the country supplied with tob-

Mleve, ln theory, and now we d them in- acco, and with such other articles as they
creasing the duties upon those articles tht are requfred to keep wlth theirsml ea.
are luxuales to some and tht are rely ne To be compelled to do wlthout tobacco or
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buy 25 pounds, which ls the smallest package extent than before. We bave only to look
that Is put up now of black plug tobacco, at the lucre number of people wlo ar
is a hardship upon the . I am not aware hauled up for smuggllg te prove that. We
that there is any smaller package put up. find that those who try te carry on buslne
If a preventive offleer, or a detective, goes honestly and under the law are not dolng
into one of these small trader's store andlas large a business as they dld wben th&
finds ten pounds of tobacco, he fdnds that duty was Iower. If the Minister woud
,tobacco without the original package, be- adopt sore suggestion as 1 bave made,and
cause the man who sold It had to keep thextaso reduce the duty on tobaceo to wat It
original package hlmself ln order to carry was befor.- he ralsed it, lie would flnd there
out the law. He could fot give the package to would not be as mue losa of revenue noe
the mian wnho bouglit ten pounds because lie as mucli fraud as there la under the present
had the 30, or 40 pounds remahninga, to seil t eOsystem.
some other person and he û ods otkeerrbthe
original pack-age for that purpose. This is The IMINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUEI.
a -hardship on the man who has i!ty pounds 1 have lu some places asked the storekeeper
of tobacco to dispose of, because le annt to mtale a solems declaation where it ap-
bave the custom of the small trader lu the, peared llkely that he was ln Ignorance o!
country who only wants ten pourds. 1 would the law. I have doue everythng I eould nt
sugcrest to the bon.MinIster, as a btter plan to apply the law harshly. My hon. frIend
chaus the present one, and a plan that wiU1sald that the small storekeepers cannot buy
work more convenlently wit these smal[large boxes o 2 pounds , but the law Is
traders, that nstead of making te smal perfctly clear that the manufacturers eaun
trader hable to the confiscation o! that ten Put up packades O any size from 1 to 25
pounds o! tobacco and to a fine becausele pounds.
cannot prodce the original package and ca- Mr. McDOUGALL. But the sather the
flot produce sny proof that the tobacco liad ýpackage the greater the price.
pald duty., Instead of hivlugm the law enforc-
ed as agalnt the small trader, that the re- The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
gulatons sould be canged lsuc a way That is very ntural. But torder to en
as to let that omaol trader ciwhen the pro- couragele the practice o iputtng the tobaco
duces an Invoice sworn to, or a ertindeute smahl packages, we allow a drawbaek
from the person from wbom , beptrthasedo five per cent o the value o the stamps
the tobacco. If the officer who Einds rhe uswed.
document lu the possession o thea willj sidM haTheL ma. Toeeerfcannot
trader, has any teson to doubt the correct- eMr. clr ta the oa.nufacters c
nesa of the Involce, or the certificate,le has npu up aae) any sie oflm1to2
te option then to ngo to the inan whose nae fodr Cape Breton (Mr. MeDougal) do no
appears on the Involce as havnng sold than- live o the fronther as I do, and tbey are ot
ten pouwls o tobacco, or whateverql aware of the extent o the smugglpngracd

padthe extent o!thenjury don by the Minis
It is. to the small trader.e a brte rhleNL D
Into court atd make hlm prove under on protera pnreasing the tobacco duties,

ducs n nvic sor t, r crtfiat to1 smllpakae, wenallown dawac

whether or a ot he sold tat tbacco. That Fgs.Ment-
is a regulatson that migt be temewoatri- ra ( storekeepers along the St
cuit for the Goverrment to carry out, but h Lawrence and fronder, have practcally
venture t hesay tat It would not be aYmore, lost their tobacco business. The peple

dafficu t to carry out tan te go through theah gawcross on the ferry boat and by buylng
process. that they ave teo go througa, to even fifty cents worth o!tobacco theyan
prove that a mnulu whose possession they save the ost of thelr fare. The retaiiers

tocortand temunak o! t cov, ueth, r along the frontier ave badtogve up the
they take the course that t law requires Iatobcco business to the Amerant. MIne
they must subjeet the man,, wlth whom they Miflister asks $15,000 o! an Increase, and Ih
fiud ten pounda o! tobacco, to the wrong osimply means that e es spendng that
takinfo that tobacco from hlm oud fiang hwm amountlnd rovkllng some ha liv s friens
besdes. WIth Jobs, nd takng btelnsieased copit eur

Sdoflot thnk there is any hember o ths oa the consumers o! the tobacco n Canada.
House who wil maintal that it Is proper who are largely the farnerq. Let the Min-
te have a law that operates so unAirly ter reduce the tobacco dutes to wiLat they
aganst the small trader wh wtrihes te do an were before, and ite the smngg!ing will be
honest business, In preference te sjome P-iiýùi dOne awaY wlth, and lie wlhl have no use
law as 1 suggest. Many o! these smalO-r this large staff or preventîve otlc'3rs. t
traders know that ftey are vtolatng of smply meas that Is eingdimugtled
taw, and th tobaco is put away perhaps to-day. There are petty pedia who cros
wben the officer womes arounwd. Ifitheythe frontier, and by the or tbreec dollars

dould carry on their trade lu a prper way Worthef terbacco, and supplyfe tbe Canadian
îhere woulwl mnt be lai nt ie frad wheh fanere lth itf. I know several w ae

hioneist. Wiess i prfnce ao som ae don aa ith aondey wll thae nuse

trsadrstknow that they ae volatin the Is Tarey tobcc thasbng smgge

nowY exsts.l Welal k oa te a niter WaiIyn gitte mey outof es bsnes
151ditd htsaeth nrseo h h INSE FILN EEU
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Mr. TAYLOR. No, I
thelr names, because
friends and supporters
you would not Interfere

will not give you
they are political
of your own, and
with them.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
l do. not want dislionest men as my sup-
porters.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Is It be-
cause tbey are Liberals that the bon..gentle-
man (Mr. Taylor) wants to shield them'?

Mr. BAIN. That is too thin.
Mr. TAYLOR. I know that lu my locality

tbe men engaged In that business are sup-
porters of the Goverument. This Govern-
ment promised to reduce the duties on the
necessaries of life, and tobacco Is just as
much a necessary of life to the farniers as
tea and coffee. The bon. Minister increased
hie duty for the purpose of providing posi-
tions for bis needy supporters as preventive
officers. and these officers are slmply inter-
fering wltb the Canadian storekeepers and
not preventing smuggling across the fron-
tier. They may be taking a dollar at Cape
Breton, where they are not close to the
frontier, and wbere they would bave to
smuggle froi Boston or St. Pierre. But
with us any man may smuggle who pays
10 cents for a trip across the river. He can
carry a supply of tobacco backi hlis pock-
ets. and no one will interfere with him. If
my hon. friend wants a suggestion that is
practical, it is to put the duties back so that
our Canadian merchants can compete falrly
with American merehants, instead of offer-
Ing a bonus to smugglers and then spending
$15,000 ths year more than he dld last year
in the preventIve service to prevent smug-
gling. That is the solation and the oWy
solution of the difficulty.
L. A. Frechette, for special translation.... $0

Mr. FOSTER. What is this for ?
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

We requlre some one to meet the technical
difficulties of translation, ln both English
and French, in our pamphlets and circulars.
We really need a man who ls able to handie
the two languages correctly.

Salaries of ofleers, Inspectors, assistant
Inspectors of eigbte and measures... $46,860
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

I think I muSt maIre an explanation ln this
case. Since 1 have had the honour of being
tu cbarge of this department, I bave worked
with the hope of being able to make a con.
siderable diminution In the expenditure. In
1896-97, the first year in which I was in
eharge of the department, the salaries for
this service amounted to $58850. For the
last elght or ten year they have averaged
about $r6,0o0. In 1897-08, My estimates
were redued to $49,000, a redUetion in one
year cf $7,50 IIn the followizlg year I re.
duced them to $420.

Sir HENRI JOLY DE LOTBNIEM

Mr. TAYLOR. I seo you are going rapIdly
back again ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
This year I am asking for $46,860, whicb la
still nearly $10,000 less than we asked for
1896-97. I find that I bave been a little too
greedy ln my reductions.
Rent, fuel, travelling expenses, postage,

stationery, &c., for gas and electrie light
inspection, including salaries in connee-
tion with the Inspection of electric light-
ing and the purchase or repair of Instru-
ments ................... ... .......... $9,000
Mr. TAYLOR. I see that this item In-

eludes some Items of stationery, among
which the hon. Minister bas purchased a
book entItled : "Be Your Own Lawyer," or
rather three of them--one for each depart-
ment. I presume that is In the Interest of
economy, and I will not comment on it. I
see that he has also purchased "The Ad-
minstration of the Old Regime." 1 would
like to ask the hon. gentleman If he is fol-
lowIng ln the footsteps of the old regime,
and tf that Is the reason he wanted that
treatise ? I presume It Is the regime of the
late Government that is referred to.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Itwas
got for the purpose of contrast.

Committee rose and reported progress.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.Fielding) moved the adjournment of the

House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-

ed at 10.40 p.m.

HlOUSE OF COMMONS.
MONDAY, 12th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

?RAYERS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 145) to amalgamate the Ottawa,
Arnprior and Parry Sound Railway Com-
pany with the Canada Atlantic Railway
Company under the name of the Canada
Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. Beleourt)

PROVISIONS OF CHAP. 19, R..C.

S.r CEAIRLES HMBEM TUPPER
asked :

1. Has th eeeretary of State, e Ie 1ss8, eausedto be prepared for the.-iformation of the ParHa-ment of Within aften dawtreepenia of overy sesaalon thereof, a da atawment ofa*Il bonds or securities register. under
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the provisions of chap. 19, R.S.C., and as required
by the said provisions ?

2. If not, why not.?
3. If not, wIll he cause such statement to be

laid before Parliament forthwith, covering the
cases within the said statute of officers employed
in the publie service in the Yukon ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrld
Laurier). The answer to the first branch
of this questloa is "Yes." The others cou-
sequently do not require answers.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Would the Prime Minister permit me to call
h1 attention to the answer given by him,
and which I know happens to be accurate.
If the officer of the department looks, he
wIll see that last session there was no such
statement laid on the Table within the pe-
rlod named.

The PRIME MINISTER. The answer
which I have given is certainly from the
State Department

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have no doubt. There has been a mistake
somewhere.

The PRIME MINISTER. I will call the
attention of the department to the remarks
of my hon. frIend (Sir Charles Hlbbert Tup-
per).

MR. BUSBY-CUSTOMS OFFICER AT
SKAGWAY.

Mr. TAYLOR (by Mr. Mills) asked:

Has Mr. E. S. Bresby, ex-president of the Pro-
testant Protective Association, been appointed by
the Government Canadian customs offieer &t
SkagwayI? If so, when was he appointed and
what salary Is he to receive ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pal-
erson). No person by the name of Bresby
has been appointed by the Government Can-
adian customs officer at Skagway. The
only customs offeer at present at Skagway
is one Mr. Busby, Mr. Busby was for some
time actlng as Canadian customs officer at
Boston and Portland, In the supervision of
goods ln transit to Canada, his salary being
paid by the railway compantes. On the 3rd
May, 1899, he was transferred to Skagway
to perform similar service there. Ris sal-
ary, which is $4.50 per day, l p'aid by the
rallway company. Tihls amount Includes his
liv.ig expe-ses.

JOHN TANNER-CLAIM AGAINST
SPANISH GOVERNMENT.

Mfr. RUSSELL asked•
What progress has been made in the proscu-

tion Of the cdaim for outrages aleged to have
been commItted by offieers or agents of the epan-
ish Government akainet John Tanner, mate of the'
schooner " Ida," at Porto Rico in 17, and the
clim of the owner o! said schooner for her

«detention?
151~

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId Lau-
rier). On the 18th Jannary last a despateh
was recelved from the Secretary of State
for the Colonies to the effect that "After
careful consideration Her M esty's Govern-
ment do not consider the case of John Tan-
ner to be one in which a cdaim for compen-
sation tan be made upon the Spanish Gov-
ernment." This Information was duly com-
municated to the parties interested. Nothng
further bas been heard from the Imperial
authorities on the subjeet. In view of the
foregoing. and in the absence of new facts,
It Is felt that any further representations
would be useless.

POINTE CLAIRE WHARF.

Mr. MONK asked :
1. Has the wharf at Pointe Claire been en-

tirely completed ?
2. If not, then Is it the intention of the Gov-

ernment to finish the said wharf immediately ?
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId Lau-

rier). Yes, the wharf proper la completed.
There are repairs, however, required to the
approach and shed to be built on the wharf.
These will be attended to.

DISMISSAL OF W. A. GALLANT.

Mr. GANONG asked:
1. How long was N. A. Gallant engineer of

Point Lepreaux fog-alarm ?
2. Has he been dismissed; if so, when?
3. Were any charges preferred against him, aud

if so, by whom ?
4. Was an investigation held, and if so, by

whom ?
5. How long has he been paying superannua-

tion, and how much has he pald in ?
6. Has he been allowed these payments with

interest thereon'?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. 27 years.
2. Yes, by Order in Council of the 20th May,
1898. 8. The lighthouse and fog-alarm
buildings were destroyed by fire owing to
neglect of duty on the part of Mr. Gallant
and complainte as to the fog-whistle net
having been sounded on different oecsons
were made by pilots and Captain Cook, of
the steamshlp '"Sprlnghlll,"and Captain
Pike, of the SS. " State of Maine." Com-
,plaints also made of absence from duty

without leave. 4. Yes, by F. J. Harding,
agent of the department at St. John. 5. For
twenty-seven years. Paid $105.52.- 6. No.

MILITIA CLOIHING CONTRACT.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER,

1. Wht are the names of tenderers for the con
tract for clothIng for the militia last received ?

(à) Whose tender was the -lonesti
(b) Who got the contracti
(EU Mr. rk Workmani> of Montra,

contract for clothing?
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(d) If so, what was his tender, and what were
the amounts of other tenders, if any, for the
aame .work ? Names.

(e) Who recommended him as fit and respan-
sible person for the work. If any one ?

(f) Is he a British subject by birth or naturali- --

ration ?
(g) Is the Government aware whether or noC.

Mark Workman operated bis factory for seven Mark Workmuan.......4 35 4361840(674
days in the week in the execution of a Govern- W. E. Sanford Mfg. Co.. 44-1442 8 60 é; So
ment contract ? -J. A. Seybold & Co.....481 411847 7M5

John W. Peek &Cc)
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- Phi pieso&1.......

FENCE (Mr. Borden). 1. The names of the Marsolais & Monday ....

413MY43 9 820 6K7

firms who last tendered for militia clothing
are:

W. E. Sanford Mfg. Co., Hamilton.
Marsolais & Monday, Montreal.
J. A. Seybold & Co., Ottawa.
W. & C. Silver, Halifax.
J. W. Peck & Co., Montreal.
H. Shorey & Co., Montreal.
Doull & Gibson, Montreal.
Mark Workman, Montreal.
Philip Jamieson, Toronto.

(a.) The department, when InvIting ten-
ders, stipulated they should be subject to
the provisions respectIng " sweating " con-
tained ln the contracts that would have to
be signed. Two of the firms named above,
Messrs. H. Shorey & Co., and Messrs. Doull
& Gibrs., nofdfied the department before the
tenders were opened and scheduled, that
they would not sign a contract Including the
" sweating " clause ; their tenders, there-
fore, were irregular, and were not enter-
tained. Mr. Mark Workman's tender was
the lowest for artillery cloth pantaloons, ar-
tillery cloth trousers, cloaks and great coats.
Mr. Philip Jamieson's the lowest for shoul-
der pads, and Messrs. W. E. Sanford Manu-
facturing Co.'s the lowest for al the other
descriptions.

(b.) The W. E. Sanford Manufacturing
Company put In two tenders covering the
same articles-; one being the regular tender
for a contract containing the "sweating,
clause, and the other, an alternative tender
for a contract omitting said clause. The
latter tender belng the lower. This com-
pany, however, addressed a letter to the
department to the effect that if they were
awarded not less than 64 per cent to 80 per
cent of the whole value of the contract for
whieh tenders were asked they would agree
to accept the lower prices for most of the
articles. On examination It was found thaf
under this offer they would receive consider-
ably over 64 per cent of the whole amount,
and a contract was accordingly awarded ~to
them. Messrs. W. E. Sanford Manufactur-
Ing Company, Mr. Mark Workman, and Mr.
PhIlip Jamieson were awarded contracts.

(e.) Mr. Mark Workman, of Montreal, was
awarded the contract for artillery eloth
pantaloon, artillery cloth trousers, eloaks
and great coatsa;is contraet is being ear-
rIed on eatlefactorily.

(d.) The tendemfor clothing furnlihed by
Mr. Workan, were:

Sir C~HARLES HIMBBRT TUPPER (Pitou).

Messrs.
4

"i

48084807 1

1
(e.) No reconimendation was required and

no oae recommended. The certified cheques
accompanying all tenders are prima facie,
sufficient guarantee of good faith.

(f.) The department is not aware whether
Mr. Workman is or is not a British subject
elther by birth or naturalization.

(g.) The department Is not aware that Mr.
Mark Workman operated bis factory for
seven days ln the week lu the execution of
a Government contract.

LACHUTE AND ST. ANDREWS RAIL-
WAY.

Mr. T. CHRISTIE (Argenteuil) moved for:
Copies of all correspondence, contracts, reports,

&c., In connection with the chartering of railway
companies to build, construet and operate a Une
between Lachute and St. Andrews.
He said : In making this motion, I desire to
eall the attention of the hon. Minister of
Railways and of this House to the fact that
the people of St. Andrews are suffering a
very substantial grievance, perhaps I should
say a great wrong, ln the fact that this rail-
way. which bas beea largely subsldlzed, has
iot been operated for several years. In

1890 a subsidy of $22A4e0 was granted by
the Dominlon Parliament to a company on
condition tiat It would build a railway from
St. Andrews to Lachute, a distance of seven
miles. It wasrespeclally agreed and stipu-
lated that tbe road should be properly built,
well equipped, and continuously operated.
A subsldyr $6,750 was secured from the
Quebee Government on the samé~eondition,
and the corporation of St. Andrews also
contributed a bonus of $10.000. The road
was built, partially equIpped, and operated
for a sbort tme ; but for reasons best known
to the parties who were responsible for itsoperation, the road has not been operated
for tliree or four years, and the people of St.
Andrews have ln consequence been sub-
fected to great loss and InConvenience. They
-ee1 that they have been very badly used
Gon this atter, and they now appeal to the
r4overnuent, ln the hope that the <iovern-
ment will interfere and 8ee thath juti la
done tO them. They feel t.hat these paMtes
wbieht ave reMved sfb1d1e to the amount
of $69,000 or $70,000, should be compeled to
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f ulfil their obligation to operate the road. I
hold la my hand the conditions of the agree-
ment. which it is hardly necessary for me
to take up the time of the House ln reading.
I may just read an extract to show exactly
how the matter stands :

Now, this agreement witnesseth, that ln con-
sideration of the cash subsidy to be paid to the
manner aforesaid, the Great Northern Railway
Company covenants and agrees to and with Her
Majesty, her heirs and successors, in the manner
following, that is to say :

That the company shall and wIll well, truly and
faithfully make, build, construct and complete a
railway from St. Andrews, in the county of Ar-
genteuil, in the province of Quebec, te the Une
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway, at the town of
Lachute, seven miles in length.

That the company will, upon and after the
completion of the said Une of rallway and works
appertaining thereto, truly and faithfully keep
the same, and the rolling stock required therefor,
in good sufficient working and running order, and
shall continuously and faithfully operate the
same.

I also hold In my hand a letter from the
mayor of St. Andrews, from which I will
read a very short extract to show exactly
how the people feel In reference to this mat-
ter :

Dr. Thos. Christie, M.P.

Dear Sir,-I have read your answer from the
Minister of Rallways and Canais, and I am sur-
prised.

The sixth clause of the contract, of which I
mail you a copy, says that the company, after
completing the Une, shall continuously and faith-
fully operate the samae.

The Dominion Government granted powers
to the Great Northern te bulld a railway from
St. Andrews to Laebute ; they also chartered
the Ottawa Valley Rallway Company, and
the Atlantie and Lake Superlor, and they
each In succession obtained control of the
road. and by so doing led the people of St.
Andrews te belleve that those companies
were composed of rellable men. In this falth
the parlsh voted a bonus of $10,O0, expeeting
that the Great Northern would fulfil their
part and give us rallway facilities, and you
know how we have been treated. The
amount Is a heavy burden on the parish, and
the people feel their position keenly, and we
are looking to the Dominion Government to
protect us. We know they have the power.

Now. Mr. Speaker, I will not further tres-
pass upon the time of the House, as T am
convinced that the Government will do all
that can be done to remedy the grievance to
right this great wrong ; but I will sImply
move for all the papers relatlng to the mat-
ter. seconded by SIr'Henri Joly de Lotbin1ère.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS gAND
OANALS (Mr. Blair). There wIll be no
objection whatever to the adoption of this
motion, but I would Ilke to add a word or

two lu explanation of the situation, which
may perhaps not be fully undersiood by
the constituents of my hon. frIend or that
particular portion of it interested in this
railway. The rallway was, In the first
place, constructed, with the assistance of
the town of St. Andrews, by the Great
Northern Rallway Company, and one of the
clauses of the contract provided for Its con-
tinuous operation. Unhappily, however,
some arrangements took place later be-
tween the Great Northern and the Atlantic
and Lake Superior Railway Company, or the
company which is now pracetically the Atlan-
tic and Lake SuIperior, under which this piece
of road was transferred to the latter. The
road has not been operated for a very great
while owing to the financlal condition of
the Atlantic and Lake Superior Company.
That company is not in such a position
that It can be compelled to carry out this
clause of the contract, and by reason of
the transfer to it, under the express author-
ity of Parliament, it is doubtful whether
the Great Northern Company could be com-
pelled to execute what it contends has now
ceased te be an obligation upon it. I have
been obtaining the opinion of 'the Justice
Department and doing everything possi-
ble to find a means of affording relief to
the people In the locality. But down to
the present I have not succeeded In satisfy-
ing myself that we have any means what-
ever of compelling the company which now
owns the road to operate it. If the com-
pary had any means, or were at all respon-
sible, there would be no difficulty, but un-
happily they are not in that condition, and
a goodi many localities, as well as St. An-
drews, find themselves in a similar predi-
cament. I do not think that any legal
provision which could be inserted elther In
the subsidy Acts or the charter, would pro-
vide any reinedy. However, my hon. friend
is having these papers brought down, and
If he or anybody else can suggest any
means by wbch the Government can com-
pel the railway company, which now own
the road, to operate it, he will have every
assistance on my part.

Motion agreed te.

WORKING EXPENSES, GOVERNMENT
RAILWAYS.

Mr. FOSTER asked:

What were the working expenses
ernment railways for May and June,
tively under the several heads :

of tbe Gov-
1898, respeo-.
Locomotive

power, car expenses, maintenance of way and
works, station expenses, general charges.? What
is the same Information in reference to the Inter.
colonial division of the Government railways?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The following are the

fgrs:
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Working Expenses of Government Railways and Intercolonial Division of Government
Railways for XMay and June, 1898.

Government Rallways.

Month.

M ay. ........... ...
June.......... ..............

Locomotive Maintenance Station General
Power. Car Expenses. of Wa Ex enses. Charges.and Worksý. i

cts.~ $ ets.1  8 ets $ cts. S cts.

94,178 15 72,135 49 105,294 41 36,090 79 20,776 68
101,983 47 70,087 69 166,024 31 40,801 31 24,840 63

Intercolonial Division.

May..... 90,678 37 68,778 46 97,606 75 33,781 25 19,962 10
June .. ........ .. ......... 99,00084 66,426 20 152,613 70 38,353 55 23,857 11

ENGINE AND CAR MILEAGE.

Mr. FOSTER asked:

Have returns or statements as provided for ln
the thirty-third clause of the agreement con-
tained in the schedule to Bill 138 been made by
the Grand Trunk Company to the Government
or Department of Railways ? If so, for what
months, and where are these returns or state-
ments kept on file?

Do these returns or statements show the
combined engine and car mileage of the
Intercolonial Railway trains and the total com-
bIned engine and car mileage running over each
of the joint sections referred to ln section 3rd of
the above mentioned schedule?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Returns and state-
mente, under clause 33 of the agreement con-
tained in the schedule to Bill 138, have been
furnlshed the Department of Rallwaya for
all the months sInce the Montreal extension
was opened, and are on file In the Depart-
ment at Moncton, but such statements have
not shown the combined engine and car
mileage of the Intercolonial Rallway and
Grand Trunk Rallway, respectIvely, over
any of the sections, until the same was re-
celved on application to the Grand Trunk
Railway on Thursday last by the depart-
ment here at Ottawa. The statements on
file at Moncton contain the accounts for each
month, showing ail payments made by the
Grand Trunk Rallway and amounts charged
by the Grand Trunk Rallway against the
Intereolonial Railway. The statement re-
ceived from the Grand Trunk Railway on
Thursday last was for six months only.

MR. A. R. MACDONALD.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. MeDougall)
asked:

1. Was Mr. A. R. Macdonald, late assistant
superintendent of the Intercolonial Railway, sus.

Mr. BLAIR.

pended sone time before his services were dis-
pensed with by the Government ?

2. If so, at what date was he suspended ?
3. At what date were his services definitely dis-

pensed with?
4. Was his salary pald to him while he was so

suspended?
5. If so, what total amount was so pald to him

for salary ?
6. Was any further amount paid to him while

he was so suspended, for travelling expenses,
board, &c., and if so, how much ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Yes, Mr. A. R. Mac-
donald was suspended some time before his
services were dispensed with. 2. He was
suspended on the 24th of January, 1897. 3.
Hls services were definitely dispensed with
on December 31st, 1897. 4. His salary was
pald him whIle suspended. 5. The amount
of salary so paid hlm was $1,590.25. 6.
$71.25 was pald him for travelling expenses
and board.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. MeDougall)
asked :

L Was an official investigation held into the
conduct of Mr. A. R. Macdonald, late superin-
tendent of the Intercolonlal Railway, before his
dismissal ?

2. If so, by whom was it held?
3. How long did said investigation last ?
4. Did the Goverument pay counsel represent-

ing Mr. Macdonald ?
5. If so, b'y whom was he represented, and how

much was paid such counsel ?
6. How many witnesses were heard in the

course of such investigation ?
7. What total amount was paid by the Govern.

ment to the itnesses ?
8. What total amount was paid to the com-

missioner, J. E. Bédard, Esq., Q.C. ?
9. Was the Department of Railways or the

Government represented at such investigation by
counsel, and If so, by whom ?

10. What total amount was paid to such
counsel ?

11. What total amount was paid for steno.
grapher's fees ?
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Yes, an official in-
vestigation was held into the conduet of Mr.
A. R. Macdonald, late Superintendent of the
Intercolonial Rallway, before his dismissal.
2. It was held by J. E. Bedard, Esq., Q.C. 3.
The investigation lasted sixteen and one-half
days. 4. The Government pald counsel re-
presenting Mr. Macdonald. 5. He was repre-
sented by Mr. Charles Langeller, who was
paid $120, and by Mr. L. B. Dionne, who
was pald $40. 6. Ninety witnesses were
heard. 7. The total amount paid to witnes-
ses was $310.28. 8. The total amount paid
J. E. Bedard, Esq., Q.C., was $408.36. The
Department of Railways, or Government,
were not represented by counsel at such in-
vestigation. 10. Therefore, nothing was
paid. 11. The total amount paid for steno-
grapher's fees was $82.50.

DUTIES UPON TOBACCO.

On the Order being called,

That, in the opinion of this House, the present
high duties on tobacco should be reduced.--(Mr.
Gillies.)

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wllfrid Lau-
rier). I wll have to ask my hon. frIend (Mr.
Gillies) to allow this to stand. . A number
of gentlemen wish to speak upon it, but they
are not yet prepared to do so.

Mr. GILLIES. I do not object to the ques-
tion standing, providing an opportunity be
given me to bring it forward.

The PRIME MINISTER. Next Monday.

DISMISSAL OF WILLIAM D. MeMILLAN,
WOOD ISLAND, P.E.I.

Mr. ALEXANDER MARTIN
Queen's, P.E.I.) moved for:

(East

Copies of aU correspondence, telegrams, peti-
tions, reports and ail other papers in connection
with the dismissal of Mr. William D. McMillau
as light-keeper at Wood Island, In the province
of Prince Edward Island, and the appointment
of his successor.
He said : I desire to say a few words with
regard to this dîsmissal. Mr. MeMillan was
dismissed from bis position in the fall of
1898. There had been an investigation In
1897. After the investigation was held, Mr.
McMillan was kept in bis position for over
a year. It was assumed that, having been
kept in bis position that length of time, he
would be continued In office, especially be-
cause, in dismissing Mr. MeMillan, the Gov-
ernment practically dismilssed their own
appointee. Mr. McMillan's father was ap-
pointed to this particular lighthouse nId the
year 1876, under the Mackenzie Goverxnment.
Though a strong Liberal he was continued
in office by the Conservative party as light-
house keeper, until his death In 1896. HIs
son was appointed by the Liberal-Conserva-
tive Government to succeed bis father. The

son served faithfuily and well as lighthouse-
keeper, and gained high recommendations
for efficiency In the diseharge of bis duties,
Including one from Commauder Spain. Mr.
McMlllan was not an active politician ; he
had only polled one vote int his life. Yet,
forsooth, we have been told that he was dis-
missed for offensive partisanship. He was
dismissed like others, all over Prince Edward
Island, to make room for the heelers and fol-
lowers of my hon. friend the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies)
and his political friends, and I thlnk
it comes with ill-grace, after keeping this
gentleman in office a year and three months
after the Investigation was held, to dismiss
him. And that this widow and her son
should be turned out of house and home in
the fall of the year, at the approach of the
Inclement season, is a most shameless trans-
action. And I have reason to believe, from
some correspondence which I have lu hand,
that Mr. MeMillan's dismissal was owing to
the fact that he would not yleld to some
pressure which was brought upon him at
the local election of 1897 to vote for the Lib-
eral cgndidates in his district and not for
poltical partisanshlp. To prove that, I have
here a letter from a gentleman living ln Mr.
MeMillan's nelghbourhood, dated Wood Is-
land, P.E.I., January 10th, 1899:

Dear Sir,-I would inform you of the use made
of the Dominion Government patronage here pre-
vious to the last local general election. During
that canvass one of the most active Grit agents
told me to inform William D. McMillan, light-
keeper at Wood Island, that if bis office was
worth anythirig to him he had jetter come out
on the day of the election and give H. C. Mc-
Donald. the Liberal candidate, a shove. He
said : "' It makes no difference to me ; but lIl
tell you that's just how it is." I informed him
that William D. McMillan never polled a vote
ln his life at any local election, and that he did
not have a vote. He then said : "You tell him
to come out, and that will be made all right.'

That is, his vote would be made all right,
though he had no vote.

Now, sir, William D. MeMillan did not go out
tc the election, and since then he was dismissed.
Although his notice of dismissal did not state any
reason for, bis dismissal, I take it he was dis-
missed because he did not take part in politics.

I presume that Is the reason why he was dis-
missed. If not, how is it that when an Inves-.
tigation was beld the year previous if
found guilty of offensive partisanship. he was
not then dismissed? One year and a half
later when pressure was brought upon him
to vote in support of the Liberal party in the
ilocal election, he had the manliness to refuse,
and the Mlnister of Marine and Fishertes
(Sr Louis Davies) clubbed him, and off went
his head. lu this House the Mînister of
Marine and Fisheries said that he assumed
the responsibllty of the dismissal of Mr.
MeMinan. But if the hou. gentleman would
allow me to read some correspondence whieh
he had with some of bis (Mr'. McMillan's)
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friends down in that province, I think I man in that part of the province in the em-
could show this House that he did not re- ployment of a near relative of his own.
=move Mr. McNillan on his own responsi- 11Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. member willbillty, but that he placed the responsibility try to keep to the question raised,
of his dismissal -upon other shoulders alto-
gether, 'n fact, he placed the responsibility Mr. MARTIN. I am trying to do so, Mr.
on the shoulders of the Liberal candidate î Speaker, I am trying to follow a Une of argu-
himself in whose interest Mr. MeMillan was ment to show that this dismissal is on a Une
asked to vote. So it appears that the Min- 'with some other dismissals whleh have been
4ster of Marine and Fisheries had to suc- made in that province, and that they have
cumb to the entreaties of the candidate for not been made because of offensive partisan-
whom Mr. McMillan refused to vote, he had I ship at all, but In order to provide situations
to accede to ithe entreaties of Messrs. H. C. I for tthe heelers of the hon. gentleman, who
McDonald and George Forbes, the candidates had raised high expectations in the minds of
who were running their election there inb is foRlowers and his heelers, and when bis
1887. I have letters here showing that the I party got in, he had not places for half of
answer lie gave- this House that he assumed them. In this case, and lu some other cases,
the w-hole respolisibility, was contrary to the lie -has done 'things wheh I am sure that he
facts. But these letters are marked private, would not do In bis sober moments, unless
as it appears -to be usual with members of lie was pressed very closely by his politicat
the Government to mark -letters now in order -camp followers. In order to show that In
to cover up some doubtful transaction ; but making these dismissals -lie was moved with
if -the lion. gentleman wili allow me to read a desire to make room for his heelers, I have
some of them, of which I have a copy, they only to allude to the appointment of the cap-
would prove what I have stated, that the tain of the dredge "Prince Edward." A
Minister of Marine and Fisheries did not competent official who had been in charge of
shoulder the responsibility himself, but that that dredge for some years, was discharged
he placed it on 'the shoul1ders of others. I minerely to make room for a gentleman who
think this is a case of peculiar hardshilp. 'had been useful to the party during tlhe gen-
There is, ibesides, this interesting features in eral elections, and the only qualification he
regard to ·the matter. The gentleman who had to succeed Captain McDonald on that
was appointed to succeed Mr. McMillan. J dredge wras that lie had been the petitioner
tlink I am correct In saying, is over 60 years in an election petition against Mr. Hackett,
of age, and the M-inister bas evidence in his who sat in the House for some time. I will
department to show that. I do not know if read an extract to show the qualification of
the rules of 'the department permit a gentle- the successor of Captaln M'cDonald, taken
man over 60 mears of age to be appointed a from the evidence taken at the trial of the
lightkeeper. and. under these eircumstan- petition in the case of Mr. Hackett. Here is
ces, I do not thInk he can continue that gen- a question put by one of the lawyers. Mr.
tîeman in bis position. Quarrie, to William Sharp Larkins, who is

Mr. COCHRANE. Why do you not read Captain MeDonald's successor on the dredge
e 1 "Prince Edwardethe letters ? 11

Mr. MARTIN. Those letters being markedi
private, unless I have the consent of the
hon. gentleman. I do not feel myself at liberty
to read them, but if he gives me liberty toi
read them, I will do so. I may say that in-
tense feeling bas been created in that part
of the province by the action of the hon. gen-
tleman. I an sure that his friends down
there do not approve of bis turning a poor
womain and her son out on the roadside In
the month of September or October, without
anything under heaven to shelter them. I an
sure that the hon. gentleman himself must
be by this time ready to 'reinstate Mr.
Me3fillan In his office, and I think he will to
some extent redeem himself in the eyes of
all rlght thinking people If he does so. I
may say that this is on a par with another
dismissal the hon. gentieman hias made. Not
far from Wood Island there is another light-
house where the hon. gentleman proceeded
tu a similar way. and in tiat case also put a
woman and her son out on the road, and in
that case also e dld It ln order to give the'
position to a frIend of his own. to a gentle-

Mr. MARTIN.

Did you get any whisky for distribution at the
last elections ?

A. I got a barrel at the station, in Tweedie's
dare, at Alberton.e 1got t by an order en-
dorsed to ire. Cane to order. 1 took it home,
maarked "groceries." I cannot say Tweedie
requested me to take it to my place. Whisky In
the package-3 to 5-gallon kegs-might be 10
gallons. I took this to Tweedie's. This was inJ May-I think early in May. I delivered It ln
48 hours.
It did not take long to get rid of those ten
gallons of whisky.

Mr. SPEAKER. I would really like the
hon. gentleman to say how this particular
election trial Is connected with this particu-
la-r dismissal, because we must confine our
debates, especially a-t this stage of the ses-
sion, as nearly as we can, wlthin the proper
rules of the House. It wi'll not do for the
hon. gentleman to go ail over the island.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I am merely
showling that these dismissals are made ln
the interest of the party heelers In Prince
Edward Island. These followers of the
party in Prince Edward Island were led
to belleve that when the Liberal party came
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into power every one of them would get a of Mr. McMillan. The hon. gentleman evi-
position- dently felt that he had no case against the

Government, or he would have confined
r.ghimself to the discussion of this case, and

wlien called to ord,1r, must pay some re- not have wandered away to other cases in
spect to the ruling of the Chair. the hope of making a case in reference to

Mr. MARTIN. I bow to the ruling of other¶dismissals. There was no attempt to ar-
the Chair. As your rullng, Mr. Speaker, bitrarily dismiss MeMillan. An Investigation
is that i must stick more closely to the was properly held, evidence taken, and he
question, I may say further that a dismissal himself refused to make any statement on
had been made under that hon. gentlemani oath with the view of contradicting any
(Sir Louis Davies) of the light-keeper at statement made agaInst him. The eommis-Fish Island. isioner who investigated the case found hlm

guilty of the charges.
Mr. SPEAKER. Is that this case ? Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What were
Mr. MARTIN. No; 'but they are neaTly the charges ?

similar cases. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
Mr. SPEAKER. I am sure the hon. gen- FISHERIES. Offensive partisanship, can-

tieman perfectly understands ,that this Is vassing against the Government and using
out of order. offensive language towards the Premier.

Mr. MARTIN. All I have to say, Mr. Mr. FOSTER. Against the local govern
Speaker, is that I bow to the ruling of the ment?
Chair. I am not anxious to take up un- The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDnecessarily any of the time of the House. FISHERIES. No, it had nothing to doAll this session, and in other sessions, I have with the local government. He was charged
abstained, as much as possible, from going with offensive political partisanshp, at-
into discussion of these questions. I had ex- tending caucus meetings of his own party,pected that the demands of the followers, and denoancing the Liberal party.i Prince Edward Island, of the hon. gen-
tleman who has charge of that department Mr. BERGERON. Is that enoughi?
(Sir Louis Davies), would be lessened, and
that these dismissals would cease. I find. The MIN ISTER OF MARINE AND
after two years of the party being in power FISHIERIES. He attended caucus meet-
it is breaking out again, and that thIse Ings of his own party; he was guilty of
followers ln Prince Edward Island are offensive partisanship and canvassing
urging the hon. Minister of Marine and against the Liberal party. I was sorry
Fisherles to make more dismissals. After to dismiss him, but there was nothing leftthe statement which I have made in re. for me to do. He refused to give evi.
gar'd to the dismissal ofMr. MeMillan, 1 dence. However, I will be glad to bring
think the only way he can adopt to put the papers down, and the hon. gentleman
himself right is to reinstate Mr. McMillan. (Mr. Martin) will see, I am sure, that I am
As you say, M-r. Speaker, If I were to go not to blame In regard to the matter. The
over all the dismissals In Prince Edward hon. gentleman speaks of his dismissal be-
Island- cause he would not y-ield to some pressure

l local iatters. This Is the first I ever
Sir CHARLES HIIBBERT TUPPER. All heard of it, and I beg to say, so far as

the shady ones. the local government were concerned, they
%rit ',tlr A W:?rTnever mentioned the case to me.

r. R N. Alilai e shady ones--it
would take up a great deal of the time of
the House indeed, and with these few re-
marks. I will conclude, trusting that the
Minster of Marine and Flsherles will recon-
sider this cold-hearted dismissal of an effi-cient publie servant, whose only Sin appearsto be that be could not vote for the Liberal
candidates in the provincial election of 1897.

Mr. MARTIN. Will tihe hon. gentleman
state whether this dismissal, for whicl he
assumes responsibility, was made on the re-
commendation of the Attorney General of
the proilnce, and of Mr. George Forbes,
the candidates for whom *Mr. MeMillan re-
fused to vote.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE ANDThe MINISTER 0F- MARINE ANý,XD FSEIE. Iwil' briig down aIl theFISHERIES (SIsaLouis Davies). Mr. Speak- papers which the hon. gentleman asked for.
er. I need ot say that there la no objec- I assume the responsibility of recommend-tion to bringing down these papers; I would ing the dismissal of Mr. McMillan. I haveonly be too glad to bring down the papers. to do that. It was on my recommenda-They wil1 show substantially the informa- tion that my colleagues acted. The Min-tion given by me to the House on the lst ister of Marine and Fisherles assumes theof May, when the hon. gentleman put a responsiblity. The papers iwill be broughtquestion to me relating to the dismissai down, and they will show the hon. gentle-
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man what the facts were and whether or
not It was one of those cases in which I
was justifled.

Mr. FOSTER. Are you going to have
some more Estimates ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, I think so.

Mr. FOSTER. We will take it up then.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
would like to ask the hon. Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries whether he has depart-
ed from the rule which obtained in the
Department of Marine and Fisherles for
many years, in my time, respecting the age
at which lighthouse-keepers may be ap-
pointed. I understand the man who was
appointed to succeed this i1ghthouse-keeper
was something about sixty years of age.
For obvious reasons In connection with the
safety of life, or with the assistance of
ships ln distress, at that time or in the
future, the rules of the service required a
man to be forty years of age unless under
extraordinary circumstances, and I would
like to ask the hon. Minister whether that
rule has been departed from.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There has been no depart-
ure from that very proper rule, and I have
had, in many cases, to decline nominations
sent to me of gentlemen beyond that age.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Was this man sixty years of age ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not know. In this
case, the papers came back showIng him to
be of a proper age, and when my hon.
friend (Mr. Martin) brought to my attention
the fact--or I do not know that It was
not before he brought my attention
to the fact-that he was said to be
beyond that age, I had an Investiga-
tion into the matter. I am not sure whe-
ther the investigation was reported or not,
but, so far as the department is concerned,
it was reported to us that the age was cor-
rectly given, and an investigation is now
being held into that.

Mr. MARTIN. Has not the Minister the
information in the department ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I may; I will look and see.

Motion agreed to.

TORONTO AND GEORGIAN BAY SHIP
CANAL .-COMPANY.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York)
moved for:

Copies of all.petitions, applications, correspond-
ence, charter and reports with reference to the
Toronto and Georgian Bay Ship Canal Company.

Sb• LOUIS DAVIES.

He said : Now that attention is being re-
vived ln the question of our inland naviga-
tion, the people of Ontario are beginning to
take a lively interest ln this matter. Twenty-
five years ago the Government intimated
that until the Welland and St. Lawrence
Canal system was deepened from nine or
ten feet on the water sills to fourteen feet,
they would not pay attention to other pro-
posed canal routes. That scheme Is now
about being completed, and next year will
see a depth of water of fourteen feet from
the upper lakes via the Welland and St.
Lawrence canals to the Gulf of St. Lawrence
and the Atlantic Ocean. We know that the
freight from the western United States ln
which we have a lesser Interest, and the
freiglit from Manitoba and our own North-
west In which we have a vital lnterest, has
increased enormously, year after year, for
the past twenty years. Twenty-five years
ago there was no expectation that there
would be such an enormous product of
grain and cattle from our own North-west
Territories, and Indeed at that time the esti-
mates made, applied only to the products of
western Ontario and the products of the
United States. To-day we find that our own
western provinces are producing an enor-
mous quantity of grain, cattle and other
products, and we find to our dismay, so to
speak, that these products are being carried
to the English markets by the United States
routes. We claim that we have the shortest,
the most direct, and the most natural route,
but, because we have not avalled of these
advantages, either from lack of enterprise
or other reasons, we find that not only are
American products, but that a large portion
of our own North-western Canadian products
are being shipped to Buffalo and Ogdens-
burg, and thence by the Erie Canal or by
rail to New York for export to Europe. We
believe that if the country takes proper
steps we eau secure a large portion of that
frelght for our Canadian route. That idea
prevalled years ago when the projeet of the
Huron, Ontario Canal, or the Toronto and
Georglan Bay ShIp Canal was a live ques-
tion. But until the Welland and St. Law-
rence Canal system was improved and until
railroads were built, this project had to take
a back seat. Of course we know that rail-
roads are of prime necessity as they reaeh
all parts of the country, and so are better
calculated to develop the resources of the
Dominion generally. We are now, however,
coming to another era ln the transportation
history of this country, andthese sehemes
that were set aside a quarter of a century
ago, are now looming up as practIcal sub-
jects. This scheme to which reference "s
made In my motion of a canal or ship rail-
way purposes to cross a narrow neek of
land 70 or 80 miles from the Georgian
Bay Into Lake Ontario by.the direct route.
or 122 miles on the old route of the Georgian
Bay Ship Canal coming up the river and
through Lake Slimoe and down a rather
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edrCuItous route. If that were constructed
there would be only 40 mlles of a canal re-
quired as there is about 80 miles of water-
way Of sufficient depth, or nearly sufficient
depth, now in existence. Since that ship
Canal was firet proposed science has made
great advances. They have improved the
system of hydraule li ft lock te such an ex-
tent, that it is said, that this project could
be carried out for about half the eost it
would have entalled twenty-dve years ago.
A later echeme, however, has loomed up in
this shIp rallway which bas reelved the
endorsement of eminent engineers. Mr.
Kivas Tully, of Toronto, w1ho was engineer
for the Ontarlo Government for many years;
an eminent hydraulle engineer, a man of
great abllity. has made a report ln whieh he
gives his full endorsation to the scheme of
the ship railway, by which viessels would
be carried on a speclally constructed rail-
way from the Georgian Bay te Lake Ontario
and vice versa. This scheme would be less
expensive than a canal, because in the con-
struction of a canal there Is the height of
land to be reckoned with, but even that
would not be such an expense as should
deter Canadians from golng into the enter-
prise, beeause recent Inventions which have
been successfully carried out In England
and elsewhere have made the cost of sueli
work comnparatively Inexpensive. Mr. Tully
In his report estimated the cost of the canal,
for ve-ssels of 1.000 tons burden at $22,170.-
000. But that has now given way to the
projeet of a shlp railway whIeh Mr. Tully
at present advocates, and with regard to
which he ays:

In 1885 the question of a ship railway betweenLake Ontarin and Georgian Bay was submittedby me to Captain Eades, and his reply was asfollows :--
" I have carefully examined the profile androute for the proposed ship railway from Geor-glan Bay to Toronto, and from the information

you gave me personally, and from the resuit ofyour surveys over the route, I am not only satis-fied that tbe ship railway Is entirely practicable
over it. but that it furnishes one of the mostremarkably favourable locations for such a con-
struction of which I have any knowledge. The
grades are very low, and you will be able tosecure a practically straight Une from end to end,
which will enable you to work the Une with a
degree of economy which will surprise the public.
I should think, from Mr. Corthell's investigations
of the cost of transoortati-n onu the Pennsyl-
vanta and New York Central Railroads. that
from 15 to 20 cents per ton would cover the en-
tire cost from lake to lake."

That is the opinion of a gentleman who is
now dead, but who bad the reputation of
being the most successful and most able of
al the great hydraulie or canal engineers.
There was a charter procured from this Par-
Hlament in 1874 by Mfr. David Blain. then
member for West York. for the construction
of such a railway from the Georgian Bay to
Lake Ontarlo. In 1897, the.time was extend-
ed to 1902. According to the provisions of.

the Act, power was given ".to construet one
or more tiacks of railway for the purpose of
carrying passengers and frelght and convey-
ing vessels, barges and other water craft and
their cargoes from the upper lakes to Lake
Ontarlo, In the vicinity of Toronto." The
cost of a single track, Mr. Tully says, would
be $3,000,000, and the distance between Col-
lingwood and Toronto 74 miles. They pro-
posed further on to bulld three tracks when
the business would warrant it. This project,
if successful-and we have the opinion of
these men that it would be successful-would
ereate a revolution in the transportation of
the merchandise of the west, and provide a
route through Canadian territory, which la
what we all desire to have. With regard to
other lines of transportation that are pro-
posed, I have nothing to say, only this, that
before an Ottawa ship canal would be com-
pleted and made useful, the probabilities, in
fact, the certainties, are that the trade of
the North-west would have so Increased,
doubled and quadrupled, that there would be
-more than ample trade to fill all these lines
of communication, and to make them all suc-
cessful, If they could be made a success.
This scheme, with its short route of 74 miles,
would shorten the distance from Chicago to
the ocean, either at New York or at Mont-
real, by at least 370 miles. In tact, this esti-
mate was made on the calculation of a ship
canal which would be 48 or 50 miles longer
than this ; so that there would be an actual
shortening of the route by 418 miles, which
would give an enormous advantage to vessels
going this way. I thInk the matter is one
that should engage the attention of the Gov-
ernment, now that they are considering
schemes for the development of the country
-now that they are more especially claim-
Ing to develop the waterways and the rail-
ways su as to procure the carriage of our
own freight through our own country to our
own ocean ports. I think that we in the
past have not, perhaps, realized the full im-
portance of this question, or, If we have. we
bave not been able to accomplish as much
as we would desire. This shIp railway, If
completed for that short distance of 74 miles,
shortening the distance to the ocean by 418
or 420 miles, and glving a through route by
a Une tha t could be completed in a short
time. unlike some of these others that would
require almost a lifetime to complete them
and make them effeetive. would, I thInk,
especlally commend Itself to the neople of
this country. We are told that the Govern-
ment are anxious to increase the transporta-
tion faellitIee. We know that the hon; Min-
Ister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) has gone
round to every place in the country whleh
he could reach, and has told the people that
he Is anxious to give them every kind o!
facflity they could think of or 'lesire,- and
that he would help every scheme everybody
proposed. This 1s a scheme that ,vould not
eommend itself -to hlm. - suppose, because
It is a. practical seheme-one that has the
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commendation of engineers of the highest
authorlty, and one that wll· promote, and
rapidly promote the development of the coun-
try if It can be accomplished. I therefore
move the motion.

Motion agreed to.

BEET-ROOT SUGAR PRODUCTION.

'Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey) moved:

That having regard to the large importations
of sugar into Canada for home consumption,
amounting to 239,670,038 lbs. in the year 1898, at
a cost of $4,868,956, and that it has been demon-
strated beyond a doubt that the cultivation of
the sugar beet in the Dominion Is not only fea-
sible but Is being successfully grown In many
parts of the country at present ; therefore, ln the
opinion of this House, in order to stimulate the
farmers of Canada to engage ln the growth of
this valuable product, and also to encourage the
establishment of beet-root sugar factories, a
bounty should be offared for all beet-root sugar
manufactured in the Dominion during the next
ten years, and that the machinery necessary for
such plant not made in Canada be admitted free
of duty.

le said : Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, It is
the duty of the Government to so direct and
assist the pursuits of the people that they
máY be as far as possible self-sustalning
and labouring for each other. I thInk that
that is the first duty of any Government In
any civilized country, because when this is
done. not only will labour be economlzed.
but be as far as possible self-sustalning.
Whenever the products of the country from
any source enable the people to utilize their
labour so that one is working for the other,
the people wIll be kept employed and obtain
productive remuneration for their labour,
and if it can be shown that a new industry
is capable of belng established in the coun-
try. which wIll give profitable employment
to labour it is the part of wisdom to give
that industry every assistance in our power.
It is a proposition no one will reasonably
deny that It Is the duty of the Government
to, as far as possible, give assistance to
every Industry In the country that will em-
ploy labour profitably in the -Interests of the
people. That being the case, when we find
that the annual consumption of sugar in
Canada Is about 150,000 tons a year, nearly
al of whieh s brought from abroad, when
we find that the nature of our climate and
the productiveness of our soil are such as
to enable Canadians to employ their time
and labour profitably ln growIng beets fnr
the manufacture of sugar and supplyling
sugar for thie needs-o the peuple at home,
it must be admitted 'that it is, the bounden
duty of the Governmentito give that ladustry
every eneouragement. There are about'$13,-
000,000 worth of sugar consumed annually
ln Canada. I assume that »f we should
succeed in seatisfying the Government, es-
peclally the hon.. Minister of Agriculture

Mr. WALLACE.

(Mr. Fisher), that this sugar could be prof-
tably made lu Canada, providing the Gov-
ernment give a lttle assistance to the In-
dustry, there can be no doubt as to the
wisdom of glving that assistance.

The question may fairly be asked : Are
the soil and climate of Canada suitable for
the successful growth of the sugar beet of
average good quality ? And then comes
the question: Will the beet yield sufflcient
sugar to keep up the industry ? For the
purpose of answering these questions, I
shal take up a pamphlet, which I have be-
fore me, written by Mr. Robert H. Lawder,
who has given more attention to this sub-
ject than any other man ln Canada. He
has been endeavouring, by every possible
means ln his power, to promote that Indus-
try, and succeeded ln getting the Gov-
ernment to commence the experiment of
raising beets ln the country and having the
beets analysed, to determine whether the
percentage of sugar they yield will warrant
the Industry being gone into. I take up that
pamphlet, and may say here tha:t I feel ex-
tremely grateful to the writer, because there
is a great deal of Information contalned in
it that could not have been avallable to me
had he not kindly furnished me with every-
thing ln his possession bearing on the sub-
ject.

Have the experliments already made been
such .as to justify the statement that beets
eau be grown successfully here and that
they contain a sufficlent percentage of sugar
to. justify their growth ? Let me give a
synopsis of the reports of the Department of
Agriculture, whleb show that during tTre
years 1889. 1890 and 1891 experiments were
made in the cultivation of sugar beets ln
the different sections of the province of
Ontailo. average samples of which were
forwarded to the laboratories at the Experi-
mental Farm at Ottawa and the Ontario
College Farm at Guelph for analysis by
the professors of chemistry. Among other
experiments the Ontario agrieultural experi-
mental farm cultivated one acre of sugar
beet ln each of these years. In 1889, Mr.
C. C. James, a professor of chemistry, ana-
lysed and reported on 26 samples obtained
from the farm there and from different
parts of the province. In 1894 he reported
on 117 samples. In 1891, his successor, Mr.
A. E. Shuttleworth, analysed and reported
on 32 samples. Nearly the whole of the
expense of dlstributing and collecting and
analysing the roots was defrayed from the
liberal grants of money obtained through
Hon. Chas. Drury, Minister of Agriculture
to the province of Ontario.

The result is shown by the foUllowing table,
which glves separately the average for 1889,
1890 and 1891, and the average of these
three years together. In. 1890 the 26 sam-
ples analysed showf that tbe beets averaged
two pounds two otmes, which is a fair size.
They gave 1895 per cent solids ln julce,
which i a higb arerage, and 14•5 per cent
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sugar ln juice. *and sugar is successfully
made In many countries where the average
is betweei l1 and 12. The average 75-70
purity of juice.

The following table gives separately the
averages for 1889. 1890 and 1891, and the'
average of these three years together

4826

ed by the large beets and the great amount
of green matter on many of the samples

In looking over the averages from other
countries, I find that it la very much lower
than this. If I may be permltted to cite a
few facts lu regard to the way these experi-

Average Solids in Sugar in
Samples. Weight. Juice. Juice.

Lbs. Oz. p. c. p. c.

Average of rsu for 1889 ......... .. . .26 2
,,o 1890. . ... . . .. . 117 1I

-1891.... .... ... ....... 32 2

175 I

2 18·95
4 17·12
2·8 1676

13·6 17-61

p.* c.

1435 i 75-70
13'58 79-32
13-53 80-35

13-82 88-46

Following this, Mr. Lawder gives a table. ments are carried out, It will give the idea
showing similar averages of the Ontario that sultability of soil and climate are not
experimental farm product, comparIng these confined to one section alone. I find here
averages wlth the Ontarlo average, ln which that the first experiment was carried on at
the Ontario Experimental Farm product la Dunnville, the second at Deseronto, the third
included: at Dunnville, the fourth at Stratford, the fifth

Nuniber
of

for 19..... . .. ................

1891....................... ..

Average for 1889- 90-9>1.... .. .... .. 7

A verage Soli Sugar Purity
\Veight. in uic. in Juice. of .J uice.

Lbs. Oz. p. c. p. c. P. c.

2 12 2150 I180 83·70
i On 18*03 15-0 83-64
1 10*7 18*12 14-94 82'48

1i 12 0 19'22 1'01 83·27

Average for
't

'f.

t,

Ontario, 1891 ...............
Ontario Experiniental Farii, 1891

:3 years......................
ExperimentalFarm, 3 years

Mr. Lawder proceeds to say:

The analysis of this year's product sustains
the conclusion of former analyses, that the per-
centage of sugar in Ontario would, under proper
cultivation, be as high as ln Europe.

In support of his conclusion, there was a three
years' average of 16-01 per cent sugar in juice,
with a purity of 83-27, ln the Ontario Experi-
mental Farm product, grown under proper culti-
vation ; and the Ontario average was 13·53 per
cent in 1891, against 13-58 In 1890, of sugar In
juice, with 80•35 ln 1891 against 79·32 ln 1890,
purity.

In regard to the yield per acre, there ls dif-
ficulty in obtalning reliable data. Calculation
for one or two areas are not satisfactory. In
the Ontarilo Experimental Farmn, the average,
19-9 tons per acre, may be calculated as pos-
sible ; the lower average for the province
being due chiefly to non-compliance wlth
some of the conditione of cultivation, indicat-

sixth and
nInth and

seventh at Goderich, the efghth,
tenth at Hastings, the eleventh,

twelfth, thlrteenth, fourteenth, flfteenth, six-
teenth and seventeenth at Oshawa, the eigh-
teenth, nineteenth and twentieth at Har-
wood, the twenty-first, twenty-second and
twenty-third at Piainfield, the twenty-fourth
at Cobourg, the twenty-fifth and twenty-sixth
at Peterborough, the twenty-seventh at Mar-
den, the twenty-eighth at Guelph,-and so I
could go over the whole lst and show that
these experiments were carrIed on at places
scattered all over the Drovince of Ontarlo.

Mr. PRIOR. Any In British Columbia ?

Mr. SPROULE. I have nofilgures bere re-
specting experiments in British Columbla, but
know that that province does raise fine
beets. In all parts of the province of Ontario
and ln many parts of the province of Quebec,
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2·8
10·7
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16·76
18 12
17*61
10·22

13-53
14-194
13-02
16-01

80 -35
82·48
78-46
83-7

Purity of
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where the experiments have been carried on, 402 factorles in operati. The area of
It has been demonstrated beyond the possibl- beets under cultivation was 1,092,935 acres;
lity of doubt, that beets eau be grown of the quantity of beets worked ln tons of
average size, of good quality. The average 2,2041 pounds, was 13,697,891. They produc-
yield per acre is between eleven and fifteen ed, of sugar, 1,852,857 tons. The quantity of
tons-probably ·twelve and a .half tons per; beets worked for factory was 31,723 tons.
acre is a fair average. The percentage The weight of beets required for 100 pounds
of sugar In these beets is over 131, which is of sugar was 738 pounds. Yet the Ontario
higher than in Germany, where it does not beets will turn out more than that. The
go beyond 12 per cent. The purity of the quantity of sugar obtained from a ton of
juice in the -Canadian beets, an average of beets was 298 pounds. the percentage of
83 per cent, is higher than In Germany, sugar obtalned being 13-53. Ontario. as I
where the 'average is 79 per cent. In every have said. lias shown a percentage as high
one of these experiments It Is shown that the as 17ý and an average of 14J per cent. The
beets raised in Ontario and Quebec are as cost per acre of beets and manufacture of
valuable for the production of sugar and sugar was $73, and the cost of all the sugar
afford the growers as reasonable a hope of a produced at the factory was $79.784.255.
profitable return for their labour as is the! Now. this shows most plainly that they could
ease in any other country. Now, with regard i not employ their labour in that country to
to the yield of beets ln Ontario, the experi- better advantage than In carrying on that In-
mental farms showed a yield of over 18 tons, dustry, and the result is that they have gone
and. In one case, 19 tons per acre. Some ini- into it to the large extent that I have already
dividual farmers raised as hlgh as 154. 10%, mentioned. I find that this Industry Is being
and 17 tons. Considering that our yleld per transplanted to this continent. In the
acre is greater. that the percentage of sugar United States they have ascertained that
Is higher. and the quality of the Juice better, their country Is suitable for this culture and
It seems plain that our farmers could engage they commenced business there a few years
as successfully as the Germans ln the culti- ago. The report of Dr. H. W. Wiley, to the
vation of this crop. And there are other rea- Secretary of Agriculture, which he gave a
sons why we should be more successful than I short time aigo. shows the total quantity of
the Germans. The land engaged ln the cul- beet sugar made in the United States ln 1897
tivation of the beets ln Germany is worth to have been 45.245835 tons. The average
about $10 per acre per year of rent, whereas yield of sugar per ton of beets of 2,00
In Ontario it would not be worth more than pOunds, was 232 pounds, whlch is below
from $2.50 to $3.50 per acre. While human what it is ln Germany where they are manu-
labour Is cheaper ln Germany than wth us, facturing beet-root sugar successfully. The
it Is found that the great expense ln the cul: average percent.age of sugar in other places
tivation of the fields is ln the use of animals is 11-6, while ours runs as high as 13·53.
-horses-and the work of horses can be had The report goes on to say :
here more cheaply than it possibly can be ln Thls le a less percentage than lusobtained la
Germany. The probability of success here Germany (1284 ln 1897-98), but considerlng the
is indicated by the fact that while in Ger- newness of the xndustry ln this country, it lu
many they can sell their grain at higher suficiently encouraglng. Reliable Information
prices than we eau and ralse qulte as much shows that there wIll ho ln operation ln the
per acre they abandon the cultvatoStates, 1898 17 factorles, new ac-

per cre.the abadon he ultiatto oftories belng Iocated :lI Utah, 1 ; California, 4;
grain and turn attention largely to the cul- Oregon, î ; Michigan, 1; New York,1. fl a
tivation of the sugar beet. Why ls this ? to ay that at leat 80,000 acres will be planted
Because the beet gives them more than double lu beets during the season of 1898. The yleld
the returns for their labour that would be may be expected to be nearly 8,00,000 tons aud
ylelded if they devoted themselves to the cul- of sugar about 90,000 tons. The enlargement this
tivation of grain. I have here some facts and season la not loua than 70 per cent.
statIsties with regard to the cultivatbon otfThat ls what they are dolng lu the United
the sugar beet ln Germany States. I may state that experments have

been carrled on ln Manitoba also, sund the
Germany furnishes the most complete statls- cliate and soil were !ound to be admlrably

tics of the beet sugar industry that are obtained adapted for the cultIvation o! the sugar
from any country. It ti not only the largest beet the sae as they are lu Ontario. I be-
but the cheapest producer, and affords rellable lieve It may be taken for granted that any
data for comparison as to the cost of beet sugar
as compared ith cane.beets also. We have been growng sugar
I may say that a memorIal was sent to the beets se my years la Ontario that every
Minister of Agriculture asking him if he person kuews that to be a fact. I May say
would recommend to Counoll that assistance that at the present time there are hundreda
be given to this industry, and one of bis rea- of farrneraetùaflygrowlng sugar beets in
sons for refusing, as I understand, was that Cntarle, teed them to their cattle and
we could not. compete with those mnking thelr8 ait8woll as fothr rs
cane sugar. The following are some of, the Ti e. nwsm aieawohv
statistics of this industry, for the camipalgn- ee.to u vntrearsi ua
that means the season o! 1897-98 :-Thiey had!bes u!ya fe ya hyfu!ti n

Thsfsr.lssprcntgethnisobaiedi



[JUNE 12, 1899]

Gf the most successful roots that they can erectlng more. In Iowa they are preparlng
cultivate. to ereet two factorles. 1 find from this

The Minister of Agriculture (Mr. IVisher) statement generally that the business 13
wished to be satisfied whether we can grow going on rapidly In almoat every part of the
sugar beets and manufacture sugar from United 8tates. 1 wI give you the resuits of
tbem and compete successfully with cane the operattons of one factory lu WatsonvIl.,
sugar. Now, I take the following countries California, wblch bas been golng on for
where they have been making sugar from some length of time. 1 may mention that
cane. I find In Java it costs £8 12s. 6d. per the operations ln California are no more suc-
ton ; Sandwich Islands, £8 4s. 4d. ; Queens- cessful than they are ln Mecbgan, right
land, £8 15s.; Egypt, £9 10s. l1d. ; Barba- across the border from Ontarlo During the
dos, £9 15s.; Trluidad, £10 19s. 11d. ; De- tei years from 1888 to 1897 the total num-
merara, £12' 18s. 10d. ; French Antilles, £14 ber of acres cultlvated wvs,57,238-I am now
Os. 9d. In Robisdorf, Germany, where beet- i speakig of Watsonville, California. In 1888,
root sugar bas been successfully cultivated 2,100 acres were ln culivation; in 1891r
it only costs £9 Os. 3d., which is lower than 1,443 acres; ln 1896, 11,017 acrea Now, the
ln any one of these countries except the first average number of acres !n those years was
three. These figures prove that beet-root OnlY 572,and the average yleld per acre
sugar can be made successfully and compete was 1084 tOns, whlch Is a 10w average.
successfully wltb cane sugar that Is made The smallegt yleld per aere was in 18,
ln any other part of the world. in countries 613, and the largest was in 1896, 14-6. In
where they have been manufacturing cane this country the yield bas reached as blgh
sugar they are now turning their attention as 18 tons per acre. The average price pald
to growing beets, and find it more success- for beets was $L47 per ton. The lowest
fui to make beet-root sugar ; they find the;prIce pa was in 1896, $4 per ton; the bigh-
profits are quite as large and In most cases est price was $5 per ton. The average price
larger than they have recelved f rom the!pald per acre for beets was $49.58.
manufacture of cane sugar. Now, when we Nûw, that was given for the purpose of en-
come to examine the United States where abiing the farner to determine whether he
they are making beet-root sugar, we find can profitably cultivate beets for $49.58 au
they are succeeding very well. There is no acre. The experiment made tu Calforala
doubt that their experience bas justified justifies the conclusion that there will be
them in going into that industry in many an average return to the farrer of between
states. I find in a publication In Michigan. $50 and $60 per acre frornthe cultivatloa
called the "Sugar Beet," of January. 1889.f these beets, taking Into acount the per-

facts~~~ centa ge off sugar lu the beetteyedfthe following facts :- , h iedo
fie ollojngbeets. the numbher off tons and the success

The Wolverine Sugar Company, of Benton Har- ofte cultivation. The campaign began
bour, capital $200,000, has been incorporated.'on August 29th, 1897, and eontlnued untn
Prominent in the localities where arrangementse mber 29th. They only ran their tac-
are being made for the erection of factories are.:
Bay City, Pontiac, Benton Harbour, Cairo, Mouni tories for an average, for the whole perlod,
Clements, Rochester and Saginaw. In most off one hundred days, hardly that, the cam-
these places contracts have been made with farm- palgu that year being 118 days. in the
ers for large crops of sugar beets. Monroe, year 1890, it was as low as eighty-two days.
Lapeer, Ann Arbor, East Tawas, Richmond, St. The raw sugar produced, when tbey ran
Clair, Alma, Detroit, Port Huron, Grand Rapids, 118 isYs, 14,888tons; where they rau
Kalamazoo, Wayne, Utica, Flushing, Sebewaing, 170 days it was 19,528 tons; where they
Ypsiianti, Owosso and Sad Axe also are agitating
for factories. Farmers seem to realize more and r eighty-two days It was 2,127 tons. The
maore that they must have some other crop than tons of beets used to one ton of raw sugar
the staple product. It is stated in the press that produced was 71; average tons of beets
Bay City had to canvass ten counties last season worked daily, 1,075 tons. The ordinarv
to obtain sufficient acreage o! beets for the sea- factory
son's operations, but this season can better obtainof beets a day, but If you increase the ma-
their full supply from the county in which the1chlnery and use 1,00 tons of beets a day,
factory is located.factoy islocaerl.which you could easlly do at a smail ad-

in New York they have two factories, one ditIonai cost, you would get a larger con-
at Rome and one at Binghampton. They are sumption of beets, a larger output and a
also starting factories In several other loca- larger profit The average weight or raw
lities in New York. in Oregon they are agi- sugar worked dally was 144 tons. The re.
tating for several factorles there. In Ill - sut of the experlence of ten yearsjustifeg
nois they are building two factories at the the conclusion fiat sugar beet eau be euk
present time. In Nebraska they have two tlvated auccessfully, fiat the farmer la en-
facto-ries in operation, and are thinking aled to get a return off .58 per acre-from
about several others. In New Merico they the cultivation of the beetand fiat the
have one ln operation. manufaeturer bas got a return ashlgb as 49

It gives the history of these factorles. In per cent on bis money. I tblnk this justi-
Wisconsl i. y are preparIng to eract four &,e the concluMdon that the business can be
or five factores at the present time. Insuceefly carrled on. That la the history

o f have eplredRsome. andareoftflIlngutmre In othw Unîthed arerer
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What profit would it be to Canada if the There Is no doubt about that, because It
Industry were established li this country ? las been proven beyond all posslbillty of
it would have the effeet of puttlug a larger dispute. But It le said that this cannot be
amount of noney ln circulation ln this coun- doue tnless we have the factorles. It Is
try, and it would give employment to hund-, true it cannot be doue unless we have the
reds and thousands of our people ln Can- factorles. It has been sald that it cannot
eda, that would enable them to supply be done unless we can give assistance to
themselves and their familles with the ne- the factories for a few years. That Is ad-
cessarles and comforts of life. It would mitted. The first few years the farmers
open a field whereby the farmers of Can- who go into the Industry unacquainted with
ada would realize a very much larger re. its special requirements, there are Items of
turn for their labour than they are enabled loss. It requires intelligent labour to carry
to do ln the ordinary pursuits ln which it on, and until they have qualified them-
they are engaged to-day. There is no doubt selves by the experlence of a few years. it
of that, beeause it becomes plain when you will require some assistance. During the
make a comparison. If a farmer has a first few years, It will not be qulte so profi-
successful crop of oats, with an average table to then. and they will *not go into the
yield per acre, he will not get as large a cultivation of the sugar beet as largely as
return as that which I have mentloned. they would otherwlse. The result will be
An average crop of oats, at 30 cents per that those who are engaged In the sugar beet
bushel, will amount to $9.90 per acre. As- industry wlll find that they are obliged to
suming that the straw is worth $2 more, iild the farmers by distributIng the seed free
that would make $11.90 per acre as the most for the first few years. and that they will
that he will receive. If he ralses wheat, require to buy all the beets that are raised,
it will yield probably $14 to $18 per acre, whether had or good, ln order to encourage
and If lie raises pease, it will yield about the farmers to produce a produet of a high
$13.50 per aere. If he turns around and quality. but in a few years. after this is
raises beets and gets $55 or $60 per acre, done. the farmer will be enabled to go on
then, I submit, that he will be satisfied that himself and get a large return without as-
he has made a much larger profit than he sistance belng gIven ln thls way.
could In other lines of agriculture. But No country bas succeeded in establIsh-
I will be told that it requires more labour ing a sugar beet Industry without assist-
to cultivate the beet than It does other crops. ance being glvçn by the state in some way.
1 admit that It requires more labour, but It ls I will take some of the countries where It
largely in machinery and horses ; the ma- bas been established. In Germany, Bel-
chinery wlll always be avallable and the glum, Austria, France, Hungary, Russia,
horses he lias, so that he could put them to and In the United States, they have assisted
useful account. It ls said It takes up all the it, and the Industry is being suceessfully
profits to market the produet. This is the carried on to-day. It ls said that there
only additional item of labour to which he is a necessity for the bounty, because no
will be subjected. Af!ter carefully lnvestigat- nian who lias money to invest will be like-
ing this subject and inquiring Into a great ly to Invest it where he can get no assist-
many experimsnts which have been made, ance when he might invest it ln another
1 can give the following figure as- Indicat- country whlch gives assistance to this in-
ing the cost at which It bas been found, ln dustry. The state of Michigan gave 1 cent
California, sugar beets eau be successfully a pound bounty for all the sugar manu-
cultIvated. of the highest quality, and mar. I factured ln the state on condition
keted within a reasonable distance of the that the farmer should receive $4.50
farm. It will only cost $35 an acre. At a ton for his beets. Hardly a
the lowest price whieh beets have realized state In the Union but what gives
In the markets where they have been sold assistance to this industry. California, Ore-
-in Germany, if you like-$4 a ton, the gon and Nebraska give assistance, and 111-
farmer would realhze $50, $55 or $60 per nois proposes to do so. It bas been the uni-
acre, after all bis labour is pald for, when versal experience with all new beet sugar
the cost of his machinery is taken into ae. factories that there are many difficulties ln
count, together with the cost of his time. starting the business. There ls, first, the
the cost of marketing. After all these difficulty In Induclng the farmers to engage
things are pald for, he las a profit of the lu the cultivation of beets.
difference between $35 and $50, or a profit Mr. COWAN. The hou. gentleman (Mr.of $15 per acre over labour and every. Sproule) sai e thatin .the ntate Of Michgan
thing else. If a farmer could realize this they pay a tha in t o Mectga
profit out of his labour he would turn his cent a poud duty on beets.
whole farmin to IL It ls susceptible of de- Mr. SPROULE. I think I said, a cent amonstration as anything can be, that If the pound on all sugar manufactured from
average farmer ln the country turned his beets grown in the state.
attention to cultîvation of sugar beets, If MrCWÂ.Itnktehngelma
hie had a market for them, that la thxe Mr. COAN.thn they gan. g ent lemanddu n
return that hewould get for his labour. th theaea.etapun uyo
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Mr. SPROULE. I thank the hon. gentle-
man for correcting me, if I said that. They
pay a cent a pound on aU sugar of a certain
grade, and containing a certain amount of
saccharine matte, as detsrmined by the
polariscopie test. To accompUsh this, spe-
cial Inducements have had to bel offered to
farmers, such as grants of seeds free of
charge, payment of the freight on the roots
from outlying stations to the factory, and
agreement to accept all the stock, Irrespec-
tive of quality. The first Item will cost
about $5.000, the second item $15,000 or $18,-
000. The third item will vary greatly. It Is
absolutely necessary to give aid for a few
years to this Industry, but the aid need not
be continued after that, because the farmers
will get! to understand better how to raise
these beets, how to grow a larger crop to the
acre, how to get a larger percentage of sugar
to the beets, and how to bouse them and
dellver them, so as to obtain a larger re-
turn. That has been the experience of the
past in all these countries. I say, that Can-
ada is bound to give some assistance to this
Industry, for, otherwise, we cannot hope to
get it established In this country.

The question Is a very important one. as
to whether this industry will be established
in Canada, if assistance be given... I have
the authority of Mr. Lawder, who bas taken
a great deal of trouble in thlis' matter, and
who lias submitted a proposaln my county
-and lie and his men were there to look into
the situation-that they will establish a fac-
tory, if this assistance Is given. Experts
who have thoroughly lnvestlgated the pro-
vince of Ontario, as to Its suitability for the
purpose of beet-growing, state that, after
ive years, they will be able to manufacture
sugar as profitably without a bonus as they
would be able to do ln the first year with a
bonus of $1 per hundred pounds. Mr. Law-
der says, that the conditions ln Ontario ap-
peared so favourable that definite proposi-
tions have come to him, both f rom Great
Britain and Germany, that they will estab-
iish beet sugar factories ln Canada, If the
proposed bounty be granted.

Mr. COWAN. Who Is Mr. Lawder ?
Mr. SPROULE. Mr. Lawder is a gentle-

man in Toronto who bas brought out two or
three representatives of Scotch fdrms, seve-
ral years ln succession, to look into the
quality of the beets grown lu Canada, the
percentage of sugar obtained from them, and
the conditions with regard to climate, soil
and everything else. They have made a
similar examination ln the province of Que-
bec, and, notwithstanding the unfortunate
results of the operation of the Berthier
sugar factory, these gentlemen bave offered
to establish a factory in Quebee, and ln the
county of Grey, at Owen Sound, and other
factories elsewhere, at any time- that a
bounty Is granted. They are willing, indeed,
to establish one or two factorles lin Ontario.
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and factories ln Quebec, if the Government
will only guarantee a fair bounty on the
amount of sugar they turn out; fnot a per-
petual bounty, but a bounty for a very few
years. The class of factorles proposed to be
built are such as will have a capacity of
about 500 tons of beets each day of twenty-
four hours ; the buildings are to be of the
most substantial character and as nearly
fire-proof as possible ; the machinery Is to
be of the very best description found ln any
factory ; the buildings and machinery to be
of such construction as to admit of exten-
sion to a capacity of 1,000 tons daly ; exten-
sive cattle-sheds are to bei bullt ln connec-
tion with the works, capable of containing
3,000 head of cattle, to be fattened on the re-
siduum of the beets. Each factory is esti-
mated to cost about $500,000. The enlarge-
ment and extension of the works, including
cattle-sheds, will cost $225,000 more. They
would employ a large number of men, and
they would expend at least $500,000, chiefly
in the locality where they have established
these factories. This, I submit, would be a
great boon to the peote of the country.

The question, as to what amount of assist-
ance they would want, is a very necessary
one to put ln this connection. We have a
standing off er fron one German and two
Scotchmen, who art already engaged in the
business, that tbey will start these estab-
llshments, If the following assistance is
given. They would reed a bonus for the
first year, say 1900, of $1 per hundred pounds
on redlned or granulated sugar of a good
average quality. Practical men, largely en-
gaged ln the beet sugar lndustry in Europe,
advise that it is useless to expect foreign
capital to be furnished to the industry here,
unless a bounty is granted to carry it over
the first few years of risks and difficulties.
As these difficulties diminish every year,
they suggest that the bounty should be on a
sliding scale of 100 pounds of 100 degree
sugar for :

1900. 1901. 1902. 1903. 1904.
$1.00 $0.75 $0.50 $0.25 .$0.25

Average for the five years, 55 cents per 100
pounds. An advantage of the sliding scale
is, that the earliest factories, which incur
the greater risk, will get the larger bounties,
whlie other companies, which may wait until
the success and practicability of the Indus-
try are ascertained, with little less risk, and
get less bounty. This le a lower bounty
thaal Is given ln most other countries, and
we have the example of the United States
before us, where they gave a bounty, and
have successfully established the industry.

Mr. COWAN. Would that hounty cease
ln 1905 ?

Mr. SPROULE. They say they would be
satsfied to allow it cease in 1905, because
they belleve that after that, In view of the
improved quality of beets, the larger crop,
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'the larger scale of manufacture they would
venter Into, and the consequent larger profit,
they would require no further assistance.
hiow, what would be the advantages to the
people of Canada ? It would require thirty
large beet sugar factories to turn out what
sugar we consume la Canada annually. If
you take the lowest average of $500,000 for
each factory, it would give you an expendi-
ture of $15,000,000. It would give employ-
ment to labour to the extent-I was going to
say, of hundreds of thousands, but certainly
to the extent of tens of thousands of people.
It will increase the consumption of coal, lum-
ber and lime. and, therefore, give a market
to the producer of these articles. If
we have thirty factorles running, say
for one bundred days in the year, and
using 500 tons of beets a day, they would
consume 1,500,000 tons of beets ln the year.
This, at a cost of $4.25 a ton, which Is a
very low average, would return to the far-
mer directly in cash $7,500,000. One of
the important considerations ln connec-
tion 'with this industr Is that about 60 per
cent of all the mone; expended ln it goes
to thýe farmer who ralses and delivers the
beets. It would mean the fattening for each
of these factorles of at least 3,000 head of
cattle durLag the season, or what they call
the campaign. That would enhance the
value of cattle ln the country, and in that
way also secure a largely Increased returu
to the farmers. But would culture of beets
be more profitable to the farmer than the
growing of grain? Most assuredly it
would, because If the farmer had a yield of
15 tons to the acre, which the Ontario expe-
rimeutal farm demonstrated would be quite
possible, with intelligent labour, and If he
sold the product at only $4.25 a ton. he
would get a retura of $63.75 an acre ; where-
as oats yield from $9 to $10 an acre, wheat
from $14 to $18, and pease from $15 te $16.50
an acre. i have gone Into the question wlth
suffleient care to convinee me that the figures
I have submitted are fair averages. I have
taken them from the report of the Bureau
of Statistics of Ontarlo. What Is the result?
Wheat, with an average yield of 25 bus-hels
to the acre, and selling at 70 cents a bushel,
would produce $17.50 an acre ; put the straw
at $2, which would brIng the figure up to
19.50. Oats, yielding 33 bushels to the acre.

and sellIng at 30 cents a bushel, would pro-
duce only $9.90 an acre ; allow $2.50 for
straw. and you would have $12.50. Pease,
at 25 bushels to the acre and sellIng at 60
cents a bushel, would produce $15 to the
acre ; add $1.50 for the straw, making $16.50.
And, these figures are to pay for labour,
profits and everythiug .Then turu round
.and take an acre of beets, produeling $6.75
an acre, out of which te pay labour and to
give a proûft as well. Therefore If beete
can be successfully ralsed in Canada, and J
we had azarket for them suc as could
be obtained if the Gevernment granted the
assistance asked for-for we have the stand-

ing offer of these people to come to Canada
and establish e industry-Is it not worthy
of the consideration of the Government
whether It would be not only »the part of
wisdon but their Imperative duty to give
this very moderate assistance to secure this
very important industry for Canada. Ther6
is not a part of Canada where sugar beets
have not been successfully grown. In BrIt-
lsh Columbla, in the North-west Territories,
and ln ManItoba they have been successful.
In Ontario they have been pre-eminently
successful ; also In the province or QuebeL.
Al that Is wanted is a market to consume
the product of the farmer, and the Govern-
ment have It in their power to start the ln-
dustry, wbich would give employment to
labour, promote the distribution of money ln
the country. and especIally benefit the farm-
ing community. Is t not worth their while,
then. to give this Industry the encourage-
ment asked for ? I think the Minister of
Agriculture a short time ago said that there
might be some justification ln giving assist-
ance to Industries whleh have been estab.
llshed under the fosteriug care of the Na-
tional Policy, but that there Is no excuse
for giving assistance to a new industry.
Now, I hold that that Is not correct. 1
would be as ready to support the starting
of any new industry, if the conditions were
such that atter that industry were properly
established, It would continue to grow and
prosper in a few years without assistance,
as we are to give a bounty to stimulate the
production of Iron. Look at what we do for
other industries ; and here are the great
bulk of the population of the country, the
farmers, struggling without any direct ma-
terial assistance, while the Government have
It ln their power to give them that assist.
ance by supporting the manufacture of beet-
root sugar. I ask them to take the subjeet
Into their careful consideration ; and, If they
do, I feel confident that tbey will submIt to
the House a proposal, if not this session, at
least next session, for the purpose of en-
couraging the establishment of this Indus-
try ln the country. I feel as certain as that
I am standing here to-day that if this ln.
dustry were successfully established it
would yield the largest return to the people
of any Industry In which they are engaged.
After being assIsted for the first few years,
It will be self-suetainlng. Therefore, on be.
half of the great agrieultural classes of this
country, I ask the Government to take this
matter into their serious consideration, not-
withstanding the failure lu the province of
Quebee, which, if I had time, I could show
was not owing to any ecnditions of soil or
elimate, but to other conditions whleb were
u their nature accidentali; for tife beet

sugar lndustry ean be as successfully ear-
ried onin-Queb as it laGeranyand
the Unlted States.

Mr. ELLS. Thuehon. gente n has gven
us an account of the bounty- sugar ithe UTnited States. Would hie be klnd eoug
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te tell us what proportion it bears to the
total consumption ln this country ?

Mr. SPROULE. I have net got that, as
I- was getting the figures at such great
length. The first factory was started in
California only ten years ago, and there
were only four factories in the United States
three years ago ; but the development froin
that time te the present has been such that
to-day they are producing from five to ten
per cent of all the sugar they consume, and
they expect in a few years te produce from
.5 to 100 per cent.

Mr. COWAN. I would like te ask the hon.
gentleman a question. I was not in when
lie commenced bis speech. Did he or can he
satisfactorily explain how it was that the
beet sugar bounties which were granted by
this Parliament in 1891, and under which
one or two large factories were started in
the province of Quebee, which were also, I
am advised, assisted by the Quebee Govern-
ment, did not make these factories a suc-
cess?

Mr. SPROULE. I am informed that they
suddenly went down for the want of capital.

Mr. McGREGOR. The percentage of sugar
in the beet was not as strong as it Is with
us, ln the west.

Mr. SPROULE. Thei figures I bave given
show it Is quite strong enough to warrant
the Industry belng carried on successfully.

They had one or two) unfortunate years.
Pnd the banks suddenly came down and
practically closed them up ; but, if they had
had sufficlent capital, they would have gone
on and succeeded.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Do I under-
stand the hon. gentleman te say, that a far-
mer cultivatIng beets, after paying all labour
and expenses, would have a net profit of $15
an acre ?

Mr. SPROUI.E.'
which Is a low price.

Yes, at $50 an acre,

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Then, if
there are such profits in the business, why
should the people be called on to pay a
bonus ?

Mr. SPROULE. Because we cannot get
any markets at present without asslsting
those by bounty who ereet the factories, for
the first few years.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
1 was in hopes that some hon. gentle-
man on the front benches would have fav-
oured the House wIth his opinion. I am
sure that the House is very deeply Indebted
to my hon. frlend from East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) for having so carefully studied this
question and placed It before us lu such a
clear and convincing manner. I am sure
that those who have followed him, have ar-
rived at the conclusion that he has not only
given tbis question a great deal of investiga-

tion, but that the facts he has brought forth
are such as to demand the careful considera-
tion of the Government, who are, neces-
sarily in a position to give efficient aid and
support to such a measure.

I do not rise to attempt to add anything to
what the hon. gentleman bas so well said,
because he las covered the ground so com-
pletely as to make that unnecessary. But
it does seem te me that, taking the immense
consumption of sugar ln this country and
the large expenditure of money sent out of
the country to brIng the sugar In, we ought
to be, In a position to deal with a question
of this kInd In such a way as to greatly pro-
mote our interests. When I asked my hon.
friend, what the results were of the experi-
ments In Manitoba and the North-west, I
did so because it appeared to me that there
was no part of the Dominion more calculat-
ed, from the character of its soil and the
rapid growth of Its products, to generate a
large quantity of sugar in the beet root.
There is no class of immigrants that could
not very soon acquire all the skIll necessary,
under competent Instructors, to enable them
to use their labour more profitably than by
engaging in other enterprises which require
more knowledge of agriculture than such a
simple process as the cultivation of the beet
root.

A very pertinent question was put by an
hon. gentleman opposite. who asked why,
if the facts stated by the hon. member for
East Grey are so clear and conclusive, for
mer attempts in Canada-and attempts th&
received some aid from the Governmeut
did not result more successfully. There ma>
be two reasons. There may be that stated
by the hon. member for Essex (Mr. McGre-
gor), that the western country is more fit for
the growth of that product, because of the
greater percentage of sugar to be found In
the beet root cultivated there than ln that
grown further to the east. Then, there are
the financlal difficulties. Every person is
well aware that, however valuable an enter-
prise may be which requires a considerable
amount of capital, it will fall to the ground
unless that capital can be obtained, so as
to operate the industry lin such a way as to
give it every opportunity for becomIng a suc-
eess. However, I think sufficient has been
said by my hon. friend from East Grey to
convince the Government that this Is a ques-
tion well deserving their attention. Anything
that will promote the great agrieultural ln-
dustry .of the country-the greatest of al
industries ln the country-demands the
most caTeful attention of this House and
the Government. And, If it should be found
that there is a large field for the creation,
b.X a moderate amount of Government assiat-
ance, In the first instance, of a great Induns
try that would extend over large sections of
Canada, and be profitably carrled on, the
Governmeut ought to give the subject their
carefu!l consideration. While on my feeld
may draw the attention of the Governmen
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to another important fact, which, no doubt, I Canada and the West Indies. Everything
bas not escaped the attention of the hon. j that the West Indies require to import-I
Minister of Finance in connection with this am speaking of the great bulk of their im-
sugar question. ports on better terms, in ry judgment. than

The hon. Minister of Finance (Mr. Fielding) they eau obtain it in any other part of
brought forward a proposition some tinie the world. Therefore, if measures cannot
ago for the purpose of promoting trade be- be taken for making the political relations
tween Canada and the West Indies, and if closer between the British West Indies and
possible relieving the West India Islands Canada, [ would say why should we not
of the difficulties that have overtaken them be in such a position as to give such ad-
in consequence of the cane sugar being vantages to the West Indies-buying as we
placed at such a disadvantage by the coin- do sucli an enormous amount of cane sugar
petition of bounty-fed sugar. Of course, it! -and secure from them reciprocal trade
was dealing with this subject from an en- advantages and thus draw these important
tireýly different standpoint from that froi parts of the Empire much closer together?
which it was regarded by my lon. friend I believe this is a subject well worthy con-
from East Grey (Mr. Sproule). The pro- sideration of my hon. friend the Minister
position of the Minister of Finance was to of Finance and of the Government ; and I
give certain advantages to sugar grown in am qutte certain that those who know the
the West India Islands over that which was etteet of close commercial intimacy between
grown in foreign countries, for the purpose different countries are well aware that there
of supplying Canada and at the same time is some danger-there is a great deal of
in improvIng the condition of that danger, in my judgrment-in the British
part of the British possessions. Now, West Indies being thrown upon a foreign
that policy, to a large extent, hias country like the United States of America
failed, and it has failed mainly, I think, for the purpose of establishing such com-
because the United States, adopting the mercial relations as will relieve them of
principle of countervailing duties on bounty- economie difficulties ; danger that the close
fed sugar, are in a position to give a much commercial relations may lead at no dis-
greater preference and advantage to the tant day to political relations, which no
sugar grown in the West India Islands, or one, I am sure, would wish to see estab-
to cane sugar, than is given by us. The llished between any portion of the British
time, I hope, will come-although it is a iEmpire and any foreign country. I do
very controverted question-when Great not intend to occupy the time of the House
Britain will feel it to be necessary to take longer, but I felt that the time was not
steps to meet the diffieulty that has over- inopportune to draw the attention of the
taken the West India Islands and other Governient to this matter. The import
countries raising cane sugar, and, if neces- of sugar into Canada is large, and I have
sary, will adopt the same principle of no hesitation ln saying will rapidly expand.
countervailing duties that has been adopted The present extremely progressive condi-
in the United -States of America-that is, tion of Canada, the Immense prosperity that
putting an additional import duty equal to now attends every section of this country
the bounty that is given ln the country of is such as to lead us to belleve that we
production. I draw the attention of the must rapidly increase in our population, and
Minister of Finance to this matter as one not only that, but, with our rapidly-increas-
that seems to be of a good deal of importance, ing wealth, the consunption of sugar will
because Great Britain ihas almost been be infinitely greater than it is to-day. I
obliged to promote reciprocal trade between believe, therefore, the time has come when
the British West Indies and the United the Government may well turn their atten-
States of America, in the endeavour to re- tion to this question, not only the question
Ileve those islands from the deplorable con- as touehing the great agricultural Interests
dition into which the sugar industry has of the country which my hon. friend fromn
been forced by the competition of bounty- East Grey (Mr. Sproule) raised, but also the
fed sugar. Now, I think it is a most unfor- question of the depressed condition of the
tunate thing that Great Britain should be British West India Islands, to see whether
in a position that she does not adopt other with our great- and rapidly-Increasing con-
and different means to meet that difficulty, sumption of sugar, we cannot adopt suchà
but should take any steps to promote re- measures as will greatly conduce to the
ciprocal trade relations between the West still greater prosperity of the country.
Indies and the United States of America The MINISTER 0F FINANCE (Mr.
that, in fact, make that portion of the Bri- Fielding). Only with regard to that por
tish Empire dependent on a foreign country tion)ot My bon. friend's (Sir Chales Tpo
rather than upon some other portion of the perso remark that relate to the West In.
Empire. I mention that particularly at dies do I wsh to say anyttng. as sure
this moment, and draw the attention of the that we ail apprecate ully the Importance
Minister of Finance to it, because I feel Of cultivatpng the Most Intlmate tmdeIre<
th. re no counftrts lu the world that lations with the British West Indies. The
Ouffl hetter to be abl t have recpocal Government I amn glad to, ay9 wlth uiletm arrangemen wlth eaeh other than unan-us approval of the sa, tth

mlt CHAIA TUPERR.
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fested their good-will towards those islands tion in tbis country to go lut( this business
In the amendment they made in the tariff. until we are sure of our grouud. ror Sy
I would not go so far as to say, with my own part 1 would bave no obiectaufIo0a
bon. friend, that the preference given to the bounty system encouraging au industry. A
West Indies has been a failure. bounty Is not, la my opiniMU, ckprotection,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did not sayforthe simple reason that If you encourage
that It had been entirely a failure, but that. ,enthe prduo of tny contyut of Uma
to a large extent, it had failed.~in the country ia-s to contrlbue;Iite hIs an

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I admit additionai tax upon every taxpayer. My
at once that our expectations in regard to hon. frieud the leader of the Opposition
it have not been as fully realized as wejwould grant a bonty, for instance, on the
could wish ; but I think it will be found. production of pig iron, wlen every man In
when the figures are published, that therethe country bas to contrIbute a certain per-
is some improvement in the West India centage to the production of pig-iron ; whlle
trade. And, even if there had been no im-tIf you merely protect h by duty, then It Is
provement, it is some satisfaction to knowîonly the inan who uses he iron that pays he
that the state of decline that had set in was i duty. So a bounty is a very different thing
checked by the operation of the preferential from a duty. 1 would have no objection Io
tariff. It Is, however. a fact that the ad- encouragifg a systein sncb as is proposed, if
vantage given by the United States to cane we can go on sure and certain ground,
sugar under their system of countervailinglcnowing that it is to be an advantage to the
duties, really amounts to more than our farming communhty. But before the Goveri-
preference. But as my hon. friend admit- ment venture a step in this direction. 1
ted. this question of countervailing du- think îhey shouid make a thorough and ex-
ties is one of the most controversial haustîve inVesr
subjects in the political economy of the day. these institutions, for Instance. ln Michigan,
So far is this true that in England. in re-'and fuliy satisfy themselves with regard to
gard to the British West India sugar ques- the condition of their success, lu order to
tion, it is stated by some eminent authori- find Out wlither we are in a position to
ties that even if England adopted a system take advantag of ou conditions in this
of countervailing duties. it would not meet country in a way that Ne may fairly hope
the difficulties in the West Indies. How- for success. The Government slould not
ever, I wish to say to my hon. friend Imp to the conclusion that the establs-
that tie attention of the Government lias ment of institutions Of this kind would be
been called to the fact, we have observed linthe înterest of he couutry, and thus In-
from time to time the manifestation of a de- duce farmers e-d others to put their mouey
sire on the part of the business men of the into them whcn, aftcr two or three years,
West Indies to establish closer trade relations he whole thing might collapse. I Çplly
with the United States. We have been sympathize with any effort inhe direétion
watching that movement very closely, and iof helping the farmng communitY, and 1
can assure my hon. friend that nothing will wou1d gladly vote for any reasoneble seheme
be left undone on the part of the Goveru- that wofld promise any fair means of suc-
ment that we can reasonably do to inquire ees. 1 do not siy but that the productTon
Into that matter, and to see that whatever of beet-root sugar lu Canada may eveually
is possible for the cultivation of better trade he found to le adeslrable industry. As
relations between Canada and the West lu-iflic bon. member for East Grey as tod ius,
dies should be done with all possible de-':t good niany of these Industries have lately
spatch.bebt uhe United States, and 1Ithink

Mr. JMES eMULEN (Nrth el- would be well tliat our Goverument sho7uir
Mr. JAMES McMULLEN .(North Wel-1

1lngon'~ I hînkthe ous take steps to cgather ail the Information
lingrton). I think the House fully ap-
preciates the extended statement the hon. ir dn

inemer or Est rey Mr. the on.those Institutions, and If, af ter careful de-
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) hasSproie)lia liberatîon. thcy fouud facts juetIied tbem
made on this very important point. For mynb
own part I a quite wiling to encourage overmet to take steps for the purpose of
anything that will tend to improve the condi- starting that Industry In Canada. I arnglad
tion of the farming community, and I arni
sure the Government bave an eye open ln in estateme fortEaHouGey tas wrtby of
that direction. Still, -I think that in thisl hls eatîontudI rnse bothi of
matter we should go slowly, and only takes
a step in advance after careful study of al]l nent tint will improve thc condition of the
the facts. I admit that a number of these tarniîgcoxmunlty.
establishments have been recently.built up n
the United States. They have there, of coursepI1The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTUR (Mr.
a very large population In tbe first place:irIsher). The leader of tIc Opposition rose
and! ln the next place, they ean afford, per- afwmmnsao aii i a or
haps. to take larger risks lu going lnto thesetn ooyo h rotbnhsbr ae

ventres han e ea. Weare lot u a or the stionle ran gh tat you enog
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speak on the question ibefore the hon. gen- duction of the beets. There was one fac-
tieman himself undertook to do so. He ad- tory at Farnham which cost nearly $500,000.
vocates the principle set forth In this motion, IThere was another at Berthier which cost
of estabishing the beet sugar industry In something like $350,000. I am speaking from
this country by the aid of a bonus or bounty; memory, but I think that was the amount.
then lie went on to draw attention to the There was another factory at Coaticook, and
fact that the West Indies were fnot yet able there were similar sums invested in another
to supply us with the sugar which we an- factory, the exact locality of which I do not
nually consume, which we have to get from remember at the present moment. In addi-
abroa d. The hon. gentleman must be well tion to these sums, which were invested in
aware that the present condition of the cane buildings, machinery and organization, the
sugar industry in the West Indies Is due to farmers of the country put a great deal of
the existence of the bounty-fed bheet sugar in- money into the cultivation of beets, most of
dustry In other parts of the world, and while which money was lost. I think, at the time
be is asking us to do what we can to aid it was said, that, in that enterprise, In the
the interciange of commodities between course of the few years It was continued,
Canada and the West Indies, the only coin- 1 about $2.000,000 was sunk and absolutely
modity which the West Indies can possIbly lost. At the present time there Is not a
send us, to any extent, being cane sugar, single beet sugar factory running in the pro-
he is supportIng a measure here whIch, If vince of Quebee or in the Dominion of Can-
successful, must necessarily do away abso- ada. There are no sugar beets raised for
lutely with any chance of our importingj the purpose of being manufactured into
sugar from the West Indies. The two posi- sugar in the Dominion of Canada.
tions seem to me to be so utterly inconsistent
that I must suppose the hon. gentleman hlim- Mr. SPROULE. There would be a great
self was not aware of it when he spoke. deal of them raised, if they had factories to
However, this is beside the question. I was consume them.
very muchi nterested In the proposition lahl The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.before the House by the hon. member for The Farnham factory was resuscitated byEast Grey (Mr. Sproule). He bas evidently Mr. Musé, who came out from Belgium thor-made a great study of this question, and has

careullynveti~t 'd f ItTheougbly conversant with the industry, wlio,
y in iated one sid of ii after running it for about two years with-bon. member's remarks carry me back in! vn!"p... ..éi" .. a

memory to a period some 25 years ago, when
this question was first brought before the
farmers of the province of Ontario. At that
time the industry was pointed out in thel
same roseate hues to the farmers and to the
capitalists with which the hon. member for
East Grey has surrounded his subject to-
day. The result was that in the province
of Quebec a large number of capitalists and
a large number of farmers were Induced to
put their money into the erection of fac-
tories and the production of beets for the
purpose of making sugar. The hon. gentle-
man himself has alluded to the failure there.
I perhaps, am a little more familiar with
the facts in regard to that failure than he is.
or than .the majority of the members of the!
House may be, and it may not be out of
place for me to give a brief history of that
experiment. As a matter of fact, between
20 and 25 years ago, something like $2,000.-
000 were invested by capitalists in beet-
sugar factories and lu the production of
beets in the province of Quebec. That
money was absolutely and entirely lost, the
people who put their money Into that. en-
terprise lost every cent of it. The reasons
for that were pointed out at the time and
they seemed obvious.

Mr. McNEILL. How much did my bon.
friend say ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. In
the neighbourhood of $2,000000 were altoge-
ther invested In the factories and In the pro-

Mr. FISHER.

outm iniigiu Iany muIAoney, gave it up, ani ey t

the country. Mr. Scaife undertook to: re-
suscitate the Berthier factory, and failed.
Mr. Scaife was thoroughly acquainted with
the operations connected with the manufac-
ture of beet-root sugar and with the cultiva-
tion of the beets. Since that time no efforts
have been made to resuscitate the industry.

Mr. BERGERON. It was Mr. Lefebvre
who was at the head of the enterprise at
Berthier.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes ; I think Mr. Scaife was the manager
of the factory. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Bergeron) is quite right. Mr. Lefebvre was
at the head of the company which undertnok
to workI the factory. I had forgotten his
name at the moment. The fact is, that some
seven or eight years ago, after earnest at-
tempts to runi this industry successfully ln
the province of Quebec-attempts whicb
were founded upon information gathered
from all parts of the world by Mr. Barnard
and others, attempts which bave been car-
ried out by men thoroughly acquainted with
the lndustry in every way and shape, men
who had come out from the countries where
It is successfully carried on-the enterprise
has been a failure. It is nearing Six o'clock,
Mr. Speaker ; but before you leave the
Chair: . The hon. gentleman (Mr. Sproule)
has intimated, lu the general trend of his
remarks,,and at varlous places ln his re-
marks, that there Is neo place ln the worid
where the beet sugar Industry is carried on
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without substantial aid from the government
of 'the country.

Mr. SPROULE. If the hon. gentleman
(Mr.. Fisher) wIll excuse me. he has misun-
derstood what I said. What I said was,
that It was never started In any country
without substantial aid at the beginning.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
will supplement what the hon. gentleman
says, by saying, that there is no place on
earth to-day where it is being carried on
without substantial aid f rom the government
of the country in which it exists. The hon.
gentleman pointed out-and the remark
which lie has just made shows the trend of
his argument-that, if the industry is aided
at its inception, It may become self-support-
Ing and self-sustaining; but the hon. gen-
tleman cannot at the present time point to
any country on the face of the earth where
this condition of affairs has been reaehed.

Mr. BERGERON. I think, this condition
has been reached ln France.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The hon. gentleman (3r. Bergeron) is en-
tirely wrong Frane, is to-dav pnv lnarge

substantial aid from the government of the
country.

Mr. BERGERON. lu speaking of France,
I spoke of beet sugar for export, and not for
home consumption.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes ; but that Is substantial aid to the in-
dustry, and, as a matter of fact, without
that aid the industry could not exist. It
being Six o'clock, Mr. Speaker Is about to
leave the Chair ; but I hope to be able to
go on with this subject further.

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

After Recess.

HURON AND ERIE LOAN AND SAVINGS
COMPANY.

The House again resolved in commit-
tee on Bill (No. 74) respecting the Huron and
Erie Loan and Savlngs Company.-(Mr.
Beattie.)

(lu the Comuittee.)
.2

bounties for export. T MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-The INI 0F F i lCEfr.eldas-
Mr. BERGERON. But the help of the ing). Ail the sections of this Bil were pass-

Government has decreased a great deal on ed some days ago with the exception of sec-
sugar, other than export. tion 2, which was left over lu order that It

might be made to conform with similar sec-
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. It tions lu other Bills. I move to add the

has ; but it is, at the same time, very large words:
indeed. I have some figures to show the
bounties pald at the present time. The Provided that the company shallfnot invest
American Consul at Ghent states the pre- i o lenrmoney upon the security or stock ot
sent bounties per ton in different countries o
as follows:- The promoters of the Bill are satisfied wlth

this amendment, and it will dispose of the
Germany, 6-03 to 8-44 ; Austria, 7-24 to 8-895; Bill.

Belgium, 7-90 to 11'39 ; France, 21-71 dollars.
Mr. BERGERON. Francs. 1 Amendment agreed to.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. Bill reported, read the third time, and
The statement I have does not say. They passed.

are given as dollars here. CANADA PERMANENT AND WESTERN
Mr. BERGERON. It Is francs. CANADA MORTGAGE CORPORATION.
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

The last amount, then, should be $4 and The House again resolted in committee o'
some cents. Bill (No. 75) to incorporate the Canada Per

Mr. BERGERON. That is on export.
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

Yes; but the hon. gentleman will not pre-

manent and Western Canada Mortgage Cor-
poration.-(Mr. Osler.)

(In the Committee.)

tend to say, that, though It was on export, The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Fleld-
It would not be a substantial aid to the In- ing). In this case also, all the clauses of the
dustry. Bill were passed excepting clause 6, which

MT. BERGERON. The help from the Gov. was held over In order that the clause mlght
ernment has been decreasing every year. be made to conform with the proposed Gov

ernment Bill, since introduced ln the Senate,
The MlNISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I dealing wlth this matter generally. The

can only, state that the information I have 1 promoters have agreed that that clause in the
recelved is, that there Is no place to-day on Government Bill shall be accepted. I there-
the face of- theearth that I have been able fore move that the ýfollowing clause be sub-
to find, where this lndustry exists without stituted for section 6 :-
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The company shall have power to carry on the
business of lending money on the security of
or purchasing or Investing lu, mortgages or hypo
thecs upon freehold or leasehold real estate or
other immovables, the debentures, bonds, stocks
and other securities of any government or o
any municipal corporation, or school corporation
or of any chartered bank, or of any incorporated
company, if lncorpnrated by Canada, or any
province of Canada or any former province now
forming part of Canada, but not including bills
of exchange and pronissory notes, provided thal
the comrpany shall not invest in or lend money
upon the security of the stocks of any other loan
company.

Amendment agreed to.
Bill reported, read the third time, and

passed.

EDMONTON AND SASKATOHEWAN
RAILWAY COMPANY.

The House resumed In commIttee on Bil
(No. 93) respecting the Edmonton and Sas
katchewan Railway Company.-(Mr. Oliver.)

Mr. OLIVER. When the House was be-
fore ln committee on this Bill, an amend-
ment moved by me to clause 7 was discuss-
ed.

On section 7,
Mr. THOS. O. DAVIS (Saskatchewan). I

bave pleasure ln supporting the amendment
whlch has been moved by the hon. member
(Mr. Oliver). for the reason that I belleve
that prior to granting railway charters, this
Parliament should give protection to the peo-
ple who have built up towns and invested
their ail in property there. In the case where
what we call Boonsters go west when a
charter has been granted, and locate a town-
site ahead of railway construction, I do not
for one moment say that it would be weil to
compel the company to build Into that town
site. but where people have built up t hese
towns years ln advance of a railway, I think
they shoùld be protected. This has a good
deal of bearing on the development of the
west. If people who build up towns are not
protected, by .compelling the railway com-
pany to run Into these towns. there wIll be
no Inducement to them to Invest their capi-
tal in permanent buildings at points In the
North-west Territorkes. In a country as
large as that, it is Impossible to have rail-
ways at al points before, settlement goes in.
In the territories, the railways in every case
bave followed the settlement, and the rail-
ways have found before them good
large healthy towns, with ':ublic bulld-
Angs, with fine stores and churches.
The people who get a charter for a railway
in the North-west are getting a valuable
franchise; and even~ if they are not getting
a subsidy, they should be compelled, in the
Case of a town ike Fort Saskatehewan,
whe i is an lncorporated town, to build the
railway into that town. This clause says :

a point in or near the village or settle-
Mr'. FIELDING.

e illent of Fort Saskatchewan." What doos
that nrean ? The settiements ln the North-

-west Territories extend for 50 miles aroundr ar town ; so that if the railway oniy camesf to within 12 or 15 miles of the town, its
promoters would be complying with this

1 provision. Then they would come and nego-
F tiate with the people of the town, who have

put their capital there, to get a portion of
the town before they would come in. Thattt has been the case with many towns in the
North-west. It is the case with my own
town. The railway came to the edge of the
town, and its promoters then came ln and
negotiated with the people, telling them that
if they did not give ·them a large share o
their town, they would build another town
close to them. after getting more money
and lands from this country than would
build the road. As the people did not want
to be ruined, they agreed to the terms of

1 Ihe railway company, and gave them about
- half the lots in the town. I take it that this

is a case of the same kind. They have the
elause worded in a vague way, so that they
will not be bound under it to come into the
town. Now, there is no reason in the world
why they should not, build the road into
the town of Fort Saskatchewan. There is
110 obstruction In the way ; the town Is
built on the south side of the river. the
country is level, and there are no ravines of
any consequence. Across the river there is
a settlement of French people, who have
been there a great many years, and who
have built up a small town, whIch is con-
nected with Fort Saskatchewan by a ferry.
All the trade of the surrounding district
settles in Fort Saskatchewan. Therefore, I
submit that these people should be com.
pelled to bulld the railway to that itown,
and the hon. member for Alberta is only
doing right in moving thIs amendment.
Some gentlemen who are opposed to thti
Bill; have trIed to make out that Fort Sts-
katchewan is lnot a town. I can say that itis a town-an incorporated village, with dne
buildings, whieh have been bulIt a great
many years. I hope that hon. members on
both sides of the House will see that thepeople are proteeted in this. matter.

Mr. HENDERSON. When this Bill was
before the Railway Committee, Its promoter
was unable to state that the character of
the country was suc that it was possible
to bulld the railway into the village of Fort
Saskatchewan. For tit reason the com-
mittee decided, at my suggestion, to change
the wording of the clause from "in or near
the village " to "as near as practicable to
the village of Fort Saskatchewan." nt as
the promoter of the Bill desires to strike out
these words, and make the clause read " in
the Village of Fort Saskatchewan," I am
satitesed to adopt the words he msggests.
He is takIng the responsibllity of saying that
it is possible to bußid the road into the vil-
lage of Fort Saskatchewan ; and, as he
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being the promoter of the Bill, takes that
responsibilit.y, I will certainly vote for it.

Mr. G. E. CASEY (West Elgin). My hon.
friend who bas just sat down Is naturally
misled by the peculiar appearance of this
case. The hon. member for Alberta (Mr.
Oliver) is the promoter of the Bill, in th.
sense that his name is attached to if as the
introducer. But in saying that the railway
can conveniently or practically go into Fort
Saskatchewan without unnecessary cost, he
is not speaking for the promoters of the Bill.
The people who are interested in the build-
ing of this railway, who Intend to build it,
who are financing with that object, are op-
posed to this. It .is such a very unusual
transaction for a gentleman who Introduces
a Bill to move amendments to it contrary
te the wish of those for whom he is sup-
posed to be acting. the rallway comz.pau5
that wishes te be incorporated. that I aiu
not surprised that my hon. friend fron'
Halton (Mr. Henderson) is nisled by the
surface appearance eof the matter. As a
matter of fact, the railway company for
whom the hon. member for Alberta is sup.
posed to be acting, for whom he did act
when he introduced the Bill, claim that it 1z
impracticable without very undue cost, with-
out a cost which is not justifded by any o
the circumstances of the case, to get ac-
tually into the village of Fort Saskatchewan
with this road ; and they are totally at vai-
ance in this respect with the bon. gentle-
man who has charge of their Bill. They
are quite satisfded with the decision of the
Railway Committee to accept the words
suggested by my hon. friend who bas just
spoken ; and I am here to ask him to ad-
here to bis former decision as a ,nember of
the Railway Committee. This matter was
doubtless threshed out in that committee.
I did not happen to be there. but such mat-
ters are usually threshed out in tha t com-
mittee, where both sides are heard, and
where a correct decision Is much more likely
to be reached than in the House on an even-
Ing like this, when very few inembers are
present. My hon. friend from Saskatchewan
(fr. Davis). and my bon. friend from Al-
berta alse, found fault with the eord "set-
tlement." speaking of it as If it were Intend.
ed to make the matter very vague, and to
sllow the railway to go anywhere withlu
the neighbourhood of Fort Saskatehewan.
Well, T do not think any court, or anybody
else, construing the language of a Bill, woul<l
give that word the vague and wlde mean.
ing which these hon. gentlemen refer to.
There is no doubt that the word " settle-
ment " is intended to be a synonym · of the
village of Fort Saskatchewan. At ail events.
that was the intention of the real promoters
of this BIll, the railway company. They
desire to come as near as they can le the
existing settlement. If the word " settle-
ment 'M- thought to be to vague, I do nut
see any oljection' to striking that out, and.

leaving it sinply - the village of Fort Sas-
katchewan." If it is an incorporated village.
as my hon. friend from Saskatchewan says
-I did not know before that it was-that
will be definlte enough, for the company are
prepared to say that they will come as near
as practicable to that village. Now. my
hon. friend from Saskatchewan is not. 1
think, correctly informed when lie says that
there are no obstacles to the railway coming
to the actual settlement on the river. Ac-
cording to the Government map which i
hold in my band, there are obstacles lu the
shape of streams, which form large shallov
coulées. extending for a considerable dis-
tance on both sides, and which would re-
quire either to have trestles or to be bridged,
and In the shape of muskegs and great in-
equalitles of the ground. The natural course
of the railway passes not far from the out-
skirts of the village of Fort Saskatchewan.
which appears to reach about a mile back
frorn the river, according to this map. I do
not know that the promoters can say how
near they can come without encountering
these obstacles ; b-it it Is their Intention to
come as near as they can in order to estab.
lish the connection. What they ask is to be
relieved from the necessity of going into a
little town plot, as the amendment of the
hon. niember for Alberta would eompel them
to. According to this map, which is drawn
to scale, it appears that to take the route
suggested. the eompany would have to cross
a coulée. 650 feet broad and several feet deep
in one place. and 15 to 20 feet deep in au-
other, and another coulée 750 feet wide, in
order t go jinto the village of Saskatche-
wan.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. How far are these coulées
from the town?

Mr. CASEY. The nearest would be about
a mile and a quarter from the corner of
the town plot. To go to the town plot
ibey would have to cross these coulées down
near the river, where the coulées are deeper
and broader. Their Intention is to go into
the country where the coulées are not so
broad or deep and turn into Fort Saskat-
chewan as near as they can. But to compel
thei to go into the village would involve
them in very considerable and unwarranted
expenditure.

Mr. CLARKE. How near do they pro-
pose to go ?

Mr. CASEY. They think they eau get
somewhere within a mile and a quarter or
a mile and a half of the river, .and probably
half a mile or a quarter of a mile fromi the
outer edge of the town,. and within per-
haps half a mile of where my hon. friend
wants to force them to come. Of course,
I am speaking lu general terms. They do
not profess to. bind themselves to do this,
because ·their route would depend on a
later and more accurate survey, but it ap-
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pears from the map they can go near to Railway Committee at all. They agree, in
Fort Saskatchewan without any great ex- that proposal, to insert the words, "as
pense. If they are forced, however, to near as practicable,", at all these points
actually go into the village, they will have I would remind the House that these com-
to divert their Une over a cotuntry where it panies have to negotiate for funds, and thlis
ls very expensive to build. If this condi- company is at present negotiating for the
tion should be inserted in the Bill, they moneys required, and is anxious to make a
maight put a little spur Into Saskatchewan, start this summer. Every day's delay,
but that is not what they want. They therefore, counts, and this would mean a
want to get the trade of that place as fully postponement for a week and thus lessen
as possible. So much for the intention of their chance of getting funds.
those who really wish to get this charter. Mr DAVIS. I wish to draw attention to
No doubt, my hon. friend would wish to the that In the maps at the registry
please his constituents who live in Fort
Baskatchewan, but I think we can go toof a,, butorcing raIwa to go iecno evryoffice all the land within twenty miles of the
far ln forcing railways to go into every, onaedsrb sthstlmn.
man's backyard, and this matter might well
be left in the terms in which the Bill was
amended, as suggested by the hon. member
for Halton.

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to place my-
self right in the matter. I was guided
by the best information we could get in
the Railway Committee, when this question
came up, and this seems to be the only
solution we could find out of the difficulty.
But I beg to draw attention now to the
fact that the clause, as worded, is not in
the shape in which the Bill was amended or
proposed to be amended, by the Railway
Committee. The intention was that before

-the resolution was printed these words, "as
near as practicable," should be inserted be-
fore the name of eaeh town or village which
the railway was to pass, and there are four
other places besides Fort Saskatchewan.
We have not the Bill before us now, as it
was intended to be amended by the Rail-
way Committee, and I think action should
be deferred and the Bill sent back to the
committee, as it is important that the in-
tention of the committee should be carried
out.

With regard to the other point, I will only
say that if the provisional directors thought
fit to place this Bill in the hands of an hon.
member who is not in sympathy with them
and in that manner mislead the House, 1
am not responsible for that. The moment
I discovered that the promoter of the Bill
was ln favour of striking out the amend-
ment, I thought there was no reason why
1 should oppose it, because I thought he
lived in that section, and three of the direc-
tors lived in his own district, and that that
was the conclusion they had arrived at,
and the whole scheme. was feasible.

Mr. CASEY. In this particular clause,
the amendment bas been made. The Bill
bas not been reprinted.

Mr. HENDERSON. The amendment
should be made to apply to the four other
places.

Mr. CASEY. As far as I understand, the
promoters are willng to have that correc-
tion made here without any reference to the

Mr. CASEY.

Mr. CASEY. On this official map the sur-
veyed town plot at Fort Saskatchewan Is
described as the Fort Saskatchewan settle-
ment, limiting the terms to this actual spot
-two miles one way and five or six rhe
other.

M r. DAVIS. If any one will look at the
plans in the registry office, he will find that
within a circuit of twenty miles is described
as a settlement.

Mr. CASEY. Leave the word "settle-
mentP" out.

Mr. DAVIS. But we are ilghtiug for
the principle that where these towns were
established these corporations shioild be
forced to go into them. Unless you do tliat
you will never get a town built in the
west at all before the railways are built
in. I understand that the Minister of Rail-
ways has a Bill to amend the Railway Act
In this particular, but that would only ap-
ply to a road already built. He would
force the railway companies to establisi
a station In a town, but not to divert their
roads so as to enter the town. The hou.
member for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) said
that the hon. memiber for Alberta had been
trying to please his constituents. That is
all the greater argument lu favour of the
amendment. Ail 'the people of the cousti-
tuency the hon. member represents wished
to have 'this thing done. He has been in
that country and knows this town, and le
has seen these ravines that the hon. mem-
ber for West Elgin speaks of. I know all
about the Saskatchewan, and I know that
there are no sudh obstacles to railway con-
struction as my hon. friend (Mr. Casey) men-
tions. The gist of this thing is that
there is a good crossing of the Saskatche-
wan River, the best crossing lu tliat por-
tion of the country, and the Idea is that if
the railway will only cross there a large
town is going to be bulit up, and they want
to get the town site. They evidently want
to get the land outeide of the town and ruin
the Investments that are made at the pre-
sent time. I hope that the people who are
there will be protected.

Mr. FRANK OLIVER (Alberta). I wish
to correct a very specifde statement made
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by my hon. friend from West Elgin (Mr.
Casey) on the strength of having in his
hands a Government map. But, l the
first place, I may say that in the Railway
Committee, it was not that I was not able
to assure the committee as to the form-
ation of the country there, but I was not sure
as to tlhe extent of the limits of the town.
It is because I have received information by
telegram and now by mail as to the actual
limits of the town, that I presume to bring
the matter before the committee Of the
House, and take up their time for a few
minutes. I hold l my hand a Government
rnap showing the settlement of Fort Sas-
katchewan and the surrounding country, and
I have to assure the members of this com-
mittee that when the hon. member for West
Elgin, holding ïin his hand a map, pointed
to a mark saying that was the surveyed
village of Fort Saskatchewan, he was point,
Ing to a place whieh, according to this map,
is not less than four miles from the surveyed
village of Fort Saskatchewan. When he says
this part of the settlement is Fort Saskatche-
wan town site, he says what is not the fact
by about four miles, and I bave the map
here to prove it. I am sorry that the hon.
gentleman would so far mislead the House,
or attempt to do so. In regard to the creek
valleys, I say again, on .my responsibility as
a member of this House and as representing
·the people of that country, that there are no
natural obstacles to prevent the road being
built into the corporate limits of Fort Sas-
katchewan. I ask this House to treat my
word as quite as credible as a pencil mark
on a sheet of paper brought here by a gen-
tleman whom they do not know and who has
not the responsibility before this House and1
before this country that rests upon me. Auy
gentleman coming to this House and claiming
that natural obstacles exist, should have the
report of an engineer on that point.

Mr. CASEY. Here it Is-the report of a
Government engineer.

3r. OLIVER. I say these gentlemen bave
not the report of an engineer, and it is my
word as a member of this House, if you like
to put It that way, against the word of a
gentleman who Is not a member of this House,
and when it comes to a question of that kind,
I ast this Flouse if I am not of sufficient
credibility for them to believe my word.
This expression'" at or near " a village 1s
the weapon with whieh railways hold up
villages and destroy them. I have here the
town plot of the village.

Mr. CASEY. What map is that ?
Mr. OLIVER. The map of the incorporat-

ed village of Fort Saskatchewan.
Mi. CSEY BeR w,.hom li fc.it issued

rap lu what section and in what township
that town site Is ?

Mr. OLIVER. It is referred to here as lot
11, Fort Saskatehewan settlement. There is
no question ut getting into the valley, we
only ask that tbey be compelled to build
into the town. We do not ask anything im-
possible. I may say that -I was not sent here
by railroad Incorporators to forward their
interests agalnst the interests of the people.
I am sent here to uphold the interests of the
people. So far as the interests of railway
incorporators are in accord with those of the
people, I support them also, but no further.
I ask the House to protect the investment
of one roller mill of fully $20,000. Another
roller mil Is being built by the farmers of the
district, involving a similar investment.
There are three general stores, a large hotel
and other general business places. There are
also two churches. This is a well estabished
village, the beglnning of which was put there
20 years ago. It was not put there for specu-
la tion or to head off the railroad.

Mr. CASEY. Who owns the town site ?
Mr. OLIVER. A number of people own

it.
Mr. CASEY. Is it not owned by Ellsworth

Bros. ?

Mr. OLIVER. Not that I know of. It is
like every other town site, it is an original
claim which has been eut up into town lots
and bought up by private parties.

Mr. CASEY. My information is that this
village or town site, which Is an incorporated
village. was owned by speculative gentlemen
who have been holding it for years and try-
ing to boom it, but not very successfully.
This alleged town ploot at Fort Saskatchewan
is not co-terminous with and does not mean
the same thing as the old town settlement
along the river bank. That settlement on
both sides of the river is several miles long
and about a mlle deep and this village site is
about the middle. There is a considerable
stream running down through it. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Oliver) talks about the .use of
maps and attempting to mislead the HRouse.
The hon. gentleman must take it back. I
have shown here the Government map drawn
to a scale. What he cites is an advertising
prospectus got up iby speculators to boom
the town site.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. Chairman, I ask your
protection.

Mr. CASEY. The map I have shown was
issued by the department In 1893.

.Mr. OLIVER. May I ask the hon. member
for one moment-

r. 1. IyAbmlcs
Mr. CASEY. To interrupt me-no. . The

Mr. OlIVER. By the town site cumpany. only map I have called attention to is the
,.Ir. SEY.IothGt a Government ma overnment official map. The one the hon.

Will the hon. gentleman tell me from the1 gentleman is showing is one published by
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the owners of the town site. I see on h1s mislead the House. The map that I showed
desk another small map which looks like you shows the Fort Saskatchewan settle-
the Government map on a small scale. The ment.
map whieh I have shown is drawn on a mr.
scale of 40 chains to the InchI, and shows the Mr. OLIVER. Dees it show the town site?
width of all the gullies, drains and so on to Mr. CASEY. I do not wish the bon. mem-
be crossed. I will not go Into the detail of ber to interrupt me any more, or to give me
the whole matter, but I will remind the any more cheek. I say, the Government
House that all the essential facts of the map shows the Fort Saskatchewan 'settle-
case were before the eommittee. As my hon. ment. There Is nothing on that map to
friend from Halton (Mr. Henderson) hais show-
pointed out, the eommittee reached a clear
decision. and if the hon. member for Alberta . Mr. OLIVER I ask, If the hon. member
(Mr. Oliver) wishes to buck against-to use hi allowed to use the word "cheekI" lu re-
a slang phrase--partts of the :Bil whleh i speetémyself.
was asked to introduce. that is no reason Mr. DEPUTY SPERAKER. It Is not a vervwhy the Hotuse should go with him. His
profess'ions of alone representlng the people
and " having ail at stake " are pardonable Mr. CASEY. I will take off the "cheek."
ln a young member of the House ; they The Government map shows the Fort Sas-
would not be pardonable ln an old one. katchewan settlement ; no Government map
My only interest ln the matter is to see fair- shows any town site at all there. How am
play done to the gentlemen who are going I to know what particular spot of that set-
to put their money into this thing. and to tlement, about 4 miles long, these people
have it fairly constructed. choose to call a town ?

Mr..OLIVER. I wish to say, again, that I
hold iu my hand a part of the Government
map of that settlement and district, received
from the Deputy Commissioner of Publie
Works of the North-west Government, upon
which Is marked the particular part covered
by the town site. I say, again. that the map
shown by the hou. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey) does not show any part of the
town site of Fort Saskatchewan, nor any-
thing within 3 miles of that town site. The
map Itself says. that it is a map of part of
Fort Saskatchewan settlement only. The
hon member, I say. has heen deliberately
attempting to mislead the House.

Mr. CASEY. I must ask the hon. gentle-
man at once to take that back. I inslst
upon that rule being enforced. There le a
limit to the cheek which is allowed lu this
committee.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the
hon. member for Alberta (Mr. Oliver) is go-
ing a little too far.

Mr. OLIVER. Well, here is the map I hold
In my hand. The hon, gentleman holds a
map in his hand.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman said, that the hon. member for Elgin
had "deliberately attempted to mislead the
House." I do not think that expression
should be used In this House, and I would
like the hon. member to withdraw It.

.Mr. OLIVER. I beg the Chalrman's par-
don, and I beg the pardon of the hon. mem-
ber for West Elgin. I do take It baek, so
far as the rules of Parliament require me te
do so. I merely ask the members of the
House to compare the two .maps.

fr. CAEY. There le no exeuse for the
hon. gentleman In thinking that I wanted to

Mr. CASE.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I partilcipated In this
debate the other evening, and I think the
members of tb committee will agree with
me that, after all, this is not so much a mat-
ter of maps as It is a matter of justice to
the people of that town site. I have already
told the committee the experience of many
towns in the North-west and the way in
which they were treated. I was able to show
that, even ln my own constituency, no less
than four towns were held up by the rail-
way company, and were absolutely side-
tracked. and new town sites were purchased
by the company ln order that they might
procure the advantage of the sale of town
lots, and entire towns were compelled to
move bodily over to the new town site. I
was able to point out to the committee that,
even in the case of Winnipeg, that great city
was once threatened with being side-tracked
by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company.
I think that this committee should profit by
the experience of the past and protect these
pioneers, who certainly have vested rights
ln that place. They have invested their
money, they have built saw-mills and
churches, and it is only fair that, inasmuch
as this charter says the road is to run at or
near this place, that we make it specific, and
compel them to run to this town. Surely,
It is a fair proposition that this committee
should accept the words of the hon. member
who represents that district. The lion. mem-
ber for Alberta (Mr. Oliver) has assured us
that he has visited that district; he gives
us his word of honour as to what he knows
about the conformation of that country, and
[ think It Is only fair that this cornmttee
should accept his word. We are not here to
proteet the interesta o these raliway pro-
moters, but the Interests of the.settlers, and
I think It is only fair that we should accept
the word of the hon. member for Alberta,
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and put it in the bond that this railway Mr. SPEAKER read the Message, as fol-
should run to the village of Saskachewan. lows:-

Amendment (Mr. Oliver) agreed to : Yeas,
40 ; Nays, 23.

Mr. HENDERSON. I think the intention
of the Railway Committee should be carried
out, and that this change should be made all
the way through the section. The chairman
and the clerk were to have the words insert-
ed, ' so as to make it apply to the various
towns and villages mentioned in the section.

Mr. CASEY. But the hon. member will
notice that we have now negatived what the
Railway Committee did : we have struck
out the words " or as nearly as practicable
to," In this clause.

MINTO.
The Governor General transmits to the House

of Commons, supplementary Estimates of sums
required for the service of the Dominion for the
year ended 30th June, 1899, and in accordance
with the provisions of " The British North Amer-
ica Act, 1867," the Governor General recommends
these Estimates to the House of Gommons.
Government House.

Ottawa, 9th June, 1899.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE moved that
His Excellency's Message, together with
the Estimates, be referred to the CoimmIttee
on Supply.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. HENDERSON. But only in the first STRIKE OF THE GRAND TRUNK RAIL-
Instance, not in the others. WAY TRACKMEN.

Mr. OLIVER. I would like to support
what the hon. member has said about his
motion in the Railway Committee, and
which was adopted by the committee. The
reason I did not take any active steps to
follow out that motion in the rest of the
clause was because there has not been at
these other points the same investment of
capital that there was at Fort Saskatche-
wan. I did not recognize thel necessity of
fixing oil a point of location so rigidly at,
those points at Fort Saskatchewan.

Mr. HENDERSON moved, in amuendment
to section 7 :

That the words " as near as practicable to" he
inserted in place of the word " near" in the
third line, before the words "or near" in the
fourth line, before the words " or near" in the
sixth line, and before the words " or near " in
the seventh line.
This Is to carry out the decision of the Rail-
way Committee.

Section, as amended, -agreed to.
Bill read the third time, and passed.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 110) respecting the Hudson's Bay
and Yukon Railways and Navigation Com-
pany.-(Mr. Oliver.)

Bill (No. 115) to incorporate the Sudbury
and Wahnapitae Railway Company.-(Mr.
Dyment.)

Bill (No. 42) respecting the Portage du
Fort and Bristol Branch Railway Com-
pany.-(Mr. Poupore.)

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1899.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) presented to the House a Message
from His Excellency the Governor General,
transmirtting the Supplementary Estimates
for the year 1899.

Mr. CLARKE. I understood It was the
intention of the right hon. the Prime Min-
ister to lay on the Table of the House to-
day, certain correspondence which had
passed between him and the management
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, re-
specting the dispute between the company
and their trackmen. I do not know if the
right hon. 'gentleman has done sb. I also
wish to ask, has any reply been sent by the
Prime Minister to the request of the Track-
men's Union, asking him to interfere with
a view of settling this strike ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). The trackmen have placed in my
hands a request for interference on. their
behalf with the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany. At this moment, negotiations are
going on with the railway company, and I
think It would be preferable not to bring
down anythIng on this subject until these
negotiations have been concluded.

I. C. R. EXTENSION TO MONTREAL-
PAPERS A'SKED FOR.

Mr. FOSTER. As the Minister of Rail-
ways is not here, I wish to call the attention
of the Prime Minister to the information
which was laid on the Table the other day
in connection with the 3rd and 33rd clauses
of the schedule to Bill (No. 138). On the
first day a part was brought down, and on
the last day of the session of the House the
figures with reference to the terminals were
brought down, but the car mileage
with reference. to the Victoria bridge
has not yet been brought down, and the
statement Is therefore Incomplete. I wish
my right hon. friend would bring that to
the attention of my hon. friend the Minister
of Railways. Also, there is one cash state-
ment brought down with reference to the
line from, St. Lambert to Ste. Rosalie, but
there is no cash statement of the mainten-
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ance and repairs and operating expenses for
the terminals, for the Victoria bridge or for
the Ohaudière section. I may also state that
I have not yet rec'iied the engineer's re-
ports wlth reference to the Drummond road.

The PRIME MINISTER. I shall make a
note of the hon. gentleman's request.

DAMAGES BY WATER ON BEAUHAR-
NOIS CANAL.

Mr. BERGERON. As the Prime Minister
seems to be taking the place of the Minister
of Railways to-night, I wish to call to his
attention a serious accident which happened
the other day on the Beauharnois Canal, and
which will probably entail heavy damages
as the water has inundated several farms.
I wish to ask that the Minister should take
Immediate steps to insure that the engineers
of the department will ascertain at once the
amount of damages to the farms, so that
when the time comes for settlement they
may be known. On former occasions this
bas not been done. and there has been con-
siderable difficulty afterwards In arriving
at the amount of the loss. If it had been
done on previous occasions, as I am suggest-
ing now, it would have been a great deal
easier to settle the damages when they came
up for adjustment.

IN COMMITTEE-TIHIRD READING.

Bill (No. 40) to amend the Criminal Code
(1892). with respect to combinations ln re-
straint of trade.-(Mr. Sproule.)

Bill (No. 31) to amend the Winding-up
Act.--(Mr. Fortin.)

MONTREAL. OTTAWA AND GEORGIAN
BAY CANAL.

The House resumed adjourned debate on
the proposed motion of Mr. Poupore for an
Address to eHis EExcellency the Governor
General, praying that he will cause to be
laid before the House all petitions. applica-
tions and letters in relation to the Montreal,
Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal.,

Mr. N. A. BELCOURT (Ottawa). Mr.
Speaker, when the question of the construc-
tion of the Georgian Bay Canal was under
the conideration of the House last session,
it was my privilege to offer some remarks on
the subject and I did so, I confess, with
some enthusiasm. I desire to assure the
House, however, that I shall to-nlght, as I
did then, endeavour to treat the project In a
serious and sober manner, and If I Indulge
In a little enthusiasm on the subject, It Is
because I feel very deeply and very sincere-
ly the great advantages and the Im-
mense importance of this undertaking.
I can at once assure the House that
any statement which I shall make I
shal support with authority; and I venture

Mr- FOSTER.

the opinion that when hon, gentlemen com-
pare my statements with the opinions whlch
I shall quote, they will admit that my en-
thusiasm, if any of it'is displayed to-night,
will have ample justification. With my bon.
friend from Pontiac (Mr. Poupore) I entIrely
agree, that this is not a question of party
polities, that it never has been such, and that
it ought not to be such. The question is too
important, too far-reaching In its conse-
quences. to be circumserlbed by the limits of
party polities. I hope It never will be so
elreumscribed, but that in discussing it we
shall always rise above party Interests. Like
my hon. friend the bon. member for Pontiac,
I have no personal motive ln this matter.
My motives are purely patriotie. I have no
other incentive than a desire to do my duty
towards my constituents in particular, and
towards wbat I consider to he the best In-
terests of the whole Ottawa valley.

When the matter was up the last time. I
was proceeding to lay before the House the
advantages, agricultural, Industrial and com-
mercial which, to my mInd, this project of-
fers. Referring to the first aspect of the
question to which I had begun to address my
remarks, I desire to say a word or two In
addition. With reference to the agricultural
features of the scheme, I want to remind the
House that It will help ln the colonization of
fertile lands as large as the whole of the
New England States, and as large as one-
half of the whole British Isles. This water-
way traverses immense valleys, which sur-
round Lake Temiscamingue and Lake Nipis-
sing and the district of Algoma. These dis-
tricts are tributary to the Ottawa waterway,
and there are in that section,I am told,
2,000,000 acres of fertile lands. Tihese lands
are sold to-day for 50 cents per acre. I sub-
mit to the House, as a reasonable proposI-
tion, that if this waterway were constructed
and in operation. these lands would increase
at least ten times in value, and would be
readily taken up, Ibecause they are fertile
lands. Those w'ho had an opportunity of
visiting that district lately no doubt witness-
ed the immense developments which have
taken place. Wheat which was not grown
there until a few years ago, Is now belng
largely harvested. It seems to me that If the
construction of the Georgian Bay Canal had
no other object than the Gipening Up of these
vast lands in the Interior, and the bringing
about of their Immediate settlement. this
alone would warrant the expenditure in
view.

I 'want to refer for a moment to the indus-
trial advantages which the construction of
the Georgian Bay Canal would bring about.
It would, to my mnind, at once give the great-
est impetus to the lumbering and mineral in-
dustries of that vast reglon. There are, as
every one knows, millions of corda öf pulp-
wood in the vielnity 0of tihe Ottawa valley.
The Sturgeôn FaHs district has already pro.
dueed a very large quantity' of this article,which has becwme the subjet o, perhaps, the
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greatest industry in Canada at the present I Mr. Walter Shanly, whose opinion I quote
time. At the head of Lake Temiscamingue, with a great deal of confidence in a matter
I am told, there is a practically inexhaust- 1 of this kind, says:
Ible supply of pulp-wood ; and experiencedi
men who have gone into the subject assure i Its water-power is not only unlimited in capa-
me that if a waterway were constructed city, but available to its full extent at number-less stages along the route. By the opening ofthiere would be a saving of from $1 to $2 the projected navigation this great manufacturing
on every cord of pulp-wood coming downfi agent would be brought into comparative prox-
this waterway. I have no doubt that it imity to the granaries of Lake Michigan, and
would lead to the establishment of flour would imnediately be turned to account in pre-
mills, pulp mills, rolling mills and smelters, paring the cereals of the west for the markets
and that cities and towns would sprintupof the east. .With such a combination of advan-
an tatcoute.adontages in possession or prospect it is surely not
along its course. dimeicult of belief that the valley of the Ottawa

The mining development whlch would fol- is destined to be not only the wrkshop of Can-
low its construction would be almost as large ada, but one of the chief manufacturing districts
and encouraging. We all know that the Ot-
tawa valley is rich In all sorts of minerals-
Iron, nickel, copper, galena, lead, zinc, mica
and phosphates. as well as marbles, and
other bullding materials. Quite recently,
too. gold-beariug quartz in large quantities'
bas been discovered close to the banks of the
Ottawa River, withln 15 or 20 miles of the
city of Ottawa, and several mines are now
being developed and put into operation. With
reference to the mining industry, I want to
remind the louse of a fact, which is well es-
tablished on the other side of the line, that
is, that water transportation alone bas made
possible the iron developments of Michigan,
Wisconsin and Lake Superlor. When we re-
member that the lumberlng and mining in-
dustries constitute most of the wealth of thei
Ottawa valley, and when we remember thatI
75 per cent of the marvellous traffle of the
great lakes and the Interlor of this continent,
depends upon the lumbering and mining In-
dustries, we shall at once see the tremendons
advantages whlch this waterway would af-I
ford to those two industries. j

With reference to the electrical develop-j
ment to whIch some reference has been made
I would ask your permission, Mr. Speaker, to
refer to the opinions of experts on this suh-
Ject. whleh will show clearly the tremendous
advantages which Industries ln general wouldI
derive from the development of electrical
power along this waterway. I want to give
you first the opinion of Mr. T. C. Clarke, the
eminent engineer, who, referring to the water
powers of the Ottawa, and the benefits to bel
drived therefrom, In a report made ui Feb-1
ruary, 1898, expressed himself as follows':-

The dams designed by me * * absolutely
necessary to give suffient depth for navigation,
wili also be the means of developing and con-
trollIng water-power for electrical appliances. I
can state unreservedly that I know of no other
place In any manufacturing country-Niagara
Falls not excepted-where there la such an
amount of water-power as this scheme cani make
avallable, both for manufacturing purposes and
possibly for moving vessels rapidly through the
locks. * * * Adding that available on the
Mattawa and French rivers, there will- probably
be, at a minimum, not less than 700,000 horse-
power. The average dlicharge of the rivers
would give not lessî than four Umes this amount.
Al this can- be made available by the compar-
atively amall expenditure necessary for flumes
and the foundations of penstoeks and turbines.

of America

Mr. Higman, who is an authority on elee-
tricity, has also given us an estimate of
the value of this water power. The figures
are very large, and I shall not weary the
House with them, but refer the House to
what Mr. Higman has said on the sub-
ject.

Then, I come to the commercial feature
of the undertaking, which is the most Im-
portant one, because it Inelndes all the
others. In fact, the others are mere ae-
cessories to It. We know that cheap trans-
portation is the great commercial question
of this continent-admittedly the question
of ail questions. To get to the seaboard
the traffie and the produce of the interior
Is a question which for many years has en-
gaged the most serlous attention of econo-
mists and men of business and finance
throughout this continent. It is a ques-
tion upon which depends the ultimate com-
mercial supremacy of the two nations that
Inhabit the North American continent. I
venture the opinion, that the growth and
enrichment of Canada will follow the solv-
ing of that problem. A single glance at the
map ought to convince everybody that this
Georgian Bay route is the quickest and
cheapest from the interlor to the seaboard.
I shall not trouble the House with the fig-
ures adduced on a former occasion, giving
comparisons of distances from different
places. but shall content myself with remind-
ing the House that this route, when con-
structed, will be from Duluth or Chicago,
900 miles shorter to Liverpool than by way
of New York. If it is the shortest and
most direct, it must intme, if not at once,
become the cheapest, and then the problem
of cheap transportation from the interior to
the seaboard will be solved. I believe that
when this canal is constructed, it will offer
the eheapest route from Duluth, Chicago
or Port Arthur to Montreal, and thence to
the ocean. I have before me the figures
given by Mr. Clarke himself as to the cost
of transportation from the points 1 bave
mentioned to Montreal, and I wish to refer
the House to his report, made Iu .une. 1898,
on the subject., The result of bis figures
Is that when this route is constructed. the
grain whleh now costs from 5 to 6 cents
on board ship In the port of New York,

4861 4862



[COMMONS]

will be transported from Duluth, Chicago
or Port Arthur to the city of Montreal for
2J to 2j cents, thus reducing the cost of
transportation one-half. In 1898 nearly
250,000,000 bushels of wheat reached the
clty of Buffalo, and only 35,000,000 reacbed
the city of Montreal. We naturally ask
ourselves why that is the case. Well, two
reasons are given. One !s the want of
harbour facilities lu Montreal. No doubt,
that has been a very potent factor lu de-
priving Canada of the trade*to which it
is entitled, but that diffieulty is now in a
fair way of being removed. The Govern-
ment bas entered upon, and intends te pro-
secute with all diligence, the thorough equlp-
ment of the harbour of Montreal with all ne-
cessary modern facilities. The other reasons
given Is the great influences of the cities of
Buffalo and New York. But I submit that
when Canada affords the great lakes a
cheaper way, the cheapest on this conti-
nent, for transporting grain to an ocean
port, the influences of these ,ities will soon
disappear. This is fnot a question o sen-
timent. but of dollars. It is a question of
commerce. Whether the ships salling on
the great lakes fly the American or the Bri-
tish flag, they will seek the cheapest and
the shortest route, and that route Is the
Ottawa River to Montreal. One of the
great objections urged against the Georgian
Bay Canal is that it would compete with
the St. Lawrence canals. I do not think
so. A great many experts, men who know
and have given the matter their best
thought, assert that it will not be a com-
petitor at all, but there is one thing which
I think I am safe In saying, and that Is
that if the development of our North-west
goes on, as we have every reason to hope
it will, the St. Lawrence canals wll, before
very long, become utterly inadequate te
haudle the freight from the North-west, and
that traffic wIll tax to their, fullest capacity
both the Georgian Bay Canal, wheu con-
structed, and the St. Lawrence eanals.

On a former occasion I cited to you, Mr.
Speaker, the opinions of our most eminent
publie men In the past-Sir John Macdon-
ald, the Hon. Alex. Mackenzie-and also the
opinion of Sir William Van Horne, and
many others. I also cited the opinion of
Major SymBons. I would like now ta give
the views of a few more prominent men
who have delIvered themselves on this sub-
jeet. FIrst of all, I want to caul your at-
tention to a very remarkable statement
made long ago-remarkable fnot only be-
eause of the deep thought and foresight
which it displayed, but because it was
made so long ago, and may be called a
prophecy. I wish to: refer you to the opin-
ion of Sir John Michel, who was' at one
time conmmander-ln-chlef ofleï Majesty's
forces li Canada. This is what he~ said,
many years ago, when addressing a ublic
meeting In Ottawa:

Mr. BELaCOURT

I) 1 believe that the ties which happily unite Great
r Britain and Canada will be closer drawn by the

opening of this route. I believe that the com-
mercial development which would be produced
would be incalculable. I belleve that Amerlea
and Canada, and consequently Great Britain, will
be so commercially allied by the opening of this

1 route that the grand object of all true lovers
of elther of thes? countries would be attained,
namely, the certain peaceful dispersion of every
little cloud that might arise in the political hori-
zon of North America.

Speaking of the position of the city of
Montreal he added :

You are placed in a position held by no other
city I know of in the world. You are placed
on the only spot on a vast continent which can
be made the receiving-house of one-third a con.
tinent's exterior trade, and able to despatch that
third to Europe. But you are unsafely situated.
The grdnd route to the sea by the Ottawa and
French rivers should, -as son as possible, be
undertaken, giving you a back-bone of military
strength, and bringing to your doors the vast
trade of the vaster west.
These seem prophetic words uttered so
long ago-words which I trust are about to
be verified.

Mr. Walter Shanly also expressed himself
at one time in this way:

To those who have made the laws that govern
the movements of western traffic their study I
leave it to estimate the height to which Can-
ada will be elevated in commercial importance
by opening through the heart of the Dominion a
continuous navigation, the shortest water com-
munication that now does or ever can exist be-
sides between tlde-water, whetber in the Gulf
of St. Lawrence or in the estuary of the Hudson,
and the broadest extent of grain-growing country
lunthe world.

An American engineer, of considerable re-
pute, said the other day considering the
Georgian Bay Oanal:

My conviction that the Ottawa River offers the
best opportunity on the globe for a well-planned
ship canal is a f1xed one.

Our own press throughout Canada have al-
most continuously discussed this matter.
The "Trade Bulletin," lu a. recent issue, ex-
pressed Itself lu this way:

One great desideratum lu our canal system will
be felt until the Georgian Bay Canal is bulit, and
all. whoi have the best interests of the Dominion
at heart should put forth every effort to further
the completion of this shortest ot all water routes
connecting the big traffic of the. Canadian and
American North-west .with the foot of ocean
navigation at Montreal. Then, Instead of doing
a business of 38,000,000 bushels of grain ln a
season, we could easily overtop the 100,000,000
bushelis mark, . and eventually double it. Ima-
gine the large inc-ease in the number of ocean
vessels. which would be attracted te this port,
and the adiditional import trade which would
arise therefrom. If the present Government were
wise theywould raise an everlasting monument
t. their beueflcent mule, by lending their aid in
commencing the construction of the Montreai,
Ottawa and ay: Canal at as. early a
date as possible, s it promises te beuone of th
greatest-comnmerela projects on this eonxilnent.
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Not only hs the Canadian press given the
matter its serions attention, but we find that
every Engllsh paper of importance bas, with-
in a year or so, taken it up and discussed It
repeatedly. I[have read a great number of
articles, the best of the great newspapers
in England advocating the construction of
this waterway. Not to weary the House, I
shall content myself with quoting one opin-
ion, which is as recent as the 20th May. I
have here an article In "Black and White,"
a very remarkable article and one which I
would ask every hon. member of the House
to read. I will only read a few extracts
on this occasion. "Black and White" com-
pares the project with Cecil Rhodes's great
Cape to Cairo Rallway, and states that lu
the writer's opinion the construction of the
Georgian- Bay Canal Is of far more Impe-
rial Importance even than that great rail-
way, and bas In it the posslbility of greater
commercial advantages to England. It then
goes on:

The dependence upon the United States of
America of all Canadian means of transportation,
whether by water or by rail la immaterial, lathe mont prominent and mont serlous character-
lattecof the transit question iu the Dominion, and
one which makes the co4struction of any lineof communication, which would be identified
with the sole authority of Great Britain, of themost supreme Importance, elevating the entireundertaking beyond the regions of commerce,
and mere economical and ethical qualities of
such an object, to a position which la in analogy
with the projection and possession of a new Im-perlai measure for defence. The arrange-
ment between America and Canada ls not
calculated to be disturbed so long as Great
Britain and the United States remain up-
on terms of amicable Indifference ; but
the advantages to Canada, even ln time of peace,of posseselng au Inland waterway, Immune from
any international contingency, are not to be
lightly appraised. Nor ln such a fatality liable
to happen, for the canal bas already been the
subjeet of a special commission of inquiry by the
Dominion Senate, and something more definite
than anainterchange of opinions and views bastàken place between the War Offce and the Fed-
eral Government since Canada made representa-
tions upon the subject to them.

The anomalous position in which Canada la
placed by the exercise With America or a joint
paramountey over the transit of Canadian coin-
merce le owing, ln no amali degree, to the mo-
tives which actuated British policy to surrender
Maine to America ln the early history of the rime
of that Republic to power. By the surrender
of Maine an. '" all-red " line of railway between
Halifax and New Westminster, between the eaut
and ,west, became virtually impossible, since the
Canadian Pacifie le compelled to cross American
territory ln. tbe.meut Important, and at the.
tmeri imot vulnerable, section of Its trans-

continental route. Thun dosal poterlty reap the.
sins o Its progenitor, u Cadeadians to-day an'
bitterly repenting this blunder of an earlier gen-

With reference more partleularly to the con.
strUction of the ea4t'thewitergg..oito
say

The- compltionof the:emnal should Inaugurate
an -epoch of :nuohgreater prosprity througbout

the Dominion, more particularly ln those parts
which are contiguous to the great lakes ; almost
two million square miles west of Chicago and
Duiuth will become dependent upon it. Montreal
and. Quebee wil become distributing centres for
trade and freight between the west and Europe,
while the difference in time andl l the rates
of insurance-from whlch Is Implied the greater
security of the new route-will cause an im-
mense traffie from the grain-growing areas and
cattle-raising districts of the North-west to be
shipped by the " all-red " canal. Montreal and
the adjacent provinces can hardly escape from
the prosperity which will accrue from this aug-
mentation in existing trade, while the splendid
opportunities which Montreal and Quebec will
present as depôts for the commerce of the north.
ern states of the American continent cannot but
seriously affect New York.

Such is the opinion of "Black and White.
This, I believe, Is a fair sample of the nu-
nerous articles that are appearlng in the
press of the mother country concernlng the
Georgian Bay Canal. My hon. friend fron
Pontiac (Mr. Poupore) bas referred to the
great number of resolutions passed by boards
of trade and chambers of commerce along
the route from the Georgian Bay to the eity
of Montreal. As representing the Capital . I
have much pleasure in laying before the.
Ilouse, as requested, the resolution passed
by a mass metting of the citizens of Ottawa,
held on the 24th January, 1899, on this sub-
jeet. I shall not read it, because it Is very
much on the lines of those that bave been
already read. This project is not only engag-
ing the attention of the Canadian and Eng-
lish people, but it is also engaglng the very
serious attention of our friends across the
Une. Not only is it engaging their attention,
but 1 assert wIth confidence-and I have a
number of authorities to back up what I say-
-that it has aroused their envy, their jeal-
ousy and their dire fear. If time permitted,
I could read to the House varIous statements
that have appeared in their newspapers and
magazines recently on this project. These
would show the House at once with what
fear and envy the Americans look forward
to the construction of the Georglan Bay
Canal. My bon. friend from Pontiac quoted
the opinion of the "Tribune." I shall now,
with your permission, quote the opinion of
a gentleman well known in the United States
who bas made a reputation for himself as a
strong advocate of railways as against
canals, a gentleman who does not believe ln
waterways but does believe ln railways. ln-
an article that appeared ln the "North
Amoerlean Review," of February, 1898, Mfr.
Latcha, an authority on the subject, said :

It 1n not denied, but la asserted,- that a ship eaa-
alIf bui t of the with sad depth of thé Batlto
danal, whether by New York State or by -U.*
Lawrence River, wil! greathy beneet portions of
the .North-west. But ls aIl-important to know
what portions of the North-west would thus. b.
benefted and. what would be the result of builde
lng;that -eanal to our nation at large. To deter.
mine this we muast go to the foundationof the
question t .once.

EUVISED EDITIoeL
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You wIll see that this gentleman indulges
the hope that Canada, Including the North-
west, will one day be part of the United
States. I mention that to show that hisý
opinion upon this subject must be taken a.;
absolutely sIncere.

More than one-th!rd of that vast territory is
arable,-
Speaklng of our own North-west.

-and when thoroughly developed would pro-
duce annually from 500,000,000 to 750,000,000
bushels of wheat, while the wheat crop of the
entire United States does not now average more
tban 500,000,000 bushels annually. The Dominion
Government a few years ago expended thousands
of dollars in transportation and supplies to aid
settlers upon those lands. The serlous decline
In prices of all grains rendered it Impossible for
the Canadian Pacific Railway to transport the
crops from that territory to market at a rate
which would leave income sufflicient to support
the producer. The result was, the settlers who
were able to leave deserted the country. With a
sblp canal, however, which would permit the
largest ocean steamers to go to and from the
west end of lake Superior,-

Of course, this Is an error. The promoters
of this waterway do not entertain the opin-
ion that a ship canal of the depth mentioned
here is at all necessary.

-wheat could be grown in that vast region and
be marketed in Europe at prices which would
utterly destroy the wheat and corn markets of
the United States ; for nothing can be more
evident than that if the British North-west pro-
duce millions of bushels of wheat in excess of
that now grown in the United States, the price
of that cereal would fall, and corn would accom-
pany it in Its downward course. But that wheat
will not seek Duluth for market, much less
would it seek Chicago. The Canadian Pacifie
Railway would extend branches throughout
that territory and control the carriage of the
grain te water, and their water port would be
Port Arthur. That grain would not seek New
York city for a market. but would traverse the
natural water route to Montreal, which would be
the great ftnancial centre controlling that com-
merce, destroying the grain export business of
New York city.

When the writer was building the Duluth;
South Shore and Atlantic Railway, the Dominion
Government began the construction of Its ship
canal around Sault Ste. Marie on its own terri-
tory. At that time, it was repeatedly stated, a
principal reason for building that canal was te
prepare for dlverting the milling business of the
North-west to the 'Dominion side of the Sault
Ste. Marie. The vaat power which could be
developed at that point must be apparent. While
our wheat supply comes from Dakota and Min-
nesota, Minneapolis eau control that business.
But the day a great ship canal is built from the
ocean to the British North-west will see the
milling intereuts removed to the Canadian aide
of the river, destroylng the. Minneapolis milling
business just as certainly as that et Rochester
ws destroyed iby the development of our western
feldi. s

When the British North-west can raise and shp
by canal 100,000,000 bushels of wbeat, Britisb
capital vill bulid the Georgian Bay hip Canal.
and every ton of traffe from thé Lake apuerior
region to the ocean will traverse Brltisb terri-
tory, leaving Detroit, Toledo, Cleveland and

Mr. BNLJCOUYRT.

Buffalo hundreds of miles from the direct route
to the ocean. The bulk of the traffle of the
great North-west will be carried on British ves-
sels, manned by British seamen, and destined
largely for British ports. The truth of this
must be obvious, because It l well known that
but one distinctIvely American steamship line 1s
engaged In carrying the world's commerce be-
tween the United States and Europe, while a
dozen such lines are operated by British, Ger-
man, French and other European companies.
With free access for British vessels te our great
lakes, American sh!pping would be drowned in
those waters ; the low wages pald seamen by
Great Britain would drive our seamen from our
inland seas ; the ship-building industries at De-
troit, Cleveland and other great lake cities wouid
be seriously crippled or destroyed. But more
disastrous than all these, the agriculturist in
the United States would be hopelessly impover-
lshed. Our Canadian neighbours are able diplo-
mats an- keen business men ; they know pre-
ciLsely what they want, and hope and believe
they can Induce us te bear the cost of satisfying
their wants. Thus far their waterway conven-
ticns at Toronto, Cleveland and elsewhere have
amply met their most sanguine wishes. But
should we bulhd that canal before the British
possessions become part of our territory, we
would pernetuate the monumental folly of all
ages. a folly only exceeded by the Trojan's theft
of the Grecian horse.
This opinion does not by any means stand
alone in the Unlted States. lu the April
number of the "Anglo-Amerlcan," under the
heading "From the Great Lakes to the
Ocean," there was an article by a civil en-
gineer, named Gilmore. After referring to
the shortness of the route and the reduction
ln the rate wbich th!s Ottawa waterway will
of necessity bring about, this gentleman goes
on to say :

These figures proclaim the superlority of this
over exi3ting routes more forcibly than could
the most lmpassioned appeal or the most flowery
rhetoric, That terse maxim which the sporting
man loves to enunclate : "Money talkis," l the
maxim of business. It has been ascertained
that this canal Is feasible and will save time.
Time la money. Therefore, it will be built; of
that there is no doubt. But upon what scale?
Shall It be a 14-foot bargeway, a 20-foot ship
canal, or a 30-foot waterway for the largest
ocean steamer ? The cost of this last will be
very considerable,' and beyond the meaus of Can-
ada alone at present. The fret at leat la certain
of accomplichment. The advisability of a betwixt-
and-between compromise is questionable.

I do not wlsh to weary the House at any
great length with these citations. I have
given a number of them because I thInk the
language Is much more terse than I could
use, and because they express the opinion
of men who are absolutely disinterested, and
whose opin1on should have great weight
with ug. I find another very strong evi-
dente of the envy, and jealousy, and fear
with which the Amerleans look upon the
eonstruction of this waterway. I amn sure
every hon. member read a sugetion made
some time laIt November, while the lter-
national Commission wasi alttlng lu Washing
ton, a sugétn*hich was made u a naf-
ber of Amertcan; eiêwspapers, that, in addIa
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tion to the questions then engaging the at-
-tention of the Commission, the question of
:an International canal was also deserving of
-their consideration. I have no doubt that
the conception of an international canal by

.our friends to the south was prompted by
the fear that this Georgian Bay route would
be constructed. I have not the slightest
dloubt that they feel that, when this canal
Is constructed, the enormous traffic of the
great lakes will be diverted, and brought
down by the Ottawa toute. It was because
they felt they were likely to lose this trafic,
that they suggested that a canal should be
-built by way of Lake Champlain to Mont-
tea, the suggestion being accompanied by
.another suggestion, that this International
-canal should be under the joint jurisdiction
of both Governments. Another evidence of
the danger which the Americans see in the
construction of the Georgian Bay Canal. !s
a suggestion made some time ago to con-
struet a canal from Albany to Buffalo, in
order to cover the whole distance by water
from Duluth, or Chicago, through to the bar-
tour of New York, and to avold tranship-
ments at Buffalo and Albany. I submit that
every one who will lookinto this question
-without prejudice, who will examine It seri-
ously, 'w11l be struck with the immense ad-
-vantages, commercial and national, which t
offers to Canada. I was glad indeed to hear
the Prime Minister (Sir Wilfrid Laurier), at
least on one occasion, express the opinion
that this would be indeed a very great and
pot-?nt factor in bringing through our country
the great traffic of the west. The Minister of
Publie Works (Mr. Tarte), whose opinion my
good friend from Pontiac (Mr. Poupore)
quoted the other day, is also of the same
opinion. I believe, the Minister of Railways

-and Canals (Mr. Blair), on some public occa-
sion, not long ago. also expressed himself in

-the same way. The leader of the Opposit!on,
and many gentlemen on the other side of

-the House, also entertain, I know, the belief
that this route must, and will soon, be con-
structed. It seems that the greatest diul-
ty In the way of the Government at the pre-
sent moment giving the guarantee which Is
sought by the capitaliste who are prepared
to go into 'this matter le a doubt whether
th!s enterprsle is feasible, and whether,
when conatructed, It wil be of commercial
value to those who wlll lInvest their mouey
la it. With your permisson, I sl briefly
address mys to these two points, ant en-
deavour to show that, not only l the canl
feasible, not only le it practicable, but that
every opinion whleh can be formed at the
present moment 18 to the eent thtat this
eanal wlU be a paying venture to those who
will invest their money in it.

WIth reference to the feasiblity of the
scheme, I want to remind you that, as far

aekc as 16, engineers, like Mr. Shauly and
Mr. Clarke, were instructed by the Govern-

7ment to make surveys and' to examine the
153f

country between Georgian Bay and Mont-
real. At that time, I believe, a complete sur-
vey was not made between Ottawa and
Montreal, but a survey was made between
Ottawa and the Georgian Bay, and it is em-
bodied in the report, made by these gentle-
men. That report covers a great many
pages. I think that every member in this
House Is confronted with the dlfficulty with
which I was confronted myself, on account
of the matter contained In that report being
to a great extent technical. One who is not
a professional engineer, is appalled by the
figures which are there given. But I arm
satisfied that there is in that report all the
data upon which an estimate may be made
as to the cost of the work, and by which a
conclusion may be arrived at as to the feasi-
bility of the project. I shall not endeavour,
of course, to criticise or go over the items
of this report, but I invite the attention 9f
every hon. gentleman who wishes thorough-
ly to Inform himself upon the subject, to the
reports of Mr. Shanly and Mr. Clarke. I
desire, Sir, to put on "Hansard " the report
of Mr. Marcus Smith made on the 30th De-
cember, 1898, because It is of very great im-
portance and because, I belleve, the report
was procured largely to remove the doubt
whIch existed In the minds of some as to
the feasiblllty of the Georgian Bay Canal.
In that report, which Is addressed to Mr.
McLeod Stewart, Mr. Marcus Smith,
amongst other things, says :

Estimates have been made for the construc-
tion of this work on a scale of 10 feet depth of
water on the mitre-sills of locks and 12 feet
in canal, river and lake channels. But it la now
required that the depth on mitre-ais of locks
sbal-l be 14 feet, and in canal, river and lake
channels 15 to 16 feet, according as the bottom
may be rock or earth.

The question ras been raised whether there
Is a suffnelent supply of water and depth in the
channels of rivers and lakes to maintain these
dimensions throughout the season of navigation?

From my knowledge and judgment I
should answer in the affirmative, but for the
information of yourself and others I submit the
following

Then follows a great many figures and de-
tails mentioned by Mr. Smith with which I
will not trouble the House. He comes to
this conclusion as to that part of it :

There Is ample depth of water in Trout and
Turtle lakes, so tha when lowered to the ad-
justed level of Lake NIpissing there wIll be more
than suMetent depth left for navigation on the
scale rqi~

The excavation for the canal between Lakes
Nipi g andt Trout, and, in deepening the river
at tha east and of Turtle Lake wril1 be heavy ;
the. qntities eau be calculatedt from the plans
anid *roglIeU of the Government survey. Thus the
g-eat body of water ln Lake Nipising will oc-
cupy the unique position of the sur=it leval
of the wbole scheae, so that its water ean be
direetet- westward, to Lake uron or- eastward,
co-mingUln with those of the Ottawa to Mont-
real.

CI
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On this arrangement Mr. T. C. Clarke re-
marks: " The waters of Lake Nipisslng are
sufficient for any scale of navigation for all time
to come."

3. The Ottawa River has at any stage a suff-
oient body of water for the scale of navigation
now proposed. The total fall between the mouth
o! the Mattawa River and Lake Deschênes is
fully 300 feet, not uniform, but with stretches
of still water, light currents and long rapids.

The banks of the river are generally high and
mostly rocky. Taking advantage of this, Mr.
T. C. Clarke has arranged the works ln a series
of high dams and locks to overcome the rapids,
so that there are only two places (ln tbe Culbute
channel) where rock-cutting and dredging is
necessary, except iu short approaches to the
locks. For the larger scale of navigation now
required there will be more of that class of
work, but the quantity will be moderate.

From the city of Ottawa to Grenville the
latest information we have of the depth of water
is from the report of Mr. (now Sir) Sandford
Fleming, from soundings made under his diree-
tions in 1888. On the longitudinal section of the
channel the least and greatest depth of water is
given for each mile, reduced to a uniform datum,
which conforms to the lowest level of the river,
taken daily by the lock-master of the Rideau
Canal during a period of seventeen years.

Mr. Fleming states : "There are only five
points on the whole distance of 60 miles on
which the depth of the channel on extreme low
water Is under 10 feet, * * * and these shal-
low parts are limited in length to a few hundred
yards each, the whole making an aggregate
length of a mile. * * * The material to be
dredged Is coarse red sand, and finer sand or silt
ln about equal proportions."

For the depth of water now required there wlll
be, at extrene low water, according to Mr.
Fleming's table of soundings, twelve points at
which dredging will be required, .varying from 1
to 9 feet In depth ln short lengths. These may
probably be reduced by the necessary enlarge-
ment of the locks and canal between Grenville
and Carillon for the larger scale of navigation,
if the dame are raised a few feet.

From Carillon to Lachine no dredging Qis shown
for a 12 feet depth of channel. but for a 16 feat
channel there may be some dredging. This can
be ascertained from the charts and soundings
of the Ottawa River In the Department of Publie
Works.

I am acquainted with this from the very com-
mencement of the surveys inl 1858 and 1860. Mr.
Walter Shanly, the engineer, commenced the
surveys of this. work In 1858, and they were
completed by Mr. T. C. Clarke In 1860. I know
both these gentlemen very well, and I know
many of the assistants, as they have been work-
ing with me on other work ; and I have seen
most of the plans, soundings, profiles and so on
deposited lu the Government office, and they are
very complete. They are quite enough to make
an estimate both as to the practicability of the
work and the cost of construction.
Mr. Smith says the work Is feasible, that
the plans, sounding and profiles are quite
sufficient to warrant him In con ing to a
definite conclusion as to the practicabllity
of the work and In forming an estimate as
to the cost of construction. Mr. T. C. Clarke,
M. Inst. C.E., In bis report to the Govern-
ment of Canada, In 1860, says:

In the first place I have to report that the
distance between Montreal and the mouth of the
French River on Lake Huron (according to the
plans furnished me by the department), is, fol-
lowing the line of navigation adopted, 430-76
miles.

That of this distance 351-81 miles are already a
perfectly natural navigation, and require no Im-
provement, and that it is perfectly practicable
so to improve the remaining 78-95 miles as to
co>nvert the whole chain of waters into a first-
class navigation for steam vessels, and to reduce
the length of canalling to 29-32 miles, or, exclu-
sive of the Lachine Canal, to 20*82 miles.
In a later report, lie says:

To improve the navigation of such a river
system is comparatively easy, for the greater
part Is already accomplished.
Then Mr. Welington, the American engineer,
wrhose opinion I have already quoted, In an-
other part of my remarks, at one time ex-
pressed bimself as follows :-

The finest place on the globe for a deep-water
canal is the Ottawa River route.
Mr. Wicksteed, who was examined also be-
fore the committee of the Senate, said :

As to the feasibility of the undertaking, INow, as wIll be seen by the report which think there is no question whatever. I was over
I have just read, whieh was made as re- the greater part of it last winter wlth Mr.
cently as Deceimiber, 1898, Mr. Marcus Smith. Stewart.
pon bis own Information, upon the evidence i: also desire to call your attention to theof Mr. Clarke and. upon information up- evidence given by Mr. Wicksteed before thePlied to hIm by Sir Sandford FlemIng, whom Senate eommittee on the same point. I sub-he quotes. says clearly that, fnot only is the mit with confidence that the evidence I bave

schene feasible, not only can a uniform elted to the House must. be looked upon asdepth' of fourteen feet be obtained. but that, on that
the work 4is comparatively easy and wIll not evidence, the Governmentlas absolutely war-cost a very large sum of!money. When tle ranted ln granting the guarantee whleh lamatter was up before the other branch of now asked by the promoters. We have tullthis Parlament certain gentlemen were ex-, and complete.returni from actual surveys bynmined on this and -other points, and con- Canada's best qualided engineers. There
a.iderable Information was then obtained. are plans. profiles and map fe the whote
I would invite the attention and the serious undertaking, from the Georgian Bayto theattention of the House to the evidence whicl eity of Montreal, and the opinions *f thewas laid before the committee of the Senate Canadian engineere: are corroborated by thelu ~908. Mr. Marcus Smith. whose report pnio of eminent Amerlcan and British
I hare just quoted. who was examined at engineers. We bave fll details as to the
that time, made this further statementi: quaIty. quantity and nature of ,tbe work o

Mr. BELCOURT.
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be performed, and we have full statements to be ln Une with the St. Lawrence Canal
as to the nature of the locks, the nature of system, we must have a depth of 14 feet.
the dams and their extent and size. We Mr. Clarke has carefully and in detatl, last
know exactly from the reports of the eng- year, revIsed bis estimates of 1860, and his
neers, the amount and the character of the revised estimate amounts to $17,000,000. It
dredgIng and its cost. I submit, Sir, that Is true that estimate does not agree with that
the proper depth of this canal should be four- I1of Mr. Walter Shanly, but Mr. Shanly's
teen feet. I have cited to you the opinion figures are explained In a satlsfactory man-
given by one eminent engineer as to that, ner, an explanation whlch 1-could give the
and I would also Invite your attention to the House If tue permltted. The figures 1
opinion expressed in the " North American propose to adhere to, bowever, are the figures
Review " of June last, by another American1given by Mr. Marcus Smith. He, last year,
engineer: i estimated the cost eofthls work, baslng bis es

The project for a canal by which lake steamers timate on the details, plans and profiles to
should be enabled to reach the Atlantic Is no new I bave referred, at $25,000,000, and the
thing, and for more than ten yearàs It has been promoters of the undertaking bave adopted
atrongly advocated by those interested ln the these figures and are prepared te expend
commerce of the lakes. A number of routes for $25,0000 or $30,000,000 In the construeftion
such a waterway have been proposed, but as yet of this canal. On this question of the cost, I
no survey of any one of them has been com-
pleted. Owing ln great part to the efforts of the
Deep Waterway Association, a body composed ofdence given before fie Senate Committee,
men actively concerned In lake shipping, Cou-,wbicb evIdence has been prInted and which
gress in 1895 created a Deep Waterways Com- they eau read for tbemselves. With refer-
mission for the purpose of Investigating the fea- ence te oher question, as to the commer-
sibility of building such a canal "as shall enabi cial value of the enterprise to those wo wll
vessels engaged in ocean commerce te pass toInvest their meney In it, I confess it Is a
and fro between the great lakes and the Atlantlea t
Ocean." Early in the year following, the commis- at er ethgr edifi oryt eause M
sion reported that such a canal should ultimatooly
have a depth of 28 feet, and that the Govern- baud upon which te terni a conclusion. and
ment would be justified ln undertaking the work. even If I had, I would probably be mueh em-
It further recommended that surveys be made barrassed. Further, I wish te remInd fie
for such a eanal. Later in the same year Con- House that the estimate et the revenue
gress appropriated funds for the purpose, and thew
surveys are now being made. While the Deep1whkhemy eran ofdIleklterbe derbae
Waterways Commission were engaged upon theirrt
labour, Congress authorized the Secretary of War been nade by Mr. Clarke and other gentle-
te bave made an exarnination and estimates etmen who are in a position toJudge.Iv their
cost o! a canal,,,'eor sufient capacity te Htransport opinion there Is ne question wlatever, that
the tonnage et the iakes te the ea."p Whatever commercially speakng, the venture will be
the purpose et Congrees may bave been, the act a paylng ee to thise who wIl lnvest their
waz lees particular ln Its 'terms than the eue pre- capital In Ith It seems tl me that the opin-
viously passed, and it allowed an Investigation
Into the question rf what depth of canal would oonetrsih men as nr William Van Hote
be be8t ln thelilght 0f ail the Inte.restsInvolved. and thers w o mgt, pereapt be prejudie-
y dectîon of'he $2,r00,0 War a 00r-d a waerway e thes kind and

nary examination was made by Major Thomas wbose opinion n îts favur should, thereoret,
W. Symons, eft he Engineer Corps. After careful have the more weight ;,It seems te me that
consideration of the subject, Major Symons re the opIno fteemnsol eo uR
ported that a ship canal capable o!foatng a largewlealson reft hon. entslee to the eui-
ocean steamer wuld net be sufficient bene- c i nee the e it
fit teJustify its construction;,but* that a canal wi accepting them as conclusive. wtont go-
et about 12 feet depth, designed te carry barges lng -further into -the question. Te my mimd,
of about 1.600 tons burden. sucb as couid safeiy the Govenent Is noet called up n lti s
be towed ta any part o! the great lake syste ncaseto e oguarantee ie commercial value et
woud meet the deians o commerce an ouldthense to those who
be built. Two propositions are tus ebafere Con- vtter cprietell I t oewo are oing toe-
gress : rt, te construet a 28-foot watrway freuxivet ·their apiloey int, It ouldnss ite s ae
the iak' te tie-water. at a total tefmorectmatter f ger meatdiofltydto me, bare a-
tean $300.000.000, for the surveys wichhesnsable assurano e d a
sum ot $1,;0,000 aireidy bas been amprrnprlated : position te know, that this waterway ýwould
andi seranâ. te build a sinitlar canal of a deptb be sn.fflciently paying te warrant the peeple
of 12 feet at a cost o! about $50,0M,0OO. who are Investing their money In it to go4o

There is anether question wbich 1presume that expense. In England. wence most o f
the Gevernment Is desirous of havinS >ight the capital for tbls canal is te orne, the
ib-rown ixuon. and that is as te the cost of thopinion Ia very general tbat this wl be a
wor1k. Estlmates ýwere made y Mr. Clnrkbe payng enterprise. I would ie toe remind
and Mr. Shanly. In 1860. when thev male h os members that the old maxini1"Fortuna
their report to the Government. 0f curs ivataudaces"rappies as muweIfant more
ihese figurems have ha-ti tebe henged very to commercial matters thant any other u- 
consiofderably s une. nrncipally on ancount mainconcerne sd n qmit add thatperbaps
ef the ncreased deptet water ew neces- n rac e on earth lias Provenmore clearlY
sarv. At tht tne it wa contempltete the trutb on tathmseim than as the Enirmntote auesoofwha canal wnow, oudr Ionof rach e e aviriim V a ne
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wbo are bold enough to come Into Canada
and expend $20.000,000 or $25,000,000 i
constructing this canal, and, Sir, the men
who are willing to go into that undertaking
will at once prove the truth of the maxim
I have quoted, If any people in the world
can.

What is It these capitalists ask ? They
come here and say: "We are going to build
ihis canal with our own money ; we are pre-
pared te spend $25,000,000 ln doing se; we
do not ask the Government to give us any
guarantee at all for the present ; the guar-
antee we ask shall net be operative until
and unless this canal is wholly bulit and put
into active operation." The guarantee they
ask is 2½ per cent on $20,000,000, only a
portion of the interest on the bonds ; and i
repeat-because it seems te me a very Im-
portant consideratIon-that they are pre-
pared te go on at once and In three years
construet, equip and put into operation this
canàl witho'it o.ie cent of public money
from the treasury of Canada. It is only
when the canal Is bulit, and If built that
they ask the Government to act upon the
guarantee which they now seek.

I know, Mr. Speaker, a great deal of ob-
jection bas been raised, and not improperly-
on the contrary, with a great deal of justi-
fication-against the Government pledging
the credit of the nation on behalf of en-
terprises of this sort, until they have some
reasonable assurance of its feasibHlty and
Its paying nature. The case of the Chig-
necto Ship Itai'iway was mentioned the other
day by my h!on. friend from Pontiac, who
polnted out very properly that that case was
entirely different froin this. In that case the
Government bound itself te pay the promot-
ers of the railHway a subsidy of $170,000 a
year for 20 years. The Government were
bound te pay the subsidy provided the people
went on with the work. It seems to me that
this case is entirely different from that,
not only ln regard te lits commercial aipect
and the guarantee asked, but in regard to its
prospects of success. Those who sat in the
House at the time, remember how assidu-
ously and how strongly certain members
fought against the granting Of the subsidy
to the Chignecto Railway. It was asserted
boldly in the House that it was a wild-cat
scheme, a scheme condemned toi be a fail-
ure ; and yet the subsidy was granted. But
this Case is entirely different. We find gen-
tlemen on both sides Of the HOuse support.
ing it ; we find the press of Canada. the
press of the United States and the press of
Great Britain almost a unit in advocating
this seheme as offering the greatest 'om-
mercial advantages to Canada and as being
a most potent factor in the development Und
enrichment of our eountry. Iu this case we
have the strongest possible evidence, as to
the feasi'bility f tIfe scheme and as to rs
ultmate success, that could possibly te
given. In the case of the Chigneeto RaIway
that was ail wanting.'

Mr. BELCOURT..

Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me, for the
reasons I have mentioned, that the feasir
bilty and commercial value of this scheme-
are established, and any one who will withý
an unprejudiced mind seriously look into it
will come to the conclusion that the time
lias come when the Georgian Bay Canal
must be constructed.

Another objeetion-and I desire to elude-
none of them-which has been raised against
the construction of this canal is that the
Government itself should undertake this
work-that It should be a Government work
constructed and paid for by the Govern-
ment with public funds. Well, that Is a
matter of opinion. I do not agree with those
who think that the canal should be Con-
structed by the Government ; but ln this.
case the question is not a material one. be-
cause hon. gentlemen will remember that
the Act of incorporation of the Georgian
Bay Canal Company provides ln section 4
that Her Majesty may at any time take pos-
session of and operate this waterway for
the publie benefit. I will cite the section :

Her Majesty, her heirs and successors, may at
any time assume the possession and property-
of the sald canals and works, and of all the
rights and privileges and advantages of the com-
pany, all of which shall. after such assumption,
be vested ln Her Majesty, her heirs and suc-
cessors, on giving to the company one week's-
notice thereof and paying to the company the
value of the same, to be fixed by threet arbitra-
tors or the majority of them, one to be chosen
by the Government, another by the company, and
a third arbitrator by the two arbitrators ; and
the arbitratora may ln such valuation take Into-
account the expenditure of the company, Its
property, the business of the canals, and other
works hereby authorized, and its past, present
and prospective business, with Interest from the
time of the investment thereof.

So you will see that although this. eanal'
nay be constructed with private funds. the
Crown may at any time step In aud resume
possession of It

Before I sit down, Mr. Speaker, 1 want to
call your attention to the character of the
men who have taken this matter up in Eng-
land. I want to cite to you the names of
the gentlemen who form part of the syn-
dicate and who have deposited In the Bank
of Commerce at Ottawa the sum requIred,
being 10 per cent of the capital authorized
of the Georgian Bay Canal Company. A
syndicate has been formed with a capital of
£50,000, and £41,200 have been deposited by
the Lloyd's Bank .in London to the credit
of this company ln the Canadian Bauk of
Commerce at Ottawa. What better ev!dence
of good faith, and of the determination of
these men to go on and construet tfils work
could be given.? And when I mention
tbe mames of, these men. I arm sure that.
the House wIll be impressed with their sol-
vency. their seriousness, and their ability
to bring to successful completiou a work
of. this kind. These are some of the gentle-
men who tormi the syndicate : Rignt Hon.:
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Sir Edward Thornton, late British Amûbas-
sador at Washington; RIght Hon. Sir Henry
Fowler, late Secretary of State for India ; A.
L. Jones, of the Elder-Dempster Co. ; R. N.
Perks, M.P. for Lincolnshire ; Mr. MacIvor.
M.P. for Liverpool, and one of the most in-
fiuential members of the Cunard Steamship
Co. ; Mr. G. G. Blackwell. of Blackwe:l.
Day & Co., of Liverpool ; the Marquis of
Tweedale; Sir Dixon Mackenzie; Tord Kel.
vin, of Glasgow ; C. J. Sassoon, of the East
India Co. ; Sir Luther Vaughan, Mr. Franeis
Durant, Mr. Anderson, Lord Provost of Glas-
gow ; ,. T. Reid, Director of the Bank of
Scotland ; and others. The House, I am
sure, will see at once that these uen, liaving
shown their faith In the undertaking by
subscrIbIng largely to the stock of this çyn-
dicate, are fully competent to proenre t he
funds necessary to carry It to successful
completion.

I have, Mr. Speaker, to fthe best of my
abllity, and as fully as my limited knwledge
would permit, endeavoured to answer the
objections which have been urged1 against
this vast project, and to deal witi the diJi-
culties which it no doubt o0fers. The under-
taking Is too vast, too far-reaching, too in-
portant not to have aroused a great many ob-
jections, and much enmity and opposition.
Not only have objections been ralsed against
it, but that usually effectlve weapon, ridicule.
bas been brought into play ln order to de,-
troy lt. But, Sir, the project, since its incep-
tion, has risen above party pollties,: it has
survived oplPosition and enmity ; it has stood
the test of severe and close criticism, and to-
day it stands forth as the great, national andl
truly imper'ial project that it Is. I may *not
have answered successfully al the objections
which may be entertained by the Govern-
ment with reference to the guarantee that is
asked ; but I assure you that I have not tried
to elude any of them ; and if 1 have not sue-
ceeded ln convincing you and my colleagues
of -the great commerelai advantages which
will flow to our country from the completion
of this great waterway ; if I have fnot sue-
ceeded in getting you. Sir. and my coileagues
to share my firm bellef lin the necessity and
ultimate success of tie Georgian Bay warer
route, I trust 'that I mav venture the hope
and belief that I have. along with my friez n.
Mr. Poupore, made out sucI a case that
every member of this House will consider
It his bounden duty at least to hok into the
question, and give It his serouu.s afnd 'xnpre-
judiced attention. I thrink I have made out
such a case that ihe Gove aent of the day
cannot afford unt to glve it their promvpt
and serlous e onsideration. and I have every
r'eason to hope and believe that they will do
so. My hon. frir1d (Mr. Poupore) and -mr-
seîf do not. expect anyth'ng else fromx iie
Government or from any member of tlils
Hiouse. Ail we desire !s hit t he matter
shoild be looked into and Investigated : and
I make bold to say that every one who does
so will be as thoroighly satIsfied as we are

that the time las come when the Georgian
Bay Canal shall be constructed. 1 trust,
therefore, Mr. Speaker, that the Governinent
will delay no longer in granting to the geu-
tlemen prepared to spend their own noijey
lmn this undertaking, ·the guarantee which
they ask, and in enabling us to take full ad-
vantage of t<he magnificent natural waterway
which Providence has given us-a waterway
which ln a very short time wi-H divert and
put in our control the enormous traffie of the
great lakes and of the interior of this con-
tinent ; which '*111 at -the same time colonize,
develop and enrich a large portion of Onta-
rio and Quebec-a waterwaxy which I am
sure wll inake of the ýclties of Montreal and
Quebec the true rivals of New York and
Boston, and of the city of Ottawa, the
worthy capital of this Dominion. The con-
struction and thorouglh equipment of -bis
waterwaiy ought not, it seems to me, to be
any longer a matter of doubt. Every one
who bas taken the trouble to look into it is
and nust be convinced that it must be con-
strueted before long. I believe myself that
the time las come for doing it. If we wish
to divert the traffie which properly belongs
to us, and which nature designed us to have,
we Must at once be up and doing. Our
neighbours to the south, who realize the
great benefits of this canal, witÙ their well
known prodiglous energy and spirit of enter-
prise, will not neglect to take any and all
steps, and wHl not shrink from the greatest
of sacrifices, in order ito retain within their
own control the great traffie whIch I believe,
if the Georgian Bay Canal is completed, will
be surely wrested from them. Let the Geor-
gian Bay Canal be speedlly constructed, and
the Ottawa and French rivers, which three
centuries ago formed the route by which
Chrlstlanity and civilization were carrIed
into the lnterlor of the country, '111 become
the greaitest channel of commerce and of
national prosperity on the continent we ln-
habit.

I thank you, Mr. Speaker, and the hon.
members of this House for having listened to
me so patlently and for so long a time,
particularly on an evening so trylng as this.
Before I sit down, I again bespeak for this
project the serious and earnest attention of
the Government and of the members of this
House.

Mr. J. B. KLOCK (Nipisslng). Mr. Speak-
er, it is with considerable diffidence that I
rise to address this House, and I, therefore,
erave your Indulgence. Apart from any opin-
ion of mine, I may say that my constituents
are very much interested [n this great na-
tional scheme, and consider it the best means
of developing that great northern country,
which is a land of unlimited resources. I
am a strong and enthusiastie supporter sof

the scheme, and I regret very much that :I
do not possess the persuasive powers and elo-
quence of the gentlemen who have preceded
me, especially the hon. member for Pontiae
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(Mr. Poupore). These hon. gentlemen have
put this matter before the House so care-
fully, clearly and cdncisely that very little is
left for me to say. I feel, however, that I
must say a few words. I do not intend to
detain the House very long, and I trust
that I shall be able to speak to the point
and make myself plain. I shall not refer
to statistics or comparisons, for if the Gov-
ernment want any information on this
score, I am sure they will get all the in-
formation that can be had from the pro-
moter of this scheme, Mr. McLeod Stewart.
This Is not by any means a new Idea. It
had occupied the minds of some of the
greatest men of the Ottawa valley for al-
most a century, in proof of which assertion
I shall refer to sone of the debatés of this
House. On page 1211 of " Hansard," 20th
April, 1885, the Hon. Peter White, member
for North Renfrew, moved a resolution ln
favour of this scheme, and my reasons for
referring partieularly to these debates are
because the men who took part in the dis-
cussions of that day were very earnest and
knew whereof they were talking. In open-
Ing Up bis Temarks, Mr. White said :

In what I am saying I am not offerIng any
new theory or project. This scheme has bean
spoken of and been before the country for many
years, but for several years nothing has been
said about it. I believe that at the Instance of
Wr. John Egan, a former member of the old
legislature of the province of Canada, for the
county of Pontiac, this question of Improving
the navigation of the Ottawa was first brought
to the attention of the Government, and as early
as 1854 work was commenced on the impediment
known as the Chats Rapide for the purpose of
connecting the Chats and Deschênes lakes. Con-
siderable money was spent in the execution of
that work, and it was continued until 1857,
when for some cause the work was abandoned.
I am sure It was an oversight of the Hon.
Mr. White that he did not explain the
cause. In the first place, a very unfortu-
nate thing occurred. Mr. John Egan died,
who, I have always heard, was one of the
brightest and most far-seeing men that ever
lived in the Ottawa valley, and 1 am of the
opinion that that was the reason why the
work was delayed. Had he lived for
twenty years longer, I feel assured that
that great scheme would have been an ac-
complisbed tact, and the grain now golng
by Buffalo would at this very moment be
passing down in vessels behind this build-
ing for the port of Montreal.

Later on the ail absorbIng question of con-
federation was taken up, and with it the
building of the great transcontinental rail-
way for the purpose of bInding all the pro-
vinces together. Under those circumstances,
It le not a matter of surprise that · the
Georgian.Bay Canal scheme became a dead
Issue until· Mr. WbIte took It up again lin
the House.

As I. have already said, all thise publie
men, namely, the·Hon. Mr. Tassé. then mem-
ber for Ottawa, Mr. Bryson, Mr. Dawson.

Mr. KLOCK.

of Algoma, and several others spoke strong-
ly ln Its favour ; and, although they did not
carry their views to a successful Issue, It
was through no fault of thelrs, but because
the Canadian Pacifle Raliway and other
great public works were in hand, and the
country was not ripe for this question. One
remarkable thing at that time Is, that there
was practically no opposition to the scheme,
so far as its feasibility was concerned.
There seemed to be a little jealousy-per-
haps I should not use that word-on the
part of those lnterested in the Trent Valley
Canal ; but this does not exist now, and,
so far as I am concerned, I shall be pleased,
and so would all other supporters of the
Georgian Bay Canal, to see that Trent Val-
ley scheme carried out as well. Without de-
tracting from that scheme, or from the To-
ronto and Georgian Bay Canal scheme, I
may say, that these have just one pupose
to fulfil, that is, the carrying of the grain;
but the Georgian Bay Canal has several pur-
poses. The Trent Valley . Canal passes
through a rich and fertile country, where
they have raliways, while this scheme would
not only be of advantage to the grain-carry-
ing trade, but would develop a large and
rlch mineral and agricultural territory with-
ln a very few years. If the country was
not ripe for this scheme, when Mr. White
Introduced it in 1885, I am sure it Is ripe for
it now ; and I do not think any one would
form any other opinion, if he consulted the
people of the Ottawa valley. While the Ot-
tawa valley may not be the whole country,
it Is a very Important part of this country.
In it I include a part of the district of Mont-
real. What would benefit the Ottawa valley
would benefit all Canada. I was very much
pleased, when the Prime Minister stated, at
the beginning of this Parliament, that his
policy was to lessen the cost of transporta-
tion. If he was-as no doubt lie was-in
earnest, here .e his opportunity. Now, let
me refer again to Mr. Tass6's remarks. This
Is what he says:

Trade follows the safest, the shortest and the
cheapest routes. This 1s one of the firat laws
It obeys. It knows no frontier, no country, no
nationality. It may have preference, but not to
its detriment. If this contention be undisputed,
then those who advocate the construction of the
Ottawa ShIp Canal have established their case
on the soundest possible basis.
I do not think there will be any to dispute
that this ls the shortest possible route.
While I am speaking about Mr. Tassé, I
would like to draw attention to what he said
about the late Hon. Alexander Mackenste's
remarks on the subject. In 1865, Mr. Mac-
kenzie made a very eloquent speech on con-
federation. Inl the course of that speech, he
pald the followlng tribute to the scheme
that is now before the House :-

I thlnk it la asolutelyu necesary for the pro-
sperity o tlis colony that our canal connections
with the upper akes should be perfected as early
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as possible. Our canal system must be improved,
no as to accommodate the large trade that la
coming from the North-west. On the northern
shores of Lake Superior- we have sources of
wealth that are perfectly inexhaustible. We read
only the other day that a mountain of iron had
been discovered close to the co.t, quite suffcient
to supply the demande of the world for 600 years.
We have in that locality an abundant supply of
minerals of all kinds, and unless our canals are
made> capable of carrying that traflc, it will ne-
cessarily find channels in another direction.
There la an agitation among a portion of the
community for making a new canal from Toronto
to the Georgian Bay, and I admit it is very de-
sirable it should be constructed, though I do not
think it ever can be ; and even If it could be,
It Io entirely beyond our resources at the prezent
tine. I am convinced that the true route for a
canal (if a new one should be undertaken) to the
Georgian Bay, Is up the Ottawa, because that
would be giving a great back-bone to the coun-
try. If we bad a fine canal, capable of carrying
vessels of war in tbat direction, it would be a
splendId means of defence, as well as a great
highway for the commercial products of the
west.

Then he goes on again to quote Mr. Mac-
kenzie. That gentleman and the Dresent
leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper)
met at Pembroke. Mr. Tasse says : ·

There the Liberal leader met a foeman worthy
of his steel, that eloquent, that courageous tri-
bune of the Conservative party, Sir Charles
Tupper. The two champions of our two great
parties vied iln their eulogy of the Ottawa valley,
and the hon. member for East York used the
following language :-

" I am tolerably well acquainted with the geo-
graphical features of the Ottawa valley, having
for the last fifteen years beon actively interested
In all the questions which most closely affect its
people. The very frst year I was in Parliament,
I was one of a committee appointed to Investigate
tbe question of canal navigation on the upper
Ottawa, and from that time I have been perfectly
satisfied that the valley presents the greatest
facilities of any route upon the continent for the
transportation of the products of the North-west
to the Atlantic Ocean, or rather, I sbould say,
to the head of the Atlantic navigation."

Now, we have a remirk made by Mr.
Chas. Magee, the president of the Bank
of Ottawa, which, I think, all will
concede to be one of the most flour-
ishing Institutions we have at the pre-
sent day. He says, that Montreal should
not, ln making harbour Improvements. lose
sight of the fact that the deepening of the
St. Lawrence Canal and the construction of
the Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal Is
looked upon as one of the great publie works
necessary for the development of the coun-
try. The previous speakers have cited the re-
marks of others. and I could go on doing the
me, but at this late hour I do not wish to
take up too much time. In view of the
facts that we have been able to bring to bis
attention. I am sure the·leader of the Gov-
ernment must concede that this is a seheme
which will.lessen the cost of transportatton.
Previous speakers have shown wbat efreet
it would have upon colonization. The Gov-

ernment are paying out considerable
amounts to assist Immigration ; if this work
goes on, it will do more to increase immi-
gration than all the Immigration agents ln
Great Britain, and It will cost nothing, ln
that respect, to bring In·a hardy class of men,
such as we have on the Canadian Pacifie
Railway, the Rideau Canal, and other canals,
who are now among the best of our citi-
zens. Some take the ground .that this canal,
when bulit, will Injure comparatively young
railroads, like the Parry Sound and Pontiac
and Pacifie Junction. If I thought such to be
the case, I should be very sorry to support it;
but I' hold a different opinion. I belleve it
will help these railways. It will cause the
country to grow and fil rup, and the railway
will have the light freight and passengers,
and ln the winter months It will be able to
more than make up for competition that
may meet It ln the summer time. Before
taking my seat, I must say this country owes
a great debt of gratitude to Mr. McLeod
Stewart, the promoter and agitator of this
seheme. I trust the Government will assist
him in carrying it out. And, when they do
commence, I hope they will commence at
bqth ends and In the districti of Nipissing.
It has been said, that this scheme may cost
more than bas been estimated. Well, Mr.
Speaker, we have Mr. Shanly's report and
Mr. Clarke's report. Mr. Clarke's estimate,
if I ai rightly informed, is about $12,000,-
000. But you have to take into considera-
tion the advantages now existing for- con-
struction. For instance, supplies can be laid
down along this proposed canal just as
eheaiply as they can be laid down at the
e1ty of Ottawa or the city of Montreal.
At the date of that estimate supplies cost
from $25 to $30 per ton to dellver at Mat-
tawa or between that town and Nipissing.
Furthermore, explosives are cheaper and
more effective now, and electrical power
along the line can be used. I am sure. that
the. parties interested in this scheme are
business men, and have a full knowledge of
what they are about; and knowing the pro-
bable cost, and havIng an experience of the
Manchester Ship Canal, I do not thInk they
would wildly rush into this scheme, so that
we need fnot trouble ourselves on that score.
Let us give them an opportunity to make
their estimate, while at all times we guard
the public interests. Now, ln conclusion,
I may say that I am disposed to support
the Government on this measure. It would
be an Interesting coincidence, Champlain,
the first white man who passed over this
route, being a Frnehman, if a- French
Canadian Premier were instrumental .*ln
converting that canoe route into the greatest
waterway on the continent. I am support-
ing it from -a national point o .flew. But
while I am ready to support the Govern-
ment on this measure, I want It well under-
stood where I stand. Wile I wish to be
on the very best terme, privately and pub-
licIy, wlth my Liberal friends, I' want them
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to know that I am a Conservative, and I
shall stick to the Conservative party so long
as they stick to their prineiples, that ls to
say, loyalty to the mother country, protec-
tion to our industries, and the development
of our resources.

Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). I re-
gret to be obliged, from honest conviction,
to oppose the scheme submitted to this
House by the hon. member for Pontiac (Mr.
Poupore), and so ably supported by the hon.
member for Ottawa (Mr. Belcourt), and the
hon. member for Nipissing (Mr. Klock). I
have no doubt whatever that these gentle-
men are acting from a proper motive, and
that they see In this scheme something of
national Importance that would be most
useful to Canada. But those who dissent
from their views may properly be asked to
submit their objections. If I could be per-
suaded that at any time this enterprise will
prove advantageous to Canada, I would
gladly support it, but it ls because I do
not see elther the value of the canal as a
transportation route, or as a shorter route,
or as a route for national purposes, that I
do not entertain the same views as those
hon. gentlemen I have mentioned. In the
first place, the adoption of this scheme
means a very heavy outlay to the Dominion
of Canada. The proposal of a guarantee of
2j per cent on $20,000,000, means that these
parties believe it will cost at least $20,000,-
000.• Now, I think that is a very moderate
estimate, and that It will be found, in the
event of this canal being constructed, that
It will cost a very much larger sum. The
question for us to consider is. Would the
result of that expenditure bring back to the
country a return for the money expended ?
It is true that we are only asked for a
guarantee, but that guarantee means an out-
lay of $500,000 a year for twenty years.
But we know hy past experlence that all
thesé great undertakings, before they -are
finished, very much exceed the first estl-
mate of their cost. The next considera-
tion submitted to us was the question of
the shortness of the route, and one of the
great virtues of this route was said to be
that It was much shorter than any of the
other routes for transporting grain to the
seaboard. Now, ls It a fact that it Is
shorter? The hon. member for Pontiae read
fdgures-I did not understand that they were
figures compiled by himself, but at any rate
he gave them* to this House gs rellable
figures, regarding the length of this route
conpared with others. He said that
this route from the Gebrgian Bay to Mont-
real was 430 miles long, ftfty-eight miles of
which would be canal. But he did not
give us a comparison between that route
and any others. . Let me inake a compari-
son, the correctness of which any one can
ascertain by looking up the mileage on .the
canals.and railways we have already. Take
the Coillngwood route and· compare it with

Mr. KLOCK.

the Georgian Bay route. Any point on the
south shore of the Georgian Bay would
be a common point of distance as
between Chicago and Montreal, because
It matters very little if you are going
from Chicago to Montreal whether you
leave the Georgian Bay at Parry Sound,
at Midland, at Collingwood, or at Owen
Sound. From any of these points the dit-
ference in distance la not very much. But
we are told that the Georgian Bay route
would be much shorter than any of the
others, and therefore much more valuable.
The hon. gentleman starts out with the
statement that It le 430 miles from Geor-
gian Bay to Montreal. Now, I find that
by Collingwood, if you examine the route
that bas been submitted for the considera-
tion of the Government, ls only 409 miles
froin the Georgian Bay to Montreal, or-
twenty-one miles shorter than by the Ot-
tawa route.

Mr. POUPORE. If you look at the
"Hansard," page 4297 of my remarks, you
will see that I quoted the paper read by
Mr. Wicksteed to the Society of Engineers
at Montreal, In which he gives the distance.
I quoted his figures, and they are in the
" Hansard." The hon. gentleman says I
did not make any comparisons ; but if he
looks up my remarks he will find that I
showed a total saving of 368 miles by the
Ottawa route over the St. Lawrence.

Mr. SPROULE. Away around by the
Welland Canal. There le no difference
of opinion between us there. I said the
hon. gentleman gave figures, which I
understood were not .hIs own, and I under-
stood he presented them as authentle and
correct. I sald that he did not give any
comparison as to the length of these vari-
ous routes from the Georgian Bay to Mont-
real. It ls true that if yon are compelled
to go around by the Welland Canal and
down the St. Lawrence, the distance ls very
mnuch longer. But it ln not .necessary te
do that for the purpose of reaching Mont-
real from Chicago; we have several routes
by way of the Georgian Bay that would bè
competitive routes with this one, and routes
which are shorter to-day ; therefore, the
comparison made by the hon. gentleman did
not prove very much ln favour of the Otta-
wa route. Then, I take the next route, the
Midland route. I find that route le ouly 339
miles long, as against .430. We have large
quantities of g•ain going over that route
to-day.

Mr. POUPORE. Do you mean the Trent
Valley ?

Mr. SPROULE. No, I mean by way of
Midland, on the Georgian Bay, and thenee
by the Grand Trunk Railway to Port Hope.
and on down to Montreal. It le only..888
miles, or 97 miles shorter than this boasted
route. NO one eau dispute these figures.

2
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Mr. POUPORE. Would you have an all-
water route ?

Mr. SPROULE. No, you would not have
an all-water route that way, but you would
have a very much shorter route If you had
a canal bulit by way of Collingwood, where
there is at the outside only forty miles of
canal Instead of fifty-eight.

Mr. POUPORE. There Is no 58 miles of
canal to be bulit via the Ottawa and Geor-
glan Bay route.

Mr. SPROULE. I give the figures con-
talned In the hon. gentleman's own state-
ment in this House.

Mr. POUPORE. If that la lu my speech It
ls a typographical error ; and it Is not a fact.

Mr. SPROULE. I took it down at the time
it was given, and, therefore, I thought It was
correct, and I thlnk still, though I have not
had time to look It up, that "Hansard " gives
It as I have stated, that there are 58 miles
to be constructed. According to the papers
the hon. gentleman read, there were 58 miles
of canal to be built. If you want to have an
all-waterway you bave only to make a canal
from Bradford, at the lower end of Lake
Simcoe, to Toronto, a distance of 40 miles.

Mr. POUPORE. My hon. frIend; I know,
dees not want to mIsrepresent me.

Mr. SPROULE. Let my hon. friend re-
strain himself, and I wIll give the figures
as they are contained in " Hansard ":

It appears from- the report or the sjurveyors
made hait a century ago, that of the 430 mes
between Georgian Bay and Montreal only about
58 would need to be canalized.
How arn I misrepresenting the hon. gentle-
man ? I understood he gave the figures In
the report which he presented to this House
as rellable, and I think I should be allowed
te criticise his statement as he gave it to the
House.

Mr. POUPORE. The hon. gentleman la
exceedingly unfair.

Mr. SPROULE. I am not unfair when I
eritlelse the hon. gentleman's ownfigures,
as given by himself.

Mr. POUPORE. If the hon. gentleman w11I
look at ' Hansard," page 4297, he will sýee
where 1 make the following statement :-

The figures given by Mr. Wicksteed show that
by the St. Lawre&ce route you have 1,145 miles
of lake navigation, 182 of river and 71 miles or
canal, makIng a total of 1,348. By the Ottawawe bave 575 miles of lake nevigation, 872 of rivernavigation aud 33 miles eofcanal.
There la your answer.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not object to the bon.
gentleman making any statement that hl de-
stres. I have not looked into it very elds'ely,
and what he says may be correct. I have
always understood that there were more than
33 miles of eanal to be built in rder to opeaer4

up the Ottawa River. If you make this com,
parison, if you want an all-water and a deep·
water route, you eau get it from the Georgian
Bay for a mueh leuost and it wIll be a
inucli better route. Therefore, I say, if the
shortening of the route ls goizg to reduce
the cost of transportation at all, the argu-
ments of the bon. gentleman -l lu favour of
the Georgian Bay route by way of Colling-
wood and Toronto. The route from Parry
Sound is 380 miles and millions of busbel
of grain have been carrled over that Une by
the Canada Atlantle Rallway. That route Io
very much shorter than the one the hon. gen-
tieman Is golng to have, though It Is not an
all-water route.

Mr. POUPORE. How many millions of
bushels of grain went over that route ?

Mr. SPROULE. Speaklng from memory, I
would say 8,000,0 or 9,000, last year.
The hon. gentleman who spoke to-night (Mr.
Beleourt) said that the Ottawa and Georgiaî
Bay route would reduce the cost of transpor-
tation by 50 per cent. If you have a shorter
route than this could you carry grain for
less money ? If you have a route owned
partly by a private corporation, whieh must
collect canal dues ln order to recoup itself
for the expenditure which it has made, how
is It possible to carry cheaper than by way
of Government canais where there are no
canal dues at all ?

Mr. POUPORE. By shortening the dIs-'
tance.

Mr. SPROULE. But I have shown that
the distance is longer, and if the Gov-».
ernment undertook toe construct the canal
by way of Toronto and the Georg-
ian Bay, as a Government work, there-
would be no canal dues, it would be
doubly an argument in favour of the Toronto-
Georgian Bay route as against the Ottawa
and Georgian Bay route. I have here the re-
port of the International Deep Waterways-
Commission, which was appointed by the
Goveruments of Canada and the Unlted
States a few years ago, to look into this
question and report to their respective Gov-
ernments how rapldly to increase the trade
between the enst and west. The commis-
sionl' report, so far as I have been able to-
look over it hurrIedly, has net a single word
to say ln regard to this highway. This com-
mission, whlch was lnstructed to go Into this
subject exhaustIvely, did net consider it
worth whIle to say anything la regard to-
this route. They did not seem to consider It
of suffelent Importance to present a report
calling the attention of their respective G6v-
ernments to it. That does n'ot speak voluiMes-
for the value of that route. If you compare
thbat route wlth the route from Owen 'iu1
you will find that the rqute from Oen
Sound le shorter. The routes by wvay ot
Parry Sound and by way of CoUingwood
much shorter ; the route by way of MZd
la 4T miles shorter. How can you reduce th
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cost of transportation 50 per cent, which was tains so high an opinion of this scheme as
said by the hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. the hon. member for Pontiac (Mr. Poupore)
Belcourt) would be the result of the construe- says he does, because I have here a letter
tion of this canal? We want some better whclih e submitted to the Liverpool, Eng.,
figures and some better evidence than have Board of Trade, and I have read It over
been presented to convince us that that carefully and 1 do not see in it that the
wvould be accomplished. The hon. gentleman Minister (Mr. Tarte) eulogizes this scheme.
bas given us no information as to what it He says:
would cost to carry a bushel of wheat from
Chicago to Montreal by way of this route, Ottawa, May 8, 1899.
comparing it with all other routes. He gave Thomas H. Barker, Esq.,o
us nothng but a bare, bald statement whchL Secretary Chamber o Commerce,
Is not supported by any evidence. Liverpool.

1 Sir,-I beg to acknowledge receipt of the resolu-
Mr. POUPORE. WIll my hon, friend allow tion adopted by the Chamber of Commerce of

-me one word ? 1 kxow lie does not mean lu Liverpool lin reference to the project of the Geor-
.me ne ord? Ikno he oesnotmea toglan Bay Canal.

be unfair, I an sure. He will find the facts That question has been recelving a good deal
and figures in the report of Mr. Thomas C. i1of attention at the hands of -the Canadian public
Clarke. l a supplementary report in 1898, men during the last years. But the enterprise
all these facts are there. It requires, of Is of such magnitude as to make it necessary to
course, looking Into them, to understand look carefully int It.
them. I can understand why the hon. gentle- me Dominion as bulit, at large expense, a
<man niakes these statements ; It Is becatuse compiete system Of canaIs from the great laircu

to the St. Lawrence. That system l now beung
le has not looked into these figures. completed and perfected. The Department of

Mr. SPROULE. 1 admit thiat I have not.t Railways and Canals and the Department of Pub-
Bur.ISPOULtte I admt thator I h antlie Works are actively working In that direction.

But I know that the hon. member for Pontc The River St. Lawrence trom Quebec to Montreal
(Mr. Poupore) professed to lay all these facts Is being improved with every possible speed.
and figures, in reference to this question, Now, the Georgian Bay, on Lake Huron, is
which set forth the evidence in support oft 'wery rapidly becoming an accumulating point for
this proposition before this House, and if lie western trade. The Dominion Government is
dld no think il worth whule to submit these completing what is known here as the Trent
idure no t k iworthmwhletsubmrI t hese'Valley system, which consistas of works of lock-

figures that justides me ln not referring to age destined to bind between themslves several
them. I tookI It for granted that the lion. spendId water stretches. That new waterway
gentleman had submitted all the facts. wIll be 200 miles long, and will give communlea-

tion during seven months of the year between
Mr. BELCOURT. I gave the reference at Miîdland, on the Georgian Bay, and the Bay of

the time that I mentioned the tacts. I nein- Quinté, on Lake Ontarlo. The Arnprior and
tioned the figures and I said that I did not Parry Sound Railway has Its terminal point at
want to weary the House with all the de- Parry Sound, another port on the Georgian Bay.

The distance from Parry Sound to Montreal istails• about 380 miles. Last year that railway had
Mr. SPROULE. If these hon. gentlemen bandied about 15,000,000 bushels o? grain, besides

dld not put these tacts before the Ho'ise a large quantlty of other nerchandise. Colling-
they are not l a position to find fault. The WOod 15 aiso a port on the Georgiau Bay. Be-

hon.membr fo Ponîactweeu Collingwood and Toronto, on Lakte Ontarlot
hon. member for Pontiac (Mr. Poupore) the distance la 70 miles. The Toronto Board of
comes out In a very fulsome eulogy of the Trade and a great many !ar-seelng publie men
hon. Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte), believe that the construction by the Goverument
which to me was a most amuslng thing. It Of a railwaY connecting Colilngwoodl w1th To.
was elther a thrent or au Invitation to be ronto would ahorten the distance between the
bought-I do not know whieh. He said "1 greI t lakes and the St. Lawrence route, and
am not se hide-bound In My politics-this tbereby dvelop a very large raic.

nt a party queston-but what wouldue the liberty o giving yu th dtal,
n~t paty ueston-ut hat wôtd lIPin order tb cal!thie attention ofthie Liverpool

port any Government, Conservative or Re- Chamber o! Commerce te te large undertakifge
form, wbich will take up this work and carry that are now under way in the Dominion, In vlew
It through. Of diverting te British and Canadian channels u

mucli as posible of the wentera trade. 1 mcy ho
Mr. POUPORE. That is right. Permitted to adl that the port or Montreai, whieh

,,Mr.SPROLE. Te ho. 11 the recelVing Point of that trade, and aiso tho
Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman headnO! uonnvlgation, la being lmproved as

sad that he was strongly ln favour of anyap
Government and that he was prepared to While 1 have the prîvilege'of addressing the
support any Government that Io prepared Chamber of Commere of Liverpool,1 must say
to take this work up and carry it through. that we, on thus aide or the ocen# cannot Un-
Was it a threat, it they would not take it

sp, made so as lt force It upon them, or detrimenttthi itereats the Dominion.
was I a invitation that "I a llng Durngthe t the St Lawrence
bougiht 1they will take it up"'? I will er liasbeeF "fér than ftben
eave It to thfe hon. gentleman to settle before. Â creful ttg a w

vithte Covenmeùt I dû not thinkr the abeedoutundèr o 0
Minister of, Pblie Works (Mr. Tarte) enter-rIf My, d ben en ed. Sevian ts of thhanledb 10, b
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river have been deepened. The buoy system has
been attended to with every pomsble attention. I
hope, sir, that the chamber of commerce will par-
don me for entering into theae considerations.
But I have thought that perhape they would be
of some interest, as there is such a large trade
between Liverpool and the Dominion.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Yours very truly,

J. ISRAEL TARTE.
Mr. BERGERON. Who signed that letter?
Mr. SPROULE. J. Israel Tarte, Minister

of Publie Works of the Dominion of Can-
ada, and it is dated Ottawa, Sth of May,
about a nionth before the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Poupore) made his speech lu this House.
I wonder the hon. gentleman (Mr. Poupore)
dld not read that letter to the House when
he was eulogizing the Minister of Publie
Works, and saying that he felt satisded from
what had been sald by the Minister (Mr.
Tarte) and by the First Minister that they
were prepared to carry out this scheme.
Shortly after confederation, this was a sub-
ject submItted to the Canal Commissioners
who were appolnted to report to the Govern-
ment on the best waterways In the country,
and these commissioners put this very route
on the deferred liet as a route that might be
avallable some time In the future hlstory
of Canada, but not a route which was
worthy of consideration then. The hon.
member for Nipissing (Mr. Klock) spoke
very strongly In faveur of this project, and
he did its duty and nothIng but his duty,
and he has qulte as Intelligent a knowledge
in regard to it as the other hon. gentlemen
who bavel spoken, but he sald nothln
whIch might not be sald by ·«ny member of
the House. He read extracts from "Han-
eardI" of years ago, as te what was said
by Mr. Alex. Mackernzie and Sir Charles Tup-
per, at the time an election wais going on
ln an Ottawa River district. They said they
thoug1t It would be a great waterway for
the country, but In conneetion wlth that. It
Is sufficlent to say that there was an election
golng on at the time. It sounded very mueh
like what the Minster of Public Works (Mr.
Tarte) would say, if -he were speakIng te-
day ln a county where there was an election
golng on. Rad in the hope of Inducing the
people to vote for his Government. I re-
pent that the solution of the transportation
problem, If It la to be found lu any deep
waterway scheme, w1l. ultimately be found
in the canal from Geôrgin Bay between

CollIngwood and Toronto. The highest esti-
mate that was ever made of the cost
of this project was $23,00,OOO. That
undertaking, If carrled out at ail,
should be carried out by the Governu.
ment of Canada, and then thero would be no
canal tolls to Ineremse the cost of transpor-
tation. In my judgment it l a òabrterroute,
a better route and a more dieeet oue froi
the west to Montreal. But, sir, wtt i tie
competition we have at the present day on
these various routes, -Owen Sound, Collng

wood, Midland, Parry Sound, and all these
others, and considerIng the other routes
that are loomlng up in the future, when you
make a comparison of all these there is
nothing that eau be said la favour of the-
route now before the House. I am free to
admit that the hon. member (Mr. Poupore)
presented one argument that perhaps might
have something In it. If the depth of water
by this route was what it sbould be, then.
ln the event of laternational troubles, our
navy could be moved through the interior
of the country without any danger of Inter-
ference from opposing forces. We hope at
least that through the wlsdom and Intell-
gence of the two nattons, there is not likely-
to arise any International compU1cations that
would necessitate our requlring any such
military route for a very long time to come.
It Is a very heavy undertaking either for
the Government or for any private company.
If the scheme were undertaken at all wlth
a view of lessenlng the cost of transporta-
tion, it would have to be undertaken by the
Government and the country bear ~the ex-
pense, so that there would not be canal tolls
to ierease the cost of transportation as-
would be the case if It were controlled by
a private corporation. On the other hand, it
does not In my judgment, give the depth of
water we ought to have to make transpor-
tation as free and as valuable as would be-
uecessary lin the iterests of this country.
The undertaking would involve as large an
outlay as the Collingwood and Toronto
route ; in tact, In my judgment, it would-
Involve a larger outlay, and would net be
as valuable a route. In view of these con-
siderations, I think the Government would
be unwise to give te this scheme the sup-
port which its promoters ask. It Is said,
that there would not be a dollar required
until the scheme was undertnken. We hadi
the same argument presented to us In the
case of the Chignecto Shlip Railway ; and,
when people had Invested a large amounter
money ln that undertaking, they came to
this Parliament, and said: " It is unfair-
for us to lose all that money, and we shall
be unable to complete the scheme unless,-
you come to our assistance." Se it would
be In this case. Tbey would find It
much more expeusive than they expect, and,
after they lad spent a large amount ef.
money and found themselves unable to fin-
lsh the work accordlng to the terms of the
agreement they had entered lato, there-
would be refleetions on the Government and
on Canada because they had been alloveid
to undertake a very- difkealt, if not an im-
practicable scheme, and t aInvest in it a
largè amount tof menemy 'with bope thiat
they would ever get anyeretura, aUdthey
would ask the Government to recoup tbm
for their outlky. We do 0t wan0a repetil
tioen f the hlstoryf 4the Chignecto Shi
Canal lu this ecountrye ,Th- t haiteen a veryi
Costly, but a very importnt - érienée toe
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us, and we ought to profit by it. Therefore,
I cannot support this seheme, and I thlnk
the Government would be wise to refuse to
give it the sanction and support whieh its
promoters ask them to give.

Mr. CASEY moved the adjournment of the
debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

ing) moved the adjournment of the House.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-

-ed at 11.15 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
*TUEsDAY, 13th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
.delock.

PRAYERS.

i. C. IL-EXTENSION TO MONTREAI-
PRESENTATION OF PAPERS.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I desire to lay on the
Table a statement of the combined englue
and car mileage covering aUl the sections;
report of Engineer McLeod on the Drum-
moud County Railway; further report of
Mr. McLeod on the same road, accompanied
by a report trom the Deputy Minster ; copy
of an Order ln Couneil connected therewith;
statement of the maintenance and repair

-charges upon the Grand Trunk fines from St.
Lambert to Point St. Charles ; statement of
maintenance and repair (harges upon the
-Ohaudière joint section.

Mr. POSTER. On that point I may say
·that I am extremely gruteful that these re-
turns have come; but they are not of the

-slightest use to me, thrown into my.face two
or three minutes before I bave to rite and
speak on the-question

The PRIME MINISTER. You know them
~by heart.

Mr. FOSTER. I never saw them, nor did
.any one elue.

DEPARTMENT OF THE GEOLOGICAL
BURVEY.

The MNISTER OFO THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton) moved for leave to introduce
fil (No. 146) further to amend the Act re-
-pecting the Dariment of -the Geologleal
1urvey. He sa -: This Bill i- for the pur.

ose- of MakIug the law what It was suip'
-Toed to be by the direetor and offcers of
the department. 'The Auditor General

Mr. SPROULE.

4891

raised an objection to the appointment of ad
officer, who had been appointed about a
year ago, on the ground that the appoint-
ment was not ln accordance with the Act.
Upon reference to the Department of Jus-
tÉce it was ascertained that the proper con-
struction of the Act was that a person eould
ilot be employed for temporary work ln con-
iectlon wilth the Geological SUrvey unless

lie possessed the full qualifeations required
for a permanent officer under section 4 of
the Act. So that to all Intents and pur-
poses the law prevented the director from
procuring the appointment temporarily of
officers possessed of technical qualifications.
This Bill is for the purpose of removing that
ditilculty, and permitting the Minister, on
the requisition of the head of the depart-
ment, as provided by the Act, to employ
persons temporarily who do not possess the
qualideations required. for permanent ofl-
cers of the department.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the Minister state what specifde cases
this Bill is intended to cover ? What are
the names of the officers ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The name of the officer was Mr. McLeish.

Motion agreed te, and Bill read the firet
time.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTER10R.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton) moved for leave to introduce
Bill (No. 147) to amend the Act respecting
the Department of the Interior. He said :
The reason for the Introduction of this Bill
is almost precisely similar to the reason
whleh caused the introduction of the Bill
whleh I have just explained. with regard
to the Geological Survey. The Civil Service
Act passed ln 1895 recognized the appoint-
ment to positions in the service of certain
gentlemen who were then ln the service;
but upon the death of one of them, Mr.
Dufresne, who was a computer under the
chief astronomer of my department, an
attempt was made to f1ll bis place, where-
upon the Auditor General took the ground
that we had no power to appoint a technieal
offieer except by complying with the regular
requIrements ot the Olvil Service Aet. We
had either to appoint a temporary ofieer at
$400, or appoint him a second-eas clerk.
We could not secure the services of a gentle-
man qualifed to l the position at $400 a
year, we had no second-elass clership v.
eant. Und we had no deaire to ereate aaecond-CIas clerks for thAt purpose.
ean perhaps expain the matter better byreading a memomdm from the chief as.
tronomer ot · department, elainngthe
PoSiton of rt with reard to. the"e osa-
er. He saM

There are at· prsn emplyed ina this kind ofwork (that is, toChnical WOI in the ocse of the
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Surveyor General) 25 or 30 men at salaries rang-
ing from $600 to $1,500, who were appointed pre-
vious to 1895. l 1895 the Civil Service Act,
section 47, was amended so as to abolish the
class of temporary technIcal oMeers. By this
.amendment and a recent ruling all employees at
Ottawa come under the provision of the Civil
Service Act as elther permanent olleials or as
temporary or extra clerks. The latter may be
continued ln employment at the same, but not
at an Increased, salary, but no others can be
appointed to fil vacancles or to provide for
necessary expansion, except at the salary of
$400. There is no provision for any appoIntment
between $400 and $1,100, the salary of a second-
elass clerk. The practical difficulties of this are
as follows :-In case of vacancy, the salary of
$400 is quite insufficlent to secure men of the
-education and training required ; otherwise, the
only alternative appointment In the classied
service, at $1,100 or upwards, would be usually
Inexpedient in the case of a new man untrained
lu the office routine, apart altogether from the
restrictions upon a permanent appo4ntment whlch
would ln the general case make that impossile.
In case additional assistance la required for the
time being in any branch, no salary can be pald
higher than $400, whieh, as above stated, la
insuMcient. The business plan of training young
men to their work would exactly meet the re-
quirements of the department as to this clas of
service, but it cannot be followed under the pre-
sent law ; for no young man of education such
as would fit hlm for taking hold of this kind of
work would be likely to accept $400 a year, with
the chance of rising to $600 after seven years,
and no prospect of receivinig more» hoçwever long
he remained lu the service, unless fortunate
enough to secure entrance Into the necessarily
limIted permanent service. The present law-
works badly as regards those now ln the service
as temporaries, for, without chance of lncrease of
salary, a strong Incentive to energetie work lis
wanting.

The cases that arose were firet that of Mr.
Dufresne, who was employed lu the office
as computer. He died In February, 1898.
Mr. Louis Gauthier, one of the temporary
technIcal clerks, was shortly afterwards
iransferred from the Surveyor GeneraPs
offce to flI his place, and Mr. Langlois. a
surveyor. was at the same time appolnted
lu the Surveyor General's office la Mr. Gau-
thler's place at a salary of $900 per annum;
but tinder the congtrction-of -the law, .the
Auditor GVeneral, backed up by the Depart-
ment of Justice, held that we could only
pay $400 ln these cases. We bave also a
number of these techulcal officers who have
been In the department for several years,
and it ls impossible to give them an lncrease
of pay under the present rule. At the pre-
-sent time an additIonal computer Is requi'ed
In the astronomees ofee, and we cannot
get a nian to take taiât position at $400. The.
Bill Isntend d te enable the MInater to
employ temporgrily In profelioualér ,tech-
nical work, a person who 1s reportedrby the
Deputy Mlnlster and the head <o! thé,braUnh.
in whose branel he le to wek, to bée ali-
fled forthe Work.

Sir CHARL fEBBERT TVPERQ A
T understand the bon, gentleman's emp wna-
ion, utnder tue genefal Ac~t, technical offiers

eau only be appolnted at the minimum
salary of $400, and he wishes to have the
power to appoint them at a larger salary.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, between $400 and $1,100, and witbout
makIng a permanent clerkship.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the irst
ime.

THE DOMINION LANDS ACT,

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
S¶fton) moved for leave to Introduce Bil (No.
148> furt'her to amend the Dominion Lands
Act. He said: This Bill is for the purpose,
in the drst place, of alterIng the terme upon
wich the Government can sell school lands
ln ManItoba and the North-west Territories.
At present we eau only sell on the terms of
one-ifth cash and four equal annual Instal-
ments thereafter. It Is the general opin-
Ion, la which I quite agree, that a better
price eau be secured in case a sale takes
place, If the terms of the sale could be made
more favourable, and the proposition Is to
amend the law, so that in case a sale takes
iplace, It may be on the terms of
ten equal annual Instalments Instead
of five. The next amendment re-
lates to the law authorizing the Gov-
ernment to deal wi.th -the half-breeds of the
North-west with regard to the Issue of serip.
We are sending to the Athabasca distriet a
commission for the purpose of makiug a
treaty with the Indians ithere, so that they
may cede to the Crown terrItory not hitherto
conceded, and which Is now being more or
less traversed by white settlers. There is
a large number of half-breeds ln that terri-
tory, and it ls beyond question that they
will require to be settled with at or about
he same time that -the Indians are dealt 'with
and that no treaty eau be successfully negoK
tiated with the Indians unless that Is doue.
The law at present only enables the Govern-
ment to give serlp on ;the basis of the half-
breeds who were entitled to it on the 15th of
July, 1870, and was passed for the purpose
of applying to the half-breeds in the inrne-
diate nelghbourhood of Red River. Of
course, that date bas no applicatfon whatever
to t-he Athabasca district, and we purpose
taklrg power to deal wlth this question on
the basis of giving aUl the half-breeds who
are entLtled to It serip up to the iâme they are
dealt wtI. 'The same amendment would
enable us to deal with the disputed eases a1
the North-west Territories, and to give scerlp
to haif-breeds there wbo have been, sInce
the settlement oft 1 . urging that they
shlould be dealt wlth upon the same prin-
ciple as that on whieh we now propose to
deal with tbe half-breeds of Athabasa dis-
tret

Mr. DA~VIN. I understand the hou. gentle-
man to say that thls Bill w>eld enable him
to deal with he claims of the half-breeds,

4M93 4894



[COMMONS]

not only ln Athabasca but all over the ter-
ritory. Does he intend to deal with the
claims of the half-breeds at Willow Bunch,
south of Moose Jaw ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
What I mean is this. The hon. gentleman Is
aware of the fact ,that since scrip was issued
to the half-breeds, immediately after the re-
bellion ln 1885, there bas been a large number
of half-breeds there who claim that, as the
children born between 1870 and 1885, of the
balf-breeds who were dealt with In 1885,
they should receive scrip as well as their
parents, and that is what the Government
propose to recognize by taking the authority
referred ·to In the Bill.

Mr. DAVIN. Does the clause dealing witl
the sale of school lands simply mean that for
the future there shall be ten instalments ln-
stead o! five, or is It retroactive ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
Ls not retroactive.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
tinie.

LAND TITLES ACT OF 1894.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton) moved for leave to Introduce Bil
(No. 149) further to amend the Land Titles
Act of 1894. He said : This Is a matter of
detail which has arisen under the Real Pro-
perty Act of the North-west Territories.
Under section 121 of that Act, as amended
by section 17, chapter 32 of the Statutes of
1898, there is a provision for the cancellation,
alteration or abandonment of plans. Along
the main line of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way, a number of town plots were surveyed
on a mueh more extensive scale than subse-
quent settlement and growth have shown
to be necessary, and the result is that In
the Immediate neighbourhood of some of
these places, there are large blocks surveyed
into town plots, which are of no use as town
lots, and It becomes a matter .of publile
policy to-provide for the cancellation of the
plans so tha.rt the lands may be used for
farming purposes. A difficulty has arisen by
reason of the fact that the court bas held
that these plans cannot be cancelled under
our legislation unless. each sepirate lot is
broughlt under the provisIons of t·he Act and
a certificate of title Issued for it. The cost
of bringlng these lands under the Act, in
many .cases, would exceed' the actual value
of the land*: and this amendment is for the
purpose of enabling the plans to be cancelled
without going through the formality of tak-
Ing out a separate certifeate for each-lot.

Motion agreed to, and Bil1 read the first
time.
SCALET FEVER AMONG THE GALI-

CIANS.

Mr.AVIN. Before the Orders of the Day
are called, I would'like to call the attentlon

Mr. DAVIN

of the Minister of tihe Interior to a statement
that appears in the newspapers of June 8th.
to the effeet that scarlet fever bas broken
out among the Galicans at Saltcoats and
near Yorktown. Has the hon. gentleman
any more definite Information than has ap-
peared in the newspapers on ·this subject ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). There have been two or three
cases of disease dealt with amongst the im-
migrants, but just at this moment I cannt
say whether the particular tne mentioned
by my hon. friend (Mr. Davin) bas been,
dealt with ; but I can ascertain in half an
hour, and let him know.

INQUIRY FOR RETURNS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
(Pictou). Before the Orders of the Day are
called, I wish ta call the attention of the
Government to a return that has been
brought down. It wIll be within the recol-
lection of the House that the Mlnister of the
Interior (Mr. Sifton) stated to me, on June
9th, that a supplementary return or explana-
tion of a matter of some importance had
been laid on the Table of the House by him,
and, to use his own language, "It was band-
ed to the Clerk, and I saw the Clerk hand'
It over to the hon. gentleman," meaning my-
self. I want to say, that that observation
had reference to an incomplete return of the
correspondence between members of the
Government and Mr. Frederick Peters. I
bad pointed out that a very important date·
had been admitted In connection with the re-
turn. A cipher telegram from Mr. Peters to
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir
Louis Davies) was mentioned as having been
received, and what purported to be the re-
ply to that telegram was given, but without
date. The date, under the circumstances,
was the most Important part of the return.
I called attention to that on several occa-
sions,. and on June 9th the Minister of the
Interior made the statement to which I have
referred. That statement Is incorrect. I
was not handed such document by the
Clerk, but since then, I was handed a docu-
ment, which I have here, by one of the offi-
cers of the House, as being possibly the
document the Minister of the Interior re-
ferred to, and it is as follows :-

Ottawa, 3rd May, 1899.
Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper having called atten-.tion to the fact some days ago. ia the House .ofCommons, that a returu which was made to anOrder of 24th April, 1899, respecting correspond.

ence between fMr. Frederick Peters and thenembers of the -Government was, incomplete-in
that it did not give, the date of the cipher tele.gram recelved or the. date of the reply the, date
cf the cipher telegrami athe6 5th o! May, 1898;the dateot thereply-cannot-be ascertalned, butIt la stated by fSr Louis Davies,to be the Sth or6th of'May, 1898. This letter *iay be sh*own t.
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any member of the House desirous of procuring
the information it contains.

Yours truly,
(Sgd.) CLIFFORD SIFTON.

This document was not handed to me by the
Olerk. Moreover, it is ln no sense a com-
pliance with the very reasonable request I
make under the Order of the House. This
document, of course, cannot go on the Or-
ders of the Day, and the document I ask for
ought to go on the Orders of the Day. I
am not myself concerned in it, and I am, for
that reason, all the more anxious ln the mat-
ter. The Order of the House was, that the
correspondence should be laid on the Table
of the House, and, when the return was
made to this Order, tbese dates were omit-
ted. It was an incomplete return on the1
face of it, and I called the Minister's atten-
tion to the fact and to the necessity, not for
the writing of such a letter as this, ad-
dressed, as this ai, to Sir John Bourinot, the
Clerk of the House, but that, ln the ordinary
course, the Government should cause a sup-
plementary return to be brought down. This
ls al the more Important, because, In some
extraordinary way, the Committee on Print-
ing hurried through the report for the print-
ing of the Incomplete return. That, of
course, has not been approved by the House,
nor would It be. It would be obviously un-
fair to all concerned, because the return ls ln-
complete. If the wish of the Printing Com-
mittee were complied with, when the return
is prlnted, the facts given in this letter eau-
not appear, because this letter Is not a re-
turn, in any sense. I call the attention of
the Treasury benches to this omission and
this irregularity, so that the information
given in this informal letter may be included
ln a supplementary return. There cannot
possibly be any objection to that. I wish to
say distinctly, that I never saw this letter,
and, If I had seen it, I would at once have
said it was not the document I was asking
for. I am not asking for the Information for
myself, for I know the facts, but for the
record, and so that the record may be com-
plete.

While I am on my feet, I want to ecall the
attention of the Minister of Marine and
Fisherles (Sir Louis Davies) to a conversa-
tion we had in Supply before his estimates
were carried, respecting a return ln connec-
tio with Inspector Russell. The hon. gen-
tleman made me a promise-and I want to
remind him of it-to have the return com-
pleted at an early day. I am particularly
anxious to have It as soon as possible, and
would' be much obliged, If the hon. gentle-
man would give it more than the ordlnary
attention.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I wrote to
my deputy the day the bon. gentleman called
the matter to my attention.

154

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. If
the hon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies) would
kindly jog the memory of bis officers, I
should be obliged. I desire also to refer to
the case of the Bauer application. The
Minister of- the Interlor (Mr. Sifton) stated
on the 8th of June, the day I handed hlm
the letter of Mr. Bauer across the floor of
the House, that he had Immediately given
instructions to his deputy to see the chair-
man of the Board of Examiners, and endeav-
our to meet my wishes, if possible, and he
had bad no reply. I would be glad, if the
hon. gentleman would say, when he expects
to deal with that

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). The matter bas escaped my
memory, and I cannot give the hon. gentle-
man a reply at once. As I said, I gave In-
structions that It should be done, and I will
ascertain, and let the bon. gentleman know.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I suppose that the reason
why the telegram to Mr. Peters came down
undated was as follows :-Tbe telegram re-
ceived by me from him was in cipher, and
I translated it, and gave it to the Minister
of the Interior. He gave me bis answer, and
I telegraphed to Mr. Peters the answer he
gave me. I wrote the answer at the foot
of his telegram, and did not date It. When
I was applied to as to the date, I told Mr.
Sifton it must have been elther the same
day or the day followIng the recelpt of Mr.
Peters' telegram. The copy I had did not
give the date, but I knew It must have been
the same day or the day following, because
of some correspondence I subsequently had
with Mr. Peters.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies) will see
that the point le important. I knew
no more what was in the cipher telegram
than any other member of this House did.
Mr. Peters, who was then intending to form
a partnership with me and who at that time
had no more partnership with me than the
Minister of Marine and Flsheries, happened
to have a cIpher code with me. In that
cipher, as he has explained, he asked the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries to use my
cipher with hlm ; but on no occasion did he
tell me what was in the cipher, nor was lt
a matter of my business. I told the Minister
of Marine and FIsheries what the cipher
code was, and that was used. But the date
is important, both as regards Mr. Peters'
statements and my own statements lu his
House, and to show that we were not part-
ners in any sense. We were merely friends
at that time, intending to form a partnership,
but which was not formed for some montvhs
afterwards, and I have not been able to un-
derstand why, when that matter was fully
before t-he Government. these dates were
omitted and were not supplied.

REVISED EDITION.
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The M7INISTER OF MARINE AND eeedings, entered my prctest against a
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The reason rnethod whlch lias become :W too common
they are omitted is because My copy does rn this House, of a Minister absolu.tely re-
not contain them. fusing to suppiement bis promise to briug

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The 410wflreturns of Information, and then, at
reirn does not show it. the last moent just before a gentlemanretun des lot hOWIt.hSs to rise ïud discuss the question, to fling
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND 1 somepapers upon the Table of this House.

FISHERIES. The way it eau be supple- It is away whleh is fot courteous. whlch bas
mented is by letter from myself as Minister fot before been practised lu this House, and
of Marine and Fisheries. I regret that my which, although I amnot going further to
copy does not contain the dates. protest against It at this moment by delay-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1 ing Ue Bil. I sili treasure in my memory,
do not quarrel with the contents of this amiI propose t iake o faccountI
letter. If they come down as a supplement-th aebigsdo erte.NoGv
ary. the down1askl ernment that eer I hateubeen acquantedwithoas, at any stage inparlamentary is

POSTMASTER A' NORTH SYDNEY. tory, sah solutely and persitenty refused
tfbrlng down the most necessaryinforma-

Mr. McDOUGALL. Before the Orders df tione as bas been done In this Goverament
the Day are called, I want to ask the Post_ by the present Minister of Railways and
master General (Mr. Mulock) wbether a re- Canais ; and a!though a somewhat salutary
port Is true whlch came tû me a day or;twuhlesson is been taught hm, it would appear
ago te the effet that -the postmaster of the as If that personwas not qulte suflhient, a e
town of North Sydney, courty oI Cape would ave to be supplemented at a ater
Breton, had been disxnssed, or was about date. Having made my iprotest against this
betug dismissed. I arnInformed that ie had uncuteous ai unbusinesslike, ad unpar-
been dismnissed, and that a successûr bi.u i lpmentary metitod et procedure, wll co e
been ealled upon to turnnsh bonds. If tge reý te the questionl I land.
port Is true, I would Ilke te ask the bon. Af er the discussions of 1897e 1898 and
gentleman what is the cause of bis dis- 1899,1 amrn nt going to weary the oGuse by
nissale? a histor eal reveewr I the bole question of

ithe Drummond Cunty Railway and thehPOSTMASTER T NRH (YDN. tt- Grand Tenk Railway arrangements. That
orkb. If the lion, gentleman will be good bas been debated byhon. gentlemen en thisOUgh te renew that quntoan t e-orrOwt tse rtesBouse wit] great abilwty, at great
il malte nquiry In tMr e meantime. I am length, and with great force, and t Islot

pot able from emory toe say any ring lonessnary for me to traverse the arguments
ate subjeet. those gentlemen have made any more tan

town ofNorTHSdEycuNtyOFCapeaouielp, he polnting the remnarkt wish te
REPORT J0F TMINI ER. raie. Those aTguments, I1 may say en pas-B e sIE o sante have nt been met, e sther by the gen-

Mr. CLANCY. Bere the Orders o t head emen upon the MInisterslenhes, or by
by are called, p would iket onasIk the Sithoae we sppont the Governanentdn any

.tor General (Mr. Filtzpatrick) when the re- adeauate and fair way. Now, as wen:re com-
port es the Minister of liketoe wIll be down. ig to the crucial point of the third reading
gdesrete ala bis attention to the fact that o these Bs, lot me ask the ouse brie1by
It is solme two monthe late in eeming down. tû go wltb me over certain points ; and, first,wth reference to the circumstances underTe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. uitz- which thse twe matters caixe re the

troek). I t Ihl hinquireamd*asweir tbe Bouse. n theflrst place it wIH be proper
ilestion to-mrrow. te remember tthathuiaregato te these two mat-

1 temsaqtkye purchaeseiq ntte Drummond CoutyC. R.EXTEN!SI0N J.V MONTREAL- road and the kase arrangement with the
PUROHASE 0F THE DRUMMOND Grand Trunk Railway, iuvolving, as It bas

VOUNTY RÂILWAY. been stated here, and as the Bouse knows
The MINISTEROP RAILWAY AND well, a capital um &mouBtîng to ln the

'JANALS (Mr. Blair) moved ithat Bill (No. neighbourbood of $7OOOOOO, 1 Bay that at
Mr teauthorze the acquCshondby the s mf t nh pereod the lstoryof this parliamet

iOy ae leDrumm od oenty aiway, te wosly diculon or by rete llution, the least
end i!he third Me. hartigiver)wbyhthisenuetewhicb rea- contre!

eh the expeedItureMntoese country, that sudh: GEO . OSEhs(aOrkttN.B.)teoanttarrheaement would be desrable, orthat
rt ise tO moke me ienarks on doth the steps shownld be taken te carry it ont.

~rmad 7uni Rallway =d Drtxmmoud The Lbera ovendC ent ai the Lbem
o=,xy armngeMieaits, ax l ttMay a weGl be party wTrk Rlitwa la Oppositso. Tat
kSe on thl Bill as ou the second.. 1 b de oft, always qofewit a veray , gat retrd

eady, at an eahier itage la tbe ds.y's . tù fecr the fIbertes'o! theo tvele the rvgmhts

make.Thoe arumens, Imay ay e pas
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of Parliament and the initiative of ParlIa-
ment, in reference to these great expendi-
tures, went to work on the eve of a ses-
sion of Parliament and behind the back of
Parliament, made this eontract, bound the
Goverument and the party which supports
the Government, as that party must al-
ways be bound by the Government to sup-
port a contract entered into without their
knowledge or consent, and the reversal of
which policy would mean, of course, a
change of Government, or at least, a new
electoral contest before the people. I say
that the first fact that we ought to keep!
ln our minds In approaching this subjeet
is that they entered into this contract with-
out authorization or previous discussion of
any kind ln this House, that ·they have prac-
tically tied tie hands of this House by 1
entering into a contract without havingI
been authorized n the least to do so. This1
although unparliamentary and unconstitu-
tional ln itself, except ln matters of ur-
gency, ought to be especially soe considered
by Liberals who have professed Liberal
doctrines, and who have heretofore, at least,
been very strong ln their criticisms of any
lapses from any proper recognition of the
rights of Parliament. Again, Sir, I make
bold to say to this House that If It will
refer to its own experience, to the records ln
" Hansard," or to the contemporary history
of debate ln this House and ln this coun-
try, it will find this second fact staring it
In the face, namely, that in the face of
these two large operations, involvIng such
a large amount of money as I have stated,
there has been an almost utter lack *of
anything like a technical and• proper ex-
amination, investigation or reports upon
wbich generally all measures of this kind,
ministerial and governmental, are based.
I think hon. gentlemen would searoh the re-
cords of this House In vain for the report
of any of the technical traffie officers of the
Intercolonial Railway golng Into Che question
minutely to show this Parliament wbat
would be the probable effeet of the traffie
arrangements, of 'the bargain and the *con-
tract as far as Government Is concerned, and
yet, Sr, the arrangement, so far as the
Grand Trunk Raflway is concerned, ties us
hand and foot for ninety-nine years, and
practically for all time. One would have
thought that an Inexperienced MinIster
would have been anxions to have fortilied
his position by getting the most exhaustivp
reports from the technical officers conneeted
with the rallway management, getting all the
data and faets 'whlch they could gather ln
order to base the cencision for such au ar-
rangement as he has made upon tbat data.
Nowhere can we find It. We find, In the
first place, that the contract was entered iu
and that iup to the day that the contract was
entered into there was not even a proper en-
g1ueering report made to the Mir4ster ln re-
ferencet the DrUmpMond Coun>ty Railway,
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which he proposed to buy out and out from
the company. Not even a single engineer's
report, ;vhile standing in the face of the
Governnient and of the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals was the cautious sen-
tence In the officIal report of Mr. Scbreiber,
his Deputy Minister, who .sa!d In so many
English words : i thInk such and such lu
reference to the Drammond County Rail-
way, but I bave never beea over it, and I
cannot speak from experience. If the Gov-
ernment propose to enter into an arrange-
ment to lease or buy the road I would sug-
gest that the right thing to do would be
to have an exhaustive examination made of
It first. With that standing In the face
of the hon. Minister of Railways and Can-
als and with that before the Government,
neither he nor the Government had the
proper officer to make a proper investigation

1 and refport upon the road until the day that
he had practlcally sIgned the contract and
made it bInding on the ·Government and on
the party In this House. These are two very
important points. First, in the face of
the status and condition of that road it is pro-
posed to buy It and pay for it and to make a
99 year arrangement with the Grand Trunk
without lhaving obtained the opinions of men
who are versed In railway matters, of men
whose lives have been spent In that wGrk,
of technical officers who understand trafie
arrangements, the movements oft reight,
and are able to give distinct and well-rea-
soned opinions upon the effect that would
result from that arrangement, such as was
being entered into by the Intercolonial Rail-
way upon the terms upon which it was
based. If these reports have bean asked
for, or if they bave been got by the hou.
MInister of Railways, he has kept them
In his pocket with that due diligence and
care which he seems to keep everything In
reference to matters coming before this
House, either concealed about his person or
in the pigeon-holes of his department. lu
tbe next place, we may mention another cir-
cumstance In reference to this transaction.
This matter seems to have been sprung
very early after the elections of 1896, In
which the party opposite made an hercu-
lean effort te dispessess the then Govern-
ment and get the reins of power. in addi-
tion te the publie professions their support-
trs made In Parliament and lu the country,
it was necessary to gain the support of In-
fluent'al men and classes te enable them te
gain power. Very ohbrtly after the elections
of 1896 the hon. MinIster of Railways andJ Canais embarks upon a negotiation in refer-

1ence to the purchase of the >rummond Cou-
ty RaHiWay, and this is negotiated with a
gentlemain named Greenshielde, from t e elty
of Montreal. Wbat are the cricumstances et
the case ? Before 1894 Mr. Greenshields, a
Iawyer and business man In the 1city of
Montreal, against whom professionally I
have nothing te say and do not wish to be
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understood as having the least thing to say value to a very considerable extent. The
-had, in reference to this particular road, road was not only an isolated road, ibut it
the Drummond County, been presented with was an unproductive road ; it could not help
a gift of $50,000 worth of stock, or 500 of but be unproductive. Its passenger list
Its 4,000 shares, without any financial Con- amounted to almost nothing. Its freight
sideration being given at all. A little later was confined to two or three of the cheapest
on he becomes the possessor of 800 shares kind of freight that could be handled by a
of the 4,000 shares of the stock sold to him road. Not having connections elther east or
by the promoters and directors of the road west, it was impossible for its traffie to be
for $24,000, making him the owner, at that anything else but a mere local trafile, and
time, of 1,300 shares out of 4,000 shares, limited at that. Its position was such that
or about one-third of the whole stock of the company, not being able to build a con-
the company. Then, Sir, about that time, necting line through to the Chaudière sec-
Mr. Greenshields gets an option for a large tion, it was even in a worse plight. so far as
block of stock, which option is carried on,, the productiveness of its trade was concern-
and the major part of it is avalled of- ed. It is true, that returns are given for the
when ? When the contract had been made three last years, ending 1897, which shows
and signed by the hon. Minister of Railways a net average earning of about $30,000 ; but
for the purchase of the Drummond County no one who has read the evidence and has
Railway, when In the end, Mr. Greenshields gone over the history of the road, will, I
became the possessor of.1,376 more shares think, deny the fact that, if the proper equip-
out of the 4,000 at par, according to the ment had been kept up, and the road had
evidence, and so becime the possessor alto- been properly maintained from its revenues,
gether of 2,676 shares out of the 4,000 in so far as a road is maintained from its
shares of stock. Thus that gentleman, In- revenues, there not only would not have been
terested in this way, interested in so
strong a sense financially, seemed to have!
a complete knowledge of the result and pro-
gress of this negotiation, for he was thei
man with whom the negotiation was ear-1
ried on. He knew just how long to make
his option carry and just when to take the
option up, and it was with this gentleman,
with this adherent of the party, that the
hon. Minister of Railways sat down to make
a bargain for the purchase of the Drum-
mond County Railway. Now, Sir, wbat
other circumstances are there In connection
with that ?

We will go next to the property itself, as
to which the remarks I shall make on that
point will be better brought out. With re-
ference to the Drummond County Rallway
property ; what was It at the time the Min-
Ister of Ranlways approached Mr. Green-
shields ln order to effect the purchase. It
was a small railroad, which was at that
time, and by the very force of cir-
cumstances, perfectly Isolated. It com-
menced at Ste. Rosalle, having no connec-
tions towards the west; it ended at Moose
Park, having no Une bulit from that towards
the east. It had some kInd of a traffe ar-
rangement with the Grand Trunk Railway,
not fort practical purposes, but for prospec-
tive purposes, by which it had for a certain
rental the right of user on the Chaudière
section, so known now, for a period of ninety-
nine years. Of Itself It was a road whieh
in its Isolation was oft mall value by the
very fact of its being Iselated. A smna1 road,
90 mlesln length with its branch putin
'there, between the Grand Trunk Railway
Une and a blank where no road wasbuit,
and with reference to which the Drummond
County Company did not seem to be able to
get the capItal to butld the extension. The
portion ofU ne that lay there Isolated as it
was, was by that very fact limited in ifs

Mr.POTR

$33,000 of a net revenue for the last three
years, but there would have been practIcally
no net revenue at all-and I belleve that If
the matter were thoroughly gone Into, it
would be found tLat there would have been
a defleit, instead of a net earning, durlng
those three years.

What else with reference to this roadl
This road at that time was bankrupt, and il
Is not saying too much to say that. The
road at that time owed a large floating debt,
and on the 30th June, 1897, I find, by page
98 of the evidence, that the floating debt
owed by that road was $298,396. Bonds had
been issued to the extent of $1,000,000, and
all of these bonds were, I belleve, In the
hands of the Eastern Townships Bank,
which held them as collateral for large ad-
vances that were made ; practically no more
money could be raised on these as a col-
lateral security. So that, with the floatIng
debt It owed, with its stock taken up, as It
was, and with Its bonds hypothecated' for
large.advances which had been made by the
Eastern Townships Bank, mainly, I do not
think it Is too much to say, that the road ln
that condition was a bankrupt road. What
more do we fnd ? As corroborative of this
we ,fnd that In 1894 the owners of the road
were willing to sell the portion that was
built then, for $500000, and actually gave
an option upon it for that. We dind that at
another period they were willing to Bell the
completed road at that time, with ail its ap-
purtenances and its; rolling stock, whatever
that mlght amount to, for $M0,000, and had
given an option for that amount. These are
undisputed points; they are well known;
they were brought out ln the evidence, and
tbey were sworn to by those who were in-
terested int the Drumond County road it.
self- The road had practically been buit
from subildles got from the Dominion Gov-
ernment, from the Quebee Goverument, and
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some sllght subsidies from the municipali-
ties. It is a moot point, whether even the
$40,000 that was claimed was paid In on the
stock. was ever actually paid In at all, or
wlether It was not one of these transac-
tions, which are so easily made in the
changes and interchanges of construction
and the like. to make appear as being pald,
but which were really not paid in cash.
But. granted that one point, I think it may
be stated tbat $40,000 is the outside of the
money which these gentlemen themselves
put into the road. and that It was built, as
to the rest, by the subsidies, which in all
amount to something over $650,O0. and
by the advances which they had got, and for
which the bank held the collateral security
on their hypothecated funds. I do not think,
then, it is too much to say, that the road at
that period was bankrupt, and that the then
valuation by the gentlemen who owned the
road, was a very moderate and very low
valuation.

At that point and at that pecullar junction.
the Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair) stepped
into the ring, and, without a proper en-i
gineer's report, without having discussed the
natter in Parliament, or got any authoriza-
tion from Parliament, without having had
any indication of what the trend of the view
of this Parliament was with reference to
that, the Minister of Railways stepped in
and proposed to buy that road on a valuation
of $1,600,000, and to pay It in annual in-
stalments of $64,000 per year. Now, let
there be no doubt about this one point ; it
was brought out in the evidence : you can
brIng any actuary you like, and that actu-
ary will confirm this statement. It was pro-
vided by the Minister (Mr. Blair) that $64.-
000 should be paid each year for ninety-nine
years, and, under the conditions that the
Minister proposed to pay it, that amounted
to a then present worth value for the road of
$2,049.192. What is that statement, summed
up ? It is. that fer that road, built almost
eutirely by Government subsidies, the whole
cost of which could not be proved to have
been more than $1.115,000, which the owners
themselves, as to its completed portion, were
willing to sell for $400,000, and the comple-
tion of which cost a little over $680,000, all
told-for that road the Minister of Rallways
(Mr. Blair) offered to his friend Mr. Green-
shields $l.600,000 as the ïbasis of valuation,
and proposed a scheme of paying for it
which lands into the pockets of Mr. Green-
shields and bis co-direetors $2,049,192.

That is the bargain that the Minister of
Railways made under these conditions with
his friend Mr. Greenshields for the Drum-
mond County road ; that is the bargain that
this hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) brought
down to Parliament ; that is the bargain
that, althought it went against their grain In
many cases, bis followers undoubtedly voted
for ; that Is the bargain that the Liberal
party praised, and that la the bargain that

the followers behind the Government vaunt-
ed as the very best that could be made, and

1 which this country should ratify without a
word of protest. That, Sir, was the bargain,
and these are the actual terms of that bar-
gain.

Well, Sir, qomething happened, and what
was it ? After the matter had been pushed
through this House the Senate reviewed it,
and came to the conclusion that the bargain
was such an extravagant one that they

1 would not implement it. The Senate threw
out the Bill. Hon. gentlemen then simulated
a great deal of virtuous indignation, but they
did not go to the point of puttlng their vir-
tuous indignation to the test, which could
easily have been done by their dissolving
the House and appealing to the country on
the measure, to see whether or not the busi-
rness men of Canada were against the Senate
or for the Senate In their view of this trans-
action. That passed, but wbat happened ?
In the breathing time that was left, the Min-

1ister of Railways, prodded on. I have no
doubt, by his more discreet colleagues-and,
possibly. by the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Sir Richard Cartwright), to whom
the bargain must from the first have been
very distasteful-the Minister reviewed that
first bargain ; and he now comes down to
this House with an altogether different
proposition. What is that proposition ? It
is, that, instead of paying $64,000 a year for
ninety-uine years, which was equal to the
sum of $2,049,192, the Minister (Mr. Blair)
now comes down with a proposition to pay
$1,600.000 in cash, and so there has
been saved over $449,000 ln cash alone on
the transaction of the purchase of the
Drumnond County road. He saves more
than that. Whereas the subsidy standards
would make it necessary that for the pay-
ment of the subsidy of the new por-
tion, the Drumond County Company
should build it up to a certain standard.
and whereas that standard is below the In-
tercolonial standard, whilch is necessary for
the proper working of that line of railway
in connection with the Intercolonial, in this
second arrangement the Minister of Rail-
ways stipulates that the company shall
spend, or the Government shall spend for
then, $100,000 on the improvements, which
is $65,795 more than they would have had
to expend to straighten the curves and make
the improvements which they promised
under the fûrst arrangement up to Moose
Park. So that on that transaction alone, the
Minister. when driven to it, took out of the
pocket of Mr. Greenshields and the com-
pany over $500.000 in cool cash In compari-
son to what the Minister proposed to give
tunder the first transaction; and the
same Government, the same party, the
same party press which laude the
first arrangement as the height of wis-
dom and embodiment of genius in the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals, applauds la
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an equal manner this baekdown to the tune
of $500,O00. The Senate is vindicated. Bus-
ness opinion all over this country Is vind.
cated, to that extent at least, that the trst
bargain made by the Minister of Railways
and Canals, a bargain made on insufficlent
data and insuffielent information, and forced
through this House at the point of the
bayonet, was a bargain with regard to which
ail he had to do was to sit down with the
gentleman with whom he made the first
bargain, and say to him: "Come now, the
country has been roused on this, and I can-
not give you as much as that ; you will
have to knock off $500,00O-will you do it "?
And lie came to terms and knocked it off
in a moment. Mr. Greenshields held more
than one-elghth the stock, which he got for
nothing; an additional one-fifth which he
got for 30 cents on the dollar; and know-
ing that after the debts of the company were
paid, lie would get bis proportion of the
purchase money, he procured an option on
a very large block of stock for a period
ivhich carried him to the point of certainty.
after the Minister of Rallways should put
down ln black and white his signature to tUe
contract, which made it firn and made the
stock valuable which It was not before. To
give the figures : The savIng that has beer
made by this second bargain, with reference
to the Drammond County Rallway over and
above the tirst, ls, on principal, $494,192:
and on the betterments of the road, $65,799;
being a total of $559,987.

There is another thing that needs to be
noted ln reference to this road. The Senate
declared that that bargain was not a provi-
dent bargain. and refused to pass it. The
Government and the Minister of Railways
considered, and they determined to hòld on
to the arrangement ; but, as the Bill was
not allowed to become law, they had to lu-
troduced another feature. They came down
to this House and asked for a vote of money
in the Estimates ; and now I challenge hon.
gentlemen opposite as to the truth of this
statement which I am making. When they
came down uin 1897 and asked this House
to vote $160,OO0 or thereabouts to enable
'-hem to pay the rental for a limited term.
the whole arrangement was absolutèly based
on the statement whicih was made that it
was meant to be an experiment, to prove to
the House whether or not it would be wlise
to implement the whole arrangement, antd
for the lengthened term. I am not going to
trouble the House to read, the extraets. They
are In "Hansard " of 1897 ; you will and
them in the discussion of June of that year.
YOU wIll find that the Minister of Trade
and Commerce (Sir Richard Cartwrlght) luanswer to my ov question, made the state-
ment that it was proposed to test the mat-
ter and tO experinent for a few months,
to saBtsfy the Rouse whether or not it was
fnaneially and economieaBy and la a buia-
ness point of view a good thing to go into

this arrangement permanently. The Minis-
ter of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) also spoke
en the question tu that same debate; and
his speech aIl through is based upon the
statement which he makes over and over
again that this will test the matter, and
that we shall know by the trade and the
outeome whether or not it will be wise.for
Parliament to enter into this arrangement
permanently. The Minister of Railways end
Canals-no doubt we all remember his pro-
phecy-prophesied untold gain from the ex-
tension of the Intercolonial to Montreal ; and
all through he was careful to base his de-
mand for $160,000 on the statement that it
was to be for an experirment, and that the
renting of the line for a few months would
give the House an idea as to trade and In-
come, whether it should be gne into per-
manently. Not only the Minister of Trade
and Commerce, the MinIster of Public
Works. and the Minister of Railways, but
wheu the Supply Bill had went to the other
Flouse, the. Attorney General of the Domin-
ion, Sir Oliver Mowat, ln that House ex-
plicitly stated ln so many words that what
the House was asked for was an experiment.
You will find It on page 809 of the Senate
Debates. He says :

1 believe the object Is this, that hon. gentle-men having doubts, or more than doubts, whetherthe business to be done would warrant the ex-penditure, it is feit desirable that there sbouldbe an opportunity to us all to know by actualexperience how that would be.
There could not be any straighter state-

ment than that, that Is, that the Attorney
General and leader of the 'Government In the
other House put his plea for the Supply
Bill going through, so far as that vote was
concerned, upon the ground that it was
meant to make a business experiment, and
that a few months running would contribute
to the knowledge of Parliament as to the
results from a business point of view. Now,
Sir, that having been earried, the Govern-
ment and the country having had the bene-
fdt of nine, or ten, or eleven, or twelve
months-yes, at the present time fourteen
months-of running, what do we find when
this mensure comes up for its final arbitra-
ment ln this House ? We flnd the Minister
of Railways and Canals rising ln his seat,
and ln the flrst place denying that any busi-
ness information of any value at all can be
given with reference to the Montreail exten-
sion, including the Drummond County road;
and, next, givIng an absolute refusai to bring
down any Information ln reference to it, on
the groun1, as he says, that it cannot be got.
Why, Mr. Speaker, hoW is lt possible that
a Governent or a member of a Government
eau escape from themselves, and from the
record of consisteney and good faith which
a Government ought to keep, se far as to
ask ParDiament, on the Initiative ot the
Mfinister of Railways, for a vote forrunning
these roads for nine montis on the ground
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that he proposes to make It a test period,
and that the business result of those nine
months could be stated ln the House, and
would be a guide to the House in reference
te a firm and fast arrangement. And then
afterwards, when that money was voted for
that experiment, the same Minister of Rail-
Ways and the same Government come down
to the House, which they had led. by that
pledge, to vote the money and try the ex-
perimient, and tell it flatiy and absolutely
that It is Impossible to give one scintilla i
of Information with reference to the busi-
ness results throughout -the thirteen or four-
teen months experiment.

The hon. Minister's own offlicers very
flatly contradicted him in 1898, when ln
answer to lnquiries-and their telegrams ln
reply will be found in the "Hansard," page
3750 of this sesslon-Mr. Pottinger, over his
own signature. and Mr. Schreiber, who was
being examined by the committee which
sat upon the Drummond County arrange-
ment, both inferentially and almost posi-
tively declared that It Is possible to give
the business results of the %Iontreal exten-
sion, and they were so careful to make It
known that that could be done, that Mr.
Pottinger sent a telegram over his own
signature, on the 13th May, 1898, to Mr.
Sehreiber, in which he said:

ilament, In so far as it was entered into
by the Minister, ln so far as the contract
was made by the Goverument and the
bands of the Government party, and con-
sequeutly of this House, tied, with refer-
ence to the matter, notwIthstanding the ex-
pense and the long years of the existence
of this contraet, with all xlîte consequence
that this entails. that contract stands on
all fours with the other, and 1 shall rot
repeat my remarks on that score v'ith re-
ference to it.

Let us come to the arrangements which
were made. ln the first place, with the
Grand Trunk Railway. All the king's borses
and all the king's nien have not sufficed
to draw from the Minister of Railways
the frank avowal that consideration has
ameliorated the first bargain which he
made with the Grand Trunk Railway as
it did the bargain which he made
with the Drummond Oounty road.
One concession, and only one, have we been
able to wring from hlm, und that is that
he does not ln the second »argain. pay the
$6,000 a year rental for the ninety-nine
years for the Chaudiêre section, and that
the rental he was to pay on the oth.%r sec-
tion has not been augmented so as to make
up the difference.

I propose to briefly coutrast the first bar-
a',qin with the secnndI Heare we find the-

No freight charged on material for Drummond sm l ack ofan co seut v d l l-rea-
County reconstruction or equipment entering into same lack of any consecutive antiweli-rea-
the earnings of the Montreal extension for soned method of getting at a basis of infor-
March, as per statement sent you. mation upon which to negotiate. Not yet

lias the Minister of Railways put before this
That was for the month of March. Mr• House the reports of any of is otlicials
Pottinger, general superintendent of the charged with going down to the Grand
whole system, sent ln a statement of the Trunk Railway to examine its terminals,
earnings of the Montreal extension, and to its roads, its bridges, andi make some esti-
show that It cannot be mlsread, he said : I mate as to the cost and value of those ter-
was careful to keep out any charge for minals and those portions of the road to be
freight on materials for the Drummond used. It is true that when the investi-
County Railway construction entering into gation was g-ing on before the com-
that account. Why ? Because evidently mittee, whlch Mr. Schreiber and the Minis-
they were proceedlng on Sir Oliver Mowat's ter of Raliways attended, the hon. MInlster
statement and the statement of Sir Rich- produced a memorandum which, in bis
ard Cartwright and the statement of the office in Ottawa, Mr. Sehreiber had made
Minister of Publie Works, that that was a up, giving a set of figures npon no plan
trial and experimental period, and that they at al, including half the value of sone of
must be very careful to make the statement the property, the whole value of sonie of
correct and keep out the naterial that the rest of the property, and in which Mr.
should not be counted in in order that Schreiber made up In this haphazard way
Parliament might have the peoper :nfor- a statement of valuations of terminals
mation. Yet to-day, when we ask f- r in- and divided that into two, and re-
formation before we implernent the con- commended that half the cost be paid
tract, thirteen months after the roail las at the rate of 5 per cent per an-
begun running under this arrangement and num interest. One would have thonght
auspices, the Minister of tailways abso- that the bon. Minister, when entering into
lutely states that it is impossible to tell negotiations for a franchise se costly, so
what are the earnings and expenditures of connected with the great franchises cf this
the extension, and consequently what con- country, the Intercolonial Railway, that
parative position the Montreal extension ls when enee the two were joined it was prae-

tically impossible they should .ver ,be dls-
Now, I come to the Grand Trunk Rail- Joined--one would have thougat that the

way arrangement You may say of that Minister would have entered into that on
exaetly wbat we have said of the Drum- some bis of information, that le woul
moud Railway. lu so far as It was un- have fLrt made aa estimate of the: est'd,
authorised by any previous action o Par-, values of the Grand Trunk Ralway pro-
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perty in the terminals, in the bridge and in bridge over the St. Lawrence, and then
the road, in order to bave some basis for his agree to assume one-half of that cost and
negotiations with the Grand Trunk Com- agree to pay a reasonable interest on It, say,
pany. But nothing of that kind appeared. 2j per cent. Now, if the Canadian Pacific
It is sought for in vain in the records of Railway could bulld at Lachine a bridge
this Parliament. You cannot find the re- sufficient for the traffile of that great road at
port of an engineer dealing with that sub- a cost of $934,000, it is fair to assume that
ject brougbt down to this Parliament. All we could have built a bridge for not more
that we have is the fragmentary me- than $2,000,000. Assuming half the cost, or
morandumh whieh was brought out in $1,000,000, then the $40,000 per year re-
evidence before the Drummond County presents what ? It represents $1,400,-
Committee. What is the basis upon 000, or about one-quarter of the $6,-
which the terminals have been taken ? 000,000 which the indefinite estimate
Let us set down, as a basis of this gave as the price of a bridge, or within
whole arrangement, that whatever we 1
get, no matter whether we pay rent for it 1 tainly build an adequate bridge across the
beforehand or do not, we pay for the main-'St. Lawrence at the present time, So far as
tenance of it on the basis of car and engine the bridge is concerned. the charge is fot so
mileage. The rent of the terminals and inordinate as the other branches of the ar-
the rent of the Ste. Rosalie branch and the rangement; stili, $40,000 yeariy In perpetu-
bridge, and the like, are in the nature of ity for the bridge, whule we use a littie les
a retainer which you give to a lawyer to thai ten per cent, accordlng to the figures.
ally him to your. case, so that he will not s an excessive amount to pay, and we
take your opponent's, and then, after hav- should get It for much lese.
ing paid him the retainer, you will have to But when we come to the Ste. Rosalle
pay him the actual expenses and the work branch, from Ste. Rosaile to Lt. Lambert, we
he puts upon the case. These are in the flnd the Minister otalways and Canais

·way of a retainer to the Grand Trunk Rail- accepts a basis of $50,000 a mile for the cost
way, which was to predispose them to give Î!of building a road between those points,
us certain privileges, on a basis of payment through a country which aiway expet
for maintenance, calculated on the pro-;knowto be an easy country for railway con-
portion of car and engine mleage. struction oaf iupon the hicf of thslce
What is the basis wlth reterence to tSe ter- agrees to pay 5 per cents I dooti hink tat
minais ' First. tie terminais were to be any railway engineer would 'be tound to
vaiued they were valued ln the way I have1 say that a road couId not be bulit fro
spoken of by Mr. Sebreiber. Then haif of i Ste. Rosale to St. Lambert at $20,000 a mile
the cost « the terminais was to be taken, at an outside figure. Why, then thts esti-
and the MinIster of Ralways and Canaisîtate of $50.000, as acreed to by the Min-
binds tbe.country to pay In perpetufty 5 per Ister of Rallways and Canais, and wCynin
cent per annumupon hait of the cost. This the naine of ail that s sensible and business-
s irrespective off the tact that although ie like, bhoulde aree tht this country should
pald for hait the user ln, the rentai aloe, It pay 5 per centwhen we know that It ea
was flot possible that be houMd use these borrow the money lt wants at 2 per cent-?
terminais to anything ike the extent that le areow, with reerence to th Chaudière June-
paid for them; and the tact lias been brought tion ; that Is a rentai off $6,04» a year ln
ont by returns tardily brought dwn that n Perpetuity, but, of course, under the first
for the months that have passed the propor- agreement, for 99 years. Now, wha.t have
ton of our user, bas been between 6 and 7 we beslides that? We have beside that an
per cent. That la, we pay for one-haif the! extraordinary clause ln the flrst agreement,
cost of the terminas w on te basis of 5 Per and if uon. gentlemen take the trouble
cent, which 19 an exorbitant rate, and we to read that clause lu the flrst agreement,
use them to the extent 6 to 7 per cent. and read it i0 the second agreement they wl
Now, with reference t the bridge-it was see a marked diffrencebetwen ae two. i
stated lu Indefinite terms tat the bridge arn not golng to read It n extenso, but I wll
cost ten millions oft dolla. t was stated state the dIfference. The Minister bound
somew ere In the evidence that as good a himsef, under section 55, to pay hait the
bridge could be put up for six millions Of 1cost ut the double tracking Of ithe Ste. Roga-
dollars. What my ho uhrlend appears lie and St. Lambert road and on ail yd
to bave dne I to pay a rentaikOfeImprovements and addtional traCking JunSt.
$40000 for the bridge and to ughve t Charles and fromSt. Charles tethe tation
Iu perpetuity. Nw, whether the bridge cost and t pay for al Imprsvements the fthe
foe Grnd Trunk ten millons when it was Raway forlttee yethe Novy hoatei
tIt and s It was built does ntenter into mg' t jndgete be necessary Improvements
this questfon. The question wa f: What for the Grand Trunk Itself, this payment
cold fthe Intercoinial Balway contribute to beunthe hasts of 5per centand te paycet, w ohic s ante nane frate ad- 

Nowe wit efeente ue to th bridge? a uta tut mn hh
tated fi neftinite terms hae te oridge ntl h eod u htpr o
hsm ethr c pn the dnco tht as goode ah iitrt a ttesm ae e
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cent, on half the cost of any further expen- drawing freight and tralfe for themselves,
diture for the efficient carrying on of the all centering down lu the city of Montreal,
business of the road. Thaît was an alto- it Is not, I think, unbusinesslike or extra-
gether indefinite clause. That weuld take ln vagant to make this estimate, that In the
elevators and other improvements which space of 20 years $2,O00,000 at least would
would have to ibe made to keep up with the i be expended for betterments and im-
progress of the stimes during the hundred provements of ail kinds. An expenditure
of years for which this agreement would en- of $2,000,000 in 20 years would be about
dure. That is left out of the present clause- $100,000 a year. Now I leave It to business
is one betterment, at least. But, Sir, this is men in this House if that is an extravagant
what the Minister bound himself to ln the estimate te make. Let us argue upon that
first bargain, to pay $62,500 as a retainer for basis, that in 20 years time $2,000,000 of
terminal facilities. te pay $40,000 a year as improvements would have been made on all
a retainer for the privilege of using the that stretch, and those terminals, and the
bridge, to pay $37,500 a year for the Ste. approach to the yards, and everything con-
Rosalle and St. Lambert branch-half the nected with It. We should have had to pay
cost, at 5 per cent--and to pay $6,000 a year 5 per cent upon one-balf, or 5 per cent upon
for the Chaudière Junetion section. That $1,000,000, which would then be a payment
-made In all $146.000, and, at 21 per cent, that in perpetulty of $50,O00 a year, even If ne
would represent a capitallzation, in round further improvements were made after that
figures. o! five millions of dollars. Now, 20 years. If further improvements were
the hon. gentleman will say that we get half made, our proportion of the cost would
ownership or interest in the Ste. RSalie have to be paid on the further im-
branch ; and yet he acknowledged here the provements. Now, Sir, if you capital-
other day that all that Is only In name and ize that $50,000 at 21 per cent, it gives
not ln fact. If, 50 years from now, or 99 you a capital sum of $1,750,000 which you
years from now, this arrangement were have te set apart. Se that there is $5,000,-
broken, we would own not a single spike ln 000 first, for what I call the user retainer,
that proDerty ln which he says we have and there is $1,750,000 on this conjectural
bought a ha-If Interest. The thing amounts basis of au expenditure of $2,000,000 In 20
te nothlng more or less than a lease which years for betterments, on which we have to
grants certain privieges se long as the terms pay 5 per cent on one-balf the cost, which
of the lease are carried out ; and when they makes up $6,750,000 of a capitalization, in-
fall in ne title to the property remains-in the dependent entirely of the maintenance which
Government or the Minster of Railways. we have to pay each month according te
So that you may take that whole $146.000 as the wbeelage basis.
representing a simple payment to the Grand But with all that, in the first arrangement
Trunk Railway for the privilege of getting the Grand Trunk Railway was still your
the user, for maintainIng which you have te constant competitor for the whole distance
pay according to the heelage basis, that is. of this extension, because there was ne
a capitalization of $5, ,000 represents what traffle arrangement and no clause ln the con-
we pay to the Grand Trunk Railway for tract which prevented the Grand Trunk
privilege of user, that we may have a rIght Railway from competing over their own
to a user, for maintaining every mile of road from Montreal to Lévis. So that you
wbIch we have to pay according to our pro- paid this extravagant retainer, you pald this4
portion the mileage as between us and the maintenance on the basis on which it was
Grand Trunk Railway. pald, and at the same time you did not pro-

But there was another point-and here I vide that the Grand Trunk Railway should
an not upon certain ground, but I must go not be your active and powerful competitor
upon the ground of conjecture to a certain from Montreal the whole length of that ex-
ertent. What would these betterments tension down te Lévis where the Intercolo-
amount toe? We do not know. Whatever nial Railway joins on to both. This then in
they were, we know that the Minister bound brief was the bargain that was made, and
himself In perpetuity to pay 5 per cent in- which was heralded all through this country
terest upon half their cost. We know for a by the party press as being a mark of great
certainty that one thing that was contem- wisdom and as one of the most businesslike
plated was the double tracking of the St. arrangements that had ever been made by
Lambert and Ste. Rosalle branch of the any Government.
road. whIeh would cost somewhere about Well, Sir, there was a period given for
$200,O00. Anyway, we know that -Was on. consideration, thanks te the Senate, and
templated. that It was a necessity, and is how does the present bargain stand ln re-
acknowledged to be a necessity. Nqow, I ference te the other ? In the first place,
will tell you the ground i propose te go $146,000 Is not now being given as a re-
upon : Wlth the Inereasing business of the tainer, $6,000 has been dropped off by Mr.
Grand Trunk Railway system. with its Walnwright, by the Grand Trunk Railway.
branch Unes extending all over this country What does that amount to? $6,O00 a year
and Into ather countries te the we and less pald under the second than under the
contiually broadering, and wideng, and first, $6,000 pald eaeh year for a period of
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99 years, compounded at 21 per cent inter
est, amounts to $3,286,888. My hon. frien
laughs.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
(3ANALS. What was paid on the Harri
land job ?

Mr. FOSTER. My bon. friend shal
draw even a large herring across the track
If he wishes to investigate the Harris land
job, e has the capabilities, he bas th
papers, he evidently bas the time to .do it
let him do it. But at the present time it is
quite a different thing we are investigating,
we are investigating the Grand Trunk Rail
way arrangement, and although the Min
ister laughs, I say that by an absolute ma-
thematical calculation it is as certain as
that he now lives and will sometime die, as
certain as that if the sun rises It will also
set, to any one who will make the calcula-
tion or have it made for him, that if the
$6,000 is not paid, and if it Is put on invest-
ment at compound interest at the extremely
low rate of 2î per cent, ln 99 years It will
amount to $3.285,000. Now, the Prime Min-
ister thinks that is laughable.

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes, I do.
Mr. FOSTER. Will the bon. gentleman

tell us why he thinks that Is ridiculous?
The PRIME MINISTER. No, I will not.
Mr. FOSTER. Then my bon. friend ex-

ercises his perfect right to laugh without
giving to the rest of us bis reasons for so
doing. Now, then, the bon. gentleman bas
ln the short time of cogitation which was
happily given to him by the action of the
Senate, revised the Grand Trunk Raillway
part of the bargain with a betterment to that
extent. But let us take it upon an-
other basis. That $6,000 per year capitalized
at 2î per cent amounts to a capital sum of
$210,000, which would have to be set aside
ln order to produce $6,000 a year. I simply
mention the other calculation to show that
these sums paid out would, If you go on
the line of investment for the time that
this bargain extended, amount to an im-
mense sum of money. Now we will take
the other calculation. $6,000 capItalized,
amounts to $210,000, so there Is the present
value of $210,000 that Is saved by the $6,000
a year less being pald ln the second bargain.
as It was proposed to pay It in the other.
Now, let me take the betterments, and I go
again on the conjectural basis, that
In 20 years $2,000,000 for Improve-
ments would be expended, and $1,-
000,000 would be our share. The Minister
in the former bargain bound the country to
pay 5 per cent upon that ; in the present
bargain he bas taken the option of paying
2î per cent instead of 5 per cent, therefore
hie has saved the difference, that Is 2J per
cent. Now, then, what would be 2k per cent
upon that supposed and conjectural expen-diture take It a-t whatever you like4? If »u

Mr. FOSTER.

- think it Is too much, take less ; if it Is not
d enougli, take more. But this proportion will

always hold, that under the present arrange-
ment the Minister may pay 21 per cent,
whereas under the former he agreed to pay
for ail time 5 per cent Interest on the basis
that I took, this would be $21,250 a year
saving, and capitalized it would be $740,000.
Add to that $210,000 the saving of $6,000 per

e year, and you have a saving of $950,000, or
pretty nearly $1,000,000. I do not believe
there is very much to find fault with in that
calculation. I cannot belleve that business
men will tell you, after looking into the

- great capacities for the growth of commerce
-in ourcountry, the tremendously wide ex-
pansion of the Grand Trunk Railway and
its affiliated branches and affluents, and
these all centering ln the city of Montreal,
and almost all passing out over the Ste.
Rosalie branch-looking to all these consid-
eratlons-I do not believe that business men
will consider that $2,000,000 of an expendi-
ture In the next twenty years would be an
inordinate calculation, that this saving of
2j per cent interest, ln the second agreement
over the first, would be $21,250 a year, which
capitalized, would be $740,000. I come to
another point, which Is largely conjectural,
but still it bas a certain basis to goï upon.
In the first arrangement the Grand Trunk
Railway Company was a full competitor
from Montreal to Lévis, inasmuch as it did
net bind itself to give over one single ton of
tratfle to the Intercolonial Railway at Mont-
real. All that It did bind itself to do was,
that if a shipper ln the west wanted bis
freight shipped over the Intercolonial Rail-
way and the transfer to be made at Mont-
real, the Grand Trunk Railway was to give
effect to the shipper'" wishes. That was a
very small thing, and practically amounted
to nothing. It made no difference to him
whether it went to Lévis and was transfer-
red, or whether it was transferred at Mont-
real, provided the Grand Trunk would give
as good a rate to Lévis over Its Une as the
Intercolonial Railway would give. The sup-
plemental traffic arrangement which bas
been made, may amount to a great deal
more than this arrangement. Under it the
Grand Trunk Railway Company bInds itself,
in reference to all traffie from the west that
originates ony the company's Unes, to make
the transfer point Montreal, instead of Lévis,
and that, consequently, the Intercolonial
Railway extension shall have the benefit of
the traffie from Montreal to Lévis. Does
this amount to much or not? I will take
the calculation made by the hon. member
for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell), wblc, I be-
lieve, will bold good, as it was very carefully
made. It Is based on the 1807 returne. The
1897 returns show that the receipts from
traffie west-bound, passing Lévis, amounted
te $201,591, and frem the trafme east-bouand.
passing LAvIs, te $42,*L8. The two, addeca
together, make $622,804. The hon. member
for Westmoreland makes that calculation
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as to what proportion of profit will accrue
to the Intercolonlal Railway on this exten-
sion In respect to the traffie of the Grand
Trunk Rallway Company, rhich was former-
ly transferred at Lêvis, and will now be
transferred at Montreal. It will be some-
thing very considerable. The hon. member
for Westmoreland figures that the profit wIll
be $35,000 per year, as the result of the new
traffie arrangement, eompared with the pre-
ceding traffie arrangement under the first
bargain. If you capitalize that on the basis
of the figures of 1897, at 2î per cent-and
that is assuming that the traffie will not
grow-it will amount to $1,219,000. If you
take) this as a fair basis of calculation, as
far as the Grand Trunk arrangement goes,
the second bargain, as compared wlth the
first, shows a betterment, capitallzed on the
basis of 2î per cent, of $2,169,000. Some of
this lies on uncontested present facts, while
other parts of the argument lie on what busi-
ness men and railway men would consider
a fair proportion and a fair estimate ; but 1
belleve that these estimates that I have
taken, that the hon. member for Westmore-
land bas worked out, willnot be found to
be inordinate. I belleve that It Is just as
plain as eau be that the betterment of the
second, as compared with the first bargain,
will come to the amount that I have stated.
In the face of that, the hon. members sup-
porting the Government and the press of the
Government lauded the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals in every possible way,
for the contract which he brought down in
1897, and they called the Senate names be-
cause they did not implement the bargain.
They also reflected on our wisdom and pat-
riotism because we opposed that bargain In
this House. Their argument was, that this
Is the best bargain that eau be obtained, that
It is an excellent thing for the country, that
Parliament ought to ratify it, and that the
Government ought to be sustained In Its con-
tract. Now, Sir, a few months of considera-
tion, of calm consideration, under the re-
straining hand of the Senate, has brought
the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
and the Government to acknowledge the
fact, which they must acknowledge, that, as
between the& first bargain that they wished
to rush through this House and bInd upon
the country for all time to come, and this
second bargain which they are endeavourIng
now to have ratified by this Parliament,
there Is this immense difference, ln the first,
or Drummond, portIoni of It, of $559,000, ln
round figures, actual cash, which cannot be
disputed. In reference to the Grand Trunk
portion. some of which dependoi on uncon-
tested fact--4rst, the $6,OOO a year savlg-
some on partly uncontested fact-the differ-
ence that there la between 21 and 5 per cent
on what you pay on half the cost-and some
of which ls conjectural to a certain extent,
as to what will be the amount of difference
under the arrangement to transfer trafite at f

Montreal instead of Lêvls-a betterment of
$559,000 is shown on the Drummond County
portion of It, and a total betterment, under
this calculation which I have made, capital-
ized, of $2,169,OOO. So much, then, ln refer-
ence to the two bargains. Where would
this country have been, [f it had had con-
fidence In the Government, If llt had taken
the word of the Government and the hon.
Minister of Railways as the final word, and
if the House had passed that agreement
which was brought down ln 1897, and, put
it upon. this country for ninety-nine years-
yes, and for al time to come? Where would
this country have been, if Her Majesty's
loyal Opposition had not stood up in this
House and opposed It, and if the Senate had
not exercIsed Its fair right to revise ail the
measures that come before this House, on
a business basis, and of rejecting that bar-
gain ? Where would this country have been?
This country would have been saddled with
an expenditure for al time to come In ex-
cess, by millions, of the expenditure whlch
the wise action of the Senate bas reduced
to the amount Involved ln the bargain which
we have before us at the present time. Now,
my hon. frIend (Mr. Blair) wil smile, and
say, that I have made bis position all the
more tenable, when I say, that he has got
more betterments under this bargain. That
does not make bis position more tenable; it
shows his innate foolishness In making hie
bargain. It shows the haphazard and un-
businesslike way in which the Minister
who for the time being has the money of
the people of Canada, put up as taxation,
plays ducks and drakes wlih the finances of
this country, and rushes bis unwiling fol-
lowers into arrangements which plunge this
country into expenditures of millions of dol-
lars ln the aggregate, over and above what
he afterwards finds he could obtain the
same privilege for, in the interest of the
country and its business. It does not let
the Minister out, but It is a tremendously
strong comment upon the unbusinesslike
and Injudiclous methods pursued by the
Minister of Railways (Mr. Blair), and into
which course, unfortunately, he dragged
after him men of cooler beads and of dit-
ferent impulses, but whom he dragooned
one way or the other into following bis
lead, and committing this patent and abso-
lute absurdity.

But, Sir, It remains now to ask whether
the present bargain Is a bargain as good
as the Minister of Railways could bave
made. I have no hesitation In saying it Is
not as good a bargain as he could have
made. Even with this lightened burden,
he bas committed this country-if this ls
finally ratlfied-for ninety-nine years and
for all time to come, to pay far more than
It ought to pay; far more than it ought
to pay. Why, on what ground of business
can it be justified that when you get the
user of little less than- 7 per cent of the
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terminals of the Grand Trunk Railway, you j ness method is there in making an extra-
have to pay the full measure of that user I vagant valuation of that kind, and then
as estimated by the car mileage propor-| paying twice the normal rate of interest
tions, and then over and above that, pay upon that extravagant valuation for the
on the valuation of half the cost, 5 per cent,. Ste. Rosalie and St. Lambert branch?
interest for all time to come. In the first Again, Sir, what man of business habits,
place, why should we pay for half the user looking to the future of the Intercolonial
by way of retainer. when we only use a Railway and the future of this country,
little less than 7 per cent of it. But the ,wili bind himself for all time to come to
answer is made: "Oh, but our traffie willi pay 5 per cent upon half the cost of any
Increase," and the answer follows imme-!j improvements that can be made ? True,
diately to that, " so will tie traffic of the lin the second bargain these improvements
Grand Trunk Railway increase." Do you are more defined ; some of the more ob-
mean to tell me that 4,000 miles of Grand , jectionable and indefinite ones are thrown
Trunk Railway, draining this country to out entirely, but after all the Minister has
the west, stretching out into the American bound himself to pay 4 per cent. Now, I
states, and drawing «on these continually would like to ask the Minister of Railways
increasing productive areas, will not grow (Mr. Blair) one question. I have not bother-
at Montreal, and increase with equal rapid- ed him with questions duriug this address,
ity at least to the Grand Trank traffic taken and having had so long a rest. I am sure
out of the city of Montreal or brought into he will respond very willingly. I think
it over that extension. And so, if you put i that, lin the Grand Trunk Railway Bill, an
the argument to me: True, it is only 7 option is taken to pay 4 per cent interest,
per cent now, but it will be more later; or to pay cash for these improvements. I
I say that argument loses its force, be- do not think such an option ought to be
cause the increase will take place on t in that Bill. I thlnk tha: the cost should
whole Grand Trunk Railway system as be ascertained, and that we should pay our
well as on the Ste. Rosalie branch, and cer- share of the cost in money. I want to ask
tainly in equal if not in greater proportion. the Minister of Railways what the Govern-
On what rule of finance or business can the ntproposes to do,,whether they propose
Minister of Railways ask that out of the to pay 4 per cent mnterest when they cani
country's exchequer, for ail timne to come get money at 2¾ per cent, or whether they
an obsolete rate of interest shall be pald propose, as a business man ought to, who
upon an extravagant valuation-an obsohete has th e money and bas the credit, to pay
rate of interest, which bas not obtained in the cash when the cash cornes due ?
this country for the last twenty years ; The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
which, since Sir Richard Cartwright's time, CANALS. I have no hesitation in saylng,
bas not obtained n this country, for our that so far as my view is concerned, anu
credit bas grown botter and botter, until te recommendation which I would make
the last loan was placed at 21 per cent, or fto Council would go, I would unbesitating-
al costs and charges taken in, at 2* per I ly advise the payment 0f interest ratier
cent. Yet, the Minister (Mr. Blair) thinks than the payrment of the principal for any
it is a wise business operation, and the improvements w hich we may sanction and
Government back him up in saying desire. I should think it would be very
it is a wise business operation that Canada, unwiseg; I 1 whd think it would be inde-
which can get money at 2* per cent or 2 fensible, for us to pay cash in respect of
per cent, must pay for ail ire to cone any additions or improvements or altera-
on an extravagant valuation, 5 per cent, or tions that may be made on the road, repre-
nearly twice as much as tbe normal and senting haIl the cost, when we have the
present rate of interest. option of paying interest upon it. The

Again, Sir, what business man will pro- option was includod i the contract for the
tend to say that it is a wise transaction cn reason that the time may possibiy comre
when you are going to pay a sort of retaliner when the conditions existng nu respect to
for the user ovor the Ste. Rosalie branch, the Grand Trunk Railway encumbrances
that you shah estimate the cost of that mnay be different fron what they are to-
road at $50,000 per mile, making $1,50ar00, day, and when we are paying this interet,
eut that ln two and pay haif, though yourt wlhl not be affected by any proceedings
user ls not one-third-not one-fourth at the Ithat would be taken for the foreiesure ot
present time-and that you will then, upon the mortage upon the property, ths losng
that extravagant valuation, pay 5. per cent jevery dollar we had paid.
interest upon the money for all Urne to
comne. It ls neither businesslike, nor ls it jMr.: FOSTER. I arn quite willing thatIn any way an arrangement whilh the Min- should go on record. Now, Mr. Speaker,. I
ister and the Goverument to tis country have pretty well gone through what re-
should bind Canada teo. Let hre Mnister marks I intended to make with reference
place what. s is fair valuation ; let hIm to the, financil arrangements of these two
place what Is our fair proportion te pay deals, and I have but few remark te make
for unr user and be generous in it; let hlm l conclusion. I was going on to state

-pay a retainer If he wil, but what busi- that although the bettrment as between
M àr. FOSTE.l
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the two bargains enures to the benefit of
the country, so far from It being a justifi-
eation of the wlsdom of the Minister (Mr.
Blair), or of - the Government, it Is the
strongest possible proof that could be had
of the unbusinesslike methods which were
adopted by the -Minister (Mr. Blair)
and by the Government in mak
ing these first arrangements in 1897.
I was then going on to state that because
the Minister has succeeded in making these
betterments, It does not at all constitute a
proof that the present bargain Is a good one
for this country, and one that Parliament
ought to ratify. As regards the terminals,
I went on to state that there seemed to be
no reason In the world why we should pay
a retainer for half the value of those ter-
minals, and that, as a basis of valuation, we
should pay In perpetuity 5 per cent interest,
when the rate of Interest at which we can
borrow money is about half of that. With
reference to the Ste. Rosalle branch, I said
it did not seem to be businesslike or neces-
sary that we should take a railway extend-
ing thirty miles through that country, which
could be built for $15,000 or $20,000 a mile,
and, as a basis of valuation, say It:shall be
valued at $50,000 a mile, and pay interest at
5 per cent for all time to come on half of
that sum. These two things the lhon. gentle-
man Is doing. Then, on the betterments, he
proposes te pay 4 per cent instead of 2î
per cent. I do not think it Is reasonable
that that amount of Interest should be paid
when the eountry's credit is on the basis
on whichI It at present rests.

These are the considerations which lead
me to think that with reference to the
Grand Trunk the bargain ls still an indefen-
sible and extravagant bargain, as I am sure
it is with reference te the Drummond County
road. The fact is, the Drummond County
road was bulilt very largely by the subsidies
which were paid for It by the Government.
That question of subsidy has been already
argued from this side of the House, and I
do not propose to go into the argument. The
object of a subeldy Is te enable a road to be
built, and to enable It to lbe operated after
it Is built, by puttlng the eompany In the
possession of capital on which they pay no
interest, and, therefore, do net have to cail
on the road for interest to pay on that cap-
ital. But when the Government starts and
buys out a road, which it has ltself subsi-
dlzed, it is to my mind very questionable
indeed whether the Government has a right
to pay again te these men the value which
was put into that road by the very fact that
the Governmenft's money was paid to It.

With reference to this road, another ques-
tion is raised, and it Is a question whlch wIill
meet this House. Let this bargain be car
ried out; let the Intercolonlal e:tenson be
running as a. part of the Goverument road
from. Lévis up to the clty of Montreal, with
the Government getting its Income, the Gov-

ernment managing the road, the Government
being the sole proprietor. How long does
my hon. friend think It will be before the
province of Quebec comes with a demand
upon this Government to pay back to it the
amount of money whichI it gave as subsidies
to this local road, which has now become a
Government road and Is owned as part of
the Intercolonial Railway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Do you think that would be a
legitimate claim ?

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend is a lawyer
and would like to cross-examine me. Ife
wIll not find me in the witness box just at
this time. But I will give my hon. friend
the benefit of my view upon It ; and I will
tell him this, that as sure as he is a Min.
ister of Railways, and remains for any con.
siderable length of time In this Government,
and this scheme is carried through, and that
road becomes part and parcel of a Govern-
ment road, the province of Quebec will be
here with a demand to have that subsIdy
paid back to IL

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Do you think It ought to be paid?

Mr. FOSTER. I will argue that question
when the demand comes. But I want to
point out to my hon. friend what danger lie
is courting. He Is paying to his political
friends at present for the subsidy which the
Quebee Government bas put into that road,
and he will be called upon, I think, before
rmany years are over, to put his hand Into
the public exchequer, and pay back te the
province of Quebee the amount that pro-
vince contrIbuted to the local road, which
road has now been taken over by the Do-
minion Government. That Is a question
which hon. gentlemen opposite have to face,
and it ls a question which they ought to
have taken into consideration when buying
this road. To say that even $1,600,000 ought
to be given for a road which was hawked
about under an option of $00,00 for the 90
miles of It then built, when for the building
of the succeeding portion about $680,Oo
have been expended, making some $1,100,000
as the actual cost of the road, I think my
hon. friend will agree with me, Is making
a bargain which the internai value of the
road itself did not warrant, and with regard
to which my hon. friend could bave made
a very much better bargain.

But with all these exorbitant payments,
where Is my hon. friend with bis system of
roads ? He bas loaded the Intereolonial
Railway with fixed charges which, on the
basis of 2j per cent, amount under the
anended bargain to about $212,750 a year
for rental alone. Outalde of that, he-bas to
pay the user expenses, maintenanee, repairs,
and the like of that, according to the ba
of the car mIleage. But that Is a fixed sum
which be has adopted, and 'he meets that

49224921



[COMMONS]

witb a stIll stronger competition at Mont-
real than he met with at Lévis. Montreal is
the point of competition. There the Grand1
Trunk Railway, with all its great systen
west, Is Interested ln its own line down to
Portland for all oceanie freight. By his
former agreement the Grand Trunk was in-
terested in its own line from Montreal to.
Lévis ; and it would have diverted, for the
sake of its own line, es much freight as it
could over that portion of its line, to have
been delivered to the Intercolonial at Lévis
for Intercolonial points or for through car-
riage. But, Sir, that point of competition is
now intenslfied by the fact that under the
traffie arrangement the Grand Trunk has
ceased to become a competitor as to Its
line between Montreal and Lévis, and con-
sequently its strong inclination and trend
will be to send all this freight which Is1
meant for export, over its line to Portland.

I want to say just one word with reference
to the traffic arrangement. The new traffie
arrangement which ias been made, which
I have outlined in part, has another portion
to it, and that is the ar'bitraries that have
been given. On another question the hon.
Minister of Railways the other day ex-
plained that, and his explanation was simply
this : for all freight which originates in the
west for ocean carriage the Grand Trunk
Railway receives its pro rata proportion for
what it carries over the Grand Trunk sys-
tem till it reaches Montreal. But the Inter-
colonial, when thst freight reaches Mont-
real, and Is then eonveyed to Halifax, 837
miles, recelves its pro rata proportion for
only 425 miles. That is, it agrees te carry
it two miles for the price which the Grand
Trunk Railway gets for carrying it one mle.1
To St. John it agrees to carry It 740 miles,
and te count the distance as only 375 miles
so far as the division of profits Is
concerned, that Is, it agrees to
carry about two miles for one mile.
That Is on all the traffile whlch Is east bound
something Is given to the Grand Trunk, be-!
eause it originated the frelght ; but, on the
other hand, when the freight is origInated
east and le going west, the Intercolonial
Ralhway carries iît over 837 miles from Hali-
fax and then gives It to the Grand Trunk
Railway, which carries it, say, 1,000 miles on
its own track, the Grand Trunk Raiway gets
payment for every mHe It carries. In the
division of the earnings, however, the Inter-
colonial Railway gets only one mlle's pay for
two miles carriage, putting it in round num-
bers. Now, If you take into account the
fact that the Grand Trunk Railway, for that
through ocean freight, Is a road which Is in
keen and constant competition witb contin-
ental roads, -at Portland, at Boston, at New
York, and other 'points, and that l order
to get freight from the west for the ocean
pasageIt bas to put the rates down, as
copetig with these grat and strong Nues
of .ailway and steamship transport, and,
consequently, that Its frelght rates must be

Mn. POSTE3R.

brouglt down ît~he verylinniãum fWhat
i wil be the very smallest profit
over the cost of earriage, you will see that
when you put upon the Intercolonial Rail-

I way, on rates as finely drawn as those, the
burden of carrying two miles for one mile
of freight, you put It into a position In which
it is absolutely impossible for it to carry
thait freight unless it carries it at or below
cost. What benefit will that be,? My bon.
friend, if he chooses to make capital'do' the
work of revenue and income, if he chooses

Sto cover up the loss in that way, may float
I along for a very little time, but it is impos-
sible for the Intercolonial Railway system to
be run for any length of time on frelght

|rates given on sueh a basis. Every year the
i competition is keener, every year the Grand
Trunk Railway wIll have to shave its raes
closer and eloser, to meet its great competi-
tors, every year the rates will be made nearer
and nearer the cost, and consequently, you
will have the Intereolonial Railway under
the detriment of carrying freight at those
cost prices, two miles for one mile of pay.
That will be not to the good, but sto the con-
tinual detriment of the Intercolonial Rail-
way.

There ls one point in the matter of the
traffie arrangement to rwhich I wish to refer ;
you put the traffe arrangement alongside
this Bill. You say that this contract shall
continue for ninety-nine years and longer, If
not then broken. One of the essential points
In the argument ls that in the supplementary
agreement you have got the Grahd Trunk
RaIlway to agree to transfer freight at
Montreal Instead of at Lévis, whleh is a
great advantage. That Is not the ordinary
traffie arrangement ln which rates play a
part and all the like of that, 'but le a generie
feature ln this whole thing, ad we pay
what we pay, If we agree to pay it in the
ultimate, ibecause we suppose we have got
that coneession to run as long as we pay
these rentals and these other sums of
money. But whilst the contract itself goes
on, and our $140,000 must be pald each year
for ever, and our maintenance on the mileage
basis and our improvements on the basis
of half the cost at 4 per cent-whilst these
are to run on for ever, wIthin ten days, after
this Bill is passed, the Minister of RaIlways
may sit down with the manager of the
Grand Trunk Railway and make a further
agreement by which the point of tranfer will
be lAvis I1istead of Montreal. There ls no
doubt about that, and that nlot as It ought
to be. I say that this Il a generle part of
the scheme, which gives to it very large
value, and for whieh we pay, bould be
made a substantial and permanent part
of It just as wellas our payments are.: As
you cannot change the payments Without
an Act of Parilame»t, you ought not -to be
able to change this feature of the tra ar
rsgement witbout -the -eonsent o ar -
mnt. I do not See wby the hoA. M4inster
did not put that ln. It ought to be there.
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If It Is not sto be there, let us know It, and we ing referred te-the offioera of the Department
wi1 find out that we have no compensation of Railways and Canais for their 3udgment
such as we thought we had, through that and opinion, and solely for the purpose of
transfer point being at Montreal rather than carrying out some ll-consldered sehene or
at Lévis. I think that that is of great mo- poliy which the Minister of Rallways and
ment, and ought to be a part of the contract. bis colleagues had Jointly determlned upon.
That came down to us with the schedule, Now, Sir, I do fot ImagIne that there Is any
we passed It with the sehedule, but when gentleman ln this House, I1oertalnly do fot
we come to the Bill we do not find it ; but imagine that there le any one who, even for
we find instead a provision autboriznng the the shortest perod, bas been a Dember of
railway eompany and the Goveruxuent to any Cabinet an Canada, whq bas not, taen
change that any moment they like, after the greater or les degress, be econvnced of

Bill1 is passed, and atter we are commit tee the neessity of makilng some change with
t these Immense pa.yments for 99 years, or respect to the Intercolonia o Ralways-etend-

ln perpetuity. Before the discussion is «ver, Ing It beyond the point whieh was, Up te
ny hou. frlends on the Treasury benches about a year ago, the terminus f that une.

ought consider that point and agree toI do Not think that any one eau say, havIng
insert it in the measure itself. If It Is In- a belief that that policy ought ta have been
tended that we sheuld have this advantage.adopted, that, looking at the question In fts
if it is fot a mere makeshift, let oibe ut several bearlngs, there was any alternative
lu the BI as a permanency. It is of great open t the Government, If it were to act
moment. We are payîng great sums for l a judilous manner, than t acquire the
these privileges, let us eave are compensa- Drummond County Railway and make It
tion as permanent as the payments. A part of the Intercoonial Railway system.
least, let us have It permanent this far, that Does the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) lm-
if a different arrangement be made It shah! agine that, being convlnced, as I maint9lin
be made with and by the consentr e Parlia- this House to-day is eonvlneed, that cither
mentt and cotsi aply with and by the Min- the Grand Trunk, that part of the Grand
Ister of Railways and the Government. It Trunk Ralway via chmond, the South
may be fair te say ýthat circumstanees mlght Shore ]Railway, or, as bas been lately suggest-
arise wheh weould ake It necessary te bave cd, the Canadian Pacifie, on the other side ot
a changeB Then, leave lt I the power of the river, le & reasonable alternative.gro
Parlament, weh wi I be a good and con- body bas1l this debate, I tbînk, succeeded
scentions judge, juet as competent as the la establlshlng that proposition. The pr-
MInIster and the Government, f0 make the' position we bave submitted la the only pro-

change. That iar, at east, tIwouldike the position, s far as the nnection between
Governent te go on that point. thank Lvis and Montreal le coneerned, whleh eau
yen, Mr. Speaker, and the House fo havlna be supported by acts or argument or on
lstened to me se patiently. any businesbasis.n hat being the case,

The MINISTER OF'RALLWAYS AND Mr. Speaker, what was there l the ques-
CANA $ (Mr. Bair . IthlnkatMr. Speaker, tion requu'ing more consideration. What
tat one woud be apt teIner who had was there remaivieg te require doser crîtical
listened to the hon. gentleman's addres froni examination by the Governent? We bad ne
iie begrnng te the endethat the point alternative but to take the Drummond
wch ihe desired, tlestablsh wud lk CoutyUneIf we could get It on reasonable

Goermthat tho arrangemett pow befre Par- term. Then, the uly matter we had te sat-
yimentr.as a bad, an t nbusnesslke ar- igfy ourselves upon was: What would be
rangement, but that It was oeewhiah mnkes the beat termi on hch we could acquire
agal2nstthe crelit oethfe Minister of Rail- the road-buy It or lease It; If buy it, what
ways.IratherInerred that the hion. gen- price; If lease It, what rentala-When
tleman's greater abject was -to say some- we came first te Parliament, we told Parlla-
tbiig which would rellect unfa-vourably u ment-and fortified our statement wth the
on myself personally rather thanimpresseviden eaet our engineers and offaers-4at
Parhlament agaînst'thie eontraet now before lI our opinionk and lnthe r opinin $1,0hav
us. S far as the hn.dse- el be a reasonable and propervalue te

in a udicous anne, tha to cquie th

eed In ëreatIng su-eh Impresinod puton the Drummond Couiity Ralway from
upo, tacts, without drawing upon -bis.m- pte. Rosale terolthe-ohauilre. Now, the

agîns-tiou or wîtbeit. lnu a reckl 'or :,oet. g entleman (Mr. Foster) te make -a poit
w=rautedWaYPutting before fbe.. Homse- gainst myseig cidn, that we had neer had

as faet what -ore flot facta, perrecthybfore Parlament-and suggeste that the
content that.the bon. gentleman.- duc însterad Tneer beforet m-the opinion
eeed. T1here Jis, - 1underatand 14,- oe Sh Rany ilway, oriaers. WehL that statement-

bodyhs, i tisdebte.Ithnksucede
masseesblisng tht pooitin hepo

trpublet wbih gweaty eebate ex: ae s t warran n
Mhlt poitiFinanceon(,s ,farste)'t r hectionnectmenberween

deeply cuneerzxed tutlk that tb>eM nîster tisHos the, faet that there was --put--be.
of Rmwèys and-Uiame fores PariaMntelng co now hifrm me

have plungedbebsuputptt atod by fat o e arg et ocion
o-.mes ifrmat-n, h«any187- b eport bs Tha cfeingte c
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Deputy Minister upon this railway. That
report was dated the 2nd of February, 1897,
some days, some weeks, I think, before the
contract was entered Into between the Gov-
vernment and the Drummond County Rail-
way. That communication, which I have ln
my hand, I venture to think Is not now pro-
duced and will not now be read for the first
lime ; for I think I have heard gentlemen
criticlsing my course and the course of the
Government on the strength of some state-
mentse contained in this report. What does
It say ? It is addressed to myself, and is as
follows :-

In compliance with your request for informa-
tion as to the general character of the road con-
structed by the Drummond County Railway Com-
pany from Ste. Rosalie Junction, on the Grand
Trunk Railway, via Drummondville and St.
Léonard to Moose Park, a distance of 73 miles,
together with a branch, of 17 miles in length,
from St. Léonard to Nicolet, and also my views
as to the standard on whIch the balance of the
road from Moose Park to its junction with the
Grand Trunk Railway, near Chaudière bridge,
should be bulît, assuming that the Une was to
form a section of the Intercolonial Railway, I
have to report:

That 73 miles of the road la built and In opera-
tion, that the gradients and alignments are
favourable, there being only one grade exceeding
53 feet per mile, and that one la 64 feet to the
mile. That, with one exception, there la no
curve of a less radius than 1,433 feet, and that
the one exception la a curve of 955 feet radius.

That the road ls well and substantially bulît,
the cutting being 20 feet, and the embankments
15 feet wide at sub-grade. Ample drainage la
provided by substantial steel structures resting
on massive masonry spanning the larger rivera,
and steel-plate girders resting on strong, well-
bulIt masonry spanning the streams of lesser
magnitude, whereas the general drainage through
the smaller rivulets bas been passed through
culverts constructed of sound cedar timber 10 in.
by 10 ln. square. The larger portion of the Une
through the cleared land la Inclosed by a sub-
stantial post and board fence, whereas on a small
portion of the line a wlre fence bas been erected.
The permanent way la laid with 2,600 ties te the
mile, wIth steel rails welghing 56 Ibn. to the
yard, connected wIth steel fish-plates.

The road la well ballasted with. a very fine
quality of gravel, the station buildings are neat
buildings of wbat I consider eufficlent capacity
for the requirements of the road, and the water
service le good.

I think you will agree wIth me from the
description I have given of the works, that a
really good road bas.been secured, fully up te the
general standard of railways ln Canada. At the
saime time, I think, you should insst on the 64
feet per mile grade being reduced te 53 feet, In
malntg an arrangement for the acquisition of the
road, If such -be your intention, which Il assume
to be the case.

As yOU deaire me to state the standard on
whithc I would recommend the completion of the
road te Chaudiere bridge. supposing it to be a
seétIon of the Intercolonial Railway, upon that
part of the subject Twould say that the standard
sbould be equal to that: Ot the Intercolonlal Rail-
way as, it now exists, and -that tbe steel rails
should4not be lses than 70 lbs. to the yard, with
passeeger, freigbt *ad other buildings et approved
number, dimensions ad gi.

Mr. BLAIR,

If these suggestions be carried out, the com-
pany will have a good substantial road through-
out, the main line being 115 miles in length from
Ste. Rosalle to Chaudière bridge, with a branch
to Nicolet of 17 miles ln length.
Now comes the clause which war criticised
two years ago by hon. gentlemen opposite,
when they had this report before them :

Should you finally decide to acquire the road,
before the matter is absolutely closed, I suggest
it would be prudent to have an examination
made into Its condition. Of course, this season
of the year Is not favourable for making such au
Inspection, nor do 1 think It desirable that It
should be made during the spring freshets or
when the frost is coming out of the ground, but
later in the season, when the road-bed Is settled
down Into Its place, and any damage which may
have arisen from the spring freshets may be
seen, la, to my view, the proper time to have the
road looked over.

Before taking action in that direction, I shall
await your instructions, as, ofe course, if an
arrangement for the acquisition of the road is
not reached, It would be a useless expenditure to
send out the inspecting engineer to examine the
road.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What Is the
date of that ?

The MINISTER Or RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The 2nd February, 1897.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. That is after-
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS. AND

CANALS. What does the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Tupper) suggest ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER When did the
House meet ?

The MIMSTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. In March, if I remember well.
This report is signed by Collingwood Schrei-
ber, chief engineer. Now, It is true, that the
engineer does advIse that, before a
lease Is closed, a more careful exam-
ination of the road should be made; but It
was not possible at that time to have a bet-
ter Inspeetion of the road than had been
made. We desired to facilitate the matter
as much as possible; we thought It well
there should be no unnecessary delay ; and,
moreover, we were not making a transaction
with those gentlemen at all upon a basis
which requIred us to make another inspec-
tion of this road. We had valued the road,
and we were receiving It upon a valuation
which was below Its cest, much below what
would be its cost under any circumstan-
ces. We were buylng It at a valuation
of $1,6OO,0. We ,stated to the House
that It was upon that valuation we *ere
proposing to pay rental to the Drummond
County Ralway Company, and upon no
other; and we asumed as a matter of ne-
eessary inference that a road which -had cst
this company--I do not care whether part of
the cost did consist In subsidies from differ-
ent Governments-but a road which had cost
this compaiy and would cost, when the ex-
tra 48 miles were completed to Chaudlère,
over $2,OOO,000, was a road that we were
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getting at a reasonable price, and so
low that we might' very well submit
it to Parliament at the time we did, without
making any other critical inspection of the
undertaking. I present this report at the
present moment again for the purpose of
showing that the Government did not pro-
ceed, as the hon. gentleman has stated, wIth-
out having had any data or any information
from our officers as to what their opinion was
with respect to the character of this railway.

The hon.gentleman bas put forward another
proposition which I will take a moment to
examine, because it is a proposition which I
think, under our parliamentary system. is
net a workable proposition. He dwells upon
It and relies upon it, apparently, with the
Idea that it is a strong point, and ought te
make an impression either upon Parliament
or upon the country. He says that it is a
violation, lu the first place, of Liberal prin-
ciples, and lin the next place, of con-
stitutional principles, for us to venture
to make a contract with the Drum-
mond County Railway Company and the
Grand Trunk Rallway Company, and submit
it to Parliament for their approval ; and he
says : You are tying the hands of Parlia-
ment, yon are practically depriving the mem-
bers of this House who may have confidence
in the Government and who support it gen-
erally. of the opportunity of exerclsing their
free judgment upon the question, and the
result is that if Parliament does not adopt
the measure as proposed and confirm the
eontract, it involves a question of want of
confidence in the Government and the Gov-
ernment must go by the board. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I see nothing unprecedented and
nothing alarming In that proposition. It ap-
pears to me that there is no other way ln
which it would be possible for a Govern-
ment to come before Parliament than In the
way ln which we did come before it. Does
the hon. gentleman suggest that we ought
not to ascertain,, before we come to Parlia-
ment, the terms and conditions upon which
the Grand Trunk Railway Company on the
one hand and the Drummond County Rail-
way Company on the other, would agree to
convey to us, or sell the property- to us?
I trow not. Does the hon. gentleman Insist
that we should come to Parliament without
having had an understanding with these
companies as to the terms upon which they
would agree to convey the property te us ?
I tbink not, that surely Is not his belief.
Otherwise, we should be coming before
Parliament to do, what ? To give us
a free hand to authorize the Govern-
ment to make any contraet they pleased
with these coimpanies for the cawrylng ont
of this exten Surely that Is nôt the
bon. gentleman's contention. We wlold
haveIto ladite to Parlia nrt even the
identical terns, down to every doiand
cent ýof outlay that woàld be bWoved-
that would be Imposed .upon tHe eountry-
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before the hon. gentleman opposite who has
criticised our contract in this regard would
be willing to give any support, or would
consent to the approval of the proposed pol-
icy. Well, Sir, if we have to come
before Parliament knowing exactly what
the bargain is that we are going to carry
out, and if we have to declare to Parliament
exactly what the bargain is that we arc
going to enter into, what different posi-
tion would we be in than we are in to-
day? We would come to Parliament, and
we would say : We have come to an under-
standing with the Grand Trunk Railway,
they are willing to convey to us their road
upon certain terms; and we desire you to
give us authority te carry those terms out.
Would not our friends be as much hampered
as they are now ? Would they be any freer
to vote ? Would any bon. gentleman in
Parliament be any freer to vote for the pro-
position on the ground that it was not put
down In writing, that it was not aetually
signed, sealed and delivered ? Would the
position of the friends of the Government
or of the Government itself be any different,
if they came before Parliament stating that
such was their policy, and they expected
their friends to support it if the policy com-
mended itself to their judgment? And if
they falled to carry It, I suppose no more
serious consequences would follow from the
defeat of the measure under those circum-
stances, than such as would follow in the
case of a Bill which contained a contract
whieh had been executed by all the partles
to it. Further, It appears to me that the
Goverument would be placing itself in an
exceedlngly weak and awkward position if
we were to come to Parliament and say :
We have agreed witb these raillway compan-
les upon certain terms to take these railways
over from them, the Grand Trunk Raliway
upon these terms and the Drummond County
road on the other terms: ;and if we did not
have anythilng whereby the companies would
be bound, where would the Government be ?
What position would we be In ? We might
get the authority from Parliament, and if
we did we could go back to the companies
and say: Parliament has now authorized
us to make an agreement on these terms,
and we would like te exeente It. Supposing
these companies had changed their 'mlnds,
having learned of the discussion that 'hLd
taken place In Parliament, having learned
of the suggestions made by hon. gentlemen
on the other side, or by our friends on this
side as to what ought or ought not te be con-
tained ln the contracts, what assurance
would any Governent then have, that the
comnpanies would stand by their understand-
ing -with us ? We would smply be making
ourselves ridiculous béfore this Eouse and
the countrya; nd lnstead of béing colernn-
ed for baving takn 'actIon as we have 4one
1Û. this matter, our course should be ap-
proved. 'We wonAd then indeed" be placitfg
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our friends In an awkward position, we Istent, and yet he asks this Eouse to ac-
would then be tying the nlands of Parlia- cept his argument ând to come to a con-
ment, we would be ridiculed and condemned eluslon-I confess I do not know what
for not understanding how parliamentary conclusion le asks us to arrive at, but 1
business ought to be done, for not taking i'resume that ls argument was presented
proper precautions before we had gone w1th the objeet of askIng this House to
trough all the trouble and assumed all the arrive at some conclusion, but le absoiutely
responsibility connected with It. I leave, lgnored the sworn testimony given by the
therefore, 'this proposition so far as the hon.,people who haà a kuowiedge of the whoie
ge.>ntleman has laboured it ; I leave him ail transaction and wra1ch Is entltled to be
the benefit he may possibly take out of it. Iaccepted, as showing wbat the actuai cosi
dissent entlrely from his proposition. I say, of the undertaking was. Wbat was the
It Is not defensible from a constitutional cost of the road? The cost of the road,
point of view, and It Is not a reasonable pro- as proved in the manner I have stated,
position from any point of view ; and Iwas fot iess than $%,000, taking the
think any Governent that would act in ae- outlay from beginuing to end. 1 arnfree
cordance with it, would lay itself open to to confess that I am not concerned as to
very serlous criticism. All Governments do where the money came froni, nor do 1 think
t, ail Governments wil do It. The lion. gen- the Government ae concerned as to wher

tlenman wilfind, w thinktexceedingty dIffi- the money came frornwhich but this
ut- to diseover any precedent where con- road. I think the reasonable view is thise

tracts of this specifie character involving that the Governmentlu negotiating with
terms and conditions so complieated ln thepr parties for the urcase of a property
nature, have not been brouglit to Parilament whih It requires and whh it beleves to
preelsely In the way ln wbleiathcs was done. be necessary lu the publie Interest, are cot

the hon. gentleman ln a generao way required to force these peple down to the
lias taken up the quxestion of the Drummondrowest possible figurec, beause we feel that
County and the Grand Trunk Raîiway pro- we have themh a position lu whieh we
positionsand I think 1 ar nfot dolnp the an force thei to part with their property
hon. gentleman any Injustice when 1 say at less than it costt1hem. We are no«t alled
tàat he bas not coutributed anything new to upon to pursue that course. It may re that
this discussion. Foilowlng hlm ciosely,, as Mr. Greenshilids ls a frieud of the Liberai
1 did, I was unabe to discover that ieas party ;t may be that Mr. Greenshleids was
brought any frenh argument, or presented frendy to the GoverumenL I do hot kow
any fresh considerations whch this House that It as been luydf-es past regarded as
Is called upon to con der. Perhap, con-a squaltatlon for a Government to nego-
ougtt t make one or twoaexceptions ln tinte wtli an If he was a friend, 1 do
rnsklug that statement. The hon. gentleman not know that It bas been consldered neces-
bas presented one or two new propositions. sary, ln the past, that when tley bad any
but so far as they are new to us here, n property to buy, they should gay to their
tpink1 sehal i e able to show that they are friend: Hand off, keep clear; ur sense

Naccurate. I think the bon. gentleman was o purity and uprightuess is so great that
been making arguments from one or two we wllot s t down an negotiate a trans-
points of view whIch are not suatained, action wlth you because yon are our friend.
either by the contract or by any We wll look to ouir 'euemes and to our
recessarrtor reasonable Inferenee that opponenta and see whether they have any
eau lie drawu from ttat contract. The hon. property to sel to the Govermentas we
gentleman lias refered to the terns op the cannot buy fro purcow frends. Iwaas

rummond Courty arrangement. He bas flot concerned as to whether Mr. Green.
bulit his argument entIrely upon the aump- shlelds 'was a frlend or au oppeonent of the
flou t5bat tbe r'oad ïwas not worth $1, ,OOO. Goverument, nor was ilconcerneil whether
le h"sbulIt is argument on the assump- Mr Farweli, who bad a considerable Interest

tion that It was a poor, worthless property lu that property, was a frend or an op-
when wen ad these negotations with the ponent. Te P iure, bethis propertywas
Drummond Cunty Ralway.n arrivlng at a pohCy whem had been determined upon
ths conclusin ie Ias absolutely gnoed if we could carry t ot withn a reasopmble
all the swo ntestimonythat as given at coto andpwe at down In our nego Uat
I diInvestugatlo tathoug ie bas had that wth the parties lt rGreens the road, and
sworn testmonyln bs hands. He bas ab- endeavoured to reaeh a
solutely Ignored the evdence o the men pne at whlch the Government could ac-
who but that road, el the exflenceof the quire tA property. thlnk nOtwlth8tand.
employe to the penple who had the band- Ing RU that basbeenMd, t, when we

g p te mone w nitionapropertyt a vluatonof -
but so from they aren to t her end, f M0O whch h"det over $2,,, we
then u sdertalng. e stmly t oveh the made a pretty 

iaccury aed Iothen the sta.egentlemat n hoeteeiwo aee hs r
beetn main margu ndt tments fo oe o twol o rtiLe lnc

cahe, daw Ifrom thaotract.The non.an

gM'entahadeferedtthe Dterms ofé% the--A IR-9



[JUNE 13, 1899j

some of the statements made by the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster), ln regard ·to the
-conditions of this contract, are calculated
to mislead. He left the impression that we
were indifferent as to the eharacter of the
road that we were buying. Let me read a
clause of the contract of 1897 whieh will
show that we stipulated that this road.
when it came into our hands ahould be in
good condition. The second clause of the
original cotntract with the Drummond County
Railway, dated in May, 1897, provided :

That the company for the consideration afore-
said, will bulid and finish according to the Inter-
colonial Railway standard, the uncompleted por-
tion of its main line at or near Forestdale to the
western side of the Chaudière River, subject to
the satisfaction and approval of the Governmont
Railway Engineer, on or before the first day of
November, 1897, and will lay the road-bed of the
said uncompleted portion of its line hereby
agreed to be constructed with new steel rails of
not less than 70 pounds weight per yard for the
said distance, and as part of such construction
will make all proper and necessary connections
with the main line of the Grand Trunk Railway
at or near the west end of the Chaudfère bridge
to the like satisfaction of the Engineer of Gov-
ernment Railways, and will, in connection with
the said construction, construct -and finish all
proper and necessary station buildings, statilons,
sidings, switches, tanks, buildings, coal-sheds,
cattle-guards, crossings and other necessary ap-
purtenances, as required by the Minister and to
the satisfaction of the Engineer of Government
Railways, and according to such planso as shal
be furnished on the request of the company by
the Department of Railwayse and Canals, so that
the said line of railway hereby demised, or
intended so to be, shall be fully icompleted and
ready for use and occupation by Her ïMajesty
on or before the date aforesaid.
And then it says, and this is all I shall
quote upon this point:

That the company will, in the construction of
the uncompleted portion of its Une, construct
the sane to the satisfaction of the Government
engineer, and with a uniform grade of 52-80 per
mile,-
That is the general grade of the Intercolo-
nial Ralway-
-- nd, in addition, on the line already con-
structed, will reduce the grades at Carmel HU I
and the St. Francis River te a maximum grade of
52-80 per mile.
So that we not only went into this thIng
closely and stipulated carefully as to the
character of that portion that was to be
a new Une, but we went back over the old
portion of the Une and stipulated that there
were two grades which had to be rednced
and curves whieh had to be straightened,
and we required these grdes to be up to the
general standard of the Intercoloal Raîl-
way. This shows, therefore, that we were
not takIngthisroadlnthe condItion that the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) epoke of as If
we were glad to take It from the owners,
and as if we were indiferent to the condi-
lion of the road as lmplled by the statement
of the hon. gentleman, our only des tbeing

15i

that we should succeed inl taking the pro-
perty off the hands of the owners and get-
ting the price into their pockets.

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

After Recess.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Mr. Speaker, in the
hasty review I was endeavouring to make
of the speech of the ex-Finance Minister
(Mr., Foster), I was dealing with that por-
tion of it which had reference to the Drum-
niond County part of the agreement. I
pointed out that the references made by the
hon. member for York (Mr. Foster) to that
subject, had been repeated over and over
again, and were to the effeet that there nad
been no report obtained from the engineer-
ing staff of the department before this
scheme had been embarked upon by the
Government, that there had been a much
larger sum of money paid for the road than
it cost the proprietors ; and I was proceed-
ing to deal with the third point in bis speech,
in whIch he alleged that a large sum of
money had been saved by this later agree-
ment. It was, I believe, qulte within the
knowledge of every member of the House
that there was not an idea suggested, a
statement made, nor a fact presented, by
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster), that had
not been repeated over and over again, and
answered, over and over again. There was
certainly nothing new in his assertion that
half a million dollars had been saved under
the contract as it now exists as compared
with the contract origlnally made. It had
been already polnted out to the House more
than once that the Government did not start
out with any Intention of paying the Drum-
moud County Company more than $1,600,-
000 for that road. That was the value
plated upon It, and it was simply a queston
of Judgment, as to whether or not the money
was to be pald In cash, or whether or not
the property would be leased and a reason-
able rate of Interest paid as rentaL As I
have already stated to the House, there
mlght very well be a reaonable difference
of opinion on that question. But I lshallot
repeat myself lu that. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Foster) contributed nothing whatever
to the Information of the House; he stated
nothing that was not already taled thred-
bareand, If that portion of bis speech had
been altogether omitted, no Information orno argument would be lest that would con-tribute the slghtest value to the disusson.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Poster) then pro-
efeded to take up the Grand TrSn alwaypat of the agrment,and I wish to al the
attention of the House to what appear to
me a most striking and sgnidest fact in
this discussion. It le a Most $&trIiS tthat we bave spent afltheS days debatingthe a ngrment by whleh we acquire the pro-
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perty of the Grand Trunk Railway to get the it was because It was utterly Impossible for
Intercolonial into Montreal; we have sat them t0 diseover any way in which to an-
until early one morning, and all of swer the case put Ïbefore the House lin the
another night and morning, and let me Government's proposals, that they were
ask these gentlemen opposite, who declared driven to the only other alternative they
that the policy of the Government was ut- had, and that they have exhausted the time
terly indefensible la this regard, what did Of the House in these useless and childish
they devote their chief time and attention to discussions.
discussing ? One night they discussed whe- When they were speaking in regard to the
ther or not I should produce a memorandum cost of this Yamaska bridge, I said that they
whicli I received f rom my Deputy Minister were discussing a matter that was entirely in
upon a subject quite irrelevant, quite unim- the air. We were not considering the build-
portant at ail events, to the main contro- ing of a bridge over the Yamaska River nor
versy. It made no difference whether it was a bridge over the Richelieu River. These
determined that the Yamaska bridge was were merely items lin the consideration of an
worth $300,000, or one-half, or one-quarter alternative proposttion that was suggested
of that amount; it had not the slightest by omebody, I think by the Minister of
bearing on the real question we had ibefore Finance, as to whether, instead of aequiring

dYamas- from the Grand Trunk this railway fromus. We miiglit have dropped out the Yms Ste. Rosalie te St. Lambert, It mlght net beka bridge wholly from the calculation ; we dvIsabie for te Goverment to stat l
miglit have dropped out the cost of the Riche- adile fotheGornment tott
lieu bridge whoily from the calculation, and and build another railway. I gave te thee House whait informatlon I had recelved fromit would eut ne figure in determaining as te mvy oficers as to what In their judIgment It
the reasonableness of our bargain. I m o s t w n e ut1wmould cs obldanother lhue of rallway.shall show, before I sit down, why I ventureW wo s to bIld? anothertlin of rai-

to mke tat sateent butI wat t What was it I said ? I said that my engi-t hake that statement; but I want to neers had made an estimate of the cost ofdraw the attention of the House for wm-building such a railway, and that ln theirment to the nature of the discussion whieli judgment, outside of the land damages, Ithas taken place since we first broached the would cost $485000. I said, add to that theGrand Trunk Railway arrangement, and I cost of a bridge at Yamaska. which wasdesire to have it known broadcast, if I can, estimated at $300,00. the cost of a bridgethroughout this country, from one end of it over the Richelieu, which was estimated atto the other, that, when this scheme was $400000, $500,0, which was the sum esti-under discussion in Parliament, these gentle- mated by myself as fair and reasonable formen opposite, who were denouncing it lu all land damages. Land damages must neces-the moods and tenses as a bargain diseredit- sarily be paid, and Must necessarily be heavyable to the Government-these gentlemen when you consider the character of the coun-spent the hours, the days, and nights in de- try, the towns and villages which you wouldbating. first, whether a statemnent o! my have to pass through from Ste. Rosalie tochief engineer with regard to the cost of the St. Lambert when constructing a new nlne
construction of the Yamaska bridge should of rallway. What matter whether the Ya-or should not be produced, and second, whe- maska bridge was taken into the calculationther or not statements were before the at al or not ? What matter whether or notliouse. or ought to be before the House, as the Richelieu bridge was taken Into the cal-te what was the percentage which the lu- culation ? I have shown the House why wetercolonial Railway had to pay out of the agreed to assume that one-half of the rail-total cost of the maintenance of the rail- way frolm Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert whiehway acquired from the Grand Trunk Rail- we acquired from the Grand Trunk wasway, aind its proportion of the expenses of worth $750,000. The Grand Trunk Rail-mintaining and operating the Une. way Company put that value on it, andThese are the two questions; and, Mr. they had a right to say what they would seilSpeaker, I am speaking wlthIn your knowl- that property for. We could not fix theedge when I say that these gentlemen, who value for them ; we had no p(6wer to do so.ask to be seriously considered by this coun- There was no machiney whlch we could settry as being opposed to this undertaking, to work, rno tribunal te whlch we could ap-and as havlng some basis on whieh to ground peal, ln rder to make the Grand T take
their oppositIon, have entirely occupled the a less sum than they were willing to taketime of the debate on tthls question by for half their railway. They said: •" Wepounding aw-ay at these two questions. What value that piece of road a $1,500,0 lt CetIs the inference wbch any one is entitled to us that, and we will give you half of It for
draw, whieh any one is bouad to draw, from half what it cot us ; if it suits your con-this tact. It is that these gentlemen would venience to pay us inte on the cost in the
very gladly have put real, substantial argu- form of rental, that will t us; but wements before the flouse, and have urged want MÈterSt at the of O0 year
good and ubsatial reasons, whih would if we are to fx-a grie -.th p•n .f
have inade sai fmpresin in the equatry, if theline." We'had to tke'it or leve lt. I
they bad beén a1ble to flnd themn. Bt, Sir, have ëndaoul to poŠnt out't t e lodg
Lt 'was because they could &lad no argent, ttiat we Müdii 'not veäe it Milthont throwlng



4937 [JUNE 13, 1899]

away a good bargain. I mean that we could
not give up and abandon this pol4ey entirely,
when we were able to get ail these different
sections at the reasonable sum at whlch we
did flnally secure them, namely, at $140,000
a year. We could not throw them up with-
out throwing up a good 'opportunity to secure
entrance into 'the eity of Montreal, whieh
would not be open to us to secure In any
other way for at least two or three times
greater cost ttban we are actually paying.
I pointed out that a fair estima'te of the
cost of a road from Ste. Rosalie to St.
Lamberit would be $1,500,000. Suppose it
was only half that amount. Suppose you
struck off the cost of the Yamaska bridge
and the Richelieu bridge, you would strike
off $700,000, nearly half the amount; sup-
pose you struck all that off, and you had
only $750,000 remaining, and you built the
new ine for that sum, viz., $750,000. you
would not save anything, but a pecuniary
loss would actually fall on the Government
by adopting that arrangement In preference
to the Government plan. I ut this proposi-
tion, which I say is not capable of being
successfully galnsaid, that If we could build
such a railway for $750,000, for half the
amount which my engineer estimated it
would cost, and had undertaken to operate
it as an independent 1-e. we would have
made a great blunder and have entalled a
pecuniary loss upon the country. I will
show you why I say so. You now have
the railway built for you frema Ste. Rosa-
lie to St. Lambert, costing us, at 5 per
cent interest, $37.500 a year in the whole.
Included ln that $37,500 ls the riglit to the
use of that rallway for al purposes of the
Intereolonial-not only for the purpose of
carrying our trains of all kinds from St.
Lambert to Ste. Rosalle and from Ste. Rosa-
lie to St. Lambert, but for the purpose of
carrying over It whatever traffie we may
pick up or lay down along the Une, whether
It be passengers or treight. Some hon. gen-
tleman opposite, particularly the ex-Minister
of Finance (Mr. Foster), who Is very deft at
making calculations seem to be very
anxious to get down to figures. Let them
ask whether they make any allowance for
the fact that we are entitled to do business
along that line between Ste. Rosalie and St.
Lambert, and that every dollar we earn-
and we are earning a substantial amount,
an amount not to be despised-goes towards
the reduction of the rental we puy for this
road. No sueh allowance 1s made in the
calculation of hon. gentlemen opposite.

But, Sir, I have another statement to pre-
sent which, 1 think, will be very conclusive
proof of the proposition I have just start-
ed to establish. I want to show the House,
as I can show It, that it is a most distinct
advantage to. us to own a rafway ln concert
with the Grand Trunk Railway, rather than
to own and to operate an independent une.
We could not do any more business over the1

Une, if we owned It entirely ourselves, tha=
we can do owning one-halfi nterest with the
Grand- Trunk Railway. Not one pound of
frelght more would we be able to haul on
an independent or separate and parahlel line,
we would not be likely to carry as much,
because we would be in competition with the
Grand Trunk Railway, and would not be
recelvIng freight at Montreal, as now. But
we wM be In as good a position, under our
traffie arrangement with the Grand Trunk
Railway, to do business on that road, though
they own one-half-in fact, ln a better posl-
tion-as If we were running and owning an
independent Une ourselves. Whle, on the
one hand, we are In a position to do as much
business and to enjoy to a greater advantage
the benefits arising from the user of that
Une, we are In an improved position, by rea-
son of the fact that the Grand Trunk Rail-
way has to bear Its proportion of the main-
tenance and repairs of that whole Une. There
is a way In which you can get at the figures
with a good deal of accuracy. It is au Item
of considerable importanqe,, one you cannot
brush aside, and, if any one of you were
going into the question -to-day of building a
railway or acquiring a part interest in au
existing road from another company, you
would, necessarily, take into account the fact
that, owning the road yourselves, you would
have to maintain and repair it.

If we had built the Une, according to the
suggestion of the ex-Minister of Finance
(Mr. Foster), for the money he says we could
build It for, we would still have to main-
tain it ; we would have to put in ties, as
they decay-and they decay just as fast,
whether you do much or little business--we
would have to renew the ballastIng, and It
requires to be renewed just as fast, whe-
ther we do much or little business ; we
would require to renew the old rails, and
though rails may wear out a little quIcker
by carrying additional tonnage, yet there ls
not so much difference between the wear o!
the rails under considerable use, and their
life under little use. So that you have te
'take Into account, as a matter of reasonable
and proper business calculation, that If you
owned the road from Ste. Rosahle to St. Lam-
bert, you would have to maintain and keep
it In repair. There is a way by which we eau
arrive at what that would cost, and I think
the calculation can be made by anybody who
chooses to look at the departmental report.
If you will look at the IntereolonIal Rallway
Report of last year, Abstract No. 3, main-
tenance of way and works, you wm find
what It cost the Intercolonial Railway for
the maintenance of Its way and works over
its 1,209 mles, and that cost amounted te
$861,728. The 32 miles of new railway the
member for York would build from Ste.
Rosaie to St. Lambert, would have to be
maintained and kept in repair by the Inter-
colonial RaIlway, and It would cost as mueh
to keep In repair those 32 miles at it would

4938



4940o[COMMONS)

any other 32 miles upon the Intercolonial
Railway. If it would, you will fInd that it
will cost $717 per mile for every mile of your
railway from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert
for maintenance and repairs. Is not that a
very considerable item ? We do not pay that
now under the present agreement. We only
pay a fractional portion, because the Grand
Trunk Railway pays its share, and tbat ls the
larger share. That 'Is not all. You have the
station expenses and the station charges or
all kinds, and if you turn to Abstract No. 4 of
the Intercolonial Reports for the year ending
30tb June, 1898, you will find that these ex-
penses amounted on the Intercolonial Rail-
way to $400,164 over its 1,202 miles, which
Is $338 per mile. You would have the same
expenses, If you owned and operated the new
railway yourself, because you would have to
maintain your stations. I think the propor-
tion of the cost of maintenance of the sta-
tions would be larger, but ·treat it exactly on
the same basis as the rest of the Intercol-
onial Railway, and It would amount ta $33
per mile on the lne from Ste. Rosalie to St.
Lambert. Add to that rate the $717 per mile
of which I have spoken, and you get $1,050.
whieh you would bave to pay every year for
every mile on the Une from Ste. Rosalie to
St. Lambert. One thousand and fifty dollars
per mile for 32 miles would amount to $33,-'
600; so, you see that you would have to add.
as an annual burden upon your business and'
the country $33,600 for that one item, if you
solely owned that railway. The hon. gentle-
man ignores these facts ; they are of no ac-
count to him. Well, you may say, that we
are paying a very considerable portion of
that now. because we are paying our propor-
tion. Let me tell you exactly wbat we are
now paying, if $33,600 was the amount wbich
we would have to pay, if we owned the line.
The road from Ste. Rosalie to St. Lambert
being operated and owned jointly by us and
the Grand Trunk Railway, instead of our
paylng $33,600 a year, we are simply paying,
as our proportion of the $83,600, $8,400, be-
cause we are only chargeable with 25 per
cent, according ta the statement whic hbas
been land on the Table. That makes a sav-
ing of $25,200 per year which we consider a
substantial sum, instead of being foolisi
enough to embark In railway building and
laying down anotber railway between Ste.
Rosalie and St. Lambert, we have been wise
enough ta make a bargain with the Grand
Trunk Railway for a reasonable sum, in the
working ont of which bargain we save
$25,000 per year on the maintenance of way
and repair and operating charges. compared
with what we would have to pay. if we
owned and operated the road ourselves.

'The hon. gentleman is very mcih dis-
posed to capitalize amounts. I would sug-
ge8t to him that he should capitalize $25.200
a year. You eau capitalize $6000. and the
hon. gentleman ls modest enough, to only
espitalse it for 100 years. Ue is modest

Mfr. .BLAIR.

enough to say that when this arrangement
is reduced by $69,00, we save $3,000,000 of
money. That Is a striking way to put it,
undoubtedly, and anybody who can realize
what $3,000,000 is, would undoubtedly be
overwhelmed by the weight of the hon.
gentleman's argument. It really teaches
us how important it is that we should save
inoney on every vote we give. Supposing
there was a vote for $10,000, and we could
nake i $4,000 and save $6,000, I have not
the lea . doubt that in process of time this
$6,000 would amount to $3,000,000. Keep
that In mind ; it is a striking fact but it
is not less true with regard to every appro-
priation we make than it is when applied
by the hon. gentleman to-day. Let us capi-
talize the $25,200 we save by working with
the Grand Trunk on their road instead of
building one of our own, and what does it
amount to? I cannot tell you what It
amounts to for a hundred years, for I have
not figured that out ; but for one year It
represents a capital of $840,000. In other
words, when you are paying $25,200 more
than you need, you are paying 3 per cent
on $840,000. Capitalize that for a long
period of years, capitalize It for the hon.
gentleman's 100 years at 3 per cent, com-
pound it, and tbe amount that you get as
having saved by this arrangement, would
far exceed the figures quoted by the hon.
gentleman. Now, Sir, when this fact la
taken into account, whatever little point
there might have been, whatever little
strength there might have been in the argu-
ment of the hon. member for York is en-
tirely destroyed.

But, Mr. Speaker, I think the Hoase muet
have observed that the hon. gentleman took
a great deal of pains not to discuss this
matter very fully ; he did not discuss It
lu the main : he did not discuss it in its
broad aspects ; he did not discuss it as one
would think such a question ought to be
discussed. I have stated to the House that
we were proposing this arrangement as a
whole; taking it roundly, we are paying
$140,O00, which at 3 per cent represents a
capital of about $4,500,000. Has the hon.
gentleman undertaken to suggest to this
House any possible way In which we could
get into the city of Montreal and enjoy-
one tithe of the advantages we enjoy under-
this contract for any less sum than $4.500,-
000. Before he could consistently or logi-
cally or with reason, take a stand ln antag-
onlsm to our proposal, he ought to have
attempted to establish one or the other of
two things ; either that we had no busi-
ness to attempt to get into the city of Mont-
real at al or that, taken as a whole, less than
$140.000 a year, or $4,500,O00 ln capital;,.
could have been laid out ln some other way
which would have brought us to the point
that we desired to reach. and would have
given us at least some portion of the ad-
vantages wbich bave been secnred under
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this agreement. But he never ur.dertook
to touch elther of these propositions. He
has not ventured to say that it was not the
best policy for the Intercolonial Railway to
be carried to Montreal. He knew that he
would have been behind the age If he had
undertaken ·to make sueh a proposition;
he knew that it would not have gained him
sympathy in the country or support in this
House. He knows that everybody who
takes an interest In the Government rail.
way at alH believes in the policy of getting
into Montreal. So, he ought to have de-
voted his ability, of which he possesses a
very large share, to pointing out to this
House In what way it was possible for
this Government to reach the city of Mont-
real, and secure terminal facilities there
that wouîld put the Intercolonial Railway
in a position to do business, at a less cost
than under the present proposal. He has
not done that. And why ? He has not
done it beeause he could not do it. No
gentleman on the other side has undertaken
to do it. Somebody on the other side
laughs. Perhaps he thinks I am not do-
ing justice to the hon. member for Glen-
garry (Mr. MeLennan). It Is true that hon.
gentleman struggled valiantly with one or
two calculations. He was going to take
us to Caughnawaga, and he did get us
there. He was to put us across the river,
and he put us across at very small cost, ai
smaller cost, I think, than anybody would
undertake to do the job for. He got us to
the cattle-yards in Montreal-and left us
there. But we are not content to be left
in the cattle-yards. Nor are we content
to travel seventeen miles further than we
are oblIged to travel under this arrange-
ment, paylng for all the maintenance
charged on fifty-fdve miles of railway with
ail the cost of operatIng expenses. which
would amount-I have fdgured It out here-
to about $57,750 a year on the present basis
of the Intercolonial Railway. - Not only
are you carrying that added length of seven-
teen miles upon your back, but you are pay-
ing charges and maintenance of operation
to the extent of $57,750 a year, when only
a small proportion of that sum would fall
on you wIth the arrangement we have made
with the Grand Trunk Railway Company.
So, these gentlemen have not grappled with
this subject. They are absolutely and com-
pletely fleundered. They have been unable
te grapple with the question, and I think I
can-say in ail fairness and moderation that
they are absolutely floundered, that they
have not a leg te stand upon In their criticism
of this pollcy. 0f course, if you say,: We
do. not want to go te Montreal, the whole
thing goes by the board.. But if they say :
It is a wise poliey for us to take tie In-
tercolonial Railway to Montreal, then it
does not lie wlthin the power of any of
them., ete as many of them are, capable as
many of them are, to construet an argu-
ment of very little material and to make

the worse appear -the better cause, to take
up this case and show even to the moder-
ate satisfaction of an opponent of the pol-
lcy that we have taken an erroneous
course, or that in adopting the policy we
have adopted, we have taken a more ex-
pensive method of earrying it out than some
other that can be suggested.

Now, I will not sit down witho.ut making
a reference to what was said by the hon.
member for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell). I
am sorry the hon. gentleman is not in his
place, because I wish to do hlm justice,
and I find it very difficult to do him jus-
tice without reflecting somewhat seriously
upon him. The hon. gentleman was asked
by me, and asked, I think, in a courteous
way, to tell me how lhe established the pro-
position, which he had laid down, that for
every dollar that we were earning on the
Intercolonial ]Railway for the year 1898 In
excess of what had been earned in 1897,
we were paying out $1.32-in other words,
for every dollar we had earned it cost us
$1.32. Here is what the hon. gentleman
said in reply :

I ind that the total earnings of the Intercol-
onial Railway ln 1897 were $2,866,028.02, and la
1898, $3,117,669.85, a net increase of $251,641.83.
Now, compare the expenses. The total expenses
ln 1897 were $2.925,968.68, while in 1898 they were
$3,257,648.51, an increase of $331,679.84. Now,
what does that mean ? That the Minlster of
Railways and Canals earned $251,641 additional,
and that to earn that additional sum he expended
$331,679. What does that mean? That every
dollar of additional earnIngs cost this country
81.32.
And after making this explanation he winds
up with this remark :

Now, I leave to this House, 1- leave to the
hon. gentleman's associates ln the Government,
I leave to his fellowers behind him, this state-
ment as a fair sample of the statistics he has
given us.

Well, Mr. Speaker, I think I am justiled
in characterizing the hon. gentleman's state-
ment as being extremely unfair and ex-
tremely misleading. It does not bear out
the statement which he made to this House
that for every dollar of extra earnfings
we pald out $1.32 ; it does not bear it ont
because the hon. gentleman is attributing
this to the extension to Montreal. and
the hon. gentleman knows. he heard me
when, I made my statement ln Parliament,
he heard me give the referenees. he heard
me go Into the subject in detail. I supplied
him wlth the material by which he could
destroy my calculation if it was Inaccurte.
He knew, therefore. what that calculation
was, having that knowledge, I say bis
statement was unfair, I say it was mis-
leading, and I tiak I mlght use a much
stronger term in: characterizing it. The
hon. gentleman knew that he was deal,
ing with the year In whieh the Montreal ex-
tension had only operated four monthsi;
from the lst of March, t the lt of uly
were the only montbs in tbat year ln whieh
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the Montreal extension was running. He
knew, as everybody ought to know, that in
referring to the effect of the operation of the
Montreal Une it was unfair to take the first
four months. In the fIrst four months we
had scarcely got to work. Everybody knows
that business does not spring up in an In-
stant on a new line, under a new system ;
everybody knows that we require to adver-
tise for a time, and months, perhaps, re-
quire to elapse before business men would
know that the line was In operation an:l
was extended to Montreal. So it was unfair
for the hon. gentleman to make that state-
ment, from that point of view, and it was
misleading, when he knew that the Montreal
extension had nothing at all to do with the
greater portion of the defleit of $209,0
that year. He knew from the statement
that I made to Parliament, and the figures
which I furnished hlm in detail, that a sum
greater than the difference between the de-
fieit which I showed last year and the deficit
which was sbown by the Minister who pre-
ceded me, was made up by reason of addi-
tional expenditures In repairs and mainten-
ance of the Intercolonial Railway. I showed
that we spent over $150.000 last year in order
to bring the Toad up to its proper condition
In the sprIng of the year. and thereby doubl-
ed the expenditure of that character within
the period of 12 months, or within the fiscal
year. The hon. gentleman having that know-
ledge. was grossly and manifestly unfair
when he attrlbuted the defdeit to the exten-
sion to Montreal, and cîarged agalnst its
operation that we were spending $1.82 for
every dollar addItIonal that we earned. Now,
I leave the hon. gentleman there, I leave
him with theI inferences whIch hon. mem-
bers of this House are fairly entitled to draw
from bis statements. I do not think the
hon. gentleman has done himself a great
deal of credit in that connection.

I will now for a few minutes refer to one
or two crltielsms made by the ex-Minister
of Finance (Mr. Foster) upon the Grand.
Trunk Rallway bargain. not at all with ri!-
sneet to the contract as it is now before thte
Rouse, but with respect to the contract
which was before the House a year ago. In
this connection. I may say that the hon.
gentleman appears to take a great deal of
comfort out of the fact that the present
arrangement Is better. in a sense, than that
Which we origlnally proposed. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I have not been able myself to see
that in respect of the terms of the contrac.
between Uns and the Drummond County
Beailway, there is much to be said In favour
of the present over the former arrangement.
nor Is there room for a strong opinion eu
'way or the other. That is my judgment.
anD; that Is the judgment, I know. of a good
many others ; that was the judgment of the
Government when we had the question be-
fore us. It was a question of whether we
would rent the railway at 4 per cent upoi

Mr. BLAIR.

$1,600,O00 or whether we would try to effeet
a sale upon that basis of value, and under all
the circumstances we concluded, possibly not
wisely, that it was better to make this ar-
rangement than to effeet a purchase. But
the hon. gentleman, and the leader of the
Opposition as well, were very much coneern-
ed because I had been unable, or was un-
willing, to acknowledge that the present
:arrangement was much preferable to the
old one. Well, I presume the hon. gentlemen
would not expect me to say that unless I
was of the opinion that the present ar-
rangement was a better one. If, in my opin-

* ion. It was a much better arrangement, I
would not hesitate to avow it. The ex-Min-
ister of Finance said this afternoon. that
we are coming down now with a better
scheme than we had in the first instance,
and we are open to the charge of baving
tried to force through an inferior contract,
and if it had not been for the Senate blck-
ing our plans we would have forced it
through ; but as a result of their action, weý
are here to-day with a better arrangement.
I would not be afraid nor unwilling to ae-
knowledge that the bargain Is better If It
were bette. But, as a matter of fact, as to
the Drummond County bargain, I do not
see that there is very much difference
between the two. I am free, however, to ae-
knowledge that the present Grand Trunk
Rallway arrangement is ir some respects
better than the prevlous arrangement. I
would not have tried to improve upon the
old arrangement if I was going to be afraid
to acknowledge it. I think, perhaps. sonie
of those hon. gentlemen opposite. if they
bad been In my position, would have insisted
In having the old arrangement carried out
in all its details. rather than have to ae-
knowledge that they could make a better
one. Wherever this constract is better than
the other one, I am willing to acknowledge
!t. I am free to confess that in respect of
the reduction of $6,000, which under the old
arrangement we were paying to the Grand
Trunk Railway. the present one is an lim-
provement upon the first. I am free to
confess that when the time came to maike
a new contract, and when we declded to
ask the Drumm3ond County Railway ta give
us an option to buy at a cash basis of $1,-
00,00, and when we got the terms of the

new contract settled, then I felt we were
in a position to say to the Grand Trunk
Railway : We think that you have no rea-
sonable ground te add this $6,000 to the
$140,000 we have agreed to give you.
We thlnk that the Intereolonial .Rallway
have no reasonable right to pay $6,000 in ad-
ditIon to the $140,000 we have agreed to give
you. We will not go to Parliament and ask
them to give you $146,O00 for this rental.
As a result, It was agreed that they should
accept $140.000. Whether It was In conse-
Quence of the action of the Senate or not, It
Is quite Immaterial to me. The hon. member
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for York (Mr. Foster) asks : Where would the
country have been, If the Senate had not
defeated this project ? I do not think we
would have been in any different position
from that In which we are to-day. 1[might
ask : Where would we have been, if the
Senate had defeated the scheme under which
hon. gentlemen opposite purchased the Une
of the Grand Trunk at $12,000 per mile, and
In addition had to spend a large amount of
money after that to put it In proper condi-
tion ? If the Senate had defeated that,
which it did not do, how much better off
would our position have been to-day ?
But the argument did not strike the
Senate at that time, and the arrangement,
as it was presented by Parliament, was
accepted. I think the arrangement we
presented to Parliament two years ago
ought to have been accepted, because •-It

was a good business arrangement. I do not
think $6,000 a year counts in the calculation
at all. When you have regard to the enor-
mous advantages from the stand-point of
the Intercolonial Railway. when you have
regard to all that we have secured from the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, $6,000 does
not eut any materlal figure ln the transac-
tion. I was told the other day, by one of the
officers of the Grand Trunk, that they had
made a valuation of the terminals in Mont-
real. They have 43 miles of tracks laid
down, and 150 acres of land, with all the
buildings and equipment which have been
gathered there during all these years, and
they say, that the value that lias been
placed upon that property by expert and com-
petent valuators, is $30,000,000. When you
consider that we have aecess to property of
$3,000,000 In value, when we have access
to all the traeks, which allow us to go every-
where and anywhere in the city and in zhe
precinets of Montreal, that the business needs
of the situation require, what money value
can you put upon it, even as respects the
business o! the Intercolonial Railway ? The
Intercolonial Railway bas, as I think I have
taken occasion to repeat before, is not re-
stricted in its use of these terminals by the
fact that its business is not on so large a
scale as that of the Grand Trunk Railway
Company. We have to use portions of the
terminals, perhaps frequently, but not all
of them as fully, as the Grand Trunk. We
have to turn to one department and another
to get to slips to reaeh the ships and to reach
the different wharfs and warehouses, the
different junctions and connections where
we have to receive and deliver our freights.
We require to reach these places as much as
the Grand Trunk has to do, though they may
send twenty trains to one point to
our one. But it is just as necessary for us
to get to these points to take one car-load
as it would be, if we had to take a thousand
ear-loads, and, if we were not enabled to
reach' these points, we would have to pay
the cost of carrage in some other way, if

we are to do the business, which we can
niow reaeh at practically no cost to ourselves
whatever. So it is not at a1l, it appears to
me, an extreme view to say, that we are
participating to a considerable extent in the
value of these terminal facilities whIch have
been placed at our disposal, and which we
have the fullest right to use under the terms
and conditions of the contract. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster) bhas put forward one
or two propositions in conneetion with the
question of rental, the percentage of user,
and so forth, which rather Indicate to me
that he is labouring under an entire and
complete misconception of the nature of tbis
contract. I venture to say, he has not used
understandingly or to advantage the papers
which have been in his hards for all these
weeks and months. though ne is calling out
for more. He has wanted these terminal
papers, and, when these terminal papers
are before him, they apparently convey nO
intelligent idea to his mind. He might as
well not have seen them at all. In the pro-
position which he puts forward, he says,
that the rental of the Grand Trunk property
Is of the nature of a retainer ; that, after
paylng rentals. that is, after you have hand.
ed over your retainer, you have bound your-
self to pay for the user of these Unes and
terminals at the rate of 5 per cent for all
tUie to come. I think I have correctly
stated the hon. gentleman's position.

Mr. FOSTER. I made no such statement.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I so understood the hon. gentle-
man.

Mr. FOSTER. I say I did not. The hon.
gentleman could not have understood me.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman not only said
it once, but repeated it three or four times.

Mr. FOSTER. I said, that the 4 per cent
was entirely in reference to betterments.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Did not the hon. gentleman say,
that we would have to pay for the user ?

Mr. FOSTER. Why should I say that,
when I knew that it was not so ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Did not the hon. gentleman say,
that these rentals we were paying in respect
of this railway were only in the nature of a
retainer ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. What did that mean ? And did
not the hon. gentleman say, that we would
have to pay for the user afterwards?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Yes, I venture to say, that, when
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we consider it. he meant that we would have stated, but he bas been confusing the
have to pay for the user of the railway. terminais with the line from St. Lambert

to Ste. Rosalie. They are aitogether upon
Mr. FOSTER. Hear, hear. a different basis, although used in the same
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS. AND wvay, and I will show you why. We agreed

with the Grand Trunk Railway on the sum,
mANALS. "Hear, hear," the hon. gentie- of $140,000 as a fixed amount, but we said :
man says. I wish to say that there is no. A portion of that Is for your terminals, in-
thing In any term of the contract whichfeluding your station at Bonaventure and
says, that we have to pay for the user of your 150 acres of buildings, work sbops,
these terminais or ils railway a!fter we sheds, tracks and connections. A portion
have paid ouri rentas, and the bon. gentie- of that is to be considered by way of aman is showing us that lhe bas ot turned fixed rental, not at ail based upon the
to account the opportumty he bas had o! amount we use of It. Any man can tellreading the papers which have been in his the proportion we use, in a general sense, aspossession all these months. A retainer is it will depend upon the amount of businessan honorary fee, and after you pay a re- we do. This year we may not do much. nexttainer, you have toi pay for the work that year we will do more, in ten or twenty years
the recipient does. After we pay these ren- we hope to le doing au immensely increased
tals. the hon. gentleman says, that we have traffic, and although our business mayto pay for the use of the road, the use of the double or quadruple, our rent Is the same,bridge and the use of the terminals. Do we ? and the only particular in which our pay-I say, we do nothing of the sort. What the mnents to the Grand Trunk Railway willhon. gentleman bas done bas been to con- differ from the first year's occupation isfuse and mix up the contribution which we that if the Grand Trunk Railway businessmake towards hie wear and tear, wIth the does not lucrease as ours does, we wouldrental which we pay. He does not discrIm- have to pay a larger amount for the re-Inate between the two. We pay rental upon pairs upon the portion of the terminals asthe Une from Ste. Rosalle to St. Lambert they are deseribed In the contraet, than we-upon the basis of one-half of the value of did at the outset. Just examine the ques-the line. We get half of the road, whieh is tion of the bridge witha me for a moment
ours as well as theirs ; but it bas to be and you will see how comnpletely the ar-
maintained, and the moment our rental is rangement has been made is in the interests
paid, not one shilling goes to the Grand of the country. We pay the Grand Trunk
Trunk Railway Company ln consideration of Railway a sum which we say may fairly
having any use or ownershlp of that rond. be flixed at $40.000 for the use of that
The agreement says, that a division shall bridge, and that represents all the use we
be made between the Grand Trunk and us can make cf that bridge, for there Is noof what It costs, after we have the property, limit to our occupation of it. In addition
to keep the property ln proper shape. It is to the $40,00, we pay a sniall proportionate
one thing to build a railway, and another amount according to the number of cars
thing to maintain It. The hon. gentleman and engines we send over that bridge, to
has not discrlmlnated between the two. You assist in keeping the rails and tracks inhave to keep It re-sleepered, re-tied and re- cider. Well, hon. gentlemen will see that
ballasted, and, If need be, re-ralied, and It is the rails and tracks are a very small partin respect to the wear and tear that any Indeed of that bridge. The Grand Trunkquestion arises between us[ as to the com- Railway have to keep men on the bridgebined car milleage, and It is not In respect to all the time repairing the iron-work, repair-
the rentals. When the charges are made up Ing the stonework, painting It, keeping Itfor the month for repairing the waste on ln up-to-date shape, and we do not pay
the road, making good what requires re- one farthing for all that. They have to
newal, the cost Is divided between the In- do It at their own cost. Under this con-
tercolonial and the Grand Trunk Railway on tract, all that we pay ln addition to thethe basis of the user of the road, and the $40,000 is te contribute a portion towards
only contribution we make towards the user the proper repairing of the track accordingis our proportion of the cost monthly of the to the amount of business we do relatively
repairs, as they are neurred. to the business done by the Grand Trunk

And yet the hon. gentlem'mu (Mr. Foster) Railway Company. Now, supposing weundertakes to advise this country .and this ourselves were to build a bridge across theParliament that they must not assent to St. Lawrence-anywhere you like-do youthis arrangenent because, he says, the not imagine that the cost of naintalnlng
$140,000 a year is siupily a retainer or a that bridge, looklng after the ironwork andgift, and that you have to still pay the the stonework, painting and- repalring It,proportionate value for the use of that pro- would be a very considerable item. I knowperty which your non:3y has gone. to that it. would. I know that the bridges onacquire. It must be a very dull man in- the Intercoloniali Railw ay are a constantdeed who dees not understand this arrange- charge to us. I know that the steel andment. The hon. gentlemau.(Mr. Foster) bas iron bridges have to be painted frequent-not only been confusing the particulars I y. AIl these charges with respect to the

Mr. BLAIR,
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Victoria bridge are, under tbis arrangement, be made than were made in that contract
borne by the Grand Trunk Railway, and of 1897. In my opinion, except that there
we only pay (according tu the returns whilch is a difference of 1 per cent in the interest,
have been brought down) 5 per cent of the this contract of 1897 is just as good as the
cost of keeping the track, and the track eontract of 1898. We were making pro-
alone, In repair. vision there for a condition of things which

The lion. gentleman (Mr. Foster) had a are certain to arise, and we were making
good deal to say on the betterment clause provision that whatever the cost might be,
in this Grand Trunk Railway contract, and seeing that, it was upon the property en-
-he tells us how much better it Is than it cumbered by the Grand Trunk Raflway that
was before. Well, Mr. Speaker, I have been the capital expenditure should be made by
unable to see wherein the very great im- the Grand Trunk Railway, antihat we
provement lies between these two contracts, would allow them a fair and reasonable
even In respect to betterment. The basis of rate of iuterest upoü that proportion of out-
the original agreement was that we should lay. If.Il apparently overlooked, whether Re-
pay 5 per cent upon half the cost of any cidentally or otherwise, that we surrounded
improvements we might make within the ourselves in this contract with the inost
area specilled In the 35t1h clause of that perfect safeguards as fully as it wa -
contract. 1 will tell the House wby we sible for any person to o in a written ar-
agreedupon the 5 per cent. It was beca thse rangement. e providet that it w-as only
the Grand Trunk Railway Company wold when in the opinion of the parties-hnot of
not agree upon any less rate thn 5 per one party, but of ail-t was necessary to
cent, because at t..»hat time hey were pay- lay down double tracks at any point on that
ng 5 per cent thentselves for every dol- Uneaincludng the dUe between Ste. Rosale

lar of money that they borrowed. Wsusd and St. Lambert, and moreover only when
you expeet that the Grand Trnk Railway Rer Majesty deternined to use suciworks
Company would borrow m ey at 5 per and improvemeuts, andl-I case the Minster
cent, temake betterments on the road whia-declared that scb works and Improvements
we would enjoy the advantage of, and ac- were necessary, and declared that in writin
cept a les rate of interest from us than then we should, pay for the use of such
they themselves had to pay. It is a small works the interest on haîf their actual cost.
matter afterxpcbtt yosee that the posi- So that we siply desire to provide and d
tion woulGrand Trunk Ralway wast u wasprovide, oemeet the condition f things
such that they eold not be expected in whieh it was necessary we scrould provide
reason toagr e upon any less rate of n- for, and whichIf we failed to provide for,
terest than was named. If YoU uwsi to would have led to interminable trouble
lie fair, you must keep In your mind tlîat lu the event of this contràct being confirm-
at the time the arrangement was made, tmle ed. ow, Sir, I thlnk it is only fair to
positiôn of the Grand Trunk Railway wa say that was a reasonable and proper pro-
very dIfferent t de d from wbat t is to- vision to insert, whe you were entering
day. Under the present management there into an agreemet for a long term f years.
as been a marked improvement; they are and whe n you could already auticipate that

differently situated in the money markets;1the time could yt be far distant whe just
of the world than twey were then, they eau suc th works as thhe would become cces-
borrow money now at a less rate, and sary. But, Sir, the present arrangement d1
under that circmstance, when wpe came to based upon a different princIpleto that of
revise the contract after it had been de- 1897. 1 do n¶ût say it is any better ; 1 do flot

feawhichnithwas necessary wenshouldthrovide

Ln e know that It is a partIle of Improvemetf;or
argument they presented It usyou wIn eirst doult If it is any better. We started by pay-
instance, we were able to show them that ing interest ou haf ic cost o! these im
there was good reason wby tlcy should1provements, If any are made, btween Ste.
consent to a reduction lu the rate of 5 Rosale a d St. Lambert. We have agreed to-
per cent. Look at this clause in a bus-ess vipayinterest at 4 per cent upon the pro-
way. andr hat do yo find a Wasit ote portion ofrmf capital expenditure, ascer-
necessary tat isme provisione houlde taned upon the basis of wheelage. ju
mode in thecowtract for conditions whieh other words, after it wlas been decided-
would be certain to arisl, renderng It ne- and it ust be decided with th rconsent os
cessary that there should be Improvement t bsGoverunent a pd the Minister. and be
and thbettermentitade upon the adue. WeImust declore it necessary. and so declare
had toantepateste almost ertainty o duf i i writisg.-the Grand Trun k may praceed
that; we had to anticipate the certanty tn lay down a double trak between St. Laim-
that the t me wou rcon l the course o bert and Ste. Rosale, or any part of that
the nnety-nine years when, in our ownf 5- lnwieh may baen overed by the under-
terest It would beusecessary that more standing.er terthat p as bee i deterroned
tracks should be laidtddown, and tat thereI upon, then the proportion of the burden to
should be somefaciities addednwhch were be borne by us as compared with the
not lu aicstence when thecontract was Grand Trunk Is ascertained onofhe basis of
tade. Now, I would wikeobo asknaey osestWhhelaae. and we paatminterest on that pr.
howacks suld be laiedown, aind thatprto therelm, hatistuexat
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of the present arrangement, and it is a fa:r cording to the figures he bas brought down
matter for difference of opinion as to wh- I do not make It so much ; I make it 20
ther it is to be preferred to fthe other. or |per cent.. Under the agreement of 1898
whether the other is to be preferred to this. swe pay one-fifth of the cost of the Improve-

I think, Mr. Speaker, I have in these re- ments, and under the agreement of 1897 we
ferences touched every proposition whicl i pay interest at 5 per cent on one-half the
the hon. gentleman who has addressed the cost of the inprovements. That is one
House has referred to in this connection, very important matter wlth respect to
and I think I have shown that the criti- which the agreement of 1898 is distinctly
cisms which lie has to-day passed uponî better than the agreement of 1897.
the present arrangement, so far as they | Now, the hon. gentleman made a very
have been new and have not been repeated! curious argument with regard to the main-
over and over again in this House. arel tenance of the road. It was rather an in-
easily susceptible of explanation ; that the 1 genious argument, though I am not quite
terms of this arrangement are reasonable'sure I do not unduly compliment him, when
and proper terms to be incorporated in this I say it was ingenious. He told us that if
agreement ; and that. taking the contract we built the road, we would have to pay
as a whole, so far as I can gauge and mea- practically the same cost of maintenance.
sure and judge of the character of the dis- whether we used it much or little. bcIuse
cussion on the other side, there bas been the cost of maintenance is not very mueh
no effort made, much less successfully greater if you have au enormous tonnage
made, to show that the proposal which we going over the road, than if you have a
have submitted to Parliament is not the, small tonnage. Does lie not see that, if his
best that could have been made, and one| own statement be correct, the Grand Trunk
which is in the true interest of the country. Railway are making a very good thing out

.1of it, because they would have to keep up
Mr. R. L. BORDEN (Hallfax). I desire tiis road just the same as now from Ste.

to say a very few words with regard to Rosalie to St. Lambert. They have exactly
the contract whicli is now being discussed. the same use of it now as before. and they
So far as that portion of the speech of tie are saving 25 per cent of the cost of main-
hon. Minister of Railways which deals witlh tenance, which they put into their pockets.
the Drummond County Railway is concern-
ed, I do not propose to say anything, be- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
cause I have already placed my views very CANALS. I never said the Grand Trunk
fully before the House ; but I wish to say Railway had not made a very good arrange-
one or two words with reference to that! ment ; but I said, that we 'have also.
portion of the lion. gentleman's remarks
which relates to the Grand Trunk Rail- Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I should think
way. If the Bouse is not enlightened in1 the hon. gentleman would have to .admit
regard to this matter, it is certainly not that the Grand Trunk Railway made a very
by reason of any hesitation on the lion. good arrangement. Any one who saw the
gentleman's part to occupy the time of the obvious anxiety of the Grand Trunk Rail-
House. We might venture to think that if way to have this agreement carried out,
the had spent as much time before thlis would have no doubt that they considered it
agreement was prepared, in considering it a very good arrangement for them. The
as he has spent in discussing it in the hon. gentleman coolly tells us, that, if we
Houîse, we would not have had the agree- had to build the road, we would have to
ment of 1897u in the form in which It was maintain the whole thlng, whereas now, he
presented. Nor would we have the lion. says, we pay only 27 per cent of the cost of
gentleman coming to the House two years maintenance. Does not the hon. gentleman
afterwards and vainly attempting to as- see that that very argument shows what a
sure the House that there Is no very lm. remarkably good bargain the Grand Trunk
portant difference between the teris of Railway are making, independent of the
that agreement and the ternis of the present enormous rental of $37,500 per year which
agreement.· I will not go over all the points 1they are getting for the road?
which the hon. gentleman has dealt with
so very fully ; but when he stands up Tin e MIS tRFprAIL the bnD
the House and says that he for one is notftANa nS.5Seet-fcenpe t
able to determine whether the wheelage
basis for the cost of improvements Is bet- Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). 1 do not under-
ter than the half-cost basis, and almost inustand the hon.-gentleman, and ar very much
the same breath shows us that In the One afraid le does not quite understand himself.
case the cost would be almost double what Let us look into the position uf affairs a
it would be- In the other, I do not think littie more closely. The Grand Trunk Rail-
the hon. gentleman's remarks need very way receives'from usarentai o! $37,500for
nuch refutation. He tells us that the pro-

portion of the user uf the Intercolonial t anet ei ccrlgt h iue
Railway in respect uf. the line from Ste.heb brultdnIm e eueruti

Rosale toSt. ambet Is 7 pe cen. fit ntrousand 25iwer abut 2o the. en
MrMBRDN HaBfL.AIdRnt.ndr
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the total amount of the user of the two roads
of that portion. Thei hon. gentleman may
make it, I think, 27 per cent; but I do not
see that the figures bear that out.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS
CANALS. The figures show over 25.

AND

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I will look at the
figures he has brought down, and see whe-
ther or not that is correct.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We pay $18,000 on $73,000.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Let us have the
whole thing. So far as the terminals are
concerned, ln respect of the Montreal ter-
minals our user was as follows :-

November ........................
December ........................
January ..........................
February ........................
M arch ............................
April .............................

6·31
5·87
5-28
5 92
6-59
9.90

Now, from St. Lambert to Point St. Charles
is a distance, I understand, of about 4 miles.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. About 2 miles bridge, and 21
miles Is road.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The total is about
4 miles, and the percentage of user for the
Intercolonlal Railway was as follows :-

November ......................
December .......................
January .........................
February ........................
March ...........................
April ............................

12-82
10046

9-42
10-65
11-62
16-81

From St. Hyacinthe to St. Lambert is about
29 miles, and the percentage of user of the
Intercolonial Railway was as follows :-

November .......................
December .......................
January .........................
February ........................
March ...........................
April ............................

20-90
16•20
14o88
17•02
18-15
29-73

The hon. gentleman tells us that that means
25 per cent. I have worked It ont, and from
St. Hyacinthe to St. Lambert, on the figures
he has brought dôwn, It is 195, and ot 25
per cent. If he ls correct in saying It Is 25
per cent, he has brought down wrong fig-
ures. I wHil now give the rest of! it. Prom
Ste. Rosalle to St. Hyaeinthe the percentage
of the Intercolonial Railway was as fol-
lows:-

November...........22418
December ....................... 17613
January ........... 15•69
February............ 18-39
Mareh ........................ 19-49
April .......................... 30•70

And the average is not 25 per-ent, but 20*59.
How the hon. -gentleman gets 25 per cent
out of those figures, I:cannot understand.

Tnhe MENISTE1- O "RILWAY8 Â2D
CANALS. If yo 'il! look At the rèturas

brought down, you will observe that the
total charges for the period is $73,000, paid
by the Grand Trunk Railway on mainten-
ance and other expenses in connection with
these sections. Our proportion is $18,000,
and that, I take it, Is pretty close to 25 per
cent.

3Mr. FOSTER. That takes the station op-
eratiug expenses, besides the maintenance,
and that is on a different basis.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND-
CANALS. Of course, that takes it in, but it
is exactly the same principle. I say, that
the maintenance of the road and the station
and operating expenses amount to about 25
per cent of the total cost.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The hon. gentle-
man is confusing two things. There is one
basis for one portion of the cost of main-
tenance, and another basis for another por-
tion of the cost of maintenance. The one 1
was dealing with, and on which the hon.
gentleman undertook to contradiet me. was
the proportion of train and englue mileage,
and the ggures I have given show that it la
not over 20 per cent. Now, there is another
basis on which some portion of the cost of
maintenance is to be calculated, and that is
the number of trains passIng or leav-
ing stations. I am not taking a pro-
portion of the station expenses, but of
train mileage, and the proportion of train
mileage is in the vicinity of 20 per cent,
very little more or less. I have given the
hon. gentleman exactly the proportion for
the 4 miles of terminals, and the proportion,
as I have computed it, taking the average ot
the figures he has brought down, is this :
From-

St. Lambert to Point St. Charles.
St. Hyacinthe to St. Lambert..........
St. Rosalie to St. Hyacinthe.......

11-96-
19-56
20-69

And for the short distance from the Chaudi-
ère bridge to the siding there, a very short
distance-I do not suppose more than half a
mile-which we use almost solely, our pro-
portion is 69-50. But, taking the whole
line, you will not get 20 per cent.

The hon. gentleman takes great credit be-
cause, as he says, we are really saving 75.
per cent of the cost of maintenance. What
the saving amounts to when analysed, is
simply this. We are paying a rental on the
basis of haIf the user-the basis on which
his engineer made it up under his directions,
and on which he acted-and we are paying
for the cost of maintenance on the basis of
our proportion of the user. Then, the hon.
gentleman i% ho is paying rental on an ex-
travagant basis, so far as user Is con-
oerne-d-that is to say, paying on the
baals of equal user, when ur user la
o'ily one-ffth-tells us, lu justltication:
Oh, you will lose on t r-entail, but o
are -iaklng on the eat -f ntènäne.
Now, when you corne to aalIyse that &fgu-
ment, it does fnot seem to ie It affords a
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very striking illustration of the strength of
the hon. gentleman's position ; but, such a
it is, to use his own language, he is entitled
to the benefit of it.

Now, I do not propose to deal with any
portion of this Grand Trunk agreement, ex-
cept in so far as I can endeavour to as
slst this House by referring to the Infor
mation which the hon. gentleman has, ai
last, seen fit to bring down. And I do
think that when the hon. gentleman stood
up ln his place in this House and talked
about waste of time, he certainly had an
amount of nerve and courage that I have
never seen equalled on the floor of this
House. He detained this House from eight
o'clock in the evening until ihalf-past one
on the next afternoon because he would
not bring down information which he had
promised-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Will the lon. gentleman (Mr.
Borden, Halifax) permit me. I gave the
hon. gentleman credt-I did It sincerely-for
desiring to be fair. But I am sure he is
not trying to be fair now. He knows very
well that when it appeared the other night
that tbe hon. gentleman desired a state-
ment of the combined car and engine mile-
age of the Intercolonial Railway and the
Grand Trunk Raulway, I told him at once
that I had fnot It and could not get it until
the next day, that ls, until it could be ob-
tained from the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
pany. I said that the Intereolonial Rail-
way had not the figures, and the hon. gen-
tleman knows it was utterly impossible for
me to give the information before the tIme
I did. I offered immediately-It was about
eleven in the evening, before we had got
into the debate and this question came up
-I offered and the Premier followed up
my offer by making repeated offers of the
same kInd, but hon. gentlemen opposite
would not be content to go on with the
business and let their request stand. untIl it
could be acceded to next day. I am sur.
prised that he would say that I refused to
brmg down the information. I could not
bring It down, but I ffered to do so as soon
as it could possibly be obtained.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The hon. gen.
tieman (Mr. Blair) wiR fnot And that I am
dIsposed to be unfair, but I am disposed
to eau the attention of the House to what
the actfal facts were. I asked on the 2Otb
of May for certain information and took
up about a column uof "Hansard2" to niake
it perfectly clear to hlm what I desired. I
waited until about last Tuesdy night, and
then I asked the hon. gentleman If the In-
formation was brought down, and he said
that it had been. I give him credit for
îpeaking ln all sIncerity at tat tIme. But
when, Uext niglt, I found ont that the in-
formation had not been brought down, I
brneght the tact te the hon. gentleman's

Kr. BORDUN (aia$

E atttention. And what took place ? The
5 hon. gentleman raised point after point with

regard to the matter-
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I beg your pardon.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon. He raised point after
point with regard to It, and he stated that
the proportion of user by the Intercolonial
Railway was about 25 per cent. I told
thim that the ex-Minister of Railways and
Canals (Mr. Haggart) had stated to me that
different information had been given to him
In the House by my hon. friend (Mr. Blair).
Now, I did not see at that time, and I do
not see yet, if the information was not lu
possession of the hon. gentleman to give
to the House, how he would ihave any Idea
one way or the other, except the proportion
of expenses-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That Is the only way I could
tell, and1 ! gave It to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Why did not
the hon. gentleman give it to us at once ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman was offer-
ed it and would not take It. He and bis
friends would not have anything but the
comblned car and engine mileage, and
" Hansard " will show that they were offer.
ed and refused.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). What I under-
stood the bon. gentleman to offer to the
House that night was not a proportion at
ail, but simply a statement of what the
Intercolonlal Railway had paid for operat-
Ing expenses. If I mlsunderstood him, I
regret it. I did not understand him to
offer me or any one else a statement show-
Ing a proportion. If the hon. gentleman
did offer that or anything else, "Hanrd"
wilB show It.

The MINISTER OF RAIDWAYS AND
CANALS. "Hansard" wIll show that I
offered to bring ln a statement to show
how much the Grand Trunk had charged
us and how much we had paid.

Mr. BORDEN (Haifax). If the hon.
gentleman wIil recali what took place he
will remember that gentlemen on this aide
offered over and over again to take up other
business, go into Supply, to leave aside the
Grand Trunk BIll, which was then being
diseussed; but the only anhwer we could
get from the hon. gentleman was that he
would continue to sit and discuss that BIll.
I do not want to go over again the .eventa
that took place during that long aitting of
the House, but I venture te think the bon.
gentleman ls not ln a pstien te taunt an
one on thisaide-with wating the.ilm'eof
the House or the country.

The matter I wlsh to bring to the atten-
tien of the House, and almoat the only mat.
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ter, was simply this-the hou. gentleman,
In making his bargain with the Grand
Trunk, approprIated a sum of about $65,-
000 as the annual amount to be paid to the
Grand Trunk for terminals at Montreal ; in
addition to which we are to pay our propor-
tIon of the cost of maintenance. Now, the
proportion of user which we make of such
proportion of the terminals as we do use
Is a little less than 7 per cent, aboût one-
fifteenth of the total user. Now, the lion.
gentleman, lu his speech to-night, said that
we used all the terminals more or less. I
-dd not so understand the view of the hon.
gentleman when this matter was being dis-
eussed before the committee.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have always said that.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The hon. gen-
tleman produced a statement from Mr.
Sehreiber, as will be found at page 11 of
the Committee's report, ln which Mr. Schrei-
ber makes use of this language :

The Grand Trunk Railway property at Point
St. Charles, Montreal, must be worth severai
millions of dollars, but we shall use only asmall Proportion.
And the hon. gentleman, Inl his answer to
Mr. Powell, at the bottom of the saine page,
saId :

Q. This is for half, or simply the share that
the Intercolonial would require of these terminal
facilities ?-A. That would be on the basis of
one-half the value at 5 per cent of such portions
of these terminals as he thought he would re-
quire to use.
Now, It does not appear that at 1that time
they thought they would use al the termi-
nals, but it does appear that they thought
they would use a portion only, which Mr.
Sdhreiber values at $1,23,200. And, again,
the bon. gentleman, givIng evidence at page
,12, says :

Mr. Schreiber states in his memorandum that
the line from Point St. Charles to Montreal la
worth several millions Of dollars, but as wewould use only a small proportion he makes thevalue on that proportion.
Agaln, at page 1, he says:

Mr. Schrelber has estimated on a basis of part
of the cost of such portions of the terminal facil-
lUes as we may reasonably be expected o use.
Again, at page 13, he says that they esti-
mated on a basis

Of equal user of such portions of the ter-
minals as we would require to u»e.
It Is abundantly evident, from all these
statements, that the hon. gentleman did not
·then understand, nor did his deputy under-
stand, that they would use all the termi-
nain, but only a portion. What was that
portion ? It was the portion made up In
the statement by Mr. Sehreiber, to be found
at page 11 Of thls report, ln which Mr.
Uehreiber estimates that the cost of the

terminals which the Intercolonial Railway
would require, amounted to $1,239,200. I
assume that the hon. gentlentan is not pay-
ing the Grand Trunk Railway for termi-
nals which he does not use. I have the
right to assume that some reliance (an be
placed upon this statement wlt!ch the lion.
geutleman's deputy prepared, and which
the thon. gentleman hiImself put forward In
his evidence before the committee as a
statement on whieh rellance mlgflt be
placed. What result do you have from that ?
This result--that the total cost of the por-
tion of the terminals we uay expect to
use is 1,239,200. Now, the rental which
Is paid by the Intercolonial Railway, being
$63,00O and the user of the Intercolonlal
Railway beng one-fifteenth of the total, the
rental for tlebse terminals on the basis of
the use--which nust be adnitted to be a
fair basis--would give you a rental of $975,.
000 as the total rental for the Grand Trunk
a'id Intercolonial Railway in respect of this
property. That is to say, if the Grand Trunk
were to pay rental on the same basis as we
are paying, the total rental for this property,
which is worth less than $1,250,000, would
be nearly $1.0,000. I think if anything
could demonstrate to this House and to
the public that the rental which we are
paying for these terminals !s au enormous
lental, that fact alone is sufficlent to de-
monstrate It. Now, Sir, If anything further
were required to indcate to the House that
we use only a very small proportion of these
terminals, the evidence of Mr. Wainwrlght,
which has already been ibrought to the at-
tention of ile louse, would show it con-
ciusively. I refer to what lie says on page

I have shown in this plan that it invoives the
use of 40 miles of sidings, freight-sheds, round.houses and all appurtenances. It i5 very muchlike going to a man who owns a palace, withmy wife, having nuarried, and akling him to
give me his whole house. of course, it cn on.yuse one room, but in a few years there may be alarge famlly. I do not know what proportion wilibe our use and what wIll be theirs.
Then, further down, he answers the ex-Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals:

I would not like to undertake to say that theuser of the Intercoloni Railway, so far as thewhole terminals are concernd, would be 100th
part the user of the Grand Trunk Railway.
So that you have two things to consider here.
In thefdrst place, you have to consider that,
of the terminal, whlcb the hon. gentleman
saye are worth about ,000,000, our por-
tion would be worth, according to the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman'a engineer, $1e
250,000 at the outside. Then, obu have next
to conuider that, ln respect to that very
small portion of the terminaIs which we do
use, our proportion of user, as compared
with the user of the Grand Trunk EaIway,
Ms as 1 to 15. Then, take Into consideation
that we are paying a rentai of $S,-
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000 for user, and I venture to sub- to the attention of the House, with respect
mit again, that the contract the hon. to traffic arrangements, Is also one whlch
gentlenian lias made is not a good the Government' might well take into con-
contract for this country, but, as the hon. sideration. The ex-Minister of Finance did
gentleman very truly states, it is a most not put that mnatter any too strongly. W%%
excellent contract from the stand-point of are giving the Government, by the confirma-
the Grand Trunk Railway. The hon. gen- tion of this agreement, power to make any
tieman seems to lay a great deal of stress tratie arrangement with the Grand Trunk
on the fact that our user may increase as tailway which this Parliament could au-
time goes on. And so the user of the Grand thorize the Government to make ; we are
Trunk will increase as time goes on, and, as placing power in the hands of the Govern-
pointed out by the ex-Minister of Raiiways ment beforehand to make exactly any kind
and Canals, it is probable that the user of of agreement with the Grand Trunk Rail-
the Grand Trunk Railway will increase in way concerning traffie that they may see
greater proportion tharx the user of the In- 1 fit to do. Now, if It is proper to bring traffle
tercolonial Railway. What will be the re- arrangements of that far-reaching character
sult ? If both these roads continue to in- down te Parliament, I venture to think that
crease in their business, the terminals will It Is only right and proper that the Govern-
have to be increased, and money will have ment should Insert a clause in this Bill pro-
to be expended, and we will have to bear viding that any alteration or modification of
our proportIon of that, and the result will that traffie arrangement should be submit-
be, that we will pay an Increased rental for ted to Parliament, and, unless that is done,
the increased value of the terminals, under 1, for one, am not prepared to approve or to
the provision of this contractt for that pur- vote for this Bil.
pose. So, this $65,000 does not measure the The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDreal rental which we may have to pay in CANALS. Would you vote for It. if we did?the future, if our business does inerease, as
the hon. gentleman anticipates. As I ven- Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I have already
tured to point out on a previous occasion, endeavoured to explain to the ioa. gent'e-
the amount which we are paying as rentali man as fully as I could, and I think no one
for this road is out of all proportion to what in this House misunderstands my position,
the Intercolonial Railway receives from the that, for the reasons which I have already
Dominion and Atlantic Railway. That rail- pointed out, I think the agreement which he
way has 34 miles of the Intereolonial Rail- lias made with the Grand Trunk Railway is
way road, a very good portion of the Inter- based on a very excessive rental. There-
colonial Railway, a good-paying portion of fore, I would not deem myself justified in
the road, of which it has exclusive user, and voting for it. But apart from that, I say,
It bas 14 miles more of which it bas user In tbe hoW gentleman is taking to himself
common with the Intercolonial Railway, just power to make any agreement with the
as efficient a user as that to which we are Grand Trunk Railway Company which Par-
entitled under this agreement. It bas the llament could give him power to make; he
use of our terminal facilities at Halifax, in s taking that power in advance ; he is taking
addition to this 48 miles of road, and the net it without any control from Parliament. In
amount which we received annually for other words, the Government, by means of
the last tliree years from that railway he ratification of this agreement, are placing
was the sum of $16,682.50, or about one- themselves in the position of Parliament, so
ninth of what we are paying for the far as future dealings with the Grand Trunk
use of 38 miles of the .,Grand Trunk Railway in respect of traffe arrangements
RaAlway and the terminals at Montreal. So, are concerned. I do not know whether the
It seems to me that the agreement which hon. gentleman will agree with that view,
the hon.; gentleman bas made, however ex- but It seems to me perfectly clear. By this
cellent it may be from bis stand-point, is BIll we conftrm this agreement, and we give
certainly a very different kind of agreement it the force of an Aet of Parlament. The
from that to whieh we had to submit, when 40th section recites that Her Majesty bas
we made a bargain with another company. made a traffie arrangement with the Grand

I merely desired to bring to the attention Trunk Railway Company, and it also pro-
of the House the result of the returns which vides that the Government and the company
it took so long for the hon. gentleman to may modify that traffie arrangement in any
brIng down for our information ; and I say, way they see fit by mutual consent. Then,
that, having regard to these figures, and this House, when it ratines the 4th section,
having regard to the gures relating to the gives to the Government exactly the Ume
user of the terminals, I am eonfrmed ln the power which Parliament has, to deai withopinion whieh I have entertained ever since trafle arrangements -with the Grand Trunk
I first made any Investigation iuto this mat- Railway Company, and it does not·aeem to
ter, that the amount of rental which we are1 be a proper thing to condde te the Govera-

proesig:by this agreement to pay te the; ment of this country power otfiat kind
Grn iTrank Railway Oomnpany, is a very Iwlth respect -te arrangemnents which, .la the
excessive rentai. I think that the matter Iordlnary course, are submitted te Parlla-
which the ex-Minister of Finance broughit ment. For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I do'

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).
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not see my way clear to vote for the BIll of
whIch the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) is now
moving the third reading.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Very welLHle was in-
troducing a resolution upon which he In-
tended to base a Bill for that purpose.

Mr. JAMES McMULLEN (North Welling- | Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
ton). Mr. Speaker, I just desire to say a iMr. MeMULLEN. la that not the ame as
few words upon this question. I can hardly the hon. Minister of Rallways and Camals
believe 'tha;t hon. gentlemen opposite are sin- (fMr. Blair) has doune?
cere in their criticisms up to the present
point, because, all the tme, I see that they Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The dIffereace
are getting worse. The hon. ex-Minister of ls this. The hon. Minister of Railways and
Finance (Mr. Foster), In his openIng remarks. Çanals (Mr. Blair) entered into this arrange-
said that there was no Instance in the bis- ment with the Drummond County Raliway
tory of this country where a bar- and with the Grand Trunk Railway Com-
gain had been entered into by a pany without having the subjeelt brought up
Minister of Railways and carried through in this House at aIl, whereas I entered into
Parliament in the manner in which an arrangement with the Grand Trunk Rail-
the present Minister of RaIlways and Canals way Company that my predecessor, with the
(Mr. Blair), is seeking to carry this bargain fullest approval of the House of Commons,
through the House and to secure its sanction. had been negotiating for, and with the per-
I looked up the record to find out how the feet understanding that that negotiation
hon. leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles would be carried ont.
Tupper), who was Minister of Railways In Mr. MeMULLEN The hon. gentleman1879. introduced to Parliament and carrIed
tbrough a scheme for the purchase of the (Sir Charles Tupper) is qulte mistaken. That
Rivière du Loup branch of the Grand Trunk the negotiations had been under way before
Railway, and I find that the course adopted he came into power Is quite true, but the

by hlm on that occasion Is on all fours and question never was before the House. There
exactly the same as the course adopted by was never any resolution moved In the
the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals House.
on the present occasion. Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Yes.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Perhaps the Mr. McMULLEN. Nko. In regard to the
hon. gentleman will allow me ito explain purcbase of the road there may have been
wherein he Is making a serions mistake. My some talk between the parties, but there
predecessor, Mr. Mackenzie, had obtained never had been any negotiations betwelen
the common consent of Parliament to mak- the Grand Trunk and the Government.
Ing an arrangement with the Grand Truink, Sir OHARLES TUPPER. No ?
Railway for the purchase of that branch ofj
the Grand Trunk before I took it up at ail. Mr. McMULLEN. I will challenge the hon.

.Mr. MeMULLEN. I will not challenge gentleman Iolook up " Hansard " and prove

what the hon. gentleman says. I am sure
he is honest In stating what he bas done, but Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It is not con-
he introduced a resolution himself for the venient at this moment to do so, but I May
purpose of bringing about the purchase Of do so later. I may say that tthe House had
this road. been informed by my predecessor, the Min-

Sir CHAULES TUPPER. Quite 8, but 1 Ister of Publie Works, that tbey proposed to

aiter a years discussion on the subjet by open ths negotiation, and it was thoroughily
ate try ya' Pascuss nthe sunderstood before by Parliament that we
-the country and by Parliament. were golng on wIth this negotiation.

Mr. McMULLEN. No. The hon. gentle-
man said:

Among the papers submitted will be found a
letter from Mr. Shanly, in which he estimated
the 119 miles of property the Government had
purehased.
My hon. friend stated at ithe time--

The property the Government had purchased.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Quite so.

3Mr. McMULLEN. Upon the introduction
of a motion for the purpose of providing the
money, my hon, friend arose and spoke of
" the property that ithe Goverament had pur-
chased."

8fr CHARLES TUPPER. Yes.
156

Mr. MeMULLEN. It may be true that
they proposed to open negotiations. Nobody
denles that. The question that the bon. ex-
Minister of Finance raised was that not a
single case of the kind bad taken place be-
fore, and that there was no precedent for the
manner in which the bon. Minisiter of Rail-
ways and Canals had conducted this busi-
ness. That hon. gentleman said that he
should have come to Parliament and get
authorlty to enter Into negotiations to make
this purchase. I say that there Is a case
exactly on all fours. The purchase of the
Rivière du Loup branch was conducted ex.
actly In the mme manner as this has been.

Sir CHABLES TUPPER. With that dit.
ference ?
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Mr. McMULLEN. I just want to com- and paid $12,600 a mile for t. The hon.
pare that purebase with the purchase which Minister of Railways and Canals bas got 133
has been completed by the hon. Minister of miles of road for $1,600,000, or $12,030 per
Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair). The mile. He has purchased the road for $570
Rivière du Loup branch is 119 milesa n a mile less than the hon. leader of the Op-
length, while the Drummond County Rail- position paid for the Rivière du Loup branch
way,- that is now purchased, from Chaudière of the Grand Trunk, without a nail o!
Junction :to Ste. Rosalie, together with the any kind, yet hon. gentlemen opposite
branches of this road, 'has a mileage of 133 are deelaring that there is something
miles. The Rivière du Loup branch cost wrong about this and that there is some ex-
$13,000 a mile, with old iron rails, which the travaganee connected with it. In the face
Government of the day agreed to take off of the bargain entered into by the hou. leaderand give to the Grand Trunk Railway Com- of the Opposition, and ]n the face of the tact
pany. The hon. leader of the OpposItion ithat tbe cost of the St. Charles branch was
made an arrangement by which the Govern- $121,000 a mile, I do not think that hon. gen-.
ment agreed that these old rails were to be tlemen have any warrant for saying that
lifted up and given to the Grand Trunk there is any evidence of extravagance in con-
Railway Company, and that steel rails should nection with this purchase. I cannot come
be laid down. to any other conclusion than that by keep-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Perhaps the ing up the discussion they are seeking to
bon. gentleman will allow me to say a word. prove to this House and to the country that
I think it is rather trifting with the House ; the bargain is not a desirable one.
this matter was fully stated by the hon. Min- I Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. gentleman has gotister of RalHways and Canais. It was an- it now.
swered by me, and the hon. Minister bas
dealt for bours with this subject sinee, and ;Mr. MeMULLEN. The hon. ex-Minister
bas never referred to my reply. The whole of Finance said that the province of Quebec
case has been covered. I say that we bad minght demand to be reeouped for the money
the report of Mr. Schreiber, and that we paid they have put into this road before the Gov-
$200.000 less than Mr. Schreiber said a simi- ernment purchased it. We had a little expe-
lar road could be eonstructed for. We had rience la that matter some years ago. We
that report referred to Mr. Shanly, who was had a little experience some years ago of
regarded as one of the greatest engineers in a similar matter, when the Toronto, Grey
the country, and Mr. Shanly stated that the and Bruce became part of the Candian
price we pald for the road was $600,000 less Pacifie Railway there was a very strong ap-
than the real value of the road. Everything i peal made by the people of Ontario that the
bas been said in reference to ths subjeet. money expended on that road should be re-
I have not sald a word since I spoke in re- funded because it became part of the Cana-
gard to it early on the discussion, and the dian Paciie Railway. A large deputation
bon. Minister of Railways and Canals has pressed upon Sir John Macdonald that that
spoken at great length on a number of occa- money should be refunded, but his reply
sinos since. It is rather trifling with the was, that the Canadian Pacifie Raiway were
business of the House to take up the -time of not depriving the people of the advantage
the House with the discussion of a matter of that road, that the people would get -s
whieh has been completely refuted over and good an accommodation as they ever anti-
over again. eIlpated, and the people could not deny that.

Sir John Macdonald told them that if the,Mr. MeMULLEN. Iarn only making a people were deprived of their accommodationcomparison. ¶Ion. gentlemen opposite find they would have some claim, but since tbeyfault with the purchase made by the hon. were not he did not see they had any elut».Minister of Railways and Canals. They de- The same argument would apply to the
lare that the road could bave been bulit people o!Quebee if they asked the Goverh-

cheaper and they say that $1,600,000 0s ment for a refund of the money on te rod
placing a valuation on the road whichl inot just bought. I annot see any jutage
warranted. 1 am comparing the purchase ound uPon which ho gentlemen oppo-
that4 the ho. leader of the Opposition, when site are engthening out thes discussion. 
Minister of Raßlways and Canals, made, think, eomparlng 1t th th purchase o! the
with the purebase whleh bas been made by Rivière du Loup branh, the building of the
the present hon. Minister of Raiways and St. Charles brbran, hd comparng it with
Canais. I want te show that when the hon. the cost of t e , onstrutlm o!ay other une,
leaderof! the Opposition bought that Rivière it oJa first-dcosbargain on the fhteretie
du Loup branch he pald $1Z600 a mile for of the peopleo! Canada, and I belleve they
St. He wIR not deny that he paid $1,500,00 wll realize lan a few years that It was a
for the road. There were no steel ralls on most destrable a iw afors thea it ra o
it. It was covered with trou rails, and he Railwaytebargake.on forne nappls to
entered into a covenant with the Grand the arangoment with the Gamnde ap al-
Trunk Railway Company to take them offw e frne wth te Grtnd Tu c ay -
,nd give them back to the empany, so that onre eayeutett u the city of-
ie oy goto bed wth some ties on it, and to bulld terminais thre, it wou -os
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more millions than any man in thls House
can form any idea of. The estimate given
bh the Ministeu nf Railwnvs- to-dav with

NAYS:
Mes

uy LrA'u 3AlA; oL' Vu Jl eay"4IAA ev y wl u . ttie,regard to the cost of the Canadian Pacifie Bell (Addingtn),
Railway for their terminal accommodation Bell (Pictou),
In Montreal, Is, I have no doubt, pretty Bennett,
nearly correct. If the Intercolonial Rallway Borden (Halifax),
were to make a separate entrance Into Broder,
Montreal it would cost a fabulons sum to CargIll,
glie It the facilities It now enjoys on the Casgvain,Clancy.Grand Trunk Railway system of getting into Clarke.
every warehouse where trade can be se- Cochrane,
eured. From this day forward, and during craig,
the rest of Its history, I look upon the Inter- Davin,
colonial Rallway as being placed In such a Duga,
financlal condition that the country will not Foster,
be called upon to make up Its annual deficit. Gaong,
I belleve in a very few years It will pay to Gilmour
the treasury of the Dominion, something In Haggart,
return for the many millions that have beer Henderson,
sunk in It. Ingram,

House divIded on the motion (Mr. Blair) PAI
for the third readIng of Bill (No. 133) to au- Ministerial.thorize the acquisition by the Dominion of 1
the Drummond County Railway. Christie,

Hutchlson,
YBAS Cartwrlght (Sir Pdeh'd).YEAS :

Meeursowan,
AngersJoIy de Lotblnlère Gbon,
Bain, (Sir Henri,
Bazinet, Landerkln, Lo
Beausoleui, Laurier (Sir Wlfrid),
Beeth. Talbot,
Belcourt,LMeIIus,
Bernier, Macdonell, Lavergne,
Bertram, Mulock,
BetheCharton,
Blair, Ethier,
BStock, SGmerville,
Bourassaugg rot
Brittonr (Lambton),
BrodeurMcLenan (Invemess), A fi,
Brown,
Bruneau,
Burnett,
CampbellMari, Mal

cây, Meiga ?Laeheen,
Champagne, TolMie
Comstock,,eOInce,

CO.MQeore, elI Pîne Es)
CotiMorronnbertson,

Louis), Parmuee. cSa'tl,
Davies (air Isouis)
Davis,
Decheno,
Demers,
Dobeln,
Doug§as,
Dupré,
Edwards,
Erb,
Fieding,
Fher,
Fitspatrick,
Frasr (Guysborough),
Gauthier,
Gauvreau,
Graham,
Haley,
Harwood,
Roya,
Holmezs,
Hurle,
Johnston,

15m

Rats,

Paterson,
Penny,
Pettet,
Prfontaine,
Prvulx,
Rats,
Richardson,
Rinfret,

Trcoen

Rutherford,
Savara,
Scriver,
Semple,
Sifton,
Snetainger,
Sutherland
Tarte,
Tucker,
Tureet, and
Wood.-9L0

Motion agreed to,
time and passd

a

%ieurs
Kaulbach,
Kloepfer,
LaRivlère,
MeCleary,
MeDougal,
McInerney,
MeLennan (Glengar),
McNeIll,
Marcotte,
Martin,
Morin,
Prior,
Roche,
Seagrai,
Sproule,
Taylor,
Tupper (Sir Charles

Hibbert),
Tyrwhitt, and
Wilson.-40.

RS :
Oppoisition.

Roddick,
Klock,
Tupper (Sir Charles),
Carscallen,
Montague,
Corby,
McCormick,
MacLaren,
Hughes.
Bergeron,
Earle,
McAlister,
Osler,
T1dale,
Blanchar,
Kendry,
Reid,
Gullet,
T4odgins,
Mills.
Powell,
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Quinn,
Ferguson.
Rosamond,
Macdonald (King's),
Maclean,
Wallace,
Monk.

nd Bill read the ethird

I. C. R.-EXTENSION TO MONTREA r-
AGREEMENT WITH THE GRAND

TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY.

The MINISTER OF RA TLWAYS AND
OANALS (Mr. Blar) moved :

Third reading of BUll (No. 18) to conrm au
agrement entered into by Mer Majesty with
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada
for the purpos of aing the extensoofthe
Intercolonial Railway system to the eity of Mont.
real.
SMr FOSTER, Mr. Speaker, l do not ln-

tend to Oeuy the tMe of the Houe. I
wish simply to put In the shape of an amend-
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ment what I spoke of this afternoon with
reference to the traffile arrangement. I move:

That the Bill be not now read a third time,
but that It be recommitted to a Committee of the
Whole, with Instruction te add at the end of the
fIrst clause of the Bill the following proviso :-

" Provided, however, that any alteration of the
mutual trafic arrangement between Her Majesty
and the company referred to in the fortieth
paragraph of the said agreement shall, notwith-
standing anything in this Act, or An the
said agreement contained, be subject te the
confirmation of such alteration by the Par-
liament of Canada, and no such alteration
or amended or supplemental contract or arrange-
ment shall take effect unless and until the same
shall be se confirmed by Parliament."

Amendment negatived on division.

Motion agreed to, on the same division
as that on the third readlng of Bi (No. 133).

BOUNTIES ON IRON AND STEEL.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) moved that the House resolve it-
self Into committee to consider the following
resolution :-

That t ls expedient to provide that the boun-
ties on steel ingots, puddled iron bars and pig-
Iron made In Canada, authorized by chap. 6 of
the Acts of 1897, shall on the termination of the
period therein mentioned, be gradually reduced
during a limited term until they are extIngulshed,
and that the bounties to be paid for the addi-
tional term shall be s follow8:-

(a) Prom the 23rd of April, 1902, to the 80th
of June, 1903, both inclusive, the bounties shall
be 90 per centum of the amount fixed by the
said Act.

(b) From the lat of July, 1903, te the 30th of
June, 1904, both inclusive, the bounties shall be
75 per centum of the amount fdxed by the said
Act.

(c) Prom the lt of June, 1904, to the soth of
June, 1905, bothI inclusive, the bounties shall be
55 per centum of the amount fdred by the said
Act.

(d) From the lt of July, 1905, to the 30th of
June, 1906, both inclusive, the bounties shall be
35 per centum of the amount fixed by the said
Act.

(e) From the lot of July, 1906, to the 30th of
June, 1907, both inclusive, the bountiles shall be
20 per centum of the amount fixed by the said
Aet.

ProvIded, however, that If any steel ingots be
made from puddled iron bars manufactured ln
Canada, no bounty shall be paid on such steel
Ingots.

The said bounties shall cease and determine
on the 30th June, 1907.
He said: Mr. Speaker, the resolution before
the House deals wth the question of boun-
ties on iron and steel. The blect of the
Government ln submitting this measure is
two-fold. in thie drt place, we desire to
give a reasnable mesure of encougment
to these idustries. We have a strong hope,
I think 1shall-be jus ed insayig a strong
belief, that under the pollcy we bave pro-
pounded In this resolutio there will be -a
very conderable developm t of ,th imA-
Portant nàdusties a the DomnOInlthe

second place, while adopting this policy and
endeavouring to give some eneouragement
to the Industries, we desire to keep in view
the fact that the polley of bounties ls one
which may be well open to critclism, and
that It ls only to be regarded as a temporary
movement, and, therefore, we should look
forward to an early day when the Industries
established under the influence of the
boi;nties may be able to stand un-
alded ; and so we provide for a graduai
reduction of the bounties until they are ex-
tinguished. I suppose that on a question like
thls there may be found extremes of opin-
ion. There may be those-I think there are
some, perhaps many in Canada-wbose
views of poltical economy are so strong
in one direction that they would not look
with favour upon a 'bounty system to any
industry at ail; and no doubt at the other
extreme we shal find those who, believing
strongly mi the policy of protection, would
be willing to have a system of bounties as a
part of our permanent fiscal pollcy. Between
these two extremes there is the happy me-
dium whleh we think we have found in the
policy which the Government have pursued.
That Is to say, finding, when we came into
power, a system of bounties In operation, we
were prepared to continue that system for
a limited time, with the desire that the In-
dustries which had grown up under that
system should have a further opportunity
of firmly establlshlng themselves; and we
think that when we extend the system by
the present resolution, and fix a time at a
comparatively early date when the bounties
shall cease to exist, even those who may not
generally approve of the system of bounties
may recognize ln that course a policy to
which they could give their support. I think
many will acknowledge that it would be
justifiable to encourage Industries by the
granting of bounties, if we could look for-
ward with a reasonable hope that at au
early date they mlght be able to stand alone.
It is in the bellef that these Industries may
at the time referred to ln this resolution
reach that position, that we propose the
policy now before the House. We think the
pollcy of a gradual reduction of the boun-
ties Is a wlse pollcy, even ln relation to the
Industries which now exist. We have a
number of Iron estab!lshments ln Canada,
and if we should abruptly terminate the
bounties which, perbaps at the present time,
form a large element in thetr recelpts, the
results to these various industries mlght be
serious. We think it is In their own Interest
that we should adopt a system of gradual
reduction until the bounties are extinguish-
ed ; and I trust that thoseenow engaged in
the tron industry will see that this le a wise
pollcy. Perhaps It may not be out of place
if I call attention to the history of these
Iron and steel bounties. Lt was In the year
1883 that the årt bounty Act was carrled
through Parlament. It was then in contem-
plation that the bounty system should ias
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fer six years. The bounty was f::ed for
two periods-the first three years at $1.50 a
ton, and for the second three years at $1 a
ton. At that time there were three iron
furnaces in operation in Canada-one at
Londonderry, N.S., one at Three Rivers, ln
the province of Quebec, and one at Wood-
stoek. N.B. The Londonderry and Wood-
stock furnaces unhappily have not proved
very prosperous. The Woodstock industry
so') ceased operations, and the Londonderry
works also have suspended. The Three
Rivers furnace bas been continued, and has
had a fair degree of success ; so that of the
three that were ln existence at that time.
two have ceased to exist and only one re-
mains. It was contemplated at that time
that the bounty system would lead to the es-
tablishment of furnaces at Belleville and at
Ottawa : but these projects never seem to
have come to any substantial form.

lu 1883 the Bounty Act was first passed.
In 1886 another Act was passed, whereby
the bounty system was extended until 1892,
which made a period of nine years from the
passing of the original Act. In 1890 another
Act was passed,, by which the bounty was
increased. Instead of being $1.50 for one
term and $1 for another, it was provid-
ed that for five years after 1892, whIch
would bring the term down to 1897, the
bounty should be increased to $2 per ton.
Up to this time, the bounty had only ex-
tended to pig-1ron, but in 1894 flthe resoluttons
were so worded as toe include not only pig-
Iron. but puddled Iron bars and steel billets.
In 1894 an Act providlng a bounty of $2 on
pig-iron, puddled tron bars, and steel billets
was granted to all existing furnaces for a
period of five years from 1894, and, in the
case of any new furnaces that mlght be start-
ed prior to March, 1897, the bounty was to be
for a period of fve years from the date at
whleh such new furnaces were started. That
brings us down to 1897. Iu 1897, ln connee-
tion with the general revision of the tariff, it
was deemed expedient to reduce the duties
on trou considerably, and compensation was
made to this Industry, to some extent, by lin-
creaslng the bounties on iron and steel, with
the provision that the bounties should ex-
tend until 1902. The bounty provided by
that Act was $3 per ton on pig-Iron made
from native ore, $2 per ton on pig-tron made
from foreign ore, and $3 per ton on puddled
Iron bars made from the Canadian product
and on steel Ingots.

It Is now sixteen years since the first
Bounty Aet was passed in 1883. If we carry
ourselves forward to the date referred to in
these resolutions proposed, we find that we
shall have bad a bounty systeminn Canada
for not less than twenty-four years. After
that measure of encouragement, we think it
not too much that our Iron and steel indus-
tries mlght be established on such a firm
footing that they would then need no further

1

Fiscal Year.

1883-84.........
1884-S5.........
1885-86.........
1886-87.........
1887-88.........
1888-89.........
1889-90.........
1890-91 .........
1891-92 .........
1892-93.........
1893-94.........
1894-95.......
1895-96 .........
1896-97.......
1897-98.......

No. of Tons. Bounty.

29,388 16
25,769-13
26,179-19
39,717-00
22,209-61
24,822-42
24,37 *·10
20,153-*01
30,294-08
48,420-*18
62.522-05
31,691-19
52,052-'43
33,254-36
75,895-38

$44,089 91
38,654 91
39,269 56
59,576 16
33,314 41
37,233 62
25,697 27
20,153 05
30,294 37
93,896 48

125,044 49
63,383 96

104,104 84
66,508 69

165,654 25

546,741-29 $946,875 97

These figures Uejate entIrely to pig-iron,
Then. I have a short statement of the bounty
on steel billets and steel Ingots :
Bounty on Steel Billets and Steel Ingots--

1893-96...........
1896-97...........
1897-98 ...........

29 ,749 92
8,683 *09

23,049-43

61,481-78

I have, further, a statement
tounty on puddled tron bars :

Bounty on Puddled Iron Bars-

1895-96 .............
1896-97 .............
1897-98 .............

2,805-58
1,509-42
2,615-18

6,950-'18

$59,498 52
17,366 16
67,454 03

$144,318 71
showing the

$5,611 17
3,018 82
7,705 78

$16,335 77

Summarizing all these, the bounties on pig-
tron, steel billets and steel ingots, and pud-
died tron bars, the result Is as follows

Government aid. Not only may we look for-
ward to this reduction of bounties, but I
venture to add that, in the interval, we shal
be able to still further reduce the customs
dxties on iron. We all agree that a supply
of cheap iron and ste-el in the country is a
very important element in the development
of ouir various industries and the general
progress of the country. Whatever method
we may adopt to obtain that end, whe-
ther by bounties or reducing the duties,
it is of the utmcst importance that
cheap iron and steel should be furnish-
ed. I hope that before the time referred to
lu these resolutions bas expired, we shall
find the industry so firmly established that,
not only will it not require a bounty, but we
will be able to make further reductions on
the duties on iron.

I have bere a statement of the bounties
paid from the beginning of the system until
the present time. The fdrst statement shows
the bounty paid on pig-Iron and the number
of tons manufactured eaeh year :
Statement showing Bounty on Pig-iron and num-

ber of tons maanufactured for each fical year
since the inception of the Bounty.
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SUMMARY. Blast Furnace Company contemplate con-
No. of Bounty siderable extensions. At Deseronto, the
Tons. Paid. Messrs, Rathbun, I believe, are turning out

Pig-Iron ................. 546,741.29 $946,875 97 Iron of a very good quallty. At Mid¶and
Steel billets and ingots.. 61,481.78 144,318 71 a company are establishing new works.
Puddled Iron bars........ 6,930.18 16,335 77 There is some talk-L confess I have no

Total ............. 615,153.25 $1,107,530 45 very tangible evidence-of proposed new
works at Toronto and Owen Sound. But

This represents the extent of the advantage whether these new works are established
granted under tie varlous Bounty Acts from or not, those at Hamilton may be relied
the Inception of the system down to the pre- upon to continue and prosper, those that
sent. Pig-iron Is manufactured now in Can- are already at work at Deseronto will go on
ada by the Canada Iron Furnace Company, and the works at Midland may, I belleve,
of Three Rivers ; John McDougall & Co., be regarded as a certainty. So that ln the
of Drummondville; the Hamilton Blast province of Ontario, there is a very fair
Furnace Co., and the Nova Scotia Steel Co., prospect of a very considerable Increase in
of Ferona, N.S. Steel ingots and steel bil- the iron trade
lets are manufactured ouly by the Nova
Scotia Steel Co., and puddled iron bars by
the Ontario Rolling Mils Co., of Hamilton.

Under the new scale of bounties, which is
a system of gradual reduction, beginning
with the first year after the expiry of the
existing Act. we make the period from the
23rd July, 1902, down to the 30th June,
1903-a little more than a year-the object
belng to bring It down to the 1st July, which
Is a very convenient starting point. For that
period we propose for the first year a bounty
of 90 per cent of the present bounty ; for
the next year, 75 per cent ; for the third
year, 55 per cent ; for the fourth year, 35
per cent, and for the fifth year, 20 per cent.
Converting these percentages into actual
figures, we find that thE bounty on steel bil-
lets and steel Ingots, on puddled Iron bars
and on pig-iron made from Canadian ore-
these three have a bounty now of $3 per
ton. But, under the new system, the bounty
will be as follows :-

The First year of the new perlod...... $2.70
Second year ..................... 2.25
Third year ....................... 1.65
Fourth year ..--................. 1.05
Fifth year ....................... 0.60

After which the bounty shall cease and de-
termine. In the case of pig-Iron made
from forelgu ore, the bounty on which is
now $2 per ton, the bounty will be as fol-
Iows :-

The First year of the new period...... $1.80
Second year........ ............ 1.50
Third year..................... 1.10
Fourth year ...................... 0.70
Fifth year ...................... 0.40

After which the bounty will cease altogether.
1 observed ln the publie press a criticism
of this pollcy, to the effect that we are
strik4ng a very serious biow at the Iron
industry, and partilcularly at that Industry
In Nova Scotia, In which province I
am particularly interested. I am quite sat-
Isfed that expprIence wiU show that that
critielsm was mistaken. I firmly belleve
that Instead of striking a blow at :this in-
dustry, we shall, as a result of this pollcy,
have a very considerable development. I
belleve that It la a fact that the Hamilton

Mr. FIELDING.

And, far from striking a fatal blow at the
industry in Nova Scotia, I think we may
fairly expect a large development in that
quarter. The Nova Scotia Steel Company,
carrying on its operations at Ferrona. In
the county of Plctou, have had a fair mea-
sure of success of late, and I thilnk I am
correct In stating that they are contem-
plating the establishment of new works in
the island of Cape Breton. But, whether
they establish these new works or not, it
is reasonably certain that other works will
be established there by a gentleman who
is already largely lnterested In the develop-
ment of the mineral wealth of Nova Scotia.
I refer to Mr. Henry M. Whitney, of Bos-
ton, who Is the head of a great coal company
that cperates a large proportion of the coal
mines o! Cape Breton. Mr. Whitney's
eompany was established under an arrange-
ment made when I was Premier of Nova
Scotia. The wisdom of the arrangemnent
made at that time was, like all important
questions, open to doubt in the minds of
some gentlemen. t was strongly criti-
cised In Nova Scotia, and even on the floor
of this House the matter was deemed one
worthy of very grave consideration. But,
whatever doubts there may have been in
the past, I think I am right in saying that
time bas vlndicated that pollcy. The com-
pany then establIshed Is carrying on min-
ing business In Cape Breton with great
satisfaction to al concerned. It has cheap-
ened the production of coal by means of
improved methods both of mining and of
transportation and by applying large capi-
tal which has put the business on a footing
previously unknown. And now, as I have
sald, the gentleman who Is at the head of
this enterprise, has turned his attention to
the iron industry. He bas said that if cer-
tain bounties were granted for a cer-
tain perlod, he would be preparId to go
into the Industry on a considerable scale.
The bounties we are grantLng are not those
he asked, because he as well as others de-
sired that the whole boUnty should be con-
t1nued for five yCars. But, while the
bounties are not all that this gentleman de-
sîred, I belleve they wIll be deemed by him
sufficlent for the purpose, and I anticipate
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that, at a very early day, we shall see a
very important development of the iron In-
dustry there. Cape Breton possesses ad-
vantages of a very marked character for the
iron and steel business. The great things
required in this business are large bodies
of ore, large bodies of coal, large bodies
of limestone and large capital. It is only
by having these In combination that
you can make a successful Iron industry.
There Is a very large deposit of iron In
Cape Breton, but, apart from that, this gen-
tleman has obtained an option upon and is
now virtually in control of a very valuable
iron property in the sister colony of New-
foundland, the ore from which Is fouud to
blend very well with the native ore, while
the Nova Scotia coal is admirably adapted
for the work of smelting. Consequently,
with the iron ore of Cape Breton available
and the ore of Newfoundland so near
that it ean be brought to the coal at a very
small cost, with large capital, and with
limestone in profusion, all the elements re-
quired for the successfl carrying on of an
iron industry are combined in that locality,
and I have no doubt that if that gentleman
and his associates take hold of the matter,
they will carry on the business on a large
scale. Nor does it end there ; for we all
know that the establishment of a sucŽess-
ful iron business, means the establishient
of other businesses that grow out of it.

It may be only a vision, but I am will-
ing to entertain the hope, even though it be
a vision, that, as a result of the develop-
ment of this iron and steel industry, we
shall see a revival of ship-building in the
maritime provinces, that we may see iron
and steel ships built there. Nothing that
has occurred in the maritime provinces for
the last half century bas done more to
create difficulty, has been a more serious
blow to the development of the resources
of that section of the Dominion, than the
decay of the industry of shipbuilding. It
was a great industry throughout those
provinces-not only the Industry of building
the shlps, but the business of owning and
manning the ships. Not only did our peo-
ple build these ships, but as a result of the
building of them, our young men all over
our provinces grew up to be mariners and
sailed over every sea; and, no doubt, to
that very fact Is due lu considerable de-
gree the large measure of intelligence that
is usually credited to the people of Nova
Scotia. They were people who went down
to the sea In ships and did business on the
great waters. But, unfortunately, It Is
part of the history of progress that there
is no step taken onward but somebody :is
injured, however many may be benefited.
And, lu the great march of the development
of modern civilization, the industry of build-
ing wooden ships has suffered. As we had
the change from wooden ships to iron and
then to steel, we have now the change from

steel sailing ships to steel steamers. You
can now buy a steel sailing ship for what
you could have bought a wooden sail-
Ing ship twenty-five or thirty years ago.
Not having an iron industry. the business
of ship-building has passed away from us
with the passing of the wooden ship. I
tbink it was Mr. Henry Fry, of Quebee. who
was very enthusiastic lu his advocacy of
building iron ships. He has now passed
away. but ln his lifetime he expressed a
strong opinion that the t ime was not
far distant when Quebec would en-
gage ln the building of iron ships.
With the development of the iron industry
not only on the sea-coast, but in the west,
I think we may reasonably hope to see the
production of iron and steel plates for ship-
building ln Canada. With the Improvements
that are going on, the deepening of our can-
als, the opening of the Rainy River RaiIway,
and other things that are belng done to
improve the transportation of the products
of Canada, there will be a large develop-
ment of the iron industry on the great lakes
and also upon the coast ; and, out of this,
I strongly hope we shall see a revival of
that ship-building industry which was so
important ln Nova Scotia, New Brunswick
and Prince Edward Island in by-gone years,
the revival of which would have such great
effect ln promoting the prosperity of our
country.

This has been happily described as Can-
ada's growing time. Such, I believe, it will
prove to be with regard to this industry.
The success that bas attended the efforts
to develop the iron and steel industry in
the past has not been inconsideraible. We
have several Industries estabiished in the
country which are now ln a very good
position. Nevertheless, hon. gentlemen
opposite, who were chiefiy instrumental ln
the inauguration of that policy, will, I
think, admit that the results have fallen
short of what they expected when they
euunciated that policy. I believe that the
time is more auspicious for the development
of au iron and steel industry than for years
past, and I hope that with the announee-
ment of this policy-a policy of certaiuty,
because we give certain encouragements
for a few years to come-we shall see a large
eepansion of this important iron and steel
industry and that through It much will be
done for the advancement of the welfare of
the people of Canada.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton). I
have great pleasure ln tendering my hearty
congratulations to the hon. Minlster of Fi-
nance (Mr. Fielding) and the Government
for the step whlch bas Just been taken.
The whole subject, however, has been so
fully covered by the speech with which these
resolutions have been lntroduced, as to make
It unnecessary for me to ocupy the time of
the House at any length. I may say, how-
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ever, that having given this subjeet a great
deal of attention, I some time since arrived
at the conclusion that there is no field for
the production of a great industry which
offers at the present moment greater pros-
pects of success than the proposal of the
Minister of Finance to extend the bounty
system to the iron industry for a period be-
yond the termination of the existing Act. I
hope with him that the amount of assistance
offered will be found sufficient, and I am in-
elined to believe It will be found quite suffi-
cdent to induce the investment of such cap-
ital as may be required to establish a great
and flourishing Iron industry in Canada. I
may say that I was a good deal disappointed
at the result of the measures that were taken
by Parliament In 1887 in regard to the Iron
industry. But that was easily accounted
for by the fact that shortly after that policy
was entered upon, as every gentleman who
bas given this subject any attention knows.
the price of pig-iron In Great Britaln fell to
such a great extent as to render unprofitable
what otherwise would have been a very
profitable industry. But the circumstances
are now entirely changed. It is perfectly
apparent that Canada must take the step
that is now proposed by my hon. friend lu
these resolutions of extending such a degree
of Government support as will attract the
necessary capital, otherwise we must at an
early day become dependent. not upon the
mother country, but upon a foreIgn country
for the iron that will be consumed in Can-
ada. The consumption of iron in Canada is
very great in proportion to the population,
ilt wil rapidly increase. and I do not believe
that in the very sanguine picture that my
hon. friend has drawn, he lias In the slight-
est degree overstated the prospect that exists
of not only attracting such capital as will
rapidly build up a great Iron industry in
Canada for the manufacture of iron. render-
ing us completely independent of any other
country, but will place us in a position to
take up the question of the construction of
Iron and steel ships, and probably to attain
the same pre-eminence in that field that Can-
ada held, especially in the maritime pro-
vinces and Quebec, when wooden shIps were
the order of the day. I believe that the pros-
pects are entIrely favourable for the realiza-
tion of all that my hon. friend bas suggest-
ed in this connection. But I may say that
I would not be disposed to confine the effect
of these operations to the maritime provin-
ces or to the province of Ontario. I believe,
having given that subject a good deal of
attention, that with the excellent cokIng
coal that is found In .British Columbia. and
with the undoubted Iron deposits at Texada
Island and other portions of the province
of British Columbla, we will see a great Iron
Industry establisbed on the Paeifle eoast as
well as on the Atlantic coast.

There Is another point to which I might
draw my hon. friend's attention. The Act
of 1897, whlch Is being extended, draws a

Sir CHARLES TUJPPER.

distinction between Iron manufacturd from
Canadian ore and that manufactured fromn
foreign ore. I quite agree that the distine-
tion should exlst between British-American
ore and foreign ore, but I hope my hon.
frIend will agree with me that the term
foreign ore ought not to be applied to that of
a sister colony, and I would suggest that
the term Brltlsh-American or British North
American be substituted for the word Cana-
dian. If that be done It would enable these
valuable iron deposits of Newfoundland to
contribute much more effectively than would
otherwise be possible, to building up a great
Canadian industry. I am certain there was
no intention on the part of the Government
lu drawing that distinction between Cana-
Sdian and foreign ore to apply it to one of the

J sister colonies, and especially a colony that
is of such great importance to Canada as
Newfoundland, which I hope will at no dis-
tant day become incorporated as a portion
of this Dominion. Having made this obser-
vation, I beg again to say how gratified I am
to find that the Government have taken
this step, which I think is going to be so
conducive to the prosperity of Canada.

Mr. H. F. McDOUGALL (Cape Breton). I
am pleased with the decision arrived at by
the Minister of Finance and his colleagues
to extend this bounty. I would point out.
however. to the Minister that while I agree
with him as to the beneflts that will be de-
rived from a further extension of this boun-
ty system to the works whlch are now in
operaion, I am afraid that the benefit that
will accrue to the new works will not be
as great as possibly the hon. Minister and
other hou. gentlemen might expect. Works
that are only just begun, or whichl will not
be begun until this Act passes the 1ouse.
as the hon. gentleman will see, cannot be
established so as to be in full working order
ait least inside of a year. and perhaps not
Ieven then. Any company undertakIng ,a
work of this kind have to select their loca-
tion, complete their surveys, secure their
money, and do a lot of work ln connection
with organization before building. We have
only got before us three or four months be-
fore winter is on, so that any eompany
will practically have not more than about six
months to carry on other operations. In my
judgment I do not look for a new work
being established even within a year, under
these conditions, and that is why I regret
that the Minister has seen fit to make tlfe
time for payment of the fuil bounty so ehort
as 1902. If a company begins to organize
now they cannot get into working order In-
side of a year or a year and a half, so that
the full benefit w1 only accrue for a year or
a year and a half to any organization that
are now Just begnining to lay their plans.
However, I hope that when It is seen that
co'npanies have spent a great deal of money
without getting much advantage from the
bounty, that something further may be done
for them before the time for full bounty ex-
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pires. Works have been referred to by the Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry
Minister which are about to be established that I cannot congratulate the hon. Minister
ln Cape Breton; .1 understand they are being of Finance (Mr. Fielding) upon the resolution
arranged for to some extent, and I look for- which bas just been introduced any more
ward to the predictions of ·the Minister being, than ln 1887, I could congratulate the pre-
ln a large measure, realized. sent hon. leader of the Opposition (Sir

As to shipbllding there is no doubt that Charles Tipper), when he Introduced this
there is no point in the Dominion of Canada iron resolution. Free trader as I am, I can-
that affords greater advantages to that great not allow .this resolution to pass without at
industry than Cape Breton, as well as some least off ering my humble protest. My opin-
other points In Nova Scotia, and I venture ion is that if Canada is to make Its best
to predict that as a resuit of the building 1 development, the producers of the resources
up of this chief industry, a great many other of Canada, who contrIbute, in the first In-
Iron industries will spring up as a conse- stance, to the promotion of the development
quence. The hon. Minister of Finance re- of the country and furnish our large exports.
ferred to 'the disappointment at the results whIch go to pay our foreign indebtedness.
of the bounty previously paid by authority must be placed in the same position, in so far
of this Parliament. I agree with the hon. as buying is concerned, as they occupy In re-
Minister in regard to the disappointment we gard to that whieh they have to sell. It
all feel in 'that regard, and I am qultè sure would be far more reasonable to give to the
that the benefits that will accrue from this farmers of Canada bounties upon their pro-
step will be greater. At least, I hope so, and ducts than to give bounties upon the produe-
I think there is considerable reason to expect tion of iron. It Is not my intention to delay
better results. There Is this very strong jthe House for any time upon this subject,
reason, however, that at the time that the but it is perfectly impossible for me to sup-
Conservative party proposed this bounty sys- port any legislation of this kind without en-
ten, they did not have the support of the tering my protest, and I do not intend to do
hon. gentleman who have now united with so on the present occasion.
them ln this policy. But now the conditions .T. SPROULE (East Grey). I do
are so changed that people who want to in-
vest their money In this industry will feel fot rise to oppose the proposition for the pay-
that they eau do so with greater security, in ment of bounty because I thlnk ·this is a step
vlew of the fact .that both parties in Canada in the right direction. It is carrying out the
are united on this pollcy. For this reason, Il principle which the Conservative party have
certaInly expect better results than those long regarded as one of the sound principles
that we had before. I will not,therefore, de- of the National Policy. When we look over
lay the House at any further length, but I the figures given us by the hon. Minister of
wlsh to point out to the hon. Minister of Fl- Finance (Mr. Flelding), we find that an aver-
Dance that it seems to me that the wording age bounty of $73,814 a year bas brought
of this resolution does not carry out the ob- about the inauguration of this industry, and
jeet in view: .its development -to an extent which. I think,

must be regarded as satisfactory to this
That it is expedient to provide that the boun- House and to ·the country. It is pleasing to

ties on steel ingots, puddled Iron bars and pig- know that the bounty ln future will be redue-
Iron made in Canada, authorized by chap. 6 of ed. I have some doubts as to the success of
the Acts of 1897, shall, on the termination of the the new enterprises which are to be startedperiod therein mentioned, be gradually reduced Up in the near future, and whleh can only
during a limited term until they are extinguished
and that the bounties to be paid for the additional have the benent of a few years of ·this boun-
term shall be as follows. ty, whereas some of the older ones have had

the benefit of It for a very much longer per-
My understanding of ·these words Is that the lod. But I rose more particularly to say that,
former Act terminates the policy of thLe since the hon. Minister of Finance has been
bounty In April, 1902. I do not consider that so liberal. and in my Judgment, Is doing
this resolution would give, in these words, what I regard as right lu off ering encourage-
thé power to pay beyond that tiime, although ment to the production of Iron, I think he
the Unes which follow would give that im- ought to go much further and, upon the same
pression. I would beg to suggest to the hon. principle. give a bounty upon the production
Minister that before It is put Into .the Act of beet-root sugar, because, for every one
that all the words after "mentioned " In that that the hon. Minister can benefit in connee-
paragraph be struck out and the following tion wlth the Iron Industry by this bounty,
words added :he would benefit ten of the farmers or agri-

culturists of the country If lie gave tbem aBe further continued to the 30th June, 1907, mutrs of th countr uf e utem a
subect hoeve, t te rducion heeintt bounty, and it would not require quite assubjedt, however, to the reductons herelnafter mueh money. 1 am quite sure that, if he did,

1in a very few years he would find that quite
The MLNISTER OF FINANCE. I think as important Industries bad sprung up In the

It is ail righit as it is, but I wlIH urndertake to country as had sprung up because of the
see that in the HI founded upon this resolu- jbounty given on the production of iron. I
tion, there shaR be no room for doubt. was pleased to hear fihe lion. Minister of
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Finance acknowledge, in view of what I have
often heard ln this House, as an older parlia-
mentarian, perhaps, than he is, that the
cause of the destruction of ship building In
Nova Scotia and the maritime provinces was
that there had ibeen a change from wooden
ships to iron ships, and from Iron ships to
steel ships. We -were told over and over
again. in this House, ln 1879 and afterwards,
that the destruction of ship-building ln the
maritime provinces was entirely due to the
National Policy and to no other cause. We
were told that by friends of the hon. gentle-
man, sone of whom are here to-night and
many of whom are not here. but it is re-
freshing to hear from the slips of bon. gen-
tlemen opposite the admission that ,the cause
which we assigned was the proper one, and
that It was not the cause which they as-
signed. •

I hope sincerely that the good wishes of the
Finance Minister will be realized, and that
at a very early date we may see Nova Scotia
again occupylng a prominent place as a ship-
building province. I believe, too, that the
leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper)
is not too sanguine, when he says, that he
expects to see a great Industry of that kind
grow up in British Columbia. Our country
throughout Is rich In minerals, and there is
no reason why we should not at an early
date assume a leading position as an iron-
producing country. We know, from the ex-
perience of the past, that every country
which has become prominent in the world,
produced iron in large quantities, and laid
the foundation of her fame l Industrial de-
velopment and commercial prosperity by its
production. Canada may hope to attain a
high position by that means. I am, there-
fore- i clad thef Minister of inance> Int.-rodituce-d

Mr. A. C. BELL (Pietou). Mr. Speaker, I this resolution, which, for my part, I hearti-
have very much pleasure in saying that I amly approve.
highly gratified indeed to learn that the hon.
Minister of Finance (Mr. Fielding) has de- Mr. GEO. H. BERTRAM (Centre Toronto).
termined to continue these bounties on the The resolution brought In by the Minister of
production of Iron and steel. I presume that Finance is of great importance to the coun-
he has not only weighed this matter carefully. try, and it might be debated to considerable
but that he has been in consultation with extent with profit to the community at large,
gentlemen interested, In a business way, lu but at this late hour of the night I shall not
the production of iron, and I hope that the detain the House for any length of time. The
measure of assistance In these bounties will development of the iron-mining industries of
be sufficient to do what Is the purpose in this country is of great importance, and, as
view, and that is to stimulate and promote ihas been stated by the Finance Minister. at
the production of Iron lu Canada. the date of the expiration of the present
There Is a great deal of force In the remarksi bounties proposed in the resolution, iron
of the hon. gentleman from Cape Breton bounties In Canada will have been in exist-
(Mr. McDougall), that the one great advant- enee for twenty-four years. There is no
age which will come to those who are think- denying the fact that a great deal of theoreti-
ing of entering upon this Industry, lies in !cal objection ean be made to giving bounties
the fact that, so far as the utterances of 'lof any kind, but we have to deal with condi-
public men In the Canadian Parliament is tions as we find them, and, if we cannot de-
concerned-with the exception of our hon. velop our resources in one way, we have to
friend from Russell (Mr. Edwards)-there is do it in another.
no difference of opinion as to the advisabili- Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
ty and propriety of supporting certain Indus- Mr. BERTRAM. I believe that, if there is
tries lu the manner contemplated by this one industry more than another that re-resolution. Consequently, the business men quires such assistance in the beginning, it Iswho are contemplating such investments, the mining industry of Canada. I am well
will have greatly increased confidence, know- aware of the fact that bounties should notIng that this matter is no longer a subject be looked upon as being a permanent charge
of controversy between political parties, but upon the country, and I quite agree with
is one to which men of all parties have given these resolutions, inasmuch as they appoint
their consent, and, therefore, canot be a time when the development of our iron In-affected by political changes. The county I tie will haveoant ong in th
have the honour to represent Is, 1 nii ý dustries will have to try and get aiong lu -the
scarcely say, deeply nterestd i Ines mat- near future without the present system of

scarelysaydeely nterste in hismat bounties. At -the same time, I believe It willter. In the lower provinces we have now to bounie. A ertain te m e I bing at
dcped vry argly pon anuactres an requIre a certain term of years to brlng aboutdepend very largely upon manufactures, and that condiion. Therefore, I heartiiy agreewe look forward very hopefully to the day with the resolutions proposing to extend

when steel; ships wIll represent upon everythsboniadIherlygeenter
ocean the enterprise of the sons of Nova tooniorward hetie whee un-:iooking forward to -the time when the boun-
Scotia, as wooden ships did In the years ties shall be done away with, because It
past Our great industryi ludays gone by 'stands to reason that, if we cannot developwas wooden ship-building, and as the Min- u ro idustres within a certain time, with
ister of Finance (Mr. Flelding) sald, our ths assistance, we must cone to the con-
business was not only building ships, but clusion that we have not the natural facili-
sailing ships ; and these ships brought large ties and that we are engaged In a losing
sums of money into the maritime provinces. game. A few observations on the statement

Mr. SPROULE.
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made by the Minister of Finance with refer- will bring about In Canada the same condi-
ence to ship-building in -the lower provinces, tions that exist in the United States.
may not be out o'f place from me. This With regard to shlpbuilding, I have ai-
country is placed on an entirely different ways held the opinion, and I hold it still-
basis from what It occupied In the past, In I expressed that opinion at the meeting of
connection wIth -this matter. It is a well- the British Empire League the other day-
known fact that Great Britain was the home that the best way in which we could bring
of ship-building, simply because she had the about the establishment of a steel ship-
capital and the material combined. building industry in the lower provinces.

Mr. EDWARDS. And free trade. which we are ail so anxious to have, Is, if
we are going to have a fast Atlantie service

Mr. BERTRAM. Oh, we will not mind at ail, to have the ships for that service built
free trade just now. The capital, and the in this country. There Is no reason why that
material, and the natural facilities which cannot be done, and I believe the policy we
she possessed, made Great Britain the home are now laying down, of giving encourage-
of ship-building ; but, Sir, I believe the con- ment to the iron and steel industry, is a step
ditions are so changed that, in the course of towards that end. Ail that Is necessary for
a very few years, this continent of America the building of those ships is the materiai,
Is goIng to become the home of ship-building. the organization, and the capital. Therefore,
I believe that, because the production of raw I hope that when the Government again
material required for shlp-building, while i takes up the project of a fast Atlantic service
yet In Its Infancy, Is an Increasing factor on -whici seems to be asleep a t the present mo-
this continent, whereas ln Great Britain it ment, so far as I can judge-they will see
is rapidly decreasing, and they now require that one of the conditions provided will be
to look to other countries for their raw ma- that the ships for that service shall be built
terial for the ship-building Industry. I,there- in the Dominion of Canada; for. atter al
fore, believe that the time is very opportune you cannot have such a large investrent of
for us to seriously consider the whole ques--capital es would be required for the creation
tion. Now, I shall give the House a little of a great ship-bulding plant ln the mari-
piece of information ln relation to the cost time provinces. unless those who establisled
of material, which I am sure will surprise It could sec where they could get trade for
those who are not engaged in the ship-build- some years te core. The construction of the
ing :business. I had occasion to buy on thìs fast Atlantic steamers would amount to
continent some 3,000 tons of material ln the millions of dollars, and In their construction
month of January last-4 know the condi- an opportunity would be given for starting
tions are not exactly the same to-day, but I an industry of that kind. As I said before,
believe these conditions will return within: the question Is a large one, and one migît
a short time. In the month of January last, speak in detail upon it for a considerable
I purchased 3,000 tons of material for ship- length of time. I rose only to say that 1 am
building purposes, and I had quotations from very glad indeed that the Minister of Fi-
producers of that material ln the United!nane las brougît in thîs resolution for the
States, and also from producers in Great purpose of continuing these bounties for à
Britain. I found that. in the production of 4 short tire, looking to the near future when
a great deal of the structural material for they will cease. I think It is a polcy in the
ships, there was a difference in one class of.interest of the country at large.
materlal of 43 per cent in favour of the Mr. J. V. ELLIS (St. John). I would fot
American manufacturer, of 32J per cent in have rIsen at ail to speak on this question,
another class ; and in plates alone there but that I do not desire my bou. friend (Mr.
was a difference of 23 per cent In favour of, Edwards) to think that he stands alone. 1
tbis continent. This shows that this contin- entîreîy agree wi hlm, and -I dissent from
ent Is now becoming the home of the pro- edct Is nofw boming t r home 0f th -TOthe propositions of the Minister of Finance.
duction o sip-building materal, and, that The wole theory of bountles Is a wrong
being the case, we should tryf to get our- theory, accordtng to the vlews of free tra-
selves into such a position that We can com- ders. If the prluciple [s sound as regards
pete with other countries 'in that particular. irou slips. ry hon. friend from East Grey

Mr. ELLIS. Your illustration is a good (Mr. Sproule) is qulte correct lu bis argu-
argument against your theory. ment that bounties should also be given for

thc production of beet-root sugar. In factoMr. BERTRAM. I am showing that the bounties to any industry migît be supported
conditions have changed ln regard to the on the saine unes. If the hon. member for
production of ship-building material. Here Centre Toronto, (Mr. Bertram) Is correct.with
Is the point I wish to make. If you go into. regard te thc price of slip-building materal,
the 'United States, you see that there Is an ail the Goverument has to do to secure the
enormous production of that kind of mate- establisîment of the iron shlp-bullding ln-
rial. whereas there las been littie or no pro- dustry lu thls country, Is to remove theduty
duction o! that materlal Lu Canada. There-fomertlntateesitotcbl-
fore, if you give some encouragement to the~îgo hp;te ecngttemtra

prouciono!tha mterallu andayo hoecapitl thoul be reurefore the sreaipn
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building Industry. I beg to point out that
the lndustry of ship-building did not depend
on bounties when wooden shlps were ln ex-
lstence. The men who built them, the mien
who nanned them, and the men who sailed
them on every sea were, as the Finance Min-
ister sald, mmn who depended not on boun.
ties at all, but on their skill, their capacity
and the freedom of trade that existed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. May I be per-
mitted to remind my hon. friend that the
Government did give a most substantial
bounty for the building of wooden ships. It
was given in the province of Nova Scotia
before we came into confederation, and It
was continued by the Dominion Parliament
afterwards.

Mr. ELLIS. It certainly was not in the
direction of a tonnage bounty.

An hon. MEMBER. Drawbacks.
Mr. ELLIS. Yes, drawbacks on some of

the material. I have listened with a great
deal of pleasure, as I always do, to the Min-
ister of Finance in the glowing pieture he
drew with regard to this industry; but he
failed entirely ln his speech, in comparison
with the speech delivered by the hon. leader
of the Opposition in 1887 or 1888. Thatspeech remains in my mind like some beau-
tiful romance which one reads and carries
the recollection of for ever. When the hou.
gentleman described the eapacity of this
country to produce Iron-the proxlmlty of the
fiuxes. the coal and the raw iron-we were
charmed by his admirable description, and
we could all see wealth rising up before oureyes ; but when he passed to another part of
bis programme and talked of the charcoal
Iron furnaces, the lights of which would
light every traveller to his home, I was ai.
most led to beÈ ,ve, contrary to the views Ihad always helid, that bis predictions would
turn out to b correct. I hope, although Iam afraid I hlope without hope, that the pro-
positions of the Minister of Finance wlll not
prove as fallaclous as the propositions of the
hon. leader of the Opposition at that time.
when he was Minister of Finance. The hon.
gentleman has given us a reason for the fait
ure of bis pollcy. There must always be a
reason for the fallure of a policy when it
fails. When a pollcy ls not founded on a
sound principle it is very likely to fail. I
do 'not Intend to lead any particular oppo-
sition to these propositions, but -I think we
are departing from the principles whieh the
Liberal party enunciated when it laid down
its platform, and we are conceding too much
to the views of men like my hon. friend from
Centre Toronto.

Mr. W. H. BENNETT (East Simeoe). Mr.
Speaker, the fact that a smelter Is now being
tetablshed a te town in whieh I Rive, the
towu of Midlnd, and in the conttueney
whlch I have the honour to represent, must
be my excuse for saylng lanythng In con.

Mr. ELLIS.

neetion with this matter. It Is simply to
draw attention to one fact that bas not been
referred to. While we have been successful
in the past year in exporting 2,500 tons of
pig-Iron, It must be borne In mind that that
bas been In the main Iron produced from
charcoal, which I understand Is very much
more In demand than pig-lron produced from
coke. In this connection, I wish to say.
from Information which I have received
from the gentlemen Interested In the smelter
now belng constructed at Midland, that the
only hope Canadians can have in competing
with the United States of America, lies in
the production of charcoal Iron rather than
coke iron ; and perhaps the Minister of Fi-
nance will be able to state how much of
these 2,500 tons was charcoal iron and how
much was coke iron. In reference to the
matter referred to by the hon. junior mem-
ber for Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall), 1
think it would perhaps be fairer to these
new concerns If the term were advanced oni
or two years further, because, owing to the
extent of the concern at Midland. I have
reason to believe that It will not be able to
avail itself of the bounty for some little
time. There ls one question to which I wish
to draw the attention of the Finance Min-
ister and ;the Gevernment ; that is, that In
the allotment of the bounties, I believe. If
it ls possible, before the Bill is brought down,
some distinction should be made in favour
of pig-iron produced from charcoal. In this
there la the production of many other
things known as by-products, whleh affords
employment to a large number of men,
and must be the means of bringing a
large amount of capital Into the country.
I think I am rigbt. In my surmise that In the
Hamilton Iron Furnace Company, the coke
would be brought from the United States,
while, on the other hand, If the pig-iron la
made from eordwood, or rather, hard wood,
there will be an immense amount of labour
required In the making of charcoal, because
the contemplated furnace of Midland wIll
have a capacity of some 110 tons a day or
thereabouts, and while, practically, employ-
ment will only be afforded for 75 or 100 men
In the actual work In and about the smelt-
er, still a large number of men will be em-
ployed In takIng out the quantity of wood
they wJll consume annually, which, It is anti-
cipated,will run to over 50,000 corde per year.
I would ask the hon. Minister of Finance .t
consider whether or not, when pig-iron la pro-
duced from eharcoal, having consideration
to the Immense amount of Ia1bour taking the
wood from the forest, It should not have a
higher bounty as against the plg-lron produe-
ed from coke. Referring to the question of
vessel building, It may be a matter of .I-
terest to the hon. gentleman to know that
last year there passed through the ,town of
Midland a large number of iron plates, whle
were going to Belfast for the construction of
ships, and whleh were made ln South Chi-
cage, and I belleve that the gentlemei con-
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nected with the concern at Midland expect
the day will come when they will produce
on the shores of the Georgian Bay large
quantities of plates for that purpose.

Mr. E. G. PRIOR (Victoria, B.C.) It
was most gratifying to me, Mr. Speak-
er, to hear the announcement made by the
hon. Minister of Finance with regard to
these bounties, and also to hear the hon.
leader of the Opposition express himself as
thoroughly in accord with these resolutions.
That shows that whenever any matter 1
brought up In this House, .that Is palpably
for the good of the country, it will get the
heartiest support of this side. I was very
glad, indeed, also to hear the hon. leader of
the Opposition call the hon. Minister's at-
tention to the fact that he should not leave
out of consideration the needs of British Col
umbia with regard to this bounty. Every
one knows that Brltisb Columbla is a large
mineral producing country. I might state that
the iron ore there is of magnificent quality,
and in tremendous quantities. We have
not only Iron ore of very good quality on
Texada Isle, as stated by the hon. leader of
the Opposition, but large deposits close to the
city of Victoria, and ln hundreds of other
places all over the province. Most magnifi-
cent coke and coal are obtalned on Vancou-
ver Island and also ln the Crow's Nest Pasu.
The Crow's Nest Pau Company, as proved
beyond doubt, la making as magnifteent coke
as can be found on the whole continent of
America, and we believe ln British Columbia
that It wil be a very short time, especially
If we have the assistance of Government
bounties, before we shall have large iron
works started there. In the last year or
two, we have had gentlemen from Wheellng
and other large manufacturing centres in the
United States, spying out the land, te see
what chances there are of their starting
works ln British Columbia; and several of
tbem have reported that they consider there
is everything In that province they can pos.
sibly want-the Iron ore, coal, coke and
fluxes, all of the very best quality. Before
long a tremendous trade ls expected to
spring up wlth China and Japan, so that it
wll pay to Invest an enormous amount of
capital ln openIng up the deposits ln British
Columbia to supply that trade with steel
rails and other things. I listened with great
amusement to my hon. friends from St. John
(Mr. Ells), and from Russell (Mr. Edwards),
airing their free trade ideas, and I do not
wonder at their doing so, because, to my
mind, the pollcy they advocate ls the
avowed policy of the Government. But I
am very glad to see that the hon. Min-
Ister of Finance has cbanged his mind
with regard to the protection needed
for these Induees. lEven If you have the
very beet materials on hand la British Col-
umbia, you coldd not possibly compete witb
the United Itates. The Amerlca.ns own their
own mines, have large capital invested In

:these mines, and employ black labour, Bo
that they net only can beat us in our own
country, but are sending at present, as the
hon. member for Ceitre Toronto (Mr. Ber-
-tram) knows, large amounts of steel rails
and castings to the old country. I trust that.
if possible, the term of these bounties wIll
be extended, as my hon. friend from East
Simcoe (Mr. Bennett) asks, so that new con.
cerns will have a little more time to come In
and operate underthe benefit of the bounties.
I shall not take up the time of .the House
any longer, but I felt It would not be right
for me, coming fron British Columbia, to let
these resolutions pass without expresIng my
approval of them.

Mr. H. CARGILL (East Bruce). I do not
rise for the purpose of detaining the House
at any great length at this hour, but It is
not very frequently that we have an oppor.
tunity on this side of congratulating the
Government on any of its actions, and, there-
fore, I avail myself of the present opportu-
nity for expressing my gratification at the
resolutions proposed by the hon. Minister.

I have come to the conclusion that these
gentlemen, for the last eighteen or twenty
years, have been sleeping, and that they
bave just now got their eyes opened to a
realization of the fact that the only way la
which the affairs of this country can be sue-
cessfully carriled on, in the futerests of the
people, ,s by purstilng the policy originally
introduced by their predecessors. I am very
much pleased, indeed, to see that there are
only two remalning now to be convetfted to
the Ideas carried Into effect for the last
elghteen or twenty years by hon. mem-
bers on this side. I belleve that
these gentlemen opposite very shortly will
also be converted, and the sooner the better.

Now, I only hope that the Government
wil continue on the same Unes on whIcb
they have started. The hon. member for
East Grey (Mr.. Sproule), last evening, made
a motion asking for a bounty to 'be given to
the beet-oot sugar Industry. I was very
much surprised at .the conduct of the hon.
member for North Welington (Mr. MeMul-
len) en that occasion. Last evening when
the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) represented, In a very logical and
strong manner, the claims which the agri-
cultural community have upon the Govern-
ment, and asked for a bounty to be given
in order to stimulate the beet-root sugar
Industry, the hon. member for North Wel-
lington got up ln his place and tried to de.
fine the difference between-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman has no right to refer to a past de-
bate.

Mr. C4AEGILL. I bow to your decision,
Mr. Speaker, but I know that the hon. mem-
ber for North Welington will pardon my
reference to hlm bedaùse he and Iare on
very lntimate terms. I have known hlm
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for many years, and respect hlm as a busi- are producers of charcoal iron, he can set
ness man ; but lately I have come to the the rest down as coke iron.
conclusion that politically he does not pur-
sue just as straiglit a course ln matters that Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I hope my
come up here for discussio)n as he does in hon. friend will agree with me ln the sug-
connection with his own business affairs. gestion that we should not treat the pro-
Now, Mr. Speaker, I promised to be very vince of Newfoundland as a foreign coun-
Drief, but I felt that I could not let this try, and that when the Bill is introduced it
rtisolution pass without commending the will be ln a form to prevent this being done.
action of the Government in this matter.
Thatt 1, my excuse for rising. I believe Mr. ALEX. McNEILL (North Bruce). I
that the present Government, so far as wish to join my friends ln congratulating
they are pursuing the course laid down by the Government ln their course In reference
their predecessors are doing right, but just to this question. I am satisfied that the
so soon as they begin to digress from that,Ç only way ln which we can develop our iron
I contend they a-e working against the best industry Is by pursuing the course pur-
interests of the people of this country. sued by every other country that has de-

veloped its iron Industry-and that is to pro-
Mr. DAVID HENDERSON (Halton). I tect the manufacture of iron. I am very

also desire to express my gratification with glad indeed to find that the Government
that resolution that bas been introduced by have adopted that policy. There is one
the Finance Minister. I am sure that we thing I would like to know from the Min-
on this side .of the House can pursue no ister of Finance. I see my lon. friend the
other course and we desire to pursue no Minister of Agriculture las core ln, and I
other course, than to express approval of observed that these two Ministers were ln
the policy to which ln the past we were consultation a few minutes ago after a ques-
so strongly wedded. While hon. gentlemen tien by my hon. friend from Grey (Mr.
were speaking, a little incident came to Sproule). I would like to know from the
my mimd which I thougit had been very Miiister of Finance whether hie bas suc-
aptly Illustrated indeed. o had the plea- ceeded n converting the Ministers fAgri-
sure, a short Urne ago of au introduction sculture t bis protection views and we-
t a gentleman frorp the province of the ther oe could Induce tathon. gentleman te
Minister of Finance, a gentleman who suc- give the beunty on beet sugar which we
ceeded him as Prime Minister of that pro-Jare so anxious te bave. I hope It may be
vince. In passiug chrougli the corridor be- se. 1 trust the hon. Minister of Custos
hind the Speaker's chair, the hon. gentle- I (Mr. Paterson) will use bis Influence in
man asked me if I ever went into No. 16. the same direction ; I believe that his con-
I said that I did not know the password stituents are a good deal Interested in beet
" Oh," he said, "the password-adopt the sugar production. But I am afraid the
policy of your predecessors." . That is just Minister of Agriculture is a very strong free
what hon. gentlemen on that side of the trader, and that he would be hard to move
House are doing. So, I presume, in a short in that regard. But we hope for the best.
time we shall all have access to No. 16. As to what bas fallen from the hon. mem-
At any rate, it seems we are so happy In ber for Centre Toronto (Mr. Bertram), who
the resolution that there is no question as always speaks so practically In this House,
to whether it is No. 6 or No. 16 ; in fact, I do not know that I can accapt what he
were it not for the smallness of our room. says lu connection with -the fast Une. 1
I would say to bon. gentlemen opposite : should like very much to see an iron ship
Let att come down to No. 6. I trust that building industry estabIlshed here ln C.n-
this resolution, notwithstanding the posi- ada, and I do not know any reason why
tion taken by the hon. member for' Russell we should not have it established. I be-
(Mr. Edwards), the hon. member for St. lieve that we can have it if the Govern.
John (Mr. Ellis), wiU receive the approba- ment, no matter which party happens to betion of the House. I am quite sure it in power, only pursues the policy of pro.wiII receive the approbation of the coun- tection to the iron industry. But I hope
try. we have not to wait for the establshment

to that iron industry before we get the fastMr. BBNNETT. WI the on. Mister nue, because, however sanguine my views(Mr. Fielding) state how mu ch etfthe troullay be as to the prospects of Canada as als produced wlth coke and h-w much wbth shipdbuîîdng country, I do not see how wevood ? can build such vessels as will be requlred
The MINISTER OF PINA.NLCE. 1have for the fast Atiantie service for many a yearThe INISER 0 FItANC. avete corne. I notice by yesterday's paper thatsent my figures to the "'Hansard" roonm, it salleged that the vestel te replace the

and cannot give the hon. gentleman "City e ari at evesse "orla" ah
the Information at the moment. But she i oarts.tbat was,--the nciPars "as
if he wil deduet from the. total quan- UnitedStates nbut abroad, beute they say
tities made by the Canadian Iron Furnace that vessels, ea be bu t bmore chaply
Company and John McDougail & Ce., who abroad than theb be tamoe.I hey

Mfr. CARGILL. "
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are not able to build vessels of that kind In
the United States as cheaply as they can
be procured elsewhere, I think It wIll be
some time before we can provide vessels
of that kind for ourselves. I should be
sorry If the fast Atlantic service were to
wait until that day.

Mr. D. D. ROGERS (Frontenac). I would
not have risen to say a word but for the
remarks made by the hon. member for Eaqt
Bruce (Mr. Cargill) that there were only
two lone members that have offered any ob-
jection to this proposal. I have found it not
much use talking in this Hoase unless you
can have some backing. But If gentlemen
would formulate their ideas In the shape of
a resolution and divide the House, they
would find, I think, a good many more
than these two lone members of that way
of thinking, and place the agricultural repre-
sentatives lu a tiglht place. I do not belleve
In Government pap for any Industry in this
country. I voted against the Government
bonusing the export of butter, declaring that
I was against the principle of bonusing. I
hold the same opinion now, and belleve that
al the industries shotrld stand upon the same
footing. We have to get along wlthout
bonuses in our great industry of agricul-
ture, which is the foundation of all and
13 most important than all. We do not
ask for any Government pap. It ls evi-
dent to me that these Industries could stand
upon their own feet a good deal better were
It not for the extortionate salaries and the
big dividend they clamour for. If people
were not anxious to put money into
such investments as cotton mills, mortgage
and loan companles and banks, If they were
satisfied with the reasoniable rate of interest
that we In the agricultural Industry are
compelled to be satisfied with, they would
not be seeking Government pap, nor should
we have two hundred miP,'ts in our banks
and ftfty millions in our :avIngs banks
awaiting Investment, but this money would
be Invested In the industries of the country
and would be of use In developing the re-
sources of the country.

Motion agreed te.

(lu the Committee.)
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. With re-

gard to the observation of the leader of the
OppositIon about the use of the word "for-
eign " lu this resolutio)n, I hope he wil fnot
press his suggestion. Of course, the word
" foreign" lIs not generally used to apply to
the colonies. But the bounty is very con-
siderable, havIng been Increased at the time
of the reduction of the tarif, and It will
probably be found that, owing to the ex-
tensive operations that I anticipate wIll fol-
low the adoption of this poley, we shall be
called upon to pay a pretty round sum as
it is, and I am afraid that, Ifwe are to adopt
the policy of paying $3 a ton upon all the

Iron made of Newfoundland ore at the be-
glnnlng, and reducing it gradually under
this scale, the demand on the treasury will
be much larger than the House will be wIll-
ing to grant. That question has been thor-
oughly considered, and I think, on the lines
of the present resolution, the object will be
accomplished.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think the diffi-
eulty could be got over ln the same way
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, ln the
British Government, got over the difflculty,
when it was proposed to Increase the tax
upon colonial securities. The term "for-
elgn securities," used in Great Britain, ap-
plied to the colonies, and there was no means
by which any tax was Imposed on colonial
securities except under the clause which
sald, that foreign securlties should pay so
and so. But we induced the Chancellor of
the Exchequer to change the Bill, so as to
exempt colonial government securities, by
an amendment to the Act, declaring that the
word "foreign" did not apply to the col-
onies. In the same way, we might amend
this Act by simply providIng that the word
" foreigu" should not apply to a British
colony. That would meet the case, i think,
without causing any material alteration ln
the pollcy. I think the Bill would be, from
every point of view, much more satisfactory,
if it was amended so as not to exclude any-
thing from the Island of Newfoundland.

Mr. PRIOR. Am i to understand that
this applies to the wbole Dominion ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
tainly.

Cer-

Resolution reported.
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the
adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 12.10 a.m. (Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNEsDAY, 14th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRA Es.

MR. MARK WORKMAN.

Bir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
(Pletou). I fnd that I have unwittlgly
offended, Mr. Speaker, the feelings of a gen-
lteman of whom 1 knew nothlng, Mr. Mark
Workman, concerning whom I asked a ques-
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tion yesterday. I wish to say that I en- 1 Parliament of Canada, within fifteen days after
deavoured to frame that question so as not the opening of every session thereof, detalled
to suggest that he was not a British subject statement o ai bonde or seaurities registered
or that he operated his factories for seven urd the proviso . Sa
days. I put the question at the request of 2reIfled.by hetp s
a gentleman in Montreal, and in looking 3. If not, will he ca
over it, I saw, at the time, as I supposed, no- laid before Parliament forthwth, covering the
thing objectionable. I have a letter from a canes wîthin the sald statute of officers employed
gentleman, whose credibiiltyI do not doubit:In the publie service n the Yukon ?
for a moment, saying that Mr. Workman To which the following answer was given:-
has been a British subject of twenty-five
years and never operateC his factory seven
days in the week, and I hasten to make the
explanation in order to show that I had no
informatIon that he was not a British sub-
Jeet or did work his factory seven days in
the week. I was merely asked to put the
question.

GAME PRESERVATION ACT.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton) moved for leave to introduce Bill
(No. 153) to amend the unorganized Terri-
tories Game Preservation Act, 1894. He
said : The purpose of the Bill Is to extend
the protection now given to the buffalo in
the unorganized territories for a further
period of two years as to the males and
to perpetuate the protection as to the fe-
males. The protection given has been found
effective, and the buffalo are Increasing, and
it Is desirable the protection should be ex-
tended.

Bill read the Irst time.

THE CUSTOMS ACT.

Bill (No. 154) further to amend the Cus-
tems Act (Mr. Paterson), read the first time.

BONDS OR SECURITIES REGISTERED.

CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER 1

What officers employed in the prblic service li
the Yukon district since February, 1897, have
given bonds under the provIsions of section 5,
chap. 19, R.S.C., or other statute ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). It wHll be impossible to answer
this, and my hon. frIend wll have to move
for a return.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This relates to information which the sta-
tute requires should be given to the House
without motion at ail.

The PRIME MINISTER. This is the an-
swer placed in my hands to a question put
the other day. My hon. friend challenged
the accuracy of the answer, and 1 brought
the matter to the attention of the bon. Sec-
retary of State, and he reafrmed the posi-
tion he took. The question put the other
day was as follows :-

1. Has the Secrotary of State, since
caused to beprepared for theinformtionof the

g ir CHLPLM HIBBERT TUPPEMR (ItOW).

In conformity with the provIsins of section
23 of chap. 19, R.S.C., the Secretary of State
caused to be prepared for the Information of
Parliament of Canada within fifteen days after
the opening of every session since 1896, a detalled
statement of all bonds or securities registered
under the provisions of the aforesaid statutes.
This statement was laid upon the Table of the
House on the following dates :-20th April, 1897;
16th February, 1893; 30th March, 1899.

COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGES ON
THE GRENVILLE CANAL.

Mr. TAYLOR asked:

1. Has the Government settled, or do they tu-
tend to settle, with Mr. Robertson and other
farmers who, it Is alleged, have suffered very
great damages in consequence of the Improve-
ments now being made on the Grenville Canal
by contracturs Plggott and Inglis ; said farmers,
it Is alleged, having been deprived of their
roadway te their farms on the south bank
of canal for seven months of the year 1898, as
well as from December lst, or close of navi-
gation, to the 15th of May of the present year,
1899, these farmers, It is alleged, having
lost the use of their lands and firewood and suf-
ferIng great annoyances and damages on account
of these obstructions varying in amount from
$100 to $150?

2. Have any damages been paid to these several
farmers ? If not, why not ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
(ANALS (Mr. Blair). In reply I beg to say:
1. The Government has not settled with
Mr. Robertson and other farmers for dam-
age, if any, done by Messrs. Piggott and
Inglis, contractors, ln carrying on the work
of enlargement of the Grenville Canal.

The contractors under the terms of their
contract are liable for any damage they
may do ln the prosecution of their work.

2. Clalms for damages such as referred
have not been pald to the farmers by the
Government, beuse, If any such damages
have been suffered, the contractore are
liable ; in the second place, although laims
have been made It has not yet been learned
that the farmers have suffered damage.

I. C. R. PRIVILEGES AT LEVIS STA-
TION-MR. FELIX PICHETTE.

Mr. CA8GRA[N asked :
1. How much did Félix Pichette pay for the

privllege of keepiug a counter and selling, within
the station of the Intercolonial Rlway at LAvis?

2. Iw much does he now pay for the said
VMr1vlqm?

Sir
asked :

4991 4992



[JUNE 14, 1899]

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Mr. F. Pichette pal
$520 a year for the privilege of keeping a
counter and selling, within the station of
the Intercolonial Railway at Lévis.

2. Mr. Pichette now pays $520 a year for
the same privilege.

BUOYS IN ANNAPOLIS AND DIGBY
BASIN.

Mr. MILLS asked:
1. Has the Department of Marine and Fisheries

a report or Information to the effect that the
different bucys in the Annapolis and Digby
Basin are not In their proper places?

2. Has said department any official report that
said buoys are in their proper places ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. The de-
partment has not recelved a report to the
effect that the different buoys lu DIgby and
Annapolls Basin are not In their proper
places. 2. The department bas received a
report from the harbour master stating that
all the buoys are placed in their proper
places. A temporary buoy has also been
placed at Black Polnt until an iron can buoy
arrives at DIgby for Black Point.

AMERICAN FISH TRUSTS AND THE
FISHERMEN.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked:

1. What licenses to fish have, if any, the fol-
lowing parties : William Robinson, gelkirk Stor.
age and Transportation Company, Ainsworth &
Ganly, J. Clark, Charles Noble ?

2. Is the Government aware whether or no that
these licensees are the paid agents of United
States flshing flrms which control the fisheries cf
Georgian Bay and Lake Huron ?

3. Are the Government aware that Canadian
fishermen complain that the agents of American
flsh trusts pay through the above means three
cents each for Lake Winnipeg whItefsh averag-
ing four pounda each, whIle these faish are sold
by the trust for twelve cents per pound ?

4. Has the hon. the Minister of Marine and
Fisherles any reports showing that In this way
United States flrms control the catch of lsh in
Canadian waters and sell Canadian fsh at high
prices, the catching of which brings but little
to the fishermen ; and if not, wIll the Minister
obtain reports on the above at au early day ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1 and 2.
None to any of these parties. 8. The Depart-
ment of Marine and Flsberies ls aware that
Canadian fishermen complain that the agents
of the United States FIsh Trusts pay very
low priees for the fdsh purhased frm Cana-
dian fIshermen and sell the same at a high
price in Amerlean eties. 4. There are re-
ports on file to the effeet that United States
firms largely control the catch of fih ln
Canadian liand waters, and the department
has done whatever could be done to counter-
act this state of things. The department
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does not grant licenses to fish now in any
d of the great lakes in Ontario and only to

British subjects in Manitoba and the North-
f west Territorles.

MAIL ARRANGEMENTS, GRAND VIEW,
P. E. 1.

Mr. MARTIN asked :
Has the Government received a petition from

the people of Grand Vlew, in Prince Edward
Island, askling for a change la their mail arrange-
ments ? If so, what are the changes propoed
and asked for ? Does the Government intend to
accede to the prayer of petitioners ? If not,
why not ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. iMu-
lock). A petition was recelved in the depart-'
ment In December, 1892, from the postmaster
at Grand Vlew, and a number of others,
asking that the mails for Grand View,
which are now exchanged with the mail
courier on the route between Caledonia and
Orwell, be exchanged with Charlottetown In
closed bags, and that Grand View be the dis.
tributing office for the offices at Murray
Harbour Road, Montague Cross, Caledonia,
Roua and Iris. The Inspector reported
against both of these proposais, and the late
Government took no action on the petition
On the 25th March, 1895, these matters were
again brought to the attention of the de-
pairtment by the postmaster at Grand Vlew,
and on the advice of Mr. A. Martin, who, i
understand, Is the present member for
Queen's East, who was consulted by the late
Government, It was decided to make no
change In the arrangements. In July, 1897,
the same matters were agaln brought for-
ward, and as the officers of the department
reported against the changes asked for, the
arrangements have remained unchanged.

FERRY BETWEEN BUFFALO, N.Y., AND
CRYSTAL BEAOH, ONT.

Mr. iMcCLEARY asked :
1. Has a license been granted to any persons

to ply boats or vessels between Buffalo, N.Y.,
and Crystal Beach, Canada ?

2. If so, to whom and when ?
3. Does such license grant the privilege of

running boats on the Sabbath ?
4. If such license has been given, Is It an ordi-

nary ferry one? .
5. Are the licensees supposed to carry vehicles

drawn with horses ?
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE

(Sir Henri Joly de LotbInière). 1. No. 2.
A license has sbeen promIsed to Mr. Fred. W.
Hill, and the department Is only awalting
certain Information to enable It to recom-
mend the granting of the license. 3. Yes, be-
tween the 15th of June and the 30th of Sept-
ember, the regulatlons require that at least
thee round trips shall be made daily, be.
tween the hours of ten o'clock in the fore-
noeon and ten o'clock at night, uniess such
trips are rendered impracticable by stress. of
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weather. 4. When the license is issued It
will be an ordinary license granted under the
provisions of the "Ferries Act." The regu-
lations of all ferries are not exactly similar,
but vary according to the requirements of
the locallty where tbe ferry Is run. 5. The
lease beretofore granted did not require the
lessee to accommodate vehicles drawn by
horses.

LONDON LETTER-CARRIERS.

Mr. BEATTIE (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
1. Are the letter-carriers at London required

to walk and not allowed free transportation on
the street railway ?

2. Are the letter-carriers of Kingston, which has
about half the population of London, provided
with free transportation ?

3. Does the Government intend increasing the
salaries of the letter-carriers to where they would
have been had not their increases been stopped ?

4. Will they recelve their increases 'that have
been stopped, in a lump sum, or how ?

5. How many men are temporarily appointed in
the post office at London ?

6. Is the Government aware those temporarily
appointed men are allowed no holidays ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). 1 and 2. Transportation by street rail-
way to the full extent required by the pub-
lie interest is provided at the expense of the
department for the letter-carriers at London
and Klngston when on duty. 3 and 4. The
Estimates show the încreases proposed by
the Government. 5. Nine. 6. The Govern-
ment is not aware that temporary appointees
are not allowed holldays.

STEEL BOXES FOR INDIAN DEPART-
MENT.

Mr. HODGINS (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
Were a number of steel boxes purchased for

use of the Interior or Indian Departments durirg
the past year ? If so, how many ? By whcm
were they supplied ? Were tenders called for
by public advertisement, or by letter ? If by
letter, how many parties were notified ? To
whom was the order given ? Why were not
tenders publicly invited ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). Yes, 8,744-2,960 by the Eelîpse
Office Furniture Company of Ottawa, and
784 by the Office Specialty Company o!
Toronto. These are the only two Canadian
companies known to the department as
manufacturing this speciail article, and were
asked to supply the same In consequence.

REPORT.

Report of the North-west Mounted PolIce
for 1898.-(Slr Wllfrid Laurier.)

DEALINGS IN LAND BY GOVERNMENT
AGENTS.

proceeded with, I wlsb to advert for a mo-
ment to a matter that was referred to by the
hon. member for Marquette (Mr. Roehe) on
FrIday last. On motion to adjourn the
House, he referred to a report in the Winal-
peg " Telegram," which stated that an offi-
eer of the Department of the Interior named
John Harrower had aided ln some fraudu-
lent transactions ln the purchase of land.
The gist of the hon. gentleman's complaint,
as I undeitood it, was that ithis man belng
an officer of the Department of the Interlor.
had traffieked in public lands and had done so
for the purpose of defrauding the settler. I
was quite satisfied when the hon. gentleman
made the statement that we never bad bad
an officer of that name and that the man re-
ferred to was not and bad not been an offi-
cer, but I dld not care to make a statement
of that kind without referring to the publle
records. I desire now to say that the man
referred to is not an officer of a department
of the Government and never bas been. and.
so far as any connection of his with the de-
partment is concerned, the story la made out
of whole eloth.

THE CASE OF MR. BAUER.

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). My thon. friend the member for Pie-
tou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) has asked
me once or twice about a man named Bauer
who deslred certain consideration In connec-
tion with the Dominion Lands Survey. I de-
sire to say that at bis urgent request I have
ordered a meeting of the board to be called
for the purpose of passIng on his papers.

SOARLET FEVER AMONG THE GALI-
CIANS.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). The hon. member for West Assini-
bola (Mr. Davin) called attention to the re-
port that there had been an outbreak of
scarlet fever at or near Saltcoats, amongst
the Galician immigrants. I wish :to Inform
the House, that there bas been no outbreak
of searlet fever at the place mentloned, but
there bas been an outbreak of scarlet fever
at a place called Strathelair. But It was fnot
brought into the country by the Galician
Immigrants ; they got the fever ln the city
of Winnipeg, where they were temporarily
statIoned.

DISMISSAL 0F THE POSTMASTER AT
NORTH SYDNEY.

<Mr. McDOUGALL. I desire to repeat my
question to the Postmaster General with re-
spect to the report that the postmaster at
North Sydney bas been dismIssed.

The POîSTMASTER GEninRA T., m-p-(Mr.& ML
.m* u-

Xlock). In reply to the hon. gentleman's ques-
e T 0THE INMR'IOR (Mr. tion, I desire to say that some months ago,

SI! ton). Before the Orders o!the, Day are Icomplaints reaehed the department regard.
Sir HENRI JOLY DE I TBINIER
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ing the management of the post office at
North Sydney. The matter was referred to
the inspector, Mr. Macdonald, who made an
investigation and reported that the general
management of the office was unsatsfactory,
and occasioned a great deal of dissatisfac-
tion. For these reasons a change of post-
masters was deelded on, and, I thlnk, has
gone into effeet.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Who was appolnted
to the office ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL, I have
not the name at hand.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field.
Ing). Robert Musgrave.

CORRESPONDENCE RESPECTING IN-
SOLVENCY LEGISLATION.

Mr. BERGERON. I would like to ask my
right hon. friend the Premier (Sir Wilfrid"
Laurier) If he wIll lay before the House the
correspondence of the Montreal Board of
Trade and other boards of trade In the Domi-
nion, asking for insolvency legislation.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WlIfrid
Laurier). If my bon. friend (Mr. Bergeron)
will move for the correspondence, I shall be
happy to brIng it down.

Mr. BERGERON. My rlght hon. friend
knows how long It will take to move for a
return. I simply ask him If he will be kind
enough to bring down the correspondence.

The PRIME MINISTER. Next Monday
my bon. frlend eau move bis motion.

INQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. McDOTGALL. Before the Orders of
the Day are ealled, I would again call the
attention of the Minister of Railways and
Canals (Mr. Blair) to an Order passed by
the House for papers in respect to the trans-
fer or lease of a property connected wlth
the ralIway at Grand Narrows. The Order
was passed, I think, about six weeks ago,
and I would like to know when the papers
will be brougit down.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I remember the hon.
gentleman asking me a question, and I gave
him a reply. I will make a note of It.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Before the Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte) goes away-I am glad to see him
able to be in -the House again-I would like
to remind him that an Order was passed on
the 17th of May regarding the production
of Mr. Coste's report, and bis special trip
to the Yukon district.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). I remember very well that all
the documents were ready, and I do not
understand why they are not already be-

157f

fore the House. There is no objection
whatever to having all these papers brought
down.

The PRIME MINISTER (8ir Wilfrld Lau-
rier). My Impression la that that report
was brought down some days ago.

The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS.
I know the papers were «Il ready before I
left.

DAMAGES TO FARM LANDS IN LIND-
SAY.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). Before the Orders of the Day are
proceeded with, I desire to read for the In-
formation of the House a letter from Mr.
R. J. McLaughlin, of Lindsay. The House
will remember that some days ago ,the hon.
member for North Victoria (Mr. Hughes)
made some observations concerning that
gentleman, and Mr. McLaughlin desires to
have his connection with the matter of
these damages of record.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member will
move to lay that -on the Table.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes.
This letter was sent to the Solicitor Gene.
ral (Mr. Fitzpatrlck) and forwarded by the
Solicitor General to me to read, as he can.
not be present :

Lindsay, June 8th, 1899.
Dear Sir,-I am in recelpt of rour letter of the

20th of June, referring to certain question
placed upon the Order papers by Mr. Hughes.
The following is the statement of the facts la
connection with the matter, which I W1ll thank
you very much to make public in the House.
As charges and insinuations such as Mr. Hughes
is continually making In the House are calculated
to do our firm considerable injury in a profes.
sional way, and we have no redress for, or pro-
tection from, malice that exhibits itself in the
House of Commons.

About the year 1890 or 1891, the dam at Fen.
elon Falls was raised 20 inches, and it was alleged
by the farmers surrounding Cameron Lake that
their low lands had been flooded In consequence.
Mr. Hughes had these claims In hand as repre.
sentative of the constituency from 1892 til 1898,and as a resuit of his efforts a couple of affi.
davits have been flled in the department, made
by lumbermen interested In the dam, to the
effect that. the water on the lake had not been
raised by reason of the increased height of thedam, but that compensation had been made by
deepening the old slide and the construction of a
new one. No evidence had ever been taken from
the farmers, and the matter had been practically
decided against them without their being heard
at all. In the fall of 1895 a number of the farin.
ers consulted our firm, and Instructed us to
take up their case against the Government as
solicitors, and to proceed by petition of right
in the Exchequer Court. In the spring of 1896
the farmers held a meeting, and all agreed :to
join together and contribute to the expense: of
obtaining a settlement, and to retain our arm.
This was Irrespective of polities. Every one
around the lake agreed to come in. We took the
matter up, and we lnsisted on the Goverument
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taking the level of the water, and after a great ner, before we acted as agent for the Minister of
deal of correspondence and a couple of trips Justice, anything we received was paid by our
personally to Ottawa, Mr. Blair agreed to leave clients and the Government paid us nothing, and
the matter to George H. Pope, the Government we had nothing whatever to do with them.
valuator, to examine the grounds around the Yours truly,
lake, and take the statement of the farmers and R. J. McLAUGHLIN.
nake a report. The writer attended with Mr. I beg to move for leave to lay this letterPope over every farm in dispute, and took the f etMoi-ef
statement and evidence of the farmers, which upon the Table.
clearly established the facts that the average Mr SAM. HUGHES (Nortb Victoria). Be-
height of the water had been considerably raIsed fore this motion is passed, I wish to say a
and a considerable amount of damage done.

Upon Mr. Pope's report the matter was settled, word. The letter, communication, or what-
and somewhere about $1,600 was eventually paid ever It may be termed, which bas Just been
to the farmers in compensation. We acted for presented by the Postmaster General (.r.
the farmers as solicitors, and although we had a Mulock), bears out on the face of it every
great deal of work in the first place In obtaining charge, every word, that I uttered the other
a settlement, and a great deal of work In having day lu the House. I wouid like to ask
it carried through, as we had to answer the the Postnaster General-I have fot seen
requisition of the Department of Justice as to the paper yet, and could fot catch what
title In every case, and prepare and procure exe-
cution of a great many conveyances, releases, dis-
charges of mortgages, &c., In order to obtain Laughlin stated that le had entered suit
this settlement. Our disbur3ements In the matter la the Exehequer Court for this money?
were about $150, and the total amount paid us by If so, then I stand here to say that that
our clients was $308, disbursements and ail. statemeut tg false.
Our account was considerably more, but it was A o MRNMBER. He dId fot say 50.
settled with our clients to their entire satisfac-
tion for an amount which would be an equivalent Mr. HUGHES. There was something li
to 20 per cent on the amount realized. In these It about having entered a suit lu the Ex-
matters we acted solely as solicitors for the chequer Court. The facts are just as 1
farmers.

Judge Barron was at that time agent for the
Minister of Justice, and acted for the Government rai candidate In the luof 1895, and heIn the matter, and whatever fees the Goverument Weit to these farmers around the lake.
pald were paid to 1dm wlth the exception o! one w.hese farmers neyer went to hlm, orot onecase (SuggItt), the final settiement o! which was o! teem. He went te the farmers and said:delayed for about a year later than the others, Why don't you get the Tory Goverment toand before whieh the Hon. Mr. Mlle, owcng to sette these ryaims around here. That hethe elevatIon of Mr. Barron to the beuch, had just what was done. He tried to makeasked me to act as agent for the Minister o tta tIaot
Justice, and that case the Departmet o Jus-ta o d o t t
tice allowed us the ordlnary fees for preparîng votes lu the ensulng electioin by telling these
release and passlng titie. Up to that time we had1 men that they should have their dlaims.had no professional relatiouship whatever with the Now, about the settiement sf this matter. NotGoverment, and neLer recelved a cent for pro- one fariner ever had at hehaim pror to 1895.
fessional fees on these or any other matters from The dam was ouly raised-I will flot say thethe Goverument. exact year, but the dam was oly raised aThe Cameron Lake dIaims that were allowed short time previtns to that year, and thewere: Sackett, J. L. Brown, . Palmer, T. Mot- teets fae
fatt, W. Graham, R. R. Gham, M. Grahams om niWilliam sac, R. N. Moffat, Joseph Pearn, W. were being well looked a ter,not the eligt-T. Eade, Adam Potts, N. MeIntyre, R. Byrneli, h. est fear ofrthat. Thousands of dollars wereSUggitt, aud several others that were not allowed. paid lu settementhf the Lbaims, and otThis was a matter entirely between our firm one farthidg had ever found Its way intoand our clients, n which the Government hadne n the pocket oseany friend ou the LIberal.interest or information as far as we know. We ConservatIve party In that county. I Saywere employed and payd for profession! tservices, hy do'tyouet thTyGoverme
In the ordInary way, and the amount that wejssthe trae ornereceved from our clients was fot over the ordt- to my knowledge where any moey wasary professinal fees. It was the ordnary pay- taken by any person as a polit hal reward ument o fees, except that the bf! was very the county su n relation to Dominon aims.
much reduced. Our clients were perfectly satis- Mr.. McLaughlin states lu bis communica-fled, and noue o! the Uever thougat ortIteuded toi that these farmers came to him lIthethat we hould do this work for themNd pay fa o u 1895. That tluntrue; Mr. MeLaugh-out a large amount for dirbu ementa e pthe mat- lin went to these farmers and canvassed
ters out of our own pockets.Them was only raied

Since the wrIter was appointed agent for the tem on . He tate that inMInister o Justice here, a year ago, we bave a the spring o e18 a meeting oy these farm-a number o! tit.esto Investigate and selement ers was called. That comtot truey; the yeet-to obtam lI connection wit Jexprnpriated land, wng waS Called after the return o! the pre-for whch we have reeeIved the ordnary Govern- sent Governent th power. It was In thement fees, anountig luhal te about $75,over. ai o s1tthat he met these farmers andand above disursement , and lutahyee n thee made a arrangement by whIch he under-
inatters in which we have been employed by theGovernment, our fees have been wolly pald by took to get their p atim pald by the Gover-the Governmet, and we have recevedunotb g ment, he, favingte t patronage o! the rd-whatever from anybody else ; an, l like man- ig and oarrangine fore a mmiioney aso

nar prfssoalf. twsteodnrpa-tknbanpesnaapltclrwrdi
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per cent ln some instances, and more than
20 per cent in others, of the claims. More
than that, the Government would not deal
with these farmers themselves. That was
the point I was getting at the other day.
When these farmers would undertake to deal
with the Government directly, instructions
were given, not only to them, but to any one
else whio had anything to do with this mat-
ter, to the valuators, that they must look
to Mr. McLaughlin, and I know that, when
these valuators came there, they could not
proceed without consulting the defeated Iib-
eral candidate for North Victoria upon this
question. I asked the bon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals, to whom the cheques were
made payable, but I have not found out yet.
In the letter Mr. McLaughlin bas written to
the hon. Solicitor General (Mr. Fitzpatrlck),
he seeks to make some capital by saying, that
fron 1892 to 1896 these claims bad remained
unsettled. I want to tell this House and
that gentleman that these claims were not in
existence in 1892. It was not until 1894, or
18i5 possibly, that these people found out
that their lands had been flooded owing to
the raising of this dam. I know that these
claims were being looked into and settled,
and that hundreds of other claims were set-
tied all along the line of that canal, and
that not a farthing was extracted-I use the
term " extracted " advisedly-by any person.
We find this gentleman posing ln bis rela-
tionship to the Government as the represen-
tative of that riding, and as the gentleman
who holds the political patronage there.
That is bis political relatlonship to the Gov-
ernment, and he turns around and levies a
charge of 20 per cent .upon the people. When
he attended the meetings of these· farmers
with the valuators, what was his conduet ?
His conduet was to try and persuade the
valuatirs to force up the prices as high as
possible, so that, after he got bis 20 per cent,
the farmer would still have a fair value fort
his land. One of the valuators. I think, was
Mr. Pope. If the valuators were doing thelr$
duty, what business had Mr. McLaughlinJ
there at all ? Has the bon. Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals not sufficient confidence
In Mr. Pope, a gentleman who, I believe,
bas valued thousands and tens of thousands
of claims for this Government, to go there
without having this man hanging around
him ? If Mr. Pope would give a correct
valuation, what, ln the name of common
sense, was this gentleman doing there ? He
had no earthly rigint there. He was there
to screw up the price as high as possible, ln
order that he might get hlis 20 per cent. If
the reports along these waters are true, these
farmers are not at all satisfied. They find
that this man could not bulldoze and brow-
beat the valuator, that the valuation he
made was an honest valuation. This gen-
tleman either took 20 per cent from the peo-
ple over and above what he was entitled to,
or he took 20 per cent from the farmers off

a fair valuation. He stands convieted of
having extracted from the farmers this 20
per cent.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Mr. Speaker, I would
like to ask the hon. gentleman who bas just
spoken (Mr. Hughes), if I understood him
correctly in stating that the Government
would not deal with the claims of these
farmers, but insisted upon the Intervention
of some third party, intending to suggest
that Mr. McLaughlin was the third party in-
tervening ln the matter.

Mr. HUGHES. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals, if he
did not instruet these valuators to go direct
to Mr. McLaughlin and consult with him.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am asking the hon. gentleman
a question.

Mr. HUGHES. I am answering the hon.
gentleman by asking hlm another question.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the hon. gentleman answers
my question, I will answer his.

Mr 4 HUGHES. DId the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals, or bis department, in-
struet the valuators to consult with Mr. Me.
Laughlin ? I know that, when the valua-
tors reached Lindsay, they could not proceed
without consulting with Mr. McLaughlin. It
seems strange that these valuators should
begin by negotiating with Mr. McLaughlin.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It appears to be impossible to
elicit a direct answer to the question I put
to the hon. gentleman. It only barmonizes
with the general course that the hon. gen.
tieman has pursued In this connection, and
I may say, that he does not appear to ad-
vantaga in this transaction. The? fact that
Mr. McLaughlin was his opponent in the
election contest appears to be the reason
why the hon..gentleman Is taking the pre-
sent course. I think it does not add to his
dignity.

Mr. HUGHES. ; Mr. Speaker, I rise to a
point of order. The hon. Minister is imput-
ing motives to me, although I may say, that
anything that gentleman may say bas no
terrors for me.

Mr. SPEAKER. There is really no point
of order In that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I wlsh to say, that if the hon.
gentleman means to say what he bas said,
what he does not seem to be willing to follow
up, that the Government declined, or were
unwilling to deal with these claims directly,
he is stating that whIch he Is not authorized
to say, and which is not In accordance with
the facts.

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker,-
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. HUGHES. May I ask the hon. Min-

Ister a question ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Yes.

Mr. HUGHES. Did the hon. Minister in-
struet the valuators to call on Mr. McLaugh-
lin and negotiate through him for the set-
tlement of these claims ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I certainly did not give such in-
struetions.

Mr. HUGHES. I may say--
Some hou. MEMBERS. Sit down; order.
Mr. HUGHES. This matter will be before

the Publie Accounts Committee, and we will
find out then who is telling the straight
story.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. in connection with these claims,
the saine thing occurred as occurs in connee-
tion with all claims for damages against the
department. The claims came Into the de-
partment ; we inquired into them, and we
sent out Mr. Pope, who bas been the valua-
tor in the department for many years. He
le not one of my appointees, for whom 1 am
responsible, except to the extent of having
retained hlm in the department, having
found him there. I found him a very satis-
factory officer, in the main, and I thought
he was doing his duty, and, when these
claims came in, Mr. Pope was instructed to
go down there to see these farmers and
judge as to whether or not damages had oc-
eurred by reason of the action of the Gov-
ernment In consequence of the raising of this
dam, or upon any ground on account of
which responsibllity could attach to the Gov-
ernment. He went there, ln accordance with
his instructions. I do not recollect, but it
may be, that Mr. Pope, in view of the fact
that Mr. McLaughlin was pressing these
claims and was acting on behalf of these
people, and was able to tell where these
people would bae found, had an Interview
with Mr. MeLaughlin ; but Mr. Pope was
not insrructed either to confer as to the valu-
ation of this property, or be gulded in the
slightest degree by Mr. McLaughlin's views
or wishes in the matter. I am sorry that I
was not aware that my hon. colleague (Mr.
Mulock) was going to bring this matter up
to-day. If I had been I would have brought
to this House a letter which I received a
few days ago, immediately after the hon.
gentleman had called attention to this mat-
ter in the House, and which, I think, would
have thrown a great deal of light on this
transaction. I wlsh to say, here, that I do
not think the reflections whlch the hon.
gentleman bas cast upon Mr. Pope, are
warranted by anything that las oecurred In
reference to this transaction.

Mr. BLAIR.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. member for North
Victoria (Mr. Hughes) did not refleet upon
Mr. Pope.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman did reflect
upon Mr. Pope,; if It is possible to use any
language which would reflect upon any one.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Hughes) lmplied
that Mr. Pope was induced and was prevail-
ed upon by Mr. McLaughlin to raise the
value of the property beyond that which he
otherwise would have fixed on-

Mr. HUGHES. I said the very opposite.
The MINI'STER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS-so that Mr. McLaughlin might
get an increased percentage as a result. That
is a reflection.

Mr. HUGHES. What I said was that Mr.
MeLaughlin endeavoured to induce Mr. Pope
to bring the price up, and Mr. Pope would
not do it.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Mr. Pope has written to me to
say-and I shall bring the letter to the
House since the hon. gentleman makes the
statement-Mr. Pope has written to me to
say that Mr. MeLaughlin was not concerned
at all wth hlim, and that Mr. MeLaughlin
did not try to Influence him, if I remembrr
the letter, in placing a valuation on this
property. Mr. Pope did his duty fearlessly
and faithfully to the best of his ability and
made a report to the department.

Mr. HUGHES. Did the Minister say that
Mr. McLaughlin did not try to influence Mr.
Pope to raise the price. If he said so, it ls
not true.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I received this letter from Mr.
Pope. and although I 'did not closely examine
it, if I remember it aright, Mr. Pope in that
letter entirely exonerates Mr. McLaughlin
from having attempted to do anything of
the kind.

Mr. TAYLOR. Produce the letter.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I will produce the letter, and It
wIll speak for itself.

Mr. GEO. McHUGH (South Victoria).
When this matter was being discussed the
other day, I stated that I was quite satis-
fled that if Mr. McLaughlin had the oppor-
tunity to explain matters he would come
out of this charge with credit to himself.
The more the whole thing is sifted -the better
Mr. McLaugblln appears, and the more in-
quiry we have into it the better Mr. Me.
Laughlin will appear ln the transaction. That
gentleman was charged to-day with going to
these farmers In order to make political
capital out of the matter. I would like te
ask the hon. member for North VictorIa
(Mr. Hughes) If he would not be one of thefirst to charge Mr. McLaughlin with poltical
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corruption, if Mr. McLaughlin had done speet and confidence of his clients and of
this legal work for the farmers and eharged the public, than does Mr. MeLaughlin.
them no fee for iL 'But because Mr. Me-
Laugblin charged his clients a legitimate Mr. BERGERON. We have witnessed a
legal fee for doing the work they employed very extraordinary proceeding in the 'House
him to do, the hon. member (Mr. Hughes) to-day. A few days ago, a member of Par-
charges him with political corruption, al- liament, acting on his right, asked a ques-
thoughli he no doubt would also have charged tion from his seat, and the Minister of the
Mr. MeLaughlin with political corruption Crown refused to answer It because he
if he charged no tee at all. I am quite sa.tis- said the question was not put in proper
fled that if the Minister brIngs down the form. To-day a Minister of the Crown
answer to the question as to whether these answers that very question which should
cheques were made payable to the farmers have been answered a few days ago, and he
or to Mr. McLaughlin, h e will find they tries to make political capital out of Ir. If
were made payable to the farmers and not that is allowed to go on, the rules of the
to Mr. MeLaughlin. Mr. MeLaughlin was 1House will certainly suifer.
dealing with the Government for the farm- Mr. FOSTER. I would like to ask for my
ers as their solicitor. That is 'the only con- own information : How far It is allowable
nection Mr. MeLaughliln had with the mat- for a member of Parliament to bring a Jet-
ter. He received no fees from the Goverin- ter written to him, for whatever purpose,
ment. Ie was employed by the farmers to from any person outside of Parliament, make
look after their interests and they paid his a motion that that letter should be sub-
fees. It is a very natural thing, if people mitted on the Table of the House, and
have a claim against the Government or found a discussion on it ? It does seem to
against anybody else, that they should em- me if this is allowable, that we can under-
ploy a solicitor to take up their case, and it take methods of political warfare in this
is also very natural they should pay him for Flouse which I have not seen initiated uphis work. All Mr. McLaughlin had to do to the present time. A Minister lias a per-
with this transaction was in acting as soli- feet right to answer a question which has
citor for these nien w'ho were seeking redress been put to him, and to answer it at the
from the Government. proper time. but It does not seem to me it

The POSTMASTER GEFNERAL (Mr. is regular that any one member of this
Mulock). When I asked the permission of House-and surely members of the House
the House to submit this letter, I bad no have the sanie privileges as the Ministers in
idea that the statement of facts contained in that respect-can bring in a letter written by
It would have been the subject of any con- a gentleman outside the fHouse and can read
troversy or discusslon. I am personally it, and then make a motion to have that
acquainted with Mr. McLaughlîn (as are letter laid on the Table of the House and
other hon. gentlemen on both sides of the found a discussion on it. If that is allow-
House), and I think you will search In vain able, it Is a matter which can be followed
in Ontarlo to find any one who will charge Iup to the complete disturbance of the whole
him with not being strictly professional in business of the House. I look upon the pro-
the discharge of his duties. May I Say ceeding as being absolutely irregular.
that the floor of the House is not the proper! Mr. SPEAKER. It strikes me in this way.
place to deal with the professional ethies In the first place this is not an answer to a
of gentlemen who are not members of thils question. and as I understand it, the ad-
Parliament. There is a tribunal in our pro- i journment of the House was moved the
vinee, before which professional gentlemea other day and a charge was made by the
of the law rmay be cited If they are guilty of hon. member (Mr. Hughes). It ended there
any offence against the rules that apply for the time being. A letter has been ad-
to them as officers of the courts. And if dressed to a Minister of the Crown since
the bon. gentleman (Mr. Hughes) desired to then, relating to departmental as well as to
make a point against the Administration. personal matters. It would be nanifestly
there is a better way than a discussion liere unfair and irregular for a Minister to read
where nothing can be determined. There any such letter. unless there was a motion
are the ordinary committees of the House. made at the time which enabled a discus-
and if these committees are not sufficient to sion to take place upon that letter. There-
elicit the truth special committees could be 1 fore, when a Minister of the Crown receives
supplIed. I th'Ink the hon. gentleman will a document relating to a departmental or
find the Government most wIllIng to place public matter and desires to submit it to thethe whole maehinery of Parliament at his Hoxuse. I think it is proper and right for a
disposal to get at the facts. so far as they motion to that effeet to be made. For that
are a proper subject of inquiry at the hands reason I think that this is in order. I do
of this Parliament. Speaking as one well 'not think any Minister of the Crown should
acquainted with Mr. McLaughlin, both pr7o- do that about a private matter. I think if
fessionally and politically, I say that I doubt this letter is a public matter it is within
If there is any person at the bar of Ontario the rules, and is. I believe, according to the
to-day who more deservedly enjoys the re- practice of Parliament.
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Mr. FOSTER. For information and fur-
ther guidance, do I understand that the
idea of the Chair is, that a letter can be
written by a gentleman outside of this
House in reply to whatever a representative
of the people inside ·this House may say
from his place ? Do I understand that a
letter may be written by a person outside
who feels that he is aggrieved ; written to
a miember of Parliament and then that it
is perfectly proper for the member of Par-
liament to get up In the House on an occa-
sion like this, and read that letter, and make
a motion to lay it on the Table ? If that is
the ruling. it seems to me we will find that
numbers of citizens in this country, feeling
that they have been aggrieved, or misrepre-
sented. or that 'their views have not been
properly expressed by some gentleman who
has a seat in the House, will undertake to
send to private members long explanations
and have them read In the House, and have
discussions founded upon them. So much
with reference to the general question. Am
I to understand, Mr. Speaker, that you rule
that a Minister of the Crown, on an occasion
like this, and in reference to a subject like
this. has any other privileges In this House
than a private miember ? Surely that cannot
be what the Chair has intended this House
to conclude ! But his words carry that con-
viction, at least to me. I beg leave to dis-
pute the assumption that a Minister of the
Crown bas any rlghts or privileges In this
House that a private member does not have.
It does seem to mue that this whole business
has been irregular.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). Mr. Speaker, if there is a point of
order. it seems to me it ought to have been
taken when my hon. friend made his mo-
tion.

Mr. FOSTER. It was raised before the
discussion took place.

The PRIME MINISTER. Coming to the
merits of the case, apart from the question
of order, the question stands thus. The
character of a gentleman was assailed on
the floor of this House some time ago, and
this gentleman wants to put his character
right before the country.

Mr. BERGERON. Why did the Minister
not answer in time ?

The PRIME MINISTER. The Minister
did not answer ln time because the question
was not properly put.

Mr. BERGERON. That does not put this
in order.

The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gen-
tleman forgets some things which it seems
to me he ought not to forget. The Min-
ister at the time refused to answer the
question which was put by the hon. mem-
ber for North Victoria (Mr. Hughes). There-
upon the bon. member for North Victoria

Mr. SPEAKER.

- moved the adjournment of the House, and
upon that motion assailed the character of
Mr. MeLaughlin. He has repeated the

,charges to-day. Mr. ;McLaughln puts Into
the hands of a friend-it does not matter
whether he is a member of the Government
or another member of Parliament-a letter
whlch will give him an opportunity of vin-
dicating his character; and if the hon.
member for York will go back a few years,
I am sure he will remember several cases
[n which this bas been done before.

Mr. POSTER. I do not remember one.
The PRIME MINISTER. I have no oc-

casion ln my mind, but I will undertake
before the debate is over-

Mr. FOSTER. Does my hon. friend say
that there is a single precedent for any
private member of the House or Minister
of the Crown, on going into the Orders of
the Day, reading a letter from a private
citizen reflecting upon statements that have
been made ln the House, and then moving
to lay that private letter on the Table of
the House ? If that Is true, I could bring
to this House an editorial 'from a news-
paper or a letter to a newspaper or any
document whatever making animadversions
on members of this House for views ex-
pressed which this editorial writer or letter
writer might consider refleeted upon him-
self. I would have a perfect right to bring
that matter here, and read it and make a
motion that it be laid on the Table of the
House. Surely nothing but public docu-
ments, relating to the publie business, may
be laid on the Table of the House. I doubt
if my bon. frlend can find a precedent for
this.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do not re-
call at this moment a case in which that
was done ln the way ln which it bas been
done to-day; but private letters have again
and again been read by members of the
louse to vindicate the characters of gentle-

men referred to In the House.
Mr. FOSTER. There is a way in which

the hon. Postmaster General could have put
himself ln order to read a private letter ;
but the hon. gentleman, Instead of taking
the constitutional method of putting himself
In order, tried to put himself ln order by a
practice that has never been adopted In this
House.

Mr. BE>RGERON. The danger Is this,
that if a gentleman of the name of Me-
Laughlin can defend bis bonour by writing
a letter to a Minister of the Crown to be
read here, every member wili say, why did
nlot Major Walsh write a letter to some
member of the Government ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Because there
was no occasion.

Mr. BERGEBON. This shows that un-
Iess the rules of the House are carried out,
there is great danger.

50085007



[JUNE 14, 1899]

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
wish to support the point of order raised,
by a casual reference to Sir John Bourinot's
work. For instance, It is said at page 408:

Nor is it in order to read articles lu news-
papers, letters or other communications, whether
printed or written, emanating from persons out-
side of the House, and referring to, or com-
menting on, or denying anything said by a
member, or expressing any opinion reflecting on
proceedlngs within the House.
I have always supposed that that was anl
elementary rule, and that these letters could
only be read or considered, or a motion
founded upon them, by the indulgence of
the House. For instance, the Prime Min-
Ister has referred to that spirit of fairness
which sometimes leads the House of Com-
mons to make an exception In the case of a
man outside who has been attacked, and
who has made some explanation. But,
bearing in mind this practice, I was always
under the Impression, and am yet, that this
Is a matter of indulgence, dependent upon
the universal consent of ·the House. The
mischief which the hon. member for York
has pointed out is the real and serlous mis-
chief that would result fiom such *à- rule
being laid down as you, Sir, have suggest-
ed, that it is the right of a member either
to fortify himself or his arguments or to
simply be the mouthpiece of some one out-
side of the House, by reading a letter, be-
cause, if a letter, what is to be the length
of it ? And If the door Is once opened,
the speech will not be the speech or the
vIews of the member, necessarlly, but the
criticisms and arguments of people outside
of the House. That is the danger of such
a rule, and I notice that in England, even
In the case of an attack upon character, the
exception, where the House is disposed to
listen Indulgently, is applied to the case of
high public functionaries and officers in the
army and navy. At page 420, it is said:

The House wIll also always be disposed to
listen indulgently to explanations In refutation
of statements injuriously affecting the conduet
of important public functionaries or oficers of
the army or navy.
I do not remember a case where the House
of Commons of England has extended that
Indulgence beyond public servants; and in
the case of public servants, the Minister
would exercise a certain discretion In re-
gard to the character of the explanation
whIch he would lay before the House. In
regard to other parties, there is no op-
portunity for the exercise of that discre-
lion ; the rule seems to be rigId, and can
only be waived by unanimous consent; and
the case In which that consent is refused
would seem to me to be an extreme case.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL I.think
there is a great deal of force in the point
taken by the lion. member for York, N.B.
(Mr. Foster); and, for my part, although
the mover of the motion. I may say that

it was moved more In defarence to the sug-
gestion that fell froin the Chair than from
my thlnking the motion was ln order. When
reading the letter or comments made, I was
availing myself of tbe privilege allowed at
ths stage of the proceedings, not supposing
that there was any controversy; and when
the Speaker suggested that I should lay
the letter on the Table, I fell in with that
suggestion; but I concede that to establish
a precedent of that kind would be objee-
tionable from many stand-points, and I my-
self am inclined to take the vIew that to
move such a motion, unless by the common
consent of the House, is not tu harmony
with the rules of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. I am very glad that my
hon. friend comes to that conclusion, but we
cannot rest content with anything less than
the opinion of the Chair.

Mr. J. COSTIGAN (Victoria, N.B.) I just
want to say, that, to my mind, it appears
that If we had had more regard for the pro-
per observation of the rules of the House,
when this incident occurred, there would
be no such discussion as bas arisen here
to-day. A question was put by, I think, the
hon. member for North Victoria (Mr.
Hughes), and the Minister who was expected
to reply, took objection to the wording and
form of that question, and suggested that,
if amended, the answer would be given.
The hon. member refused to modify the
question. and the Minister felt Justified in
refusing to answer.

It has always been( a rule of the House
that the Government of the day, being
obliged to answer all quest ions properly put,
have an equal right to refuse to answer
questions improperly put. If the question
had been modified that day, the answer
would have been given ; but what makes It
a special case, deserving of special consId-
eration, is the fact that the answer not hav-
ingi been given-for good reason, I think--
immediately on the refusal to reply, several
prominent gentlemen on this side came to
the conclusion that that was an evidence of
guilt on the part of the person named in the
question. It was, therefore, put before the
public, and in "Hansard " the opinion was
expressed, that the refusal of the Minister
to reply was apparently because he had no
answer that would not incriminate the party
named Mr. MeLaughlin, and the matter
went to the country that way, which is very
unfair.

The hon. gentleman need not smile, be-
cause he was the one wlho put the conten-
tion, that, no matter how improperly a ques-
tion is put, reflecting upon the character of
some person, unless the Government immedl-
ately answer It, there is a presumption of
guilt against that person. Therefore, you
mlght put a hundred questions upon the
paper, implying guilt, and though, the ques-
tions were evldently Improper, if the Gov-
ernment took the ground that they were im-
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proper and refused to reply, their refusal
would be taken as a presumption of guilt in
each case.

It was a bad precedent to establish. As
to the point of order raised In connection
wIth the letter just read, I do not wish to
anticipate the decision of the Chair, but
merely to call attention to what gave rise to
what is called the irregular proceeding of
to-day. If the rule had been observed in
the first Instance, there would have been no
cause for that discussion to-day.

Mr. SPEAKER. Undoubtedly, this mo-
tion could not possibly be In order without
the unanimous consent of the House, per-
haps for more reasons than one. At any rate,
It is not ln order, because no notice was
given, and, therefore, an objection being
taken, I have to rule it out of order. With
reference to the suggestion made by me,
when the hon. Minister was reading the let-
ter, that he should make a motion, he was
just beginning to read it, and I could not
tell what was going to follow. I could not
see any justification for his reading a letter,
unless he made a motion; and, when he
made the motion, if the House did not object,
he was In order. However, I think It Is
quite clear that this motion Is out of order
In its present shape ; and, with reference to
the way ln which a document of this nature
might be brought forward or might not be
brought forward, I would rather reserve my
decision until a case arises when It is abso-
lutely necessary to decide, and such a case
has not come up to-day.

Mr. BERGERON. Under the circumstan-
ces, in accordance with your rulIng, Mr.
Speaker, I suppose the whole thing will be
struck off " Hansard."

Mr. SPEAKER. I have nothing to do with
"Hausard." That Is a matter for the Com-
mittee on Debates. It Is not for me to say
what should or should not go 'into "Han-
sard."

Mr. BERG ERON. But the whole thing
wIll appear ln "Hansard," although you
have ruled It out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman per-
haps should have taken the objection, or
perhaps the Speakerl should have taken it,
at an earlier stage. However, that Is Inv
rullng at present.

Mr. BERGERON. Then, according to your
ruling, it remains ln "Hansard." I leave It
to fthe Chair, whether that is right.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope that the members
of the Government will not so mislead the
House again.,

SUPPLY.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Flelding) moved that the House resolve
itself Into Committee of Supply.

Motion. agreed to, and the House again
resolved itself Into Commlttee of Supply.

Mr. COSTIGAN.

(In the Committee.)
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

ing). As we are very near the end of the
current fiscal year for which these suppleE
mentaries are brought down, I propose that
the House should take up the supplementary
estimates for the current year.
Further amount required for printing

Dominion notes........................ $10,000
Mr. FOSTER. I think that my hon. friend

had not passed, In the main Estimates, his
vote for the printing of Dominion notes for
the coming year, and there are some returns
I have asked for In connection with this,
which I would like to have down. I do not
propose to make any stand on this estimate,
as far as that Is concerned, but I would like
to ask, how much he took In the main Esti-
mates last year for the printing of Dominion
notes.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Forty
thousand dollars. This adds $10,000. The
circulation has been exceptionally large, so
much so that at times we had difficulty In
keeping up the supply, and that is the ex-
planation of the increase.
Salaries of agents for country savings

banks .................................. $650
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We made

considerable reductions, and it turns out that
we reduced the amount somewhat too much.
We reduced the number of our agents, but
find it was a mistake. The amounts given
show a considerable reduction over the pre-
cedlng year.

Mr. FOSTER. Is there any increase in
the salaries ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No.
Further amount required fo.r contingen-

eles ................................ $1,000
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier). This amount Is in connection with
the swearing ln of Lord Minto at Quebec.
This is usually mather a costly business,
and I shall read -the items.

Mr. FOSTER. The right hon. gentleman
need not read the i-tems, as I see them.
Department of Militla and Defence-

Additional amount required for cler-
Ical and other work, $525 ; printing and
stationery, $2,600 ; sundries, $275.....$3,300

,Mr. FOSTER. We would like some ex-
planation of this.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE (Mr. Borden, Klng's). On
the item of contingencles lu the
main estimaite, I explaIned that our vote for
many years bad been too small, and ln the
main EstImates for this year I increased
the vote, and staited that a sum would be
required for the current year as usual. ThIs
Is slightly larger than the vote of last year,
but, I think, only $300. Last year the total
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vote under this head was $10,000 ; this year
It will be $10,400. The reason for that Is
the inerease luite account for printing and
statlonery owing to the large number of
orders lssued in the military branch by the
new General. We have had tb Increase the
cost of printing between $500 and $600. We
had also to get additional elerical assistance,
because, while the defence committee was
sitting last autumn, we had to spare one of
our best clerks for them and bad to engage
the services of another clerk ln the mean-
time.

ýMr. FOSTER. My bon. frIend (Mr. Bor-
den, King's) must be mistaken ln the sum-
ming up ln some way, I think. I find that In
1898-99, the total estimate for the Depart-
ment of Militia and Defence on this account
was $7,100. If you add this $3,800, you get
a total of $10,400 for the enrrent year. For
the next year, commencing 1st July next,
the hon. gentleman, with the experience of
the past and current years before hIm, Is
only asking $9,000.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The amount expended last year.
1897-98, was $10,000, and the amount for the
eurrent year will be slightly more than that.
The amount for the coming year, as the hon.
gentleman said. is $9,000, and we hope to
be able to get along with that amount.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How are you going to
make the saving ?C

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I can hardly explain that ln detail
to the hon. gentleman. This vote is absolu-
telY required e It is praetically expendedl
now.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How does this compare
with 1896 ?

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. It is about the same, but I ean-
not give the exact figures at the moment.

3r. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman!
stated ln 1896 that -the amount was extrava-
gant.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The annual vote in the main Es-
timates for a number of years bas been
$7,100, and 'that has always been supple-
mented by a vote ln the estimates for the
eurrent year, for about -$2,000 or $3.000-I
cannot give the exact figure. ln fact, the
expenditure has been between $9,000 and
$10,000 a year for the last three or four
years.

Department of Inland Revenue-
Further amount required for printing

and stationery, $400 ; clerical assistance,
$125 .......................... $525

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotblnière). I may ex-
plain that this was owing to the department
taking from this year's vote $530 incn-rel

during -the previous fiscal year. We had to
take so much of this year's vote-

Mr. MONTAGUE. On what authority did
the hon. gentleman (Sir Henri Joly de Lot-
binière) pay last year's accounts out of this
year's vote?

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE.
On the authority of necessity.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That Is a new autho-
rity whieh hon. gentlemen in office seem to
appear to appeal to quite constantly. I do
not think this House will accept that state-
ment as being a reason.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
If my hon. friend thinks I am guilty, ail I
eau do Is to admit my gulit and say that I
will try and do better another time.

Mr. MONTAGUE. This is not a question
of guilty or not guilty, but a question of
whether the Jaw shall be observed or not.
If the hon. gentleman finds he bas an account
over from last year, there is a legal way of
getting -the money to pay It, but that way la
not to take money voted by this House for
a certain purpose after explanation and ap-
ply It to another purpose whleh the House
has never heard of.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
But my hon. friend (Mr. Montagne) will see
that I am dolng better this year. Last year

1I did not take the precaution of getting a
vote ln the supplementary Estimates; thls
year I am trying to do better.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Before this Item
passes, I wish to bring to the attention of
the Minister a matter which I mentioned to
his deputy, u order that it may not be over-
looked. Mr. Ryan, of the Weights and Mea-
sures office, Halifax, was dismissed ln 1896
on the ground of alleged political partisan-
ship. Subsequently, an Act was passed
enabling the contributions to the superannua.
tion fund to be paid back with interest at

'5 per cent ln such cases. I understand from
Mr. Ryan that he has recelved from the de-
partment the contributions he paid into the
fund, but he has never received any interest.
I would be very glad, lndeed, If the hon.
Minister would make a note of It and see
what Is the reason.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I was very sorry he did not write to me. I
am golng to take a note of It. Is it Mr.
Ryan ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Yes. I men-
tioned It this morning to the Deputy, and
I merely wlsbed to keep It lin the mind of
the hon. gentleman..

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). These things have to pass the
Treasury Board. So far as my memory
goes, this discrepancy was never brought
before thei Board. I know the case of Mr.
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Ryan. If he has net recelved the same as
the others, it should be made right.

Mr. BORDEN (Hallfax). I am only stat-
ing what he bas told me.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Would the Minister
tell me how he got this account passed out
of the present year's appropriation ? . By
what power did he get this account paid out
of this year's appropriation, and how did
the Auditor General come to pass it?

The M1INISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
This is frequently done. I am going te lu-
quire into this matter to see how far we
have been breaking the law. But it Is net
the first time that it bas been done.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minister of Fi-
nance will probably know how It came te
be passed.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It would
come under the notice of the Auditor Gen-
eral, who Is generally very strict in examin-
ing these things. I could not answer the
hon. gentleman's question off-hand. The
Auditor General bas passed it, and he, as a
general rule, is not too ready te pass any
items about which there is a shadow of
doubt. However, we will promise to look
into it.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think we ought te
allow It te stand. There is certainly no
authority for the Government te pay an
account of 1897 out of the appropriation for
1898; the Minister of Finance knows that
well. It is only a small amount., but It is
clearly irregular, te say the least, and we
ought te have some information as to why
it was paid, and on whose authority. The
Minister bas ne right to pay It, the Council
bas no right te pay It, and the Audltor Gen-
eral has no right te pay it. This Parlia-
ment votes anoney for certain purposes, and
the Government have no right te use It for
any other purpose.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIUR (Mr.
Sifton). The hon. gentleman surely knows
that It bas been the practice constantly te
do what bas been done by the Minister of
Inland Revenue ; It bas been done as a mat-
ter of course. I cannot speak of the prac-
tice of the House of Commons In former
years before I entered It, but I am satis-
fied that the hon. gentleman wIll find by
the records that it bas been done as a mat-
ter of course. I can refer my bon. friend lo
a case In former years In which a sum cer-
tainly exceeding $50,000, I think it was
about $70,000, was pald for immigration
services out of the vote of one year, al-
though the expenditure had been incurreid
for the former year. The case was referred
to In the Auditor General's Report, as, I
think, My hon. frIend will find. It was
called to my attention last year In a discus-
sion on a Similar ese in connection with
the Postmaster General's department. It

Mr. FIELDINÇG.

has been a matter of discussion in tiië
House before, that accounts have been car-
ried on year after year until there was an
enormous accumulated deficit. My hon.
friend knows enough about departmental
work to know that it is almost impossible to
avoid things of that kind, but every Minister
should avoid It as much as possible. I find
the secretary of my department has fur-
nished me with an explanation like this:
That we were $530 short on an appropria-
tion of $8,000 last year, and we had to pay
it out of this year's appropriation. Some-
times that cannot be avoided.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think the hon. gen-
tleman Is multiplying cases In whieh this
has occurred. For my part, I know that
during the short time I was in the Council,
it was an exceedingly difficult matter, quite
a process had to be gone through, with a
special minute of Couneil showIng the im-
portance of the case, and al that kind of
thing, before any such payment could be
made. I was inquiring as to the process by
which the matter went through, and how the
Minister hlad authorlty to pay it. He says
he pald it because it was a necessity.
Other things are matters of necessity, but
the Government do not undertake to meet
the necessity without a vote of Parliament.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I would
suggest, as it is rather desirable that the
succeeding estimates should be passed, that
we reserve this question, and when we come
to the corresponding department In the
main estimates, I will see that the informa-
tion is furnished to the hon. gentleman.
The Department of Finance, including

$2,000 to J. Fraser, notwithstanding
anything to the contrary in the Civil
Service Aet .......................... $150 o0

Contingencles-Further amount required..$300 00
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. This In.

crease Is caused by the promotion of the
gentleman named there, Mr. Fraser. His
promotion took effect on the 1st day of
October. The other Item for contingencies
Is the general expenditure of that class.
This year a little more was expended on
telegrams. The sum of $2,848 was expend-
ed last year. The appropriation for this year
Including the present item, will be a little
over $3,OOO.

Mr. MeMULLEN. If this genfleman's
promotion took place last year, why was
not the salary provIded for last year ? Why
should he ask for It now ? When I was in
Opposition I found fault with this everlast-
ing overriding of the Civil Service Act, and
I cannot sanction it now. If the Civil Ser-
vice Act cannot be lived up to, it ouglht to
be amended so that lt can be. I would like
to know how It is that provision was not
made for that item when the man was placed
In that position?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. As 1 ex-
plained on the corresponding Item l the
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main Estimates, this is a case of a partieu - Mr. McMULLEN. I think there are In-
larly capable officer whom I desired to pro- stances in which evil results might follow
mote, In excess of what the Civil Service when civil servants understand that that
Act provides. This gentleman bas been for practice can be adoptein norder to secure
a long time ln the service, and bas to per- an inerease of their salaries. Every clerk
form very responsible duties, and I am sure 1 who thInks that he is a man possessing pecu-
that my hon. friend opposite, who is ac- liar capabilities which should be recognized,
quainted with the case, will not raise a will press upon his deputy head his claim
question as to his capacity and merits. I for an inerease, and will dance attendance
cannot, however, subscribe to the views of upon him. The result will be possibly that
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. the deputy bead will recommend to the
McMullen) that ln no case shall there be a Minister that some more recognition be
departure from the Civil Service Act. I given of the services of Mr. Brown, and, if
think this is an exceptional case; If there the application is siecessful, the deputy
Is one in the whole.Estimates which can be head will recommend that, notwithstanding
Justified, this Is such a case. anything in the Civil Service Act, an ad-

ditional sum be given to this officer. I con-Mr. MeMULLEN. If thîs was the ouly tend thatthe systeni is wrong and rotten,
Item, possibly I might allow it to pass, but snd that it should not be tolerated. If
I find on every page "notwithstanding the the Act is not felt to be equitable and fair,provisions of the Civil Service Act." Now, improve the Act, but let us live up to it.T he ur e*hn iid f , ,e Vun ind fI y T ,PSa nli

x g ot iLL Jr yu ai, amu i urge now,

that the Government should go to work and
recast the Civil Service Act and make it so
that we can live up to It, or else abolish it
altogether.

Mr. FOSTER. The only way in which
you can make a Civil Service Act that this
Government wIll live up to is by abolishing
it entirely, and let them have their own
sweet wlls. The principle my hon. friend
argues for 1s perfectly right, and a Minister
cannot raise the salary of a elvil servent be-
fore he bas the authority of Parliament to
do it, and the Minister ought not, until he
bas a parliamentary appropriation, to incur
a liability for himaelf.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There is
no liability lu this case.

Mr. FOSTER. There was a Ilsbility ln-
curred, because my bon. friend bas, without
#ny appropriation, increased the salary of
Mr. Fraser, such increase to date from Oc-
tober, 1898.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Only
when we get a parliamentary appropriation.

Mr. FOSTER. But still you have pledged
the department te do it, and of course you
have forestalled the action of Parliament in
that respect. It would be ungraclous for
my hon. friend's own party not to carry it
out after he had really pledged his word,
and tbe word of his department, that this
should be done. But if you admit the prfn-
ciple at all, you ean go te work and carry
It out all over the whole Une of appropria-
tions, whlch will leed te interminable diffi-
culties, and would be directly against the
rule, -which is, that Parliament muet give
the Minister money to spend before he un-
dertakes to spend it. I entirely agree with
my hon. friend, but when he says that you
must amend the Civil Service Act I think
he goes too far. He had better, with myself,
try and bring pressure upon this Government
to live up to the Act whieh Ie sufficient for
all practical purposes if It were lived up to.

Mr. CLANCY. It is very amusing that
the hon. gentleman who has just spoken
(Mr. McMullen) always fails to criticise the
Government. He falls back upon the Civil
Service Act that his friends have paid so
little attention to. If the hon..gentleman
would turn his guns on his friends, who
sit ln front of him, and ask them to live
up to the Act ln force or repeal it, and
substitute something else, he would be do-
lng better service to the people. The hon.
gentleman says that it cannot be worked.
The hon. Minister of Finance, not long ago,
declared to this -House that there was a re-
commendation lu regard to hisrdepartmnent
of those who should have an increase. We
heard nothing about Mr. Fraser.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Oh, yes,
we discussed It.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman said
nothing about a pledge given to Mr. Fraser
long ago that he would recelve $150, and
It seems to me a most viclous principle
that a gentleman ean extract a pledge from
a Minister that he Is to receive an advance,
while all the others lu the department are
left In a state of uncertainty. It seems
to me a most vicious prInciple to introduce
into the service, and thut is the principle
of which the hon. gentleman stands guilty
to-day. There would be no end to theevil that will arise out of the course thehon. gentleman is now pursuing. Mr. Fraser,
no doubt, has had the pledge of the
Minister. If he made a pledge he should
carry It out, but I want to point out to
him the dlfticulty that may arise from the
example which he has set ln the depart-
ment. Any ierk ln the office may have a
pledge In bis pocket that the Minister wll
udvance his salary, while the principle ls
entirely ignored that every civil servant
should be practically independent and that
he should receive his increase if he deserves
it.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I think
when the hon. gentleman (Mr. Clancy) dis-
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cusses a viclous principle he generally has does not give that explanatlon. I should
to go to his imagination for it, and that is reasonably assume so, but i cannot give the
what hle has done in this instance. The hon. gentleman a definite answer.
hon. gentleman says that I had pledged Mr. MONTAGUE. I think the assump-Mr. Fraser that lie was to get this amount. tion is rather unwarranted. I do not thinkI have made no pledge to Mr. Fraser. The the Qs rinteraaed fot an
Governnr-ent and Parlianeht are perfectly tistance. If Iremer correctly the s-
free to give this amount to Mr. Fraser or sistanee. If I remember coarectly the staff
to withhold it. I recommended it to my at the BureQu !s about as It wasin h,
colleagues because I believe Mr. Fraser is at wyih tise the Queen s Printer had
a capable officer, and because the inerease plenty of assistance. i e nut only had
was accompanied by economy. We are plenty of assistance, iny Judgment, but
dispensing with an officer; an old public that the Queen's Printer asked for this as-official died, and I concluded not to fill bis istaieP
place, but to promote another gentleman, sistance.
and to give him an increased salary corre- The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. Of course
sponding with the more important duties my hoa. friend may have more knowledge
that lie is called upon to perform. I gave î of the Queen's Printer's judgment than I
bim no pledge and I am perfectly free to have. I telephoned and asked the Queen's
strike this out, but when I say that the Printer for an explanation of this item.
whole effect of this is to give a worthy Dr. Dawson wrote me this letter, which I
officer a reasonable Income and to promote have read just as Dr. Dawson bas supplied
economy by not increasing the number of it. Of course, I have no personal knowl-
officials, I think I make a case that the edge of Mr. Mungovan, and I cannot give
committee w1ll accept without discussing i my hon. friend any more information.
it further. L Mr. MONTAGUE. That is not the ques-

Mr. CLANCY. That can always be i tion ; the question is wbether more cleri-
urged in favour of -n official. There is cal assistance is required at the Printing
n'ot an official who needs an increase who Bureau. 'Tlie Printing Bureau is perhaps
is not represented as.being a very efficient the one spot in te Government where, if
servant, who should rezelve some advance. you once allow political patronage in, you
The hon. gentleman knows that there are will Lave the very greatest possible difficul-
others who have been recommended, but ties. I know that whe3n I was in chirge
who have not been advanced. The Gov- of the State Department, my instructions
ernment have not considered favourably all to the Queen's Printer were to run It simply
the recommendations for Increases made to as a pure business enterprise. I think we
them. The hon. gentleman advances a rea- ought to hav3 evidence as to whether there
son for this increase now by saying that Is any necessity for additional assistance.
Mr. Fraser was an efficient servant. No Mr. FOSTER. I wouid like to have theone says that he is not. No one hon. Minister's explanation as to why liesays that he is not worthy to receive has put In the words, "notwithstanding any-this increase, but Mr. Fraser might recelve thing ln the Civil Service Act."this on the common ground that the Act
provides, instead of the hon. gentleman vio. The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I p're-
lating that Act. sume that he has no certificate.
To pay P. Mungovan as temporary clerk,

from 20th March to 30th June, 1899, not-
withstanding anything ln the Civil Ser-
vice Act to the contrary..................
Mr. FOSTER.

that explained.

$153
We would like to have

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The expla-
nation which I have had furnished me is that
Mr. Mungovan is employed in asslsting the
mailing clerks during the session of Par-
hiament, during which tire there is a very
large nuniber of documents requi'red to be
sent out, but at the end of the session his
services will not be further required.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I would like to ask
the hon. Minister if this. gentleman was
employed at the reqaest of the Queen's
Printer.

The MINISTER OF F?'INA.NCE. I eau-
not tel the hon. gentleman. The answer
that the Queen's Printer has furnished me

Mr. FIELDING.

Mr. FOSTER. I presume so too. If the
course whlch was pursued li reference to
Mr. Fraser, which bas been catechised
somewhat, was lu the opinion of the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mir. Me-
Mullen) wrong and rotten, tthis case is not
only wronger, but rottener. Inuthis case
yoh rake a man wo bas no qualiflcation,
whiie in the other case you take oatuan
wlio is well quaiied. There are lots of
young men in Ottawa who have quallfled
themselves for positions as writers and as
clerks from amongst whom you could pick
If need be. But you take an old gentleman
who has no qualification and who cannot
qualify himself, and you not only employ
him without knowing as to whether he isnecessary or not, but you employ hlm
against the law which you yourself have
put on the statute-book. I doubt that thehon. Minister of Finance can plead that heJe "par excellence" a man. fitted for ,this
kind of work on account of its high techlni-
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cal character, on account of his deftness of | The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
management or anything of that kind. You (Mr. Sifton). That request was made to the
have gone over the heads of hundreds of hon. gentleman because his question. refer-
young men and young women who have red to all the different departments ; but, so
gone to the expense of qualifying them- far as my department Is concerned, I can
selves under your law, and who could have tell| him now that there have not been any
done the work as efficiently, and I believe officers who have not complied wlth the
many times more effieiently than this gen- statute referred to.
tleman. We should have a reason as to i
why these young men and young women'That is sufflent for me.who have passed their civil service exami-
nation have been refused the work and Mr. Mr. FOSTER. What Is the explanation
Mungovan put ln their places. 1f this vote ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My hon.
friend (Mr. Foster) has apparently an inti-
mate knowledge of Mr. Mungovan, and that
Is more than I eau claim, for I know nothing
about the gentleman. If he wishes this Item
to stand, I have no objection.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It Is a question of
principle, and not a personal question.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). He used
to be employed by the ex-Finance Minister.

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, no.
Mr. TAYLOR. This vote Is to pay the sal-

ary from the 20th of March to the 30th June,
and I presume Mr. Mungovan bas been at
work in the depar.tment between these dates.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I hope
so. We should fnot vote bis salary, If he
were not ; but I have no information as to
that. If my hon.) friend (Mr. Taylor) puts
the question serlously, I shall get the in-
fornation.

Mr. TAYLOR. Well, I can tell the Minis-
ter that, durIng the election campaign at
Broekville, this gentleman was doing duty
for the Liberals. He was there with Captain
Sullivan and the gang, and now we have
the Government asking money to pay for one
of the gang. This Is the first vote of $153 to
be asked from Parliament to carry the
Brockville election. Mr. Mungovan was
there, with his blg club, during the entire
election, and the Minister should strike out
the item altogether.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The item
can be reserved. Mr. Mungovan is so well
known by bon. gentlemen opposite that I am
at a disadvantage in not havlng the honour
of his acquaintance.

The CHAIRMAN. The item stands.
Department of the Interior................ $1,415

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
asked, some time. ago, what offeers were
employed ln the ublic service in the Yukoe
district In February, 1897, who gave no
bonds, under the îjcovision of section 5, chap-
ter 19, Revised Statutes of Canada, and I
was told to put a motion on the paper. At
this stage of the session that means that the
information wlfl not be given.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
As to the $1,000, I may say, that the clerical
work of my department bas almost doubled
in the last two years, and the House will
observe that the expense bas not increased
very materiah'y. My officers inform me that
it wil take a thousand dollars to close up
the accounts for the present year, and pay
everything, so that we wil fnot require to
draw on the appropriation for next year.
Four bundred dollars Is requlred to pay the
salary of a young man named Morrisette,
w.ho was appointed temporary clerk to take
the place of Mr. Grant, a third-class clerk,
who retired. We could not appoint a third-
class clerk, as the office was abolished, and
we could not use the appropriation for a
third-elass clerk to pay Mr. Morrisette. The
remaining $15 1a to cover a mistake made in
estimating the salary of Miss Mercer, one
of the temporary clerks.

Mr. BENNETT. Some time ago, the Min-
Ister was asked aý question in reference to
a Mr. Willison, appointed in the Yukon, as
to whether or not this Mr. WillIson was a
brother or a cousin of Mr. Willison, the edi-
tor of the "Globe." Is the Minister yet
aware whether this Mr. Willlson Is a rela-
tive of Mr. Willlson of the "Globe " ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I do not know whether he Is a relative or
not. The information I have Is, that he was
an employee of the " Globe " office for a
short time prior to bis appointment ; but he
had spent bis life principally as a timber
agent, and was specially qualilûed for' that
work which he is now doing. I would Infer
he was a relative of Mr. WillIson, but no-
body ever told me he was.

Mr. BENNETT. Was this Mr. Willison
recommended by Mr. Willison, the editor of
the " Globe "?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I have no recollection of having received
any recommendation from Mr. Wllhison, of
the " Globe."

Mr. BENNETT. I know a person who ac-
companied Mr. Willison up there, and my
Information le, that he Is a close relative of
Mr. Willison of the "Globe."

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
know he is a cousin.
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The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
I am not ln a position to deny that. From
the fact that he was In the "Globe " office
and the name being a rather unusual one,1
would infer that he is a relative of Mr. Willi
son. oi the "Globe." If the hon. gentleman
wishes, I will write to Mr. Willison of the
" Globe," and try and find out.

Mr. FOSTER. In view of the advance no
tice of the Yukon scheme which was pub
lished ln the "Globe," I have no doubt It
entitled Mr. Willison to have some patronage
for hIs relative.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Doesr the hon. gentleman refer to the com-
munications from Miss Faith Fenton?

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, no.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The

Minister seemed to know something about
this Mr.t Willison, because, when I put the
question, he said he was not a brother of
Mr. WIllison of the " Globe."

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I do not think I sald that.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes, and, when I pressed the question fur-
ther and asked if he was a cousin, the Min-
inter stated that he was not interested ln
tracing up the genealogical connections of
these gentlemen.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think my hon. friends
here are somewhat unreasonable. The fact
that this gentleman came from the l'Globe "
office ought to recommend him to hon. gen-
tlemen opposite, because the " Globe9" ls
such a splendid judge of Cabinet timber,
that one of its employees might be supposed
to be a judge of Yukon timber.

,Mr. TAYLOR. I was golng to ask the hon.
Minister If the qualifications Mr. WIllison ob-
talned in the "Globe " office have fitted him
for the position of timber Inspector In the
Yukon ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. Mr.
Willison has shown himself to be thoroughly
qualified as a timber agent. I do not think
he learned his business In the "Globe "
office. He bas spent his life almost entirely
as a timber agent, and he is specially recom-
mended for that work.

Mr. TAYLOR. Then, may I ask if the son
of the bon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkln) Is employed on the same busi-•
mess In the Yukon ?

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
The son of the hon. member for South Grey
is a clerk in the Gold Commissioner's office.
I understand that he is a very good clerk, a
eredit to the family.
Department of Marine and sFiheres-

Further amount r'equired for contingPn-
eles..............................$3850

Mr. BORDEN (H'alifax). I would like to
Inquire of the Minister whether or not the

Sir CHfARLES HIBBERT TUPPUR (Piotos).

report of the commission appointed to in-
quire Into the lobster fisheries has been
printed ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). It has
been in the hands of the printer for some
time, and I have hardly ailowed a day to
pass wlthout sending a messenger to Inquire
for it. I was told by the Queen's Printer the

- other day that it would be ready in a short
time. He could not inform me as to the
exact day. I will take care to have It dis-
tributed the moment I receive it.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I thlnk the hon.
Minister bas signified that It Is not Intended
to act on the recommendations of the com-
mission this year.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Not where the recommendi-
tions are for extensions.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Some practical
men in my own province have addressed to
me letters on -the subject, in which they have
expressed the opinion that It is very desir-
able that the recommendations should be
carrIed out in their entlrety during the pre-
sent year. I do not know whether the hon.
gentleman has stated to the House the rea-
sons whieh lnduced him to forego the adop-
tion of the recommendations this year. If
he bas not done so, I would be very glad to
know, for the beneflt of these correspondents
of mine, what the reasons are that induced
hlm to take that course.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have explained the position
several times In the House. It would be
quite Impossible to brIng the regulations
Into effeet this year, because many of the
fishermen had gone to fish before the time
when the regulations proposed they should
begin, and I did not want to take from the
fishermen any privileges they had. Before a
final decision ls made, I would like the re-
port to be in the bands of hon. members.
We cannot discuss the matter intelligently
without that report, and It ls a matter of
great imiportance to the marltIme provinces.
Therefoere, we had better leave the discus-
sion for a few days till the report comes
down. I do not propose to take from the
fishermen any privileges they have at pre-
sent.

Mr. McDOUGALL. It seems to me that
-the delay is a great disadvantage to the
fishermen, because the season la far ad-
vanced, and In a few weeks it must come
'to a close.
. The MINISTER OP MARINE AND
FISHERIES.,• I may say frankly that so far
as the flsherjes on the east coast of Cape
Breton are coneernet, where an extension is
recommended, and In some other spelal
localities, ;I have quite made up ,my mnd
that an exten8ion should be alowed tiMl the
1st of August, but not beyond th at.
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Mr. McDOUGALL. Do I understand that
the hon. Minister has decided to extend the
fishing season ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Not all round, but for 15 days
lu one or two speclal localities, rwhere the
lobster commission recommended a long ex-
tension-up to the 15th of August, If my
memory serves me. I do not give, this year,
the full extension they recommend.

Mr. MACDONALD (KIng's, P.E.I.) I
would strongly recommend the Minister to
act very cautlously in regard to giving aiy
extension of the season. The localities that
have been most fished are the localities that
are now in favour for a shorter season, see-
ing the necessity of It to prevent the total
extermination of the lobster. I think it is
the duty of the Minister and the department
to take every precaution to prevent the fish-
ing out of the lobster. In the localities where
It was fiçrst belng fished, the lobsters have
deteriorated ln size to about one-third of what
they were when the packing commenced.
This shows the xecessity of prudence ln ex-
tending the season. In the eastern section of
the province of Prince Edward Island, the
packers do not favour any extension of the
season, knowing the effect of it on the
fishing.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not thInk any extension
Is contemplated there at aI.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) I was
just going to refer to the western section of
the island. They had an extension there. 1
think, last year, of a few days beyond what
they had lu the eastern section ; and, If iny
information is correct, the department rather
winked at it. There were people from my
section fishIng there, aDd they continued to
lish after the elose of the senson, saying that
It was well-known they were fishing, and
that they were allowed to do so. That is
not right nor conisltent with the regulations
or laws of ths department, and I trust the
Minlster will not allow that to be repeated.
If allowed. It w-l only result In people in
other localities disregarding the law.

Mr. TAYLOR. Is any provision made la
this vote for paylng $100 to Mr. McCammon,
of Gananoque, who has a claim agalns4 the
Government ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, this is for the telegraphie
service.

Mr. TAYLOR. I understood the Minister
to say that he would have It ln the supple-
mentary Estimates.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I did not say that. I said I
would look Into It. I called the attention of
the aceountant of the department to the
claim, and I find that It Is 18 years old. 1
put It to one side : I did not decide on it.
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Mr. FOSTER. It is old enougli to be re-
spectable.

Mr. TAYLOR. A year or two before the
late Government went out, the matter was
.djusted, and the then Minister, the hon.mem-
ber for Victoria, N.B. (Mr. Costiganu)wrote a
letter, settling the amount at $100. Mr. Me-
Cammon has that letter, and there Is a copy
of it on file lu the department ; I have seen
it.

Mr. BENNETT. If the claim is right, the
Minister certainly cannot allege thiat it is
overlooked on account of its age; because,
If he looks at page 16 of these Estimates, he
will find that it Is proposed to pay Mr.
Burke, the postmaster at Burke's Falls, for
a period datIng from the 1st of July, 1878;
that Is, 21 years back.

Mr. CLANCY. Stnce the hon.' Minister
got his main Estimates through, my atten.
tion has been called to the dismissal of a
lighthouse-keeper at Pelee Island, one Jas.
E. QuIck. I understand that this man ha
been 12 or 15 years in the service, and ha
been a very efficient officer. It Is alleged
that he was dismissed with practically no
notice, and I understand that he is a poor
man, and, havIng been In the service se
many years, he has got into a groove, and Ls
unable to make a living otherwIse. I would
ask the Minister what Is the cause of his
dismissal.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have no recollection at ail,
and do not want to controvert what the
hon. gentleman said, nor has my deputy
any recollection. I will, ihowever, look into
the matter.

Mr. OLANCY. Then the understanding la
that the bon. gentleman will give me an
opportunity of discissing It later ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Certainly, when the supple-
mentaries for next year come down.

Mr. INGRAM. I observe ln the "Globe"
certain regulations with respect to the fish.
erles of Ontario, issued by the Attorney
General of Ontarlo. Ras the hon. gentle.
man had anythIng to do with these regula-
tions ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have not seen any regula.
tlons Issued by the Attorney General of
Ontarlo, and he has no right to issue any,
as the absolute and exclusive power to make
any regulations rests with this Government.
He may have published our regulations or
some regulations with reference to the On-
tarie fIsherles officers.

Mr. PRIOR. I would like to eall the hon.
Minieter's attention to the necessity that
exIsts on the Island Of Vancouver for la.
A*pectors to look after the trout ilshing there.
We used te have some Inspectors, but Iam
informed they were taken off.
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The MINISTER oF MARINE ANID I1with great prudence because the bass wodlld
'FISHERIES. No, there are men appointed: destroy any trout ln the lakes.
there. I appointed one man within the lastMr. MDOUGALL. I a Informed that
few months. r.TmcDoUGALL.Iaminformed that

Mr. PRIOR. There are several gentlemen Dr. Temple, of Sydney, is ln the employ ef
there of good standing, living on their means, the Government in connection with some
who have very little to do, and who told fishery business, and I would like to ask
meitheay weryillin ac tbas Inspectors whether any portion of this vote is intend-
me they were wllling te act as ansec k c' d te pay hlm ?without any salary, and as they are keenedtpahi?
sportsmen I thought that would be a very The MINISTER OF MARINE AN)
good way to have inspectors. Of course, If FISHERIES. It has nothing to do with It
the hon. gentleman has paid Inspectors, and whatever. Prof. Robertson and myself had
capable men, I am glad to know it, but I some lengthy consultations as to the tem-
was informed that the Government saw fit perature at which fish can be properly kept
to stop the salaries of these men. and exported commercially, and Dr. Temple

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND was requested to make some experiments.
TISHERIES. I think not. Mr. McDOUGALL. How long bas he

Mr. PRIOR. If the hon. gentleman will been employed ?
look into the matter I would be mucl The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDobliged. I would like also to call his at- FISHERIES. About ten days.
tention to the fact that some lobsters were Mr. MeDOUGALL. 1 understand that the
put out there some time ago, and we have
beard very little about them since. I know same gentleman was in the employ of the
that one or two were seen somewhere, which department last year, and made a trip to
.shows that some of them are alive, and 1 England.,
would suggest that Prof. Prince should The MINISTER 0F MARINE ANDsend some more out or see that a good FISHERIES. Not at the department's ex-
chance is gîven to those that are there to pense.
increase, by seelng that they are in proper
places. Another thing we have been pro- Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. Minister got
mised is some bass for the lakes. We have Parliament te pass a vote ef $500 for a ser-
plenty of lakes with trout and plenty without "ice ef that kind last year.
trout. I know that bass cannot live ln the The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDsame lakes as the trout, but it would be a FISHERIES. We only paid him $180
great thing for British Columbia If we could wards bis expeses out of the $10. I it
get the black bass of Ontario put in some add that we are net now on the generalof the lakes as they are splendid sporting flshery vote.
fsh. We would also like to have some
eastern saimon out there, Restigouche sa'- Mr. GANONG. I am advised that In 1883
mon. because although we have magnificent One James Glass was appointed fishery war-
salnon, they will not take the fly, and, den Of the county of Charlotte. I wish totherefore, there Is no place where sportsmen call attention to the fact that this gentleman-an get good salmon fly fishlng. We havè bas been a United States citizen, at least
splendid trout fishing but no salmon fly six years, so that before the next supple-
fIshing. I do net know whether the eastern mentaries come down the Minister can ad-salmon w)uld take the fly on our rivers, but vise us whether this gentleman's name will
would like to see the experiment tried, and be ln the Auditor General's Report as draw-so would a great num-ber of gentlemen In Ing $286 of publie money, although he isBritish Columbla. I did speak to the hon. registered as a UnIted States citizen Igentleman on the subjeet, and he gave me a Might add that we bave a suficient numberlittle hope that he would de something in of resident Canadian citizens quite capable
the way of having the experiment made. to attend to that business In the county of

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND Charlotte without paying American citizens.
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman did men-
tion the ntatter to me privately the other
day, and I made a note of it and laid It
before Prof. Prince. Prof. Prince told me
that, as regards the lobster sent out years
ago, the department bas no Information
except that some had been seen lately, so
that the tact that they are alive Is well
proven, but whether they have been in-
creasing In number I am not able to say.
Prof. Prince sald that he would be able to
send some salnon out there next year, as
requested, and possibly some bass, but the
latter experiment would have to be made

Mr. PRIOR.

Department of Agriculture- *
Salarles-Statutory increase for Mr. D.Routhier, omitted In 1898-99 Esti

mates.....----.............
Contingencles--

To pay the following differences In
salaries between $400 and $600 perannur e otwthstandlng the Civil
ServIce Act :-W. H. T. Megilil,
froi l1th March, 1899, to 0th June1899, $61.11 ; Alexander Campbell'
from 21st March, 1899, to 30th June'
1899, $55.55........................

Printing and stationery..........

$50 46

116 66
776 46

$948 12
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Mr. FOSTER. We would like an explana-
tioxý of these breakages of the Civil Service
Act.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr.
Fisher). The words " notwithstanding the
Civil Service Act," come in here, as I have
explained before. Mr. Megill takes the
place of Mr. Farmer, who was employed as
assistant patent examiner, a unIversity
graduate, who left the service li consequence
of getting a better offer. We got the vote
to pay Mr. Farmer, but, as he has left and
another gentleman has come lin, we have to
get the vote to pay the other by name. Mr.
Campbell came Into the service to do the
work of Mr. Bailey, a permanent clerk in the
department, who is on sick-leave, pnd was
obliged to leave for six months. We are
obliged to get Mr. Campbell on the same
terms as the other assistant patent examiner
to do this work.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Before this item passes,
I would like to suggest to the Minister that,
in advance of our going Into the main Esti-

mates, we should look Into a matter that
has been pressed on the department a num-
ber of times ; that Is, the care of lepers out-
side of the Tracadie Lazaretto. The hon.
Minister knows that la the province of Brî-
tish Columbia there are a number of lepers
on Darcey Island. Perhaps the hon. gentle-
man has noticed quite recently a number of
organizations have takeM4 the matter up,
and, on humanitarlan grounds as well as on
sanitary grounds, asked that these lepers be
removed to the lazaretto at Tracadie. The
hon. Minister, I suppose, has not gone into
that matter, but he might look into It be-
fore we come to the main Estimates.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
This matter has been lately brought to my
attention in the way the hon. gentleman re-
fers to. It was brought to my attention a
good while ago by one of the representa-
tives of British Columbla-I think the hon.
member for Victoria, B.O. (Mr. Prior) cor-
responded with me on the subject. I have
always felt, and I think my predecessors
have felt, that these lepers were properly
ln charge of the provincial authorities, the
control of other matters relating to publie
bealth being a provincial matter. It is true
that the Tracadie Lazaretto is ln charge of
the Department of Agriculture; but that
1s in consequence of an arrangement
made with the province of New Bruns-
wick at the time of confederation,
and it is a speclal instance, entirely
apart from the ordinary rule of this
country, that matters of public health should
be lin charge of the provincial authorities. I
have continued to take the same vieW of
these questions that the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Montague) and others of my predecèssors
did. While I appreclate the fact that there
might be reasons of a humanitarian char-
acter to take partieular care of lepers. still,
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I doubt whether it would be expedient to
make a new departure li that way on ac-
count of the Dominion Government.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I quite understand the
ground the hon. Minister takes, and it is one
which has great weight with one presiding
over the department. It Is true that matters
of public health are left almost wholly to
the provincial authorities, but I think, and
have always thought, that this Is a case lin
which the Government of the Dominion must
eventually act. This is not a thing that
occurs every day. It is not like cases of
tuberculosis or epidemies. We are not likely
to have other cases of leprosy for many
years, and I hope we shall never have them.
1 thInk that if the bon. gentleman will go
Into the subject, he will agree with me that,
eventually, these people will have to be
taken care of In a different way from that
now adopted. I do not wish to refleet upon
the provincial authorities, but I am told that
these lepers are not taken care of, either
on sanitary or humanitarian grounds, ln a
way that they might be. I think -that, even-
tually, they will have to be dealt with by
this Government; in fact, I think It ls a
disgrace to the Government that they are
not dealt with. The soonèr sometblng Is
done, the better, and the best thing to be
done is to remove them to the lazaretto.

Mr. PRIOR. This Is a serious matter, and
one that has been brought up, as the hon.
Minister says, year after year. With regard
to the care of the lepers, although the bon.
member for Haldimand (Mr. Montague) bas
heard that they are not well looked after,
that is a mistake. It is true that there Is
nobody staying with them to look after
them, and they have to rase their own vege-
tables, and so on ; but they are housed, and
a steamer goes now and .again to see that
they are not lin want. But there is another
point to whIch I would like to call attention.
I saw Lu the British Columbla papers the
other day that It was said, that some out-
side Chinamen had been going across lin
boats to this Island and obtaining vegetables
from the lepers. Not being a medical man,
I do not know whether there is any danger
to the people of British Columbia ln that,
but, if there Is danger, somethIng should be
done about it. I agree with my hon. friend
froi Haldimand that the Government ought
to make a speclal case of these people. There
are only five or six lepers on the Island, and
It would cost the Government little to take
them across and put them in the lazaretto at
Tracadie. I admit that it would make a
precedent, and, If more lepers were discov-
ered, the Government would be asked te
take charge of them,; but it ls a long time
since a case was found, and I hope it will
be a long time before there are others. This
easel tu causlng friction between the Domin-
Ion and Provineial Governments. It may be
that the provincial government should look
after these lepers, as a matter of publie
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heaith ; but I think, and my colleague (Mr.
Earle) thinks the same, that the Govern-
ment might miake an exceptional case of
this, and take these people to Tracadie.
Should new ones be discovered, they could
be removed to the lazaretto also. But this
would be much better than to leave these
five or six miserable wretches on an island
by themselves.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
do not wish to continue the discussion, but
I may note one or two points. In the first
place, some cases were discovered and sent
to Darcey Island within the last couple of
years. This is noit a case of merely a few
people, who are dying off, but it is a case
where new cases are sometimes found,
and-

Mr. PRIOR. Brought over from China.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
They are found ln British Columbia. Of
course, I do not know whether they are
brougit from China as lepers, or whether
they develop the disease in British Colum-
bla; but they have been found in British
Columbia occasionally, and they are sent to
this island,- when found. The hon, gentle-
man (Mr. Prior) speaks of vegetables raised
there being distributed. It is clearly the
duty of the local health authorities to see
to that ; it Is not in any way the duty of
the Dominion Government. In fact, I do
not know whether, constitutionally, we
would have power to deal with the matter.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Prior) was merely illustrating the neces-
sity of action.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Quite se. I received a complaint that these
people were badly treated, that complaint
coming from a source that seemed to me to
make it worthy of attention. I wrote to the
quarantine officer at Victoria, Dr. Fraser,
and asked him to send me a confidential
report. I did not feel myself authorized to
inake an officlal inquiry into the matter, but,
having an officer of my department there
who would be quite competent to give an
opinion In the matter, I asked for his report.
Mr. Fraser wrote me a letter wbleh indicates
that these people are not by any means so
badly off as has been represented. They are
few In number. They are supplied with food
regularly and systematically, with clothing,
with some slight luxuries ln the way of
tobacco and one thing and another. They
are visited at stated Intervals by the local
phy'sician who has charge of them. Lands
were given them and houses, they have gar-
den tools and utensils, so that they are qalte
able to take care of themselves. Several of
them who are not lnu an advanced stage et
disease are able to take charge of the others
who are In a more advanced stage. They
are able to raise vegetables, and look out
for themselves. The reports that have gene

Mfr. PRIOR.

abroad with regard to maltreatment are
not founded on fact; I say this in justice
to the local guardians, so that there May
be no misapprehension as to the position of
affairs.

Mr. PRIOR. I may say it would be lIm-
possible for the provincial government to
keep people from going there If they Insisted
on going, without keeping a guard there.
T here is a large island on whicb they nay
circulate. A good many vessels pass there
all the time within a mile or two of thein.

Post Office Departmnent-
Salaries-

Amount required to pay the officers of
the Dead Letter Branch a provisional
allowance to meet the exceptional cost
of living In Manitoba and Brltish Col-
umbla, frorm Tst of July, 1898, to 30th
June, 1899, notwithstanding anything
to the contrary in the Civil Service
Act, viz. :

G. A. D. Mailleue, superintendent
of the dead letter office at Vic-
toria, B.C......................... $120

E. M. Walker, superintendent of the
dead letter office at Wlnnipeg.... 90

Increase of salary of one third-class
clerk .......................... ... 5..

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is the Postmaster
General In a position to give us any inform-
ation now about the mail service to the
Yukon ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There la
an item later on In these estimates which
wiil brIng that up.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Could not we get the
information on this item ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If the
hon. gentleman prefers it now. Will he let
me know what he desires ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. The Postmaster Gen-
eral knows that I brought up the question
the other day on finding some mail matter
returned to me from Victoria. He told us
there was no mail service for parcels until
the Ice broke up, and further arrangements
were made for bringing such matter into that
country. A great many people besides my-
self are interested In the same way. We
hear of complaints from day to day that
anything larger than an ordinary letter is
being returned from the dead letter offce.
Nobody In Canada seems toi know whether
anything beyond the weight of au ordinary
letter can be sent to Dawson City ; that
is the Information we want.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There ls
a contract for carrying the mails between
Vancouver and Skagway that covers all maît
matter without exception. There is anotber
contract for carrylng mails during the period
of navigation between Lake Bennett and
Iawson OXty, and that covers all mail miat-
ter as well. We have a special ofBeer at
Skagway who, by arrangement with the
United States Government, Is given piosses-
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sion of the mail matter for Dawson City,
and he sees that It Is conveyed acrosa the
White 'Pass to Bennett, and despatched
through to Dawson. I presume the servIce Is
in full swing.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Why are they return-
ing parcels ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Those

were sent during the wInter when there were
no facilities.

Mr. MONTAGUE. :Mine was sent on the
12th of May.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
gation was not open, I suppose.

Navl-

3Mr. MONTAGUE. I have heard that some
were returned since.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. At all
events, the postmasters have no Instructions
to returu matter that can be sent forward.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Why did they not keep
ithe mail matter until -the service was made

available to the public ? And why did not
-the Postmaster General inform the· publie
of some date when they could avail them-
selves of this service ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
were not Instructed to return It.

They

Mr. MeDOUGALL. The hon. gentleman
says there is a contract for ·the service, but
hleis not In a position to assure us that the
service wlll be performed.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The post.
masters have not been instructed, so far as I
know, to return this matter. I suppose they
take note of the conditions of the country
and of the service, and they thInk It better,
I suppose, when It Is not possible for the
matter to go forward, to return it. They
aeted upon their Ideas of wh'at is best. They
are not actIng In that respect under any In.
structions from me.

Mfr. McDOUGALL. But they have no
right to violate a law of the post office, and
no law of the post office gives authority to
a postmaster to return mail matter In tran-
sit for a point beyonu his post office. The
postmaster who takes upon hlmself to do
that witbout the authority, of bis Minister,
should be subject to dismissaL If the mat-
ter ls In transit for a point beyond the post
office where it happens to stop, it ls the
duty of the postmaster having charge of
that mail matter, to hbld It until the first
opportunity to forward it, unless he has
directions to the contrary from the Pont-
master General's department.

The POSTMASTER 'GENEIRAL. I wll
say to the hon. gentleman that the very mo-
ment he brought the matter to my attention,
I had a -telegraphie message sent to this post-
master not to do what he has complained
Ot.

'Mr. MONTAGUE. If I am not incorrectly
Informed, the postmasters stated they had
returned these parcels by instructions, as
there was no service of that kind estab-
Ilshed.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No such
Instructions were given.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The 'bon. gentleman Is
positive as regards that ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
satisfied they would act upon what they con-
sidered the needs of the situation. They
had no facilities for sending other than let-
ters te the Yukon district until the opening
of navigation, and It would be a reasonable
thing for them to do, In the ordinary course,
te communleate with the senders of parcels
and remurn the parcels to them during that
perlod. Whether Instructions were sent to
them on the opening of the Dawson route
how to act, I could not say. I will get the
hon. gentleman that Information, If he de-
aires It. But I do say that since we have
facilities for sending parcels other than let-
ters, and s'ince the matter was brought to
my attenition, I had the necessary instruc-
tions sent to the postmasters.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Instructions for the
future are that all sorts of mail matter go
forward ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. During
the period of navigation.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Was
there net some arrangement between the
contractor carrying the Canadian mail and
the man who had the contract for carrying
the Uoited States mail, by which the former
swapped off the privil¶ege to the UnIted
States contractor to carry -the mails through
C.anadian territory ? Was not that the cause
of the delay ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No. that
was not done. It happened that the United
States Government were desirous of estab-
lishIng a mail service through Canadian
territory te conneet with Alaska. It was
not considered by the Goverament proper
te allow a foreIgn country to take a mail
service through Canada. to establlsh stations
and huts and te maintain a service as If
they were exercising sovereIgn power in our
country. But ln order te show proper cour-
tesy to the nation that desired to have that
service, we agreed te make a nominal con-
tract wlth their contractor ln order that he
would be acting as the contractor of the
Canadian Government. He was not sup-
posed to be performing any service for us
more than he chose voluntarily te perform.
He was nominally our contractor In order
to enable him, In the name of the Canadian
Government, to establish huts ln Canada,
and to carry on the service as In the name
of the Dominion. His service stibstantially
was for the United States Government.
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Sir OHARLES HIBBERT
Dld you pay him anything?

The POSTMASTER GENERAI
not pay him anything. We depen
Mounted Police for our service an
1im.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT
Were there not other tenders fr
dians for the service for which
was paid nothing ? Were there
bona fide tenders recommended
Fletcher, the post office Inspector

The POSTMASTER GENERAI
was a return laid on the Table of
showing everything that occurred
to the service in the Yukon. W
vertise for tenders and we receiveÈ
of tenders, but the department ca
conclusion that It would be betteri
the service in private hands, alti
trIed to obtain a service in that co
fear that the contractors might no
to maintain the service. It was
better to rely on the police.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT
Did net the service under the Unit
Government break down and prov
factory ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAI
hon. gentleman refers to Richa
inay say that I do not think that R
ever gave a proper service to th
States. I think he was an unsa
contractor to them. I do neot thin
the facilities, or the staff, or the e
necessary.

Sir CHARLES 'HIBBERT TUPI
brokedown.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
had any practical accountability to
extended to the United States the
of the Canadian service.

Sir CHARLES RIBBERT TUPI
understand the only arrangement
.Postmaster General had was w
Amer!ean contractor ; that this
contractor failed ln his contract
United States, and that, therefore,
vice he was expected to do for Ca
nothing, was not done.

The POSTMASTER GENERAI
Contract with the United States ca
some $46,000 or $50,000. In
t our Interest In the service we a
a neigbbourly way that we wouldi
an exchange offlee at Dawson Cil
would carry ail the mails we could
to Dawson City, and we told them
would allow them to recelve them
son City, although at a Canadian poi
agreed to reciprocate that courtesy
and subsequently at Skagway. They
it woul libe their duty and their lin
maintain a service wlth Alaska

Mr. MULOCK.

TUPPER. Canadian territory and ln view of the fact
tha.t a large part of their mails, that we

We did would be carrying, for Dawson City miglt
ded on be Amerian mails 1 presume the AmerIcan
dGovernment enthor1zed their contractor tI fot ponreciprocate on their behaîf by carrying mals

to Dawson, and ln this way Canadian mafis
TUPPER. would go too.
oum Cana- 'Sir CHAULE HIBBERT TJPPER.
this man That is not exactly wbat I gatbered froîno other the hon. Mlnlster's first statement. As 11 by Mr. understand It, In so far as the 0anadian0 ? Government depended at all on the perforîn-
. There aneby that Amercan contractor of that

the House contrat, there was a failure. That ws to saye
ln regard wlat the United States arrangement teil

b did ad- throug , that Richardso was ot able to
à nuiierscaLGvrymout bis contraet, and that n so far
,me te the as the Canadlan Groverument thad expectedflot to put work to be done in connection with their

tough we mails ln gettng ther mails forward, anl
untryfor for whi h they would nt have to pay any-
t be able thing. there was fallure and disapposIt-

. Thergt eanebt htAe.a cnreo fta

The POSTMASTER -GENERAL. The
rUpppiju. word failure Is a vague term. 1I belleve the.
ted States contracter was employed .T perform a fort-
'e unsatîs- nightly sevc n emitlnl ihr'ý11

in regarltartyth Uni teStatearangem nt fel

lie did se or that hehad the proper equlp-
dIf the ment t carry his mais with despate, and
rdsonm Iif there were anyshanadlan mails entrusted
chardson to hm they suffered the same as the other

he United mails. He d ngot perform ils service ai
utsfactry regularlYas the police dld.
qLpmhent TheirCHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.bpen- ble statement that bas corneatlume isapretty

nearly the statemet, as I undertand1t
PER- It from the PostMaster GeneraL .The Inter-

enation ohave s that the Canadian Gover-
He neyer ment made a contract with Richardson, who

gus. Weyhad the Unwtedintates Mail contract. That
courtesy e icorrect, a hpres rmep?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Nop, it
pr I the other way.
the hon. Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUJPPER.
vith tMS-Richardson had a contraet w mth the nited

mmerican %tateS?

us. thehathUntdtaemalonrt.T t

the sere The POSTMASTER GENERAL. N do it

PeR I heoherwy

nada, for understand the order Of time ln that way.There may have been a contract. The gen.
tleman came here and stated that he wasL.e Ris tendering for the UnIted States mail serviceeed for or had some service wlth the United States,eference t that he could not carry ont his contractgreed In without the permission of the Ganadliaestablsh Government. It seemed proper to give that

yh Wrg permission, but it seemed proper to give it,
thrtU w1eot In the way that he would be the Unitedthat w- States contractor, but that he would be theat Daw- Canadian contractor. In order te enable
nt. The hlm to carry out his contract with the Uni.at Dye ted States and at the same time oblige the
thret oUnited St ites, we made a nominal contractterest to and the Canadian Government gave himthro permission to carry Unted States mails.
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Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The order of the contracts does not matter,
but it comes to this, as my information
seems to agree with that of the hon. Post-
master General. Under the contract that
was made he was to carry the mails lu and
out of the Yukon, free of charge to this
Government, the only consideration being
the privilege granted by the Canadian Gov-
ernment of passing through Canadian terri-
tory. The contract provided for two trips
per montii each way. That was the only
service that it called for. The statement
that I have is that there was no other ar-
rangement, outside of the police, for carry-
ing these mails, and that the Canadian Gov-
ernment depended on the contract where the
contractor was not being paid for the ser-
vice, that this was the only contract which
existed until December, 1898, when tenders
were invited for a semi-weekly service to
alternate with the service under the Richard-
son contract.' A large number of tenders
for this service were received and the post
office inspector recommended the acceptance
of one of them, stating to the department
that he was thoroughly satisfted of the abil-
Ity of this tenderer to perform the service,
in addition to which the tenders were each
accompanied by a marked cheque for $4,030.
The report ln regard to which I have In-
formation bas not been brought down. I
Lave had no communication with Mr. Flet-
cher. This Is the statement of the parties
who were tendering. Shortly after the ten-
ders were received the department decided
that the Mounted Police should carry the
mail and Inaugurated the present service.
The point I was endeavouring to make on
this information is, that until this present
arrangement for carrying the mails by the
police, the only contract the Government
entered into was that contract by which they
expected to get the service done wrthout
paying any cash. The result of that, as the
world knows, was a complete failure.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I hard-
ly think that is a fair description of the
situation. The :hon. gentleman's instrue-
tions are Inaccurate as regards the dates
The arrangement wlth the, police was not
made In December, but everything was
ready for the mail to go forward as soon
as the ice would admit. I remember giving
my Instructions very early in the fall of
the year. It may be that these tenderers
put In marked cheques, but I did not tbink
It would have been safe to have depended
upon contractors, and I do rot think so yet.

Sir OHARLES H HBERT TUPPER.
After the experience--

The ,POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes,
atter the experience. I am quite willing
to admit that Mr. Riohardson was not a
satisfactory contractor, but I would ask
the hon. gentleman, In fatrness, to take the
whole of my statement when I say that he_

was only a nominal contractor with us. It
is hardly a fair description of the situa-
tion to say that we were making a bargain
to get the service performed for nothing.
The nominal character of the service was
to oblige the United States Government-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What other service was there outside of
that Richardson contract before the present
arrangement with the iMounted Police ?

The ·POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
Mounted Police service continued from the
previous year, and throughout the whole
of 1898-99.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. If
you mailed a letter at any point on the
Sound for the Yukon in September, 1898,
how would your officers send that to Daw-
son ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It
would have gone by the police.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
not by Richardson?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do
not think the Richardson contract began
then.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). Was it stipulated
that a certain dixed amount of mail should
be carried by Richardson ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
so; the contract was laid on the Table.

Mr. McDOUGALL. If Yukon mail mat-
ter is addressed via Seattle, would It not
be sure to go to the Yukon district by that
route ? I understand from the Postmaster
General that although the postmaster at
Victoria had authority to refuse to send
mail matter to the Yukon district, yet the
officers here had no authority to refuse to
forward that mail. When I complained at the
post office here, the officers told me that
they had no information as to the matter.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Where
did the hon. gentleman post his mail mat-
ter ?

Mr. MéDOUGALL. In the House of Com-
mons.

The POSTMASTER 'GENERAL. The
postmaster of the House of Commons Is not
an officer of the Post Office Department.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is he not an offieer
acting between this House and the post
office of the city of Ottawa ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
not know what his status is.

I d

Mr. McDOTGALL. Well, I know that
when you mail matter here you are su>
posed to be mailing it at the post offee la
the city, where the regulations ought to be
perfect If they are perfect anywhere. I
complain that i was not informed here that
this matter would not be forwarded.
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
go now if you send It.

It will

Mr. McDOTGALL. It Is the duty of the
Postmaster General to give Information,
and he should give it to the House and to
the public.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I want
to do my duty to the hon. gentleman, and
if he wishes my advice, It would be that
If he puts that ln the post office properly
addressed it will go forward without any
delay. I told the hon. gentleman that some
days ago.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The last thing the
hon. gentleman told us about the mail ser-
vice there was that it had gone to the dogs.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If the
bon. gentleman wlll give me that parcel i
wIll be responsible for Its going forward
without any delay.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Before this Item
passes, I wlsh to ask the Minister if he
bas a gentleman by the name of Landerkin
employed in the Toronto post office ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. We
bave a most efficient officer by the name of
Landerkin In the inspector's office at To-
ronto, drawing a salary of, I think, $400 a
year, and his services are so valuable that
I propose to ask the hon. gentleman (Mr.
MeDougall) to join with me to enable us
to have the opportunity of increasing his
salary with that of others.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Did be pass the civil
service examination ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
iso4

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is he a son of the
bon. member for South Grey (Mr. Lander-
kin).

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
have to tell the hon. gentleman (Mr. Me-
Dougall) that he le sald to be a son of my
esteemed friend (Mr. Landerkin), and I will
have to ask the bon. member for South
Grey (Mr. Landerkin) to supply the bon.
gentleman from Cape Breton (Mr. McDou-
gall) with any further Information he may
require on that point.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I understand
that ln the county of Halifax it bas been
the practice, at some post offices at least,
to make up what are called private mail
baga for the convenience of persons who
Ilve a long distanze from the office, and to
give them ln charge of the mail courier to
be delivered at the addresses. This le a
practice which, rightly or wrongly, bas pre-
vaUed In certain districts, and Mr. W. C.
Henley, of Spry Bay, so received hIs mail.
I should have said that In 1896 the post
offee was moved from the immediate vicîn-
Ity of where he resided, and he now lives

Mr. McDOUGALL.

two or three miles away from the office.
He had been in the habit of receiving what
ls called a private mail bag made up at
the post office at Spry Bay; and on the
12th April, 1899, the following letter was
addressed by the inspector of Nova Scotia,
Chas. J. Macdonald, to the postmistress at
Tangler, county of Halifax:

Is it a fact that you are making up a private
mail-bag containing the correspondence of W. 0.
Henley, Spry Bay, notwithstanding my express
instructions to the contrary? If so, please dis-
continue it at once.
What Mr. Henley complains of le, that, while
this privilege le denied to hlm, it ls extended
to certain other persons in the city of Hali-
fax. Mr. Henley ls a strong Conservative
and a very active worker, and he bas a sus-
picion, rightly or wrongly, that this privilege
bas been taken away from him becausefhe
le a strong worker in the ranks of the Con-
servatives. I can give the hon. Postmaster
General the names of four peisons who are
strong Liberal workers In the city of Hall-
fax-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman need not tell me about the other
cases, because there le only one rule in the
department In these matters. I eau recall
only one instance of being asked to have
orders sent to a contractor to carry a priv-
ate bag. It may be the case In point, or it
may not be. But I can state, generally,
that there le nothIng obliging any contractor
not to carry a private bag, It being left en-
tirely optional to the contractor to do so or
not, as he thinks proper. It le the custom
for couriers to be neighbourly, and some-
times for a small douceur to drop mail mat-
ter ln boxes, and so on, along their route,
and I have never authorized any Instructions
such as are indicated In that letter. Mr.
Macdonald bas no authority to Interrupt any
arrangement of that kind, and thei couriers
are at perfect liberty to carry private bags
for persons by the way, if it does not Inter-
fere with the proper despatch of their-work.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The explanation
of the hon. gentleman ls very frank and
satisfactory, and I trust he will see that
these instructlis are countermanded. I
agree entirely with him that, so long as no
responsibility le placed on the Crown, the
practice le a matter of convenience to the
people, and might very well be done. I see
no objection to the course pursued. The
diffieulty I see about it le what I mentioned
to the hon. gentleman, that, while It ls done
ln other cases, Instructions have been given
in this case by Mr. Macdonald, apparently
without authority. I wlll rely on the hon.
gentleman to,,see that those Instructions are
countermanded, and that Mr. Henley la
placed ln the same position as other persons
ln the county.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Would
the carrying of that private bag interfere
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with the proper discharge of the courier's
duty ?

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax". Not at all. As
I understand the facts, ne contractor is per-
tectly willing to carry the bag, and the post-
mistress is perfectly willing to place Mr.
Henley's mail ln the bag, and Mr. Henley
does not ask the Government to assume any
responsibillty at all. He is willing to trust
the postmistress to put his mail In the bag
and the contractor to bring the bag, and he
simply asks, as a matter of convenience,
that that should be done.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). In this particular
case it as clear that It as not the contractor
who bas been Interfered with, but the in-
structions have been lssued to the postmis-
tress. Has the inspector any authority as
to that ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I tried
to cover the whole situation by my answer.
I spoke about Mr. Macdonald. I say, no in-
structions have been given to any officer, so
far as I know, to interfere with the arrange-
ments that may be made with couriers in
these cases for the carrying of private bags.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). Tbe hon. Minister
says there i no desire to interfere with cour-
iers.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Or any
officer. I am not playing on words at all.

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

After Recess,

QUEBEC RAILWAY, LIGHT AND
POWER COMPANY.

The House resolved itself into committee
on Bill (No. 84) an Act.respeeting the Quebec
Montmorency and Charlevolx Railway Com-
pany, and to change its name to "The Que-
bee Raiiway, Light and Power Company."-
(Mr. Carroll.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 13,
Mr. SUTHERLAND. It bas been pointed

out to me, wllth reference to the schedule,
that schedule A Is all right, but the law
clerk of this House -bas pointed out that gome
twenty or thlr1ty pages of sehedule B might
be struck out without destroying the effeet
of the -Bill t all. I am sorry that the hon.
member lu charge of the Bil Is not present,
bUtt n view of the report of #the law cerk,
I would move that in the 13th clause, after
the words "set out1" In the fifth Une the
words "ln partI" be inserted. The object of
that ls to save a very large expense In con-
nfeet'on with the printing, besides avoiding
incumbering the statutes wlth it. And on
page 9 of section 1, down to page 37, I move
That al be sttenek out.

Mr. HENDERSON. Has the promoter
notice of ,this ?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No.
,Mr. HENDERSON. Then -the Bill had

better stand.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. You can allow it to

stand tiH the third reading.
Mr. MONTAGUE. We shali allow It to

stand in committee If It stands at ail.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If there were really

an opposition, or criticism in any way, it
would be al right not to pass It through
committee.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not know any-
thing about it except that the promoters are
not here.

Mr. HENDERSON. We do not know
whether there is any opposition, because no
notdice bas been given.

Motion agreed to.
Committee rose and reported progress.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 3) respecting the Caunada Aceident
Assurance Company.-(Mr. Monk.)

IN COMMITTEE.

Bill (No. 4) to incorporate the Canada Plate
Glass Assurance Company.-(Mr. Monk.)

NIAGARA, ST. CATHARINES AND TO-
RONTO RAILWAY COMPANY.

Mr. CALVERT moved that the House re-
solve Itself n tcommittee on Bill (No. 69) to
incorporate the Niagara, St. Catharines and
Toronto Railway Company.

MIr. LANDERKIN. I move In amendment,
That the Order of the Day for the House in

Committee of the Whole on Bill (No. 69), being
an Act to Incorporate the Niagara, St. Catharines
and Toronto Railway Company, be discharged,
and the Bill referred back to the Standing Com-
mittee on Railways, Canais and Telegraph Lines
for further consideration.
When this Bil was considered before the
Railway Committee there were several other
committees of the House meeting, and mauy
members of the Railway Committee were
unable to be present. Under these circum-
stances, 1 think It would be well to have It
referred back for fuirther consideration.

Mr. CALVERT. When this Bill was be-
fore the committee we had a thorough dis-
eussion upon It, we bad a good-sized com-
mittee, -and we spent a good deal of time
in dlscuss!ng it. This Bill has been before
the House a considerable time, and I think
every member who Is Interested in It at all
thoroughly understood that the Bill ws
comlng up before the committee that day.
I do nlot think it would be fair, after we
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have considered the Bill so thoroughly, 1io Fron the time they first got their charter,
have It referred back now. -I think the hon. which I think was in 1881, down to the pre-
gentleman who moved this resolution was j sent time, they have buit about 12 miles of
there and voted on the BIll, and I do not road, and have got 14 different amendments
see any reason why it should be referred to their charter. They had a charter cover-
back to the committee at all. ing almost the entire Niagara peninsula.

They first got a charter from Niagara Falls.
Mr. WOOD. t can corroborate the state- The city of St. Catharines has unquestion-

ment made by the hon. gentlemau who ably suffered considerably, having granted
moved the amendment, that In consequence a considerable amount of money towards
of several members of the CommitteeO f the construction of this road. But after they
Railways and Canals belng absent at other had built 12 miles of road it was eventually
committees, It had not a fair consideration, sold, and all it brought was $36,000. Now
and had these other members been present, what have we done ? In the haste withthis Bih would not have been reported to whIch that Bill was rushed through thatthe House by the Chairman, It would have commiîttee, when It was nearly one c'clock,
been simply voted out of the committee alto- we granted the present company, which is
gether. I think it is only fair that It should a new company altogether, power to bond
go back where It may have a full and free that 12 miles of road now built, at the ratediseussion on its merits. I suppose It is of $25,000 a mile, which would come tosearcely worth whIle to take up the tIme of $300,000. I must confess as a member ofthe House in discussing the question now that commIttee that I feel ashamed that wef it goes back to the committee ; but if it should have given them power to bond 12goes back to the committee, I am quite cer- miles of road for $300,000, when they ad-:ain thîs House will never see it again. If Initted before the committee themselves thatt should unfortunately come here again, I all it cost them was $36.000. I contend thatave a resolution prepared which I shall of itself is sufficient evidence t6 convincemove ; but at present I shal content myself this House that there must have been awith saylng .that I believe the Bill shbuld be good deal of rush to get the Bill through,eferred back mi the interest of all concern- with that peculiar provision, or else theýd, in the Interest of the public, and in the committee was unquestionably lax In thenterest of the city I have the honour to re- discharge of its duty. I bave never knownresent.I in the hLstory of this Parliament a Bill to
Mr. IVE8. I do not think the reasons come before tie Railway Committee where
iven for referrIng this Bill back are suffi- the incorporators securing such privileges
ient. If there were not enough members as these, that Is to say, power to bond 12
'f the committee present to form a quorum, miles of road that cost $36,000 with a mort-
bat would be a good reason for sending gage of $300,000, and to place these bonds
he Bill back. upon the market. That of Itself shows there

was a great deat off laxity on the part off theMr. HENDERSON. I think the reason cornnttee. This fact, If there were no other
Avaneed by the hon. gentlemen opposite reasons, would justify us la referrtng thator referrIng this Bill back, are altogether BIh hack totbe commîttee la order that that
r-spdeient. Mauy Buis are passd With a peculiar provision of It rlght be recst1
ery small attendance before the Railwa say we sho
,ommittee. For myself I was not present enormous bouding privileges upon the 12
vheu the Bul was considered before thE miles of road that they got for $W,000. Sup-
ommittee, but It la a BMH that I understand pose the present eonpany should try and te-
boroughly well, and 1 know that if Itit aizeupon these bonds, suppose they sold
eferred back I shall make it a point to be thexufor 50 cents on the dollar, 'that would
here and I shall support the Bill, as I am be $150,000. They take out the $36,00 that
oig now. I do not see what is to be they pald, and tbey would have heft $114,00ained by referring theBlbakalne byrefrrig te BMtback. off a dlean balance to put into their own pock-

Mr. J. 'McMULLEN (North Wellington). I et ei a ndholderst core lanalo
an fully orroborate the statemnent that througb the same operation.
rhen this BUll was before the Railway Com-
ittee there was not a very large attendance. a prIvate BIR of- that kind and allow it to
ut it seems to me that le not a suffieient rea- becomea-law. We cannot dea? with that
om for referring the BUI back. It was cari- clause befor
d before the commIttee on tbe very na=rowdel with It before a -ull committee. Thle
a4jority of 8. There are somprvsosnhSjriy of . Ter ar sMg provisions In1 company got their üfrst charter Ini 1881.

ïe Bill tbat, ln my opinion, are exceedingly The original charter was granted b 44
bjectionable. This road has had a very Vie., chap. 78. It was a charter to buiIdheekered history. It bas been before ,the On- from St.<athartuesunder the nane of the
rio legislatare.and before PaHamntnirl lgilauLr ad efrePsxhle t 1n St Catharlues and Niagara Central Rail-

1say Company.ta lu 1882 they werembeeore,
sking either for amendments, or renëwals,the Ontarto legi;l&tur gn.lu than-*.rextensions, or alterations lin its cbarter.thygtaamu etalongte t

waMagratdelofAaitVo hepat f h
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build a Une from St. Catharines to the vil- They have been seven times before the On-
lage of Bismarck, thence to Smithville, and tario legislature and seven times before this
to Caledonia or Canfield, on the Grand House. Al they have doue is to build 12â
Trunk Railway, with branches also to or miles of railway that cost, I have no doubt,
near Hamilton, on the Hamilton and North- a considerable amount of money. But, after
west Central to Queenston. Then, again, all, it was sold out under the bonded debt,
by 45 Vie., chap. 62, they got power te and they admitted themselves that ail that
build from Hamilton to Toronto. That the little line brought was $36,000, although
was away back in 1882. In 1884, by 47 I believe St. Catharines had given bonuses
Vie., chap. 72, they got further corporate on two occasions of $60,000 each, or $120.-
powers. In 1885 they again appeared be- 000 altogether, for the construction of this
fore the Ontarlo legislature for the purpose road. After ail that money was sunk ln
of securing the ratifieation of the by-law it there Is only this 12J miles left, which
of St. Catharines granting them certain was sold under the bonded debt, amounting
amounts of money for the construction of to some $370,000, for $36,000. Now, the
this line, and granting them the right to company comes back for the fifteenth time
construet a Une to Hamilton and Toronto and asks that the time be extended so that
from any point on their Une. Al these they eau build te Hamilton and Toronto,
improvements and changes In their char- and It Is aise asked that we shailgrant
ter are supposed to have been made in order them power te bond, fot only the new Une,
to place this company in a position ln which lot only the portion that they have already
they could construct their Unes, for which bulit, but-
they had received charters. In 1886, by Mr. CALVERT. 1 would like te ask
48 Vie., chap. 79, they got a further exten- the hon. gentleman (Mr. McMullen) if the
sion, and a still further extension ln 1887,eld charter dees net give thém power tQ
by 49 Vie., chap. 78. They had then been bulld te Hailton and Toronto, which char-
seven times before the Ontario legislature. ter has mot expIred?
I presume that for very shame's sake they
could not go back any more to the legis- Mr.'MeMULIEN. The old charter dees,
lature after they had done Uttle or nothing but It Is about to expire.
ln the way of construction, and it was then
that they came te the Dominion House.
What did they do here ? In 1887, by the Mr. MeMULLEN. And they want, be-
statutes of Canada, chap. 60, they got it fore it expires, te get anether extension.
declared to be a work for the general ad- They want te core te this Parlament and
vantage of Canada, and got authorlty for get five years te enabie them te carry it
a branch from Oakville to Cooksville. In over another five years. 1 contend that we
1888 they got, by the statutes of Canada, should at least cail a hait lu conuection with
chap. 78, re-enacted all the previous Acts, tbis charter. In the first place, .1contend
consolidating them, and the time extended that grantlng perission te bond the road
te the 22nd of May, 1890, for beginning the te the extent that they are asklng is ex-
work, and to 1893 for completing it. Inceedlngly objectionable. I have neyer
1890, chap. 54, sec. 36, they got power to known, In the history ef this 'fluse, that
extend from Hamilton to Burlington, and Parlament bas granted te a cempanY
the time for completion was extended two power te bond a rallway fer ten times the
years. In 1891 they got power to increase ameunt that it cest. We are really giving
the bonds and power to extend to the Nia- them power te bond and te place on the
gara River. In 1892 the time was extended market bonds te the extent of feu fîmes the
again. In 18 they again got the time ainoint that they acknowledge that the
extended, and ln 1895 they got the Une ex- read cost. 1 do net think we should d&
tended through Hamilton te Brantford andthat. if a nan bought a bond for ,OO
Woodstock, with power te build to Port and Parliarnt gives hlm power te-reahize
Dover, and a loop Une to Thorold, te lease $3,000bY Putting the samp of legaiity
to the Hamilton Radial Railway Company, en it, it is committIug au Imprudent act.
and to change the name to Niagara, Ham- That bond provision deserves te be recon-
Ilton and Pacifie Rallway. In 1896 and ln,,Itered and recast ty the Railway Ce-
1897 they got power to build from St ulttee before we should alowvIt te pass.
Catharines to conneet with the Toronto, I thiuk we should ask the pronoters ef this
Hamilton and Buffale Railway at Smith- road te go ba3k before the Railway Cer-
ville ln Lineoln County, and they also had rnittee and show their houa Ides, beyoud aU
the time extended for two years. This is doubt, before we renew ths charter. 1
the history of legislation in connection witlhold myseit responsible for 1t, as weil as
this road. Other merbers et this fouse;jbut 1 tblnk

Mr athat, ]perbapq,lun the past, we bave: been
Mr. TAYLOR. It cost them a lot of toteelaxln granting charters wlthoUt lookig

mneY.fufly Itfo fixe'finanelal abîllty 0f those Seek-
Mr. MeMULLEN. Yes, they have had a ing the chartertearry Qut the work that

lot of legislation that has taken up a con- they ask Pariament te give legal.exist-
lderable amount*ofhe t ixeteof thlmouepnoe t nlth orinont te hai alnwready
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legislate lu the direction of chartering every
company that comes before us seeking to
get these powers, and when a company have
had the history that this company have had,
when they have been so frequently before
Parliament as this company have been,
where Its hlstory s eso exceedingly objec-
tionable, I think we should hesitate before
granting their request. I know of no other
railway that has a history so objectionable
as this one, unless It is the Great North-
west Central. That road has had a check-
ered existence also, but when they last
came before the Railway CommIttee, we
tied them down to a very short time for the
purpose of getting those into whose hands
the road has now come, to make some pro-
gress with its construction. To give these
people the time that they are asking and
to allow them to issue bouds to the ex-
tent to which this charter would enable
them to Issue and t; place them on the
market, would be most unwise. These
people are Americans. Tbey came before
the committee and they offered some ex-
planations. We were told that they were
members of a very unportant -fnanclal firm
some place In the United States. Let us
ask then to deposit to the credit of the
Receiver Ganeral, or to nake an arrange-
ment in some way toe deposit money in
Canada as a guarantee that they would
carry out this undert'xklng. It is time that
we should do that, kuowing the history of
the road as we do. They have seen how
often it has been before Parliament ; they
know of'the amendments which have been
made to this charter.

Mr. CLARKE. May I ask the lion. gen-
tleman, (Mr. McMillen) a question ? Has
the hon. gentleman overlooked the fact that
the names of very responsible Canadians
have been added to the list of those who
are seeking this legislatlon?

Mr. McMULLEN. I admit there are so-ne
very respectable names, one or two, but I do
not know whether they are directors or not.
They may be provisional directors put on
to 'lend a klnd of grace and dlgnity in the
Ineantlme, and after this Bill is passed, thely
may get out and allow some others to take
their places. They will have accomplishied
their Ipurpose if they secure a renewal of
thelr charter and the extension of the time,
and then their services will noit be requIred
any more. They lend their names to it now,
when it needs some 1dnd of decent represen-
talion, and after wards they eau retire.
'When you look over the whole situation and
consider the enormous cost of that Une as
proposed to b ulit, and then try to fdd
the men who have the money to carry out
an undertaking of this kind, I cannot say
that Parliament would be justifded in coming
té the conclusIon th'at these men mean busi-
Dess. Possibly they expect they may be
able to sell this charter. They talk about
running an electrie ine in place of a ste'nn

Mfr. McMULLEN<.

lie, and they may ïbe able to sell out for
some consideration. We know well that
dharters have been sold out la the past. I
can look back to the date, many years ago-
my esteemed friend from Hamilton will cor-
rect me if I am wrong-when the Canada
Southeru charter was sold for $6,000. There
have been any number of charters granted
to the peninsula of Niagara, but there are
only two or three that could be successfully
carried through, and this line is not one of
them. Let us get these -men to come before
the Railway CommIttee, and show their bona
fides as to the carrying out of this under-
taking. That is a reasonable request. Tu1e
question came op at the closing hours of the
committee meeting, when the committee was
pretty well exhausted, and when they were
ready to allow almost anytlhing to 9lip
through without eritleism. The passage of
the clause I have drawn the attention of the
House to, and the bondlng powers granted
to this company, Is suffielient evidence ithat
the committee did not give that Bill the
consideration they should have given it, out
of respect to cthemselves as well as for the
protection of the public interest. If this Bill
la referred b'aek to the committee It will re-
ceive that consideration whieh it deserves,
and the committee can criticise the abiilty
of these men to carry out what they have
undertaken. I question very much that after
It gets through the commilttee, it WHI come
back to this House in the same shape it is
in now.

Mr. JAMES SUTHERLAND (North Ox-
ford). As chairman of the Railway Com-
mittee, I feel called upon to make a few
renarks with regard tin this Bill. I am in
the Judgment of the members of the House
who were present, when I say, that the num-
ber of members attending this committee
when the Bill was passed, was above the
average. Further, this Bill was allowed to
stand on severai occasions at the request of
those who said they were opposed to it, and
in accordance with their request It was made
a special order at a previous meeting, and
then, again at their request, postponed to
the day on which It was ûfnally considered.
In my humble opidilon, the hlstory of the
legislation with regard to the past state of
affairs bas nothing whatever to do with the
question, the member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen) to the contrary notwith-
standing. If any censure Is to be attached
to anybody, It Is on this Parliament for
granting the leglslatlon that Is referred to
wlth regard to a company that is now out
of existenee. Let me call your attention to
the fact, Mr. Speaker, that If there ls any
argument with regard to the legislation of
the Pnst, it is an argument favourable to the
present <owners of this property, and for the
reason that they have dropped, In the legisla-
tion whleh la now before the House, between
one and tçvo hundred miles of road that was
previously chartered by Parliament. How-
ever, as I have said, that has nothing to do
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with the present case. Parliament did grant
a great many privileges to this old company,
and they built 12 miles of the road. They
became insolvent, and what we have to con-
sider Is the state of affairs arisIng after the
bankruptcy of this former company. The
people who owned the bonds .took occasion
to proceed In the courts In the ordinary way,
and this was advertised for sale by the
Superior Court of the province of Ontario.
As to that, all I have to say Is, that every
Canadian, and every Canadian com-
pany who now oppose this charter, had
the privilege of bidding at that sale. Now,
Sir, I have sald what I had to say
as chairman of the committee. Let me
now say ·that the reason I support this Bill
Is because it Is in the public Interest of the
locality that this rallway qhould be put in
good running shape. Canadians would not
rIsk their capital ln -the enterprise when the
Americans bought this property, and out of
common courtesy to these foreigners who
have Invested la a proper and legal enter-
prise, I belleve this Parliament should pass
this legislation. A respectable counsel of the
city of Toronto; one of the most respectable
and reliable counsel in that city, appeared be-
fore the committee and gave the names and
the business of these four American gentle-
men who had bought this property from the
courts, and he pledged his word that they
were men of high financlal standing. He
gave also the names of the Canadians asso-
elated with them as provisional directors.
and they are men of very high standing In
our own comrmunity. I have heard no good
reason wby this Bill should be referred back
to the committee. There was a large attend-
vnce at thb committee when it passed ; both
sides were represented by counsel and there
was a long Cdscusslon. I am surprised at my
hon. friend (Mr. ,MeMuhien) making a long
speech with rngard to the history of a com-
(any which Is now out of existence, and say-
Ing nothing with regard to the case as it
stands at the present time ; not even refer-
ring to the resolution whIch he bimself mov-
ed and whIeh was rejected In the committee
by a majority of three. If I had a vote I
mlght have voted with my hon. friend in re-
gard to curtailing the number of miles
they might get leavé to build ; but, after a
long discussion, and after hearing counsel
on both sides, ,t rwas decided by a majority
of the commnittee that -the Bill should pass
as ut now stands. I say, Sir. that ln the In-
terest of the locality, in wbich this road Is
sltuated, It would be doing a great injury to
this communlty, If the people who purehased
this road In good faith and who show their
ability to do the work, are not encourged
to do so.

I want to point out that this Company be-
came bankrupt, and the people who bought
the property pald the higbest price that
could be got for It as It was sold by tender
by the court. The road had been condemned
by the Department of Railways and Canals,

and the trains had stopped running, andé
manufacturers and others Interested in that
fine were suffering for want of communica>-
tion with the Grand Trunk and Canadian
Pacifie Railway. To satisfy the Minister of
Railways and his department, these men
had to put their bands in their pockets and.
spend $50,000 or $60,000 of their own money
before they asked for any legislation from
this House ; and there 1s no unblassed mem-
ber of this House who would say, that, after
these men have bought this property, paid,
their money for it and met the demands of
the Minister of Railways, expending alto-
gether over $100,000 of their own money to,
put it into good shape, they should not re-
ceive an Act of Incorporation. There has
not been one reason given In the committee,
or out of it, why this company should not
be incorporated, as our law requires that it
must be, in order to work the property.
While there may be a difference of opinion
as to what extensions should be granted,
these men cannot fairly be refused Incorpora-
tion as a new company. They have dropped
between one and two hundred miles from-
the charter, for whieh they previously paid.

Mr. WOOD. Nothing of the kind.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I can prove it. !

wIll risk my reputation in this House that
the words I state are true, and, If my hon.
friend will\ back them up, that in previous-
legislation they had power to build to Port
Dover.

Mr. McMULLEN. They had power seve-
ral times to build, but from time to time
they stopped.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My hon. frIend will
please answer my question. Had they not
power to build to Port Dover?

Mr. McMULLEN. I do not know.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, I know. That

power can be found In the statutes of the
Parliament of Canada. They ask In this
Bill for power to extend to Port Dalhousie,
to Fort Erie and to the city of Toronto, via
Hamilton. 1I have no objection to a dIffer-
ence of opinion with regard to the extension;
but there is no reason why any reflection
should be cast on the character of the men
who have purchased this road. It is in the
interest of the community in which this road
exists, that they should recelve an Act of-
incorporation, and, If the question were re-
ferred to the Railway Committee, I do not
believe that there would be five men to stan&
up and refuse to give it to them,

Mr. W. McCLEARY (Weand). Mr. Speak-
er, to me It Is a very sad commentary upon
the representation of the people in this
House, that there are men In it who will
stand up against the people's interest in fav-
our of any monopoly. There can be no rea-
son given for the action of those hon. gen-
tlemen opposite who have spoken againet
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the incorporation of this company, other Niagara PenInsula have complained, Urne
than that they must be influenced to with- and again, of the rates they have to pay for
hold legislation from a company that may the transportation of their fruit. Why
compete with other railway corporations. As should that district be kept under the thumb
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr. of one railway? As 1 stated the other noru-
MeMullen) has said, this company has had a ing lu committee, before these 12 miles were
somewhat checkered career ; but, as the hon. bullt, the people of the town of Thorold paid
member for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland) GO centsa ton to the Grand Trunk on coal
bas so pialnly put 'bef ore the House, it lias coming from Niagara Falls, a distance of
been no fault of the company which is at pre- 8 or 9 miles ; but, sInce that short Une was
sent seeking Incorporation. It Is an unfair bult, we have ory had to pay 25 cents a
and uniust thing on the part of this free Par- ton. So that if weofad this extension t
lament to say, that this charter, whlch Is Inlamiston and Toronto, geing us the compe-
existence to-day, shall not be continued tutition we ought to have, by connectng us
these people, who have had the courage to with the Canadian Pacifie Railway, as wel
put their money into a concer Swlch nu as wth the Grand Trunk, It would nu doubt
Canadian would buy. The property was be for the benefit o the whole coimunty.
tw see put up by the Superlor Court of On- I lncerely hope thea ouse will not accept
tarlo for sale. The judges thougt the flrst the motion o the hon. member for South
offer was to smal, and they would not Grey (Mr. Landerkin). The Bc1 stands on
aceptc t. They caled for new tenders, and its merit andt shoud be passed.
the highest tender they could get was fre Thetme for the consideRailonayprivate
the men who are now seeking Incorporationo Bis wihavg expired, the ouse aga4n re
When the hon. member for North Weellng-; solved itself into CommIttee om Supply.
ton says we are giing the eompany power I
to bond the road for ten tUes the amount S PPLY.
they have pald for t, that Is unfair, beause
every ne knows that for the 12 miles they'Ifthe consie n r
have bult, the Goverment granted a sub- sl t Comtteeo u
sidy of $3,200 a mile, the city of St. Catha- Post Office Department-
rines granted a bonus of $80,000, and guar- Salaries-Amount required to pay the off-
anteed bonds for $8,000, and imy own town cersof the Dead Letter Branch a pro-
guaranteed the Interest on $20,000, at 6 per visionai allowance to meet the excep-
cent, for twenty years. To say, that the Btish olianrmlatobaand
clty of St. Catharines, the town of Thorold, to 3th June, 1899, notwithstanding any-
in which I Ilve, and the whole community thing to the contrary ln the Civil Ser-
about there should be deprived of railway vice Act, viz.
competition, Is most absurd on the face of G. A. D. Mallleue, superintendent of
it, particularly as this Parliament has al- the dead letter office at Victoria,
ready Incorporated a company and given it B.C.........................$120
the necessary powers to build this line. AsE aleroffie inndeg......he
the chairman of the Railway Committee, the
bon. member for North Oxford, has very $210
truthfully said, it is very seldom that there Increase of aalary of one third-clasa
la sc a large gathering Sn that committee clerko...........................50
as there was when this Bill was dîscussed. Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TLJPPER. 1
It received at the hands o! that committee have now before me the return and wile
very careful consideration. The bon. înem- the subjeet aifsreoa I the mnds o the
ber for North Wellilngton (Mr. McMullen) committee, I would eall the attention of the
ook up a great deal of the time of that com- ton. Postmaster General nto ne or tw
mittee. For nearly two hours this whole pointswieh C eem to crroborate theJyIm-
matter was diseusfsed, pro and con, and the pression I had of the.arrangement. Thereresuit ws that the cmmtttee reported the wa an arrngement datd 7th Mays 1898
Bill, with somne sllght arnendmentsg to thl t -a good deal earler than the hon. MlIster
bouse. Why should this House go back on thought It was-the che conederation o
Its record simply because three or four men whIiîc was Its- cheapnesS4 for whlch reasonmay have come lnterest-Iamrn ot going to probably It falled. Under that arrange
say what it may be--m asking for a recon- ment, on conditon o!being ellowed to
sideration of this measure, Iu order that they carry the UnIted 'States male between Jun-may be able tO Pack the COMmmttee and carry eau andÂlaska,a eotraet wnentered.t.. ,
their objeet against the wishes o! th -e peo- wlthont payment of any kiud, for the car-
pie ? Th truth le, thati Niagara Pein- clage o the Caka.dan mails, and nk.se.ur.ty

a tbas ony one raillway; that l, the o any kind was taken for the effectve dis-
t r d Trunk . It may be sald tat wemhave charge o that servie'. Âfterwrds, late la

the Torefntl Hamiton and Bufalo, but tht the fal, tenders were asked for for, a e-
oey r ofrtm Hamlltnto Stony McMek, a guarSemice, the tenders t be recelved at
Istaner wss 10 or 12 mile, and then d hges prsOttao ntil noon onthe n let Februr

the Wmoyunta. The frutgrower ok the ough t the cohveyinef o!Her Majestyo

itrcr siy bcuetre rfu mnwihwaAtRhapesTowihrao
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mails. Up to the 21st November, 1898, it Is west, instead of being, as dt sloud be, trans-
elear there was nothing 'but this abortive ferred, as passengers are, at Carleton Place.
îtrrangemuent I have referred to. The re- I would like 'to know from the Postm9.ster
turu contains a report from the post offiee General whether steps will be taken to re-
inspector, Mr. Fletcher, which is apparently; medy this?
the report to which I referred this afternoon. The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am not
It is dated February Sth, 1899, and mentions able to answer -the bon. gentleman (Mr. Tay-
the various tenders recelved. Mr. Fletcher ,or) but I am inclined to doubt the accuracy
says tha t there were only two bona ide of the statement ; because we have at the
effers at Victoria, and neither of the tender- head of the railway branch an offleer who
ers was in a position to furnish the service has not his superior In the service, and that
Then there is a draft eontract, so that from officer has the fullest support of the depart-
the official Information brought down, what- i ment In makIng all the Improvementa that
-ever else there is 'behind, In connection with the interests of the public require. If such a
the order of the House, there is sImply thlng happens as the hon. gentleman referred
that document, under which the hon. Post- to, I am sure t is not wIth the knowledge
master General was una.ble, before recess, of the head of that branch ; but I greatly
to state who would take officially a letter doubt that suci a state of things does exist.
posted at the time that agreement was i
force, at Victoria, or Seattle, or Fort Towns- Mr. TAYLOR. Will the hon. gentleman
end, or Vancouver, or what armngement the (Mr. Mulock) look into the matter?
Governuent had fQr carrying a letter, posted The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I willaccording to the rules and regulations gov- look lint» It carefully.
ernIng nalling matter, to the city of Daw-
son. I know of no arrangement of any kind, Mr. TAYLOR. The statement made to me
and certainly there Is none under the cover by my friend in Calgary Is that letters bear
of this order except this arrangement which the Ottawa post mark, showlng they come
fell through. The arrangement with tbe to Ottawa before tihey are sent to Cal-
police, of course. Is not a contract and not gary.
covered by the terms of this order, but is
simply an arrangement between the Post
Offee Department and the Mounted PoUlc4o
Department arrived at by correspondence.
It is notorious that from May down to Nov-
ember, 1898, the condition of affairs was
simply scandalous, and the reason seems to
bave been the want of proper arrangement.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. In 1897
arrangements were made for the carriage
of the mails to Dawson and return by the
Mounted Police. Originally that service was
called for as a monthly service, as the coun-
try was just being developed. That service
was subsequently made a fortnightly ser-
vice, about September or October, 1898, and
bas so contInued down to the present. The
return laid on the Table covers ail the hon.
gentleman asked for. There was no contract
made with the Mounted Police, but simply
au arrangement between the two depart-
ments, I think, lu 1897. There was first of
all a monthly service as the facilities for
travel were much less than during the past
year. In the summer of 189, the police
were able to establish huts which they could
stock with provisions and so be able to
carry the service by means of relays. Prior
to that the mails had to be carried on dog
trains, which carried the food required
along with the mail matter.

Mr. TAYLOR. I recelved a letter from a
friend of mine tu Galgary wbo states that a
letter malled at BrockvIHe takes two or three
days longer to reach Calgary than a passen-
ger does, owing to the fact t(hat the mail
comes iuto Ottawa, remaine here over a
night or two, and then starts 'ona t way

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I can-
not say as to that, but what I wIsh to have
understood Is that I believe the letteri go
by the qulckest possible route.

Mr. TAYLOR. If they come t Ottawa
there must be delay.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
look into the matter.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). May I bring to
the attention of the Postmaster GeneraA, on
this vote, as I may not have another oppor-
tunity, the fact that 'the post office accom-
modation in the city of Halifax Is very de-
fective. I think this matter has already been
brought to the hon. gentleman's (Mr. Mulock)
attention. I suppose that It Is a matter that
the deparment of Public Works would
eventually have to deal with. I brouglit It
te the attention of the M'Inister of Publie
Works (Mr. Tarte), and submited to him a
resolution passed by the Board of Trade of
Halfax with regard to It. If the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Mulock) has ever been in the
efty of Halifax, he knows that the post offce
accommodation would be a disgrace to a
country town of 5,000 people. We have
40,000 people In Halifax, besides seven or
eight thousand li Dartmouth who are large-
ly accommodated iby the post office li the
city. There is not sufficlent accommodation
for the officials, or for the public, and the
building, which is made to contain the post
office, the Customs Department, the Inland
Revenue Department, the Marine and Fish-
erles Department, and various other offces,
ls absolutely Insufficlent for the purpose.
WhRIe the Publle Works Department may be
directly concerned, stlh the hon. Po2tmaster
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General has a certain responsibility ln con-
nection with it ; and I hope and t'rust that,
if he has not Investigated the mater,, hé will
do so and wIll endeavour to get the people
of my city some accommodation in this re-
spect before long. Thds Is the growing time,
as the hon, gentleman knows, ani the Gov-
ernment accommodution, ln Halifaz thould
grow with other things. I am sure there Is
no place In Canada, as my hon. frtend the
MinIster of Finance (Mr. Fielding) wIll ad-
mit, In whIch some additional accommoda-
tion is more requIred than lui the city of
Halifax ; and I know if my hon. colleague
(Mr. Russell) happened to be lin the ouse
this evenIng he would be the first to support
me In the suggestion I am making.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I may
say that the hon. gentleman's (Mr. Borden's)
colleague (Mr. Russell) has on more than
one occasion brought the matter to my atten-
tilon. The hon. gentleman is correct in say-
ing that this is a matter belongtig to the
Minister of Publie Works ; and I can only
hope that that department will, ln good tUme,
be able to provide the accommodation re-
quired. From what I have been told of the
accommodation there, the hon. gentleman
has not overstated the condition of aff airs.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I am asking, of
course, for the hon. gentleman's (Mr. Mu-
lock's) moral support ln connection wlth my
application.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I thlnk
you will have It.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). I am aware that the Minister of Pub-
lie Works (Mr. Tarte) has given considerable
attention to the matter just brought before
the committee.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
Minister of Militia (Mr. Borden, King's) is
going off to camp, so it la suggested that we
proceed with the estimates relating to hils
department.

Mr. FOSTER. When does the hon. Min-
ister of Militia propose to go to camp ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. To-night
If he can get away.

Mr. FOSTER. And rhe .wants to get bis
estimates pagsed before he goes ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes.
Mr. FOE R. The hon. gentleman might

just as well go right now.
Militie and Defence--

Further amounts required for-.
Annual drill.........................
Salaries and wages of civil em-

ployees ...........................
Military properties .................
Stores ..............................
Clothing ............................
Transport ..........................
Miscellaneous and uriforeeen......
Mr. BORDEN (Halifa:).

$125,000

9,000
3~,000
3%7041
20,000

10,~oo

Royal Military College, including an
increase of pay to Prof. Worrell,
$200, and to Prof. Chartrand, $200.

Purchase of Hamilton rifle range...
To complete payment for London

property ..........................
For Defence Scheme Committee.....

10,400
3,000

1,090
6,100

$274,290

Mr. McDOUGALL. Last year I called the
attention of the Minister of -Militia to the
case of a young man In my constituency who
made application for admission to the Mii-
tary School at Frederleton, N.B. He receiv-
ed, as I understand, a certificate for admis-
sion, and after a few days there he was or-
dered to leave for his home without giving
him, so far as I could learn, any particulars
as to the reasons that led the officerl n charge
of the institution to refuse to give him In-
structions after that time. I have here the,
report of the discussion which took place
between the Minister of Militia and myself
last year. It is as follows :-

Mr. McDOUGALL. Will the Minister state the
rules on which young men are admitted to the
military school at Fredericton, and on what
grounds they are discharged after betng there
a short period ? I am acquainted with the case
of a young man who went to the military school
at Fredericton a great expense, and after he
had been there a few weeks or a month was
ordered home. The reason given to me for this
action was that the young man was a Conserva-
tive.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.
Nothing could be more untrue and unjust than
to make a statement of that kind. I do not
charge it against the hon. gentleman ; but it
would have been only fair if the hon. gentleman
had sent me notice that he would make a charge
of this kind. I can assure him that if he will
send me the name and the particulars, I wili
investigate the matter. But there is not the
slightest particle -of political partisanship ln con-
nection with the administration of the military
schools. We never inquire as to a man's politie
at all. I presume the hon. gentleman is referring
to the men who are sent from the diferent mll.
itia battalions throughout the country to these
schools of instruction.

Mr. McDOUGALL. This man was never under
instruction ln any way until he went to Fred-
ericton. The man's name was McKenzle. I
forget his Christian name now.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.
But he was not a member of the active militia.

Mr. McDOUGALL. No.
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.

Then he had no business to go there.
Mr. McDOUGALL. There were a number of

young men from the neighbourhood who went
there, but it happen.ed that their polities were
different, and the others got fnot only one term
but two terms.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.
I do not know that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Me.
Dougall) underatands what he i esaying, but 1
am sure I do not understand what ho means.
No man can enter these schools, unless he bas
loined one of the militia corps of the country.
We provIde schools at the different depots to
teach non-commissloned o2ers and omcers or

5055 5056



5JUNE 14, 1899]

the active militia. The colonel in command of a
battalion makes a request through the proper
channel to have some of his officers or men re-
celved at a given school, and ln the maritime
provinces that la at Fredericton. If there i
room there these men are received, and in all
cases they are received In the order ln which
the names are sent in. No question la made as
to politics. We know nothing whatever of their
politics. As a matter of fact, four-fifths of the
commanding officers of the militia are Conserva-
tives, 'but the department does not know any
difference between a Conservative and a IAberal.
We recelve in these schools every man who ls
properly recommended and ls a member of the
active militia, in the order in which application
le made, and if there ls room for them.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I know personally these
young men about whom I speak, as they are
from my neighbourhood. Two brothers, one
Archibald McDougall and the other, Daniel Mc-
Dougall, attended the military school at Fred-
ericton, and before they went there they were
never under one single hour's instruction in their
life. They were never members of any corps.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.
They could not go there without :belonging to a
corps.

Mr. McDOUGALL. They never had any con-
nection with any corps belonging to the militia,
and the other young man was3 precisely in the
same position ln that regard.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.
Would the hon. gentleman (Mr. McDougall) give
me their names ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. Daniel McDougall and
Arohibald McDougall ; they served their time one
or two terme.

Mr. WOOD -(Hamilton). Were they Conserva-
tives ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. These two were Liberals.
The man who was sent home after a short time
was John McKenzie, I think ?

Mr. MILLS. . Was he a member of any corps ?
Mr. McDOUGALL. No.
Mr. MILLS. Was he a Tory ?
Mr. McDOUGALL. Yes. The three men lived

wihin a mile of my place, and I might say my
authority la the father of this young man, Mc-
Kensis, who complained to me about how his son
was treated, and he could not understand It
except that tLm young man gave away that he
was a Conservative.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE.
Could the hon. gentleman give me about the
date McKenzie went there ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. As near as I can remember
it was September or October last.
That ended the discussion on that point last
session. On the 10th of May last, I put the
followIng question te the hon. MinIster of
Militia and Defence (Mr. Borden) :-

Why wa 'Francis McKenzie, ot. Christmas
Ieland, refused instructions ln the mUiltary
school at Fredericton, ln 1897?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE
(Mr. Borden). Want of intelligence and educa-
tional attainments, showing that he was not
likely to become eMeient.
Then, on the 29th Of May, I put the follow-
ing question :-

15i9
- - 8-

What commanding officer recommended the ad-
mission for instruction at the mlitary school at
Fredericton, N.B., of the following persons from
the county of Cape Breton :-Archibald J. Mc-
Dougall, Dan J. McDougall, Hugh P. MeKinnon
and Francis H. McKenzie ? To what volunteer
companies did they belong and how long have
they been members of such company ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DEFENCE
(Mr. Borden). 1. Commanding officer of the 94th
Battalion. 2. To No. 3 and 4 companies, 94th
Battalion (as stated at the time by the officers
comnanding those companies). 3. It is not
known how long they have belonged.

Now, In the discussion last year the Min-
ister of Militia and Defence gave me to
understand . that none of these young men
could get admission for instructions at the
military school without first belonging to
some active militia in the Dominion, and
that they should have a certificate from
some officer of that militia to entitle them
to admission to the sehool. I know these
young men, and I know they did not belong
to any active militia in the capacity of ofi-
cers, privates, or anything else, they were
simply civilians who had never spent a day
in drill.

Mr. PRIOR. Were they accepted ?
Mr. McDOUGALL. They were accepted

at the military school, with the e1ceptIon
of this McKenzie, who was only kept there
for a short time, and the Minister of Militia
and Defence informs me that it was because
he was lackin ln intelligence and educa-
tional attainments. Well, I know the young
man, and I know hlm to be intelligent, and
I know him to have the necessary education
to quality him for any ordinary position that
he applied for In any company. He com-
pares very favourably with the other young
men, and I cannot understand the Minister
giving that answer. Now, finding that the
answers made to my questions were unsatis-
factory, and that a great Injustice was done
to this young man, and that Instead of giv-
ing what to may mind was a proper expla-
nation in accordance wlth the facts, a fur-
ther wrong was doue to the young man by
insulting him on the floors of this Parlia-
ment. I addressed a letter to the Minister
of Militia and Defence the other day which
I will read. The hon. Minister has to-day
thousands in the active militia not nearly
as intelligent as the young man of whom 1
speak; he has, to my own knowledge, hun-
dreds in the active militia not as intelligent.
I addressed this letter to the Minister of
Militia and Defence to acquaint him wlth
the fact that I was about to bring this mat.
ter to the notice of the House. I am not
taking him unawares in the matter, and I
hope he wIll be prepared to give me infor.
mtion more [n accordance with the face
than he has done. My letter Is dated June
7th:
Hon. F. W. Borden,

Minister of Militia and Defence.
Sir,-The ansirwrs given to .my question in

respect to the. refusai of mlitary .instructions. to
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Mr. Francis McKenzie at the Fredericton Military
School, andnlu respect to his admission and the
admission of others, not being satisfactory, I
shall be oblIged at the earliest convenient oppor-
tunity, to bring the matter again to the notice
of the House, and now beg to advise you of the
fact, and also that I shall be obliged to challenge
the accuracy of the answers to my questions, in
which I belleve the commanding officer of the
94th Battalion, who, I understand, occupies a
seat in the House, is concerned.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Yours faithfully,

(Sgd.) H. F. McDOUGALL.
Now. I addressed a letter also to the hon.
inember for Victorlia, N.'S. (Mr. Bethune),
who I understand to be the commandlng
officer of the 94th Battalion. and who issued
certificates to these young men who were
admnitted to ithe nillitary school :

Ottawa, June 7th, 1899.
J. L. Bethune, Esq., M.P.,

House of Commons.
Sir,-The answers made to my question by the

hon. Minister of Militia in respect to the ad-
mission of young men to the military school
at Fredericton being unsatisfactory, and in whieh
I understand, as commanding officer of the t94th
Battalion, you are concerned, I beg to advise
you that I shall be obliged to bring the matter
to the notice of the House again at the earliest
convenient opportunity.

Yours faithfully,
(Sgd.) H. F. McDOUGALL.

A great injustice was done to these yoang
mren, and I cannot understand what the
motive would be upon which this yo uig
man would be discharged withoit, as far
as I can ascert-in. a single word of expla-
nation before he left that institution. If
this practice bas been going on, the people
of this country have been defrauded. If
the rules and regulations of the militia ser- 1
vice say that a young mau cannot be ad-t
mitted to the military sehools with.lit first
belonging to the active militia in the capa-,
city of private or offleer, or In any othert
capacity, I cannot see how this young man-
or any of these young men have been ad-s
mitted. The commanding officer, I am in
a position to say, knows these yoang men
also nearly as well as I do. and he knows
that they did not belong to the active mili-t
tIi.

Mr. BETrHUNE. They signed the service0
roll before they were reconmmended to go 0
to the school, and they b!elongcd to the8
corps when they were recommended. They t
have to sign the service-rolt before thev can
go to the military school.

Mr. MoDOTGALJL. An T to understand f
•that all that Is required Is to sign the ser.
viee-roh before a man can go to the mill- c
tai-y sebool ? ti

Mr. BETHUNE. Yes, I suppose so. e

Mr. McDOUGALL. Well, then, either
the hon. member "Mr. Bethune) or the Min-
ister 1s not correct, and I will leave the

Mr. McDOUGALL.

Minister and the commanding officer of the
94th Battalion to settle this matter betw'en
themselves. I understood from the state.
ment of the hon. Minister that they would
have to belong to the active militia.

Mr. BETHUNE. That is what I mean ; it
is the same thing.

Mr. McDOUGALL. What Is the ·liffer-
ence between signing the roll there and right
after going Into the institution ? I cannot
see it.

Mr. BETHUNE. r cannot reco:nmend
anybody to go to the school until .ie bas a
certificate that he belongs to the company
or to tbe corps.

Mr. McDOUGAfLL. I would lke the hon.
gentleman to explain where he can find
some of these yoang mon to-day that lie
has been recommending and giving certifi-
cates to that they belong to certain c'm-
panies. One of thesç young men. Hugh
P. Mackinnon, left my employment to go
to the military school. He never remalned
a day in any coipany. and the country
pald his expenses at Fredericton. He never
returned to our part of the country, but
he went to the United States and settled
there. There are several others besides
him who went under the saine eircumstau-
ces to the military school at Fredericton. I
cannot understand this. Public moitey Is
expended in this way, and certain yong
men are getting favours that others do ilot
get.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden, King's). Mr. Chair-
man, the hon. gentleman has read
the bulk of what took place across the
floor of the House a year ago In regard to
the subjeet which he now brings up. The
gist of it seems to be that I stated that
no man would be allowed to attend mlli-
tary schools In this country unless he
was a member of the active militia. I
stated that, and It Is a fact. If the
men to whom the hon. gentleman refers
were not members of the active militia, all
I can say is that a fraud bas been perpe-
trated on the coutry. I bave no personal
knowledge of the facts. I am told by the
officers of the department that every one
of these men came ·to the school with the
statement of the captain of the coinpany
to which they belonged to the effect that
each one of them was a duly enrolled mill-
tiaman, and the eaptain's certificate was
liled at the scbool when the mnen appfled
for admission. I have that statement here
under the hand of Mr. Hem ilng, major in
barge of military depot No. 4 at Frederie-
on. I can possibly bave no other knowl-
edge of the subject than that which I can
et frow ny oflicers. If the hon. geritle-
lan ,Mr. MeDougall) is able to show thatDfrar bas been perpetrated on the Militla
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vestigation into the matter will be made.
That is all that I can promise him. In
reference to these men, I will read to the
bon. gentleman the full report:

Fredericton, N.B., May 19, 1899.
From O. C. No. 4 R.D., R.C. Regiment, to

D.O.C. M.D. No. 9.
In reply to your letter of the 18th Instant, I

submit to you the following Information regard-
ing the non-commissioned officers referred to
therein :-

Corporal P. Mackinnon, 94th Battalion, joined
No. 4 Regimental Depot, R. C. Regt., on the 1st
of October, 1895,-
A year before the present Government came
in.
-- ,and he was struck off on the 31st of Decem-
ber, 1895.
Six months before we assumed office.

Obtained a first-class certificate.
Corporal A. B. McDougall, 94th Battalion,

Joined No. 4 Regimental Depot on the lst of
October, 1895, and was struck off 31st December,
1895.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. McDougall) ought
to have begun bis investigation a little
earlier.

Obtained a second-class certificate.
Private D. McDougall, 94th Batallion, joined No.

4 Regimental Depot on the 7th January, 1896,
and was struck off on the 21st March, 1896.
Some months before the present Govern-
ment came in.

He obtained a first-class certificate.
Private F. H. McKenzie, 94th Battalion, joined

No. 4 Regimental Depot on the 6th October, 1897,
and was struck off on the 30th October, 1897, in
accordance with General Order 94, paragraph 4,
1897.

(Sgd.) T. D. R. HEMMING,
Major,

Commanding No. 4 Reg. Depot, R.R.C.I.
In regard to the case of Private McKeuzie,
my hon. frIend claimed that the answer I
gave was one calculated to do an injury
to this man. 1 would regret exceedingly
if such should happen to be the case ; noth-
Ing was f urther fron my Intention than to
do this man, or any one else, an inj ary or
an injustice. The hon. gentleman has ask-
ed why this man was fnot allowed to atte-id
the school. Let me point out to hlm that
the answer which I gave hlm was In the
exact wording of General Order 94, iefer-
red to by Major Hemming, under which
supervision and control Is exercised over
the men who are sent to the schools of tiis
eountry. I will read to the lion. gentleman
the provision :

General Order 94.-Commandants of schoole
will not only see that these Instructions are com.
plied with, but they will so arrange that by the
constant supervision of an ofEcer detalled for that
purpose, attached non-commissioned ofcers and
men who give evidence by want of intelligence
or educational attainments. that they are. not
likely to become effieient non-commissioned of-
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cers, are to be lmmediately returned to their
corps and the cases promptly reported to head-
quarters.
These are the exact words of my answer to
the hou. gentleman (Mr. MeDougall). The
answer was given to me by the General
Officer Commandlng, and was taken from
that provision of the General Order, and the
report on this was :

Peter McKenzie, 94th Battalion, was struck
off on the 30th October, 1897, in accordance with
General Order 94, paragraph 4. 1897.

I have given to my hon. friend (Mr. Me-
Dougall) all the Information I had. I have
no personal knowledge of the case, and no-
thing would be further from my wish or de-
sire than to inflict an Injury upon any man,
and if the young inan bas received any in-
jury from what bas taken place, he must
thank my hon. friend (Mr. MeDougall), and
not me.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I beg to differ from
the bon. Minister, and I tell him that I stili
bold to my ground.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
F)NCE. Of course you do.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Yes, and that is, that
the young man is perfectly intelligent and
perfectly fit to acquire the knowledge he
went to that school for. Notwithstanding
what the officers say, there must be some-
thing besides that reason which led to the
dismissal of that young man from the
school. With regard to W. B. McDougall-to
whom the Minister referred; he went to
that school under the same circumstances
as MeKinnon. He was on his way to Bos-
ton, took ln the school at Fredericton on the
way, and never returned to the country
until he came home to see his people last
summer. He Is a citizen of the United
States. He went there not wlth the inten-
tion to belong to the active militia, but for
the purpose of passing a few months on his
way to Boston when the times were duRl
That Is practised with the knowledge of the
officer of the militia who ,is giving these peo-
ple certificates. Several of the young men
besides these named have gone to the Uni-
ted States and are there now, and they
never stood a day ln any company. They
may have put their names down on the roil
just as they were getting their certificates
from the officer, but nothing more. If only
that is required I have nothing to complain
of, but I understood from the Minister (Mr.
Borden) last year that they should belong
to an active militia corps, and have served
ln It. I did not understand that all that was
necessary for them was to simply sigu the
roll.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-FENCE. Let me tell the bon. gentleman
(Mr. McDougall) that signIng the roll Is of
the essence of the whole matter. That
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means taking the oath and beeoming en- Mr. BETHUNE. The first thing to bé
rolled in the active militia of the country. done is that the man must sign the service
On being enrolled the man binds himself te roll, one of which Is kept by the captain
serve three years. It often happens that of each company, and a copy is forwarded
the captain of a company gets hold of a to the D.O.C. of the district. I received the
good man, between camps, and enrolls him captain's certificate, which reads :
and lie is sent to the school ln order to be I, the undersigned, hereby -certify that the
more efficient when the camp comes around aforesaid.............has taken the oath of alle-
another year. By the act of enrolment giance to his Sovereign on......date ; also, that
these men become members of the active he has a permanent residence in the military
inilitia, and when their captains send a cer- district within the prescribed limits, bears a
tificate that they were enrolled ln their good character, and Is able to read and wr'l:ze
corûpanies, the commandant of the school fairly.
has no alternative but to receive them if he Then the medical certificate follows that the
has room, provided, of course, that thev man is physically fit, and so on. I apply
were recommended by the commanding ofË then for permission to admit the candidate to
cer of the battalion and the D. o. C. the school, and I address that to the D. 0. C.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Wlhat has the Minis- 1 f the D.O.C. wishes he approves and for-
ter to say with regard to the abuse of this wards application tó the commandant of the
systemi school, and If there is room the candidate

is admitted. There are about ten officers
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE. and twenty non-commissioned officers ad-

FENCE. If the hon. gentleman establishes mitted from the district annually, and
a case of abuse I will see that it is investi. 1 we take our proportion of that number,
gated ln full. If the department is being which would be an average of four
imposed upon, we want to know it, and we each quarter. - I . advise our captains
will take every precaution in our power. to send as many as possible to the
but I eau searcely see how we eau take school with a view of promoting the effi-
more precautions than we do now. In the ciency of the corps, and I have perhaps a
first place, the captain of the companY dozen applications for each quarter. The
must certify ; lu the second place the com- hon. gentleman (Mr. MeDougall) must re-
manding offieer must approve, and in the Imember that MeKinnon and MeDougall at-third place the D. 0. C. must recommend tended the school ln 1895, long before thisbefore the man can get a place in the school order was Issued which caused the sending

Mr. McDOUGALL. The abuse Is in per- back of McRenzie. It was under a different
mitting these young men to go to the school order altogether that MeKeuzie was sent
wilthout serving a- singyle dnvaof trainino ij be

yUg <A&ALaAL

the active militia, and never returning or
renaining In any part of Canada when they
got their training at the school. I am es-
tablishing a case now,, and the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria, N.S. (Mr. Bethune), who
knows these people and who Is command-
ing ofileer, knows these men did not remain
ln Canada after getting instructions. I ask
hlm to say whether or not Hugh McKinnon,
W. B. MeDougall and MeNeill (I forget his
tirst name), ever stood one single day ln
the active militia since they r'eceived their
instruction at Fredericton. I am quite sure
they did not, because they were not ln the
country.

Mr. BETHUNE. That Ls no fault of mine.
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENICE. 1 understood the hon. member (Mr.
MeDougall) to say that these were all Con-
servatives and constituents of is.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I did not say that. If
the hon. gentleman referred to the diseus-
son whieh took place last year, he will see
that of the four young men I named, I
stated ouly one of them le a Conservative.
The other three received their instruction.
one of them went to the States, and the
other two returned home. The only Con-
servatlve out of the four dld not recelve In-
struction. He was refusea and insulted.

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

Mr. MeDOUGALL. Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say that McKinnon at-
tended the school at Fredericton?

Mr. BETHUNE. Yes..
Mr. MCDOUGALL. But he never attend-

ed drill before or since ?
Mr. BETHUNE. I have nothIng to do

with that. I examine the roll at various'
times, particularly at the annuai trainIng. 1
know MeKinnon belonged to the militia at
the time he applied for his admission, and
that Is all.~ I have the captain's certificate
to that effect. That was li 1895, when any-
body could be admitted, non-commissioned
officer or private, who was able to read and
write, and whether he passed ghis examina-
tion or not at the end of the course, was not«
material. But this order to. which the Min-
ister referred changed the whole of fbat.
MeKinnon applied at the term beginning the
1st of October, 1897, and ln the meantlme,
on the 9th of that month, thfs order was
Issued which the Minister read:

Not only must offeera commanding corps ex-
ercise =great care inl selecting or recommendlng
men for -course of instructibn, but they must
also ascertain that bësides physical fitnes these
men possess more thani an average degree of in-
telligence.
They have to, see that he ls fnot only able to
read and write, but possesses more than; an
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average degree of intelligence. That was
not inquired Into, when McKinnon went to
school. I did net know anything about this
order; It was not issued then, and McKen-
zie was accepted in the meantime. I want
to read this further order:

Commandants of schools will not only see that
these instructions are complied with, but they
will so arrange that by the constant supervision
of an officer detailed for the purpose, attached
ncn-commissioned. offlcers and men who give evi-
dence, by want of intelligence or educational
attainment, that they are not likely to become
efficient non-commissioned officers, are to be im-
inediately returned to their corps and the cases
promply reporfed to headquarters.
It was the act of the commandant of the
school ; nobody else knew anytbing about
it. It was ColoDel Maunsell or Major Hem-
ming, I think, who was commandant at that
time. These orders appeared in the mean-
time, after the man's application had been
accepted. He went there on the 1st of Octo-
ber. and in the meantime these orders ap-
peared. The commandant of the school
thought MeKenzie was not making suffi-
cient progress, and ordered him home. No
one other than he knew anything about the
matter.

Mr. McDOUGALL. It seems to me the
hon. Minister might have given that explan-
ation, instead of the answer he gave, that
in the meantime, while this young man was
undergoing instruction, the changes in the
regulations took place which made it neces-
sary for the commandant to discharge him.
That would have been a fairer and much
more appropriate answer for the Minister to
make than the answer he did make.

Mr. BETHUNE. No one is to blame, if
blame there be, but the commandant of the
school. So far as I was concerned, I acted
ln accordance with Instructions as they ex-
Isted at the trne.

Mr. E. G. PRIOR (Victoria, B.C.) I am not
surprised that the hon. member for Cape
Breton (Mr. McDougall) brought this matter
before the House, because to a gentleman
wbo is not au fait with military matters, it
certainly looks suspicious. With regard to
the intelligence of the -man, my hon. friend
says hIe Is above the average of Intelligence,
and I, for one, cannot understand how a
man who is known by the hon. member as a
man of intelligence, could not pass thei ex-
amination required in that case. If a man
can read and write, and shows himself at all
amenable to discipline and teaehing, he can
pass. I would like. to know how long he
was tried. Was it .the first day he was there
that lie was sent away ? Because I will de-
fy any man to prove a man's want of intelll-
gence in an hour or two of drilling.

Mr. BETHUNE. He went there on thé
lst of October, and his name waar struck off
on the 30th of October.

Mr. PRIOIR. That being the case, I have
nothing more to say -as te the evidence of

his wami of intelligence. You have to leave
it to the commanding officer of the school
to say, whether a man Is getting on with
his drill. If a mgn Is there for a number of
days, you can find out whether he is likely
to. make a good soldier or not. But there
is another thing on which I would like
to say a few words ; that is, in regard to
men signing the roll for the purpose of

1 getting into the school. There Is no doubt
there is a tremendous lot of fraud per-

1 petrated by officers in the militia ln this
matter. A man who, perhaps, has some
" pull," goes to the captain of a company
and says : "I am net doing anything now,
and I would like to get into that scliool."
The captain would like to give him a help-
ing hand, and he says: "Go and sign the
roll." The captain, who is responsible, sends
his certifieate to the commanding officer,
who must accept it ; it is forwarded te
the doctor, who certifies that the man is
physically capable. and then the certificate
is sent on to the commanding officer of tbe
school. And the man goes and puts in bis
time at the school at the expense of the tax-
payers of this country. He las no idea of
joining a reginent or fighting for his coun.
try. He is simply putting in what he calls
a good time there, and, when he comes out
that Is the last the commanding officer, or
any one else connected with the school, sees
of him. I bave seen this ln my own regi.
ment. Men have gone into the schools, and,
as soon as they get a fair smattering of
military matters-which, I am glad to say,
they do-they go across the line, and are
only too gladly taken by regiments in the
United States. That is not what we want,
and I would like to call the attention of the
Minister to this, so that, If possible, some
means may be adopted for making offleers
more caref ul of the men they take into these
schools. I think It would be a good deal
better, if It were made imperative that men,
before being taken into a school, bad to
serve a certain time ln a regiment, instead
of being allowed to join one day and sign the
next. It Is not fair te those who have serv.
ed months, or perhaps years, in tue regiment
without being able to get into the school, to
see these men getting ahead of them. I am
not astonished at the lion. member for. Cape
Breton bringing this matter up. He simply
did so because lie thought this man had not
been fairly treated. Af ter the explanation
he has heard,. I think he wlIl see that the
state of things Is different from what he
thought existed.

Mr. B?THUNE. The state of things that
existed then does not exist to-day. Order
94 covers the whole of the hon. gentleman's
objection :

As a generail rule non-commissioned officers
only wlll be recommended. Only where these
qualifications are possessed in a marked degree
wil a private soldier be recommended.
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With regard to the other point raised by my
hon. friend, the regulations say :

Non-commissioned ofilcers or men recommended
must have completed at least twelve monthe'
service in the corps to which they belong, and
must have attended the last annual training*of
their corps.
These are the regulations now.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I may say, that this
young man is possessed of more than the
average Intelligence and learnig possessed
by the men in the several companies of the
94th Battalion, and the hon. member for Vic-
toria knows that very well. He knows that
the majority of the men in those companies
to-day are men who are not educated-that
many of them cannot write their names. I
am quite sure of that, as they are people
with whom I have been doing business for
the last twenty or thirty years.

Mr. BETHIIU-NE. They belong to your
county.

Mr. McDOUGALL. No, the hon. gentle-
man's county ; but they happen to have been
customers of mine for twenty or thirty years
and I know their education and character
possibly better than the hon. gentleman does.
I know that the young man In question Is
possessed of a great deal more than the
average intelligence of the whole of these
companies.

Mr. FOSTER. It is dry work eritielsing
$295,O0 of public expenditure in the absence
of the Tesponsible Minister. Of course, it is
very imperaitive that the hon. Minister should
go to-nig.ht, but he ought to have had hie
estimates down before, and It would be
better to take up some other Item and wait
untIl the MInister le back, as no doubt he
will be In a few days.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. My hon.
colleague had so much falth in the accuracy
of his estimates as to leave them in my
bands, confident that with the assistance of
his officials, I could give the hon. gentleman
all the information they desire.

Mr. EDARLE. There are some items tu
these estlmates which it would be Impossible
to discuss satisfactorily in the absence of the
Minister responsible.

The MINISTER OF FINANOE. Under
those ciroumstances, I will withdraw the
item.

M.r. CLARKE. Can the hon. gentleman
give any informatlon respecting the arrival
of any consIgnment of these medals.?

The POSTMASTEDR GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). I recelved a letter from the Minister
of Militia yesterday, 'in which he sadId iat
none bad yet ,been received from- the mint
in England, and he was not sure when they
would come. Tbey have been ordered, and
his department bad been pressng for them,

Mr. BETHUNE.

but it might be a couple of months before
they would arrive.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The de-
puty informs me that the irst consignment
was to have left England -the first of the
month, and the expectation Is tbat it might
be on Its way out, and from now on small
consignments wlll arrive from time to time.

Mr. PRIOR. That is another reason why
we should have -a mint in Canada.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Could we
not pass the Item of annual drili with the
understanding that the whole thing may be
revlewed on the main Estimates ?

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman will
see that this is onily part of tbe item and
cannot be reported.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Why not let the whole item
go through, and let the whole dlseussion take
place on the other Items ?

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friends have been
here three months and have not seen fit to
bring down the supplementaries until a day
or two ago, and the Minister of Militia did
not see fit to bring down bis items untll an
hour or two before he went away. It Is all
a little bit of pressure that wlll not work.

Item withdrawn.
Contingencies-To pay Mr. S. .J. Carter,

temporary clerk in the dead letter office
at Winnipeg, as a provisional allowance te
meet the exceptional cost of living in
Manitoba from 1st July, 1898, to 30th June,
1899, notwithstanding anything to the
contrary in the Civil Service Aet........ $43
Mr. FOSTER. How flong Is it going to

cost so much more to live in Wlnnipeg than
at Ottawa ? I notice that the hon. Post-
master General is extendlng his allowance.
Ileretofore, in the estimates, at least, for the
last few years, It was confiued to railway
mail clerks and officers ln the inspectors'
divisions, particularly the travelling officers,
but he Is now extendIng It to xthe dead letter
department, that now being a. distributing
department under his legislation. I would
ask him .to look dnto this matter thoroughly
so as to see whether or not there is really a
difference which would make it necessary
longer to keep up that distinction as between
the eost of living ln Winnipeg and other
cities.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The in-
formation we have la that there is consider-
able difference. The other day in the Public
Aceounts Committee, there was evidence of
persons of standing from Wlnnipeg that the
cost of living there was greater.

Mr. F'OSTR. I do not think that subject
was gone into, but only incidentally men-
tioned.
1e POSTMASTER .ENERAL. This

young Man a one of thè temporary writers,
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with a salary of only $430, and I thlnk the in-
erease allowed in Winnkpeg is only 10 per
cent. I -will have inquirdes made in time to
give the 'Information on another year's
Items.

Mr. FOSTER. For the essentials of Ilfe.
the prlees should be cheaper in Winnipeg
than here. Beef and grain products come
from that country.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
freights on imports are pretty high.

The

Mr. FOSTER. When you come to put the
Increase on bulk freights Into the cost of
living and consider the very small amount
of that which a man uses, I do not think
that can affect the question. The sentimen-
tal part will, no doubt, be kept up as long
as possible, even though there be not good
ground for the increase.

T'lhe POSTMASTER GENERAL.
about house rents?

What

Mr. FOSTER. If the rents and taxes are
any higher in Winnipeg than in Ottawa, and
you get any less there for your money, I
give up the Item.

Mr. CLARKE. What is the percentage of
the inerease ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
practice has been to allow ten per cent.

The

Mr. MeDOUGALL. Does that apply to the
Yukon ?

The POSTMASTER GNEBRAL. I wlsh
it did.

Mr. FOSTER. To what department now,
outside or inside, do these dead letter clerks
belong?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The In-
side.

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that there Is
just as strong and well-deffned a dIfference
between a vote for your inside department
of the post office and your outside depart-
ment, as between your post office and your
militia vote. I do not suppose that my hon.
friend (Mr. Muloek) would borrow from the
Militia Department to make up a shortage ini
bis own department and thIink he was right
In doing se?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Certain-
iy not.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, on what principle
can he take a vote which is canvassed here
and passed ln this House f2or the speial
work of the outside division, and apply it
to the inside work?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. What
Item does the hon. gentlieman Mr. Foster)
refer to ?

Mr. FOSTER. To the aset: to re-
coup the amount paid out of the miscellane.
ous appropriation o! the outeide service ofl

the Post Office Department for removal ex-
penses ofe the officers of the Inside service
who were transferred from Ottawa to eities
where dead-letter branches bad been estab-
l1shd. When I was la the Finance Depart-
ment, we attempted te draw the Une very
closely with reference to the demarcation of
appropriations; because, if you allow the
clerks in a department to violate that rule
In small matters, they are taught to violate
the rule and te regard the rule, therefore, as
not being one that ought te be thoroughly
kept. The Auditor General, with whom I
had numerous conversations, drew the line,
and we passed In the Treasury Board resolu-
tions holding the accountant of each depart-
ment strictly for account for misappropriat-
ing from the credits they got, or over-ex-
pending, or diverting to different votes the
credtit cheques which the Audltor General
gives them from time to time, and out of
which they pay. Now, my hon. friend will
see that this is a principle wbich Is vital In
parliamentary appropriations and expendi-
tures ; and It ls only because I see that It is
persistently violated, and, in some cases
which will come before our Judgment very
soon, most grossly violated, it seems to me,
that I refer te the matter. This violation of
rule actually takes away from the signifi-
cance of a vote of Parl.iament. For instance,
we are coming to a vote by and by which
involves this case : The House canvassed a
certain proposed expenditure for the luterlor
Department, and, without the least author-
ity of Parliament, so far as I eau see, a very
large amount of that vote is taken and dis-
tributed In a department of work which was
never contemplated by Parliament, the
money never having been voted for that
purpose. Then the Ministers come and ask
Parliament to recoup them. Now, there Is
one mode by which the Government eau get
money which Parliament has not voted, If
Its case is strong enough and if urgency ex-
ist through a new demand having suddenly
sprung up. The Governor General's war-
rant is there for that purpose, and the Gov-
ernor General's warrant will bring money
for the purpose of such an expenditure. But
where would be the sanctity of approprIa-
tions by Parliament, if, for instance, the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries is going, te
give half his vote to his needy neighbour,
if the Minister of Customs is going to give
half h!s revenue for expenditure, not a cent
of which should be given te expenditure ?
The principle Is, that a parliamentary vote
should cover the purpose for which it is in-
tended, and, if urgency exists, the Governor
General'swarrant, lu large iatters, is a
means by which expenses east be met. la
smal matters, the Government can draw
from the vote for unforeseen expenses. Of
course, If you have an era of general extra-
vagance, such as there are many signs of at
the present time, the mlscellaneous vote will
be spent In the firet few montbs of the Min.
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Jsters' mad career, and so they estop them.
selves from getting anything from that
source. I wlsh to call attention to this, as
a matter of principle.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
take exception to what my hon. friend (Mr.
Foster) -has stated-

Mr. FOSTER. Of course, this case, In it-
self, is a small matter.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes, but
still, the principle is sound, and I quite ap-
prove of what the hon. gentleman has said.
The only thing I can say, ln justification of
this case, is this. The Bill for decentraliza-
tion of the dead-letter branch passed Parlia-
ment at a very late date ln the session, and
the cost of movIng expenses of the staff did
not occur to those who prepared the esti-
mates, and so there was no item ln the esti-
mates, as there ought to have been, for that
.service. The Act was put ln force, and the
members of the staff went on their way,
paying their own expenses, as, I believe, is
the custom, and rendering an account.
When the accounts came In, it was found
that there was no appropriation for this ser-
vice. Unfortunately, the occurrence had
taken place ; there was nothing in the un-
foreseen item for It, and I had to assume
the responsibility. I felt that the Act of
Parliament having been passed directing
that decentralization should take place, was
to some extent, if not a complete vindication,
at least an authorization from. Parlaiment
to. decentralize that might, at all events, be
cited, ad misericordiam, ln mitigation of the
offence.

Mr. FOSTER. I am not taking exception
to the expenditure.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I quite
understand that, Mr. Chairman; ,but I de-
sire to explain how the case occurred. I can
offer no defence for it, except that it grew
out of the circumstances ln developlng a
new system.

Mr. PRIOR. I see there is an amount here
of $416.33 for the removal of G. A. D. Mail-
leue to Victoria, B.C., 4n connection with this
decentralization of the dead-letter branch.
There is no' doubt that Mr. Mailleue is a
very good pubie servant, and a very good
man for the posgtion ;he oecupies, but 1" do
not see how It ean have eost $416.33 for bis
removal expenses to Victorla, when t see
that Mr T. .I. D>. Moffat is allowed for ex-
penses to Haliflax $12.15.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not,
know to what extent the practice has been
followed, but I suppose that, if Mr. Mailleue
l8 a married man, we should have to pay to
move him, and bis famlly, and furniture.f
These accounts have all been properly au-
dited.

M~fr. FOSTER.A

Mr. PRIOR. What we want lu British
Columbia is population; so I suppose this
is all right.

Department of Public Works-
Further amount required for printing,

stationery, sundries, &c.............. $3,000
Mr. FOSTER. I notice the Minister of

Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) bas departed from
the general rule. The general rule to which
we bave carefully stood, and for very good
reasons, was to divide these amounts so
that what was needed for statlonery should
go to stationery, what was needed for print-
ing should go to printing, and the same for
sundries. That division was made ln my
own department for the good reason that
swhere you have a lump sum you can run
ton muchi of it into suindries, and find out
afterwarids, when the bills come. in for

1 printing and stationery that you moald not
h:ave enough to pay then.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Printing and stationery c;ene-
rally together.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. This Is
realy only a question as to the form of au
acco0unt. According to the explanation furn-
ished me by the officers of the departmeut.
it appears there was a praetice In the de-
patrtient to charge telegrams against each
distinct work to which they related. That
was carried on untill recently, when the
Auditor General eaHled atteution to it, and
ithought thait the whole telegraphie account
should be put together. The consequence
is that -this Item Is necessary in order to pro-
vide for the telegraphie bills whIch remain
unpaid, the Auditor General not tbeing wll-
ing fto have the item charged 'to the varlous
works as lu the past. It does not increase
the appropriation, but merely enables the
Minister of PubiLe Works to comply with
the requirements of the Auditor General.

Mr. FOSTER. 'Has the Auditor General
made the same stipulation with reference to
the travelling expenses, or Is it the practice
now to charge the travelling expenses
agairst each one of the works, and to take
the general travelling expenses of officers
who are here at Ottawa and distribute them,
all round anongst the different works?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I have
sent for the Information, .ind will reserve
that item for a little while.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It has been the pr.a-
tice In the past, when a public work was
being conastructed in any part of the Do-
minion, to charge to that public work the
travelling expenses, and a.epertain amount
of the telegraphie expense, the engineering
expense, draughtsmen's work and all that
sort of thing, to t.he speçial account. When
thëse accounts are not given lu detal, 1t
is im posible for the House to know just
how muchi money is laeIng spent 4n each
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one of these services. I think the Auditor
General did well to call attention to that
method and suggest the other one.'
Penitentiaries-

Kingston Penitentiary-To pay. the
expenses of the Devlin investiga-
tion ................................. $2,632 73

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
think this item ought to stand. It is ar-
ranged -with #the Soliitor General (Mr. Fitz-
patrick) ithat there shall be a discussion, but
If it is the understanding that this question
eau be itaken up on the main Estimattee we
can go on with the penitentiarles, with the
exception of the Devlin investigation.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. In the
absence of the Solicitor General, any of
these items relating to the Justice Depart-
ment may be held for consideration or the
subjects may be discussed on the main Esf-
mates, if any hon. gentleman desires 1t.
Experimental Farms-

Balance of $300 due on purchase for
Experimental Farm, of portion of
Lot 1, Con. B, Rideau Front, Ne-
pean Township, and Interest thereon
at Government Savings Bank rates,
from 15th March, 1887, to lst July,
1899 (amount $159.22)............$459 22

Mr. MONTAGUE. What is the history of
this case ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. It
was In consequence of the fact that the
owner of the farm had a minor child who
had a claim In consequence of his mnother's
right 1to the property which could not lie
paId until he came of age. He came of age
this last year, and the amount has been
paild out. This is on the orlgnal purchase
money of the Experimental Farm.

Mr. FOSTER. Was the original amount
$159.22 ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. A
claim- was made for interest on the money.

Mr. MONTAGUE. $300 Is the* original
amount.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. $159 is
the interest.

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. Was the ground taken and

entered upon and occupied from that time ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

Certainly. This was not the price for this,
plece of property, but only the portion re-
tained because of a minor child's Interest
in It.
North-west Territorial Exhibition-

Revote of amount lapsed out oft$4,000
voted lo 1897-98....................... $ 8 0

Mr. MONTAGUE. Why was this not put
In ?

The MMNISTEOR OF AGRICULTURÉ.
The accounts did not come In.

Mr. FOSTER. Does this settle everythipg,
probably ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE.
for claims ?

Are you advertlsing

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
No.
Omaha Exhibition-

Re-vote of amount lapsed out of $5,000
voted in 1897-98...................... $727 20

Mr. FOSTER. What was the whole cost
of the Omaha Exhibition ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
$8.000 was the amount voted. I cannot re-
iiember the exact -cost, but it was $100 or
$150 less than that amount.

Printing, bindlng, &c., Canadian and other
Patent Records, further amount required. $2,000
Mr. POSTER. Where is that work done ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I

do not know exactly. But it is done
partly lu Montreal and partly in Toronto, but
it is under the management of the Printing
Bureau entirely. This Is really the lapse
of votes for several years which have been
paid out of succeeding years. I wish to close
up the matter so that we can start fair.
This is really in consequence of the fact that
bills were not rendered In time for several
years, and they were paid out of the suc-
ceeding votes. This Is an accumulation of
lapsed votes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. [s the branch still self-
sustaIning ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
No, it costs $9,000 a year.

Mr. MONTAGUE. But outslde of that ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

Yes, outside of that.
Mr. FOSTER. The whole patent depart-

ment is a source of income ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE4.

Yes, a large source of income.

Purchase of books and publications for Pat-
ent Office library.................. $2,000-
Mr. MONTAGUE. What are these books ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

There have been no works upon patent law,
patente and inventions in the department,
and I think I explained already to the com-
mittee that I have been obllged to secure
the services of some younger men. The
older patent examiners had books of their
own, especlally Mr. MeCabe, whominthe hon.
'member for Haldimand (Mr. Montague)
kno1vs very well. Mr. McCabe had a il-
brary whieh has been used by the. other
exaniners. Ite isnow In the Patent Depart-
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ment and I propose to take It over for the
use of the other examiners.

Mr. MONTAGUE. You are taking over
the old books.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How are they paid ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

They are pald fees, and they receive their
expenses.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. 1 Mr. MONTAGUE. What is the mileage
Yes. We propose to take over Mr. Me-
Cabe's library and purchase some new
books.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to know whe-
ther these books are Mr. McCabe's private
property, or whether they were originally
purchased by the Government ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes, he had paid for then and the other
patent examiners have been using them,
and he thought that it was only right that
he should be reimbursed.

Mr. FOSTER. They were not paid for
originally by the Government ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
No. Mr. Decelles valued these books at
$1,700, and I am asking $250 more with
which to buy such new books as are neces-
sary.
Quarantine--

Amount transferred to Department of
Publie Works ......................... $2,000

Mr. FOSTER. What l that for?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

Last winter there was necessitated a very
large quarantine In Halifax in consequence
of the arrival of the Doukhobors there in
themiddle of winter and of their detention.
There was no money available in the Pub-
lie Works Department for this purpose, and
I made an arrangement with the Auditor
General to allow us to take a portion of tie
quarantine vote on the understanding that
It should be returned. He afterwards ad-
vised that I should ask for a supplementary
vote. The money has been expended on the
arrangements at Halifax for the accommo- i
dation of the Doukhobors when they were
detained there in consequence of small-pox.
Cattle Quarantine-

fee ?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

They are paid at the rate of $5 a day for
their work. They are paid no mileage ex-
penses, but they are pald the actual dis-
bursements In going to and from their work,
whatever accounts they certify.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How do you make up
the time ? A man goes out two or thre
miles, say three miles, makes a test and
comes back. What do you allow hlm ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
It takes him two days to make a test. A.
a matter of fact it takes two days from
early In the morning until late at night.
Some of them have asked to bave an extra
day, countIng two days as three, but we
refused.

Mr. MONTAGUE. You do not allow mile-
age, but only actual expenses ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Actual didbursements.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What do the dIsburse-
ments come to ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
I have & statement of the actual didburse-
ments, but there are only the lump sums
pald to eaeh officer. I cannot say how much
it cost per mile. I have- a list of the pay-
ments made to the different officers.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What are the names
of those who have been paid ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
There are 30 names here altogether of per-
sons to whom payment -has been made.

Mr. MONTAGUE. These are, I understand,
your veterinarles employed all over the coun-
try ?

Tuberculoss-Further amount required The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURLA.
for salaries and expenses..............$5,000 There are veterinaries erployed ail over the

Mr. MONTAGUE. Where is that money country, and In addition we have two or
being spent ? three officers who are under salary and

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. whor we send out where necessary, where
AU over the country. I announced to the tbere la no veterinary competent to do the
country at large I would test eattle for the work. The others are paid Bo mucb a day,
people wherever it was asked for, and the whenever tbey are called upon to work
increase in that work shas been very great. and tey are paid theïr actual dlsburse-
Consequently there is an increased expen- Ments. If my hon. frlend wlll mention any
diture. The number of cattle subjected to place ln which he le lnterested, I will give
the test was a great deal larger than the the names.
year before.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Who are the parties
who make the test?

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE.
Various veterinarles all over the country
who are qualifled to do It.

Mr. FISHER.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Perhaps the hon. gen-
tleman will read the list, as it wIll be useful
to have it on "Hansard."

The MINIST0R OF AGRICULTURE.
I may say ln connection with Mr. A. H.
Hall, whose name appears on the let for
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$1,175 services and $960 expenses, that Mr.
Hall bas been working ln the eastern part
of Quebec where there have been a very
large number of demanda upon his time,
where there are no rallways and where he
bas been driving about with teams. Fol-
lowing Is the Ilst :-

mauently In Montreal 4and has a salary.
Professor Adami, of McGIU, also gets $1,000
a year salary. I thought It was necessary
to bave a man of standing to do the bacteri-
ological work ln connection wlth the milk
test, and 1 employed Prof. Adami.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That ls all right.

Name.

A. H. Hall.... ..... ... ....
W. W. Hall...........
A. E. Moore. . .. .
J. G. Adani........................
H. S. Hurlburt................
A. David....... .......... .. .
V. Daubigny..
C. F. Martin.................
G. W. Higginson..............
W. H. Pethick.. . .. .............
D. McCuaig..................
J. C. McMurtry ... .... ........
A. C. W annan .. ........ .... ....
J. A. Mowbray...............
Wm. Jakenian........... .....
F. Fisher. .......... ...

0. H. Duncombe........ ...........
Thos. Chalniers. .. ........

F. W . Bryant ............ ... ....
J. A. Bean..............
A. E. James . .... ......

W. A. Shoults......... .....
A. A. Leckie...............
J. H. Frink .... ............
F. G. Hall..............
C. L. Smith.................
H. S. Manhard................
Chas. Little .......................
T. R. Duchesne..............
A. B. Campbell. . ... ....

J. G. Stewart.....................
J. D. Whyte..................
Thomas Thacker.. ............
D. McCrae............
H. S. Perley ..... .................
W. A. MeNeely..............
Sundry veterinary surgeons under $30.

Place.

Q uebec ....... . .... ............
Campbellton, N.B.. ...............
Montreal...................

o .... ... . ........ .... ...
S ...... ................. ..
S.... .... ...... ... ....

Rockland...... .... ...........
Prince Edward Island...... .........
M oncton ... .............. . ......

A rnprior............ ........... ...
Oshawa............... ......

n ......... ...................
Halifaxc....................
Carleton Place ..................
W aterford......... ....... ........
Truro.......................
Sunderland, Ont............
Gananoque........... ..............
Ottawa..................
Gladstone, Man......................
Prince Edward Island................
New Brunswick ....... .............
Amherst, N.S............
Brantford................ .. .. .....
Smith's Falls............
lWinnipeg..................
;Chicoutimi..........................
!Berlin..................... . ,... ...

iBrantford....... .......

Leeds, P.Q...................
ïRenfrew................
(Guelph......................... .
Ottawa........ ............
Brooklyn, Ont...................

Services.

$ ets.
1,175 00
1,090 00

833 30
833 30
25000
125 00
416 60
416 60
416 64
270 79
6000

645 00
340 00
335 00
2000

22500
87 50
88 75
73 75

112 540
73 75
55 001
56 00

102 .50
3500
60 00

14000
259 00
135 00
80 00

175 00
72 50

23000
65 00
38 50

105 00
280 75

Expenses.

$ ets.
960 95
353 75
499 70
24 30
34 75

....... ....
4910
25 90

9014
392

148 50
6 50

8000
24 87
22 50
21 50
il 38
51 05

16 75
18 50
75 16
3000
500

52 Où
202 50
200 95

14 50

...........

.52 40
12 00
63 00

240 20

Mr. MONTAGUE. There seems to be
some Items there outside of the salaried
men whieh would Indicate that some of
these veterInary surgeons are ilmost con-
stantly employed.

The MINISTER OF
There are one or two.

AGRICULTURE.

Mr. MONTAGUE. One man seemed to
have been employed for 200 days.

The MIN[RTER OF
couple of months ago

AGRICULTURE. A
I stopped that man.

Mr. MONTAGUE. i was %bout to say
that he had better be employed permanent-
ly by the department. There Is another
man getting $800.

The MINESTER OF AGRIOULTURE.
That le Mr. Moore, who la employed per-

Mr. PRIOR. What becomes of the cattle
sufferIng from tuberculosis ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
They are quarantined and isolated, but we
have not ordered their slaughter. We quar-
antine them strictly and as a general rule
they are slaughtered by the owners. There
has been a good deal of difficulty lu con-
sequence of demands for compensation,
which I have not felt justifed in accedlng
to.

Mr. MONTAGUI
tion of compensat

The MINISTER
have not had It
cause when I got
matter I pledged

®. Have you the ques-
Ion under consideration ?

OFAGRICULTURE. I
under consideration, be-
a vote to deal wlth this
the House I would not
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pay compensation, and I have not felt free
to do so.

Mr. FOSTER. Nole has been pald?
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

None.
Mr. PRIOR. When in quarantine are

they under the control of a veterinary sur-
geon until they are discharged or slaugh-
tered ?

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE.
Not directly under the control, but the
owner would be liable to a sepvere penalty
if he broke the quarantine.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. What are the regu-
lations under which the service of these
veterinary surgeons can be obtained by any
one who would like to have his stock ex-
amined ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
-Any one who makes application to the de-
partment is sent a form of application,
which he is expected to sign. That form
of application gives the conditions under
which the Goverament will make this test
free of charge, and one condition is that
the owners shall not ask for compensation.
I confess that I have shrunk from allowing
the thin end edge of the wedge of compensa-
tion to be entered. I felt it was such a large
question and would require sucli a very
large vote, that I did not think the House
would grant it, but when I obtained a vote
of $15,000 to deal with the question I dis-
tinctly pledged myself to the House that
none of it would be used for compensation.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Suppose a farmer
living 2,000 miles from Ottawa finds that
sickness has appeared amongst one or more
of bis stock, has he got to make writtén
application to the Minister at Ottawa to
get the services of a veterinary surgeon?
If so, I cannot see the use of it.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
We have applications from the North-west
and from the furthest points east, from
people who write that they fear there is
tuberculosis in their herds. We Imme-
diately send to them a form of application
and Inforim them who Is the nearest veter-
inary authorized to make a test. As a
general rule that veterlnary is quite close
to them. Of course, where there Is a great
deal of work to do, we appoint another vet-
erinarian.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Suppose the complaint
ls made by the owner of a neighbouring
herd ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
bave taken the ground that this Is not a
cYmpuIsory test, and that we cannot force
eny man to accept the test. There has been
a great deal of discumsion In the agrieultural
press and at agricultural meetings aboot it,

Mr'. FISHERL

and a good deal of experience in the United
Sta:tes and In England about it ; and I did
not think It wlse or feasible In the present
.state of public opinion or knowledge of the
question, to make the test compulsory.
Therefore, I have only acted wqhen the owner
of the cattle wanted to have the test applied.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
When that question of compensation comes
up, I hope the Minister of Agriculture will
remember my case, for I, unfortunately, lost
nine or eleven head of Jerseys under the
practice the Minister refers to. While there
was no compensation, I bad the services of
one of the veterinary surgeons, who ordered
the slaughter of the whole herd.

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE. I
amn very careful nôt ,to order the slaughter
of any animal, because if we do that we may
be liable for compensation. It is left entirely
to the discretion of the owner of the animal
to say whether he Will have it slaught-red
or not. It is quarantined, so that he cannot
sell it or its products, which might be dan-
gerous to the publie health.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
may add that there was, unfortunately, a
penalty imposed upon me 'in addition to the
loss of the herd. The animais, unfoirtunate.
ly, got affected just before June, 1896, and I
think I lost a good ·many votes among the
farmers, -who thought I had Infected their
herds.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What Is the number of
the whole staff in connection w1th the quar-
antine work ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULiTURE. 1
could not say offJhand.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Has it increased or de-
creased ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. In-
eluding the tuberculosis work, it has in-
ereased ; but apart from that I ·thnk it is
about the same.

MT. MONTAGUE. The lon, gentleman
has removed the quarantine as against the
United States. Wbat Is he doing with those
offleers ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. 1
have 'ispensed with the services of a num-
ber of officers along the Amerlean frmtier
who were there on salary ; but I have had
to retain certain officers there to make tuber-
culosis tests of animals which mlght come
in from the United States wlthout certiLi-
cates, and they are paid by fees and are not
on regular salary. Consequently, the expen-
diture ls considerably less on that account
than before.

-Mr. MONTAGUE. Are you madntaining
the sheep quarant1ie In the North-west
against the seab'?

The MINITER OF AGRICUITURE. No
special quarantine, except that animals

e
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coming from the Unlted States require to
have a certificate that there are no conta-
glous diseases ln the district from which
they come.1

Mr. MONTAGUE. I suppose the hon. gen-
tieman has given up all hope of getting the
removal of the embargo in Great Britain ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. For
the present I practically have.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
has found that it was not a case of thinklng
that our animals were infected, so much as
wanting to protect their own interests.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
found that the schedule being established, iti
was very much harder to get rid of it.

to prevent it spreading to Europe and
Amerile. He gives, first, the circumstantial
causes which tend to the spread of this
trouble, and, secondly, the precautions to be
taken. If the hon. MinIster has not seen the
report, I shall be glad to band him an ex-
tract from 1t.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
cannot say that I 'have seen the report lu
question. I may say that .my chief quaran-
tine officer, Dr. Montizambert, has been
watching carefullly the plague in India, and
the precautions taken In Europe against
the Introduction of the bubonic plague, and
we are watching all vessels that might
carry that disease.

Mr. McMILLAN. 1 would like to ask the,Mr. BRI'TON. Perhaps this would be a Minister if he has a statement of the numbergood time to ask the Minister if his atten- of animais foundt to fbe infected by the vet-tion has been called to a rather interbsting erinary surgeons who iritpected the herds,
and very important report made by a person the percentage of animais, and the numbernamed JuHlan Ralph, who is now lu India as of examinatfons?
a special representative of "Harper's
Weekly," with regard to the plague in that The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
country called the black death, and wlth re- have a statement here ln two parts. It Is as
gard to the precautions necessary to be taken follows

ÇATTLE TESTED FOR TUBERCULOSIS.

Province.
No. tested, No.

July , 1896, to . No.
Juty 1, 1898. i

Ontario....... .. ,......................... 3,000 188
uebeE.... ... ... . 1,267 200
Prince Edward Islanda..............159 il

Nova Scotia........... ............ .... 117 2.3
New Brunswick....... . ..... ........... 241 14
Manitoba. ... ......................... 231 127

Totalse........... .............. 5,015 563

No. tested,
July 1, 1898, to
April 20, 1899.

6,184
3,120

276
124
414
780

10,898

I ought to say, 'In explanation of the state of
affairs n Manitoba, that the tests were
largely made ln connection with certain
dairy herds at the irequest of the local health
authorities, and I have no donbt they show a
mach larger percentage of disease than
would be found were the tests distributed
over the whole province; and I do not think
it can be fairly consIdered an average test
for the province of Manitoba. In the other
provinces the tests have been spread all over
tbe provinee, and, therefore, the proportion
indicated by .the flgures Is about the propor-
tion of the disease. I have not made out'
the percentages for this year, but the per-
centages of last year In the various pro-]
vinces ranged frim 5 to 6 and 8 per cent of
diseased animals ; and 'I may safety say, I
think, that that is as high as the average of
the disease in the country at large.

Mr. ROGE How long is the quaran-
tine maintained on a berd, or by what means
is it removed ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The quarantine agaiust tuberculosis affects
onily the animais found 'to be diseased. If
they are Isolated from the rest of the lierd,
the rest of the herd is released from the
quarantine immedlately on the premises be-
ing properly disinfected. The diseased ani-
mais are kept In quarantine, and the stables
where they are, are quarantined as long as
they stay there.

Mr. CLANCY. Dd I understand the hon.
gentleman to say that the department does
not now order the slaughtering of diseased
animals of any kind ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
am talking only of tberculoals.

3Mr. CLANCY. How does the hon. gentle-
man expect to cheek the disease If It la left
entirely option'al with the owner to slaugh-
ter the animal or not, the departnent stand.
Ing back on the sole ground that compensa-
ton might be claimed If the animal were de.

No.
Diseased.

119
62
5

12
23

233

454
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stroyed ? On one side that is, no doubt, in
the intere§t of economy, but I doubt whether
It Is lu the interest of the purity of our
herds.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. The
diseased animals are quarantined, which
neans that they cannot be disposed of or
removed, and cannot be put In con'tact with
other animals.

Mr. CLANCY. Yet they are still the pro-
perty of the owner, and kept there ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Certalniy.

Mr. CLANCY. There is a limit, I presume,
to the time they will be kept there.

The MINISTER OF 4GRICULTURE. No,
the quarantine Is not removed.

Mr. OLANCY. Then, the animals may be
left there until they die.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes.

Mr. CLANCY. Is not that an unusual
course ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. It
Is the law.

Mr. CLANGY. I fancy It Is a very bad law.
If diseased animals are to be kept in quar-
antine with some that may not be diseased
-and I am told that sometimes, even on
close examination the veterinary surgeon Is
not quite sure-it seems to me that la not
a step In the right direction. The better way
would be to say to the owner, that the anI-
mal should be slaughtered, If a cure Is lnot
possible, and give him no compensatIon,
rather than let it stay there until It dies, I
without giving compensation.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The condition of affairs ls very different
under different circumstances. The test
shows that the animal is affected by the
disease tuberculosis. The results of exami-
nations have been sq uniform that I may
eay this test la almost Infallible. The test
does not, however, show the extent of the
disease ln the animal. A good many appear
to be perfectly heaithy and sound, and are,
perhaps, quite fat. If they are slaughtered,
in some cases the flesh s perfectly good for
meat, and ln others it la not ; and the ques.
tion, whether that flesh may be sold for food
or not, s left entirely tu the hands of the
local health authorities.

There ls, however, another point. Owca-
sionally, the animals recover. If, at any
time later on, the animal which ln being
quarantlned, la offered for test again, and ls
found not to reaet, It wll be released from
the quarantine. There are cases where ani-
mais have reacted, and then later on have
not reacted ; and, when later on they have
been laughtered, it has been found that thv
disease existed ln them, but the tubercules

Mfr. CLANCY.

became Inactive, and the animal was really
healthy, aithough the presence of the disease
was proved to have been there before.

There is another reason why It mlght net
be profitable for the owner to slaughter his
animals. While the cow le diseased, it le
also clearly proven that, In the large major-
Ity of cases, the calf born of that cow Is not
aieeted ; and, If special care be taken to
take the caif away from the mother, there
Is no reason why it cannot be ralsed, free
from the disease. In the case of valuable
breeding animals, it may be worth while to
keep them and breed from them for the
sake of the ofepring.

Under those circumstances, It seeme to me
wise to leave the determination of what
shall be done with the diseased animal ln
the hands of the owner, so that he may act
accordlng to what he belleves most sultable
to bis own circumstances. That Is the reason
why no order le given for alaughter, but the
law le carried out, so as to see that the ani-
mal Is not allowed to go about and spread
the disease, or that its products are not sold
so that ithey might spread the disease.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman wil
know, from the reports of hie officers, that
the manner In which this quarantine is kept
Is very loose Indeed. 'It le quite clear that,
unless there Is a constant watcb, It is im-
possible to have the law enforced. Suppose
a farmer has a portion of his herd diseased,
ail that can be done Is to keep them apart
from the others, because you could net keep
an officer to wateh over cases of that kind,
and the result is a great deal of loosenees. I
think that, on the whole, it would be better
to slaughter the animals, and the farmers
should have some compensation for the loas.
Any one having any knowledge of the sub-
ject knows well that the disease may be
spread from the looseness that obtains all
over this country, owing to the fact that the
control la ln the hande of the owner, who la
anxious to make the most he can from his
anImals, and the strong Incentive not to in-
car loss eI sufficient to brlng about a state of
things that may be the means of spreading
the disease to the balance of the herd or to
the nelghbouring herds. I think money
could not be better spent than to eradicate
the disease, wherever the department Can
find It, and every farmer should have reason.
able compensation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Why should he have compensa-
tion, If he haeRs dieased animals which ought
to be killed, ln his own as well as the pub-
le's Interest ?

Mr. CLANCY. The disease may have come
to hie stock from Imported animais, and net
depend upon any act of his ln any sense
whatever. At the town of Guelph, they im-
ported, some seven or elght years ago, a
con'iderable number of very fne thorough.
bred stock. Thr e animale were kept #i qua-
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antine a long time, and It was afterwards
discovered that they were diseased, and had
come to Guelph, and affected the whole herd.
as well, possibly, as the other herds in that
neighbourhood. There are the best of rea-
sons why the department should make some
compensation under such cireumstances.
Hog Cholera and Sheep Scab-

Purther amount required for compen-
sation for slaughtered hogs and sheep,
and for salaries and expenses...... $13,000

Mr. CLANCY. I may say to the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Fisher) that when his main
Estimates come up, I shall ask for some
information wlth regard to the officers ap-
pointed ln the quarantine department, and
their salaries. I shall not discuss the mat-
ter now.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
shall give the hon. gentleman all the infor-
mation he asks for.
Department of Public Works-

Further amoupt required for printing,
stationery, sundries, &c...............$3,000

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. An hon.
gentleman opposite asked a question re.
specting the Item to which the travelling
expenses were charged. I find that the
practice is, in the case of the Minister and
chief officers at headquarters, travelling ex-
penses are charged to contingencies, while
the expenses of engineers are charged either
to the surveys in the preliminary work or to
the general votes for the respective pro-
vinces ; and they will be found -in the Audi-
tor Genera¶'s Report accordingly. The ex-
Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster) called at-
tention to the fact that this Item of $3,O00
for contingencies does not conform to the
practîce that divides sundries from print-
Ing and statIonery ; and so I would divide
this Item ln this way :

Printing and stationery..............$ 760
Sundries .............................. 2,240

The item of $2,240 relates to telegrams,
under the clrcumstances whlch I bave ex-
plained. The additional Item of $760 means
that there Is a considerable amount of work
being doue, and necessarily, therefore, some
additIonal expeuse for printing and station-
ery.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Can the Minister of Finance say whether
this item of $3,000 has anything to do with
the expenses of the chief engineer to the
Yukon and to London on the last trIps he
made ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. No.
Mr. FOSTER. I suppose none of this

was appropriated to buy those French
flags ?

e MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
Minister of Publie Works dld not leave me
any information uipon that point.

Mr. POSTER. He will get a new one ln
Paris.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. At pre-
sent we go In for the old fliag. I may re-
mark also that ln this case we ask for the
appropriation.

Mr. Fl OSTER. We have done a hard
day's work, and I think we had better close
Up.

The MINISITER OF FINANCE. So early ?
I thought hon. gentlemen opposite would
prefer to take up some further items ln the
publie works. I thInk we might as well
sit until twelve o'elock.

Mr. FOSTER. Ail right.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Does the Government intend to take up
Supply to-morrow ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I think
so, but I would like to reserve that point
until the Premier returns.

Public Works-Chargeable to Capital-
Quebec-

River St. Lawrence ship channel--Ad-
ditional amount required............. $60,000

Mr. FOSTER. How much does that make
the total appropriation ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
appropriation for the year was $256,000, to
whieh this will have to be added. There
has been a considerable amount of work
going on, and the Minister reports that it
is absolutely necessary to have this addi-
tional sum if the work, which Is so urgent,
Is to be done.

Mr. FOSTER. This is a tremendous ex-
penditure; we used to spend $75,000, $100,.
000 and $150,000 a year. The Minister wIll
have to give us an idea of the work that
was done and what still remains of obliga-
tory work that this $80,000 is to cover. I
do not ask for It ln detail, of course.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
Minister's memorandum showing expendi.
ture up to the 27th April shows amounts of
1897-98 paid In 1898-99, $16,690.93; for new
buildings and machinery at Sorel, $41,344.-
71; dredging plant, $111,269.19; deepening
the ehannel, $52,385.37 ; testIng of channel,
$5,095.58; hydrographie survey, $2,431.22;
total, $250,217. This left some $5,000 avail-
able at the date when the memorandum
was prepared and large amounts of work
stiR required.

Mr. FOSTER. I supposed it was about
like that. When you come to get the facts,
you fiud that the active work of bettering
navigation receives only about one-fifth of
the whole vote that has been expended.
The. rest bas gone into these sink-holes at
Sorel and. Into the dredging plant. alt Is-
really too bad that when the whole ahipping
interest and business Interest of the coun.
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try are anxious to get a channel there
which Is of a certain depth and wldth, and
when we pour out our money to the ex-
tent of two or three hundred thousand dol-
lars a year, we find in the end that a very
small proportion of it really goes to the
work of deepening the channel. These
shops at Sorel and aill the paraphernalia
about them, i believe, are a. perfect sink-
hole of expense. Were the old buildings
burnt down-was that the reason for the
new buildings, or are these extensions ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I had
the opportunity of going through these
buildings with the hon. Minister of Public
Works (Mr. Tarte), and I venture to say
that nobody who Inspected the buildings
could doubt the necessity for rebuilding.
They were actually falling to pieces, rot-
ting down. The hon. member (Mr. Foster)
inade one remark which, I think, he would
not make on reflection, certainly would not
make if he saw the work done. The fore-
man seens to be an exceptionally smart
man, one of the smartest in hlis Une that 1
have ever met. He took us through the
new dredges and explained the mechanism.
He will be able to do ten times as much
work as with the old dredges. He showed
us the workIng of the old as compared with
the new dredges, and it is not too much
to say that, by conparing the work of
the old dredges was mere pottering-we
were positIvely wasting money in using the
old dredges, consldering what eau be done
with the new ones. Of course, I know
nothing about the cost, whether these have
been cheaply built or not; but certainly
the new mechanism will do splendid work,
and, I think, will repay the public three
times over for the outlay.

Mr. FOSTER. There is no doubt about
its being good policy to have dredges which
are strong enough and of approved pattern
to do the work and do it thoroughly. But
what I have found in connection with the
whole business ls that there is a lot of
money expended that does not reach the
ultimate point. I have long been of the
opinion-I do not give it as an expert, of
course; It Is an opinion formed from my
havtug to do with these accounte-that we
would be further ahead if we wiped out
the whole caboodle, and simply had our
dredging done by contract, after public caul
for tender, and have It thoroughly super.
vised by competent offeers. It might be sald
that there le not plant enough, but plant can
ailways te found whthe tele scall for It. 1f
itfis once the settled policy of the Govern-
ment that all that paraphernalla, the basie
of whldIe is-largely patronage, whieh will
get lu ln spite o! fate, le dsaearded anid you
simply appropriate clean money and have
the dreding done by aetual contriaet, by
mnen who make that their busns and wlio

w11 carry it on as economieally as possible,
I believe we would get much further ahead
than we are. I do not think 'it Is possible
to carry on an establishment at Sorel such
as that without a very large amount of ex-
pense that might be avolded on the other
plan. I agree with my hon. friend that there
is no use fiddling away with a spoon dredge
when you want the strongest and best kind
of dredging done. But I think we go at it
ln the most expensive way, and it entails
a tremendous amount of trouble on the de-
partment which would be entirely avoided
if you laid down the hard and fast principle
of getting this done by contract. Dredging
will never cease ln this Dominion, it will in-
crease rather than decrease, because as com-
merce and its needs expand, you will have
these smaller harbours that have to be
helped, and the larger harbours that have
got to be kept up, and the river courses
that have to be kept clear. So you will have
an tincentive for competent business men to
put noney into adequate plants, and these
vould íbe at the disposal of tlie Governent
on the contract system.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is
the Minister of Finance able to say what
will be the total expenditure for 1898-99 ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. $386000.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Chiefly and largely In plant.
Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1s

the Minister able to say how much the hy-
drographie work proper costs out of that
$300000?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Out of
the $256,000 appropriated, there was expend-
ed, up to the 27th of April, $250,000 odd,
and of that $23,33 is chargeable to the sur-
vey.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
want to call attention to a great economy
that might be effected when this expendi-
ture ls swelling. That work, I am satisfied
on a comparison of results, ls far more eco-
nemically discharged by the hydrographie
officers of the Marine Department. I thing
It la a mistake to. have that work divided,
or to have two departments doing 'the same
class of work. It stands to reason that the
one department. or theother ought to hav'e ·that work under its exelusive supervision.
I know the work that has been done on the
Georgian Bay ,and Lake Erie, it ls 1managed
on a scientifie basis. You have ln the Ma-
rine Department the nucleus of a splendid
hydrographie service, you have there excel-
lent -men who have had special traiLng anxd
every advantage. The other system- no
matter how good it may be, _s costing tae
eountry a great deal more from thée
beginning. If te whole thiàg "as tkra
into one depart1nent it would be far more
economically and efftlenatly managed.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I quite
agree with the remarks of my bon. friend
that wbere the same works occur in differ-
ent departments, it is desirable they shiould
be eonsolidated. I am advised that these
surveys are really necessary In the Pubilei
Works Department to enable it to carry on
the dredging. That Is a preliminary sur-
vey to doing the dredging work, and, there-
fore, it seems properly to attach to the Pub-
lie Works, just as the survey of an engineer
who goes out to locate a wharf or a break-
water.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That is all right enough, because it is pre-
liminary work. such as taking the soundings.
That is not what I refer to. I refer to the
technical and nieer part of that work that
comes at the end rather than the beginning.
The Publie Works Department are now
engaged in makIng charts, and so Is the
Marine Department. It is such fine work
that I think ouglht to be under one manage-
ment.
Public buildings, Ottawa-

Towards reconstruction of portion of
Western Deparmental Block destroyed
by fire, revote of lapsed amount...... $9,860

Mr. FOSTER. Is there anytliing In the
main Estimates for that Western Depart-
mental Block ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. No.
Mr. POSTER. If this does go through, it

must be understood that on the main Esti-
mates we may have a. discusson upon the
cost of that Western Departmental Block.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I can
give my hon. friend the cost now from -the
Information furnished to me. The vote in
1896-97 was $36989.34; in 1897-98, $90,139,-
82; 1898-99, $59,860, making altogether,
$186,989.16 voted for the repairs of the
block. With regard to the partienlar Item
under notice, it is for work which was ex-
pected to have been done at the close of one
year, but was delayed or passed over Into
the service of the next year, and they ne-
glected taking an appropriation, and the
money lapsed.#

Halifax quarantine station, Lawlor's
Island ....................... $17,00

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That is a
vote rendered necessary by special expendi-
ture in connection with the arrival of the
Doukhobors. A small item in the same
connection bas been referred to by the Min-
Ister of Agriculture.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I think there 1s
enough charged to enable them to stay for
three or four years In quarantine. There 1s
item 32 of $2,O00, which was in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and in the Department
of Publie Works we have $17,000 mure. Can
the hon. gentleman tell us whether or not
these are permanent worku?

100 ...

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).

suitable for other parties.
They will be

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They wll
be used for other Immigrants.
Montreal Public Buildings-

Improvements, alterations, repairs,
&c., work done.................... $2,054 10

Mr. POSTER. What was the nature of
these alterations ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The ex-
penditure is as follows :-

To pay for repairs to heating apparatus,
gas-pipes,'ewash-basins, new partitions,
doors, locks and knobs, hinges, glaz-
ing, painting, repairIng and pointing
with cement stone-work, steps and
platforms, &c., and materials re-
celved for the above work from lst
August to 1st October, 1898.......

Post Office-
To pay for new oak doors, trimmings,

&o., for the lobby of the post office,
270 superficial feet, including glaz-
ing, varnishing and polishing
same ...................... $630 36

For new street-receiver of the
post office on St. James
Street ...................... 100 CO

$1,333 74

72036

Total grant required........$2,054 10
Quebec-Citadel-Governor General's

quarters, to pay for work done.. $2,236 51
Mr. POSTER. Wbat is this for?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That was

for repairs. in consequence of the Governor 6General baving taken up bis residence there.
At the beginning of the season It was
not known that Ris Excellency intended to
occupy the Oitadel.

MT. POSTER. That is for this summer's
occupation ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Ottawa Public Buildings-

Photographie establishment for Patent
offices, Department of Agriculture.... $7,00

Mr. BOSS ROBERTSON. I would like to
ask the hon. Minister of Agriculture about
this expenditure of $7,000 for a photogra-
phlc equipment. I recognize the fact that a
photographie establishment is one of the
most useful annexes that the public depart-
ments could have, especially In connection
with the department that my hon. friend
controls, but n connection with the archives
department as well. In the British Museum
where oaluable documents are stored there
ls a photograpblc establishment for the pur.
pose of assisting lu the examination and re-
production of records But it strikes me
that $7,000 Is a large sum for an equipment

The MINISTER OF AGRICUI/]URE.
That includes a very large amount for other
works In addItion to the photographie appar-
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atus. I have not the exact figures in my
mind and I have no memorandum. it in-
éludes a large amount for steel shelving
put into the building, and which was sub-
stituted for the old wooden shelving whIch
was considered dangerous In the Langevin
Block, a building intended to be practically
fire-proof. This work has been goIng on dur-.
ing this year, and. while the item appears, 1
on the face of it, to be for photographie 1
apparatus, that really has cost less than halfI
of the iamount indicated. I am speakling
from menory when I say less than haif,
but I think that ýthe photographie room. the
dark roomn and the staircase to reach 1t,
because it is away in the top of -the bIoek,
and they had to construet a spiral Iron stair-
case. cost nearly $3,000. The remainder of
the mnoneyis for other work, such as this
steel shelving which is being put in to a
considerable extent in place of the old
wooden shelving. which is looked upon as
being dangerous la that block.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Does that refer
to the steel shelving on the second floor of
the Langevin Block where Mr. Brymner's
department is ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes, and some above that.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Are these
shelves now filled with the books taken out
of the Western Block ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Yes.

# 'Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. As I pointed
out on former occasions in regard 'to the
archives, there bas been difficulty with peo-
ple, not only those who -have come from the
United States, but from Great BrItain, ln
obtaining a look at valuable public doeu-
ments owing to the disarrangement of the
archives :department after t:he lire in the
Western Block.

The MLNISTiR OF AGRICULTURE.
That Is all settled now, so that the docu-
meits are easily obtained and avallable.

'Mr. FOSTER. What are -the items in re.
ference to this $7,000 ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They are
as follows

For heating, plumbing, electric motor,
shafting, nasa pump, &c................. $ 900

" Eelipse '' office furniture, 54 sections of
steel shelving............................ 2,101

One circular iron stair.................... 274
J. Bailey, for iron-work, &c............327
W. J. Charleson, for hardware supply.... 421
C. Ross Co., for desks, chairs, blinds, duck 215
Material of all kinds.... ............. 1,006
Labour.................1600
Painting material.....................56
Labour, paintlng ..................... 100

Total........................... $7,000
1fr. FISHER.

Mr. FOSTER. Where was that done ? Is
that work done in the room or rooms to be
used for photographie purposes ?

The MINISTER 0FO AGRICULTURE
No, this steel shelving Is in a number of
rooms on the second floor of the Langevin
Block. The room whieh Is allotted to us as
a photographie room is right In the centre
of the iblock and back from the street up on
the roof. There was no access to It except
by this spiral staIrcase which bas been put
in from the third floor. This will run up to
what Is equal to $2,500, and perbaps more.

Mr. FOSTER. Then there Is something
for plumbing and all that sort of thing ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. We
had to put In a water tank and get a water
supply for photographie purposes.

Mr. FOSTER. And that cost $900?
The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE. I

do not remember the items.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Yes, that
was what the hon. Minister of Finance read.

Mr. FOSTER. Is that photographie estab-
lishment for the Government or Is each
Milnister going to have a little photographie
establishment off is own ? The Publie
Works Department, with their view of belng
a microcosm in themselves, have, I believe,
a full-fiedged photographer there, witb lots
of lantern sildes, chemicais, dark cloths, and
all -the like of that. 'I am not sure but that
the hon. Minister of the Interior (Mr. Slfton)
has tucked away in some of bis rooms an
elaborate system of photography as well,
and now the young Minister of Agriculture
comes along with his spiral staircase and
$900 worth of plumblng and photographic
establishment. I think the Government need
one photographie establishment, but, ti the
name of all that Is economical, why do you
not make one do for al! the work of the Gov-
ernment. By and by It will be that every
good Gri•t will be running in to have his pie-
ture taken for nothing. Serlously, I want to
ask the hon. gentleman what would be the
character of thls photographie business ?

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTIRE.
This photographie work is carried on In cou-
neetion with the classifieation of patents for
the exchanges and rearranging them in the
patent office. It will be quite impossible
to do that work away from the department,
because the patents bave to be taken off
to the room and spread out and photo-
graphed and brought back immediately and
placed where they belong. It would be
impossible to allow these patents, whieh
are -the only records we bave, to go out of
the charge of the departinent. It is a work
that wIll take several years. After that,
if the patents Increase as they are, the
room wll be kept busy all the time with
this work. It would be quite impossible
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to do It In any other departmenl or at an-
other place. The work ln connection with
this is provided for under the vote for class-
ifications of patents in the main Estimates,
and that is the reason this photographing
arrangement was needed.

Mr. FOSTER. Is it not possible that the
Photographing work which is done for the
Publie Works should not be brought under
the same system. Who is the photographer?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Mr. Desjardins, an officer of the department.
He could not undertake this work without
special arrangements for it. The room is
now wholly occupled by him and his assist-
ant, and at the rate they are able to do the
work it will take nearly three years to get
through the arrears.

Mr. ROSS ROBEItTSON. I have no de-
sire to find fault with this expenditure for
a photographie room, but I would like to
ask the Minister whether a person who de-
sires the photographic reproduction of docu-
ments in the Archives Department, will have
the opportunity of using this photographie
room on payment of a fee, or on payment
for the negatives or for the prints. In the
British Museum no documents are allowad
outside the museum, but they may be plaead
Ir charge of an official and taken to a pho-
tographie roon where they are reproduced;
prints made and the public accommodated.
The reason I mention this is, that I had oc-
casion to have :bont 100 photographs made
of historical works in the Library, and the
light in the Dibrary is so wretehed that
it was impossible for the photographer to
work. On a special occasion the Librarian
has kindly allowed, under the charge of an
officer, a document to be taken out and pho.
tographed, and brought back immediately.
If this room could be made available for
the public I think it would be a step in the
right direction, and it would be of immense
assistance to a large number of people who
are searching the Archives Department in
connection with the writing of Canadiian
history.

The MINISTER OF AGRICUL7T'URE.
I am not aware of any such request having
been made, but I quite agree that such work
could be done there perfectly. As a matter
of fact we have aplîications for copies of
patents which: w/ have not yet reached ln
our ordinary work, but whieh we have
photographed for the applicants. In mak-
ing this classification of patents we have
made arrangements to keep the negatives,
so that at any time application is made for
a copy of a patent, we can print it at once
and have It available. I see no reason why,
if it is desired to photograph documents in
the archives, it could not be doue in that
way. I shall take steps to see that that
privilege is given to the public.

160*

Mr. BENNETT. Wlth respect to the ex-
penditure of this $7,000, were tenders asked
for the work performed or the materials
purchased ?

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE.
That would be ln connection with the Pub-
lie Works Department, but I can safely say
It is work that could not be done by con.
tract. It would be Impossible to explain at
the commencement of the work what was
required, and it must necessarily be done by
day's work.

Mr. BENNETT. What about the construce
tion of the spiral stairway ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
were no tenders for that.

There

Mr. BENNETT. For what part of the
expenditure were tenders asked ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. For the
electrie motor only. The largest item la
$2,100 for sections of steel shelving. There
are only two firms lu Canada which make
that class of work, and both have been em-
ployed by the Government at prices, which
are deemed to be fair.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no objection at aU
to those two enterprising establishments
getting the work of the Government, but
because there are only two, is no reason
why there should not be tenders asked as
between those two. Even if there were but
one such establishment in Canada, there
ought to be some method of getting at the
price of the work as compared with similarestablighments In the United States so as
to see, that while Canadians do get the work,which I am glad of, the Government still
proteets the public treasury by the compe.
tition principle. Is the work simply done
by private agreement between the Minis-ter and the gentlemen who own these facto.ries ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. When
we have only two establishments of the kindin the country we are not always sure wewould have competition even If we calledfor tenders, because there is a strong temp-tation, if they are hunman, to put theirbeads together. The matter was the subjeetof negotiation with the parties, and ultimat-ely a price which was considered a veryreasonable one was agreed upon.

Mr. BENNETT. For what other item, ex.cept the electrie motor were tenders calledfor ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Therewere no tenders for anythIng else exceptthe motor item of $900.
M-r. BENNETT. Then there has been anexpenditure of $6000 in respect to whkh

tenders have not been invited. My humble
protest goes out against such a systei bpar.
ticularly ln view of the fact that Ifîtcontract is to be let for $60, or $70 a year, or
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a buoy servlee Is to bý provided at $60
year, competition is in rited. But when 1
comes to an expenditur? of $6,000, the Min
Ister can go to bis pa-•ty friends and dis
tribute the patronage vithout tender. It i
a striking fact that the firm of Charleson d
Company appear for a considerable amoun
here, as well as ln a number of other places
especially In the Publie Works Department
I again protest agalnst the large expenditur
of $6,000 being made without competitioi
being invited.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Abou
$1,700 of this is for labour performed by
the men regularly employed in the service
of the department ; so -that that would bard
ly be a matter for tender.

Mr. BENNETT. If that mueh -s expended
on labour, it shows that the work la a fair
matter for competition.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That is
one of the great questions, whether contract
or day labour le preferable. Some think day
labour ls preferable.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Referring to
the vote for the archives, 1·would like to ask
the Minister of Agriculture, wbether It la tfie
intention of bis department, at any future
time, to Issue a catalogue of the works ln
the archives branch, other than the list that
ls published ln the very excellent report
which Mr. Brymner, the archivist, issues
each year?

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE. I
bave 'not discussed that question with Mr.
Brymner at all. It is a matter that has not
been brought to my attention.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. The Minister 1s9
aware that there is no catalogue at present
except the card catalogue, so that, when
a non-resident of Ottawa wants certain in-
formation for historical purposes, It is very
diflcuit to lay hands upon the proper books
or documents.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The catalogulig of these books and docu-
ments would take some little time, and It
could only be properly doue by a man witb
special qualifdations for the work.

Committee rose, and reported progres.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies)- moved the
adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adJourned
at 12 mldnlght.

Mr. BENNUTT.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TucursDAv. 15th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PkAY Ets

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 150)-from the Senate-to Incor-
porate the Imperlal Loan and 'Investment
Company.--(Mr. Landerkin.)

Bill (No. 151)-from the Senate-respecting

the Canadian Northern Railway Company.-
(Mr. Ellis.)

Bill (No. 152)-from the Senate-respecting
the Northern Commerejal Telegraph Com-
pany (Limited).-(Mr. Morrison.)

POST OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock) moved for leave to introduce BIll
(No. 155) to further amend the Post Office
Act. He said : Under the Post Office Act,
publishers may inelose ln newspapers sent
to subseribers certain matter, such as ac-
counts, circular Invitations for subscriptions,
&c. ; but are not allowed to do this in the
case of sample copies, that is papers sent te
other than subscribers. The first section of
this Bill proposes to extend the same pri-
vilege to sample copies as la now given in
the case of copies sent to regular subseribers.
The second section proposes to make eligible
for the position of superintendents of rail-
way mail service, clerks who have been ln
the railway mail service, even though they
may not have been continuously railway
mail clerks. At present superintendents
must be chosen from those who have been
for ten years railway mail clerks, and that
rather limits the choice. The third section
provides for the fixing of a rate for mailable
matter iailed after the regular hour for
elosing the malls. The object la to enable
the post office to forward to the trains mat-
ter that would ordinarily bave to walt the
next Outgoing train, and for this service to
ebarge a late-fee. This system l gi use In
Great Britain, and, possibly, elsewhere.

Mr. CLARKE. Will there be an extra
collection fron boxes in connection with
that ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. i ,an-
not go Into the details. We will endeavour
to make it as effective as possible. That
may be a point to be considered in connee-
tion with it. The last provision la to enable
the department to provide Indemnity for theloss of reglstered mailable matter to theamount of $25, or whatever les sum la sufi-
cient to make up the actual 10as, and to
charge fees as an insurance fund to make
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good the loss to the department under such
circumstances.

Mr. DAVIN. Will the hon. Minister (Mr.
Mulock) please say what the objeet of the
second clause Is-that wIth regard to rail-
way mail superintendents ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. At pre-
sent, a railway mail superintendent must
have been ten years a railway mail clerk.
Some railway mail elerks are transferred
from the rallway mail service on the trains
to the railway mail service in the cities-
perhaps to be assistant superintendents-
and the clause provides that the superintuî-
dent may be chosen from those who have
been in the railway mail service, whether
they have served ten years on the trains or
ten years partly on the trains and partly In-
side.

Motion agreed to, and Bull read the first
Ume.

INSPECTION OF TUBERGULOSIS.

Mr. BERGERON asked:
1. Have the Government caused an inspection

to be made for tuberculosis, ln the county of
Chicoutimi, since 1896, and notably at Hebert-
ville ?

2. If so, what sums have been pald for such
Inspection ?

3. To whom have the amounts been paid, and
how much bas been expended for salary, travel-
ling expenses and board ?

4. Has one David Ouellet recelved any money
In connection with the said Inspection ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE
(Mr. Fisher). This Is practieally the same
question as the hon. member for Montmo-
rency (Mr. Casgraln) asked some time ago.
He has a motion on the paper now for all
the papers connected with it. which I shall
be glad to bring down when the motion is
passed.

HON. JUDGE GHOQUETTE.

Mr. TAYLOR asked:
1. To what Judicial district was the Hon. P. A.

Choquette assigned as a puisne judge of the
Superlor Court of the province of Quebec ?

2. Does the said Hon. P. A. Choquette reside
at the chief town (chef-lieu) of the Judicial dis-
trict to whIch he was so assigned ?

3. If not, where does he reside, and ln virtue of
what authority ?

4. How much has been paid to the said Hon.
P. A. Choquette for travelling expenses from the
date of bis appointment to the present date ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrIck). 1. Arthabaska. 2 and 3. The
department has no definite information as
to whether the judge has yet removed to
Arthabaskavlle, but some recent corre-
spondence with him would seem to Indicate
that he still resides in Montmagny. In Octo-
ber last the judge asked to be allowed travel-
ling expenses in conneetion with courts held

at Arthabaskaville for six months from the
date of his appointment, but he was inform-
ed in reply that such claim could not be
allowed. 4. $450.

I. C. R.-AMSISTANT MANAGER.

Mr. CASGRAIN (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

1. While Mr. A. R. Macdonald, late assistant
manager of the Intercolonial Railway, was sus-
pended, who acted ln his stead ?

2. Did the person so acting lu Mr. Macdonald's
stead receive the salary of the assistant man-
ager ?

3. Io it not a fact that at one Ume three per-
sona were recelving the salary of assistant man-
ager, viz., A. R. Macdonald, one Belleau and
ne Ouellet ?

4. Was the said Ouellet dismissed, and If so,
for what reason ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. While A. R. Macdon-
aid was suspended, Chas. Belleau, chief train
despatcher at Rivière du Loup, acted as
superintendent ln bis stead. 2. Macdonald's
rate of pay was $141.66 a month. Bel-
leau's rate of pay as chief despatcher-was
$83.33 a month, to which, while he was
acting superintendent, we added $41.67 per
month, making bis pay during such period
$125 per month. 3. No, that is not the
fact. 4. Yes, Ouellet was dismissed for
negleet of duty.

GRANT TO THE CITY OF OTTAWA.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) moved that this House do resolve It-
self Into Committee of the Whole to-morrow
to consider the followIng proposed resolu-
tion :-

That it la expedient to provide that in consid-
eration of the municipal corporation of the city
of Ottawa providing adequate water supply and
fire protection for the property of the Dominion
Government in the said city and in the vicinity
thereof, and exempting the Dominion Govern-
ment from any charge therefor, the Minister of
Finance and Receiver General be authorized to
pay out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund of
Canada the sum of $60,000 per annum for a
perlod not exceeding twenty years, for the pur-
pose of Improving and beautifying the city of
Ottawa by the acquisition and maintenance and
Improvement of public squares, and the Improve-
ment of the streets and thoroughfares ln the
ss&d city : such a sum to be paid to a board
of commissioners to be appointed under the
authority of an Act of the Parliament of Canada
to be passed for such purpose.

Motion agreed to.

INSPECTION OF WHEAT.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) moved: That
Order No. 17, for the second reading of Bill
(No. 132) to amend the General Inspection
Act, be discharged. and that he have -leave
to withdraw the said Bill.
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Mr. FOSTER. What is the reason of1
this extraordinary proceedlng?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
This Bill Is for the inspection of wheat,
and my hon. friend understands what an
important question that Is. The Bill was
prepared with considerable care with the
vlew of rendering justice, as we thought,
to all parties concerned. But since the
Bill has been In print, and even before the
Bill was printed, I received protests from a
number of millers, dealers and others, es-
pecially ln Ontario and Quebec, against
some portions of the Bill, and asklng to
be heard before the Bill was pressed in this
House. I thought it was ouly fair and
just to delay the Bill in order to grant their
request. A couple of days ago there was a
meeting of the representatives of the On-
tario millers, and of the different boards of
trade of Toronto, Montreal and other cities,
as well as of the western members and re-
presentatives of western interest; and the
result was that we adopted a number of
modifications to the Bill which, I think, are
of a. nature to render justice to all parties.
The Bill waa at first prepared more witb
a view toe meet the requirementsret the
North-west exclusively rather than of the
whole Dominion. Now that we see what
the views of the east are, as well as those
of the west, we shall tryto embody the.
In a new Bill. The Bil as Intreduced and
printed has been so much changed and
amended by various new provisions, that we
think It would be very diffleult for the
louse to dis ,uss it and understand It until

it ls reprinted. Therefore, F ask leave towithdraw thlis Bill that I May introduce
another one.

Motion agreed to.

The MINISTER 0F INLAND REVENUE
moved for leave to introduce a Bill (No.
156) to amend the General Inspection Act.

Mr. FOSTER. Please explain the purport
of the new Bill.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I have done so to some extent ln explain-
ing the purport of the first Bill. The real
purpose of the Bill has not been discarded.
The purpose was to recover for our Mani-
toba wheat the good name to which it is
entitled, and whIch It was lu danger of
losing If the measures necessary to secure
a good Inspection continued any longer to
be neglected. The Intention of the first
Bill was to protect the good naine of our
Manitoba wheat, and that is the Intention
of this Bill. Everybody understands how
Important that le. Indeed, I look upon
the wheat of the North-west as ten tImes
more valuable than all the gold of the
Klondike ; and I do not think we can take
too much care tri teach the people of Eng-
land, who are the principal consumers of
that wheat, to appreciate Its superlority.

Sir HENRI JOLY DE LOTBINIERE.

The fIrst Bill was prepared at the instiga-
tion and on the advice of the farmers of
the North-west, the dealers and exporters ;
it was really for the purpose of protecting
the grain of the .North-west. But It was
a little too exclusive ln that It had In view
the consumers of North-west wheat, who
live princlpally ln England, to the neglect

i of the consumers in Ontario and Quebee.
Naturally, these latter thought they had a
perfect right to ask that their claims should
be heard and taken into consideration, and
that they should recelve protection and fair-
play. The Bill had not been prepared from
that point of view, but rather from the
point of view of exportation to England.
In the preparation of the new Bill we have
endeavoured to give fair-play to all parties,
to the millers and exporters of Ontario and
Quebec, as well as to the wheat-growers
of the North-west.

Mr. DAVIN. Does my hon. friend (Sir
Henri Joly de Lotbinière) provide for an
enlarged percentage of Red Fife in No. 1
hard in the Bill ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
We Increase the percentage from two-thirds
to seventy-five per cent.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. gentleman al-
low any inspection east of Winnipeg ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
That is exactly where the dlfficulty lies. We
had so much confidence in our inspection
that I must say the claims of the east were
to a certain degree overlooked, a-nd It was
on account of the millers of Ontario bringing
forward that etaim to consideration that we
have amended the Bill so as to give them
the right, ln case there is reason for them
to be dissatisfied with the Inspection in the
North-west, to have another inspection
mnade.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the first
turne.

SUPPLY.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

ing) moved that the House resolve itself into
CommIttee of Supply.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved
itself into Committee of Supply.

(In the Committee.)
Ocean and River Service-

To pay Dominion Coal Company for
coal supplied steamers "Newfield"
and " Aberdeen," years 1895, 1896
and 1897..........................$ 3,258 00

Amount required to pay for repaire
to steamers "Stanley " and "Lans-
downe"... ................. 10,00000

Further amount required for the main-
tenance of Dominion steamers..... 20,000 00

Compassionate allowance to the widow
and nine children of Francis Men-
ard, who was accidentally killed on
board steamer " Aberdeen," O.C.
9th November, 1898..-.-..........300 0
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To provide for compiling Ilst of regis-
tered shipping and forms for regis-
tration of shipping.................$ 500 00

Amount requIred to meet the in-
creased services in the tidal service
for current year, including amount
to pay Robert Angus and S. C.
Hayden each the difference between
$400 and $600 per annum, for tech-
nical work in connection with tidal
service, from lst May to 30th June,
1895, notwithstanding anything to
the contrary In the Civil Service
Act ................................ 2,066 66

Further amount required for unfore-
seen expenses generally............ 2,000 00

Additional ainount required for win-
ter mail service .................... 1,500 00

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
see ln the account here $10,000 for the
" Stanley," and $20,000 for the maintenance
of Dominion steamers. That makes prac-
tically $30,000 in addition tothe general vote
for maintenance. How much does that make
altogether for the year ending June, 1899?

The 3MNISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Repairs
and maintenance are always kept separate.
This is a special vote for repairs, $3,000 for
the "Lansdowne," and $7,000 for the " Stan-
ley." After the lieavy winter's work the
" Stanley" has been at Pletou undergoing
certain repairs to ber bottom, sides, boliers
and machinery. The repairs have been made
under Mr. Stephen's survey. This Is
separate altogether from the "Lansdowne "
account. As to the $20,000 for the main-
tenance of the Dominion steamers, the hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) will
recolleet that I have already explained that
in 1897 "La Canadienne" 'had been injured
and the local engineer reported that it would
cost close upon $40.000 to repair her. I de-
termined not to repair ber, sa that in that
year she was not In the service. The "Aber-
deen " was transferred from the marine ser-
vice for a year to the fishery service, and
paid out of the fisherles vote. I had "La
Canadienne " examined by Mr. Stephens.
and I found that the local engineer had
hugely exaggerated the case when he said
that it would take $40,000 to repair ber. 1
found that it would take nothing like that
sum, and when I had " La Canadienne " re-
paired she took ler place again in the fishery
service. and the "Aberdeen." which had
been paid out of the fishery vote, went back
to the marine vote. The marine vote had
been eut down by this $20.000, and now that
the " AberdeenI" bas gone back to tbe ma-
rine service. this amount bas te be voted for
maintaining ber. .

Sir CHARLES RIBBERT TUPPER. I
do not think the hon. Mînister qulte under-
stands what I mean. I am not referrIng to
the bulk vote. I see in tie present Esti-
mates for the year ending June, 1900, $145,-
000 for maintenance and repairs to Govern-
ment steamers. What would the vote be

for the year expiring the lst of ,uly. 1899,
as compared with -the vote for 1899-1900,
which is $145,000, adding this amount of
$30.000 ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think I gave the Items,
but I have the statement here showing what
the vote has been since 1897-98. In 1897-98,
it was $117,641.39. A vote was taken last
year of $112,000. The expenditure makes this
$20,000 more, or $132000, and the addition
of $10,000 for repairs to the "Stanley" and
the "Aberdeen " would make the expendi-
ture $142,000.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to ask
the hon. Minister whether he is able to give
any information to the committee in regard
to the extraordinary price paid for coal. This
Item covers an item for coal bought from the
Dominion Coal Co. I have no comnplaint as
regards the amount charged by the Dominlon
Coal Co, being $1.95 per ton, but I do com-
plain about $6 and $6.25 per ton belng paid
for coal. Six dollars and $6.25, it appears.
were paid to a gentleman in my county and
also ait Gaspé.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. These accounts only came in
for the first time lately from the Dominion
Coal Company for 1895-96-97, and, of course,
I could not pay them without a vote.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. gentleman Is
mistaken. If he looks at K-99, Auditor
General's Report, he will see the name of
C. & W. Hackett, North Sydney, coal, 29î
tons at $6 ; trimming coal and sundry lab-
cur, $5.65. He will also find, on the same
page, A. T. Carter, Gaspé, coal, 290 tons at
$6.25 per ton.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am glad the hon. gentleman
(Mr. MeDougall) bas called my attention to
these charges, because, in view of what has
been stated in the House, it is absolutely
essential that I sbould explain how hon. gen-
tlemen came to be misled. Untll the year
1896 the Auditor General was accustomed
to publisn these small amounts in lump
sums, called "supplies" for the different
agencies. For reasons of bis own, the justice
of which I do not call In question, the Audi-
tor General bas seen fit since that time to
publish every small detail, down to the price
of every little item of baking powder.

Mr. FOSTER. That was done before 1896.
The 31INISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. No, because, as I showed the
other day, from the Auditor General's Re-
ports, these items were formerly grouped
together. I am not complaining about that.
I am perfectly willing, If the House is satis-
fied, no matter what size the Auditoet Gen-
eral's Report may grow to be bv this new pro-
eess ; [am perfectly willing that It should
be so,; and I make no complaint whatever.

5101 5102



[COMMONS]

But I want to state here that the manner
lu which the Auditor General's clerks have
copied the accounts have led bon. gentlemen
opposite-I attach no blame to them for it-
into very serlous error. Charges have been
scattered broadcast throughout the country
that we have paid prices for goods which
are absolutely misleading. The clerks in the
Auditor General's office have mIsled the
members of this House, and misled the
country, by not copying the aceounts just as
they found them in the vouchers. Now,
take that item on page K-99-Coal, 290 tons
at $6.25. That appears to the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. MeDougall) to be a gross piece of
mismanagement.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Certainly.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHIERIES. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Me-
Dougall) would be led to believe that we
paid $6.25 for soft coal, and, if that were so.
no doubt something would be wrong ln my
department. Now, the Auditor General's
clerk had before him the fact that that bill
was re-dered for 2014 tons, another bill for
43î tous, and another for 45 tons, making
the total quantity 290 tons ; and on the face
of each of these bills it was expressly stated
that that coal was " anthracite coal." The
clerk copied that ,blll into this book sImply
as " coal," leading the people to believe it
was soft coal, and from one end of the coun-
try to the other the people are reading the
"Hansard " reports, and believingt the offi-
cers of my department have been paying
$6.25 for "soft coal," when the very voucher
under the bands of the Auditor General's
clerk shows that It was not "soft coal," but
" anthracite ecal." The department bas been
entirely misrepresented by that kind of
thing. I may explain here, as much as I
can, but I cannot overtake the misrepresen-
tations which have been sent out wlth re-
gard to the matter. The "Hansard " bas
gone all over the country, and, make as
many explanations as I can, I never wilU be
able to get these explanations in the hands
of those who made the misrepresentations.

Mr. FOSTER. Send them out a copy of
the vouchers.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I would have to send them
all over the Dominion. Some of the Con-
servative papers have copied the item and
called the attention of their ten thousand
and one readers to the alleged fact that the
Departnent of Marne paid $6.25 for soft
coal, which every one knew could be pur-
chased for $3.25. I cannot see what excuse
the clerk ln the Auditor General's office had
for doing a thing like this. I know very
well that the Auditor General, neither direct-
ly nor Indirectly, would be a party to such
wrong-doing. But, nevertheless, the injury
bas been doue. I holduIn my hand the ori-
ginal vouchers which went through the Audi-

Sir LOUIS DAVIES

tor General's office, and on the face of each
of these vouchers it is plainly stated that
Carter's account was for anthracite coal. I
cannot understand how such a mistake came
to be made ln the Auditor General's office.
But this is not the only complaint I have to
make. My hon. f riend from South Leeds
(Mr. Taylor) cited a series of apparent over-
charges, and, when I asked my accountant
for an explanation, he stated that if the
clerks in the Auditor General's office had
copied these accounts as they should have
been copied, misrepresentations would not
have been made, not only with regard to
coal, but with regard to other articles.

Mr. TAYLOR. Name them.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I shall. For instance, In Mr.
Parent's account there was a good deal of
half fun and half earnest about a pair of
scissors costing $3.60. Now, they are not
" scissors " at all, but " shears " for cutting
sheet-iron, and yet they were copied in the
Auditor General's Report as "seissors."
The clerk would have no object ln mislead-
ing the House and the country, but never-
theless hon. gentlemen have been misled.
Then, there was a great deal said about the

'price paid for bricks. The hon. gentleman
from South Leeds (Mr. Taylor) talked for
hours about It, and I do not blame him, be-
cause the Auditor General's Report shows
simply that bricks wereo bought at 4 cents
each. They were not ordinary bricks.

Mr. TAYLOR. They were white bricks.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, they were fire-bricks,
bought for the furnaces, and they were not
paid for at the rate of 4 cents each, but the
account show@ that they are "white-brieks,"
purchased at 3 cents each, as low a price
as ever was paid for them. Why did not the
Auditor General's clerk copy that ln; why
mislead the House and the country ; why
ailow the department to lie under this heavy
cloud of extravaganee which the hon. gen-
tieman (Mr. Taylor) has raised against it. I
hold in my band each of these accounts, and
they are open to the inspection of hon. gen-
tlemen opposite. But that is not all. Then,
I was seriously charged withl being an ex-
travagant man, because I had bought a
bucket for $4.80. The account is Mr. Chou!-
nard's of Quebee. I turned up the account,
and I find that ft does not say a bucket
alone but a "bueket of pickles," which we
bought for $.80. By the om'isslon of the
word " pickles " I am represented as paying
$4.80 for bueket.

Mr. FOSTER.
pickle.

That left you in a bad

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Then my hon. friend spoke
of biscuits. He seemed to know a great
deal about the price of biscuits, and waxed
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very warmr about that. What biscuits ?
There Is no designation of the kind at all.
Well. I turned up the account, and they are
marked ginger biseults, which I am told Is
a speelal kLInd. and the price charged is said
by my accountant, who bas been accountant
for many years, to be reasonable and proper.

Mr. FOSTER. How much ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND.

FISHERIES. $3.20 for 28 pounds. Some-
times His Excellency and suite take a little
trip down on the "Druid," and the officers
at Quebec provide the best fare for them.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It is not fair to charge
His Excellency with eating a bucket of
pickles.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I will leave that question to
the ecitles on the other side of the House.
Now. I want to call my hon. friend's atten-
tion to some others of the little Items he
speaks of. Mr. Gregory, the agent at Que-
bec, after seeing the report of the debate in
" Hansard," wrote the following letter to the
accountant :-

Baking powder in this city la sold by grocers
at from 15 cents to 60 cents per pound. Go to
any grocer in Ottawa, and ask him the price or
the " Royal " baking powder, and I do not think
you can get it under 50 cents a pound ; that
would make it $6 per dozen. There are several
other brands, varying in price to 15 cents a
pound. We never buy the latter ; but occasion-
ally, we buy as near the "Royal " as possible :
hence the charge by Chouinard of $4.80 per
dozen. We usually pay $3 per dozen, as you will
see by M. Thibaudeau's and Ls. Mercier's bills.
Baking powder la in one-pound, half-a-pound
and quarter-pound packages ; that would make
a difference in price. The higher price is for
special purposes, and many people think It la
cheaper on account of its superlor quality, and
taklng so much less to cause the rising of flour,
especially pastry.

As to the price et biscuits, on some special
occasions, wben the Governor-General has been
on board, or some other distingulshed persons,
for a fine quality of table biscuits as high as 20
cents per pound has been paid ; but this very
rarely happens.

Now comes the question of brick at 4 cents
aplece. 1 paid $35 a thousand for the white fire-
brick I bulit my house with, and bought several
tbousands ; that la pretty nearly 4 cents apiece.
The bricks we paid 4 cents for, by the hundred,
are worth it, and that la the price. Every one
of them was selected by hand. a large portion of
them being arch-bricks, and all imported into this
country from Scotland, and used fo'our furnace
buildings.

Mr. TAYLOR. The finest buildings. The
hon. gentleman wil fnd that my statement
that they were white bricks Is rlght. I have
read those letters.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. This is the ofiReal's report.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Where do you
end fire-brieks mentioned ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They are called ire-bricks by
Mr. Gregory, and they are put in the ac-
count as white bricks, and I am told by
my accountant and deputy that they are
ire-bricks.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What is stated in the account sent to the
Auditor General ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. "White brieks" In each
case.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How long has that
elerk been ln the office? We must have
suffered badly from him.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. In your days the Auditor
General did not set down the details.

Mr. FOSTER. I will correct my hon.
friend. If he takes up the Auditor General's
Report for 1895, he wil fLnd that the detalls
are Just as minute there as they are lin, the
last report.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman is wroug.
I cited the other night from the Auditor
General's Report a great many instances la
which he grouped a number of these small
charges together as sundries. I went to the
Auditor and asked hlm why he had adopted
the new system. He said he had adopted it
in the year 1896. before this Government
had come into power.

Mr. FOSTER. I will read to my hoh.
friend these items -from the Auditor's Re-
port of 1895 :

Washers, 5 lbs. at 8c.; screws, 79à gross, $10.51;
sash fasteners, 2 doz. at 20c.; pulls, 6 at 5c., 75 at
2c.; buttons, 54 at 3c., 60 at 21c.; door-springs, 2
at 50c.; tarred felt, 6 rolis at 65c., 6 rols at 60c.
And so on.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not doubt that there are?
a large number of details, but what I say
is that he was accustomed to group these
small items in One lump sum of $2,000 or
$3,000. I do not complain of his dolng ithis,
but I want it done squarely. On the ques-
tion of these bricks for whieh we charge
31 cents and 3 cents-

Mr. TAYLOR. Four cents.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. One place at 4 cents; but
here 1s the bill and the hon. gentleman will
not find a charge of 4 cents in it. The Au-
ditor General's Report for 1891.92, page C-
265, ehowed that 511 fire-brieks cost $52.79,
or over 10 cents each.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman must
know that there is quite a difference be-
tween tire-bricks and bricks used for build-
ing purposes. No one ever knew tof ire-
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bricks being used for the erection of a resi-
òence.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. These are not ire-bricks for
a residence ; they are used for the furnaces.

Mr. TAYLOR. For arches over windows.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. For the arches of furnaces
in lighthouse stations and fog signals. I

was pointing out that according to the Au-
ditor General's Report of 1891-92, white
bricks were then bought at over 10 cents
each. And in the Auditor General's Report
of 1893-94, at page J-22, 400 ire-bricks cost
$16. or 4 cents each ; and ln the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report of 1895-96, 579 fire-brieks cost
4j cents each. In the bill which the hon.
gentleman eriticises these bricks are charged
for at only 3½ cents.

Mr. COCHRANE. Does the account say
they are white brick or fire-brick ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. White brick, and the agent
tells me that they are fire-brick for fur-
naces.

Mr. TAYLOR. Read bis letter; he says
they are for the arches of the house.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The arches of the furnaces.

Mr. TAYLOR. No, no.

The MINISTER oF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (reading)-

Every one of them was selected by hand, a
large portion being arch-bricks, ail Imported into
this country from Scotland, and used for our
furnace buildings. * * * As to the Iron at 3à
cents, that was a special order of a speciai ize-
6 in. by 3 in. by j-specially made for tanks, and
sold at the time ail the way from $2 to $3.50,
according to gauge. The whole bill for this
special iron only amounted to $25 or $26. We
could have bought ordinary tank plates at $2.25
to $2.50 ; but these special sizes always cost
more, and had to be specially ordered. The
price may appear high, but has always been so
for such brands of iron.

Now, when it cons to bar-iron, .there are
several prices. There ls common bar-iron and
bolts, used for building wharfs. That iron can
be bought .at $1.90 per 100 lb.; but refined iron,
in bars, differs in price according to size, and is
always considerably higher than common iron.
We use the very best refined iron ln our forges
lin making chains, swivels, shackles, &c., &c.

As to nails, common nails can be purchased
at from $2.10 to $4 ; finishing nalis, $3.15 to
$4.50; and wire nails, $3 to $5, according to
size. In our business, we sometimes require 200
or 300, or .o, of specially hand-made nails, and
the quantity of such nails obtained by us l
very mall.
Then he goes on to say about the confusion
i the accounts:

Theke things are Jumbled up ln the blue-book,
In the shape cf baking powder, biscuits, nails,
,ron, &c. For instance, une pair of scissors fis

1fr. CLANCY.

marked down at $3. Why, it might be a pair
of shears for tinsmith work, worth from $2 to $5.
Putty is quoted at $1.85 per pound, when it is
meant for 100 lbs., and it 1s cheap at that. The
question of shovels also came up. Shovels vary
in price from 50 cents to $1.50. The shovels
that we use and buy at 90 cents are very large
and strongly made, specially for coaling vessels,
and carry nearly half a bushel.

If the large quantity of 3é-cent Iron ls referred
to in the attack, they are steel plates'of a special
size used in the construction of the deck-house
of the " Constance." I can only say that it was
most diffleult to get it at any price at all, because
the stocks here were all out, and Mr. Parent had
to import It specially in the winter, paying high
rates of freight and cartage. Even now steel
plates are .exceedingly scarce, demands being
months ahead of the supply.

Now, the accountant gives a memorandum
on the same Unes, explaining xhit tie bis-
cuits were ginger and table biseults, and the
beans comlained of were charged $2 a
bushel, or 175 pounds at 4 cents. I do lot
know -whether that is reasonible or not, but
can only compare it with prices paid hereto-
fore. In the Auditor General's Report of
1895, K-101, 5 cents per pound are charged
for beans. On page K-13 of the same year,
$2.10 per bushel is charged. The best qual-
ity of beans is sold at 3 cents per pound In
cities, and in outside parts at 4 cents per
pound. As regards coal, I have given the
hon. gentleman pretty full explanatio:1 of
that. I find in the Au1ior Gencral's Report
of 1893-94, pages 3-48 and 49, 161 tons of
coal charged at $6.90.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. Does that say hard
cOaI ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am pointing out that prces
charged in previous years are iighier than
the ones critielsed now. This is anthracite
coal and not soft.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. There are two other
bills.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIIERIES. I do not know whether it is
necessary for me to read all through these
explanations. He goes through it pretty
much as did -the agent at Quebee.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Does the same explan-
ation apply to the bill of Mr. Hackett of
North Sydney, for coal-29J tons of coal at
$6, page K-99 ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN D
FISHERIES. I have not all the accounts
for that. The accounts were sent to the
Committee on Publle Accounts, on the motion
of my hon. friend. Will I have to look them
up and see If the same explanation applles ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. Why does the hon.
gentleman pay In Pictou 65 cents per ton
more for coal than in Cape Breton ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
's better coal.

5107



[JUNE 15, 1899à

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. It must be better coal.

AND

Mr. McDOUGALL. Not at all. Cape Bre-
ton coal is being trought Into Pictou to take
the place of Pictou coal. What is the system
under which eoal is supplied ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The bulk of the coal is sup-
plied by tender, but should a vessel come
Into port out of coal either the agent or the
master of the vessel buys a supply at the
current market prices, and bas to certify
that It is the current market price.

Mr. McDOUGALL. It seems to me that
the hon. Minister, knowing that during the
season a large quantity would be required
for the use of his steamers, ought to ask the
coal people for tenders, and then instruct
those lu charge of the steamers to apply to
the parties whose tenders are accepted for
the coal they need.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have explained that the
coal is purchased by tender, but often a
vessel goes to an outport short of coal, and
Is allowed to purchase the necessary supply
for the time being at the current market
prlce.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. Minister has at-
tempted to clear up the charges that I made
and produces a file of accounts whlch do not
at all refer to the item I was discusslng,
page K-46. $4,475, tbe bill for which are ln
the Public Accounts Committee. The parcel
my hon. friend has sent across to me refers
to a bill for $1,423.84.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISHERIES. I have sent the hon. gentle-
man part of the tills. Here are some more.

Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. friend bas said
that in the accounts there are no bricks at
$4, but the first Item In the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report is 100 bricks at $4.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. WhNle the Auditor Generai's
clerk bas entered so many bricks at $4 per
100, I cannot find any voucher to correspond
with that. They are all $3.50 per 100.

Mr. TAYLOR. I saw that in the Publie
Accounts Committee, and they are marked
white brick, and the iletter which my bon.
friend read corroborated that fact, because
he said the best buildings ln Scotland are
bulit from them and they are used here for
arches.

Mr. GIBSON. They do not build houses lu
8eotland with whIte bricks.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND'
FISHERIES. They do not bulld houses In 1
the Marine and Fisheries Department. I'
told the hon. gentleman, on the authorityl
of the agent lu Quebec, that these were
purchased for furnaces.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. Ministei tells
us that what was put down here as a
pair of scissors by the clerk Is in reality
a pair of tinsmith shears. But if he had
referred to Mr. Parent's account for things
we could all understand, he will find at
page K-46 that Mr. Parent supplied sixty-
seven kegs of nails at an average price of
$4.12 per keg. They run from $3.25 to
$5. At the same time Chown & Co., of
Kingston, as seen at page 1-19, supplied
twenty-eight kegs of nails at an average
of $2.27î. There is double the price paid
in one case that Is paid at another for an
article that everybody knows about. And
the Minister comes down and In the supple-
mentary Estimates asks for $30,000 addi-
tional toe carry on this service.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. 1 explained that.

AND

Mr. TAYLOR. In the main Estimates
last year the hon. gentleman asked for $95,-
000, and now he comes down for an ad-
ditional $10,000, and an additional $20.000,
making a total of $125,000, a sum larger
than ever was asked by the late Govern-
ment for this service.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is -not true. I gave
the hon. gentleman the amounts and he
ought not to make that statement. I show-
ed that the expenditures had been as fol-
lows, in round numbers:-

1884-85......... ............
1885-86....................
1886-87 ........................
1887-88 ........................
1888-89...... ..............
1889-90 ........................
1890-91 ........................
1891-92 .........................
1892-93 ........................
1893-94 ........................
1894-95 ........................
1895-96 .......................

$148,000
130,000
141,000
150,000
126,000
114,000
111,000
127,000
146,000
142,000
129,000
150,000

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does the hon. gentleman know in what
years these larger sums covered part of the
purchase of the "Stanley," theI "Aberdeen,"
and other vessels ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The money to purchase the
vessels Is voted apart from this.

Mr. TAYLOR. It is as my hon. friend
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) says-the
years .when there Is a large amount It Is
aceounted for by the purchase of some Gov-
ernment steamer.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN»
FISHERIES. I beg the hon. gentleman's
pardon. The purchase price of these steam-
ers was voted apart from this. We would
not take a vote for maintenance and buy a
steamer with it.

Mr. TAYLOR. The charge that the hon,
gentleman makes is that the Auditor Gene-
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ral's Report did not give details until 1896.
Why, my hon. friend from North Welling-
ton (Mr. McMullen) could not have remain-
ed In the House had that been the case.
He came here day after day with details
of prices, and declaimed against extrava-
gance, and said that when his friends got
into power all this would be done away
with, and all goods be bought by public
tender. But Is that the case ? The hon.
gentleman (Sir Louis Davies) is asking now,
as I predicted he would, for a supplement-
ary estimate to make up the deflciency
caused by these extravagant prices. His
purchasing agent paid $4.12 for nails, when
we know that the price last year for the
average sizes was $2 at wholesale-the Gov-
ernment ought to get them at wholesale.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FI8HERIES. Will the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Taylor) listen to the explanation Mr. Gre-
gory gives as to the nails :

As to the nails, common nails could be pur-
ehased at from $2.10 to $4 ; finishing nalis, $3.15
to $4.50, and wire .nails $3 to $5, according to
sizes. In our business, we require 200 or 300 or
so of specially hand-made nails, and the quan-
tity of such nails obtained by us is very small.

-Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. Minister had
better discharge the man who makes the
statement that wire nails are worth from
$4 to $5 a keg.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He says from $3 to $5.

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask my hon. friend from
Hamilton (Mr. Wood) what wire nails are
worth ? They are manufactured ln Hamil-
ton.

Mr. WOOD. It would depend upon the
size.

3r. TAYLOR. But from 3-inch up the
prices are the sa:ne. When you come down
to half and quarter Inch, you pay a little
more. I know about nails ; I have sold
then. and know the prices. The price was
$2.25 at retail in the country stores last
year. My hon. friend from South Welling-
ton (Mr. Kloepfer) told me this morning
that he had purchased a car-load last year
at $1.80. And the Government that ought
to buy them at bottom prices, pays $4.12
for sixty-seven kegs purchased from Mr.
Parent.

Mr. WOOD. Are they fdnishlng nails ?
Mr. MILLS. Yes, I think they will prove

to be finishing nails.
Mr. TAYLOR. Another Item that the

hon. gentleman did not mention when he
was picking out a pair of scissors and some
white brick and blaming the Auditor Gene-
ral for inaccuracy, was condensed milk.
This article is made at Truro and sold at
the factory at $3.50- a case. I seeè by the
accounts that the Yukon contingent were
supplied at Vancouver for less than $5.50

Mr. TAYLOR.

a case, freiglht paid. And the Government
purchased from lifty to one hundred cases
and paid from $8 to $9.60 a case.

Mr. BENNETT. Was it sold by Charle-
son ?

Mr. TAYLOR. It was sold by friends
of the Government. I find in the accounts
of Kennedy, of St. John, four cases at $1,
or more than double the price for which it
can be purchased.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think it fair that the
agent's statement should be given. He says
that the account of J. Kennedy for con-
densed milk at $8 and $9 a case was chal-
lenged before the amount was paid, and
the agent reported that the wholesale price
In St. John for "Reindeer brand " was $2
a dozen, and "Swiss brand," $2.75. The
amount was paid on receivlng this explana-
tion. If the hon. gentleman (Mr. Taylor)
will turn to the Auditor General's Report
for 1895-96, he will see that condensed milk
was paid for at $2.40, $2.25 and $3 a dozen.
The hon. gentleman was perfectly satisfied
with these prices then, but he finds fault
with the same or a little lower prices now.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Louis Davies) said that the details were not
given in the Auditor General's Report pre.
vious to the advent to power of the pre.
sent Government. Now he Is able to quote
details-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Taylor) must not misrepresent me. I did
not say that there were no details pub-
lished ; what I sald was that very little
of these details was given. The Auditor
General was accustomed to enter "sundry
supplies'" in lump sums of $2,000 or $3.000.

Mr. TAYLOR. We find the same thing
here. At- the bottom of Mr. Parent's ae-
count you find "sundries, $100.38." And in
other accounts you will find charges for
" sundries." My hon. friend (Sir Louis
Davies) is now proving that the Auditor
General did put ln details under the late
Government. He is trying to meet the
overwhelming proof that under his admin-
istration supplies are bought without ten-
der, and altogether from political favourites,
at two or three prices.

As to the condensed mlk. that Is an article
that leitold everywhere, and the best known
brands are the "Reindeer " and one or two
others. But the best brand that was sold
to the Yukon contingent, the " Reindeer1"
brand, was sold at Victoria at $5.60. Then,
take up other items, the price of which
everybody knows. Look Into Kennedy's ae-
count, and you will find a large quantity of
currants charged at 10 cents a pound. You
can go to any store and get 3 pounds of them
by retail for 25 cents; the wholesale price
la about 51 cents. That ls the price chargea
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at Victoria and Vancouver to the Yukon con- to lnform myself, and I have yet to flnd a prac-
tingent. I see that my hon. friend pays'tical navigator who says it is necessary.
Bate & Son, in Ottawa, 9 cents for currants, Now linorder to brlng that question up
and he pays his friend in the county of St.
John 10 cents a pound, paying double prices Ister of Marine and Fisheries he thought
for the article. These things account for
the extravagant waste of money, and ex- that 1 was cross-examluing hlm.l7th, lie deellned to answer a question whichplain how it is tLhat the Minister Is oblIged
to ask, ln the supplementary Estimates, for
an extra $20,000 to pay the supplies of these I arnqulte unaware whether there are petltlons
steamers.ln by practical seamen or not I wIl brlng

donany petitions there are.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. ISir HARES IBBET TPPE. 1Since then, the hon. gentleman bas handedthink the Minister of Marine and Fisherles me across the floor of the House a petition,

Is in error in saying, that the aceounts that
he referred to do not Include the cost of toseric Icaîwatenoeau e here is a
these Dominion steamers. The only case in
which there was a separate account shown from year to yer, l regard towhchwhic thee wa a eparte acoun ~ have complained from year to year that weby his own report, AppendIx No. 8, for theordiarywere flot voting enough., and that he wasconstruction of steamers out of the ordinary
amount which we take ln that form, was
the case of the vessel to replace the "Glen- Minîster is asking for main and supplement-
don " and "Lady Head." After that, as ary Estimates here, lu the year 18,bis posi-
Is shown by the Minister's own report, these lion was, that this was a selentific matter,
vessels, both the "' Stanley " and the "Ab- and that practical navigators were not fav-
erdeen,whih were built In my time, ap- does ths petition say that
pear under a lump sum for Dominion as been uneartbed. Lt was recelved ln thepearunde a ump nm fr Dminin Idepartment lu October, November and De-
steamers. cember,, sbowlng that many mimes on the

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND petition came forward lu October,, and the
FISHERIES. Not the "Stanley." I remem- balance of the names were forwarded later.
ber the vote passing; the ex-Minister of The petition sbws exactly how wrong the
Finance broughlt It down. Minlsters position Is, and how neoessary

Sirthis service Is In the mHndsBf pratical men:
Sir RÂRLS HIBERTTUPPR. ~ We, the undersigned masters and offcera of

am quoting from bis own offlal report, 1 vessels engaged in the navigation of the Gulf or
page 52, Appendix No. 8, where he will findîSt Lawrence, and of the waters on the Atlantic
the only two items separated for purchases Coast of the Dominion of Canada and of New-
for steamers, away back In the case of the foundland, desire earnestly and respectfully te
"Lady Head " and the "Glendon." I petition the Government and Parliament of Can-

But I wish to bring ont a point ln connec-Iada that they would promptly take such stepa
tion wth the tidal survey. The hon. gen-sthey may deem advsable t obtain as thor-tionwit th tidU srve. Th bo. gn-ough a knowledge as possible of the currents lntleman -Is asking $2,066.66 to supplement the i these waters, whetber due to the tides or taay.
sum of $4,000, which he took last year, and'other cause, and ta distribute amongst mar-
ln connection with the general vote of $4,- mers the Information obtained.
000 which le bas In his estimates for the' We believe that the serious loss of lite and of
following year. It is ln regard to a service property due te, shipwrecks attributable ta "un-
upon which the hon. gentleman held such 1-knwn currents" during fogs or hazy weather
pecullar views that It Is difficult to under- may thus be greatly dlmlnished. In sueh wea-
stand why he Is spending money at all. On ther these currents are a cause of great anxiety
the 12th of May, the hon. gentleman told and danger.
me across the floor of the House : Then follow several hundred names Ione

column,, and lu other columus are sbownThe scientists pretend that we should make a their rauk, name of vessel, and tonnage of
survey of the currents around the coast, and try vessel. Lu that list will be fouud officers ofand describe them more accurately on the chartnearo
than. they are described at present, but I have
not been able to find a practical seaman who ur coasts on the Atlantic, or up the River
shares that opinion, or an expert who recom- St. Lawrence. You find there the names of
mends me to Incur that expense. weil-kuown mariner%;wbo have been navi-
Again, In that debate, he says: gatng tiose wateTs for a ifetime. Take,

The INISER O MAINE ND FSHEfor Instance, Captain Richardson, of the
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND FISHERIES. ""Sardlan," now retlred from the service ou

I told the hon. gentleman that I was keeping a account of age, a mariner oargreat expert-
open CHAR tESuBBeci. t ence and splendid standing. Then, there

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. But the was the late Captalu Hugh Wylle, of the
Minister makes the extraordinary statement that "Polynesian," the commanders of the "Car-
no practical navigators had declared ln favour thagla," the"Lake Otario," and the
of the necessity of this service. "V" I mention these as shps

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISHERIES.
HowS cýnIThe0>0ft? IpYhav oueonoailmImyelfwellaknownd but there are several hindre-
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others. Then, there is Captain Trott, of the
cable steamer " Minia," a very experlenced
navigator, well known to all connected with
shipping. This shows that the position the
Minister took, In saying that the question
was not being pressed upon him by practi-
cal men, is erroneous. This petition Itself
should not have been lost sight of, particu-
larly when the Minister was not entirely in-
active, but was obtaining grants of money
from year to year for this service. I want
to ask the hon. Minister a question in regard
to this item respecting Robert Angus and
S. C. Hayden : when were there gentlemen
appointed ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. On the lst of May.

AND

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Of this year?

The M NISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Whose places do they take ?1

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They do not take anybody's
places. Mr. Dawson reported to me that the
tidal service reports from each station were
rendeired useless because they were not
worked out, and he said that he must have
some technical clerks to work them out. I
told him I could not appoint any until I
got authority from Parliament. When I
asked the Auditor General about it he said
that I must take a special vote for it. naming
the clerks. I went to Council and got au-
thority to employ these two men. one of
whom is a graduate of Prince of Wiles Col-
lege, and the other who has been employed
by Mr. Dawson, ot and on. He was a tele-
phone or telegraph man.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPE'R.
Is that Mr. Hayden.?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Mr. Hayden is the graduate
of Prince of Wales College. Mr. Angus was
a telephone and telegraph man, and he bad
been termporarily employed with Mr. Daw-
son. Mr. Dawson said that temporary em-
ployment was not what he wanted. .He
wanted two clerks to devote themselves to
working out these figures. I got an Order
in Council appolnting them at $600, and' I
have to ask a special vote to pay the differ-
enee between $400 and $600 for the current
year.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the hon. gentlemn increase the vote
after July to make this amount ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like t ask the
hon. Minister to explain au Item I flnd in
the Auditor General's Report pald to Mr.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (leton).

Parsons, one of the agents of the depart-
ment.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He is the agent of the Marine
Department ln Nova Scotia.

Mr. TAYLOR. lu a bill. which he is paid
for bis disbursements, I find seven cases of
condensed milk at $4.50 per case that he
bas been allowed to purchase. He bas pur-
chased it at $4.50 per case. whereas mer-
chants who have supplied this article at
Charlottetown and elsewhere have charged
from $8 to $9.60.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIE$. The purchase of the article

(at St. John was made through our agent,
air. Harding, in the same way that Mr.
Parsons purchased it at Halifax. It was
certified to, but as the amount seemed large
the aceountant sent it back to Mr. Harding
for an explanation. and that explanation I
have referred to. It was purchased In .the
same way by Mr. Harding as by Mr. Par-
Sons.

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Parsons purchased this
himself and presented the account. He pur-
chased it for $4.50, while you are paying
$9.60 in some cases for the same article to
other parties. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister w-bat political friend received $25
for exterminating noxious insects'? You
will find that in the Auditor General's Re-
port, K-16. You need not mind looking it
up. His naane is E. A. Evans.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Whois that?

Mr. TAYLOR. I suppose he is a political
supporter of the Government who had to
get something, and so be is put down for
$25 for exterminating noxious inseets.
Lighthouse and Coast Service-

Towards the construction of Upper Tra-
verse permanent lighthouse, to replace
lightship.....................$20,000

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
In connection with this lightship, is this the
first item that appears to authorize that ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT
Fas this work all been done?

TUPPER.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, it is now under way, and
it is to pay for the work which is belng
done from day to day. We are building the
wooden part of this structure, and takingit down to be sunk. I will require $20,000
more l the Supplementary Estimates next
year as the entire work Is estimated to cost
$40,000. It has been a subject of a great
deal of consideratlon, not only on my part,
but on the part of my colleagues, and a spe-
cial Investigation has been made into [t by
the chief eng'ineer personally who vlsited
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the ground. The shipping interest reported
to the department that, If possible, the eree-
tion of a permanent structure in place of the
floating lightships would probably result ln
an enormous advantage in the navigation
of the St. Lawrence, and It was thought that
the building of a permanent structure would
keep navigation open for two or three weeks
later in the fall. The lightships bad to be
taken away before the ice formed, whereais
if there were a permanent structure and
permanent lights loeated at that point it
would render navigation safe until that timé.
My hon. friend from Quebee West (Mr.
Dobell), the shipping interests of Quebec and
Montreal, the insurance companies, and
everybody interested in obtaining longer,
better and safer navigation in the St. Law-
rence, took the greatest interest da this
work. At first the chief engineer felt in-
ellned, from lis general knowledge of the
subject, to the opinion that it would cost in
the neighbourhood of from $70,000 to $100.-
000, perhaps, to complete this work, and I
hesitated, but at the request of the hon.
member for Quebee West, I sent the chief
engineer down to make a thorough inspection
of the ground, to find the depth and strengtlh
of the water and to obtain all the data
necessary to form as accurate an opinion as
it is possible for an engineer to form.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEU.
Can the hon. gentleman say when the engi-
neer went down ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Last autumn; I think some-
time about September, although I cannet
give the hon. gentleman a more aceurate
idea than that. Afterwards he made bis
estimate and report. After consultations
with practical men he came to the conclu-
sion that the structure could be built for
about $40,000. The vote for the maintenance
of liglhts will not enable me to pay for it
out of that. As I intimated last year that I
would do so, I am asking for a special vote
of $20,000, which will be paid before the
end of the year, and I will ask for $20,000
more.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
This opens up a very important question.
which may be attended with considerable
danger and certainly a great deal of Incon-
venience to the department. I do not recall
a case, no matter how pressing the neces-
sity of lights and aids to navigation, of a
departure being made from the rule which
has governed the department ln the making
of its estimates. For instance, there is only
$30,000 taken, as a rule, to cover the cost
of new lights. It once was $40,000, i think.
for a year or two. but the amount was re-
duced to $30,000. The practice was that the
items of the estimate should be under a sort
of division among the provinces. We bad.
lin order to secure an approxilmately fair
division as between the different coaste, the

Pacifie, the Atlantic, and the St. Lawrence,
and so on. to make that arrangement. The
department is lnundated froi January to
Decenmber with calls for lights. I am not
saying a word against the Upper Traverse.
That subject was often discussed and con-
sidered in my own time, but I am adverting
to the departure that is being made in con-
neetion with this matter. Hitherto it has
been possible under the implied instructions
from this commilttee and the House for the
Minister to simply give an answer that he
has estinated for the construction of lights,
and he cannot exceed that, that the amount
has been divided and to go beyond that is
not lu his power. You have here an urgent
case I admit, but It must bave 'been before
the Minister for a long time, and so that
excuse is taken away. This Traverse light-
bouse is one of-the largest works ever under-
taken by the department, and yet the Minis-
ter goes ahead, and without consulting Par-
liament, commits the country to an expense
of $60,000 or $70,000 for one light, which is
more than double the cost that Parliament
has hitherto allowed for any light in all Can-
ada. This is an extraordinary thing, and It
brings up many considerations in connection
wi:th -the system under whlch the country is
now governed.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I think i will be able to ex-
>lain it to my bon. friend (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) in a manner satisfactory to him. I
do not caU in question the prineiples whièh
he sald should control us In obtaining or ex-
Ipending this vote. The hon. gentleman will
remember that this is not the first time I
have taken Parliament into my confidence on
this matter. I discussed it last year, and,
although I said we had not reached a con-
elusion, yet I was ln hope that when the
engineer had made the survey, we would
reach a conclusion and be able to build the
'light. I found that the present lightship had
to be condemned, this was her last year
anyway, and If I were to put in a new and
improved lightship it would cost $50,000 or
$60,000. The questio- arose as to whether
I should watt until the first of July to begin
this work, or whether i should prepare the
woodwork before 'the ice went away, wheu
I could do it at one-half the cost. I sub
mltted all the facts to my colleagues in Coun-
cil, and they thought, under the circum-
stances, I would be well warranted In tak-
ing an amount from the general appropria-
tion, because I could do the work for one-
half the price, and then -when Parliament
met, I could ask for a speclal vote, because
the general vote would not cover that, and
the other expenditure. I did not venture to
start out on a large expenditure on this oe-
casion without having taken Parliament Into
my confidence, because I informred Parlia-
ment that -If the engineer reported the work
could be bailt for any reasonable sum, I
would undertake -the work rather than sup-
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ply a new lightship. The hon. gentleman a new lightship, or I had to start and build
will, therefore, see that from a business this permanent light.
standpoint as well as from a constitutional
standpoint, I was more than justified i Sir ?
going on. I cannot conceive It possible for
any one to question the propriety of build- The MINISTER 0F MARINE . AND
Ing this permanent structure, once tbe chief FISHERIES. Because the present ship wilI
engineer reported it was feasible and could not last more than this year, and I had to
be built for $40,000. have a shlp, or a permanent light ready for

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The next year.
Minister bas nothing before hlm beyond the Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
estimate of a very competent engineer, I ad- That Is no excuse. In 1896 or 1897, the Min-
mit, In regard to work, a large portion of ister knew his lightship would not last, and
whieh Is certain of being under water. The he could then have come to Parliament. The
Minister bas not even asked for tenders, I excuse given by the hon. gentleman is an
understand. accusation against himself. In 1892, when I

was In tlhe department. the question was
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND before the department, although at that time

FISHERIES. The chief engineer satisfied i there was no urgency as to the IUghtsblp not
himself thoroughly after making three or four 1lasting for some years. The Minister ln
visits to the place and examining It, that he tase aso dear The stn on
could bulld It much cheaper than If it were -hs aebas departed froni the sound con-

coul buld t mch heaer hanifit erestitutional practice of not asking Parliament
let by contract. He told me more than that. sortanlapprpratio nt He hasropen
that It was a kind of work wblch lie would 1for an appropriation In time. He bas opened

ta to tras nof ork whau ichhewouldthe door to extraordinary pressure, and left
not care to trust to contract, as it was work blmself open to a great deal of difficulties
which was required to be carefully done, in the future. I do not object to the sub-
under daily supervision. stitution of a permanent light for a light-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. ship ; but I enter my protest against any de-
Who Is superLntending It? paritment Incurring this responslblllty flrst,

and then coming to Parliament simply to
HERINI do INe is a Nirst register a mechanical approval of it. How

FIaSHERanIESouh.:irst.many men has Mr. Lemieux under hlm, and
class man, thoughL. how much is he paid ?

Mr. DOBELL. Mr. Lemieux. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND-
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. He Is the FISHERIES. He lias fifteen men, my de-

best man in the country. puty tells me; and we pay the men through
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND our agent. We calculated ;the other day

FISHERIES. He bears a very bigh char- that by the end of this month we w!!! require
eterand tHe ed i the whole $20,000. but, of course, the ac-acter, and the chi e engneer reported hlm

tr mp % aei~noe an ct1rPTnP1v <'nnhblemain counts are flot pald untIl I get tbîs vote.

for this kind of work.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The

answer of the Minister Is an answer that
could be given in any case where you pre-
ferred to be governed by the Governor In
Couneil rather than by the Parliament of
Canada. Hitherto, In all these matters ti
connection with the construction of lights,
the rule bas been- -

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. And a good rule.

AND

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
rule has been that Parliament would first de-
termine what work of tbat charaeter would
be undertaken, but now the same spirit that
bas taken possession of the Government ln
other matters has shown Itself In this. They
get the Governor In Councll to approve and
they go on with the work.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Had to.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Not
at -all.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Well, I was compelled to build

air LOUIS DAVIES.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
When were these men employed ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND-
FISHERIES. Sometime before the Ice went
out of the Loulse Basin. We bad to do this
partieular crlbrwork on the Ice, or we would
have had -to postpone It for another year.

-Mr. BENNETT. This las on a par with the
construction of a lighthouse on the north
shore of the Georgian Bay, which was
brought before the House by ihe bon. mem-
ber for East Grey (Mr. Sproule). The worli
was done there by day's work and not by-
tender.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND)
FISHERIES. Nearly every year the chief
engineer reports to me that owIng to the-
peculiar cireumstances of the case 8uch an&
such a lighthouse has to be bult. He ad-
vises It should be bulit under the supervision
of Mr. Noble there, and bulit by our own
men by day's work rather than by eontract.
That frequently happens; ad, as far as I.
am concerned, I am governed aLnost alto-
gether by CoL Anderson's advice In that
matter,
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Mr. BENNETT. I remember that, during nearly $2,000, Instead of belng done under
the term of the last Parliament, there were contract, Is entrusted to a party friend, who
three lights built on the shores of the Geor- does just what he likes. True, the hon.
gian Bay. One was a very difficult strue- Minister Is fortified by the opinion of hie
ture, -built on a rock of about an acre In ex- engineer ; but, when he brought his judg-
tent and 20 miles from the shore. The Min- ment to bear upon the questlon. surely he
Ister has undertaken an expenditure of must have seen that If this foreman could
about $40,000, of whleh about $20,000 bas overlook the men in the direct employment
already been spent. of the department he could overlook wojrk

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND 1 done by men under a contraetor. But the
FISHERIES. Will have been by the end of Minister stands responsible for undertaking
this month. a work involving an expenditure of $40,000,

without calling for tenders. It is the duty
Mr. BENNETT. There is no use quib- of tbe Opposition to point out these facts,

bling about a day or two. The Minister has and. as long as I am here. I intend to do It,
based his whole argument on the report of!1 more particularly as hon. gentlemen oppo-
his engineer, who, he says, recommended site seem disposed to acquiesce In everything
that the work should be done by day's work, of this kind done by the Government.
and personally supervIsed. Mr. Lemieux, a
first-class man, is now looking after the The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
work. Surely, if tenders had been called FISHERIES. I do r>t think my hon. friend
for and the work let by contract, the depart- Is q ihs fair to me. The general statement
ment could have availed Itself of the ser- Is ccrrect, that I am taking the responsibil-
vices of Mr. Lemieux to watch the contrac- Ity, ast Minister, for having this work con-
tor. structed by day's labour, and, if I do not

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES., I can only say, that Col.
Anderson reported to me that this work
was of a very special character, that the
eribwork had to be built on ice, and then
sunk, and that, unless It were built with
great care, he could not guarantee that It
would stand the run of the tide there ; and
he strongly recommended that It should not
be done by contract, but done under our
own supervision. What would the hon. gen-
tleman have me do ln sueh a case ? Would
It be for me to call for tenders in the face
of that recommendation ?

Mr. BENNETT. The engineer is not on
the ground, and will not be on the ground,
supervising the work personally.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. But ha has been on the
ground continually.

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Lemieux is entrust-
ed with the duty of looking after the work.
If he eau 1ok over a corps of men ln the
employ of the Government, surely he could
look after a contractor's men, and see that
as good and efficient work was performed
by men employed by the contractor as by
men employed directly by the department.
This department -appears to be conducting
its work lai a similar manner to the Publie
Works Department. Last night we had a
sample afforded of the way ln which the
Publie Works Department does its work,
when we were Informed that $6,00 worth
of work is done on the Langevin Block with-
out a tender being called for. I also find, n
the Report of!the Auditor General, that eer-
tain work. was done by the Publie Works
Department in connection with the taking
out of some seows to work with the-dredge
"-Challenge"; and that work, amounting to
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succeed In having it done as cheaply as It
could be done by contract, I shall be held
responsible. What is the fact ? Here Is a
man at the head of the lighthouse depart-
ment, Col. Anderson, a man of very great
experlence, who has been In that position
for the past twenty years. He was a long
time makIng up his mind whether It could
be built there at ail, and stand the pressure
of the Ice and tides. After making a num-
ber of surveys, he came to the conclusion
that it could be done, provided it was done
ln a proper way and done very carefully,
and he came to me and said; "I could
not advIse this belng let by contract, for I
cannot takq the responsibility of the work
being properly done, unless it Is doue under
my own supervision ; and, if we can get a
trustworthy man to superintend the work,
I would advise that it be done by day's lab-
our." I thInk I am justifted ln taking his
advice. If I dîd not, and the work should
be carrIed away, I would be held responsible
for not following the advice of my expert
officer.

Mr. BENNETT. Under the late Govern-
ment, when a lighthouse was to be con-
structed, tenders were called for, and the
work was given to the lowest tenderer, and
the person who got the contract was bound
to gIve ample security to the department for
finishlng the work. The position of the Min-
Ister Is this. If the structure is carrled
away, lhe can blame Mr. Lemieux, but he
cannot fall back on him for damages ; but,
If the Mlnlster had followed the ordinary
course, and asked for tenders, and required
sëenrlty to be given for the performance o!
the work, he would have lad the secnrity
put up by the contractor to fall back upon.
So that the.Minister is much worse off than
he would be, if he had let the work by con.
tract.

REVISED EDITION.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not think my hon. friend
would have taken any other course, If he
were in my position.

Mr. BENNETT. How does the Minîster
know that the work could be done cheaper
by day's labour without calling for tenders 1

Mr. CLANCY. Has the engineer given ln
a written report to the effect that this could
not be well and safely done by contract ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I had a great many conversa-
tions with him. and am almost sure that
his report is in writing.

Mr. CLANCY. It is Important to know, be-
cause it Is very dIfficult for the committee
to make a distinction between Mr. Lemieux
following out plans and specilicatlons made.
for which tenders were had, or plans and
speclfications for construction by day's work.
There Is a distinction without a particle of
difference. I must confess that I cannot see
any difference, whetber Mr. Lemieux has
supervision of this work done by the day or
let by tender.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I do not very well see how the Minister
of Marine and Fisherles was at liberty to
depart from the recognlzed principle,
unless the Government have the courage of
their convictions and set that principle aside
ln all the departments. The practice foi-
lowed lu the Marine Department was that
ln nearly all cases, lin which the cost was
under $10,000, the work was put ln charga'
directly of one of the officers of the depart-
ment who employed day labour. That prac-
tice proved very successful and economical.
But here is an extraordinary departure.
This Is the heaviest piece of work under-
taken by the department ln a great many
years. We have never had any such work
undertaken since 188, and in this instance
the rule that is bInding by statute on all the
departments Is set aside altogether. The
hon. MInIster did not even know the name of
the man who had charge of the work, aud
had to get his name from his colleague, the
hon. member for Quebec (Mr. Dobell). Not
an engineer ln hie department, either the
chief or any of his subordinates, has been
given the supervision of the work.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The engineer Is there con-

stantly.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

The chief engineer has been in the city of
Ottawa nearly the whole time, for I have
seen him here daIly. The hon. Minister
ought to give us the report on ýwhich he ls
acting, and alio the reports which Mr. An-
derson made some years ago. Al the rlsk
ls being rua by the country. ThereèIs no
protection whatever to the Goverument,
and should this foundation be carried away.

r. BENNEmTT.ff

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. Four dollars a day.

AND

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Here Is a $4 a day man willing to go down
to the Traverse and spend his time there.
He may be a very good man In a way, but
the hon. Minieter will not pretend, and I am
sure his hon. colleague from Quebec will not
say, that Mr. Lemieux is an expert or au
eglneexT.

Mr. DOBELL. I consider Mr. Lemieux Is
a speclalist ln wharf building and block
building. I have known him for many
years, and have given him orders for heavy
work, and left the carrying out of the work
entirely ln his hands. He Is really a genlus
ln wharf building. I do not wlsh to appear
as If I had not some degree of responsIblil-
ty in urgIng upon my colleague the con-
struction of this work. From the trst time
I entered Parliament, I saw the necessity
of having a permanent lghthouse In the
Traverse, which is a narrow waterway, 500
feet wide In a river about six miles wide,
with nothing to Indicate where that chan-
nel-way is except two lightshIps known as
the North Traverse lghtship and the South
Traverse Ilghtship. These are taken down,
as soon as the weather permits in the sprIng
and remaIn there until the weather ln the
fall becomes too boisterous or Ice forms lu
the river and Is carried up and down the
river, and lable to cut the glihtships
through, as they are buit of wood. Those
lightships then are removed, and it ls only
two years ago that a large steamer came
r1up the river St. Lawrence late In the year
laden wIth goods, but when she came to the
Traverse these lightships had been removed.
She waited there three days to get a pilot
steamer to show ber the Way through, but
that pilot could not be got, so she went
back down the river and discharged some-
where lu Nova Scotia. My contention Is
thisand I am perfectly satied that the
House willagre wth me-that our objeet
should be to make our navigation as long
as psbleln the year. If we cn po ly
make It nine months iteaedof süjiwe sal
be doing- a gret beneût to the whole coun.

the expenditure would not be $40,000 but
double that. The risk of Its being carried
away is enormous, and that was one of the
reasons why no lighthouse was attempted
there ln former days. The trouble about
erecting any lighthouse there is to get a
foundation that will stand, and we have lu
this case, not oly the absence of the risk
which would devolve on the contractor had
this work been let ln the usual way, but
we have also the absence of the technical
supervision of a known and responsible
officer of the department. Mr. Lemieux may
be all rlght in bis own way, but Is simply
a temporary employee, ouly employed by
the Government for superintendlng this par-
ticular work. What is he paid ?
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try. To accompllsh this, the first thing ne-
cessary was to make one or two permanent
lighthouses in the Traverse to take the place
of those two Hghtships. It happened that
one of these lightships was reported unsafe
and not fit for the service this year. An
estimate was obtained as to the cost of
another one, and it amounted to something
like $70,000. I then urged on my hon. col-
league that a permanent lighthouse could
be erected there at a much less cost and with
much greater benefit te the country, and I
urged him to have it done before the ice
had gone out of our Loulsei dock basin, so
that we could make the bottom of the pler
exactly to correspond with the place where
it had to be put at the Traverse. I believe
that an engineer went down and made plans
of what was required, and the work was
then begun and carried out. I believe that
the work will be done for one-half what it
would have cost if we had waited until
now.

Mr. CLANCY. Was Mr. Lemieux ever a
contractor ?

Mr. DOBELL. I do not think he ever took
a contract. He works by the day.

Mr. CLANCY. How did the hon. gentle-
man come to discover his genius ?

Mr. DOBELL. Because I have employed
hlm, and the works he construeted for me
some years ago gave me entire satisfaction.
This Is no ordinary work. It has to be
sunk In an exact position and at the
edge of this deep channel. It has to be
sunk ln twenty-five feet at low water, and
at high water it will be sunk something
like 42 feet. So that it Is not ordinary work.
Besides, it bas to resist the Ice and is of
very peculiar construction.

Mr. CLANCY. Will the bon. gentleman
(Mr. Dobell) say whether Mr. Lemieux ever
before constructed a work of that kind?

Mr. DOBELL. I do not think there Is a
similar work in the country. When you
require a special work, you must have a
man with special qualifications to carry it
ont.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
runs no risk, and gets $4 a day. No one
is disputing that this work should be under-
taken. I began the discussion myself and
took great care to avoid that, because I
knew that If it was possible to build a per-
manent work there It was desirable to do
so. But I did challenge-and I do It again,
as the hon. gentleman (Mr. Dobell) des fnot
seem to have followed me at all-the band-
ing over of these things elther to the Gov-
ernment or to any one member of the Gov-
ernment, no matter what his ablity may
be. To plunge Into a work of this kind
that could have been and should have been
brought before Parliament to get authority
for it, is something not only novel, but dan-
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gerous, and it puts this House at once in
the position of being nothing more than a
body to register the decisions of the Govern-
ment. That Is what I protest against. We
have the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
telling us that a work is going on that, ae-
cording to the estimates of his own engi-
neer, will involve us in an expense of $40,-
000, a work that, in my day, was estimated
by the same engineer and the same officers
at a far greater sum. And more than that,
it is a work that involves, as the hon. mem-
ber for Quebec knows well-and he wIll not
deny it, certainly no engineer of intelligence
would deay it-danger of the whole work
belng car:ied away.

Mr. DOBELL. The Government could
have that insured if they wish.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
Governmeit does not insure ; the Minister
does not propose to begin any practice of
that kind, and the suggestion I do not take
to be a serlous one. Speaking from memory,
in my time the estimate of the cost of this
work was $6,000 or $70,000 ; and you have
the risk of losing the whole of it. You
could get a lightship, not for $75,000, but
for $40,000.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES Not the new and Improved
light-ship.

Mr. DOBELL. The wood of which a Uight-
ship would have to be built has advanced
considerably in the last ten years, I speak
of oak and elm. Any one acquainted with
the trade knows this to be a fact

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The light-ships are not always built of
wood. The light-shlps on the coast of Eng-
land are not of wood, I belleve.

Mr. GIBSON. They have no ice there.
Mr. DOBELL. May I ask the hon. gen-

tleman this-does he mean to say it is worth
whIle to take up the time of the House dis-
cussing whether it would be best to build
a light-ship of iron or wood ? Surely, If
you can get a permanent lighthouse on the
Traverse, It would be a much greater benedt
than keeping up the lightships.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
objeet to the interruption, and I shalnot
address myself to the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Dobell) further, if he persists in discussing
the wisdom and proprlety of engaging In
a work about which Parliament never was
consulted. My protest Is that this action
has been taken without consulting Parlia-
ment, when we should bave been consulted
ln the first place. No one Is discussing the
propriety of the work itself. The Minister
says-and I do not quarrel with him for
that : "I take my stand on the opinion I get
from my engineer; I do not understand
these things in their technical aspet, and
I set %pon thereports of my engieer." We
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must have the same means of knowledge
that he has. We are entitled to It.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Certainly.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. LIt
is an important thing for consideration whe-
ther the hon. gentleman has plunged into
this, as I fear he has, prematurely. Or
not exactly prematurely, because he says
that his light-ship was used up, and he
had to come to a decision before he had
an opportunity to consult Parliament. My
answer is that he was neglectful in not
consulting Parliament a year ago, when his
light-ship was showing sigus of being used
up. We have Mr. Lemieux there at $4 a
day. What is lhe paying the men and
where do they come from ? Does he ship
them from Quebec, and if so, is the cost
of transport and malnte!nance borne by the
Government ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The eribwork was being car-
ried on ln the Quebec basin, while the ice
was there, and It will be taken down
through to Traverse. Mr. Lemlieux is there..
The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper)
was astray in saylng that no officer of the
department has control over him. Mr.
Noble, who is a good man-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. A
very good man.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES-has been there three or four
times watchlng the work. Col. Anderson
has been there also, I think more than
once.

Mr. DOBELL. Three times.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.1

Since the work began?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Yes, and watched the work
very carefully. As the hon. gentleman
knows, we have taken into our own hands
the work formerly done by contract, of
buoying the St. Lawrence between Mont-
real and Quebee. Therefore, we shall have
aU officer ln that part of the world, and
the work at Traverse below wll have the
benedt of his constant and continuous su-
pervision. We take a gene-ral vote every
year for the construction of lighthouses of
about $45,000. And when the vote was
going tbrough last year, I stated that this
matter was under consideration. I was
quite aware, of ceurse, that what I could
spare of this $45. would not enable me
to de this work, or to do that part or it
which is to be done iu thei ensuing year.
So, we were placed In this position, we
had either to let a year go by, as my hon.
flend '(Mr. »1bell) has said. or we had
to bulld that crlbwork before the Ice went
out. My bon. friend told me, and he was
bà,eked up by the engineer, that if I did

not get the work done before the ice went
out, it would cost me three or four times
as much as to get the crlbwork done after-
wards. The question was whether I shoula
go on and construet it, knowing that I could
not inish the whole work out of the vote
I had and then come to Parlia.nent and
ask for a speclal vote in the supplement-
aries-whieh, when I began, I thought it
would be long before June-or abandon it
to another year. But I could not abandon
It for another year, for the present light-
ship has about run its course. So, I had
either to build the permanent work or else
get a new light-ship. I do not see what
more I eould have done. Of course, tech-
nically, speaking, It may be sait that we
strained a point. If the engineer had lad
his mind made up when my supplement-
ary Estimates went through last year, I
would have asked a vote ; but, as I ex-
plained to the hon. gentleman, the engineer
wanted further surveys and examinations
before he made up his mind. He satisfied
himself that it could be built, and the ex-
set spot on whleh it could be bulit, and
the amount for whIch it could be built
But this was after the supplementarles of
last year were voted. Then I had to de-
eide whether to abandon the work for an-
other year or take the responsibillty of go-
Ing on with the expenditure, and, at the
earliest moment, take Parliament into my
confidence and ask for a vote for the work
to be done this year. I had no doubt as
to the wisdom of the scheme. I felt there
would be no objection raised to that Al,
I believe, are satisfied that this aid to navi-
gation Is one of the most pressing and Im-
portant In the Dominion ; and I am sure
I shall have the support of my hon. friends
opposite, as of those around me, lu carry.
Ing It out. The whole shIpping in-
terest of Montreal and Quebec are
looking forward with anxIous Inte-
rest to the completion of this work.
The Insurance companies are more than de-
lighted at the fact that the work is golng
on. The very fact that we are taking la
hand these great and expensive works for
improving the navigation of the river St.
Lawrence, will have a materlal effeet la
reducing the enormous rates of Insurance
which are now being charged on the ship-
ping wbich comes to that river. The only
point that can be taken advantage of Is
when they say : You should have taken a
vote last year. I have told the hon. getie-
men wby I did not take a special vote. Col.
Anderson had nfot sufficient knowledge to en-
able hlm to say that the work could be built
for less t $75,. I couM not bring my-
self to the concluslon that I would be justi-
fied In asking the House for 7,. But
after he had made this further survey and
talked for a long time wlth Mr. Noble and
Mr. Lemieux, he came to the conclusion,
after going over his estimates carefully and
seelng what the woodwork and stone could
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te purchased for, that it might be built for have not been called for the material. The
$40,000. Wheu I was informed by these imaterial las been bought by Col. Andersou,
gentlemen: Unless you begin the work be- and Mr. Noble, and the agent at Quebee.
fore the Ice goes, you must leave it for
another twelve months, I took the responsl- Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Has
bility of saying : We will go on, and ask the hon. gentleman's officers -any idea of
Parliament at the first moment for autho- what the material costs ?

4-,% I-MIO y -«ronk fhla i o%- -- -- -
rity te deiray thee iàlls. I wautths money!
to do that, and I am sure the House will no!
think tbat I have taken an extreme de-
parture.

CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
are tíbe men getting who are working
Mr. Lemieux ?

Mr. DOBELL. In the early part of the
season, before the sbips came in, they were
getting $1.25 ; since then, I thlnk, the wages
have risen to about $150.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
am asking in regard to these men on
work fthe Minister speaks of.

I
the

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDT
FISHERIES. I have not the knowledge.
Mr. Lemieux employs them, and he is under
the control of Col. Anderson. Mr. Noble
has been there three times, and Col. Au-
derson bas been there since the work began.
two or three times. Mr. Lemieux knows the
names of the men. They are pald by the
agent in Quebec. Mr. Gregory. They are
doing the cribwork.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does the bon. gentleman give them instrue-
tions to go on with the sinking of the crib-
work and fl it uno?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It will be done under Col.
Anderson's special supervision.

Sir CHARLES HIRBERT TUPPER. Is
it to be done by day's work ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The whole work wll be done
under Col. Anderson's speclal supervi-
sion, under 'his responsibility and care. He
reported that that was the only safe way
he thought It could be done, sa that the de-
partment would have control of It all the
time, and see that the work was actually
doue ln such a way that It would resist the
pressure of the Ice. I believe that report le
In wrltlng.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What was the special
diffieuity In the construction of this crîb-
waork?

The MINISTER OF
FISHERIES. The depth
lowest possible tide, and
higb, It is 42 feet.

MARINE
ls 25 feet
when the

AND
at the
tide is

Mr. BENNETT. What proportion of the
money goes for labour, and what for ma.
terial ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERMES. I could not tell. Tenders

Sir
What
under

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. My deputy tells me that the
accounts are kept in Quebee, and I cannot

1,9nswer the hon. gentleman.

Mr. WALLACE. I think the Minister
las utterly falled to justIfy the course he

I has taken ln this matter from the start up
to the present day. He says It became a
case of urgeney. There was no urgency
about it. 'If the 'MiiIster had been looking
to the affairs of his department as closely as
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson)
would have done in the same position, he
-would have provided for this, there would
have been no need for this undue haste.
Then he tells us that he is entirely gulded
by bis engirteer. Well, why not let the engi-
neer run -the whole department ? What Is the

1 need for a Minister If he exercises no judg-
ment of his own ln this matter? He says
the engineer did these things. He says no
tenders were asked, andC so the law is vio-
lated. No Information is given to the public,
as should have been doue. He says the engi-
neer recommended this. Why not have given
us the report of the engineer. If the hon.
gentlemau has a report from his engineer
that has convinced the Minister, why not
let us see that report so that we may decide
if the Minister has a right to be convinced.
He says the job can be done for $40,000 ; we
do not know but that It may cost $60,000.
He says : Look at the enormous difficulty
ln sinking a crib ln 25 feet of water. Well,
there are men who are able to sink a erlb
in 100 feet of water. He says the work Is
under the constant supervislon of Col. An-
derson. My hon. friend from Pictou (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) sayýs that he sees
Col. Anderson nearly every day in Ottawa.
so it is not under bis constant supervision.
because, I presume, Col. Anderson has many
,ther works to look after which occupy his
tine argely in other pinces. But the Min-
ister has not justified·the violation of the
law in goiug into this work without asking
for tenders, and without a proper under-
standing of the work.

Mr. W. GIBSON (Lincoln). Since the hon.
gentleman has been kind enough to mention
my name, I may say for the benefit of the
committee, that I have just about flnishad
a piece of work ln water, not, perbaps, quite
as deep as the Government requires this to
be doune. There is a serious diMeulty in
sinking crlbs where there are 17 feet of tide
to eontend against. As I gather from what
has been stated before the committee, at
low water the crib Is 25 feet deep, and at
high water it la 42 feet, there being a rie
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of 17 feet at the tide. WIth respect to the
wages that ths Goverument are paying their
men, I say frankly, that the Government are
very lucky in getting their men at $1.25 and
$1.50 a day, for I have to pay to the same
kind of labour $1.75 per day ; and at the
same time I have to pay my foremen $5 a
day instead of $4. The hon. member for
Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) asked
the Minister If he could give hlm an Idea as
to the cost of wages and the cost of material.
I may say that after an experience of 30
years la constructing publie works, I have
found, invariably, that the cost of wages
and the cost of material are almost identical.
In ordinary circumstances the one costs jusi
about as much as the other. This may be a
special case. I have no doubt there Is a good
deal of difficulty In contending wlth the
tîde, because with the tide there Is a current
and sinking a crib under such circumstances
entails a good deal of trouble. I think
it will be found that, when this work is
completed, the cost of wages and ma-ter1-
al wll run along on parallel Unes. I may
say. that I approve, and have always ap-
proved of work of this kind, being let,
wherever It is possible to secure tenders, to
the lowest tenderer, If the gentleman who
Is the lowest tenderer is a reputable man
and able to put up the necessary security,
and I venture to say, that the Government
would be justified In giving a contract of
this kind, though not in this case, to the
lowest tenderer, If his price were below the
estimate of the engineer. My hon. friend
from Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
wished to make the point, but I think he
could hardly have been serious, that the
risk was entirely put upon the contractor.
because, if a work were let under contract
by that hon. gentleman, I amn thel Judg-
ment of the House in saying, that he would
have made some provision for the payment
to the contraetor, as the work progressed,
from month to month, of perhaps 80 per
cent or 90 per cent. If that work were car-
ried away, would not the Goverument be
out 80 per cent or 90 per cent, If the Gov-
ernment had paid to the contractor that
amount ?

Mr. BENNETT. There would be the sure-
ties to fall back on.

Mr. GIBSON. That just shows that my
bon. friend (Mr. Bennett) does not know
that the Government does not accept sure-
ties ln connection with work. It accepts the
contraetor's deposit.of 5 per cent or 10 per
cent, when the work is tendered for.

Mr. HAGGART. And it also accepts secu-
rittes.

Mr. GIBSON. Not at aIl. Apart from se-
eurities, I would like to know, from the hon.
memnber for South Lanark (Mr. Haggart), If
he ever followed up these securities unider
any contraet he let In which the contractor
failed. Did he follow up the securities in

Mr. GIBSON.

the case lu which Goodwin ran away atter
h le had done the ýmucking, leaving the heavy
work for the Governmrent to do ? In the
case of this peculiar kind of work, such as
has been described by the hon. Minister,
the Government were perfectly justified ln
doing this work by day labour. I eau recall
an Instance of another. company which had
a similar piece of work to do, at a place
called Norman, in the Lake of the Woods
region. wùere the risk was so great that
the company would not give it to a con-
tractor, because they feit that, In the event
of a w'ashout or the dam being carried away,
they would be at a lose to the extent of the
work that had been done. In my opinion,
froni what I have gathered from the infor-
mation given to the committee by the hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, this was
a piece of work that could not be let to a
cotraector, exeept at an exorbitant figure,
and I consider the Government were per-
fectly justified in doing the work themselves.

Mr. CLANCY. Dûes the hon. gentleman
know anything about this work ln question?

Mr. GIBSON. No.
Mr. CLANCY. Well, then, the hon. gentle-

man's information is not worth a great deal,
is it ?

Mr. GIBSON. I am very much obliged to
the hon. gentleman ; but, considering the
works I have carried out, and the experience
I have had, I hope I am fnot as stupld as
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Claney) would lead
this House to belleve. I can gather the na-
ture of that work from the experience I have
had of that kind of work, because I can
tell my lion. friend, In a word, that a con-
tractor very seldom has the same kind of
work to do twice, and he bas to gather his
experience from the different kinds of work
he has to do, so that he must have a gen-
eral knowledge. Surely, the bulding of a
crib, framing It, dove-tailing and fillIng it
with stones, ls only a question of labour and
a question of quantity.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. GIBSON. Exactly. The question of

putting It down to a greater depth means a
great deal more ln this case, because you
have the tide to contend against, whlcb bas
a rise of 17 feet, ln addition to whicb, there
Is a flowlng river and consequently a strong
eurrent.

Mr. MILLS. It is an advantage, rather
than anything else, because you can do the
work at a time when the water Is out,

Mr. GIBSON. If my hon. friend (Mr.
Mis) would confine himself to law, he would
be al right, instead of talkng about the
building of cribe. lu the building of a erlb,
you build It out of the water, and gradUy
sink it. You anchor It as near the place as
you can, andI It settles by reason of the di.-
Ing, se that It is net bulit from the bottom,
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but is built from the top and sunk down
as the work progresses. So much for my
hon. friend who has just taken his seat. With
the danger of the tide and with the danger
that the work might be carrIled away, I
say, that the Government were perfectly
justified, in my opinion, In having this work
performed by day labour, sEo that it might
be completed by the close of navigation.

Mr. CARGILL. I understand, from what
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Gibson) has stated,
that he has found. in taking contracts, that
the cost of material being always equal to
the cost of wages, that would be a fair price
or value for any contractor to estimate work
upon. Is %bat right ?

Mr. GIBSON. Yes.
Mr. CARGILL. In this particular case it

would depend altogether as to what these
two cost. what the contract would be worth.*
As to the amount of wages paid for the
work. I understand that the wages paid
were froni $1.25 to $1.50 a day for ordlnary
labour. and $4 a day for supervision. The
hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) has
been in the habit of paylng $1.75 a day for
ordinary labour, and $5 for supervision ; so
that it just depends on the amount of wages
paid. I inferred, from what he sald, that
the price of doing a piece of work of this
kind wholly depends on the 'wages you have
to pay to do the work, therefore, if he had
got the contract it would have eost the coun-
try 25 per cent more than the fixed price.

Mr. GIBSON. I thlnk I would be justified,
and I thInk the hon. ex-Minister of Railways
and Canals (Mr. Haggart) would bear me
out, in saying, that better results will be ob-
talned from men at $1.75 a day, working
for a contractor, than from men working
for the Government at a lower rate of pay.
Mr. Brassey's experience-and perhaps there
was no greater authority, at all events
up to the time he was engaged lu publie
works-was, that he got the same compara-
tive results in all parts of the world, no
matter what the wages were. If he got
coolie labour ln India at 25 cents a day, he
got 25 cents worth of work, and, if he pald
the English navvy $125, or 5 shillings, a
day, he got $1.25 worth of work, plust the
profit. While 1, perhaps, pay In this case
25 cents a day more than the Government.
I would expect to receive that additional
return from my men on account of the
wages being higher.

Mr. HAGGART. As the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Gibson) has appealed to me-perhaps I
am not a good authorlty on the subject-I
may say a word or two. The reasons for
not doing this work by ·tender are, to me, the
most extraordlnary I have ever beard. Here
1s a erib that is being built, as the hon. mem-
ber for Lincoln knows, ln the Louise Basin,
at Quebee. This le all the expenditure there
le up to the present time. It 1s being built

there, and 14 is to be towed down to the
work. Up to that period, what reason is
there why the work should not be let by
contract ? This cribwork was built on the
ice ln the Louise Basin, ln the city of Que-
bee, where, above all places In the world, it
could be let by tender and carried out under
the supervision of the ofileers of the depart-
ment.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You and the engineer differ
on that. The engineer thought it should be
done by day's work.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
As to the question raised by the hon. mem-
ber for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson), although I am
iot an authority on this matter. I would
cite the practice of the Minister of Rallways
(Mr. Blair) as against bis contention. That
hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) let out a contract
for cribwork a short time ago in the city
of St. John, N.B., where there is greater
depth of water and a greater tide.

Mr. DOBELL.
cases.

They are not parallel

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
It may be a defect on my part, but I did
nat appeal to the hon. member from Que-
bee West (Mr. Dobell) as an expert in this
matter.

Mr. DOBELL. No, but I feel perfectly
satisfied from my experience of the hon.
member (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) that
he only wants to get at what is right, and
that he does not want to deal in any valu
imaginings. I merely wished to assure the
hon. gentleman that the two works are not
parallel, and I shall not interrupt him again.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
It was for the reason that I did not wish to
indulge ln any vain imaginlngs that I did
not address my remarks to the hon. member
from Quebece West (Mr. Dobell). I know
that he lias some responsibility In this, for
he apparently employed the men and fixed
the wages.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Oh, no.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Weil, he was the gentleman who furnished
the name of Lemieux when the hon. Minis-
ter did not remember it. •-Lemieux was one
of his own employees, and having got Le-
mieux employed it is only fair the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Dobell) should see the Minister
through It. If the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Dobell) were a better authority on the sub-
jeet bis view would be valuable, but I thin!L
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) Is
a more serious man to tackle on criborr,
and that without any disparagement to the
hon. member (Mr. Dobell). Now, I am an
absolute tyro ln these matters, and I know
no more about them than does the Minister
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of Marine, but I point out that the Minister Mr. TAYLOR. The Minister gives the ex-
of Railways (Mr. Blair), who bas expert ad- cuse of urgency for dispensing wlth Parlia-
visers also, gave a contract for cribwork ment altogether lu this matter.
at St. John where the water is deeper and
the tide stronger than at the Traverse. DoesFTheRIS F MRN N
the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) F
now say, that we are running a rlsk at St. Mr. TAYLOR. Oh, yes.
John and that it would be better to do the The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
work there by day's work ? ISHERIES. arnnot dispenslng with

Mr. GIBSON. They not only have the i
tide at the Traverse, but they have a current 1 Mr. FOSTER. After you undertook the
also, which is not the case at St. John. I1 whole expenditure.
suppose the cribwork the hon. member re- SThe MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
fers to at St. John is the wharf. FISHERIES. No; we are only beginaing

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPERte .
Yes. Mr. TAYLOR. The Minister (Sir Louis

Davies) saiti that his engineer recom-
Mr. GIBSON. Then the circumstances are3fr GISOI. Ten hecirurntanes remendeti that If the work was not done be-

entirely different. I was not aware until fore the îce went out, it could fot be donc
the ex-Minister of Rallways (Mr. Haggart)
told us. that this cribwork was built andt
towed down the river and put in Its plaee, The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
and my judgment Is that the Government FISHERIES. What 1 sald was, that it
dId perfectly right ln building it at a point çiglit cost three trnes as much.
where the timber could be got easier anid
cheaper, and the question of towing was a that kind of work, and I know that cr1t*
matter of very small Importance. What I vork can ho doue as weli on tht, water as
tried to point out was, that the Government You start the bottornlthe
ran the same risk, comparatively speaking, water, antiail you have to do is to build
whether they let this by contract or did it up. 1 have sunk a great many plers. and 1
by day's work. If let by contract the Gov-ph
ernment would have to pay the contractor-, oilt on the Ice, because you wiI (tu
every month 80 or 90 per cent of ithe totalimore work ln a day ln summer than you
cost; and If perebance a storm arose and1ill ln winter. There 15 no question of ur-
the cribwork was wrecked while being gency about the matter at ail. When the
towed. the contractor would bave to repaoe î Liberal party ws ln Opposition, their char-
It, it is true, but suppose he was not able gos rang through the country against the
to do so, the Government would have to re-Conservative Government Iec=se they bulit
place it in the end at the country's expense. the Carran bridge by day's work, but ln tha
In my humble judgment the Governmenti ase there was urgency, for the work coult
have taken a wlse course, although It maY only ho done in the winter when navigation
not be according to parliamentary practice was closed. This la a case which has been
lu doing this work without tender. I have istanding for years ant years, and It Is oniy
not seen the place and do not know the cir- now thé'y flnd it urgent te spend $70,000 or
cumstances, but generally speaking when a , on a llghthouse. If the Government
reputable engineer makes a recommendation 15 going te act lu that way there Is no ne
of this kind ; when a trustworthy engineer1cessIty for a Parlament at ail, and we mlght
of the -oernient tenders this advice to the as weil pack up our trunks and go home.
Minister, I consider that the Minister either I state bore that the engineer of the Marine
has to take the recommendation of his en-1Depament wili fot make a statement ln
gineer. or discharge him as belng unfdt to);writlng that It was a1solutely necessary to
give the advice. If any critic1sn Is offered start this crfbwork on the ice, for I eay as
on the fact that the Goverument are paying 1 a practicai man, that you can do It as cheao
extravagant wages, I wlsh to state here In suiner on the wateras yon eau ln wln.
that the Government are not even paying ter on the ice. The engineer will net cou-
the current wages that are pa!d te like tradiet ny statement ln that. There la no
workmen In other pats of Canada. question Of urgeucy nt al In th' case; it is

Sir CHALESsiniply a Job, anti a Job worse than the Cur-
'"r CHARL HIBBERT TUPPER. ran bridge.

I did not raise any point about the wages
paid. I rather Inferred that Lemieux was Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
got cheap, and that the men were got cheap M.TAYLOR. Inthecase of the Cux-

r.ra bridge the money wa voted by Bearlia-
mentr.ut TAY lR Thi ca nstergi the enx

casedo gency folia rdiens withe Parl-
8fr ULS BER TUPPR. erment bltogeeln hi mtter.Paiamn

Too heap I hougt. M TheMNISTER Q OFe WARIN ANDobll
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has a man in his employ, and he says to
him: We will get you a job from the Gov-
ernment at .$4 a day constraeting cribwork,
and you wilJ bave the pleasure of hiring the
men, and you will keep the time and every-
thing else. That is the way the money of
the country Is spent. There has been a
light-ship there for years. Why not keep
her 9n until you can consult Parliament t
see whether Parliament Is willing to change
tbat and build a erib-pier at an expendi-
ture of $75,000 or $80,000. But these hon.
gentlemen undertake to expend this large
amount of money without tender, among
the friends of the hon. member for Que
bec West (Mr. Dobell) and the hon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) justifies that, al-
though when he sat on this side of the
House he condemned the late Government
If It let a $100 job without tender. When
the hon. member for Pictou (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) was In charge of the Ma-
rine Department, the Gananoque Narrows
light, late in the fall of the year, was moved
by a big storm. The engineer came down
to look at it, and he decided that the only
way to proteet It was by placing one or
two hundred cords of hard stone, hard-
heads, around it. These could be purchased
from the farmers at from 50 cents to 60
cents a load ; yet he would not allow that
to be done under the inspection of a man
he could naine, during the winter, when
the farmers could haul the stones on their
sleighs and dump them on the ice. He
called for tenders and the contract was let
at, I think, 60 cents a load. But the Ice
was so bad that the work could not be done
tiil the spring. when the stones were carried
to the light in boats, and dumped ln the
river. This was a $200 job whieh the
Minister would not let except by tender;
but here Is a job of $80,000--

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. What is the hon. gentleman
talking about ? No one has nmentioned $8O.-
000.

Mr. TAYLOR. When the bills come ln. I
think the hon. gentleman will flnd that the
total will not be imuch less than $80,000.
I would like to see the report of the eh
gineir who said that this work had to be
constructed ln the winter tme on the ice,
because I do not think any engineer of
standing will say that It was absoluteiy
necessary to start the work on the tee.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Nobody said It was abso-
lately necessary.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. gentleman made
that statement a short time ago.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FIEHERIES. I ditd not say anything of
the kind. I made the statement that it
would cost very enuch less if started on
the Ice.

Mr. TAYLOR. That that Is the recom-
mendation of the engineer ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR. And that was the cause
of the urge-ncy. Why not wait for Parlia-
ment, which was in session In March, and
then make the statement that this work
was required? But the hoa. gentleman
has admitted that he wanted to give his
friends l Quebee West au opportunity of
employing Mr. Lemieux. My hon. friend
near me will Inquire who Mr. Lemieux is.
He gets the Job, and then the Minister
comes here and lays the blame on the en-
gIneer of the departuent, charging him
with being responsible for starting this
eribwork lu the winter. I would rather
do the job ln the summer, when you eau
work for ten hours, than in winter, when
you can only get seven or eight hours' work.
You can do the work cheaper in summer
than.in winter. That is my experience of
crib building. I prefer doing it ln water
to doing it on Ice.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to ask
the hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. Do-
bell) if any one recommended Mr. Lemieux
before he was put lu charge of that work.
Then, I would like the hon. gentleman to
inform the House if Mr. Lemieux is a bro-
ther or relative of the hon. member for
Gaspé ?

Mfr. DOBELL. If the hoa. member had
heard what I said. he would know that I
volunteered everything I knew about Mr.
Lemieux. I believe he Is no relation what-
ever of the hon. member for Gaspé. I never
asked, but I feel perfectly satis-fed that he
is net. I never even asked hlm whether he
was a Conservative or a Liberal. I never
do ask that question. I bave not quite got
over my prejudice for liking many good
Conservative workmen, If they are better
than Liberal workmen. and I am surprised
that the hon. gentleman who spoke before
(Mr. Taylor) could make up such a tissuee
of misrepresentatlons.

Someb on. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. DOBELL. I take it back, and I say a

tissue of misstatements. 1 have been so
dazzled by the eloquent but Imaginative
words that have proceeded from the opposite
side, that I have almost been afrald to
speak. But the hon. gentleman's inaccura-
eies, I will call them, were perfeetly marvel-
lous ln their development. They began at
$20,000, they erept up to $30,000, they went
on to $40,000, and they flnally fiushed ft

,000. That shows what ls ained by
elghteen years' experience. I have only had
one or two years, and I have no doubt that
if I could acquire the same power of exag-
geration. this pier Instead of coSting the $t0,-
000 would easlly be Increased to what -he late
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Minister of Marine and Fisherles estimated. 1 the main Estimates have been before fhe
viz., $70,000 or $80,000. But It is only go- House for nearly two months.
Ing to cost $40,000, because It is being han- TO
dled In a proper businesslike way, and the The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
work is put in the hands of the right man. FISHERIES. The bon. gentleman did nct
I wlll again bear testimony to the ability let me, but delayed business by his tacties.
of Mr. Lemileux. I never knew a more ex- Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman knowsperienced expert in wharf building. The .that If e wanted. to bring that item beforebuilding of this pier, which bas ito be taken the House, he could have done so an btmedown the river and placed just where i th He las to m on.
is wanted, is the work only of an expert. I wlthln the last two months.
do not think I need take up the time of the Mr. MONTAGUE. Has the hon. Minister
House. My position is that the pler wili be a report from his engineer stating what the
built and sunk for $40,000. As there will cost would be ?
probably have to be another of these plers
bulit inter, I venture to say that if you eaIl The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
for tenders for that, it will be found to FISHERIES. Yes, $40,000.
cost twice as much as this one. *Mr. SPROULE. This will be probably

Mr. DAVIN. Will the hon. gentleman like the lighthouse on Manitoulin Island, for
say whether these are bottle-necked cribs ? the construction of which tenders were call-

Mr. MONTAGUE. I have listened with ed for. but after the tenders were received
a great deal of attention to the hon. member they were put aside as being too high, and
for Quebec West (Mr. Dobell), and I have j the work was done by day labour. under the
come to this conclusion, that both he and supervision of somebody recommended by
the Minister of Mari-e and Fisheries are the hon. member for Algoma. and my infor-
trying to humbug the House. That is a t mation is it cost half as much more again
serlous charge, but I make it deliberately- as it would have cost had the tender been
that they are trying to humbug the House accepted for its erection.
in connection with this proposition. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

Mr. POSTER. Just before six o'clock, I FISHERIES. I do not think the bon. gen-
wish to ask the Minister if he will fortify tieman Is rlght ln that.
himself with the report of his engineer for
the dIscussion after dinner ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AN D
FISHERIES. You are surely not going
te carry this on after dinner ?

Mr. FOSTER. I certainly am. This
is the most extraordinary development of
the whole thing, that the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries sits there and thinks this
is a trile-a laughing matter.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not say anything of
the kind. The hon. gentleman has not been
lin the House during the last two hours
while this subject was being discussed.

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman
thinks he Is going to arrogate to himself
the appropriation of public moneys with-
out even bringing down to Parliament the
report of his engineer on which be makes
that appropriation, he Is reckonlng without
bis host.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I never made any such as-
sumption. and gave all the Information ne-
cessary.

Mr. FOSTER. Is there any appropriation
In the main Estimates for this work ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman 1..
not brought it before the House, although

Mr. DOBELL.

Mr. SPROULE. And the material was
bought from the bookkeeper of the hon.
member for A-goma, :because It would not
do to appear in his name, and among them
they furnished the labour and succeeded In
getting the lighthouse built at a cost a little
more than half as much again as it would
bave eost had the lowest tender been ac-
cepted. I hope in thls case It will not turn
out that the bookkeeper of the hon. member
for Quebec West (Mr. Dobell) is supplying
the timber and some other of his employees
the men. It wll probably cost half as much
more again as the estimate.

Mr. PRIOR. I would like to ask the hon.
member for Lincoln If, wheu referring to Mr.
Brassey, who every one knows was one of
the biggest contractors In the world, he
stated that when Mr. Brassey employed
Asiatie labour at a low price, he only got
value for that price, but that when he em-
ployed Engllsh navvles, whIte labour, at
double the price, he got double the work ?

Mr. GIBSON. What I did say was that
the experience of 40 years by Mr. Brassey,
who is perhaps one of the greatest contract-
ors England ever produced, and who was
the father of the present Lord Brassey, he
sald that although he could get in India
coolie labour at 25 cents per day, lhe only
got from that labour 25 cents worth of
work, and that when he paid the English
navvies $1.25 per day, he got from them
the full value In work.
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Mr. PRIOR. That went to prove that it out, a great saving could be made. He Te-
was cheaper to employ white labour at high ported also that owing to the character of
prices than Asiatie at low prices. the work, It could be best done by day's

Mr. GIBSON. The net result was the labour. I brought the matter before my col-
sanie. leagues and explained that my general vote,

$45,000, for IEghthouses, would not be suffi-
Mr. PRIOR. Is that the hon. gentleman's Icient to do the ordinary work and at the

experience ? Isanie time pay the amount for this work that
Mr. GIBSON. I bave neyer employed would be called for before the end of the

Asiatic labour, but Mr. Brassey said lie year ; but I thought there would be plenty
found the sanie conditions in every part of o tme to obtain a vote from Parliament, as
the world. I had explained tbe matter to them last ses-

Msion. before very much expense had been
Mr. PRIOR. I hope the contractors on the i incurred in t-lie work. They agreed to that.

Pacifie coast wil get t-o know this and act î and Col. Anderson was authorized to pro-
accordingly. Iceed with the work.

It being Six o'elock, the Speaker left tie Mr. FOSTER. What was the date of the
Chair. authorization?

After Recess, The MINISTER oF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It was after I got back from
Washington, and before the Ice left-I sup-

(In the Committee.) pose In the month of March. -Col. Anderson
1 went to Quebec and made arrangements

Mr. FOSTER. I had not the advantage with Mr. Lemieux to do that portion of the
of beinu present when tbe voi ý was flirsi work which had to be done on -the ice. That
brought up, and I may have to ask one or work has proceeded, and it is to pay for
two questions for information that hace that, and to pay for the eost of conveying
been already asked and answered. At what the woodwork down to the spot, that I ask
time did this work commen2e? for this vote.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The ex-
Minister of Marine and Fisheries Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) explained that this matter
was before the department some three years
ago. About 18 months ago It came pro-
minently before my notice, and I asked the
chief engineer, Col. Anderson, for a report
on the probable cost. His estimate then was
$60,000 to $70,000. Not feeling at liberty to
recommend so large an amount to my col-
leagues, the matter was left over. until my
hon. friend from Quebee West ·( Mr. Dobell)
commenced to press it upon me very strong-
ly, stating that unless something was done,
the insurance rates on the St. Lawrence
would be largely Incréased. I told him I
would bring the matter before the House
last session, and did so lu a general way,
statIng the amount of Col. Anderson's esti-
mate and saying that during recess he would
make a more careful examination personally
and that I would not ask for a vote at that
time. In the summer I instructed Col. Ander-
son to make a personal examination. He did
so. and consulted with a number of men In
Quebec who had knowledge of the cost of
building such works and those who under-
stood the cost of material. He was then pre-
pared to revise his report. At that time the
catastrophe we had feared occurred, and we
were informed by the Insurance companles In
Montreal that the English companies were
considering ser4ously the advlsabHity of In-
ereasing the rates on the St. Lawrence. Col.
Anderson reported that the work could be'
bulit for $40,000, and said If a part of it
could be undertaken before the ice moved

I Mr. FOSTER. When did Mr. Lemieux
J commence his operations ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
j FISHERIES. As soon as authority was
given. I may say that I lost no time after

I the House met in putting the House in pos-
session of the facts. Early In the session,
ln answer to some questions across the floor
of the House, I stated these facts and sald
on the supplementary Estimates I would ask
for this vote. I might have asked for
an increase to the general vote, but
thought that this was special work whieh
should !be specially voted. In the meantime,
deputations had waited on me in the insur-
ance interest la Montreal, pressing the
national importance of the work in view of
the extraordinary inerease whieh had been
made by the insurance companies. I receiv-
ed a communication-a private one. It is
true-from Lord Stratheona, pointIng out the
tremendous importance of assuring Lloyds
ln England that we were doIng everything
that was possible. I answered him that I
would press the matter upon my colleagues
and would also recommend It to Parliament
at the earliest possible moment. This Is not
a party matter ; It is looked upon by all
sides of polities as a vital work i-n the in-
terest of the shIpping interest, and In the
Interest of the navigation of the St.
Lawrenee. I thought I would be justified In
going on with the work by day's labour ln
accordance with the advice of the chief en-
gineer, coming to Parliament at the earliest
possible moment for the necessary funda.
Of course, I cannot pay the bills If the money
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Is not voted. There are some things, such
as wages, that eau be paid out of the general
vote that will have to be recouped when
this is voted. There is more interest ln this
work, not only here but in England, than I
could possiibly express to my hon. friend (Mr.
Foster). Even within the last fortnight I
have recelved numbers of letters from gen-
tlemen interested In insurance rates on the
St. Lawrence, pressing upon me the Import-
ance of this and kindred works. I am sure
that if my hon. friend refleets he will not
take any stand against this Government pro-
viding all necessary aids to navigation to the
great city of Montreal. The hon. gentleman
knows that In some cases, after votes have
been submitted to Parllament and before
they have been actually carried, the Auditor
General has taken that as sufficient justifi-
cation to allow t'he expenditure to go on.
That is stretching the technical constitu-
tional rule ; but I am quite sure that ln pro-
ceeding with the construction of a public
work which will meet with the approval of
both sides, particularly wben I proceeded In
accordance with the advice of the chief en-
gineer. I acted ln the public interest, in
view of all the direumstances. It is not a
great deal, in comparison with the total
cost of the work. I have now, fnot in
the main Estimates, as I was Inadvert-
ently misled by a statement of my deputy
to say, but I have put in the supplement-
aries for the coming year a provision for the
additional $20,000 really given to us. The
work, which a few years ago was estImated
to cost $75,000, will now be finisbed for at
least 540,000 ; and, when it is done, the
general opinion is, that we will have pro-
longed the safe navigation of the St. Law-
rence for a period varying from a fortnight
to over three weeks in the autumu. I need
not say to my hon. friend what an Immense,
advantage this will be, not only to the com-
mercial interests of Montreal and Quebee,
but of the Dominion generally. I would
appeal to my hon. friend on higher grounds.
I acknowledge there is a good deal of force
In the criticisms which have been advanced1
by hon. gentlemen opposite as to the impro-i
priety of any work belng undertaken by any
Government until full authority has been
given by Parliament. But last year we dis-
cussed this matter pretty fully in the House.
I told them what it was my Intention to do,
If the engineer made a report and brought
the sum down to a reasonable figure ; and,
If I was able to pay the sum which up to
the 30th of June would be required to pay
for this work, out of the general vote of
$45,000, I would be striclly and technically
within my rights. It wiil exceed that
amount; therefore, I come to Parlia-
ment. But I did not wait until the Esti-
mates came down. I told the House, ln the
early part of the session, that Iwas going
on with this work, exactly what was being
doune, and that I would bring down, %t the
earliest possible moment, ln the dirst supple- I

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

mentary Estimates, a vote to defray the ne-
cessary expenses up to the 30th of June. If
I had fnot done that, I would have had to
provide for a lightship for this year ; the
present one could not go on beyond the year,
Lnd I would have had to put a vote ln the
supplementary Estimates for this year. So
that I had to choose between building a
lightshlip, or constructing a permanent light;
and I had to make up my mind upon con-
structing it, even although I had to lueur
liabilities for an amount beyond what was
within my vote, within my control by the
vote of Parliament, and I would come to
Parliament at the earliest moment and ask
them to give me a vote for the necessary
expenditure up to the 30th of June. Really,
there Is no difference of opinion on either
side of the House as to the absolute and
pressing necelsity for the work ; and I
cannot see, under the circumstances, how I
would be justitied in letting it stand over
until after a vote in the Estimates for next
year was obtained. 1, therefore, would
urge upon my hon. friend to look at the
matter from a reasonable standpoint.

Mr. FOSTER. Could my hon. friend refer
me to the "Hansard," where he took the
House Into bis confidence?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I cannot at this moment. I
thought my bon. friend would recolleet it.
I mentioned, last year, that the sum estimat-
ed by the engineer was so large that I had
not made up my mind to do it.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman said
he had discussed the matter in the House

1 before.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Yes, I brought it to the no-
tice of the House, and stated that I was
going on with the work now, and that, when
1 I brought down the supplementary Esti-
I mates for the year, they would contain a
vote to cover this very amount. I did not
lose an hour on the very first feasible oppor-

jtunity of bringing It before the notice of the
House. I think, therefore, not only with

i reference to last year's debates, but with re-
ference to the statement I made this year,
that I have taken the House into my entire
confidence. I am sure my hon. friend who
las been my predecessor in this office, will
recognize how essential It is that, in a tech-
nical matter of this kind, the Minister for
the time being sbould be governed largely
by the advice of his engin-eer. I have no
hesitation in saying, that I am fortunate
enough la possessing In Col. Anderson a
man of great experience, of great common
sense, a man who has a thorough under-
standing of the necessities of navigation and
a desire te keep well within constitutional
rules also. There may be some question in
the mind ot some hon. -gentleman, whether
every kind of work, good, bad, or Indiffer-
ent, should not be let by contract; but I
will say this, that not only myself, but each
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of my predeessors, as far as I can make
out, has, time and again, on the advice of
Col. Anderson, the ehief engineer, when
le thought a lighthouse could be built better
and cheaper, and that It was ln the public
Interest it should be bulit by day's labour,
under the supervision of the officers of the
department, instead of by contract, he bas
let the work ln that way, and it bas been
In the public Interest to do so.

Mr. CLANCY. Has the bon. gentleman
the report ln bis department, stating that
the lightship was no longer fit for use after
this year ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, I have not got that here,
but I tell my hon. friend that such Is the,
case. It was a question last year, whether
we should continue that ship this year. It
Is very old, and could not go on with safety.
Last year we bad to remove that vessel very
early ln the year because of the ice, and the
danger of leaving her there after the ice
comes on.

Mr. FOSTER. What is the estimated cost
of the cribwork ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have not the exact amount
of the erlbwork estimated here. But it is
now fnished, and we can do nothing more
until we get a vote.

Mr. FOSTER. It would be somewhere
near $20,000.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I would judge, from what my
hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) bas
said, that It must be oue-half of the total
cost, or about that sum.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the Minister a report
of the engineer ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. My deputy told me he would
have it here, and I will give it to my bon.
friend.

Mr. POSTER. I hope my hon. friend will
credit me, when I say, that not a single
word I am going to speak, with reference to
this matter, is ln a. party sense at all. But
I must say, that, when I came ln this after-
noon, and heard the discussion going on, I
was very much disappolnted, because I
thought that, on the face of It, one of the
first rules of parliamentary appropriation
was violated by my hon. friend, and I have
looked to him, of all the members of the
Cabinet, not to do that.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The ftrst question I asked
Col. Anderson was this: WIl our gen-
eral vote of $45,000 enable us to do the work,
if It Is necessary to be done up to the 30th
of June ? I cannot spend- beyond $45,000.
Well, he said, I do not think it will. And

so I decided to go on, and come to my col-
leagues to see if they would authorize me to
go on with this work untHi Parliament met.
I did this ln consideration of the enormous
saving it would be to the public, and ln con-
sideration of the fact that the present light-
shlp could not go on another year, and that
I must either provide a permanent light-
shlp or a new one. I was told by him that
to provide a proper lightship of the modern
style would cost In the neighbourhood of
$60,000 or $70,000. There was not a shadow
of doubt that the public Interest demanded
that a permanent lightship should be built,
if It could be done.

Mr. FOSTER. I am not discussing the
relative merits of the lightships. I was go-
ing on to say somethIng else. I know that
we are partisans, all of us, and the best of
us are probably too much partisans ; but,
when you come to the administration of
matters financial, I think it ought to be a
pride and the honour of leading publie men
on both sides to see that the well-understood
principles of appropriation and expenditure
of money are carried out fully, and accord-
ing to the precedents, and according to the
rules.

New, I was myself in the Marine Depart-
ment for several years before I undertook
,the Finance Department, and I became ac-
quainted with this question of the Traverse
lightship and the Investigations which had,
to a certain extent, been carried on as early
as that relative to the merits of the two.
In the first place, when I came Into the
department, I found a well establIshed tra-
dition. There was annually an amount of
from $30,000, or $40,000, or $60,000 put aside
for the building of additional lighthouses
and lightships, and it was the tradition of
the department before, and I nImmediately
followed It up, that the moment au estimate
was brought before the House to be voted
on by the House the Minister was to lay
on the Table a list of the lighthouses that
he proposed to build with that $30,000, or
$40,000, or $60,000. I never considered, as
they bad never considered before, that it
was doing what was proper to lbe done to go
outside of the statement which was made
on the takIng of that vote. Neither did'I
ever get a vote without givIng that infor-
mation to the House. That Is to say, ln the
matter of new buildings the House asks
to be selzed of what it is proposed to do so
that it may hold the Minister to account for
doing what he proposed to do under the
vote which he had obtained. There were
two very dangerous points; the Murr Ledges
on the south coast of New Brunswick and
Traverse n the St. Lawrence. These two
were very difficult places. In reference te
these two the best attention of the depart-
ment was given te them for several years,
and the question was considered as to whe-
ther a-permanent construction or a llghtship
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would be the better. In reference to the
Murr Ledge we need not speak now, because
that is not under discussion, but In reference
to Traverse, there were two opinions as tu
whether a lightship would be better, or whe-
ther a permanent construction would be bet-
ter. Everybody agreed that a permanent
construction would be better, but there was
a very great question and doubt *s to whe-
ther a permanent construction coulid be
made which would be secured within what
might reasonably be appropriated for that
purpose. Although it was understood in the
department that it would be wise to spend
even a large sum of money if you could
assure a permanent and stable construction.
there was always doubt, as to whether it
could be made, with any fair contribution
from the treasury, permanent or not. But
it would have been the last thing that I
should have thought of dolng, In any way
at all. net only to build a permanent con-
struction on the Murr Ledge or at Traverse,
but even to undertake a new lighthouse,
unless sometbing had been destroyed, and I
thought it was absolutely necessary to re-
place it, without having been authorized,
without having nade a full statement, and
baving it discussed before the House. What
has the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles done? He comes down here, fifteen
days before the financial year closes, and
asks for a vote of $20,000, all of whieh is to
be expended by the 1st Of July, the Inference'
being that the work that bas been done is
pretty closely up to the $20,000 mark or
wili be within a few days. It dees not
make any difference, lu principle, as to whe-
ther it Is $500 or $20,00. aithough the
House generally will give more attention to
a large amount than 'it wll to a small
amount. The question then ls really this:
Without having advised Parliament, or get-
ting the sanction of Parliament upon it, the
hon. gentleman undertakes by Order in
Oounell, to make an appropriation of what
may come to $40,000, or what may exceed
$40.000, by a large amount. I remember
that In my time what was supposed would
construct that lighthouse was between $60,-
000 and $75,000, and we never got lower
figures from Col. Anderson than ithat.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I did not elther until lately.

Mr. FOSTER. I remember that explana-
tion so that the matter has two aspects. In
the first place I think it is utterly beyoud
doubt that there is considerable rlsk In put-
ting this large aonunt of money Into the
form of a permanent construction In the
Traverse. There may be a difference of
opinion upon It ; the hon. member for Que-
bee West (Mr. Dobel), may thlnk that It eau
be placed there and wll be permanent with-
ont serious risk or danger, but I think he
will agree wlth me that we would be better
convinced of that after a therough trial of

it. The Traverse Is a very difficult and
nasty piece of navigation ; the current Is
swift and other difficulties. which my hon.
friend well knows, import an amount of
doubt into this question which makes it a
public risk. When you add that to the other
it seems to me that the hon. Minister of
Marine and Fisheries would not do bis
duty unless he came specially to 'this House
and discussed the matter. Now, he knew he
was going to do this. He brought down the
main Estimates and he knew that he must
make an appropriation for the work which
would carry him after the lst of July.
which would appear ln the Estimates of
next year. He did not put any amount in
the main Estimates for the Traverse
lightshlp ; he only put in what was
the regulation amount. If there had
been an idea ln the hon. Minister's
mind that -within that $45,l000 he was going
to take some portion of it for the Traverse
construction he should have informed the
House of that, because it is a matter of
great interest, and would have provoked a
good deal of discussion. Anyway he would
bave had the benefit of the discussion of
this matter at an early day. In the matter
of so much importance the hon. Minister
should not bave left it in that condition. I
should like to see the discussion upon tilis
question which took place when it was dis-
cussed and find out for myself how far it
went, but I know It did not go so far that it
aroused the interest of the House, or led to
any general discussion, and it certainly did
not give the sense of the House in favour
of constructing a permanent lighthouse, or
doing that which was going to amount to
$40,000 or $60,000. That is where, I think.
the hon. Minister did not sufficiently weigh
and give sufficlent force to the salutary
principle that is absolutely necessary for
the good administration of any Government
In a constitutionally governed country, that
you must have the assent of Parliament and
the vote of Parliament before you undertake
to expend the people's money. You must
have an authorization before you undertake
to do it. The Minister sees the necessity
for the thing; he is bonest In building it ;
It ought to be done ; he thinks great godR
will come out of it, but the case is an ex.
traordinary one in which an Individual Min-
Ister or a Government ought to go away
from that rule. if they have been negleettul
in not bringIng It up in the proper time,
then that Is one of the Inadequacies of ad4
ministration, and they must suffer the pen.
alty Of that neglect and watt until they bave
time to bring it before the House ln order
to put It under way. It le so easy to start
the bai rolling in this way of irresponsible
appropriations that the very firet one ought
to be very carefully guarded against, and, as
I said, I was disappointed when, this after-
noon, I came here and found that this moot
matter, involvlug so large a sum et money,was actualRy under way and prae-eaf- y
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completed without having any adequate pre-
liminary discussion or the assent of the
House and before we were pledged to the
carrying of it out. I am not disposed to
carry this matter a bit farther than I think
it ought to go, but I do want to say to my
hon. friead, and as especially to him as to
any one on the front benches, that It le ln ac-
cordance with his standing, his reputation
and his legal knowledge that he should be
a veritable watchdog in this respect over
some of bis colleagues who are probably
not as conscientious as he himself is in this
matter of spending money ; the hon. Post-
master General (Mr. Mulock) for instance.
I do not know how I formed that Impression
that the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries would be very careful and strong upon
a point of this kind.

WeIl, it Is not the first case, and I suppose
you can go back to other Goveruments and
find where there are exceptions. I am
ready to grant that ever and anon there
will something occur which will make it
absolutely necessary for the Government to
father the respousibility of the expenditure
of even a large sutn of publie :noney, but
li this' case it could have been avoided
by a little more prevision on the part of
my hon. friend (Sir Louis Davies). If,
when he found In March, about the open-
Ing of Parliament, that It was better to
spend as a limit, $50.000 or $60,000, he had
taken the first opportunity of discussing
that matter in the House, he would have
got the support of the fHouse If his grounds
were good-and I think his groxnds were
good if Mr. Anderson lias been explicit ln
bis recommendation in that respect ; I think
that because I have a great regard for Mr.
Anderson's standing, and for his discretion,
and for bis knowledge as well. I do hope
that on both sides of the House, we wll
strive to keep that fundainental principle
as intact as It possRbly can be kept. Now,
as to the method in which this work bas
been done-and we will talk as man and
nan-could any case be more clear than
the building of a cribwork above ground
on certain specifications-Mr. Lemieux is
rot building it without specifications and
plans definitely laid down by Mr. Anderson-.
could a case be more lear that any com-
petent contractor could tender on that. The
Minister lays a great deal of stress on su-
pervision, but you would not give that
work to a contractor without supervising
him from day to day. Yon always have
your paid Inspectors to look after work,
and you would undoubtedly have him for
a construction on the Traverse on twhich
so much depends both for the Minister and
the department. They know It would be
a serious blow to their reputation If they
undertook to build a permanent structure
there and afterwards found they con
menced on a slippery foundation and came
to grief. lu this case you bav'e all the

specifications and plans as given by Mr.
Anderson, and It Is the plainest kind of
thing to give a tender on. When you come
to putting your cribwork down on the Tra-
verse, there might be a questlon as to whe-
ther the Government had not better under-
take that work with the aid of Its own
vessel ; but so far as the $20,000 of cri]>
work Is concerned, there never was a plain.
er piece of work for open tender than that.
However, iny hon. friend (Sir Louis Davies)
says: We can do it just as cheap by day's
labour, and if Mr. Anderson says it could
be done by day's labour as cheap, I think
we are justifled lu doIng It. Well, you
can stretch that too far. The offieers of
a department are simply men who recom-
mend what kiad of work should be done,
and the detalis of its exection, but they
are not the men to fix the publie policy
of the Government or of the department
Since confederatton tie rule bas been laid
down which al Governments were to abide
by, that to all these large works the con.
tract system should be applied.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. As a general rule.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, it is laid down by
Order ln Council, binding upon every de.
partment, and only mn some departments
is the method specified by which they eau
get out of It. My hon. frieud (Sir Louis
Davies) will agree with me th'at aince 1898
there has been, by open and implied state.
ments of one Minister and another, and by
practice, a sllpping away from the principle
of contract and tender. You mlght appeal
to the labouring luterests in that respect,
you might say that you eau do it in some
cases just as cheaply by day's labour, but
take It on the whole, any Government
which embarks upon that system by way
of experiment will find that the door Is
opened by the jobbing system to jobþery,
and that although, under the contract sys-
tem, through lack of supervision, you may
find work scamped, yet you will aiso find
that the coutract system will give the best
general results. Have good supervision,
then let the work by open tender, and take
the lowest responsible contractor. Every
once in a while we hear a Minister say :
I think It can be done cheaper by day's
work, and I shall do It on my own respon-
sibility. Well, Mr. Speaker, we must bave
some principle to go upon, and you may
depend upon It the safe principle is that
of tender and contract. You will fand ob-
jection to be urged against any system, but
much less objection can be urged against
the system of tender and contract than
against any other. Granted, times of stress,
granted politieal aspirations and political
wlshes--end they are always around us-the
Minister who Is open to giving a job to
whomsoever he likes by day's work, is not
only going an uneconomical way about It,
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but he is leaving himeel -open to certain
pressure, which nay be exerclsed upon
him, to the detriment of the interests of
the country. I hope I have not said any-
thing unnecessarily strong ; indeed, I have
not discussed this mattsr from a party
point of view, but I do wish to Impress
upon the leaders of the Goverrnment-I sup-
pose It is a work of supererogation for me
to do so-that they ought to be careful of
the general traditioas and underlying prin-
ciples of good financlal administration in the
matter of the expenditure of this country.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I assure the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Foster), -bsolutely and unreservedly,
that tbe past traditions of the Marine De.
partment tu that regard have been scru-
pulously carried out by myself. I cannot
hope to have, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fos-
ter) would not expect me to have, the
knowledge and experience which Col. An-
derson has in these matters, to enable me
to judge whetber in an exceptional case the
general rule, which Is a good one, should be
departed from. Last year I was called upon
to bulld three or four lighthouses on the
Alaskan and British Columbian coasts, lead-
ing up to the Lynn Canal, and Col. Ander-

son, who had made a special visit on my
instructions, reported to me that In bis opin-1
ion, and beyond any peradventure, it would
be madness to let that work by contract.
They were too far away from the centres
where material could be provlded, and he
recommended that we could do a great deal
better by our own ship and our own meE
îban we could by contract·

Mr. FOSTER. That Is quite different.
This la close by.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I said to Col. An¶erson: " We
will build them just as you say." We did
build them, and I think they have given
satisfaction, and have been bult a great
deal cheaper than they would have been if
we had bullt them by contract. The drst
thing we talked about was the ne ity of
cafling for tenders. CoL Anderson was very
strong the other way. He sati It was a
special case la whieh he would unreservedly
advocate building the pier by the depart-
ment under our own offeers. He salid :" If
you called for tenders, the margin of risk
la so great that an enormous sum would have
to be added to the cost by the contractor."

Mr. FOSTER. There la no margin of risk
In building the erb,

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The building of the erib is a
smag part of the work by the tme you get
it down and ioaded with atone. We hope to
have It down by the lst of July. I can as-
sure my hon. friend that I had Col. Ander
son, not ouly I nconsultation, but a formal
wrItten report from him, advhing me strong-

Mr. FOSTER.

ly to do this work under the supervision of
the departnient. We have had Mr. Noble
down there, one of the best men, to superin-
tend the work, and Col. Anderson bas made
visit after visit there ; and we shall have the
advantage of having Col. Anderson's assist-
ant engineer, who is at work ln connection
wlth the placing of buoys in the St. Law-
rence, within reach of this work, so that he
can examine it from week to week. It is a
great and important work, one of the big-
gest the department has ever undertaken.
Col. Anderson thought-and I ylelded to his
judgment unreservedly-that in the publie
interest we should take the responsibility of
doing the work ourselves. I know that not
only on this side of the Atlantle, but on the
other side, at Lloyd's and other places, they
are waiting anxiously to know what we wIll
do ln regard to this and other kindred works.
The hon. gentleman knows that we have
entirely reconstructed our work on the south-
east coast of Belle Isle,; we are building an-
other work at Flower Ledge in the Straits
of Belle Isle ; and we are building this third
work In the Straits of the St. Lawrence.
I am In hopes that these works wUll be pro-
ceeded wlth, with promptness, energy and
desoatch, so that those parties may know
that everything possible bas been done by us
to give such alids to navigation as wll do
away with the prejudice, the unreasonable
prejudice, which exists agaInst the safe
navigation of these waters, and to put the
shipping of the country In such a shape thà
It can Insure Its vessels at reasonable rates.
I cannot Impress too much on hon. gentlemen
the importance wrhich is attached by the
shlpping interests to this business. I am
pressed, fnot only weekly but daily, to get
the work pushed forward ; and my hou.
friend (Mr. Dobell), who, perhaps, Is more
responsible and more looked to than any one
else in matters of this kind, has never let
a day go by since I returned from WashIng-
ton last March, wlthout bringing me letters
from men at Lloyds, and from commercial
men of Quebec and Montreal and other
places, urging the great Importance of press-
-ing forward thia work at once. For a long
time Col. Anderson did not yield to the be-
flef that this work could be doue for less
than $70,000 ; and while he held to that esti-
mate, I hesitated. I could not bring myself
to recommend to my colleagues to appro-
priate so large a sum. But while I was at
Quebec last year on the Joint Hbgh Commis-
sion, my hon. friend (Mr. DobeH) presd the
matter upon me again and again, and asked
that CoL. Anderson should be brought down
to examine the ground again completely, and
make a new and thorough report; becuse
he was satsdled that the work could be
done for a very much less sum. Col. An-
derson came down, examined it, and made
his report; and when he satisfied hief
that the work could be doue for $0,00, my
mind was made up at once, that instead ot
building a new lightship we should build a
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permanent lighthouse ; and I am satisle
that the whole commercial interests of Que
bee and Montreal, and the Insurance inter
ests on the other side of the Atlantie, wIll be
a unit ln saying that we have done the righ
thing and done it at the right time ; and il
ln doing it we have somewhat etretched
the congtitutional rule, I would ask my hon
friend, ln view of the Importance of the
work, not to oppose it.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to put a few
questions to the hon. member for Quebec
West (Mr. Dobell), who Is the practical man
of the Government. lu the first place, I
would like to ask hlm the size of the crib.

Mr. DOBELL. I would answer my hon.
friend, though really the remarks he made
this afternoon about the course I adoptd-

Mr. TAYLOR. If my hon. friend will an-
swer the question-I bave two or three more
to iput to him-he can diseuss the matter
afterwards.

Mr. DOBELL. I am golng to answer as I
like. The hon. gentleman this afternoon
went out of his way to refleet on me without
the slightest reason. No antecedents in my
course should warrant him ln saying that 1
put this man Lemieux on the work because
I wanted ta fnd hlm employment. I recom-
mended him to my colleague because I knew
he would do the work wel, and that he
could be trusted to carry It ont successfuly.
The crilb is 100 feet long and 50 feet broad.
It Is 10 feet longer and 10 feet wider than
I recommended, but Col. Anderson thought
he had better be on the ae side.

Mr. TAYLOR. Then, I understand that
the deep water Is 25 feet, and the tide rises
17 feet, whlch makes 42 feet until you get
above water ?

Mr. DOBELL. That ls right.
Mr. TAYLOR. Then, I presume It wHI sink

8 feet In the ground, and stand 10 feet above
water; so that we would have to bave a
crib 60 feet high by 100 feet by 50 feet.

Mr. DOBELL. There Is no chance of its
sinking, because we found the bed rock.

Mr. TAYLOR. Then, 50 feet will eover
its height ?

Mr. DOBELL. Yes.
Mr. TAYLOR. Is the erib built of square

timber ? If sa, of wbat quality ?
.Mr. DOBELI. The erlb Is bufit all of

merchantable square timber, andi a so built
that the Ice wllU not hold on to It. It re-
Sedes, so that the Ice wf ple up and fal
over. That is, It bswider at the bottom and
tpers towards the top, its average width
being,50 feet.

Mr. TAYLOR. Has It centre coue , and
-If M, how mY
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3Mr. DOBELL. It is lbut so solldly e.nd
so strong of timber that the only difficulty

- they feared at the time was that they could
not sink it. But they have provided for
this and I feel sure It wi be a success.

1Mr. TAYLOR. What size are the pockets
for stones ? Are the timbers 10 feet square,
6 feet apart or 12 feet apart ?

Mr. DOBELL. Really, I have not the plan
ln detail, but I know that It ls speally
strong.

Mr. TAYLOR. I presume my bon. frlend
has seen it since It has been under construe-
tion, and he can tell me the size of the poe-
kets for the stonework. He eau give me a
general Idea.

Mr. DOBELL. I would say that they are
from 10 to 12 feet square.

Mr. TAYLOR. In that case there would
be dve courses of timber one way and 12
the other way. Then, the Minister says there
is $20,000 expended on that work already.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I sald, that by the lst July
there would be $20,O0 required.*

Mr. TAYLOR. What kind of timber wfll
be used-pine, spruce or oak ?

Mr. DOBELL Al below low-water lis
elither hemlock or spruce. There Is nothing
better than hemlock under water. Above
water, yellow pine and other timbers ad-
apted for that purpose.

Mr. TAYLOR. I hope that neither yellow
pine nor any other soft wood would be put
above water. lu erecting a lighthouse, surely
the Government will use the best quality of
oak. I understand that on the pier a house
is to be erected.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

mr. TAYLOR.
$2,000 would be
for the eribwork,
sinking It

I understood that about
spent this month to pay
and towing It down, and

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Mr. TAYLOR. Any contractor will fur-
nish the woodwork of this size and desecrip-
tion, if the contract Is let by tender, for
$10,000, and make a good profdt-100 x 50
and 50 feet high, with timbers crossing every
10 or 12 feet. Calculate the quantlty of
timber and figure It up per thousand, and
where will the hon. gentleman put one-half

Mr. DOBELL. Is the hon. gentleman go-
log to Scold us because It ls not costg

Mr. TAYLOE. My hon. frIend says that
$20,000le already spent on the erib.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND prudent. This condition as given rise to com-
FISHERIES. I said that I am lnstructed plaints against the lightshipa, on the ground that
that $20,000 will be required by the 1st July. they cannot be put out sufMelently early nor left

out sufficiently late to accommodate the ship-
Mr. FOSTER. That can only be for the ping. The department has consequently bee

crib and towing It down. urged to replace one, if not both, of the lightahips
i by more reliable and permanent structures.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND! On three occasions, the last time in August
FISHERIES. And putting It in its place. last, I have taken soundings and have examined

the bottom in the neighbourhood of the two
Mr. TAYLOR. How much has been ex- lightshlps to test Its suitability to receive the

pended to date? lfoundations of piers. lu both localities It ia of
TlkeMLNI'rER 0F MRiNE ANDmud, apparently overlying shale, and wlth good

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDterraces about four fathom at low
FISHERIES. I cannot tell, because the we Nts
labilities are there yet to be paid. two fathoms can be found, but 1 fear theâe would

Mr. TAYLOR. Has the hon. gentleman fot be sumciently near the channel nor aum-
ctently lnhUe to be satln!actory, and the bottom

brought down the plans aud estimates made there appears to be more uneven ln surface and
by Cml. Andersonud atexture.

The M IN STER 0F MARINE AND!) To buld pers ina 24 feet water at low-water
epringsewhch would give about 41 feet at higl.

water, pers wth large bases would b neces-
port, and will read tIf the hon. gentleman o e sary, and to resst the very strong current and
wlshes. the probability off field-tee, weight and etabilhty

ciene eetial. The conditions at ach end of the
Mr. MONTAGUE. How mucli bas e1 Traverse are practIcally identical, except that a.

paid already ? power appog-aiarm woud be requred at any

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND establishment at the bwer end, while none would
FISHERIES.o utthe be necessary at the upper end.
FISHERIES. I cannot pay until I get the The cheapest piers, and the mot easly bult
money. There may be a small sum paid for would, of course, be of wooden crlbwork, ûIled
wages, out of the general maintenance vote. with hoose stone ballast, and for work below low

water mark I would recbmmend this construc-
Mr. MONTAGUE. What amounts are due tion. No imnatter what descrpton of top-work

at present ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. 'I cannot tell, but I am In-
structed that It will require $20,000 by the
lst July. The report ls dated 4th November,
1898, and is as follows :-

I have made a thorougb inquiry into the
question of replacing the two lightshlps in the
Traverse of St. Roch, River St. Lawrence, below
Quebec, by permanent lighthouses on piers, and,
in accordance . with instructions, I submit the
results.
General Description.-The Site of Lighthouse.
The Traverse Is a critical point in the navigz-

tion of the St. Lawrence, the deep-water channel
being only about a quarter of a mile wide for a
distance of three miles, with a 7é-knot curreat
runnlng through it, partly in a diagonal diree-
tion. Being in a wide part of the river, with
submerged flats, four miles wide .each side, It
has always been necessary to mark It well, and
from its position range lights on shore have not
been practicable. It has, since 1836, been marked
by lightships, one at the upper and the other
at the lower end, on the south or port aide of the
channel. The lower lightahlp is a staunch Iron
vesse, and carries a powerful steam-whistle.
The other la a wooden vessel, and la practically
worn out, and muet be soon replaced.

Mr. FOSTER. This dispenses wlth only
one.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FiBRERIES. Yes'

The development of the trade ln the St. Law-
rence basof late years induced shipownr to
run more risk ln attempting to navigate the
river earler in the spring and more Pa ularly
later on In the autumn than used to be thought

Mr. TATIR

was adopted, above water the question li some-
what difficult to decide. For permanency and
effieiency, a steel casing lined with a thick walf
of concrete, and a concrete deck, would be best ;
but this plan would materially increase the cost
of erection beyond that involved ln using timber-
work throughout. From what I have seen of
old wharfs ln Quebec, I thInk the timber-work
is fairly durable nearly up to high-water mark ;
above high-water mark, or wherever It la sub-
ject to alternate wetting and drying, It decays
very rapidly, say In ten to fift-en years, or at
most twenty years, if extra good timber is
secured.

From the fact that the Upper Travers light-
ship Is In such bad repair, It ls urgent that we
should build a pler at the Upper Traverse at
once, and I think It advIsable that a pler should
also be bulît at the Lower Traverse If the neces-
sary fu»ds are provided, because It would be so
much more reliable than any lightship, ýand
would be at the station when the need for the
aid ls most urgent, and when a lightshlp cannot
be kept there, at the very end of the season.
With the tendency every year to extend the sea-
son, and to brIng larger ships to the St. Law-
rence, the necessity has become pressig. The
cost of maintenance of a lighthouse, once estab-
Ulshed, Is less than that of a llghtship, while the
cost of erection will probably not gatly exceed
the first coat of a lightshlp.

I want to Impress that ou my bon. friend. I
had to decide whether to build a new l t-
ship or a permanent lighthouse.

Mr. TAYLOR. Why not repair the one
there?

TheEINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You cannot '; It is worn Ot&t.

Th e masty for a permannt ightuse aSt
the Lower Traverselas nt o urgent Ms at the

5155



[JUNE 15, 1899]

upper end, because the lightship is a ftrst-rate one,
because the greatest risk la ineurred ln autumn,
when steamships are leaving the river, and bave
to make the upper entrance firat ; and because
a permanent lighthouse at' the upper end, in
range with PIllar's lighthouse, leads into the
lower end of the channel, which can be navigated
by working the two lights together. A second
permanent lighthouse would, however, increase
security and admit of Improvement in the ser-
vice.

That Is a matter we will have to consider
later on, In the years to come.

Finished plans for a pier or lighthouse have
been desIgned, but from a rough estimate based
on the cuble contents of a structure of suitable
size, it Is estimated that It would cost $40,0 for
a wooden pier with a lighthouse, complete ; or,
If the portion above water were ffnished in steel
and concrete, the cost would be increased about
$20,O0, but this change would probably prolong
the life of the structure, without extensive re-
pairs, three-fold. I recommend a wooden pier,
with the top-work finisbed ln concrete, sur-
mounted by a wooden lighthouse and keeper's
dwelling, as the best permanent investment, at
elther station. The Increase ln the size of the
pier to recelve a first-class fog-alarm, and the
installation of the fog-alarm would probably
add $10,00o to $12,M00 to the cost of the Lower
Traverse establishment.

I further recommend that the work be done by
the department under its own direct supervision.
If such work were done by contract the contin-
gent risks would be so great that it would be
necessary to put on a large margin to meet
them, and the opportunities for sllghting work
of this kind would offer a great temptation to
a contractor. If doune by the department, good
work and materials would be assured, and the
cost would probably be lesa than by the contraet
system.

Mr. TAYLOR. I do not see a word there
about urgency.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The very word "urgency " Is
used. If I cannot convince my hon. friend,
I will only have to give it Up.

Mr. FOSTER. What my hon. frIend (Mr.
Taylor) says ls that he hears nothing in that
report about the necesslty of bullding on
the ice.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Thla report was given me last
November. I constted the hon. member for
Quebec West and sald we would bave to
wait until Parliament met, *hen we would
take a vote. He pointed out that we W'-ould
lose a season, that the lightship would not
last for another season, and that if some-
thing -was not done the rates on the St. Làw-
rence would be Ineressed. Then he told me
that the work could be done 6o much cheaper
by constructlng the erîbwork on the ice.

Mr. CLARKE. What Is the date of that
report ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It la dated 4th November
last. I told CoL Anderson to consult with
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the hon. member for Quebec West and with
those he recommended as having experience
In this matter. They must have had half a
dozen Interviews. It was then sgested
that Mr. Lemieux, an expert ln these mat-
ters, should be brought up to the department,
and I told them to bring him up. So my
hon. friend Mr. Dobell, Mr. Anderson and
Mr. Lemieux consulted. I was there and
did what I could, thouglh I do not profess to
be skilled in these mat*ters. After long con-
sultation, Mr. Anderson told me he was
satisfied it would te l tIhe public interest
and would save money to commence the
cribwork on the Ice.

Mr. TAYLOR. As I understand my hon.
friend from Quebec West, the 42 feet of this
pier is of hemlock and spruce.

Mr. DOBELL. Not the whole 42 feet.
What Is between low water mark and high
water mark and is subject to changes, may
require other wood.

Mr. TAYLOR. There Is no hemlock, then,
above low water mark, 25 feet ?

Mr. DOBELL. There may be for a tUer
or two above, but there ls no timber shove
the 25 feet that the superintendent did not
think perfectly safe. Above that la plne.

Mr. TAYLOR. Because, I can inform the
hon. gentleman, if he puts ln hemlock which
is not covered by water ail the time, that la
wet sometimes and dry sometimes, it wll
not laet more than fdve or six years. I hâve
had experience ln building wharfs. Now, I
have Ogured out the cost and I wll give the
figures later on. But I would like him to
explain, as a practical man, how this work
ean be done better on the ice than ln open
water ?

Mr. DOBELL. I do not think it wants
any explanation. I will appeal to the Intel-
ligence of any man ln this House.

Mr. TAYLOR. Besides the hon. gentle.
man (Mr. Dobell) himself, there are, perbaps,
not more than half a dozen men ln this
House who ever built a crib.

Mr. DOBELL. I see the hon. gentleman
has a perfect knowledge of this busines. I
begin to find I have a master of the art be-
fore me. Therefore, I must be carefuL But
1 appeal to my hon. friend (Mr. Taylor); If
there is an uneven bottom--

Mr. TAYLOR. But you explained that
this was a level rock bottom.

Mr. DOBELL No, not level. We bad to
frame the bottom of the crib so a t dt tîhe
place where It Is intended to rest.

-Mr. TAYLOR. I know how that Is.
Mr.DOBELL. I did not know until I

saw thiwork going on, and found they
were ftting the bottom of tis ecrib, much
as a bootmaker would fIt a boot for one's
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foot, so as to fit exactly where It Is Intende'd more careful lu future to let out work of
to rest. Mr. Lemieux has engaged an expert, this kind by contract. The same thlng may
diver who took his soundings and measured apply to the matter under consideration ln
every foot, takIng great care. I do not see the early part of the day, wben hon. gentle-
how my hon. friend could make such a men on this side of the House found fault
structure In the water. with the prices that were palid for articles

Mr. A. C. MAODONALD (Kng's, P.E.I.) I coflsumed on the schooners engaged In the
muet say I am very sorry for the Minister of fishery protection service and steamers.
Marine and Fisheries, as well as very glad. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
I am sorry for the unbusiness-like way in FISHERILES. Do not let us go back to that.
which he seems to have conducted every-DONALD (King's, P.E.) 1
thing ln his department that has come before Mr. MAC
the House to-day. He had a good reputa- wish to show that one thing is on a par with
tion as a business man w!th us, but it has the other. Now, what do we find? I am
not grown since he came to Ottawa. He not blaming the Minister of Marine and
has had the engineer of his department Fisheries more thin his predecessors, but I
make plans and specileations of a publie say there is something partieularly rotten
work, and, no doubt, an estimate of the about that whole business, from drst to last.
cost. The engineer has gone further and I have experlence enough to know that thbere
advised that It would be in the interest of Is great room for saving public mouey in re-
economy to carry on this work by day la- gard to the supplies to these fdshing schoon-
bour. If I were in the MinIster's place and ers and steamers used by the department
my engineer advised me against my own in protecting the fisheries. We find very
judgment, I would rely on my own judgment ordinary seamen put on those vessels, and
and cali for tenders, just as a man would do they are fed like fdghting cocks, with jams,
ln his own business. The hon. Minister tomato sauce, sausages, macaroni, plums,
spends 0,000 of the publie money without lemons, syrups, oranges, vermicelli, catsup,
the sanction of Parliament. Why, the Queen marmalade, prunes, lamb, calves' foot Jelles,
of England cannot spend a pound of publie bananas, evaporated cream, curry powder,
money without the sanction of Par ament, dîgs. fancy biseults and capers. Now, I say,
and the hon. gentleman ls puttig himSel that the larger portion of these things are
above the Queen by spending f40,000 with- wholly unneceary for a service of that
out the sanction of Parlament and without kind, and they are used In enormous quanti-
tenders. Urgency, he says 1 Why, where is ties. In one Instance there were 40 pounds
the urgency ? It la in building a crib 100 of curry powder used, at 40 cents a pound.
feet by 50 feet and 42 feet high. Any one There is curry enough to make us all teel
who knows anythlng about tImber knws pretty warm, anykow. There Is something
that a crowd of men could build that whole particularly loose about the manner ln which
structure in a fortnight. I It being bult publie money la expended in this branch of
in the opeii sea, where it is likely to be torn the service. I want to say to the Minlster of
to pleces by the storm ? Not at ail; it is in Marine and Fisherles, that there is lots of

dock where there is not a ripple to disturb room for him to show his busiaes capaclty
lt The urgency i-s that it should be bult in controlUng the expenditure of pubHe
On the ice. Why, any ma knows that it money in his department. Now, with re-
eould be buflt more readily in the water spect to this erlbwork. There have been no
than on'the fc. In the water you can deat tenders asked for Its construction. ItWIll
Your timbsr about as you require, side it be constructed at the end of this month, and
sP On skids and boit It down. The strue- I think the next best thLng the Minister can
ture sinks as you buid up. It is ridienious do la to ask for tenders for the plaeing of
to say that there was urgency to cnstruct that erib in position, and the ballagting of
this en the k-opit. They talk about $20,00 or $30,00 for

the construction of that cribwork. I do not
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND thInk it wll cost any sueh sum. I sbo!ld

lIBUERIES. It Is evident that we have say, from my little expèrieunce, that $10,000,Lbe wrong engineer ln the department. or $15,000 at the outside, ought to constract
Mr. MACDONALD (King'sP.Ei.) I am that eribwork. However, i do not want to

iot an engineer, but I bave common sense confine the hon. gentleman to a few hundred
Mough to know that that Is right. We are dollars ; but 1 think publie money should
;ld that thia la a matter ef a technical not be squandered la thisfre fashion, with-
2ature and that nobody but an engineer out public tenders.
mn construct it. Why, there are a hundred Mr. E. COCHRANE (East Northlumber-
tnd ne epe In the hon. gentleman's own land). It appears to me that the hon. Min-onsituency who, with the plans and specii- ister of Marine and Fisherles (SIr Louisations could build that structure. Tch- avies) is talking to us, ou this side of thedeal work 1s all My eye. Whle I am House, as If we were not interested ln theorry te see the Mnter badgered, I think navigation of the St. Lawrence. I want tot is in a good cause, and that he wlf be tel him that we are aS mueh interested ln
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the safe navigation of the St Lawrence as the Minister, when he sent his friend up to
be U4, or as the Government of the day. But Ottawa to consult with the engineer of the
there is a principle involved lu this question Minister. I think it was an Insult to hits
for whlch the hon. gentleman and his friends engineer to bring in outsiders that he did
were great stieklers, when they were on this not know.
side of the House. I was sorry to see the The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
levity the hon. gentleman manifested, wben FISHERIES. He is a colleague of mine.
niy hou. friend from Prince Edward Island
(Mr. Macdonald) was taiUng about the sup- Mr. COCHRANE. Why, the. member for
plies that were purchased. i Quebec West Is a colleague of yous; but

The MINISTER 0F MARINE A ND this gentleman that he brought up to con-

FSHERIES. My hon. friend muAst nDot - sult with your engineer, surely is lnot a col-

ject to my recognizing the humour f my league of yours.
colleague from Prince Edward Island. Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. The

Mr. COCHRANE. Humor! , Mr. hon. gentleman must address the Chair.
Mr. CCOCHAAEE.IHumouro!rWpardonr.

Chairman, if he thinks it Is humorous to Mr.COCHRyUNE. I beg yourpardon. 1
pay double prices for luxurles for the men addressed you when 1 began, and 1 did
employed in the fisherles service that the nlot expect that I would have to address
farmers of this country have to pay for, he you, every sentence that I uttered. But, if
is greatly mistaken-these farmers that were you want me to say,1" Mr. Chairman," every
bled white. as they sald, when hon. gentle- time I begin a sentence, I will addrest the
men opposite were on this side of the House. Chair.
You think It is very niee to tax the farmers Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKR. I would re-
more than double for luxuries for men thatma
mare ntatboi'e te i oston mind the hon. gentleman that It la out Of
are notao order te address himself to an hon. member.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Oh. oh. Mr. CASEY. Do not say, " you."
Mr. COCHRANE. I understaind ihat Mr. OOCHRANE. Well, where have you
" Oh." But I understand that the farmers been all summer ? I was just saying that

of this country do not feel disposed to pay this engineer, Mr. Lemieux, cavne up from
for biscuits at 20 cents a poun'I, and then Quebee to consult with the engineer of the
have the Minister come back and lay It on Minister of Marine and Fisherles. Why
the Governor General, when there Is a hun-. did he allow Mr. Lemieux to come up?
dred pounds of biscuits. The Governor Gen- Was the Minister acquainted with him be-
eral never ate that amoant of bisemts. 1 fore he left ? He shakes'his head. Well
hope you wll recognize that fact. When- Sir, this genius from Queb-ee is equal to
ever you are brought to L:ok for any ex- the occasion of building a cribwork In a
travagance, you get behind a Tory Litrial. bay where there is not a breath of air to
But now the hon. gentleman has-I was go- rufile the water. He came up and cou-
Ing to use the word "0meanness," but I wm svlted with the hon. Minister of Marine
refrain-he hag the audacity, when he is and Fisheries and the uember for Quebec
brought to book, to say, that the Governor West (Mr. Dobell) carne up-I do not SaY
General used the biscuits. Just think of the that he had any motive at all ; I would
state the farmers of this country were in,i not suspect any such thing-but the faet is
when the Tory party left rdice -bled white that he came up and got bis friend to come
by an extravagant Tory Government, as up with hlm. iHe impressed the Minister
asserted by the Liberals; and the Liberals to such an extent that he had a recom-
would hardly allow us to breathe, unless mendatior made by bis engineer that lt
we did It under contract. They come was ne"3ary teonstruet this pler, le
lu, and propose to expend $40,000 with- said, on the ice, aithougli1 do net tlnd
ont contract They led me to believq, that ln the report. I do net think It cuts
in my innocency-and I was as much led any Ice lu the hon. gentlemans report, I
astray as was the contractor (Mr. Gibson), would say It looks very much like a job,
who spoke se feellngly this afternoon, and if It were net golng te offend you, Mr.
Who fount eut that lie was mistaken. as 1 Chairman. if that expressioner teeastrong
was-they led me te bellere that they WC 1 would be dsposed teo take It back, but
buildfing this pier In the wnterlime at a icanot help feeling that there Is a job
place wbere they wece going'tt put It this in it, net only a violation o! principle, but
summner. But we llnd now taat they were there I a job put up fer the hon. member
building It In a liarbour where there ws for Quebec West to have bis friend at, $4

ot a wave t distrb the peaefulbreast o a day employed and a i the friends he
y hon. frlend from QuebeeWest er. De- sends dow there. He sal t that ke would

bell). I would net inteinuate that that on. have n objection te a Tory working there,
gentleman would de anythlng wirng. I but I venture the assertion thatif there

sumet end ow that tey we-nre Tre there jbpt up for the hun.emberdl

bheel) cet avo. I wouldnoinnut that thatsppr fx hon. haenoojetontaTryw r ther,

net censider that hie hadi any inflnuce with Quebee West in the next election. If an
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election were to come on ln the near fu- man to the hon. gentleman on his right who
ture, I suppose we would have the same understands what the fishermen are, and
job perpetrated that we had when the West- he will tind that so far as Intelligence is
ern Block was being reconstructed. They concerned, the f[shermen of the lower pro-
had an election going on over ln Wright, vinces are not only the peers, but if there Is
and they had hundreds of men from that any differenee, the superiors of the farmers
eonstituency employed. I saw five men for whom he sees fit to speak.
holding a ladder for one man to work on. Mir. COCHRANE. I did flot say tbeyIf there is an election brought on before1 n
that pier is completed, I will venture the were ot.
assertion that all the idle men in Quebec Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I will re-
will be found working on that pier. I say fer the hon. gentleman to bis colleagues
to the hon. Minister that he should have from the lower provinces, who, unfortu-
regard to the burning words that he uttered nately for the fishermen, happen to repre-
in the past, and I admired him when -he sent them on that side of the House on the
was on this side of the House, although I present occasion. The hon. gentleman says
sometimes thought he was talking to the that Conservative parties are purchasable
gallery with that innocent look that he as-; when they get work. He understands that
sumes. I would like to ask the hon. gen- better than I, better than any other hon.
tieman If he does net feel it down In his member, and he knows whether or not they
heart that he has gone back on bis public should be considered In this case as a pur-
record ln this House in consenting to such chasable party when they get work. He
an iniquitous job as toe carry on a work ought to know, and I have no doubt that
without contract. His conscience will he does. He understands exactly how it
trouble him, and to-night when he retires was done ln other days.
to his bed, and lays his head on bis pillow Mr. COCHRANE. Are yon referrlng tohe wIll realize how far a departure be has the hon. member for Quebee West (Mr.made from the principles he laid down when Dobell)?he was on this side of the House. I speak J
ln all seriousness ; I say it ls unfortunate, Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). If the
and I am sorry to think that public men argument meant anything, it meant that
can be found lu this country laying down the hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. Do-
sound principles while in Opposition, and bell), ln getting men to work who were
lhen going back upon them when they get Conservatives was therefore able to pur-
Into power. What did the hon. gentleman chase them.
do to-day ? He presented a humiliating Mr COCHRANE. No, I dld ot argue
spectacle. He went back to the publice that.
records, and he appeared to me to be per-
fectly delighted when he found that a Tory Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I beg the
Government had perpetrated an iniquity hon. gentleman's pardon ; that is lis argu-
such as that which is charged against him. ment.
This s a caser the hon. Minister under- An hon. MEMBER. Question, question.taking te build a pier which tsgeing te
cost the people $40,000 without consulting Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). If the hon.
Parilament. What position is le In to. gentleman who calls question will just wait
day 1 1He tells us that e had to do it a moment I will reply to the bon. gentle-
that the old light-ship was worn out, but man (Mr. Cochrane), because I understand
when we come to find out, the light-ship that this la debate. It may be rather hard
is doing duty to-day, and will be doing duty on the hon. gentleman who represents farm-
all this season. I am satisfied If the Min- ers to have this matter brought up, but I
ister had consulted Parliament and got au maintain that if the hon. member (Mr.
appropriation, and if he had let that work Cochrane) proved anything it ts that the
by tender, he could have had the work done Conservative party, if they get work, are
as expeditlously as he will have it done purchasable. He cannot deny that. The
without tender, and with less money. hon. gentleman said that the farmers are

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough) Mr. chair-more intelligent, and that the fishermen are
man, I would not have taken a a r ir- inferior to the farmers. The hon. gentle-
tha discusslonead no thehon .n prt lu man la on record, and I venture to say that
(Mr. Coehrane) seen t to ontrast the man he wIll find that the words that he uttered(Mr Cebrae) eenfitto ontastthefarmu- were Just o! that character.ers Of this country with the fishermen. 1
want the hou. gentleman to understand, at Mr. OOOHRANE. Ne.
least l se tfar asthe courts of this country Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). The mat-have mdecded the matter, that the farmerx ter bas gone beyond him now, and he knows
are dmuc hmore purhasable than the flsh- it as well as I do. I want him to under-ermen, and that If le sees fit to make a stand that these fishermen are the peersdistincton and set the farmer above the of the farmers of this country. la thisfisbermen, he makes the biggest mistake country, composed of farmers ami fisher-he ever l I cau refer the hon. gente- men as it i, there o as mue. If not m r

Mr. COCHRANE.
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intelligence represented In the same degree fer to the fishermen at all, and the effort on
of life by the fisbermen than the farmers the part of the hon. member for Guysbor-
for the reason that the fishermen and sail- i ough (Mr. Fraser) to get an occasion where-
ors go abroad and see the world more than upon he might proclalm himself as a hero
other «men ln their position ln life, and if in defence of the fishermen, ls altogethèr
the bon. gentleman thinks that the farmers uncalled for. The fishermen were never men-
are more intelligent he makes a mistake. tioned in this debate, until the hon. gentle-
I do not say this because I happen to re- man (Mr. Fraser) mentioned them. The
present a county largely composed of fisher- hon. member for Northumberland (Mr. Coch-
men, although I am glad to make that state- rane) stated that luxurles bad been supplied
ment just to show the men that sent me to the crews upon the boats, which luxurles
here, but I do say that se far as the fisher- bad to be pald for by the farmers of On-
men are concerned they are as Intelligent tario, and whieh luxurles the farmers of
men as any iz, Canada. Ontarlo <were not able te boy for themselves.

As to the building of this work the hon. That was the statement pure and simple,
Minister bas given an explanation. That and If the hon. member for Guysborough
explanation may not be satisfactory to hon. (Mr. Fraser) can see In that statement of
gentlemen opposite, but there Is the expla- fact, slanders on the fishermen, whlch would
nation. I want to draw attention to the give occasion for all his stormy and blasty
fact that, when any question Is raised on indignation which he bas fired off lu defence
the other side of the House as te an expen- of his friends and supporters the fishermen
diture made ln the regular way by the offi- of Nova Scotia, I confess that gentleman
clais, it 1e a legitimate argument to say has better ears tban any other member ln
that hon. gentlemen opposite stood by an this House. The farmers of Ontario do not
expenditure made lu the same direction, claim, nor do the people of Ontarlo claim,
and even to a greater extent, and never any superiority over any one, but the hon.
raised their voices against it. Is It not the member (Mr. Fraser) may remember the day
falrest and best argument to point out, in and If he does not his colleagues will, when
making purehases now, according to the re- these Liberals used to attend meetings In
galar method pursued by the late Govern- the electoral campalgns in Ontario, and
ment, that bon. gentlemen did not find fault with tears the size ofe cricket balls rolling
when their own friends were in power. It, down their faces-
Is not an argument te say that, if wrong Mr. OOCHRANE. Crocodile tears.
was committed, wrong should be perpetua-
ted, but it is a strong argument to say that Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes, crocodile tears;
the Government are doing in the regular they told the farmers of Ontario that they
way the legitimate work of the the Govern- were being taxed and bled white on their
ment, and in a way that hon. gentlemen op- binder tw.ine, l order to give free binder
posite approved of when these expenditures twine to the ignorant and servile fishermen
were made by them. If that be the case, of Nova Scotia. Where was then the thun-
they are not ln a position to find fault with derous voice of the hon. member for Guys-
us. So far as the fishermen are concerned, borough (Mr. Fraser) in defence of the fish-
they eau hold their own with the best in ermen ?
the country. Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I was not

Mr.- W. H. MONTAGUE (Haldimand). there then. Who made the statement.
I am somewhat afstonished at my hon. friend 'Mr. MONTAGUE. My bon. friend (Mr.
(Mr. Fraser), not only at the style of his !Fraser) was not there, but he heard it stated
address, but at the warmth with which many and many a time lin this House.
he rose to defend the reputation and intel- Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I never did,ligence of the fishermen down upon the and want you to mention the name of anysea coast, whom nobody else ln this House
has mentioned ln this debate with the ex- one who used these words.
ception of the hon. gentleman himself. WIll f1Mr. MONTAGUE. I am not quoting now
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fraser) tell me! direetly from "1Hansard," but the bon. gen-
where the hon. member (Mr. Cochrane) tieman (Mr. Fraser) knows that time and
slandered the fishermen ? -again the Conservative Government were at-

'Mr. FRASER (Guysorough). I did not say taeked for placing a tax on binder twine,
he slandered them. while they gave free twine to the fishermen

rof Nova Seotia. The bon. gentleman (Mr.
Mr. MONTAGUE. Then, what 'bas theFraser) need not resent the small statement

bon. gentleman (Mr. Fraser) been complain- f of the hon. member for East Northumber-
Ing about ? I land (Mr. Cochrane) when lie (Mr. Fraser)

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I simply remenibers that a certain gentleman whom
rose to say that he represented them as In-,he now foUows In this House referred, fnot
ferior to the farmers. only to the province of Nova Scotia, but to

the other maritime provinces, as " the sbreds
Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. member for and patcbes of the Dominion," and not only

Northumberland (Mr. Cocbrane) dId- nt re- tha, but referred te the province oe Nova
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Scotia as " the dry nurse or the wet nurse
of boodilers." I do not remember the thun-
derous tones of the hon. member (Mr. Fraser)
being then raised in defending the fair
honour of bis province lu this Parliament.
Now, with regard to the matter whicb bas
been under debate ; it appears to me that the
bon. member for Quebec (Mr. Dobell) bas
been the adviser of the Minister of Marine
aH the -way through. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Dobell) nods his head In assent. He
bas been the adviser as to the extreme lin-
portance of thls work. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Dobell) nods bis head again. He bas
been the adviser as to the man who was to
be selected to supervise the work. Let me
ask him, did he advise that the work should
be done by day's work or by tender ?

Mr. DOBELL. I have no hesitation what-
ever in saying, that I belleve the work Is
being done certainly from 30 to 40 per cent
less than it could bave been done by any
other means.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Then, the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Dobell) advised that It should be
done by day's work ?

Mr. DOBELL. Certainly.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. And very

properly so.
Mr. MONTAGUE. The Solicitor General,

of course, comes from the city of Quebec,
and he, no doubt, quite agrees with his Que-
bee colleague. Now, af ter the hon. gentle-
man representing Quebec West, and the Sol-
icitor General had both offered their advice,
and the Minister of Marine had yielded to
their importunities, may I ask the Minister
If he himself has gone carefully into the
figures with regard to the expense. We are
told on this side of the House, that thls crib
work could be built for about $8,000 or $9,-
000, and the Minister tells us that up to the
1st of July he will require $20,000, and that
sum, apparently, would cover nothing but
the eribwork. It Is a plain arithmetical cal-
Culation as to the number of feet, as to the
value per foot, as to the number of days
of labour required, and has the Minister of
Marine and Fisherles gone Into that calcu-
lation with bis engineer ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I accepted the statement of
the engineer that thisi is about the sum that
will be required on the first of July. I could
Mot do anything more than that.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That Is very Indefinite,
but let me ask how far bas the work pro-
gresed at the present moment ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE
PISHERIES. 1 cannot tel.

AND

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. member for
Quebec West (Mr. Dobell) wlIl know, and
the offeer of the department is here.

Mr. MONTAGUE.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do as every other Minister
does, I accept the statement of my engineer,
that up to a certain date there wlll be a
certain expenditure required, and upon his
report I ask Parliament for tbat sum.

Mr. MONTAGUE. We want to know how
far the work has progressed ?

The MINISTEOR 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The engineer ls not here, but
my deputy tells me that between the 20th
and the 23rd of this month, the cribwork
will be towed down to Its place and the worik
of submerging commenced.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That Is an important
point for -the future. We are to understand
that the towIng of the crlb and the ipub-
merging of It Is to be finlshed by the lt of
July ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That Is the belle!. lIt l upon
that bellef that this estimate Is made.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That ls to cost $20,000?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. So I am advised.
Mr. MONTAGUE. How much wll the

towing down cost ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I could not tell the hon. gen-
tleman.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. member for
Quebec West will know.

Mr. DOBELL. About $250.
Mr. MONTAGUE. How much will the

sinking cost ?
Mr. DOBELL. A great deal. It is to be

filled with stone.
Mr. MONTAGUE. I venture to belleve

that it will not be filled with stone by the lst
of July.

Mr. DOBELL. Why not?
Mr. MONTAGUE. How Is it to be done ?
Mr. DOBELL. By stone thrown Into the

crib.
Mr. MONTAGUE. 1 thought at one time,

by the figures given by the hon. member for
King's, P.E.. (Mr. Macdonald), that It was
going to be filed with currie powder, be-
cause $400 worth of currie powder seems to
be more than sufficlent to make all the eur-
rie requIred for the Governor General when
he goes down there.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Wi tlhe hon. gentleman give
me the anthority on which he makes tlat
statement, because he is . putting It on
"Hansard," and It wi go everywhere.

Mr. MONTAGUE. It was 400 pounds, and
it ls worth about a dollar a pound.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman is -mak-
ing a statemnt for which he has ne au-
thority.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I have made the state-
ment which was made by the hon. member
for King's only a few moments ago, and
which the Minister of Marine did not chal-
lenge.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Has the hon. gentleman ver-
fied it ?

Mr. MONTAGUE. No, I have nLot
Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) I say

that there is a statement lu the Auditor
General's Report that 400 pounds of currie
powder was bought at 40 or 50 cents a
pound.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. On what page?

AND

Mr. MACDONALD (King's). I have not
the page.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I know nothing about
the niatter. I am only repeatng a state.
ment which was unchallenged when it was
made by the hon. member for King's. Does
the hon. member for Quebee West say that
the sinking will be done by the lst of July?

Mr. DOBELL. I dId not say that.
Mr. MONTAGUE. How many cords of

stone will it take ?
Mr. DOBELL. I really cannot tell you.
The MINITER 0F

FISHERIES. The hon.
that the money will not
work is done.

MARINE AND
gentleman knows
be paid until the

Mr. MONTAGUE. I understand that, but
I want to know what the money is to be
pald for. The hon. gentleman surely knows
how many cords of stone it will take.

Mr. DOBELL. I feel perfectly satisfied
with what was said by the late Minister of
Marine, the hon. member for Pictou (Sir
Oharles Hibbert Tupper), when he enjoyed
that office, that he would have doue this
work if he had not found that it was so
expensive. The lowest estImate he got for
the work was $75,000. The Miniater to-day
tells you that It wI- be completed and put in
Its place for $40,0O.

Mr. MONTAGUE. How are you going to
construet this work for $40,000, if you spend
$20,000 on what is less than half the work?

Mr. DOBELL. Can you not leave it until
you find what It Is going to cost, and, If we
fall, then bring up your charges. Let us go
on with the work.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The suavlty, the gener-
ous confidence, and the supreme indifference
which the hon. gentleman affects towards

details becomes him very wellI; but the
House looks at these matters, even though
we are not just as practical men as the hon.
member for Quebee West. The hon. gentle-
man and his colleagues have made state-
ments before that have not been verified.
We remember two or three years ago when,
by the great offices of the hon. member for
Quebec West, we were going to have a fast
steamship Une across the Atlantie. We al-
most heard the sound of the fog whIstles
of those bottle-necked steamships ; and yet
here we are, three years after the patient,
earnest, constant, determined, forward-and-
backward efforts of the hon. member for
Quebee West, and we are no nearer the
bottle-necked steamships than we were when
the hon. gentleman began. He took the
same position then that he does now. He
showed the same supreme contempt for
details and the same suave Indifference to
the questioning of the members on this side
of the House when any one attempted to get
some information from lis superior know-
ledge of steamship matters ; and now, after
having been the dlose adviser, genius and
guide of the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries with regard to this whole question. the
hon. member for Quebec West says: " Oh,
why can't you leave this until a later stage,
and see whether we are right or not." We
have the statement of the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries that*this work is only
going to cost $40,000 ; but the Minister is
unable to tell us what the opinion of his chief
engineer is as to how that money is to be
divided-how much is to go for cribwork,
1how much for stone, and how much for
sinking. Has the hon. gentleman those
figures now ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentlenan
has not those figures, and I submit, with al
due respect to the officer he mentions-an
offleer for whom this side of the House.has
equal respect to his own-that it is an ex-
traordinary proposition that a Minister of
the Orown will spend money not yet voted
by Parliament on a work as to the cost of
which he has not a detail from the engineer
on w'hose opinion he is basing his whole
calculations. He ought surely to be able to
tell the House how much is to be spent on
eribwork and how much for superstructure.
From whom was this timber bought, may I
ask the Minister ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I could not give you the
names.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Perhaps the hon. mem-
ber for Quebee West eau tel us ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, no. The accounts will be
biought down. The hon. gentleman bas
been a Minister, and he knows that he never
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saw such questions asked In Parliament be-
fore.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
has a memory as short as a match. He sat
on this side of the iHouse for years, and I
venture to say that there is not a question
of detail whicb we bave put to him that does
not find a 200 per cent precedent in ques-
tions put by hon. gentlemen opposite wheu
they were on this side of the House criticis-
ing the late Administration. Surely we
have a right to ask where the supplies for
this work were bought ? Can the hon. mem-
ber for Quebec West tell us who supplied
the timber ?

Mr. DOBELL. No, I cannot tell.
Mr. MONTAGUE. He cannot tell. I ven-

ture to say that he knows what the day
labourers are paid.

Mr. DOBELL. No, I do not.
Mr. MONTAGUE. Did not the hon. gen-

tleman recommend them ?
Mr. DOBELL. No.
Mr. MONTAGUE. Well, that Is a differ-

ent policy from what is followed ln most
cases. But surely he ought te be able to tell
us where the timber was purchased.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It was purchased througn
Col. Anderson and the agent at Quebee.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Not by tender ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. No.
Mr. MONTAGUE. That Ls a case where

tenders might have been called for.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. It had to be bought at the
lowest market price for timber of that kind.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Quebee is a business
place where timber could be got at a short
order, and there is no excuse for tenders not
belng called for that. I think it is materlal
to k-now from whom the timber was
bougbt, and the price at which it was
bought. The market price in the mind of
the Minister or the mind of the hon. member
for Quebee West may be a shade different
from the market price at Quebec.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The instructions were to pur-
chase everythlng at the current market
prices. I am qulte sure my hon. frIend will
be satisfied that I am giving, frankly and
freely, all the infoTmation I bave, and I
would frankly appeal to them that we miglt
go on, as 'the matter bas now been pretty
thoroughly discussed.

Mr. SNETSINGER. I fail to see how hon.
gentlemen on the Opposition side eau corn-
plain with any serlousness of the course of
the Government lu this matter, when they

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

contrast It with their own record. They
spent a half a million dollars on Sheik's Is-
land dams, and never called for tenders.
They gave a contract without tender for a
lock on the Cornwall Canal which cost a lot
of money, and which lias never had a crank
turned on it yet ; and those who built that
dam made a large profit out of it. Al this
was done without tender, yet we have these
hon. gentlemen protesting that this Govern-
ment should not do $4 worth of work with-
out calling for tenders.

Mr. MACDONALD.
right ?

Did the Tories do

Mr. SNETSINGER. They did wrong; but
It illbecomes these same hon. gentlemen to
make such an outery about these small mat-
ters.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assinibola). I rise to say a few words on
a subjeet that bas been very fully dis-
cussed. I do not propose to deal with
the extraneous subject that was debated by
my hon. friend from Guysborough (Mr.
Fraser). Fishermen are, I apprehend, as
useful citizens as any other class of men.
If the farmer ploughs the land, the fisher-
man ploughs the sea. If the farmer culti-
vates the land, the flsherman cultivates the
seas. .But I was rather struck by the rea-
son given by my hon. friend from Guysbor-
ough why the House should accept his state-
ment, that the fishermen are intelligent men.
He asked the House to believe ln their in-
telligence because they sent hlm here. Far
be it from me to say, that the slander of the
fishermen was on the Government side of
the House, rather than on this, but I think
that retort might fairly have been made by
my bon. friend from East Northumberland
(Mr. Cochrane).

I am not going to say anything with re-
gard to the point that was so strongly put
by my hon. friend from York, N.B. (Mr.
Foster), namely, that the Government had
doune wrong in departing from the rule that
they should net spend& public money with-
out first coming to Parliament. That bas
been fully discussed. But, after hearing all
that my hon. friend the Minister of Marine
lias said on this subject, and after all that
the hon. member for Quebec West (Mr. Do-
bell) bas said, I am still unable to under-
stand why tenders were not called for. Col-
onel Anderson had clearly made speelfca-
tions. That faet is admitted by the hon.
member for Quebec himself.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Perhaps my hon. friend was
not here when I read Colonel Anderson's re-
port. I acted on his special report that,
under the circumstances and having regard
to the peculiar character of the work, It
would, In his opinion, be very much better
done under the supervision of the depart.
ment than by calling for tenders.
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Mr. DAVIN. I was here when that re- member for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser). He
port was read, but the one sentence tot said, that, because my hon. friend from
whieh my hon. friend refers, Is at the close East Northumberland referred to a well-
of that report, and it seemed to me to be a known fact, a fact to be deplored, that there
non sequitur. I did not see how It hung to Is not a constituency throughout the length
gether with the previous part of his excel- and breadth of Canada-and I suppose, not
lent report. It la perfectly clear that the ln any other constitutionally governed coun-
department was in a position to ask for ten- try-in which there le not a certain set of
ders. I am quite ready to admit the urgency, men, belonging to both parties, who are
but again Iask, why were not tenders called liable to Influences that, to say the least, are
for, because it cannot be seriously maintain-1 undesirable-that, therefore, my hon. friend
ed that the delay which would result from from East Northumberland admitted that
the calling for tenders would be such as to 1 the Conservative party was purchasable.
materlally Interfere with the urgency. I Why, Sir, It ls mere rhodomontade ; It is
heard my hon. friend the Minister of Ma- pure nonsense. There are men professig
rIne, after recess, make a long and eloquent Conservatism, just as every sensible man on
plea to Justify what he had done ; but, If the other side will admit that there are men
you look at the character of that statement, professing Liberalism, men who are a dis-
you will fnd that It bears a strange and grace to whichever party they profess to
strIking similarlty to those made by the belong, who, Instead of thinking of their
Ministers of Trade and Commerce, and Agri- 1 duty as citizens, think how far they eau
culture, and Interior, and Militia, and !utilize their privilege of citizenship to bene-
by other Ministers, when apologizing for fit lthemselves momentarily, to swell the num-
preclsely the same offeiai misdemeanour ber of dollars in their own pockets. I wlsh
that my hon. friend the Minister of Marine we could hold them up to well-merited re-
bas apologized for to-night. When we pro- proach ; I wlsh we could drag them from
test against the Goverument letting out a the obscurity In which they bide their lu-
large contract like tbls without calllng foi famy. But, to pretend our saylng there are
tenders, we cannot forget that there lE fnot such men, la to prove that the Conservative
a department In that Government that, con. party le purchasable, Is as I say, the merest
trary to-I was going to say, law-contrary rhodomontade. Why, we know very well
to the well-understood rule of procedure ln that here ln Ottawa and ln every place where
these matters, contrary to what Is due to ýpublie works are constructed, If those publie
Parlament, has not been guilty of the same works are administered by day labour in-
offence ; and ln each case each Minister bas stead of by contract, they eau be maulpu-
had to make the same excuse, In each case lated so as to Influence opinion, so as to af-
we have had the same special pleadlng as feet the results of elections. And how can
we have lad to-night. you prevent the publie looking with suspi-

For my part, I may tell you that in Mani- elon on a transaction of this kind, .and es-
toba and the North-west Territories, pecially at such a time ? For, however
one of the strongest features ln im- closely you examine what bas been said by
pression made against this Government the Minister of Marine and Fisheries, and
-and there is a strong impression by the hon. member for Quebec West, you
against It prevailing there to-day--ls due to can find no reason why tenders should not
the fact that every department has been #have been called for. The hon. gentle-nan
gullty of just such au off'enee as we are (Mr. Dobell) bas stated the rate of pay at
dealing with at this momment. How can $1.25 and $1.50 per day. Does he know what
the people feel secure that honesty will pre. lI being paid for the timber ?
vail in the administration of public affaire' Mr. DOBELL. My bon. friend from Rus-when large contracts, amounting to $40,000s
aud $50,000, are given and no tenders cle sefl. (Mr. Edwards) just now Infornis me thait

and$50000 ar gvenandno endrscalled the price is 12 cents per foot.for ? And In a case like this, as bas alreadyte l ns f
been hinted at by one of the previous speek-1 Mr. DAVIN. Can the hon. gentleman s.y
ers, we ought to be specially on our guard, where It Is being bought ?
more particularly at a time like this, be.
cause there cannot be the least doubt, not.
withstanding the Innocence of demeanour Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman repre-
assumed by my hon. frlend from Quebee sents one of the constituencies of Quebec.
West, that If we were on the eve of an elec- We are told that this work will cost $40,000,
tion to-morrow, the fact that this work ls constructed of timber and stone. No doubt
being done by day labour by the Depart. it was such a structure as this, with
ment of Marine, would be a temptation that a' difference that was before the eye
certaInly It would be dîfficult for that de- of the previous Ministers of Marine
partment not to yleld to, to so manipulate and Fisherles, and we know that If
that contract as to Influence public opinion you add steel and other materlals, wbh t-e
In the province of Quebec. Miniterof- ,Marine and Fisherles tells us wIll

I need not point out the utter, absurdity cost from $20,000 te $25,00 more, yeu bring
of the reasoning put forward by the hon. Up the cost to the $70,00W which was before
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the mind of the hon. member for Pietou (Sir
Oharles Hibbert Tupper) when he was Min-
Ister of Marine and Fisherles. We bave no
guarantee of what it will cost, except the
probabilities beld out by the Minister of
Marine and Fisheres sEpeaklng-4 say it
without offence-in a rather seeond-hand
way, because he does not profess to know.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I speak from the report.

Mr. DAVIN. We have only the probabi-
lities thus held out as ground for belleving
that the work wIll be confned, even in its
simplest form, to $40,000. We have the
admirable speech of my hon. friend from
Lincoln (Mr. Gibson), who. speaking as a
master lin questions of this kind, threw light
upon It for those of us who are laymen in
matters of construction. He tells us he was
accustomed to pay $1.75 a day, and quotes
the well-known dictum of Lord Brassey that
you get what you pay for. Now, is it fnot
an Inference that cannot be said to be pre-
sumptuous, but one that may be nouestly
made, and wlth the utmost respect for mem-
bers of the Government, that paylng $1,25
and $1.50 a day Instead of having a con-
tractor do the work with labour at $1.75 a
day ; and remembering. as we must, how we
have seen, as my hon. friend from Northum-
berland (Mr. Cochrane) says. men ln stren-
uous Idleness trylng to put in tme ar3und
some of these very buildings and grounds-is
It not a fafr lnferenee, I say, that the men
on this work will try to make tbe work go
as far as they ean, and that lnstead of get-
ting value for what we pay, we shall nd
that we pay far more than we should bave
pald If we had handed the work over to a
contractor. even If that contractor paId
hlgher wages ?

Now, I confine myself to that one point.
There are grave objections besides that, but
1 confine myself to this one because It is
one that has Impressed me most. As I tell
you, Mr. Chairman, after -lstening last ses-
sion to the excuses of the Minister of Trade
and Commerce (Sir Richard Oartwright), to
the exeuses of the Minister of Agriculture
(MrT. Fisher), to the excuses from the Minis-
ter of Militia (Mr. Borden), to the excuses
of other Ministers, for dolng preelsely the
same thing, -we are forced to the conclusion
that It has become a system with our min-
Isterial frIends to transgiress the cardinal
rule that tenders shall be called for ln al
cases wbere possIble. Therefore, Sir, it is
our duty on all such occasions as this to call
public attention to this attack whlch, belng
Sstematie, gathers a criminnal complexion,
to protest ln the strongest possible language
In this House, so as to emphasize the rule
that Is well establlshed and well understood
-atlthough lately so much broken bere-and,
empbaslzing thfat rule, to tr!y to guard as
much as posible In the future agait slmi-
ar misconduet and similar misdemeanours.

Mir. DAVIN.

Mr,. McDOUGALL. The hon. member for
Quebee West told us of the quality of timber
belng put Into this crib. I would like to
know whether the hemlock timber to Which
he refers Is sawn, hewn or round, or ln what
condition ?

Mr. DOBELL. It Is square timber, but
whether sawn or hewn, I do not know.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. [n stating the price at
12 cents. does he mean to say that squared
hemlock timber costs 12 cents a foot ?

Mr. DOBELL. I should say that for
squared, sound hemlock timber, 12 cents is
an exceptlonally low price.

An hou. MEMBER. A cuble foot.
,Mr. DOBELL. Yes.
Mr. McDOUGALL. What Is the price of

the pine timber ?
Mr. DOBELL. I should say It would

range from 25 to 27 cents.
Mr. MeDOUGALL. Am I to understand

that this cribblng Is laid close joint or open
joint ?

Mr. DOBELL. I wlsh I could induce the
bon. member to go down and look at the
work. I am perfetly satlisfled that he would
be also satisfied with this work. I forgot
to gay that Col. Anderson said that he did
not like to leave the building of such a erib
to contraetors, because any failure to have
the -timbers properly welded and bolted to-
gether in that pier might cause It to break
up at an early date.

Mr. MeDOUGALL. Has Mr. Lemieux In-
structions to ask for tenders for the supply
of stone ?

Mr. .DOBELL. I could not say. I be-
lieve he ls taking measures to get atone from
the farmers on each aide of the river.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. gentleman
knows that If this man goes round and buys
stone from every frIend of the Government
In the neighbourhood, ihe wIU have to pay
the price that Is asked for it.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The price ls fixed by the
engineer here.

Mr. McDOUGALL. No, the engineer here
has no means to fix the price. The way to
govern the price Is to ask for tenders and
see who can furnish the stone the cheapest.
The hon. gentleman may Ïbe correct in doing
the work by day's work, but the timber
and the stone should have been obtained by
tender and contract Any one who knows
anything about bullding work of that kind,
knows that he can get material of that klnd
much eliaper under tender and contract
Is the hon. gentleman In a position 'o say
what ls the price fixed by the engineer, as
he says the price e fixed by the enkineer
here ?
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND 1 bound to accept estimates so carefully
FISHERIES. No. lframed, and which had been under Col.

Mr. BENNETT. There Is a clause In this
Item 4'2 referring to an allowance to Judge
Wilkinson nl an Investigation Into charges
against light keepers. There is a case re-
ported in to-day's " Mail " newspaper to
whlch I wish to cal the Mlnister's atten-
tion, the case of a man named James
Quicke.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIEfS. I would ask the hon. gentle-
man to let that stand, because I have no n-
formation about it whatever. I wIJ examine
the records and will be glad to bring my
hon. friend the information when I find it.

Mr. BENNETT. I want to ask him 'an-
other question referring to the lighthouse
on the Georglan Bay, known as Hope Island
lighthouse. Two years ago the keeper -was
dismissed and a temporary appointee Is
entering on the third year of service. Does
the hon. gentleman intend to make that a
permanent appointment ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have not given the matter
any consideration. The present keeper was
installed by the Inspector, and I have let it
resi. I will look into the matter.

Mr. SPROULE. It seems extrordlnary
that the Minister sbould come, with the
limited Information he bas given this House,
and expect us to vote money ln this way.
Re cannot tel how much stone Is in the
cribs, how much timber will be required, or
what kInd of timber.

The MINMSTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I said a careful estimate had
been made some years ago by Col. Ander-
son, and he estimated the cost of this work
ln the nelghbourhood of $70,000 or $75,000,
on the assumption that the superstructure
above low water was to be built of iron
and cement. After consultation with Mr.
Lemieux, the foreman, and after going per-
sonally to Quebec to inspect the wood work
which had been under water for 80 or 90
years, he came to the conclusion that his
first estimate was larger tha t ought to
be, and after revising hie estimates carefully
and going through them in detail, making
another examination of the ground, and
taking soundinge to ascertain the exact de-
seription of the bottom, he made up his esti-
mate and submitted it to me that it could
be done for $40,000. Into the details of that
estimate I did not go. I am net an engineer
and I eould not tell whether his estimates
were right or wrong. But Iknow that -Co.O
Anderson has been there for 30) years, and
there la not an officer In the civil service
that more deservedly enjoys the confidence
of his chief than Col. Anderaon. I ave
not found him astray lu his estimates seo
far, and I appeal to-the House If I wasnot

Anderson's consideration for nearly three
years. I ask the hon. gentleman could I
have done more or could I have given the
House more informatlion?

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman has
gone to a good deal of trouble to defend
Col. Anderson, against whom I have not
said a word.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It is his estimate that we
have here.

Mr. SPROULE. What I was about to
say, if the hon. Minister had listened to
me, was that while the estimaate may be
all right, the time has nearly expired when
this money may be spent. I understand
that this money is required before June
30th.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Twenty thousand dollars of
IL

Mr. SPROULE. Then, the money must
be nearly spent, or the hon. geatleman re-
Quires more to be spent in the next tifteen
days. What I do complain of is the fact
of the money being spent without any -estl-
mate being furnIshed to us as to what the
work will cost, that the noney has been
practically spent up to the present, that
more money ls required, and that ln the
face of that fact that the hon. Minister re-
quires more money Immediately, he is un-
able to give the committee any Informa-
tion of what has been done with that whlcb
has been already spent. :He says there has
been so much money spent, but he cannot
tell us how many euble yards of stone or
how much wood has been used, or what
this stone or wood has cost. The hon.
member for Quebee West (Mr. Dobell) says
that this Is a most wonderful work, that It
ls like some of those clocks that you never
have to wind, that he never saw anything
like It. If we accept his own statement, he
never saw anytbing like It before.

Mr. DOBELL. Go down with our hon.
friend who has promIsed to visît the place.

Mr. SPROULE. I am referring to the
hon. member for Quebec West, who pro-
fessed to give Information and to know
so much about this work, yet when he was
asked for details be had no detals to give.
He did not know from whom the timber
was purchaeed. Some one was unchari-
table enough to say that It might have
been purchased from hinmself because he
was in the timber business. I do net think
the hon. gentleman would go into a trans-
action of that klnd, but It might be done
ln the same way ln whieh It was done on
Manitoulin Island, where a large quantity
of timber Was Urcbased from the hon.
member for Algoma (Mr. Dyment), and put
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ln the name of his book-keeper, so that transference of the magnetie observatory
It would not appear as a transaction with from Toronto to a place nine miles out, be-
that hon. member. There may be a sus. cause the electrie railways prevented the
piclon of something of that kind going on observations having any value. The old
down here, bat I do net think that such magnetic observatory was left empty when
a course was pursued ln this case. I think a new building was provIded. We are re-
the hon. Minister should have given the pairing that old building to be used as a
House more information, especially in view dwellIng-house for Mr. Stupart, the obser-
of the fact that this is not a work let by con- ver, so that he will be continuously on the
tract, although it could easily have been spot.
let by contraet. In regard to Col. Ander- Fisheries-
son, the engineer of the department, I be- To provide for repairs to steamer
lieve hlm to be an exceptionally good man. "Acadia," of the fishery protection
He has endeavoured to do his duty faith- service .......................... $9,500
fully ; I have not one word to say against M
him, and it is not with a vlew of discredit-Ta,by coiDtract 0?
Ing the ability, the honesty or the Integ-bc t
rity of Col. Anderson that I speak, but it The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
is in regard to the limited Information that FISIEIRIES. This Item of $9,500 is for
the hon. Minister Is able to give the com- repairs to the steamer "Acadia." The
mittee when he asks them to vote such a "Acadia" is nineteen years old. Her upper
large sum of money on the spur of the and lower decks were found, on examina-
moment, most of It money which bas been tion, to be decayed, and new decks are
already spent. belng put on. The engine and boliers are

Mr. TAYLOR. And not voted. being thoroughly overhauled. The amount
as stated is thought to be rather under-

Mr. SPROULE. A very large part of the estimated for all the repairs necessary, but
money that is avallable has been spent and Commander Spain reports that he will en-
the expenditure Is going on. deavour to do the best he can with the

Gratûlty to the widow of the late Robert
Muirhead, engineer of fog whistle at St. Mr. PWELL. Is she an trou vessel
Paul's Island, equal to six months' salary.$250

Gratulty to John Chisholm, light-keeper at The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
Michaels Point, Manitoulin Island, equal FISHERIES. Yes, but with a wooden
to one year's salary...................... 250 deck.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND Mr. FOSTER. Where are the repairs
FISUERIES. My hon. friend (Mr. Poster) being made ?
asks me to give an explanation of these The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
two gratuities. Robert Mulrhead was the FISHERIES. At Halifax.
engineer of one of our fog-whistles. Many
of these men, who are at isolated places, Mr. BENNETT. Is this work being done
get inte a rather despondent condition. He by contract ?
shot hbnself, and representations were lThe MINISTER OF MARINE AND
made to the department that his widow and FISHERIES. No, y could not do this
children were in a very poor condition. On work by contract.
these representations the Government
granted a gratuity of $250. John Chisholm Mr. TAYLOR. Are Longard Brothers do-
was the lightkeeper at Michael's Point Ing the work ?
That light has been abolisbed and the keep. The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
er is to be allowed a gratulty equal to one FISHERIES. I do not know.
year's salary.

Mar. P E . aMr. POWELL. What do they estimate
Mr. POWELL. Have you thought ay! for the decks?

more of Thomas Allan's gratuity ?NM
1The MINISTER OF MARINIE AND

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISHERIES. I have no itemized account
FISHERIES. No. here. I have only got the full amount.
Scientifle Institutions- She was thoroughly overhauled and exam-

To provide for cost of rebuilding dwel- Ined by our Government inspector.
Ilng In the observatory grounds, To-
ronto ............................... $2,00

What building is that ?Mr. FOSTER.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHBRIES. This $2,O is for the cost
of rebuilding the dweUing ln the observa-
tory grounds, Toronto. Hon. gentlemen will
recolleet that, last year, I explained that the
British Association. had recommended the

Mr. SPROULE.

To pay Her Majesty's Government bal-
ance of divisible expenses ln connec-
tion with the Behring Sea Arbitration
at Paris, which were to be shared
fointly between Great Britain and
Canada, O.C., 20th February, 189. $1,802 62

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. This matter bas been ln
proess of adjustment for years back.
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Mr. POSTER. Does that close It out?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. This closes it out.

To pay F. Peters and E. V. Bodwell each
$1,000 for legal services in the adjustment
and distributing of the BehrIng Sea
award of $473,151.26......................$2,O0

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. When the award was made
by Judge King and the American commis-
sioner, they awarded to each vessel a lump
sum. For Instance, we will say they award-
ed to the ship "Vigilant," her offieers and
crew, $37,000. The question arose as to how
much of that would go to the owner, how
much to the captain, how much to the mate,
and how much to the men. I wrote to the
commissioners. stating that it was 4mpossible
for me to divide the money, and they refer-
red me te the evidence. It was utterly Im-
possible that I should go through thousands
of pages of evidence, and so I referred the
matter to the counsel who had been engaged
throughout the Investigation, and they re-
ported to me on an equitable division of the
sum.

Mr. TAYLOR. Who is Mr. Peters ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. The partner of my hon. friend
from Pictou (SIr Charles Hibbert Tupper).

Mr. PRIOR. Can my hon. friend tell me
how much Mr. Peters bas been paid, and
how much Mr. Bodwell has been paid ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Mr. Bodwell will not accept
the sum I tendered to him, and whleh I
reasonably though should be paid.

Mr. FOSTER. How much ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I thought $30 a day, whIle
he was at his home in British Columbla,
acting as junior counsel, was reasonable and
fair, and then, when he came to Halifax, I
allowed hlm $40 a day. Mr. Bodwell says
he will not accept that sum, and he is fling
a petition of right. I did not feel disposed
to pay any more, and the matter stands ln
that way. I am glad to say, that the dstrl-
bution of the award made by these gentle-
men bas been very satisfaetory.

Mr. PRIOR. I want to brIng to the atten-
tion of the Minieter a caseof hardshlp in
connection with this matter. I have had
two or three letters from Mr. W. J. Ward,
and in one of them he writes--

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHEIIS. If my hon. friend (Mr. Prior)
would do me the kindness to come over to
my department, I wIll go through the papers
with him. There la an immense mass of
papers ln connection with the case, and i
would have to go through the evidence and
give hlm the report of the adjusters.

Mr. PRIOR. I went to the department,
and I saw Mr. Venning, and he looked
through the whole of the papers, but he
could ftid nothing ln regard to this claim of
Mr. Wm. J. Ward. Evidently, the claim was
lost in some way, and it seems unfair that
any man who was on the vessel when .she
was seized, should lose his claim simply be-
cause some one has blundered. Mr. Ward
writes to me :

I went before Mr. Bodwell at the time of the
sitting of commissioners, and he made out my
caim in the presence of Captain Warren, and he
said he would send It in, so of course I believed
It was sent to headquarters the same as the
others. When the claims wore advertised for, I
sent my claim in to the Hon. Mr. Peters. He said
he received it. I gave evidence before the com-
missioners ln Captain Warren's case. I was en-
gaged as steward on the "&Dolphin," Captain
Warren, in the year 1897, and was on board at
the time of the seizure by Americans. My wages
were $40 a month and 25 cents a skin for two
boats, termed lay-money. My claim put ln by
Mr. Bodwell was $500 and interest. When the
award money came here, I applied to Hon. Mr.
Peters for my amount. He told me to apply to
Collecter Milne, who told me to get Captain War-
ren to identify me, which I did right there, and
Captain Warren verified what I said as to wages,
&c., and Collecter Milne made a note of it, and
said he would forward It to Ottawa.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Is that one of the Warren
laims?

Mr. PRIOR. Yes.

The MINISTER
FISHERIES. The
that l i chancery.

OF MARINE AND
bon. gentleman knows

Mr. PRIOR. I understandt It s in chan-
cery, and there was something like $130,000
sent to the receiver, but only the Indian
claims and one man la included, and that
man ls not Mr. Ward. He was on board
one of the steamers when it was seized,
and, through some mistake, apparently, on
the part of Mr. Bodwell, Mr. Peters, Mr.
Milne or the department here, bis letters
were lost, and he loses his elaim oft50,
whIch is a large amount for a man in his
position. I would ask the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries to try and rectify the matter
ln some way.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. If the hon. gentleman gives
me a memorandum, I will Hbe glad to look
into it.

Mr. PRIOR. I am glad to hear the Minig-
ter say so. I have been to the department,
and received no satisfaction, although I
must say, that the officers treated me with
every courtesy and gave me all the informa.
tion they could. This man la a constituent
of mine, and, the only wayl1cSnget1at the
matter Is tobring it up before the House.
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Gratuity to R. N. VennIng, for special
services in connection with the Behring
Se& Claims Commission, years 1895, 1896
and 1897 ................................. $750
Mr. FOSTER. Is this the total of all that

li given to Mr. Venning for his extra ser-
vieés ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That Is all.

To pay John S. Hall, Q.C., taxed account
for professional services re Bruce eel
fisherles, In the years 1891 and 1892..... $1,100
Mr. FOSTER. What is this about ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)

FISHERIES. This arises out of an old
ease extending back in 1891. The fees were
taxed by the Department of Justice, and
sent to me, and to my untutored mind, com-
ing from the maritime provinces, I thought
the fees were too large, and I refused to pay
the bill. I sent It back to the Department
of Justice, and we had a good deal of cor-
respondence about it, but eventually the de-
partment refused to tax it lower, and Mr.
Hall now wants bis money.
Gratuity to Commander Wm. Wakeham,

for services in connection with the Hud-
son's Bay expedition, 1897.............. $500
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Mr. Wakeham was tu entire
command of the expeditibn, and he was or-
dered away from his home and vessel, and
sent up there, and I must say, that he con-
ducted this expedition ln a remarkably ex-
cellent way.

Mr. FOSTER. Did he get nothing more
than his pay, when he was up there ?

The MINISTER OF~ MARINE AND
SiSHERIES. No.

Public Buildings, Ottawa-including
ventilation and lighting - Repair,
materials, furniture, &c..............> $11,000
Mr. TAYLOR. Might Iask the inister

In charge the price the Government are pay-
ing for the electrie ghting of the publie
buildings In Ottawa, and what arrange-
ments have been made ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. $2 per
lamp per year up to 3,000, and for any num-
ber In excess of that $2 per lamp per year,
for each 16 candle power lamp.

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 Mve ln a small town of
4,000 population, where we have an electrie
llght company. I have lu my bouse 22 lights
of 16 candle power, and for them I pay $30
a year, whkh la an average of les than
$1.50 per light; andere in the city of Ot-
tawae the Government are paying $.25 per
Ught and-usIng several thon Inghts. Why
did, mot the Government put In a plant of
their own, instead of doing the lighting by
contraet-I presume wIthout any tender ? It
a ppearsto me tobe an outageouseharge

Mr. PRIOR.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. At the
time this contract was made I think there
was only one company In Ottawa supplying
electrie light.

Mr. TAYLOR. If tenders had been called
for, other companles would have been
formed.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It would
hardly pay a company to be formed for that
special purpose.

Mr. TAYLOR. Why not ? Go to Mont-
real, Toronto or anywhere else where the
electrie light is used, and you will not find
people paying as much as the Government.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Minister say whe-
ther there Is any contract wlth the electrie
light comipany ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There Is
a wrltten contract.

Mr. POSTER. I thlnk we ought to have
that contracL

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I wIll
bave that contract brought down before con-
currence, If my hon. friend will accept that
statement.

Mr. FOSTER. Can the Minister say how
many lights are avalled of under this con-
tract, and whether it covers ail the lights of
the Government ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes, the
total number approaches 6,000.

Mr. FOSTER. What Is the method of
calculating ? Suppose the Ughts are not all
used, do we pay for every fixture, whether
the lights are burning or not ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes. I
am advised that the fact that some of the
lights are not always used aU the year round
was an element ln the transaction.

Mr. FOSTER. So that if you have 6,000
lnstaUed, you pay absolutely for 6,00 llghts?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. So I un-
derstand.

Mr. FOSTER. How was te pree fxed ?
The MINITER OF FINANCE. It was

Ûxed as the result of negotations between
the Minister and the company. It was a sub-
Jeet of discussion as to what would be a fair
sum, and the rates were determied on, -av-
ing reference to what was palid by private
parties la Ottawa; and by ceorpaIson with
what ls paid In Ottawa, l'a minformed that
the prices are considered reasonable.

Mr. FOSTER. L- the price Iower, and if
so, how much lower than is paid by bouse-
oilders ln Ottawa who have ro 0 to 50

lights. For insance, there are sald to be
00 1%hts above this hamber. They are at

work while we are bere for abouto
mùonths in the yeartd for the zest ot e
year they renot lghté a It È ble
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that we are paying $2.25 or $2 for these as
well as for all the other iights ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I so un-
derstand, but I understand at the same time
that when the rate was fxed, the fact that
a considerable portion of the lights would
not be used ail the year round was consi-
dered, and affected the price fixed for ai.

'Mr. FOSTER. Suppose these 600 lights
are used for four months ln the year and
unused the rest of the year. Then, go through
the corridors, and you will find that a large
number of lights are not lighted at ail ex-
cept for the four months that the House k;
in session. Then go Into the departments,
and during the summer and holiday season
you will tind that many lights are not used
there. So that you may fairly come to the con-
clusion that of these 6,000 lights whlch we
pay for, we do not continuously use during
the lightIng time more than 3,000 at the out-
side ; and yet you are paying $2.25 per l1ght,
when I can inform you that a householder
in this town who uses 20 or 30 lights Is not
paying as much. Wben yoù come to make
a eontract for an Immense number of lights,
a company ean afford to give them at a
great deal lower price than they would
charge for a smaller number of lights. I
would like to know ,whether or not, ln the
fixing of this price, the responsible officers
of the department made thorough inquirles,
and w'hether there was any report to show
tbe cost of lighting in thls and other towns.
If these are facts, t makes no matter who
supplies these lights, It ls a very big "cinch"
at $2.25 and $2.

Mr. HOLMES. I had occasion a short
time ago to mtrke some Inquirles concernIng
the cost of elecitric Mghting In varlous parts
of the province of Ontario. I sent Inquirles
to a numiber of towns, and the average price
I found thit was charged pcr year for :the
incandescent Ilght was about $4 a light.
They make different arrangements accord-
ing to the cireumtances. I have 'the elec-
trie iglrt in my house, and pay $6 per light
per year for 6 lights. I bave 12 lghts la
my house, and ln consideration of the ftiet
that they are not used all the time. the com-
pany deduct a certain percentage. From
the Inquirles I bave made-and I have ln-
qu!red pretty thoroughly into the matter-
the average charge throughout the towns
of western Ontario Is about $4 per light
per year.

Mr. SPROULE. The company that Is
chargling that in this country must have a
very big proft. In the town of Durham.
where there are two companies, they are
sellng their llghts at $1 per light per year.
running to 12 o'clock at nig'ht and put on
aégain at half-past five ln the morning. In
the place where I Iive, and here tiere are
only about 2,000 lgts in the Whfole place,
the charge ls a little over $2 e lit fot
(6-eandle power lamps. Go tô Oo1ißw>pd

and Meaford or other towns i that northern
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country, and there la not one where more
than $3 per light is charged per single light.
But If you take a number of Ughts, the,
price Is reduced very much. Any company
that has the lighting of this building a't
$2.25 per light of 16-eandle power, consider-
ing the time these lights are used, has quite
a 'big cinch on the Goverument. Does thtat
include the puttIng ln of the plant, or if not
how much does It cost to put In the wires?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The wir-
Ing is a part of the eontract.

Mr. SPROULE. What do they charge for
that?

The MLNISTER OF FINANCE. About
$3.50 per lamp.

Mr. SPROULE. How long does the cod.
tract run ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. One
year.

Mr. SPROULE. At the end of the year,
what would be the result ln the event of not
renewing the contract ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I under-
stand that we are quite free to make any
better arrangement, if we can.

Mr. SPROULE. If the company put In
the lamps, these lamps would be kept for a
length of time.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The con-
tract does not oblige us to keep them longer
than a year.

Mr. SPROULE. How many lamps are
there now ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Nearly
6,000.

Mr. SPROULE. That ls $18,000 for put-
ting in tbe lamps.

Mr. INGRAM. I understand thit there
is a large number of refectors In connection
with these lights. There are 931 lghts,
whIch means the wlring of the re3ectore
attached to -these lights.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I undet
stand there are actually 900 lights, but they
are 10 candle-power, and equivalent to 60S
lights of 16 candle-power, so that we pay
for 600 only, owing to the difference ti
candle-power.

Mr. SPROULE. And you pay $3 eacI
for putting them In ?

Mr. FOSTER. I think that ail this alk
has ampply demonstrated that -we had bet-
ter have the contract before us.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I w!!!
baing the contract down, but wil be Igad -tr
know what other points~you desfre lnformaï-
'tion about.

Mr. FOSTER. iioes the plant bel<ng t
the Government ?

REVIBED EDITION.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
ting belong to the Government.

The fit-

Mr. FOSTER. Those bave been pald for
extra.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes, and
they are the Government's property, and
the wiring too.

Mr. SPROULE. If you do not continue
the contract, they have the privilege of
taking them out.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Not at
aU ; that Is not the ordinary way of busi-
ness.

Mr. PRIOR. I have been looklng into this
matter a little myself lately, because I have
noticed a great many lamps all over the
departmental buildings, which are never In
use, and I have a question on the Orders of
the Day whlch refers to this mutter:

1. By what Individual, firm or company, la the
electricity for lighting purposes in the Houses
of Parliament and the several departmental
buildings supplied ?

2. Is it supplied under contraet?
e. If so, what la the date of the contract and

for what term ?
4. Is the electriclty supplied paid for by the

Government at a specifle sum per annum, or by
the amount of energy shown as passing througb
meters, or at so much per lamp in position ln the
buildings ?

5. If by meter at what rate per 1000 Watt-
Tiours? If by lamp, at how much per hour, month
or year per lamp ?

I notice that In any number of the oflexs
there are far more lamps than are required
the contract whichk obliges us to renew It
seems to me, If we are paying per lamp.
that we must be paying a great deal more
than if we were paylng by the meter. It
would have been a great deal cheaper to
pay by the meter 'than by the lamp.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The aon-
tract Is made for one year, and we are now
in the second year, but there Is nothing in
the contract whleb oblIges us to renew it
We did renew it, by an Order ln Counell
The contract Is with the Electrie LIght
Company of Ottawa, and the rate Is per
amp ef sixteen candle-power at the :gures
Y have desecribed.

Mr. PRIOR. Is not that an extraordinary
way to let a contract, namely, so much per
1hmp?7

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Of course
there are two method&-the one per lamp
and the other by meter. I an adised that
at tbe time the contract was1made, it was
considered a very fair contrant.-1. aan afraid
that the charge for electrie lghtlng' some-
what varies-one man payang one price and
another another. Many private houses pay'
much in excess of the rate fired by the Gov-

r.nment.
Mr. FO TR.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
hon. friend's house a stone one ?

Is My

Mr. SPROULE. It Is brick.
The MNISTER OF FINANCE. The bor-

Ing through the stone walls Is qulte au ex-
pensive item.

Mr. SPROULE. They wlll make every-
thing an expensive Item, If you let them
have their own way. You have all those
lights, and they are supplied by the one
wire, and It Is Uttle less than highway
robbery to charge any such figure. The
company must either consider that the Gov-
ernment wll come to any terms at all, or
are disposed to belleve that they enjoy a
monoply, and that no other company will do
the work under the figures they ask. I made
a goed deal of inquiry before we installed
the plant In the town where I live. I found
that In Eme places lights are supplied for
$1 per light per year, and $1 a light for wir-
ing where wires are exposed.- In Durham,
there are two companies, and that ls their
own figure. In several towns they put them
In, If you will make a three-year contraet,
but In other places they wifl charge you $1
per lamp for pubting them in. At the end
of three years, If you do not elect to keep
them, they have the rlght to take out the
wire by paying a moderate amount. If yon
want a single light, they will charge you $2
or $3, but if yu take half a dozen, It la much
lower. In many towns, where you take a
single ightl, ail they charge le $1 to $1.5,
that ls, where they are not used all night
but are avallable at any time up to tweile
o'clock midnight and againn the morning.
You take a building where there are so
many lights, and so few of them usedasi
there are here, It seems to me a vert dear.
eontract, and the party who madie It knw
very lttle about the business, or else wasIndifferent about It.

Mr. McDOUGALL. That is for the year
round ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. In the
estimate for the purposes of the Govern-
ment contract, account was taken of thie
fact that a great many of these lights would
not be used the year round. I a= also ln-
formed that, fndtng that some of the laxnps
were not used, a circular was Issued recently
to the several departments to ascertain how
many lampa they could dispense with, anà
if any can be dispensed with, 'they will be
eut off.

Mr. SPROULE. $4 a lamp for putting
these in Is about three times what they are
worth. $1 a lamp is what they are put ii
for at our place.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Including
the wirIng ?

Mr. SPROULE. Yes, everythIng. If you
get chandeliers, they are charged extra.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I think
we shall have to ask my hon. friend (Mr.
Sproule) to arrange these matters, because
It Is evident he eau do these things cheaper
than some of us can. He says he can get
lamps put lu at $1 each. I am not peking
of the supply of light, but of the fdrst. cost
of wlrlng, &c. That would be $6,006 for
6,000 lghts.

Mr. SPROULE. That would be a good
price.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I may
Inform the hon. gentleman that the trans-
formers alone cost $7,000. I am Informed
that that is the actual cost

Mr. SPROULE. I do not know what ap-
paratus you have, but I speak of the facts I
know.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Do you require trans-
formers ln your town ?

Mr. SPROULE. I do not know what you
call transformera; but there is an instru.
ment put In to prevent them burning out.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This Is a box placed on the out-
side of the building.

Mr. SPROULE. There are several in the
town in different places, but not ln the
houses. They put a transformer on eacL
branch, one branch supplying one street, and
another another street.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Where you use the alternating
current, you must use a transformer to re-
duce the current for bouse light. The trans-
former Is Indispensable.

Mr. SPROULE. Then, they must be there,
as they are here.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It may be, that you do not use
the same system.

Mr. SPROULE. It Is the Incandescent
light. W t other system is there ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It depende on whether you use
the alternating system or direct. You prob-
ably use the direct.

Mr. SPROULE. What ls the difference
between one and the other ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the hon. gentleman were to
touch an alternating wire, he would find
out

Mr. SPROULE. That Is no answer. The
Minister professes to know something about
it, but evidently knows nothlug. If he dld,
he would explan It.>

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CNALS. i1 do not know very mu9eh about
ft, but I know that, where yen use the als-
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ternating system, the current Is tremend-
ously powerful, and you must use transform-
ers to diminish the current to use it for
a house light.

Mr. POWELL. That is, reduce it from
a hlgh to a low voltage.

Mr. TAYLOR. It ls quite evident there
has been a transformer put ln here. The
Minister has done the transformlng, and de-
celved the House and the country. When
he came down with the vote, it was discus-
sed and understood that the Government
were going to put In their own electrie
plant. That Is what the money was voted
for. Now we find he has gone into a con-
tract, paying two or three prices to get the
work done. Why did he not use the money
for the purpose for which it was voted, and
provide the Government's own plant, as was
promised ? But they put ln a transformer,
and there is a job here for the MInister or
for somebody. The hon. gentleman is golug
to bring down the contract. That is what
we want. I would like to have my hon.
frIend from West Huron (Mr. Holmes) bring
down the papers to which he refera. He
must refer to incandemcent street lamps and
store lights, not bouse lights, because he can-
not find ln Canada an electrie company that
charges $2.25 for house lghting. The Gana-
noque Light and Power Company wHll put
In a light In any bouse for $1 a light, and
do their own wiring, but charging extra for
the lamps. If yeu want a chandelier, of
course, you pay for It. A dollar a light per
year Is the average for a bouse light. The
Ughts In this House run pretty steadily for
four months. But how about the lights In
the offlees here ? The office hours are from
nine to four, and yet we have to pay $2.25
for the lights lu the departments.Practi-
cally, there is no night work done In the
departments. Now, lu the main Estimates
the Government are asking for $100,000 for
lighting and ventlation. Have there been
any Improvements In appliances for ventila-
tion ln this Chamber for the last eighteen
years ? Sitting here, as we are going to do,
al this seasoi, there should be some electrie
fans put In. But we have the same old
system of openIng the windows and blowing
down cold air upon the members, and giving
them colds. There has not been $5 spent
ln any change In the windows. But we are
asked to vote $100,000, and to pay $2.25 for
the first 2,000, and $2 for the balance of 10,-
000, or 12,000, or 15,0 lights we use-using
$100,000 to light these buldings. Why did
not the Minister provide his own plant, as
he promlsed? We had a plant here that
worked well and lighted the buildings.
What became of that ? This Item must cer-
tainly'standuntil the contract ls brought
down.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If it
stands, It wll have te be for a better reason
than the hon. gentleman (Mr. Taylor) has
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given. He says, that 6,000 lights at $2.25
wlll cost $100,000.

An hon. MEMBER. He did not say so.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That Is
what the hon. gentleman sald-that we were
going to ask for a vote of $100,000, and-

Mr. TAYLOE. I say, you are auking, ln
the main Estimates, for a vote of $100,000
for glihting and ventilation.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We are
talking about lighting now.

Mr. TAYLOR. But that Is my statement
-that you are asking $100,000 for lighting
and ventilation.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Taylor) Is mixing up two
things.

Mr. HOLMES. It would appear froin
what the hon. member from South Leeds
(Mr. Taylor) says that he prefers darkness
rather than ligbit. If I understood hlm
aright, his Investigation was ln reference to
street lights. My Investigations were not
ln reference to street lights alone, but also
ln reference to lighting houses with Incan-
descent lamps. I have not the papers before
me, but the information I got from the
different towns te whieh I snt, shows that
the average price pald was about $4 per
year per light, bouse lights as well as others,
but not lncluding are lights.

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the hon. gentleman
to bring down the papers, or name the
towns that pay $4 for house light. It can-
not be doue.

Mr. HOLMES. I say that ln my town
we are paylng more than $4 per light.

Mr. McCLEARY. The hon. gentleman
must be mistaken when he saye he Is pay-
lng $6 for Incandescent lights.

Mr. HOLMES. The hon. member must
remember that every town in Canada has
not water power the same as Weland has.

Mr. McCLIEDARY. I can refer you to
towns that mn electrie plant by steam
power as well. When the hon. member
declded to pay $6 for 16-candle-power lights
he must have had a notion of rnning for
Parliament, and dId not care much what
price ihe paid. Somebody must have im-
posed upon hlm. We have an electrie plant
ln our town, and I had something to do
with putting It ln. The town owns the
plant, and has wlred the private houses for
$2 a year per light oft .16-andle-power.

Mr. SPROULE. How do you test the
lights here with regard to strength ? Do
the Goverament have their inspector for
electrie lights ?
.The MINIETER OF FINANUE. There

Is an electriclan attached to the Public
Mr. FIELDING.

Works Department, who.makes an exami-
nation to satisfy himself that the lights are
of the proper candle-power.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the sooner the
Government gets a plant of their own and
supply their own electrie light, the better
and cheaper It will be for the country.

Mr. FOSTER. What Is the total cost of
the Installation of these electrie lights ? I
find In the Auditor General's Report for
the year 1897-98, which, I think, probably
might Include payments on that aceount,
that $49,980 have been pald in one pay-
ment on account of electrie apparatus. Elec-
trie triplex flre-pumps complete, with dy-
namos, four at $8,900. Then, switch boards,
cabling, &c., $3,325. Does that take in the
transformer business ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No.
Mr. FOSTER. Then comes the electrie

light wlring In the East and West Blocks,
678 lights ln the East, 712 in the West, at
$9.50 for the wirLig. That would be about
1,400 lights In the two blocks. The wiring
does not seem to have been charged on the
cost of labour, but ai so much for each
light. You put in wirIng for one light for
$3.50, and lu a space of, a few yards you
may have one or two dozen other lights, yet
the wiring costs $3.50 for each gliht. There
does not seem to be any basis upon which
to charge the cost of labour, but the lights
are all lumped together and charged as
a lump sum. There does not seem to be
any rule of business at all in simply saying
to a man : Wire my bouse, and I will give
you 80 much per light.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It Is very often done that way,
I think.

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that the
wlrlng of a bouse would be according to the
cost of wlre that you need, and the
amount of labour necessary to put It in.
You can take the wlre into a large room,
and you have all the expenses of wiring
Into that room ; but when you get into It,
It Is a small matter to conneet two or three
dozen lights In that room. It is lnot a
business basis to charge so much per light
for the wiring. The same basts seems to
have been adopted there as was adopted
for payment of the lights; whether they
buru three ·months or one month, whether
they are used or not, you pay go much a
light.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. But they caleulate before they
start 4n.. They go over the building and
find out about how many lights there will
be te put lu; they make their calcuation
as to the quantlty of wlre, thé number of
lamp and.the =mount of work wbleh wfll
be Scme ay teget into the building, and
as to the transformers. and they total It up
and find out how much It wIll be per lainp.
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Mr. FOSTER. That ls a nice explanation,
but it does not 1ll the b1l.•1 I de not think
that any ofticer or Miniater has doue his duty
lu reference to the pubUlc funds, that he is
dispensing, unless he makes a close calcula-
tion as to the cost of wire and the cost of
labour for wiring the building, and unless
he sits down with the man and on that basla
comes to a conclusion as to how much he
will give hlm. If that la not doue It l sim-
ply working by a rule of thumb. You may
put a dozen lamps in a room when you do
not require to use them. Unless the depart-
ment can show that there was a calculation
as to the cost of labour and as to the cost
of wiring se that they would be able te show
what the total cost would be, glving a fair
proût, I do not think that they bave doue
tbeir duty. Take this building, and it ls the
simple, common-sense view ; take a littie
room up stairs, part et whieh I have the pri-
vilege of occupylng. There are twlce as
many lights as are ever necessary to be used.
They are not used more than tbree months
or three months and a half during the year,
and during that time they are not constantly
tised. notwithstanding which we are paying
$2.25 or $2 for eaeh one of these lights. Then
there ls a generator, wbich ls charged for,
and varlous other things. I fnd that at one
point ln this Audîtor General's Report, but
It la fragmentary, and I would like to know
the total cost, first of the plant that 1s neces-
sary and next of the wlrlng.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Do I
understand the hon. gentleman to say that
he would like to bave a statement of the
cost of wiring. It ls $8.50 per light.

Mr. FOSTER.
another point.
this what you
dynamos ?

Yes, but I wlsh te come to
1s there lu connection with
might call a large plant-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We have
nothing to do wlth the dynamos at all.

Mr. FOSTER. Yet we pald for them.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, the
dynamo la, of course, connected with the
manufacture of the light. We do not manu-
facture the liglht.

-Mr. FOSTER. We pald for the dynamo ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No.

Mr. FOSTER. Here ls the bill. Yes, here
are "electrie triplex fire pumps complete
with dynamos."

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Not for
lighting.

Mr. FOSTER. These are for what pur-
pose?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. For dre
protection.

Mr. FOSTER. Weli, then, there Is a
switch-board, cabling snd the like of that.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That Is
all ln eonnection with the pumps.

Mr. FOSTER. $38,925 for that.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. How many are there of.

these pumps ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Four.
Mr, FOSTER. $9,000 each.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. $8,500.
Mr. SPROULE. I would like the hon.

Minister te te» us how many transformers
they bave, and whose make they are.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They are
Westinghouse transformers. There are about
6,000 lamps. As there are about 500 lamps
to each, that would mean nine or ten trans-
formers. If we had 6,000 It would be 12,
but we have under 6,000.

Mr. SPROULE. How many lights are
there on each wire that you could eut off lu
this building ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There Is
a Switoh for each row.

Mr. SPROULE. How many are there lu
each row ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. As there
are 900 altogether, that would be 150 on each
wire of the 10 candle power lights.

Mr. SPROULE. Are the 10-candle power
lghts increased by the Luxfer prisms to 16i

candle power.
The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. If they

are we do net pay for 16-candle power.
Mr. SPROULE. But we are paying for

the prisms ; we are supposed to pay for the
lncreased light. Are your lights ail 16 candle
power Irrespective of the prisms ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I under-
stand that they are only 10-candle power,
but our contract ls so much per Iamp for
16-candle power lights, and thus we are
paying for 600 while we have 900 glihts.

Mr. SPROULE. You bave 150 on each
wire, and yet you pay $3 aplece for putting
in the lamp and for putting ln the wire.

The MINMSTER OF FINANCE. That Is a
separate transaction, and I am advIsed that
the cost is $1.60 for each lamp above.

Mr. SPROULR $1.60 for each lamp ls
very high. I think 50 cents per lamp would
be very high when they could be put in with
one wire. When we are putting so many
lamps on each wlre It should be very much
less. How much do these transformers cost?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The whole
thIng represents abont $7,000.

Mr. SPROULE. For ten transformers?
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE, Yes,
that is roughly correct.

Mr. SPROULE. The contract Is al ln the
interest of the contractor and not la the In-
terest of the country that Is paying for it.
There are ten of these transformers In, and
the contract is for one year. Do I under-
stand the hon. Minister correctly that these
wires are now purchàsed out and out, that
the company has not the right te take them
if this contract should be cancelled at the
end of the year ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Certainly
not. They are Government property.

Mr. SPROULE. Although they are Gov-
ernment property and have been paid for,
some companies make one contract and some
another.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There Is
no such qualification.

Mr. SPROULE. I presume that If the com-
pany performed their contraet satisfactorily
that It will be éontInued fron year to year?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I sup-
pose anybody who undertakes work of that
kind and gives satisfaction may reasonably
expect a continuance of that work, but there
is nothing ln the contract to say that it shall
be for more than one year and we are at lib-
erty to abandon it and make any other ar-
rangement which ln the judgment of the
Government is best.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Minister of Fi-
nance give us the cost of this arrangement
here by itself ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. BENNETT. lu the town of Barrie

Where the electrie light is owned and con-
ducted by the town and is a steam power,
the rates there are $2 up te 20 lights, and
$1.50 after that, 16-candle power.

Mr. INGRAM. Formerly the people of Ot-
tawa had the cholce of paying by meter or
by the lamp, but they are now compelling
the people of Ottawa to use according to
meter. Why should they not give that privi-
lege to the Government ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Evldently
the Minister thought the present arrange-
ment was better than he could accomplish
by meter.

Mr. INGRAM. These lights are net very
much used, and the meter system would be
better for the Government.
. Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Fielding) Want the House to believe,
that It Is cheaper to pay $2.25 for each lamp
when they are not used one-third- of the
year-and ln that paying more than do
householders supplIed by the same copiny
who use their Ilghts the whole year-than it

M'. SPROULe.l

would be to pay by meter for tbe power

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Every-
thing turns on whether we are paying more
than householders pay. Some gentlemen tell
me that the Ottawa rates are higher than
are quoted by gentlemen on the other side
of the House, and my information is that
private persons are paying more than the
Government pay.

Mr. BENNETT. In Barrie where it Is a
steam power the rates are $1.50, and I be-
leve In Bracebridge where there is water-
power the rates are still cheaper.

Mr. CARGILL. What Is the Miriter pay-
Ing for his own lights ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I am
not rich enough to afford electrie light ; I
belong to the working classes who have to
use gas.

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman wili
bring the Information down on concurrence
we ean diseuss it In the main Estimates.
The Minister of PubHe Works, when the
first vote was given, went into the subject
quite extensively as to the cost of wiring
and all that sort of thing, and these details
must be In the department, and should be
brought down.

Mr. SPROULE. If the Minister has any
information as to what would be the cost If
measured by electrometers, we should have
it.

The M[NISTER OF FINANCE. We do
not know what quantity we use now, and
we would have no means of making a com-
parison.

Mr. SPROULE. You know how many volts
would be used l your electrometer for a
16-candle power, If you use a standard light,
and It Is very easy to calculate from that.

Mr. POWELL. Not only bas the promise
been given to the House with respecf to the
ownership not been carried out, but there
has been a direct breach of faith with the
House so far as the making of the contraet
is concerned. There was a distinct pledge
given by the Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tarte) that the llghting should be let by
tender. He first announced his sôheme,
which was to add to the plant at the foot
of the hiL I wIl read from "Hansard "
what the Minister of Publle Works sald,
when this vote was first golng through the
flouse1:

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. As tq
the item of $75,O0, the idea is to change the
system of lighting which we have to-day. Part
of the buildings are lighted by electricity and
the balance by gas. The bills so far have
amounted to from $21,O0 to $23,0 a year for
gag alone. The idea In my mMind is this. We
would change the whole thing and bulid a new
plaut at the foot of the hili, where we now have
a plant, increasing thre strength apd capacity
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of that plant and using electricity for fire ap-
pliances. We are not now protected. Atter the
ire In the West Block, we went all over the
buildings, and found that we were ln no way
protected. My intention la to add to the plant
we have now, to do away with lighting by gas,
which costa us a great amount of money, and
to utilize our electric power not only for lighting
but for appliances against tire. We propose to
put electric pumps ln every building. I have no
deinite plan yet, although I have given a great
deal of attention to the subject, and my inten-
tion is to have the best possible means to pro-
tect these buildings against tire. My proposali
la to change the mixed system into one system,
and I am sure that it will e2ect a great saving.
At a later perlod, he said :

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. I am
sorry he has not the same confidence ln me that
I might bave in him. We are now spending for
gas a sum varylng from $18,00> to $22,000 or
$23,000 a year, and our electric system costs us
about $10,000 a year. It le admitted that it ia
dangerous to use gas ln these buildings, and a
few days ago a committee of the House properly
suggested that gas should no longer be used.
Some means ought to be taken to guard against
the great disaster we have experienced. I con-
sulted with the engineers of my department, and
with engineers and architecta outaide, and they
suggested to me that it would be better, In the
public interest, that a system of electric lighting
and electric protection against tire should be
adopted. My hon. friend (Mr. Foster) wants a
detalled plan ; will he permit me to say that St
would not be wlse to give it, as I intend askling
for tenders. 

Mr. FOSTER. Tenders for what?
The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. Tenders

for putting in all this apparatus.
There was a distinct pledge given by the
Minister (Mr. Tarte), and the vote was
passed tthrough tbe Horse, and the Opposi-
tion did not demand the details on the ex-
press promi.e of the Minister, that he woild
eall for tenders, and that the giving of the
details and estinates of bis engineers would
Interfere with the tender.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYÂS AND
CANALS. He does not appear to have car-
ried out bis Intention of a separate lighting
plant.

Mr. POWELL. He did not carry out his
Intention although he pledged the House to
this scheme. Not carrying out his intention
has nothing to do with the fact, that he
(Mr Tarte) has gone to an enormous ex-
pense and asks the House for a vote of
$100,OOO. If he thought It advisatble on a
vote of $75,000 to call for tenders, a fortiori
he should thlnk It iecessary to eaU for ten-
ders on a vote of $100,000. The hon. gentle-
man from Huron. (Mr. Holmes) says that $4
la the averageost. I happen to know a
littie about electrie ,lghting. I had a god
deal to do in a rhall way with the details.
I happen te be president of a compny ln·
the town 1a whleh I Uve; and I may say-
and I will be fair to the Minister of Publie
Works-that there is a great deal of differ-

ence made In the achedule of charges adopt-
ed as respects dwelling houses, and banks,
ehurches, stores and other buildings of that
kind. There ls a higher tarift for other
buildings than for dwelling houses, and thera
ls a great dIfference between the two rates.

Mr. CARGILL. That Is owing to the
length of time the lights are burning.

Mr. POWELL. I do not know the reason
of it ; it ls a practice that prevails almost
everywhere. I think it Is something like
the railway tariff, based on all that the
traffie will bear. Then, what the hon. mem-
ber for West Huron (Mr. Holines) says may
be true, taking al Canada together. I
know that ln the cities of Fredrieton and
St. John, as the Minister of Railways will
bear me out ln saying, the rate is higher
than that.

The MINISTER OF RAIILW.AYS AND
CANALS. It :s double what it is here.
I was surprised to find the rates liere se
low.

Mr. POWELL. That is owing to the
water-power. l the maritime provinces the
cost Is greater because we use steam. But
this much is certain, that taking the large
group of lights together, the price does seem
high. ln the summer time, for instance,
In these departmental buildings, the excep-
tion is the burfting of a lamp at ail; and
ln the winter time the lamps are only burn-
ed for a short perlod, because the offices are
closed at five o'clock.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. A good many of the offices are
dark, and the lights are kept going all day.

Mr. POWELL. There must be a smalR
number of lights used. When you even
take them into account, the charge strikes
me as excessive from the knowledge I have
of tariffs generally.

Harbours and Rivera-Nova Scotia.... $7,738.13
Mr. FOSTER. What Is the first item ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It Is a

re-vote of $3,481 to pay a balance due to
the contractors for the construction of a
wharf at Hantsport. The cost of the wharf
was $5,947; superintendence and contin-
geneles, $204-making the total cost of the
work $6,151.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Can the Minister
give me any information about the building
of a wharf at lona lu the county of Vic-
torla?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCa There. 8
an appropriation for such a work and ar
rangements are being made to build It, but
I think the work of construction has not
begun.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I understand that
there was a quantlty of timber landed there
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lately, and I want to know what that is
.for. Has the work been let by contract ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It was
ftrst proposed to repair the old wharf, and
a quantity of creosoted timber was obtain-
id for that purpose. The question Is under
consIderation, however, whether It is not
better to build the wharf entirely anew.
There is the question of site also involved,
and no further progress bas been made.

Mr. McDOUGALL.
selected ?

Has the site been

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Not at
this moment.

Mr. McDOUGALL. My information Is
that there is a man ln charge.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
was a man put in charge to receive the i
timber and take care of it ; but the site
of the new wharf bas not been fixed at the
present time.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I would like to ask
the Minister if he can give me information
as to what the Government propose to do
with regard to some balance due on the cost
of repairing the old wharf ln 1896 ? When
the hon. member for Victoria, N.B. (Mr.
Costigan) was looking after the Department
of Publie Works, he gave instructions for
the repairs of that wharf In the beginning
of the summer season of1896. The ln-
structions came through myself. I remem-
ber also that my bon. friend from Victoria,
N.S. (Mr. Bethune) was interested in the
repairs of that wharf at the time ; but
after the expense of repairing the wharf
had been incurred, at the request of the
department, the people who performed the
work had not been paid. They have been
paid ln part. I understand that the Gov-
ernment, on coming into power, at the in-
stance of somebody who made It bis busi-
ness to protest against the payment of the
expenditure on that wharf, just because the
parties who were engaged on the repairs
of the wharf were not supporters of the
incoming Government, sent a man to ex-
amine the work-whether an 'offilal of the
department or a man ln the service of the
Government I am nt sure; but that per-
son, I am informed, reported to the depart-
ment that the charge made by the parties
who did the work was, in his opinion, ex-
cessive. On that report, that man under-
.took to go to work, accompanied by some-
body who knew nothing of how the work
had been done, and did not consuilt with
the parties engaged on the work or the
forenan ln charge or anybody else whò
could give hlm rellable Infermation. But
be took with him a supporter of the Gov-
ernment, who was evldently the man who
protested against the payment of the money
ineurred In the cost. The explanation given
by the parties engaged on the repairs of
$he wharf was to thls efreet, that the work

Mr. McDOUGALL.

cost more than it shouxld have cost, in the
judgment of a person unaequalnted with
the circumstances. The timber had to bp
got at short notice fro"m a distance at a
season of the year when It was diffiealt
to get it-I think in the month of May ;
and the appliances for performing the work
had to be sent for at a considerable dis-
tance. A pile-driver, for Instance, and the
freighting of that pile-driver. were a por-
tion of the charge. The appliances
for putting the pile-driver Into use
had also to be got. They had
to take the men who were avail-
able for dolng the work. The work was
difficult, the wharf had become a wreck, be-
cause the storm had carrIed a piece of it
away. There was a lot of stone and sticks
In the bottom, and the work could not be
done with the same facility as it could have
been, had this stuff not been there ; so
that the men whom the department sent to
examine the work, could not see anything
like the work that had to be done. Up to
this moment, I understand, these people are
without their pay. The hon. member for
Victoria,· N.B. (Mr. Costigan), who had
charge of that department at the time, is
now supporting the Government, the ex-
Minister who ordered the work, and the
hon. member for Victoria, N.S. (Mr. Beth-
une), who was interested ln getting that
work done, and who, I think, will bear testi-
mony to the statement I make. What I
want Is a promise that justice wll be done
those people by paying them their day's
wages. I venture to say, that they did not
charge for an hour more than they spent
honestly ln the performance of that work.
If I remember right, there was a limit to
the amount thatt the foreman would be al-
lowed to spend, which lmit, I belleve, he
exceeded. He could not help it ; the work
had to be done, steamers were waiting.,
freight had to be transferred from the rail-
way to the steamers, to be carried to Bad-
deck. The work was, therefore, of the
greatest possible necessity, as the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria will admit.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The matter belongs to my de-
partment, and not Public Works. I can pro-
mise that justice will be doue, but whether
ln the sense the hou. gentleman expects,!
cannot say to-night, for this reason. The
matter was brought to my attention by my
hon. friend from Victoria, two or three days
ago. I told him that at least two years ago
laims had been made on my department

which seemed excesslvely large. -1eterred
the claims to the agent at Nova Seotia, wh%
made an examination into the :facta, and a
report. I bave.not been able, since my hop.
friend spoke to me, te -look up the report
again, but myimpression -s, that at the thne
I forme-an adverse judgment on tie elaim,
but promisèdo tlook into It very carefuly
again, and intend doIng so.
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Mr. McDOUGALL. I venture to assure
the hon. Minister, If Ihe means to rely on
that report, he will rely on what is not
worth relying upon.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Does the hon. gentleman re-
colleet who the officer was ?

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I do not, and I care
not who he was; the report is not such as
the Minister should pay any regard to, be
eause the means that offleer took to get in-
formation were not sufficlent.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That may be. I promise to
look into the matter very carefully, and to
look up the papers again. I recolleet, how-
ever, very well the impression I formed,
after sending the agent there to examine
and to report, and that impression was
rather adverse to the claim. I shaIl, how-
ever, look into It more particularly.

General repairs on improvements to har-
bour and river works............ $5,000

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I pro-
pose to reduce that to $2,000.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I want to eaull atten-
tion to an answer given by the hon. Minis-
ter of Publie Works to a question put by
myself a month or two ago. I asked, whe-
ther he had visited a place called Ga-
barus, ln the county of Ospe Breton, and
examined the location for a breakwater or
pier there for the building of whIch applica-
tions had been before the Government for
years. I asked the hon. Minister, whether
he had visited that place, when on his tour
around Cape Breton last autumn, and he
salid he had not. But I have information
from the people of that locality that he did
visit and examine the place.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
must be a misunderstanding. The chief en-
gineer, who accompanied the Minister on
that occasion, says they deslred to visit
Gabarus, but could not get there on account
of stormy wea-ther.

Mr. McDOUGALL. That seems very
strange, because I have Information from
the people, that the Minister did visit the
place and spent a short time there. He told
me another thlng, which I did not ask, ln
reply to my question. He said. that a sur-
vey had been made years ago, and that the
report was rather against the btilding of the
breakwater or pler at that place. I wish to
say, that a survey was made under the Ad-
ministration of the late Mr. Mackenzie, and
then an estimate of about $100,000 was
made. Year after year, however, I tried to
get a grant for a breakwater ln that place,
and finally, four or five years ago, I sue-
ceeded, after a good deal of trouble, in ba-
lng another survey made, and aceompanied

the engineer myself. A site was selected,
with the approval of the people.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Who was
the engineer ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. Milledge, I be-
ileve. A site was selected, acceptable to the
people, and I understood, on making Inquiry
of the Department of Publie Works subse-
quently, that a report was made by the en-
gineer to the effect that a sultable break-
water or pler could be bult there for be-
tween $25,000 and $30,000. That was about
five years ago, or about two years before
the last general election. The Minister then
promised me that he would recommend to
bis colleagues the granting of a suffilent
surm to provide for that breakwater, and I
think that, before the Minister of Public
Works undertook to volunteer that reply to
my question, he should have gone further,
and related the clreumstances.in connection
with the subsequent survey, the result of
which was so far different from that of the
first survey. I would ask the Minister of
Finance to make a note of this, and confer
with his colleague, the Minister of Publie
Works, in order to see if he cannot make up
his mind to recommend a grant for the build-
ing of a breakwater or pler at this particular
place. It is a very important fishing station.
There are some 80 or 100 large fishing boats
there, without protection of a harbour, and
the people have to haul their boats up on the
beach every time there is any sign of a
storm. Within the last fifteen or twenty
years, some 12 or 15 vessels have been diven
ashore there for want of protection. I have
frequently brought this to the notice of the
department, and I am sure that mny friend
the Deputy Minister will remember thiat I
made many visits to the department, and
perhaps bothered him a good deal more than
he cared for ln respect of this matter. I
would ask the hon. Minister of Finance to
try and coax the Minister of Publie Works
to give some further attention to this qnes-
tion.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My hon.
friend manifests so much more confidence
in us than la his own friends as to quite flat-
ter us. He says, that he tried year after
year with them, and got nothing, and now
he expects us to do the work. I know the
importance of the work to which he refers,
-and bave had frequent representntions from
gentlemen ln the district on the subject. I
will diseuss the matter with the Minister of
Publie Works. Still, even at the reduced
estimate of $30,O00, lthe amount is a consid-
erable one for a single work.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. gentleman
wRl1 see that it took a long time to knock out
the report sbowing the cost to be $100,000.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Then, he
must give us some time also.
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Public Works-Chargeable to Income-
Ontario - Kincardine - Balance due

contractors for reconstruction of
north pier.......................... $3,384 q

Mr. INGRAM. What was the origina
contract ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It wa
$11,000.

Mr. INGRAM. Would not what you ar
asking for now and what they bave alreadj
received make up more than $11,000 ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They
have been paid $7,920, and there is a balanc
of $3,334.39.

Mr. SPROULE. Who bas the contract ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Messrs

Bowman, Bowman & Porter.
Mr. SPROULE. Was the contract let by

tender ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.

Dredging-Including the salaries of engineers,
superintendents and clerks connected with
this service :-

New dredging plant.............. $15,000
Dredging (Nova Scotia, Prince Edward

Island and New Brunswick)......... 5,000
Dredging (British Columbia)........... 5,000

$25,000
Mr. BENNETT. What is this $15,000 for

new plant ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Tug for

Lake St. John, $2,000; new scows, $3,o00;
new tug, "Sir John," $5,000- think the item
ought to be passed for the sake of the name
-scows for River St. John, $3,O00; pile dri-
ver scows, $2,00-total, $15,000.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not know whether
this Is the proper place, but I would like to
get some Information as té the mle o tthe
department where dredges are hired by the
day or hour.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The rule
of the department is to "pay $80 per day for a
minimum service of 600 yards.

Mr. SPROULE. I suppose the department
pays an inspector whose duty it Is to see that
-this minimum of work la done ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. SPROULE. Is the inspector supposed

to be there from the time the dredge com-
mences work IU the morning and continueus-
ly while the work la going on?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. yes.
Mr- SPROULE. Are the nSpectors alow-

ed to do other work for the dredging eom-
panes and, also to attend to their duties for
the department?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They are
expected during office hours to devote them-
Slve wholly to the 9erviee of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. FIELDING.

Mr. SPROULE. Then, I think the MinIs-
ter bad better investigate the case of his In-
spector at Owen Sound. My Information is
tbat the Inspector visits the dredge about

Li ten o'clock, remains a short time, and spends
most of the day around town smoking and

8 amusing himself, golng down to the dredge
two or three times to see how the work Is
going on. The rumour is also that he is
employed by the dredging company to do a
portion of their work. I do not say that this
information is absolutely correct, but If It Is
correct, then, according to the hon. Min-
Ister of Finance, this man is not dolng his
duty.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There is
no information li the department ·to the ef-
feet the hon. gentleman states, though I am
not in a position to contradiet IL The
dredges are visited occaslonally by an engi-
neer of the department who should see to
It that the officais do their duty.

Mr. SPROULE. Would ·the hon. Minister
be good enough to get the Information?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What is
the name of the inspector ?

Mr. SPROULE. I cannot give It.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We will

dnd it ont
Mr. SPROULE. I would like to ask one or

two more questions, but, perhaps, they will
come up more appropriately on other items.

Mr. CLANCY. Are the dredges paid for
any excess over 600 yards ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, any
excess enters into the day's work.

Mr. CLANCY. I suppose tney eut oft
pretty sharply when they bave done that
quantity ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I thInk It
not unlikely. If by mistake they do -too
much, the eountry benefits to that extent.

Rcada and Bridges-
Spray River bridge at Banf-For work

done..................$1,050
Sappers' bridge, Ottawa-Completion of
repairs.........................700

$1,750.
Mr. SPROULE. I suppose thisl'i to Pay

for an item on Sappers bridge?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. BENNETT. Was that work done by

contract1
The MONISTER 0F FINANCE. It was

done by the men of the department
Mr. INGRA Who bas charge of the

Banff w-Ork
The MINISTER F PINANC T

superintendent ft the park bas th e
te Banif bra85e,
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Mr. WALLACE. I desire to eal attention
to the condition of Dufferin bridge alongside
the Sappers' bridge in Ottawa. It has been
in a disgracefal state for years. I do not
suppose there is such a miserable footway
In the city of Ottawa or In any other city
The bridge belongs to the Government, as I
understand it. My hon. friend from East
Grey (Mr. Sproule) suggests that the city
Is responsible.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
like to make any dangerous admissions, but
1 arm inclined to think the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Wallace) is right. As the Government
Is paying such attention to the Washington
of the North now, this matter will have to b
considered.

Mr. WALLACE. Any one who walks over
that Dufferin bridge, as I do many times a
day, knows that.it is disgraeetul and dan-
gerous for foot passengers. They attempt to
put lu a few old planks, and leave ûve times
as many old planks remaining.

Mr. SPROULE. DId the Government
build both those bridges ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I under-
stand the Sappers' bridge was bulit by the
Imperial Government, but the Dominion Gov-
ernment, by arrangement made some years
ago, agreed to maintain them both, so that
they are both a charge upon the Govern-
maent for maintenance.

Committee rose and reported progress.
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANi>

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the
adjournmnent of the House.

Mr. WALLACE. What business do the
Government intend to take up to-morrow ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The Government hope to get
through these Estimates. and also to take
up the Redistribution Bill, if possible. Witb
the concurrence of the Opposition, we wili
get through both.

Motion 'agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 12.20 a.m. (Friday).

HOUSE OF COMMONiS.

FiDAY, 16th June, 1899.

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

FIRST READING.

Bll (No. 157) respectng the Manitoba and
Sonth-Eastern Ralway Company.-(Mr. Me-
Alister.)

STRIKE OF THE G. T. R. TRACKMEN.

Mr. MACLEAN. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to ask the leader
of the Government whether there is any
truth in the report ln the morning papers
that the Grand Trunk Rallway trackmen's
strike bas been settled ?

The PRIME MINISTER (SIr Wilfrid
Laurier). Not so far as my own information
goes. Negotiations are proceeding, but I am
sorry that I am not in a position to say that
tbey are ended yet.

Mr. CLARKE. In this connection. might
I ask the right hon. leader of the Govern-
ment If there is any objection to the Minister
of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair) bringing
down to the House, on Monday, any Instrue-
tions that have been given to the engineers
of bis department to make an examination
of the road-bed of the Grand Trunk Ra1m

1way ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Not at all.

Mr. CLARKE. Several communications
have been received by members on this side
of the House asking whether such examina-
tion Is being made.

COUNTERFEIT $1 BILLS.

Mr. BERGERON. I would like to call the
attention of the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Fielding) to information which I have re-
ceived to the effect that there are about
15.000 or 20,000 counterfeit $1 bills in cir-
etulation, chiefly in the city of Mont-
real, but of course they go everywhere.
They ail bear he date of 1878, as I
would imagine by the description given.
I am told that the bankers can detect
them by a slight mistake made ln the
pieture of Lady Dufferin, but the general
public Is misled. The suggestion whIh I
am asked to make to the Minister is that
the Issue of 1878 be recalled and replaced,
so as to protect the holders of thcse bills
from the great loss which they will sustain
lu seeing these bills refused at thew bank.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I shall be glad to give the hon.
gentleman's suggestion aIl due consideration.
I was aware that similar counterfeits were
afioat. I have heard very little complaint
on that score, but I promise to give the mat.
ter attention..

ANTI-JAPANESE LEGISLATION.

Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the
Day are ealled, I would like to ask the right
hon, gentleman when he will bring down the
correspondence and telegrams tbat pass
between the Britlsh Columbia Government
and the Dominion Government ln regard to
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the anti-Japanese and Chinese legislation of
the former Government ? I bave a notlee
of motiou en the paper, but the right hon.
gentlemaii asked me to allow It to stand
t*ice. It seems to me that he should be
able to bring it down after having made a
statement in the House In regard to the
matter.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I brought down all the correspond-
enee in regard to the anti-Japanese legisla-
tion between the British Columbia Govern-
nient and Canada several days ago.

REPRESENTATLONIN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I intended to-day to bring the Redis-
tribution Bill to the consideration of the
House. I am sorry to see that the House
Is somewhat thin, but as my hon. friend
the Postmaster General (Mr. Mulock) bas
to be absent next week on an important
domestic event, he desires to make a state-
ment to-day and move the second reading;
and If hon. gentlemen on the other side
are not ready to debate It to-day, we will
adjouru the debate.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock) moved the second reading of Bill (No.
126) respecting representation in the House
of Commons.

He said: Mr. Speaker, the explanatlon
which I am about to offer to the House
miglit more properly bave been given on the
Introduction of the. Bil, but unfortunately
1 was unable to be present on that occasion,
having to attend the last ceremonies In
connection with the death of a gentleman
who had been a very prominent citizen of
Canada, and accordingly the explanations
whieh I then would have made, I now brief-
ly offer to the House. It has not been the
customn the Canadian Parliament to make
changes lu the constituencies except. in the
session Immediately succeeding the decen-
nial census, but It las happened that, ever
since confederation, the census and the suc-
ceeding redistributions have taken place
while our political adversaries were in
power. The opinion of the Liberal party,
and. I think, of all faIr-minded men will
be that. the redistributions, especially that
of 1882, and certain features of that of 1E92,
were not upon fair lines, that the effect of
these redistributions has not been to se-
eure In this House that fair representation
of the public opinion of Ontario that our
constitution contemplates, but that they
have resulted, on the contrary, lu an unfair
representation of publie oplnIon i this
House, as I will endeavour to prove. and
therefore the existence eo this legislation
calls for the removal of the causes, at the

Mr. PRIOR.

earliest moment, even if it takes place after
the redistribution that bas occurred since
the decenulal census of 1891. The chief
abuse of the power vested lu Parliament
to redistribute, and to which this Bill di-
rects itself, arose under the Act of 1882.
As bon. gentlemen now luithe House and
who were then lu the House, will remember,
and as other hon. members, who came since,
will have learned from reading, that mea-
sure was offered to Parliament and was
forced through Parliament ostensibly to ac-
complish two purposes. One was to give to
Ontario four new members to which the
province had become entItled after the cen-
sus of 1881, and also to arrange for two
vacancles arlsing from the merged consti-
tuencies, Cornwall havIng been merged
with Stormont, and Niagara having been
united with Lincoln. The exigeney, there-
fore, that occurred was to provide these
six seats, and the justilcation for the
wholesale changes lin the ridings that took
place on that occasion was sald to be to
produce a better equalization of the ridings.
If one of the objects on that occasion, the
wholesale alteration of the political map
of Ontario, was to produce an equalization
of the population of each riding. the slght-
est reference to the populations of the rld-
ings after that redistribution will show
how ompletely that attempt falled. I
may say, Mr. Speaker, that at no period
since confederation up to this time, wil
you find any due respect pald to the subject
of the equalization of population lin the var-
lous constituencies, here ln Ontario, or la
any other province of Canada. You find ln
our own province eof Ontario, for example,
the population of constituencles after and
before every redistribution showIng very
wide dIfferences. I have a table before me
showing the populations at the various per-
lods, but for one moment, to prove my Erst
proposition, that the Redistribution Act of
1882 did not even accomplish the ostensible
ground upon whieh that wholesale disturb-
ane of the polItical map of Ontario took
place, I May just give to the House, In a
brief summary, the figures sbowing the
populations of some of the ridIngs of On-
tario after that attempt 'Made to equalize
the populations lin the various ridings.
The census of 1881 showed that If each
riding was to have an equal population for
eaeh riding, the population would have been
20,904.

Mr. WALLACE. What year was that ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
referrIng to the census of 1881. TakIng
20,904 as the unit of representation for the
province of Ontarlo, and allowing a reason-
able margin under and over that sum. as
being reasonably within the unit, because
it Is not possible te produce an absolute
equality, I will suggest that we take the
numbers as 19,000 and 22,000 as represent-
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ing the outside limits of a unit of popula- the same inequalities perpetuated. As a
tion of 20,904. It is to be borne ln mind further illustration 1 may remark that the
that when the redistribution of 1882 was population of the east riding of the clty of
taking place the then Government had Montreal-and I suppose If there should be
thrown aside all the restralning influences, equalization in one province there should be
such as county boundaries and entire muni- equalization ln another--the population of
elpalities, so there was not the diffieulty East Montreal at the census of 1881 was
with them lu producing an equalization of 67,000, and it was only given one member
population that there Is in the present case and continued to be represented by one
where the polley of the Administration Is, member until this present Parliament, al-
that paramount the question of population though the population of that constituency
is one involving respect for county Ïbound- had increased from 67,000 ln 1881, to over
arles. We have taken the ground in Parla- 90,000 at the decennial census of 1891. I
ment, and before the public that county have reviewed -the figures of every province
boundaries shall govern, that no county in Canada from confederation down to the
should be divided lato two or mnore d1visions, last census and last distribution, and I chal-
and such divlsions unIted with fragments of lenge contradiction of my statement, that
other countes. If It is that a county's popu- You will not find ln any province, or lanthe
lation is not sufficient to entitle It to have Territories, that at any perlod of time from
two members, It shall have only one ; If confederation to this moment, there was any
its population Is not suffiient to enttile it due regard paid to the principle whieh it
to three but more than one, it shall be was pretended governed the Redistribution
limited to two. In 1882, that principle was Bill of 1882 ; namely, that the ridings were
not lin force, and not being in force it would to be equalized In population. I am aware,
have been possible for the then Administra- Sir, that since this present measure bas been
tion to have equalized population as much as efore Parliament, au attempt has been made
they desired. But, Sr, if they did desire i to prove that equalization of population Is a
they most eft'ectively failed in their desire, for cardinal principle of the Liberal party and
out of the 92 seats that Ontario was ent'tled Is li harmony with the old doctrine of re-
to as a result of tthe census of 1881-asum'ng presentation by population.
any population between 19,000 and 22,000 as Mr. MACLEAN. Hear, bear.
fairly representing the unit of population Of The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.20,900-I say that ofthe 92 seats, the popu- gentleman says "hear, bear." He evidentlylation of thIrty of them, after the redistribu- is quite unfamiliar with the meaning of thetion of 1882, was under the minimum of question of representation by population.
19,000, and the population of thirty-four That question arose during the union of theof them was over the maximum of 22,000. provinces of Upper and Lower Canada, andThere were 64 of these 92 seats that did not the Liberal party then argued on behalf ofcoaform to the principle on which that BiH the people of Upper Canada that there should
was said to have been founded, namely, the be a proper regard for population In the re-equalization of population, and only 28 of the presentatIon of the two provinces, ln the
92 had a population between 19,000 and 22,- common legislature of the two provinces ;000. Taking the population of the varions but I have never yet heard It said-and if Itridings of Ontarlo, as a result of the Redistri- has been said by any one in authority I have
bution Act of 1882, we find that the popula- failed to find it-I have never yet heard anytion of Leeds and Grenville-in order to save authoritative utterance binding on the Lib-
time I shall give the figures ln round num- eral party, that ln each of the provinces, the-
bers and leave out the fractions of thou- ridings should be equal In population. On
sands-the population of Leeds and Grenville the contrary, the proposition that was ad-ln i , being the smallest popuation of any vocated by the Liberal party ln Parliament
riding In Ontario, was 12,000, and then we ln 1882-I was not then, however, a member
have a scale of population extending until at of the House-the proposition that we have-last we come to the-. constituency of West advocated on the platform and elsewhere'
Toronto, which 'was given one member.with since ; the resolution of the Liberal party at
a population of 38,000. We have proof ln the Ottawa convention of 1893, all prove'these dfgures, that whatever may have been eonclusively that the ilberal party took the
the objeet of the Government of the day u ground, that In order to oprovide safeguards
regard to equalization, there wasa praetical against the party for the time belng govern,
fallure to earry it outInasmuch as West Ing the country maklng an abuse of their
Toronto- had a population more than three power, there should be some guldlng prin.
times that of Leeds and Grenville. We bad eiple to restrain them, and, 81r, that restrain-
after 1882, lu Ontarlo, three constituencies ing Influence whleh we sought t6 establlgh,
with a population o! 18.000 ; tw const- that proposition whieb we adhered to, that
tuencles with 14,000; four constituencies proposition on which we went to the cgentry
with 15.000: five constituencies with 16,00; on and whichhelped s to carry the country
eight constituencies with 17.0 : five con- was : That there should be no breakig
stituencles wîth 18.000, and go un to the p of eounty boundariee. arraning for the
maximum of West Toronto>. And. -If yu representation of tfe people in Parlament
take the census returLis of 1891, you will fnd If, as a result of any redistribution measur
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-this or any other whleh the Liberal party eral party in a large number of ridings, and
advocate-there should be an Inequality in ilu that way carrIed constituencie for th
the population of the various ridings ; that Conservative party which otherwise they
Is quite proper, if !t is in deference to thé never could have carried. Now, Sir, if tha
(paramount and dominating principle that is true-
there shall be no breaking up of county
Unes, and no creating seats out of fragments Mr. BENNETT. Hear, hear.
of different counties.

Now, r. Speaker, I ntend to prove to he POSTMASTER GENRAL. If tha
Parliament, by figures which I wIR give the sitre 1&CIbas rue, thePreaeni
House, and the accuracy of which cannot be publie 1882onaf nearly I epresente
cballenged ; I will prove that the Redistri-picrpnin otOtaro tige tan
bution Act of 1882, produced a representa- the resuts. There were created In 1882 eight
tion of parties in Parliament that a fair re- Liberai hIves, wlth overwbelmlng LIberal
distribution Bill would not have produced.
I will prove that the continuance of that
Act during the elections of 1887 and 189 Brant West Bruce, West Egin, South Hu-
and up to the last general election of 1896,ron South Middlesex, West Ontario, North
produced the same unjust results. From Oxford and South Oxford. In the different
1882 down to the present time, I wui prove general electIons these ridlngs gave the fol-
that the Liberal party has been unjustly
treated as a result of that Redistribution Act, Aggregate Average
and I will further prove that if the Redis- Liberal Liberal
tribution Bill of 1882 had been upon fair Majority. Majorlty.
lines many gentlemen who occupied seats In 1882.6,071 771
since then, and many of those in the House 1 .. 7,210 901
to-day, would not bave been eleeted. Were 19........ 7473 934
it not for the Gerrymander Act of 1882 and 1898........ 6,663 833
the subsequent one of 1891, there are sev-
eral members of this House who never would Now, Sir, what was the effeet of givIng
have been returned. I shal speak now of these enormous Llber& majorities la these
the Bill before Parliament. It does not pro-eight coustituencles? The BUl before Par-
pose to do complete justice to the people liament affects some 43 constituencies In
but It proposes sirnply for the present, to do Ontari-
away wlth -the more glarlng injustices orf r ALC.Mrta htprevieus redistribution Âcts. Te pres«ent M.WLAE oeta ht
measure does fot propose to affect The POSTMASTER GENERAL Itaffecta
the ritirgs east of the county oeOntaro.hen a e

thne f1882 hacostineve aily et reprsne

for It was westerly of and lueluding tbeCÎ specta :-In doing away wlth the hives, andounty of Ontar4o that the principal work Inpabollshing contituencies whlich do net
o! the gerrymander wasdoue. There, under correspond to con e, Bothwell and Card
the guse o!f nding six new seats, andwelte sud bringng the consttenles of
the pretense of equahlzing populations, it a dmand, Wellnd, Lincoln and thozewas represented as necessary tdistrIbuteLerl their poperlimint the BIH
about fifty ri«dinga;; an& taklng those fifty affects the following .congltuenciee, namely :ridings and taklmg the measure before the -Bothwel Brait North Brnt outh re
Bouse to-day, whlch seeks te restore the .rt, Bruce WestBruce est, Elgin Wet
municipaities te the counties tewhlch they GreY South dGreyBst, Grey North, Haldi
belog and togie te the couniOes, when manHr n West OHxo n e daaet, Huron
so restored, their fair representtiffon, and S0uHý ent, LaMbton West, Lambton Emat
looking at the votes cast since 1882 down te unclatM lemzx But,?Mlddlesex West
and inclnding the year 1896 you wi fd Id efl North, Middlesex South-Monek lethat the volce of the people, as dlsthinuished e butemyltiguotes embrace the fole
between Liberals andl Conservatives, bas wh., It W a aoo gtuency-Mukoka ad
been uujustly and un! airly represented la ParyY Sound, Norfolk Sonth,' Norfolk North,
Parliament because of those unfàür mea- Ontarlo Nort,ontarlo outhl Ontarlo Westsures& The Goverument of the day took a Oford N0rtit Ouford BithgrPeel Perth
number of munelepalIties of strong Lib4'il Nrth, Perthb itb, 8Lmoe NortberalLe
tendencies, and grouped them toget.her, rcre- 'USeu, incSe ButWelland, Wehlington
atlug a number of hivea. In their exulta- North4 Wellinigton Centre, Welllngten fSouthi,.
tion at the Urne, they called themn (rit hAves, WentWort North,, Wentworth South, Yorkr
and they were not mia;taken lu that term. North, York EaSt West York wais notThey aueeeded In weakeulng a large nm affeed lby the gerrYrMader. It la tbe sameber of surrendlg ridinga,. detaching muil conatltuency that 1t. was prier te that legis-
cipailties bavng Liberal-m4Mortijeso .from latMoa t
thNsw thatrwd the othhrarldtwsheecogngroup-
lng . those detached municpalltieinto se Mr. W LLo ui. The legbatiesn hsch
rdn*ghere and one there, they SUaeeded the ho gentleman propoe nwtumbles
an weakenitg the far strengt ioftheLb We t York ude down.

prvou reitibtoUct.TeprsnOr.W LAE.MrKha ht
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It takes
tht portion that belongs to the city of To.
ronto, and puts it Into the city.

Mr. WALLACE. It takes half the district
away.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL It leaves
enough for the hon. gentleman to handle.

Mr. BENNETT. To be elected ln.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Well,

he wll hava bis opportunity. Now, Sir, I
take these ridings and I present to the
House-

Mr. McNEILL. Before the hon. gentleman
leaves that part, might I ask him a question?
He says the Bill affects North Bruce. How
does he know that the judges will deal with
North Bruce ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
-glad the hon. gentleman caBs my attention
to North Bruce. The Bill wIll leave It to the
judges to deal with that matter. The hon.
gentleman Is aware, as well as any one in
this House, how North Bruce affects hlm, as
a member of this House.t. He knows very
well that, from the day that Gerrymander
Act of 1882 was passed to this moment, that
Gerrymander Aet and the Gerrymander Act
of 1892, were the reasons whereby he got a
seat ln this House. The hon. gentleman
knows that full well, and, If he challenges
the statement; I can give him the figures.
He is very discreet, and he will not challenge
it.

An hon. MEMBER. The Minister is per-
fectly satlisfied to leave that to the judges.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Perfect.
Iy satisdied.'

Mr. McNEILL. But he wishes to prejudge
;the case.

The POSTMASTER GEN.L AL. Well, I
will return te my hon. frIend's constltuency
ln a short time, and he will see whether or
mot it is wise and fair to submit to the judi-
clary whether the north rding of Bruce
sbould remain as It is or not.

Mr. McNEILL. I am qulte willling that it
-should be. I do not objeet to that, but I ob.
ject to the hou. gentleman sayling that the
judges wll alter it.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I bave
niot said that they wl alter it. I do not
know what the hon. gentleman basesthat
statement on. It is on nothIng I have stated.

Mr. FOSTER.
time, were you not?

Mr. CASEY. A moment of weaness.
he POSTMASTR GENERAL. I have

sitated nothing that 11 net deaire toe state.
Mfr. FOSTER. Teil us who the judges arej

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The bon.
gentleman need not be at all concerned on
that account The judges will be fit, proper
and honourable men.

Mr. FOSTER. For your work.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The Pre-
mier authorizes me to say, that there will
be ne objection to naming the judges before
this Bill becomes law.

Mr. FOSTER. I should say so. You know
them ail.

Mr. McNEILL. I am quite satlsfied with
any of them.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL, Well,
my hon. friend will have toi make a virtue
of necessity.

Mr. McNEILL. Hear, hear.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. WeIl,
Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted now to
prove a proposition that I advanced a short
time ago ? Taking the votes cast In the
constituencies, the names of which have
read-forty-six of them ln the general elee-
tioa of 1882, forty-sLx ln the general election
of 1887, forty-six ln the general election of
1891, and forty4hree ln the general election
of 1896; and, addlng together the majorities
obtained by Liberals and Conservatives tu
all these elections, let us see If we can find
out what ougbt to have been a fair repre-
sentation of parties in this House.

At the general eleotion of 1882, the 43
constituencles that ¶ refer to gave a Liberal
majority at the polls of 8,574. The election
returns gave for those 46 seats, 15 Conser-
vatives and 31 Liberal members. If there
had been a fair representation of those vari-
ous majorities--

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to as'r th2
hon. Minister if he selected those 46 con-
stituencies all over the province or ln oue
part of the province?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have
taken the 46 constituencles, the names et
which I read to the hon. gentleman, and al
of whIch are affected by the Gerryrnander
Aets of 1882 and 1892, and iby the Big now
before Parliament, which seeks to return·to aU these counties affected the municipa-
lities whMeh are not now, and have not been
since confederation, part of the counties for
electoral purposes.

Take those 46 seats, and if the represen-
tation hadbeeniHn proportion to the mjor-
ties wh(eh they gave dn the election of 1882
te the Conservatives and -Aberals tnstead of
the Coervative party baving had 15 repre.
sentatives onthis Bouse inathat Periamet,
they would only have had 10, and instead
of the. Liberals having only bad 31 they
would have had 36. In ôther words, while
the Liberal party got only 15 e Par-
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. liament, a fair representation of that party,
according to the vote cast, would have been
26, so that the Liberal party was deprived
of ten votes on a division in this House.

Take the returns of those same 46 counties
in the general election of 18S7, and the fol-
lowing is the result :-There was a Conser-
vative majority of 5,447 and a Liberal -ma-
jority of 10,257. The election returns as-
signed to the Conservative party 22 seats
in this House and to the Liberal party 21
seats, giving the Liberals a majorlty of
two votes in this House, out of the total
46. But a rightful proportion would have
given the Conservative party 16 seats In
this House and the Liberal party 30. In
other words, the Liberals would have had
a majority of 14 instead of only 2, sa that
by that gerrymander the Liberal party was
wronged out of 12 members on a division.

Mr. CLANCY. How does the hon. Minls-
ter know that it would give that difference ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have
added up the figures, and the hon. gentle-
man will get the same result, if he wIll adi
up the election returns.

Mr. CLANCY. That does not determine
anything.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman wIll have every oppartunlty of
giving bis views on my argument.

The general election of 1891 gave the
Conservatives 3,.661 of a majority and the
Liberals 13,516, but the election returns g ive
the Conserva.tive party 15 seats and the Lib-
erals 31, or a majorIty of 16 ln Parliament.
But a rlghtful proportion would have bean
10 seats for the Conservatives and 3G for
the Liberals, or a majority on a division of
this House of 26 for the Liberals, Instead of
which they only had 16. In other words.
the gerrymander wronged the Liberals out
of 10 seats.

I now proceed to the election of 1896. the
present Parliament. I omit three seats in
my figures, namely, North Simcoe, which
was represented by the late Mr. McCarthy.
whieh I onilt for obvious reasons. North
Wentworth and North Brant, in the nean-
time, had been merged Into one, and Monek
bad disappeared, so that the figures I an
now giving have to do with only 43 sea's
instead of 46. In this connection, il grou,)
with the Liberali majorlt'ies the member for
West Bruce, and the member for Prn.c
Edward County, Independent Patron Li!-
erals.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. 1on. gen-

tlemen wll fnot get much c.Omfort Qut of
whatever little -argument they might make
by my having grouped these with the LIb.
eral party, If tbey think they are not cor-
meety grouped.

The gures are as follows :-The 43 cou
Mr. MULOCK.

stituencles gave a Conservative mnajority
of 3.814 and a Liberal majority of 12,442.
The election returns gave 17 Couservatives
and 26 Liberals, or a majority of 9 fo- the
Liberals in this House. But a fair propor-
tion, based.on the -majorities given at the
polls, would have been 110 'Conservative
seats to 33 Liberals, or a rightful Liberal
majorlty in ParlHament of 23 instead ot 9.
In other words, the gerrymander cause.1 a
loss to the Liberal party of 14 votes on a
division of this Parliament.

Mr. HAGGART. Why does the hou. gen-
tieman make the division on majorities in-
stead of the total vote polled ? Dies lie
not see the distinction ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I take
the majorities as a fair test. Take the gross
majorities and divide them by the gross nuai-
ber of seats, and you get a fair proportion
of the majority of seats.

Mr. HAGGART. No, 4t is the total vote
polled whieh the hon. gentleman ought to
take.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hou.
gentleman Is free to argue that point.

Mr. CLARKE. Have you given the figures,
showing the average unit of representation
of these 46 seats ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It iust
be 20,904.

Mr. CLARKE. Of those 46 seats ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I could

give the hon. gentleman the figures to add
up if he desires them. The result of ·that re-
distribution has been that, as a result of the
various general elections, in 1882 the Liberal
narty lost 10 votes on a division of Parlia-
ment ; in 1887, they lost 12 votes on a dlvi-
sion ; in 1891, they lost 10 on a division&;
and in 1896, 14 on a division. That being so,
I think I have made out a case showing the
existence of a grievance, and a grievance
whleh a popular assembly like this is bound,
at the earliest moment, to redress. My hon.
friend from North Bruce <Mr. McNeill) Is
anxious .to take part in this discussion, so
l will illustrate the effect of this redistribu-
tion wlth the case of North Bruce. The hon.gentliman had not a seat In Parliament
when the Redistribution Aet of 1882 was
passed, still he, doubties, had some influencehere. By the Gonfederation Act, NorthBruce was divided Into two ridings-north
Bruce and South Bruce. The township of
Saugeen was part of the riding of North
Bruce. When the census of 1881 was taken,
the county of Bruce had a population .of
65,188, which, If eually divided into tbree,
would give 21,729 for each constitueney.
The Redistribution Act 1882 gave: three
seats to t.he coupty of Bruce. Th .popula.
ton of North Bruce, ást It existed undetthe
census of 1881, was 20,735, being less t"a n
the unit of popula t'". "r the county.
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Mr, McNEILL. There was no North
Bruce at that time. Is my hon. friend (Mr.
Mulock) speaking of Bruce as It was when
divided into two ridings ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The'
county of Bruce was dIvided at !the time of
confederation into two ridings, one of them
being North Bruce; ln that riding of North
Bruce was the townsblp of Saugeen, and ln
that township of Saugeen was a very sub-
stantial Liberal majority.

Mr. McNEILL. And ln the townshIp of
Bruce also.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. And ln
the township of Bruce also-let the hon.
gentleman take what comfort he can ln that.
Well, Sir, the two south townships of North
Bruce were Saugeen and Eldersle-

Mr. McNEILL.
mistaken.

The hon. gentleman is

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The bon.
gentleman (Mr. MeNelli) might as well pos-
sess his soul ln patience-

Mr. McNEILL. I thought t'he hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Mlock) wanted to be right In his
facts.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
giving nothing but faets.

Mr. McNEILL.
mIstaken.

I am

The hon. gentleman is

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I want-
ed to say that the county of Bruce was divid.
ed by the Redistribution Act of 1882 Into
three rldings, Nortb, West and East Bruce;
and as a result of that redivision, there was
given to West Bruce a population of 24,218,
and to North Bruce a population of 18,645.

Mr. CLANCY. Does the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Mulock) mean to say that Is the popula-
tion as he finds It to-day ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I an
speaking now of the population when the
Redistribution Bill was passed.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentlem had
better deal with it as it ls now, not as it
was 100 years ago.

The POSTMASTER GFNERAL. I will
come to that presently-and I will take up
Bothwell, too, for the benefit of the hon.
gentleman.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman bas
already taken that up In bis schemes.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Put it down.
rather.

Mr. FOSTER. You must take a thing up
before you ean put it down.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL I was

saying that, as a result of the divisIon of
Bruce lu I2, North Bruce wae Iëft with a
population of 18,645, and West Bruce with a

164

population of 24,218, a difference of 5,573.
In order to accomplish that inequality it
was necessary to detach from the original
riding of North Bruce the township of Sau-
geen, with a population of 2,090, thus mak-
ing North Bruce, whIch was below the unit
of population, still further below tbat unit,
and increasing the dlsparity between Nortà,
Bruce and West Bruce.

Mr. McNEILL. Would the hon. gentleman
allow me a question ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes.
Mr. McNEILL. Would the hon. gentle-

man say what was the population of these
ridings at the next census ?

The PO9TMASTER GENERAL. I will
come to that.

Mr. McNEILL. The reason I ask the ques-
tion is that North Bruce was at that time
rapidly filing up wIth settIers, whereas the
south was an old riding; and the hon. gen-
tieman will find at the next census there was
a great ehange, and North Bruce had greatly
increased, while South Bruce had largely
diminished.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I wIAt
come to that. I am showing that the ridIng
of North Bruce at the time of the Redistri-
bution Act of 1882 had about 5,500 popula-
tion less than West Bruce, and ln order to
bring about that inequalIty it was nece'ssary.
to detach somethng from North Bruce, and
the only thing that could be detached was
tthe township of !Saugeen, and that was de-
tached and for good reason.

Mr. McNEILL. And the township of
Bruce also.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No ; If
we deal with the matter geographIcally
Saugeen would come before Bruce.

Mr. McNEILL. But it was detached.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It was

not part of North Bruce at that time.
Mr. McNEILL.

mistaken.
The hon. gentleman ls

The POS'TLASTER GENERAL. Now,
if the hon. gentleman (Mr. McNeill) w'l only
be patient-

Mr. McNEILL. Of course, if the hon. gen-
tleman wants to make misstatements of
fat-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That la
the last thing I desire to do.

Mr. McNEILL. Wel, I tell the hon. gen-
tieman he is mistaken.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The,
the bon. gentleman (Mr. McNeili) wll hare
an opportunity of provIng that. I would
like to be allowed to proceed

Mr. SPEAKER. I mighlt ca. attention of.
hon. gentlemen to the fact that while Inter-
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ruptions are sometimes allowed, they are the ridings behave then ? It was getting
being carried further than Is consistent with a little uncomfortable for the hon. gentle-
the courtesy of debate. man. He succeeded lin carrying North Bruce

Mr. McNEILL. I deslre to say that noth- on that occasion by the enormous majority
Ing is further from my intention than that. Of 30. The Liberals carried the hive of
3 wish to keep the bon. gentleman right as West Bruce by a majority of 930. The Lib-
to the facts, and if he does not wish ma to eral township of Saugeen whIch had been so
do so, I will not say another word. successfully placed in the hve to make It

sure of returning a Liberal, had on this oe-
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have easton given a Liberal majority of 222.

not the silghtest desire to prevent reason- Why, Sir, he would have been nearly 200
able inquiry as I proceed, but there is a Ulmit In a minority if he had faced the music
even to that. What I wish to illustrate and without the Gerrymander Act of 1882. I do
will Illustrate, if I am allowed to proceed, is not wonder at the hon. gentleman advocat-
that the Gerrymander Act-and I make the ing and worshipping such legislation. He
proposition and we shall see whether I says that his rIding was rapidly Increasin
prove it-the Gerrymander Act of 1882 and in population, that his soul was so moved
the Gerrymander Act of 1891 resulted in en- by a desire to equallze populations that in
abling the hon. gentleman (Mr. McNeill) to 1882 he felt It necessary to detach In aui-
carry North Bruce from 1882 up to the pre- cipation 2,000 population from North Bruce
sent time ; and if there had been no gerry- and put it into West Bruce, because he
mander, If the votes that were cast ln the thought that ln ten years hence the- popula-
portions of North Bruce detached from It tion of North Bruee might become more
had been cast In North Bruce, he would not nearly equal. Well, ln 1891, when his ma-
have been In Parliament from that time to Jority had come to 30, what took place ? He
this. That Is my statement; fnOw, I will was afraid to face the musie again with that
proceed to prove ILt. North Bruce, before majority of only 30, and something else had
the Gerrymander Act of 1882, had a popula- to be done. Saugeen could not be detached,
tion less than that assigned to West Bruce, but there was a munlclpality that had beéh
yet they detached from North Bruce a por- showing up badly so far as the bon. gent:e-
tion which had a Liberal majority and added man was concerned. There was the little
it to West Bruce, lncreasing the Liberal town of Port Elgin, which, in the year 1891,
majority in West Bruce. The result was had given a Liberal majorlty of 88, It was
that the riding of West Bruce was left with ln my bon. friend's constituency. Now, if
a population nearly 6,000 greater than that Port Elgin could by hook or by erook be
of North Bruce ; and ln the election which detached from North Bruce it mlght save
took place a few weeks afterwards, the bon. the hon. gentleman once more; and then in
gentleman carried North Bruce by 88, and 1892, for the first time, he argued about the
the Liberal party carried West Bruce by Importance of equaltzing the population, anïd
892. Now, if the Liberal township of Sau- to that end he detaches the small village Of
geen, with a population of 2,090, had not Port Elgn from North Bruce and puts It Into
been detached from North Bruce, mklng that West Bruce, because at that time North
population of that riding so much more be Bruce had become slightly more populous
iow the unit of population, 'the hon. geutte- than West Bruce. There was lin 1891 a
man, instead of having a majorIty of 88, difference in favour of North Bruce of 1,812,
-would bave been defeated by nearly the and by putting Port ElgIn into West Brucesame number. The township of Saugeen. he could make West Bruce more popu7ous
that properly belongs ta North Bruce, at that than Norti Bruce. But he only equallzedtime gave a Liberal majorIty of 161, whieh them to the extent of 302. In 1892 the hon.would have wiped out his 88 majorlty and gentleman took Port Elgin out of Northjeft hlm In a minorlty of nearly as much. Bruce and put It into West Bruce in orderSo much for the beglnning. I think I have to bring about an equalization of 302 ; but
made a start with the bon. gentleman. No ln 1882 he weakened the population of North
doubt he bad good reason to thank the ger- Bruce which was•then below that of West
rymander In that case. Bruce, and brought it down to a minorityWell, Sir, I proe to the election of 1887. of nearly 6,00.
In that election the riding of North Bruce Mr. McNEDILL. WIll the hon. memblrgive the bon. gentleman a majorlty of 113. allow me to Interrupt hlm?The riding of West Bruce gave the Liberal
candidate a mnajorlty of 1,085. The town. The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes.
ship of Saugeen, wblch he had fortuntely Mr.MCNEILL. 1 think My bo frIeui's
got rid of, had given a Liberal majority on remory le a lttle defectve. 1 want te re
that occasion of 21. Where would his ma- mmd hlm thaa 1 9tated ou the floor of th
jorlty, of 11 be, and where would thoseRouge that it was fot only for the purpue
great orations which he has embamed Oe a¶t n the Populatlon, but use
upon the IlHansard1" have been but forPotln îbepumvl.fl
the gerrymander of the .ding in 188 ? aohrcnttecadItogtI
Great was the power of the gorryander. uraoal htIsol eol ag
WeIl, the 1891 election came on. How did fv ie iotetertr !Ws rc
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to find a majority against me. I frankly
stated that on the floor of the House ; ani
I ask the hon. members on the other ï:de
if they think in all fairness that that ar-
rangement should be allowed to continue. I
also stated at tbe time that the village off
Port Elgin had been left la the riding of
North Bruce at the suggestion of a friend
of the hon. gentleman, namely, the inIsfer
of Customs (Mr. Paterson). He and I had
a little conversation across the floor of the
House at the tUme.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. You
have not stated ft all.

Mr. McNEILL. Do you want me to~ state
it all? I understand that my hon. frIend's
explanation of the matter was this : There
was a suggestion made to put In the town-
shlp of Saugeen, which Sir John A. Mac-
donald opposed. There was also a sugges-
tion made to put ln a etrIp of terrltory lying
between the villages of Southampton and
Port Elgin, together with those two villages,
whIen Sir John A. Macdonald had also re-
fused to do. My hon. friend proposed that
the village of Port Elgin should be put in.
and Sir John A. Maedonald, after some pres-
sure, agreed to that. ýMy hon. friend's ex-
planation off hie suggestion that Port Elgin
should be put lu, a village which gave a
Reform majorlty, was that, having induced
Sir John A. Macdonald tu put In the village
of Port Elgin, he would also be able to ln.
duce hlm to put ln the township of Saugeen,
which he had already refused to put ln.
1s that the correct explanation ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I wIll
give my pxplanation.

Mr. McNEILL. Does that fairly repre.
sent what my hon. frIend sald ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The hon.
gentleman wfll give hie Impression, and I
wili give my remembrance.

Mr. McNEILL. My hon. friend can look
at the "Hansard " of that date and find out
whether I am correct. I polnted out to him
at that time that he must have thought Sir
John A. Macdonald was a very silly bird to
be caught with a small pinch of salt on bls
tail ln that way.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. My hon.
friend at some length has endeavoured to
explain why he was able to succeed lu hav-
ing transferred the village off Port Elgin
te West Bruce, namely, because he did not
think 'It fair that he should have to travel
five miles out of his constituency, the pro-
per constituency of North Bruce, to meet his
constituents of Port Elgin. Now, Sir, tle
hon. gentleman was In Parliament lu 18&2
when that Bill was passed ; and If be was
so moved In his seul against any portion
of his riding belng ln another riding, I pre-
sume his principles were not limlted to the
riding of North Bruce, but would apply gene-
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rally. The hon. gentleman, in 1892,
supported a proposition to detach from the
north rlding of the county of Went-
worth the township of Beverley, and annex
It to the neighbouring riding, and he splft
the north riding of the county of Wentwortb
Into two parts, separatIng the south part
from the north part by the townships of
Ancaster and Beverley and the clty of Ham.
ilton. He supported that Act, so far as
North Wentworth was concerned. Now,
what was the effect of the detachment of
Port Elgin from North Bruce on the e:ec-
tion of 1896 ? Again. I remind the hon.
genitleman, and I remind -the House, that ln
1882 It was not deemed by those who aci-
vlsed the Government from North Bruce-
and ln Parliament the hon. gentleman was
credited with having given them advlce-'biit
It was not deemed necessary in 1882 to bring
West Bruce and North Bruce nearer toge-
ther, In point of population, than nearly 6,0.
Yet in 1891 and 1892, ten years afterwards,
the hon. gentleman insists on a change,
though the effect promoted equality tq the
extent of 302 only, whilst an lnequality of
6,000 did not move hlm ln 1882. It was not
because Port ElgIn was a little out-
side of North Bruce that Port Elgin
was detached from North Bruce; it
was because Port Elgin ln 1891 had sound-
ed a warning note, and given a majority of
88 against the hon. gentleman's party. He
knew that if he had to face the electors ln
another, election, with Port Elgin in North
Bruce, It would be against him, and accord-
ingly, Port Elgin was transferred to West
Bruce. In 1896, the hon. gentleman's ma-
Jority was 31. Port Elgin on that occaeion
gave a Liberal majority of 78. If Port El-
gin had not been, fortunately for hlm, de-
tached by the Act of 1892, he would have
been defeated In the general election of 1896.
Se I have proved, I thlnk, to the satisfaction
of every fair-minded man, that, in the four
elections since 1882 to the present time, the
Gerrymander Act, and the Gerrymander Act
alone, bas seated the hon. gentleman here.
That t an illustration of how the Liberal
party is to-day unrepresented to the extent
of 14, as a result of the Gerrymander in On-
tarlo to whIch I'havel alluded. 1 say, that
the point can be established by the figures
I have given, and that the North Bruce case
le a fair sample. The hon, member for
Bothwell (Mr. Claney) desired to have his
case considered. I would speak of Both-
well, then, as follows :--

Mr. CLANCY. With respect.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. And

with r.eh greater Tespeet after the next
elections. There is an argument to be made
la favour of certain, changes in 1891 In re-
gard to Bothwell. The population of Bothb
well, at the tIme to whIch I refer, was 27,.
102. It was by that Act reduced to 22,477.

Mr. CLANCY. In 1891?
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL. In 1881. jority from Bothwell. the Liberal strength
By the Act of 1882, as the result of the elee- was weakened by 445. Where would the
tion then, Bothwell had a Liberal majority hon. gentleman's majority of 87 have been,
-a very considerable majority-some two or but for the Gerrymander Act, which gave
three hundred. 1 him 445 votes ?

Mr. CLANCY. When ? Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. In 1882. Muloek), is wiping out Bothwell. He does

By the Act of 1882 the following municipali- not propose, in his Bill, to build up Bothwell
ties were detached from Bothwell :-Euphe- as a constituency, but he proposes to do

mia, with a Conservative majority of 30, away with it entirely. So, the hon. gentle-
was taken away. man will see that his argument falls to the

ground. He is not restoring Bothwell; he
Mr. CLANCY. Where did Euphemia be- is wiping It out in toto. So, that this has

long ? nothing to do with it at all.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will

just give my facts, and the hon. gentleman
eau give his.

Mr. CLANCY. I think the hon. gentleman
will pardon me, because he is going on to
deal with municipal county boundaries.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Euphe-
mia is a part of the county of Lambton.
There were also detached from Bothwell the
townships of Howard and Orford, and the
town of Bridgetown. These municipalities
gave a Liberal majority of 321. Taking
from that amount the 30 Conservative ma-
jorities detached, there was a nat loss to the
Liberal party ln Bothwell of 291. There
was added to Bothwell, by that Act, Wal-
laceburg, with a Liberal majority of 10, and
Chatham township, with a Conservative ma-
jority of 64. The net loss to our party by
the additions was 54, and the net loss by
the detachments was 291. In other words,
the change made to Bothwell weakened the
Liberal party by 345. In 1882, after the
gerrymander, the Conservatives carried that
riding-Mr. Hawkins, I think, was the mem-
ber-by a majority of 16. If these changes
had not been made, instead of his having
carried that riding, the present hon. Minis-
ter ofi Justice (Mr. Mills) would have been
elected by 329. Take that same riding, and
see how it -would have turned out for my
hon. friend (Mfr. Clancy), it' there had been
nu gerrymander of that riding ln 1882.

Mr. CLANCY. My hon. friend had better
follow up the successes of the hon. Minister
of Justice there, year after year.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
take the vote cast by the municipalities that
were detaehed from and added to the elee-
toral district of Bothwell by the Gerryman-
de Act of 1882, and we will see how the
vote turned out. The hon. member (Mr.
Clancy) was deelared eleeted by a majority
of 87. The municipalities. which were de-
tached from Bothwell by) the Gerrymander
Act, gave a Liberal majority In 1896 of 379.
The municipalities that were added to. Both-
well by the Gerrymander Aet, gave a Con-
servative majority of 66. By the addition
of that Conservative majority to Bothwell,
and by the detachment of that Liberal ma-

Mr. MULOCK.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
simply illustrating the working in detail of
the Gerrymander Act, so that, no matter'
whether Bothwell Is a municipal county or
an electoral riding, in either case, the Gerry-
mander Act of 1882 is what seats the hon.
member at this present moment. I do not
propose to trace in detail every riding, al-
though I have no doubt some hon. gentle-
men will take up other portions of the pro-
vince in question, and deal with them more
in detail. I have given these few Illustra-
tions, and I can give more, if necessary, te
prove the general proposition that I laid
down, that the Gerrymander Acts of 1882
and 1892 have operated to deprive the people
of a fair expression of public opinion, ac-
cording to their party views, on the floor of
this House.

Mr. CLANCY. Does the hon. gentleman
know that the hon. Minister of Justice sat
for the ridlng of Bothwell from 1867 until
defeated in 1896, almost continuously, with
the exception of one session after the elec-
tion of 1882 ?

The POSTMASTER GENER'AL. I am
well aware that, because of the prineiples
that he advocated, because of the confidence
of the people lu him, and because of the
good sense of the people, the Minister of
Justice was able to a large extent to over-
come the disadvantage he laboured under
in consequence of that Redistribution Bill.

Mr. CLANCY. Whâat became of his prin-
eiples the last tUie ?

The PSTrrMASTER GENERAL. The
hon. gentleman will be better able to answer
that than I am.

Mr. CLARKE. Before the lion. gentle-
man (Mr. Mulock) passes from bis consider-
ation of the effects of the gerrymander of
those constituencles, might I ask hum how
many candidates ran lu North Bruce last
election?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
hon. gentleman wld have a full opportunity
of going Into that later.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. LANDERK[N. Get the "Parianment-

ary Conpanlon' and yoU will fnd it there.
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Mr. GILLIES. Give it to the Postmaster
General.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It Is
only necessary to look at the map of On-
tario to see what little regard was paid
to the convenienee of the people in cary-
Ing out constituencies. My hon. friend from
North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) reminded me,
for example, of what took place In the
county of Brant. I think I am right in
saying that the north riding of Wentworth
and Brant, running from Oxford through
Brant to Wentworth, part of several coun-
ties, comes in contact with six or seven
other ridings so shapeless Is it. I be-
Ileve that the north riding of the county of
Ontario, consisting principally of a tier of
townships ranging ln widrh perhaps from
four miles to twelve, has a length of nearly
150 miles, almost as great as the distance be-
tween Ottawa and Montreal. I should like
to know oa what priuciple the riding of
North Outario was built up In that way.
iow were people, members of the same

constituencies, supposed to meet and confer
and deliberate on public affairs, how were
they to meet and discuss when separated
by the practically impossible distance of
over 100 miles. No person can look at the
map of Ontario in the gerrymandered dis-
trict, and form any other conclusion than
that it was a measure designed not to se-
cure, but to defeat, the will of the people.
And. Sir, if that be the case, the duty Is
-upon us to redeem, as we have redeemed
up to this, more and more the pledges given
by us to the coantry prior to the general
election ; It is our duty, I say, to redeem
here one of our pledges, and our chief
pledge. and since bon. gentlemen opposite
are so anxious to assist us ln redeeming
our pledges, I bespeak from them their co-
operation lu dealing with this measure.

The Bill itself is in principle a very
simple one. Lt is ln conformity with our
principle not to disturb county boundaries,
and that being the case, we have to take
these counties whose population is not suffi-
cdent to entitle them to two members, and
assign to them one member. This applies
to the counties of Dufferin, Haldimand, LIn-
coin, Peel, Welland, Wentworth, Muskoka
and Parry Sound. Some of these coun-
ties have a population somewhat in excess
of the unit, but not sufficient to entitle them
to two members, and accordingly nothing
remains except to assign to them one each.

Mr. CLARKE. What is the population off
-the county of Wentworth ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I shall
:give the population of these conuties as the
result of the census of 18à1. Dufferin, 16,-
860 ; Haldimand, 23,440; Lincoln, 30,079;
Peel, 24,871 ; Welland, 30,031: Wentworth,
29,869; Muskoka, 17,038; Pary Sound, 19,-
317.

Mr. DAVIN. Miglht I ask the lion. gen-
tleman if all his calculations are based upon
the eensus of 1891 ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. This
is a Redistribution Bill that ought to have
taken place immediately following the cen-
sus off 1891, and as the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Davin) Is aware, there was a bad Govern-
ment in office at that time. Then, we come
to another group of coúnties that are en-
titled to be represented by more than one
member, but perhaps are not 'entitled to
three. They are Brant, ElgIn, Lambton,
Norfolk, Ontario, Oxford and Perth.

Mr. CLARKE. What is the population of
Brant?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. 36,445.
Mr. CLANOY. Does that include the In-

dians ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It is

taken from the census.
Mr. CLANCY. We all know that, but

what I ask is, does it include the Indians ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am

not able to say whether it includes the In-
dians or not.

Sir CH.ARLES TUPPER. Well, the hon.
gentleman ought to be able to say that,
when he presents a Bil to tbis House, and
founds an argument in favour of it upon
these very figures. He ougbt te know whe-
ther two or three thotusand population of a
county have been disfranchised by him or
not.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
hon. gentleman knows that the Indians of
Brant, some of them, are entitled to vote,
and perhaps all of them.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. They are not;
they were disfranchised by you last year.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
hon. gentleman is not familiar with the
Ontario Act.

Mr. CLANCY. I wislh to ask the Post-
master General-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman

(Mr. Clancy). wishes to Interrupt he must
ask the permission of the hon. gentleman
addressing the House.

Mr. CLANCY. Then, I will ask the per-
mission of the Postinaster General, because
this Is an important point.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
explain to my hon. friend (Mr. Olaney) the
point which I think he desires to make. The
Ontario Act gives the franchise to an u-
dian who ehooses to take his location ticket
and be separate from the band and not re-
celve an annuity, and is not in other ways de-
pendent upon the Government. There may
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be some enfranchised and there may not, and Montreal East 67,000. So that if inequa-
but the census will speak for Itself and the lities are suggested by the present Bill,
voters' list of the province will speak for whilst I would not defend anything la the
itself. Bill which could not be defended on its

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh. own merits, simply on the ground that it
oexisted before, still I would point out to hon.

Mr. CLARKE. Would the hon. gentle- gentlemen opposite that their party did
man read the population of the counties not deem it an unfair thing to leave Mont-
that have two members each ? real Centre with 25,000 population and Mont-

TYesreal East with 67,000, the latter constitu-
The POSTMASTER GENENAL. Y. ency growing and increasing in population

Brant, 36,445 ; Elgin, 43,377; Lambton, 58,- until 1891, when its population exceeded
810 ; Norfolk, 30,992. Do the hon. gentle- 90,000; and yet it had merely one member
men desire me to read all these figures ? until the general elections of 1896.

Mr. CLARKE. I would like to have Mr. CLARKE. How did Montreal Lare
them on record. in the redistribution of 1892?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. They 1 The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
are all in the census. 'population of Montreal in 1892 attained the

Some hon. MEMBERS. Better have them figure of 182,000.
here too. Mr. CLARKE. And the representat:on ?

Mr. CLANCY. I may tell the hon. gen- The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It had
tieman (Mr. Mulock) that the townshp Ul

Tuscarora is entirely excluded from the
local franchise which we have adopted. It
was included in the Dominion franchise, but
all the Indians of that township are ex-
cluded under our present franchise.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. How
many ?

Mr. CLANCY.
I believe.

Somewhere about 2,000,

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Then,
the hon. geritleman will have an opportunity
of suggesting in committee whether he
thinks Brant ought to have less than two
members. Ontario, 43,355 ; Oxford, 49,-
819 ; Perth, 51,716. I now come to another
group of counties that the Bill proposes to
assign three members to, namely, Kent,
Huron, Bruce, Grey, Middlesex, Simcoe,
Wellington and York. The population of
these are : Kent, 58,019 ; Huron, 66,781 ;
Bruce, 64,604 ; Grey, 71,214 ; Middlesex, 58,-
540; Simeoe, 82,727; Wellington, 57,543;
York, 61,391. Then, I come to the city of
Toronto. The Bill proposes that there
should be four members to the city of To-
ronto. Since the Bill has been before the
public, other views have been suggested,
and they have been fully considered by the
Government. I may say that It has never
been the practice in Canada to give as full
representation to groups of population In
cities as In the more sparsely settled dis-
triets.

I want to remind hon. gentlemen of the re-
presentation of the city of Montreal. Ae-
cording to the census of 1881 Montreal had
a population of 140,000, and yet it was left
at that time with three members only. It
was not then considered to be Inadequately
represented. nor was it deemed necesary
to have an equalization of population in the
three ridings ; for whilst the centre r:ding
had only 25,000, Montreal West had 48,000

Mr. MULOCK.

five.
Mr. CLARKE. That inequality was done

away with.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It was,

in 1896. The population of Toronto, ac-
cording to the census of 1891, was 144,000,
and If you add to it the portions of Toronto
that are at present in the constituencies of
East and West York, the population would
be brought up to 191,000.

Mr. CLARKE. 177,000.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Weil,

whatever it brings it up to, It will not be
much less than that of Montreal with lts
five members. The figures I have given are
census figures. I will say, with reference
to the representation of Toronto, that the
Government are desirous of making this Bill
In every respect fair, and removing from it
every possible semblance of unfairness. It
is in that spirit that the measure is con-
celved; it Is ln that spirit that suggestions
that have appeared In the press have been
entertained, and It is in that spirit that I am
authorized by the Government to announce
that if It Is the wish of this House. the
Government wlll approve of inereasing the
representation of Toronto from four to five.

Mr. MACLEAN. What wil the unit of
representation be -then ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That
would depend on what you make the total
population of the city. The populaition of
Montreal is 182,000, making the unit of
population there about 36,000.

Mr. MACLEAN. WiH the hon. gentleman
now tell the House why the city should not
bave .representation equal to that of the
county portIons of the country? Why
should the elty be disfranehised, or have two
votes that are only equal to one elsewhere ?
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Mr. LANDERKIN. Why did you support
that system before ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It is not
for me to find explanations, but there are
various arguments. For example, one argu-
ment is that a efty is sure to have among its
population men representing outside consti-
tuencies. There are many gentlemen living
in the city of Toronto and representing out-
side constituencies both in the Senate and
in the House of Commons.

Mr. WALLACE. How many 1

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have
not gone through the list, but I think i
would be safe in saying that there are halt
a dozen residents of Toronto representing
outside constituencles. We have, Mr. Speak-
er, the hon. member for East York-

Mr. MACLEAN. I represent the city as
well as the county, and I live in the city.

Mr. LANDERKIN. And brought up in the
country.

The PRIME MINISTER. it ls doubly
represented.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There
are probably to-day resident in the city of
Toronto 20 members of the Senate and House
of Commons.

Mr. WALLACE. Only two in the House
of Commons.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I know
three--the hon. member for North Simce
(Mr. McCarthy), Mr. Speaker, and the hon.
member for North York (Mr. Mulock), and
there may be more-I have not gone througl
the list.

Mr. CLARKE. You are wiping one of
those seats out, occupied by a gentleman
who resides ln Toronto.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I an
not anticipating that it will deprive the hon.
gentleman of a seat.

Mr. CLARKE. You are wiplng out the
constituency he represents now.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He re-
presents a constituency, part of which is m
the city, and part of which is outside the
city. I now come to the nert point in the
Bill.

Mr. WALLACE. I would ask the hon.
gentleman, before he goes on, if It ls pro-
posed to divide Toronto into five constitu-
encles ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It is
proposed to assign five seats to the city of
Toronto, and to leave the judiciary to divide
the city.

Mr. HAGGART. Wlli the hon. gentleman
be kind enough to tell me where he takes
the, seat from that he gives to Toronto ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That Is
a very proper question, because it is quite
impossible to give another seat to Toronto
without taking It from some other place.
The hon. gentleman is aware that Bothwell
is disappearing, and that Its fragments are
going back to the counties from whIch they
came. That will give back to Kent a cou-
siderable portion of the territory that be-
longed to Kent municipality, ralsng Its
population to 58,000 odd. It was proposed
in the draft to give Kent three members,
but in order to meet the views of those who
think Toronto should have another member,
lt is proposed to give that city that other
member, and to give two members to the
county of Kent.

Mr. CLANCY. That fixes it all right now,
does it ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I trust
that the hon. gentleman will find that any
objection he had to over-representation ia
Kent will be overcome by that. The Bill
aiso proposes to restore to certain counties
in the province of Quebec a number of muni-
eipalities that were destroyed from time to
time.

Mr. CLARKE. Is any change made in
Algoma ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No. In
the province of Prince Edward Island-

Mr. McNEILL. Before the hon. gentle-
man comes to that, I would like to ask him
whether the judges are to take into consider-
ation the increase of population since the
last census, or is the increase or change of
population during the last eight years to be
left out of consideration altogether?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The Bill
mentions the matters that are referr-d te
the judges. The census deals with the sub-
ject of population. This is a measure that
is proposed to be passed in this year, 1899,
which should have been passed in the year
1892. And they will sit as if they were
sitting in 1892, having before them the cen-
sus of 1891, the maps of the provinces, the
history of the country and such other cir-
cumstances as they may deem necessary te
guide them in arriving at a fair judgment.

Mr. MACLEAN. Will the judges sit as a
court and hear both sides or In secret con-
clave and decide for themselves.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
not able to say whether they will sit as a
court.

Mr. MACLEAN. If the matter Is referred
direct to the judges, are they to meet them-
selves and settle It among themselves and
not as a court ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It is
not desirable they should sit as a court, I
presume, but as commissioners.
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Mr. McNEILL. I dfd not quite under-
stand the bon. gentleman's answer with re-
gard to the population. Am I to understand
that the judges are not to take into consi-
deration any change of population 'that may
have occurred during the last eight years, or
are they to be allowed to take into considera-
tion any such change 'that may be brought to
their notice ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. This ls
a measure being past nunc pro tune. They
will sit and undo what my hon. friends suc-.
ceeded in accomplishing In 1892. They wll
be asked to assume that they are sitting im·
mediately after the census of 1891.

Mr. CLARKE. Will the hon. gentleman
give us some information respecting -the con-
stituencies of Ottawa and Hamilton, whicb
are now represented by two members each ?
Is it Intended to have them divided Into
two constituencies, each returning one mem-
ber ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It is
not intended to do anything which is nfot
indicated by the Bill.

Mr. CLARKE. The intention, then, Is
·that there shall be two members represent-
ing Ottawa and two Hamilton, and they are
to be elected by the city at large ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The Bill
will not interfere with anything it does not
purport to interfere with.

Mr. MACLEAN. How are the judges to
deal with the city of Toronto ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
judges will assign live seats to the city of
Toronto.

Mr. MACLEAN. Will they be free to give
West Toronto two members and some other
portion one member ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. They
wIll be free, unless the Bill should otherwise
circumscribe ,their powers.

Mr. MACLEAN. Does it ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I fdnd

nothing In it. If the hon. gentleman will
read the Bill-

Mr. FOSTER. But the hon. Minister ls
explaining the Bill.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. QuIte
right, and I do not object to that question.
If the hon. member does not understand,
let me tell him that the Bill proposes to ask
the judges to take the city of Toronto and di-
vide it, as in their Judgment seems right, into
the number of constituencies the Bill assigns
to that city.

Mr. MACLEAN. Can the judges give to
West Toronto two members and East To-
ronto only, one ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. They
wIl be asked to give five separate seats.

Mr. MUJLOCK.

Mr. MACLEAN. That Is the very point
I wished to be informed upon.

Mr. CLARKE. Will the judges be asked
to divide the constituereles of Ottawa and
Hamilton and make two in each ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have
explained that the Government, on this oc-
casion, Is not dealing wlth the whole pro-
vince, bût only seeking to deal with the more
glaring abuses of the Gerrymander Acts •

but if &the Bill does not go far enough to
satisfy hon. gentlemen opposite, perhaps the
Government will be prepared to advance it
a stage.

Mr. McNEILL. Would the hon. gentleman
say whether it is to be left to the judg-is
to determine whether they will hear evi-
dence or not, or whether they are to be pre-
cluded from nearing evidence ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
Bill contains all the necessary provisions to
guide the judges. The subject, no doubt,
will be discussed fully lu Parliament, and if
the arguments are sufficiently cogent to sug-
gest any wiser course, no doubt a wiser
course will be adopted.

Mr. McNEILL. What isthe course intend-
ed by the Bill ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I refer
my hon. friend to the measure.

Mr. McNEILL. I am asking for an ex-
planation, and 'I am sure the hon. gentleman
does not want to be discourteous. He says
that if some wiser course is suggested, such
course may be adopted. But I want to know
what the course now provIded is. Are the
judges to determine, under the Bill as my
hon. friend understands it, and which he is
supposed to be explaining, whether they will
admit evIdence or not, or are they precluded
from admitting the evidence ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I refer
the hon. gentleman to subsection 2 of section
2 of the Bill :

The letters patent appointing the commissioners
shall direct them, in making the divisions, to
consider the distribution of population according
to the latest census of Canada, the public con-
venience, and such divisions as appear to them
best calculated to do substantial justice.

Mr. McNEILL. Are they to take evidence
in reference to that or not ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
clause of the Bill contains their instructions
and they will interpret it.

Mr. McNEILL. What Is the intention In
the mind of my hon. friend who bas charge
of the Bill ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. My In-
tention would not override any provision of
the measure.

Mr. McNEILL. What.1 want to know i,
what, according to the hon. gentleman who
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is explaining the measure, is its Intention
with regard to this matter ?

Mr. POSTER. Let some one else take hold
of the Bill.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I desire,
Y:. Speaker, to continue my remarks.

Mr. McNEILL. My hon. friend refuses to
give the explanation.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I refer
the hon. gentleman to the Bill. I next come
to Prince Edward Island. The Bill restores
:the coainty lines to the province of Prince
Edward Island. That Island Is entitled to
five members, and the counties have, until
very lately, been represented each by two.
A change was made. Portionis of one county
were detached and given to another, and
the number of members reduced from six
to five. It is now proposed to restore to each
county those portions that municipally be-
long to it, and to give representation ae-
cordingly-one to King's, whih has the
smallest population, and two each to the
other counties, whose population exceeds
that of King's.

Mr. MARTIN. Is It lntended to divide the
counties of Prince and King's ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. lt is not
intended to divide the counties of Prince and
King's into two separate constituencies, but
to adhere to the practice which had so long
obtained since confederation of allowing
each county to vote as one constituency,
sending two members each.

Mr. MARTIN. Why Is the principle of di-
viding the constituencies establisbed for On-
tario and not for Prince Edward Island ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
measure endeavours to disturb as little as
possible the arrangements that have obtain-
ed in each province, from confederation
down, and If the people of Prince Edward
Island has had one system of voting and the
people of another province another system
of voting, we desire as little as possible to
Interfere with those customs which the peo-
ple have become accustoned to.

Mr. FOSTER.
custom now.

The Bil is founded on

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It !s
adapted to consult the convenience of the
people.

Mr. MARTIN. Wll the hon. MinIster-
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I understand

the hon. Minister to bave declared that he
would decline to be Interrupted.

Mr. WALLACE. On the contrary, he Is
just delighted, Mr. Speaker, to have ques-
tions put to him.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. With
these remarks I beg to move the second read-
Ing of the Bill.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
After listening attentively to the speech
with which the lion. Postmaster General
(Mr. Mulock) las favoured the House, I am
at a loss to know why he prefaced bis re-
marks with an apology and a tendering of
his sympathy to the House for bis absence
when the BIll was introduced, so that the
duty of introducing and explainIng the Bil
devolved upon the Premier. When the hon.
gentleman prefaced his remarks with that
statement, I supposed he was going to de-
liver an able, clear expositiori of this mea-
sure, which he found the Premier had not
understood. The Prime Minister, it would
appear, had taken bis place, unfortunately,
in the lon. gentleman's absence, but had
lamentably failed ln doing justice to this
Iheasure. We all listened with great inter-
est to bear the words of wisdom whIch
should fall from bis lips ln explanation of
this measure, which the Prime Minister was
quite unable to explain. But I think that
those who have beard the latter part of the
hon. gentleman's speech, must have come
to the conclusion that he himself knew little
or nothing about the Bill. When asked the
commonest, simplest and most pertinent
questions, as to what was intended by the
Bill, he answered : I must refer you to the
Bill. With the lon. gentleman, it was the
Bill, the whole Bill, and nothing but the Bil.
It was not the William that was equal to
the occasion, but the Bill.

Now, I may say at -the outset, that, in one
respect, the House was indebted to the hon.
gentleman. He las certainly exhibited a
frankness which the Prime Minister failed
'to exhibit, when he introduced this mea-
sure. The First Minister, with the great
plausibility which he possesses, undertook
to explain that this was a very innoeuous
measure, Intended to correct some little tu-
advertencies of no very great import. But
the Postmaster General has thrown off the
disgulse, and tells the House and the coun-
try that this Bill means one thing, and one
thing only-to strengthen the bands of the
Liberal party before they venture to appeal
to the people. That is the beginning and
the end ; that is the whole story. The hon.
gentleman clearly confesses that he Is afraid,
and the Government of which he is a mem-
ber are afrald, to face the popular verdiet.
I am not at all surprised at that, having
learned, as they have, the feeling of this
country, from one end of it to the other, ln
regard to the measures they have put before
this House. I am not surprised that they
have to come to the conclusion that there
was one thing, and one thing only, that was
of great Importance to Canada. and that
was the salvation of this Government.
Under the law and constitution of the coun-
try, they are compelled to go back to xthe
electors, from whom they received power,
and ask them for a renewal of their term of
office. They find that It would be hopeless,
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in vlew of the position they bave taken, ln
view of the measures they have attempted
and have succeeded la forcing through this
House, for them to echallenge the independ-
ent verdict of the country. They could not
do so with any hope of success. Consequent-
ly the hon. gentleman has thrown off the
mask to-day, and told us that this Bill means
one thing, and one thin.g alone. There Is no
regard for distribution of population. The
hon 4 gentleman tells us the question of re-
presentation by population was a big one,
when it was one between Ontario and Que-
bec, when the Liberal party ln the province
of Ontarlo were demanding, in thunder tones,
that their province should have greater
weight and Influence by being allowed re-
presentation according to its population.
But, he said, it was a provincial questioth.
Does not the hon. gentleman see that everý
argument, every word, tbat George Brown
ever uttered in defence and support of the
principle of representation by population,
applies, and forcibly applies, to the mode ln
which that representation shall be distribu-
ted in the various provinces? Does not the
hon. gentleman see that the whole story of!
representation by population is a farce, if
the Government can so dispose of the popu-
lation so as to prevent the fair and Inde-
pendent verdict of the country being given
by the voice of the great body of the people?
There is no doubt that, under the system of
county boundaries and arrangements that
have long existed, a certain difficulty arises
ln establishing a hard-and-fast line of
rigid adherence to the unit of population.
The right hon. First Minister, when he ln-
troduced the Bill, read a long portion of a
speech of the Right Hon. Sir John A. Mac-
donald on the importance of county bound-
aries. But he forgot that Sir John had deliver-
ed himself afterwards, when he had had ten
years' more experience of publie life, in 1882,
when he qualified largely the views original-
ly presented by him In regard to the great
importance of county boundaries, and show-
ed that the question of population must be
taken into consideration, [n order to give the
peoplei a fair and equal voice In the repre-
sentation of the country. Every person
knows that, ln certain sections of the coun-
try, there are cases that affect the views
and sentiments of the people that do not pre-
vail In other sections ; and the only way
by which you can get a fair and dispassion-
ate verdict given by the people Is, without
disturblng the county boundaries unneces-
sarlly, without dolng any violence to these
that can be avoided, to so arrange it that
the unit of:. population shall be maintained
as nearly as possible, avoiding the dlsturb-
ance that would follow a tooe close adher-
ence elther to the county boundaries on one
side, or to the unit of. population on the
other. But the hon. gentleman started out
by saying, that this Bll is Intended to cor-
reet the unfairness practised in 1882 by

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

what he calls the Gerrymander Bill. He
has denounced, in the strongest terms, the
violencel that was doue by that Bill to the
county boundaies. He las discoursed on
that subject very forcibly and very fully. I
ask the bon. gentleman whether lie is a
supporter of the Liberal Government of
Ontario.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Two wrongs do not
make a right.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But I thought
that Liberals never did wrong at any time,
under any circaimstances-I thought that
was the doctrine of Liberalism. I say, that
every word that the bon. gentleman has
said of the Gerrymander Bill-as he calls it

1 -the Redistribution Bill of 18S2, applies
with tenfold force to the province of On-
tarlo, as gerrymandered by Sir Oliver Mowat.
And yet Sir Oliver Mowat bas not only
never failed to, ave the hon. gentleman's
hearty support In all these measures that
were taken for the purpose, avowedly, ad-
mittedly, of striking down bis opponents
and increasing the power of the Liberal
party in Ontarlo-doing the grossest violence
to county boundaries, and everything that
the hon. gentleman bas spoken of as so
important-but he was brought down here
by the Premier to become a member of the
Liberal Government here. By supporting
thej Ontario Government, these hon. gentle-
men have adopted the pollcy propounded by
Sir Oliver Mowat, and have given their im-
primatur to the most extravagant act of
gerrymanderIsm that has ever been commit-
ted withln the bounds of Canada. I would
recommend the hon. gentleman, and I would
recommend the Government, to abandon this
pretext of followIng the county boundarles,
and to acknowledge that the only principle
underlying this measure, the only principle
which they know anything about, is the
great cardinal prineplE of obtalning, by
means fair or unfair, such advantage as wIll
enable them to stra»gle certain constituen-
cles ln Canada, when they have to, appeal
again to the electorate. That Is the only
principle In this matter.

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman says they
are very anxions to have a fair measure.
Is this a fair measure that bas been laid
upon the Table of this House ? So gross
was Its unfairness that the lion. gentleman
and bis colleagues have been compelled to
change It already, because they could not
face a second reading of thls Bill until they
had admitted its gross unfalrness. Is that
a fair BIll that allows a Conservative dis-
trict, with 200,000, as this Bi! did allow
them when introduced, te eleet only four
members to this House, while It gives to
districts containing a population of 200,,
supposed toe contaln a Grit majorlty, power
to return ten members to this House ? With-
In the four corners of thls Bill you ftnd
200,000 constituents, avowedly Conserva-
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tives, held down to four members, and you
find districts containIng a population of
200,000 allowed to send ten members to thie
House. Is that fair ? Is there an hon.
gentleman on the other side of the House
who will say that that is a legitimate mea-
sure ?

I shall only refer briefly to the observa-
tions made by an hon. gentleman who sat
down after telling the louse that he did
not know anything about the BIUll, and that
we would have to read It for ourselves ;
he did not know what the judges would
consider it their duty to do under this Bill,
whether they would hold a court, whether
they would take testimony pro and con,
and whetber they would sit ln secret. But
this is a vital question, and touches the
foundation of. this measure. Yet the hon.
gentleman admitted that he did not know
anything about It, and I suppose we shall
have to retain a lawyer who will be able
to construe the Bill for us In such a way
that we may find out what it means.

Now, Sir, I may say that if this Gerry-
mander Bill of 1882 was as frightful a
measure as the hon. gentleman has inti-
mated, the people of Canada have great
reason for thankIng God that that Bill was
put upon the statute-book. If the Conser-
vative party owed to that Bill the power
under which they have governed this coun-
try since 1882, down to three years ago,
nO persons ought to be so thankful as the
hon. gentlemen opposite. Suppose this Bill
of 1882 had not been passed li the form
in which it was passed, and suppose these
gentlemen opposite had come into power.
where would Canada be to-day ? Why,
Sir, the flrst thing that would have hap-
pened the National Policy, the life-blood
of this country, that which they now admit
is the great source of life and vitality for
this country, would have been swept away.
Where would preferential trade have been,
the pretense which has covered the breasts
of hon. gentlemen opposite with decora-
tions ? There would have been no prefer-
ential trade. We would have been taking
a tariff made at Washington against Eng-
land, and the attitude of Canada would
have been that which was described by the
Hon. Edward Blake in the " Times" news-
paper, at the heart of the Empire, who
declared that the policy of the hon. gen-
tlemen opposite contained the germs of
commercial subjugation to the United
States, soon to be followed up by the poli-
tical disintegration of our country and our
absorption by the United States of America.
If the Bill of 1882 had not been passed,
where would the Canadian Pacidie Railway
have been, with its 7,000 miles of railway
and branch lines owned or leased, cover-
Ing this country? It would have been wiped
out by hon. gentlemen opposite, who, under
their resolution tabled only two years be-
fore 1882, declared that the work ought to
stop at the foot of thie Rocky Mountains,

and who had never dreamed ln their wild-
est imaginations of connecting the city of
Ottawa, the seat of Government, with Fort
Garry, now the city of Winnipeg. I say
that if the hon. gentleman has shown that
Canada owes to that Bill what he says
it does, lu keeping the Liberal party out of
power and maintaining in power the Con-
servative party, whih has made Canada
what it is to-day, and if, as he says, that
was an unfair measure, then unfairness
was never used more wisely and In the best
interests of any country than was that mea
sure.

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman las admit-
ted that political gain Is the object. If
ever the Minister of Justice committed an
act that to the end of time will stamp him
as a narrow-minded man, blinded by per-
sonal passion and prejudice, he committed
it when he drafted this Bill for the purpose
of striking down a man wliom the electors
of Bothwell had declared that they con-
sidered a better man than himself. I say
that all through this measure, whether we
consider its treatment of the hon. member
for North Bruce (Mr. MeNell)-

Mr. GIBSON.
party.

You read him out of the

Sir CHARLES TUPPER-who here and
now I recognize and always recognized, as
an ornament to this House. I read him
out of the party-why did I read him out
of the party ? Why, Sîr, if hon. gentle-
men opposite knew what the word grati-
tude means, the last man they would touch
is the hon. member for North Bruce. The
last men they would touch are'the hon.
members for East York (Mr. Maclean) and
West York (Mr. Wallace), for they owe their
positions la this House to-day to the sup-
port that they received from these gentle-
men on a very vital and Important mea-
sure. I say, therefore, that If ever black
ingratitude stamped a measure that ema-
nated from any Government in the world,
It stamps this measure by which the hon.
gentlemen opposite endeavour to strike
down men to whose support they owe their
position on the Treasury benches to-day.
Although I think these hon. gentlemen who
are almed at were mistaken ln the course
they took, I recognize that they were actu-
ated by the highest and most conscientious
motives. And now the Government en-
deavour to strike down these men by abus.
ing the power that they believe they pop.
sess, but which I do net believe they pos.
sess; and I will tell the House before 1
sit down why I do not believe they possess
the power te put so Infamous and
so unconstitutional a measure as this
upon the statute-book Of Canada.
The hon. gentleman gloats fiendishly over
striking down the hon. member for North
Bruce (Mr. MeNelil), as lhe thinks he s
dolng ; he gloats flendtsbly over stkIng
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Mr. TAYLOR.
wreckers.

Sir CHARLES TI
(Mr. Taylor) says th
al wreekers. They
There are two parti
moulded upon two
party that accompI

ember for Bothwell (Mr. eountry are a constructive party. The Con.
s not doue yet, and I do servative party from the first hour of the
be done. Before I sit down birth of Canada, thirty-two years ago, down
unconstitutionality of this to this hour, have proved that they were
that the right hon. Prime the constructive party. Measure after maa
himself out of court on sure, calculated to aid, to expand, to unite,
question. I shall expose to consolidate, to develop and to build uli

mpty pretenses by which a great nation on this northern half of
leman has endeavoured to Nor'th Ameriea, 1ias come from that party,
stitutionality of this mea- and it is due to those measures that hon.
lhe hon. Postmaster Gen- gentlemen opposite are enabled to boast of
, because, Il suppose, he. the grandeur and greatness of Canada to-dry.
sure such as this never We can point to-day to the great construe.
by the Act of confedera- tive polley o! the Conservative party whIch
as a violation of the spirit have brought forward every measure-I siy
t underlies the whole of It witheut heeitatlon-every measure that
ave brought in this Act, has made Canada great, progressive and
al, tihis unfair, this unjust prosperous, aud we fot only brougbt thein
vowed purpose of streng- forward, but we fought them through tlc
ds against an outragdd Parliament o Canada and put them on the
country. But I believe statute-book despite ail the power, ail thý

endent sentiment enough influence and ail the opposition that hou
endent electorate of the gentlemen coud offer to them, and by which
Its night and say that a we have bult Up here lu Canada an edifice
have no means, no m3a- and a monumen~t that every Canadian may
t they eau show that is look upon wlth Just éprIde and may con-
ote the. public interest. gratulate hioself that thetberal-Conserv.
the miserable expifent tive party had the desere and had the power

ri-g the constituencies so not only to onelve these great measure,
0 Liberal votersto send that have a aomplshed st muc for Canad
mexubers, whIle 200),W po but to carry them out, to nake th tlhw.

s are only able to seul ari to put them nto succeful operatoe
t a Goverunient that are deplte ail the opposition that ion. gentle-
n extremity as that are men could offe. o ·plty them ;1amn sorr
support oIndependent that the sauccess o the Lberal-Conservative
ependent men, and they party has been so great that, whe, with

iousands pud by tens of the assemled wisdom o the present Gov-
tho belleved what these ernment, they sat down u Councfl to can-
solemly, lu ts fouse ceive what great measure should be Juan-

stings in tlis country, gurated in thls last year oGethern9thmcentury,
s whel i awen they got when they asked themselves: What great

aid malutain, face:to face measure is It that we should pat before tha-
men are, with every pro Parliament o!dCeanada,d, when, after
every principle that they they had seanned the country, ýafter* they
empled under fot-these had searched the country from end to eni
hy tens and hundreds of after they had looked It over from the east

We are lot to be drageto te west and from 'the north to the souti,
, a Government or o a they were driven Housee hurnlllating con-
vsolated every principle fesson that everything had been doe, that
to show nythng they notbtg had been lef t for them to do except
utry l the year o fOur to lutroduce a Gerryacander BH. That Bill
mght hundred ai ninety- and that BUpra.one, wIll be handed down for

tev Parlianent and a al Urne to core as the great effort opptrte
mpeasure that we puteu assembled wsdom of the great Liberal

tovernor General to dunrGoveredsentod party Iuttisfyear ofcar
:nd it is a measure t Lord to srgnaaize what the lat year o the

4s of the Liberal Party entury could aomplsh, a Gerrymander
ttuencies e violation oBl,.nothlng more, uothing less. en It
the country. cores before this House the bon. Postmtter

Geeral who undertakes to explain It to the
They are consth tutwe u in ouse, after having adrntted that the ob>

ject oe the BnIoreundsgulsedly oo streng-
then the Liberlsptd to byk down the

JPPER. Mfy bon. frlend strengtÙ of Conservative seattment In tigi
iat they are constitution- louse and tmcis country,onlos. y deelarl.g
are a destructgvepty. att praetcally. thet he r ea

ýles. Mtnvenpartythadtheedesire- and ad th etpower

ntlawyer to en e the house to eaowrwhat
great principies. The the clausmeaaslihe hmself Cunable to

Ishes ndtheptalforlh the Bpptio ·th hon. gentte%
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General tells us, and I think he has fol- a few observations in relation to the Bi,
lowed the right ihon. Minister ln that respect, my right hon. friend, unfortunately for hlm-
that Quebec is untouched. Why Is Quebec self, lest bis 4enper and dld net do hlmself
untouched ? Was there no room after thequlte justice. In reference te nyself he
Act of 1882 ? These hon. gentlemen haie made some very extravagant statements, and
intimated that they would not attempt any le charged me with havIng been gmity of
alteration lnithat provInce except of a most maklng a speech whlch contalned nathing
insignificant character. In tils they pay a but "Billlngsgate," or abuse. 1 do not
tribute to the effect of the Act of 1882 so far think the right hon. gentleman knows wbat
as that province is concerned. Vhen we "BlLngsgate" Ise for if he dîd he would not
come t Prince Edward Island ft. lion. apply the!term te anything that 1 had sald.
gentleman says they wanted to go back to The PRIME MINISTER. 1 have sat long.
the former state of things where two coun- enouglin this buse to understand seme-
ties would return two men each and t1w thing about it.
other one, because It would leave county Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I had sald.
boundaries tintouched. The hon. member for nothing except te give a little resume of
West Toronto (Mr. Clarke), asked a very the measures which the Governuent or the
pertinent question : Why should you leave riglit bon. gentleman Introduced into thls
Hamilton with two members -and Ottawa House, and 1 drew the attention of the Lousê
with two members and take away tWOperaps in somewhat strong terms, othe
members from West Toronto and divide opinion I1entertalned and which 1 believe the
them into single constituencies? The hon. country entertained with reference to these
gentleman (Mr. Mulock) does net seem to measures. That is not Billngsgate. BU-
know whether that would be the effect of llngsgate" Io uslng low, vulgar language. 1
the Bill or not ; but, undoubtedly, alithougli ought tonow somethIng about It as I have
I am not a lawyer, I belleve, that is t1w the honour ito be a fishmonger ; belng atmem-
effect of the Bill. He is asked the question:-ber of the Fishmongers' Guilde which la the-
Why do you do that ? Oh. well, he says, only one of those old Engiish guiids whicâ
because we do not want to disturb the state reaily performs Important services for the
of things that exIsted a long time agi. Governmet of England to-day. The right
What has he to say as to St. John, N.B. ',hou. gentleman pays a very poor complment
Wihy is he disturbing the condition of things to the measures he andha Goverament have
ln St. John, N.B., which existed for A forced through this House, If le say that
century, for the last hundred years 1 a simple reference te tbern la Bllinga-
The city and county of St. John have always gate." I said nothtng more than teharac-
elected two members, one for the city, and terise the measures of the Government a&
,those having votes in the city voted also for they should be cbaracterlzed, and I leave it
the member for the county. Has anybody to the riglt hon. gentleman te recouche it te
ever complained of that ? Why, Sir, the himself whether the term "Blingagatee"
secret Is simply tbis : The right hon. gentle- properly applicable to these measures wlth
man (Sir WIlfrid Laurier), or his mentor lnwhich le las been so closeiy connected.
this matter, who Is an astute authorlty ou But, Sir, I <id challenge the onstitution-
everything like gerrymandering and arrang- aitY Of this Bil, and I drew the attention
ing elections, says to him: The Liberal of the Premier te the fact, that he closed
party will have a better chance if you sepa- his speech wihout bavlng made any refer-
rate the city from the county ; and so, la enee te the authorty upon whlch le ventur-
order to give the Liberal party a better ed, ln the year 19, to brlng forward a re-
chance, a condition ,of things whIch has ex- distribution measure. 1 toM the right bon.
isted for a century ls to be swept away and gentleman what he well knew, that le would
the Liberal party strengthened. I do not search the records of the Parliameut of Can-
think It will be necessary for me to waste ada In vain to find any sueh Act passed at
any more time with the remarks wbich fell suc a time, and, for the suficient reason
from the Postmaster General in introducing that the constitution of te country tndicates
this Bill. Notwithstanding that the hon.Iluplain and unmistakable termi, net only
gentleman (Mr. Mulock) has slightingly re- the time, but the only Itrne that was proper
ferred to the manner In which the Bill was for a redistribution Bîll. Could anythîng be
lntroduced by the Prime Minister, I nust be more Illustrative of the force and wisdom
permitted to go baek and to pay some at- of the constftution of the country, which pro-
tention to the remarks made by the right vides that sucb a measure as tbis shouiqi
bon. gentleman on that occasion. I do not onlie enacted Inmediately after the close
think the right hon. gentleman was at allof each decennial census; could anything
happy. He introduced the Bill. as he always better IllustTate that than the position la
does, with such an extremely bland and whkeh the Po@tmaster General founti hl
pleasant manner that you would suppose it to-day. In the year i bls explainI a
was one of the most innoenous thin It was Billthat la to settie the redlrlbution of

àpossible to conceive, andi that ail you hadt2eat lte arUmoCna A
to do was to fail down andi worshlp it as elaqtngtepuaioofcnttnce
being of the most charming, fair and ex.cel- adl se la ouainh arfrlg

lentchaactr. ut hen veturd t m e tchae me ith, tein tee poulty of



the census of 1891. le is asked again : Are On the completion of the census in the year
you not aware that in varlous sections of the 1871, and of each subsequent decennial census,
country there has been an overwhelming the representation of the four provinces shall be
change since then, that that which miglit be readjusted by such authority, in such a manner,

and from such a time as the Parliament of Can-
proper after the census of 1891, has ceased ad from tume a time Pis.
to be so in 1899, because there has been such ada !rom time to tine provides.
unexampled progress made in many sections 1 think that answers the question my hon.
of the country as to render absolutely ab- friend asks.
surd any comparison founded upon the cen- Mr. BRITTON. I do not think that an-
sus of 1891 ; and the hon. gentleman (Mr. swers it at all, because that provides simply
Muloek) replied : The judges have got to go for readjusting the representation as be-
back to 1891 ; yes, Mr. Speaker, the judges tween the different provinces. That is a
have to become antiquaries. They cannot very different thIng from determining the
take cognizance of the condition of the limits of the electoral divisions in any one
country to-day, but they must act on the province ; and the Act I refer to seems to
population of the country in 1891, and only me no more constitutional than the Act now
on that. Such a proposition has only to be proposed, because that Act did change the
stated to show the utter absurdity of it, and boundarles of a great many constituencies. I
to show the wisdom of the Imperial Act will send the book over to the hon. gentle-
which gives us our constitution, under which man.
a redistribution Is to be made only after each
decennial census. It bas always been re- Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I wlI deal with
cognized that the only time such a measure that, as the hon. gentleman will see, before
should be dealt with by the Parliament or I sit.down, because it will follow on the ar-
Canada was after the decennial eensus. Sec- gument I am now addressing to the First
tion 51 of the British North America Act MinIster on this very Important question. I
says: addressed the right bon. gentleman on that

On the completion of the census in the year
1871, and of each subsequent decennial census,
the representation of the four provinces shall be
readjusted by such authority and in such a
manner and at such a time as the Parliament
of Canada from time to time provides.

There la an absolute direction that tiis mea-
sure shall take place after the decennial
census, and then to show in the most empha-
tic manner that then and then only could
such a measure be dealt with. It is said in
section 92, ln reference to the exclusive
powers of the provincial legislatures :

In each province the legislature may excla-
slvely make laws in relation to matters coming
within the class of subjects next herelnafter
enumerated, that Is to say : "The amendment
from time to time, notwithstanding anything in
this Act, of the constitution of the province,
except as regards the office of lieutenant gov-
ernor.''
The British North Amerlca Adt la not con-
tented with stating that the only time pro-
vided for a redistribution Act is afer tbe de-
cennial census ; not satIsfied with that, you
have on the face of the same Act, a broad
distinction drawn be'tween the Dominion of
Canada and the various provinces by saying
that the provinces can pasa a Bill of this
kind at any time. It would be dIfficult to
<nd anything more conclusive as to that.

Mr. BRITTON. Does the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Tupper) thInk, then, that the Act
that was pasedl in 1898 to amend the Act to
readjust the representation of the House of
Commons was unconstitutional ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have read to
the hon. gentleman, and, If he ls a lawyer,
as I belleve he la, and a very able one, .he
ought to be able to underatand this:

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

point, and caIed his attention to the fact
that he had addressed the House on the Re-
distribution Bil, and, although he knew
very well that the right to pass any such
measure was challenged by the press all
over this country, except atter ai decennial
census, he had sat down without any re-
ference to the authority under which this
Bill was proposed. The hon. gentleman un-
dertook afterwards ·to deal with that ques-·tion, and said-I read from "Hansard " :

le asked me if we have power to bring in such
a measure, aince there has been no census. I
answer in words whIch I hope he will adopt, that,
according to the precedents laid down on the
floor of this House more than once, we have
that power. Redistributions of constituencies
have taken place under similar circumatances
not only after a census, but durIng a session
when there had been no census. I would call
to the hon. gentleman's attention the fact that
in 1883 or in 1885, Parliament, at the suggestion
of a Conservative Government, brought in a
measure to redistribute the counties of Argen-
teuil and Terrebonne. One or two years later the
Government intrQduced a Bill to reconstitute the
constituencies a! Terrebonne and Montcalm. If
that can be done for one, it can be done for
many. There le our power.

There is the hon. gentleman's argument. It
is delightfully indeftnlte. He says, 1883 or
1885. The hon. gentleman, bring n a BIll
to redistribute the constituencies, contrary
to what he knows to be the strong sentiment
and opinion of a large section of the coun-
try-I am Inclined to think that the whole
of it, except where extreme partisan neces-
sity Indicates a divergence from it-the hon.
gentleman, knowing that, had taken so little
palus to ascertain whether he had any au-
thority or power to do ao, that he absolutely
referred me toActs of 188 or 188 in whieh,
he sald, It bad been doue. There are no
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such Acts in 1883 or In 1885. The bon. gen-
tleman will search, as I have done, In vain,
to find any such Acts, giving any such au-
thority or power.

The PRIME MINISTER. Will the hon.
gentleman allow me ? I stand corrected. I
meant 1893. I had, not supposed that the
question of power would be challenged, lu
view of the precedents already introduced In
this House. But my hon. friend from
Kingston (Mr. Britton) has just called the
attention of the hon. leader of the Opposition
to the Act of 1893, which recast the Act of
the year before In several particulars, four
or five at least. In regard to the county of
Terrebonne, I meant to refer to the Act of
1869, 32-33 Victoria, whIch took the town-
ship of Doncaster from the county of Mont-
calm and put it in the county of Terrebonne.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The right hon.
leader of the Government and the hon. mem-
ber for Kingston will find that that does
not relieve them from the dtfficulty in the
slightest degree ; and I think I shall be able,
I do not say to convert them, but to cou-
vince them that they are dancing on air,
and have no foundation whatever under
them,, l reference to this matter. But the
Prime Minister, when the hon. member for
Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) referred to the
matter, went on to say :

I not only answered it, but I answered it most
effectively by quoting your own precedents. I
quoted the Bills of 27-28 Victoria, and 32-33 Vi3-
toria, where the limits of the counties of Terre-
bonne, Montcalm and Argenteuil were reorganized
by -this Parliament.
Why, Sir, was anything ever more absurd?
The authorities which the hon. gentleman
quoted were Acts passed before the Parlia-
ment of Canada was organized.

The PRIME MINISTER. No, no. The
Act of 32-33 Victoria was passed In 1869.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-
tieman sald the Acts of 27-28 Victoria and
32-33 Victorka, both passed before the Par-
liament of Canada had any existence.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend is
altogether wrong. The Act of 32-33 Vic-
toria was passed lu 1869, and here it is.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will give the
hon. gentleman my authorlty for the state.
ment I have made. The first Representation
Bill passed was 35 Victoria, chapter 13,
which was passed In 1872.

The PRIME MINISTER. Pardon me.
My hon. friend is wrong. The firet Bil is
82-83 Victoria, chapter 46, an Act te detach
the township of Doncaster from the county
of Montcalm, and to attach it te the county
of Terrebonne for electoral purposes.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will come to
that in a moment.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Next week.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend
Is very happy, and I am glad to see that he
Is enjoying himself ; but, if he will possess
his soul ln patience, I will give him a little
subject for contemplation before I take my
seat, as I know that my hon. friend, with
all his geniality, is open to conviction, and
I will address my argument to hlm with
confidence that, in the course of time, he
will be over here.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I will listen patiently.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The second

Readjustment Bill was passed in 1882, 45
Victoria, chapter 3. In 1887 it was Pmend-
ed by 50-51 Victoria, chapter 4.

The PRIME MINISTER. Amended ? Is
it possible ? I cannot believe It.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will tell my
hon. friend how it was amended. He made
a contract, involving about $5,000,000, and,
when the original contract was forced out
of the hands of the Government and laid on
the Table of the House, it was found to cou-
tain the word "east," where " west " should
have been found, and, consequently, the
whole thing was au utter absurdity. That
contract was taken out of th'e House by the
Minister of Railways, and amended, and
66 west " put where "east " was ; other-
wise, it would have been perfect nonsense.
I want to ask my hon. friend, if a mistake
Is made in any Act, whether ithas reference
to a contract or a redistribution of seats,
whether le thinks that a clerical error like
that should not be corrected.

The PRIME MINISTER. Certainly. That
is what we want to do: we want to cor-
rect mistakes.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I hope my hon.
friend is satisfled with bis position on that
question. The Act of 1887 was to correct
clerical errors-first, to make the number of
members mentioned In the second section of
the Act of 1882, as revIsed, include the mem-
bers from the North-west Territories, and
second, to declare that every county, town-
ship, village, &c., shall be as it stood prior
to the bringlng into force of the revised sta-
tutes. I may say, that In 1887 the Right
Hon. Sir John Thompson, then Mr. Thomp-
son, moved for leave to introduce BUll No.
42, to amend the Representation Act. He
said (" Hansard," 1887, page 889):

The Representation Act, as published in the
Revised Statutes, continues the old enactment
that the House shall consist of 211 members, and
a subsequent chapter desd with the representa.-
tion in the North-ws <' rritories; but it la
proper that the second ction should be amended
to make it conform with the present number of
members of the House. There I also a dimcuhty
arising from the tact that, since the reprenta-
tion ln the House was last distributed, the
bcundaries of some munlcipalities bave changed,
and, therefore, If the Act reade as It now does,
from the day the Revised Statutes were brought
inte force, the boundarles of some of the con-
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stituencles would be different from those bound-
aries as established by the Act of 1882. The 1
Bill contains a short clause declaring that the
meaning of the Representation Act Is that every
county, town, township, village or other terri-
torial division, shall be as It stood prior to the
bringing into force of the Revised Statutes,

for leave, in 1893, to introduce a Bill-and
I now call the attention of my hon. frlend
from Kingston (Mr. Britton) to this, as I
promised to answer before I sat down, the
very pertinent question he put me. Here
is the explanation given by Sir John
Thomnson when he moved for leave to In-

The amendment was caused by the Re- trdu ill (No. 42) to amend the Repre-
vised Statutes not having taken sufficlent sentation Actt:
notice of the Redistribution Bill. On that
occasion the Right Hon. Sir John Macdon- Thisfis a short Billwhich I Introduce for the
ald, for whom the right hon. Prime Minis- purpose o! amending the Representation Act of
ter as great respect, as every man this t session u certain particularswhch are oter as reatresect as ver manlu hlsa clerical character, and whiclx merely relate tocountry now has, whatever he may have the correction o! the boundarles, wlthout raking
professed to have had before, said (" Han- any change in any o! the principles on which tbe
sard p e e tr1887,epageos)e: Act was founded.

I think the principle was set early ln our Mr. BRITTON. The question I asked
legislation that there should be no readjust- the hon. gentleman was with reference to
ment of the constituencies,- 1893.
Mark that. The hon. gentleman bas quoted Sir CHAULES TUPPER. This le the
a colunn of Sir John Macdonald's speech, Bill or 8Mgand this le what Sir John
as being the highest authorlty he could offer Thompson said lu Introduchng It.
to this House.

Mr. BRITTON. If that ls se, then it lsSthink the principle was set early lu our legis-a mst unfortunate caption to the BI, be-
lation that there should be no readjustment of theam f I*iai lap" AnAt ohi, be-eausie the tit1 le s"A-n Act to readjlt st the
constituencies, either ln regard to the boundaries
or otherwise, except every ten years, atter the
taking of the cenous, and I think it would really
be well if we should adhere to that rule.
Occasionally, by the addition of a rural portion
of a county to a town, there may be a little
inecnvenience, but It would be much better that
that little Inconvenience should be borne than
that we should have little Bills brought ln on
every alteration of the bounds of the constitu-
encies for electoral purposes. We would have
continual taunts of gerrymandering thrown
acroas the floor. We had better leave the matter
as it is, so that the electoral districts shall re-
main both as to boundaries and otherwise as
they are until the next readjustment. Depend
upon it, we would bring upon ourselves a great
deal of trouble and a great many objections from
both aides of the House by making any other
alterations ln the boundaries of constituencies,
because If the argument of convenience Is adopted
in one case, that argument will apply In another,
and varlous reasons will be given why it la
convenient to alter the boundaries of constitu-
encies. The boundary of a constituency should
not be altered except once ln ten years.

That Is the opinion of an hon, gentleman
who commands to-day the undIvided confi-
dence eof the people of this country. In
the committee, the late Sir John Thompson
said ("Hansard," 1887, page 1127):

The object is to correct a clerical error in the
Revised Statutes. Notwithstanding the addition
made of the four members for the North-west,
under the Act of last session, the Representa-
tion Act was carried forward into- the Revlsed
Statutes with the word "211." The object of
section 2 ls to preserve the Representation Acts
as they existed prior to the Revised Statutes.
Of course the Revised Statutes repealed the
previous legislation. It ls not Intended that the
boundarles, as previously established, shall be
changed.
While on that subject, I may say, as the
late Sir John Thompson han been referred
to also ln this connection, that he moved
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Representation to the House of Commons."

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am now
glving my hon. friend his answer. In the
words of the man most able to answer hlm,
and that Is Sir John Thompson, who Intro-
duced the Bill, and who referred to the
contents and not to the title. Sir John
Thompson said :

The first section is more accurately to define
the boundary lUnes of the electoral district of
Nipissing. It enumerates the parishes and gives
the boundarles with more technical accuracy.
The second section is to correct an error In
respect to the city of Ottawa. While the Bill
was In committee the committee adopted a sec-
tion stating that the electoral district of the city
of Ottawa should consist of the city of Ottawa,
&c., &c., the limits of which had been changed
since the passage of the previous Redistribution
Act ; but the law clerk, In placing the section,
placed It as a paragraph te a section which
provided that the places thereinalter mentioned
should return one representative.

A purely clerleal error, under which the
city of Ottawa could elect but one repre-
sentative. And just as you would change
west to east or east to west, If found to be
a clerical error, you correct a clerieal error
of that kind.

This would have had the effect of depriving the
city of Ottawa of one of Its members. There.
fore, we provided that the city of Ottawa, shall
ccnsist of the city of Ottawa, except that part
thereof known as New Edinburgh, and shall re-
turn two members. Then there I the amend-
ment substituting the word "east" for the
word "west," lu order to correct au error ln
respect of the boundary of one eo the new dis-
tricts or the county of Ottawa. In the next
section we correct a mistake in respect to the
electoral district of Hoeholaga, providing that
It shall consist of the towns. of Ste. Cunégonde,
St. Henri and Côte St. Antoine and St. Gabriel
ward of the clty' of Montreal. The Act of last
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session describes Côte St. Antoine and St. Gabriel
as being wards of the city of Montreal, whereas
St. Gabriel only la such. There was a parish left
out ln the description of Rouville, and also ln
that of the electoral district of Bagot, and ln
Provencher some of the rural municipalities were
left unenumerated.

Mr. LAURIER. Will the hon. gentleman ex-
plain what is the technical error which he in-
tends to correct by his amendment ln the dis-
trict of Nipissing ?

Sir JOHN THOMPSON. I can describe it in a
general way by saying that the description ln the
Act of last session did not suit the amended
boundaries of the province of Outario.
That was the sole comment, I believe, made
by the right hon. leader of the Govcrnment
In reference to a Bill which was accepted,
as my hon. friend from Kingston wIll see,
not only by the Opposition, but by the
whole House as a measure'intended purely
to correct clerical errors, and upon which
no question should arise.

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

After Recess.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 4) to incorporate the Oanada
Plate Glass Assurance Company.-(Mr.
Monk.)

QUEBEC RAILWAY, LIGHT AND
POWER COMPANY.

House resolved itself ln commlttee on Bill
(No. 84) respecting the Quebec, Montmorency
and CharlevoIx Rallway Company, and to
change its name to "The Quebec Railway,
Light and Power Company.-(Mr. Carroll.)

(In the Comnittee.)
Mr. TISDALE. I understand that ail thils

Bill, except part of seetion 13 was passed.
In <the absence of the hon. member for
Kamouraska (Mr. Carroll), who has charge
of the Bill, I am lnstructed by the promo-
ters to agree to the etrIklng out from the
schedule of all after the words after " say "
on the 9th page to the words " "92669"on the
37th page.

Mr. SPROULE. What does that mean?
Mr. TISDALE. It Is slmply descriptions

of property ln the deed, and these were ob-
jeoted to by some hon. members as loading
the statute unnecessarily.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. it take It that the
amendment moved by the hon. gentleman
from Simeoe (Mr. TIdale) le to the same
effect as the amendment I moved on Wed-
nesday night. I would like to read a letter
addressed by the sohieltor of the company
to the Law Clerk of the House :

The amendments proposed by Mr. Sutherland
on Wedneeday night ln Committee of the Whole
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to clause 13 and to the schedule "B," are satis-
factory to the company and are consented to.

(Sgd.) A. FERGUSON,
For the Company.

As the member In charge of the Bill was not
present I did not like to press it then,
though I had been informed that It was
satisfactory. I suppose there will be no
further objection to the amendment I moved
on Wednesday-to add the words '" in part"
in the 5th lne of section 13 after the words
"& set.ont," instead of Inserting the whole
schedule, and strike out some 30 pages of the
schedule.

Mr. TISDALE. I thought the words "ln
part " were inserted before.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Yes, they are
Inserted.

Mr. BAIN.
jection was
not present,
these pages.

When that had been done ob-
taken that the promoter was
and we did not strike out all

Bill, as amended, reported, and read the
third time and passed.

NIAGARA, ST. CATHARINES AND
TORONTO RAILWAY.

bHouse proceeded to consider the proposed
motion of Mr. Calvert that Mr. Speaker do
now leave the Ohair for House in commit-
tee on Bih (No. 69) an Act to incoporate
the Niagara and St. Catharines and Toronto
Railway Company. and the motion of Mr.
Landerkin lu amendîment thereto, that the
Bill be referred back to the Committee on
Radlways and Canals for further consider-
atlon.

Amendment negatived.
Mr. W. GIBSON (Welland). Mr. Speaker,

before you leave the Chair, I think lt Is only
right that I should offer some explanation
rto the committee why I supported the amend-
ment of the hon. member for South Grey
(Mr. Landerkin). I am quite sure jt could
not have been pointed out to the committee,
when this Bil was under discussion, theit
'the clty of St. Catharines gave to this rail-
way $80,000, and this House proposes to
give effeet to legIslation that will place In
the hands of the promoters of this railway
-the power to bond the road to the extent of
$25,000 a mile. As was pointed out the
other nlght by the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMuilen), thls railway was
bought in for a sum equal to something be-
-tween $35,000 and $37,OO0. While I have no
objection to the legislation being given to in-
corporate the company, I think that some
limitation sbould be placed upon the powers
given them. nlu he lrst pla.e, w1thout golng
.to the expense of building another inch of
this raflway, under section 9 of the Bill, the
Company :

May issue bonds, debentures or other securities
to the extent of $25,000 per mile of ts railw
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and branches ; but such bonds, debentures and out of the pockets of the people, and when
other securities may be Issued only in propor- this road became embarrassed, under Its
tion to the length of railway constructed or management, the people's money was hand-
under contract to be constructed. ed over, holus bolus, to a corporation who

The railway as already construted s bought the road for $35,000. I leave it to

about twelve miles an length, and, t t is the judgment of this House If this is not
abot telv mies lngt, ad, f tisvicious leg-islation. I claim that we ought

Bill is agreed upon by this Parliament, we tb vegyscatef. I sein that e o.
wiIl be placlng ln the bands of the gente to be very careful la seelng that every pro.

wl o pari o eng incthepoands oftheen tection is given, not only to the people of
men who are now seeking Incorporation, St. Catharines, but to the people of Thorold,
$300,000, which will represent a property and to those who have put $120,000 into
that cost them something like $35,000 or this railway. I have no objection to the
$40,O00. I think I would be doing an in- railway belng bullt in any way or shape.
justice to the county that sends me here, I believe it. would be In the Interest of
and particularly to the city of St. Catha- the county I represent. A large portion of
rines, which promoted the incorporation the people are ln favour of the railway, but,
of this railway at the Inception of the under- so far as the interest of the clty of St.
taking, if I did naot ask this House not to Catharines is concerned, I thik I would
give unconditional powers to these incor- be forgetting my duty as the representative
porators to bond the twelve miles of rail- of the county were I not to point out to
way already built, and place in the hands the House the grave situation and the grave
of these gentlemen $300,000 of the people's aspect which this road presents in its pre-
money. Even if these gentlemen were not sent condition. All I ask is that the pro-
successful ln realizing on the bonds to the tection of this Parliament be given to the
extent of the par value of $300,000-suppose icounty I represent, and more particularly
we say that they eau only get 50 cents on to the city of St. Catharines,which has giventhe dollar-we will be then placing in their $80,000 towards the construction of this road.
hands $150,000, a sum which vould repre- I would ask that in the Issuing of these
sent a property that they acquired for $35,- bonds special protection shoald be provided
000. My reason, and I think a reason should and that they should be made payable to the
be given to the House for asking that this treasurer of that city to the amount that
Bill be referred back to the committee, Is St. Catharines has already paid out. If the
that some provision may be made by whicli rallway is extended there will be no great
protection can be given to the city of St hardshlp in the city repaying that money
Catharines, and I would suggest that a con- to the company. Should the railway be
dition be imposed upon the Incorporators by built, or a portion of it, I feel satisfied that
which $80,000 of the bonds of this company the citizens of St. Catharines would be will-
should be made payable to the order of the Ing to repay that money, but until it is,
eity treasurer of St. Catharines. When we they are entitled to that $80,O0. If I re-
have placed that amount to the order of mermber rlghtliy the intention, when the railthe treasurer of St. Catharines ; if the rail- way was first projected, was for St. Catha-
way were extended further than twelve rines to give $160,000 towards the construe
miles, the length already bulît, if these gen- tion of the road, $80,000 was to be paidtlemen show their bona fides by extending by St. Catharines upon the completion of
the line either to Port Dalhousie or Fort the railway to the elty. Then, upon the
Erie or to Hamilton, it is quite competent completion of the lue from St. Catharines
for the citizens of St. Catharines to refund to elther Hamilton or Toronto, I am not
$80,000, the amount that they paid in good quite clear as to which clty-at all events,faith for the construction of this road. If when the railway was extended from St.the hon. members of this House declare in OatharInes to Hamilton or Toronto, $80,0ofavour of this Bill they wili be legislating more was to be paid for the construelonin a most viclous way In view of the fact of the road. The railway was not built
that they will be giving these Incorporators to elther of these cities. At the time that
the control of $300,000 to do with it as they the railway was under construction I knowlike. Under this BIl, $300,000 eau be placed that an offer was made on behalf of theat the disposal of these people the day af ter Canadian Pacifie Rallway to the promotersthe legislation bas been enacted and this of this road that if they would give up theBill becomes law. I want to ask every charter they would pay to the promotershon. member in this House if this is the the whole of the expense of the construe-kInd of legislation to give to these lncorpo- tion of this twelve miles of rallway plusrators who come along and find a road 10 per cent for profits. When that offerembarrassed as this road Is. The city of was made to the railway conpany, theSt. Catharlnes and the citizens of that place largest shareholder,rthe late Mr. Neelon,contributed a large sum of money towards was InclLned to accept it, but other advîcethe construction of this road. The town prevalîed upon te poor ma e, aud ire-
of Thorold, represented by the hon. member fected it on ther porma, hdandere
for Welland (Mr. McCleary), I Uuderstand, not only 1 r cterord nhe cmnde-
gave $40,000. The city of St. Catharnes tion of the lioernt prdtr Fnathe cntruc-.

gaver GI,00 so that there Is $120,O00 taken Gatharines but an addio of 10 percto
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on the prospective profits that were to be
made out of the construction of the rail-
way from St. Catharines to Toronto or to
Hamilton. The Canadian Pacifie Railway
very properly refused that offer, and the
result was that the railway never went be-
yond St. Catharines. It fell into bad shape,
although I must say for some of the gen-
tlemen who are promoting this road that
they have put the road, as I understand It,
In a fairly good shape and ln a good state
of repair. What I am more particularly
eoncerned about is, not to object to the
construction of the road, or its extension
ln either direction, but I do object to power
being given to these gentlemen to raise. on
delbentures, $300,000 upon a railway which
cost them only $35,000 or $40,O00. With
these remarks, I leave it to the judgment
of the House whether the city ln the county
whieh I represent is not entitled to the
consideration that I ask for.

that road that the company might be able
t'o bond the road for $25,000 a mile

Mr. W. S. CALVNERT (West 'Middle-
sex). In reply to the hon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson), I may, say
that I was a little surprised at what he
said with reference to St. Catharines. The
other day when the committee met we had
before us the mayor and solieitor of St.
Catharines, and some others, and they were
most anxious that this Bill should be passed.
I thInk it Is of great importance to St.
Catharines that this charter should be grant-
ed for this company. The city of St. Qatha-
rines has contributed, as he says, the sum of
$80,000 ; they have also secured bonds to the
extent of $80,000, making $160.000 as the in-
terest St. Catharines has lu this road. They
have up to the present time paid $120.000
with interest, and they still owe $40,00.
Now, a city contributing so much Is na-
turally anxious to receive value for their
moneLVy, Uand tey aippeared hereI the< othierMr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). day an urged upn teremmettea

As 1 understand, the hon. gentleman day and urged upon' the commIttee and
has two objections to this. The first upon every person interested to grant this

as tat othecos toul thivTe au tri charter. I may say with reference to thisIs that the House would give authori- matter. as the hon. member for North Well-ty to this railway. company to bond ington (Mr. MeMullen) remarked the otherthis road for $25,000 a mile because the day, that an Act of incorporation waswhole road was bought for $36,000. I sup-. granted to the old company by the Ontarlopose the hon. gentleman will not deny that legiature in 1881, ehap. 73 of the statutesthere are 12 miles of the road built. They of that year. lu the following year thehad power to bond the road for $30,000 per charter was extended from the city of Ham-mile before a mile was built, and If there 1lton to Toronto. No-w the Government ofhas been money enough put into that road Ontario, situated as they are at the seatofto build 12 miles, lit must be that much operations, know whether It is lin the intei-more valuable now than when they had est of 'that portion of the country to havepower to bond it for a greater sum. There- this road extended to Hamilton and Toron.fore, I think the House is not going astray to. The objection seemed to be that they didwhen they are giving authority to bond it not wish the road to pass the city of Ham-for $30,000 to-day. Originally the charter ilton. After a full discussion before theof this road gave authority to bond for $30,- committee, they decded by a fair majority000 because it was passing through a section that it should be extended to the city ofof country where the right of way was Toronto. Now, the hon. member ,for Northvery expensive. The other feature of it Is Oxfýord (Mr. Sutherland), In dlscussing thisthat if we pass thls we allow them to raise question the other evenIng said, that we$300,000, but it is only upon the portion of were not asking now by this charter wthinroad already bullt or under contract to be 150 or 200 miles of what the old charterbuilt. He says they may raise that money received from this House. I may give someand they may squander it. They Cannot do of the places to show that the hon. gentle.that, because they can only raise it wheu man Is absoltutely correct. For instance, lnthe road 1s under contract te be built. He 1895, by Dominion statutes, chap. 61, thiswishes part of this money should be given company was authorized to go from Hamil-to St. Catharines so as to compensate that ton to Brantford, from Brantford to Wood-elty for the heavy bonus she gave. But St. stoek, from Woodstock to Port Dover. fromCatharines has the advantage of the portion Port Dover to Port Burwell, and also toof the road that is built at the present time. buld a loop lUne from Thorold up to a pointand If there Is any money raised by way of between St. Catharines an Jorda NO
selling bonds to the extent of $25,000 a mdle. figurIng out the distance between theseit must be on the road either built or under places, I find that the hon. member forcontract to be built ; and If there is any North Oxford Is absolutely correct, that themore bullit St. 'Catharines must get the ad- old charter grated was some 175 mles morevantage of the whole. So wlth Thorold. I than the charter we are asking for to-day.do not see In the reasons the bon. gentleman Now, this road, I a18 true, cost a great dealhas given any ground for refusing this com- of noney, and the people ef St. Catharepany the right to bond the road for $25,000 have contributed largely to it. That 12a mile. Certainly both St. CatharJnes and miles cost a lot of money. Now, my hon.
Thorold wll get the return that they ex. friend ·says they are bonding it for $25,0.peted to get when they gave bonuses for But $25,000> per mile would be covering the
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whole road, and if ithis rond is worth as
nuch as the hon. member for Lincoln says.
is it possible to suppose that the city of
St. Catharines, or my hon. friend himself, or
any other eapitalist, would allow that road
to be sold for $36,000 ? New this road got
into bad repair and the Railway Department
said to the company that unless that road
was put ln proper condition they would have
to stop it. The consequence was that those
gentlemen who purchased this road spent,
$12,000 or $15,000 in strengthening the trestle
work and bridges. Then the bondholders
put on a receiver in order that they might
receive back the money tthey had contri-
buted. After a time the bondholders
placed it in court, and the High Court of
Justice sold out the road. The final judg-
ment for sale was pronounced in the bond-
holders' action on June 9th, 1897. The
master's report on sale was made on the
31st of January, 1899, and the vesting order.
vesting the railway, undertaking, franchise,
&c., in the purchasers, and ordering the re-
ceiver to give up possession, was made on
the 14th of April, 1899. Now, this road was
advertised, these gentlemen were -the high-
est tenderers, and the consequence is that
if you expect gentlemen to come in and pur-
chase a road of that kind, sold by the courts
of this land, and then say that they shall
not be permitted to have a .charter and run
it under that sale, It is a strange condition
of affairs. Now this section 276 of the Rail-
way Act compels any company who pur-
chase a road from the courts to come to this
House at the session Immediately following,
and ask for a new act of incorporation. That
is what we are doing here to-day. The old
charter between the city of Hamilton and
Toronto has not run out, they have to the
23rd of July to complete that road, and they
have commenced operations upon it, I am
told. These gentlemen did a certain amount
of work in order to comply with the Act.
The solicitor of the company makes this
statement :

The branch to Hamilton aud Toronto was com-
menoed in 1895 ; right of way for a considerable
distance was acquirel, and grading done. The
time for commencing the branches and complet-
ing the whole undertaking of the company had
been extended, the last Act being chap. 92, Do-
minion Statutes, 1894, which authorized the com-
mencement of the branches before the 23rd of
July, 1896, and the completion of the undertaking
before the 23rd of July, 1899. The Act of 1895,
which authorized the line to Brantford, Wood-
stock, &c., required It to be commenced before
22nd July, 1897, and completed before 22nd July,
1900. This line to Brantford. Woodstock, &c.,
was not commenced within two years, but the
main Une was commenced within the proper
time, and the branch to Hamilton and Toronto
was commenced within the proper time. The
result, therefore, Is that the time for completing
the main Une and the time for completing the
branch to Hamilton and Toronto will not be up
t!l the 2rd of July, 1899.

It seems to me strange that our fr4ends
Mr. CALVERT.

should object, because I am told these gen-
tlemen are going on in good faith. I ama
informed by Mr. Lash, the solicitor for the
company, that there is no doubt that these
men are able and intend to have this road
built. Now, I believe the other day before
the Railway CommiJttee, we lhnited the time
to one year for the commencement, and to
three years for the completion. That is
limiting them very well, and certainly it is
only ftir, when these men have pr t their
money lu, bought it from the court in good
faith, and now come back to this House as
the law requIres, to ask for reincorporation;
it is only fair that they should be permitted
to go on with the work. I trust this House
will grant the request of the incorporators
and do as the Railway Committee did the
other day, pass this Bll.

Mr. GIBSON. The bon. gentleman asked
me why 1, with others, did not undertake to
go Into a thing of this kind. I might tell
the hon. gentleman and tel 'the House, that
I had an opportunity of going into it, and I
decided I would not go into it, because I saw
very plainly the whole and sole object of
'these promoters was to acquire certain rights
and privileges belonging to the Government
of this country, ln order that they might sell
out these prIvileges to some one else.

Mr. WM. McCLEARY (Welland). I am
certainly amazed at the attitude the hon.
member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) takes in
this matter. He is the representative of the
county of Lincoln, and as well of the city
of St. Catharines, whieh has a population of
upwards of 10,000 people, and why he should
take a position in this House which must
(be clear to every member Is contrary to the
Interests of the people whom he represents,
I cannot understand. Re makes bis excuse
on the ground that if this Bill w!l sta:te that
the city of St. Catharines shall be recouped
the $80,000 it paid as a bonus to the original
company, his objections will be withdrawn.
Now, Mr. Speaker, as the hon. member for
West Middlesex (Mr. Calvert) bas stated, the
mayor of the city of St. Catharines, one of
the aldermen of that clty and one of the
leading merchants of that city, were before
the commIttee when this Bill was dIscussed.
I am quite certain, SIr, that 'they understand
the needs and requiremnents of their city,
and the views of their citizens, quite as well
as the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson)
does--and I say that with all due deference
to his great discernment of the needs of his
own people. And, if these representatives
of the city of St. Øatharines had an idea of
asking that this money be recouped, I am
sure they would.have stated so ; but they are
satisfied, as I know full well, th.at this com-
pany should recelve the Incorporation they
are asking for, and be allowed to continue
this Une to the clty of 'Harmilton, the city of
Toronto, and to Port Dalbousie and Fort
Erie. To support this statement of mine I
wil! read shortarticle from the St. Gatha-
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rines "Journal," a Liberal paper which sup- know well that we are giving this company
ports my hon. friend from Lincoln (Mr. Gib- power to go on with that twelve miles of
son) : road at the rate of $25,000 a mile or $300,-

000. We have had it on their own state-
THE N. C. R. TO TORONTO• ment before the committee, that they bought

The present owners of the St. Catharines and the road for $36,000. I would like to know
Niagara Central Railway have secured the pas- fromnmy bon. friend (MT. McCleary) what
sage of a Bill in the Commons to incorporate guarantee this House -as, and what guar-
the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway antee the city of St.;Catharines has, that this
Company, and to acquire rights for the extension money wîîî ibe honestly applied to the con-
of their road to Hamilton and Toronto. Whether struetion of the road. Ail that my hon.
these people proceed with the construction of
these extensions or not, they are at least arous-
ing some action on the part of the Grand Trunk that-the clty of St. Catharines should becoue
Railway and other local companies that have possessed of the bonds that are t be Issued
temporized with the city oa St. Catharines for on that twelve miles of road to, the extent
too many years in this matter of local accom- of -the $80,000 they hold. I would gro f urther
modation. The "Journalm" hopes the company than that and I would say, that out of the
whll proceed with the extensions, includlng the $300,000 bonds whichi they are authorized byone to Port Dalhousie, and that tbey wsll prove thrs Act to issue, they should depost wth
payfngr(nvestments. The opposition to their
BIil In the Rallway Committee at Ottawa was the trhasurer of the city offS. Catharines
mose active, and came prlncpally from the $200,000,ps e order to secure te that city that
Grand Trunk Railway, which opposed the exten- the undertaking we are chartering y ths
sion to Toronto, and from the Hamilton mem- 1111 will be honestly carried out. That would
bers, w o opposed the extension iftheluine trom prevent these men from selling these bonds
Port Dalhousie to Hamilton. The Bilwas and putting the money in their pokets, and
strongly supported by Mayor Keating, of this leaving Sit.ratharines lu the position it was
city, who happened to be present. he e

The opposing Interests have had this city and
district in their power for a considerable time, Cleary) knows perfectly well what the his-
and as tbey have failed to supply demand for tory of hs road bas been. When they got
extended accommodation, the new proposai should power te bond the road at $10,000 a Mile
be encouraged. they sold these bonds and spent the money.

Now, Mr. Speaker, Instead off hq,,$ing c0 0 s Then they got their power extended to issue
water thrown upon this pyrojeet 1t the ho\u bonds to the extent off $20,000 a mile, and
I33ember for Lincoln (Mr. GtbsoD4 lie s5ou theytgot the city of St. Catharines to take

$ave taken another course, and in 20,000o rf these bonds ad sold the rest.
When that amount wasr cnsumed they cameIon lie bas cornetai' short of fulfilling3 the wiack to Parliament, and got power to bond

duty lie owes to bis political ffriends, as well Éhe road to the extent off $30,000 a mile.
as to the entire commun}ty lie represents, luWhat didthey do witm tbe city off St. Cath-
assuming the attitude lie ddes here to-nigh. arnes? They went to thateity, and In-
Shope the hon. gentleman (M. Gibson) wil nrnd e
econsider it, and give bis aid tC the passage a) noi sefetblyind eht ithe his-
f ths Bi.S far as othe town of Thoroldtben et e

In my constituency is concerned, want to $80e of bonds on a road bonded at $20,000
bay that we are most anxd.us we should a mile, and to accept In exehange $96,000
ave somethng foi the money we have put of bonds on a road bonded at $30,000 a mle.

Into this road The cty of St. Catharines-In other words, they gave up bonds on one-
would enot do without the Niagarra Central third of the road, or 4 miles,in exehange for
Railway to-day for any sum off mney. o bonds on one-fourth off the road or 3 miles.
[ven beleve that. city would be w ing t The Act that enabled the company tobond
take that road and run it lu ther own I - the road for $30,000 a mile, deciared in the
ferests, for it bas added to the prosperity plaiest terms that the objeet of the bonded
fa the whole community. As I have debt wasflrst to take up the amount of

taid, the town of Thorold wants te get sme- bonds that had been issued at $20,000 a mile,
;hing ltetuirn, and therei no reason why to settie with the eity of St. Catharines, and

ls Biy should be opposed, other than thI apply the balance of the money to build the
enterests of thea Grand Trunk Railwayi, and road to Hamilton and Toronto. Tht cov-

f the electrie road that Is rnning frow the ered the entire Issue off $0,000 a mile, or
:lty off Hamiltoxs, part of the way through $360000 o bonds. But they violated the
Lincon and down tethe village of Beams- Act and have we not a rigtmt to conclude

nge. Mr. Speaker, I do not tink these pr- that they will violate the Act again whThey
:ate interest should be beld by fluaParUe.- actually sold the $360,000 utdobonds,pdad dtd
ment as paramount t theInterests oaf thenot build a mile of the road. They simply

teople.crrrietd out the arrangement about the 12
mles, which at tmfliaethey got thetbond-

Mr. JAMES McMULLEN (North Wel- lng power, were ail bullt Tbey neyer ap-
Ington). I have listened with a good plied a dollar of the money to theconstruc-
leal of pleasure to the suggestion of tion of the road Tbey slmply lssued thé
te bon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson), second bonds, and touk up the firstandSD t-ale-'o.t a -i- g-sio . "W ail poeysod th e b-o ee money.I
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tend that a road that has a history of this
kind deseives to be closely watched by this
House. An hon. gentleman opposite who
addressed the House, said he was led to the
conclusion that the opposition of my es-
teemed friend from Lincoln (Mr. Gibson),
myself and others to this Bill was based on
a desire to favour the Grand Trunk. I chal-
lenge any hon. gentleman In this House to
point to any statute of this country that con-
tains lu It the peculiar and extended pro-
visions contained ln this charter. As I said
before, it has been before Parliament four-
teen times, and this Is the fifteenth time,
and every time it has come, It has brought
new provision. One of its provisions, after
reciting how many places the rallway may
go to, winds up by saying : "wlth full
power to pass over any portion of the coun-
try." Carte blanche, If you will ; go as you
like. If they went to one village, and dld
not get a bonus sufficient to Induce them to
build there, they could go to another. If
they went to one township, and asked for a
bonus, and did not get enough, they could
go to another. In this way they could auc-
tion one against the other. They were not
bound to any point. They could go over the
whole Niagara Peninusla between Toronto
and Fort Erie. They had the privilege, by
their charter and amended Acts, to do as
they liked.

Mr. CASEY. That is the old charter. That
Is not in this charter.

Mr. McMULLEN. That was the Act
passed In 1882 in the Ontarlo legislature.
After reciting a number of places-Bls
marck, Smithvllie, Caledonla, Canville, and
other places-it winds up by giving the com-
pany full power to pass over any other por-
tion of the country. Though the charter
had all these enormous and unlimited privi-
leges, the company has never made any par-
tieular progres3. The only thing the Incor-
porators have ever done is this: By manipu-
lating one Act after another, they have got
$80,000 or $100,000 out of the clty of St.
Catharines; and my esteemed friend (Mr.
Gibson) made W suggestion to-night that is
creditable to him. He is trylng to prevent
the city of St. Catharines belng again eu.
ehred out of what it is entltled to. That
eity lhas virtually produced the money that
bulît the railway. My hon. friend says the
mayor of St. Catharine4 was here. I do
not wlsh to cast any refiection upon any-
body, but I do not know ,who was the imayor
of St. Catharines when that exehange of
bonds was made. Unless there was some
extenuating circumstance, I say, that was
an exceedingly stupid act. If these people
are to go on with this road, I want to know
what objection they can have to depositing
these bonds wlth the city treasurer of et-
Oatharines. If they are honest and sincere
they cannot obleet to that. If they went
to a munIcipality, and asked for aid, and

Mr. McMULLEN.

the aid were granted to them, and deben-
tures were issued, those debentures would
not go into the hands of the company at ail,
but would go Into the hands of trustees.
Our municipal law contains the strict pro-
vision that, In case of aid belng granted to
a rallway, the money Is held by trustees,
and shall not be handed over to the com-
pany, except as the work goes on, and 25
per cent shall be retained until the work Is
finished. That provision Is Inserted for the
protection of municipalities, and I ask, why
It would not be fair for this House to im-
pose a like provision upon these people, If
we are going to grant them power to bond
that rallway. I am quite wIlling to be stig-
matized with others as deslring to favour the
Grand Trunk ; but I wish to see the people
who granted money to put this road where
It Is, properly protected, If we are going to
revive this charter and give this company
an opportunity -t go on, without any more
fooling and humbugging. There has been
too much of that In the past, and we do not
want any more In the future. Their charter
has not yet elapsed, and they can do a good
deal of work before it does ; and, if the
people of St. Catharines, the people of Ham-
ilton and the people of Toronto are anxIous
to see this road built, the best thing we can
do Is to refuse the charter, because the com-
pany will then come to a crisis ; and, if, as
my hon. friend says, these men are Ameri-
cans and have plenty of money, the only
possible way in which they ean keep the
charter ailve will be by putting on men and
pushlng the work to the utmost before the
time for building the road expires.

Mr SPROULE. Does the hon. gentle-
man not know that since It was sold by the
courts, they must get new legIslation?

Mr. McMULLEN. My hon. friend is mis-
taken. It was sold out, but they have
not only got the bonds, but the franchises.
The law provides that the sale of the bonds
carres with It the franchises, and they
can exercise every power to-day which they
could If they were the old lncorporated com-
p&uy. They can go on and build a very
considerable portion of that road.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Private individu-
als, buying a road from the courts, have
to recelve incorporation within one year,
or they cannot continue.

Mr. McMTLLEN. That may be the law.
I do not claim te be a lawyer, but I was
under the other impression. They can in-
corporate under the Joint Stock Companies
Act If they like.

Mr. SPROULE. No, they cannot.
Mr. MeMULLEN. But I say, if they

go on tbey will then have the sympathy
of this House. If they come back next
year and show positive evidence of a cou-
siderable quanttty of work havIng been
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done, and that they are golng to carry
through the road, their charter will be re-
cord la Canada of a company which showed
evideuce of good faith, not being allowed
the privilege of any legislation necessary
to enable It to go on. We will do well
to guard the interests of the people against
any further impositions by any company.
It has been said that these men are Ameri-
cans of high standing. That may be, but
I have heard of Americans, men of very
high standing, who could do some very
snall things. These men, it is said, are
associated with others of high standing lu
Canada. But I have heard of men of very
bigh standing in Canada getting badly
euchred by men of high standing on the
other side of the Une. The Americans, li
many cases, are too sharp, shrewd and keen
for us, and that may prove to be the case
ln this instance. If this Bill should go
to committee, I would urge that we should
make some provision to proteet the city
of St. Catharines against a second instal-
ment of the evil or loss that she has al-
ready suffered. No one eau deny that after
putting her money into that road, the pro-
position made by my esteemed friend (Mr.
GIbson) Is a proper and prudent one. Have
we done anything of this kind before ? I
claim that we have. When the Hamil-
ton and Buffalo road was bulit, it was built
also, I think, by some Americans. There
was a very large amount of money owing
to the labourers along that road, and the
men who furnished materials, and there was
a certain amount coming to the company
from the Dominion treasury by way of sub-
sIdy. Represeutations were made to this
House with regard to the danger of allowing
these men the handling of the mouey, and
the Railway Committee ordered that all ac-
counts that could be proved due to the men
who had furnished labour and materials
should be paid before any money was hand-
ed over. We took ut into our own hands
to prevent these poor creditors being de-
frauded of their just rights. The city of
St. Catharines does not quite stand in the
same position, because she has not appeal-
ed to us, but she may do so when it is too
late, and we ought to do what Is possible
to protect that clty ln the future. My hon.
frIend, I think, deserves credit from his
constituency and from the city of St. Ca-
tharines for asking this House, if it is
going to allow the company to bond that
road some $25,000 or $30,000 a mile, to
provide that at least $200,O00 of those bonds
shall be depostted with the city of St.
Catharines until such time as the city is
prepared to pay them out again ; and if
then that city should repeat the folly of
the past, we, at least, wIll have done all
we could to help her. I have no particu-
lar Interest in the city of St. Catharines,
but I do contend that, under the eircum-
stances, that city should have our protee-
tion, and be put In a position to be re-

couped the money to which she is entitled.
Hon. gentlemen opposite may make any
Insinuation or charge they please, my hon.
friend may repeat his charges, but they al
fall to the ground before the argument we
have presented on behalf of the city of St.
Catharines. As to the insinuation that we
are actuated by other than public modves,
I am glad to be able to say that I was
never asked by the Grand Trunk Railway
to take any action lu this matter, but when
the Bill was before the Railway Committee
I noticed Its peculiar provisions, and voted
against ut. I then pointed out how wrong
and imprudent It was to grant these men
the power of bonding that road for $30,000
a mile, and I must say that never In my
eighteen years of parliamentary life have
I known a charter to be granted by this
House wIth so many objectionable features
ln it, and .I know of no railway which bas
such an unsavory record, fromu then down
to the present, as this Niagara Central Rail-
way. I do not know what the present par-
ties intend to do. Their intention may be
better than those of the old company. These
new men may possibly show some desire
to go on, and if they do, we have no de-
sire to cripple them. On the contrary, we
want to give them every encouragement,
but we desire to prevent these bonds being
carried to the other side and the money
being put into the pockets of those men,
and the enterprise left ln the same posi-
tion as it bas been la the last twenty years.

Mr. McCLEARY. Is the hon. gentleman
ln a better position to judge of the lcity
of St. Catharines than the mayor and coun-
cil ?

Mr. McMULLEN. I have full confidence
ln the judgment of my hon. friend from
Lincoln.

Motion agreed to, and the House resolved
itself into committee.

(In the Committee.)

The OHAIRMAN. The hour for private
Bills has expired.

The conmmittee rose.

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

House resumed the debate on Mr. Mulock's
mwotion for..xe second reading of Bill (No.
126)_ respectingrepresentation ln the 'House
of Commons.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker,
wben the House rose at six o'clock, I was
dealing with the points that had been raised
by the leader of the House and s other
gentlemen uI reference to precedents that it
was ,ontended would warnt the considera
tien o snefb a measure as this; and i
I may safel'ytbatsu fa'1as Ihad gone
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I had satisfled hon. gentlemen opposite that
they were entirely mistaken in supposing
any of these cases was really a precedent
for such a Bill as that now before us. I may
say that, In dealing with the amendments,
56 Vie., ehap. 9, I have shown the Bill was,
so far as I have gone, to correct clerical
errors : lst. to define more accurately the
boundary line of Nipissing ; 2nd. to correct
errors of the law clerk in placing the city of
Ottawa among those places that returned
one meniber, thus depriving Ottawa of a
second member ; third, to icorrect the descrip-
tion of St. Hyacinthe so as to Include about
twenty voters who were of no county, whlcb
will also be recognized at once as a merely
clerical error. I may say that the present
Judge Oulmet, who was then in this House,
moved the second reading. As to the de-
scription of the electoral district of St. Hya-
cinthe, he said, as will be found in " Han-
sard " of 1893, page 1617:

The description of the county of St. Hyacinthe
remained as it was according to the original
establishment of the county in 1864, but since
then the parish of Ste. Marie de Madeleine has
added a certain part of the parish of St. Jean
Baptiste, and It Is li order to include about
twenty farmers there that the amendment is
nioved. As it Is now, these farmers are in no
county.

Mr. BERNIER. The reason given by the Min-
Ister of Public Works (Mr. Oulmet) are perfectly
true. The changes made by the motion are only
a matter of detail ; they were rendered necessary
ln order to allow a certain number of electors
of the parish of St. Jean Baptiste to exercise
their right of vote, which they would be de-
prived of should the law ramain as It Is. The
electors are included In the parish of Ste. Marie
de Madeleine. It was formed with part of
those of La Présentation, St. Charles and St.
Damase, In the county of St. Hyacinthe, and
with a slight portion of the parish of St. Jean
Baptiste. Were not the change effected just In-
troduced Into the law, or were not a new enu-
meration of the parish Included In the county
of St. Hyacinthe Inserted into the statute, 26
electors at least would be deprived of their rIght
to vote. I had the honour to band over to the
hcn. the Minister of Public Works a petition
signed by the Interested electors, and asking for
this change ln the law. I fully approve of the
amendment just made. I would add,. through
this change the limite of the county' of St. Hya-
cinthe will be, as regards the Hlouse of Com-
mons, exactly the same as those for the local
house.

cal error. Now, the next amendment was in
1895. The object was to detach Courcelles
and Joliette from Berthier and annex them
to Joliette. The Bil was drawn up· and
agreed upon by the member for Berthier, Mr.
Beausoleil, and Mr. Ouimet, and was accept-
ed unanimously by the House as a correction
of a clerical error, and as simply carrying
out the wishes of the 'House, without affect-
ing In any way any party question or arous-
ing any opposition. Then, 'I drew the atten-
tion of my right hon. friend to the fact that
the quotation be gave of 27-8 Vie., as un-
doubtedly an error, as that chapter was
passed before confederation. The chapter
of 32-3 Vie., to which he referred, was also
a proposal of the same character as that to
which I have referred, as the House will at
once see ; and whether you call It a clerical
error or an error of whatever kind, It thurew
upon the fHouse the duty of amending the
law so as to carry out what It Is well under-
stood to mean. The Confederation Act pro-
vided, as regards Quebec:

Quebec shall be divided Into 65 electoral dis-
tricts, composed of 65 electoral divisions, into
which Lower Canada le at the passing o! this
Act dlvided under chap. 2 of the Consolidated
Statutes of Canada, chap. 75 of the Consolidated
Statutes for Lower Canada, and the Act of the
province of Canada of the 23rd year of the Queen,
chap. 1, or any other Act amending the same in
force at the union, so that each electoral divi-
sion shall be for the purposes of this Act an
electoral district entitled to return one member.

,The amendment In this case was to detach
the township of Doncaster from Montcalm
and attach It to Terrebonne for election pur
poses. The.section read.s as follows :

From and after the passing of this Act, the
16th subsection of section 1 of chap. 75 of the
Consolidated Statutes of Lower Canada, intituled
«"An Act respecting the divisions of Lower Can-
ada Into counties, and the boundaries of certain
cities and towns, for the purpose of representa-.
tion In the legislature," shall be read and con-
strued, in so far as relates to the election o,
members of the House of Commons of Canada,
as If the township of Doncaster therein men-
tioned had never formed part of the county of
Montcalm, and the said township, so detached
from the county of Montcalm, shal be attached
to the county of Terrebonne, for the electoral
purposes hereinbefore set forth.
Y "O Tme +l. 41%É% e----3 -, -'--

i may say thatL Ithe second andt tird read-
These reasons, given by gentlemen on both ings were carried on the same day without
sides of the House, show that this section any discussion, it being one of those obvious
was simply the correction of a clerical error. and necessary corrections in order to give a
My bon. friend (Sir WiIfrid Laurier) says it proper Interpreta#ton to the Act. It was ln-
was not a clerical error. I ask him : Does he troduced by the hon. member for Terre-
say that an Act such as this. proposed iby bonne, and met with the unanimous con-
a gentleman belonging to one party, seconded currence of the House. I think, therefore,
by a gentleman belonging to the other, and I have disposed of every one of the sugges-
eeeepted by the fHouse without a word of erl- tions that have been made by the hon. gen-
tlcism, justifies the introduction of the Redis- tieman, for there la nothing lu the shape of
tribution Bill now before -s? If not, it le a an argument Vhst eau be ralued In my judg-
waste of time to dispute whether It isa e -er- ment upon the subjeet. -I have shown ·that
cal .error or an amendment to correct what froin the date of confederation down to the
every one -was disposed to regard as a cleri- present hour, there has been no Redistribu-

Sir CÉARLES TUPPER.
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tion Act 'whatever, except aîter the taking
of the decennial census. That has been re-
cognized from the first down to the present
time as the only time when a Redistribution
Act could with any propriety be referred
to the consideration of this House. 'I do not
believe that in the days of that eminent
man who so long led this House of Com-
mens, there was any person on either side
of the House who ever ventured to suggest
that a Redistribution Act could be brought
forward at any other perlod than after the
taking of a decennial census. I am not aware
that such a suggestion has ever ibeen made, it
certainly never was entertained ; and these
slight verbal alterations, and correctlons or
clerical errors, to carry out the obvious wish
of Parrament, certainly, instead of forming
any basis for the Introduction of such a
measure as this, all go to prove that no such
Act has ever been contemplated or under-
taken before.

Just 'imagine the speech delivered in this
House to-day by the Postmaster General
when he says that cthese judges, when ap-
poInted, are going to become antiquaries,
they have to go back into ancient history
lu order to find out their duties. Here we
are within a little more than a year of the
time when a new census has to be taken In
Canada. after immense changes have <taken

place all over the face of this country In
regard to the movement of population, anci
withln a little more than a year of the time
of taking a new census, you wish to go back
and aet upon a census taken nine years ago.
Why, Sir. that appears to me a proposition
so eminently absurd that I cannot under-
stand how It came to enter the minds of
the hon. gentlemen, except some dire ne-
cessity induced the Government to belleve
that their only hope for the future was te
pass a Redistribution Act lu order to relieve
themselve-s from the verdict that they be.
lieve in their conscience will fbe rendered
against them by the people of C9aada un.
less the constitution of 'the country is vio-
lated. Sir, I want something better than
that. We ask the Government, strong as
they are lu numbers-and they are ouly
strong In numbers-to give to the people of
this country some justifieatlon for a grave
violation of the constitution, some reason
that has more weight than a mere desire for
party gain. I beHeve you will search lu
vain the history of any country for the In-
troduction of a measure by a gentleman
charged with such an Important change In
the law, In which he singles out Indivldual
members of Parliament who are to be atruck
down aud decaptated under the Aet that
he holds In his band. I say he has discloséd
to the House the sole bject of this mons-
trous. violation-I 'will not say f the consti-
tution, but of everything like common sense
which. you can apply to such a quetn as
we are now considering. believe that hon.
genitlemen will find their labours In this

House in vain. I do not hesitate to say
so. They may force the measure through
here by mere nambers, just as they forced
through the Drmmond County Railway
Bill and the Yukon Raliway Bill. Sir, what
position do they occupy in reference to these
measures ? It ds because they have drag-
ged their supporters through the mire tu
reference to these measures that they are
now compelled to adopt some means of en-
abling those supporters, who have sacrifleed
the esteem of their constituents by their
course, to get back to this House when
next they have to appear before the coun.
try. That is the object of the Bill. We
al remember how they found men unwilling
to take the responsibility of swallowing
such a monstrous measure as the Minister
of the Interior vented to propound to this
House, a measure, that the more it is con-
sidered, becomez more and more revolting.
Arn I using too strong language ? Why, Sir,
the only time that we have seen the blind
supporters of hon. gentlemen opposite un-
willing to come up te the mark, refuse to
stand by the Government on any emergency,
was when that measure was proposed, and
after It was discussed and examined. five
mnel)ers who had always supported the
Government, turned their backs upon thern
and refused to support them. That Is not
all. We have here a declaration of one of
their present supporters, a gentleman who
sits behind the Government. I draw atten-
tion to what he says on this matter, because
I believe that the Yukon Bill bas created in
the mInds of the Government the absolute
necessity of this violation of the constitution
by redistributing the constituencies withl
a year or two of a census. Now, Sir, this is
what the bon. member for Lisgar (Mr.
Richardson) tells us in the paper which he
publishes In the clity of Winnipeg, on tne
19th day of May last :

As pointed out ln the " Tribune " some time
ago, time has thrown much new light on Yukon
transportation and routes which were at one time
regarded by some as feasible, are, according to
Government authorities, very problematical or
worse. In any event, had the Yukon Mann &
Mackenzie railway deal gone through, the line
would have been of little service to the country.
With only three months' navigation at one end
of the railway, and a possibility of none at ail
at the other end, it is just as well for Canada
that the enterprise was stopped. In this case,
Sir Charles Tupper's change of mind seems to
have been ln the right direction. It was brought
about by the Independent members of the Cou-
servative party.

Nôw, I give you something still more
amusing. Sir Oharles Tupper has given evi-
dence on the floor of this House that would
satisfy any man with a head on bis shoul.
ders, that the grounds for his action were
such as warranted that action. But I. will
now give the hon. gentlemen something a
little more amusing than. a reference to my.
self :
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It is now an open secret that the rank and
file of the Liberals were not greviously disap-
pointed at the action of the Senate in blocking
the deal.

" The deal," mark you, Mr. Speaker, from
one of the supporters of the hon. gentleman
present in this House.

It saved the country a kingdom of what Is
spoken of as valuable mineral lands.

Is it any wonder that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, knowing that they have to face the
electors, at no distant day, think it Is a
necessary preparation to redistribute the
seats and change the judge, to pack the jury,
before they go to trial. That is the position
of hon. gentlemen opposite. I do not in'tend
to detain the House at any very great length,
but there are two or three points that still
require consideration. First, I will allude
to the fact that I have shown that hon. gen-
tlemen are unable to show any precedent
whatever for such an Act ; I have shown
from the opinions of the Right Hon. Sir Jôhn
Macdonald that such a thing as a redistel-
bution Act was never contemplated in his
day except after a decennial census. I have
said before that, although hon. gentlemen
may force this measure, as -they have forced
other measures through this House, contrary
to the convictions and opinions of hon. gen-
tlemen who sit behind them, and .-ome of
whom went into open revolt, I hold the
opinion that this cannot become law, aud I
will give my reason for it. We have a
Senate Chamber in this country ; we have a
security agalnst hasty, ill-advised and ex-
tremely partisan legislation, agalnst mea-
sures that violate the constitution of th.e
country fer party purposes. When I refer to
that branch of the Parliament I feel that
there never was a time, In the history of the
country, when that body enjoyed the con-
fidence of the people as they do to-day. The
protection they gave to this country in the
rejection of the Yukon measure, ind the
evIdence we now have which hon. gentlemen
have given, that they have saved the country
from one to two million dollars by the re-
Jection of the Drummond County Railway
deal, have given to the Senate of Canada a
position lu the confidence of independent and
intelligent men, of all parties, such as, for
many years before, they have not enjoyed. I
say more, Sir, that ln imy judgment the Sen-
ate would have been perfeetly right to have
reJected the Franchise Bill sent up last ses-
sion. In reference to any one of these mea-
sures i have never exchanged a word with
any Senator intended to Influence bis action,
or to ascertaln what action he proposed to
take, nor do I ntend to do se in reference
to this measure. What I say in reference
to that branch of Parliament wIll be said
In My pece o uathe floor of Parlatnent, but
I do say, 81r, that the Idea that is attempted
to be cireulated througbout this country that
measures touching the franchise and the re-
distribution of seats constitute matters

"ir CHARINMt UPPER.

specially appertaining to the House of Comr-
mons with which the Senate has no cigat to
interfere, Is entirely erroneous and outside
of all precedent, either British or wherever
parliamentary government exists. The
Senate, in my judgment, would have been
perfectly right, after a majority in this
House had an amendment voted down that
was reasonable in its character, that auy
province, the maritime provinces or any out-
lying province, should have the same protec-
tion as that enjoyed in Ontario, when sucl
a sproposition as that was made, when a
change was proposed In the constitution of
the franchise by whlch this Parliament was
to surrender its right and control, one of the
most fundamental elements in the possession
of this House being that it should control Its
own franchise-when that was handed over
and when it was showu how that was likely
to effect the interest of this Parliament, the
Senate would have been perfectly justIfied
in throwIng out that ll. There was one
argument by which the Government could
have got that franchise BIll carrIed. The
statement was made that If the Senate would
abandon the amendment in regard to
allowIng the same rights of appeal to the
judiciary in one province as in another, and
if that Bill was passed, the Government
would use all its power and influence to get
the legislatures, where that right did net ex-
ist, to change the law so that It should exist.
How has that been carried out ? We have
had nothing laid on the Table of the House
yet te prove that the Government acted in
accordance wlth that pledge, but we have
very strange evidence to the contrary. In
the province of New Brunswick a general
election for the local legislature has taken
place. There will not be another for four
years, so that there was no necessIty to push
throufgh a franchise law. Under the Inspira-
tion, I do not hesitate to say so, of the auto-
erat of the legislature of New Brunswick.
who, we now recognize, sits in this House,
and who went down there and used the most
gigantie efforts that a publie man could put
forth, and of the most corrupt character,
both money, pledges and promises of publie
money-

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Tupper) knows that it Is unparlia-
mentary to charge an hon. member of the
House twith corruption.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I
have no wish to say anytblng unparliament-
ary. But I was referring te matters that
were referred ton this House, and that have
been referred to unchallenged by tþie hn.
gentleman to whom these references were
made. But I will tell youwhat I may gay
and what I am justified In saying that we
had a right.to believe that when a member
of the Government pledged the Senate that,
If they passed that Bill, that they would
use their Influence with the local legslauce
to give to the eleetors of prov1nces the pro-
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tection of the Judges, we had a Tight to bc- are ot wltbout a Canadian precedent on
lieve that a member of the Government this very question. When the Hon. Alex-
here would use hLs power and influence iD ander Mackenzie was leader of the Goveru-
fuMilment of his pledge. What have we ment of Canada, a measure was passed
seen ? We have seen a legislature, after a through this Parlianent to gerrymander the
general election, when It had no concern or eonstituency of West Huron i the Interest
Interest ln the franchise for tbree or four of a member of this House. The Senate e-
years, passing a franchise Billt* take awaY Jected that h e easure n ae heard Alexander
from the Judges the power ef revision and Mackenzle say that which I have nG doubt
handlng It over to the sherlifs nominated some otiier muembers on both sies of - the
annually by the Goverz3ment of the day. I-euse heard hm say- heard Alexander
Had the Senate known, lot only that this Mackenze sayr:og h Pave no reason te em-
promise would net be redeemed, but that the plain a the Senate; they d ered fren me
local legisatures were atually legslating on two questio that were sent up by the

wth the object pot e affecting their ow kemajorty whah supported me In the House
constituencles, or their own position, or thel r etCemmons, one the Na.naio Railway Bill,

wn friends, but wth the hbjet of affecing the other the West Huron Bih, and o m
the return tmembersnet ois Houserwdth bound t say, that lIn bth cases the Senate
such a spectacle as that before them, th Mewasight Se -we see that the only attempt
Sonate wll adt wsely if tey prteet this in adeo ldealSng wit ;the qufftioef redis-

Parliament against legisatin that1 cn- trwbutng a seat se as te affreet the positIon ef
culated te ovolate every principle ocousm- a member t his House, except at the speci-
tutional rght, every principleotofar play ed o mnsttutional time, was rejected by the
and justice, In the Interete a party. Snate and the headt the overnment who

There la ne sucli dellcacy In reference to, suffere'd fromn that rejection, hlmaselt was
these measures m nongland. When Mr. Gd- compeled to say, that l that case the Sen-
stone, at the bead t a majeortyInthe ate did what was absohtely rlght. My hon.
House l aComionse passed his Franchise friend the Postnaster General (Mr. uock)
Biam, he was told directly that that Franchise-, tibsuxinus t hear something about the ds-
Bla would be rejected by ie House ot aemr o thiîs House, e 1882, and wll

Lords. Did Mr. Gladstone trce the mela- faveour hlm. The Hon. Edward Blake, then
sure threugh the Houseet ofa rons nd leader af the Oppositione sald:
appeal te the country, as the only ineans by Fl eieainî eddfraohrcue
whierh e could carry It? Ne, Sir; f ere- Fsu e iberaron ta ere fection ahItel as-
cogezed the preprlety arranglng, wnthda cmpell ths :asurth in excetoa caleis tha-

teonateeotheofamajoityenofthe;eich yo brng before Parlatent, you submt
two parties. uc pasedIstribution BI e fhendth time of trial cores, to the coPetituencles
would warrant the House t Lordstepan s which sent you toe do their business; you ubmIt
the franchise measure wheh had been pro- t the same men and the name set o tribunala
posed. throughout the community; you go before the

anp you say:n" Five years ago you entrustd
The POSTMASTE GENERAL. The me with powerto act as your representative-

Governmente ropiet on. gentleman (Si such and suc thngs ave donc, I bring then
haea Tuper)n of t emnnent hen Opof- before you as the frue Plo my labours in tht

twoharies such a Redio osutionhBillas when cthetm ftil oet h cnttece

tien muchi In 1882. wc a e p t tet

Sr CHALES TUPPER. wdl.Icore t houbring the Yukon Railway Bi; brig the
that in a moment. If the Postinaster Gen- Drummond County Ra.ilway Bill; I brlng

and you sy " ive years ago youentrusted

eral takes te advce e gave'RaL Tember me Franhoer Bo as y rIn eprentIe
on tmis sietof the Honuse ashortene agi ucHausech thoi s In derilng theCarlpesuper i snot cnsuptiee Opi bi the power teolegfisate wit regard te itsawn

tn muchss in 882. n ptcapacity.--l

ear somettng aboutt18.!The tYReuask lBfranchise-I bring these here te you.

pehapa mcome when It Is wel t refresh the -and I ask yu wo sent me to judge whether
memortes ef these hon. gentlemen opposite, 1 ara deaerving of your continued confidence or

wa t the vlews the heeld 'tu 8, and t e ra" But this i a meaure, Sir, whech propoe
contrast the owith the views they bolto- th alter the jury, to alter the tribunal, te profe
day. I thnk the incident iave relerred te for a different set ofJurgrst wttry ert who a

oei y ab t 18 te Te tri e r to corne before them very shertY for trial uPon
proves come when t isw to efresh the the events o u the last four or ive ye . NO
and refistribution o seats, -te House longer are we to appeal te the sacneofecmen
Lords, one oe those great Brlin 18nStItUtiOn. before whom we fought the batt tour yea
te which we lk as an exemplar , deat with ager
the franchise and deait wlttfe redistribu- That seentet of je great trouble wh t ae
tien If seats as a part of the duty tat de- on. gentlemen opposte: they fougt hp
volves nupcsvery indepedent legte ture, t eet ofI ,a the y won-by afluke.
go as teitruthatno unjuat eHumea- nd, when my right hon. ftlend was e -
sures are f eed through Parlamentby n befolre a wtte mode by twhlche got there,
dominant maorlty a one Hoea dallow- a summed t up oI-thee expressive words
e fub ailentio, td become law withsut the Wes we are here, and ye are there.tht
protet and Interftrene ot anotber. But we ll, he could ay. Well, y r, at ne T t
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date they have got to go back te the same
tribunal ; they have got te say to the men
who sent them here : There are the fruits
of our labours ; there Is what we have done
for you; will you return us te power again?
We will see.
-no longer are we to say to them: "You
returned me by such and such a majority, or you
defeated me by such and such a majority, and
I appeal to you, on the one hand, to continue
your confidence, or, on the other band, to re-
verse your vote of want of confidence on the
issues which have been raised during those four
or five years." No, It Is proposed to provide for
a different set of jurors, to whom hon. gentlemen,
afraid to appeal to those who sent them here,
propose to appeal to vindicate their conduct.
I commend that te the careful consideration
of hon. gentlemen opposite, te whom It is
specially applicable now.

The PRIME MINISTER. I suppose we
will have the answer to Mr. Blake's speech.

SIR CHARLES TUPPER. The Hon. Ed-
ward Blake continued te say:

I am amused at this commentary upon the
boasts of these hon. gentlemen for the last four
years, and this testimony to the sincerity of
these boasts.
Mark you, Mr. Speaker, the Right Hon. Sir
John Macdonald, who led the Government,
was not undertaking te change the jurors in
violation of the constitution of the country,
but he was redIstributing the seats, as at
the time le was compelled te do by the con-
stitution. Whether he did that fairly or un-
fairly, I shall not at this moment say, but I
shall have a very strong argument later on
te prove that he did net act unfairly. Sir
John Macdonald was not volunteering te
violate the constitution then, but he was
acting under the constitution, which com-
pelled him to do as he did. Sir, what would
be the indignant language of Mr. Blake, If
he were here to-day and saw this attempt
to violate the first principles of our consti-
tution, by undertaking, contrary to that con-
stitution and te all precedents, te redistri-
bute the seats in this Parliament ? Hon.
gentlemen opposite know that, in a year or
two at the outside, and before the decennial
oensus, they must go te the country, and
they fear te appeal te the same tribunal
which has been watching their misdeeds.

Why, all the time they have been telling us
how proud they were to consider that the day
was approaching on which they would go back
to their constituents and invite them to en.
dorse their action. All the time they have been
telling us they were growing in strength, grow-
Ing ln popularity, partlcularly ln Ontario. Al
the time they have been telling us of their
superior strength iu Ontario, under .the returns.
I. do not know the exact fgures ; it has not been
worth my while to count them up. I suppose
they give about three to one in favour et hou.
gentlemen opposite, and they say they are;
stronger to-day and ae more than three to one.
I do not know in. what way they lead them.
selves to this bellet; but I know it to be an

unfounded belief. I know this Bill proves, and
tbey have a shrewd suspicion of it, that they
cannot carry their present seats and retain their
present majority ; and this Bill is designed so
far as they can make up by legislatioh for the
strength they have lost by their misdeeds for
the last four years and by the results to which
they have led.
Substitute three years, and it Is perfedt.
That Is the cimment of Mr. Blake on a
redistribution Bill, introduced ast a time
when under the constitution It was necessary
to have one. That was rthe mode in whieh
he challenged the character of the Bill then
brought before the House. My right hou.
friend, I see, smiles when he refleets that
all that is the evidence of the view that Mr.
Blake held as to the effect of that Act. In
1872. the Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald
sald :

In determining the mode of distributing the
new seats, the Government took into considera-
tion the principles which have guided the estab-
lishment of the elective system In the provinces
ever since they have been provinces ; and it will
be found that In them all, while the principle
of population was considered to a very great
extent, other considerations were also held to
have weight, so that different interests, classes
and localities should be fairly represented, that
the principle of numbers should not be the only
one.
I give that as an answer to my hon. friend-
as a qualiffication of ithe long quotation he
gave from Sir John Macdonald's speech on
that occasion-and to show that although
Sir John Maedonald did attach at the outset
perhape greater importance than he subse-
quently did to the question of county boun-
daries, lhe never lost sight of the question
of population. Sir Mackenzie Bowell, on
that occasion, as will be found 4in "Hansard,"
at page 1377, said :

At that time, so much ln love with the prin-
ciples of representation by population were hon.
gcntlemen opposite, that they denounced the
Government for not demolishing the small bor-
oughs of Brockville and Niagara. They sup-
ported'it to such an extent that the hon. mem-
ber for Lambton moved the following resolution
affirming that principle :-

" That the six additional members to be allot-
ted to Ontario are due to the increased popula-
tion of that province, and should be allotted with
reasonable regard to the population. That the
Bill be referred back to a committee of the
House with instructions to amend the same by
allotting. members for Ontario ln such a manner
as to give, as far as practicable, representation
to those parts of the population which, by the
present division would be excluded from their
fair share of political power."

Now, Sir, as I have shown, we have a BIll
sdbmtted for our conalderation that takes
a section of the counftry where there are
200,000 constituents, who it is belleved are
of OonservatIve leanings, and allots to it
four member. On the other hand, It takes
anobier section wlth 200,000 constituents,
where hon. gentlemen opposite thinIk they
are strong and can return whom they Idke,
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and gives it ten members. That Is the mode
In which the principle of population is car-
ried out by these hon. gentlemen. Sir John
Thompson on -the introduction of the Bill of
1892, sald:

I may say that we are proposing to introduce
this measure in accordance with the provisions
of the British North America Act, which re-
quire that after the completion of each decennial
census the representation of the varlous con-
stituencies ln this House shall be readjusted on
certain well-known and well-defined principles.

* * * *

The mode of division hitherto adopted has
been very convenient, because it corresponds
with the county lines. There were three counties
ln the Island (Prince Edward Island), and they
were each represented by two members. In order
to make five constituencies it will be necessary
to depart from county lines and the readjustment
which I propose, and the plan of which I will
lay -on the Table of the House, is, I think, the
fairest that can be suggested with regard to
that province. We propose that there shall be
five constituencies, named West Prince County,
East Prince County, West Queen's County and
East Queen's County, and King's County, each
baving one member. The division is made ac-
ccrding to the description of lots ln that island,
which I think correspond to townships else-
where, and no lot, according to the original
divisional of the island, is divided. The division
by population will be thus : West Prince County
wlll havejust about 21,000 of a poulation ; East
Prince County will have 20,723 (this includes the
town of Summerside) ; West Prince will have a
population of 22,209 (this includes the city of
Charlottetown) ; East Queen's will have a popu-
lation of 23,466 ; and King's, which includes
Georgetown, will have a population of 21,684 ; so
that under this plan the population of the island
will have been equalized as nearly, I think, as
1s practically consistent with adhering to the
township lines I have mentioned.

I trouble the iHouse with these extracts to
prove two things--first, that the principle
of population has always been consldered
even from the first, although not to the same
extent, and with increasing weight and im-
portance, always has been considered-not
as a hard and fast line by which you must
adopt the same mnit of population, irrespec-
tive of county lines, but to be followed as
far as Is practicable without doing violence
to certain constituencies and time-honoured
rights which the electors had possessed. The
principle of population was considered as
one of great importance. My right hon.
friend has discarded entIrely the question of
population. He has proposed a BII which
will carry out the worst features of county
Unes and county representation, without that
regard to population which hon. gentlemen
on all sides of the House have recognIzed
in the past.

Whlle -I was speaklng of the Senate I for-
got to draw attention to the fact that the
vlews I hold as to the perfect right of the
Senate are shared by hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, or by the Liberal party, so far as we
may judge by pat aetion-not when a re-'
4istributlon Bl appeared in ,violation of the

constitution of the country, just before In-
stead of after a decennial census ; but when
a redistribution Bill was sent up to the Sen-
ate by a Conservative Government, ln ac-
cordance with the constituition, lmmediately
after a decennIal eensus, and when an hon.
gentleman who is a mexiber of the present,
Government, representing the iberal party
ln the Senate, moved the six imonths' hoist,
and every Liberal in the 'Senate, I believe,
voted to vote down that Redistribution Bill.
That, I believe, was in 1882. I remind hon.
gentlemen of this to show them that they
ought to look in vain to the Senate as en-
titled to claim from that body, irrespective
of party feeling of any kind, that it should
at the bidding of any Government pass a
measure that is avowedly, as stated here by
the hon. gentleman who moved the second
reading of the Bill this afternoon, to break
down, as far as this Government can break
down, the rights and interests and position
which hon. members of this House have
obtaimed, and put supporters of this Govern-
ment in their places.

Now, Sir, there Is another feature of this
Bill which mlght not have been expected.
As I have said before, the province of Que-
bee is practically left untouched. There is
very little proposed alteration In that pro-
vince, but taking the question of a. due
and fair and just representation of the dif-
ferent provinces in this House, what is the
position. It happens for the moment, but
I am by no means wanting ln confidence
that at no distant day the position of the
province of Quebec, so far as it is politi-
cally concerned, will be greatly changed.
I see that the hon. gentleman laughs at
the suggestion. I would be paying a poor
compliment to that province if I should
suppose that under existing circumstances,
my right hon. friend could look to that great
and Important province with confidence to
obtain a reaffirmation of that support which
he enjoyed at the last election. I will not
go into the question why. I think, if the
right hon. gentleman does look to it with
confidence, he will be greatly deceived.

The PRIME MINISTER. Somebody is
sure to be decelved.

Sir OHARLES TTPPER. That Is quite
true. I think I am saying what is no
secret to my right hon. friend when I say
that no man was more deceived than he ln
the province of Quebec at the last election.
I happen. to know that one of his most
trusted friends and leutenants wa.s asked
after the close of the polls at the election
of 1896 : Where do you think you are ? He
said : I have no doubt we are in. His
friend, a personal friend, though not a poli-
tical one. said to him : The polls are ,now
closed, the contest is over, you eau aqord
to be frank, what Is your calculation? He
said: We expect a majorlty of eight in
the province of Quebee and thlrty lnU On-
tario.
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The PRIME MINISTER. I did not say
that.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not say
that the right hon. gentleman did, but he
thought it if he did not say It.

There is one respect, however, in which
the province of Quebee enjoys a very great
advantage over the province of Ontario.
Every one will admit that, under our sys-
tem, the intention Is that the rights and
interests of the electorate should be very
much of the same character throughout the
different provinces. But what is the fact?
The fact is that In the province of On-
tarlo you have one man one vote. A man,
however large his means, though he may
be a millionaire, though he may have the
country covered with his property in vari-
ous directions, though he may have all over
the city of Toronto a dozen valuable estab-
lishments and places of business, can only
give one vote. How is it In the province,
of Quebec? There a man, without a tithe
of the property or weight of influence -in
the country of the man In Ontario, can give
a half dozen votes. Yet my right bon.
friend thinks that is all right now. Sol
long as In Quebec he thinks he enjoys a
great numerical majority, of course that
system Is all right and proper. But I
draw his attention to it to show that this
Bill Is not quite so fair and equable as
might have been expected.,

When we come to analyse this measure-
and I draw the attention of the hon. Post-
master General, who has given us long
columns of figures on the subject, to two
or three things that strikes one at the out-
set. Every public man admits that under
our parliamentary system It is most import-
ant that the electorate should be equalized
as far as reasonable. There are certain
thlugs that makes it inconvenlent to equalize
it, but so far as it can reasonably be done,
equalization should be effected. I take Sim-
coe, and I find that Simcoe has three mem-
bers with a unit of population for each of
something like 28,000. But Simcoe hap-
pens to be Conservative, and does any per-
son doubt that if that county were Liberal
it would not return four members under
this Bill ? It has now three members re.
quiring 28,000 of a population to return
each. Why ls it then that Brant, with
a population less than half that of Simcoe,
has two members ? . If Brant ls entitled
to two, under this changing and remodelling
of constituencies, ls that fair ? Does any
one belleve that if Brant were Conserva.
tive it would not have one member Instead
of two under this Bill, and that if Simcoe
were Liberal it would not have four instead
of three. Why, it la perfectly obvious that
the thing Is done In violation of everything
like equalization of representation, so far
as population is concerned. It is evldently
done for the purpose of givlag a double ad-
vantage to a county that happens to be

Sir OHARLES TUPPER.

Liberal, and less advantage to a county
that happens to be Conservative. Take AI-
goma ; that county has but one member,
although it has a population of 36,514. Brant
has a member for each 15,000 of Its popu-
lation, if you take out the Indians, who
have been disfrancbised by this Govern-
ment. You have given two members to
Brant, with its 30,000 population, and you
give only one to Algoma, which has 36,514
of a population. Does not that revolt against
every principle of justice when you come
to consider it for a single moment ? Take
the whole population of Brant, including the
Indians, and the unit for Its mnembers is
15,608 as against the unit of population for
a member for Algoma of more than double,
36,514.

One of your arguments, and it Is one I
do not intend to discuss now, although it
is very interesting, is that thickly settled
places, such as towns, do not require an
equal representation, compared with rural
dIstricts. Then, your argument ls alto-
gether against you In the case of Brant,
because you give the county of Brant two
members, although its population is but 30,-
000, leaving out the Indians, while you give
Algoma, which bas 36,000 of a population,
or double that of Brant, including the In-
dians, but one member.

Take the city of London, with a popula-
tion Of 31,977, and you give it but one
member, yet you give Brant, with the same
population, two members, and you give Nor-
folk, with a population of 29,842, rauch less
than London, two members.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. What
year Is the hon. gentleman quoting from ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The census
of 1891, according to which the population
of London Is 31,977.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
the hon. gentleman ls quoting the wrong
figures.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am taking
these figures from what I supposed to be
a correct source, but of course I am not
as familiar with the populations of the
varlous counties In Ontarlo as my hon.
friend ls.

Mr. WALLACE. The figures you have
given are quite right.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am glad to
hear it. I endeavour to give tthe most cor-
reet information I ean, and I am stating it
as fairly as I can. There ds no object lin
maling a stWtement with reference to the
figures to this House that la not fair, because
It is easlly refnted by gentlemen who know.
Now, .I do not wish to pursue tbat subJect
further. My right bon. friend attached great
Importance t county boundarles, as com-
pared w4flh maintaining county boundarles,
questions of population were of no Import-
anee. But what obout Quebec? That pro-
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vince is left praetically untouched. I find a
curious Illustration mentioned In the press,
and I assume that it is correct. It is a euri-
ous example of what the hon. gentleman has
doue ln Quebee:

The first twelve lots in the three first ranges
of the said township (Stanfold) which formed part
of the parish of Notre Dame, are transferred
fron the electoral district of Drummond and
Arthaba3ka to the electoral district of Megantic.
Is it possible to do greater violence -to the
principle--

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
(Sir Charles Tupper) will pardon me. I do
no violence 'to the principle. The first three
ranges of the eounty of Stanfold, which
were formerly ln the county of Arthabaska
are now ln the county of Megantie.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am informed,
that you have to cut across lots ln order to
transfer electors from one county to another
for political purposes. If that Is not correct.
the right hon. gentleman wàll have an op-
portunity to correct It. .

The PRIME MINISTER. I wlll give au-
thorlty for that.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I shall be glad
to have It. I now come tu a point whi1ch 1
regard as a very Important one, and that is
to endeavour to show that the attacks made
upon the so-called Gerrymander Act of
1882 are without foundation. And I would
draw the attention of the Postmaster Gen-
eral (Mr. Mulock) as well as of the Prime
Minister to this matte. There Is only one way
by which you can establish that there has
been a gerrymander, that violence has been
done to the arrangement of constituencies.
But, ln the first place, 'I may say that I hold
hon. gentlemen opposite responsible for the
great gerrymander ln the province of On-
tarlo. That this is a gerrymander 1 think
everybody admIts. I do not think there Is
a gentleman on the other slde but will admit
that every principle of population and
county boundarles and township lines and
every other was violated by the Mowat
Gerrymander ln the province of Ontarô.
And when the right hon. Prime Minister
asked the gentlemen who had signalised bis
publie career more by that act than by any
other one act of his life, when they invited
him to leave that <Government and become a
member of this Government, they adopted
his policy and were committed to the de-
fence of that Act. But for that Act the
Liberal party would not be In power in
Ontario to-diay. ils there a gentleman on
the Government benches who will venture to
deny that the present tiberal Government
ln Ontario owe the fact of their being in
power to this gerrymander, that but, for It
they would have been swept from power at
the last eleetion ? Then i say these gentle-
men are not ln a position to wax 0o eceed-
ingly virtuous in regard to what they hold

to be a violation of fair-play and Justice
under the Redistribution Act of 1882. But,
Sir, that Act has remalined, with some sliglit
alteratious-which were also objected to-
in 1893, and it is that Act that they propose
mainly to redress by the present Bill. Is itnot so ? Very well ; I was saying that there
was only one way to prove that a Redistri-bution Act does violence to fair-play andJustice ln the interest of party. And whatis that ? Before you can maintain your
case that a Redistribution Act has had the
effect of unfairly aiTeeting the condItions o!parties, you must show that, through that
Aot a minorIty of votes have elected a ma-
jority of representatives. Is not that a per-
feetly obvious proposition ? Can you give
any evidence that the Redistribution Act ofI,.8S2 unfairly opetated against rhe Liberal
party unless you eau show that the party
that polled the minority of votes elected
the majority of umembers'? Now. whaft arethe facts ? Tt is not a matter of argument,
but of denonstration. We have the figures.I have liere a statement of the official re-
turns oftbe elections prppareul by an oficer
of -this Government, and wh.Yat so'ti it say?
It says tbat ln the proivinee or Ontario the
Conservative vote ln 1896 was 191,052, and
they elected 43 niembers ; while the total
Liberal vote in Ontario was 166335, andthey, a minority of 24,717. elected 14 mnem-
bers, or one more than the Conservatives.
Now, where is there a fair-minded man,where ls there a man of intelligence who wUldare to stand up In this House and say thatthe Gerrymander Act of 1882, amended In1893, acted unfairly when this was the re-suit ?

The PRIME MNISTER. What returusIs the hon. gentleman quoting from ?
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. From the offi-cial returns, *whieh are opei to my righthon. friend as they are to everybody else.I may be incorrect, but I am stating whatI beleve to be the official returne. Ofcourse, It muet be frankly admitted thatthere were a number of independent mem-bers, and It will not be forgotten-and no-body knows It better ithan my righit bon.friend-that every one of those memberswould have been behlud us if We had had

a majority.
The PRIME MINISTER. I do not knowthat.
Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I would like tosee the independent member on that side ofthe House who would not be on 'that aideto-day if we Were sitting on the frontbeaches. Now, I may carry ·this argument alittle further. My right hon. friend 4as a d-mitted that no province is gerrymandered bythe Conservative party except Ontaio. Heleaves all the other provinces intact, because

they have not been subjected to what hecalle the gerrymandering infuence. There-
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Liberal votes In the whole Dominion, a]-
though --the Goverument have a large ma-
Jority sitting behind them. There Is the
conclusive evidence establisblng beyond con-
troversy that no Injustice was done to poli-
tical parties in Canada, taking the country
broadly: I w1l not say that there may not
be Individual cases that would be subject to
close criticIsm ; but I say that takIng the
country broadly, take the province of On-
tario, and I eau demonstrate that although
you have a majority et one ln this· House,
you are in a minority of nearly 25,000 votes.
I give that to the House as areason why
this 'Redstribution Bill ls now Introduced.,
These-gentlemen know that Itd 18their only
chau ee of comIng back, dls åted a théy
have become bytheir indefenalble acts whieh
they bave foreed through this House. They
knothat·terny hope of salvation, their

Sir OHARLES TUPPER.

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS (Mr. Pater-
son). I will endeavour to confine myself to
a discussion of the Bill itself, and the hon.
leader of the Opposition will pardon me if I
do not take up all the points he has alluded
to, such as the Yukon Railway and others of
that class. When, some 27 years ago, I first
enitered Parfiament, I was given to under-
stand by those who were familiar with the
rules of Parliament, that It was not consj-
dered ln good taste, la alludlng to what
transplred ln another Chamber, to mention
the Senate fby name, but -the member must
always speak of the matter as something
that had transpired -in another place.
We have onet, lthe leaders of this House
to-night, ln disCUssinge the question tbat s
before the House, not resting his ease upon
argument, not resting tis case on alfair and
fu argumenxt addressedto fthe members of

fore, let me go back to Prince Edward Is- only hope of escaping the verdict that wi1
land for a moment. Could alytbing be fairer overtake them in the next election, lies in
than the adjustment of the iconstituencles of re-arranging the constituencles as d.his Bil
Prine~ Edward 'Island? Oould any'ting be proposes. They hope to escape the verdict
fairer than the statementof Sir John Thomp- of an Indignant people by clothing, as this
son, In which he showed that, without doing Bill attempts to clothe, 15,000 people who are
any violence to the boundaries, those con- Liberals with more power than 30,000 who
stituencies had been so divided as to give are Conservatives, by giving 200,000 people
practically the same number of people the who are Conservatives six members less
same representation, except in case of the than are to be returned by 200,000 people
cities where, for xeasons whIeh hon. gentle- who are supposed to be IAberals.
men opposite hold strongly, the people do i I do not Intend to pursue this subject fur-
not require the same representation. But jther at the present time than to say that the
w.hy Is the change now ? Why do you 1 Bill is Its own condemnation. Its Introduction
separate in the city of Toronto the two mem- is the strongest possible evidence that tiis
bers ·that were elected for the same cunsti- Government is afraid to go back to the
tuency ? Why do you say that in the city electorate as they left IL. They got their
of Toronto every man should have one vote posltions, as I have shown on more than
and only one? Toronto must be divided into one occasion, by professlng one poiln1one
five constituencles by the Bill as remodelled; section et the country and another polcy
yet, in face of the declaration that you do ln another section. They know that to-day
not intend to allow the same man to vote for they stand In the position of havîng violated
two members exeept In the city of Ottawa every promise they gaveto the electorate of
and the city of Hamilton, you separate them this country upon which tbey obtalned
in West Toronto. Why should that be done power; tbey know that they stand ln the
Ln Toronto, and why go down to Prince Ed- presence of ah intelligent electorate branded
ward Island, and break up these five consti- wlth havlng been taise to every principie
tuencies now so fairly adjusted ? I wdH teil they professed from the first hour of their
you the reason why. Because Prince Edward publie 11fe down to the present moment. The
[sland, at the last election, went against the country bas trusted tbem, the country took
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. He came themi at thelr word, and It bas been deeved.
back with a minorlty at his back Instead of The ight hou. gentleman knows it, and bis
having the whole vote, as he promised he coleagues know it. The gentlemen behlnd
would have. He knows that If ie came Ùack them have been dragged tarough the mire
t a-19il,à.there wu a general election to- in support ef those measures that 'have ru-
norrowie would corne back alone, unless ed this Goernment ithe estimation olt3e
hese coustituetcies wehse gerrymandered. country. Se fupeonly hope left them Is to
'herefore, every pr1niple is tbrown to p the gerrymader the constituencies of the great

winds, there Is ne principle lu reference to province of Ontarlio se as to gve then rsome
county ines, ne principle lu reference to chanceof gettng back here. esay thatIbe-
populatinen no principle in-reference to nu- leve thif BIw tocore teo naught. hbe-
nerlal, representation, nothing but the one ileve ths Bil ant becme law. Ibeleve

riuciple that makestfor party gain. It is Impossible that snch a gross violation
Now, taketuewhole Dominion of Canada, o the constitution ithe nterest of a party,

wd what are th iaets? At the astgenerak wth therrofilmsy pueg upon wulch it Is based
alectlion the -JOnervatve party polled 413,- ian ever suceeed. You may be able te force

r vtes as awouldmet 397,194 Loeral votes. t trough th s House but misjudge the
te conttuencs w e gerrymandered, uIndepedent character of the Parla ent oft herefo ry pri0cmle Cosetroato then Cnad er tcheaconstuencvirbecomes law.

pritnpe at makes f00 ore party ai. t ,anaIsfmpssibehmasuch a ros ilto
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this House, who are to discuss It, but, with
an open shamefacedness-I was going to
say, with a want of shamefacedness-ad-
dressing himself to the Senator's Gallery,
and, before investigation and debate by this
House, assuming that he is in a position to
insult another branch of the legislature, by
saying, that he can count upon them to
throw out the Bill, against which he has not
used any argument worth being consid-
ered in this debate. If there be one Instance,
and :he has given not one (except ait the last,
when he alluded to two or three counties in
respect to which there is alleged to be a
disproportion of population, as represented
in this Chamber) in which an argument has
been used, and one which I have seen in the
Conservative press during the few weeks
that they have had this measure before
them, is, that the city of Toronto, with its
added population, from the adoption of the
principle of confinIng within the municipal
bounds the people living there, were not re-
ceiving their proportionate representation.
One other argument -was. that the county of
Kent, less ln numbers than the county of
Simcoe, was to get three members because,
as they alleged, it was a Liberal county,
while the county of Simcoe, which, they al-
leged, was a Conservative county, was only
to get three members ; and they pointed out
the disproportion. To-day, when the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mulock) who moved the
second reading of the Bill, announced that
the Government, after consideration of this
question, and while it may not have been
deemed necessary in tbe interest of what is
fair and just to cities and towns ln this re-
spect, have come to the conclusion that he
mentioned, I an at a loss to know what
possible valid reason hon. gentlemen can
give against the Bill, as it affects that city.
With two members for Kent, eaeh of these
members will represent more than an equal
number in the county of Simeoe, which las
three members. If disproportiona4te re-
presentation of counties and cities is to be
a reason why this Bill is condemned, then-
if I may follow the bad example of the hon.
leader of the Opposition, and allude to what
Is possible to transpire lin another place-I
would ask him, if he ean count for mucb
help ln that dIrection on account of undue
representation, or want of proper represen-
tation. Imagine that argument In that other
place. The Bill goes before that body-I am
drawn into discussion, because that hon.
gentleman bas made a shameless appeal to
that body-but, when they come to look
around their Chamber and to recognize the
fact thal thiere are 24 members of that
House now who represent the whole of the
province of Ontarlo, numbering over 2,000.-
000 of people, and wben they see that one-
quarter of the whole number are from the
city of Toronto, they wIll not be apt to tbink
that Toronto is unrepresented.

166

Mr. CLANCY. Is the hon. gentleman (Mr.
2aterson) answering the newspapers, or an-
swerIng the discussion by members of this
House ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There
bas not been mucli discussion by members
of the Opposition, and I am answering them
both at once, or I am endeavouring to do so.
. was pointing out that it may be conceded,
la reference to the city of Toronto, that, even
wlth its five members, each of these mem-
bers will represent a larger number than
the memabers elected, after this Bill becomes
law, will represent lu rural constituencies.
Thils is granted. It has been a recognized
principle in this country, and, I think, ln
other countries, that cities do not expect, and
that they have never recelved, If they have
expected, proportionate representation with
rural constituencies. My hon. friend (Sir
Charles Tupper) knows that in his own Bill
that was the case. The hon. gentleman who
moved the second reading of the Bill pointed
out that ne Injustice is done to these cities.
Look at it from the reasonable point of view
-I dwell not now upon the fact that mem-
bers representing outside constituencies live
within tbe city, and that, while they repre-
sent faithfully their own constituencies, they
know also what affects the city constituency.
When any measure comes before this House,
they can raise their volces In reference to
how it may affect those constituencies with-
in eity limits. I point out another fact to
you, Mr. Speaker, a fact tiat every hon.
gentleman recognizes, and which bas been
recognized by both parties, and It is, that if
there be a distinction made, it should be
made in favour of a rural population rather
than In favour of a city like Toronto. Why?
We know that If, during the session of Par-
liament, there is a measure proposed that
affects the city of Toronto, the people of
that city know it in the morning. The in-
defatigable reporter bas got a full report of
the transaction, and it appears la the news-
papers, and, If there be anythlng affecting
the interest of the city, there is no time lost
in taklng action ln regard to it. They can
get a meeting of the board of trade or of the
city council at an hour's notice. Within
twenty-four hours of the meeting you have
a delegation of the representative men of the
city coming before your committee to present
their vlews. In a rural constitueney, the ln-
terests of whleh might be affected -by some
measure before the Honse, It is Impossible
to summon any delibera>tive body amongst
themselves ; it Is not as easy te get a meet.
ing In such a rapid manner, or te reach the
views of the people dwelling ln a rural con.
stituency.

Mr. CLANCY. Are these the reasons
which induced the l-on. gentleman ta make
ep his mind to give the city of Toronto live,
lnstead of four, members ?

RIMEW8D EDITION.
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The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I have
explained te honJ gentlemen that, listening
te what might be said by hon. gentlemen,
with the view of meeting their views, If
there.Is anything in it, that the Government
have taken one member away from what
the hon. gentleman concedes to be a Liberal
rlding, and given it to the city of Toronto,
that the hon. gentleman claims as Conserva-
tive. I am not going to take a position that
the hon. gentlemen opposite have taken. It
may be, that all the constituencies that they
are willing now, for the purposes of this dis-
eussion, to give to the Liberal party, may all
go to the Liberal party after the passage of
this Bill; but I am not prepared to say,
that the city of Toronto, which bas been
given five members, is sure to return five
Conservative members, any more than I am
sure of saying, that every constituency that
is dealt with and finally readjusted by the
judges, will return, as hon. gentlemen oppo-
site say, al Liberal members. We do not
know what the result of the elections may
be. All we have to see to, and what this
Bill proposes te accomplish, is, that the voice
of the people shall be heard on the floor of
this House in a fair, free and open manner,
In such a manner as it will send to Parlia-
ment inen that will speak the voicel of the
majority, as the voice of the majority will
have it spoken. I may be pardoned, and I
wll take a little longer than I intended just
to allude to the reason why this Bill bas
been introduced, because I dare say, that I
am addressing a House in which the ma-
jority of the members are not conversant
wIth the subjeet of the redistribution or the
Gerrymander Bill of 1882. I am inclined
to believe that the majority of this House
were not members of it at that time.
I was then a member of this House, as also
were other hon. gentlemen I see around me ;
but to those who were not present at that
time, and who may not 'have read "Han-
sard," which gives a very fair account of
the proceedings that took place, I wish to
point out the Iniquities of that Bill, whieh
the Lberal party of that day, the Govern-
ment party of to-day, protested against.
There was a great deal of indignation ex-
pressed and a great deal of denunciation of
the BiHl. I can remember how some of the
hon. members who were struek at, dis-
tinctly and evidently struck at, voiced their
IndIgnation. The then member fer South
Brant had a voice ·that could be heard,
and it was heard denouneing that Bill as
Iniquitous ; -the voice of the present Min-
inster of ,ustice (Mr. Mils) was also heard in
strong denunciaition. AM there was a rea-
son for that. If hon. members who were
not present then will take the " Hansard,,
of 1882 and read the twenty-two amend-
ments that we moved te the Bill, which
recite the Iniquities of the measure, I be-
liev that -they, like many Conservative
members of that day-save and except a

Mfr. PATERSON.

few who were lost to ail proper feeling of
what was due between man and man-wIll
blush when they read, and when they
understand the nature of that gerrymander.
And what was it ? A majority in the Par-
liament of Canada, elected not upon that
Issue, used their power ln this Chamber,
wIthout debate and ln dumb silence, to vote
down amendient after amendment, and
not daring to lift their heads when they
understood the iniquities whieh they sup-
ported by their votes. And, Sir, the ilqml-
ties of that Bill were further exemplified
in this, that men who sat side by side ln
this Chamber, men who dined at the same
table, men who were friends socially wit-
nessed the scene ln this House of Conser.
vative members so far forgetting them
selves that they deliberately, through the
force of a majority In numbers legislated
to strengthen their own political position.
That was bad enough, but that was not ail
that aroused indignation. They saw nem-
bers of this House who were brave enough
to legislate in order to strengthen their own
position, and who were mean enough, at
the same time, to plot against their fellow-
niembers in the adjoining constituencies, so
as to put them to political death by an
Act of Parliament. That was what raised
the indignation. It was then shown that
this member, and that member, and the
other member, and still another and another
of the Liberal members who could not be
defeated In any other way, were singled
out to be legislated out of Parliament, amid
the jeers of some of the more gross-mlnded
of their political opponents. The Bill was
fought against; twenty-two amendments
were moved, each one reciting an Iniquity,
and these amendments were voted down lu
dumb silence, forty-two yeas and nlnety-
nine nays ; vote after vote, not a word of
defence from the Conservative Government
supporters who though they might with
downcast heads vote for the gerrymander
f 1882, could not for very shame stand up

a.nd defend IL.
Now, Sir, what does 'this Bill do ? Is

there any member on the other side of the
House who is struck personally or Individu-
ally by this Bull ? No, nothing of the kind.
There are certain members of Parliament
on this side of the House supportIng the
Government who will not have such safe
constituencies as they had before, but where
1s the member who can say he is being
leglslated out by this Bill. Does my hon.
friend from Bothwell (Mr. Clancy), whose
riding disappears, and disappears nlot to
strike at him, but in conformity with the
principle that has been adopted ; does he
say he is being legislated out of the House
by this Bill ? Sir, he cannot say s0. He
lives in the county Of Kent, I believe, and'
that county Is to be divided for two mem-
bers, but that division is not to be made
by a majority In this House ; that division
is not to be made by a revising barrister

9
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of five years' standing, as was the case
under the Conservative Franchise Bill; no,
that division is to be made by the judges of
the land. And what Judges ? The very
highest judges of this land. Who can tell
how they will divide the county of Kent ?
Will my hon. friend (Mr. Clancy) say that
if a political party divided the county of
Kent it could not be so divided as to re-
turn two Liberal members.

Mr. CLANOY. The hon. gentlemanl's
friends in Ontario have divided it in that
way.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Will
my hon. friend state that It is not possible
to divide the county of Kent in such a way
as to give a majority to two Liberal mem-
bers, if it was the desire of this Govern.
ment, and the desire of the majority in this
House so to do ? Sir, this Bill takes the
division out of the hands of a political ma-
jority and gives it to the judges of the
land. There is no man struck at Individu-
ally. It proposes to return to the county
boundaries, and that is a principle that the
Liberal party bas contended for time and
again.

Here let me allude to some remarks of
the leader of the Opposition. The hon. gen-
tleman (Sir Charles Tapper) appealed to the
members of another Chamber In order to
strengthen his position with them, in order
to coach them, if It is possible to do so ;
he appealed to them with a shamelessness
that Is not often witnessed on the floor of
this Parliament. He told them they did
right in the Yukon matter-though he sup-
ported the Yukon Bill himself. He told
them they did right In throwing out the
Drummond Railway Bill, and he told them
they did not do right when they did not
throw out the Franchise Act, leaving them
to Infer that they would do wrong If they
did not throw out this 'Redistribution Bill.
He argued that the Senate was within its
right when they rejected these Bills, be-
cause it merely gave the people the oppor-
tunity of pronouneing upon the questions at
issue, but he also admitted that if the peo-
ple had pronounced ln favour of any public
measure, then the Senate would pass It
without the slightest hesitation. That is
the argument of these hon. gentlemen oppo-
site ; it is the ground upon which they stand,
and I will take them upon their own ground.
The Redistribution Bill, the second reading
of which has been moved to-day, is a BiH
which has beei before the people of Can-
ada. The nature of that Bill, the object of
that Bill, were before the people, were pro-
nounced upon by the people, and this Gov-
ernment was returned to Introduce that Bill
and to ask èthis Parliament te pass it. I
therefore think, Sir, that the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Tupper) wIll appeal ln vain
to any legislitive body whichb has any re-
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gard for justice, to throw out this B111. The
people have declared at the polls that they
want this Bill. They have declared them-
selves dn favour of this BIII by a majority
of their representatives in this House, and
with that declaration of the people the
Bill will go to the Senate. And, as to the
complaint of the hon. gentleman about the
passage of the Franchise Billuln the Sen-
ate, it may be that the Senate was influ-
enced by the fact that they knew that that
very Franchise Bill was a question
submitted to the people of this country
and approved of by them. They know that
the people of this country pronounced
for the repeal of the Franchise Act, and
the Franchise Act was repealed. And.
'Sir, we are here to-day carrying out
one of the pledges in the platform adopted
by the great national Liberal convention
that met in this city In 1893. Almost al uof
the pledges then made have been carried
out. This pledge remains to be fulfiled.
This pledge the Government intend, as far
as it is In their power, ito fulfil, as they have
fulfilled almost aIl their other pledges; and
should they fail to pass 'the Bil, they wIll
have been true to what they promised to the
people, and upon those who assume the
responsibility of casting out the measure the
blame will lie, and not upon the Government.
Sir, hon. gentlemen opposite fight the BIII,
and denounce it as an infamous Bill-,so In-
famous that they say that the snow wil fly
before we finish discussing it. Well, jet me
say, so far as I -am concerned, that If we
were seeldng party advantage In ths mat-
ter, the longer the measure is obstructed
by hon. gentlemen opposite, the worse it
will be for Ëthemselves, if I am any Judge of
the people of this country, and I think I am.
I bhave been In Opposition when we have
fought very hard some Bills that were Intro-
duced by the Government of -the day. i can
even remember the leader of the Govern-
ment of that time lecturing us very severely,
and telling us that we were bringing Par-
liament Into contempt wdth this faetlous
opposition, as he was pleased to term it,
and keeping the House ln session day after
day, as we did, when that Government in-
troduced a measure to throttle the élector-
ate, and to wlpe out one of the great political
parties of this country. We answered : "We
will assume the responsibilty ; If we are
fighting in a way that we ought not, it is
to our own loss, for the people will visit our
conduct on our heads." But the people sid
we were right, and they returned us to
power. go I Say to hon. gentlemen opposite:
If you believe this Bi is a monstrous and
infamous Bill, it is your bounden duty to
fdght it If you are wilIIng to assume the
responsiblity, do so, confident that your
action will commend itself to rlght-thinklng
people in this Dominion. Let Obstructton
be used, if obstruction should be used
against thls Bll-eritlesm, full, free, and to
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the utmost extent ; it Is the right and pri-
vilege of memibers of the Opposition to use
it. To go beyond that Is within their power
if they see fit to exercise It. Upon them
alone wilU rest the responsibifity. dut the
question comes to this. Perhaps hon. gen-
tlemen opposite view the measure from a
4ifferent standpoint from what I do. Per-
haps they can see some Injustice, some un-
fairness in this Bill which I confess I am
unable to see. It may be so ; but when we
go back and appeal to the people, we wIll
suppose that one of these hon. gentlemen
goes into the county of Perth and appears
on a publie platform ln favour of the candi-
date of the Conservative party, and meets
with the candidate of the Liberal party;
and the candidate of the ItIberai party takes
up " Hansard " and reads thaît it was de-
elared in Parliament by the Conservative
party that it was a monstrous thing and an
infamous thIng for you men of North East-
hope and you men of South Easthope to be
aflowed to vote in the municipal county to
which you belong, and ln whlch you exer-
cîse your munielipal rights. W-1I that streng-
then the Conservative party ? If ln addItion
It is pointed out that the precious time of
Parlament was occupied, not in argument
but simply in elogging the wheels of pro.
gress, 'ln an attempt to defeat this Bil, will
that strengthen the posItion of the Conser-
vative party ? Go into the townshlps of
Burford and Oakland, whieh by the Aet of
these hon. gentlemen In 1882 were torn out
of South BrIant, whieh had the proper unit
of population, as near as imlght be; so that
5,000 people were taken ont of that riding
and put them into another county, giving it
a population of about 25,000, leaving South
Brant with about 21,000. Go to tthose people,
and on the platform say to them,: "Men of
Burford and Oakland, the Conservative
party say tihat it Is an infamous thing for
you to vote again ln the county of Brant,
where you live and do business, where you
elect your county councillors, and where ail
your municipal interests lie." Go into the
township of Anetster, whleh was torn from
the county of Wentworth, In order to put to
his po! tialdesth honest old Joe Rymal,
who had the respect of every man on etther
side of the House. They took that townshilp
and taeked It on tu the county of North
Brant,; then they went away west to tie
county of Oxford, and took another itown-
ship there end tacked it on to the other end
of North Brant, thus putting parts of three
counties together, and making a constituency
which was 4000 under the unit of! popula-
tion-all to kidl honest Joe Rymal poltically.
Go to the township of Anceter, and tell the
electors there: "The ConservatIve party
held Parhlament tiR the snow flew, and de-
elared that It was an infamous thing for
you men of Aneaster to vote lIa the county
to whIch you belong." Yes, obstruetion is

Mr. PATERSON.

- the prIvilege of these hon. gentlemen, if
they choose to use it.

Mr. CLANCY. Will the hon. gentleman
permit me to ask him a question ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Will the
hon. gentleman sit down, please. When tue
hon. members for East and West York go
before those of their constituents, who reside
within the municipal limits of the city of
Toronto, and some one rises before them and
reads "Hansard " to show that It was de-
elared In Parliament to be an infamous
thing-

An hon. MEMBER. A diazbolieal thing.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS-a dia-

boleal thing and a monstrous thing for
those men to be permItted to vote in the
city In national matters with the men with
whom they vote on every municipal question,
do hon. gentlemen think that they will
strengthen themselves wonderfuliy in that
way ? If they go to either of -the ridings of
the county of York from which these por-
tions of the city of Toronto are taken, and
say to the electors there : "This Is au in-
famous Bill and we are going to fight lt till
the snow files," what will the men of York
say ? They will say : "We have ·had three
members in the past and we have three
members now; we are represented as
strongly in the House of Commons as we
were before." Do you suppose these men
will feel that an outrage has been perpetra-
ted upon them ? Why, Sir, tit wlll not bear
investigation. Well, how are the other pro-
vinces dealt with? How are hon. gentlemen
opposite going to go down to the other
provinces and justify their threat to keep
Parliament here till ithe snow fies ? When
it la ponIated out to the people on the plat-
form that the proceedings of Parliament
were delayed, that tens of thousands «
dollars of the money of the people 'of this
country were waated la obstruction, the elec-
tors in New Brunswiek, Nova Scotia, or
Prince Edward Island will say to them,
what is the reason of thls ? Why dld
you flght that Billin this way ?
"Oh, because it was an Infamous bil."
"Well, well, what kind of a Bil was It ?"
Why, do you know that up ln Ontario they
removed some of the atrocities, as they term-
ed them, that were eommitted In the Redis-
tribution Bil of 1882. The Liberal party took
the ground then that the county boundaries
should be retained, and brought in this Bil
to restore them." The question was then
asked : "DId they make the eounty boun-
daries ?" The answer must. be : "No they
did not.' " Then, who made the county
boundarles whieh had to 'be removed because
they were so monstrous. That must have
been done by these men." "No." "Well,
who did it." " I cannot tell, they were made
some thirty or forty years ago, before this
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Government took blrth." "Well, how could
you blame this Government for that ?"
" True, but do you not see that some of
these counties are entitled to two or three
members and they divide them up so that the
Liberals will get a majority ?" "Oh, is that
so ? Wha, then, did the dividing ? Was i'
the party in the majorIty in the House ?
" No." "Who, then ?" "I suppose they
appointed political partisans of their own to'
do it, and that Is how this monstrous thIng
was done." "No, they appolnted the judges."
"You mean revising barristers ?" "No,
"Well, what judges did they appoint ?"
"They appolnted judges selected from the
highest court in -the land, men at the very
top of our national life in this country."

What, Mr. Speaker, do you think the »eo-
ple will say of those who attack a Bill of
that kind, who declared they wlll obstruct
It until the snow flies ? Well, they are wel-
come to all the opposition they can make,
if they think It Is any advantage to them.
In opposing the Bill they are acting wlt'uin
their rights, but the people will have som-.
thing to say of their conduet. My hon. frIend
from North Bruce said that he had no ob-
jection to the judges deckdng the divIsians
I would have expected nothing less from the
hon. gentleman, knowing bis great respect
for and knowledge of the judiciary. But
what will the people think of those péople
who thus inferentially insult those judges,
who, if there Is any gerrymandering possible,
are the only ones that eau do it ? I do noi
think that the people will take the view
whieh these hon. gentlemen take of this Bill.

These hon. gentlemen say : You are not
carrylng out the principle of representation
by population, which Is one of the principles
of the Liberal party. Sir, that was one of our
principles, in the old times, as between pro-
vinces and that principle is embodied to-day
lu the British North America Act, and Is a
fundamental principle in the constitution of
this country. Representation by population,
as between the provinces. But while you can
get a unit of representation as between the'
provinces, no man can devise and no one bas
ever suggested that you could secure a per-
fect unit of representation in the electoral
boundarles of the different rIdings of this
country. That unit of representation Is not
to be lost sight of altogether, nor is It in this
Bill. It is to be observed as nearly as pos-
sible, and the hon. leader of the Opposittin
as told us himself that it Is impossible fairly

to observe it. He ihas pointed out where dif-
ferences exIst under this Bill, and he has In-
ereased the number-I do not aceuse him of
doing It wilfully-of the population of the
city of Toronto. Ie says Toronto bas a popu-
lation of 200,000, which will give 50,000 to
each of its d.ve members. But there are not
200.000 people lin Toronto, according to the
cexsus of 1891, which is made the basis for
the judges to go upon. and which Is the last
authoritative statement we have of our
population. I speak subject to correction,

but when those divisions that are to be added
to the present electoral district of Toronto
are added to it, under the operation of this
Bil, there will be 180,000 ln that city, repre-
sented by five meurbers, so that each mem-
ber will represent 36,000. And if I am not
mistaken, the present member for West
York (Mr. Wallace), in bis present consti-
tuency, is representing 41,857 souls, under
the law of to-day.

Look at the electoral distrIcts as constitut-
ed by hon. gentlemen opposite in their Bill
of 1882, still further confirmed and enlarged
by the Act of 1892, when, as was pointed
out by the hon. gentleman who moved the
second ireading of this Bill before the House.
hon. gentlemen opposite cast aside the vIews
held by Sir John Macdonald relative to the
necessity and desirability of maintaining
county boundaries, and tried to justify them-
selves on the plea of equalizing ·the popula-
tion lin the different electoral districts much
more elosely than it was possible to do re-
tainIng the county bounds. But I venture to
say that If you will take their measure and
examine the rldings made by these gentle-
men, who talk so glibly about the equalizIng
of population now, you will find greater dis-
parities of population lin the ridings, as esta-
lished by themn, than you wIll in the opera-
tion of this Bill and the divisions established
under It by the judges of the land. Does the
hon. gentleman shake his head ? Let me
give bim a few instances.

The electoral districts of Brockville and
two townships with a population of 15,853
were taken ont of South Leeds, leaving the
latter 22.449. Was there any discrepancy
there ? Cardwell Is formed out of parts of
Peel, Simcoe and Dufferin, having a popula-
tion of 15,382. It adjoins North Wellington,
with a population of 24,956, and South Wel-
lington, with a population of 24,373. Durham
West, wtth a population of 15,374, adjoins
Ontarlo South,, with a population of 19,033.
Frontenac, with a population of 13,445, ad-
joins South Leeds, whose population is 22,449.
Grenville South, -with a population of 12,929,
adjoins Dundas, whose population is 20,132.
North Leeds and Grenville, with 13,521, ad-
joins Carleton, with 21,746. Lennox, with
14,900, adjoins Addlngton, with 24,151. Mid-
diesex West, wlth a population of 17,288, ad-
joins Middlesex East, with a population of
25,569, and that is one of the counties whlch
those hon. gentlemen gerrymandered. North-
umberland West, with a population of 14,949,
adjoins Northumberland East, with a popu-
lation of 21,995. Peel contributed two town-
shIps to form Cardwell, leavIng It only with
15,466, while York West, which adjoins Peel,
with a population of 41,857. Peterborough
West bas a population of 15,80, whIle the
east riding has 21,919.

Hon. gentlemen opposite may say : But
some of these you are not touching at ail.
I grant that, but are we thereby lgaing any
advantage ? Is there any party advantage
being sought by our not touching them? The
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right hon. leader of the Government, when
introducing the Bill, in the absence of the
Postmaster General, explained that we only
proposed to rectify the more glaring iniqui-
ties of the Gerrymander Act of hon. gentle-
men opposite. And where that Act is not in-
terfered with, there is no party advantage to
be gained by us, because the rldlngs are lef t
as they were formed by these hon. gentlemen
opposite, who so forgot what was due ta
every sense of honour, that they deliberately
gerrymandered the counties lu order to fur-
ther their own political advantage. Any
riding not touched by us ls a riding consti-
tuted by hon. gentlemen opposite, and so
constituted for their own party advantage,
under the Gerrymander Bill of 1882, so thar
we can have nothIng to gain by not touching
It. If these hon. gentlemen did not seek their
own advantage when they cut up 54 counties,
threw in townships out of this county into
that and vice versa, why did they do It ?
If they did not eut up every county It was
because they believed certain counties were
so strong in their Interests that it was Im-
possible to touch them in any way and make
them more sure and safe for the Conserva-
tive party.

We attempt to rectIfy this wrong ; we at-
tempt to keep our promise to the people to
carry out that for which we recelved the
mandate of the people, to rectify the gross-
est feature of that Gerrymander Act, so that
the people of this country might not be co-
erced, so that one political party might not
be favoured more than another, but that
their free voice should be heard, and that
voice should rule, no matter what the conse-
quence was elther to Conservatives or to
Liberals.

Hon. gentlemen opposite have spoken a
good deal about tthe county of Brant. They
would minimize the population of that
county. I think the leader of the Opposition
said there were 30,000 people there. There
are In the county of Brant over 36,000 peo-
ple, according to the eensus of 1891, and
there are far more there now. I believe that
there are over 40,000 people in Brant ; but
I do not mention tbat, because the judges
are not toe consider the municipal census, but
wIll deal only wlth national figures, properly
authenticated by the officers of this House,
and I wlsh to deal only wlth the figures that
the judges must deal with. There are be-
tween 36,000 and 37,000 souls in the county
of Brant. That county has now two members
given it now for the first time under this
Bull, If It becomes law. Since the days of
confederation, aye, before confederation, the
county of Brant had two members. It is
not because the county of Brant 1s. as I was
proud to bear the hon. gentleman acknowl-
edge, a banner Liberal county, tfiat it Is
given two members ; it s because, under
the rule that l leid down by every principle
of fairplpy, the County ought to have two
members. Is party advantage the object ?

Mr. PATESN.

Mr. CLANCY. CertaInly.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That le

about the answer I should expect f rom the
hon. gentleman ? Would he say, that the
county of Brant ought to have ouly one
member ?

Mr. CLANCY. Yes.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. What

would he say, then, in reference to the coun-
ty of Norfolk, which has a smaller popula-
tion than Brant ?

Mr. CLANCY. I would say-
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Let me

show how this works. The hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Tiadale), when speaking
on the introduction of the Bill, said-speak-
ing subject to correetlon-that this Bill
would have a bad effect upon him, because
-although, be it remembered, the judges,
and not this Government, are going to dl-
vide the county-the north riding would be
a perfeetly safe constituency, while the
south riding might be a very difficult one
for a Conservative to carry. I do not pro-
fess to.judge of the situation as the hon.
member (Mr. Tisdale) does. Now, the couniy
of Norfolk, with some thousands less than
the county of Brant, ought certainly, in all
fairness, to have one member taken from it
before the county of Brant has a member
taken from it. To do this would mean that
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr.
Charlton) would be returned by an over-
whelming majority, while the hon. membei
for South Norfolk would be wiped out of
political existence. We do not do that ; we
divide the county; and the hon. member
for South Norfolk bas an excellent chance
to be In this House after the next election
reprentng that riding. Do these bon.
gentlemen wish one member taken from
Norfolk ? The figures between Wentworth
and Norfolk are very close, Wentworth hav-
ing a slightly less population than Norfolk.
Without doing great violence to principle,
we might give Wentworth two members and
Norfolk one. Wentworth would be sure to
return two Liberal members, as It did, i
belleve, from confederation down to the time
the Bill of 1882 was passed. But we give
Wentworth only one member, while the
county of Norfolk, which, for years and
years, bas returned one Liberal and one
Conservative, because It has a few more
population than the county of Wentworth,
la given two members. And hon. gentlemen
opposite talk of an infamous Bill, and say
they wIll sit until the snow files ln order to
poInto out the Infamies contalned in this
measure. Well, I do not think I need to
enlarge more on this BIll.

Mr. WALLACE. Oh, yes.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Well, I
have noj objection. I do not propose to go
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Into the legal argument, as to whether we
have a right to do what we here propose.
The hon. leader of the Opposition, ln these
matters, is a layman like myself, and so I
cannot accept him as an authority, though,
from bis age and bis long parliamentary ex-
perience, he might be better able to judge
than I. Still, this Is a question upon which.
I faney, the legal gentlemen ln this House
wIll be better qualfied to speak. Speaking
subject to correetIon, so far es I an remem-
ber, I know of no lawyer of any standing
who has taken the ground that it is not pos-
sible for this Parliament to bring In a Bill
for redelimiting the boundaries of a riding
within a particular province. I have not
heard that argued inside the House or out-
side of it, so far as I know, and it strikes
me that no one will lbe found who will take
that poaltion.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). Not if he
bas a reputation to lose.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I am not
going to pronounce upon that; I leave
the lawyers to talk on that part of the sub-
ject. I confine myself to the merits of the
Bill, and I speak as I do lin order that gen-
tlemen who are now in the House may under-
stand the reason why this great convention
of the LIberal party assembled from all
parts of the Dominion should take the posi-
tion they did upon this question. It was
recognized that the Bill passed in 1882 was
a deliberate attempt to throttle the free
expression of the will of the people of this
country. Therefore, It was that 'men from
the east, as well as men from the west,
joIned with the men of Ontario in declaring
that this was one of the measures that must
be introduced. The Bill of 1882 was a Bill
that dismembered counties with a view to
drIve out of political life men sitting by
the side of those gentlemen, and who had
always fought them fair. Some of the best
men that were In this House at that time
were struek at. Some have passed away
from these scenes of etrife and debate ;
others there are who have voluntarily re-
tired; but, Sir, there lives ln the ninds of
those who were present, and who know
what took place on that occasion, ·the feel-
ing that never In the Parliament of Canada
-save and except when the Franchise BIll
was introduced--was no extraordinary a Bill
presented. I searcely know how to eharac-
terize It and keep wlthin parliamenltary
bounds. When they saw men llke the gen-
lai Liberal whip of that day, who bas
passed away from these scenes, a man who
had the respect of members of bath par-
ties ln this House, the genial member %for
South Perth,, James Trow. When they mw
that man struck at In a cowardly fashion
by taking one of the townships out of bis
riding, beeause It gave 200 Liberal majority
and throwIng It into North Oxford that had
already 1,000 of a Liberal majority, then

they felt that a pass had been reached the
depth of which they had not belleved It
was possible to be reached by men who
eould be elected as representatives of the
people. And so with the present Minister of
Justice (Mr. MBIs). His riding was formel
at the time of confederation, t was a riding
that he bad carried time and again, and
townships were torn out of his county be-
cause they contained a Liberal majority,
and were thrown Into West Elgin that had
hundreds upon hundreds of a Liberal ma-
jority already. And that was doue In order
to compass the poltical death of a man who
was one of the ornaments of this House, and
admitted to be so by Sir John A. Maedonald.
In my own case, I had a riding that I had
won from the Conservative party, won it
fairly and honourably, and grew stronger
as I went on. But they took out of Soufh
Brant Burford and Oakland, that gave some
hundreds of Liberal majority, and threw
them into another riding to equalize the
population, and made it 25,000, whle they
lef t South Brant with only 21,000. There was
the little township of Oakland, a three-cor-
nered township that squared out the Town-
ship of Brantford, and that was 12 miles from
the nearest point of the county into whicl
they put It. The township of Burford they
took ont of South Brant and joined it to
South Oxford. This little township of Oak-
land was 12 miles from the riding Into which
it was put. It was almost within sound of
the bells of Brantford city, the main town
of the riding, while the main town of the
riding into which It was put was 50 miles
away. On the third reading of that Bill i
rose and recited these facts, and said that I
wanted to ask a question of the gentleman
who had charge of 'this Bill, I wanted him to
look me lin the eyes, but lie sat with bowed
head and dared not raise his eyes. Not one
word of defence was given, and ·they voted
down my proposition by 99 to 42. Yet that
little township of 939 souls that I asked to
be put back into the county of Brant, if put
back. would have only given ithe south riding
of Brant less population than the riding that
was 12 miles distant from it into which they
threw this -township. That Is gerrymander,
but there is no gerrymander In this Bill. It
is not possible to have a gerrymander ln this
BIIL If it were possible, and lif It were doue
by poltical partisans, stili there could be
very little of a gerrymander as long as you
are tied up withIn county bounds. It would
be almost impossible for political partisans
to accomplish much of a gerrymander even
if they were entru'ted with It. The 1Aberal
party have some rights ln this Parliament,
with their majority they have a rigbt to de-
termine the bounds of the different counties
and rtidings. But they said: No, we will
stand for a principle that will meet wlth
the universal approval of every man of prin-
eiple In this country. Though we have the
right and power, and though we have the
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precedent of these hon. gentlemen opposite,
we will divest ourselves of the power, and
limit the changes within county bounds.
Then we will leave It to the judges of the
land, those judges shaR be taken from the
highest ranks and they shall fix the bounds,
and when they fix the bounds we twill not
ask the right, as a majority l this Parlia-
ment, to review the bounds that they fixed.
And yet hon. gentlemen opposite are going
to stay until the snow files to fight this Bill.
Sîr, I do not ask them to desist from that
resolve. The more they denounce as infam-
ous and as nmonstrous this BI, the surer I
am that they will meet with the eondemna-
tion of every right4hinking man In this
country. For my own part, and speaking
honestly and sincerely, I am proud to belong
to a party that has received this Bill with
entire approbation; it is accepted, su far as
I can judge. even by those men supporting
the Governinent who will not stand poli-
tically as fair a chance as they do under the
existing constituency.

Mr. CASEY. Here is one.

Mr. GIBSON. Here is another.

The MINISTER OF OCUSTOMS. I can
point to a lot of them, but not the first word
of complaint have they uttered against this
Bill, because they recognize that a Gov-
ernment that is strong enough, fair enough,
that has confidence enough ln the people,
to leave these matters to be settled by the
highest judges in the land, cannot but meet
with the respect and approbation of the
country at large. This measure is sup-
ported by the men who stood up in Op-
position to those who supported the Gerry-
mander Bill In 1882, by the men who be-
lieve that It is manly, just and fair to give
both political parties equal rights, so that
the voice of the people may be heard, let
that voice be pronounced for or against
them. I am in favour of the second read-
ing of this BIIL I am proud that this Bill
has been introduced into parlfament, so
that the people throughout this country will
recognize that the principles and operation
of that Bill is an announcement and earnest
that there are men adminlstering the affairs
of this country, supported by faithful men
behind them, wbo are prepared to do what
Is just and what is fair by all who dwell
ln this broad Dominion. Therefore, I need
scarcely say that I amln hearty sympathy
with this Bil, and that I am quite ready,
for my own part, to allow al the discussion
to take place and all the argument to be
sent forth In reference to its principles, until
the snow files. I wIh say one word more.
An hon. gentleman asked If the judges
would hear argument before coming to
their decision. I have not the slightest
doubt that the judges who will be appoint-
ed wlth be able to read, and that they
wih have " Hansard9" before them.

M'r. PATERSON.

Mr CLANCY. Is the hon. gentleman
talking to the judges now ?

The MINISTER 0F OUSTOMS. They will
have "Hansard " within their reach, and
they will read the arguments that will be
adduced. Therefore, any arguments that
hon. gentlemen opposite have to address
against this Bill, it will be their p- vilege
and their duty to advance these arguments
now. The judges will read these argu-
ments, I have no doubt.

Mr. BEATTIE. Do you suppose they will
read yours?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I should
judge, from the fair and Impartial charac-
ter of the gentlemen who adorn the judi-
ciary of Canada, that they will not read
one side alone, and though I may not per-
haps be able to adduce as strong an argu-
ment in favour of this Bill as hon. gentle-
men opposite will be able to adduce against
it, I venture to say that if they read the
arguments which may be adduced in re-
ference to this Bill, they may perchance
read the few arguments I have en-
deavoured to advance. Therefore, I have
not -the slightest doubt that, wlth the
census of 1891 before them, with the
arguments of bon. gentlemen opposite
before them, they will avail themselves of
every source of information. I have no
doubt that they wIll be able to avail them-
selves not only of the Dominion census ln
reference to the Inequalities of population
of different counties, but also in reference
to the population of the townships and the
towns and cities comprised within these.
With a map before them, which I suppose
they wihl desire to bave, they wIll know
themselves where these townships lie and
they will have all the sources of Informa-
tion that will be necessary to form a judg-
ment, that they 'will desire to have, as they
no doubt will desire to have, In order to
discharge their duty as, I think, every one
will admit, they will discharge -their duty
in such a way as to commend themselves
to every person. I only allude to this. I
am pleased to see that some hon. mem-
bers opposite are awakened to what they
think is right in reference to this matter,
that ln a question of this kind arguments
on one side or the other only, Should noît be
listened to, but that both sides should be
heard. They will bear both sides ; they
will avall themselves of the arguments pro
and con. How was the Bill of 1882 pre-
pared by these hon. gentlemen themselves ?
Did they want this matter argued by both
political parties ? No ; in a chamber, with
closed doors, they summoned their heelers
and their party workers from all the dif-
ferent counties, and there they sat down,
with a map before them, took this town-
ship out of that rlding, that township out
of this riding, placed this township into that
riding, and that ownship into this riding
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and when they had brought the Bill down equalizing the population, and so it had to
to the House, wlthout any one knowing be done. The township of Walpole was taken
anything about it, they wished to force it out of Haldimand and replaced by Wainfleet,
through by the majority of their own belonging to Welland,and the township of
supporters. That is how they allowed Whitchurch was taken out of North York
both sides to be heard lu arguing the ques- and replaced by transferrlng West Gwllim-
tion as to what was rIght and proper in bury from South Simcoe to It I might go on
reference to that matter. Let me show giving numerous Instances of this kind to
what they accomplished bearing In mind show the members of this Bouse who were
that their purpose was to equalize the fot present In 1882 what Injustices were per-
population. I will give you a few instances. petrated. And when the great Conservative
The municipal county of Oxford had a convention met In Ottawa-
population of 49,857, and can more easily be The MINISTER 0F FINANCE (Mr. Field-
divided into two ridings than Durham or
Peterborough ; 'yet two townships, Dere-
ham and Blenheim, with a population of venton in their hlstory.
9.631, were taken out of Oxford. They The MINISTEILOF CUSTOMS. Did I say
were taken out of Oxford, and mind you,[ a Conservative convention ?
we were asked to equalize the population.e The MIpuaonISTERdFsotYes.
That was the reason for taklng these two l
townships out. One of the two town-b The MINISTEO 0F CUSTO S.pOh te,
ships, whiéh together had a population of they neyer had such a thing as a convention.
9.631, went into Perth., and the other Into But when the great Libera convention met
Brant, and they took tbs two townships 0f uin Ottawa to dea with grave and momentous
Easthope, forth and southu, and Burford matters, they reaized that the niquity per-
from Brant, and put them Into Oxford to petrated on the province oOntario in 1882
make Up for the population o! 9,631 that they was sutheient to warrant the Liberas fom
had taken out. They added a population o!ftilt parts of the Dominion, in standing by the
9,689, or elght more than that of the town- declaration, that whenever the Liberal party
ships that they had taken from that rlding. returned to power It was their bounden duty

Sto Introduce a Bi to remedy that injustice.
Mr. CLANGY. Iow did these rldings eSir, this pledge, as far as the Government il

stand then ? converned, has been implemented by pre-
sentin this Bi to the Iouse. And If this

n.BillbTe MIeated by any means or from any
gentleman asks how these ridiugs stood. cause, the Liberal party wIll not be afrid
One o! the Easthopes was lINorthPerth to appeal to the constituencies as they are at
and the other one lu South Perth. North-present onsituted ; and if we have to appea
Perth was represented by a Couservative on the Issue, that the ton municipaties
and South Perth was represented by M. ishoud be retuned to the parent trunk from
Trow, the genial Liberal woip, who ias f whieh they weme riven, then, rventure tousay
passed away. They had some hundreds falr-minded Conservatives will say, that
o a Liberal majorlty ln outh Perth, and mthere is one reason mre thnauother
they thouglit to assassinate Mr. Trow by wlchwould leadthem to transfer their past
taking this township out of North Oxford, allegiance from the Coservative party nd
knowin pthat they could not assassinate gîve it to t oe Liberal party, It Is thamthe
Mr. Sutherland, w>uo had a thousand of a1 Conservative party have used their power to
majorty. Blenhelm, wt a population of itu row out an houest measure under whih
5,606, was taken out f Oxford, and put in no party advantage was sought to beobtain-
Brant, because they had taken Burford and I ed, but whph was paced absolutely andt
Oakland, wlth a polpuhakion of 5,797 out o! wthout appeal, as fat as the distribution o
tht county. They did that to equalze popu- the townships composng the different esec-
lation. Middlesex, ith a population oth64e-ntorahdistricts o! the counties are concerne,
4W, could easily be divlded Inthree ridings. Intie hands o! the highest judges of the
The township of Uphemia was taken lad.
fromù Lambton, South Dorchester from Sir, I have spoken a ltthe longer than I In-
Elginand Stephen from Bruce, tidneegs tende to. wth referene to this. The scenes
different counties, lu order t make uperwtnessed ti the House in 1882, the gross un-
tae population o!Middesex. Grimsby, fairnessthen perpetated, wheua twety-two
lr Lincon, wth a populationnOt2,705,hameudmentsdecharlng our grievances were
was transferred to South Wentworth l 1892. voted down eu silence, when these scenes
But that left teefewa uI Lincon, s t hey wo 1882 coe before my mind, I cannotl elp
wet to te County o! Welhand and taking expressing my Indignation, thouga, perbaps,
the township o!oPefaNo, with a popudlation alt is not as keen a! ter seveteen years as It
ow 2.5, added it to Lincoon t replacev was at that date. When I think that men hike
Grmsby. That was their way oequaizng. MiCs, and Alex. Mackenzie, and Trow antomajorit. Be anhea qwi a pouaion threseowp R andones mlesure nr Bruce,

5,60,ss ken oeft the xfordpswer e and ai n part thoantage was sought toee obtain-
Bran, buteue wthe hd taen uod pandpl ed ih, btwhich wasmt plae aboutly andas
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sinated in defiance of every principle of jus-
tice, I sometimes get a little warm. My
voice Is not so strong as it was at that time,
but with such volce as I have I denounce the
gerrymander of 1882 now as I denounced It
then. Despite the appeal that bas been made
in this House to another Chamber, I still be-
lieve -that this Bill will become the law of the
land. I belleve it, because It is a just Bill,
I hall it as a return on the part of the repre-
sentatives of the people of this country, to
the principle of a fair and equitable repre-
sentation for the Canadian electorate in the
Dominion Parliarnent.

Mr. WALLACE. I beg to move the ad-
journment of the debate.

The PRIME MINISTER. Oh, no, it is too
early yet. We will be here until the snow
flies If the hon. gentleman does not go on.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hour is a
reasonable one to adjourn, and I eau hardly
understand why the Prime Minister should
insist upon this debate being pushed through
on a Friday nigh t with a very thin House.

The PRIME MINISTER. We have been
threatened to be kept here ail summer, and
that threat was made even before the inea-
sure was brought down.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I never heard
of any such threat. I have stated from the
first that this measure would, I thought, be
fully and fairly discussed, but such a thing
as obstruction being attempted bas never in
my judgment, presented itself to anybody.
I have not heard of it, and I do not propose
to be a party to any such thing. I draw the
right hon. gentleman's attention to the fact,
that in 1882, he made it a grave charge
against the Government ,that they postponed
the Redistrifbution Bill until the last hours of
the session ? But, Sir, that Bill was Intro-
duced when the House had been In session
eighty-six days, and this Bill, the only Bill
announced in the Governor General's speech,
bas not had its second readIng moved until
ninety-two days after the opening of Parlia-
ment, in the fourth month of the session. I
am astonished that my hon. friend should
even have moved this Bill on a Friday, be-
cause he knows it is not possible to keep the
members here on that night. I hope he wll
net persist in his course In refusing to
adjourn at midnight, and If he does, it cer-
tainly will not be calculated to advance the
business of this House.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
(Sir Charles Tupper) forgets that the circum-
stances of this session and the eireumstances
of the session o! 1882 are not at all parallel.
The debate on the Address in 1882 dld not
last for more than four weeks, or more, and
though the second reading of this Bi1 lis
moved on the 92nd day of the session, it
was Introduced nearly a month ago. It Is no
fault of ours that it was not taken up before
this. When my hon. frIend (Sir Charles Tup-

Mr. PATERSON.

per) tells -me that no obstruction bas been
threatened, and that he has not heard of it,
I must tell hlm that probably he Is the only
man ln this House who did not hear the hon.
member for West York (Mr. Wallace) and
the hon. member for South Leeds (Mr. Tay-
lor) both say that we would be kept bere all
summer. More than that, I heard my hon.
friend (Sir Charles Tupper) say only this af-
ternoon, that this Bill would never pass.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I did not refer
to any obstruction ln this House. I certainly
said I did not believe this Bill would become
law, but that bas no reference to obstruction
here. The Prime Minister forgets that owing
to the circumstances of the Government, this
session was called at a very unusual period
of the year, and yet, ln the case of the single
Bill mentioned In the Governor General's
Speech. he has moved the second reading of
that Bill only on the ninety-second day of the
session.

The PRIME MINISTER. If my hon.
friend tells me that there will be no obstruc-
tion te this Bill,-

Mr. WALLACE. Ah!
The PRIME MINISTER. There is the an-

swer. I was going to say that If my hon,
friend tells me there will be no obstruction
te this Bill, I will agree at once to the
adjournment.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I eau only say
that I bave never been a party to any ob-
struction of this Bill ; I have never proposed
such a thing, or contemplated such a thing.
But, of course, I am only one member of
the House. I am not ln a position to an-
swer for every one ; but It is no part of my
policy that this measure shall be other than
fully and fairly debated, and I am only say-
ing to the right hon. gentleman what I have
Invariably said everywhere among my own
frIends.

The PRIME MINISTER. Exactly; and I
may say to my hon. friend that If he tells
me on his authority as the leader of bis
party that there will be no obstruction to
this BRi, I wil agree at once to the adjourn-
ment.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not think,
Mr. Speaker, that the hon. gentleman should
press me n that way. He knows that I
am as powerless as he is to answer for the
action of others. Every member of Parlia-
ment is Independent. I can only say thaît I
have been opposed and am opposed now to
obstruction lu regard to this Bl; I do not
see anything to be gained by it ; but I do
say te my hon. friend, and I say it In ai
seriousness, that he wHll not be consulting
the progress of business If he forces the
House not te rise at this hour of the night.

The PRIME MINISTER. Well, I wil
make another proposal to my hon. friend.
We will resume the discussion of this Bil
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on Tuesday if he wIll agree to take a divi*
sion on it next week, and I will agree to
the adjournment.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh!

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. On the first
day of the discussion on the second reading
of the Bill, to whlch the Government attach
such vital importance, it is most unreason-
able that the hon. gentleman should ask me
to agree that a division shall be taken on
the Bill next week. I have stated in full
frankness my views in regard to the pro-
gress of publie business, and the progress
in regard to this Bill, and I cannot do more
than that. I say that with as much au-
thority as I ·may have ln this House. I
say to my -hon. friend, I do not propose, and
have never proposed anywhere, under any
circumstances, that this Bill should be met
by obstruction ; but it is a measure of grave
importance, the very gravest importance,
and to say that I am going to be a party
to an agreement that a division should be
taken next week on this Bill, Is what I am
not prepared to do, and what I will not do.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
will see thait i1 am altogether right. On a
measure of this importance he is not in a
position to say that there will be no obstruc-
tion. I believe my opinion Is shared by every
member of this House that when a mea-
sure of this kind bas been debated five days
and we are not able to take a division upon
it, then the opposition to it can be nothing
but obstruction.

Mr. CLANCY. Is the hon. gentleman wil-
ling to apply that rule to the Bill of 1882 ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. With re-
gard to that Bill, which was one that ought
to have been opposed more than this-I
speak from recolleetion, but I believe that
it was only discussed th'ree days. , I speaki
subject to correction, but I think the debate
on the second readlng occupied only one
day, and we spent a day ln committee ; pos-
sibly we went back Into committee after-
wards : and on the third reading, when the
22 resolutions were moved, they were moved
with very short speeches, without replies
being made. If I am not mistaken, the Op-
position at that time, speaking through their
leader, agreed that the first division should
be accepted as the recorded division for al
the remaining motions, unless some member
objected. This was done in order to expe-
dite the business of tbe House. I thInk the
hon. gentleman will find that to be correct,
so that resolution after resolution was
moved and declared lost without the mem-
bers being called In. That is my recollec-
tion of the facility given to that Bill, which,
from my point of view, was a Bill that
required very much more discussion than
this BIlL

- Mr. WALLACE. I ean call the Minister's
attention te the fact that in the discussion
of the Franchise Bill of 1885, the Opposition
of that day systematically obstructed the
business of the House for more than twelve
weeks, eausing the session to last twenty-
four weeks and four days.

The POSTMASTER GENEIRAL. It was
a very bad Bill, and we had to Improve it.

Mr. WALLACE. I think it was an excel-
lent Bill ln its principle, and one that should
have been adopted, that wa adopted, and
was endorsed by the country. I will just
say this much more before the adjournment
of the debate, if that is to be-and I am not
very particular whether it is to be or not--
that hon. gentlemen on the other side have
taken a wrong course, in my opinion, if they
think, by the threats made by the Minister
of Customs from one end of his speech te
the other, those made by the Postmaster
General, and those now made by the Pre-
mier himself, they are going te deter us
from discussing this Bill. Al these hon.
gentlemen are conveying veiled threats of
what will happen, if we dare to exercise our
constitutional rights that Parliament gives
us, in opposing this Bill. No one proposes
to do anything but what is legitimately right
and proper, and, If we do anything contrary
to that, pubUe opinion will condemn us; but
I eau tell hon. gentlemen opposite that they
are not going to prevent us giving the most
strenuous opposition to this Gerrymander
Bill by any such threats as they have made.

Mr. McNEILL. I should just like to say to
my right hon. friend that if he considers
what has been said by the leader of the Op-
position dispassionately, he will see that the
better course to take ln the interests of pro-
gress is to allow the debate te be adjourned at
twelve o'clock at night. The hon. gentleman
who leads the Opposition said that it was
no part of his policy to obstruet the measure,
and he went as far as it Is possible for any
one ln his position te go in assuring the right
hon. gentleman that he did not wish obstrue-
tion, and that he would-at least, I under-
stood him so to mean-endeavour to see that
there was not obstruction; but he could not
possibly speak for every member on his own
side of the House, any more than my right
hon. friend could. But I feel quite satisfied
that If the Government take the course of
forcing on the debate on a very important
measure of this kind at twelve o'clock at
night, after the appeals that have been made
it wiR not conduce to that pleasant feel-
ing on both sides of the House which would
be likely to promote the progress of the
business of the House.

The PRIME MINISTER. I certainly take
the word of my hon. frlend the leader of the
Oppoeltion fully, as he gave it, and I aequit
him of ail Intent, as he, stated himself, of
any kind of obstruction ; but my hon. friend,
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evIdently will not answer for his party. If
my hon. friend will answer for his party, I
am ready to accede to his wishes, even If
there be one or two recalcitrants. If he will
not speak for his party, I have no other
choice than to go on with the debate.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not pro-
pose to be a party to any obstruction of this
ineasure, but I say It was very wrong to bave
introduced this Bill to-day. tIt should have
been introduced yesterday. This looks Idke
a design to take this Bill up before empty
benches and prevent the discussion to which
a measure of this Importance is entitled.
It was wrong to force me to reply to the
speech on the second reading, on a Friday.
when. as the right hon. gentleman knows,
the House ls usually empty. The right hon.
gentleman showed want of courtesy in fore-
ing this measure on to-day, of all days in
the week. He knows that to keep a small
number of members in this House, on a
Friday night, when it is difficult to keep
members here, Is an act of grave Injustice.'
While I have endeavoured to facilitate the
progress of business as much as possible and
see no advantage to be derived from any-
tbing in the shape of obstruction of this mea-
sure, still I think it should be fully and
fairly discussed. At this period of the ses-
sion every one Is anxious to proceed with
the publie business. but I am not prepared
to make any engagement that will tend to
prevent full discussion of this measure, and
I would be acting very Improperly in the
position I occupy were I to make any such
engagement. I have made an appeal that
ought to be acceded to without hesitation.
and the hon. gentleman will be consulting
the interests of the Government, if he is
anxious to proceed with public business, by
acceding to the reasonable and proper re-
quest that I make.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
knows 1t, without my telling him, that J
would not willIngly be lacking In courtesy
towards anybody in this House, and to the
hon. gentleman himself less than anybody
else. If I did not go on with this measure
on Thursday, my hon. friend knows the
reason.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not know
why the right hon. gentleman did not go on
with the measure yesterday.

.The PRIME MINISTER. Because I In.
tended yesterday to finish up the supplemen-
tary Estlmates.

Bir CHARLES TUPPER. No communica-
tion was made to me on the subject.

The PRIME MINSTER. I spoke to the
hon. member for York (Mr. Poster) on the
subject.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before I enter.
ed the House, immediately after three
o'clock ?

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

The PRIME MINISTER. Perhaps so. To-
day I said that I intended to take up the
Bill, because my hon. colleague, the Post-
master General, bas to be away for an im-
portant domestie event, Tuesday nert, and
I added that If the hon. gentleman was not
ready to discuss the Bill, we could then ad-
journ the debate. I did not force my hon.
friend to speak. If he spoke, it was simply
beeause he chose to do so. -I stated frankly
this afternoon-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I dd fnot hear
it.

The PRIME MINISTER. When the Bill
was called, I made the statement, in tle
hearing of everybody, that if hon. gentlemen
opposite were not ready to debate, we would
adjourn the debate. But the hou. gentleman
apparently was ready, and has therefore no
reason to charge me with any want of
courtesy.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I say it was
grossly unfair to move the second reading
of this Bil, especially In the manner in
whieh the Postmaster General moved it, and
compel a reply on the spur of the moment.
I should have much preferred speaking on
another occasion. I did not hear the pro-
posal made or would have objected to it.
What should have taken place, was that
the Bill should have been moved yesterday.
Then we would have had opportunIty to dis-
cuss It fairly. But even the proposition to
move the second reading of a measure of
this kind, when there was not a fair oppor-
tunity to reply to it, was a most unfair
propositilon. There was no courtesy in sug-
gesting such a thîng. It was sImply most
unfair. I again appeal to my right Ion.
friend. I have no hesitation In saying that
I shall not remain in the House, if the debate
is forced on. I shall be obliged to leave the
House, because after having spoken at such
length, I am not able to remaîn longer te-
night. I shall leave the matter In the hands
of my hon. friends to do the best they can,
conscious that a grave Injustice bas been in-
flieted on the party, a grave diseourtesy on
myself, and that course of conduet will not
promote the progess of publie business.

The PRIME MINISTER. As, far as dis.
courtesy Is concerned, I have only to say to
the hon. gentleman that If that is the way
he understands courtesy, he need not ask
me in the future for any favours.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I ask no favour.
The PRIME MINISTER. He knows that

he asked me not to present the Bill on a
certnin day because he was to be away.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. That was the
day before yesterday, and I thank the right
hon. gentleman for not bringing it on then.

The PRIME MINISTER. Then we wll
stiek to the rules of the House.
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The House divided
the debate.

Beattie,
Bell (Addlngton),
Bennett,
Cargili,
Clancy,
Earle,
Ganong,
Gillies,
Guillet,

Bethune,
Blair.
Bourassa,
Britton.
Casey,
Copp,
Erb,
Fielding,
Fraser (Guysborough),
Haley,
Johnston,
Landerkin,

Motion negatived.

[ow long îis it Intended Sir CHARLES TUPPBR. Before we pro.
session to-night ? ceed furtler, Mr. Speaker, I would like
STER. A reasonable again to ask the riglit lon. the First Min-Ister wliether he thlnks It seemly, whetber

lie considers it in conformity witli parlia-
hat is a reasonable time mentary procedure anywhere, that a.mea-
ýal of discussion. Whiat sure of sucb importance as this, the only
reasonable time in oui measure that the Government considered
considered reasonable worthy of a place ln the Governor Gene-

pposite. The right hon. ral's speech, sbould be proposed for sec-
gave the House a test ond reading on the ninety-second day of
think it was altogether the session, on a Friday, and the discussion

re are not a great many prceeded with at lalf-past twelve oclock,
It ; but if this be kept witlithe tact made clear before the House
o-morrow morning-and and the country that there are only forty-
d reasonable time the one members present.
have to bow to the in- «r. FRASER (Guysborougl). Fifty mern-

it. The debate is new, bers present.
of figures have been
population, which we The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There

portunity of examining are some paired.
o fortify ourselves with Sir OHARLES TUPPER. Quite true. I
oceeding is grossly un.- myself 'was paired witlitle lon. Minister
men opposite who spoke of Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-

rows of figures, care- wrlght), and le being absent I could ]ot
I rather think they vote. Allowing for members paired, let

weight-the Postmaster us say there are fifty iembers îresent.
vents ; and when these Now, does the rIgstelon, leader of tlis
imbed under the load of House think that le is consulting -. e dig-
themselves, surely it is fity of Parliament-
uld have an opportunity
" Hansard." Since my

ito the discussion, since
ing sald tbt I was pre.
itil the snow files, I can
en on this side that É
stand on the princlpie

stion of redistribution
judges, instead of limit
matters, I am prepared
:eep them company.
1 on motion to adjourn

YEAS:
Messieurs

Kaulbach,
LaRivière,
MeAlister,
McNelll,
Prior,
Roche,
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace, and
Wilson.-18.

NAYS :
Messieurs

Lang,
Laurier (Sir Wilfrid),
McGuga,
McHugb,
McMillan,
Morrison,
Paterson,
Rutherford,
Savard,
Sifton, and
Tucker.-23.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not think
the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) has
the right to make a speech.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am endea-
vouring to keep close to the point.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I suppose it
would only be by unanimous consent that
the hon. gentleman could speak.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then, with
the unanimous consent of the House, I
would say, 'without party feeling of any
kind, but out of respect for the proceedings
of Parliament and out of consideration for
the dignity of discussion In the FHouse, I
do not believe that my right hon. friend
will insist on this discussion proceeding at
half-past twelve on Saturday morning, with
fifty members present. The hon. gentle-
man has found every disposition on my
part, since the louse opened, to forward
public business in every way I possibly
could. There has been nothing indicating
the slightest disposition to obstruct by the
Opposition. The right hon. gentleman is
not considering what is due to the Flouse,
he Is not considering what Is due to the
Government in the promotion of publie
business-if that is their object-and I make
a further appeal to him before being obliged
to leave the Flouse.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do not think
if my hon. friend will pardon me for say-
Ing so, the word "seemly" comes with any
grace from his mouth, considerIng the con-
duet of the Opposition durIng the present
session. We have seen so many thIngs that
are not seemly. We have seen a debate

530-5



[COMMONS]

on the Address protracted by a repetition
of the same things over and over again for
four weeks and more. That was not seemly.
We have seen the business of the Govern-
ment obstructed almost at every turn. I
think that on a day like ·this, and henceforth
we should sit at least until half-past twelve
If we are to have the blessing of a proroga-
tion. It would bave been better If we had
consumed the time in proper discussion in-
stead of filibustering as we have for the
last forty minutes. But as we are within
ten minutes of the time I had set down
for the adjournment of the House, and now
that the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tup-
per) sees by the division that the House
is not with 'him, I will agree to the ad-
journment.

Mr. PRIOR moved the adjournment or
the debate.

Motion agreed to and debate adjourned.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier) moved the adjournment of the House.

ADJOURNMENT-PRINTING OF EVI.
DENCE TAKEN BEFORE COM-

MISSIONER OGILVIE.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Before the
House adjourns, I would like to ask the
right hon. leader of the House If he Is ln
a position to state how soon we may expect
to have the evidence taken before Mr.
Ogilvie printed. It was ordered by the
House to be printed promptly, and It is of
great importance in reference to the pro.
gress of publie business that we should
have It as soon as possible. There has cer-
tainly been abundant time te have it in
our hands If due expedition had been ob-
served.

The PRIME MINISTER. I1 do not ad-
mit that. I am sure that all expedition bas
been observed. I cannot say at the mo-
ment when the papers will be ready for
distribution, but I will Inquire Into the mat.
ter and wil press it as far as possible.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My bon. friend
will probably be In a position on Monday to
say when we may expect this document to
be printed ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Certainly.

Motion agreed te, and the House adjourn.
ed at 12.30 a.m. (Saturday).

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
MOnDAY, 19th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'elock.

PRAYERs.

APPELLATE COURT FOR YUKON TER-
RITORY.

Mr. PRIOR asked:
1 Is It the Intention of the Government to bring

in legislation this session constituting the full
court of the Supreme Court of the Province of
British Columbia an appellate court for the
Yukon?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rIer). That question is now under the con-
sideration of the Government.

I. C. R.-CONTRACTS FOR TIES.

Mr. MONK (by Mr. Dugas) asked:
1. Have any contracts for ties for the Inter-

colonial Railway been given by the present Gov-
ernment In the province of Quebec ?

2. To whom were these contracts awarded ?
3. Were tenders for such contracts invited

through the newspapers ?
4. What Is the price per tie ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS (Mr. Blair). I will have to ask the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Monk) to move for a re-
turn. It is quite impossible to give an an-
swer to that question involving so mucli
minutie and detaiL

LIGHTING HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT
AND DEPARTMENTAL BUILDINGS.

Mr. PRIOR asked :
1. By what individual, firm or company, is the

electricity for lighting purposes in the Houses
of Parliament and the several departmental
buildings supplied ?

2. Is it supplied under contract ?
3. If so, what Is the date of the contract and

for what term ?
4. Is the electricity supplied pald for by the

Government at a specifte sum per annum, or by
the amount of energy shown as passing through
metres, or at no much per lamp ln position la
the buildings ?

5. If by metre, at what rate per 1,000 Watt-
hours ? If by lamp, at how much per hour,
month or year per lamp ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). 1. The Ottawa Electrie Company.
2. Yes. 3. The lst February, 1898, for one
year, and continued for another year. 4. At
so much per lamp. 5. $5.25 per lamp per
year for first 3,000; $2 for each additional
lamp.

DR. DEMERS, OF METIS.

11r. DUGAS asked :
1. Is the Minister of Railways aware that one

Dr. Demers, of Métis, is in the habit of constantly
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riding on the Intercolonial Railway on a railway
bicycle ?

2. Is such a practice lawful and permitted by
the authorities of the Intercolonial Railway ?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. I am not aware
that Dr. Demers, of Metis, is in the habit of
riding on the Intercolonial Railway on a
rallway bicycle. 2. Such p.actice Is not law-
ful, and Is not authorized by -the authorities
of the Intercolonial.

I. C. R.-EMPLOYMENT OF OCTAVE
VALCOUER.

Mr. DUGAS asked :

1. Is one Octave Valcouer, of Ste. Flavie, in the
employ of the Government on the Intercolonial
Rallway ?

2. Was not the said Valcouer dismissed from
the service for intemperance ?

3. What position does he now hold in the ser-
vice of the Intercolonial Railway ?

4. Why was he reinstated ?.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Octave Valcouer is
employed on the railway as a cleaner at Ste.
Flavie. He was employed in May, 1897. as
a new man, It Is not known he was in the
service before. 2. There was an Octave Val-
couer employed as watchman at Ste. Flavie,
who was dismissed from the service In Feb-
ruary, 1894, for intemperance. 3. He Is not
now in the service of the railway. 4. He
was not reinstated.

MONEY ADVANCED TO QUEBEC HAR-
BOUR ·COMMISSIONERS.

Mr. PRIOR asked :
1. What amount has been expended by the

Government on the harbour of Quebec since the
1st of January, 1870 ?

2. What amount has the Government advanced
during this period as a loan or loans to the
Quebec Harbour Commissioners ?

3. How much of this amount advanced bas
been repaid to the Government ?

4. What Is the present amount of arrears on
that account, (1) for capital, (2) for interest ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). 1. The Government bas spent nothing
directly. 2. $3,748,519.62. 3. Nothing. 4.
(1) $3.748,519.62 ; (2) $1,305,815.01.

I.C.R.-COMPLAINTS AGAINST CAPT.
REYNOLDS, OF THE " MULGRAVE."

Mr. McLENNAN (Inverness) asked:
What was the nature of the complaint lodged

against Captain Reynolds, of the Intercolonial
Railway ferry steamship "Mulgrave," and by
whom ? Has an Investigation been held ? If so,
by whom and what was the finding ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I am not aware of
any complaints having been lodged against
Capt. Reynolds, of the ferry steamer "Mul-
grave." An investigation has been held by

Capt. Smith, R.N.R., of the Marine Depart-
ment, into -the stranding of the ferry steamer
" Mulgrave," on the 3rd of September, 1898.
The finding was that Capt. Reynolds was
not to blame.

.C.R.-COMPENSATION TO MR. HUGH
MORRISON, RIVERSIDE, INVERNESS.

Mr. McLENNAN (Inverness) asked :
Is it the intention of the Government to com-

pensate one Hugh Morrison, of Riverside, Inver-
ness county, for alleged damages sustained by
the crowding out of his dwellIng by the building
of a "snow fence " along the Intercolonial Rail..
way?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The Government has
not decided to compensate Hugh Morrison,
of Riverside, Inverness county, for alleged
damages sustained by the building of a
" snow fence " along the Intercolonial Rail-
way.

I.C.R.-MEN EMPLOYED ON ALBA SEC-
TION.

Mr. MeLENNAN (Inverness) asked:
What proportions of the Alba section of the

Intercolonial Railway lie in the counties of In-
verness and Victoria respectively ? What is the
number of men employed from each county on
said section, and by whom recommended ?

The MINISTER OF1 RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Two and one-fifth
miles of section No. 6 are in Inverness
county and four miles la Victoria county.
Three men are employed on this section.
M. A. Gillis, the foreman, Is from Victoria
county, and the men were appolnted by
direction of the Minister, except Mr. James
MeLean. Neil McKinnon, under man, is
from Cape Breton county. James McLean,
under man, has been in the service since
1892, and was recommended by Mr. T. V. A.
McDonald.

BONDS OF PUBLIC OFFICERS IN
YUKON TERRITORY.

Sir CHARLES iHIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

Have any of the officers employed in the public
service in the Yukon district since February,
1897, given bonds under the provisions of section
5, chapter 19, R.S.C., or other statute?

2. If so, what are their namesI?
3. Is It a fact that no name of a Yukon official

appears in the returns respecting bonds of public
offieers laid on the Table of this House for 1896,
1897, 1898 and 1899 ?

4. If the answer to the above is i the afmrma-
tive, what le the explanation ?

5. Ras the Government any record or list under
its control or In Its possession wherein the names
of the Yukon offcials appear as having bonds
under the statute above ?

6. If so, how many names appear there ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOiR (Mr.

Sifton). 1. Yes. 2. Customs : W. W. Hall, J. E.
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Whiteside, F. Charman, W. N. Carmiehael,
J. A. MeMartin, David Stevens and P. R.
Steele; Post Office: I. J. Hartman, W. H.
Scott, D. A. E. Strickland. 3. The name, D.
W. Davis, Collector of Customs, appears on
said list. 4, 5 and 6. The names of the offi-
cers who have given bonds do not appear to
have been filed with the Registrar General.
There is no complete list. The organization
of the district has been proceeding as rapidly
as possible, and it Is expected that securities
will be completed in a short time.

TRENT VALLEY CANAL-VALUATION
OF LAND ALONG BALSAM LAKE

SECTION.

Mr. GRAHAM (by Mr. Lang) asked:
1. What Is the length of the Balsam Lake sec-

tion of the Trent Valley Canal ?
2. Who were the valuators for the Government

to value the land along this section of the canal ?
3. On whose recommendation were they ap-

pointed ?
4. How much per diem were they paid as

wages, and what was their allowance for ex-
penses ?

5. What was the total amount paid to each
valuator in connection with this work ?

6. Dld any of the land owners complain to the
Government of any unfairness in connection with
these valuations ?

7. Have any of the land owners refused to
accept the compensation offered them for their
land ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Tbe length of the
Balsam Lake section is 184 miles. 2. The
valuators are Messrs. Pope and McEaehren.
3. Mr. Pope was recommended by Mr. H.
Corby, M.P.. and Mr. McEachren by Col.
Hughes. M.P. 4. They were paid $10 per day
and their living and travelling expenses. 5.
The total amount paid Mr. Pope was $873,
and Mr. McEachren received $1,053. 6. No
complaints of unfairness were made in con-
nection with these valuations. 7. Onlye two
of the landowners have refused to accept,
compensation offered to them for their land.

TRENT VALLEY 'CANAIL-PAYMENTS
TO MR. F. D. MOORE, LINDSAY.

Mr. GRAHAM (by Mr. Lang) asked :
1. What was the total amount paid by the

Government paid to F. D. Moore, barrister, of
Lindsay, for conveyancing and other expenses in
connection with the purchase of land for right
of way along the Balsam Lake section of the
Trent Valley Canal ?

2. What was the average paid to Mr. Moore
for each deed drawn and title passed along this
section ?

3. On whose recommendation was Mr. Moore
appointed to do this work ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. The total amount
paid by the Government to Mr. F. D. Moore,
of Lindsay, for conveyancing and other ex-
penses in connection with the purchase of
land for right of way along Balsam Lake
section of the Trent Canal is $559.43. 2. The

Mr. SIFTON.

average apaid Mr. Moore for each deed drawn
and title passed is $37.29. 3. Mr. F. D.
Moore was recommended by the Hon. John
G. Haggart.

PORT OF CHEMAINUS, B.C.-PILOTAGE
LIMITS.

Mr. PRIOR asked:
Has any Order In Council been passed defining

the limits in which a vessel going to Chemainus,
B.C., has to be spoken by a pilot before the Pilot
Board can collect pilotage from her ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The port of
Chemainus is claimed to be within the Na-
naimo pilotage district, which was establish-
ed by Order in Council of the 2nd of October,
1879, to include the port of Nanaimo and all
other ports in the Island of Vancouver, ex-
cepting Victoria and Esquimalt. Under the
by-laws of the pilotage district referred to,
approved by Order in Council of the 29th
September, 1883, the limits for speaking ves-
sels bound for Nanaimo are deiined by the
29tih and 30th regulations, and the 35th re-
gulation defines pilotage rates for the Gulf
of Georgia and straits navigation. The by-
laws do not define any limits for the port
of Chemainus for the purpose of compulsory
pilotage, 'but the agent of this department at
Victoria advises the department that he un-
derstands that a ship bound for the port of
Chemainus, if spoken to in Fuca Straits or
Haro Channel is charged pilotage by the
Nanalmo pilots.

EXPENSES CONNECTED WITH PLEBIS-
CITE IN MONTREAL.

Mr. QUINN (by Mr. MeDougall) asked:
Has the Government paid ail the expenses

connected with the plebiscite of 29th September
last in the city of Montreai? If not, what
amounts remain unpaid ? What bas been paid,
and to whom ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The an-
swer to this question is furnished by the
Auditor :General. The payment of these as-
counts rests altogether with the Auditor Gen-
eral. 1. Al the claims made by the return-
Ing officers in Montreal have not been paid,
some of the items being held in suspense
awaiting explanations and some having been
disallowed on the ground that they were not
legitimate charges. 2. Amounts unpa!d: The
Auditor General reports as foliows:•
St. Anne-

In suspense, awaiting explanations....
Disallowed ............................

St. Aitone-
Dsallowed ............................

St. mary-
In suspense ..........................
Disallowed......................

St. Lawrence-
In suspense ...........................
Disallowed........................

St. James-
In suspense ....................
Disallowed... ..................

$ 9 00
328 25

172 99

47 50
256 96

6 Co
144 66

12 00)
415 23
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3. Amounts paid:
St. Anne-

Wm. Stafford, returnIng officer..
St. Antoine-

David Seath, returning officer......
St. Mary-

Chas. Hébert, returning officer......
St. Lawrence-

C. H. Archer, returning officer......
St. James-

J. B. Drouin, returning officer.....

$1,774 43

1.530 47

1,719 14

1,881 70

1,654 27

CUSTOMS OFFICER AT LEPREAUX.

Mr. GANONG ,asked :
Is there any customs officer at Little Lepreaux

or any other place in the parish of Lepreaux, In
the county of Charlotte. N.B. ? If so, what Is hlis
position ? Where Is his office ? What is his
ramne? What la bis salary ? When was he
appointed, and on whose recommendation?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson). John W. Mealy was appointed
acting preventive offleer at Lepreaux an
the 14th October, 1898. at a salary of $10)
per annumu. Inquiry is being made regard-
ing the location of his office.

ANTI-JAPANESE AND ANTI-OHINESE
LEGISLATION.

On the order for Mr. Prior's motion for:
Copies of all correspondence, telegrams and

reports between the Government and the present
Government of British Columbia in regard to
anti-Japanese and anti-Chinese legislation.

Mr. PRIOR. I thInk the right hon. the
Premier brought down those papers the
other day, and if so there is no necessit-y
for putting this motion.

The PRIME MINTSTER. I bave brougbt
them down, and ·they are now in the band;
of the printer.

Mr. SPEAKER. The order is dropped.

INLAND REVENUE OFFICE AT VIRDEN.
On the order for Mr. Roche's motion for :
Copies of all correspondence between the In-

land Revenue offieer at Virden, Manitoba, and the
branch at Winnipeg, relative to a registered
letter contalning $92.20 or thereabouts, sid to
have been sent in January, 1897, from Virden
and delivered to H. A. Costigan at Winnipeg ;
for a copy of all reports and correspondence
between Dr. Barret, inspector of the Inland Rev-enue Department, of Winnipeg, and the depart-
ment referring to this matter, and to all alleged
shortages and absence of H. A. Costigan from
July, 1897.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Dropped.
Mr. SPEAKER. The order is dropped.

I. C. R. ENGINE AND CAR MILE-
AGE, &c.

Mr. FOSTER moved for:
Return showing : 1. The combined engine and

car -mileage-total, and that of the Intercolontai
107

Railway-for each month from March 1, 1898, for
the terminals, bridge, and other leased portions
of the Grand Trunk Rallway, as contemplated
in the thirty and tbirty-third sections of the
schedule to Bill 138.

2. The amounts for (a) maintenance and re-
paire, and (b) for all other operating expenses,
separately incurred by the Grand Trunk Railway·
Company and the Intercolonial Railway each.
month since March 1, 1898.

3. Copy of returns and information made under
section 33 of said achedule for each month from.
March 1, 1898.
He said: The comma in the second para-
graph should be after the word "separately"
intead of after the word "expenses." The
comma placed after the word 'expenses
makes a difference ln the readîng.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). It will take some little
tme to bring that return down. I cannot
promise to -have it down for some time.

Motion agreed to.

LETTING OF CONTRACTS WITHOUT
TENDER.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assinibo!a) moved for:

Orders in Council respecting the letting of
contracts without tenders, passed since the 23r&
June, 1896.
He said : Mr. Speaker, ln rising to move
this motion, I think I can assure the House
that it will not be necessary for me to
trespass long upon its attention, because my
object Is to get Information rather than te
press strongly any vlews that I may hap-
pen to hold. But this opinion I hold strong-
ly-and I think It will commend itself to
the House-that the Order in Council that
was passed In 1880, requIring that contracts
for any work costing over $5,000 should as-
a preliminary have public tenders inviting
competition, and thus securing for the pub-
lie the advantage of the usual commercial
rivalry, embodied a wise policy. I think
I am not overstating the case when I say
that there bas been a tendency to ignore
that Order ln Couneil, and to ignore gene-
rally the wholesome system of Inviting ten-
ders. The other day we spent a consider-
able portion of the tIme of this House ln
dealing with a work in the hands of the
hon. Minister of Marine and Flsberies (Sir
Louis Davies)-au important work, wbch,
it is admitted, wIll cost $40,000, and which
may eost more ; and yet there were no
tenders. If there were only that one caseq,
I think It would justify a motion like this.
But it will be in the memory of this House
that last session a great deal of our tme
lu committee was occupied ln discussing the
cases of one Minister after another who
had ignored tbat Order In Councll, and the
time-honoured practice of which that Order
in Oouncil was partly the expression and
partly the foundation. It will be re-
membered, Mr. Speaker, that in regard te

rTEVISEr EDITION.
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a very great work which the Minister of portation Company without tender. and the
Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart- purchase of the supplies without tender. In
wrIght) undertook to secure for Canada, he the case of Messrs. Bate & Co., no public
Ignored the calling for tenders. The Min- tenders called for, although the purchase
ister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher) did the was a large one ; and not only no public
same in a much smaller undertaking, but tenders called for, but the way the ten-
stili one involving a considerable outlay 1 ders were called for, ignoring the merchants
every year on the part of the Government ; and commercial men, who of all others
and last session attention was called lu should be considered in that matter as a
this House to a flagrant case ln the Public matter of justice, that is, -the merchants
Works Department, which partly, I sup- and commercial men of the Pacifie coast
pose, because of the nature of the depart- In British Columbla. However, I am not
ment, seems to be the great sinner ln this now dealing with the question from the
respect. Last session attention was called point of view of justice to any section of
to the case of the Edmonton bridge, where the community. I ar dealing with it
a change was made from ashlar masonry from the point of view of the interests of
to concrete ln a work Involving $40,000; the community at large. I will call atten-
and yet no tenders were called for, although tion to one small case that illustrates
the character of the work was completely the danger which necessarily attaches to
changed. Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not my Ignoring tenders. In the case of the Cou-
intention to pile up a Ulst of cases against longe Slide, a certain amount of work had
the Government on this subject ; but, glane- to be done and a gentleman visits the
Ing over last session alone, In a hurried department and has a conversation with
manner, which I was compelled to do, I one of the offi2ers. That offleer says to
found that we had before us not only the him : You may as well have this contract ;
case of the Edmonton bridge, but the case and not only that, but tells him what he
of the Western Departmental Block, which, will give him the contract for. It Is a
I believe-I shall be corrected by the aet- contract for supplying timbei, and he offers
ing Minister of Publie Works if I am not to give it to this gentleman at $22 per 1,000
correct-involved an outlay of $90,000; and feet. The offer is accepted, and at the very
all that work was doue by day work-no spot where the timber Is to be delivered,
tenders were called for. Then, we had the It is delivered by a man who supplies it
telegraphliUne on the north shore of the to the contractor at $15 per 1,000 feet. The
St. Lawrence, no tenders being called for. man. Mr. Tremblay, who got the contract,
Then, we had before us several dredging was not a lumberman at all, and this is
cases-the dredgIng cf Toronto harbour, what the Auditor General says :
the dredgIng of Coteau Landing eand ersc- The Government paid $22 a 1,000 feet to Trem-where; and ln neither case 'were tenders blay for the planks, whIle it was delivered bycalled for. In each case, when the atten- Proudfoot on the spot for $15, the Governmenttion of the Minister of the department was paying 463 per cent on the first cost to a mancalled to it, the same thing happened as who never spent a day on the work.
happened the other night, when my hon. Further on, the Auditor General says:
frlend the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries admitted that tenders should In ail With regard to the supply No. 1, it doe
eases possible be called for. He made ""1 eur xinto ht-r rpywho knows all about the products of the neigh-the special plea of urgency ; but, as was bourhood of the different workm under his con-poInted out, there would have been no diffi- trol, should not have taken care that the owners
culty in calling for tenders, because the of the saw-mills at Coulonge were communicated
specifications were at hard. Then, last with as to their ability to produce the elm and
session, there was a case In the depart- as to the prices which they would take, before
ment of the right hon. leader of the Gov- making a bargain with a person who had no mli,
ernment, to which attention was called, that and on a basis eof getting the logs many miles
is, the drug supply for the Mounted Police aw&y, and, therefore, going to the expense or
at Prince Albert. There the contractWa drawng the plank the long Intervening distanceat rine Aber. her th cotrat as to thealide.
given to W. J. Fleming without tender, al-
though that gentleman had tendered the lu hIs evidence Mr. Tremblay says:
previous year and failed to get the cou- On or about the 4th June I went to Ottawa
tract because his tender was higher than from Bryson, being still Out of employment, and
those of hIs competitors. in the same way went to Mr. Brophy and told hlm, speaking about
the supplies In the Ind'an ©Department have the plank, that, from my own experlence, elm
been given wIthout any tenders being called plank would do for the Coulonge Slide. IT 'then
for. Instead of the system being to call for said to me : " You are doing nothing here, 1

tena ,, e sem nw t begettng ntothewili give you $22 a 1,000 for good elm. <planktenders, we seem now to be geing into e delvered at the Colonge Side." sai • :« #Ail
system of doing the business of the country rizht. 1 will taken the contract." I came toas much as possible wthout them. Then, Bryson, after making the contract, whIch was a
there was lu the department of my bon. verbal one.
friend the Minister of Militia (Mr. Borden) After explaInIng what he did to secure the
the transportation of the Yukon supplies lumber, he said that at the suggestion of
given to the Boston and Alaskan Trans- Mr. Brophy the name of Mr. Bertram was

Mr. DAVIN.
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substltuted for his In the contract, and
the man Tremblay, as he had some other
work to do for the Government, seems
actually to have cheeked lits own account,
which was put In ln the name of Bertram.
It struck the Auditor General, as It would
any one, that this was irregular, and I just
cite It as an Instance. It is a small thing,
if you like, and does not come within the
Order ln Council, but it Illustrates the dan-
ger, lu Goverunment works especially, of
ignoring the ordinary precautions taken
even by private Indivduals In order to get
work done at the lowest rate.

I have referred to the dredge contract. If
.you will turn to the Auditor General's Re-
port, you will find that he communicates
with the department on the subject of the
dredge contract for over $5,000, let with-
,out tenders. On March 31st, 1898, he wrote
the secretary of the Publie Works Depart-
ment :

Sir,-I received yesterday at 4.30 p.m., your
application, No. 208, for $20,360, ln favour of
J. W. Wurtele & Co., for steel plates, etc., for
the construction of a dredge-hull. There Is a
general Order ln Council of May 23rd, 1880
(shown at page 20 of my report of 1896-97, and
at a similar place ln several preceding reports),
which fxes $5,000 as the limit. of contracts which
eau be let without public tender, unless special
authorlty be obtalned from Council.

The Order ln Council of Nov. 25, 1897, which
gives authorfty to contract with Wurtele & Co.
and with the Cavanagh Co., for $20,460 each, ex-
plains only that "quotations have been obtain-
ed." Nothlng Is said about the existence of a
standing regulation, which requires to be abro-
gated to make the contract possible.

You will fInd similar case discussed at page
R-322 (herewith) of my report of 1896-97.

I do not think that a special exempting Order
ln Council is complete unless it mentions ex-
plicitly the general regulation, whose operation
It suspends. and also the fact that it is sus-
pended.
I call attention to the wording of this let-
ter of the Audltor General's, because it
points to one of the reasons I have for
making this motion. It is not sufficient
to mention the reasons given ln each case
for suspending the Order ln Council, but
lt should also be stated whether, as a mat-
ter of fact, the council bas been properly
informed by the MInIster, who has been
asking for this overriding Order In Coun-
cil, because, Sir, it Is perfectly clear that
a strong, self-wllled Minister may, by Ig-
noring this wholesome rule, embodied In an
Order ln Council, that tenders shalln al
cases be asked for If possible-and there
are very few cases where It ls not pos-
zible-actually commit the Goverument to
a certain course in his department. which
the Government itself, if properly informed,
would not have assented to. What happens
then ?

Let us put a hypothetical case-and I do
not put it speclally for this Government,
but wish t) apply it to every Government,
whatever side may be ln power. Let us put

167

the case of a Minister who wants to do
wrong. The only way he can do It is by
lgnoring the calling for tenders. He ar-
ranges with some contractor to have work
doue at a certain price. Well, he is ln a
bad box, unless he can get an Order ln
Council. He goes and makes any plausible
case to Council. If he be a man, as I say,
of strong will and great force of character,
with the multipliclty of things before the
Couneil, the worry upon the mind of the
Prime MinIster, and the welght of bis own
department upon each individual Minister, he
may get his Order in Council through. And,
once It is through If you seek to expose the
transaction, you are not dealing with the
Minister, but with the Government, and not
with the Government, but with -the whole
party. The moment we attack that Minister
who has got an Order in Cauncil, there are
a hundred shields to keep off every arrow
you may let fly. A hundred! Nay, every party
man throughout the entire Dominion throws
his ogis over the guilty Minister. Now, I
am putting that purely hypothetical case,
but Is It not palpable that, ln every case
where the system of calling for tenders,
where public works are to be made, or
changes in public works effected, we should
have the rle that the Order in Council
should forthwlth be published, so as to jet
the public eye on the transaction at once.
If, in every such case, the Order in Council
has to be published, It would be a great
bridle upon the kind of Minister I am speak-
ing of.

Again, In the case of the ýBerthier channel
dredging, the Auditor General has had to
call attention to this rule, as I say, of Ignor-
Ing tenders :

Moreover, although the Ilmit of $5,000 bas been
exceeded on Mr. Robillard's contract, I do not
find any indication of a public call for tenders,
as required by the Order in Council of May 23,
1880.
I have sent for the book, and wll read that
Order lu Council later on. With reference
to the above, the Minister of Publie Works
wrete to the Auditor General on July l6th,

As to not having asked for tenders, I may
remind you of the fact that I did not give any
contract to Mr. Robillard. It was day's work.
And I have a perfect right to do any amount of
work by day's labour without asking authority
frein anybody. The Order in Councîl of 23r4
May, 1880, clearly states that I cannot give ary
contract exceeding $5,000 without being author-
Ized. But I am perfectly free to do by day's
labour any work, whatever the amount may be.
However, I stated ln the House during last ses-
sion of Parliament, that I would do away, as
far as feasible, with dredging by the hour,-
And so on. Now, what really should be
done by the Government, if they wish te
follow In the footsteps of their predeces-
sors, If they really wlsh to be guided by the
example of Sir John MaCdonald's Govern-
ment, that In 1880 passed that Order ln
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Council, when they find a Minister of the leads the Opposition was Minister of Rail
Crown evading It in this way-I do not wisb ways and Canais:
to use the word offensiv, ly-when they find on a jont memrandum, dated March 20, 1880
a Minister saying that le is not compelled from-the hon. the Minister of Public Works and
to aet under the Order I i Council, If he re- the Minister of Railways and Canais, recom-
frains from making a ce ntract, and bas the mending that hereafter ail public works lnvolv-
work done by day labor, is to supplement ing an expenditure of over $5,000 shah be let
the Order in Council of 1880, so as to pre- by publie tender and cuntract, unless owing tc
vent such evasion In the future. This sys- urgency or other cause it be deemed advlsable
tem is, as a system, liable to more abuse to take different action, and that In ailsuch cases
than that of work by contract, as we know. authorfty be obtained by an Order in Cauncil.That, wlth ail tenders submitted, a money guar-Take, for instance, a case I have not yet antee, or approved accepted cheque, shah be
mentioned--take the case of the fence given, to be open to forfelture in the event of
around Major's 11111 Park. We liad that the tenderer failing to make the necessary 5 per
ase up last yearl, and we remember that cent deposit, herenater referred to, wrlon eght

there was a good deal of laughter; but the days atter receing notice of the acceptance o
humour of the laugliter would flot lie so ap- the tender, or of his deciining to enter into,
parent te the people at large. There was contract wben requested, the ainount of such

guarantee to be fixed at a suin not less thana1 good deal of amusement at the clever way $1,O0 nor more thanm,0d0. That upon accept-
lu whiclf the Minister of Publie Works ance of a tender, and notification by the depart-
evaded the Order In Gounell, by saying: nient concerned, the Ilntendng contractor shal,
This work, it is truel, will cost a goad deal within elght days, deposit with the Government
more than $20,0 ; nevertheless, iunDo a sum o!haoney equal t 5 per cent o! then
single year bave 1 spent more than $ a9inount of is contract. Tat l al cases where
and I ambdoyng the workp by day labour. tenders have beencaled for, the lowest received

urgshaee be accepted, unless good and sufficient rea-No I reealtî tote lukonan ais ttaekforedns appear for passing over such tender. Tha
hwComnittee shall submt the above reconmenda-

purchase of supplies ; I want te eaul the at- tions for Your Excellency's approval.
tention of the public and of the Heuse af The first sentence d thep mportnt one from

Comen tewfatwasbrugt ot.Th the point of view of this motion. and 1 would
hion. senior member for Vitoria (Mr. Earle) uirge on the attention of the Prime Minister
aled attention to 'the fact that the tans- the ndersabli g o mete thcessr er

portation could have been done for a great jeunevil by oanetheen tjIng thtt hd
deal less than the price the Ministero tany Cdsei, hbereoint re tn thi eigh
Mlitia had agreed upeon, if tenders had beut te days atoer rei noter of te raeptaeo
alied from the shapwners oldhetbsap. the tecaoder, oo hs eclhige hl sete
oast. The hon. gentleman stated thate nea cora we r eqes itod the aoune ido st

shipowner told hlm tatlie would have been do.gnt tee torefass onth asumne s buthanDt
prepared te contract at a prhe, as t eturned wyte lno more thatten,0t uon a ew cep t

nut, far less thn the work was done for.s ae Inaendrisa nteituon byrthe depat-
Take, la regardter the largeitem of $14,0ng : sencnene, t snteodei trato thall

I Bate's contraet. My ion. frend (Mr. wiheto e.ays, depos wih te Germent
Eile) eaed attention te the tact that n, amungtohis mtconrat. Thtialc ewe

and I am doig the work y day labou tende s aveben cle oteoetrcie

items were given, and It was thought proba- e
ble that if the merehants on the Pacifil The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WOReS
coast ad got a chance te tender, botter sn Tarte). Surely there uca be ne ob-
prices would have been got therH. Noew to T jectien te the mwayponwhtnh my hoe. frIend
lanuage of my hon. friend (Mr. Earle) rgeas bronuht this question before the House.
ptai ceIt i a fair beston for debate Thehain

gentleman has alluded to soine contracts for
Here 1s what the gentleman says, and I pre- publie works ln whIeh my department Is

sume this Is information he gave to the hon. engaged. The first case he alludes to is thegentlemans officersn: Edmonton bridge. Well, that case was de-We did recolve an inquiry from the Gevera- bhated jast yenrir n the House. It Is not ex-ment, through Col. Peters, for a tender ta carry acty a case where a puble tender was
some 200 tons of supplies for Dawson via the
Yukon. We were then In a perfect position tO not asked for. A public tender was first
bandle the business, and we made a quotation asked on a statement of the engineer in
of $275 per ton right through to Dawson city, chief of niy department, that stone wasparticularly pointing out at the time that ln available ; but when it was found that nooffering this as a weight proposition we were stone was avallable, we then deelded whatging an extreneY good quotation, because, was the next best thlng to do. Mr. Coste,as thes;e supplies would rua as high a he wowas thenCit eeeerpotdt
ton meaurements to one ton weight, whIch, at who was thon C5hlef Engineer, reported to
mrket quotation of $200 per ton weight or mea- me that ln his opinion concrete work was at
surement (ship's option) meant that we were leat as good work as any stone that couldquoting $275 against $600.' be proeured there. 'I may say that since last

year I have made frequent inquiry in re-There Is the Order in Council. At that ference to the use of conerete Instead oftime Sir Hector Langevin was Minister of stone. and all who are conversant with pub.Publie Works, and the bon. baronet who lic works know that the use of concrete isMr. DAVIN.
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becoming more and more general In public
works. A few days ago I was in Buffalo,
where they are rebuilding their great
breakwater, and if I remember rigbt,
tbey have already rebuilt with concrete
about 3,000 feet of the superstructure
which had decayed. I have no hesitation
in saying, and this is not a party ques-
tion. that any engineer who will look at the
Edmonton bridge will agree that the con-
crete work which has been done there is
much better than any work which could be
done with the stone that may be avallab-e.
But I understand that that Is not a case in
point. The question is whether I should
have asked for new public tenders after I
found out that the first tenders could not
be adhered to, that is to say, when I found
out tha.t the work could not ibe cirried ont
with stone. Well. the reports are before
the Flouse. I may say frankly that I rel2ed
then, and would always rely to an extent.
on the reports of my officers. The second
work to which my hon. frIend alluded le
the Toronto harbour, and I think I may put
lu the same eategory the work at Coteau
Landing, and some other works of the same
kind. Under the late Administration, for
some years. dredging had to be done by
dredges hired at se much an hour. I fol.
lowed the same system to a large extent.
not merely because I was desirous of givlng
out a great deal of work by day labour,
but because more works were pressed upon
my attention. Hon. gentlemen on both sidei
who are conversant with the development
of our trade. and the consequent necesity
of developing our harbours and rivers. will
understand that demands for harbour lim.
provements come to us every day. The De-
partment of Public Works, I am sorry to
say. Is not equipped as it should be. we
should have a great many more dredges.
I was ln the House a few days ago when a
debate took place upon this subject, and I
may say immediately that the work which
we are doing with our own dredges is bet'ter
done and cheaper done than It could be by
contract. I do not hesitate a moment lin
saying that this is the case with Toronto
harbour, with the dredging at Coteau Land-
Ing, at Owen Sound and at some other
places. And so wlth the dredging I am just
now doing at Godereb. It would be very
difficult indeed to give out by contract a
great many of these works. I speak now
as I would speak if I were on the other side
of the House to-morrow. I do not know
how long I may occupy the seat I amln
now. If my health does not improve I may
not be able te remain In this place very
long: so I speak with more freedom than I
bave ever spoken perbaps ln the past. What
I am doing now, I think any Minister of
Publie Works would do under the same
circumstances. There Is a lot of dredging
that cannot possIbly be doue by contraet
for the reason that you do not know ex-
actly wha.t quantity you will have to take

out. In the Toronto harbour, I am just now
dredging the entrance. There are engineers
In this House who will agree with me wheu
I say that It is Impossible to make ? survey
every day just to see how much mud I will
be obUged to remove from this harbour or
that harbour. The Department of Publie
Works has to do one of two things: Either
to have dredges of Its own to do such work,
or to hire dredges, to a considerable extent,
at the lowest possible prices.

Now, by looking at ·the reports, my bon.
friends will find that the work we have
been doing by day labour, if I may use that
word. or by hiring dredges, cost between
11 cents and 13 cents. I think it Is rather
a small price. i quite admit that there are
some dredges belonging to my department
which are doing dredging at a less cost, but
there are others which are doing dredging
at a higher price. All that Is a question of
whether it is hard or soft material. I must
maintain the stand I have taken wlth the
Auditor General. I have represented to him,
and I belleve it ls the true stand, that hir-
ing a dredge at so much an hour Is not giv-
ing a contract, because I am not giving a
distinet quantity of work : I can stop the
work of that dredge to-morrow, or at any
hour. I cannot call that a contract. The
hon. gentleman has alluded to a small incl-
dent that occurred between the AudItor
General and my department about the Cou-
longe slides booms. What are the facts ?
Mr. Brophy is superintendent of my depart-
ment for slides and booms. There are a
good many repairs to be done every year ,
ln fact, every month, upon these slides and
booms. Any bon. gentleman who has been
Minister, either of Publi3 Works or Rail-
ways and Canais, on either side of the
House. will agree with me that it would be
impossible to ask for tenders every time for
small supplies of timber or stone. We
would spend more money ln asking for ten-
ders than It would be worth. In this case,
Mr. Brophy bas an interview with a gen-
tleman who had been employed by him
formerly, and he asks him : How much
can we get such a quantlty of elm for ?
Mr. Tremblay makes a price for him, and
Mr. Brophy, who is a man of great experi-
ence, gives him a contract at $22 a thousand
feet. That was the regular price of the
market then. It is possible Mr. Tremblay
may have made some little profit. Any man
who has been In business, either In bis pri-
vate capaelty or in bis publie capacity,
knows that such little Incidents are Inevit-
able, that, when you give a job to a man
for which you will pay $10 or $15, he will
generally manage to save a few cents or a
few dollars. In a case like this, It would
be quite Impossible to ask for tenders for
supplies to the extent of $200 or $300. It
would make It impossible for any MInister,
or for any business man, to carry on his
work. Now, permit me, Sir, atter having
given these short explanations, to allude to
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the general system in asking for tenders.
Since I became Minister of Publie Works,
It bas been my duty to call for tenders for
many works. I would give as Instances only
two or three cases whlch bave just been
under my consideration. When I took offiee,
I found that tenders had been asked by my
predecessor for dredging Collingwood bar-
bour. The chief engineer of my department
bad reported against the lowest tender,
that of Messrs. Boon & Armstrong. Re-
presentations were made to me that i
should give the contract to the lowest ten-
derer. The late lamented Dalton McCarthy
ealled upon me, and suggested that I should
overrule my chief engineer and give the
contract to Messrs. Wood &' Armstrong. I
did so. The chief engineer of my depart-
ment said : These gentlemen cannot pos-
sibly carry out the work that they are un-
dertaing for the sum at which they have
tendered ; they cannot possibly do It in the
time they have speclfied. The ordinary de-
posit had been put ln my bands, and I
overruled Mr. Coste. I awarded the con-
tract to the lowest tenderers. If there was
ever a man whose life bas been burdened.
it is myself ln reference to this Collngwood
barbour. Our friends from Collingwood
came to my department over and over
again-they are here to-day-telling me that
the work Is not being carried out, and that,
worse than that, the town is losing a vast
amount of trade because the contractors are
not carrying on their work as fast as they
should. I am asked : Why do you not
take the contract out of their hands ?
It Is a contract for dredging, and to
dredge harbours requires dredges. If
I took the contra't out of their bands,
I would be obliged elther to provide
dredges. or to hire dredges, or to ask for
new tenders, all of wbich would take a
great .deal of time. Another Instance. I
asked for tenders for several works of re.
pairs In\ connection with Goderich harbour.
Mr. Coste reported against the lowest ten-
derer. He told me : I have been a division-
al engineer In that district. There la one or
other of us a fool-elther Mr. Maddigan or
myself. I say that Mr. Maddlgan cannot
carry on that work for the price that he
bas tendered for. Mr. Maddlgan was re-
commended to me by the Canadian Pacifie
Railway authorities, for whom he had done
work, and by my hon. friend from North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen). He. was a con-
tractor ln good standing and repute at the
time. I awarded the contract to him. De-
lays took place, and finally Mr. MaddIgan
was obliged to give up bis work. We have
lost a good deal of time ; Goderich bas lost
a good deal of trade, and I have felt a great
deal of anxiety about these works, because.
at the time. I was much afraid that the
spring freshets woul4 carryX everything
away. I do not make this statement-let
the House understand me well-to say that
tenders must not be asked for, that ten-

Mr. TARTE~.

ders must be got rid of every time. I do
not mean anything of the kind. But I say,
without any hesitation whatever, and sup-
ported by three years of experience In the
Publie Works Department, that the Minis-
ter should have great latitude in dealing
with tenders. I know that If I were on the
other side, I might smile, as the bon. ex-
Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Hag-
gart) does.

Mr. FOSTER. You would do more than
smile ; you would not content yourself with
smiling.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. I
would content myself with fair criticism
ln such cases, because this matter, I be-
lieve, Is above party politics. We are here
to-day; my hon. friends on the other side
of the House will be here in the future, as
they have been lu the past. and they will
have to deal with this difiteulty. The bon.
leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tup-
per) bas lived In England, and my bon.
friends, on both sides of the House, have
studied English history enough to know
that ln England they do not work upon the
same system. There, tenders are asked
from a list of picked men, and not from
the general public. Is It not the experience
of hon. gentlemen who have been Ministers
of Railways and Canals and of Publie
Works ln this country, that the less compe-
tent a man Is to perform the work, the
lower will be the tender that he Is Inclined
to make ? The less experlence and the less
money he bas, the more he will be In-
elined to tender at a low figure. Why, be-
cause he wili expect that something will turn
up. He will not pay his men and often he
will not pay for his materlal. I state here
that if I could always find trained foremen,
men of experience, I would have no besitation
in pressing upon the Government 'the advan-
tage of doing as much work as possible by
day's labour. In the first place, the work-
lugmen are better treated by the Govern-
ment than they generally are by contract-
ors, who set out to make a large profit ont
of their contract. And, Sir. In the end, is not
the systeré of contract by public tender vir-
tually the system of day's labour ? If I,
as Minister, award a eontract to any con-
tractor, will he not of necessity have to do
the work by day's labour ? I would likeéto
know why the Department of Publie Wor.s
or the Department of Railways and Canais,
If it has conpetenlt engineers and experi-
enced foremen cannot carry on a public
work by day's labour as well as by contract.
I do not say that the syetem of asking for
tenders should be got rid oft; not by ány
means ; but at the same time I elaim that
publie works when constructed by day's
labour are generally better done than If tet
by contract. I was not In the House for a
moment. but my colleague tell me that
my hon. friend (Mr. Davin) referred to the
work done on the Westcrn Block. He wIll,
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I believe, on reflection agree with me that
this work being rebuilding and repairing it
was quite impossible to make a contract of
it. I invite -with pleasure members of Par-
liament on both sides to Inspect the work
done there ; they will be quite welcome, and
my officers will be glad ito show them that
work, and be it salid to the credit of my
chief architeet and the officers concerned,
that never in Oanada bas there been work
better done than the rebuildIng of 'the West-
ern Block. I carried out that work by day's
labour and I am glad to say by union men.
I have recognIzed the Importance of dealing
with labour organizations, and I have been
treated by them with every degree of con-
sideration. I pay testimony to the fact that
they carried on this work not only with a
great deal of ablity and intelligence, but
with a great deal of devotion to their duty.
I did not intend to speak at such length,
but I !thlnk I bave endeavoured to answer
the objections made by ny hon. friend (Mr.
Davin). It is a fair matter for debate in
this Parliament, and I do not complain of
the manner ln which he has brought the
subject before the House.

Mr. MACKIE. The hou. member for As-
sintboia (Mr. Davin) has not informed him-
self upon this question or else he would not
blame the Minister of Publie Works for
carrying on the Ottawa River improvements
by day's work instead of by contract. Tne
bon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) does not ap
parently know very much about the way
ln whieh puble works on the Upper Ottawa
have been carried on by bis own party.
Hardly any work has ever been done by
contract there. Al -these sldes have been
construeted by day's labour, and the lumber
bought by the Government wherever they
could buy it on the best terms. It is utterly
impossible that slides and such work should
be given out by contract. As to this Cculonge
slide whIeh the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin)
speaks of, I suppose that during the past
eighteen years that the Conservative Gov-
ernment was ln power there has been nore
money thrown away on that slide than on
any Improvement lu the Ottawa River. There
has been timber bought for 6 cents, 7 cents
and 8- cents a foot, and it bas been returned
to the late Government as high as 15 or 20
cents a foot, by the same parties pretty
much as this last transaction went through
1 hope the work will be run a~Iitte bet:er
now as another man is In charge. As i
have said, the improvements on ithe Ottawa
River have been done for years and years
by day's labour, and none of the work was
ever doue by contract or could the repalring
of these slides be done by contraet. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) complains of
$22 a thousand being paid for elm pl:nks.
but I do not think that isoit of the way.
because I have seen that paid for pine on the
same work.

Mr. DAVIN. I do not propose to know
anything personally about these prices, but
the point I made -was that $22 was palid,
whereas they were delivered on the ground
for $15.

Mr. MACKIE. I could show the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Davin) where the same thlng
was doue seven or elght years ago. I could
show hlm that lumber was paid 5 cents a
foot for, and was charged at -the rate of.15
cents to the Government; and not a email
quan'tity either, but hundreds of dollars
worth ; and not by the man who made the
timber, nor the man who handled it, but It
was given In another man's name altogether.
Now, I eau tell the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Davin) that there was not very mueh of that
work went to the Liberals when the Conser-
vatives were ln power. You did not find
many Liberals working on the slides or on
any Government work in those days.

Mr. POUPORE. As tethe question of re-
pairing slides I quite agree with my hon.
friend from North Renfrew (Mr. Mackie)
that it must be done by day's work and can-
not be let by contract. The price for which
timber is bought by parties who are dealing
In itimber, is not supposed to be the price
that the Government has to pay, for the
reason that when parties make a specialty
of getting out timber, they of course expect
to make a margin and no doubt the Govera-
ment buys that timber at the lowest pr'e
they can get it for. It Is not supposed
that the parties who get out the timber
should sell the timber at the cost of getting
It out. There would be no sense In that.
They get out their timber and they hold it
for sale to the Government or any one else
who wants to buy It. It does not follow
that there has been any steal about the
matter, because one man supplied timber at
15 cents and the Government had to pay 22
cents.- It only follows that the man who
got the timber out made a margin of profit
on his timber.

Mr. LEIGHTON McCARTHY (North
Simeoe). As this motfion has been enlarged
upon beyond Its original form, I wish to say
a word or two with regard to it. The hon.
the Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte)
referred to the Collingwood Harbour works.
but whether it is 'those who press the claims
of ColMngwood upon him, or whether it is
the contractors, who have made his life a
burden during the past year, the hon. M!n-
Ister did not state to the flouse. Doubtless tie
hon. gentleman (Mr. Tarte) lias been pressed
to do somethIng on behalf of the town
of Coll:Ungwood, and lu my judgment very
properly so. The eontract for the work of
the improvement of the Collingwood harbour
was let to contractors, and the contractera,
according to ;the reports In the department,
have not. perhaps. fulfilled their duties as
well as they should have done. Under these
circumtstances the Minister says : What can
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I do ; it requires time to call for tenders, to moneys of the country are expended, and
have tenders put in and to revIew and ac- the system upon whch Ministers, for the
cept the most acceptable tender, and if thc best expenditure of these moneys, and, go!ng
existing contract Is put an end to, a great a little deeper, for the sake of publie morals
delay would ensue. Surely the hon. gente- and honest government, ought te aet. My
man from Assinibola (Mr. Davin) does nat hon. frend, ate MlnIster of Publie Works
mean by this motion that the Linister of (Mr. Tarte) scurried, in bis skirmishing style,
Public Works should not act as any man Inimitable in its way, ail around these dif-
occupying a position controlling an ordinary ferent points. Amongst ether things, he
business would act. If the Minister of Pub-ralsed objections of different klnds to con-
lie Works considers that it is his duty to tract work, wbere it could net weIl be done
that section of the country in which a public by contract, and the like et that. Now, we
work is being constructed or carried out. may as well eet on fair ground first as
te order thatthe contract for mthat work last. and say that there are certain werks
sbould be put an end to and e-arried -on by whicl Iit is impossible to do by contract and
dayl's labour; or thîat that centract sloud do tem well. For instance, there Is a work,
be extended and extended at once so hait schb as my on. friend spoke of, wd goin
ahe work may be properly and satisfactorily some e Its details, at least, Involves the

-done (the work being of urgent and n tearing down of a building parttally burnet
,diate neeessity), surely the îinister sliouî or destroyed, and the replacing of that build-

be allowed te exercise :his ju(gment under .Ing by a mixed structure. I such a case,
such circumstances, provlded ie carrleson where you cannot et suficienty defInIte
the work ln the cbeapest and most expedj_ data upon whih to base a tender, lbe Gov-
tious way, and lu the way whlcblS te tht oerment are perfectly Justified n my mNd l
best interestso the cuntry. Now, ifat e putting dts competent foreman at work and
coue pu ae to a Coingd oodear-having the matter carried out under hlmdour equr ;or tsat tatntat od tpiecemeal.; and yet it may happen, n the

beu et eedanextendeat onsthat O suchos my hon. riend sok te o, whichain

handse t mae Ministery a PublicWorkscoe of its disatleat, aiol the
surely ne bon. member on elther s4de of the tially burned building and rebuildng t, that
bouse would critecise the actionet ein a great deal of te wrk whieh supervenes
isiter cprovnded, of course, that in conse- on the first wotk may be perfectly clear and
quence o that action ae work is carriedi definite, just as uch se for contract pur-
eut in a proper, expeditius and economithea poses as anyentirely new work. If t ae gen-

conuer ofnregardte the workslingoeral poli y is one of letting work by tender
dition and requirements t the work.at andicmeact; an yet, t me hape in-
Why should we watt for tenders ? Why1 ister la net iabsolved from calling for tenders
should the M nister let the work by tender for the plain, definite portions of the work,
surelys noesshtn. tt seberon eihe sdoe ofr- t'tand havind buem done according it the ap-

If t I neessry hatIt houd b doe hr-proved rulze. The Minister aIse urges a caseriedly, and ifitcis done lnthe cheapest way ? whict occurs when great hurry is needed-
This. It seems teme, Is the answer. But If, Ln a furst work aibe pee parand
on the other bad,t there is plentys ctime deste, as t uc o forcontrction
for the doing e eitwork,s think the pro- s ha snng been delayed for sore unforeseen
per system is the system of tender,atoug reasoni ie onecessitiest business or trade
the Mnîster bas crîtîcîsed it,, and wltb 5omfi eqretaItsa beineaeldoe
effect; beause it often bappens that the wor actrat, it seaem t somen atd te de-
lowesttenderer gets the contrast beWause hena isno asotaie mainfseor eantede-
sl the l Mwest tenderer ealthough bye net the :ur the delay which would be lnvofved o
bet man for the work. But wo uld submlt.an caving them done d to the are

ried l, adueif t is donebin. cepesoay, i rovedrlenTesMinte also u re ase

Ths il demsdtoemns te han.swer Bt ifcases lu oc tbat will oceur ; but afer you
this House, that ln a case o! the kind whiclh have exhausted ail these cases, in whicb,9bas been referred ter, if It ls neessary that perhaps, it la net be t that tenders sbouldbe
the work should be p ,oceeded withnhrriediy, ca edtfr, there yet remaîn, as my bon.
or a contract altered or hanged, ou hvMinis friend wll admît, the great masoe fthepub-
ter shourd see that that ln done expeditiousiyle wrks the country, wbieh may well
and ln the proper way , and newcritcism core under the Ie tender and cntract,
should becmade o fis action by any bho. wh ere there Is taie enough and t h spare fer
member on eiter side eot e Huse. caling for tenders, where ie work a plain

Mr. GEO. E. FOSTER (York, N.B.) If the and definite, and eau be contracted for on
nnswr mde o atemptd b aielie Mi plans and specîfications of quantities. lu these
be madoeorrk. BupteI wteou.sbMit-. cases,then, t would seem as If therGovea-

Ister of Public Works was meant as thei ment must do eitber one o! twe things.answer o the Governcent to the real ques- Elther they mut ackowledge that they do
tien whch la before the iuse this net propose herealter te carryeut the
afternoon sI beg leave to subit. Mr. rule which bas obtalned, which bas been
Speaker, that It lnet au adequate one. It legalzed, and whle ever snnce contederation
so uldt e t ae ofthis l a scti on nyhtnuon· wh th e s m eeno g n t o led sp e for

memer wneithercsd ofithe ou e aluialethuli for tene, t heoren eth e tiork s lai

answernmadthor attempte lby question.e Mi-aes then haeit would eaite Goviser-
gret ofpub Workslth way meantlas the met mushr t la ether Inetof etwaeothing.

answe ofeC GvernettTh.elqe-Ete he utakoldeta hyd
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ment either to acknowledge their failures lu
this respect, or they must itake the ground
that they have repudiated the system of ten-
der and contract. The Minister comes very
close to this when he says that he will try to
do work by day's 'work as far as he possibly
can; and when he makes an argument-
which is intended to prove that after all con-
tract work is simply day's work-that if a
contractor has to hire men by the day to do
bis work. he does not see why a public de-
partment is not Justlfied in the same way li
hlring men and doing work by day's work.
Carried to its logical conclusion that means,
of course. that the Government do not any
longer take their stand on the ground of
tender and contraet ; but, arguing as my hon.
frlend has argued. that both are the same
thing, the conclusion comes with force to
every man who reads his words, that as
they are both the same thing, it is just'as
well that the Minister should do the work
as let it filter through the hands of a contrac-
tor. My bon. friend mentioned the method
prevailing in England. I venture to say that
there is no country In the world in which
the system of tender and contract is so ab-
solutely and relentlessly carried out In its
public works as in Great Britain. If my
hon. frIend would show as muehl ingenulty In
laying down conditions, in making plain the
specifications down to the finest items, and
ln putting conditions on the contractor wbich
would involve him ln great loss if he did not
carry on his work according to his tender,
provided there was no absolute obstacle in
bis way, I think he would be doing better
for the public expenditures of this country
than he is in making these ingenlous ex-
cuses for violatlng the system of tender and
contract. No one would have any objection
to the Minister of Publie Works, who has
to depend on his engineers, and whose duty
It Is to have full confidence ln them, follow-
ing the advice of his engineers as far as he
can. Always this should be taken luto ac-
count, that the engineer has not and oughit
not to have anything to do with either party.
or, going above that, with the public rule
for the disposition of work. Hle is to look
at the subjeet from the departmental stand-
point.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(Mr. Tarte). May I ask the hon. gentleman
a question ? Suppose I ask for tenders for
a dry dock or something like that, and sup-
pose I recelve three or four tenders. Then,
suppose my chief engineer reports that the
lowest ·tenderer cannot possibly carry out the
work for the price he bas offered ; what
would my hon. friend advise me to do in that
case ?

Mr. FOSTER. I will give the bon. gentle-
man my advice very elearly. If I relied on
the engineer. and I thought he was a com-
petent engineer, and he satisfied me that the
man who put in the lowest tender either had

proved in former work for the department not
to be reliable, or had so made up the figures
for the work that it was absolutely Impos-
sible for him to carry it out, I believe the
Minister has no other recourse than to rest
on the opinion of his engineer and bis own
common sense, and to say that it cannot be
done for that money. That does not abolish
the principle of tender and contract, how-
ever. That leaves to -the Minister the liberty
of putting aside the lowest tender and either
going to the next or callng for new tenders.
My bon. friend said that in England they
pick and choose. So they do. So the hon.
gentleman in bis own department does or
ought to, and In the case he bas spoken of
he should pick and choose, too.
His own good sense, with the evidence of
bis engineer, with the evidence he bas of
the former work of that contractor, with
the evidence of the actual quantities that
are to be taken out and the absolute im-
possibility of doing the work for that sum-
all that is sufficient to justify him in pick-
ing and choosing and not accepting the
lowest tender. But it does not justify do-
ing away with the rule of tender and con-
tract. The English Government knows its
men, it studies their history, and records
their work, and It does pick its contractors,
but it never goes to work and chooses its
contractors simply out of its own political
party for the time being. It treats them
on their merits as contractors, and my hon.
friend eau do the same. He is not neces-
sarily driven to do away with the contract
and tender system, because, at one time or
another he may have had to set aside the
lowest tender; but he can explain to the
House why he has not accepted the lowest
tender, and if the grounds are good the
House will not fail to justify his conduet.

But there are stronger reasons than those
for the good and sound rule that bas been
laid down. It bas been laid down ln this
country because, taking It all and all, my
bon. friend must agree with me, and I hope
the Government will also, it is better In the
interests of economy and publie morals that
contracts should be made upon tenders call-
ed for and published, so that the publie
may have Information as to the work goIng
on. I think it would be an excellent thing
as well that In these important contracts,
when Ordere nlu Couneil are made, they
should, as my hon. friend bas suggested,
be published, so that the conditions may be
known. These, no doubt, are the grounds
upon which preceding Governments were
led to the conclusion that It was better,
taking it all together, that the rule shoild
be tender and contract. And why ? I
think it stands to reason, ln a country like
this, where government by party is the
rule-and I think my hon. friend is on re-
cord as having said, whether it be an ori-
ginal remark of bis or not I do not know-.
that youe cannot make elections with pray-
ers.
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The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
It is about true, and my hon. frIend knows
It well.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend must
know, when ignoring all higher influences,
that the moment a Government is released
from that publie notoriety, influence and
check which tenders and specifications and
a contract based upon these two Impose
upon a Minister, that moment the Minister
Is left open and unguardea to the whole
pressure of the party behind him, and all
its corrupt Influences.

It may not entirely obliterate, it may not
entirely do away with the evils that come
In the train of party pollties, but I do say
that If the principle of public tender and
contract be efficiently: adiministered, it is
a very strong bulwark against extrava-
gance ln expenditure and the corrupting of
public emorals, and I thInk that these are
the two reasons which guided preceding
Governments in laylng that down as a
salutary rule. But my hon. friend has
fought shy of the cases In which the Gov-
ernment plainly ignored its duty to call for
tenders. What reason, for Instance, in the
case of the work now golng on under the
Minister of Marine and Flsherles-a work
which las been canvassed In this country
for many years, which Is of the utmost im-
portance, whic is not of urgent necessity,
ln which there Is great risk, and which In-
volves from $40,000 to $60,000 of the peo-
ple's money-what reason do we find In any-
thing my Ion. friend has sald this after-
noon why the Government, why the Min-
ister who bas charge! of the department,
should undertake of! is own motion to con-
struet this permanent work in the River
St. Lawrence, without ever having canvass-
ed the question ln this Holse, and then
without gettIng a single dollar voted for
It, going Into an expenditure of half of the
total amount necessary, and then, fifteen
days before the financial year expires, come
and ask for a vote? What reason was
there ? There were no oid ruins to tear
down, no rotten timbers to take up, no sub-
aqueous difficulties to be met. There was
the ice, and all above it was sp9ee and at-
mosphere, and on the top of the solid Ice
a certain amount of timber was to be put
together, according to certain plans and
specifications. No case was ever shown
clearer for a proper estimate and a pro.
per flguring out by a contractor, yet about
$20,000 was spent on that work, without a
contraet or tender, and -without askIng the
consent of this House. What reason was
there In that case for the department aban.
doning the principle of tender and con-
tract-? Why should the- Miniater make an
ilegal expenditure of money without a vote
of Parliament, to such a large extent, and
without any reason O urgency ? The Min-
ister could have had from this very Par-
lament, to enable him to go on with that

Mr. FOSTER.

work, the assent of Parliament to the ex-
penditure, if he had taken due diligence,
as soon as or shortly after. Parliament was
called together. Anyway, It was the Min-
ister's business to have foreseen this, and
to have got his vote before he undertook
the expenditure.

There were two things. What did we
have ? Not even an apology from the Gov-
ernment. They will go to work, without
a cent being voted, In a case which was
not urgent and was foreseen for years, and
Ineur an expenditure upon individual re-
sponslbility of $40,000 or $50,000, and in the
next place they spend half the money above
ground on as plain a plece of work as ever
was undertaken, and they do It without ten-
der and without contract. Suppose you
cannot always get the dredge you want.
The bon. Minister uttered a trite truth
when he said : You cannot dredge a bar-
bour without a dredge, but my bon. friend
has been successful ln gettlng men to dredge
harbours who dld not have any dredges.
That was about as near to it as he could
come. There are papers before the House
to-day, ln which It is indubitably shown
that a man who never ln his lifetime did
any dredging, and knew nothing more about
It than any other dry goods man, was ap-
proached by the department, as the initial
letter shows, to know whether or not he
would not like to embark ln the business
of dredging.

What In the world ever possessed a de-
partment, under the dictation of a Minister,
to indite a letter to a man who was as for-
eign In all bis works and ways to dredging
as one of these " Hansard " reporters here,
suggesting to hlm that he mlght undertake
a, plece of dredging somewhere-would he ?
And the next letter says : Yes, lhe would
be glad to do It ; had not thought of it be-
fore, but would like to undertake It. Have
you any dredges ? ls the next question. No,
but I know where they are, and I think 1
could get some. What excuse is there for a
Minister, ln the face of an Order ln Council
and of the rule of Government lin expendi-
ture for overi thirty years, to undertake a
twenty thousand dollar job !of ordinary
plain dredging ln the St. Lawrence River
at Coteau without tender or contract ? And
above all, what excuse is there for him, by
a letter, to suggest to a private business
man that he might undertake it ? It Is not
undertaken by the man who owns the
dredges, but by the man who hires them.
The man who owns the dredges does the
work, and gets his pay, and the rake-off la
to the other. The man who hires the
dredges is not lin the business as overseer.
No. la he a foreman ? No. He knows no-
thing about It. He ls there to take lis rake-
off, and he takes it. There la no excuse for
thi u anythlng the hon. Minister has stat-
ed. We can go furtxher, and take that same
hon. gentleman, who, ln hlis place ln this
House, promised and pledged his honour as
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a Minister, that, when he got his $75,000
voted for electrie lighting of this House, he
would call for tenders and ascertain the
cost ?

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
Would the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster)
allow me a word ?

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly; two or three
of them. We have the afternoon before us.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS.
When I made the statement to which my
hon. friend refers-and I made it; I do not
deny it-I contemplated putting up a plant
of our own. My hon. friend (Mr. Foster)
himself suggested that, instead of putting
up a plant, I should perhaps apply to the
electrie companies. I did not put up a
plant, and I do not see that I had any ten-
der to ask for.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman has
bad bis two or three words ; but I do not
think he has made bis position very much1
better. He acknowledges that he did make
a pledge to Parliament, on which this $75,-
000 was voted. He never came back to Par-
liament to explain to Parliament that he
had changed bis mind. That Is the Bou-
rassian philosophy again.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS. I
said ln that debate that I might change my
mind.

Mr. FOSTER. This is the BGurassian
philosophy, worked out in the Department
of Public Works. That philosophy lays it
down, as a fundamental rule, that you are
perfectly honest and consistent, if you say
you are going to do so and so, and if, the
very next moment, you do something the
very reverse-provIded that In the meai-
time you change your mind. The other par-
ties to the contract do not count. The Par-
liament that voted $75,000 on a certain con-
dition of things, does not count. The Min-
Ister changed bis mind, and so he is per-
fectly right and perfeetly consistent. We
shall have, I hope, lu, the presence of my
hon. friend, something to say later about
that lighting contract. I hope that bis
health will be sufficiently restored to enable
him to remaIn with us a little longer. Some
one bas suggested that if he is anxIous to
have a change of air, he might get it wlthout
much expense by himself and bis party com-
Ing over to this side and letting other gen-
tlemen manage the Government for a time.
I do not intend to go into a full discussion
of this general question to-day. But I do say
that since this Government came into power.
they have heaped up example after example
of this almost repudiation-it is practically
and ln fact repudiation-of the old principle
of tender and contract. It has been done
so often that now .it does fnot seem to call
for a word from bon. gentlemen opposite.
. am inelined to think, however, that the
last bas not been heard ·of this matter.

Though it is a perfectly open thing to dis-
cuss day's labour as against contract, I hold
that, before the Minister goes against the
experience of thirty years and undertakes
to undermine an old system and establish
a new one, he shouldf have the courage to
get up and say he does intend to do so.
Then we can discuss It, and, if the day lab-
our system Is the best, let It be so declared
after the matter has been thoroughly dis-
eussed. But I warn the Ministers, that if
they do away with the tender and contract,
they are makIng a future for themselves as
compared with which the little hot water
resulting from the Collingwood business
would be as nothing.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster), I regret to say. has
reopened the case of the Traverse lightship,
which I diseussed at length the other day.

Mr. FOSTER. And shall likely reopen it
again.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am glad of the discussion ;
the more it Is discussed, the better I shall
be pleased.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Louis Davies) did not seem to be muóh de-
'ighted the other day.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Wallace) does not know how delighted I
was. It gave me an opportunity toi make
full explanations, and it gave me an oppor-
tunity to read and place on record Col. An-
derson's report, which induced the depart-
ment to enter on the contract, and which
contained reasons which, I thlnk, satisfied
gentlemen on both sides of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend (Sir
Louis Davies) will allow me, there is one
point which I wished to emphasize, and of
which I am reminded by the mention by
the hon. gentleman of the engineer's report.
Engineers have a duty to perform in advis-
ing itheir Ministers. But, when a Minister
tells us that he bas virtually set aside an
Order in Council and a principle of con-
ducting public business that bas been re-
cognized for twenty or thirty years, he is
using his engineer's advice for a purpose
for which his engineer could not have given
it ; and, if he did seek to give it for that
purpose, he went entirely beyond his duty.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not wish to be under-
stood as having advanced that argument.
I am not now, nor have I been, guilty of a
breach of the rule the hon. gentleman sug-
gests. There Is a general Order In Council,
which has always been observed lu the de-
partment which I preside over. When we
desire to go counter to that Order in Coun-
eil, a report is presented lin the special case,
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setting out the special clrcumstances which,
ln the opinion of the Minister, justify the
departure from it, and asking the consent
of Council. If that consent is given, an
Order ln Council is passed, which, pro
tanto, repeals the general Order. I did not
go contrary to an Order ln Council; I did
mot myself undertake the responsibillty of
the construction of this permanent light-
house at Traverse without the consent of
my colleagues. ln, the first place, I had
three different surveys made by Col. Ander-
son : and it was only when Col. Anderson
satisfied himself beyond doubt that a per-
manent lighthouse could be constructed for
$20,OOO or $30,000 less than he had at first
supposed, that I entertained the idea of
building it immediately ; and It was only
when It was pressed upon me from London,
from Montreal, and from the leading com-
mercial outports of this Dominion, that
something should be done, and that at once,
to cheek the unreasonable fear which pos-
sessed the Insurance public at Lloyd's that
the navigation of the St. Lawrence was
dangerous-a fear which lnduced them un-
duly to raise the rates against our shipping
-it was only when I saw that a case of
urgency was before me, that I took the
action I did. What was Col. Anderson's
report, in substance ? In the first place, he
reported, after examination, that the light-
ship at the upper end of the Traverse was
practically worn out and must be immedi-
ately replaced. I had, then, elther to re-
place that lightship with another-and the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) knows that I
could not replace her with a good ilightship
with the modern improvements at a less
cost than $40,000-or provide a permanent
liglit. And, when I was advised by Col.
Anderson, after he had made three surveys
In the place, that the permanent lighthouse
could be built there, and that it would not
only offer additional safety to the ships
navigating the St. Lawrence, but probably
prolong the safe navigation of that river
for three weeks ln the fall, and make it
navigable earlier lu the spring, I did not
hesitate a moment longer.

Mr. HAGGART. What was the date of
the Order in Council authorizing you toi
commence -the work ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHER[ES. I forget the date, it was lm-
mediately after my retum from Washing-
ton. My hon. friend beside me says It was
lu the month of March ; it was before any-
body went to work.

Mr. HAGGART. Was ît after the House
met?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, just before the House
met, just about the tme. I think I can get
the hon. gentleman the date, If It is lmport-
nt Col. Andern's last report was made

Sir LOUIS DAVIES,

in l November. I was in Washington ln De-
eember, January and February. The mo-
ment I got back this urgent matter was
pressed upon my attention, and I took ac-
tion instanter. The hon. gentleman says
there was no urgency. Col. Anderson re-
ports that there was urgency. His report
says :

It is urgent that we should build a pler at the
Upper Traverse at once.
That is last November. At "once " meanut
before the next navigation began. There-
fore, I had every element of urgency present
in this case. The hon. gentleman says that
I should have waited till the House met,
and until I could have got a vote through
supply. Well, Sir, I would have had to lose
the whole season. As I explained the other
day-I do not want to go over the whole
argument-I would have had to lose the
whole season and wait for another year if
I had not begun the work when I did. It
was on the advice of Col. Anderson that I
('eelded to do the work, and to do it under
the direct supervision of the department
and not by deputy. What does the report
say:

I further recommend that the work be done
by the department under its own direct super-
vision.

Mr. BENNETT. Was the date of Col.
Anderson's report subsequent to -the inter-
view with the hon. member for Quebec
West (Mr. Dobell) ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The date of Col. Anderson's
report was back in November.

Mr. BENNETT. But the report where he
speaks about its being done under contract?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is the one I was read-
ing. It was dated back in November.

Mr. BENNETT. Had the at that time seen
Mr. Lemieux ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. At that time he had talked
with the member for Quebec West a number
of times, probably.

Mr. BENNETT. And he knew the wishes
of that hon. gentleman as to how he pre-
ferred It should be doue ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not think he did. I do
not think the hon. member for Quebec West
had any interest, or any preference one way
or the other, except the public interest.

Mr. BENNETT. The member for Quebec
West stated that he expressly brought up
Mr. Leieux, because he was an expert, a
genlus, as he said.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Certainly, that Is all true.
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Mr. BENNETT. Then ·the engineer knew
what report you wanted ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman is now
making a most unjust imputation upon Col.
Anderson. Col. Anderson is not moved by
considerations of that kind at all. He is an
old, experienced and careful officer, with a
great reputation. He has been there cer-
tainly over twenty years. He bas a great
reputation, whIch he is certainly net goIng
to Imperl at the request of the member for
Quebec West, or anybody else. iI will under-
take to say that there Is not in the depart-
ments at Ottawa a ,gentleman possessing a
better reputation in his Une thau does Col.
Anderson. When the hon. gentieman Inter-
rupted me, I was reading bis report upon
the very crux of %the question now before
the House ; and what I understood my hon.
frIend to say was that If the facts were as
I contended they were, they Justified a de-
parture from the general rule that applies to
the letting of contracts by tender; that is,
if the Minister is satisfied, after recelving
the report of his engineer, that it is more
in the public interest to build the work under
the direct supervision of the department
and not by tender, then he might do so, and
do so in the public interest.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say that. I took
occasion to say that a Minister should be
very careful as to how he used the repo:-t
of an engineer to enable hlm to set aside a
general and well-establIsbed rule as to the
construction of public works, because the
engineer's office does not extend that far.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman did not
stop there. He saild he would have no hesi-
tation himself as a Minister, and he would
approve of other Ministers aeting in that
line, that if they were satisfied from the re-
port of their engineer, and havIng carefulIy
weighed it themselves, and came to the con-
clusion that the engineer was right on the
facts submitted to them, they should exer-
cise their common sense and conduct the
work under the direct supervision of the
department-that it was proper to be so
done.

Mr. FOSTER. 'hat Is very different from
this case. My argument was on the case
whether the MinIster of PublIe Works should
set aside the lowest tender or not. My ar-
gument was that If the evidence and the
expert testimony were against the lowest
tenderer being applied to, or 4f he were an
unreliable person, the Miniter 'had a per-
feet right to set him aslde.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
PISHERIES. I have here Col. Anderson's
report upon this podnt :

I further recommend that the work be done by
the department under Its own direct supervision.
If such work were done by contract the contin-

gent risks would be so great that It would be
necessary to put on a large margin to meet
them, and the opportunities for slighting work
of this kind would offer a great temptation to
a contractor. If done by the department, good
work and materials would be assured, and the
cost would probably be less than by the contract
system.

Mr. FOSTER. Now, my hon. friend will
allow me a direet question. Does he sup-
pose that this referred to the cribwork doue
upon ice concerning simply the quality of
the timber and the manner in whieh it was
to be put In, and the labour ? Did not that
refer- more to the placdng of the th:ng and.
the like of that, in the rapids ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND.
FISHERIIS. It referred to the entire
work, no doubt, and referred also, I have no-
doubt, to the building of the cribwork. The
hon. gentleman seems to think the buildin.
of the crib does not involve careful work at
all, but It did. This cribwork required not
only the greatest care ln the selection of the
wood, and the elimination of all impropar-
material, but the construction of that work.
had to be done in such a thoroughly satis-
factory manner that It could resist all pres-
sure and trouble. Now, the hon. gentleman.
speaks of the building of this crib as if It
could not be done cheaper and better upon.
'ce. But then it has to be floated down anid
sunk in its place, and the hon. gentleman-
knows that the greatest possible care nmust
be taken to put It in exactly the spot where
it ought to be, and the only spot lu which It
possibly can be kept. Can that be doue by
contract ? Does the hon. gentleman believe
that a work of that kind could be satisfac-
torily done by contract, that we could have -
the assurance that a contractor would carry
it out as we will carry It out-plaelng that
cribwork down ln the exact spot so that it -
shall not move for years to come ?

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend will credit
me, ln a former debate we had upon this-
question, with having said that It might be
that good reasons could be urged for the-
lowering and placing o! it In the current, by
the Government, with Its own officers ; but I
could not say lu regard to cribwork-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHER:IES. I was calling that to his at-
tention, that he had admitted ln a previous
debate that so far as this particular point
was concerned, the sinking of that cràbwork
and filling åt w'th stone, and putting It in,
the proper place so that it would resist the
Ice and current, was a most critical and
careful piece of work ; and he admits weo
were right in doing that under the direct
supervision of the officers of the depart-
ment who wIll be responsible for it. Well,
that is the very work for whidh we are-
taking this $20000. The hon. gentleman
was told tbe other nigbt that -the erlbwork
was to be taken down and sunk out of this.
money.
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Mr. FOSTER. WIHI the bon. gentleman
be candid witrh the House and say how
much of the $20,00 went to the cribwork
and how much to float It down ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIlES. I cannot tel you exactly. If
Col. Anderson had been here Friday and
Saturday, I could have given it to you.

Mr. POSTER. I dare say $500 would float
it and place I.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. But how much will it require
to sink It and fill It with stone ? Floating it
down is a small work. It las to be sunk.
and it has to be filled wlth stone in its
proper place, and that will require a large
expenditure.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the cribwork left Que-
bee yet ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not know whether it bas
left yet. I gave tbe assurance of my deputy
last week that It would be doue and be suak
-on the, spot on the 23rd. That is the report
of the deputy, and the bon. gentleman does
not assume, I suppose, that I have any
knowledge personally other than that fdr-
ilshed by my officers.
Mr. FOSTER. I venture to think that not

$500 out of that $20,O00 will be required for
sinking that crib.

The MINIFiER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman cannot
escape me by saying that. I did not say It
was to cost more than $500 to take it from
Quebee to the Traverse. I say that when
you get to the Traverse you have accom-
plished very Uttle work until you get it surk
and put in position, and filled with Stone.
There is where the labour is going to come
ln.

Mr. FOSTER. That -will take you a couple
of months.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AN)
FISHERIES. No, It will not take a couple
of months to sink it. The stone Is there
ready. The stone bad to be brought lu
bateaux or boats.

Mr. FOSTER. Are they there now ?
The MINISTER oF MARINE ANI)

FISHERIES. Yes. I do not suppose the
boats areI lying there In a row, but the atone
Ils al secured, and ready to go In, and It Is
to pay for them that I want this nroney.

Mr. BENNEYTT. Do they charge a demur-
rage on the boats for the tme they are kept
-tere ?

The MINITER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. How mucb a day would he
sugest ? I do not suggest that they are
kept there. I tell -the bon. gentleman the
stone is ready and prepared, end would beo
-put in the erlbwork as soon as the erib was

ready to be submerged. That statement
was made on Thursday last. Now I bave
proved to the hon. gentleman the -tihree
things which he said were necessary. First,
that it was a case of extreme urgency,
national urgeney, a case In whch ,the execu-
tion of the work was clamoured for by the
commercial public and those Interested ln
our commerce on the other side, a case In
whlch the existing work was worn out, and
the engineer reported it had to be replaced.
I approved of the report of my chief engi-
neer that it was pre-eminently a case where
the work should be done under the super-
vision of the department and not by tender.
Having approved of this report I went with
It to Councl, subnitted It to my colleagues,
and got Couneil's approval. I do not know
of any work that has come under my obser-
vation since I have ibecome MInister, the
carrying out of which In the manner in
which t bas been undertaken could be jus-
tlfied more than the one the hop, gentleman
bas referred to.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
The bon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies) stoodI
up, made his speech, and sat down without
expressing one word as to the general prin-
ciple we are dlscussing here to-day. I pre-
sume that he could not justify the principle
that has been endorsed by the hon. Minister
of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) at any rate.
But what about this Traverse 11ghithouse ?
The hon. Minister, from the Information
that we already have, bas utterly failed te
Justify the course he lias taken in regard
to that lighthouse. ln the first place, he told
us that It was a case of extreme urgeney.
That matter has been before the department
for all the years that he bas been Minister
of Marine and Fisherles.

Mr. FOSTER. And long years before.
Mr. WALLACE. And long years before.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier). Whait Sad neglect of public duty
-there was in those days.

Mr. WALLACE. After the hon. Minister
came in three years elapsed before It became
a case of urgency. He said that he had a
report last autumn from his chief engineer,
Col. Anderson, and, although it was a case
of great urgency, he waited five rmonths until
Mareh, before he took any action.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I told you
I was away in Washington.

Mr. WALLACE. I am aware that the
hon. gentleman was awray in Washington a
good deal of that time.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Wallace) was there himzelf.

Mr. WALLACE. I was there, but-
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. We were there togeier.
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Mr. WALLACE. I think If there was a
case-

Mr. DAVIN. I hope it was not a case of
champagne.

Mir. WALLACE. We are not going to say
anything about that.

Mr. FOSTER.
that.

They hang together on

Mr. WALLACE. If It were a case of ur-
gency the hon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies)
had his secretary there, and the hon. gen-
tleman should know there whether It was a
case of urgency just as well as he should
know if he were in Ottawa. He says that It
was never thought that It would be possible
this lighthouse could be built for any less
amount than $60,000 or $75,000, but his chief
engineer revised his estimate. He places
extreme reliance upon his chief engineer,
and I find the habit has grown up among
Ministers, when they get Into a difficulty, of
getting some of their officers, or some engl-
neer, to stand between them and harm. The
hon. gentleman says that his chief engineer
reduced the cost by from $20,O0 to $30,000
for building this lighthouse. I would Ulke to
know what It was that caused him to reduce
the expense of this lighthouse from $75,000
<to $40,000 under the estima'te of the same en-
gineer. Has the cost of material decreased
ln that time ? Not one bit of It. I believe
lumber is dearer to-day by 15 per cent or
20 per cent than it was last year. There is
no decrease in the price of lumber. This
stone that was to be taken In bateaux to be
used on the work, when the crib goes down.
will require the same labour as if the work
had been done years ago. What is it that
bas caused the chief engineer to reduce his
estimate ? He makes an estimate that the
work can be done for $40,000. We have no
reason or information given why this reduc-
tion in the estimate of nearly 50 per cent
was made by the chief engineer. What oc-
curs next ? The report was made in Nov-
ember. It was a case of urgency, yet nothing
was doue for four or five montbs, until
March, until the time that the House was
meeting and until the main Estimates were
being prepared by the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries Department. Why dld the
hon. Minister not put that Item In the main
Estimates ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The main Estimates will be
for next year.

Mr. WALLACE. It was a case of urgeney;
It would have to come before the House and
receIve the consideration of the House. The
hon. Minister waits until the supplementary
Estimates come down. He says the expendi-
ture will be for next year. These bateaux
with their loads of stone are waitIng for the
crlb which Is still in the dock at Quebec,
and whieh has not been floated down, so
that nothIng will be done until the lst of

July. The hon. gentleman says that this is
a case that bis engineer reported will be
better done without tender. The first reason
Is that of economy. He says that It would
be better done by the Government, because
It would ensure the materials being of the
ibest character. It looks to me as If the
whole machinery of the department had
broken down and was worthless. If they
had let a contract, and If they had given the
publie a chance to tender for the work, their
inspector, If a capable man, would be able
to supervise every plece of timber that went
Into the crib as the work progressed. The
man who was building it could stand there
himself as well as the Inspector or the fore-
man and select ,this plece of timber, reject
that plece, and see that the materials were
good. The Government say that the case Is
urgent, but they have utterly failed to prove
there was an urgency about the thing at ail,
I have demonstrated that the same man
could select as good materlals as a Govern-
ment Inspector, as he could as foreman of
the work. Again, we are told that this work
requires great care and precision and that It
Is vItally important this crib sbould be drop-
ped ln the exact spot. But the Government
engineers could do that just as well with a
contractor as they could under the present
system. If the Goverument engineer gave
directions, as he bas to do now, the con-
tractor would have to carry ·tbem out. Every
statement made by the Minister (Sir Louis
Davies) bas failed to justify his departure
from the salutary rule, that tenders should
<be asked for and that the consent of Parlia-
ment should be obtained before Important
works are undertakei.

Why, to-day we heard the Minister of
Public Works (Mr. Tarte) t.ake the ground
pretty broadly that it was better that pub-
lie works should be done by day's labour
and under the control of the Minister. Let
me give you a sample of how much better
it Is. The Ontario elections took place lu
the beglnnlng of March last year, and any
one who went to Major's Hill Park In the
ironth of February, could see scores of
men digging a trench for the foundations
of a wall to go around that park, a wall
that is utterly useless and unnecessary.
Any child knows that one man diggIng ln
the month of May could do more work than
fitteen men digging lin the month of Feb-
ruary, when the ground was thoroig.hly
frozen. It was an utter waste of public
moniey. I saw these men day after day
working there, and so far as any utility
ln their labours was concerned, you might
as well get them to dig holes and dll them
up again. I have no doubt that the Min-
ister of Public Works (Mr. Tarte) would
like that system extended all over the coun-
try, so that the publie money might be used
for political purposes to help bis friends,
and not used by hlm as a trustee for the
people, as it should be used. Again, last
year we had the Minister Of! Militia (Mr.
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Borden) glorying In the fact that he had
not called for tenders. He told us that
he had asked pretty nearly every one to
tender for the Yukon supplies, but when
his statement came to be analysed, we
found that he had asked one or two men
to tender for groceries, and one or two men
for the other supplies. There were no
tenders asked for ln the proper acceptation
of the term, and yet the Minister (Mr. Bor-
den) told us that he was glad to have an
opportunity of assisting his political friends.
I charge that these gentlemen on the Trea-
sury benches have utterly ignored the prin-
ciples that have governed the control of
publie expenditure since confederation.
They bave ignored the principle that wben
public money iLs to be expended every man
in Canada has the right to have the op-
portunity offered him of tendering for the
work constructed by such expenditure. An-
oiher ease occurs to my mind, but I will
not refer to it, as -the Minister concerned
is. as usual, absent from his seat. When
that Minister is present, I shall deal with
a case ln the city of Quebec as to which
supplies were offered him and not accepted,
and the facts of which I became acquaint-
ed with when ln Quebec. The Minister of
Railways (Mr. Blair) follows, of course, the
bad example of the other Ministers. He
wants cars, and he wants englues, and he
wants sleepers, for the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and he buys them without contract,
and he pleads as an excuse that there was
urgency. There was no urgency, the thing
is absurd. The business of the Intercolo-
nial Railway did not jump up to enormous
proportions ; it was simply going along in
the even tenor of Its way, and the Minis-
ter knew twelve months or two years be-
forehand everything that was required by
the road. But suddenly he found there
was urgency, and he said to the Canadian
manufacturers : Can you build these ears
and engines In twenty or thirty days ? Of
course the Government knew that the Cana-
dian manufacturers could not do It In that
time, and they utilized that circumstance
to take the work away from Canadians and
to hand It over to the people of the United
States. The lnterests of the workligman
of Canada Is not considered, but the in-
terests of the workingman In the United
States is looked after, and all on the plea
of urgency.

Mr. FOSTER. Nearly half a million dol-
lars.

Mr. WALLXCE. Yes, nearly balf a mil-
lion dollars lu this one case was pald over
to the people of the United States when
there are thousands of men ln Canada to-
day seekIng employment and not able to
get It.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHE>RIES (Sir Louis Davies). The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Wallace) heard the state-

Mr. WALLACE.

1Mr. WALLACE. By private -contract,
and without tenders, and wlthout competi-
tion.

Mr. HAGGART. Made by the Minister.
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Is the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Wallace) sure it was done without tender ?
My recolleètion la not that. I am pretty
sure tenders were called for and that the
Minister stated so in the House.

Mr. WALLACE. Well, the MInister has
not stated that -in the House, so far as Ihave heard.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
riFISHERIES. Yes, he has.

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to see theMinister of Marine and Flsherles show anysuch statement made to the House.
The MINISTER OF MARINE ANDFISHERIES. Wll the hon. gentleman with-draw If I show It to him ?
Mr. WALLACE.. Most deeidedly. Then,

the Minister of Publie Works says they do'these things In England ; they seleet con-tractors, and do not ask tbe general publieto tender, but ask these seleeted contraetor.

ment made In the House that the car works
ia Canada were full and could not take
any more work.

Mr. FOSTER. That statement can be
controverted.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The statement bas been
made officially and has not been coutro-
verted.

Mr. WALLACE. That is all very well;
the Government said to the Canadians:
Can you make these cars ln twenty or
thIrty days, and they said : No we are full
up with employment for twenty or thirty
days.

The MINtSTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The statement : We are full
up for thirty days, was not the statement
made.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Well, make it two
or three months If you like.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That was not the state-
ment, and it Is just as well to be accurite
about It.

Mr. WALLACE. Whether or not, it does
not lnterfere with the principle. There was
no excuse for urgency, because every car
and every englne and every sleeper re-
quired could have been anticipated for years
ahead. It appears to me the Government
wanted an excuse to let this contraet in
the United States, and to let it without ten-
der.

Mr. HAGGART. By private contract.
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But that is quite a different affair from
the mode adopted by the Ministers here, who
go to one or two dry goods men or grocers,
their own friends, and ask them to furnish
supplies at their own figures. I am not
making any charges against these men who
supply the goods ; but I say that the prac-
tice is entirely wrong-that where large
quantities of supplies are required year by
year by the ,Government, they are bound to
ask for tenders. They are bound to let every
man ln Canada who Is able to compete for
the supply of these articles, have an oppor-
tunity of doing so, in justice to these men
and in justice to the people whose trustees
they are.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I have found the answer given
by the Minister, and I will read it for what
it is worth. The Minister was asked on the'
25th of May :

How many palace or sleeping cars were or-
dered by the Government for the Intercolonial
Railway, between the lt January, 1888, and lst
April, 1899 ? To what company or firm were the
crders given ? Were public tenders called for ?
What prices are to be paid for each class of car ?
Why were not the orders for these cars given to
Canadian firme so as to provide work for Cana-
dian citizens ?
The year, 1888, is, perhaps, a typographical
error for 1898. The answer of the Minister
of Railways and Ganals was as follows :-

Sixteen palace and sleeping cars were ordered
by the Government for the Intercolonial Railway
between the lst January, 1888, and the lst April,
1899. The orders were given to the Crossen Car
Company for eight of these cars, and to the
Wagner Palace Car Company for the other eight
cars. Tenders were not called in 1888 for five
of these cars, but tenders were called for eleven.
$14,045 each for five sleepers and $19,940.80 each
for eight sleepers, and $9,800 for each of the
three parlour cars. The cars recently ordered
were obtained from the Wagner Palace Car Com-
pany, after tenders asked for and obtained
from several large firms in the United States.
The department, before making a con-tract with
United States manufacturers, had applied to the
Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
panies, Messrs. Crossen & Co., and Messrs.
Rhodes, Curry & Co. for offers. The two last
mentioned firms declined to ofer for these cars
on the ground that the orders they had then on
hand from the Intercolonial Railway were all
they could fill within the time allowed. The first
two companies would not undertake the work, as
their shops were overcrowded with their own
work. The department neeled these cars for
the opening of the tourlst season this spring,
and had no alternative than to place these orders
with the Wagner Palace Car Company, whose
tender was the lowest of the United States firms.
That point the hon. gentleman will, of course,
withdraw.

Mr. WALLACE. There is just the point
that these men could not tender within the
time allowed.

The MINISTER. OF 'MARINE AND
FISHERIES. But the work was let by ten-
der. You said It was not.
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Mr. WALLACE. Some of it was let by
tender, but what kind of tender was it ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. All these Wagner cars bought
this sprlng were let by tender.

Mr. WALLACE. These five were not let
by tender. A portion were let by tender, but
It was no public tender at all. Then, lie says
that two firms, which I assume are Canadian
finrms, refused to tender because they had
already contracts which it took them all
their time to fll ; and urgency was the plea.
there made. They had to be ready in time
for the tourist season. But they knew two
years ago that ithere was a ttourist season.
It had not suddenly burst upon them, as the
Yukon burst on the Minister of the Interior
unexpectedly, and found him unprepared,
the tourist season has always been there ; so
that an excuse of that kind will hardly go
down.

The PRIME MINISTER. It will go up,
then.

Mr. WALLACE. In my opinion the Gov-
ernment have utterly failed in their duty to
the people in this regard. But they do not
care ; business is business, and you will see
what a good time we shall have next year.
They go on, utterly regardless of the law,or of what the country requires. Papers are
asked for, publications are demanded by
Parliament, and the rules of Pariament are
utterly Ignored. I was lookIng the other day
for a report of the Auditor General whlich
had not yet come down, although the law
1mperatively required that it should be down
months befoare. The law was disregarded. In
this case the Interests of the people are dis-
regarded. The Interests Of manufacturers,
and those who should be permitted to tender
for public works or public supplies, are dis-
regarded. I think -the interests of the coun-
try require thaît we should go back to the
old and recognized method.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). There Is no question, Mr. Speaker,
that there are many rules of parlia-
mentary government which are absolu-
tely disregarded in this House, andthis debate is a good example. There wasno occasion at all, on the motion of the hon.member for West AssiniboIa (Mr. Davin) forthis debate whieh has takenplace. What isthe motion ? It is slmply for Orders in
Council respecting the letting of contracta
without tender, p'assed since the 23rd June,
1896. On this motipn the House has goneInto a discussion of the principle which
should guide the Qovernment in the carrying
Out of public woks-whether the works
should be done by contract on tenders, or
whether they should be done by day's
labour. On this question the law is very
plain. The law says that the work is to be
done by contract except where, ln the opin-ion Of the Minister, it can be done more ad-
vantageously by day's labour. This is sec-
tion 13 of the Publle Works Act :
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The Minister shall Invite tenders, by publie
advertisement, for the execution of all work,-
This Is very broad. There are two excep-
tions, however. The first is :
-- except in cases of pressing emergency, ln
which delay would be injurious to the public
Interest,-
In such a case the Minister should not invite
tenders or let the work by contraet, but pro-1
ceed himself with ILt. Then, here is the
second exception :
-- or in which, from the nature of the work,
it can be more expeditiously and economically
executed by the officers and servants of the de-
partment.
Now, we know that there are certain works
which ean be more effeetively done by the
department than by contraet. We have seen
examples of that. My hon. friend stated a
moment ago that there was an Order n
Couneil to guide the Publie Works Depart-
ment ln carrying out this section. An Order
ln Council was passed in 1880, providing that
for ail works except those Involving au ex-
penditure of less than $5,000, tenders should
be called and contracts let ; but this la only
for the guidance of the Minister. The rule
Is that in all such cases the Minister Is
bound to ask for tenders ; but if it is expe-
dient that the work should be done by day's
labour, then he can deviate from the rule.
The rule is not disputed by anybody ; but the
motion of my hon. friend simply implies thet
the rule has been departed from ln certain
contracts let by the Government, and he as-
sumes that certain works have been doue
without tender ; and lie wants to have those
cases brought down to the House, and when
they are brought down he will be ready to
make a case to show that the spirit of the
Publie Works Act bas been violated. Until
then, it la premature to discus that question.
When the return is brought down, when the
facts regarding all the works that have been
done by the Government without tender have
been placed before Parliament, then we salal
be prepared to discuss the question whether
or not it was advisable for the Government
to carry on ithese works without tender, or
whether they are Justified ln doing so. Whe-
ther or not they were always justified la
dolng so, there are cases beyond dispute In
which the Government did properly in not
calling for tenders. There may be others
whieh require explanatIon, but then and then
alone eau the conduet of the Government be
impugned.

My hon. frIend referred to a case in my
department ln wbleh, he sald, drugs were
bought withont any tenders. Ihave no re-
collection of the fact, but, amsuming the
statement of the bon. getieman to be true,
that the eontract were given without ten-
siers, there was, o doubt, sound justda-
tion for it, aswe willbe abetohow at a
iproper -time.

There are other -instances ef--works In the
Publie WorS m artUMt -hatOlag been

=lmr1W7"IBRID ' -IURIER,

given out wIthout tender or contract, which,
when the papers are brought down, will be
shown to have been the best course to adopt
under the circumstances. I submit, there-
fore, that this discussion is out of order.
What we say is, that at the proper time
the question, as to whether the Govern-
ment, in any partieular case, acted properly
or no in lettIng out the work without ten-
der, will be decided when that partieular
case Is before the House. At this moment
there Is nothing before the House, but to
allow the motion to go, and it will be grant-
ed at once.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assiniboia). My right hon. friend stated
very fairly the question I wish to put be-
fore the House, and I think he will agree
that the discussion which bas arisen has
been a very useful one, and that the House
Is indebted to those hon. gentlemen who
have brought into the debate so much In-
formation calculated to be of interest to the
country.

Let me say a word with reference to the
speech of the hon. Minister of Public Works.
That hon. gentleman laid down a very pecu-
liar proposition. He said that he was lu
favour of doing as much work as possible
by day's labour, and then asked, what was
the difference, after all. Must not ail con-
tract work, he asked, be doue by day lab-
our ? Of course, his reasoning Is this : You
contend, he said, that I should mot have any
work done by day's labour, but by contract.
But contract work has to be done by day's
labour, and, therefore, I am perfeetly justi-
ied ln dispensing with a contract and giv-
ing the work out by day's labour. On the
same reasoning, I could prove to the hon.
gentleman that any pickpocket could be
justIfied in pickIng money out of another
man's purse. He might reason as on the
same ground as the hon. gentleman. II l
right that you should pay your debts, but,
as a rule, you cannot pay them without tak-
Ing money out of your purse. You, there-
fore, take the money out of your purse, and
that la all that a pickpocket does. The rea-
soning la exactly similar, and the argument
was a most extraordinary one for a KInls-
ter to put forward seriously. It reminded
mé of those sylloglsms given to one when
studying logie, such as the non-distributlon
of the middle term.

L confems that I was very much alarmed
at the remarks of the hon. Mnister, when,
after bis now long experience-because he
has been Minister of Publie Works for three
yearsý--he told, us that, in the administrationz
of a large spending department, he ap-
proves as much as possble of givIng out the
work by day's labour. What does that
mean ? Every fadnu ntration of public
works by day's labour la the reorting, so
farý as it cm: be doS nn ay department, to
personalgovernment. We all know what
hias been the resut o pena govermet
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to the public ln every country in which that
system has been the rule. There Is no coun-
try in the world that has suffered se much,
that has been pillaged so much, as France,
by reason of men adminlstering great
spending departments just as they pleased,
because that, after ail, Is wh.at this system
amounts to. If the Minister Is to build
publie works by day's labour as much as he
possibly ca, ihe ls resorting, within the con-
fines of bis department, to personal govern-
ment, and personal government has resulted
lu the most wholesale pillage ln every coun-
try where it has been practised. If we may
hark back for one minute to first prineiples,
suppose that ln private matters you have
an agent for some large estate, whom you
empower to make contracts with whomso-
ever he pleased, and either to call for ten-
ders or do what work has to be done by
day's labour-that Is to say, you take bis
own honesty and ability as the only guaran-
tees of his good faith and judgment-there
Is no one who would not say that that ls
not a sufficient check on the weakness, and
the greed, and the favourltism, and the
hundred and one temptations to which, In
any transaction where money Is -concerned,
a person, left solely to act accordlng to hlis
own pleasure, Is exposed. There is no com-
parison whatever between the temptations
to which a private individualt managing a
private estate, Is exposed, and that to which
men oceupying the position of a Minister
of the Crowi, and acting for the publie, ls
subjected, because we know, unfortunately
for ourselves, that we cannot get the people
of this or any other country te look on the
expenditure of publie money in the same
way as they do the expenditure of a private
firm or individual. A man who would be
scrupulously honest in bis private dealings,
will be, as a rule, ln the dealings with the
Government' inclined to the bellef that It la
no sin against Heaven, no sin against his
own honour, to take advantage of the Gov-
ernment, and place more money In bis pock-
et than he Is entitled to. Who knows better
than the Minister of Finance (Mr. Fielding),
who has been Prime Minister of a province,
or the Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte)
who not only Is Ministetd of Publie Works
now, but has been an active party manager
ln the past for many years in the province
of Quebee, or the Minter of Railways (Mr.
Blair), who has been Prime Minister of his
own province, what we al know, that, the
very moment you allow a department to re-
sort to the system of doing large publie
works by day's labour, It la almost impos-
sible to guard against abuse and fraud ?
Fron the very moment you have a work
lu charge of a department and that depart-
ment doing work, as the hon. getltn
says, by day's labour, that department em-
ploying men, tha very minute, It ls not
merely ag bit his own weakness he ha
to be onhis guard, It ls not merely aga.nt

I8

the possible greed lu his own bosom, It Is not
against the favourtisrm that he himself
would desire to show that he has to be on
bis guard, but he has to be on his guard
against rapacity from a hundred quarters
ln varlous parts of the country. Nearly
twenty years ago an Investigation was
held, the most thorough, I believe, that
bas ever been made ln Canada, and probably
the most thorough investigation that was
ever made In any country, an Investigation
made, I amln a position to say, without
fear or favour. Nobody las dared in the
course of these nearly twenty years to im-
pugn the good faith or ability with which
that inquiry was carried on. It was an ln-
quiry Int.o all the affairs conneeted with
the Canadian Pacidie Rallway up to the date
of the commission Issued, I think, In 1880.
Some 72 eontracts were lnqufred Into. I will
quote a few of the deelsions of this com-
mission. Let It be remembered that they
inquired Into contracts let by Governments
of both parties and by the Department of
Publie Works and. by the Department of
RaIlways and Canals:

We thInk It would be an advantage if no trans.
action involving an expenditure beyond a speci-
fled sum could be arranged for by competltion*or
otherwise, uliies uhxpeniu r shIould be first
directed by some higher authority than a depart-
ment, and unless the report or recommendation
of the department in which such direction la
asked should, amongst other things, give a
wrItten report from its engineer-when the ob-
Ject of the expenditure involves engineering
resulta-and this, whether that report be in
accordance or not with the step recommended.

Also :

That In this work numbers of persons were
employed as Government officials who were not
efficient in the positions to which they were
appointed, having been selected on party grounds,
irrespective of the question whether their en-
gagement would be advantageous to the public
interests.
That was the conclusion forced on that com-
mission after havIng inquired into 72 con-
tracts, some of them let by Mr. Alexander
Mackenzie, others by the hon. baronet (Sir
Charles Tupper) who leads the Opposition,
others by Sir Hector Langevin. Another
of ·their general conclusions, was ths :

That the construction of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway was carried on as a public work at a
sacrifice of money, time and efflciency.

Now, I would press these conclusions on the
hon. Minister of Publie Works, because I
thInk from the point of vlew of the effeielney
of bis department, the prineiple he laid down
was entirely heretical. Here is- anoter
quotation from the general conclusons of
this commission:

That large operations were carried on and ex-
tensive purchases made with muchleh regar to
economy than would bave happened under sm-
Ilar circumatances in _a private undertaking.
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That the practice whieh permits a department
to originate and enter upon transactions involv-
ng. the expenditure of large sums of money, and

without other authority to award the contracts
under whIch such expenditure is intended to
take place, is a disadvantage.
Another conclusion, Is as follows

It ls true that the statute does not require the
award to be authorized by the Privy Council,
unless where the lowest (available) offer is passed
over, but it is suggested for consideration,
wbether, unless regulations are to be adopted
of a more stringent character than those in
force up to this time, so as to exclude offers of
a gambling character, It wouli not be well that
ai! contracts involving sums -above a specified
amount, be awarded only after consideration by
some higber authority, for Instance, a committee
of the Privy Councli.

thae sun of $36,000, thai Is to say, the 124
miles already constructed, and the fran-
chiise for the rest cf the road to be con-
structed. It Is true that we have been
informed In the committee that the present
owners of the road have spent some $30,-
000 or $40,000 to put It in such a condition
that the Government will allow It to be
operated, because hitherto the road has been
left in such a bad state of repair that the
Goverunment had to step ln and stop its
running. So It appears that the whole
amount that the present owners of the i oad
have spent in order to acquire It and put
it in running order Is $76,000. Now, w e
are asked to allow that company to bond
the 12 miles already constructed to the
extent of $25,000 per mile; therefore, if the

Now, Mr. Speaker, my object is to get the re- compaUy issues bonds and sells them, n o
turns for which I bave moved. My objoet matter at what rate, they will not only re-
was not to make a case against the Govern- coup themselves for what they have already
ment. I did not speak as a partisan. I paid for the road, but will make a splendid
spoke simply as one asking these retarns. profit out of the transaction.
But I confess to you, Sir, that some of the Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will my hon. friend
remarks made by my hon. friend the Min- allow me at this point to make a sugges-
Ister of Publie Works are calculated to alarm tion? I am prepared to meet Jis !ews,
Parliament and should alarm bis colleagues. according to instructions from the owners
And I would urge them to supplement the of this franchise. My hon. frieud is mis-
Order in Councilcf 1880 so as to put a brake taken in giving the sum of $76,000 as what
upon the downward teudency of my ho- they have aetually paid out; tie sum is
friend (Mr. Tarte), a tendency to depart $I02,900. If bis objections to this clause
from the wholesome system of callIng for remain the same as those expressed at a
'tenders and tram surrounding himself with previeus meeting of the committee, i am
those safeguards. without which a pubhe prepared to meet them by this amendnent:
man, a Minister of the Crown, however vir- -

tuous he may be. and no matter wbether he
lhe Liberal or Conservative. 4s apt to fall in
the slippery ways in the administration of a
great spending department, with Its hun-
dred and one temptations, with its hundred
and one dangers arlsing from party Induence
and human greed.

ProvIded that witth respect to the railway 'here-
tofore constructed, and that this Act authorizes
to be acquired from such purchasers, bonds, de-
bentures or other securities shal be issued only
te the·extent of $15,O00 per mile and Iess until
the said railway shahl be operated by electrie
power, after which the reiralning $10,000 may be
issued.

Motion agreed to. That wHIl meet the views of My hon. friend
and the -;uggestion of the hon.. .iember forit being Six e'clock, the Speaker Ieft t Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) the other night, that

Chair. a certain portion- of the securities be lheld
back nut.they had show?,n their good faith

After Recess. in carrying out the en:Crprlse.
Mr. LaytIVIERL. There 4s no doubt that

T HE NIAGARA, Sr. CATHARINES AND the suggestIon of my hon. friend goes half
TOUONTO RAILWÂY. way. I '¶nt to deprIve them of the pri-

vilege of tlonding these twelve miles until
House again resolved itself into commit- the systèr wIll bave been completed. My

tee on Bill (No. 39) to Incorporate the Nia- Objeet woulq be attainéd by attiking out
gara, St. Catharinem and Toronto -Railway that part f the clause Avhleh refera to the
Company. road already constructed.

(In the Coinimittee.) Mr. SUTHERLAND. Under this amend-
meut, they could only Issue bonds for tle

.. se'ton . . .amount of .their actual expenditure.
Mr.:,aRIVIERE. As you wtii. remember,.L Mr. LaRlVIFRE. I accept the statement

MreCharitan, a. debate. tool plaçi an -thie - - uny hôn.. friend .tha4t ·already 41o2,0o
House on the second reading-of this Bil, bave been expended. -If I have.made a dit-
with regard to these extraordinary bond- ferent·-state2ent before It was on that madeing powers whlcb tji s section grants before thie Ruhwy 'Gommtteefby the »pro-
the comipany.. It bas been .ëi*lted by..the ':m*ters et this, Bdll.··We were toid in the
debat-e that this railway was sold under eommittee that the oempany -had hardlythe authorIty of the courts of justice for. spent $40,000 besides the cost of the road.

Mr. DAVIN.

5351



[JUNE 19, 1899]

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is a mistake.
The total amount is $102000.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. When wlI my hon.
f riend move his amendment ?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will move it now.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. I do not want to fight
this thing out. I was taking part ln th;z
debate only from a general stand-point. I
am not lnterested in the locality and I do
not want to lirterfere in the construction of
the road, but, from the general stand-point,
I thought It was unwarrantable on the part
of this Parliament to allow this House to
pass a Bill whiereby speculators could make
a nice speculation, take the money that they
can realize and then let the road go where
My hon. friend for Dorchester (Mr. Morin)
sent another road on another occasion. Does
your amendment apply to the whole of the
road ? I fail to see that that would compel
them to build the whole road as this onIy
relates to the portion of the road already
completed.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. This portion of the
road was of no use at ail until this m-oney
was spent on It, and the bondi would not
sell for a cent on the dollar until the exten-
sIon Is made complete. I will read to my
hon. frIend the works that have to be com-
pleted before the road will be of any use.
Besides the $102,000 expended ou the 12
mile section there will be an expenditure
of $50.000 for Tepairs now going on-new
ties, ballasting, filling and replacing trestles,
and new bridges:-

The extension to Port Dalhousie alone and the
conversion of the Une to an electrical line wilI
cost as follows, and work will go on this suni-
mer :

Right of way, two draw-brIdges and
terminals at Port Dalhousie and St. >
Catharines ................. ......... $ 80,000

Power plant .......................... 100.000
Changing present line to electricity... 60,000
New electrical equipment, kocornotives

and cars, &c......................... 75à 00

$467,000
So my bon. frIend wIll see that wlth the
bonding power we are leaving them they
would not have 25 per eent of the money
that they have to expend tbhis summer.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. This amendment only
requires that a few miles of the road shah
be operted, otherwse the bonding powers
will be resumed just as they are askIng:for
them.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. They hae not onli
to make this change, but fhey have tiis
large expenditure.

Mr. LaRIVIERE You say that the road
,shall be operaied, but you.. do mot say oer
what distance. If you say the whole system
It wIll cover that point. Say '"operated aid

completed," so that it will cover the whole
distance.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suppose there
would be no objection to that.

Mr. BRITTON. I per'haps may be wrong,
as I was not at the committee, I regret to
say, to hear the discussion that took place
in favour of the Bill, but the objection to
this Bill seemns to me to be this : Here are
certain persons who come and buy this
road, which Is In a state of dilapidation, not
used at all. They give something like $35,0O0
or $3G,000 for it.

Mr. SUTHELAND. Nothing of the kind.
Mr. BRITTON. I understand that to be the

case. It bas been stated that they paId some
such sum as that.

Mr. SUTH ERLAND. Besides which they
accepted liens.

Mr. BRITTON. And it Is now proposed
to expend a large sum of money upon it. I
dare say the hon. gentleman stated that they
would expend their money ·in good falth,
but there is no guarantee of this. These
gentlemen come here and say that It wll
cost so much for this thing and so muiich
for the other thing, in all some $300,000 or
8400,000. There Is no guarantee that these
things will eost so much or that that money
vil be expended. 'Dhey have twelve miles

of road already constructed that by the Bill
they are authorized to buy fro>m the pre-
sent owners. It is the property of this cor-
poration and they have at once the power to
bond that twelve miles at the rate of $15.000
a mile.

Mr. CLARKE. But they will have spent
nearly $15,000 a mile.

Mr. BRITTON. They have not spent
$15.00 a mile. They have spent $36.000.
aind what-ever these l'ens corne te.

Mr. CLARKE. They have spent $100,000.
Mr. BRITTON. Grant that it is $102.000.

12 mlles by $15,000 is $180,000 and the differ-
enee between $180,000 and $102.000 Is a very
eonsiderable sum. 1 do not know what pro-
tection there is against their takIng that
twelve miles of road already constructed
and puttIng bonds upon it to the amount of
$15,000 a mile, floatlng these bonds and
doing nothing in reference to it.

Mr. CLARKE. The statement read by the
hon. member for North Oxford (Mr. Suther-
laüd), I tlhinI, ought to satisfy the hon. mem-
ber,. for. Kingston (Mr. Britton). The gen-
tlemen who acquired rthls road do not intend
to rest satfied with fdxing up the 'twelve
mlesalready constructed. That Is onfy part
of thelr scheme. They have to make exten-
sionôs, oe of .whlcb ls to Toronto. They
have..already-eypended $102,00, and they
propose to expend $50,000. more, makIng an
expenditure of $152.000. That is on this

a

5353 5354,



[COMMONS]

twelve miles portion. The extension to Port!
Dalhousie and the conversion of the road
to an electrical road will Involve a further
expenditure of more than $300,0, making
in all $467,000. I think as the gentlemen pro-
moting the Bill have acceded to the wishes
of the hon. member for Provencher (Mr. La-
Rivière), there should be ne opposition. This
Is a Bill affeeting a large and important part
of the province of Ontario. It Is a Bill
that will substantially enhance the value
of every acre of land between St. Cath-
arines and Toronto. It is a Bill that
both of these cities have asked Parlia-
ment to pass. Some of the leading citi-
zens in Toronto have identified themselves
with the promoters l asking for this
measure. The fact that their names aire
connected with this Bill Is a guarantee of
good faith, that they propose to complete
the road. I cannot understand why these
persistent objections are being offered to this
Bill. Noue of these objections were raised
except the objection of the -hon. mem'ber
for Provendher, in the commlttee. The dis-
cussion was as to whether the road should
be extended from Hamilton to Toronto.
After a thorough discussion the commltte
decided to pass the Bill, and I do hope that
there wdll be no further objection te It. In
regard to the limitation of the bonding
power for the twelve miles, the clty of St.
Catharines, which Is probably more deeply
interested ln the successful operation of
this road than any other muniecpality in
Ontario, Is anxious that the road shall be
constructed and operated. The statements
mnade on Thursday, or FrIday, In the House
aroused the people of St Oatharines, and a
special meeting of the eity council was called
to-day and a strong resolution was passed. a
copy of which, I think, bas been sent to the
hon. member for North Oxford, asking Par-
liament te pass the measure and askIng the
representative of the constituency in this
House to support it. The council even goes
so far as to ask that there should be no limi-
tation of the bonding power given under the
old Act te these twelve miles. If hon. gen-
tlemen will permit me, I may read the resolu-
tion, whleh wIll show that the clty of St.
Catharines, as represented by its council, is
most anxious that this Bill shall pass and
that the road shall be built. This resolution
was passed to-day:

Moved by Alderman McCarron, seconded by
Alderman Woodruff, that whereas Messra.
Powerm, Calvin, Herbert and their associates are
applying to the Parliament Of Canada for an
Act to enable them to hold under the Railway
Act the property, rigbts and franchises of the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway, lately
purchased by them, and whereas the chiet inter-
est the clty had in the saId road was its extension
westwards towards Hamilton and Toronto, and
fop the purpose o! encouraging the building of
the road to these points this erporation endorsëd
bonds of the company to the egtent of $80,000,
and .In additin thereto granted a loan to the
ecmnpany of $40,000 ; and whereas the right of the

Mr. CLARRE.

said company to complete Its line westward
. would have only expired, If the said road had
not been sold, on the 5th day of October, 1901
(60 Vie., chap. 9) ; and whereas It appears that

I strong opposition la being developed in Parlia-
i ment against the passage of the said Act as
applied for, and this council consider that the
vithholding from the present owners of the road
of any of the rights possessed by the old com-
pany, whereby the construction of the road west-
ward would be discouraged or delayed, would be
detrimental to the interests of the city of St.
Catharines and adjacent municipalities, and it
would be a breach of faith on the part of the
bondholders on whose behalf the said sale was
had, if they did not do all in their power to
assist the purchasers of the road in obtaining
what they paid for. Be it therefore resolved by
the municipal council of the city of St. Catharines
in council assembled, that this council do record
its unqualified approval of the Bill now before
Parliament, as passed by the Railway Committee,
and do hereby request Wm. Gibson, Esq., the
member for Lincoln, to give same his support.,
and that he be specially requested to urge upon
Parliament that the undertaking be not crippled
by the curtailment of the company's bonding
privileges as asked for, especially with regard to
the twelve miles of road already constructed,
upon which a large amount of money must ln
the very near future be expended in order to
make it useful and safe for public traffie, and that
the mayor be instructed to forward by telegram
to Mr. Gibson a copy of this resolution.-Carried.

(Sgd.) W. Y. KEATING,
Mayor.

It. seenis to me, Mr. Chairman, in view Of
the strong feeling evinced by the people Of
St. Catharines, as expressed in the resolu-
tion passed by the city council co-day, that
this Bill should not be further obstructed,
but that it should be permitted to pass Par-
liament. We ought to reach some conclu-
sion to-niglit, especially when the hon.
member for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland),
the chairman of the Railway Committee,
has agreed to the proposition submitted by
the hon. member for Provencher (Mr. La-
Rivière) that for the present the power to
bond the twelve miles section should be
limited to $15,000 per mile. That road
when completed will be first-claes in every
particular. It will be an electric road. and
the advantages to the city of Toronto from
the construction and operation of that road
will -be very great Indeed. Citizens of To-
ronto are labouring under a serious disad-
vantage, being practically tied up, except
during the season of navigation, to one rail-
way. Competition by this road will also be a
very great advantage to the people of St.
Catharines, to the people of the Niagara
peninsula, as well as to the community resi-
dent between Toronto and Hamilton. I do
not wish to take up the time of the House
further, but lu view of the concessions made
by the promoters of the Bill as to the limi-
tation of the bonding power on the twelve
miles sectlon, I would urge that the eom-
mittee should now pass the Bill.

Mr. BRITTON. I do not wish to obstroiet
the Bill or to talk against time or anything
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of the kind. I wish to point out, how-
ever, that a considerable opposition was
manifested against the Bill on the two
previous occasions on which it was before
the House. The promoter of the Bill, who
is also chairman of the Railway Committee
(Mr. Sutherland), bas proposed an amend-
ment now which may perhaps meet the
views of those whio so strongly opposed the
Bill on a former occasion, and I ask that
In deference to the views of these gentle-
men, the committee should be allowed to
rise, report progress and ask leave to sit
again.

Some hon. MEMIBERS. No, no.
Mr. BIRITTON. There are very few

members present in the House and as there
will be plenty of tine to dispose of the Bill,
this postponement I ask will not do any
barrm. If this Is a proper Bill to pass !t
will pass then. I ami a good deal like the
'hon. member for Provencher (Mr. LaRivière),
who says he does not oppose the Bill
on personal grounds. I an fot specially
interested ln that part of the country, but
it does seen to me that these are danger-
ous bonding powers to grant to a road situ-
ated ae this Is. They originally buy a few
miles of road, then they seek to bond these
few miles, first to the extent of $25,000 a
mile, and now according to the amendinent,
for $15,000 a mile. I do not question the
good faith of the owners of the line, nor do
I deny that they spent some money in addi-
tion to the amount they paid for the road.
But I do say it Is a very dangerous thing
to allow the owners to bond this small piece
of road without reference to what they may
do with regard to the other Une. They
may or they may not build the Une asked
for in their charter, but if they get $180,-
000 of bonds and do not construet, Parlia-
ment will deeply regret giving them such
powers.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. Do I understand that
the suggestion bas been accepted by my
hon. friend <Mr. Sutherland) ?

Mr. SUTHERLANO. Only one objee-
tion was raised to this Bill that had any
weight, and that was the objection raised
by the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gib-
son) the other night, and by the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. LaRivière) to-nIi-ht. The pro-
moters of the charter have met that objec-
tion to the fullest extent, and if bon. mem-
bers in this House have any doubt of their
bona fides, they are prepared to go further.
There is no reason why, ln the public in-
terest, this Bill should not pass, and at this
stage of the session, with a large number of
other Bils on the Order paper waiting to
be considered, it seems unreasonable that
this Bih should be further delayed.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
On section 10,

Mr. BRITTON. This clause grants this
company fuller powers than are usually
granted. A small railway company, with
a small piece of road, may by this clause
fill the whole lake with vessels, and buy
or acquire docks, and do a transportation
business to any extent.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Not at all.

Mr. COCHRANE. Even so, who will it
hurt ?

Mr. BRITTON. It gives them power "to
carry on generally the business of trans-
portation."

Mr. SUTHERLAND. In connection with
the line.

Mr. BRITTON. Under our law, American
citizens are not allowed to own ships here,
and when this Bill was originally put for-
ward none but Americans were connected
with it. -In order to meet the objections
raised In committee, certain Canadian
names were added, but these gentlemen have
not a single dollar of real interest In this
company in Canada. This company is al-
lowed the right to build and construet ves-
sels and carry on generally the work of
transportation on the lakes. If we give them
-this power, we are giving them a power,
contrary to what heretofore has been con-
sidered good policy on the part of this Par-
Riament. It is not like a great railway such
as the Canadian Pacifie Railway or the
Grand Trunk Railway. The statement of
the Bill that it is a work for the general in-
tereats of Canada is only put there for the
purpose of bringing it under the Rallway
Act; it is not for the general Interests of
Canada in any other sense. It Is not inter-
provincial. It is simply this short road from
some point on the Niagara River to the elty
of Toronto ; and yet, this amalI provincial
railWay company has power under this sec-
tion 10 to engage ln the general business of
transportation on any of the lakes of this
Dominion; and we are giving It this power,
apparently with our eyes open, to please the
genial and charming chairman of the Rail-
way Committee. I would like to please hlm
as much as any one ; but that is what is being
done now, without faIrly conaldering the op-
position of members who are not present
:to-night, and who could rtate more clearly
than I ean, the grounds of opposition to this
Bill.

Seetion agreed to.
Committee rose and reported Bill, with

amendments. Amendments read the tiret
and the second time, and agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

Bil No. .130) respecting " The. London
and Canadian Loan and Agency Compazy
(Llmited)."-(Mr. Bain.)
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BIll (No. 139) respecting the Nova Scot!a The PRDIE MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
Stéel Company (Liited).-(Mr Fraer, rier). I am informed by the Clerk of Ile
Guysborough.) House ·that the papers will. be ready Wed-

Bill (No. 140) respecting the Canadian Rai- nesday.
way Fire Insurance Company, and to change R COSTE'S TRIP TO THE YUKON
Its name to the Donuinion Pire Insurance
Company.-(Mr. Belcourt.) AND TO ENGLAND.

Bill (No. 136) (from the Senste) for the re- S
lief of Anmie Inkson Dowding.-(Mr. Clarke.) Serg hon. gnlBEa ables ay
On division. the rlge(lit lion. gentlemxa.n able to say any-

(ndiviso. 1-thing further concerning the return touching
Bill (No. 141) to confer on the Commission-'Mr. Coste's report ? There was some con-

er of Patents certain powers for the relief fusion with regard to it. One had been
of the Penberthy Injector Company.-(Mr. ,brought down which did not relate to his
iMcGregor.) . trip to the Yukon and afterwards to .Eng-

Bill (No. 144) (from the Senate) for the re- land. Tiiat OrÙer in Couneil was passed
lief of Abraham Aronsberg.-(Mr. Lander- about a month ago.
kin.) On division. The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

Bill (No. 145) to amalgamate the Ottawa,; rier). Does the hon. gentleman allude to
Arnprior and Parry Sound Railway Com- the report on the cost of Mr. Coste's expe-
pany and the Canada Atlantic Railway dition ? That. wIll be ready in a day or
Company. under the name of the Canada:two.
Atlantic Railway Company.-(Mr. BelcourL) r

1Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1
LIQUOR TRAFFIC. allude to the report ou the expedition last

Mr. FLINT. Before the Orders of the Day tnade by hm to teukon and afterwards
are called, Mr. Speaker, I would Ulke to call L
attei.ntion to the position lu whieh an hImpor- The PRIME MINISTER. As to that, I
tazt motion, that stands in my name, occu- bave no information to give my hon. friend.
pies on the Order paper, and to ask, whether
a particular day cannot be set aside for its THE GENERAL INSPECTION ACT.
dc1ussion. This matter is one of more than
ordinary interest at present,* owing partly Mr. PENNY. At the request of the Minis-
te action taken by this Htouse, and, as tbere ter of Inland Revenue, I move that the Order
is very considerable uncertafnty as to 'whe- that the House forin itself Into conmliee on
ther It willbe.'reached·i ii the regular brder Bill (No. 55) further to amend the General
of not1ces o. motion, ind as, even should it - Inspection Act, 'be discharged, and the Bill
be reached, there wIll be but very little time wîthdrawn. The hon. Minister has asked
for Its discussion, under *thè rules of the me to bring tbis Bill in as au amendment to
House. and as it wI1l be admitted that this is Bill on the Weights and Measures Act.
motton shotild not be .disposed of without a Motion agreed to, and Bill withdrawn.
fair measure of discussion, I -would.ask thel
Gorerniment,.If a day cannot be fixe6.for dis- SMALL FRUIT PAOJAGfES.
cusing it.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir. .lfrld Lau 31r. PENNY. The lon. Minlster of Inland
rier). The Governraent are fuly aware o<>0 Revenue bas asked me to onbrnlt thls Bih as
the fact .that If this motion with reggrd toan amendment to the Genera1 Im3eetion
t4. que.stiou of.prohi.bition is.let ttake .(t@ActI beg temve that theOtdr that the
rank.on the Order paper, there Is no..proba- fouse resolve ltself into commlttee on Bill
b;lity of Jts disposa the. present sessIon, M) t define the sIÉé af mal! fit pack-
and.I h oave p-hesitation li,.saying, tha*t,in»a e ischrt, nd the Bih witbdrawn.
order that It.aay. have,.ful1 discussion, t]heondr U.
Gqvernment wil flx a day fer the debate.
It is. not poEssible, hoWever,. for the Qovern- TuE MONTREÂL, OTT.W,& AND GEO&
ment to fix a day now, çven approximately,
but I may say that, as soon as the debate
on the redistribution Is concluded and that -The Houae resumed. 2djour.md debate-un
Bill Is disposed of, we wil be' able to take
thist matter pp,th.pooe:mioofMr *ur--o.ant~1~u~ter ~Ajidress ; -. , 'iIS Js z *eelleacy. the --Governoï

,Mr. FLINT. That is perfectly . satistac- Genea, praylug that,-he w!!);eause te be
tory.ithe('J1ouse nUpatitions. appila

tione.-and.mIetterg lu relaou to thee -Mnntretl
Ottawa and -Giosrgian h By l Canai.

Sr REH BITEI M ONREAL, TW A. AN. G ur"-

t~jj hùi. rim liistr ~me ifl 1n~- tahe rooe m oti o Mrs thpe ·fJor"n
nIc~foI a. tewhei t4y rp<>t o -twoAddr nes o his eelteny -athe nGverntow
commision lll b prlGeeneral, prpon th ata·fe .wr;ase o bUe

lad efre.e BReIa.TTaitos.aplia
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motion. I do not intend to go into the details made some excursions up the river, and 1
or figures, as these have been exhaustively have found much that surprised and deliglit-
dealt with by gentlemen more directly in- ed me. There is, along the Ottawa valley,
terested in the scheme and more intimately. not 'to speak of a wider district, a vastly
acquainted with the locality. But, as a greater extent of first-rate farming land than
member for western Ontario, where this anybody who bas not visited that reglon Is
scheme Is not perhaps so well understood apt to suppose. There are mines, of silver,
as it ought to be, I feel it my duty to give at ail events as good as any In British Col-
the House and, the country the benefit of 'umbia-and I have seen some of tle best
sucli opinion as I have been able to form there. There is -ziber still within reach of
upon it. Although my own district is in no the river, though not much upon its banks
way directly interested, I belleve that the at the present time., Above all- think I
whole of Canada, and especially the whole may fairly say above all--there Is the great-
of Ontario, Is interested in the development est series of useful water-powers ihat cap
of our back country and of such minerailbe obtained in any district on the continent
and other resources that may be therein. of America. I do not -think1 I should be
We have too thin a strip of settlement even golng too far if I said that the water-power
in this the best situated of ail the maniland of the Ottawa River is available at the dit-
of the province. If you go 150 miles back ferent cascades and rapids along Its length,
almost of any point f rom the lake, in the Is more immediately useful, more practIcally
province of Ontario, you will find yourself valuable for manufacturing and for the pro-
rather In the backwoods, comparatively duction of power than the water-fall of Nia-
speaking. Perhaps in most places the mar. gara itself. Probably I should not be going
gin of full settlement is very much less. too far if I said ·that an equal number of
Tiis is not such a depth of settlement as a horse-power could be developed along the
considerable and well-balanced country de- Ottawa River. A pleasant peculiarlty pos-
mands. It is not snuc a depth of settle- sessed by the great rivers, almost alone of
ment as this grand province of Ontarlo i our great rivers, is ·that of taking a nice little
fitted to sustain, and to sustain In comfort drop of from 15 to 30 feet every few miles
and wealth.If, therefore, the present along its course. and of providing lu the

scheme comnendsItself to our judgment as middle of the cascades a number of islands
one likely to develop that baek country by which will be very convenient places for

opening up markets for its products and i manufactories, ml.ls and power-houses. We

facilities for new manufactories and Indus. i are al familiar with the Chaudiere Falls,
tries of other kinds, you mnay bie sure that Iwthi the limits of ·this city, though we
it wil promote settlement in the very near hardly realize that it is like the others of
ftuw r n tat. wttlinth the vep mo which I have just spoken-a series of cas-
future. and that. wlth the development of cadies between Islands, for the islands ini
-the resources of that country, will come the',cdsbtenIlndfrteilnsi
iflu ofrces oa hart uatio. a, cone- i this case are so covered with structures of.
influx of a larger population. andeone- varus kds that we forget tha.t the are
<uently. great accession to the province and aioul inds adrear tha begart

the omiIon ThI scemedoessee ~>actual islands and regard tliem as being arti-ficially constructed. Let us go to the head
fulfil the requisites to that great and de- of Deschenes Lake, upon which staLnds the
sirable end. town of Aylmer, and we find one of the most

In the first place. I must begin by saying remarkable water-falls anywhere, at the
that I fear that a great many of our people. Chats. Here is a natural dam of a height, I
even in the province of Ontario, are ignor- I think of 35 feet and.three miles long, with 13
ant of the resources that exist in the roughi or 14 natural water-falls, which run all sum-
or partly developed country, even lu the. mer and capable of producing a vast number
Ottawa valley and the other connecting. of. horse-power each. It is the most remark-
waterways to the Georgian Bay. able series of water-falls ithat I have ever

In the South-western Peninsula, a veritable seen, at all events. The unsubmerged per-
land of Goshen, where every acre Is arble i tions of this dama, which appear as islands in
and ail fruits and grains can 'be groWn, we the river, are, some of them, of large extent
are too apt to 'think of ·this district ·as a 'and capable of containing whole villages or
desert, with rocks partly covered with valu- itowns of workers.
able timber, brt lárgely denuded even of Mr. POWELL. Where is that?that by the:ruthless and 'wastefui lumbermaàn
Ês people are too apt to think him. I an Mr. CASEY. At the head of Deschenes

ifraid even members of' this House who- Lake, twenty-eight mHles above Aylmer.
h.ave sat fr many years here, on the banks These Islands are so Placed that a railway
of the Ottawa River, do not know what ex- could easlily be run from one side of the river
ists 25'or:50 or a hundred miles up·that noble -1t6 the'other, putting all the Industrial estab-
stream and on its tributarles. I:eonfesS thaUt i lishments sing this great water-power into
after as long a -term here as almost anybody· cOmmUnICation with eaclh other and with ex-
in the House it Is only within tbe laat year isting Ines of rallway on each side. F.rthèr

o? two'that I·have been able to get sây elhar uP the river yotu eome tô other po*ers of a.
përsonal ides on these points myself.- With' sfimlar ·nature. atý Portage du Port. Grand
ià thë lastcoùple of years, however, I 'hàve Calumet. Allumette, -Des Joachim s- need
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fot go over the list, as you bave heard them
before ; but they are all of them convenient
and accessible for the purpose of establish-
ing industries. When I say they are conveni-
eut and accessible, I do not mean that they
are now in a state of development to be put
to -the use of which they may be made
capable. It is exactly such a project as this
canal that is needed to make ýthe glorlous
water-powers available for practical pur-
poses. There will have to be locks at all
these rapids, and there will have to be dams
at the locks to regulate the flow of wa-ter ;
and where you put a lock, as everybody
knows wiho lias lived along the Lachine or
Welland Canals, you provide a developed
water-power. So, parties who intended to
esrablish industries would only have :to make
arrangements witlh the canal company for
the use of water-power which would be de.
veloped by the construction of the canal it-
self. Now, through the development of the
water-powers of this glorious river there is
a tremendous field for future enterprise.
We are only at the beginning of the use of
electrical power. It seems highly probable
that, besides being applied to all purposes
of railway locomotion, electricity will be-
come the principle agent in the smelting of
our ore, especially some of the refraetory
ores that are hard to manage in the ordinary
way. The Ottawa River is capable of
smelting all the ore that eau be brought to
It from all parts of Ontario, and of running
all the railways in this part of the province
at all events. The same remark, to a great
extent, will apply to the other end of the
route, the river whieh this canal systei
would descend In-to the Georgian Bay, where
Mills, pulp factories and industries of ail
sorts could be established, as well as at this
end of the route.

Now, Sir, I may 'be asked why a canal
through this country would do more to de.
velop it than would a railway. I think 1
have already partly answered that question
by showing how the mere construction of a
canal would provide power ln convenient
form for many industries. I may go a little
further. Suppose these Industries to be es-
tablished, they wil fnot only provide freight
to be carried by the canal during the time It
is opened, but, durIng the winter time when
the canal is stopped by frost, the water pow-
ers will be going on, and freight will be pro-
duced which will have to be shipped by rail.
So this canal will not only provide freight
to be earried through its own system,, but
frelght to be carried by existing and future
rallways in the same district or country.
As a through route for grain from the great
*est, our own and that of the United States,
this canal would stand unrivalled. The
earlier projectors whom you have heard
mentioned, and the statesmen who are not
projeetors, who have in years past referred
to this as a practical route for a canal, cer-
taInly hati great foresight.

A look at the map shows that if a canal
Mr. CASEY.

be feasible along the Unes on which this
is laid down, it is the directest line pos-

j sible between the upper lakes and the head
of sea-going navigation at Montreal. Rival
schemes have at different times been pro-
posed, surveys have been made, and a great
deal of talking has been done ; but none
of them can pretend to compare in direct-
ness with the route now under considera-
tion. Referring again to my geographical
situation, as a member from western On-
tario, i should be naturally inclined, per-
haps, to favour the long-proposed and long-
talked-of canal from Georgian Bay to To.
ronto, known as the Capreol scheme. But,
Sir, there are varlous reasons why that
scheme, which the hon. member for East
Grey (Mr. Sproule) and the hon. member
for West York (Mr. Wallace) tried to gal-
vanize into new life the other evening, can.
not compare with the scheme now under
consideration, especially from the point of
view of a Parliament looking to that which
would be in the best interest of the great-
est number of people. In the first place,
that canal would not develop a new cour>
try of great but unworked resources, It
would go almost entirely through a country
which is already well settled and developed
and supplied with means of communication,
largely at the public expense. In the sec-
ond place-and I think this alone is fatal
to the scheme in comparison with the Ot-
tawa and Georgian Bay plan-freight com-
ing from Georgian Bay to Toronto by that
proposed canal would be only some fifty
or sixty mile nearer Montreal when it got
to Toronto than freight would be when de-
livered at the Georgian Bay terminus of
the Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal. So,
that, after all this canalling between the
Georgian Bay and Toronto, you would only
gain sixty miles towards tide-water, and
you - would still have the eastern half of
Lake Ontario and the St. Lawrence River,
with its rapids and canals to descend, be-
fore you reaclied the head of sea-going navi-
gation. Now, Sir, that comparison alone
Is qulte sufficient to knock this seheme out.
It is 430 miles from the Georgian Bay to
Montr"al by the proposed canal route ; it
is somewhere between 360 and 400 miles
from Toronto to Montreal by lake and river
navigation, so that you would only be gain-
Ing thirty or forty miles towards tide-water
by eonstructing a canal -from the Georgi:an
Bay to Toronto, while by constructing some-
thing like fifteen or twenty miles of actual
canalling on the Georgian .Bay route, you
would place Montreal In direet communiea.
tion with the waters of that bay. That
consideration alone, I think, Is suffeient to
turn the scale in favour of this scheme as
compared wlth the other.

But f anything further were wanted, it
is the fact that there is a financlal pro-
posal by responsible parties before the Gov-
ernment to bulld a canal from Ottawa to
the Georgian Bay; there is no definite pro-
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posal from any parties at all, that I am
aware of, to build a canal the other way.
The latter is a scheme that bas been talked
of a great many years, but it is one whilch
nobody with capital bas been willing to
take up. The present scheme lias been
talked of for some time, and persons with
capital have been willing to take it up,
and have sbown the!r ability and readiness
to go on with iL. So I think w'e may fairly
leave out of the account the talked of, but
not proposed, Torouto scheme, lu favour of
the well-defined scheme which hias taken
shape for a canal between this city and the
Georgian Bay.

In this connection, it is only fair-play and
common justice to refer to my old friend,
Mr. McLeod Stewart, of this city, and the
efforts lie bas made to secure the construe-
tion of this canal, and the phenoinenal suc-
cess that lias attended those efforts in the
money markets of the old country. I do
not think any other Canadian, not a heavy
cmpitalist, lias ever had such success aîs 3r.
McLeod Stewart bas had in iloating a
sclente of this kind on the English market.
The greatest possible credit is due to lis
brains and pluck for what he has done lu
this inatter. no matter what the future of
the scheme may be.

Now, Sir, I want to say a few words lu
reference to some remarks by the hon.
member for East Grey on the last occa-
sion this scheme was before us. He rather
questioned the aecuracy of the estimates
made by Mr. Clarke, Mr. Shanley and Mr.
Bender, formerly Governmsent ecgineers,
and well known mten, but it is fron their
governmental surveys that the figures used
in this debate by the frientds -f the sche:ne,
have been compiled ; they are offieial fig-
ures. It is possible that the lion. gentle-
man's knowledgei of the scheme when he
spoke had not been perfected by an ex-
amination of the profile (of ihe whole Ot-
tawa and Georgianu Bay Canal ,chteme,
which had been hung up in the lobby of
the House a day or two before he spoke on
the subject ; he is therefore excusable for
not having fully realized '.he facts of the
case. He was also In error, as i find fron
some notes I have here of what he said,
in saying that there would be sixty-e:glt
miles of canal to be built under this pro-
posed scheme. As a matter of fact, I under-
stand that there will be only somethlng be-
tweei twenty aud thlirty-three miles of
canal oun the whole route from Montreal to
the Georgian Bay. about fifteen miles of
wbLiehi are already in existence between
here oud Montreal, leaving a balance of
something about eliteen miles, probably,
to be constructed. As a natter of fact,
this is hardly a canal scheme at all, It is
a scheme for developing the inland navi-
gation which already exist.q, by ;-onnecting
lakes and rivers whicb are in themselves
mgaTigable, by means of locks. Nearly al]

the so-cal d canalling on this scheme con
sists of short stretches between lakes, ex-
cept one considerable stretch which bas
been ieferred to by other .tpeakers.

I think that is all I have taken note of bere
that was said by the hon. gentleman, to
which I need refer on this occasion. The
great gain -in distance between Liverpoul
and the western wbeat market, by this route,
has been already alluded Ito in this House
and I do not think 'it necessary to repeat
these figures. I tbink It may be taken as
proven by statistics, already placed before
this House, that ithis route will vastly short-
en the distance beltween the western grain
fields and Liverpool and that it will become
the chiet channel for such part of the grain
traffie as is water 'borne. I think it wduld
by no means do away with the railways ;
't would by no means injure their useful-
ness or receipts. It has not been found else-
where that canals have been ruinous to
railways, in fact, as I think I polnted out
a while ago, the construction of this canal
would be most useful to the rallways in
providing freight, both summer and winter,
to railways contiguous to it or connected
with it at certain points. That Is all that
is neeessary for me to say. in this connee-
tion in stating my reasons for furthering
this scheme. To summarize they are these :
Pirst, a cheapening of grain transport, and,
second. the establishment of great industries,
the development of the water-power situ-
ated along this canal, mills for grindIng
some portior of the grain in transit, pulp
mills, saw-mills, factories of all kinds, the
development of electrical power, for all pur-
poses and the consequent settlement of this
uninhabited region as a result of ithis great
development of industry. For all these rea-
sons I have felt eompelled, though I at one
time looked upon the scheme as chimerical,
to give my warm adhesion and support ro it.
Of course, I do not know what the Govern-
ment are prepared to say on the -subject, or,
w1hether they are prepared to commit them-
selves to-night to any definite statement. I
do not think that we should be too insistent
upon them to say exactly what their opinion
is at this moment, though it is doubtless
most advisable that their decision, whatever
decision they may come to, should be made
known to the public. It is well that they
should know what hon. members on both
sides of the House think upon the question,
and I bave thought it would be interesting to
them to know what a member from a dis-
tant part of the province of Ontarlo, having
no personal or local connection with the
scheine, thinks about It. and for that reason
I have taken up this much of the time of the
House.

MXr. THOMAS MACKIE (North Renfrew).
Mr. Speaker, I suppose that as this pro-
posed canal wlli pass along the border of
my constituency I will be expected to say
somethIng in regard to the matter. I shall
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not pretend to state all the advantages to
Canada involved -in this project. I merely
want to point out Ithe water stretches along
the route. I need not say anything about
the Ottawa River between here and Mont-
real, which is pretty well known, and as to
wliich it wIll not cosit very much to construct
a ship canal along its course. I Imagine that
the most expensive portion of the route will
be the first four mdles from Ottawa to the
head of Deschenes Rapids. From that point
there is a water stretch to the Chats Rapids
about 30 miles over whidh there are steam-
ers now running that are drawlng froin
seven to eight -feet of water. There is a
canal to be buit at the 'Chats 'Rapids, 'but
it will not cost quite as much as it would
have done at one time, because a portlon of
the work w-as constructed years ago. Then
we go on to the Ohats Lake, which takes
us through a fine stretch of wa'ter for about
25 miles until we come to Portage du Fort.
This course runs through a fine farming
country. Supplies used to 'go to the lumber-
Ing districts here, but now the settlement Is
so much improved and farming has taken
the place of lumberIng 'to such an extent
that the produce of the distrIict has not a
local market and amust find an outlet at the
seaiboard. At Portage du Fort there is a
succession of rapids but the water Es deep.
When we get above these there are other
stretches and we pass through lakes six to
eight miles In length wilth raplds between
them. Whien we get above Pocket's Rapids
at Westmeath, we have a stretch of water
for about 60 miles. From there to Des Joa-
chims there is a otretch of albout 40 miles
and the water is supposed ito be about 200
feet deep. jhere is an Inland lake, which,
with a shoFt canal duto It, would enuable us
to escape all the rapids. -Most of these
rapids only require one or two locks to en-
able us to get over them. A!t Mattawa we
leave the Ottawa River. It is supposed thal
this canal is going to cost a large amount
of money in constructing It along the course
of 'the Ottaïwa River. I do' noit thlnk it wIll
If the promoters take the right way of hand-
ling the project. There is a large number
of stretches of lakes, thousands of square
miles in extent on the Upper Ottawa. With
very little expense these lakes could be
dammed up s%;as to retain the freshets
which corme -down the Ottawa in the
spring. This would regulate the water
level during the whole season. We will
say that there will be 10 feet of a rise
and fall In the Ottawa River. I feel quite
satisfied that by damming the Upper Otta-
wa and reserviing the water it could be kept
five or six feet higher ln the lower Ottawa,
all season rthat It Is at low water lu the
summer so that it would not take so much
canallIng as might otherwise be necessary.
We know that great areas are flooded by
the water that comes down the -Ottawa River
ln the spring, but the adoption of this sug-

Mr. MACKIE.

gestion would rebain the water and enable
you to have sufficient water for the pur-
poses of navtgation all summer. The water-
powers along the Ottawa River would be
enhanced ln, value 'by lhaving this steady
flow of water all summer. Then we leave
the Ottawa River at Mattawa which Is 200
miles from Otbawa. The canal, as proposed,
wIi follow the Mattawa, 40 odd miles, until
lt enters Lake Nip'issing, after which there
is deep water all the way along the FPrench
River until the GeorgIan Bay is reached
and very few locks would have to be built
from there through to the Georgian -Bay.
This scheme has been discussed for many
years, and surveys have been made 'by emi-
nenit engineers. I think Mr. Walter Shanly
made a survey of the whole route at one
time, and 'he estimated that the canal would
cost $30,000,000. That was some 'forty years
ago. I imagine that works that would cost
$30,000,000 at that time could be con-
structed now for $20,000,000.

lu -those days all great works were con-
structed by manual labour, and we had not
steam drills or steam dredges or any of
these modern labour-saving appliances which
now cheapen construction. I feel satisfied
that at the present day, $20,000,000 would
give us 'that great water route clear through
ito the 'Georgian Bay, and I believe, Sir, that
without any trouble whatever, we will have
au adequate flow of water the whole season
around. This route, in my opinion, Is feas-
Ible of construction, and being feasible it will
afford the shortest possible route, and the
quickest and cheapest means of transporta-
tion from tihe Georgian Bay to Montreal. The
lumber is now getting small on the Ottawa
River and its tributarles, and I belleve if
this canal is constructed, fine timber will be
found furtlher back and brought down by
vessels and barges for shipment. Let me im-
press upon the Government ithat they serlous-
ly consider this matter, for I believe that
when they get an estimate of the cost of the
work, they will come to the assistance of the
people and have this canal construcited. I
hope, Sir, before two years are past, to see a
good section of the Georgian Bay Cana) at
least under way.

Mr. W. C. EDWARDS (Russell). Mr.
Speaker, wlhen. the Trent Valley Canal wa
under discussion in former years in thls
House, each member representing a consti-
'tuency in the district was expected to say
something in its favour. And, Sir, when the
Ottawa Ship Canal is under discussion la
Parliament, it not only is a question for the
members in the district, but It is a question
interesting to members all over the Domi-
nion, because it is a matter which vltally
effects the w,hole of 'Canada. lt is my
opinion that the portion of the country whIch
will derive the greaitest advanbage from the
construction of this canal is the great produc-
ing areas of the North-west, - because the
prime question with the producers of that
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district is to get their produce cheaply to,
the seaboard. It is said that the »construe-
tion of the canal will reduce the cost of
transit of our north-western grain to the
seaboard, fully 50 per cent. I am not able
to verify this statement, but I do know that
the Georgian Bay Canal is the shortest and
best route to the head of ship navigation,
notwithstanding the sta-tement of the hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) that
a canal running around by way of. Toronto
would be more beneflcial in that respect.
At the same time, Sir, I am not able
to be so enthusiastic as some of the other
members who have favourably discussed the
Georgian Bay Canal question. I belleve tha-t
before the St. Lawrence Canal system was
constructed, was the time when this Geor-
glan Bay Canal project should have been
carried out. Forty years ago it was a live
question l this portion of the country, and
I feel sure It- will become a live question
again, but just how soon I am unable to say.
If the proposition, that a British syndicate Is
to bulld the canal can be satsfatorily car-
ried out, It may be a live question almost
Immediately, but I must be permitted to ex-
press my individual opinion, 'that that is
h'ardly the right way to go about the matter.
The Goverament is asked to guarantee R per
cent interest on $18,000,000 or $20,000,000,
for the carrylng out of this project, and if
that amount be sufficient to complete it, It
should, in my opinion, receive the hearty
support of every member of this House.
We must, however, remember that ail the
estimates now being made are on the basis
of a survey which took place away back ln
the sixties, and If it is found that the $20,-
000,000 will not construet the canal, my
opinion is that the 'Government undoubtedly
would be called upon to guarantee interest
on a further sum.

Mr. POîUPORE. No.
Mr. EDWARDS. At all events that Is my

opinion. Now, Canada can carry a certain
amount of indebtedness, and It Is my belief,
speaking ln general terms, that the indebted-
ness of the country Is at present sufficiently
large, and that a suffeient sum has been pald
out to afford means of transport from the
west to the east until we reach further deve-
lopment.

Mr. POUPORE. Will my hon. friend (Mr.
Edwards) allow me one word ? The condi-
tions upon whlch the guarantee is asked are
these. The Government is not responsible,
nor will the bonds commence to run until
after the canal has been completed. I would
like my hon. friend (Mir. Edwards) not to
forget that feature of it. The Government
do not assume any responsibility now.

IMr. EDWARDS. I do not oppose, but I
support with all my heart the carrying out
of this project just as rapidly as it can pro-
perly be carrIed out. As to ithe providing of
the. finances, I simply made the statement

that I think we are beginning at the wrong
end, and I was proceeding to say further
that in the matter of expenditure on pubile
works, this country can bear just so much,
and for the present we have reached, per-
haps, the limit of large expenditures until
we have a large population in Canada. We
have expended a large sum of money ln the
construction of the Grand Trunk ,Railway,
ln the construction of the Canadian Pacific
RaIlway, in ithe construction of the Parry
Sound Railway, and at present we are ex-
pending a large amount in the deepening of
our St. Lawrence Canais, each of which un-
dertaking Is affording means of transpprta-
tion from the west to the east. Now, my
opinion Is, that If this project will ln any
way add -materially to the burdens of the
people, it would be desirable not to proceed
at once with its construction; but, If the
English syndicate will build a canal on the-
conditions suggested, and if It will be satis-
factorlly carried out in every respect, I say
with all my heart, lot them bulld lt. It Is
my humble opinion, however, that a more.
Judi:cious and better way to proceed would
be for the Government to come to ParlIa-
ment for an appropriation to earry out a
survey, and to estimate exactly the cost of
the construction of this canal. After this Is.
done the question will be in a better shape
to be dealt with. I am throwIng no cold
water on the %cheme whatever ; I atm per-
fectly in favour of the scheme, but this has
been my view from the first, and it is my
view now. As to the development of the-
Ottawa region, and the advancement of our
mineral and lum1ber resources, and the
affording of the cheapest and best route for-
the carrying of the grain from the North-
west to the east, there is no doubt at all tfiat
the Georgian Bay Canal is the best scheme.
Now, this question has been dealt with at
length ln a statistical way by other speak-
ers, who are far better posted on the sub-
ject than I am. I have simply dealt with
the general principle, and have suggested
what I think Is the best way of proceeding-
with it. I believe the time will come, whe-
ther In the near future or in the more distant
years, w-hen lihis great work will be carried
out ; and when It is, it will not be simply
a matter of local interest, but as a work of
great Interest to Canada, perhaps greater,
than any of the great publie works of the
past.

Mr. NIOHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assiniboia). Mr. 'Speaker, I desire witfr
great diffidence to say a few words on thiis
vast engineerng project. I would not presume
for a moment to speak with any authority
on a matter of this kind ; but I think one
may form such an opinion on the scheme as
to justify him in endorsIng it and voting for
it, eveh though unequal tÔ the tas-k of dis-
cussing it- from an engineering standpoint.
Now, Sir, what my hon. friend who has just
addressed the House has said Is what
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weighs most with me in regard to it. I what a great advantage this great work
saw a calculation, made by an eminent en- would be to Canada, if once it had become
gineer, as to what the reduction In the cost an accomplished fact. It would not only
of carrying the wheat of the North-west be a great thing for those vast fields in the
would be, if we had the Montreal and Ge- North-west and those unmeasured and im-
orgian Bay Canal ; and it exceeded 50 per measurable mining properties on the shores
cent the calculation made by my hon. friend of Lake Superior, but It would do more
from Russell (Mr. Edwa0is). With a canal than even the $60,000 a year which the
like this, you would secure for the vast right bon. gentleman proposes to give, to
grain fields of the North-west and for the make the city of Ottawa the Washington
vast mineral products on the shores of Lake of the North ; and it would add immensely
Superior the greatest possible benefit, and to the wealth and commercial importance
you would secure for the people of the of the city of Montreal. Now, I am told
North-west what is their great desideratum, that for this great wealth-producing scheme
to be brought to thei sea on approximatel> Canada is too small-that we could not bear
equal terms with the people of Ontario. the taxation. My mInd goes back to the
Now, it does not seem to me that the finan- first time that I was taken over these build-
cial objection, which has been stated by ings, by a Minister of the Cirown, ln 1872;
my hon. friend, Is a very serlous one, or one and, although he was a coleague of Sir
which should make us pause, when we are John Macdonald, when I pralsed the buil.
confronted with a question of going on with Ings-and then the Langevin Block was not
this scheme. My hon. friend deprecates built-he said: "Yesi but what a fearful
adding to the burden of taxation and the piece of extravagance! They are altoge-
burden of debt of this country. There is ther beyond this country ; It was a mon-
nobody In this House who would be more strous thing ever to build it. Canada can-
earnest ln endorsing an attitude of that Ilnot bear the burden which they entail upon
kind than myself. gut, when I look at the her." Now, we know that these buildings
proposal of my hon. friend. I do net see that are not large enough. We know that the
it is a very alarmIng one from that point of great mistake that was made was not to
vlew. It only asks for a guarantee after have such foresight as would realize .the
the canal bad been completed and Is in great progress which Canada would make
working ordr-after it has become an es- and the great expansion which Its business
tabilshed fact. And we have the evideuce would enjy.
of Mr. Th9mpson, of Duluth. who, I am Sir, I ar sure that the most sanguine man
told, is a high engineering authority, before amongst us does net realize the progress
the Senate committee, as to the feasiblllty that Canada will make Ieuceforth eve'y
of this scheme, and net only as to its feasi- year. We have only te look back te the
bility, but this eminent expert declares that progress made by the United States. Look
It has this unique advantage, that no canal back to the Urne when the United States
scheme that eau be projected on this con- had a population about the size of ours,
tinent can for one moment compare with it, and a little later on wheu that population
whether you regard it as an outlet for the had te seme extent Increased, read the
North-west Territories, or as a vast power- speeches et the statesmen lu the English
produclng seheme for developing the in- fouse ef Commens at the Urne when the
cobate wealth along its border. That belng'population lu the United States was net
so, I do not think we need have much hesi- as large as that ln Canada, when the trade
tation In endorsing it. Guaranteeing the oe that country would net compare with
bonds on $20,000,000, after the work has been ours to-day, when Its organized and develop-
established, does not seen to me to compare cd works could net be placed la the scale
lu onerousuess wlth some sebemes which une minute w4th those ot Canadag look asû
have been entered into ln this House with to the progress made by that country sInce
a liht eart. I have been lu this House then, and then yu wll be able to make
nw sorne fourteen or fiteen sessions' and sore forecastet the vast possIbilites that
It hag been my fortune te sce, session after are before this great premer celenyt Sfte
session,, gentlemen who would hesitate t Empire. Looklng atourselves geograph 
vote a smafl su, cerne down and wit h a cally, we are l the processed ofrmiug a
liglt eart vote millions and millHons away vast empire. We have the iest wheat
for schemes whlch a great number ef theilands,abot undeveloped and developed, ln
dld net understand. But aitheugli this îs a the world. There la, ne country Iu the
vast and compllcated undertaklng, although wrld to-day that bas suc a vast prospeet,
In Its many ramifications It 18 onefthat there Is ne country un the world holds eut

ours totodwhe n irlutults oganedand develop-

would require great study and some expett h giutrPt tEgad rln
knowledge thoroughly te master W yet, as and Scotland and the continent utEurope.
compared with some t the schemes have such advanutages as thoese great plains l
referred teeIt i 2eully undrstood. There our Nortb-westP and even haudicapped as

as ligt heart. Iswh ha belendti ose toegatpinaebyterdtnc
nw, soefuteena lor andteen pesson and mtesaIeuasr m o.fln

dicd bydmlg h anot understand.Btahogthss atIcudtehltearrsrun u
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dian Head. Regina and Moosejaw, who
came ln there poor men ten or fifteen years
ago, and who have since made wealth, who
have not only the farms they settled on-
the 160 acres and the pre-emption-but have
bought Canadian Pacifie Railway land.
They are land-holders, they are cultivating
large tracts, and some of them have $10,.
000 and $15,000 to their credit lu the banks.
These are not Isolated cases, and they have
reached that position in the face of certanu
enormous diffleulties. When you take into
account the vast extent of territory they
have to travel to get to the seaboard, when
you take into account the large amount they
have to pay for freighting their wheat to
the seaboard, it Is a triumphant testimony
to the wealth that is at the command of
any competent farmer who goes to these
plains, that in the face of these diffleul-
ties they have been able to make smiling
homes and rich farmsteads, and to have
$10,000 and $15,000 to their credit in the
banks.

You know, Sir, that I, from tine to time, in
this Chamber, contended strenuously that
whatever Government is ln power, whether
it calls Itself Liberal or Conservative, It
Is bound to do all that it eau to reduce the
freight rates from the centre of this conti.
nent to the seaboard ; it is bound to place
the farmers of the North-west Territorles
as nearly as possible on an equality with
the farmers to the east and west, who are
near the seaboard. Especially is the Gov.
ernment of Canada bound to do that and
bound to have the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way co-operate with it, because not mere.
ly to build the Canadian Pacifie Railway,
but other lines of railway, we ln the North.
west Territories have given the land. It Is
from us the lands have come. To be sure,
you sometimes boast that y ou have sub-
seribed millions, but If you bave, we have
given our share, we have given the lands to
build :this great railway and other railways,
and therefore the farmers of the North-west
Territories, whose lands bave been thus
given, are entitled -to every possible consid-
eration In order to place then en a level, or
as nearly as possible on a level, with the
farmers more for:tunately situated as to dis.
tance.

What I have contended mlght be done
In another way, will be done directly and
efficiently the moment you have a canal of
this kind constructed. Al experienee
shows us--the experience of the United
States, of Hungary, of Germany, of Eng-
land-that there is no competitor of a rail.
way so succesatul In lowering freight as
the canals ; and now I am going to bring
before you another astonishlng fact. Therels no such feeder for the rallways, whose
freights it reduces, there Is no such en-
richer of the railways as that very canal.
In England, on the continent of Europe,
in the United States, it bas been proved.
to the astonilshment of railway owners, who,

I spent tens of thousands of dollars fighting
s the canal, that after the canal had been

ln existence, after It had reduced their
freight rates, they have been ready to bless
God that the canal was built, because It

.has produced so much wealth and commerce
in the little towns along the routes of both
the water-way and the railway, that lnstead
of having their freight lessened, the rail-
ways had to build hundreds ofc ars and in-
erease their engine and their station power,
because the little towns and villages that
were as silent as the city of the dead. be-

i came full of thriving business, owing to the
| construction of the canal, and the railway
had all It ceuld do to deal wlth the local

t traffie. So that you need not be surprised to
find a man so far-seeing as Sir William Van
Horne, the ex-president of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway, endorsing this scheme, be-
cause he knows well that the minute you
have a seheme of this sort ln operation, you
will increase the trafile on the railroad.
There is wealth along the Ottawa River to-
day, yet that wealth will be but a flea-bite
compared with what will exist after this
canal has been five years ln existence.
Towns will spring up that are now not
dreamed of, factories will be buâit, and elec-
trie power will be brought Into play, that
in every kind of production ofe civillzed
advance and progressive energy, will be a
powerful factor.

I wish to speak on this matter as a North-
west man. If anything has to be pald,
we will have to pay our share, and by the
time we have to pay it, we will have very
much more population than now and be

Ibetter able to bear the burden, but speak-
ing as a North-west man, knowing the ad-
vantages this scheme would be to every
farmer, and looking forward to a time when
not merely this canal with its advantages
wll be a great producer, but lookIng for.
ward to a time when our waterways will
be properly utilized, so that into -the re-
metest part of this continent we shsall be
able to send by water, and send effectively,
I would hall the accomplishment of such a
work as this, belleving that It would be of
the greatest possible advantage to the
North-west Territorles, and as I have ai.
ready said, not only to the North-west Ter6
ritories, but to Canada at large.

Mr. BRODER moved the adjournment of
the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

ATTACHMENT OF SALARIES OF CIVIL
SERVANTS.

House resumed adjourned debate on the
proposed motion for the second reading of
Bl (No. 88) respecting the attachment of
salaries of public offleers and employees of
the Government.-(Mr. Rlchardron.)

Mr. RIC A RSON. This Bl has-bee
before the House for the last three or foür
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sessions, and I t'nk it is just as well that
we should discover whether it Is to be killed
now or whether we are to go on with it. I
may say that lçst session the Prime Minis-
ter promised that whIle rhe was unable to
support it then, if it was brougbt up this
year in sone amended form he expected to
be able to support it. That being the case,
I took measures to have the Bill drafted in
the most careful manner-

Mr. SPEAKER. I thlnk the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Richardson) has spoken on this
motion; If su, lhe la out of order In speaking
now.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. I -am anxious to have
the second reading, and 1 move it.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has
already moved the second reading.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I merely wished to
call attention to one or two points. The
Minister of Justice gave me his opinion of
the Bill, whieh is to the effect that there is
no constitutional objection-

Mr. SPEAKER. This la the same debate
as when th-is Bill was up on a previous oc-
casion, and the bon. gentleman cannôt speak
twice. He ls out of order in speaking now.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. When do I speak,
then, Mr. Speaker ?

Mr. DAVIN. Speak on the motion to go
into committee.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. Do I speak next year
or-

Mr. SPEAKER. When the Bil sla In com-
mittee the hon. gentleman will have the op-
portunlty to speak.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. d have no doubt fron
what I know of the members ihat they will
favour the second readIag and allow the
Bill to go to the oommittee.

The PRRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). I have no objection to the second
reading of the Bill. I do not commit my-
self to the principle, and In such a thin
House as this, I would not have the House
committed to it finally. We can take the
second reading and consider the Bill fur-
ther at a later stage.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Am I at liberty to
reply to that, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. BERGERON. No.
Motion agreed to, and Bill read the second

time.

ADJOURNMENT-PERSONAL EXPLA-
NATION.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Before the House ad-
journs, Mr. Speaker, there is a matter to

Mr. RICHARDSON.

whi-ch I want to call to the attention of the
House. I have here the report of a meeting
that was held at Pictou, this report appear-
ing in the Toronto " Mail and Empire," and
I wish to call the attention-

Mr. SPEAKER. On the motion to ad-
journ at this time no speeches can be made
except on a question as to whether the
House should adjourn or not.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. I propose to oppose
the adjournment if necessary.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is
not in order, on such a motion as this, in
calling attention to the report of a publie
meeting.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
wishes to make a personal explanation con-
cerning something in the paper to whicli he
refers.

Mr. SPEAKER. If It is a personal expla-
ua(tion, of course that la different.

Mr. RIOHARDSON. Decidedly, 'it Is a
question of personal explanation. I had the
honour to be lnvited to a pic-nie of the
far'mLers of Prince Edward County on Satur-
day last. At that meeting certain speeches
were made, one by myself, and I wlsh to
call attention to a report which does me
s erious injustice. The report has a sub-
heading " the Yukon iniquity," and immedia-
tely under that says:

R. L. Richardson, M. P. for Lisgar, Manitoba,and editor of the Winnipeg "Tribune," spoke on
the same topic,-

-the topic mentioned by the previous speak-
er w'as tariff rates on the railroads-

-and mentioned incidentally that while the
old Government put down the rates one and one-
hito cents, and were strongly censured by the
Opposition, the latter had, since comlng into
power, not been able to lower them one cent.
I have no conception what that refers to. I
dld not speak as to the late Government put-
ting down rates. My knowledge of history
does not leadi me to belleve that they ever
reduced the rates on anything. Nor dld I
say anything about this Government not re-
ducing rates. The statement is so different
from anything I said that I do not even
know what It can refer to. It says also :

He spoke strongly on the abolition of the Sen-
ite, and considered it as a needless expense to
the coùntry, but at the same time was very
thankful they hoisted the Yukon Bill.
It la true I referred to the Senate, advocat-
ing its abolition. I believe in the abo-
lition of the Senate and have always
belleved so. I have no apology to off er
for that opinion. But I did not express
thankfulness :that the Senate had hoisted
the Yukon Bill ; I dild not refer, directly or
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lndirectly to tfhat measure. As a matter of
tact, I voted for the Yukon BMl, and would
not take the absurd position of expresulg
thanks that the Senate had hoisted It. The
report goes on to give a iUst of those who
spoke, includlng Mr. D. D. Rogers, M. P. foi
Frontenac ; J. L. Haycock, ex-M.P. for Fron-
tenac--Mr. Haycock was not at the meeting
at all-W. V. Pettet, M.P. for Prince Ed-
ward ; Arnold McFaul, Honorary County
President-Mr. MeFaul was not at the meet-
ing-W. B. Scott, vice-president, and A. 8
Carson, grand trustee, B. F. Wilson, E. T.
Dorland and James P. Urtelle. Not one of
the last three of these gentlemen named
spoke at ail. This report refers also to Mr.
Goldwin Smith's speech, and I think ln jus-
tice to Mr. Smith I should make this state-
ment-

Mr. DAVIN. Order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Riehardson) ls clearly not in order now.

Mr. RICHARDSON Then I will conclude.
I merely wished to put myself right. The
report of Mr. Goldwin Smith's speech, Is, I
may say, a tissue of falsehoods.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId Lau-
rier) moved the adjournment of the House.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Copies of all correspondence, petitions, &c., lnreference to the recent appointment of - post-
naster at Clifton, New London, in the pruvine
of Prince Edward Island.-(Mr. Martin.)

Copies of all correspondence with the hon. theMinister of Militia. and Mr. Mark Workman, of
Montreal, relating td hir contract for militta
clothing or other Government work.-(Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper.)

Copies of all papers, documents and corres-
pondence ln connection with the dismissal of
John Herns, caretaker of the public building ln
the town of Napanee.-(Mr. Wilson, by Mr.
Prier.)

Returu ehowing: 1. The amount paid in the
province of Prince Edward Island since 1896 as
fines for the Infraction of the lobster flshery
regulations, the names of persons so fined, and
the amount of fine ln each case.

2. A detailed statement of the fines collected.
3. The disposition of those fines.
4. The coat of prosecution in each case.
5. The names of Eshery offieers receiving a

share of such fines, and the amount received ln
each by any offeer.

6. The magtrate or other ofmeer who tried
such caes.-.(Mr. Martin.)

Copy of all correspondence between the Gov-
ernment and the boards of trade of the Dominion
In regard to the passage of an insolvency law.-
(Mr. Monk, by Mr. Dugas.)

Copies of ail correspondenae, petitiona, reports,
telegrams, &c., ln connection with the proposed
change of mail arrangements for Grand Vle'w, la
Prince Eward Island.-(Mr. Martin.)

Motion tagredto, and the Huse adjourned
at 10.05 p.m.

100

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

TUEsDAY, 20th June, 1899.

The SPEAKIR took the Chair at Three
o'dloek.

PRAYERS.

TIME FOR PRESENTING PRIVATE
BILLS.

Mr. LANDERKIN moved:

That that portion of the 49th rue which lin-
Its the time for presenting Private Bills, be
suspended in respect to the Bill affecting the
Edmonton District Railway Company, according
to the 19th report of the Select Standing Com-
mittee on Standing Orders.

Sir CHARLES TUPPERî. I hope the
time has now come in this session when it
is really a question whether su'h a motion
as that should receive the attention of the
HEouse. I do not say that this le not an
exceptional case, but I think It la neces-
sary that at thls period a reason should be
given te the House for any further exten-
sion of the Rule.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This is the last meet-
ing the eommittee are to hold this session,
and this BIll had been advertised ln sev-
eral papers, but one paper In the Yukon
Territory had net been received, and It was
owing to that we suspended the rule. In
every other particular the rule was com-
plIed with.

Mr. SPROULE. The serious objection la,
the continuing to Introduce private BRis so
long after the proper time has expired.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The reasons assIgned
by the proposera of this BIll were consider-
ed by the committee sufficient for the sus-
pending of the rule. They showed that It
was Impossible for them to comply fully
with the rule, and as there was no pri-
vate interest ln danger, we thought It a
hardship to knock them out.

Motion agreed to.

THE STATIONERY SUPPLY FOR
MEMBERS.

Mr. GIBSON moved:
That the third, fourth and tfth reports of the

Joint Committee of both Houses on the Printing
of Parliament, be concurred in.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like to know what
Is the purport of this. The report cs:

The committee recommend that a report be
made to both Houses, caling attention to the
fact that a resolution passd by this commIttee
on Friday, 18th MaY, 19 and reported to both

"That for the nert year and for the
future, the members, ofBeers andthose on the
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official list of the Press Gallery of the House of this matter as they do In the Senate. The
Commons, be provided for their use with sta- privilege has not been extended to us fur-
tionery in every particular equal to that supplied ther than the spplying of the leather
to the hon. members of the Senate, and that trunks, and I think the members will agreeMessrs. Gibson, Sutherland and LaRiviêre be ap- trunks genbts Para
pointed a sub-committee to have powers to re- that the leather trunks given this Parlia-
vise and suggest such alterations as may be ment will bear comparison with any trunks
deemed expedient therein for the convenience of previously supplIed. I may say that every
members, &c.,"' has not been acted upon, and the member of the committee is quite in ae-
committee urge its recommendation to be car- cord with this recommendation which was
ried Into effect. 1 passed by the House in May, 1898.
If the House has already passed that re- The commlttee that was then appolnted by
port, I do not see what further effect the the Print*ng CommUtee consistej ef Mr.
House can give it if they pass It again. If LaRivière, Mr. Sutherland and myseif, and
It has not gone into effect there must be 1 may say frankly that we have neyer done
some good reason, and perhaps the chair- anything, simply because Mr. Speaker
man of the committee can give us that rea- claimed that that was entîrely in bis own
son. Might I also ask the chairman of the hands. f course. 'f tbe liuse wants to
Printing Committee with reference to thetake the matter Up and place It in Rie'hands
stationery for the use of members, as toof the commlttee, I as oue member of the
where It Is beuglt and how it Is bouglt ? cornittee arm willing te take my share b

the resnonsibilit of furnIshing the members
Mr. GIBSON. This matter was brought

before the Joint Committee on Printing
shortly after Its organization ln the first
session of this Parliament, and it was
pointed out by the members of the com-
mittee generally that the stationery sup-
plied to the members of the House of Com-
mons was very much inferior to that sup-
plied to the members of the Senate. The
Senators on the committee Informed us
that they had an Internal committee ap-
pointed to regulate ail matters connected
with the stationery supplied, and it was
then suggested that a committee mIght be
appointed from the House of Commons te
deal with this question. I may say frank-
ly that I went to the present Speaker of
the House, and he told me that he was In-
formed by the Sergeant-at-Arms that this
was entirely within bis own cognizance,
and that the Committee on Printing had
nothing to do wIth It. The matter rested
there and then. It was afterwards
brought up in the commilttee-I was not
present at the meeting, but, however, I
wIll not go back on the report-and this
report was reaffrmed on the *h of June,
and we are askIng for concurrence In it.
So far as the commlttee are concerned, they
cannot give any explanation te the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster), further than te say
that complaints bave been made to them
from time to time about the mucilage on
the envelopes, about the inferlority of the
paper generally, and about the meagre, and
mIgh I say measly, quantIty of stationery
that was suppled te the members of the
House of Commons this session .and last.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. GIBSON. For that rea I a m

glad that the matter bas been broughit be-
fore the House, because if It ls in the
hands of the Speaker then we know who
to look to. It bas always been considered
that the committee supplied the station-
ery, an on beha of the cmmittee I might
say that they are quite wlling to deal wlth

Mr. FOSTER.

of the House with good stationery.

Mr. LaRIVIBRE. In the Senate this part
of the public service is under the control of
a committee called the Committee on Con-
tingencles. We had a similar institution
ln this House in former years, but it was
abolished, and this service was vested in
the Committee on Internal Economy, of
which I understand the Speaker Is chairman.
The House in former years did away with
one of its privileges, and I think it was a
mistake. It is true, we have now no control
over this matter, except In making com-
plaints If we are not properly dealt with,
and voting the money for the payment et
the service. When we were Investigating
this matter, we called upon the clerk in
charge of the statlonery department up-
stairs, andi asked hlm how It was that the
stationery we were getting to-day was In-
ferior to that which we had got hitherto,
and we were Informed that he bad received
orders from the hon. the Speaker to pur-
chase the statlonery from a certain firminn
Toronto, and that samples had-been supplied
to that firm, and they had pledged them-
selves to supply stationery of a quality equal
to the samples, but they had not carrIed
out their contraet. There were ne tenders
asked for. They were simply asked to sup-
ply the stationery of the House, provided
that It would not cost any more than that
whIch we had before, I understand, from a
drmin lnScotland. They were hot asked
whether they could supply the stationery
any cheaper, or whether they could supply
the same article, but they were asked to
supply au article almost equal to that, and
were allowed the prIce that was pid before.
I thInk this s an unbusinessllke manner or
deang with thia matter. At any rate, the
House is not responslble for what has been
done ; but to-day we are face to face with
the fact that we are getting statUonery which
ls net equal to what we ought to have as
members of this House, andI hope that an
understanding will be come to between those
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who have charge of that branch of the ser-
vice and the Printing Committee of this
House, which is responsIble for the payment
for the same. By such an understaning
we perhaps would get a better article, and
give to the members of the House the satis-
faction to whIch they are entitled.

Mr. WALLACE. Would the hon. member
teil us the name of that firm In Toronto ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. The name of the
fLrm was not mentioned.

Mr. BERGERON. Yes, It was. When we
examined the clerk of stationery in the com-
mittee, we had from him the name of the
firm which now furnishes the stationery.
It is the house of Warwick Bros. & Rutter,
of Toronto. Now, I do not want to occupy
the time of the House except to repeat what
the hon. memaber for Lincoln. (Mr. Gibson),
and the h3n. member for Provencher (Mr.
LaRivière) have both sadd, that we were
very much astonished last year and the year
before to find that the stationery was in
such a bad condition; and as we were mem-
bers of the committee which was supposed
to buy the stationery, we asked the chairman
the reason. We were told that the com-
mittee were not responsible for it. Then, a
committee was struck on the 13th of May,
1898. consisting of three gentlemen, Messrs.
Gibson, Sutherland and LaRivière, to look
into the matter. They In fact did nothing,
because they reported that Mr. Speaker bad
taken upon himself to see to the furnisbing
of stationery for the House. We then called
upon the elerk, and he told us that he had
instructions3 tg buy all the stationery he re-
quIred from the house whose name I men-
tioned a moment ago. We have bad many
complaints from the members that the sta-
tionery is bad, and we thought It better to
bring the whole question before the House,
as we are now dolng.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I may say that last
session several complaints were made to me
of the quality of tbe statlonery. I do not
know that I had any more right to interfere
than any other member of the Hlouse, unless
as a member of the Printing Committee. I
made Inquiry of the clerk of stationery, and
he told me that there was no complaint of
the stationery furnished by the firm amed.
It Is enly fair to that firm to say that. He
told me that that firm did not supply the
envelopes, which were the principal subject
of complaint.

Mr. BERGERON. The whole stationery is
bad.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. However, the mem-
bers of the House id seem to be under the
Impression that the Committee on Prlnting
was responsible for the quallty of the sta-
tionery furniehed. I was not present at the
meeting of the commlttee, but II underatand
that they thought, I believe unantmougy,
that It would be a solution of the matter to

169¾

place it la the hands of that branch of the
committee which belongs to the House of
Commons, and the chairman bas explained
the reason why that committee never met
or took any action. It is In the bands of the
House, I smppose, to say what position they
will make of the matter.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WIlfrid
Laurier). This Is a question that ought to be
determined by the commvlttee themselves.

Mr. FOSTER. They have determined It.
They cannot put their determination into
effect.

The PRIME MINISTER. Where is their
determination ?

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that the
committee went as far as they eould. They
appolnted their sub-committee, and gave Into
the hands of that sub-commIttee the charge
of the stationery, and ordered them to get
it ; but when the sub-committee took steps
to do that, they found, as has been stated,
that Mr. Speaker thought It to be hils duty
to attend to the matter. Consequently, the
conmittee came up agalast a fence, and
they have not been able to do anythlng.

The PRIME MINISTER. This Is a mat-
ter, I repeat, on which we can ask the views
of the committee ; and If there is a confilet
of jurlsdlctlon there ought to be some means
of untying the knot, and giving satisfaction
to the House. I would advIse that the re-
port be sent back to the committee for their
further consideration.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not see what the com-
mittee could do other than they have doue.
They discussed the question and came to a
conclusion ln 1898, a year ago, and their
conclusion was endorsed by the House a
year ago ; and they simply have not been
able to do anythlng. If we endorse their
resolution or send it back to themq, it is we
ourselves who bave to deal with ourselvoe,
because It Is the House that has adopted
the action of the committee, and. therefore,
has undertaken to stand behind the com-
mittee.

Mr. GIBSON.
year ago.

The resolution carried a

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, the resolution wa
carrIed by the House a year ago. Couse-
quently It is for the House to consider whe-
ther its idea, as expressed by the resolution
of the commlttee, which It adopted and made
its own, shall be carrIed out or not. For my
own part, I think the better thing to do WlI
be to have the statIonery for the use of
members selected by the members of the
commIttee of the Printing Committee. The
Prlnting Comingttee have charge of the print-
ing afars of the House and they <would
select the kind and style of statlonery they
want, I give It simply as my own opinion,
that -1t would be far better for the commIttee
and the H oue, after the committee has done
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Its duty by selecting the samples and deciding
on the quaity of the statlonery, to hand
those over to the Queen's Printer and make
him responsible for seeing that the station-
ery Is supplied according to the sample. We
had better keep this matter of peddllng
around the patronage for the paper we use
out of the hands of the Speaker.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrld Lau-
rier). If there is a confilet of authority be-
tween the committee and the Speaker, I
would not interfere to pronounce either one
way or the other. On the contrary, I think
the sound rule would be, If I may state lt ,so
to support the authority of the Speaker, and
I would not be prepared to say who is in the
wrong. The best suggestion is ito send the
report of the committee with instructions to
give the matter their consideration again.

Mr. FOSTER. Why not ask them to con-
fer wlth the Speaker ?

Mr. LaRIVIERE. My hon. friend has fall-
ed to read -the wording of this report. It is
only a recommendation that a report be
made to both Houses calling attention to
the fact that a certain resolution was passed
by this commlttee on Frlday, 13th May, 1898,
and reported to both Houses and was con-
curred in. It only calls attention to the re-
port made a year ago upon whlch no action
was taken. I do not know that It would be
necessary for this House to adopt this report,
whlch is merely a report to the House for
otur own informatlon and does not call for
any action.

The PRIME MINISTER. The fact re-
mains that there le a conflict of jurisdiction,
and the best way Is to refer the report to the
committee, and If they have te confer with
the Speaker, they eau do so.

Mr. BERGERON. Last year, three mem-
bers of the commlttee were appointed to do
what is done lu the Senate, but they did not
do any.thing, because they were told they
could not do anythlng on account of the
Speaker doing It himself. The question is to
de decided whether It belongs to the Speaker
or the committee to ehoose the statlonery.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. If My hon. frlend
wllI allow me to make the suggestion, he
will see that the course proposed by the
right hon. First MInlster commends Itself Io
the judgment of the House. Here Is a con-
filet of jurlsdictlon, and It is only treating a
matter of that importance wlth suffeient
consideration that the cmmttee be Lustruet-
ed to confer again on that subject and make
a report to the House.

Mr. GIBSON. On behalf of the commit-
tee, I may %ay that we will be delighted to
meet the Speaker and decide the question,
because there isno other way. And withtbe
-osent of the House, I would move that the
fourth and fith repot of the Commfttee on
Prting be adopted, but t 'hatthe third re.
POrt be not concurred in, whieh la-the report
dealig wlth the question now discussed.

Mr. FSTIER.

'Mr. RICHARDSON. It will be proper to
bring to the attention of the House a point
which members of the committee seem to
have overlooked, and that Is that when Mr.
Clark, the clerk of stationery, was examined
by the committee, hie Informed them that the
promise was made that the stationery to be
supplied -by the Canadian producers would
be just as good as that supplied from Scot-
land. It Is only fair te Mr. Speaker to say
that that was one of the reasons wby the
change was made, and Mr. Clark informed
the committee that in view of the fact that
the statlonery was not so good, a change
would be made back to the old system, and
we would obtain the proper kind of sta-
tionery.

Mr. CLARKE. Has any step been taken
since this discussion came up before, to im-
prove the quality ? The envelopes used to-
day are not fit to be used.

M. SPEAKER. If the bon. gentleman
wlll be good enough to renew his question
to me, when we are In committee on supple-
mentary Estimates connected with the House
I shall be glad to give hlm every explana-
-tion. The motion Is that the fourth and fifth
reports of the Joint Committee of both
Houses on Printlng be adopted, and that the
third report be referred back to the commit-
tee for further consideration.

Sir OHAL LES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
would like to take this oppor'tunity of calling
attention of the committee to paragraph
63 A In the third report of the Printing Com-
mIttee, page 40 of the Votes and Proced-
ings. The motion to print the return therein
mentloned was a little premature as the re-
turn was not complete. It laeks a date. I
have spoken to members of the Government
and they agree ln my vlew of the matter
that the printing coald be deferred until the
supplementary return comes down and the
date supplied.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. 'Ihat matter is sub-
mitted to a special committee with Instruc-
tions to see that it ls brought down.

Motion agreed te.

FIRST READINGS.
Bill (No. 158) respecting the Edmonton

District Railway Company, and to change Its
name to the Edmonton, Yukon and Pacide
Railway Company.-(Mr. MeInnes.)
THE BELLEVILLE AND PRINCE ED-

WARD BRIDGE.

Mr. HURLEY moved :
That ln accordance with the recommendation

contained In the 19th report of the Seet Stand-
Ing Commfttee on Standing Orders, the 51st rule
and alo that portion of the 49th rule wbioh
limits the time for presenting Private Billa, besuspended ia repet of the BUI respetng the
Belleville Prince Edward bridge.

Mr. FOSTER. What ls the explanation
of this ?
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Mr. HURLEY. This BIll Is asked, fnot for ALASKA BOUNDARY AND PA(1FIC
the purpose of building a bridge, because CABLE.
the bridge bas been ln existence for elght
years; but the proprietors falied, and the, Sir CIARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton).
parties who had a mortgage bought over Before the Orders of the Day are called, I
the bridge. Now we desire to change the would Invite the attention of the right hon.
name of the company, so as to facilitate the leader of the House to a report of what is
carrying on of the business by the new said to bave taken place in the other Cham-
proprietors. ber, an announcement by the MinIster of

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I had a letter from Justice that a line has been agreed upon
Mr. Corby, giving the particulars with re- for the Alaska boundary. While I am on
gard to this matter, and pointing out that my feet, I may say also, I am sure the
there was no opposition on the part of any- 1House will be glad to learn from the leader
body interested. It Is a purely local mat- of the Government what the present posi-
ter. tion of the Paclfle cable question Is, whe-

Mr. BERGERON. What are the facts ? ther It bas been decidedI that there should
We did not hear the hon. gentleman's (Mr. be another convention upon that subject
Hurley's) explanation. generally. The House, I am sure, would

Mr. SUTHERLAND. This is a bridge at
Belleville, and the object of the proposed
legislation is to change the name of the
company and to transfer that property to the
new company. Mr. Corby assured me that
all parties interested were satisfled. In any
case, there will be sufficient notice, as there
are only a few Interested, and all Interests
can be represented before the committee.
No harm can possibly be done, and the mea-
sure will be of great assistance to the new
company and to the district that the bridge
is intended to serve.

Mr. LANDERKIN. This matter was be-
fore the Committee on Standing Orders this
morning. As the hon. member for South
Oxford (Mr. Sutherland) bas said, this is
not asking for incorporation of a new enter-
prise, but to change the name, ln considera-
tion of new proprietors having taken over
the bridge.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. This Is done with
the consent of the old holders. No private
Interests will be injured, and the public in-
terests will be served by the Bill.

Motion agreed to.

THE EXCHEQUER COURT AND RAIL-
WAY DEBTS.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick moved for leave to Introduce Bill
(No. 159) respecting thej Jurisdiction of the
Exchequer Court as to railway debts. He
sald : This Bill Is a very short one. The
object Is to meet such difficulties as occur-
red in the case of Gray and the Manitoba
Northwestern. My learned friends of the
House will remember that It was held by the
Privy Council that, in case where a railway
Incorporated by the Parliament of Canada
ran partly in one province and partly In
another, there is no court that has jurisdlc-
tion to dispose of the railway : it must be
disposed of In Its entirety. The object of
the Bill is to give the Exchequer Court jur-
ladiction to deal with cases of that sort.

Motion agreed to, and BUi read the dret
time. . .,

desire t beU informed what is tie poilion
of these two questions.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). With regard to the first question,
the provisional boundary of Alaska, the re-
port of what is said to have taken place in
the other Chamber is inaccurate. What the
Minister of Justice Intended to say, prob-
ably, was, that negotiations were going on
for the settlement of a provisional bound-
ary. I explained the matter the other day.
The proposition was to bave a provisional
boundary on the Chilkoot Pass, the White
Pass and the Chikat Pass orf Dalton trail.
On the Chilkoot Pass and the White Pass
a boundary bas been agreed upon for two
years, and there is nothing to be said with
regard to that that would not apply to any
time within the last two years. With re-
gard to the Dalton trail, negotiations are
proceeding, I may say, satisfactorily, for
the location of a provisional boundary. I
said, ln explaIning this matter before, that
I thought this boundary would be satis-
factory. I think it will be. But my hon.
friends know that, until these negotiations
have been completed, the Government is
not authorIzed to make them publice, to give
communication of them to Parliament. I
have reason to belleve, however, that, so
far as these provisional boundarles are
concerned, we shal reach a satIsfactory set-
tlement. With regard to the permanent
boundary, the matter Is where it was when
It was last mentioned in the House.

Concerning the other question to which
the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper)
has called attention, the Pacifle cable, the
hon. gentleman knows that this is a mat-
ter which has absorbed a good deal of our
attention. Unfortunately, as is well known,
the Imperlal Government did fnot choose to
ratify the agreement arrived at by the Im-
perial commission In 1896. They rather In-
troduced resolutions based on this agree-
ment The Imperlal authorities, as my hon.
frIend knows, and as the House knows,
rather took anotheri view, and made other
propositions. We did not see our way to
aceept these new propositions. Without
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breaking any confidence, and without enter- papers go, ends the correspondence about the
ing upon a subject on whlch I have no au- 8th of September, 1898. Although ithat ends
thority to speak, I am surely authorlzed to the correspondence, I do not think It ends
say-I believe I am,, at al events-that we the matter, and I bave an Idea that it may
made representations to the Imperial Gov- have been itransferred to the Department of
ernment, and that a conference la about to Finance. I desire to cau the attention of the
take place between the agents of the colon- Minister of Finance to it, and If there Is any
les and the Imperial authorities. The Gov- further correspondence lu reference to It, I
ernment has decided to appoint my hon. would ask If he will be kind enough to bring
friend the Minister of Publie Works (Mr. it down as a supplementary return.
Tarte), who is to go to Europe, and Lordi The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
Stratheona to take part ln this conference iIng). If the hon. gentleman will send me the
with Sir Sandford Fleming, an expert in the return, I will inquire.
matter. Sir Sandford Fleming, I believe
will sail this week. PATRONAGE OF THE COUNTY OF VIC-

Mr. WALLACE. I would ask the First TORIA, N.S.
Minister as to the transport of goods
through the White Pass. I would like to i Mr. McDOUGALL. Before you proceed to
ask, if there is any difficulty in passIng the Orders of the Day, 1 wish to call atten-
Canadian goods in bond through that pass tion to what I consider is an important
Into Canadian territory again. . matter. It will be in the recolleetion of

The PRIME MINISTER. Over the rail-Ilion.members of this House that whenthis
way ?Pariament met three years ago, we had ou

Mr. WALLACE. In any way.this side otheouse the on. represetative
3fr.WALACE In ny ay.from Vie,,torla, N.S., (Mr. Bethune). In some

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend mysterlous way that hon, gentleman disap-
(Mr. Wallace) knows that we have had for peared from tbis side of the Fouse and took
two vears a bonding arrangrement on theupbis seat on the other aide.
White Pass. The goods are collected at
the Summit House, where we bave a sta-
tion of the Mounted Police. The arrange-
ment bas worked satisfactorily, though we
bave had at times some objection. The
American authorities made conditions which
we thought were not ln the spirit of the
agreement entered Into. There have been
at times some complaints made, but I must
say that of late I bave not heard any com-
plaints of the passing of goods and the
bonding facilities. Some reports appeared
In the press recently that there had been
difficulties put in our way by the American
authorities. But these reports were not
confirmed, after investigation.

Mr. McNEILL. la the right hon. gentleman
In a position to say whether his provislonal
arrangement as to the boundary is to last
any considerable length of time ? There
was a italk about two years, or can lie say
whether it la to be of shorter duration ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I may say to my
hon. friend that no limit of time has been
at all taken Into consideration. I may say
further that we Intend to press as much as
we can a definite settlement of -the bound-
ary.

INQUIRY FOR RETURNS.

M1r. FOSTER. I would like to call the at-
tention of the Minister of Rallways and
Camals (Mr. Blair), and the Minister of Fi-
nance (Mr. Fielding), to a return which
was brought down with reference to
the Central Ralway. The Minister
of Railways and Canals, so far as these

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

jMr. SPEAKER. I suppose the bon. mem-
ber will conclude with a motion ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. I intend to conclude
with a motion. I think that something has
come to light which makes It necessary that
this House should learn something more
about the mysterlous way In which that hon.
gentleman was Induced to coss the floor
of this House, without, so far as I know,
making even the ordinary genuflexIons be-
fore you, Mr. Speaker, in doing so. My at-
tention was called to an article which ap-
peared In a newspaper published ln my
county a few days ago, which makes that
mystery more mysterlous, and whIch, to my
minds, calls for an explanation, if not from
the member for Victoria, from the Govern-
ment, and more particularly from the Minis-
ter of Finance. The letter appears In the
North Sydney "Herald," published ln the
county of Cape Breton, and is hbeaded
" Patronage of Victoria county-letter from
Hon. Wm. Ross'":

Editor Herald : As there appears to be consid-
erable doubt and nervous uncertainty ln the
county of Victoria as to tlie person wlio new
holds the Dominionapatronage lnsaid county,
and to save me the trouble of writing letters
on this subject, I quote the following from a
letter received from the Hon. W. S. Fielding,
dated May 8th:-

"In the meantime, it is as well that all the
parties concerned should understand that the
patronage of Victoria Is belng administered
under the advice of Hon. Geo. H. Murray. Any-
body who says anything to the contrary either
makes a mistake or Is desirous of misrepresent-
ing things and making trouble."

To this I may add the following letter ad-
dressed to me by the Hon. G. H. Murray, when
about leaving for London:-
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" As I am now leaving for England in a few
days, I would be obliged if you would give such
matters of federal patronage as may arise ln'
Victoria county during my absence your best
attention. I have written to the Hon. Mr. Field-
ing advising him to accept your views. I would
like to have you consult Mr. Morrison, M.P.P.,
upon all matters which would require local know-
ledge."

These letters should once and for all settle the
question asked by my numerous correspondents
in Victoria.

(Sgd.) W. ROSS.
Halifax, N.S., June 7th, 1899.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it le my privilege, I think,
as a member of this House, to protest against
what I consider to be a gross injustice to the
people of the county of Vietorla. It le also
my privilege, one which I hold accidentally,
to be a constituent of the hon. member for
Victoria, and as a constituent I think it a
great Injustice to my fellow-constituents of
that county to be treated in that way. They
elected an hon. member to represent their
Interests in this House by the large ma-
jority-by a vote for the hon. member of
1,049 against 877-and after he has
put in three years' service in this
House, they are told to-day that they
have practically no representation bere that
will be listened to, and instead of having a
member to look after their county, they are
referred to a gentleman who to-day is
parading the streets of London, and never
had a seat in this House, and as I said be-
fore, the county Is wlthout representation in
this House. I think that the hon. Minister
of Finance owes it to the people of Victoria
to explain this very strange position, which
not ouly the Government seems to undertake
to occupy, but the member for Victoria also.
We have had very strange things .take place
in the past, and it Is no doubt within thc
knowledge of some hon. members of this
House that this gentleman to whom the
patronage Is transferred as a sub-represen-
tative of a sub-representative of tihe county
of Victoria was once a Minister of Militia
and Defence in this House, and ithe defeated
candidate In that county has to-day the pri-
vilege of not only exercising the privIlege of!
the representation of that constltuency, but
of transferring that duty to another person.
I do net know, but I think I have reason to
suspect that my hon. friend from Guys-
borough (Mr. Fraser) las something to do
with this matter. It le not many weeks ago
that I thought it my duty to refer to hlm
as having had some responsibillty In the
transfer of the seat of the member for Vic-
toria from this side of the House to the other
side. I had reason to believe -that, because
of the things that have taken place to my
knowledge ln past years. I have only to re-
fer the House to a letter of Hon. Wm. Ross.
written some years ago ln reference to cer-
tain. negotiations which took place between
the hon. member for Victoria and the hon.
member for Guysborough. I will take the
liberty, MiÈ. Speaker, with your permission,
of laying the letter before the House, as It

may help to throw some light upon this
mystery,

I Halifax, Dec. 19, 1893.
M. H. McKenzie, Esq.

Dear Sir,-My present intention is to leava
here on the 26th Inst., so as to be in Sydney that
night, and be present at all their ceremonies on
the 27th. I wrote D. C. Fraser three times, but
he is backing and filling, and my present im-
pression is that he will not go. I must be home
Saturday night. It is not to be èxpected that
Sam will be ashore before the new year.
I will be pleased at seeing as many as
possible of my friends at Sydney. On
the square, a friend of mine Is acquainted
with a young man ln the " Herald "
office, and he says Caban wrote Bethune asking
if there Is any truth in the report that he and
Fraser have entered into that rotten alliance, and
the doctor did not reply, so they conclude the
treaty Is signed by both interested parties.

They are not in favour of it, stating that
Bethune cannot bind the party. Indeed, they
understand the wily, sly, sneaking Doctor well,
and say that he Is thoroughly selfish and cares
nothing for party, but all for self. John A.'s
conduct cannot be concealed, but Bethune's cant
and hypocritical ways make him a more danger-
ous and corru-pt man than John A. You may
make what use you like of this information, but
be sure to suppress names. The Harris element
is stupidly tied to Bethune. When Sam comes
home lie will have to decide If lie will run. If
le so states, hen that would be worse than
dynamite into the camp of those two beauties,
who think they hold the political destinies of
Victoria in the hollow of their hands. Even one
candidate to begin with would create terror and
confusion in the camp. Sam must select hie
colleague with the approval of our frlends ln the
council if he will win. Yours truly,

(Sgd.) W. ROSS.

Mr. WALLACE. Was the hon. mem-
ger for Gaysborough one of the beauties.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. member
for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser) is one of the
beauties. I wish to get some information
from the hon. Minister of Finance in re-
gard to this statement, which is a very
important one, and I think a very serious
one. I beg to inove that the House do now
adjourn.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I suppose it is my misfortune
and my lack of intelligence, but I have
great difficulty ln understanding what the
point is that the hon. gentleman desires
information upon. If he will be good
enough to tell me what it Is that he de-
sires information upon it will be a great
pleasure for me to give him the Information
that .he desires. What Is the point ?

Mir. McDOUGALL. The point -s this.
I want to know why the county of Victo-
ria, N.S., does not have a representative
here.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
hon. gentleman seems to have the vlew that
If an hon. member does not control the pat-
ronage of the county that county has nu
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representative. If that be the case, Cape age. He was perfectly aware of the fact
Breton bas no representative, inasmuch as that the paitronage of Victoria would be con-
the hon. gentleman (Mr. McDougall) does trolled by the bon. gentleman who had been
not control the patronage of Cape Breton. advising us in the past. The hon. member
That 1s exactly where the shoe pinches. for Victoria, N.S. (Mr. Bethune) perfectly
The aon. gentleman's control of the pat- understood that, yet, feelng that the policy
ronage of the county was the only thing of the Government in relation to the great
he ever had to put him in, but now that public questions was in the true interest of
the hon. member for Cape Breton has lost Canada, of Cape Breton, and in particular,
the patronage of the county -e bas lost any in the interest of bis own county, he gave us
hope he may ever have had of coming back bis support freely and unconditionally, and
as a member of this House. there is nothing in the transaction which

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. gentleman does not do him the highest honour.
had better wait and see. Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I confess I

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. The boni am quite at a loss, after the hon. Minister
gentleman would have done better to have of Finance (Mr. Fielding) las taken bis
waited before he brought these petty mat-1 seat to know what he means. He pro-
ters up for the entertainment of the House. fesses to be quite at sea in respect to what
Cape Breton was taken from his control in my on. colleague from Cape Breton (Mr.
the local elections, and the bon. gentleman McDougall) meant. I think my lon. col-
knows that he made a pilgrimage away from league made it tolerably plain. My hon.
this House one month ago to try and save colleague never claimed that le, or L the
the remnant of lis poltical influence n the defeated candidates of Cape Breton, were
municipal dIstrict of Grand Narrows, and entitled to use our positions as representa-
there also he was beaten. The bon. gentle- tives of that county to advise the Gov-
man seems to be disturbed because the pre- ernment. That is not the complaint at
mier of Nova Scotia has been allowed to ail a
offer advice to the Government in certain complaint now. The complalt he Is mak-matters affecting the county of Victori.cmlan1o. h oplitle1smkria- ing is of an entIrely different description.
There is ino reason why we should not speak I am in the judgment of the House when I
candidly In reference to these matters. It say that it is a well-recognized principle
is a well-known practice under party gov- of responsible government ard parliament-
ernment that a defeated candidate, where ary government. and it is a principle to
lis party is -successful, is consulted respect- whicl lhon. gentlemen on the Treasury
ing the patronage in bis counity. In this benches resort every hour in the day. When
case, the defeated candidate, some time they are called upon to state to this House
afterwards, was appointed to office, and the on what grounds they have exercised their
moment he ceased to occupy an independent extreme power in regard to patronage, in
position, the moment that he occupied a po- displacing parties from office without any
sition as an officer of this Government, then reason assigned, their answer has Invari-
we thought that he should cease to occupy a ably been that they have done it upon
position as a political adviser. Thereupon, we the advice of tie representative of the
looked for another, and we found an able county supporting the Government, or, if it
representative of the Government in the per- is a county In which the Government have
son of Premier Murray of Nova Scotia, who not a representative-. in this House. then,
represents the county of Victoria in the local they state. as the hon. Minister of Finance
legislature, and who, we think, is wortly las stated, that they look to some other
of all the confidence that this Government person. I quite agree with them in the
can give him. The hon. member for Cape selection of Mr. Murray, the Premier of
Breton says that he would like to .have Nova Scotia. They were quite justified
some Information as to the mysterlous in this whlle the representative of the eounty
means whereby the hon. member for Vic- of Victoria was an opponent of the Govern-
torla, N. S. (Mr. Bethune) crossed the floor ment. They have acted quite right in this,
ef the House. If so, te will have to apply to and I believe they have followed a pre-
that hon. gentleman himself, as I have no cedent whilh has been recognized by both
knowledge of any mysterlous means. That parties on both sides of this House In refer-
hon.. gentleman, exercising hie own free ring to a gentleman who holds the position of
will, crossed the floor of the House and the local representative of that county and a
took bis position on this side of the House, high position in that province for advIce in
and from that moment to this he -las given regard to the county. That Is not the
the Government a loyal and independent point at all. The point is a grave one,
support. I want to acknowledge that sup- in my opinion, and It le that the hon. gen-
port, and to thank that hon. gentleman for tieman (Mr. Bethune), who was elected by
It ; and I say it le a support that Is all the the electors of Victoria to oppose this Gov-
more creditable to that hon. gentleman be- ernment in a straight party confiet, and te
cause it came without a shadow o!ftany support the Conservative party, hias chang-
condition lu any shape or form. The hon. ed sides, has left the Conservafive party
gentleman did not ask te control the patron- and gone over withouit having had the man-
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liness to assign, publicly or privately, so (Mr. Bethune) with contempt that they
far as I am aware, to any person connected should go down to Halifax and consult a
with the ConservatIve party, the reason| prIvate indivldual* a defeated candidate
why he has changed his seat In this House. who publlshes over bis signature to the
I never questioned his action. I did not world, the contemptuous manner in whMeh
consider the action of that hon. gentleman the present member for VIctorla (Mr. Be-
of sufficlent importance for me to give it thune) bas been treated. That Is the point.
a thought. JIt is beside the mark for the hon. gentleman

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh. (Mr. Fielding) to talk about the position that
mv hon friend froaff e¶onp R.fnv Bret . imrà -

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. When I was
instructed that negotiations were being had
with that hon. gentleman for the purpose
of transferring bis alleglance to the party
that he was elected to oppose and to aban-
don the party that the county of Victoria
elected him to support, I did not consider
it worth my while to exchange a word with
him or to have any communication wlth
him whatever. I did not consider bis
action ln this House, or out of it, of suffi-
eient importance to require such Informa-
tion. I felt that, when the county that
had elected hlm had the opportunity, they
would mark with proper Indignation the
action of the hon. gentleman who had be-1
trayed bis constituency, as they mlght be1
expected to mark the unjustified and un-1
justifiable action of that hon. gentleman.'
I quite understand that there are occasions
on which an bon. gentleman may transfer
his allegiance, but sucb occasion Is only
when he can give valId grounds to Parlia-
ment and to his constituents for his change.
The point raised by my bon. friend (Mr.
lMcDougall) is most important in connection
with parliamentary government, and it Is:
that the bon. member for Victoria (Mr.
Bethune) having abandoned his party and
become an unquestioning supporter of hon.
gentlemen opposite, should not be treated
by the Government with such personal con-
tempt. The Government could have taken
no action better calculated to show that he
bas deprived himself of anything like respect
from the Government le bas gone to sup-
port, than that they should not consult hlm
with reference to the patronage of the
county that he claims to represent-although
I confess I agree wlth the Mnister of Fi-
nance and the Goverument In the view,
that the hon. member (Mr. Bethune) bas
proved himself so uaworthy the confidence
of his constituents as to deprive himself ôf
that respect and consideration that every
independent supporter of the Government is
entitled to claim at their bands. That is the
point whIeh the Mlinlster of Finance (Mr.
Fielding) has found it convenient to run
away from. He bas not told the House why
they have treated a gentleman who supports
tbem and laims to represent Victoria, N.S.
(Mr. Bethune) with such supreme contempt
as they have meted out to him ln this case.
I have no hesitation in saying, that If they
had no supporter in this House representing
that county, that this gentleman whom they
consulted was a suitable person to consuit,
but It was treating the member for Victorla

j4' LL.p on iiulzql jv £.cuU. Me-

Dougall) ocupies ln this House. He (Mr.
McDougall) sits here, as I sit here, sustained
by an overwhelming majority of bis consti-
tuents at the general election, and although
when the Minister of Finance purchased the
seats--

Some bon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, purchased

the seats--
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
The MINISTEDR OF FINANCE (Mr.

Fieldlng). I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) withdraw
that statement.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I will give you
the reaisons for my statement ln a moment

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I rise to
a point of order, Mr. Speaker. The hou.
gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) will either
be sustained or be will take that expression
back ; one or the other.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not think it Is at
all parliaamentary to accuse an hon. member
of this Eouse of purchasing a seat in Par-
liament.

Sir CHARLiZ TUPPER. I have not done
so.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) has done so,
and I appeal to "Hansard " to prove It.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. No.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I appel

to every hon. member who was listenlng to
him.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
spea.k on the question of order.

I will now

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Tupper) had not dnlshed his sen-.
tence.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And I had no
Intention of fLnishing the sentence In the
manner which the Minister of Finance as-
sumed. I stated that when the Minister of
Finance claimed, that since the elections of
1896, the constituency of' Cape Breton had.
by electing local members of the Liberal
party, shown that my bon. friend (Mr. Me-
Dougall) and myself are not lu position to
represent the county of Cape Breton ; the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Flelding) cannot sustalu
such a contention. I was going on to point
out that the ULberals were elected to the
legislature lu the county of Cape Breton
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owing to the Inducements held out by the
Finance Minister (Mr. Fielding), to the effect
that he would perpetrate a complete change
of policy by abandoning his own policy, and
by adopting the policy which I have fought
for In this House and out ofIt, for a quarter
of a century. I say that the bon. gentleman
(Mr. Fielding) abandoned his policy, aban-
doned the pollcy to which his leader was
committed, and made an arrangement out-
side of this House by whieh the province of
Nova Scotia should be carried for the Lib-
erals, upon principles diametrically opposite
to those preached by the Liberal party for
years. I was justlfied In stating that the
Minister of Finance purchased the support
of the people of Nova Scotia, not for himself,
but for the local legislature, by adopting
the policy of his opponents and abandoning
his own policy. When the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Fielding) taunts my bon. friend from
Cape Breton (Mr. MeDougall) on that score,
he touches me equally, and I tell him that
the mode In which the local elections were
carried, only eonfirms the fact that my hon.
friend retains the confidence which the elec-
tors of Cape Breton have placed In him for
many years, and that I retain that confi-
dence wlth which they have twice entrusted
me. It was bardly worth whIle for the
Minister of Finance to go so far afield,
to attack the position of an hon. gentleman
lu this House whose present and whose
future Is as firm, if not more so, than that
Of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fielding) him-
self, for we know that he (Mr. Flelding) at
the last general election abandoned bis own
constituency and went to an outlying sec-
tion of the province to be returned to this
House. And I am told that hon. gentleman
(Mr. Fielding) is now, like Japhet in search
of a father, hunting over the province of
Nova Scotia to find some other constltuency
whlih he iay carry. He had two railway
enterprises to elect him in thisoutlying sec-
tion of the province, but he bas not been
able to realize expectations and now I am
told he is looking for another county to re-present. I do not say he may not succeed
in getting one, but it ill-becomes an hon.gentleman occupying bis position to taunt
another member of this House wIth not re-presentlng the constituency that sent himhere.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I might
tell my bon. friend (Sir Charles Tupper) that
rumour bas It that he is not golng to run in
Cape Breton, but that he is now looking out
for another constitpency.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER., I eau set that
rumour at rest for once and for ever. 1 eau
tell the Minister of Finance (Mr. Flelding)
that If I return to this House, I shall return
as the representative of the county that
twice, by overwhelhning majoelties, elected
me. 1 ean tell my bon. friend (Mr. Fielding)
that It would take a stronger opponent than

Sir CHARLES TUPPER

he is to deter me from running in that in-
telligent constituency of Cape Breton. So
much for that. My hon. frIend from Cape
Breton (Mr. MeDougall) put a plain, stralght-
forward question, and the Minister of Fi-
nance sat down without answering it. The
Minister was asked, why it was that he and
bis Goverument have departed from the well-
recognized principle of parliamentary gov-
ernment, which provides that the members
of the Government should look, and pro-
perly look, to the representatives of the
counties who support them in this House,
for consultation and advice. In faling to
answer that question, the Minister of FI-
nance has admiltted that the Government
have adopted a course whieh I believe never
before was adopted, except under very pecu-
liar cireumstances by the hon. gentlemen
now on the Treasury benches who have in
soine other cases made bargains as to the
use of the patronage of a county with people
not ln this House. We still await the an-
swer of the Minister of Finance to The im-
portant question put to him.

Mr. D. C. FRASER (Guysborough). Mr.
Speaker, I would not have spoken at ail,
only that the junior member for Cape Bre-
ton (Mr. McDougall) referred to me as hav-
ing had something to do with a transaction
which is not altogether creditable. I am
sure that no more creditable mission could
be assigned to me than to try to convert
any of these gentlemen. If I did that, I
ought to be regarded as a returned mission-
ary, worthy to recelve an ovation which
none of them have ever been honoured
with. It shows what a small matter will
raise such a furore. If the hon. leader of the
Opposition had taken the time to inquire
why the hon. member for Victoria, N.S.,
(Mr. Bethune) had lett that side of the
House, he would find that he came over
here for reasons altogether creditable to
himself. The hon. gentleman started out
by saying that such a thing was never
known as a member not having the patron-
age of his county ; then, ihe tried to show
that the hon. member for Victoria was not
worthy of that position ; and then he re-
turned, by saying that such a thing was
never known as a member not having the
patronage of the county he represented, and
he called on the hon. memberi for Queen's
and Shelburne (Mr. Fieldlng) to say why
this was not given to him. The hon. gen-
tleman gave the answer himself, by saylng
that the lon. member for Victoria was not
worthy.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. We will take
that answer.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I am not
taklng It. I am only showIng the strength
of the hon. gentleman's argument ; I am
accepting nothing. The bon. gentleman al-
together lose8 sight of the. tact that the
patronage of that county-and be knows it
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could be In no better hands-was ln the
bands of those people before the hon. mem-
ber for Victoria saw fit to come over te
this side of the House. I can very well
understand how the hon. member wait-
ed long te see whether there was any sign
of penitence on the other side. He did not
want to leave them, for he had been asso-
clated with them for some time ; he did
not do so until he gave them over te that
despair and that just judgment that is
bound to follow them. But after that he
saw the patronage in other bands, so that
there was no wrong done ln the meantime.
I think I can hear the hon. leader of the
Opposition, if the opposite state of facts ex-
isted. If the bon. member for Victoria had
come over to this side of the House, and
the patronage had come Into bis bands, I
cax$ fancy li what burning words the hon.
leader of the Opposition would have thun-
dered at the corruption, and would have
asserted that the hon. member was pur-
chased. These hon. gentlemen seem to think
that the bon. member for Victoria ought to
be paid by patronage for coming over. They
cannot understand anything else. They
cannot understand why he should have come
over without Immediately getting bis pat-
ronage and bis pay. The bon. gentleman
came over without asking for the patron-
age, and he is giving bis support te the
Government wlthout that support being
purchased. It Is inscrutable te these hon.
gentlemen to find an lon. member chang-
ing bis views politically without being paid
for doing so. The letter which the bon.
member for Cape Breton read, as he knows
very well, had nothing to do wIth polities.
The meeting which Mr. Ross and myself
were golng to attend was a different meet-
ing altogether. I suppose a busy man ought
sometimes to be able te change bis mind,
when he finds that he cannot go to a place
te whicht he thought he could go!; but let
me tell the bon. gentleman, ln the presence
of the hon. member for Victoria, that the
hon. member for Victoria and I never dis-
eussed the question of bis coming over.

Mr. GILLIES. Then, you were net a pair
of beauties.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). No, and I
hope we never will be such as the hon. gen-
tleman who made the interruption; it would
require a large number of him put toge-
ther te make a pair of beauties. We never
discussed the matter. The hon. gentleman,
after he came over, discussed wlth me the
reason why he came; but I never spoke
a.bout it, or wrote about it, to the county or
anywhere. I only know that I saw a sign
of weakening In the hon. gentleman. He
had a good training, for In bis youth he had
associated wlth respectable people, and
I knew that there was hope for him, al-
though he had forgotten himself so far as
to make an alliance wIth doubtful people.

But I felt that, after he had sown his wild
oats, he would return to those to whom he
naturally belonged. But the hon. leader of
the Opposition looks at him with contempt,
because he did not at once plunge Into the
work of dealing out offices, and getting the
only thing which hon. gentlemen opposite
can, understand lu polities, that is, being in
polities for what there Is in IL The hon.
member for Victoria stands ln a different
position.

Mr. FOSTER. A great reproach for the
rest of you.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). As great re-
proach to the ex-Minister of Finance, I have
no doubt, but noue to any one on this side

i of the House. The hon. member is here of
his own free willi; and, if he has not the
patronage of the county, It is not from any
lack of confidence whIch the Government
have in hlm, but just because he came him-
self, without asking for such a thing. There
will come a time when he wIll show that he
bas bathed In the pool of Siloam, and be-
come clean from his surroundings.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. Finance
Minister thought it proper to refer to a
municipal election which took place ln a
part of my constituency some weeks ago,
and in which I took part. Now, ln view
of the circumstances connected with that
election, I thought the Minister of Finance
would have been the last man in this House
to refer to it. The man whose election I op-
posed, as an elector of that district, was
elected, and I may now inform the House of
the circumstances under which he was elect-
ed. A short time before the election had
taken place, tthe friends of the hon. Mlnister
of Finance in that district undertook to make
additions to the voters' list, with a view of
giving them an advantage In the election;
and It turned out, subsequent to the elec-
tion, or perhaps a few days before the elec-
tion was over, that a good deal of fraud
had been perpetrated ln connection with
putting these new voters on the list. The
facts were inquired Into, wfth the result
that It was proven in court that some seven-
teen names were forged by those who were
applying to have the names put on the list.
Not only were the names that were put on
forged, but the name of the magistrate to
the affidavit, supposed to have been taken
by those people, was forged ; and of these
names the sherff of the county put eight,
I am Informed, on the list, after calling his
court for the consideration of the names to
be put on for the 25th of the month, and
having ascertained that the 25th fell on Good
Friday, without notifying the parties inter-
ested, except the party friends of the hon.
Minister of Finance, that he should put the
nanes on the list on the 24th of the month.
When the witnesses who were e*led, went
to the court on the 25th, they found that the
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work had been done on the 24th, and that 1 ency some years ago, and there was not awas al the explanation they could get. If I district where he addressed publie meetings,remember rightly, under these circumstances in which my majority was not largely in-sixteen or seventeen names were put on the creased, and his own friends advised him tovoters' list, and the man whoj was elected keep out of the county the lat election,was a friend of the hon. Minister of Fi-! and no doubt would give him the same ad-nance, with the support of those votes. f vice In another eleotion. I am quite willng,For months before the eledtion hle had gone at any moment the hon. gentleman wishes,round that district. He took wlth him to try the strength of the two parties in theon one occasion, the inspector of fisher- county of Cape Breton, to meet the hon. gep-les, and visited a river In the constituency, itieman and let him give an exhibition of his
and promised the people interested an ex- strength In that county as compared with
penditure of $500 for the cleaning out of mine.
that river, with a view to getting their sup- Mr. J. A. GILLIES (Rchmond, N.S.) I re-port in the election. He had the railway gret very much indeed, as one of the repre-people going through the district, buying sentatives of the island of Cape Breton, tomaterlal for the railway, and he himself find that one of my colleaguesfrom that fav-had the privilege of buying material for oured spot of the Dominion, occupies so un-the railway, In order to influence voters. He enviable a position as the·hon. member fornot only had that, but he had authority to Victoria, N.S. (Mr. Bethune) does in thispromise to the people of that district em- House. That position has not been at all im-ployment in the repairs to that railway. proved by the attempt of his pseudo-friend,Some of those repairs have taken place the Minister of Finance, to come to his res-since, and I had a letter from one of the eue. During the two Parliaments before thepeople in that district, a few days ago, in-i hon. member for Victoria came to this Houseforming me that a piece of work, which had that county was represented here by a strongto be done in connection with the repairs and consistent supporter of the then Govern-of the railway, and which only required fif ment. I refer to Mr. John A. Macdonald. andteen men, had forty-two men engaged on it. when ithat gentleman deemed it advisable, inIn another case a petition was sent around his personal interests-not because he hadthe district, addressed to the Prime Minister any fear of not securing bis return-to retireof Nova Scotia, asking for aid to a railway, from the political field, what did he do ? Heand a few days before the elections an an- put his hand on #the shoulder of the hon.swer was distributed among the electors of gentleman (Mr. Bethune) and did everythingthat municipal district to the effect that in his power to have him elected to thissome $1,500 would be spent on that road. 1 House. What did we all do on this side ?
Mr. LANDERKIN. Surely they could not 1 We went into that county and exerted our-

buy your supporters that way ? selves, might and main, for the election of
that hon. gentleman in the teeth of the flere-Mr. McDOUGALL. Certainly, they did est and most unscrupulous opposition, aidedsucceed lu buying support. This thing is and abetted by the Minister of Finance (Mr.going on with theknowledge of the Govern- Fielding). How did we find the hon. memberment lere, who are appealed to for this kind for Victoria treated in this House by hisof assistance in these contests, and all with friends ? He sat on this side, near wherethe knowledge of the Government of Nova I am standing now, a trusted supporter ofScotia. our party, sent here by the people of VictoriaThe Liberal party were In power in the -to support- the Conservative party in thismunicipal government lu the county, and House. The Unes were well drawn in thatthey offered every terms they could think county between the two parties. He wasof, every uiducement they could devise, to put up as our candidate, and every man ofInfluence the electorate to vote for their man. us did ail we could for him. The otherThose were the means by which they secured side put up Mr. Sam. Campbell as their can-the return of their candidate by nine of a didate. The hon. Mlnister of Finance andmajority ; and I may as well tell the hon. Mr. Murray, the Premier of the province,Minister of Finance that the law partner of did what they could for Mr. Campbell.the Prime Minister of Nova Scotia ls the Every political agency that could be usedman who secured the exit of one or two lm- was brought to bear to elect Mr. Campbellportant witnesses in a case brought up for in opposition to my hon. friend from Vie-fraud against those forgers who took part in toria, who was our candidate. When thepreparlng for that election. hon. gentleman came to this House we trust-The hon. Minister of Finance referred to ed him, we gave hlm our confidencê, and yonmy strength in the constituency I have the may judge of our surprise when we suddenlyhonour eto represent. Well, Sir, I have re- found hlm flitting over to the other aide, forpresented that constituency almost continu- reasons best known to himself and the Min-ally for the last 21 years In this House, and ister o! Finance. We find hlm now eeatedIn another Hfouse, and I would ask nothing behind the Minister of Finance and votingbetter than that the hon. Minister o! Finance with the Government on every ocesion.; andshould follow me from stump to stump in the yet the Minister o! Finance hias humilatednext election. He went te my constitu- hlm by writing a letter döwn to Halifar te

Mr. McDOUGALL.
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the Hon. Wm. Ross, who was not a candidate
in the eleetion, 'telling Mr. Ross that virtually
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bethune) is repu-
diated by the Government, although he de-
serted his friends and went and allled him-
self with his opponents. I qulte agree with
my hon. frIends on this side that Victoria
county was most Ignominiously treated by
the Goverunment when the Government show-
ed their want of confidence ln the representa-
tive of that county in the manner the Mlnlster
of Finance did in -that letter to Mr. Ross.
Upon what principle of representative gov-
ernment can the Minister of Finance justify
his conduet in declaring that the gentleman
representIng that county of Victoria, sitting
behind and voting with him, and attending
the party caucuses, meeting MinIsters and
going ln <their private rooms, Is not fit to be
entrusted with ithe patronage of the county ?

Talk about parties belng defeated ln muni-
cipal elections, what is the record of Mr.
Murray, who is a personal friend of mine as
I am of his. Why, he ran, time and again,
for the local house inb is native county of
Cape Breton, and could not get eleoted. He
ran ln 1887 for the House of Commons, and
was defeated by hundreds of votes. In 1891,
he was again defeated by hundreds, and lu
189, when he ran against the hon. leader
of the Opposition, he was a third time de-
feated, and defeated by a thousand votes.
Talk about parties being defeated in munici-
pal elections, Mr. Murray ran an election ln
his own native municipal distriot, and could
not get eleeted. That Is the history of an
hon. gentleman who is now entrusted with
the full conddence of The Minister of Finance
and his colleagues, and for whose Sake the
Mini-ter of Finance spurns bis newly-found
friend (Mr. Bethune), who now misrepresents
the county o! Victoria in this House. I am
not one of those who would find fault with
any one for changlng his political attitude,
when ihe does so for a proper reason. Any
man has a perfect right, for any good and
suffilent reason, to change sides at any time.
But when a man walks deiberately across
the House and gives no reasens to his col-
leagues and ·the people who sent him here for
his change of alleglance, his conduct Lie
bighly reprehensible.

What about one of the beauties from my
province (Mr. Fraser), who never opens his
mouth without puttinxg bis foot In It ? That
hon. gentleman was properly designated,
yoked as he was by the Hon. Mr. Ross with
the hon. member for Victoria, as one of a
pair of beauties. He is a beauty. And he
stts there, for the last tme, I venture to
say, for the county of Guysborough,, and he
knows it.* He bas been tramping from the
east te the far west looking for a place, look-
ing for a Judgeshlp. He would have gladly
taken a Judgeshlp In British Columýbia, but
falled ln that attempt, owIng to the strong
and justifiable remonstrance of my bon.
frIends in this House who belong to the bar
ef that eprovine They «Id to the Gover-J
ment : If you appoint that man to a positon'

on the bench in the province of Brîtish Col-
ambia, we will hold you responsible.
They said then very properly : If you are
going to appoint a judge for that province
he should be a lawyer In some sense. Well,
the hon. gentleman is a beauty, but cer-
tainly would not fill the Ibil as a judge. I
was delighted when I heard that we were
to be spared the terrible public infiletion
with which we were once threatened of hav-
ing that hon. gentleman to 1111 a judgeship
down in our province. I was gratified to find
that they were going to put him far beyond
the Rocky Mountains. But it appears they
did not want him there. It ls pretty well un-
derstood that the members of British Colum-
bia brought to bear on the Prime Minister
very strong pressure to have such a calamity
averted. I venture to say that If he, the
Prime Minister, were at liberty to speak now
he would endorse every word I say-that
they made suclh a remonstrance to him that
he would not dare to send ln the hon. gentie-
man's name for that position.

Mr. MORRISON. If I may have the hon.
gentleman's (Mr. GiRlles) permission-I may
say that -he Is enough of a lawyer to know
that only a member of the bar of British
Columbia Is eligible for the position of judge
ln that province.

Mr. GILIAES. I knew that long ago, and
the bon. gentleman (Mr. Morrison) was quite
right ln recognlzing that I knew it. But it
was something the hon. member for Guys-
borough did not know until he was Informed
by my hon. friend from New Westminster
(Mr. Morrison).

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon, gentleman (Mr.
Glilles) must confine himself to the matter
brought up on this motion to adjourn, and
not go into other questions.

Mr. GILLIES. I will do so, Mr. Speaker.
I might refer-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may all
your attention, Sir, to the fact that atten-
tion was drawn to the personal appearance
of the hon. gentleman by the letter which
brought this discussion before the House.

Mr. GILIAES. The hon. Minister of Fl-
nance seemed to take great pleasure in
tauntlng, or endeavouring to taunt, my hon.
frIend from Cape Breton (Mr, McDoUgall)
with the fact that at the last local election
that county was carried by a large majority
by the IAberal party. But that Is not the
question at issue at al. The position he
took and the reason given by my hon. friend
the leader of the Oppostion (Sir Charles
Tupper), fully explalned how that couty
was carried at the last local election. Why
Mr. Speaker, the hon. gnieman Wh* toda
holds the portfolio of Inance in this Gov-
erment oecuples a poition, One of the
moet vunerble lccupied by any man nth
House, and he will know it before this Par.
liament is over, and this ouse Wal kno w
it. If It Is parifamentar to go desigateit,
I wdll say that soe of bis tricks Wilbe
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exposed, and If it Is not parliamentary I
would say he resorted to artifices in that
province that were utterly indefensible. And
as the word "'humbug " has been held to be
parllamentary, I say he carried on a com-
plete system of humbug. What is his career?
What is his history ? Was he not the Re-
pealer of 1886 and 1887 ? He sits here now.
MInister of Finance of a Dominion that he
tried to disrupt and destroy. He was the
great economist, and lhe sank the province
of Nova Seotia in debt to the extent of
$3,500,000, a province that, when we came
in l 1884, did not owe a dollar. Are not
these faets ? Was he not a constant bor-
rower of the public funds on the eve of
every election spending the money all over
the province-

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Gillies) will not require to be
called to order again. He is wandering
away from the subject.

Mr. GILLIES. I was replying to the hon.
Minister of Finance, and if I went far afleld,
I am simply trying to follow him. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I only cite a few of the matters
that will be brought up in detail at another
time. The record of the hon. Minister of
Finance for the last decade Is one of the-
most indefensible made by any public man
of Canada ; and he only found his way into
ihs House when the hon. member for the
county which he now represents was got
rid of by gIvIng him the position of a county
court Judge.

Mr. J. L. BETHUNE (Victoria, N.S.) I
desire to say only a few words at this time.
I did not think that I had attracted so much
attention among hon. gentlemen opposite.
First, I may explaIn, with regard to this
letter which has caused such merriment in
reference to the hon. member for Guysbor-
ough--the remark in that letter to which
reference has been partlcularly made does
not refer to the hon. member for Guysbor-
ough but to another Mr. Fraser. The hon.
gentleman himself seems not to have known
it. The first sentence, it is true, refers to
the hon. member for Guysborough-with
reference to his going to Sydney, but the
other refers to another Mr. Fraser who re-
presented the county in -the local House.

Mr. MILLS. He was the father of Repeal.

Mr. BETHUNE. No, it is another Mr.
Fraser. Al this talk about the hon. mem-
ber for Guysborough being a beauty, and
so ou, goes for nothing. I came over to
this side because I like It better. I believe
I am forwarding the Interests of my con-
sttuents by belng here ; I am sure that I
am here with the approbation :of two-thirds
at least, and probably zine-tenths of my
eleatorate. 1f any hon. gentleman wishes to
test that, let him reign bis seat and I will
resig nÈie. I am here alsobecause I like
the poliey of the present Administration,; I

think It Is very much the same as that I
advocated when soliciting the confidence of
my electors. There are changes, but they
are for the better, they are for the extension
of trade and the advancement of every In-
terest In the Dominion. But the last straw
to break the camel's back was the conduet
of the hon. member for Cape Breton (Mr.
MeDougall). In the year 1896 I had the
honour of travelling with him from Cape
Breton to Ottawa, and he regaled me with
abuse of the late Government, particularly
one of his colleagues who Is not In this
House now, but is in another braneh of
Parliament. He discouraged me completely.
He abused the Government ever since the
death of the late Sir John A. Macdonald,
and since the time of the late Sir John
Thompson, especially. But passing over all
these to the time of the Government of the
present leader of the Opposition, the hou.
gentleman was very severe on the present
leader of the Opposition, his colleague, for
not taking himL into his Cabinet ln 1896.

Mr. McDOJGALL. The hon. gentleman
Is making a statement that is utterly with-
out foundation.

Mr. BETHUNE. The hon. gentleman will
not deny that he said more than once

Mr. SPEAKER. When an hon. rm-ember
is charged with mak!ng a certain statement,
and the hon. inember who Is so charged,
gives it an explicit denlal in the House. it
is the parliamentary practice to accept that
denlal.

Mr. BETHUNE. I accept the denial, but
the facts are so, nevertheless.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I ask the Chair
ta enforce the rules of the House.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member who
bas the floor should accept the statement
of the hon. member for Cape Breton (Mr.
McDougall).

Mr. BETHUNE. The hon. gentleman will
not deny that he sald more than once :
" Why don't you leave that party ? I would
not stay with them another' day." Surely,
the hon. member will not deny that I said
that.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The hon. gentleman
Is maklng a statement which la far from the
facts. I made a statement to this effect,
and frequently dî so, that I1 did not want
to be In polities, if I could help It, that I
suffered a great deal from being In polltes,
and would not remain, If I could find a way
to leave them.

Mr. BETHUNE. I said to the bon. gen-
tleman (Mr. McDougal) more than once :

Why don't you leave that side of the
House ? I would not stay with them an-
other day." He muet remember >dIstinetly
that I said that to him. Now, what led up
to *that? Those thIngs that I have ust
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If any gentle-
man questions what I say on this question
of order, he wll have an opportunity of
stating his vIews. I am assuming that an
hon. gentleman states on the floor of this
House a private conversation with another
hon. gentleman; suppose it Is myself. Sup-
pose I say on the floo iof this House that
I had a conversation with the right hon.
gentleman the leader of the House, and I
make a statement that Is not true, I may
be entirely mistaken. The right hon.
gentleman would not say the statement Is
false, because that means a wIlful untruth.
But r' contend there Is no other means by
which the right hon. gentleman could put
hlmself in a just and proper position, unless
he can challenge stralghtly the truth of the
statement that I am making. There Is no
other means of carrying on discussion In
thls House. The difference between charg-
ing a member with falsehood, and charging
hlm with making a statement that is un-
true, is, that the one Is wllful, and the other
may not be so. The hon. member for Vic-
toria makes a statement eoneernIng a pri-
vate conversation whIch my hon. friend
siys Is entIrely untrue. Now, I want to
know, if my hon. frIend la cenvineed that
the statement Is altogether inaccurate,
what language1 is he to use in this House
that Is parliamentary, and that will chal-
lenge the accuracy of the stateAent? I
do not thlnk there is any oiier mode of
dealing with it.

a contradiction as to facts, there are cer-
tain ways of express1ng it. When an hon.
gentleman contradiets another member, he
Implies that what he says is untrue. But
my hon. friend knows that the etiquette of
parliamentary life does not permit the use
of the words "untrue," or "false," or any-
thing of that kind. The balance of authori-
ties go to say that the member must say
that such a statement Is not In accordance
with the facts, that It Is inaccurate, or some-
thing of that kind.

Mr. SPEAKER. I entirely adhere to the
view I first took orO this matter. I do not
want to be too severe in challenging ex-
pressions used by members of this Houe,
but the limitations and courtesies of debate
are laid down by the Speakers of the Eng-
lish House of Gommons. Now, here is a
decision in 1883, whIch was given by Mr.
Speaker Brand:

It is not in order to apply the epithets "daun-
true " and " disgraceful " to statements made
by an hon. member.

And again, by the same Speaker:
It is not parliamentary to say that a statement

made by a inember of the House is not credible.
But there la a way of contradlcting a mem-
ber in the House, and Speaker Brand lays
It down this way:

is not unparliamentary for an hon. member
on hie own responsibility to say that a statement
made by another hon. member is oppose to the
fact.
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mentioned-among other things, the abuse Mr. LANDERKIN. With reference to this
of his present leader-led up to it. I sald point of order ; a member of this House
more than once : " Why don't you leave brings before it a private letter, written by
that side ? I would not stay wlth them a private citizen to another private citizen,
another day, if they treated me In that a letter endorsed by the leader of the Oppo-
way." From that on, and all the way up, I sition, and endorsed by the member for
was entitled-I do not know if I had better Cape Breton (Mr. MeDougall), can he take
say t- refuge by saylng that, while he dîd not ob-

Mr. MeDOUJGALL. The bon. gentleman ject to a private letter, he could object to a

Is making a statement which is entirely un-priate conversation?
true. Mr. CLANCY. I rise to a point of order.

Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. gentleman has The hon. gentleman Is not discussing the

placed himself ont of order by characteriz- poInt of order at ail.
Ing a statement of the hon. member for Mr. LANDERKIN. Let the bon. member
Victoria as entirely untrue. The hon. gen- keep calm. I do not see how they can take
tieman understands that that is not the way that ground, when they have obtained con-
to contradict an hon. member in this House. trol of a private letter, obtalned I know not
It Is perfectly proper to contradiet him ab- how, whether wlth the consent ofite
solutely, but that particular language is not writer or not. When they bring that here,
parliamentary. how can they prevent another member re-

Sir CHARLES TIJPPER, Now, Mr. plying to that letter, as the bon. member
Sir HARLS TUPERNowMr.for Victoria has done ?

Speaker, I want to ask you this, and I thInk
the House Is entitled to have an opinion, The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
because this is an important matter. Sup- has appealed to me. My bon. friend knows
pose an hon. gentleman in this House gets that if, unfortunately, there is a discrep-
up, and undertakes to repeat a private con- ancy between two members in a version of
versation with a member of this House, facts, of course one is ln the right, and the
and makes a statement that Is absolutely other must be In the wrong. But my hon.
untrue. friend knows that if, unfortunately, there is
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Perhaps the distinction is not very wide,
but the manner of making a statement is
polite in one case, and I do not think it
Is polte in another case. I think that
neither the term " untrue" nor "false "
should be used by hon. members of this

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
is a return ordered on the 17th of May, for
copies of all lnstructions, correspondence,
reports, accounts and vouchers connected
with the expedition of the ehief engineer,
Mr. Coste, to the Yukon.

House. The MINISTER 0F PUBLIC WORKS.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Withdraw, with- I 1ill have It Just now. It Is In my room.
draw. Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the

Mr. BETHUNE. In reference to the pat-Day are called, wsh to cal the attention
ronage of my county, I may say that I
never asked for it ; in fact, I refused l frid Laurier) to what arnafrad Is a
as the hon. Minister of Publie Works (Mr.
Tartei can testify. He spoke to me aboutilaid on the Table of the bouse a few days
taking the patronage in his department. I ago. I refer to the documents relatIng to
refused it, but eventually said that I would the recent disallowance of certain statutes
accept it, with the proviso that I would pass1dbavth leisitre 0f Boinonotue
consult with Mr. Murray in regard to any a a ve fad a otieofumtin on.
recommendations I should make. That Pape fo qute a Urneb te righlehon.
was the only conversation I ever had aboutPs
patronage. I came over without a single s
word or without any one ever askIng me motion were called yesterday, 1 sald that
how I was going to vote on the Yukon Bill,! would nove It, only I belleved the papers

had been brouglit down. 1 asked the riglit
and that was the first vote that I gave ontlusski etRie ous. N on appoaced on.gentleman whether lie was sure thatthis sde of the House. No one approached he papers In onnetioD with dis-
me ; I made up my mind, after reading allowance of the anti-Japanese legislation
the Bill and seeing that it was a good Bill, to bad been brouglt down. He Informed me
vote for it. Ever since then I have ex- that they were, and thatthere was no need
perienced qulte a change on the part ofo

bon.~~~~~~~ mebroorheohr ieofmee temoe But I have gone cure-hon. members on the o se oppof thefufly through these papers, which have
House. The hon. leader of the O,,pposition be ruh onb h rm litr
(Sir Charles Tupper) made an agreement tof mae auagrementt 'ad ibelieve that there Is a very Import-
see me before the vote took place on thea
Yukon BIUll. I asked hlim where I would dritent gentlema nll okatpg
see him, and he said that he would see te0f th rentlemwill looktat he
me In my seat before the vote was taken.
I sat there until five o'clock In the morn- a letter fro the Riglt Hon. Joseph Cham-
Ing, but he never spoke to me, and I do erlMintothecbIs s ollots
not think he cared how I voted. I sup-
port this Administration because I believe Downing Street, th May, 1899.
the Government Is composed of true, hon- Gevernor General,
est and manly statesmen, and I shall con- The Right Honourabie
tLnue to support them as long as I ftnd The Earl of Minto, G.C.M.G., &0.,&C.
them acting as they are. I believe they My Lord,-I have the honour te acknowledge
will advance the best Interests of the Do- the reeeipt of your despatcb No. 83 of the 24th
minon. I think that is their intention ult., forwarding copy of a letter freinthe De-

and nde thse îrcustaees ~ l partrnent of Justice, represent.ing the desirabilltyand under these rumstans, donotearly expression fe views oHeMa-
see anything dlsgraceful in supporting Jesty's Government wîth regard to the legisiation
them. A large majority of the people in afectlng Japaneze subjects passed by the legla-
my county are pleased that I do support lature of British Columbla In 1898.
them,, as Urne wDll show. 2. In reply, I have to refer you t my despate

Motion to adjourn, negatived.

INQUIRIES FOR BETURNS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
want to recall the attention of the hon.
Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) to a
return ordered by the House a month ago.
The right hon. Premier stated yesterday
that he knew nothing about it, because the
hou. Minister of Publie Works was not In
the House at the time.

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS
(M. Tarte). What 1s the return 7

Mfr. SPEAER.

No. 92 of the 2nd instant.
I have, &c.,

J. CHAMBERLAIN.
I have looked through these papers, and I
have failed to fnd any mention of the de-
spatch, No. 83 of the 24th ult., forwardlng
a copy of a letter from the Department of
Justice. This letter is of the greatest im-
portance in regard to this correspondence,
and I would ask the right hon. Prime Min-
ister whether be knew that letter was
there and if so, If he wll be good enough to
have it brought down.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I eannot answer my hon. friend
(Mr. Prior) at this moment. This return
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has been prepared by the officers of the
department. I understood that they had
brought down everything, but perhaps
something has been omItted. Does my
hon. friend refer to the memorandum of the
hon. Minister of Justice or to a letter of
Mr. Chamberlain ?

Mr. PRIOR. I refer to the despateh in-
elosing the report of the Minister of Jus-
tice.

The PRIME MINISTER. I will see to1

Mr. WALLACE. What Is the use of
Parliament passIng an Order for papers
when a Minister gets up and says that he
knows nothing about It. His department
Is bound to provide information in obe.
dience to this Order, yet the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Blair) gets up and coolly tells
us that he knows nothing about it.

The PRIME MINISTER. These orders
are referred to the officers of the depart-
ment to look over the files and see what
is on the files, but my hon. friend does not
expect that the Minister will supervise

Mr. PRIOR. There is another matter these returns.
that I want to call the attention of the
right hon. gentleman to, and it is that on Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Oh,
the 17th of May I moved for an Address yes. These papers cannot come down with-
to His Excelleney the Governor General out the consent of His Excellency the Gov-
for copies of all letters, telegrams, &c., re- I ernor General, and that cannot be got with-
ceived by the right lon. Prime Minister of 1out the advce of the Cabinet, and not merely
Canada, the Hon. J. I. Tarte, the Minis- lone Individual member, but the whole Oabi-
ter of Publie Works, or the Hou. A. . net is responsible.
Blair, the Minister of Railways and Can- The PRIME MINISTER. All this is pure-
als, from the Northern Telegraph Company ly ministerial duty. The Governor in Coun-
(LimIted), and also for copies of all letters cil has nothing to do with that. The order
from the right lon. Prime Minster o! Can- of the House is that these papers should be
ada, or from either of sald other Ministers brought down, and the Government las no
to any of said companies. A return was discretion but to ibring them down.
brought down and it bas the endorsation : Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I

Papers referred to the hon. Minister of Publie differ from the right hon. gentleman in toto
Works for report in so far as this department cSlo.
Is concerned. Is concerne:. M. McDOUGA-LL. I wishi to ask witliI would like to ask the hon. Minister of r toUGApL. wih toraskrwerh
Publie Works (Mr. Tarte) wbether there eference tousers whic w oder-
Is any other correspondence that has lot the transfer of a property at Grand Narrows.been brouglit down. The Minister told me some time ago that he

The MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS had to send to Moncton to get these papers,
(Mr. Tarte). SpeakIng for myself, I do not and it Is extraordinary that such little infor-
know of anything more than I have brought mation as they contain sbould take six weeks
down. I have brought down everythIng 1 I to get. The general manager is here now,
have. and I cannot see what excuse eau be pleaded

Mr. PRIOR. This return calls for let for the delay, unless it is that the Minister
ters from and to the rght hon- Prime Min- 1is unwilling to give them to the House.

-l --a %- & b.t

ister and the hon. Minister of Railways andI
Canals. There are no letters from elther
of these hon. gentlemen, and I want to
know whether they have any or wbether 1
they have seen the return ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman ought not to
say that. He knows that he met the secre-
tary of the Railway Department in the cor-
ridor two or three days ago.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND Mr. McDOUGALL. A week ago.
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I have not seen the
return. I wIll look at It and see if there
is anything I can brIng down.

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. Speaker, It seems ex-
traordinary, when an Order of the House
for a return Is made, that an hon. MInister,
to whose department It relates, has never
seen it. Surely It was referred to his de-
partment.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I daresay It was referred to
my.. department, but the offieials, possibly,
not fluding anything on the official file, did
not think it worth whIle to refer It to me,
so that I have not had It under my obser-
vation.

170

-The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN)
CANALS. It was explained 'to the hon. gen.
tieman that the secretary had sent two orthree telegrams to Moncton urging the papers
to be forwarded. I cannot go to Monctou
myself to get them. The hon. gentleman
knows that the Department bas made every
effort to get these papers from Moneton. iam not aware that they have arrived yet,but the officers of the department know it ismy desire that they should be laid on theTable the very moment they are recelved.

FAST ATLANTIC LINE.
Mr. McNEILL. I wlsh to again call the

attention of my rlght hon. frIend to a matter

RNVISED EDITION.
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-of immense consequence, and to which 1 Mark you, Mr. Speaker, the Minister gave
referred the other day. This Parliament no reason whatever for their dismissal, and
has been in session for three months, and he made no statement as to whether they
neither the House nor the country has had, had doue ·their duty faithfully or not. I

any information whatsoever from the right asked:
hon. gentleman as to what steps are being
taken in reference to the Fast Atlantic Ser- We
'vice. Some time ago the right hon. the And the Minister (Mr. Blair) answered:
Prime Minister was good enough to say, that They were discharged because their servicessteps were being taken by the Government ; were not acceptable.
I now venture to ask him to give some Infor- the Minister gave no reason. 1 may
mation as to what is being done in recgard to AgiteMnitrgv0o esn a
t i matte luregard mention that one of the men employed to re-

place the man dismissed, is, I am informed,
The PRIME MINISTER. I will be able to over seventy years of age, and he is ex-

make an announcement to my hon. friend peeted to work day and night as lockman on
(Mr. McNeill) within a very few days. the canal. His name is Paquette. rThe

fHouse will see that the reasons given by the
SUPPLY-DISMISSAL 0F EMPLOYEES Minister do not amount to a great deal, and

that the discharge of !these men is simply anON BEAUHARNOIS CANAL. act of tyranny. He tells us that they are
The MINISTER 0F FINANCE (Mr. Field- discharged because they are not acceptableTng) mvetateOuseINANrEield-to the Ministers, and he leaves us to assumelng) moved thart the fouse resolve tself Into whether they were not acceptable becauseCommittee of Supply. of their politles or otherwise. As a matter
Mr. J. G. H. BERGERON (Beauharnols). of fact, one of them was a Liberal, althougl

Before we vote any money to Her Majesty, the Minister evidently did not know it. He
I want to bring before the House a matter was appolnted in 1894, and he was evidently
whuih I believe would 'be more worthy of set aside because he had been appoin'ted by
the despotie Government of Russia than of me. Now, I wish to put a statement before
the enlightened Liberal Government of Can- the Minister of Railways and Canals, and If
ada. Since 1896, we have been hearing of ,the statement is not truc he will bave to
acts of despotism by ·this Government, but I deal with one of is own employees about it.
have to present a case now whlich excels in One of these discharged men, named Le-
despotism any of them yet heard of. There febvre, met Mr. Belque, the superintendent
were on the Beauharnols Canal several em. of thle canal, and he said to him: "Mr.
ployees, some of whom had been there since Beique, we have always been good friends ;
1871, and had always doue ·their duty well. have you made any report againat me, or
On the 13th day of May last they were noti- what is the cause of my dismissal ?" And
fied that they were dlsmissed. At this date Mr. Belque replied : " I have not reported
they had fixed up their little residences for against you." Lefebvre then said : "How
the summer, and cultivated their gardens, as can I get a position anywhere, because if1 I
they did yearly in order -to obtain some vege. ask for employment I will be told I do nottabhesf t did otmoundeserve it, ·as I must have been dischargedtables, for their daily wage dlId not ainount !t
to a great deal. At this date, and under by the Goverument because I did something
these circumstances, they were notified, 'wrong." Mr. Belque replied: "As to that
without any reasons being given, that they you need not fear, because I will give you
were to be turned out of doors, some of them a certificate that you are a good, honest,
even out of their own bouses which they had 1respeotable man, and I neyer had a btter
bulît on Government land. When this mat- man on the canal than you." Lefebvre then
ter flrst came to my attention, I hardly be- said: "What is the reason I have been dis-
lieved It could be possible, and I asked the missed ?" And the saperintendent replied:
Minister (Mr. Blair) -the names of those who I will tell you the truth. I went to Ottawa
were so dlsmissed and the reason for the lately, and I met Mr. Blair ln the passage
dismlissal. I was told thenams o thse is-o! the House, and Mr. Blair sald to me: If.
missedI, and the date of ther appointment we have an election this fall, have you any
one of theming apponted in June, 18n, men on the Beauharnois Canal who will vote
and he is now a man over 50 years of age. ifor Bergeron ?"
may say en passant that this man is placed t The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDin a very awkward position, because being CANALS. Who sald that ?
90 long at thls particular employment be is Mr. BERGERON. Mr. Blair said that.now unable touturn is hand to anything
else. I asked the question of the Minister The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND(Mr. Blair) : CANAL. Do you say I said that ?

By whom have they been dismissed, and on Mr. BERGERON. Mr. Beique sald youwhose recommendation ? said it.
And hie replied : The MINISTER 0F RAIL WAYS AND

By order of the Minister. ChANLS. Did Mr. Belque ,tel! you I said
Mr. MoNEILL.
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Mr. BERGERON. Mr. Belque told that to
he man who told it to me.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I never saw the man In my life.

Mr. BERGERON. Well, walt until I am
finished. Lefebvre said to Mr. Belque .
" Give me the reason that I have been dis-
milssed," and Mr. Beique replied : 661 saw
Mr. Blair, the Minister of Railways and
Canals, and he sald to me: If we have an
election in the fall, have you any men on the
Beauharnois Canal who will vote for Ber-
geron V" And Belque continued : "I was
dhallenged to give the names of those I
thought would vote for Bergeron and your
name was amongst the others, and that Is
why you are dismissed." Now, Sir, that is
the reason given by the superintendent of the
canal to one of the men who was dIsmissed,
and the Minister of Railways and Canais
can settle with his employee as to whether
he said it or not. If It Is not true that the
Minister said it, then the superintendent of
the canal deserves censure, but If the super-
intendent spoke the truth, then the Minister
undoubtedly deserves censure. The letter
dismlsslng these men was very curt. This Is
the one which was addressed to Lefebvre:

Valleyfleld, 10th of May, 1899.
Sir,-I have recelved instructions to notify you

that your services as lockman on the Beauhar-
nois Canal shall not be required after Saturday,
the 13th of the present month.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your devoted servant,

(Sgd.) J. F. BEIQUE,
Superintendent..

Mr. Joseph Lefebvre.

At the date this letter wais written these
men had been at -work ten days of the sea-
son. If they had been notified last fall that
they would not be employed agaln this
spring, they would have been able to look
eut for some other employment, but they
were not even notifled then that the Gov-
ernment did not Intend to employ them any
more. Having done their duty, they were
under the impression that they would be
employed again. They spent the winter
there; in the early spring they made their
gardens, cleaned their houses, and made pre-
parations to spend the summer there as
usual ; and on the 10th of May they received
notice that on the 13th they would not be
required any longer. They were put on the
street, although some of them had been
there for nearly 20 years; and some of these
men have 12 or 13 ehildren, and they have
not been able to find any work. And these
people have been put out SImply because
they were not partisans of hon. gentlemen
opposite. It is the greatest piece of tyranny
we have ever had in this country. I am con-
vinced that the hon. Prime Minister cannot
in his heart sanction anything of that sort,
for we have heard him say in this House
that no man would be dlsmlssed from pub-

170J

lie employment unless It was proved that
he was not worthy of the position he oceu-
pied. I put this case before Parliament, and
I hope the press will take hold ofIt. I
sympathize very much with these men, not
because I know them or because I have pro-
bably appointed them, but because they
are good, honest, respectable men, the best
-men that have been working on that scanal
or on any canal in the country. I sympathize
with them because they are on the street.
For this the hon. Minister of Railways la
1 ransila n iL If IT hom"M OaUJ LUIA.LUo .

Lwpulel, anu ii ave any friends onthis side of the House, when his Estimates
come, I shall make him feel it.

Mr. MeNEILL. Mr. Speaker, I would
have expected that ithere would have been
some explanation from the hon. Minister in
reference to this mattr.

Mr. BERGERON. He has not got any.
Mr. McNEILL. It certalnly is one of the

most grievous cases that has ever been laid
before this House. Although we have had
some grievous cases of dismissals since hon.
gentlemen opposite have come Into power, I
think this is one of the most cruel and dis-
graceful cases that have come before this
country or any other under constitutional
government for many a long day. If the
statement of my hon. friend (Mr. Bergeron)
is true-and I presume he is in a position to
know whether it Is true or not-these men
have given no cause for their dismissal ex-
cept that ,they happened to belong to a differ-
ent stripe of pollties from the Minister. They
are respectable men, men who have been con-
ducting themselves with all propriety, menwho have been pursulng their work in the
most proper manner; and they have been
turned out witth their familles on to the
streets, absolutely without means of support,
without any Investigation of any kind, simply
because they happen to be Conservatives. Ithought the hon. Minister would have hadsomething to say. I venture to say that thesense of justice of the people of this coun.-
try from one end of it to the other will be
outraged by conduct of ths kind ; and theGoverament sit here dumb, wlthout one
word to say in defence of their course. It
only shows how utterly callous they have
become In this respect. So long as I sit inthis House, I will ralse My voice againstconduet so cruel and so unmanly.

Motion agreed to, and House resolvedl It.self into committee.

(In the Committee.)
Militia and Defence-

Furt er arnount required for annual
d il . ................ .. ......-..... $125,000

Mr. BERGERON. What 4s the amount la
the main Estimates for this ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.FENCE (Mr. Borden). I may say to thecrommittee that It Is intended to reduce the
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main Estimates by exactly this amount.
This amount is requir2d for the lst of July,
as a large portion of the militia has been
sent into camp under the plan of the Major
General before that date, and it is proposed
to reduce the amount in the main Estimates
for the purpose of annual camp by an
amount equivalent <to the amount asked for
here.

Mr. POSTER. I do not understand my
hon. friend. He had $300,000 voted for this
current year, and he is asking now for $100.-:
000. Does he mean now to spend $400,000
for this current year ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. gentleman
mean for next year to spend only $300,000 ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. If the whole of the militia isI to
be trained each year, the cost of doing so
Is $400,000 to $425,000, and, if that policy
be continued, an additional amount will be
required. but I do not intend to ask for
that until, the supplementary Estimates for
next year come down.

Mr. FOSTER. That is not quite the way
to treat the House. The hon. gentleman
ought to have pretty well established in his
own mind how much he proposes to have
for next year. He is going to drop off $100,
000 in the main Estimates, but has not a
single idea that he may not ask the full
amount at the end of the next year. What
Is it that calls for this enormous amount
during the present year of $425,000? That
is an immense amount of money for annual
drill, and, while the House Is always gen-
erous in voting militia estimates, if all the
militia estimates are to partake of the buoy-
ancy of this one, the ultimate sum will be
enormous.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. So far as the particular item for
annual drill is concerned, the amount is
not larger than for any previous year, when
the whole force was called out for annual
drill. It bas scarcely ever happened that
the whole force hasi been called out. Dur-
Ing the past three years a larger percentage
of the force has been drilled and camped
than ever before ;. but, if the whole force
is to be drilled annually, the cost will be
about $425,000.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Is that twelve
days' drill ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes, in camp; also drill of the
city corps-the whole annual drill.

Mr. FOSTER. Are the city corps taken
out for annual drill ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. This year they are taken out for

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

two days, but they drill at headquarters, in
the cities.

Mr. FOSTER. For that two days they
are out, you incur all the transport expendi-
ture.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. They drill neaxI their head quar-
ters, so that the transport expense is not
large; but we do incur some expense.

Mr. FOSTER. How much of this $425,000
is for transport, and how much for actual
service in the field and drill in the armoury?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. I have here an estimate of the
cost of the camps now going on, which per-
haps will throw some light on the question.
The Niagara camp. from June 6th to June
17th, 1899, costs $42,600. That actual num-
ber of men was 3,900. It was composed of
a squadron of the Governor General's Body
Guards, the 2nd Dragoons, the 3rd Dra-
goons, the 12th Battalion, infantry, and a
number of other corps.

Mr. FOSTER. How much of that Is trans-
port ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I am unable to tell the bon. gen-
tleman at this moment. I hadt understood
that the estimates of the Department of
Justice were going on before six o'clock,
and my papers became disarranged some-
what while I was in Niagara, and I have not
been able to look into the matter since. I
will give the best information I can, and
after recess supplement what Is required.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman had
better let bis estimates stand until after
eight o'clock, and leti some other estimates
'be gone on witb. The division into trans-
port and other expenses Is somewhat an
important point, and I do not think we cau
go on discussing these items without having
the information.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. It was my intention, on the main
Estimates, to have gone very carefully into
this matter, and I have notes in connection
with the main Estimates, giving, I think,
the information which the bon. gentleman
wants ; but, if thought better to give the
whole explanation at once, that could be
done after recess.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman
should bear in mind that we would like to
have the estimates of the transport and day
for the camp to commence to-day at Niag.
ara. The first camp, from the 6th to the
17th June, Isd concluded, but another camp
opens to-day. I am told that a corps from
the county of Lanark starts to-day for the
camp at Niagara. They have to go to
Kingston, or some place on the St. Law-
rence, to get to Niagara. That would mean,
I presume, that they would not be in camp
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until some time to-morrow afternoon. That
is, three days of the week are gone. I pre-
sume, they would return so as to reach
home before the Sunday of the next week.
That would give not more than three or
four days of next week, and not more than
three days of this week, for drill, and they
are supposed to have twelve days' drill. A
large portion of the time is, therefore, spent
going and coming, and a very large expendi-
ture is necessary for their transport. We
would like to have the fuli particulars.

Mr. TYRWHITT. Are we to understand
that it Is the policy of the Government to
drill the entire militia annually ? As a
well-wisher of the militia, I ýwould highly
approve of such a policy ; but, if this is to
be a desultory case, It will be so much
money wasted.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Speaking for myself, I am in fav-
our of the annual drill, and, since I have
beeni in the position of Minister of Militia,
we have had annual drills, to a very large
extent, alnost the whole of the force being
out every year. But I cannot say that the
policy has been absolutely settled. I think,
ho wever, we are coming to that, and I
agree with the hon. gentleman, that, in
order to get the fullest results from the ex-
penditure made on the militia, we ouglit to
have annual drill. The money voted by
Parliament would do more good, and,
though the sum is larger, we shall get far
better results than we should, if we drilled
only every other year, or drilled only a por-
tion of the force each year.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I tbink it is
very undesirable that in a matter of such
great importance as ithat which the com-
mittee is now considering, any bhon. gentle-
man on the Treasury benches should speak
for himself apart from the Government. If
ever there was a question tbat the Govern-
ment was bound to consider and to form a
policy upon, it is this question as it now
stands. The statement made by my bon.
friend from Simcoe (Mr. Tyrwhitt), who
understands these matters -a great deal bet-
ter than I do, must carry conviction at once
to the mind of every hon. member of the
House. To propose the additional vote this
year without intending to adopt that policy
and carry it out is an absolute loss-of the
amount of the vote. It seems to me, theri'-
fore, before the House is asked by the Gov-
ernment to vote this money the Govermnent
ought to determine what their policy Is. I
do not hesitate to say that, with such infor-
mation as I eau gather In regard to this very
important question, I entirely agree with
what the Minister of Militia has said. I
believe that the only question is fnot whe-
ther the whole force should be called out for
annual drill and the expenditure incurred,
but whether the 12 days of annual drll is
sufficient. I do not hesitate to say that in

my judgiment, the Government would aet
wisely if they determine, even at some ad-
ditional expenditure, to render -the militia
force of this country as effective as pos-
sible, and to deal with the question with
such vigour as will give undoubted results.
instead of expending the very large amount
of money as in the past, I am afraid, has
too often been done without accomplishing
all that the House has a right to expect.
I think that this is a question of sufficient
importance to have been determined by the
Government, and I believe that a short time
would have been enough to enable them to
determine whether they would ask for this
$100,000 and then abandon this policy, thus
rendering the expense practieally useless,
or adopt the policy of incurring this increas-
ed expenditure for the purpose of having
the militia as effective as possible.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). The demand of my hon. friend
(Sir Charles Tupper) is not unreasonable la
iself, but I think it has not come at the
proper time. The vote before us is for $125,-
O(0) which is already expended or is being
expended. as the drill is now going on.
So the money must be voted. I am glad to
see thiat the hon. gentleman responds to the
vote in the manner he does. When the Esti-
mates for next year come before the House,
the hon. gentlman wil be entitled to an
answer as to what the policy of the Govern-
ment is on this question. My hon. friend
(Mr. Borden, King's), in opening his Esti-
mates. made the statement that it was the
intention to decrease the vote of next year
by the sum of $125,000. The question arises.
what sum should we expend yearly? But to
go on with the discussion of this question
at the moment seems inopportune. The
financial year is divided awkwardly for ap-
propriations of this kind. Part of the appro-
priation musit be spent in this financial year
and part of it in the next financial year.
How much should we spend ? Should it be
$300,000 or should it be $400,000 ? Should
we have a yearly drill of the whole force, or
only drill the whole force every second year,
as has been done sometimes in the past.
The consensus of opinion, as I understand
my hon. ffriend to say now is that no false
economy should be practiced in this matter,
that we should spend whatever is to be
spent to maintain the militia on a proper
footing of efficiency. This is the question,
and I am glad -to see it approaehed as it is
by both sides of the House, not regardless
of the consequences, but In the spirit that
we must have an effective militia. The
Minister of Militia will take this Into con-
sideration, and when he comes with his
Estimates for next year, he will be able to
give the hon. gentleman the answer te asks
for.

Mr. BERGERON. The Minister of Militia
has not his papers here to-day to enter into
the full discussion, but between now and
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six o'clock we might %as well occupy the
time in going over some features of the case.
We spend a great deal of money In militia
and defence. 'If it is well spent, that if Is
there are good results from It, there is sound
reason why the people should bear this
burden. We have devoted to this service
what represents a capital of $15,000,00. We
spend annually, $425,000, which is the in-
terest on about $14,000,000. A great many
people in the country do not see this matter
in the same light as we do here who have
discussed it for years. They t'hink the
money is not all spent for a good purpose.
Now, as the hon. leader of the Opposition
(Sir Charles Tupper) said a moment ago, I
belleve that some improvements should be
made. It seems to me if you are to have an
efficient militia, eleven or twelve days' drill
Is not enough. From what the hon. membe"r
for West York (Mr. Wallace) said a moment
ago, I understand that the twelve days in-
eludes the days occupied in transporting.
In my county it takes two days to go to and
come from the camp, leaving only ten days
actual drill. What can the soldiers learn
in ten days actual drill ? Still, the expense
Is there. I understand that we shall come
back to this subject later, so I do not wish
to go Into it generally, but there is just one
other point I wish to mention. Battalions
going to camp should go <there with their
own men. I know-and I am sure my hon.
friend the Minister of Militia does not ig-
nore it-that a good many battalions leave
home with hardly any men at all, and pick
up their men in Montreal, from among the
men on the wharfs, and so on. That is not
in accordance with the militia institution
as we should like to have It. And I cal the
bon. gentleman's attention to lit, lin case it
has no(t been mentioned to him before. that
his local instructor or the Deputy Adjutant
General at Montreal-I speak of that part of
the conntry 'because I know It better-should
see to It that tbattalions leave headquarters
with their own men. In the 'cases I speak
of. men on the wharfs put on the uniform of
Her Majesty, spend nine or ten days in
camp and then cease to belong to the militia.
That is done on a pretty large scale. This
does not bring the results that we should
have for such a large expenditure of public
money. Now, my hon. friend the Minister
of Militia says, that the amount of money
he Is now asking, $125,000, will be deducted
from the main Estimates. I see that in the
main Estimates he 18 asking for $400,001).
Last year he got $300,000. So it would ap-
pear that next year the amount will be
$525,000. Even if he deducts this amount of
$125,000, the Estimates will lbe $75,000 more
than was given hlm last year. When he
comes here with his papers ready for the
full discussion, I should like to have hlm
explain why we are called upon to Increase
tbe vote by this amount. If there are good
reasons for that, I think the House is en-

Mr. B9ERGERON.

titled to have them. I will defer other re-
marks that I have to make on this point.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Later on, I shall endeavour to give
the hon. gentleman the explanation that he
asks. I had expected that the full discussion
of the militia vote would come up on the
main Estimates, and that probably a short
explanation would be regarded as sufficient
in the case of this item, which is immedia-
tely necessary. It is certainly more con-
venient to give the general explanations
and the policy of the Government upon the
main Estimates.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think that
is the wisest course to pursue on the pre-
sent occasion. It would be a pity to de-
part from what the Minister of Militia and
Defence had proposed himself to do on the
main Estimates. He Is hardly in a posi-
tion to-day to deal with the whole policy
of the Government as effectively as it
would be done on the main Estimates. I
think we will have to be content to take
such explanations as my hon. friend can
give in reference to this, and leave the
question of the general policy to be dealt
with on the main Estimates.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. I am glad the leader of the Op-
position takes that view. It is certainly
the most convenient way. The country has
before it the very important statement
made by the new Major General, which
will, no doubt, involve considerable discus.
sion.

Salaries and wages of civil employees.. $9,000

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. This item covers expenditure
that It has been ithe custom in the de-
partment, and 1 think, in other depart-
ments, to spay, out of the vote for the next
year. A portion of this vote for civil em-
ployees for the year now coming to an end,
was used in paylng expenditures belong.
ing to the previous year. Another portion
of the vote is due to the fact that owing
to the introduction of the new rifle, which
is a very Intricate plece of machinery, we
have had to employ artificers, men with
special knowledge of that rifle, and send
them to different parts of the country.
They are civil employees under the stores
department. The stores department, at
the present moment, is under the control
of the civil branch. Then, in addition to
that, we have purchased the Oliver equip-
ment, of which already a very large num-
ber have been manufactured, and we have
had to employ addltional help In order to
take care of that. So that the whole
amount here, which is only $2,500 in addi.
tion to the amount actually expended last
year, is required in the two Items that I
have referred to.
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Mr. BERGERON. Last year $60,000 were to say arongst therselves: We wiil under-
voted in that Item; that will be $69,000 take to carry out the poiicy so far that
altogether. we wlll spend thousands of dollars that

The MNISTER OF MILITIA AND DEot been voted to us, but we cannot
EICThe N SR 0 oteMforThIs pAN'D DE say we will do it for another year, we have
ENCE. The usal vote for this purpose ot made Up our inds. And so, wit

has been $6.2,000, and it was redueed last bis Estinates. Here we have neariy $300.
year to $60,000. Out of that, between $5,- 000 of an extra vote, amost every cent of
000 and $6,O00 was paid on the -revious wiih is elther now expended or contract-
year, and the additIonal amount is required ed for without any appropriation, and with
to make that up and pay off the expeuses the Minister infuit possession of lus sen-
which, I say, have been incurred owing to ses, looking over bis whoiefflds,comlng
the introduction of the new rifle and the down last :ear and asking fron Parlia-
Oliver equipment. I am asking for anI n-fY
creased amount next year, so that we willmand thfyerthexpeaitevot.
not have to ask for a supplementavy vote.It is this practee whieh this Government

Military properties................... $35,000 is fast making, a rule against whlch, 1 thlnk.
on both sdes of thesouse, we ouget to

Mr. BERGERON. We voted $131,0 protest. I thnk rt ton. friend the Solat
for that last year, and -the bon. gentleman!itor-General (Mr. Fitzatrick) wil join with
is asklng for $35,000 more. me in that prutest. Let bim be frank enougli

and brave enough to say at the ute leasks
for bis Estimates Hwat e hwants, even If It

FENCE. Ths vote Is for maintenancean a tea st r en

repars. lare potion0f tîs hich agsn eithe nwa lepened 4or. Thonta-

andf the House will take t into consideration andbeing expended on the Rockliffesei o of h e
range, the new beatlng apparatus at St. House gives it, the MinIster bas the rglit to
John's barraks, the London barraekst the e s te
stables for fourteen extra horses, repaIrsiexpndit, but o I t oseruselis oIt, the
for the artillery barracks at Quebec, fire- aMinster basoithe touse.th bisoniwlii
extinuishersfoiitary buildings, To- e ue f miitt conceais from the Hiouse the expenditares

general repars, St. Jon's barracks. Thec35,

money Is 0W being expended. Conitracts makes expenditures to the tune of hundreds

were made, and there Is not suffiClent and tbousands of dollars, without the mouey
More.tpay tR E Weous coted 131,00baving been voted and witout there being

fore t aate ar andthe on . nlmnctrGnrl(r izarc)wl onwt

any urgency, it le making a farce of appro-
sasi for. $3 at mo jumethe rtpriaion. Thus, te MinLter seehis tfrk e be-
ob.ctOT. Doesnththe jnistterce ta coming an appropriator to absolve the House

he is comIng down IereL on the 2th of of its funEtions entirewy, and lie s taking

June and asking us for $ m5,000 additioua, i lwayrtgose sayred functions fror the pos-

whic liebas actuatiy spent or conra.-ted1session of the House. If the Minister had

to spend, and for wnich lie Rad no autho-f r been , or away. of if so e catastrophe or

rity at al? The .bon. gentleman came some greau event bad ha.ppened, wbichi lui-
down last year and, after having looked ported urgeny into it, it woud have been

overhis departrent, the sald to parrament: different, but it is the ordinaryumtrun
I want you to pass $131,0 for a certain existence of Canada in regard to these mii

purpose. ie cornes down bW and says tia matters. You cat absolutey expendhaif
rta ewas cheney $on0 me rilthall Pa a million on properties, if you rike, but thegiarnent avepa , btos aasent The Minister should say how much le would like

waee mae and thereis not sufent having eenvoed and wi houeto thebing

money, orp contractsed to spend It,andne y t ueency, it sakthei fe to aepp-
had n appropriation for It at ail. It isation. Thus thennis tekee tb e-
reatly a perfect farce for us to cone here and ln ut. Wiat excusei s there n regard toe
listen to a Minister giving bis explanations, tbese properties in whic thereis fo urgency,
and then vote the oney asked for, and td of over-expending the vote by 25 per ceut
out when next year cornes around gtta lo e a d comiugdown, after it is spent, and say-

asks for 25 per cent more, and that he ex- ing: iurry this, beause the money is al

pended it before lie asked for at. ow, testpent. That is what I wantry bou. friend

hou. gentlemnan's Estimates are al of a plece to see. We are flot flgbting a measure of the
with that. Wth reference tethatow5 Government, or anythung necessary te make
th, it Is ap very we l to, say that we ust our militia properties what tey ought to e,
vote iet ease It is speat. But the Mov- but for heaven's sake et us have somethling
errment rad neoautority to spend t. They nearer to the appropriton than geting 25
had authority to spenfr $300,0 andll per cent away fro It n a matter where
more, but tey spent $,000 more aready there Is W eurgency.
on dritl aone. That nlght be called ri The MINISTER 0F MILITIA ND ge-
undern te advent of Genera Hutton , and PENCE (Mr. Brden, KIngs). I admt
the new polcy wc cte Governdnt des frankiy that there i ageod dea n of force in

ne ity loe e ask edfo T. Nowre pentti what thenm hon.mebrfrYkNB frn
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Foster) has stated, but I think, he went a sheets, blankets, water-bottles, &c., amount-
step too far when he undertook to say that Ing to $39,700. Our stores have been rather
I had intentionally concealed from the House running down; they are not as large as
expenses tliat I intended to make. That is they ought to be for the force we have, and,
not true ; that is not a fact. although these stores were purchased spe-

Mr. FOSTER. I said "either that or." I cially for the camps this year, they can
put ln the alternative. be utilized permanently, and it was ln the

puble interest that they should be pur-
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- chased.

FENCE. I have pointed out to my hon. Mr. SPROULE. Were the stores pur-
friend, more than once, that the unfortunate chased by tender ?
practice had grown up-I found it existing
in my department when I came in-of ex- The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
pending out of funds voted for one year PENCE. They were purchased at contract
moneys to recoup or pay off the expenditures prices by thie extension of contracts which
which had taken place In the previous year, we had already made with varlous parties.
from .tle next vote. 'The marquees were purchased in Ottawa,

a large portion of the blankets from W. C.
Mr. FOSTER. Over-expending in the pre- Caldwell, and the waterproof sheets were

vious years. purchased In Montreal; I forget the name
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- of the firm, but at the contract price and

PENCE. rThat was being done. I did not from the contractors of last year. It was
invent that practdce. I am sorry to say that a mere continuation of the contract.
I have not been able to put an end to It, but, Mr. SPROULE. Were the contracts
in the main Estimates for next year, I bave which they got last year, the result of ten-
endeavoured, as far as possible to estimate ders ?
for the full amount we shall want. I think The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-it is better we shall close up this year byP .
taking enough money In the Estimates for FENCE. Yes.
the current yaer which closes on the 30th Mr. EARLE. I wish to call the attention
of June, so that we can make a fair start of the Minister to the accounts for supplies
next year, and .that is what I have been en- purchased last year, and to certain discrep-
deavouring to do in these Estimates. ancies between the cost, as published by the

Mr. FOSTER. $35,OOO of an over-expendi- Auditor General, and the cost as given In
ture. a return brought down to this House.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. This squares The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
·the amount for this year. FENCE. That is in connection with the

Yukon supplies, and there Is ani item later
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- on which will bring that whole question up.

FEINCE. Yes, it is due to a considerable
extent to the expenditure on the Ottawa
rifle range, which It was considered very
Important, in -the interest of the militia, to1
complete and whleh cost more money than
was anticipated.

Mr. FOSTER. How mueh more ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. I think it cost something like
$15,000 or $20,000 more. I shall be able to!
give a full explana.tion to the committee, be-1
cause we are asking for a still further amount1
and I shall have a statement of every item
In connection with .that range to place bie-
fore -the committee at the proper moment.

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

After Reces.

MilItary stores .......................... $39,700
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FNECE (Mr. Borden). In order to carry
out the camps this year, which are larger
than usual, it was absolutely necessary to
Increase our stores, and we were obliged to
purchase marquees, tents, waterproof

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

Mr. EARLE. I will postpone my remarks
until then.

Mr. CLANCY. Does Mr. Caldwell, from
whom these blankets were purchased, hive
in London ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. No, Mr. Caldwell does not live
[n London. He is a manufacturer, and they
were purchased direct from hlm, and he bas
been supplying the department for many
years. They were purchased at the same
prices as formerly.

Mr. SPROULE. Do I understand that
these supplies were purchased without the
Minister having the money to pay for them?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. That Is so. We depended on the
generosity of Parliament to give us the
money. We could not send the men with-
out blankets.

Mr. SPROULE. I fear the Minister! bas
more confidence In Parliament than Parlia-
ment has In the Minister.

Mr. BENNETT. How many years do
these contracta extend over for the supply
of blankets, and tenta, and so on ?
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The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Contracts are usually made for
specifle quantities; but, If we have a con-
tract which we consider ai favourable one,
and we require more stores, and there is
not ample opportunity to ask for tenders,
then, upon the recommendation of the offi-
cers in the department, we very often ex-
tend the contract. That was done in this
case.

Mr. BENNETT. How much did the blank-
ets cost ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA. AND DE-
FENCE. Eighteen thousand seven hundred
and fifty dollars is the amount estimated.
TIat is about the amount required, but, of
course, it is not exact to the dollar.

Mr. BENNETT. When was the contract
with Mr. Caldwell made ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I think It was made a year ago.

Mr. BENNETT. There is a very marked
difference between the way the Minister of
Militia conducts his department and the way
the Postmaster General conduets hfis. When
a contract for a mail service, whieh is usual-
ly made for three years, expires, though it
may only amount to $40 or $50, the Post-
master General calls for new tenders on the
ground that some person might perform the
service more cheaply. But the Minister of
Mlitia, who made a contract a year ago
for blankets at a certain price, finding this
year that $20,000 worth of blankets are re-
quired, assumes that the price is the same
as in the preceding year, and makes a new
contract at the same price. I submit that
this is grossly unfair. I understand that the
price of wool has greatly decreased since a
year ago, and had tenders been called for,
the Minister might have made a considerable
saving.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I do not know where my hon.
friend gets bis information. As a matter
of fact, the prlee of woollen goods has in-
creased fr.m 20 per cent to 25 per cent.
That is what I am advised.

Mr. SPROULE. Last year wool sold for
from 16 to 18 cents a pound, whereas tbis
year it is selling for from 14 to 15 cents.
I have seen a thousand pounds sold at 14j
cents. So that the price is a good deal lower
than it was a year ago. I would like to ask
the Minister what was the amount of the
contract for blankets last year, and what
was the price paid for them ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I am not able to give that infor-
mation from memory. I may say that I am
having careful statements compared of the
relative prices, and if these items are allow-
ed to pass, I will promise the fullest infor-
mation when we come to the main vote for

clothing and supplies. There will then be
ample opportunity, and I think it will be
more convenient, to discuss the matter, as
the hon. leader of the Opposition agreed
this afternoon that we sbould go into the
whole question then.

Mr. SPROULE. This is a very large item.
It seems to be an extension of the contract
for one line of goods, amounting to over
$13,000, and we have no information as to
the cost of the goods under the original
contract, or whether it was a large or a
small one. I suppose the Minister does not
know whether there were more tenders than
one ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes, there were more.

Mr. CLANCY. I understand that the pro-
position of the hon. leader of the Opposition
this afternoon was not for a limited dis-
cussion on the matter now under the eon-
sideration of the committee, but rather on
the general policy of the Government as to
taking so large a sum of money each year
for the purpose of drill and otherwise. But
what I would like the hon. Minister to an-
swer is whether in asking for tenders last
year a specific quantity of blankets was
called for, and whether the tender was
limited to last year, or did the hon. gentle-
man give the public notice that the contract
would extend over more than one year?
Because, apart from what was stated a mo-
ment ago, that there has 'been a very decided
decline in the price of wool everybody
knows who has taken the trouble to glance
over the newspapers. It seems to me that
if the hon. gentleman, in asking for tenders,
called for more than he required at the
time, he deprived himself of the chance of
a possible decline in the market price of tie
goods.

Mr. BENNETT. On reference to the Au-
ditor General's Report of last year, I find
this item : W. C. Oaldwell, 5,500 pounds of
blankets, at 474 cents, or a total of about
$2,600. From the smallness of the amount,
it would hardly seem that a tender was
called for that. I presume this is Mr. Cald-
well, the member for Lanark in the local
House.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. That is only a small part of the
contract.

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the Minister say
whether these are white or gray blankets ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Gray.

Mr. HENDERSON. I would say that 47J
cents a pound was a most outrageous price.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. The blankets the hon. gentleman
has just referred to were white blankets.

1
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Those I am now asking a vote for are gray
blankets.

Mr. IHENDERSON. I am sure that gray
blankets were tendered for before at much
less than 40 cents a pound. I say that be
cause a firm in my own town was among
the tenderers.

The MINISTER OF MIITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I may not be correct in stating the
price. I think the hon. gentleman is correct
ln saying that there were tenders consider-
ably below that. I found some in the de-
partment when I came in ; but the blankets
which were sent in were not all wool, and
were condemned and refused, and we were
unable to accept the completion of the con-
tract.

Mr. HENDERSON. Those were not made
in my county. The gentleman in my county
who tendered dId not receive the contract.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.-
PENCE. It goes without saying that they
were not from the hon. gentleman's county,
but we did receive blankets of that kind.
With regard to the length of time referred
to by the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Clancy). I may say that when I came ln I
found that there were contracts let for three
years from the date when the present Gov-
ernInent came into office, or shortly before ;
and there were some contracts for two
years, which did not come into force until
a year after we came in. The matter was
referred to the Minister of Justice at that
time, and he thought no Government had
power to enter Into a contract of that kind.
Those contracts were terminated, and since
then we have followed the system of letting
our contracts for each year.Z

Mr. SPROULE. That is not what the de-
partment Is doing now.

The MINISTER- 0F MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE. I say that having got a good con-
tract, and urgently requiring further goods
of the same kind, we frequently, on the re-
port of the offlieers of the department, ask
for an increased quantity. That Is what
was done in this particular case.

M'r. OLANOY. My hon. friend will see
that neither he nor the officers of the de-
partnent are ln possession of information
In regard to prices without asking for ten-
ders. No oie who is not engaged in the
b'usiness can tell wbether he is gettingr
goods at the proper price or not, ln the
absence of tenders. That is the only means
Of determInIng that question. It is a very
easy matter for the hon. gentleman to let
a contract for some $20,000, witho'it ten-
der, and then say he let it to that parti-
cular party because that party gave very
good satisfaction. No doubt the goods de-
iivered ln the past may have given satis-
faction, but that -s no justification for the
hon. gentleman taking up the old contract

Mr. BORD1N (King's).

and extending It to further purchases. He
had before his eyes the fact that there has
been a decline ln the prices of wool, and
there ought to be a corresponding decline
ln the prices of blankets. I hope he will
be able to offer some better excuse than
the opinion of his offleers, because they can
have no knowledge of the special subject.

Mr. SPROULE. It does seem to me that
we should have more information on this
item. It looks a little fishy all through,
especially when we consider that Mr. Cald-
well is a very good Grit. He was given a
small contract for $2,000 worth of woollen
goods, and was paid 47J cents per pound for
:nanufactured wool, which, ln all probability,
lie purchased at about 18 cents. Forty-seven
and a half cents, to ibegin with, Is a very big
price, as any man ln the House who knows
anything of the woollen business will admit.
Wool has gone down since considera bly,
and yet the hon. gentleman extended the
contraet on the same basis for $13,000.
It is inexplicable that the hon. Minister can-
not tell us what is the cost per blanket
or per pound, or low many blankets were
supplied. le sets up his usual plea of
urgency, but I do not see how that plea
can lold when the Minister must have
know'n whether he intended having the
militia drilled this summer or not ; and if
he did, he had ample time to provide what-
ever was necessary. I remember some
years ago, the hon. member for North Wel-
lington (Mie. MeMullen) objected very
strongly to what was then uthe custom of
giving the contracts for military clothing
to certain firms and then extending these
contracts after they had expired. The hon.
meiber said that practically the W. E.
Sanford Manufacturing Company of Ham-
ilton then had the monopoly, although one
or two other parties were asked to ten-
der, and he then strenuously contended
that had tenders been called for, as they
should have been, from the leading firms or
the public generally, the militia supplies
could -have been got much cheaper. I am
not saying whether the system then fol-
lowed was wrong or not, but if it was
wrong then, it certainly is to-day, and there
are stronger grounds to-day for departing
1:ron that customn of extending teuders. he-
cause there has been a decline lu the price
of woollen goods, and they can now be
purchased much cheaper than a ycar ago.

I do not understand that the hon. leader
of the Opposition could have agreed to let
the Items go through without Information.
The Minister asks us to let 'the items go
through on his promise that he wIll furnish
us all the information when the larger Items
come up. But there can be no Justifeation
for bis extending this $2,600 contraet Into a
$13,000 contract, and for asking us to let the
Item pass without giving us the Information
which would enable us to judge whether the
bargain Is a good one or the reverse. Whe-
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ther there was urgency or not the hon. Min-
ister should bave come down here with infor-
mation that would sa!tisfy the House, and he
ought to let the item stand until he can fur-
nish us tbe information we require. He has
practically given us no Information.

Mr. TYRWHITT. I am in a position to
speak authoritatively un the subject of
wools, as I sold wool last week at 13 cents
a pound, the lowest price in the last thirty
years. Last year, when this contract was
let, wool was worth 16 or 17 cents a pound.
My hon. friend from East Simcoe (Mr. Ben-
nett) has quoted the Postmaster General as
having said that. in the case of postal con-
tracts, he is ia the habit of calling for ten-
ders periodically. Al I can say is that
in ny riding when a contract, which is
held by a Conservative, expires, tende:s are
called for, but in the case of contracts held
by the political friends of the Postnaster
General they are renewed on expiry. I
only hope that a similar policy is not being
pursued by my hon. friend the Minister of
1iiitia, as we all like to think that bis

department is non-political, and certainly
had tenders been called for money would
have been saved in this case.

Mr. CLARKE. I would just like to ask
two questions. First, was this contract
awarded to Mr. Caldwell before the prefer-
ential tariif came into force ? And, sec-
ond, was it optional for him to fulfil that
contract or not ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE,
FENCE. I ami afraid that I cannot give
the information, but I will make a note of
the question and bring it down later. If
my hon. fr2Cind from East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) will accept my stateient. I wili
inake a memorandum and briug down the
fuilest information I eau whea these items
come up next. I cannot give hlm any in-
formation at present, but it is urgent that
the item should go through, and as the
main Estinates and the supplementaries
have to come up yet, there will be ample
opportunlty for discussion.

Mr. CLANCY. Did It occur to the hon.
Minister, when extending that contract, that
bis friends, inside the House and out of
It, werc declarIng that in consequence of
the preferential tarif, goods had been great-
ly brouglit down in price, of course, Includ-
lng blankets. I am afraid lie extended the
contract without having bis eyes open, for
the purpose of favourlng bis friends. Mr.
Caldwell Is a very respectable citizen, and
It is no crime to be a Liberal, but even
an advantage when contracts are In ques-
tion, and I venture to say that if lie were
a Tory, the contract would bave been look-
ed Into and the preferential tarif would
not have been lost sight of. The hon. Min-
ister must elther confess that the benefits
which he and bis friends bave been en-

deavouring to portray in such rosy hues to
the consumers of tthis country as arising
from the operations of the preferential
tariff are a myth, or he is guilty of having
entirely ignored that preferential rate for
the purpose of favouring his friends.

Mr. SPROULE. I hardly think we should
be expeeted to let an important item like
this pass on the meagre Information we have
had. Now, while I do not think there is any-
thing in the preferential tariff to reduce the
cost of this article, the very statement the
Minister made in defence of what he had
done, is a strong evidence that he knows
very little about the value of the goods. He
started with the contention that woollen
goods were considerably higher than they
were last year, in the face of the fact that
the wool sold at Its highest last year, at 18
cents a pound, and that this year the highest
figure is 14J cents, while wool can be bought
for about 13 to 13J cents. When the manu-
facturer can buy wool at 131 cents a pound
and sell it at 47J cents a pound, after putting
it througi his cards and machines, it must
be evident to everybody that either the far-
mer is not getting a fair value for it or the
manufacturer is getting too mueh. The
manufacturer is selling this wool to the coun-
'try and the farmer is helping to pay for It.
How many farmers will say that it Is not
a distinct injustice to them that, while the
wool they sell Is reduced in value, the Gov-
ernment Is paying as much for wool as they
did last year. And this is done without ten.
der, the transaction being with political
friends of the Government. It shows great
carelessness on the part of the Government
and great injustice to the agricultural class.
They are getting a very low price for their
wool, and the only way by which this ad-
vantage ean in part be made up to them Is
by the Governnent exercising most stringent
economy. The Minister, in asking for this
vote, gives us no information ; he does not
know how much he is paying. He says this
is an extended contract, no effort havIng
been made even to ascertain whether they
could get the goods for less than last year.
As to the plea of urgency, I cannot see any
point ln that. The Minister of Militia must
have known months ago whether 'he intend-
ed to drill the mllitiâ or not. Knowing that,
It was carelessness on bis part or on the part
of the officials of -the department, to wait
until the last hour and then be obliged to
make a contract without the sanction of
Pa:liament. spending the people's money
without asking Parliament to grant it, and
only coming to us after the money is spent.
We do not know at what price they have
bought blankets, whether at $1 a pound cr at
47 cents a pound or what. They make a eon-
tract for $13,000 worth-

An hon. MEMBER. Eighteen thousand.

Mr. SPROULE--and we have the Min-
ister's statement that he is giving a contract
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for $39,700 worth of supplies, spending the
money before Parliament has voted it ; and
then, In the innocence of his heart, he asks
Parliament to vote this money without tell-
Ing us how le spent it, except that he s-ays
he did not invite tenders. Couple that with
the fact that his arrangement was made with
a political friend of the Government, and it
justifies the belef that the Minister has been
unmindful of the interests of tbe cointry
and is not exercising the economy he should
exercise.

Mr. FOSTER. In the item of $125,000, to
provide for the annual drill, there Is incladed
the men's wages, and also, I suppose, the
transport-

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DI
PENCE. No. I may explain that the item I
am asking for will be completely absorbed
in the pay of the officers and men and the
supplies of food in camp. The transport is
not included. It is a matter whidh 'comnes in
later through accounts rendered by the
transportation companies, chlefly rallways.
and will not be paid until some weeks, at
any rate some days, later, and, therefore, is
not as urgent as this vote.

Mr. POSTER. Am I to understand that
the supplementary Estimates will contain an
item for the transport of the men for the
current year's drill ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. No, the main Estimate of $430,000
for the next year includes the transport.

Mr. POSTER. But it is not the transport
for next year, but for the current year.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The accounts will not come in un-
til after the 1st of July, and this is always
the course that has been pursued.

Mr. POSTER. Now, my hon. friend (Mr.
Borden, King's) stated before dinner that
the reason for these high estimates was that
it had been the bad practice hitierto to pay
one year's account out of the next year's
appropriation, that he was changing all
that, and -that, therefore, he had to ask for
this large amount. Now, he virtually tells
the House that he proposes to take out of
next year's appropriation what will be neces-
sary to pay for the transport that takes place
during the current year.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The hon. gentleman knows quite
well that there are difficulties with the
Auditor General ln paying amounts the ac-
counts of which come in after the lst July.
Perhaps in this case there would have been
no dlfficulty, but, as a matter of fact, ln any
camp which takes place the bills for trans-
portation never come tin until July or Au-
gust. It might be more regular, I admit,
to include these with the item which I re-
ferred to before six o'clock, and take a fur-
ther estimate. But that was not included

Mr. SPROULE.

in the account, as I have ascertained since
six o'clock, and it is expected to pay the
transportation out of the regular vote for
next year.

Mr. FOSTER. My lon. friend bas not yet
told the House what this current year is
going to cost for the drill of the soldiers.
He took $300,000 ; he is going to use that ;
lhe has now taken $125,000; and he is golng
to use that. And yet he las got to pay out of
next year's appropriation for the transport
of the men for this same annual drill which
is taking place In the current year. There
is nothing in the contention of my hon.
friend that difficulties arise, and the audi-
tor has to audit the accounts. But my
hon. friend knows there are two months
allowed after the lst of July for the audi-
ting and general winding up of the ac.
counts, and that the appropriation for the
preceding year is carried to that extent to
wind up accounts which have been con-
tracted in the year that was past. So, there
is nothing at ail in these little difficulties
that my hon. friend conjures up, to prevent
lis taking a vote for transport and drill for
the current year. But my hon. friend ac-
knowledges now that he is not asking the
House for all the money necessary for this
year's drill, and that he is going to take a
portion of it out of next year's appropria-
tion, which he has no right to do. We
never know where we are with tlis hon.
gentleman's estimates. Here we come for
transport a little later, and we have an
amount of $15,000 for transport. The whole
vote that was brought down last year for
transport and freight was $30,000; so that
the hon. gentleman is askIng 50 per cent
more than he told the House last year
would be sufficient for the workl he had in
band. He bas not only asked 50 per cent
more of a vote, but he has actually taken
it upon himself to spend the $15,000, and is
now coming, ten days before the year is
over, to ask Parliament to give hlm balf as
much again as he asked for last year, and
which he bas spent on bis own! motion en-
tirely, and without a vote of the House. It
gets worse and worse, as you go down.
Here Is "miscellaneous and unforeseen."
He is actually asking for a supplementary
estimate for $10,000 for miscellaneous and
unforeseen. His whole main estimate last
year for that purpose was $15,000. He Is
asking for two-thirds of the original vote
as a supplementary, nearly all of which he
bas spent. He was not kind enough to tell
the House last year that he would want
$25,000. He slipped in $15,900, then goes to
work and spends $10,000 more without any
authority. What can we think of this Min-
ister ? Or, is it part of a deep-laid plot,
whereby the Minister of Finance says to
the country: My estimates are not so very
great ? Is It that the Minister of Finance
whispers in the ear of the Minister of Militia
and Defence and ithe other Ministers : Keep
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down your main estimates ; only get a part, be $60. When the party exceeds 125 men,
and I will allow you to have a supplement- the reduction will be much larger. The
ary next year ? I cannot think the Minis- transport of tbree companies, 126 men and
ter of Finance would do that. I think the 9 officers, for 100 miles, under the old rate,
Minister of Finance must tell his colleagues: would be $280 ; the present rate is $176.67,
I want you to put to the last cent of whai a saving of $104. If they return within
you are going to spend in the Estimates, three months, the cost under the old rate
and we will get the Governor General's would be $560, and underl the present rate
signature to authorize for the work of the $270. I am sure this is one respect in which
coming year, and beyond which we are not the administration of this department will
expected to extend. If the Minister does receive the approval of my hon. friend.
that, then the Minister of Militia and De- Mr. CARGILL. There is a matter to which
fence is adding 50 per cent, adding 75 per I wish ito draw the attention of the Min-
cent, adding 25 per cent to the main vote ister, having been requested to do so by athat lie asked for the year's services, and, constituent of mine. It appears that some-
af ter having spent that money, he comes time ago a gentleman who was about to godown and asks for these things ten days to the Military Shool at bondon made ap-
before the financial year is over. My hon. plication for transport. If the committee
friend is a terrible sinner ln this respect. wll permit me I will read a letter which IHe knows it. he confesses it, and thinks he have received, which perhaps will put It in
bas absolved himself ; and the next year better shape than I can. It is as followsgoes and does the very same thing again.
With reference to the feed of these troops, Recently Mr. A. G. Stewart, of our town,
is everything tendered for ? wished to. attend the military school at London,

a requisition was furnished him, reading via
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE. Canadian Pacifie Railway via Streetaville or Tor-

FENCE. Absolutely everything, and given onto, the regular fare of which is $6 (Government
to the lowest tenderer. Now, with regard pays, I think, two-thirds of regular rates). He
to this matter of transportation, whether should have gone Canadian Pacifie Railway to

Wingham, 30 cents ; Wingham to London, $2.25.
we should have included the vote for the These are regular fares.
transport of troops In the sum for trans- On his return he asked the commandant to
porting the troops in this vote, there may issue him requisition via Grand Trunk to Wing-
be some question. But I am inclined to ham ; but no-that could not be done-he must
agree, and my hon. friend disagrees. He send him via Canadian Pacific Railway, taking
Is disappointed, when I agree with him. It a day to make the trip, and the Government

imps bwhacks up the difference in fares again.Is absolutely impossible for me to please You may think this is a small matter ; but if
my hon. friend. He stands up here, and he this goes on all over-.the country the people are
scolds, and, when he makes a point that I paying sweetly for an "able and economical
thlnk is fair, andr at once admit It, then Liberal Government." You would not pay $4 or
lie is annoyed because I admit It. Now, I $5 extra to send a man to London on your own
say at once that I was not aware that the business. I am a Liberal, but I hate the people
sum necessary for transport was fot In- to be imposed upon. I am beglnning to think

cluded. I thlnk, If I lad been aware of the that Goveruments (Liberals or Conservatives)udon't care a cent for the Interest of the people,
fact, I would have included it. Unfortun- the great object appears to be the manipulation
ately, it is impossible to Increase the vote. of votes.
I belleve, according to the rules of Parlia- I miglit have left that part out, but I want
ment, we can reduce It, but not increase it to deal fairly, and put the Conservatives on
Therefore, I am afraid that, unless a fur- the same plane as the Liberals. I belleve
ther supplementary is brought ln, my hon. that If the Minister and his department wil
friend will have to take this, vote as it la, look into this matter they can arrange to
and next year we will take a vote for trans- hbave the transport charges o! these pupils
port out of the same vote In the main Esti- greatly reduced. On this one particular
mates. Now, with reference to transport, item, there Is a saving, as I make It,-of $2.30
let me say a single word. In the main Esti- in one fare. This gentleman could have
mates the sum for transport estimated: for gone from Teeswater by way of Wingham
the whole year is $40,000 ; for 1896-97 it to London for $2.70. In the face of that ha
was $47,000. But since we came In, we was sent over the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
have reduced the rate, and this is the point way by way of StreetsvIlle and Toronto to
on which, I am sure, we will receive the London at a cost of $6, making a difference
commendation of my hon. friend. We have of $3.30 between the two fares. In these
reduced the cost of transport of troops by Estimates I notice there is a vote of $15,000
one-third. When we came Into office, the for transport. TakIng into consf~eratlon
rates charged were 3 cents a mile for offi- the saving that there would be on the basis
cers, and 2 cents per mile for non-commis- of which I have spoken $10,000 would re
sioned officers and men. The transport of sufficient for this purpose. I hope the hon.
one company, say, 42 men and 3 officers, Minister of Militia and Defence wIll look
for 100 miles, accordlng to the old rate, earefully into the matter and see that the
was $98; accordIng to the present rate, cheapest rate is arranged In sendIng these
established in August, 1897, the cost would1 men to the Milltary Sehool.
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The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DF-
PENCE. I am very much obliged to my
genial friend (Mr. Gargill), for having called
my attention to this matter. I would be
very much obllged to him if he would send
me the letter, as I was not able to catch
al he said, or If he would send me a copy
of 1t.

Mr. CARGILL. I have no objection to
giving the hon. gentleman the name of the
author of this letter. The gentleman who
wrote me this letter is a general agent of
the Grand Trunk Railway. He is not located
at any particular station, but he can sell
tickets from any one station of the Grand
Trunk to any other station of the Grand
Trunk. I understand local ticket agents are
only permitted to sell tickets from their own
station to any other station, and I fancy this
is the way that this matter was drawn to
this gentleman's attention. The party had
made application to him for transport cbar-
ges by way of the Grand Trunk, but he was
instructed to go by way of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway via Toronto to London.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCETh relh spcnnnsihlity for the* nistnIc

think he is trylng to create an impression
in the public mInd which is not creditable
to himself and not fair to the department. LI
am not able to say whether the price is 47
cents or not, but I have promised the hon.
gentleman that I would bring the informa-
tion,· and I will bring it when the main
Estimates are reached. I cannot do any
more than that now. I have already stated
that I am not a professional in the matter.
I was told that the price of wool tad In-
creasel at the time this arrangement was
made. We bought these blankets in March,
speaking from memory, as it was necessary
we should have them ready by the early
part of May in order to have them examined
at headquarters and issued in time for camp.
My recollection Is that at the time the price
of wool was higher than it was at the time
at which the contraet was made in the pre-
vious year. I can only tell my lion. frIend
what my recollection is, as I have not the
figures here to fortify myself. But I think
my hon. friend will perhaps allow ithe vote
to go through on the promise I ihave made
to give hlm information at the earliest
possible time.

.Mr SPROULE. I do not propose te liemust rest primarily with the officer ln MUno
charge of the district, or of the depot who under the imputation that I have made a
is supposed to be on the watch to guard the statement that is not creditable to my repu-
public Interest ln matters of this klnd. I tation or to myself.
shall take care that the matter is iooked This wool, after it is bought from the far-
Into and that the blame is traced home to mer passes through the manufacturer's
the proper parties. We could have only one hands only ; he pays the farmer 13J cents a
object, and that is te have the money voted pound for it, and all he has te do is to wash
for the purposes of the militia spent econo- It and grease It and put it through his ma-
mlcally se that it will go as far as possible. chinery, and then he sells it to the Govern-
We do not get enough as it Is for the pur- ment for 471 cents a pound. No one will
poses of the service, and I am sure there is deny that that is an enormously high figure.
no .desire on the part of anybody at head- Some years ago I had occasion to send
quarters, and I canuot underatand how there circulars te persons who supplied blankets
could be a desire in the interest of any rail- to the Interior and Indian Departments,
way company on the part of any person at and I know that there was a fair margin
district headquarters to Impose on the coun- of profit. It ls the duty of the Minister te
try as it bas been suggested hias been done give us some information, and In the absence
by maIng these transport charges two or o! that, I am justified lu taking the only in-tretma-kIneshanheypougtthae been.rformation avallable te me, namely, the pricetliree times what they ouglit te have been. paid on the eontract last year, and the Min-I arn glad the lien. gentleman has called my pi ntecnrc atyaadteMnattenition to the natter, and I will see that ister tells us that the present supply is underatti carefullyiestite adI an extension of the samae contract and at theit la carefully Investigated. same price. When that contract was made

Mr. SPROULE. Has the hon. Minister last year wool was higher than it is now, and
any more information about this than what even though the Minister pald a fair price
he bas given ? last year that price should undoubtedly be

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-lower to-day. The Minleter asks us te let theThe INISER 0' MLITI ÂNDDE-Item go0 througx, and lie tells us we wîlî getFENCE. I will promise the hon. gentleman te Informa tion afterwards. That is on the(Mr. Sproule), if he will allow thé matter te principle of lcking the stable door after thego through, that I will get him a statement horse is stolen. The only check the Hougeof the information as fully as eau be got. has on it ls te refuse te vote the money. TheI cannot give it to bm to-night. However, whole transaction y.Thrregular, because the
I xmay say this to my hon. friend that when Minister spent t s elr e the
he says the price of wool lais18 cents, and voted it and he Spent t wltbout. caîHing for
goes on to asume that, having paid 47J tenders. This item involves $39,O, and yet
cents to the man who supplies blankets, we the rule Is that any contract which lnvolves
actually gave him the dIfference between the expenditure of $5,000 shah be tbrewnM8 oents and 47îj*cents, makIng ne ailowance open te tender anxd the lowest tenderer getat ail for the cost et manufaeturlug, I the contract. The Minîster gave the contract

Mr. CÂRGI-L.
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to bis political friends, and, apparently, heCaldwell, Lanark, contracter, $2,3W0; 9,5551
made no effort to get tbe price reduced. pounds at 40 cents.
Yesterday I saw long wool sold right from
the farmer's wagon at 13J cents per pound.
and even if the wool was the same price as
last year, the difference between 13î cents a
pound which the farmer is paid and the 471
cents which the Government pays the manu-
facturer, is altogether unreasonable.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Perhaps. I had better quote the
price of wool, If the hon. gentleman insists
on it, and if he confounds white blankets
with gray blankets.

Mr. SPROULE. The difference is that the
gray are cheaper than the white.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Quite so. Nevertheless, the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Sproule) Insists upon saying
that we are paying 47î cents a pound for
these blankets, when he does not know any-
thing about ILt.

Mr. SPROULE. I say that the Minister
has refused to give us the necessary Informa-
tion, and that, consequently, we are obliged
to take the information available to us. He
told us that !these blankets were bought
from the sa;ne contractor and at the same
price as last year, and I have the Auditor

*General's Report before me, which says that
they cost 47J cents a pound last year.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I said we continued the same
contract with the same contractors.

Mr. SPROULE. And at the same price.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I am quite sure that the item
quoted from the Auditor General's Report
does not cover this case. I have here "W.
C. Caldwell, Lanark, $2,80, 9,555k pounds at
40 cents." In spite of that, the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Sproule) says we are payîng 471
cents. I dld no;t suppose It was possible for
an hon. member of this House to deliberately
msread-

Mr. SPROULE. I call the hon. Minister
to order. If he looks at L-77, Auditor Gen-
eral's Report, le wlll see the item 5,4601
pounds at 47J cents per pound, and I read
that exactly as it Is there. I do not want -the
Minister 1to say that I am misleadlng, when I
gave the only information that is avallable to
this House.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I dId not Intend to say that the
hon. gentleman mlsread it intentionally.

Mr. SPROULE. Yon say "deliberately."

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Well, I withdraw that statement.
I have got here the Auditor General's Re-
port for 1897-98, and the Item le "W. 0.

Mr. SPROULE. What page is that ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. L-44.
Mr. EARLE. Look at L-77 and you will

see .the very item as quoted by the hon.
member for Grey (Mr. Sproule).

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. If the hon. member (Mr. Sproule)
took the trouble to look at the headIng he
would find that the blankets referred to
were of special weight, and special quallty
and specially manufactured for the Yukon.

M'. SPROULE. What difference does
that make when they are bought by the
pound?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND De
FENCE. I do not say the hon. gentleman
wished to misrepresent, but when he at-
tempts to criticise andI impute all sorts of
improprieties to the Minister, he did not take
the care he ought to have taken to satisfy
himself as to the facts.

Mr. SPROULE. I satisied myself as to
the facts, and I quoted nothing I did not
find in the Auditor General's Report.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Now, with reference to the wool
trade. I am not very famillar with it, but
a friend has handed me a copy of the Dry
Goods " Review," in which I find the follow-
ing :-

The advances in fine wools will, It la said, affect
a number of unes of woollen goods ln the mar-
ket. The cause generally assigned for the
higher prices of wools is the ravages made by
drought in Australian flocks. There were, for
example, 61,000,000 wool-bearing sheep in New
South Wales in 1891 ; in the same colony, la
1898, there were Just 41.000,000, and It is claimed
that several good seasons are required to restore
the Australlan wool clip to Its former position.
Other parts of the world, namely, South Africa,
South Ameriea and the United States, have been
producing less, and, in consequence, the market
for fine wools bas shown a remarkable buoyancy.

Mr. SPROULE. Does not the Minister
know that there is none of that kind of wool
used in blankets ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I am referrIng to the general con-
dition of the wool trade whIch the hon. gen-
tieman spoke about.

Mr. SPROULE. You cannot pull the wool
over our eyes.

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. This paper goes on to say:

As an illustration of this take the price or
the grade known as "60's tops "-that ls merino
wool that bas been combed before being spun
into yarn-and the quotations of price ln the
Engllah markets show the following advances :-
1899-Price per lb. in pence: Month of January,
21 ; month of February, 201; week ending March
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4, 202 ; week ending March 11, 20, ; week ending besides being very disagreeable, only last
March 18, 21 ; week ending March 25, 21J ; week a short time as compared with a good all-
ending April 1, 22 ; week ending April 8, 22à1; wool blanket.week ending April 15, 24_1; week ending AprrT
22, 26. Mr. SPROULE. The only trouble with

Continental prices have ruled even higher than the logic of the hon. member for North Oz-
this. The manufacturers have, therefore, been ford is that It Is not based on facts. Heforced to threaten advances, which will apply to says the Government asked for tenders fromall markets, including Canada, where British
and foreign woollen materials are largely pur- different firms, whereas the Minister says
chased. A Bradford report, of May 20th, says: he did not do so at all.

"The better inquiry for all classes of finer Mr. SUTHERLAND. I1understood socross-bred wools is fuller sustained, and, as these 1
afford the only good substitute for real merinos, Mr. CLARKE. Were all those articles
the hardening tendency is not likely to be for the camps furnished by public tender?
checked for some little time

"The lower and cheaper cross-bred wools have The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
been distinctly worst to buy in London, and both FENCE. Yes, all of them.
wools and yarns of this class have been slightly
dearer in Bradford, but, as the supply of these 1 Mr. PRIOR. Does the Minister say that
wools is both very large and is also increasing, when the troops go to camp the supplies
one can liardly look for any continued advance of bread and meat and all that sort of
of moment. thing are obtained by tenders asked from

" English reports show that the wholesale and Ctin people by te aubli ?
retail trades there have been loath to accept certain people, or from the public?

.&U % O.%" - - __- - _ - - -C

the tureatened advanceso ofmanufacturers.om-
petent authorities state, however, that some are
doing so, and that all must realize the necessity
of paying more, or going without the goods.''

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Time.

Mr. TYRWHITT. It is quite unneces-
sary for the Minister of Militia to tell us
that he knows nothing about wool when he
reads fromu a paper quotations of the prices
of merino and South Australian wools. Any-
body who knows anything about wool at
all knows that the blanikets supplied to the
Canadian militia are manufactured from
Canadian combing wool, the cheapest lin
the market. While Australian wool and
Spanlsh merino might be worth from 25
to 50 cents when Imported, Canadilan comb-
ing wool Is only worth 13 cents.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I beg to differ from
my hon. friend. The blankets furnished
to the mlUtla for a number of years past
have been half shoddy, and ln the least
dampness they stank very disagreeably. I
have no doubt that the Colonel himself
knows that what I am saying Is a fact.
But we are pleased to belleve that lately
the department have exercised some super-
vision over the blankets, and have, at least,
got all-wool blankets. I am not at th'
present moment prepared to say anythIng
in regard to the contention of the hon. mem-
ber for East Grey (Mr. Sproule), as to whe-
ther the prices were the lowest that might
have been obtained or not. I understand
that tenders had been asked for by the de-
partment and quotations obtained from the
leading men in the business; but we are
now getting all-wool blankets instead of
half or three-quarters shoddy, as was the
case for many years. Those blankets were
very dIsagreeable to the men, and It was
very bad economy on the part of the de-
partment, because every militiaman and
every other person who uses blankets
knows from experience that such blankets,

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. The whole publie, invarlably.

Mr. WALLACE. I find that the quota-
tions for ordinary Canadian combing wool
are 13 and 13i cents.. It costs 10 or 12
cents to manufacture, which would bring
the cost up to 26 cents. Yet we find at
one place in the Auditor General's Report
!that 9,000 pounds were got at 40 cents
from W. C. Caldwell, and at another place
9,000 pounds were charged at 47J cents. 1
would like to know whether these were the
same class of goods, whether tenders were
called for, and whether these were the low-
est tenders. These blankets are supplIed
to the department for a long distance ahead,
so that the Government cannot claim any
urgency in the filling of the contraet ; and
471 cents for an article that would cost
24, 25 or 26 cents seems to be extraordin-
ary. The Minister told us last year that
he dId not ask for tenders for supplies for
the Yukon, but he went to elght or ten
parties ln all for four or five different
classes of goods, so that in each case only
one or two persons were asked for priees.
That is no way to do business. We are
called upon to vote enormous sums for
the militia, and if we knew that the money
was economically expended, I am sure that
no vote would be given by this House more
cheerfully; but we do object, and wIll ob-
Ject, to money being squandered by the De-
partment of Militia ; and when the Minis-
ter is called to account in this House, he
is not ready with any explanation as to
how the money had been expended. He
simply asks us for enormous sums of money
wIthout any check or safeguard. Evident-
ly he is permittIng the oficers of his de-
partment to run the department and ru
him too. He comes here without a particle
of information in regard to these matters.
Somebody throws a newspaper Into his
hands, when he Is called to account by the
hon. member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) for
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the price he pays for wool, and he says Cape
wools and merino wools are rising ln price.
He says he does not know much about
wool. He knows this. however, that Cape
wools are not used for. making blankets
for soldiers or for anybody else, for that
matter, but that Canadian long wools are
used for the manufacture of these blank-
ets. I am sure that the hon. member for
North Oxford (Mr. Suiherland) is quite mis-
Informed when he says tha:t the blankAts
forinerly used were half shoddy, but that
now some attention is being paid to their
manufacture. I have seen the specifica-
tions and forms of tender, and I know many
of the men who in years past have been
tendering for the supply of these blank-
ets, and r know that for the last fifteen or
twenty years pure wool blankets have been
required. We have had an excellent in-
spector of these goods, Mr. Watson, a man
thoroughly competent, and I an sure that
he would lnot permit a single bianket to
pass that was nlot pure wool and that did
iot come up to the specification. So that
the department are not getting better blank-
ets now than they did before, and I am
quite safe in saying that blankets ought
not to be any dearer than they
were when wool was at a higher price.
But when that was quoted here at 474 cents
per pound and quoted In another place at 40
cents per pound, we say that botn those
figures are far too high. Go to any retail dry
goods store ln Ottawa, and I am quite sure
you will get an excellent white wool blanket
-which is much dearer than a military gray
blanket-for less money than either of these
quotations. And these quotations dhorid be
lower even than the wholesale prices. be-
cause they are the manufacturer's prices.
Mr. Caldwell, I understand, is a manufae-
turer of blankets, so that it is manufacturers
prices the Government should have had.
To pay 47_ cents per pound for blankets for
the militia is absurd, and the hon. Minister
will have to explain under what conditions
or circumstances such an enormous price is
paid, before this vote eau receive re sanc.
tion of this House.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does the hon. Minister say that the supplies
for the camps are obtained by ipublic ten-
der ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does ithat rule apply to the camp ln Nova
Scotia ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE. Yes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
According to my recollection a return was
brought down from the department last ses-
sion, showing that supplies were obtained
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by asking a selected number of parties to
tender and not by public advertisement.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I tbink ;the hon. gentleman's re-
collection it at fault. In the autumn of
1896, there were only a few days to get the
supplies, after the camps were determined
upon, and it was thought prudent to place
the matter of getting the supplies In the
hands of three gentleman-Mr. Chlpman, of
Kentville, Mr. Dodd, the provincial member
for the county of King's, and I think the dis-
trict officer commanding the district. Those
three men made the contracts, and that was
ithe only time, either under the late Govern-
ment or since, when that course was pur-
sued.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That was the case ln my mind, and I did
not know whether that system is still fol-
lowed.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. It has never been followed since.
In reply to the hon. member for Grey, I
imay say that the price 47 cents was a spe-
cial price paid for blankets specially manu-
factured for the Yukon.

Mr. WALLACE. What kind of special
manufacture were they ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. They were heavier.

Mr. WALLACE. That would make no
difference as they were sold by the pound.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. They were manufactured very
hurriedly too. The time was short, and we
required them In a few days.

Mr. WALLACE. Supposing so, that would
not make them cost any more.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA ASND DE-
FENCE. It was so reported to me. With
regard to the other price, 40 cents, I am
informed that it Is a reasonable price for
the quality of goods which we have re-
ceived.

Mr. WALLACE. How does the hon. Min-
ister know when he did not call for tenders?

The MINISTER OF MILITIÂ AND DE-
FENCE. We asked prices from various
dealers, and we do not always necessarily
give the contract to the lowest tenderer. We
asked for samples, and upon the report of
the inspector as to which show the most
value, a contraet may be given. I can as-
sure the hon. gentleman that I have had
a great deal of trouble since I have been li
charge of the department In reference to this
matter. At that time we were being fur.
nished with blankets which were, as an ex-
pert said, half shoddy. These were con-
demned and the contracts closed, and the
excuse made by the men who were manu.
facturIng these blankets, was that the price

RBVISMD EDITION.
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was so low-I think something like 37 cent
-that they could not furnish an all-woo
blanket. We think it is better economy t
supply the militia with good all-wool blan
kets. it has been my object to do that, an
I believe we have done that at the lowes
price possible. I am prepared to go beforE
any committee and produce the articles we
have supplied to the militia and let any
committee competent to judge decide whe
ther we have paid extravagant or uijus
prices or not, particularly in comparison
with the stuff supplied to the department
prior to 1896.

Mr. SPROULE. If the committee coutd
not get any more information out of yo
than we do to-night it would not 'be worth
your while going before them.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DL-
FENCE. I am very sorry I cannot supply
both the Information and the capacity for
taking it in.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. Minister of Miultia
was taken in when he gave 37ý cents per
pound for hurry.

Militia clothing .......................... $20,000
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. This clothing is required to fit the
troops out for camp. We found that we
were short of certain garments, and it is
absolutely necessary to have them ready,
and we are giving the work to the contract-
ors, the W. E. Sanford Manufacturing Co.,
who are this year doing a very large part
of our work.

Mr. EARLE. I must call the attention of
the hon. Minister to a return brought down
last year, in which le gives the prices of
varlous classes of goods furnished, and then
at the bottom there is a class of goods, tools,
hardware, axes, hinges, &c., and in paren-
thesis " purchased after competitive tender
prices have been received." The inference is
that in the other cases, no tenders were re-
eeived, and I notice there are two sets of
blankets supplied by J. W. Woods and W.
C. Caldwell.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DI-
FENCE. I thInk no tenders were asked for
lu the case of the Yukon blankets. The
blankets now under consideration are ordi-
nary blankets used in the camp, and not
the special kind used for the Yukon.

Mr. EARLE. Are the ordinary kinds
used in camp paid at the rate of 471 eents
per pound ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. No, only those specially manufac-
tured for use in the Yukon.

Mr. EARLE. Purchased without tender ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Yes.
Mr. BORDEN (King's).

'S Mr. SPELOULE. How then could the hion.
)l gentleman quote figures at 40 cents per
o î;ound, and say I was rnaking a mistake.
LInstead of rny makingr a mistake lie wvas,

cl either inadvertentiy or otherwise, keepingp
,t back Information? from the Flouse. H1e ad-
e mits that the biankets we quoted were for
e the Yukon.

The MINISTJER 0F MILITIA A-ND DE-
- FENCE. I pointed to my hon. friend that
Slie ouglit to have exercised a littie caution

in quotingr that price of 47J cents. If lie

t

bad looked at the headlng of the page, lie
would have observed -that it was hleadcd:
"Supplies to the Yukon," and tht the 40
cents were for an entirely different thin
andcore under another vote altogether.

Mr.e idvANCY. Are the blankets for the
militia ail wool ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. lLANCY. What is tlie difference be-
tweeu those and the blankets purcased for
the Yukon? Both are purchased by weigf4t
and both are ail wool. They are both pur
chased by weight, if I understand aight,
and both are pure wool, I suppose. Why
is one higher-prlced than the othert?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENC. I a not able to give furts.erIn-
formation than I have already given.

Mr. CLANCY. Surely, the ion. gentle-
man nust have this information. 1e pays
40 cents a pound for one kind, and declared
tley were all woo. and 47 cents for other
kind that cannt be better than ail wool,
uinless the lion. gentleman lias some siIk
mixed wth ther.

Mr. MA DONALD (Huron). There are
different qualities.

Mr. CLANCY. I do lo thhnk my bon.
friend (Mr. Macdoûnald, Huron) knows mucli
about this matter. e understands is pro
fession a good deal better. In any case, I
ain not asking hlm questions.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I suppose a
medieal man knows about as muctiabout
wool as a lawyer, anyway.

Mr. CLANCY. Perhaps then onm gentle.
man (Mr. Borden, Klngr) wi o answer.

The CHAI MAN (Mr. Bain). We are dis-
cussng the Item of clothiug now.

Mr. CLANCY. I do ot suppose the on.
Minister will refuse to answer because we
are past the particular Item.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I will endeavour to have the In.
formation for the hon. gentleman at a later
tme.

Mr. McNEILL. Am I to understand my
hon. friend (Mr. Borden, King's) to say that
blankets, supplied under a contract calling
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for all-wool blankets, would not be all-wool ! fectly well that extra labour is put on these
blankets, while those that were bought goods. I am sorry that the hon. member
without contract were all-wool blankets ? for North Lanark (Mr. Rosamond) is not
If so, I cannot understand why that should here. If lie were here, lie would not chal-
be. There surely ought to be some otficer lenge the statement I have made. Fortv
whose -duty, it should be to find out if the cents a pound for all-wcol blankets is a
goods supplied were according to the terms reasonable price, and, when you buy goods
of contract. It seems to me that this whole upon which extra labour must be put, as in
discussion only emphasizes what has been the case of these blankets for the Yukon.
poInted out before-how very inadvisable it 47J cents a pound is a fair price. I quite
is to have goods supplied to the Govern- agree that it is at sound principle that ten-
ment in any other way than by tender and ders sh-uld be asked for for all supplies, 1
contract. I would like my hon. friend to care not which party is in power. But,
explain, if lie would not mInd. why blank- after all, circumstances may arise where it
ets should not be all wool, if supplied under iay þe necessary to depart from that well-
contract which calls for all wool. established rule. In the case of these goods

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- manufactured for the Yukon, I do fnot seehow% hon. gentlemen opposite, who knowFENCE. I cannot say why it is ; I simplyhno
said they were not, as a matter of fact. that the goods had to be of the best ma-

when ten- terial and the best manufacture, speciallyOne of the reasons may lie, that, havwad el uttotten-ansa ta
ders are asked for, people are induced to heavy and well put together, can say that
tender who are not financially strong,· who 4 cents a pound is too high a price.
are anxious to get hold of a Government Mr. EARLE. There was not a woollencontract, and who perhaps hope to bring mill in eastern Canada, or ln Canada any-political influence to bear. Perhaps they where, that was not manufacturing blank-put in a tender at a lower figure than they ets specially inteded for the Yukon trade
can eventually manufacture good goods for, last year. So, there could have been noand trust to their political pull later on to difficulty in getting a supply from any of
have these goods paid for, though they are them except that, possibly,; they could not
one-third or one-half shoddy. I am afraid fil orders as fast as they came in The
that thing has happened ln the past, and I merchants in the dry goods line in westernhave endeavoured to guard against It. But Canada and on the Pacific coast were allmy hon. friend (Mr. McNcili) misuuderstoodime, hon fienathd Mro McNI midertood carrying a stock of blankets particularlyme, if he gathered from what I said that I 'suited for the Yukon trade.have given up asking for tenders. In this
particular case, and ln the case of blankets Mr. McMULLEN. My hon. friend (Mr.
for the Yukon, tenders were not asked for; Earle) is mistaken. I claim to be a stock-
but we ask for tenders for all the clothing holder in a woollen mill, one that manufac-
and all the other necessaries lor the force. tures very largely for the Canadian trade,
Occasionally, wheu we have a favourable and we did not manufacture anything for
contract and want an additional quantity the Yukon. The goods for use in the Yu-of goods, we simply enlarge the contract. kon had to be manufactured lu a peculiar
In that case I act on the recommenda- way to meet the extreme conditions that
tion of experts in the department that the prevail in that country, and for that reason
price which is reconimended to me is fair you had to use particularly good stock andand the goods up to the mark. That is i put extra labour on the goods.
what I intended to convey, and, if I con-
veyed a different impression to the commît-. Mr. EARLE. In reply to the hon. gen-
tee or to my lion. friend, It was done unin- i tlemau, I would simply say that lie must
tentionally. bei niistaken. The only difference between

Mr. FOSTER. I think the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy) Is altogether too
exigent in asking Information from the
Minister. The hon. gentlemani made it as
plain as it could be made. One set of
blankets cost 40 cents a pound, and the
other set of blankets cost 47J cents a pound.
The first set of blankets were the best that
could be bought, all-wool ; the second set
of blankets were the best that could be
bought, all-woolh; 40 cents a pound for one,
and 474 cents a pound for the other. Why?
Because the second batch was heavier than
the first !

Mr. MeMULLEN. Those who are In
formed with regard to the manufacture of
woollen goods for the Yukon, know per-

171J

the tiko'1* blanket and others is, that they
are heavier and more closely made. But
there istnothing special about them at all,
and ail the large mihis ln the province were
makiug rbiankets that were able to make
them at all.

Mr,. CLANCY. We hear the hon. member
for North WellIngton (Mr. McMulien) get-
ting up and defending his friends and as-
suming to know a great deal. I would like
to know where the hon. gentleman got his
information when he says there was extra
labour put u!pon these blankets. He stated amoment ago they were not made In his own
establishment. Now, I would like to know
upon what authority the hon. gentleman is
speaking when he Is defending bis frlends ?If he Is a woollen manufacturer and can say
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from bis personal kn wledge that they were that if he got better materlal when he did
of a different kind in consequence of more not ask for tenders, It was the fault of the
labour having been put upon them, that department, and my hon. friend is respons-
miught be good evidence. ible for the department. They should not

accept goods if they were not up to the
M.MME In rel t sample. But I think my hon. friend will see

friend. I will say tdsample from what has taken place now, how Injudi-
shown me. I have looked at them, and they clous It is from every point of view, to get
were recommended by Mr. Ogilvie as the supplies without tender, If there Is Ume toproper style and character of goods to be get them by tender.
manufactured for the Yukon district. I have"®
seen them in Toronto. I wanted to see whe-- Mr. MOORE. I do not pretend to know
ther we could produce those or not, and I anything about the exigencles of the case
came to the conclusion that it must require described by the Minister of Militia and De-
some peculiar kind of machinery, and that fence, but I do know a little about blankets,
we had not the machinery necessary to pro- for I have sold them for 'the last 20 years.
duce the very thick blankets wanted for that I know that 47 cents is too high a price to
district. pay per pound for the best blankets made

in Canada. I have no doubt you can go to
Mr. McNEILL. The bon. Minister of lwholesale bouses in the city of Montreal,

itia and Defence said a short time ago that such bouses as Gault Bros. & Co., and buy
when he called for tenders, experience prov- the best quality of white blankets for 40
ed that hie did not get the best results. If cents a pound, or less, and you can get Eng-that was the experience with tenders gen- lish blankets of the same quality for that
erally, I cannot quite understand why It Is1 price. You can get a pair even of the best
that he pursues the system of tendering. blankets made in this country for 40 cents
But the hon. gentleman says that a man a pound, and in such large quantities fortendering has a political pull and can get bis less
goods through ; so, I suppose that a man
who supplies goods without tendering does Mr. HENDERSON. Now, we seem to be
not have any political pull at all. That Is a gett g nearer to the point, and a gentlemanwho knows somethIng about blankets bas

been able to tell us just exactly what the
The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE- price is. The price of 40 cents seems to be

PENCE. I think nmy hon. friend did not the outside price for white blankets. We ail
catch my observation. I said that when we know that gray blankets are not worth as
ask for tenders now we ask the tenderer to ,much as white. It is a well known fact that
supply a sample of what he proposes to give 1 inferior wool is put into the gray blankets.
us. The old rule has been to have a certain The finer wool, the select part of the fleece,
sample in the department. which was shown is used to make white blankets, the higherto the would-be tenderer, and called the stan- j grade of blankets ; but the inferlor parts of
dard. Then, there was often a serious ques- ' the fleece, that are not worth nearly so
tion as to whether the sample supplied was i much, are used to make gray blankets. Con-
exactly like the standard. But now we ask 'sequently, if 40 cents a pound 1s a fair pricethe would-be contractor -to send in with bis ifor white blankets, and from my knowledge
tender the sample of what he proposes to and experience I believe it Is, then gray
supply. We find the present plan very much blankets should not cost anythIng like asbetter, because we have men in the depart- high as 40 cents. I would ask the Ministerment who are experts, and can judge as to who Is the examiner of these goods at thethe relative value. I said that we did not 1present time. Is it the same -man who actedbind ourselves to accept the lowest tender, i as examiner under the prevlous Government?
but to accept the tender which gives the
department the best value for the money. The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
That is the system which I endeavoured to i FENCE. The present man Is Mr. Robert-
explain a short time ago, and which my I son.
hon. friend, perhaps, did not catch. j Mr. HENDERSON. Is that Mr. Robert-

Mr. McNEILL. The question my hon.
friend and I were discussing across the floor
of the House a short time ago was whether
the system of tendering was the better plan.
He was contending that he got better goods
without tender. If the political pull gets goods
through the department in the case of the
old plan, the political !pull would get goods
tbrough the department under the new
plan just as well. The question I was dis-
cussing with my hon. friend was as to whe-
ther there should be tenders at all, and he
defended his not askIng for tenders on the
ground that he got better materlal. I say

Mr. CLANCY.

son of Hamilton ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Yes.
Mr. HENDERSON.

dry goods man ?
Is he a practical

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. HENDERSON. I think It was rather
a serlous charge that was made against Mr.
Watson, who acted as examiner for a great
length of time under the previous Admin-
istration, to say that he deliberately allow-
ed goods to be put on the Government
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which were not at all up to the standard.
I confess to knowing something of the na-
ture of the tenders that were called for
under the previous ·Government. My re-
collection is that they had not only to be
all-wool, but that they had to be all Cana-
dian wool. Certainly, Mr. Watson would
have been very much to blame if ne had
permItted anything but an all-wool blanket
to be supplied under these contracts. Fron
my knowledge of the man I cannot suppose
that he did anything of the kind. and I'
rather fear that perhaps the hon. Minister
and the hon. member for North Oxford
(Mr. Sutherland) werte pulling somewhat on
their imaginations when they said that Mr.
Watson permtitted the Government to be
defrauded ln this manner hy having goods
foisted upon them which were half shaddy.
I do not think the hon. Mlinister or the
hon. member for North Oxford could have
been sincere when tiey ventured the state-
ment that -the goods that were delivered
under the contracts of the old Government
were largely shoddy and very much inferior
to those supplied at the present tiue. It
seems to me that that statement has been
made without proper consideration, and i
hardly think it is fair to -the gentleman who
examined these goods on former occasions.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I certainly did not intend to cast
any reflection upon the gentleman to whom
the hon. member for Halton (Mr. Hender-
son) refers. If he <had not referred to the
matter specially I would not have said any-
thing about it. But the fact is that the
blankets were being supplied and I think
1 have abundent evidence of 'the fact in
the departnent, which were part shoddy.
I do not believe that Mr. Watson was
aware of the fact ; I am quite sure he waS,
not. I do not impute to him any compli-
city whatever ln the matter, but the fact
existed, and I felt it to be my duty to
employ other Inspectors and other inspec-
tors have been employed since, although
Mr. Watson lias been empfloyed in the de-
partment ln other matters, in examining
other purchases outside of blankets.

Mr. MOORE. I would like te ask the
hon. menber for North Oxford (Mr. Suther-
land). who states ti.nit blankets foriuerly
supplied were two-thirds shoddy, if they
were white blankets ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. They were gray blankets, so far
as I know.

Mr. MOORE. The prices we were quot-
Ing on white blankets .were more expensive
than those on gray blankets. You cannot
get any shoddy into a white blanket at all.

Mr. WALLACE. The hn. Minister of
Militia and Defence lias told the House
that Mr. Watson did not know. the differ-
enee between a good blanket and a bad

blanket. I do not think there was ever a
more unwarranted statement made by a
member of this House. Many of us know
Mr. Watson as a scientifle expert in that
business, a man whose whole time was de-
voted to seeing that the article was exact-
ly simiar to that which the contract called
for. I know, of my own knowledge, of
hundreds of blankets being rejected be.
cause they, for some reason, were not quite
up ·to the standard. Mr. Watson never
permitted a blanket to go througlh that was
not up to standard. Mr. Watson never per-
mitted any of those irregularities that are
complained of. The hon. Minister says
that he does not blame Mr. Watson. Mr.
Watson exercised a careful supervision over
these articles, and the hon. Minister can-
not produce a tittle of evidence to justify
the statement lie las made. He has stated
another fact to this committee, and it is
the only fact of any importance, tbecause
every other statement he las made on the
question of furnishing supplies, lias be.
muddled this committee rather than afford-
ed any information. He las made the
statement that he las discontinued the
practice of asking for tenders in the regu-
lar way and adopted a new systeu under
which every man has to send in a sample
of his own goods at his own prices. Hund-
reds of samples may be sent in and they
nay amount to more than the goods that

are to be supplied. The thing is so absurd
and so unbusinesslike that it does away
with the whole system of tendering. The
hon. Minister will be able to say: Mr.
Smith's goods suit me very much ; of course
they are quoted at the highest price, but
that does not matter. They are just the
class of goods we want, and Mr. Smitli gets
the contract.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Caldwell.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Caldwell, I beg his
pardon. We will call him Smith this time.
If you adopt that principle, and the lion.
Minister says he lias adopted it, it abso-
lutely does away with the safeguard of
tendering. The Minister, in the first place,
should know what he wants ; lie should
know the size of the blanket required for
the militia, the weight, the colour and the
quality. The old plan was that there was
a sample and a pattern sealed up, and every
tenderer lad to supply a blanket up to
that standard of coloir, qualIty &c., and had
to conply with the specifications in every
way. Under the new regulation all this is
doue away witli. and the Minister lias un-
limnited power to give contracts to lis
friends without regard to prices or any-
thing else except the inauguration of a
system of jobbery in the Militia Depart-
ment.

Mr. TYRWFIITT. I did hope that when
the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
MeMullen) assumed the duties of Minister
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of Militia we should receive some enlight- Mr. FOSTER. So far as I am concerned,
enment on this wool question, and, in I ill not consent to that passing unless
speaking of his assuming the duties, I must there is a most thorough explanation of it.
admit that it is a position for whichli e is Patience ceases to be a virtue after a certain
eminently fitted by his experience in On- time. The money is all expended now. It
tarlo and by reason of his constantly com- is a perfect contempt this Minister has for
ing in contact with the agricultural com- Parliam4ent. Thei members are to him no-

unity. We know -that a strike lias late- thing more than wooden heads, automatons.
ly taken place amongst the trackmen of the He does not think any more of them than
Grand Trunk lailway. Strikes appear to the Government does of the hon. member
be in the air, and the first thing we know for. Victoria, N.S. (Mr. Bethune), who sup-
there will be a strike in the Cabinet whicli ports thlem and to whom they will not give
will give my lion. friend fron North Wel- ihe patronage of his county. What is Parlia-
lington an opportunity of taking bis place ment to a Liberal Minister of Militia ?
as Minister of Militia, the present Minister
being promoted to a higier position. We The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
bave hard a good deal about the waste o FENCE. The vote we take for the current
time in this House, but we must all rea. year is $15,000, and the explanation of the
lize that we are not only wasting our own additional amount required is as follows
time, but the tinie of the country, or the $3,000 of the $15.000, as in the case of the
country is losing the time which is being other votes I bave mentioned, was used to
wasted here. It appears to me that when pay expenses incurred the previous year.
the hon. member for North Wellington takes Mr. POSTER. What expenses ; give ushis role as Minister of Militia we nay ex- the items ?pect him to bring this discussion on blankets
to a conclusion by admitting that Mr. Cald- The MINISTER OF MILITIA ANI) De-
well, being a good, staunch member of the FENCE. Large sums for printing and£ sta-
party, it was thouglit to be in the interest tionery were due from previous years. and
of the party to give him this contract for in addition to that $3.000 were required for
blankets at a good, fair price. the military surveys in July and August.

Transport.··......-.- ......... $15,00 Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
.What previous years ?

Mr. POSTER. .This is an increase of 50
per cent-more. The MINISTER OF MILITIA ANI DE-

FENCE. 1897-98.The M1NISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Fifty per cent, I think. It w Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
$30.000 last year. That is only one year.

Mr. FOSTER. The main Estimates calls The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
for $30,000. Now my hon. friend is callhing FENCE. This vote is used, first, in paying
for $15,000 more, or 50 per cent over ihe for compensation on account of illness and
original estimate. This $15,000 is all spent. accidents.
The Minister last year havlng a knowledge
of his department asked the House to give Mr. FOSTER. How much ?
him $30,000 for transport. He bas spent The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
that, and spent one-third more without any PENCE. I point out to the hon. gentleman
warrant, and I suppose be is ready to make that owing to the fact we have called out
another confession. a much larger proportion of the militia than

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AD DE- formerly, these charges are mucli higher.
FThey include compensation for the horsesPENC. TU $30000was xpened o t: as well as for bUe men who become 111 in

lst of February, but $15,000 out of that sum as well a fthem whorecoe i -
was ineurred the previous .year. We should camp. A part of bhe item Is for reconnais-
have taken a vote for $45,000, but next year, sance service, a most importantservce
beginning even on the 1st of July, I hope which Is being carried on at the Royal MilI-
the vote in the main estimate will be suffi- tary College and for which $5,000 is being
cient, expended annually. It is a topographical

survey of the frontier of this country, aud
Miscellaneous and unforeseen expendi- maps are being made whicU are most inter-

ture•............................... ,0s0ing and valuable, and it gves a most lm-
Mr. FOSTER. That is also a notable item.prtt ing e

Last year the total expenditure -muder thatRa
head was only $14,800, which was large. Mr. SPROULE. 1s that carrled' on an-
For the current year the main Estimates nually
ask $15,000, and now the Minister asks $ro,-

0maps areibeing5m000 whicaiarePmost.inesr

T- The MINISTER OF MILITIA AWNIs1-uDnDE-

PENCE. Yes• then?
Mr. TYRWHITT.
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The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. It has been carried on in that
way. but I think perhaps it might be sepa-
rated from this vote. However, the vote is
for " miscellaneous " and unforeseen. The
third is for legal expenses, the fourth for
telegrams and telephones, the fifth for adver-
tising, printing and stationery, and the sixth
for sundry expenses. I trust that the vote
of $20.000 in the main Estimates will be
ample for the next year. We are asking for
$10.000 now. which will bring the vote up to
$25.000. but at least $5.000 of that was in-
eurred in the year ending .Tune, 1898.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT 7TUIE'EF§R.
Par from that topographical survey being
unforeseen, the Minister will find that it be-
gait as far back as 1895. when Captain
Lee, of the Kingston Military College, took
charge of the survey in the Eastern Town-
ships.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. It is carried on more extensively
now.

Mr. FOSTER. The Minister bas not given
us one iota of information on this matter.
-He lias sirmply read certain headings under
whici It is to be expended. He says he
wants $10,000, 'ibut he does not give the com-
mittee the amount he wants under eacli
head. Take compensation : last year it
amounted to $437. Thiat is a very small
sum. H1e says that this year more men are
called out, and there will be more legs broken
and more horses balled, and the like of tha.t,
and he will have to pay more. How much
more ? The hon. gentleman must have made
his estimate on some basis; he must know
what lie wants this money for. It has all,
or nearly all, been expended. Wbat has It
been expended for ? Not a word of informa-
tion about that. Now, we come to the recon-
naissance survey. How much does the hon.
gentleman expect to expend for that ? How
muchli as been expended during the year ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. $5,000 during the current year.

Mr. FOSTER. When does that reconnais- 1
sance survey go out ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. In July and August.

Mr. POSTER.
year ?

When did it go out last

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. In the same month.

Mr. FOSTER. How long was it out?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. About two months.

Mr. FOSTER. Well, what amount was
expended ? They went out in July, and they
came In in September, and all the accounts,
witbout any doubt, are paid. We ought to

know how much is paid for that reconnais-
sance survey.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I am sorry to say that I have not
got the figures here ; but if my hon. friend
expects a statement, I will bring the full
statement.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think we can do
that on an item like this. The Minister's duty
is to eut his garment according to his cloth-
to suit bis appropriation to his needs. Every
Minister pledges his failth when he asks a
certain vote from Parliament. We comle to
a %point where the Minister has expended
nearly $25,000, and we ask hlm how mucli
lias been spent on the reconnaissance survey
and he cannot tell. He thinks it is withIn
$5,000. Would it surprise him if lie had
spent only $2,000 ?

The MINISTER OF MILLTIA AND DE-
FENCE. I know that very much more than
that is spent. For maps and photographing
maps something like $1500 or $1.800 was
spent in connection with the defence com-
mittee whleh sat here last year, and in con-
nection with the staff ride which took place
in the west in order to give the officers who
have been attending the staff course at King-
ston an opportunity to study to advantage.
I am sorry to say I cannot give the hon. gen-
tieman the amount.

Mr. FOSTER. I am sorry to say we shall
have to let this item stand, it is so gross. The
Minister slould stop gallvanting around the
country. He lias hiad from the 16th of
March till the 20th of June to get up the
information for these supplementary Esti-
mates, and then lie comes and asks us to let
then slide through on grace and favour.
That is an injustice to the Minister himself.
The first thing the Minister should do when
he comes and asks for money is to have the
information required by the House. The
Minister of Militia, being such an awful sin-
ner in reference to his Estimates, should at
least have the information ; but le does not
seem to know a single dollar which lie hbas
already expended of this $10,000 vote whieh
lie asks Parliament to give him to pay his

illS.
Mr. WALLACE. I think any one spending

a day in the department could give at least
as much information as the Minister has
given us this evening on all the items he asks
us to pass. He has the assurance, without
giving us any explanation, to ask us to pass
these enormous sums of money, amounting
to a total of over a quarter of a million. He
has given no reason that would satisfy a
reasonable man, and that Is all we ask. We
are anxious to make the militia force as effi-
cient as it can be made ; but the Minister
must give us some assurance that these
sums are belng properly expended and some
Information as to what they are belng ex-
pended for ; but lie apparently has no care
and no knowledge of the details or working
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of bis department. He comes here after a fthink no work has been carried on there.
year, when he should be watching the busi- 1 The only point in the maritime provinces
ness of that department day by day, and lie where there has been any expenditure is,
-as to acknowledge and confess on every I think, Annapolis, the old fort of Anna-

item that is brought up that he does not polis.
know the first thing about it. When the
estimates for the supplies were goingMr
through, it was pitiful to listen to his stag- in sending an officer there to make an ex-
gering attempts to give some facts or justi- amination, if nothing is to be done?
fication for 'bis votes ; but it was all simply The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-guess work. And here we have another ex- FENCE. To see the condition of the old
hibition of the same kind. fort, and make a report.

Mr. SPROULE. It has always seemed to Mr. McDOUGALL. To make a report of
me the natural order of things to have the 1the old fort?
Minister submit an estimate to the House,
and have that based on some Intelligent data1 Mr. SPROULE. We have about 4,000
which ihe would give the House when the miles of coast line; can the bon. Minister
House was expected to vote the money. But tell us how much of this las been gone over
that is reversed by this progressive Govern- by that topographical survey ? Is it the
ment. They take the opposite course. They intentiou to make a topographical survey
first spend the money, then they fail to get of the whole coast, or what portion has
the information and they ask the flouse to been gone over ? If it be the settled policy
take the whole thing on trust. The Minister of the Government to make a survey of the
says le will get the information on concur- whole coast, why is this item in miscellane-
rence, and if lie cannot. he does not care. ous amounts ? It ought to be in the regu-
I have thought that for the last year or lar items of expenditure that take place
more most of the time of these Ministers from year to year. It could not have been
was occupied in taking jaunts around the unforeseen, and the money must be provid-
country. They seem to be all the time on ed on the basis of some policy. What is
the tramp, in Pullman cars, or off to the the policy ? How much ground bas been
old country,. or down to Washington. or to gone over by the survey, and how far is it
the maritime provinces, or to the Yukon ; intended to carry that survey ?
leaving their deputies to run the depart-
ments. Then, when they come to the House
and submit their Estimates, they ought to be
able to give some information, but they can-
not. They do not seem to know anything1
about their departments, and ask the House
to vote the money on trust every time. That
is the exhibition we have had to-night over
and over again, and we had a similar exhi-
bition last year. The thing seems to be go-
ing from bad to worse, and in another year
or two we wIll have Ministers on the road
all the time and utterly ignorant of what Is
going on in their departments.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is any money to be
spent in the forts of Louisburg and Sydney
ln making any surveys in connection with
the old and new fortifications ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. No. The survey referred to is a
topographical survey of the face of the
country along the shortest Une between this
country and the United States, takIng in all
roads, and canals, and Important strategic
points on the frontier. It does not refer to
any survey of harbours or points not near
the frontier.

Mr., McDO UGALL. Did any of the hon.
Minister's officers visit these places during
the last season ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I thinki I sent the chief engineer
of the department to visit Loulsburg, but I

Mr. WALLACE.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I may point out to my hon. friend
that this is confidential. We are not sup-
posed to publish to the world what we have
done, or are doing, or propose to do, in these
matters of defence. The survey is a con-
fidential one, which is not shown to every-
body, but I will be glad to show it to the
hon. gentleman.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. t
has evidently been concealed from the Min-
ister, too.

.Mr. FOSTER. That is the only green
spot the Minister has found to-night. Do I
understand hinm to say that a portion of
that unforeseen money went for the defence
commission.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, there
is a special vote for that.

The MINISTER OF' MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. This Is for making photographie
copies of these maps which have been made
by the young men engaged In the survey,
and for use partly by the defence commis-
sion, and partly by the men wbo were en-
gaged recently in the staff rides, which my
hon. friend bas beard of.

Mr. GILLIES. In connection with the
question of my lion. friend from Cape Bre-
ton, I may bring to the attention of the
hon. Minister the fact that some of is pre-
decessors In, office had taken steps to have
some repairs made In order to preserve the
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old forts at Louisburg. I think that I had
some conversation with the hon. Minister
himself on that subject, and he told me
that he did intend having something done
in that connection, but I fear that,. in the
multiplIcity of other matters during the
past year which have engaged his attention
-the Yukon and other distant regions-he
has overlooked that very interesting portion
of the Dominion. I would like to ask hlm,
If he really intends to have something done
for these old forts, because the spot is most
historie, and filled with reminiscences of the
French régime, and, besides, these forts are
standing monuments of the bravery of the
British forces, and should not, therefore, be
allowed to fall into utter ruin. I would,
therefore, ask the hon. Minister, If it is the
policy of his department, to have the neces-
sary appropriations made for the preserva-
tion of these works, and thus do some credit
to the department over which he presides.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I must confess that this is a most
interesting question to me, and, I think.
quite an important one. I think it very
desirable indeed that these old historical
landmarks should be preserved, and, so far
as the sum voted by Parliament would per-
mit, I feel disposed to see that expenditures
are made in this direction as rapidly as pos-
sible.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Apart from the view
of preserving those old fortifications, in
view of the fact that that part of the coun-
try is now, as regards fortification and pro-
tection, in a state very different from what
it was In formerly, the hon. Minister would
not be doing anything out of the way, if lie
went a little further, and did something in
the shape of ordinary protection to those
particular forts, irrespective altogether of
what is necessary to keep them in preserva-
tion.

Mr. BELL (Addington). This item is of
great importance. lu reading down the list,
I find that I can explain to any of my con-
stituents who may ask me for an explana-
tion, the item of clothing. I could also
make a very good excuse for the item of
transport ; but, when we come to miscel-
laneous and unforeseen, and we are told I
that a certain amount was expended on a
topographical survey, whieh is confidential,
it seems to me that, apart from that con-
sideration, the hon. Minister ought to give
us some explanations that would enable us
to justify the expenditure of this amount
of money. There is no department I feel
more anxious to maintain than the Depart-
ment of Militia and Defence ; there Is no
Minister I would like to protect morei than
the Minister of Militia, and I hope he will
be able to give usà some Information which
will enable me to justify him, when I am
asked to explain what this expenditure Is
for.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Shall this resolution be
adopted ?

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, no; this item must
stand until we get the Information.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I hope
the hon. gentleman will not ask to have the
whole item stand on that account. My hon.
colleague has promised to furnish all the
information on the main Estimates, and
there will be ample opportunity toi discuss
all the points. Hon. gentlemen opposite
must see the advisability of having these
items passed within the current year, and
I hope they will not press unduly the point
now taken. when they have the pledge that
on the main Estimates every point may be
raised in connection with these items.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. Minister of Fi-
nance should have used a little persuasion
with his brother Minister before this. He
knows that it Is a sad exhibition for
a Minister to come down with his Items,
after he has had a whole calendar year to
get ready for them, and then confess to the
House that he is not able to give the ex-
planations that are really required. What
has the hon. Minister been doing, nights
and days, and days and nights, Sundays
and week days, up to this moment ? This
sort of thing is becoming chronie, and Is
really evolving itself into a complete con-
tempt of Parliament. In the first place, the
hon. Minister says : I am not going to be
bound by, the votes I have obtained from
Parliament and my department, but will
spend just as much as I like, irrespective
of those votes. whether the matter be ur-
gent or not. Who is going to say that this
reconnaisance is urgent ? What en-
emy has been coming into the coun-
try ? So it is with most of the
other items. The Minister said : My
party Is strong, and will see me through ;
when I want $15,000, I will apply to Parlia-
ment, but, if I like, I will spend $10,000
more, without the authority of Parliament,
and rely on my party seeing me through.
Then I will go on and spend $10.000 more.
I know ny party will carry me through,
and as to those fellows on the other side,
Ea1nd as to Parlianient, in these days of pro-
gress, Parlianent, at any rate, does not
count for much. That is the first thing
the Minister says. and he and other Minis-
ters are getting Into the habit of making
appropriations, over spending, and then,
just at the close of the year, sayiîg: We
want this money to meet our expenditures.
And then, to add insuit to Injury, he wants
us to pass It without giving any informa-
tion. I call the Finance Minister's (Mr.
Fielding's) attention to It. His hon. col-
league does not even know how much the
reconnaissance cost, or how much has been
spent-he does not know anything about
1t. We have a duty to ourselves to per-
form, and the Minister (Mr. Fielding) should
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have been spending some hours of patient dition of things. Another is that the Min-
labour witlh ius brother Minister (Mr. Bor- ister. having spent for this financial year
den, King's) behind him, to get him drilled $10,.000 more than the vote of $15,000. is un-
up for the elenentary work of giving a able to tell the committee anything more,
few explanations of this simple item. We practically, thanl he has spent that sum of
must make a stand somewhere, and I do mouey. He is unable to give even the
not see any better place to make it. heads of the expenditure. The topographi-

cal survey represents a comparatively small
Mr. CLANCY. n the ho n etema portion of this amount. as the Minister

(Mr. Borden, King's) tell the committee if;wl di.No.Ihdsmeeprec
e 1 ~wlll admit. -Now. 1I had sonie experience

these gentlemen are permanently employed as a Minister of the Crown, and I cannot
is making the reconnaissance surveys. I understand a Minister being left in the
see here the naines of Mr. English, Mr. position before this conmittee that the lion.
Anderson and Mr. Bogert. gentea occupies-without tiihe informa-

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- tion usual on an occasion of this kind,
PENCE. Capt. Englisli is one of the pro- wiere explanation of expenditure is to be
fessors of the Royal Military College, and made. It is a matter of a very short time
these others are cadets in the college. One for a,. clerk. The Minister has all the as-
set of men is taken out, perhaps, two years, sistance required, and when a Minister is
and then a new set is taken out. to ask for supplies. the tirst thing lie natu-

rally gets is a statenient of the expendi-
Mr. CLANCY. I am not questioning the ture that has already been made and an

pay they are receiving. They are given a estimate of the heads of expenditure for the
certain nuniber of days, one at $8 a day coming year. And the hon. Minister will
and expeuses-Capt. English-and the see that lie puts himself in a position where
others $3.50 a day and expenses. Are these reasonable men may suspect him in this
cadets ? connection, when so simple information, In-

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- formation which lie would reasonably ex-
FENCE. Yes. 1 peet the House to want when lie is ask-

ing sanction for this expenditure, is with-
Mr. CLANCY. What work do the cadets held or not given. Now, lie knew to-day

do ? that lhe would have to ask the Hlouse for
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- this extraordinary vote. to ask fnot only

FENCE. They make a complete survey of this side .of the House, but hon. gentlemen
the country as to the roads, the location of belhind him, to practically indemnify him

for an absolutely illegal act. Perhaps, that
every hill, and so on-it is a most complete is too strong a word, but, at any rate, the
topographic an d soonlit re ui scmpietn- House will understand what I nean.

Z&Lvy a u IL q lLu5 s luatific knowledge; and it is at the same time,1
very valuable to the country. It is also of,
great utility to the young fmen themselves.
I do not think that the prices pald are out1
of the way for the work that is done.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) Do1
I understand that these men are cadets
getting their education at the college ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes, this employment is during
vacation.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) And
when they get through a certain course of
trainIng others are taken in their places ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's, P.E.I.) So
they are getting their training in the col-
lege and the Government is paying them'
for the work they do besides. That looks
awkward to me.1

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. As
I understand, there are two points involved
here. One Is the Improper practice of asking
a small vote and expending a much largeri
sum, and some discussioi-ý has taken place
upon that. It seens an extraordinary con-

Mr. FOSTER.

The PRIME MINISTELR. lear. hear.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes.

The hon. Minister has exceeded the author-
ity given by the Supply Bill of last year
and by this committee. This that is now
before us amounts to nothing more nor less
than an indemnity at the hands of the
Flouse for spending more than he was au-
thorized to spend. He is not asking the
Flouse for authority to spend money. the
money is gone. What lie asks is that, under
the circumstances, we approve of his hav-
Ing antilcipated what he believed to be the
vlew of the House. Now, unless we are
going throughî a mere farce, unless this is
a sort of slot machine affair, we are en-
titled-no, it Is not a matter of being en-
titled, but we are bound-to ask for the
Items of expenditure, barring, of course,
anything that the Minister says is of a
confidential character in connection witlh de-
fence, details of plans. &c. ; but nobody
asks that these be exhibited. It seenis to
me we have a very important duty before
this item passes. and It Is to get some
ground for arriving at the conclusion that,
under the circumstances, the expenditure
ought to have been incurred or, having been
incurred. can fairly be approved by the
committee.
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31r. FOSTER. I do not want to stay here
and do no work. I think the Minister of
Finance had better drop this item. This
item would not bave taken 15 minutes if the
Information had been at hand. I made my
protest on the over expenditure. as I 'iid
in all the other cases. There was some in-
formation in the other cases, there is noue
in this.

Mr. SPROULE. Before six o'clock there
was certain information asked for which
was not forthcoming, -and on every item
we have dealt with since then, we have
been treated in the same manner. The hon.
gentleman does not appear to know any more
about his department than a man living in
Africa. Now, there was about $47,000,000
voted last year to carry on the affairs of the
Governmuent, and if every Minister bad over
expended in the same proportion as the
hon. gentleman, we would have expended up
to the present time pretty close on $60,000,-
000, and it would have been done with tue
saine propriety as the Minister lias made this
expenditure. that is to say. without any
authority. The information the bon. gentle-
man lias given the committee does nlot jus-
tify us in passing this item. It Is fnot
enough for him to say that he will bring
down this information on concurrence. be-
cause practically the money is spent already.
If the Minister is either too lazy, or too in-
different, or does not know enough to get
up the information in his department, then
I submit he should resign and allow s.one
other person to be put there who would
furnish the committee that information be-
fore they are asked to vote the money.

Mr. CLANCY. For the same service in
the year 1896, $13,133 were spent ; in 1897.
$13.048; in 1898, as appears by the Auditor
General's Report, $14.803. Now the hon.
gentleman comes to that same year, '89S,
having exceeded the former year by at least
$1,000, and asks for $10,000 more with prac-
tically no explanation. I am *afraid the
committee would have to close their eyes
and turn their backs upon their duties if
they assented to that item going throughî
without the hon. gentleman giving the full-
est explanation.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. -Some hon. gentlemen opposite
seem to talk as if supplementary Estimates
were an entirely unknown quantity. I bave
been in the House for a number of years.
and I never knew a session of Parlianenit
In whieh there were not supplementary Esti-
mates for the current year. The ex-Min-
ister of Finance charged that I was almost
committing a crime ýbecause I failed to esti-
mate last year the full amount of money
that I required for all the services. I ven-
ture to say that It bas never happened In
any year that any Minister bas been able
to get through the year without coming to
Parliament and asking a further sum as
supplementary Estimates. That never hap-

pened in the hon. gentleman's trne, nor un-
der the Mackenzie Administration. In a
country like this, which Is growing, aud in
a department like this, with constant new
orders necessary to be promulgaled, and
constant changes in the administration of
the military branch. it is absolutely impos-
sible to estimate very closely. I have made
inquiry just now as to this item, and I am
told that a large part of it is for printing
and stationery, $10,000 or $12.000 of the
whole vote. I arn further inforned that
until the accounts are in for the end of
June. it is impossible to say exactly or even
approximately what amount will be re-
quireci. The noney that is voted will not
be speut if it is not required, and I am in-
formed that this vote is required. I have
told the committee that a portion of the
vote for tne year, $15,000, was used. as I
have admitted bas been customary ln my
departnent. in paying expenditures incur-
red in the previous financial year. That has
happened in this vote to the extent, I am
advised. of $5.000. As I said before, I an
askin for a vote in the main Estimates of
$20,000, which I am informed will be re-
quired for the next year. I want to close Up
completely the accounts of this year so that
no portion of the next vote, as has happened
in the past, shall be required to liquidate
any of the liabilities of this year.
So that. taking $5.000 difference out of the
vote which was passed in the previous year,
and adding that, there will be left $5.000 to
be used In the present year. making the ex-
penditure of the present year $20.000. which
is the amount I estimate will be sufficient for
next year. I do not want to ask any favours
of the hon. gentleman at all. I dare say that
their eritieisn is intended to be fair. al-
though I think that their characterization of
me and of the administration of my depart-
ment is. perhaps, a little extreme. I think
that they couple their criticisms sometimes
with terms. as to gadding about the country
and so on, that they miglit very well spare.
But I say to the hon. gentleman that this
money, if voted, will be spent in a way that
will promote the welfare of the militia. It
will be submitted, as the bon. gentleman
knows it must be submitted, to the eye of
Parliament and to the country. This vote,
I helieve. Is required. I have given the best
information as to the direction in which the
expenditure is to take place, and I should be
very gla-l if the hon. gentleman would allow
this vote to pass. I promise hlm on the main
Estimates. where there is a similar Item,
that I will give him the fullest details in re-
ference to this which can be got in the de-
partment. I will take pains to have a state-
nient made out to-morrow.

Mr. CLANCY. As the lion. gentleman is
golng to have a statemuent out to-morrow, I
would like to ask him to have a statement
made out In regard to the printing. He has
just stated that the necessary prlnting wilI
amount to about $10.000.
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Or
$12,000.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. That is for the whole year.

Mr. CLANCY. Ten or twelve thousand
dollars for the whole year. During the last
three years the printing cost $5,000 for one
year and $6,000 for the two subsequent years.
I hope the hon. gentleman will be in a posi-
tion to explain why it has jumped up to
$10,000 or $12,000.

• The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I will be able to explain It.

Mr. POSTER. That is what we ought to
know now. Does the lon. gentleman think
that it is sufficient to come down to the com-
iittee in order to get it to pass an estimate,

to say two things. first, that this expenditure1
is necessary, and, second, that it will be sub-
mitted to the eye of Parliament after It Is ex-
pended. If these two statements are suffi-
cient to caiTy a vote through, what a fine
time a Minister would have and what an
utter. screaming farce it would be to call two
or three hundred men together to vote sup-
plies! When the hon. gentleman states that
about three or four hundred dollars was all
that was necessary for printing and cannot
explain why the estimate for printing is 50
per cent more than last year's vote, and 60
per cent more than the preceding year, I
think we should know what has happened to
make this difference.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
F'ENCE. A new edition of the rules and
orders, which is a large volume, las been
Issued. The present General Officer Com-
manding desires to communicate with the
officers of the militia by means of the print-
Ing press and twice a week he issues orders.
They are really daily orders. but they are
only issued twice a week. This costs money.
I looked into It very carefully before I autho-
rized the expenditure, and I thought it was
well wortb while to try the experiment, and
so agreed to it. This is one of the causes of
the increase. The rules and orders is an-
other, and In the changes which are going
on now, and the establishment of new
branches of the service, a very great deal of
printing hias been necessary. I believe it will
be found that it is a good use to be made
of public money to print fully the instrue-
tions and directions so that they may be
placed In the bands of every officer in the
country. This is what is being done and
that will account for a large part of the ex-
penditure asked for in this vote.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Borden, King's) is simply wasting the time
of the committee. It is Impossible for you to
get the supplementary Estimates through
to-night. It is impossible to get your supply
Bill ; you cannot get it. What is the reason
that the hon. Minister wants to stick at this
item and obstruct the whole business of the

Mr. CLANCY.

committee ? He says that he will bring a
statement down to-morrow. Let that item
stand and we can go on with the others, but
for heaven's sake do not let us stultify our-
selves by passing items without information.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field.
ing). Let us reserve that item and take the
next, relating to the Royal Military College.

Royal Military College, including an in-
crease of pay to Prof. Worrell, $200,
and to Prof. Chartrand, $200......$10,400

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. This item is due to the fact that
the attendance at the college has been con-
siderably larger than was anticipated. It is
really a matter of book-keeping, because the
money which the candidates pay In comes
back into the treasury or to the Receiver
General. Really, this does not involve any
expenditure of money, !because It balances on
the other side of the account.

Mr. SPROULE. How much was received
from the fees of students attending the
Royal Military College last year ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. About $17,O00.

Mr. POSTER. $17,000 extra.
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. No.
Mr. SPROULE. How many students at-

tended the college last year ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Seventy-five.
Mr. SPROULE. Does each pay a fixed

sum or is it on a scale proportioned to the
number of subjects that each takes up ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. No, they pay a fixed sum.

Mr. SPROULE. How much is that sum?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

PENCE. Three hundred dollars for the first
year, and $350 afterwards.

Mr. BELL (Addington). I see that addl-
tions are to be given to Prof. 'Worrell and
Prof. Chartrand. What were their salaries
previously ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. One thousand dollars.

Mr. SPROULE. How many years is the
term composed of ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Three.

Mr. SPROULE. The first year $300, the
second $350, how much for the third year ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. $350.

Mr. SPROULE. That is, $300 for the first
year. $350 for the second and $350 for the
third. There are 75 students. How mnany
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first, second and third year men ? Perhaps
If the hon. gentleman has not the informa-
tion now we will get it when the main Esti-
mates come up.
To purchase of Hamilton rifle range......$3,000

Mr. FOSTER. Is this the total value of
the range ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. No, there was $5,000 voted last
year, and It was found that $3,000 more
would be requIred. I can give the hon. gen-
tleman the exact information. That Is to
purchase the site.

Mr. FOSTER. $8,000 for the site ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. No, $3,000 for the site. It wIll
cost $5,000 to construct the range. There
has really been nothing done, because we
have only now expropriated the land.

Mr. FOSTER.
vote then.

You will not need this

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND i)E-
PENCE. The $5,000 was voted specially for
construction.

Mr. FOSTER. I can hardly conceive that
before you got your land, you would so
word a vote that it would be all for con-
struction, and not to pay for the purchase of
the land out of It.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. If the hon. gentleman desires it
there Is no particular urgency about this.

Mr. FOSTER. It Is just putting so many
words in your Supply Bill, because you can-
not use the money.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We wIU
reserve the Item.
To complete payment for London property.. $1,090

Mr. FOSTER. Does this finish that ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Yes.
The PRIME MINISTER. That Is one of

your legacies.
Mr. FOSTER. Somewhat.

Defence Scheme Committee............... $6,100
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. A Governor General's Warrant
was obtained to meet this expenditure. The
defence commIttee was composed of Major
General Leach, Capt. White, of Royal Navy,
Col. Dawson, of the Imperial Army, and
Major Lake, former Quartermaster General
here; all Imperlal officers. This amount Is
required for their subsistence, transport, and
expenses. There is embraced in this esti-
mate the sum of $685, being for 137 days' pay
at $5 per diem, to Mr. Charles Panet for
services as secretary of the commission;
and $123 for 123 days' pay at $1 per dlem to
Mr. Claire Hugg for services as messenger.

Mr. FOSTER. These allowances were
dxed by the Britisl Government?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. Why was this not fore-
seen and voted last year ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. It was the subject of correspon-
dence between the Imperial Government and
this Government after the close of Parlia-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. Carried.
Arms, Ammunition and Defences-

For accoutrements.................. $100,250
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. This is really a revote. There was
an item of $150,000 voted last year which we
expected to be able to use, but the Auditor
General declined to allow it to be used be-
cause the expenditure was not incurred prior
to the 30th June last. I am asking for
$100.000 now, and lu the supplementary
Estimates of next year the $50,000 wIll lBe
included, so that we are asking the revote
of the $150,000.

Mr. PRIOR. Is this vote for the Oliver
Equipment ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. PRIOR. Would the Minister tell us
whether this equipment is finding favour in
the permanent corps and the other corps, to
whicli it has 'been Issued ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. We took a great deal of pains
with reference to this :matter. A dozen sets
of the Oliver Equipment and two or three
other equipments were made and sent out
to the different depots and thoroughly test.
ed, and the reports we received were that
the Oliver Equlpment was unquestionably
the best. On the strength of these requests
ir was recommended by the staff here and
adopted, and I have heard no complaints up
to the present moment.

Mr. PRIOR. It seems to me that although
the straps may be very good they have the
old fashioned pouches, and any militia man
who has been in the field knows that with
the small ammunition in use at present for
the new rifle, where men are going at the
double or lying down, it is Impossible to keep
these cartridges In the pouches. I have
heard complaints as to this from a great
nany, and I was anxious to know whether
any such complaints had reached the depart-
ment. Does the hon. Minister know If the
Oliver Equlpment has been sent to the rifle
corps in the interlor of British columbla ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
PENCE. I belleve It has not yet been sent.

Mr. PRIOR. I hope the Minister wlll see
that it is sent right away, because they are
very anxious to get to work.

0
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The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The arms have been sent, I think.

Mr. SPROULE. Is there any portion of
this vote used for purchasing arms ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
iEN CE. No.

Mr. SPROULE. Perhaps this might be a
convenient time to get some information
from the Minister, as to why he gave his
sanction to the sale of a large number of
the old rifles at 25 cents each.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Sanction was given upon the re-
coiniendation of Col. Lake, Quartermaster
General ; and for the purpose of relieving
the departinent from the care of this large
quantity of rifles, whlch were obsolete and
useless and expensive to keep. As soon as
it was determined to sell these rifles, tenders
were invited in all the leading newspapers
In the Dominion. I had occasion, in reply to
a question to read to the House, the adver-
tisement which was issued, and which, I
think, was current in all the leading news-
papers for two months. Tenders were re-
ceived from a dozen different firms, and lhe
highest tender was accepted. I may say
that all the rifles, so far as I know, were
purchased in Canada, and are in Canada
now.

Mr. SPROULE. Then, there must be
something wrong about the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report, because the last information
was. that they were sold to a flrm in New
York.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FNECE. That was a small lot which were
sold prior to the sale of this large lot. The
same firm tendered for the large quantity,
but at a price very much lower than we re-
ceived.

Mr. SPROULE. I did not understand that
tiere were any tenders asked at all.

The MINISTER OLN M[LITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes ; I read to the House the
advertisement and a statement of all the
newspapers in which it appeared, and I
think it ran for two months.

Mr. SPROULE. I remember some years
ago applying to the department for rifles
for cadets, and the department would not
grant tbem unless the parties would enter
into a bond to be responsible for the re-
turn of these rifles, and the price put upon
them was $15 apiece. You could not get
one of them for less than that amount. So
that to sell them for 25 cents apiece seemas
extraordinary. If it had been known in the
country that they could be purchased for
that sum. I thInk a great many would have
been purchased in the country.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE. That is undoubtedly true. I do
not know what the bond to which the hon.
gentleman refers to was ; but at that time

Mr. PRIOR.

that was the standard rifle of the country.
It bas since become obsolete. a new rifle
having taken its place, and It could not be
used, because it would involve the danger
of mixing two kinds of ammunition. It is
useless, and worse than useless, because it
would entail expense on the department to
take care of it, and we require the room lit
our stores and armouries in order to take in
the new rifle. I may say that we have still
a large number of the old rifles. The hon.
gentleman has referred to the granting of
rifles to sehools and cadets. We are doing
that every day, and I think we have an
ample number for all purposes of that kind.
Certainly. 30.000 rifles still remain unsold.
IWe are glad to issue theni to all cadets free.

Mr. PRIOR. Would the hon. Miniister
supply public school cadets in British Col-
unbia with these rifles, if application were
made for them 'l

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. PRIOR. I am very glad to hear that.
While this vote is on. I would ask the Min-
ister, if he will look into the matter of these
pouches. I would not like to set up my
opinion against that of the General, but 1
am strongly of opinion that cross-belts, such
as Australians and ordinary sportsmen use,
are far the best for soldiers to carry their
eartridges in. These belts have a little pocket
for each cartridge. I would like the Minis-
ter to inquire about them.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I am very much obliged to my
hon. friend for calling my attention to that;
and if he, as an experienced officer, would
be kind enough to write me a letter, point-
ing out the particular thing that he sug-
gests, I would be very glad to take It up.
Amount required to pay cost of main-

tenance of prisoners in Yukon terri-
tory ................................... s$10,000
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The aver-

age number of people in the cells of the
guard-rooms last year was about 60, and
the cost of maintenance was about a dollar
a day.

Mr. PRIOR. I have seen an item lii the
papers about sending some of the long4erm
prisoners to the coast, and keeplng them In
New Westminster.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. They are
not to be sent until after a certain period.

Mr. BENNETT. Although It is not In-
cluded In this Item, I would like to ask the
Solicitor General a question relative to the
superannuation of county court judges of
Ontarlo who have exceeded seventy-five
years of age. A little while ago, the state-
nment was made In the press that such was
to be the policy of the Government. I
think I asked the question in the House
early ln the session, and the answer was,
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that It was pending consideration. I think
It is very harsh to keep these judges, some
half dozen ln number, with a sword hang.
Ing over their heads ; and it is even harder
on the gentlemen of the same political faitb
as hon. gentlemen opposite who are making
pilgrimages here, looking for judgeships. It
should be known what the policy of the
Government on this subject Is.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. My hon.
friend will admit that that pilgrimage has
not begun since 1896, but bas been ln opera-
tion for a number of years. My hon. friend
will remember that last session a Bill pass-
edi this House for the purpose of superan-
nuating judges who had reached seventy-
five years of age. That Bill met with a
very sudden end In the Senate, and, so far
as I know, it is not the intention of the
Government to renew that legislation this
session. After that Bill met its fate, I
think there was some discussion ln regard
to allowing these judges to retire on full
pay; and, not speaking for the Govern-
ment, but speaking merely as a member of
the bar, I think that any judge who bas
reached seventy-five years of age, should be
entitled to retire on full pay.
To provide for living expenses of one judge

in Yukon territory ....................... $1,500
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I

sent to the Solicitor General a memorandum
in order to call bis attention to papers
which I would be glad to bave, In connec-
tion wlth this and the following Item, that
Is to say, a copy of the Order ln Council or
any correspondence fixing the allowance for
living expenses.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The re-
quest is a proper one, and no doubt be-
tween this and to-morrow afternoon I will
be able to furnish the papers my hon. friend
asked for.
To pay Hon. Mr. Justice McGuire travelling

expenses on the occasion of his return to
the Yukon territory to resume his judi-
cial duties in the North-west Territories.. $293
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There is

no statutory provision which would cover
these expenses, and therefore we take a
special vote.

To pay amount for supplies to Judge
Dugas ln the Yukon.................... $957 85
Mr. FOSTER. What are these supplies?
The SOLICETOR GENERAL. I will

bring down the account to-morrow.
To pay for law-books, &c., and freight

thereon, obtained for the use o! the
Bench and Bar of the Yukon Territory.. $2,500
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is the

intention to provide for the Yukon such a
nucleus of a law library as bas been pro-
vided ln the North-west Territories, and 1
think It is very essential and proper that
we should do so in order that the judges

who go into that country, and cannot pos-
sibly bring in a supply of books, should
have access to the books they may require.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Hear, hear.
To pay for stationery, &c., and freight

thereon, obtained for the Yukon Territor-
ial Court.................................. $500
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. This is

for typewriting supplies, stamps and paper,
and cost of freight for the use of the clerk.
Contributions to Canadian Law Library,

London, Eng............................. $250
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. This 1a

a contribution by the Dominion Govern-
ment to the law library which was estab.
lished ln London to be used by the Cana-
dian lawyers.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Exclusively.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It is used

practically by the Canadian lawyers, but
not exclusively, because I remember last
summer seeing English counsel engaged on
Canadian cases consulting our books. I
saw there the reports of the Supreme Court,
all our statutes and some French authori-
ties from the province of Quebec.

Mr. FOSTER.
kept ?

Wiere is this library

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Upstairs
in the HIgh Commlssioner's office. There
is a contribution from the province of On.
tario, and I think in sone of the other pro-
vinces also.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That is a very good idea, I think.
Expenses of Chief Justice Strong in con-

nection with sittings of Judicial Com-
mittee of Privy Council................ $1,000
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Is

the Government in a position to make any
statement with regard to Chief Justice
Strong's position-whether it is proposed ln
the ensuing year that he shall retain his
position as chief of the Supreme Court of
Canada here and perform these duties as
he did last year ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There Is
no change.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It
does seem to me that unless the experience
of the Chief Justice has been to the con-
trary, It Is a very small sum to cover the
purpose intended to be covered by a gen-
tleman holding. his position In London as
a member of the Judicial Committee and
living there. It is putting him in a very
invidlous position, compared with the ordin-
ary law lords with whom he has to asso-
clate. As one member of the House, I am
willing that, not an extravagant, but a fit.
ting allowance, should be given to the man
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who goes abroad to represent Canada in burg. Ont., for the purpose of enfôrcing the
the Judicial Comniittee of the Privy Coun- Act? The Solicitor General wIll probably
cil. eau to mmd that I asked last session If an

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I sha agent had been appointed there, and the
take note of what my hon. friend says, and reply was "yes" I have failed to learu
would like very much, if possible, to make from that day to this who that agent Is.
an increased allowance. Chief Justice The SOLICITOR GENMAL. I cannot
Strong renders very important service to us grve the nane now, but if the hon. gentie-
over there. His knowledge of the law of
the province of Quebec is very great, and have the information at question Urne to-
he is in a position, when cases from that morrow.
province come up, to render very valuable
service to it and the whole Dominion. WhenCe
we give him less than the allowance given say whether an agent bas been appoiuted
to a counsel who goes ov.ýr to plead a case or flot ?
it seems to me we are practisingfalse eco- cnt
nomy. I amn sure that the rigit hon. Prime A know that the department bas agents in
Mi1nister sees the force of wvhat lias been il the judicial districts of Ontario, and rny
saîd on both sides and thle necessity Oaf impression is that they are instructed to see

some arrangemaent to have the to the enforcement of the Allen Labour Act.
arnount increased. 0f course, I amn ot The infractions o f the law are first reported
supposed to know what is going on on the!to the Departoment of Justice wheh tien
other side. deides whether action is to be taken. and

mnwcillsaesend ,me a meorady, umtIill

For professional services, to Mr. C. J~. R. intutosaeetoteerlybtn
Bethune ............................. $75 each particular case. I will be happy to -rivethe hon, gentleman the information to-mor-
Mr. PRIOR. Is tha-t the niember for 'Vie-:rwatron

torlarow
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. 1Mr. CLANCY. A request was made last

seear that an agent should bè appointed at
Wallacebrg, Ont., to enforoe the law, andThe MINISTER F FINANCE. The Sol- after some delay the Soiltor General told

citor General may have occasion to be ab- I tntt an agent had been appointed there.
sent, ad expressed the desre that we So far as I know dt agent bas been appoint-
migont take up his main Estmates, and i oe .
understand tat bon. gentlemen opposite The eOrcet oeEAL If Act
hamou gienctre cosent orse, Iaast year there was an agent appointed at
Sir CHABLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The Waiiaceburg It was because I had the infor-

bon. Soleitor General spoke to me and ation from the officias of the department.
asked me to speak to other dembersof I certainly would not have given my bon.
the bar onthis side. Those toMr C whom.Jfriend that answer it I had not authorlty
spoke were quite willing to expedite the for It. However, I wll verify the stateoient
passage of these Estmmates, under the cir- hnad be able to answer to-morrow.
ustances, reserving one item for the pur-eur ot n,

pose of general disussion. It does fot atr smE delay the Solicitor Gen-
nittr Genel ie he osienhadeeaointe re.havter gientemrconsetotiseral last year wth regard to making pro-

CiruitallwaneBrilshColmba. .. 13,OOvision for the more speedy trial off actions
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. TIs arlslg out of collisions at sea. According to

there any special item Ip these Estimtes the practice that obtains lu the provincenf
or p contemplation toprovide for the st- Nova Scotia,and I belleverin the other pro-
tng of a ful court at Vancouver, where t d vnces as well, the bef justice IsJudge of
now sits, as well as at Victoriat? the Exchequer Court, in ail actions formerly

tried by tbe AdmIraly Court. The SoGei-Circitaeowanc BritCih GL... $ 0 n tor General arlreed wlth me last year that
aware off any provision bavIng been made, Itis was most Incouvenlent for persons re-

but thnk t wuldbe ropr tat uchsiding, at a great distance from tbe capitalof n the province, were the elf Justice re-
Sir CHARLES HIBBER12 TUPPER. sided. If a collision takes place on any part

Ras there been any correspoadence betweensto the prat the attan cin pincs go
the local an the Federal Governmentsiton! aScia, and be evee ihssary affidavits
that scoreV cv made there, and the warrants issued frofthere, and by the time in as that done theThe SOLICITOR GENERAL. I am not vessel aga st wIcb the a m is made maylw a position to say. have goneto sea and is for ever beyond the
Enforcement of the Allen Labour Law...t 4,uc 0urlsdctson ofsthe court. Last year Iosug-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUF'! PPERou.sie.Iacolsntkspaeonnyar
Mas threbn y. horraesp ne ncetee of thcat,thecpaty complaingsing mut go

tha score ? made Jtheeadhewran tn issued fo
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ments. In our province there are seven
county court judges who could be niade
judges ad hoc, giving them power to attach
any vessel, and then all subsequent litigation
could take place before the Exchequer Court
judge. If the Solicitor General made such
a provision It would not entail any further
expense upon the department, nor would it
interfere in the sllghtest degree with the
emoluments of the Exchequer Court judges
In the different provinces, and It would be a
great convenience to the publie.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I quite ap-
preciate what my hon. friend (Mr. Gillies)
says. The hon. member for Yarmouth (Mr.
Flint), as well as himself, have already dis-
cussed the matter wIth me several times. I
can only say, as I said last year, that this Is
a condition of things that ought to be re-
medied. If a collision occurred on any part
of the Nova Scotia coast under circumstances
such as the hon. gentleman mentloned, there
would be a case of hardship which must in
the end defeat justice. I thlnk the difficulty
might be obvlated by having a deputy re-
gistrar at different points on the coast where
a case was likely to occur, who, under the
admiralty practice, has authorlty to Issue in
the fIrst instance a warrant, and when
the warrant is executed fthe whole matter
can be trled inu the regular way before a
judge. There is no possible Inconvenlence
in that. 1t is a grievance that ought to be
remedied. When my hon. friends brouglit
this matter to my attention last year, I dis-
cussed the matter with the MInister of Jus-
tice, and then understood ·that some provision
of this sort would be made. But I thInk the
registrar of the Admiralty Court at Halifax
bas authorlty to appoint deputy registrars.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No,
le has to be constItuted by Order in Council.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Then, the
matter might be disposed of la the manner
suggested by my hon. friend. But, as I said
before, this Is a bardshlp whlch I thlnk can
easlly be remedied, and ought to fbe remedied.
Last year when we discussed It fully I think
the member for Yarmouth made sorme re-
presentations to the department ln wrlting.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. In
the case of Britlsh Columbia, whic leis very
similar, the Solicitor General will reolleet
that two months ago, at the request etfthe
Chief justice, who is the local judge la ad-
miralty, I asked 'hm to discuss with the
Minister of Justlee the proprlety of otaining
an Order In Council to constitute Vancouver
a registry. There we have two judges, we
have Judge Martin at Victoria, who -is the
local judge, and we have the chief Justice
at New Westminster, and he suggested in
court that thls subjeet should be brought to
the attention of the Government. It Ia the
very inconvenience which is now found on
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the Atlantic coast, but with this ilfference,
that we have the two judges ln the cases
mentloned, and all that Is needed is an Order
in Council to constitute Vancouver a registry.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That has
been done in Ontario, if I mistake not.

Mr. GILLIES. The Solleftor General will
remember that the Admiralty Act passed In
1891 provides for these deputy registrys or
courts. It does not require any legislation
here at all.

Mr. CLANCY. I understand that the
papers and correspondence relating to the
case of Thomas Maher, who was kidnapped
by an official of the United States, have been
laid upon the Table two or three weeks ago.
Is It the Intention of the Government to take
any steps on the part of Maher to demand
reparation for the ill-treatment he recelved ?

Mr. COWAN. I may remark that I brought
this matter up in the House a few weeks
ago. I was in communication with Maher,
and also with his solcitor in Detroit, and
had an Interview on the subject with the
Department of Justice to-day, who decided
that they would take the matter up immedia-
tely. I may say that the cause of the delay
-I do not know whetber the Solcitor Gen-
eral is aware of the fact or not-was on ac-
count of the boat being subsequently selzed
by the American customs officer. The
louse may renember that Maher was ar-
rested on the Canadian shore and taken from
his boat. The boat remained on the Can-
adian shore, and the American officiai went
to the Canadian side and took the boat, and
it was sold In December last for $15. I was
trying to get Information through Maher and
his Detroit solicitor of what had. become of
the boat, and I only received that informa-
tlon last night, and had the interview te-daywith the Department of Justice ii conneetion
with it. While I ame n my feet I would like
to draw the attention of the Department of
Justice to the Admiralty Court for the pro-
vince of Ontario. If I mistake not, the Sol-
Ieitor General Is In error In thlnking there
are several such courts in Ontarlo, there Is
only one. We lu the west have considerable
Inconvenlence by reason of the regulations
ln connection with the Admiralty Court there.
We have a deputy registrar at Windsor, and
the general registrar at the city of Toronto.
When a writ Issues In a case where both the
solcitors reside In the City of Windsor, or
in any Western town, in _making the seareir
is Is difficuit to find where proceess was is-
sued and the nature of papers filed. It does
seem to me that we might utilize the county
judges whlch we have In Ontario, some of
whom have had wide experience lu admiralty
practice. I know, fer Instance, that the sen-
lor judge of the county of Essex had rather
an extensive practice In admiraIty. It seems
te e that Ontarlo should be divlded into
several dIstricts, wlth one central admiraltydistrict and one judge for each district. That

5473 5474



5475 [COMMONSJ 5476

would save the expense of <the judge travel-
ling all the way from Toronto to hear these
cases. With all due deference to Judge Mc-
Dougall, one of the best judges on the Bench,
at the same time I think bis standing is no
<higher than that of the senior judge of the
county of Essex. This is a regulation that
milght easily be made, with a saving of ex-
pense and it would certainly facilitate the
practice both of clients and solicitors ln -the
west. I may also state that the Western Bar
Assoclation have laid the matter before the
late Government time and again, and passeci
a resolution to that effect.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I quite
agree with the view taken by my hon. friend
of subdividing the admiralty district so far
as that can be done conveniently. I would
call his attention to what takes place In
England. There you have but one Admiralty
Court for the whole of England, and that
court is ln Loadoia, notwithstanding that
London is not by any means the great sea-
port town of England. You must necessarily
have in these matters some sort of unity.
The best we eau do is to follow the precedent
set on the other side.

Mr. C1 ANCY. I would ask If the hon.
member for South Essex (Mr. Cowan) is the
mouthpiece of the Justice Department. The
Solicitor General has not answered my ques-
tion.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I beg my
hon. friend's pardon. I thlnk he has not lost
anything by the delay, as the hon. member
for South Essex has much more recent In-
formation from the Department of Justice
than I bave. If the hon. member for Both-
well (Mr. Clancy) wll allow me, I will
adopt what my hon. friend- from Essex has
said and repeat the statement he has made
upon bis authority, because I have not look-
ed Into the matter myself.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. member for Essex
did not make any statement that throws any
light upon-the question that I asked. I asked
if it is the Intention of the Government to
take steps to procure compensation to Maher
for his Illegal arrest ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I think
that aS a question that ought to be put to
the rightt hon. Prime Minlster. I do not
think it is a. matter which affects the De-
partment of Justice lparticularly. That
would be a matter of policy for the Gov-
ernment 'to deede as to whether or not
it is their intention to take proceedings In
referemnce to mnaking a elalim for the outrage
-I cannot find any other word to qualify
t.-to which this gen tl was irnbjected,

and If my. hon. friend wIll repeat the ques-
tlon to the Prime Minster or allow me to
cal his attentlon to it, 1 may be able to
bave authority for the answer.J

Mr. COWAN.

Mr. QUINN. Before the Item is passed,
I would like to draw the attention of the
hon. Solicitor General to the question of
the Admiralty Court at Quebec. We have
no Admiralty Court and no office of the
Admiralty Court In Montreal, and I know
that numerous petitions have come to the
Governnent asking that they establish, at
least, an office of the Admiralty Court ln
MontreaL Now, we not only have to go to
Quebec to argue a case, but we are obliged
to engage counsel In Quebec to take charge
of a case arlsIng altogether ln Montreal. 1
think that If my hon. friend Is going to ac-
cede to the request of the hon. member for
South Essex (Mr. Cowan) he should do the
sare thing in regard to establIshing the
registrar of the court in Montreal -through
whose office procedures iiht be filed in
order to promote the trial of cases origln-
ating at Montreal.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. This is a
question which, I am aware, Is engaglng
the attention of the members of the bar In
our province, and there undoubtedly exists
reasons, so far as Montreal Is concerned,
why this change should be made. The
suggestion was that we sbould appoint a
deputy registrar of the Admiralty Court,
who would -be a resident of Montreal, and
would Issue writs there In the usual way,
and that the judge of the AdmIralty Court
should go to Montreal whenever required
for the parpose of trylng cases there. That
would be one way to remedy the difficulty,
and I understand that this suggestion re-
celved the approval of the bar of Montreal.
I quite appreciate that the members of the
bar should be granted the request thiat the
hon. member for St. Ann's division, Montreal
(Mr. Quinn) makes.

Mr. PENNY. I am not a lawyer, but I
wish to say that this question has had a
very great deal of attention in Montreal,
and that It is the desire of the merchants
and those who have to do with shipping,
that an Admiralty Court should be estab-
Ilshed in Montreal. It has been a very
great source of annoyance, not only to law-
yers, but also to merchants and those who
have to do with shIpping to go ito Quebec
whenever they have had any matter of
business with the Admiralty Court. I
thlnk, if It is possible to establIsh an Ad-
mlralty Court in Montreal -t would be a
great beneit to all those who have to do
wlth the shipplng business.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
propose that we reserve: thls item No. 51,
on the arrangement that was mentioned,
and pass the other one-4hat we reserve the
general item.

Mr. NHIRMAN We will ttke up No.
52 and allow No. 1 to stand

Mr. SPEOUe. We candëlithn
item Mn that one.
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The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The
wbole matter remains àopen.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary......$93,100

Mr. BERGERON.
over?

Is the commission

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I am
under the Impression that the commission
has ceased to sit, and that its report has
been made.

Mr. FOSTER.
pay ?

Has it ceased to draw

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. It will
when we get the supplementary Estimates
through. There Is a small item of $53.

Mr. BERGERON. How much did It cost
altogether ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The hon.
member for Jacques Cartier (Mr. Monk)
asked a question as to what this commis-
sion has cost, and I have it here in the
expectation that the question will come up
to-morrow, but I may give the Information
now :

James Noxon-
Remuneration, $2,520 ; disbursements, $752.43.

O. K. Fraser-
Remuneration, $2,320 ; disbursements, $566.56.

D. A. Lafortune-
Remuneration, $2,340 ; disbursements, $39.75.

Mr. OLANCY. That Is only for last year
Can -the hon. gentleman give us what it
cost altogether ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. That, 1
think, is all the expense connected with the
St. Vincent de Paul penitentiary. Some
of these commissioners aoted at Kingston
also. I will look up the question and see.

Mr. CLANCY. What is the .otal amount
of the whole Investigation, including Kings-
ton ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I cannot
give that; the question Is put thus :

Wbat is the total cost to date of the St. Vin-
cent de Paul Penitentiary commission of inveti-
gation ?
The answer Is : $18,076.17.

Mr. QUINN. Does that close the mat-
ter ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I really
think it does. There Is a small Item in the
supplementary Estimates of $53.

Mr. QUINN. I am only asking the ques-
tion by way of suggestion to the hon. Soli-
citor General. I thInk it would be well to
have a recelpt in full from these gentle.
men. •

Dorchester Penitentiary ............... $49,900

Mr. SPROULÀE, I think we should have
some explanatln of this increase of 81,200.
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Mr. GILLIES. There was an Investi-
gation la this peniten-tiary. Can the bon.
Solicitor General Inform the committee what
was the co3t of this Investigation ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I cannot
give the cost of the Investigation. There
has beea considerable delay In connection
with this matter. The Order In Council
was passed ln September, 1898, appointing
the Hou. David Laird to act as commission-
er, but he, declined to accept the position.
Subsequently Mr. Daniel Macdonald was
appointed by Order in Council on the 22nd
of. October, 1898. Mr. Macdonald was noti-
fied of his appointment on the 26th of Octo-
ber, 1898. He havIng also declined to act
Mr. E. N. Bill was appointed by Order In
Council of the 24th November, and notified
of his appointment on the 3rd of December.
The commission has been In session since
that time. I have sent down for an interlm
report, but I have not yet recelved It, as to
what has been done.

Mr. GILLIES. What is the cost of it ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I cannot
give that, because the remuneration which
is to be pald bas not been fixed. There Is
to be one commissioner and a secretary.
The seeretary's allowance Is $10 a day
while engaged on commission work.

Mr. GILLIES. Has the commisioner been
pald anythIng yet ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I cannot
answer that. My impression Is that he
would not have been paid anythIng yet,
because the rate of his per diem allowance
has not been fixed.

Mr. BERGERON. Do you say that the
secretary gets $10 per day ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
my information.

That is

Mr. BERGERON. How muchI is the com-
missioner to get ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Something
ln the same proportion.

Mr. GILLIES. Who is the secretary ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.
Friel, of Dorchester.

James

Mr. QUINN. If the hon. gentleman w1l
pardon me for going back to the item of
Dominion police, I would like to ask if it Is
the Intention of the Government to grant
the petition of the police for Inerease of pay?

The OLIITOR GENERAL. I am not
aw&re of such an application. If there is
one It has not been bronght te my notice.
There Is an item of $2,200 In the supplemen*
tary Estimates to provide for extra remun-
eration on account of extra sorvioee rende-
ed recently.
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Mr. QUINN. I understand a petition has
been sent in by the police asking for Increase
of pay. .

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. -It is quite
possible without my knowIng anything of
it. I am asked the reason for the increases
in Dorchester. There Is an addition of $400
of salaries, because a guard has been added
to the staff. There is an increase of $800
In maintenance caused by Increase of popu-
lation. The discharge expenseg have de-
ereased $300 and the working expenses In-
creased $500. The reason for this last is be-
cause the wood on the reserve is becomlng
scarce and it is necessary to have a greater
quantity of coal. Industries are being de-
creased $200, because the requirement of
the farm are not so great next year.

Manitoba Penitentfary.................... $41,200

The SOLITOR GENERAL. In this
there Is an Increase of salaries of $1,100,
because two guards have been added to the
staff. There Is an increase of $4 in main-
tenance, due to increase of population. I
may say that the average population last
year was 80, while the present population
Is 111.

Mr. OLANCY. This Is the growing time.

The SOLIOITOR GENERAL. Unfortu-
nately yes. Working expenses have de-
ereased $700. This saving is effected by the
use of a more economical kind of coal.

Mr. QUINN. I suppose the increase of
maintenance Is due In each case to the in-
crease of number.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Not always.
On the whole, there has been a very great
saving, notwithstanding that the population
has increased from 1,100 at wlch figure, It
stood In 1894, to 1,460, the expenses have
decreased from $464,000 inI 1894 to 6,000
last year.

Mr. QUINN. In maintenance?

The SOLIOITOR GENERAL. In expenses.
I think cost of maintenance was decreased
also. I cannot speak from memory, but if
the hon. gentleman will consult the report
of the Minister of Justice, he will find the
cost of maintenance, and I thInk he will
learn that It has decreased at St. Vincent de
Paul and Kingeton-that Is per capita.

- Mr. QUINN. So the inerease would be on
account of the lncrease of number ?

The SOLIOITOR GETERAL. Yes.

British Columbia Penitentiary .......... 0$47,700
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There is

here an increase of ,000. The inspetor
reports to me that this amount Is needed to
provide buding materai to commene the
bUldingof a new w . The institution bas

been overcrowded and some 50 conviets have
been transferred to Manitoba. The constru-
tion of additional accommodation will oc.
cupy several years and the present amount
is required to meet the requirements of the
present year.

Mr. BERGERON. Who makes the repairs?
At St. Vincent de Paul the prisoners did it.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. And It was
an extremely costly luxury to use the ser-
vices of the prisoners there. It may be that
the work of the prisoners could be utilized to-
advantage In some ways in connection witb
the construction, but the wall at St. Vineent
de Paul cost a great deal more than it should
bave cost because the prisoners were em-
ployed on it. About 60 per cent of the stone
pald for never went Into the wall, belng ac-
tually destroyed by the prisoners or caused
to disappear ln some way. I cannot say
whether the prisoners are or are not em-
ployed ln this work in British Columbia.

Mr. BERGERON. It Is generally done.
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I know t,

but I cannot say whether it Is done ln this
case.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Who has succeeded the late warden ? Was
he an officer already ln the service or was
te a new man brought there ?

The SOLIOITOR GENERAL I have no
present recollection of the change.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. Solicitor Gen.
eral tells us of prisoners belng transferred
to Manitoba. How does he keep his ae-
counts, in that case as between Manitoba
and Brltish Columbia ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do not
thInk there would be any accounts as be.
tween the two penitentiarles. The acounts
of the two would be kept clear. If a pri-
soner Is transferred from Brîtish Columbia
to Manitoba the Increased cost would fafl
upon Manitoba.

Sir OHARLES HTBBERT TUPPER.
You are bringing conviets from the Yukon
nolw.

The SOLICITOR GENER To Brltlsh
Columbia, yes. These transfers happen every
day, conviets belng moved from one place to
another where there Is better accommoda.
tion.

Mr. QUINN. If the hon. gentlemn wIll
pardon me for going' back to the Item for
Dorchester. I see he asks an inerese of only
$1,200, but there Is an item of ,0 in the
supplementary Estimates to meet the ex-
penses of Dorchester penitentir. .

The SOLICITOR GENERA& Thatle
meet the expenses of the commission that
has been In progress since the middle of
December. The commisson consists of one
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commissioner, and Mr. Friel is the secretary
The remuneration of the commissioner hai
not been fIxed yet, but the secretary is paiË
$10 a day while engaged In the work of thE
commission.

Mr. QUINN. That ls not part of the regu
lar expenses ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No ; I trust
we are going to have an end of that.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
The hon. Solictor General says that the pay
for the coimmissioner has not been fixed. 1
would call his attention to the general Order
ln Council of September 21st, 1897, fixing
the pay of these commlssioners at $10 a day.
It ls In the Auditor General's Report.

The SOLIOITOR GENERAL. I have no.
the Auditor General's Report before me;
but if the hon. gentleman will look at it I
think he will see that this refers to St. Vin-
cent de Paul and Kingston.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
No, it is general.

Rate of remuneration which should be allowed
tommissioners appointed to hold inquirles or in-
vestigations into public matters or departmental
business under chapters 114 and 115 of the Re-
vised Statutes of Canada.

And It provides that It shall not exceed $10
a day.

Mr. FOSTER. I think, Mr. Chairman.
that we have done a good day's work, and,
as it Is now half-past twelve, the bon. gen-
tleman would consult the convenience of
the whole House, If he would consent to
adjourn.

The MIN[STER OF FINANCE. We have
been making some progress In the last fif-
teen minutes, very encouraging and gratify-
ing progres ; but In the early part of the
day we did not do very much, and I sug-
gest that we go on with the supplementary
Estimates, with the understanding that a~ny
Item that le controversial be held over.

Mr. FOSTER. I am sure my hon. friend
wIll not ask us to come here at three o'clock
and ask us to stay after 12.30, especlally
as we have to go to work at ten o'clock In
theo morning.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We are
net maklng very great progress with these
estimates.

Mr. FOSTER. That Is not our fault.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What-
ever the cause may be, It ls very slow ; and,
unless we can make a grter dege of
progress, 1think It ts only reasonable that
the House should be asked to oit later than
we have been doing. If we are to get this

session through at a reasonable timre, we
shall have to work harder.

Mr. FOSTER.
limits.

Human nature has its

-The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The
limit used to be three o'elock ln the morn-

t ing under the hon. gentleman.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman may

go on if he chooses, but I can assure him
that he cannot hope to make very much
progress.

Mr. GIBSON. I would like to say a word.
When the hon. member for York, N.B., (Mr.
Foster) was Minister of Finance, and objec-
tions of this kind were taken, he was al-
ways ready with excuses, and he made us
stay till two or three o'clock in the morning.
There are other members of this House
who are anxtous to get through, and I ap-
peal to the Opposition, if it IE fair for them,
when a certain hour arrives, te ask the
Government to stop the work just to suit
their particular convenience. Hon. mem-
bers of this House know that we have been
compelled to stop here till three or tour
o'clock in the morning by the same bon.
gentleman who wants us to adjourn at
twelve o'clock.

Mr. BERGERON. You kept us here for
five months.

Mr. GIBSON. I am sure that the coun-
try ls watching the proceedings of this
House ; and we ought to be willing to go
on at a reasonable hour, like this, with the
business ln order that the session may come
to a close by the middle of July. As one
member of the House, I am ready to incon-
venience myself, by staying here and at-
tending to the business of the House as long
as any one else ; but we ought to do it in a
reasonable way, and I protest against the
Opposition blocking the business of the
House, when an hour has arrived when
they want to go home. I remember bei"e
told that if we objected going on with
work, we might quietly take our hats and
go home. I have seen times when this
House argued by the hour over matters of
no value, involving only a few dollars, and
then, when the last days of the session were
reached, millions were voted without any
consideration whatever. I am sure that, in
the Interest of the House and of members
who attend to their parliamentary duties
faithfully and honestly, the members of the
Opposition ought to be willing to make bet-
ter progress.

Mr. FOSTER. What ls the use of the
hon. gentleman talking about progre being
made, when we have put through the whole
of the estimates of the Justce Department
from simple grace and favour ? The bon.
gentleman knows that those estimates usu.
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ally take up a whole day's sitting. We have
allowed them to go through, simply because
we want to make some progress, and wanted
also to convenlence the Solieltor General,
who Is going away ; but, when we have done
that, and have reached this hour, we should
not be asked to sit longer. I remember otten,
when Sir Richard Cartwright would sImply
close down his desk, and say : Human nature
bas its limits, and I wIll go no further. I do
imot want to be quite so emphatle, but I must
protest against our sItting any longer.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Wbat is
the answer to the hon. member for Llncoln,
that Parilament usually, at this period,
wheu the Estimates were before us, bas sat
until two o'clock, and very often three, in
the mornIng ?

Mr. FOSTER. I dare say, we will sit
that late before this session is through ; but,
when we have passed a generous slice of
the Estimates at this hour of the night,
with the Idea of going home, I do not thinkr
that hon. gentlemen on that side ought to
ask us to sit here longer.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. At the
risk of differing from some of my colleagues,
I will acept the hon. gentleman's sugges-
tion ; but, at the same time, I must intimate
that we shail hereafter have to ask the
House to sit much later than this, if we are
going to expedite business.

Mr. FOSTER. And if the Ministers have
their Information all ready.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I ame
afrald all the Information that can be fur-
nished 'will not satisfy the hon. gentleman.

The commIttee rose, and reported pro-
gress, and the Ohairman (Mr. Bain) took
the Speaker's Chair.

Mr. BERGERON. This Is entirely ont or
order. The Deputy Speaker cannot dele-
gate bis powers, and we should have here
In the Chair elther the Deputy Speaker or
the Speaker himself. The Deputy Speaker
ManOt delegate Bis powers to any member
of the House.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. As my
hon. friend (Nr. Foster) Is anxious to go
home at this hour, I wlil, without dlscuss-
Ing the point, move the adjourument of the
House.

Mr. FOSTER. We cannot adjouru.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Then,
we can go on with the other estimates.

Mr. BERGERON. You canot move back
Into committee

Motion tagreedto, and the House adjourn-
ed at 1280a.m. (Wednesday).

HO USE OF COMMONS.
WEDNESDAY, 2ISt June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERs.

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY
COMMISSION.

Mr. MONK asked:
1. What is the total cost to date of the St.

Vincent de Paul Penitentiary commission ot in-
vestigation ?

2. Are there any claims still unpaid in connec-
tion wlth said commission, .and what are sald
claims ?

3. What amount was pald to each commis-
sioner ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). 1. $18,076.17. 2. Estate of the late
E. A. Meredith, 12 Sundays previous to pass-
ing of Order in Council allowing Sundays,
$120; R. J. Ellbeek, payment for 53 days at
Brockville by order of the commission, $6.50
per, day, $344.50; O. K. Fraser, supplemen-
tary aceount, $54.55; total, $51805. 3. Jas.
Noxon, remuneration, $2,520, disbursements,
$752.43; O. K. Fraser, remuneration, $2320,
disbursements, $566.56,; D. A. Lafortune,
remuneration, $2,340, disbursements $39.75.

ATLIN LAKE DISTRICT-BREWERY
LICENSES.

Mr. MeINNES asked:
1. Have any brewery licenses been lissued for

the Atlin Lake district?
. 2. If not, why not, and when does the Govern-

ment intend issuing licenses for that district'?
3. Are there any brewerles now operating la

the said district ?
4. Has any brewery plant been imported into

the sald district with the sanction et the Govern-
ment ?

The MINISTER OF INLAN4D REVENUE
(Slr Henri Joly de LotbinIère). 1. No. 2.
As Atlun Lake is an unsurveyed and not re-
gularly settled locality, under the provisions
of section 7 of the Inland Revenue Act, the
Department has no right to Issue any licen-
ses until specially authorized by Order ln
CounciL The Government does not consder
that, up to the present time, the conditions
of that section of the country would justify
the issuing of licenses. 3. None that the
Government is aware of. 4 No.

RIFLE RANGES IN BRITISH OOLUM-
BIA.

Mr. MeINNES asked:
1. app1liation been made for a rie rage

ln the cityofVictoria? If so;he?
2. Haz any petition beia received againt estab-

lishing thera at ay? If so fromâ
whom, and what are the grounds of objection ?
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3. Han any petition been recelved against estab-
Hlshing the range at Esquimalt ? If so, from
whom, and what are the grounds of objection ?

4. Did the Government expropriate any of the
land covered by the new D. R. A. range at
Rockliffe, near Ottawa ?

5. la the Government aware that the old range
at Clover Point, Victoria, bas been closed ?

6. What action does the Government propose
taking to provide a rifle range at Victoria ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). 1. es, 25th of No-
vember, 1898. 2. Yes, from "The Victoria
Golf Club "; Fred Peters, on behalf of Oak
Bay Hotel, and Sir Charles H. Tupper,
Robert CassIdy and otber residents of Vie-
tcria- The reasons alleged were : (a) A
range would destroy one of the most beau-
tif til areas of residential properties ; (b) a
rifle range there would be a distinct source
of danger to those travelling along the pro-
vincial governnent's road ; (c) passing on
the links of the Golf Club, It would be also
a danger to golf players ; (d) the road is
exposed to ricochets of wide shooting ; (e)
the nature of the ground would not tend ta
the development of good shooting ; (f) it
would be dangerous ta steamers and ship-
ping going between Trial Island and the
shore. 3. No. 4. Yes. 5. It is no more
used by the Department of Militia. 6. The
matter is now under consideration.

DREDGING IN RICHMOND COUNTY,
N.S.

Mr. GILLIES asked :
1. What amount was expended ln dredging the

harbour of Descousse and around the public
wharf there from the lat day of June, 1891, to
the 23rd June, 1896?T

2. What amount, if any, has been expended In
dredging this harbour since the 23rd June, 18967

3. What amount was expended in dredging at
the two entrances of St. Peter's Cana, vis. :
at the entrance, at Bras d'Or Lake end, and also
the entrance at the Atlantic end, between the
lat day of May, 1891, and the 23rd Juno, 1896 ?

4. What amount bas been expended ln dredging
at the points mentioned since the 23rd June,
1896 ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
C.4NALS (Mr. Blair). 1. $3,610.58. 2. No
expenditure. 3. This work Is under the
control of the Department of Railways
and Canals. In 1892-93 dredging was
done at the Bras d'Or entrance to the canal
ta the armount of $1,067.03. 4. No expendi-
ture by this d3partment.

WEST ARICHAT BREAKWATEL

Mr. GILLIES asked:
1. What amount was expended in repair upon

the breakwater at West Arichat, county of Rich-
*mond., N.S., between the lst day of May, 1891,
and the 23rd June, 1i9?

2. What amount has been expended upon this
breakwater eince the 23rd June, 1896?
'The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. $Z,015.& 2. $700
was voted last year, of which we spent

$285.15 during the present fiscal year, end
the work la now proceeding with the bal-
ance.

BABIN'S COVE WHARF.

Mr. GILLIES asked :
1. What was the cost of conutruction of the

public wharf at Babin's Cove, Arichat, county of
Richmond ?

2. When was the said wharf constructed, and
what was the full amount expended thereon from
the 1st of October, 1891, to the 23rd June, 1896?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. $3,155.04. 2. The
wharf was commenced in December, 1893,
and enmpleted la October, 1894. The total
expenditure ta date is as stated above.

DESCOUSSE WHARF.

Mr. GILLIES asked:

1. What amount was expended in the construe-
tion and repairs of the public wharf at Descousse,
In the county of Richmond, between October,
1891, and 23rd June, 1896 ?

2. What amount has been expended on the said
wharf since 23rd June, 1896, up to the present
date ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. $5,693.66. 2. No
expenditure.

EMPLOYMENT OF JOSEPH CLARKE.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
ask2d :

1. Was Joseph Clarke employed at any time la
the Yukon district by the Government ?

(a) If so, la what capacity ?
(b) Was he at oie time In the Mounted P.olice

force at Fort Macleod ?
(c) What was his record In the force ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR

(Mr. Sifton). 1. Yes. (a) Stenographer to
the Gold Commissioner; (b) yes, from Aug-
use, 1892, to 19th April, 1893. He was In the
police for !e from the 25th March, 1892, to
19th April, 1893; (c) fair, until he deserted
on 19th April, 1893. He surrendered himself
on the 9th August of the same year, and
was fined $100. He was supposed to have
been induced to desert by another member
of the force, who deserted at the same time.
I was not aware of the fact that he had
been in the Mounted PoUce or that he had
ever before been in the Government service
until the question was put by the hon. mem-
ber.

HOPE ISLAND LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPER.

Mr. BENNETT asked :
1. Who lis the permanent keeper of the Hope

Island lighthouse, Geqrgian Bay?1
2. If any peron has been so appointed, when

was he appointed, and upon whose recommenda-
tion ?

. If there in no permanent appointée to such
position, la it intended to appoint a person pn?-
manently, and if not, why not ?
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). L Charles
Vallée. I think I told the hon. gentleman
the other day that he had not been appoint-
ed permanently; but I find that he was ap-
pointed by Order in Council of the 20th
April, 1899. He was formerly assistant to
Mr. Marchildon, and he was placed ln charge
by the Inspector of lights, when Mr. Mar-
childon was suspended. He was recom-
mended by the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries.

VANCOUVER DRILL HALL.

Mr. PRIOR asked:
1. Has the Government awarded the contract

for the erection of the drill ball at Vancouver,
B.C. ?

2. If so, to whom and at what price ?
3. How many tenders were received for the

work ; from whom were they received, and at
what figures ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The contract has not
yet been awarded. The matter is before
Council, and, pending the awarding and ex-
ecution of the contract, it is not usual to
make public the names of the tenderers nor
the amounts of the tenders.

EMPLOYMENT OF E. McKEOWN.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
asked :

1. What was E. McKeown (H-26, Auditor Gen-
eral's Report) employed to do in the Yukon pro-
visional district ?

2. What was his record accordIng to official
report and records, if any, ln the Department of
Justice ?

3. What was his occupation when appointed?
4. How much public money has been paid this

oflcer to date ?
5. If he has left the service who now performs

his work ?
6. Does any record exist which shows what

work was done by this oeficer, and if so, where
ls it ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). 1. E. McKeown was employed
In detectives work ln the Yukon provisional
district. 2. The Justice Department has no
record. 3. This Is answered by the answer
to No. 1. 4. $2,881.15. 5è He has left the
service. I do not know whether any one Is
employed In the same capaclty or not. 6. I
presume his record would be with the Com-
missioner of the terrltory. There le ne, re-
cord here ln the department.

THE ACTIVE MILITIA FORCE.

Mr. FOSTER asked:
(a) 18 the Department of Militia and Defence

aware that some of the majors o!field batteries
ln brIgades have been asked to resigu on the
ground that they are commandin oecers whose
tenure o! command had expired ?

" The Militia Act," Chap. 41 of the Revied
Statutes, section 22, which reads: "Of what
corps tbe active mUatia shall consist."

The active militia force %hall constat of regi-
ments and troops of cavalry, regiments and
field batteries of artillery, companies of mounted
infantry, companies of engineers,, regiments and
batteries of garrison artillery, battallons and
companies of infantry, and naval and marine
corps lu such proportions as Her Majesty ap-
points ; and the strength of each such regiment,
trcop, battery, battalion, company or corps, shall
be regulated and officers appoluted thereto from
time to tir by Her Majesty.

(a) 1. Does not section 22 of the Militia Act
distinctly authorize the establishment of a larger
corps or unit than a field artillery battery ? (b)
Were not regiments and companies of garrison
artillery previous to 1893, called brigades and
batteries just as field artillery corps are now
called brigades and batteries ? (c) Is not a field
artillery brigade under this section 22, a corps
or unit like a battalion, a field battery, a corps
like a company or (the unit called) a garrison
battery in section 22 ?

2. Have not a field artillery battery and a
garrison artillery company (increased establish-
ment) nearly the same establishment (except
horses), namely, one major, one captain, three
lieutenants, and a total of one hundred of aU
ranks ? (b) When two, three or more fleld or
garrison artillery batteries are united to forma
(organize) a larger corps or unit, are the majors
of the field artillery commanding officers and the
majors of garrison artillery not commanding
officers ? (c) Are the lieutenant-colonels of field
artillery brigades, commanding officers ? (d) Are
the majors of field artlllery brigades, command-
Ing officers ? (e) If so, under what regulations
or provision of the Militia Act la the status o!
field artillery ofBcers different from the garrison
artillery officers ?

3. Inasmuch as in the list of regimental estab-
lishment of the permanent force and active mili-
tia for the financial year 1898-99, Issued with
general order dated July lst, 1898, the 4th, 7th
and 9th Field Batteries have no establishment,
have no existence except as part of the 2nd Bri-
gade, are the three majors on the establishment
of the 2nd Brigade, commanding officersa? (b) If
so, under what authority or regulations ? (c)
And where, in the regimental establishment, la
the independent unit they command ? (d) Do
they appear In the list of ofecers commanding
ccrps, militia lists, Jdnuary and April, 1899 ?

4. By Regulations and Orders, Militia of Can-
ada, 1898, paragraph 76,-as far as practicable
with due regard to the publie service and mHitary
requirements are not all promotions in corps by
senlority (b) And do not the majors of the
cavalry, garrison artillery andI infantry, succeed
by eenlority to be lieutenant-colonels ? (c) Are
the fdeld artillery majors of a brigade less esff
cient, or why should they alone not succeed by
seniority to be lieutenant-colonels ? -

5. If it be true that the strength establishment
of the 2nd Field Artillery Brigade lu 306, the
strength establishment of the 2nd Battalion in
668, what senior captain of the 2nd Brigade wa
appointed Ilth June, 1884, senior captain of the
battalion was appointed 10th April,1885 ? (b) Are
the majors cf the 2nd Brigade so much leas ef-
cient thian the majors of the 2nd Battallon, or
why should they not aucceed by senirity like
the intfantry majors to the command of their
corps ; a corps of less than one-af the strgth
of the 2nd Battalion ?

The MINISTER OF MILITI AND De
FENCE (Mr. Borden). I have divided these
various questlons Ato sub isIOn, alpha-
betically arranged, and beg to repy as fol-
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lows :-A. Yes. 1. (a) Yes. (b) Yes. (c)
No.

2. (a) Yes. (b) Yes. (e) Yes. (d) Yes. (e)
There is no difference.

3. (a) Yes. (b) The custom of the militia
of Canada. (c) It is not shown. (d) Yes.

4. (a) Yes. (b) Yes ; If qualified. (c) There
are no regulations. 5. (a) Captain (Brevet
Major) J. S. Hendrie, 4th Field Battery.
Captaln (Brevet Major) W. C. Mutton, 2nd
Battallon, Queen's Own Rifles. (b) Vide
answer to 4 (e) above.

The above answers are furnished by the
Major Gentral comuman-ling the militia.

MR. COSTE'S TRIP TO THE YUKON
AND ENGLAND.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
When motions were called, I was unavoid-
ably absent, having been called out of the
House, and with the unanimous consent of
the House I would beg to move :

That the papers laid upon the Table of this
House respecting the trip of the chief engineer
of the Public Works Department to the Yukon
and his trip te London, as per Ref. No. 118, be
referred to the Select Standing Commlttee on
Public Accounts.

Motion agreed to.

CLAIMS AT MACAULEY POINT, B.C.

Mr. PRIOR. I wlsh to ask the hon. Min-
Ister of Militia and Defence (Mr. Borden) If
he wil kindly hurry up those papers that
were ordered with regard to the claims at
Macauley Point ln British Columbia.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). I am very much
obliged to my hon. friend for reminding me
of this. The papers were handed me yester-
day, and wlth the permission of the House
I will lay them on the Table.

DISALLOWANCE OF BRITISH COLUM-
BIA STATUTES.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId
Laurier). My hon. friend from Victoria,
B.C. (Mr. Prior) called my attention yester-
day to a return which was brought down a
few days ago, and which he said was ln-
complete In two particulars. First, that it
did not contaln certain letters written by the
Department of Justice, and second, that It
did not contain the despateh of the Colonial
Secretary, despateh No. 92. I now brÏing
down the papers from the -Department of
Justice that were mLssing, and beg to ln-
form my hon. friend that he wIll find ae-
spateh No. 92 at the bottom of page 26 of
the return.

SUPPLIES FOR JUDGE MAGUIRE AND
JUDGE DUGAS IN THE YUKON.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Mlght I ask the hon. Solieitor General If he

is able now to comply with the request I
made In the CommIttee of Supply last night
for any written instructions relative to the
living expenses and the supplies provided to
Judge Maguire and Judge Dugas In the Yu-
kon ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). The sub-items of Item 73 upon
which I promised to furnish last night addi-
tional information are the following
To provide for living expenses of one

judge in the Yukon territory........ $1,500 00
To pay amount for supplies, Judge Du-

gas, in the Yukon ........... 957 35

No new Order ln Council bas been passed
making provision for the living expenses of
the judge of the Yukon territory, but there
is in the statute authority under which an
Order in Council can be passed ; and 'the
Minister of Justice instruets me to say that
this first vote Is taken, subject, if it Is pass-
ed, 'to this money being used for the purpose
of meeting the living expenses of the judge
in the Yukon territory under the statute.
As to the amount of supplies for Judge
Dugas, when Mr. Dugas was appointed, he
received his travelling expenses which en-
abled him to go into the Yukon territory.
After he arrived there, he found It necessary
to make a purehase of some additional sup-
plies which he thought were necessary, and
he reported that these supplies which, if he
had purchased them in eastern Canada
would have cost $230 to $250, actually cost
the amount here set down. After the bill
for supplies was sent to the Department of
Justice, that the judges might consult fur-
'ther about the matter, the bill was sent to
the commissioner for investigation and re-
port. When the bll is returned, If it Is found
ln order, it wIll be paid ; and this Item is
taken for the purpose of paying the bIll when
It cornes back duly certlfied.

Sir -CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
quite follow the Solicitor General. May I
further inquire under that head, ln view of
what was stated In the Committee of Supply,
whether there is any correspondence touch-
ing the question of living expenses or the
question of supplies, with either of the
judges ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL.There is noue
wich reference to the living expenses, but
there is a personal letter written by Judge
Dugas to the Minister of Justice on the sub-
ject of supplies. I saw that letter to-day. I
am not sure that I have authority to say
that I would bring that letter down without
consulting the Minister. It is not, if Iam
properly informed, on the departmental file
yet. It accompanles the account, and ex-
plains to the Minster why the llability was
incurred. I see no objections te prodneing
the letter.

Sir OHARLES HLBBERT TUPPER. On
th'at, no doubt, we shall bave further Inform-
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atton to-morrow. My point, as the Solicitor
General understands, was to ascertain exact-
ly what the understanding was with elther
of these judges as to the emoluments of 1is
offce. Of course, Judge maguir was a
judge of the North-west Territories, and was
directed to proceed to the Yukon. Judge
Dugas was a magistrate, I belleve, in the
city of Montresl. I desire to know whether
when this gentleman undertook 'the duties
in the Yukon, there Is any official arrange-
ment with them or understanding that they
should be given anything over and above a
certain amount, and, if so, I want to see the
written record of that arrangement.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. There Is no
written record and no written arrangement
on the subjeet, but there was an understand-
Ing that they should have living expenses. I
understand that Judge Maguire took bis
place at the general mess, and will make no
clain to any special amount, except as Par-
liament may vote a special amount to enable
him to go to and from the Yukon country.
Judge Dugas' elaim Is for some additional
allowance above the ordinary mess.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There was no written document la regard to
their having the right to live at the public
mess ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. No, I un-
derstand not.

ANTI-JAPANESE AND ANTI-OHINESE
LEGISLATION.

Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I may say that the right
hon. leader of the Government (Sir WII-
frid Laurier), who bas just answered a ques-
tion in regard to disalowance of a Bri-
tish Columbia statute, evidently' misunder-
stood my request. I invite the attention of
the right hon. gentleman te the letter that
he says he has brought down. What I
asked for is the despatch No. 83 from the
Governor General te Mr. Chamberlain, not
from Mr. Chamberlain to the Governor Gen-
eral. I want the despateh brought down that
Inelosed the opinion of the Department of
Justice. I do not see that here.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wllfrid Lau-
r1er). I thInk It Is there. I know nothing
of It and will have te Inquire. I wlU give
the answer to-morrow.

DELEGATION OF I3R. PE AR'8

M.BEEEBN. :efore 'the (Oreof
the Day are caled, I wlsh to bring toyour
notie, Mn. Speaker, a matter which you
Might explain. Last night the ousewasad-
$ôüBe d by xMr. - ain, o1Wetor Ido
Dot kow whether the powers under wbieh

e atdwe delegated.byth er Depty

told afterwards that.is powers were dele-
gated by you. Your word wIll explain tbe
whole matter.

The PRIME MINISTER. You do not want
us to be sitting here until this time ?

Mr. BERGERON. No, but we want to
know whether things are carrled on in the
proper way or not. Mr. Speaker has the
right to delegate his powers, but the man to
whom he delegates them has no right to
delegate them to another person.

The PRIME MINISTER. That is a very
fine point.

Mr. BERGERON. A very nice one.
The PRIME MINISTER. A fine one, I

said.
Mr. BERGERON. We want to know whe-

ther, yesterday, as a day, counts for some.
tling or fnot.

Mr. SPEAKER. I may explain, for the
information of the House, that before I left
the Chamber during last evenIng, about ten
o'clock, I specially requested Mr. Bain, of
Wentworth, who was presiding over the com-
mittee, to take the Speaker's Chair for me,
after the committee had got through Its
work and close the House for me. I asked
him personally, and, of course, I had ab
absolute righ't to do that ln the absence of
the Deputy Speaker. If he had been bere,
he would have done it, no doubt.

ENFORCEMENT OF THE ALIEN
LABOUR LAW.

Mr. CLANCY. Before the Orders of the,
Day are called, I would like to ask the Sol!-
citor General if he can conveniently give me
an answer to the questions I put last night
when the House was ln comimittee ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. FItz-
patrick). In answer to the hon. gentle-
man's (Mr. Clancy's) first question, I may
say that the agent of the department at
Wallaceburg, appointed in connection with
tbe Allen Labour Law, Is Mr. 0. Allen.

ARREST AND IMPRISONIMENT
THOS. MEAGHER.

oF

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). I may also inform my hon.
friend (Mr. Claney) thot, as appea
by the paperi brought down by the
House, there has been considerable corre-
spondence between the Goverument of the
Dominion of Canada and-the authorities of
the 'United States la regard to the case of
Mr. Me er. As my hon. friend knows,
what amounts to an apology bas beeffered
by the Unlted States authorities for any
violation of the personal Ilberty ofMr. Mea-
gber, aud wlth that apoloegy or explanation
the Government of the Dominion of Caada

throb the home autborities,
thet -t is content. In addàtion to the ques-
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tion of personal liberty, a question comes up
respecting a boat taken from Mr. Meagher
The attention of the department was drawn
to that only within the last two days. No
request was made before by Mr. Meagher,
or by anybody for him, that the Govern-
ment should 'take any further steps in the
nuatter, and It was impossible to take steps
until a request was nade by him or soine
person acting for hlm. The question of the
boat was brought up the day before yester-
day, and will be dealt with by the depart-
ment.

STEAMSHIP COMMUNIOATION BE-
TWEEN PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND

AND GREAT BRITAIN.

Mr. ALEXANDER MARTIN (East
Queen's, P. E. I.) I would like to ask
a question of the Minister of Agricul-
ture (Mr. Fisher), or, as he Is absent,
of the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
(Sir Louis Davies), who, I understand.
is acting for him. I would like to
ask If the Government has made any ar-
rangements for providing cold storage and
steam communication between that province
andC Great Britain ? Last year and the year
before last, I brought this question before
the House, and I got the answer then from
the Government that they n-ere in corre-
spondenoe with steamship owners for a
service betweei that pro vince and Great
Britale•.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is
making rather too much of a speech to ask
a question.

Mr. MARTIN. I desire to ask the Gov-
ernment what steps they have taken, or
have any arrangements been completed,
towards establIshing this service.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis D)aviei). Last year
the Government made arrangements under
which four steamers were to make differ-
ent sailings from the Island to Great Bri-
tain, but the third or larger vessel would
not go the fourth tme, because the depth
of water at the railway wharf was not suffi-
cient. We obtained another vessel an ber
place, whieh went home late ln December
with a large cargo. Early ln the spring
we begkn dredging to make a proper dock-
age for these large ships, and thart work
is being proeeeded with, and le verging to-
wards completion. Early ln the spring, hav-
Ing talked with my hon. friends the Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard
Cartwright) and the MiUster ot Agricul-
ture (Mr. Fisher), and with tAeir concur-
rence, I communicated with several steam-
ship owners to see f we could obtain a
steamer. The correspondence went along
for over a month or six weeks and I was
not successful; they could not give us a
steamer. They thought that a speclal
steamer would have to be eonstructed for

that service ; and falling, by private let-
ters to the different steamsbip companles,
to obtain a sultable steamer, we have ad-
vertised for tenders for the service, and
those tenders are returnable on the l5th
of July. I am not sure whether we wll
be successful, but we are doing everythlng
that possibly can be doue to obtain a suit-
able boat. AU the information has been
communicated to the Charlottetown Board
of Trade, who take a llvely Interest lu the
matter.

Mr. MARTIN. Can the hon. gentleman
tell me when those tenders were called
for?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The publieceall for tenders
was made within a very few days ; but the
private call for tenders has been made
some time. I wrote to Mr. D. E. Camp-
bell, agent of a lne in Montreal- forget
the name of the lne-and corresponded with
hlm for a length of time about 1t. Fin-
ally he gave me an answer about four
weeks ago that he would be unable te pro-
vide a steamer this year. But I am lu
hopes the public all for tenders which has
just been advertised, will result In our get-
ting a boat.

Mr. MARTIN. The point to which I wish
to draw attention is this: That this corre-
spondence has been going on for two years,
this year tenders have been called for-

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Tenders were asked for pri-
vately froin these gentlemen early ln the
sprlng, ln the month of May, and I was
not able to secure from them by correspond-
ence a satIsfactory reply. Failing in that,
we have now issued a public call for ten-
ders, anybody may come ln, and I am not
without hopes that we shall succeed.

SUPPLY-ELEVATORS IN THE NORTH-
WEST.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) moved that the House again re.'
solve Itself Into Committee of Supply.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assiniboia). Before you leave the Chair,
I wlsh to bring te the attention of the
House a most serlous charge made against
my hon. friend the Minister of the Interior
(Mr. Sifton), our representative from the
west In the Cabinet. I have ln my hand
the Winnipeg "Daly Tribune," of which
the Issue for June 3rd contains an artile,
an extract from which I wish to read to
the House. It Is as follows :-

That the Douglas Elevator Bil should ham
been deteated in committee came as a. deeied
surprise even to those who &ro eu aware how
far machine politics has led u3 away from ge-
ernment according to the will .o th people,
and how near It hs brought us to government
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according to the will of great corporations. For
when the Bill was introduced, Mr. Sifton, the
member of the Government within whose depart-
ment such matters come, and who could ensure a
majority for the Bill, spoke in Its favour, and
anr-nounced that he would give it bis support.
Then we had the appearance In the inspired
press of editorial articles pointing out the jus-
tice and necessity of the measure.

The elevator-owning grain-buyers, however,
sent representatires to Ottawa, or rather, the
chief members of those combines went there
In person. What means they used to secure the
support of politicians and of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, we have nothing but circumstantial evi-
dence to tell us. That the representations they
made in private were more potent than their
public representation of familiar sophistry, is
evident from the result. The committee of the
Bill was composed equally of western Liberal
members and of members who babitually .sup-
port monopolist Interests. Mr. Sitton, being also
a member, held the deciding vote. To the deep
regret of every ally of the western settler, Mr.
Sifton was not present when the Bill came up In
committee. Two other western members, one
Liberal and one Conservative, were also absent.
The monopolist members of the committee thus
outnumbered the members In favour of the Bill,
and the first clause, securing the right to build
small elevators or flat warehouses, the essential
portion of the Bill, was voted down. The com-
mittee then adjourned Indefinitely.

Dr. Douglas, the author of the rneasure, Is a
strong supporter of the Liberal Government, and
has up te the present been an equally strong
personal supporter of Mr. Sifton. His confidence
In the Minister of the Interlor has, according to
his published interview, received a severe shock.
In this interview, publIshed elsewhere In this
issue, he explains how this Bill was defeated.
" It is a terrible blow te our whole west,' he
says, "and of course we know where to place
the blame. It was the cold steel of Clifford Sifton
tbat dd It. * * There Is nothing left that
will relieve the people who have been suffering
for years. The mischievous scheming of Clifford
SIfton Is the cause of our defeat."

This interview appeared An a Toronto daily
some time ago, but we have net yet seen any con-
tradiction or correction of its statements. The
charge Is a most serious one, and if the explana-
t'on of the defeat of the Bill thus given As well
founded, madiy a western settler will share In Dr.
Douglas's indignation at the course followed by
the representative of Brandon constituency In
Parliament, and the representative of the west In
the Government.

That intervIew appears In the " Evening
Telegram" of May 19th. It is headed :

SIFTON KILLED THE BILL.-ELEVATOR
MONOPOLY TRIUMPHED.

Ottawa, May 18.-" It was ·Sifton's cold steel
that did it ; It was nothing else."

The words came from Rev. J. M. Douglas, a
Ocvernment supporter from West Assinibola, and
their inspiration was In the defeat o! the Bill
deuigned to curb the elevator monopoly In Mani-
tcba and the North-west. Some o! Clifford SIf-
ton's prettiest scheming was revealed In this
second knock-out blow to the hopes of the west-
erners, who have been, and still are, at the
mrey of the elevator men.

Canadian Pacifie Railway influence In the Cab-
Inet defeated Douglas'a Bil last session. Aware
cf the strong -feeling in the west against the
elevator evi, .that was as far as the Government

Mr. DAVIN.

dare go. When the Bill appeared again this
session, the Administration, particularly Clifford
Sifton, gave it apparent endorsation. The mea-
sure had the Government's best wishes, Laurier
and Slfton said, and then the scheming began.
They would not trust Pouglas's precious creation
to the mercy of the RaIlway Committee, which
not only had many other things te do, but might
be inclined to view with some hostility a measure
antagonistic to the wlshes of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway. A special committee, Sifton insisted,
would be a proper body to handle the case of the
people versus monopoly. A special committee
was thereupon appointed. Its members were of
Clifford Sifton's choosing, and, from the stand-
point of monopoly, the choosing was done well.
It was essentially a farmer's grievance whicb
Douglas proposed to remove, yet by a process
of reasoning not beyond the comprehension of
the ordinary man, the Minister of the Interlor
concluded that there should be a total absence of
farmers on the special committee which was to
decide the fate of the Bill. To gAve his inten-
tions some alight colour of good faith, Richard-
son, Oliver, Douglas and Rutherford were made
members of the committee. Every one of the
other six could be depended upon to safeguard
the interests of the railways. Two of them, Hag-
gart and Tisdale, were objected to by such a
staunch Tory as Dr. Thomas S. Sproule, M.P.,
when their names were proposed for a similar
committee the other day. It was in vain that
Douglas and others protested against the com-
mittee as appointed by Clifford Sifton. The ten
of them met together to-day, and soon the Bill
upon which the whole Canadian west sets se
l'igh a value, was rejected on the following
division :-

For-Richardson, Rutherford, Oliver, Doug-
las.-4.

Against-Bertram, Haggart, Tisdale, Fisher,
Casgrain, Rosamond.--6.

No sound argument could be urged against the
Bill. Geo. H. Bertram insisted that a case had
not been made out, and Sidney Fisher, who tra-
vels in the disguise of a practical farmer, was
not willing to grant his suffering brethren relief.
He had the presumption to suggest that an In-
spector be appointed to look into the complaints,
and that idea will be put forward when next the
committee meets. But for the approaching by-
election in Winnipeg, the chances are that Doug-
las's Bill would to-day be An the fulness of life.
The powerful elevator Interest of that city were
naturally enough rabidly hostile to the measure,
and fear of the injury they would be -ble to do
the Liberal candidate ln the coming Aght led to
the scheming which easily won ou. when the
clash came to-day.

Rev. J. M. Douglas Is an angry man. A thor-
ough partisan, he declined to reserve criticism of
the Government for the Iniquitous treatment of
the people he represents.

" It is a terrible blow to our whole west," he
said, "and, of course, we know *here to place
the blame. It was the cold steel of Clifford
Sifton that did It ; t was nothing else. He may
hope to carry Winnipeg by such means, but I
bave -my opinion of the elevators of Winnipeg
If they rezpond to such detestable tactics. We
are offered something-an inspector ; of what
consequence is a beggarly concession like that ?
My whole Bll Is not killed, but there is nothlng
left that will relieve the people who bave been
suffering for years. The mischievous scheming
of Clifford Sifton Is the cause of our defeat.
That ls a strong statement, but It Al a fact that
no one cau get away from."
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Mr. Speaker, thls Is an Interview with the
hon. member for Eastern Assiniboia (Mr.

,Douglas). I am not going to diseuss the
fate of the Bill. The fate of the BIH is an
important question, but thie fate of the BIll
is a trifiUng question c-mpared with the
serious charge that Is here brought against
a Minister of the Crown. I dId, not bring
this matter up for the purpose of attacking
the Minister ; I brought it up because he
represents us in the Cabinet, and to have a
statement like that made In regard to the
MinLister wbo represents the west in the
Cabinet, and made also by a supporter, ls a
most serious matter. I have no desire to
amplify. All I eau wish now Is to hear
what is the explanation.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). Mr. Speaker, I appreclate, I
may say, without saying much more on
the subject, the anxiety of my hon. friend
the member for West Assinibola (Mr. Davin)
lest, perchance, something might be sald
that would Injurlously afiect the reputation
of the Minister of the Interlor. -' have no
doubt the bon. gentleman has been, and ls,
trying to protect ny reputation. I appreclate
this as one of the indications of that hon.
gentleman's efforts ln that direction. The
matter which the hon. gentleman bas re-
ferred to Is one which it is quite prope to
brIng before the House, and, in speaking of
which I have no hesitation ln expressing my
opinion or in declaring my position. I do not
know, Sir, that It is of any great interest to
know what the editor of the Toronto "Tele-
gram " thinks about me. Anybody who has
paid any attention to the remarks of the
Toronto " TelegramI" for the last two years,
would not require to have the time of the
House of Commons taken up for the Dur-
pose of further Informing him of the opin-
ion which the editor of the Toronto "Tele-
gram9" does me the honour of entertaining
ln regard to myself. The editor of that
paper has a perfect right to bave whatever
opinion he chooses of me, and I presume I
have the same right to entertain whatever
opinion I choose ln regard to him. I do not,
however, take so many occasions of express-
Ing my opinion ln regard to hlm as he doe
in expressing his opinions ln regard to me.
I shall not waste the time of the House dis-
cussing newspaper articles, because It would
be truly a waste of time, If members of the
Government were to take up the time of the
House in discussing all the motives aserlbed'
to theminl Opposition papers, and In papers
which are semi-Opposltlon, semi-independ-
ent, and sometimes ministerial, for one rea-
son or another, from time to time. The poi-l
tfon ln regard to the BI Rof the hon. mem-
ber for. East Assinibola (Mr. Douglas) ls
slimply this. That bon. gentleman has enter-
tained strong vIews upon a ertain question.
That question l as to whether legllation
should be passed by this House compelling
rallway companies ln Manitoba and the

North-west Territories to confer certain facil-
Itles for the shipment of grain which they
do not now enjoy. The opinion which the
hon. member entertains Is, that certain re-
gulations should be enacted by this House
to the effect that Individuals might place
upon the property of a rallway company a
fiat warehouse, under certain conditions,
practically unrestricted. I think that Is a
fair statement of the position of the hon.
member for East Assinibola upon this sub-
Jeet. The matter came up last year ; I have
forgotten exactly how it was disposed of
last vear, but this year it came up again.
The hon. member for East Assinibola
brought in a BIll this year, of which, as It
appeared to me at the time, the question of
flat warehouses was only a secondary and
less important part. He brought ln a Bull
which provided a general system of regula-
tion and inspection of elevators, and ln
which he provided for the particular privi-
lege whIch he has ln mind, and which he
advocates very strongly, that flat ware-
bouses might be erected wherever persons
who might make application for the pur-
pose, desired to do so. The Bill came be-
fore the Honse, and, in speaking of it, I said
that we approved of It In a general way,
that Is to say, we approved of the general
principle of regulation. I referred to the
general principle of regulation as one which
I approved of, and I suggested that we
sbould send the BIl to a special committee
for the purpose of Its being fully and care-
fully considered. The matter was sent to a
special committee, and, inasmuch as a seri-
ous portion of the charge against me ls, that
the committee was constituted by me, or at
my suggestion, in such a way that it would
not deal fairly with this Bill, I desire to
read the names of the members of that com-
mittee :

Messrs. Bain, Bertram, Bourassa, Campbell,
Casgrain, Davis, Douglas, Fisher, Haggart, Sir
Henry Joly de Lotbinière, Oliver, Richardson
Roche, Rosamond, Rutherford, Sifton, Tlsdale.
I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, that If a com-
mittee of this House were appointed to
select a cornmmittee that would represent the
business capacity and the Independence and
the good Judgment of the House fairly well,
for the purpose of dealing with a matter
of that kInd, a better committee could not
be selected. The House wll observe that
the representation of western members on
the committee ls very large, an d that was
because the western members were particu-
larly Interested In this question as affecting
Manitoba and the North-west ahnost jxelu-
sively. It iE only necessary to read the
names of the members of the committee to
dispose entIrely of the Idea that anybody
could possibly unduly influence its deelsion.
The Bill went before the committee, and I
was present at the first two or three meet-
ings andI lstened carefully to the discusIon
which took place. The resulit of the Infor-
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mation I derived there, in addition to what the Government, and I am quite prepared
I knew about the subject before, brought to take the responsibility for anything and
me to the conclusion that I was prepared to everything I did in that connection. As the
support strongly the features of the Bill re- suggestion has been thrown. out, that the
lating to the regulation and inspection of 13il1 was unfairly dealt with, I partieularly
elevators, but I was not prepared to support desire to call the attention of the members
that provision which provided for the unre- of the House to the personnel of the com-
strieted erection of fiat warehouses upon minttee. which I think 's an ample guarautee
the railway property and alongside the ele- that the Bill could not otherwise than have
vators. Whether I arrived at that conclu- been fairly dealt with.
sion rightly or wrongly, it was my opinion, Mr. WALLACE. Let us hear from the
and I may remark that my colleague the hon. member for East Assiniboia (Mr.
Minister of Agricalture (Mr. Fisher), who Douglas).
was upon the committee with me, entirely Mr. GEO. H. BERTRAM (Centre Toronto).shared my view. In that we differed from The question raised by the hon. member formy hon. friend from East Assiniboia (MrTeWestioasd te. Davin) requires someDouglas) who brouglit in the Bill. My ab-WstAsnol(r.Di)reue omDouglas) fro bm the Bill.t a aMyab-h little consideration from the members of theaence from the commttee was altogether House who were members of that specialaccidental. It was not for the purpose of conmittee. I think there was some reflec-
shirking the vote. The member for West tion east on the committee 'by the writer ofAssinibola (Mr. Davin) and every other the articles read to the House, 1because it is

b % fl th HTi,- k h h-
meu mutter oi. A±iLs JJore nows, Iat iiatever
advantage there may be in a private mem-
ber absenting himself from a vote-and the
advantage is very quefstionable-there is no
advantage to a member of the Government
so doing because a member of the Govern-
ment must assume the responsibllity. When
my lon. friend (Mr. Douglas) found that his
Bill was defeated, he naturally assumed
that as my colleague the Minister of Agri-
culture voted against the Bill, I would have
voted the same way If I had been present.
That would not necessarily follow, but as
a matter of fact if I had been there, - would
have voted with the majority of the com-
mitte and against the provision of the Bill
relating to fiat warehouses. On the other
hand, I would have voted in favour of the
provisions of the Bill relating to inspection.
That states clearly and definitely what my
position In the matter Is. So far as the kill
ing of the Bill is concerned, as I have said,
my absence from the committee that morn-
ing was altogether accidental, and I had no
idea that a final vote would then be taken
on the Bill. A few days afterwards I saw
my hon. friend from East Assinibola (Mr.
Douglas), and I asked him if he desired to go
on with the, other provisions of the Bill
whien did not meet with the disapproval of
the committee, and expressed to hlm my
willingness to help him through with. that
portion of the Bill which I approved of.
My hon. frIend (Mr. Douglas), however, was
not dIsposed, as I understood hlm, to go on
with the B111, and I asked hlm to let me
know if he did wish to go on so that I might
give hlm my aid. As to whether the hon.
member for East Assxinboia (Mr. Douglas)
used the expression whlch the newspapers
attribute to him, I do not know. I am
qulte sure I never asked him and I have
not any Intention of asking him. What I
know is, that in my conduet with respect
to the Bill there was nothlng that was not
perfectly 6tralghtforward and perfeetly in
accordance with my duty as a member of.

Mr. SIFTON.

intimated that the " cold steel" he speaks
of as being given to the Bill by the Minister
of the lInterior, was given In the selection
of the committee. who it is suggested would
not deal with the question on its merits.
Now, it never disturbs me what appears ln
niewspl)apers against anything I say or do.
Newspapers are at perfect liberty to express
any opinion they choose about my conduet,
but I take the liberty of saying, that if any
newspaper, or any member of this Flouse,
states that I was influenced, or could in any
way ble Influenced by anybody or any cor-
poration in my consideration of a question
of this kind, that newspaper or that mem-
ber makes a statement that cannot be sup-
ported by the facts. I had a strong sympa-
thy with that Bil, and when a large body
of elevator men came here from Winnipeg
to oppose it, they were desirous of seeing
me but J refus2d to have any conversation
whatever with one of them. I sald I was
prepared to listen to the arguments advanced
before the committee with a perfectly frank
and open mind, and to give my decision
according to the merits as they presented
themselves to me. It Is unfair that any
newspaper or any member if there le one,
should cast a refleetion upon the members
of that committee. I attended the meetings
with the firm Intention, that If there was
any monopoly which in my judgment was
injurlous to the interests of the farmers of
the west, I for one would do everything in
my power to break up that monopoly. I ha(d
no sympathy with monopoly, and I sp stated
ln the committee, but I could not agree with
the remedy that was proposed by the pro-
moter of the Bill, even If there was a mono-
poly. I gave my reasons for opposlng
the Bill In the committee. and I had no
other reasons than those given. The state.
ments regarding the Mlnister of the Interlor
and the refleetions east upon the members
of that committee, are not credita¡ble to
those who made them; for I am sure that
every other member of the committee, as
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well as myself, acted in what he believed
to be the best interests of the country. Mem-
bers of Parliament may differ ; members
will differ on pablic questions; every mem-
ber has a right to his own opinion, but no
member and no newspaper has the right to
say that a memaber of this House privately
holds a different opinion from that which
he gives public expression to. So far as I
am concerned. I state here, that any
one who says I was appointed on any
comnmittee because I might be influenced
in some direction other than for the
publie interest, is making a statement
which cannot possibly be supported by
the facts. I stated at the time that
the promoter of the Bill did not make
out the strong case I expected he would
make out, and I gave my reasons for be.
lieving that to be the case. So that -the
statements that have been appearing in the
newspapers from time to time are, in my
judgmient, void of the truth. I believe every
member of that committee acted In accord-
ance with his own judgment as to what
was ln the best Interest of the country, and
that no influence of any kind was brought
to bear upon him, either directly or indi-
rectly, in regard to his action as a publie
man.

VALLEYFIELD COLLECTOR OF CUS-
TOMS.

Mr. BERGERON. Before you leave the
Chair, Mr. Speaker, for the House to go
into Supply, I desire to bring to the notice
of my hon. frIend -the Minister of Customs
(Mr. Paterson) the tact that a great many
complaints are made in Valleyfield and In
Beauharnois In regard to the operations
of his officer there. One of the most im-
portant manufacturers In Beauharnois told
me the other day that he has the Invoice
of goods that have been iu Valleyfield for
the last ten days, and he has not recelved
them yet. Many other people In Valley-
field complain of the same thing. Thls
may be due elther to lack of knowledge or
lack of industry on the part of the offi-
cer ; but I believe i is due to the fact
that he spends most of his time In writing
in a Grit newspaper in Valleyfleld, abusing
me and the Conservative party, and neg-
lecting his work. It Is my duty to call
the attention of the Minister of Oustoms to
the fact, and 1 do so hoplng that for the
future this man wIll have less to do with
newspapers, and wIR stiek to his offece,
and do the work which he Is paId to do.

The MINISTER 0F OUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson). • I will make Inquirles In refer-
ence to what the hon. gentleman has said;
but I fancy that It w!ll not be because he
does inot attend to his duties If complaints
are made against him. I fear it will be
rather b use I have been trying, through
economy, to carry on the work of the port

with perhaps less men than I am- able to
do.

Mr. BERGERON. No.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Well,

seeing that by the returns he -has collected
something like $38,000, I do not think that
he can have time to attend to a great deal
n.ore than his duties. Hils salary, I think,
is about $500.

Mr. BERGERON. Yes, very small.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That

would only be about 1½ per cent for collec-
tion, which, I think, is lower thap is paid
ln almost any other port in the Dominion.
However, I am not attempting to say that
what the hon. gentleman has mentioned is
something that it Is not worth while to
inquire Into. If It be unfortunately true
that some merchants have been delayed ln
getting clearance for their goods, it may
be that I do not give a collector sufficlent
help. However, I will Inquire into the
matter.

Mr. BERGERON. If I may be permit-
ted to put my hon. friend's mind at rest,
I will say that the officer who was In
charge before, and who was dismissed by
thls Government for no reason at all but
parisanship-a fact which they have re-
cognized by paying not only his salary, but
his pension-collected the last year he was
there over $90,000, besides doing the work
of excise and the collectorshtp of canal tolls.
That was Mr. Danis, who was dismIssed
simply because he voted for me.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman has
already spoken.

Mr. BERGERON. Thls Is pro bono pub-
lico, Mr. Speaker-more so than a great
deal that is sald here.,

Mr. SPEAKER. I cannot help that.
Mr. BERGERON. I hope my hon. frIend

will seo to it.
Mr. WALLACE. The Minister might

have stated, when he made his explanation,
that the collections at Valleyfleld are of a
speclal character, not like the usual busi-
ness of other ports; but there are enor-
mous manufactories there, which brIng In
large quantities of goods that are dutiable.
So that while the payments 3Into the eus-
toms may be very large, the work of the
department Is not large In proportion.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hou. member for
Beauharnols may not have a right to spea
a second time, but there is an hon. gentle.
man In this Hotuse who has a right to
speak, and we on this side of the House
are very anxious to hear from hlm; ind
from the debate that has taken place here
to-day, we ought to hear from him, that Is
the hon, member for East Assiniboia (Mr.
Douglas).
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Mr. FOSTER. I had hoped that the Mr. SPEAKER. The boa. member for
hon. Minister of Customs, before he sat Beauharnols bas already spoken twlce.
down, would have made some statement M BERGRON. 1 wlll do It at an-
with reference to what fell fron the lips rtme. You wIll fot ave any Urne by
of my hon. friend from Beauharnois (Mr
Bergeron), namely, that this gentleman,
who is a paid officer, and who às supposed IZU 0F TRAPS AND ROPES IN
to be a non-partisan officer, as that is the
principle en wbMh the Government acts, PRINCE EWARD ISLAND.

other time. You will notesavenany time b

y y g ulL )q:t Csan newspaper articles against an independ-
ent member of Parliament. My hon. friend
the (Minister of Customs) forgot that point.
Is he going to condone it by silence, or does
he really approve of it, as we must take
him to do when it bas been so pointedly
brought to bis notice, and lie says nothlng
In the way of reproof.

Mr. BERGERON. I did the same thing
last year.

Mr. FOSTER. Is It really a principle
upon which our hon. friends opposite lin-
tend to go, that they wIll dismiss peremp-
torily, without Investigation, on the mere
call of a defeated candidate or a member
of Parliament, a man who exercises simply
his undoubted right of voting for a Con-
servative, on the ground of political parti-
sanshlp, and then they will employ a man,
and pay him with our money-It Is not
the money of the Minister of Customs, but
the money of the people of this country,
Conservatives and Liberals alike-his $500
a year, for doing what ? Maldng a few
collections and bespattering Liberal-Conser-
vative members of this House with his vile
articles in the newspapers ? Is that go-
Ing to be doue, and my hon, friend bas no
volce In the matter at ail? Dozens of
men have been dismissed without the
least Investigation, without a charge belng
preferred by anybody but a defeated
candidate or a member who wants the
place for one of his heelers, on the ground
of political partisanship ; and yet my hon.
frIend employs and pays with the people's
money a man wbo is continually writing
articles against an Independent member of
Parliament.

Mr. BERGERON. He is the editor of the
paper.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
I would Inquire into the matter.

Mr. POSTER.
thalt.

I said

I dld not hear you say

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I cer-
tainly said It, and I do not propose to con-
demn any of my officers wlthout investiga-
tion.

Mr. BERGERON. The very same thing
was said by the Minister of Rlalways and
Canals last year.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. TAYLOR.

Mr. A. MARTIN (East Queen's, P.E.I.)
Before the motion la put, I would like for
a few moments to call the attention
of the House to a return which was
brought down on the lst of June of
this year lu reference to the seizure of
traps and ropes belonglng to Benjamin
Compton & Go., of Belle River, in the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island, by the
cruiser " Acadia." This company Is a small
firm lin Prince Edward Island engaged In
lobster fishing, who bad their traps seized
a few days after the expiration of the fish-
ing season. It is well known, Mr. Speak-
er, that when the fishing season Is over, it
takes quite a number of days to take the
traps in. When there are 700 or 800 or
1,000 or 2,000 traps several miles from the
shore, perhaps ten miles, It Is almost Im-
possible on the very day the fishing ses-
son ls over to take these traps a hore, and
I am assured by some firms in that business
in the province that It is not usual. In
this case, these men, who were actually
poor men, had their traps and ropes to the
value of $150, selzed by the " Acadia " with-
In a few days after the close of the season.
It appears that the Department of Marine
and Fisherles refused them an Investiga.
tion. There is no presumptioni at ail al.
leged that these poor men were fishing. It
Is, on the contrary, alleged that on the very
day the fishing season was over, they closed
up their factory and did not bait their
traps for three days before the expiration
of the dshing season. Yet an the face of
that, this cruiser seized the traps, and those
poor men, who demanded an Investigation,
had no remedy.

I have something else to complain4 of in
the return brought down. It begins wlth a
letter from one of those men, Francis Cook.
That letter refers te aE statement delivered
to the Minister of Marine on the second
day of August, but that statement le not In
this correspondence. Whatever object the
department had In suppressing that state-
meut, I do not know, but the fact remains
that It was suppressed. If the depa.rtment
received that statement, It sbould certainly
be included In the correspondence brought
down. . find also that this letter, which l
signed by Francis Cook, dIsclaIms any such
thing as a violation of this law. Mr. Cook
says :

They used every effort to take in their trap,
but the season was inclement, and it wa Im.
possible on the very day the season closed todo so.
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This will appear more clear, as I proceed
with this correspondence.: I find also h3ere
a statement signed by Commander Spain,
which has reference to some papers In con-
neetion with this matter, which were left>
with the MInister of Marine In his house in
Charlottetown.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I notice that, and have writ-
ten to Commander Spain, asking about it.
and asking if he has the papers, and if so,
to send them to me.

Mr. MARTIN. What about that other lef-
ter ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No letter of the 2nd August
can be found in the department.

Mr. MARTIN. 1 I1bappen to have a copy
of it here, which the company sent to me.
Let me read the words that Commander
Spain used.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There is no doubt about the
words, and I have •-written Commander
Spain, asking for the papers.

Mr. MARTIN. The papers were given to
the hon. Minister by Commander Spalnlu
his house lu Charlottetown, with a full re-
port on the matter. It is quite evident that
the Minister of Marine and Fisherles had no
personal knowledge at ail, for, otherwise,
he would not have wrItten Commander
Spain after Commander Spain had given
him the papers at bis house. I hope It may
augur well for those poor men that the hon.
Mlister did; fnot study the report of Cap-
tain Spain at all, and I trust that, when he
reads that report carefully, he will come to
a different conclusiont and will see tbat
these poor men, whose property was ruth-
lessly seized without any just cause, will be
reimbursed their loss. This property was
seized by the cruiser, and taken to Char-
lottetown, and there sold for a trifle. The
whole th1ngý costing about $150, was sold,
at a hole-and-corner sale ln Charlottetown,
without the knowledge of the company, for
$8.95, and the expenses of the sale and seiz-
ure had to come out of that, so that there
was scarcely anything left

I bave here the statement made by those
men. I have the statement made by C. L.
Barnes, of Murray River, which Is included
in this correspondence. Mr. Barnes makes

this statement with regard to this seizure :
First, that no violation of the law was directed

by me, and I am assured none was allowed by the
manager.
Here is the excuse which he gives for hav-
ing those traps out for a few days after the
close of the fishing season :

Owing to pecullar circumstances, many of my
traps were several (7 or 8) miles from the shore.

Promptly on the 16th July-that 1s exactly the
close of the fishing season-arrangements were
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made for the landing of the traps and gear, andt
every avalIable hour thereafter was occupied in.
the effort. From Thursday, 17th July, until the
seizure, a schooner was watching every oppor-
tunity of wind and tide to effect the landing ot
the gear, and ln the meantime the fishermen,
commencing with those traps nearest the shore,
were constantly employed, when the very Inclem-
ent weather would permit, In landing the traps.

Accordiing to this statement, those poor men
made every effort to land their traps. They
began the very day after the close of the
season, and there can be no presumption
that they were flshIng at ail. They were,
instead, engagedi la Ianding their traps.
Further on, the statement is made, that
they had not balted their traps within three
days of the close of the season, and Mr.
Barnes goes on to say:

As a trawl line was stripped of traps It was
ballasted by a weighted trap near the middle,
and the buoys used as marks or guides to the
pther trawls. These were the ropes seized by the
" Acadia."
I think Commander Spain says that the
Minister himself was actually on board.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No.

Mr. MARTIN. Commander Spain writes:
The Minister will remember passing and re-

marking on these very traps when he was on
board the "Acadia " last eeason.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That was a fortnight previ-
ously.

Mr. MARTIN. It does not matter. At
any rate, the Minister was on board the
" Acadia," and I think It is becoming on bis
part, though a belted knight now, to look
after the Interests of those poor men. I
will, however, proceed to show the House
the letter I am quoting from, signed by
those men, and whih states that the ropes
that were seized by the cruiser were at the
time being used by these poor men in tak-
Ing ln their traps. These were the ropes
seized by the ".Acadia."

When the outrage was perpetrated our fisher-
men and manager were employed ln taking traps
ashore.
That Is 'the statement made. That is a
very singular thIng. Does the Minister pre-
tend to say, can he stand up in his place ln
this House and say, that the fishermen of
Prince Edward Island, on the 15th of July
last, on that very day, every fisherman began
to bring in his traps ? Is it the practice to
do it ? I do not think the Minister wil say
that it is the practice ; fbecause, if they stop
fdshlng-and there Is no presumption thlat
these men were fihing-and if they do net
bait these traps, It does net matter bow long
they are left Out.

When the outrage was perpetrated our fisher-
men and manager were employed in taking traps
ashore, and had a boat loaded at the time. This,
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with the manager's explanation, made It mani- As we had permission from the Department
fest that we were using every effort to fulfil the of Marine and Fisheries to ship our goods with-
law, and should show the department that the out being stamped, having sold dunder contract,
act of Commander Spain, whose sailors, by bis we were therefore compelled to have our goods
orders, eut the trawl line from our boats and in Charlottetown before the 20th July.

dI.. % 4'n. L'ha.^.".. à
estroyed te traps in the presence of my men,

was wanton and unnecessary. %
Cut the trawl from the boat actually, when
they were taking lin their traps. Here is a
statement that will have weight with the
Minister of Marine and Fisherles. He knows
the harbour, and he knows that it Is a very
poor harbour and that it is almost Impos-
sible to land these traps without accident.
They say :j

The winds, tides, currents, &c., make Belle
TRiver a place of peculiar difficulty to navigate,
especially with heavy laden boats, and the Gov-
ernment would do well to consider this fact in
making decision in this matter.
The letter closes asking for justice. There
is another statement, a letter written by the
Minister himself. He writes to Dr. Barnes,
in answer to that gentleman's letter of 29th
April, 1899. Among other things, he says:

The facts were represented by your attorneys
at great length,-
I 4o lnot know whether a brief was given
him orally or whether a written statement
was made with regard to the act ; but the
presumption is that tLey gave him a written
statement. The Minister refers to It here
and we have nothing of it in the correspond-
enee. So, there are three Important parts of
this correspondence that are not 'here. I do
not say they are suppressed with the inten-
tion of hiding the true st'te of affairs; I can
only say that they are not here and, there-
fore, that I cannot refer to them.
-and the matter received the closest investi-
gation and every consideration. These traps were
seized by my officers some eight or ten days at
least after the close season had begun.
That is the correspondence, so far as we
have It. Now, here Is a letter dated 2nd
August, which does not appear In the cor-
respondence at all. I do not know whether
the Minister of Marine and Fisherles had
seen it, but It would appear that he had not,
because It is not brought down. Had he seen
it, he might have come to a very different
decision in regard to the confiseation of the
property belonging to these poor men. And
I think that coming from that province, he
should have some sympathy with these
poor men, under the cireumstances I have
related. They tried to fulfil the law ; they
trIed to have the traps tn at the proper time.
They had stopped fishing. I would not like
'to defend the men if I thought they were
guilty, but I. am given to understand, and I
belleve It, that they had stopped fishing.
That being the case, this is an instance of
pecullar bardship, and one whIch, I hope,
the Minister will look Into. I will not take
up the time of the House by reading ail this
letter, but I wIll read a part of It. It is
from Benjamin Compton & Co.:

Mr. MARTIN.

So, according to this. the hon. Minister
hiiself nay have been the means of
getting these poor men Into this
trouble. He gave them permission
to ship their goods without being

stamped, and so to remove them to Charlotte-
town. The time expired en the 20th June.
Before that day arrived these poor men, I
suppose, would have to have their goods at
the point from which they were to be shipped
to Great Britain.

We came to Charlottetown on Wednesday, 17tb
July, and returned Thursday night, and Intended
to take in the ren:ainder of the traps and gear
on Friday and Saturday, but owing to wind and
rough weather, we were unable to even make
an attempt to leave the shore. In order to allow
our boats to leave the shore, the tide, where our
factory is situated, must not be lower than half-

ntde, owing to the flats which extend out for a
j long distance.
That is a very important fact for the hon.
Minister to know-that these men coula only
engage In the work of landing these traps
at certain times of the day, wheu the tides
wera high.

And during the week following Saturday last
mentioned, when the tides were sultable it was
very foggy, and it would be useless and danger-
ous to start out ; so we were positively unable
to land any traps durIng that week.
There is a week gone, very unsatisfactorily
accounted for, and good solid reason given
why these poor men found It Impossible to
have their traps landed at the tîme speclded.

Thinking we might have further trouble to
land the traps with our boats, we engaged a
schooner from D. J. MeMillan-
Here is a statement I wlsh to draw the at-
tention of the Minlster to. These men do
not appear to have left their traps longer
than they were compelled to leave them.
-to take them ail in one load. She was pre-
pared to do so last week, but could not do so on
account of the weather. In the meantime, the
' Acadia " destroyed 133 traps and took 1,400
fathoms of new rope, valued together at $150.
So, I am not astonished that these poor men
make a demand for reparation for the wan-
ton destruction of property by the "Acadia,"
and I do hope the MinIster will give this
matter his serious consIderation. When he
studies more closely the report of Command-
er Spaln-and I suppose he has studIed, or,
at least, looked at it-and take into considera-
tlon this letter, whieh, as I say, evidently he
bas not seen, and all the clrcumstances ln
connection with the case, I am sure.he will
see his way clear to reimburse these poor
men the loss they have sustained.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. This matter las already re-
eelved the very close attention of the de.
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partment. I regret very much that my hon.
friend (Mr. Martin) should give his counten-
znce to the assertion that these men have
been badly treated.

Mr. MARTIN. Does the hon. gentleman
cast any reflection on the truthfulness of
those men ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not understand what
the hon. gentleman means. I am not refer-
ring to these men. I am referrIng to his
action in this House as a member of Parlia-
ment. I regret very much that he should
give his countenance to men who were en-
gaged ln fishing under the cIrcumstances in
which those men were. We have been try-
ing for many years to put a stop to Illegal
fishIng after the 15th of July, enormous
suns of money are spent every year ln that
effort. The best lobster packers assist the
Government in so doing, but it Is felt that
unless the illicit fishing which takes place
after the 15th of July ean in some way be
suppressed, the whole Industry will be en-
tirely destroyed. I have made most stren-
uous efforts at great expense to put a stop to
this illegal fishing for the past three years,
and I am proud to say that my hands have
been strongly upheld by most of the largest
lobster packers all over the maritime pro-
vinces. There are a certain number who
will Insist on flhing illegally, In spite of
all law and regulation. I need not do more
than state to the House the facts as report-
ed officlaly by Commander Spain to me.
Commander Spain Is a very experienced,
a very careful, and a very prudent officer.
He does not pounce upon traps whlch are
feund atter the close season opens, andseize them and destroy them ; he always
gives a reasonable time for the owners totake them in. But I would appeal te every
hon. member from the maritime provinces,
If 15 days after the legal season expires,
and hundreds of lobster traps are found atsome miles from shore with lobsters inthem, whether the officer would not beliable to dismissal If he did not seize them.Commander Spain reported on the 20th ofDecember to me :

These traps (of Compton & Co.) were destroyedby the "' Acadia " on the 30th day of July Iastin Northumberland Straits,-
That Is 15 days after the season expIred
when they could be legally ishing.
-beng found in the water some 15 days after
the commencement of the close season. Thc
excuse the ownera made in their letter to theMinister on the 2nd of August last was, that theweather had been so stormy and bad that theyhad been unable to take them in. The Minister
will remember passing and remarking upon these
very traps when he was on board the "Acadia0"
last season.

That was about the 18th of July when I was
golng down to the Magdalen Islands, but
they were not destroyed then because It Is
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supposed they were going to take them ln
in a day or two.

The excuse made by these people la not cor-
rect. The weather had been fine for some con-
siderable period before the 30th, and the traps
should have been taken In. There were lobsters
in some of them, and the necessry action was
taken in this case, as ln others al around the
coast.
What could be done, because these people
were friends and supporters of mine, the
hon. gentleman doees not suppose that I talke
any pleasure in destroying the property of
this kInd or that Captain Spain takes plea-
sure In destroying property of this ind. What
is to be done ? Five miles from ahore hun-
dreds of lobster traps are found 15 days
after the time expires for ftshing. The
officer takes them up and he Is told he Is
not to destroy them. If the officer of the
Government would not be sustained in en-
forcing the regulations we might as weil
dismiss them and let everybody use traps
whenever he pleases.

Mr. MARTIN. I would like to say-
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman eau-

not speak again.
Mr. MARTIN. But I have an explanation

to give.
Mr. SPEAKER. If Lt is a mere personal

explanation.
Mr. MARTIN. I do not submit to fhe

hon. gentleman's attributing to me a de-
sire to defend Illegal fishing. I do not see
that the hon. gentleman has proved that
there was Illegal fishing. He made from
the very first-

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman eau
make no reply, only a personal explanation.

THE NORTHERN COMMERCIAL TEDLE&-
GRAPH COMPANY.

Mr. E. G. PRIOR (Victoria, B.C.) Yes-
terday I called the attention of the Gov-
erument to some returns that I had
asked for In regard to the Northern Com-
mercial Telegraph Company (Llmited). I
stated that some had been brought down
from the Publie Works Department, and
I asked whether there were not some more
to come down from other departments. I
see to-day that not a word has been said
and no papers have been brought down, so
I think it my duty to bring the matter be-
fore the House.1 do this because 1 think
it wil! show a most extraordinary state of
affairs iu the Government; it will show, at
ail events, the extraordinary manner in
which this business Government, as they
call themselves, carry on the business @of the
country with business -men. I also feel
sure that when I have finished what I have
to say-it will take me some littie time, be-
cause there are lots of letters to read-the
members of this House on both sides will
thInk that the Government has a very poor
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idea of business morality. It Is a matter
which I think refleets very little credit on
every one of the members of the Govern-
ment who have been concerned therein. Now,
there are some gentlemen on the other aide
of the House who are interested in one of
these Bills under discussion, and, perhaps.
some gentlemen will wonder why they do
not bring this matter before the House in-
stead of nyself. Well, I do not know whe-
ther it is that their party fealty makes
them sit quiet under any amount of injustlice
sooner than bring It up and bring discredit
on the Government, or whether they do not
take any interest in the matter at all. But
I bring It up, because, in the first place, I
believe that a thing like this Is a great blow
to the fair fame of Canada. and also because
several gentlemen Interested in both these
Bills are personal friends of mine, apd they
are not here to defend themselves, and I
think it only right that somebody should
get up and defend them. Now one of theseb
gentlemen Is a man of high standing, the
Hon. James Roche, at the present time, I
believe, a member of the English House of
Commons ; another gentleman ls Mr. Holt.
also a member of the English House of
Commons. They are interested in this Bill,
together with one or two gentlemen who are
members of this House. I will give a short
statement of how the matter stands so far
as I can.

Mr. SPEAKER. Is the hon. gentleman re-
ferring to a Bill that is on the Order paper?

Mr. PRIOR. No. During the last year
there were two Bills passed by the Parlia-
ment of Canada. One was Bill (No. 119) en-
titled an Act to ineorporate the Dawson
City and Victoria Telegraph Company. The
other was Bill (No. 139) entitled an Act to
incorporate the Northern Commercial Tele-
graph Company. The first Bill bore the
names of John Morris Catton, of London.
Eng., William Ste'wart Rainbow, London,
Eng., and Charles Thomas Dupont, of Vic-
toria, B.C. The incorporators of the other
Bill were: The Right Hon. Lord Thurlow,
London, Eng., Theodore Van Puten, London,
Eng., Edward Friedburg, Surrey, Eng., Wil-
liam Braid, Vancouver, B.C., William Nal-
smith, Vancouver, B.C., Allen Haley, WInd-
sor, N.B., and Isaac Burpee, St. John, N.B.
Having moved for these papers, I asked the
Government yesterday whether there were
not some more to be brought down, because
I knew for a fact that more correspondence
had passed between the members of the
Government and the company than was laid
on the Table. I asked for the itelegrams
and cablegrams, and papers received by the
right hon. Prime Minister of Canada, by
the Hon. J. I. Tarte, Minister of Public
Works, and by the Hon. A. G. Blair, Min-
ister of Ralhways and Canals, and also copies
of all letters from those gentlemen. Well.
Sir. there is not a single letter brought

Mr. PRIOR.

down from any of the Government ex-
cept from the Minister of Publie Works,
and on these papers ls noted the fact that
they are referred to the Minister of
Publie Works for report ln so far as
his department Is concerned. I do not
know whether this is the usual course;
I presume it Is; but the fact of the
matter ls, that there Is not a single paper
brought down showing that there has been
any correspondence with the right hon.
leader of the Government or with the hon.
MInister of Railways and Canals. I do not
know what the reason Is, because I know
such correspondence did take place. Whe-
ther it Is that these hon. gentlemen are
ashamed of the correspondence that did take
place, whether they are ashamed of the
documents they put their names to, or whe-
ther they are purposely suppressIng them, I
cannot say. I cannot believe that the hon.
Minister of RaIlways and Canals did not
know that he had had correspondence with
one or more of these companies. The Order
is as plain as possible. It asks for letters
or papers sIgned by him, or written by hlm,
to any particular company. It seems to me
that this matter of building a telegraph line
into the Yukon must have been brought up
In Council, and, therefore, every hon. Min-
Ister must have heard the partIculars, and
must have heard the whole thing being dis-
cussed. With the permission of the House,
I will now read the correspondence. I would
not do so, If It were not necessary that I
should do so. I do not think hon. gentle-
men will be able to understand the matter,
unless I begin at the beginning and go right
through. In these papers which have been
brought down, the first letter Is dated 3rd
September, 1897. It is from the United
States Electrical Supply Company, of New
York, per W. J. Clarke, to the Commissioner
of Publie Works, Ottawa, Canada, in which
the company offer to undertake the work of
building a telegraph line into the Yukon.
They say that they have had large experi-
ence, and hope that they will be allowed to
tender for the same. The next Is an answer
from Mr. Roy, Secretary of the Publie
Works Department acknowledgIng the let-
ter, and statIng that as yet no decision bas
been arrived at by the department concern-
Ing the matter.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). What le
the date of that letter ?

Mr. PRIOR. The 20th of September, 1897.
The next letter is dated the -26th, October,
1897, and It Is from Asheroft, B.C. It le
from Daniel O'Hara, acting as secretary of
a meeting held there In regard to many
matters, amongst which was the telegraph
line. There was a meeting held at Asheroft
on the 25th of October, at which several
prominent gentlemen were present, amonget
them the Hon. C. F. Cornwall, who was
formerly a Governor of British Columbia,
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and, amongst other matters discussed, Is the
telegraph Une. The following resolution was
adopted--

Resolved by the people of Ashcroft and vicinity
that, being familiar with all the circumstances
in connection with opening up of telegraphic
communication with the gald-fields of the North-
west, and Omenica, Cassiar, Peace River and
other important sections, we are of the firm con-
viction that the most feasible, if not indeed the
only practicable route, is to build such line from
Quesnelle via the old telegraph trail to Telegraph
Creek, on the Stikine, and via Lake Teslin to
Dawson City, thereby taking advantage of the
large sums of money expended In seeking the
most practicable route by the company known as
the Overland or Collins line ln the early 60's.

Resolved, that the provincial government be
and are hereby requested to take such action
In regard to inproving the overland trail from
Quesnelle to Telegraph Creek, bridging suci
streams or establishing ferries as are found ne-
cessary, removing fallen timber, &c., &c., and
that such action be taken by having parties of
men sent in to Quesnelle, Hazelton and Telegraph
Creek at the earliest possible date In the spring,
and to be engaged In such actual work on the
trail net later than March of next year, so that
the trail may be In condition for travel for the
thousands that will pass over it, beginning as
early as April next.

I have just read that to show that the peo-
ple of British Columbia, who are on the
spot and have seen a good deal of the coun-
try, think that this is the best Une. The
next letter is a very important one. It is
dated the 30th of November, 1897, from
Montreal, and is sIgned by Mr. Charles R.
Hosmer, who Is now, and, I suppose, was
then, thermanager of the Canadian Pacifle
Raliway Telegraph Company. It reads as
folloWs :-

4 Hospital Street,
Montreal, Nov. 30, 1897.

Dear Mr. Tarte,-The question of telegraph
communication with the Klondike has, during
the past few months, received my most careful
consideration, and from many inquiries I have
made In all directions I am thoroughly convinced
that the only feasible way by which a telegraph
Une can be constructed and maintained after-
wards, is by the extension of the present Gov-
ernment Ine from Quesnelle, through Fort Fra-
ser, Hazelton, Telegraph Creek, Lake Teslin and
Old Fort Selkirk, to Dawson City. I inclose you
a sketch showing suggested route, with approxi-
mate distances. I might say that this route is
practically the one surveyed by the Russla-Amer-
ican Telegraph Company In 1866-67, and that the
telegrapb Une was completed, and in working
order, to about Hazelton, when word was received
that the Atlantie cable had been successfully
laid, which necessitated the abandonment of the
project.

I would suggest that the Government undertake
at once the construction of that portion of the
Une between Quesnelle and Lake Teslin, an ap-
proximate distance of 740 miles. From inquiries
made, I understand that there is a fairly good
supply of black pine and spruce along this line,
particularly between Quesnelle and Hazleton (320
miles), and I would advise the using of the
native timber along the route for the poles.
These should last at least five or six years. This
470 miles, with the establishment of stations

every 40 or 50 miles, I would roughly estimate as
costing about $250,000, which would mean an
interest charge to the Government of $6,000 to
$7,000 per annum. I think-
I want the House to remember this.
-I might almost safely say to you that if this
line were constructed, I could get our Canadian
Pacific people to take it off your hands and ope-
rate on a basis that would return to the Govern-
ment 4 per cent of the outlay, or about $10,000
per annum.

I need not point out to you the vast Import-
ance of telegraph communication with that coun-
ry. The interest charge of $6,000 or $7,000 a year
could be saved many times over in numerous
ways in the administration of the country alone.
Each one of our telegraph huts or stations mIght
farm a North-west Mounted Police post, and the
adoption of this all-Canadian Une would quickly
and safely open a new route and territory.

I hope the Government will consider the mat-
ter of sufflcient importance to warrant their or-
dering the work started at once. and that you
will not be obliged to await the sanction of Par-
liament, otherwise it will be Impossible to get
the line ln operation so that it will be of any
service during the coming year. Later on, the
telegraph Une might be continued from Liake
Teslin to Dawson.

I need not add that I would be very glad to be
of any service I can to you ln this matter.

Yours sincerely,
(Sgd.) CHAS. R. HOSMER.

Hon. J. Israel Tarte,
Minister of Public Works,

Ottawa.
Now, Mr. Speaker, nothing was done after

that letter. There is no more correspond-
ence then for something like eighteen
months, or a little under. Evidently, the
Government did not think It was wlse to
build the line then. Nothing more was done,
and no further correspondence was had, un-
til the letter written on the 11th of April,
1899. There is no reply to Mr. Hosmer's
letter brought down, and evidently the Gov-
ernment did not act on It. The next letter
Is. as I say, dated on the l1th of April, I ,
and It was signed by Allen Haley, H. S.
Holt and James B. Roche, shareholders in
the Northern Commercial Telegraph Com-
pany, Limited. It is addressed to the hon.
Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte), and
It ls as follows :-

Ottawa, 11th April, 1899.
The Hon. J. Israel Tarta,

Minister of Public Works of Canada,
Ottawa.

Sir,-Referring to the interview which the un-
dersigned, Dr. Haley, M.P., one of the provisional
directors of the Northern 'Commercial Telegraph
Company (Llmited) and chairman of the pro-
visional board of that company, Mr. H. S. Holt,
of London, England, chairman of the directors
of the Commercial Telegraph Construction Syn-
dicate (Limited), and the Hon. James B. Roche,
of London, England, had the honour to have with
you yesterday, and ln accordance with your sug-
gestion we have the honour to submit to you
the followIng memorandum with regard to the
construction of a telegraph bine from Skagway
to Dawson City, in the Yukon district :-

The Northern Commercial Telegraph Compay
(Limited) was fcorporated by an Act of the
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Canadian Parliament passed at Its last session,
chaptered 111, for the purpose of, amongst other
things, constructing anC operating, as mentloned
In clause 3 of the Act (copy inclosed), cable and
telegraph lines between Vancouver and Dawson
City.

The company has an authorized capital of
f100,000, and the Act of incorporation provides
that as soon as 25 per cent thereon has been sub-
scribed and 10 per cent thereon has been paid
in.to a chartered bank, a board of directors shall
be elected by the shareholders.

In October, 1898, the Hon. James B. Roche,
one of the undersigned, baving previously visited
the Yukon district, decided to take up the matter
of the construction and operation of a cable and
telegraph line to that country, and arranged
with the provisional directors of the Canadian
ecmpany to proceed to London and take steps
to obtain subscriptions for the company's capital,
to make the neceesary arrangements for the
purchase of material, for the making of surveys,
and for the construction, ln the ,rst place, of
the land portion of the telegraph line from Skag-
way to Dawson City, and later for the laying of
the cable from a point on Vancouver Island to a
point north o! Juneau.

Before returnlng to England, in October last,
Mr. Roche visited Washington, D.C., and ar-
ranged with the United States authorities to pro-
cure the requisite permission to lay and land
the submarine cable thrgugh American waters
and upon American territory for the necessa
distance, and as incidental thereto for the con-
struction of the land line between Skagway and
tbe summit over the small extent of the American
territory between these points.

On his return to England no time was lost ln
taking steps to arrange for the raising of the
necessary capital for the contemplated work,
which resulted in a company, 1The Commercial
Telegraph Construction Syndicate (LImIted)"
being formed li the latter part of January last
for the purpose of entering Into the varIous
contracts which the operations of the Canadian
company rendered necessary.

I may say that I fret met Mr. Roche in
Brltlsh Columbia atter he had returned
from the Yukon.

This syndicate ha contracted with W. T. Hen-
ley's Telegraph Works (Limited), of 27 -Martin'a
Lane, Cannn Street, London, Eng., to undertake
the construction, laying and erection of the land
line. Henley's Campany le the most responsible
cable and telegraph construction company in
England, and has lately laid the cable from Hall-
fax to Bermuda. Mr. Sydney Gedge, M.P., Is its
chairman, and will no doubt answer any in-
quiries.

The wire necessary for the land line was or-
dered at an early date and has been made. One-
half of it was isippd fromI LIverpool on 15th
March, 189, and ls at the present moment on Its
Way to Vancouver.

A survey of the route of the and linoha
been made, and upon the report of that aurvey,
the contracts referred to have been enteed into.
Arrangements for the delivery of thea nece ry
tdeegraph poles have also been made.

Mr. Holt, who la the charma of the yndi-
cate, and Mr. Roche came to Ottawa thbis week
wit th eecessary authàority te-oesbscrim beh
nce«sarycapital stoek là theCadanc -
pany, and to mke the requlsite pa nt thereon
ns requIred by that comlany's AWtof Incorpor-
ation. The Candn company bas been duly or-
gaized by the requisite amount of the capital

Mr". PIOR.

stock having been so subscribed, and the requi-
site amount paid in thereon. to the credit of the
company in the Bank of Montreal, at Ottawa.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, you will see that
they left nothing undone that was called
for by their charter.

Before returning to England last October,--
That was six months before this letter was
wrItten.

Before returning to England last October, Mr.
Roche had acquainted the hon. Minister of Rail-
viays and Canals with his connection with tshe
charter of the Northern Commercial Telegraph
Company (Limited), and of his Intention to pro-
ceed to arrange for the carrying out of its object,
and it was not until two weeks ago that he
learned with great surprise of the intention of
the Dominion Government to construct as a pub-
lic work a telegraph line over the ame route
as that authorized by the charter of the Canadian
company.

In view of the expenditure and preparations
which the company above mentioned have al-
ready made and arranged for, to carry out the
above telegraph and cable scheme, and of the
fact that the construction and operation by the
Government of another line of telegraph to serve
the same purposes mlght seriously prejudice the
carrying out of the cable portion of the com-
pany's scheme, the undersigned would respect-
fully submit, as there can be no necessity for
two Unes of telegraph over the route In question,
the Government should not proceed with the
building of Its proposed Une.

The companles intend going on at once with the
construction o! the lard Une from Skagway to
Dawson City, and expect to have It completed and
ln operation early In July next. The undersIgned
bege further to state that if the Government de-
cides to abandon the construction of Its propossd
line the companies will take over at cost and
charge al material that the Government may
have acquired for the purpose of such construc-
tion.

By the charter of the Canadian company, and
by the general Acts respecting telegraph and
marine electric telegrapha, the priority of Gov-
erament meages and the fixing of the rates to
be charged by the company on all business are
fully provided for.

We have the honour to be, air,
Tour obedient servants,

(Sgd.) ALLEN HALEY.
(Sgd.) H. S. HOLT,
(Sgd.) JAME ROCHE.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wlfrid Lau-
rier). What 1s the date of that letter ?

Mr. PRIOR. The date le the 11th April,
18Il, andItlIs&addressed to thefHon. J. .
Tarte. The next letter brought down Is
from Mr. Gobel the Deputy Minister of
Publie Works, dated 1Uth April, four days
after the above letter, ad addressed to
Alla Haley, Eeq., M.P., It le as fol-
lows :-

Department of publie W4rbx

Deir Sir,-The hon. the Miniter hamhadunder
consideration the letter you have sont te hi=
ln reference to the Northern Commerelal Tele-
graph Company, whleb, as you state, has taken
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active steps towards the construction of a line
Of tlegraph from Skagway to Dawson City.

The hon. the Minister thinks you will easily
understand tbat the tact that charters are grant-
ed to companies for the purpose of coustructing
works over a certain territory does not preclude
the Government of Canada, if it thinks such a
course advisable, from undertakIng the construc-
tion of such works.

I may say, however, that the hon. che Minister
has never been officially appîrised, as he should
have been (the matter being of his department),-
I wish the House to pay partleular atten-
tion to those words, "the matter being of
his departnent."
--- of the intention of the company, and he re-
grets that it ls only when he has taken all the
necessary steps for the purpose, despatched a
party of men to undertake the construction, pur-
cbased the materials required. that It le brought
to his knowledge that a chartered company is
about to undertake the same work.

The hon. Minister furtheF beleves that If any
disappointment is experienced by the company, it
lu largely and, in so far as he Is concerned,-
Mark the words, "so far as he is con-
cerned."

-absolutely due to the tact that he, as the
responsible Minister lu charge of the construe-
tion of telegraphliUnes, has not been informed
in time of the tact that an action parallel te hie
own was intended to be taken by the company in
question.

He regrets that matters are now in such a
position that he does not see how it lm possible
for the department to withdraw from its present
situation.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Yours very truly,
(Sgd.) A. GOBEIL,

Deputy Minister.
Allen Haley, Esq., M.P.

On the 21st April, or seven days after-
wards, there is a letter from Mr. Allan
Haley, to the Minister of Publie Works,
which reads as follows :-

Ottawa, April 21st, 1899.
The Hon. J. I. Tarte,

Minister of Publie Worke.
Sir,-I have the honour to acknowledge the

recelpt of your letter dated 15th Instant, signed
by your Deputy Minister, in reply to the com-
muunication which Mr. Holt, Mr. Roce and my-
self forwarded te you on the 11th Instant on the
subjçect of the constructioà of a telegraph Une
between Skagway and Dawson City. I may say
that, although your deputy's letter bea date as
already stated, on the 15th, It only reached me at
the House of Commons about 5 o'clock this after-
noon.

As you may remember, our letter of the l1th
instant was written upon your suggeston for
the purpose, as you stated, of enabin you to
bring this matter before the Government la
Council, whIch yo said yeu intenAsd to do, but
your deputy'a letter dos not Indleate that- the
matter las been aubmitted te Counel.

As was etated in our interview with you, as
well as la our letter, Mr. Rocbe, whe he Erst
teck up the matter of the construction ef the
Une In October last, acquainted the hon. the
Minister of Ralways and Canals of bis Intention
lu that respect, havng been given to udertd
and believing that the head of the Department

of Railways and Canals was the proper member
of the Government to approach on the subject.
Fromi time to time since then, the Minister of
Railways and Canals has been informed of the
steps that were taken, and the progrens that was
being made In the matter. Under these circum-
stances, we do not think that the representatives
of our company can be blamed for your want of
official notice of the fact that the construction
of the telegraphliUne by our company was being
arranged for. We further have to state that the
fact that the Minister of Railways assured Mr.
Roche ln October last that the proposed construc-
tion by the Northern Com:uorcial Telegraph
Company of the telegraph line In question would
be looked upon fav3urably and have the sym-
pathy and support of the Government, is, ln our
view, a sufficlent reason why the Government
should net have undertaken and should not now
proceed with the construction of a Une for the
same purpose. As the only difficulty suggested
ln the way of your department withdrawing from
the eroposed construction of the Une in question
appears ta be one arising out of the expenditure
wbich your department bas already incurred In
the matter, I cannot see why it Is Impossible so
to withdraw in view of the fact that the com-
panies which my associates and myself repzesent,
have already, tn our former letter offered to in-
demnify the Government fully ln respect of that
expenditure, which offer I now beg to renew on
t1lr behalf.

It Is, I presume, unnecessary to urge what must
surely be admitted, that two Unes of telegraph
through the district of country ln question are
quite unnecessary, and ln view of the facts above,
and ln our former letter, stated, we consider that
we bave the right to Insist that there should be
a reconsideration by the Governor ln Council te
bulid this Une as a public work, and we have,
therefore, most respectfully to request that you
will for that purpose bring the matter before
Council at the earliest possible date.

Awaitlng your reply,
I have the honour to be, air,

Vour obedient servant,
(Sgd.) ALLEN HALEY.

The next letter is from J. Israel Tarte :
Office of the Minister of Publie Works

of Canada,
Ottawa, April 27th, 1899.

Allen Haley, ESq.,
President Northern Commercial Telegraph Co.,

Ottawa.
My dear Sir,-In answer te your communîca-

tion of April 21st, and to follow suits to the con-
versation that I had with you, I beg te say that
I was authorized by His Excellency the Governor
Genera in Council to go on with the construc-
tion of the telegrphli Une from Skagway to Daw-
son, with the ultimate object of constructing
also a line fron Quesuelle to Dawson. When I
was s authorized, your company had nOt given
to myself, or to the Governor n- Council, =ny
intimation that you intended goig on w1ith the
work authorized by your charter.
I do not know, Mr. Speaker, how many
members of the Governent a company s
to give notice to. One would bave suPOse
that if they had given notice to the M.niste
of Railways and Canalseven though nt
the proper Miater, he would have sent the
notice te the proper Minister. He goe on
te say:rc[

1 feel that It le in the publie Interest that the
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Une from Quesnelle ta Dawson be proceeded with which he states are true copies of the cor-
as soon as possible, and, in fact, the present respondence which has taken place, none of
portion of the Une that we are constructing will 1 which has been brought down by the Gov-
be used as part of the une from Quesnelle to ernment. Here is one from Allen Haley, H.Dawson. In my conversation with you yesterday,
I stated that no guarantee having been given . Hoat and Jas. Roche:
to us that your company or any other company Ottawa, Ont., April 18, 1899.
would be ready to go on with the construction The R
of the telegraph line on the basis pointed outitH Sr ldL e,
ln this letter, the Government does not see any- G.C.M.G., M.P.
thing else to do than to go on with the work Sir,-We have the honour to address you as
whieh is now under way. the head of the Dominion Government on the

I may say that we bave received reports from subject of the construction of a cable and tele-
the officers in charge of our Une that the work graph line from British Columbia to the Yukon
la proceeding speedily. district. On yesterday we had the honour of

However, I will always be glad ta receive any an interview upon the same subject with
offer from your company, without pledging my- the Hon. Mr. Tarte, his department being,
self ta accept any such offer. as we understood, the one under which

Truly yours, the construction of the proposed Govern-
(Sgd.) J. ISRAEL TARTE. ment line of telegraph ta the Yukon was

Tis, Mr. Speaker, constitutes the whole being undertaken, and in accordance wlth bis
suggestion we wrote hlm on the llth Instanta

correspondence that bas been brought down letter, of which the Inclosed is a copy. On the
to the House by the Government ; but, as following day, as we regretted ta learn, Mr.
a matter of faet, I know that that was not Tarte was taken seriously ill, and as the result
all that took place. I do not know that I las been confined ta his house and unable to
cau give all that has taken place, but I can attend ta business ever since. Owing, we pre-
give a good deal more than has been sume, to Mr. Tarte's illness, we have had no

reply ta our letter, and as it is of the greatest
brought down to the House. The hon. Mi limportance ta the companies that we should have

a reply at the earliest possible date, we respect-
brought down everything that was in bis fully request that you would take up the matter
department, so far as he knew. The last with a view to giving us an answer. We may
letter I read was answered by Mr. Haley further say that we understood from Mr. Tarte
the very same day on whichi it was written, that the subject was one which would have to be
and it seems te me extraordinary that that dealt with by the Governor in Council, although
letter cannot be fuudia the Department ofin accordance with his suggestion the letter was

t addressed tohim,and we therefore considor
Publie Works ; and It is another extraor- that we are quite in order in addressing you as
dlnary and very suspicious circumstance, to the head of the Government for the purpose of
my mind, that that letter was the only one having the subject dealt with.
in which the Minister of Railways and Can- We have the honour ta be, Sir,

als was drectly concerned. It was as fol- Your obedient servants,
Iows :-(ggd.) ALLEN HALEY,Iows .- (Sgd.) H. S. HOLT,

Ottawa, April 27th, 1899. (Sgd.) JAMES ROCHE.
To the Hon. J. Israel Tarte, I do not see any reply to that, and I am In-

Minister of Public Works, formed that no reply was recelved. On the
Ottawa. 27th of April the following letter was sent:

Sir,-I have to acknowledge the recelpt ofA
yours of to-day in regard ta the Northern Com- Ottawa, April 27th, 1899.
mercial Telegraph Company matter. I To the Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier, G.C.M.G.,

Wlth reference ta your statement as to your President of the Privy Council,
want of notice of the Intention of our company Ottawa.
to go on with the work, I can only repeat that SIr,-
the Hon. Mr. Blair, the Minister of Railways and Re the Northern Commercial Telegraph Com-
Canals, informed my co-directors by letter tbat pany (Limited).
his department was the proper one to communi- Referring to our interview wîth you this after-
cate with on the subject, and that they accord- noon, and ln compliance with your request, we
lngly did so as early as October last, and from have the honour ta submit to you the following
time ta time since then. I do not, therefore, facts
think that it can be said that the company did
not take the proper steps to communicate to the There is no use my reading -the whole of
Goernment their Intentions this letter, because a great portion of It eon-

You stated ta me yesterday that you had a sists simply of a copy of what was sent to
1strong preference for the all-Canadian route. te Ptt
communicated this to my colleaguez upon the the Mlnlster i PubleWorkI settng forth
board, and they ask me ta acquaint you with the the whole clrcumstanes. It states that the
tact tbat If the survey will show that this line Northern Commercial Telegraph Company
is feasible, they are qulte prepared to abandon was incorporated, and goes on te say :
the cable portion of their scheme and make the Whilst tn Ottawa last October, Mr. Roche ae-
Communications between Vancouver and Dawsonquainted the hon. the Minister of Rallways and

2y by land only. Yours truly, Canals with his connection with the charter of
(Sgd.) ALLEN HALEy. the above company, and of his Intention to pro-

ceed to arrange for the caiying out of its ob-
Now, I have here some letters which Mr. jects, and he recelved from Mr. Blair a letter on

Boehe's solicitor has put Into my hand, and the subject, of which the following is a copy--
Mr. PRIOR.
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Department of Railways and Canais, Canada.
Minister's Office,

Ottawa, October 6th, 1898.
Dear Mr. Roche,-I am very much pleased

indeed to learn that it la your Intention, repre-
senting the Northern Commercial Telegraph
Company (Limited), to proceed without unneces-
sary delay with the construction of the telegraph
line from the coast into Dawson City, to be fol-
lowed thereafter with resonable despatch by the
laying of a cable or cables from Vancouver to
the point of connection with the land Une.

The Government is extremely desirous that
private enterprise should take up this work, and
that it be prosecuted without delay ; and the
needs of the district are such that we believe an
enterprise of that nature would be found ex-
tremely profitable. You may rely upon recelv-
Ing the countenance and approval of the Govern-
ment in carrying this enterprise forward to a
successful issue.

Yours faithfully,
ANDREW G. BLAIR.

J. B. Roche, Esq.,
Albermarle Hotel, New York City.

Yet this was not brought down. And the
Minister of Publie Works has continually
told these gentlemen that the Government
had no advice that these gentlemen intended
to go on with the work. These gentlemen,
in their letter to the r!ght hon. the First
Minister, continued as follows:-

In another letter by the Hon. Mr. Blair to Mr.
Roche, the former wrote as follows :-

" Since you were here I had a call from the
gentleman who represents the other company
incorporated at the last session of Parliament.
That is the company incorporated as -the
Dawson City and Victoria Telegraph Com-
pany. This letter Is from the three pro-
visional directors to the right hon. First Miu-
Ister, after they could not get any satisfac-
tion out of the Minister of Publie Works,
and they quote the letter of the Minister of
Railways and Canals.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). What is the date ?

Mr. PRIOR. On the cepy I have here
there Is no date. The letter Is from Mr.
Blair to Mr. Roche, and Is signed "A. G.
Blair".

Since you were here I had a call from the
gentleman who represents the other company
Incorporated at the last session of Parliament.
He evidently came in consequence of newspaper,
statements respecting your action, and la the
bearer of cable messages from the gentlemen In
England connected with the other company, de-
siring to know how far the Government ls com-
mitted to yourself,-
That is Mr. Roche.
-and intimating that if matters had not gone
too far to be recalled, or if we were not open to
treat with them on similar terms, It would hardly
be worth while for them to proceed with their
undertaking. I mention this so that you may
learn what ls moving-
H1e is posting the other company. -

-and as an additional reason which may urge
you to such activity in the prosecution of your

enterprise as is practicable. I told this gentle-
man very frankly that my department had an
understanding with you, and that we were giving
you the preference, at least until we were satis-
fied you were delaying in pushing the work
unduly ; and I said that upon that point we
would be in no position to form an opinion until
next spring.

Yours faithfully,
(Sgd.) ANDREW G. BLAIR.

The letter to the right hon. First Minister
then goes on to set forth the circumstances
just as they are set forth in the letter to the
Minister of Publie Works, and then pro-
ceeds as follos :-

Fron time to time, after Mr. Roche's retura
to England, the Minister of Railways and Canals
-the proper Minister, as Mr. Roche underatood,
to communicate with on the subject-was ln-
formed of what steps were being taken and what
progress was being made in the matter in Eng-
land.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Who siates that ?

Mr. PRIOR. This is a letter to the right
hon. First Minister from Me'ssrs. Haley,
Roche and Holt.

Mr. Holt, who is the chairman of the syndicate,
and Mr. Roche came to Ottawa on the 9th instant
with the necessary authority to subscribe the
required capital stock in the Canadian company,
and make the requisite payments thereon as
required by the Act of incorporation, and the
Canadian company has been duly organized by
said requisite amount of stock having been sub-
scribed, and the necessary amount .aid thereon
to the credit of the company ln the Bank of
Montreal, Otta'wa. It was not until about ten
days before Mr. Roche and Mr. Holt left London
for Canada (on the 27th March), that they heard
with great surprise of the Intention of the Do-
minion Goveranient to construct, as a publie
work, a telegraph Une over the same route as
that authorized by the charter of the above com-
pany. They at once informed the Minister of
Railways and Canals that they were leaving for
Ottawa immediately.
Then it goes on:

It was only after the arrival of Mr. Roche and
Mr. Holt ln Ottawa that we learned for the first
tine that the construction of the proposed Gov-
ernment Une was ln charge of the Department of
Public Works, and we submilt herewith a copy of
the correspondence which bas passed between the
Minister of that department and ourselves on
the subject.

'%Mr. BERGERON. And those papers are
not brought dowa.

Mr. PRIOR. None of them.
We think we should point out la addition tbat

the subscription of the necessary capital was ob-
tained upon the assurances given us, as above,
that we mlght rely on the support of the Gov-
ernment, and we now think we may fairly ask
the Government to abandon the construction of a
rivai line of telegraph.

That letter was from these gentlemen, the
provIsional directors, to the First Mlnister.
No answer was given to that, so far as I ea
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find out, and on the 3th of May another
letter was sent signed by Allen Haley and
James Roche. Mr. Holt bad tben gone to
England. This letter Is to the right hon.
First Minister:

Sir,-Re Northern Commercial Telegraph Com-
pany.

In accordance with your request at our inter-
view of the 29th uit., we forwarded you a
memorial of the whole facts ln respect of the
matter, and you stated that you would bring the
subject before Council on Monday last (May 1st),
and that we would receive an answer on the fol-
IcWing day.

We have not had any reply or even any ac-
knowledgment of our memorial.

As we have on more than one occasion on be-
half of the company stated, at the request of
the Minister of Public Works, our readiness to
reimburse the Government for any cost they have
been put to in preparing to commence the work
themselves, we must now withdraw this offer, it
not having been accepted, and we having decided
to commence our line forthwith.

We have the honour to be, Sir,
Your obedient servants,

(Sgd.) ALLEN HALEYY
(Sgd.) JAMES ROCHE.

I am told that there is no answer to that,
and nothing more nas been beard about It,
I can only tell you what I have been told by
Mr. Roche's solicltor. That Is the whole
correspondence I have ln my band. The
first portion was what the Government
brought down, and the second, and most Im-
portant part, is what the Government did
not bring down. I cannot belleve, for one
moment, that the Government did not know
that that correspondence had taken place. I
cannot for one moment believe tbat the hon.
Minister of Railways and Canals was not
cognizant of the fact that he had months ago
wrltten letters to these gentlemen urging
them to bulld a Une and telling them that
they would have the Government support,
and lie must have known alse that the Min-
ister of Publie Works, who had been before
Council, es I presume he had, had got au-
thorlty from Couneil to build a Une on the
came route as that on whIeh those gentle-
men had got a charter.

I might -also state, before going further.
that the other company, the Dawson City
and Victoria Telegraph Company, had also
been at work. They had got the capital sub-
seribed, they had spent quite a large sum, so
I am. informed by the directors who have
written to me-over 400 pounds sterling-in
getting that company startedethey thave pald
the expenses of sending out an engineer to
the Pacifie coast, they bad sent him to New
York, and then further and had pald hils ex-
penses, and when he got there, of course they
bad te recall him. They easo made an Issue
of stoek on the market ln London, and now
I ai Informed that they have sent, through
Lord Stratheona, a claim aganst 'the Gov-
ernment for dams. I1refer now to the
Dawson City and Vlctria Telegraph Com-

y, which is now eail i the Brltish Col-
Mr. PRIOR.

umbia, Victoria and Dawson City Telegraph
Company.

The hon. Minister of Pubile Works Is not
here or I would put the question to hlm, but
perhaps the lon. Minister of Railways will
tell us whether he didI or did not give any
notice to his colleague the MinIster of Public
Works, before these gentlemen came from
London, of their Intention of building the
line, of what they had been doing and, In
fact, the whole information lie had from
them. Did the hon. gentleman give the Min-
ister of Publie Works notice of this or did he
keep the whole of this Information to hlm-
self, and let the Minister of Publie Works go
on building the Une and let these other gen-
tlemen go on spending their money ? The
Minister of Publie Works was asked, as well
as the right hon. First Minister, to brIng this
matter before the Council. Did they do so?
I presume they did. I presume that the hon.
Minister of Publie Works did bring it before
Council or else how did he get the money
to proceed with the work his department is
now dolng in the Yukon ? Did he get a
Governor General's warrant ? There is no
parliamentary vote for it, there never was
any vote for it, so far as I know last session,
there certainly must have been some kind of
tole-and-corner proeeeding which nobody
knew any'thing about except those Inter-
ested.

There is another thing to whieh I wisb to
refer. The hon. Minister of Publie Works,
In one of his letters, states that he had no
knowledge as to the standing of the com-
pany. Its financial standing, whether it was
capable of carrying on the work. I was In-
formed in this House by the hon. Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, on the 15th of May,
ln answer to a question I put him, and thé
question and reply is here In " Hansard":

Mr. PRIOR (by Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
asked:

"1. Is it not a fact that the English representa-
tives of the Northern Commercial Telegraph
Company (Limited), now in Canada, have com-
municated to the Government the readiness of
the company to commence forthwith the con-
struction of the Dawson and Skagway telegraph
Une under their charter ?

" 2. Have the Government recelved information
from the Higb Commisqsioner for Canada, ln Lon-
don, that the company which the gentlemen re-
present Is quite capable of carrying out the
work, and whether, under these circumetances,
the Government proposes to undertake the work
themselves, in opposition te an Act of Parlia-
ment granted last session to the above named
company ?"

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISHEIES
(Sir Louis Davies). 1. The company mentioned
only communicated with the Department of Pub-
lie Works-which ls in charge of the construction
of telegraphs--about three weeks ago, its readi-
ness -to construet the telegraph Une from Skag-
way to Dawson.

Do you mean to tell me that the Minigter
of Marine and, Flsheries was so Ignorant
of the correspondence that -had taken place

1
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between these gentlemen and the Minister
of Railways and Canals?

Active steps had been taken by the department
some time before for the construction of the
telegraph line ln question. 2. On the 22nd April,
Lord Strathcona telegraphed, at request of com-
pany. that their finances were ample. I may re-
mark, with regard to question 2, that it is argu-
mentative In its character, as many questions
are that are now being put on the list.

Now, Sir, after they received that telegram,
surely they had no compunction of con-
science about trusting these gentlemen with
carrying on this work. It is not a very
expensive work.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. May I ask what
company was referred to ln Lord Strath-
cona's telegram stating that its finances
were ample ?

Mr. PRIOR. That referred to the Northern
Cormercial Telegraph Oompany (Llmited),
the one with which the correspondence was
held which lhas been read. It seems to me
there must be an extraordinary state of
affairs in the Cabinet when, ln serious mat-
ters like this, dealings with gentlemen of
high standing both ln the financial and poll-
tical world in England, charters eau be given
by Parliament, capital eau be subscrlbed
and the work actually commenced ; when
correspondence can be carrIed on with one
member of the Government, a gentleman
at the head of one of the largest depart-
ments under the control of the Government;
when letters ean be received from him stat-
ing ,that the Government Is prepared to back
them up In every way and hopes to see them
put the work through as quickly as possible,
and, after all, when these gentlemen come
to Canada they are told that they have made
a mistake, that they have got to the wrong
department, and they go te the Minister of
Public Works and he tels them that fiot a
word 'has been sald to him or to the Gov-
erunent. So theee gentlemen, Who, per-
haps, do not know as much as we do as to
what Is the proper department--

Mr. FOSTER. From whom did they get
their charter ?

Mr. PRIOR. From the Parliament of Can-
ada.

Mr. FOSTER. And from the committee
over which the hon. Minister of Railways
and Canals (Mr. Blair) presides.

Mr. PRIOR. As the thon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster) suggests, before they can get their
charter, it must be approved by the com-
mittee over which the Mirister of Railways
and Canals presides. If it Is the case that
the Government are at loggerheads, that
they do not trust one another, that even in
Oouncil when one Minister proposes a mat-
ter, the other Misters elear out, it seems
to me that I bave not done very wrong ln
inging the matter before the House. To

my mind it is a most anentable exhibition
of want of confidence between the Minsters
or of jealousy. The MIr.bæer of Publie
Works stated in some letters that were writ-
ten that this matter was one of too great
value to be carried on by a private corpor-
ation.

An hon. MEMBER. There ought to he
something In it for the boy.

Mr. PRIOR. That is the only conclusion
you eau come to. I may be right or wrong,
but I venture to think that it should be a
principle with the Government that, where
a matter of public Interest can be under-
taken and carried out by a private corpor-
ation and by private enterprise, the Gov-
ernment should not step in and compete with
them. I do not think it is fair. And as re-
gards thiJ1y~atter being too valuable, too
mueh mney'to be made out of It, as the
Minister of Publie Works said, If gentle-
men look at the charters they will see that
the Government and Parliament took powers
to keep down the rates, to eut them down
at any time if they were exorbitant-in fact
they could cut down moderate rates if they
chose. Now, the Minister of Railways and
Canals, as I bave said time and time agaIn,
told these gentlemen they were to go on
with the work as quickly as they possIbly
could, that the Government would support
them and wanted to See the Une constructed.
This will be seen by the correspondence.
The Government, no doubt, has a right to
buld the line. But I ask : Is it in the In-
terests of the public that the Government
should step In and build a line that they
muWt have known was being carried out by
companies that had plenty of backing, that
had commenced already, had ordered .thelr
material and were actually on the ground
with some of It ? To my mind, this Is a
great breach of faith and one that Is bound
to Injure the credit-yes, the credit of Gan-
ada-in the money markets of the world.
We are trying to get all the capital we can
into Canada, especially into British Coïum-
bla ; and if the people of the financilal world
see that, no matter what charters they get
from the Government, the Government can
step In on the ground that the concession
Is a valuable one and compete with them,
or even knock them out, It will check the
indow of capitaL In regard to that, I would
show what the rallway and shipping "World"
of March last says with regard to the other
company-the Dawson City and Victorla
Telegraph Company:

We were recently informed that this company
had let a contract for the construction of the
Une, and that the resident engineer had been
despatched to British Columbla to start the work,
so that no doubt considerable expense has been
ineurred. When the prospectus of the debenture
stock was lssued, we felt compelled to eritieîne
it adversely on account of the visionary estimates
It contained ; but we want to see the company
get fair-play, and now that the Governrment bas
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decided to build a line and ruin the franchise,
the company is certainly entitled to liberal com-
pensation. If there are reasons to-day for the
line being built by the Government, they doubt-
less existed a year ago, and the two charters
above mentioned should not have been granted.
The fact that the C., B. C. & D. C. T. Co. was
issuing debentures and preparing for work was
given wide publicity, and yet It does not appear
that the Government notified the company of its
intention to render the charter valueless. This
mode of procedure is unworthy of a Government,
and is calculated to seriously prejudice Canadian
interests in Europe. If capitalists once came to
the conclusion that they are not to be treated
honestly by the Government, and thatl after pro-
ceeding in good faith to carry out the powers
unanirnously given them by Parliament, their
franchises are to be arbitrarily rendered worth-
less, they will leave such investments severely
alone.

I think this opinion must be the opinion of
any right-thInking gentleman in this House.
Evidently, the Government have been look-
ing up the letter they received in 1897 from
Mr. C. Hosmer In which he told them that
thlis was a valuable franchise and the Cana-
dian Pacifie Railway would build it and
hand it over to the Government for a cer-ï
tain concession. I presume that Is what the
Government is building on now. I do not
want to say anything more. Other hon.
gentlemen, I hope, will take the matter up.
It seems to me a disgraceful affair-I ean-
not make use of a less expressive word-
that the Government should pretend to these
gentlemen that they had never received
any notice from them, and should build a
competing line whieh is going to ruin these
two charters. I also think that both of these
companies. which have spent large sums of
money, should either recelve compensation
from the Government or be allowed to go
on with their work.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Perhaps it would be
well that I should state to the House at
this stage what my knowledge of this mat-
ter Is. As the hon. gentleman has de-
voted a good deal of time to it, bas read
the correspondence, and bas undertaken to
characterize the conduet of the Government
In terms far from mild, it may be as well
that I should for that reason also put the
whole faets before the House, so far as
they are within my knowledge. In the
first place, the hon. gentleman alluded to
the fact that there had been some corre-
spondence, as he stated, fro Mr. Roche
and others to me, and from myself to them,
which had not been brought down. I want
to say In respect to that, that there was no
intentional withholding of any correspond-
ence which I had with the gentlemen he
has named. I explained to the House yes-
terday that I was not acquainted with the
fact that this return was being sent in, or
that it was before the louse, and that I
would have my officers see whether there

Mr. PRIOR.

was any correspondence which could pro-
perly be brought down, and if so, it would
be brought down. I gave these instrue-
tions. I was not prepared for the hon. gen-
tleman bringing this up again to-day, or I
would have takn extraordinary pains to
hurry the inquiry and ascertain as to that
without delay. I can only say at this stage
that all the letters which were written by

1 me to Mr. Roche have been read to the
House. They only consist of two, copies
of which the hon. gentleman appears to
have in his possession, and which ihe hbas
read to the House. I have no doubt those
copies have been furnished by Mr. Roche.
Mr. Roche has not said, and Mr. Roche
will not say, that he ever wrote a letter
to mie. He certainly never did. I have
none from him in my possession, except it
miglit possibly be a short note which I will
refer to later, and which would not be at
all material to the examination of this ques-
tion, or to the forming of a judgment upon

My first connection with the matter arose
from being the Government member upon
the Committee of Rallways, Canals and
Telegraph Lines. Two Bllis came before
that committee during the session of 1897,
and were dealt with by it. The gentle-
men who were promoting those Bills re-
spectively, more especially the gentlemen
who were promoting the Northern Com-
mercial Company's BJll, were in communi-
cation with me in respect to it, I presume
by reason of the connection which arises be-
tween promoters and the Government mem-
ber of that committee ln respect to such
Bills, they assume that so far as any parti-
cular member of the Government would be
supposed to have cognizance of the policy
of the Government in respect to the incer-
poration of companies, and generally in res-
pect to telegraphs. I was that member. It
would be, of course, a different question if
the Government should decide upon the con-
struction of a telegraphliUne ; then the sub-
ject would Immediately pass under the
(trect centrol of the Minister of Publie
Works. But that stage had not been reach-
ed. These gentlemen my hon. friend bas
mentioned here, the hon. member for Hants
(Mr. Haley), the hon. member for King's, N.B.
(Mr. Domville), I think, and I am not sure
but what there may have been another
member-at all events, those gentlemen
were in frequent communication wlth me
while the matter was before the Com-
mittee of Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines. After that, they advised me that
some English gentlemen would take hold
of the Northern Commercial enterprise, and
carry it through, and one of them litro-
duced Mr. Roche to me. He came to the
office and told me he had been looking Into
it, that he had been ln communication with
outr friends who were incorporated ln tlie
company, and he was anxious to know what
attitude the Government would take with
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respect to it. I told Mr. Roche very frankiy
that the Government felt the necessity of
having a telegraph Une bulIt through that
country as speedlly as possible. I told him we
had not undertaken it before, because we
were in hopes a private company would take
It up, but that it would need to be taken hold
of with energy, with promptness, and that
no delay could possibly be allowed, because
the subject was of such Importance, it was
so vitally necessary to that section of the
country that we should have telegraphic
communication with it, that no delay would
be countenanced by the Government. These
gentlemen, members of Parliament. friends
of the Government and Incorporators of
this company, asked me to write a letter
to Mr. Roche which would express the
views of the Government on the question.
Tbat was the leter which was first read,
and which is dated the Oth of October. I
did not fail in the conversation I had with
Mr. Roche, to assure him that this enter-
prise, If it was to be taken up by his
company, must be taken up energetically,
It must be taken up in a business way, and
with the intention to carry It through,other-
wise the Government would certainly take
it up itself. After writing that letter to
Mr. Roche, I think I recelved a short note
from him In whIch he told me that he was
then about leaving for New York to sail for
England to have this matter Immedlately
put through. That was ln October ; it
might be the 6th, the 7th or the Sth. I
am not sure but It was the 6th, the very
date of that letter which was referred to.
He said he was going to New York, and he
asked me in a confidential way to let him
know If I heard that there was any dis-
position on the part of anybody Interested
in the other company to move in the matter.
I certainly did prefer the company whIch is
known now as the Northern Commercial
Company, so far as my own prefer-
ences were concerned as a member of the
Government. On examination of the routes
which are laid down for these two tele-
graphliUnes, hon. members will perceive
that the line which the Northern Commer-
eial Company is Incorporated to construet
was the one which could be built the most
speedlly, and which would give us connec-
tion with Skagway with the least delay,
and that it was very much the more pre-
ferable route, and I expressed myself in
that manner. Now, Sir, having received
a request from Mr. Roche, either verbally
or in writing-I do not wlsh to commit
myself to a direct statement as to whether
it was verbal or in writing, I think It may
have been In wrlting-asking me to let him
know if anything was going on which would
show there was activity on the part of the
rival company, I told him I would do so
If I heard anything, and he gave me his
address, and I sent the note which bas been
read secondly by my hon. frIend, the date

of which he does not appear to have in
his possession. That letter was written
confidentially by me to Mr. Roche. and
whatever Mr. Roche may be, whether a
member of Parliament or not, and I under-
stand he Is a member of Parliament, I
have no hesitation-in saying that he is no
gentleman. I cannot conceive it possible
that a gentleman having asked another to
make a confidential and friendly communi-
cation to him, would make use of that
communication in the public press. He
published both of those letters in the London
papers for the purpose of serving his own
ends, in entire disregard of what would
obtain between gentlemen. I do not hesi-
tate to say that, and I am not only saying
it here, I am repeating what I have stated
in effect to Mr. Roche himself when he
came here a short time after action had been
taken by the Government, and I think short-
ly after the -session of Parliament. Mr.
Roche called upon me after the opening of
the session of Parliament, and said that he
had been made aware of the fact that the
Government was moving In respect to the
construction of the telegraph line. I sald
to him at once : Mr. Roche, I am bound to
tell you, sir. that I feel, In making use, as
you did, of confidential communications,
which I sent at your request, and In a
friendly manner, and by publIshing thei
in the public press In London, you have acted
in such a way as that I do not think you
have any right to expect any further con-
sideration from me, nor do I thnk-

Mr. PRIOR. Were those communications
on publie business ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI
CANALS. No, :Sr; this second letter was
a private communication, confidential com-
munication; It was so understood by Mr.
Roche, and it was Invited from me as con-
fidential and frlendly communleation.
After this communication, which I speak of
as being confidential, was sent by me to Mr.
Roche

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister whether these letters were
marked "confidential " ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANID
CANALS. I cannot say whether 'they were
marked "confidential " or not.

Mr. WALLACE. Has the hon. Minister
copies of then ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have copies of them.

Mr. WALLACE. Then, why cannot you
give us the Information ?

The MINISTE ROF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have not seen them since they
were written ; I cannot say whether they
were marked "confidential," but that question
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does not enter Into them, and I wish to say
further that Mr. Roche did not pretend that,
because they were not marked "confidential"
he was justified in using them. He offered
some lame explanation and admItted that
they ought fnot to have been used, and ac-
knowledged the confidential character of the
communication in his conversation with me.

Mr. PRIIOR. Nobody who knows Mr.
Roche will ever say that he wants to make
any lame excuses.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My hon. friend (Mr. .Prior) may
have that opinion of Mr. Roche. I can only
point to the use hbe made of the letter which
he had invited me ln a confddential way to
write 'to him, whieh was not the use I would
expect that a gentleman would make of a
communication received in that manner.
That is my opinion of him, and I state it
openly and without hesitation. After hav-
ing written that letter, which was close upon
the 6th of October, I wish to Inform this
House Ithat down until the time that the
Government had taken action, that It had
decided that it could delay no longer the con-
struction of the telegraph line from the Yu-
kon country, from the 6th of October down
until that time. no one, either verbally or in
writing, by telegraph or by letter, Mr. Roche,
or any one on Mr. Roche's behalf, gave to me
the slightest information, or intimation that
they were intending to carry on this work,
or that they had made any progress in that
direction. There was, I believe, a total blank
between these dates, and as the hon. member
for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior) Is in close com-
munication wItb Mr. Roche, he will be able
to 'ask Mr. Roche to put him In possession
of the copy of any communication which he
ever caused to be sent to me between the
dates I speak of, from the 6th or 7th or 8th
of October, down to the day when the Gov-
ernment came to a decision in respect to
this matter.

Mr. HAGGART. At what date did the
Government decide ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not remember.

Mr. WALLACE. We want to know that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will give Lt to you ; I do not j
carry ft In my mind, but we will be ready
to furnish hon. gentlemen with ail the In-
formation.

Mr. PRIOR. Will the hon. gentleman let
us know when the Order ln Council was e
passed ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND t
CANALS. Certainly.

Mr. WALLACE. We want to know. The M
hon. Mlnister la able 'to give the House the
date of tbe 6th ofOctober.

Ut»n'yLAin.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I give it 'because the date has
been given here. We wIll furnIsh hon. gen-
tleman with the date when the Order In
Council was passed. I want to state that,
speaking for myself, and so far as I know,
for every member of the Council, there was
no notice, no communication of any kind,
or description, received from Mr. Rocbe, or
on behalf of £Mr. Roche, stating that he liad
moved one peg from the moment that he
left this side of the water wlth the avowed
and declared Intention of immediately tak-
ing this work up and pushIng it through.

Mr. PRIOR. Did you not get any letters?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. No, sir. I desire to say, ln the
most unqualified manner, that I never heard
from him until after action was taken by
the Government. When the date of the ses-
sion was approaching, and when the spring
was opening and we wee feeling that it
was time that some action should be taken
with respect to this matter, the subject was
brought up. I do not know whether I would
be free to state what took place ln Coun-
cil-

Mr. WALLACE. Did not the hon. gentle-
man know from these letters that have been
read that action was being taken ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not know of these letters
until they were mentioned here.

Mr. WALLACE. Mentioned here?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Until they were mentioned here
In Ottawa.

'Mr. WALLACE. They were published la
the London "Times."

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not say they were publish-
ed ln the London "Times," because 1 do not
know. I say they were published in a Lon-
don paper, so I was informed. I cannot say
that, because the first intimation 'I had of
their publication I received from the hon.
leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper)
reading from a London paper.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was from the
"Finanelal Times," of London.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ng). That is different from the London
" Times."
The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND

GANALS. I know that Mr. Roche, when I
nentioned the subjeet to him and complain-
ed of his conduet, admitted that they were
publlshed In the London papers. The papers
hat they were published In was a matter
Df indifference to me. I did not Inquire and
do notknow. Ithink I am free to say this

muchi, that when the subjeet came under
consideration ln Council it was remarked
apon that nelther of the companies that had
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been incorporated by this Parliament at the 'l
last session, bad made any move whatever t
towards pushing this work through, so far
as we knew. And if I were free to say what
statement I made to Council on the subject
-I do n't know that I am, but, if I were,
hon. members would know that Council was
In full possession of the knowledge that these
people of the Northern Commercial Tele-
graph Company, who had expressed,
through Mr. Roche, their Intention of going
on speedily with the work, had never moved
a step since October last, so far as my
knowledge extended. Thus, it was neces-
sary that something should be done, and
Councll came to the conclusion which tbey
did reach in the matter. These are the facts
substantially as they are in my possession,
and I invite the hon. member for Victoria,
B.C. (Mr. Prior) now to call upon Mr. Roche,
te furnish him with a copy, or I would ask
hlm to furnish the original, or the press
copy, of any communication, which he him-
self ever forwarded to me on the subject,
from the 6th of October until after Council
had decided this question.

Mr. PRIOR. May I ask the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Blair) a question ? In regard to
the British Columbla and Dawson Olty Com-
pany, bave the *Government had any inform-
ation from them that they were carrying
out their work ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. None whatever, so far as I know.
I never heard from them until very recently,
and until this subject came up. I understand
now that they were trying to organize their
company In London, but as to whether they
were organizing or not I cannot speak with
confidence. It appearse to me that the con-
clusion which the hon. gentleman drew from
the facts, which he stated to this House,
was an entirely unwarranted conclusion even
from these facts. The bon. gentleman has
said that the conduet of the Government
was most dIsgraceful ln reference to this
subject. I want to say, if I can form any
judgment as to what is proper conduet, the
company have no reason te complain of any
treatment they recelved either from the Gov-
ernment as a whole, or from any member
of it. So far as I can form an opinion on
thls question, that is the Judgment I have
formed.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman a question before he
sits down, because this Is a very important
matter, one of the gravest that bas come
before this House. He attaches great Im-
portance te not having heard anything from
the company. Now, the communication that
the hon. gentleman had ln Ottawa on the
6th of October with this company was to the
following effeet :-

1 told these gentlemen very frankly that my
department had an understanding with you.

In a letter, written the same day, he said
to the Commercial Company:

I am very much pleased indeed to learn that t
is your intention, representing the Northern
Commercial Telegraph Company (Limited), to
proceed without unnecessary delay with the con-
struction of a telegraph Une from the coast into
Dawson City.
My hon. friend bas formed a very natural
inference as to why these parties came to
hlm, because they knew that he was chair-
man of the Committee on Railw.ays, Canals
and Telegraph Lines, and, therefore, they
would naturally go to the chairman of that
committee, which had passed the charter
for them, as the proper Minister to deal
with. They did so. My hon. friend (Mr.
Blair) informed the company that he was
very glad they were going to proceed with
this matter ; but he did not stop there, for
on the same date he wrote a letter to that
company.

The MINISTER1 OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS: What date is that ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER : The 6th Octo-
ber ; both on tbe same day. Another com-
pany approached the Minister, and the Min-
ister. having had communication with this
Northern Commercial Telegraph Company,
informed them:

I told tbese gentlemen very frankly that my
department had an understanding with you.
Instead of raising a doubt as to his depart-
ment being the proper one foi them to nego-
tiate with, he told another company, their
opponents and rivals,-that he could not do
anything for them, because his Department
of Railways and Canals had an understand-
ing with the Commercial Telegraph Com-
pany. I draw the attention of my hon.
friend (Mr. Blair) to the fact that this oe-
eurred on the 6th of October. The hon. gen-
tieman (Mr. Blair) very well knows that
companies are not organized in a day. He
knows that this gentleman had to go. back
to London, that he had to make all the
preliminary arrangements for floating the
company, and getting the capital, together,
and that, ln the very nature of things, he
could not take any action, further than
making preliminary arrangements, until the
spring opened. I would like, before my
hon. friend (Mr. Blair) sits down, that he
should address himself to that question, as
to where his dificulty arose from the fact
of their making no communication to him.
There was no time. They bad the company
to float, which the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) knew on the 20th March was floated,
because I read to him from the "Flnancial
Times " the use that lad been made of his
letters ln fioating the company. The eom-
pany, therefore, having been fioated to a
large extent on the authority of the Minis-
ter of. Railways and Canals, before he ad-
vIsed bis colleagues to build the Une them-
selves, he certainly should have informed
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them that he promised this company they says, it is to be an electric road, there is
would recelve the support of the Govern- no doubt that its rates wIll be in accordance
ment in promptly carrying out their under- with those of competing roads and will not
takIng. He was bound to ascertain what be anything like 2 cents a mile. Unless a
steps they had taken in the undertaking general Act were passed, I thInk it would
he had with them already, that they would be unfair thus to handicap this enterprise.
do this work. Therefore, I cannot see what While there may be a great deal to say on
point my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) makes, the general principle, I hope this amend-
when he states to the House that, when the ment will not carry as an amendment to
Governmnent acted, he had received no com- this Bill.
munication from the company. There would Aiendment negatived.
have been no time for them to communicate.
It was only on the 27th of March that they Bill read the third time, and passed.
learned it was the intention of the Govern-
ment to proceed with this work, and the SECOND READINGS.
moment Parliament opened, I drew the
attention of my hon. friend (Mr. Blair) to Bill (No. 152)-from the Senate-respeet-
this as a very grave and important matter ing the Northern Commercial Telegraph
In connection with which the undertakings Company (Limited).-(Mr. Morrison.)
of the Minister were apparently being over- Bill (No. 151)-from the Senate-respect-
thrown by the action of the Government of ing "1The Canadian Northern Railway Com-
which he was a member. I now draw at- pany."-(Mr. Davis.)
tention to that, in order that, before con- Bill (No. 150)-from the Senate-incorpor-
cluding his remarks, the Minister should ating the Imperlal Loan Investment Com-
clear up that point. pany.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Bill (No. 157) respecting the Manitoba and
Chair. South-Eastern Railway Company.-(Mr.

Hughes.)
After Recess. Bill (No. 158) respecting .the Edmonton

District Railway Company and to change
THE NIAGARA, ST. CATHARINES AND its name to the Edmonton, Yukon and Pa-

TORONTO RAILWAY.' cific Railway Company.-(Mr. Oliver.)

Mr. CAL VERT (by Mr. Clarke) moved THE NORTHERN COMMERCIAL TELE-
third reading of Bill (No. 69) to Incorporate
the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto GRAPH COMPANY.
Railway Company. House resumed consideration of the mo-

Mr. SPROULE. In the absence of Mr. tion of the Minister of Finance, that Mr.
Maclean, I move : Speaker do leave the Chair for the House

That the Bill be not now read a third time. but again to go into Committee of Supply.
that It be referred back to the Committee of the
Whole, with Instructions to amend it se as to Mr'. SPROULE. I understood that the
provide that the maximum first-class passenger hon. Minister of Rallways had not ftnished
rate on said rallway shall not exceed two cents a hisE speech at six o'clock, and I do not see
mile. hm present to continue the explanation
I may say, ln support of this motion, what which he desires to give the House. As the
is known to almost every member of this Minister has just come ln, I would ask,
House, that If there is any railway ln Can- whether it would be - In order for him to
ada which ought to be able to carry its continue his explanation. It was only ow-
passengers at that low rate, it would be a ing to his absence that I was about to say
railway through this section of country, a few words.
which is one of the best settled portions of The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
the province of Ontario or of the Dominion CANALS (Or. Blair). I have Lot yet said
o! Canada. I addition to that, I arn ln- Iwhat I proposed to say in answer to theformed that ths railway intended to b question that the bon. gentleman who leadsan electrie railway, and if so, I do not think the Opposition had asked me. I understand
there is any electrce railway in Canada the hou. gentleman to have made some re-
chárging more than 2 cents a mile, and, ference to one of the letters which I have
therefore, it would not be any hardship on written, and to have said, ln tht connec-
this road to Impose that restriction upon it tion, that there ouglit to be at least ome

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I hope months allowed Mr. Roche withIn which to
my hon. friend will not press that amend- arrange this business, and that the action
ment at the present time. The section which the Goverument had taken, assuming
through which a portion of this road ls built, that they were underi obligation by reason
and through which the company wish to of what had taken place on the subject, was
build, is desirous of having further railway taken without their having allowed the time
communication ; and if, as my hon. friend to Mr. Roche which they should have

Sir CHARLEq TUPPER.
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allowed him under the circumstances. was the matured scheme he had In his
I have just to call the attention of mind and he stated further to me, If I am
the committee to the copy of the let- not mistaken, that he had been down to
ter which the hon. gentleman read this Washington prior to this, and lad made
afternoon to the House, and the committee arrangements with the Washington Gov-
will see at once that, so far as I was con- ernment. Al this took place before he
cerned, I gave Mr. Roche no assurance that had a word of conversation with me or
the Government would be under any obli-î before I knew that an individual such as
gation to wait his convenience, or that the Roche had any existence. He sald that
Government would wait any particular he had made these explorations in British
length of time for him to set to work and Columbia before Parliament had actually
get this enterprise under way. My letter granted this charter, ànd he left on my
has already been read. but I would like mind, as strongly, as clearly as one could,
to read it again, in view of the statement the impression that he had all the means
I made before recess: and was ready to go right ahead with this

I am very much pleased indeed to learn that i been thou til Columbla, tlat le lad
it is your intention, representing the Northern
Commercial Telegraph Company (Limited), to gone over the territory te find out where
proceed without unnecessary delay with the con- it was best t locate a telegrapline,
struction of the telegraph line from the coast into and had been te Washington te com-
Dawson City, to be followed thereafter with rea- plete bis arrangements-ai these would
sonable despatch by the laying of a cable or naturally Justify one ln believing that le
cables from Vancouver to the point of connectionwas no, a mere charter-monger, but a man
with the land line.

The Government is extremely desirous thatbb c
private enterprise should take up this work, and whicl would enable hlm to proceed wlth-
that it is prosecuted without delay ; and the eut any delay. That was the situation
needs of the district are such that we believe an thex, as Mr. Roche impressed my mmd.
enterprise of that nature would be found ex-

ceedngl prfitble ibeen.ouhridtsheColumarofthe Ohad

sitioen cals my partular attention te ths
Tiis Is the assurance which the letter con- paragrap l my letter l whclh lie says,
tains: I spoke t there havlng been an under-

standing between my department and Mr.
e Roche. Tus letter is a letter written

and approval o! the Government In carrying this by Mr. Roche on the atternoon etenterprise !orward to a successful Issue. the same day as that on whlcl the
We had a good deal et conversation, and I one 1 bave now read was wrltten. Mr.
bave been recallitg that conversation as Roche would know perfeetly wel the ex-well as could, havng regard t the lape the ert

This~a iste surne hche s lete c npagratnuyrefte i wh ich h says

t time, and quite clear that Mr. would know it wais n understandng ln-
Roche did not understandi, frem anythingtend g te tie, se far as my action could
which I sald to him that the Gvernment, dong Rthe bads e the Govern ent wIany
se far as I was enttled te speak for t bn respect t ail. He wou k anow that 
the matter would old otself bound lu depended on the expedition wth which le
any way, to stay Its hand lu the prosecu- te d ntr of he nertd e

t of t e, nd I a m qI te la r u t hats rew oulct d k w t wasr no ude rstad ing in-

tiee idt ork. I un ssure, ro y in possession t the field for telegrapi pur-
my own mid, that until Parliamentmet, po it, the eaertofntliymy on mndtha unil Prlimen me, pses My hoa. friend the leader of theand I thiuk I so stated to him, there would Opposition claims that it would take fourbe no action taken, and I believe that If or five months before Mr. Roche couldthat company had gone to work actively. get home and do lis financing, but I have
had taken the enterprise up immedlately pointed eut already that he dd net Iepav-
as Mr. Roche expressed his ability to do, sent teo me that le had any finanleg te
there would have been no disposition on the do, that he dld not approach me as onepart of the Government to act. Mr. Roche who was not fully equipped for the pur-knew from our conversations, that if he want- pose of going on with the work. Quite theed to be In the field first with his telegraph contrary. Just look at the facts as theyline, he would have to go into it without exist. Mr. Roche represented himself tedelay; aad in the course of these conver- me as having acquired this Northern Consations, he stated, not once but many times, mercial Telegraph Company charter. Thatthat he had been all over this ground, that charter was a Canadian charter. He wouldhe had gone to British Columbia, that hu not have to go home to England for thehad been through this country, represent- purpose Of gettIng any Bill passed thereIng, as I understood, a syndicate tof capi- or any charter granted there. He had atalists, and that he bad studied the situa- charter here, and that charter required
tion and come to the conclusion that the tha-t the company should have a meetingproper way to get into that eountry 1th and organize here and deposit a certaina telegraph line was to build one from Skag- amount of money. Is it not perfectly idieway through to Dawson, and to conneet for anybody to tell us that it was our dutyBritish Columbla, elther at Vancouver or to watt six months or until the month ofVictoria, by a cable with Skagway. That April, for Mr. Roche to comne eut ere for
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the purpose of organlzing bis company? prove of the enterprise. Mr. Roche asked
Will any one say it was the duty of the Gov- me, and I sald I would unhesltatingly ask
ernment to have waited until he chose to the Minister of the Interlor, when they got
move before taking any action In the mat- in there, whetber be could make any ar-
ter, or that we were under any obligation lrangement with respect to the use of the
to ask Mr. Roche what he had doue ? I did ! telegraph by the Government.
not consider myself under any obligation to Mr. PRIOR The hon. gentleman (Mr
ask him what he was dolng. I dld not eveni Blair) knew they had bought the wire?
know his address.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
Mr. FOSTER. I suppose you did not -CANALS. I did not know. I am glad the

know Dr. Haiey's address. I hon. gentleman (Mr. Prior) has mentioned
T that, because the first thing Mr. Roche sald

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND when he came here during this session was
CANALos. I did, but Mr. Roche was the that they had the wire already, that this
man who was carrying this thing through. company, the Henley Company, or whatever

Mr. PRIOR. Mr. Roche, M.P., England, the name was, had turnisbed the wlre, and
would have found him. It was then at Vancouver. I sald: If you

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDae able tosaty te Goverment that the

CANALS. Mr. Roche left my office, assur- wlll gon ak ei andhI advehm t
ing me that this thing would be taken up wl e a aei padIavsdhmting e tat histhîg wold ie ake ~Pput himself in commuication with the Min-
right at once, without any delay. He ister ofPublic Works, in whose department
even told me they would have a cable laid the work of carry!ng on the construction
this sammer. He knew further that the
Government were immensely impressed Miuidte. oAPble r 1a bellev e
with the necessity of having a telegrap sertaned from Mr. Roche that there was
Une through this season. and he knew, no wire at al at Vancouver for the com-
from my conversation wlth him, that the
Government would have to take action at panyMreoce er ars tod ethat
the coming session of Parliament, and that the wire had been blocked somewhere on the
the ordinary time for the sitting of Par- way. And when 1 gave the Mlnlster ut
liament would be very much earlier than Public Works that explanation-because 1
the time at which it did take place this thInk the general feeling, of the Goveru-
year. And yet what occurred ? Not a ment was In favour of having the work
miove was made. So far as we were con- dne by private enterprIse If we could be
cerned, we had not an Intimation from the assured that It would be pushed forward
company, Indeed the company was not or- vlgorously-when 1 sald to the Minister of
ganized until a month after they bad notice Public Works ln explanation of Mr. Rocbe's
that the Governor in Council had taken this flrst statement as 4tite wire being in Van-
attion. couver, that It had been blocked some-

Mr. SPROULE. When did tire Gov4'n where on tatify, the Minister of Publie
ment decide to take 'action or pass tie Order Works, wIbelleve ade inqulies and couldpot find even that t e wire was tthe

w dCA eisIeeTway.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My impression Is that it was
on the 3rd of March, and that is the im-
pression of my right hon. friend the Prime
Minister. In the first place, Mr. Roche
dld not have any assurance from me
that the Government would hold ltself
bound to stay Its hand, nor did he have
any promise from me that any length of
time would elapse before governmental
action would be taken. He did not ask
for It. Al that Mr. Roche and his
frIends desired of me was that I should
write him a letter which would show that
there was a friendly disposition on the part
of the Government, and you can see from
the language of this letter that It dld not
give them assurance of anythIng beyond
that. He was told simply that the
preference of the Government would be
for the building of a Une by a private com-
pany rather than by the Goverment, and
if they went on and pushed the work, the
Governent would coDntenance and ap-

Mr. BLAIR.

Mr. PRIOR. DId Mr. Roche tell that to
the hon. gentleman personally, or dd he
write hlm to that effect ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have just sald that, while I
may have received a short note from Mr.
Roche to the effect I stated a moment ago,
I never recelved a letter from Mr. Roche
In my life. He told me, on his first visit
during this session, that the wire was in
Vancouver.

Mr. PRIOR. That was In April ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Yes, that was in April. He
said afterwards that he was mistaken, that
the wire had been stopped somewbere on
the Northern Pacife-I think that was the
Une of railway on whlch he said It was
being sent. And, es I s&y, the Minister of
Publie , Works, I belleve, made inquirles

end satiafied him that there -was no wlre
for the comipany anywhere on the coast.

t
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Now, there is one thing that I may free- Mr. FOSTER. WJI1 the hon. gentleman
ly say, and that is that even if there had (SIr WIlfrid Laurier) take "Hansard " and
been no letter written by me, the dispo- the Estimates and tell what that vote has
sition of the Government was to deal wi th been for years and years ? Does he
any responsible company rather than to
take up the work as a Government work ;
and when this gentleman came out here, if
he had satisfied the Minister of Publie Works
that he was prepared to go right on vigor-
e'usly and push the work through, I believe
the Government would have 'been only too
glad to have given his company their coun-
tenance In the matter. But the Gov-
ernment felt that if the necessary assur-
ances could not be given, If there was like-
ly to be delay, it would be prejudicial to
the interests of that section of the coun-
try. The main point was to get a line of
telegraph there as speedily as possible. If
any hon. gentleman says there is anything
which made It tbe duty of the Government
to wait any longer than we did wabt, I do
not know where It Is to be found.

Mr. TAYLOR. You did not wait until
Parlianient met and supplies were voted.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND1
CANALS. The Government had to deter-i
mine upon a policy. So far as Mr. Roche
Is concerned, the Government was under
no obligation in any case or from any point'
of view to wait beyond the time It was
necessary for them to mature their policyl
for the session. The Government took this
up before the House met, so that we might
be In a position to declare to Parliament
at the earliest moment when we might be
called upon, what our policy was.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon. gentleman
say If there was anything given by Parlia-
ment for It ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId Lau-
rier). Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. Where?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). In the
Estimates.

Mr. FOSTER. But wherea?2
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FI8HERIES. In the Supply BiL
Mr. FOSTER. Whereabouts In the Supply

Bill ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Right there before your
eyes.

Mr. TAYLOR. Last year's Supply Bil?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. Will the Prime Minister

name the item ?
The PRIME MINISTER. "PubUe Works,

telegraph Une In British Columbla."
174J

mean to tell this House that that was a
vote which was to provide for the begin.
ning and prosecution of this work, the
bWulding of a new telegraph Une Juto the
Yukon territory ? Wil1 the First Minister
from his place-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have only one word to say,
and if I may be allowed-

JMr. FOSTER. The fact Is, there is no
appropriation.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Wheu the date for the meeting
of Parliament was approaching, this sub-
ject was brought up as a subject which
it would be proper and necessary to deal
with without further delay. The Council
was ln possession of ail the tacts which I
have stated now to the House, Including
the fact that this Northern Commercial
Company had given assurance that they
would take this thing up and put It right
through; and when Inquiry was made It
could not be ascertained that they had
done anything. So far as my knowledge
and information went, I was obliged to
report to my colleagues ln Council that I
did not know of their having done a single
thing. Nor did I know of their having

I done anything. Nor Is there now any evi-
dence that they had done anything. I
cannot well see how they could have done
anything very Important, how they could
have incurred obligations or contracted lia-
bilities when they iever organzed the com-
pany until a month afterwards. Now, there
la no foundation, It does appear to me, for
the strictures -which my bon. friend (Mr.
Prior) has passed upon the action or inaction
of the Government. And all the stories wIth
which my hon. friend bas regaled himself
and his friends on that side of the House as
to disputes and differences ln Council, as to
differences and strife ln Council over this
matter-all these are simply figments of the
hon. gentleman's Imagination.

Mr. TAYLOR. Can the Minister inform
the House when the order was given to
Charleson and Co. for the supplies ?

The MINISTER OF RATLWAY8 AND
CANALS. That is not in my department,
but I aim told it was about the 13th of
March.

S1r CHARLES TUPPER. I regret that I
was not ln a little earlier to hear the expla-
natIons whieh the Minister of Railways and
Canals gave ln reference to the point to
whieh I called his attention, as I theught
it was a very important one. The hou. gen-
tieman seems to think that the fact that
he ad not ad any ecmn ation from
this company w«s a SufBleient reulson for the
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Government undertaking the construction o
this work themselves. I draw the attentior
of the Minister to the fact that his communi
cation with this telegraph company had
taken place on the 6th of October, and thai
any person who is acquainted with thesE
matters knows perfectly well that it takes a
considerable time to organize a company
in London.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The company Is a Canadian
company, and was organized here.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But that Is only
the commencement of the undertaking ; that
company has to obtain the capital.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They had the capital long be-
fore that. If they ever had It, they had it
before then.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But it is not
customary for capitalists in an important
enterprise, nor la it practicable, to arrange
the capital for a large enterprise of that
kind until they are lu a position to put the
Igislation that has been obtained formally
before the publie; and the very communi-
cations that took place between the Minister
of Railways and Canals and the Northern
Commercial Telegraph Company, as con-
tained lu his own letters, are the best pos-
sible evidence that it was necessary for
them to take measures to obtain in London
the capital whieh this enterprise required.
Now, I may say that I happened to be ln
London at the time these companies were
fioated, and I felt it my duty, as the House
knows, the moment I sa* a statement made
in the Speech from the Throne, which I
think was the first intimation that we haa
in this country, or that any person had any-
where that the Government contemplated
engaglng in this work-the moment my at-
tention was drawn to that, I felt it my duty,
in the debate on the Address, to draw the
attention of the Government and of the
Minister of Railways and Canals promptly
to correspondence over that hon. gentie-
man's signature that was entirely Incomupa-
tible with the statement that the Govern-
ment intended to go on wlth the work. I
may say that it is impossible, ln my judg-
ment, to attach too much importance to the
action that memnbers of the Government of
Canada may take, and espeiaUy to the ac-
tion that la taken by the Government, in
regard to matters of this kind. We all know
that with the boundless resources which
Canada possses, it la of the greatest Im-
portance, where there are sound and prae-
ticable enterprises that afford a fair pros-
pect of being undertaken, that the capital-
ists who are induced to put their money iuto
these enterprises should have absolute con-
fidence lu the declaratlons, fnot only of the
Government of Canada, but of the Ministers

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

f composing that Government. I say that ln
i my judgment no more fatal blow can be
- struck at the interests of Canada, nothing
1 can be more damagIng to the best interests
t of Canada, than for any members of the
e Government to place themselves In a poSi-

i on that destroys the confidence of the Brit-
lsh capitalists ln their statements. This Is
not the first occasion, I think, on which
members of the Government have failed ai-
together la adopting a course which Is cal-
eulated to promote the interests of the coun-
try. I drew the attention of the House a
year ago to the very remarkable course
pursued by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries when he publicly advised the peo-
ple of Great Britain, at a speech delivered
by him, and reported ln the papers, not to
invest money ln the development of the
Yukon.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERLIES. No.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend
questions the acuracy of that statement,
but I happen to have under my hand the
proof that will settle that question.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I used no such language as
the lion. gentleman attributes to me; I ad-
vised caution and prudence.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I.will tell the
hon. gentleman what he said, by reading
from a paper, one of the most extreme sup-
porters of this Government that is to be
found ln Canada or elsewhere, that ls the
" Canadian Gazette," of London, which Is
published, as everybody knows, under the
Immediate auspices of the Government, and
never loses an opportunity of praising
everything that they do, and defendng the
Government under all cireumstances. I am
now quoting from one of their own organs,
from a report of a speech delivered by the
hon. gentleman at Tenbigh, In Wales:

Later in the day Sir Louis Davies attended a
luncheon given in bis honour, and replying to
the toast of his health, gave an interesting ac-
count of the varlous provinces of Canada, and the
immense and unlimited resources of Canada.
With reference to the newly-discovered Klondike
gold fields, he said Le had been asked by many
men if Le could advise them to send their sons
out to the fields, and Le answered emphatically,
" No " ; and when asked If It would be wlse to
invest money in companies for developing the
fleids he replied, doubly emphatically, "No."
Was I right or was I wrong when I stated
that the hon. gentleman had used the strong-
est language he eould use as a Minister of
the Crown to prevent Brltish capitalists
from Investing their money In the develop-
ment of the Yukon?

The• MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FTISHERIES. The hon. gentlema snot
purporting to read a report of my speech.-

5543 .5544



[JUNE 21, 1899]

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I am reading
now from the "Canadian Gazette," a verba-
tim report of the hon. gentleman's speech.

As a member of the Canadian Government,
he knew what he was talking about. They were
doing their best to establish a provisional Gov-
ernment in that region, but they advised that
every one who could possibly wait should delay
going to the Klondike fields for the present, and
he hoped that his words would go further than
the room in which he was speaking.

This was at a time when, under the excite-
ment produced by the discoveries ln the
Yukon gold fields, people were 'ficking
there from all parts of the world, and when
the hon. gentleman, as a Canadian Ministèr,
said that he had been asked whether he
would advise British subjects, people in Eng.
land, to go there, he said : No. And he
said : When I am asked whether I would
advlse people to invest capital In companies
for the development of these gold fields, I
say, doubly emphatically, no.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I advised them to wait for
further information.

London, 30th July, 1897.
I have received your note of to-day's date tell-

ing me that a syndicate is being organized te
open up and develop the Klondike Yukon coun-
try. I have no hesitation in saying that the pol-
icy of the Government 1s and will be to assist
in the opening up and development of that rich
country, and I need not say to you that we shall
be glad to look favourably upon every bona fide
company which bas that for its object. Your
personal connection witi such a company would
be an additional guarantee of its bona fides, and
I will be glad to hear that it bas been success-
f ully launched.

(Sgd.) L. H. DAVIES.

This is the position of a Minister of the
Crown. He invites the people of Great Bri-
tain to believe that there is no person they
could confide their capital to with better
prospects of favourable results than wlth
the hon. member for King's. Here you have
a Minister of the Crown one day saying
that he would advise neither the people nor
the capitalists of England to invest anything
in the development of the Canadian Yukon
gold fields, and you have hlm, a week after-
wards, putting his name to a document
which largely resulted ln the floating of this
company. The promoters of this company,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. the men who put their capital Inte it, are
gentleman (Sir Louis Davies) can find any resting their claims to-day largely upon the
terms In the English language strenger than fact that they were induced to do so by thisM letter, over the signature ef the lien. Min-that, better calculated than that to deter lster of Marine and Fisheries, and he Isnw
and prevent capitalists ln England, whoseiser oM ine andFiheries, a esow
attention was then being invited to this sub- he responsible, and the good name of the
Ject, fro3m investing their money. I can only Government of Canada ls being seriously
say le will have greater ability than I give affected by the course which that hou. gen-
him credit for. I know of ne means by tieman has pursued. Then, we have the
which, as a Minister of the Crown, he could "Financial Times," of December 14th, 1898,
have taken a more determined attitude to Jaying:
prevent British capital, at a most important In a leading article yesterday we criticised thecrisis, at a time when it is desirable that eurious prospectus of the Canadian, British Col-British subjects should go into that country, umbia and Dawson City Telegraph Company
from being invested in that country, than (Limited), which was inviting subscriptions from
those which he used. The hon. gentleman. the public for £225,000 in 5 per cent first mort-
a few days afterwards, was collared by the gage debentures at 95. * * *
hon. member for King's, N.B., (Mr. Dom- From subsequent inquiries we have made, our
vIlle) bwo told him that he was oanizi surprise at the omission of any reference to thergan existing scheme is rendered lnfinitely greater, fora company, and there was no doubt at all we find that those behind the Canadian, British
that the hon. gentleman (Sir Loul Davies)IColumbia and Dawson City Telegraph Company
was trying to throw cold water on it. In (Llmited) were perfectly conversant with what
the face of this statement, which was made, the Northern Commercial Telegraph Company
and whieh was repeated before a se- was doing. This is made clear by the following
tion of the chamber of commerce after- letter, addressed last October, by Mr. Blair, the
wards the hbon. gentleman Uts ei Canadian Minister of Railways and Telegraphs,

tabisto the gentleman who was arranging the North-name to a letter to the lon. member1 ern Commercial Telegraph Company matter.
et 1'.1 - -.

ror Kings, whc ic Iwill read to the
House ; and I may ask hon. members of the
House, whether they think this mode, adopt-
ed by an lon. Minister of the Crown, is
likely to promote the interest of Canada.
The letter is dated London, July 30th, 1897,
a week afterwards. The hon. gentleman
put his name to this letter, which was pub-
lished lu the prospectus of the company
with which the hon. member for King's was
connected-the Klondike, Yukon Pioneers
(Limited). It ls as follows :

I find no reference to "private " in this let-
ter. I do not belleve it was a private letter;
I belleve it was a letter placed in the hands
of the promoters of this company by the
hon. Minister of Ralways and Canals (Mr.
Blair), exactly as -the hon. Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries had placed a letter, over
his signature, in the hands of the hon. mem-
ber for King's, to aid and assist ln floating
a company. I believe there Is something
curious and suggestive In the fact that the
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bon. gentleman, on the 6th October, inform-
ed this company that he was

Very much pleased Indeed to learn that It is
your Intention, representing the Northern Com-
mercial Telegraph Company (Limited), to pro-
ceed without unnecessary delay with the con-
struction of the telegraph line from the coast to
Dawson City, to be followed thereafter with rea-
sonable despatch by the laying of a cable froa
Vancouver to the point of connection with the
land line.

That Is not a private letter. It Is the letter
of a Minister of the Crown!; it l a letter
of the ehairman of the Committee on Rail-
ways. Canals and Telegraph Lines, under
whose supervision this charter had been
placed on the statute books of Canada, and
for which fact, objected to in part by the
Government, they will be made largely re-
sponsible. The letter ls dated the 6th of
October, 1898, and says, ln part :

I told these gentlemen very frankly that my
department had an understanding with you.

I ask the hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals, was that a private understandIng ?
l that the mode In which Ministers deal
with these questions ? Have they private
understandings ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The understanding ls stated ln
the letter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Have they pri-
vate understandings with the promoters of
companies ? He says it was a private un-
derstanding.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I beg your pardon.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, he de-
nounces the gentleman with whom he had
this communication, on the floor of this
House, as no gentleman, and on what
ground. He had approached him as a pub-
lie man, not as a private individual, as a
Minister of the Crown; he had approached
him as a Minister who had led hlm to be-
lieve that this matter was in his department

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Are you professing to quote what
I sald ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I have quoted
your exact words, word for word, what you
said. I say that the hon. gentleman wrote
a letter te this gentleman te convince him
that this matter was entirely In his depart-
ment, because he said:

I told these gentlemen very frankly that my
department had an understanding with you.

These gentlemen to whom he refera, were
organising a company for the came purpose,
and who had also appioached him, and he

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

writes to the gentleman with whom he had
had the previous communication: I have
been approached by other parties, but I
have refused to give them any assistance.

I told these gentlemen very frankly that my
department had an understanding with you.

Was that a private understanding ? If so,
the hon. gentleman, puts himself in a very
equivocal position in this House. If Min-
isters of the Crown are going to take hold
of promoters and have private understand-
ings with them, it Is time this House should
wake up and see what the real position of
matters is. It was not a private under-
standing. The hon. gentleman was ap-
proached as the Minister at the head of the
department who led this gentleman to be-
lieve that it was a matter in his department,
because he said that his department had had
this understanding with hlm. He was ap-
proached by this gentleman, not as a pri-
vate matter at all, but to know what he
could expeet from the Government of the
day. The Minister had already told this
gentleman that the Goverument would give
hlm every assistance.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did nothing of the kind.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, the Min-
ister (Mr. Blair) wrote that he was pleased
to learn it was their intention to proeeed
without unnecessary delay with the construe-
tion of the telegraph Une from the coast to
Dawson City. He informed this gentlemnu,
that having been approached by another
company he told the other company they
were too late, as his department had an un-
derstanding with the Commercial Company,
that the Government would give them their
assistance. Does the Minister (Mr. Blair)
deny that ? Here is what he wrote :

I told these gentlemen very frankly that my
department had an understanding with you, and
that we were giving you the preference.
Does that mean anything or does it mean
nothing ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. He had a letter from me to show
what it meant.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Yes, he had two
letters from you; one to show that you were
delIghted tbey had taken bold of the enter-
prise, and the next to show that you bad
refused to give -any assistance to a rival com-
pany, because you had agreed to give this
company the preference. This was a busl-
ness transaction between the Minister and
this gentleman. It dId not pre'tend to be
secret or conftdential ; but to-y the Min-
ister denounces tbis gentleman because he
used these letters, believing and knowing
that they were public.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND 1ten by him were of a private character. But
CANALS. May I ask the hon. gentleman a he dare not say now they are private, be-
question ? cause if lhe does he conviets himself of

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Certainly. standing In with the promoter of a private
corporation, to co-operate with It and to give

The MINISTER RF RAILWAYS AND it the support of the Government as against
OANALS. Does the hon. gentleman (Sir another corporation. If he says le did that
Charles Tupper) seriously pretend to be at- privately, why should he do so? The only
tributing to me the language he does, believ. excuse the Minister can have for writing
ing that I used it? such a letter ls, that he was acting ln the

interests of the country, endeavouring to get
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. IsayIahavegreapital Invested for a valuable object, and

got it over your own signature. If that be the case, as it must -be, then the
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND gentleman receiving that letter had a per-

CANALS. I am asking the hon. gentleman feet right to use it for the purpose of streng-
. thening his bands ln securing that capital.

Whether or not he pretends to say, ln Parha- Here is what the Minister wrote, and In Itsment, that 1 saId that both these letters were very nature it is a public communication
private and confideitial letters ?

The Government is extremely desirous thatSir CHARLES TUPPER. If the hon. gen- private enterprise should take up this work, and
tieman (Mr. Blair) says he did not denounce that it should be prosecuted without delay, and
the gentleman to whom he wrote these let- the needs of the district are such that we be-
ters and sgtate he was no gentleman, for pub- lieve an enterprise of that nature would be found
lishing these letters which were private, extremely profitable.
then, I say that "Hansard " will prove that Sir, I say that that letter was intended to,I am riglit and that the Minister is wrong. and did give most valuable assistance to the

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND gentleman concerned in ralsing that capital.
ANALS. " Hansard " will prove no'thin, When an iniportant and valuable public

uf the ktid work is proposed, and when a charter has
been given by the Parliament of Canada to

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What will enable parties to prosecute that work, I
"Hansard" prove ? say that the Government of Canada were

right in strengthening the hands of the par-The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND ties by stating that the Government would
CANALS. "Hansard" will prove that I appreeiate the work. I am not attacklng the
stated to this Pariament, that I wrote a Minister for promising the aid and assistance
second letter to this gentleman which was of the Government ln a publie way, but Iconfidential, whlh lie knew was conIlden- am attacking him for that, having thus com-
tial, end that he was no gentleman when he mitted the Government of Canada, having
published that second letter. That ls what thus committed himself in the most emphatie
" Hansard'" will prove, and that 1s what the way to the support of tbis company, and
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) heard when this company expended a large sum
me say, and yet he deliberately misrepre- of money to carry out his suggestion, hesents me. should turn around and allow the Govern-

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I have both of meat to destroy this private enterprise.
these letters in my hand, and neithier oftteïn 3 e thieml us the prestet Goverment of
IS private, and neither of them 1s condden- Caada bas dune, 1 cannot belleve that'the
tial. Mr. Speaker, if they were private anti Fir t Minister and bis Goverument wltb
confide:tial. the hon. gentleman (Mr. Blair) these facts hefore tbem, as they are before
ought not to sit any longer on the Treasury tbis House to-day, would decide to step in
benches as a Minister of the Crown. If this and use the public money uf Canada to de.
pledge to give the aid anassistance of the stroy an enterprise whlch they bat encour-
Goverument to the company, to stand ln withl e nd mark you, Mr. Speaker, town to
the company, and to refu tothave any-1ls very hour the Govenment bae no autho-
ting to do wth the rval company, if thatollar
1s a private communicaion it carries withopublic roneylnsuch auutertaking.
It a damnIng Insinuation as to the position Without warrant, without authorlty, wlth-
of the Minlster, which ought to deprIve him out Oie knowietgeuf this Pariameut, they
of sitting here as a Minister of the Crown. propose now 1 go on with the publiworks

whiell wIll strike town tie private enter-
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDprl8e they pledged temselves toup

CANALS. The hon. gentiemau (Sir Cbarles andith reference to whleh a Minister of
Tupper) ls quite free >to entertain any opinion the Crown toit them they hat a prefereuce
he pleasesA; it Is a matter of indifference to fom the Government, antimiglt rely upon
me, but lie must not say that I said some- the asistance uf the Government. If the
thing which I did not say. ster of Railways bat statet{ese facto

Sr CHARL TUPPER. I have said that the Goverment as they stand befreeanahHouse t-ay, cannot believe that the Gov-
the Mlilter declareti that these letters wrlt-1 iernment would have taken nucdiGacourse, w
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they now propose. And if this Government
would do suc'h a thing, then it Is a great
mnisfortune for Canada that it has such a
Government. This is not merely a question
affecting this company alone ; it Is a ques
tion affecting the good faith of Canada. If
Ministers of the Crown are so reckless as the
Minister of Marine -and Fisheries (Sir Louis
Davies) was more than a year ago, and as
the Minster of RaIlways and Canals Is to-
day ; if Ministers are so reckless as to pledge
the support of the Government to the under-
takings of private corporations, and then de-
stroy the fruits of the labour and expendi-
ture of these private corporations, if they are
so reckless as that, then we have come to a
pretty pass indeed. And, Sir, the Govern-
ment did this wlthout the slightest intima-
tion to the company, as is told by the pro-
moter of this Bill who is a member of the
House of Commons of Great Britain. He
tells us that it was on the 27th of March
he received the first notice that the Can-
adian Government were not acting in good
faith with him, and that then he was pro-
ceeding in making allhis arrangements, and
doing everything necessary to carry out the
enterprise in the most thorough manner
If the hon. gentleman had ascertained that
these parties, in whoin he had confidence
when he wrote these letters-for I presume
he must have taken the trouble to learn
what their position was before he would
commit himself to such sta4ements as these
-were unable to carry out the work, and
that, notwithstanding that they were weil
disposed. the work was going to lag and
fail in their hands, then, acting fairly and
above-board, he would have withdrawn that
preference which he had declared, over the
signature of the Minister of Railways and
Canais, he would give to that company. But
what are the facts ? It appears that Lord
Strathcona has been communicated wih.
and he las cabled to this Government that
this company have ail the resources and
ability necessary to carry this work to com-
pletion. That is the position ; and, in my
opinion, no more fatal blow could be struck
at the credit of Canada. Attempt to fleat a
fast line service in England to-morrow, and
what will you be met by ? I do not believe
that this Government have ever recognized
the importance, not to themselves, but to
Canada, of the Government of Canada keep-
Ing good faith with British capitalists, and
here is a .most signal Instance of it. Let
them attempt to float In England to-morrow
a fast line service, which depends on an
Act of the Parliament of Canada and on the
setlon of the Government of Canada, and
they wIll be met at every turn by British
capitalists who will say: We cannot toueh
that enterprise, because, after we have
spen a milon or half a million dollars. the
Government will tell us that they bave
changed their minds, and are going to build
and operate a fast Une service themselves.
The importance to Canada, in the first place

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.

Sof bringing British capital into this coun-
try cannot be overrated ; and, to avoid mak-
I ing it utterly impossible for the soundest

1 and most judicious financial enterprises to
be undertaken by the aid of British capital,
the very first element of success is, that the
Government of Canada shall be regarded as
the Government of England is regarded :
so that, when their faith is pledged to an
enterprise, It can be confidently relied upon,
and, when private capital is induced on the
pledge of the Government to take up a great
enterprise, Governments may rise and fall,
half a dozen may succeed each other, but
whatever Government is lu power shall feel
bound to carry out in good faith that pledge,
whether they approve of the enterprise or
not. Not only are the Government of Can-
ada bound to adopt such a course in refer-
ence to all these enterprises, that what they
do shall be above-board and carefully con-
sidered, but, when the faith of a Minister
of the Crown is pledged to give aid, and
support, and countenance to the enterprise,
they should hold that as a most solemn and
sacred obligation. They owe that, not
merely to themselves or to this House, but
they owe it to this country ; because upon
the maintenance of good faith in relation to
these enterprises depends the only hope by
which Canadians can take Into that great
money market of the world the soundest
enterprises which have any Government
subsidy or aid connected with them. If you
admit that the Government have induced
private capitalists to embark their capital
in what was declared by the Government
of Canada to he an important enterprise, in
which they were interes Led, and to which
they had decided to give the preference to
a particular company, you cannot say that
it is open to them, without a word or a line
of communication, to turn round and say :
We have changed our minds ; we have come
to the conclusion that this Is a work whicb
will afford more patronage to the Govern.
ment and enable us to provide for a lot of
hangers-on, who are daily tormenting us
for places and emoluments, and we have
come to the conclusion to throw over your
company and take up the work ourselves.
And they take it up without the consent of
Parliament. I felt it my duty, the moment
the statement was made that the Gov-ern-
ment contemplated taking up this enter-
prise, to put before the Minister of Rail-
ways, lu the debate on the Address, the
position In which the Government stood. I
asked the Minister of Railways, during that
debate, to do himself the justice of relieving
himself from the position In which he was
placed In reference to this matter, and to
explain to the House that, while he had con-
fidence In those parties, the whole thIng had
broken down, they had been unable to carry
out their undertaking, and had been told
that the Government had undertaken to
carry It out themselves. But not a word of
explanation did we hear from the hon. gen.
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tieman down to the moment this afternoon
when the hon. member for Victoria (Mr.
Prior) put this matter plainly and succinctly
before the House-as far as he could do so,
with this garbled correspondence, which, it
appears, Is the only information the Opposi-
tion have been able to obtain. It is not
merely hon. gentlemen sitting on this side
of the House who have taken exception to
the course of the Government on this mat-
ter. There is not an independent member
sitting on the other side of the House, there
is not a member of the Government who
has been cognizant of the actual position of
things, who does not feel ,that the Govern-
ment have entered upon a course that is
utterly Indefensible. There is not a busi-
ness man in the country, whether Conserva-
tive or Liberal, if this question were put to
him, as a matter of plain, simple business.
who would not say that the Government of
Canada had failed in what it owed to Itself,
to Canada, to everything like fair, and just,
and honourable management of public busi-
ness. You could not select a dozen of, In-
dependent, Intelligent men of any stripe or
party who would not give heavy damages
against the Government of Canada for the
position in which this company has been
placed-for the cruel and indefensible wrong
that has been done to It, by the Government
stepping in and bligihting all Its prospects,
and going back on the pledges and declara-
tions of a Minister of the Crown. The Min-
Ister of Public Works, It appears, when he
learned that his hon. colleague, the Minister
of Railways and Canals, was assuming to
deil with this question of telegraph lines.
said: Oh, I think you will have to hear
from me ; I have got a few friends whom
I have used be'fore, and whom I want to
use agaiu. And, just as the Minister of the
Interior sent up a crowd of his friends Into
the Yukon to perform duties for which they
proved to be utterly unfit, so the Minister of
Publie Works, without the authority of Par-
Ilament, without the autbority of anybody-
because the Government of Canada, it ap-
pears. are not his masters, but, he theirs
-says he is golng to take hold of this mat-
ter, and is going to sweep aside the Minister
of Railways and his promoters. who had
gone in on the pledged faith of the Crown,
and Is going to send one of his own men to
carry out the work. In order to provide for
a horde of his own hungry hangers-on.
I say it does not require a long speech, it
requires simply to state the facts as they
are set forth in the gar'bled correspondence.
Why Is it that the correspondence with the
bon. Minister of Railways and Cianals (Mr.
Blair) is not brought down. That Is covered
by the motion. Was the Minister of Rall-
ways ashamed of the correspondence lie
had with these gentlemen ? Was the right
bon. the First Minister ashamed to have the
wretched diselosures made that would be
made if the correspondence between himself

and these gentlemen were Included in this re-
turn ? The right hon. gentleman had a most
important correspondence with one of the
most independent and intelligent members
of this House, a supporter of this Govern-
ment, who had been lnduced to lend lis
aid to the organization of this company,
and that member approached his leader with
a respectful memorial signed by these Brit-
ish capitalists who had been induced to take
hold of this undertaking upon the pledged
faith of a Minister of the Crown. Did that
memorial not require a reply ? Was not
that a matter that demanded, fnot that Mr.
Gobeil should give the go-by to the whole
affair by writing a letter saylng that Mr.
Tarte was master of the situation, and no-
body else could have anything to say in a
work of this kind, except under the autho-
rity of that great despot of this Govern-
ment. The House, Sir, has been treated with
contempt. Why'? Because these hon. gen-
tlemen were ashamed, when they came to
look this disgraceful transaction in the face,
-to bring down the public documents thai
this House had ordered, and which, as Min-
isters of the Crown, they are obliged to
bring down in order to put a faithful and
complete knowledge of the transaction be-
fore the House. If acts of this kind are to
be continued, if one Minister after another
is to be allowed to show such an utter
disregard of what his official position. of
what his own duties, as a member of the
Government require, in dealing with great
capitalists and great and important enter-
prises, the people of Canada will have good
reason to deplore that fthe hour ever came
when the duty of administering the affairs
of this country was entrusted to gentlemen
who seem to know neither what their own
honour, their own character as public nien
demands at their bands, nor what the bcst
interests of Canada demands at their hands
as well.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). In the course of my public life of
more than twenty years now, I have heard
very extraordinary propositions put forth
by my hon. friend who has just addre.ssed
the House, but I must say I never heard a
more reckless one than the one to which he
has just given utterance. If it be summar-
ized in a few words, it amounts simply to
this, that private interests are to take the
lead of public interests.

But ibefore I proceed further, let me ad-
dress myself to a personal matter brought
against me by the hon. gentleman who has
just taken his seat and by the hon. member
for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior) as well. In the
return brought down in answer to an Ad-
dress of the HQuse, voted some few weeks
ago, calling for correspondence between Mr.
Haley, a member of this House, and Mr.
Roche and myself as Prime Minister,
no correspondence of mine appears. The
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reason is sinply this, that the letters
which was sent to me by Mr. Haley
and Mr. Roche were referred by me to
the Department of Public Works, and
I did not file them in my department, but
turned them over to my hon. colleague the
Minister of Public Works. I answered these
communications, but not having put the
matter on record in the Privy Council, I did
not file my answers there but kept them in
my own correspondence, and the reason why
no correspondence of mine appeared in the
return brought down is because the clerk
of the Privy Couneil, in preparing the re-
turn. took what was on record on the files
but of course had no access to mv
private correspondence. I hand, as every
Minister does, these motions to the clerk
who has to deal with them. and lie
looks over the files and copies what Is on
the files, but as this matter had been re-
ferred to the Department of Public Works.
the Minister in charge of which was unfor-
tunately ill, and as the ans'wers whilch
gave to the correspondence sent to me I did
not file in the records of the Privy Council.
these answers were not copied by the clerk.
But I -have them here and shall read them
to the House. I received a communication
between the 11th and 15th of April, which
I answered on the 19th of April, as fol-
lows

Ottawa, 19th April, 1899.
My dear Haley,-I have received your letter

inclosing copy of your mernorial to the Minister
of Public Works. The subject therein referred
to Is very important, and, as you are told
by Tarte, It will have to be taken up by Council.
Tarte has been kept away from his office by 111-
ness since a few days, but it is probable that he
will be able to resume his duties within a day
or two, and we will then take up your memorlal
without delay.

My hon. colleague. the Minister of Publie
Works. was 111 longer than I anticipated.
I thought at the time thait he was simply
suffering from an indisposition. but it turned
out to be a very serlous illness. Môre cor-
respondence followed, and on the 3rd of
May, I wrote as follows :-

Ottawa, 3rd May, 1899.
My dear Haley,-I have your letter of this day.

I had understood in the last interview that I
had on the subject therein referred to, that you
would call at my office on Tuesday, May lst, and
that I should then be prepared to discuss the
matter with you and your friends and give you
an answer. You state in your letter of this
day that you have been expecting an answer
from me since the 1st of May, and that you did
not even get an acknowledgment of your memor-
lai. There has been a misunderstanding elther
on your part or mine, but It is not material te
go further ln this. At ail events, let me say
that I will be glad to see you at any time that
may be convenient to you re the Northern Com-
mercial Telegraph Company.

That reply shows that I had seen Mr. Haley
and bis friend Mr. Roche and that I de-

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

sired a further interview with them to dis-
cuss the matter more fully. I had answer-
ed, as it was my duty, all the communica-
tions sent to me and had arranged for an
Interview, as I thought with Dr. Haley and
Mr. Roche. It appears, however, that there
was a misunderstanding, and they wrote me
and I answered accordingly. This is all the
information I have to give in reply to the
statement made by the hon. gentleman that
I had in soýme way, unknown to myself, not
conplied with the order in this partleular
and failed to all rules of honour. I may
repeat what I had occasion to say once be-
fore tihat I am the guardian of my own
honour and do not care to thrust the hou.
gentleman between me and my honour.

I now come to the merits of the case. If
the position taken by the hon. gentleman
be summarized, as it ought to be, It simply
amounts to this. that in this matter publile
interest should have been sacrificed to the
private interests of ·this company. What are
the facts ? In the last session of Parliament,
two companies were given a charter to con-
struct a telegraph line from Vancouver or
Victoria ln British Columbia to Dawson City.
One of these charters is held by the company
which bas been in question all afternoon.
the Northern Commercial Company. The
other company interested, is the Dawson
City and Victoria Telegraph Company. Here
I pause a moment to ask why is it that two
companies were chartered to do the same
work-to construct a line of telegraph from
the capital of British Columbia to the capital
of the Yukon. It was not expected that both
companies should go on and build the Une.

Mr. PRIOR.
routes.

They were two different

The PRIME MINISTER. Going to the
same point. I dare say that the routes were
not identlcaliy the same. but when I am
told that there are two different routes, that
is simply playing with words, If the two
routes vary from each other only a few
miles in distance and are Intended to con-
nect British Columbia with the Yukon. I
do not know that if one line had been built,
the other company would have gone on with
this work.

It Is said that we are damaging one com-
pany because the Government is construet-
ing the telegraph Une. Then what would
have been the damage to the other company
if one company had constructed the Une ?
The ground taken by the hon. gentleman
this afternoon was that there was room for
only one telegraph Une, and two companies
were chartered. And why was that done ?
Because, as we know very well, it takes time
and money to float one of these companies,
and success Is not always sure; and Parlia-
ment had no hesitation in giving two char-
ters in the hope that one would be suecess-
ful. Now, only one company, so far as we
know, proceeded with the work of organizing
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under this charter. The other has done
some tentative work but it did not amount
to anythlng. The only one that did anything
to be considered here was the Northern
Commercial Company. Now, let us see how
that company proceeded. It was chartered
on the 13th June, 1898. From the 13th June,
1898, to 6th October followlng, nearly 4
mont hs, not a thing appears to have been
done by the company. On the Oth October,
Mr. Roche, who represented himself as con-
nected with the company appeared on the
scene. He had an interview with my hon.
friend the Minister of Railways and Canals.
who gave him a letter which has been read.
I take the gist of that letter in the very
words given by my hon. friend the leader of
the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) and as
given by the Minister of Railways and
Canals, which was: very well, you want to
construct a line ; we will favour you, provi-
ded you go on promptly with the work. That
was the condition the Minister of Railways
and Canals laid down upon which the Gov-
ernment would favour the company. Now.
Sir, I ask the hon. gentleman (Sir Oharle8
Tupper), I a;sk every gentleman of this
House, did Mr. Roche, or the conpany lie
represented, comply with this condition ;
Did they go on promptly with the work ?
What does the record disclose ? It discloses
that Novemrber, December, January, Feb-
ruary passed and March was entered upon
and not a thing was done by Mr. Roche or
that company.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. PRIOR. I beg the hon. gentleman's

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) pardon.

The PRIME MINISTER. No, not a thing
was done from Oth October to the 16th
March. Not one tittle of evidence appears
tha;t Mr. Roche had done a thIng at that time
wheu Parliament was summoned, to redeem
the promise which the Minister of Railways
and Canals had exacted from hlm, that he
would go on and promptly finish the work.

Mr. PRIOR. That is not correct.

The PRIME MINISTER. What Is the
use in the hon. gentleman (Mr. Prior) saying
tha.t is not correct. He spoke for three-
quarters of an hour this afternoon, and what
did he show Mr. Roche to have done from
the 6th October until the day Parilament
was summuoned ? Not a thing appears in
the record, not a thing appears in the speedh
of the hon. gntleman to show that Mr. Roehe
did one single thing to carry out the promise
that the Minister of Railways and Canals
had exacted from him. November passed,
December passed. January passed, Febru-
ary passed, and March was reached, five
months had elapsed and not a thing was
done, and now the hon. gentleman tells us
that we were dereliet in our duty when,
finding the company had not doue anything.

we determined we would not lose another
season but would go on with the work and
have the telegraph established at once. But
there is something more. We have a new
doctrine in parliamentary e1ics announeed
to-day by the leader of the Opposition. It
is no longer the interests of the country that
are to be considered when a publie work
should be constructed-and 1 challenge any-
body on )the other side of this House to rise
and say that it was not a work of primary
necessity to have, in this year 1899, a tele-
grapli Une to the Yukon. No one will rise
to say such a thing. It was the work of im-
mediate necessity.

Mr. PRIOR. That Is right.
The PRIME MINISTER. "That Is right."

says the hon. gentleman. We were right
in so doing.

Mr. PRIOR. I did not say that.

The PRIME MINISTER. According to
the hon. leader of the Opposition, having de-
cided on the construction of the work we
should have folded our arms and waited to
see what the company was doing, which,
for five months had not shown itself. The
first thing you should have done, says the
hon. gentleman, was to ascertain where Mr.
Roche was, what ,was his address, w'hat he
was doing, whether he was moving in this
matter or standing still. Had we done this,
what would have been the result ? More
delay and the loss of this work this ses-
sion. We determined that we would have
no more delay. I am as much guardian of
my own honour as the hon. gentleman (SIr
Charles Tupper) is of hils, but I place myself
not only in the judgment of the people but
in the judgment of the people of England
itself, when I say, that having waited for
five long months, we were not called upon
to watt an hour longer. The hon. gentleman
challenges us upon this, and I readily ae-
eept the challenge he has thrown across the
floor, and I place myself in the judgment of
the people of Canada to-day to say whether,
after waiting five months to know whether
Mr. Roche was 'going on, to know whether
or not bis company was ready to carry on
the work, we were not right In deelding
that we would consult the interests of Can-
ada and not the interest of Mr. Roche and
the Northern Commercial Company. Now,
we determined to go on with the work. I
thought we had passed the Order in'Council
on the 3rd of March, but I see that my
memory was at fault, and it was on the 13th
March. Parliament was summoned to meet
three days later. And this is the announce-
ment that His Excellency made to the House
and to the country :

The returns from the Yukon have so far proved
sufficient to meet the heavy expenditure It was
found necessary to Incur for the purpose of pre.
serving law and order, and it has been thought
expedient in the public Interest to authorize the
construction of a line of telegraph for the pur.
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pose of naintaining speedy communication with
the people of those distant territories.

That was the announcement, and we deter-
mined that we would take advantage of a
vote which we had for a telegraph Une In
British Columbia to commence work imme-
diately.

Mr. FOSTER. Will rmy hon. friend allow
me-or will lie consider it an interruption-
to ask him 0to point out the votes in the Sup-
ply Bill ? ie sarid before recess that lie
could point them out.

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes, I will point
them out. Here is an item: "Telegraph
line, B.C., $12,000."

Mr. FOSTER. That is thé vote my hon.
friend (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) has taken.

The PRIME MINISTER. We determined
that we would take advantage of the money
we had in hand to prosecute the work imme-
diately, and I am happy to say that we have
a telegraph wire from Skagway to Lake
Bennett, and from Lake Bennett now under
construction to Lake Atlin, so that news can
be had fron that section in four days' time.
We intend to prosecute the work all summer
and to bave it completed durIng the present
season. And there is not a man who wIll
question t'e wlsdom of the policy we are
carrying out. It was on the 16th March we
made the announcement I have just quoted.
On 11th of April Mr. Roche, who had dis-
appeared for five months, who had not been
heard of since the 6th of October, appears
on the scene with a memorial which the
hon. member for Victoria has read this
afternoon.

Mr. PRIOR. The right hon. gentleman
says they have never heard of Mr. Roche.
Had he not been ln correspondence with the
Miilster of Railways and Canals during that
time?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No. The hon. gentleman surely
Is not intending to off er me a wilful and de-
liberate insult.

Mr. PRIOR. No, I do not.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)

CANALS. Well, I told the hon. gentleman'
thtit I had not been tbe rEcipient of a letter
from Mr. Roche since the 6th of October,,
directly or indirectly, or had any communi-
cation with hlm at any time. The hon. geu-
tleman asked me that, and I answered, No.
Now, I ask him to withdraw the Imputation
that lie Is making.

The PRIME MINISTER. Mr. Speaker,
there is something more. There are noue so
blind as those who wIll not see, and none
so deaf as those who will not hear. The
hon. member for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior)
beard this afternoon, and the leader of the
Opposition heard this afternoon, my hon.
friend the Minister o Raillways and Canais

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

declare again and again : If Mr. Roche has
any serap of paper from me to hlm, or from
hlm to me, I ask him to have it produced.
He did more, le asked the member for Vie-
toria to communicate with his friend, Mr.
Roche, and ask him to 'produce any other
paper that he might have, either going from
him or coming to him. Why, Sir, what will
convince the hon. gentlemen ? The hon. gen-
tleman has the answer of the Minister in
his own words, and lhe has only toe communi-
cate with his friend and client, Mr. Roche,
to ascertain whether Mr. Roche has commu-
nicated with my hon. friend the Minister of
Railways and Canals. He has the answer
of the Minister of Railways and Canals, and
he will get no different answer from Mr.
Roche. Now, as I said, Mr. Roche appeared
again on the scene on the 11th of April,
after liaving ibeen lost somewhere, heaven
only knows where, from the 6th of October
until the l1th of April. He comes here on
the 11th of April in the character of a much-
Injured man, and tells us that he is ready
to go on with -the work. Ready to go on
with what work? Mr. Roche told us at that
time that he was not ready to go on with a
cable from Victoria to Skagway. Wlien this
company was incorporated in the month of
June last, he had an option on a double
scheme, elther to construct a 'telegraph lUne
by a cable or to construct it overland. Mr.
Roche offered for our consideration, on the
11th of April, the scheme for constructing a
cable. We considered that proposition, and I
do not violate any Cabinet secret in declar-
ing my own conviction, and I believe It is
the conviction of everybody else in this
House, that the Une which we must have to
communicate with the Yukon is not a cable
whieh would l!i in Anericaa territory. but
a Ilne on ail Canadian territory. Therefore,
we did not entertain the off er of Mr. Roche.
It is true that Mr. Roche took some precan-
tion at that time, and got Lord Strathcona
to wire us, which communication was placed
before the House a little later, that the
means of the Northern Commercial Company
were ample. I do not question their means,
they appear to be ample. But the scheme
was one that we could not entertain. What
we wanted, and what Parliament would
sanction, was a Une established this year
which would conneet Skagway with Daw-
son City, with a spur from Bennett to Atlin
Lake, and then down towards Quesnelle.
That is the schene that we have in our
minds, and that will be carrIed Into operation
next year. Again, I place myself In the judg-
ment of this House whether, In deciding to
have a communication with the Yukon by
an overland line instead of a cable, we did
not serve the best interests of Canada.
Now, Sir, these are the reasons which gov-
erned our action. What Is there, then, in all
these charges that have been hurled against
us ? If ever there was a tempest lu a tea-
pot, we have had it to-day. It is not even a
tempest ln a teapot, but it Is an attempt to
âind fault where there is no fault to be found,
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It is an attempt to charge the Government
withi unjust conduct where our action bas
only tende] to serve the best interests of our
com mon countrymen.

Mr. GEO. E. FOSTER (York, N.B.) The
boa. gentleman who has just sat down
lias made an appeal ad misericordiam to his
followers behind him. He knew very well
that this matter was a somewhat serlous
one, and with that sophistry which he knows
so well how to employ, he bas endeavoured
fto stem the tide which he saw was clearly
going against him. But this is not a matter
for impassioned discussion, this is a matter
for cold, keen and deliberate analysis. I
propose to analyse this question to a slight
extent, and not to take up too much time in
doing it. I will take up, first, one point that
has been treated, that is the point as to in-
formation being supplied by the Government.
Either this Is a Government composed of
Cabinet Ministers, which has a solidarity of
its own, or it is sImply a set of strands, thir-
teen ln number, having no union one with
the other. Day after day we are treated to
this spectacle, that when a return is asked
for and the Minister brings down the return,
it is immmediately found to be in some Im-
portant respecàts defective, because the other
departments than the one presided over by
the hon. Minister -wbo has brought it down,
has not pald any attention to the.order, and,
eonsequently, has not fufilled its share of it.
Well, Sir, I say that when this House pasjx.s
an order and says te the Government, as this
inclusive order des, that they are to produce
all copies of letters, when tbey name the
different Ministers, as this one does, and
says, also copies of all letters from the right
hon. Prime Minister of Canada, when the
Ministers sitting together as a Government
propose to send that return to this Parlia-
ment, it should come as the return emloly-
Ing the whole information, and it loes not
lie within the province of any one Minislter'
to get up and say: Oh, I beard nothing
about this, I did not know that it referred te
me. It is the Government's duty to send
lu that return, and the Government is com-
Posed of ail the members of the different
departments. Now, when the House In good
faith makes an order, and when the Govern-
ment lays on the Table the return to that
order, the House supposes that it bas al the
information, and goes on to discuss the ques-
tion. If it had not been the good fortune of
the House that In the member for Victoria,
B.C. (Mr. Prior) we I-ad information which
otherwise was not open to any member of
this House, we would -have discussed and
passed this whole matter on insufficient in-
formation, and we would not have had the
right of the case. As It is, we are in this
position now, and brought to tha-t position
by the Government of the day, that when a
return purporting to be full information is
laid on the Table of the flouse, no member
of this House is Justified in feeling that it

bas complete information. We do not know
it until we have gone to work by a commit-
tee, or have ferreted it out for ourselves.
The lamest excuse that was ever attempted
in this House was the answer my hon. frilend
attempted to give for not bringing down
this part of that return. Why did he not
(bring it dowun? His name is mentioned
specially. How long has it been lu prepara-
tion ? Four or five weeks. My hon. friend
found it ln three or four hours when he
found that he had to, but up to that time be
conveniently forgot to find it, or he had his
papers so mixed [n such an unbusinessllke
way that they were not found, and he took
the onus as the head of this Government of
putting )n the Table of this House his
solemn pledge that this was full information
when It was noft full information, when some
of the m st essential particlars were left
out, more partieularly that with reference
to the correspondence of the Minister of
Rallways and Canals (Mr. Blair) as well as
his own. So that the first point which we
protest against is the unbusinesslike, the
necgletfuil, the shipffiing way in whieh the
Government does its business, and the total

1 lack that there is of the credit which men
eau give on the floors of this House to any
return that these gentlemen bring down pur-
porting to be information which Is asked
for, and which has been ordered by the
House itself.

So much with reference to that. Now, there
is a much more serlous point, and It is one
-which my rlght hon. friend (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier), as a politician of one year's stand-
ing, ought not to ,have fallen into, but whieh.
as the leader of the Government, it is simply
a shame and a disgrace that he bas fallen
Into it. He has the effrontery to state, in
the presence of this House, that there was
a vote for this made and passed in the Sup-
ply Bill. I will hazard my position in this
House, and I will leave it to-morrow if I
am not right, that there is not one dollar
bill in that Supply Bill whieh can, except
by malversation of publie office, apply to
this matter of building a telegraph line Into
the Yukon. My right hon. friend stated to-
night that they had a vote In the Britlsh
Columbia section of the Estimates for build-
ing this telegraph Une. They have no such
vote. Will the hon. Minister of Finance
(Mr. Fielding) say what vote it is ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). A large sum bas been voted for
this purpose, and If my opinion Is worth
anything, I think this is an entirely legal
iand proper application of the money.

Mr. FOSTER. Then I will explain to the
House and the House will be Its own judge.
Let us be cool and. calm, and not partisans
for a while.

'Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. FOSTER. I know It is a difileult

thing te ask hon. gentlemen opposite some-
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times, fbut yet I hope they will. In the first
place I will take the Estimates for the last
year, on which the Supply Bill is founded.
That is a vote of $12,000, which the hori.
Minister of Finance stakes his reputation,
as the Minister of Finance of this Govern-
ment, is a proper vote It iake that money
from for the construetion of this telegraph
Une into the Yukon. What is It ? It will be
found on page 79 of the Estimates. What
is it for ? It is "PubLe Works, Collection
of Revenues." It is only to pay for the
staff and operation of the Government ulnes
at present in British Columbia. "89" gives
the details : $12,000 for telegraph lines in
British Columbia ; staff $9,065-the men en-
gaged by the Government, paid to attend to
the telegraph wires that are now in the pos-
session of the Government and who work
from December until the next December.
Of that $12,000, $9,000 odd is to pay these
men their salaries and allowances. $2,935)
of this $12,000 to pay what ? It goes to pay1
for the staff and repairs for these same
Government telegraph Unes which are being
carnied on and operated in the province of
British Columbla. That takes up your $12,-
000. The bon. Minister of Finance, the right
hon. First Minister and the Goverument of
the day had no more right to take ithat
money and divert it from the payment of
the salaries of the staff and the repahs of
these lines, at present in operation. than
they had to take the vote for the Experi-
mental Farm and give it over to the buildinge
of a railway into the Klondike. What Is
the constitutional law ? What is essential
to parliamentary government ? What are
the rules laid down ever since responsible
government obtained In Great Britain and
her colonies ? What is the first principle ?
The first principle Is that, In the House of
Commons, specified votes must be brought
down; the next principle ls that the votes,
as specified, must be expended, and the
third, as a guard to that is, that there shall
be an effective audit so as to see that this
Is done and to see that not another cent is
expended except that which is provided for
by the appropriations of Parliament. My
right hon. friend who leads this House and
bis Finance Minster stake their reputations
that this amount was a vote from which
they could take money and devote it to- the
building of a telegraph Une into the Yukon
district Anyway, if they are to take it, I
want to know if this line that my hon.
frlends are building now Is In British Colum-

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. When we
get into Supply we will have these Items
discussed, and we will furnish the bon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Poster) with iall the Information.

Mr. POSTER. That Is so, but the hon.
gentleman knows that this ls British Colum-
bia vote and the very fact that even if It
were for the construetion of telegrapn hunes,

Mrt. FOSTER.

being confined to British Columbia, In the
specification, It would prevent these hon.
gentlemen from diverting it to build a tele-
graph line ln the North-west Terrîtories or
in the Yukon district.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am ad-
vised that the expenditure is small, and that
all that bas yet taken place Is in British
Columbla.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Hear, hear.

Mr. FOSTER. Suppose ilt is. The hon.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries says "hear,
hear," as if he were out of bis difficulty.
Suppose we take him down to his own Island
where you have a piece of the Intercolonial
Railway. When you have provided a cer-
tain amount of money for a part of that
railway in Prince Edward Island to pay for
station agents, to pay conductors and track-
men, and the cost of operating, does the
hon. Minister of Marine and Fisherles say
that they would be justified ln taking that
money to build a line of railway from one
point in Prince Edward Island to another ?
Exaetly parallel. I would Mke to know,
whether If this money bas been taken from
these operators' salaries and allowances,
these men staying out of their money ? Are
they doing their work and getting nothing
for it ? Here you are right down to the 21st
of June and eleven-twelfths of that money
has gone into the pockets of the men for
whom It was voted, and who have earned It
up to date. Will one-twelfth of that $12,000
serve to build a telegraph Une into the Yu-
kon ? Is It that they have stolen the mouey
from these men who earned it, who want
their pay and who, I beleve, have got it.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I thought
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) was golng
to set an example of keeping cool.

Mr. FOSTER. I am, but it Is mighty hard
to keep cool in the face of a transaction like
that. I am in earnest ; I am dead lin ear-
nest, but I am not mad. If I were mad I
would talk different from what I do. Sup-
pose that It Is found out that these hou. gen-
tlemen, when Parliament was to meet here
on the 16th of March got together la solemn
conelave, three days before, exaetly, and
passed an Order lu Council authorlsing au
expenditure to be made of one or two hun-
dred thousand dollars, or more, that they
had not struck a stroke, that they had not
bought a pound's worth of anything, that
they had not done anything at ail to forward
the operations, but just sat down in Couneil,
ln time to antielpate Parliament, and made
a prospective appropriation of $100,O00 or
$200.000 to build a work which had not been
discussed by this House ; suppose we find
that these hon. gentlemen had done, as they
have done, with the revenues of the Yukon,
which the 1aw declares shall go Into the
hands o! the Receiver General sud shal
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not go out of the hands of the Receiver
General until they are paid out under an
appropriation of this House ; suppose that
they have stood between the customs reve-
nue and Receiver General, and before this
money dropped from the officer's hands into
those of the Receiver Generai laid violent
and Illegal hands on It, and expended it for
purposes never contemplated by this Parlia-
ment and never authorized by this Parlia-
ment ; suppose it is found that these gen-
tlemen hav.e done this last year, whilst
the law and every constitutional prin-
ciple brand it as malversation of the
public funds for any menbecr of the
Government to do so-and a member of
the Governement has no more right to
do so than the Whip on elther side
of the House. What member of the Gov-
ernment has the rlght to stand In between
a eus tom-bouse officer collecting the rates at
the customs-house, and the Receiver Gener-
al, or the bank into which the law says he
shall deposit that money, and say to this
Individual offilcer: Don't you deposit that
ln the bank ; hand It over to me. I have
some expenditure I want to: make and pay
for with that money. That Is what these
gentlemen have done over and over again.
These Liberals, these constitutional rulers,
these men who were to teach Canada a new
and a brighter way, standing, like brigands
and highwaymen, between the oficers ap-
pointed to colleet the revenue, and the ma-
jesty of the law, which telle these officers,
on the peril of their reputation and their
position, to put that money in the bands of
the Receiver General, no matter who stands
in the way. When a customs officer Is on
the way to the bank, will he give up the
money of Canada to a highwayman with a
pistol ? No, he will lose his lfe first. But
he muet give it up to this Government, who
stand before him and demand : Never mind
what the law says ; you give me that
money, and I will spend It just as I like, on
matters which were never discussed in Par-
hiament, and' for purposes that were never
authorized by Parliament. And yet my right
hon. friend the Prime Minister wIll stand
up there and appeal to his followers for plty.
He needs to appeal to a wlder constituency
than these men behind him, for he will go
out into this country branded as the leader
of a Government who has undertaken, him-
self and his thirteen, to make appropriations
out of moneys not voted; not only not voted,
but moneys which have not been placed to
the credit of the Recelver General, where
the law says the money shall be placed.
That is what these gentlemen on the Trea-
sury benches have done. Will the Mlnister
of Finance tell me to-nIght that, out of the
$1,000 vote, they have defrayed the ex-
penses they have up to this moment ineur-
red ? Granted that you have fnot paid one of
these officers, out of that, $9,OO for ma-
ary ; granted that you have kept them out
of the money all the year, and that you have

the whole $12,000 ; have you up to this date
of the 21st of June only expended $12,000?
If you have, then I think Mr. Roche was

I Just about as far ahead as you were. But,
Sir, these gentlemen in British Columbia
got their pay, and the Finance Minister, to
save his head, bas not more- than $1,000 or
$2,000 of it, which he might bave stopped
from them for the month of June or the
month of May. Then, the Government have
spent only $1,000, or, may be, $2,000, and
yet they declare that the reason they went
back on Mr. Roche and his company was,
because they had lnot used due diligence,
and got wire on the ground, and poles on the
greund, and were not ready to complete
their work. The men earned their salaries
and got it, and the Government have only
spent $1,000. But the Government lneurred
more expense than that. They did not have
a Governor General's warrant, and where
did they get the money ? They took it from
the collecting offleers again, and coming
down a little later for a Bil of indemnity
from this House, to save them from the
punishment which the law properly pro-
vides for brigands who stand ln front of an
honest man and his duty, and tell him to
forego bis duty and give them the money.

Now, I think that Is an important point.
I have treated it earnèstly ; I have treated
It just as strongly as I could, but I have not
treated one-thousandth part as strongly as
it ought to be treated. I call upon the hon.
member for North Wellington (Mr. McMul-
len), and I call upon the hon. member for
North Wentworth (Mr. Somerville), these
sturdy defenders, ln former times, of proper
appropriation and proper expenditure ; I
call upon them to stand by me In denouncing
thid nefarlous operation by the members of
a Government who pretend to respect the
law and the constltutlonal practices of this
country. Will they ?

Mr. LANDERKIN. I hope not.

Mr. FOSTER. My bon. friend (Mr. Lan-
derkin) is utterly demoralized. I did not ap-
peal to him, but IV will not yet forego my
appeal to these other two gentlemen.

Now then, I come to the next point, and
that is, with regard to this private letter
business. Nobody wants to misrepresent
the Minister of Railways and Canals. No
Conservative wants anything better, from a
party point of view, than Just to let the
Mînister of Railways and Canals take his
own sweet, blunderIng way ln this House.
That 1a qulte suflieieut for us. If hle says
he did not mean to say that the two letters
were private, we will be perfeetly content
with hlim sayng that one letter was private.
Again I askthe House, and I ask the coun-
try, it It ls an edifying tbing to have the
represeutatives of our Canadian Govern-
ment, ln the department where the charter
orlginated, and where the promoters of this
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company thought the executive power re-
mained ; Is it not an edifying thing to have
that Minister sit down and write a confiden-
tial letter to the promoters of one company,
in the terms that the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) indlcted .that letter to Mr. Roche ? It
was a most unfortunate plea that the Min-
ister urged on the spur of the moment and
before he thought of the consequences. He
thought It would be a fine thing just to rise
ln bis place and to say : Oh, Mr. Roche is
no gentleman ; that is a confidential letter.
Does the Prime Minister make it a practice
to allow his Ministers in the spending de-
partments, with that immense influence they
are rightly supposed to have-does he allow
them, in all these great publie undertakings,
to write private and confidential letters to
the promoters of one of rival companies, and
to pledge their influence, under the confi-
dence seal. to one, rather than the other '
I think not ; and, if the Minister of Rail-
ways had that to do over again, I do not be-
lieve he would be so quick to enter the plea
that it was a confidential letter. A confiden-
tial letter we cannot suppose it to be. It
was a letter upon a public matter of great
public interest. And what is the purport of
this ? The Prime Minister bas declared
that the great plea was urgency, and yet up
to the 20th of June, if we are to belleve the
Minister of Finance, they have not, as a
Government, spent more than $1,000, or $1,-
500 at most.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I did not
say that.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, they have not spent
more than $12,000.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
care how much they spent ; the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Foster) must not quote me as
saying something I did not say.

Mr. FOSTER. I must make my argument.
The Minister of Finance, when he was cor-
nered, and the Prime Minister, when he en-
devoured to answer the question, both of
them stated they took the money out of that
$12,000 vote for British Columbia.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. When
the hon. gentleman was beginning to ask
questions as to the source of the money, my
reply was, that If he would wait until the
Oommittee of Supply, we would give him
the details.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. FOSTER. Did not the Minister of
Finance cite that as the vote ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Part of
the money came out of that vote.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Minister of Fi-
nance tell me what the other part came out
of 7

Mr. FOSTER.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. In Com-
mittee of Supply I will give the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Foster) the information.

Mr. FOSTER. The Minister of Finance
is not dolng his duty now. We are discuss-
ing this question.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman is travelling wide of the question.

Mr. FOSTER. I am not travelling wide
of the question. The Prime Minister tried
to settle th' question by saying there was
a vote for this. i challenged him to name
the vote. and he named the vote as "Bri-
tish Columbia. $12.000." and the Minister of
Finance. to back him up, also stated that
was the vote.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. FOSTER. Are you not taking it out

of that vote ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I will be

glad to give my hon. friend ail the informa-
tion In Committee of Supply.

Mr. FOSTER. The Minister of Finance
knows that a Government that felt strong
In its own cause, would not give such an
aswer to the independent members of this
House.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. FOSTER. We are discussing this

now, and there is a question of constitution.
al practice of great serlousness and moment
before the House. More than that, there is
the word of the Prime Minister at stake.
The Prime Minister pledged his word to this
House, that he undertook the work with a
vote for It, which he named, and the Minis-
ter of Finance, to back him up, sald : Yes,
that is the vote. Now, when I argued it
down to show the Minister of Finance that
he could not get more than $1,000, or $1,500,
out of that vote, says : Well, there may be
other votes.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I did
not say there may be other votes. I said
part of It came out of that vote, and I said
the hon. gentleman would get all the infor-
mation In CommIttee of Supply, when the
question Is under consideration. It is not
under discussion now.

Mr. POSTER. The bon. gentleman says
it is not under discussion. Is that the ap-
preciation he .hias of the question before
Parliainent'?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. POSTER. Is that the appreo'ation

he h!as of the word of his Prime Miuister ?
The Prime Minister says. "'We did this on
the vote in the Supply 8111," and then reads
the item, and It is challenged, and the
Finance MiMster gets up and bacik p othe
item. And now lie says this discussI on Is
not germane. He should make :-ood the
word of the Prime Minister and himself.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We will
make It good.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the hon. gentleman
so Ilittle regard for his word or for the
positiou of the First Mlnister that he :·e-
fuses now to give the House the Informa-
tion? He is Finance Minister, and he1
could point out where the rest of this
money comes from.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I will
at the proper time.

Mr. FOSTER. The proper time is now.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
not.

It is

Mr. FOSTER. Or else these gentlemen
stand convicted of quibbling ln a way that
is unwortby of any Government-stand con-
vleted of more than quibbling; stand con-
victed of actual misrepresentation before
this House. What will happen to-norrow
morning ? The wires have been at work
to-night, and every Grit newspaper In the
country will to-morrow morning have the
knIghtly word of the First Minister that
the Government had an appropriation for
building the Yukon telegraph line voted
in the Estimates last year, and put in the
Supply Bill; and If the papers would just
get the whole of it, they would put along-
side of that what comes out ln the argu-
ment, that out of that vote, which was
for an entirely different purpose. they could
not get more than $1,000 or $1,500. They'
would have this additional fact, that when
these two gentlemen were cornered, they
had not a word to say for themselves, only
that by and by when we got into Com-
mittee of Supply we will discuss this ques-
tion. I am satisfied to leave it right there
-perfectly satisfied. Now, let us go on
for a moment to the letter that the Minister
of Railways and Canals declares was a
confidential letter. The Prime Minister
sald that one reason why they did net take
the route of the company was because the
route of the company was on wrong Unes.
I hope the hon. member for Hants (Mr.
Haley) will just take that Into bis bead.'
This company wanted to have the Une part
cable, and the Prime Minister said that lie
and his Government scouted the idea of
part cable.- They want an all-land Une on
British territory. And yet Mr. Blair, an
influential member of that Government, ln
October, 1898, declared this:

The Government is extremely desirous that
private enterprise shall take up this work, and
that It ho prosecuted wlthout delay; and the
needs of the district are suchuthat we belleve an
enterprise of that nature would be found exceed-
ingly profitable. You may rely upon receiving
the countenance and approval of the Government
ln carrying this enterprise forward to a success-
ful issue.
What enterprise ? A cable to Skagway,
and a land Une from Skagway on. Juet
above that, ln bis letter, Mr. Blair says:
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A telegraph line from the coast into Dawson
City, to be fopllowed thereafter with reasonable
despatch by the laying of a cable or cables from
Vancouver to the point of connection with the
land line.
There was the scheme, and there is the
enderaflon of the Minster of Railways
and Canals-the endorsation of the Gov-
ernment on it. In October, 1898, no loy-
alty so great as te prevent a cable
line up to Skagway. Three months after-
wards such a growth of loyalty that the
seheme Is entirely unworthy of the atten-
tion of this Government. A disloyal line
-you cannot have any cable Une. And
yet Mr. Roche, Mr. Haley and Mr. Holt
for their company, slgnlfled to this same
Government, led by this same right hon,
gentleman, that they were quite willing te
forego the cable part of the enterprise, and
build the other, making It a land line. My
hon. friend's argument eau be sized up at
its exact worth on that presentment of
the case ; and to my mind, it is not worth
much on that Une. The right hon. Prime
Minister said that this company had done
nothing-that they had unduly delayed. I
will ask this House just te take the simple
circumstances into account. The Prime
Minister thought It was a suspiclous cir-
cumstance that there were two companies In-
corporated te go to the same point. But
they go te the same point by entirely dIf-
ferent routes ; that was their proposition.
Dawson City is one point, and some point
on the coast, which may be a thousand
miles froin that of the other company, Is
the other objective point-one for one com-
pany and the other for the other com-
pany. And yet my hon. friend thinks it
was a suspicious circumstance that two
companies were incorporated to build a
telegraph line over that extensive country,
centreing at Dawson City, but on the coast
a thousand miles apart as te their points
of departure towards the south. And yet
he and bis Government have subsidized
railway after railway te pass from one
point to another point within a stone's
throw of each other' all the way, and did
not think it a suspicious circumstance at
all. How hard pressed my bon. friend
must have been for an argument te sup-
port himself and his Government in this
matter when he had recourse to an argu-
ment like that. But my hon. friend says
these men did net show any urgency. I
leave it te any business man. They first
got their charter in June, 1898--just one
year ago. In that time, what have they
done ? They have organized their com-
pany, they bave made certain contraets,
they have got their subseriptions of money,
which Is no light tbng, they have paid la
their proportion te the bank, and they have
the cablegram of Lord Stratheona to show
that they are abundantly able financlally
to carry out their undertakIng. It seerms
to me that my hon. friend was not so exi-

e. -.
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gent in this House in connection with
Mr. Petersen and the fast Une. Mr. Peter-
sen was simply a ship broker. He did not
build ships; lie did not raise t>he money to
build ships. He simply got a contract,
and went to the mother country to broker
It. My hon. friend allowed hIm to broker
It for one year, then for another year,
and then for part of another year;
al the time stoutly asserting, against
the appeals of this side of the House,
that Mr. Petersen should be allowed time.
Here is a company which got its charter ln
June, 1898, 'to build a telegraph line Into a
new and unknown country, where there are
not settled conditions, and yet that company,
within the space of nine months, was or-
ganized, and had its contract made for the
wire, -and its wlre shipped and on its way
to this sile. My hon. friend said that the
wlre had not got to Victoria, but it is beyond
doubt contracted for and on 'board ship. And
then, what did Mr. Roche do ? He and his
co-directors went te the lord high admiral,
the same man they had te bow and cotton
to when they were gettIng thelr charter
through the RaIlways ami Canals Committee,
and who they supposed rightly was th'e man
with whom they had to deal ln his executive
,apacity. They came te hlm In October,
1898, four or flve months after they had got
the charter, and had a conference with hlm.
He told them ln this private confernece, and
put it down as well in the letter which he
wrote to them, that he and the Government
approved of this scheme, wished them eue-
cess, and promIsed them their co-operation,
provIded they would use reasonable des-
patch. In addition to that, fearing that a
rival company might strive to make a little
capital against thls company, he wrote a
letter, which he now declares to be private
and confidential, in which he warned these
men that the other company were trying to
get 1n, but that he had given them the pre-
ference and did net propose that this ether
company should get In ahead of them. On
that assurance, given by this MinIster for
hinself and the Government, these gentle-
men went home under -what idea ? Under
the Idea that It would be Impossible for an
honest and stralghtforward Government to
cut the ground entirely from under their feet
without at least givIng them notice. But the
hon. Minister says he could net find Mr.
Roche. Oh, no. The Minister of Railways
and Canals can find a man when le wants to.
you may depend npon that The address of
the member for Hants was well known. A
telegram sent to the member for Hants
would have brought Mr. Roches address ln-
side of an hour. A telegram to Mr. Roche
himself wouald have got Mr. Roche, who Is
not an unknown Individual.

After having assured them of the co-opera-
tion of the Government, as a Government.
and after having assured them that, by hIs
watchful asslduity, no rival company should
get the contract aheadi of hlm, i t surely was

Mr'. FOSTER.

not too much for Mr. Roche and his co-
directors to think ithat before the Govern-
ment would go to work and eut the ground
from under their feet, they would at least
call on the company to Implement their bar-
gain and go on with their work at once.

What more ? I suppose that Mr. Roche,
belng a member of the British House of Par-
liament, bas his own ideas of British con-
stitutional practice. As a member of Par-
liament, he knew tiat these gentlemen had
no appropriation ito carry on the work, and
bad not submitted a plan to Parliament.
The Minister of Railways and Canale told
him, over his own signature, that the Gov-
ernment would not form an opinion until
next sprIng-that is. this spring-and yet,
Mr. Roche is blamed, as a member of the
British Parliament, where things are car-
ried on constitutionally, for bellevIng that
lu the Canadlan Parliament they would be
carried on ln the same way, and for coming
to -the concluslon, beyond a doubt, that, as
the Minister of Rallways bas said, even an
opinion could not be got until next spring.
and that afterwards Parliament had to be
reckoned with and a vote got before any ex-
penditure could be lncurred.

Relying on all those things, Mr. Roche and
his co-directors had plenty of ground for be-
lieving that this Government would not un-
dertakŽ the work without at least giving
them notice to go and Implement their con-
tract at once or else the Government would
take It up.

As to the urgency, how much further
ahead is the Government to-day, wlth its
$1,000 or $2,000, that I thas filehed from the
hard-working operators of the telegraph
line, If the word of a Minister Is to be taken
to-night, than It would have been if this
company lad carrled out Its work, as it was
fInanclally and abundantly able to do. What
could have been done In the winter months '
The Goverument did nothing In the wInter
months. They d4d not make up their minds
until the 30th of March, when the Order ln
Council was passed, and not a stroke of
work could be done until after that. They
delayed still onger. The matter was brought
to their attention l' 1897 by Mr. Hosmer's
letter, but they delayed the work fer a whole
year, and not until elght months a! terwards,
not until the 13th of Marci, 1899, did they
pass the Order In Council. There is nothing
ln the plea of urgeney. The company, if it
had been allowed to Implement its bargain,
wculd have done so with as much speed and
faellity as the Government could show, and
the Une would heve been built before the
now files, as It Is to be no-w. Where was

the urgency ? Law and order ? There is
nO difficulty about law and order in the
Yukon. This Gevernment has to-day hun-
dreds of men and is spendlng thousands of
dollars more tban necessary to keep law
and order In the Yukon. It was slmply a
matter of communleatlon, and the company
could have built the Une by the end of the
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year, which is all the Goverument expects
to do.

I do not propose to continue the dises-
sion longer, but I do want to emphasize the
first, and especially the second, point. With
regard to this latter point, It is simply a
business matter which business men may
very well judge. Any Government must be
careful in its governmental dealings with
corporations, whilch it alone can call into
existence. It gives the franchise, It makes
these companies undertake the responslbility
under their franchise, and it must be careful
that it does not forfeit the faith which Is
implied In the granting of a franchise ; and
the least that could bave been done and
should have been done by the Government,
was to have called upon these gentlemen.
after the assurances given then by the Min-
Ister of Railways, to implement at once their
charter and carry the enterprise to a conclu-
alon to the satisfaction of the Government.

This conduct of the Government wiil hurt
the standing and credit of Canada In Great
Britain, there Is no doubt about It. Men do
not subscribe money and put in their means.
on the faith of a charter in Parliament, and
have their money rendered useless to themn
and their enterprise taken away from them
on so insufficient a plea, especlally when they
have the pledge of a Minister and the Gov-
ernment. Without warning, without a call,
without a single note, their franchise Is com-
pletely oblterated, as far as any practical
benefit is concerned, and they are left h1gh
and dry.

What has taken place ? The Government
is embarking on an enterprise which willbe
Inflnitely more expensive, which will cost
this country a large capital sum, and after-
wards a large sum for operatIng from year
to year, which will add one more
to the works that already overburden
the Government of this country, and
which ought to be given over to
private capital and private enterprise.
Trhe Government wants to use this
Une simply for its governmental messages,
which will only be a one-hundredth or a one-
thousandth of the number of mesges that
will be sent In there as the country grows
and develops. The franchise that was be-
stowed on this company would have taken
all the trouble and expense of operatIng
away from the Government and would have
given the govemmental messages at the low-
est possible rate-the rate fixed by them-
selves-and never would have entailed any
responsibility on the department. In this
matter, there was nothing better to do thanu
to give It Into the bands of a responsible%
company and -fx the rate as the Government
are empowered to do by a condition of the
charter.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
I thInk It would be well to stil further In-
vestigate the coure taken by the Ministers
who have had this matter ln hand. The
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Minister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair)
told us yesterday that 'he did not know that
this return was asked for on the 17th of
May, five weeks ago to-day. Well, I won-
der what the Ministers are doing. I wonder
what they suppose their duties to be. When
we require information about the Intercolo-
nial Railway, we are told that the Mtuister
Is so busy that he canno>t furnIsh the infor-
ination. When we require any information
about any matter the Minister Is so busy
that he cannot give it. Though it Is their
duty to appear in this House to answer ques-
tions and meet the charges made against
their departments, the almost invariable cus-
tom is for a Minister to absent himself, so
that the speakers on this aide, so far as the
Ministerial benches are concerned, bave fre-
quently to taik to empty benches. This Is
an affront to the representatives of the peo-
ple. We come here to discuss publie que-
tions to ask for Information-and that is
one of the most Important duties that we, as
members of Parliament have to perform.
And yet, we are prevented from getting that
information. The Minister of Railways and
Canals solemnly assured as yesterday-and
I presume that for the purposes of this Par-
liament we have to accept his explanation-
that he knew nothing of these matters
being Inquired for. I have had control of
a department of Government, and the in-
variable rule ln that department was, when
the Parliament of Canada, the highest court,
the greatest authority ln Canada ased for
information, passed a resolution that the
head of the department was to furnish in-
formation, why, the whole machinery of the
department would stop, if necessary, until
that Information was proeured. But when
we ask the occupants of the Treasury
benches for Information we are told: You
asked for papers last session, some of them
may be down this sesion, and some of them
may not be down at ail. My hon. friend
the MinIster of Railways and Canais is so
indifferent, he treats the Pallament of Can-
ada with so Uttle respeet, that though an
order of the House for him to produce cer-
tain papers, the Minister of Railways and
Canals being speeilcaly mentioned as one
of the parties who had thls correspondence
In charge, after five weeks, he tells us that
he knew nothing about It. What are bis
officlais dolng ? What was the Minister him-
self doing that he should treat the Parlia-
ment of Canada with such contempt as .s
shown by such statement as that he made
yesterday ? The next thing he tells us is
thrat, of course, as he knew and as these
gentlemen knew, when this ceased to be a
mere general question and became a prac-
tical question, when this got away from the
committee of this House of Ranw s, Canais
and Telegraph Lines where the had coutrol,
of course, It went Into the Department of
Publie Works. I thInk that ls nevw to a
good mauy members of this House. For
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my part, I have been a member of the Cofn-
mlttee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph
Lines for many years, and It is news to me
that the Department of Publie Works and
not that of Rallways and Canals nas to do
with the construction of telegraphliUnes.
But, be that as it may, how is a gentleman
coming from England and going before the
committee, seeing the Minister of Railways
and Canals in full control, directing the
affairs of the committee and declari'g the
policy of the Government to know that, as
soon as the Bill passed that committee abd
was accepted by Parliament it went to a
department that was presided over 1-y a
different gentleman altogether. Why did
he not tell the gentleman that when he was
here ? Why did he not tell him that when
he wrote these letters ? What does the first
of these letters say ? It conveys the im-
pression all through that the Minister of
Railways and Canals was in control of
these matters :

I am very much pleased indeed to learn-

-WrItes the hon. Minister to Mr. Roche-
-that It is your intention, representing the
Northern Commercial Telegraph Company (Lim-
Ited), to proceed without unnecessary delay--

" I " am very mueh pleased-
-with the construction of the telegraph line
from the coast into Dawson City, to be followed
thereafter, with reasonable despatch by the lay-
ing of a cable or cables from Vancouver to the
point of connection with the land Une. The Gov-
ernment is extremely desirous that private en-
terprise should take up this work ;-

Is there any indication there that another
department has control over this matter ?
He is giving them the polley of the Govern-
ment, and urging them to go on.

-and the needs of the district are such that
we believe an enterprise of that nature would be
found exceedingly profitable. You may rely upon
recelving the countenance and approval of the
Government in carrying this enterprise forward
to a successful Issue.

I will refer a little further on to the **Coun-
tenance and approval of the Government."
But I refer now to the fact that he was In-
dicating by every means, that he was the
Minister in charge of the affairs and that
when he spoke of approval and countenance
he was speaking for the Government, assur-
ing these gentlemen that all they had to do
was to go ahead and they might feel cer-
tain that a Government representing the Do-
minion of Canada would deal bonestly anit
faIrly with them. What does the next let-
ter say ? He writes this gentleman another
letter. He tels bim about meeting the op-
position company and says he gave them no
countenance and support, assuring hilm that
his heart and affeetions were wlth the North-
ern Commercial Company and asks hlm to
go ahead.

Mr. WALLA CE.

I mention this so that you may learn what is
moving, and as an additional reason which may
urge you to such activity in the prosecution of
your enterprise as is practicable. I told this gen-
tleman that my department had an understanding
with you.
What is the meaning of these words ? Did
not that say as plainly as words could say
it that his department was the one which
had control of these matters ? Why, he was
deliberately misleading this gentleman, if we
take the words for what they nean ; unless
he knew that his department was In con-
trol. Every Une of this correspondence
shows that the Minister supposed and as-
sumed that he had control of the telegraph
Unes of the country ; and If we are net to
assume that, but if we are to assume some-
thing else it must be something that is r.ot
creditable to his honour and Integrity, which
we should be very sorry to do. le says :

I told this gentleman very frankly that my
department has an understanding with you, and
we were giving you the preference, at least until
we were satisfied that you were delaying in push-
ing the work unduly.
Very well, they never made an inquiry as to
how the work was going on. Did ihe lion.
Minister tell this House when the Order in
Couneil was passed authorizing the con-
struction of the telegraph Une ?

Mr. FOSTER. It was on the 15th Maréi.
three days before Parliament met.

Mr. WALLACE. Has lie told the House
what steps were taken that led up to the
decision of the Government to pass the
Order of the 13th of March ? DId lie tell
this rival company what he indicated lu
his letter to Mr. Roche that lie would tell
them, because it is laid down here :

We were giving you the preference, at least
until we were satisfied that you were delaying in-
pushing the work unduly, and I said that upon
that point we would be in no position to form
an opinion until next spring.
He knows that Îhe sent these men to the
old country, and he knows that they had
to raise the money, that they lad to formu-
late their plans, and buy the material. They
had all these things done before the 13th
of March, they had the whole business, so-
far as it could be done In England. com-
pleted, and on the 27th of March, Mr.
Roche reads In England that the Govern-
ment were constructing this Une them-
selves. He cables out a protest, because-
of a gross breach of faith made by the
Minister of Railways and Canals, as In-
dicated in these two letters. The Minister-
says that Mr. Roche is no gentleman, and
therefore that he Is justified lu taking any
measures that he pleases. Did he know
that Mr. Roche was no gentleman when
the Government decided on the 13th of
March to construct the Une themselves ?
He tells us that he lad not a word of-
communication with Mr. Roche except
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writing him those two letters, that lie had
no letters from him with the exception of
a short note indicating that le had re-
ceived a letter or something of that kind.
Ie says now that Mr. Roche Is no gentle-
man, but Mr. Roche might very properly
make a retort of a tu quoque character.
After making arrangements in October,
with winter setting in, when lhe was going
to the old country to complete his plans,
for he was not to make the arrangents
until the next sprlng-'then without com-
munication with Mr. Roche, without ascer-
taining, so far as these returns show, or
any information we have received shows,
without communication of a single Une to
Mr. Roche, without a cablegram saying to
him : If you do not go on the Government
will proceed at once with the construction
of this work, without doing anything of
the kind, the hon. gentleman ignores the
whole arrangement, and goes into the work
himself. Mr. Roche and his colleagues In
this enterprise had been given the solemn
assurance of the Government, they had
their Bill passed through Parliament with
the honour of Canada pledged that they
would be used fairly and squarely, after
the Government giving them the charter
that they applied for. they find, without a
note of warning, that the Government have
started a rival line. Sir, I say it was a
gross breach of faith, one that they have
not justified, and the people of Canada will
hold their heads in shame when they look
at the course of a Government acting so
unfairly.

Then we come to the next question : Was
it good policy for the Government to under-
take this enterprise ? Where there is a
necessity for spending a quarter, or half
a million, or whatever sum may be required
to establish telegraphie connection, cons-
titutional usage requires, and the law
of the land requires that the Government
should come to Parliament and at least
go through the farce of getting the consent
of Parlament. Their duty was to come
here and to explain their projeet. Three
days before Parliament met they decided
upon It. LIt reminds us off another scheme
that came before Parliament when a bargain
was made three, or five, or six or seven
days before Parliament met, the celebrated
Yukon Railway. There Is a remarkable
simllarity In the fact that just before Par-
liament meets this scheme is passed
through by Order In Council. They have
the utmost contempt for the views of the
Parliament of Canada. Though they have
a majority here they do not think it worth
while to ask their consent. They had no
legal authorlty for pushing this work on,
Parliament had not consented, Parliament
had never been consulted In the matter.
They had no authorlty for the construction
of these telegraphliUnes. But what of
that ? They are getting accustomed to
It, they snap their fingers at Parliament.

Last night we saw the Minister of Militia
and Defence askIng for $274,000 that he
inust have before the lst of July, when
95 cents ont of every 100 cents of that
money was already spent. The nmoney Is

I gone without even a pretext of- .sking Par-
| liament for it. There is no limit to what
these men wil do. "Wait tili you see what
we will do next year," as the Minister of
Publie Works said, and all the other Min-
Isters are trying to emulate his example.
They snap their fingers at Parliament, dis-
regarding publie opinion, and disregarding
the sentiment of the people of this coun-
try. They are going ahead. They say
the by-elections show that they have the
confidence of the people. They know bet-
ter than we know, though we have a pretty
good Inkling into the methods by which
they have carried those by-elections. I
say, such a flagrant disregard of law, such
a violation of the rules which should gov-
ern An dealing with men and with corpora-
tions, such want of good faitli. bas never
been exhiblted to my recollection in this
Parliament of Canada, and I am sure It
will meet with the utter condemnation of
the people of Canada.

Motion agreed to.

(In the Committee.)

Excise-Further amount required for pre-
ventive service .......................... 8$1,000
The MINISTER OF INLAND RE-

VENUE (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière). I
had occasion to explain, on the main Esti-
mates the necessity under whieh I was to
ask a higher amount for that service. We
had been spending $15,000 a year for seve-
ral years, and last year we reduced It to
$12,000. But that was too great a reduc-
tion, and I am now obliged to ask for
$1,000.
Weights and Measures, and 'Electric Light In-

spection-
Salaries .............................. $4,025
Contingencies ........................ 1,000
Electric light-

Contingencies ....................... 1,400
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.

In 1896-97, the flrst year I was In charge
of the department, the salaries for weights
and measures were $56,850. In the follow-
ing year, 1897-98, we reduced the estimate
from $56,850 .to $49,000, a diminution of
$7.000. Last year we took off again $7,000,
so tha>t three years ago it was $56,850, the
next year it was $49,000, and last year it
was $42,000. We found out that, in our at-
tempt to economize, we thad gone too far,
and this Is why I am under the obligation of
asking for this amount of $4,025. It will be
seen that we are still asking much less than
the average.

Mr. CLANCY. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister of Inland Revenue, if Instrue-
tions are being sent to the inspectors of
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weights and measures in regard to the use measure, and any one who makes use of it
of a certain kind of testing machine for ln the future, under the amendment of the
testing grain. As I understand, the Bill law of last session, commits an illegal act.
passed last year brings the old tester into
disuse, and provides that ln future it would Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman must
not be permitted te be used. Have any In. see that it is important that instructions be
structions been sent to the inspectors of given te the inspectors of weights and mea-
weights and measures, calling their atten- sures for the reason whieh I will now ex-
tion to the new law ? plain. Under the law as It now stands,

there is no doubt that every person who
The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE. uses one of these testers, for testing one-six-

We have not Inspected the small tester teenth part of a bushel, Is liable te prose-
which my hon. friend (Mr. Clancy) alludes cution ; but they can avoid these prosecu-
to, which has a capaclty of one-sixteenth tions, which are expensive, to those who
part of a bushel, for several years, and I feel aggrieved, by givIng instructions to the
am not aware that we have sent out anv inspectors of weights and measures te not
instructions to draw the attention of the offi- permit the use of this former tester In fu-
cers to the fact that ln future no test ture. That would put an end to It, as the
can be applied except by the use of a full hon. Minister will see, and, by taking the
bushel. The law is perfectdy clear, the other course, It would leave it open for every
tester used formerly cannot now be used, individual in the country to be driven to
the test must be made with the whole the unpleasant course o! prosecuting those
bushel. who might be using that old tester' for

bt a testnone-sixteethe part of a bushel. 1
Mr. CLANOY.. I belleve that the depart-willveture to say that 99 out o 100 of

ment has not thought proper to order an the people to-day are fot aware that It 18 Il-
Inspection of the tester that has been ln use. legal to use the tester that was !ormerly
I Imagine, from the discussion that bas used. 1 think the hon. gentleman will see
taken place, that the reason ls, that they do the necesslty of calling the attention of the
not care to identify themselves with the use Inspector of weights and neasures to the
of it, and, therefore, did not order an In- change.
spection. Of course, I am speaking subjeet
tu correction, when I make that statement eMr. CAMPBELL. Ithink the hon. mem-
Sneed hardly caU my hon. frIend's attention ber for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy) Is quite mis-
te the necessity o! any device that ls being taker as to the law. As I understand the
Esed belng inspected. My -hon. friend well kaw,itni in that If a dispute arises between
knows that it is net a proper thing te permit a huyerand seller of grain, the testing o!
the use o! any machine or device for the It by the use osonegof these testersla flot
prpose of determIning or weighlng t or a legal decision. Yu must use a bushel
whch may determine the value or weight l measure, or a haf-bushel measure, or some
Sany grain. wIthouthavlng an Inspection e special measure that la authorlzed by the
f it made. Since this tester ceases te be a Governent. I presume that a bushel mea-

legal instrument for testng the welght and sure, or a haf-bushel measure, or a peck
value o! grain, I thlnk I may fafrly urge measure, that las authorlzed by the Govern-
pon the hon. Ministe~r o! Inland Revenue ment, would be legal. But, if the buyer
hat a bushel measure, for~ the purpose o! and seller mutually agree t a settse the price
npection, should come Into operation now, o grain as the tester designates It wemlght
and that the Inspect onr attention should e I do nt understand that the law fixes any
taed te t1ye chang dvin the law and to the penalty. The lw 15 no penalty to prevent a
use o!noth-g short o! a bushel. man usIng t, If aee ikes. It islot legs], but

if the buyer and seller mutually agree to
The MINISTER OeaINfLAnND REVENtE. accept the test as Indieated by the tester
ah fmot aware that any tester bas been then, there ls n law to fine them for doing

onstructed for a bushel measure, sucia i ast.
ofe small testerewhiah only holds one-six-
eenth part ef a bushel Myon. friend air. Mr.wgLANCYhaThendon. gentleman wll
Jlancy) had the occasion o! seelng these see, by reference to the statute, that At de-
:esters lu practical use. We were looklng clares, lu one o. the subsections, that nu
Lt themln my department last yearm, and weighng machines sheal be used for the
ny hon. frlend remembers seelng the ar- purpose ms welghing or determinng the
angement that was made te test one-six- welght o Iay of the articles- mentIoned l
eenth part of a bushel ; but 1am not aware the setlon-16, I thlke, o! the Weghts and
:bat since the pasing o! the new law, fix Measures Act-o ales d bcapacity than one
ng the whole bushel as the size o!then bushel. That Is the law, In the absence rf
trument te be used lufuture, that any such au express agreement to the coutrary. I
nstrument bas been constructed. The o aipalnow te the Minister o ts land Reve-
ashaoned tester tasot beentInspected fbr nue, If tht Inerotbis conception oftbe law.

everal years. We do nt InspeetIt any Te MINISTER 0FINLAND REVENUE.
nre warde tnt unyn t as ableen The statutrau-

onsrute foCabshÂNesuescha

55805579



[JUNE 21, 1899]

No weighing machine used for weighing or
determining the weight of any of the articles
mentioned in section 16 of the Weights and Mea-
sures Act shall be of less certified capacity than
one bushel.

My hon. friend (Mr. Clancy) will remember
that last year I could not agree with him,
and I thought It was scarcely faIr to Inter-
fere between the buyer and the seller when
both of then agreed to use a certain measure
by which they could readily ascertain the in-
trinsie value of a bushel of wheat. According
to the arrangements generally made in Onta-
rio there is so much allowed for each
pound over 60 pounds and se much deducted
for each pound under that. I thought It was
a very convenient thing to permit a small
measure like the one-sixteenth of a bushel
which could be handled by the buyer of
grain In his own office, to test not the
weight but the value of the whole cargo.
We made experiments In the department
with regard to this small tester in the pre-
sence of several members of Parliament, and
we found by it that there was a certain
small loss to the seller, but not a consider-
able loss. Consequently my hon. friend (Mr.
Clancy) thought he was justified In pressing
the matter. During my absence the amend-
ment to the law was inserted In the Senate,
by whIch the use of the small testers of
one-sixteenth of a bushel was abollshed, and
by which theO purchaser was limited when
testing to a whole bushel. I shall make it
a point to ask our officers, as they go along
with their Inspection of the general weights
and measures, to inform the public and buy-
ers of grain that In future they are to use
the whole bushel Instead of the one-sixteenth
measure.

Mr. SPROULE. It is desirable that this
should be doue, because I know the practice
conýinues of testing grain by the one"ix-
teenth of a bushel. Many of the millers do It
in entire ignorance of the change In the law.
I spoke to some of them about it, and they
contended it was perfectly legal to test the
grain as heretofore by the one-sixteenth of
a bushel. The hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Campbell) says that when an agreement Is
come to between the buyer and the seller It
is a legal measure, and if it were a stipu-
lated contract I suppose It would be. But
let me point out that the seller has nothing
to say about it. The buyer says : I will
give you so much for your wheat standard,
and the farmer does not know ie has any
option whatever, but thinks he is obliged
to take what is offered hlm. He does not
know he bas any redress ; he does not know
but what the buyer is carrylug out the law
strictly, and so the buyer assumes all the
right without any contract being entered
into between the seller and himself. It is
not enough for the Minister of Inland
Revenue to say that he bas not instructed
the Insp-ector to inspect these smiiall mea-

sures, because it is not legal to use them.
I know myself that the public and the buy-
ers. maay of thcn. do not know it is illegal
to use these small measures and so they
continue to use them.

The MINISTER OF .INLAND REVENUE.
We have not inspected them for years past,
even before the amendment to the law was
passed. I now believe that it would be
wrong on my part to refuse to enllghten
the public and the buyers throitga our lin-
spectors, as to the change in the law.

Mr. SPROULE. Even though they are not
Inspected it was quite legal to use them
until last year. I know for a fact that millers
are using these small testers yet, and I be-
lieve they are doing it because they do fnot
know it is llegal.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the Minister
of luland Revenue will consider this mat-
ter before he sends out ay such instrue-
tions. These small testers are used not
to weigh the wheat, but only to determine
Its value. You cannot determine Its value
accurately by sight or by examination so
well as you can by weight. If you take a
certain quantity-it may be a quart or a
plut, it does not matter what the quantity
may be-even if you take a tin pan, and
test it by that, you determine the value of
that weight. That is what the tester is
for. In old times, before the tester was
used so universally as It Is now, the farmer
who bought dirty and poor grain, and was
careless ln cleaning It, always got more
than it was worth, and the man who
brought clean grain always got less than
It was worth ; but by the system of test-
ing, every man gets what he ought to get.
There Is no better method of determining
the value of grain. I have used It invari-
ably during the last five or six years in
my own business, and I venture to say that
you could not buy grain from the farmers
of West York unless you did use a tester.
They complained bitterly lu the city of
Toronto last year when the grain was light
and poor because a tester was used, where.
as this year, when It Is large and plump,
it is bought by sight without the tester.
What they complain of Is that the tester
is not used every year. I say that no
fairer way was ever adopted for deter-
mining the value of grain between the
buyer and the seller. If the buyer and
seller are both satisfied with it, I think It
ought to be allowed to remain.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. memDer foi
Kent, Ont. (Mr. Campbell) cannot be a close
reader of the press, or he would have seen
that last year and the year before seve-
ral agrieultural societies passed resolutions
condemning the tester as unfair to them.
I myself saw a load of grain sold at 80
cents a bushel on the standard; but it was
reported back to be under standard, for it
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was only fifty-eight pounds to the bushel,
and the standard was sixty pounds. That
was by the tester ; but we took a bushel
of the same grain out of the bag cnd it
weighed sixty-one pounds.

Mr. CAMPBE4LL. You did not weigh it
rightly.

Mr. SPROULE. It was weighed on scales
that Lad been te.sted. It is easy to make.
a mistake with the tester. If the grain
is p2ured into it from a considerable dis-
tance above. it will weigh more beavily
than if it is poured in lower down, because
It packs more closely in one case than in
the other. In that case the larmer was
cheated out of 3 cents per bushel for that
grain. Notwithstanding what the hon. mem-
ber says, I know that the farmers are very
much dissatisfied with the tester. Time
after time during the last year and the
year before they have discussed the ques-
tion at agricultural gatherings, and in every
single instance they have passed resolu-
tions against it.

Mr. McNEILL. I am very much grati.
fied to find that the Minister has made the
change that he bas made in the law. 1
think that change is entirely in the right
direction, and it would be very unfortunate
If any return were made to the old system
of testers. I do not know what the lion.
member for Kent (Mr. Campbell) ineans by
saying that the testing of grain is the fair-
est way of selling it. We all know that
the weighing of grain is the fairest; bu:
the point is whether you weigh fairly when
yòu weigh in these very small measures.
The Minister has informed us that the de-
partment have made a careful examina.
tion, and iave found that the tester did
not weigh fairly ; and after that statement
of the Minister I cannot understand wh3
the hon. member should wish to have !this
unfair method continued. It Is a ques-
tion in which the farmers are very mucli
Interested, and they are undoubtedly not
satisfied with the system of using these
small imeasures. If the buyer of grain
wishes to test it, let him conform to the
law and use a bushel measure, and there
will be no complaint.

Mr. CAMPBELL. How can you use a
bushel measure ? If you take a small mea-
sure you can tell how much a bushel will
weigh. Then, after you determine what
It Is worth to the miller, you weigh it on
standard scales, of course, and you pay the
farmer for the number of bushels as shown
by the scales. Here is an absolute and
sure test that will tell at once whether
the grain will weigh sixty or sixty-one
pounds, and the convenience of it is that
you can take the tester on a load of grain
or anywhere else.

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. gentleman asks
me a question, and he says this is an abso-

Mr. SPROULE.

lute and sure test; yet the Minister bas
just told him that it has been determined
in the department that it is a perfectly
fallaclous test. Yet the hon. gentleman,
who is a buyer, tries to induce the com-
mittee to believe that it is a fair test. I
am very much surprised to find that any
member of this committee should make a
statement of that kind, and more especial.
ly surprised that a gentleman personally
Interested in the matter, as my hon. friend
Is, should have made such a statement.

Mr. CAMPBELL. I an not personally In-
terested and It makes uo difference to me.
It is In the Interest of the buyer and seller
both.

Mr. McNEILL. To have a false test used?

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is not a false test
which is used.

Mr. McNEILL. Settle that with the Min-
ister.

Mr. CAMPBELL. You can take four pecks
and make a bushel, but you cannot take
four pecks and make a bushel out of it unless
you are exceedingly careful iu weighing
it.

Mr. McNEILL. The smaller the measure
the more fallaclous It is.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Not at all.

Mr. ROGERS. From my own personal ex-
perlence, I have seen a great deal of Injustice
done by means of these testers. The tester
may be In the hands of an honourable man,
like my lon. friend from Kent, but, unfortu-
nately, ln the hands of a dishonourable man,
it is the easiest thing in the world to make
a very great nmargin in the interests of ilie
buyer. Any farmers that I have spoken to
are very mucli pleased with this change. No
injustice wIll be done by It, because everv
man in business always has a measure, and
this stamp measure will be cheaper than the
others.

Mr. CLANCY. I do not think the hon.
member for Kent, Ont. (Mr. Campbell) stated
the case quite clearly. He knows perfectly
well that even in the bands of persons
who desire to do perfectly right, in-
justice will still be worked. What was
the result of the test made by the
lon. Minister of Inland Revenue ? He
was good enough to send down la the city
and buy a bushel of wheat weighing 62t
pounds. That was tested, and when the
tester had been applied sixteen times, It was
found that the bushel was 10J ounces over-
weight. That represented a loss to the seller
lin consequence of the very thing pointed out
by my hon. friend from East Grey, who
showed that by means of loose filling, air
spaces got into the grain and the grain ap-
peared lighter, and the result was that the
price was lower. Sixteen tests were made,

5583 5584



[JUNE 21, 1899]

and out of the sixteen only five went 62
pounds. Eleven were less than 62, only 61
pounds. Therefore, my hon. friend knows
perfectly well that therc Is no means of using
a tester of a sixteeenth of a bushel, which Is
not entirely erroneous, even suppos4ng that
men generally are disposed to do the fair
thing, as no doubt they are. I have no
hesitation In saying that it is impossible to
do the fair thing under such circumstances.
The farmers do not desire to deprive any
purchaser of grain of the -means of determin-
ing the value. It is proper to have a tester,
but still more proper to have a tester as
nearly as possible unerring in Its result. My
hon. friend from Kent says it Is very Incon-
venient to use a bushel. What Is his habit
when he goes to a. farmer's wagon? HRe
says : If the grain tests 60 pounds, I will
give you so much, but If it does not, I will
give less, and If it tests more I will give
you more. It seems to me it is very far-
fetched to say that It is not easy to test a
bushel. All we have to do is to fill a bushel
measare and set it on the scales. and that
will fix the price. Why do the farmers urge
that this change should take place ? The
Millers' Association formed a rule, which the
hon. gentleman rellgiously follows himself,
and It is this. I quote it from the Senate
"Hansard " of last year. Wheat welghing
60 pounds, or standard, the price per bushel
would be 60 cents, supposing that to be the
price per standard bushel. If It tests at 59
(pounds, one cent would come off, althougi
the 60 pounds have te be given in every in-
stance. If it tested 58 pounds, two cents
would come off. If it tested 57 pounds, five
cents would come off. If it tested 56 pounds.
elght cents would come off. If It tested 55
pounds, ·twelve cents would come off. If It
tested 54 pounds, sixteen cents would come
off. If it tested 53 pounds, twenty cents
would come off. Yet, although the wheat
tests 53 pounds, the farmers would have to
give the 60 pounds in every instance, and
twenty cents, or 33à per cent, would come
off the price. Whether that be a good or a
bad rule I am not going to discuss, because
It is not pertinent to this matter. There
may be that difference in the value of the
wheat, but what the farmers want is that
there shall be an absolutely fair test, and
tbey now ask that the wheat shall aot be
tested by fractions of one-sixteenth of a
bushel, but by a whole bushel and nothing
else. There is another thing to whieh I wlsh
to call the attention of the hon. gentleman,
and that Is the practice of filng la from a
little f unnel. That funnel creates air spaces,
which will affect the bushel measure, be-
cause that was the cause, to a great extent,
of the disparities ln the bushel measure. Let
me show what the effect will be. Here Is
a -table showing how it would work out.
For a bushel of 60 pounds, you would get
the standard price of 60 cents per bushel.
For 61 pounds. you would get a cent added.
For 62 pounds, you would get two cents

added. For 63 pounds, you would get -hree
cents added. For 64 pounds, you would get
four cents in iaddition. Now, just see
how that operates in both ways. If the
wheat is four pounds short In the test, eight
cents comes off. But if it is four pounds in
excess, only four cents Is added. But sup-
pose you take a bushel of each, one four
pounds short in the test, and the other four
pounds In excess, and mix both together, you
would have two bushels mixed of 60 pounds
each, or standard wheat, yet four cents per
bushel would come of, the producer in spite
of that.

My hon. friend thinks that a tester of one-
sixteenth of a bushel Is popular. Well, I can
say it is mos't unpopular. The farmers are
perfectly willing to have a measure just as
fair to the producer as to the seller, and de-
sir7e to have the present state of things put
an end to as quickly as possible.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE
If we bave not interfered so far, It is be.
cause really we are not called upon to in.
terfere. because, while thec duty of the de-
partment of weights and measures is to
test all the weights and measures, we are
under no compulsion to notify the people
'that they have no right to use a thing like a
tester which bas not been inspected for sev-
eral years. At the same time, If by gIvIng
that notice we can prevent anybody from
belng placed in the painful position of being
liable to a fine and punIshment, I would cer-
tainly make a point of sending the informa-
tion te) the officers so that they may give it
to the people with whoi they have to deal.
This is the law, and we cannot do otherwise
'than observe the law.

Inspection of Staples-To meet the expenses
of members of the Grain Standards Board
and Winnipeg Grain Exchange who were
summoned to Ottawa for consultation in
respect of legislation now before Parlia-
m ent ..................................... $600

Mr. BENNETT. I would like to ask if
Mr. Smith bas been appointed in the Toronto
division, and if so, what 4s his salary ? Mr.
Sinith formerly resided in Orillia. .

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Mr. Smith was appolnted Deputy inspector
of Weights and Measures, and his salary Is
$500 or $600. I cannot give the exact figure
at the moment.

Mr. BENNETT. He came from Orillia,
and I want to know where he is now sta-
tioned.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
He belongs to the Toronto division. Ea.ch
district to be inspected by a certain set of
officers covers several counties. Mr. Smith
wanted, If I remember well, to reside in
Orillia, and we fou"d no inconvenience In
his residing there.
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Mr. BENNETT. May I ask the date of
the appointment of Mr. Murdoch, who came
from the county of Grey ?

The MINISTER OF INLAiND REVENUE.
He is Inspector of Weights and Measures,
and was appointed about two years ago.

Mr. BENNETT. The reason I ask is that
about two years ago, the Minister super-
annuated Mr. Bolster, a. man ir the prine of
life and quite capable of performing the
duties of his office. The gronnd given for
this superannuation was economy. i see the
hon. Minister is keeping up with bis col-
leagues in superannuating one inan to make
way for another. He has appointed Mr.
Smith who practically perforus the sanie
duty.

The MINISTER OF INLAND RkàNEJNUE.
No, Mr. Smith replaces Mr. Todd. I did not
replace Mr. Bolster.

Mr. BENNETT. Whom did Mr. Murdock
replace, then ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I do not remember at the moment.

Mr. SPROULE. Hle replaeed Mr. Lyon.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
I appointed Mr. Smith before Mr. Bolster
was superannuated. As my lion. friend (Mr.
Sproule) reminds me, Mr. Murdoch replaced
Mr. Lyon.

Mr. BENNETT. The Minister might aî
least have given Mr. BoIster the preference
to succeed Mr. Todd, rather than to place
Mr. Bolster on 'the superannuation 1.ist and
then make a new appoiatment. I simply
asked the question for the information of
The people in my own constituency, where
it was well known that Mr. Boister was
discharged in the prime of life, aud as well
able to discharge the duties of office as Mr.
Smith, his successor.

The MINISTER OF INLANID REVENUE.
Wbhat was Mr. Bolster's age ?

Mr. BENNETT. I could not say exactly;
I suppose about 57.

The MINISTER OF INLAND RE VE NUE.
When the hon. gentleman knows the age, he
will see that I had the right to superannuate
him.

Mr. POSTER. Are these grain men sala-
ried by the Government?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No.

Mr. POSTER. Who pays them ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND RET ENUE.
This is only for travelling expenses; they
do not recelve a salary.

Mr. FOSTER. The Governinent appoints
them, does it not ?

Sir HENRI JOLY DE LOTBINIERE.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Yes.

Mr. POSTER. And pays them for théir
services ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
The Government pays them only for travel-
ling expenses out of the funds allowed for
the inspection of standards. But in this
case, I do not know if my hon. friend is
aware that about a month or six weeks
ago-

Mr. POSTER. I did not want the expla-
nation on that ; I want to know if these
men, appoInted, as I understand, by the
Government to fix the standard of grain, are
salaried'?

The MINISTER OF INLAND RIIEVENUE.
No, they are not pald ; but their travelliÉig
expenses are paid. One or two come froin
Montreal, one or two from Toronto, and
some from different parts of the North-west
-there are sixteen altogether. They are not
paid a salary, but their travelling expenses
are paid.

Mr. POSTER. I am afraid my hon. friend
(Sir Henri Joly de LotbInière) does not un-
derstand me yet. I understand they are not
paid a salary. Are they paid an allowance ?

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No, only their travelling expenses, when they
meet in Winnipeg to discuss the standard.

Mr. FOSTER. But this vote Is not for
this.

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
No, this is a special c'ase that arose about
six weeks ago when the question came up
of amending the law In regard to Inspection.

Mr. POSTER. My
them down for advice.

hon. fri'end brought

The MINISTER OF INLAND REVENUE.
Yes.

Customs-Amount required to wipe off
old supense account at the port of
Montreal ............................. $1,764 30
Mr. FOSTER. Will my hon. friend (Mr.

Paterson) explain this item ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.

Paterson). I find they have what Is called
a Suspense Account there that has been run-
ning for years, and It seems very desirable
that it should be declared off and not allowed
to remain longer on the books. There differ-
ent amounts rnning all through all these
years represent expenses at that port for
which ne departmental authority bas been
given. This account has been running from
1868 ·to 1890. The collectors under whom
the expenses were incurred have passed
away, and there Is now no way to recover
the money. It is better to have the account
cleared off ; we do not want such an ac-
count on the books.
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Mr. FOSTER. I suppose this is for bills
contraeted ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. What is the nature of

them ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. They are

varied. For instance, in February, 1868,
cash disbursed in the Spellman case, pald
by the Excise Department, $108.44.

Mr. FOSTER. What is my on. friend
going to do with that item of $108 ? Is he
going to pay the Excise Department that
money ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No; I
am going to get a vote, and wipe out the
whole suspense account.

Mr. FOSTER. If he has $1,764.30 put in
his hands, he is going to pay that out to
somebody. 1

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Pay it to
the port of Montreal, that this may be writ-
ten off.

Mr. FOSTER. Has a bill been running
since 1868, and not been paid yet ?

The MINISTER OFt CUSTOMS.
never been paid; it stands there.

It has

Mr. FOSTER. Is there any man living in
Montreal to whom the Government owes
$108 since 1868, and has not got his pay to
this day ?

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. The
collector would pay it; but the collector
did not get departmental authority for do-
ing it, and he charges it to suspense ac-
count.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, has the collector
laid out of it from 1868 to the present time?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. He has
not paid it out of his own pocket; he prob-
ably paid it out of his contingency fund.

Mr. FOSTER. And he got his contingency
fund from the Customs Department ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes. It
Is paid, but the books are not clear. It runs
on in that case.

Mr. FOSTER. What runs on ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The sus-

pense account runs on, but we want to have
it cleared off. You do not want to keep a
suspense account on the book. This repre-
sents a great number of items due to the
department, and there is no possiblhity of
recovering them.

Mr. FOSTER. Who are you going to pay
this money to? There is nonody it is owing1
to.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It will
have to go to the port to balance these
amounts.

Mr. FOSTER. Do you owe the port of
Montreal $108 since 1868?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No.
Mr. FOSTER. Then, what do you want

to pay it for ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The col-

lectors at the port of Montreal would owe
this to the department, not having had de-
partmental authority for thisd expenditure.

Mr. FOSTER. Where did they get the
money ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. They got
the money out of the contingencies, which
Is in their hands.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, it is already pald.
Why do you want to pay it again ? The
hon. gentleman does not understand It ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I under-
stand it, and I am surprised that the hon.
gentleman does not understand It, too.

Mr. WALLACE. I think we ought to have
more explanation than the Minister hais
given. Is the present collector responsible
for that amount ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No.
Mr. WALLACE. Was his predeessor re-

sponsible for that amount ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. He is

dead.
Mr. WALLACE. The two previous collec-

tors, before Mr. Ryan, are dead, too. If
this has been paid out of contingencies,
what is the object of Parliament voting the
money ? There is nobody to whom that
amount is owing. When the next session
comes, we will say : What has been done
with that $1,764 ? The Minister, I think,
laid down the doctrine, a year or two ago,
that you can take money out of one appro-
priation and use it for another. I think
that is a very improper doctrine; It defeats
the purposes of Parliament, which votes the
money for a specific objeet. Suppose the
lon. gentleman uses this $1,764, according
te, the doctrine that lie ennunciated, for any
purpose he likes in his department. We
want to know what he is going to do with
that money. Would he apply It to the hir-
ng of ceustoms officers that he may think

'are necessaTry ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Cer-

tainly, I could not do anything of that kind.
The hon. gentleman must know that. Here
are a large number of items ln this account
that stand in the Montreal books, and that
were there when my hon. friend was Minis-
ter in the department. These items were
paid without the departmental authority ;
they are owing to the department, and we
want to have these pald. The collectors
under whom these disbursements were made
have passed away. We want te clear the
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books, and, therefore, ask Parliament to Mr. WALLACE. The Montreal office
make an appropriation of money, so that must do something with the money. The·these amounts may be written off and set- lhon. Minister says that it is sent back to
tled. If the collectors were alive, we might the Receiver General In Ottawa. The sus-
eall upon them to pay these amounts them- pense account of the department is money
selves, but they have passed away. advanced, and which at a later date must

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Minister tell us be accounted for in the way that Parlia-
to whom he is going to pay this money and ment las voted the money.
get aà receipt ? The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. We will CANALS. Is not there supposed to be
e this amount of money ln the hands of the

collector of the port of Montreal which is
Mr. TAYLOR. What will the port i of not in his hands?

Montreal do with the money? Mr WALLACE. No.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The port The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDwill use 'it to balance these accounts. CANA S eR 0F mustWbeSso.CANALS. es It must be so.
Mr. TAYLOR. Where will the money go? The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. If it is
The MINISTER OF CTJSTOMS. It will not paid it is lu a suspense account. This

come back into the Receiver General's should have been repaid out of contingen-
bands. cies, but it has not been recouped by the

Mr. TAYLOR. What is the good of vot- parties who owed it, and the authorities
n cannot colleet from the parties. Therefore,Ing mouey ont of one pocket and putting it;it stands, having been paid out of contin-Into the other? gencies, but without departmental author-

The MINISTERZ OF CUSTOMS. Because ity. As they cannot collect it, they have
you cannot close the account in any other put It into suspense account.
way, and hon. gentlemen are not making
themselves look more intelligent than others
by asking, such questions. I do not think merely a matter of book-keepiug. The offi-
It is well to leave an account of that kind,
to leave open a suspense account from 1868 certain expenditure wh have not been
down to 1899 on the books. We propose to accepted by the department at Ottawa, se
close it. We find no such amount ln any that these amounts have been placed to
other prt. It must have been allowed under hargef suspense account for the last

othr prt.It usthae ben loedters-tof thearst The oreto ha made

the old régime to run along ln that way. t

Mr. WALLACE. The more the hon. gen-
tleman explains it, the more he confuses the
Issue. Suppose a cross entry were made,
would not that accomplish the purpose ?
You take that $1,764, and send It down to
the port of Montreal, -and tell the collector
to do what withl it? To wlpe off those ae-
counts. Then, with the wiping off of those
accounts, where does the money go ? The
money should come back to the Parliament
of Canada then, as a further collection of
revenue. But there Is no further collection
of revenue. Under what heading will that
money come back ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It comes
back to the Recelver General.

Mr. WALLACE. Under what heading ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Well, I

do not know under what heading you may
send it under. I suppose you may send It
under the heading of amounts paid in for
standing< suspense account.

Mr. WALLACE. I humbly subnilt that
there s no such account kept by the Re-
celver General as a suspense account in
regard to that.

Mr. FOSTER. Is it to go to the Mont-
real office or the Recelver General ?

Mr. PATERSON.

port of Montreai says : I have had nothing
to do with the payment of this money. I
found this amount of $1,764. I want that
wiped off ; I want to have my accounts
put straight. If you vote this money the
hon. Minister of Customs sends åt to Mont-
real and the collector at the port of Mont-
real sends it back to Ottwa.

Mr. FOSTER. Then where will It go ?
Mr. QUINN. Then there is no further

accounting for it.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. The Auditor General has no
authorlty to allow these items now, but
when this Is passed, he will allow them,
and this account Is balanced.

Mr. QUINN. So he will if the thon. gen.
tieman (Mr. Paterson) brings In an account
which will say that the collector at Mont-
real is authorIzed, notWIthstanding any-
thing in the Oivil Service Act, to charge
this $1,764 to meet this account. What are
you voting this money for ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It is not a question of money
at all.

Mr. QUINN. You are voting this $1,764
to the Department of Customs to apend In
some way. This money is to be spent.

0-591 5592



[JUNE 21, 1899]

How Is it to be spent ? I could under-
stand that this House might authorize an
entry to be made In the books ln order
to balance the account, but if you author-
ize the payment of $1,764 to the collector,
or the Minister of Customs, you are author-
izing this payment for the purpose of wip-
Ing out an account which is dead or which
is utterly worthless.

Mr. FOSTER.
this account.

We want the items of

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I will
give the items :
1868-Cash disbursed in the Spellman

case, to be pald by the Excise
Department .................... $108 44

Mr. FOSTER. Yon have to look to the
excise department, then? If that is a debt
of the excise department the hon. Minis.
ter of Inland Revenue will have to bring
ln a vote to pay it.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I am
getting a vote to authorize the payment of
items that comprise this suspense account.

Mr. FOSTER. These are Items whicb
have been pald twenty-five or thirty years
ago.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I am
asking a vote to enable the collector ai
Montreal to wipe out this debt and to do
It in such a way as it will be accepted by
the Auditor General.

Mr. HAGGART. There is only one way in
which these aceounts are straightened.
They are generally placed before the Public
Accounts Committee. The Publie A.
counts Committee have not the power to
discharge them altogether. The proper
way is to brIng lu an account to discharge
these accounts.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It can
be done ln the way that I am proposing.
My officers have agreed that this is the
only proper way that this can be done,
and It Is to ask Parliament for a vote that
will unable us to clear off the books. We
want to wipe this out, but we must have
the authority of Parliament to do It, but
If Parliament will not do it, it will simply
remain a suspense account on the books.

Mr. WALLAOE. I remember that some
years ago the Public Accounts Committee
deait with a similar matter. The then hon.
Minister of Inland Revenue (Mr. Costigan)
brought ln a resolution for a precisely simi-
lar matter. In that case there were moneys
that could not be colleeted and a resolution
was passed by the Publie Accounts Com-
mittee, after investigation by a sub-com-
mittee and a full explanation. The com-
mittee wiped off this amount and permitted
a cross entry to be made. That is a par-
allel case to this, and know that is the
way In which it came before Parliament.

In this case this $1,764 goes down to Mont-
real ; it wipes off these charges and Is
sent back, I presume to the Receiver Gene.
ral at Ottawa.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The noney does not go at ail.

Mr.WALLAC'ZE. Something must be done
with the money. Mr. John Lewis, the col-
lector in 1868, disbursed $63.94, and he took
that out of the contingencles account and
paid himself. Mr. Lewis Is dead, and his
heirs have no such claims against the Gov-
ernment. Now, the Minister ttells us that the
money was not authorIzed to be taken from
that account.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, it is only technical.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister of Rail-
ways says no, ibut the Minister of Customs
says yes.

Mr. FOSTER. It Is another disagreement
amongst themselves.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not know which of
them to believe. Perhaps I had better ask
the Prime Minister about It ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Since my hon.
friend appeals to me, I am willing to give
him an answer. I do not pretend to be a
man of figures, but I claim ito have a fair
share of common sense, and tif we apply the
rules of common sense to this we can under-
stand It. I remember this case of Spellman.
It was an illicit distiling case, which took
place in 1869, and there was a lawsuit over
it. Mr. Villeneuve took a carter to Laprairie
and he had to pay that carter. The proper
way to do business was to come to the Gov-
ernment and ask for a special appropriation,
but at that time the old Conservative party
was In office and tbey were not very particu-
lar, and instead of taking an alppropriation
the money was paid out of contingencies.
Mr. Lewis did not want to pay the mouey
out of his own pocket, and so he charged it
to the contingent account, and paid himself.
Mr. Lewis pald Mr. Villeneuve, Mr. Ville-
neuve- paid the carter, and Mr. Lewis paid
hlmself out of the contingent fund. Since
1868, the office at Montreal bas been the cre-
ditor of the Government to that amount. and
we simply want to make the books square.
We might bring in a special Act of Parlia.
ment to cover the matter, bit we say it
would just be as well to vote the money
now. We send the cheque to the collector
at Montreal, the collector enters it on his
book, and the cheque comes back to the
treasury. It Is a mere formal transaction
and It is the common sense way of doing it.

Mr. WALLACE. That cheque comes back
to the treasury as part of the revenue of the
port of Montreal, while It is no such thing.
It means a false entry and cannot be Justl-
fled.
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The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gen-
itleman (Mr. Wallace) is to blame for not set-
tling the matter when he was ln office.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not know whether
It was brought to my attention or not. It
comes before the Parliament of Canada to-
night, and the Prime Minster :tells us the
cheque wlll be sent to the collector at Mont-
real and will be sent by hlm to Ottawa.
They bave no right to include that as part
of the revenues at Montreal. Suppose it
were a million dollars, would It be proper to
add that millIon to the revenues of the port
of Montreal and say : See how much our
business is increasing ?

The PRIME MINISTER. We are losIng
too much time over this, and if it cannot be
passed let It drop.

Mr. HENDERSON. My difficulty la as to
how the Receiver General Is going to enter
that amount again. Will he enter It as re-
venue from the port of Montreal, or will he
again enter it on the suspense account, and
then five years hence require an Act of
Parliament to clear it up ?

The PRIME MINISTER. We have 'ost
enough time on ithis, let it drop.

Mr. FOSTER. I think we sbould let the
Minister bave It Just for an experiment, and
then let him explain to us next year how
he managed It.

The OHAIRMAN. The item Is carried.

Additional amount required for salaries
and contingencies, Ontario.............$5,000
Mr. FOSTER. This is a large increase.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It Is
mostly ln the city of Toronto, where our con-
itingencles will be something like $3,000 more
than we estimated for. There Is over $1,000
ln cartage alone. Then we had to place two
offleers at Depot Harbour for supervising the
transfer of grain, which is altogether a new
service.

Mr. FOSTER. What is the cartage for ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. In the
large cities the department pays thec artage
on goods to the examining warebouse.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister has not yet
explained, except In the most general terms.
On such large sums he must give us f uller
explanations.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. 1 cannot
give fuller explanations. In estimating the
amount of $300,000 for the province of On-
tario, with new services arising and new
expenditures, especlally ln a growing time,
it is Impossible to give a closer estimate.
My bon. frIend (Mr. Wallace) could never do
so, and that critlcism might corne from
some one else, but not from hlm. When I
came Into office I found that I had to pay
some thousands of dollars of the hon. gen-
tleman's debts out of the appropriation thien

Mr. WALLACE.

made. I think this is a very close estimate.
There is $1,000 required for increased cart-
age in the city of Toronto. Then it was not
known that there would be such an immense
traffie at Depot Harbour as to require two
men there.

Mr. FOSTER. What are those men get-
ting ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. $500 each,
I think.

Mr. WALLACE. I think the Minister of
Customs is Inaccurate in his statement when
he says he had to pay debts whlch I had
left as controller. I think nine months elap-
sed from the time I resigned my position tilL
he came in, and I would like to know how
he paid any debts incurred by me.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I am
speaking of the department at the time I
came in. I will say debts that were not pro-
vided for by the hon. gentleman, because he
took an underestimate.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister is wrong.
I reslgned on the 12th of December, and fhe
Estimates for the following year were not
then put in. So that I was not responsible
for the Estimates that were made after I
ceased to be Controller.
British Columbia and Yukon District-

Additional amount required for salaries
and contirgencies out of which may
be paid additional salaries to perman-
ent customs officers, notwithstanding
anything to the contrary In the Civil
Service Act........................... $32,085

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I wlsh
to reduce this item to $16,519.68.

Mr. FOSTER. We want a full explana-
tion of this. In the first place, what was the
amount voted In the main Estimates for
British Columbia and the Yukon district ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. In the
main Estlmates $75,915 and In the supple-
mentarles $12,000, or a total of $87,915. We
had to bracket them in a measure, owing to
the officers being at the White Pass, which
though In British Columbia, was where Yu-
kon business was attended to.

Mr. FOSTER. What does the hon. gentle-
man want this large amouint of $16,519 for?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It Is
largely In the Yukon district. One reason
why we say "notwitlhstanding anythIng in
the Civil Service Act to the contrary." Is
that the department considered it very de-
sirable that ln the appointment of officers In
the Yukon for the collection of revenue, in-
stead of appointing offleers new to the ser-
vice, whose salaries would be fixed at the
time, we should take from the offices at Vic-
toria, Vancouver and New Westminster
thoroughly trained imen, so that they would
be in a position to handle that business more
effectively than It could be done by new
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men. These men were taken from the ports
I have mentioned. They were on the per-î
manent list with a tlxed salary. When we
sent them to the Yukon we had to give themî
larger salaries, and, therefore, these words
have to be used.

Mr. FOSTER. Had their places to be
filled, where they come from ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes. This
item provides for their whole salary and the
extra allowanee.

Mr. WALLACE. The ex-Minister of Fi-
nance asked, what were the appropriations
for British Columbia and the Yukon last 1
year. The hon. Minister said $95,915, and,
in reply to the ex-Minister of Finance, he
said that was the appropriation for the two.
I see, however, that it is an appropriation
for British Columbia alone.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It is
$75,900 and $12,000; $75,000 in the main
Estimates and $12,000 in the supplement-
ariles, for British Columbia and the Yukon.

Mr. FOSTER. There are $15,500 taken
for the Yukon, page 67 of the main Esti-
mates for 1898-99, and $25,000 for the Esti-
mates of next year.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That
would have to be added.

Mr. FOSTER. $91,415 for both?
The MINISTERI OFi CUSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. WALLACE. What were the receipts

from the Yukon?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. During

the past year we could not get the recelpts
In regular order, but I will give what we
got. In the Chilkoot and White Pass, from
the 26th February, 1898, to the lst February,
1899, the recelpts were $317,772.60. At Tag-
ish, from September 3rd, 1897, to June 3rd,
1898, they were $41,797.09. At Dalton Trail,
from June 30th to August 16th, 1898, the
receipts were $11,205.38. At Dawson, for
1897-98, the receipts were $63,185.39. At
Dawson, from the lst July, 1898, to March
31st, 1899, $200,393.32, making a total of
$634,353.77.

Mr. POSTER. This $16,519 which the
hon. gentleman is estimating for, bas that
amount been all paid to these gentlemen
sent to the Yukon ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No;
part of that will be for the staff at Van-
couver as well.

Mr. WALLACE. Then that $634.000 are
practically all the receipts you have on re-
cord in the two years.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. These
are the receipts given me within that time.

Mrfr. WALLACE. Which commenced about
a year ago.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There
may be moneys that are not yet received.
At two ports there are no collections report.
ed since.

Mr. WALLACE. Dawson still remains a
1 port. Does the hon. gentleman tell us that
lie does not get returns ?

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. Yes. we
get returas from Dawson.

Mr. WALLACE. One would gather that
the Minister does not get the money, but
they spend it as they go along, at their own
sweet will.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The rea-
son I strike the $15,000 out Is that tihere is
an item we have to account to the House
for by and by. In British Columbia, the
following increases have been made. At
Kaslo we had to have a new clerk, Mr.
Sutherland, at a salary of $900, and a new
landing waiter at Nelson.

Mr. FOSTER. How many men are there
in the office at Raslo now ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. According
to the Trade and Navigation Returns of 1898
I find only one. Whether the business re-
quired another one since-

Mr. FOSTER. Kaslo has not been grow-
ing, you know ; it Is Nelson that has been
growing.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister nearly two
years ago estimated for two customs offi-
cers in Kaslo. At that lime he explalned
the increased demands ln British Columba
and mentioned the extra officer at Kaslo as
one causing an increase. As he mentions
another one, that would seem to be three In
Kaslo. The business at Kaslo is not as
great as it was three years ago, when one
officer did all the work.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I see the
reeelpts from Kaslo last year were $9,341.
Mr. Sutherland was a preventive officer be-
fore. The collector at Kaslo is Mr. J. F.
Mackintosh.

Mr. WALLACE. That is only two men,
and you had two men before. Why do you
want this $900 increase ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. At New
Westminster we had to appoint a new clerIk
at $720, also two preventive officers. Then
the contingencies have been increased.

Mr. WALLAOE. We would like an ex-
planation about Kaslo.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. We bave
had te make a numiber of additions at Van-
couver, the busIness having Increased very
largely. Chief inspector McMichael, of that
division, went out there and overhauled the
books and the office and found ibat the
place was undermanned, and has been for a
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considerable time. It was absolutely neces-
sary that we should have more help.

Mr. FOSTER. How many men dld you
add there ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. About ten
men. Some of those who were put in the
Vancouver office were to replace men wlo
had been sent to other places. One went
out to Atlin, I think, one or two to other
places. But we had to have considerable
additions to the staff.

Mr. FOSTER. There was no man added
at Kaslo ?

The MINIETER OF CUSTOMS. Yes, my
hon. friend from Yale (Mr. Bostock) tells me
there 1s.

Mr. FOSTER. How many in Kaslô now,
then ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. My hou.
friend (Mr. Bostock) tells me there are three.

Mr. FOSTER. .I did not see why thatl
should be; Kaslo is not one of the growing
towns.

Mr. BOSTOCK. As I come from thiat con-
stituency, perhaps I may be allowed to ex-
plain. At the time when the work was done1
by one officer as referred to by the ex-Con-
troller of Customs (Mr. Wallace), Kaslo was
an outport. Since that time It lias been
made into a port. Mr. Mackintosh is the
collector. There is a landing waiter, a Mr.
Vroom, and it is necessary for him doing
the work of the outport to have a clerk. Mr.
Sutherland is the clerk. It is true that trade
fell off at Kaslo for a short time, but owing
to the development of the country at the
head of Kootenay Lake the business is In.
ereasing there very fast.

Mr. CLANCY. Was this inspector, Mr.
Sutherland, appointed on the recommenda-
tion of the chief inspector ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. In some
eases the chief Inspector did report names.

Mr. CLANCY. I mean did he recommend
the appolntment of an additional clerk ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I think
all the changes made In the district of Bri-
tlsh Columbia were made on the report of
the chief Inspector. He made a tour of
British Columbia, as well as Vancouver, and
gave me a full report of all the ports. I do
not know whether I carried out all the re-
commendations that he made, or whether we
are one or two men short. But I may say,
speaking generally, that the reports of the
cbief insIpeetor guided us in îthe matter. As
to the recommendations of the Individuals. I
have a good deal of confidence in my hon.
friend who represents that riding lu giving
me suitable names.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend is asking
for $16,500 extra in this vote. Is this amount

Mr. PATERSON.

owing to these men for salaries, or have they
been paid ? They have presumably been
pald their May salarles, and, if so, the June
salaries are all that remain. It seems to me
that these men are either waiting for back
pay or else they have been paid.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The sala-
ries will amount to considerable for the
month of June.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman is ask-
ing for $16,500 for salarles mainly, I suppose.
Well, how much is contingencles and how
much is salarles ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I cannot
tell you that.

Mr. FOSTER. Then let that one be. and
go to the next.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Is that
of any importance ?

Mr. FOSTER. It Is of importance.
I The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Then the

hou. gentleman wants me to bring a list
of the amounts paid for salaries in British
Columbia, and the amounts expended in con-
itingencies separately ?
lMr. FOSTER. I want to know how much

for contingencies and how much for salaries.
Suppose there are $14,000 for salaries, are
these gentlemen waiting till this Supply Bill
passes in order to get their salaries, which is
now almost due, or have they been paid from
any other source, and this is really recoup-
ing it?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. All
riglit.
Additional amount required for printing

and stationery.......................... $9,000
Mr. FOSTER. What was the total vote

last year for the current year in the main
Estimates for printing and stationary ?

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. $25,000.
Mr. ,FOSTER. Why do you now ask for

$9,000 extra ?
The MINISTER oF CUSTOMS. There

is a great deal of expenditure through the
preferential tarif. Double books have to be
kept now. The account for ten months is
$22,339.46, and there are three months of
printing accounts to pay, so we estimate we
will require that extra amount.

Mr. WALLACE. If the amount of $22,000
for ten months, add one-fifth of that, and you
have $27,000 altogether. Then, why is it
that $25,000 has been voted ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There
are three months of printing accounts to
pay.

Mr. WALLACE. Does ·that include the
last three months ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
would be to the end of the year.

That
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Mr. WALLACE. What Is the amouat of same rate does not give you more than
the three months' prlnting accounts ? $27,000 of a total.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. My The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. I will
offieer estimates that our accounts wIll re- have to get a better explantion than 1 have
quire tbis $9,000 to bring us out even at the given.
end of the year. Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman bas

Mr. WALLACE. How mueh are the lhree asked for $34,000. You had better let that
months' accounts ? stand and take the next Item.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I have Additional amounts required for main-
not got them here. tenance of and repairs to revenue

cruisers ............................... $10,000
Mr. WALLACE. Have you received them? The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The vote
The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. We can-

not have received them yet, because this
carries us to the end of the year.

Mr. WALLACE. You say $22,339 have
been spent in ten months ; then add one-fiftb
for two months, or $4,468, and you have a
total of $26,807. But $25,000 are voted,
leaving a deficiency of $1,807. Why does he
want five times that amount, or $9,000 ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There
will be more than that, because there are
three months of printing.

MNr. WALLACE. What is the amount of
one month's printlng ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. We can-
not tell what the requirements of the sta-.
tionery may be.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister bas not de-
monstrated where the $9,000 are to go. We
want to know.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That
is to go for printing and stationery.

Mr. WALLACE. But the Minister can-
not even conjure up where he can spend
that on printing and stationery. He says
that he has spent $22,339 in ten months.
At the same rate, for two months It will
make a total of $26,827. But the bon.
Minister says that there is one month's
printing that bas not been provIded for yet.

The MINISTER OF. CUSTOMS. I said
three months.

Mr. WALLACE. Add $1,000 for one
month's printing, and that wIll make $27,-
807 ; $25,000 was voted. That would leave
a difference of $2,807. Yet the hon. Min-
1ster Is asking for $9,000. Will the hon.
gentleman tell us what he requires It for ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I have
not the accounts here. If you want It you
will have to wait.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. Minister's state-
ment is that ,ten months' printing bas cost
$221,00.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
are some acounts yet to be paid.

There

Mr. FOSTER. Ten months' printing cost
$22,O0. Three months' printing at the
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I was $25,000.
Mr. FOSTER. And this is $10,000 more ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. How many steamers does

the Customs Department keep up ?
The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. We

have the "Constance," which 'is considered
a Government steamer. We used the
" Stanley" for a few months, and we had
also another boat hired after the "Stanley"
went off. The "Stanley " was too expen-
sive. The "Constance9" co-t in the neigh-
bourhood of $18,000. The sum of $8,000
has been expended on the "Stanley." There
will have to be repairs made to the "Con-
stance." I think it will be somewhere
about $2,000.

Mr. FOSTER. Is the " Constance " in
service now?

The MINISTER 0F CUJSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. Well, then, there Is no

use of my hon. friend taking any vote for
repairs, because he will only have about
elght days to do the work in now, and she
is In service.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. She was
repaired when she was laid up. The
" Gladiator" Is the boat that we engaged.
She cost about $1,250 a month. The "Con-
stance" cost lin the neighbourhood of $18,-
000; of course, that is an estimate. We
have to estimate, because she Is running
in May and lin June. The "Stanley " was
used during last summer, and when she
was taken off the "Gladiator " took her
place. The expenditure has been consider-
ably increased by the demands of the pre-
ventive service, but during the year we
have had several seizures resulting In a
considerable amount of money for the trea-
sury. More than that, all this preventive
work lias resulted -In a large Increase to
the revenue by way of prevention, but the
credit of It does not appear In the customs
returns. It appears from the returns of
my hon. friend the Minister of Inland Re-
venue.

Mr. FOSTER. That does not explain
wby $10,000 is asked, or for what It Is
to be used. We are all agreed as to the
preventive service. What I pointed out
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to my hon. friend is that he is estimating
for $2,000 for repairs to the "Constance,"
when the "Constance " is in service and
it will be Impossible for him to do anythIng
with this vote. It wIll be useless to him.

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. The esti-
mate is made up ln this way. The "Con-
stance." to the 31st of December, 1898,
cost $12,867.20, then from the 1st of April
to the lst of Júly, 1899, including half pay
for the winter months, say $6,500. For
new shaft and repairs, say $2,367.

Mr. FOSTER. Has that been put ln ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. That was done when she

was laid up ?
The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. I think

so. That is $2,367. From the lst of July
to the lst of October, 1898, $7,886.02. The
"G ladiator," in 1898, cost for two and a
half months, $2,389.22.

MFr. OSTER.
steam vessel ?

Is the "Gladiator " a

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER. A tug?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes, I

think.
MFr. OSTER. How did the hon. gentle-

man arrange for It ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. We en-

gaged the tug for so much, and the whole
expenses are paid by the proprietor. For
the two and a half months 1t cost $2,389.22,
and for this spring we estimate two and
a half months at $2,500, making $4,489.22.
That ls a total of $4,012.44, and the vote
being $25,000, it wIll require $9,000 more.

Mr. FOSTER. Where is the "Gladiator"
being used ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTO&MS. On the
Cape Breton coast princlpally. The "Stan-
ley " was used ln the Baie des Chaleurs
and in the lower St. Lawrence.

Mr. POSTER. Does my hon. friend pro-
pose to use the "Stanley " again ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Ido not;
she is too expensive.

Mr. WALLACE. Can the Minister give
us some Information about the amount of
the seizures, so as to justify this extraor-
dinary increased vote for the "Constance"?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Since the
season, the preventive officers have seized
seven cargoes of liquor on board, and the
vessels and cargoes sold for $13,881.4. The
number of seizures made by the staff from
the opening of navigation li 1898 to date l
102.

Mr. WALDA E. [fInd the seizing offB-
cers on board the "Constance" only receiv- i
ed , 1.

Mr. VOBT E&R

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I hope
her preventive work will show through the
increase of revenue ln the Inland Revenue
Department.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minlster now gives
the excuse that the "6 Constance" prevents
smuggling by her presence.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That is
what I say.

Mr. WALLACE. Well, that is a very diff-
cult thing to figure out ; you can only guess
It. This increased expenditure is quite un-
Justifiable.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That is
a question on which we may differ. The
increase in excise revenue has been over $1,-
000,000. But, of course, I do not claim that
all that ls due to the preventive service.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
whole vote stands over, but only for the
purpose of considering these small items.
Yukon Provislonal District-

Yukon and Lewes Rivers-Improve-
ments, &c., and telegTaph Unes.....$25,N0

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. This
Item, together wlth the Item 107, of $2,500
for telegraph lines in British Columbla, has
already been discussed to some extent by
the House. On the 13th of March an Order
ln Council was passed authorlzing that cer-
tain steps should be taken to construct a
telegraph ine into Dawson. It was felt
that it was desiTable, even In anticipation
of the appropriations for the coming fiscal
year, that a party should be despatched io
that country, ln order that we mlght do some
preliminary work before the year opened, and
thus be ln the best possible position to take
advantage of the present season. I think
the public opinion of the country wlll justify
the Government In taking that step, even
though they had to auticipate the votes of
the coming year, and use an appropriation
which my hon. friend (Mr. Poster) will say
was not, at the time It was voted, Intended
to cover that purpose.

Mr. FOSTER. Which sums?
The MINISTERM OF FINANCE. I elaim

that the vote covered the appropriations,
athough it la qultetrue, when the Minister
>btained them, he did not say they were ln-
tended for this service. The amount of
noney expended up to the present time l9
comparatively smail. The purpose for whlch
he party was sent out was not merely for
he construction of a telegraph Une, but also
Cor undertaklng certain works ln connection
vith the improvement of the rivers on the
ne of travel from the White Pass into Daw-
on. Therefore, In considering this matter,
t must be remembered that the sums to
hieh I am referring now, were not entirey

or the telegraph, but for a service including
vork on the rivers. The party -was under
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the direction of Mr. J. B. Charleson, who re-
celved $13,000 as an advance for the general
purposes of the party. Of this sum, $8,000la
represented by a cheque which was issued
by the Minister of Publie Works and charg-
ed against an Item of $25,000 which was
appropriated for surveys and inspections
generally-not for one province merely, but
for all the provinces.

Mr. WALLACE. Where 1s that Item to be
found ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It is In
the general appropriations of the PublIe
Works Departnient of last year, chargeable
to income, and is under the head of " mis-
cellaneous." He will find the corresponding
iten for next year ln the main Estimates,
at page 55.

Mr. WALLACE. The Minister tells us
that last year that sum of money was voted.
and I presume was expended. Will he tell
us how It was expended last year«?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I will
have to turn up the Auditor General's Re-
port, which is just as accessible to my bon.
friend as to me.

Mr. WALLACE. When a Mlnister claims
that that item Is applicable to the work of
building a telegraph line, he is ibound to tell
us how it was expended ln the past to jus-
tify suci an expenditure this year.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE3. That por-
tion o! it will not be applled entirely to the
construction of a telepraphliUne, because the
party sent out is not only charged with that
work, but with Improving the iavigation
from ·Skagway to Dawson. ·How this vote
was expended last year is set out In the
Auditor General's Report at page Q-209,
which covers several pages, and the total
amount expended appears to have been $18,-
887.47.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the Minister of Finance state what they
did ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. i eannot
refer to what they have done, because the
party has only recently gone out, and the
work Is now lu progress. I can only tell hlm
what the contemplated works were.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I understand that this amount was expend-
ed.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. $13,000
was an advance to Mr. Charleson. I pre-
suine be bas spent It. $8,OO0 was charged to
surveys and Inspections ; $2,500 was charged
to the vote for telegraphs in British Colum-
bla which bas been referred to several Imes.
to-night; and $2,500 was charged to dredg-
ing In Britissh Columbla. That is ait the
money that bas.been pald up to the present
time. It is proposed in the supplementary
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Estimates for the cot ing year fo take a con-
siderable vote for carrying on the .work,
unless something Is done to change th»
pollcy of Parliament.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Where have they done the dredging ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My deputy
tells me that a letter from Mr. Oharleson
says that the dredging has been done on
Six-Mile River in British Columbia.

Mr. EAR:LE. There has not been a par-
ticle of dredging done ln British Columbia.

,Sir OHARLES H!BBERT TUPPER.
Will the Finance Minister state who the
party are that work there ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The party
are composed of Mr. J. B. Charleson as
superintendent-

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Who Is he ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am
sorry to say I bave not the honour of his
acquaintance, but we will have his photo-
graph produced, if necessary.

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to ask the
Minister, If Mr. J. B. Charleson, at the head
of this party, is the Charleson who ob-
tained a very unenviable notoriery ln con-
neetion wlth the Crow's Nest Pass investiga-
tion, and the appointment of men sent out
to the Crow's Nest Pass, and the subsequent
history with which his name is connected ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I bave
not the pleasure of knowing. I did suppose
that the officials of unenviable r.otoriety
were entirely under the previous Govern-
ment. How can I tell as to the partieular
colour of Mr. Charleson's hair ?

Mr. WALLACE. We want to know If the
Oharleson who Is sent out in charge of this
party is the man who disgraced Canada-

Th MINISTER OF FINANCE. I think
it is safe to say that no person In the em-
ploy of this Government ever disgraced Can-
ada. The hon. gentleman has In his mind
certain transactions that took place before
1896.

Mr. FOSTER. That may be.very smart-
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. it ls as

smart as the Inqulry.
Mr, FOSTER. The inquiry is this. The

Governument has employed one Charleson and
sent him out In charge of this party, and the
question is a very proper one ; It Is whether
this Charleson le the same Oharleson who
was mixed up In the Crow's Nest labour
business, and with those promises made to
worklngmen lu varIous sections of the coun-
try, relylng on whieh they went west, and
whioh led te ail the difeuies that èeeerred.
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There are some members of this House who
think. that Mr. Charleson did not eut a very
creditable figure at that time, and they want
to know if this Is the Charleson who Is now
employed by the Government. We do not
want to know the colour of bis hair or to
have smart replies, but we want the answer
to that question.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman does not want the Informaton,
because he has given us the information
hImself.

Mr. FOSTER. I have not given the Infor-
mation. I ask if this Is the-same man.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE: I do not
know.

Mr. FOSTER. Then the hon. gentleman
can ask the Public Works Department.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
propose to ask the Public Works Depart-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. If the hon. gentleman means1
to keep us here-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I mean
to stay as long as the hon. gentleman. We
may as well understand this at once. I am
prepared to give my hon. friend every in-
formation, but the question was this, whe-
ther Mr. Oharleson Is the same person who
disgraced Canada.

Mr. POSTER. I am not putting tbe ques-
tion whether a man disgraced Canada or
not.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. That was
the question put.

Mr. WALLACE. It was not.
Mr. POSTER. I want to know if Mr.

Charleson, who is in charge of this party, is
the same man who was mdxed up in the hir-
ing of labour In the Crow's Nest Pass ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
know anything about it.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. gentleman can
ask the deputy of his department who was
there, and until that information ls given he
will not get this vote.

Mr. WALLACE. I ask the Minister of
Finance, not If the man had an unenviable
reputation, but whether the Charleson men-
tloned there was the same who was mixed
up with the Crow's Nest Pass matter ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CAINALS. Who disgraeed Canada, you said.

Mr. WALLACE. I said 'that on a subse-
quent occasion and repeat it, and the Minis-
ter, with bis usual flippancy and impertin-
ence-

Sone hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr'.FOTR

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. The hon.
memnber has made an offensive remark,
which I ask that he withdraw.

The OHAIRMAN (Mr. Flint). The point
of order Is well taken.

Mr. POSTER. What is the meaning of the
word 'impertinent"? There may be two
meanings. If a gentleman makes a smart
reply to a question for information, that is
Impertinent to the subject, and the gentle-
man who makes It Is guilty of an Imperti-
nency. That is perfectly parliamentary.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. Chair.
The CHAIRMAN. I have no objection to a

discussion on the point.
Mr. WALLACE. If the statement made

by the Minisfer of Finance was not an im.
pertinency, I do not know the meaning of the
word.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
think you do.

Mr. WALLACE. I do not know those
smart Aleck " phrases which the hon. Min-

Ister of Finance Is so fond of using In this
House on every occasion.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, withdraw.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman was not discussing the general
subject.

Mr. WALLACE. If the Chairman says
that the word impertinency is not applicable
and should not be applied to the Minister of
Finance in this House, then I say that, In
the words of the Speaker yesterday, for the
purposes of this Parliament, we will not
repeat the assertion.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman must take It back, he must with-
draw it. It is not enough that he shall not
repeat it.

The OHAIRMAN. If my hon. frIend (Mr.
Wallace) is discussing a point of order it is
my duty to hear 1t, but I must insist that
the point of order be d4scussed.

Mr. POSTER. Let us have a clear state;
ment of the point of order.

The OHAIRMAN. The question Is whe-
ther the statement made by an hon. member
In the commIttee, that the remarks of an.
other hon. gentleman are an impertinency, is
out of order.

Mr. POSTER. That is very well put, and
the real point of order. A gentleman discus-
sing a question uses a certain argument:
An opponent gets up and says hie thinks that
in that disuslion the remarks of the hon.
gentleman were impertlnent.

The MINISTER 0F' RAILWAYS AN)
CANALS. That ts.inot 1.
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Mr. FOSTER. I am taking the question
of order as stated by the chairman, and lt
was well and fairly put. A remark is either
pertkent or impertinent. It is pertinent
when it touches the question and impertin-
ent if it goes away from that question. That
is what my hon. friend said he meant, that
the remarks of the Minister of Finance were
not pertinent to the question being ddscussed,
and they were not. When my hon. friend
asked if this man Charleson was the man
who was mixed up-

The CHAIRMAN. My hon. friend is de-
parting from the point of order.

Mr. FOSTER. When the hon. member for
York (Mr. Wallace) asked whether this was
the same Charleson who was mixed up ln the
Crow's Nest Pass business, the hon. imember

for York saàd with reference to the remark
of the Minister of Finance in reply, that he
thought it was impertinent, that it did not
touch the question, and it did not. It was
not pertinent to it.

Mr. GIBSON. He said with his usual flip-
pancy and impertinene-

Mr. POSTER. The word is perfectly par-
liamentary as applied to an argument.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. It does appear to me that there
can be no doubt ln the minds of any gentle-
men present as to the language used by the
hon. member for West York. He was refer-
ring to the Minister of Finance and said that
he spoke with his usual flippancy andi im-
pertinence. That is the expression which I
think struck everybody as being entirely out
of order.

Mr. POSTER. I take the question as stat-
ed by the chafrman.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I submit whether or not it Is a
debatable question at all. You, Mr. Chair-
man, heard the language used, the hon. mem.
ber admits that was the statement made,
and I appeal to you for a ruling on the
question now.

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. Minister has not
stated the case, as I understood it. The hon.
member for West York said that.the Minis
ter, in bis usual flippant and impertinent
style. These are -the words In "Hansar'd."

The CHAIRMAN. I will now rule upon
the point of order.

Mr. WALLACE. As I am one of the par-
ties interested, I would lke to make this
statement. I asked the Minister of Finance
whether this Mr. Charleson was the one who
was connected with tbe Crow's Nest Pass
(business. The Minister of Finance stated
that he did not know whether he was or not,
that he did net know the colour of his hair.
I then referred to the unenviable notoriety
of this man, and I said that, lu my opinion,
that answer was flippant. Do you agree

with me, Sir, ln that ? I ask your ruling
now ?

The CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman is
not discussing the point of order.

Mr. WALLACE. -

Some hon. MEUBERS. Order,. order.
Mr. WALLACE. The answer was flip-

pant, and I say It was not pertinent. When
I asked a question as to the Identity of the
individual, it was not pertinent to say: I do
not know the colour of his hair ; and, there
fore, not being pertinent, it must be imper.
tInent.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman has said it the second time, and I
ask your ruling, Sir.

The CHAIRMAN. The ruling is, that the
word "impertinent" Is unparliamentary,
unless the explanation, goes with it, that it
was not used ln the ordinary sense in which
the word is generally used. On this ocea-
sion, the word, as used by my hon. friend
(Mr. Wallace), was unparliamentary.

Mr. FOSTER. I thlnk we shall have to
appeal from the ruling of the Chair. The
ruling is, that to use the word "Impertin-
ent " with regard to the argument of an
hon. member-

Mr. McMULLEN. No, with regard to
himself.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman can ap-
peal, but he cannot discuss the appeal.

Mr. POSTER. I am willIng to take "Han-
sard's " report.

The CHAIRMAN. Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to appeal ?

Mr. POSTER. I wlll give the grounds of
my appeal. The Chairman rose, after the
occurrence had taken place, and stated the
point of order. He said the point of order
was, that the hon. gentleman had applied
the term "i mpertInent" to -the Ministed of
Finance, ln his reply to the statement of
the hon. member for West York (Mr. Wal-
lace). My argument was, that "impertin-
ent " was as parliamentary as "pertinent1"
would be.

Mr. McMULLEN.
order.

I rise to a point of

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, Chair.
Mr. FOSTER. It is on that point that I

appeal from the ruling of the Chair.
Mr. McMULLEN. I rise to a point of or-

der. My point of order is this--
Some hon. bIEMBERS. Order, Chair.
Mr. FOSTER. I think I have the floor.
Mr. MicMULLEN. I have the floor on a

point of order.
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Committee rose, and Mr. Deputy Speaker the objeetionable word be asked to with-
(Mr. Brodeur) took the Chair. draw it.

-Mr. FLINT. Mr. Speaker, as Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House, it Is
my duty to report to you that a point of
order was raised by the Minister of Finance
to the effect that an hon. gentleman had re-
ferred to his observations as impertinent.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. To him-
self.

Mr. FOSTER. Who is making this re-
port ?

Mr. FLINT. The point of order was
raised, and, after discussion, I ruled that
the observation applied was out of order and
unparliamentary. From that decision an
appeal bas been taken by the hon. member
for York (Mr. Foster).

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. And the de-
cision was ?

Mr. FLINT. That the use of the term
"impertinent," as applied by one hon. mem-
ber to another, was unparliamentary.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The question
is, whether the decision of the Chair shall
be sustained ?

House divided on the question:

YEAS :
Messieurs

Blair,
Bostock,
Bourassa,
Bvown,
Campbell,
Casey,
Champagne,
Copp,
Costigan,
Cowan,
Davies (Sir Louis),
Davis,
Edwards,
Erb,
Fielding,
Fisher,
Fraser (Guysborough),
Frost,
Graham,
Johnston,

N
Me

Beattie,
Clarke,
Earle,
poster,
Henderson,
Monk,

A
ss

Joly de Lotbinière
(Sir Henri),

Landerkin,
Livingston,
Mackie,
McClure,
McGugan,
McHugh,
MeLellan (Prince),
McMullen,
Marcil,
Meigs,
Parmalee,
Paterson,
Rogers,
Rutherford,
Sifton,
Stenson,
Sutherland, and
Tucker.-39.

YS:
ieurs

Prior,
Taylor,
Tupper (Sir Charles

Hibbert), and
Wallace.-10.

Motion agreed to, and Chair sustained.

(In the Committee.)
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I now

ask, In conformIty with the ruling of the
Chair, that the hon. gentleman who .sed

Mr. McMULLEN.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. There is a de-
cision from the Chair that the lion. gen-
tleman should withdraw the expression.

Mr. WALLACE. In conformity with
your decision, I withdraw the word imperti-
nent, and I hope the Minister of Finance
will no longer continue to humbug this
committee.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The ob-
servation the hon. gentleman has made is
quite in order, which is a very unusual
thing for him, but it is not exceedingly ap-
propriate. I now proceed to consider the
question before the committee. I was about
to read a telegram received from Mr. Char-
leson when the interruption oecurred. It
is dated :

Tagish House, Upper Yukon, via Skagway,
Fast Sound Boat and Vancouver,

3 p.m., May 25, via Vancouver, B.C., May 30.
A. Gobeil, Deputy Minister Publie Works,

Ottawa.
Telegraphic communication over your own wire

from this point to Skagway completed and In
perfect working order. Dam, telegraph stations
and beacons on batture at Caribou Crossing com-
pleted. All obstructions removed from Six-Mile
River. Lifting barges at work will follow ice
through. First-class building, to be used as
office for Crown timber agent and telegraph ope-
rator here, completed. Poles distributed to White
Horse Rapids, wire and insulators at McClin-
tock. Any telegrams will reach me there. Bal-
ance of wire will be distributed on barges. Trail
all cut out as far as line is constructed. Every-
thing perfectly satisfactory. Pushing through to
keep within very letter of my instructions.

J. B. CHARLESON.

That Is ·the latest report we have from the
gentleman who is in char;e of this party.

Mr. FOSTER. Who is this Mr. Carleson ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. He is

a gentleman employed by the Minister of
Public Works to proceed to the Yukon dis-
trict In charge of this worm.

Mr. FOSTER. Are there more than two
Oharlesons in the Publie Works Depart-
dment ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am
advised there Is only one in the Public
Works Department.

Mr. POSTER.
younger ?

Is he the elder or the

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
Is only one, therefore there eau be no elder
and no younger.

Mr. FOSTER. Then the person who 1s
out there is the same Mr. Charleson who
has been employed by the Publie Works
for a number of years, I suppose ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
for several years.

Yes,
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Mr. FOSTER. Is he the bame man who
was employed in procuring labourers for
the Crow's Nest Pass Railway ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
Crow's Nest Pass business is not in the
Publie Works Department, and I am unable
to give my hon. friend any information
about It.

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps the Deputy Min.
ister of Publie Works will give the Infor-
mation to the committee. I am asking
whether this is the same man who was em-
ployed at the time in getting labourers for
the Crow's Nest Pass Railway ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I
really have made legitimate inquiry, and i
cannot give the hon. gentleman the infor-
mation. We have no Information ln the
Publie Works Department in relation to
the Crow's Nest Pass. I understand that
Mr. Charleson, since he was employed seve-
ral years ago, has not been employed in any
other department than that of the Publie
Works.

Mr. FOSTER. While in the employment
of the Public Works Department was he
engaged in getting labourers for the Crow's
Nest Pass ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I
really do not know.

Mr. FOSTER.
who is there ?

Will he ask the deputy.

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I did,
and the deputy informs me that he has no
information on the subject.

Mr. FOSTER. The deputy does not
know! Then I am bound to say that the
deputy Is a deputy who ought not to be
ln the service of the country; he shows
himself a perfect partisan. Do you mean
to say that the Deputy Minister of Publie
Works, when that matter was discussed
here over and over again, when the Min-
ister of Publie Works discussed it with us
ln this House, and it was a matter known
all through this country-da you mean to
tell me that the Deputy Minister of Publie
Works, who went through the whole of It,
does not know whether it was that Mr.
Charleson or another ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is pure assumption.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
Here is the Deputy Minister sitting 'cheek
by jowl with the Minister of Finance, sit-
ting within two feet of the Minister of Fi.
nance, and it is absolutely Impossible that
any one in this Chamber will credit the
statement that that deputy is not able to give
a definite statement on that point. There
Is not a member in this committee who be-
lieves for a moment that the Deputy MInis-

ter of Publie Works is not able to give
an honest statement. I do not hesitate
to say that if the Deputy Minister has told
the Minister of Finance that he is not able
to inform him on that point, he is not giv-
ing an honest statement.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1
listened to the discussion that took place In
connection with the Crow's Nest Pass
labour troubles. All I remember hearing
in the discussion was that some of the men
were hired by a man named Charleson. It
seems to me that hon. gentlemen are go-
ing a long way when they say that the
Deputy Minister of the Publie Works De-
partnent must necessarily know whether Mr.
Charleson was engaged in employing men
for the Crow's Nest Pass Railway. The De-
puty Minister of Publie Works has told the
Minis)ter of Finance that he does not know
whether it is the same man or not, and it
seems:to me that this committee nust accept
that statement as correct. 1 think it is a
most improper thing for any hon. inember
to give the lie to a prominent officer of the
Government who comes here for the purpose
of giving information to the Minister. For
myself I have been free 'to accept the state-
ment as that gentleman gave it to me. but I
venture to sa.y that hon. members on that
side of the House will not approve of a
statemen't of that kind.

Mr. CLANCY. When this question was
discussed last year, the hon. Minister of
Publie Works, as "Hansard " will show, ad-
mitted that this was the Mr. Charleson em-
ployed in the Publie Works Department, but
he qualified It by saying that Mr. Charleson
had no instructions to hire men, and, there-
fore, he did not assume responsibllity for
him. The Deputy Minister of Publie Works
must have remenbered this discussion, and
be must, therefore, have known that this
appeared to be the same Mr. Charleson. If
Mr. Charleson wQ.s charged with question-
able conduct while ln the employ of the
Publie Works Department, and If he bas
been put ln a position of trust now, Is It an
tnfair question to ask, if this is the same
man, and whether he should be placed in a
responsible position ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentlema4 (Mr. Clancy) must see that bon.
gentlemen around him are as forgetful as
he Minister of Finance, because, if they
mnew all about it, they would not ask these
lnestions. They have professed to ask these
luestlons for Information. The hon. mem-
Der for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy) says that the
on. Minister of Publie Works said last ses-
Ion, that the gentleman referred to was an
ifficer of the Publie Works Department,
hat Mr. Charleson, who was said to have
nmployed men on the Crow's Nest Railway,
s :the same Mr. Charleson who is now ln the
mploy of the Publie Works Department.
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Therefore, the hon. member for Bothwell
lias answered the question. He bas referred
to a statement made by the hon. Minister of
Public Works. I bave no doubt the state-
ment of the hon. Minister of Publie Works
Is there, and the Minister could answer the
question, if I could not.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think the attack
on the Deputy Minister Is most unfair. He
appears here, lu bis official capaclty, to an-
swer questions In connection wlth the de-
partment, and I am sure there is lnot a gen-
tleman ln this House, or out of it, who would
say that, in regard to a matter of interest
that ihas taken place In this House, a Deputy
Minister is called upon, even if he should
bave some recollection of it, to make a defin-
Ite statement. We cannot even keep it ln
mind as to what takes place ln this House.
My hon. friend says that Mr. Charleson was
guilty of misconduet. I challenge that, and I
say that there was not a word to prove that
he was. I only want:to say that he was quite
within bis rights ln daing what he did, and
he was only doing, afte? hours, sometbing
in the interest of the workingmen of bis
locality. What I want to say is, that I re-
gret that these hon. gentlemen sbould have
attacked an official of the department. Even
if it were admitted that he might have bad
sone imperfect recollection of the news-
paper references, and even of the " Han-
sard " references to this man, that would
not justif.t the attack that has been made
upon the deputy. No person would say that
an official of the department should come
here, and be asked a question like that.
Suppose he said that he was the same man,
wbat knowledge bas he of the matter in his
official position. The question is raised for
the purpose of throwing some reflection upon
Mr. Charleson and upon the hon. Minister
for baving employed him. I bave listened
to-night, since this discussion arose, to try
and find out if I could gather what in crea-
tion the bon. gentleman was drIving at,
what Charleson he referred to, but he did
not give us any distinet explanation. I
know one Mr. Charleson, who was in the
employ of the company that built the
Crow's Nest Pass road. That was the young
man. This young man was never ln the
employment of this Government, or any
other government. He was never ln the
employ of the Public Works Department, so
far as I know. I do not know bis Christian
naine, but I know he was ln the employ of
the company that built the road, and that
he was a son of Mr. Charleson who was
sent out in charge of this work. I belleve
that Mr. Charleson, notwithstanding the
fact that bis conduet lias been critlcised by
hon. gentlemen, is a competent and experi-
enced man, well able to carry out the duties
assigned to him, and I will be very much
surprised, after bis work Is completed, to
find that there is any charge proven of mis-
conduet or want of attention againsu him.

Mr. F'IELDING.

I cannot see what the objeet of this discus-
sion in regard to Mr. Charleson Is, except
that he was the man whose name was men-
tioned ln connection with the department. I
took occasion to make some inquiries from
Mr. Haney and others, at the time of an-
other investigation in regard to the track-
men, and the explanation I got was, that
Mr. Charleson was assisting men from this
district to get employment. I do not think,
outside of temper, :that any member of this
House would so unfairly attack an official
of the Governmenit, and ask him questions
outside of bis department.

Mr. BERGERON. I do not want the hon.
member for North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland)
to say that we are doing anythIng unmanly
In speaking of a public official.

Mr. BRITTON. Are you not doing it ?

Mr. BERGERON. You do not know what
I am golng to say.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman
should address the Chair.

Mr. BERGERON. I want you to stop
these hon. gentlemen interrupting me before
you Interrupt me. I want to be fair.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order.
Some bon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Sit down. The hon.
gentleman has just üeclared that I bave
acted unfairly.

Mr. BERGERON. I have not said so yet,
but I am going to say that.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I suppose the hon. gen-
tleman will bave no objection to withdraw
that statement.

Mr. BERGERON. No, Mr. Chairman, be-
fore you du anythIng to me, you should pre-
vent those hon. gentlemen Interrupting me.
The bon. member for Kingston (Mr. Britton)
got up, and sald I was doing something
wrong, before I bad sald a word.

Mr. BRITTON. I asked you a question.
Mr. BERGERON. You never did.
Mr. BRITTON. I asked you a question.
Mr. BERGERON. I want to know, whe-

ther we are here to have free discussion.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I suppose the bon. gen-
tleman will withdraw the expression he
used, ln declaring that I was unfair.

Mr. BERGERON. I think you were. I
bave not sid it yet ; I reserve It. I say,
before I bad said a word, an bon. gentleman
got up on the other side. You put me down;
this is not the first of It. It la a matter that
bas occurred very often before.

Some hon. MEMBERf. Order.
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Mr. BERGERON. What Is the point of
order; let us have it.

Mr. CASEY. The point of orderf is. that
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bergeron) !s im-
puting Improper conduct to the Chair, and
that the hon. gentleman knows better, so
that he is wilfully and maliciously imputing
improper conduct to the Chair.

Mr. BERGERON. There is another point
of order for you, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Brodeur). The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Casey) has referred to a
member of this House as acting wilfully and
maliiously-

Mr. CASEY. If the Chair rules the word
" maliciously" is out of order I will with-
dra w It. I used the word for the reason
that the hon. member (Mr. Bergeron) has
been a Deputy Speaker, and he is supposed
to know the decencles of debate, and ought
to observe thein. When he is found break-
ing them one Is tempted to express the idea
I bave already expressed in language whieh
has been ruled to be unparliamentary. My
point of order Is, that he is covertly easting
imputations upon the Chair.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Casey) raised no point of order. He
only rose to use an expression which he
knew would be ruled out of order.

Mr. OASEY. My point of order Is, that
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bergeron) insinu-
ated that the Chair treated him unfairly by
ruling that his interruptions were unseemly
and unparliamentary.

Mr. ROSAMOND. The hon. gentleman
should not use the word "Insinuation."

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. member for
Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) pointed out to
yoiu, Mr. Chairman, the fact that several
members on the other side of the flouse had
violated ·the rales of Parliament. and that
you didl not reprimand them. I heard the
lion. member for Kingston (Mr. Britton) ad-
dress the hon. member for Beauharnois
across the floor personally and he was not
called to order. The hon. memb'er for Beau-
harnois did the same thing later, anxd he
was called to order. I do not say fthat you
beard the member for Beauharnols, Mr.
Chairman, but I do say that the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Bergeron) simply called your at-
tention to the fact, as hle lad a perfect right,
that hon. members on the other side were
riolating the rules of Parliament with lm-
pufity.

The CHAIRMAN. The hon. gentleman'
(Mr. Bergeron) declared that 1 was unfair
when I asked him to withdraw some expres-
sions which I considered unparflanentary.
Besides that, I heard the bon. member for
Beauharnols addressing the members of the
coir.ittee Instead of addressIng the Chair,
and I called him to order.

Mr. BERGERON. And you never called
the member for Kingston to order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. Order. I am now told
that another hon. member did the same
thlng, but I did not hear hlm.

Mr. BERGERON. No, I know you are
deaf on one side.

The OHAIRMAN. Order. I arm surprised
to hear -the member for Beauharnols use
such a remark. I will not proceed further;
I will simply ask him to withdraw the ex-
pression.

Mr. BERGERON. Which expression am I
to withdraw ?

Mr. CASEY. The Imputation concerning
the Chair.

Mr. BERGERON. I said he was deaf on
the riglht and heard better on the left. '1
will say he hears on both sides and that will
settle it. We know the Chairman Interrupts
any one on this side of the House.

Mr. OHAIRMAN. Order. We will now
proceed with the discussion of the item.

Mr. BERGERON. I say the Chair does
not hear very well on the right when any
one on this side of the House Is interrupted.
My lon. friend from Kingston interrupted
me, and he was not called to order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN. I hope the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Bergeron) will be good enouglh to
proceed with the Item.

Mr. BERGERON. I hope ît will not be
forgotten that you must iear on both sides
in future. The hon. member for North Ox-
ford (Mr. Sutherland) attributed to us un-
manly conduct when we speak on public
matters.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I sald unfair.

Mr. BERGERON. We are here discussing
-public business. I would be the last one to
say .nything of a man or a Deputy Minster
who cannot defend himself In this House.
But at the same time, I want to let the Gov-
ernment know that we must bave Informa-
tion on these points. My. hon. friend (Mr.
Foster) asked a fair question about Mr.
Charleson. That Is a namne we have heard
very often in this House. The ion. member
for North Oxford (Mr. Sutlheriand) does not
know as inuch of that family as I do, but
we have heard of the father and the son and
the more we hear of them the better it Is for
us before the country. My hon. friend the
Deputy MInister-I may call lm so al-
though he is not a member of this House-
knows very well what we mean when we
ask about the other Charleson.

The MINISTER OF FINANE. E . B.
Charleson is his name.

Mr. BERGERON. What about the other
one'?
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. i do not
know.

Mr. BERGERON. There are two Charle-
sons in the Publie Works Department.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am in-
formed there is only one in the erploy of
the Publie Works.

Mr. BERGERON. Now. I an asking this
question in a fair spirit, and I believe that
two of them have been :-lployeil by the de-
partment.

The MINISTER OP1F FINANCE . I believe
my hon. friend (Mr. Bergeron) asked the
question in sincerity, and I may tell him
that I am informed that there is only une
Charleson in the employ of zhe departuient.
There is a storekeeper in the city naimed
Charleson, but he is not in the employ of the
Government.

Mr. BERGERON. What are the initials?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. W. G.

Mr. BERGERON. What I want to say is
this, that there are two Oharlesons, father
and son-most Intelligent men, both of them.
They were doing business with the local
Government for a long time when Mr. Mer-
cier was in power; they are doing business
here now, and It was quite natural for the
bon. member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster) to
ask which of them It was, because the two
of them have been employed by the Depart-
ment of Publie Works.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.

Mr. BERGERON. They have been; we
had It from the Minister of Publie Works
himself last year. One of them Is employed
permanently-J. B. ; he has been since 1896.
W. G. bas also been employed and paid pub-
lie money through the Department of Publie
Works.

Mr. MACKIE. Will the hon. gentleman
allow me ? The Chazleson who was on the
Crow's Nest Pass was employed by the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway ; that was J. B. The
young man was never employed by the De-
partment of Publie Works.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. gentleman is
entirely astray. J. B. was employed by the
Publie Works Department.

Mr. MACKIE. Not at that time. He was
employed by the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. gentleman is
astray. J. B. was In the employ of the Pub-
lie Works Departmeint at that time, and he
had the purchasing of supplies; and W. G.
was the man who engaged men to work on
the Crow's Nest Pass, through his papa.

Mr. MACKIE. I know that he was em-
ployed by the Canadian Pacifie Railway.

I arm told thet W. G. has a store ln Ottawa,
and he bas been emiployed by his papa,
through tie Department of Publie Works, to
choose men to work on the Crow's Nest Pass.
Now, I want to say that the son sells goods-
to the Department of Publie Works through
his papa.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Oh,
oh.

Mr. BERGERON. And my hon. friend
from York asked the Minister of Finance this-
question. We do not hold him responsible, u.-
cause he is acting for the Minister of Publie
Works; but if he wants to get these esti-
mates through, and we wIll help him to do
so, he should give us every possible informa-
tion from the Department of Publie Works
through the Deputy Minister. If he had
done that, we would have had all this In-
formation, and we mlght have got through.
with some other items. But until we get
that information, and we are entitled to it,
we will not make mueh progress.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The ques-
tion before you, Mr. Chairman, Is the re-
mark made by the ex-Minister of Finance in
respect to a gentleman present, an officer of
the Government, who is not In a position to
defend himself.

Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend will al-
low me

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. POSTER. I just wish to say-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I have-
not yet heard what I am about to say. The
point we are discussing, and whieh bas given.
rise to some feeling ln the House, is this.
This Charleson business, I confess, I do not
understand myself. I know there was some
talk in reference to Mr. Charleson some time
ago. Now we hear of two. The Minister of
Finance was asked whether this was the
sanie man or not. I think the Opposition
have a right to ask that If they like, as they
ean ask a great many questions. The Min-
ister of Finance said he dd fnot know any-
thing about it. They said : You ean ask the
deputy of the department. The deputy of
the department Is asked by the Minister;-
and, I understand, that when the deputy of
the department is here to give Information,
it Is official Information. -He is fnot here to
give what he hears through a newspaper or
ln any other way; and when he states that
he bas nothing official to give, we are told
that a man who will say that is not fit to be
ln the publie service. That was the point
before this comumittee, and it is for hon.
members of thls committee to say whether
that Is fair or whether it ls not.

Mr..HENDERSO«N. I have listened to the-
Mr. BERGERON. The bon. gentleman 1 discussion that bas been golng on for some-

bas heard of that; I am glvlng him facts. time, particularly the latter part, and I de-
Mr. BERGERON.
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sire to say a word in reference to the lecture
on parliamentary etiquette whieh we had
from the hon. member for North Oxford (Mr.
Sutherland). It occurred to me to be very
remarkable Indeed for that hon. gentleman
to make the speech he did to-night, when it is
ln the recollection of this House that within
the last 24 hours that same hon. gentleman
attacked an official of the Government, a
gentleman who, I believe, is ln the employ
of the Government at the present time, and
was in the employ of the former Govern-
ment. and who is not ln a position to defend
himself. Last night, the hon. member for
North Oxford accused that gentleman of hav-
ing done sonething that was unworthy of
any man la the employ of the Government,
and if he was guilty of it. he ought to be dis-
missed at once. That official was charged
by the hon. member for North Oxford with
having accpted blankets for the Depart-
ment of Militia, although they were half
shoddy, a charge which, I think, should not
have been made by the hon. gentleman un-
less he was absolutely sure that It was true.
He may have made the statement In the
heat of debate, or, perhaps, without due con-
sideration, or possibly he did not intend that
full weight should be given to the words he
gave utterance to at the time. But In so
doing he establIshed a precedent In this
House for making attacks on officers in the
employ of the Government.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Who was the officer ?
Mr. HENDERSON. I refer to Mr. Wat-

son. If it is fair in one case, It is fair in
anotler. I am not saying that there is any
justificattion In either case ; but I think it
would have been just as well if the hon. gen-
tleman who made the attack last night had
been challenged by the Ministers of the
Crown and brought to task, as well as a
member on this side of the House, for mak-
ing a statement with reference to another
member of the Civil Service. To my mind,
one case was just as bad as the other. The
remarks made by the hon. gentleman last
night establlshed a precedent, so that there
Is, perhaps, some excuse for what is said to-
uight.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I did not say that
a member of the House had not a right
to attack an official of the Government or
the Government. The hon. member for
Halton (Mr. Henderson) has undertaken to
put words in my mouth which I did not use. 1
I did say that the attack made to-night on
the Deputy Minister of Publie Works was
unfair, and I say so still, and I believe
every member of this House says so. Now,
my hon. friend goes further and says I
attacked an official of the department. He
will not find one word ln my remarks last
night that refers to any official of the Gov-
ernment, but because I said that the pre-
vlous Government did furnish to the volun-
teers of Canada half shoddy blankets when

they had advertised for all-wool blankets,
he tried to draw the Inference that I cast
the blame on some officer. I blame the
Government. I do not know the official
the hon. gentleman refers to, but If I
were aware that any official of the depart-
ment had so neglected his duty as to accept
articles that were not of the proper value,
then I say ie would be a proper subject
for attack, and should be attacked. I never
for a moment to-night said that either the
Government or an official of the Govern-
ment could not be attacked, but I do say
that to-night, In this particular case, the
attack was very unfair, because the gen-
tleman attacked could not reply. I under-
stand that ln my absence my statement
with regard to the blankets was question-
ed, although not by any lon. member who
is in the force and who has had experience.
I eau tell my hon. friend that if he wants
an investigation, I know what I have said
to be true, and every officer in the force
knows it to be true. There was an in-
vestigation before the officer of the depart-
ment, and it was proved that the blankets
were half shoddy.

Mr. PRIOR. No.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say yes. I defy

the hon. gentleman to ask for an investi-
gation.

Mr. PRIOR.
tion held ?

Where was the investiga-

Mr. SUITHERLAND. An investigation
was lield before the Public Accounts Com-
mittee, and an examination of the goods
was made, in my own presence, in the de-
partment, and I saw the blankets.

Mr. BERGERON. When was that ?
Mr. PRIOR. Was there any gentleman

present who knew the constituency of a
blanket ?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not know
what my lion. friend intends to insinuate
by that.

Mr. PRIOR. I insinuate nothing, but I
mean what I say.

Mr. GIBSON
nails.

You know more about

Mr. PRIOR. I know enough about nails.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I make the state-
ment in this House, and I appeal to my
lion. friend whose corps-lhe is out of the
battalion now-was supplied with the same
blankets, to stand up and say whether my
statement Is not true.

Mr. PRIOR. The blankets we had sup-
plied us year after year I never heard any
complaint about.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I have answered
the hon. member for Halton (Mr. Hender-
son) with regard to the statement he at-
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tributed to me, that au official should not the Deputy Minister which I thouglit were
be attacked. I never said anything of harsh and uncalled for, and I am very
the kind. Ail I said was that ln my opin- glad they thave been withdrawn. I would
ion, and I believe in the opinion of the say to my hon. frIend, in all serlousness,
House, the attack made on the Deputy Min- that we have done no work to-day at all.
Ister was very unfair. Mr. TAYLOR. ItIs the fault of the Gov-

Mr. POSTER. I have been trying for the ernment.
last fifteen minutes to get a chance to say The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
a word. No one feels more strongly than FISHERIES. I submit that it is nothing
I that an official, who has no representation of the kind. We have been 'here since
In this House, ought not to be unfairly Vthree o'clock in the afternoon, and have
treated. He cannot talk back, and be las 1not carried $7,000 of votes yet, and we will
a certain position which members of the j be here until next December unless we get
House, of course, should have regard for. on with business better.
We all say things at times ln the heat of My hon. friends opposite know that we
argument, or on the spur of the moment, have to get on with the business. We do not
which it would probably be well to have i want to sit here all night. It is not for
left unsaid. For the life of me, I cannot our health that we are sitting here, and it
recall just now how strong language I did is not by adjourning every night from
use, but it is just possible that, in the twelve to one that we can hope to get
provocation of the moment, when I was through at all. I submit now that we
asking for a bit of information that I should thave a little business doue even at
thouglit we should have and rather Insist- the close of this day.
ing on getting it, and when I tried to get
t from the Deputy Minister, and te tMr. POSTER. ny hou. friend had bet-

answer came that he did not know, which ter net press the present item. because a
seemed to me very unreasonable, I per- great deal of discussion wiil take place onit.
haps made use of an expression which was•
much stronger than I should have used. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
If I did, so far as I did, I am very frank FISHERIES. It has been the subject of
in saying that I would rather I had not discussion since three o'clock.
used it. I would be the last person to Mr. POSTER. If my hon. friend will
take an unfair position in criticising an offi- take my suggestion, the will let this item
cial. 1 hope that hon. gentlemen on the stand over, and let us take up the other,
other side will take this as a fair and frank which will not cause so much discussion.
retraction of any hard words I may have
said with respect to the deputy. If the The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
House will allow me, I do not think it Is FISHERIES. What more discussion does
ln the temper to sit here and attempt to the hon. gentleman want ?
do mudh more business to-nght, and I Mr. BERGERON. The remarks made
would suggest to the Finince Minister and by the lhon. Minister off Marine and Fish-
others on that side whether we had not erles are very unreasonable. He knows
better adjourn now and get back here to- that the only chance we have on this side
morrow and endeavour to do more busi- of bringing anything before the House Is
ness. j Irh thi e% cm L IW A

we enue tovernmenx wants -o go ut
Mr. LANDERKIN. In your improved Supply. As far as this item Is concerned,

condition, I think we had better go on. a great deal of discussion took place this
TO ND afternoon, and my hon. friend will under-

The MINISTER 0F MARINE stand that not only do we want to fur-
FISHERIES. I have not taken any part ther discuss It, but there are many ques-
at ail in the debate for the last hour. I tions we have to put to the Government
do not know that it has been very credit- concerning it. Since I am here, I have not
able to the House, but I am more than heard one word of explanation why the
pleased with the ample and frank with- Minister of Public Works went and spent
drawal whIch my hon. friend bas made of $25,000 on building that plece of telegraph
htis remarks regarding the Deputy Minister line, when there were negottations between
of Publie Works. These heads of depart- some parties and the Prime Minister and
ments occupy a singular and curious posi- the Minister off Rallways and Canals about
tion ln the House. They are bound to be the same work. I leave It to the Minister
here to give Information, and ought to be of Marine, who is a very reasonable man,
treated with courtesy and respect. They whether we should pass this Item hurriedly,
are not able to reply back, and It does ap- and whether we have not every possible
pear to me that to say anything against rlght ln our position, to ask every possible
rtheir character or imputing Improper mo- Information about it.
tives to them, or say anything, we would Now, my hon. friend says we have been
not say them face to face, is taking an here a long time discussing this matter. That
unfair advantage of our position. There is quite true, but we have had no reason
were things said to-night wlth respect to given by the Minister of Finance who re-

Mr. SUTHERLAND.
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preseuts the Minister of Public Works why
this money should have been spent without
the authority of Parliament. I do not blame
the hon. gentleman for not having a com-
plete information on the details of this work.
for it is not his department. But he wfIl
understand surely that we naturally desire
to know the reason why this money has
been spent without the authority of Parlia-
ment?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. He will
tell you.

Mr. BERGERON. No, we have asked for
it, but we have not received that informa-

but as to the policy of the Government for
the future with regard to this subject. We
are told that we ought to vote this item on
the ground that we have done very little
work to-day. But it is suggested, and very
reasonably it seems to me, that we should
leave this item aside and go on with some-
thing else. Of course, we are quite prepared
to stay here as long as the Minister of Fi-
nance wishes, but we understand that the
members of the Government want to go
home, and I am sure that nobody Is more
anxious to close the sitting and go home
than I. Why not leave this item aside and
go on with other matters ?

tion yet. 1 Mr FOSTER. Of course, if we must go
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. You were j on with this, we must. Will ·the hon. gen-

asking about Charleson. 'tleman (Mr. Fielding) kindly separate In his
vote what is for British Columbia and what

Mr. BERGERON. That is drawing a red- I for the Yukon; and if he can divide, will
herring across the trail. Charleson does not Ihe also say what amount is for river im-
amount to much in relation to this particu-1 provements and what for the telegraphs. I
lar point. i do not think :the item thas been properly ex-

The MINISTER OF CUSTOms. But the pressed, as two different things are con-
bon. gentleman has not asked for the infor-
mation he now speaks of. Hie has a right' The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I think
to it, but he has not asked for it. the request of the hon. gentleman is not un-

reasonable But the dffiiltv Is that q gezn-
Mr. BERGERON. My hon. friend will al-!

low me-we have been on this item two I
hours, and we have not had from the Min- I
ister of Finance why this money was spent
without asking Parliament. And wheu we
hear, as we did this afternoon, of correspon-
dence between private Individuals and tlie
Minister of Rallways and Canals in connec-
tion with a work of this kind. it seems to
me important that we should understandj
what we are doing. And when my hon.
friend fron York, N.B. (Mr. Foster) asksi
that the item should be allowed to stand1
and something else be taken so that we may
make some progress. It seems to me most
reasonable. I leave it to gentlemen opposite
who have been here for years. The hon.
Minister of Customs and I have been here
for twenty years, and we know that under
the late Government, no item of $25,000 was
ever voted without the fullest information
being givea as to reasons for it. Why, my i
hon. frIend from North Wellington (Mr. Me-
Mullen) knows that never was an item of
$10 voted under the late Government with-
out giving every possible reason why. And
to-day we are asked to agree to the expen-
diture of $25,000, and expenditure which is
entered upon without the sanction of Par-
liament, and we find, moreover, that there is
a kind of imbroglio about this work. The
Minister of Publie Works spends money
without the authority of Parliament for this
work. The Minister of Railways and Canals,
and even the Prime Minister, gives letters
to a private company that he will go into
agreement with them. We do not know
where we stand, and should be guilty of ne-
glectlug our duty if we did not ase for in-
formation not only as to this e enditure

eral authority has been given Mr. Charleson
who is in charge of 1he party, and until we
get his returns, we can hardly divide the
amount. But as far as we can judge the
proportion will be one-third in British Col-
umbia and two-thirds in the Yukon.

Mr. FOSTER. What is being done in Brit-
ish Columbia ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The tele-
graph line has been built from Lake Ben-
nett, to which point the White Pass Railway
line extends, to Lake Tagish, a distance of
52 miles. I said Six-Mile River was in Brit-
ish Columbla, and my hon. friend (Mr. Earle)
corrected me. I do not pretend to be ex-
actly informed and accept his correction.
But Tagish to which the telegraph Une has
been extended Is in British Columbia.

Mr. PRIOR. What did the hon. member
(Mr. Fielding) mean when lhe quoted Mr.
Charleson as wiring ithat a telegram could
come over our own line from Skagway ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I think it
was from Taglsh to Bennett.

Mr. PRIOR. I think he said over our own
'Une from Skagway.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That
would be incorrect. The White Pass Rail-
way telegraphliUne extends from Skagway
to Bennett, and we have made a connection
with it at Bennett.

Mr. PRIOR. If the hon. gentleman will
refer to the paper he read from, I tliink he
will see that I am correct.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
words used are "over our own wire from
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this point to Skagway." Thait hardly de-
scribes it. We have a wire from Tagish to
Bennett, and from that point we have an
arrangement to use the Whlte Pass line.

Mr. WALLACE. The railway would. of
course, have a telegraphliUne alongalde of it,
and It would be absurd, I suppose, to at-
tempt to build the line parailel with it. Now
going back to the other question, the employ-
ment of Mr. Charleson on this work, I think
that that was not a very good appointment.
Mr. Charleson we have ascertained now,
after a good deal of beating about the bush.
Mr. J. B. Charleson. was the Individual who
was connected with the Crow's Nest Pass
business last year, although an employee of
the Government during al that time. A
commission was appointed by the Govern-
ment to investigate the grievance and wrongs
inflicted upon Canadian workmen who had
been sent out there. The report of that com-
mission, after investigating the matter, con-
demns in the strongest terms from start to
finish the aets of Mr. Charleson declaring
that he misled the men who were engaged.
The report is before me now. The Minister
of Public Works, who justified and defended
Mr. Charleson as much as he could, said a
year ago :

As for Mr. Charleson, he is not ln town now;
as soon as he comes back, I will ask him to
give an account of what he has done, and if he
is not ln a position to give me a satisfactory ex-
pianation, he will have te take the consequences
of what he has done.

An hon. MEMBER.
that ?

What Charleson is

Mfr. WALLACE. Mr. J. B. Charleson.

Mr. BERGERON. That is the papa.

Mr., WALLACE. At any rate, he Is the
one who is in charge of this construction of
the telegraph and the other works that the
Government are undertaking. The Minis-
ter of Public Works sald that he was going
to make an Investigation as soon as Mr.
Charleson returned, and, if Mr. Charleson
was not able to give him a satisfactory ex-
planation, he intimated that he would dis-
miss him. Well, Parliament has never yet
received any report of that investigation
that the Minister pledged himself to furnish
Parliament with regard to Mr. Charleson's
conduct. The first news we get from him
now is the statement made by the Minister
of Finance, that Mr. Charleson Is placed in
eharge of this party, and that he was ad-
vanced $13,000, and he is sent out there,
with a staff of men, to dredge rivers and
construet telegraph Unes. That $13,000 will
not go very far, and he will require more
money. We find here that certain officers
have helped themselves, somebody helped
themselves, to $106,000 of the customs, re-
venue out there, and to $92,000 of the Do-
minion lands revenue.

Mr. FIELDING.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The hon.
gentleman is not fair in saying that the
officers have helped themselves, without
waitIng till we reached the item, and asking
for explanations.

Mr. WALLACE. It seems to me that they
have helped themselves. But the Minister
knows that this $13,000 will not go a long
way out there iu dredglng rivers and build-
ing telegraph lines. Then what are they to
do ? It occurs to me that they will go on
and help themselves to the public funds.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE,
are they to get them ?

Where

Mr. WALLACE. The customs are colleet-
ing a large amount there.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What
has Mr. Charleson to do with the customs ?

Mr. WALLACE. What was done with the
$106,000 ofe customs revenue that was hand-
ed over by the customs officers to somebody?
I presume not 10 per cent of it, certainly
not 20 per cent, was expeníded by the Cus.
toms Department. That same process may
be going on, unless there is a more strict
surveillance over the conduct of Govern-
ment affairs ln that country. Could the
Minister tell us when these meni went out
there ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The party
arrived in Vancouver on the 18th of March.
They left on the 11th of March.

Mr. WALLACE. When was the Order ln
Council passed ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. On the
13th Of March.

.Mr. WALLACE. That makes the matter
still worse. There was no authority, not
even au Order in Council, or a Governor
General's Warrant, for sending away this
expedition. When did they arrive at Skag-
way ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. On the
30tl of March.

Mr. WALLACE. They could not have done
very much towards dredging rivers or build-
ing telegraphliUnes before the lst of April.
But thei strange thing about it is, that this
expedition should have started before au
Order in Countll was passed, or any legal
sanction had been given to this work to be
doue. We should Investigate this matter a
little further, and find out why Mr. Charle.
son4 was appointed manager of such an im-
portant enterprise. We got a telegram te,
day, dated the 25th or the 30th of May-
which was it ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. It is
dated Tagish House on the 25th May, and
Vancouver on the 30th.

Mr. WALLACE. What was the distance
of the telegraph that tbey built independent
of the railway company ?
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. 56 miles.
Mr. WALLACE. Was there a staff sent

from here?

The MINISTER OF ·FINANCE. About ten
or twelve went from Ottawa, while others
were employed out there. We have no Infor-
mation as to the number taken except those
that went from Ottawa.

Mr. BERGERON. What are the names of
those who lef t here ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Mr. Char-
leson, Mr. Richardson, an officer of very
great experlence on the Canadian Pacilfle
telegraph service, Mr. Taché, an engineer of
the department, Mr.,Boyer, his assistant, and
the ehlef carpenter, named Lafortune, a
stenographer and a type-writer named
Gobeil. The other naimes the deputy cannot
recall, but we will get them later.

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the
hon. geutleman if this J. B. Charleson has
not been for the last few years purchasing
agent for the Department of Publie Works ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, Mr.
Charleson has been employed as supervisor
of labour. There is an officer named Breton,
who is the purchasing agent.

Mr. TAYLOR. Did Mr. Charleson pur-
chase supplies for the contingent he took
out ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. He was
advanced $13,000 with the liberty to purchase
whatever he wiould require.

Mr. TAYLOR. As a matter of fact, did
he purehase a large quantity of supplies here
-a car-load of wire ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
were some supplies ; we have not the returns
from Mr. Charleson, but he did purchase
supplies before he left Ottawa.

Mr. TAYLOR. Are there no accounts in
the department ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The de-
puty lnf'orms me that goods were ordered by
Mr.. Charleson, but he has not yet returned
any of the accounts.

Mr. FO8TER. How much was ordered ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. One hun-

dred tons of wire.
Mr. TAYLOR, Was that ordered from bis

son ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Some por-

tion of these supplies was supplled by W. G.
Charleson.

Mr. TAYLOR. Is lhe a son of J. B. Char-
leson ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. One is
the son and the other Is the father. I do
not know which It is. WIre, W. G. Charle-
son; insulators, the Potter Association, of

SL Johns, Quebec; bracdkets, Firstbrook
Bros., Toronto ; poles, J. Y. Rochester, for-
merly of Mattawa ; spikes, W. G. Charle-
son.

Mr. BERGERON. Read the prices.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. This Ut

an estimate, which, I presume, corresponds
wi'th the prices paid : $9 per mile of 8 BB
wire, $2.50 per hundred pounds; insulators,
$86 per 1,000 ; brackets, $26 per 1,000; poles,
$3, distrlbuted; spikes, $2.50 per keg-12
kegs.

Mr. BERGERON. Are those the prices for
all the goods that were bought ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
prices are given for each of these articles.
The prices for food supplies are separate.

Mr. BERGERON. We only want to have
the things bought from Charleson.

Mr. T'AYLOR. Who were the food sup-
plies bought from ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Messrs.
Bate & Co. There are no accounts render-
nd; Mr. Charleson purchased them.

Mr. EARLE. Were they freighted by the
Government to the coast ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They
were delivered at Bennett. We purchased
them at Ottawa prices and the Government
provided transportation.

Mr. BERGERON. All these things were
bought without tender ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
were no tenders. .

There

Mr. BERGERON. What is the total
amount of money spent by Mr. Charleson be-
fore he went away ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Quota-
tions for wire were asked from several par-
ties and Mr. Charleson's was the lowest. I
have no memorandum showing the total
amount spent. These are the estimates
based on the quotations received.

Mr. EARLE. Have you any prices for the
provisions purchased here ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Bate &
Co. rendered accounts to the department, but
as Mr. Charleson has not certiiled these,
they were forwarded to him to be certified,
and we have not the accounts at present.
We ean get duplicates from Messrs. Bate &
Co.

Mr. EARLE. I would be glad to have
them, because there are some transactions
with Messrs. Bate & Co. which should be
discussed in this House.

The MINISTER OF FINANOE. We wil
get duplicates from Mesrs. Bate & Co.

Mr. BERGERON. Do I understand the
Minister to say that wire was bought from
W. G. Charleson wltbout-tender ?
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Quota- Mri FOSTER. I cannot belleve that .the
tions were asked from three parties, and department would send out Charleson wltbh
Mr. Charleson was the lowest. out Instructions as to how much he was to

Mr. POSTER. Who were the others ? spend on telegraph lines, and how much on
river improvements.

Bro.e of Montea, OFINANC e dewuty r. BERGERON. Oh, yes. The Depart-
cannot recall the name of the other. ment of Public Works wlil do that for Char-

leson.
3Mr. BERGERON. Were any of these

prices asked cf concerns who make wire lu
addition to asking them from a third party ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Prices,
were asked from dealers, not from manu-
facturers.

Mr. BERGERON. W. G. Charleson keeps1
a retail store in Ottawa ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. BERGERON. And it is from him the

Government got these goods without ten-
ders. How much was spent in Ottawa, be-i
fore the expedition left ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The De-
puty says the accounts which have been for-
warded to Mr. Charleson to be certifled.
amount to between $5.000 and $6,000. That
will be paid out of this $25,000. These are;
the accounts which have been rendered to
the detartment, but there may be others
which have not been rendered.

Mr. BERGERON.
double that.

It may amount to

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Possibly,
but not likely. People who have accounts
agaiust the Goverument, are quick to ren-
der them.

Mr. BERGERON. Not when they have to
be certified by a man in the Klondike. Does
this $6,000 come out of the $13,000 advanced
to Charleson ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No. The
$13,000 was for expenses up there.

Mr. BERGERON. Was the $13,000 placed
in Charleson's hands before he went away ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes, ln
cheques, to be accounted for.

Mr. BERGERON. WIthout any authority
from Parlament ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
admit that. I have already explained that
$8,000 of that $13,000 came out of a vote of
$25,000 for surveys and inspection; $2,500
from a vote for telegraph service, and $2500
from a vote for dredging.

Mr. POSTER. It ls absolutely necessary
now to distinguish between the amounts
taken from river improvements vote, and
from telegraph Une vote.

The MINISTEI OF FINANCE. We wU
have to await Mr. .Carleson's returna before

Mfr. BERERON.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Mr. Char-
leson had a letter of instructions. Tnis
was only the beginning of what, if Parlia-
ment consented, would be an extensive
work. The river Improvements are esti-
mated at $30,000, in addition to the tele-
graph Une ; but he could only do a small
portion of it until Parliament made the ap-
propriation.

i Mr. POSTER. What did the engineers of
the department report would be the estimat-
ed cost ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The Gov-
ernment, of course, is only committed to the
amount placed at the disposal of Mr. Charle-
son. It is estimated that there would be
about 550 miles of telegraph, at $225 to $250
per mile, representing a total expenditure
for ·telegraph lines about $130,000. Besides
that, there were the following works: Dam
at Cariboo Crosslng, estimated at $6,000 ; re-
moval of rock, Six-Mile River, $2,000; re-
moval of Rock. Thirty-mile River, $30,000;
removal of rocks at Five-Finger Rapids,
$5,000; removal of rocks at Rink Rapids,
$1,000 ; estimated for contingencies and
superintendence, $6,OO-total, $30,000.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
WhaI ls that based upon ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The re-
port of Mr. Coste.

Mr. POSTER. Was this all based upon
an exhaustive examination and report by
Mr. Coste ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That 1s
from Mr. Coste's report.

Mr. FOSTER. Did Mr. Coste also report
upon the Une of telegraph ?

The MINIST?,R 0F FINANCE. It was
not the chief purpose of his report, but he
makes some reference to it.

Mr. POSTER. Is the country so clear
there that you can locate the telegraph line
without a survey, and, If there is a survey,
what le the cost of that survey ? I imagine
the country thlere Iii of such a description
that you do not have tow make an elaborate
survey before you place your telegraph nes.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. On the
contrary, by changing the location, we ex-
peet to save distance. There is considerable
room for survey4ng and also for the improve-
ments In addition to what Mr. Coste did.
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Mr. FOSTER. WIl my hon. friend kindly
give the estimate of the cost of the surveys
in this projected work ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am
afraid I am not able to divide the Item of
surveys from the rest. Until the accounts
of these expenditures are rendered, we shall
hardly be able to make the division.

Mr. TAYLOR. I understood the Minister
of Finance to say that he gave Mr. Charleson
$13,000 in a cheque, which was divided Into
three appropriations, one for surveying, one
for dredging and one for telegraph lines ln
British Columbia. I want to know to what
other appropriation he placed the amount to
whic lihe comnitted the Government l athe
purchase of $16.000 or $8,00 worth of sup-
plies that Mr. Charleson was authorized to
make before he went.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That will
be taken out of the appropriation we are
now asking.

Mr. TAYLOR. The debt was contraeted
and the country committed to it.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I suppose
it was.

Mr. TAYLOR.
ation ?

Where is the approprl-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There is
no other than this. It is a fair question whe-
ther it should not be divided in the item;
but that has not been done.

Mr. EARLE. DId Mr. Charleson make
any purchases on the coast ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I ani
advised that he purchased dynamite. and
he might have purchased some other things.
We have no other report as to that.

Mr. BERGERON. Is it possible that we
vote money In this House for a certain pur-
pose, and afterwards find that that money,
without any authority from Parliament, is
diverted to other purposes , because that is
what we are having now.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We do
not admit that there has been any diversion.
We claim that this is for the purpose for
which Parliament appropriated it in a gen-
eral vote.

Mr. BERGERON. I do not believe the
Minister of Finance intends to divert any; '
but the people of this country have been
told, and we make it our boast on the hust-
ings, that not a cent of the people's money
is voted without our knowing for what pur-
pose it is to be spent. But I am taking the
simple fact that moneys were voted last
year for dredging purposes, and i that the
Minister of Puiblle Works Is using that
money to build a telegraphliUne without any
authority from Pariament and without any
authorization from anybody, while there

177

were some people discussing with the Min-
ister of Railways and Canals whether they
should build a telegraph Une or not at that
time, and communication was going on be.
tween the Prime Minister and some com-
panies as to whether they could depend on
the good faith of the Government or not. I
sympathize with the Deputy Minister of
Public Works, and I would be the first to
rise and vindicate him, because I know him
to be an honest man. But I sympathize
with him, when he bas to come to this
House and explain things that have been
done by a man who bas not the lest notion
of the dutes of a Minister of the Crown,
but will take moneys that have been appro-
priated for other purposes, and, without
the authorization o' Parliament or anybody
else, will give those moneys into the bands
of Mr. Charleson. He knows Mr. Charleson.
Where are the vouchers to-day ? The bon.
Minister knows the humiliating position in
which the Government stands. It may be a
small amount, but the principle is the same.
The Minister of Finance finds that $13,000
has been put into the hands of Charleson
by the Minister of Publie Works, and he
would like to put the acecounts before Par-
liament, but he cannot do it. and I will
tell him why. Beeause he does not know
Charleson. But the Minister of Publie
Works knows him ; he knows bis ehums ;
and he puts $13,000 into the hands of Charle-
son, and you will never hear of that money
again. More than that, you will have to pay
accounts for that money except what was
pald to his son in Ottawa before he left.
Is that the way the people's money is spent?
Yet we are asked by the hon. member for
North Oxford to vote nicely and with a
smile $25,000. I say that we would not de-
serve the position we occupy here as a criti-
clsing Opposition if we allowed the money
to be voted without asking for every possi-
ble detail. Whom should we belleve, of all
the Ministers ? ShaH we belleve the Prime
Minister, who las been in correspondence
with a private company wbich propose to
build that telegraph line ? Shall we believe
the Minister of Railways and Canals who
has been in communication with a private
company to bulld that line ? We had the
proof this afternoon, when we found that
papers which had been asked for by the re-
presentatives of the people, lhad not come
to the bands of the House. We have not
been given the papers, but we have them
from another source, from the people who
have been swindled, who have been de-
ceived, who have been laughed at by the
Government. When honest and respectable
people thouight they were dealing with the
authority of the Government, we find that,
without the anthorlty of Parliament, and
without his colleagues knowing anything
about the matter, the Minister of Public
Works was having a little discussion wlth
bls frIend Charleson, in which he told hlm.
e There Is a little bit o! money to be made
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for you. I will give you $13,000 cash, which bave to be discussed in Council some days
1 will steal from the appropriations of before the Order was passed.
Parliament voted for other purposes."
You can go to your son's store here in Ot-
tawa and buy $5.000 or $6,000 worth of Order in Council was passed and the Gov-
goods from him before you start and then ernment decided to go on and build a tele-
you will go on to the North-west and do grapline as a Government work, and re-
something about starting that telegraph pudiate the pledge they had given to a
line, and after you are gone we will get private company chartered by this Parlia-Parianeji tovot anthe $10,00."Thement. But previous to the decision off theParliament to vote another $130,000." The oenetheMIsrofPbiWrk
Minister of Public Works did this job just GointatheinstrtdPbi out
as he did some dredging at Coteau, whenff"herl"-aw ansd coninfitted the country to au expendi-he gave the work to the father-in-law of ture of $18,000 on supplies besides givnghis son. I can sympathize with my hon.
friend the Minister of Finance, who is ob-o.mk
liged to come here and defend things whichl'the money out of three votes for other pur-

am sure lie would fot do himself. Poses an started charleson on te ltda, two
days before the Order in CounwilaWas pass-

Mr. TAYLOR. I wouldM like to ask the 1tMcOmmittina the Goverhment to that
lion. grentleman wliat time the goods left poieY. If there ever was a job clearly

Orider iin Coun iws pse ndteGv

for tlie coast whichi were ordered by Mr.eiet tis s. Charleson went
Charlesonrtonis son's store and irlased a

carload off gootis St retail prices.
The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. Shortly If the GovernGent want to purchase them

after Mr. Charleson left. for cai, they eadget them for $1.80. on
Mr. AYLO. Wen wre he godsthe wire, I arn satlsfied they could save fromMiAYLfOR. We Soanderet h a priva30 cents to 50 cents a undred by buylng

urd soedrminBate wa.So dfrmCh mIt fromBthe manufacturers leMontreal. Mr.
Charleson Is a frendOf the Minister, and

ppoiis son keeps a store down town; the goods

ThdecommitedERheFcuntNyNCE n Nopende

doubt we cat get duplicates from Bate & hm boureof t from the son, wit a profit toC onf $100 or $200. Surey, the Govern-hment wilfot ask, under the cirumstances,

Mr. TAYLOR. understood that other that this vote soulde put trougf.with-
parties were invited to bld for the sup- out the papers and tie information that bas
plies. been asked for. Our duty to the people

ycopels us to eabeforethis information. TheTiM InteYL R I0wof FIlNie. Ti ideaoff a Govenment entrustedwit the
erhe gnothease w tim e he ds lerpeople's moneyr countenancingsuclajob
uries forst wieh were flortdeme by Mr. eS this appears toie. But the Government,

Charleson when they are asked for these votes, say:
ae eftrWe must have tMemr; we wif sit up al

Mr. TAYLOR. At what date were l- nigt, and you must vote the. No matter
Qlnes sent out for these supples how we May nsut you, as the Minister

did-
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It all

occurred within a few days of the time Mr.
Charleson lef t.

Mr. FOSTER. Between the lst and lth
of March.

Mr. BERGERON. Without any authority
even from Council.

Mr. TAYLOR. Can the department bring
down the date ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
doubt.

No

Mr. TAYLOR. I understand that Charle-
son and his party left Ottawa on the llth
and Vancouver on the 18th, and that the
first tme the Government dealit wlth the
question was when they passed the Order
In Counell on the 13th.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
matter was belng consldered and discussed
by the Mlnlster, and the Order was passed
on the 18th. Of course, the matter would

Mr. BERGERON.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I did not
insult anybody.

Mr. TAYLOR. You certaInly did. When
my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) asked a reason-
able question-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My hon.
friend thumped the desk, and I told him
that was not going to frighten anybody.

Mr. TAYLOR. I can tell hon. gentlemen
opposite they will not get their Estimates
through in that way. They are not going to
bulldoze the Opposition.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. And we
are not golng to let the Opposition bulldoze
us.

Mr. TAYLOR. The Opposition have treat-
ed you courteously, and will not be bull-
dozed. These gentlemen began declaring
that they would sit here all night-

(
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Would it the Committee of Supply. There is more
not be better if neither of us were to try in this than a mere $25,000. We are really
bulldozing ? deciding upon a very important question,

Mr. FOSTER. But It came from the other that is, whether it is better for the Govern-
side first. ment to build this Une or allow it to be built

by private parties, by a telegraph company.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND I have no hesitation in saying that I am en-

FISHERIES. Get down to business. tirely opposed to the Government under-
taking this work at present, a work whIch

Mr. TAYLOR. The hon. Minister (Sir will not only be an expense now, but wIll
Louis Davies) asks us to get down to busi- involve an annual expense for years to come.
ness, and I am free to say that if the esti-
mates were in his hands we should get Mr. GIBSON. Will not the Government
through sooner. get their receipts from the line ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. He did Mr. FOSTER. If my hon. friend will al-
not get through very well when lie had low me, I will go on with my argument.
estimates to put through. I am not speaking aside from the question;

I am speaking directly to the question and
Mr. TAYLOR. I think lie did pretty well. to earnest, and I belleve bonest business men

He had no job such as this to defend. I who are here.
think this is thq worst that bas come be- Mr. LANDERKIN. Hear, hear.
fore the House this session. The papers
brought before the House by my hon. friend Mr. FOSTER. Always except the hon.
from Victoria (Mr. Prior) included a letter member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin).
written by the hon. Minister of Railways It is a fair question for debate whether this
and Canals, declaring that he would render should be undertaken by the Government
all assistance to these people to build their or left, as most of ,the telegraph lines are
line-and you can read a rneaning between left for private corporations to build. In
the Unes of these letters written by the the first place, a private corporation finds
Minister of Railways and Canals and the its own money, asks no subsidy, involves
Minister of Publie Works. And now the no expense to the Government. The Gov-
Government repudiates these letters and ernmeut has control, and, when it gives a
take up this enterprise as a public work, so franchise, can stipulate a low rate for
that it will cost the country two or three Governient messages, because they are
times what it would have cost if bulît by giving a valuable franchise. It would not
private enterprise. It will cost the coun- le too much to ask any company to which
try ten times for interest what it would we give a privilege of that kind, to send
cost to pay a private company for telegrans. Governent telegrams free of expense, and
0f course the great point was to give Mr. you would find telegraph companies to admit
Charleson and a lot of hungry heelers a thaît. It 1s a valuable franchise, and the
job to go into that country as prospectors, Government would have a righit to put a
ail expenses and wages paid, and every o- fair condition with reference to its own mes-
portunity to loot the mines of that country. sages. Now, there are two kinds of votes
The Government tried to give away that thait are taken by the Minister of Pub-
whole country last session. This is just lic Works with reference to telegraplines.
as bad a job, but on a sraller scale. Talk On page 54 there is a vote for constructing an
about this being a business Government, I alternative bine connecting Cape Beale with
do not see any evidence of good business Victoria, by extending the French Creek-

mAlberni Une southwardly to the south-west
coast of Vancouver Island, $4,600. That

An lon. MEMBER. Carried. was in last year's estimates ; and there is
Mr. TAYLOR. No, it is not carried; my an item for the saime in the present Esti-

hon. friend from Victoria (Mr. Prior) has a notes. There is also one to connect Nicola
good deal to say. I think it must be ap- Lake with tthe Canadian Pacifie Railway
parent to the hon. Minister that we shal telegraph systemn, $3,00. Here is a plain
make more progress by leaving this item expression of Parliament, it is for building
over until we can get further information a telegrapline, not for maintaing It. My.thon. friend knows :that he dare not stand
required about it, than we can by sitting Up here as Minister and say that ie would

ere ail night- be justified in taking 'that $3,000 and using
Mr. FOSTER. I think the House, if it it for constructing a. telegraphliUne be-

were here, would come to the conclusion, as tween Tagish and Lake Bennett. Now,
the few who are here, I think Must have you leave those Publie Works appropria-
already come to the conclusion, that the tions, and come on page 79 to the appro-
suggestion I made some time ago was a fair priations for a totally different purpose.
and wise one. Surely the Government can- These appropriations are for the operation
not think it fair that a question such as of works already built, and not for the build-
this should be decided at this time of the ing of new works. Such an appropriation is
mornIng, and before this small remnant of the $12,000 -for the maintenance and opera-

177,f
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tion of telegraph lines already built in Brit- Canada. Not one single dollar of money
ish Columbia. For instance, it reads: " Col- ought to be taken, or can be taken, unless
leetion of Revenues-Telegraph lines. British it is illegally and wrongfully taken by the
Columbia. $12.000." Below the details are Governnent, or the Minister, for any other
given,. $9,065 are apwiopriated for operating purpose than that for which Parliament has
the telegrapUlines whihi are already built- approprlated it. When Parliament appro-
This amount of $9.065 is for operating these prinated $12,000 to operate lines of telegrapli
Unes, and the lion. gentleman knows that in British Columnbla did it mean that $6,000
he lias no authority to take a single dollar or $,.00O or $2,000 was to be taken to build
of that noney and divert it from the operat- telegraph lines in the Yukon? It never meant
ing of the lines already built in British Col- that. It is a wrenching not inly of the mean-
unbia. $2,35 is appropriated for repairs and ing of the appropriation, but of the very
staff and this makes up the $12,000. What is bais of the principle of appropriation and
the doctrine tliat the hon. Minister of Fi- of expenditure in this country. Now, let me
nance and the Government lay down? When take another example. The dredgilg vote for
Parlianient distinguishes between two sets of Britislh Coluubia, was voted for dredg ing
appropriation, the one amount to build tele- in British Columbia, and when it was voted
graph lines in British Columbia, the other to it was explained in answer to questions that
operate lines already built and speclfically were put across the House, wliere this dredg-
states its ground for each, ny hon. friend ing was to be done. Now the hon. Minister
lays down the doctrine to this House that of Finance says that it is good doctrine and
you can divert tiis money which was votedI a proper thing to do, when they are in a
by Parliament for the staff and operation of ditticulty and want to do soimething that
the telegraph lines in British Columbia, and they have no authority from Parliament to
that you can bulld new telegraplh lines with do, to take a portion of that dredging vote
it in British Columbia and in the Yukon dis- and expend it to do dredging in the Yukon
trict. That is a doctrine which I do not be- territory. Surely, when they come to think
lieve will be accepted by this House. The about it, Ministers and Governments and
hon. Minister of Finance is teaching us the menbers of Parliament, entirely apart from
lesson that after the Government come down party, are not going to endorse a course of
and get their appropriations which are speci- action of that kind. Year after year we
fically entered under their several heads for bave taken a vote of from $20,000 to $30.000
speclfic purposes as soon as Parliament is for surveys and inspections in the Public
dissolved the Government can go to work Works Department. Take the whole course
and turn this vote and that vote and an- of expeuditure of that vote for the last twen-
other and all these votes from the purpose ,ty years. Ever since I have been in Parlia-
for which they were appropriated by Parlia- ment it bas been there for one single pur-
ment and use them for different purposes. pose and it bas not been taken for construc-
This is the doctrine 4hat is laid down tion purposes. Wlhat is It for ? Some con-
absolutely and In cold blood by the hon. stituency of some hon. member wants a
Minister of Finance and the Government, a public building or public work.t The public
doctrine whicîh would be scouted in the Works Department s'ays : We have no appro-
British House of Commons, a doctrine which priation for It, but we vill make a survey
no Mginister there would think of pro- of the river, or the harbour and we will find
pounding, which the hon. gentleman knows out whether it is feasible and what the cost
Is not only wrong but is absolutely vicious. will be. That vote has never been taken for
He is not only violating the sanction of par- the purposes of constructing telegraph lines
liamentary appropriation, misusirng money, or miaking river improvements anywhere.
involving a malversation of public funds, but That is now what is being done. The prin-
lie Is teaching to the civil servants and the ciple is absolutely and entirely a principle
spending officials in this country that a vote which cannot be denied and when the hon.
does not mean anything and that a pledge to Minister of Finance and the Government do
Pariament is nothing. The ditficulty of the utter violence to that principle In that way,
Finance Department from confederation up they are doing an illegal and wrongful thing.
las been to get officials to pay more scru- They are doing just the same as if they were
pulous regard to parliamentary appropria- taking the money out of the treasury which
tions. The Finance Minister rises now and had been appropriated for a special pur-
teaches these officials the viclous and cor- ipose and ha.d used It for purposes which
rupt lesson that they need not be careful at they bad never explained to Parliament and
all as to the parliamentary purposes of the whicli were never authorized by Parliament.
appropriations, but thit they can divert These are the three votes out of which the
mnoney from the appropriations and spend it Minister has taken an allocation of $13,000,
in any channel. It is a trick that argues and gone to work building telegraph lines
cleverness and they have a perfect right to and improving rivers in the Yukon Dis-
do It with the example of their own Minis- trict. They had no appropriation for that
ters and the Government to back them up. purpose, which means that they never got
How long ean you go on that principle with- the consent of Parliament for a dollar for
out a total demoralization of the whole prin- that work. WIthout authorization, without
ciple of expenditure and the whole service of any discussion In this House, without a dol-

Mr. FOSTER.
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lar of money appropriated, they are power-
ress to do the work except it is so urgent
that it cones under the clause for a Gov-
ernor General's warrant. The Government
entered upon this decision on the 13th of
Marci, just three days before this House
met, and without a vote of Parliament, and
without a Governor General's warrant, they
wrenched the money from an appropriation
for au entirely different purpose, and they
set this work into operation. Last year
they eould have got a vote from the House,
or else they could have waited to get a vote
this year. They have violated the principle
of appropriation, and they have gone fur-
ther and violated the principle of expendi-
ture, where Parliament expresses its will
as to what it wants done with the money it
entrusts to the Government to spend for it.
If this Parliament approves of it, it takes
the onus of approving of a thing which no
thouglitful man unbiassed by party, and
whici no constitutional Government on
British principles would for a single mo-
ment entertain. That point has to be made
stronger in a full House, and that is why I
assure the Minister (Mr. Fielding) that he
Is not wise in pressing this matter now.
First, there is the question whether the
Government shall do this work, or whether
It shall be done by a private corporation ;i
then, there is the question of spending this
money without authority, and then there
is the question of wrenching money from an
appropriation which it was never intended
by Parliament should be devoted to this
work. These questions must all be discuss-
ed. And. how did the Government go about
the work ? They took a man named
Charleson who is in the employ of the de-
partnent. I will not discuss Mr. Charle-
son's antecedents, but, at all events, he
is a sub-otficer in -the department, and I be-
lieve lie lias notùhing of the technical en-
gineering knowledge which one would think
would b1e necessary for such an occupation.
The Government have evidently given him
sone powers whIch has entirely throttled
the department here for the time being, and,
with reference to which Parliament is not
inforned. Before the Minister presses this
vote to a conclusion, he ought to bring down
the instructions which were given to Mr.
Charleson, and under which Mr. Charleson
Is expending a large amount of the unvoted
noney of this country ; worse than that,

of itle money filched from the purposes for
which It was voted by this House. We have
a right to know how much of this money Is
going to river improvements. and how much
to telegraph building. They bave a purchas-
Ing agent named Breton in the Public Works
Department, and it transpires now that he
Is not ithe man who purelhased the supplies.
Charleson is given the full power of pur-
chasing his supplies, and he does It with-
out tender and without contract of any kind.
A large proportion of these supplies are

bouglht from bis son, who conducts a retail
establishment in Ottawa. and 1 do not
know whether it is true or not, but I know
it is said that Mr. Charleson, senior, has an
Interest In that business of Mr. Charleson,
junior. The most vicious principle is intro-
duced, that you not only discard tender and
coi, .ract, but you give to a gentleman whose
son runs a retail store the permission to
purchase supplies from bis son by retail.
All this is wrong. Suppose that this Parlia-
ment decided that the Government was not
to proceed with that telegraph as a Govern-
ment work. Who would pay for these sup-
plies ? The question is asked only to show
what a vicious principle it is for the Gov-
ernment, without authorization. to incur bills
on the faith that by and by this House will
pass a vote for them amounting in all to
$160,000. The grave questions which are
to be settled in this connection, make it fair
to ask that this vote shall not be pressed to
a conclusion at this hour in the morning. I
do not ask to have business retarded-not
at all. There are dozens of items in the
supplementary Estimates which we can go
on with, which are not of this importance,
and which do not involve these large ques-
tions. What I did was simply to say that
the Minister of Finance would better deal
with the question itself and get on better
with business. if he would allow this item
to stand. and go on with other items which
are not so large in regard to the principles
involved.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Does
the hon. gentleman think he could enforce
his view any more clearly or strongly than
he has done now ?

Mr. FOSTER. I think I could enforce
my view in a full House. I do not think that
four o'clock in the morning is the best time
for doing it.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Did the
hon. gentleman not enforce his view in a
full Hlouse this afternoon?

Mr. POSTER. That was quite a different
question. It was not the initial question.
When you take a vote for a telegraph line,
you make it impossible for the House to
debate whether they shall make a Govern-
ment work of it or leave it to a private
corporation ; and that is the question which
I do not think ought to be forced at this
hour of the morning. I am willing to stay
here just as long as hon. gentlemen wish
and debate these questions ; but I simply
state that as a fair thing to be done. Be-
fore this vote is passed, we ought certainly
to see the instructions that have been given
to Mr. Charleson, and the division between
the amount for river improvements and the
amount for surveys and telegraph lines.
Af ter that, if hon. gentlemen want to take
up other items of the Estimates, I am at
their service. Though it hurts me as well
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as others to do that, still I am willing to do
It.

Mr. McMULLEN. One would suppose, to
listen to the hon. gentleman, that the Gov-
ernment never constructed telegraphliUnes in
the North-west before, but left them to pri-
vate companies. Years ago we constructed
extensive telegraph lines in the North-west
as Government works.

Mr. FOSTER. We have built a Govern-
ment railway, the Intercolonial ; but that
does not settle the argument, or imply that
the Government shall undertake to build
500 miles or more railway without askitng
the consent of the House.

Mr. McMULLEN. That is quite true, but
the hon. gentleman says that this line ought
to be constructed by a company. Why
change at this particular juncture the policy
that has been followed for the last twenty
years ? My hon. friend will admit, and I
think the entire Dominion will admit, thit
it was an absolute necessity in the interest
of trade that we should have telegraphie
communication with the Yukon district as
rapidly as possible; and the Government
engaged a company that was supposed to
be in a position to build that line ; but after
four months, the company had literally done
nothing, and the Government. undertook the
construction of the line themselves. Now.
the ex-Minister of Finance bas contended
that it is wrong to employ Mr. Charleson,
and alleges that the father bought supplies
from his son. Now, what is the fact ? The
Deputy Minister of Public Works states
that prices were asked for the wire that was
supplied. and that the lowest price was
quoted by an American fIrm. Whether It
was got through Charleson of Ottawa, a
son, or other relative of this man, we do not
care. The Government got the wire at the
lowest price quoted by any firm in Canada.
England or the United States.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No, no.
Mr. McMULLEN. I have got the word

of the Deputy Minister of Public Works
that such is the fact.

Mr. PRIOR. I do not care whether the
Minister of Public Works states it or not,
he could have got it cheaper.

Mr. POSTER.
people.

He only asked three

Mr. McMULLEN. He got It at the lowest
price. My bon. friend would also lead us
to suppose that Mr. Charleson bought a large
quantity of supplies from his son in Ottawa.
How much was bought ? Not over $40
worth altogether-12 kegs of nails ; and
there was not much chance of boodle in that.
The hon. gentleman bas tried to make a
mountaIn out of a mole bill. I do not .say
that the Government should not see that
appropriations are made for carrying out

Mr. FOSTER.

publie works ; but there are exceptions to
all rules. Here was a pressing emergency
for the immediate constrution of a telegraph
line to the Yukon district, and the people of
this country will endorse the action of the
Government in trying to provide that com-
munication at the earliest possible moment.
The wire was bought on the best of terms
aind a snall supply of other goods not
amounting to $40, lin which there was no
room for any boodling.

Mr. BERGERON. It was not $40 but $13.-
000 that was sput in the hands of Mr. Charle-
son to spend.

Mr. McMULLEN. That will be accounted
for, and if not properly accounted for, then
will be the proper time to take action.

Mr. BERGERON. Parliament never auth-
orized this in any shape or form. Even If
the Government could say : True, we spent
this money without the authority of Parlia-
ment, but we had to do it, and here are the
vouchers, and everything was had at the
cheapest rate by tender. But we iave not
the accounts, and the hon. gentleman himself
was much more exacting when on this side,
and would not allow the Government to get
a cent of public money without knowing
where it was to be expended.

Mr. EDWARDS. How is that to be found
out at this moment ?

Mr. BERGERON. I would ask the Minis-
ter of Finance to leave that item stand un-
til we bave got the Information we are en-
titled to.

Mr. EDWARDS. It would take months.
Mr. BERGEION. Inb is own business

would the hon. gentleman pay out $25,000
without knowing where it was going. Where
would those fine works be at Rockland if he
did business on that principle ?

Mr. EDWARDS. Lt is not a parallel case
at all.

Mr. BERGERON. Of course not. Spend-
ing Edward's money and tbe public money
is not the same thing. I would ask the Min-
Ister of Finance to let tbe item stand until
we get the Information the House is entitled
to.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. The hon. gentleman Is asking us to
wait two or three months until Mr. Charle-
son returns from the Yukon and we can get
a full statement from him. This expendi-
ture Is of a character which must be entrust-
ed to some person. The hon. gentleman
thinks that Mr. Charleson Is not a proper per-
son, but what is the sense of postiponing
the vote. All the information which can be
had, the Deputy Minister says he bas given.

Mr. FOSTER. The letter of Instructions
ouight to be here.

5644[COMMONS]5643



[JUNE 21, 1899]

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH
ERIES. The instructions must be to a large
extent Indefinite-to lay a telegraph Une to
an unknown country.

Mr. CLANCY. Wll the hon. gentleman
state now how the department have reached
the conclusion that $25,000 are needed. He
will not contend that it is unreasonable for
us to expect that the department should be
in possession of sufficient information to
guide him in fixing the sum to be expended.
And that discussion, as my hon. friend sees,
has been entirely fruitless. Nobody seems
able to give us the information as to the
sum that was necessary. I do not mean that
a definite fixed sum should be named, but it
should be given within some limit.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. From the nature of the vote
the amount could not be fixed or definite.
The Minister of Public Works could not tell
how many miles of telegraph line could be
built or how much dredgIng could be doue
up to the lst of July. This money is to pay
for work now actually going on. The Min-
Ister now, under the advice of his officers,
must make the best rough estimate he can,
but nothing definite can be known until the
work is done. If I thought there is any in-
formation that could be brought down at
a subsequent time that cannot be brought
down now, I would agree to the request.
But I know it cannot be done, so what is
the use. We have had this long sitting and
have passed just three items-$7,000 in all.

Mr. BERGERON. But this $25,000 Is only
the commencement-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. But we must bring down an-
other amount .in the Supplementary Esti-
mates for next year, and there will be fur-
ther opportunities for discussing it.

Mr. BERGERON.' But the hon. Minister
of Finance has put the case as clearly as
possible. We are starting on a large scale
and do not know where we are going. We
are asked to vote $25,000 without any data
from the engineer or anybody. The Minis-
ter of Public Works bas given $13,000 to
Mr. Charleson, a man-I am prepared to say
it, if I alone express the opinion-in whom
I have no confidence.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. But the hon. Minister of
Public Works has confidence in hlm.

Mr. BERGERON. That amounts to noth-
Ing with me, for I have no confidence ln the
Minister of Public Works.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. And if the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Bergeron) were In office the present
Minister of Publie Works would have no
confidence in him.

Mr. BERGERON. But I would not ask
e for $25,000 if I could not explain what it

was for.

Mr. EDWARDS. But if you could not
explain ?

Mr. BERGERON. If I were in office I
would not dare to come before the Parlia-
ment of Canada witbout being able to ex-
plain all about the money I wanted. This
$25,000, we are told, is the commencement
of some $160,000. Now, my hon. friend the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries, who Is
an old parliamentarian, knows that if we
accept this we accept the principle.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We do
not ask you to accept it ; you can put your-
self on record against it.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. gentleman
means that we can divide the Flouse. But
we know what that means-that we shall
be voted down by sixty majority. Hon.
gentlemen opposite will vote anything. My
hon. friend from Russell (Mr. Edwards)
will vote $25,O00 of the public money with-
out knowing where it goes. but he could
not do it in his own concern. The Minister
of Marine and Fisheries seems to have a
short memory. We remember how my hon.
friend from North Wellington kept us here
for 48 hours over a vote of f6.000 to build
a post office at La Prairie. It may have been
a bad vote, but every detail from the firsi
stone of the foundation to the last nail In
the roof was before the House. And here
we are asked to vote almost double that
as the beginning of a much greater expendi-
ture.

Mr. FOSTER. And the money has already
been spent.

Mr. BERGERON. Yes, and without the
authority of Parliament. And we have heard
correspondence this afternoon that indicates
that the Minister of Public Works, without
consulting his colleagues, has taken money
from different appropriations, a thing he
bad no right to do, cheating and deceiving
the Auditor General, and devoting that
money to a telegraph line, concerning the be-
ginning of which we know a little, and con-
cerning the end of which we know nothing.
And the hon. Minister of Public Works puts
$13,000 in the bands of whom ? An engi-
neer ? No, Mr. Charleson is not an engi-
neer. A man who knows about building
telegraph lines ? No. A man who, ln Que-
bec, where he is known, has noti the confl-
dence of anybody ; an election heeler; a
man who is good in election contracts to
go around bribing people ; a very intelligent
man. but one who does not carry the con-
fidence of the people among whom he is
known. Where bas that money gone ? My
hon. frIend from North Wellington said that
only $40 of it was spent In Ottawa. Where
is the rest ? And yet my hon. friend (Sir
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Louis Davies), a man of fairness, an honest t Mr. WALLACE. I am ready to tell the
man, asks us to vote this large amount with- l Minister of Customs that I am opposed to
out further information. I say this is not this item, and I am opposed to the corrupt
treating the ýrepresentatives of the people principle involved in It. I was a member of
as they should be treated. And this is done the Committee on Railways and Canals that
by a Liberal party that claims to be a part gave the two charters and approved of the
of the world-wide Liberal party which construction of that line when the Minister
plumes itself of having won and defended of Customs was not there. I have endorsed
and maintained the rights of the people. It the principle of opening up our country in
seems to me the proposition I made is a every proper way, but does that mean that
fair one, and I repeat it-to leave this item I am to endorse every scheme of plunder
over and go on with other business. and all illegal acts that the Government

has committed ? There is a desire for
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND plunder, and the public mind is being filled

FISIERIES. Are you opposed to building with the idea that there are men in that
a telegraph line to the Yukon? Government, and behind that Government,

ow hose ar mand object it is to plunder theMr. BERGERON. My lion. friend kuow Sj people 0f this country.
that that is not the question. We are liere
to see that things are done in a parliamen- Mr. FROST. Give the naimes of the men
tary way. Why did not the Minister of behind the Government who want to plun-
Public Works say last year that it was to der the country.
build a telegraph line from such and sucli a Mr. WALLACE. Their name is legion.
place? 'tDoes not the member for North Leeds know

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND that there is searcely one of bis colleagues
FISHERIES. The Minister of Public that is not looking for an office of some
Works at that time hoped that the work kind ?
would be done by private enterprise, and Mr. FROST. I do not know anything of
the Governinent favoured that, and it was tie kind.
not until it became apparent that private en- Mr. McMULLEN. as there been any
terprise was not going to carry out the MU Has there b
work, and that the people of the Yukon distributions
were to be left without telegraphic coin- Mr. WALLACE. I do not know that the
munication for another year, that the Gov- Government lias any timber limits.
ernment determined to grapple with thisLNn
question and put it through ; and the hon.
member for Victoria (Mr. Prior) will take Mr. WALLACE. But I know there basthe responsibility of attempting to defeat been a distribution of mining claims thatthis enterprise. The hon. member for Vic- are worth tens of thousands of dollars, andtoria is more responsible, and his constitu- dredging river claims. I know that a pros-ents will know it, than any other man in titute in the Yukon district was given athis Dominion for this attempt to ithwart mining claim for a $10 or $20 deposit, andthe carrying out of that telegraphie com- sold it out for $60,000, and the Governmentmunication. think that is a splendid transaction.

Mr. PRIOR. Have I said one word in Mr. McMULLEN. Do you speak fromregard to this since we went into Supply ? personal knowledge ?
Tht MINISTER OF MARINE AND Mr. WALLACE. I am telling what the

FISHERIES. I do not know whether you records have disclosed in Parliament, and
said anything or not. What has the hon. the hon. member will find still further dis-
gentleman been doing while sitting here ail closures before many days are past. I say
nght ? He is an ex-member of the Gov- that the country is watching the actions
ernment, a leading man of the Opposition, of these hon. gentlemen, men who have been
and is lie fnot here among the leaders of the the enemies of this country, men who aresinali band who are preventing hl egoin bthrougho? th vote trying to smash confederation, the repeal-

ers of the union, the men who denounced
Mr'. PRIOR. Have I stopped it , confederation. They have now got into the

rHcitadel, and what are they doing ? They
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AN are Insidlously attempting to break up the

FISHERIES. What have vou been doing fabric of confederation, now that they are
here all night ?" iinside, the same as they did when they were

outside. They are also attempting to fea-
behI dPRIOR. Sitting ere. like the men ther their own nests. We know that, when

n y• we see Ministers of the Crown who were
The MINI-STER OF CUSTOMS. Are you bankrupt the dafore they came into the

in favour of it ? Government, and who are to-day rolling in
wealth and luxury. I would like the hon.

Mr. PRIOR. No, I arn not. Minister or the Iynx-eyed watchnman who
Mr. BERGERON.
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was on this side of the House, the hon. Mr. WALLACE. That is not a telegraph
member for North Wellington, who has line in ordinary, acceptation of the term.
shut his eyes to all the iniquities, because It is a line for the protection of vessels in
he is looking for a position himself- connection with navigatlon,''in connection

Mr. McMULLEN. That is not true. with the Department of Marine and Fish-
1 eries, and not a commercial telegraphline.

Mr. BERGE GROX. That is unparliamen- l
Mr.B G . aThe MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Are you

tary. opposed to the opening of telegraphie com-
Mr. MeMULLEN. If the hon. gentleman munication with the Yukon?

will allow me I will withdraw the state- M
ment, but it is certainly altogether asideLs
from the truth.

Mr. WALLACE. What are the principal!
features of this proposition ? They require
some consideration. The important ques-
tion is: What is to be the policy of the
Governnment? Is it to be the policy of the
Government to start in building telegrapli
lines ? The hon. member for North Welling-
ton said that this was the old policy of the
Government, that for the last twenty years
they had been building telegraph lines all
over the country. I beg to differ with him.
The Government of Mr. Mackenzie when
tbey were undertaking, as a Government.
to build the Canadian Pacific Railway, built
telegraph lines in advance of the railway
which was quite consistent, as it was ne-
cessary that they should build these lines,
but since the time of the construction of the
Canadian Pacific Railway passed out of
the Government the Government has ceased
not absolutely to construct telegraph lines,
but has practically ceased from the con-
struction of these lines. The line to Battle-
ford was built in advance of the railway.

Mr. McMULLEN. Does the Canadian
Pacifie Railway run from Calgary to Ed-
monton ?

Mr. WALLACE. Yes.
Mr. MeMULLEN. I would like to ask the

hon. gentleman whether that is the main
fine of the Canadian Pacific Railway.

Mr. WALLACE. That is a baby ques-
tion ; any child ten years old knows that
It is not the main line.

Mr. MeMULLEN. My hon. friend says
that they only <buit telegraph lines for
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. They bulit
a line from Calgary to Edmonton before
the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway
was thought of.

Mr. WALLACE. I sald nothing of the
kind. I said that the Government at the
time they were undertaking to build the
Canadan Pacifie Railway, built telegraph
lines in advance of it. They built a tele-
graphliUne to Battleford Intending'that the
railway should run to Battleford. The tele-
graph line was built, but the railway is not
bulît this day to Battleford.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. They built a line all the way
down towards Labrador.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That is
the question involved here.

Mr. FOSTER. That is not the question
involved here.

Mr. WALLACE. The question is what is
to be the policy of the Government ? Are
they going into the construction of telegrapn
lines as a commercial undertaking ? Have
they got a single line in Canada to-day for
that purpose1?

Mr. DAVIES. Yes.
Mr. WALLACE. Where.
Mr. DAVIS. The one running to Battle-

ford. It does not pay for the " grease of the
wheels." I mentioned that line :that had
been constructed in advance of the rallway
twenty years ago.

Mr. McMULLEN. It was constructed in
1880. What is the use of talking about it.
That is the line from Battleford to Edmon-
ton.

Mr. WALLACE. I am not speaking of
the line from Battleford to Edmonton.

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, the hon. gentleman
spoke of a line built fron Battleford to
Edmonton.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Chairman, would
you k!ndly exercise your power and prevent
these continued interruptions. This is an
attempt to prevent free discussion in this
House. I do not think we will permit that.
The policy of the Government has not been
declared. They have not come before this
House to say whether they are going into
the business of constructing a telegraph
line from somewhere In American territory
and running it into Canadian territory. They
did not cone before us and say: We are
going to sink a cable from our northern pos-
sessions in the Yukon down to Victoria, or
sûme point on Vancouver Island. They did
not come and state their pollcy, but they
sent a man up there without an Order in
Council, without the instruction of the Gov-
ernment. Somebody sends him. Who was
it ? The master of the situation. The man
who has left to-day for Europe,-the hon.
Minister of Public Works. Before an Order
in Council Is passed, before a single particle
of authority was given by the Government,
the expedition Is organized, supplies are
purchased every preparation is made and
they start on their jouruey on the l1th
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of March. An Order in Council Is passed
two days later, and Parliament meets three
days later, and there is not a word to Par-
liament about it.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I think
it is in the Governor General's speech.

Mr. WALLACE. Well, I did not read it,
and I would like to see it. The Governor
General's speech was delivered on the 16th
of March, and anyway this expedition start-
ed out without the authority of Parliament.

Mr. PRIOR. The Governor General's
speech was after they made up their minds
to do the work.

Mr. WALLACE. Here is the information
we have in the Governor General's speech :

It has been thought expedient in the publie in-
terest to authorize the construction of a line of
telegraph for the purpose of maintaining speedy
communication with the people of these distant
territories.

It does not say where this line is to com-
mente or where it is to end, or the means
by which this communication is to be given.
Even to-day we are vouchsafed no informa-
tion as to the policy the Government will
pursue in respect to it. I should think these
gentlemen on the Treasury benches would
blush at the correstpondence read this after-
noon by our hon. friend from Victoria (Mr.
Prior), and at the violated pledges made by
a Minister to the Northern Telegraph Com-
pany. The Government tell us now that
their object ls to give speedy telegraph com-
munication with Dawson, but I do not know
that sending out a man with $13,000 is the
way to build a telegraph line very speedily.
We find that this man Charleson is sent out
with nine or ten men, and it is stated that
Oharleson never built a mille of telegraph
Une in his lifetime. Can any Minister inform
us as to that.

The ordlnary business rule to be followed,
when you have a certain work to be done, is
to give It to a man who understands that
work. But this Government, when they
want any dredging done, go to a newspaper
man In the one case and a tailor in another.
They get any and every sort of men to do
-their work without regard at all to their
qualifications, but solely from some political
motive. In this case the Government did
not even take the precaution of asking Par-'
liament to vote the money, but they took the
money out of the appropriations for another
purpose altogether, and handed it over to Mr.
Charleson to be spent by him at his sweet
wll and pleasure, and when we ask for some
detalis, we are told that the whole thing
was on a grandly indefinite scale and that it
is utterly absurd to expect any information
whatever. The whole history of this busi-
zess is very peculiar. We find the Minister
of Railways and Canals pledging his faithad tbe faith of the Government to a private
eompany which had obtained a charter for

Mr. WALLACE.

this work. But after that company had
been organized and had made its contracts
for the material and was prepared to push
the work speedily through, the Minister of
Public Works decided to take a band in the
enterprise and he quietly brushed the Minis-

1 ter of Railways aside and undertook to do
1 the whole business between hlmself and Mr.
1 Charleson. Evidently there is a higher power
1 in the Cabinet than the Minister of Railways
and Canals or the Minister of Marine and
the Minister of Customs, for I cannot believe
that the Minister of Customis, of all men,
would be a party to such a scheme. such a
deliberate violation of the pledge of the Gov-
ernmnent, and of the unwritten law of the
country, that when we give a company a
charter to do a certain work we should give
that company a fair chance to perform the
work. The Minister of Publie Works. how-
ever. organized his scheme, equipped Mr.
Charleson, furniehed him with money to buy

1 supplies, and then, after tie money had been
spent. gets an Order in Council to authorize
its expenditure.

The country will look with alarmn upon
the record of these transactions in Parlia-
ment. They will come to the conclusion
that the Government are ignoring Parlia-
ment, and showing their utter contempt for
their supporters sitting behind them, and
these hon. gentlemen are sinking their in-
dividuality and their freedom, because they
are looking out for offices for themselves
and quartering their relatives on the coun-
try. The Government know that they do
not need to consult these gentlemen. The
Minister of Public Works on the 13th of
March got his Order in Council passed. He
came Into Council, and he had an appropria-
tion to get. I can imagine the amazement
of is colleagues when he told them that
he proposed the construction of this tele-
graph line; and when they objected and
said, "We do not want to engage ln the-
construction of telegraph lines, and Canada
has not a dollar to appropriate for that pur-
pose," the Minister of Public Works swept
away these objections in a moment by say-
ing, "I 'have settled the whole matter al-
ready ; the expedition have gone out under
the charge of Mr. Charleson ; they reached
Winnipeg two days ago, and I now want
the Order passed." I would like to see what
convinced the members of the Government.
I would like te see the instructions given
to Mr. Charleson. Were they go-as-you-
please instructions ? "You start for the,
Yukon, and all you have to do is to build
telegraphs or do anythIng else you like;
but be sure to get a few good mining claims
for the boys." I presume that was theI in-
structions that carried conviction te the
Minist.ers. The Minister of Finance com-
plained a while ago that the instructions
had not been asked for. Would it be con-
sidered an Impertinence If I were now to,
repeat the question in the humblest way,
what were Mr. Charleson's instructions ?
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The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. Will Lake Bennett, following the shores of that lake
you wait for the answer ? and following the lakes and rivers up to Daw-

son City.
Mr. WALLACE. I will sit down and 2nd. The examination for a telegraph une con-

wat till the document is read. necting at a point on Lake ennett, to be
tilithedocuentis rad.selected by you, and reaching through the Atl1xa

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Sit down, district, to the head of Teslln Lake, then going
then. The hon. member for York, N.B., lnsouthwards to Telegraph Creek to Hazieton, and
speaking a little while ago covered considera- c nnecting with the Government teiegraph linoC at Quesneile.
ble ground ; and if I did not reply to my lion. 3rd. The improvement o! the rivera enumerated
friend, it was only because he repeated what ln the annexed report, and also in the report of
had already been said over and over again. the chie! engineer of Public Works, a copy of
The bon. member for Beauharnols, at great which 1 have also anuexed to the present Instruc-
length, contended that hon. gentlemen oppo- tions.
site had demanded information, and could 4th. The construction at Dawson City o! build-
fnot get a particle of information as to w'here ings that may be deeided upon as absolutely ne-cessary, after consultation with Mr. Ogilvie, the
this telegralph line began or ended, or any- adininistrator o! the Yukon territory.
thing else. All that was a freak of the hon. 5th. The examination, while the Une o! tele-
gentleman's imagination. I think I can say graph is belng constructed, of the country lying
that every fair question that has been asked alongside the water route to Dawson City, with
on ·this subjeot during the whole night has a view to the possibility o! constructing a road
been answered, and that the only information through that section.
that was not produced and that could otthe purpose f crying on the works con-thatwasnotprouce andtha eold Ot templated, the !ollowing officers have been de-
be produced at the moment was the letter taiîed to acccmpany you to assist you ln having
of instructions to Mr. Charleson. I admit- the works performed, viz.
ted the request for those Instructions 'to be For-the works to be done in the rivers-Mr.
a proper request, althougla I did not think J. C. Taché, an assistant engineer of the depart-
It could be obtained at the moment ; butient here, w1th a salary at the rate o! $2,800
one of the officials was sent to the depart- per year, wlth, as bis assistant, Mr. AurélienBoyer, at a salary of $150 per month.ment and got the document, which I have For the construction of the telegraph line-Mr.
and will read ; and if hou. gentlemen w-ll J. F. Rîchardson, hitherto connected witb the
compare the terms of the Instructions with Canadian Pacifie Telegraph offices, at the rate of
the Imaginings which have been indulge-1 $2,500 per year.
In as to their character, they wlll find the The gentlemen above named have been In-
comparison interesting. I may say that the structed to report to you in order that you may

Mlniterreprte toCoucilon hîssubeetgive them the necessary instructions, and theyMinister reported to Council on this subject!the rd ff Mrch themater ws 1 wlll receive from you from the time o! their de-ont parture, to-morrow, until such time as they wil
cussed repeatedly, and the Order in Coun- return after the comfietion o! the work, ail the
cil was not actually signed till the 13th. Instructions o! any nature whatsoever concerning
This letter, which Is signed by Mr. Gobeil.. their personal movements, the work te be per-
the Deputy Minister, by direction of the formed, the materials to be purchased and the
Minister, is dated the 10th of March, and s men to be engaged, in fact ail the Instructions
addressed to Mr. Charleson. It is as fol-1which It will be necessary for them to receive.
lows :-T--y w flot be ailowed, unless previoualyautorIedby you on a proper requisition to

Department of PubliWorks, purchase any materas, engage any men, fix anyDepatmen o!Publc Wokssalaries, deterntdne any route to be tollowed or
Ottawa, March 10th, 1899. work to be performed, and any expendîture in-

Sir,-The hon. the Minister, having decidedurred by tbem under your authority will have
upon the construction of a telegraph line to con- to be supported by proper vouchers, which wilI
nect with Dawson City, in the Yukon district, be duly transmitted to you, certified by you,
and the improvement of the waterways now belng and, ln turn, transmitted te this department te
used as a route to reach the same city, bas be used as vouchers for the expenditure se mace.
directed me to Inform you that he bas been By direction o! the hon. the Minister, letters
pleased to place you in charge of the party o! Introduction, wbich are herein inclosed, have
whIch is to proceed immediately to undertake the been obtained !rom the hon. the Minister o! the
construction of the said telegraph line and exe-Interlor to Mr. William Ogilvie, ad¶nistrator
cute the improvements recommended to be made of the Yukon, from the hon. the Minister o! Mil-
on the rivers, &c., forming the water route aboveoItUa and Defence to the officer commanding the
referred to. mlltary contingent ln the district, and from the

The report made by the hon. the Minister te co4troller o! the North-west Mounted Police te
the hon. the Privy Council, a copy of which la the officers commanding the varlous posta on the
hereto annexed, describes at some length the route, and those varicus offiiais wlll be expeeted
steps to be taken ln order to achieve the object te render you ail the services and *ive you ail
sought by the Government, and you may consider the co-operation whlch you wiil require for the
the report ln question as being part and parcel performance o! the work entrusted te you.
of the instructions sent te you, and utilize the For the Improvenent o! the rivera, It la sug-
same for your guidance. gested that the engineer, Mr. Taché, wUl frst

In a concise way, the works which you are begin his operations on the Thlrty-Mile River,
hereby instructed to undertake and carry tothen on the Five-Inger and Rink Rapids, and
comipletion, may be summarized under the follow-lteonnteSi-leRvradtCabo
Ing heads :-slg nLk Bnet

lst. The construction o! a telegraph line from Fotatppseyuwlbvetpridth

a pinton he andia teritry t he eado! eLaer Bennaitforlowing n theoe ock that k
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bave to be removed, as well as the tools required
for the removing of the pieces of rock after
blasting.

As there Is also a wing-dam to be constructed
at Caribou Crossing, it will be necessary that Mr.
Taché be equipped with the requisite tools for
iranufacturing the timber required, should there
not be, as perhaps probable, any lumber mills in
the vicinity.

While these works shall be in course of execu-
tion, and well taken in hand by trustworthy
persons, under the guidance of the engineer, it
will be advisable for you to direct Mr. Taché,
during the course of the summer to examine with
attention the other portion of the lakes and
rivers where no, work is now ordered to be per-
formed, in order that we may ascertain what
additional work may be required and may have
to be preformed either during next summer or
during the succeeding summer season.

As regards the telegraphic construction, as it
is desirable that sections o'f the line be put ln
operation as soon as practicable after the con-
struction of the pole and wire Une, you will
please arrange for the necessary material to be
forwarded at once, in order that as soon as a
stretch of 35 or 45 miles is completed, the same
can be operated for the convenience of the tra-
vellers and of the Government service on the
route of the line. It might also be advisable,
should it be found by you that the authorities
of the White Pass Railway will not readh the
head of Lake Bennett early this season, that you
should construct a line of telegraph south-west-i
erly from the head of Lake Bennett, either to
connect with the telegraph service of the rail-
way, at its present terminus, or at Skagway
itself, the construction on American territory
having been arranged ln 1897, as you wIll see
by the annexed correspondence which took place
between the Colonial Office ln England and the
Government of Canada.

As regards the tariff to be fixed for the use of
the telegraph Une, it has been, after discussion
with the superintendent of the telegraph service,
decided to fix It on the basis of 50 cents for 100
miles of telegraph for 10 words, and a propor-
tionate rate for the shorter sections, or say, a
rate of $2.75 from Dawson to the foot of Lake
Bennett and 15 cents per word additional.

This is a point, however, upon which you may
have a consultation with Mr. Ogilvie and his
Council, as soon as there Is sufficient length of
line constructed to bring up the question of tariff.

It Is the desire of the hon, the Minister that
you should proceed to Dawson City as directly
as possIble, taking, however, the time to arrange
for your men, provisions, &c., at Vancouver and
Skagway. See at the latter place about arranging
for either and interchange of telegraphic mes-
sages with the White Pass Company or for estab-
lisbing our own line to Skagway ; arrange there
or at Skagway for the transportation of the ia-
terials, men, &c. ; see that your telegraph super-
intendent, Mr. Richardson, will be in condition,
with the necessary number of men, to begin work
within the least possible tUme at the head of
Bennett ; see also that engineer is set to work on
the Thirty-Mile River, and then proceed on to
Dawson.

This course 'whichis e mapped out, will nat-
urally be subject to variations which ctrcum-
stances may appeal to you to make as you may
proceed on your journey.

I have been Instructed to place in your hands
on your departure the sum of $15,000, which will
be handed to you by the accountant in several
cheques of various amounts, and whatever por-
tion o! the sanme will remain in your bands when

Mr. FIELDING.

reaching Dawson, you will kind'ly deposit in the
Bank of Commerce, now ln operation in that
place.
That is to say after a vote has been given.

Mr. BERGERON. No, that is not it. It
means that he can draw for more money
whenever he wants It.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It
means that after the vote lias been given
noney will be provIded. That is the under-
standing in the department and no other ar-
rangement has been made.

The hon. the Minister will arrange that you
will be enabled to draw on the branch of the
Bank of Commerce at Dawson after the funds
now given to you shall have been expended, such
further sums as may, from time to time, be re-
quired for the performance of the works hereln
outllued.

It Is the desire of the hon. Minister that you
should, during the course of your journey to
Dawson, as often as practicable, keep the depart-
ment informed of the progress of your journey
and of the work, and that you wIll use all your
energy ln having conpleted, before the season
of navigation, the works on the rivers which
must be performed on the ice, and have the
others completed as soon as possible afterwards.

As for the telegraph ine from Bennett to
Dawson, communication is expected to be obtain-
ed by wire between Dawson and Skagway no
later than the beginning of November next, and,
if possible, earlier.

Of course, the nature of the work you have to
perforni is, of a necessity, only outlined in these
instructions. It would be idle to go Into special
details, a great deal of the country to be travelled
over being still unexplored, but the hon. the
Minister relies on your past experience to see
that advantage be taken of everything to ensure
the work being well carried out.

If possible, your vouchers for the materials,
purchases, salaries of men, &c., &c., should be
despatched to headquarters here at least every
two or three months, and your reports oftener,
1i at all practicable.

You will kindly instruct the officials detailed
to accompany you on this work that they are not
to engage, while under the service of the depart-
ment, in any speculations, purchase of mining
property. mining rights, timber limits, &c., &c.,
and you will notify them that they will be sub-
ject to Immediate dismissal from the service of
the department If they contravene this order.

I would also advise that you would instruct
them that no interviews are to be granted by
them to newspaper representatives In reference
to the details of the work to be performed by
them, or giving any Information whatsoever con-
cerning the nature of the duties that they are
now entrusted with.

Your salary, as chief of this expedition under
the present instructions, will be $4,000 per year.

I have only now, on bebalf of the department,
to wish you to get safely through the work
which you have been entrusted with, and hope
that we will all have reason to congratulate our-
selves upon the performance of the sane.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

A. GOBEIL,
Deputy Minister.

J. B. Charleson, Esq.,
Department of Public Works,

Ottawa.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
not t'hem, but will apply for them.

I have

Mr. FOSTER. I do not want to say that
this vote shall not pass until you have the
return vouchers from Mr. Charleson, that
would take a long while. The matter which
has been discussed may seem trivial to hon.
gentlemen opposite, but these departures
from appropriations which we have pretty
thoroughly discussed during the sitting we
have had are very Important lu my opinion.
Whenever hon. gentlemen undertake to make
appropriations for themselves wlthout re-
gard to Parlianent and engage in business
of this kind in the very teeth of Parliament,
they may expect a protest from this side of
the House, and It will be a protest which
wlll be determined and long and as sturdy
as we can make It. We cannot do otherwise
and do our duty. I am not going to prophesy
but I take It as a matter of assured fact that
the doctrines laid down by gentlemen oppo-
site with regard to the diversion of these
votes are such as will not be assented to by
this country. You cannot carry on Govern-
ment if you are golng to change these ap-
propriations as you please. The hon. gentle-
ment need not expect that they can make
appropriations for themselves and violate
these rules and then come to us and say :
Pass this, and it will be passed. We have a

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Are they
not down. I think they are upon the Table.

Mr. FOSTER. I am glad to hear that. If
there are engineers' reports on the plans I
think we have a right to have them.

Mr. PRIOR. The hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies) saw tilt to
make an autack on me and accused me of
being the main cause of this vote being so
long in passing the committee. The hon.
gentleman said he would take good care that
my constituents knew I had done my utmost
to prevent the building of a telegraph line
into the Yukon. I hope he wIll do what he
can to let every one know that I took part
by my presence lu the effort to get further
information wlth regard to this matter.
Every one of my constituents, I know, will
back me up In what I have done in at-
tempting to show up this most outrage-
ous proceeding on the part of this Gov-
ernment. I am not going to say anything
further than this. Wben the hon. gentleman
sald I had been taking part In the discus-
sion he said somethIng wide of the facts.
Since I brought the matter up this after-
noon I had not opened my mouth until this
moment. No threats of the hon. gentleman
will stop me from doing my duty in this
House.
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1 beg to say that I regard that as a very duty to perform, and we wIll do It if it takes
admirable letter of instruction, carrying out us a long time. I speak for myself, and, I
everything that any member of this House think I speak for gentlemen on this sie,
could desire. we are not opposing this because we are op-

posed to the opening of telegraphie communi-
Mr. FOSTER. The letter is a long one and cation with the Yukon territory. It Is sim-

most important one and its production now ply folly to put that forward as a serious
shows how important it was that we should argument. I take the full responsibility of
have had It when we commenced to discuss opposing this vote because of the manner in
this vote. The basis of the operation is laid which this affair has been conducted. Speak-
down in it. The Minister himself did not ing for myself alone without binding others,
know It-of course he could not. I am opposed to the Government undertak-

ing this when a commercial corporation Is
The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I an- willing to take it up and complete the work

swered every question asked me. without expense to the country, giving the

Mr FOSTER. The Minister did not know country the enetfit of reasonable rates for

the plan of operations and could not be ex- Government dispatches. I am opposed to

peeted to, as it is not in his department. But the powers given to gentlemen like Mr. Char-
if he had brouglit that letter-and the depart- leson in this matter-but it would take hours
ment should have furnished him with it_ ito discuss that. It would be necessary
early in the discussion, we should have had also to see in print and properly understand
much more information than we have been these instructions and know how far they

mu<ro.morefinformation ticannwe have bean
able to go upon. I am not unreasonable In go. S far as I am concerled, and I am
asking for information. When a Minister is sure all on this side, do not propose, further
asked for Information he should bring il than entering our protests against the me-
down. j thod shown in tis case, to obstruct this

d vote. We are not obstructing It and have not
Thie MINISTER 0F FINANCE. This in- obstructed it. We have dlscussed this mat-

formation was asked for late in the niglht. ter on princIple and as thoroughly as we
could. Hon, gentlemen, theref or'e, can take

Mr. FOSTER. I asked for it early. " Han- this vote, and having taken h, I hope we
sard " will show that. There is one other shalie allowed to go and get breakfast and
piece of Information that has been promised'prepare for thc day's work. Before the next
by the Minister-duplicates of bills contract- item referring to this work cores up, we
ed here in the city. I am not going to ask want these full reports of Mr. Coste and the
the hon. Minister to produce them during engineers upon wbich tiislias been under-
this sittthni.s aietaken.
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Mr. BERGERON. I am ready to submit suade the bon. gentleman that it is a bad
to the judgment of the bon. member for transaction.
York (Mr. Poster), but, I desire to say that
I hope this thing will not happen again and Mr. BERGERON. We want these reports.
that we will not find ourselves ln the same The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. Tbese
position that we are li now. I want to reports are on file and I have torn one ofemphasize what my hon. friend bas said then out of the otficial books and placed
that it is a pity that we should wait until it on the Table. I will have copies made
six: o'clock ln the morning for the informa- and bring them down at a later stage, but
tion which the bon. Minister of Finance: I do not think it is reasonable to take themshould have given us if lie had taken the out of the official files.
pains to get it about fivel hours ago.

Mr. WALLACE. When these hon. gentle-
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It was men came here and asked for an appropria-

not asked for five hours ago. tion of $25,000 they should be prepared to
give the fullest information as to the seheme

Mr. BERGERON. We have asked for that they have on hand. An Order in Coun-
every possible thing under the sun. I think cil was passed on the 13th of March after
I am covering the ground pretty well. This the whole expedition was organized and on
letter, which apparently satisfied the bon. its way up there. It is not doing justice to
member for York, N.B., does not satisfy Parliament, or to the country, or to the
me. I think the ion. Minister of Publie Ministers themselves, unless there is some-
Works has dictated that letter, and I know thing, or something that they want tob ide
what It means. It seems to me that we behind it, and we are not anxious to bave
should bave been in possession of more In- the Government branded with such impu-
formation ln regard to the whole question. tations as that. We have the document
I want to get at the facts and to show what read giving instructions to Mr. Charleson.
kind of a transaction the whole thing is. This is the most extraordinary document, I
I will ask the bon. Ministez of Finance now, venture to say, in all the records of Parlia-
as that letter says that Charleson is to let ment from confederation down to the pre-
them know and what lie las done, if le ca sent day. Mr. Charleson is told to dredge
give us any information as to-what he las all the rivers lie can find. almost any place,
done since lie vas given this $13,000. to remove the boulders, to carry dynamite,

to construct a telegraph line from Lake
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I read a Bennett to Dawson City, then to build a

telegram from Charleson before the bon. line to Teslin Lake, and from Teslin Lake
gentleman came in. to Quesnel-hundreds and hundreds of miles

of telegraph line. All he bas to do is to go
that teer . t ahead for two or three months and see how

much money he can expend. He is told
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. 25th of that ample provision will be made for him.

May. Mr'. ROSAMOND. Mr'. Chairman, do you
Mr. BERGERON. When did Mr. Charle- fot tbink that we miglt core to some con-

son leave? clusion and adjoura.MWe are wasting a
great deal of lime.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. On the
11th of March. Mr. CHAIRMAN. The lon. member for

West York (Mr'. Wallace) bas the floor.
Mr. BERGERON. You have had one tele-

gram from him. Mr. WALLACE. The Chairman is a lit-
lie ahead of bis tume, because the ion. mem-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There ber for North Lanark (Mr. Rosamond) got
are several earlier reports. up to make a statement 10 wbicl I did fot

1 objeot, and,, as 1 did not object, it was flotMr. BERGERON. Where are they? 1tic province of the Chairman to object. I
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. They say that such extreme powers bave neyer

havenot een skd or.been conferred on public officiais as thosehave not been askd for.
that bbc bon. Minîster of Public Works bas

Mr. BERGERON. How can we ask for given b Mr. Charleson. There is practie-
reports when we dId not know until that aily no limit 10 lie power of spending
letter was read that these reports had been money.
made. I am convinced that the whole tran-
saction is a bad one, and I want to find out iEy
by the moutb, of the hon. gentleman that pass as bbc information bas been produced.
it Is a bad transaction.It I a bd trnsacion.Mr. WALLACE. Producing thus docu-

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I ar ment does fot give a Justification for pass-

.af raid ilnostbtpenk ttatewpectimetbpor- itogslie item

MrMCAIMA.Pheho.Iemerfo
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND Mr. EDWARDS. Well, this Is the first
CANALS. It does not make a particle of time I have been out of order since I have
difference whether the Item passes or not. had a seat in this House. I will say it is most

extraordinary and nonsensical. Hon. gentle-
Mr. WALLACE. When the hon. Minis- men opposite have said that none of us would

ter of Finance read that telegram to the go on with expenditure in this way in car-
House with a triumphant air, we were not rying on our own enterprises. How much
expecting that there were other reports, do these hon. gentlemen know of such mat-
beside that. We are told now, that Mr. ters ? We have to spend tens of thousands
Charleson has made several reports. Well, and 'hundreds of thousands of dollars on
we would like to see those reports. Is. It things which are reported on after the ex-
wrong to ask the Government to furnish us penditure has taken place, and on business
with the reports they have received as to such as the construction of this line can be
the progress of the work, how much money carried out In this way.
Mr. Charleson has expended, how much Mr. BERGERON. Kee it up ; it is good.more money they want, and also the fullest MreRERn .
Information as to the policy of the Govern- You are helping us now.
ment in the construction of these works ? Mr. EDWARDS. This deoate takes place
In listening to that document I was unable all niglht, and the statement is made that
to find a single limit placed on Mr. Char- until certain results are shown, the item
leson's power to spend money. It gives him shall not pass. At a later date the letter
the most ample powers in that respect ever of instructions is asked for. The letter is
given to an official of the Government. I produced, and there is not a line in that
think, after the disclosures made by this letter which changes the situation a single
document, we require a little breathing particle. Now, with regard to the qualifica-
spell. tions of a man for the building of such a

work, I will just say this from practical
Mr. EDWARDS. In the few years that I. knowledge, that no man in Canada can be

have had the honour of a seat in this House more qualified for it ithan a man who has a
t must say that this is the most extraordi-: knowledge of the woods and the lumber
nary case I have ever known-not so far as trade; and so far as any little technical
the case is concerned, but so far as the knowledge of building a telegraph Une is
Opposition is concerned. We had an all- concerned, it is the smallest thing in the
night sitting in 1889 or 1890. at a time when world to get a man with that.
Sir Hector Langevin, who was Minister of
Public Works, refused to give information The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
which was in his possession. We sat till CANALS. We have a special technical
nine or ten o'clock, when Sir John Macdon- man engaged, Mr. Richardson.
ald was sent for. Mr. EDWARDS. A great deal has been

said about Mr. Charleson's character. AsMir. BERGERON. He carried his point, to that, I know nothing. Hon. gentlemen
at any rate. opposite seem to know something ; perhaps

Mr. EDWARDS. He did not carry his they have very good reason for knowing
point. The Opposition on that occasion car- something. I do not know anything against
ried its point. What have we' here to-day?î his private character; but so far as his
We have had a discussion for the whole qualifications for carrying out this work are
night, not for the production of documents concerned, I think he is eminently qualflednlht nti for it. As to unnecessary expenditure ofwhich the Government have refused to pro- mor tAs to unnecesay xediupof
duce; nothing of the kind. but condemning money and the absence of any check upon
the principle on which this ne is being him, I will say at once that there cannot be
built. In this case, unusual means are re- the immediate check on that expenditure
quired for the carrying out of this work. that there would be on a work carried on
From the explanations whlch we have had here. But my opinion is that Mr. Charle-
from theMintsftherowIhsayethat son will carry out the work as expeditious-from the Ministers f the Crownm, I say rly as any man in Canada. The hon. mem-the means by which the Government are' ber for Beauharnols, in diseussing thls, put
proceeding to build this Une are perfectly heraor Beauhar us, nduinthis, pt
justifiable, and the country wvill Justify its a parallel case before us, and what was It?
construction. Now, what in te world Is 1He took the post office at LapraIrle as athessenseoo.far as tetconstructonlofIthissample. There is a case in which you canthe sese, so far as the construction of tis get estimates, but in this case it was per-Une is concerned, of asking for information fecetly Impossible to get em ima tes. Now,
that cannot be given until the line Is com- instead of having tos sly nonsense f an
pleted ? There Is no kind of sense in it at ail-nlght sttng, what would be perfectly
ahi, and the whole thIng Is obstruction and justifiable on the part of the Opposition, ifole sthey thought proper to do so, would have

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order. been to move a vote of censure on the Gov-
.. ernment for the policy they have pursued

The CHAIRMAN. I think the lion. gen- In this matter. But sitting as we have done
theman is out of order. to-night Is not an example of common-sense
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or proper parliamentary proc2edings, but as this had been done when the Conserva-
an exhibition of the greatest nonsense we tive party were in power the hon. gentleman
have ever had in this House. (Mr. Edwards) would have stayed here for

Mr. BERGERON. We have just had an two or three days to protest against it.

example of what party spirit will do withi Mr'. LANDERKIN. The country was not
a man. My hon. friend who is a man of the dlscovered then.
greatest common-sense. makes this exhibi- Mr BERGERON. My hon. friend (Mr.
tion simply from his zeal for his party. TheL
hon, grentleman says lie knows nothing 1 Landerkin) ouglit to be lu bed. Sitting Up
aout gentCarleonsan heknowisa g .to this hour ages a man, and the hon. gentle-about Mr. Charleson, and then he says. I1 man will be too old even for the Senate.am convinced that the gentleman is fit forNeli pstin" e is ooterrasnfo Now, as to this letter that we have heardhis position.7 He has no other reason for!raIamtta tisawl rte etr
saying tliat than that the M-Ninister of Public; reade I admit tliat it Is -a well written lettet'.

If the Minister of Public Works can do any-Works said so: thing. lie can write a letter. But, particu-
Mr. EDWARDS. What I say is that a larly in the case of hlis wrltlngs, the smoother

man having a knowledge of the lumber trade they are and the better they read the more
and of the bush business is one of the best dangerous they are. I have here some corres-
qualified for this employment, and that I pondence which I shall put on "Hansard"
know Mr. Charleson to possess. His per-, some day ; I have a letter which, thouglh t
sonal and private character has been attack- bears the name of the Deputy Minister of
ed. I have not heard anything against Mr. Public Works, I am sure, was dictated by the
Charleson, but I do not pretend to know any- lion. Minister.
thing concerning hlm In this respect. The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It should

Mr. BERGERON. But the hon. gentle- have been as he is responsible for It.
man was satisfied to have the Minister trust Mr. BERGERON. And I am sure my ion.
13.00 to this man about wliom lie knows friend (Mr. Fielding) would have been glad

nothing, and have him draw on the Govern- to have lad the Minister of Public Works
ment for any amount of money• ihere to take the responsibility.

Mr. EDWARDS. The Minister knows him, The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. I think
no doubt. we have been getting along very nicely.

Mr. BERGERON. And the lon. gentle- 'Mr. BERGERON. We are enjoying it veryman says that in his business tens and much. But, before we leave the point we
hundreds of thousands of dollars are spent were discussing. I thInk my hon. friend fromwithout asking a report-- Russell (Mr. Edwards) as a man of business

Mr. EDWARDS. Let us be fair. What should explain to us further how his business
I said was that in such work as Mr. Charie- experience Justifies such action as the Minis-
bon is doing, the lumber business for in- ter of Public Works has taken in the case of
stance, tens and even hundreds of thousands Mr. Charleson. I ask him, seriously, if he
of dollars must be expended, no report of would, In his own business, put tens of
which is given until after the expenditure thousands of dollars into the hands of Mr.
has taken place. Our operations are too Charleson and have no vouchers or any
far extended-covering hundreds of miles- way-
for reports to reach- the head office until The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
after the expenditure has been made. We CANALS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Ber-
have to have trusted employees to spend this geron) evidently thinks that Mr. Charleson
money. sbould have left a bunch of vouchers before

Mi" BRGRONCT hi t+ h dli he went away.
i.r. vs m. a s e very wor

-trusted employees. But Mr. Char1éson is
not a man to be trusted.

Mr. EDWARDS. I did not know anything
about that

Mr. BERGERON. And yet you will sup-
port the Minister In putting practically an
unlimIted sum off money into this man's
hands.

Mr. DAVIS. Surely the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Edwards) cannot be -supposed to know
everybody the Minister employs.

Mr. BERGERON. No, but, ln his own
business, he would not put money Into the
hands of a man he did not know or who was
spoken against by men te whose word he
should pay attention to. If any such thuig

Mr. EDWARDS.

Mr. EDWARDS. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Bergeron) is showing his Impracticability
and want of business knowledge every mo-
ment. There can be no report of expendi-
ture, there can be no vouchem until the ex-
penditure has taken place. But In this case,
as In the others to which I have referred,
every dollar entrusted to the agent Is to be
accounted for, and If it is not properly ac-
counted for there will be justificatIon for
finding fault.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Flint). Shail this
item be adotpted ?-carrIed.

Mr. FOSTER. I suppose my hon. friend
will now agree to the committee risIng.

The MINISTER OF MARINFE AND FISH-
ERIES. Surely the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fos-
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ter) will.give us a few items before we rise.
There are some items here that there is no
reason for opposing.

Mr. FOSTER. If they are not contentions
Items, they will pass witbout a loss of time
after we meet again.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. But the hon. gentleman should gilve
something-I never knew a commIttee---

Mr. BERGERON.'
voted balf a million no,

We have practically

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. The items voted amount to a little
over $80,000.

-- Mr. WALLACE. But there Is a million be-
hind the last one.

Mr. FOSTER. Let the Minister of Finance
mnake up is mind, are we going to stay
longer, or are we going home ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
are a couple of Items lu the same department,
at the end of page 15, amounting to $12,900,
one of which we have talked out ln connee-
tion with the others.

Mr. BERGERON. Very good.

Committee rose and reported progress.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-

ERIES moved the adjournment of the House.
Mr. FOSTER. BefoYre the motion carries

would my hon. friend indicate what is to be
taken up at the next sitting.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES. As far as I understand the right
hon. Prime Minister's mind, it la his intention
to go on with supply.

Mr. FOSTER. Supplementary estimates?
The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND FISH-

ERIES. Yes.
Motion agreed to, and House adjourned at

6.30 a.m. (Thursday).

HIOUSE 0F COMMONS.

THURSDAY, 22nd June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three

OFFICIAL DEBATES OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. RIOHARDSON presented Fifth Report
of the Select Committee appolnted to super-
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vise the official report of the Debates of the
House, as follows :-

The committee recommend:
lt. That Mr. Wilfrid Larose be appointed to

fill the vacancy on the staff of translators of the
Oficial Report of the Debates at the same salary
as is paid to the other members of the staff, but
that for this session he be paid for his services
the sum of $400.

2nd. That the clerk of the committee be paid
the sum of $200 per annum from the beginning
of the present session.

3rd. That Mrs. Alphonsine Raby, widow of the
late Mr. A. Raby who died on the 4th Instant,
be paid the sum of $100, which amount he (the
same as the other members of the staff) would
have been entitled to recelve had he lived up to
the 8th Instant.

Mr. RICHARDSON moved that the said
report be now concurred ln.

lMotion agreed to.

STEAM TUG "SHAMROCK."

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (by
Mr. Foster) asked :

1. How much was paid, if anything, to John C.
Kaine for his steam tug " Shamroek," for the
buoy service between Quebec and Montreal ?

2. How much was allowed, if anything, to John
C. Kaine for giving up his contract when the
Government took the work over ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND FISH-
ERIES (Sir Louis Davies). 1. The amount
agreed to be paid to John C. Kaine for the
"Shamroek," ineluding aUl her appurtenances,
furniture, extra gear and tackle for the buoy
service, was $21,500. 2. Nothing.

BRITISH GOLUMBIA STATUTES.

Mr. PRIOR asked :

1. Has the Secretary of State recelved the stat.
utes passed by the legislature of British Colum-
blia at its last session ?

2. If so, on what date were they recelved?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). The statutes passed by the legislature
of British Columbia at its last session were
received by the Secretary of State on the
27th April, 1898.

THE NORTH AMERICAN TRANSPORTA-
TION COMPANY.

Mr. R. LEMIEUX (Gaspé). (Translation.)
Mr. Speaker, before the Orders of the Day
are called, I wish to call thd attention of
the House upon a statement which appeared
in the columns of the "Presse," of Montreal,
of the 19th instant. The article in question
Is to the effect that I have bought.a 8teamer,
the "City of London," to ply this year be-
tweei Montreal, Quebec and Gaspé. That

RUIEVISED EITION.
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taper further states that the " City of
London" is subsidized by the Dominion
'Government. I declare that the statement
in qtestion is entirely groundless so far as
I am concerned. But I am free to say that
it was at ny special request that the Gov-
ernment have been subsidizing these two
last years, to the extent of $5.000. the com-
pany which undertook to open tbrough coin-
munication between Montreal, Quebec and
Gaspé, and I am happy to say that, owing
to our efforts, that subsidy. whieh has been
increased this year to $7.500, wfll lbe voted
again this year. The contract between the
Government and the North American Trans-
portation Company is not yet signed, but
I was given the assurance that it would
be ratified within a few days. Although
i did spend much time and energy l secur-
ing for my constituency the establishient
of that line. I must declare that I have not
the least interest, either directly or indirect-
ly, with the conpany that is operating it.

THE YUKON LIQUOR PERMITS.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish to call the attention
of the lion. Minister of -the Interior to a re-
turn brought down with reference to the cor-
respondence on the Yukon liquor permits.
No correspondence has been brought down,
with the exception of that between the
North-west Council and the Goverament
and this department here. There does not
appear to be any correspondence between
private Individuals and the department, and
there seems to me there must be some cor-
respondence of that kind.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). There is, I understand, a consider-
able amount of correspondence, and I called
ithe attention of the officer of the department
who Is charged with the preparation of the
return, to this fact. He said there was a
very large number of hles which had to be
searched through, and he was working
through them and the correspondence will
be brought down as soon as possible. There
are two or three bundles relatIng to corre-
spondence in respect of the Yukon district,
and a large amount of work is necessitated
golng through an enormous number of files
to obtain the correspondence desired.

THE CENTRAL RAILWAY.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the hon, Minister
of Finance found out yet whether there Is
any extension of that correspondence about
the Central Railway In his department ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). I will have ýthe file searched through,
and will send over Instructions to that ef-
feet.

Mr. LEMIEUX.

SUPPLY.

The House again resolved itself into Com-
mittee of Supply.

Geological Survey-
To pay Mr. John McLeish, B.A., difference

in salary between the rate of $400 per
annura and $1.50 per day from 6th July
to 31st December, 1897, and $400 per
annum and $1.75 per day from lst
January, 1898, to 30th June, 1899, per
Orders in Council of 31st January,
30th June, 1898, and 31st January,
1899, not*ithstandiiig anything to the
contrary in the Civil Service Act or
any other Act........................$429 39

Thie MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). The explanation of this item is as
follows: The Geological Survey Act pro-
vides wiLat certain qualifications are required

'of persons appointed under section 42 of that
Act. The latter portion of the first clause,
after providing what the quallfication shall
be, says that the person shall serve two
years of a probationary period in the de-
partment. The director of the Geological
Survey always interpreted that to mean, and
assured me ·the intention was, that the per-
son having the qualification, his appointment
should be a probationary one. But after
this increase of salary had been paid for a
certain length of time, the Auditor General
took abjection, holding that the officer could
not be appointed until he lad served two
years. The director was quite sure that
his interpretation -was correct. The ma:tter
was referred to me, and I said that the only
way was to send it to the Department of
Justice. This was done, and the Depart-
ment of Justice decided that the Auditor
General was right. I had given no atten-
tion to the matter, acceptIng -the director's
reading of the statute. The Auditor General
said he must charge up against thls officer's
salary the amounts which he had recelved
under the inerease. I am introducing an Act
for the purpose of affecting the Interpreta-
tion, and I am asking this amount to cover
the amount of salary the officer is entitled
to. He will get $1.75 a day from the time
the new Act comes into force.

Mr. FOSTER. For every day in the year?
The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. I

thlnk so.
Mr. WALLACE. This provides up to the

30th of June, 1899. What will the Minister
provide after that ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
He is now being paid $400 a year. As the
Auditor General charged agaInst the Inereas-
ed payments -whIch it was beld could not be
legally paid for some time-bhe officer dId
not get anything at all. This will place the
officer In the same postion as If 'e had been
pald $1.50 for the firat period and $1.75 af-
terwards.
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Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Sifton) has disclosed a rather odd situatioa.
Here is a Minister who is supposed to under-
stand the administration of his department,
proposes to Council something which could
not legally be done. The Minister of Justice,
who sits with the hon. gentleman at Council,
presumably, sanctions it, and the order is
possed. The Auditor General raises objec-
tions, and when the Minister of Justice is
appealed to, he decides that the Council, of
which he is a member, passed an illegal
order. The hon. Minister (Mr. Sif ton) was
quite right in saying that he had n ot given
the matter muchl attention. Only in that
way could he absolve himself from the
charge of serious lack of knowledge as to
the condition of official appolntments in his
department. I do not take exception to the
rate of salary ; as I do not think it is ·too
much for these men to receive.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The hon. gentleman has pointed out a thing
which Is not unusual. 1 have known cases
In which the courts have been acting under
a certain decision for years, until some coun-
sel challenged the accepted reading of the
law. Where the judges find that they have
been wrong, they do not hesitate to say so.
The hon. gentleman's (Mr. Foster's) experi-
ence in administration must have
taught him taat it is impossible
for a Minister coming into a depart-
ment to give a legal opinion on every
statute under which he is acting. le could
not even read them, to say nothing of inter-
preting them. The director of the Geologi-
cal Survey, a thoroughly qualified officer,
makes a certain recommendation. No ques-
tion arises as to its being authorized by law.
And so the matter goes on until the ques
tion Is raised. The late Government acted
under the same interpretation, and paid their
officers ln the same way.
Indian Affairs-Ontario and Quebec-

To provide an addItional amount for re-
lief, medical attendance, medicines
and seed grain in province of Quebec.

To provide for the payment of 50 pupils
at $60 each at the Mount Elgin Indus-
trial School...........................

To provide an amount to meet the legal
expenses in the trial of the Moses
brothers, Indians ....................

$1500

3,000

830

$5,330
Mr. BENNETT. I had Intended to avati

myself of the debate on -the Budget to refer
to the lumber question as dealt with by this
Government. But as the Budget debate was
closed hurriedly, I did not get au opportunity.
I propose, therefore, -to avail myself of the
present occasion to discuss the matter
briefly. I need not go Into the whole ques-
tion of the lumber policy of the Ontario Gov-
ernment and the Dominion Government ;
that bas often been gone over in this House.
But I Intend to make a few remarks with
respect to the Inaetton of the Government ln
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not placing customs duties on lumber enter-
ing this country from the United States, and
also as to the inaction of the Canadian Gov-
ernment in not placing an embargo on 'the
export of logs similar to that imposed by the
Ontario Government. I have not the figures
under my hand showing the quantity of logs
eut on Indian lands and exported during the
last year.

I would point out to the House that there
are two classes of logs which in the past have
been shipped from the province of Ontario
to the United States. First, there are those
which are eut under licenses issued by the
Ontario Government, and in the second place,
there are logs cut under licenses issued to
parties to eut on what are known as Indian
reserves. We in the province of Ontario,
and more particularly on the Georgian Bay,
are pleased to know that the Ontario Gov-
ernment, by their very salutary legislation,
which we hoped would have a wholesome
effeet on the Federal Government, have pre-
vented the shipment to the United States of
large quantities of logs, as in past years, by
placing an embargo on such shipments. We
had hoped that the Dominion Government
would follow that example in respect to all
logs eut on Indian reserves. But a little
time ago, In answer to a question put by
me, the Minister of the Interior stated that
it was not the intention, if I recolleet
aright, of the Government to place a restrie-
tion on logs this year eut on Indian reserves.
Whëu I say this year, I refer to those that
might have been eut in the winter of 1898-
99. Now, while in the province of Ontario
and in the Dominion of Canada we have had
what is practically an open door to the Uni-
ted States to ship in here large quantities
of lumber brotight into daily competition
with our own lumber, we have practically
doue nothing at all, by way of reprisal or
otherwise, to meet this invasion of our own
markets. The House wIll bear with me
while I quote a few figures compiled from
the Tradte and Navigation Returns as to
the extent of the trade done by the Amer-
ican people in Canada in the matter of lum-
ber. Turning to page 524 of the returns of
the present 'year, I find that the following
large quantities of the products of the forest,
and field have been brought Into the pro-
vince of Outario alone. I will read a sum-
mary, whieh is as follows :-

?ree of Duty.
Shingles ........................... $19,772
Lath ............................... 8,450
Sawed boards (dressed on one aide) 884,767
Timber or lumber (hewn or sawed). 462,363
Railruad -tien a.nd fence poste ...... 68236 20 p.c
Oak ............................... 484,782
Pitch pine ......................... 295,748
Cherry, chestnut, hickory and

wbltewood ...................... 227,280
Shovel handles ................ 16,275
White ash............12,783

Total of wood lmports--2,527,509.
Now, Sir, all the articles that I have enu.

a-
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merated here, or the bulk of them, are ad-
mitted into this country free of duty. On
the other hand. while we are permitting the
people of the United States to bring in that
large quantity of material free of duty, we
are subjected to the annoyance, when we
attempt to enter the American market, of
being met wth almost prohibitory duties or
our lumber. By way of comparison, I will
read the following table

extensive lumberman, Mr. Pitts, made the
following statement

The fact is, we are on the verge of a lumber
famine in the United States. Business is good,
people are building, and the demand for lumber
exceeds the supply. Before the end of 1899 lum-
ber will go up $4 a thousand, and this will not be
due to the tariff, but to better conditions
throughout the country. If we are unable to get
Canadian logs, there ara 27 large mills from

If Iiported
inito

Canada.

8ets.

Tiimber or lumber of wood ......... Free.
Whitewood - Sycaiore and basswood....... .. -.
Pine and other woods.......... ... ......................... .
Additional, if planed or finished................ ............. Free.

and tongued and grooved...................025p. c. ad va.
both sides, and tongued and grooved....... . 251.

If any country dr dependency impose export duty upon saw-logs,
round unnanufactured timuber, stave bolts, shingle bolts or
heading bolts, or a discriminating charge on boom sticks ori
chains used by Americans in towing logs, the amount of such
export duty, tax or other charge, shall be added as an additional
duty to duties already inposed.

Clapboards, pine or spruce........ .......................... Free.
Shingles..............................................
Laths . ............. ... ............

Fence posts, railway ties, lions, rough, hewn or sawed ....... ...

If Imported
into

United States.

8 ets.

1 00
2 00
0 50 per-M.
1 00 ,t
1 50 ,,

1 -0 per M.
0 30 ,,
0 25 p*er 1,000 pieces
0 20 p. c. ad val.

The result of these regulations is that the
lumber export trade from Canada to the
United States has been greatly hampered ;
so much bas it been hampered that we saw,
in the early part of the year, a large depu-
tation of the representative lumbermen ot
Georgian Bay and different portions of On-
tario, gathered here to meet the Government
on this question. The chief argument ad-
duced at the time, as I understand, was the
plea that the Government should admit duty
free the lumber of the United States into
Manitoba and the North-west Territorles.
Against that it was argued very strongly
that the producers of lumber on the Geor-
gian Bay were ln a position, by reason of
water accommodation, to shIp Into ManitobI
and the North-west on practically as *good
terms as the exporter from the United
States. Be that as It may, the lumbermen
on the Georgian Bay strongly contend that
having purchased, as they did, these timber
limits at very high rates, and having now
as ln the past they had the United States
as a market for a great deal of their surplus
lumber, that trade Is now stopped and that
market Is shut off from them. That le a spe-
clal annoyance In the present year, owing
to the fact that In the United States there
la a great demand for lumber, according to
their public press. In the Detroit "Free
Press " of January 25th, of this year, a very

Mr. BENNET.

Saginaw to Cheboygan, capable of cutting 540,-
000,000 feet a year, that will be Idle. And if
these mills operate, two-thirds of their product
will go through the box factories and planing-
mills of Michigan towns.

Now, Sir, It would appear from that state.
ment that the trade of Canada would be
very much increased in the shipments of
lumber to the United States If we had à
fairer market open to us than there Is at
present ; and it is to be regretted that the
Federal Government have not seen fit to fol-
low the lead of the local government of On-
tario and place an embargo on all logs eut
upon Indian lands, which would have had
tbe result of causing a large Increase in the
business on the shores of the Georgian Bay.
On behalf of the constituency which I have
the honour to represent, I would respeet-
fully urge upon the Government that In the
coming year an embargo should be placed
upon all logs which are eut on Indian re-
serves, thereby overcoming the discrimin-
ation that now exists between the policy
followed by the American Government and
that followed by the provincial government
of Ontario. Furthermore, I have this to say,
that the Government has had ample oppor-
tunity of making a change on -the question of
tariff regulations on lamber as between the
United States and Canada. As lei shown
by the returns from which I have read,
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over $2,000,000 worth of the products of bears the cost of seed grain, which is given
the forest are being imported into Canada. to Indians who require it for their small
While I have no figures to give as to the fields and garden plots. As to the next item,
exports to the United States, still, I think to provide for the payment of 50 pupils at
It Is to be regretted that while we have $50 each to the Mount Elgin Industrial
these very articles in such great abundance School, I may say that we formerly paid this
in the country that they should be brought out of fthe Indian School Fund. The In-
into direct competition with those from the dian Sebool Fund became impaired some
United States, and if the people of the Uni-!years ago, and then It became exhausted,
ted States wish to place, as they have placed,| and it is necessary to provide for the pay-
a hostile and arbitrary tariff against Cana-| ment of 50 ebildren by an appropriation of
dian lumber, It Is only fair that they should'i Parliament.
be accorded similar treatment at our hands. ' Mr. FOSTER. How many pupils are thereI will give some instances of this compe- I
tition. There was Imported during the past altogether.
year close upon $300,000 worth of piteh pine.! The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOI.
This has been brought directly into com- There are 100. There is no change in the
petition with the coarser grades of lumber number of pupils. The old fund is exhaust-
entering into the building of bridges and ed, and we have to provide a fund by an
cther heavy works. As to the question of appropriation of Parliament for this expen-
manufactured lumber. or lumber dressed diture. The next item is $830 to provide for
farther than on one side, there is an Item of! the legal expenses incurred at the trial of
importation amounting to $384,000. We in two Indians. The amount is simply to pay
Ontario can, just as well as the United the fees of counsel.
States, manufacture this lumber. plane it Mr FOSTER. Where was the trial ?arnd have It shaped and grooved, employ- •

*ng a large amount of labour in our own The MINISTER ÔF THE INTERIOR.
country rather than have the mortification It was at Port Arthur.
of seeing this article imported from the Uni-
ted States. I can only trust that the hon. Mr. BENNETT. Before the hon. Minister
Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) will not .cones to the lumber question, I do not ap-
cnly see that during the coming winter, prehend that there was a very extensive
1899-1900, logs eut on Indian lands shall be quantity of lumber eut on Indian reserves
manufactured ln Ontario. but that the Gov- and shipped to the United States. I have
ernment shall so amend the customs regu- not the figures, but my argument is not so
lations as to place on American products en- much as to the quantity as it is to the fact
tering Canada at least similar duties to those that the action which I suggest will prevent
now imposed against Canadian exports enter. the anemaly that new exists. Logs cut on
ing into the United States. 1 Indian reserves are now entitled to be

shipped to the United States, while those
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr. that have been eut on Ontario Goverument

Sifton). I would like to ask the hon. gentle- lands are not, and, as a result, an opportu-
man (Mr. Bennett), if he applies his argu- nity may perhaps be afforded of mlxing logs
ment to timber eut on Indian reserves ? to an extent that could not possibly arise

Mr. BENNETT. That is aIl I understand if au embargo were placed on logs eut on
Indian reserves.

ite iDominion t overnment have controi of.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Let me first give an explanation of the vote
as read. The first item is $1,500 to provide
an additional amount for the relief, medical
attendance, medicines and seed grain for
Indians in the province of Quebec. The
appropriation for this service, $3,600 was en-
tirely exhausted early in April. The winter
has been severe, and the demands made
upon the department correspondingly heavy.
In July of last year It became necessary,
owing to an epidemic of measles, to send a
doctor to the lower St. Lawrence to attend
the Indians of Betsiamits, MJngan and
Seven Islands. The cost of this service,
$600, went far towards exhausting the vote,
as it was unusual and unprovided for. Only
two or three bands ln the province of Que-
bec have funds from which their destitute
eau be provided for. In addition to medical
attendance, medicines and relief, the vote

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
As to the question of the advisability -of
placing some such restrictions on the manu-
facture of timber eut upon Indian reserves,
as have been placed on timber eut on Onta-
rio Crown lands, I quite admit that the sub-
ject is one which requires a great deal of
consideration at the hands of the Govern-
nient. I am quite prepared to go this far
and to say that at the present time there Is
an incongruity ln the fact tlTat the timber
poleicy of the two Governments in this re-
spect is not harmonious. I think my hon.
frlend will admit the force of what I say
when I point out to him that we are not at
this moment In a position to take up, con-
sider fully, and deal with this question. The
fact Is, as bon. gentlemen know, that the
question of the lumber duty Is one of the
nost important questions under consider-

ation by the Joint Commission which is still
in existence for the purpose of settling dIfi-
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culties between the United States and Can-
ada, and I think hon. gentlemen wihl admit
that while these negotiations are in progress
it would rot be a desirable thing for ihis
Government to make a change in its timber
policy, or in its policy upon the lumber
question, because, it would be regarded in
a hostile move made while the negotiations
were in progress. I think my hon. friead
will admit that. It is only a question of a
few months and I think it will readily com-
mend itself to my hon. friend's judgment,
and to the judgment of the House. that it
would be an unwise thing to unnecessariiy
complicate the question for the sake of a
few nonths. There is another question in
connection with it, which I think my hon.
friend. as a lawyer, will at once recognize.
as importing a difficulty into the Govern-
inent's position upon this question. I do not
wish to be misunderstood ; I do not wish -o-
be understood as laying down a proposition
on this question because I have not taken
the opinion of the Department of Justice
upon it, as I certainly will do later. It *s 1
that we have to consider the fact that the
Government in acting lin connection with
Indian lands is in the position of a bare
trustee. The Government has no interest

Mr. BENNETT. As to the first rea-
son given by the Minister, the com-
plaint is, that, when the Ontario Gov-
ernment had taken the initiative, early last
year, the Government here did not follow
their; line of policy so as to make it appli-
cable to the logs that were cut in the past
winter. I fully realize that the Government
could not now. at this& late hour, make the
law retroactive, but they knew of the policy
adopted by the Ontario Government, and
they might well have, followed suit. As to
the question of this Government's liability
to the holders of licenses, I assume that the
federal licenses are in the same terms as
the licenses issued ~by4 the Ontario Govern-
ment, namely, that the Goverument at all
times have the right practically to act as
they please, and, consequently, if the On-
tario Government had the right to make
this regulation under their licenses, if the
terms of the licenses be the same, the Gov-
ernment here would have the same right to
aet. As to the point taken by the Minister
of the Interior (Mr. Sifton), that It would
have been detrimental to the interests of the
Indians. I can tell him that the increasing
demand for stumpage on the north shore of
the Georgian Bay would have the effect of

whatever in the timber ; the Government producing a higher price than has heretofore
holds the timber surrendered by the In- obtained. If this embargo were placed all
dians as a bare trustee having no benefi- î around, we would see Americans cowing
clal interest in it. The law is very strict over, much against their own will. to manu-
as to the responslbility of a trustee as facture on the shores of the Georgian Bay.
to the disposition of a propeit. The MINISTER F TE INTERIOR.
hon. frlend. I zin sure. nwill acrree with heMNITEIF do NTRIR

, donot profess to be familiar with the con-me, that noawyer woulld say off-hand. dtion of the lumber market inp the districtpositivtey, that he could advise the Govera- referred to, but does not my hon. friend (Mr.ment without consideration, that there was Bnet ge ihmta h feto
no danger of liability. It is a matter to be Bennett) agree with r me, that the effect of
carefully considered as to what the position india reserves wth re tom to con
of the Government would be in regard to Indian reserves would for some time to come
the Indian fund, which they knew at the at least be likely to cause a fall in the
time they made it would certainly have the value of that timber?
effect of depreciating the value of the tim- Mr. BENNETT. That is a fair subject
ier and causing the receipts to become con- for argument. You would have the Ameri-
siderably less. So far as the timber eut o can buyer coming here, who wishes to take
Dominion lands is concerned, our policy is the logs out of the country, and you would
not affected particularly, because we have have the Canadian buyer competing with
no Dominion lands In the province of On-: him, who wishes to manufacture in the
tario from whieh timber is cut. The lands, country. That competition would arise,
so far as I am able to say at the present owing to the demand for lumber ln the
time, which are affected, are absolutely In- United States. The contention of those con-
dian lands, and are held by us as trustees. versant with the business is, that you would
In addition to that, we have to go carefully then have the American saw-mills located
into the question of our liability to the m Canada, and competing against Cana-
holders of the licenses to eut. That I am not dians. and, owing to the Increased demand
in a position to give an opinion on off-hand in the United States, the price would be at
and without referring the question to the least as good as it is to-day.
Department of Justice, as to whether we!, Mr. SPROULE. I never could understandcould make a regulation which would affect , the insane policy followed by both the Con-these people who have acquired timber i servative Government and the Liberal Gov-berths at. publie competition. Both these 1 ernment with reference to this question ofquestions will be considered, as soon as the i putting an export duty on logs. For fifteenreason for fnot dealing with them, namely, 1 years I have endeavoured to convince Par-the negotiations between the two countries, i liament that it was most unwise that weIs removed. should allow this thing to continue from year

Mr. SIFTON.

5676567.5



5677 rJUNE 22, 1899]L 5678

to year. During the passage of the Dingley 1 would be more than made up by the employ-
Bill and the passage of the Wilson Bill, ment that would be given to the Indians in
we had the same argument presented the manufacture of the lumber In this coun-
to the House as bas been presented try ; for the mills on the north shore em-
by the Minister of the Interior to-day. ploy a large number of these Indians. We
namely: Oh, we are negotiating with the bave been told that the license-holder bas a
United States, and we do not want to dis- right under his license to take the logs out
turb the amicable relations between the two of the country. 1 do not think that is the
countries, and we will hold our band a little case ; and I have always held that the
longer, and, if they do not do somethIng in same rule applied to licenses issued by this
the United States. we will then move. That Government as to provincial licenses.
Is the same old cry for the last fifteen years
past. The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I That is one of the questions that would
presume my hon. friend (Mr. Sproule) does have to be settled by careful legal exami-
not want to misrepresent me. What I said nation.
was clear. I said that I thought the ques- Mr. SPROULE. I am only giving the
tion should not be deailt with until a few $ opinion that there is a reserved right in
months hence, when the negotiations, were 1 the Indian Department, just as there is in
disposed of. There was nothing In what I the provincial government, to make changes
said which would warrant my bon. friend or impose such restrictions on license-hold-
(Mr. Sproule) in stating that I thought it ers, such as increasing the stumpage dues,
was a question which sbould be put off In- as may be found desirable in the interest
detinitely. of the Indians of the country at large. But

Mr. SPROULE. I do not want to misre- whether that is so or not. I do not think
Present what the hon. gentleman said, nor there is any justification for the great de-
did I do so. I stated that, for the last fif- lay that has taken place in determining this
teen years, we have had the same argument question. It must be determined some
presented for delay. We were told negotia- time, and the earlier the better, because the
tions were going on, and that nothing would produet is always groiving less, and after
be done. But, when the negotiations had it is gone there will be no need of restrie-
passed. nothing was done still. My fear is, tions. There is another reason why I think
that. when these present negotiations are this question should be considered at the
finished, the Governnent will follow the preseut time, and it is this. I an told
same policy of doing nothing as bas been by parties in the locality that the privi-
pursued heretofore. I never could under- lege which license-holders have of taking
stand the insane policy of it. To my mind, logs from the Indian reserves enables them
It is nothing less than insanity to allow the to siuggle logs belonging U to the Crown
valuable raw material of our country to be Lands Department of Ontario. claiîming
taken out of the country in such a way that that they are from the Indian reserves. The
Its value is destroyed to the people who own logs are all put into ,the streaim together.
It, and its value enhanced to the people who and it is easy for these people to mix them
are getting it. We are giving away a valu. together. I am told that to prevent logs
able asset of Canada, and getting nothing i belonging to the provincial Crown lands
In return. I see the hon. Minister (Ir. Sif. being taken out, the provincial government
ton) is not paying heed to what I say. If I has been obliged to appoint a number of
eau get his attention. I sha, continue to constables.to patrol the district. I am told
speak ; but, if I cannot, I shall refuse. We that this is a fruitful source of trouble at
are treated, every tire we present an argu- the present time. While these considera-
ment to this House, in the same way. It is tions apply to logs taken from the Indian
not respectf -1to the House, nor to the mem- reserves. I cannot see why the government
ber addressng the House. do not avail themselves of the power they

have of putting an export duty on logs.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1 They undoubtedly have that power; there Is

apologize to the 1on. gentleman. no question of their jurisdiction. There is
no question elther of export duties being

Mr. SPROULE. I accept the apology, l any interference with the license of a
but I do not think the offence should be re- license-holder. If the same object can be
peated so often. The Minister stated that accomplished in this way by the Govern-
the Government were the trustees of this ment. without doing an illegal act to any
valuable property for the Indians, and he person, why do they not avail themselves
argued that there was a legal question as of this right? We have been allowing that
to the right of the Government to place a country to be pirated for many years, to
restriction, because thereby It might depre- the detriment of the whole country, bu.t es-
clate the value of the property which the pecially to the detriment of the people liv-
Government held in trust in the interests of ing in my section, who are more partcn-
thxe Indians. I think the loss that might be larly interested In the product. This busi-
sàstained in the reduced value of the logs, ness bas been going on for the hast fifteeD
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years, and there is no excuse for the long
delay in dealing wi'th the question. A
year ago the Ontario Government were
compelled to take the matter up, by -the
sheer force of public opinion. An election
was coming on, and public sentiment was
so strong ?that they could not avoid tak-
ing action. Both parties ln the Dominion
have been equally to blame for putting off
the question. I do not blame the present
Government more than the late Govern-
ment. If they had gone through the coun-
try and had seen what was going on, they
would not have waited the lengtn of time
they have done in putting on the neces-
sary restrietions. Every day we delay
dealing with the question is a day of in-
jury and injustice done to the people in
that portion of the province of Ontario, and
to the people of Canada generally.

Mr. IVES. I do not intend on this item to
go into the whole matter ,of the action
of the province of Ontario, or into
the question of an export duty on
logs, pulp-wood and other matters, as
I intend to take an early occasion on
going into Supply of dealing with this ques.
tion. But I think the Minister's reason
for deferring action in regard to an em-
bargo on the export of logs from the In-
dian reserves until the final winding up of
the International Commission, is a good
one. ThIs is a comparatively small mat-
ter ; and It would certainly seem to be a
foolish thing to further complicate the
question, in view of the early sitting of
the commission. by so small a matter as
the imposition of an embargo upon the ex-
port of logs from the Indian reserves. As
my friends who were here in 1879. when 1
first came into this House, know, I have
always been ln favour of export duties on
both logs and paper maiterial. I think I
have the honour, if iL is an honour, of hav-
ing moved the first resolution in the House
ln favour of the imposition of an export
duty on logs. While I took that view
of the subject at that early day, and have
always insIsted on it, I still think -that the
action of the Ontario Government was an
Illegal act, which, if tested ln the courts,
wil not be sustained, and I think the pre-
sent Government should have disallowed
that Act I do not see why the province
o! Ontario should be allowed to create
other provinces of the Dominion. I think
its action Interfered With the question of
complications which disastrously affect
trade and commerce, which Is beyond the
jurisdiction of the province of Ontario al-
together ; and that action is now recog-
nized as the chief obstacle in the way of
a settlement of the lumber question by the
International Commission. The DomIn-
Ion Government, which has to deal with
the general question of trade and com-
merce, should have dealt with the ques-
tion of an export duty on logs, and will

1fr. SPROULE.

have to deal with it. If we do not get
free lumber, or what satisfies us in the
direction of free lumber, by a treaty with
the United States, then the Government
must act ; and when they act, ·they must
act all along the line, with reference both
to logs and to paper materlal. If they
want their action to be felt in the United
States, and If they want to bring about
a change of heart and policy on the part
of that country, they can more easily bring
that about by preventing the export of pulp
material than the export of logs. They
can more easily bring that about by pre-
venting the export of pulp material than
by preventing the export of logs. As I
intend bringing this matter up when go-
ing into Committee of Supply at a later
date, I shall not now go further into this
item.

Mr. SPROULE. I think the hon. gentle-
man is a little astray when he says he ln-
troduced the first resolution In this House
on this subject. I think a resolu-tion was
introduced long before he sat in this House.
I have a distinct recollection, if my memory
is not at fault, of a resolution of a similar
character which was introduced by the hon.
member for Hamilton. The hon. gentleman
lias expressed -the opinion that the action of
the province of Ontario in opposing an ex-
port duty on logs is illegal, and yet, at the
same time, he says that he is l favour of
imposing an export duty, so that ln the one
breath he contradicts what he says ln the
next. I see that only yesterday the news-
papers published an intimation that the At-*torney General of Ontario is disposed to
grant a fiat to enable the interested parties
to bring the matter into court. Although
not a lawyer, I venture to say that when
the question is tested in the highest court, it
will be found that the province of Ontario
1is entirely within its rights in putting this
restriction. I do not think you will find
many prominent lawyers in this country will
agree with the hon. gentleman in the opinion
to which he has given expression.

Mr. OSLER. I would like to ask the hon.
Minister of the Interior If his attention has
been drawn to the dnteresting archoeological
report of the province of Ontario for 1898.
That report contains, on page 90, a very in-
teresting .reference, by Dr. Secord, to the
large Indian reserve hear Brantford, and
his report is continued by Mr. Bovle, The
state of affairs revealed by Dr. Secord snd
Mr. Boyle is not creditable to this country.
Dr. Secord writes, under date of December
lst, 1898, a report to, I presume, the Ontario
Government, in which he draws atention
to the fact that on this large reserve of
4,000 Indians, situated within 12 miles of
Brantford, the death rate is 30 per 1,000, or
three times that of the rest of the province of
Ontario, where it Is about 10 per 1,000.
Notwithstandlng that excessive death rate,
he says that this band of Indians bas in-
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creased from 2,600 in 1868 to 4,000 to-day. state of af airs. Canadians have aiwayE been
On -that reserve all the old heathen rites are:credited with looking after the welfare of
still continued, and the state of disease and their Indianwards. There Is a sum of about
filth and the unsanitary condition of the re. $800.000capital, 1 belleve, to the credit o!
serve Is something simply horrible to con these Indians, and sureiy out of that sum
template. It Is not an uncommon thing, Dr. proper hospitals and sanltary arrange-
Secord says, for young adults .to pick the ments couid be establlshed. That such a
worms from their noses and throats, and dis state o affaIrs as Is here revealed should ex-
sease permeates the whole tribe. Apparent- ist within tweive-miles of Brantford Is some-
ly, no attempt whatever is made to improve thing which it will be bard to make the
this state of affairs. The Indians drink the people o! Canada belleve. 1 draw fie hon.
water from the surface-and from small Minister's attention to this report, and 1 hope
wells two or three feet deep-and typhold that. wlthout delay, steps wili be taken to
fever is prevalent there all the time. wlpe out this disgrace to Canada iu our

The doctor lives in Brantford, twelve miles deallngs wlth the Indians whlch is revealed
away, and Is also the health oticer. A goodIluntlis report.
brick dwelling has been erected for his use The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
on the reserve, but he seems to prefer Hlvingi admit at once the gravity of the
ln Brantford. Dr. Secord further adds .that renarks made by my bon. friend (Mr. Osier).
diseases of an insidious character prevail, With regard to the tacts, I may say that, lu
and ignorance, filth and indifference are the the first place, the agent Is Mr. Cameron, the
rule, and lie suggests that a small hospital sùperintendent of Indian tffairs upon the re-
should be erected on the reserve and the serve, who was the agent inder the late
reserve be put under the Health Act.Government,-and wbose practice as regards

Not only the doctor, but the superintendent residence and visltîng Uthereserve is just the
and paymaster are non-residents, necessitat- same to-dy as it las been In the past four
Ing the Indians going to Brantford for their years. I am informed by our Inspectors,
treaty money, and the results are shameful. whom I have severai tlmeconulted ont e
A little inquiry about Brantford will show question, that Mr. Cameron is a very good
itbat by the connivance of some of the agents and efficient offleer, who understands the
Indian money Is unlawfully intercepted andworking o! Indian affairs on that reserve
does not reach the hands of the Indians. tàoroughly, and that It would be very dl!-
Still less inquiry would show that mucli ofiticult for Uie department to get a man who
-what they get Is put in jeopardy by their couid do the work better or as well. As to
having to pass by the dealers lu fire-water the question of residence, Mr. Cameron bas
and the llke, before they can get back to always resided, I1believe, in Brantford, and
their homes. Mr. Boyle thus comments on bis view has aiways been that lie s in a
Dr. Seeord's report: better position to attend t the Indian busi-

Dr. Secord's communication is most suggestive, ness residin-at Brantford, by visiting there
and demands the immediate attention of al con- three or four times a week, than if he re-
cerned. Among such a community as the Six1sided permanently on thc reserve.
Nations, tha, there should be utter Ignorance of The practice now is wlat 1tlias been for
sanitation and treatrnent of disease is not to be mauy years. Iar assured by the account-
wondered at, when we bear in mind how difficult ant of the departrent tht payments were
it has proved to awaken intelligent attention to made on the reserve and not at Brantford.
such matters among our own people. The In-
dians are the wards of the Dominion, and unless The question of medical attendance las re-
the Indian Department proposes to adopt the celved considerable attention from the de-
Inhuman belief that the best Indian Is a deadIpartmeut. [ understand that Dr. Secord,
Indian, steps should be at once taken to improve whomakes the report whicl las been re-
the condition of things on the reserve. Appar- ferred to, 18 the physician for these lu-
ently no attempt is made to improve this con- dians. He las neyer made a report of
dition of affairs, and it Is going on now from this charac4er to us, as I am tuld by the
bad to worse. officers of the department. 1 may explalu,
I see lin the statement of accounts, on page in justice to Dr. Seeord, that lie ras down
520 that the agent. Mr. Cameron, has here last session and I discussed with hlm
a salary and allowance of $1,540, and sanitary measures upon the reserve, and he
that Dr. Secord's salary and allowance, insIsted strongly that a hospital should be
is $2,850. Yet, neltber of these gentlemen, bult on the reserve. I attached great Im-
who are In charge of thls reserve, think it portance to lis recommendation, and feit
worth their while to live on the reserve. This disposed to ask Pariament for the neces-
report must have been brought to the atten- garv vote, but in view o! other Increases
tion of the Government long beifore this. o! expeuditure iu the Indian Department,
Surely the Government, or some members 1 thouglt weU to jet R stand over. As
of It who live In that district, must know my hon. friend (Mr. Osier) le aware, there
something about tbe conditions of these In- le no end to the demand from the Indka
dians,, and yet, no attempt whatever l reserves for the expenditure o! money, and
made to better their condition or wipe ont it Is dîffleult to know where to draw the
wbat any one who reads this report of Mr. Une. The Inspectors of the department

Boye, ue cosîdr 'mst ieracfulpteirdin rs.eto There are of ebou
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familiar with the state of affairs on the for medical attendance ? When the doe-
reserve; and I think the view of the de- tor gets a salary, why should he not live
partment w-as that the hospital require- upon the reserve ?
ments of the Indians would be as well The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. Iserved by the hospital at Brantford as by discussed that with Dr. Secord when hehaving a hospital on the reserve. You hereSnd ha it in mycoid to hecant el ih nIin syo oudw-as 'here, and lîad Rt in my mind to miakecannot deal with an Indian as you would an order that he should live upon the re-with a white man. If it were understood serve ; but, after discussion. I decided thatthat when an Indian was sick he would it would be inadvisable. There are .twobe taken care of, half the reserve woulddo
be sick. You must deal with the Indian doctors constantly on the reserve. while
as you find hm. sf ter considering the )r. Secord lives in Brantford. The In-

afnd him.sftecsdrng the officerso edians make a practice of coming to Brant-
question ford. and many of them prefer to hav e onedepartment, it seemed to me that it would of the doctors of the band in the ci ty sonot be advisable to establish a hospital on that they may consult him when thy go
the reserve. I thouglit that possibly JiP
the resere. I threughtmake t an eosib I in. The doctors upon the reserve can becould go down -there and make, an exami- consulted by any of them at any time.nation, but, up to the present time, I havey ot
not been able to convince myself that i Mr. SPROULE. There is probably an-
ought to ask Parliament for the necessary cther ditticulty in the way. I <Jo not think
money for this hospital. It was suggested!
that the hospital should be built and
charged to the funds of the band. but some
of the Indians were here and strongly op-
posed that idea. We cannot legally do such
a thing without their consent, and it would
be difficult to get their consent.

Mr. FOSTER. What about tie unsani-
tary condition of the reserve-drinking sur-
face water, and so on ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We have had no such information, so far
as I am aware. It seems strange that Dr.
Secord should have reported that way to
another body and not to us. He may have
thougit that the case was suificientlyl
covered by his statements to me with re-
gard to hospital accommodation and medi-
cal attendance. I do not like to makei
a positive statement on the point, but I
will have an examination made at the files
of the department, and, after dinner, I will
let the hon.. gentleman know whether anyj
such report 'las ever been made. LIu any
case, it has not been brought to my atten-
tion. 3My hon. friend, doubtless, knowsi
that the Six Nations Indians are supposed
to be rather advanced Indians. The'y are
very independent and self-reliant, and much
inclined to resent interference by the Gov-
ernment in thedr affairs. It is by no tmeans
a case In which the department ca a say
that this or that is to be done. When any-
thing needs to be done requiring the co-
operation of the Indians, the superintend-
ent must meet the Indian council and dis-
euss the maitter, and even in the most
trifiing matters, he sometimes has serlous
difflieulty in getting the Indians to agree3
with the views of the department. 1 can
assure my hon. friend, in view of the state-
ment he bas made. I will have an exami-
nation made ; I will send a competent in-
speetor at an early day to examine and re.
port.

Mr. COCHRANE. Why should the In-
dians be compelled to drive twelve miles

Mr. SIPTON.

we have the right to establish a los:pital
'there. as liat would be a matter relating
to publie health. and so one for which the
prvince is responsible. Thiis Goerament
c-an establish nmarine hospitals. but they
could hardly justify the establishment of
a hospital on thie reserve by giving it that
nam1e.

The MINISTER OF THE lNTERIR. I
wish to be fair to all parties. Speaking
fromi recollection, I think that Dr. Secord
told me the Ontario Government were pre-
pared to give the usual grant if we estab-
lished a hospital. It is a question of piu-
ting up a building.

Mr. SPROULE. The hospital must be
established under provincial authority, and
then you might get assistance for it. An-
other thing is to be said in connection with
the heavy death rate. and that is that. as
is known by every medical man, wlien the
Indians come in contact with the ùonidi-
tions of civilization. the death rate among
them Is -high. Consumption is prev flent
among them, and the better the houses
they have the more rapidly they seei to
die off. That is the case in the north-
ern districts of Ontario. Of course. poor
sanitary conditions increase the evil. I
still think the doctor ought to live on the
reserve ; and if the Indians are not paid
on the reservc, they oughlt to be. if they
can get thie money in the clty and can get
whisky, they will buy whisky and *ther
-things of little value to them.

The 3IMNISTER OF THE NTERIO. I
know the instructions to be defiaite that
the payments should be made on the re-
serve, and I am assured by the accountant
of the department that the Instructions
are carried out.

Mr. OSLER. I will give my authority,
a gentleman well known in Toronto. Mr.
J. C. Hamilton, barrister, who has takem
great interest In Indian affairs for imany
years. He 'has investigated this matter,
and writes to me, "lnot only the doctor,
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but the superintendent and pay-uaster are Dr. Secord very well. and I ar familiar
non-residents, necessitating the Indians go- witl the conditions of the Indian people
lng to Brantford for treaty money and there. I ar satisfied that any statements
goods." Mr. Hamilton, who, no doubt, is the doctor lias made, either in his reports
quite willing I should make use of his to the Superintendent of Indian Affairs or
name, writes me that information as tosi- to the provincial authorities, are absolutely
tlye. Icorrecto; tey arelot varnshed; andany

Mr. SPROIJLE. I think another of t statement that lie makes is given upon the
troubles in eonnection witli the Indhiis authorityef a man wio is thoroughly qual-

S hIfiedto isclarge the duties that are involvedthat, whenever u-intsh doffice. has oa ly the welfareofeases break out, there is no proper provisiou the Indians at eart;oie is doing ,ae e best
for isolating the patients, but they are lie eau to instruet t aese peopie ;i adopting
aMlowed to mhingle witn eacother, and the sanitarymethods. Everything that ie lias
disease spreads very rapidly, causing a high said in connection with the drinkng water
death rate. evhe, ia i told tliat the law fietdscre the dutes tatrrectnvole
resardin ovacuation is not carried out pro-vision henreserfeice Heshastoly thect.lfae
perly amongst the Indians. Sometimes a Indians know nothing whatever of the laws

nof health. or the science of the preservation
long term elapses duringawhich there is no of life. , Every effort is being put forth te
lontn easeerng ilinstruet them, but they do not readily adapt

themselves to our methods. They do not
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. regard as dangerous things lthat we regard

Every precaution possible is taken to secure as extremely dangerous. They live toge-
their vaccination. There is no want of care ther, sometimes ten or thirteen persons in
on that point. one room. If there is a case of consumption

Mr. SPROULE. I arn glad to be corrected among them-and consumption is a very
on that point. I would say that another 1 prevalent disease-patients are not isolated
requisite for their health is the sanitary con- In the slightest degree, but all live together;
dition of the place. That has to be carried and you see how, under such conditions. the
out under the provincial authorities. But it death rate is likely to materially increase.
mig;t be very much better than it is at the I think it is about 30, or more than that, per
present time, and, if improved, would re- thousand, being almost two and a half times
duce the death rate materially. I bave more than it is throughout the province of

duce te deah rat mattoalOnta ho. Now, I tlîîuk there is a fit field foralways thought that it might be well to Ontaiow, I thither as at te ime
have a union of interest between the provin- the eredtion of a hospital : and, at the time

cialheath dparmentandthe epat--I was asked to becomie vice-president in thecdat bealth department and tlie Depart* cim litLd bede nugrtd
ment of Indian Affairs down here, whereby selieme that Lady Aberdeen inaugurated, I

hositas, f sch re ecesar, mghtbewrote her, tielling hier thait one of the veryhospitals, if sucli are necessary, miglit be bet ields for titis liospital scbeme was right
erected and condueted under the provincial tbest e r thi hopita schem wsreh
law, while the larger part of the expense there, near the city of Brantford where
should be borne by the' Indian Department some 4,000 people are in absolute neg-
here. As it would be principally for the lect of those very sanitary conditions that
benefit of the Indians, it would be proper tbey ought to bie nstrueted n. Te chiefe
to lay the larger part of the expense upop are apathetic, and do not know what needhto be done. We have 4,000 people there.

emerging from a condition of barbarism: in
Mr. C. B. IEYD (South Brant). There the past to one of civilization, without know-

are many people in Ottawa who know ing how to adapt themselves to those Ideas
more about the reserve and habits ofl that are absolutely necessary to change an
the people who live on it, than the Indian into a white man. Now, the Indian
people do who live within a few miles ,s a man whom you eau trust, generally;
of the reserve. One of the great troub- i but you cannot trust him to look after his
les that exists up there is the peculiar 1lhealth. I think there ought to be an entire
relation that the Indians on the reserve bear ;severance of the Dominion from the manage-
the province of Ontario. While they are in j ment of the affairs of the people on this re.
Ontario. they are not in as close touch withi serve. I think they should be placed under
Ontario as the rest of the people. Their i the authority of the Ontario Goverument,
schools are not managed ln the same | which is more in touch with them, and can
way. They are apparently entIrely' in- look after them much better than we can.
dependent of the province, and hardly I As to these statements made against the
regard themselves as citizens of On- doctor not living on the reserve, there Is not
tario. It strikes me that one of the 1 much in them ; I can assure you of that.
best things we can do for these Indiang I I am quite familiadý with the affairs there.
is to rid ourselves of the charge of them.i The doctor has two assistants, qualified
and let them comie under the jurisdiction ofI practitioners, who are there all the time, and
the provInces of Ontario. Let their schools he himself comes down once a day. and ls
be managed like the schools of white people, there about three nights ln the week, when
and under the same laws. Now, I know he Is present constantly. You have not the
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slightest idea of the medical work that is of the Dominion of Canada It will be money
involved in taking care of those 4,000 peo- well expended. We know that large sums
ple, much more than there would be for a are being spent on enterprises that I do not
similar number of white people. have quite so much sympatby with as [

Neither can a successful objection be would have with this Government realizing
raised against the superintendent living in how much we owe to these people in !the
Brantford. He bas always lived in Brant- past by making an appropriation for this
ford. Brantford is the place where most of hospital. We are sending millions of money
these people deal. It Is convenlent of ac- to distant lands for missionary purposes,
cess, and they can always see hlm there. He while we are neglecting at home the de-
pays the money to these people on the re- mands of 4,000 people, who are as much la
serve, and, when they get it, they do not need of ail the help we can give them as are
spend it in drink, because amongst the In- the people in distant lands, and I may say it
dians very few are addicted to it. Many of would be a matter of sincere congratulatiori
them would drink, if they had an opportun- for this House if we were -to make an ap-
lty, but in Brantford it is very bard for an propriation of $5,000 or $10,000 for the pur-
Indian to get drink. These reflections on; pose of carrying out Dr. Secord's recom-
the Indian are entirely uncalled, for. I am, mendation and erecting this hospital. These
satisfied that the attention of the Govern- Indians do not belleve that they have been
meut bas been brought to necessity of bet- treated faIrly by the Government. They
ter sanitary arrangements being inaugurat-|know that their money has been misappro-
ed on the reserve, and any recommendation priated in the past, and I took occasion last
the doctor makes is entitled to the most sert- session to bring before the House the case
ous consideration, because I am satisfied he liof the Mount Elgin Institute, where over
is not animated by a desire to advance bis $3,500 of their money was taken without
own interests as muchi as to advance the in- their sanction, and appropriated to build a
terests of the people who live on the re-i school-house some 70 miles away from where
serve. However, knowing, as I do, their f it was of any earthly use to the people on
condition, and knowing, as 1 do, the efforts that reserve. I do not refer to the present
that have been put forth by the English IGovernment or to any Government, but
Church, the Methodist Churchi, and the re- having taken that money and expended it la
ligious'organizations up there, to give them a manner that is of no earthly use to the
the benefits that civilized people get, I still people on the reserve, the least we should
regret to say that they are backward)in ado would be to appropriate that amount to
gret to aythat tbeAsare backward, inyaprovide for the building of this hospital.

great many things. As agriculturists, many They have eleven schools Up there, conduct-of them are making improvement, but in the ed at their own expense ; they are doing their
direction of adopting sanitary methods that veryr best to educate their chidren, and we
we adopt in our own bouses, and that we ighte t b ing hat ey wanttry o enourge i th boues f oter iglit help t'hem by doing wbat tbey wanttry toencourage in the houses of other land that is, to spend more money for theirpeople, they are absolutely ignorant. When I own benefit. Tbey have applied for the ap-attacked by typhoid fever, they do not pay propriation of a certain portion of -the moneythe slightest attention to diet. A man does,î for the hospital building, but I think it
not care what hei sets before him. Where would be a graceful act if we were to set
we are so particular, they eat everything.1 aside a sufficient sum of money for this pur-
They bave nlot yet skilled nurses. They pose, and build the hospital for them. I can
have a nurse up there, trained in a hospital, assure this flouse that the officials in charge
and who bas been brought to the reserve, there are doing the best they can with the
and she bas done very good work. I think means at their disposal, and I hope that no
the Government cannot do better than listen one will cast any reflection, either upon Dr.
to the recommendations that bave been Secord, or upon Mr. Gameron, who is a
made by; the doctor, and listen also to the most efficient agent, and who bas been dis-
petition of the Indian Council to give these charging the dues of that position for the
people an hospital. There is nowhere in past seven or eight years.
this country it could do more good, nowhere The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. I
could It be run at less expense, and no- am very much obliged to the hon. memberwhere would the educatIng influences of a for South Brant (Mr. Heyd), for making ahospital be of such service as upon the re- statement in regard to a matter which ls
serve to-day. entirely within his own personal knowledge.I can assure our friends here, who .may be The only thIng that appears -to me to requireanimated by the proper moitive, that every- 1 to be remedied Is the unsanitary conditionthing Is being done by those who have the of the reserve, and that is a thing that can
authority to promote the interest of the In- only be done with the co-operation of the
dians, and I trust, now that attention jIndians themselves. If any hon. member oflas been called to the matter, the bon. Min- this House has had any experence, such as
Ister will listen to the recommendations that I have had, in the administration uo a
have been made by Dr. Secord, that he will Health Law, he will know .that It :Is a mostplace this hospital upon the reserves no mat- difficult thing even to get Intelligent whiteter at what expense. If It Is at the expense peuple to properly observe the regulations,

Mr. HEYD.
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and It is still more difficult to get Indians
to observe them. The House will see the
difficulty of getting these Indians, who are
sImply emerging from fbarbarism to clvili-
zation, to understand the necesslty of a,
proper observance of sanitary regulations.1
The report of Dr. Secord says that he is
ipaying speclal attention to this, but I can
assure -the committee that I am making
every possible effort to see that every pos-
sible i'provement is made in the Une sug-;
gested.

Mr. CLANCY. I think the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Sif ton) must be struck by the report,
coming from a single reserve of so desperate
a state of things. There are many other In-
dian reserves l the province of Ontarlo
from which we have no such reports. Does
it not occur to the hon. gentleman to be a
very extraordinary circumstance, when there
are two physicians on the reserve and one
living at Brantford, that such. a state of
things, almost beyond description, should
have occurred, and that this Is the first time
that the attention of -the department bas
been called to such an extraordinary state
of things ?

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
The inference I would draw is not that such
a state of affairs, as Dr. Secord describes,
does not exist on this reserve, although I do
not suppose that Dr. Secord, in calllng the
attention of the authorities to It has toned it
down at all, but it is that I would be inclined
to believe that some other reserves may be
in a somewhat similar state, and may require
similar examination. That would be applica-
ble to reserves where the population is
some'what dense, but it would not apply to
other reserves wbere there is only a small
population.

Mr. CLANGY. Either Dr. Secord bas given
this report a high colouring, or some one has
been sadly remiss in bis duty. I happen to
live close to an Indian reserve, and I have
had some opportunity of knowing, although
not in detail, the state of the health of those
people. No such state of things exists as is
spoken of in this statement, but the Indians
are just as my hon. friend described them.
They are a class of people who resent
changes made by any Government, and the
present condition of thIngs is probably due
to the hon. Minister of Customs (Mr. Pater-
son), and my bon. friend (Mr. Heyd), who
spoke so eloquently a moment ago, and who
almost melted into tears on account of their
condition, who recommended that men
should be dismlssed who knew the condition
of the Indians, who knew their wants and
that others be put In their places. The In-
dians, resenting that, would remain in their
homes, almost ln a dying condition, rather
than go to a new pbysician appolnted by
bon. gentlemen oipposite. If there is a state
of things such as bas been described, it may
be traced largely to these gentlemen them-

selves. I know the case of Walpole Island,
where a gentleman against whom nothing
could be said, was given his walking ticket.
He was told that he had been an offensive
partisan ; there was no trial held, but some
conspirator took it into his head that he
wanted his place, and he got his walking
ticket. A great many of the Indians would
not go for medical attendance to the ap-
pointee of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Sifton),
and if there is such a condition of affairs as
has been described, I am afraid the hon.
gentleman is indirectly responsible by listen-
ing to the appeals of his own friends, who
want the places at the expense of these
Indians. The Indians are prejudiced against
coming into contact with these new physi-
cians, and they would rather die in their
homes, so strong is the principle of associa-
tion, than go and seek medical attendance
from those whom they do not know. This
is only one case, because changes were made
both lu agents and physicians very general-
ly. A change was made at Brantford. Dr.
Secord lives in Brantford, and there are two
physicians under him. It ill-becomes Dr.
Secord, after living two years in the city of
Brantford, .to make a report of that kind,
and to tell the hon. Minister of the Interior
ithat it is not necessary for him to live on the
reserve. I can quite understand that Dr.
Secord could find most cogent reasons why
he should not live on the reserve, but I can-
not understand why the hon. Minister of the
Interior should be so easily influenced as to
conclude that he could attend to the wants
of the Indians better by residing in the clty
of Brantford. My hon. friend (Mr. Sifton)
knows perfectly well that there was a good
deal of feeling among the Indians and that
they protested strongly when the changes
were made. He knows that the Indians of
Walpole Island protested by petîtion against
the action of the department, and that the
same thing occurred in many places in On-
tario. If that report be ·true. as stated here,
then there Is somethIng wrong, and that
wrong may be traced largely to the depart-
ment. The Minister can rectify it to some®
extent by compelling these men who have
sought new positions to attend to tbelr duty
rather than making these alarmIng reports.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Without entering into the pohtical question
which has frequently been discussed, I
say to my hon. friend in good faith and
frankness, that If the statement is made
by any hon. member either ln the House
or by correspondence, that any In-
dian physician is not attending to his duty
as he should, I will have a thorough
Investigation made and that physician
wull be dismissed without fear, favour or
affection If the eharge Is found to be true.
If the hon. gentleman calls on me he will
be satisfled that I will take action fairly
and fully. As to the Brantford reserve, I
hardly think that what has been brought
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to the attention of the House in any way
reflects upon the department. Quite the
contrary. My hon. friend (Mr. Clancy)
must see that what is reported is not the
creation of last year, but the result of a
state of affairs that has been going on for
years. What occurs now is, that this gen-
tleman whom we have appointed is taking
sufficient interest in his duties to make
these reports for the purpose of calling 'the
attention of the proper authorities to it,
with a view that a remedy may be applied.
I am satisfied that muclh will be found to
exist which ought not to exist, but I wish
to state that I do not think it is a thing
that can be rectified all in a minute. My
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Clancy)
fully understands that these things must
be done with the loyal co-operation of the
parties affected, and that caa only be ac-
coiplisled by gradual reform.

Indians, Nova Scotia-
Additional amount for medical attend-

ance and medicines ................... $700

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
There is a constant pressure on us for help,
and it appears that during the last year,
and particularly in the maritime provinces,
these medical bills have been larger, the
report being that grippe and pulmonary
complaints have been very prevalent
amongst the Indians.

Additional amount for secd grain, Mani-
toba and North-west Territories......$2,000

Mr. DAVIN. Why is this vote required
for the additional purchase of seed grain ?
What was the sum in the main Estimates ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The main Estimate was $1,570.

Mr. DAVIN. The Minister of the In-
terior will remember that I called his at-
tention to the condition of the reserves,
consequent upon the dismissal of expe-
rienced officials, and that I asked for re-
turns as to the crops of some of the re-
serves. I ask now whether there has not
been distress upon the reserves, especial-
ly in the North-west Territorles, in con-
sequence of the change in ithe officers, and
whether the necessity of calling for the
large sum of $2,000 extra I s not owing to
the fact that several reserves in 1898 be-
came quite demoralized in consequence of
experienced officers being removed. The
Crooked Lake Reserve, for instance, was
one of the most successful reserves, and
the Indians used to exhibit fine crops and
cattle at the exhibition, but In 1898 all
that went into a hopeless state of demorali-
zation, and that, I believe, is a reason why
this large sum is required to meet the dis-
tress on the reserves.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The changes that were made In -the re-
organizatlon of the Indian Department

Mr. SIFTON.

were made altogether in the interests of
economy, and without exception, with the
advice of the former Indian Commissioner.
I went into the matter myself with extreme
care, together with the present Lieutenant-
Governor of the North-west Territories,
then the Indian Commissioner, and I think
my hon. friend (Mr. Davin) will admit that
no officer of the department was ever bet-
ter competent to deal with tliat question.
Certainly, I advised with the trusted officer
of the department, and I acted largely on
his advice. 0f course, I take ethe whole
responsibility of what has been done. I
do not wish to throw any responsibility
upon him. Some of the changes, perhaps,
were not advisable in one or 'two cases,
but on the whole, I think, they were ex-
tremely desirable and have worked out
beneficially, resulting in the saving of a
considerable amount of money, while the
affairs of the reserve are administered quite
as well as they were before.

Mr. DAVIN. What reserves in the Terri-
tories require this seed grain ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
First, there is $280 for agencies generally.
Then, it is to b. sent to the following argen-
eies : Moose Mountain, Hobbema, Edmonton,
Carlton, Duck Lake, Saddle Lake. Muscow-
petungs, The Pas, Glandeboye. Manitowa-
pah, Birtle, Battleford. The Crooked Lake
reserve does not figure.

Mr. DAVIS. With regard to this item of
$2,000 for the purchase of seed grain for the
indians, which the hon. member for West-
ern Assinibola (Mr. Davin) has been talking
about, it appears to me it is put in the Esti-
mates because the Indians are doing more
work and have a larger acreage under crop
this season, and for that reason vant more
seed. As regards the appointment of the
new officials having the effect on the In-
dians which the hon. gentleman stated, I
do not think there is anything li it at all.
On the Battleford reserve, in one year; under
the late agent, nearly all the cattle died and
the Indians were very hard up ; but under
the new agent we have not had anything of
that kind at all. As the India'is own the
cattle, when the cattle are sold the Indians
get the proceeds, and now they are doing
remarkably well. In Duck Lake; agency
I know there is a great deal more land under
cultivation than before, because the instrue-
tors are good, live men who know aIl about
farming, and are helping the Indians along.
The instructors are not ·cobblers and tailors.
such as we had before, but live practical
men ; and this is true of all the agencles in
my district. I suppose this accounts for the
$2,000 which the hon. member is talking
about.

Mr. DAVIN. I will direct my question
again to the hon. Minister. I would like to
ask him whether as a fact the Crooked Lake
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a.gency did not get demoralized and fail
from a condition of great efficlency to one
of demoralization in consequence of tried
ofilcers having been removed. The first
question is, did not the Crooked Lake agency
fall into a state of demoralization in 1897-
98?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOLt.
When the changes were made in connection
with the Crooked Lake reserve, charges were
made that the changes had resulted badly
for the reserve. I held a special consulta-
tion with the Indian Commisioner, and di-
rected his attention to these statements. le
assured me that there was nothing whatever
in them, but that on the contrary the re-
serve was in a better condition than ever
before. He was quite satisfied that after
the changes he had recommended, the ad-
ministration of the reserve had improved
in effic!eney rather than deteriorated. I do
not say that I inspected the reserve myset';
I am speaking from the report of my respon-
sible officer.

Mr. DAVIN. The Indian Commissioner
would naturally give as couleur-de-rose an
account of the reserves under his charge as
possible. Apropos of the whole vote. I wish
to call the attention of the Minister to Mr.
Smart's report for 1898. On page 22, he says:

The area of land under cultivation, during the
year 1898, aggregated 111,880 acres.

In considering the amount of crops secured
relatively to the acreage farmed, a distinction
must be made between the area described as un-
der cultivation which Includes fallow lands, new
breaking and "made " pasturage, and the area
actually seeded down, which was in the spring
of 1897, 40,368 acres.

The crop of cereals, vegetables and roots har-
vested in the fall of that year amounted to
1,120,900 bushels, and of hay and other fodder
76,458 tons were secured, 'the increase over the
precedlng year being 101,500 bushels and 2,164
tons respectively.

It Is regretted that there was not a proportion-
ate Increase In the value of farm produce, which
in the aggregate only exceeded that of the pre-
ceding year by some $20,000.

that cultivation has fallen back, but simply
that the crops in that particular year were
unusually good. Last year the crop of the
Territories was much better than that of
sone parts of Manitoba, and some years
the crops in both the Territories and Mani-
toba are not as good as they are in others,
se that my lion. friend cannot draw any con-
clusion froi comparing the produet' of the
reserves in one year with'the crop in another
year. Thait .is no indication ait all that the

anagement is any better or worse.
To provide an additional amount for an-

nuities and gratulties to Indians and
half-breeds in the Peace River and
Athabasca districts, comprising the
proposed new treaty................... $12,000
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. As

I have already explained, the Government
bas taken steps to negotiate a treaty with
those Indians. We Intend dealing with them
on the same basis as in the treaties made
by Governor Morris with the Indians for the
ceding of territory in the North-west, that
is te say, $7 per head of gratuity, and $5
each of annuity. The Indians number 2,700,
and the half-breeds 1,000, or a total of 3,700.
In the main Estimates we provided $32,400,
and require $12,000 additional, or $44,400
altogether, to pay the Indians and half-
breeds on the basis I have mentioned. I
am estimating for the half-breeds as well as
the Indians, because the commissioners have
authority to treat with the half-breeds as
Indians, if the half-breeds so desire, and
take them into thei treaty. But if not, we
ask for authority te treat the half-breeds as
we did the half-breeds elsewhere, and give
them scrip. But to facilitate the making of
a treaty it was deemed advisable that we
should have a sufficlent vote to enable the
commissioners to take them Into the treaty,
If they se desire.

Mr. DAVIN. What are the names of the
commissioners and their whole staff ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There are two commissions, an Indian com-

'What I want to ask the hon. gentleman Is mission, and a half-breed commission, forthis reason: An advertisement had to bethis : was there an Increase in cultivation sent eut a year ago, înforming the Indians
end produce ln 1898 over 1897 ?*andprodce a 188 oer 197?tiiat the Indian commissioners would be at

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. a certain point at a certain time, and It is
1 cainot give that information to my hon. necessary that the commissioners should be
friend off-hand ; I will have to look it up. there at that time. But, If they had to Stop
But because there was an Increase in the at Little Slave Lake, where the half-breeds
agricultural produet of the Indians upon are found, they could fot keep their ap-
these reserres In 1897 over 1896, It does not peintment wlth the Indians at Great Slave
follow that If there was not an increase in Lake. The half-breed cemmIssioners, how-
1898 over 1897, there was, therefore, any ever, have Instructions k act under the
fault in the management. supervision of the Indian Commlsslon. The

The hon. gentleman will, on Inquiry, find Indian commissioners are: The Hon.
that a similar condition of affairs existed David Laird, J. J. McKennaw an officer Of
several years ago. The crops vary ln differ- the department and James H. Ross, of the
ent years In different localities. Manitoba Northwest Goverument, and along wîtthis
some years ago produced more grain than it commission we have asked the Reverend
has ever produced since, but It does not fol- Father Lacombe to go, fot as a member of
low that the people are not progressive or the I commission, but In anradvsory capacty.
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Every one who has lived la the North-west
for the last fifteen or twenty years, Protest-
ant and Catholic, knows well. that there is
no man ln the North-wes# looked upon by
the Indians with the same reverence and
affection as Fauther Lacombe.

Mr. DAVIN. Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Nobody could be sent with the commission
more likely to smooth away any friction. I
saw him personally, and urged him strongly
to give his services to the Government, and,
after some hesitation, he consented. He is
not a member of ther commission, and has
no power to decide anything, but simply acts
In an advisory capacity. Mr. Harrison
Young, of Edmonton, is the secretary of the
commission. Mr. 0. H. West, M.D., is the
physician, and along with them go two men
acting as general clerks, Mr. A. J. Conroy
and Mr. W. W. Martin. The half-breed
commission consist of Major Walker, of
Calgary, and Mr. J. A. Côté, an officer of
the Department of the Interlor, two clerks
-one an English-speaking man, Mr. Charles
Mayer, formerly of Prince Albert, and late-
ly In the Immigration branch of the service
-and a younger man, named Prudhomme,
French secretary of the commission. We have
provided by Order in Council that the com-
missioners who are ln receipt of salary-
that 1s, Mr. Laird and Mr. McKenna-wll
get $6 per day additional to their sal-
ary. I have submitted a vote to Par-
lHament to authorize , us to pay that.
Nothlng has been paid on account of
that, but we are submitting a vote to
Parliament to get authorlty to pay It. We
are givingl Father Lacombe $10 per day,
whilst away. The secretary, Mr. Harrison
Young, and Dr. West get $6 a day. That
Is their entire pay, because theyt are not In
the service. Mr. Conroy gets $100 a month,
and Mr. Martin $75 a month. On the half-
breed commission, Major Walker gets $10 a
day, and we are asking authority to pay
Mr. Côté $5 a day additional to his salary.
The secretaries get $100 a month each. The
additional staff are: an interpreter, a cook
and two servants. There will be ten mount-
ed policemen and an officer, who wIll escort
the party and transport the supplies. The
supples were purchased under contract.
Tenders were advertised for, and the con-
tract was given to the Hudson's Bay Com-
pany.'. Some small additional supplies were
purchased from the Hudson's Bay Company
at the contract rates.

Mr. FOSTER. What emtent of territory
wil these men have to travel over ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The desire is that they shall go as far as
Great Slave Lake, but It Is Impossible to
form a positive opinion as to what ground
they can cover. Their Instructions are to
go as far as possible and to accomplish

Mr. SIFTON.

as much as possible. Everything will de-
pend on the faclity they bave in dealing
with the Indians.

Mr. DAVIN. Is the hon. Minister aware
whether arrangements were made for meet-
ings with the Indians at convenient places,
as was done under Mr. Morris ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, notices were sent ont. I may explain
that in the fall of 1897 I first went Into
this matter, expecting that I should be able
to send out commissioners in the summer
of 1898. But it was found impossible to
get the notices to the Indians In time. We
have been getting these notices out for
nearly eighteen months. Printed notices
have been sent out to the officers of the
Mounted Police, the officers of the Hudson's
Bay Company, traders, missionarles, and
everybody who could take them out. As
wide a knowledge as possible has been fur-
nished the Indians of the places where the
commissioners are to be.

Mr. DAVIN. Has the hon. Minister an
estimate of the supplies that will be need-
ed ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
explained that the supplies were purchased
after tenders had been advertised for, the
contract going to the Hudson's Bay Com-
pany. Last fall, when I was in Winnipeg,
I ihad a discussion with the Indian Com-
missioner, Mr. Laird, and Mr. Chipman,
the chief commissioner of the Hudson's Bay
Company. We arrived at the conclusion
that an additional quantity of supplies
would be wanted. I asked Mr. Ohipman
If he would supply them at the same prices
and would credit us at the same rates with
supplies that were not actually taken. This
was agreed to. The supplies were as fol-
lows :-

224 sacks of flour ................... $3,827 00
1,104 lbs. of bacon ................ 2,191 22
5,050 lbo. of tea..................1,594 54
3,614 lbs. of tobacco...............2,867 14

Total ........................... $10,479 90
Mr. DAVIN. In regard to this large sum

of $13,000 to provide an additional amount
for the purchase of supplies for destitute
and working Indians In Manitoba and the
North-west Territories-this is in addition
to $178,000 that the hon. gentleman was
voted under the main Estimates. DId the
hon. gentleman call for 'tenders for these
supplies ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Speaking generaIy, all the supplies of the
Indian Department are purchased by ten-
der. The only things not so purchased by
tender are some smail Items of implements,
medicines, and so on.

Mr. DAVIN. Will the hon. gentleman say
what -the reserves are for whleh these ad-ditional supplies were got?
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TJhe MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The following Is the statement:-
Supplementary Quantities of Flour, Bacon and

Beef allowed over and above QuantiUes pro-
vided for In Estimates-

Swan River--
70 sacks four ................... $11200

1,000 lbs. bacon..................105
Mcose Mountain-

25 sacks flour .................... 42 50
250 Ibe. bacon .................... 26 25

1,500 lbs. beef...................... 75 00
Crooked Lake-

150 sacks flour..................... 3004
4,000 Ibs. beef...........9-... .200 00

Assinlbolne-18 sacks flour .......... 30 60
Muscowpetung's-500 Iba. bacon .... 53 s50
Tuchwood-7,500 Ibs. beef............375 00
Carlton-1,000 bs. bacon.............. 109 VU
Battleford--330 sacks flour............. 722 70
Onion Lake-112 sacks flour........... 329 28
Saddle Lake-

137 sacks flour ................... 356 20
1,000 lbs. bacon .................... 127 37
Ammunition and twine.............. 100 O0

Edmonton-
1,000 bush. wheat, to grind........ 600 (O

10,000 Ibs. beef ..................... 500 0)
2,000 lbs. bacon................... 225 CO

Hobbema-
4,000 Ibs. bacon............4.0 00
1,000 bush. wheat, to grind.......... 600)0O

Morley-
39 sacks flour ................... 68 25

35,000 lbs. beef ..................... 1,750 00
Piegan-268 sacks flour............... 459 20

$12,622 43

Mr. DAVIN. In regard to the last Item,
wIll the hou. gentleman say why he found It
necessary to get this additional amount to
purchase cattie ? The atm should undoubt-
edly be to make the Indians, who have got
splendid pasturage for their cattle, ·turn their
attention te improvIng the stock. They have
been supplled with a thoroughbred bull, and
by this time tbey ought to be able to supply
ail their own cattle.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
Is for the purpose of buying thoroughbred
bulls. Everybody who has given attention
to the development of the North-west knows
that nothlng Is so Important as the Improve-
ment In the quality of the cattle. I have been
told by Gordon and Ironsides, cattle buyers,
who practkially have a monopoly of the
whole cattle export trade of the North-west,
that as a result of ,the polley of the late
Government In connection with hils natter,
and whlch I am pleased to take up and
follow out, that ls the policy of furnishing
thoroughbred bulls for the reserves, these
cattle buyers have told me that they have
found better cattle for export purposes upon
the ,Indian reserves than anywhere else In
the North-west Territorles, except in two
or three localities where the rancblng com-
panles have apaid much attention to It. I
have given some attention to this particular
subject, and am askIng for this vote for the
purpose of carrying that poliey a little fur-
ther. I wil1 give ,my hon. friend the names,
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of the reserves where I intend to supply
cattle : Plegan, 10 yearlings ; Bloods, 16 ;
Morley, 9 (two years) ; Blackfoot, 4 ; Duck
Lake, 5; Carlton, 4; Battleford, 4; Clandeboye,
3 ; Berens River, 5 ; Manitowapah, 4 ; Por-
tage la Prairie, 2. Forty-nine animals have
already been bought ln Ontario by Mr. Thos.
Harkness, at an average price of $91.50.

Mr. BELL (Pleton). I would ask the Min-
Ister to refer to item 67, to provide an addi-
tional amount of medIcal attendance and
medicine ln Nova Scotia-ls any part of that
for :the county of Pletou ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
cannot tell the hon. gentleman what parti-
cular counties -the accounts come from.
There are some outstanding accounts in Nova
Scotia. It Is altogether likely some of them
are from the county of Pictou.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). This sum Is not in-
tended to raise the annual payment, but
merely to pay arrears ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Just to pay increased accounts that have
been incurred this year, to close up the ac-
counts.

Mr. BELL (Picton). In the county of Pie-
tou ýthe amount Is only $75 ln all.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. We
have tried to keep down the expense as much
as we ean, but there is a continual pres-
sure to increase.

Mr. DAVIN. I approve of the hon. gen-
tleman a pollcy of brinng ln thoroughbred
bulls, and I would suggest that It would be
well to bring in some thoroughbred stallions
'to put on the reserves. At present the In-
dians get $10, $15 or $20 for their horses.
Now, the Indian Is a natural breeder of
horses, but he has to be taught to breed
cattle. Occasionally you will see a good
horse, but as a rule their horses are very ln-
ferior, owing to the poor class of staillons
they have. Now, the poor stallion does not
merely do harm to the breeding on the Indian
reserve, but he sometimes strays further
afdeld, and the result Is Injurlous to the quai-
ity cf the horses of the white settlers, who
sometimes fdnd their mares throwing an ln-
feriori animal ln consequence of an Indian
stallon that, to use Shakespeare's phrase,
would Insist on going elsewhere and fishing
In pecullar waters.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERLIOR.

That question has been considered by the In-
spectors, ln connection with the Improve-
ment of the breed of cattle. But there Is a
difference between the two questions. The
price of thorougbbred buils is $90 to $100.
$5,000 goes a long wayIn Ixnrproving the
'breed of cattle, but it would go a small way
lu the purchase of thoroughbred stallions.

Mr. DAVIN. I think the bon. gentlenn
would fi-nd that $5,000 would go a consder-
able distance ln provlding good serviceable
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stallions, not an animnl that would take a
high prize, but an anWinal that would give
the Indian an Improveil breed of horses, and
the result would be tiat they could get $75
or $80 a horse instead of getting $20 or $30.
The moment the Indian saw that he could
obtain a better price for his horses, he would
try to improve the breed. Now, I would ask
the hon. gentleman, with regard to this
Item, whether he asked for public tenders
in all cases ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, by'public advertisement.

Mr. DAVIN. Has he issued schedules in
all cases ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The only supplies that are not purchased
for the Indian Department by tenders are
some little .things, very trlfling amounts,
which are purchased by the agents locally.
The Indian supplies generally are purchased
by public tender. Schedules are furnished,
and I belleve the supplies are purchased at
very low prices.

Mr. BERGERON. May I ask the Minister
a couple of questions, as I was not here
when vote 66 was carried ? A month or
two ago some petitions were sent in to the
hon. gentleman from the Indians at Caugh-
nawaga about the election of their chief. I
was asked to act for the Indians, and I de-
elined. I would like to know how far these
petitions have been acted upon ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
remember the case which the hon. gentle-
man refers to. I would not like to make a
positive statement until after adjourninent.

Mr. BERGERON. We want, if possible,
to avoid anything such as happened at St.
Regis. What about the St. Regis Indians ?
I see by the papers they have had an elee-
tion on the reserve and it seemed to me as
if the chiefs were not quite satisfied with
the election. Is the election for life or only
for three years ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
This is a matter that I am quite familiar
with, because it has been receiving my at.
tention quite lately. I found in the depart-
ment a serious diffieulty by reason of the
fact that at the time when my attention
was called to it, the Indians upon the St.
Regis reserve had practically set the law
at defiance. I am speaking from the infor-
mation which is furnished me by the per-
manent officers of the department. The In-
dians had practically set the department at
defiance ; they had practically told the
agents that they would obey the law If they
felt so disposed. Some years ago when a
warrant was sent for execution the con-
stable was 8ummarily run off the reserve by
the Indians. The diffeulty seemed to be that
right alongside of the boundary there le an
American reserve and the American Indians

Mr. DAVIN.

are extremely turbulent, much more so
than the Indians on our side. The depart-
ment had long ago applied the elective sys-
tem to this tribe, and when the department
ordered that an election should take place
the Indians refused to obey that order.
Different deputations waited upon me in
regard to the matter. One deputation came
P.nd said they wanted the old triba' system,
and another deputation said that they were
good, honest. law-abiding Indians, that they
were prepared to fall in with the views of
the department and do what we wanted
them to do, but they said : The department
will have to back us up and prevent us
from suffering violence at the hands of the
Indians who are opposed to the wishes of the
department. Further than that these well-
disposed Indians said : If you do not do
that. if you permit the Indians who are dis-
affeeted to bully the department, our lives
will not be worth living on the reserve. We,
who have been disposed to fall in with the
wishes of the department will be told that
we have nothing to say about the affairs of
the reserve, and these other disaffected In-
dians will carry matters with a high hand.
We had on the one hand a parcel of people
who were well disposed and who were ask-
ing us to carry out our own regulations, and
en the other hand we had a ,band of tur-
bulent agitators who said that they would
not carry out the wlshes of the department.
The agitators appeared not to be large 'in
number, but they were turbulent in char-
acter. After makIng a careful examination
and going Into the matter carefully with
Mr. Macrae who has a specially good know-
ledge of the Indian character, who has been
inspector, In Ontario, Quebec and the North-
west, and is, I think, as well quallfied to
judge of what Is to be done In dealing with
refraetory Indians as any of the officers ID
the department, I came to the conclusion
that the only thing to do was to assert the
authority of the department and carry out
the law. It was a perfectly Intolerable state
of affairs that they should say that a writ
of the province of Quebec could not be ex-
eeuted on this reserve. They said: We
wIll not allow anybody on this reserve that
we do not want, practically saying that they
proposed to set the Government of the
country at defiance. I made up my mind
that this state of affairs must be remedled
at whatever cost, and consequently we or-
dered that another election should take
plate. I asked the Department of Justice
to send Col. Sherwood, Ohief of the Do-
minion Police, there to see that the elections
were properly carried oUt. The hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Bergeron) Is famillar wlth what
took place there as it appeared very fully in
the press. A very unfortunate occurrence
happened there. The chief of police was
violently assaulted, and belleving that the
Indians Intended to kil hlm he fired a shot.
An Indian suddenly turned when the sbot
was fred and It provedfatal. I wentlnte
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this matter very carefully and came to the
conclusion that, beyond al question, Col.
Sherwood was not to blame, but that on the
contrary, he was entitled to the greatest
credit for the forbearance, coolness and
nerve he showed ln refraining from firing
until he did. The Department of Justice
was asked to take proceedings for the pur-
pose of the punishment of these Indians.
There was a good deal of bluster for some
time, and the hon. gentleman is aware fron
the press that it was a difficult situation to
deal with, but we decided to deal with It
firmly. •.We did not make a show of force,
but the Indians were told that they were
going to be arrested, and they finally sur-
rendered themselves. With all the persons
charged with the preventing the election
and all the persons charged with the assault
on Col. Sherwood the department made no
conditions, but after a consultation with the
hon. Solicitor General, who was acting for
the Department of Justice ln the matter, !t
was decided that they should be allowed to
go back to the reserve and that they should
not be proceeded agalnst, or at all events
they should be remanded under recogni-
zances to appear when called for. Then I
sent an officer of the Indian Department to
,the reserve with Instructions to hold the
election in accordance with the terms of
the Act. Mr. Macrae has just returned, and
he reports to me that he has held the elee-
tion in accordance with the terms of the
Act. Consequently, the department has
fully carrled Its point. Of course there was a
good deal of grumbling amongst these mal-
contents, and I have no doubt there will be.
I think we may congratulate ourselves upon
the fact that the Indans have recognlzed
the authorlty of the department and the au-
thority of the law and the position now Is
that the affairs of the reserve will be carrIed
on as are the affaire of the other reserves.
One point I want to make. It has been said
that to some extent the diffleulty arose be-
cause the departiment had done away with
the old tribal system of electing the chief.
As a matter of fact these Indians do not
know what the tribal system is. They have
no information on the subject. They talk
about a return to the tribal system. but If
you ask them what that system is they do
not know. It is just a vague story that
goes around from one to another, but they do
not know what it means. The fact Is that
the men who talk about this make it a pre-
tense to protest against the law. They de-
sire to restIst the proper enforcement of the
law while all the ordinary and well-dlsposed
people are willing to obey it. Everything
is now golng on satisfactorlly.

Mr. BERGERON. Do I understand that
all those Indians who were arrested and
brought to the jail at Beaubarnois have been
allowed out upon recognizance?

The MINISTER 0F THE INTRIOR.
Yes.
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Mr. BERGERON. Every one of them ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No; most of them, I think, have been allow-
ed out on bail. Al have to furnish bail,
some not only in their own bonds but ln the
bonds of others.

Mr. BERGERON. I thought some two of
them had been kept ln jail. Have any of
them been kept In jail ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No, they are all released.

Mr. BERGERON. Are they bound to ap-
pear before the court, or are they out inde-
finitely on bail ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Let me explain. The present position is
that they are all bound over to appear at
the next court of competent jurisdiction
which takes place in about nine months In
that district. I may say that at the present
time the intention Is that, If everything goes
right and they behave themselves, notbing
will be done.

Mr. BERGERON. 1 understand the de-
partment retained the services of a lawyer
there.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. BERGERON. At Beauharnois?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

I am not just sure what form it took, but
there was a lawyer retained to .act for the
Indians, that having been found to be the
best way of proceeding.

Mr. BERGERON.
the lawyer ?

What ls the name of

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Mr. Brossoit.

Mr. BERGERON. What did Mr. Brossoit
get from the department for his services In
connection wlth that matter?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
His bill was taxed by the Justice Depart-
ment at about $470. Such an account as
that comes to me, and if I recognize it as
being due I send it to the Justice Depart-
ment to be taxed. There was no doubt
it was proper for us to pay the amount,
because I directed that a lawyer should be
employed.

Mr. BERGERON. Has the money been
yet pald to Mr. Brossoit ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, I believe a cheque bas been issued.

Mr. BERGERON. What was Mr. Brossoit's
Caim ? •

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The acountant telis me that he thnks Mr.
Brossoit rendered an account for $0, and
it was taxed down to about $470. If the
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hon. gentleman wants the exact figures I
will give them.

Mr. BERGERONST. If it is not too much
trouble to the Minister, I would like to
have the amount of Mr. Brossolt's claim,
and the amount which was paid him on it.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Very well.

British Columbia Indians ............... 33,200
Mr. McINNES. I wish to avail myself of

this occasion to call the attention of the Min-
Ister to a certain condition of affairs ln
conneetion with Indian reserves In British
Columbia. On the west coast of Van-
couver Island there have been some valu-
able deposits discovered of gold, silver, iron,
copper and other minerals. There bas been
a great deal of prospecting done there In
consequence. ' It so happens that there are
quite a number of Indian reserves on the
west coast, and these prospectors have in
many cases located claims, which turned
out to be on Indian reserves. Upon their
applying to have these claims recorded,
they have been told by the mining record-
ers that the claims being on Indian reserves
they could not be recorded, and when these
parties have 'In turn referred the matter
to the agents of the Indian Department, so
far as I know, no action satisfactory to
them bas been taken. I have been credi
bly Informed that in one case there is only
one Indian surviving who is living upon
the Indian reserve, and If that be true,
It is ln the power of that one Indian to
absolutely prevent any mineral develop.
ment within the terrItory of the reserve.
It is certain that so long as there ls a ca-
fMict of jurisdlction between the Federal and
the provincial governments, there can be
no possible development of the minerais
within these reserves, and Inasrmuch as I
know for a fact that some very valuable
deposits have been discovered on what are
Indian reserves, and it ls desirable they
should be worked, I would suggest to the
Minister (Mr. Sifton) that no time be lost
In framlng some kind of a regulation to
enable them to be worked, or that he should
have a conference with the provincial au-
thorities wlth a view of deciding on some
regubltions so that the minerai deposits on
these reserves can be developed.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
This is a very important point, and It is
a subject which ls surrounded with great
difficulty. The title to the precious metals
on Indian reserves bas been ln dispute for
some years past, and bas given rise to very
great difficulty In the administration of in-
dian affairs. The well-known case In re-
gard to the railway belt I nBritish -C-
lumbia resulted lu the decision that the
preclous metals belonged to the Crown, as
represented by the province; that the
Crown had a prerogative right to the pre-

Mr. SIFTON.

clous metals in lands which ever had been
Crown lands in the province. As a result
of that decision, the provinces immediately
set up a claim that the precions metals
within the Indian reserves belonged to
them. Hon. gentlemen can see very read-
ily what an unsatisfactory state of affairs
that is. ln the first place, we have the
Dominion Government representing the In-
dians in administering the reserves, then
we bave the provinces setting up a right
to the preclous metals below the surface,
and then we have the fact that whatever
right the provinces may have to the pre-
clous metals, no regulations whieh they
could make would authorize any one to go
upon the Indian reserves for the purpose of
mining, without the consent of the Indians
properly obtained. We therefore have a
very complicated state of affairs. Up to
the present, the Dominion Government has
always resisted the claim of the provinces
to the preclous metals within the Indian
reserves. The difficulty arises ln Nova
Scotia, Ontario and British Columbia, and
It aetually prevents a satisfactory adminis-
tratIon of the minerals on these reserves
I have lately-largely on account of state-
ments made to me by my hon. friend from
Nanaimo (Mr. McInnes)-given instructions
that -the officers of the department shall en-
deavour to prepare a set of regulations
which will permit of the preclous metals
upon these reserves being mined, and if it
becomes necessary to prevent a conflict of
jurisdiction, I will endeavour to see that
au airrangement is made with the provinces
whereby the right of the people to operate
under these regulations shall be recognized.
On the whole. I do not tbink there will be
much difficulty aboat that, and .1 hope to
be able to carry out the suggestion of my
hon. friend (Mr. McInnes).

Mr. PRIOR. I wish to call the attention
of the Minister of the Interior to -the case
of the Songhees Indian reserve la Victoria.
Some time ago, I moved for and received
all the correspondence that had taken place
between the Dominion and provincial gov-
ernments in reference to this matter, and
I am sorry to see, so far as I ean make out
from the correspondence, that the whole
matter is at a deadlock.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
My hon. friend (Mr. Prior) will admit that
is not my fault.

Mr. PRIOR. I wIll admit that, so far as
I eau make out from the correspondence,
the Minister has done hie best to come
to an agreement with the provincial
government, and I also believe that
the members of the provincial govern-
ment have done their best to agree;
but the contentions of the two governments
are diametrically opposite. The facts are
these. We have an Indian reservation in
Victoria, lnhabited by a small number of
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the Songhee tribe. It bas been in their pos- that there was no reason why we should
session from the time of Governor Douglas, not meet the province and do what was
In the old Orown Colony days. I think it reasonable and fair. I sent Mr. McKenna
Is stated that he made oveiq the Indian re- to Victoria to look into the whole question.
serve to them in fee simple. Again, the fact He was selected because, some years before,
remains that the people-of Victoria are very he had made a report on the law relating to
anxious to have these Indians removed, as the Indians in British Columbia, and was
they are a menace to the town int many very familiar with the whole subject. He
ways. There are very few of them, but they went there, and negotiated for some time
stick to their reserve, which consists of 119 with the members of the government. Sub-
acres, and is just across a narrow portion sequently, I was there myself. The posi-
of the harbour from the city. There would tion, as the question came before me in the
be no trouble, I tbink, in getting the Indians tirst instance, was this. The department
removed if the Dominion Government would 1 was being asked to co-operate with the pro-
give up their contention that the money tol vincial government for the purpose of get-
be derived froin the sale of the reserve -is to ting these Indians off the reserve, and we
go into the Indian fund of the Dominion made a proposition, which the; hon. gentle-
Government. But, as long as the Dominion man has no doubt read. That proposition
Government adheres to that contention, I did not look to any benefit being derived by
do not think any arrangement can be made, the Dominion Government. On the con-
because the provincial government contends trary, Uic Dominion Government agreed to
that, as soon as the Indians are removed assume the responsibility of taking he In-
from that reserve, the land reverts to the dians from that reserve and placing theni
province. The hon. gentleman sent Mr. Mc- on another reserve, if certain things wcre
Kenna, one of the officers of his department, donc by the province, none of which would
to British Columbia to try to come to an bring any benefit whatevcr to the Dominion
arrangement with the provincial govern- Govcrnmcnt. We simply acted as trustees.
ment. But, according to the correspond- When I was In Victoria, I met the members
ence, no agreement has been come to, and of thc late provincial government, and had
at the present time the matter. is no more a conference with tlim on the subject; and
forward than it was two years ago. Can i1was astounded te tind that what they
the hon. gentleman suggest any course that wanted was, not to get the Indians off the
would bring about a compromise on this reserve, but to make some money out of the
question ? It seems to me the.re ought to transaction for the province. It was net a
be no difficulty. The provincial government case of wanting me te agree te the removal
offered to put the Indians on a new reserva- of these Indians, and te go te the expenSeo!
tion, and pay the expense of removing them, 1 their removal, without the Dominion Gov-
on condition that the Dominion Government'ernmcnt deriving any benefit, which I was
should agree that the old reservation was perfectly willing to d; but they said
to be transferred to the province. I would that this was a valuable property, and that
ask the hon. gentleman to give the matter his the provincial government wanted te make
earliest iconsideration, because it id a buru- somcthing eut of It.1Isaid that was an
ing question in Victoria, outside of polities entIrely different question;1Ihad net un-
altogether. Every man in Victoria wants to derstood that there was a financial question
see the Indians removed. Whether the land involved. I said te Mr. Eberts, the St-
goes to the Dominion or to the province, is torney General, that 1 bad understood that
a matter of very little consequence to them, they were acting simply as a.pubiic-spirited
so long as the land eau be made available body for the purpose of deing something
for railway purposes or some other purpose. for the benefit of thc city o! Victoria;

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I and 1 was wllling te belp them. But
quite recognize the importance of the mat- 1 said te Mr. Eberts that the Domin-
ter whicb the hon. gentleman bas brought 'nGoverument werc in the position
to my attention. About a year and a halfof trustees, and that we could not do more
ago the matter was urgently brought to my than the law prescribed. He raised the
attention. It was represented te me that question e! title. 1 said:1"I cannot settie
the people of Victoria, the authorities of the the question o! titlc, neither can ye; we
city, and the authorities of the provinc, are both lawyrs, and one wil haveone
were extremely anxious that proceedings opinion, and the other another opinion; but
should be taken for the removal of these when the question Is settled the Dominion
Indians from the reserve near the city of!GOVelifent wlll abide by the decision. We
Victoria, and the property acquired by the do net tie ourselves Up In advance, uer ask
province or local authorities. I recognized you te do se; we simply ask you te say
the force of the suggestion that had been that you wIlU accept our proposition that
made, and, when I took chare of the de- any money derived !rom the sale of the pro-
partment, the position was thle. The de- perty ell be dealt wlth lu the waythe
partment was belng bombarded because it Wprids"Iantlpeftywlhg
ha.d not acted-because it had refused t ar u htpooiin ni hr
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cision Is decided not to belong to the Domin-
Ion or to the Indians, but to the province,
It will go to the province. I am willng to
facilitate the decision of the question in any
reasonable way. I think my bon. friend
will admit that that is ail I can possIbly do.
As representing the Indians, I can do no'
more than administer the trust as the law
says I shall. I cannot give away trust funds
without making the Government liable.

It being Six o'clock, the committee took
recess.

After Recess.

(In the Committee.)

Mr. PRIOR. When the House adjourned
at six o'clock, the hon. Minister of the In-
terior had just finished making a state-
ment to the House with regard to the way
in whieh the Songhees Indian reserve stands
at present. I think his remarks went to
establish that the title to these lands had
not been determined by a court of law.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The position is this. The Indian reserve
was establlshed before confederation, and
the provincial government maintain that
all that the Indians have is the usufructuary
right of being upon the land and having the
benefit of It so long as they choose to oe-
cupy It, but that as soon as they leave, their
right expires, and the title is in the province.
I do not posltively say that that Is not so.
but I simply say that In my position as
a trustee of the Indians, I cannot admit that
pretension. If a.court of law holds that that
1s so, that decision of course will relieve the
Superintendent General of Indian Affairs
of all responsibility. I must, however, bave
a valid decision, and It is the duty of the
Government not to prevent that argument to
go by default.

Mr. PRIOR. It seems to me that the Gov-
ernment should refer the question to the
courts and have It settled at once, because
until it Is settled I suppose nothlng can be
done with regard to this and other reserves,
the titles of which may be ln dispute. I
understand that it would be wrong for the
Government, as trustee of the Indians, to
give way, but it would be much fairer if the
province or the city of Victoria, ln this In-
stance, would get any benefits that might
accrue from taking these Indians and put-
ting them on another reserve. When that
reserve was given years ago, the land was
of very little value, but it is now exceed-
ilu9y valuable, and tl:3 fse lu value is flot
due toanything the Indiana have doue but
to the way ln which the inhabitats and
ratepayers of the clty, right opposite the
reservation, have bulît up the town. That
beiug the case, I must Say that If anybo»dy
l9 to get any benefit from theamle of this

Mr. SIPTON.

reserve, it ought to be elther the province or
the city, preferably the city. However, this
matter Is fully understood by the Minister
and the provincial Government, and I do not
suppose that anything I can say eau throw
auy light on the subject. The only thing
I can say is that if the title is in doubt, that
doubt should be settled without delay, and
I hope the hon. gentleman will.do his best
to have it settled and get these Indians off
the reservation and settled somewhere else,
and let the party entitled to it get the bene-
fit.

The MENISFER OF THE INTERIOR.
I sympathize very largely with the hon. gen-
tleman in his desire for a settlement. And
I have in contemplation a proposition to the
provincial goveranme't, which, I think, can-
not be objected to, which will give them
the opportiunity of settling the question, if
i hey are willing to do it.

Mr. MONK. I was not here when the de-
cision arose as to the validity of the Indian
title, but bas it not been decided, in a case
in the province of Ontarlo, that the Indian
title reverts to the Crown, as represented
by the province, should the Indians leave
the reserve ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
As a lawyer. the hon. gentleman is perfectly
familiar with the cases of which there are
a number. In the St. Catharines Milling case,
the decision of the judges went very far, and
It Is upon the strength of that decision that
the provincial government takes the stand
!t does. But my hon. friend will see that
the Indians have the right to stay on the
reservation, and nobody else can have any
rlght to it as long as they stay there, and
it is my duty to see that the Indians, if they
do leave, are put in as good a position as
tbey would have been in if they had not
moved.

Mr. PRIOR. Might I ask the bon. gentle-
man why these $2,000 are asked for in the
item to provide an additional amount for
surveys and reserves commission ln British
Colunbia ? There used to be a commission.
Was not the Hon. Peter ReIlly Commissioner
for Indian reserves. and was he not put on
the retired list because there was no more
work to be done ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There are acconts outstanding which It re-
quires ' 'tpay.

Mr. PRIOR. This was money spent with-
out a vote ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We hada vote for expenses in connection
wlth the reserve commission in ]Brltlsh
Columnba, but the expenses over-ran the
ameimt vote&.

There was a clerical error in resolutio-
No. 69, made ln the making up o the details.
Under that resonlution, there ici n%iterm 4to
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provide au addItional amount for the pur-
pose of supplies for destitute and working
Indians In Manitoba and the North-west
Territories, $3,000. In giving the details, I
gave them. showing $12,800 odd. The next
Item is to provide a gratuity to Clara Baker,
equal to one year's pay of her husband, W.
M. Baker, who was killed while on duty.
$400. That should have been $480, the er-
ror being a clerical one. I propose to de-
crease this $13,000 by $80 and to increase
this other item to $480, which will not
change the total amount.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Although
the supplementary Estimates are of chief
importance for the moment, there are a few
Items in the main Estimates relating ,to the
Indian Department which are almost of
equal Importance, for the reason that they
apply to annuities to Indians fallIng due in
the first week In July, and other like mat-
ters ; and while we can explain to white
men the cause of delay, It will not be so
easy to explain to Indians. I think It would
be desirable, if the committee would consent,
that we should pass for a moment from the
supplementary Estimates and take up the
Indian Items In the main Estimates.

Mr. SPROULE. What difference will that
make, if the assent is not given to the Bill?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We may
have to take our Supply Bill luinstalments,
and if there Is a first Supply Bill, It Is well
that It should contain .these items, as the dif-
ference may be that between keeping faith
and not keeping faith with -the Indians. The
principal item I propose Is item 211 ln the
main Estimates. There are a number of
items -that are not controversial, and we
might run through them. But If it is de-
cided to take only the one item, I shaU fnot
object.

Mr. FOSTER. We had better take up this
Item 211 section by section.

Removal of Lake of Two Mountains Indians
from Oka to Gibson ..................... $200
Mr. FOSTER. How long Is that golng

on ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I

am afraid for a good many years yet.
Mr. SPROULE. That Is rather an un-

patisfactory answer. I think that item has
appeared In the Estimates every year while
I have been in this House over 20 years. !If
there is a settled polley- with regard to this
matter, it ought to be possible to carry It
out within a reasonable lmit of time.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
may explain that the department is under
obligation to pay for the removal of those
Indiams who express a desire to leave. No
money was spent under this head last year.
The fact ls that the arrangement made ha
turned ont practically a faire, buit w are

bound to provide the money In case It may
be needed.

Mr. SPROULE. I understand that if any
of the Indians desire to leave, this ls to pro.
vide a fund for their removal ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. Yes
Survey of Indian reserves.................. $500

Mr. FOSTER. Where are these surveys
going on ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
When Indian lands are surrendered for sale,
we have to send a surveyor to survey them.

Mr. FOSTER. How much was spent un-
der this head last year ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
Four hundred and nmnety dollars.

Mr. SPROULE. Does this apply to the
survey of Indian lands on Georgian Bay,
wich ihas been taking place In late years ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No ; where the Indians have a fund, the sur-
vey is generally charged to that fund, but
where there le none, we have to, take the
money voted by Parliament.
To assist in the suppression of the liquor

trmffe among Indians belonging to bands
in the older provinces, which have no
funds of their own ..................... $500
Mr. FOSTER. What was done with this

last year ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I

have not the facts as to that at hand. This
is to provide a fund for incidental expenses.
For instance, when an agent enters prosecu-
tion and has to employ a lawyer, we have
this $500 to pay any expenses. It is to cover
any special expenditure that may be incur-
red for this purpose.

Mr. FOSTER. Are there many complaints
on this score ? I have been going through
some correspondence of ·the department con-
cerning attempts to suppress the selling of
hiquor to the Scugog Indians. I judge that
there le not much success attending the ef-
forts made to keep the Indians from being
supplied with liquor. The correspondence
I had covered stwo or three years, and it
seemed to me the same Indians were drink-
ing and drinking about the same amount
The great difficulty seemed to me, in the
first place, to get the Indian agent to act
promptly, and, lu the second place, to get
the evidence to conviet the white provider
of the liquor. But my hon. friend ought to
be able to state generally if there is any lim-
urovement ln that respeet.

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. I
realize the Importance of the subject, but
the question of preventing Indians from
getting liquor ls a most d4ffeult one. There
le some town near alinSt every Indian re-
serve, and there are a number of unscru-
pulons ien w4io make It a b siness to
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supply Indians with liquor. While I was The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
a resident of the North-west, I acted for They only get a gratuity once. They get
zome years as the representative of the In- a gratuity of $7 per bead, and an annuity
dian agent in one or twtvo divisions, and had of $5 per head. We bave estimated for
a good deal to do in connection wIth the the gratuity in the supplementaries of this
attempt to prevent the sale of liquor to year.
Indians. It is a irost difficult thing to Me
accomiplish. A1 man may be finedl for sup Mr. FOS8TER. While the Indians re-
plyngliquor Ato Inians, and a few monts main under treaty you do not allow them

p ein iqo toIdas adafwmotstehange their annuity into a lump sum ?afterwards we find somebody else endea- cu
vouring to do the same thing. I had a spe- The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
eal conference with the inspector, Mr. Mac- No. There bave been a few cases of that
rae, two or three times in regard ito this kind in the past, but I bave never done it.
subject, and he has undertaken to give it Implements, tools and hardware......... $12,000special attention, as a result of which we
may looIk for some little improvement in The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
the future. This estimate covers the cost of Implements

and tools to replace those that are worn
To provide for the erection of a lock-up at out and useless; it covers also those that

St. Régis ................................ $530 are required by the Indians who are com-
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. ineneing farming operations. and having

Everybody will understand the necessity of been i the dustrial schools, require to
that. There has been no lock-up on the be assisted. Al the persons who leave
reserve. and if there had been one when the industrial schools require to be assist-
the original troubles took place some years ed. A large portion of the estimate is for
ago, this later trouble might not have Oc- the purchase of materials to make necessary
curred. There are 500 or 600 Indians on repairs. In several of the agencles there

are Indians who have chiefly maintained
themselves by hunting. and who now de-

Mr. FOSTER. I may say to the Min. sire settling on reserves and commencing
ister that it was supposed this afternoor fariming. We are increasing ithe vote to
we would go on with the supplementaries. give some assistance to them in the way
I want to reserve one item in these Esti. of implements, wagons and harness. This
mates for general discussion for those gen- applies to the Blackfeet reserve to some
tlemen who are not now present. considerable extent. The Indians of the

Blackfeet reserve particularly will want
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If the this year a small supply of wagons and har-

.hon. gentleman will allow the two votes ness to enable them to puc up diay for their
which will include annuities to go through, cattle. I am Informed that the Blackfeet
we will be glad, ou anything that Is re- and the Piegan Indians are showing great.
served. to allow the whole matter to be er aptitude to stay upoxn the reserves and
taken up. engage in farming operations -than former-

ay, and the commissioner thinks that it
Indians, Manitoba and North-west Territories-- would be good polcy to assist them by

Annaities and commutations ........ $135,825 gwvng them a little more help.
Mr. FOSTER. Does this vote take lu the Mr. FOSTER. What does my hon- friend

bai aistorthe Peace River and Atha- do with the graduates from the industital
schools ? A boy comes out of an indus-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. trial school after he has gone through h1k
Last year we voted a gratuity of $7 per course. What aid Is given to hlm in the
head, and that is dropped out. We pay way of Implements, or the like of that ?
the gratuity when the treaty Is made.
But we estmasted for it in the supplement- The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
arlos which we went over this afternoon. We are willing to do everything we can to

get them to settle down and go farming. I
Mr. FOSTER. What are you going to may say that there is very great difficulty

do with these treaty Indians ln the next in arriving at the preper polley to pursue in
finanolal year ? regard to the Indians that come from these

1'lh, MIISTE OP HE ITER1R. ndustrial aehools. I found a pollcy, when IThe~ MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
We pay them an annuity, but the other took hold of the department of permittlng
was a gratuity. The gratuity whlch was ldiau boy8 and girls te remain in the
voted for the current year we wIll send to schools ruch longer than, ln ry judgment.
the commlssioners and check It off for the It la good polly te do. The authorities of
current year. It will be actually pald by eathemdmin thp ne-t fnffl vonm- f the pupls were allowed te leave thethem during the next fiscal year. sioî,te ol lttr n el

Mr. FOSTER. This Is the gratuity fortlukhatatwsfo Jcwgmciflb
the current year.lutewrbcueItogtthta e

inusril.chol. Ifun apoic, he
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these boys and girls had completed their
course at the schools they ought to be turn-
ed out to work and allowed to maintain
themselves. I have pressed that upon the
Indian Commissioner, from time to stime, as
vigorously as I can and also of the necessity
of restricting the age limit within which
Indian girls would be permitted to stay in
these industrIal schools. The difficulty, I
may say, applies more to the girls than to
the boys, because the girls do not manifest
sny desire to go »back and live on the re-
serves. and hon. members will understand
that it is not desirable that they should go
out from the sehools unprotected and with
no person to look after them. As far as pos-
sible the commissioner is pursuing the policy
of trying to get them to settle down and lve
a civilized life. When the young men are
willing to do that assistance will be given
under this arrangement.

Mr. WILSON. To what extent ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

Fifty or sixty dollars is the amount which
is generally expended for the purpose of as-
sisting the pupil to start in his occupation.

Mr. FOSTER. In whatever trade he goes
at ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
It depends a good deal on the trade.

Mr. SPROULE. Is that In the way of
tools or implements ? I suppose tools and
implements are given, and not money ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. SPROULE. How are these tools
bought ; by tender or by giving an order to
some firm ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The articles are, generally speaking, pur-
chased by tender. The Indian Commission-
er makes an estimate each year of what he
will require, and under this estimate ten-
ders are advertised for in the ordinary way.
If any small amount Is required beside the
larger amount which the tender calls for,
suddenly, or where time ls an object, the
commissioner buys it If he considers the
price to be reasonable, but the amount pur-
chased in that way is trifling.

Mr. SPROULE. What arrangement Is
made for the care of these tools from year
to year? ,It Is said that they sometimes
take bad care of them. Io there any effort
made to Instract them to take care of the
tools ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes. We have upon the larger reserves
farming Instructors, and I understand that
they are almost without exception capable
men. SpeakIng from recollection, there are
some reserves where the number of Indians
la not sufficlent to warrant the maintenance

of a separate farming instructor. The agent
in such a case is generally a farmer, and
the agent, and in the other case, the in-
structor, have to pay special attention to
the care of the implements and to the farn-
ing operations of the Indians. Great suc-
cess bas attended the efforts that have been
made to get the Indians to raise cattle. I
cannot say that such great success has at-
tended the efforts that have been made to
get them to follow farming ln the way of
raising grain. Their nomadie habits are
hard to eradicate ; it is bard to get them to
settle down to sustained labour. But the
raising of cattle is much more in accord-
ance with their disposition, and they are
much more successful in that than in other
farming operations. However, I thlnk, on
the whole. that satisfactory progress has
been made.

Mr. SPROULE. Do you find, on the
whole, from your returns, that tfiey are
taking up agriculture ? Do they raise much
more grain. vegetables and roots for their
own use than they did a few years ago ?
What is your experience ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Our experience is that there is a gradual and
steady improvement. Of course, I could not
give the hon. gentleman exact figures with-
out taking the statistics from the report
The hon. gentleman will find them pretty
fully in the reports of the different agencies.

Mr. WILSON. You say you huy these
implements by tender. Do the parties ten-
dering supply them as you want them. or
do you buy them ln quantities and keep
them in store ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The general custom, I think, has been that
they are supplied and warehoused, to be
called upon when wanted.

Mr. SPROULE. In this case I notice that
there is an increase of $4,00. ls it expected
that you will have a larger number of in-
dustrial school scholars to take up agricul-
tural life in the coming year than hereto-
fore ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERWOR.
The principal increase is on the Blackfeet
and Piegan reserves.

Mr. SPROULE. What about the Black-
feet and Plegan reserves ? Do you expect
a larger number to take up agricultural pur-
suits this year, or the coming year, than in
the previons year ? If it were otherwise It
must indicate that they are taking very
poor care of their implements, for being once
supplied they should not require to have
an inereased supply.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The principal Inerease Is for the purpose of
supplying the Blaekfeet and Plegan Indians
with Implements, with the Implements they
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haye not heretofore had, so that It does not
Indicate any lack of care on their part. I do
not, however, want the hon. gentleman to
think that I am saying that the Indians take
first-class care of their implements. The
agents and instructors are instructed to see
that the implements are properly cared for.

Mr. FOSTER. When we come to discuss
the item whieh has been reserved, I trust the
Minister will be prepared to give the com-
mittee a brief but at the same time full state-
ment, concerning the operations and resulits
of the Indian educational system for whIch
we are paying an immense amount of money.
I have never yet been satisfied, that we got
a return for the nearly one-half million dol-
lars we are spending yearly for the education
of the Indians. The annual report of the
Minister, no doubt, gives a great deal of In-
formation, 'but if the hon. gentleman would
make a short and comprehensive statement
of this in the House, It would be the best
way to give a general publicity. I would
like him to give the committee shortly, but
as fully as he can, the results of the Indian
school system, industrial and otherwise. I
wish, also, he would give what are the re-
sults that are coming in the way of agricul-
tural progress. Are we making any progressi
In reclaiming -the Indians from their waste-
ful and nomadic habits of life, down to the
settled condition of an agricultural popula-
tion ? Our money has been poured out like
water for these two purposes, and I have
never be convinced that we are getting
what we ought to get in return for the im-
mense amount of money we expend. I wish 1
information with reference to these young
boys and girls who come out of the schools
where we educate them for two or three
years. What becomes of them? Do they
drift Into the old tribal state ; do they go to
ruin amongst civilization, or do they set out
for themselves In any condition of life,
which, while not on the plane of our civiliza-
tion, perhaps, Is still a distinct advance over
Indian life.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
will be happy 'to give the House full inform-
ation as to this, and also my own views on
the subject, which I have formed as the re-
sult of living ln the North-west for years.
I have te some extent modified my views by
my experience ln the department, but I am
bound to say that I do not give full approval
to all that we are doing in connection with
Indian education. I will explain my reason
for that when I make the statement to the
House. Hon. gentlemen wIll understand;
that a Minister taking charge of a depart-
ment with a large and expensive system es-
tablished, does not feel free 'to inaugurate
an entirely new eystem, and thus destroy
the effeet of. the money which has been pre-
viously expended. I wll be glad If the1
House will, on an opportune occasion, takc
a few hours to discuss the matter.

Mr. SIFTON. I

Mr. McMULLEN. The request of the ex-
Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster) is an op-
portune one, and I am gla-d the Minister of
the Interlor bas promised to make such a
statement to the House. For many years,
when In Opposition, I criticised the expendi-
ture connected with Indians in the North-
west, for I never could see that the coun'rry
got the benefit of the money expended. I
trust that the Minister will be able to make
some suggestions with a view of cutting
down the expenditure In connection with
'these Indian Institutions. It is well that the
country should deal kindly and liberally with
the Indians, but, at the same time, I fear
that the country receives no adequate return
for #the money spent.

Mr. DAVIN. As to the question of the
Indian schools in the territories, it is very
natural that the results should seem 'to be
inadequate. To educate the children of
savages taken from the tepee, Is, of course,
an arduous task, but the results have been
surprislng. The adaptabllity of tthe Indian
child for education, and especially for tech-
nical training, Is of a high order. Where
the education of the Indian fails, Is, that
when the child is taught to read and write,
to cast accounts, to understand a trade, in
fact, to become useful members of society ;
then the adolescent seventeen or eighteen
years old goes back to the tepee, and one
year there, while It will not entirely destroy
the technIcal or literary education, will in a
very short time entirely destroy-especlally
ln the case of the girls-all the practical
training by which good habits have been im-
parted. Although I am a supporter of these
schools, I will go so far as to say, that unless
the Indian Department in some way provides
that the children of our Indian sehools shall
be launched for life, it is very hard to resist
the contention of those who maintain that
the money spent on this education is to some
extent thrown away. The argument of those
who oppose our efforts to educate the In-
dians have a tremendous support from seeing
numbers of these chlîdren going baek to the
habits of the savage who has to be cared
for by the Government. But, even so, I would
not yleld to the vlew which gentlemen on
both sides of the House take, that we are
to look at the money spent on ithe education
of the Indians ln the same way as we would
look upon .money invested for other purposes.
If you invest money for any other purpose,
I admit at once that the true tests are :
What are the results, .does the success
balance the outlay ; but I will not admit that
principle In the case of Indian children, for
I contend that we bave a duty to
discharge to those people. We have
taken their lands; we arrested them
in a stage, no doubt, of very primi-
tive progress, but still a .etage of progress.
If left to themselves, they probably would
have worked ont a civil.zation, and gradu-
ally Ïhave passed through the various stages
which our own race hxave passed thronghx,
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passing from 'the savage to the quasi-civi-
llzed man, and then to çthe man uf com-
plete civilization, whIch most of us flatter
ourselves, I am afraid vainly, we belong
to. There is scarcely an Indian school
in the North-west Territories which I have
not visited, and there is not one of them-
I will be perfeetly frank about it-which,
while sometimes filling you with surprise
at the capacity of the Indian child for re-
ceiving education, will also fI1 you with
discouragement and sometimes even with
despair, because undoubtedly you see great
rocks ahead. When you trace the history
of one child after another who has gone
to these schools, you find In many cases
that they go back to the tepee, and .then
relapse into the position of the reserve In-
dian. I grant that Lt is diseoaragIng;
and you could make a strong argument on
behalf of those who doubt the wisdom of
spending so much money on the education
of the Indian child. So that I would urge
the Minister to consider whether be ean-
not go a step further. What occurs to
me is that it is very undesirable to take
into these schools children that any man
of common sense will know cannot be edu-
cated into useful eltizens ; but if the child-
ren were selected, and then the depart-
ment, carrying its guardianship stili fur-
ther, after teaching these selected child-
ren a trade, would take care to launeh
them in life, It would be more advantageous
to educate fewer, and to perfect, so to
speak, the civilization of the fewer, than to
educate, as at present, a certain number up
to a certain standard, and have them when
called on to pass examinations and make
apparently a very respectable showing ;
but when you come to look at the resuit
as swelling the stream of civilized life, you
find that after ail very little has been done.
Seeing that efforts are made to lower the
cost of our Mounted Police, while keeping
it up to its present standard, the educated
Indians might be made use of for scouts.
A swall force under the control of the com-
missioner, and officered, of course, by white
men, would cost very little. All they would
want would be ponies and rations. By
and by the population of our territories will
be greatly increased, and the problem of
dealing with the North-west will be multi-
plied, and new problems will suggest them-
selves ; and I am inelined to think that a
subsidiary body to the Mounted Police,
composed of young educated Indians used
for scouts for service along the border or
in any portion of the country where pure
scouting would be required, would furnish
aimost an ideal force. While admitting
that there is a great deal to be said in the
way of adverse crIticismD, I think that Par-
liament, conselons of whmat it owes to the
redman, and what It h taken from hlm,
and of our duty as gua.rdians, wJll r.ever
be ready to look at thi is matter as one of
mere puunds, shillings and peace.

Mr. SPROULE. Can the Minfisr 1el
us how many scholars are atteding these
schools ?

The MINISTER 0F T110 E IN'TER1OR.
The namoer of Indian ch le: -i atten:liug
day schools Is 2,476, boarding schools, 902,
and industrial sehools, 1,146.

Mr. SPROULE. Does the department
supply them with books, maps and every-
thing they require?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes. In the industrial sehools we pay so
much a head. Most of the sehools are man-
aged by the religious denominations, sub-
jeet to supervision by officers of the depart-
ment.

Mr. SPROULE. Are there many of these
denominational schools ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That is the general system.

Mr. GILLIES. How many are engaged
in tea>ching in the day schools, and what
Is the average salary of each teacher?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There are seventy-tiwo teachers of day
sehools. one tteacher for each school. The
standard salary paid is $300. I would not
say there is no exception to that, but that
is the general rule.

Mr. FOSTER. I notice, in a tabulated
report given in the Auditor General's vol-
ume, G-12, a statistical review of the whole
situation, and I find that the item of sup-
plies for the destitute is a very large por-
tion! of the whole vote. It amounts altoge-
ther to $182,718, and in some of the agencies
I see that It is almost tantamount to keeping
the whole crowd, unless they are very nu-
merous. One of the agencies cost $37,493 for
supplies for the destitute, and another $26,-
000, and another $17,000, and so on. It
would look as if in some of the agencies
destitution Is the rule.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The item is for supplies for destitute and
working Indians. Lt is quite impossible or
some reserves to get the Indians to do any
work, unless the agent supplies them with
food and other necessary provisions while
they are d9ing that work. That is why in
this item we use the words "supplies for
destitute and working Indians." Then, we
have in this vote the money necessary for
the purpose of supplying cattle with hay.
The cattle are the property of the Govern-
ment, and the Indians, when attending to
the cattle, have to be supplied with provi-
sions by the Government.

Mr. FOSTER. The heading in this tabu-
lated summary Is rather a misnomer. It
ought to be : "Supplies for destitute and
working Indians." But evidently; these In-
dians do not do much work. The whole
amount of seed that has been supplied to
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them on the Blackfoot agency is $108, and
they had to get $37,000 worth of provisions.
The whole amount of agricultural imple-
ments supplied them is $377. It would seem
as if almost the sole business of that agency
was to consume the food supplied for the
destitute.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
eau give the hon. gentleman the divisions ety
this particular vote. The entire vote for
the North-west Territories amounts to $175,-
459. Out of that, the food supply was $151,-
380 ; ammunition, $3,970 ; clothing, $6,080;
medicines and medical attendance, $11,060;
hospital, $2,915; small items, $1,050.

Mr. FOSTER. What about this agency
which eats up $37,400--the Blackfeet agency?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The larger portion of the expenditure is for
the Blood, Blackfoot and Piegan reserves,
wbere up to the present the Indians have
not done a great deal in the way of agricul-
ture, but are just beginning to show an apti-
tude for it. On the more advanced and
older reserves, the Indians are largely self-
supporting.

Mr. FOSTER. On what system are these
supplies given ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Dally rations are supplied, just like mlitary
rations.

Mr. FOSTER. What do the Blood and the
Blackfoot agencies contribute in the way of
getting their own living ?

The MINESTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They have been doing sorme hiunting. They
go away during certain seasons, hunting,
and they have been doing a little ln the way
of raising cattle, but not very much. Up to
the present their subsistence depends on
hunting and what they get from the Govern-
ment. The increase in the vote for agricul-
tural implements Is due to the fact that
they. are manifesting a little more aptitude
and desire to settle down on the reserve. I
might give one fact as an indication of what
the officers .of the department have been
doing for some years past, and I have made
no change lu that respect. I found tbat
they had been buying supplies for the re-
serve from the Indians, and that they hnad
been paying the Indians higüer prices for
beef than the beef could have been pur-
chased for by tender, and they did it to en-
courage the Indians to raise beef whlet ithe
Indians themselves are eating.

Mr. FOSTER. That ls a case where an1
Indian. for once, got ahead of the white
man.

Mr. HENDERSON. Are the children on
the reserve compelled to attend those
schools ?

Mr. NOSTEUR.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There are not sufficlent scbools. The Gov-
ernment Is constantly being urgel to pro.
vide more schools.

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the number you
have given Include the very considerable
number of children taken charge of by the
various religlous denominations and being
educated in denominational schools ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Practically, there is no system of denomina-
tional schools, except that supported by the
Government.

Mr. HENDERSON. I quite understand
there is no Government system, but I under-
stand that the different religlous denomina-
tions are educating Indian children and sup-
plying them with clothing very largely. Are
those the same children that you have
eharge of ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No doubt they are. A churcli may have
large schools and get from this Govern-
ment a grant of so much per head of the
pupils. Tiere may be fifty more pupils in
any one of those schools than we are pay-
ing a grant for. Adherents of the church
contribute money for the schools, aid in
most of the schools, partlcularly the board-
ing schools, there is a considerably larger
number of pupils than we are paying the
grant for.

Mr. SPROULE. Can the hon. Minister tell
ls the number of denominational schools,
the denomination to which they belong, and
the number of pupils attending each ?

The MINLSTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There are 72 day sehools with 2,476 pupils.
Of these schools, 47 are Church of England,
10 Roman Catholie, 3 Presbyterian and 2
Methodist. Of boardlng sehools there are
29 with 902 puplis. Of the boarding schoois,
8 are Church of England, 14 Roman Catho-
lie, 5 Presbyterian and 2 MethodIst. There
are 10 industrial schools with 1,146 pupils.
Of these schools 4 are Church of England, 3
Roman Catholie, 1 Presbyterian and 2 Me-
thodist.

Mr. SPROULE. How much is given to
each of these sehools per scholar ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They vary. That l àone thing I intended to
refer to when I speak on the subject at
length. I wil give a regular scheduled state-
ment. There seems to have been no regular
rule adopted. The accountant of the depart-
ment tells me that the amount runs from
$100 to $125; my own recollection ls that
there are some as low as $80, and some as
high as $150. I have the information here,
but it la ln a form which would require the
readlng of a good many pages of the report
to give the hon. gentleman what he wishes
te know.
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Mr. SPROULE. In the statement he is to
make, wIll the Minister be good enough to
say what amount is given to each school per
scholar, and what percentage of the fuil
number attending eaeh school Is paid foi?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Very well. In the Item of day, boarding and
Industrial schools In which $276,473 has
been asked, there is, as hon. gentlemen will
see, a reduction of $15,195. There ls a redue-
tion of $19,200 by reason of the fact that
last year there was a vote for bullding -the
Industrial school at Elk Horn which *as
burned down. There is also a reduction In
rthe number of pupils at Brandon,

Surveys .................................. $5,000
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR

Some of the reserves In the settled part of
the North-west Territorles are not actually
occupied by Indians. In these cases we are
getting them surrendered and surveyed so
that they can. be settled upon. The money
can be funded for the benefit of the Indians.

Mr. FOSTER. I should think my hon.
friend could take this out of the general
vote for surveys of the North-west. Why
debit that to the Indians ? This Is really
an advantage to the Government.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I do not know that I would consent to that.
But It occurred to me that It might be made
a charge against the reserves under sale.

Mr. FOSTER. When the reserves are soid
does the money go for the benefit of the
Indians ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, it Is funded for their beneft.

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that the
cost of survey should come from that.

The MINISTER OF TEE INTERIOR.
It has never been done, but I think it migut
be done.
Sioux .................................. $5,057 50

Mr. FOSTER. Is the hon. gentleman buy-
ing Sioux, or what Is this vote for ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
This is for the reserves on which are the
Sioux Indians who came across from Min-
nesota and who settled on reserves 'west
of Brandon. This le for the general expen-
ses of the reserve.

Mr. FOSTER. How many are there on
the reserve ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
There are several reserves-Bird Tanl, 73
Indians ; Oak River, 302 Indians ; Oak Lake
61 Indians ; Turtle Mountain, 11 Indians.

Grist and saw-mills.................... $1,097 50
Mr. SPROULE. How many of these mils

are operated for the benefit of the Indians?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I will have to ask the hon. gentleman to
brIng that point up again, as I have not the
information at 'hand.

Mr. SPROULE. I see that the items
charged are too small in some cases to em-
ploy men to run these mills. On what prin-
ciple do you run them ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The department bas a miller to take charge
of the mill, whose salary Is Included In the
vote for general expenses.

[r. SPROULE. Do you grind any grain in
these mills for the white settlers ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No.
General expenses....................... $128,025

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
This vote covers practically the entire sal-
aries in the Indian service In Manitoba and
the North-west.

Mr. SPROULE. How many of these mil-
lers have you ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Two or three. We pay tbem $40 a mon3th
and expenses.

Mr. FOSTER. With reference to this Item
of general expenses, It bears a very large
proportion to the total vote for the Indians.
It Is nearly one-fifth of ail the money spent
on ithe Manitoba and North-west Indians.
That seems an Immense appropriation. For
Instance, the commissioner's office in WInni-
peg costs nearly $34,000, then, there is a very
large and expensIve department here at
Ottawa.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Practically, the commlssioner's office as It
before existed, has been entirely abollshed,
that is to say, the commissioner does not do
departmental work at ail. When I took
charge I abolished the system whereby the
commissioner did departmental business di-
reetly with the agent. The agents corres-
ponded with the commissioner, to whom
their returns were ail sent in, then
they were cheeked over and had to
be sent down down here and gone
over again. There may have been an object
some years ago in this system when the
communication was very slow, but there Is
no object in doing so now. The commis-
sioner at Winnipeg has to oversee the work,
he has to recelve and check over the reportà
of the inspectors, he has sto make recommen-
dations in respect to ail the work for the
next year. de Is responsible for the whole
work, but he does not do it In detail. He
gets Information from the Inspectors' re-
ports, and cheeks up wbat Is required for
each year, and makes the estimate for the
year. We make our estimate upon that.
The staff consists of the commissioner him-
self, his secretary, an aecountant, who apends
part of the ·tme here and part of the tme
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there, who was the chief elerk in the com-
missioner's office at Regina, Mr. Paget. The
commissioner gets $3,200, the secretary, $1,-
500, Mr. Paget, $1,500, a stenographer, $600,
another stenographer, $280, a clerk, $900,
office boy, $360, and there are $800 for cleri-
cal assistance. There are none there but
who are absolutely necessary.

Mr. FOSTER. Now that we bave an Im.
perlal limited runnIng through, and tele-
graph wires at hand, -what is the necessity
for having a re-duplication ln Winnipeg of
the office here ? It Is now only about 40
hours between Ottawa and Winnipeg, or
two nights and a day. Only one day of
real working time is saved. Then the tele-
graph wire is an instant communication.
Has not the time come when that office, so
far es It is a re-duplication of work here, or
a checking over of work whlch might be
doue here-when that office mlght be absorb-
ed entirely in this ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The chief argument against -the hon. gen-
tleman's suggestion Is that the travelling ex-
penses of the officers going up there and
comlng ln here, would necessarily be very
heavy. For instance, if the commissioner is at
Winnlpeg, the various Inspectors dolng
ttheir duties in the North-west come down to
Winnipeg and discuss the matters wlth hlm.
He gets their reports, and it is much more
satisfactory to have a personal discussion
with the commissioner than merely to report
I do not see how we could manage to make
any saving If the commissioner wlshed to
carry on the work in that way. If we had
the commissioner here the inspeetors would
have to come down here to consult wltbh
him, and he would probably have to go out
there quite often. It seems to me that for
the present, at least, not mnuch would be
gained by brlnging them down here. I do
not think the system would be quite as effi-
ient. The inspeetors coming into Winnipeg

maintain to some extent personal relationsr
with the workdf the department and that
Is a distinet ativantage ln the way of keep-
lng up efficiency. I do not think that the
work could be done so effielently if we did
not have the commissioner located at Winni.
peg.

Mr. FOSTER. I think that 18 reasonable
as far as the commissioner himseif goes,
and I suppose the commissioner must have
secretarlal work besiîde in that office. But
there are seven salaries. Why shoulid you
have an aceountant there. What yoU want 0
to do is to keep withln touebhing distances
of your inspectors. You bave to ake your
inspectors responsible for the work of the
agents. When you Say that yOU want to b
keep them in touch with the department a
here you can do that undr the present cir- a
cumstances by having your commissoner
ln Wlnnipeg where the hon. genteman can
have communleation with hlimpero2ally, I

Mr. SIFTON.

and frequently. But why bave a whole
system of accounts up there ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
have said somethlng which has imisled the
hon. gentleman. I do not mean that there
is a system of accounts kept there, be-
cause there is not. Mr. Paget is special-
ly well acquainted with the accounts of
the agencies. It îs diffleult for a man who
has not speelal knowledge of the accounts
to get along when the Estimates are being
made up. The commissioner makes up the
Estimates that the department passes be-
foMe recommendng 'them to Parliament.
All these Items wh1eh are voted are worked
out almost to a single cent, and -this in-
volves a considerable amount of work.
The commissioner bas a very considerable
amount of work lu cutting down excessive
diemands that are made by the agencies,
and he requires a man for doing that who
ds thoroughly versed lu the accounts here
and at the agencles. Mr. Paget has been
doing that work, and he is eecially fitted
for &t. -He spends a portion of his tine
up there, and after he is done, he comes
down here to the department. In addition
to Mr. Paget there is a secretary, Mr. Lash,
who manages the office when the commis-
sioner Is visiting the agencies. There are
also two typewriters and two clerks.

Mr. FOSTER. There are seven men
palid, and $800 s taken for clerical work
besides. What strikes me is that the work
which .my hon. friendha done there could
be done here. You must have your com-
missioner in Wlnnipeg and e must have
a secretary, but what is the need of hav-
ing four or five men besides ? What are
these other men dolng besides the commis-
sioner andins eecretary ? We have two
typewrlters, one clerk at $9, and a junior
at $W6.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The hon. gentleman will see that the com-
missioner carries on a very considerable cor-
respondence.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, he has ·to have a
secretary and a typewriter.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
can only say this, that the staff think that
they have been over-worked rather than
under-worked, and the suggestion was
made to me, when a change was made In
the commissioner'8 offe that the staff
ought ýtO be made larger. I refuSed tosanction any additions because I thInk the
same thing as the hon. gentleman, that the

ork of te commilssoner's ofDCe shoUld
be mlutiz as much as posable. i quite
appreciate what the hon. geneman says,
md my own desires are in theSMe dlree-fon as b, and if there is any PsbiUty
r cing the etaffiaM repared to do
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Mr. FOSTER. Of coume, there s a
great amount of correspondence.

The MINISTER OF TRE INTERIOR.
The Inspectors come tnto the offiee, when
ithey are In Wiunipeg and a good deal of
their correspondence with agencies Is con-
ducted through the office. That adds al
certain amount of work.

Indians, British Columbia-
Salaries ............................... $19,8401
Mr. M'INNES. Mr. Chadrmaon, In con-,

nection with these Estimates for Indians
ln British Columbia, I would like to call
the attention of the hon Minister of the
Interlor to a pecullarlty In connection wfth
these expenditures whIch I have noticed
In the Estimates for a number of years,
and of which I have never received any
explanation. I ând by the Indian Re-
por, that last year the Indian population
of *3ritish Columbia is given as 24,973 ; the
Indian population of Manithxoba as 6,716,
and of the North-west Territordes as 14,600.
That Is to say, the total population of the
whole of the praides, Manitoba and the
North.west Territorles, amounts to 21,3162
whereas ln British Columbla we have an
Indian population of 24,973, over 3,000 more.
NotwithstandIng that, In Britlsh Columbia
there are over 3,000 more Indians than
on the prairies, we find that for the coming
year there Is proposed to be expended for
the prairie Indlans $766,047.50, and for the
BrItIsh Columbla Indians $124,710, or in
other words, just one-sixth of what la pro-
posed to be expended upon the Indians of
the prairie. There may be some explanation
of this, and I should be very glad to hear
It.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
eau give mny hon. friend (Mr. Mclnnes) the
explanation. The explanation Is that the
Indians of British Columbia are very much
better able to take care of themselves than
those Of the prairies. My hon. friend knows
perfectly well that the Indians of British
Columbla are, as a rule, Men who work for
wages, and are faIrly well able to takecare of themselves. I may say eto ny hon.
frdend that ln discussing the question of
Indian administration there with publie
men, some Of them have suggested te me
that the Dominion Govemment did too
much for the Indans of BrItish Coluinbia,
as they were perfeetly capable of taking
care of themselves. I arm quie sure that
my hon. friend would not suggest, for the
purpose of increasing the expnditure there,
that we should practicaly waste imoney in
pauperizing Indians who are doing prettywell for themselves now. The poliey of
the Oovetrument la te try ëuid get thein to
take Gore e the toelves nerapidly as pes-alble. The Indians of: Manitoa and the
North-West Territorles are the hardest In-.
dians l Canada dto deal with, because of

the fact that they are the farthest removed
from the ordinary type of the workingman.
They are the hardest to get settled down to
work.

Mr. MeINNES. I am pleased to hear the
opinion of the hon. Minister of our Indians,
and to hear It echoed by the House. I have
no doubt that the Indians of British Colum-
bla are superlor to the Indians of the prai-
ries, and that they are practically self-sus-
talning, for whereas the Indians on the plains
have now to have $190,000 spent to relleve
their destitution, the Indians In British Col-
umbla only require something like $3,500.
That proves it. I did not have any speclal
reference to the amount proposed to be ex-
pended in the way of relleving distress ; I
had more particular reference to the main-
tenance of schools ; and there Is no reason
given lin the Minister's explanation why the
Indians on the prairie should have greater
educational facilities than the Indlans in
British Columbia. For the education of the
Indians on the prairies there is no less a
sum spent than $276,433; but for a similar
purpose ln British Columbia, with more In-
dians, there Is expended the comparatively
Insignificant sum of $59,000. If our Indiana
ln British Columbla are more Intelligent,
more energetie, and more thrifty, as the
Minister says, then, that is the very reason
why they are more susceptible to education
and should have a larger grant for that pur-
pose.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
My hon. friend (Mr. McInnes) would not
suggest that we should start In to admintîs-
ter the department on the basis of evening
up the expenditure, on the ground that the
Indans of one part of the country were get-
ting more than Indians of another. That
might be a good thlng theoretically, but It is
not practical. I have recognized the fact that
the Indians Of Britlsh Columbla were not
gettlng such assistance, educationally, as
they ought, and I bave made some slight
move ln the direction of remedying that. Of
course, my hon. friend (Mr. MeInnes) wUl
appreciate my desire to eut down the ex-
penses, as far as possible.
British Columbia Indiane-

Office and miWcellaneous (including hos-
pitals, Irrigation and dyklng, suppres-
sion of liquor trafc)................ $10,920

Mr. FOSTERI I cannot find the Auditor
General's account for expenditure In miscel-
laneous In Brltlsh Columbia. There Is one
thing which seems to be always with us ;
that is, that reserve commission In British
Columbia. That has existed frim tme im-
memorial, and seems to have everlasting
life, as long au the funds last

Mr. GIBeON. A good salary attached to

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, good salaries; but
are we never te get to the end of the work
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of the reserve commision in British Colum- there would reach ·almost the entire popula-
bla ? What is that comniission doing now tion of the west coast Indians.
besides taking in the salary ? The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. Since I gave instructions to have the Item
The information we have from the Inspector ineluded in the Estimatés, the fact to which
ls, that the work bas been pretty nearly the hon. gentleman refers bas been called to
completed. my attention, and the item bas been lef t

subject to the consideration whether the
Mr. FOSTER. That Identical Information money is to be paid or not.

met my ears in 1882, when I first came into Mr.1POTERpald orvelot.
this House, and every year I was a Mlnister Mi. FOSTER. We have not got to the
it was the one explanation that was given. bottom of this commission, and I propose to

spend a few moments to find out wbat it Is
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. doing.

It struck me exactly as It struck the hon. The MINISTER OF TUE INTERIOR.
gentleman (Mr. Foster), and I am sure the The sum asked for on account of surveyshon. gentleman will give me credit for eut- and reserve commission is for the-purpose
ting the expenditure down. of baving the reserves already laid off sur-

Mr. EARLE. Who are the commission- veyed and completed, as much confusion and
ers ? linConvenience often arises ln connection

The MINISTER 0F TEE INTERIOR. with unfinished reserves, especially when the
Mr. same are allowed to remain seven or eightM Vowell ls the commissioner on behalf of years ln that condition. Some of the locall-the Government- ties where such surveys are yet to be made

Mr. EARLE. But he Is a salaried offleer, are remote. and consequently high prices are
and bis pay does not corne out of this vote: necessary. Then there are several localities

not yet visited by the reserve commissioner,
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. where reserves have to be made for the

Judge O'Reilly was the commissioner. Indians.
Mr. EARLE. But not at present. Mr. POSTER. I quite understand that if
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. you have surveyors, you must have axemen

We retired him, and I think he was entitled and survey men; but why do you require a
to a pension. commission ?

Mr. EARLE. But not from your depart- The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
ment. That have done away with. When 1 came

in. a separate gentleman who was reserveThe MINISTER, OF THE INTERIOR. comrmissioner. but I did away with thatNo. Mr. Vowell has had charge of It since. office, and transferred the duties to Super-
-A-- - intendent Vowell.

Mr. ZEARLE. Mr. Vowell ts the Indian
agent, and his salary would not come out
of this vote.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No. These are simply the expenses of doing
the work, when a party la sent out to make
a survey.

Mr. EARLE. My Impression la, that the
work of surveying la entirely, over, and that
the only work now belng carried on la office
work. While we are on this Item, I would
like to ask the Mînister in regard to an ap-1
Plication made for a school on the west
coast of Vancouver Island, or for an addi-
tional allowance to the Kuper Island School
at Alberni.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, we bave a vote for a new school.

Mr. EARLE. I would suggest to the Min-
ister that before establishing a school there,
he should have the matter looked into very
closely, because I thlnk that the greater
number of Indians are at Barclay Sound,
while there are very few at Alberni. The
Indians at Barclay Sound are located In
nearly the same locality, so that a school

Mr. FOSTER.

Mr. POSTER. Then, all that is being done
in surveying is being doue by surveyors ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. GILLIES. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister how many Indians there ara
In the province of Nova Scotia, and the coun-
ties In which these Indians are ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The hou. gentleman will find the Information
on page 410 of the report of the Department
of Indian Affaira.

Mr..GILLIES. I would draw the hon. Min-
ister's attention to the fact that though the
Indians of Nova Scotia, especIally the Mic-
mac tribe, are constantly decreasing, the ex-
penses In the way of salarIes and medical
attendance are Increasing. This year, lu themain Estimates, a vote of $300 Is demanded
for the medical attendance of 'the Indians o'
Nova Scotia, about 2,000, andI In the supple.
mentary Estimates, the hon. gentleman Is
asking for $700 more. Then, for salaries we
have the very large sum of $1,100. So that
lu salaries and medical attendance alone, for
the few Indians down there, we are spendIng
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$4,100; whereas f4r assistance to the In- Mr. FOSTER. At the present time It is
dians we spend only $2,000. I wish to draw being quite extensively used.
attention further to the fact that In the Estl- J A Maerae, inspector of Indian agencies
mates for former years, for medical attend- and reserves ............................ $1,600
ance in Nova Scotia, when the population of
the Indans was greater than now, the sum Mr. POSTER. Are you giving hlm an ln-
was much less. In 1894, the vote for medi- crease of salary ?
cal attendance was only $2,000, when the The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Indians were very much more numerous $200.
than they are to-day, and yet, to-day that M
service Is costIng $3,000. In my own county, Mr. FOSTER. How long ago was he ap
where the number of Indians is only 120, the pointed?
medical attendance of last year cost $133.98. The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The Indians in the county of Richmond He came to Ottawa in 1894. Previous ta
are all on the Salmon River Reserve, and that he was inspector in Manitoba and the
that reserve Is five or six miles away from North-west Territorles, certaln!y in the ser-
where the attendant physician lives, 0 that 1;vice of the department. I can remember my.
I can scarcely understand how the sum for Iself that he has been working for the Indian
mediegfl attendance should amount 'to go Department from 1885.
much, partlcularly In view of the fact that
the charge for medical attendance upon that Legisation--.............................. $6,573very reserve years ago was ln no year over e.
$50 or $60.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
am much obliged to my hon. friend (Mr.
Gillies) for drawing my attention to a matter
with which he Is, no doubt, personally more
familiar than 1. I may explain to the House
that there ls a constant contest between the
officers of the department and the gentlemen
who do this work with regard to these ac-
counts. In 1895-96, the last year of the ad-
ministration of the late Government, the
amount expended on tis service was $2,997.
In 1896-97 It was $2,977, being $20 less, and
in 1897-98, $3,005, so that, there bas only
been a variation of a few dollars lu those
three years. I can assure the hon. gentleman
that we are doing the best we can to keep
the accounts down as much as possib!e.

Steamer "Vigilant "..... ...... $2,000
Mr. FOSTER. What are you doing withl

that ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It

was built In 1890 for the use of the agent on
the north-west coast.

Mr. FOSTER. Is it used exclusively by
the agent?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, it cost $5,000.

Mr. FOSTER. What size is it ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I

have seen It and I think It is about 45 feet
long.

Mr. FOSTER. It le not quite large enougb
for an excursion steamer ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
lu just a small steam yacht.

Mr. FOSTER. Not used for jaunting pur.
poses.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
think the "Quadra " is the one that my hon.
friend and his colleagues used.

180

Mr. SPEAKER. lu connection with this
item of legislation, I would like to say a
few words, with the permission of the com-
mittee, abolit a matter which was discussed
a few days ago when I was in the Chair,
and of course could not correct any misap-
prehensione. Before I give up dealing In
any respect with that stationery item, as I
intend to do, I would like to say a few
words with regard to it, so that it may be a
little clearer perhaps tban it is to-day. As
to the amount applicable for the purchase
of stationery for this House. iii 1896 a mo-
tion was carriad in the House to the effcet:

That the practice of supplying each Senator
1 and member of the House of Commons with a
leather trunk and a box of stationery be dis-
continued ln future, and the Order of the House
sanctioning the same be rescinded.
INow, up to that time there was a vote of
$12.O00 for stationery for the use of the
House of Conmmons. This resolution having
passed, the Government reduced the vote
from $12,000 to $8,000, at which it bas re-
mained since. Of course there bas not been
the same opportunity of purchasing sta-
tionery and filling boxes for members of the
House with the $8,000 vote that there was
with the $12,000 vote. After that reduction
had been made the Committee on Printing,
ln 1898. recommended in one of their re-
ports. which was carrIed:

T&.hat the members, offeers and those on the
official list of the Press Gallery of the House of
Commons, should be provIded for their use with
stationery in every particular equal to that sup-
plIed to the members of the Senate.
Well, there was no change In the vote for
that purpose, and the bon. members of tne
Senate. I understand, recelve very fine boxes
of stationery. Boxes of stationery have been
abolished by the action of this House, so
that the report of the committee in 1898, and
which was repeated again in the repýort that
was brought before the House the other
day, seems rather Inconsistent with the

REVISED EDITION.
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afction of the House, and In view of the ery ail that they wanttduring the session.
amount of the finances at the disposal of 1 The members recelve all that they want
whoever has to deal with the stationary. I during the session, al that they requisition
Now, after the session of 1898, when the for. Thousands upon thousands of certain
suggestion was niade that although the kinds of envelopes, for Instance, are used
House had decided not to bave stationery by the members. The press are suppfled
trunks for the members, still stationŽry during the session. So the demands upon
trunks should be supplied to the members- the stationery are very great, and It is ex-
whea that was passed, the head of the ceedingly bard, I know, for the clerk of
stationery department, Mr. Clarke, came to the stationery department to meet the re-
me and asked what he was to do about It. quirements of the House without going fur-
That was since last session. He asked if It ther.
would be safe for me to give hlm an order Mr. FOSTER. Are the requisiton for
for stationery in every particular equal to stationery countersigned by the Sp ethat supplied to Senators, and he informedc t e t peaker
me it would require a very much larger sum Mr. SPEAKER. No. During the session
than the vote passed last session for that an hon. member gets what he wants.
purpose. T communicated with the leader Mr FOSTER. Any one of the 291of the Goverument to ascertain if I would
be warranted in supposing they would in- Mr. SPEAKER. Any one of -the 213, at
crease that grant for the stationery esti- any rate. Members of the House get what
mate, and there was no encouragement whit- they want, and others who are on the list
ever given to me that that would be don-. get what is reasonable, as asked for from
Therefore, I instrueted Mr. Clarke to con- time to time. Some hon. members seem
fdue his purchase to the $8,000, which he to require a very great deal more than
did. Then, when the other day, the report others during the session.
was submitted to the House again repeating Another point I would like to say a word
the suggestion about the very fdne stationery about Is as to the parties supplying the
we should get, Mr. Clarke wrote me a letter stationery. I was informed that ever since
as to the purchase for the next year. and confederation much the largest portion of the
pointed out in that letter that It would eos& stationery had been purchased from firms
$8,730 more than the vote of $8,000 which in Great Britain, and very little in Canada.
was in the Estimates, the usual vote as t About two years ago Mr. Clarke reported
now stands. I wrote to hlm that I could to me that some excellent samples had been
only repeat what I had told him before that submitted to him of pads and envelopes
the Government refused to inerease the 'and other stationery by Messrs. Warwick
grant for stationery above $8,000, but that Rras. & Rutter of Toronto, at fair prices ;
If the Printing Committee would provide in fact, he said they had showed samples as
the funds for that purpose, well and good, good In qualityas the English and quoted the
otherwise lie would bave to keep within English prices. I told him it was a pity not
the Estimates. to buy part of the stationery In Canada If it

could be had as good and as cheap as it had
Mr. POSTER. What is this vote suppose.1 been got from England. In 1897 and 19 Mr.

to cover ? Is it the stationery the members Clarke ordered pads and other goods to
use, or that whleh is used by the press, and the extent of about $1,000, and in the pre-
the clerks, and the general staff of the sent year, he extended the order for en-
House of Commons ? velopes, &c., to the extent of $2,372. He

Mr. SPEAKER. It is supposed to cover ordered altogether from Canadian firms $2,-
291 persons altogetherp, who get a suppy 479. He ordered from firms In Great BRÉ-
2of statonry andgthe, who get o sy tain $5,478 worth ; from Bavaria $112 ;of stationery, and who get me trunks ofta- from the United States $260, and fromi thetionery. There are 213 members, 9 o the Government stationery offee. $102.&Hansard"19staff. 10 translators. nd tnp
Clerk tells me an average of 56 reporters
In the Press Gallery, and 3 officers of the
flouse.

Mr. POSTER. What, 56 reporters! There
Is not room in the Press Galery for them
aIL

Mr. SPEAKER. They are offieially cer-
tified members of the PreuGailery. For
the Senate only 90 t eostatonery are
supplied, and they have 6,0 to do it with.
whIle we have $8, for the whole number
I have mentioned. Then in addition to these
I have mentioned, al the ofeials of the

ouse of Commons, In all the departments.
have reeelved out of this supply of station-

Mr. SPEAKER

Mr. FOSTER. What came from Bavarla?
Mr. SPEAKER.

lieve.
Faber's pencils, I he.

Mr. WALLACE. Were the goods order-
ed from Canadian firms of Canadian manu.
facure ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I understand se. [t
will be seen that less than one-thi softbe
whole vote of $8,0 was spent with Cana-
ian firms even this year. Early this ses

sien Mr. CIarlke reported te me that amoug
these supplles w're envelopes from aests.
Warwick Bros. & Rutter, which were very
Inferlor, and not up to th wample. He
said the same thing, to a certain etent

$7d31 5732



[JUNE 22, 1899J

had occurred in the case of that fira last ings of the Printing Committee. rhat
session, and they had promised most faith- cormmittee Is, of course, a joint committee,
fully that they would not do It again If and lit often occurs that members of the
he would give them another chance. Well, one branch of Parliament who find that
it was so very annoylng and so very un- the supplies are not as good as those given
fair that the House shoild be treate'd lin to the other naturally talk over the matter
this way that I ordered Mr. Clarke not to at the commlttee. And when some of the
give this fdrm another order. He has order- supplies partake of the nature of glIt elocks
ed the bulk of the supply for next session and things of that kind, there is naturally
from the old dlrms in the old country. He a desire all around that there should be
found that we wanted some envelopes and gilt elocks ail round, and that there should
could not wait for them to come from the be an understanding of the whole business.
old country, and he reported that he had! No question arises as to the stationery for
some excellent samples from the Barber & the truuks-that was not seriously discus-
Ellis Company of Toronto, and at a little sed. The question that was discussed was
cheaper rate. I told hlm to fill up what he the complaint of many members that the
would need this session. Those envelopes statlonery for use ln the House was not of
have not yet come, but they will be used such a eharacter as should be furnished to
for the remainder of the session. members of Parliament. The envelopes

have not enough mucilage to seal them.
Mr. SPROULE. Was any reduction made My own judgment, as a member of the

In the account of the firm that supplled the committee, is that the whole service for
Inferior envelopes ? Parliament should be one service, that Is,

Mr. SPEAKER. No, but the orders have there should be no difference made between
been stopped. The supply was needed Im. one branch of the legislature and another ;
mediately for the use of members, and the and w'hatever is furnished should be fur-
envelopes came In small lots, Mr. Clarke nished by some authority treating both

forms me, and lie could not returnth branches alike ; and of course exercising
wIthout leaving us without ny. the greatest economy consistent with doing

Mr. SPROULE. s whould a ve thoug the work properly.
Mr. SPROULE. 1 should have thought1

that the clerk of stationery, when he found Mr. CLANCY. I would Uke to ask who
the envelopes not up to sample, would take makes the selection of stationery ? It
it off the account. seems to me that the experlence of the last

two years at least has been such that we
Mr. SPEAKER. I asked thlm that very might well offer to dispense with that kind

question, but he explained to me that the of statlonery we have recelved, and save
envelopes were coming in small lots and that much money, for the simple reason
were needed. Now, these points, I think, that members of this House are all sup-
cover the means that have been at the dis- plIed liberaly on appliation with the sta-
posal of the stationery department ; and tionery they require durIng the session.
they also show that some hon. members Now, I presume that no hon. member of
were somewhat mistaken when they said this House wants a particle of paper more
that I had undertaken to take all the orders than Is absolutely necessary. I wii have
away from the old firms in Scotland and nothlng to say as to the character and the
give them to some Canadian firms. cost of It, on the whole, whIch bas been

When I became Speaker, I found that the fair, but what has been ealed stationery,
etationery department had been under the put in the trunks, Is of no use whatever.
control of previous Speakers, and I con- No hon. member can use It, when he goes
tinued to give general attention to it, de home. It le not suited for any gentleman
pending very largely on the experlence and to use. It look - very much like a job lot
ability of Mr. Clarke 'at the head of the that Is put Into the trunks. I am not golng
office. Now, I need not say how pleased to ask who makes the selection of the sta-
I will be to be releved from having any- tionery, and what Induces any person to
thlng to do with this stationery business. pack members' trunks wlth that kind ofIn fact, I feel that I have responsiblUties statlonery. It la no use, elther at home orand duties enough without that somewhat here. So I say, let us not go through the
thankless work. I do not know how it mockery of receiving stationery. Let us
came to be ln charge of the Speaker, ex. save that sum of money, or let us be con-
cept that It was part of the internai eco sistent, and have statlonery or not, and I
nomy of the House which he had to et. am not Urgig that point. I quite agree
tend to. But from this day, I certainly wlth the suggestion of the hon. gentleman
wi very respectfully decline to take any who spoke last, that the Senate and the
charge of it. and the House w!)! no doubt members of this House sheould recelve the
arrange how they can best deal with It for ame statlonery, and I think we had better
the future- settle the whole question during the present

Mr. ELIAS. T was not here when this seion.
subjeet was discussed the other day, bât Mr. FOSTER. Who does make the Slec-.
0 have attended pretty regularly the meet- tion?
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Mr. SPEAKER. Mr. Clarke makes the to blame in connection with this matter.
selection. When the vote of the House was reduced,

Mr. FOSTER. I imagine, on suggestions hon. members cannot expect to receive the
and advice. same quality and the same amount of sta-

tionery. The impression left on my mind
Mr. SPEAKER. Mr. Clarke has made the was, that Mr. Speaker had not done what

selection since I have been In the Cbair, the committee thougfht he might have done,
followîng out what he did before. That withl the amount placed at his disposal.
was when there was $12,000nlu the vote ; but Hon. gentlemen will see <that they could not
since then the vote has been reduced to by any possible means be furnished with the
$8,000, so that there bas been no proper vote same amount of paper, or paper of the same
to give really valuable trunks and station- qualîty, with a much smaller amount of
ery. He has tried to squeeze what he could money. I, for one, do not care anything
out of It for the members, and I beUeve he about a trunk ; but, if we are to have sta-
has run his stock very low by reason of his Utonery, I am thoroughly In accord with the
attempt, out of a very much smaller sum, suggestion that it should be good. Perhaps
to give some kind of trunks to the members. we do not control what goes on in the Senate
He has run bis stock so low that he believes at all, and anything - we say here cannot
he will not be able to give any boxes of affect the expenditure there, but it las al-
statIonery next session. He made the selec- ways been the desîre that the flouse of Com-
tion. Of course, he had to give much less nions should have just as god material as
value ln stationery than le had done before, they have tu the Scnate.
when he had more money ; but, as to the Mr. FOSTER. We want to get through
selection he las made, I think I mentloned the Estimates, but I think this matter
it once before this session, that if hon. mem- should be settled by common consent. I
bers wished a different kind of statlonery might have sald it bluntly the other day,
than that which is placed In their trunks, but I said what Mr. Speaker has said here,
they eau send up and get from Mr. Clarke, that I thought It would be just as well to
If he las It in stock, a different kind of sta- relieve Mr. Speaker of the trouble of look-
tionery of similar value. Ing after the paper for the members. It is

Mr. OSLER. I think on one occasion I re- not a pleasant thIng to come In contact with
marked that the only economy the present two hundred hon. members, every one with a
Government had effected since they had different Idea as to the kind of paper he
been In office was to do away with bon should have. I believe that if we had the
members' stationery trunks, but it appears general assent of the House, that what we
that there has not been much economy. I want Is good, plain, serviceable statlonery,
would suggest, thait if stationery is to be the whole matter mlght be left with the effB-
supplied, it should be simple and of the best edent clerk of stationery. I belleve that If
character. If you supply paper, supply the Mr. Clarke was not Interfered with, and
best paper, the best pens, the best pocket simply had the assent of the Housa that what
knife. The various articles that are sup- was to be given was simple, plain, but
plied should be of .the best. Let it be as sim- statonery, we would get it, just as we
ple as eau be, but it should be of the best, as we ever would get It. We cannot vie
and I am quite sure the selection of It eau with the Senate. In the irst place, we can-
be left with all confidence to Mr. Speaker, not bring the Senate down, and, In the sec-
unler the direction of the House. The paper ond place, I do not think we should go up
sbould be simple business paper, and these to the heighb tof getting brass clocks. We
little articles of stationery should be simple might as well let the Senate manage their
and of the best. own stationery. They are a luxurlous and

select body, and they will have sueh sta-
di SEAKdER tad hpetthe fuseab tionery as they want. I belleve that thisdlstlnctly nderstand wbat H sald about fouse wlDl not care to go so high. My viewat. hope the House wil provide some would be, that if it Is made known by com-other means of selecting and attendlng to mon assent that we dod not want any fur-the statlonery. I thInk It Is hardly consist- belows, but we want good, plain statlonery,ent wlth the dignity of the Chairman of this we could leave the vote with the clerk ofaugust assemably tbat he should be looking stationery and le would provide t. I had a

after different kinds of statlonery. and I amr ttie curosity as to how we get 291 recipi-
sure It Is not an agreeable task. I wisb the ents of stationery. They must be largelyHouse particularly to take It off my hands. multiplied, If there are 56 reporters around

Mr. COCHRANE. It appears to me that these precinets. I think that at the present
a false Impression has been conveyed by the time you will flnd that there are not more
report of the committee on printing to this than -30 or 35.
House. It certainly was conveyed to my Mr. SPEAKER. There is a press associa--mInd, and I suppose to the minds of hon. tion n conection with hue Gallery here
members of thils Hlouse, that the hion. They organize themnselves, and I think theySpeaker had not done bis duty. I amn very are responsible for their organization. Theypleased to learn that Mr. Spea.ker was net have certain privileges connected wlth this
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House, a good many privileges, and, as far
as I am able to judge, they are pretty strict
lu the admissions they give to their Press
Gallery. Every session there is a new or-
ganization among them, and the secretary of
the Press Gallery sends to the Speaker the
full list of those who are elected members
of the Press Gallery. That list is not com-
pleted at once, but within a few weeks of
the beginning of the session it is completed.
That list I have always sent to Mr. Clarke
for bis guidance, and to the Sergeant-at-
Arms for his guidance, as to the members
full list of those who are elected members
for the Press Gallery who have the privi-
leges of the House and of the Reading Room
as well as the members of Parliament. Mr.
Clarke assures me that 56 is the average
number for some years, and I think it is
52 this year.

Mr. FOSTER. If it is done through the
secretary of the organization, of ecurse it
could not be done lu any better way.

Mr. SPEAKER. It is done well. I have
heard of many instances where newspaper
men were not accorded the privileges of the
Press Gallery, and when they came to com-
plain to me, I referred them instantly to the
organiza tion of the Press Gallery, which, I
believe, is entirely above party.

Mr. FOSTER. In every sense superlor to
It.

Mr. SPEAKER. So far as I can make out,
they are very strict and careful in that
matter.

Mr. McNEILL. I do not quite agree with
what my hon. friend (Mr. Cochrane) says, I
think we ought to have some kind of a strong
box to hold our stationery in. A year or two
ago we got a paper box or a card box of
some kind, and it all went to pieces. We
should have a deal box or a hemlock box
or some such thing, no matter how coarse,
It be, to contain our stationery dintil we get
home.

Mr. FOSTER. I think we should now ad-
journ.

Mr. BRITTON. There are in Ontario, as
I suppose there are in other provinces, what
are called county library associations. They
are sustained, first, by a membership fee,
second, by a grant froin the Law Society,
and third, by a small grant from the Ontarlo
Government. Application has been made to
this Parliament to furnish to these associa-
tions, numbering about twenty ln Ontario,
a copy of "Hansard." These associations
are established in 'the county towns, and al-
though mainly intended for the legal profes-
sion, the general publi lias access to them.
It would not be a very great expense to
furnish these different associations with a
copy of "Hansard," and I think It would be
money well spent. "Hansard " would be
more read there than In other places, except,

of course, In Parliament during session. It
would be very valuable la givlng the discus-
sions which take place on the legislation of
the country. I admit there is a good deal of
" Hansard " that never would be read by

1 anybody, but that is, perhaps, the misfortune
of having ithe debates published lin extenso.
Still, there Is so much that is valuable, valu-
able for the public and speclally valuable to
lawyers, that I submit that Parliament
should furnish the extra amount required to
supply these county librarles with copies of
" Hansard." I trust that this suggestion will
meet the approvail of the House.

Mr. GIBSON. Almost every week the
Committee on Printing has before it appli-
cations for ithe blue-books Issued by Parlia-
ment. The other day there was an application
from the city of Toronto asking for bound
copies of the parliamentary publications, but
although the matter has not been flnally dis-
posed of, the committee thought that they
were meeting all requirements when they
supplied the books in unbound form. Inci-
dentally, the question of supplying "Han-
sard " was brought up, and it was pointed
out by some members of the " Hansard"
committee, that in almost every case where
applicaition was made for the bound copies
for law societies, the mermber for the district
could supply them with one from the two
copies he receives every year. I submit,
that if you are going to the expense of fur-
uishing the law societies and free librarids
with bound copies of parliamentary publi-
eations, the appropriation made by Parlia-
ment to the Printing Committee would not
suffice. It i& quite an easy matter for the
member representing the locality to give
the extra copy of "fHansard" he recelves
to thetlaw society or publie library in his
district.

Mr. BELCOURT. I quite agree with the
suggestion made by the hon. member for
Kingston (Mr. Britton). It seems to me that
the expense Involved In supplying law asso-
clations with a copy of "Hansard " would
be qulte justified by the advantages derived
from it. These law associations are open
not only to the members of the bar, but to the
judges throughout the province ; and I think
it is important that the judges should be
made aware of the debates of this House
affecting public legislation-for instance, leg-
islation on the Criminal Code, amendments
to the criminal law and legislation on proce-
dure ln election matters. The opinions which
induced the members to pass legislation
might very well be at the disposal of the
judges throughout the country, and I think
the expenditure for this purpose would be
Justifled.

Mr. BENNETT. I was asked some little
time ago by the Bar Association ëf the
county of Simcoe to assist lu securing this
grant, if possible, and .I can heartily concur
ln what has been said by the two hon. gen-
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tlemen who have preceded me. In answer to
what the hon. member for Lincoln (Mr. Gib-
son), the chairman of the committee, says, I
have this to say, that where a niember bas
always had the two copies of " Hansard," If
he has presented one copy to a friend, it is
rather hard that he should Lave to turn
round now and break Into the serles by
giving one of lis copies to a law assocl-
ation. I agree that for lawyers and others
interested in the profession to be enabled to
refer to "Hansard" at a central place in
every county town, would be a matter of
great convenience.

Mr. MORRISON. I would be iiiclined to
support the suggestion that " Hansard " he
sent to the various law associations, if it
were also sent to other associations vhieh
are just as important or even more import-
ant than the law associations. I would
suggest that copies of " Hansardi "re sent
to the varlous farmers' institutes, the medi-
cal associations, the mining institutes, the
fruit-growers' Institutes, the canners' asso-
ciation, the license victuallers'-

Mr. FOSTER. The high-binders.
Mr. MORRISON-and in fact to ail mem-

bers of the community who are int.xested
In legislation, quite as much as lawyers car
possibly be. I cann.ot see how 'ion. gentle-
men can escape from supporting thiat sug-
gestion. In fact, I think the argument is
stronger in favour of having ::aausard'"
sent to these different associations, because
they have not the same facilities for goIng
through the frightful mass of stuff that
appears in "Hansard " from session te
session ; and if the hon. member for King-
ston will support my suggestion that "Han-
sard " Ibe sent to these different bodies, I
would have much pleasure In supportiag his
suggestion ; but certainly I tnink there
should be no invidious distinction, Seri-
ously speaking, I fail to see why " fHansard"
should be sent to the law associations. My
bon. friend from Kingston states that there
are 20 law associations in )ntario. There
must be as many in Quebee. in Brilsh
Columbia we have five, and there will, of
course, be more In a few years as popula-
tion increases. Then there are similar asso-
clations in the maritime provinces, In Mint-
toba and lu the Territories ; and I see no
valid reason for supplying all these bodies
with "Hansard." It is not the question of
expense at all ; it Is the bad precedent that
would be established ; and all these other
associations have as much right to be fur-
nished with copies, particularly the farmers'
assoclations. Personally, I opposie the sug-
gestion of my bon. friend from Kingston,
that "Hansard" be sent to the law libraries.

Mr. McMULLEN. I think a good many
inembers of this House will agree with me
that we are overloaded with la wyers, and
I am afraid that if we supply all the difer-

Mr. BENNETT.

ent lawyers' associations with ",lansard,"
those who are not lawyers will be crowded
out of this House. I am very much afraid
that if the judges read " Hansari" they
also w1il become politicians, and it is desir-
able that they should remain entirely Inde-
pendent and unblassed. But, joking apart,
I would have no objection to supply-
Ing the different law associations with co-
pies of " Hansard," but to do so wIll Increase
the cost. I think mechanies' institutes might
very well be supplied, and farmers' Insti-
tutes too, if the lawyers are to be supplied.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I do not
agree with the view of my hon. friend that
the result of the free distribution of "Han-
sard " to the law libraries would be te bring
more lawyers into this House. I am sure
that if the lawyers read half the stuff they
would find ln "Hansard " they would not
want to corne here at all. However, there
is a serious aspect to this matter. We make
laws here, and naturally our intention aud
our desire must be that the laws w~e make
should be thoroughly understood, especlally
by the Judges who are called on to admin-
!ster the laws and by the lawyers who take
part ln their administration. If we want
the laws which are passed here to be pro-
perly understood, it seems to me of the first
importance that the reasons and explana-
tions given li this House when the Bills
are introduced and discussed on both sides
should be accessible to those who are called
upon to administer the laws. I will give
the House one illustration of what I mean.
It will be remembered that lui 1886, as a
result of the general election, there were a
good many contestations of elections. For
the first time the question was raised as te
the six months' limitation ; that is tonsay,
i hen an election was contested, if six
months were allowed to elapse without foi-
lowing up the first proceedings, the whole
contestation falled. That question was dis-
eussed, with different results in all the pro-
vinces. One case was decided one way in
Quebec, another case another way in On-
tario, and other cases a different way In the
maritime provinces. Finally the question
was solved by reference to "1-lansard,"
w.here the speech made by the then Minister
of Justice, Mr. Justice Fournier, on Intro-
ducing the Bill, explained the whole diffi-
culty. So that ail of those cases finally
turned on the construction put upon that
clause by the gentleman who introduced
the Bill in this House. That Is one case-
whicii illustrates the usefulness of "Han,
sard," and I am not one of those who be-
lieve that after we have considered and dis-
cussed a Bill in this House, no good will
result from a reference to that discussion
by those who want to understand the Law.
I do not think we shîould refleet upon our-
selves by saylng that a great deal of in-
formation Is not to be derived from our dis-
cussions In this House upon the legislation
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introduced here. I will conclude by repeat
Ing that our object should be to facilitate
a proper understanding of our statutes, es
pecially on the part of all those connected
with the administration of justice, sud inu
this respect " Hansard" is extremely valu-
able, because lu the debates on the different
statutes will be found what was the inten-
tion of the House In passing them. I may
say, therefore, that my hou. friend fron
Kingston (Mr. Britton) bas given a very
valuable suggestion which I hope will be
put into effect.

Mr. MeNEILL. Though I, more frequently
than otherwise, am not ln accord with the
hon. Solicitor General, he and I sometimes
do agree, and I certainly do agree ln what he
has Just stated. It is very seldom, how-
ever, that I find myself In accord with any
opinion expressed by the hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), but to-
night, for a wonder, I find myself now ln
that position. I agree with that hon. gentle-
man entirely, that "Hansard " should, if
possible, be supplied to the different mechan-
les' institutes throughout the country. I
made •that suggestion myself ln the House
some years ago. These institutes are the
places where the reading young people are
likely to assemble, and it Is very important
that they should have an authoritative docu-
ment, such as the "Hansard," ito refer to.1
They see certain statements In the news-
papers, ln which they are very much in-
interested. One newspaper says one thing
and another the opposite, and if supplied'
with " Hansard " they would have an op-
portunity ln their discussions, of going to
the fountain head and finding out the facts.
I believe that "Hansard " is a most valuable
work of reference, and I should be sorry in-
deed if this House should ever contemplate
as I have sometimes heard It proposed, doing
away withl "HansardP" altogether. I would,
on the contrary, like to sec it supplIed to
every meehanies' institute in the country,
as well as the law libraries mentioned by
my hon. friend froi Kingston (Mr. Britton).

Mr. R. LEMIEUX (Gaspé). (Translation.) I
have inuch pleasure in endorsing the re-
marks fallen from the hon. Solicitor General
(Mr. Fitzpatrick), as far as "Hansard" is
concerned. "Hansard " should be found ln
all the law libraries, not only in the pro-
vince of Quebee but throughout the Domin-
ion. I may further say that, ln my capacity
of professor at Laval University, I am of
opinion that "Hansard " should be also sup-
plied to our universities. Last year. an
application was made to the Debates Com-
mittee by the law faculty of Lavai Uni-
versity for a complete serles of "Hansard."
I do not know whether our request was
acceded to, but I think we are entitled to it.
I think that for our studious youth who are
going through their curriculum in our uni-
versities to be enabled to refer to the report

- of our proceedings in this House would
be a matter of great convenience and in-

- terest. As the Solicitor General (Mr. Fitz-
1 patriek) has Just remarked, " Hansard " is
i very valuable not only to those who are

engaged in polities but to lawyers and to
all those who are connected with the admin-
istration of justice. -For instance, we have
our' "Criminal Code " which was discussed
at great length ir- this House in 1892. Those
who have not rae advantage of having a
copy of Mr. Crankshaw's work on the mat-
ter, which gives a complete summary of
those proceedings, have to refer continually
to " Hansard" because it is ln the report
of these proeedings and of the reasons and
explanations given in the House when the
statutes are introduced and discussed that
is to be found the intention of the legislator.
The saïne remark applies to our commercial
law. We have, it is true, the work written
on the matter by Mr. Girouard, now a judge
of the Supreme Court, which contains all
the proceedings and nthe debates which took
place ln connection with the bils of ex-
change and promissory notes. But there are
many other matters ln connection with
which one has continually to refer to "Han-
sard," as, fo: instance, the Banking Act.
Our courts of law are continually called up-
on to interpret the laws passed by this
louse. Now, in order to facilitate a proper

understanding of our statutes, reference
must necessarily be had to "Hansard," be-
cause it is in our debates on the different
statutes that will be found what was the
intention of the framers of the law. There-
fore, the suggestion made by the hon. Soli-

jcitor General has my beartlest support, and
I hope the House will show more liberalIty
than they have done in the past in .upp~y-
ing the law libraries and our universities

j with this publication.

Mr. MONK. I have much pleasure in en-
dorsing the suggestion expressed by my hon.

1 friend (Mr. Lemieux). I would be partica-
I larly pleased to see the "Hansard " distrl-
buted to our universities. Its distribution
would be conducive to great good among our
studious youth. I would even go a step fur-
ther and say, as far as the province of Que-
bec Is concerned-and I think .the other pro-
vinces as well-that it would be a great ad-
vantage to have "Hansard"" distributed to
the Institutions of higher education. Great
good would be derived from the distribution
to those Institutions of higher learning of
the resuits of our deliberations In this As-
sembly, and the suggestions made have,
·therefore. my heartiest support.

Mr. A. A. C. LaRIVIERE (Provencher).
(Translation.) Mr. Chairman, I venture to
say that. within my experienee as a mem-
ber of thc Debates Committee. these ten
years past. in every case when an applica-
tion from some institution of learning or
srome society was made to the committee for
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copies of ï Hansard," it was Invariably com-
plied with, ln the case of societies provided
with reading rooms or libraries.

It may be that in some cases when such
applications were made by societies having
no permanent place of m6eting, those appli-
cations were not complied with. Such was
the case when it was found that the copies
of " Hansard " asked for were for the ex-
clusive use of the secretary or some other
officer of the society. In sueh cases we
have refused it, but in every case when
it was shown te our satisfaction that there
existed a library or a reading-room pro-
vided for the members who wished to derive
Information from the perusal of the report
of our proceedings, we always acceded to
the request of the applicants. As to those
Institutions which have expressed the wish
of being supplied with " Hansard,"' we al-
ways furnished them with it, whether in
the case of universities, or law libraries or
otherwise. "Hansard " is actually d:sftri-
buted te all those Institutions having applied
to the committee for it, and if there are
some which are not yet supplied with ki,
that is simply owing to the fact that theydid net apply for it.

Mr. SPROULE. We have often had the
question raised whether it wouid not b3
wise te do away with "HansardI" altogether
on account of the considerable increase in
the expense from year te year, and that
increase would be certainly much greater
if the suggestions we have fust beard were
put In force. I was rather amused at the
reason given by the hon. Solicitor General
for supplylng the law libraries of the coun-
try with this publication. The reason he
gave was the great difference eof opinion
among lawyers on the interpretation of our
statutes, which, he said, the distributing of
"HansardI" to theu would te a great ex-
tent do away with. Why, even if you should
distribute "Hansard " as suggested, you
would rarely get two lawyers te :gree on
the interpretation of any clause of any sta-
tute. If It is for the purpose of disseminat-
ing knowledge, I agree that it would be wise
to put as many copies of "Hansard " as
possible within the reach of the legal fra-
ternity, but by the same parity of reasonlng
yeu might go further and distribute "Han-
sard" to the mechanles' institutes and all
the free libraries of the country, and there
they would be just as avallable te the
lawyers as to the general public. I do not
see any reason why you should give "Han-
sard " to one institution and refuse it to an-
other, but if we were to supply it to all
these Institutions, it would not be many
years befere you would have a resolution
In the House to do away wlth "Hansard"
entirely.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE moved
that the commIttee rise and report progress,
and ask leave to sit again.

Mr. LaRIVIERE.

Mr. WALLACE. I fail-to understand why
the Government should not continue the
business of the House to a more reasonable
hour.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I am
rather disposed to agree with my hon. friend
(Mr. Wallace), but I made a bargain with
my hon. friend from York, N.B. (Mr. Poster),
some time ago, that we would let each other
off about eleven o'clock.

Mr. WALLACE. He bas gone away, and
we are here ready to transact business, and
I do not see why we should be prevented.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We will
give my hon. friend ample opportun:ty to-
morrow night.

Mr. WALLACE. There it is again-Fri-
day night.

Motion agreed to, and the committee rose
and reported progress.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 160) to amend the Companies'
Act (from the Senate).-(Mr. Fitzpatrlck.)

BOUNTIES ON IRON AND STEEL.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
lng). We dealt with the resolutions respect-
ing bounties on iron and steel, but ·the Bill
was not introduced, and I ask that the re-
solution be received, that I may place the
Bill of it before the House for the first
reading.

Resolutions reported from Committee of
the Whole on a certain proposed resolution
providing for the gradual reduction of the
bounties on steel ingots, puddled iron bars
and pig iron made in Canada, authorized by
chapter 6 of the Acts of 1897, &c., were read
the second tme and concurred in.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE moved for
leave to introduce Bill (No. 161) to provide
for the gradual reduction of the bounties on
steel Ingots, puddled iron bars and plg iron
made in Canada, authorized by Chapter 6 of
the Acts of 1897.

Mr. WALLACE. The Bill, I presume, 19
that the bounties continue until 1902 and are
gradually reduced thereafter.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The Bill
is In accordance with the resolutions.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the fdrst
time.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing) moved the adjournment of the House.

Mr. WALLACE. What does the Govern-
ment Intend to take Up to-morroW?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I negleet-
ed to ask the right hon. Premier, before he
léft the Bouse, but I tblnk the intention Io
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to take up, first, te supplementary Esti-
mates, and then the main Estimates.

Mr. CLANCY. There are many Items in
the main Estimates 'that It is hardly fair
to go on with on Friday, particularly in the
evening. There is generally a slim House ou
FrIday evening and It will probably be even
thinner than usual to-morrow, because the
session has been long-continued, and mem-
bers find It necessary to go home.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. In that
case, I do not see what we can do but take
up what one of my hon. friends humourously
calls the "Retribution " Bill. But that also
might be regarded as not quite fair.

Mr. CLANCY. It would not be fair.
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. However,

sufficlent for the day is the good thereof.
We shall see what to-morrow brlngs forth.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned
at 11.20 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
FRIDAY, 23rd June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON
PRINTING.

Mr. GIBSON moved:
That the third report of the committee on

Printing of both Houses of Parliarnent be con-
curred in.

Mr. SPEAKER. I think that report was
referred back to the committee.

Mr. GIBSON. After the statements made
by myself, Mr. Speaker, in the Committee
of the Whole House, last night, the matter
was brought up in the Printing Committee
this morning. As the understanding of the
House was that you wished to be relieved
of the duty of selecting statlonery, It was
thought that the report of the committee
night be adopted.

Mr. SPEAKER. That does not settle tbe
juestion of order, however. The report was
referred back, and this resolution cannot
be passed in the present position of affairs.
I thlnk the eommIttee will have to report
again, and that report will be considered.

ANTI-JAPANESE AND ANTI-CHINESE
LEGISLATION.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). I wlsh to call the attention of my

hon. frIend from Victoria (Mr. Prior) to the
return in regard to the disallowance of
certain legislation In the province of Bri-
tish Columbia. The other day I brought
down a report on this subject, and some
time afterwards my hon. friend called at-
tention to the fact that a certain portion
of the correspondence had not been brought
down. I inquired and found that the hon.
gentleman's complaint was well founded,
and brought down the missing correspond-
ence the day before yesterday. Yesterday
the hon. gentleman sald he had not got
what we want and spoke in this way :

I invite the attention of the right hon. gentle-
man to the letter that he says he bas brought
down. What I asked for is the despatch No. 83
from the Governor General to Mr. Chamberlain,
not from Mr. Chamberlain to the Governor Gen-
eral. I want the despatoh brought down that in-
closed the opinion of the Department of Justice.
I do not see that here.
If my hon. friend will look again he will
see among the papers the despatch he wants.

Mr. PRIOR. That Is quite right. The
two were together when the right hon. gen-
tleman brought them down, but I under-
stood him to say that he had brought down
a copy of the despatch of the Minister of
Justice only.

TEMISCOUATA RAILWAY COMPANY.

M1r. MeALISTER moved that the peti-
tion of the Temiscouata Railway Company
for leave to present a petition for a private
Bill be now read and received.

The PRIME MINISTER. Explain.
Mr. McALISTER. The Temiscouata

Railway Company's Bill was passed in 1897,
and expires the end of this month, and the
company are asking now for leave to in-
troduce a Bill to continue the Act in force.

Motion agreed to.

THE YUKON-MR. OGILVIE'S REPORT.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUFPER. On
the 9th June a morion was carried in this
Hou.se ordering tbe printing of the erividience
that was taken In the commission~held by
Mr. Ogilvie and laid on the Table of this
House by the Minister of the Interior. This
is the 23rd of June, and I would like to
know whether the Government is able to
explain the delay, which seems to me extra-
ordinary, or to expedite compliance wlth the
House by the Printing Bureau. I am par-
tlcularly anxious to have this evidence. I
have been waiting for some tinde to present
.a motion of a very serious character which
I feel It my duty to move in ths House,
touching the conduet of the Government
and the members of It and the oflicers under
It In the Yukon district ; and It seemed to
me that that evidence, being ln the Depart-
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ment of the Interior for so long and then
laid on the Table of the House and then
ordered to be printed, ought to be lin the
hands of the members of the House. I de-
rire that members should bave that evidence
in order that they may fully appreciate the
value of the motion I propose to move. I
have mentioned on one or two occasions
the fact of this delay in printing, and desire
to have it expedited. I understood from the
right bon. Prime Minister sometime ago
that he would use his efforts to expedite the
printing. I should be very glad If the right
hon. gentleman could say when we may ex-
pect it.

The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gent'e.
man (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) knows
that the Government has no control over
the printing of the House-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
No direct control.

The PRIME MINISTER. But I am lu-
formed by the Clerk that the printing is
done and that the work is now being put
into book form. It is a large document.
more than 300 pages. It will be distributed
on Monday.

INQUIRY FOR RETURN.

Mr. MONK. I ask leave to direct the a -
tention of the Government to a motion for
a return which was carried in this House
on the 23rd April last for a statement of the
travelling expenses of the Superior Court
judges coming from different parts of the
province of Quebec to the city of Montreal.
As we have the Estimates under discussion
just now, and as I am Informed there is a
project to ask for the salaries for three new
judges in the city of Montreal, I think that
report would be of great importance, and i
would ask the Government when it is to De
brought down ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I may say that
this report is ready, and will be brought
down on Monday.

THE NORTHERN COMMERCIAL TELE-
GRAPH COMPANY.

t
Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the

Day are called, I wish to call the attention t
of the Prime Minister to the fact that t
the telegram and cablegran to Lord
Stratheona, High Commissioner, in regard
to the financial standing of the Northern
Coin umeil Telegraph Company, which the
Minister of Marine and Fisherles stated, in
reply to a question of mine in this House, t
had been recelved by the Government, were
not brouglit down amongst the papers. The
Order of *the House was issued for the same
on tfe 7ith of May, and I would ask the t
right bon. gentleman, if he will see that it r
la placed on the Table as soon as possible. s

CAMRlm" B T Pt t

The PRIME MINISTER. You will have
it on Monday.

QUEBEC COUNTIES AND THE PLEBI-
SCITE VOTE.

Mr. MOORE. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I wish to call the attention
of the Government to some papers that I
asked for in connection with the polling In
certain counties In the province of Quebec
in the plebiseite vote last fall, and which
have not come to hand. They were ordered
five or six weeks ago. Only one return bas
been received, about three weeks ago, that
for the county of Kamouraska.

The PRIME MINISTER. That report Is
being prepared by the Clerk of the Crown In
Chancery. who Is not an offieer of the Gov-
ernment, but an officer of this House. How-
ever, I am informed by him that he Is pro-
ceeding with it. I have not seen him for
some time, but I know that he is working
at it, and It will, no doubt, be brought down
at an early date.

Mr. FOSTER. Is he no.t an official of the
Gove.riIr Ent ':

The PRIME MINISTER. He Is an ofleial
of the House, first.

WORKING RULES OF RAILWAY COM-
PANIES.

Mr. CLARKE. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I would like to draw the
attention of the Prime Minister to a special
despatch which appears in the Toronto
" Evening Star," of Wednesday, June 21.
The " Star' is a paper which generally sup-
ports the hon. gentlemen opposite, and this
special says :

Ottawa, June 21.-It Is understood that the
Government Intends to bring in legislation thin
session provIding running rules for railways,. so
that all roads may take advantage of them, in-
stead of every road having its own rules, which
causes confusion in the case of companles that
have running rights over other roads.

The Government Bill, when Introduced, will be
referred to the Railway Committee o that its
details may be thoroughly threshed out. Some
time ago the Grand Trunk adopted the Ameriean
rules because a good portion of its system is ln

ihe United States. There was some dissatisfac-
tion about the change among the employees, and
he trouble is said not to be entirely disposed of.
The course which the Government intends pur-
suing would settle this matter.
I would like to know, if there: Is any truth
n the despatch, that it is the intention of
he Government to introduce such a mea-
sure.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS (Mr. Blair). I. can probably give
he hon. gentleman the information that he
requires. He will recolleet that last session
ome discussion took place with. respect to
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approving the rules which had been laid be-
fore the Governor ln Council by the Grand
Trunk Railway Company. I stated then
that the rules had been approved, but 1[ pro-
mised the bon. gentleman hlmself, I think,
that I would communicate with the Grand
Trunk Railway Company on the subject,
asking them to delay brInging the rules into
operation, in order to aford the men an
opportunity of stating any objections that
they mlght have to those rules. I did have
such correspondence, and the rules were
laid over for some time. I notified the offl-
cers who represent the labour association,
of the fact that the rules were being defer-
red until they could be heard, and I asked
them to name a day when It would suit
their convenience, and I would be glad to
hear them, and to notify the ofilcers of the
Grand Trunk Railway Company, as the de-
sire seemed to be that I should be present
on the occasion. The communication whicl
I sant in this way was not answered. I
sent another, and it resulted in a message
being left at my offiee by one of these offi-
cers, stating that there were really no objec-
tions to the rules. The rule' then, I sup-
pose, would have gone into operation, but
shortly after that I was advised that these
officers who hadiacted in this way, had not
been duly authorized by the society; I think
they sald there was some misunderstanding.
Following upon that information, I again
cormunicated with the Grand Trunk Rail-
way Company, and. asked them, if they
would further delay bringing the rules into
operation, as there mlght be some objec-
tions. I may say that, just before this last
occurrence, a body of rules was recelved
from the Canada Atlantic Railway Com-
pany, which they deslred the Governor in
Council to approve. These were dealt with
ln the same way ; they were approved be.
fore I had understood from the offieers
whom I supposed represented the associa-
tion, that there was any objection to these
rules. Then, having heard that these par-
ties had not been fully advised of what was
going on, and that they deslred still to look
into the matter, I communicated with the
Canada Atlantie Railway people, and, as a
result, these rules bave not gone into opera-
tion. The present situation of the matter is
this: Upon consideration, it appeared to
me that it might be desirable to amend the
General Railway Act, so that the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council, subject to
the approval of the Governer in Council,
should be authorized to frame a body of
rules, either by itself or through some com-
petent body, for general application to ail
the roads In Canada that are under the jur-
Isdiction of the Parliament of Canada. That
view having been concurred ln by my col-
leagues ln the Council, I bave had drafted a
section to add to the General Railway Act,
and a Bill containing this section is now be-
fore the Railway Committee. Lt appeared

to me that these general amendments were
of such a nature that it was desirable the
Railway Committee should discuss them,
and make any desirable suggestions that
could be incorporated ln the Bill. The Bill
is now before the committee ; it was re-
celved at the late meeting of the committee,
but owing to there being a very small at-
tendance of members, I suggested that it
should remain over and be made the first
order at the next meeting, when we are-
likely to have a large attendance. That is
the position.

SUPPLY-THE QUEEN vs. CLARKE.

The. MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing) moved that the House again resolve ut-
self into Committee of Supply.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. By
arrangement with the Solicitor General (Mr..
Fitzpatrick), I wish briefly to bring up a
certain matter. I may say, at the outset,
that, owing to the courtesy of the Minister
of Justice, I have been able to get some-
papers which deal with the claim of Mr.
Clarke. His counsel, Mr. W. Myers Grey,
lost his papers ln this matter at the time of
the fire In New Westminster, and, having
asked me to bring the matter to the atten-
tion of the Goverument, I was dependent on
the courtesy of the Minister of Justice for
obtalnlng the only information that I have
ln the matter. The plaintiff ln this case,
whose lands were expropriated by the
Crown, was offered the sum of $150 or there-
abouts, and the matter went finally to the
Exchequer Court, where he recovered a
judgment of $11,000 and costs ; the costs
and principal aumonhlte(l to $12,303.05. That
judgment was obtained during the time of
the old Government, on January 20. 1896.
Some delay occurred ; whose delay it was,
is not important to Mr. Clarke or to Mr.
Grey, so long as It was not theirs. Some
delay occurred ln the amount of the judg-
ment being tendered to the plaintiff ; and,
in a memorandum that has been sent to the
Department of Justice, I find the following
facts stated :-First of all, those that I have
mentloned, the date of the judgment and
the amount ; then, the fact that the cheque
for this amount was not issued until the
28th of April, 1896. The claim is for the
difference ln the interest that was running
from the date of the judgment until the time
of this payment, and, of course, the interest
subsequently. Reference is made to the
legislation, where the rate of interest is
stated at 4 per cent. which may be pald on
a judgment. Mr. Grey, in his memorandum
to the Department of Justice, shows that,
where the Crown is authorized to pay inter-
ést lu that sense on a judgment, it is prac-
tically peremptory, and not merely permis-
sive, ft r the Government to pay inter-
est until the money and costs are paid.
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The practice bears out that construction, as
is shown ln the rules of the Exchequer
Court to which he refers. In this corre-
spondence which I have before me-It is not
complete, I admit-1 eannot find any reason
why Mr. Grey's client, Mr. Clarke, has not
had the advantage of the practice ln this
ease. Und aitis not hid the full amount of the
'iXterest on his judgment. I need not say
any more, Sir. The correspondence ecn-
tinues from September, 1896, down to Janu-
ary, 1899, and the complaint is made by Mr.
Grey, ln part of the correspondence, that he
could not obtain answers to his letters.
Therefore, I suppose that is one of the
things that goes to show why bis claim for
Interest on the judgment has been unpaid.
I caull the matter to the attention of the hon.
Solicitor General, and I would be glad to
know on what ground he has gone on in
resisting this claim.
, The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). The plaintiff claimed by his peti-
tion to recover from the Crown $20,778, and
the Crown offered him $149. After protract-
ed litigation, it was decided that the plaintiff
was entitled to recover $8,600, with interest
at the rate of 6 per cent on $2,500 for ten
and one-half years, and on $4,000 for seven
and one-half years. This judgment was
rendered on the 20th of January, 1896. The
judgment was not entered-I think it may
be fairly assumed, because of the neglect,
or of the action,. of the plaintiff's counsel,
until the 24th March, 1896. Then, the judg-
ment, whieh was entered on the 24th March,
1896, reached the Finance Department on
the 25th April, 1896, and a cheque was
Issued for the amount and sent to this gen-
tleman on the lst of May, 1896. Surely.
there Is no serions ground of complaint
because of delay, when a cheque for a Judg-
ment, entered on the 24th of March, did not
Issue until the 1st of May, especially In
view of the fact that this large amount of
Interest was allowed, Interes4 on a portion
of the sum for ten and a half years, and on
another portion for something like six years.
In any event, the judgment, after it was re-
corded and communicated to the Depart-
ment of Finance, was paid by the Depart-
ment of Finance, and a cheque sent for the
amount within t very few days after this
occurred, and previous to the let of May.
Then, there appears to 'have been some cor-
respondence lu reference to it. My hon.
friend' (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) knows
perfectly well that the Crown cannot
be made to pay Interest on a judg-
ment, except there Is a statute or a
contract. In reference to this judg-
jleDt. tihere an be -n contention that
the Government would be under any obliga-
tion to pay interest upon a contract, so that
the whole matter depends upon the construe-
tion that can be placed upon the statute
which refers to the payment of interest.
That statute provides that

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Plcton).

The Minister of Finance and Receiver General
may allow and pay to any person entitled by the
judgment of ·the court to any moneys or costs,
intereet thereon at a rate not exceeding 4 per
cent from the date of such judgment until such
moneys or costs are paid.
So that, ln this cage, It was entered on the
24th of March, communicated to the Depart-
ment of Finance on the 25th April, and pald
on the lst of May. Subsequently, the De-
partment of Finance, ln the exercise of the
discretionary powers conferred 4y the sta-
tute, allowed Interest for one month on this
judgment. The judgment was rendered on
the 20th January ln British Columbia, and
it was paid on the lt of May, and, if you
allow eight or tent days from the time that
the judgeiunt reaches the Department of
Finance to elapse until the matter Is de-
eided, and until the, Department of Justic3
consider whether an appeal is to be taken,
and If, after these ten days have expIred,
you allow one month's interest, I think there
is no great cause of complaint.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
There does not seem to be much to discuss
except the hon. gentleman's statement as
to the date of the judgment. The hon. gen-
tleman states that the judgment was ln
March.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I thInk I
gave the date of the judgment as the 20th
of January, 1896, but It was only entered
on the 24th of March.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
suppose that is a grievance that the Orown
has taken advantage of, the date when the
entry was made. I suppose it should have
been entered on the 20th of January.. Per-
haps, on reconsideration, the Government
will bear that ln mind. I am sure they
would not wish to take advantage of any
technical point, although the strength of the
Solicîtor General's statement is really based
upon the date of the entry being ln March,
as against January. I would be glad, if the
matter could be reconsidered ln that spirit.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing). I may state what is the general prac-
tice of the Finance Department ln reference
to the payment of these judgments. The
statute which has just been referred to
gives the Mir-ister of Finance discretion as
to the payment of interest on a judgment
rendered In the Exchequer Court. We have
adopted a practice In the matter, which, I
think, is fixed by Order In Council, that,
where there Is any delay which eau be at-
tributed properly to the Government, Inter-
est will be paid, but where there Is no delay
chargeable to the Government, interest shall
not be paid. We regard the mioney as pay-
able when the certticate of judgment Is
filed ln the Finance Department. Before
we make the payment, we allow ten days
to elapse for the department to make In-
qulry into the matter, and for the consid-
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eration of the matter by the Department of
Justice. If there be any delay after the
ten days, we may pay interest, but
for any delay that may occur betwveen
the date of the judgment and the filing
of the certificate we ean take no
action whatever. If we do not pay
after the expiration of the ten days from
the filing of the certificate, we allow inter-
est at the rate of 4 per cent to the date when
payment is actually made.

Motion agreed to, and the House again
resolved itself into CommIttee of Supply.

(In the Committee.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Mr. Chairman, may I ask the bon. Solicitor
General (Mr. Fitzpatriek), if he bas been able
to get the information promised on the 21st
of June in regard to there being correspond-
ence with the judges touching an amount in
bis supplies, in which he said :

I am not sure that I have authority to say that I
would bring that letter down without consulting
the Minister. It la not, if I am properly In-
formed, on the departmental file yet. It accom-
panies the account, and explains to 'the Minister
why the liability was incurred. I see no objec-
tions to producing the letter.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. I will in-
quire.
Intercolonial Railway-

To build rest-houses at nine engine sta-
tions ................................. $4,360

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I propose to drop that item ;
therefore, It will have to go into the supple-
mentary Estimates for next year.

Intercolonial Railway-
To provide new machinery at Moncton

shops.......................... 5,000

Mr. FOSTER. What is this for ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS& AND

CANALS. I am advised that It will become
necessary to get some machinery of a larger
size, as wq have very much larger engines,
necessitating larger plant, hoisting appara-
tus, and the other maéhinery necessary for
our purpose.

3fr. FOSTER. Has the -hon. gentleman
an estimate o! -the kind of machinery and
the cost ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I. may staite that we will -have
to ask a simllar amount next year, as this
w1 only suffice In part -for our purpose.

Mr. POSTER. What are the Items of
machinery and thelr cost whieh make. up
the $5,000?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. As I have said this amount
wIll- be inadequate for ail our requirements,
but with this vote will be purcbased a

planer, hoisting apparatus, emery tool grind.
er, air motors, and It icludes the cost of
setting up that machinery. These are spe-
cial machines made by argecial manufac-
turers, and they will be got from the manu-
facturers direct by the department, and of
course without tender.

Mr. SPROULE. Will you get them In
the United States or in Canada ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Part 4n the United States, and
part In Canada.

Intercolonial Raflway-
Rolling stock...................$20,000

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This is to enable us to get as
speedily as possible twenty more refrigera.
tor cars. We purchased last summer a
number of refrigerator cars, but there has
been a great demand for more, and we have
made arrangements so that If this grant
passes we wIll Immediately get twenty
more of these refrigerator cars.

Mr. SPROULE. How many refrigerator
cars have you on the Intercolonial Rail-
way now ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND·
CANALS. Twenty-six.

Mr. FOSTER.
cost ?

What wIll these cars.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The total cost of eaeh car <vili
be $1,012 ; the ear itself will cost $972, and
the addition is for the air brakes.

Mr. FOSTER.
tained ?

Where are these cars ob-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They are being' made by Rhodes
& Curry. They made the others, and the
order was extended subject to the under-
standing that we would get a vote from
Parliament.

Mr. SPROULE. Are these ears cooled
by Ice or by the ammonia process?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think we have not yet triede
the ammonia process on our system.
Prince Edward Island-

To purchase wharf at Mount Stewart... $3,500.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. This was a new wharf bulît by
the provincial government, and It cost them,
I believe, the sum which is mentioned here.
There Is quite a little freight brought to
the rallway by coasters W this port, and
we found 4t necessary to acquire the wbarf
and run our track down to the water. It
was owned by the provincial government.

Mr. POSTER. What evdoence of cost
came before the Minister?
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Our engineer, M:. Mackenzie,
looked into the matter, and reported to us
that the price was reasonable.

Mr. FOSTER. Is it a new wharf or an
old wharf'?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I understood it was a compara-
tively new wharf, and had only been a
short tinie bulIt.

Mr. FOSTER. It 's rather important to
know whether it is a new wharf or an old
one, because I have no doubt the provincial
government would be glad to get some more
of its wharfs taken. Several years ago a
thorough exanination was made of the
wharfs la Nova Scotia and Prince Edward
Island, and the Dominion Government took
over a certain number of them, many of
them not In the best state of repair. No
doubt the provincial goverament would be
glad to get these old wharfs off their hands.
I wish to know is this one of the old wharfs
existing at that time or -has It been built
since ? If It was built by tender and con-
tract as a new wharf, the cost could easily
be ascertained, but If &t is an old wharf
It would be pretty difficult to tell what .t
Is worth. Is it In a good state of repair
now ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, my deputy tells me that
it is ln a very satlsfactory state, and he
-approved of the arrangement.

Mr. FOSTER. I 4magine It was bulit for
other purposes than to accommodate the
Intercolonial Railway. Can the MInister
say why we could net obtaiu the user of
It without purchasing It, and becoming re-
-sponsible for its maintenance ? Do we
charge wharfage? I suppose we must give
the use of it to ethers.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The ralway runs round the
bead of Hillsborough River, and this wharf
l8 well located for coast business. Many
vessels brought traffic to *hat point. and in
the interests of the railway It was desirable
that we should secure a wharf In that parti-
-cular loeality. At all events, It was so re-
ported to me, and I approved of the pro-
posai.

Mr. HAGGART. Have you the report of
the engineer that It was necessary to get
this wharf ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not know whether we have
a report tthat It was necessary ; but we have
a report as to the reasonableness of the
price.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, we have a report that it
was necessary. The wbarf Is a -small afair
.at e head o the river at Mount Stewart,

Mr. FOSTER.

from whIch point the railway branches off
to Souris and Gporgetown. This wharf was
built by the local government, but It was
not strong enough to carry the railway. The
railway had to have a wharf at that locality,
this wharf was selected, the engineer ap-
proved of the selection and the price, $3,500,
and agreed to report lu favour of Its pur-
chase. I have not seen his report ; but when
the Minister of Railways last year went to
Prince Edward Island, I went with him to
the place, and he went down and Inspected
the wharf before paying 'the money for It.
It Is the only place ln that part of the coun-
try where grain or any other produce that
comes by train, can be shIpped to schooners.

Mr. POSTER. Has the provincial govern-
Mt-nt a system of toils on the wharfs it
owns ?

Tue MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I can-ot say posltively.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's). Yes, it has.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. The switch runs down on
the wharf, and the vessels load beside it.

Mr. POSTER. Does the Minister propose
to leave this wharf open to the public, and,
if so, to charge tolls or make It free ?

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It cannot be used by the
public to any extent, as It Is too narrow, and
the railway tracks run on It. I suppose It
might be used îby the general public also,
but it belongs to the Dominion now and Is
paid for. It wIll enable a very large section
of country to ship their grain straight to
'that point ; otherwIse, they would have to
take It to the buyers at the different stations
and from these points send it to Charlotte-
town.

Mr. FOSTER. Did I understand the Min-
ister -to say that It bad to be strengthened
by the Railway Department, and rails had
to be laid on It ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes.

Mr. POSTER. When was that strength-
enlng process done ?

The MINISTER >F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It had just been finished
when I was there last year. The workmen
had not left. The ralls were laid.

Mr. -FOSTER. Then it amounts ito just
this: The wharf bas been - bought, the
strengthenIng process has gone on at the
cost of the country, the property ias been
taken over, and the Minister of Railways
dld all this without any authorization at all
and without any vote. After It le ail done--
bought, strengthened, aasd the user of It
taken over-then the Minister thinks that
probably it is hlgh time for n mto come
down Ad ask for a lttle mey. Up t
that thune he was lord high admirai, who
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went around and dispensed these buying
prIvileges along with the Minister of Marine
and Fisherles, as though it was their own
money they were spending; and not till it
came to the time to pay did elther of these
gentlemen thInk there was au institution
called Parliament, and that there was an old
but now pretty obsolete rile which used to
bind Goveruments and Ministers ln this.
country, that before you make a purchase
you ought to go througb the forn, at least,
of consulting Parliament and getting the
authorization of Parliament and a vote of
money. That never was thought of till
elght days before the end of the fiscal year,
when the note pressed for payment.

The MINISTER OF 'MARINE AND
FISHERIES. It Is such a 6mail affair that
the Prince Edward Island Government and
the Intercolonial Railway and all rallways
are aecustomed to buy any switches for
traffie without coming and taking a special
vote of Parliament every tUme.

Mr. FOSTER. Then I understand that
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries bas
rhrown off the mask entirely. Up to this
time there has been something like an apol-
ogy when members of this Government
bave proceeded Illegally and wrongfully to
acquire property wlthout a vote or means
of paying for It, and without any authoriza-
tion. But to-day the Minister of Marine
and Fisherles stands on his legs and de-
clares that it is not necessary to have the
authorization or vote of iParliament. I am
glad that at last the Government, through
one of their members, have come out of the
bush into the open, and declared that here-
after tbey Intend to go on the plan that they
wIll purchase, entirely irrespective of whe-
ther Parliament has authorizedi the pur-
ehase or not. A little thing ! It is the buy-
Ing of a wharf, and I should tbink that com-
mon honesty would compel the Minis!ter of
Marine and Flsberles to stand up and argue
that the principle Is the same withi refer-
ence to $3,500 as it Is with reference to
$75,000. I want the country to know-

The MINISTER OF 'MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman vnust not
1misrepresent me.

Mr. FOSTER-and I want the members
of this House to know It. I have 'the
1floor.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman refuses
to allow ame to explain.

Mr. POSTER. I bave the floor.
perfectly relentless just now.

I am

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I want to tbank tbe hon.
gentleman-

Some hon. M MBERS. Order. order.
r. DheIPUTY RP10AKE It understand

-that the hon. member will flot give way.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERI ES. I want to thank him for his
extreme courtesy. The hon. gentleman re-
fuses to allow me to explain. I will bear
it in mind.

Mr. POSTER. There Is an old rule that
when a man smites you on one cheek, you
should turn the other; but in parliamentary
practice it becomes neeessary once In a
whIle to forego that old rule. My bon. friend
has time and again refused me a single
word in the midst of bis explanation, anid
just for this once I am golng to nish what
I have to say -when I have the chance.
Afterwards I will give ithe hon. gentleman
some courtesy. That Is just the position the
hon. gentleman has taken, and I want the
members of the House and the country to
know that at last the Liberal Government,
through one of their mernbers, have publie-
ly stated to this Hous£ and to the country
that they do not consider it necessary to
have the authorization of Parlament or the
vote of Parliament before making pur-
chases.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I did not make any such
statement. The hon. gentleman knows that
no money -bas been paid or can be palid until
we take the vote. The Minister slmply
went there and agreed to purchase this
wharf because it was In the publie Interest
that it should be parchased, and the fact
that it 'was necessary to alter it and streng-
then it did not amount to a row of pins.
The hon. gentleman or any other Minister
would do the same thIng. It was doue In
order to get the traffic of hast €all on the
wharf.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman has correct-
ly stated the matter.

Mr. POSTER. I am wIlling to take bis
last statement. It Is the same as the frst.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I was satlafed from what was
represented to me that It would be a public
convenienee andi ltithe Interests of the
Prince Edward Island 'Railway that we
should run this spur down on this wharf.
In the conversations with the members of
the provincial government, they understood
that while we would take the wharf and
use It, the purcbase could not be eonduded
until after that on the sanction of Parla-
ment. They never expect a dollar until we
obtained an appropriation from Pariament.
In the meanwhIle, for our own convenlence
and that of the publie we are using the
wharf.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. The question
resolves Itself lnto this : Is the House free
to object to this vote?

The NISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANA Qulte so.
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Sir CHA1ULES TUPPER. I do not
think so. I think that ai faith lu
Goveruments would be at an end If when
this Government makes an arrangement
with the local government of Prince Edward
Island lu reference to a matter of this kind,
on which they expend money, this Govern-
ment is free to depart from it. There is a
contract which the House must approve or
vote want of confidence tu the Administra-
tion. A government is not warranted In
making expenditures, unless under very ex-
ceptional and extraordinary circumstances,
without an appropriation, and the fact that
this Government said to parties : "You can-
not be paid until Pariament votes this
money," does not help them at ail. It Is no,
a saving clause, so far as this Parliament
is concerned. The property was purchased,
money was expended on it, and the pur-
chase price must be paid, but it will be paid
ln opposition to the sound parliamentary
principle of getting the authority of Parlia-
ment before, lnstead of after the thing is
done. The hon. gentleman ean hardly take
the position that no harm is done because
no money was paid, and, therefore, the
House Is free. The House Is not free. It
must carry out the contract made by the
head of a department and a member of the
Government. and, therefore, the hon. gentle-
man has inverted the order of procedure. I
do not mean to say that there are not cases
of exigency where the Government is war-
ranted ln ineurring expenditure without the
authority of Parliament, but there was no
such exigency ln this case. Bt I suppose
there was an election going on.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Not at ail. It was agreed to
be purchased the previous year from the
then premier, Mr. Peters.

Mr. FOSTER. That is stili worse.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. It was agreed that we shôuld
come down to Parliament and ask for a
vote. I thought the vote was in myse'.f.
When my colleague came down last year,
I took him to the place, and the superinten-
dent ran the railway down the wharf ln
order that my hon. friend might see whe-
ther it was a suitable purchase or not. He
agreed that it was a sultable purchasc.
When the agreement was made, the local
government were told expressly : We can-
not purchase until Parilament assents. Tie
whole agreement is made subject to th?
approval of Parliament.

Mr. HAGGART. If my memory serves me
rightly, the spur was bulIt down to the
wharf during my time.

The MNSTER OF MARINB AND)
FISHERIES. The hon. genteman is en-1
tlirely wrong. It never was there at all In I
the hon. gentleman's time.

SCHÉ"=ADRLES rTPPER.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman, I assume,
does not wish to exaggerate a small matter.
The facts are not such as ýwould justify any
person lu finding the least fault with this
transaction. The members of the provincial
government thoroughly understood the whole
matter, we had no written contract with
them but a verbal understanding that we
would ask Parliament, and if Parliament
gave us the grant we would close the pur-
chase. We are under no obligation further
than -any Government Is to carry out its
promise, which in this case was that we
would submit a vote to Parliament.~ That
is a thing whieh has to be done time and
time again, particularly ln connection with
a railway department.

It was perfectly clear that it would be
very much In the interests of the public that
we should run a spur down there and enable
the people to bring their produce to the end
of the wharf, and we did that. The provin-
cial government said: We own this wharf,
look it over and see If it suits, ant if It does,
you are at liberty to buy it. The distinct
understanding was that the transaction was
not a purchase until sanctioned by Parlia-
ment and a grant made for that purpose.
They were not misled In the slightest degree.

Mr. FOSTER. No, they know they will
get their money.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They know that if we ask Par-
liament, under such reasonable circumstan-
ces, Parliament will not hesitate to grant the
money, but it is open to Parliament to say
we will not grant it, and the transaction
falls to the ground.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon.
gentleman does not appreciate the grav-
ity of the case. According to his own
statement, the Dominion Government,
through its Minster of Railways, makes a
contract with the provincial government, but
the provincial government know perfectly
well that although under that contract they
cannot be pald until the money is voted by
Parliament, the money must be voted by
Parliament, or else the Government would
be defeated. At ail events the Minister of
Rallways and Canals would retire from the
Government and throw the whole country
Into confusion ugless this vote were carried
through.

Mr. FOSTER. How much money wa's ex-
pended on the strengthening of a wharf
and preparing it for Intercolonial Railway
business?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My deputy does not recolleet the
amount just at this moment, but It would
not be a very large Sm. It would be the
cost of laying down the raft*
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Mr. FOSTER. There Is more than that.
The hon. Minister of Marine says It was not
strong enough and had to be strengthened.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I said the rails were under-
pinned. The whole does not amount to a
hill of beans.

Mr. TAYLOR. Beans come high down
there.

Mr. FOSTER. We wIll want the engi-
neer's report on whIch this was purchased.
The hon. Minister of Marine, in his anxiety
to help his colleague, rather lets hlm in
deeper by venturing ithe Information that the
whole thing had been arranged a year ago,
and that he thought a vote for It was in the
Estimates that came down last year. Surely
there have been elections around there la
that space of time.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman is quite
wrong. Mr. Peters came here and talked
the matter over.

Mr. FOSTER. More than a year ago the
promise was made by the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries for tbis Government, that
the provincial government should be helped
to the extent of the purchase of this wharf
for $3,400. Parliament met, no vote was
taken, and Parliament adjourned, the Min-
Ister of Railways then went to work and
took possession of the wharf, which he -had
never been authorized to buy and for which
he had no appropriation. He spent from
$1,000 to $2,000 of public money upon that
wharf. He put his rails upon It and took
the user of it. He virtually commItted him-
self, without the shadow of a doubt, to pay-
ment for it, and yet now he says that there
Is no harm done because the money has
not been pald. Of course It could not be
pald until the hon. gentleman got It, for I
suppose he was not se pressed In this ese
as his colleagues were with respect to Mr.
Charleson. Mr. Charleson had to be sent
out at once, and so they had to 'steal
money from other votes which, In their ex-
press wording, were applicable only te other
purposes aud not to th- building of
the telegraph Une to the Yukon.
They furalshed Mr. Charleson with 513,-
000 worth of cheques to put in his
pocket te take up into tha Yukon. In this
case, there Is such a hurry to get It all over
before the meeting of Parliament, which
took place three days afterwards, that they
resorted to this act Of financial brigandage
-nothing short of It ; nothing else will ex-
press it. The Minister of Railways and
Canais, more cautious, or less urgent, be-
eause he was dealing with friends of his
own, who did not require the cheques In
their pockets quite so son, let it run for a
year, puts his band into the public treasury
for a couple of thousand dollars to bufld up

191

and strengthen hie wharf, and then comes
down and saya : Now, my obedient follow-
ers, my loyal henchmen, I want you to step
up like little men and vote this money. And
the bon. member for Rusell (Mr. Edwards)
Is getting ready to justify 1t.

Mr. WALLACE. He always does.

Mr. FOSTER. Always. And the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies)
justifies it by saying it le only aM litte thing,
and noddlng his head In hie superior way,
as though he were saylng: What fools
these men on the other aide be for trying to
live up to the appropriations of Parliament
and the rules that govern the expendIture
of money ln this country. We want to have
the engineer's report and the account' of
money which was expended up to this time.
I shall not ask the hon. gentleman this time
to hold baek the vote, but only to bring that
information for the evening sitting.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will try to do so.

Mr. MARTIN. Without entering Into the
constitutional aspect of the question, I ven-
ture to think that it would have been better,
if the vote had been Included In last year's
Estimates. I tbink the objeet to be accom-
plished ls a very desirable one. As far back
as 1896, the exmtension of the railwey to the
wharf at Mount Stewart was advocated by
myself, and It was as strongly opposed and
ridiculed by our opponents-at least by my
opponent in East Queen's. The extension oc
the railway te the wharf necessitates its pur-
ehase by the Government. It was referred
to as one of the branch lines to be built in
Prince Edward Island. It will afford very
necessary accommodation, and I am glad in-
deed that the MinIster of Railways and Can-
als hue taken hold of the matter. I do not
know that the case justifies the ex-Minister
of Finance In making su much out of it,
as it le a very necessary work.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I want
to tell my hon. friend (Mr. Martin), If he
will allow me, that I did not object te the
work.

Mr. MARTIN. I understand that perfectly.
There ls a question at Issue, and has been
for many years, as to the Dominion Govern-
ment taking over certain wharfs in Prince
Edward Island. I understand that a letter
was sent by the Premier of this Governmient
to Ithe Premier of Prince Edward Island,
that this Government is ready to take hold
of some of these piers at least. I think the
preferable way would be to take hold of
the question as a whole and flinally arranged
as to #the wharfs ·the Dominion Government
Is 4i take. The place where ·this money is
being spent is a large shipping place, and
Its business wIl extend and inerease, and
this accommodation le very neee.ssary lndeed.
I trust the Item will be allowed to pass.

BEVISED EDITION.
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Mr. SPROULE. I understand that the ment could not allow hlm to do; that, even
hon. member for YorL (Mr. Foster) did not if he were willing. If he has simply dis-
take exception to the merits of the work. It cussed the purchase of the wharf and agreed
might be the most meritorious work that the to ask a vote of Parliament, that would be
Minister has done for years pat, but excep- all right. But the action he bas taken pre-
tion is taken to the way he has done It-first vents entirely an open mind with reference
spending money, and then asking the House to this transaction. The Government and
to vote it. LIt Is said, in extenuation of his its followers are bound to approve this trans-
conduct, that it is only a lIttle thing ; but, action or repudiate the Government, and
If It Is condoned by this House In little that they cannot do.
thlngs, it wlll not be very long before the The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I tinkGovernment will take the opportunity ofImy hon. friend (Mr. Foster) might be sup-doIng the same in large things. We must posed to be making a very good speech onobserve the safeguards that are provided behalf of an Opposition member of theagainst theI improper expenditure of the Prince Edward Island legislature.people's money.

Mr. FOSTER. What I have said is with-
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I have out any such consideration. I speak as I

some diffileulty In ascertainIng how the Min- think It Is my duty to speak.
Ister of Railways and Canals could purchase
a wharf. no matter how expedient it might The MINISTER OF FINANCE. But the
be in the interests of the country, according point he makes mlght be a strong one from
to the rules which the hon. gentleman (Mr. the standpoint of an opponent of the Prince
Foster) would have observed. Apparently, Edward Island Government, who might say:
the Minister should not even discuss the You have given up this property to the pos-
question of buying a wharf without first session of the Minister of Rallways an:
having a vote of Parliament. All that oc- Canals without getting anything in return.
eurred in this matter is, that the Minister Mr. FOSTER. That is all right.
has discussed the question, and says he will
propose a vote in Parliament for the pur- The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. That
chase. miglht be a ground for attacking the Gov-

ernment of Prince Edward Island for giv-
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend Is mis- Ing the Minister of Railways and Canals

taken. the use of this property without recelving
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, that a copper of money, but how the Dominion

a the whole story. Anybody transacting Government can be complained of In the
business with the Dominion Government matter when we have merely taken pos-
ought to know that a vote of Parliament isasession and have not paid anything for the
oecessary know thse cas. Aove Pallotrs, purchase of the property so far, is not clear,necessary In these cases. Above ail others, and in that respect my hen. friend's criti-
members of a provincial government might cism Is wtheout ground.
be expected to know It because they know
somethlng of the principles governing the Mr. FOSTER. Suppose the Government
appropriation of public money. If a Minis- says to this House : You are free to re-
ter was not at liberty to discuss the expedi- jeck this vote or to authorize it.
eney of purchasing this wharf and the price The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That Isof it, without getting a vote of Parliament, true.I do not see how he could buy a wharf atE
ail. Mr. FOISTER. He knows the. Govern-

Mr. FOSTEL'. My hoa. friend (Mr. Field- ment, have tied the House just as muchas If there ivere manacles around tbem.Ing) is wlde of the mark, and he knows it- apsfte were maale tare them.
he is too sensible a man not to know It. If Suppose the House would take the view
nothing had been done but what he says, that they would not supplement the bar-
no question would have been ralsed, unless gain, what would Lappen then ? $25,0

of the people's money has gone lnto thatsome were to question the deslrabelltyfof wharf. Does not that make a difference?the purchasa ltselfj It does te the extent of the loss of that
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What money, but it does not as to the purchase,

else has been done besides dlscusslng the and I was discussing the purehase.
purchase ? The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Can-

Mr. FOSTER. ' The Minister of Rallways net My hon. frlend separate the purehme
and Canals has taken personal possession of from the action o!Uic Government In tak-
the property, as if it were bought and paid kg POÎse&siOU Sureiy, he Is fot dolng
for. adn. more than that. he has sent $100 mselredit.

,a .1944FpJL&fa% . s ý , ,v ,.

or $2,00 upon it,anidhas his tracks upon
It. He has taken an irreparable step, a step
which he cannot retrace, because It would
be againt bis dignity and inconsistent with
bis place in the Ministry. And the Govern-

Mr. MARTIN.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. eman Ignores the
fact that the putting of !is spur-down upop
that wharf 1s not only an advantage to the
Prince Edward Ilfand RIlway, but a pub-
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îlc convenience, and If Parliament did re- The PRIME MINISTER. Does my hon.
fuse to make this grant, the people and the friend object to this vote?
government ot Prince Edward Island would
be the very last people to ask us to take up Mr. FOSTER. Now, hear that childIsh
our rails and discontinue the use of that remark ! There never was a more child-
wharf, and my hon. friend (Mr. Martin) wll Ish word uttered by any man, after I
corroborate what I say. It Is a matter of had just stated that I was not opposed to
mutual benefit to the people and to the Gov- the improvement Itself, but I was opposed
ernment to have the use of that wharf. 'to the method. He thinks to gain a smart
My hon. frIend Is simply carrylng to an advantage over me by asking me if I am
absurd extreme his idea that we are taking opposed to this vote, so that the Minister
some advantage of the members of Par- of Marine and Fisherles can go down to
liament, that we are coming In here and Prince Edward Island and say : Foster and
tielng the hands of Parliament. If Par- the Liberal-Conservatves opposed this vote.
liament Is as much hand-tied as he sug- The MINISTER OF MARINE ÂND
gests, would they not be hand-tied to an FISHERIES They will understand It
equal extent by any proposition we could fuBy
lay upon the Table of this House ? If
we had agreed to buy the wharf, if we had The PRIME MINISTER. Li will not bandy
brought In a proposition .asking Parliament words with the hon. gentleman.
to authorize us to purchase, would not our Mr. POSTER. No, bandy arguments.
friends be manaeled to the same extent }
that they are now? Of course they would. The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gen-
But they are not manacled at all. If they tieman should not Interrupt when he ob-
lost confidence In our judgment, when we jects to being Interrupted himself. The
come to Parliament for authorlty to pur- hon. gentleman finds fault wlth this vote,
chase, they could refuse that authority just but he does not dare oppose it. He pro-
as fully as they can in the present case. tests against It. Well, lot the vote pass
I know my bon. frIend is very anxious to 110w, and in concurrence he can make a
criticise, I know he is in a hypereritical motion against it. The hon. gentleman wiil
mood, and he does not serlously regard remember that old Latin maxim : De mini-
this matter as open to the criticism that mis non curat protor.
he has made upon It. Mr. FOSat , i n

Mr. POSTER. I must make my protest
against any suclh assumption. My hon.
frIend may be the kind of man who would
get up and seriously contend what he does
not beleve, but I repudiate his assumption
that I can do any such thing. As long as
I sit in this House I shall follow every Ille-
gal action of this Government as far as I
can do It, and I am going to protest against
It in the Interest of good government. Let
It be understood that I am not saylng ont
word agalnst what may be the benefit of
this, I am In favour of rallways Increasing
their means of doing business. But my
bon. friends opposite seem to think they
have the whole argument ln their favour
when a thing Is wrongfully done, by say-
Ing that it would be beneficlal, that it is
desirable. The fact that a -thIng ls de-
sirable Is no reason why you should go
at It ln a wrong way. If my hon. friend
had sent down a year ago to a provincial
goverument and had sald: I wll take over
your property that is worth $250,OO0, will
you give it to me for $250,000? And they
would say : Yes, and he would enter Into
possession of it, he would go 'to work and
make public improvements upon it, and
pay for them with publie money, and a
year afterwards come down, after he had
been using It, and asked us to vote for it,
would that be a thIng that any Parliament
could swallow,? Does Lt make a bit of
difference whetber It Is $ , or $8,400 ?
Net at ail.

ilsh. - Tvqý4qw Lue& ia ëg

The PRIME MINISTER. I thought my
hon. friend would understand &t. The
translation of It Is thls: There are somie
minds too small to delight ln great things,
they only delight In small things.

Mr. FOSTER. I thought, Mr. Chairman,
there were some cuss words in that Latin
phrase, that ithe Mnlster himself did not
like to use ln English. But it appears that
the whole purport of It Is that gentlemen
on the Opposition side have small mlnds,
and cannot grasp large questions.

The PRIME MINISTER. Only some oftbem.
Mr. POSTER. I am quite wIllng that

the public should judge.
Mr. SPROULE. The question la not

whether this WUl be a beneldt to the people
of Prince Edward Island and to the railway,
what we object to Is the prinelple of spend-ing public money without the authorlty ofParliament.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
The Minister of Railways and Canals saysthere was ne barga4n in wrltlng wlth thelocal authorities.- Whatever arrangement
êristed, wlth whom was It made ?

The MINISTER OF BAILWAYS ANDCANALS. Attorney General Peters. Therewas no wrItten contract.
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. mended that this should be done because it
In what year was it made? was necessary in the interest of that part

of the country that a spur should be built
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND down to the wharf 'for the shlpment ,)f

CANALS. I think it i ras the year before grain.
rài-. - -

Sir CHARLES HI BBERT TUPPER.
Were the negotiations ended finally with
him, or were they car. led on with his suc-
cessor ?

The MINISTER OP RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The arrangement was made be-
tween Mr. Peters who was premier and
leader of the provincial government, and
myself, but when we were preparing our
Estimates last year there was no estimate
made to enable us to carry it out. We bave,
been reminfled since by the present premier,
who bas called my attention to the over-
sight. We intended to ask for the amount
last year.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
At the time that the local government came
up-either Mr. Peters or his successor-were
there any other proposais ? Is this not part
of a general dema4d made by the Island
government in regard to certain expendi-
tures they wish the Federal Government to
make in Prince Edward Island ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
GANALS. I may say to my hon. friend that
so far as I am aware this was a transaction
by itself. It was not coupled with any other
proposal. The arrangement was made di-
rectly with the Railway Department and
this was the only proposal that was brougit
to my notice.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That may be. Is the hon. gentleman not
aware that the Island government were
making demands upon the Federal Govern-
ment for certain expenditures In Prince Ed-
ward Island ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not think for certain ex-
penditures. I know they have made certain
claims on divers and sundry occasions, but
they are not connected with this.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Is the hon. gentleman able to say that this
is not a part of the demands made by the
Government of Prince Edward Island ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My recollection very distinctly Is
that it was not coupled ln any shape or form
with aiy other demands.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Is that the idea of the hon. Minister of Ma-
r!ne and Fisheries (SIr Louis Davies) ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davles). It bas no-
thing .to do with any general claim in any
way, shape or form. They merely recom-

Mr. BLAIR.

Ad~L.
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEl.
As I understand there was no correspondence
about this ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
relA ALS. Ido not say that, but I do not
recollect any.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman will see how import-
ant it is, and that is one of the reasons that
I rise at ail to speak on this Item. That is
a most unsatisfactory way of conducting
public business In connection with this or
any other item of public expenditure.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am sorry my hon. friend takes
that view.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
We have had repeated instances during this
session of abuses of this kind, and It s an
important part of this diseusslon as to now
far the Government should pledge them-
selves in advance of any parliamentary ac-
tion. The position of the hon. Minister 3f
Railways may be tenable or it may not be.
If there was any correspondence we might
be entitled to form some judgment as to
the nature of the bargain, if a bargain bas
been made. It is not only unfortunate for
the proper discussion of this question by
this committee, but for the relationship of
Ihe Government and the parties with whom
they are dealing that there should be no re-
cord kept to which these parties or the
Goverument may appeal. I venture to say
that this is a dangerous principle for any
department to go upon. Here you are pur-
chasing a wharf, or, in another case, you
are undertaking to expend publie money in
connection with some publlc work, small or
big, and in this case it has actually happen-
ed that there is no record of any kind ln the
matter only the mere statement of the Min-
ister who states things to the best of his re-
collection from bis side of the case. lu
view of the position the hon. MinIster of Fi-
nanee assumes, it Is quite possible that the
Goverument might take an entirely different
view of this matter, and I do not know that
anything the bon. Minister of Railways and
Canals bas said to-day would prevent the
local government taking the position, that
they had the good faith of the Government
pledged to this proposal. The only chance
they took was the chance that the Gov-
ernment majority would not approve of the
action of the Minister of Railways and
Canals, or his colleagues, and that the vote
would be lost. That ls the only risk they
run with the understanding they have. The
hon. Minister of Railways and Canals no
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doubt told the local authorities that he would
make a bona fide effort to induge Parlia-
ment to agree to this vote. I fahey that
after they obtained the consent of the Gov-
ernor General to bringing this item down
here they merely run some little chance of
the vote not being agreed to.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It is just the same as every vote.

Sir CHAR LES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes. in reference to any item in the Supply
Bill, and nothing but the loss of confidence
lu the Government would prevent it going
througlh.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We drop-
ped several.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Would the hon. Minister of Finance say
that the Government are free to enter into
another arrangement with Prince Edwardl
Island, that there is nothing to prevent them
from dropping this item ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I would not consent tu that.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. Minister of Finance is making a
point that is entirely different from the one
I am putting. I think the hon. Minister of
Railways and Canals will not push that view
any further than I am supposing it to ex-
ist, that he is in honour bound to do what is
reasonable and fair to get this item through.
This brings up the question that the hon.
member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster) has
raised. It does not matter whether the item
is $3,500 or whether it is $35,000. so long as
that principle is involved to which the hon.
member for York has addressed himself.
and that is the violation of the principle
that, except iu extreme cases of urgeney,
which are mentioned ln the statute, and for
which there is a process already provided, ail
supplies and all expenditures should be con-
trolled by Parliament and that Parliament
should be consulted In advance. It should,
not be assumed from anythlng the hon.
member for York has said that he desires to
attack the proposition of making suitable
arrangements in connection with the railway
service ln this or any other locality. Ail
he has done. and I would like to identify
myself wlth him in that, in the strongest
possible manner, is to advocate the general
princ!ple that where money is required for
public purposes, large or small, this Parlia-
ment should be consulted in advance.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Does the hon. gentleman think
that it is improper and incompatible with
the position of a Minister, in any department
of government, to ascertain from a person
who has property to sell, which the Govern-
ment, in the opinion of the Minister, ought
to buy. upon what terms he wIll :be willing
to sell it and whether he would hold the

property for the Government and to give the
assurance that If he could get the authority
from Parlament he would take it over.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
No ; I know of many cases where that is
done.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Would it not be paralyzing the
arm of administration if that could not bc
done ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Yes ; I do not think that ln anything the
hon. member for York las sald he has found
fault with the principle involved in the last
statement of the Minister of Railways and
Canals. But ln this case the hon. Minister
has gone farther.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That is as far as it bas gone.

Mr. TAYLOR.
spent money.

You went farther ; you

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
In this case the Government has taken a
definite position and public money has been
spent in good faith in that direction, so far
as the local government are concerned, and
there has been action taken in this regard.
There is nothing in the English House of
Commons where the House shows such ap-
preciation of the position In which the Gov-
ernment may place the Parliament, without
the wish of Parliament, thouglh Parliament
sustains the Government and sustains them
reluctantly, as ln regard to this matter of
parlianmentary appropriation for supplies.
I have in my mind a case in which the Bri-
tish Government in the sixties, entered ln-
to an amangement for subsidizIng a steam-
ship Uine which subsequently got into dif-
ficulties, but under the contract made out-
side Par!iaremlt, the Government was pledg-
ed to guarantee the interest on the bonds.
That Government was defeated in the mean-
time, and the incoming Government, al-
thouglh they contended the contract was Im-
properly and illegally made, still felt bound
to show good faith, and though they de-
nounced the whole transaction they voted
tbe money and are paying regularly the in-
terest on the bonds o! that bankrupt com-
pany down to the present itime.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It is done very frequently..

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Yes,
but it was an abuse ln that case, and it
was so denounced in Parliament that a simi-
lar case, as I believe, has not occurred in
England since. If there is not the
strongest possible protest made ln this Par-
liamient now, this abuse may possibly carry
us to very extreme lengtbs. I join in the re-
quest, that later on such correspondence as
Is. ln tbe possession of the department
should be brouglht down.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not recal any correspond-
ence, but in order to be on the safe aide
when asked the question, I said it was quite
likely I bad some reminders from the pro-
vincial government on the subject. There
was nothing ln the way of correspondence
which would amount to a written contract.
The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) ithinks that the fact that there was
not a written contract is ground for addl-
tional criticism, but some of his friends
would have made it a gound of com-
plaint if there was a written contract.
I admit that what itook place was purely
a verbal understanding, and if this were a
complicated matter it might give rise later
to misanderstariding. It is very necessary
that these things should be done in a proper
way, but you must remember ithat we are
not only a Government administering piib-
lie affairs, but we are common carriers,
operators of a railway, and we have to
meet the urgent demands of the public even
when Parliament Is not ln session. It should
be, and I believe it las been regarded In the
past as being withln the general scope of the
authority of a Minister and of the Govern-
ment-in proper cases of whilch Parliament
must always be the judge-that action may
be taken ln advance of the action of Par-
liament. I concede that there is a possibi-
Ilty of misconception arising, as to the exact
terms of such understandings, if they are
not committed to writing. My hon. friend
(Mr. Haggart) will remember a case wyhere
he made an arrangement for the purchase of
a lot of land at Newcastle from the Hoa.
Peter Mitchell. He says he made that ar-
rangement in the presence of Mr. Pottinger,
and the hon. gentleman (Mr. Haggart) has
written me several letters on the subject.
In the first place, he wrote me that he
could not say exactly what price he was to
pay, but he was very clear ithat he made
the transaction with Mr. Mitchell to buy the
land for a certain amount which he did not
remember.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. WIthout
a vote.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. 0f course ; there was no vote
of Parliament. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Haggart) Intended ito get a vote, but he
made the bargain to buy first. He subse-
quently wrote me a letter to say that his
mind was refreshed on the subje-t, and
whilst ln the previous letter he could not say
what the purchase price was to be, he was
then clear that it was $7,O0. He stated
that he made this square trade and bargain
with Mr. Mitchell to -buy bis land for $7,000.
I could not myself see that I was under any
obligation to carry that arrangement out,
and I was not satisfied that it should be
bought ln the public lnterest, and the thing
dragged along. LIater I had another letter
from my hon. friend (Mr. Haggart) in whicIh

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).

his memory was still more clearly refresh-
ead, an in the latter communication he Te-
membered that he had agreed to buy this
piece of land for $10,000, and he pressed
upon me to pay Mr. Mitchell the $10,000.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. On receiving this strong repre-
sentation from my hon. friend (Mr. Hag-
gart), I went down to look at the plece of
property, and I was compelled to come to
the conclusion that the railway did not re-
quire the land, and that if it did require it,
$1,000 would be a very high price to pay
for it. We could not sell it for $1,000 to any-
one ; we did not need it, and, therefore,
notwithstanding the pressure brought on me
from all quarters, and while I would like to
be as obliging as possible, seeing what oc-
curred when my hon. friend (Mr. Haggart)
was Minister ; I could not decide that it
was in the interests of the Intercolonlal
Railway, or of the pubile, to buy that land.
I can very well see, as my hon. friend sug-
gested, that the presence of a written un-
derstandlng between the ex-Minister (Mr.
Haggart) when he was Minister, and the
Hon. Mr. Mitchell, would have removed a
great deal of misunderstanding as to what
price he bargained for. I mention that to
show that lu certain matters It is well to
have the terms written out. But in this
case, we perfectly understand what the ar-
rangement is, and it was all subject to the
condition that Parliament should vote this
suM.

Mr. McNEILL. Two observations have
fallen froin members of the Government
whieh strike me as belng very remarkable,
to say the least. The first was from the
hon. Minister of Finance, who said that a
case might be made against the local gov-
ernment because they had glven over this
wharf without having received anything In
the way of a money payment in return. He
said It might be said against the local gov-
ernment : "You have given the wharf, and
you have got nothing for it." The implica-
tion there, if It means anything at all, is
that a case might be made against the local
government, because they had no right to
put faith in the pledges of the Dominion
Government. That Is a statement against

1 whIch I protest. I protest against the as-
sumption, especially coming from the lips
of a Minister of the Crown, that when the
Government of the Dominion makes a
pledge, that pledge may be broken. That
is the last argument that should be made
by a MInister of the Crown. But I was still
more surprised and very mueh alarmed at
the statemtent made by the Prime Minister-
who, I amn sorry, is not present at the pre-
sent moment In bis place-that it was a small
thing, and it was. only men of small minds
who could regard It as. anytblng but a
small thing, that the well-establisbed rule
that the money o! the people shall not be
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upent witbout the consent of the people's The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
representatives, bad been violated. When CANALS. I am surprised to hear tthe hon.
you find the Prime Minister taking a posi- gentleman make such a statement as that.
tion of that kind in his place on the floor of He never had any communication with me,
Parliament, I think we have arrived at an I adinit; but, not simply on one occasion,
alarming condition of things in this country. but on three different occaslons, he gave
We have seen many strange thinge doue by letters to Mr. Mitchell stating that what he
this Government ; we have heard many said then was the revised and the re-revIs-
strange expressions from them ; but not un- |ed arrangement which he had made with
til now, In the course of this Parliament and Mr. Mitchell. What did he give these letters
the life of this Government, have we beard for ? To be pigeon-holed, and held as private
such an alarming statement as that which and confidential, never to be breathed about?
fell from the lips of the Prime Minister a No, sir; these letters were written for the
few moments ago. I hope the people of this purpose of enabling Mr. Mitchell to induce
country will take note of it, that we have me to buy this property from him, and to
from the highest authority sitting on the | justIfy my conduct In buying it before the
Treasury benches the deliberate statement i public and before Parliament, by producing
that it Is a small tblng to spend the money the evidence that my predecessor in office
of the people without ithe consent of the had engaged and promised to take this pro-
people's representatives, and to set at de- perty from him on these terms. Surely the
fiance a well-established constitutional rule hon. gentleman is not going to say that any
of this country and this Empire. such letter was a private letter, and that if

I had acted on hIs statement, I would not
Mr. HAGGART. The objection taken on have been justified-yes, bound, as a matter

this side of the House is, I think, very per- of self-defence, *and he must have known
itinent, and Is unanswerable-that there that that was the purpose for which the
should be some record o! all these proceed- letter was given-to bring that letter and
ings. The hon. gentleman might be justi- use it In Parliament as proof that such an
fied ln entering into a contract if that con- arrangement had been made with the hon.
tract is submitted to Parliament afterwards gentleman. Mr. Mitchell stated to me that
to receive Its sanction; but there is no re- this arrangement wa.s made in the presence
cord of these procedlings, and there is no of the mranager of the Intercolonial Railway.
report of the officer In charge of the railway He (Mr. Haggart) never statedl in his letter
as to the necessity of acquiring this wharf. to me that any engineer was present or
If the bon. gentleman bas such a report, he that any record was made of the trans-
ought to brIng it down to the House. The action. On the contrary, he said that there
hon. gentleman justifies bis proceedIngs by was no memorandum or evidence of It, but
saying that at some time or other I entered that the conversation took place in the pre-
Into an arrangement with Mr. Peter Mit- sence of Mr. Pottinger. I referred to the
chell to purchase land at Miramiehi. Any general manager, and I found that he had
arrangement which I made In regard to the not the slightest recollection of any such
Intercolonial Railway, I made on the re- arrangement or understanding for the pur-
commendation of my engineers. I itook a chase of this property. Therefore, of course
memorandum of the proceedlngs ; I had a it was not open to consideration at all.
report to justify me ; but the hon. gentleman
says he went down there and found that the
place was not worth one-seventh of what
I had agreed to pay Mr. Mitchell.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. You itold me latterly It was
$10,000 you agreed to pay.

Mr. HAGGART. Will the hon. gentleman
bring down the correspondence 7 Mr. Mit-
chell came to me and told me that the Min-
ister of Railways would pay the money at
once If I wrote a letter- and salid that there
was an arrangement for tbe payment of
$7,O0. It is a small transaction for the
bon. gentleman to bring up. He knows the
whole effeet of it; and he knows what my
responsiblllty was for wbat took place long
after I was a Minister. I never expected
that the Minister would bring the matter up
fn the House. The îother day he talked
about private correspondence with a gentle-
Inan in England belng made publie ; but this
ls a smaller matter than that.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Chairman,
I am at a loss to understand why the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals drags head
and shoulders Into this discussion a matter
which bas no relation to what is before the
-House at all. What are the facts as now
stated ? It appears that the Hon. Peter
Mitchell, a friend and supporter ofb on. gen-
tlemen opposite, a man who for the last ten
years bas shown the strongest hostility to
the Conservative party, who bas run elec-
tion after eleetion for hon. gentlemen oppo-
site, and bas done everything he could
to Injure and break down the Conservative
party, bad a plece of land whlch the engi-
neer of the Intercolonial Railway recom-
mended as a desirable -piece of property to
purchase ln connection with that rallway.
He was not a political friend of the bon. ex-
Minister of Rallways (Mr. Haggart), but a
political opponent of that hon. gentlemani
and a politieal and personal friend of hon.
gentlemen opposite. Therefore, my honi
friend was under no obligation whatever to
do anything or to strain a point to favour
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Mr. Mitchell. But the engineer of the de- price for a piece off property than it was
partment, having stated that It would be worth. I do not think that Mr. Mitchell
desirable in the interest of the Intercolonial will feel deeply indebted to the hon. gen-
Raillway to obtain this piece of property, tleman for thus bringing bis name into
and having taken the best means he could this discussion. In my judgrent, tiis con-
ito ascertain what its value was, he told duet is on a par w4th some other trans-
Mr. Mitcel?1 th-tt lie liad come to the conclu- actions of an equally ungrateful character.
sion that it was desirable to purchase it inI1arit fj loss to know what the committee
the Interest of the country; and having Is detained about. Ly hon. frIenci(Mr.
gone out of power before that arrangement Foster) said an hour ago that le lad no
was completed, he has Implemented it at objection to the item passing, on the under-
Mr. Mitchell's request by stating, as a mat- standing that the Minister of Railways
ter of business to the Minister of Railways would furnish later on ID the evening any
and CanaIs, that lie had contemplated the correspondence that bore on the subjeet.
purchase of that property at a particular 1 left the Fouse an bour ago when that
price. proposai was rade, and wl n I canme back

i would suppose-if I lad not known theThe MNI-A S.Th heR 0F RAuy ANi> relations of the parties-that for some pur-cipose or other the bon. Minister cf Rail-

Sir C'HARLES TUPPER. Wbat bad that w,,ays was talkhIg against tirne. Wlien lie
to do with the question before the commit- travelled away down to Newcastle , and
tee ? was draggine ainbis old friends for the pur-

FND pose of placing theu an unfavourableegot before the Flouse, I concluded that

CANLIwould.furnish later on in theheveningeany

eadforgotten lie Is a member of the
being criticised w, becauso we made al' Goverument and desirous of putting tharoug
arrangement to pursaseaa piece of property ias Estiaates, and tiat an hour ago bcy
contingent upon scb purciase belng ap- ioul. friend froei York (Mr. oster) hadproved by Pariament. We are being cri- eato o theatemtto son con-
ticised now because we made an arrange- o dition that the 'on, gentleman would brin-
ment to purchase a piece off property pro- dwny was tin e gait tme Wend

to d wit th quetionbefre te comit taela iteved awa down thewcarrstlond

Y_'ded we got the appreval off Parllament.en.
Yet here Is a transaction off my pre- e e
decessor, and whieli seerns net to havei Mr. HAGGAIRT. Thie bon. gentleman lias
been an unommon thing, and I refer dragged this inatterI l for the purpose of
to that in reply to the hon. member for Pic- makingp a comparison between the two
ton, to show that sirnilar transactions bave transactions. There Is no comparison, as
taken place before. the hon. gentleman knows perfectly well.

I stated the resut of the conversation be-SAAr ItIhas TUPPER. i dot . W t tween mysef and the ianagbr of the Inter-

bein crittched nwsec aeauweae n Govrmntaddsiosofptighog

a a et toe pucase havie of perty colonial Railway. The lion. gentleman thon
pove d botybr. The contract of whici met the managerofftheluterconial Rail-
tie liono gentleman speaks was not con- way, and that gentleman' recollwction was
pleted. There was simply a purpase con- not the saee as mine. Of course, the
templated between thesx-Minister of Rail- transaction then ceased, and the depart-
ways (Mr. llaggart) and one off bis strong7- ment ^was no longer bound by lt. Wlien
est politicalheoppoeents. That purchase was the on. gentleman got a hetter fre s me
ot eonpleted. and at the request off Mr. giing my recollction ofetetransaction,

Mitchell, my lion. friend (Mr. Haa t), s and wien the manager ocf -the Intro-
a~ matter off business a.nd fairness, coin- niai Rallway said that "he dld not reniember
munlcated to the MInsster otf Railways (Mr. anything of the klnd the Minister was not
Blair> what lie had contemplated doing, If bound to do anything. Just look at the
Lie liad remained in power. difference between the two transactions.

The MINISTER 0F RAI WAYS AND I the monecage the Intercolonal Roallway
OANALS. 1 presurne, therefore, that the had neyer entered Into possession. Thiere
consttonaIity off the transaction depends was only an alleged agreement between Mr.the hnetemanhe pekson ws notcouMitchell and mysef, and the gentleman who
are tdavIng h as an opponent or friend -notheamoesinfe.fOfo urse, thetemplaed enthr ofR Then.Minister Induceed aM. ttchell to

tash Mr Haggarme t) nn fhssrogmetwsn oge on yi.We

core to me and get afrom me a letter x-
nir CARLES TUtPeR. No. but M plaiing mhectransaction.

an utterl obt a loss to understand le MIISTER 0F RlILW YS ANDmnhy ited on.the nister foRald wlsh to make CANhotLS. I beg your pardon.
t appear that a gentleman to inwhomglie
Md bisfriends are deeply e p ndebted for long Mr. HGGART. In order to rustify-so

Tears of beartyO, earnest poltical support, was toln-hs givIng te a poltical frlend a
nd who ias expended bis trne, money ands ertain amouat forba piece otf property,

elp In their service, ws trying to Impose Mitche and myelf, the ntleman whor hi Gt and et a fre o manere Intercolonal Rail
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND purchase, because Mr. Mitchell says that
CANALS. The hon. gentleman bas no they did purchase this property. What Is
authority for saying that I used any in- more, the ex-Minister of Railways and Cans.
fluence of the kind. Mr. Mitchell never Iais (Mr. Haggart), to his credit be it said,
went to the hon. gentleman at my s:ugges- told his successor that he had purchased
tion or request. the property, and gave Mr. Mitchell a let-

Mr. HAGGART. Mr. Mitchell told -me ter to that effect. What does that 1.rove ?
that he came direct from you to me to get t proves that in the administration of the
the letter. I went to the hon. Minister affairs of the Intercolonial Rallway there
myself and had a private Interview witlh may be occasions when It is expedient for

i a Minster to contract, subject to the votehlm on the subjeet. I expiatined to hlm,' of Parliament, for a certain plece of pro-as far as my memory went, the whole trans'
action. Be knew perfectly well my ideas on perty, and that was wbat the Minister did.
the subject, and then he asked Mr. Mitchell Mr. FOSTER. No one challenges that.
tn tn+n m fn? +h'adf eml+y

o come Lu ie ir tn e purpose of: getin g i
a letter giving my recollection of the con-
versation that I had with Mr. Pottinger.
The hon. gentleman says 'Ir. Pottinger
never recommended it. Mr. Pottinger took
a part.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I only tell you what Mr. Pot-
tinger sald.

Mr. HAGGART. He took a part of the
same property for the Intercolonial Rail-
way and paid for It. Mr. Mitchell said
that was part of the same transaction. and
that Mr. Pottinger was to have taken the
whole of the property. Mr. Pottinger's re-
collection may be that he did not recom-
mend it to me, but I thought that he did,
and under that Impression I wrote the let-
ter to the Minister. And the Minister had
also a private conversation with me on the
subject, for I went in and explained to
him, as far as I remembered, the whole
transaction. When Mr. Mitchell came to
me, he told me that he came at the In-
stance of the Minister, who had sald that
If he got a letter from me stating what
I remembered of the conversation, he would
put the amount In the Estimates and pay
Mr. Mitchell.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I hope
we are not to be diverted by the discussion
of the Mitchell case from the vote before
the House. Whether or not Mr. Mitchell
Is a supporter or opponent of the Govern-
ment is of no consequence, or whether the
price pald hi1m for bis land was suffielent
or not. The hon. leader of the Oppostion
and the ex-Minister of Finance have as-
sailed the Minister of Railways because
lie made a-i agreement wlth the Government
of Prince Edward ILand to purchase a
piece of property, necessarlly subject to the
vote of Parliament. These hon. gentlemen
argue that in doing that he tied the bands
of the Ilouse and took away from Parla-
ment that frecdom it ought to have wlith
regard to the appropriations in Supply. My
hon. friend (Mr. Blair) retorted by clting
a similar case In -which the late Govern-
ment agreed to pay Mr. Mitchell for a plece
of land, for which they had âot asked any
appropriation. In that case, It was not
merely an offer to purchase, but an absolute

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My hon.
friend and bis colleagues have been chal-
lenging that. My hon. friend the leader of
the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) asked
a little while ago what was the cause of
delay. The cause of dlay bas been simply
that hon. gentlemen opposite have assailed
us for purchauing this property, as they say,
without a vote of Parliament.

Mr. CLARKE. Nq, for taking possession
of it and spending money on it.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That is
another phase of the matter. We find that
in this other case a property was purchased.
The only question is whether the price bas
been a fair one. I think it quIte fair to say
that unless the Minister was at liberty to
carry out such transactions the Intercolonial
Railway could not be run.

Mr. COCHRANE. As a layman, I am sur-
prised at the stand taken by bon. gentlemen
opposite. The argument of the Minister of
Finance did not at all touch the point that
bas been brought~ before this committee.
The question was not whether they have a
right to make a bargain, but the question
was whether they have a right to enter into
the possession of property and spend public
money upon property without consulting
Parliament. The case clted by the Minister
of Finance is not a parallei case at all, for
the money was not paid nor was the pro-
perty occupied. But the Minister of Railways
and Canals, in the case now before us, not
only negotlated for the purchase of the
property but entered into possession and
spent publie money without asking Parlia-
ment for authority. Of course, hon. gentle-
men opposite seek to draw a red herring
across the track ; that Is ln accord witb
their action In everythlng else. They thinc
that if they can go back and show that the
Tories did what they are doing, they justify
themselves completely. In the time I have
been ln Parliament, I never knew of a trans-
action like this. The gentlemen are doing
away altogether w.tb the responsibllity of
Parliament. If this is the way our affairs
are to be managed, they might as well dis-
miss the House and run the country without
our assistance. I arm suirprised to see sucb
action on the part of gentlenen, wbo, during
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the eighteen long years when they sat on
this side of the House would hardly let us

-go out to breathe, but they would Insist that
It must be done by contract. And they hand
over thousands of public money to a man to
spend ln such a way thaï he himself gets
a commission. And because we object to
that kind of thing, they say we have small
souls. The opinion of the people. In the
country is that there Is a steal ln that tran!-
action, and that seems to be the explanation
of a good many of the transactions perpe-
trated by gentlemen In power to-day.

Farran's Point Canal-Enlargement..... $22,000

Mr. HAGGART. How is this to be finish-
ed and how much bas been expended*?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The appropriation $325,000 bas
been spent. It is expected that this $22,000
will complete it. We hope and expect to
bave It done by lst July.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would my hon.
friend (Mr. Blair) take this opportunity of
making a statement, in the light of bis pre-
sent Information, as to the time when we
may expect to have the fourteen-foot navi-
gation, canal and river, completed ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AN)
CANALS. I would gladly accede to my hon.
friend's (Sir Charles Tupper) request, but ï
think It would be better, if agreeable to
him, if I defer a positive statement until I
come to the main Estimates. I have a judg-
ment upon the question, but I think I shall
have a better and more Teliable one on the
subject in a week or ten days.
North Channql-Deepening, &c......... $212,000

Mr. HAGGART. Would the hon. Mnister
explain how much has been expended and
how near this work Is to completion ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We have the fourteen-foot chan-
nel, and could use it at any moment now.
But it Is of a width of 160 feet, and we pro-
pose to make It a wldth of 300 feet.

Mr. HAGGART. Surely the hon. Minister
li mistaken. They are working this dry.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It Is dammed up at either end.
But If It were possible for us to use the
other canals above and below, we could re-
move the dam and have the fourteen-foot
navigation for a wldth of 160 feet. But see-
lng we cannot use the other canals, and as
it Is cheaper and -more expedient to work
without letting lu the water, the dam Is
kept standing.

Mr. HAGGART. What ls the amount ex-
pended?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Up to st of May we had pald
$I00640. We owe $212,O00.

Mr. COCHRANE.

Mr. FOSTER. How much Is required to
complete the work ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It Is estImated that the remain-
der of the work will require $56,000 or $57,-
000. The cost of the whole work, IncludIng
land damages, would be about $700,000.

Mr. HAGGART. Of course, It Is too late
to protest now; but I protested before this
was begun against what I believed to be an
expenditure of nearly $700,000 on this work.
There was no necessity for this channel.
They had a perfectly good channel. We
have the right under the Washington treaty,
of navigating the American side of the
channel; and with very little or no expen-
diture, by golng round the point, you could
utilize the locks at Cardinal. Mr. Rubidge,
the engineer-in-chief, recommended the
scheme to me again and again, but I re-
fused to spend one cent upon It. I hought
the expenditure would be entirely useless.
There was a good channel on the American
side that we have the right to navigate,
we could go from that channel to the mouth
of the Cardinal locks. I am aware that
the engineer-in-chief recommended the Min-
Ister to build this work. I can only enter
niy protest that there is no necessIty for
this amount, and I thInk -it is an entirely
useless expenditure.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My hon. friend adheres very
strongly to the vIew that the other channel
would have been the better channel, but
all the engineers of the department are
against him, and were against him when he
was MinIster of the department. They
furnIshed evidence of the fact that It would
cost Just as much to make the other chan-
nel of the depth of fourteen feet as to make
this one of that depth ; and ,the other would
have the dIsadvantage that it would be a
very clrcultous channel, whereas this is a
splendid dead-straght channel right into
the canal. All the transportation men were,
without exception, ln favour et making this
channel, as against the other. One would
thlnk that when the responsible officers of
the department all concurred da the view
that this was the proper channel, and when
their reports were unquetionably to the
effect that this work could be done at an
expense not greater than deepening the
other channel from nine to fourteen feet, I
thlnk the department came to a wise con.
clusion. My hon. friend bas a strong opin-
ion, and la entitled to the eujoyment of it,
but It was not In harmony with that of the
officers of the departmeut.

Mr. HAGGART. My hon. friend may
be perfectly Justilled in stating that It would
take as much money to utilige the other
channel as to build the north channel, but
I venture to say that If he pute on any
unprejudiced engineer to make an exami-
nation, he will get ne such report as that.
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There is no necessIty for coming ln so close The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
to the point where the water is but nine CANALS. I am inclIned to the opiniou
feet. He could go round It. But if he that what work was done was done very
excavated a channel from the point down, wisely and judiiously, that It was a good
the quantities do not justlfy the statement scheme. I went over it, and I am sure
whieh, I have no doubt, bas been put ln that so far as the uncultIvated mind is capa-
the mouth of the Minister as to rthe expen- ble of forming a judgment, it was a good
diture being as much as for building the scheme,
nortb channel. I venture to say that an1 Mr. FOSTER. Was itte Minister's opin-unprejudiced engineer would report thati Mrn FOtERasSIL thenlstersth e ipeoIpit would not cost one-fifth, let alone as ,on that It was a good thing for te peope
much as the Minister has said. I do not who wanted the drainage?
blame him, because he Is taking the re- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
port of the engineer-in-ehlef. He says he CANALS. I do not say t burt the people
l'as the report of the engineer In hs de- tlhast were going to get the benefit of the
partment In favour of the scheme. drainage.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND M
CANALS. So my deputy tells me. Mr. tOSTER. How muc was expended

Ion it?
Mr. HAGGART. There Is no engineer

ln his department taklng charge of it, un- The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
less It is himself. Who 4s the engineer of CANALS. $160,000 or $170,000.
bis department ? Mr. FOSTER. There Is no more to be

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND, spent on It?
CANALS. Mr. Rubidge, the superintend-
Ing engineer. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. There will be an amount, I
Mr. HAGGART. Mr. itubidge is the offi- think we will have to put -It in the sup-

cer of the canals. He always was in favoul plementaries.
of it, he recommended it to me, he brought
me up to the channel and tried to impresaTrent Canal-
me with the necessity of building it. 1UW. Quinn, concrete inspeetor, two-thirds
thought the deputy who was along with me of his wages while laid up..............3158
and Mr. Monroe, who was along wlth me at
the time, rather coneurred In my opinion The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
that there was no necessity. The deputy{ CANALS. This man, while in the Gov-
may have altered bis opinion since, I arm ernment employ, met with an aceldent that
not positive whether lhe expressed any de- ladd him up for three months. I think It
cided opinion upon t. But I thought It is the custom in the department to allow
was very plain, as the facts came out, to two-thirds of the wages where a person
any one who had an eye at all for such is laid up from an accident through no fault
thlngs that there was not the least neces- of bis own. It was through some holsting
sity for building it, as we had a perfectly apparatus.
good channel on the Amerlean aide, and a
very little expenditure on ,the point for the Mr. TAYLOR. I just want to draw the
purpose, taking a straight Une towards the attention of the right hon. leader of the
mouth of the locke, would meet the pun Government ta an item which ought to be
pose wlthout tis enormous expenditure. here, but whleh Is not. I intended to have

drawn attention to the subject last night,
The MINISTER OF ltAILWAYS AND when the Item was going through in re-

CANALS. There le a great difference of ference to the widow cf the late Mr. Dalton
opinion with respect to a good many works McCarthy. I refer to tbe hon. member for
in connection with the St. L.twrence Canal, London (Mr. Beattie). He was here for the
but so far as I am aware there was no best part of ithe session, but he was taken
difference of opinion ln the department, and down with typhoid fever, and bis medical
among the officers who bad charge of the adviser said that he should be sent home.
work, as to the superiorlty of this route He was sent home and placed under medI-
and as to the cost. I had no opinion of cal treatment tbere until the end of the ses-
my own about it, and would not be expected sion. When he eame to settle up he was
to have any. docked $150 of his sessional indemnlty. I
Lachine Canal- think his full sessional indemnity should be

Deepening River St. Pierre............. ,40pad. If he had been elck bere lu Ottawa
'he would have got it.

The MINISTER OF RA'LWAYS AND
CANALS. I propose to drop tis. The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrld

1Laurier). I could flot say a word at tblis
Mr. FOSTER. What JO the position of moment, but I -ai very glad that the ho.

that work now ? We had a epirited dis- gentleman (Mr. Taylor) has brought MY
eussion over It at a previous time, . 1attention to it.
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Chambly Canal-
To purchase double metallic telephone$

Unes ............................ $700
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. This is a itelephone Une which
belongs to the Bell Telephone Company.
They have changed the route of their main
Une, abandoning this, and as we wIll have
to construct a telephone line for the purpose
of our canal, we have an offer from them to
sell for this price. My engineer says It
would cost twice or three times that sum-
between $1,600 and $1,700-to construct a
Une.

Mr. POWELL. How long is It ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS 'AND
CANALS. Nine miles.

Mr. FOSTER. That Is about $80 a mile?
The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. We would bave to put up a new
Une if we did not get thls. It Is really quite
an advantage -to us to be able to make this
arrangement.

Mr. FOSTER. They, copld not have any
use for their old line, I suppose ?

The MIN[STER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They are changing their line.
They are abindoning this line; they really
bave no use for it, because their new Une
takes a different route. I thirk that $80 a
mile for that fine Is quite an advantageous
price. It is double metalllc. I think it is
cheap.

Mfr. POWELL. Being double
does not add very much to It.

metallic

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It does add this, that you get
twice the quantity of wlre, which Is copper,
and copper is lnot a drug on the market.

Mr. POWELL. Surely It cannot be cop-
per, because that wire would come to more
than that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. As I tell you, we are gettIng
what the engineer tells me would cost be-
tween $1,600 and $1,700 to replace. It is
copper wire, and it is in good condition.

r. HAGGART.
more than that.

Copper wire Is worth

Mr. TAYLOR. I would like to ask the
hon. Minister if this Chambly Canal is the
canal In reference to which I asked a few
questions the other day as to damage belng
doyie to farmers' lands ard to the destrue-
tion of their roadway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not remember the questIon
the hon. gentleman bas reference to.

Mr. TAYLOR. I put another question on
the Paper last nig't i reference to this
matter.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I shall be glad to answer It.

Mr. TAYLOR. I want to call the hon.
gentleman's attention to an Indenture dated
the Sth of December, 1845, belng an agree-
ment between the Government of Oanada
and the owners of the land. This agree-
ment quite contradicts the answer the hon.
MinIster gave the other day. I would ask
him to look into It, to revise his answer, and
to be ,more careful in answerIng the ques-
tion I have now submitted, because tbere
is a distinct agreement between the Govern-
ment and the farmers that ithe Goverument
will maintain the roadway for all time, in
consideration of the farmers giving up the
right to their property. I think when my
hon. friend reads the agreement made be-
tween the Goverument and 'these farmers in
1845, e will find that the answers he gave
the other day were not correct.

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I read the answers that are
given to me. I will, however, call the at-
tention of the proper officer to It.

Cornwall Canal-
To pay balance of amount expended on

repairs to recess, platforms and tail
bays of new locks, Nos. 15 and 17.. $6,500

Mr. HAGGART.
quire repairs ?

What new locks re-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The platforms of the two locks,
Nos. 15 and 17, require to be taken up and
rebuilt.

Mr. HAGGART. Why ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. They have become delapIdated,
and require to be renewed.

Mr. HAGGART. Would you find out the
reason ? New locks like that, only bullt a
couple of years, and which have only been
In use a year, could not be out of repair,
unless there were surely some reason, such
as faulty construction.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The only explanation that my
deputy can give Is that the water and the
Ice got under them and destroyed them, Bothat, they require to be replaced.

Mr. HAGGART. Bad cement, I suppose--
some foreign cement.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. My hon. friend must be respon-
sible for the cement.

Mr. HAGGART. While on the subject of
the canals, I would lIke to ask the bon.
gentleman what he did with tbe quantity
of cement that he got from Thorold to be
used on the Soulanges Canal?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We did not use any more of It
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ln the works. We have not ipald them any-
tbIng more since the hon. gentleman brougbt
the subject up. It Is ln statu quo. That Is
the present position of the question. There
was a portion of the cement whilch was
good. It was looked into, and it was found
to be as good as could be desired, but there
was a portion of It which was defective.
It seems to me difficult to understand, be-
cause the Thorold people have been making
cement for many years. Their cement bas
gone into some of the best canal work we
have. A very large portion of It was used
on the Welland Canal by the bon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson), and other con-
tractors, and the work Is standing to-day
in first-class condition. There must have
been some carelessness in the manufacture
of some recently made, because, unquestion-
ably, a portion of it was defective. We
have not used that nor paid for It.

Repairs and alterations to the Governor
General's car "Victoria "..............$2,500

Mr. POWELL. What does that mean?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Each new Governor General,
when he arrives upon the scene, has his
own vIews in regard to the car. There la
an arrangement which bas been exIsting for
a great many years, eovering the perlods
of a great many Governors General, under
which repairs that ithey require are made,
and the cost of these repairs is added to the
prevlous capital exipenditure and Interest ls
charged upon the amount.

Mr. FOSTER. It is treated as an invest-
ment ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. There is an Investment.

Mr. HAGGART. You charge Interest on
all these repairs ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That bas been the arrangement
It le increasIng. Each one bas to have his
little improvements made, and the present
Governor General, Lord Minto, Is no excep-
tion to the rule in that regard.

Mr. FOSTER. This Is not rendered
necessary as a cleanIng proces on account
of the Minister of Public Works baving had
this car for a while jaunting around, Is It ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS _AND
CANALS. I never heard that he used this
car. I understand that the Governor Gen-
eral Is the only one who ever used it.

Mr. BRITTON. 1s transportation at the
public expense ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Not at all ; h e bas to make bis
own arrangements ; we simply furnish him
with a car.

Mr. TAYLOR. How many private cars
have we now for the Governor General and

for the members of the Government, at the
expense of the country ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We have only one Governor
General and only one Governor General's
car. We have a car which Is supposed to be
more exclusively Intended for the use of the
Ministers, and we have a car for the Deputy
Minister and Chief Engineer.

Mr. TAYLOR. Is that the " Cumberland"?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. It was the " Cumberland," but
it has now been transferred to the "Mont-
real." Lt is a second-hand car which Mr.
Harris, durIng his brief administration,
purchased from the Grand Trunk Railway
for $4,000 or $4,500. These are the only
cars that I know of, whieh belong to the
Governiment, that are brought up here.

Mr. POWELL. Has the Superintendent
of the Intercolonial Railway a private car ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes, but It is usually at Moncton,
I belleve.

Mr. POWELL. It is a small matter to
refer to, and It Is only by way of retallation,
that is all, that I speak of it. When the
Conservative party was ln power there was
a tremendous uproar made from one end of
the country to the other, as If the constitu-
tion Itself was shaken, that some Improper,
or supposed improper use, was made of these
cars. I see the Minister of Marine and Flsh-
eries (Sir Louis Davies) ls on the alert; his
volce resounded through " all Greece to
Macedon and Artaxeres' Throne," ln denun-
ciation of private cars.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not think you can re-
call an instance where I referred to it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. POWELL. I can recall several.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I wish you would do It
then.

Mr. POWELL. I wish to ask the Minister
(Mr. Blair) what are the regulations with
respect to these cars. I have no doubt that
If there are any regulations they would be
violated by ConservatIves as much as by
Liberals, but inasmuch as it was made a
very vital point ln the Liberal platform, I
would like to know if there are any mles
established as to the use of these cars by
others than offileial3. f course when the
Minister of Railways travels he has a right
to have any persons with him he sees fit,
or when another Minister travels it Is re.
cognized by usage also to be the correct
thing. .But I understand these private cars
have lately been handed over to little girla
for their transportation, and to their uncles
and their cousins and their aunts. I am, no
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raising a very serious objection, except on
the ground of consistency, because I recog
nize the fact that a great railway cannot be
run without granting little privileges of this
kind. Private railways see it In their Inter
est to have private cars, and I do not thift
it would hurt the country very much that
the Ministers should have one. It does
seem a little Inconsistent that the Ministers
should use private cars for the accommoda-
tion of their friends after denouncing such
use before they came into power.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I am afrald we are al somewhat
Inconsistent. My memory Is not very reten-
tive on these points, but I can recall the tre-
mendous furore that was raIsed by our CoD-
servative friends, by reason of the fact thst
Mr. Brydges had a car during the Mackenzle
Government. I think one election was
pretty nearly run on the strength of Bryd-
ges' car.

Mr. FOSTER. They were a new thing,
then.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The matter may have been taken
up ln the same sense by Liberal candidates
and newspapers. The arrangement, as far
as there is any arrangement, In regard to
these cars is that my own officIal car Is
under my own direct control, and I can tell
my hon. friend (Mr. Powell) that I never
had any of my family junketing about In It.

Mr. POWELL. I did not refer to you ai
aIL

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have never sent it out under!
these circumstances. I have It when I go
myself, and it Is not used otherwise. There
is a spare car here which Ministers have
when they require It, but they have to pay
for their transportation ; what I mean Is
there is no expense in connection wIth it.

Mr. FOSTER. Have to pay what, and to
whom ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Have to pay for their own trans-
portation unless they can arrange with rail-
way companles to give them free transpor-
tation. The Government do not pay for the
transportation of the car.

Mr. FOSTER. Nobody pays for It.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. The Idea I want to convey ls,
that the use of the car does not involve any
charge upon the revenues of the country -l
any way, and there are no railway charge
paid -in respect to it. The Deputy Vier
has his car which he uses when he requires
it, andwhichI dare aymay oftenbe bor-
rowed by Miniter as occasion may ise
I do not know of any rule that is laid down
on the subjeet.

| Mr. FOSTER. WIll my hon. friend (Mr.
Blair) say, as a matter of Information, whe-
ther or not the Prime Minister bas overcothe
his repugnance to riding In a private car ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. To tell the truth I have never
seen the Prime Minister on a private car,
and I would not like to make any statement
in regard to hlm.

Mr. CLARKE. I presume the same ruëe
prevails with regard to the use of private
cars by the present Ministers,, as prevalled
during the late Conservative Administra-
tion. Wheu they are avallable they are used
by hon. gentlemen ln the Government who
desire to use them ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I thInk so.

The PRIME MINISTER. I would like to
ask my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) what he
knows about my repugnance to private cars?

Mr. FOSTER. It oceurs to me that ln tffe
early, and more fresh, and may be a little
more Innocent stages of this Government's
official career, when the right hon. gentle-
man came from Montreal to Ottawa, shortly
after he was Premier, It was heralded ail
around the country, that he actually rode lin
a car with other people and did not get on a
private car. And the rlght hon. gentleman
when intervlewed about it, said : He did not
consider himself any better than the com-
mon people, and would ride In the same car.
I wonder if that same virgin freshness stili
adheres to my right hon. friend.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do not think
that I was ever interviewed upon that sub-
Jeet, and I do not hold myself responsibl
for everything that appears In the press.
Moreover, I have used a private car when I
was acting l an officIal capaclty ; otherwise
I am a democrat to the hlt.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Amount remaining unpald of sum appro-
prlated by chap. -2 of the Statutes of
1890, ln aid of the Central Railway
Company of New Brunswick, the date
for finishing the work named ln con-
tract having expired before final eom-
pletion thereof ; this sum being acknow-
ledged as due, notwithstandIng that the
changes made In the speelfications for
the work were not legally authorized. $5,300
Mr. POSTER. I asked that papers be

brought down with reference to this, and
some were brought down by the Minister of
Railways and Canals, and to-day the Min-
Ister of Finance gave me a supplementary
list. I shail lnot now ask that this Item
stand, but I wish it to be understood that
I shallhave the right to refer to It lin the
main Estimates,
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I might explain, perhaps, that
the total subsIdy would be $142,400. There
have been payments made, one under the au-
thorlty of the Act of last session for $81,400.
There have been pald on account of those1
subsidies in al $137,100, leaving a balance of!
$5,300. When the vote was brought In last
year It was explained that I bad not the
necessary report from the engineers to au-
thorize the payment of the full amount, but
they have since been obtained and I have
ln my hand a report dated the 19th of Jan-
uary, 1899.

Mr. FOSTER. That Is not Included In the
papers.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. As we understand, the engineer
had only reported with regard to 20 miles,
but It appears we were Inaccurate ln draw-
Ing that Inference from his report, becuse
it really covered the whole road, and all re-
quired by the department to be doue had
been done. He sent this report on the 19th
of January, showing that It applied toi the
25 miles, Instead of 20 miles.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish my hon. frIend
would have a copy of that made and bring
it down, so that it may be added to the other
papers.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I will see to that.

Mr. FOSTER. My impression was, that
a report was made to Council, on which the
Minister was authorized, on the report of
his engineer, to allow for certain trestle
work for which the contract dId not alow ;
that this was set out ln the Order In Coun-
cil; that the total amount of the subsidy
due was subject to this exception, and that
last year's vote Included the subsidy for all
of that work. As the Minister had a supple-
mentary report from the englneer, authoriz-
ing certain other structures to be considered
as equal, not to the requirements of the con-
tract, but to the practical work, this is a
further computation of the subsidy, as due.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes. The Order lu Councli was
based on a report authorizing certain work
whleh, under the terms of the original con-
tract, could not be permitted. It turned out
that that authorization made by Order i
Council was not within the legal competeney
of the Governor ln Couneil, because the date
for the completion of the work had expired.
Therefore, t becomes necessary to ask for
a speelal approprlatlon of Parliament to
make that good.

an assignment of the whole of the subsidies
to the Bank of Montreal ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. In that assignment the
batik had a complete right to alflthe subsi-
dies, unless Barnes paid it $40,000, which
seems to have been his indebtedness to the
bank.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Forty thousand dollars to bring
the road up to the condition required.

Mr. FOSTER. It does not appear, from
the papers brought down, that Barnes exer-
elsed his option to take up' his assIgnment
to the bank.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No; the money was all paid to
the bank.

Mr. FOSTER. And this amount goes to
·the bank under that assignment ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yea,

Welland Canal-
Remission of arrears of water rental

due by village of Merritton, aiso
law costs ln connection...........$2,14U 75

Mr. FOSTER. Why Is this allowed ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS, AND

CANALS. A lease was made of certain
lands to the town of Merritton lin connection
with Its water supply system, subject to a
rental of $40 a year. The town paid that
rental for a short period ; but the amount
appeared to them to be very large, and they
protested against It. Ultimately, the hon.
gentleman who preceded me in the depart-
ment,I think lin the year 189, agreed to re-
duce the rental, and it was reduced from
$400 to $80 ; but there was a considerable
amount of arrears at the old rate. I think
there was no prom on the part of my pre-
decessor that the rentaluIn arrears would
be abated, and proceedings are being taken
against the town to« recover those arrears.
Not long ago a cyclone struck the town, a
good deal of property was destroyed, and
the tax-paying eapabilities of the town were
very much Impaired. They came to us with
an urgent appeal, ad miserlcordiam, that
we should not enforce the judgment agalnst
them for the arrears of rent. They are wUll-
ing to pay thel rental of $80, but they ask
us to remit the arrears at the higher rate,
and we recommend the reruission to Parlia-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. To whom is this payable? Mr. POSTER. Haye they pald the money?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND The MINISTER 0F RAILWÂyS AND

CANALS. Te the Ba Montreal. CANALS. No.

Mr. FOSTER. The zilny company made
an asgnment to Barnes, and Barnes made

Mr. FOSTER. What are you going to do
with this money?
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND of words which would have the effeet of
CANALS. Under the authority of this vote wlping it out altogether?
we discharge the judgment. It is a mere The MINISTER OF FINANCE. On thematter of book-keeping. I do not know any one hand, you would have to pay out theother way of doing it, except by Act of Par- money and on the other hand to receive itliament. back.

M3r. FOSTER. I might ask the Minister Mr. HAGGART. Who would receive it ?of Finance, if he consulted bis department
as to this method of doing away with ar- The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Issue a
rearages. If he has not, I would suggest cheque to the Ralway Department, and
that he consult with his deputy and the then It would go into the revenue. If you
AudItor General on the subject ; because It Issue a cheque and charge It on the one
strikes me that this has been done In a dif- side and credit the amount among the re-
ferent way from wbat las been done thls eeipts on the other they would balance.
year. I know that at one time, when arrear- r
ages for a large amount were struck off, Mr. SPROULE. Then you would bave
the matter went before the Public Accountsale
Committee, the committee reported to the The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes, if
House, and the House authorlzed the strlk- the amount were a large one.
ing off of the arrears" Mr. SPROULE. How muih for law costs

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND and how mueh for remission of rents ?
CANALS. Was that, doue by Act of Par-
liament ? The MINISTER. 0F RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. My Impression is something
Mr. FOSTER. Yes, because it could not like $140 or $150 for costs. There was an

be done otherwise. It strikes me, however, error, we recovered judgment, and of course
that this is not the right way. when we reinltted the amount, we remitted

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I will the costs.
look into the matter and see If there Is a
better way. By dolng it in this way, you
swell both the revenue and expenditure
needlessly.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYSI AND
CANALS. So far as the appeal to the Pub-
lic Accounts Committee Is concerned, I think
that is a matter for the Government. If
they wish to have an Independent expres-
sion on the facts, they might go to the com-
mittee ; but, when the Government has a
fixed view of the case, there would be no
occasion of consultIng the committee. If
they went to the committee, they would
escape a certain amount of critlcism.

Mr. FOSTER. That might be au advant-
age.

Mr. HAGGART. I remember the cir-
cumstances in regard to this matter per-
feetly well, andI It was my intention to
forgive the indebtedness. It is not a re-
mission ; It Is the wiplng out of an ln-
debtedness due by the town of MerrItton.
They brought ln a very strong argument
to show that the neghbourIng town was get-
ting the watar at a great del less, and It
was my Intention to have this amount
wiped out. But the trouble is the Gover-
nor in Council have no power to do it, The
Public Accounts Committee recommended
it, but have no powee to do It. The only
possible way is by an Act of Parliament.
The wording of this is a little better than
the one brought before the House the other
day, but It Is still wrong, becanse there is
an amount Of money that bas never been
paid to the Goverument, and you cannot
remit It. Could you not have some form

Mr. FOSTER.

It beng SIx o'clock, the Speaker left the

After Recess,

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

BRI (No. 30) respectng the Atlas Loan
Company.-(Mr. Ingram.) ,

Bill (No. 129) respecting "The General
Trust Corpo:ation of Canada."-(Mr. McMul-
len.)

Bill (No. 136)-from the Senate-for the
relief of Annie Inkson Dowding.-(Mr.
Clarke.)

Bill (No. 113) to incorporate the Canada
Mining and Metallurgical Company (Limit-
ed).-(Mr. Haley.)

SUPPLY.

The House again resolved Itself Into Com-
mitte of Supply.

Welland Canal-
Interest tu owners of steamer "Lake-

side," on balance of sum deposited
as security for damages to Lock 1... $143 87

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. This vote arises out of a circum-
stance whIeh may occur frequently, and, I
think, It ls desirable that some regular pro-
cedure should be taken lna such a case. The
owners of this steamer did certain damage
to the canaL Accordixng to usage they were
required to make a deposit to cover the cost
of lhe repair. When these repaire were com-
pleted It was found that the amount that
hey had put up was in excess of the
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sum expended. The balance of course re-
qulred to be repaid. The persons who made
the deposit had the right te expeet that the
returned portion should carry Interest, and
it did really carry Interest because It was
pald Into the bank and they were entitled
to get the benefit of it. We are unable.
under the existing condition of the law, to
add interest to the amount of the refund
and are. therefore, compelled to askp for an
appropriation.

Mr. SPROULE. What amount are you
allowIng them ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think the amount is calculated
on the basis of 4 per cent.

Mr. SPROULE. Then they must bave de-
posited a very large sum over what was ne-
cessary.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They had quite an amount on
deposit, but it was lu the hands of the Gov-
ernment for over two years.

Mr. PRIOR. Why ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Beause it took some Ume to make
the repairs, and there was a good deal of
dispute as to whether or not the amount of
repairs charged against them was properly
charged, whether or not we ought to ask
them to bear as large a proportion of these
repairs, and, therefore, a controversy re-
sulted. Some concessions were made to them
ultimately and the amount was settled. The
interest we bave allowed Is only for the
period durIng which we held the money.

Mr. POWELL. I think that is rIght lu
principle.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We ought to have some regu'ar
machinery.

Mr. POWELL. I was going to bring som
other cases to your notice. In election peti-
tions I have had from the office some $4,000
or $5.000 ln the hands of the clerk of th3
election court at one time. In one case it
was held for two years and no Interest was
pald on it. This Is a case pertectly on all
fours with the one which the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Blair) bas mentioned, and I think
there should be some general rule by which
Interest on such deposits should be pald back
to the people who make the deposits.

Mr. BRITTON. I do not think the cases
are parallel. The money ln an election pett-
tlon is paid into court, and, of course, there
is Interest allowed on the money pald.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I did not have any reference to
election deposits.

Mr. POWELL. No, but until it is paid
back, the Government have the use of it.

182

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I had in my mInd the present
case. The other was not in my mind at all.

Mr. POWELL. I think this Is a matter
that ought to recelve the attention of the
Government. Somebody bas had the use of
the money. The officers of the Dominion

-omuieinut have had It, for the clerk of
the election court may be considered suêh,
for In the case of Valin vs. Langlols the
court leaned to regard the election court as
a Dominion court, and it Is only right that
the party who makes a deposit should re-
ceive Interest on It.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes.

Mr. BRITTON. There Is Interest allowed
on money paid Into the election court. It
may not be pald for the full tlie. The ofi-
cers of the court, probably, have not îmuch
better banking arrangements than an Indi-
vidual can have, and, therefore, there lis al-
ways a loss on the fraction of the month or
when the money does not stay for some
length of time. These are things that you
cannot do absolute justice ln, but, substan-
tially, there Is Interest paid on money that
Is paid into court on election petitions, and
I suppose, In a case of this kind, when the
money Is in the hands of the Government,
and presumably used for good purposes.
there Is no reason why the Government
should not pay at least bank Interest if they
are entitled to pay a portion of the money
back to any one.

To pay the Kingstn and Montreal
F'orwarding Company a rebate of
tolls on grain that passed through
the Welland and St Lawrence can-
als in 1891 and 1892, and wh.ch was
transhipped at Ogdensburg..........$7,321 18

Mr. SPROULE.
seven years oldl?

How does ths com-

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANAIJS. It is a very considerable amount;
the matter is One of Importance, and I desire
to put the connnittee In full possession of
the facts In reference to it. This vote Is to
refund the aniount which was paid in tolls
ln 1891 and 1892, by the Kingston and
Montreal Forwarding Company, on grain
shipped through the Welland Canal, and
later through the St. Lawrene canals to
Montreal. The rates of toll durIng these
years were, through the Welland Canal, 20
cents, and 15 eents la addition through the
St. Lawrence canals. There was an Order
in Council passed as far back as 1889, to the
followIng effect :--

Good ishipped to any port weet o the St. Law-
rence canals, toils upon wbch bave already
been paid forpasage through said anals, may
be re-hlpped from Oudh ports and be passod
through the Wolland Canal free ot to1s lu thé
same way as If they atd been shipped through
direct ln the first iztance ; and gooda eastward,

REVISED EDITIOK.
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having paid Welland Car al tells, may be tran-
8hlpped at any port on L ihe Ontario, and there-
after pass free through 1 le St. Lawrence canals
as if they bad been shipp ai through direct ln the
first Instance.

Mr. PRIOR. That hs any grain that was
shipped through one p' rt went through the
other?

The MINISTER O f RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Any grain that was shipped from
the port of Montre&l and passed through
the others, was entitled to a refund of the
Welland Canal toll to the extent of 18 cents.
That belng the condition of things at the
tine that the shipment took place, the Mont-
real Forwarding Company shipped the quan-
tity of grain, the statement of which I have
here, through the Welland Canal. But as
there was no port having facilities on the
Canadian side, they went over (to Ogdens-
burg and shipped there, and the grain came
down later as originally destined for Mont-
real. But when they asked for their refundi
the technical question was raised as to whe-
ther they were entitled to it under ithe
strict meaning of the Order in Council. I
am inclined to think that the point was
raised owIng to the fact that between the
time the grain had come through the Wel-
land Canal and had gone through the other
canal, some little time Intervened, and a
new Order in Comin>cil had passed re-
strlcting xthe privilege and the right to a re-
fund to shipments which had been stopped,
and had not been transhipped in ports that
were wholly Canadian. It was claimed by
the Department of Justice that upon the
strIct interpretation of this Order ln Council
the company were not entitled to the re-
fund, because the port of Ogdensburg was
not strictly a port on Lake Ontario. but was
a port on the river. The claim has been
made and pressed, and except upon the
grounds that !the Justice Department puts
forward, I do not know any reason why It
was not pald. The matter was submitted to
me after coming to the department as au
unsettled matter. I took a great deal of
pains to look into it, and to arrive at a
conclusion, and I must say that I felt bound
to come to the same conclusion that my pre-
deeessor did when he recommended thait the
amount should be refunded.

'Mr. PRIOR. Did your predecessor recom-
mend It ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Yes. The Minister of Justiee
had expressed an opinion that In strictness
under the Order In Couneil, tbey were not
entitled to it, but In equity he thought they
were, and so we all did. I reported the
case to my colleagues luithe Couneil, andl
they came to the conclusion that It was a
very extremne Interpretation of this section
that had been put forward. The grain came
down destIned for Montreal, It came to
Montreal, and It only tarried at Ogdensburg

Mr. BLAIR.

because we had not at the time any facilities
to make a transfer on ithe Canadian side of
the lake.

Mr. SPROULE. Would It be possible that
this company did not ship the same quantity
of grain f rom Ogdensburg? -

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. That point was gone into very
carefully. My predecessor sent the proper
officer of the department at Ogdensburg.
and he followed up the vessel's record, and
followed up the quantity. and he was satis-
fied that the grain had been reshipped and
had gone out by the port of Montreal.

Mr. SPROULE. It seens to me very
natural that the Minister of Justice should
come to the conclusion that he did, because
Ogdensburg is a port on the river and not
on Lake Ontario, and on the American side.
But the Order in Council only provided for
the rebate where it was transhipped from a
ort oi Lake Ontarlo ; therefore, the legal

interpretation of the Order in Council would
be clearly that they could not get it. It
seems strange that this question exlsted
from 1881 ýto 1892 without being adjusted.

Mr. PRIOR. I presume the matter was
brought up several times.

The MINISTrEt OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It was brought up continuously.

Mr. BRITTON. As I have some business
connection with a company at Kingston, not
this company, I wish to understand this
matter. First, it ought to be made clear
that this grain was consigned to that com-
pany, and that it was merely transhlpped
at Ogdensburg because there were no facill-
ties at Kingston to recelve It. Secondly, the
point should be made clear that It is the
same grain that was sent from Ogdensburg
later on. These two points being clear, I
suppose that in equity they have a claim
under what was intended to be the meaning
of the Order in Council. Then, the other
point is this, whether the department has
-any knowledge of other claims for payment
under similar circumstances. I have Inquir-
ed, but have not yet ascertained whether
the other company at Kingston has any
claim.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They would be likely to prefer
it before now, If they had.

Mr. BRITTON. If there are any, they will
be settled upon the same basis ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. If the cases are analogous.

Mr. SPROULE. There is more lnvolved
here than the settlement of this claim. The
Americans have always held that we charg-
ed them too much as canal toils where
they shipped to an Amerlean port. Now. the
Americans mlght. very naturally, in coring
through the Welland Canal. If they tran-
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ship grain to Monutreal, they might set up the
claim for a rebate of ithe canal tolls whilch
they had pald above what they ought to
pay lu consideration of their being Ameri-
cans, because, I understand, that Americans
shipping to a port on Lake Ontario and then
transhipplng to Montrcal, are entitled to this
rebate. Some time ago, I think, there was
an Order In Council passed reduclng the
tolls from 20 cents to 10 cents a ton. Was
It under this new Order in Council ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The charge was made under the
old one of 1889, under which 20 cents was
the raite for the Welland and 15 cents for the
St. Lawrence.

Mr. SPROULE. Does the Minister remem-
ber when the new Order in Council was
passed ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I think It was passed in 1892.

Mr. SPROULE. Were any other claims
preferred besides tiis one ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We have heard of none.

Mr. SPROULE. It may be that because
such a claim as this Is pald others may
loom up which we know nothing of, and
the matter should be well considered.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Some years have elapsed, and
If there were any similar case 4t would be
sure to have been brought to the notiee of
the department.

WI-th the permission of the House I wish
to supplenent the Information I gave ear-
lier with reference to the Mount Stewart
wharf. By reference to the Auditor Gene-
ral's Report, 1897-98, hon. gentlemen will
see that the sum of $930.75 was expended
ln extending the hUne to that wharf. I
have here some letters -whicb hae been
found since recess and thee may be others.

Mr. SPROULE. Better read them and
put them dn "Hansard."

Mr. TAYLOR. Lay them on the Table.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They are not of suffleient Im-
portance, I tbink, to go on "Hansard," and
as they are originals, i shall get copies made
and lay them on the Table of the House.

Mr. PRIOR. Is it the pollcy of the Gov-
ernment to purchase wharfs for publie ùse
lu other provincas as iwell as in Prince Ed-
ward Island ? I know that in British Co.
lumbla the provincial government always
does that.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Prior)
overlooks the faet that this wharf was re-
quired "n conneeton with the' business of
the Prince Edward Island Ra4lway.
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Mr. PRIOR. I can understand that, but
does not the Goverument own wharfs
where there Us no ra4lway, In Quebec and
Ontarlo ?

Mr. TAYLOR. Not tu Ontario.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND,

CANALS. I thlink they do, but they are
not under my jurisdlction. There are
wharfs owned by the Government and the
Publie Works Departrnent has charge of
them.

Mr. PR fOR. Why does not the provin-
clal government attend to that ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. It de on the sea-coast.

Mr. EARLE. If wharfs are required on
the Pacifie coast for the convenlence of set-
tiers, the provincial government have in all
cases provided them.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The provinclal government build
thein In the maritime provinces too, but
there are some bailt and maintained by the
Dominion.

Mr. EARLE. Why do that on the east
const and not on the west coast ? What
principle guides the Goverument lu that ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do not think there is any rule
against the Government building wharfs in
British Columbia.

~fr. EARLE. It ls sImply because we
have not asked for them.

Mr. PRIOR. We did not catch on to it
before.

Post Offlee-
Amount required to increase the salary

of Mr. A. Bolduc, post office Inspector,
from $2,000 to $2,200 a year from lst
July, 1897, to 30th June, 1898, Mr. Bol-
duc having completed ten years' service
as Inspector ............................ $4

Mr. SPROULE. Why does the Prime
Minister propose at this laite date to In-
crease this salary ?

The POSTMASTER (ENER.\L. After
a certain number of years' service an in-
spector Is entitled, as a inattr of rigIt
under the Civil Service Act, 'o an ine-resse
of salary. It Is not a questioa of option.

Mr. SPROULE. Then, this Inspeccor's
salary should have been Increased two years
ago.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He did
not ca attention to It last year, and It was
not put In the Estimates.

Mr. FOSTER. Des the Postmaster Gene-
ral give It as his opinion that this ofteer
Is entitled of rlght to the Inerease or that
he becomes eligible for It ?
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think partment to the matter since I have been
he s entitled to it as a matter of "ight. there.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not think so.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I tbink
the language of the Act is open to ithat
view. It does noit depend on any recomn-
mendation such as the statutory Increase
does.

Mr. FOSTER. But you have to vote it ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The

voting of it is one thing; you might say
you have to voite the salary of a judge,
which is provided by statute. The salary
of a judge is a contract by statute ; It is
payable out of the consoHldated fund.

Mr. FOSTER. So da every.thing.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL.

schedule of the Civil Service Acit says:
The

First-class Inspector on appolntment, $2,200
aften ten years' eervice, $2,400.

The only condition there for an increase is
the aength of service. No recommendation
is required.

Mr. PRIOR. I cadl the Postmaster Gene-
ral's attention to the post office dn VIcto-
ria, B.C. Mr. Noah Shakespeare, the post-
master, has been ln that position for a num-
ber of years, and the revenue of the post
office has increased very materially year
after year. The gross revenue is now
nearly $53,000 a year, which, as I under-
stand, entitles him to an inerease of salary,
Mr. Shakespeare is only getting at rthe pre-
sent time $2,000 a year, and I think he is
enttiled to at least $2,400. Would the
Postmaster General say what salary the
pestmaster at Quebec Is receiving ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I cannot
give the hon. gentleman thel salaries of the
various postmasters. but he will see the scale
of "remuneration on page 196 of the Civil
Service Act. The salary for a revenue of
from $20,000 to $40,000 Is $2,000. What does
the hon. gentleman say the revenue of Vie-
toria s ?

Mr. PRIOR. Fifty-two thousand six hun-
dred and twenty dollars. It has been above
$40,000 for a number of years.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. My
view of the schedule is, that both the post-
masters and inspectors are entitled to these
increases-that the only point to determine,
as regards the salaries of the postmasters,
la the amount of the revenue, and, in regard
to the inspectors, the length of service. That
is the vIew I take of the Act.

Mr. PRIOR. If that is the Postmaster
General's decislon, Mr. Shakespeare is qual!-
fied, and has a right to. a large Increase of
salary.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
think heas called the attention of th_ de-

Mr. FOSTER.

Mr. PRIOR. I think the Postmaster Gen-
eral will find that he has.

Mr. FOSTER. I think my hon. friend will
find, when he looks over the Civil Service
Act, that the provision he refers to is not
mandatory, but simply gives a man eligible
standing, from which he can base a demand
for so much salary, and puts the Govern-
ment in a position to give him that increase,
if it pleases. I do not think it is manda-
tory, but optional, with the Postmaster
General.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
the Department of Justice has advised as I
have stated.

Mr. FOSTER. While I was in office, we
proceeded constantly on the idea that it was
not mandatory, but was an enabling posi-
tion, from which the postmaster could de-
mand a certain salary, and from which the
Government could recommend a vote for it,.
if they chose. As a matter of fact, I think
it was always, or nearly always, done. I
know, however, that In one case lt was net
done for two or three years, although the
salary was placed at the requisite figure for
other considerations.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. , I think
there is an opinion of the Department of
Justice. If there is, I will bring it down.

Mr. PRIOR. That being the case, I would
like the Postmaster General to remember
Mr. Shakespeare's claim, and, if possible,
bring down the amount in the supplement-
ary Estimates this year.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
do so. If the revenue of the post office en-
titles Mr. Shakespeare to the salary In the
schedule, 'he should get it, according to the
view I ve taken ; also the postmasters at
London, alifax, and some other places.
The Auditor General called my attention to
the question some timq ago, lin the case of
another postmaster, whose salary he claim-
ed should be reduced because the revenue
had fallen.

Mr. PRIOR. I thInk Mr. Shakespeare
should get the salary, net only for this year
and last year, but for the previous years in
which the gross revenue was over $40,0OO.

Amount requIred to refund to George
Yates, postmaster of 011 Springs, on
account of cash and stamps stolen
frOm the 011 SprIlngs post ofece in
NovembeT, 1893................... $144 27
Mr. POSTER. What is the practice of the

department with reference to cash and
stamps stolen from postmasters ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Stamps
stolen from postmasters and money received
for stamps are the property of the Crown;
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Postmasters are alway supposed to have
on band either the stamps they are entrusted
with, or the equivalent of money. If the
office is where there Is a bank, there are
certain rules requiring the postmaster to de-
posit. If the postmaster follows the rules,
and a loss occurs, the Orown assumes the
loss. thougli the postmaster is obliged to use
ordinary care, such as he would with his
own money. Postmasters are agents of the
Crown.

Amount required to pay Messrs. O'Connor
& Hogg for legal services in connection
with claim of department against Estate
of Sowden, surety for ex-postmaster of
Port Hope................................ $160
Mr. SPROULE. What Is this for ? How

much was the department owed ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The

transaction was thîs. The postmaster at the
village of Millbrook some years ago became
a defaulter. Mr. Sowden was one of his
sureties. Pro< eelings were instituted, and
be gave a mortgage as security for the
amount owing by the postmaster, and this
Is a bill of the costs incurred by the solil-
tors for the Crown in obtaining that securlty.
The account was sent to me, and I submit-
ted it to the Department of Justice, and this
Is the amount at which that department bas
adjusted it.

Mr. SPROULE. How much was the claim
orlglnally ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
It was about $2,000.

Mr. FOSTER. Was the claim valldated ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes. I

am not findIng fault, but I will say that it
was allowed to remain In abeyance for a
great number of years. I think the default
occurred in 1880 or 1882, and the mortgage
had not been reallzed upon; but the matter
was brought to my attention, and I put it In
the hands of the solicitors of the Department
of Justice to recover whatever there was ln
the security. I rather rebelled at having
to deal wlth an old claim like that, but I
found that it was perfectly valid. It Is in
the hands of the Department of Justice. It
Is only a few months since the matter came
to light at all.

Mr. SPROULE. This seems a large sum
for lawyers' fees. Were these costs taxed by
the Department of Justice ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. They
were. The account was a good deal larger
at lrst, and this Is the amount at whîch it
was adjusted. I have seen the account, and
I cannot find any fault with the amount
which is certIfied to by the Deputy Minister
of Justice.

Mr. FOSTER. Are these sureties still
taken ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. They
are ln the case of country post offees ; but
the system whIch we adopted two years ago
Is working very advantageously.

Mr. FOSTER. There may be cases of par-
ticular hardship, where a surety may plead
properly to be let off ; but my own idea Is,
that' If sureties are worth anythlng, in the
case of default on the part of a public otti-
cer, the security ought te be -rlgorously ex-
acted.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
agree with the hon. gentleman.

I quite

Mr. FOSTER. To my mind, it ought to
requird a pretty strong case to justify let-
ting the surety off.

Mr. SPROULE. Was there any suit ln
court over this case ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
know whether the Crown originally sued the
postmaster or not.

Mr. SPROULE. I have only to say, ln con-
nection with that item, that it seems to me
to be very liberal pay for little services.
So far as we can judge, $160 Is liberal pay
for searching for a security and taking a
mortgage for $2,000 on some property. It
appears to be very much on a par with many
liberal payments made for law costs by the
Crown in connection with legal work done
by political friends.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. FItz-
patriek). This is a perfectly fair and rea-
sonable allowance. The services were ren-
dered to the late Government and at their
request, by Messrs. O'Connor & Hogg, who
were the regular4 agents of the Department
of Justice under the preceding Government.
The bill was sent ln and passed in the regu-
lar way by the officials of the department.
I do not wish to evade responsibilty, quite
the contrary, but I wish to say that the re-
sponsiblity that devolves upon this Govern-
ment is merely as to the :taxed ecsts due for
services rendered to our predecessors.

Mr. SPROULE. It would be quite out of
question to expeet one lawyer to condemu
another lawyer's bIll of costs.

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. If we had
not pald these gentlemen, who were em-
ployed by the preceding Government, their
costs, the hon. member would have a griev-
ance the other way.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If we
can take the bill of costs as a narrative of
what occurred, the soleiitors had to go to
Port Hope and Millbrook and follow the
thing up, and were many days In search of
the securlty before they got satisfied.

Mr. TYRWHITT. How do you propose to
fix the salaries of postmasters ? Hitherto
they received 40 per cent of the gross re-
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ceipts, but the reduction In receipts owing to
the reduced postage, will reduce their sal-
aries. Is it proposed to increase the per-
centage ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do
not think that the reduction will be perman-
ently much less than it was, aid I had not
contenplated any change in the salaries for
the present, but rather to let the revenues
recover, as they will ln a reasonable time.

Mr. TYRWHITT. In the meantime, they
will receive 40 per cent of the gross recelpts.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The prac-
tice is to readjust the salaries at the end of
each fiscal year ; and ln the ordinary course
we would probably proceed next fail to
readjust the salaries on! the resuit of the

revenues up to the lst of July. So far as i
can see, there Is going to be a return to the
old volume within probably the time I pro-
phesied when asking Parliament to pass
the measure. I think it would be only rea-
sonable not to drop the salaries down, but
leave them at their present basis, for in
about three years the revenue will have re-
eovered.

Mr. SPROULE. Then the salaries are not
to drop below what they are at present'?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Not as a
rule. Of course there will always be cases
of reduction for special reasons.

Mr. SPROULE. Twice a year you try
to get an approximate estimate of the busi-
ness. If a postmaster did the $300 of busi-
ness last year, when the rate of postage was
3 cents, he would only do $200 this year on
the same quantity of mail matter, but stili
you allow the salaries to remain as they
were, but there must be a large number of
cases wixere the work has increased, al-
though the revenue has not In consequence
of the decreased postage, and In such cases
the postmasters would be entitled to more.
How do you come to a conclusion as to what
advance you will give them ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am,
only expressing my views with regard to the
cases of reductions In the revenue caused
by the reduction in postage. and not the
cases Of increased work without Increase of
r!venie.

Mr. SPROULE. In every case where the
gross revenue is no less than last year, there
must be greater work-more letters and
papers handled.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That
does not materlally increase the work.

Mr. TYRWHITT. Does the hon. gentle-
man mean that the salaries received by the
postmasters In 1898 will be maintained, and
that in the event of the revenue falling off
In consequence of the decreased postageI

Mr. TYRWHITT.

rate, the loss ln his percentage will be made
up to the postmaster from some other source?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That is
substantially what I mean. The salaries of
the postmasters are paid by what are called
" salary warrants," being deductons from
the revenue. I did not contemplate having
the salaries scaled down to follow any small
reduction ln this or that office, as a result
of the reduction in postage, but there are
always fluctuations ln post offices, from spe-
clal causes. For example, if a village were
to lose its trade for some reason, and the re-
duction ln revenue was due, not to the re-
duced rate of postage, but to other causes,
the salary would have to be readjusted..
But taking the salaries ln the large, it Is not
intended that they should be reduced tu
keep pace with the reductions ln revenue.

Mr. SPROULE. Has the bon. gentleman
taken any means of keeping track of the
business done so as to see what reduction
will be caused ln the revenue by the change
ln the postal rates, and whether the postal
business lu the aggregate is increasing at a
normal or abnormal rate, and how much eo
that Increase is due to the reduced rate.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. As the
reduction bas only been ln force five months,
I would not like to make a statement and be
bound by it. The system is hardly in force
long enough to offer a sound basis for com-
ing to a conclusion. I will give the hon.
gentleman, however, the benefdt of what ln-
formation I have to the present. When the
measure went through Parliament, I ven-
tured to predict that the reduction in reve-
nue would not equal $700,000 the fdrst year..
I think the reduction for the present year
will be at the rate of about $500,000 per year.
I think we are carrying now at the rate of
12,000,000 more letters Ver annum thau
under the former rate. We are carrylng:
about 10 per cent more letters, jndging from
the revenue during the five months.

Mr. SPROULE. You have come to tha:
conclusion from the revenue ? You have
kept no account of the business done other-
Wise ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There Is-
an enumeration taken, but only for part ot
this spring, and the data are not sufficicut
to enable us to predict anything more de-
finite. The reduction la revenue for the-
five months of this year, as compared with
the corresponding five months of last year,
is about $190,000. Supposing that the re-
duction this month amounts to $80,000 or

I$40.000, you would then have a reduction
'or the six months of about $225,000.

Mr. FOSTER. What Is the increase in
expense In that six months ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I cofld
not say. I do not think I am taking any
larger vqte than formerly. The annual ln-
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Crease In expenses ought to be something
considerable. I am not starving the service
in any way that I know of.

Mr. McNEILL. I understand the hon.
Postmaster General to say that he did not
lntend to reduce the salaries of postmasters
according to the reduction 'that mlght result
from the lowering of the rate of postage,
but I did not catch what he said regarding
the remuneratlon of postmasters who were
found to be doing a good deal more work
by reason of the change.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The rule
of the Post Office Is not to base remuneration
on the work done. It is based upon the re-
venue.

Mr. McNEILL. But surely It is based up-
on the revenue only because the revenue is
supposed to afford the readiest and best
way of judging of the work done. If the
revenue under the 2-cent rate is as great as
It was under the 3-eent rate, that would
imply that there Is a good deal more work
being done In the office, and surely the un-
derstanding is that after all that it Is the
amount of work that is done upon which
the salary Is based. For Instance, where
postmasters have forwarding work ito do,
that Is taken Into consideration, because It
Involves more work.

Mr. HENDERSON. As I understand the
statement of the Postmaster General, the
salaries are 'to continue at the regular per-
centage, but If that percentage does fnot
yleld a salary equal to that under the 3-cent
postage, the salary paid during the last year
of the 3-cent postage shall be the salary
until the revenue rises to what it formerly
was.

Mr. McNEILL. But I was pointing out
that with a. revenue equal to that before the
reduction was made in the rate of postage
there must be a good deal more work done.
What I wanted to understand was whether
the jpostmaster in that case would receive a
larger salary than hie recelved before.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. MeNeill) will remember
that It has never been the practice in Can-
ada, though I think It is in England, to re-
munerate postmasters according to the work.
In Canada the practice has been to remun-
erate them out of the revenue recelved and,
In proportion 'to the revenue reeeived. We
are speakinxg now of salaries only. There
are special allowances, such as the forward-
ing allowance, which are classed differently
from salaries.

Mr. MOORE. I gather from ·the discussion
that forty per cent of the gross recelpts Is
paid to postmasters. If that Is the case. I
would like to know how It is that ln the
town of Magog. fbe postmaster only gets
$600 a year, and the-gross reeeipts, If I Te-
colleet correctly, are over $3,000.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
report for the year ending 30th June, 1898,
which I have here, shows the revenue of the
post office at Magog to have been $3,184,
and !the postmaster's salary $800. The scale
of remuneration is forty per cent up to $800,
and twenty-fdve per cent between $800 and
$10,000.

Mr. MOORE. Is there any change lu thepercentage as compared with the last year -1
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Therebas never been any change ; the rate now 1*the same as it always bas been since con.

federation, and, I arm iuformed, the samesince -the post office was established ln Can-
ada.

Mr. MOORE. I desire to ask another ques.
tion-respecting losses sustained in post
offices through the operations of burgiars
and thieves. If the postmaster keeps a saTe
in which he puts his money and postage
stamps and a burglar breaks in and steals
the money and postage stamps, destroys the
safe, does the Government hold itself respon-
sible for the value of the safe ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
prineiple upon which responsibility is based
is this: The Government entrusts the post-
master with a certain amount of Govern-
ment property lu the shape of postage
stamps. The postmaster, as the agent of the
Government, is obliged to have on iaad,
whenever the Inspector appears, elther the
stamps so entrusted to him or the equivalent
in money, unless the post office happens te
be situated near a bank, in which case there
are certain departmental regulations :equir-
ing that the proceeds of t'hese stamps shall
be deposlted to the credit of the Recelver
General. If the postmaster bas on hand
stamps or the equivalent of stamps and the
stamps or the equivalent are stolen through
no fault of his, as in the case of burglary,
for instance. the loss is the loss of the Crown
but not of the postmaster.

Mr. TAYLOR. But the hon. gentliman
(Mr. Moore) refers to the safe.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
find that the Crown has ever paid for a
safe that has been damaged ; I never heard
of such a case.

Mr. MOORE. In nearly every Important
town and clty In the eastern townships,
and. perhaps. In the province of Quebec,
within the last few years, the post office
has been broken into and the safe blown te
pleces, and, so far as I know, no apprehen-
son of the thieves bas been made. In
many cases the postmaster owns the %åfe.
huit 1 do not know that any of them has ever
been remunerated for his loss.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I mr
not able to pronounce an opinion as to the
right or wrong in such a matter. Since I
have been in the department I have no -re
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collection of any claim for damage done
to a safe, but no doubt the question bas
come up. But It is a proper question to con-
sider.

Mr. MOORE. I think dt is very hard
for a postmaster who is getting a small
salary, and who supples himself wlith a
safe and burglars destroy that safe, that
he should get no remuneration.

Mr. PRIOR. I suppose the Postmaster
General will say that the same rule applies
to assistant postmasters as to postmasters.
I see In looking up the Auditor General's
Report and the Post Office Report that lu
Quebee, where the revenue is $2,000 lessi
than in Victoria, B.C., the assistant post-
master gets $1,600, and the assistant post-
master in Victoria only gets $1,400. I pre-
sume he Is entitled tto the same rise in pro-
portion.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There
is only one rule.

Mr. PRIOR. Some time ago I called
for a return showàng the number of letter
carriers employed now ln Victoria. That re-
turn shows that although there is much more
business done :there now than used to be,
there has been a reduction In the number
of letter carriers, permanent and tempor
ary, from seventeen to eleven. I know,
and my hon. colleague knows that these men
consider that they have to work altogether
too long hours. They are good men, and
they work very often until eleven or twelve
o'clock at night. I can understand that
when the letter carrier system was first in
troduced It took tlhem longer to get round
than It does after they become au fait ln
their business. But there is a big differ-
ence between seveniteen and eleven, and I
do not think it Is justified. Another thing
I know Is that there are no extra men.
There used to be one man kept on all the
time to take the place of any who mighit
fall sick, or be off duty, but there s no
such man now, and when one man lis away,
the remaining men have to do bis work,
for whieh, I m informed, they get no ex-
tra pay. Then, again, they get no boik
days. I belleve the entire staff of tem-
porary and ermanent carMiers have to
work from the 1st day of Jaxuary to .the
31st day of December. I would ask the
hon. gentleman whether he has -had any re-
port from the inspeetor stat-ing that the
number -they have now ls Insufficient, and
that he wants more help. So far as I am
given to understand, the head officials in
th'e post office consider thley are under-
manned altogether. I hope ithe hon. gen-
tieman wRl take these ·things into conside-
ation, and if he finds from reporets lhe bas
in tie offiee that there are not a suffclent
number of men, that he wlIl take steps to
set that matter right. I make these ex-
planations now In order that the hon. gen.

Mr. MULOCK.

tleman may provide for an Increased naum.
ber of men In the supplementary Esti-
mates.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
get the information for the supplementaies

Mr. TYRWHITT. I would remind the
Postmaster General that In 1891 he pro-
fessed to be strongly In favour of build-
ing a post offiee at Alliston, in the south
niding of Slmcoe. I bring this matter to
bis notice now in order that provision may
be made In the supplementary Estimates
for carrylng out the Postmaster General's
wlshes at that time, as well as my own
at the present time. In the town of AI-
liston there Is a very good building owned
by the Bank of Hamilton lhat could be
bought at a very reasonable price, and
which would make an admirable post office.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
purchase of publie buIdings rests wlth the
Minister of Publie Works (Mr. Tarte). 1
eau only bring the matter to hits attention,
or whoever may be acting for him.

Mr. BRITTON. For the sane reason
that the member for Victoria (Mr. Prior)
made his statement now, I wish to men-
tion the case of the Kingston post office,
and ask the Postmaster General if he would
take a note of Lt. Under the new order
of thIngs the Post Office Department is
very efficiently managed. I would re-
mind the hon. gentleman that one of the
chief employees ln the Klugston post office
lhas died, one bas resigned, and another has
been transferred from that post office to
another branch of the service. In no one of
these three cases has the 'vacancy created
in that way been filed; yet the business
has inereased owing to the new rate of
postage, and I would like the hon. gen-
tleman to give bis attention to it. I do
not say that we ought to bave, perhaps,
a higher class of men there, but If these
hlgher clerks eau be relleved to some ex.
tent of the minor duties by the appoint-
ment of what I understood was to be a
distinct class of stampers and sorters, I
think the servOee would be considerably lim-
proved.

Mr. ERB. I desire to cali the attention
of the Postmaster General to a class of
postmasters who, under the 40 per cent
regulation, are, In my opinion, very much
underpaAd, that is, postmasters ln country
districts where there is no village. There
are several such in my riding. where the
post office Is beld in a farmbouse, necessi-
tating elther the fanmer or bis wife or
some member of the famly to be at the
house during all thours of the day. The
post office is an important centre, a great
many farmers get their mails there ; but
since there is no vDiage, no stores. -no
shops or factories ot any kind, anost of the
farmers, when they mail letters, take them
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with then wlien tley go to market or to master General, to ee whether le las con-
some adjoining village or town. Conse-Isidered It or not, tbat is the que»t1on of a re-
quently, the revenue of this particular class ducton ot the parcel post rates. Whule
of offices is very small, and the compen- there was a substantlal reduction on letter
sation that these postmasters get on the postage there was no reduetion of postage on
percentage basis is very small. In my parcels sent througb the mails, or for seing
riding i postmaster resigned. and I had post office orders outslde of the country. 1
great difficulty ln getting any person in'thouglt I had the paper which was left with
the nelghbourhood to take his place, be- some hon. members asklng that ithe bon.
cause the pay was so small that nobody Postraster General's attention sbould be
wanted to be bothered with dt. I hope cailed to the subject, but I bave not got it.
the hon. Postmaster General will give his From memory I canno give the countries
attention to offices of this kind. There are between whlch and Oanada the money order
a few in my riding, and I daresay there are system is la force. R seems to me that the
a few suchlu ivarlous parts of the coun- rates are fot as liberai as they mlgbt be lu
try. that regard. 1 thlnk Newfoundiand is In-

Mr. OOR. Mr Chlrmn, 1do o*cluded In the list of countries to wblch weMr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, I do not ntsn ps fieode.Iwudlk
wish to ask unnecessary questions of -». o aesic ten.postereneI If hia
hon. Postmaster General, nor do I asi k ques- attntnabn drantheatter to
tions to irritate him. But this Is an import- Iwteii I refend, If sole lagen t
ant question which bas been raised by the I ny onIderan.
hon. member for South Simcoe (Mr. Tyr-
whitt), lu regard to the GovernmenDt building The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Lu ref-
post offices In different portions of the coun- erence to the foreîgn post office business, 1
try. I would like to ask the hon. Postmaster cannot say wbat countries are not included,
General If there are any regulatIons, or aithougli1 know that some countries are note
rules, by which a place has to have a cer- Lt nay be that Newfoundland 15 fot Inelud-
tain number of inhabitants before it is en- ed, but I will be surprised to hear It
titled to call upon ithe Government to build
a post office. Magog is a large and growing
town and the people are beglnning to be memory
anxious to have a post office and eustcm The POSTMASTER GENERÂL. The
bouse built by the Government. If the1hon. gentleman may be quite riglt.*As to
population Is large enough to come within the rates between Canada and the United
the regulations, If there are such regulations, States, there are negotiations at present
I would be glad to know it, lia.t I mniglht pendlng between the United States post
take measures to have the matter brought office department and Canada, wltl a vlewbefore the Government lu the regtilar way. 1to a reduction of the money order rates. n

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
fot aware that any such regulations have
been prescribed by the Government. It is
a question which arises on different occa-
sions for the Goverument to consider whe-
ther a particular locality has a claim super-
lor to other localities, and to deal with it
accordingly. If ithe hon. gentleman (Mr.
Moore) had been in Parliament some years
ago he would have remembered many dis-
cussions on the subject, and, I thiniC, sone
resolutions were submitted from that side of
the House setting forth the vlews ot the
Liberal party. I think the general prine.ple
of the Liberal party was ithat publie build-
ings should be erected in places in the order
of urgency, or, ln other words. that the re-
venue of the post office and the various
other Government offices. custons and in-
land revenue. should be considered in deter-
mining priorlty as between dIfferent locali-
ties. This general principle was affirmed
in a resolution submitted by the Liberal
party some years ago which will be found
on the pages of " Hansard,"' and, I presame.
the policy, thus affirmed, will be the lolicy
of the Cnvernment to-day.

Mr. SPROTTLE. There Is another subject
I.have noticed lu the press lately, to whleh T
might bring to the attention of the hon. Post-

do not know whether a conclusion bas been
arrived at. I took part ln a discussion on
the subject, and the conclusions which were
tentatively arrived at were to be communi-
cated to the Postmaster General of the
United States. Whether he las expressed
an opinion I do not know, but the proposal
Is a reduction ln the rates of money orders
between Canada and the United States,
each country retVning what it collects It-
self.

Mr. IENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I de-
sire to draw the -attention of the hon. Post-
master General to a matter which, I am sure,
will receive his careful consideration, be-
cause it is a case In which, I think, a very
considerable hardship exists. I1 will be ln
the recollection of the hon. Postmaster Gene-
ral that sometimes in the early part of the
session I drew his attention to a rather pe-
culiar case where money was lost while being
transmitted through the mails. It occurred
at the village of Campbellville, in the county
of Halton, on the line of the Canadian Pa-
cifie Railway. A mail bag was placed by
the courier on the proper hook ; the train
came ·along, caught the bag and carried It
about one hundred.yards, where it seems to
have dropped off. The mail carrier fully
discharged his duty inasmuch as he placed
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the bag where it ouglht to have been placed,
and saw that the train had carried it away.
The bag dropped from the hook or from the
catcher. It was afterwards supposed to have
been picked up by a person who was not
honest enough to return it to the post office,
but who opened the bag and took out the
contents, which consisted, amongst other
things, of several registered letters contain.
ing suis of money. I forget now the
amount, but I do not think It was more
than $125.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. $125.
Mr. HENDERSON. If the Post Office De-

partment could have traced the responsibi-
lity to any mail carrier, or postmaster, that
money could have been recovered from
themselves or from their sureties. Every
effort was made to trace the responsibility.
A man was arrested and tried, but the case
was dismissed on account of lack of ev'dence.
Every possible means have been taken to
find out the guilty party, and it is now ad-
mItted that there Is no trace of the person
who r1fled the mail bag, so that every means
of recovering the money have been exhaust-
ed, and the persons who had mailed these
letters are oblIged to sustain a loss. I un-
derstand it is the intention of the hon. Post-
master General, hereafter, to make provi-
sion for a smail fee to insure a registered
letter. At the time that these men handed
in these letters at the post office there was
nO such provision. The person who malled
these letters took every precaution they
could and felt that their money was safely
entrusted to the post office, believlng that
the officials were able to discharge their
duty. The officials did diseharge their duty
as we know. No one Is considered in any
way responsible for neglect, but yet :these
men are unable to recover their money. I
think this is one of those cases where the
Government could fairly step ln and remun-
erate these men for the loss they have sus-
tained. I would ask tbe hon. Postmaster
General to consider the matter fully and
see If, under the peculiar, circumstances, he
cannot place in the supplementary Estimates
which he may bring down, a small sum
sufficient to indemnify these men for th.e
loss they have sustained.

Mr. KAULBACH., Mr. Chairman, I was
pleased to hear the remarks of the hon. Post-
master General In regard to the erection of
post offices. He told us that post offices
were erected where "nurgency demanded
or in Important centres." I beg to renind
him that in the early part of the year, I
wrote to the Minister of Publie Works ask-
Ing for the erection of a post office building
at Bridgewater. It wIll be rememl'ered
by him perhaps, as wll by the Post-
master General, the dire calamity that
befell that town by fire the past wlnter.
when the, whole business portion was laid
In asies. I need hardly remind the Min ster

Mr. HENDERSON.

that Bridgewater is an Important town, con-
taining, as It does, the workshops of the
Nova, Scotia Central Railway, and being at
the head of navigation, and a town where
large lumbering operations are centered,
renders It a commercial and trading centre.
Therefore, BrIdgewater can make out an ex-
ceptionally strong claim, and the people of
that town will expect a Government build-
ing there, and I hope they will not be dis-
appointed. t is also the centre of our·
friends opposite In that county. But Irre-
spective of that, I think the request would
be grauted at any time on its merits. Whe-
ther or not that should have any influence
with the Government, I am not going to
say, but still I would advance it as a rea-
son. I know that the Minister of Publie
Works will have to refer to the Postmaster
General for his report on the subject. and
when he does. I trust the Postmaster Gene-
ral will consider It carefully and make a
favourable report, so that an amount may
be placed In the Estimates this year. I
brIng the niatter up, at this opportune mo-
ment, because were I to allow it te remain
over until the further supplementary Esti-
mates are brought down, I would be pre-
cluded this year from seelng any sum placed
In the Estimates for that very necessary-
work.

Mr. WALLACE. 1 wish to call the atten-
tion of the Postmaster General to his expla-
nation with regard to the salarles of post-
masters, because I did not quite understand
him as to what the policy of his department
would be as to the rule which would be
enforced for the future. Let me say that
the country postmaster is the poorest paid
official lu the service of the Government, or
for that matter in the service of anybody else.
In the cities and large towns, particularly
those postmasters who get a commission of
25 per cent, they are, I think, overpaid, and
the Postmaster General might fairly con-
sider some rearrangement witb regard tu
that. In the case of the ordinary country
postnaster who performs lis duties for $15
or $20 or as low as $10 a year, and In the
case of the postmasters of country villages
who get from $100 to $600 a, year, they are,
to say the least, not overpatd. Suppose a
postmaster gets $300 a year, but that under
the decreased rate of postage the revenue
of Uis office remains stationary, while that
postmaster's duties may increase fifty pet
cent, what does the Postmaster General pro-
pose to do with regard to an increase of
salary In such a case ? Again, there are
many places In farming districts where the
business will not increase very much on
account of the reduction of postage, because
I assume that the lncreased postage will be
largely among business men who write let-
ters in the cities and towns Now, we. wil
assume that the general postal revenue un.
der the 2eent arrangexnent, is as large as
under the 3-cent postage, the business hav.
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ing generally increased, but nevertheless ln
two-thirds of the post offices in Canada the
business has not increased or decreased
but very little. Say that in many posi
offices, the revenue. may have Increased a
little, but not sutfclent to entitie tue prst-
master Under the 2-cent rate, to have the
same salary as he had under the 3-cent rate.
What does the Postmaster General propose
to do about that ? The hon. gentieman (Mr.
Mulpek) bas stated that the increase of let-
ters, which Is the principal source of reve-
nue, is about 10 per cent ; but 'the etters
malled would have to increase fifty per cent
to bring the revenue up to what it was be-
fore the reduction in postage. There is, of
course. the other source of revenue arislng
from the tax on newspapers whieh was esti.
mated by the Postmaster General at about
$60,000, but even that would be a compara.
tively small sum when we are cons'dering
the total revenue of the Post Offiee Depart
ment. If the post offiee recelpts are to be
anything near the expenditure. or near what
they were last year, there would have to be
an bncrease of 50 per cent ln the number
of two-cent stamps sold. With regard to
the reductions in parcel postage, referred to
by the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule), my own opinion is that both the
Governments of the past and the present
Governinent have erred ln that direction.
The Government have assumed the duty
of carrylng the letters and newspapers of
mbe country ; that is their business. But
they have gone into the further business
of carrying merchandIse for the accom-
modation of the peGple, and I do not belleve
they should carry it at less than cost. It
is difficult to estimate what it does cost,
but it Is certain that they are carrylag mer-
chandise from other countries to C7anada
and from one part of Canada to :motber
for one-third or one-fourth of what it costs
to do it. That business Is increasing year
by year. I bave no objection to Its increas-
ing ln a legitimate way, but I do objeet
to the Post Office Department becoming a
common carrier of merchandise for the
people of the country at one-fourth the cost
of carriage, and I think that question should
engage the attention of the Postmaster 1
General. Il I mistake not, at a previous
session the hon. gentleman expressed his
opinion In that direction, and I think that
he might fairly be asked to ascentain as
near as he eau what it coste to carryv mer-
chandise tu this way, and to nake those
who send it pay the actual cost of carry-
ing 1t. I think that is a fair proposition.

master General In that connection if bis
attention has been called to the inadequacy
of the post office accommodation ln the city
of Toronto, and if a movement Is not on
foot to get a site more centrally situated,
on which a modern bulUding could be ereet-
ed. The present post office building is not
in a good locality to admit of taking ad-
vaintage of the street railway lnes. As
the hon. Minister knows, the postal Sus!-
Dess of the city is Increasing enormowly,
and I think every facility should be given-
to the people who use the post offlee, and
this-could best be given by having a more
convenient site and a new building. The-
hon. member for Victoria (Mr. Prior) re-
ferred to the remuneration paid to the letter
carriers in Victoria, and to the fact that
instructions had been given ithat they should
receive no holidays. When the Post Office-
Estimates for next year are brought down,
I would like the Postmaster General to-
bring down the instrutions given with re.
ference to holidays for letter carielers.

Mr. KAULBACH. When I spoke of the·
necessity of a building at Bridgewater, .
referred simply to a post office; but wheni
I say post office I mean to include custom-
house and savLngs bank. I hope the hon.
Minister will be very particular in seeing-
that this is one of the most Important ap-
plications.

Mr. OSLER. If the Governmuent are pro.
posIng to increase their post office e:rpendi-
ture, and have in view the providing of
increased accommodation for the post offi-
ces of the Dominion, I do not think they
could make a better beginning than by in-
creasing the postal faeillties ot the city
of Toronto. ConSidering the revenue de-
rived from Toronto, the post )ffice building
there is probably the poorest and worst
equipped that cn be found lin this Do-
minion. I am not one of those who advo-
cate increased expenditure If it can be
avoided ; but if a general Improvement of
the post office buildings in the Dominion Is
godng, I thInk Toronto is entitled to the
first consideration of the Postmaster Gene-
ral. -

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. With
reference to the point brought up by the hon.
member for Halton (Mr. Henderson), the
facts of the case are, I think, as he has pre-
sented them. Unfortunately, there Is no
provision in the law for meeting such a
case. That pad similar cases suggested to
me the advisability of askngParliament to
eocnsi<ier the condItion of afairs, wit!>a

Mr. CLARKE. Reference has been made ivew, If possible,»of amellorating then>,
by the hon. member for South Simcoe (Mr. hence the measure before the House. 1
Tyrwhitt), the hon. member for Kingston may Bay, If dt l9 any cnsolation to rny
(Mr. Britton), and the bon. member for hon. fiend, thathe eajtohbng-post, whlch
Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach) to the necessity was ereeted niany years ago near the sta-
of increased accommodation u the way of tion lu question, happaned to have bec»
better buildings tn their respective towns 1placed t a very unsnitable point. I louked
and eltles. 1 would Ilke tu ask the Post-. eanefuly asto the mater soine months ago.
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and my recollection Is, that the eficers
-showed that catchIng-post was on a eurve,
some little distance from the front of the
-station. so that If a bag fell from a pass-
Ing train, Instead of being caught, no one
at the station would notice Its fall. I
have since had that remedled. My in-
structions to the controller were, If pos-
sible. to have the post renoved and put
exactly in front of the platform, so that
no such accident as this could happen again.
My hon. friend will know wlether or not
those Instructions have been carried out
I believe part of the difficulty was owlng
to tue fact that the train would not stop,
and we have had to arrange with the rail.
way compauy to be a. little more accommo-
-dating and to slow up at that point. WIth
reference to the remnark of my lion. friend
from Lunenburg, I understand hls point
to be uow that while he would like to have
a post offlee, he would not be satisfied w.vith
a building that would not accommodate the
post office. the Inland revenue and customs,

Mr. KAULBACH. I must be satisfded
with what I can get, but I think that If the
hon. Minister would consider the urgency, i1
would get all I ask.

The POSTMASTERi GENERAL. I wish
the hon. gentleman to understand in what
light I take bis wishes. I think his larger
proposition was, that the building ought to
meet all the requirenients of the service,
but I understand he is willing to accept any-
thing that is forthcomIng.

I do not know that the subjeet of build-
ings is quite pertinent to this particular
branch of the inquiry, but with reference to
the inquiry of the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace), I thought I had placed
thaf matter plainly before the House ; but,
although the hon. gentleman bas gone, I
would say to the committee ithat his calcula-
tion as to the volume of work necessary in
order to realize the same revenue 1s, I think,
somewhat Incorrect.

Mr. FOSTER. Take 10,000 letters at 3
cents. that is $300 revenue, and you have
to take 15,000 at 2 cents to get that revenue.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman seems to be under the impression
that, In order to make up the amount of de-
Aelency from 3 to 2 cents, the work would
have to be Increased 50 per cent. That Is
quite an error, for, If you take the gross
earnings of a post office, you wJll find that
nearly half Is derived from ôther sources
than the 3 cents rate. I would not like to
venture an opinion altogether bindlng, but
In a rough way I would say that, taking a
gross revenue of $4.500,000, nearly $2,000,000
of that would be derived from other sources
than tbe 3-eent letter rate, I thlnk that the
3-ecent letter rate would not amount to more
than $2,900,000 ; so that a shinkage of one-
third of that would mean a los of $900,000.

Mr. MULOCK.

I have over-stated It, because the shrinkage
le not so muchb; so that the shrinkage in re-
venue from the reduction in the rate from 3
cents to 2 cents does not Involve as much as
appears on the surface. There le a consider-
able revenue derived from registration, 5
cents per letter. I think the number of
registrations is about 3j millions per year,
and there is a considerable sum derived
from drop-letters, from the 2-cent letter rate,
from postage upon parcels, and so, on.
Nevertheless, of course, the reduction from
3 cents to 2 cents does involve a substan-
tial reduetion in revenue, and I can only
repeat that it Is only out of revenue that the
salaries of postmasters are paid, and the
remuneration has heretofore been' based on
that principle alone-payment out of reve-
nue. Although my hon. frIend wants me to
pledge the pollcy of this Government fort a
long number of years to come. I will not
look Into the future tbat far. Suffice It to
say, that my intention Is to recommend te
the Government, after the close of this fiscal
year, to deal withthe postmasters on the
hunes 1 have Iudicated.

Mr. FOSTER. Do not forget the news-
paper postage business.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have
a note of that. With reference te the re-
marks of the hon. member for West Toronto
(Mr. Clarke) regarding the Inadequate ac-
commodation in the Toronto office, if his
remarks had been limited to the accommoda-
tion lu the present building, I could quite
agree with him, for I have a report from
Mr. Bennett, a very efficient offider, te the
effeet that one could hardly have devised an
internal arrangement of that office with less
regard to the prosecution of the business of
the office, and he has asked me, within the
last few days, to, If possible, have an official
look into the matter and make a thorough
report, with the view of entirely re-arrange-
ing the whole inside of the post office at
Toronto. I have received his communi-
cation within the last few days, and have
not had the opportunty of doing any-
thing more than consider It. From my
knowledge of the building,, I know there Is
a great deal of force lu the criticiusm, but as
to the change of site, that la a very( large
question.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). With refer-
ence te what fell from the hon. member for
Lunenburg (Mr. Kaulbach), who represents
a county that has always been Conservative,
it Is very refreshIng to hear him ask the
Government te put up another building ln
that county, whIch was given the benefit of
a publie building by the late Government.

Mr. FOSTER. If one building ls good,
two are better.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). The place
where the hon. gentleman now! wants a
building put up la where the building al-
ready erected .should have been put. . The
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railway ends In that quarter, but the people
there did not vote quite right, and so the
building was put up by the late Government
in the smaller place. Now, however, the
lion. gentleman wants a second building ln
the sanie county at a place whIch Is Liberal
in polities, which, no doubt, would be ail
right, if there were not other counties with
stronger claims. Perhaps we bave not pro-
perly appreclatedl this question of public
buildhias. The whole question Is: Does it
pay ? I have heard a good deal said about
the nunber of people that must be ln a
place before It can be entitled to a public
building, and that, of course, may be a very
good criterion. I think, however, there
should be a public building ln every county
ln the Dominion. There night be more, if It
would pay. Suppose you could get, ln a
county town, a public building constructed
at a cost, say, of $5,000. I venture to say
that publie buildings could be got In. many
counties for from $5,000 to $7,0O-

Mr. SOMERVILLE. It bas never been
doune yet.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). That may
be because people wanted the buildings too
large. The average building ln a county
where there are no large towns or cities,
would not cost more than $7,000. at the out-
aide. The interest on that would be just
$210. The postmaster could live there, you
could get rent from him, and I will venture
to say that that expenditure of $210 per an-
num on interest would pay the Government,
because it would be less than it now pays
In the shape of rents for post offices and
eustoms-bouses. The question is: Does it
pay ? Can the Government put up a per-
manent building ln a county on which the
annual interest will be less than the amount
you; have to pay, of necessity, for rents of
the two buildings you require ? Take the
county town of the county I represent. A
rental bas to be paid for the post office and
also for the custom-house. I venture the
opinion that any of the Government engin-
eers will say that a, building sufficlently
large, say for Guysborough, Arichat, and a
number of other towns I might name, could
be erected at such a cost that the Interest
would not be as much as the rents the Gov-
ernment is now paying. Then, you would
have a better building, better security to the
people, better advantages. That s fthe way
to look at it, and ln that case eaeh county
town would get a fair building that would
serve all purposes-custom-bouse, post offce,
or any other Government offees required.
And you would get them built very ch'eaply
ln county towns, much cheaper than in
large cities. A substantial building could be
built for the sum I have named, and the
Government. would be ln pocket on the
transaction. In these poor buildings you
have ln country towns, the people cannot
get good service. There is also constant

danger of the mails being robbed ; there ls
not the sane secrlty as there would be lan
a substantial building. If there were a post
office building In such places as I have re-
ferred to, with the postuaster living ln It
and paying rent, I believe the Government
would be In pocket as a result of the trans-
action.

Mr. KAULBACH. I am sorry that the
hon. member for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser)
should place himself ln the unfortunate posi-
tion of milsrepresenting facts. He stated
that the Nova Scotia Central Railway ter-
minates ln Bridgewater, it terminates ln
the town of Lunenburg, and being correct
I challenge contradiction. I state further
that the trade of Lunenburg is very large
and exceeds that of Bridgewater by a very
considerable aiount. Our trade la very
largely in fish, and that represents a large
amount of capital. Still, the trade of Bridge.
water is large also. The geography of the-
hon. member for Guysborough is very defi-
cient. He happened to be ln the courty of
Lunenburg some short time ago and ought
to know whereof he spoke. But 1 think he-
is inclined to be somewhat adverse to the
people of Bridgewater ln opposing this ap-
plication I am making for the ýouilding
referred to. Bridgewater is, as I said before,
an important town, and oue where nearly
all the roads of the county centre, besides
being at the head of navigation coneentrates
trade. Any person seeing the amount of
trade done In that town would come to the
conclusion that the Minister of Publie
Works should not hesitate one moment in
granting the request I have made for a pub-
lie building. And the Postmaster General, t
feel sure, if he were there, would have no-
hesitation In reporting favourably for the-
construction of that work.

Mr. CARGILL. I desire to bring before-
the Postmaster General the question of the-
salary paid to the country postmasters. We
have had a number of gentlemen to-nigEt,
representing towns and cities whose post-
masters, I tbink, are pretty fairly paid. At
least I feel satIsfied that if one of these posi-
tions became vacant and an advertisement
were put ln the papers asking for applica-
tions, many would propose to take it and*
even to work at reduced salaries. lu coun-
try places where stage routes are estab-
llshed, it is not much inconvenience to es-
tablish a country post office along tie route.
This la a geat convenience, especially to
the farmers. It is a serious lnconven*ence-
to the farmer who may be appoInted post-
master to open up a private bouse and estab-
lish an office, an inconvenience for wbich be-
ls but lightly remunerated with his allow-
anee of $5 or $10 as postmnaster. There are
postmasters lanMy constitueney who are giv-
lng their services to accommodate the publie
ln the localty and who are reng only
$10 per annum for their services. Now, the
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Postmaster General, from wha I know of
him, is very generous and charitably dis-
posed, and'does not want to impo.e injustice
upon any class of th c omulity. 1 thlink
he feels that postmasters in towns and cities
are pretty well pald. But It might be pru-
dent on the part of the departinent to con-
sider the proprIety of reducing these salaries

.and iucreasing the salaries of country post-
masters. I leave the inatter in the nands of
the Postmaster General. feeling sure he will
give it his consideration andi deal out even-
handed Justice to all.

Mr. MeMULLEN. I concur lu wlat has
fallen froi the lips of my hon. frî?nd fro:n
East Bruce (Mr. Cargill). I am sure theŽ
people generally admire and appreciate the
magnificent manner In whic the Postimaster
*General has haudled the Post Office Depart-
ment the three years during wh'ch he lias
been at its head. At the same ilme, Iear-
nest1y hope that the salaries, Tees or com-
missions paid to postmastars' will recelve his
early attention. I beheve that the redue-
tion in the postal rate was appreciatcd
but I believe also that many postmasters
are serving the country at mucli Iess than
they should be asked to accept. I know one
case of a widow who is the postnistress for
her loeality. She bas a grown-up daughter
whoi she nisust keep at home to assist 2in
the d-ities of the post office, although the
daughter could earn $10 a nonth if she
went out to service. And yet the coummis-
sions this woman receives amount to only
about $50 a year. If ai persoi could be got
to take the office, she would resign to-inor-
rowv, but uobody eau be founi who will ae-
cept it. I know a postm.aste-' who received
$12 a year and who resignedl, and i had
the greatest difficulty in getting a person ro
take the office to save it from being closed
up. These rates of remuneration sbould be
Increased. Whlether you take froiix tife sala-
ries of those an the eIti'0s or fr9m the general
revenue, sonething should lbe done. i press-
ed this question upon the consideration of
bon. gentlemen opposite when tlhey were in
power. I dare say they were charitably dis-
posed-I have no right to say they were not-
and would have been glad 'to Increase the al-
lowance of these people, but I presume they
felt that under the circumstances they could
not afford 1t. Whoever is in power, I think
It Is time this question should be taken up.

As to the construction of p>ubflc iuiltling.
a resolution was Introduced in this House,
I think, by the present Minister of Justice,
to prevent pedling around the construction
of publie buildings where it was sulpposed
would do the most good politically. That
resolution was endor.3ed by every meinber
of the House, including Sir WIn Macdonald
who was then leader. It declared vor a prin-
ciple on which pubie buildings siould be
ereeted, an1d that wa that publie buldlngs
*of the kind my hou. friend firom Lunenburg

Mr. CARGILL.

spoke of should be arected only wlhen ithe
public revenue warranted it and that when
publie buildings were to bie bu!lt they must
be built in those places showin;; the largest
amount of revenue first.

I do not know what the revenue of the post
office is In my hon. friend's rlding. But
there are three or four towns ln my riding
where I should be rejolced to see public
buildings erected, but there is not one in the
riding. The receipts of this office are about
$4,000 a year, and I would be glad if the
Government could see thelr way clear to
erect a post office. But since I voted for this
resolution and the principle there laid down,
I do not want to knock at the door of the
Mînister of Publie Works and urge him to
depart from that principle. I hope that the
Government wIll observe It ln the future,
and that they wlll only erect publie build-
ings at places where the revenue wIll war-
rant it. Of course, there may be excep-
tional cases where that principle should be
departed from, but there should be very
strong grounds for doing so. I hope the
Postmaster General will consider the case
of the country postmasters, and the moment
that the revenue of the Post Office Depart-
ment will permit, I hope he wll recast the
whole system and give the country post-
masters some increase. There is no class
of men ln the public service to-day that are
so miserably paid as the country postmas-
ters. We surely can afford ito give them
some little increase over what they are get-
ting now. Ask a man to conduct a post
office the whole year round for $12, to make
up the returns and to keep the office open
all the time ! It is a miserable, scanfty pit-
tance to offer anybody, and I think the
Postmaster General should give this matterhis serlous attention.

Mr. GILLIES. I endorse every word
that has fallen from the lips of the hon.
member for East Bruce (Mr. Cargill), and
the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen), with respect to the misera-
ble salaries now paid to country post-
masters. I do not find any particular
fault wIth the present Postmaster Gen-
eral In 'the respect, because he is but fol-
lowlng in the footsteps of his predecesso>rs.
If he reflects for a moment on the miserable
pittance that ls being paid to bis officers, the
country postmasters, aUl over the Dominion,
he will agree that some change is desirable
in the public interest. I have several cases
In my mInd In my own constituency, and I
believe similar cases exist all over the coun-
try. Fancy a dally mail arriving and being
despatched by a person ln the community,
walting upon the publie, delivering letters,
receiving them and stamping them, glving
his time day and night, and w th all the re-
sponsIbility of a public oMficer resting upon
him, and all for ithe pltanceof $10 a year.
I will :mention two Cases in iimy own county.
the facts concerning which the Postmaster
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-General will find to be as I state if he akes
the pains to inquire. There la a post office
ait River Bourgeois, In my own county, thoe
postmaster of whIch Is named Sampson. His
predecessor resigned because the amount
paid him, $50 a year, was too smai. There
are, I believe, 1,500 or 2,000 mails arriving at
and despatehed from the office yearly.
Sometlmes the mail arrives in the middle of
the night. The man must get up, take de-
Ilvery of the mails and despatch them by the
stage driver. He has to furnish; a building
·ait his own expense, and gives his time ex-
-elusively tto the management of that post
office. I have only to cite the case to show
its absurdity.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He gets
·$80 a year, and some other Items, makIng
$100. That la 100 per cent more than the
hon. gentleman mentioned.

Mr. GILLIES. Perhaps he does now. Tit
forwarding allowance Is Included in that, i
suppose ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Commis-
eions on noney orders and salary together,
make over $100.

Mr. GILLIES. Even then bis remunera-
tion Is far too small. He bas to keep a
building specially for that service, and gives
bis whole time to the business.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
gross revenue of the office Is $200, and he
gets one-half of It.

Mr. GILLIES. I am citting the case to
show the Postmaster General how absurd It
Is, because If that post office were situated
in a town or clty, he would be getting $700
or $800 a year. The other case is the post
office at Grand River, kept by Mr. Murchi-
son. Mails arrive there daily, and are de-
spatched daily. He receives a salary of be-
tween $30 and $40. At that ipost office there
are some 800 mails made up every year,
received and despatched. His bouse Is
taken up for the post office, and no rent la
allowed him, and ·this Is most unf-alr if not
unjust. These are on'ly two instances ont
of many I can cite all over the county.
and the same staite of things exists all over
the country. I qulte agree with the bon.
member for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser) ln
his views respecting publie buildings.
I am strongly of the opinion that there
should lhe on in every county. I do not
mean that an extravagant building should
be erected. but a building that would cost
$4,000 or $5.000 In these countIes would be
amply suffie4ent to acommodate the: post
offie. the customs-house, the office of the
tide-waiter and the post office savings bank.
I may say thait, li this respeet, the shire
town of my county, Arlehat, is gadly neg-
lected. A site was bought for a public
building ln 1884î for which $1,000 was paid.
An. amount of $10,000 was put -lu te Esti-

imates for a building, but the vote lapeed,,

and nothing was done. In that town the
post office receIpts are between $800 and
$900. It Is the shire town of the county and
deserves consideration. The custom-house
I-s there, for which the Government pays $0
or $70 a year rent. The post office .savings
bauk Is there, .and the deposits in that bank
amount to between $200,000 and $300,000.
They are very large. The savIngs bank is
located In the room in the bouse of the sav-
·lngs bank-keeper, for which no rent Is paid,
and this Is most unfair and a positive rellec-
tion upon the Government. The tide-waiter
h1as bis office in another building ; the cus-
·tom-house officer bas his offite in another
building. A building could be construted
for from $4,000 to $5,000 whleh would
give the Government the security ne-
cessary for the protection of its pro-
perty, and the publie would be largelyconvenlenced, because the several different
officers, namely, the collector of customs, the
postmaster, the itide-waiter -and the keeperof the savlngs bank, would be under oneroof. The Government would not be put
under a larger outlay than they are at pre-sent. 111be amount they paY now iii renral
for different buildings would more than
suffice to pay the interest on the moneythat would be expended lin erecting a publie
building in that town, besides the great pub-lie convenience that would be afforded. Itherefore impress upon the hon. Postmaster
General, and upon -the Government that, as
they have the site in the 'town already paid
for, they should turn their attention to thismatter and construct a publie building atArichat wilthout delay. The small post office
they have now is under the control of the
Post office authorities. It was put up someyears ago, but it is in a tumble-down state.
I hope the hon. Postmaster General will takehold of the question, and that proper ac-commodation will be provIded for that town.

Mr. McALISTER. Mr. iohadrman, I GuM
heartily in accord with whet bas been sald
by the bon. gentleman (Mr. Gillles) li re.
gard to the email and insuffieient salaries
pa,1d to country postmasters. I know *-l
my own county postmasters who have to re-
ceive a daily mail, have to keep their officesopen for the convenience of the people,
malling and recelvIng letters during the
whole day, receiving only $15, $20 and $24
per year. They have to attend to their offi-
ces every day to attend to the mail matter
that passes through their offices. When yen
look at the amount they reeelve per day, It
seems smaller than when the yearly pay is
mrentioned. A postmaster recelving $12 a
vear gets a little over 3 cents a day, and $24
will be only 6 cents a day.

The POSTMASTER -GENERAL. What
is the revenue?

Mr. MeAISTER. : I's 'not aitogether
tbe revenue ithat ebould be looked at. Th
Viostmateer has to keep his offce open for
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persons coming to mail letters or to get
letters no matter wbat the revenue from
the office is. I think the salaries are ln-
sufficient, and I am satisfied that an uin-
creased grant to the postmasters would
meet with the -approval of Parliament and
of the country. These country postmasters
are the poorest paid officlals n the Domin-
Ion, and I think that this matter should be
taken into consideration. As has been said
by the hon. member for Richmond, ithe pre-
sent Government agreed to pay the salaries
paid by the late Government, but stili it
is not too late to mend, and I think the
time bas arrived when the Postmaster
General should give this rmatter his serious
consideration and endeavour to pay the
country postmasters larger salaries 'thaa
they receive at the present time. I musi
also say that the mail carriers 4n the coun-
try receive small salaries. True, they are
engaged by competition, but when they
know that the grant for carrying the mails
is to be cut down they wIll take lt at a
much lower figure than will pay them, or
that they otherwise would take It for. 1
think that -when the large mail carriers are
not interfered with, when the remuneration
to these is Increased from time to time rather
than decreased, the country mail carriers,
instead of being eut down, should be grant.
ed an inerease.

Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. friend (Mr. 'Me-
Allster), who has just spoken, has referred
to country postmasters, and if I understood
the hon. Poetmaster ýGeneral correctly a
few moments ago, he stated that salaries
were based on the percentage of the re.
venue of the post office. Am I correct in
that ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes. ex
cept the minimum salary of $10.

Mr. TAYLOR. I understood the bon.1
Postmaster General to say that the salary
was based on a percentage of 40 per cent.
up to $800 and 25 per cent above that.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
$10,000.

Up to

Mr. TAYLOR. I find that -the present
Government have chaxnged the arrangement
that prevailed under the late Government,
because I represented many cases to the
late Deputy Postmaster General, Lieut.-
Col. White. The system that the late Gov-
ernment adopted was two-fold ; In the first
place, salary ïwas based on the revenue, but
In addition to that there was a test pro-
vided by a numeration made twice a year.
If the buelness upon enumeration showed
Itself to be larger than upon the basis of
the perentage of revenue, the salary Nws
based upon the enumeration. A post office
might recelve a great vman more letters
than were sent away, so tthat if the Post-
master General la runnIng the ptoffice
business simply on the revenue basis, he

is doing" an injustice to postmasters li many
places.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Taylor) need not niake
any mistake upon the subject. I stated
in the nost unqualified way that I have not
in the minutest degree varied the system
or remuneration. There is an enumeration
each year, but I think that the general ob-
jeet of the enumeration Is rather to see that
the revenue is not in excess. I do not think
that there Is much fear that the returns
from revenue do not fairly represent the
ral revenue. This enumeration Is always
taken into consideration.

Mr. TAYLOR. Then, the revenue Is no.
altogether the real basis, because. when I
spoke to the Deputy Postmaster General, I
pointed out cases where the numeration was
more than the revenue, and the salary was
regulated accordingly. rThe present Post-
master General 1s doing a greater Injustice
to the country postmasters, because he not
only expects them to do thedr work for
$20 or $30 or $40 a year, but he prevents
them from exercising thelr franchise. If
they vote, or if they attend a poltical meet-
Ing, their heads are eut off. In my county
nearly every postmaster's head has been
taken off b"cause he attended a political
meeting, or because he voted In
favour of the Conservative candidate,
many of them drawing small salaries.
It seems to be a rule with the Postmaster
General (Mr. Mulock). that in addition to
expectinz these postmasters to do their workfor a miserable few dollars a year, he ex-
pects them to sell themselves out body and
bones to the LIberals. The hon. imember for
Wellington (Mr. MeMu-len) eulogized the
Postmaster General for bis efficient man-
agement of the Post Office Department.
Let me tell hlm that in the country distriets
the Postmaster General bas elosed up many
small and useful post offRces in order to
make a good showing in- is revenue. I
know a case where ninety families have
to travel eight or ten mlles to get their
mails, simply because the former postmaster
was a Tory and the Government dismåssed
him and have not appolnted another In his
place. In South Lake the post office was
removed from the centre of the settlement
away to the west, where It on¶y accommo-
dates two or three familles now, and ail the
rest have to come eight mies to Gananoque
to get their mai. Again, In order to make
a better showlng in his revenue, the Post-
master General in many country districts
gives a maI service only twice a week,
where formerqy there was a dally mai.
Ellsville had a daily mal, but is now eut
down to twice a week. That is the same
all over the country. No wonder the post
ffiee f nances are better, but the country
listrIets are suffering or It. That la the ex-
perlence In my countyand I hear the same
omplaints e% over. But the serious charge
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against the Government is, that while they
pay these postmasters only a miserable
salary, they will put them ont of office if
they dare to show any sympathy for Con-
servatives.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
wlsh these remarks ro pass without some
comment. The hon. gent-ieman (Mr. Taylor)
appears to have had a very unfortunate ex-
perience.

Mr. TAYLOR. It is true.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I can

tel the House that I doubt if any post office
was closed, or any mail service reduced in
frequency, for any reason other than the
proper working of the Post Office Depart-
ment. I doubt if in any case any post office
was ever closed under my administration.
or any reduction made in the frequency of
the service, except upon the proper report
of the regular official of the department that
it was In the interest of the public service.
It Is inaccurate to say that there was any
reduction of service except It was warranted
from a post office standpolnt, and that alone.
Generally the trend has been In a more lib-
eral direction and not in a narrowing di-
rection such as the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Taylor) speaks of. There is more milleage
of mail carried to-day than ever ln Canada
before.

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly; taking ln the
Yukon.

The POSTMAGTER GENERAL. Leaving
out the Yukon. I think I am perfectly safe
in saying that there are a million miles per
annuim of mail service to-day, more than
there were when this Government took
oflee three years ago.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. And there
are more post offices too. There were a few
closed, but they were elosed because they
were useless. There were more opened and
opened because they promised to be more
useful to the ,pul)le from a post office stand-
point. I do not know whet!her my hon.
friend (Mr. Taylor) will take my statement.
but I give It to the commIttee as a frank and
fair statement of the policy I was governed
by, namely, a strict regard to the betterment
of the postal service of Canada.

Mr. GANONG. I was pleased to hear the
Postmaster General state that he beld to the
same policy as he did before the elections
In 1896, namely, that new -post offee build-
ings will be furnIshed aceordIng to the ur-
gency of the case, taking into account the
revenues received therefrom. Since 189
there have been appropriations made for
post offices, notably those In the counties so
ably represented by the Minister of MilitIa
and Defence (Mr. Borden), and by the Minis-
ter of Finance (Mr. Fielding). That gave us
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a slight suspicion that It was urgency of a
political nature, rather than of revenue
which shapes the pollcy of the Government.
If the revenue of the post offiee in Shel-
burne county which I think Is about $1,367,
warranted a public building. the revenue of
the St. Andrew's post office in the county of
Charlotte, being $2,251 a year, certainly
warranted a post office also. The town of St.
Andrew's Is one of the most popular summer
resorts along the seaboard, and although
the postmaster 'there endeavours to keep the
post offiee creditably, the building is badly
adapted for the purpose. It is no credit to
the Dominion to bave visitors from thie Uni-
ted States finding such poor postal accom-
modation in that town. I agree wlth the
hon. member for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser)
that a judiclous expenditure of public money
could be made, and perhaps a saving to the
publie be effected, If the claims of some of
these smaller towns were considered. The
postal revenue of the town of St. George in
my county is about the same as the re-
venue of the town ln Shelburne which got
a post office, and I subinit with confidence
the claims of the town of St. Andrew's andi
the town of St. George In the county of
Charlotte to the attention of the Minister.

Mr. MOORE. It is so unusml and so re-
freshing to see both sides of the House d:s-
cuss a question in which we ail agree. that
we feel reluctant to pass from this to an-
other question over which there may per-
haps be some wrangling. It is ridiculous
to pay postmasters $12 a year. ald expect
them to do the work and incur the responsi-
bilities connected with their positions. In
the Oliver post office, a short distance from
the town in whieh I live, the postmaster
draws a salary of, I thlnk, $12 a year. The
late postmaster held the office for a great
mwany years and having died hle vas sue-
ceeded by his son-In-law. They were both
very strong Liberals, but they did the work
for less m•)ney than they shouli receive. and
to my mInd a good staunch Liberal ought to
have about as much pay for doing work as a
good strong Conservative. Although this
postraster at Oliver is a political enemy of
mine. I would be glad to see him grot a
sufficient salary to compensate bim for the
work he has -to do. He bas to sit up until
10 o'clock at night, change the mafls tw!ce
a day. and he is doing that year ln and year
out for $12 a year. Now, as to another mat-
ter. The revenue of the Magog post offlee
Is between $3.000 and $4.000 a year, and
this I think entitles it to consideraton from
the Government, and ought to be sufficient
to Induce them to establieh a post office and
custom-house ln the town of Magog.

Mr. FOSTER. Has the Postmaster Gen-
eral made any changes for the better lately
in the postal service in the Raîny River dis-
triot, particularly in the direction of the
Seine RIver. The service there has been a
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very inadequate one, and I think it is so
stili. I happened to be in that section last
summer, and at Fort Frances. while I was
ln the office of the Hudson Bay Company,
one of Uncle Sam's subjects came ln and
brought a packet of letters, and received
another packet of letters. Walking down
the street to another small place of business,
I saw the same man come ln and do the
same. I asked why that was done. and I
found that the business men of Fort Frances
clubbed together to pay a man to bring In
the mail from Kouchiching, United States,
just opposite to Fort Frances, which mail
cones over the American mail route, and to
gather the letters and take them out by the
same route. They have to do that in order
to get business accommodation. Then, at
Mine Centre which is an important mining
town 30 or 40 miles above Fort Frances,
with numbers of working properties and a
large mining population around it, there
being at this season of the year anywhere
from 400 to 500 to 1.000 men at work, the
oinly way they can get any satisfactory ac-
commodation is to assess themselves a cer-
tain amount of money, and send a man to
Fort Frances to carry the mail. For so im-
portant a point, which is being largely deve-
loped. it seems to me that It is not the sort
of accommodation whlch is sufficient for the
needs of the people. In the winter season
these people get one mail a week from Rat
Portage. Last year lu the summer season
they got two mails a week by the river
boats; but, I suppose nine-tenths of their
mail matter comes by way of Tower or
Harding, by the United States mail route.
I would like to ask the Postmaster General
If he made any amelioration in the service
of late.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. DurIng
last winter Fort Frances received service
from two direetions-from Rat Portage over
the ice, and from the railway across the
country by separate stage. I cannot remem-
ber the frequency ; perhaps my hon. friend
knows.

Mr. FOSTER. Once a week from Rat
Portage and once a week from the other.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. In winter
Fort Frances la a somewhat inaccessible
place, and there is searcely any one living
between there and the line of rallway except
lumbermen. Last winter some 300 or 400
people were engaged In lumbering in that
district, and it paid some persons to run a
stage, and some other person.established a
hotel or stopping place along the route. it
ls a long route, running 80 or 90 miles
through an uninhablted country. With re-
gard to the summer service, my hon. friend
says that last yeas it was twice a week.
Perhaps that is correct. At all events, this
year I have been trying to improve it. Ther.
are two lnes of steamers runnlng between

Mr. FOSTER.

Rat Portage and Fort Frances. Thy do
not, I believe, go above Fort Frances.

Mr. FOSTER. There is a dally Une of
steamers between Fort Frances and Mine
Centre.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. One of
the Unes of steamers is owned by Captain
Lewis, the other by the Canadian Pacifie
Navigation Company. The latter recently
put on a pair of fast running steamers;
and so anxious was I 'to improve the mail
service that I undertook to make an ar-
rangement with this coipany, who, I be-
lieve, expect their two steamers to make
three trips a week ; and besides these they
have a couple of smaller steamers, freight-
ers, which 'they expeet will make a couple
of trips a week.

Mr. FOSTER. I think the " Keenora"
herself makes three trips a week.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Then,
It is #the "Keenora " maklng three trips,
and the other making two, that is, five trips
a week. When I saw the manager, he
would not make any stipulation further than
three trips a week. I had a conversatlon
with him, and had hoped, owing to his
vessel being the swifter, to give him the
service. I expected to put the mail service
on that Une, commencing last Monday. But
iny hon. friend has had enough experience
lu the public service to know that however
well' one's intentions are, and however much
he may be serving a locality, the locality
itself acquires an interest in and a sympa-
thy with existing concerns which some-
times prevents an improvement in tthe ser-
vice, and that is just what ls happening in
this particular case. I found that the friends
of Captain Lewis thought it was not fair to
take the service from his boat, which had
carried it on when there were no others. I
have sent an officer up to see if an arrange-
ment can be made to have the boats run on
different days, and to have four services a
week at least-two by Captain Lewis's boat,;
and two or three by 'the other. On Wednes-i
day of this week I instructed an officer in
Toronto to see Mr. Henderson, the inspecto.
at Toronto, and despatch hlm at once to Rat
Portage to try and make this arrangement.

Mr. FOSTER. Four services a week to
Fort Frances would givei a very good ser-
vice. What about that to Mine Centre ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I can-
not speak as to that ; lt bas not been brought
to my attention, but I will look inte it.

Mr. MeALISTER. May I ask the Post-
master General on what basis the postinas-
ters are paid ? I find that in the province of
New Brunswick the grogs receipts are $39.-
438, and the salaries pald amount to only
$19,889. I presume itbey are pald on the
same basis l the different provinces ?
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL. All sala-
ries are paid on the same principle, whether
in New Brunswick or in any other province.
The minimum fees are qpaid where the post
office performs a comparatIvely nominal ser-
vice and where the revenue is very trifling.
If the revenue exceeds a certain sum so that
40 per cent upon it would give more than
the minimum, the salary is based on the per-
centage ; but when the gross revenue is such
that 40 per cent would not come to more
than the minimum, then the fixed salary is
pald.

Mr. McALISTER. Are the receipts not
sufficient to increase the salaries of the non-
accounting postmasters without any loss of
revenue ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. My hon.
friend will see that the cost of the mainten-
ance of an office is not wholly the salary of
the postmaster. In many of these small
offices the cost of the service far exceeds the
revenue, to say nothing of the salary. You
could not bulk all the revenues and then
distribute the salaries ; that would not be
a just arrangement. Of course, it is a great
advantage to the people to have post offices
here and there ; and If we put post offices
within a mile or so of each other in remote
districts, they serve oniy a few familles. I
think I am safe in saying that there is a
county in the province of Nova Scotia In
which there are nearly 200 post offices.
I yould not venture to say how much the
average revenue Is, but It must be compara-
tively small ; and, If you multiply post
offices to suit the convenlence of the people
-and I am not saying you are not to do it
-if you are going to put up post offices
every two or three miles you cannot
have a very liberal salary for each officer.
My hon. friends wIll have to choose between
a few officers with large salaries, and a
great many officers with trifling salaries.
The multiplication of small offices in the
rural districts Is a great convenience to
those districts, being the next thing to a
bouse to house dellvery.

Mr. TYRWHITT. I would like to draw
the attention of the hon. gentleman to a
number of cases of hardship in my riding.
The hon. gentleman will remember that, on
the advent of this Government to power, a
large cancellation of contracts took place,
and, in their anxiety to secure contracts, a
number of carriers took them much below
their value, and now wlsh to be relieved. A
case of peculiar hardship is one concerning
which I bave had some correspondence with
the Postmaster General. I refer to the case
of Thomas Farley, who carries the mail be-
tween Lisle and Black Bank, a distance of
14 miles, for 50 cents a trip. I wrote the
department, asking that he might be re-
lieved from 'is contract. I would ask the
hon. Postmaster General to make a note of
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that particular case, and see if he cannot
allow this man to throw up his contract.
There are a number of other cases of this
sort, but the particular one I have mention-
ed is very pressing owlng to the poverty of
the contractor.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman mentions having communicated
with the department. His correspondence
did not reach me, but no doubt was received
and dealt with officially.

Mr. TYRWHITT. It was early lu the
winter-about January.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. A great
deal of correspondence that may be directed
to the head of the department, if it is purely
of a business character, finds its way to the
staff, and that, no doubt, has been the desti-
nation of my hon. friend's correspondence.
As to relieving the contractor of his contract,
I am not aware of any provision in the law
that admits of that, whether it be a contract
to carry mails or perform any otheri publie
service.

Mr. TYRWHITT. If the hon. Minister
would allow me, I can give him a precedent,
and that is the case of the courier who used
to pass my own gate, and who was relieved
of his contract. His name was Henry Stone,
and the hon. gentleman may remember that
he relieved him of his contract, and after-
wards gave it to John Cook without tender,
I believe.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. My hon.
friend is ln error. He was not relieved of
his contract ln the sense of being relleved
of a non-paylng contract, but the contract
was cancelled ln his hands for a dIfferent
reason altogether-because it had been
awarded to him without compliance with
the law, and I did not regard it as a proper
contract. It was not to relieve hlm of a
non-paying contract, but to put it up to ten-
der.

Mr. TYRWHITT. I only know that, after
he got the contraet, he was most anious to
get rld of it, because it did not pay, and the
next tbing I knew was, the contract has
been changed and put ln other bands.

Mr. BEILL (Addlngton). Is there not a
clause lu the contract by which, on three
months' notice, the contractor may be re-
lleved ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It de-
pends on the contract itself.
Amount required to recoup the North-west

Mounted Police for assistance to desti-
tute half-breeds during the years 1897-98
and 1898-99........................$800
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

There bas been an arrangement for the
past ten years or more under whieh -the
officers of the Mounted Police have general
Instructions. in cases of very great neces-
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sity, to offer small amounts of relief and
the Department of the Interdor has genie-
-rally had a vote frnin which It could re-
coup the Mounted Police vote for these ex-
penditures. Acounts have been received
from the Controller of the Norith-west
Mounted Police for $576.77, from the 1st
June, 1898, to 30th April, 1899. Part of
this vote wil be used to pay these accounts,
the balance wIil be ava:llable in case of
other accounts coming lu withn the time.
The expenditure generally runs about $500.
but it has run a little over that ïthis year.

Amount required to pay balance of expenses
of commission in Crow's Nest Pass Rail-
way inquiry .......................... $600

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
When the accounts came in from the com-
missioners, It was found they had oharged
fees for Sunday as for other days. The
department, acting under my instructions,
took off the charges made for Sundays.
The commissdoners refused to accept my
vlewv of ·the case and proposed to have au
action against the Government. I refer-
red the mat-ter to the Department of jus.
tice. I do not know whether the depart.
ment gave a formal opinion, but they In-
timated that we should have to pay lt.
This Is why I take this appropriation.

Mr. FOSTER. Did they work on Sun-
day ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
do not know that they held sittings ; but,
of course, they were out. and, no doubt,
In some of the time over which the differ-
ence arose, they were travelling. They
cladmed that under the ordlinary rule, they
were entitled to get so much a day for all
the time they were occupied. I took the
view that Sundays should be excepted.

Mr. FOSTER. Why did you not hold to
that ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1
would have done so, but the Department
of Justice was not disposed to stand by
me.

Mr. FOSTER. What is the whole amount
spent on this commssion?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
cannot give the Information now, but I wilI
give it to the hon. gentleman within a few!
minutes.

Mr. FOSTER. As the hon. member for
Pictou (Mr. Bell) Is anxious to say a few
words on this subject, if there &s no item
for this commission in the main Estinates,
I suppose the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bell)
will be allowed to take it up on some other
Item ?

The MINISTER 0F TH-E INTERIOR
Yes, on any of my Estimates.

Mr. SIFTON.

Amount required to provide for the ex-
penses and salaries connected with the
commission appoInted to Inquire Into
half-breed claims in the North-west Ter-
ritories, out o which payment ray be
made to J. A. Coté as half-breed comamis-
sioner, notwithstanding anythinig to the
contrary in the Civil Service Aet......$1,000
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1

think I covered aIl the information about
this last night in discussing the half-breed
commission.

Mr. FOSTER. W
of the commission?

Vhat is the rate of pay

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Mr. Coté is given $5 a day in addition to
his salary. Of course, that cannot be pald
without a vote of Parliament; lhe gets his
expenses also.

North-west Mounted Police-
Required to complete the service of the

year ................................. $50,000
Mr. FOSTER. There ds a further vote

for the North-west Mounted Police under
item 74.

The PRIME MINISTER. Item 74 Is
for -the force din the Yukon, while the pre-
sent item, No. 72, is for the force in the
North-west Territorles. Our reason for
asking an additional appropriation is
this : In 1896-97 we expended for the Mount-
ed ,Police $526,162.05, a decrease of $6,-
852.12, as compared with the previous year.
But this was only the work of our prentice-
hands. The following year, we spent
$369,638.88, a saving of $156,523 as com-
pared with the previous year. But it was
evident that we had undertaken too much.
In 1896, when we took office, the force was
750 men. In 1897 we 'made provision to
reduce the force to 500 men. But we
ceuld not reduce the force as speedily as
we intended. Last year, it varied from 700.
to 550. It now stands at 550. The reason
why we could not reduce the force-

Mr. FOSTER.
mean ?

lu the North-west, you

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes-'this Is
quite apart from the Yukon. We have
200 men in the Yukon. That force Is under
the control of the Department of the In-.
teior. I speak only of the force in the
North-west Territordes. Our intention was
to reduce thie nuimber from 750 to 500. It
is now 550. We are about to draw fifty
men from the force to send to the Yukon
to replace men who are going out of the
service ; the force wll then be reduced to
500 men.

Mr. FOSTER. How much bas been ex-
pended this year ?

The PRIME MINISTER. We took an es-
timate for $353,750, and we flnd w Ne are
short $50,000. We could not reduce the force
as speedily as we Intended, because we hrid
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to send 20 men to patrol the Crow's Nest
Pass Railway during its construefion. Then
we had to keep a reserve of trained men,
the very best men of the forée, to send to
the Yukon. Then we had to organize a
patrol in the north in consequence of the
travel which is now taking that 4irection
by the Edmonton route. At the present
time we bave ln that region 60 men under
the command of Superintendent Griesbach,
which are distributed as follows :-Fort Sas-
katchewan, 30 ; Edmonton, 60; South Ed-
monton, 1 ; -St. Albert, 1; Innisfail, 1 ; Red
Deer, 1 ; Beaver Lake,' 1; Westaskiwin, 1;
Rivière qui Barre, 1; Lac Ste. Anne, 1;
Athabaska Landing, 1; Lesser Slave Lake,
3 ; Peace River Landing, 4; Fort Smith, 2 ;
special patrols, 6. Al these places are very
far advanced in the north and wvest. At
Peace River, Fort Smith, Lesser Slave Lake
and Athabaska Landing, we keep ftie men
there alIl the year round. Apart from that
we bave six men patrolling all the tine up
and down the rivers in'summer and winter.
in summer to prevent bush fires especially,
because careless travellers set lires, and we
have men to look after the camps. and see
that the fires are extinguished. They also
give protection to travellers and maint:ln
the peace. As I have said. we have been
obliged to keep more men than we intended,
and the reduction of the force lias taken
place more slowly rhan we expected. We
are short, as I have said, ln our acco-.nts
this year by $50,000, made up as follows:-
For the pay of the men, $16,000; subsistence,
forage, fuel and light, $7,000; transport and
freight cbarges, $15,000 ; general stores and
clothing, $12,00.

Mr. PRIOR. Does the right lion. gentle-
man fiud that the 550 men are suffiient for
the efficient service in the North-vest ?

The PRIME MINISTER. '&hCy give a
very efficient service indeed ln the North-
west. Of course, we always hear complaints
from the settlers who want more men, es-
peclally to guard against prairie lires and as
a protection agalnst cattle thieves, particu-
larly on the American boundary. But the
coinplaints have become less and iess be-
cause, as the settlers increase l number,
they look more after their own protection.
In the fall we always have complaints that
more men are required, but we find that
keeping a man here and there is enougn,
because when he discovers a fire he calls
on the settlers and they act themselvers. The
country is gradually settling up, and we
believe the force eau be gradually dimin-
lshed.

Mr. FOSTER. What do these sir men
do in Edmonton ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I presame they
perform the ordinary duties of the foree,
policing and patrolllng in all directions. They

do not do police work for the town. I think
no such work Is required.

Mr. FOSTER. There are none now ln the
confdnes of Manitoba ?

The PRIME MINISTER. No.
Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman men-

tioned that he proposed to reduce'the force.
Several years ago, as a result of a discussion
in the House, the late Government deter-
mined to bring the force down -to 750. It was
then over 1,000 men ln strength. But my
hon. friend has been unable to reduce it as
rapidly as he expected, and I think he has
done wisely in not reduclng it more rapidly.
There ls a pressure among all the settle-
ments to have one or more mounted police,
but I think the Government Is wlse ln de-
pending upon the settlers, as they lncrease
in number to look after their own constable
and police business. The extension of the
country north wIll, require for some time to
be looked after by mounted police. But I
wanted to ask my hon. friend if he thinks
that the morale and texture of the force is
as good as it was two years ago ? We were
very proud of the force then ; does he believe
it Is as good, or i it not a faet that by
drafting out picked men from the different
stations and sending them to the Yukon, he
has broken to a large extent the sp'endid
morale and discipline of the force whilch
were its chief characteristies up to that time.
I have heard experienced men declare that
it is so, and I think that impression obtains
ln the North-west.

The PRIME MINISTER. No, I do not think
so. If my hon. friend will look at thé report
of the North-west Mounted Police for this
year he will come to the conclusion that
the force has not deteriorated. I am free
to say, however, that we are bound to give
it a little more attention. We have de-
cided to restore the old school that we had
at Regina, and keep more men ln traitlng at
Regina than we had before. By keeping,
say 50 trained. drilled and carefully instruct-
ed men at Regina, there Is no reason to
doubt that we will maintain the force ln
its full efficiency.

Mr. FOSTER. How' many were drafted
out for the Yukon ?

The PRIME MINISTER. 200.

North-west Mounted Police-
Required to complete the service of

the year ....................... $385,000
Mr. FOSTER. I would ask the hon. Min-

fiter to give us a full explanation of the
whole business.

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). The appropriation voted in
1898 was $346,250. The supplementary; Es-
timates asked for now of $385,000 cover two
Gnvernor General's warrants. My hon.
friend (Mr. Foster) has no doubt read the
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Indemnity clause in Resolution No. 79 of the
Supply BIl. The sum which is referred to
there as having been paid to the Mounted
Police officers for the purposes of the force
is $144,077.19. That makes up a total of
$875,327.19.

Mr. FOSTER. That only makes $790,000.
Does $200,000 cover the Governor General's
warrants ? >

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No. This item we are asking for is $385,-
000. That covers the Governor General's
warrants. The Governor General's warrants
are Included in this $385,000.

Mr. FOSTER. It includes the two war-
rants, but do the two warrants make up the
$85,000?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
*No, they do not.

Mr. FOSTER. How much are they ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

One la $150,000, and the other Is $175,000.
The two of them together make $325,000.
This vote Is $385,000. The appropriation by
this last year's vote from the revenue and
this vote will make $875,827.19. The ex-
penditure which has been accounted for
through the Controller of the Mounted Po-
lice up to the present time, is $731,010.98,
divided as follows-

Pay of force.......................
Subsistence, forage, dog-feed, fuel

and light ...........................
Clothing, general stores, horsed, doge,

ammunition, hospital expenses, sta-
tionery, &c..........................

Guides, billeting and travelling ex-
penses ..............................

Transportation and freight charges..
Contingencies ........................
BuIldings .............................

$13S0,512 16

181,363 22

64,942 96

10,647 32
233,014 67

6,313 64
104,217 01

Total ....................... $731,010 98

That leaves a balance of the total amount
of $875,327 which I mentioned as being ex-
pended under last year's vote, and the money
expended from the revenue of $144,316.21.
The amount is made up and estimated for
the balance of the expenditure this year as
follows :-

Pay of force ........................ $5O 00
Subsistence, forage, dog-feed, fuel and

light...................., .. . ... 25
Clothing, general stores, horses, doga,

&C...... ... ...... .......... 14,31621
Transport, freight charges..........30'000 0<)
Buildings........................25,000(0

Total ......................... $144,316 21
The charge for subsistence is heavy. It

includes subsistence of all the officiais ln
the Tukon. Transport and frelght charges
mo t to $2,000. These cover the trans-

portation ut suÿplies and 'M-aterial for nearly
ail the requiremhents of the different servi-
ees, except m.i>tia. The cost of public build-

Mr. SIFTON.

ings, $104,000, includes some 26 different
buildings. The buildings at most of
these places are considerable in extent. At
Dawson, Selkirk and Tagish quite extensive
barracks are constructed. There is also a
very good post constructed on the Dalton
trail, not far from the provisional boundary
Une. There is also a very good building at
the Stikine River, wbere there are three men.
We have quite a large post at Tagish, and
quite an extensive barrack.

Mr. FOSTER. Are the buildings at Daw-
son and Selkirk permanent ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. What have they cost ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

I was wrong in saying that we had a build-
ing of any extent at Selkirk. I had in my
mind the militia buildings, which, of course,
were not paid for by the police. We have a
small building at Selkirk.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the expenditure of
$230,000 during this current year for build-
ings represent any permanent value.?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The barracks at Dawson are permanent.
There was a small barraeks construeted In
former years but it has been largly increas-
ed. About $60,000 will be the cost of the
barracks at Dawson, and It will not require
to be changed except we might want to In-
crease it, which I do not think wIll be neces-
sary for years to come. It will accommodate
150 men.

Mr. FOSTER. What is the distribution of
the 200 men ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There are, altogether, thirteen ofcers, In-
cluding the doctors, 208 non-commissioned
officers and constables, thirty-eight special
constables and dog-drivers, making alto-
gether 259. The number of dog-drivers was
necessarily large on account of the police
handling the mail.

Mr. FOSTER. To what department has
the cost of the mail service been charged?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
lias al been paid out of this, and noue of
it charged to the Post Office Department.

Mr. POSTER. And all the officials In the
Yukon are fed out of supplies charged to the
Mounted Police.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. At
present.

Mr. POSTER. Surely It Is the intention
to distrIbute these charges amongst the de-
partments to wbich they belong ?

Tie MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, after tile 1st of July. It is pretty diffi-
cuit to teil what the proportion of the rations
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would cost, but I suppose an estimate can
be worked out.

Mr. FOSTER. Have the police practically
done ail the mail service ? -

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
am not correct In saying that fthe police have
done all the mail carrylng. Shortly before
the ice formed at the beginning of the winter
season, I undertook, with the Postmaster
General, that we would provide for the car-
rying o! 700 pounds of mail once a fortnight
each way from Dawson to Lake Bennett. I
watched the matter very closely, and Major
Wood, a very good officer, stationed at Tag-
Ish reported that îthat arrangement was
carried out upon all occasions when the trail
was passable, but there was a considerable
period during whleh parts of the lake opened
and were not capable of being travelled up-
on. I am giving my attention to having a
eut-off by land at these points where the ice
cannot be relled upon, so that next -winter
we hope to have a permanent service with-
ont delays. The expense of that work was
paid out of the police fund.

Mr. POSTER. When the Minister of the
Interior made the arrangement with the
Postmaster General, did he not make an ar-
rangement by which the Post Office Depart-
ment was to pay hlm the cost of the carrage
of ithe mail ?

The MINISTER0t OF THE INTERIOR.
Not at that tine. It was discussed between
mnyself and the Postnaster General, but
there was gredt difficulty ln arriving at
what It was going to cost.

Mr. FOSTER. It was incumbent upon the
Post Otfice Department to provide for that
mail service, and that department should
make au estima te of what it would cost, and
pay that amount to qthe Mounted Police. Or,
the Minister could have sald: Having my
nounted police on the ground, I will do the
service for you at a percentage less than
that. 1 trust that the accounts will be so
distributed that the Post Office Department
will bear its fair share of the cost.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. My hon.
frieud (Mr. Poster) misunderstands the ar-
rangement. It is not proposed to load the
service of one department on to another, but
it lis not necessary to have two depart-ments
asking for the vote. There may possibly be
an apportloument of the cost between the
two departnents, but is It Immaterlal .whe-
ther the money ts voted to one department or
the other. It is e. matter of book-keeping,
afterwards to distribute the charge. Mr.
White informed ne that wvhen the North-.
west *as belng opened up, the system
adopted 'was to take a vote of about $400,000
a year under the heading "Northuvest Ter-
ritories," and that was applied to ill ser-
vices, and there was, I think, no apportion-
ment between the departments eoncerned.

Mr. POSTER. This is not a vote for gen-
eral service but for Mounted Police, and the
cost is charged to the police, thus relieving
the Post Oftice Department· of very great
expense. If there Is no apportIonment it will
Introduce utter confusion Into the services
of the Goverument.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There
was no confusion in the case of opening up
Manitoba and the North-west Terrritories.

Mr. POSTER. I do not know whether the
expense was apportioned there or not, nor
does the Postmaster General.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I know
It from the Information of Mr. White.

Mr. FOSTER. I am simply stating a very
plain principle, that if ithe Post- Office De-
partment gets its mail carried by the Minis-
ter of the Interior, the Minister of the Inter-
lor should charge the Post Office Department
what he thinks Is fair; and a basis to get at
what would be a fair amount would be what
the Postmaster General would have to pay
for the service, tempered by the fact that
the Minister of the Interlor had his men on
the ground and could afford to do it at a
percentage less. I do not suppose my hon.
friend got the postal revenue, did he"?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No.

Mfr. POSTER. He Is too generous alto-
gether. In his own business I know he
would not do that ; If he had to take the
cost, he would get all the revenue ; but
he is so generous to the Post Office De-
partment that he is willing to do a very
important work for It and charge it up
against the Mounted Police. I would cer-
tainly press on my hon. friend and the
Government the necessity of malcing some
fair apportionment of the cost of the ser-
vice to the Post Office Department.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
do not think there can be any dispute about
the correctness of the principle the hon.
gentleman speaks of, that when one de-
partment performs a service for another, it
should make a proper charge to that de-
partment. I think ln this case the Post
Office Department should be charged with
what the service costs.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
tend to take au account of that.

We in-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
will give my hon. friend the distribution
of the force, which Includes officers, men
and dog-drivers: at Skagway, 2 ; at the
summit of Chilkoot Pass, 3,4 at the sumnIt
of White Pass, 10; at Lake Ijnderman,
8; at Lake Bennett, 7; at Log abin, 4«;
at Cariboo Crosslng, 8. All these except
Oarlboo Crosslng are in British Columbia.
At the request of--the provincIal anuthori-
ties, we withdrew all our men from Bi4ltisk
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Columbia except those whom we deemed to
be necessary to protect our own customs
officers, and to see that they were in a
position to meet any emergency that might
arise.

Mr. FOSTER. And those you have men-
tioned are those ithat are necessary to be
kept ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. PRIOR.
tish Columbia?

All these are not in Bri-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Skagway is not n British Columbie.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It may
be in BritIsh Columbia.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIbR.
Yes, It may be. The two men who are
there are simply depot men to look afiter
supplies. There are et Tagish, 64; at
Mo0lintock River, 3; at White Horse
Rapids, 3 ; at the head of Lake Labarge,
3 ; at the foot of Lake Labarge, 4; at Mc-
Cllntock, a post on the rIver, 5; at Big
Salmon, 4 ; at Little Salmon, 6 ; at Tan-
talus, 5,; at Five Fingers, 5 ; at Atlin, B.C.,
1; at Selkirk, 5; at Ogllvy, 4; at Hutchi-
koo, 4; at Stewart River, 5; at Half-way
Post, 4 ; at Selwyn, 4 ; at Indian River, 5 ;
at Grand Forks, 7 ; at Dawson, 63 ; at Fort
Constantine, 4 ; at !Dominion Creek, 5 ; at
the post office on the Dalton trail, 9 ; on the
Stikine River and at Glenora, 5; making
altogether 259.

Mr. FOSTER. Tagish amd Dawson are
your two main points ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes. Tagish is the depot point for the
southern part of the territory. Major White
is at Tagleh, and is li command of the
southern half of the territory, under Col.
Steele, who is the chief commander of the
territory.

Mr. FOSTER. At which of these places
have you buit barracks ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We have barracks at ail of these places.
At some places the barracks are very smail.
The buildings are log baildings, but are
substaintiali, and will serve every purpose
for a considerable number of years. They
are Intended, as far as possible, to be per-
manent stopping-places on the Une of com-
munication. They were Intended for that
purpose when put up, and they are care-
fully and eubstantially bulît. It 1s ex-
pected that we shall be able to utilize some
of them in connection wlth the ttelegraph
lie and somue ln connection with the per
manent mail route to be established here.
after. A few of them are off the 1ine, but
most of them are on the Une, and will
be capable of being used.

Mr. SIFTON.

Mr. PRIOR. Were they erected by the
men themselves, or did you hire labour ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They were mostly ereoted by tbe men,
thougih, of course, from time to time, some
littie assistance was hired.

Mr. FOSTER. Does -the Minister know
the number of militia in the Yukon ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. 1
only know tbat the order was imade for
250. Whether that Is the exact number
there or not, I cannot say. One hundred
are at Dawson, and the others are in bar-
racks at Selkirk. The 100 men at Daw-
son were sent there by the Milita Depart.
-tent at my request to assist and practically
furnish a reserve for the police.

Mr. FOSTER. Then 1 come to the con-
clusion that ln the year there has been close
on $1,700,000 or $1,800,000 spent li the Yu-
kon for polIce and militia. I imagine that the
250 men sent In by the Minister of the Inl-
terior and kept there wlll cost fully as
much per man and probably more. The cost
of the 200 men amounts to a little over $4,-
000 per man--44,375. These men bave cost
us each 4,375, and the militia no doubt have
cost us more than that, say about $5,000
aplece. With such an expenditure, the Gov-
ernment Is bound to give us the very be3t
reasons for having incurred it, Were those
men necessary or were they not ? Every
inan that was unnecessary has cost the tax-
payer about $5,000. I would like thè hon.
Minister to tell us generally what service
these men have had to perform, particularly
with reference to what they had to do in
the way of maintaining law and order ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The House is no doubt familiar with the gen-
eral class of work that has been done by the
Mounted Police ln the North-west Territo-
ries. Their duties in the Yukon district have
been pretty much the same. It has been
their duty to do the ordinary police consta-
ble work and to keep the country, as far
as possible, under police control. In addi-
tion to that they have been engaged to some
extent In handling the mails. They have,
had a considerable portion of their sparé
time, when they had any, occupied In the
putting up of their bulldlngs and establisb-
ing quarters for themselves, wh:ch would
be of a more or less permanent character.
IL is diffleult for me to give the members of
the committee an accurate Idea of what the
police force Is In the Yukon, because In order
to do that I would have to give the detalled
routine of the force at eaeh point.

Mr. FOSTER. It would be about the same
at all the points.

The MINISTER OF THE 1INTERIOR.
From a pretty constant supervision of the
work, I do not thlnk that any men ln tlie
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Dominion, during the same length of time,
have been working as bard or constantly
and subjected to as arduous toil as the
Mounted Police lu that district. A large
portion of their time has been taken up ln
patrolling, in the forwarding and handling
of their supplies, and In transporting sup-
plies for other departments of ithe Govern-
ment, keeping the lne of communication
open, and handling everything that required
to be handled for the Government. It be-
came evident, in the very beglnning, that a
great many things which, under ordinary
circumstances, would not be doue ,by the
police, would be very efficlently done by that
organization and in fact could only be efil-
ciently done by it. For instance, when we
have sent lu officials from time to time, we
bave practically put them In charge of the
police at one end of the trip and the polie,
Lave seen them through. That bas oeda-
pied a considerable portion of their time at
dfgerent periods, and it is only lu that way
that we could keep open communication and
have our men forwarded from one place to
another as requlred. I think that the mem-
bers\ of the commIttee will fully recognize
the fact that 250 mei, scattered over a dis-
trict of 600 miles, where travel was usually
extremely difficult. arduous and dangerous,
and when that route at Skagway was en-
cumbered by men of lawless character, tra-
velling in such a way that they had to be
under the supervision of the pollee, had a
very great responsibillty resting on them, and
the fact that law and order has been matin-
tained ln that district is the greatest tribute
to the efficiency of the force we have ever
had since it was organized. It is the univýr-
sal testimony that there never has been a
mining camp where such a rush took place,
ln which order was maintained as well as it
bas been in the Yukon terrItory. The elais
of men that went lu there were, it has been
said, a good class of people, a law-abiding
population. I would not like to say that
they were not, but I have no hesitation la
\saying that they were, with few exceptions,

Imost the same class of people that were
t Skagway ln the early days of that town;

when it was impossible for a man to go out
after dark without danger to his life. Hun-
dneds of such people had gone up to our
Nrth-west TerritorIes. Of course a great
many people who went in there were very
fine., respectable people, and no doubt the
sentiment of the majority was in favour of
a proper maintenance of law and order, but
it does not follow, by any means, that If
there bad not been a properly organized
force and a sufficlent force to protect the
offleers of law and back them li case of trou-
ble. law and order would not have been
maintalned with anythIng like the same effi-
Clency. It must be borne In mInd that while
we mnight justly rely on the loyalty an~d
devotion of our police officers, yet there were
times when some anxiety might be felt in
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ease the sympathy of the mob would be with
the law breakers. Our officers told us that
once or twice they did have great appre-
htension in regard to what wou'd re-
sidt in case there were any difRcultles.
However, that period has passed. But I
venture to say that lin that mining camp at
Dawson, when there were from 25,000 to
30,000 people wheu there were, undoubtedly,
a very large number of tbose people of the
most lawless class-for it is a notorious fact
that a large number of lawless men did
make it their business to go to Dawson City
and spread themselves over the Klondike
district generally-It is beyond all doubt
that the position of the men at Dawson who
stood responsible for the maintenance of
law and order, was a very arduous position
and such a position that It could not be saId
that there were too many men there for the
purpose. The question of sending the mill-
tia may be discussed separately. There
were other considerations in the mind of
the Government ln sending the militia, and
I do not speak of that subject just now. But
I venture to say that, as my bon. friend the
ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Foster) says,
ln discussing the question of the police lu
the North-west Territories, there were diffi-
culties, when, out of 750 men, 250 were
drafted away. And there are practically no
difficulties about law and order ln the North-
west. The country la just as clvillzed and
as safe as the city of Otta'wa, and more so,
for there is less difficulty, so far as the ad-
ministration of justice and the prevention
of crime are concerned. There is practically
no danger of any kind, for there are rail-
ways and telegraphs everywhere, so that,
if trouble occurred, say at Calgary, a regi-
ment of soldiers could be landed there la
forty-eight hours without any difficulty
whatever. There Is no danger throughout
that territory, except of a possible outbreak
among the Indians, which, I am happy to
say, Is not at ail probable. But, If trouble
did occur, there would be no difficulty ln
getting a force there at any time. Consider-
ing all the facts, I think It will be at once
evident that we bave not, so far as the po-
lice force Is concerned, sent too many men
Into the Yukon district. The committee
muet consider the vast territory, the abso-
lute lmpossibility of quick communication,
of sending men where they may be wanted.
At first, we could not even send men, be-
cause there wefe not sufficient supplies
avallable. The men would starve to death
on the way In. Now we have a very con-
siderable quantity of supplies, supplies for
about a year, and these are stored at differ-
enta posts, so that supplies will be on band
If we desire to send a body of 15 or 20 men
to one place or another. If we had not
such an organîzation, we should not feel
safe. But now, knowing that the organiza-
tion of the police Is so good, we feel almost
absolutely safe, because we feel that we can
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cope with almost any difficulty that can
occur.

I might give one illustration of the diffi-
culty of the situation, without whieh difi-
culty the administration of that part of the
country would be comparatively simple.
Two miners, going down the HootalInqua
River, were shot at by some Indians. One
was killed and the other badly wounded ; I
have forgotten whether the second one died
or not. It became necessary to send out a
party to hunt the Indians down. The near-
est police post had to be communIcated
with. It was about 40 miles from where
the murder took place. That trip of 40
miles was over territory so difficult of travel
that a man could only make 10 miles a day,
except by the most tremendous efforts, car-
rying such supplies as would be necessary
to keep himself from starvIng. When the
post had been communicated with, they had
to send out a party strong enough to cope
with any difficulties they might meet, and
to take the malefactors, even if resistance
were offered. Not only had they to carry
supplies with them, but they had to carry
full equipment. They had to be as fully
equipped as any party that we send out to
make a survey lu a distant part of the
North-west Territories. The men must carry
their own subsistence, and be prepared for
any kind of weather. This is a vastly dif-
ferent thing from sending men here and
there In a country where they can stop at
different places over night and get provi-
sions. We must send out a party capable
of travelling without assistance, and able to
move qulckly enough to catch the criminals.
This body of men did arrest the criminals,
who were subsequently tried and convicted
pt Dawson City. In other cases also crim-
Inals have been promptly apprehended. I
say, Mr. Speaker, with some degree of pride,
that, In the first place, I do not think It
could be shown that there ever was a case
of population going into sueh a country,
where the difficulties of communication and
of performing these various services were
so great. Moreover, I do not belleve there
ever was a case In which a large and mis-
cellaneous population went into a mining
district, and ln which so little crime took
place during the last eighteen or twenty
months, during which that population was
there. My information of what took place
in Australia, where the very best organiza-
tion was in existence, where they had a
thoroughly organized mounted police force
under first-class officers, is, that there was
a very much larger amount of crime. It
was no unusual thing for the Government
convoys to be held up and robbed, and there
was a considerable degree of lawlessness,
notwithstanding the stringent efforts made
to put it down. We have had nothing of
that kInd. We a established such a
state of affairs that the men who, starting
for the Canadian Yukon, tirom Skagway by

Mr. SIFTON.

the White Pass or the Chilkoot Pass, have
said that, when they got to the Canadian
Une, they could pack up their revolvers and
rifles, because they would not want them
any more. This Is the state of affairs we
established, and that exists there now.

I venture to say that the statement I have
seen in print. that it was the name of the
Canadian law, simply the name, that
brought about that result, should com-
mend Itself to the common sense of any
member of this committee. The name of the
Canadian law had -a great deal to do with
iL It secured for every mounted policeman
on that trail practically the power of ten
men ; for, when a mounted policeman went
to a man and said : Do so and so, he dId
it. A policeman did not need ten or fifteen
men with hlm to direct the people as to what
they were to do. They understand that
that one ian represented the Canadian law,
and they carried out bis instructions. But,
If we had not had the men to give the in-
structions, to say what would require to be
done, and to say that it had to be done, as
a matter of course, everything would have
been In a disorganized and lawless state. I
want to bear testimony, apart from political
considerations, to the men upon that force.
I have said that I did not know of any body
of men In Canada who were subject to such
arduous toil as these men were. They did
everything for the people on that trail. They
took the people In, fed them, housed them,
and took care of them in every way. If a
report came In that a man was on the trail,
used up, starving or sick, a policeman or
two-generally, a party of two-would be
sent out and the man would be brought
lu. and housed, and fed, and cared for.
That bas been taking place all the time up-
on that trail up to the time when the ice
went out this spring, and travel, except by
boat, has practically ceased. Now, the
amounit of work which these men have had
to do has been enormous. I think the mem-
bers of the committee ought to recognize the
fact that they have had cast upon .them an
enormous amount of work. The question
whether the country should provide a force
of men 4o do that work, or whether the counî
try should have left the people to starve, and
If they got sick, to let them stay slck, and to
die-that is a question of pollcy ; but I haire
no hestitation In saying, for my own part,
4hat I think the poUicy was a proper one,
under the,-very unusual cireumstances that
existed.

Mr. FOSTER. Could my hon. friend state
generally, from the records of the Mounted
Police, the classes of crime, and number of
apprehensions, and the like of that ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The record for serious crime is very trilffLg
indeed. Of criminat and other cases trIed In
the Yukon from' the 1st of December, i,
to the 80th of November, 1898, there were
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600 altogether. I ean give the hon. gentle-
man an idea of the nature of the offeuces
by running over a few : Larceny, non-pay-
ment of wages, dog stealing, drunkenness,
arson, theft, damage to property, assault,
crealting public disturbance, stealing gold
dust, giving liquor to Indians, indecent be-
haviour, drunk and dlsorderly-that is the
way they run.

Mr. FOSTER. What proportion of these
cases oceurred ln Dawson ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They were ail tried at Dawson, except five
that were trIed at Tagish. Six were tried by
the officer on the Dalton trail, one was for
evadlng the customs officer, and five for
horse stealing. The hon. gentleman wIll find
the particulars in the appendix of the
Mounted Police report.

Mr. FOSTER. The supplles that were
bought for the Mounted Police, the whole
of the subsistence, amounts to over $200,00O.
Were all these supplies bought by tender
and contract?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. Ail
the supplies for the Mounted Police, with
scarcely any exception, are purchased by
public advertisement. I do not think that
during this last year any supplies have been
purcbased otherwIse than by publie tender,
except ln one case. There were a few tons
of stuff that had to be sent ln in a hurry.
The order was sent to Superintendent Curry,
at Vancouver, by telegraph, to purchase
them. I think they amounted altogether to
abount $20,000. He went around to the dif-
fereut persons and procured tenders, and
purcliased the stuff hurriedly, and shipped
it. But supplies generally are purchased by
tender. But I will say further, ln order not
to mislead the hon. gentleman, that during
the previous year we purchased a consider-
able quantity of supplies at Victoria and
Vaneouver without itender. When I say a
considerable quantityeI do not mean any
considerable proportion of the whole amount.
But we did that ln order to ship them quick-
ly, that we might get theminl before the
difficulty occurred concerning the transporta-
tion. But the quantities were comparatively
small. During this year we have purchased
altogether by tender except in the one case
whleh I have mentioned.

Mr, FOSTER. How have the supplies gen-
erally gone ln ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We let contracts to the transportation com-
panies that go by the upper Yukon. I may
say just here that some attacks were made
upon the Government because we had ]et
contracts for police supplies to an American
company. Now, I want to say to the com-
mittee, I maintain that at the time it was
the proper thing for me to do. There were
two comupanles in the business last spring

when it was necessary for me to make ar-
rangements for supplies for this present
year. Of course, the stuif was purchased
and shipped as early as possible In the
spring. There were two companies, the
North American Transportation Company
and the Alaska Commercial Company, that
had been doing business there for some
years. They had steamboats upon the river,
they had warehouses, they understood the
river, and they knew perfectly well what
they could do and how they could do it.
There was nobody else In the business ; of
ail the companies that were offering to do
the business, there was absolutely no other
company that was at all n the same pOsI-
tion as these two companies, and could guar-
antee,. without any greait danger of fallure,
that the contract would be carried out
and the stuif would be dellvered,
Of course, It was these companles that car-
ried the stuif ln former years. The Gov-
ernment had had their supplies sent by the
same companies. The North American
Transportation Company had taken lu ailn
these suppMes formerly. I had in my mind
the possibility of getting a Canadian com-
pany to do It, but af!ter a great deal of
consideration I came to the conclusion that
I would not be justided, for the sake of
giving the work to any particular com-
pany, ln taking any chances by giving It
to a company that might not be able to
carry out the contract. We consequently
made that contraet which I have referred
to, the contract was faithfully and loyally
carrIed out, and the goods delivered ae-
cording to contract. Shortly after that
contract had been made, speaking from re-
colection, and I think atter the goods had
been shipped, reports came that there was
likely to be very low water cn the upper
Yukon, and I became a4larmed for fear that
the boats would not get up there until late
la the year. I became alarmed for fear
that we would be short of supplies, parti-
cularly on the upper portion of the river,
which is the southern portion of the river,
and to make sure that we would have suffi-
olent provisions from year to year, I in-
structed the controller to purchase an ad-
ditional quantIty of supplies and push them
forward early lu the season by way of the
passes. They were despatched by the low-
er route and we have them there. The
Controller informed me a few days ago that
we have now about a year's supplies for
250 men In the Yukon terrItory. We will
send lin this year the usual amount of sup.
plies, so that, ln case of any dificulty or
temporary stoppage we wIll be prepared to
avold a shortage of supplies.

Mr. FOSTER. We have had a very ade-
quate explanation of the matter by tUe hon.
Minister compared wlth the tme which s
at his disposai and the disadvantage under
whIch we are working at this thour ln the
morntng. I do not think that we are In

~a position to spend very muchi time on the
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.eriticism of this vote, and, under these cir- that our mining population has been the
-cumstances, I think myself that it would most law-abiding of any of our population,
jbe far better if we made up our minds that not excepting the older settled portions of
these are very important votes, that they ithe country. The mere fact that there

-ought to be thoroughly looked Into, and was a comparative lmmunity from serious
that we should not attempt to rush them crimes in the Yukon is not to be attributed
'through at this hour of -the -morning. -Iow- entirely to the immense expenditures which
-ever, that is in -the hands of hon. gentlemen have been made, or to the large number of
opposite. If they choose to stay here all police and militia in that country, but to
might, we wl have to stay also. The dis- the causes which I have mentioned. I
advantage of taking up a most important know that in the work which was under-
matter like this late Friday night and Sat- taken by the police, taking into account
'urday morning, when almost all the mem- the exigencies and circumstances of the
-bers are away and every one is tired, Is country, that large expenses were Impos-
apparent. I thinîk that when my hon, sible to be avoided. It is impossible for
frlend gets this vote thraugh he should ad- us to go into a critical analysis of the ac-
journ the House. However, if we Must counts at this hour of the morning. We sim-
go through witlh it. there are some thinga ply have to take general principles and dis-
we will have to say. I would not detract, cuss them, that these supplies were got by
In the least, from the efforts which bave tender and contract largely, that they were
been put forward and the work whIch bas taken in under contract, that the transport
been performed by the department and the companies gave rates as good as
Government in reference to this matter. I could be secured, sometimes under cou$-
would pay just as learty a tribute as the petition and sometimes without competition.
Minister to the excellent work of the police Al these are things that might be criticised
force which we have had in that territory. if we had time, but we have not. We just
I do not thlnk that there are two opinions take the general statement of the Minister
about that. I do not think any one in and the general report of the department.

this House would for a moment, belleve that I must say that I do not think the Mounted
the Mounted Police have been lazing away Police ought be charged with the keep of
their time, but on the contrary, they have the Civil Government ln any way. I do not
done all that men could do ln their posi- think the Mounted Police should be charged
tion. and they have done It generally to the with the cost of carrying the mails, and I
satisfaction of everybody. The hon. gen- think it is the bounden duty of the Govern-
tieman (Mr. Sifton) must not take to imn- 'ment to charge a fair share of that cost to
-self and his administration the total glory the Post Office Department. My hon. friend
of lhaving a comparatively law-abiding and (Mr. Sifton) will see, that wlthout that utter
-orderly community in that part of the coun- confusion for all comparative purposes Is
try. Happily, that bas been the exceptional introduced into the kneplng of the publie
condition in Canada ; It has been the ex- accounts. Before we pass the main vote,
ceptional condition in the early history the Ministers should come to a satisfactory

.of mining in every part of Canada, in Bri- conclusion amongst themselves and announce
tish Columbia especially. I thInk It Is to the House what proportion is to go' to
not golng too far to say that nine-tenths, these different services. Probably the Mount-
yes, probably nineteenth-twentieths of that ed Police did a great deal more than was
aggregation of men who go Into the Yukon, necessary in the way of servile work. Char-
go into that country not with the Idea of Ity, of course, Is an excellent thlng to dis-
committing lawless ants, but, on the con. pense, and slck men lhould be taken care of
trary, with the idea of duigently pursulng as far as they possIbly can be, but It Is an
their own Interest by lawful means. Their open question as to whether men who were
object is to get elaims, work these claims travelling in that district did not rely tooa
and make them profitable to ftemselves. much upon the Mounted Police, and were not
They do not go, In there with the Idea of taught sufficiently to rely upon themselves.
looting or getting claimb by violence or The tendency would be to impose upon the
force; they go in there with the idea of leaders of the Mounted Police If the imprës-
faithfully obeying the laws of the country sion got abroad that the Mounted Police
in which they are to work, and loyally were there for that purpose. I am one of
abiding by the laws of the country, so that those who believe that It Is better to err
lawlessness would be the exception, and on the side of kindness under those circuin-
law and order the rule. If you take Into stances than to take the other extreme. The
account the circumstances of the Yukon, crimes that have been committed are of the
you will see that the country does not Invite most trivial character, and I think nearly
to lawlessness ; quité the contrary. There all of It has been committed In the city of
Is In that country a bard struggle for ex- Dawson itself. Is there any civil govern-
Istence, a hard struggle to win what they ment in Dawson City or Is it all Mounted
go to win in the way of seekinxg and ob- Police and military government ?
taining gold, which prevents 'lawlessness
rather than contributes to [t. Happily, it The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
has always been the history of our country, Be!fore Mr. Ogilvie went out there I gave
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him mny opinion that it would be well to have
Dawson City incorporated as soon as pos-
sible, and he agreed with that view whici
is also the views of the other members of
the Government. We dId not give him any
positive instructions because we thought it
better that he should consult with the peo-
ple up there. Incorporation has not takeu
place yet, and in one of bis letters he thougpht
the people were better satisfied to have thcir
affairs administered by the council of the
district, than by a municipal corporation.

Mr. POSTER. Of course, because they
get all their civie work done for them.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There will have to be incorporation in a very
short time.

Mr. POSTER. Do the Mounted Police do
anytGing la the way of sanitary work ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They have regular saultary regulations
which they see are carrled out, and one of
the officers Is sanItary Inspector. Some tme
ago a very capable physician, Dr. Good, wlo
forMerly practiced in Winnipeg, was appoint-
ed Eealth Inspector by the Yukon Council.
I an well acquainted with Dr. Good, and I
know he is a very capable man. He had no
Intention of remaining there when he start-
ed, but he was appolnted SanItary Inspeçtor
for Dawson, and he went to work vIgorously

Mr. FOSTER. I do not feel like discus-
sing the item any further, but of course we
will have an item in the main Estimates for
the Mounted Police, and then other Import-
ant points will be taken up.

Amount required to provide for arrears of sal-
ary to 30th June, 1899, to be paid to the fol-
lowing employees connected with the Surveys
Branch, notwIthstanding anythIng to the con-
trary ln the Civil Service Act :-

Louis Gauthier ................. $228 34
John Langlois ................... 625 00
Otto J. Klotz.................... 242 77

Mr. FOSTER. We would like to have an
fexplanatlon of this?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The two firat items refer to the cases I men-
tloced the other day In bringlng ln a Bill
respecting the Department of the Interior.
Mr. Gauthier was appointed to take the
place of Mr. Dufresne, who had been a com-
putor ln the astronomer's office and had
died. The Auditor General he1d that under
a Clause. of the Civil Service Act we could
not make a new appoinitment. We had ex-
amined Mr. Gauthler's qualifications for the
position. which were of an extremely techni-
cal charaoter, and he had been appointed.
on the assumption that the rule respecting
technical employees enabled us to appoint
bim, at a salary of $100 a month. Objeetion
was made by the Auditor General to the
payment of the Increase, and on furtber ex-
andnation ithe objection was, sustained ; so

that he could only be paid at the rate of $900
a year. The amount we are asking the
House ,to vote Is the difference between $900,
which he was getting before, and $1,200.
Mr. Langlois is a surveyor. He abandoned
a permanent position to accept work in the
department, on the assurance that his pay
for the present would be $75 a month, and
that his employment would be contInued.
His position is ,the same as the other. He
cannot be paid more than $400 a year under
the Act, and we are asking a vote for the
difference between that and $75 a month
from the date of his appointment up to the
30th of June of this year. As to the pa-
ment to Mr. Klotz, It Is an old claim, which,
after some examination. I decided to recom-
nend for payment. Ilit represents certain
extra services and expenses in determIning
the longitude of Montreal.

To provide fcr the payment of a gratulty
equal to one year's salary to the widow
of J. A. Cadenhead, late surveyor ln the
Yukon ................................. $1,09S

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The circmstances of this case are very ex-
eeptional. Mr. Cadenhead was sent by the
department to the Yukon territory to make
a survey. He was a perfectly satisfactory-
officer, 'the report of his work being very·
good. Whlle coming back, down the Klon-
dike River, he accidentally broke through a
thin crust of ice under which there was a
large crevice and went Into -the water. He
was apparently so much fatigued by a long
and arduous trip that he had not sufficient
strength to get out; and when he was found
be was frozen stiff, with his hands on the-
Ice. But he had evIdently taken ,the trouble
to take the surveyor's notes and plans. whlch
he had in his pocket when the accident oc-
curred, and wheu he apparently realized
tha;t he had no chance of getting on the ice,
and had thrown them a considerable dis-
tance from him, so that they could be got.
Therefore, the department had the result of
the work that had cost him his life. If he
had finished bis work and returned, he would
have been entitled to charge the department
the eost of his return, which would be
about $500, and I thought it was fair that
hlis widow sbould receive the equivalent of
a year's salary.

Miscellaneous printing .................. $5,00

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Pleld-
ing). This is the explanation givei~ me by
the Queen's Printer of this item :

The miscellaneous printing for the House of
Commons bas been increasing ln volume. Dur-
Ing the current year a large number of dairy
farm reports were ordered by the bouse, and·
bad to be charged to this account. The cost
also of the Auditor General's Report bas in-
creased since the repeal of the Order In Couneil
lhiltne to 5110 theflamber or conleq of reports-
to be surplied to departments. The reportlsrta
very bulky cne, and 1,500 copies extra make a.
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considerable difference. Besides, there ls au an-
nual Increnent ln the number of pages at the
rate of about 100 pages.

In further explanation, I would observe that
the vote for miscellaneous printing was for 1891,
and for some years previously, $30,000 ; but find-
ing that that ainount was not spent only $25,000
was asked, at which point it has remalned for a
number of years. During the last three or four
years, however, the expenditure has exceeded the
amount voted, and the object of the present
request is to cover the extra expenditure of the
present year.

Mr. POSTER. Was there any reason wby
the departments should bave more than 500
Auditor General's Reports distributed
amongst them ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
know the particular circumstances which
brougbt about this change, or whether the
Order ln Council was repealed by this or the
preceding Government.

Mr. FOSTER. It was not repealead by us.
I do not see why the departments needed so
many of the books unless to send them
around amongst political friends. When we
have established a system of purchase of
these reports, outside of what the members
get, it seems ·to me that 500 is more than
the departments can require.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I wili
look into the matter.

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the hon. gentleman
will do so. These are costly books, and I
do not see what departmental reason can be
assIgned for a distribution of more than
500.

To pay the legal representatives of the
late A. M. Montpetit ln full of claim
·for translation of Report on Liquor
Trafflc, 4ncluding interest............ $581 10

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. This is
In the Department of the Secretary of State
and the following explanation has been given
to me :-

This is a claim extending back to the year
1893, when Mr. Montpetit was engaged to trans-
.late the report and evidence of the Royal Liquor
Prohibition Commission.

About a year after this work was undertaken
the Government of the day decided to discon-
tinue it. Mr. Montpetlt was paid for the work
he had actually done, but ln addition thereto
made several large demands for what he termed
a violation of contract, whIch were not enter-
tained. He also claimed to be .paid for the
translation calculated according to the number
of pages ln French Instead of ln English, as he
had been paid. In October of last year an ar-
rangement was come to with hie legal representa-
tives (Mr. Montpettt having died ln the mean-
time) to allow this enumeration, together with
the sum of $35.25 for an Index, ln full of all
demande. The difference between the French
and Engllsh pages come to $527, which with

$35.25 makes $562.25. To this amount bas been
added $18.85 Interest accrued since the date of
settlement (28th October, 1898), making $581.10,
for which a vote bs here asked.

Mr'. FIELDING.

Mr. FOSTER. This la a very peculiar
vote. The claim dates back to 1893, and it
was thoroughly well understood then that It
would not be admitted.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). No, this claim has been pending.

Mr. POSTER. I know, but refused.

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes, but pressed
ail 'the time.

Grant towards relief of distress caused
by a hurricane in the West Indies.. $25,000

The 3 INISTER OF FINANCE. Last
year thec was a disastrous hurricane in the
West Indies, which caused a considerable
loss of lite and very great damage to pro-
'perty, and an appeal was made to the Em-
pire for funds. A fund was started by the
Lord Mayor of London, and a sum of £37,000
had been collected when Canada took action
and contributed a sum of £5,000. After con-
sultation with the .Colonial Office as to the
form lu which It might be most advanta-
geous to use, $15,000 was given to the gov-
ernment of the Windward Islands, and $10,-
000 to the Government of the Barbadoes.
In botlh cases the money was sent to the
Colonial Governments through the Bank of
Montreal and the Colonial Bank, both banks
lendIng ·their assistance wlthout any charge.

International Commission at Washington. $14,000

Mr. FOSTER. This item will provoke
some discussion, and as we have done a good
deal of work to-day, I think we ought to
adjourn.

The PRIME MINISTER. It Is early yet,
and it is desLrable that we should get through
with the supplementary Estimates.

-Mr. FOSTER. These supplementarles
might just as well have been down a month
or so after the beginning of the session, and
not kept until a few days before the close
of ·the fiscal year, and then rushed through
ont of all reason.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
'CANALS (Mr. Blair). We have never lobt
but one half day during the whole session.

Mr. POSTER. I do not think there, has
been a year in the parliamentary historfy of
the country in which Government buglness
was so far behind and so deplorably' man-
aged as this year. Look at the suppoement.
ary Estimates for the current year. Not
brought down until nearly three montbs of
the session are over.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It was
more convenient to bring them down to-
wards the end of the fiscal year, so that they
may be ail brougbt down at the same time.
and no need to bring In turther supplement.
aries. There ka"_not been a Government
day, since this session opened, when there
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was not ample Government business to be
done, and very often we have delayed busi-
ness to suit the convenience of hon. gentle-
men opposite.

Mr. FOSTER. Perhaps on one or two oc-
casions ln whieh arrangements were made.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The dis-
cussion on common-place Items whieh has
gone on has never been equalled in the his-
tory of Parliament.

Mr. FOSTER. We do not propose that
Estimates shati go through without proper
explanation.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. We have no objection to
that.

The PRIME MINISTER. What Is the
objection to item 93, "International Com-
mission at Washington "?

Mr. FOSTER. I do not want to do all
the talking. An international commission
has some aspects that may call for some
discussion.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There
is a smali item which was left over at the
instance of the hon. member for Leeds (Mr.
Taylor), for the payment of Mr. Mungovan.
The question was put wthether this gentle-
man had been constantly employed during
the period covered by the vote. Dr. Daw-
son, the Queen's Printer, has furnished me
with a memorandum which shows that this
gentleman was absent for a few days on
leave, and these days, of course, would be
deducted from his pay. Whetber this Item
Is passed as It Is or not he would not re-
celve the whole amount. We eau either
take this Item as It stands or reduce It by
the number of days of his absence.

Mr. FOSTER. There was another point
and that was why it became necessary to
make an exception to the law to employ

r. Mungovan when there are hundreds of
young men and women who had passed
the examination and were avalable.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
only answer 1s, that, as 1 am Informed,
this gentleman had been employed from
time to time in siiniiar servee and was
competent to do it.

Mir. FOSTER.
employed ?

In what work was he

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
same work, I am told.

Mr. FOSTER. '
any technical work ?

.Wat was he doing-

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. He was
employed as extra cierk, durIng the session

chlefly, I belleve, In the Prlnting Bureau,
addressing and distributing documents.

Mr. BENNETT. Was h cnot absent dur
ing the West Huron fight also ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. The
statement only shows that he was absent
for eleven days.

Mr. BENNEITT.
Brockville election.
West Huron also.

That was during the
I tbink he was in

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I can
only speak of the days when be was ab-
sent.

Mr. FOSTER. If the law Is carried out,
of course he ean only be paid for the days
on which he worked. It looks as If the
Government were breaking the Civil Ser-
vice law ln order to keep a man at a base
of operations from which he can travel out
Into the different constituencles when calls
are made. I think my hon. friend, even
without a pair of double magnifying spec-
tacles, can read that between the lines.

Mr. TAYLOR. I thInk we have done a
good day's work.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. The hon. gentleman will have
all day to-morrow to rest, while we have to
work.

Mr. TAYLOR. If hon. gentlemen oppo
site had gone down and got a meal with
the Idea that they are going to force
through thls Item to-nigitr, i can tell them
that they are making a mistake. We have
done a good day's work, and -have pushed
through items with very little discussion
that ought to have been more discussed.
There were some upon which I wished to
have something to say myself, but refrain-
ed from speaking because -the ex-F4nince
Minister (Mr. Foster) said the Government
were anxious to get these Estimates
through, and sadd we should push through
as many as possible. We have done that
until one o'clock, and now the Prime Min-
ister should accede to the request of the
Opposition and :let us finish these up ln
the early part of the week.
. The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Let this Item through--

Mr. TAYLOR. If the hon. Minister (Mr.
Blair) wants to provoke a fight he wil get
It. There are as many members of the
Opposition here as there are on the Govern-
ment elde. I do not pxrpose that this
item Is going through wlthout a. division,
not only li the committee, but n the House;
for this Mr. Mungovan ls- slmply employed
ln violation of the Civil Service Act, and
sent out to the country to e!ect oneer whbr
ever the Government may need him.
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Mr. McGRnEGOR. A very handy fel-
low.

Mr. TAYLOR. It is well that the coun-
try should know that. He was not the
only one. In West Huron, the inspector
of olothing, MeCormiek, who came from
Goderich, and was employed ln the depart-
ment here, though paid by this Govern-
ment, was canvassing from house to house
duriug that election. In ·this way the
Government, who were entrusted by the
public with the management of their affairs,
are spending public money. They, are
pald $7,000 a year each to manage the busi-
ness of the country ; are they going to
steal the money of the country to pay men
to do election work for them ? If that is
what they are doing, the people of the
country want to know It. Mr. Mungovan
Is not a civil servant,' but there le a speolal
vote here to pay him to go through the
country electioneering. I move tha t the
Item be struck out.

Mr. BENNETT. Before the motion Is,
put, I desire to say that I happened to be
passing along the streets here In Ottawa
In company with two other members of the
House, when this Mungovan came up and
applied some very disreputable epithets to
one of these gentlemen. I believe this was
because of the dispute which had arisen
over the payment of this account. Per-
sonally, I think it Is to be regretted that
Mungovan or anybody else should be em-
ployed as he and Mcoormick are, to go
to any part of the country where they may
be sent for electioneerIng purposes. I for
one protest against this payment.

Motion to strike out item negatived : yeas,
9 ; nays, 29.

Mr. TAYLOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, you
purpose to put the item thiough. The pro-
position by the Miinister of Finance Is to
reduce the amount by eleven days.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I have
no objection. As I sald, the money would
not be paid for the time the man was ab-
sent. I move to reduce the item by the
amount of pay for eleven days, whieh would
1 eave the item $136.50.

Motion agreed to.

Customs-
Additional amount required for sal-

aries and contingencles...........$16,518 68

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. My hon.
friend asked me, whether the officers had
been paid. The Information given me by
the accountant of the department is, that
the amount due for salaries In BrItish Col-
umbia, for the month of June, Is $5,000 ;
contingent expenses for May and June $7,-
500 ; living expenses, =5,000 ; eri&
passes, from the 1st of February, 1899, to
the lst of June, 199, $4,000.

Kr. TAYLOR.

11Mr. FOSTER. What ls meant by living
expenses ? Is it a per diem allowance ?

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. They are
allowed $60 a month. There was another
item my hon. friend asked about, the $9.000
extra taken for printing and stationery.
That account stands as follows :-Paid for
printing for May and June, 1898, $3,610.
That is, we had not estimates enough for
the previous year, and the account for May
and June of 1898 had to be paid out of this
year's account. Printing for this year, $16.-
054; stationery for nine months, $3,687 ;
law costs, $1,570, largely in connection with
the sugar case, part of wbich, I suppose.
will come back to us from the sugar reflning
company; instruments for gauging, $482 ;
flags, $72; sundries, $1,000. The total is
$26,477.87. Then, we have the printing ne-
count for the three months of April, May
and June, estimated at about $5,000 ; sta-
tionery, $1,000; making a total of $32,477.
We could do with less. but there may be
some odd things that may be required.

Mr. FOSTER. Make the vote $8,000.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I have

no objection; we eau get through with
$8,000.

Mr. FOSTER. Can the hon. gentleman
give us some information about that Mont-
real case of Fitzglbbon. Sehafetlin & Co. ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. In that
case the defence has been put In, and the
issues have been fixed by the Court of De-
murrer, and Tbursday next Io fixed for dis-
covery ln Montreal. The case is being
pressed. We have had already several mo-
tions on the preliminary issues.

Mr. PRIOR. This additional amount re-
quired for maintenance of and repairs to
revenue cruisers, $10,000-does that include
revenue cruisers all over the Dominion ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That was discussed the other
uight.

Mr. PRIOR. Has the hon. gentleman
given any more consideration to the request
made by my colleague and myself for the
last couple of years ln regard to provIding
another steamer for British Columbia wat-
ers, so that the " Quadra " eau be kept more
for looking after smugglers ? A smaller
vessel could do the other work. This mat-
ter has been brought before the Minister of
Marine and Fisherles and the Minister of
Customs year after year.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. This
matter bas been before us ; In fact, there
was a vote by the old Government, and it
was dropped, and Cotsldered again. But
the marine preventive aerce has cost a

goo dalan I eiat~ toi askf fnr any
more. It has been increased; we have been
very active on ihe Atlantie in this matter.
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Militia and Defence .................... $274,290

Mr. FOSTER. In reference to this militia
Item my hon. friend from Leeds (Mr. Tay-
lor), and my hon. friend from Victoria (Mr.
Prior), have a number of accounts which
they have gone Into, and they wish te bring
up the question of prices and tenders, and
the like of that. This Is a subject which will
take a considerable amount of time, and I
think that it had better be left over.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE (Mr. Borden). I would suggest to
my hon. friend that the plan agreed upon
between the hon. leader of the Opposition
and the right hon. leader of the. Government
be carried out, that on the main Estimates
this can be gone into thoroughly or on the
large vote of $250,000 for the Yukon contin-
gent.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, they can discuss It on
that. Would the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bor-
den) let us have the items of Information ln
connection with this item of miscelaneous
and unforeseen expenses, amounting to
$10,000 ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. I promised to give the hon. gen-
tleman some Information In regard to this
item of $10,000, which is a supplementary
vote to the vote of $15,000 for miscellaneous
and unforeseen expenses. I have a state-
ment here of the exact expenditures to date,
which Is as follows:-

Paid to Required
Date. Supplementarlly.

Reconnaissance ......
Compensation for in-

juries ..............
Printlng and station-

ery ................
Advertislug ..........
Legal expenses......
Telegraphing ........
Sundry ..............

$3,668

2,398

5,390
1,351

878
303
985

$14,973

$1,0o

1,375

6,068
212

1,196
50
15

$9,916
That makes a total estimated expenditure of
$24,889. Now, I pointed out the other day,
to the committee that about $5,000 of this
money was requIred to pay expenditures ln-
curred prilor to the 30th of June, 1898. I was
not exactly correct ln that because the exact
amount Is as follows :-Reconnalssance,
$L.000; printing and statIonery, $1,800 ; ln-
jurles, &c., $1,575, maklng a total of $4,455,
as the amount which was actualy expended
prir to or at the 30th of June, 18. The
item of compensation for injuries, as I point-
ed out on that occasion, slethe result of the
very large number of battalions, almost the
whole of the militia, which have been called
out during the last two years. There se a
large number of easualties u connection
wlth horses, as any one familiar with these
matters wIll understand.

Mr. POSTER. Has there been any change
in the regulations In reference to these
claims ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. None whatever. The extra expen-
diture for printIng and statiouery is caused
by the printing of 500 copies of the regula-
tions and orders $1,000, 1,200 copies of the
milit1a list, quarterly, instead of semi-
annually, $400, additional printIng and sta-
tionery required by the present General In-
eluding daily orders, $600, maklng an addl-
tion of $2,000 to the expenditure.

Mr. POSTER. What Is the Idea of print-
ing the list more frequently than prevlously?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. For the better Information of the
forces. There are a great many changes
going on now and It is considered advisable
ln the Interest of the militia that the publi-
cation of the m lta list should take place
quarterly Instead of semi-annually.

Mr. TYRWHITT. Are the regulations dis-
tributed gratultously or are they sold ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. I am sorry to say that the sale Is
very smail. We had the hope of llquldating
the expense by advertislng. But we find
that very few people have taken hold of the
advertising. The legal expenses have in-
creased owing to the expropriation of the
Rockliffe Range. The expenses ln connec-
tion with that amount to something like
$1,200. Our legal expenses ordinarily are
small. Se that the $1,200, the $4,500 of
the previous year, and the $2,000 for extra
printing w11l pretty neariy cover the increase
of $10,000 I aM asking.

Mr. FOSTER. Will my hon. friend tell
me In what position de commander of the
8th Hussars, New Brunswick, is?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I ithilnk my hon. friend will not
press that question, but will allow me to dis-
euss the matter with him prIvately, when
he and I wlll be quite satisfled with the con-
dition which I shall be able to inform him
that the matter Is ln.

Mr. POSTER. With that presentment of
the case I will withdraw my question.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir W1frid
Laurier) moved the addournment of the
House.

Mr. POSTER. Before the House adjourns
may we know the programme for Tuday?

The PRIME MINISTER. I suppose we
will have to finish these supplementary Esti-
mate&.

Mtion £ tagred tosand theHouse adjour
ed at 1.85 a.m. (Saturday).
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDAY, 2Gth June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PRAYERs.

COST OF PROHIBITION PLEBISCITE.

Mr. FOSTER asked:
1. What amount has been expended to date on

account of the Prohibition plebiscite ?
2. What amount Is estimated to be yet due ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). 1. The amount expended to June
23, 1899, on account of the Prohibition ple-
biscite is $192,541.61. 2. It is estimated that
$1,000 will cover the payments yet to be
made.

MONTREAL POSTMASTERSHIP.

Mr. QUINN (by Mr. Dugas) asked:

Has any person been named to the vacant
office of postrmaster of Montreal ? If not, why
not ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). No person has been appointed
yet to the vacant office of postmaster at
Montreal. As I have already stated, before
making the appointment, the Government
would order an Investigation into the office
and would have to go into the report.

I. C. R.-REINSTATEMENT OF EIUGENE
BLANCHETTE, OF FRASERVILLE.

Mr. MARCOTTE (by Mr. Dugas) asked:

1. Whether Mr. Eugène Blanchette, of Fraser-
ville, in the province of Quebec, was dismlssed
from the service of the Intercolonlal Railway?

2. Has he been reinstated by the Liberal Gov-
ernment ?

3. Why?
4. -Upon whose recommendation ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
0ANA.LS (Mr. Blair). 14 Mr. Eugène Blan-
chette was dismissed from the service of
the Intercolonial Railway on the J14th of
February, 879. 2. -He was re-employed as
section foreman on the Sth of March, 1897.
3. To replace a man who left the service.
4. lHe was recommnended by the late Mr.
Pouliot, M.P.

BRITIS~H COLUMBIA ANTDCHINESE
AND JAPANESE LEGISLATION.

BMr. PRIOR asked:
1. Is the Government aware that fourteen stat-

utes, viz., chapters 39, 44, 46, 78, 79, 80 8, 83,
84 85, 86, 87, 88 and 89 passed by the local legig-
lature of British Columbia on the 27th February

last and recelved by the hon. the Secretary of
State on the 27th April last, contain a clause
prohibiting the employment of Chinese and Jap-
anese lin connection with the undertakings re-
ferred to in said statutes?

2. What is the policy of the Government In
regard to the disallowance or otherw.ise of said
Acts ?

The PRIME MINISTER (SIr Wilfrid
Laurier). The Government is aware that a
number of statutes of British Columbia pass-
ed lin the present year, contain clauses pro-
hibiting the employment of Chinese and
Japanese. These statutes are now under
the consideration of the Department of
Justice, but no report has yet been made.

1. C. R.-TÈNDERS FOR GREEN SAND
CASTINGS.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEIR
asked:

1. Have tenders been called this year for green
sand castIngs for the Intercolonial Railway, east-
ern division ?

2. If so, whose tender was the lowest, and who
got the contract ?

3. What is the price per ton, and what amount
of scrap are the contractors taking from the
Government, and at what price per ton.?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. Yes, tenders were
called for this year for green sand castings
for the Intercolonial Railway, eastern divi-
sion. 2. Wm. P. McNeil & Co.'s tender was
the lowest, and they were awarded the con-
tract. 3. The price Is $24 per ton of 2,000
pounds, the contraetors taking an equal
amount of scrap at $16 per ton of 2,000
pounds.

OLAIMS FOR GENERAL SERVICE
MEDALS.

Mr. CLARKE (by Mr. Davin) asked:

1. What progress has been made by the
Medals Claims Commission in decidlng who are
to receive the Canadian general service medal ?

2. Ho* many claims for medals and clasps
have been received up to 23rd of June, 1899, and
of these what number have been favourably de.
cided upon ?

3. How ls it proposed to distribute the said
medals and clasps, and at what date is the dis-
tribution thereof likely to take place ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE (Mr. Borden). 1. 11,078 applications
for medals and elasps have been received.
4,291 have been passed upon by the Medals
Claim Board, for approval. Decision In 152
cases has been reserved by the board, pend-
ing recelpt of additional particulars. 11
applications, with the exception of 741 re-
celved during the last few days, have been
lnvestigated, classifted and recorded for eon-
sideration by the board. 2 se by
No. I above. 3. The question of how and
when the distributioneshall take place bas
not yet been deeided.
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WHARFS AND PIERS CONSTRUCTED
IN DIFFERENT PROVINCES.

Mr. GILLIES asked:
1. How many wharfs and piers have been con-

structed at public expense in the province of
Ontario since 1867, and what amount was ex-
pended in the construction, repair and mainten-
ance from 1867 to the present date ?

2. How many in the province of Quebec dur-
ing the said period, and what was the cost of
their construction, maintenance and repairs to
date ?

3. How many in each of the provinces of Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Is-
land, and the aggregate amount expended in each
of these provinces during that period in the con-
struction, maintenance and repairs of these
wharfs ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). The question asked iby i lion.
gentleman (Mr. Gillies), Is somewhat comn-
preheisive and It would be dificult to on-
swer it lu detail. lit would -be very mucli
.better thaL it shou1d go inito the form of a
notice if the hon. gentleman hias an oppor-'
tunity of mnovin'g it. For the present I
eould not furnIsb him with the answer.

Mr. GILLIES. I.ivould like to ask the
hlon. gentilenan if lie will accept notice cf
motion in the words ln whicli the present
question is asked ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I amu afraid it is not in
the power of any hon. iember of this -lorse
to accept notiee of iotion.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If the
lion. gentleman (Mr. Gillies) lias ro oppor-
tunlty. in the course of business, of mov-
ing I will consider his quesltion later, but at
the present 1 really could not give him the
information.

FISH{ING BOUNTIES IN PRINCE ED-
WARD ISLAND.

On the Order being called for:
Return showing : 1. All persons who have

received fishing bounties In Prince Edward Island
since lst January, 1898, on their sworn applica-
tion, made on the regular forms of the Depart-
ment of Fisheries, and the amount paid to each
sbowing whether for vessel, boat or ordinaryi
hand.

2. The names, if any, of those who received
bounties other than after making oath in regular
form.-(Mr. Macdonald, King's, P.E..)

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). Stand.

Mr. MACDONALD (King's). It hias stood
twlce already. If the Governiment coï'ld see
its way tto bring 'that down at an early day
-i-t is an important return-it might facili-
tate business.

THE TARIFF-DUTY ON AGRICUrTU-
RAL IMPLEMENTS, &c.

Mr. DAVIN (West Assinibola) iovedl:
That in the opinion of this House, faith has

not been kept with the farmers of the west, since
184k

duties have not been reduced on agricultural lm-
plements and have been increased oni the cheaper
cottons, and that the quarter per cent preference
on goods of English manufacture has, in the
case of many staples of which all the people
are consumers, been rendered delusive by raising
the duty above that levied under the tariff of
1894-95.

He said : I rise, Mr. Speaker, to oppose a
motion that must commend itself Io every
member of this House-that must coirntend
itself certainIy to every member of this
House whose memory is charged with the
events of the last five or six years, and
whose political conscience is awake. You,
Sir, will remember, that for some years be-
fore that 23rd of .June whieh has become a
red-letter day in the calendar of the Liberal
party.; that rthe leaders of that party in this
House, following In the wake of Conserva-
tive members, supported an agitation for
tariff reform, and after the great convention
ln Ottawa in 1893, throughout the couuiry,
themselves agitated in favour of tariff re-
form-going, indeed, further and advocating
tariff revolution. And, especially my riglit
hon. friend the Prime Ministerl; e, in
varlous parts of the country, in fact througl-
out the country from Halifax to Vaneou-
ver-

Mr. PRIOR. Halifax to Victoria.

Mr. DAVIN. Did the riglit lion. gentle-
man speak in Victoria ?

Mr. PRIOR. He did, and it is further than
fronm Halifax to Vancouver.

Mr. DAVIN. Well, fronm Halifax to Vie-
torla, ethe righit hon. gentleman made his
chief claim for support, on his determination
if he got into power, to relleve those persons
wlhom he himself contended were greatly
oppressed by the itariff which was in exist-
ence at that time. Now, the right hon. gen-
tieman used no mistakable language ; in
unmistakable phrase he described thie tariff
of 'that tine as slavery, in the same sense as
slavery in the Southern States was slavery.
My hon. friend the hon. memiber for Lisgar
(Mr. Richardson), Wxhom i see in the louse.
vas present at the meeting in Winnipeg li
September, 1894, when $the right hon. gentle-
man, ln eloquent, In strong, in ulmost ex-
aggerated language. descrilbed the condition
of the farners in Manitoba and the North-
west Territories, as that of slavery. And, it
occurring to the right hon. gentleman that
somebody in the audience might smile at
itlimit, as an exaggerated figure of speech-
smile at It las I see an hon. member fron one
of the lower provinces smiling at it now-:he
right bon. gentleman liarked back oi the
statement and said: Slavery; yes, slavery ln
the same sense as southern slavery was
slavery. The rIght hon. the Prime Minister
came west, and a few days afterwards. at
Moosomin, accompanied b y the present Min-
ister of Agriculture, he also spoke on a plat-
form there. The question of relleving the
North-west farmer ln regard to the tariff en
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agricultural implenents came up, aud lu the
presence of the right hon. the Premier, the
Minister of Agriculture pledged the Liberal
leaders, that If they caine into power-I an
sorry that the rigit bon. the Prime Minister
is about to leave the -House, because I was
going to make an appeal sto him.

The PRIME MINISTER. I will be back
ilmmediately.

Mr. McMULLEN: le will rezad it in
Hansard " af terwards.

Mr. DAVIN. Ah, no ; I will have to make
a special appeal to him on this c'aion.
The riglt hon. gentleman was present at
Moosomin when the present 3Minister :f
Agriculture spoke as follows

As a farmer he was not satisfied with the re-
duction which had been made in the agricultural
implement duty, because the United States Con-
gress had made a standing offer of reciprocity
in implements, and it was the duty of the Cana-
dian Government to take advantage of that.

That is : to give reciprocity in agricul¾ural
implenents.

Last year the farimers of western Canada im-
ported $120.000 worth of American implements, on
which they paid $40,000 duty. Referrîng to the
Massey-Harris combine, he claimed that the fact
that these people spoke of going to the States
to fight the Yankees in their own markets, show-
ed that Canadian manufacturers were able to get
along without protection. Canadians were able
to hold their own with the Yankees in any walk
of life. Massey-Harris got protection ; why
should not the farmers ?

Now-, I ask you, what could any fariner
around Moosomin, who happened to be pre-
sent on that interestlng occasion, what could
he and his friends think as to wh-at the
policy of ithe Liberal Governient would be.
1 may say here, bthat the public opinion of
Ontario, the public opinion of all Canada,
is greatly influenced by the opinion of ·the
farmers of the North-west Territories, be-
cause the eyes of the farmers, espealy of
Ontario, are on tiese territories, for -.he
reason that 'their brothers and their sons
have eettled there and they are in constant
correspondence. . Then, if the farmers in
the North-west Territorles feel that any
,wrong is doue them by any Governnent, it
hurts that Government all over Canada, be-
cause of the reason I have stated. I want
to, read to the House the resolution wbich
was passed in 1898 ait that great Ottawa
convention, when the Liberal party formu-
la'ted its pollcy, and that resolution, if I
remember aright, was moved by ny right
hon. frIend. It will fnot, I think, occur to the
House that I am taking up its time unneces-
sarily in reading this resolution, wlen I re-
call to it, that when my bon. friend îhe Min-
Ister of Finance (Mr. FieldIng) maide his
Budget speech, in which he gave what vas
ito .be considered as the reform tariff of the
Liberal leaders, he actually quoted this rery
resolution as though he wanted to enpha-

Mr. IAVIN.

size his bellef 'that the Liberal Government
was bound by this resolution.

Mr. MONTAGUE. One of their ten rom-
uandnients.

Mr. DAVIN. One of the ten commiuand-
ments, not so brief, bu;t equally bindiing. It
was the first resolution, and it is as foi-
lows

That the customs tariff of the country should
be based, not as it is now, upon the protective
principle, but on the requirements of the public
service ;

That the existing tariff, founded upon an un-
sound principle, and used, as it las been by the
Government, as a corrupting agency wherewith
to keep themselves in office, has developed mono-
polies, trusts and combinations ;

It has decreased the value of farm and other
landed property ;

It bas oppressed the masses to the enrichment
!of a few ;

It has checked immigration
It bas caused a great loss of population
It has impeded commerce ;
It bas discriminated against Great Britain.
In thesè and in inany other ways it has occa-

sioned great public and private injury, all of
which evils nust continue to grow in intensity
a.i long as the present tariff system remains in
force.

That the highest interests of Canada demand
a removal of this obstacle in our countrys pro-
gress, by the adoption of a sound fiscal policy,
which, while not doing justice to any class, wili
promote domestic and foreign trade, and hasteA
the return of prosperity to our neople.

That to that end, the tariff should be reduced
to the needs of honest, economical and efficient
government.

That it should be sa adjusted so as to make free
or to bear as lightly as possible upon the neces-
saries of life, and should be sa arranged as to
promote freer trade with the whole world, more
particularly with Great Britain and the United
States.

We believe that the results of the protective
system have grievously disappointed thousands of
persons who honestly supported it, and that the
country, in the light of experience, Is now pre-
pared to declare for a sound fiscal policy.

The issue between the two political parties on
this question is now clearly defined.

The Government themselves admit the failure
of their fiscal policy, and now profess their will-
ingness to make some changes ; but they say
that such changes must be based only on the
principle of protection.

We denounce the principle of protection as
radically unsound, and unjust to the masses of
the people, and we declare our conviction that
any tariff changes based on that prineiple must
fail to afford any substantial relief from the
burdens under which the country labours.

This issue we unhesitatingly accept, and upon
it we await with the fullest confidence the ver-
dict of the electors of Canada.
Well, Mr. Speaker, the electors of Canada
gave their verdict in favour of this policy,
thus formally and solemnly, as you, Sir,
remember ; for you -were part of that great
conclave-this polley again and again pro-
pounded In a imost solemn manner by :the
rlght hon. Prime Minister, but never im-
plemented by him when power Is placed In
his bands. These promises make w'hat an

5863 5864



5866[JUNE 26, 1899j

old writer calls "reverend historye" to-day.1
It may be that the leader of the House woid
Mke to forget the many promIses he made
when he was courting the ectorate of Can-
ada, Just as somie fekle lover would lke
to forget the vows he made and poured
into the eaz of the girl he had left betrayed.
But, Sir, it need not be supposedthat the
poor girl forgets. She remembers, and ehe
midght address to the Prime MinIster seme
such (ines as these :

Say that the l1ps once breathleas
May quicken if they would ;

Say that the SouI &1 deathless,
Dream that the gods are good;

Say March may wed September,
And time divorce regret :

But not that you'll remember,
And not that lIl forget.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I said that I wold
make a special appeal to the PriLe Minis-
ter lin this matter ; because, Sir, I have rea-
Bon now to know, nlot merely as an inference
from events, that 1is-shal I say without
offence ?-falsification of promises Is system-
atie, but I have actual testimony to which
the right hon. gentleman wl be sure to pay
some attention, because I bave lunMy band
a eulegy of my right hon. friend frm
one of the most gifted members of this
House, the hon. member for Temlscouata
(Mr. Gauvreau). It £s a sonnet, lu whlch it ls
Intended to embahn li fourteen immortal
Uines all the good qwailes of the man
whom my hon. friend naturally regards as
the great statesman of the day, and the
first thing for whIch the rhon. member for
Temiscouata eulogizes the leader of the Gov-
ernment Is this: "l n'a rien affronté "-he
has faced nothing; ihe wIll not come up
to the scratch ; he wil not come to the
fight ; that is really what it means. Whly,
Sir, that Is what we say ; and here a dis-
tinguished supporter of my right hon. friend
in lnes, each of whIch is intended to glitter

on the stretched forefnger of all time for-
ever, tells us that the Prime Miraster wll
not face anything, and he has not faced any-
thIng. It is quite true, he afterwards teHs
us of some other good qualitie which I hope
we shaR see in operation. But t sla a remark-
able thIng that In a sonnet by a gited mem-
ber of this House, a close friend ef the Pre-
mier's, the writer commences by telng us
that the Prime Minister has faced nothIng
up to the present. All I can say Is that when
next the hon. member for Temiscouata
writes a sonnet, say after next essOn, I
hope lie wil be able to tell us that the
Prime Minister has faced somethlng.

Now, Sir, I have proved that the promises
that were made to the people of Canad,
especiay to the people of the North-west
have not been fufilled. But, gir, what did
we see here this essioU? We eaw
a remarkable thing, at ls Urltime
the- atntlon of the publicand the atten

PaLament sboul be drwn te ILt1
We saw the Finace MinIster come forward

and make is ûnaneil statement, which
showed this House what everybody of any
fdreig-ht knew all along. I do not know
whether my hon. friend from North Orx
tord (Mr. Suthenland) ls bere; but if he
is, he will remember that a few years ago,
la the Rideau Club, after some speeches,
amongst whIch was a ispeech from my right
hon. frIend, I told him that It was pal-
pable to me that what: the Government In-
tended to do was to draw itself riglht on
to the base of the old Conservative Gov-
ernment. And that Ès exactly what has
b>een done ; because what happened when
the Minister of Finance sat down ? My
hon. friend the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr.
'Foster) got up and made a speech full
of vigour, as he always does, full of analy-
sis, as aillhis speeches are ; but, in con-
cluding his speech, he congratuqated the
Finance Minister on his position, and ac-
eepted it as a perfectly satisfactory posi-
tion--acecepted his standtng on the old Con-
servative base. And after the hon. gen-
tleman had sat down, a distinguished mem-
ber on the Government side replied to my
hon. friend ; and then we had a speech from
the hon. leader of the Opposition (Sir
Charles Tupper), who on two occasions in
the course of that speech, endorsed the
position of the Minister of FInance-wel-
comed it. So that the hobnobbing, If 1
may say it, between the Minister of Fi-
nance and the ex-Minister o Finance, and
-1 will not go so far as to say-the oscula-
tions of the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Sir Richard Cartwright) and the
hon. leader of the Opposition-but any-
way, the fact of these four gentlemen mu-
tually greeting each other, led one to cry
out, "Righteousness and peace have met
together, love and joy bave kissed encli
other." At any rate, what has happened has
emphasized tbat now the Government Is
standing on the old Conservative lines, not
enly with regard to the tarf, but with
regard to other leading questions.

But my hon. friend need not suppose for
one moment that the farmers of the North-
west Territorles and Manitoba will accept
the posltion that this tarif Is satisfactory
tq them. It ise, on the contrary, etremely
unsatisfactory to them. They feel, not only
that It Is unjust to them, but that promises
have net been kept They feel that they
are the victims of the slavery so eloquently
described by the right hon. leader of the
House luI 1894; they feel that they have
trusted, and that their trust has been mis-
placed. Another man would not put It In
that euphemistie form, but would say that
they bad trusted, and had been betrayed.

Thimotion goes further. It declares
that the recipMeal feature of the tarf, on
which so muchstre habeen ad, iillu-
s-ry. I havein My haid a pamphlet that
1 noted inuthis Hose before ; and, If I re-
fer t», it ,particularly o,t Is labecause It s
stl 'bekmg cir-culated in the North-west
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Territorles and Manitoba. This Is a pam-
phlet containing speeches by Mr. FIelding,
Sir Richard Cartwrig'ht and the Hon. WIl-
Ham Paterson. I do not see my hon. frIend
the Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Riehard Cartwright) here, and I should like
very much to know whether his absence
from the House is his slent, and, I fear,
Impotent, protest against the course taken
by hise colleagues upon this Important ques-
tion. The hon. gentleman bore with a tariff
that actually increased the duties on cotton,
that did not lower the duties on agricul-
tural implements, that buttressed up, to use
his own language, "the robbers great and
the robbers small." He bore it al patient-
ly, although we saw the camel shrinking
under the load of ignominy that was crush-
lng him to the earth. But what seems to
have broken the camel's back le the Iron
duties. When these duties were submit-
ted, he fled the House, and he fled for
one of two reasons, perhaps both-to utter
his silent protest, to go into the wilderness,
though I cannot compare hlm with Achilles
sulking In his tent, because he has no myr-
midone to follow him, and no black ships
to take away, and, whatever terrors former-
ly circled around his flashing helmet, are
now things of the past. But I want, in this
connection, to read te the House what the
hon. gentleman sald in 1894 on the iron
duties :

Nothing would be more objectionable than an
attempt to tie the hands of Parliament for a
perlod of ten year,

Of course, this Is the very thing that Is
being done.

For myself, I utterly refuse to be iound by it,
and I say so expressly, for the benefit of these
manufacturera, that I for one will utterly refuse
to be bound by any such proposition. I do not
recognize the authority of this ParUlament to
tle the hands of our successors by any definite
term et years.

Sometimes we see the Opposition papers
speakIng of my hon. friend the Minister of
Trade and Commerce as the big polHeeman
of Ontarlo, ln regard to expenditure. Well,
the blg policebmanhas put on the upper
shelf in the lumber ecom his dark lanthorn,
he has burut hie baton, he ts as conveniently
blind, with regard to expenditure, as f he
had suffered the fate of John Milton, bat
wEJ thOught that there was one spot in the
political world where he might stand erect,
and that was the Iron duties In the tarif.
When he spoke In 1894, he thought he was
a power, he thought that if the Liberal
party came into ofice, he certainly would
be Finance niernd so he did netsAy:
" We, the Liberal party," bUt "elwatto
tell those mufacturers that they need not
depend on me;" amd I fear that one eo the
reans why thethon, g e n was left,
not altogether out in the cl&, nt atuy
zn the street, but In the poreh, badly plank-

Mr. DAVITN.

ed, so that from the winds of public oppro-
brium he is not whoDy sheltered-one of the
reasons was because, from the very fhrst, It
was intended to take the course that had
been taken, and finally to stand upon the
old Conservative basi.

Now, I wIll do what some people in the
country have more than once taken me to
task for doing. I will compliment my right
hon. friend who leads the House. I have
sometimes got into a serape for doing this,
but I must compllment him on the clever
way he took to break the shock to the pub-
lic mind. I have my own opinion about It
from an ethical point of view, but there can
be no question as to Its effectiveness-allow-
ing first one session to pass, and then an-
other, and then another, alowing four ses-
sions to roll away, and then at last the Min-
Ister of Finance took his ground squarely
on the Conservative .basls. Of course, we
know that the public mInd Is so constituted
that It will only resent strongly something
It greatly dLsapproves of-welli, about
twelve months. Public opinion gets indif-
ferent after about twelve monthr, but so
great was the somersault contemplated by
my right hon. friend, that he did not trust
himself te merely twelve months, but broke
the thing gradually; and what even then
was done? Why, within a few months of the
Minister of Finance appearing here as a
Tory financier, we had the Postmaster Gen-
eral, with his ursine grace, speaking at a
dinner to the Prime Minister cf Ontavio,
and saying: "We have carried out our
pledges, we have reformed the tariff, and,
If anybody ls not satisfied, I tell him that
there is a worse tarf than a high taif,
and that Is an uncertain tarlff. You will
have to be content with that, and make the
best of it." Well, the Minister of the In-
terior, our cwn Manitoba and North-west
representative in the Cabinet, took as dar-
ing a course, although he waÉ not quite sa
rough and Impolite as the Postmaster Gen-
eral. This sis what he sald at Perth:

The tariff questlcn in Canada is eettled. It ta,
I veinture to say, a dead issue. There will be
changes, but as au 1sue between the parties It
is dead. We have already Succeeded in solving
the d1iiculty, and our opponent@, If lapoer,
would net alter It, because they are Satieed
and we are sattaioed.

Why, the han.; member for York (Mr. Foâ-
ter) sald he was stisfed, and the leader of
the Opposition said he was satisfied.

The PRIME MINISTER. You had better
Olt down then. ,

Mr. DAVIN. No, for Ireprest the £ar-
mers of Manitoba and the North-west, whot
to a man, resent the way they hbave bem
betrayed. Theyhave been betaye by this
Government ; they have been betrayed and
humbugged by the minister of the Interior.
I do not want to my anythig ofensive. I
coulId not psliy say anyhn fesv
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ln the presence, and certanlay still less l
the absence, of any one.

And, now, with what we know to bave
been the history of tarif changes since the
23rd June, 1896, what language would char-
acterize this speech of the Minister of the
Interior at Perth ? Suppose we were to say
it was a timid speech? Suppose we were
to say that the Minister of the Interior had
a - brow of unblushing efrontery, could It
be sald that we were hlanderinghm ? Why,
people might think we were very mealy-
mouthed indeed. But I want to show some-
thing else, he sald ln regard to this. The
Minister of the Interior, when speaklng at
the Hardy banquet sald, that they had set-
tled the tarif question, just as he sald at
Perth. But I want to read the exact words
of the Minister of the Interlor, as I fnd
them reported lu the " Weekly Globe," of
Wednesday, November 16th, 1898-language
of the most extraordinary nature, when you
consider that the Liberal party had denoune-
ed the manufacturers as robbers great and
robbers small; that the Minister of Trade
and Commerce (SIr Richard Cartwright), who
was the fnanclal critie when the Liberals
were on this side of the House used to de-
scribe them as having their bands deep ln
the pockets of the people; that a gentle-
man who Is now a judge-I do not know
whether his elevation to the bench was to
salve his disappointment for not being made
a Minister of the Crown, or whether it was
to silence the Indignant thunder that he
might pour out behind hon. gentlemen be-
cause of their course ln regard to the tarif--
described the farmers as bled white by the
manufacturers. Now, listen to what the re-
presentative ln the Cabinet of the North-west
and Manitoba says on the subjett:

We have, therefore, succeeded In bringlng about
a revision of the tarIff which has aforded much-
needed relef-

To whom-to the farmer ? To the labourer?
To the shopkeeper or the tradesman ? Let
me read It again :

We have, therefore, succeeded In bringing about
a revision of the tarIf which has aforded much-
needed relHef to the manufacturers of this coun-
try.

Why, Sir, It ls almost Incredible. If I had
not the words in the "Globe"" here, If I
could not give yeu the date, if I were not
ready to passIt to the hands of any one who
wishep to see It, it might well be said to be
incredfible

They have sueeeednla affording "much
needd relief," not to the farmer of the
Nort'i-west TerrIewho were suEering

Slike the vesbIn the Sothern
States, not, to the people enerally Who were
beingbled white by the adtrerbut
to, "the mnufaturrmof this eeOtry."
Nowý 81r; In this pamphlet 1 have 2 heresa
stakseent given by the onitr ofFinna

In hlis financial statement in 1898 in which
he sought to show that some advantages had
been given to the people. And he states at
page 14, that cotton fabries, printed, dyed
or coloured, were brought in under the old
tarif of 30 per cent, and then he ges on
very faIrly to show that they are brought in
under the present tarif it 35 per cent. So
the Government that were to carry out the
resolution I have read, pledging it to do away
with a system of tarif that had destroyed
the country from every point of view, that
Gevernment puts 5 per cent additional on
cotton fabrics coming Into this country.

Under the preferendal tarif, after the 30th
June, 1898, this is reduced to 30a per cent,
Rtill five-eighths of one per cent, so far as
English goods go above the old tarif, and
when the preferential tarif came lnto full
effect from the lt of July last, the redue-
tion would be to 261 per cent, or 31 per
cent lower than the old tarif. But the old
tarif was a wall around the robbers eat
and robbers small ; it was a bastion and
buttress behind which these men fattened
and grew to be millionaires. And this wall
is lowered by taking off a few bricks, Iow-
ered iby taking off a coping stone here and
a copIng stone there; but when the people
of the country seek to pass their goods over
it thus lowered, they seem to be but pigmies
so high does It rise ; so nearly equal la It
to the old tarif that had been so strongly
denounced. In the same way eurtains, trlm-
med or untrimmed, were 30 per cent under
the old tarif and 35 per cent under the new,
but also reduced so far as concerns good
coming In from England.

Now, I will turn to the speech of the Min-
ister of Customs and take the list that he
gives. And the figures are correct, but It
was one of the most extraordinary and au-
dacious things ln the world to put it before
the people with a view te convincing them
that some promise had been kept. I take
what I have taken before and I take them
net because I am able to compare the inci-
dence of taxation In the light of another
zYear's experience and laithe light of a f
preferential tarif:

Present
Taria.

Springs and axles ....................
W ire nails .............................
Cut tacks ..............................
Wood screws ...........................
Iron or steel nuts an1 washers, srap-

hinges and bolts .....................
Locks, buttasand hinges, n.e.s......
Cutlery...... ..................
Files and ramps ............ ....... ....
Adzes ..................................
Cleavers ...............................
Hatchets ..............................
Saws ...................................
Shovels and spades.......................
Cotton tabrles, whIte ..................

let uslook a little loser at cottons.

P-.
asse
25

35

4n
se
se
se
se
80
30
30

25,
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Cotton fabries, unbleached.....
Cotton fabries, coloured..........
Damark of linen ................
Table-cloth ........................
Towels ...........................
Cotton quilts, coloured ...........
Ourtains .........................
Carpets ..........................
Wool fabries .....................
Tweeds, fiannels, blankets of aIl

wool ...........................

p.C.
22à
30
25
30
25
30
30
30
30

32à

p.o.
25
35
30
30
30
30
85
30
35

35

When this was first brought to my atten-
tion, I took the Trade and Navigation Re-
tumns, up to the 30th of June, 1897, and I
saw that the columns placing before the
neonle the rates under the so-caRled prefer-

unless he bas been hypnotized, elther by
disappointment or by delayed amnbition---
with the memory in-his brains of what he
used to say, on this aide of the House, or
a tarif of 30 per cent, surely he wUl fnot
coutend that 261 per cent is a free trade
or a revenue tarif. If he wll, I wlI be
glad to 'hear hlm say it, because he wllI be
recelved from one end to the other of this
country with mockery ; and If I should have
time to go down to North Wellington, he
dare not go back to his constituents and
contend that a tarif of 261 per cent is a
redemption of the promises that were made.

Mr. BENNET. He is being gerryman-
dered.

xntial tariff were quite ilusory. But I Mr. DAVIN. Gerrymandered or other.
grant that a ehange took vlace on the let wlse, I venture to say there are sufficlent
of July, 1897, and on the lst of July last, lndePendent farmers la NorthiWellngton to
'nd Instead of hsving 12½ per cent, there hoLst hm h1gher thûn Haran-I speak poil-
was 25 per cent. I wanted to see what the tcally-!f he takes the position that he
result was since then, and I found that the takes up here. I say poticaly, Mr. Speak-
Égures. as given me by this return. were not er, because there je no man breathLng the
of such a character as would enable me to vital air that the literai 'eallzatlon of that
make a precise comparison. suggestion would dhock so much, and to

whom It would give sucb endurlng pain
Mr. McMULLEN. They did not prove as to myseif. Now, then, take carpets. My

what you wanted. That is what the hon. frleud 18 a self-made mn, and I hou-
trouble was. our hlm for IL But lie eau recail the

Mr. DAVIN. No, I could flot get them.ie Ven . Ge emergedryrom one s al bouse
"The hon. gentleman 19 mIstaken; I into, another, and when the laylng down
band over the fgures to my hou. frend n of the earpet was an Important thLng-a
If lie, wLhes, sncb as they sre. The Im-: mut Important thng, that les, In the socla
pression left on me by looki-ng over the oniy progess of aspring manhod. Now, would
figures 1'could tnamelv the figures he eke to know what carpets wereunder
plied by the TI'a4e and omere eprt the old tbarff ? (arpets were 30 Per cent;
ment-Citunaler the new tarlif they are 35 per cent,

sud If they corle froe smlaud 26ad p
Mr. MCMU.LLEN. Between the old cent. But bow many carpets that are used

tariff and the new,, dld you nake anal byh itw farmers ud by the tradesmen f
lowance for the deduction of 12J per cent Weflingten corne from England ? I ven-
and 25 per cent? ture to sayal the carpets, even r the

Mr. DAVIN No, I udd not manstion h my hon. frend, do net corne
h Don. N , I wIl from England. Probably ah lis cone fdom
Man. MeMtLLEN. Because that would, Turkey. re will fnd, If mpe looks at the

not suit your vIews.
Mr. DAVIN. Yes, It suite my purpose

admirably, and I wIl go back to that. Just
take euffs-35 per cent under the present
tarif. The calculation was made that
under the recIprecal tarif they woukM be
only 26î per cent. Is that satIsfactory to
the hon gentleman ? WJH my hon. friend
say that 261 per cent Is carrying out free
trade ?

Wbat was the old

mr. DAVIN. The old tariff was 36 Ver
cent, as given by the Mnister of Custom.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Now It 1sa26 per cent

Mr. DAVU[N. «It s 35 per cent. Now, I
wR run, wthat to the ground. -Myhou.
friend frm North WeEington (Mr. MceMul-
len), surely, with a memory la his braias

M£r. DAVIN.

Trade and Navigation Returns, that the
great majority of the moderate-priced car-
pets come from the United States ; there-
fore, this preferential tarif Is altogether
lBusory. I see the hon. gentleman is quies-
cent, and I wil assume, not tFhat he ls sat-
lsfied, but that he Is silenced.

Now, I am going to take sone Items lu
which the people of the North-west are
very muhI nterested. Take springs and
axles. We get of these from the Uaited
States 8,Met., andonly 1,94 ewt., from
Great Britain; -that Is to say, according to
the ¶ast Trade and Navigation Returns we
got of these artces from the United Sttes
$21 worth, and under the reciprol
taZrif, $,28from Gret Brumin. Then,
take barrow&-under the reelprocal torm

w e get no e ' whatever. he n t ke ulti
vat"rs;- out of $14,15 wor&h of cultIvators
only ý$100 Worth M ainunder the seLp-
rest tari.- What lsethe good of placing

Mr.- cUIE.
tarff ?



5874[JUNE 26, 1899]

it there, unless in view of an elecioen?
When my hon. friend tne MInister of Cus-
toms (Mr. Paterson) was making that
speech last year, I thought perbaps an elec-
tion was imminent, and that there would
mot be time to inorm the farmers how
completely llusory his reelprocal columns
were, and under dSe cireumatanesl I
could undertand hilm making that speech;
but when, so to speak, we can take the
Minister and brIng him up before the agri-
cultural tribunal, the forum of the agricul-
tural opinion of this country, and when we
cn show that his reciprocal columns are
Illusive, why, It was the gretest mistake
lu the world to send out that pamphlet,
which la a clear demonstration of how com-
pletely the people have been-well, dLsap-
pointed. My hon. friend here (Mr. Bennett)
says "humbugged "; and he assures me
that you have declded -that "humbugged"
Is a parliamentary phrase. Well, I am very
glad, Mr. Speaker, to see that you dissent
from, that opinion, because I was going to
raise a point of order and to contend myself
that nobody could- use, lu a Chamber like
this, the word "humbugged " ; and as you
know, Mr. Speaker, it Is my desire to keep
up tbe tone of debate In this Chamber, I arn
very glad oto-find that you do not agree that
"humbugged " Is parliamentary.

Some hon. MEMBERS. CarrIed.
Mr. DAVIN. Who says, Carrled. Is It

one of the itimbers lu the bottile-necked
steamship t a creakIng ? Well now,
Sir, I come to drills: out of $53,806, none
came Lu under the reelprocaltariff. Out of
the total amount of drilla, the North-west
Territorles and Mantoba took $45,00. And
yet, forsooth, you have the reelprocal tariff
held before them here, although, as a fact,
not a single dollar's worth comes la under
reciprocal tariff. Do hon. gentlemen suppose,
for one moment, that the million farmers in
Canada, In the North-west and in Manitoba,
eount for nothing In poltical dynamics ?
When the schoolmaster has been abroad, ts
It to be suppose& that those men, devoted
to an employment that la more useful to the
people of Canada and more useful to any
country, where It exists, than any other,
wIll not, wben the time comes, make an In-
dignant protest against the way they bave
bee treated by my hon. friends opposte ?
Of pronged forks, 58,098 dozens, worth
$12,419, broughIt In, 50 came tu under the re-
eiprocal tariff. Of hoes, 13,354, worM $2,-
166, only 232 came In under .the recproci
tariff. costng $85. Out of 1,97 horse rakes,
worth $M1,578, none came in under the reel-
procal tariff. Ont of that number of 1,97,
the farmers of the North-west Territories
and, Manutba, those gentlemen for whoes I

here to-day, took 100%, csti $15,-
000. Of the 8,822 ploughs, ostuig $0,.
bow »my came l'n under the ý reelproçal
tari nder the reciprocal btarfftat waste
du &so mueh, ln regOAd-to which ft h hn.

Minster of Finance (Mr. IeldiUg) was so
eloquent ? The hon. gentleman is always
eloquent, but he an i n a diyrmble tone
of the reciprocal tariff; he was insplred
more than usually when he talked about the
effect of the reciproal tariff, and thé hon.
Minster of Customs (Mr. Paterson), renant
as his eloquence always ls, was louder than
ever when he talked about what the rei-
procal tariff would do. Farmer of Canada,
tlrmers of the North-west TerrItorles, far-
mers of Manitoba, hear wbat the reciprocal
tariff bas done for you ln regard to ploughas!
Ont of 8,822 ploughs, costing $159,718, sevea
actually came in under the reciprocal tarIf,
cosing $109. It la splendid. Mr. Speaker,
I wlh that some of those members of the
Reform party, whose young days were de-
voted to the mus, would become vocal
again and sing us the song of the reciprocal
plough. If we could only get a sonnet on
the reciprocal iplough, or the reciprocal hoe,
or some other reciprocal entity, it would be
edifying, at least. Take adzes, cleavers,
hatchets, &c., which the farmer Is deeply in-
terested ln, and I see the perspicuous orb
of the bon. member for Hamilton (Mr. Wood)
fixed upon me ; I want to ask his opinion, be-
cause I think he knows all about these
things. Of these articles $37,662 worth came
ln. How many oft these actually came ln
under the reciprocal tariff ? Five hundred
and slxty-five dollars' worth.

Mr. WOOD. I suppose that, if the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Davin) knew anything about
ut, he would know that, if there were a 50
per cent preference ln favour of England,
these articles could not be made ln England
and brought 4nto this country?

Mr. DAVIN. Did you hear that, Mr.
Speaker, from the hon. member for Hamil-
ton (Mr. Wood) ? I wonder that the party
whIps do not go and garrote hlm. If tbat
be true, wbat are you te thInk of the honesty
of the hon. Minister of Customs and the bon.
Minister of Finance ? I thank thee for that
word. There Is a Danlel come to judgment.

Mr. WOOD. You know that you are talk-
ing nonsense.

Mr. DAVIN. Now, we have axes.
Mr. BENNETT. To grind ?

Mr. DAVIN. These are not axes togrind,
although they might be ln the view of hon.
gentlemen oposite. These are axes to be
used by the honest farmers of Canada, who
have homesteads to clear. The reciproca!
tariff I held out: Look wbat the reciprocal
tafwll do for you! It wfll give you axes, If
you wâi go end get Ëhem from England, §
per et lowertha you did pay for them,
althoug we have put them up a fltle -nder
the geneal .tarif. The honest Canadia
farmer bears this, and having heard MY
hon. friend the Xlnister of CuatoMiMthos
stentorian and resonant perlods that I ul-
ways liked -to bear when he wasoppoS
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me in Haldimand, goes before the farmer
and says : Look what you are getting out
of this reelprocal tarit!! See what these
farmers who went aeross the Atlantie to
BIrmingham to buy their axes got. Here la
the result. Out of $36,711 worth of axes,
$8 worth came in under the reelproeal tarif.
It must bave been a glorious sight to see
tbem bringing these axes In. There must
bave been half a townshlp of farmers groan-
ing under the weîght of thas $8 worth of
axes that they brought In under -the reel-
procal tariff. I have only touched the fringe
of the greait achievement of hon. gentlemen
opposite. I think I would be able to cross
swords with the hon. -member for Temis-
couata (Mr. Gauvreau, and fight him, be-
cause, I think, af.ter having $8 worth of axes
brought ln, I wIl not say that my hon. friend
bas not faced anythlng. Eight dollars worth
of axes brought In under %thé reciprocal
tarif ? I hope the hon. member for TemIs-
couata will Indulge In another sonnet; in
fact, I hope that he wlI write one sonnet
on the reelprocal tarif and a sonnet
on each item, showing its worth and record-
Ing Its triumph. Of saws, $1,111 came in,
and how much under the reciprocal tarif ?
$3,613 worth. You remember, Mr. Speaker,
ln the days when you used to de-
vote your lelsure to the study of Shakes-
peare that Prince Hel and bis friends search-
ed the pockets of FaIstaif to fnd bills to any
amount for sack and only a twopenny worth
of bread. Prince Hal cries out : What an un-
conscionable amount of sack to twopenny
worth of bread. We can reverse 4hls and
mers of Canada generally, and se small a
say : What an unconscionable amount of
goods brought in under a tariff as high as the
old, or higher, and paid through the nose for
by the farmers of Menitoba and the North-
west Territorles, and by the farmers of
Canada generally, and so small a quantity
under the reciproec tarif. Take iles and
rasp. All the farmers need ifaes and rasp
Out of $73,241 wortn, only $9,214 eame iu
under the reciprocal tari, and as to)"toos
generally," Out of $377,724 worth, only $45.-
548 worth came In under the reciprocal
tarif. And then buggies. it is rea y laugb-
able to sSe the little dag of reciproeal tar
raised over buggies. The sucessfui farmer
or the son of a sucessful farmer who has
money and who wants to buy a sweR bmgy,
may think he wll get it cheae nw on
account of the reciprocal -trg Wel, tbat
dassl do not sm to hatVe broulght over agreat number, because Of$27,8 2worth- ofbuggies, only 2werth was brought i
'Under the reciprocaltarif. I1sîpse that
would pay-fortwo> bugm probablyfor
one buggy imported for some Ers-dasfish swell who culd not ride In-aytig
that had not.springs nmadeat Shbemed, and
that had not been &nihed up at Manchester.

An hn.E Or ther o

Mr. DAVIN.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, that would be very pro-
per. He is a farmer, Sir, that I love te con-
template, because he is always so exquisite
and so beautifully veneered, that I would
take hlm for a Bond Street swell rather
than a farmer who Is occupied In seeding
down the land. Out of $924 worth of
cutters, none came ln under the reciprocal
tariff. As to wagons ; all farmers, not
merely the genteel farmer, not merely the
kid-gloved farmer, but all farmers are l-
terested in wagons, and wagons to the value
of $79,084 were imported, and only $30 came
in under the reciprocal tarif. That Is some-
thing for the hou. members from Manitoba
and the North-west Territories to meditate
up'n. I see my hon. frIend from Macdonald
(Mr. Rutherford) dreaming on this subjeet,
and I rather thInk, when i see a sort of ex-
piring gleam over his face, that he may come
to my help ln this matter, and strike a blow
for that agricultural class In Matoba which
he is fain to suppose ho is representlng.
Now, then, we have carriages, and out of
$16,112 worth of carriages, how much came
in under the reciprocal tariff? None. We
imported of "finished parts of buggies,"
$21,446 worth and noue came ln under reel-
procal tariff. Now, then, Mr. Speaker, I
promised that when I get through with that,
I would turn to euffs. I could not get ày
hon. frIend from South Norfolk (Mr. Tis-
dale) to go through this book for me; I sup-
pose he has found It very unpleasant to con-
suit the Trade and Navigation Returns from
time te time, but 1, who have always de-
lighted lu the light literature of blue-books,
I find no trouble ln devoting a little time to
them, and so I turn to eufs, and here is
what I learn. Cuffs, cotton, linen, xyolite or
celluloid ; we Imported of these 10,159 pairs,
valued at $2,54, and under the reciproesl
tariff 7,921 pairs came in, value $1,676,and
paylng a duty of $513. Under the reciprocal
tariff, cuffs to the value of $1,676 worth,
the kind of euffs that are used by the people,
pald $513 ln duty, or going weil beyond 8
per cent. We se theËe that this reciproesa
taft le completely lilusory. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I want to read this motion ln order
to show what its bearing le:

That ln the opinion of thlis House, faith has not
been kept with: the farmers of the west, since
dutes have not been reduced on agricultural
Implements and bave been Increasedon the
cbeaper cottons,-

1 bave proved that the promise was made
by the Liberal party to reduce, the duty on
agrcuturalimplements and. I have proved
that that was not doe1. I have prove that
instead of a reduction being a on eetton
that the duty on ettous has been inreased

-- aitat hequarter erCent prefrneo
goods of Englhmnustaehai, ln the easeof
many staOes -oftwhi"- au -the peoSple are Côn-

1>dut* !Lhëve that levied und&-rthe tarif or,1994-.
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Mr. Speaker, I will grant you, that had
that 25 per cent reduction been made on
the old tarif, I think It would have been
a boon, but what I assert in the resolution,
and what I have shown ln my speech is, that
when the Government took it into Its head
to brIng lu the preferential tarif, for fear
they should hurt the manufacturers, before
the preferential tarif was brought into play
the old duty was ralsed. I have shown that
from the figures of the Minister of Finance
himseLf, and I have shown it from the
figures of the Minister of Customs. The
third proposition I lay down in the resolu-
tion, I have proved as thoroughly as a ma-
thematician might prove a proposition in
Euclid. I have demonstrated what I under-
took to demonstrate, and, therefore, I say
here, that no honest man in this House can
refuse to vote for this motion which I now
move, seconded by Mr. Macdonald (KIng's,
P.E..)

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). As my hon. friend (Mr. Davin)
has made a direct appeal to me, It is oniy
fair that I should give hlm an answer, and
in a very few wordsI think I shalbe ablej
to show him that he himsef has given me
the very best reply I could make to such
a motion as this. This motion of my hon.
friend (Mr. Davin) comee very much like
mustard after dinner; the dinner is over
now, the guests have left the table, and
there is no use for the condiments of my
hon. friend (Mr. Davin). If the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Davin) had ibeen lu earnest about
this motion, It seems to me (as it must seem
to everybody else) that the proper time for
him to have moved such a resolution was
when we had the Budget debate before us,
and when the M ster of Finance stated,
that ln the opinion of the Government,
though we bad not done yet everything we
intended to do with the reform of the tarift.
still it was of paramount importance that
there should be something like stabillty in
the tariff, and that for this year, at au
events, the Government would do nothing
more.

If my memory serves me rightly-and I
think it serves me perfectly wel in this In-
stance--amd if it were not out of order to
refer to a past debate, I th I remember
some words uttered by my hon. friend, In
which he rather took the view that we had
acted wisey In not reforming-the taiffthi
year-that, ln fact, we we protection-
eists sehe wa ; and Ithink he paid uc a
compliment on that score. / I do not know
that I appreclated the compliment, thcugh
If. he repents Ittnow,Isballnot and fault

wdth him .At any -rate, Ifoe didnot.do
so, nome of those assoetted- with him sat
ed that, ln regard to the tariff, we had bor-
roWed their elothes, and becomepretou
istsý and, therefore there, was no- necqe.ËdtI

My hon. friend; because this s :a questio

of political economy, discussed it with polt-,
tieal quotations. He has found a rival poet
ln tbis House. Now, the poet speaks of
things nearest to his heart. I have a young
friend lin this House who le attached to me,
not only politicaily, but personally, and
who, ln a moment of poetie faney, such as
my hon. friend has experienced, has dedi-
cated a poem to myself. As I say, every
one who Indulges In poetie effusions, speaks
of things nearest to his heart, and I remem-
ber a poem written by an older poet than
the bon. member for Temiscouata, and de-
dicated to his night-shlrt-which, of course,
was the thing nearest to the poet's heart.
And, as my hon. friend, ln a moment of
poetie faney, dedicated one of his poems to
his night-shirt, perhaps that is the reason
lie complains ln his motion that cottons are
not cheap enough. That is the best answer
I ean give to my hon. friend on that sub-
ject. But my hon. friend also gave his ver-
sion of the poem of my hon. friend from
Temiscouata. Now, I do not dispute the
scholair3hip of my hon. friend. He gave us
to-day an English quotation, and I have
heard from him quotatlons not only ln Eng-
lish and French, but ln Greek, Latin and
German. My bon. friend undertook to
translate the poem of my hon. friend from
Temiscouata. Perhaps, Sir, I may, without
any pedantry, claim to understand the
French language at least as well as he doe,
and I may tel him that the word airon-
ter,," whieh he fnds ln the poem of the
hon. member for Temiscouata, has more
than one meaning.

Mr. DAVIN. But not as here.
The PRIME MINISTER. The word

"affronter " does not mean simply to face
an enemy, but It means " to decelve ; " an,
when the wrIter of the poem says, "11 n'a
rien affronté," the tranlation was obvious
-" He has been gullty of no deception."
Therefore, my hon. friend has the answer lu
the poem Itself, when he says that faith
bas not been kept with the people of the
west ; for the hon. member for Temiscouata
tes hlm that he le al wrong-that the
leader of the Government has never deely-
ed anybody, or made any fals promie.
Now, Sir, that le ai myanswer to my hon.
friend on this occasion. There is ne need
of gòlng into this question to-day; illha
been threshed out again and again. If my
hon. friend Is in earnest, he should have
moved hli motion at the proper time; ad
now, that the proper time bspast, there
nothing to de but to vote It down.

Mr. JAMES McMULJAN (North WMe
ton). Mr. apeaker, I muet confess that 1
was- rather a musbd at the addres of the
-bon., member -for Western Assini buta (Kr.
Dávin)- this afternoon. 1 have had the, pri-
lie of Sitting in this House with , Mybah

±dend-fer àanumber of years, an-d I e" ,
. onetluy ay that If there ls anman få_ý
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this House who has an unenviable record on vote that time, but he voted against the
questions of trade, of speaking one way and motion. My hon. friend bas given us seve-
voting another, It Is my hon. friend from rai quotations from the new and the old
Western Assinibolia. He bas given us many tarifs in the endeavour to show that, la
evidences of bis capabity of being one many Instances, the new tarif was higher
thing one day and another thing another. than the old. But he never gives any
I was looking up his record recently In i credit for the preferential rate, and I dfnd
regard to the many votes he has given In It a common practice for hon. gentlemen
this House. I notice that In 1891 he voted opposite, on the platform, when trying -to
against taking the duty off binder twine, show that the present duties are equal to
and almost immedlately afterwards, on or In eicess of the old duties, to make nG
April 7, 1892, In the Regina "Leader," his allowance at all for the preferential tar
own organ, he publIshed a long and and that course appears to be followed by
polnted article on the very heavy dumry their newspap>ers, particularly the " Mail
on binder twine to which the farmerg and ETmpire."
of the west were subjected, amount- Then, my hon. frIend says that the Gov-
ing to some $400,000 more than their ernment promised us free trade as It Is in
binder twIne was really worth. I suppose Enagland. Surely, belng a man of exten-
he came to realize that the farmers of the sive knowledge and experlence, lhe must
west were not very well pleased with his know that England did not Jump into free
vote against taking the duty off, and that la trade at once, just as a man gets out of
why he took a turu In the other diction. one suit of clothes Into another. iHe must
Then, the present Government took the duty know that It took a long period of years
off binder twine, and my hon. friend doesbefore England reached the (position in free
not give them any credit-he does not say a trade which she enjoys to-day. In 1842
word about that. He sImply declares that she adopted free trade as a principle; Iin
the duty should be taken off agricultural 1844 she aboalshed -the dutIes on wool and
machInery of every kind. My hon. friend raw materaln; n 1845 âhe abollshed the
has a record on that subjeet, too. When duties on some four hundred articles; en1853
hon. gentlemen opposite were Induced to She abo"lshed the duties on 128 articles ; In
reduce the duty on reapers and binders 1860 she lowered the duties on butter and
from 35 per cent to 20 per cent, my on. cheese; In 1861 she lowered the duty on pa-
friend lauded them In his paper and on the per;In 1866 She reduced the duty on timber;
docor of Parliament for the manner in wLhch ln 1870 she lowered the duty on sugar, and lu
they had aceeded to the demanda and ne- 1873 she abolighed It ; and In 1880 she ab-
cessities of the farmers of the North-west ollished the duty on malt. So that, fron
and salid they had gone as far as any Gov-
ernment could be expected to go [n face of
the revenue necessities of the country.
Then, when the Minister of Publie Works
of Manitoba had a seat lu thls House, he
moved to take the duty off binder twine
againqand on that occasion my bon. frIend
did not dfnd it convenient to be In the
House. To use a very common or vulgar
phrase, he crept under the barn on that
occasion also

Mr. DAVIN. What Is the date ?
Mr. MCMULLEN. If my hon. frIend will

turn up"Haar" on every occasion on
WhIeh he acted se lnconsistently, he will
dnd them by the dozen.

Mr. DAVIN. Give us the "Hansard."
Mr. McMULLEN. If the bon, gentleman

will turn up "Hansard " of -the session of
188, 'he will find that a motIon was moved
by the present Postmaster General (Mr. Mu-
lock) that bhndingtwine be put on the free
Ilst ; and how did he vote then ? 'in April,
1892, he had, through the Regina "Lead-
er," expressed his sympathies with the
farmers of the North-west beesuse they
werstJbected to the payment of duty on
binding twine ; and ln théesessinoet«1 •
when the hon. Postmaster General moved
ton - ake it free, the hod. gentleman did

Mr. McUA.

the time she fist adopted free trade as a
Principle, lu 1842, down to the time when
she reached the condition she now
enjoys. thIrty-elght years elapsed during al!
of whIch she was contInuafly making re.
ductions. I contend that Oanada has made
as great progress ln the direction of free
tradefrom1 16 to the presentas nd
did during the tirst two or three years of
her tarif. Surely hon. gentlemen did not
expeet Canada would have jumped into fe
trade all at once. No doubt, we would
like to see her position flnancially such as
that we could adopt free trade. But she
IS not ln that positioir to-4ay, and hon.
gentlemen opposite are largely responstble.
Were our fUanclal condition to-day snch
that we could go the length England hbas
gone, we woud ibe very glad indeed.

My hou. friend has taunted the Govern-
ment with not haing 4mplemented Its pro-
mises as regards taking or the duties on
agrieultural Implements. But he must ad-
ndt that very iensiderable reduetions bave
been made. Re must admit that the duty
bas been taken off barbed wire. Als that
very considerable nd de*i le reductions
have been made on agrieulturl implement,
such as bees, epades, ehovela &e. The duty
has 6;Wobeen taken off wInlUls, to whbeh,
sure'ly, my hou. friend w not object. Our
hu rends oppfte wlnt oani one
ive specimen -of p. win-Mad It
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they will not produce any more. My hon.
friend does not appear disposed . to give
the Government credit at all for anything,
but asserts that they have broken all their
promises. I contend that, on the contrary,
they have gone a very creditable way in
Impleimenting ithose promises by rmaking
many reductions, which no doubt will be
followed by more. I am quite sure that
the Government will make furither reduc-
tions just as .soon as the tinancial position
of the country will enable them ·to do ?o.
They have -eut down expenditure.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, they have, and I
hope they will go on in that direction. I
know very well thait the hon. member for
West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin) does not feel
comfortable over there, but would -nuch
prefer to be supporting the Government. No
doubt, he looks longingly back to ïbose
happy days when he feasted at the public
crib. We all well remember tbat when my
hon. friend had not a grreïat deal to do, the
late Government sent him away to British
Columbia as secretary to -the commission
appointed ·to inquire Into the propriety of
allowing Chinese to come into *Canada. He
was sent out as secretary, along with the
late lamented 3i. Chapleau, who, I think,
wias comrmissioner. I do not know what
happened the hon. gentleman. Whether it
was due ito the salubrious, bracing air of
the mountains, or the sleepiness produced
iby the heavier air of the Pacifie coast, but
he certainly became absolutely oblivious
when he got there, so that he was not capa-
ble of itelling a Chinaman from an African
or a Hottentot, and some one else had to
take his place. He drew, however, some-
thing over $3,000 for his services. Of
course, we can understand his anxiety to
bave a repetition of that experience.

An hon. MEMBER. What was the mat-
ter with him ?

Mr. McMULLEN. I could not say, and
the report does not state what was the maît-
ter, but certainly something must have hap-
pened. No doubt, the hon. gentleman would
like to go back on another Chinese commis-
sion, or something of rthat kind. He knows
perfectly well that when he was support-
ing the Government he received very desir-
able patronage, which no doubt he appre-
ciated, and no doubt many of the votes he
gave in this House, some of which were
contrary to his expressed opinion, were
given out of gratitude for the advantages
and privileges which he enjoyed.

Mr. McNEILL. I rise ·to a point of order.
I wish to know whether it is in order for
an hon. member to say thtat another hon.
member has given a vote because of ad-
vantages he bas received from the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. My personal
opinion would be that It .would not 'be In
order to Impute any motive to any hon. mem-
ber, and I think lit would be just as well not
to do so in the future.

Mr. McNEILL. I would ask, Mr. Speak-.
er, whether the hon. gentleman ought not
'to withdraw a statement of thaIt kind, which
no doubt he made hastily, without due con-
sideration.

Mr. MoMULLEN. I did not impute any
motive to my lion. friend at all, I was only
reciting certain. facts in history. I was
only telling the House what his experiences
in the past were.

Mr. WALLACE. In further reference to
the point of order, let me say that the hbn.
member for North Wellington did impute
motives. He said-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Perhaps the
hon. member for North Wellington was not
well understood, but he has just told us ithat
he did not impute any motives, and you
must accept his statement.

Mr. WALLACE. He made a statement-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.

Mr. WALLACE-that the hon. member for
West Assiniboia gave votes in opposition to
his speeches.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. So
long as the hon. member says that by his
statement ie does not wish to Impute mo-
tives, as I understand, he is within the rules.
Perhaps -we have not understood him per-
fectly well, and we must accept the state-
ment he is making.

Mr. MeNEILL. Mr. Speaker-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair, chair.
MT. McNEILL. I am sure Mr. Speaker

will hear what I have to say. I only want
to have this point clearly understood. If
I say thart what an hon. member in this
House states is untrue, I understand that I
am nort out of order, even though I do not
mean to say : You are a liar.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not think
there is any point of order In what the hon.
gentleman (Mr. McNeil) says. If I under-
stand well the situation it is this : The hon.
member for North Wellington has been
charged wlth imputing motives to the hon.
member for West Assinibola (Mr. Davin).
Now, the bon.- member for North Welling-
ton (Mr. MeMullen) denies that. For my
own part, I was inclined to believe :that he
did Impute a motive and should withdraw
his expression, but he has declared thiat he
has been misunderstood and did not In-
tend to impute motives. Then we must ac-
cept his statement. That is the way I un-
derstand the rule.
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Mr. McNEILL. I just wish to understand
whether, Mr. Speaker,-

Mr. MeMULLEN. I have only to say that
1--

Mr. McNEILL. For future occasions, I
wish to understand the ruling that lias been
given. The lion. imumber for Norti Welling-
ton sald-the expressions he made use of
was-that no douibt the hon. member for
West Assiniboia was influenced in Lis vote
by the faci ;tIat lie had received certain
benefits fromn the Government of wlhich lie
was a supporter. As i unîderstand, Mr.

the Government which have been fulfilled.
Of course, ihe Government cannot fulfil
every pledge in a year, or in two years. or
in 'three. But my hon. friend (Mr. Davii>
knows, and will, no doubt, admit it. tiat
Manitbia and thie North-west Territories
were hurdened by a very oppressive tariff
of railway rates. He himself has complained
on behalf of that people, the people have
often complained for themselves. This Gov-
erament, wlien they made a bargain with the
Canadian Pa>:cific Railway for the building
of the Crow's Nest Pass Railway, arranged
to secure a reduction of those rates under

Speaker. your ruling is ilrat such a statement.whieh the people of Manitoba and -the Nortb-
as that is in order, if the hon. member who vest had suliered for so many years. And
makes i1 says that lie does not intend to im- what Was the result? We know that a gew-
Pute motives ? tleman in this House stiaited, after a careful

investigation. that the advan'tages reaped by
MIr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The rule I am flif, il. l8lp l'..lig L JI

applying is, that if we understand an hon.
member to Impute motives or say somuething
which would be irregular. and if le declares
thiat what we understood him to say was
not wla.t he Intended-to say, we mxust accept
his sta tement.

Mr. MéNEILL. And the hon. mem:bei- is
not to alter his statenmenrt ?

MIr. McMULLEN. I was pointing out the
course the lion. member (Mr. Davii) hal
taken in this House in dischargIng his duties
to the couutry-and his services, Iin 'some
cases. were such as to be appreciated, I
presume-and I was going to 'Show also what
the Government had'done for Mauitoba and
the North-west. The hou. gentleman lias
triedl to make out that nothing has heen doue
by the present Government, since they caime
into power three years ago to carry out the
pledges they made ; 'to reduce the burdens
resting on the people of Manitoba. We a]l
know, and the lion. member (Mr. Davin)
hiiself wil-1 not deny, that mxany improve-
mients were made in the tariff whichl were of
benefit to the people of the North-west.

Mr. DAVIN. No, no.
Mr. McMULLEN. Will the hon. gentle-

man venture to deny that the present Gov-
erinent took the duty off barbed wire?

Mr. DAVIN. The old Government had
brought It down to 12J per cent.

Mr. McMULLEN. But will the hon. gen-
ttleman deny that the present Goverument
took the duty off barbed wire ?

MIr. DAVIN.' But the real good was done
by the previous Government.

Mr. MeMULLEN. The hon., gentleman In-
sists that the Goverrnnent has done nothing
to redeem Its pledges. I have heard the
leader of the Opposition, over and over
again, declare that the Government had net
fulfilled one pledge they made to the people,
and that statemenit is repeated from time to
time, not only in this House. but In the
press. And It is repeated notwithstanUirng
that we have pointed out many promises of

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKEP.,

worth $600.000 a year to 4them. That was a
very desirable reduction and it was la carry-
ing ouit of the promise made by the First
Minister.

Mr. PRIOR. What did thley pay for it ?
Mr. McMULLEN. The GIovernment gave

a certain anount for the construction of the
Cro-w's Nest Pass Railway. If my lion.
friend .(Mr. Prior) will take the whole amount
given for the construction of 'thiat road. lie
will find tbat the reduction in what the peo-
ple will bave to pay in goods going in and
out w-ill more than cover the wliole amount
of interest on the sum given. And we not
only secured reduotlons over the main line of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, as my lion.
friend knows, but we have secured very
desirable concessions over the Crow's Nest
Pass Railway.

Mr. PRIOR. Is that any reason why you
should give thenm two millions more than we
offered ?

Mr'. MkMULLEN. My ion. friend will ad-
mit this-and if 'le does not. it is 'true. never-
theless-tlhat wlien the Government of whicl
lie was a member made their bargain for the
construction of the Crow's Nest Pass Rail-
way, there was no stipulation for a redue-
tion of freights and no stipulaition 'that the
Crow's Nest Pass road should be utilized
not only by the Cunadian Pacifie Railway,
but also by any other company that desired
running powers over it on equitable terms.
These concessions were secured under the
arrangements made by the present Govern-
nenit, concessions which will be of advan-

tage to the people of the North-west for all
time. Moreover, my hon. friend from West
Assiniboia has given the Government no
credit for the reduction on coal ol. The
ion. gentleman ùsed to cry loud and long
against the duty on ithait commodity. I do
not know that he ever voted against it, be-
cause It never suited his party to vote that
way. And not only has this Government
reduced the duty, but it has inereased the
facilities given to bring coa-i oilInto Mani-
toba and the North-west, an adviantage
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which is even greater than the reduction of the statute-books of this Dominion. We
duty. Coal oil now can be brought in in hope that Act will be abolished, we pro-
tank cars, which could not be done before. mised the country that we would do it, and
Every facility is offered to provide the people I hope that hon. gentlemen opposite will feel
of Manitoba and the North-west with athis it their duty to lend us their courtenance
commodity at the lowest prie. And my hon. and assistance in doing away with an Act
friend knows perfectly well that binders are that certainly was never put on the statute-
now admitted into Man1toba and the North- book with a desire to mete out justice and
west ait 20 per cent. And tbat Is a very low equity to the electors of this Dominion.
tariff af ter all. How many other commodities Now, when my hon. friend from West Assi-
of the same kind are admitted at less than nibola (Mr. Davin) gets up and recites all the
20 per cent? I coutend the rate is very low broken promises that he claims stand at the
indeed. The people of Manitoba cannot îdoor of the Government, I earnestly hope he
expect that they alone are to be will have manliness enough t confess that
the cherished children of the entire a very considerable number of those pro-
Dominion. I believe. the Government and mises have been already fulfilled, and not to
the Dominion are willing to do everything try to make the people belleve that nothing
they can for the people of Manitoba and the' bas been done at all in the Interests of those
North-west Territories. Our sympathies are people of whom he claims to be the sole
with them in their struggles to make pro- champion in this House. I confess that I
gress and to become prosperous, and we ear- greatly pity the settlers of the North-west
nestly hope that every facility will be given if their interests, their progress and their
to them, consistent with the necessary 're- advancement are solely dependent upon fle
venue that the country must gather for the efforts of the hon. gentleman. When he
purpose of meeting the demands on the supported the Conservative Government he
Dominion treasury. But as I said before, never appeared to accomplish very mucfl.
when the Government came into power they Sometimes he appeared to stand Ln very bad
found that they had to provide for meeting I favour with the Government that occupied
an enormous expenditure, we had an enfor- the Treasury benches, but there was one
mous debt, and the interest has got to be pro- thing that I will give him credit for, and
vided to pay on that debt. Hou. gentlemen that is that however much he kicked, how-
opposite will not deny that. they stand up ever much he reared in opposition to what
and find fault with the Government when he thought was wrong, when it came ta a
they have made reductions in expenditure, vote he was nearly always found on the
mnd again when the Government bring in right side, or else he was under the barn.
propositions to reduce the expenditure by Now that he Is relieved from the necessity
reducing the number of civil servants, by of following a Government, I hope that
dismissing men from the Intercolonial Rail- when he takes up a resolution of this kind
way where they are not necessary, and to again, and attempts to point out where the
reduce the expenditure In other directions, Government have been lax In fulfiling their
immediately a unanimous yell Is raised on promises, he will give them credit for what
that side of the fHouse that this is being they have done. But I am quite sure, not-
done for political purposes, that these men withstanding his loud tones in condemnation
are being beheaded because they belong to i1of the Government, that when he gets home
the Conservative party. Now, that is not and addresses the people of the North-west,
fair. Wlien this Government proceed to and when they realize the advantages they
make reforms, hou. gentlemen opposite have gained by the legislation that has been
charge that they are animated by pure poli- passed by this Govertmeut and the lm-
tical spleen. But I believe the Government proved condItion of things they uow enjoy
have made commendable advances in the under this Goverment, they will aceept
direction of implementing the promisës that those advantages as a pledge of the good -
they made, especially if we take Into con- tentions of the Government concerning
sideration the difficulties that they have them, sud what they may hope for In. the
bad to face, the enormous troubles that they future, and that they will go on and be-
have had to contend with in bringing about stow their confidenee and support on a Gov-
.a reform of the coditionof thpngs after erdmet that have doue smuch nl esshort
tho extrvagant manner in whic they wereaà tome for the people of this whole gountry.
handled the last 17T or 18 years. It was uo
ordinary undertakIng that thleGovertent Mr T t. DAVIS Srkatchewùn).c eido
assumed, and I say they have made coi- not ntend wdeal wth ths qoestfor atUY
mendable advaxlces Iu the drection of carry- length, as it ha& been threshed, out time- and
ing out the promises that- they made;,ure, and that flouse already gBt the-hou.
they are golng on to Implement.the-,other menber for Wfet Asinbuppo(Mr. Davin)
Just as seon as they possibly can. We pro- tinie that ho Must bring th s motion up n-
thised thavt we would abolla the terryman- u y. I'thlnk that eve year .ie br

dhandled the lat ta ork 18ea. getee was no psiesc oin stit-a ti
oditnary cnetkn th th thsae Goernmen th eeec o3peet~BtId o

theare oing ona t mpemt themou otrsthtaybdIyi heN
just se eoona ohe posily n.rd Wedo- t aI atk h o.mme
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seriously. Nobody does that. As a matter
of fact people know that for the last 15,
years he has been bringing up these mo-
tions for the sole purpose of getting his
name into the papers. Why, Sir, just take
up the Order paper, and you see what his
motions are for. A few weeks ago the
grain dealers met at WinnIpeg and passedi
a set owf resolutions, a copy of which
was sent to every member from Man-
itoba and the North-west Territories. But
we find the member for West Assinibola,
who poses as the farmers' friend, simply
put bis name to the back of the set of reso-
lutions and handed it lu to the Clerk and
bad it appear on the Order paper as comiug
from him, to show what he had doue for
the farmers of Manitoba and the Nortii-
west. That explains bis whole method of.
action. Then, again, he Introduced a Bil
some time ago with reference to pensions for
the North-west Mounted Police. He wanted
to get a pension for every man of the police
force who bad served 10 years. Did ever
anybody hear of such an extravagant thin.P?
But it served his purpose, because he pent
copies of the Bill to every police force post
lin the North-west and got it stuck -on the
walls, as I am Informed, in order to show
tbe Mounted Police how hard he tried to
get a pension for them. Why, Sir, the hon.
gentleman occuples the same posiion, he
fills the same role lin this House that the
clown does to a circus, or the end-man to a
minstrel troupe. That is about the size of It.
This thing has been going on from iyear to
year, but the people of the North-weSt Ter-
ritorles understand the hon. gentleman.
They have come to understand all these
things, because he has been shown up time
and agan In nthle House, they know bis re-
cord ln the past of movIng motions In this
House and then voting against them.

Now, he tried to say something about the
tarif. I do not itend at this time to go
into that sulbject for the reason, as I said
before, that the question has already been
pretty wll threshed out He read from the
Trade and Navigation ReturS and tried to
show that a great many articles which would
have been lower under the preerentIal tarff1
dd not come minto the country at all, and,
therefore, they had no claim 'to the redue-
tion. Now, Mr. Speaker, If there wee half
a mllHon dollars worth of any commodity
imported nM eosumed hI ths contry,
and that enly $10 worth of that commodity
was imported from Great Britain, I laim
that the people get tihe advantage of the
reduction on that half million dollars worth,
because it ia the reduced tariff that regulates
the whole amount. For the mre reason, If
the m&uufac~e*s a d whole m of

thscounttry understand tmat goods can be 1
ilpSrted ibo this ounr for a certa
*gure,. they have got to rednoe their prices
to meet that fgure, or they-wlU mnot atry the
oeuntry trade. People are goingto buy

Xr. DAVIS,

where -they can buy cheapest, and if they
tan buy and Import goods from Great Brl-
tain at 25 per cent les duty than from any-
where else, they are going to buy from
Great Britain.

I have here a statement which I wish to
place on "Hansard,' showing the old tariff
rate, the present general tariff rate and the
present preferential tariff rate on manu-
factures of cotton:

Duck, gray..............
Duck, white...................
Embroideries, white..........
Gray unbleached cotton fabrics
White or unbleached cottoni

fabrIcs .....................
Fabrics, printed, dyed or col-

oured, n.o.p.................I
Jeans, coutilles and sateens,

Imported by corset and
dress-stay makers for use ln
their own factories......

Handkerchiefs ...............
Batts, batting and sheet wad-

ding, not blea'hed, dyed or
coloured ...................

Knltting yarn, hosiery yarn or
other cotton yarn, not
bleached, dyed or coloured.

Wadding, batting, bleached,
dyed or coloured............I

Knttlng yarn, hosiery yarn,
&c., dyed or coloured......

Cotton warps, ne.s..........
Warps on beams.............
Seamless baga................

p. c. p. c.
22h 22à,
25 22à,
30 25
22J 25

25 25
30

25
30

221,

25

221

25
25
25
20

35

20
35

25

25

p. c.
161
16%
185
18?,

185

261

15
26j

181

185

182

18i
18§
181
15

Seamless baga are articles that, I think,
my hon. friend from West Assinibola vIll
admit the people of the North-west and of
his own constituency, use to a great extent.

Sheets .......................
Shirts of cotton--

Costing more than $3 per
dozen.... $1 per dosen and

Costing not more than $3
dozen..............

Sewing thread on po!.
Sewdng cotton thread in hank,

3 and 6 oord ...............
Crochet cotton thread on

spools, ln tubes, or ln naUs.
Ail other cotton thread, n.e.a.
Bed qulisof cetton, wlte..
Bed quUts of cottg ,col'rd...
M ethiins..................
Blousesando hirt cote-.

costing more than $3p
domn.... $1 par dmaenund

CostingnoMomuwthan $3
et Otto • • P

12J

25
25
25
go
821,

25
25
80
8s
85

85

as
80

22~

261

26~
181

111

185
185
221
22?,
26~

lul

26?,
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Cotton bags, made up by the
use of the needle, n.o.p....

Hosiery, n.e.s.................
Lamp-wicks .. ,...............
Shawls .......................
Socks and stockIngs......

10c. per dozen pairs and
Tape, nôt dyed or coloured..
Tape, dyed or coloured.......
Towels .......................
Undershirts and drawers-

W oven .....................
Made by the seamstress....

Uncoloured cotton fabrics,
bleached, viz. : Scrims and
window scrims, cambrie
cloths, muslin apron checks,
brilliants, cords, piqués,
diapers, lenos, mosquito net-
tings, Swiss, jaconet and
cambrie muslins, and plain,
striped or checked lawns..

Velvets, velveteens and plush
fabrIes, n.e.s................

Other articles made by the
seamstress from cotton
fabrics, n.o.p...............

p.c.

321
35
25
25

35
25
30
25

35
32Ï

25

30

321

p. c.

35
35
25
30

35
25
35
30

35
35

25

30

35

F-

p. c.

26J
261
181
22à

26à
182
26
22k

261
261

181

22j

261

That Is the whole list of cotton goods, and
I venture to belleve that no one can hon-
estly say, takIng the preferential rate Into
consideration, that great reductions have
not been made In this tarif! ln the interest
of the consumers. I procured this list from
the Customs Department, and, I suppose,
it is correct. I wish to draw the attention
of the hon. member for West Assinhibola to
the fact that his own leader, In 1897, in
this House, did not take the same vlew of
the tariff that the hon, member now takes
because he appeared to be very much put
out about it. He was afrald that all the
Industries of the country were going to
ruin. I have the statement here, and I
would Uke to read to the hon. member, for
bis benefit, what his leader sald. I sup-
pose that he recognizes the lon. member
for Cape Breton (Sir Charles Tupper) as
bis leader, althoughl, from his record ln
the North-west Territorles, when he was
holding meetings up there, one might be
suspicious of the fact, because, when an
hon. gentleman who la as closely connected
as the hon. member for West Assinibola
Is with a political party, holds scores of
meetings without mentioning the name of
his leader, It makes an outsider consider
that there is something suspiclous, that
there Is a nigger in the fence. StI1, in
the meantime, the hon. member for Cape
Breton ls reognized as hls leader, and
this Is what the hon. gentleman said ln

The result is that this tarif goes into opera-
tion, and the hon. gentleman knows that the ur-

dustries or this country are already paralyzed ln
consequence, while hon. members gloat, vindic-
tlvely gloat, over the destruction of Canadian
Industries. I was reading the wall, the sor-
rowful wall, of those Industries In the Montreal
" Gazette," where one manufacturer after another
declared that those Industries were rulned, that
their milis must close, and that they eaw star-
ing them In the face a return te the deplorable
state of things that existed when the hon. gentle-
man who last addressed the House was ln charge
of the fiscal policy of this country. I say that
a deeper wrong was never Inflicted upon Canada.
Sir Charles's notion was that these results
were to flow from the rworking of the pre-
ferential tarig!. He proceeded :

I feel that, so far from rejolcing at it from a
party stand-point, I deplore from the bottom of
my heart the ruin that ls going to be inflicted
upon the best Interests of Canada, and upon its
great industries. Still I unhesitatingly say that
from a party point of view the hon. gentlemen
are doing their own work ; they are showing
the people of this country that no reliance can
be placed upon the most solemn declarations
that they make, either in the House or out of it ;
they are showing the people of this country that,
having obtained power, which was all they wlshed
for, they are now prepared to abuse that power
at the cost of the sacrifice of the industries
of Canada.
That is what the leader of the Opposition
(Sir Charles Tupper) said when this tarig
was introduced, and now the lon. gentle-
man (Mr. Davin) tries to miake the people
believe that nothing has ibeen done for the
farmers of this country. The hon. member
for North Welliugton (Mr. McMullen) has
pointed to the fact that binder twIne and
barbed wire have been placed on the free
Ilst ; and the hon. member for Victoria,
B.C., (Mr. Prior) Interjected : What good
has that done? I am sure the hon. mem-
ber for West Assinibola (Mr. Davin) will
not agree with him that no good has been
accomplished by that, because the hon.
member (Mr. Davin) has always announced
himself In favour of putting binder twIne
on the free list. He was In favour of it,
according to bis speeches ln this House,
even though, when It came to a vote, he
was found opposing it Now, with refer-
ence to the good effeet on the farmers of
the country which this preferential tariff
has, I will read to the House a statement
made by Messrs. Stobart Sons & Co., of
Winnipeg, large wholesale dry goods deal-
ers, who are good, strong Conservatives
and poltical friends of the hon. member
for West Assinbola (Mr. Davin). They
take several small bills of goods, and they
show wbat duty the people would have to
pay under the old tariff, and what they
have to pay now under the preferential rate.
They had an involce of goods dated Febra-
ary 2nd, 1897, coverIng woollen cloths val-
ned at $89, on whIeh the old rate of duty
would be $14.25, and under the new tarie
the duty would be only $10.24. 8till, the
bon. member (Mr. Davln) says that nothing
has beendone by thfs Government for the
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farmers. This large firm in Winnipeg bad ferential rate. The Americans have been
another invoice, dated February 15th, 1897, obliged to reduce their prices, and the con-
for blankets valued at $2,020, and under sumers are getting the benefit of it from
the old tariff the duty would be $832.35, but i one end of Canada to the other. In the
the same consignment to-day would only same way the Canadian manufacturers
bave to pay a duty of $530.25 under the have had to reduce their prices, or, if they
preferential rate. Here, In a small con- did not, the merchants would go to Eng-
signment of $2,000 worth of blankets, the land and get their goods there. If the bon.
duty is $300 less under the preferential gentleman (Mr. Davin) will look at the
tariff, and that sum is saved to the farmers. Trade and Navigation Returns, he will find
Still, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) says that only about 1,000 yards of imported
that nothing is done by this Government cotton has been brought into the North-west
li the way of reduction of duties. Then, Territories this year, and that is because
this Wlnnipeg firm takes the value in duty we are using home manufactured goods. If
on a single blanket, and they quote a our people could import them cheaper than
seven-pound planket as being worth $1.50, they could buy them at home, It stands to
which is supplied by the Canadian manu- reason they would do so.
facturer. Under the old rate of duty The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pa-during the Conservative Government, the terson). Would the hon. gentleman againduty on that single blanket would be give the figures for a single blanket ?72- cents, but under the new tariff of the
Liberal Government the amount of duty Mr. DAVIS. Yes. The sellIng price
collected on that one blanket would be only of a seven-pound mediuni gray blanket is
39 cents; and any one purchasing that $1.50; the market is supplied by the
blanket under the new tariff would save 34 Canadian manufacturer-I bave sold
cents, as compared with what he would numbers of them myself, and I know
have to pay under the old tariff. Is not something about them. Under the old
that a considerable reduction on an article rate of duty on this class of goods the
used by every one. Then again, on March amount collectable on the one blanket
16th, 1897, an importation -was made by this would be 72J cents, but under the new tariff
same Winnipeg firm of calicoes and prints, the amount collectable Is 39J cents. That
valued at $81, and it would pay duty under fact alone goes to show that a great deal
the old tariff of $24.30, but under the pre. bas been done for the farmers of this coun-
sent tariff the duty was only $21.26. Then try. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin) brIngs
again, ln an invoice for cotton cloth, on up this motion year after year, but neither
February 17th, 1897, the value of the goods I nor anybody else takes him seriously. It
was $28, and under the old tariff the duty Is brought up for the purpose of doing duty
would be $9.10, but under the new tarif 'in his constituency, and I suppose in the
it Is only $7.35. On a small consignment other western constituencles as well.
like that there is a large reduction of duty, Whether the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin)
which the farmer gets the benefit of. That brings this motion to a vote or not, he can
is the statement by Stobart Sons & Co., a get his speech printed, and that speech will
reliable firm in the city of Winnipeg, who, as be circulated all over, and he will be able
I -have said,. are poLitical friends of the hon. to get up on a platform and say to the peo-
member for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), ple of the Territories : Look at what I ambecause It Is well known they are strong doing for you. He will say to the North-supporters of the Conservative party. Any- west Mounted Police: Look at what I haveway, whether they are Liberals or Conser- done for you. Did I not introduce a Bill tovatives, they would not make a statement get you a pension after ten years' ser-that was not true, and I bave given you vice; bave you not read the BIH? WeUltheir statement. But the bon. member (Mr. they may have read the Bill, but all the honDavin) may say that these goods are not gentleman (Mr. Davin) ever dId for themcomIng into the country. Whether they do was to introduce It. I can tell the hon.or not, that lower rate of duty under the gentleman (Mr. Davin) that these tacties
new tariff regulates the price, not only of will net do any longer, because the peoplethe goods that are brought in from the now understand hlm, and they are going toUnited States, but of similar goode manu- Judge the hon. gentleman by what he ac-factured lin Canada. If the American manu- complishes In Parliament, and not by whatfacturers want to trade ln this country, he says. The records will show that, when
they have to sell their goods as cheaply as hie was here supporting the Conservative
the Canadian merchants can lay them down Government, he accomplished nothing, andfrom Great Britain. If the Americans do e has accompllshed nothlng since. I be-
not reduce their prices, they cannot get the lieve, moreover, that he ls a detriment totrade of Canadas and they know that, and the people of the Territories, on account oflin consequence they have reduced their the way he brings t matters up, be-prices. That is the reasn such a large cause, if he did not act ln the pecullar way
amount o! American gds have been im- hie does, far~ more 'would bie accomplished
ported ito Canada in the face of the pre- for the people up there.

Mr. DAV.
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Even if I were not satisfied with the tariff man of culture ; but I think he wiR agree
as a whole, I would be prepared to sup- wlth me that though a man who acquires a
port this Government for au the other legis- language cannot hope to speak that Îan-
lation they have introduced, and I think guage as Idiomatlcally, or to understand
the bon. member for West Assiniboia should its delicate "nuances'" of phraseology as
take that into consideration ; for the tarift well as a man to the manor born, yet in re-
Is not the only issue In this great country gard to the grammar of that language, -the
of ours. The hon. member for Victoria, man who acquires it, especially If he -las
B.C. (Mr. Prior), mentioned the fact that the been fortunate enough to have had some
late Government was prepared to enter into training in linguistie studies, need not veil
some agreement with the Canadian Pacifie his opinion on a question of grammar be-
Railway Company for the construction of fore any man, no matter how eminent or
the erow's Nest Pass Railway, and said eloquent he may be In that language or any
they were going to get the work done cheap- other.
er than the present Government. How The PRIME MINISTER. You must give
were they going to do that ? They were the RIEtMINISTE ou msg
going to give away $5,O0 a mile of the way te the dictionary, though.
people's money without getting one cent in Mr. DAVIN. I wIll give way to the die-return. They were going to tie up the peo- tionary; but now I will appeal to my lon,
ple of the North-west ; they were going to friend. I say that he cannot translate that
hand over to the Canadian Pacifie Railway line into English as he did; it cannotanother pass In the Rocky Mountains, be done correctly. I quite understand thatand allow thecm te stand over l-t with a in certain connections the nast participle ofclub and prevent any oe else from using the verb "affronter" mcans "decelved,"
it. This Government did give more ; they but the right hou. gentleman c.nnot make
gave $11,000 a mile, but they got in re- the word mean it without placing the manturn more than five times what would pay who has written the sonnet, and who, I amthe Interest on all that was given. They told, is a master of expression, in an entirely
got reductions on freight rates on all com- false position. Let me read It, and there lemodities going Into the North-west, and on not a man here, whether he knows French
all grain going out. That means a saving or not, who will not easily understandOf $800,00 every year to the people off Mani- whether I am right or not: "Il n'a rientoba and the North-west, whereas the affronté." If that is intended to meanwhole interest on what was given to the what the Prime Minister says it does, thatCanadian Pacifie Railway Company will the Prime Minister has decelved nobody,not amount to over $100,000 a year. Be- then it does not say It. If the writer of thesides, no monopoly ls granted, for we have sonnet meant to use the words lu the senserunning powers over that Une, and over of "deceive," the translation would be:all branches that may be bulIt from. t for "He has deceived nothing." I am quiteall tlime to come. That shows that It was ready, of course, to acknowledge that it maya good bargain ; and If the hon. member seem like a piece of temerity on my part tofor Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior) thinks the question the accuracy of my right lon.matter over, he will not again make such a friend's translation. But I have Littré andstatement as he has made to-day. Now, 1 other dictionarles here, and I say It 1s notdo not propose to take up any more time, grammatical if it means what my right hou.because, no doubt, the hon. member for West friend says It was Intended to mean. IAssrniboia will have a few more poetlcal am quite ready to submit the question toquotations to give us. There is one, how- any competent arbiter, and to submit toever, which I would advise hlm to study; any fine that nay be necessary.It Is from Burns: Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the course that

Oh, wad some power the giftie gle us has been taken by the rlght hon. gentle-
To see oursels as ithers see us; man and by other hon. gentlemen on that
It wad frae mony a blunder free us, side of the House proves that I have made

And foolish notion. an unanswerable case against the Gov-
If the hon. gentleman could see himself as ernement on behalf of the people of the
the people of the west see him, he would North-west and Manitoba; because the
make fewer speeches, and parade himself Prime Minister, who Is the mouthpiece of
less before the House than he has been in the pledges made by this present Govern-
the habit of doing durIng the last ten ment, says In reply two things,, He says
years. I should have brought this motion up be-fore tlie Finance Miailster brouglit on his

Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, before the Budget. What e means by that f ie
question Is put, I have a few words to say means anything, is this, that If I hadin regard rto my right ho.n friend's construe- brought It up before the Finance Minis-tion off the French language, as he might ter brought on this Budget, he, having itnot be here when this question comes up caled to his attention how he had madeagain. I do not at al question-4t would those promises and had faîled to perfor1p
be absurd for me to do so--the -rght bon. them, would have spoken to the nan
gentleman's standing as a acholar and a Minister, and the FJnance Miniter, when
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he made his statement, would have given
redress. Does the right hon. gentleman
forget that last session I brought this mo-
tion forward, and brought it forward long
before the Budget was brought down ?
And who on that occasion moved the ad-
journment of the debate, for the purpose
of choking off an expression of opinion by
this House ? No less a person than the
Finance Minister himself. So that that re-
ply on the part of my right hon. friend
Is entirely out of court. When I brought
this question forward on March 30th, 1898,
I went more fully Into the matter than 1
have done to-day. I proved to the handle
the promises and expectations of the
farmers of the North-west; and when the
Minister of Finance moved the adjourn.
ment and I insisted on a division, Mr. Doug-
las, Mr. Earle, Mr. GilIett, Mr. LaRivière,
Mr. McNeIll, Mr. Pope, Mr. Quinn, Mr.
Richardson, Mr. Roche, Mr. Sproule, Mr.
Taylor, Mr. Wallace, and others voted with
me; while Mr. Fielding, the Finance Minis.
ter, voted against me. So that that answer
of my right hon. friend Is not a good one.
Then, my right hon. friend passed on to
act on the advice of the attorney to the
barrister when he had a bad case ; not
literally, because the right hon. gentleman
Is too graclous a person to abuse the other
side ; but he tried to raise side Issues, and
I must say somewhat frivolous Issues.

My hon. friend referred to some produe-
tions of mine when I was not so much en-
grossed In polities as I have been for many
years, and when I sometimes fell into the
sin of perpetraiting verses. I belleve that
since the cares of state bave been on my
shoulders, if I may use such a phrase, I
have not erred In that way, and, therefore,
am net open to the critlcism that even If a
member of Parliament makes bad verses, he
Is not bound to publlsh them. My hon.
friend referred to one or two sins of mine
of that knd, commItted before I became a
member of Parliament, and ln order to make
a case against me, something extraneous to
the Issue has always to be dragged In, whe-
ther my right hon. frIend (Sir WiIfrid
Iiaurler), who will do It polltely, bas to do
it, or whether the dogs from the kennels of
the party have to be set on me. My right
hon. frIend raises, In tones that a rhetorical
Orpheus might envy, the side issues, and
then, after him we hear the bay and the
bark of the following, who do not belong to
as high a plane of culture as himself. What
la the meaning of that ? The meaning la
that they have no answer, that there Is no
defence, and, therefore, they seek to divert
the attention of the people from the main
question to something that bas no bearing at
all upon it. When I bring this motion on from
year to year, as I intend to du until I sue-
ceed, I am met with this sort of retort, or
else I am overloaded with abuse for having
ventured to bring It forward. I say here
now, and I chalenge contradktion, iLn the

Mr. DAVIN.

face oft the strident and unfounded utter-
ances to the contrary in my regard that have
come from hon. gentlemen of the calibre of
the hon. member for Wellington (Mr. Me-
Mullen), that during the itenure of office of
the late Government, by the Independent
course I took In this House I accomplished
more, as " Hansard " and the statute-book
will show, for the North-west Territories
than was ever accomplished by any privaite
member.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.
@Mr. DAVIN. We had the bark a short time

ago, and now we have the bray. That is my
reply to the hon. member for North Welling-
ton. With reference to the irrelevant matter
which was brought ln, I have nothing to
say. For instance, he said that I got some
advantages from the late Government, Sir.
you have only to look to the Auditor Gen-
eral's Report for four or five years before
1895. and you will see that in consequence
of the Independent course I took ln this
House, the Conservative Government boy-
cotted a newspaper with which I was sup-
posed to be connected, and gave all the
patronage to the Grits, both advertising and
printing.

Mr. McMULLEN. You bad sold the paper
then.

Mr. DAVIN. The paper was sold ln 1895,
and I say that from 1891 to 1895, the hon.
gentleman will tnd that dlve-elghths, nay,
nineteenth-twentieths of the printing and
advertising were given to the Grit paper,
and the paper In which I was supposed to
have an Interest was boycotted. During the
tme the late Government was In power, and I
made that statement when Sir John Thomp-
son was here and he endorsed it, I never,
from the tIme I became a member of Par-
liament-and I belleve I could say before
that-utered a #ord to any Minister on any
subject ln which I was personally interested.
Therefore, at this time of the day, when it la
known throughout the length and breadth
of the land, wbat manner of politielan I
have been-whether as .a member of Pariia-
ment or not-to rise here and suggest that I
ever did anything from personal motIves ls
unealled for and simply playing into my
hands.

The hon. gentleman referred to the fact
that I was secretary to two commiLssons.
I was seeretary to the Canadian Pacifie
Rallway commission, and what are the facts
about that? I am glad to see my hon. friend
the member for Cape Breton (Sir Charles
Tupper) here. When I was appointed secre-
tary of the Canadian Pacifle Railway com.
mission, my firat intimation was from the
Seeretary of State, and I went and saw the
hon. gentleman who is now leadIng the Op.
position and I told hlm I wanted to give up
the appointment. Sir John Macdonald was
then on his way acroe the Atlante, and
my hon. leader here said to me: Sir John
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Macdonald wishes to have you on that com-
mission, and he is now away, so do not take
a course that may displease him. I wanted
to give the appointment up, because I did
not think it would be of any financial ad-
vantage to me. It took me away from To-
ronto and broke up an arrangement I had
formed, and destroyed, for the time being,
my professional connection. I was assured
by my right hon. friend, the late Sit John
Macdonald, that the commission would not
last beyond the long vacation. I 1id there
were two reasons which disposed me against
accepting it. In the first place, I could not
take it If it went beyond the long vacation,
and, in the second place, I could make more
out of my time than that commission would
give me. Sir John Macdonald assured me
that it would not go beyond the long vaca-
tion. Then a great man, who is a professor,
and plays an important part In the litera-
ture of this country, came out ln one
of the papers, "The Telegram," I think,
and said, speaking of that commission,
that Judge Clarke was a partisan very
much under the infuence of Sir Jonn
Macdonald, that Mr. Miall was an em-
ployee of the Government, and Mr. Keefer
was a creature of the Government, but that
so long as Mr. Davin was secretary of the
commission, there was a guarantee ;to the
public that nothing crooked would be done;
and for that reason, thougb I desired to
leave the commission at the end of the long
vacation, and wben the late Mr. James
Beattie wr;te me letter atter letter, whleh I
can produce, urging me to come baek to my
duties In Toronto, I had to remain with the
commission as the result of my resignation
would have been -to give colour to the stalte-
ments made by .the "Globe." A more
thorough inquiry, an inquiry more complete-
ly without fear or favour, than that, at the
bead of which was Judge Clarke, never was
made.

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

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

House ln Commlttee on Bill (No. 152, Let-
ter M of the Senate) respecting the Northern
Commercial Telegraph Company (Limlted).-
(Mr. Morrison.)

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RAIL-
WAY.

On the Order being called for the House to
resolve itself into commitee on Bill (No. 112
respeetIng the Montreal Island Belt Line
Rallway Company.-(Mr. Lemieux.)

Mr. SUTHERLAND. At the request of the
Board of Harbour Commissioners of Mont-
i 1eaII sk that thlsBillbe aBowed to stand
unitil Wednesday night.

Mr. BERGERON. Why ?
An hon. MEMBER. Explain.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The members of the

Harbour Board are here and they find that
some of the provisions of this Bill interfere
with the properties under their control, and
they wish to have It le!ft over until Wednes-
day night ln order that they may look into
it. I think that is a reasonable request and
one that might be granted, under the circum-
stances, without opposition.

Mr. LEMIEUX. I have seen two members
of the Harbour Board and I know what-
I can hardly call them objections-but what
the statements are that they make. They
pretend that the Belt Line Company should
not build any part of this line on the har-
bour property, unless permission be granted.
Of course we have no objection to that, as
we have no right to infringe on any of the
Crown's properties without the permission
of the Crown.

Mr. SPEAKER. Does the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Lemieux) desire to go on wIth the Bll?

Mr. LEMIEUX. I de not object to the
Bill standing over.

CIVIL SERVICE-ATTACHMENT OF
SALARIES.

The House resolved itself into committee
on Bill (No. 38) respecting the attachment of
salaries of public officers and employees of
the Government.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1.
Mr. JOHN H. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.)

I must say I have great sympathy with the
objeet of the Bil. I have a very high opin-
ion of the civil service of Canada. It is as
independent and efficient as any that can be
found on the face of the globe. As a gen-
eral rule the members of the civil service
pay their debts. But there are some excep-
tions to the rule; and it is to provide for these
exceptions that this Bill is introduced. What
power has the tailor or the grocer or the
landlady to enforce payment of bills against
a civil servant debtor ? Of course they can
sue and get judgment and issue execution :
but the debtor has no lands against which
the Judgment will attach, there is no goods
upon which execution ean be levIed. Hence
the employee of the Government Is In a posf-
tion to laugh at the process of the court.
Is that the only remedy ? No, there Is an-
other. The merchant can make an affidavit
that he has a judgment and cannot enforce
it. He may cause to be issued a judgment
summons calling upon the man to show
cause why he should not appear and be
examined. touching his means of paying his
debte. The defendant pays no attention to
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the judgnient summons, and the order goes it virtually impossible for him to continue
as a matter of course, for him to be ex-: in the service. Now, that is not an objec-
amined. At the next court he appears, and tion to the principle of the Bill. Besides a
tells the best story he can-the number or provision may be made that this Bill shall
relations he las to support, what he lias to not apply to any debts contracted by the
pay out of bis salary, and so on. The judge civil servant prior to the time when he be-
makes an order against him probably for a came a member of the service.
payment of $5 a month. At the end of the
first monthl, the $5 is not paid. What then Mr. RICHARDSON. I am willing -to ac-
is to be done'? Another summons is taken eept that suggestion.
out calling upon the debtor to show cause Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) Thn
why he should not be committed to jail for another objection is raised. viz., that toonot paying as ordered. On the strength of much labour and responsibility will be
this last process, the merchant gets his first; tlirown upon the head of the departments.instalment. You can easily see that this Now, it is no reason why a merchant shouldis very unsatisfactory. It actually costs. -ot have his rights because it may entaila
more to collect the debt than it is worth- burden upon the head of a department.
So one can easily understand how the mer- More than that, if you look at the matter
chant, the boarding-house keeper and tiie: closely you will see that there is really littletailor are very anxious to have a law en- extra trouble entailed. The moment theacted to give them greater power in th' c l- Iead of the department receives the processlection of their debts. They cannot see from the court attaching the salary of the
any valid reason why the civil servant employee. it is only necessary for the head
should be placed in a better position than of the department to write a letter to the
the employee of a railway company. If the clerk of the court whence the summons
employee of a railway company owes a bill. issued, stating the amount of salary and how
you can garnishee the amount by serving a much of that salary is accruing due at the
process on some officer of the company. They end of the month. Then, when the order Is
naturally wonder and ask why the civil :made under the seal of the court and that
servant should be placed in a better posi- order is lodged with the head of the depart-
tion than the employees of the railway. Is ment, at the end of the nonth he sImplyit bcause he las a poorer salary ? Tha: charges up the amount of the judgment
reason does not obtain. because he gets not against this man's salary, and pays him the
a poorer but a better salary. His emolunent balance. That is a simple process. Of
is a generous one. If any man wants to course, sone complications may arise where
know how generous, let him walk out fron the department nay require to employ an
Sparks Street in the direction of Stewarton, attorney. For instance. if a man voluntarily
and look at the beautiful houses erected in attempts to assign his salary before the end
that direction. A great proportion of these or the month, and a notice of that assign-
houses belong to members of the service. ment is served upon the department, I can
And how have they got them ? They have imagine that the department may be obliged
saved out of their salaries-honourably to employ some one to safeguard its lu-
saved, enough to provide themselves with terests In all cases provision should bc
these beautiful-and in some cases, magni- made in this Bill by which the whole costs
ficent residences.- The civil servant, in re- should fall upon the civil servant and not
spect of lis salary, gains at both ends. He upon the department.
gets $50 increase yearly, or did until recent- îNow, r. Chairman, from these consider-
ly, and that as a matter of course. whether ations I do not see that any valid objections
efficient or otherwise, he got It by lapse Of can be urged against this measure. We are
time. He gains at the other end because not treading upon ground that las not been
of the greater purchasing power of his trodden before. Other provinces have set
money. Each year he eau buy more grocer- us the example. In the great province of
les and more clothes for $50 than he did Ontario we find a law authorizing the sal-
the preceding year. Therefore, there is no aries of its civil servants to be garnisheed.
valid reason why members of the service! It is the same in other provinces. We are
should not be made amenable to the law to only asked to follow in the footsteps of pre-
the same extent as persons in the employ (cedents well established-laws satisfactorily
of the railway companies. Now, an objec- in operation. There can be no reason why
tion has been raised to this BIll. The mo- this Bill should not pass, and why the mem-
ment you give power to garnlshee the eivil bers of the civil service should not be placed
servants' salary, what will be the result ? exactly upon the same footing as other men
A man sometimes goes into the service who in the community, and be compelled to pay
had, perhaps, already been li debt, and he their honest debts.
cornes bere as to a city of refuge. There is
no blame to hlm for that, but the moment The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
you give power to garnishee for the debt, FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I would
that moment you place hlm In the hands of like lo call the attention of the hon. gentle-
bis old creditors. They would have power man promotlng this Bill to the Interpretation
te take away allhis salary, and so render hle puts upon the word "salary." I may be

Mr. BELL (East Prince).
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wrong, but I do not understand that any gar- formance of some specific duty. For in-
nishee laws of any of the provinces enable stance, a elerk in the Marine and Fish-
the creditor to garnishee anything but a f eries Department might be required to get
salary or wage. An attempt Is made here to i up a return, and the hon. Minister might be
extend that-whether it is desirable or not, willing to allow him something for it. I
Is a matter for ;the committee to consider. do not say that that amount should be
I think he ought to be satisfied to embrace included, but where there Is a fixed sum
the salary simply, and not to Include other recelved as a regular annual allowance by
items such as fees, or allowances, or other a civil servant from year to year, which
moneys than salaries or wages. I do not is not called salary, and which is not put
know what it is intended to cover by hat, down in the civil service report as salary,
but you are getting into all klnds of difficul- i it should be taken into consideration when
ties by enabling fees to be garnisheed. I do you are going to take the power to make
not see how it can be doue. I[do not believe him pay his honest debts.
It eau be done. I believe It Is a great blot ln I
the Bill. I believe it is a mistake, and I i The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
think the hon. gentleman will achleve his FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
object, if the commlttee are with himu in MeMullen) does not grasp the objection I
the principle of the Bill, by leaving the took. You are attempting to put civil ser-
word salary " to embrace salary and vants on the same level as any other eti-
wages, and leaving out the words "allow- zen who owes a debt to another citizen.
ances, moneys. emoluments or fees." By in- You are going further than that, in my
troducing those words into it, you encumber opinion. Speakilg under correction, my re-
the Bill with many ditficulties that you wIll collection is that, when I was in active
find It almost impossible to overcome. I do practce, you were only allowed to garni-
not see what good you are going to do. Your shee the debt due and nothing more than
object is to attach the salary of elvil service the debt. If. you were allowed to attach
employees. That may be a good object or the salary or the.wages, that covers every-
it may be a bad one, It may be capable of thing. I was fot very much m favour of
achievement or it may not, we will discuss I this Bill when it was introduced last year;
that as the Bill goes on. But I think the 1 an not very much ln favour of it now.
hon. gentleman will be well advised if he I think the hon. gentleman is getting Into
limits the Bill ;to what he really desires to deep water. -I think that if a small fee is
achieve, enabling the court to attach the payable to a man it is lnot a matter that
salary or wage of #the man, and not emolu- should be garnisheed. Where you give a
ments or fees. Something else thian salary gratuity to a man it should not be garni-
or wages Is not a thing that eau be attached, sheed. The judges of the land are civil

n eshould flot attempt to do it. servants, and the hon. gentleman is taking
power froma this Parliament to attacli the

Mr. McMULLEN. When a judge is called salaries of the judges.
upon to decide as to the percentage to deduet
frôm a man's annual income, CaIl it salrary
or call it allowance, in deducting that
amount the judge should be ln a position to
know the amount of the man's income, and
whether it is all salary or whether it is
called allowances. Now, I give my hon.
friend the Minister of Marine and Fisherles
an example. We know that there are a num-
ber of civil servants In the departments
drawing extra allowances for supposed extra
services ; and why should not these men pay
a certain percentiage of ithat extra allow-
ance given them annually, as well as a cer-
tain percentage of the salary towards
paying their honest debts ? Take, for in-
stance, any of the Deputy Ministers.
take the Clerk of the Supreme Court,
take the Clerk of the Exchequer Court, take
any civil servant ; I say that any money
that that official recelves as a civil servant,
In the discharge ofb is duty, whether it is
called salary or whether it is called allow-
ance, no mattter what It Is called, the whole
sum should be part of the amount he has
to pay ,in the satisfaction of his honest
debts, so long as It is a fixed annuity. There
may possibly be a case la which a clerk
is allowed a certain amount for the per-

Some hon. MEMBERS

An hon. MEMBER.
want.

. Hear, hear.

Tiat is what we

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISIIERIES. An hon. gentleman says that
is what he wants, but there are a great
many considerations to be weighed before
we grant that this is the right thing to
do.

Mr. POWELL. That Is what the public
want.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I am not quite sure about that.
The judges of the land are appointed to
discharge certain Important judicial fune-
tions.

Mr. FOSTER.
pay his debts ?

Why should not a judge

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHER4IES. I am not saylng that he
should not pay bis debts. I never argued
that; I think he should pay his debts, but
it does not follow that an allowance given
to a man to live upon should be taken from
hlm In order to pay his debts, and lie be de-
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prived, perhaps, of what the country has à
right to expect from him.

Mr. FOSTER. That debt may be another
man's living.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That may be, and if we
are satisfied that it is desirable that a judge
or any other man occupylng a position of
that kind, should be subjected to have his
salary attached and taken from hifn, well
and good, but I think it ls just as well that
we should not do anything of the kind.
I do not think it is desirable that judges
of the land should praetically have their
salaries attached to pay a debt that any
man nay claim as due from him.

Mr. FOSTER. In the question of at
tachment, would not the debt have to be
proved first ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, of course the court
would have to give judgment. I suggest-
ed to the hon. gentleman, when he intro-
duced his BiH ast year, that Instead of in-
troducing a Bill that would more or less
encroach upon the principle that the local
legislatures should declare what the prac-
tice should be, he should content himself
with the simple declaration that the sala-
ries of officers of the Government should
be liable to attachment as wel as those of
others. He might leave it to the differ-
ent provinces to apply it as they choose.
Instead of that, the hon. gentleman comes
in to usurp the powers of the local legis.
lature by declaring what machinery shal
be adooted to recover a debt. I do not
want to give an off-hand opinion ; I do net
know whether this la constitutional or
not, but I have my doubts upon it. It is
Infringing upon the prarogatives of the local
legislatures.

Mr. POWELL. It is a civil procedure.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Yes. I do not know whe-
ther we have power to pass such legsla.
tion ; my own judgment Is that It would
be well to confine the word "salary'" te
salary or wage, which covers everything,
leaving the enoluments, fees, moneys and
allowances to stand by themselves, because,
I thlnk, yon wlU give rise to an immense
deal of complication by Introduing In this
Bill that which I do not think is present
in any provincial legisiation. Can the bon.
gentleman produce a provincial Bi1 show-
Ing that tees are attaenuable ?

Mr. THOS. FORTIN (Laval). Mr. Chair-
man, I happen to know something about this
Bil, In favour of which I have expressed my-
elf a good many times. It has always been

to me a matter of surprise that a %aw of
this kind was not passed at the very first
opportunity. I was astonlshed that the
flirst Bih! presented stwo or three years ago,

Mr Louis DAVIES
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was not even discussed in committee, and
I was even still more surprised last year
when I heard some of the ablest and old-
est membars of the House, even some hon.
members of the Cabinet, opposing a mea-
sure of this kind. Of course, I attribute
this astonlshment of mine to my being a
new and Inexperlenced member, having new
and simple ideas ! I belleved, in my simple
notion of things, that public officers, such
as judges, postmasters, customs officers,
who received large salaries, who by their
own position ought to be an object lesson
and to give an example such, for instance,
as the judges, should come ander the general
rule of the ordinary common law applicable
to every man! In my innocence, I even
went further. I believe a man occupy-
Ing the position of a judge-and I see that
the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries
(Sir Louis Davies) makes au especial ex-
eeption &n favour of the judges-occupying
the position of a judge, who bas to admin-
Ister the law, who can, in many cases, send
a man to jaHl for stealing a loaf of bread
for his children or his wife, should be only
too proud to be able to tell other people
that he was subject to the ordinary laws.
If any one-L do not think It is possible-
but If any gentleman occupying such a high
position should so far forget to pay bis legi-
timate debts, I think the law should be
made applicable to hlim as well as to other
people. Last year when the discussion of
this Bill in committee was in progress, an
hon. member asked whether the Bill was
to be applicable to the judges. I happened
to be speaking at the time. I did not, of
course, answer the question, because it was
far away from my mind that anybody
should suggest that a judge should neglect
to pay his legitimate debts, but I sald, and
I still believe, that if there could be found
In the whole country one judge who wHil
not pay his legitimate debts, we should
have a special law applicable to him,
If that objeet could not be se-
cured by a law of this kind. Of
course I understand that I am Inexperl-
enced ni matters of this kind, and that my
ideas may be new, but nevertheless I am
strongly convinced that tbis Bill is a good
one, and should be passed at once. The
principle of the Bill is not attacked ; that is
a point ln favour of the member for Lisgar
(Mr. Richardson). Now, what are the ob-
Jections ? Last year the BIll as It came be-
fore the House contained only one clause,
which was equivalent to a consent on the
part of the Dominion Parliament that the
sums voted to be paid as salaries to publie
officers and employees should be attached
in the hands of the Government as any other
garnishee. The objection was made last
year, that the BIH was incomplete, was too
short, was too simple, but this year we are
met with the objection that the BIH is too
compllcated. Last year It was said that the
BIH contained ne machine as te how the
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attachment should be made, and this year
we are met with this objection: Why,
there are too many provisions; you deal
with the procedure, and that belongs to the
provinces. My opinion is not in accord with
these objections, and I beg to differ from
what has been said with reference to the
procedure. As to the question of what Is
seizable or what is not seizable, or what
proportion is seizable and what proportion
is not seîzable, I admit that that is within
-the jurisdiction of the provinces, because it*
is comprised within the constitutional Act
under the head of " property and civil
rights." I have looked carefully into the
British North America Act and I cannot
find a single provision which would make
the subject of attachment Itself, come under
the authority of this Parliament. But, Mr.
Chairman, although the provinces may make
laws to declare what proportion of the salary
of a public officer or a publie servant shall
be seizable, it does not follow that Irt can be
attached. And why ? For the simple rea-
son that the Dominion Government Is not
amenable before the courts, because the
Crown cannot be sued except with its own
consent. In the case of a petition of right,
for instance, there Is a statute which en-
ables an ordinary subject to bring in a pe-
tition of right, and the first thing to be done
is to obtain the fiat of the Attorney General;
the consent of the Crown. This Bill says
In effect: We, the Parliament of Canada,
declare that In future the Crown consents
to be attached.

Eir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fortin) permit
me a moment. What seems to me to be In-
consistent and peculiar is, that you give the
right to the creditor of the civil servant to
attach the salary, though it is not proposed,
nor does the law now permit, the civil ser-
vant to sua for that salary hlmself. 'He has
to obtain a fiat for a petition ; so that you
really give his credItor a greater right over
that salary than you allow the civl servant
under the law as it now stands.

Mr. FORTIN. I do not consider that to be
a very welghty objection. We cannot sup-
pose a civil servant remaining as such and
being obliged to sue the Government for his
salary. That is an hypothesls that I do not
think ever will take plaoe. But let us sup.
pose such an emergency, and what would
happen ?

Sir (3HARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Suppose he were dismissed he would not
hesitate to sue them.

Mr. FORTIN. He mlght sue then, but he
would come under the ordinary rule of hav-
Ing to ask for the consent of the Crown.
There are probably ten or fIfteen thousand
publie employees drawing salaries from the
Dominon Government all over the country.
The BIHls deallng with them, and an ex-

eeptional case of one out of ten thousand
would not, I think, be a very strong argument
agaiust this Bil. As I was about to say .
what the Bill gives Is the consent of the
Crown to be attached. The attachment is
obtained ; that is to say, it Is an order of
the court, by which the garnishee aswellas
the defendant are summoned to appear ; the
defendant to show cause why bis slary
should not be attached, and the garnLshee
to declare what he may owe, or what may
be due by hlm in the future, to the defend-
«..nt. It ls because the attachment is a suit
that un to the present time It las been found
impossible to attach the salary of a publie
officer, when such salary Is derived from the
Dominion Government.

Mr. POWELL. Before the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Fortin) passes from that, I would lke
to ask him a question in respect to the mat-
ter suggested by the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies). You are work-
ing on the supposition thaît you are going to
make the Crown a party, whlch is essentIal,
there is no doubt about that ; and as the
Minister suggested, this Act contains no me-
chinery by which you can make the Crown
a party. The local legislature cannot make
the Crown a party. The requirements o
the law are not fully complied with ln this
legislation. Even thoughi W passes, I de not
thInk It would operate at ai.

Mr. FORTIN. My hon. friend (Mr. Powell)
las apparently net read the whole Bih. The
machinery is well defined ln sections 3, 4,
5 and following.

Mr. POWELL. Let me put an instance.
We will say that the Crown disputes the
daim that you are attaching, and says that
there is no debt due, or says tbat the em-
ployee has been gullty of laches or miscon-
ducted himself in bis office. so that really
the Crown does not feel like paying him
anything. How can you proceed In thlat
case ?

Mr. FORTIN. There is no law which pre-
vents the Crown from bringing in an attach-
ment.

Mr. POWELL. If my hon. friend is a
praetising lawyer, and I presume he Io-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, yes.

Mr. POWELL-then he must know he
bas to make the Crown a party In some way,
and there is no provision ln this Bill for
mraking the Crown a party.

Mr. FORTIN. I do not know whther the
hou. gentleman (Mr. Powell) is a praetising
lawyer or not, but judging from what he
says I doubt very much that he is.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Oh.

Mr. FORTIN. It is very clear under sec-
tions 2,3and 4.
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Mr. POWELL. Where.-is the authority to
make the Government a party ?

Mr. FORTIN. I will show you. Subsec-
tiou 3 says :

A copy of the writ or attachrment shall be
served at the office of the head or deputy-head of
the department in which the publie officer is
employed, or from which he receives his salary.

Mr. POWELL. Does that make the Crown
a party ?

Mr. FORTIN. Allow me to proceed for a
moment. I do not know how in the other
provinces one is made a party to a suit, but
in the province of Quebec and in most civi-
lized countries, a party is made a party to
a suit by being served with a copy of the
summons.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That does not apply to the Crown.

Mr. FORTIN. Of course it will apply to
the Crown.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
Not at all.

Mr. FORTIN. Why ?
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPERt.

I will tell the hon. gentleman why. Before
you could make the Crown a party you
would have to have a fiat, and get a petition
of right.

Mr. FORTIN. Exactly, if this Bill is not
passed.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The hon. gentleman must see that that Bill
does not make the Crown a party, because
one of the Crown officers is served. Sup-
pose I were to be served with a summons
issued against the hon. gentleman, would
that make me a party simply because it was
served on me ?

Mr. FORTIN. According to our Ideas of
law and procedure in the province of Que-
bee, a person might be made a party to a
suit against whom nothing was claimed.
For instance, I ask for the cancellation of
a deed of sale made by my debtor to a third
party; I can take my conclusions against
the debtor as to the cancellation of the deed,
and make the third party merely what we
eall a "mis en cause "-a party to the suit
merely to annul the deed.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
That does not apply to the Crown In Que-
bee, any more than in any other province.

Mr. FORTIN. Because no action can be
taken against the Crown without the
Crown's consent; but, If this Bill passes,
It provides for the consent of the Crown.

Sir CHARLES HIBBEli£ TUPPER. It
la not expressed.

Mr. FORTIN. I think It is, in section 2.
If the Parliament of Canada lays down thie

Mr. FORTIN.

rule that the Crown can be attached exact-
ly as a third party will it not be a party te
the suit ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Not under that clause.

Mr. FORTIN. Under that clause and the
following, which provides how the writ is
to be served-in the hands of the Minister
or the Deputy Minister. Then, another
clause provides what shall be the duty of
the Minister. Now, suppose this would not
make the Crown a party to the suit, what
law is there in force which will prevent the
Crown intervening in sucb a suit and con-
testing it ? What harm can result from
this ? The writ is served in the bands of
the Minister or the Deputy Minister. He
reports what is due, or that nothing is due.
Then, if the suing creditor wants to go fur-
ther, If lie wants te say that that declara-
tien is not in accordance with the facts,
then, lie will have to apply for a petition of
right. It seems to me there can be no ques-

1 tion on this point. The object of the Bill is
merely to give the consent of the Crown,
because, if such consent were not neces-
sary, we would not want the Bill at all. If
the members of the civil service were not
paid by the Goverunment, their salaries
could be attached.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The mere fact of a Bill passing does not
necessarily imply that proper provisions are
in it.

Mr. FORTIN. There may be difference of
opinion as to the merits of the Bill ; but, so
far as I can judge, ethe Bill meets all the re-
quirements of the case. I may say that this
Bill is framed ln a very large degree on a
statute passed in the province of Quebee In
1875. Though that Bill las been in exist-
ence for twenty-four years, not a single de-
feet has been pointed out ln it by the
judges.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
May I ask the hon. gentleman, if the prac-
tice under that Bill is to make the Crown a
party ln the process ?

Mr. FORTIN. Yes, a party by garnish-
ment.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does the hon. gentleman remember whe-
ther there is an express provision in the Bill
for that purpose ; or is there any general
provision in the legislation of Quebec which
wouldi be applicable to a Bill of this kind,
not requlring the naming of the Crown,
where the Crown is interested ?

Mr. FORTIN. The statute passed ln1875
only deals with the employees of the pro-
vince of Quebec. The procedure In ordin-
ary cases, is the ordlnary procedure in mat-
ters of petition of right. There is a local
sta>tute embodied in our Code of Civil Pro-
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edure in regard to the local government, enter a court-house and see the judge pre-
and there is a federal statute in regard to sidlng, personifying jusitice, and enjoying a
the Federal Government. With regard to salary or emolument of some $5,000 or $6,-
subsection "e," I think it should stand as it 000 or $7,000 a year, and who, if he chooses
is. There might possibly be struck ont the to refuse payment of any just clail, cannot
word " fees." The Bill deals with public be forced to pay it. Jus't in front of him slts
officers and employees of the Goverurnent, the cierk of the court, who receives $1,000
There are public oflicers who are not em- a year, and a portion of whose salary you
ployees of the Government, who are not in eau attach. Then, ,there is the crier, receiv-
receipt of a salary from the Government. ing $500 or $600, 'and if he does not pay you
For instance, the judges are not employees eau attach a portion of his salary, but the
of the Government, or civil servants, but lord, the almighty lord, personifying the
they are public officers ; and they cannot be ideal of justice, need only pay if he chooses
said to draw a salary, at least not according to do so. I say that is a scandal. I admit
to our understanding of the word in French rthat these notions of mine may be very pri-
A judge does not receive a salary; he re- mitive and rude, but I confess that I cannot
ceives an emolument. make up my mind to the conclusion that the

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND law which sanctions this is a good law. I
FISHERIES. A judge receives a salary, sineerely hope that the members of this com-
does he not ? ,mttee will put no obstacle in the way of

passing this Bill as soon as possible. There
Mr. FORTIN. Not according to the mean- may be imperfections in it. no one pretends

ing of the word in French. He receives au that it is perfect ; but it Is a step in the right
emolument or a " traitement," or an " honor- directIon, and I think it will work very well.
aire d'ottice" ; but he does not earn a salary. There will be no such flooding of aittach-
There eau be, however, no ditticulty, because ments as is dreaded. The mere knowledge
call it wlhat you will, whethier a salary. by a civil servant that a portion of his salary
emolument. fee, allowance or wages, the ob- nay be seized will excite In hIm, to a certain
Jeet of the Bill is clear. It only applies to extent, a certain sense of shame. I would
persons receiving an annual or monthly al-' be ashamed. if I were a judge receiving
lowance from the Government. It does not $5.000 or $6,000 a year. to see my salary at-
apply. for instance, to the member of tiis tached in the hands of the Minister of Jus-
House or the Senate, or any person receiving tice. The niere existence of such a law will
a special fee for any particular service ren- make civil servants more careful. If they
dered to the Crown, but only to those who go into debt. they will do so knowing that
receivea monthly allowance, salary or fee, oria portion of their salary is liable to seizure,
whatever you choose to call it. I do not and will take ithe better care to pay thelr
think that on this point any serlous objection just and legitimate debts. There may be
can be taken. exceptional cases of misfortune, but the

I repeat what I have said. I am still un- Canadian people are not so exacting as to
der the impression that this Bill is a good shut their eyes entirely to exceptional cases.
one, and should be passed at once. I have When a man is unable to pay his debts, on
studied it very carefully and compared it account of illness or some otier misfortune,
with our own statute .of ithe province of his creditors are not usually Shylocks in this
Quebec, which has been in fdrce for twenty- country. In fact, they are not sufficiently
four years, and given uniform satisfaction. Shylocks, perhaps, and so far as I am con-
I have listened to the many objections eerned, I inend to support the Bill.
against this Bill and do fnot find one good The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
one. The reason advanced last year was FISHERIES. My hon. friend must be Inthat, t w1ll embarrass the Government. That error in coming to the conclusion that theIs a great mistake. That assumes that there moneys paid 'our judges for the work theyare so many public officers who do not pay discharge are not salaries. If he will turntheir debts. that each department will be to the staltutes which authorize these pay-
flooded with attachments, but to make any ments, he will find that the moneys aresuch assumptlon is unjust to the civil ser- throughout defined as salaries-the salaries ofvice, who, as a rule, pay their legitimate the judges of the Supreme Court, 'the sala-
debts. There are exceptions, and this BIll is ries in Nova Scotia. Prince Edward Island,
intended to meet those exceptional cases, &c., of ithe several judges, shall be so and so.but, as a matter of prInciple, whether there All through the statutes, whenever any
are exceptions or not, does it stand to rea- money Is made payable to a judge, It is
son that the bes't paid men in the whole ealled a salary.country are sto constitute a privileged class ? I arn not going to argue very mucuh against
I do not know really to what particular tihis Bill, If 'the sense of the committee is ln
school I may belong. whether the English its favour, but I submit that It is golng fur-or the French school, but I belong to ithiat ther than any legislation has gone yet. I
school which takes as its basis the principle understood the proposition to be that we
of equality before the laiw. I want to see should extend to the public employees of thiseverybody equal before bthe lw. to be judge. Dominion the saie lablities that are ap-
crier or bailiff. I ami scandalized when I pled by the provinces to their employees.
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But you do net stop there, and I ask wby
do you use words which may g4ve rise to a
great many difficultes ? For instance, the
travelling fees cf a judge are ito be attached,
when he travels on circuit. I say that is
net right.

The hon. gentleman says there is no argu-
ment against this Bill. I submit that there
are very strong arguments against 1t. This
principle of attaching the debts of working-
men was first introduced in England In 1854,
but has been several -times amended by
wlthdrawing salaries from Mability or at-
tacbment. For Instance, take the case of
the merchant seamen ; se great was ithe evil
arising from the law which enabled creditors
to attach the salaries of merchant-seamen
that a statute Ïhad te be passed by ithe Brl-
tish Parliament exemptlig ithe wages of sea-
men from attachment, so that their familles
might have somethIng to ve upon and not
have the wages go to the one creditor, who
manage te serve through some sharp prac-
titioner, the first garnishee process. Not
much time elapsed before the evlis in the
system were found te be se greaît that a sta-
tute had to be passed te remedy them. In
1870, a statute was passed called "The
Wages Attachment Abolition Act," provid-
Ing thaut the wages of any servant, labourer
or workman should not be liable te abtach-
mnent ; and after an experience of many years
with regard te the Merchant Seamen's Act
and the Labourers -and Workmen's Act, the
law was agaln amended, and daily wages
were net aIlowed ito be seized by the first
person issuing a garnishee process.

The Idea of the hon. gentleman may be a
very good one, but it wiU have te be worked
out with very great care. And the hon. gen-
tleman is attempting to substitute a provin-
cIal court for the Court of Exchequer. He
de aftempting te empower the provincial court
te serve lits process beyond the jurisdlction
of the province. I ask : Can that be done ?
The provincial court can issue a writ within
the limits of the province, but can It issue a
wrlt outside thé province ? Perhaps it can.
If we constitute a. Dominion court, I can
easlly understand how this power can be
given.

Mr. FORTIN. There is the election court.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. That Is a Dominion court;
and in a case where this very objection was
taken that you could not serve a member
of Parliament out of the province, It was
held that, inasmuch as this was a Dominion
court, this Parliament could give It power
to erve a writ outslde the province. But
nobody suggests that these provincial courts
are to be made Dominion courts. You are
trying here a new experiment, seeking te
glve te provincial courts power te serve
without the province. That 1s a matter that
wil have te be declded. I want te ask this
committee, if you are golng te make a civil
servant of the Government hlable to a gar-

nisbee process tbe same as every workman,
why not simply say in this Bfi that bis sal-
ary or wages shall be hlable. Why use too
many words ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish te say just a
few words with regard to the remarks of
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries. Hon.
members will recali that, when I intro-
duced this Bill last session, it was severely
criticlsed, among its critles being the Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries and the Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair).
Andý we got se tangled up lin the different
opinions of the lawyers that the laymen of
the House did not know where they were
at. I suggested that ,we should at least go
on with the Bill, and, if there was anything
wrong about it, it could be decide ln the
courts. The MinIster of Marine and Fisher-
les states that he suggested that I should
confine myself te a general declaration. He
would probably be surprised te know that
I adopted bis suggestion last year, and
simxply made the declaration, removing the
barriers and leaving the provincial laws te
be appled in the case of the Dominion civil
servant. The hon. Minister was strongly
opposed te It-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I did not say a word about
that.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The hon. gentleman
did not assist the Bill, and was one of those
who opposed It most strongly. And during
the year I sought to have a perfect Bill pro-
posed. I thought about it from month 'to
month, and sought to provide the necessary
machinery, seeking the assistance of the
best legal talent I could secure, and now
the hon. gentleman meets me with the ques-
tion: Why dId you net confine yourself to
a simple declaration, without any machin-
ery ? It is utterly impossible to know how
we are to please these hon. gentlemen. Like
my hon. friend& from Laval (Mr. Fortin), I
came te this House with all the enthusiasm
of youtb.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. RICHARDSON. I am quite free to

make the frank confession. I supposed
that, when I got here, I should find a burn-
ing desire on the part of everybody te ad-
vance liberal legislation; that such a Bill
as this, being just what the people of an-
ada wanted, would at once win the cordial
support of all the representatives of the
people. It seemed te me tto be the most rea-
sonable, the most liberal, proposition that
could be placed before this- Parliament or
before the people of Canada-that al men
being born equal, ai men should stand
equal under the law. And I thought that If
I introduced a Bih obviously base& on that
principle, everybody's band Vould be raised
for it. It seemed te be an outrage, a thing
unfair to the civil service ltself, as wel as
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the general public, that any class should be
created an aristocracy in this country, and
be allowed to contract debts and then snap
their fingers at the law and their credItors.
I was Immensely pleased with one remark
of the ex-MinIster of Finance (Mr. Foster),
when he pointed out that It would be an in.
utice to the people to whom the debts

were owed, If a Bill like this were not al-
lowed to go. What about the poor people
who are giving the credit, who are strug-
gling from day to day to make a living ?
I am not here to curse the elvil servants,
I am not here to denounce them' in general
terms; but I am here to say that they are
a portion of the governmental machinery,
and, inasmuch as the Government must be,
or at least should be, always respectable,
and as it is not respectable that any of these
men should be indebted all over the country,
they should not have more freedom in refus-
Ing to pay their debts than other people
have. But where I looked for approval, I
find myself met w:th- all sorts of objections.
After the Bill las been left over for a year,
I am told as I was a few moments ago : I
belleve in lähe principle of the BIll, but we
must give it careful consideration. I would
ask bon. members : When are we ever goIng
to accomplish this reformr? Am I to be told
year after year, as I have been for two
years: We quite commend you, Mr. Rlch.
ardson ; your Idea le an excellent one ; but
we must think over It earefully ? It reminds
me of an incident that occurred durIng the
American War. Mr. Seward, who was a
member of Mr. LIncoln's Cabinet, had oc-
casion to write a letter to some person who
bad offended him. He wrote a very vie!-
ous letten, and went into Mr. Lincoln's
office to read it to hlm. It was ln most de-
nunciatory terms, and, when the reading of
it was finlshed, the President said: "It is a
capital letter; just the very thing--capltal."
Seward answered : "I thought it was about
the right thing to say to this man, and I wiil
go now and get it rewrItten and sent to hlm."
"63ut." said Lincoln, " surely you don't ln-
tend to send such a letter. It Is just the
,thing to write, but I would not think of send-
ing it." This, it would seem, ils just the kind
of Bill to introduce ; but, if we accept the
dictum of the Minlster of Marine and Flsher-
les and oithers, we should never pass It or
put it In force. I maintain that this is the
kind of Uberal measure that should go ln
force. Last year my hon. friend the Prime
Minister, as members here wIll bear me out
in saying, sald he belleved in the principle,
and, If It went over for a year, he promlsed
he would support it ithis year.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not know that he sald
that.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I remember that he
distinctly made a promise of that kind.

However, I do not want to press that. The
Bill should stand on Its merits. Let me
tell bon. gentlemen what the practice is in
the United States. I was talking to-day
with a gentleman who le familiar with the
way they do things over there, and he tells
me, if a letter la sent to the head of a de-
partment that a clvil,servant owes a cer-
tain amount of money, that civil servant lot
sent for, and, If that money is not paid in-
stanter, the civil servant ls dismIssed. And,
If the complaint ls repeated, he is dismissed.
And if two or three people complain to the
head of a department that a man ln Ithe
employ of the Government le not paying
his debts, that man ls dismlssed at once.
Why all this pretended sympathy for the
civil servants ? If they wIll not pay their
debts, let them have their choice and ac-
cept instant dismlssal. Surely, hon. gentle-
men will not pretend that this country can-
not get along wlthout civil servants who,
will not pay their debts. Let those who
will not pay be dismissed and better men
put in their places, men who wll pay.
These are the considerations that would
lead me to-night to press forward this Bill.
If lawyers differ on the questions Involved,
let the Bil go upon the statute-book, and
let the questions be determined by the high-
est courts, whether the Bihles a proper one
or not. On the general proposition there
cannot be two opinions, and I urge very
strongly that the Bill passe committee, and
go to the third reading.

Mr. H. A. POWELL (Westmoreland). I
think the best thing to do with this Bill
is to refer it to a special committee con-
posed of legal gentlemen of the House. I
am just as strongly in favour of the objects
souight to be attained as any gentleman
who bas spoken ln favour of this Bill.
I want that distlnctly understood. But I
do not see any use ln putting upon the
statute-books of this country an Act that ls
golng to be a detriment rather than a bene-
fit to the people ln whose Interest It is sup-
posed to be framed. I know nothIng about
the codes of procedure ln force in the pro-
vince of Quebec, but I have no hesitation
in saying that so far as the working out of
that BillI s concerned In any of the mari-
time provinces it le perfectly waste paper,
it le utterly Impossible to work it out. The
bon. member for Laval (Mr. Fortin) spoke
of such an Act being In force ln the pro-
vince of Quebec since the 70's. But In
Quebee, or any other province, there Is no
possiblity of a constitutional question aris-
ing wIth respect to the attachment of sala-
ries of the officers of the local government,
because the local government la supreme In
that matter. But the mere fact that no ques-
tion bas arlsen under that law in Quebee
le no guarantee that such a question will
not arise between the provinces and the Do-
minion with respect to this legislation, be.
cause It is Just in respedt to points of proce-

à
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dure that the jurisdictions clash. Now, let
us look at the general phIlosophy that under-
lies the exemption of the salary of a publie
officer from seizure. There has been an
opinion expressed by the hon. member for
Lisgar (Mr. Richardson) that the laws of the
country have had in view the constitution
of some privileged clss. Now, he will par-
don me for saying so, but he has not In his
reading-and he is not to be blamed for that,
because le is not a lawyer-he has not run
against any cases that state the principlie
and reason for the existence of the rule
The rule is laid down as a rule of EnglIsh
Iaw, not for the benefit of the man who
gets the salary at all, the rule is not-for him.
but it is laid down for the benefit of the
Crown, and it is part and parcel of the pre-
rogative of the Crown. I am not arguing
whether this was a good rule or a bad rule,
I expressed my opinion in the beginning that
I was decidedly in favour of the ends that
were sought to be compassed by this Bill.
Now, let us see how the prineiple works. It
applies not only to salaries, but it applies
to pensions, and every lawyer in the House
from an English-speaking province where
the common law of England Is ln force, will
bear me out in stating, for It is elementary
law, that a man in receipt of a publie
salary cannot even by contract under seal
assign that salary. The salary Is the salary
of the Crown, and the law goes so far as to
say that even if he Is a pensioner he is not
allowed te assign his pension, that is the
prerogative of the Crown. The salary of a
postmaster Is given to him by law in order
that he shall be above want, and shall be
able to devote all his tine to the public
service, and be as good a servant of the
Crown as he possibly can be. Whether that
1s rlght or wrong, I am not going to dis-
cuss ; but this much Is certain: I know, and
I presume other gentlemen In the House
know as well, if not better than myself,
hundreds and hundreds of people get fat
salaries who do not pay their debts, and
the fat salaries are not required for the
purposes of fulflling the duties that the
publie have placed upon them. Whatever
may have been the correctness of the rule
at the time lit was estabHshed the progresse
of clvilization bas outgrown the reasen cf
the rule, I am free to admit. Now, I would
suggest something in Une of what the Min-l
Ister of Marine and Fisherles has suggested, £
that there should be a simple declaration,t
together wlth au enabling power conferrede
upon the local legislatures to mak' such pro-s
cedure as will work out the deslred resuits,ç
and in order that the Billl may be properlyt
dra ted to accomplish this, I would suggestg
that the committee rise, and that a motion I
be passed-it might be done with the unani- a
mous consent of te Heouse-referring It to a a
speelal committee consisting of legal gentle-
mem, some who are for and others who are
against the Bill. Now, I wlhl direct the at- t
tention of the MinIster of Marine and Flsh- t

Mr. POWELL.

eries to sub-elause c of section 1, which has
escaped his notice. He wIll find there In the
Bill itself a declaration. putting upon the
word "salary" the meanlng that he bas

i placed upon it:
The word "'salary" ''Includes salaries, emolu-

ments, fees, moneys, allowances or wages pay-
able to any public officer, or to any persnu em-
playedby the Government.
lHis construction of the following section
was correct without that, but ln order that
there shall be no difference of opinion, the
draughtsman of the Billihas expressly de-
fined "salary" and it covers all these cases.
In respect to the procedure ln the Eng-
lish provinces, there is no question about It,
under the garnishee processes Jn those pro-
vinces-I do not speak of the province of
Quebec, but for the maritime provinces-any
party whose Interests are going te be af-
fected by the court must be before the court,
and you cannot make the Crown a party
unless the statute expressly authorizes the
Crown to become a party. This summous
is served upon whom? It is sImply served
upon some servant. There is no direction
made as te trylng out the main Issues, or
one of the main Issues, as between the
Crown and Its servant, or whether the debt
is due or not due, and in this respect the
statute is lamentably defleient in procedure.
La the Engllsh-speaking provinces we find
that garnishee processes are very difficult
to work ont Indeed. Draw the law as care-
fully as you like, make the provisions as
distinct as you like, still #the difficulty is felt
by the judge, and by litigants who invoke,
that law. I am in faveur of the prin-
ciple of this Bill because I know several
parties who have evaded payment of theirdebts. If this Bill goes te a special com-
mittee of legal gentlemen of the House, and
if I happen te be one of them, I shall devote
my time enthusiastically to working out a
Bill that wIll be applicable to every pro-
vince, because there is no use passing an
Act that nMay be perfectly applicable te
Quebec and absolutely Inapplicable te tbecircumstances Of every other province.

Mr. GILLIES. Without saying whether I
am or net in favour of the principle of this
Bill, I am certainly opposed to the Bill as it
stands at present, although the objects
sought to be obtained by the promoter
of the Bih are leudable objects. I regard
the Bih as It now stands as dmply er.d
entirely unworkable. So far as I under-
stand the garnisbeeing process in the pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, every judgment credi-
tor, or every person attempting to enforce
garnishee proceedings, must have judg-
ment against a debtor whose moneys he
attempts to attacb that are in the hands of
a third party. Take an offieer of the
Crown, a judgment obtained against him
by a judgment eredfitor l entered up. and
then the judgmet ereditor attempts te at-
aeh the moneys that are n the bands of
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the Crown, how can these proceedings be
enforced when there is no way provided
by the Bill for makIng the Crown a party
to the proceedings. In other words, A ob-
tains a judgment against B. B has funds in
the hands of the Crown, which may be
designated as C. A attempts to garnishee
the moneys in the hands of the Crown.
How does he give notice to the Crown ?
The Crown cannot be made a party to the
proceedings withont consent, that is, there
must be a fiat granted, and there Is no
consent here provided for on the part of the
Crown. The Bil says that a certain officer
of the department, lin which the civil ser-
vant is employed, shall be given notice.
That is not making the Crown a party, ln
any sense whatever and therefore the Bil,
as to that, Is entirely aboritive. I am op-
posed to it on grounds of publie conveni-
ence, such as the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries poluted out to-nigbt very
cogently, in .making It applicable to the
judges. Hon. gentlemen behind him at-
tempted to niake light of that proposition.
In that they were entirely astray. The ad-
ministration of justice mlght be seriously
interfered with if you make this Blil ap-
plicable to judges. A judge, before he
came to the bench, may have been Indebted
like any other person. There nay be very
serlous inconvenience arise from the attempt
to collect debts by the process attempted
by this Bil which might have been in-
eurred before the judge came to the bench,
and it would be seriously interIerng with
the administration of publie justice if a
judge's salary could be made the subject
of lien in the way of a garnisbee. If you
ean attach his salary you can attach bis
travelling fees, and if yeu can put a judge
in the position that he cannot go from one
circuit to another to hold court, you ln-
terfere with the administration of justice
That may be a reductio ad absurdum, but
we have to consider al the possibihities.

Mr. BERGERON. Why does le not pay
his debts ?

Mr. G'ILLIES. He has not the money.
He may have been beavily in debt before he
went on the beuch at all, and therefore un-
able to pay bis debts all at once. If a judge
is appointed to the bench owing $5,000 of
a debt which bas been ilegitimately Incur-
red In the ordinary course of business, or
perhaps through untooked for losses, and
if, after he Is six months on the bench, bis
creditor garnishees bis salary, serlous In-
convenience wIll result. If he can take
bis salary, he eau take his travelling fees,
and the administration of justice emght be
serlously imperilled by the inconvenience the
judge would be subjected to thereby. For
these reasons, I am entirely opposed to the
BIIL i think it Is thoroughly dnworkable,
and would be defeatIng the objeet almed at
by the hon. gentleman introdueing it. Lt is

an attempt to legislate on behalf of the
different provinces, which, î think, as en-
tirely beyond our jurisditioun. The ques-
tion of civil rights and legal procedure is
entirely within the jurisdiction of the pro-
vinces, and is entirely beyond the powers
conferred on us by the British North Am-
erica Act.

Mr. CHAUVIN. I would like to put a
question to the hon. member for Laval (Mr.
Fortin). I am in favour of this Bill, but
I would remind the hon. member for Laval
that last year the hon. SoUlicitor General,
and the right hon. Prime Minister, said that
to render the Bill workable it would be
necessary to have the laws of the provinces
amended, especialUy the laws lu Quebec, In
order to inake the salaries of federal em-
ployees seizable. I would like to ask the
bon. member for laval if it is not true that
two of bis friends in the Quebec ilegisia-
ture, Mr. Gouln, ln 1897, and Mr. Cham-
pagne, the member for Two iMountains, in
1898, submitted a Bill to make provision
to render the salaries of federal employees
sezable? 'It is probable that B11 was
asked from the qegislature at the request
of the hon. member for Laval in the in-
terest of the present Bill, because he felt
that this Bill would not be practicable ln
Quebee except there was a provision in the
civil code of tbat province lmaking the sala-
ries of federal employees seizable. I would
ask the hon. gentleman if it is not true.
The BiR Introduced into the legislature is
not yet passed, and that is a reason why
he should not push through the present Bill
because It would not be workable unless
there Is a provision in . the Quebec law
making the salaries of federal employees
seizable.

Mr. FORTIN. In answer to the hon.
gentleman I may say that the discussion
that took place last year, to which he bas
alluded, ln which the hon. Solicitor General
took part, was on the Bill as llrst pre-
se;ted by the bon. member for Lisgar (Mr.
Richardson). There was ln It one provi-
sion declaring, In generail terms, ,that alj
moneys due by the Crown would be seiz.
able. The objeotion was taken upon this
point: Whether it belonged to the pro-
vinces to declare what was seizable and
what was not, and whether we had the
jurisdiction here to declare that salaries
should be seizable ln toto or ln part on1y.
It was only upon that point that the dis-
cussion took, place, and dt was generally
admitted, and, I am told, by the hon. Min-
ister of Justice, tbat it beéongs to the pro-
vince to declare what is aSeiable and what
le not, whether a fdfth, or a fourth, or half
the salary. This BIR does not touch that
point at ail. Thie B-Il recognizes that power
as belonglng to the provinces, when It says:

in future all moneys sad ala«es due or acera.
ing * *Shalbeliabletobe seized by way
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of attachment In each and every of the provinces such a law? It may be argued that the Gov-
of the Dominion of Canada in auch proportion ernment might consent, but that the Min-
as may be determined by the laws ln force in Ister or the Deputy 'Mnister could not go
such provinces. from Hal4fax to Vancouver, or to the Yukon
Therefore, there can be no question, and I to appear In court to make a declaration as
am informed that the hon. Minister of an ordInary garnishee would. That is quite
justice, having carefully examined tbs true, and, therefore, the necessary procedure
BIH, has declared, as I understand, to the must be provided for by this Bill, and It
hon. member for Lisgar, that there is no must be by the consent of ·the Crown to be-
constitutional objection to It, as the BEl come a garnishee in such case. It becomes
fully recognizes the jurisdiction of the pro- necessary for Parliament to say : Well, then,
vinces. The Bill must provide for the ma- garnishment wIll take place dn sueh a way
chinery. Objection was made as to the that the public service will net suffer; and
procedure. When a subjeet falls regularly this Bill provides exaetly how 'tbat can be
or constltutiona-ly before this Parliament or done. The attachment Is made by serving a
any class o! subjects upon whieh this Par- copy of the writ, and then the declaration
Hament can legislate, it bas been held time of the garnishee may be sent by mail.
and again by the Privy Counoil that all
necessary and incidental powers, in ordertman (r . MayiI)ask theo. gn
to enforce such iaws, although they may be tiend(r tin a questo rdghteI
ln reference to civil rights or laws of pro- 19menedtit atteratewtofathacliment
cedure, may be exercised by the Dominion le serofd 'tGteum asdthe opla-
Parliament. That Is a general rule whieh tUto! <iispitlfogthesdaim, andof 0eca8
bas been decided ln nmany cases. There 11 tbe worke eo t uatl o! theucae
is another reason here applicable to
this particular Bi, and It Is this: proceeding? Or, e lit lntended that on this
The Bill, I repeat, is equIvalent to a consent wrbt, or whatever you eau Itbeing served
on the part of the Crown. Some hon. mem- that then, If the Government does fot dis-
bers object on the ground thaît the Govern- pute it, the Bill nerely provIdes a way
ment cannot be a party, but call it by what- of the Goverument paylng money te the

nien canot e a ax't, Jcreditor. Or,, If the Governmenit disputes It,ever name you Ilke, there Is the necessary i the matter to be abandoned?
matdlneryern the Biter t put the writ ohthe
bauds of the Goverument and to enable thes Mr. ORTIN. n my humble opinion,pal
head of the department to retain ithe 58i8TY the cases tdat may arise la an ordary si
and te pay a portion o it, under the dire- t by attachment, au arise uander this Bi.
tien of the court from wbich the wit bas I do net knew of any law Wich would pre
lssued. Whether It Ie to make the Goveru- vent the Gver ment from dlsputlng the
ment a iparty to the attachment or lot, le a caim. I know oBDo lawlpr would pre-
mere matter o! name -and It e ne use to vent the Government from amylnge answer
discuss the point, because It 19 of Do prac- to the wrt o! ttahment : We owe noteing
tioal Importance wbatever. The moment te sucb a man.
there e a consent that the attahmeit can go
ite the bandeo! the Government, the me- Mr. HAGGast. th t p toal wlthmthe
ment there le the neceseary machinery to Gaornm Des te theiplment, emor etheimeet the requIrements o! than athtaclmentoroe your Bfh mereoer the
te send a report that the ,fficer recelves-tr
muc a month or a year, and then frem the pel blm?
moment o! the service o! the wrt o! attach- M. FORTIN. It l mandatory as regards
ment the Deputy MInhoter wIll 'etisn t se ailthat may be acknowledged te be due to
portion wheh in delaredseizable by the the defendant-, or etherwse It would fot
laws o! the province from wblc the wr t le meet the oejenttfhe BIl.
ssued ; the moment al tbattenprovded yen
have the provisions te carry utne law, a d
It la Immeterial wheter yeu say the Gev- together.
emment Is a Party te the suit or nt. As Mr. FORTIN. Why sbould It nt be man-
regards tae procedure l othisBile, there le a datory? If an ordlnary person Intead of
partîcular reason why 1t allMwrth.n the the GovernTN be the gamnlshee, la I nt
powersthat eau be exerclsed by the Dernin mandatory ?me third person la ordere iby
ton Parliament The Dominion Government the writ te appear before dise court and te
bas full control and authorcty over the per- delare what e may owe t the defendat

soswho are empleyed or- pald by It. [n But here, under themacblnery o! this BIH,
passIng tble iaw, Parliament 8 in effe0t, the Minhteo or the Deputy Mnlmnter In net
that a portion o!-the moneysVoted by Par beund to appear la perttache dnt e otht extit
lilment, and te be pald by the GoverGment, we faetate the procet rW must man-ct
eau be attadied. litk Mot a legal eOnse- tat ordnaryJustie woUi be done by the
quence ithat Pariament eau eay under wbat Miner or Deputy a htsterra, and we mfrmy
condItions that portion of the aalary oa be ask tbem ite send a report by mall. It bas
attahed and how the members of the Cab- been auggeSted that the procedure eould ho
met or the Deputy Ministers willre te execute le! t te he iferent pvinces. Im e,

poro FOhINh. elrdsezbeb h
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Mr. Chairman, what would be the effect of
leaving the execution of an attachment of
this kind to the procedure in each of the
different provinces. There are seven, or we
may say eight provinces in the Dominion,
and ithe procedure might be different ln each
of them. We could well understand the Min-
ister saying in such a case : Are we coin-
pelled to follow the statutes of each pro-
v!ce ; are we compelled ·to go to ·the chef
lieu of the court to make a declaration li
one province, and to send a letter in an-
other province ? The very Idea of leaving to
each province the manner ln which this Bill
would be carrIed out, would be the strongest
objection against it, and the only way to
make It workable1s to provide the machinery
here, and to make that machinery as simple
as possible. It was strongly urged last year
that the Government would be obliged to
employ an army of officers ail through the
Dominion ; but <the present Bill has met
that objection, and under section 9, the Gov-
ernor In Council is authorized ýto make by-
laws and regulations, and to deduet from
the salary of the civil servant a certaln
amount, not exceedlng ten per cent, so that
all this expense Is avoided.

The MINISTER OF MARINE ANI)
FISHERIES. There is a point to whlcb I
wLsh to direct 'the attention of my hon.
friend (Mr. Fortin). He bas attempted an
argument as to the legaity of this parlia-
mentary attempt to usurp the rights of the
local Parliaments to legislate on civil pro-
cedure. The hon. gentleman starts ont in
bis argument by assuming 'that there is a
subject matter of legislation assigned to this
Parliament, and that he Is only incidentally
providing the machinery -for carryling out
some legislation which this Parliament deter-
mines should be enacted wkth regard to that
subject matter. But, his wbole argument Is
based upon the assumption that we have the
jurisdiction In the firet Instance. I would
like to ask him, under what subject matter
ln the British North America Act does lhe
place It ? What bas been assigned to this
Parliament to legislate on ? I can under-
stand that when the subjeot of Insolvency
was submitted to this Parliament, we could
enact al the machinery-as ineidental to the
main- matter-necessary to carry out our
legislation. As ineldental to the main sub-
ject of our jurlsdictlon, we have the right
to enact ail procedure necessary for carrying
It out, but where Is the subject matter ln the
first instance here, which would enable vou
to annex to it the power to legislate on a
matter of procedure. You are deberately
starting out to usurp funetions whicb pro-
perly exclusIvely belong to Ahe local legis-
latures. Unless you eau satlsfy yoursf
that there Is a subject matter whloh you can
legislate, upon In the irst Instace, and as-
Sign to this Parliament as being withIa its
juisdlction. you have no rlght to Intrench
upon the eivil procedure at all. The mere
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getting through this Parliament of a Bill
which is unworkable will not do you any-
good. The hon. gentleman seems to think
that If he only gets his Bill througl, whe-
ther it is workable or not, whether it pro-
duces good or evil, he will accomplish all
he wants.

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the hon. gentle-
man excuse me ? I called on the Mi±ter of
Justice four or five times to get his legal
opinion of this Bill, as he Is the legal au-
thority of this Government, and 1 got his
opinion that there was no constIttional ob-
jection to the Bill at all. What more conid
I do than that ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman got a
legal opinion from this House last seion
as well as this session, that there was no
constitutional objection at all to civil ser-
vants of this Government being amenable to
the law of the province; but he must not
get away front the point under discussion.
That Is not the point we are discussing. The
point Is whether thils Parliament has power
to enact legislation regarding the method of
carrying that out-whether we have the
power to enact the procedure that shall be
followed-to say when the writ of attach-
ment shall issue, upon whom it shall be
served, and when It shall be served. Al
these matters are within the exclusive juris-
diction of the province. The hon. gentleman
says that he as introdueing liberal and radical
legislation, and that we all ought to support
him. I have polnted out that in Engaud
similar legisiation was passed in 1854, and
that Parliament af!terwards repealed it-first
as regards seamen, and ln the second place
as regards all workmen and labourers. That
Is some evidence that those opposing this
Bill are not opposed to legislation which Is
absolutely good lu itself, but are opposed to
legislation which has proved to be abso-
lutely bad In Great Britain. There Is al-
ready a procedure by which every civil ser-
vant who owes a debt and will not pay it
can be compelled to pay It. What is that
procedure ? He eau be brouglit before the
court-in the province of Ontario, at any
rate-and can be examined as to what bis
salary Is and how much he owes ; and the
judge, after hearing the whole case, declares
that he shall pay so much per week or s-
much per month out of bis salary, and if he
does not pay It, he ean be imprisoned. But
that ls apart fromxx the point I am discussing.
I would like to see this BIll referred to a
committee 6f lawyers. I am unable at pre-
sent te see bow it can lbe worked out, unless
through the Court of Exchequer, because
you cannot confer upon a provincial court
power to use its process outside of the pro-
vines that gives It life. The jurisdiction of
a provincial court In Prince Edward Island
is limited to the bounds of the provinee.
You say, let the writ be Issued, and send it
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up to Ottawa ; but you cannot do that with-
out violating the British North America Act.
You are attempting to introduce legislation
which as I see it now Is absolutely unwork-
able.

Mr. McNEILL. Did I correctly under-
stand my hou. friend to say that this B;11l
would enable the travelling allowance of a
judge to be attached '

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I called the attention of tie
-pronoter to the fact that in the very tirst
section that could be done, and i asked him
to strike out all the words, except " salary
and wages."'

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am willing to ac~
cept that suggestion. With regard to this
Bill being referred to a commIttee of law-
yers, the spectacle which we have witness-
ed to-night, and the spectacle which we wit-
nessed last year, when the Bill was under
discussion, must satisfy every member thaz,
the most futile thing on earth would be to
refer it to a committee of lawyers. There
is one way In which we can settle this ques.
tion. I bave it from the Minister of Justice.
the fountain of legal authority in the Gov-
ernment, that the Bill Is perfectly constitu-
tional. I have had the same opinion from
other legal gentlemen, perbaps not so eml-
nent as theb on. Minister of Marine and
Fisheries-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Have you his written opin-
ion ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have not. He hadl
two or three little objectIons which I could
not help regardlng as absurd.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Oh.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will give them to
the hon. mem-ber, and let him judge of them
for himself. The Minister of Justice said
Le did not think it was a wise Bill, because
a lot of people f orced goods on civil servants,
and they were compelled to buy more than
ordinary people. I think that was absurd ;
but lie said that so far as he was concern-
ed he took na objection to the constitution-
ality of the BIl. Then the bon. member for
Laval (Mr. Fortin), an eninent lawyer from
the province of Quebec, says the Bil is ail
right. In view of legal objections now of-
fered, when lawyers differ In this way,
what lu the name of common sense can lay-
men do ? The only logical thing is to pas.;
the BIl, and let Its constitutlonallty be test.
ed lu the courts. I am not trylng merely to
get a fiR on the statute-book. This is a
liberal and radical measure whleh I an
anxlous to see pase I am not a lawyer,
but if we leave the RBI to a committee of
lawyers we cannot hope to get an agree-
ment. Let the Bill go upon the statute-
book, let it be challenged If nesary, ani

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

then we shall have a deelsion of the courts
whether it Is constitutional or net. That Ais
a reasonable propositionsand one that will
enable the people of Canada to know whe-
ther the salarles of civil servants can be at-
tached or not. If we go on with the Bill, 1
am willing to accept any reasonable amend-
ment. It eau be discassed In this comnittee
as well as In a special committee ; and after
my recent experience I have very little faith
la special committees. The night is young;
let us go on with the discussion of the Bill.
and any reasonable amendments that nay
be offered will be accepted.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think the plea which
the hon. member makes, that the Bill should
be allowed to go on the statute-book, how-
ever defective It is, and however incapable it
is of doing the work Intended, is a very bad
plea, and will not be accepted by the House.
Such a Bill, if placed on the statute-book,
will only lead to costs being ineurred, and to
dlfifculty arislng between the Government
and the eivil service, for no good whatever,
except to gratify the ambition of the hon.
member.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no ambition.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The bon. gentleman
says he has no ambition, and we can ac-
cept bis statement. I will say to pass the
Bil wHii do no good except to meet bis de-
sire on this particular point Now, I have
always understood that It was the duty of
the legal department of the Government to
be prepared with a statement as to ithe legal-
lty of a BIR and its completeness to perform
the purpose for whieh it was Intended, and
the duty of some Minister of the Crown to
present that statement to Parliament when
the BMI was under discussion. Time and
again these Bills, promoted by private men.
bers have ln my experlence been diseussed
at the counell board, and the opinion of the
Department of Justice has been given l re-
gard to those Bils, and that opinion has
always received the greatest possiblo
consideration ln the House. Now,
lu what position are we to-night ? We
are a lot of laymen, a number of us,
and we have heard legal opinlons on *this
question on the one side and the other.
How are we to decide ? Tis Hlouse natu-
ra'ly looks to the Justice Department of the
Goverument as having some authorlty and
as belng responsible to the House and the
country. But here we bave a private mem-
ber saying: I consulted the Minister of
Justice, whose opinion I aecept on one roint,
but whose opinion on other matters is ab.
surd, and consequently M threw it aside,
And here we have a cofleague of the Min-
ister of Justice-himself a lawyer equalyeminent and of MuCh onger practice--de.
clarling that this B , whIeh the Minister
of Justice dedared eonstitutional, is uncon-
stltutional.
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Thâe MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I did not say it was uncon-
stitutional, because I suggested last session,
and I am still of that opinion, that in so
far as the Bill declares that the salaries of
civil servants shah be Uiable to garnishnent
or attachment in the provinces. to that ex-
tent It Is perfectly constitutional.

Mr. MONTAGUE. But this Bill goes
further, and the hon. gentleman lias speci-
fically declared that going so far as to in-
terfere with the question of civil rights,
which belongs to the provinces by the Bri-
tish North America Act, it Is unconstitu-
tional. That is directly opposite to the
statement of the hon. member for Lisgar,
who says that the Minister of Justice bas
declared that this Bil Is constitutlonal lu
Its entirety. I do not thLnk this Parlia-
ment should be without guidance in a mat-
ter of this kind. We have seen in the
case of Bill after BiUH submitted to this
House, the Solicitor General standing up
and saying, when questioned as to the legal-
Ity of a certain provision : I am not ex-
pressing my opinion. The Solicitor Gene-
rai represents the Department of Justice.
the Minister of Justice Is not here nor is
the Solicitor General, and the Minister of
Marine andi Fisheries is the only iawyer In
the Cabinet present, and be declares the
BIll unconstitutional. :lu the absence of the
Solicitor General and the Minister of Jus-
tlice, the bon. member for Lisgar ought
not to press this measure until we get a
definite opinion from the Department of
Justice, first, as to whether it is constitu-
tional, and next as to whether the ma.
chinery provided will be efkient to carry
out the purpose .the hon. gentleman las 1a
view. What Is the use of our going on
discussing this measure, and then finding
out that the Minister of Justice or bis col-
league throws it overboard, or, If we should
put It on the statute-book, finding out that
It is absolutely unworkable. These pro-,
ceedings are farcleal. -This House ought
to hold the Government respousible for not
being prepared, on measures of this kInd,
to express their opinion, as the authorized
committee of this House, as to the consti-
tutional aspect. before we spend hour after
hour dlscusslng them.

Mr. DAVIN. Is not this Bill the one
that was brought in last year ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certalnly nt.

Mr. DAVIN. What is the difference ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. it Is entirely differ-
ent. This Bill provides machinery for the
colection of debts.

Mr. DAVIN. But in principle It ls the
same ?

Mr.I BOHARDSON. Yes.
186f

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to ask
the promoter of the Bill another question.
DId not the BI last year provide that you
could net collect old debts, but only debte
acerued from the date of its passage ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, and I have ex-
pressed my willingness to consent te an
amendment to the same effect.

Mr. McNEILL. Did the Minister of Jus-
tice say that the providing of elaborate ma-
chinery was constitutional?

Mr. RICHARDSON. I called at the De•
partment of Justice three or four times,
and urged them from timne to time to con-
sider the Bil, and fdnally the Minister of
Justice told 'me he had gone over the Bill,
and, so far as he 'was concerned, he could
see no constitutional objection to it. He
made some little objections, such as I bave
mentioned, namely, that it milght interfere
with the administration of the publie de-
partments, that servants of the Goverument
occupied such a position that they should
not be dragged before the courts to the
neglect of their duties. I took nuo stock
lu these objections, but was perfeetly sat-
Isfied with his opinion that he saw nothing
unconstitutlonal in the measure. I am sat.
isfied to accept the suggestion of the Min-
ister of Marine, and beg ito mnove, there-
fore, that lu subsection C of section 1 the
words "emolument, fees, moneys, allow-
ances," be struck out.

Mr. DAVIN. On this very point we are
In this position. We have just had the
statement from the hon. member for Lis-
gar that the Minikster of Justice gave hlim
a certain opinion ; we have heird the posi-
tion taken by the Minister of Marine (Sir
Louis Davies), which seems to me to dodge
responsibhlity on the part of the Govern-
ment, but last year when a Bill, the same
tu principle, was before the House the Min-
Uster of Ralways (Mr. Blair) had no doubt
whatever. This Is what he sald:

We have no right to declare by Act of Parl&-
ment that a man's salary shall be Hable to at-tachment. I would not like to see such a declar-ation pasd by this House. WIth a,, respect to
the bon, gent aman who introduced the Bill and
those associated with him, it would not te
creditable to us to pass through this Hous the
clause which declares as to who ahould or what
should be Hable to attachment. We cannot do it.
Then, If it ls going to be law, it will be necessary
to provide some machinery which l gnot pro-
vided by the Bih, whereby the Queen Man be
sued. You cannot take one cingle step in order
t» enforce a remedy against the 4Crown unless
Her Majesty permits herseif to be a party to the
action. The Queen can only be oued upon a
Petition of right, a fat has to be grted by theGvernment. Some provision to meet uch a case
will have to .be adopted. I say, with al good
feelings towards the hon. gentleman who hu
introduced this Bill, that it s fnot in the shape
lu whicb It can be passed, even If we thought the
principle one that should be adopted.
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That is a manly position taken by the Min- present the Minister of Justice and lelp
Ister of Railways. But to-nAght we are InPariament with questions of this sort1
this extraordinary position, that in the dis-:tlnk he miglt time bis vita to Eng1and
cussion of a Bil respectIng whlch a 'Minis- better. Is le goIng to Rome this time? i
ter of the Crown, himself a ilawyer, and well remember that on one occason le went
wio bas been Prime iMinpster of a pro- to Rome as a delegate to the Vatican, hed
vince, deelares liAs opinion in that unmis- I heard that he displayed great diplomacy,
takable manner, we bave a Treasury bench insomucih that if he found that the bar was
deserted save for the presence of one Min- altogether too mundane an employment, he
ister, who spoke on the Bill, and he wob- would be capable of graduating to a higlh
bles. dignlty as an ecelesiastical delegate. Well,

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND 1 Sir, I would ask this gentleman (Mr. Talbot),
FISHERIES. I did not wobble, but ex- 1who knows all about It because no informa-
pressed myself exceedingly strongly. tion lhas cone from the Treasury bench-is

pthe Solicitor General going to Rome ithis
Mr. DAVIN. If my hon. frIend considers

that he spoke exceedingly strongly and de-
fineIy, I do not know what his weak mo-
ments would lie.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not think the hon. gen-
tleman could have been in when I spoke.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, I was, and I must
confess that the spectacle we have to-night
Is one the most derogatory to Parliament
that ln my experence-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ob, oh.

Mr. DAVIN. I spoke In the earlier part
of the sitting of the kennel, and [ now
hear voices from that unclassical quarter.
I do not know where that sound came from,
but I may say to one or two hon. gentle-
men opposite, just by way of warning, that
one or two of them Iu past sessions made
to my knowledge a contract wlth one or
two-shall I call them gentlemen ?-to ln-
terfere with the Independence of this Par-
liament, and I have treated them with
slent mercy, but I give them fair warn-
ing that if they are not more careful I will
attach an epithet to each one of them that
w11 go down to their graves with them and
wIll make them a laugbing-stock In the lit-
tle rural villages In whleh they sometimes
shine as great members of Parliament.

Mr. McMULLEN. Say that over again.
Mr. DAVIN. I will repeat it, ln order

that we may see again the beautiful smile
that la characteristi eof the hon. member
-for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen). I
repeat that, In my experience as an obser-
ver of this Parliament, elther as a m2mber
or one whose duty forced hlm to observe it,
I have never witnessed a ene so deroga-
tory to its dignity as this-when, with so
important a Bill as this before us, we are
left, as the hon. member for Hadlmand
has shown, entirely without guidance.
Where, Sir, Is the Solleitor General (Mr.

Mr. TALBOT. He fiSgolag to Englian j
to-morrow.

Mr. DAVIN. That, then, is the reasan.
The Solcitor General should be here to re-

Mr. DAVIN.

time ?
- Mr. TALBOT. He had left you roaming.

An hon. MEMBER. Question.

Mr. DAVIN. That Is the question. I
asked, where the Solieltor General was, anl
was told that he was not here, as he was
going to England. That meant crossing the
Atlantie, and he might go from London to
Reme. I ask again the question: Why Is
it we are without guidance here? For you
might as well look for guidance to a
weathercock, whirling in a shifting breeze,
as to look for it in the shifting speech of
the Minister of Marine and Fisherles. Does
any one know where he Is ? Does any one
know whether le thinks this Bill is constitu-
tional or not ? Does any one know whether
he wants this Bill to pass or not ? What did
we see a short time ago ? We saw the hon.
member for Lisgar make a pathetie appeal
to the Minister of Marine and Fisherles.
and then from the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries to the gods above, recalling a
time when, with the blooming Innocence of
his ignorance of parllamentary life and
trickeres--

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, no; I did net
say that

Mr. DAVIN. I agree that the hon. gen-
tleman did not express himself at all as
well as that. But, Mr. Chairman, the lon.
gentleman must not expect that, when I
speak obliquely, when I use the historical
form. I wil give his exact language. If I
wish to quote hlm, I will quote hlm direct-
ly, as I sometimes do, from the WinnIpeg
" Tribune." But I always do it with fear
and tremblIng, lest it should spoil my style.
But we did see the hon. gentleman-and, if
my descriptions should fall short In any
way Of doing justice to the tragie elements
Wi the appeal, surely that Is net to be won-
dered at-we did see hlm appeal to his past,
and to the time when he came in here an
enthusiastie young reformer, blieving that
all he had to do was to bring forward a
measure like this, and everybody would
hold up bis hands, that he would get help
from the Minîsters of the Crown, that wheu
the Minister of Justlee told him the Bill
was unconstitutional, ihe would net find him-
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self let and hindered by the Treasury taken any responsibility In the matter. The
bench. He told us, and he has not with. Minister of Railways and Canails has
drawn it, though the hon. Minister of Ma- pressed-
ine and Fisherles doubted It, that the M

Prime Minister told hlm he would help hn. Mr. DAVIN. May I ask the hon. gente-
thils year, or in some future ye, with this man (Mr. Richardson) a question?
Bill. Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly.

Mr. RICHARDSON. What I said was, .DAVIN Do understand the hon.
that the Prime Minister said he was in Mr.
favour of the principle of the Bill, but there gentleman to lay down the doctrine that the
were some details he wished to look Into, Government bas no responsibllity ln regard
and, if I would lay it over for another year, to legltation of this sort placed on the Pub-
he would endeavour to support it. lie Bins and Orders ?

Mr. DAVIN. And I must say-and Ilike Mr. RICHARDSON. As t apprehend the
to cone to the help of my western friend- matter-I may be entirely wrong, but I give
that is my recolleetion also. But, here my own vlew-I do not see that the Gov-
again. where is the Prime Minister now, ernment have any more responslbility than
when this Important measure Is before the' other memebrs of Parliament In regard to
House. an important measure supported by this matter. The hon. member for West
a leading Reformer from the west, and by Assinibo1a.is just as much interested that
a distinguished lawyer from Montreal, the such a Bill as this should become law as Is
hon. member for Laval (Mfr. Fortin)? Why, the hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
Sir, as I say, It is a most derogatory sitaa-: The Bill stands upon its merits. Why fty
tion we find ourselvPs In-ungulded, the off at a tangent and rush into a criticism
Government afraid to take responsbiblty In of the Government, endeavouring to make
the face of a measure like this and to de- a point against the Administration? Surely
clare, as the Minister of Railways and that Is not what we are sent here to do.
Canals did last year, that they couldi nlot We are sent here, not to seek to put the
accept the measure, or else to come forwar-1 Government ln a hole, but to act upon our
and say to the hon. member for Lisgar : own responsibility to our constituents. Let
Accept certain modifications, and the mea- the hon. member for West Assinibola re-
sure will be passed. member that be will not make himself a

name ln this country by seeking to get a
Mr. RICHARDSON. The hon. member crack at the Government, as it were, to try

(Mr. Davin) need not worry about the spee- to hold up the Government to ridicule. Let
taele of the Go-vernment. If 1remember him remember ithat the people have their
the facts, last year the Government divded eyes upon him, and that he will be held re-
on the question, some voting for the me- sponsible for the position that he stakes on
sure and some against it. Any member of this Bill, and on other legislation. It will
this House should be at liberty to intro- not bring kudos to himself to be able to
duce any legislation here he chooses, re- send out speeches showing that he scarified
gardless of the Government. I support the the Government in this or 'that connection
Goverument on general principles, but I do To my mind that Is the greatest curse of
not propose to mun to the Premier, or to polities at the present time, and one that
nt prope to ut the erme, to to we should get rid of. I appeal to hon. mem-
any member of the Government, to ask bers to give this measure a fair triaL It is
what o leilon I shallot on shall qnot in- a m*ater immaterial to me to have my namneduce, or how 1 shall vote on this question tu ee oayBllta osuo h
or on that. Surely to goodness, this is attaehed to anyBillthat goes upon the
measure ith rear ilto whc veymm me 'that a Bill of this kindi has been promot-ber has his son lty. I tho. members ed by myself ? It is because I1believe thait

donot. Ish to vonfr. heybe caenvte an arlstocracy is being created in this coun-
against it fa o.mme osntnty, the aristocracy of the civil service, andi
think It constitutional, let hlm vote agalnst that they are not placed in the same position
it. The Government affords no spectacle as other memnbers of society, that I have un-
lu connection with the matter. I suJppose dertaken to press this measure. It is because
they have been attending to matters whlch o t hat conviction that I have introduced this
they think inftltely more important. Whe Bill year after year. Su far as I amn con-
the question was asked, some tlime ago, cernedi, if it does not pass now, I do nlot
whether they intended teIntroduce such a propose ever to introduce it again. .I want
Bull, I think the Prime Minister replled tht te have it decided to-nighit upon its merits.
the hon. member for Lisgr had already ln- If members think it Is of no use, let thiem
troduced a BIL. Now, we istened with vote agalust it ; If they think It 4s all right.
all attention to the words of the hon. mem-fl let them vote for 4t. But I do not allow
ber for Haldimandi (Mr. Montague). Be myef to be deceived by being told that if I
seemed to makre out qulte a case ; but, wIll just walt another year it will probably
when yo comne to eook at it, whbat is there e adoptet. Let us settle here to-night
in it after al(? The Government htas net uapon its merits.
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The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. This Bill is neither a Govern-
ment measure, nor are the Goverument sup-
porting it or opposing it Individual mem-
bers of the Government may support it, and
others may oppose It, as they did last year.
It Is a matter upon which gentlemen on
either side of polities are free to vote just
as they like.

Mr. BELCOURT. Representing as I do a
constituency in which -there are probably a
greater number of civil servants than In any
other constituency lu Canada, I desire 'to say
a few words. I wish to dIscuss this Bill, as
the hon. member for Lisgar (Mr. Richard-
son) puts it, on Its merits. I am glad of the
opportunity which Is now afforded me of
expressing my opinion of the civil service,
as I have done on a previous occasion. Hav-
Lng lived here a good many years, and hav-
ing had frequent and close relations with
them, I amln a position to assert confident-
ly that there is no class of the communlty
which more honourably fulfils its obigations
'than the civil service, speaking generally. If
we attend our division court in Ottawa we
see a lesser proportion of civil servants at-
tending on Judgment summons, or to be ex-
amined after judgment, tban almost of any
other class. With respect to the constitution-
ality of the Bill, I desire to point out that by
section 2 it is provided that in future all
moneys due by the Crown are attachable.
Now, as a lawyer, I am of cpinion that that
provision Is unconstitutional. The garnIsh-
ment of the salaries of itbe civil servants may
not be unconstitut-ional, but the attachment
of moneys due by the Crown to any person
is, to my mind, unconsti'tutlonal.

Mr. RICHARDSON.
thait.

We bave changed

Mr. BELCOURT. You have changed sec-
tion C, but that difficulty wIil stil remain
because you have not changed section 2.
Supposing a man having an important con-
tract puts in a claim for extras. A garnish-
ment is taken and served upon the head of
the department; the matter comes up ln
court, in the division coart or the superior
court ln any province ; in order to de-
eide the queetion raised by the attachment,
the judge will have to decide as to the lia-
bility of the Crown in that contraet, involv-
ing thereby a question wbleh properly be-
longs to the Exchequer Court alone. That ls
why I think this provision of section 2 Is un-
constitutional. I have Ilstened carefully to
the arguments advanced by hon. gentlemen
supporting this Bill, but they have falied to
make out a caseIto show that there was any'
demand for -thIs BIll; they have not sbown
uny necessity for attaching the salaries of
clvil servants. The member for Lisgar bas
told us that thila was a liberal and progre&
sive measure.' I take Issue with hlm there
I do not think It is elther liberal or progres-

ir-RICHARDSON.

sive. Let us remember that the tendency tu
all countries is not to render attachable the
,salaries of wage-earners, but, on the con-
trary, to increase the exemptions. At one
time wage-earners' salaries were wholly
attachable ; to-day, in Ontario, practically,
you cannot attach the salary. The law
provides that you must leave ln the bands
of all wage-earners the sum of at least
$25, and I say that anounts -to practical
)rohibition as to attachment. As a mat-

ter of fact, those who practise in the courts
of Ontario know that attachment for salary
is a practically unknown quantity; It is prae-
tically prohibited by the fact that $25 must
be lef!t In the hauds of the party whenever
seizure is made. I say It is neither a liberal
nor a progressive measure, for another rea-
son. The tendency ln modern days Is not to
encourage but to discoirage the giving of
credit. Every day we find our retail mer-
chants giving less and less credit. If you
render salaries attachable you are going to
stimulate the habit of giving eredit, and the
very evil whieh my hon. frieni seeks to pre-
vent, that of giving credit to the civil ser-
vants, will not be overcome, but, on the con-
trary, wtll be fostered. Some hon. gentlemen
bave compared the case of the Govern ment
with that of railway companies and other
large corporations. It seems to me that the
two cases are not at all parallel. A railway
company Is engaged ln business for profit,
whereas the Government is not ln that posi-
tion at ail. The Government is ln the posi-
tion of administering the affairs of the coun-
try for the good of all. I submit, therefo:'e,
that nO case bas been made out for the Bill.
Surely 'the merchants of Ottawa must be
supposed to be as much interested la tis
matter as the merchants of any other city,
but ithey have not demnanded thls Bill. they
are not, so far as I know, ln favour of this
BIll. I think we may safely be gulded by
the opinion whIch prevails ln this city of
Ottawa. Again, there is no necessity for it,
because we have in the province of Ontario
to-day all the necessray machinery for fore-
ing legal debtors to pay their debts. You
may bring them up before a Judge and ex-
amine bthem, and If the judge thinks they are
In a position to pay, he orders them to pay
a certain sum of money, and this they must
pay upon pain of imprIsonment. The hon.
member for Laval (Mr. Fortin) says tba:t
there was no such provision In the province
of Quebee. I think, however, there is such
a provision, but not to the same de-gree:
there is a provision by which you can bring
a judgment debtor before a judge and ex-
amine hlm as to bis means of paying. If lie
has committed any fraud, you may have a
remedy even iu tbe province of Quebee. So
that ln the two large provinces, at least,
there are ample means at the disposail of ail
creditors for securing their debts. If this
Bill were passed and were found workable
it would not afford the people of Ontario
and Quebee any rem1edy whch they bave
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not got to-day. The only procedure which
Is created by the Bill is the one which
speaks of a writ of attnchment. In the pro-
vince of Ontario you can issue a wrlt only
in certain cases. So, not only does this BIlH
not afford any remedy, bat it does not afford
any procedure by whIch that remedy can
be carried out ln Ontario.

Mr. HAGGART. I sbould like to say a
word on the question of the constitut:on.
ality of this Bill, if I, as a layman, may
venture an opinion upon it. In the flrst
place, I would say that my opinion Is u
direct contradistinction to the opinion which
the hon., Minister of Railways and Canils
(Mr. Blair) expressed at the last session of
Parliament. The argument that bas been
advanced by the hon. meniber for Laval (Mr.
Fortin) is incontrovertible, that we have
jurisdiction over the wage of the civil ser-
vant. We may say that we shall pay the
wage of civil servants in any direction we
think proper. It is incidental to his employ-
ment. We may say that we will pay a por-
tion to his wife, or a portion to his chuidren.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That is a matter of contract.

Mr. HAGGART. The contraot is not bind-
ing on the Government li reference to it.
You may do it in any manner that you please
as was made plain in the Balderson case.
But that question does not arise here. It is
incident to the hiring of the eivl servant and
incident to the service that the Government,
or the legislature, should have full controi
or power in reference to the payment oif the
wages of the civil servant. The Government
can do it in any form. The legislature cau
direct what form may 'be adopted ; it may
be ·that the wage may be paid lin the form
of a judgment. We are not interfering with
the jurlsdiction of any of the provinces
when we say that a certain form shall be
provided before we pay the money out.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You are declaring in thls Bill
that there sbould be an attachment and how
and where it shall be served.

is a consenting party, but a party has to get
their consent. You cannot make a garnishee
effectual by legislation, such as is proposed
here, against the Crown unless the Crown is
a consenting party to the proceedings. The
Bill does not provide fully for ·that, but I
think the object of the Bill would bc ae-
complished fully if It were made simply op-
tional with the Crown, so that when a party
has judgment against a clvil servant, upon
it beîng furnished to a Deputy Minister, or
an officer of the Crown, he would have
power to pay it. There Is another <objection
to the Bill. I think it is not directory
enough. When you interfere with rhe pre-
rogative of the Crown the Act should be
framed in the most direct manner possible
so that there can be no doubt possible. I
think the object would be accomplished if
the Bill were passed and simply filed with
the deputy heads of the departments and
leave It optional with them. I am not speak-
ing of the principle of the Bill. I am of the
same opinion as the hon. Minister of Marine
and Fisheries that these Bills that have been
passed in Great Britain have been found
unworkable and that the Crown has found
it necessary 'to alter or revoke them alto-
gether. I am not of the opinion that any
sufficlent cause has been shown far a BIll
of this kind, and I think it Is not necessary
I think the Bill is objectionable on many
grounds, but wbat I rose to state was sim-
ply the constitutional point to which I have
referred. I think there is no doubt as to the
power of the legislature to deal with the
wages of the civil servants and to say ln
what manner they shall be pald. It is, an
incident to our power, and it does not in-
terfere with the procedure of the court at
all. This is a publie Bill, and one whicir
the Government should have an opinion up-
on. They should state what their poliey is
to the House.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Is that the case in reference
to all publie Bills ?

Mr. HAGGART. Publie Bills cannot boe
come law, or do not always become law,

Mr. HAGGART. The question of attacli- -h- hess they have the suprt of the advlsers
ment 1 another thing. As to the manner of of the Crown. The advisers of the Crown
procedure it Is incidentai to the manner in1 have had gn opportunIty of becoring fam*
which we may pay wages. We may say that iar with the opinion of the members of the
a judgment of the court may be obtainedHous and of the country, and thnkIt is
before we pay that, and we may prescriefuIy trne that the advisers of the Crown
the form ln whieh the creditor shal have te should give an opinion upon it.
proceed before we pay the money. Ail these Mr. McNEILL.In regard to this clause
things, to my mind, are simply directory, whlch gays that any publie officer, or any
they are simply optional upon the Govern-
ment. The Bill does nSt provide mensm02e mlydb h oeneti nmeut TheBul doo u~> prvideIIiOLS luded lun te BIh], 1 would .ile to ask If that
enough for bringing action or making the ov
Crown a party to action. It wl1 not be man-
datory upon the Government, and that is one The M[NISTER 0F MARINE AND
fault that I have against the Bih thait It FISMERIES. Tbey have etrieken out the
does not provide means whereby the Crown words ln theInteriretatlon clause, and tha
shall be sued. We provide means wheraby xnIng-lunte second clause muât follow
the Crown shah lle sued. The Orown Itseft and b hmted to salaries and wgeCs.
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Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Chairman, It has would be no bad debts at al. As It Is
been made quite evident, by this discussion, to-day, the man who pays 100 cents on the
that there is a great difference of opinion dollar has to pay not only for his own
as to the Bill, whether It would be workable goods, but has to pay for his neighbour who
or constitutional or not. I think from the defaults in his payment. Every merchant
diversity of opinions that have been ex- knows that when he is selling goods he
pressed liere to-night it is a question whe- charges a little more to provide for bad
ther this Bill should be allowed to pass. I debts, and therefore If we make a law pro-
am not sure as to the wisdom of passing viding that these creditors can cohleet from
this Bill. We have had, for thirty-two years, the civil servants, we are simply extend-
since confederation, the law as it stands to- ing a system which I believe to be a bad
day, and there has not been, so far as I have one in principle. Even if this law when
been aware, one single reason why that law passed were workable-and we have heard
should be revoked. The whole tendency of sound opinions on both sides of the House
legislation. not only ln thls country, but in that it would not be workable-even if it
Great Britain, has been in the direction of were workable, I am not sure that we would
further exemption, as was stated by the take a step in the rlght direction to pass
lion. Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Sîr it. I am of the opinion that we should
Louis Davies). This law was repealed in hesitate before passing this law, especially
England after a fair trial, and we know that in view of the divergent opinions'that have
in the local legislatures they are rather in- been expressed. It Is my opinion, and I
creasing the exemptions and providing that am strongly of that opinion, that this Par-
men shall have their wage or salary for liament should do ail It can to do away
therselves and their wives and familles to with the credit system. If we could make
a greater extent than before. My opinion al debts uncollectable up to a certain
is that it is not a good thing to provide too jiamount, then we would do away with the
much nachinery for the collection of debts.' merchants givIng credit, because he would
I believe it would be a good thing lif a law1only sell to those who paid cash or to those
were passed exempting everything under a '[whom he was sure would pay. I again
certain amount. lu Ontario it is lrmited to j say that we should consider the matter
$40, but I would go farther than that. in carefully before passing any such Bil as
the present Bill it is not proposed -to inter- this.
fere or take cognizance of any debts con-
tracted heretofore. Mr. MONTAGUE. I hardly think fthe

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND'
FISHERIES. They have promised to intro-
duce that.

Mr. CAMPBELL. It does not provide any
remedy for debts heretofore contracted. It
only makes provision so far as the future is
concerned. If the groceryman, the mer-
chant. the tailor, the shoemaker, the black-,
smith-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The doctor or the lawyer--

Mr. CAMPBELL-or anybody else ln this
country chooses to give credit to members
of the civil service he knows they are not
responsible. He knows that he cannot col-
lect that debt, and therefore he gets cash
down, or else he ailows it to become a
debt of honour wlth the debtor. I venture
to say that most of tne civil servants lu
Ottawa pay cash down for what they get,
and if they do not, then the merchant trusts
them on their honour, because he knows
he has no recourse against them. I have
heard of no sound reason why we should
now put on the statute-book a law repeal-
Ing the system which has been In force for
thirty-two years. As the hon. member for
Ottawa (Mr. Belcourt) very justly said, the
curse of this country is the credit system.
If we could only go back to the cash basis,
people could buy goods a great deal cheap-
er, and It would be an advantage both to
the buyer and the seller, because there

Sir LOUIS DAVE.

Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis
Davies), who is the only legal member of
the Cabinet present to-night, is treating the
House with due consideration. This cer-
tainly is a subject of some publie import-
ance, and I submit that it Is a subject of
sufficient importance to eall for a definite
declaration of policy upon the part of the
Administration. The Administration have
other duties to perform than their depart-
mental duties, and one of the Important
duties of an Administration Is to guide the
legislation of Parliament generally. Be-
fore I discuss that point, I w!sh to disabuse
the mind of my bon. friend from Lisgur
(Mr. Rlchardson) that I was charging him
with any petty attempt to perpetuate his
name In the annals of Canadian history by
putting a BIR upon the statute-book, and
while I do that, I cannot help saying to the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Richardson), that bis
awful threat that If we do nlot pass this
BIll now and here he will- never bring It
-p again, will not make this Parliament
zease to consider this Bill, or s any other
BII introduced by that bon. gentleman or
any other hon. gentleman which deals with
a matter of public Importance such as this
does. I submit that the -very strongest
case bas been made out that this Bih shall
be left over, and I.,say that with a very
large amount of frIendship to the BIl It-
self. I submit this to the hon. member for
LisgarI: If any - memrber came into this
House absolutely uninformed and abso-
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lutely unbiassed. depending upon the argu-
ment for his judgrnent and his vote to fol-
low his judgmient upon the Bill ; I submit
that up to this rime that member would
not know h&ow to vote upon this question.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Richardson) has
laughed at referring this Bill to a coim-
mittee of lawyers, but even lawyers are
sometines useful, and they are usef al, It
appears to me. iii framing a statute that
may be workable ; or :at least more Vork-
able than that whici happens to be framed
by a layman. What I rose to say to the
Minister of Marine was that it is the boun-
den duty of the Governinent to give us a
declaration of the policy upon a Bill of ithis
kind. The hon. gentleman i.Sir Louis Davies)
gets up and hie says to the members behind
hlm: We have no particular policy on this
Bill you can vote just as you please. That
is an easy way to get out of it, but it is
not the constitutional practice for a Govern-
ment to pursue. It is an easy practice to
please and not to displease his followers,
but it is a practice which is not et al in con-
formity with the practice of Parliament,
and the hon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies)
ought to know that as well as any other
member of this House.

Mr. POWELL. Especially where the
royal prerogative is concerned.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Qui-te so. Especially
where the royal prerogative is concerned, and
especially, too, that a Bill of this kind, if
you come to consider It to its limits, may
mean an interference wlth the revenues of
Canada. Let me refer to Bourinot upon
this very question (pp. 804 and 805), and I
think the hon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies)
will see there that the point whieh I took
before and which I am repeating now is
very elearly taken. Bourinot says:

Ministers alone can initiate measures of public
taxation and expenditure under the constitu-
tional law which gives control of such matters
to the Crown and its advisers; while the con-
ventions and understandings of the constitu-
tion-
And these, I submit, are quite as strong
as the laws of the constitution.
-have gradually entrusted them also with the
direction and supervision of every matter which
demands legislative enactment. In the ordinary
nature of things, no measure introduced by a
private member can become law unless the Min-
Istry gives facilities for ita passage. If the House
should press on their attention a particular mea-
sure, they must be prepared to give it considera-
tion and to assume full ministerial responsibility
for its passage or Its rejection.

Now, I submit, in view of that statement
In an authority which Is recognized by this
House, that the hon. gentleman (Sir Louis
Davies) ought either be prepared ýto say
what is the pollcy of the Government on
this Bil, or he should advise bis frIend
behind him to let this stand until the Gov-

ernment of Canada, on a matter of this im-
portance, Is prepared to give its policy to
Parliament.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FI:SIIERIES. I do not accept the state-
ment of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Montague)
that even in tlis House or in the Imperial
Parliament, in the case of any and every
Bill introduced by any and every private
member, that the Goverument is bound to
announce a policy one way or the other.
[ have seen, time and again, ln the Imperial
Parliament, members of the Government
divided upon Bills which -vere not Govern-
ment Bills, and I have seen in this House,
time and again, some members of the Gov-
ernment vote for a Bill and some vote
against it, it not being a Government mea-
sure. It was not a Government Bill; the
Government were not responsible for it.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Not when the pplicy
of the Government was asked.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The Opposition would al-
ways ask the Government to adopt a policy
pro or cons; but the Government may not
have a policy on the question, one way or
the other.

Mr. MONTAGUE. They ought to have.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Some of them will be in fav-
our of the Bill, and some of them opposed
to I. The Government may say : It is not
a Government measure, and our supporters
are free to vote for the Bill or not, as they
please. That is the position we occupy with
reference to this Bill; I am opposed to the
Bill ; I stated that last year, and I state it
now. I think it is an unworkable, unjust
and unfair Bill, and to some extent I think
it is unconstitutional. But some of my col-
leagues thlnk differently. That may well
be. It does not follow that the Goverunment
are bound to be unanimous on every Bill,
or every resolution, which is produced by a
private member. You have often seen the
Government differ on temperance resobu-
tions and on fifty other resolutions brought
into this House. They are not bound to
unite on a measure, unless It is a part of
the Government policy, on which they can
be challenged.

Mr. TISDALE. These constitutional ques-
tions, which must frequently arise under our
federated forn of government are very
difficult questions. With regard to the con-
stitutionality of this Bill. I do not think it
le necessary for us to settle that question
or to be serlously troubled about It, because
I think we ought to be pretty well able to
agree upon a decision without reference te
Its constitutionality, more particularly after
bearing the views of the promoter, who, no
doubt, Je sincere in his desire to get the Bill
passed. If we cannot get some further
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light from hlm on the subjeet, I do not think
we have light enough at present to justify
us in passing the Bill. The one remark of
his that would influence me against it is.
that we should pass the Bll, and then leave
the courts to decide whether it Is law or
not. That is one principle of legislation.
whether public or private, which I have
found most mischievous, and lawyers par-
ticularly know the evil of it, for two rea-
sons : First, it costs so much to fdnd out
whether a doubtful Bill is law ; and second-
ly, what sort of a standing would a legisla-
ture have that passes laws which it is doubt-
ful about ? We are here not only to pass
laws, but a great deal of our time is occu-
pied, and one of our most Important duties
is, in trying to remedy legislation that is
not plain, so, as to make it plain; The hon.
gentleman, therefore, comes with a very
weak case. He has to admit that, under
all the circumstances, it is extremely doubt-
ful whether the Bill is constitutional ; and,
even if it were constitutional, it is very
doubtful whether It would be workable. I
do not agree with the hon. gentleman as to
that : I think it is quite plain that it Is un-
workable, and that it cannot accomplish
what he desires. I go strongly with the
hon. member for Ottawa (Mr. Belcourt).
Even if the Bill were constitutional and
were effective, there is no case calling for
it. I agree with the hon. member for Ot-
tawa that the trend of legislation is not to
create machinery, unless it is absolutely
called for, which can be used for founding
credit. This, I think, is the fourth Parlia-
ment in which this kind of legislation bas
been introduced, and it bas always falled to
pass, and each year It grows less. With
regard to the province of Ontarlo, as the
hon. member for Ottawa says, there Is
ample machInery at present in the hands
of the courts ; and it is a poor argument to
say that we should force this legislation in
the province of Quebec, if Its own legisla-
ture will not provide a remedy. We all
agree that it is entirely within the compe-
tence of the province to legislate on this sub-
Jeet, whereas there is a difference of opin-
ion as to the competence of this Parliament
to do so. At all events, we should not in-
terfere until we are quite -sure that the law
we are asked to pass 1s within our jurisdie-
tion, more especially as it is the undoubted
right and duty of the province to deal with
the subject. As the MInister of Railways
said last year, if this Bill passed, it would
compel every spending department of this
Government to inaugurate a set of books
In, order to keep track of the attachments
that might be issued. Now, In my opinion,
there is nothing so dangerous, or that brings
the action of the legislature so much into
contempt as to pass ineffective laws-4aws
that cannot be enforced. The beauty of
our system-and it is somnething no
man ought to forget-is that, when

Mr. TISDALE.

we pass laws, whether in great things
or small. the people accept them, and
know that the officials behind them
will compel their observance; and. in
my opinion, it is our fdrst duty to
be careful not to pass any legislation which
is in danger of failing. In justice to the
civil service, I thInk no case has been made
out to show that in equity and fairness
there has been such a crying grievance as
to justify us in laying a strong hand upon
them in order to compel them to pay their
honest debts in this way. I have never heard
of a case. Even granting that the machinery
could be made effective, if there had been a
notorious grievance on the subject, there
might be some plea for the legislation ; but
there is not. I do not know why the hon. gen-
tleuan--and I say it in no unfair spirit of
crlticism-is so anxious to have this legisla-
tion passed, because he is not in the centre
where there are many civil servants. He
may advocate the measure in a theoretical
sense, but I do not think he ias shown any
practical necessity for it. The legislature
of Ontario had to take a retrograde step to
protect the wages of workingmen in that
province .from being garnisheed, the argu-
ment being urged that they needed their
wage, and that the need of their wives and

1 familles ought to be considered. The same
argument will apply to the civil servants.
I look on this as a measure that will not be
of any good to the people the civil servants
deal with, and will be used in an unfair
and cruel measure towards the civil service.
I thInk, on all these grounds, we have quite
enough to reject the Bill, whether constitu-
tional or not.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I may tell my hon.
frIend that I have had resolutions of Boards
of Trade and letters from grocery associa-
tions and other people from all parts of the
country. urging me ito go on wi-th tbs mea-
sure. Here is the last I have recelved:

Montreal, April 17th, 1899.
The Montreal Grocery Association have much

pleasure in fully endorsing tihe Bill you have
presented concerning the attachment of the sal-
aries of Government employees, and hope it will
become law during the present session.

That is a sample of the -many resolutions I
have received wIthin the last year or two.
The hon. member says he cannot underotand
whiat reason I have for Introducing a Bill of
this kind.

Mr. TISDALE. What evidence,?
Mr. RICHARDSON. The hon. gentleman

said reason. Well, the reason I have for intro-
ducing it Is the very oppositeto what the hon.
gentleman has for opp0.sing it. I was able
to submit instances last year of very great
hardship existing owing to the impossibility
of colleeting from people wbo refused to pay
their just debts, under tre most aggravating
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eircumstances. I have no desire to men- the most intelligent way would be to refèr
tion these instances again, but many hon. it to a committee of legal gentlemen, and
members will bear me out when I say that they mlght associate with them a -man of
such instances exist by the -thousand. There common sense. But we ought to have au
are gentlemen all around me who are willing opinion that would be conclusive. I do not
to give instances, if the hon. imember insists. agree «wlth the hon. Minister of Marine. I
There is the greatest need for a measure of like his smiles and all that sort of thing, but
this kind, or I would not urge Its passage. I we have a Department of Justice, and I
have no special reason for promoting this should think that that department was.
Bill, except the great Injustice which is com- created just to deal wi'th such cases as this
mitted from time to time under the present on which legal gentlemen differ. I am at a
law. It is all very well for the hon. gentle- loss 'to know how I should record My vote
man to say it is not constitutional or not if calied on, but if I had an authoritative
workable, but there are lawyers all around opinion of the Department of Justice, al-
me, just as eminent as he is, who entertain thougli I do not agree with the policy of the
a different opinion. . Government, I would feel compelled to de-

cide in this matter according to ithe opinion
Mr. TISDALE. I said nothing about its of that department regarding the constita-

AnallitL f tha Bill Wa h v here -Q n ula.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bon. gentleman
did not ithink t .is workable or necessary. i
do ·no wish to be diseoarteous, and I am
much yonnger than the bon. gentleman, but
I have sat ln this Parliament three or four
sessions, and my experience is that I have
never yet known that hon. gentleman to
raise bis voice la favour of any liberal mea-
sure or tany measure of beneflit to the coun-
try. I wish ito say now, es the last word I
shall have to say of -the measure, thait my
sole object Is to attain the best end than can
be desired. If hon. gentlemen do not care
to vote for it.e Bill, let them vote against it,
but let us at least have a vote. When law-
yers differ, laymen should make up their
minds to vote, on their own judgment, a.s
they think proper.

Mr. COCHRANE. There are other mem-
bers just as anxious ;to discharge their duties
as the hon. gentleman is, but in what posi-
tion are we placed ? We have gentlemen of
the legal profession disagreeing as to what
effect the Bill .would have and as to its
constitutionality. If we are all anxious to
have this Bill become effective, what would
be the best way to proceed ? Would It be
on the lines indicated by the promoter of the
Bill, who says : I am going ito kiek ; I must
bave a division to-night or I will not have
anything more to do with it.

Mr. RICHARDSON. The hon. gentleman
has misunderstood me. The position I took
was that inasmuch as I had brought the Bill
up for three sessions and we had now fully
discussed it durIng nearly three hours, we
ougbt to decide whether ito pass it or not :
and If you do not chocse to pass it, so far as
I am concerned, I do not propose to waste
my time wlth it again.

Mr. COCHRANE. If the Bil lies so near
to your heart and has lain so near ito it so
long, why do you want to abandon it ?

Mr. RICHARDSON. There wIll be no ob-
jeet ln going on witb It furtber.

Mr. COCHRANE. There would be all the
object in the world in having lit dealt with
in an intelligent way, and it appears to me

ti-aiLy Uo 'ue . uýe lerca q estion which sbould be settled by the Depart-
ment of Justice, and the better way, I thlnk,
would be to refer the Bill to a committee of
legal gentlemen, who would be able to come
to some conclusion on the varlous law points.
raised.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. There appears to be a gen-
eral disposition to have the opinion of the
Minister of Justice, and it would be, per-
haps, as well for the commIttee to rise and
report progress and ask leave to sit again.
I would then have an opportunity of diseus-
sing ithe measure with the Minister of Justice
and will not fail to do so. I would, there-
fore, move, wlth my bon. friend's consent,
that the committee rise and report progress.
That will be the best way to attain some-
thing definite. That will not kill the Bill.

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have already seen
'the Department of Justice. I do not wish to
be fraitious in this matter at aIl, but I bave
sat here every Monday night, since the ses-
sion began, for the purpose of promoting
this Bill, and I ithink we ought to have a
vote now and be doue wIth it.

Mr. BELL (East Prince, P.E.L) I think a
proper course would be for this committee
to appoint a sub-committee.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. This committee cannot do-
it. We must rise and report progress and
ask leave to sit again. The House eau then
refer it to a special committee.

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the committee
rises the BiI wil not be heard of again.

Mr. POWELL. I do not think the bon.
member for Lisgar should take this course.
A great many of us are deeply &nterested In
this measure. I speak with perfect candour
when I say that I am very aniious that by
some BIll we should compass the end sought
to be attained. I do not see any use forcing
the Bih to a division. There is a very sim-
ple procedure indlcated by the ex-Min'str
of Railways (Mr. Haggart). For two de-
cadee it bas been the custom of the Govern-
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ment to embody in their railway subsidy
contracts the provision that the Government
shall, out of any moneys coming to the con-
tractor, pay the workmen. Now, that has
worked most admirably, and why net. app!y
It in the case of civil servants ? A judg-
ment may be entered up against the debtor
and a certified copy of such judgment may
be filed with the departinent. for which the
debtor has performed services. Then unless
the debtor can saitisfy the department
that he las settled the judgment, let the
amount be dcducted from what is coming
to him and paid over to the judgment cre-
ditor. That hbas been done ln the case Qf
railway contractors for the past twenty
years, and If applied to the cases sought to
be covered by this Bill It will accomplish
everything aimed at, and -there can be then
no question of constitutionality. As a mat-
ter of law, I think that section Is perfectly
constitutional. I may say' that the Depart-
ment of Justice in its different branches
thinks differently, for last year the Solicitor
General on a perfectly similar matter with
respect to the franchise, laid it down as an
incontrovertible principle of constitutional
law that this Parliament could net hand
over any subjeet of its jurisdiction to a local
legislature. I differ from him, and I see
most bon. members do. I would advise the
hon. gentleman not to force it ,to a division.

Motion te rise, report progress and ask
leave to sit again agreed to-yeas, 26 :ays,

Committee rose and reported.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the
adjournment of the House.

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like if the
Minister would consent to have the next
order advanced one stage. It inay be that
when we leet again under this order, the
Bill may take up the whole night, and all
the legislation after It wll be blocked. It
will not take a minute to advance this one
a stage.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Ail right.

RETURNS ORDERED.

Return showlng the number of clerks in theinside and outslde service connected with the
Post Office Department, including city post ofil-
ces, who have not received their atatutory in-
creases since lt July, 1896, and showing the
bulk sum accruing t. the depatment thereby.-
(Mr. Hodgins, by Mr. Giles.)

Return showing the number Of rst-class and
second-elass clerks in the inside and outaide
Civil Service who have had their statutory in-
creases granted -them aince 1st July, 1896, and
the number .of ncreas In each case.-(Mr. Hod-
gins, by Mr. GUUie.)

Retura showing the amount of salaries and
travelling expenses paid to the superintendent
of the railway mail service and his staff since

the organization of the branch, up to let May,
1899.-(Mr. Hodgins, by Mr. Gillies.)

Copy of the report et the Royal Commission
appointed to inquire Into the construction of the
Wellington Street and Grand Trunk bridges
across the Lachine Canal at Montreal.-(Mr. Mc-
Inerney, by Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.)

Copy of the final estimate or settlement of sec-
tion number three (3) of the Lachine Canal en-
largement of 1875-1880 in detall.-(Mr. McIner-
ney, by Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.)

Copies of the evidence of Collingwood Schrei-
ber, E. H. Parent, G. F. Desbarats, L. G. Papi-
neau, taken before the Royal Commission ap-
pointed to inquire into the construction of the
Wellington Street and Grand Trunk bridges
across the Lachine Canal at Montreal.-(Mr. Mc-
Inerney, by Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.)

Copies et all exhibits contained in the pro-
ceedings of the Royal Commission appointed to
inquire into the construction of the Wellington
Street and Grand Trunk bridges across the La-
chine Canal at Montreal not embraced In the
" Lachine Canal Inquiry " before the Publie Ac-
counts Committee, nor in the Supreme Court case
of St. Louis, appellant, and Her Majesty the
Queen, respondent.-(Mr. Mclnerney, by Mr. Mac-
donald, P.E.L)

Copies of the plans and profiles of the sub-
structures of the highway and railroad bridges
across the Lachine Canal at Wellington Street,
Montreal, the dimensions to be in figures, also
isometrical projectioDs of the pivot and rest
piers (abutments), showing the figured dimen-
sions and elevations of the several parts, includ-
ing turntable, circular girder, wheels and ma-
chinery.-(Mr. Inerney, by Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.)

Copies of all papers, documents, letters and
correspondence between the Government or any
of its members and Dr. J. A. Duchesne, veter-
inary surgeon, of Chicoutimi, In connection with
the work o! inspecting the cattie for tuberculosis
in the county of Chicoutimi, since June, 1896,
and with the appointment of Dr. Hall for the
said work.-(Mr. Casgrain, by Mr. LaRivière.)

1. Copies of all papers, documents, correspond-
ence, letters, &o., In connection with the ap-
pointment of Dr. Hall, veterinary surgeon, of
Quebec, for the purpose of inspecting cattle for
the discovery of tuberculosis at Hébertville or
elsewhere In the county of Chicoutimi.

2. In connection with any part of said work
done by bis brother.

3. Statement of the number of herds which he
or his brother examined.

4. Statement of the sumo of money paid for
such Inspection, travelling expenses, carters,.aids
or assistants.

5. Statement et any sum or sume paid to David
Ouellet, of Hébertville, In connection with said
inspections.--(Mr.. Casgrain, by Mr. LaRivière.)

Return of the contract with A. Onderdonk, or a
copy thereof, for the construction of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway, with the everal awards
made by the arbitrators chosen to value the roll-
Ing stock, and all letters and telegrams referring
to the purchase of said rolling stock trom the
said Onderdonk ; together with any opinion or
opinions given by the Justice Department as to
the obigations of the Crown to take over the said
rolling stock, together with the cheques given
In settlement of said rolling stock; and al other
papers and documents relating to the purchase o!
salid rolling steekc-(Mr. McMullen

Copy of any correspondence from, the Montreal
Board of Trade, or any other board of trade In
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the Dominion, requesting insolvency legislation. House of Commons of Canada. I wll not
-(Mr. Bergeron, by Mr. LaRivière.) say more, Sir, at this moment, because 1

Copies of all petitions or communications ad- hope, before I conclude my observations,
dressed to the Government or any member there- 'that the House wil agree with me, that
of within the last two years, by or on bebalf of whether I am well-advised, or 1l-advised,
any board of tra4p or other public body, asking the sincerity of that statement cannot befor Insolvency legialation.-(Mr. Quinn, by Mr. questioned. A member of this House enjoys-Poster.) privileges, and a member of this House hasCoptes of alwcorrespndence had with the De- responsibillies ln all the statements that hepartment of Railways and Canais, or with any'
member of the Government, mn connection wt, may make. I want ito Invoke not so much
the cases of Pierre Michaud and Fred. Belanger, the privilege as the responsibility in that
porter and track foreman, respectively, on the connection, but, before dolng that, as I hall
Intercolonial Railway at Trois Pistoles, and dis- bave to animadvert upon private char-
missed therefrom ln 1898, and for all petitions acter, as ln so far as private character Is-
and papers in regard thereto.--(Mr. Foster.) connected wlth public affairs and wth

Return showing the names of persons to whom 'the affairs of the Government, I want :to re-
Payments were made of allowances or drawbacks call the attention of the House to the facton freight charges on the Nova Scotia portion of -that attacks on privaite character under cir-the Intercolonial Rallway from lt July, 1898, to
31st March, 1899, giving amount and date of pay- eumstances not so solemn as the circumstan-
ment and date at which overcharge was made.- cestha't surround the subject of my speech,
(Mr. Bell, Pletou.) to-day have been made, and made by mem-

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn- bers older in parllamentary experlence than,
ed at 1110 I am, and by members occupying great posi-1.10p.m.tions to-day and positions of responsibility.

In #the first place I would caU your attention,
Mr. Speaker, to the fact that, in regard to-
the privilege which Is accorded to a member-
of this House, this was the statement of

HEIOU$E 0F COMMONS. Chief Justice Cockburn in the case of Was-
HOUSEOF CO MONS.son vs. Walter, after centuries' experlence

in the House of Commons in England, where-
TUESDAY, 27th June, 1899. ,he made this observation :

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

PEAYERS.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 162) to lucorporate the Belleville
Prince Edward Bridge Company.-.(Mr.
Hurley.)

SUPPLY-ADMINISTRATION 0F
THE YUKON.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved that
the House again resolve ltself lu Commi-ttee
of Supply.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Mr.
Speaker, before the House resolves itself
into Committee of Supply I deem t iy duty
to bring to the attention of this House some
of the most serlous considerations that could
possibly occupy the attention of a rree Par-
liament. I bave to ask at the outset the In-
dulgence of the House, because the subject
ithat I propose to address myself to, so far
as I have been able to cansider It, does met
admit of a brief statement, or a brief Intro-
duction. Wili you, Sir, credit me with this
statement, wbieh I make In ail sin.'rity,
and It Is that I never rose wlth more reluot-
ance to addres the House than I do .cn this
occasion. I am .Impelled to perform what I
consider my duty by tbe most serious sense
of my responsibility es a member of the

Numerous as are the circumstances in which.
the conduct and characters of individuals have
been called ln question ln Parliament-

He went on to deal wlth the statement that
had been made ln the House of Lords by
either a Lord Chancellor, or an ex-Lord'
Chancellor, where he had stigmatized the
remarks and observations of a man outside
of the House as soandalous and disgraceful.
Then we have In our own House, a record.
of where a colleague of the present Prime
Minister, Mr. Alfred Jones, attacked the
characters of the %Chief Justice of the Su-
preme Court of Nova Scotia, and of a judge
of the Supreme Court of Nova ·Scotia, and
where he stigmatized the Chief Justice of
that court as a "foul slanderer." That was
ln 1878. The present Postmaster General
(Mr. Mulock) also appears on record as bav-
ing attacked Judge Travis, and the appoint-
ment of that judge, and he attacked him by
right of his privilege ln this House, whern
he said, speaking of his appointment:

It was an appoIntment that under no circum-
stances should be made. That la the opinion of
almost every member of the House, because hon
members have more or leus opportunity ot judg-
ing as to whether he was suitable to the province
or not. He may come out of the investigation
well, and he may technically escape condemna-
tion, but If any one reads the publie press of that
part of the country he must come to the conclu-
sion that the administration of justice bas been
degraded and that, practlcally, there Is no re-
spect for the Bench In Calgary to-day.
TIhat was ln the year 1886. The present
Minister of Justice, when a member of this
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House, from his seat in parliament deemed
It his right to make the following observa-
tions when dealing with the rebellion In the
North-west Territories :-

I thought I had the names of the parties here
who gave me this information, but I find I have
not. I was told that the furs were divlded be-
tween Mr. Bedson, Mr. Hayter Reed and the
General who was in command. My information
Is so direct, se circumstantial, that I have had
in my own mind no doubt whatever, with respect
to the accuracy of that Information, and I should
like to know very much what redress has been
given, and whether any inquiry has taken place.
For it seems to me that a party who could be
guilty of such a proceeding la not one worthy
of Leing retained In the public service. I have
already given the names of the parties : Mr.
Hayter Reed, Mr. Bedson and General Midideton.

That was in the year 1887, and in the same
session of Parliament the present Mnister
of Justice used this language :

I call the attention of the Minister of Militia to
the fact that there was a balf-breed namedl
Charles Bremner living In the vicinity of Battle-
ford and having ln his possession $7,000 worth of
furs ; that he was arrested and sent to Regina
and afterwards discharged, because there was
nothIng against him ; that during his absence
his furs were taken possession of by the military
and that General Middleton, this man Bedson
and Hayter Reed divided the furs amongst them.
There can be no doubt in the matter. These
three parties instead of protecting the property
of an Innocent man took it and divided it
amongst them.
Later on, the Minister of Justice said:

But, when a man goes into his own country
and ls paid and la liberally paid by the public,
for the service he ls discharglng, and Instead of
using his authority to protect people and to pre-
serve their property, uses bis position, because
he thinks the public are not likely to become
cognizant of his conduct ; to rob a citizen of his
property, especiaHly when the man is a hatlf-
breed living beyond the influence of public opin-
Ion and reach of public Intelligence ; the Govern-
ment ought not come down to Parliament and
propose to Increase bis salary as ls done ln this
case. I say these men ought to be called to ac-
count for their conduct and they ought to be
held responsible to the law of the land for what
they have done ln this matter. I do not think we
are discharging our duty to the people of this
country when we permit officers to conduct them-
selves ln this way te escape that censure which
their conduet richly deserves.

I call particular attention to the last sent-
ence of that observation of the Minister of
Justlee (Mr. Mills), in connection with much i
that I have to say on this ocasion.

Then, Sir, I approach the subjeet with ai
recollection of the extraordinary Inclination(
the present Administration have shown for r
commissions of inqulry-commlsslons to t
prove, commissions to take down, commis- t
sions to search out, commissions to ferret1
into and to dive underneath, u order to i
fasten a charge upon some officer, who they j
are told by a political supporter, bas been t
gulIlty of the offence of political partisan-f
shIp ; or to investigate and inquire and

Sir OHARLES NIBBERT TUPPER~ oetou).

thoroughly search into the affairs of some
institution, such as the Kingston Peniten-
tiary, the St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary,
the Dorchester Peuitentary, In order that
if possibly It could be proved that any offi-
cer, high or low, lu that Institution had been
guilty of dereliction of duty he should be
immediately dlscharged from the service, or,
at any rate, that the public should become
familiar with all the facts connected with
the administration of these Institutions. I
dwell upon that just for a moment to show
that Inquisitorial spirit with which this Gov-
ernment heralded their advent to office and
this inquisitorial spirit which they have con-
tlnued ; this Inquisitorial spirit which they
backed up by votes of large sums of money,
on the justification that no one could com-
plain If, at the end of these inqudisitions,
some delinquent was got hold of and made
a public example of. There was no man
asked to take any particular responslbllity
In connection with this matter. There was
no political supporter of the Government
asked to come out ln the open and formulate
charges. There was no member of Parlia-
ment defied to rlsk or imperil his position,
but on the Information of the slimmest char-
acter so far as Parliament is aware, these
commissions were issued and these Inquiries
were made, with the result, I submit, that
'there was nothing arising jut of them that
could at al justify this expensive curiosity
of the Government. Now, then, taking a
general glance again at matters of public
importance, I would recall to your recollec-
tion, Mr. Speaker, as an old parliamentarian,
what was the experience of the EnglIlsh Par-
-liament In connection with corrupt practi-
ces at general elections. How, for instance,
In the 15th or 16th year of Her Majesty's
reign, the publie was alarmed at the evi-
dence in election trials that pointed to a
state of generai political corruption ln cer-
tain constituencles ; and how, early in the
reign of Her Majesty, legislation was adopt-
ed in England whereby the Parliament could
delegate to judges of high position, extra-
ordinary powers, powers that had never
been delegated before by Parlament, la
order that wherever there was a ground for
the bellef, the ground for a suspicion even,
that general corruption had prevalled ln the
constitueney, there should be a tribunal that
could probe the whole matter to the bottom
so that as a result of their report to Parlia-
Ment, Parliament might act, and the action
Of Parliament, of course, as we know, was
represented in certain cases by the disfran-
ehisement of the wihole constituency. A good
miany years later on we copied that legisla-
tion. To that legislaition I particnlarly refer
to-day, because the motion which I shall put
nto' your hands bas direct reference to that
wholesome principle and te that practice,
which bas been of inealculable advantage
to the mother country. and since we adopt-
ed that legislation. of equal advantage to
us. In the statutes o! E'2gland, for in-
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stance, we find that the Act is entitled "to
provide for the more effectual iLquiring into
circumstances of corrupt practices at elec-
tions." The sections to which I wish to
call the attention of the House are parti-
enlarly sections 6, 9 and 14. Section 6
provides that the commissioners shall, by
al such lawful meaus as to them appear
best, linquire with a view to the discovery
of the truth ln regard to the existence of
general corruption in a constituency. Sec-
tion 9 provides that for the more effectively
prosecuting an inquiry, every one who upon
such examination "makes a true discovery,
to the best of bis knowledge touching all
things as to which he is so examined, shall
be freed from all penal actions, forfeitures,
punishments. disabilities and incapaeities,
and all eriminal prosecutions." I call par-
tieular attention to section 9. Then, section
14 provides that the commissioners shall
have power to award to any witness a rea-
sonable sum for his travelling expenses and
for bis maintenance. , I call particular at-
tendon, also, to section 14.

Now, Sir, in the tIme of Mr. Mackenzie's
Administration. Mr. Blake, as Minister of
Justice, introduced practically a copy of that
old English statute, which forms chapter
10 of the Revised Statutes of Canada ; and
paragraphs 9, 10 and 11 of that chapter wIll
show that these Important sections have
not been lost sight of, but have been re-
enacted into the laws of Canada. And, I
ask you to note this, that In "Hansard " of
1876. Mr. Blake Is reported to have polnted
out, in regard to this statute, that ln con-
neetion with corrupt practices at elections,
It Is obviously desirable to avail ourselves
of the services of the judges of the Supreme
Court or the judges of the provincial courts
for these purposes ; and that the object of
giving fill powers for the calling of- wit-
nesses and for indemnifying witnesses who
answer truly, is In order to facilitate the
object one bas ln view In an Inquiry of
this description-mark these words, Mr.
Speaker-to get at the truth, to seareh to
the bottom ; and therefore he advocates that
a very liberal indemnlfying clause should
be provided. I need not dilate upon that
important feature, for it was the novel fea-
ture in England, and it was the novel fea-
ture in Canada at that time-the power of
Indemnlfying witnesses ; the power of pro-
teeting a witness who came forward and
practically turned Queen's evidence. Not,
mark you. as under another statute to
which I shall refer, and under which the
Government of the day have pretended to
set in the case of the Yukon, to make the
evidence of a witness such that it could
-xot be used against him lu a subsequent
prosecution ; but to enable the court and
the judges to make him, at the moment
when he made an incrimInatory statement,
entitled to a free pardon, an indemnity,
and a protection against all prosecution ln

the future for the crime with which he
was connected, or In regard to which he
would give evidence to assist the commis-
sion of Inquiry.

Then, touching the subject of commissIons
of inqulry, I would recall to your recollec-
tion a statement made long ago In regard
to the disposition and the spirit of the
House of Commons of England. Pitt said,
lu 1788, on a motion for an Inquiry Into
the conduct of the Admiralty ln England,
that whenever a case was made out strong
enough to warrant a suspicion of abuse,
that deserved elther censure or punishment,
he should have held It to be the Indispen-
sable duty of the House to proceed to an
inquiry. And Fox, speakIng In the same
debate, said It was the constitutional pro-
vince and undoubted duty of the House to
watch over the executive departments ; and
where they had cause to suspect abuse, to
institute an inquiry with a view to censure
or punishment.

Then, we have the present Mînister of
Justice, when a member of this House, lu
1891, referring to the case of Lord Tor-
rington, and uslng these words:

Take the case of Lord Torrington, In the mat-
ter of the rebellionl n the Island of Ceylon. A
Royal Commission was appolnted there, as It was
too far away for Parliament te investigate.

Indicating not merely an adherence to the
practice laid down by all in England, and
followed down to the present day, but point-
Ing out where it was essential and where
it was reasonable that, instead of Parlia-
ment conducting the inquiry under its par-
,ticular supervision, It should delegate Its
great powers and all the powers it pos-
sessed to a royal commission. The case
mentioned as the case for justification was
where the matters to be inquired Into were
situated afar off.

Another aspect of these commissions in
England is adverted to by Todd, In his
work on " The Parliamentary Government
ln England," where he says thet commis-
sions of Inqulry ought not to be of a par-
tisan character. Then, the late imember
for North Simceoe, ln this House ln 1878,
referred to this subject. In opposition to
a Government that had an Immense minis-
terial majorlty, referring to the Welland
Canal contracts and to the Goderich har-
bour job, as he described It, the late Mr.
McCarthy said-and I quote bis language :

It was Idle to pretend that a committee could
be obtained li this House whose decision would
be vlewed as that of an impartial judicial tri-
bunal. It was utterly impossible to suppose such
a thing.

And later on ln the same speech, he said:

It was neither fair nor reasonable to aek that
charges which were made should and must neces-
sarily be referred to committees. He did not
understand there was any rule of that kind.
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I would again go to the mother country,
and refer you, Sir, to such commissions as
I have been able to discover that have been
Issued in connection with any snch matters
as Immediately pertain to the subjeet of
my speech. I refer first to the Sheffield
Inquiry, wbich was of a judicial character.
Refezring to the Members of Parliament
Bill, which had to do with the charges
referred to the Parnell Conmmission, in
1888, the Home Secretary, Mr. Mathews, re-
ferred to the Sheffield rattening case, where
outrages had been committed at Sheffleld
and criminal proceedings had proved abor-
tive. The public nind was exercised and
accusations were levelled agaInst Individ-
uals. A questioa arose as to whether the
trade union was responsible for the out-
rages. The inquiry provIded was a judi-
elal inquiry, and the reference was in the
largest possible terms. It was a general
Inquiry into acts alleged by any one in the
world against these trade unions or asso-
clations, and It was stated expressly on
the floor of the English Parliament that
that commission was intended to ascertain,
as far as possible, the whole truth about
the grievances, outrages and scandals whicb
had moved the public mind. That was in
the discussion of the Parnell 'Bill, and that
Is ln later days. But following up the
reference, I find that in a discussion of this
Bill, to which Mr. Mathews had alluded ln
1888, Mr. Walpole said It was proposed to
make the commission of a non-partisan
character, the president being the late Lord
Ohief Justice of the Common Pleas, Sir
John Grey, and the composition of the com-
mission was a most important question, be-
eause unless constituted In such a way as
to give confidence to those whose Interests
were concerned, it would be found to pro-
duce very little benefit.

Then wC come to the Royal Commission
of Inqulry in England, In 1888, Into the
management of the Metropoltan Board of
Works. The Secretary of State for the
home department Informed the House of
Commons that that commission would re-
trospectively Include everything fromi the
foundation of the board. Lord Randolph
Churchil, who initiated this Inquiry and
who moved the resolution for it, made some
observations that seem to me so relevant to
the subject In band that I ask the particular
attention of the House to them. Re-
ferring to -the exmtent the Metropolitan are
under the management of the Board of
Works, he said:

That a body administerlng affairs so large Is
bound to possess, if it la to be e eient, the most
entire publie confidence which can well be ima-
gined.

Wben you remnember 1tbat I am proposing
an inquiry into the administration of affairs
of sucl a large 'terrItory as #the Yukon dis-
triet, the applicability of these observations

Sir CHARLES TUBBERT TUPPE (Pictou).

will be apparent. Lord Randolph Churchill
went on to say :

That members and offeers of the board had
been interested In property required for publie
use, and that parties on the board were practi-
cally paid for some of their advice given on the
board. That members of the board engaged out-
side ln professional duties and used their per-
sonal influence inside the board in favour of the
scheme submItted ln which they were profession-
ally Interested, and tbat land which had been
held by the board was in the hands of a clique
which had been guided by Interested and per-
sonal motives.
Then, he explained, and you wll see, Mr.
Speaker, the weakness of his position as
compared with the strength of mine as I de-
velop It:

These charges had been maInly made by news-
papers.
He :took no responsibillty, he incurred no
risk, from the beginning of bis motion to the
end of lt, and I ask you to contrast his
position with that wbich I propose to take
on this occasion. He said:

These charges had been mainly made by news-
papers. He also referred to a statement by an-
ather newspaper, that the Board of Works Is the
most corrupt publie body n London, and i kwas
juite notorlous among the architecte that mem-
aers of the board had been brIbed.

le also referred to a statement made by a
memb3r of the board, that the Estate Office
was corrupt from top to bottom, and ln bis
speech, be went on to say :

I can understand that there are some hon.
members who will think a parliamentary com-
mittee preferable to a Royal Commission. I
'hink that a parliamentary committee has many
advantages, but there Is this disadvantage about
such a committee-that owing to its composition
and to the character of the House of Commons, a
parliamentary committee cannot prevent itself
from being more or less of a party character.
[ think that It would be most dangerous to the
interests involved ln connection with the Metro-
9olitan Board of Works, and most dangerous to
London government, If the House of Commons
gave a shadow of encouragement to the Introduc-
tion of party spirit into this matter. * * * I
think that from every point of view, If the House
:omes to the conclusion that an inquiry ought
to be held Into these matters, a Royal Commis-
sion composed of eminent men beyond all poss!-
bility of being suspected of any party would be
a preferable body before a parliamentary com-
Mittee.
And havIng made his motion, ln bis own
language, the Speaker suggested a better
form, and 'this motion, on the suggestion of
the Speaker, carried:

That an humible Address be presented to Her
Majesty that a Royal Commission be apponted to
inquire and report upon the Metropolitan Bard
of Works and into the irregularities wbeh are
alleged te bave taken Plae in connection there-
with, and to assure Her Mesty that this House
will coneur ln empowering such commission to
take evidence on oath, to compel attendance of
witnesses, and te caul for all necessary records,
documents, &c.
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And later on, the Government acceded -to Minute of the Executive of the Lieutenant
the reasonableness of the view that in an Governor, authorlzlng a Board of Inquiry,
Inquiry of such an important character, the dated 3th of October, 1854, in whieh the
country should pay the expenses of procur- foiiowing paragraphe appear, end I read
Ing the attendance of the witnesses. them in ful

Coming again tto Canada, I call your atten- 3. Has the conduet of the officers generaly in
tion to the language of the Royal Commis-tionto he lnguge f th Roal Cmmi- fcamp at Baliarat, either during the execution of
sion that was granted uin the case of the their duty, or at other times, been such as to
Canadian Pacifie Railway. This is the part inspire respect and confidence amongst the popu-
of that commission to which I refer: lation in genera

4. Charges of corruption having beep. publicly
The questions which have arisen have become advanced against officers of the Ballarat Camp,

the subject of discussion, both In and out of it wiIl be the duty of the board-
Parliament, touching the propriety of and re-
sponsibility for large expenditures connected wth And again, for the purposes of comparson
this work. That allegations have been made as later on, 1 ask your particular attention to
to divers irregularities and extravagances, ne- the language of these instructions to bis
giects and other derelictions of duty on the part;commission:
of officers and others employed on the said work,
and that sundry irregularities and improprieties. ît 'ili be the duty of the board narrowiy to
h.ave taken place in the obtaining of contracts search for and inquire whether there la any
for portions of the said work, and in the perform- foundation for such serlous accusations, and
ance of the same. they wiii specify the Individuais, If any, who they

believe to be guilty.
Sir John Macdonald, in " Hansard " of 1881,
speaking on the Address, and referring toT what it sbould have been. It was a boardthis commission, said of inquiry. Ail these commissions, ail these

It was announced In the House, press and Investigations, short of the lndictment, short
country that there had been gross improprieties of having the criminal In the box on bis
-this had been made the battle-ground of both defence. are of an inquisitorial nature. That
parties. There were charges and counter-charges is shown by the Instructions that I have
of misconduct of official subordinates, and even
insinuations, as well as assertions, with regard quoted In the Australan case. The objeet
to members of the Government. It Is absurd to i8 to relieve the public mmd. Where there
suppose that a committee of the House could by! Is suspicion. right or wrong, over the Iength
any possibility satisfactorily examine into mat- and breadth of the land, that there Is some-
ters ôf that kind. It would be a farce, a most
perfunctory inquiry, if made here, In Ottawa,
dragging witnesses from British Columbia andor
the Georgian Bay for the purpose of a full in- not st as a Judge and ask for an indictment,
quiry. The only consequence of this inquiry will! shaud not SIC as à judge and ask that al
be this : if the commissioners will carry out their the terms of the lndictment shouid be teeh-
commission honestly and impartially, they willnicaliy drawu up, ask for the prisoner to be
inquire into all the proceedings connected with produced Iu advance, and to be charged
the railway. They will report without fear, fa-
vour or affection, what they consider has been
wrong, what extravagant, what well done-what
parties are liable to censure, who are worthy of surrouud ay man really on trial, either for
praise. I can only say this-and, If my word be jife or in regard to offences where, if guilty,
doubted, we can prove to the House-that not le may be sent to prison. They are the
one single word of Instruction, not a single wordiprelimiuary steps, anq are used by the Gov-
of insinuation, not one hint bas been given to the1ernment lu order to see wbether some one
commissioners, or any of them, as to the manner

iused for the purpose of ascertaining whe-
Mr. DAVIN. Hear, hear. ther some one shouid not be given notice
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Be- that he Is to be formaiiy cbarged by indiet-

fore those commissioners were called. 'thement, by the findIng of the grand juzy in
Minister of Public Works, the late Hon.ail these various particulars. Is that au ex-
Alex. Mackenzie, and his successor in offie treme view? Let me take the next Cae
on the Conservative side, and pubile men of under my baud. The Goverument of the day
all descriptions and party proclivities, and -1 quarrel not with them-appreciated the
the commission was of the character that objects of these royal commissions lu acase
Sir John Macdonald said he Intended it In whleh 1 have asked for the papers, and
should be. Then coming more directly to the where the papers bave come down. They
difficulties, the charges, the grievances In the were vague charges. so far as the papets
gold fields, coming more directly to the case disclose. They were exceedingiy vagua
In band, where, evidently, from -the terms ofi1charges iu conneetion with the Crowu Tiîu-
the commission, the Government of the day ber Agency out Iu New Westminster, B.C. Lt
had nothing to fear, where they stood as is only lu the yeart 1898, 1 tbink, that tuis
independent as any man In the community Government was calied upon to deal with
could stand, I find In the Votes and Pro- Ithese general charges In regard to the
eeedings of the Legislative Council of Vie- Crown Timber Agency of the province of Br-

toia, ustali, l 154-5, he oliwifgibt Cofumbhe Eutver t fe adm inistnatinto
187nr uhoiigaBar fIqiy

RV EdtedI 3tTIOcobrN15,inwic.h

59545953



[COMNMONS] 55

.the Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton). stand. the object of the commission. He
being In an unsatisfactory condition. Let goes on to discuss the belief that the re-
us see what happened. Mr. Archer Martin. turns of the licensees are inaccurate. and
then barrister in British Columbia, now a says :
judge of the Supreme Court, was appointed

to nqure ntotheCron imbe Office at I presumie you intend to leave nme a free handto Inqutre into the Crown ..imber Ofic9t gsift the inatter to the bottoin.
New Westminster-Sessional Papers, No. Again t do t the to.
112. reference 115. The papers have been Again I do not blame the Government, for
brouglit down this session. I do not think. the purposes of my argument. The Deputy
speaking subject to correction, that I will Minister, on March 15, 1897, wires:
omit any important fact, when I make the Investigation to be as thorough as possible.
following statement ln regard to this com-Tdp

misionof nqury The memorandum of the Deputy Ministermission of inquiry.
A compiaint was made on December 5, of the 6th of March, 1897, to the Minister

1892, by a settler that the firm of Genelle contains the following
Bros. had men cutting timber on his place, No definite charge is made against Mr. Hig-
and that lie had protested to the Crown tim- ginson.
ber agent in vain. Further complaints were Mr. ligginson was the Crown timber agent.
made in 1893, and in September, 1896, the I ask the members of the House again tosettler complains that the timber inspector note ths carefully: "This investigation
pays no attention to his appeals, and, when was to be as thorough as possible." Onhe visits the district becomes tie guest of March 4th, 1897, the assistant secretary ofGenelle. That is the substance of the in the department writes to the manager of
formation, as I take it; I arn wIlling to be the Canadian Pacifie Railway Telegraph
corrected on that. I am willing. for the Company, requesting that bis officers at Newpurpose of my argument, to be considered Westminster ill afford ail necessary in-
to have passed lightly over some other com- formation:; to Mr. Martin, as it Is desirableplaints. But It is enough for my purpose to check the telegraph account of the Crownto say that seems to be the gravamen of the timber agent. On the 11th of Mard, 1897,
charge of the settler, and in the papers a detailed statement of the contingent ex-
brought down that seems to be the sub- penditure of the New Westminster officestance of the complaints that led to the com- from June, 189, to December, 1896, was
mission. But let the charges be more seri- transmitted to the commissioner. On theous, let the assertion be more serious. im- 20th March, 1897, the commissioner writes
agine what you will, on February 2nd, 1897, that, under the circumstances, he doesa minute of Council approves of a memo- not think that lie should search forrandum from the Minister of the Interior, further evidence against tis officiai
who states he las received such normation but that he should utilize that whichIn regard to the affairs of the Crown timber erops up in Investigating other matters.agent ln British Columbia as would appear 1 That which " crops up "-I ask you againIn his Judgment to require to be investigated to observe this language of the commissioner.
immediately. jThe commission is according- Hie adds•
ly Issued, authorizing Mr. Martin to Inquire '
into and report upon the affairs of the I issued subpænas for the principal witnesses,
Crown timber agent in British Columbia. examination of whoni would take all next week.
That is dated February 2nd, 1897. I ask Tis will clear up ail the evidence in this part

d rf the country, but it may ibe necessary for me
t m e f s oro go up to, say Kamloops and that vicinity, forenough to follow me, to note that that com- a few days. I think that it would be cheaper

mission is under the same statute; is of the and more satisfactory for me to go there, where
same cliaracter and of the same descriptioi I night pick up other evidence,-
as the commission that was issued to Mr. 66Pick up," I ask ion. members again toOgilvie in connection with the Yukon. On reme9nber that-
the issue of the commission, the Crown tlm-
ber agent is accordingly suspended. The -- than to bring uncertain wit-esses a long dis-
Department of the Interior proceeds' to for- tance at considerable expense.

This commission sat at New Westminster fromward papers and returns receivcd from i11 thel19th to the 29th Mardi, and examined 23
censees of timber berths to the commission- witnesses. It became evident that theacondition
er, as it Is thought that he might want to of things up country wouid require to be in-
seek to examine them. vestigated, partlcularly in regard to lumbering

I do not question the proprlety of this ; I operations in the vicinity of Shuswap Lakes, and
ask you to bear it ln mind in the case of the that it would be less expensive and more expedi-
commission that was Issued to the Yukon. tious for the commissioner to go to the witnesses
On February 27th, 1897, the commissioner than for witnesses to cone to the commissioner.
Onitebtothe secretary 189 the comter sio te I decided to hold sittlugs at Donald, Noteh HIiwrites to fixe secretary o! tie Interlor that heand Kamloops, where the Gnlden Lumber Com-
finds that it may be necessary to hold ses- pany and the Columbia River Lumber Company
sions in other parts of the province, in order were examined.
that the whole affairs of the agency may be Now, we have had discussed in this Housethoroughily lnvestgated, which is, I under- what I might call the Spinks Commission,

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).
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and you will observe at page 386 of the
Votes and Proceedings of this House the
resolution that was voted down. I do not
intend to refer to a past debate, but I am
sure it is doing no violence to the rules of
the House to refer to the· facts, still fresh
in the recollection of hon. gentlemen, as to
bow that commission was set on foot-the
fact that counsel were supplied to the parties
who failed to make specifie charges and
supplied at the expense of this country to
prosecute the charges against the judge ;
subpoenas were issued and every attempt
was made, and yet that commission proved
abortive. But I call attention to the fact-
and I would like to transgress the rules of
the House just for one moment-that the
Justification at the bands of the Solicitor
General amounted to ithis, that, in any
event. a great public service had been done
by the result of that commission, because
the suspicions that existed in the commu-
nity had been removed, and, therefore, the
fountain of justice was again considered to
run pure. So, practieally, that commission
issued against the judge, one of the highest
officers of state. In that case suspicions
were thought sufficient ground for a com-
mission, and the Government paid all ex-
penses of conducting the prosecution.

Then, coming down to the case in hand. I
find this lu the Department of the Interior
report for 1898, page XIV. Referring to the
question of charges that had been made
from time to time against certain Govern-
ment officials in the territory, of Improper
acts in the discharge of their duties, atten-
tion Is called to that portion of Mr. Walsh's
report of the 15th of August, above re-
ferred to, dealing with this particular mat-
ter. And in view of what Mr. Ogilvie bas
reported, I ask again particular attention to
that statement in regard to Mr. Walsh's
statement to the Department of the Interior:

While there would appear to be no doubt from
this report as to the groundlessness of the accu-
sations that have been made, I may say it
was, nevertheless, considered desirable, both In
justice to the public and to the officials them-
selves, to have a thorough investigation, and
thus afford an opportunity to persons who have
complaints to m-ake to substantiate the same by
proper evidence.
I repeat that-

It was considered desirable, both in justice
to the public and to the officials them-
selves, to have a thorough investigation, and
thus afford an opportunity to persons who have
complaints to niake to substantiate the same by
proper evidence.

I will call your atention, Mr. Speaker, to the
fact that careful pains seem to have been
taken not only that there should not be a
thorough Investigation, mark you, but that
there should be "no opportunity to persons
who have complaints to make to substanti-
ate the same by proper evidence," though
the Deputy Minister in the Innocence of his

1871

heart. was led to make that official report.
What gave rise to the Ogilvie Commission,
so-called ? The petitioners, the Miners'
committee. standing wlth nothing but their
own resources at their backs-men who had
gone out to brave all the difficulties and
trials of that country, its climate, its con-
dition-they, and they reasonably ask, ou
naking certain charges in regard to the de-
linquency of officials and the corruption
which they charge to prevail in the Yukon
district, for a commission of inqulry. But
they were sufficiently well advised to ask,
that in connection with the inquIry, there
should be those very things, that, to the
mind of English legislators, to the mind of
Hon. Edward Blake were so essential in a
mnatter of this kind ; and %that that Is where
you run a tilt against corruption of that
character, where you dare to attack cor-
ruption ln communities, and it Is believed
·to be corruption widespread, corruption sys-
tematic-you could not hope to proceed with-
out these provisions that enabled the com-
mission of inquiry not merely to pay the
expenses but to protect the men who. on
coming into the box in order to expose the
corruption, would have to eonfess their own
venality and their own crime. So these
men ask that provision be made for the ex-
penses of witnesses and the protection of wit-
nesses. and these are features in the reso-
lution of the miners to which I have refer-
red. and these are features which are con-
spicuously absent from the commission that
issued. Let us look, for instance, to sec
how this came up. I have here the report of

fr. Ogilvie, and all through it, from start
to finish, you find among other noteworthy
things in It that the men who wanted to
expose to the light of day the exact state
of things were hindered by the fact that
they could not bring men at their own cost
and charges from the creeks miles and miles
away to live in Dawson at their own ex-
pense during the pleasure of this commis-
sion, that they could not induce these men
to come li without the protection that the
Legislature of Great Britain and the Legis-
lkture of Canada bas seen fit, ln cases of
this character, to throw around the wit-
nesses. For these reasons, the commission
becane wholly unsatisfactory. This is what
Mr. Oglivie found. The notices that were
given did not indicate-as they could not
indicate-that there would be protection for
witnesses or allowances for wItnesses ; con-
sequently, you will see all through This att-
swers of this character : " We cannot secure
immunIty for our witnesses," said Mr.
George, for instance, page 77, " we cannot
compel them to answer."

lu the stenographic report of the evidence
submitted by Mr. Ogilvie, one of the par-
ties, at the outset of the inquiry, wanted
te know if there was any safety accorded
to witnesses If they appeared. The com-
missioner referred to the provision of chap.
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33 of our statures. I need not quote it ; knew they must abandon their work, come
it is the well-known provision that where down to Dawson, live in this expensive
witnesses answer candidly, such evidence place and pay the whole cost themselves
as they give on the stand cannot be used wthout any remuneration whatever. At
against themn. The Flouse will recolleet the outset there was apparently a desire
the difference between that provision and on the part of the Government that every-
the one in the Corrupt Practices Aet and, thing should be done so quickly that the
the one in the English Act, where there report should be here by the meeting of
is power to pardon a witness on the spot, Parliament. By reference to "Hansard "
not merely to protect him from having used we find evidence of it in the letter ac-
against him the confession he ha.s made. companying the petition. Ordinarily Par-
but to enable him to go free. Under the iamnent meets in February ; this commis-
Act to which the commissioner referred. a sion. notice of which was given in Janu-
witness miglht be indicted on the strength ary, 1899, was supposed to be concluded in
of haviug made a statement. and, while he tine for the pending session. No provi-
was protected from having the evidence sion as to the expenses was made. I re-
used at the trial, he knew that he incurredî ceived a communication dated Dawson. the
responsibility for his action, while under 27th February, which is as follows
these other Aets he could be relieve of re- Dawso, Yukon Territory, 27th Fe., .
sponsibility immediately. There was no
power to grant pardon to a witness who The Hon. Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, M.P.,
liad made a clean breast of the case. and Ottawa.
which, a s Mr. Blake said, is a most desir-. Sir,-We believe you are vitally Interested
able and necessary provision where the n the correct governmient of this country.
purpose is to ferret out crime. The min- We beg to mnlose a copy of our letter of above

t 25th 1898. date to Sir Wilfrid Laurier protesting againsters' memorial is dated August • 1 the character of the inquiry into the conduct o!
The notice respecting this commission was the officiais now being held in Dawson. We
not issued until the 25th of January. 1899. also inclose a copy of the "Klondike Nugget''
notwithstanding that the lion. Minister of newspaper, which gives a substantial, correct
the Interior (Mr. Sif ton) told us that a account of the first two days' sitting, and ex-
special messenger was detalled to take this P.resses the feeling of the miners and the criti-
commission in to Mr. O vi The ho. cisms ch are currethe miners in the sincerty
Postmaster General (Mr. Mulock) 1s not of the Government in this matter and desire
in his seat. but probably he could account for their fair treatment generally Is considerably
for the delay. Al through the history of shaken. They demand, at any price, a pure and
this sad eas'e you will observe, Mr. Speak- capable administration.
er. that what was required, if there was a We, therefore, place the facts before you, in
desire to probe to the bottom and ferret out the hope that your influence will be used to-

the fwards arriving at this end. You will doubtless
heesee--if a complete report of the first two days'

gained by the delinquents by the lapse of sitting if the commission Is available to you-
time. Some of them. no matter what this that the questions asked by the commissioner
Parliament may >do, before anything rea- were not searching. and his utterances exposed
sonable can be doue, will be able to pleaid the nature of his sympathies. The newspaper
the statute of limitations, which is incor- inclosed will inform you how this ruling of Feb-
porated with many of these crimes in the ruary 23rd surprised us at a time when it was
Criminal Code. If they are able to say confldently expected that a complete exposé

would be made of grave misdemeanours occurring
that two years have elapsed since they stole up to the present time.
money. since they took bribes, since they We would point out to you that Mr. Ogilvie's
committed gross frauds upon this Govern- ruling exempts from investigation all official acts
ment and this country in the acquisition since he has been at the head of affairs. Also,
of claims. dredging leases and so on. they that by official invitation of a proclamation byw bMr. Ogîlvie a large number of vital charges hadwill fin altetoeverythin the as Sour b-heen made in writing and placed In his hands,wIl fin tha.t everything that lias occurred.' and many more were in preparation, which are
from start to finIsh. even that which Oc- now ruled out of court by his lamentable deci-
curred in this House not so long ago, has sion.
been the very thing that any criminal con- Yours faithfully,
neeted with this transaction would have (Sgd.) GEORGE T. C. ARMSTRONG,
desired. The notice respectlng this coin- DONALD MacGREGOR,
mission is dated on the 25th January. 1899. PERCY McDOUGALL.
It does not indicate. because it couldc not ARNOLD F. GEORGE.
truthfully indicate. that there was any pro- This Is a doenent which, I may say, has
tection for witnesses, or that there was been treated with a great deal of contempt
any Indemnity fo them, and so the men by the Government. When I asked, very
who mîight otherwise have been induced to late indeed, perhaps twice, whethr any
corne fromi the creeks and fromi their min-l answer had been sent to this communica-
ing locations to Dawson City to give evi- tion, I was told that noue hadi been sent.

ence in connection with, say, a $10 Or a Frst. I wll read the communication to the
$25 bribe, or with some nefarious conduet. Governents:

Si r ('H A RLES H IBBERT TUPPER (Pletou).'



[JUNE 27, 1899]

Dawson, Yukon Territory, 27th Feb., 1899.
The Rt Hon. Sir Wilfrid Laurier, M.P.

Sir,-Our memorial, dated 25th August, 1898,
desired on behalf of the miners of this country
a searching and impartial investigation into the
conduct of the officials of this territory.

It appears that the interpretation which Mr.
Ogilvie's legal advisers place on the commission
framed in response to that memorial limits th'
inquiry to the actions of the officials prior to the
25th August, 1898 (the date of our memorial), six
mionths ago. We cannot believe this interpreta-
tion is in accordance with the spirit in which the
commission was framed, falling so far short of
what we, your memorialists, desire, and so hope-
lessly inadequate to the needs of the situation.

We would also caHl to your notice that Mr.
Ogilvie informs us he has no instructions with
regard to expenses, and cannot even provide
maintenance for penniless witnesses compelled
to come in from remote creeks.

We desire to point out that such an inquiry can
be productive of no good, adds to the dissatis-
faction of the people, and has already become a
by-word amongst the miners.

We took part in the first two days of the com-
mission, and conclusively proved one, the least
of our charges when a decision was called for
by the attorney for the officials regarding the
illegality of evidence of misconduct subsequent
to the 25th August, 1898. The decision was given
that such evidence was inadmissible.

We, therefore, immediately withdrew from
such an unsatisfaCtory and inefficient inquiry.

Furthermore, we strongly object to the prin-
ciple of a departmental inquiry-the head of a
department inquiring into the acts of his sub-
ordinates, for which he is responsible.

We would beg for the immediate appointment
of a parliamentary commission, with power to
inquire Into matter occurring up to the date of
the sitting, and with proper provision for ex-
penses, of at least three members, acting under
the instructions of a parliamentary committee.

Your obedient servants,
(Sgd.) GEORGE T. C. ARMSTRONG,

DONALD MacGREGOR,
PERCY McDOUGALL.

Now, I asked a question in regard to whe-
ther this had been received -and I was told
It bad, and on the 15th of May I asked :

Has any reply been sent to the communication
of the 27th of February, 1899, from the com-
mittee of the miners of the Yukon River, re-
ceived by the hon. Minister, of the Interior on the
1st of May, 1899 ?
The . Minister in reply said. "No." Now
then, have these men reasonable ground for
being dissatisfied with the rulings and
with the conduct .of that commission. Their
position and mine are totally different. They
asked for a parliamentary inquiry, and to
the best of 'their knowledge they limit their
charges. My charges, which I shall put 'n
your hands, Mr. Speaker, -are of a far more
extensive character, but, nevertheless. under
10 circumstances can reasonable men denem
that the action of the Government in regard
te such charges as 'these men fulminated.
could have the confidence of the country.
Who was Mr. Ogilvie ? Leit us recall the
constitution of this commititee. I cannot re-
call a bolder thing ever done in tbe history

of Canada, or bolder conduct following it up,
than the Minister of the Interior was guility
of. You will remember, Sir, how satirical
he was ln his official capacity, when as a
member of 'this Parliament I ventured to
ask about the relationship of various officers
to him, and the relationship of viarlous offi-
cers one with another. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Sifton) told' us he had not time to go
into genealogical theories or faots. I shal
show you, Sir, withouit much difficulty, that
if he understood the responsibilities of his
position, or cared for ;them, that was a very
important question for him, and that :he
country, in coming to a conclusion vith re-
ference to an inquiry by Mr. Ogilvie, who
was a subordinate of the Government, into
the conduct of other subordinates, migit
have good reason 'to believe that the uncle
of the Minister of the Interior by marniage,
was not the proper man to inquire into
charges thait came so near the nephew's
door. I say it was a gross scandal, I say
it was one of the worst scandais that bas
ever been know.n, to put such a man into such
a delicate position, and the fact that Mr
Ogilvie would act under the circumstances
indicated his entire unfitness for that posi-
tion. The report of the commission that is
now before us shows his uufitness. I will
demonstrate to the letter before I get
through that lie was absolutely unfit and
absolutely unqualified. The repor-t of the
evidence, the stenographie notes taken be-
fore Mr. Ogilvie, all show his unfitness, bis
desire -to shield, and show at the outset, bis
misconception of his duties as a commis-
sioner, show, too, that it made him lose his
head, so thalt he thought he was a judge of
assize, and show 'that before any man could
receive information on pubile questions, that
man, forsooth, was to be served with a
notice to give him an opportunity to be pre-
sent and to stand lis 'trial. All through this
business, the whole affair will show that it
was honeycombed with these relatives. In
the first place, the nephew censures his uncle
at the outset. Mr. Ogilvie had already had
to submi-t, as the Minister of the Interior
shows, to a censure 'at the hande of bis
nephew, 'the Minister of the Interior. The
Minister had censured him for his indiscreet
connection and bis Indiscreet letters with
reference to a company thait was to operate
in the Yukon. Tht was a rap over the
Icnuckles for Mr. Ogilvie at the start. So,
we have this relationshlp between the Min-
ister of the Interior and Mr. Ogilvie. who
was the judge of the Minister of the Interior,
We have another double running rela-tion-
ship, as the evidence Is consldered later on.
We have the Walsh and Walsh combina-
tion : the James Morrow Walsh, the Louis
Walsh. and the Phil. Walsh combination
all figure promineutly in this arrangement-
nnd the relations between Major Walsh and
.te Minister of the Interior were. perhans,
even closer than the relations between Mr.
Ogilvie and the Minister of the Interlor. We
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have the Willison and Willison combina- that sbowed that Walsh was corrupt, that
:tion also. On one occasion the Minister of showed tlaat the whole box and dice of them
the Interior was able to officially state ithat were corrupt, Incompetent, and unfit to
Mr. Willison. of the Yukon, was not a diseharge their duties ; he was glving a sen-
brother of Mr. Willison, editor of the tence of political death to the Minister of
" Globe." On another occaslon when asked the Interlor, and he knew that if he reported
if Mr. Willison, of the Yukon, w'as not aî in that direction, his nephew by marriage
cousin of the editor of the "Globe," he said would have to leave the Goverument, if he
he did not know any;thing about the relation- had a sense of manliness or responsibility
ship, and he seemed surprised when I re- about him. I submit that that is not an ex-
minded him .at le knew enough 1o say Itreme position. What are the rules ? Why,
that the Mr. Willison of -the Yukon was not in states of the Union men are disqualified
a brother of the Mr. Willison of the i from sitting as judges where the connection
-,Globe." However, they are, no doubt. rw-existseither by blood or arriage. Take an
lated, and the " Globe" thinks that this at- authority on that subject out of the Amen-
tempt to inquire into Yukon matters is born1cai and English Encyclopedia, where it is
of malice and political spite. Then, we have stated
the combination of Landerkin and Lander-
kin, a member of this House who has his son Disqualification hahoever, cormonly been
sent out there. I would say nothing about byblood or marriae.
it except that in the very evidence that
cones up before this commission. there is a That is in accordance with the Ideas of
private and confidential note from one of sore o! the states of the Union. But let us
the Minister of the Interior's ofiieers, ask- go to the English authorities and sce the
ing Mr. Faweett to say a good word for Mr. delicacy that properly exists-sec the rules
Landerkin in his official report. I would re- laid down in regard to ail matters of a Judi-
mind the committee and the Minister of th'le ca character. lu the Queen vs. Rand. Law
Interior. that where a responsible Ministei Reports. Queen's Bench. page 230. Mr.
lias not only his own family conneotions un- Justice Blackburn said
der hlm. but wxtereslie is surrounded by
family connections in the administriation. the Wherever there is a real likelihood that the
public. riglit or wrong, is suspicious. an. a nudge would, frin kindred or any other cause,
any rtate. frankness is due f rom lithe Minister have a bias in favour o! one o! the parties, it
of the nterion. S '.&l have auDabsolute would be very wrong in h r to act; and we are

Iotsto be understood to say that where thereIs
%,&tt ko ri UcMnstro U a real bias o! this sort this court would flot in-

terior wvhat relation, whIat conuiection by terfere.
marriabe or otherwisyblar. Ogelvie, appoint-
ed bis judgre. is to him. Here was a mn And iu the Qucen vs. the Justice o!dGreat
asked to perforin the most difficut and de- Yarmouth, 8 QuEen's Beanci Division, page
lilcte duties. without any training7 or quai!- 525,Mn. Justice Field said
fdeeations that coul h be sui t oeestedr:lsatenw hdspn bseinte g JsThe administration o justice ought ot oniyrbe pure in itself, and capable ohrbeeng demon-
fsurveyor.nd. if yon like. ahonestnh. strated to be so, but nothing should be done by
but :i mrin without tralning. lHe could no those who are adminlstering It to tlirow on it a
miove a step until 31r. Cleinent arrived. Hie substautial doubt. It Is mot enougli that the
sat walrinh for the arriva o shat gente- conclusion arrived ut was iglt, and that
man who was not nanied in the eonulissio. it lias been arrived at on rigt princi-

opes, for every perstrnieaving a personal Inter-

ighotltha know ifrom theMistr o th eI-

îero ha <overnoreneral hadImposd oy'est in any litigation, or havîng a direct or in-a.direct motive for desiring a partiular decision
hini. But. Sir, let us sec how delicate Mn. to be core to, should abstain from puttlng hlm-
Ogilvie's position as. and mhow pertinent ny self in suc a position as that, unconscously
inquiry was as to lus relationshïp to tfhe to hlmseIf. a bias adverse to the due administra-
Mitinis'e d of the Intenir. tchallngd. lu tion of justice ight take possession o! lis mmd.
that question. the jurisdction o Mr. osels
vie. There s no doubt tat the Minister o Again, in the same report Mn.Justice Smith
the Inteor was involvcdin tHat nquiry. ad, referring to the Rand case:

here is tno doubt whatCver. t.hm.e t thevi- This Is tie pointe."Wherever there Is a like-
dene in that inquiry cane dangerosly near lhood that the judge, whether from kndredor
is door: there is no doubt at any ratePut- any other cause, woud have a bias ln favour

ting rec eviden e aside. that there wersc! one o! the parties, It would be very wrong
Possibilities o! it comncn straight to bis door. of him to act." That is the rule ; wliere there
1e was responsibie for the whole adminis- is a reaoniikelilood, from klndred or any other
hm.ation ote territories, and tels officer orcause,that le may have a blas .n favour of one
is. who was tryin. other officers, knew my0f the parties, le ought fot to act.

S a h e These are the rules tat guard and guide
ordinary man. that if be broughlien a ver- 1 the judges o!Engand. that uard and uIdn

that orueptin thet jsdcton WofeMr. iegso helnadIdofo eiv

hicor : ther iso dthat eanyo ras pu'-thee ug nayo h rvne

rhps hat, sfhe hath ntelooigencofrpt an o flehdbencnetdwt h
Srinr mFan.~ thtIfeR brUghtR (n ater-
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Minister of the Interior by marriage or by
blood, would have for a moment accepted
an invitation to. sit on that commission ;
and I am certain that I shall never hear, on
any evidence to the contrary, that there is
one in ail the land who would have so far
forgotten his duty to the community and
his respect for himself as to have accepted
that position. And mark you. Mr. Speaker,
these relationships become of tremendous
importance to any one who follows the his-
tory of this case, as I intend to give it ; be-
cause we have not only the relations aud
connections of the character I have men-
tioned. but we have the wbo:e system of
Government practically conducted by pri-
vate correspondence between the relatives.
There, are letters from the Minister of the
Intericr to his uncle. not brought down to
ParhIanient. There are letters between those
Iwo tuat I have asked for. that the Minister
of the Interior has admitted related to this
commission ; but he has said that private
matters were so interspersed with other mat-
ters in them tha·t he could not lay them on
the Table-since this man accepted the posi-
tion of a judge, corresponding with him in
regard to this very commission. I would
like to see the man, whether a Minister of
the Crown or any other, who under sucli
circumstances would correspond with a
judge of a Superior Court of this country
with regard to the judicial duties he was
performing on the bench. and who would
be permiîtted to say on the floor of thIis
House that that correspondence was private
and could not be produced. We have pr*-
vate correspondence between connections by
blood and connections by marriage ; and
we have. as Mr. Ogilvie has had to report
to this House. this private correspondence,
some of it forced out of the witnesses on
the stand before him.

Now, to make good my statement-because
in my opinion it is a very serions one-in
regard to this mixing up of private corre-
spondence. I take the Minister of the In-
terior's own statement during this session.
On May 29, 1899, I asked him.:

1. Has any official or unofficial or other com-
munication been received by the Government
from Mr. Ogilv4e respecting the commission of
inquiry ?

2. If so, what is its purport ?
3. Will the hon. the Minister of the Interior

lay upon the Table of the House that portion
of the private letter from Mr. Ogilvie referring
to the subject to which the Minister alluded on
15th May, 1899, In the House of Commons ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). 1. Yes. 2. The report has been recelved.
3. Inasmuch as the remarks in reference to the
subject are intermingled with references of an
unofficial and private character, it is not consid-
ered proper to lay a copy of them upon the
Table of the House.

On another occasion the Minister of the In-
terior deemed it proper to base an argument

upon a communication from the commis-
sioner. saying :

I have had a preliminary note from Mr. Ogilvie
saying that the report would be forwarded in a
short time, and then I will lay it on the Table,
and the House will know as much about it as I.

I asked for the production of that. and the
hon. gentleman brought down a return;
anil n page 48 of the return, in which 1le
brouglit what he considered he ought to
bring. and refused to bring down what he
thought lie ought not to bring, lie remarks
that this is a private note from Mr. Ogilvie,
and, therefore, lie does not brinr it down.
So. again. the Minister on April 4. 189.9,
read a telegran whichli e had sent to Mr.
Ogilvie in answer to a private letter:

You have an absolutely free hand in regard to
the officials. Do what is necessary to put the
servie on an effective footing.

I asked for the letter to which that tele-
gram was a reply. That letter is private ; it
will not be brought down. And as we go
through, we shall see the difficulties that
beset any one in my position or any one who
is anxions, from a public point of view, to
probe this matter to the bottom by reason
of this correspondence being considered as
private. Let us for a moment con-
sider that telegram itself. What absolute
buncombe it is: " You have an absolutely
free hand in regard to the officials." That
telegram was sent after the constitution of
a government in the Yukon. Mr. Ogilvie had
not then and bas not now an absolutely free
hand in regard to the officials. The statutes
of the land control him in respect ·to every
wish lie may have in regard to any reform
there ; and I will show you wlat class of
men surround Mr. Ogilvie if lie desired to do
riglht, if he came to deal with an official or
to perform any executive act.. He is not the
arbitrary despot that Major Walsh was ; he
is not controlled by the Minister of the In-
terior in that regard ; but there is a statute
and there is a council. whicli shows hiow
empty that telegram is. With regard to this
commission. I have said that the petition
was dated the 25th of August, and that ihe
commission was issued on the 17th of Oc-
tober. 1S98; and now I call your attention
to the fact that the inquiry opened on the
6th of February, and what happened? Here
is a commission ordering Mr. Ogilvie to
conduct an inquiry and to report. Mr.
Ogilvie opens the court and explains the
delay. outside of the difficulty in mail trans-
mission, to be due to the fact that he could
not go on without the attendance of Mr.
Clement, as legal adviser. On page 7 of
the report. this is what I find:

The commissioner said that nearly half a year
had elapsed since the 25th of August, the date
on which the petition of the miners' committee
had been forwarded to Ottawa ; that the commis-
sion bad been issued from Ottawa on the 7th of
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October ; that the commission had been delayed Then, let us see how this gentleman, who
by reason of the delay of the mail and the non- was not known to the commission, who was
arrival of the legal adviser. vested with no authority whatever, chose

Mr. Clement may be considered a very es- to interfere. He said :
sential mai as a legal adviser. but the Gov- You are talking nonsense.
ernor General never authorized him to act

inill attcor. thioug-li the evidlee sho Aan on page 34 of the evidence, we findin tbsmte, huhth vdnc hw Mr. Clement agrain interfering. Mr. Cle-
that he practically took charge of it. Not mentCwasethere agao knee ng the ier
a th!iig ceould corne up, hardly a matter of ment was there to keep out, as the record
disretion could be determnedy mithout re- shows, all the evidence he possibly could.
fesrene todCleentermined ies'thte~ Mr. Tabor, counsel, speaking as to what
ference to Mr. Clement. The ideas -mn that qetoswudb nurditsi
locality are somewhat crude. The ideas ofq
Mr. Ogilvie were as odd as those of Judge That is, charges laid down prior to the date
Dugas. Judge Dugas so lightly considered of the commission and of the letter of the 25th
the responsibility of his judicial position Of August,
that he did not hesitate to confer with Mr. Iere Mr. Clement interposed with this own
Ogilvie, and practically, as the evidence ruling:
shows, Mr. Clement was the legal adviser The charges contained in that letter ; nothingof the judge as well as the legal adviser of subsequent.
Mr. Ogilvie. Let us see how this Mr. Cle-
ment interfered. I shall give a few in- That was the ruling given by Mr. Clement,
stances to show low this gentleman, who and on page 73-1 am only naking a few
was unknown to the commission. who had references here and there to show the un-
no authority under it, who was supposed, 1 fair and improper and uncalled-for inter-
believe, by some members of this House to ference of this gentleman-we find Dr.
be there, as a nautical adviser sits in an: Bourke putting this question to the coin-
admiralty court-let me give a few 11n-issioner:
stances to show what authorlty le assumed AM I to understand that we have no appeal
and was conceded. in the case of a nau- to the judge for his ruling in this matter ? ~
tical adviser, what lie says he says to the
judge. and the judge, on his own responsi- Dr. Bourke was then discussing whether
bility, uses or not wliat he says. but Mr. they were bound by Mr. Ogivie's decision.
Clement assumed a different position alto- Here is the reply of the commissioner:
gether, and as lie figures considerably in That is what the legal adviser says.
niatters 'concerning which I have to make Thereupon Dr. Bourke asked•
serious charges, I will refer particularly
to page 70 of the evidence, where it will If .we apply to the judge for a mandamus,
appear that Mr. Clement lad the audacity, J would you hold to his decision on the point ?
in the case of a commission hoilding open The commissioner replied:
court, to browbeat and to bully one of
the petitiorers who appeared before it. I don't think I would be compelled to.
When Mr. McDougall, who had no lawyer Mr. Clement again gave his decision, and
to advise him, as was given these men in said authoritatively :" No."
British Columbia, who made charges You will, therefore, Mr. Speaker, see the
against ,Tudge Spinks, was endeavouring to position which Mr. Glement assumed, witli
press his charges, Mr. Clement, who was the connivance of the commission. Here
as much a stranger to that commission as you have the miners' committee-not one of
any man in this House, interfered in the them trained in the law-granted a com-
most arbitrary and uncalled-for manner. mission, and Mr. Clement, under the guise
Mr. Armstrong and Mr. McDougall were of being a legal adviser to the commissioner,
both explaining their case and were bobli comes into court and takes the case out of
struck with amazement on being told that Mr. Ogilvie's hands, and assuming an au-
this commission was limited, and that the thority for which lie had not the sligit-
moment any evidence vwas offered of any- est warrant, tells these ,men at one timue
thing that took place after the 25th of that they are talking nonsense, and again
August, 1898, the court's ears would be lays down the law as to what the ruling
stopped. Mr. Armstrong said : wi lbe.

I shall not take time by going further into
We withdraw from the commission on account the evidence ito show the arrogant and die-

of the limitation. tatorial position whilch this Mr. Clement as-
To this the commissioner replied : sumed, but compare the commission em.

powering Mr. Archer .Marti to Inquire into
You have incurred the responsibility of makingi charges against the Crown Timber Agent

statements which you refuse to substantiate. ' in New Westminster with the present case.

Mr. McDougall retorted: MIr. Ogilvie shows all through 'the evidence
I that he oconsidered his was a commission of

No, we don't ; but I submit this is not a proper 1 assize, and not a commiission of inqutry-
commission o! inquiry. j that serious indictments were preferred and

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Picto,).
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that the men impiicated would have to be missioner and the department, and the ma-
present, that the charges would have to terial on which he went, and the copies of
be submitted to these men, that ,they should documents which he used for the purposes
have opportunity to defend themselves. and of the commission of inquiry. And I say he
counsel were heard and the greatest for- proceeded in the proper spirit. The desire
mality observed at different parts of the was there to find something wrong. Now,
inquiry. But later on, lie lost that spirir the very opposite method Is adopted here.
and took another course, and attenpted to Is it a violent assumption, then, to say that
go beyond the 25th of August to oblige Mr. the desire was to find nothing wrong, and
Faweett. an officer of the Government. and that Mr. Ogilvie appreciated that fact?
Invented some system. eontrary to Mr. Cle. Compare the treatment of others with the
ment's idea of what could be done under treatment of this man Pulford, of whom
the commission. They sat informally and soniething was said before. Pulford was
took so1emn declarations, where they could sent to jail for conduct that Mr. Ogilvie had
get the witnesses to solemnly declare after ruled. with the assistance of the legal ad-
giving their evidence, but at the start these visers, justified such treatment. Charges
gentlemen proceeded as thougli sitting in were to be put in specified form, notice to
assize and not on a commission of inquiry. be given, and all that kind of thing. They
I would refer you to pages 8, 9. 12, 14. 33. directed Pulford to answer, and, because
34, 50, 213 and 258 of the evidence, where they had an idea that this man was an
It will be seen that any one daring to open agent of some Conservative Association-
bis voice in this court-as Mr. Ogilvie that never existed-in the city of Ottawa,
thought it was, with bis legal adviser be- Mr. Ogilvie resorted t the old Star Cham-
side him-would have to formulate the ber method of torturing the witness, order-
charge on which lihe wished to be heard ing him to tell all lie knew, regardless of
and notify the parties accused. But see any charge, regardless of any one being
the difference compared with the Archer summoned, and, wben lie did not answer
Martin commission. In this case the com- satisfactorily, sent him to durance vile, and
missioner, Mr. Martin, wrote to the secre- made him) suffer for not giving general in-
tary of the Department of the Interior: formation, such as he was said to possess.

However, it turned out that this young man
Kindly give me ail the information you can knew practically nothing, and was not au-

from the department, so that I may follow it up.t enoy i
Get me permission to get ail the telegrams out
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway telegraph office position. But. wherever any one attempts
from 1895 to 1898, so that I may check them ail to fasten a charge upon an officiai, or give
over. Give me authority to ransack this district evidence in regard to any conditions that
and then go up to the other district. Put money obtained there. he is held down to the rules
at my disposal to summon ail the witnesses. I of evidence. and to speciflc charges, and to
infer that the desire of the Minister is that I the important consideration as to whethershall probe thus niatter to the bottomn. the parties accused, directly or indirectly,
But in the ease of the Ogilvie commi3sionl had been given opportunity to attend. So,
Mr. Ogilvie thus interpreted bis duties conditions are made. For instance, as
Specify your charges, notify the parties i' shown at page 10 of the evidence.
any way implicated, and an opportunity as to what facilities will be given
belng given them to go Into court, we will to those coming before the commis-
proceed mo try the case. Although I have. sion for searching the records. It will
been appointed a commissioner by the Gov- he seen thatI Mr. Armstrong asked, If the
ernor General In Council to inquire into records of the Gold Commissioner's office
this matter, I propose to constitute myself would lbe open to them, and the answer was
a judge of assize, and as Mr. Clement, an in the affirmative, but on the condition that
officer in the service of the Government mil they would state what area they wished to
a man of legal training, is associated witi investigate. That will be seen to be con-
me. I will pronounce the rulings. but they trary to the spirit of the Martin commission,
will be those dictated to me by Mr. Ole- contrary to the spirit of' all these commis-
ment. and 'I will not follow the law. but sions of inquiry. They were to name at
will depart from my duty to allow Mr their own hazard the particular area or loca-
Clement to take charge when all these mat- tion they wished to examine; otherwise,
ters come up. He may browbea t the wit- they were not permitted to look at these
nesses as mueh as lie pleases. tell thmn records. Why, Mr. Speaker, the proper
they are talking nonsense. and lay down consideration of bis duties would have
what rulings the court will give. shown Mr. Ogilvie that these men were to

We find at page 8 that the laws of evi- he considered as assistants, not as prosecu-
dence werp to apply. The laws of evi- tors, not as men preferring indictments-
dence! Look Into that commission lssued though they had named some charges-but
to Inquire into the Crown Timber Agency In himself as one who was to inquire, and these
New Westminster, and see how much lie others as men who were to assist him. But
was guided by the laws of evidence. You lie proceeds in an entirely different spirit.
find the correspondence between the com- jHaving laid down these strict, stern ruies,
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which pertain to the courts of justice, Mr. Q. But you swore, in answering me, that you
Ogilvie shows again his unfitness for the neyer heard there was such a thing as trafficking
position by allowing one person, Captalu in passes ?-A. I don't thlnk 1 did.
Starnes-a -very good man, no doubt-to Q.BI o torehtonyrhainse ?-A. I don't think I did.

walk Into tire box, and, witbout being swor' Q. Can the evidence be looked up to see if he
to give information concerning a matter In stated that he never heard there was trafficking
regard to which sworn evidence was given.
Page 41 shows the style in which Mr. Ogil-
vie himself conducted this examination. I
ask particular attention to this. We all
know what Jeffreys did of old time in Eng-
land, in his treatment of those who cane
Into court. Perhaps Mr. Ogilvie is not quite
hisq rival, but I do not think that any vwill
contend that his language was such as to
encourage any one to cone before him or
to assist him in carrying orn the inquiry.
After Mr. McDougall and Mr. Arnstroug
have reasonably, and in calmn and in miod-
erate language, discussed this question of
jurisdiction, discussed it almost as if they
had been trained in the law, after Mr. Cle-
ment tells Mr. MeDougall that he is talking
nonsense. this is the language that Mr. Ogil-
vie dared to use-I quote from page 76:

The Commissioner.-You should have some re- 
spect for yourself, Mr. McDougall, if you have
none for other people. Your opinion does not
rule in this country, I am glad to say. It
would be better if you would restrain yourself
You come into the Government offices and Insult
people who are quite as intelligent and respect-
able as you are, Mr. McDougall. I should like
you to have some degree of proprlety before this
commission.

I would recall the language of Jeffreys to
the mind of the lawyers lu this House.

Mr. McDougal.-The point has been raised In
court, sir.

The Commnrissioner.-Express yourself in proper
terms, or I will listen no more to your remarks.

Mr. McDougall.-I am quite prepared to take the
consequences.

The Conmmissioner.-I will give you a lesson in
civility unless you conduct yourself in a proper
manner.

Mr. McDougall.-I am prepared to have any
lesson in civility.

The Commissioner.-After this restrain your-
self 'vhen you are addressing any person. If
you have any charge to make against the pur-
port of the commission, do so In a proper man-
ner.

Now, there is no one who will defend the
spirit shown by that language. And, if any
one will refer to pages 75 and 76, preceding
this outburst on the part of Mr. Ogilvie, lie
will not find the slightest provocation for
the exhibition of temper and the Insolence
of which Mr. Ogilvie was guilty. Then
again, I would call your attention-as illus-
trating the fitness of Mr. Ogilvie to this
position-to page 68. During the examina-
tion. Bolton, one of the officers In the ser-
vice was being examined, and this is the
manner in which Mr. Ogilvie attempted to
meet Mr. MeDougall, who was examining
him. The commissioner was clearly wrong:

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).

in passes ?
Mr. Bolton.-I had knowledge of hearing of

such a thing.
Mr. Tabor.-

He is counsel for Mr. Bolton.
i
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-- How many times have witnesses to be asked
questions over and over again ? There are rules
laid do vn by the higiiest authorities ; that rule
should apply here. There are two gentlemen
examining at the saine timie, and asking the
samue thing over and over again.

The ('ommissioner.-I notice som..e questions are
asked over and over again.

Mr. McDougall.-It is a curious state of tjhings,
according to law, if a person who has sworn one
thing. and I rise to ask if he has sworn whether
that was positive or not ; I should like the evi-
dence locked up.

Stenographer referring to notes found the ques-
tion referred to was :«'Did you ever hear of any
traffie in passes ?"-Answer " No, sir."

So, Mr. McDougall was right ; but, instead
of getting the sympathy of the court mi
a line of cross-examination which was rea-
sonable and proper, the very thing to be
desired by the court, he bas cold water
thrown on his efforts. Again, at page 201,
we find an example of the weakness of this
commissioner. I do not know whether his
legal adviser was with him or not. The
witness was Mr. Woodworth, who is a coun-
sel there, and they were trying to get from
Mr. Woodworth information he bad receired
as a solicitor. Mr. Woodworth said :

Mr. Woodworth.-I cannot bring anything to
mind as a solicitor, in which I have. If I had, I
would be very glad to answer, because my feel-
ings have been outraged In the way in which
things have been done ; it is an awkward situa-
tion for me.

The Commissioner.-It is an awkward situation
for me ; the public may not understand this ; If
I don't force you to tell what you know, they
will think I am in the swim as much as the
rest. I will take the matter into consideration
and advise you on It.

Now, I say for a man who is put in this
position, is It not preposterous that he should
care one brass farthIng what the public
tbinks ? This man had a legal adviser be-
side hlm, but he had not the moral courage,
he had not the stamina, or the experience-I
do not say he was dishonest, but his whole
traIning shows, and that answer Is absolute
evidence, that he was not fit to perform
his duties properly and impartially. Then
on page 246 we have a ruling. Now, here is
a most extraordinary thing. Just where
your interest is excited, and you suppose
now that you are going to get something
important, the commissioner shuts the whol"
thing up and there happens a blank, and
he actually stops the stenographer. I will



have something to say about Judge Maguire;1 ilar declsion. I was glving you ny authorlty for
and I regretted very mueh, when speaking doing tbings of that sort.
on a former occasion in this House, that I Q. The judge dîd that In the case o! Murphy,
had occasion to refer to him directly, be- and you-was Mr. MeDonald's case one of an ln-
cause in the paper I read lis name was i nocent purchaser -A. Yes.~IQ. Was it included iu your lst ot re-locations ?
cidentally mentioned. But this evidence -A. No, it came up subsequently.
shows an extraordinary condition of affairs Q. That seems to be a soltary case.-A. Well,
in regard to Judge Maguire and Judge yes, it was the case referred to. I submitted this
Dugas. They are advising most improperly to Judge Maguire for his opinion, so that 1 might
-the Solicitor General will agree with me. In future be guided by I It was the only case
any lawyer in this House will agree wit that came, up to this trne.
me-most improperly advising gold commis- Q. You would nôt cal that to apply to a case

me-mst iproerlyadvsinggol comh~-where the man bad flot paid for the dlaim at
sioners privately as to what they ought to do ail ?-A. I don't know anything about paying for
in a hypothetical or in an actual case, cases the daim; that has nothing to do wlth the case
that may come before them in a judiel:l at ail.
capacity, and at the same time the evidence Q. That had nothing to do wlth the case at al?
shows these gentlemen are going to the Gold The Commissioner.-Stenographers wlll net

Comisioerfo muiu dim. hiJ"i~ need to take that down. We are not going to
Comm iissioner for mnining, claims. This corn-
mission, this very evidence, brings out what
I never knew before, that Judge Maguire Comlng down to the very core of the most
was the private counsel of Mr. Fawcett, and fearful scandai, gettingriglt into 1t.
Mr. Fawcett, as Gold Commissioner, was glv- judge asked to inquire into this matter. say-
ing Judge Maguire mining locations. While ing:IlStenographers wtll not need to take
I an attacking this commission as a com- that down." However, take Mr. OgllvIe's
mission that ouglit never to have been or- own opinion of what this inqulty was. He
ganized, because the man was not the pro- had a little contempt for It himself. On Page
per man for It, there is In it, for any one 186, he says
who will read the evidence, cause for t1he
most serlous alarm, and there is proof of Ti
the niost nefarlous conduct, conduet so ne- why it was doue.conduetDr. Bourke.-I can explain tvhy It was done;
farious on the part of officials right and left. s> can Mr. Fawcett.
that if I wanted a vindication for the sus- The Comnissioner.-It is only a one-sided ln-
picions I have expressed already on the floor vestigation ; some o! the people are here, and
of this House, there it is in the Ogilvie com- some are in Ottawa.
mission. But I say this is far short of wha t This is the great Ogilvie inquiry, stigmatzed
an inquiry ought to be. Listen to this evi- Ùy the commissioner as only a one-sided in-
dece on page 246: vestigation. Naturally le lmaglned-and

Mr. Fawcett.-I bave here the opinion of Judge you will sec hlm cutting off the evidene
Maguire. under which I acted in subsequent right through-that it was bis duty to put a
cases. That is Judge Maguire's decision in a stop to evidence lmplicating John Brown or
similar case, in which the purchaser was recog- Tom Smith if they were fot in court. Takê
nized, although the claim was cancelled. the case of Major Walsh; if anything camo

There is Judge Maguire's decision in a sîmi-
lar case. It is not in court, this decision is e.rIf athing came up again r
an opinion from the judge of the Superio1 ' a me. Waadnt arrived. If any
Court :wait, these men are ether out of the country

By Dr. Bourke or they are returning. So he understood. or
Q. What claim did McDonald get ?-A. 16B on misunderstood, his duties. Then if you read

Dominion.
Q. But that refers to another claim on Domin-as 12. 15. 72, 74, 75, 76,quotiowblt e

Ion ?-A. Yes ; that is a case which I submitted asIl ofwhraset this questionabut thf
to Judge Maguire. I have bere the præcipes,
which I submitted to Judge Maguire, in regard untIl they got the miners out of the way,
to claim 160 below on Dominion, and that is the tintil tho Miners' committee had wlthdrawn.
judge's reply. and thon overlooked because Mr. Fawcett

My cntetio is hatif he jcig ha wated to corne to Ottawa. and then they cir-
My contention is that if the. judge hadlwan

never been interested in mining claims, itumvented the dlfulty by saylng that the
neyerbaebee n fresh ing edaisItwttnesses would have given statements that
would have been wrong for hm to give re nt on oath. But that was nt until
opinions to this official. Let any man in these menwho had asked for the inquiry
this House attempt to get an opinion from were practically bowled out of court by
a judge in the province of Ontario, and 1 being told that wherever there was any cvl-
can anticipate the answer he would get. detth
But what would he think If an official opin- of August. 1898. there was no jurisdlction
Ion was given to you by a judge making ap-
plication :, for claims later on ? D lthcomsintecmiso.chudpliatin fr aim laer nnot hear It. I ask the Mînister of the In-

Q. This refers to Murphy. How was Murphy terior. who. I suppose. wilI have somethlug.a Th judge tid tateinthe Iasf eMup
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personally in December, 1898, to send the There Is this extraordinary statement. This
information that I bad in my possession to was a crime of the most serious character
Mr. Ogilvie, whether he belleved at that this general custom of 'taking money before
time that he had limited this matter to the and after office hours wtas an offence agains'.
25th of August, 1898, and if he had thatflcprovisions of the Crininal Code, but it
idea, or if that was the opinion of the Gov- was suclia usual occurrence that no one
ernment, why it was that in the correspond- attempted to deny it, and It forms a most
ence that took place between his deputy important part of the evidence against the
and myself, there was no intimation of this whole administration in the Yukon, that
kind ? But Mr. Ogilvie, before a man had evcrything was so arranged and there was
raised a question as to the 25th of August. s muci confusion that we find these clerks
this limitation that turned out of court the aking this money before and nf-ter office
real active men in the inquiry, and lef t lu iours. wile thc whole grievance ws that
court Mr. Fawcett to conduct thIs InformaiYOu could tot get your work donementoffise
inquir.y to' suit huiseif, Mr. Ogilvie says hours.
more than once la these references that Mr. POSTER. hy should you?
have giventcthathtthis question onas bee
raised. Who raised it ? It was flot raispf Sa CHARLES IBERT TUPPER. Why
before him, it was raised, as ie tells tte s pould you, the hon. member for York, N.B.
court. when they talked about application (Mr. Foster) pcrtinently asks. The point is
for a mandanius to Judge Dugas, and you that matters were so arraned that, accord
will find in the evidence that lie hadiporng tat he evidence, as stated by Mr. Ogil-
eonsultingw with Judge Dugas. vie, it was ta simple thing to take pay for

Witli whom clsc iad ic consulted ? Hee work after office aours. The brbe was
had bis legal advlser, and le ad the fre· there. and whether tsmcybribe was there or

n of the judge, and the judge was Inter-l not, the criminal offence gas there. This
ested in mining daims, as I will show, just 1 man Villeneuve that Mr. Ogilvie so Iigbtly
as well as Judge Maguire. There was ithis'speaks of, was, according ta the evidence,
ltte ri. eand this advIce tbat they could an llterle man. e could neither read no

t -and nip this inquiry in the bud. Thej, wriste. e was put into a position in Mr.
we core ta the report itsef. I arnendea- Pawctts office, withyout Mr. aw ett say-
vourngto speak within the bounds of ing aye or no, or anythlng about ItLe was
moderatIon and fairness, this matter, but, rH uneducated man, who was used for
I confess, t wecondition sf a f airs that con- the purpose of working the pass syste 
fronts nie Is appalling to my md. Whait I there. Fe took ) ribes. This man went into
say I endeavour to support by reference i the box and perjured bimself bef ore Mr.
ether ta thefats or to information, and Ogtilvie. by swearing thangeli ad not don
the House and ec public can for their what M . Ogilvie says ie did do. Mr. Ogilvie
own opinion. I eay that no man can care- passes over the perjury, passes over the
fully rad liec evidence, and read Mr.e Ogi- sandai ofwhis appointment and theextra-
vis report, as I have read It, withou ine- I ordinary conditions connected wth Ville-
ingt toi the conclusion that MI. Ogilvie bas neuve and with Mr. eaweettthat I propose
iholly proved his unfitness for the position ta referto In connection with this matter sof cutng idehis inquir ite bsd.o Thpen rlightly mentioned by Mr. Ogilvie. At page

ciatd even what crime consists f andmat- 41 isthe evIdence that Mr. Villeneuve could
ters, whic are criminalne passes over asf not read, and In another place it is sHown
maters about whieh there is no dispute.,' that this man wo was postud there td pass
Take a case whch is refarred t h on page 7 men nto the office was engged as a dog-
fr bis report, wichbas been l circulation I driver. lis accompise nts fitted him for
in the House for some tme: that position. Tbat lie was employcd as

special constable ru the Meunted Police.
The first day was devoted to investigation of does not appear, so far as I have been ab e

charges of corruption againstofficia lfo the Goldt Mpursue thls report, that ie was a dog-
Comnissioner's office for having accepted bribes driver e paer p3eo the
fully eadssion the oidnce d rand that h was enployed as a janitor wath-

Ir. POSTER. That is wiat he told us. o it the God Commissonercs authority ; and
not under the Gold Commissloner's control

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER: appears on page 56 of the levi1dence. H1e was
-The result was that a door-keeper nased paeed in Mr. F aaw eetts office.a have o
Villeneuve, who was eployed as a special Con- reason to say more against Mr. awett, ae-
stabled e the North-west Mounted Police service, cording to myeinformation, than t t bls
and who had been for some time a dog-drlver, weakness, al tirough wa s pitiable and de-
bad accepted money for admtting peopue ot plorable. H e was paf osd, eot only of the
of their tur into the office. No one else was whisperngf Major Walsb, but af lis sbadow.
ifplicatedportany way except that some of the driri Hi s a m so fi own. Even
evidence showed that cerks iad recelvedh ihaatpeawa semployedas

charge of coruptin agaist offcialsin theGold o prue whieort, hat Ihe ws eardog-

from outsiders for attending to work done befores a anpears on pager of bie eardenc
and atter office hours, This was so usual an ec-f-direetion When she came to get a privlege,
currence that It was readiy admitted, no one ltdrough the orderof Major Walsh. was able
atthenpres w tdenwa thIt a1door-eee n e to pced in Mrdweefinga ftb vice, whlnh

Virnue h a CHmployedBER asPPa spcal.n esnt a oeaantM.Fwet e
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goes -to show that Major Walsh had sent
her. They broke -the rules aud regulations.
and Mr. Fawcett seems to have been sImply
terrorized by Major Walsh all through this
unfortunate business. There is evidence that
the officers under the Gold Commissioner.
appointed to attend to the publie and the
man appointed to guide and regulate the
entrance of the publie were not placed there
by the Gold Commissioner, that they did
not act under instructions from him, and that
he knew nothing of thier duties. At page
56 of this evidence, you will find that Ville-
neuve, this man was convicted of being paid
in connection with 4hese passes, according
to the report of Mr. Ogilvie, was one of the
appointees of Major Walsh, and was under
Major Walsh's instructions. Mr. Fawcett
did not know that passes were Issued. As is
stated in this evidence at page 57, and Ville-
neuve was told :to accept passes from men
passing ln and out of .r. Fawcett's office.
Tha.t appears on page 59. This man, of
whom Mr. Fawcett knew nothing, had to
do with what are called the regulations as
to the admission of miners to Mr. Faweett's
office, which appears by the evidence ait
pages 31 and 45. There are references in
this report to these passes that are extra-
ordinary. Mr. Faweett says that ithere was
no pass system. That is In bis evidence at
page 59.

Mr. FOSTER. What was the pass system?

exercised so high functions under Mr. Faw-
cett, Hurdman who was delegated with ail
the powers of the Governor General of Can-
ada in Council as well as the powers of the
Minister of the Interlor, was a $2-a-day man.
That was the amount we had to pay for an
officer to discharge these high duties. Faw-
cett admits ithat Villeneuve was told to ne-
cept passes from Hurdman and Bolton, and
I do not know how poor Villeneuve could
tell when the pass was from one or the
other, MeGill found out he could not, be-
cause he sold one that was neither from
Hurdman nor Bolton. Let us see about the
pass system. It is a most extraordinary
business, and while Mr. Ogilvie in the In-
nocence of his heart refers to it in the light
manner I have mentioned, the charge was
that all this was an organized system of
corruption, and not merely did MeGill make
money ont of it, but that men in the ser-
vice of the Government made the money
that induced them to stay there for $2 a
day. which as every one knows would not
keep them in Dawson City. Bolton, one of
the officers, says about the pass system, at
p)age 63 :

Q. Do you know whether other clerks gave
passes for admission into the office ?-A. No, sir.

Q. Who would be supposed to give passes ?-
A. I do not know, I am sure ; it was done by
different boys in the office. There were Unes
leading up to the different wickets. If there were
five or six men in front of a wicket before din-

Sir CHLARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. This ner or before four o'clock they would give them
pass system appears, from the explanations passes to come Into the office after dinner or next
on pages I have mentioned, to bave been a morning.
rule framed for the purpose of regulat..4 Q. There were three wickets at which clerks
the turns of men tto go in or out of the office. were permitted to give passes ?-A. Yes; the

That Is the official explanation. but the clerks gave passes to men at their separate win-

charge, a large part of wblch wll be cor- dows.
roborated in this evidence, Is that 1tt was Let us hear what poor Villeneuve, who was
simply a plan for fleecing ;the public. It Is the oily victim accordlng to the judgment
simply an excuse for bribery. A man named of the court ; let us hear what he says. At
MeGill was able to play a very sharp trick, page 39:
owing to the Illiteracy of Villeneuve. He
found out that Villeneuve could not read or Q. You used your own authority ln the matter
write. He made a pass out on a bit of of letting people Into the office-never had any

wrikee ha wpcas oueon and leinstructions from Mr. Fawcett except to say you
paper,lke that which was usedand had nothng to do wth the door ?-A. Yes.
sold it to a poor' miner, getting $10 for t- Q. Why didn't you follow Mr. Faweett's in,-
a most dishonourable trick. That man band- structions not to take passes ?-A. Weil, when
ed this forged plece of paper to Villeneuve, the man outside presented nie with a little piece
and passed on. Mr. Fawcett says: I knew of paper. and said: "This man Is correct, let
nothing of the pass system, because there him ln." I had to take it.

was no pass system. Villeneuve Is con- Again, at page 31, he deposes
victed of having accepted money for admit-
ting people out of their turn Into the office, Q. Did you ever take a pass from any of the
but poor Villeneuve, I do not think bas miners at the door ?-A. Yes ; I used to take
been properly looked latter or defended. tbem fron the special constable at the door.

He was working under Hurdman, as he Q. Did you ever receive ln your own hands a
says. He was told to take these papers, pass from any of the miners to get in ?-A. Yes.
ays.onoHe orwatolo akeons,,thecorsep ,é.Q. DId you ever recelve passes from miners to
anud on one or two occasions, of course, he get into the office ?-A. Well, that I can't say;
took the money instead of the passes. How- I don't remeniber.
ever, Fawcett says there was no pass sys- Q. Did you frequently receive passes ?-A. I
tem, but. mark you, Mr. Fawcett admits recelved passes sometimes.
at the same time that Villeneuve was told Q. Did you receive a large number of passes

to accept passes from Hurdman and Bolton. every day ?-A. Pretty nearly every day when I

two of his clerks. If my recollection serve sQe at the deor.

me riht, tis gentleman, Hurdman, who difWere ?al these passes t e same, or were they
me rght ths getleanHurdanwhodifferent ?-A. AIl different ; there were some
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passes I did not look at. As soon as I saw any- i Q. You beckoned me through the crowd and ob-
thing like passes I put the.m in my pocket. tained permission for me when the door opened

Q. Did you do anything with them after ?-A. after the dinner hour ?-A. I did that on my own
Yes, I burned them. responsibility.

Q. Why, because there was no stamp on it ? Q. Why did you mildly remonstrate with me
At first you only receive passes with the office for not giving money to the door-keeper ?-A. I
stamp on ?-A. Yes. don't know that I remonstrated ; I might have

Q. But do passes on which the office stamp asked you why you didn't ask him to have a
was have a signature on them ?-A. Yes. drink or something of that kind.

Q. Are they similar to the passes shown ?-A.
Yes. ~At page 51 you will find that these officers

Q. Did they all have the office stamp on them ? were allowed to regulate the passes in the
-A. No ; they had to be stamped ; they were manner the evidence has already shown,
stamped after hours. Some people were left in because Mr. Hurdman deposes:
the office and wanted to get a pass from Mr.
Hurdman to get in after dinner or to get in the Q. Did you have any definite instructions from
next morning-because people that were waiting Mr. Fawcett about the admission of people in or
so long at the door, I think It nothing but right 1 out of turn ?-A. No, none at all.
for them to have the right to have the first There you have the office presided over by
show when to come in again. . Feet you have MajorWas

Q. Were these passes good for over dinner and .aWett, but you have Major Walsli
over night ?-A. Well, the passes were supposed putting m! charge a man who is permitted
to be good for one day ; some passes came in and enabled to manipulate and manage an
behind every day. 'iffair of t-his kind, and to make money out of

Q. You refused some passes ?-A. No, sir ; at it. I refer hon. genitlemen to pages 107. 10S
the beginning I did ; I was told not to refuse a and 123 of the evidence if they wish proof
pass. 0 andthi23Iofithteau your aftentiso Mr

Q. Who told you not to refuse a pass ?-A. Iof thi. I wish to call your attention, Mr.
was told that from the clerks in the office. Speaker, to an extraordinary stop lu the

Q. Which clerk ?-A. Mr. Hurdman. examination on this point. The commission-
Q. Did you receive any instructions from Mr. er passes it over lightly, and as I have said,

Fawcett about acceptation or the rejection of lie seens to have forgotten that the evi-
passes ?-A. No, sir. dence whicli he passes over so lightly, and

Q. Did they tell you to let any man in who to matters which were well known to
came Whtold y hat?- A .Mr. Hurdman. have occurred, happens to constitute a

c rime ulndelçr the C(-riminn l Céi d i nOtr

Take the evidence of Frank Gibson, an-
other clerk, as to the pass system, of which
the Gold Commissioner knew nothIng. Gib-
son was lu the office from the latter end of
July until the 16th of October, and at page
44 he gives his evidence, as follows :-

Q. Had you any instructions as to the admis-
sion of miners into the office ?-A. No, sir ; they
had to take their turn. Lists were gotten out
and allowed them In In the right order.

Q. There were several systems during the sum-
mer; one system replaced another?-A. Yes, sir;
on1e or two.

Q. There were numbers given ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Before that there was indiscriminate get-

ting into the office ?-A. Well, I couldn't say.
Q. Who gave the numbers ?-A. That I couldn't

recall ; perhaps Mr. Bolton, I think he was the
principal clerk.

Q. You don't mean that Mr. Bolton gave
passes ? Any pass given from Villeneuve to
Bolton ?-A. I belleve so.

Q. You know that Villeneuve had a good dep.1
to do with the regulations connected with the
admission of minera to the office ?-A. Yes, as
far as I understood.

Q. He was more connected wlth it than the
policeman ?-A. Yes, to the best of my knowl-
edge.

Q. He practically had In his hand the regula-
tion of miners to the office ?-A. Yes, as far as I
know.

This poor illiterate wretch who was proved
to have been guilty of being brIbed right
and left, he had, according to Gibson. the
regulating of miners Into the offlee. Can It
be doubted that there were not men behind
him. At page 45, Gibson continues :

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).

ur1l". LU.Li¶ LLL~'I L C o . e. na page

114 there is an extraordinary stop In the
testinony which was leading up to an lim-
portant fact, and a fact which I propose to
eharge. E. D. Bolton is belng examined and
he admits a peculiar thing. I make the
statement now, that another private letter
seems to have arrived which we have not
had brouglit down to the House. Bolton
states that the officers were told by Mr. De-
ville In a letter, that they could not take up
elaims. I niake that statement here, so that
it may be corrected if It Is wrong; •In vIew
of the announcement by the Minister of the
Interior that there were no Instructions out-
side the conversations he had with Wade.
and the Order ln Council that was passed
touching the taking up of claims by offleials.
Bolton deposes at page 114:

My letter fram Mr. Deville stated that I would
not be allowed to record claims.

That letter has not been laid on the Table,
and in case I forget It, I want It to be ob-
served that one of the most curious things
in the history of this whole business is. not
merely the private correspondence, but the
keeping away from this House at this late
period of the session, the kind of informa-
tion that this evidence shows did exIst, and
Is ln existence and whieh would ýbe most
material. I refer to minutes of Council In
the time of Major Walsh, and I have not
seen one of them laid on the Table of the
House. But listen to this, in the mtddle of
Mr. Bolton's evidence, at page 114:

Q. Now, there are a great many charges. This
is a question not relevant. There are a great
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many charges of officials having acquired in-
terests. Have you any objections now to stat-
ing whether you obtained any interests in such a
way as that ?-A. No, sir, I never acquired any
in that connection.

Q. Directly or indirectly ?-A. If I did, I
didn't know it.

Q. Did you or did you not ?-A. No; I have
rot any interests in Dominion Creek.
Mark you, this Is the Une of answers that
this witness gave :

Q. You have none at all on Dominion Creek ?-
A. Not in that way ; none in any other way as
far as-
Now, what was this commissioner there for?
To allow an otticer before hlm to stop there ?
You will find him interrupting the men who
preferred these charges ; you will find him
confining them and limiting them ; you will
find him asking questions right and left, by
way of cross-examining on the part of the
defendant ; but you will not find him assist-
ing to find out anything. But I will do Mr.
Fawcett the justice to say that he did fasten
upon Major Walsh very effectlvely, so far as
an inquiry of this kind could do it, in the
absence of Major Walsh, a charge that was
attempted to be put on bis own shoulders.
Again, there is an important reference on
page 53, by one of these clerks, as an ex-
cuse for all the Irregularities and troubles,
the crime and confusion that was permit-
ted to exist In these offices. The charge of
parties, intelligent men, who owned inter-
ests there, was, that the system was such
that corruption was the easiest thing ln the
world, that men were able to charge for
this, that, and every other item, because the
system lent itself to such opportunities. Mr.
Tabor, who Is defending, sees the Import-
ance of defending the wItness against some-
thing that was brought up, and he asks:

Q. You were very busy ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. The books you kept no one else knows any-

thing about but yourself ?-A. I don't think any
one else could make head or tail of them-the
rush was so great, I had too much work to do ;
when I got the data that is ln them it was ra-
ther a disconnected affair, and I have never had
time to get on the creeks and make them con-
tinuous.

Q. Therefore in your press of business you
raid littie attention to what was golng on In
the office ?-A. I couldn't.

Now, I refer again to Mr. Ogilvie's report,
on page 8-and I think it Is a matter for
comment that, In regard to a serlous charge,
this is what he says, and this is ail be says :

A charge was brought by the people of the
"Nugget " against Mr. Fawcett for having i-
properly Issued a permit to prospect to Mrs.
Emma Koch.

The evid3nce shows that Mr. Fawe-ett mis-
understood this woman, who didn't at the time
she applied for the permit use very good English.
The act of granting the permit was, we will ad-
mit, improper, but there was nothing to show
that Mr. Iawcett ln any way benefited by it, or
any of his friends, Mrs. Koch being an utter
stranger to him.

I say that any man who has a head on bis
shoulders and is not biased, sitting down
and reading the evidence in regard to that
permit to Mrs. Koch, will say that Mr. Ogil-
vie, as he shows himself In that sentence,
was absolutely biased, was not a man who
should have been entrusted with this in-
quiry, and was endeavourIng to shield, not
only the people immediately connected with
that matter, but Major Walsh, who was
connected with It ln the most disgraceful
nianner ; and even Mr. Fawcett does not
come out of it very well. I will give you
references to show that Mr. Fawcett first
denied the charge, and afterwards admitted
it ; and, when he admitted it, he drove back
the responsibility on to the shoulders of
Major Walsh. It lets a flood of light Into
the system that prevailed under Major
Walsh, and shows the manner of man he
was, the things he dared to do, the influence
of this woman upon him, the manipulation
he practised, and the most arbitrary conduct
on his part. It shows the fear and terror
which Mr. Fawcett had of Major Walsh.
Now, I will come to the evidence. Take,
first, the charge and the direct negative
given by Mr. Fawcett. Then, when he
found himself in such a position that a di-
reet negative would not do, he comes finally
to the man who is responsible ; but the
name of that man is not mentioned by Mr.
Ogilvie, nor is a suggestion made that there
was anything improper on the part of Major
Walsh in this matter. Charge No. 2, sub-
mitted by E. C. Allan, found at page 78,
reads as follows :-

That at the time pending the issuance of per-
mits to prospect, as appeared ln his own notice
of 11th July, 1898, at 10 a.m., he did wilfully
deviate from his said notice and issue a permit
to Mrs. Koch." (Referring to Mr. Fawcett.)

The Commissioner.-There is a case, too, on
the list against Mr. Fawcett ln connection with
Mrs. Koch, are you ready to go on with that
case, Mr. Fawcett ?

Mr. Fawcett.-I do not remember the Iaiy. Is
fr. Allan in court ?
The Commissioner.-I don't see him.
Mr. Fawcett.-To this charge I give the direct

negative.

Later on, you will flnd that he remembered
the lady, and that he dId not glve the nega-
tive. Mr. George, who makes the charge,
says :

You will support your direct negative by sworn
testimony7

Mr. Faweett.-The charge is true, inasmuch
as I deviated from the said notice ; for at the
time this permit was given no arrangement had
been made by the council with reference to is-
suing permits, and no notice had ever been made
public or passed.

Now, I am golng into this matter, for it Is
very Important-one of the most important
matters that has come up In the Inquiry.
The Minister of the Interlor will remember
the case of Nelson & Donald, and le will
not be able to reconcle the evidence of Ma-
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jor Walsh in that trial with the evidence
of Mr. Fawcett in this case as to who was
responsible for the closing of Dominion
Creek. We have Mr. Fawcett here putting
the whole of that responsibility on Major
Walsh. and we have Major Walsh, In th
case of Nelson & Donald, saying that Mr
Fawcett bad acted, and that he concurred
in the action which Mr. Fawcett had taken
As I have a very long task ahead of me, the
shortest way is to stick to the very evi
dence. This is Mr. Faweett's own state
ment :

The faets of the matter are these : From the
beginning there was a difference between myself
and the comnmissioner in reference to thie closing
of Dominion Creek bills and benches. People
had been permitted by myself to prospect these
hills and have their applications at the office. no-
ihing preventing them from renewing their cer-
tificates except that the returns of survey bad
not yet come in, and these returns would aid in
identifying these hills to show where they were.

Before going on, I may say that I have no
doubt, and I submit it to the lawyers of this
House who have followed the regulations
in this matter, that Mr. Faweett was cor-
rect-that there was no authority to close
these creeks, that the regulations contem-
plated nothing of the kind. If that view be
correct, It lends itself to the imputation of
corrupt motives on the part of Major Walsh;
and of corrupt motives and corrupt conduet
on his part I have not the slightest doubt,
after reading the evidence. Mr. Faweett
goes on :

Pending that, everything that was necessary
to be doue had been done with reference to per-
sons prospecting receiving their claims, so that
on that account I had objected to this notice,
or this so-called legislation If you wish, stating
that Dominion Creek hill and benches were
closed and readily objected to that on the ground
which I have stated, because had they been
closed it would have prevented those whom I
had permitted to prospect from having their
claims put on record, and thrown their claims
open with the rest, so that after going on and
prospecting with my permission they would have
no protection whatever ; probably many of them
would lose their claims.

Mark you. he did not know this lady. never-
theless, the whole thing came out whern sh
was here In court to give evidence. Mr.
Faweett then went on to say:

So that this lady came to me on the 7th of
May (I think some t'ime then), one morning after
I had had Information about the closing of these
bills, and she says, " Major Walsh says I have
to have a permit to prospect on Dominion bills,
creeks and benches." Well, I told her I knew
about no permits ; I bad heard nothing about any
permits. About an hour after, Major Walsh came
to nie and said : "I think we willI Issue permits
for Dominion Creek, bills and benches." That
was the first intimation I had of any permits
being issued. "Ail right," I said. Of course,
I came to the conclusion that they concluded I
was about right, and to prevent a hasty stam-
pede they had accordingly decided to give a per-
mit to any one who came.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

e About an hour later Major Walsh's cook comes
s back,---

n That is the lady I have mentioned.
g

r -and says, "Major Walsh says I have to have
a permit." I was very busy at the time, and
unthinkingly wrote on a piece of paper : "This
vill permit the bearer to prospect any section

of ground on Dominion hills and benches,"
This is the way in which the business was
conducted. The public were notifred that

- not a soul could get In there, but a whisper
Jfrom Major Walsh's cook was all that was
required for her to obtain a permit of this
character.

-- and, as near as I can remnember, shortly
after she came to get a permit for her husband
or somne other friend. I told ber to bring me a
written order fron Major Walsh-

le would give Major Walsh's cook a permit,
but when it came to giving his friends a
permit, lie said:

-saying that a permit should be granted. I
had had time to think the matter over a little.
Major Walsh came down a few minutes later,
and he said : " Did you give Mrs. Koch a per-
mit ?" I replied : " She came and told me you
said she was to have a permit.'' He says: "I
will have to get it from her ; we will have to

1 arpoint a time for the Issuing of these permits,
and there will bave to be publie notice given."
Do you suppose that he got it from her ?
She not only kept the permit, but, as the
record shows, the remonstrance on the part
of Major Walsh was exceedingly weak, and
she followed the permit by a claim. She
got all that she wanted.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). That Is
not ithe evidence. Read a little further on.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
will come to that, and am only too glad to
be corrected.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I notice that just two Unes
below the evidence is directly to 'the con-
trary.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. By
Mr. Fawcett ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Yes, the cook got nothing on
ber permit.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman had better leave me alone-
not that I complain of the interruption-but
If he Is a friend of Mr. Fawcett, hie had bet-
ter refrain from interrupting, because Mr.
Fawcett admilts 'tha.t e was mistaken when
le said in hlis evidence that she got nothing
on her permit. I shall read the few lines
to whIch the bon. gentleman refers:

So he departed and I expected, as he and Mrs.
Koch seemed to be particular friends (I think
she cooked for him), I thought she would get the
permit from him. The end of it was that Mrs.
Koch got nothing on her permit ; she got no
claim! ; she has reesived no claim yet on account
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of that permit. That is the full explanation of
the matter.
The hon. Minister of the Interior would not
'bave made that interruption, because, later
on, Mr. Fawcett admits that he was entirely
mistaken, and that she did get a claim re-
corded on that permit. Bear in mind, that
the cook of Major Walsh got îthis permit, for
there were cooks and Indians and brothers
of Major Walsh, who al figure in this mat-
ter of takIng claims. This was his frIend
the cook, but he had more friends than the
cook. There was a Mr. Charbonneau, and
there are Indians and there are brothers who
were benefited, and I charge tthe Major with
having been Interested -with .the brothers,
but whether that be so or not, we have this
fact, that these people whom he took up, of
whom he was 'the ruler, were manipulating
claims and manlpulating 'the officers, whis-
perings in the ear, such as this cook resorted
to, with Mr. Fawcett. Mr. Fawcett thought
she got no claim, that she itook nothing by
this, but she knew a little better than that,
and he admits that she did, and that she
showed hlm that she did get a claim.

Let us glance at thils cook's evidence on
pages 128 and 129, for it ls rather Intereat-
Ing. Mrs. Koch, belng duly sworn, testIfied
as follows

At this time I could hardly talk. I heard in
my restaurant that Dominion would be thrown
open, and it would be a good thing to stake.
Everybody had the fever at the time, so I got it
too. I made up my mind to go and try and get a
claim on Dominion. On the morning of the 28th
of June, word was sent me very early ln the
morning by Dr. Arabella Merrill. I shall not go
out without a permit. R needs a permit. Do I
have to tell who sent the news ? It was from the
Indian of Major Walsh, Ambrose Serett ; he
heard the Major talking ln the tent over it, so I
vent to the office and asked where the Gold
Commissioner was. This ls the gentleman (point-
Ing to Mr. Fawcett).

Q. Mr. Fawcett, you mean ?-A. Yes. I went
and asked him for a permit to stake on Domin-
ion. Mr. Fawcett didn't answer me stralght. I
asked him again, and he asked me who told me.
I sald (whispering) "A friend." And he could
not understand, and all the gentlemen around
were laughing over me, and I went and whisper-
ed to Mr. Faweett : "Somebody, the gentleman
told me you don't need any permit.' I came
home and I said it was too good news, it must be
something. Dr. Merrill was there and the rest. I
said, please to go to the Major and ask hlm ;
we want to go out and stake; ask for a permit.
He would let us go out for nothing, beluig only
two women. ;-

Dr. Arabella Merrill evIdently was a
woman.
-would tell us true, so Dr. Merrill went and
asked if it needs a permit. He said, "yes, I
will go and Instruet the Gold Commissioner."
That Is all I can remember. He went down and
came up again, and said, "yes, It needs a per-
mit" The doctor came and said it needed a
permit, and I went there again. I told the Gold
commissioner I needed a permit. I got a per-
mit, and was staying ln the building. Major
Walsh's brother, Philip, came in, and I said,

188

" Mr. Philip, see what I have got." He opened
it ; he said, "where did you get it from," I told
him I went to the Gold Commissioner and he
gave it to me. He sald, "you are very lucky, I
wish I coud get it." He went up to his brother.
A short time after that I went to the Major ;
still in the building. I asked him for a second
permit for my friend from the Gold Commis-
sioner. I thought everybody got a permit ; I
thought, I am ahead, because a woman can run
quicker than a man ; I asked him-I don't re-
member correct what the Gold Commissioner
answered me, but I. remember, "no." I saw
then that the Major was coming down the steps,
every muscle ln his face twitching. Went into
the office and called Dr. Merrill from the win-
dow, where she was getting a miner's license.
Thought she will get a permit, too. He called
her up. He said, "tell me, doctor, you have a
permit?' She tells him, "I don't get a permit
My frIend, Mrs. Emma Koch, got permit." He
said, "heavens! this Is a mistake. One permit
will throw open the whaVe of Dominion." And
Dr. Merrill came down and we were both very
down-hearted, because I threw my restaurant
over and sold everything I had. I don't know
what to do. I was thinking I don't want to make
trouble for any official. If it Is wrong I will
offer the permit back. So I got a letter written
to the Major if it Is wrong or any trouble, ho
will please take back his permit, but if it Is pos-
sible and he can help a poor woman along, he
shall let me have a permit, but if it makes any
trouble to send for it by 8 o'clock. If not, I will
go to Dominion and stake, and then after I
stake I wIll fight for it. So I went over on Do-
minion and sUked. I came home very sick.
At the time there were not many ladies up
the creek. My ! I was sick. I did pick nug-
gets off of the ground. I saw pretty nuggets
and lots of gold. Now, I thinks I am rich. I
don't know what to do to record, because I
don't know the law. I don't know any-
thing whatever, so I came home, and after a
day or two's rest, I heard stories all around
that dozens of ladies went to the Major and the
Gold Commissioner, and made it bot for him, for
every lady wanted to stake on Dominion. Every
lady I showed the permit to told Major Walsh
and wanted to estake on Dominion. I went to the
Gold Commiesioner to record a claim. He said
he would not. I told him he bas to. He said
not. He didn't want to record it. Told me he
would not do It for his best friend. I went to
the Major and made it just as hard for him.
He told me permit was open for Dominion. Told
hi m I staked and I wanted my claim. I went
from one to the other and did not get it.

Q. But dIdn't you get it recorded after ?-A.
Yes, I got It recorded.

Q. The claim ?-A. Tes.
Q. That Is all you have to say ?-A. Because

the Major told me permit was open on Domin-
ion.

Q. Do you remember when your application
was accepted ?-A. On the l1th.

So, the hon, gentleman wIll see what I
mean. Mr. Faweett's statement will ap-
pear later on. At pige 129, Mr. Fawcett
examines the witness:

Q. After you came frbm Dominion, do yon
remember Major Walsh came to my offiee to se
if I would record ?-A. No, you are mistaken.
I went to MaJor Walsh and begged him if he an
do anythlng for my case: I wanted a cdaim.
Said "No, no." I said I will fight. Ie said lÏe
ls ready to f1ght. Then later I vas crying and

RE MEDDITIQO
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he felt sorry. He said he would come down and
talk to you in the office, and he sent me down
He came down then.

Q. That Is right, but was your application
taken at the office; do you remember who took
your application on the l1th ?-A. Where every-
body has to go ln line I went too.

Q. You got the claim some time atter that ?-
A. A long time after that.

Q. After they' had all been investigated ?-A.
Yes, sir, I think I was the last one to get a
claim.
Referring to this same page, Mr. Fawcett
calls Mr. Craig and examines him:

Q. Do you remember anything about this lady
coming for a permit to me ?-A. I don't recog-
nize her, but I remember such a case as she
speaks of, distinctly.

Q. You remember something about It ?-A.
Yes.

Q. Do you remember Major Walsh coming to
me that morning after the lady came for the per-
mit ?-A. Yes.

Q. Do you recollect what he said ?-A. He said
he thought the most simple solution of the diffi-
culty would be to issue permits for a specific
time for; parties to prospect-something to that
effect.

Q. Do you recollect her comaing a second
time?-A. She came for a permit the second time,
and, I belleve, got one.

Q. Do you remember her conversation on that
occasion ?-A. I don't know that I noticed it
particularly. I was working at the time at an
adjoining desk. I recollect she spoke low.

Q. Do you remember of her asking for a
friend ?-A. I remember of her asking for a
friend, but I thought that was at a later date.

Q. That was your impression ?-A. The appli-
cation for the friend was refused; whether her
own was or not, I don't know.

By the Commissioner :
Q. You don't know of any understanding be-

tween Mr. Fawcett and Mrs. Koch about this
permit, why it was given ?-A. Net unless it was
given on Major Walsh's suggestion.

Q. Have you any reason to know it was given
cn his suggestion ?-A. I know Major Walsh
came to the office to see Mr. Fawcett shortly be-
fore this lady came back the second time.

Then comes the correction of whieh the
Minister of Marine and Flsherles (Sir Louis
Davies) was not aware, and to whIch I re-
ferred :

(The Commissioner addressing Mr. Faweett):
Q. You made a statement the other daya Mr.

Fawcett, to the effect that Mrs. Koch got no-
thing by this permit ?-A. Yes, I was under the
impression that her claim was not recorded. She
tells me it is. I know I had lher application;
that ts why I was under that impression.
So, then, as at page 180, he says :

Q. Yoú were mistaken ln making that state-
ment ?-A. Yes.

Q. She la on record ?-A. She likely ti.
Q. lheis record would verify her statement ?-

A. 1 bave flot looked at that.
(Addressing Mrs. Koeh.)
Q. Have you your eërtifcatd with you? Have

you the papers for your claim ?-À. yes.
Mr. Fawcett.-..That was my impression. I hadthe application and thought it had not . been

put on Ile yet, with the rest, and my impression
Sir HARILES HIBBERT (Pioton).

was she had not recorded the claim. I know she
didn't receive record until atter they were ail in-
vestigated by Mr. Cautley. Mrs. Koch here
shows her certiicate showing that she had re-
corded (29th August)?-A. After Mr. Cautley went
up to Dominion and made the investigation of
the stakes, I put it down.

There Is further testimony as to how the
publie were treated in regard to tiis mat-
ter, showing most extraordinary conduet on
the part of the authorities. From the quo-
tations to whieh I have referred, It would
look like an honest and explicable trans-
action ; but there was a most extraordin-
ary course attempted. Mir. Faweett placed
the whole matter upon Major Walsh ; and
Major Walsh in the care Of Nelson and Don-
nelly, as I recollect it, put it upon Faweett.
But ,the truth was that, contrary to the
law and contrary to the regulations, Major
Walsh or Mr. Faweett, or both-one puts
it upon the other and the other puts it
upon the one-undertook to make a ukase
or Order that, for a certain time, all the
claims on a valuable creek should be with-
drawn from the publie, either for staking
or for application. Then, certain persons
gt wind of It. before any cine else, that
thlis embargo was off and that the creek
was open. And out they rushed-people
like the cooks and the employees, and
some policemen, if I recolleet rightly-but
I wiUi refresh my recollection of that by
referring to the page-and Indians in the
employ of Major Walsh, Interested with
Major Walsh's brothers, Louis, who was
away, and Philip, who was with him-
and engaged under written agreements, too
-and directly representing, as I believe,
Major Walsh as wel. And when the ad-
vertisements are being prepared there is
carelessness In the office, and so on, and
the result is that this woman, this ignorant
woman, and others ln the ring are able to
get an advantage over the general public.
If these facts are true-and I am refer-
ring now mainly to this evldence-no great.
er scandal could have occurred ln
the administration of the Yukon. Now,
the pages to which I refer I intend
to give, but, If the House would Indulge
me by calling it six o'clock--.

The MINISTER OF THE [NTERIOR.
I would like to ask If the hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) can give us some
idea how long he expects to speak ?

Sir CHARLES IBBERT TUPPER. I
have so long a speech to make that, if my
volce will permit, I am satlsfied I shall
speak longer than most hon. gentlemen will
care to listen. I am performing what I
belleve to be a duty. When I began I was
suffering from a bad bronchtal attack. I
would ask -the Prime MInister to permit me,
at a reasonable hour to-night to move the
adjournment myself and finish my speech
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to-morrow. I wl. undertake to do ail I
ean to discard any Irrelevant material, and
to speak as long as my voice will permit
to-night.

BDIBONIC PIJAGUE.

Mr. PRIOR. With the consent of the
House, I would draw the attention of the
Government to a matter of the greatest
moment, not only to the Pacifie coast, but to
the whole of Canada. I refer to the subject
of a statement appearing lu the morning's
paper, in a special telegram from Honolulu
via San Francisco. It is a subject to which,
I think, we may ask the Immediate and
earnest attention of the Prime Minister and
the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher).
The subject is the bubonic plague, and the
telegram reads as follows :-

The bubonie plague has come half way across
the Pacifie Ocean. The Nippon Maru arrived
here early this morning and was put In quaran-
Une by the board of health on the report of bac-
teriologists that a death occurred three days
before the vessel arrived here was due to the
bubonic plague. The Nippon Maru had a death
en board among the Chinese passengers from
Hong Kong shortly before reaching Nagasaki,
May 26. The Japanese health authorities deci-
ded that the suspicion of the death being due to
the plague was so strong as to warrant putting
the vessel in quarantine and cremating the
body. The vessel was In quarantine until June
2. It then proceeded to Yokohama,. leaving there
for this port June 8. Three days before arriv-
ing here there was another death among the
Chinese. The ship's surgeon diagnosed the cause
of death as uroemic convulsions, but considered
the symptoms as suspicious enough to warrant
flying the yellow flag when the steamer neared
this port and of preserving the body for exam-
ination here. No communication! between the
shore and the vessel is allowed and the health
officers who boarded her have gone into quaran-
tine themselves.

This seems to be a most serlous matter,
because everybody who knows anything
about the bubonie plague knows that it is
<ne of the very worst plagues that can be
brought into the country. I only draw this
to the attention of the Government to ask
them whether they are looking after the
quarantine in British Columbia, and seeug
that every facility is given te the officer In
charge there te look after the ships and to
order the strIctest quarantine to be taken
in regard to this matter.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE (Mr.
Fisher). I can assure the bon. gentleman
that every precaution will be taken that
can possibly be taken. The Director General
of Public Health, Dr. Montizambert, has al-
ready had his attention drawn to the bubonie
plague, and has given instructions to the
efflicers at the different ports to look out for
it.

It being Six o'cloek, the Speaker left the
Chair.

1881

After Recekss.

SUPPLY-ADMINISTRATION OF THE
YUKON.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
On page 88 of the evidence, I fInd this ex-
tract from the evidence of Mr. Faweett:

Q. When was that privilege etopped on thehill-sides ?-A. The 30th of May.
Q. What led to it ?-A. A resolution by Major

Walsh and his council.
Q. How was that council constituted ?-A. The

commissioner was the council himself ; but there
were other members of the administration whom
he invited in for consultation. He sometimes
sent written requests that we should call upon
him. On this occasion there were present
Messrs. Wade, Blss, McGregor, myself and Mr.
Pattullo, who acted as secretary for whatever
was done.

Then on page 89 the following appears,
speaking of the order that was posted up :-

Q. Did you issue it ?-A. Well, on one occasion
Mr. Pattullo came with a notice asking me to
sign it ; it was in relation to closing the hill-
aides ; but I objected on the ground that I con-
sidered there was no basis for the huIl-sides
being closed ; I still maintained my objection to
what had been done ln council as Gold Commis-
sioner, and I refused to sign the notice.
From my point of view Mr. Faweett was
then acting with due regard to the law of
the land.

Mr. Walsh sent and summoned me before him,
and he gave me a very strong reprImand. As
near as I can remember, he said : " Mr. Faweett,
I want you to understand that it la Impertinent
on your part to question anything that las been
decided in council, and when I sent that notice
for you to sign, I want you to sign it." On the
spur of the moment I signed this notice without
readIng It.

Q. Were you not simple ln not reading it ?-
A. Yes ; I was simple. I acknowledge this.

Q. Don't you think you should have kept a copy
for your own protection ?-A. I never thought
of the thing at all.

Q. Don't you tbink you should have made a
copy of it before you let it. go ?-A. Well, I
never thought anything would arise out of It.
I didn't think any blame or welght would be
attached to me. I had no idea there was to be
any change In wliat Major Walsh seemed to be
sc resolute In passing.
That has reference to what has gone before,
this extraordinary exercise of arbitrary au-
thority on the part of Major Walsh ln clos.
Ing this creek, then his equally extraordinary
Interfereiee in opening It for bis cooks and
those who happened to be in his good graces.

I had no idea there was to be any change. ln
what Major Walsh seemed to be so resolute ln
passing. When I signed that I thought I was
carrying out what was passed In counciL

These words " incouncil1" are misleading.
There was no council. These officers who
were called In were nothilng more than tools
of Major Wasbh. They were hlis subordin-
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ates ; they were officers of very inferior po-
sition; they were under is authority and
subjeet to bis order and they were, this
gathering, this motley gathering, called the
council. Then this evidence goes on to say :

Q. What was in this notice ?-A. It stated that
on and after lth July that permits to prospect
bench claims on Dominion Creek would be grant-
ed-for prospecting and staking, and I think
there was something that applications would be
accepted if approved of by the mining inspector.
Referring to page 90, the commissioner
asked :

Q. It Is necessary to procure a) copy of that
notice. Would you procure a copy of it, Mr.
Fawcett ? That notice, you say, was posted
about the 30th of June ?-A. Yes, I think it was
posted about that time.

Q. Was the Intention of that notice carried out?
-A. No, It was not carried out, for this reason :
I was under the impression that these people
who had been permitted by me to take their
claims and practically recorded them,

Mr. FOSTER.
claims.

It must mean stake

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPE. It
means stake, I suppose, but I am reading
the exact report.
-to take their claims and practically record
them would make a great noise If they were de-
prived of their claims there, and on issuing this
notice, which I think was about the 6th of July,
or about then, I saw that the whole responsibil-
Ity seemed to rest upon my shoulders, the notice
being over my name, and to relieve the responsi-
bility from myself I wrote a letter to Major
Walsh. A copy of that letter I have with me,
which I will put in evidence.

The commission then adjourned for lunch.

NOTICE.
The notice recently tssued regarding permits

to be given on 11th July, 1898, Is hereby can-
celled and the following substituted therefor

HILL AND BENCH CLAIMS
On Dominion Creek are now open for location

and prospecting by all free miners.
Those claims shown in the appended sketch,

with one exception, will be open only to those
who made application for them prior to the com-
pletion of the survey, which application was flled
at the office of the Gold Commissioner.

Dated at Dawson, Yukon District, this 8th day
of July, A.D. 1898.

By order,
THOMAS FAWCETT,

Gold Commissioner.
Dawson, 7th July, 1898.

Hon. J. Morrow Walsh,
Commissioner for the District of the Yukon,

Dawson.
Sir,-Having considered, from different stand-

points, the proposed method of openlng the bhill
and bench claims adjolning that portion of Do-
minion Creek between Upper Discovery and 120
Below, through the Issue of permits, thus giving
those who have but recently arrived, and others
who have never prospected, an equal chance of ac-
quiring a claim with those who during the winter
and early spring staked :their claims with my

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

permission, spent in some cases a considerable
amount in packing over their supplies, also weeks
of hard labour prospecting, and who, on appear-
ing at the office to record their claims had their
applications noted, and werg informed that they
would be permitted to record as soon as the re-
turns of the survey were so far completed that
the position of the ground staked by them could
be exactly deterniined in relation to the adjoin-
ing creek claims. Some of those persons com-
plain very strongly, and I think with good rea-
son, and with both law and equity on their side,
that if they are deprived of the claims which
they consider theirs by the right of staking and
prospecting, through the permit system, they
baving to take their places in line with those
who have been watching an opportunity of ac-
quiring the benefit from their labours by makingthe journey more speedily than they are able to
make it from Dawson, that they intend to carry
tbe issue to Ottawa, and that they have had the
assurance of their counsel that their case is a
gcod one. I think myself that if the proposed
plan is carried out it will work great mischief
before the last is heard of it. I further think
that on constitutional grounds it will be con-
ceded that when the creek or bill claims are
thrown open for location and recording, and other
permit than the miner's license granted them
under the mining regulations Is not required, to
allow them to stake and prospect on any ground
where they are not prevented by the mining
regulations. Even now I am of the opinion
that it would be advisable to protect the claim
of those whose applications were accepted at the
office, allow them to record without further stak-
ing, or give them ample time to redate their
stakes, and proclaim the balance of the hill-side
open for prospecting and recording. It would be
an easy matter to bave the proclamation posted
at this office, and at the post office, about the
time announced for issuing the permits, and
there could be no complaint that the people had
not received due notice of the opening, the pro-
clamating taking the place and answering the
same purpose as the permits.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

THOMaiS FAWCETT,
Gold Commissioner.

Turning to page 92, and contInulng the evi-
dence of Mr. Fawcett, he says:

(Taking the se-ond notice) : The words "The
niotice recently Issued regarding permits to be
given on the 11th July is hereby cancelled"' re-
fers to the first notice ; as far as I remember I
put no date on it myself ; the typewriter put a
date on the notice. Of course what I bad ln my
mind was that this notice would not be printed
and would not be publIshed on the date on which
the permits would be given, and after, when
people came for permits they would be con-
fronted with the notice; that is what I had ln
my mind, but It happened otherwise.

Q. What was the date of the issuance ?-A.
Dated "Dawson, 8th July. By order, Thomas
Fawcett, Gold Commlssioner.'
Later on:

Q. You dldn't date It at all ?-A. I didn't date
It at ail.

Q. And the executive part of it you left to
others ?-A. Yes.

Q. Well, under that notice, had you any knowl-
edge of any one taking advantage of the ternms
of it ?-A. Well, at least, I heard some one say-
ing people were starting for Dominion.
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That is on Dominion Creek.
Q. Any before this was published ?-A. The

night of the Sth.
Q. Was that published on the 8th ?

I call your attention to this particularly, Mr.
Speaker :

A. It was published on the morning of the 9th.
Q. Well, then, were they starting on the night

of the 8th ?-A. So it was reported ; people were
on the trail, and over there already, thinking It
would open on the 11th.

Q. Did you have any knowledge of any one ?-
A. I have no knowledge.

Q. You didn't instruct any one ?-A. None,
and no none in connecction with the office started.

Q. You gave no advice ?-A. No.
Q. Didn't suggest to any one to take advan-

tage ?-A. No ; there were two men working on
my party who started about 2 o'clock on the 9th.

" Two men working on mM party." I sup-
pose that means working under his direc-
tion, officers In bis employment. I do not
know ; the commissioner does noii seem to
have pressed to have that explained. I
merely offer the idea that comes to my mInd,
and leave It to the consideration of the
House.

Q. How did the public come to the knowledge
that notices were to be up before that time ?-A.
I don't know.

Q. That is ail you know of the history of the
case ?-A. As far as I can remember. I know
that Mr. Swineheart was in on the afternoon of
the 8th July ; saw Major Walsh and had a con-
versation with him when I was upstairs. I think
it-
Turning to page 93--
-- could be ascertained from him that the notice
was published by Major Walsh's instructions, and
arrangements made by him and not by me.

Some hon. gentleman may not have fol-
lowed this evidence quite as closely as I
have, and I would ask the House, Mr.
Speaker, to recollect the entourage of Ma-
jor Walsh, who had got In on the Dominion
Creek-these cooks and others In his employ
-and I would call attention to the fact
of the advantage obtained by those who
are very close to Major Walsh, In connec-
tion with Mr. Fawcett's evidence.

Q. Do you remember your attention being
called to the fact that notice was given to throw
the claims open at the moment it was posted up?
-A. That was my understanding ; that the mo-
ment the notice was posted up the claims were
thrown open, but I didn't expect It would be
posted up before the 11th. I understood as
aoon as these notices were posted up these claims
were thrown open and not before, and as this
was to take place if the permits It should not
have been posted before the 1lt,-

I ask that that be marked.

---- that was my understanding ; that It was post-
ed up before the 11th was a matter over which I
had no control and no knowledge.

Q. When did you learn it was posted up before
the 11th ?-A. I saw one of the police-

I mention here, because the evidence bears
It out later on, that this was one of the men
acting under Major Walsh directly.

-I saw one of the police carrying a bundle
down on Saturday morning and posting them up ;
that was on the morning of the 9th, at 9 o'clock.

Q. On the morning of the 9th these notices
were posted up for the fIrst time ?-A. One at
the office for the firit time.

Q. And your expectations were that they would
not be posted up until the 11th ?-A. That was
my Intention and my expectation.

Mr. Galpin.-I would like to explain the posi-
tion I took ; if you had been here last summer,
sir, there was about three or four thousand men
all hot on this very question. They appointed a
committee to make an investigation, as they had
heard several rumours about the throwing open
of these claims. I was on that committee and
am here to-day to carry out a promise I made
to them that I would look into the matter to the
best of my ability and find out why the muddle
arose. Mr. Fawcett, how long would it take for
a man to go and stake a claim on Dominion and
come back to Dawson and make application ?

Mr. Fawcett.-That would depend upon the
ability of the man ; the shortest time I think
would be twelve hours.

By the Commissioner:
Q. What would an average time be ?-A. It

would be hard to make it in one day ; If they
were not strong it would take two.

Q. Do you think it possible to go out and come
back in twelve hours ?-A. I think not ; I think
twenty-four hours would be the shortest time.

Q. By twelve hours, you mean one trip ?--
A. Yes.

Q. Going out and coming back you think would
be about twenty-four hours ?-A. I think at
least. Monday morning was the first time they
appeared at the office to record.

Q. Leaving Friday ?-A. Leaving Saturday ; of
course the office wasn't open on Sunday ; they
might have been ready for anything I know.

By Mr. Galpin :
Q. This previous notice, a copy of which la

not here, was sent, I believe, all over the coun-
try ? It was sent to Stewart River and I know
of people who came down from Stewart River to
get a permit. They got here just as this notice
appeared saying that no permit was required.
Now, Mr. Fawcett tells us that that was dated
Sth July. I think the papedi says so. That was
on Friday. They were not printed, I believe.
until Saturday. On the 8th, on Friday, I sup-
pose Mr. Swineheart had them, and what was
to prevent; Mr. Swineheart from sending out a
number of people on Friday when he had the
manuscrIpt in hand. Could Mr. Fawcett tell us
If one of the council did send out anybody, giv-
ing them information that these were thrown
open ?-A. I don't know ; I don't know if Cap-
tain Bliss was on that council.

I call attention again to this description of
the gentlemen whom Mr. Walsh called In
on tbis occasion, as " the council."

Q. You don't know whether Captain Bliss gave
that information to anybody ?-A. No.

Q. Was Captain BlIss on the council ?-A.
Yes.

Mr. Galpin.-I think I should have mentioned
that. I bought a claim on Dominion from a per-
son, a man who has since left the country. He
said that he was given information by Captain
Bliss, and says others as well knew of it, and
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he met people gobg back ; this was before the
notice was put up.

The Commissioner.-That is only a statement;
we can't take It as evidence.
The commissioner says :

That is only a statement ; we cannot take it
as evidence.

And good man as the commissioner was, he
did not ask on any occasion that I can find
tbat any one should be put in a position to
make ithat statement on oath, or, as in the
case of Pulford, to send him to jail for not
giving him full information on that subject.
I will not go fully into the evidence except
to show that if Mr. Fawcett is to be believed
in regard to ail this illegal conduet of closing
Dominion Greek, he protested. The act was
done by Major Walsh, and in regard to the
opening of this creek, it shows that these
gentlemen whom Major Walsh calls a
"council," had a meeting, that they issued
notices to open the creek, 'that people in
close connection with Major Walsh got this
informaition, that they staked and after-
wards recorded claims ln advance of any
other people. On this subject I will have
something to say later on, wholly and apart
from the evidence before that commission.
I do no't profess to have made a thorough
examination of the evidence taken by Mr.
Ogilvie, but I am giving a large part of it
thait seemed to me to be of importance. With
the exception of the reference that I will
make 'to this commission in another connec-
tion, my point has been to show three things
in regard to It. First of all, that the man
who was appointed ought never to have
been appointed, that le did not appreciate
the posi'tion in which he was placed, that
he was there to inquire and probe into these
matters, and not to put men on their trial
and ito conduct a criminal trial or a quasi
criminal -trial with all the necessary precaa-
tion thart surrounds the accused, when he is
properly put on his trial ; and, thirdly, that
notwithstanding the manner in which that
commission was constitmted, there appeared
the most extraordinary revelaitions-and we
:have got but just a, peep into the condition
of affairs that exIsted during Major Walsh's
time. One more reference to the evidence
taken before this commission, and I will
leave lit for a moment. At page 94, afiter the
commissioner said "that is only a state-
ment," Mr. Galpin sald :

Mr. Galpin.-Applicatlons were recelved on
July 13th. That would give little time to go
and come back even though they knew on the
9th. The application for the claim I have was
received on the 14th.

Mr. Tabor, who was acting for the commis-
sioner as counsel, said:

Mr. Tabor.-You say this was given as an
exhibit to Major Walsh and it should have been
returned to you ?

Mr. Fawcett.-Not necessarily ; it was made
by Major Walsh's instructions for hlm.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pietou).

Q. You. just simply sent It to him for his ap-
proval ?-A. It was his order, practically.

Q. He had control of it after that ?-A. Yes.

Again, showing the authorlty that was exer-
cised by Major Walsh, who locally was re-
sponsible for so much of the misconduet and
maladministration that occurred. but who,
after all, can very well fall back upon the
gentlemen whom I see opposite on the Trea-
sury benches, who, recklessly, regardless of
every principle that ought to have influenced
them in their organization of the government
of this territory, disregarded their duty, and
in the most reckless manner clothed impro-
per parties with authority, and who, for all
their maladministration and for all their
wrong-doing, must be and remain wholly
responsible. I wish to refer now to some
observations that have been made in connec-
ition with the constitution of this commis-
sion, to prove my statement that it could
not satisfy the publie mind of the country,
and that it could not satisfy the intelligent
critic in any part of the Empire. I shall
quote from ithe " National Review " of May,
.1899. I do not quarrel with that "lRe-
view," but I will say thrat, on the whole,
their observations under -the heading of
"Greater Britain " have been unduly favour-
able, in my judgment, to the Canadian Ad-
ministraition of the day. It may be that, like
the London "Times,'' their cue is to sup-
port whenever possible the existing Adminis-
traition, and so this leading magazine in Eng-
land has been exceedingly kind in its cri-
ticism of the Canadian Government. It
has eulogized the Postmaster General (Mr.
Mulock), for Instance, and that is going a
long way, If the "National Review " only
knew all we know in regard ito his adminis-
tration. The "National Revlew" ihas, in
fact, eulogized the Government as a whole,
but in its description of events ithat took
place here this session, I will quote a few
Unes from that magazine of 1889, where It
says :

Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper very rlghtly main-
tained his demand for a judicial inquiry, and
was ultimately defeated by 101 votes to 48, con-
fidence being confirmed in the Ogilvie investi-
gation. From the point of view of the British
invester this decision is regrettable. Commis-
sioner Ogilvie is an upright and honourable man,
but he is not strong enough, nor does he oc-
cupy a sufficiently independent position to con-
duet the searching inquiry the occasion demands.

Mr. Speaker, I have made no attack, and
I desire to make no attack upon Mr. Ogilvle
personally ; but I think that crisp sentence
in the "National Review " expresses, per-
haps more happily than I ln the heat of de-
bate may have expressed, my criticism in
regard to Mr. Ogilvie. I do not withdraw In
the slight2st degree my animadve4rsion upon
what I regard as his cruel arnd harsh re-
marks to men untrained in law, to men who
were not given the advantage of counsel
such as In the Spinks investigation the Gov-
ernment gave te the complainants, when
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they were endeavouring to remonstrate in
proper language, and temperate language.
against the view which the commissioner
took of his limited jurisdiction, which par-
ticularly controlled the complainants and
the petitioners who put on foot thits Investi-
gation at the outset. In a paper published
by gentlemen who support the Administra-
tion, and quoted by the Winnipeg " Daily
Tribune," which I believe is edited, owned
and controlled by a gentleman supporting
the Administration, I find further evidence;
and 1 ask the attention of the House to these
quotations in order that I may not be con-
sidered as taking an extreme view in the
criticism that I have made on this investi-
gation. I ask the attention of the House
to what was said by Mr. A. R. Lee, who
was summoned before the commission. The
Edmontonl "Bulletin" published and the
Winnipeg "Tribune" copied the following:-

A. R. Lee, formerly of Edmonton, writes from
Dawson under date of March 7, stating, in re-
gard to the commission of investigation : "I
had the pleasure of waiting upon the court on the
opening day in answer to a subpæna which turn-
ed out, however, to have been served on the
wrong man, consequently, as I had waked 60
miles to attend court, it was of interest to know
who would compensate me for the loss of time
.nd out of pocket expenses incidental to my
journey to town. Mr. Ogilvie said he had no
authority to pay witnesses their expenses even.
Now what is the use of " posters " setting forth
Mr. Ogilvie's invitation to men who know of
any malfeasance connected wlth Government offi-
cials to come forward and make their complaints
known ? In the first place, most people are
under the impression that the investigation is
only a trap whereby the Government can ascer-
tain what claims have been procured illegally,
and through collusion with Government employ-
ees in order to deprive present owners of their
property. 1 never heard of such a general feel-
ing of insecurity to property, as prevails la this
unfortunate territory, and can searcely realize
that It is part of the British Empire. When this
objection does not apply, is it reasonable to
expect men to walk 50 or 100 miles, lose their
employrnent (if they are working for wages or
their time If working for themselves) expenses
all the time they are kept in town, and receive
no compensation whatever for all this, in order
to get the prIvilege of telling Mr. Ogilvie that
they were forced to pay some one at the post office
$2 before they could obtain a letter, or $5 or $10
to the doorkeeper of the Gold Coimmissioner's
office in order to gain admission to that holy of
holies ?

And I myself have conversed 'with gentle-
men whose word I ha;e no reason to doubt.
who were. I believe. English gentlemen In
the truest sense of the word, who told me of
the necessity to bribe, and to pay these fees
over and above official salaries, but yet who,
when I asked them : "Will you give me
your names and the right to use your names,
and the day and date when you did these
things ? " answered : "Why should I, with
my claims ? I hold my property under the
Goveranment of Canada. The regulations
surrounding my rights are made by Order

in Council. There are, however, so many
cases in which I must appeal to the disece-
tion of the Gold Commissioner, or later on
possibly to the discretion and judgment of
the Minister of the Interior; and do you
suppose that I am going to go to the expense
of a hundred dollars or so to come down to
Dawson, to leave my claim and the repre-
sentation of my claim, at my own cost and
charges, in order to show that I had to buy
a Government official for $20, $30, or $50,
and to go back at my own cost and charges ?
It is not for me toe cleanse the Augean stable.
No duty rests on me to do this thing at
great cost and charges." And can you ex-
pect poor men, who through this robbery
and extortion have been unable to obtain
elaims, at their own cost and charges to
wait on the time and pleasure of a Royal
Commi)sQion eonstituted as Mr. Ogilvles
commission was constituted, and without the
advantages which I referred to to-day, and
which I must mention again, that obtained
where this louse and this country have
said they wanted a full and thorough inves-
tigation as to whether corrupt practices pre-
vailed in any constituency, and to obtaln
which Mr. Blake said you must require that
the inquiring authority will pardon those
who come forward and make a clean breast,
and also provide that the expenses of the
witnesses shall be defrayed by the Crown ?
Then the Winnipeg "Daily Tribune," which,
as I say, is edited by a member supporting
this Government, assists me further in show-
ing that my impressions, as indicated by
the stand I am taking in this matter, are
iot wholly characterized by pol>tical bias.
On April 17, 1899, that paper said :

As It is the best of Liberal doctrine to let the
fullest light into all charges that may be made,
it may be assumed that honest Liberals will hold
up both hands for the most searching inquiry
at the right time.
Again, in the same article:

Nobody doubts Mr. Ogilvle's honesty and integ-
rity, but few will say that he possesses the qua-
lifications necessary Io conduct a searching In-
quiry into the mess which returning Klondikers
seem to be unanimous In declaring existed there.

So again, in the same paper, the date of
which I have not under my hand, because
it is an ex tract from the "Tribune " appear-
ing in another paper, it Is said:

The people of Canada are sati.sfied that all ls
not right in the Yukon ; we doubt if there Is an
honest man ln the Yukon who Is not scandalized
by what has occurred, and may still be occur-
ring there.
Then, further down:

The Government has Infinitely less to fear from
the fullest investigation and exposure than It
has from any attempt to prevent or burk the
most complete inquiry. It Is very plausible to
cry that no speciflc charges have been laid. Thlis
le not true, but even if It had been It does not
help the case. Wrongs have been committed.
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And so on. One more reference to the Lib-
eral press. This is to the Victoria "Times,"
a paper published in the city of Victoria, in
the province from which I come, and where
perhaps we are brought more directly into
contact with the injury ithat Is done to Can-
ada, not rerely to Its good name but to its
business interests, by the conditions whicli
bave existed, and which, though ln a less
degree, I ithink I shall be able to show-at
any rate, prima facie-exist to this very
day. This paper, the Victoria "Times," a
Liberal paper, and an ardent supporter of
the Government, said as follows:-

In the opinion of the "Times " the course
which the Government should take Is quite clear.
All charges should be thoroughly Investigated,
and by a commission having the confidence of
the country. The Government and not the Op-
pcsition must take the lead in prosecuting such
an investigation. If officials have done wrong
tbey should be exposed and punished, It matters
net what their politics, or by whom appointed.
Now that direct charges have been formulated
on the floor of Parliament by a prominent mem-
ber of the House, nothIng short of an exhaustive
Inquiry by a non-partisan commission will pro-
perly meet the situation. The Investigation by
Mr. Ogilvie may be good enough in Its way, his
findings may be absolutely fair and just, and
cover the whole ground ; but partisan politicians,
who think more of making a point against the
Government than of reforming abuses, will not
accept them as final. An InvestigatIon that
does not silence criticism has falled ln its object.

Now, I have a stronger appeal to make
to the Government-no, 1 am speaking to-
day to Parliament. I am arraigning the
Government, let there be no misunder-
standing on this head. The position 1 am
taking, I take with full premeditation. The
Government ask the confidence of this
House. They ask us to resolve ourselves
into a committee to vote supplies, so that
they may expend those supplies ln carry-
Ing on the Government of Her Majesty;
and with the information that has come to
nie, and In the position -I am warranted
ln taking, I belleve the proper time is now
to ask, not the Government, but to ask
the free Parliament of free Canada to con-
aider whether the time bas not come for
the thorough investigation demanded not
only by these miners in the city of Dawson,
but by the press of England and the press
of Canada generalHy, even by Liberal organs
sueh as I bave quoted t.o-day, when, not
belng coerced by the party iwhIp or lash,
they sald, on the spur of the moment, that
sueh an investigation of a nonpartisan
character was absolutely essential to sil-
ence all criticsm, or, in other wovds, to
show that If wrongs have 1been committed
In Canada, the day had not yet come when
the Canadian people could not rise. to the
occasion, and, after a full and fearless In-
vestigation, punish all who were guilty of
these wrongs,whether they occupy a position
high or low In the service of the country.

Sir EARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (PIotou).

And so, before the full brunt of all this evi-
dence was feit, before the damning evi-
dence came out, even before Mr. Ogilvie,
what was the position that the hon. Min-
ister of the Interior himself assumed ?
When he wrote to me, as he did through
his deputy, asking that I should state
charges, lie never warned me that I would
be abused and vilified for hitting below the
belt if I spoke my own mind thoroughly.
He never told me, when asking me, to give
such Information as had come to my ears,
that if I dared to name a man who was
polnted at by the finger of scorn of the
people who had expended their money and
risked their lives in the Yukon, my name
would be held up to scorn and contempt.
No, he told bis deputy to write and ask me
to forward to Mr. Ogilvie, or through 'the
Department of the Interior, ali such infor-
mnation as ¶ iad heard of or had collected
in the province of British Columbia. He
asked me, knowing that I -had never been
in Dawson, to send all the hearsay evidence
I could to his officer, to his wife's uncle, in
order that it should be investigated. Re
never told me to remember that thouglh he
wrote in December, they would fnot inquire
Into such things as could be proved by evi-
dence to have had any connection !with any
events later than the 25th August, 1898,
but in December, 1898, he asked me to
disclose to him and his department, and
through him to Mr. Ogilvie, everything that
I had heard in conneetion with the malad-
ministration of the Yukon. Weli, because
I took a different view, because tI appre-
ciated the state of affairs differently from
him, what was my punishment, so far as
he could administer It, so far as the men
behind hlm could administer It ? It was
this. When I came here, and from my
place in this House undertook to give the
information that I had heard, declining to
send it to his wife's unele, I was told that
I had made-what was it ? A disgracefui
speech, a shocking speech--

Mr. LANDERKIN. EHear, hear.
Sir CHARLES IBBERT TUPPER.

And an hon. member, whose son is af.
fected in some respects, says "hear, hear."
There are several members probably who
would JoIn ln the "hear, hear," for that
same reason. Was It fair, was it manly,
to ask a man to sit down and send, over
his hand and signature, any Information
that he possessed, lu order that it might
be tinvestlgated, and then, when that man,
as a member of the Parliament of Canada,
chose to rise in bis place in Parliament and
state the Information he had received, to
brand hlm with having rmade a shocking
speech, w4th having hit below the belt, wlth
having referred to names inside this House
In such a way that he would not dare to do
outslde this House,?

Some hon. M EMBERS. Hear, hear.
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Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
And the hon. member for South -Grey (Mr.
Landerkin), the father of one of the young
men l the service, says "hear. hear."
These are the men who would shout you
down when you ask to be shown some spirit
of fair-play. Would It bave been more
manly for me to write a private letter to
the Minister of the Interior, at bis invita-
tion, refiecting upon Major Walsh and Mr.
Wade and the different officers, than to
come out here ln the open, ln the Parlia-
ment of my country, and make the state-
ments that he had asked me to make to
hlim ln a private letter ?

At any rate, let me refer to the letter
of the 2nd December. What was bis re-
quest ? His deputy wrote to me that the
Minister appreciated the difficulty of get-
ting Information as to any specifie acts of
wrong-doing, and asked if I were ln pos-
session of-and I quote now the exact
words :

Any information whatever showing or relat-
ing to any specifle acts of malfeasance of office
on the part of any offieer during the past two
years.
That was the Invitation extended to me.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Down to De-
cember.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Down to the 2nd December, 1898. There
was no limit ; it would have seemed extra-
ordinary if there had been. That covered
hearsay evidence, and It did not limit the
information to acts committed previous to
August 25th. A fair answer to that, had
I been willing to adopt the plan the Min-
ister suggested of sending this up to Mr.
Ogilvie, the officer of bis department, would
have been to state all I knew about Major
Walsh. Would it not ? Is there a man
can say no to that ? If there had been
Immorality and drunkenness in connection
with Major Walsh, and I had heard of it,
and if that immorality and that drunken-
ness affected the public In their dealings
with Major Walsh, If 1 ad accepted that
invitation, would I not have been, as a
man of honour, bound to state such Infor-
mation? I do not presume that any one
would suppose that I had been ln Dawson
or that I had any direct testimony. Every-
thing the hon. MinIster asked me for was,
on its face, hearsay and In the nature of
hearsay evidence. I did what I had a per-
fect rlght to do. I declined to put into
bis possession any information that had
come Into my bands ; and If he says that
his commissioner was right in ruling out
everythIng connected with anythling
after the 25th of August. 1898, ny
diseretion was very well exercised.
Acecording to the plan these gentlemen adopt-
ed, It would bave remaIned locked up ln the
possession of the Minister of the Interior. I
replîed on the 10th of December, disapprov-

ing of the Ogilvie Commission, and prefer-
ing "a perfectly independent Royal Com-
mission." I have referred to the matter of
my treatment when I said here what I was
asked to say In a letter to the Minister
of the Interior, which would have been pub-
lished by sending it to Mr. Ogilvie, aceording
to the way in which that letter was framed.
And here I want to ask your attention, Mr.
Speaker, to the conditlons which confront
us. If the Government propose to follow the
policy outlined in the Ogilvie commission,
and to sit ln their offices, supported by a
majorlty that has heretofore followed them
through most difficulit passes and around
most difficult curves, and to defy every man
in this Ilouse or out of It to come forward,
and at his own cost and charges bring wit-
nesses from Australia, bring witnesses from
England, bring them from the different parts
of the Dominion of Canada-itself half a
eontinent-in order to support a charge that
he dares to make regarding the delInquency
of an official, then, of course, carte blanche
is given to the officials ln the Yukon, even
at this day, to rob and plunder at their own
sweet will. Lot us see whetber there are
not some responsibilities that ought to pre-
vent the Government of this country taking
that position. We are dealing, mark you,
with a terrlitory under the particular charge
of the Administration of the day. We are
not dealing with Manitoba, we are not deal.
ing with any of the old provinces, where the
administration of criminal justice and the
prosecution of criminals is in the sole charge
and under the sole direotion of the local
authorities. We are dealing wilth a case
where the responslbility for the suppression
of crime and the punishment of criminals
devolves primarily on the gentlemen who
occupy the Treasury benches lu this House.
And in connection with this matter of pro.
secuting charges under similar circumstances
In England, we know now ithat, If The sus-
piclon of a crime arises ln any part of the
United Kingdom, you wIll have the hety
co-operation and support and the support
of the exchequer under the direction of able
prosecutors, and you cau ferret out the
crime where it exists and punish the crImi-
nals who committed It. In au interesting
article in the " Law Magazine," 1864-65, vol-
18, this whole qusetion is discussed. I would
ask -the attention of the House to a very
short reference to the subjeot, whilch becomes
now prImarily important, for we are dealing
with a portion of the Dominion of Canada
which Is as much under the direction, ln
these matters, of the Attorney General of
Canada as is London under the direction of
the Attorney General of England. In this
very able article, It Is said:

And, depeind upon it, that while, as we have
been told by Lord Chief Justice Cockburn, the
existing system of private prosecution too fre-
quently, operates as a, direct encouragement to
crime, the greatest discouragement that could
influence and deter the mind ft willing and un-
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scrupulous offenders would be the knowledge
that there was an official sentinel of the state
i'hose peculiar duty it was to keep a vigilant
eye on all that relates to the public and domes-
tic security, and who would with all the un-
bounded resources of the position track out the
criminal and bring him speedily and surely to
justice.
Now, some hon. gentlemen may say 0to me:
You are travelling far afield. I do not think
so. The day bas come when the spirit of
that axticle is appreciated-

Mr. LANDERKIN. Does that apply to
Winnipeg'?

Sir CHARLES UHBBERT TUPPER. I
will tell the hon. gentleman what applies to
Winnipeg. I was just coming ito that. Mani-
toba is not and was not like the North-west
Territories. In Manitoba the responsibility
for the administration of criminal justice is
local; in the North-west Territories it Is
federal. I amr glad ithat my hon. friend (Mr.
Landerkin) has reminded me of this point.
In the province of Manitoba, notwithstand-
ing that the responsibility for the adminis-
tration of ýthe criminal law was local, we
have a noted case where the Federal autho-
rities intervened owing ito the financial diffi-
culties of the local administration.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Does that itake cogni-
zance of the case the hon. gentleman estab-
lished ln ·the Public Accounts Committee
the other day, the case of an official who
drew bis salary and did not do any work?

Mr. SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. LANDERKIN. A case of robbery.
Mr. SPEAKER. I think It will facilitate

business very much if bon. members who
desire to make an Interruption ask the per-1
mission of the gentleman who bas the floor.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to ask the hon. member to ex-
plain, if what he has just said applies to
the case he establtshed the other day ln the
Publie Accounts Committee, of the officer
in 4the Inland Revenue Department who drew
his salary and did not work ? And will the
hon. gentleman tell us who that officer Is ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. i
think. that, later on, if I bave time, I w1ll
show that ·there is a man in the Yukon wbo
Is a son of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Lander-
kin), who has just interrupted me. And
there is some private correspondence where
It Is said : We hope you wIll say some-
tbing good about young Landerkin ; it would
please his father. The hon. gentleman call-
ed my attention to Winnipeg---

Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, to the case you
established.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir CHARLES BIBBERT TUPPER. I

think the hon. gentleman (Mr. Landerkih)
has some maudlin idea-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Picton).

Mr. LANDERKIN. Maudlin? Does the
hon. gentleman talk about maudlin ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Yes, maudlin.
Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. gentleman

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) should be
ashamed of himself to be so fresh.

Mr. SPEAKER. The bon. member for
South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) will be good
enough, if he wishes to make au interrup-
tion In the debate, to ask permission of the
hon. gentleman who has the floor. If the
bon. gentleman who has the floor allows it,
be may interrupt.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
an amazed at my own moderation when the
hou. gentleman dares to interrupt me.

Mr. LANDERKIN. You are in the same
state you were ln the other night.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Coming to the province of Manitoba, to
which my hon. friend had directed my at-
tention, where the responsibilIty for the ad-
ministration of criminal justice was local,
let us see what was done. We had before
this House the evidence ln regard to a mat-
ter where. if strict rules and procedure pre-
cedents hýad been observed, no prosecutions
would have been ventured on by any self-
respecting Attorney General in the province
of Manitoba without the orders and
directions of the House of Commons. In
England the rule is. under similar legislation
to ours, that, when offences are committed
against the laws for the protection of the
House of Commons, those prosecutions are
conducted under the order and direction of
the House of Commons of England. But lu
the case in point, it was supposed that there
had been a violation of the laws for the
protection of elections to this House ; and
the present Minister of the Interior, when
the Conservative party were in power at
Ottawa, after the general election of 1896,
undertook to go to great expense. to employ
detectives to ferret out information, not at
his own expense, but at the expense of the
Dominion treasury, relying, as he did, on
being able to Induce the incoming Prime
Minister of a Liberal Administration to
father the Bill and put It on the federal
treasury. In regard to that, we had the evi-
dence of Mr. Howell, who, acting elther for
the Minister of the Interlor privately, as he
first did, or for the Minister of the Interior
when he was Attorney General of Manitoba,
as some of his evidence suggests, or as the

1 private prosecutor for the Dominion trea-
sury, as some of his other evidence suggests

we have bis evidence that from the 20th
of June, 1896, and perhaps an earlier date,
he began to gather evidence from all soures
ln order to prove that men ln Manitoba had
been guilty off off enCes against the Act in
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relation to the election of members to the
Federal Parliament. He testified that Mr.
Sifton told hlm to employ detectives to get
evidence, to send them all over the country;J
that he gathered evidence, and, after :some1
five months of gathering evidence all overI
the province of Manitoba, he was told to go
on and prosecute. He further testified in
the prosecution that, where there is a suspi-
clon of crime, it is usual to get detectives
to work up the case." He had done it under
Mr. Sifton's instructions before, and, to usej
bis own, language again, hie said : "When1
we get a suspicion in the province of Mani-
toba, we start." He was gathering Informa-
tion all along during the autumn, gathering
it from ail sources, and some time in July.
and again he said: "It would be a gradnal
collection of hints until I got the evidence."
There is a case in Manitoba, as I have ex-
plained, that was primarlly under the
charge and administration of the Attorney
General of Manitoba. His excuse wase asî
It will appear later on, that they had not the
money to tackle such a formidable case as
ae suspicion that there had been a stuffing
of ballots and illegal conduct at a Dominion
election. The hon. gentleman got the co-
operation of gentlemen opposite, got the
money out of the people of Canada, to carry
out this work, which resulted In some 23
prosecutions, and the conviction of a man
who was a self-confessed scoundrel ln the
box.

Now, Mr. Speaker, to go further back tnan
the result from Manitoba, I remember wien
the Prime Minister, drawing from his reàd-
Ing and great learning, gave us in this
House a reference to that interestings work
of Parkman, the book of Wolfe and Mont-
calm. The Prime Minister, perhaps, hbas
forgotten the time when he drew from his
recollection and referred to those unhappy
days in the Empire of France, when, just
such things were occurring that undermined
that empire away out lere in Canada, as I,
in my heart, believe have been occurring in
this part of fair Canada to-day, the Yukon
territory. The hon. gentleman referred then
to the robbery and the corruption that
weakened the hands of Montcalm, to these
scoundrels Bigot, Péan and others. To that
stage in the history of our countryl I refer
in this connection because, whatever may
be said about the Government of France in
those days, when they were dealing with
that condition of affairs away across the
sea, and far away from the central govern-
ment, they did not hesitate, even in the
times so long ago, to do in the case of Que-
bec just what the Minister of the Interlor
,was able to Induce the Government in 1896
to do ln the case of Manitoba, employ' de-
tectives to ferret out the delinquents, in
order to bring them to justice. For it would
appear that, however bad and corrupt those
local governors had been, and those local
officers had been, they were not afrald In

Paris that the detectives would bring the
crime any nearer to Paris than Quebec was.

And consequently we have, for instance,
Major Walsh. of whom I have mudh to say
before I finish my observations-we have
heard from him his denial. I am not going
te say that I would ask this Parliament to
believe that Major Walsh, or any of those
poor men who were under him,, were abso-
lutely guilty. Mark you, Mr. Speaker, I
-must press my case hard, I must press it
strong, for the case at present is only for an
inquiry. My case Is based on information
that convinces me, ln the absence of a thor-
ough inquiry, of the guilt of these men. But
that does not mean that I would pass my
verdict on them now once and for all. I am
attempting to prevail upon this House in
order that such an inquiry, such an investi-
gation, as is sanctioned by the mother land,
by the practice of the mother of all Par-
liaments, that has been sanctloned by our

î own Parliament, to fasten upon the guilty
the crimes of which they bave been guilty.
But in all this let It be understood that If I
happen to use an expression to the contrary
effect, I do not mean it. I do not ask that
these men should be prejudged, but I am
pressing earnestly to-day for an Inquiry, I
must say, ln the absence of hearing the other
side, but they should be heard, If I ean have
my wish, not only on the preliminary In-
quiry, but they must be heard in the crim-
inal courts of the country, no matter what
the result of the preliminary inquiry may
be. Let it not be considered for a moment
that I am prejudging the case of these men.
I am speaking of the evidence before me, I
am showing what It points to, I am charg-
ing home guilt on a primai face statement,
I am charging home guilt wi.thout the other
side being heard, I am charging home guilt
without these men having what they are en-
titled to, a trial before a British jury, and
British fair-play. But I regret to say, Mr.
Speaker, I believe that I have got te make
such an overwhelming case, I believe I have
to press this case so strongly, that I have
not the ghost of a chance of even a prelim-
inary inquiry, unless I make that case as
strong as It possibly can be made.

Now, we have Major Walsh heard on the
floor of this House by a letter, where, while
he does fnot deny, in so many words, the
charges that were made against him, he
challenges proof. Well, no lawyer would
have been surprised at that, suppose hlm to
be guilty; that would be the first thing
he would do, if he were Indicted for some
of the crimes that I believe, on the evidence
I will submit to you. he bas been guilty of.

Again, with that guarding sentence, sub-
ject to what he would prove on the trial,
I believe I amln possession of information
in regard to this man and others that If It
were lIn the possession of the public prose-
eutor In England these men would be treated
as men who had to stand their trial and

6005 6006



[COMMONS1

must be brought to the bar. But this is
not an unusual circumstance. In the case
of Bigot. when he was berated for malad-
ministration, Vaudreuil wrote to the Colonial
Minister :

I cannot conceal from you, Monseigneur, how
deeply M. Bigot feels the suspicions expressed
in your letters to him. He does not deserve
them, I am sure. He is full of zeal for the ser-
vice of the King ; but as he is rich, or passes
as such, and as he has merit, the ill-disposed are
jealous, and insinuate that he has prospered at
the expense of His Majesty. I am certain that
it Is not true, and that nobody is a better citizen
than he, or has the King's interest more at
teart.-p. 31.
That was the defence of Bigot, but when

these charges had been followed up, Bigot
was tried and found guilty ln Paris, and
bow did the Government get the evidence ?
They did not sit back ln their seats and
challenge men to take any particular risk
or responsibility ; they did not do as Mr.
Ogilvie has done, ask for specifie charges to
be made by men untrained to all the diffi-
culties and Intricacies of legal channels.
They sent detectives away from Paris ln
these old days on the long journey to Que-
bec to ferret this thiIng to the very botton
and to obtain Information, If information
could be obtained, wherewith the Govern-
ment authorities in Paris could enforce the
law and punish those who had been guilty
in the performance of the high responsi-
bility and trust reposed In them. As Park-
man goes on to say:

One Quardisien-Tremais was sent from Bor-
deaux as an agent of Government to make in-
vestigation. He played the part of detective,
wormed himself into the secrets of the confe-
derates, and after six months of patient Inquisi-
tion traced out four distinct combinations for
public plunder. Explicit orders were now given
to Bigot, who, seeing no other escape, Broke
with Cadet, and made him disgorge two millions
of stolen money. The Commissary-General and
his partners became so terrifled that they after-
wards gave up nearly seven millions more.
Stormy events followed, and the culprits found
sbelter for a time amid the tumulte of war.
Peculation did not cease, but a day of reckon-
Ing was at hand.

There is an instance of what mîght be
done by a Government whIch ls desirous
of following up all delinquents and punish-
Ing those guilty of crime. But the difflcul-
ties In this case are enormous. Te men in-
formed at ail in connection with the history
of, Canada and of the situation of the Yu-
kon, the position we are occupying ln Ot-
tawa to-day, no argument would be needed..
As I have already mentioned every month's
delay in followilg these men is a shield to
the criminals, If the criminals there be.
Time Is running, and time la everything to
the guilty, if tthere were those gul'ty of a
breach off trust. Time Is everythlng to the
host oft offences under the Criminal Code on
the. part of public officers. Speaking gen-
erally two years is the limitation for the

Sir CHARI"S HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

prosecution of an offence under that Act.
You have officers sent out, appointed lu
1896; you have officers sent out ln 1897, the
bulk of them in 1897 ; you have the robbery,
the peculation and the conspiracy to rob
and everything else charged ln 1898. We
are running on and now we are away into
1899, and the cry that goes up everywhere
is not to condemn men unheard but to take
some action when there is reason for sus-
picion, to follow the lines that you follow,
not as in Manitoba, but as they would be
followed in England, and as, with your
federal jurisdiction you are bound to follow
in the Yukon Territory. Witnesses of crime.
men who have been robbed, men who have
been victimlzed, men who have been de-
prived of their rights came from every part
of the world to this extraordinary and uni-
que locality, and now they are scattered
and gone. The man who takes my position
in this House takes some risks, and I am
free to acknowledge that. The witness is
here to-day and is away to-morrow. The
witness that meets me on the coast and un-
bosois himself to me of the wrongs that
have been practiced upon him, who upbraids
your country, who asks me whether there
is no redress and who makes an appeal to
you, so th.t you feel that you should take
some responsibillty ln regard to the matter,
have disappeared after you have taken that
responsibility. You may have taken the re-
sponsibility and made charges on his state-
ment, and when the itime comes you find
that you have reekoned without your host.
He may have died; he may be out of reach.
and belng of the class of the mining popu-
lation, you cannot count upon being able to
trace him at the required time. Take the
kaleidoscopie changes of officials. Was
there ever anything like it ? The conditions
of the country may be extraordinary, but
look at the condition whIch confronts you.
You have Major Walsh ln charge practically
from May till August; you have Judge Ma-
guire from some time ln February till Au-
gust ; you have other officers, and suddenly
they are out of the country. They have
gone. NamIng these two or three repre-
sents the condition of many. You have your
$2 and your $1.50 officers, you have your
cooks at about the same price, but they do
not remain. Many of these men would be
valuable witnesses, but they are all of tran-
sitory spirits, here to-day and away to-mor-
row. More serious than all, Mr. Speaker. in
a case of this kind, when you are pressing
It on the attention of a House where there
Is a vast majority subordinate to the Trea-
sury benches, I recognize the fact that the
authorities are Involved. I would not have
brought this matter solemnly to the atten-
tion of the House if it were only to get the
head of the son off the hon. member for
Grey (Mr. Landerkin), or If It were to ob-
tain the scalp of the cousin of some other
hon. member of this House.
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Mr. LANDERKIN. Perhaps of your own!refleet on the men who hold ln the hollow
brother-In-law in Winnipeg. of their hands so much of their fortune.

Sir HAULS HBBER TUPER.TakLe the case o! Nelson and Donnelly.
SirC Lword or two about that case to show

Or of my own brother-in-law. These arete positon that these gentlemen on the
not the men against whom I fulminate. Theta b ena n
men against whom I bring the brunt of my to bring to their doors this responsibility
charge sit opposite to me. The men who are for a,, the maladministration and scandais
on trial in this matter, so far as they can be that have occurred in that district. In
on trial, are the men on the Treasury the case of Nelson and Donnelly, lu refer-
benches, but the men sitting behind them, ence to "34 below Upper Dlscovery on Do-
of course, want the strongest possible case minion Creek," accordlng to the return
to be made out before they would withdraw brought down, the question arose whether
their allegiance from them. These are a this had been recorded under two d1ferent
few of the difficulties ln proving this case, descriptions. The inquiry began on June
and a few of Mr. Ogilvie's diffieulties, an 23rd before Mr. Fawcett, the Goid Com-
officer appointed by these gentlemen, cen- missioner, assisted, if you please, by judge
sured at one time by one of these hon. Min- M¶aguîret
Isters, connected by the closest ties with one elthe o! thoptiesifr eve
of these hon. Ministers. ThInk of bis posi-in their legal rights, have an absoluteright
tion in conducting a formal Investigation. to appear. Yet this Judge was ordered
After all said and done, thInk of the posI-as-an assessor Into this court, con-
tion of the miner, of the man who owns a trary to ail law, contrary to ail sta-
claim In the Klondike, when he goes into tutes, and asked to sitlunan la!ormal
court and dares to beard these mer, dares1proceeding-and ln a proceeding that was
to charge that rascalify was rampant In the conducted Illegally from beginning to end.
Gold Commissioner's office, dares to charge Mr. Wade appeared, if you please, for &Iex-
that the pet and appointee, the creature of ander McDonald and R. Morrison. This
the hon. Minister of the Interior, was hIm- was la June and In the March before Mr.
self corrupt and immoral. Think of the rIsk Wade had handed over the richest real
these men run. They know that the tItle estateproperty It is possible to conceive, to
they hold their lands by is under the regula- Mr. A. McDonaid and Mr. .Mos1
tions framed by these gentlemen on the The Land Registrar, the officer wbo heM
Treasury benches ; they know that the dis- four or five positions, had handed over, as
cretionary power is vast, even In the localiMr. Fawcett hlmself says-aithough Mr.
Qfficers whom they might attempt to upbraid. Fawcett's name was used-Mr. Wade had
Take the Gold ·Commissioner's powers, take handed over the water front I March or
the various powers that ultimately are ex- April to Mr. Alex. MeDonald, and he ap-
ercised by the Minister of the Interior, who- peared in this case for Mr. McDonald and
to the disgrace of this Parliament, whether Mr. Morrison; and Mrs. Lucilie Elllott then
under a Conservative or Liberal regime-bas appeared ou the scene. The inqulry began
the extraordinary authority which he ventur- on Jure 28rd. She purebased a quarter
ed to exercise in the case of Nelson and Don- interest on the 5th o! July, 1898. a! ter the
nelly. Think, then, of the difficulties that inquiry had commerced, and funny things
surround the man who would venture, In happened. The sîde Into which she pur-
the city of Dawson, to bring these men to ehased the quarter lnterest went through
the bar of public opinion, to challenge the the whoie gamut of these proceedlngs and
uprightness of their conduct or to charge Came out triumphart. Major Walsh was
them with malfeasances or something even the wItness who assIsted ber, and though
more serlous. Need I argue as to the con- he was examined before Mr. Fawcett, for-
dition of these men wbo would brIng such sooth, bis testImony was cortrary te the
charges. Conditions may be imposed upon testimony 1 read to-day ln regard tO the
them by these very officials, the time for closing o! Dominion Creek, and Mr. Faw-
the representation of a claim may be length- cett did not contradlct hlm. 3fr. Faw-
ened; the time for leave of absence may cett contradited hlm in 1899, but In 1898
be shortened ; there are a hundred ways In be sat and lstened te evidence belng gisen
which these men could be ground down by on behaif o! "Mrs." or "Mis Lucil!e El-
Orders in Council and regulations under llott" by MaJor Walsh. She purchased a
them. There Is the question of royalty. quarter Interest on the 5th o! Juiy, 1898,
Tbey are on thelr knees in that district to after the Inqulry commenced. Thecon-
the Government of the day in regard to testatien began between one Nelson and
what some of them consider an extreme Lucîlie Elliott as against McDonald and
exaction. All these men are In search of Morrîson. There was a nice cortest In
gold, ail of them are looking after worldly view o! the Information to core. TakIng
gain, and are not they to reckon with the the Information te be correct (and for the
risk and hazard they wouild encounter if moment 1 assume %i c c, g
they dare te corne Into court :(though it beforngneialonhso),y ava
conducted by Mfr. Ogilvie or by a judicial cna once lt h hl uft

comisson am gi-etesirnr tht wu A tord ail two abpotr that ce to show
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cille Elliott on the one side, the improper
influence of this A. McDonald and Morri-
son on the other, and you have them in
this case coming into collision. Tbere is
no evidence to show that Lucille Elliott
was a purchaser for value, witiout notice,
of a quarter interest. One Donnelly was
li actual possession of the claim. The
Gold Commissioner knew of the claim;
Nelson knew of it. It was shown that the
commissioner had neglected the regulations,
requiring the recording of the claim within
the specified period. There was no dis-
pute about that from beginning to end. No
dispute was lodged, no case was brought
into court when the Crown, through Mr.
Fawcett, began this investigation, but some-
thing moved the powers, and 3Mr. Fawcett
calling in Judge Maguire as an assesor-
as Mr. Ogilvie called in Mr. Clement-pro-
ceeded to Investigate. To show the ex-
traordinary influence -of the powers that be
in the Yukon distriot-the reason :tbat, to my
mind, that hundreds of mouths are shut in
that district, tiat if they had a suspicion
tbat fair-play would be shown to them on
the part of the powers that he, would be
open-I proceed to refer to this. Regula-
tions made by Major Walsh without au-
thority of law, without authority of this
Parliament, without any authority under
the sun, were agreed upon as covering the
case. No one dared to resist them. Major
Walsh niade regulations, and Major Walsh
had no more right to make regulations in
regard ·to the holding of mining titles there
than the page who sits at your feet, Mr.
Speaker. He was powerful enough not only
to close Dominion Creek when he liked, and
to open it when he liked, but to make regu-
lations when he liked, and all had to bow
to the regulations of Major Walsh.

Mr. DAVIN. He modifled the law.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. He
modified the law, he changed the law, he
repealed the law, he was a law unto him-
self. Walsh came to testify in this case,
and he sald that upon bis arrival,the Gold
Commissioner told him of having closed a
portion of Dominion Creek, in which lie
acquieseed. Now, 'Mr. Speaker, I amln
the judgment of the House as to how far
this can be credited. I have referred to
the evidence of Mr. Faweett to-day, and
unless am altogether astray in my geo-
graphy, you cannot believe both Mr. Faw-
cett and Major Walsh, but nevertheless this
was the evidence given to Mr. Fawcett,
sitting in this extraordinary inquiry.
At the conclusion of the inquiry, .Judge Ma-
guire, If you please, pald by this Parlia-
ment, commissioned by this Parliament as
a Judge, independent of the Executive, hav-
ing no relations with the Department of Jus-
tice, having no relations with the Gold Com-
missioner in the Yukon territory, no right to
advise hlm in one way or another ; an Im-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Piotou).

pertinence for the Gold Commissioner to
come to him, and an equal impertinence for

1him to come to the Gold Commissioner-
nevertheless, Judge Maguire, who sat
through this extraordinary inquiry, gave an
opinion to the Gold Commissioner, which
Mr. Faweett; said coincided with his own;
and from this there was an appeal to the
Minister of the Interlor on the 31st of Janu-
ary, 1899. Remember, Mr. Speaker, my
point is the vast powers rightly or wrongly
exercised by the Minister of the Interior,
and I ask you, then, to realize the diffieulties
that you would have, if you were prosecut-
ing the charges and asking men to come
from their claims on the different creeks
around Dawson to give evidence that
would reflect on the ability, and character,
and Integrity of the Minister of the Interior,
or any of his satraps or appointees. Here
was an appeal In regard to a valuable pro-
perty. - That It was valuable, there can be
no doubt. The Minister of the Interior ap-
preciated that, when he came to give his
decision. He stated in his decision, accord-
Ing to the papers brought down to this
House, that It was a case in which the Gold
Commissioner had " inadvertently Issued
certificates to different parties for the same
ground." Affidavits having been used in the
Investigation before the Gold Commissioner,
and objected to as not beingý evidence, the
Minister of the Interior ruled that these
affidavits could be properly read in evidence,
and that they were prima facie evidence of
the staking of a elaim on a certain day. To
the members of the bar in the province of
British Columbia, I think, that would be a
delightful ruling, and would save an awful
lot of trouble, if it were accepted under very
similar regulations that exIst there. I have
ot myself been able to find that the rules

of evidence have been changed in the slight-
est particular by the mining regulations.
Nevertheless, we will take the opinion of
the Minister. Admitting that he was right,
there was question of evidence on whieh the
claim was allowed, and he ruled that It was
good. He goes on to say :

I do not think that the Crown would under
all the circumstances be justified in insisting
upon a doubtful and technical right, to overrule
its officers.

Now, you have this awkward position. Yeu
have Lucille Elllott, on one side; and you
have Aleck Macdonald, a big man, a fav-
oured man, not only as to the waterfrout,
but,; as I will show you, strongly favoured
with regard to this oppressive royalty, the
richest man, or one of the richest men, in
the Klondike-you have this great mining
king on the other side. The decision has to
be given for one or the other. Now, we will
see how the Minister of the Interior worked
out the conclusion. He proceeded to con-
firm the decison of the Gold Commissioner,
and held that the plaintiffs-that was, Lu-
eille Elliott, or those connected with her-
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were entitled to the claim in question ; and
he directed-this great Minister, this man
clothed with these huge powers, this man
whose influence overshadows the Yukon-
directed that a renewal certificate for claim
34, below Upper Discovery, on Dominion
Creek, be Issued to the plaintifs, and that
the certificate issued for claim 17 to Mr.
Donnelly-that is, the party through whom
Aleck Macdonald claimed-be cancelled in
the books of the Gold Commissioner. That
was pretty bard on Aleck Macdonald. Now,
let us see how Aleck Macdonald's troubles
are assuaged. After this, the Minister re-
fers to the plaintiffs' faulty and careless
proceedings-that Is, the parties throughu
whom Lucille Elliott claims-in consequence
of which Donnelly-that is, the party
through whom Aleck Macdonald and Morr-
son claimed-had gone to trouble and ex-
pense. Here we come to the great chancel-
lor, the man exercising all the powers of
common law and chancery law, and all. the
powers in the kingdom. Because he consid-
ers that the costs which this unsuccessful
litigant, this great mining king, bas been
put to In prosecuting the appeal, must be
very heavy ; just as we saw in the case of
the mining royalties, when the costs against
Aleck Macdonald were big and the royal-
ties were heavy, they had to mete out to
him an easy rule which would enable him
to pay by instalments later on, rather than
exact from him the payment at once ; so,
in this case, the Minister proceeds : '

In view of the facts I direct that the defend-
ants-
That Is, Aleck Macdonald.
-have a lien upon the claim-
That is, the claim of Lucille Elliott and
others.
-for $8,000 for their time, labour and costs,
the said sum to be paid within six months from
Jan. 1st, 1899, and that the Gold Commissioner
hold in his bands the renewal certificate for the
claim until this sum is paid to him for the de-
fendants. Al structures and improvements upon
the claim shall be left unlmpaired, and shall
become the property of the plaintiffs upon taking
possession, which they may do forthwith.

There is the power, if you like. That lis
not the order of an Impartial Judicial tri-
bunal. That is the order of the great
Napoleon of the West : and am I rash and
unreasonable, when I say that it takes a
man of some stern stuff, whatever race he
may belong to, away out in the Yukon, to
challenge the character of that Minister,
and to challenge the character of the man
whom that Minister has particularly fav-
oured. I say the difficulties are so great
that he would not be a coward, when, in
pursuit of gold, he hesitated before he ran
a tilt with the Minister of the Interior. I
hold in my band a serles of regulatons, or
a large number of sections. I shall not,
under the circumtances, cite them aill; but

I hold in my hand a reference to the mining
regulations, touching, for instance, this re-
presentation of claims, by which you must
appeal to the discretion of the Gold Com-
missioner In regard to some of your dearest
rights. For the purpose of my argument, I
think I will content myself with referring
to the case of Nelson &f Donnelly ; for, If
the Minister is justified In exercising these
extraordinary and autocratie powers to
which I have referred, no reference I could
make to the particular elauses In the regu-
lations would strengthen my case. There
are other difficulties. There are great
difficulties on the part of men pressing this
inquiry against a Government tha:t is not
sympathetie, against a Government that is
on the defensive, against a Government that
holds you at arm's length, and whose Min-
ister of the Interior tells you : You table your
specific charges, If you dare, and I will make
you rue the day you tabled them. There
are difficulties ln the way, and I appreciate
them all. And ithese men ln the Yukon, no
doubt, appreciated them, perhaps, more than
I do. They may thlnk that ithis Napoleon
and the Government of the day have some
strength, which we in this House Lnow they
do not possess, whatever tbeir majority may
be. There is a sense of fairness in this
House, whether the majority be Liberal or
Conservative, In which I have confidence.
We may be partisan blind at times, but I be-
lieve In the inherent sense of fair play that
dominates this body, and I also believe that
if the men ln 'the Yukon, who know wbat
has been going on, appreciated the sense of
fair play in the Parliament, there is nuot one
Minister on -the Treasury benches wtio could
Inspire -the slightest terror in any one man
of them. At any rate, there Is not the
slightest terror inspired by any one of these
Ministers ln me.

Let me give an illustration of the further
difficulties In dragging to the light the wrong
that seem to me to have been committed, ln
unearithing hfle irregularities and crimes that
I believe to have been committed. I want to
show the extraordinary secrecy with which
the Government of the day bas surrounded
,tbis Yukon terrltory. I want to show you
how, step by step, they have endeavoured to
prevent any man- from letting the light of
day Into the history of their administration
of the Yukon, from Its very Inception down
to the present. Take page 85 of the evi-
dence, and we find the commissioner refer-
ring to minutes of council. He says :

Mr. Faweett is here and the clerks ard here,
and the minutes of the council are here, which
can be examinea.
What minutes of council have been pro-
duced before this House ? What minutes
of council bas the Minister brought down
here, from the time his ofseers went up In
February, 1888, down :to the present ? Not a
Ilne, thôugh, s will appear later on, there
were positive instructions In the commission
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to Major Walsh to keep this Goverument
advIsed of every step he took and everything
he did. If Major Walsh had done so, the
difficulties of any man who suspected wrong-
doing would be in a large part removed.

Take the Order in Council of the 17th of
August, 1897. The commissioner, Major
Walsh, was .ordered, as follows :-

To make a full report to the Minister by each
mail of all matters affecting his office and the
administration of the varlous departments of the
Government under his control.

Is there a Minister on the Treasury benehes
who would say to me now that Major Walsh
ever did anything of the kind'? There is
not one man of ýthem who will pretend that
Major Walsh made a full report to the Min-
ister by each mail of all matters affecting
his office and the administration of the
varlous departments of the Government un-
der his control. But there were dragged out
of Mr. Fawcett-and I use the word advised-
ly-before that commission, reports or letters
of Major Walsh with regard to public mat-
ters and the administration of the varlous
departments of the Government under his
coutrol, marked "confidential." That is the
order of the day under this regime-and in
this respect Major Walsh was a mild sinner
in comparison with the Treasury benches-
private correspondence, private letters, pri-
vate records, every attempt to conceal these
Important matters from ,the public. He had
his example, Le has his vindication in the
practice adopted by the Government of the
day in the city of Ottawa, and so we did
not get the full reports. We will find how
many he made in this career of his for a
year. For a year, do I say ? Some Minis-
ters have said officially that his carrer was
for an indeterminate period. However, we
will come to that later on. The Minister of
the Interior said officially that Major Walsh
made eight reports, of which six were laid
on the Table of this House. I tbink the hon.
Minister erred. I have been a pretty dili-
gent student this session of returns laid on
the Table, and I can find noue. Possibly the
Minister referred to a return in reply 'to an
address of the Senate, dated 17th March.
1898, for there are six reports In that re-
turn. The first of these letters Is dated
" Skagway, October 24th, 1897." The second
Is dated "Commissioner's Office, Bennett,
October 31st, 1897." The third is dated
"Bennett, October 31st, 1897." The fourth
Is dated "Commissioner's Office, Bennett,
October 31st, 1897V" The ifthI Is dated
" Tagis, November 31st, 1897." The sixth
is not dated, but Is called a supplementary
report. And at page 3922 of "Hansard," we
are told that the two other reports will be
brought down to complete the elght. They
have not been brought down, and I would
not advise any member of this House, if he
Is at all inquIsitive, to take the trouble of
looking up the Informatlon contalned in the
reports laid on the Table. But f he wants

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Picton).

to find out anything interesting, if he wants
to find out lhow the Yukon.Is governed, he
ean get a peep or two by reading the evi-
dence that Mr. Fawcett gave before Mr.
Ogilvie-I may say the evidence that Mr.
Fawett was compelled to bring out. He
can learn. for the first time, he will not
learn it from -the reports before this Parlia-
ment, that certain ýmock minutes were now
and then adopted. Minutes of council ! A
nice council that was ! You have heard of
the men who composed it-the clerks of Mr.
Walsh, none of them with any other autho-
rity or status ithan that of a clerk or in-
spector. One was a livery stable keeper, the
captain of the whaler was not there, but
there was an accountant, and these varlous
gentlemen were brought ln to constitute a
council. We did not constitute them a coun-
cil. There was no legislation 'to do so. There
was a council, forsooth, something like those
minutes. We have not seen these minutes,
but they accidentally rolled out in the evi-
dence of Mr. Fawcett. The iniquity of the
practice of this private correspondence ln
regard to public business is illustrated fur-
ther on. You will remember that In this
Hbouse the Minister of the Interior told us
that Major Walsh came home in pursuance
of a letter which he had written 'the Minis-
ter saying that he intended 'to come as soon
as he possibly could. I asked for that letter.
There have been very few letters from our
commissioner, and the few we have amount
to nothing. They give the temperature for
a large period of time-three or four montbs
how cold or how warm it was, and all about
the discomfort of the gentlemen who accom-
panied the commissioner and the Indians and
aIl that, up as far as Lake Bennett and Tag-
ish and so on. But as regards administra-
tion or policy, there is a blank. I asked for
the Information on which the Minister of the
Interlor made that statement. and in the
return he brought down ln reply, I find sim-
ply the statement : "This is a private letter
from Major Walsh." Then again, the Min-
ister stated that before Major Walsh started
down to Dawson City, ln the spring of 1897,
he wrote to the Minister and said he did not
wish to remain in Dawson any longer thin
he could belp, and would like his successor
to be sent In as soon as possible, and the
Minister said that shortly after getting this
letter he cabled to Mr. Ogilvie. Al the
correspondence outside of that is absolutely
private.

So, again, there is not the light of day.
Compare with this for a moment, and only
for a tmoment, the treatment that Mr. Peters
got. -Mr. Peters happened to be connected
in business with me ln July of last year.
And before he was connected with me he
sent a cipher message to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies).
I suppose he had some object In putting
his message in cipher. He apparently did
not think It was to be a publie document.
What that message was no man knows to
this day. But, ln the desperation o! the
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moment, the Minister of Marine and Fish-! private correspondence, as will be seen,
eries permItted his colleagues to do a thing affords, whether it Is intended to or not, a
for which no explanation has been given, eloak wh.iclh is the greatest shelter that
a thing that I cannot pass by with- fraud and rascality eau find. Fraud and
out remarking upon it. He permitted rascality cannot flourish ln the open. Pub-
his colleagues to drag this into de- lie officers cannot and dare not do wrong
bate. And. worse than that, when the as they might do under the cloak of secrecy,
papers were moved for, he permitted when the details of everything they do and
his colleague to fix up the return, to everything they resolve is put upon the
pass it through the hands of the Gover- official record, and is open to be inspected
nor In Council and lay it on the Table of by Parliament. Let us see some of this
the House ln such form that it should not official correspondence. In this examina-
appear in the return at what time this tion Mr. Fawcett produces a letter marked
cipher message came from Mr. Peters, whe- "private "-improperly marked "private,"
ther it was when lie was a partner of mine, no privacy about it. It was written by an
or before he became nmy partner. I have officer of old standing and one, so far as
asked ad nauseani in this louse, as hon. i know, of reputable character, Mr. Deville,
members will recollect, to have the return in the Department of the Interior. But,
corrected. I was told cavalierly once that following the lines and practice of his Min-
the Minister of the Interior had wrItten a ister of concealing everything that cau pos-
note to the Clerk of the House about it. sibly be concealed. he writes a letter on
I pointed out that that would not go into the public duties 0f Mr. Fawcett, and marks
the return, and yet hon. gentlemen oppo-iprivate "-dares ta mark it "private
site-I do not know what lias induced them dares to put it in the category, the Shameful
to take such a course-have not taken one category 1 have been referring ta. 1 refer
step to have that rectifled ; but correspond-!to page .07 of tle evidence. Tlis letter
ence that, I suppose, Peters thought was is dated 26th July, 1897:
private. though no reason was given why Unless you are very wrong, and I do not thinkhe or any one else should have thought it that possible, you may be sure thati Mr. Sifton
private, lias been put before the fHouse as and Mr. Smart will stand by you.
though it were with a partner of mine I must concur in that statement. And theabout a liquor permit. I would take this I -s spntenepn,' anA T nzir 4.1

las sntnc of this lete and<451 I k th

occasion to say that I suppose that Mr.
Peters. who is as strong a Liberal as any
who sit on the Treasury benches, who dif-
fers from me in toto colo lu polities, is as in-
dignant-at least, I hope so-about the use
made of lis name as I am. But I say,
without fear of contradiction by any living
man, that I had no more to do with that
correspondence, it was no more my busi-1
ness, I lad no more knowledge ofI It, than
any man on the Treasury bench. Mr. Peters
happened to bave referred the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries to me, and he used
my cipher. But I never saw bis telegram,
lie never put It In my hand, and I never
heard ofi It until it was dragged ln ln this
manner. I would not have referred to
this except to malke the point, as I do, that
lon. gentlemen opposite are ready, when
they think they can wouud an opponent.
to bring down a cipher telegram, and all
the correspondence surrounding It. The
Postma-ster General (Mr. Mulock) Is ready
to print at the publie expense all the pri-
vate correspondence he ean find In the
pigeon-holes of bis predecessor in order to
wound an opponent; but, forsooth, in the
case of the government of the Yukon, there
are uncles, there are sons, there are brothers
of members iof Parliament, are the corre-
spondence in regard to the golngs-on, In
regrard to wlhat is ·transplring there, will be
so imixed up, as the Minister of the In-
terlor said on one occasion, with private
correspondence that the records cannot be
produced to Parliament. This system of

189

attention of the hon. member for South
Grey (Mr. Landerkin)-is this:

When you write to us, do not forget to put In
a few words about Landerkin. I will communi-
cate them to his father and he will be pleased.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Did he say anything
about the Winnipeg matter ?

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No,
he does not seem to have thought it so
important as the lion. member for South
Grey does. He has a mind and the lon.
gentleman has something else.

Mr. LANDERKIN. The hon. member for
Pietou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) has
not much of a mInd or he would not take
Up the time of the House in this way.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. At
page 210 we see, speaking of this Mr. Mc-
Donald, who had great favour allowed
him :

Q. I would like to know if McDonald got an
extension of time-

Mr. Tabor.-I object, Mr. Commissioner, to the
question. I would like to have the letter pro-
duced.

Dr. Bourke.-I want the letter produced. Did
he write to you ?

Mr. Fawcett.-iHe sent a letter to me. I think
this is something that he wrote Mr. Fawcett
(looking for the letter) I fail to find the letter
and It is my impression that they did write to
me at this time. I have not a copy of it.
And later on:

Q. You know of this letter from Mr. Walsh to
you, and you know that Alex. McDonald got

6017 6018

IRDITIONO



[COMMONS]

time. I suppose there is no other case like I am sure the Canadian Government recognize
-this ?-A. No, not that I know of. ! the value of your services in developing the

Q. No other case of extension ?-A. I don't country. I would not care to do anything which
know ; this is the only case that came under my might seriously interfere with you.
=otice. I do not see anything unreasonable in your

proposition to pay one-half of the royalty in
This. if you please, is in regard to the September next and the other half in May, 1899.
"mining king," who got an indulgence I will write the Gold Commissioner instructing
under vhiei they were not to colleet his him that you are to have the time mentioned In
royalty as3promptly as they collected the which to imake your payments.
royalty of-a poor man. They come dowIl I a yours truly,Wroy.It ofa1 J. M. WALSH,
on hlm easily, by instalments. Then, Dr.1 Commissioner of the Yukon.
Bourke said-and, by the way, this is the
man whom Mr. Ogilvie goes out of his way Why did he mark that letter confidential:
to abuse, a man who seens io have known There Is no reason I can conceive of other

a or two : than the reasons that exist for those hon.
gentlemen on the Treasury benches marking

Dr. Bourke.-I want this to go on record, and all their correspondence confidential, when
ask that this letter in which Major Walsh hur- they dare. The Blair let>ter to Roche is a
riedly referred to McDonald's difficulties to meet I sample ; but there are hundreds of them, as
his engagements. I want the Government to we shall see before this discussion Is finish-
know McDonald's position as a practical specu- ed. But there is another confidential letter.
lator ; a man who holds Government royalty to Mr. Walsli had read over, no doubt, the Or-speculate with while a poor man who cannot pay der in Council of His Excellency to make afer bis sluice-boxes is locked Up.

The Commissioner.-The Government knows full report to the Minister by each mail of
that months ago. all matters affecting his office and the ad-

I suppose the Minister of the Interior will ministration of the varlous departments of
not contradict that. governrent under bis control. Good, e:sy

man. Why, lie said. Iooking to th--.-- irac-
Dr. Bourke.-The public want to know. tice of Ottawa, that does not apply to any-
The Commissioner.-The Government have been tbing, 1 wilh mark it confidential. So, on the

asked if there is any way to fix the amount of d1t
royalty due by Alex. McDonald. Fawceof, Esq..1Gol, Conriss ot a-

Mr. Fawcett.-I asked Mr. Dougherty the same sonao n ldlettr ; an ere a be
thing.

The Commissioner.-We can collect it ; It is a anytbing more eowardly th-an for a ,uperIor
simple matter if you know the amount. officer ag le was to write to bis subordinate

A terrble difficulty occurred In the case letterfnstruction, a letter of dvice. and

of Macdonald andth oaper l tho coae mark it confidential. I would like any hon.
of Mcdoaldandthepaprs ad o crnegentleman to suggest It. The first lettér

to Ottawa.. Of course, when all ithe papers 2Ito ttaa..Offcouse wien il thepaprsmight be corrupt, it migbt be anyth!ng, but
were shovelled off to Ottawa no one coaldt o i o ec
act until the Ottawa Government had acted, possible character, and nay possly be bas-
and Macdonald, of course, got delay. But ed on corruption, too. !at any rate, It sug-
as Mr. Fawcett honestly says, he does not gests suspicion, and when we care to read
know any other man that could work that It, we wîîî see wiat its purport Is
little racket. Now, let us see what the
letter Is that Mr. Fawcett could nor find. n Cnfdnta.

t found on page 211:t Commissio ueer's office,government underh"Dawson, 22nd July, 1898.
Thomas Fain Iwcett, Esq.,

Dawson City, N.W.T., 20tF July, 1898. Gold Commissioner, Dawson.
Alexander McDonald, Esq., flear Sir,-T lnelcse a copy of a letter I an

Dawson City, N.W.T. forwarding to Mr. Alexander McDonad repy
Dear Sir,-I have just recelved your letter of to a communication froithlm apping foran

to-day with regard to the royaltyl and the manner extension 0f time for the payment of royalties
lu whieh it affects your interests if collected at due hlm this season. You will please be gulded
once. In accordance therewith, and give theanecessary

instructions to the inspectors o mines.
mightbesoI have the honour to be, sir,

e was the rntst successf h o man In the Keon- Your obedient servantr
dike. They say that pios mules are coseingcJh poWALSH,
along the trails la extraordenary number. Commissoner, Yukon District.

I fuliy realîze the value of ail your mlnlng In- [IL other words, 1, Mr. Walsh, tell you con-
terests ando! the work you have devoted to their fgdentially to violate wthen wes ad trders,
development,-and also appreclate the !act that and regulations of the Goveror In Counil.
besides expendi g large sums o! môney in thIs and your instructions, I tell you.Scoldential-
way, you have also renvested largely ln this lyD disobey me at your perl, 22nld Mr. Faw-
territory, Dnstead oI, .mpiy removlng the gold eett writes an open letter acknowedgîn
from the mines and sendg It utslde.

I beileve fromn what you say, and -from what 1 these Instruction-s, and then, forced as lie is
have learned ro other sources, that t ofnsist by the suspicion, when 'the chrges of fav-
ton the payment o! the iroyalty on your total ont- oUrltsm are madeneragalnstlm-because.
put at once -mght beembarrasslng to you. n-oor Manhe could not quote It to the pub-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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lie lin whose authority he was doing it-ithen parted from the sound, the wholesome and
he writes :the contidential letter. It is his the honest rule of government. Todd ilays
justification, he is Impaled on a charge, and down, after reviewing the cases . and the
his answer is : I did it on Mr, Walsh's In- practice in England, the following:-
structions. Where is your authority ? Here
it is, it is the confidential letter. All public transactions of state are necessarily

Now, I want to show, Mr. Speaker, how official ; and that no public officer would be justi-
serious a thinthissystemis, if you have fied in withholding from official record any docu-

st t toment emanating from himself in his official capa-
been able to follow me in the Illustration I city in relation to public affairs.
have been giving. When the Government of1
India was undertaken at long range from Now, Mr. Speaker, I have endeavoured to
home, what was !the great guarantee of prepare the way for the serious step I pro-
honesty on the one hand, and what was the pose to take, a step that I take after de-
proof of dishonesty in the mInds of able men. liberation, after careful thought, impelled
notably In the minds of exceedlngly able by a sense of duty, and invited by the chal-
men? The check against dishonesty was lenge of the hon. Minister of the Interior.
publicity and the minute record of every That hon. gentleman used this language
official act ; the proof of dishonesty and a across the floor of this House:
dishonest purpose was the obliteration of
the record, and the resort !to private corres- I challenge the member for Pictou or any other
pondence for the conduct of public business. 1man in this House, to lay upon the Table of the
In the impeachment of Hastings by Burke ,House the charges that he bas to make, and de-

tcl the care his ability to substantiate them by evi-ie las something to say of the advantages dence, and he will get his investigation, and I
of a government of writing and a govern- will be able to convince the hon. gentleman who
ment of record, and the advantages of a sys- makes that charge that discretion on his part
tem which, as he says, makes every tran- would have been the better part of valour.
saction in the service and every expenditure I propose,.therefore, in compliance with that
a matter of record. He adverts to the unfor- challenge to move
tiorate conduct of Hastings, and chargese o
him with having destroyed that system : That the condition of things in the Yukon dis-

He bas destroyed it by making a fatal, mis-
chievous distinction between public and private
correspondence, whereas the company bas made
none. He bas said : " There are thousands of
occasions in which It is not proper to divulge
your private correspondence, but there is no occa-
sion in which it is not necessary to communicate
your correspondence to those who are above
you." These are the distinctions he has thought
proper to make. The next way-without enter-
ing into all the ways in which he bas attempted
to evade this regulation-is, by appointing spies
and under-agents, who shall carry on the real
state business, while there are public and osten-
sible agents who are not in the. secret. And the
correspondence of those private agents he has
stopped and secreted, and there remains nothing
but the shell and husk of a dry official corres-
pondence, which neither means anything nor was
intended to mean anything.
Could anything be more appropriate ? But
he goes on and says:

This Is the way in which he has defeated this
excellent Institution.
That was the institution where a record of
everything was published, where a record
of every transaction was committed to
paper.

But he bas taken a mode of doing it by dele-
gating out of bis own hands the whole powers of
the company, whieh he was bound to execute,
Into hands where they were not bound to record
their deliberation, where they were not bound to
accord their assent or dissent unless they chose
it, and where, as in a gulf, a most Important
part, as we shall prove, of the company's trans-
actions bas been buried.

Now, for a moment, let me refer to Todd,
to show how far this Government lu gen-
eral, and in this case In partleular, has de-

1893

trict inthe Nortl-west Territories was satis-
factory, prior to the time when the present Min-
ister of the Interior became responsible therefor.

That it appears by Minute of Council, approved
by His Excellency on the lst June, 1895, that In
the year 1897, the Honourable Thomas White,
then Minister of the Interior, authorized the or-
ganization of an expedition baving for its object
the exploration of that region of the North-west
Territories of Canada, which is drained by the
Yukon River.

That the explorers found that in proximity to
the boundary line there existed extensive and
valuable placer gold mines, which even then as
many as three hundred miners were at work.

That the number of persons engaged in mining
in the locality mentioned steadily increased
year by year since the date of Mr. Ogilvie's sur-
vey, and it was estimated that in June, 1895,
not less than one thousand men were so employ-
ed. "The number it is certain will be," the
said Minute of 1895 stated, "greatly augmented
during the current season, for reports of the
mineral wealth of the zegion have become wide-
spread reports which the geological observations
of Dr. Dawson would indicate to be well founded.
Incident to this mineral development there must
follow a corresponding growth in the volume of
business of all descriptions, particularly the im-
portation of dutiable goods and the occupation of
tracts of the public lands for mining purposes
which, according to the mining regulations are
subject to the payment of certain prescribed dues
and charges."

That for the purpose of ascertaining officially
and authoritatively the condition of affairs tawhich the correspondence referred to in the nextpreceding paragraph relates, the hon. the. Pre-sident of the Privy Council, during the spring
of 1894, despatched Inspector Charles Constan-
tine, of the Narth-west Mounted Police Force,
accompanied by Sergeant Brown, to Fort Cudahyand the mining camps in its vicinity.

A copy of the report made by Mr. Constantine
on his return dated 10th October, 1894, estab-
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lishes the substantial accuracy of the represen- the offender soon after offered a most ample
tations already referreil to. Mr. Constantine ipology. I think I cah safely assert that,- taken
left Sergeant Brown at Cudahy for the winter as a whole, there is no more lawlessness and
and that officer made reports to his superior offi- disorder in the minds of the miners of that dis-
cer at regular intervals, the result of which was trict than there is in the minds of the citizens of
to keep the North-west Mounted Police Depart- our most bigbly civilized communities in this
ment well informed as to the condition of the favoured land."
settlement, and to fortify still furtheri the de- That it appears by the ninth report of the
mand for organized government. t Select Standing Committee on Public Accounts,

The facts recited established in 1895, first, dated 3rd June, 1S98, Appendix No. ne, that the
tiat the tirme had arrived when it became the | following correspondence took. place in 1896 be-
duty of the Government of Canada to make more tween the Prime Minister o! Canada and one
efficient provisions for the maintenance of order, the Honourable Clifford Sifton, not then a mem-
the enforcement of the laws and the administra- ber of this Housc, but a resident of Winnipeg, in
tion of justice in the Yukon country, especially In i the province of Manitoba
that section of it in which placer mining j
for gold was being prosecuted upon such an ex- (Exhibit Y.)
tensive scale, situated near the boundary separ- Y
ating the North-west Territories from the pos- 1 (Confidential.)
sessions of the United States of Alaska. Winnipeg, July 17, 1896.

The Minister accordingly recommended in 1895, Honourable Wilfrid Laurier, Ottawa, Ont.
with the concurrence of the hon. the Presidentofthe Courenehat oa dth mn.the Prsenty Dear Mr. Laurier,-The resuit of the late elec-
memrsof the Mounithataedtolieoe inclug tions in some of the constituencies in Manitobammhirs off the Mounted Police Force, including indcated to me that a fraud of some kind hadofficers, should be detailed at as early a day as deen perpetrated in the interest of the Govern-
possible for service in that portion of the North- ment candidates. I at once placed skilled detec-
west Territories ; the officer in command, in ad- ines at work, and have now lae smypossession
dition to the magisterial and other duties he tivesiwr and ha nowai mypssesso
might be required to perform by virtue of hi conclusive evidence of an organized system of
offie, and under instructions from the Depart- otmperi wime agot w h constitutes the
ment of Mounted Police, to represent, where ne- most colossal crime aginst honest elcinon wh
cessary. and until other arrangements could be h haadnany wee ef. I men

made al thedeprtmnts f te Goernentthat two constituencies were secured by meansmiad-e. aIl the departments off the Government
having interests In that region. of these practices. I think it eau be proved

That it appears by a Minute of Council ap- eventually that others were secured in the same
proved by His Excellency on the 15th May, 1896, way I am also in a position to say that there are
that by authority of His Excellency the Governor strong indications that the same practices pre-
General a detachmnent o! twenty members off the vailed in Ontario. As I have said above, detec-
Northe M nd le9 tives are now at work, and my purpose is to
detailed for service in the Yukon district, the promptly but secretly push the inquiry and se-
officer in eommand in addition to his magiste- cure evidence upon which to convict the guity
rial and other duties to represent where neces- parties.

It is also important that no means be left un-sary and untl other arrangements could be tried to unearth these frauds in the province ofmade, ail the departments o! the Goyernment 1 Ontario and punish every one guilty of com-havlng interests lu that reglon, particularly tepiîy h erriiiepantemte oe
Customs, Inland Revenue and Interior. hplicty. The bearer will explain the matter some-

A surveyor was sent Into the district for the what in detail.
purpose of laying out building lots and mining The expense of such an investigation here is
claims and generally of performing such, duties altogether beyond the financial competency of my
as might be entrusted to him from time to time. department, although I have assumed the re-

The Government of Canada was at this time sponsibility of inaugurating the work and carry-
keenly alive to the importance of that section of Ing it on so far, from my conviciton o! its far-
the country and was kept continuously and thor- reaching importance. I now think, after careful
oughly Informed of the condition and progress of consideration, that it is the plain duty of your
its business and other affairs as stated by the Government to furnish the necessary funds for
said Minute. the service lu order to carry on this work here,

That Mr. Ogilvie, the present commissioner for and to take the matter In hand In Ontario your-
the said district, on coming out of the said dis- selves. I therefore request that the expense of
trict in the fall of 1897 stated In a public lecture conducting these Inquiries and prosecutions
at Victoria, B.C. : should be borne by tbe Federal Government.

" Many miners have expressed to me their gra- The money wlil be fully accounted for in detail
tification at the way In which law and order are by me as the officer having charge of the admini-
administered In Canada. They seem particularly stration of justice in this province. I have spent,
pleased with the fact that a man's just rights a considerable portion of my time since the elec-
do not depend upon bis personal popularity, that tions ln connection with this matter, and I can-
his tender to his claim is not based on the number not conceive of any more urgent public duty rest-
of tinmes he treats when near the saloon, nor yet ing upon you as Premier of the Dominion than to
upon the quantity of whisky he drinks, or any leave no stone unturned to expose these frauds
kindred merit, but simply and purely on his just and punish the perpetrators. You must be aware
and legal rights whether or not allu the coun- that representative Government and vote by bal-
try are his friends, or all his enemies. lot are simply a farce if such practices are per-

"I came a good deal in contact with these men mitted. In vlew of what I know I am almost
during my work about the creeks, settled many surprised that any Liberal was returned In a
of the disputes arising between them, adjusted close constituency.
mRny differences and everywhere and every time I cannot impress upon you too Strongly the
thev had the highest respect for the law. Never necessity of an immediate and favourable reply.
but onre wvas anything unkind or uncomplinen- Yours falthfully,
tary said about what was done. and In that case CLFFORD SIFTON.

Sir CHATTS HJi3íERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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(Exhibit Z.)
24th July, 1896.

The Hon. Clifford Sifton, Winnipeg, Man.
I feel confident that you will unearth the most

odious conspiracy wihich -has taken place for many
long years, and we will most willingly furnish
the necessary funds for the service In order to
earry on the work in which you are engaged.

WILFRID LAURIER.

That Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, a member of
the Privy Council of Canada, and a member of
this House, having stated from his place in Par-
liament that he is credibly informed and believes
that with the same co-operation (and through the
supervision of the Department of Justice) as was
given by the Government of Canada to the said
the Hon. Clifford Sifton, as indicated by the
said correspondence hereinbefore referred to, and
the evidence contained in the report of the said
committee, he can establish before a commission
comprised of eminent judg3s and clothed with
powers as hereinafter suggested, the following
facts and ch rges :-

That the Hon. Clifford Sifton, Minister of the
Interior, has been guilty of scandalous neglect,
delay and mismanagement in the administration
of his department in the Yukon district.

That Mr. W. Ogilvie, an officer of the Depart-
ment of the Interior, who had been engaged in
that region since 1895, reported in 1896 to the De-
partment of the Interior the richness of the gold
deposits ; advised that department that a great
development was expected, and that a great rush
was likely to be made to the Klondike. He fur-
ther reported that gold had been found in quan-
tities ; that Bonanza Creek was rich in gold ;
that the excitement was intense ; that it was cer-
tain that millions would be taken out of the
district ln the next four years. He reported that
the traffic in liquor would have to be taken hold
of and regulated without delay ; that legal ma-
chinery was absolutely necessary for the trial of
cases of contract, collection of debts, and gen-
erally the judicial interests of the country ; that
there had been several applications for land in
the. vicinity of the mouth of the Klondike, and
that Inspector Constantine had selected a reserve
for Government purposes at the confluence of
that stream with the Yukon, 40 acres in extent,
and that hè (Mr. Ogilvie) recommended also that
a court of record be established.

That the reports of Mr. Ogilvie upon the sub-
Jects and district aforesaid were dated, and re-
ceived at the Department of the Interior at Ot-
tawa, respectively, as follows :-

His report of the 6th September, 1896, was re-
ceived 19th October, 1896 ; his report of 18th Au-
gust, 1896, was received at Ottawa on the 22nd
October, 1896 ; his report of 6th November, 1896,
on the 16th February, 1897 his report of 9th
December, 1896, on the 27th February, 1897 ; his
report of 11th January, 1897, on the 16th March,
1897 ; bis report of 23rd January, 1897, on the 15th
March, 1897. (See statement of the hon. the
Minister rf the Interior-" Hansard," 1898, vol
1, page 974).

That on the 11th February. 1897. the Surveyor
Ger-ral, Mr. Deville, formally and by report In
writing communicated the information contained
ln the snid officiai documents which had then
arrived at Ottawa as aforesaid to the deputy
head of the Department of the Interlor.

That the Surveyor General of Canada reported
(see report dated 1st February, 1898) to the dep
uty bead of the department as follows :-

"The first news of the Klondike gold mine
was communicated by Mr. Ogilvie in his lette

of the 6tbSjptember, 1896, which was received
on the 20th October, 1896. This letter, as weil
as those which followed, contained full partic-
ulars of the discoveries and of the extraordinary
richness of the ground. They were all published
in the Report of the Department of the Interior
for 1896 ; they were also embodied in a pamphlet
compiled in this office and entitled ' Information
respecting the Yukon district.' The manuscript
of this pamphlet was handed over to the printers
on the 8th June, 1897. It centained the report
of Mr. Ogilvie's exploration in 1887, notes on the
history of the district, means of access, &c., col-
lected from varlous sources, views from Mr.
Ogilvie's photographs, and five maps compiled
and photo-lithographed in this office. The pam-
phlet remains to this day the most complete and
reliable source of information available. It bas
been reproduced in full or in part by several pub-
lishers, and extracts from it form the bulk of
many recent Klondike publications. Notwith-
standing the wide circulation of these reports,
and although the news was given to the press
and published al over the country ln the fall
and winter of 1896, they did not attract much
attention from the public. The present excite-
ment dates from the arrival of the steamer
" Portland," at Seattle in the end of July, 1897,
with the first contingent of successful miners."

And again : " Mr. Ogilvie was informed accord-
ingly by letter, dated 24th July, 1896, and
Instructed to return to Ottawa for the winter.
This letter did not reach hm until the lth
September, 1896. * * * In one respect this
was a fortunate circumstance ; bis. presence on
the ground during the winter of 1896-97 was of
great service to the whole population, and helped
te prevent conflicts in the newly-discovered gold-
fields. He wa's able to make a survey of all the
lands applied for at or near Dawson. He marked
out for the applicant, Mr. Joseph Leduc, a part
of the town-site into lots, surveyed nearly 200
claims on Bonanza and Eldorado creeks, settled
quietly and without trouble nearly all, if not all,
the disputes on those creeks, and there were
many, and, perhaps most important of all, edu-
cated the miners fairly well in the requirements
of the mining law."

That in the aforesaid lecture at Victoria, in
the fall of 1897, Mr. Ogilvie said :

"In conclusion, let me say that .we have in
the far north land a vast region comprising frorn
90,000 to 100,000 square miles of untold possibil-
ities.

" Rich deposits we know exist In It, and for
aught we know many more equally rich inay yet
be found. We know now that' there Is sufficient
to surply a population of a hundred thousand
people, and I look forward to seeing that number
of people in that c-untry witbin the next ten
years.

" It is a vast inheritance ; let us, use It as
becomes Canad!ans, intelligently, liberally and
ln the way best to advance our country, Canada.
Let us use it as becomes the offspring of the
Motber of Nations."

That notwithstanding the foregoing facts. the
hon. thp Minister cf the Interior informed the
T-ouee of Comm ons ln 1898 that he had nothing
but the vaguest and most indefinite information
iuntil the 1st October. 1897. when he met Mr.
Ogilvie aforesaid at Vancouver, B.C. (' Han-
sard," 1898. vol 1. p. 58? )

That at all events on the 16th February, 1898,
at the latest, the said Minister expected and hai
reason to expect that possibly 40,000 or 50.000
people would! reach Dawson in the summer and

s fall of that year. (" Hansard," Vol. 1, 1993, p.
r 624 to 626.)
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That the Deputy Minister of the Interior n hin
annual report, 1898, states :

" The great rush which was anticipated as a
consequence of the gold discoveries on the Klon
dike River* made it imperative to carry oul
Messrs. Ogilvie's and Constantine's recommenda-
tions."l

That no action having been taken on Mr. Ogil
vie's reports or that of the Surveyor Generai
aforesaid the latter called the attention of the
hon. the Minister of the Interior to the fact that
the Yukon Territory had been neglected, and
wrote to the Minister on the 5th March, 1897, as
follows :-

" A perusal of Mr. Ogilvie's report leaves the
impression that if prompt steps are not taken for
placing the land and mining business of the dis-
trict under official management, it will soan be
in an undesirable condition."

That Mr. Fawcett, the Gold Commissioner, re-
ported under date 19th January, 1898, a rush and
overcrowding of his office. (Interior rep:>rt for
1897, p. 93) as follows :-

" The stampede to record claims still keeps up
on the office. Our certificate number has now
reached 50 per day. We have used the foolscap
paper I brought ln with me for keeping records
on and have used the last of the stock to-day.
There is none to be had in town and we will
have to use the thin paper such as I am writing
on. The office falls in for a great deal of blame
because the peopie cannot get in to record as
fast as they want to..............

" We have nearly protests enough to keep u3
engaged for a full month doing nothing else but
investigating these matters."

That in May or June of 1898, abiut 30,000 to
35,000 persons had actually arrived at Dawson.

That the Deputy Minister of the Interlor (re-
turning to the year 1897), reported in 1898, more-
over. that "lin view of the rapid development,"
ard especially of the large influx of miners, "it
was deemed necessary for the proper enforc3-
ment of law and order as well as for the success-
ful management of the Government interests in
that district, that the officer representing the
Government of Canada should be appointe: a;
chief executive officers of the Government with
fuill authority over ail officials of the vaiious
departments of the Government as well as the
North-west Mounted Police stationed there."

That notwithstanding Parliament was not pro-
rogued in 1897 until the 29th day of June, no
parliamentary provision was made for supplies,
nor vas special legislation proposed or obtained
for preliminary or permanent organization in the
Yukon district.

That on the 12th August, 1897, the present
Minister of the Interior caused the following tele-
gram to, be sent to Inspecter Harper of the
North-west Mounted Police at Victoria, ?.C.

"Department of the Interlor,
"Ottawa, 12th August, 1897.

"Inspector Harper,
"North-west Mounted Police,

"Victoria, B.C.
Advise Fawcett that Major Walsh lhas been

appointed Commissioner for the Dominion Gov-
ernmeut for Yukon territory. He will have com-
plete authority over ail matters as representing
the .Government. Expects to leave in about three
weeks. This will not affect Fawcett's position,
except that Walsh will be placed in full charge
of ail officials, including police.

"CLIFFORD SIFTON." .
That statements in the telegram aforesaid were

untrue and misleading and tended to further
confusion. .

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictop).

s That on the 17th August, 1897, His Excellency
the then Governor General was advised to ap-

a prove of an Order ln Council ln the words and
- figures following

Extract of a Report of the Committee of the
hon. the Privy Council, approved by His Ex-

- cellency on the 17th August, 1897.
On a memorandum dated 11th August, 1897,

from the Minister of the Interior, submitting that
t for the proper enforcement of law and order as
well as for the successful management of the
Government's interest in the Yukon Territory,
lie is of opinion that it is necessary that an
officer representing the Government of Canada
should be appointed whoa shall be the chief ex-

- ecutive officer of the Government in that dis-
trict.; and that the chief executive officer should
be vested with the fullest authority over ail the
officiais of the various departments of the Gov-
ernment, and should have power to remove, sus-
pend or supersede any officiai except the judge
of the Supreine Court pending the action of the
Minister under whose department such official is
employed.

That he should also be placed in full command
of the North-west Mounted Police Force, and
the officers of the force should receive their in-
structions from hlm. In order to maintain pro-
per discipline he should be empowered to re-
move, suspend or supersede any member of the
Mounted Police Force whose conduct, in his opin-

J ion, would warrant such action.
The Minister further submits that the chief

executive officer appointed herein should also
have power to vary, alter or amend any mining
regulations issued under authority of Your Ex-
cellency in Council governing the granting of
mining claims, where such change may, la his
opinion, be necessary ln the public interest.

The Minister states he should make a full re-
port to him, the Minister, by each mail upon ail
matters affecting his office and the administra-
tion of the various departments of the Govern-
ment in the territory under his control.

The Minister, therefore, recommends that John
M. Walsh, of the town of Brockville, province of
Ontario, be appointed Chief Executive Officer of
the Government in the Yukon Territory, and that
he shall be known as the Commissioner of the
Yukon. Territory ; and further that he be vested
with the authority as hereinbefore contained.
And that his appointient shall take effect from
and after the 15th day of August, 1897, and that
he shall receive a salary at the rate of $5,000
per annum.

The Committee submit the abave recommen-
dations for Your Excellency's approval.

(Signed) JOHN J. McGEE,
Clerk of the Privy Council.

To the Honourable
The Minister of the Interior.

That His Excellency the then Governor Gen-
eral was further advised .to sign under his hand
and to cause the Great Seal of Canada to be
affixed to a commission in the words and figures
following, that is to say:
'(Signed) ABERDEEN.

"CANADA.
"Victoria by the Grace of God, of the United

Empire of Great Britain and Ireland,. Qieen,
Defender of the Faith, &c., &c.

"To John M. Walsh of the Town of Brockville,
in thé Province of Ontario, in our Dominion
of Canada, Esquire,

"Greeting:
"Know you that reposing trust and confidence

in your loyalty, integrity and ability we havefr
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constituted and appointed and we do hereby con-
stitute and appoint you the said John. M. Walsh
to be the Chief Executive Officer of the Govarn-
ment of Canada in the Yukon district with the
title of Commissioner of the Yukon District.

" To have, hold, exercise and en»oy the said
office of Commissioner of the Yukon district unto
you the said John M. Walsh and for the purposes
aforesaid, we do confer upon you the necessary
and requisite power and authority in the follow-
irg matters, that is to say :-

" 1. To remove, suspend or supersede any offi-
cial or officer of our Government of Canada (ex-
cept the judge of our Supreme Court of the
North-west Territories), pending ·the action
thereon of the Minister of the department in
which such officiai or officer is employad or
acting.

"2. To vary, alter or amend any mining regu-
lations issued under the authority of our Gover-
ror General in Council governing the granting
of mining claims where such change may in the
opinion of our said commissioner be necessary
or expedient in the public interest.

" And we do also empower you, our said com-
missioner to have and exercise full command
of the North-west Mounted Police who may be
stationed or quartered in said district. And we
do order and direct that the officers and men
shall receive their instructions from you, and
shall obey any lawful orders which may bé issued
by you, our said commissioner. And to that
end that proper and necessary discipline may
be enforced. We do authorize and empower you
to remove, suspend or supersede any member
of the said North-west Mounted Police stationed
or quartered in said district whose actions or
conduct would in the opinion of, you, our said
commissioner, warrant such action on your part.

" And we do further order and dire3t that
you shall send by each and every mail a full
report in writing to our Minister of the Interior
upon all matters and ' things affecting your
said office and upon and concerning the
administration of the various departments or
branches of our Government of Canada under,
your supervision or control in said district, and
with all and every the powers, rights, authority
privileges, profits, emoluments and advantages
urto the said officer of right and by law apper-
taining during pleasure."

" In testimony whereof we have caused these
our letters to be made patent and the great seal,
of Canada to be hereunto affixed,witness our right
trusty and right well beloved cousin and coun-
cillor the Right Honourable Sir John' Campball
Hamilton Gordon, Earl .of Aberdeen, Viscount
Formartine, Baron Haddo, Methlie, Tarves and
Kellie, In the Peerage of Scotland, Viscount
Gordon of Aberdeen, County of Aberdeen, In the
Peerage of the United Kingdom, Baronet of!
Nova Scotia, Knight Grand Criss of Our Most
Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George, &c., &c., Governor Generai of Canada.

"At our Government House, in our city of Ot-
tawa. this seventeenth day of August, In th*,
year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred
and ninety-seven and In the sixty first year of!
our reign.

"By command,
(Signed) "R. W. SCOTT,

" Secretary of State."

That His Excellency the then Governor Gen-
eral of Canada was again advised on the 26th
day of August, 1897, to approve of the followfig
Order I Council:

"Extract from a report of the Committee ~f
the Honourable the Privy Council approved
by His Excellency on the 26th August, 1897.

"On a memorandum, dated 23rd August, 1897,
from the Minister of the Interior, recommending
that the name James Morrow Walsh be substi-
tuted for that of "John M. Walsh " In the Order
ln Council of the 17th instant appointing a chief
executive officer of the Government in the Yukon
Territory.

"The committee submit the same for Your Ex-
cellency's approval.

(Sgd.), H. G. LaMOTHE,
" Asst. Clerk of the Privy Countell."

His Excellency's advisers further advise the
then Governor General to issue a further and
other commission under the hand of His Ex-
cellency the Governor General and sealed with
the great seal, addressed to James Morrow Walsh
in the words and figures following

" GANADA,
"Victoria. by the Grace of God of the United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, Queen,
Defender of the Faith, &c., &c., &c.

"To James Morrow Walsh of the Town of Brock-
ville, in the province of Ontario, in our Do-
minion of Canada, Esquire.

Greeting:
"Know you that reposing trust and confidence

in your loyalty, integrity and ability we have
constituted and appointed and we do hereby con-
stitute and appoint you the said James Morrow
Walsh to be chief executive officer of the Gov-
ernment of Canada in the Yukon district with
the titie of commissioner of the Yukon district.

" To have hold, exercise and enjoy the said
office of commissloner of the Yukon district unto
you the said James Morrow Walsh and for' the
purpose aforesaid we do confer upon you the
necessary and requisite power and authority ln
the following matters, that is to say :

"1. To remove, suspend or supersede any offi-
cial or officer of our Government of Canada
(except the judge of our Supreme Court of the
North-west Territories) pending the action there-
on of the Minister of the department In which
such official or officer is employed or acting.

" 2. To vary, alter or amend any mining re-
gulations issued under the authority of our Gov-
ernor General In Council governing the granting
of mining claims when such change may in the
opinion of you our said commissloner be neces-
sary or expedient ln the public interest.

" And we do also empower you, our said com-
missioner, to have and exercise full command of
the North-west Mounted Police who may be sta-
tioned or quartered in said district, and we 4o
order and direct that the officers and men shall
receive their instructbins from you, and -shall
obey ,any lawful orders which may be Issued by
you, our said commissioner.

" And to the end that proper and necessary
discipline may be enforced. we do authorize anj
empower you to move, suspend, supersede any
rember of the said North-west Mounted Pollee

stationed or quartered in said district whose Ac.
tions or conduct would in the opinion -of! you
our said commissioner, warrant such action on
you.r part.

"And we do further order and direct that you
shall send by each and every mail a full report
ln writlng to our Minister of the Interior upon al
matters and things affëeting your said office and
upon and concerning the administration of the
various departments or branches of our Govern-
nient of Canada under your supervision er control
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it said district, and with all and every the pow-
ers, rights, authority, privileges, profits, emolu-
ments and advantages unto the said office of right
and by law appertaining during pleasure.

" In testimony whereof we have caused these
our Letters to be made Patent and the Great Seal
of Canada tu be hereunto affixed.

" Witness : Our right trusty and right well-be-
loved Cousin and Councillor the Right Honour-
able Sir John Campbell Hamilton Gordon, Earl of
Aberdeen, Viscount Formartine, Baron Haddo,
Methlie, Tarves and Kellie in the Peerage of
Scotland, Viscount Gordon of Aberdeen, County of
Aberdeen, in the Peerage of the United King-
dom, Baronet of Nova Scotia, Knight Grand Cross
of Our Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael
and St. George, &c., &c., Governor General of
Canada.

" At our Governnent House in our City of
Ottawa, this seventeenth day of August in the
year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred
and ninety-seven, and in the sixty-first year of
Our Reign.

"By command,
(Signed) "R. W. SCOTT,

Secretary of State."
That no authority, statutory or otherwise, ex-

ists for the advice so tendered as aforesaid to
His Excellency.

That the said commissions were and are wholly
void and contrary to law.

That neither the instructions to His Excel-
lency, the Imperial or Canadian statutory or
other authority warranted such appointment of
the said James Marrow Walsh, as aforesaid, or
the conferring of the powers upon him as afore-
said,

That the record of the said James Morrow
Walsh in the public service when superintendent
of mounted police in the North-west Territories,
and the evidence taken before a Board of In-
quiry respecting his conduct while in office was
of such a character as shculd have prevented
his reappointment to a position of trust and re-
sponsibility in the Government service.

That subsequently the sald James Morrow
Walsh prblished the following in the said dis-
trict

" YUKON PROVISIONAL DISTRICT OF
"CANADA.

"'Under the powers vested in me by my com-
mission as chief executive officer of the Govern-
ment of Canada in the Yukon District, Nortb-
west Territories,. approved by His Excellency the
Governor General on the 7th day of August, 1897,
for the purpose of providing a suitable tribunal
for the hearing and decision of disputes with re-
gard to title in placer mining properties :

I hereby amend the regulations governing
placer mining in the Provisional District of the
Yukon, North-west TPerritories (approved by
Order in Council of January, 1898) by adding
thereto the following sections

"The Gold Commissioner and the Mining In-
spectors for the District of the Yukon shall each
have power to hear and determine all disputes
with regard to mining property arising within
the yukon District, subje.ct to appeal by either of
the parties, as follows

(a.) In case the appeal shall be from the deci-
sion of either of the mining inspectors it shall be
heard by the Gold Commissioner of the Yukon
District.

"(b.) In case of an appeal from the decision of
the Gold Commissioner, it shall be heard by the
Minister of the Interior of Canada.

Sir CHiARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

" (c.) There shall be an appeal te the Minister
of the Interior, not only from the decisions by the
Gold Commissioner on cases originally tried by
lm, but also on cases decided by him on appeal

from decisions of either of the mining inspectors.
" 42. No particular forms of procedure shall be

necessary, but the matter complained of must be
properly expressed in writing, and a copy of the
complaint served on the opposite party not less
than seven days before the hearing of the mat-
ters contained in said complaint.

" 43. The complaint may, by leave of the
Gold Conimissioner or either of the said mining
inspectors, be amended at any time before or
during proceedings in connection with the trial
thereof.

" 44. The complainant shall, at the time of fil-
ing bis complaint, deposit therewith a bond fee
of $20, which shall be returned to him when the
complaint proves to have been well founded, but
Snot otherwise, except for special cause and then
only by direction of the Gold Commissioner or
either of said mining inspectors.

45. In all cases of appeal the appellant shall,
at the time of lodging his appeal, deposit at the
office of the Gold Cominissioner, a bond fee of
$20, which shal be returned to the said appellant
if his appeal proves to be well founded, but not
otherwise, except for special cause, and then only
by direction of the person hearing the said appeal
and rendering decision thereon.

" 46. The appeal must be in writing, and must
1 be filed at the cffice. of the Gold Commissioner
not more than twenty days after the decision ap-
pealed from- bas been comrnunicated in writing to
all the parties interested, and must state the
ground upon which said decision is appealed
from. Time shall not run against said appeal and
the lodging thereof until said decision has been
communieated in writing to all the parties in-
terested, as aforesaid.

"47. If the Gold Commissioner or either of said
Inspectors decides that it'is necessary to a proper
decision of the matters in issue to have an in-
vestigation on the ground, or In the cases of dis-
puted boundaries or measurements to employ a
Dominion surveyor to measure or survey the
land in question, the expense of the inspection or
remeasurement or resurvey, as the case may be.
shal be borne by the litigants, who shall pay into
the bands of the person hearing such dispute in
equal parts such sum as he may ,think sufficlent
for the same before it takes place ; otherwise, it
shall not proceed, and the party who refuses to
pay such sum shall be adjudged in default. The
person hearing and deciding each such dispute
shall subsequently .determine In vhat proportion
the said expense shall be borne by the parties re-
spectively, and the surplusage, If any, shall then
be returned to the partie3, as he may order.

" 48. All bond fees adjudged as forfeited and
all. payments retained under the last preceding
section shall as soon as decision bas been ren-
dered, and all entry and other moneys shall, as
soon as they have been recelved under any of the
foregoing sections, be pald by the recipient to the
credit of the Receiver General In the same man-
ner as other moneys received by him on account
of Dominion lands.

" 49. For the purpose of enabling said Gold
Commissioner and mining Inspectors to properly
dispose of every case brought before them under
these regulations and compelng the attendance
of witnesses where necessary, I hereby confer
upon saId Gold Commissioner and said Inspectors
all the power of a- justice of the peace, with re-
ference .to the Issue of summons requiring the
attendance of witnesses, and also with reference
to the issue of such warrants as may be necessary
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to compel the attendance of witnesses who dis-and bis resignation was accordingly accepted."
obey any such summons. (Pag2 XIII., Report of the Department of the

" Given under my hand and seal of office this Interior, 1898.)
2nd day of July, 1898. That nothwithstanding the foregoing, in a let-

(Seal.) (Signed) "J. M. WALSH, ter to the hon. the Minister of the Interior,
YtMajor Walsh wrote n 1899, and the Minister

read to this House, as follows :-
That on the 30th March, 1899, His Excellency "1 engaged with the Government as you know

the Goveraor General was pleased to approve of to go to the Yukon for a year only, although my
an Order in Council rescinding "the aforesaid ceommission did not state so."
regulations issued by Major Walsh." (' Hansard," 1899, page 905.)

That though Major Walsh *was appointed as That the Honourable Clifford Sifton, Minister
aforesaid Chief Executive Officer or Commissioner of the Interlor, explained from his place ln this
of the Yukon District on the 17th August, 1897 House that he did not appoint a lawyer as Gold
and Sir Wilfrid Laurier stated that his appoint' Commissioner,,because Mr. Ogilvie recommended
ment was for no specified time (' Hansard," 1898, a surveyor. ("'Hansard," 1899, page 856).
page 470) he had nevertheless made ît a cond,i- That on being requested to produce the sald
tion of his acceptance that he should not depart recommendation the said Honourable Minister
for the Yukon until the 15th September. (Mr. produced the following extract from a repart of
Sifton, vol. 1, "Hansard," 1898, page 582. Mr. Ogilvie, dated June 10th, 1896 :

That Major Walsh did not leave Ottawa until "I would respectfully call the attention of the
the 23rd September, 1897, reaching Winnipeg on department to the fact the services of a surveyor
September 27th. (Return to Senate, No. 38 B, E are very urgent in here and will be for some
l'ith March, 1898.) years to come, and I would suggest that one

That the said officer only arrived at Lake Ben- be appointed to look af ter and take charge of all
nett on the 3rd March, 1898, and did not reach the land interests of the district. He would
Dawson City until the 21st May, 1898. find plenty to do and any work outside of

That Mr. Walsh was also given a commission departmental which he might be asked to do
as senior officer of the North-west Mounted (and there is much of it and will be more in the
Police, and a commission as a police magistrate. way of engineering), would go materially to pay
(Vol. 1, '' Hansard," 1898, page 1777. bis salary which would of course in here have

That the Honourable the Minister of Justice toThat while the said recommendation was dated
Major Walsh wet up into that country inJune 10th, 1896, the Order in Council appointing

MajorVV~AU UPMr. Fawcett is dated the 2lst May, 1897.connection with the mounted police for the pur- Mr. awe the recommendation was for the
pose of maintaining law and order, not for the Thatmwhilefthe recommendationdwaseforthe
purpose of organizing an Independent Govern- appointment o! a surveyor as land agent the

but for to i on appointment of Mr. Fawcett was as land agentment there,bufo the purpose'o carryng dolncmisinr
the executive government with which His Excel- thgol co issioe onourable Clifford Siton
leny th Governor General enruse, as Minister of the Interior advised His Excelleneythe advice of his Ministers here, and we fully gnt autlority to the said Fawcett to act for
admit our responsibility for the manner in which toe grant o! the sid Fatt reatifo
that duty wIll be discharged." the Minister of the Interior in matters relating

Thatin epl toa frmalinqiryin he ous to the administration of the district and thatThat ln reply to a formail ncjulry In the House'certain assistants of the said Fawcett, viz., Eln-
of Gommons, the present Honourable Minister of!certai sssantofhaidbFacet, vz.,Ela-
the Interior stated on March 4th, 1898, that in- worth, Doran, Bolton and Gibbon should be au-
structions were given to Major Walsh in addition thorized to act in lis place during his absence,
to the commission and that they were verbal and and His Excellency was moved by his advisers
general in their character. (Vol. 1, "Hansard," t approve o! an Order ,n Council accordingly on

the said 21st May, 1897.
That notwithstanding this official statement !n That Thomas Fawcett, Esquire, Dominion To-

1898, in reply to a formal inquiry in the House pographical Surveyor, so selected to represent
of Commons the present Honourable Minister of the Department of the Interior in the gold dis-
the Interior stated from bis place In this House trict as gold commissioner, surveyor and land
on May 17th, 1899 (" Hansard, 1899, page 3365) : agent, did not leave Ottawa until the lst May,
"No instructions were given to Major Walsh, 1897, when he lef!t with a staff of two surveyors
Commissioner for the Yukon District, when he and four men, and he did not arrive at Daw-
went there, except what are contained in the ' unt 1t1 June, 1s98,

commision. i Tat by Order in Council2lst Juiy, 1898, the
That Sir WIlfrid Laurier, as already stated, In- said Order in Council of 21st May, 1897, was re-

formed the .House of Comnions In 1898 that the sended.
appointment of Major Walsh was for no speci- That by Order in Council, dated 5th July, 1898
fed time. (" Hansard," 1898, page 479.) the said Thomas Fawcett was appointed gold com-

That the Secretary of State in 1898 announced mnissioner fo the Yukon Territory, his appoint-
In another place officially that "he, Major Walsh. ment to date from 1st July, 1898.
was to remain there (in the Yukon) until order That on the 7th October, 1898, the said last
was restored to that country." (Senate Debates. mentioned Order in Council was rescinded, and

9 20geone Gordon Hunter, barrister, said to be, by the
8Tale 1899 the Minister o! the Interior ud Order in Council, of' Vancouver, B.C., but in

the following language in the House o! Comn- reality a resident of Victoria, B.C., was appointedgold commissioner ln his stead.mons :
1In pursuance of the understanding with That Mr. Hunter declined the appointment,

Major Walsh that I should appoint bis successor and on the 26th October, 1898, Edmund C. Senk-
as soon as possible." ("Hansard," 1899, page ler, of Nelson, B.C., was appointed to the sald
852~ position by Order in Council.

That the Deputy Minister o! the Interior in That the Deputy Minister of the Interior re-
his annual Report for 1898, says that Major ported (Annual. Report of the Interior Depart-
Walsh " was compelled through personal reasons ment, 1898):
to askc to bie relieved o! the duties o! tis office " It was furthler felt that in order to facilitate
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the administration of justice both civil and cri-
minal in the Klondike district, one of the mem-
bers of the Supreme Court of the North-west
Territories should have his domicile in close
proxiuity to the various centres of population
that have recently sprung up in that region,
and with this in view Mr. Justice Maguire, of
Prince Albert, Saskatchewan, bas been trans-
ferred to Dawson City, vested with the fullest
authority as regards any legal or criminal mat-
ters that may be brought before him."

The Honourable Mr. Justice Maguire did not
reach Dawson till the 26th day of February,
1898, and he lef t there on the 16th August in
ln the same year. (" Hansard," 1899, page 4185.)

That the Deputy Minister of the Interior also
reported (1898, Annual Report), the appointment
of "two inspectors, Mr. J. B. McGregor, of
Brandon, Man., and H. H. Norwood, of Berwick,
N.S. The duties of th-ese inspectors will con-
sist chiefly of Inspecting mining locations and
reporting thereon to the gold commissioner, with
a view specially of supervising the collection
of dues and the settlement of conflicting claims."

That the H. H. Norwood, aforesaid was also
appointed inspector of sunDlies (" Hansard,"
Vol. 2, 1898. page 7120), and he was a natgralized
citizen of the United States, and the uncertifi-
cated master of a whaler or small sailing vessel.

That the said J. D. McGregor, and H. H.
Norwood were appointed on the 4th July, 1897 ;
the said McGregor did not reach Dawson until
26th February, 1898, and the said Norwool did
not reach Dawson until the 28th March, 1898.
(" Hansard," 1899, page 3184.)

That the said J. D. McGregor was a livery
stable keeper. That the said J. D. McGregor
and H. H. Norwood were both incompetent for
the proper discharge of the duties aforesaid.

That Mr. F. C. Wade was appointed Crown
Prosecutor, Clerk of the Court, and Registrar,
and acting Dominion Lands Agent for the dis-
trict of Yukon on the 26th day of August, 1897,
and subsequently legal adviser of the executive
council, but did not arrive at Dawson until the
26th day of February, 1898. ("Hansard," 1899,
page 3184), or about March 20th, 1898. ("Han-
sard," 1898, page 1879.)

That the Honourablet the Minister of the In-
terior has Informed the House of Commons that
lis " batch of Grit officials got to Dawson in
February, 1898." (' Hansard," 1899, page 885.)

That the Government of Canada, appointel
on the recommendation of the Honourable Clif-
ford Sifton certain officials who were incapable,
incompetent, Inefficient and corrupt, to positions
requiring experience. technical knowledge and
Integrity of character.

That the Honourable Clifford Sifton, the Min-
ister of the Interior bas been guilty of favouri-
tism and partiality in the administration of the
laws and regulations applicable to the district
of the Yukon ln the North-west Territories.

That as appears by a Return (83), 3rd Session,
Sth Parliament, 61 Victoria, 1898 (Canada), the
following parties applied for and obtained leases
of good placer mining or gold dredging areas in
tbe Yukon district :

A. E. Philp. said to be of Brandon, for a lease
on Bonanza Creek.

A.. E. Phtlp, said to be of Ottawa, for a leas
on S. Fork (Stewart).

G. Pilp, said to be of London, for lease on
B. Salmon.

A. E. Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a lease
on Indian River or Creek.

J. A. Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a lease
on Teslin River or Creek.

Sir CHARLES HTBBERT TUPPER .(Petoa).

A. D. Cameron, said to be of Ottawa, for a
lease on Stewart's River or Creek.

That Mr. A. E. Philp and Mr. A. D. Cameran,
aforesaid were partners in business with the Min-
ister of the Interlor, Mr. Sifton, when that gen-
tleman became Minister of the Interior, and all
were members of the firm of Sifton, Philp, and
Cameron of Brandon.

That by the sald Return, It further appears that
W. J. Lindsay, said to be of Ottawa, P. C. Mit-
chell, sald to be of Brandon, and W. L. Parish,
said to be of Ottawa, applied for dredging leases
in the Yukon, whereas these gentlemen were
residents of Brandon who first learned of these
applications by a letter from A. E. Philp, afore-
said advising them that these leases had been
granted ln their names and inclosing a power of
attorney from each of them ln favour of said
Philp, to enable hlm to dispose of them.

That in the list contained ln the said Return
are the names and addresses of the following
purporting to be applicants for dredging leases:-

F. Burnett, Vancouver.
F. Burnett, Colborne.
J. G. Burnett, Edmonton.
F. Burnett, Colborne.
Frank Burnett, Brandon.

Whereas F. Burnett was never in Colborne ln
his life, but said PhIlp came from that place.

That the said Philp, heretofore a partner of
the said Minister, represented In wr.iting that he
was engaged in a dredging venture in the Yukon,
and in endeavouring to induce another to join
him, represented in writing that Mr. Sifton, the
said Minister, and Major Walsh, were also inter-
ested with him, but their names could not appear
as he wrote " for obvious reasons."

That the Honourable Clifford Sifton gave to the
said Philp a permit or authority signed by him
contrary to law, which was offered for sale by
the said Philp, for a large amount of money.

That chapter 54 of the RevIsed Statutes of
Canada, section 7, provides as follows :-

" No person employed in or under tho Depart-
nient of the Interior shall purchase any Domin-
ion Lands, except under the authority of the Gov-
ernor in Council, or shall locate military or
bounty land warrants or land scrip or act as
agent. of any other person ln such behalf.

And the word land "by the provisions of the
said Act includes mining claims."

That chapter 51, section 31, of the Revised
Statutes of Canada, belng the " TerrItories Real
Property Act," provides as follows

"No registrar, deputy registrar, or clerk in any
land titles office under this Act shall directly or
indirectly act as the agent of any person invest-
ing money and taking securities in real estate
within bis registration district, nor shall such
registrar, deputy registrar or clerk advise for any
fee or reward or otherwise upon titles o! land,
nor practice as a conveyancer, nor shall he carry
on or transact within the registry office, any
business or occupation whatever, other than 'his
duties as such registrar or land clerk. The ex-
pression "land " by the provlsions of the said
Act means, among other things, mines, minerals,

That on repeal of Chapter 51 aforesaid and the
enactment of the Land Titles Act, 1894, it was
provided by section 31 thereof as follows :-

" Neither the insnector of land titles offices,
nor any registrars, deputy registrars, or clerk in
any land titles office shall directly or Indirectly
act as the agent of any person investing money
and taking securities on land within any regula-
tion district, nor shall the inspector of land titles
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office, nor any registrar, deputy registrar or clerk
advise for any fee or reward or otherwise, upon
titles to land, nor practice as a conveyancer, nor
shall he carry on or transact within the lands
ttiles office any business or occupation whatever,
other than his duties as such inspector, registrar,
deputy registrar, or clerk."

The word land is defined by said Act to include
mines, minerals, &c., &c., &c.

That the Minister of the Interior, the Honour-
able Clifford Sifton, gave his express sanction
and approval to Mr. Wade, hereinbefore mention-
ed, holding and becoming financially interested
in Dominion lands or mining claims in the said
Yukon District, and the said Wade did, with the
said Minister's express consent and approval,
hold and was financially interested in such pro-
perty, c3ntrary to the provisions of the statutes
in such cases made and provided.

That unsanitary conditions have unnecessarily
prevailed in the district.

That there have been gross abuse in connec-
tion with liquor permits.

That in Dawson City, containing at a moderate
estimate, some 25,000 of a population, there was
not, on the 1st April, 1899, a single road, bridge i
or drain, nothing that might be termed a public
work in any form. In Dawson City there was
rEither pavement, roadway, drain or ditch, no1
water supply nor lighting, and the matter of the
disposal of refuse had up to that date been one of
individual responsibility only.

This condition of affairs resulted In an epi-
demic of typhoid fever in 1896.

That official favouritism and partiality has been
shown and extended to the representatives and
interests of the North American Trading Com-
pany of Chicago and Seattle, in the Yukon dis-
trict.

That Major Walsh did not send by each and
every mail a full report in writing to the Min-
ister of the Interior, as comanded by His Excel-
lency the Governor General of Canada, or as
required by the Order in Council purporting to
appoint him to bis office as aforesaid.

That Major Walsh, while acting as Commis-
sioner and Chief Executive Officer of the Cana-i
dian Government, wilfully adopted and coun-
tenanced a system in the Yukon Territory tend-
ing to inspire a reasonable distrust of the justice
and good faith of the Dominion of Canada.

That Major Walsh, acting as Commissioner and
Chief Executive Officer of the Canadian Govern-
nient in the Yukon Territory, in sundry Instances
acted in a manner repugnant to the honour and
policy of the Dominion of Canada, and contrary
to the principles of constitutional and parlia-
mentary government, and thereby brought the
Canadian Government and the Queen's authority
and name into contempt and caused Injury to the
Queen's subjects and others domiciled within Her
Majesty's dominions.

That Major Walsh, while acting as Chief Ex-
ecutive Officer of the Canadian Government in the
Yukon, was guilty of the crime of misbehavlour
in office.

That Major Walsh was guilty of doing acts
directly contrary to the design of his office as
Chief Executive Officer of the Dominion Govern-
ment.0

That in September. 1897, Major Walsh employed
six Indianm from Fort William Mission Band,
upon an engagement to send them home in Oc-
tober, 1898. at the expense of the Government of
Canada. That Philip Walsh. a brother of the
said Major Walsh, and employed by the Gov-
ernment. was in charge of the said Indians (Re-
turn to Senate. 17th March. 1898, No. 38B). That
these Indians located and recorded mining claims

for and on behalf of Major Walsh. On the re-
turn of the Indians these claims were trans-
ferred to Lewis Walsh, another brother of Major
Walsh ; and Lewis Walsh and Philip Walsh,
aforesaid, left Fort William on or about 10th
May, 1899, to look after the said claims.

That the following correspondence deals with
certain and clear and well-known provisions or
the Canadian Parliament:

"Department of the Interior,
"Ottawa, 23rd June, 1898.

"Sir,-I an directed by the Minister of the
Interior to request your advice upon the follow-
ing question :

" By section 92 of the North-west Territories
Act, 49 Victoria, Chap. 50, no intoxicating liquor
is permitted to be imported or brought into the
North-west Territories from any province of
Canada, or elsewhere, except by special permis-
sion in writing of the Lieutenant-Governor.

"On the 13th June, instant, an Act was passed
declaring that the Yukon District should no
longer form part of the North-west Territories.
The Administrator of the Territories had, how-
ever, on the advice of his Executive Council,
issued a number of permits under section 92 of
49 Victoria, Chap. 50, expressly authorizing the
persons to whom they were issued to take liquor
into what is known as the Yukon District ; and
the question now submitted for your considera-
tion and advice is, as to whether or not such per-
mits authorized the holders thereof to take
liquor into the Yukon District after the 13th day
of June instant.

"I have the honour to be, sir,
"Your obedient servant,

"(Signed) JOHN R. HALL,
'Secretary.

"The Honourable the Minister of Justice,
"Ottawa."

"Ottawa, 27th June, 1898.
Department of Justice,

"Sir,-I have the honour to acknowledge the
receipt of your letter of the 23rd instant, in
which you ask for an opinion as to whether per-
mits autborizing the importation of intoxicants
into the Yukon Distri3t issued by the Administra-
tor of the North-west Territories under section 92
of the North-west Territories Act before the
13th instant, upon which date the Act of last
session providing for the government of the Yu-
kon District became law, continue ln force so as
to authorize the holders of them to take liquor
into that district after the 13th June.

In reply, I beg to state that the Act of last
session referred to, the Yukon Territory Act,
contains a section providing that, subject to the
provisions of tie Act the laws relating to civil
and criminal matters as the same existed in the
Territories at the time of the passing of the Act,
shall be and remain in force in the Yukon Terri-
tory in so far as the same are applicable thereto
until amended or repeiled by the Parliament of
Canada, or by any law or ordinance of the Gov-
ernor in Council, or the Commissioner In Council
made under the provisions of the Act. Under
this section the prohibitory provisions- of the
North-west Territorles Act are stil lin force ln
the Yukon District, In so far as the same Is ap-
plicable, and I am to state that the Minister of
Justice is of opinion that, such being the case,
any order or regulation validly made thereunder
also continue in force so far as it may be applic-
able. Of this nature are the permits referred to,
and the Minister Is of opinion that they are of
the sane force now as if the Act of last session
had not been passed.
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" The Minister is of opinion also that these
permits continue in force by virtue of the pro-
visions of section 7, paragraph 50 of the Inter-
pretation Act, to the effect that whenever any
Act is repealed wholly or in part and other pro-
visions are substituted, all the by-laws, orders,
regulations rtles and ordinances made under the
repealed Act shall continue good and valid in so
far as they are not inconsistent with ·the substi-
tuted Act, enactment or provision until they
are annulled or others made in their stead. The
Act of last session effected the repeal of the Ter-
ritories Act so far as the latter Act vested execu-
tive and administrative powers over the Yukon
Territory in the Lieutenant-Governor of the
North-west Territories, but in accordance with
th-e rule of interpretation laid down by para-
graph 50, above referred to, such repeal did not
affect the validity of any orders, regulations, &c.,
made under the repealed Act, and the permits
in question, therefore, remain good and valid by
virtue of that paragraph until they are annulled
under the provisions of the law as it now stands.

"I have the honour to be, sir,
" Your obedient servant,

"(Signed) A. POWER,
Acting Deputy Minister of Justice."

That notwithstanding the foregoing, and that
It is provided by section 138 of the Criminal Code,
1892, that every one is guilty of an indictable
offence and liable to one year's iiprisonment
who, without lawful excuse, disobeys any Act of
the Parliament of Canada, or of any legislature
in Canada, by wilfully doing any Act which it
forbids, or onitting to do any act which it re-
quires to be done, unless some penalty or other
mode of punishment is imposed as provided by
law ; Major Walsh, aforesaid, did, on March 5th,
1898, issue an order to the Superintendent of the
North-west Mounted Police in the Yukon, forbid-
ding him to recognize "permits for the importa-
tion of liquor into the Yukon District, unless
issued by the Department of the Interlor or In-
spector Wood."

That Major Walsh subsequently advised re-
presentatives of the gambling and liquor saloons
that the Governor of the North-west Territories
had no jurisdiction, and that local magistrates
and North-west Mounted Police would be in-
structed not to entertain charges laid for in-
fraction of North-west Territories ordinances or
regulations (which were then in force), and that
any one could retail liquors subject only to this
restriction that none should be sold on -Sunday.

That Major Walsh subsequently permitted one
Lucille Elliott to keep open on the Sabbath a
stand for the sale of cigars and light drinks,
and the said Lucille Elliott sold spirituous
liquors by virtue of this order, and in contra-
vention of outstanding and unrepealed ordin-
ances and regulations.

That Major Walsh illegally interfered with
liquors imported under liquor permits which had
been issued according to law, and when applica-
tions were made to the Honourable Mr. Justice
Maguire for injunctions to prevent such Illegal
conduct, Mr. F. C. Wade, the Crown Prosecutor,
falsely represented to the court that the Act
respecting the Yukon which had not reached
Dawson, provided for the cancellation of sucb
permits, and so succeeded In obtaining an ad-
journment of such cases and in frustrating the
enforcement of the laws of the North-west Terri-
tories.

That Major Walsh illegally assumed authority
to permit spirituous liquors to be brought into
the Yukon district, and illegally and vindictively

Sfir CHARLES HIBERT TUPPEpR (Peltou).

exercised his authority in seizing or holding spiri-
tuous liquors which came into the Yukon under
legal permits.

That application to the Minister of the In-
terior and political influence became and was
necessary ln order to secure respect for permits
issued under the law, and a Liberal lawyer was
enabled to charge a large sum to secure the
good offices of the Minister in consequence of
irregular and illegal conduct under his adminis-
tration.

That while acting as the chief executive officer
of the Canadian Government, Major Walsh
carried on ln the Yukon a liaison with one
known as Lucille Elliott, who was permitted: to
enjoy privileges, advantages and favours from
the local authorities in the said district.

That while acting as the chief executive officer
of the Government, Major Walsh was guilty of
intemperate and immoral acts, which involved
hinm in irregular and improper conduct in the
discharge of his spublic duties, and brought con-
tempt upon Canada.

That the regulations were not regularly en-
forced, but certain of them (as for instance,
those relating to the royalties on mines and
mining claims), were allowed by Major Walsh
to be violated, and claims were allowed by him
to be staked and recorded at 500 feet in length
in lieu of 250 feet in length, as prescribed by
the regulations.

That Major Walsh illegally exempted Indivi-
duals from the law and regulations respecting
the payment of royalties.

That the Crown Prosecutor, F. C. Wade, de-
clined to act in the enforcement of the laws,
ordinances and regulations of the North-west
Territories.

That Mr. Wade actively practised his pro-
fession of the law in the said district while hold-
ing the official positions aforesaid, and appeared
before the court of the district, the Gold Com-
missioner and other officials as the paid advocate
of private parties having business transactions
with the various departments of the Govern-
ment.

That the Gold Commissioner's legal adviser
accepted retainers and fees from persons con-
testing claims before the Commissioner.

That the acting Dominion Lands Agent, Regis-
trar, Clerk of the Court, Crown Prosecutor, has
accepted retainers, fees or remnuneration to pro-
cure or for procuring, or attempting or promis-
ing to procure, grants or title or possession of
Dominion lands and mining claimp.

That an officer of the Government was guilty
of blackmailing persons engaged In the sale of
spirituous liquors, and keeping of gambling sa-
loons.

That Mr. Wade, while holding the position of
registrar of lands, clerk of the court and Crown
attorney was financially and personally interested
in the disposal of lands known as the Water
Front.

That officials in the employment of the Cana-
dian Government ln the Yukon Territory have
been guilty, directly and indirectly, of accepting
and agreeing to accept offers, proposals, gifts,
promises, compensation and consideration for
their assistance and influence for and In the per-
fr-rmance of work and ln the procuring of mining
claims. mining Interests. land interests and in-
f<rmation from public offices and public records,
contrary to the provisions of the Criminal Code.

That officials In the employment of the Cana-
dlan Government in the Yukon Territory have
been guilty of directly and indirectly accepting or
receiving gifts, compensation and considerations
for assisting or favouring certain individuals ln
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the transaction of business with the Government,
ccntrary to the provisions of the Criminal Code.

That officials in the employment of the Cana-
dian Government in the Yukon District have
been guilty of fraud and breaches of trust affect-
ing the public, contrary to the provisions of the
Criminal Code.

That the official records in the Government
offices of the Yukon District were kept secret
and inspection thereof was not allowed, which
practice led to, ainong other consequences, what
has become to be known as a system of " graft-
ing," and to other abuses so that, for instance,
after application for a record of a mining claim,
if the property were found by or through offi-
cials in the mining office to be of value It was
staked and recorded in a name other than that
of the first applicant, but In a name of some one
who represented the interest of an official, and
to a system kuown as the " side door," whereby
officials were perinitted to and did exact private
fees for official work, and official information,
and it became and was difficult to secure the per-
formance of work during office hours.

That this " side door " system prevailed at the
pcst office, and involved abuse and wrong-doing
on the part of officials and employees of the Gov-
ernment.

That a system of bribery among Government
officials was rendered necessary by the inability
otherwise to procure them to perform their du-
ties.

That blackmaillng by officials of persons apply-
ing to record claims has prevailed.

That unfair and fraudulent use bas been made
by officials of knowledge acquired in the dis-
charge of their duties.

That timber inspectors or officials engaged in
tbe inspection and protection of the Government
timber lands and interests in the Yukon District
have become interested fInancially in the sald
timber interests and have secured sums of money
over and above their official fees in connection
with the performance of their duties, contrary to 1
the provisions of the statute In this behalf made
and provided.

That Arthur Young Wilson, of Dawson City, In
the Yukon District of the North-west Territories
of Canada, prospector, is a resident of Dawson
City, In the Yukon District of the North-west
Territories, and ls a citizen of the Dominion of
Canada and a British subject, having been born
of Canadian parents at the. town of Simcoe In the
county of Norfolk, In the year 1858.

That the said Wilson went into the Yukon
country in the fall of 1897, arriving at Dawson
City on or about the 9th day of December, 1897,
and became engaged there In the occupation of a
prospector.

That on or about the 12th day of Jane, 1898,
he saw T. S. MeFarlain, Crown Timber Agent for
the North-west Territorles at Dawson City at
that time and applied to him for a timber berth
one mile square and belng situated on the west
side of the Yukon River, opposite Dawson City,
and he assured Wilson that he could have the
same on paying the necessary Government license
therefor and royalty on the timber eut therefrom
and the said Crown Timber Agent Instructed him
to go and stake out the berth wanted, and how
t. go about it.

The said Wilson, acting in accordance with the
instruction of the sald Crown timber agent and
under bis directions did forthwith thereafter take
a man with hlim and measure off a square mile
on the sald west bank of the Yukon River, ac-
ecrding to the following measurement and des-
cription :-CommencIng on the west bank of the
Yukon River directly opposite to the Yukon

Mining Exchange in Dawson City, thence north
along said west bank of the Yukon River one
mile, thence west one mile, thence south parallel
to the west bank of the said Yukon River one
mile, thence east to the place of beginning, and
such measurement was completed on or about the
15th day of July, 1898, and the necessary
notices posted up thereon.

That on or about the 16th day of July, 1898, the
said Wilson put in a formal application to the
said Crown Timber Agent, T. S. McFarlain, for
the license and right to cut the timber from the
berth described in the next precedIng paragraph
thereof, and paid to such timber agent, the gov-
erument license fee, $250, and received therefor
the receipt of the said tiinber agent, which re-
ceipt is as follows

"Dawson, June 16th, 1898.
"Received from Mr. Alf. Wilson the sum of

two hundred and fifty dollars, being deposit for
timber berth applied for.

"(Signed T. S. MeFARLAIN,
"Crown Timber Agent."

That the Crown Timber Agent at the time of
accepting the said license fee explained to Wil-
son that he might begin cutting the timber when
he chose, but he would also be subject to the
payment of the government price (or royalty) per
cord for wood or per thousand feet for timber,
for all wood or timber cut or caused to be eut
thereon and taken therefrom, to which Wilson
agreed.

That a few days after Wilson obtained the
license hereinbefore mentioned, one J. W. Willi-
son came to Dawson City and assumed the duties
and office of Crown Timber Agent and he refused
to recognize Wilson's grant or license upon the
aileged ground that the berth for wbich the same
was given was to be reserved for the use of the
citizens of Dawson City, and was not to be sold
to any persons, and notwithstanding the utmost
protests from Wilson he was not allowed to eut
the timber thereon and sell the same, and he lost
much valuable time In consequence thereof, and
suffered great loss and damage financially.

That after taking all steps which seemed neces-
sary to enable Wilson to secure his rights re-
speeting the said timber bertb, and finding the
same Ineffectual, Wilson applied for the repay-
ment of the $250 which he had paid therefor,
and on or about the 24th day of August, 1898,
the same was returned to Wilson by the said T.
S. MeFarlain.

When returning the said money to Wilson the
saidf T. S. MeFarlain told Wilson that "it is a
shame that Willison would not allow you to have
the timber, and that Wliilson had no right to go
back on anything that I had done and I promised
you the berth and it was wrong to take It away
from you."

The tImber on the berth hereinbefore described
was afterwards sold by the Crown Timber Agent
J. W. Willison to the Messrs. Bartlett Bros., of
Dawson City, for the price or sum of 75 cents
per cord, and the purchasers caused to be eut
thereon and sold therefrom over 1,000 cords of
wood, at a clear profit of at least $5 per cord.

That the said Wilson had three men hired in
addition to himself for the purpose of cutting the
timber on the said berth and by reason of the
wrongs suffered by Wilson the time of the men
so hired by him was lost to him and Wilson lost
at least 53 days' work which, at the rate of
wages obtaining at that time In Dawson City, $10
per day, makes up for the four, whose time was
lost, the sum of $2,080.
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That there were upwards of 1,000 cords actual-
ly eut by the subsequent licensees or purchasers,
Messrs. Bartlett Bros.

That, as appears by the Departmental Report
for 1898, page xiii. :

"THE YUKON TERRITORY.

"Pursuant to the provisions of the Act as-
sented to by Parliament on the 13th June, 1898,
Intituled "An Act to provide for the government
of the Yukon Territory " (61 Victoria, Chap. 6),
an Order in Council was passed on the 7th July
last, authorizing the employment and definIng
the duties of the varlous chief executive oficers
and clerks whom it was deemed necessary to
appoint, in order to properly carry on the work
connected with the administration of the Terri-
tory."

This Act provided, among other things, for the
appointment of a Chief Executive Officer and for
the constitution of a Council to aid the said ofli-
cer in the administration of the said district.

That by this Act it was also provided that the
existing laws should remain in force in the said
District until altered by the authority consti-
tuted by the said Act.

That Major Walsh left the Yukon District on
the 4th August, 1898.

That Mr. William Ogilvie was appointed Chief
Executive Offlicer under the provisions of said
Act, but did not leave Ottawa for Dawson until
the 4th August, 1898, and d!d not reach Dawson
until long afterwards.

That Mr. Justice Maguire left Dawson on the
16th August, 1898, and bis successor was not ap-
pointed until 7th October, 1898, and did not reach
Dawson until long afterwards.

That Samuel Benfleld Steele, Superintendent of
the Mounted Police, was appointed a member of
the Yukon Executive Council on the 7th July,
1898.

That Joseph Edward Girouard was appointed
registrar of lands and a member of the Yukon
Executive Council on the 7th July, 1898, by Order
In Council.

That Joseph Edward Girouard, while registrar
of lands and a member of the Executive Council
In said district practised and practices bis pro-
fession as a member of the bar and solicitor, &c.,
during office hours, and became and la linancially
interested lu mining claims In said district, while
holding the aforesaid position.

That the following Is a:n extract from a report
of the Committee of the Honourable the Privy
Council, approved by His Excellency on the 17th
October, 1898:

P. C. No. 2432. Interior.
"That Mr. William H. P. Clement, barrister

at law, Toronto, be appointed legal adviser to the
Council of the Yukon Territory, vice Mr. F. C.
Wade, resIgned. Mr. Clement's salary to be at
the rate of $2,500 a year ; and bis appointment
to date from 7th October, 1898. Mr. Clement
shall- not be permitted to accept retainers, or to
act as counsel, attorney or sollaitor In any ac-
tion, suit, matter or transaction involving the
title to a mniing claim or mlning property.

" That under the authority of section.5 of the
Act of the Parliament of Canada, assented t on
the 13th June, 1898, intituledI An Act to provide
for the government of the Yukon Territory,' Mr.
Clement be appointed a member of the Council
to aid the Commissioner of the Yukon Territory
in the administration of that district, vice Mr.
Wade, resigned.

" (igned) JOHN J. McGEE,
"Clerk of the Privy Couneil.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Plotou).

"To the Honourable the Minister of the Interior."
That Mr. W. H. P. Clement is a member of a

law firm which practices before the Gold Com-
niissioner and acts professionally in matters with-
in the purview of said Council.

That Mr. Justice Dugas was appointed a judge
for the Yukon Judicial District on the 7th Octo-
ber, 1898, and became a member of said Council
by virtue of his office.

That the said Mr. Justice Dugas, while a judge
for the Yukon Judicial District, and while a mem-
ber of the Executive Council thereof, became,
was and is pecuniarily interested in mining
claims In said district.

That confidential information has been illegally
revealed by officials in the office of the present
Gold Commissioner who has been obliged to dis-
miss an official for the offence.

That gross and scandalous abuses have occur-
red in the Department of Customs in the Yukon
District, United States vessels having been ad-
mitted to the Canadian registry lu the said dis-
trict upon fraudulent undervaluation, as in the
case of the steamer " John C. Barr," which
was worth at least $60,000, but was allowed to be
passed at the customs at a valuation of $10,000.

That the Honourable the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, Sir Louis H. Davies, appointed to
the office of inspector of steamboats one Russell
who had been previously dismissed from the said
service of the Government on account of improper
conduct, and detailed said officer to Dawson to
act as steamboat Inspector

That the laws respecting the certificates of
masters and mates have not been properly en-
forced in the Yukon District, but uncertificated
officers, and officers disqualified have been per-
mitted to act as officers upon Canadian registered
vessels, contrary to law, to the detriment of
Canadian mariners holding certificates under
Canadian laws.

That the Honourable the Postmaster General
was guilty of gross neglect In the administration
of the Post Office Department and from the year
1896 to 1899 did not provide a reasonably effi-
cient postal service to and from the Yukon Ter-
ritory, but, on the contrary, appointed insuffi-
cient, inefficient and corrupt officiais and provid-
ed such inadequate and unsuitable accommoda-
tion and postal arrangements that a large com-
munity consisting of the inhabitants of Daw-
son, N.W.T., suffered distress, inconvenience and
pecuniary losses.

That F. Harper was postmaster of Dawson City
and gave the exclusive right of delivery of let-
ters in Dawson to a company known as the
Yukon Mail and Express Delivery Company.

That upon a personal visit by the specIal cor-
respondent of the London "Times " newspaper,
and after inquiry it was found necessary by that
responsible ~ person to report through the
"Times " .to the business people of the world :

" It is deplorab'e to have to admit, but it is
idle to ignore the fact that the administration
of the Kiondike district and the relations which
exist between the representatives of the Gov-
ernment and the public leave almost everything
to be desired. The population remains, on the
whole, orderly and law-abIding,ý but ItIs In an
open and emphatically expresse& anticipation of
changes which, to give satisfaction, muet In-
clude within their operation both the system
and the personnel. To put the position as plain-
ly as Is daily and hourly stated on the mining
flelds and In the streets of Dawson, there là a
wjdely prevalent convietion not· only that the
laws are bad, but that the offteers through whom
they are administered are corrupt. It Is bard
on innocent and upright individuels whose ad-
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ministrative duties may be performed with scru- I an prepared, moreover, to place my services
pulous integrity to be associated in the sweep- gratuitously at the disposal of the Attorney Gen-
ing charge which is made against the whole ral for Canada to assist the commission of in-
official body, but there is no disguising the uni- quiry in probing this matter to the bottom,
versal dissatisfaction, and innocent and guilty I whether those services be required at Ottawa,
stand at present together. It is impossible to Dawson City or both.
talk for five minutes on business with any one In addition to whatever responsibility at-
on the mines or in the streets without some taches to· the action I have taken in this mat-
allusion occurring to the subject, and it is a ter, I am prepared, If the commission is granted
painful experience for Englishmen proud of the on the terms suggested, to abide by the result
purity of the British system of government to be and to consider that by failure to substantiate
compelled to listen to the plain-spoken com- tbe charges made I will have forfeited my right
ments of Americans and foreigners. to sit in Parliament or to hold any office in the

" Apart from the graver charges, there is gift of the Crown.
much dissatisfaction with imperfections of! I make that statement after the most care-
organization, wbich are ascribed to inaptitude ful consideration I can give to it in order
and inattention to business on the part of the to convince Parliament and convince the
responsible officers. That there are, as yet, no country of my sincerity. While I am tak-
roads, no trustworthy mail arrangements, no
sanitary organization of any klad, and no clear in" advantage, undoubtedly, of my privilege
distribution of streets and town lots in a town ¶ as a member of the House of Commons to
of nearly 20,000 Inhabitants are conditions which !bring straight to the front and in the light
are held to be wholly unnecessary in view of the of the informatioa I believe to be based
amount of the revenue derived from the mines on fact, and while I could not, nor could
and the fact that the town Is now two years any man in Canada, unless he were a mil-
old. There can be no question that in these re- lionaire, undertake that responsibilityout-
spects " gold fever" has had the effect of di-y
verting energy and attention from all but min- !sideOf the privilege of this House, and sum-
ing interests. The unsanitary condition of Daw- mon f rom the north, the south, the east and
son, situated as the town is upon a swamp, and the west, all the witnesses and prepare the
devoid of the most elementary provisions for case as it should be prepared, In order to
cleanliness and health, is a standing menace to show a court of law bis right and his au-
the community. Typhoid is permanently in the thîority for making statements, I mnust, to
town ; the death-rate is abnormally high ; and satisfy public opinion of my sincerit go
there are as yet no signs of any measures to be
taken ta avert the danger of a serious outbreak a great length. :I consider I have the right
of epidenic. That mining districts cannot b3 o exercise the privilege a member of
surveyed, that claims in many instances cannot the House of Commons possesses .to make
be recorded, that necessary information with re- these statements without incurring any
gard ta districts already staked is not open to greater responsibilitty than the laws of Par-
the public are facts which have come to be re- liament contemplate or impose. But L
garded by the public as so many purposely de- waive ail that, and in this Parliament in
signed channels for individual bribery. A half or th f f th
a quarter interest frequently quoted as the aceo ecountry- y native country
price at which good claims can be recorded, and -I anM prepared praotically for all the pains
scarcely a day passes in which some fresh story and penalties, in the discretion of. Parliâ-
does not become current of the number o! dollars ment. I amn prepared for more than that ;
which it has cost to obtaln letters from a nomin- I am prepared, that great good might come
ally unsorted mail or ta make good an entrance out Of this investigation, as great good will
on business into one of the public offices. corne out off it, and great benefit ta Can-

That an humble address be presented to His
Excellency ta desire that His Excellency wll iada, to lueur the risk I have ,mentioned-no
be graciously pleased to give immediate orders small risk ta a man even of 3rdinary ambi-
to his Attorney General that the most effectual tion, that is to be considered that he has,
mneans be taken for discovering the facts la by failure, after taking an important step
any way relating ta the above charges, and Ioff this character, disentitledi himself to the
that His Excellency will also be gracIousiy confidence of his fellow countrymen in any
pleased to order the issue of a royal commission publie matter, and disentitled also to theto two or more Judges of the Supreme Court o! confidence off the representative off the sove-
Canada, or to any two judges of the Superior lu conn e ta teofh oil-
Courts of any province of Canada, granting and reign in connection with any matter of poli-
conferring the fullest possible powers for a com- tical preferment or within the gif t off the
plete effectual and exhaustive uiquiry with a Crown. According to the understandlng
view to the discovery of the truth of the state- whieh, I think, was reached, infornmally, to-
ments and charges aforesaid; and to this end that day, I now move the' adjournment of. the
His Excellency be advised that In the opinion of debate.
this House such a commission should be clothed
by a special Act coiitaiing siilar provisionis,l The PRIME MINISTE~R (Sir Wilfrld Lau-
powers, jurisdiction, discretion and authority as rier). The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
are conferred by the Revised Statutes of Canada, Hibbert Tupper) hias stated that hie is not
Chapter 10, beng An Act respecting inquiries in very good healtb, and I have nonsente
as th corrupt practices at Elections of members to agree to an adjournment, but It must be

o! te Hous o!ComnoTS."on the understanding that we shall sit later
Mr. Speaker, :I want ta say, as this is part to-morrow.
oft my speech, that I propose to move, at Sir CHARLES HIBbR TUP-.
a later stage, that resolution, and I want SerainE1HBER TP>~R
to add to the language that it contains, the Certa
following staterment :-Motion agreed to, and debate adjourn
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REPORT.

Report of 'the 1epartment of Public
Works for the year 1898.-(Mr. Fielding.)

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) m'ved the adjournient of the House.

Motion agreeti to, ain the House adjourn-
ed a t 11.45 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDJNESDAY, 2tli June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

IPIaV ;as.

BILL WITIHDRAWN.

Bill (No. 53) to authorize the Bank of Nova
Scotia to issue sterling notes for circulation
in the Island of Jamaica.-(Mr. Borden,
Halifax.)

DISMISSALS FROM MONTREAL POST
OFFICE.

Mr. QUINN (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

What are the names, religions and nationalities
of all persons dismissed from Montreal Post Office
since June, 1896 ?

What are the names, religions and nationali-
ties of persons appolnted to Montreal Post Office
since June, 1896 ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock). That question had better take the
form of a motion.

YUKON-CONSTRUCTION OF GOVERN-
MENT TELEGRAPH LINE.

Mr. FOSTER (by Mr. Taylor) asked:

1. What was the date of the Order in Council
authorizing the construction of a Government
telegraph line into the Yukon ?

2. What amount of money has been expended to
date on this work ?

3. From what moneys voted by Parliament have
these expenditures been paid ?

4. Have the supplies so far purchased for this
work been purchased by tender and contract ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I have been furnished by the de-
partment with an answer, but it is not as
complete as I would like to have it, and I
will ask the question to stand.

VALUATION OF BINDERS, &c., FOR
DUTY.

Mr. WALLACE asked:

What are the values and bases of valuations
fixed by the Department of Customs on the im-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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portation of binders, mowers and horse-rakes
from the United States, for the purpose of collec-
tion of duty thereon ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson). The valuation of mowers, bind-
ers and horse-rakes from the United States
has been fixed for the purposes of customs
duty, upon a basis which takes into account
the prices of these articles for home con-
sumption in the country of export andi the
terms and conditions of sale there.

PROPOSED CANADIAN NAVAL
RESERVE.

Mr. BRITTON asked:
1. Is it the intention of the Goverament to take

any steps towards the formation of a naval re-
serve, or a naval brigade, or a marine militia of
any kind in Canada, whether in connection with
the present militia force or otherwise ?

2. If so, when are such steps to be taken ?
3. Where, and under whose direction are the

first corps to be organized ?
4. Has there been any correspondence with the

Imperial Government, or the Imperial Naval or
Military authorities on this subject ? If so, what
tas been the tenor of such correspondence ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The whole
question of the formation of a naval reserve
or brigade in Canada bas been for some time
under the consideration of the Government.
No definite conclusions have yet been reach-
ed, nor is it thought possible that any scheme
can be submitted to Parliament this ses-
sion. There has not been any correspon-
dence with the Imperlal Government, and
the only correspondence with the naval and
military authorities on the subject is confi-
dential.

MAINTENANCE OF ROADWAYS ON
THE GRENVILLE CANAL.

Mr. TAYLOR asked:

1. Did the Government of Canada in the year
1845 enter into a written contract with the farm-
ers whose lands are crossed by the Grenville
Canal, that upon the condition of the said farm-
ers surrendering their rights to private bridges
and accept a single bridge cromsing at Lock No.
3, the Government would guarantee good road-
ways on both banks of the canal for the use of
said farmers to and from their farms,?

2. Did the Government allow the engineers ln
charge of the improvemente now being made on
the Grenville Canal to stake off the farmers'
roadway, and did the Government. allow the con-
tractors, Messrs. Pigott & Inglis to excavate
away the farmers' roadway on both banks of the
canal and to place the material so excavated right
alongside the cut, completely blocking the farm-
ers' roadway for seven months in 1898 and for
six months of the present year, without firat pro-
viding a roadway for the farmers1?

3. Did the Government engineers ln charge of
tbe improvements now belng made on the Gren-
ville Canal know that tho farmers' roadway was
destroyed and blocked for seven months in 18!:
and for six months of the present year ? Did said
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engineers notify the Government cf the fact ?
Did the Government send down a Mr. Pope as
commissioner to try and compromise with one of
the farmers who controlled the situation ? Was
tbe Government notified by telegran that Mr.
Pope threatened that the Government would put
the farmers in jail if they pulled a rotary der-
rick off the farmers' roadway that completely
blocked them from their spring's work ?

4. Did the Government recelve a petition sIgned
by all the farmers who were deprived of their
roadway in the spring of 1897 ? Was said peti-
tion a petition In equity -setting forth all the
facts of thie case and pointing out the amount of
damage these farmers had suffered In consequence
of being deprived of their roadway by the Gov-
ernment ?

5. Did the Government relieve Itself of the re-
sponsibility to provide a roadway at all times on
both banks of the Grenville Canal for those farm-
ers whose lands are leased for said canal accord-
ing to said agreement entered into by the Gov-
ernment of Canada on the 8th day of December,
1845 ? If the Goverament has not relleved itself
of this solenu compact, why does not the Gov-
ernment settle with these farmers for damages
and annoyances caused by them being deprived of
their roadway for seven months In 1898, and for
six months of the present year ?

6. Did the Government send Mr. Pope for the
second and third time as commissioner to settIe
with Mr. Weldon for road damages, who was
never deprived of a roadway to his farm, -and
left unpaid all those farmers who for seven
rnonths in the year 1898 and for six months of
the present year and wbo at the present moment
have no roadway on either bank of the canal fit
for traffic ?

7. Were the Government notified that the con-
tractors making the improvements on the Gren-
ville Canal caused the farmers who suffered a loss
by being deprived of a roadway by compelling
them to sign off a claim for damages before they
or their teams were allowed employment by the
public works carried on by the Government ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). 1. The Governiment did
undertake by written document to naintain
a good road for the use of the farmers. 2.
The Government in makincg the improve-
ments to the canal, did have stakedi off a
part of the roadway and allowed the con-
tractors to excavate a part of the roadway
on the bank of the canal, but endeavoured
to compel the contractors under the terms
of their contraet to provide a roadway, for
the farmers. 3. The engineers of the Gov-
ernment were aware that the road was
blocked by the contractors and called upon
them to provide a sufficlent road for general
traffic, and they contended they had pro-
vided amply sufficient accommodation for
the traffic. Mr. Pope was sent down to
value the land taken by the Government for
a raceway and at the same time at the re-
quest of the contractors, with tie cousent
of the departmenit, valued some damages
for the contractors done to one Weldon, for
whleh they paid. The Government so far as
Is known, was not notified by telegram that
Mr. Pope threatened to jail the farmers if
they disturbed the contraetors' derrick. 4.
The Government dld receive a notice from
the farmers that the road was blocked and
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each) making a claim for damages. 5. The
Government have not relleved themselves
from any legal liability, but it is not aware
that any damage bas been suffered, but if
any damage was suffered, the contractors
under their contract, engaged to settle them,
and for this reason, the Government has
taken no action in the matter. 6. The Gov-
ernient on more than one occasion made
an endeavour to effect a settlement with Mr.
Weldon for land for raceway, and sending
Mr. Pope for the purpose and on behalf of the
contractors. The agent of, the Government
endeavoured to settle with Mr. Weldon for
varions daiages, and came to some under-
standing or agreement with him, the Gov-
ernment paying for the land for the raceway
and the contractors for the damages. So far
as is known, no sum has been paid other far-
mers for any damage. 7. The Government
were notified by Dr. Christie and the far-
mers that the contractors were compelling
the farmers to sign off a claim for damages
before they or their teams were allowed em-
ploynient by the contractors, but we have no
other information.

THE CROWN vs. THE BRITISH AMER-
ICAN BANK NOTE COMPANY.

Mr. FRASER (Lambton) asked:
Ha.s an action been recently begun by the

Government against the British American Bank
Note Company, and if se, when'?

2. What is the nature and amount of the claim
involved in the action ; when did it originate,
and over what period does it extend ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). Yes, an information against the
British American Bank Note Company was
filed in the Exchequer Court of Canada on
the 18th of May, 1899, and served upon the
defendant company on the 20th May. 1S99.
2. Under the ternis of the several contracts
entered into, it was provided that all the
stamps should be printed f rom engraved
steel plates, but the defendant company
without the consent or knowledge of Her
Majesty's officers, as the Crown charges,
supplied during the continuance of the con-
tract, a large quantity of stamps which were
not printed from engraved steel plates but
were printed froin stone by the process
called lithographing. The stamps printed by
the process of lithography are not worth as
much as engraved stamps by 60 per cent,
but are inferior in workmanship and are
very easily imitated and counterfelted ; and
the Government claim from the defendant
company as damages for breach of contract
the sun of $300,000. The defendant com-
pany, as a defence to the information,.set up.
first, a general denial ; and second, substan-
tially, that the work required .to be done
under the contract, was done under the
supervision of an offieer of the Government
of Canada ; that the stamps were supplied
subjeet to the revision and approval ol? the

REVISED EDITION.
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Minister of Inland Revenue for the tite
being, and that the stamps were accepted
by the said Minister under the said contract.

SETTLEMENT PRIVILEGES IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES.

Mr. ROSAMOND. Before the Orders of
the Day are proceeded with, I would like to
call the attention of the hon. Minister of ·the
Interlor to a reply he made to a question
'which I put to him on the 10th of May, and
to ask him If he has formulated any plan for
giving to the sons of farmers and otters la
Ontarlo the same privileges as have been
given to the Doukhobors and Galicians.

The MINISTER OF TUE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sif ton). In reply to my hon. friend, I have
to say that I have not been able to give the
matter such attention as would enable me
to formulate a plan. The answer I gave to
the question expressed my view and my in-
tention in the matter, and the intentions of
my colleagues. The hon. gentleman will
understand that it is quite impossible for
nie to devote much tume to a matter of that
kind in the midst of the work of the session.
I hope, however, af!ter the session is over
to get the matter into such shape that our
intentions can be carried out.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE-TELE-
GRAPH LINE TO THE YUKON.

Mr. E. G. PRIOR (Victoria, B.C.) Mr.
Speaker, before the Orders of the Day are
called, I wish to say a few words on a
question of privilege. I have in my band a
tile of the Victoria " Daily Tumes," of the
22nd of Juné, which contains an article
headed:

Useless Obstruction-Another All-night Sit-
ting of the Dominion House of Commons-Col.
Prior Objects to an all-Canadian Line to Daw-
son-Fighting against the Interests of the Pro-
vince of British Columbia.

The article then goes on to say:
(Special to the "Times.")-Ottawa, Ont., June

22.-Col. Prior was the means of starting a field
day in the House yesterday over the Govern-
ment's action la rushing through the telegraph
line from British Columbia to Dawson City, and
the adjournment was only reached at 6.35 this
morning.

Co1. Prior and some others of the Opposition
aide talked In favour of the Northern Commercial
Company, because one Roche, of the British
ïHouse of Oommons, seems to have made the
friendship of Prior while visiting Canada.

Hon. A. G. Blair did not hesitate to tell Col.
Prior that his friend, whom lhe was supporting
against the best Interests of the country, and
particularly of British Columbia, was no gentle-
man. Roche not only so far forgot bimself as to
publish a private letter, but he tried to do what
was equally as bad while in Ottawa.

All this dld not prevent Col. Prior, who was
ably assisted by Mr. Earle and SIr Hibbert Tup-
per, the latter of whom sat out the debate to
play the part of "copperhead " and do all that

Mr. FITZPATRICK.

iay ln bis power, along with bis colleague and
the man who wants to lead the Tories in British
Columbia, to defeat a measure which is calculat-
ed to assist.the province ln every way.

The scheme of Prior, Earle and Tupper meant
a cable to Seattle.

Sir Louis Davies told Col. Prior what he was
doing, and how he was abusing the confidence of
the people who elected him.

Premier Laurier pointed out that he would
have no cable scheme such as Prior was fighting
for, but insisted on what the Government was
doing, an all-Canadian line. The Premier showed
that Tagish and Lake Bennett were now connect-
ed by telegraph, and the line would be continued
on to Dawson. From Bennett a spur was built
to Atlin. Ail this would be done this season,
and next year the line would be continued from
Bennett to Quesnelle, to connect with the British
Columbia telegraph system. In this way Canada
would not only have an ail-Canadian route, but
places along the way, largely In British Columbia
would be benefited. The Northern Commercial
Company never did a turn until such time as the
Government commenced work.

If Col. Prior had bis way, as Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier truly said, the Government should not have
given any telegraph connection between Dawson
and British Columbia, but should have waited
until such tinie as bis friend and client, Roche,
wanted to act.

Last year Senator Macdonalid (British Colum-
bia) was put up to denounce the railway connee-
tion between British Columbia and the Yukon,
and now we have Prior, Earle and Tupper sit-
tfng all night and fighting by all kinds of ob-
structions and otherwise, a grant of $25,000 to
commence operations of building a telegraphliUne
from British Columbla to the Yukon country.
The item, however, was passed, as the Govern-
ment determined to put it through.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I can only say that this
is a tissue of falsehoods from beginning to
end. I am not very much surprised at seeing
lt In ithat p:aper, knowing the source fron
whlch it emanated.

Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman has
risen to make a personal explanatlon, he
must not attack anybody, even outside of
the House. Of course, if he wisbes to go
further, the hon. gentleman must make a
motion.

Mr. PRIOIR. I will move a motion after I
get through, Mr. Speaker. I say I am not
surprised at that article, as every few weeks
there has been something of the same kind
put in this paper ln reference to myself and
my colleagues. I wish to state, as will be
seen by reference to "Hansard," that neLther
I nor any of my colleagues have at any time
resIsted this scheme for a telegraphliUne to
Dawson. I only wished, when I brought for-
ward that motion and the papers connected
with It, to show what I considered the un-
fair and deceitful dealings of the Government
with the Northern Commercial Telegraph
Company, the company I was talking about;
and when othe Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles (Sir Louis Davles) attacked me about
my conduct In sItting all might, I defied hlm
to find one word In "Hansard " that I had
uttered against the scheme. I was nor
agalnst the scheme ; I was anxious to see an
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all-Canadian line ; and the company I was
talking about off ered to build an alil-Ganadian
line instead of a line by Skagway, througbh
Amerlean or disputed territory. This article
says that the scheme I supported meant a
cable to Seattle. So far as I know, Seattle
as a terminus of the telegraph line was
never mentioned in this House ; it never
entered my brain to have a telegraph line
from Seattle to Dawson. The charter of the
Northern Commercial Company was for a
line from Vancouver to Dawson. It certain-
ly went ithrough American terrltory, or
rather, I will say, presumed American terri-
tory, because the territory is in dispute;
but the company offered to build the line
which the Government tare building now.
I never, by word of mouth or in any other
way, offered any opposition to that line be-
ing built ; but I did object to the Govern-
ment building it without off ering some com-
pensation to the company or giving the com-
pany a chance to build it. The company
could build it as qulckly as the Government.
But any one who looks at " Hansard " will
find ·that I never said 'a single word against
the scheme. I beg to move ithe adjournment
of the House.

Motlon negatived.

SUPPLY-ADMINISTRATION OF THE
YUKON.

House resumed adjourned debate on the
proposed motion of Mr. Fielding : That the
Speaker do leave the Chair for the House to
go into Committee of Supply.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Mr.
Speaker, before continuing the line of obser-
vations which I was addressing to 'the House
when it adjourned last night, I would like
to refer to a suggestion which bas been made
to me thait possibly I had overlooked chap-
ter 33 of 52 Victoria when referring to the
difference in the powers given to Mr. Ogilvie
and the powers granted under the Corrupt
Practices at Elections Act, in regard to the
paTdoning of witnesses. I did not overlook
that Act, because Mr. Ogilvle sets out in his
report the section from it in full, and refers
ito it. But since the matter has been men-
tloned, I would compare section 3 of chapter
33 of 52 Victoria with section 9 of chapter
10 of the Revised Statutes ln order to make
clear the point to which I referred yesterday.
Now, baving mentioned the resolution which
I propose to put into your bands, and the re-
sponsibility that I am prepared to take ln
regard to this matter, I proceed now, as
briefly as the subject will permit, to give
some additional reasons not contained in
that long resolution, which I purposely
made as full as possible, why the positions
taken in that resolution should commend
themselves to this Parliament. . One may
note that the charge of gross neg-
leet, lncapaelty, &c., at the outset of that
resolution is due largely to the extraordin-

190j

ary delay on the part of the Government
in filling the position of ;Minister of the
Interior. I will not here refer to the
negotiations, arrangements and manipu-
lations that were going on until late in the

, fall before the way was made clear to the
'Treasury benches for the present Minister
of the Interior, but I woa1d refer to -the
fact that attention was drawn, in the most

I marked manner, to the vacancy in that
important portfolio. On September Sth,
1896, the leader of the Opposition formally
ealledthe attention of the Government to
the delay in appointing the Minister of the
Interior. On September 10th, the Prime
'Minister repl.ed that public reasons re-
quired delay, and again on the 23rd .Sep-
tember my hon. friend from York, N.B. (Mr.
Poster) repeated the inquiry, and the Prime
'Minister said, to use bis own words : "The
department must remain in abeyance yet."
And on that occasion the leader of the Op-
position referred to the importance of the
department, especially at that moment.
Again, the hon. -member for York said that
ho objected to granting the $1,000,000, then
being asked in :the Committee of Supply,
when there was no Minister to explain the
policy, and he insisted that the delay was
damaging to the public interest. Again, the
bon. member for West Assinibola (Mr.
Davin) called attention to the interests of
the vast North-west and the necessity of
having a Minister to represent them.

The point touched by the resolution, that
though the Minister of the Interior, when he
finally did settle down into office, was
aware of the enormous influx of population
that was going into the Klondike region,
and bad been aware of it long before,
nevertheless he took no active steps or mea-
sures at all, though pressed continuously to
do so by his subordinates, is shown by the
minutes of Council, based on a report of
bis own, dated 28th February, 1898. In
that report he says :

It is apparently beyond any question that what
Is known as the Yukon District will be occupied
by a large number of people during the eoming
season.

But to make that point stronger. I shah
refer to his observations ln this House on
the 16th February, 1898, when he said :

There are at present thousands of people on
their way, and thousands more who are making
their preparations to go to this distriet. What
will be the condition of affairs If 40,000 or 50,000
people should struggle through these mountains
and find themselves at the end of the summer 40
or 50 miles down in the northern part of the
district.
Again, he said:

We have to consider that, no matter what
warnlings are addressed .to the people, no mat-
ter what this Government or the United States
Government may do or attempt to do, immense
numbers of people will find their way into that
territory. What will be the condition of affairs
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If It should happen that 40,000 or 50,000 should
be there in the fall.
In the sane speech. lie referred to a state-
ment in the New York " Herald " to the
effect that a quarter of a million gold-seek-
ers would go from Seattle alone this year.
And again, lie said. "that 7,000 had sailed
in the last eiglit days." and lie referred to
"what is known as the movement to the
Klondike district. Again, he said:

We are told, too, that the transportation agen-
cies in Europe are booking tens of thousands of
people for the Pacific coast and that the Imme-
diate object of these people is to procure trans-
portation to the Klondike district.
Again, he said :

Everything points to the fact that the greatest
rush that has been seen for many years on this
continent will take place during the next few
months towards the Klondike district.
What steps did the hon. gentleman take to
prepare for that rush ? What organiza-
ion did be contrive to prepare for t ? Will
one of his officers tell us ? This comes out
in the private correspondence, produced be-
fore the Ogilvie commission, as can be
found on page 207. And, remember, as I
read this extract from Mr. Deville's let-
ter, what is stated in the motion that I have
referred to and to which the Minister of
the Interior himself referred this session,
where the Surveyor General pressed him to
ta.ke this matter up and pointed to hîm the
danger arising from the delay that had al-
ready occurred, and that, àf my recollection
serves me righit, was about the month of
March.

On the 28th July, 1897, there was the fol-
lowing letter from Mr. Deville, in which he
tells Mr. Faweett :

Since you left, I have continued to urge action
upon all of Mr. Ogilvie's recommendations, and I
am glad to say that the Council have at last
taken up the matter ln earnest, so much so that
some decisions are rather unexpected.
Then follows on that page the things that
were doue as pertaining to the organization
of a proper staff. It was in March, 1898,
that Mr. Deville again had to call the at-
tention of his Minister to the neglect that
had occurred with regard to this region,
to which the Minister himseif admitted
there was a great and unexpected rush.
When the hon. Minister finally set to work,
when he began to mean business, when
he began to issue instructions, he certainly
went -with a rush. He became the Napo-
leon of the west in earnest, and as a des-
potic Minister, or an incapable or an im-
petuous Minister, wildly rushing here and
there, lie ignored the Governor General of
tie day, he ilgnored all forms of procedure,
he lgnored our parliamentary system and
the rules of parliamenitary government. Ail
those points are touched upon in the mo-
tion and they are important. They trans-
cend, of course, the other evidences of ex-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUJPPER (Pictou).

traordinary haste in connection with the
confusion of mies and the confusion of
addresses of some of the most Important

I officers whom the Minister sent out. Ai-
though the Minister of the Interior hlad been
a close friend and intimate with Major
Walsh for some fifteen years, although the
Minister and Major Walsh had been thrown
together previously to this. the hon. gentle-
man forgot the name of Major Walsh, so
that the Order in Council and the illegal
commission which His Excellency was *mn-
duced to sign appointed the wrong man.
Afterwards other officers of some import-
ance were given their wrong addresses, and
Sall these things had to be corrected ; and
then, without any justification and in dis-
paragement of the high office of His Ex-
cellency ýthe Governor General of that day,
this Minister, forsooth, without authority
of any kind, wired to his officers, or one
of them-and the telegram is set out in my
motion in full-that he had appointed
Mr. Walsh. on the 12th August, to the high
position, which afterwards, If you please, His
Excellency was induced to formally confer.
But, whereas on the 12th August John M.
Walsh was appointed by the Minister of the
Interior, the Governor General did not know
until the 17th August, that It was the Inten-
tion or wish of his advisers that John M.
Walsh should be appointed. And then the
commision under the Great Seal followed to
John M. Walsh. with the extraordinary
powers, extraordinary and illegal powers, to
which I have already referred. And then he
waked up, did this Minister, in a hurry, this
Minister, who seemed to have had no time
for constitutional considerations, no time
even to obtain the correct names of and ad-
dresses of the men upon whom he Intended
to confer large powers-he waked up, to
find that there was no John M. Walsh,
thoughhlie had been appointed by His Excel-
lency himself ; there was no such person
as the one mentioned in the commission Is-
sued under the Great Seal. But the com-
mission to John M. Walsh was not rescind-
ed, It was not cancelled, it was not revoked.
But His Excellency Is asked to appoint
James M. Walsh, and His Excellency does
appoint James M. Walsh, who succeeds John
M. Walsh. And so, we have outstanding
the two commissions, the one to John and
the other to James. And, If any student of
parlIamentary practice or constitutional law
is curlous enough to follow this matter up,
he will find that the law relating to Issue of
proclamations was disregarded In a most
extraordinary manner. In the first place,
with these duplicate commissions, with the
powers given therein, or purporting to be
given therein, we are brought face to face
with the fact that there Is ne authority
whatever on the part of this Government,
or on the part of the Governor General, to
confer these powers or te issue these com-
missions, elther the one to John or the one
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to James. This, of course, Is Important in I the rush had bewildered them. Let me
more senses than one. I cite this evidence 'briefly refer to constitutional points that re-
to show that everything was allowed to get 1 quire no elaboration. The powers of the
Into such a state of confusion that the con- sovereign, under our constitution, are lim-
stitution was trampled upon, and all these'l ited. To use the old expression, " The sov-
powers, all these questions of jurisdictions t ereign cannot touch a blade of grass or take
and authority, were ignored, or were com- an ear of corn without the authority of the
pletely unknown or unappreciated by the ad- law." But what do these gentlemen care
visers of His Excellency. In this House, the for rules that prescribe the powers of the
Minister bas told us that the commission to sovereign ? What do these gentlemen care
Major Walsh was issued under the Revised for constitutional safeguards in regard to
Statutes of Canada, chapter 19, section 1, as parliamentary government and the limita-
amended by 56 Victoria, chapter 14. Fur- tion of legislation by Order ln Council ?
ther inquiries brought out the fact that the They ignore, in these cases, all these lim-
only Order in Council issued under these portant principles, so that one is obliged to
statutes was the Order in Council of Septein- turn to the Privy Council decisions. and
ber. 1893. Therefore, It will be found that read again, as I do, from the case of Cam-
no Order in Council has ever yet been ap- eron & Kyte as to the powers of the Gov-
proved by any Governor General In Canada ernor. I have referred to the sovereign au-
under the provisions of these statutes wbich thority. But, wide as these powers may be,
would permit him to issue the commission in the case of the Governor, It is laid down
under the Great Seal to other persons than as follows :-
are mentioned in the Royal Instructions ; Butif the Governor be an officer merely with
and no such ofilcer as Major Walsh, as aand o sclioffceras MjorWalh. S ~a limited authority from the Crown, his assump-
chief executive officer, anywhere isD len- tion of an act of sovereign power, out of the
tioned in the Royal Instructions. The lirits of the authority so given to him, would
Queen's prerog'ative in that regard cannt be purely void.N authority or ditu
be exercised by the Governor General with- las been cited before us to show that a Governor
out statutory authority. And the statutory can be considered as having a delegation o! the
autbority in this case, in which the M!nister Whole royal power in any colony, as between hlm
of the Interior is under the impression thatland te subjeet, when it is fot expressly given
he has justification, bas never been acted by his coiiSsiof.
upon, for the Order of September, 1893, only Youhave two sources, and two only, for the
fixes fees. and does ot extend the list othauthority of the Governor General in Canada
oficergatol whom these commissions under l iregard to the royal prerogative. One
the Great Seal may issue. Then agaîn. as to source would be considered bis instruction,
thxe gazetting; paragrrapl 2. hap. 14 of 56 ;and the other source the statutes of this
victoria requires the publication of the noticeï country. I have deait with thxe statutes.
of these appointinents la the "Gazettel" the Now turning to Lefroy and to Clement.
list of the commissions to be laid onhe bwhose naie bas been metionedlaianother
Table within fifteen days after the coin- connection, wer ind this question o preroga-
mencernent of the next session. Waiving< tive powers, and limitations o i by Instrue-
fixe point as to the riht o His Excellency tions, derit with. The five classes who may
the Governor General to issue a commission be appointed outside of speieal legisation.
under fli Great Seat to ether James or by commissions under the Great Seal, are as
tohn. the only compliance with the provi- follows :-() members of the Privy Council.
sion wrasu the case p t John. This did not (> Senators, (3) Speakers of the Senate, (4)
exist in the case o James, in whose case we Judges, to) Depuy Governors General.
iave simply thenotice erratum of August Under noue o these heads would comethe

28th, 1897, respecting James Morrow Walsh. i case of a chef executive offier for the Yu-
No list was laid on the Table of parties to kon territory. Nor eau it be said that under
whom commissions were issued. Parlia any statute coes the case of the gief ex-
nieut met on February 23rd, and it was not iecutive officer o! the Yukon terrltory. Par-
until tar t Sth that ihe commission wos liament met, Parliament sat, sad Parlia-
laid on the Table. So. these important pro- wment -as prorogued during this ime.
visions of Parliament-a d none will denY But these gentlemen, grood, easy Min-
their importance, noue will deny fse great isters, as they were, earing notel.ng
solemnity attached. under our constitution,deltier for te question o the preroga-
to an action lu respect of these things-were tve orfe responsibllty of the Quee-'s
eNtirely overlooked or igored. But we have representatIve. cared less for Parliament.
had, lcis whole matter, suc a system o s We could have given them fthe powerf we
arbtrary goverbuaet. such a series of te- could bave oiven them fie powers that were
gal acts on the part o! the advisers o Hs obtained aforetime by lmited acts nregard
Excellency, that I beleve there Is no parai- to a country thaowas outn t be orgnized
lel Ir the hlstory of tis country for g e and about to be governed like the old North-
state o!thngs that followed. These gente- west Territores. But they pad an easier
men, one and a e of the e-for they are ali and siorte rspoad an ail that. I means
lelnv ted lunhisy oti Iconhryfrth and urt to corne downe 4Parlia ent and ask
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for parliamentary authority ; so, in this case show, that he was governed by no law ; he
as, unhappily, in many others, these gentle- was, as I said before, practically and verily,
men sImply did as they pleased, and from a law unto himself. Now, as to executive
that day to this they have not taken the officers, Charles on Powers of Executive
trouble to come down and ask for an act Otticers, says this:
of indemnity, and plead -the exigency of thecas. nt ly bfoe ariaentth sat o Officers are eznployed by the state to put Into
affairs. and to say tat, owmnt thrsta of actual execution the laws or some portion of the

atYarsandto sy tatowig, trstof ll.laws of their country.
,to :their unpardonable neglect in appolnting

a Mniser f te Iterorant dw owi.~But ini dits case this gentleman was put in
to isnerapaoftyh antitoris aowng owi that position, and clothed ostensibly with
state of affairs to becone so confused, anth authority to repeal laws or to make laws.
stae rsof afaprs to become so onfusedat d e and he did so, or attempted to do so ; andthe rush of people to become so great, they ytteMnse fJsie naohrpae
had to do all these things. They did then yet the Minister of Justice, In another place,
with good intentions, and, therefore, as under stated in regard to Major Walsh ail that I
constiturional rules, they could ask the have been contending for, but contrary to
Hlouse to give them an Act of indemnity. the expressed authority to which I refer, for
But that has become a matter of form ; they he sai:
feel safe in relylng on a parliamentary Major Walsh goes there, and le goes there to
majority, and with ithat they do not think iaat under the law and in accordance with the
is worth the bother and trouble -to pass Acts law ; wacould fot proteet hlm if we instructed
of that kind. As to the executive autliority, irn to violate the law.
let me do, as the Prime Minister once saidThey tid instruet hlm to violate the law,
this side of the House proposed ito do, remini lie violatethlaw; wllie be protected ?
the House of the A B C of parliamentary Have these gentlemen new liglit on the sub-
goverument. Todd says:1jet,an Wdo geys think tat they are com-

The executive bas a imitetpower o!legisia- cu pelle t act in that particular? I refer to
tion by Order in Counil, andl rules framed by the ibis question of ministerialm responsibilityce
Department oh State, but only where the exercise regard to al lthis action, in my motion; I
o! such power 'bas been authorizei or sanctoned wil refer to Votes anti Proceedings. page
by Parlianent.it is a fundainenta1 law of the 362. to e support the position take, thate or
English constitution that the sovereign can nel- ail of these aets at tis time ani under the
ther alter, ait a, nor dispense wlth any existlng circumstances towhi ri refer, the Govern-
iaw of the realm. The an-cient prerogative of th%, enoftedysadrpnib oPrl-
Crown in legislating by Order n Counil bas et of minystand responsib lit P
been subj4ecteti to the control of Parliament, and isnient andi responsible to the country. Is is
D e S uww mainly exerciser d as a deputed andtoot as a subjec an important one to which o have
prerogative at ail. aeferred for the last few minutes? I en-
byhar t is afundamentalslaw of the so62,nbu s ture to believe it is as important to-day as

Engl ish cstiutoftathe sovereign ctase-alo hseatatti1tm n ne h

pointeti out, no Governor General anti noj it was in the case of India wlien -the trial
Goverment of any Britis wcoony stands of Warren Hastings took place, and these

aw of the alm.osithen ientrer oati vethe!quentions were examine anes inquire into.
Crowainmteat pogitin. byOrefre nou nav hasr
bthese hig tprinples trampleimon, andi the n a spns to he cuth exeris
spetacle of a Governor General of Canad subtan porant bis to wc Ighar-

not nîyindcetito renh upn te ryalance, bis plea wvas ithat bie was flot a lawyer.
prerogative improperlyanillegally,rbutod f the l se to remember thathats the scae of te overinr btea Ithen Burke Impeac ashimfor thgh crimes

poin te out no oai Governor Gen andn twsi h ae fIdawe h ra

unernts commission, anti bis responsible anti mrrenHasns ho sacad
atvisers asking him to siga an Ordter in He impeacheinm as arged wiercs-

ounecil deputi G to Major Wals, of Cwom, ering to a British tribunal, n ot as a subaidar,
n sol have muc to say before sit down, as a Pacha o three tals. H considere it mon-

power thatthis arliment eyer eputtroStIus that an English Gavernor, tried as a Bri-

prergtate ipprly and egally, bdutyouishwould ask thde Huearto remember hat 

to a sGovernor General in Counlhlegismaftiveoreh cie
governeti upon the principle of arbitrary power.

«authorties given t dis man without athe
sligohtest santion oM Parliament, directly When dealing with Hastingsls plea, that e
or indirectly-that is be condition of awf airs.assuPe sovereignty, ie said e t
an enough to turn this man's bead, as It
ti. The Governor Genera sittlngilaOt- i Whether or not suc power Or powers o! that

tharitis iven i this im ithou te nature were delegat t me by any provIsionsertawa with his Council, were limited in re- 1 nYAt werdelet e onseb ay roimsions er
gard to what they might do; Major Walsh. any Act of Parliament, he confessed himself too
under the Great Seal, away in the Yukon, litte o a awyer t pronounce
was an absolute despot, and he exercised That was the condition of things. Burke
bis powers in the most despotic manner. tlsposed of the plea o! ignorance by Saying
Cared he for the legislation of this Parlia- that If that were admitted, no one but a
ment? Not a bit. Whether it related to lawyer woult be eligible for higlioffice. lu
the North-west Territories, or whether It regard to arbltrary power, Burke says
rela+ted to matters l the Yukon, le would
look to his commission andi to his Order in ehv ritaypwr! yLrs h
Council, anti plead, as lhe dit, according to t iehm h Igbsn rlrr oe
newspaper reports, andi certainly as his actstagvhm;ouLrdbphventnrte

That wasRthe condiRioTUofERhings.tBurk
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Commons ; nor the whole legislature. We have 'was Impossible fot to ask why this was
no arbitrary power to give, because arbitrary so, and it was impossible not to iearn tlat
power is a thing wbieh neither any man can hold
nor any man can give away. belleving this, remembering all this, I at-
Again. Inlis speech on itliat occasion, and itempted, before making this speech, to
dealing with this subject, lie said: acquire official information and official facts.

Those who give and those who recelve arbi- , approached the riglht hon. Prime Minis-
trary power are alike criminal, and there is no ter (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) aad asked him for
man but Is bound to resist it to the best of his ipermission to see the records in regard to
power, wherever It shall show its face to the the charges that were made. charges that
world. Nothing but absolute impotence can were notorlous and that were referred to
justify men in not resisting it to the best of their by friends of lion, gentlemen opposite ou
power. the floor of this House, charges in regard
Again, on page 93, he says: to the disappearance of supplies and stores

In short, follow him where you will ; let him under the charge and responsibility of
bave eastern or western laws ; you find every- I Major Walsh when lie was in the ·Mounted
where arbitrary power and peculation of govern- Police. With his usual courtesy, the right
ors prascribed and horribly punished-more so i hon. Prime Minister gave me authority to
than I would ever wish to punish any human have access to these files. On coning in
creature. If this then is the case, as I hope and contact with the officer to wiom lie had
trust it will be proved to your Lordships-that 1 referred me, I discovered that these files
there is iaw in these countries, that there is n had been burned. I discovered also thatdelegation of power which exempts a Governor
from the law-then, I say, at any rate a Briitish a board of inquiry, presided over by the
Governor is to answer for his conduct, and cannot present head of the Manitoba penitentiary,
be justified by wicked examples and bad prac- Col. Irving, I think, had met, and that this
tices. board had considered the condition of
The applicability of that language to the things. I gained soe information. fot
case under consideratilon, is apt ; It condemns very explicit, but sufficient to confirniny
the Government, the advisers of the Gover- impression that it was Sir John Macion-
nor General, and it condenins the man who aldes condemnation of Major Walsh's Con-
aeted under itheir illegal authorlty, in con- duct in the matter by permItting hlm to
sequence of this attempt to clothe Major retire, the other alternative being to fur-
Walsh with these powers that the Govern- ther prosecute the matter and hold tbe
ment themselves did not possess, and dared f Major responsible, for the siortage inuthe
not exercise. Who was Major Walshi supplies underlis comnd. a shortage of
What was his record? How did he serve supplies that the late Hon. M. C. Cameron.
the country, and how did lie leave the afterwards appointed by the Treasury
service of the country ? That is an benches Lieutenant-Governor of the North-
Interesting question at the outset to west Territories. referred to on the floor
consider, in view of the facts which of this bouse. It was at this tîme that
have come out in this extraordinary inves- Sir John Macdonaid used the faceious re-
tigation conducted by Mr. Ogilvie. Go to mark to the efect that the mice were said
the North-west Territories and ask about!to have got at the supplies, sore of whteh
the record of Major Walsh when lie was supplies were nails and spikes, and that it
Superintendent of the Mounted Police. 11 was a fact that te mice in that part of
do not wish, nor is it necessary for me, the country had suffered from indigestion
to attempt to detract from the reputation-for a long period afterwards. Major Walsh
that lie got there for courage. I do not was appointed by the Conservatives. He
wish to detract, if I could. from the repu- Jleft under the Conservative regime. and
tation that he got for having done the state that lie did fot leave altogether iu a happy
some service wlhen affairs were in a dis- frame 0f nîind was indicated by the fact
organlzed condition. when lie showed Br!- that lie joined the ranks of hon. gentie-
tish courage to Indians. and, notably, in men opposite. But to core back to the
the case of Sitting Bull, though I could
give versions from that part of the country as these papers were burned. that the Con-
that do not altogether accord to Major troller of the Mounted Police slould re-
Walsh the credit taiat las been given tto cord the officiai conversation 1 lîad with

him down in this part of the country. But, hlm under the direction of the night lion.
when this man, who served lis country for Prine Minister, that lie should sub'nit that
some years. from early in the seventies record to the right hon. Prime Minister
down to 1883, was permitted to retire from and ask the Prime Minister to allow hlm
the service without one kindly word being to let me have that officiai record for the
said about him in this Parliament, and this purpose of using it in tIs fouse, but to
Parliament Is not lacking ln generosity to Its myamazement I amilef t wlthout it; 1 am
servants, when no vote was broughit down denied the prîvilege, in facitheright. Here
in regard to the gratulty to this officearrord;
but when It was in an amount paid out r
of a lump sum, and this man w-as permit-cncrngam t potnfeueofti

ted lletly o rtir mb nlvtelfeItretr e, and Ite alktatve binfoutonr
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!that was given to me by the officer of the boarders, sale ou Sunday was probibited and
Government, with the sanction of the right gambling in bars forbidden. Mr. Haultain
hon. prime Minister, should be put in the said that Major Walsh undertook to openly
shape of an officiali memorandum, and that urge and support and encourage breaches of
I should be permitted to say that this offi- the law which was as much a law of the
cial statement was the recollection of the Yukon as it was of the North-west Terri-
officer thoroughly familiar with •he whole tories ; and that if bis conduet in this par-
transaction. Al of that is denied me, and. ticular could be taken as an indication of bis
consequently, I eau but refer, in the way 1 ordinary attitude Major Walsh could fnot
bave, to the general know.Iedge in the 2ouni. leave the country too soon. So said Mr.
try, and whîich is borne out by a ibera1 Haultain. I need not furtber deal with this
paper of the lst September, 1898. I would subject because my motion sets out very
prefer to have read the official memoran- fully the reference as to the opinion of thli
dum if I had been permitted to read it Department of Justice being sought about
to the Huse, but I am forced to have re. the subjeet as to whether thei laws of that
ference ito a statemeit publislied by the country did not prevail in a portion of te
Regina "Leader " of September 1st. 18Q98 Territories to which they were especially
a paper ;In sympathy with this Administra- applicable. It £s inconceivable how sucli a
tion. No one doubts that state:nent. be. question should be submitted.
cause the paper says so. It proceeds1: I again call attention to the carelessness

Major Walsh, when he arrived in the Klondike, of the Government in respect t the organi-
seems to have imagined that he was again em- zation of this country, and to the lack of
powered to deal as a man is justified in dealing proper checks upon the oticers appointed.
in a " Sitting Bull " emergency-that is, to be a Wte have a provision in the statutes requi-
law unto himself, and follow or disregard any ing all officers who have to do with the re-
rule, regulation, precept or statute as his Instinot venue t give bonds. I asked the other dav
leads him to think will be -best at the moment.hivn
About the first thing Major Walsh undertook to . r ge
do in the Klondike was to issue liquor permits Yukon territory, where so many officers are
at $2 a gallon-a thing which he had as much under a cloud of suspicion-and unfortu-
right and authority to do as -the editor of the nately those who have doue no wrong have
"Witness." * * * In view of the circum- to suffer from being included in any general
stances-and we say It as an admirer and suP- language concerning thie otliers-and the
porter of the Minister and the Government under Minister gave me the names of certain otti-which Major Walsh held bis appointment no al te mestom an threin pot
one whit less warm than the "Witness -we
fully coincide with Mr. Haultain in the bellef office. On one occasion he said in Supply,
tiat it is fortunate for the country that Major as I thought, that no officers in his service
Walsh's power as Yukon Commissioner has !had given bonds, but " Hansard " having
ceased. and that such a man could not leave the reportedy himn the other sense that there
di5trict too soon. were no otieers who had not compliedi with
I miay say, as 1 proceeded to read, I thought the statutes, i ventured to write to the Min-
that was the issue of the paper eontainillg ister of the Interior some days ago to know
a reference tot the sortage of supplies. if he were correctly reported, and to that
Later on. I may be able ·to give the House letter I have had no reply. I have been un-
that particular reference nade openly il able to elicit in the House, and he apparently
the press, charging Major Walsh with re- has been unable to give nie the names of
sponsibility in that regard. Further, l any officers appointed by him wlho have com-
connection wi-th the Major's assumption of plied with this statute concerning publie
authority. and his illegal action I refer to officers and the 5th section thereof. Let us
3fr. Blulyea's report. I shall not read it ;se whaî ciass of officers in thecold limes
it was brough!t down and Is of public re-adspubicre and before the advent of these gentlemen to
cord in the North-west legIslature. But
Major Walsh, in his report attached to
the departmental report for 1898, at page
323, informed the hon. Minister as follows:-

I bave written you previously that I should
not recognize the authority of the North-west
Territories Government in this district.

The Regina "Leader," of August 5th, 1898.
contains the report of the speech by Mr.
Haultain that everything at Dawson was in
disorder. Referring to Mr. Bulyea, he says
he went In to prohibit or regulate the sale
of liquor. He associated himself with the
Superintendent of the Xorth-west Mounted
Police and another federal offleer. That
was a superintendent other than Major
Walsh. A retail lcense was fixed at $12,000:
there was to be certain accommodation for

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

office, did give these bonds. You will find
in the returns of 1897-98 that sheriffs. land
registrars in the North-west, agents of Do-
minion Lands. several of them, the sberiff
of another district, even the acting agent of
Dominion Lands, ail gave bonds : and in
1898 Dominion Land agents and sheriffs in
the North-west Territories outside of the
Yukon, registrars of titles, and so on, all
gave bonds. When I asked the Minister of
the Interior formally what officers appointed
in the Yukon since February, 1897, gave
bonds under the provisions of that Act. he
gave me only the names of certain officials in
the customs and three In the post office.
Then we hâve an interestIng return in re-
gard to these public officers. The point bas
been made with great force In the case of
Indian officials to which I have referred,
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where officers were appointed with salaries But what authority was there to pay Judge
wholly inadequate in that country ; salaries Maguire over and above lis salary. 1 shah
which were good in England but wretchedly pass that point by referring to sone inter-
small in India, and that suggested to the esting names. 1 flnd Phulip Walsh as a
great critie of the Government, that in that timber agent, and Phuhip Walsh, as the evi-
fact itself there was suspicion that officers dence shows was a pretty active speculator
could not be expected to withstand the temp- and have charged in my motion Phuiip
tation surrounding them when their salaries Walslin connection witl a very serieus
were so small. 1 understand that the Gev- nMatter. I find B. McKeown a secret service
ernment urge this contention agapnst thats thficer. Did any one in this Parliament ever
viewe: When you speak of small salaries do know ti t since Parliament ceased t vote
,you know that the Goverument provide supplies for secret service, there was a secret
board and living allowances for these ofti- service i the country.
cers. and in consideration of that is it fair Mr. WALLACE. The Minister of Customs
td say that these salarieps are too small. On hes one.
thata have been unable to get definitearE P
formation this session. 1havetriedwit WSiCoEci ter
pertinacity that may have been annoying to My lion. friend (Mr. Wallace) reinds me
the Mnister of the Interior. The informa- tliat the Minister o Customs las a little
tion he n as brouspit down may lle suffcie d funod fer that purpose. but e got that foundbad itha lie allowancesf theill ot openly and above-board. The funds that

aners, a in considrtuin ofthat i t' ar MrALAETeMiitr fCutm

enable the to be satislied. but let m say taO were supplied in a matter o that kind were
the Hose that on this important question supplied by the HIee vote f Parliament
the only authority h cae find for grantin but. in the case o Mr. McKeown. wiat ser-
quarters and rations to offTers is furnisma. vices did this secret offleer perform? Who
Io me at niy request by the Auditor General. owas r te? If my recollection is rigt, le was
awent t the Auditor General and asi n sot ething of aprizefigter The fwas tat
him if e knew of any autleority for supplv- cally ruined in the general elections in
int rations, and se on, and ts p at do yn1u Manitoba and Ibelfeve lie was not far
tsuppose the date o that authority isn t from tryhi cisfistifMfs with Major Walsh
iS te a7t d JulyrtS98. But look at the ttoicerssu h before they got tirousglitleir secret servi-
Itat were appointed to the service as sowli!ces and teir gvernment of the Yukon ter-
by the return, and look at their salaries. ritory ; and he las disappeared from the
It wo-ild be tedious to refer to this matier' service. But we now found another name-
in detail, but I ask you to recAlleet thles' W. H. Lynch, Dominion ranger, $20 a month
extraordinarily small salaries paid to otti- and $620.70 expenses. Now, according to
cers who were lnvested with extraordiiary j tolerably good knowledge and certain no-
great powers. I have mentioned the dele- !itorious facts in regard to when he went
gating of the powers of the Governor Gen- there and when lie came back, his ranging
eral in Council to Major Walsh, but these was from the eastern townships to the Yu-
powers were delegated to Mr. Fawcett and kon and back. What he did besides write
to three clerks under MNr. Fawcett, and let usj a report, and. I believe, a supplementary re-
see how these clerks were pald. This re- port as well, neither of which has been
turn shows the names of timber agents. paid brought down to the House, will perhaps be
$60 a month : two or three cooks $(0 a explained. But in regard to these officers, I
moith : deputy registrar. $60 a month; have only this in addition to say.
elerks in the Gold Commissioner's otfice, Mr. Philip Walsh. Crown timber agent,
who rightly or wrongly are involved in the was a brother of Major Walsh. He
evidence in regard to the purchase and sale left the service on August 31, 1898.
of passes and privileges as doing work be-1 Mr. Willison, a cousin of the editor
fore hours and after hours ; these officers ý of the " Globe." was Crown timber agent.
received $2 a day. Assistant cooks got $63) William Wriglht, employed in the Crown
a monthI; Janitors, like Villeneuve, got $60 I Timber Office at Dawson, is also a relative
a monthI; surveyors, $3 a day ; surveyors' | of the editor of the "Globe." But there is
assistants, $1.50 a day, and the housekeeper an interesting name here to whih I wish to
for the judge. $60 a month. There may be j refer. Some attention would be paid to his
authority by Order in Council from the man j evidence, I fancy, for he is given a position
who absolutely ignores Parliament. but noue of great responsibility and trust. R..C. Mil-
has been produced for paying some of these ler was appointed mining recorder and
allowances. The other day I had a conveàr- 1 Crown timber inspector at Tagish, Yukon
sation aeross the floor with the Solicitor territory, on the 1st of March,l 1899, at a
General with regard to judges, and although salary of $1,500 per annum. Now, my In-
the House is not formally supplied with formation may be considered as coming
information on that score, nevertheless we from one who is a littie biassed in mat-
have judges who are appointed without pro. ters of this kind. What do we think of Mr.
vision for their board and) their allowance. R. C. Miller, who lias the confidence of the
There Is a correspondence (not brought Government to such an extent ? Before he
down) that took place after these officers was appointed he went to the Yukon terri-
were appointed in regard to their allowance. Itory, and he formed an impression such as
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I have formed, in regard to the prevalence October 4th, 1898.
of corruption under Government manage- W. H. Bunting, Esq.,
ment In that country, and he wrote to the "Mail and Empire," Toronto.
press not long before be was appolnted: Dear Sir,-When in Victoria, B.C., in June last,

S a gentleman introduced himself to me, and in
Since d have reached Dawson, have almost substance said he had a permit to take a large

been forced to a like conclusion, and have no 0 uniyo iurit h uo itit n
hesiatin i delarng hatIf heydo ot akequantity of liquor into the Yukon district. and

wanted to know if I knew a certain distiller. Istrong and speedy steps to end the orgie that replied in the affirmative, and wished to see be-
Is ln progress here, they will not only have be- fore taking hold of the deal in any way, the
come partners in the dirt themselves, but shall bona fide nature of the transaction. A telegram
have permitted the continuance of a system which was sent at my suggestion to Victoria, where the
must result in a very great financial and moral original order or permit was held ; an answer
injury to the Dominon. caine back, which I saw, stating that the original,
I shall not read all of bis letter, though it signed by Clifford Sifton, could be forwarded by
would bear it ; time will not permit me. next steamer if necessary. The party in whose

favour the permit was was Mr. Philp, partner
Mr. MeMULLEN. What is the date ? tof Clifiord Sifton. of Brandon. I asked who was

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. interested in the matter beside the party who
offered it to me ; he said that Philp was to re-

This was some time in the fall of 1898. It 'eive $5.000 in cash when order or permit was
appears in the press of the 15th of October, handed over. and one-third of the profits at the
1898. Mr. Miller was the editor of the Pen- 1 end of the deal. I then would have nothing to
broke "Observer," a Liberal paper, and liei l(o with it : did fnot think seriously of having
wrote these letters to that paper, one of anything to do with it at any time.

which, I am told, was so bad that the Lib- It is fair to say all that I know In defence
erals of the place would net have it pub- 1 of this high-handed, illegal transaction, that
lished. But in this letter, which Is bad l!is., that at that time Mr. Philp was not a
enough, in all conscience, he says: partner of the Minister of the Interior; that

I have seen enough to convince myself that Mr. Philp. having sent a wire at the same
It Is worse even than the mind of an honest time te the Minister of the Interior to know
man can conceive. That the mining laws are whether this covered liquor, was told that
being set aside on a colossal scale is beyond ail It did not cover liquor. But these people. or-
question, and that barefaced bribery is the rule any person dealing with Mr. Philp. had sim-
of the day Is equally certain. ply the language o! that to go upon; and
Now he bas been rewarded by the Minister the official to whom that might be presented
of the Interior with an office at Tagish. by any one entering the Yukon territory. had
How much, I wonder, is he given besides simply that document to go on. I charge
$1,500 a year ? Board and allowance ? At that document to have been an illegal docu-
any rate, this is witness No. 1. Now, in my ment. I charge that the Minister of the In-
resolutlon I impeach the Minister of the In- terior, with daring to violate the laws of
terior straight for having issued an illegal this country. and to violate them in connec-
permit to an old partner of his, and for hav- tion with his former par:tner, a man Who0
ing violated the laws of this country. The undoubtedly made an improper use of this
defence bas not been suggested, that he t'document, from any point of view. Though
violated the law In many other particulars ; my desire is to give to the House as f ully
I hope no such defence or answer is to come. as possible the sources of information on
But I defy any member of the Government which I am taking this important step. I
te give authority in the laws of this country cannot venture to read all that is ln my
for this document which the Minister of the possession. At this stage, when I am ask-
Interior undoubtedly gave te this man, who ing for a commission. and undertaking all
tried to sell his great privilege, whether he the responsibility that can attach to any
succeeded or not: hon. gentleman in this House in such a posi-

tion, I think it would serve no good purpose
Ottawa, 13th May, 1898. for me to give even the names of the par-

To the Officers and Officials in the Yukon Ter- ties who are willing that I should give them.
ritory. But, in order to satisfy the House that there

This introduces Mr. Philp, who has a permit is in my possession material that should
to enter the Yukon distriCt with such provisions force-not the Government ; I make no ap-as he may see fit to take with him, without re- peal to the Government in this matter, let
gard to the usual regulations. pa eteGvrmn nti atr e

gard(tthe sual ) r LioRthat be understood-but force the House. a
(majority of this Parliament, to see that the

Every customs officer, every Mounted Police reasonable request of my motion is complied
officer, every Inland officer included In that with, and that a proper commission Is con-
direction ; and every officer who would dis- stituted which will enable these matters to
obey that injunctIon, would do so at the be probed to the bottom, and far more satis-
awful peril of offending the Napoleon of the factorily than under the Government com-
present Administration. What was done mission that was issued, was possible or bas
with itl? Here is a letter whlch was ad- h appened.
dressed to Mr. W. H. Bunting ef the " Mail| .I have lu my band a statement from a Llb-
and Empire," Toronto : I eral, a man who tells me at any rate that

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Picton).
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he is a Liberal, and a respectable man. I
shall not, for the moment, give his name,
though I have permission to do so. He says:

That he was compelled to pay women $1 or $2
to go in a side door of the post office for his mail.
Police would not allow men to go in. This was
the door from which men came out after having
gone in. Police took money to let the public
into the mining recorder's office. Kennedy went
in by the Mackenzie River and Yukon route in
1897 and left in September, 1898. He got two letters
while there, dated the 11th and 12th of April, and
received those about the lst July of that year.
Another young man who was in a bank,
writes on the 29th May, 1899. and I ask the
attention of the House to this particularly,
because there is a formal charge in my
motion in connection with the same sub-
ject, althouglh this is not the case mentioned:

I have just returned from the Yukon, where I
have been for the last two years. I was one of
the many unlucky ones. We had one good chance
of making a little stake. Mr. McLaughlin, at one
time timber agent, gave us a grant of a mile of
timber land near Dawson. We had our money
up, $250, when a new timber agent arrived, who
tcok the grant from us. He said the Government
did not intend to grant any timber berths -within
three miles of Dawson-yet in less than ten days
he had given the saie berth to Messrs. Bartlett
Bros. They (Bartlett Bros.) sold the timber to
other parties for $10.000. We would have this
much or more out of It.
Couple that with the Wilson case, for ex-
actly the same ·thing happened to Wilson.
He had paid his $250 to McLaughlin, lie
had bis receipt, he had his promise of a
berthl, when suddenly the same timber
agent said to him that all this was to be re-
served from the public. The agent gave
back the $250, and Wilson did not get the
berth. but Bartlett Bros. later on got it.

I would refer to the interview already
published of A. C. Anderson, of Toronto,
in the "Mail and Empire," of April 10th,
1899. and I refer to it for this reason, that
Anderson has written to me stating that
that interview is based on facts, and he can
testify to it. He wrote me on Mardh 30th,
1899, from Dawson, as follows :-

The laws, administration and conduct of the
officials here are a disgrace to Canada. The re-
cent Royal Commission was a farce froma the
start to the finish.

Then remember that whIle I am free to
admit. and I certainly hope from the bottom
of my heart that there is some Improvement
ln the Yukon at present, while I believe that
Mr. Ogilvie himself is an honourable and
conscientious man, I am satisfied-and tne
reasons are recited ln my motion-that he Is
not surrounded by upright, Independent and
honest men, that the council whIch was
constituted controls Mr. Ogilvie, rather than
he the council. Take the case of Mr. Sin-
clair, whom I gladly exempt with other
names I will exempt from the sweeping
charges I have made.

An hon. MEMBER. Name.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I have named the men that I have evidence
against, and other names will appear as 1
tgo on, but I do not wish it to be said that
at any time I desired to charge against those
officers in general any single thing direct or
indirect. Where I have heard the name, I
mention it, and where i know nothing of
the conduet of the men I do not wish to
include them. But I say that the difficulty
that confronts us now is this, that because
there has been no spirit shown by the Gov-
ernment to ferret out the criminal that
might exist and still be carrying. on his ne-
farious schemes at the Yukon, you are put-
ting a premium on the men there to con-
tinue to do wrong. I say, In my motion,
that there are men who are violating there
the laws of the country at present, and I
have named them.

Take the hon. member for New West-
minster (Mr. Morrison) who sits in this
House. I believe that lie made some obser-
vations on the subject. I am informed that
Mr. Oliver. a good friend and supporter of
his, publicly stated that after the return
of the hon. member for New Westminster
from the Yukon. he said that lie could not
have believed that such a damnable whole-
sale system of corruption existed had lie not
gone there. Now, I am told that the hon.
gentleman did not lead this House to thiak
that that was his opinion. Mr. Oliver may
have, therefore, referred to him improperly,
but Mr. Frank Burnett, another Liberal in
Vaneouver, was so shocked when lie heard
that the hon. member for Westminster had
since expressed different views, that he
wrote to the Liberal paper in the province
of British Columbia on April 21st, in which
letter he says :

It would now be in order, I think, to ask Mr.
Morrison what he neant wlien he infornied an-
other member of the House, immediately on his
return from Dawson, "that half the iniquities
had not been told."
A gentleman writing me from England,
after the discussion took place in this House,
undier date of 11th April, 1899, said :

I think, however your salutary protest is
bound to cleanse the Augean stables, and pro-
mote a healthier atmosphere for the future. It
must have needed a good deal of cotton-wool
to stop the ears of many, as those stories of cor-
ruption were notorious, and 1, thousands of miles
away from the Klondike, had no doubt of their
truth after seeing, as I did, so many people from
Dawson City.
Mr. Freeze. a respectable citizen of the
county represented by the hon. member for
Northumberland (Mr. Robinson) in the pro-
vince of New Brunswick, writes tox me, In
answer to my own letter, as I had been
given his name as one of those who had
come from Dawson:

Doaktown, May 11th, 1899.
Hon. Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper.

Dear Sir,-Yours of the 9th Instant to band re
Yukon officials. Was prospectIng on Henderson
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Creek last June, found the whole valley and its been traced to Walsh's tent on different
branches claimed, as appeared by the notices on niglits. Then, another witness, whose naie
trees and stakes as far as I went-probably 15 cannot at present be given, but whom I be-miles or so-and only saw two men working or lieve to be a credible witness and who will
representing claims in the whole distance.

Found what I thought might pay on a certain be forthcoming at the proper time, staked
branch of the creek, which was also claimed. I his claim, and was without doubt entitled
then went to Dawson, knowing that according to to have it recorded, but when he went to
the mining law clailms coujld not be held in that the office for that purpose was told that an
way. Upon inquiry at the recording office, was objection had been filed. A name was
told in an insulting, peevish manner that "all given,but he never could find any one whothe claims on Henderson Creek were recorded gvn u i ee ol idayoewh
last falm." answered to it. He waited several weeks

I explained that the claims I was most inter. in a vain effort to get his papers. He hap-
ested in were those on a branch coming in two pened to be going up the river with Colonel
miles above the forks of the stream on the south , and told him about his difficulty.
side. and observed by the notices posted that they On their return to Dawson the Colonel offer-
were not clained until April and May, 1898. ed ·to get the claim recorded for the modest

"What is the name of the guch ?" was the sum of $100. He at first objected to payquestion, in a Scotch accent and same peevish anythin but finding his efforts fruitlessway. I replied that I had no means of knowing ' ngo
whether it was naned or not, but if he showed lie att last, to save further loss of time, paid
me a map I couli point it out to him. "Oh, we the price asked, and received an envelope
got no map," was the reply. I drew from ny containing a slip of paper w-hichle passed
pochet a list of the clainants' names, with the in to the recorder, when instructions were
numbers of their clainis, taken from the trees on at once given to have his papers made out,
the ground, and, handing that to him, asked if When I say "the Colonel." I do not know
those men whose names he saw there bad record- the name of the person referred to I do
ed claims on Henderson Creek or its branches,
and he refused pointedly to give any such in- not wish it to be understood that I refer
formation. to any one lithis House. A strong Liberal

That is my experience at the Dawson recording writes fron Dawson to a correspondent il
office. The question arises. what is the office kept Manitoba, but as the statements are gene-
for, and, if it is a public office, was I not entitled: ral. I will pass this letter by. In the main,
to the information sought, and does it not give t is in accord with he statements I have
good cause to suspect that there was money mad e a omde.In the London tand
there by refusing information, as stated above .

Oard 'f April Sth, there is a letter publish-
R S ul yuEEZE. ed by a laùy as from lier son:

Then Captain John Cotes-I did not intend But I have no doubt you have read in the
in bis name but have given it-is re- papers of the corruption of officialdom here in

fen Daw'son-how a man would prospect a piece of
f re.eground, come in and record it, and would be re-

went into the Yukon with Mr. Wade- fused on some trivial grounds. Then the clerks
Andi Wade told him he had lis tracks would immediately send some friend out to stake
covered. I amn also informd that a Uan ithe ground in return for a half interest. I never
named Dan Stewart, of Vancouver. former- was ashamed of the British flag until I came up
ly of Brandon, had got a post on the White here ; but the rottenness and corruption of the
Pass. in connection wiîth. I believe. th Canadian Government, as represented <in this

section o! Cand,ksm elidgatt
customs. at a very snall salary, and my in- nthaanada,ti maksesa o Brtish soignant to

fermation is that this m']an took S20.0 into
Dawson within a monta or two of his ap- Now, some of this information was corro-
pointnoent on the pass. He got his post borated by the Minister of the Interior.
on tie Zass through the Minister 0f the But the other day he pleaded ignorance of
Interior. -I am also told that Isaac Burjee. the facts. So, even according to the lion.
jun.. wrote a letter to J. M. O'Brien. of gentleman himself, there Is something to
the Vancouver "World " in the suminer of ; be inquired into. My informant told me
1898. This paper, you will remember, Mr. that Joseph Clark. of Toronto Junction, was
Speaker, is an open defender of the Gov employed as Assistant Gold Commissioner
ernment in regard to the ialadminstration during Mr. Fawcett's time, and lie w-as a
of the Yukon, so I am going to use simply deserter from the Mounted Police at Fort
this statement. I am credibly informed Macleod. My informant was in Dawson
that this letter was written, my information for about two years, up to the end of De-
being a man w-ho says he saw it. and cember, 1898, and he is also authority for
whose evidence would certainly be taken the statement that it was well-known that
in court until it was shown that he was Lucille Elliott had what was called a stron
not worthy of belief. And in that letter, pull with the leading officials, and that $14)
Isaac Burpee. jun., writes that the officials and $15 tips were paid to get into the Gov-
were undoubtedly corrupt. that Lucille's ernment offices. Now, in the public pressinfluence with Major Walsh w-as great and there are very strong statements over namesnotorlous ; that a lemonade stand (with and addresses of those who were respon-whisky Inside) under ber control, was per. s!ble for those statements. I refer, for in.mitted to be open on Sunday ; that she prac- stance. to the Kincardine "Review " oftically kept a land office, and that she hadi Thursday, 18th May, 1899, where Angus A.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TU'PPER (Pictou).
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Mackenzie, who is spoken of as a son of We ask him to take notice that at the date of
the late John Mackenzie, makes statements recording, October 5th, by Gold Commissioner's,
charging the officials with corrupt conduet. Thomas Faweett's, rulings there were two whole
I shall not trouble the House with that, claims and a fraction in the ground recorded by

Hurdman for a fellow employee. That this was
as it has been published. A man who was in direct violation of the orders from Fawcett to
in the Yukon and well known to me, now his subordinate.
in Atlin, writes-tliis will be heard, I hope,
in connection with the evidence I referred I refer also to the statemeats of an Ontario
to yesterday : man whose name I have and whose per-

m-ission I have to give his name ; but for
Major Walsh was instrumental in closing Do- mesons metoed, and name; theMajorreasûns mentioned, and considerinte the

minion Creek until a certain date to locaters'
and on the morning of that date the record office undertaking I have made myseif in re-
was to issue permits to those who desired to gard to these charges, I refrain at present
locate claims on the creek. Two days before that from giving his name. The date is Novem-
date the officials started men for the creek, and ber lst, 1898. This is the conclusion of the
A. P. Hughes, of London, Eng., tells me that 1 letter. The writer is a man very well
Major Walsh secretly told two English ladies, by known to Sir Mackenzie Bowell:
naime Mrs. Edgecombe and Mrs. Arthur, to go
at once to Dominion Creek and locate claims, as So you have the timber inspectors, if a poor
they were not going to issue permits. The follow- devil brings a few logs to Dawson, he wants to
ing day the miners found there were to be n know how much there is in it for him-and ail
permits issued, and the result was that when the others is the same.
they finally arrived on the ground, very few got
claims. I would refer also to an interview with one

It was impossible to record a good piece of H. T. Monk. I have the paper, but I have
property until Mr. Fawcett and his subordinates not the date; however, it bas been pub-
found they couldn't handle it to their immediate 1ihed

advanage. o myknowidge, he eerk l the, anid I reffer to it as corroborating fixe
office had as much as forty intererts in placer statements that I have made In general. The
claims procured by recording property to the letter is written September the 20th, to a
men that suited them, and Fawcett knew per- friend in Ottawa, by Mr. H. T. Monk, a
fectly well what was going on every day under' young Englishman in the Klondike. Then,
his very eyes in the office. * * * My later ex- take an article in the "Wide World" maga-
perience in July was a smooth talk to Fawcett z1ne of May, 1899, where there are the name
and $50 to one of the clerks, and I got my trans- and address of a lady who went up to Daw-
fers, records, &c., in four hours.

The proprietors of games of chance (and all0 son after ber husband. This lady was Mrs.
gambling is illegal) were forced to pay Mr. Wade Lillian Agnes Oliver, of Chicago, and her
the sum of $500 each (for, as he said, a subscrip- letter appears on page 53 of the magazine
tion for a hospital) or close down. of May, 1899. I think I am correct in saying

Then. the Sherbrooke "Gazette" off April!
7th 1h99, bas some specific statements in
regard to the corruption in that country,
sent by A. S. F. Rankin, his letter being 1
dated February 24:th, 1899. I shall not1
trouble the House with these documents,
as they have already been published. fu.r-
ther than to give the reference to the names
and dates. Then, in the "Ontario Glean-
er '' appears a letter from H. C. Eyers, from1
Dawson City. dated January 14th, 1899, and1
to much the same effect. Then, in the1
Ottawa "Citizen" of April 8th. 1899, ap-
pears an interview with one F. N. May,1
formerly of Ottawa, but now off Dawson. in
the "4>ally Sun"" of New Westminster.
March 29th, 1899. there are very serlous
statements of fact. At th-b end of a longi
period of allegations in regard ito a lady
official, a Mrs. Miner, and the extraordinary
favour granted to her in regard to the
claims she recorded, the observation is'
made, speaking off Mr. Hurdmen, who is in-1
volved li this : ·

He is invited to observe that a clerk in a sub-
ordinate office, on October 5th, during the in-
cumbency of himself, Mr. William Ogilvie, as
Yukon Commissioner, did ln some manner ac-
quire a piece of ground in size contrary to the
laws then in operation or In existence at this
time.
This Is addressed to Mr. Ogilvie:

that her mission was to relieve her husband,
who was tihere ill, and this is what she
writes :

Dawson, July 13th.
Three letters reached me to-day, and though

I have been here a week I have not been able to
get my mail. Post office only opens a few hours
a day, and there are hundreds waiting outside.
Ladies are being let in by a side door ; but the
mail men are slow in sorting, and one has to
wait ten days or two weeks ere a mail can be
distributed, after arriving. The brutal way these
men at the post office speak to the people would
cause a lynching on the American side. They treat
the men like dogs. Everything is grabbed here,
people having to pay for everything. The miners
are holding a meeting to protest against the way
they are being treated. If a man stakes a claim
he must first take a license, for which he pays
$10 ; or to record a claim, $15. That is, if they
let him have it. If work is not done within the
year he loses it, and also bis right to take up
another claim in that district. On recording a
claim they will not give an answer to a man for
sometimes six weeks. In the meantime, they
send out a &grafter" to. investigate, and if the
" find " is likely to turn out rich, the unfortunate
prospector loses it. Their answer is : " I am
sorry, but that claim was staked before "; and
the poor man, not being allowed to see the
books at the recorder's office, cannot protect him-
self. These claims are being sold "under the
rose " to some one that will give an Intereet In
tbem to parties In power. This Is no secret lu
the Klondike, and, therefore, no place for the
poor man.
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Now then, a book was brought out this year of the great wealth of the region would have
by Charles Scribner's Sons, an eminent ùrn been less retarded. Instead of men who had
in New York, and it is called "In the Kion- spent their lives among pioneers, the Dominion
dike." This book is in ·the library of Pa Government sent, as the reward for party ser-

written b M. Frederick vice, men whose experlence was limited to local
epolitics at home. With hundreds of experts to

Palmer, a gentleman who lias already pub- choose from in British Columbia, an ex-captain
lished in two reviews, statements that I of a whaler and an ex-livery stable-keeper were
propose to read to this House. I made in- made inspectors to collect the royalty of 10 per
quiry of Scribner's Sons, because, being a cent on an output of eleven millions of gold.
reputable firm. their reply would be credl ole Considering the expense of recording a claim,

*s to who this Mr. Palmer was. and tie the owners of claims and the prospectors had at
scriner wrie, n Ma 12h, 199,thatMr.least the right to expect from the Gold Commis-

Palmer s theauth on fay book, of9 ntet on sioner's office reasonable attention to duty. ToPaimer is the author of a book of note on have posted in a public place a detailed map of
the Greco-Turkish war, and is a journalist the district, with all claims and the names of
of recognized ability. He was sent by hIe their owners recorded, would have required little
New York " World," as special correspond- labour and no expense ; but it would have ruined
ent to the Phillipines. He gives In tlis the business of the clerks in furnishing informa-
book the substance of what lie saw in Dawv- ctin. Considering the number of policemen with
son. Substantlally the same article ap- idle hands, mail received in the summer might
peared in a current number of the have been sorted with despatch and distributed
" Forum " f June 18th, 1899. The Ne' at different windows under different heads. But

.i • a delay of two or three days, and the prospect ofYork "Nation " calls is work intheKn waiting in line for several hours before one could
dike a lively and truthful picture of life in even ask if there was a letter for him, were
the Klondike. I would refer to page 202 of strong incentives to miners who wished to hurry
this article, under the heading of " The Go.v- back to their claims, to put a few dollars into an
ernment of Canada's policy in the Yukon itching palm, and in return to receive imme-
province-Gold Commissioner's Office." and diate attention at the side door of the post office.
s o This is what Mr. Palmer writesa: Unfortunately, the arrival of Major Walsh in

Dawson in the spring was not productive of the
refornms which an oppressecl population bad hoped

Major J. M. Walsh, who was chosen commis- for. The acts of the officiais, except that of a
sioner, did not go to Dawson in the autumn of representative o! the North-west Territories in
1S97. His corps of civil officials preceded him,while placing a tax of $2,000 each on saloons and gam-
be remained behind in camp on the Lewes Lakes, bling-halls, seemed to meet with the favour of
with a considerable force of police, in order to the cormissioner. He maintained that the terri-
escort to Dawson the United States relief expedi- 1 tonal government was infringing on the special
tion. 1 powers granted to hlm by the Dominion Govern-

Among the foremost charges of maladministra- ment; and he issued an order that any one who
tion made against the civil officials was the one chose might seli liquor without any fori of
in connection with the water front, data of which license.
were given to me by several leading men. The TUe buildings on the water front stood lu the
Canadian law provides that the main street of a way o! even a primitive system of sewerage.
new town shall be at all points a certain dis- Simple sanitary rules were net promulgated,
tance from the bank of the river. In order not iucl less enforced. Absoiutely no precautions
to have a crooked main street, the men who were taken against the eidemic of fever, whlch
staked the town-site of Dawson agreed to fol- was responsible for so many deaths. Private
low this measurement, from the greatest indenta- beneficence built the two hospitals, and it now
tion of the bank, in a straight line. Those who maintains tbem and carnes on ail charitable un-
bought lots on the main street supposed that they dertakings. Whatever has been done ia tUe way
were securing river frontage, which is invaluable. cf improvements has been paid for by public
The spring of 1898, however, saw a long row of subseniptions. The full measure o! the Govern-
buildings, whose back-doors were towards the ment's public spirit was the construction of the
river, and which faced the original row. The barracks and stockade for the police on tUe Gov-
officials had leased the water front to an indi- (rnment reserve. Had some o! the money col-
vidual for a nominal sum in the name of the lected !rom the clalm-owners and the prospectors
Government. The sub-lessees said, with a shrug been expended in constructing trails and on a sys-
of their shoulders, that they did not care to say tem ef sanitation. there wouid have been less
to whom they paid their heavy rents, and that ground for complaint.
they were satisfied as long as they were left
undisturbed. fr.Theasuf thefiilcet that of a

Captain Constantine, who had been transferred Then, thereeis Dr. th A. Bonnar's opinion.
from the charge of the police at Forty-Miies te publighedin the Winnipeg thTelegram to
te same position at Dawson, was an old-fash- October 22nd, 1898. Mr. Bniar, of Chesey,
ioned executive. His departure in the summer o! Ont., fis well known, and is said -to be in this
1898 was agreeable to hm as wel as to te other ersrn iboiin
officiais, because he was alone among uncon- paptger a tomiLioerleipolUs, and batgenlal copany. He undertood te miners, and et a e
tiey knew that, though gruif, ie was honest and candidate for Noth Brue. My on. friend
I-corruptible. Even the lawless ones admItted (n. MeNeill), who St w ere, happily, for
this mucli ; for In no 'ommunltY Issimpleienteg- tha ridtng rwIl know Dr. Bonnar. I wi l
rity, en!orcedtby a strong wim, better appreclated hnly read a short paragrapl of what Dr.
than In a mining camp. Had hie been retalned Bounar says lu this interview, spe-aking of
as admInisrtraton of the whoee district, with ta

beneiceneWulthw hsias adi o

poiwer to choose nss own assistance, Dawsondceon
wouidba.ve been a phenomenally well govenned Taken as a whole, he was In every way un 

of-mprvemntshasbee-padfr bApuli

settiement frm tUe startanbatreckevandmestockate for the posinh cuie ond t Gov-
SectedAromEtheclaim-onersUanEthe(prspector
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a fortunate thing for the country, as well as unless you had a $5 or $10 bill to grease the
for the Governnent, that he resigned from the palm of the officer. I had heard lots of people
office he should never ihave been appointed to say that this is the first time they have felt it a
fulfil. disgrace to be under the British flag. Besides

the police, who do good work, the Laurier Gov-
e p ae s f ernment have sent a lot of Canadian regulars,

unsanitary condition of the clty. He said : 165 men, at the cost of $250,000 ; they have no-
Speaking of the sanitary condition of the city, thing at ail to do, and cost twice as much to keep

he stated the city had been built in a swamp as they would in eastern Canada. There is a
without drainage of any kind or other provisions commission of ianquiry going on now into the
for the protection of health. The consequence Is charges o bribery and corruption anong the
a great deal of sickness, and the hospital staff officials ; but it is a. complete farce, as no evi-
is kept busy ail the time. He left Dawson City dence is taken on oath,-
on September 22. As to the evidence not being taken on oath,
So -that, he was there during the whole time Mr- Ogilvie explains that that wasncon-
of Major Walsh's regime. Publisbed in th nectIon with the difficuhy when they came
Shawville " Equity," ithere is a letter f[rom to deil with Mr. Fawcett's request that
David R. Macfarlane. He is, I arn informned,cagainsthim regardless of the limita-
a prominent Liberal from Pontiac county. tiono time and of jurisdiction should be
FIe went into the Yukon country and wrote iIIvestigatel.Where they couid ger solemu
back as follows. At the end of his letter decl'rations after the witnesses gave their
there is a passage, it is short, but, coming ejdence they were got. That was in case
froi a Liberal source. it .ay have eorinttheh ttnitnesseS were willingc
effect wirh the majority in this House than -and no charges wil be heard which were
If ir liad flot cote rom another source. I not filed before August 25th ast. Most o! the
wiII read it charges against the officiais have heen filed since

last October, so you see what a farce the com-
d have beeer a pretty strong Liberal atIl my life, h i s

but unless tehey improve the eay in which they
have been administering here, I ay afraid tw I cannot refrain in support o this inqulrye
fot be with them next election. Nearly every from reninding this ouse that, beforeherwh ere
Governmen.t officiai here is corrupt, and are open was anythingy like a controversy between
for any kind of a deal or steal whch they can the Government and this side of theouse
wiake anyteinhg at. About 70 per cent of theas t h e h be es
mners are smercans, and our laws are so adou ea e
ministered as to make me almost ashamed l fromone end of Canada to the other, said

S a hthere should be an inquiry before an -
ackowedg bin partial commission. Take, not only 'the

Mr. Ogilvie's son is an Important witfleçs, ILiberal papers, but the statements of pro-
as e an informed. I have had no convrSa- I inent Liberal. Mr. Martin, Attorney Gen-
nton with h m nor do I know hlm. Ie is a eral o rritish Columbia, out on the coast,
gradate offKingston Mlitary Colege, and meeting these people as I bave metwqthem,
in Vancouver, on bis way o t whis spring, he cominGr and golng, is on record as sayin 
met another graduate of the Kingston Mili-i
tary College, a young gentleman esteemend
by every one who knows him, George A.
Walkem, son of Mr. Richard Walkem, of
Kingston. Both of these young men grad-
uated from the Kingston Military College.
Mr. Ogilvle represents a syndicate in Mont-
real, and he told Mr. Walkem, n that con-
versation, that he had a considerable feeling
of disgust at the way thIngs were even then
being done under the regime of his own
father. He did no-t blame bis father, but I
am informed that Mr. Ogilvie said that bis
father was powerless, because he was only
one of the council, in reference to much of
the maladministration now going on in the
Yukon. He corroborated these facts ln con-
neetion with Major Walsh during his career,
and he was there during the time that Major
Walsh was In that place. Mr. Frank Swan,
of Longbridge, sent ito the Birmlngham
"Gazette," a letter from Messrs. Edward
and John Whitehouse, formerly of North-
field, England, and now In Dawson, as fol-
lows ._

The bribery and corruption which bas been
going on among the officers equals anything that
has happened on the* American side. If you
wanted to record a claim you could not do so

The fact that the most bitter protests corne
from British subjects is significant, and It Is
very difficult to believe that bribery and corrup-
tion of officials has not been rampant.
That is the statement of a gentleman who
is in sympathy with the Liberal parly and
who is a leading Liberal. My hon. friend
from Kingston (Mr. Britton) will know how
true a party organ ithe Kingston "WhigI" Is.
Mr. Gardiner wrote to that paper on April
11th, 1899, as follows -

It is nothing but a system of boodling from be-
ginning to end that prevails in the Klondike.
The Government, as the district was so far
away, gave the officials too much power, and
they have used it despotically. There Is no ser-
vice of the Government there which Is not cor-
rupt.
Then the paper edited by the hon. member
for St. John (Mr. Ellis), the "Globe,' a
strong Liberal organ, contained the follow-
Ing statement from a correspondent in the
Yukon :

Every oficial is looking out for his own inter-
ests only, and If a miner without Influence wants
to find out anything he has to grease somebody's
dirty paw. One cannot even see the mining
records to find out what claims are or are not
recorded without bribery and corruption.
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Then, I have referred to the Pembroke importance to it; but we have Major
" Observer." I have referred to the letter Walsh's report, contrary to Mr. Faweett's
which I was informed was written by Isaac sworn testimony, and we have the position
Burpee to J. M. O'Brien, of, the Vancouver of the Minister of the Interior, contrary to
" World." I was told that by a gentleman all. At page 323 of the Report of the De-
who said that he saw the letter. The partment of the Interior, 1898, Major Walsh
"World " corroborates that statement, for reports: That Mr. Wade and Mr. Fawcett,
before it was opposing me for pressing for Irepresenting the Dominion Government,
an inquiry ; this is what it said : leased this property. Major Walsh says that

tenders had been made to Messrs. Wade andFrom letters received from reputable gentle- ter hacbeeng to Mors Wadese
men at Dawson we have the declaration that
more than one of the Dominion officials feathered two gentlemen were the gentlemen respon-
their private nests pretty well while paid to look sible. They called for tenders, and, acting
after the interests of the public . for the Government, they closed this whole

Ibargain. If that statement were correct, it
When I spoke of Mr. Gardiner I referred te would show that the law was violated, be-the Rev. D. Gardiner, Methodist minister, cause no authority was ever given to thewho has been seven months in the Yukon. Governor in Council that would enable theseOf course, that would give more importance gentlemen to close the bargain and put
to the statement lie made. In the Edmonton Messrs. Macdonald and Morrison into pos-"Bulletin,' this statement is made: session. This session I questioned the Min-

As a matter of fact, Canadians and Liberals 'iister of the Interior, and what did he say?
are as little pleased with the administration of I asked:
the Yukon as Yankees or Conservatives. Under what statutory authority, if any, were
Mr. Andrew MeRae, a strong Liberal of Messrs. Morrison & McDonald put in or allowed
Guelpha is quoted in the il and Em- to take possession of or enjoy the control of theGuelliis qote in heland known as the water front in Dawson ?
pire," of April 17th, 1899. I shall not read
his staîtement, but I refer to It, and I refer tlThe Minister replied:
also, ·to the Rev. Dr. Steele, of Grahamsville, 1 Under section 4, chap. 22, R.S.C., the Minister
as referred to in the same issue and In the of the Interior has control of ail Crown lands
same line. texcept those under the control of other depart-

Now, we come to this question of the ments mentioned in this section.
water front, which has been so much dis- There was nothing erroneous In that state-
cussed. I think that the commission taken 1ment, but this part of the reply was errone-
with the publie reports that are before usou:
and some other information, show the neces-
sity of probing this matter In the most The public lands in the Yukon territory are
thorough manner before an absolutely Im- under his control, and Mr. Thomas Fawcett was
partial tribunal. The Act respecting Do- authorized by the Governor in Council to act for

th e Minister of the Interior in matters relatingr
minion lands, 1894, chapter 26, section 3, tohthe a nistratinterithe Yuk aterritry.
providest:

The Governor in Council may authorize the
sale or lease of any lands vested In Her Majesty
whieh are net required for public purposes, and
for the sale or lease of whieh there is ne other
provision in the law.

My charge is, outside of the language of
my motion altogether, but connected with
that, in regard to the water front, that Mr.
Wade corruptly-and my motion covers that,
so that I take the responsibility of saylng
that he corruptly disposed of It. I go fur-
ther, and say, most Illegally. He had no
more authority to deal with the water front,
or to pretend to lease it, than I had. There
was, of course, no formal lease, but there
was correspondence, and this piece of pro-
perty was undoubtedly Illegally disposed of
by him ; I charge, corruptly, and It is fair
that I should mention some reasons for that.
We have several official reports on the mat-
ter, and they do not agree. We have the
report of Major Walsh; we bave Mr. Wade's
Interview ; we have the position of the Min-
ister of the Interlor, and we have Mr. Faw-
cett's account under oath,. and none of them
agree. Mr. Wade's Interview may have
been improperly reported, and I attach no

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

The Governor in Council had no such au-
thority to delegate to Mr. Faweett powers
that had been delegated by this Parliament
to the Minister of the Interior, and, there-
fore, it was wholly illegal. Now, mark this
portion of the answer, because a good deal
will turn on it. Major Walsh says that
Wade and Fawcett did this; the Minister
(Mr. Sifton) says that he was authorlzed to
dispose of these lands, and that the Gov-
ernor In Council delegated the power which
Parliament gave him, to Mr. Fawcett. Mr.
Fawcett Is put in the breach. The Minister
further answers :

The question whether Mr. Faweett's action
regarding the water front was wlthin his power
had never been formally determined. The Gov-
ernment has taken no action respecting the
leases referred to.
This is a very significant fear, or hesltancy,
or whatever you like to call It, in the posi-
tion of the Minister of the Interlor. Mr.
Fawcett says he bas power given him by
the Governor ln Council, and the Minister
says the Government took no action in re-
gard to the matter. Thls confirms my con-
tention as to the law, that there cannot be
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governmental action in connection with the
transaction described. When Mr. Faweett
Is ln the box, and this thing Is pressed upon
him, he, evidently knowing the scandalous
conduct of Mr. Wade ln reference to it, un-1
loads the whole responsibility on Mr. Wade.
Before coming to that, I wIll refer to the In-
terview In the Klondike paper that ls said
to have taken place with Mr. Wade :

When application was made for the lease by
Wm. Bourke on March 24th he was informed by
Fawcett and Wade that it could not be leased
for more than one month at a time. Two days
afterwards, when Alex. McDonald makes an offer
wbich is endorsed by Mr. Faweett (according to
the reporter as Mr. Wade's account) as very good,
and recommends it to Mr. Wade's consideration.
Wade, therefore, puts It upon Mr. Faweett.

he simply signed his name to the lease be-
cause he had authority, as representing the
MInister. There never was a lease, but still
It gives you an idea of what Mr. Faweett
thought of that transaction, and how un-
pleasant It was for hlm to be consldered as
sharing any responsIbility in the matter.
Compare what I have read of this evidence
with the sworn testImony of Alex. McFar-
lane, given at page 225. He deposes:

Q. Had you anything to do with the water front
at that time ?-A. No, nothing more than ï
tried to get a location an the water front. I
asked Mr. Fawcett about It. It was pretty well
on in the fall. I wanted to build on the water
front. He refused. He said It was against his
wish to have the water front taken up In that
way. There were a large number of buildings
there and he would have to have them removed;

On the 28th of March Messrs. Morrison & Mc-liethought-it would be inflictin- a grea
Donald made, according to this statement of Mr. ship on them, and le would fot let me have 1t.
Wade, an offer of so much, and then the leases I1didnt get it. I spoke to hlm several times on
were given. the subject.

We will take up the evidence, and see Mr. Faweett, so far as I eau find, does not
what Mr. Faweett thinks of sharing the re- contradiet the statement of McFarlane. He
sponsibility In this matter. Before I read WaS opposed to any lease at all, but after-
the evidence, let me summarize. Mr. Faw- wards, without knowing why except that the
cett simply says that he was a machine. It land agent, Mr. Wade, told him, he signed
happened that the Order ln Council referred the leases and he seems to be ashamed of
to him, but Mr. Wade did the whole thing, it, and the Minister of the Interior is also
and Mr. Faweett knew nothing about It. Mr. ashamed of the transaction, because he says
Faweett says that Mr. Wade told hlm to the Government bas taken no action respeet-
sign, because under the Order ln Council he ing the leases referred to. I now refer to
was the person to sigu, and he did what where Mr. George is being examined, on
Wade told him. I read from Mr. Faweett's page 227 ; but before I read this evidence, I
evidence, pages 220, 221, 223 and 229: wish to say that it confirms a statement that

a member sitting ln this Parliament made
Mr. Wade, as Dominion Lands agent, attended to me personally, that Major Walsh lnform-

to all the terms of this letter, and for the Min- ed him that Mr. Wade got $10,000 for giving
ister 1 sîgned it. e i htr aegt$0flfril&aàm

Q. What authority bad you to act ?-A. I had this lease to McDonald and Morrison. Now,
authority to act for the Minister of the Interior. I waut to read some sworn testimony from

Q. Who decided the question of giving this to Mr. George in regard to a conversation
McDonald ?-A. Mr. Wade ; and, of course, I which he said he had wlth Mr. Wade:
approved of this myself.

Q. Did you know McDanald & Morrison were I remember ne question distinctly: Mr.
the highest bidders ?-A. I did. as far as I kno Wade, what part of this money dld you get o
it was represented to me that they were. this water front ?" He said: "I got no share
IQ. Who represented that to you ?-A. The Iand o! it.'' I waited a while and repeated the ques-

agent. tion again: "Is tbere any of this money coming
Q. Then you took no part except signing the i to you ?" He replied (by the way, I would like

lease ?-A. Practically signing the lease. to preface my remarks by saying that this was
Q. Were they ever removed at all ?-A. Fartheri

back to allow 60 feet.
Q. You never thought you had a right to object

to his course ?-A. No ; of course there were
some things I wouldn't have done.

Q. You gave a lease of that bank, with the
people on it, to Morrison & McDonald ?-A. I
authorized it ln so far as to put my name to
the lease to make it a legal document.

Q. I don't understand you ?-A. I put my name
on the lease to make it a legal document. It
was prepared by Mr. Wade as the Dominion
Lands agent, and I was the representative of the
Minister here.

Q. Did the fact of you representing the Min-
ister entitle you to sign leases ?-A. I had that
authority.

Now, remember, Mr. Speaker, there never
was a lease at all. Here is Mr. Faweettte
statement, trying to dIsassociate himself
from the transaction altogether, and he said

191

a public interview ; it was for the press ; I had
my note-book and pencil in my hand at the time).
He replied, none, unless a certain fee he had re-
celved from Mr. Alexander McDonald could be
considered in that light of a division of the
profits. I got him to make me a statement of what
that fee consisted. He said he had Immediately
after bis decision which gave Morrison & McDon-
aid the water front, he had been retained by
Alex. McDonald for his attorney for one year, and
had been been given a bandsome bonus as a re-
tainer fee. I asked him 'what the amount of the
retainer fee was, but he didn't tell me ; I asked
him if it was $10,000,-
This is the sum that Major Walsh told a
member of this House that Wade did get o'It
of the water front-
-- and while he didn't say (I don't recollect

whether he said yes or no) he left the impression
on my mind that that amount was the retainer
fee.

REVISED EDITION.
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The Commissioner.-The amount eau e ascer-
tained.

Mr. George.-I am not arguing the case, I am
merely giving facts. I asked him if he had done
any services for that beyond giving the water
front lease to these gentlemen ; his reply to
this I am not quite positive of, but to the best
of my recollection, he said as yet he had not
rendered any services. I think that is all.

Dr. Bourke.-All I want is what people know;
I have no questions to ask you.

The Commissioner.-Did you ask him particu-
larly if this was a retainer, or whether it was for
services to extend over a period of time ?

Mr. Tabor.-Presumably-
Mr. George.-I looked at it and laughed, and

said Mr. Wade's expl&aation would be satisfac-
tory to a number of people ; by the way, I never,
published that Interview.

The Conimissioner.-I just wanted to know
that point, if it was for special services, or a
year's services.

Mr. George.-That's all I know ; he claîmed it
for a retainer fee for one year's services.

Q. The amount lie didn't state ?-A. My im-
pression was that It was $10,00 and that the
space o! time between tlie retainer fee was given
Mr. Wade and he awarded the water front lease
to Morrison & McDonald was within a few days 1
of one another.

Now, can it be said that a matter of this
kind, with this fact appearing on the sur-
face, is not of itself a matter that should be
probed to the bottom by a most impartial
commission0?

I said yesterday that I unfortunately bad
to refer to Judge Maguire as well as to some 1
of the other officials, from the evidence that I
comes out at this very inquiry before Mr.
Ogilvie. Permit me to turn to page 249 of
the evidence, where you tind the letter of
Judge Maguire appearing apparently for
the first time, and where it is shown that he
bas been advising Mr. Faweett, for he writes
a legal opinion. and Mr. Faweett says hec
acted on bis advice. On this page you wii
find his letter "re placer claim 100 below o i
Dominion." On page 251 you will tind the
following evidence

By Dr. Bourke :
Q. I want to ask Mr. Fawcett : on one or two

occasions you gave an extension of time, and!
Judge Maguire, as it appears from correspond-
ence in the office, got an extension on a numberi
of claims ?-A. Yes, air.

Here is the officer taking this advice, whicai
no judge should have given to him or to any-
one else; and here is the officer exercising
bis discretion In a most extraordinary manl-
ner In favour of the judge ; for every one'
who is at all famillar with these matters
knows that an extension of time under these
regulations Is not a matter of course, but a
matter of discretion, and the exercise ofI
that discretion 1s a matter of very great
importance and requires great care. The
evidence In regard to the extensions co'-
tinues :

Q. How many ?-A. I tbink four.
Q. I shouid lke to ask you the reason you

had for extending that privilege to Mr. Maguire'
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUJPPER (Pict ).

-A. Judge Maguire said by letter that he was
going out of the country on Government busi-
ness--

That shows that he was going home-goiug
to leave the country entirely-
-and asked for an extension until he returned
or other arrangements were made, which was
granted ; the privilege didn't extend one year.

Q. There was no work done ?-A. I don't know.
It was newly located ; I think the claims had
Just recently been clear.

Q. Would the same answer apply'to Mr. Wade ?
There is no doubt that Mr. Wade, with

the express sanction and permission of tne
Minister of the Interior, was allowed .o
violate the law of this country, and here
comes the iniquity of the whole thing, Here
is this legal adviser, this officer holding
three or four different positions, dragging
Mr. Fawcett through this deal, as in the ca-se
of the water-front business, out of wh:cn
he profited largely and corruptly, and com-
pelling Mr. Faweett to exercise his discre-
tion in his favour in all these matters.
Af ter reading all this evidence, it requires
no argument to show how wise was the law
which prohibited an officer from placing
himself in a position to influence his brother
officers for his own advantage. The evi-
dence goes on :

Q. Would the same answer apply to Mr. Wade ?-A. Yes, the same answer applies to Mr. Wade ;he applied for quite a number of claims ; thoseclaims that he acquired himself I granted him
an extension on, but those that he got through
other persons I did not-he represented them.
He sai he was going out on Government busi-
ness.

Q. Did he say Government business ?-A. Yes,I knew he was Dominion Lands agent.
Q. Did he mention it ?-A. He did not need

to ; he was a Government official.
Q. So that every Government official that went

away went on Government business. He said it,
was Government business that took him away ?-
A. I don't know whether he mentioned it in bis
letter or not.

Q. As to Mr. McGregor <. -A. He was called
away.

Q. I admit that ?-A. He applied on the even-
ing that he left.

Then, a little further on:
Q. You spoke of a company ; what company ?

What reason have you to use the word " com-
pany " ?-A. Well, when a group of claims is
brought in like that I generally suppose that
more than one person Is interested ; I suppose
there is a partnership arrangement of some sort.

Q. That may be, but I take it in the case of an
official it didn't matter how many claims he had,
he was entitled to representation to them ?-A.
It did matter ; in the case of an official I only
laid over those he acquired himself.

Referring to the system that existed there,.
he said -that in some cases he would re-
quire the man's own name. and in others
he would require another party's name, and
this leave of absence was granted always
to au official where the claim was in his
own name and decmned where it was not.
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Q. Any offcial if he wanted to go out for any 1"Yours of the 20th and 28th November just re-
reason he was allowed representation on these ceived, the firat and only letters I have from you
claims ?-A. That's all. since yours of October lat. I understand thatQ. You told me there was no exception to that tias mail came right through from Skagway and
practically on which you refused ?-A. I don't that there are hundreds of baga of mails lying
think any one went out for himself. between here and there. There la no reason in
On page 253 of the evidence, I find the foi- the world why we could not have a mail everylOwnpage23•----week, as the trip over the tce from Skagwaylowlng can now be made easily in twenty days. It looks

Dr. Bourke.--That was not Chief Maguire's rea- as though the Government wanted to make this
son why he left the district ; i can't understand country harder to live in than it really is. In
how he went out on public business. fact they are killing this country, and It may

The Commissioner.-Can you prove it was not have a very bad effect on the whole of Canada,
his reason ? as there are men here from all over the world,

. .?and they, not knowing anything different, thinkA fair indication, i ,think, of a little bias the whole Dominion rotten, and run by'a rot-
on the part of the commissioner to ask this ten Government. It is no use one tryîng to up-
gentleman, whose name is mentioned ln the hold one's country here, and even if you could,
evidence, why he suggests such a thing as ,yu have not the heart."

t He writes, 17th March:that.i "Mail arrived here at least two weeks ago and
Can you prove it was not his reason? is not open yet. I got the following after sev-
Dr. Bourke.-He told me he did not intend eral calls at P. O. daily, when it was open, as

coming back. they close up a day to sort and open the next,
Mr. Tabor.--Judge Maguire is still judge of the Sept. 24th, Oct. 19th, 16th, 30th, Nov. 4th, 6th,

territorial court ? 13th, Dec. 4th, 26th, so you see I am not getting
Dr. Bourke.-We will put that to one side. more than about half my letters, and on asking

Even if he went out on Government business, the elerk when the whole of the mail would be
is it necessary that the Government official, be- opened, his answer was 'some time next week.'
cause he is a public servant, is not expected to I asked how much more they had to open, and
represent bis claims ? I will put it like that ? he said 200 or 300 registered letters. This made

Mr. Fawcett.-I am not going to argue this me hot, and I told him if this office was on the
question. outaide, things would be different, but supposed

that while we were ln Siberia all that could beWhen he Is pressed by a very proper ques- done was to wait. There is no excuse for thistion, in cross-examination, that is Mr. Faw- sort of thing, as they have a larger staff than
cett's reply. Charlottetown.'

this On the 21st inst. I received a letter from myMr. Fawett.-I arnot going to argue son, dated 11th December, in which he said:question. A l aims that were laid over- The only mail since lst October got here aQ. They were eot asked to reprdsent them as few days ago, delivered on the 9th, bringing meordinary citizens ?-A. They were laid over for letters of August 7th, September 4th, 11th 18th,one year. October 2nd, and April l6tb."Q. Because they were Government officials ?
(No answer). Some reference was made to my having had
Tine will not permit me to go in-to the a detective in Dawson 61ty. There is, of
favouritism shown to Mr. McDonald, but course, no truth ln that, but what gave
I think I referred sufficiently to -that yes- rise to any such statement was possibly
terday. With regard to the gross, cruel the fact that I had a partner there. How-
negleet, so far as the sanitary condition ai ever, when I undertook :to make ·the charges
Dawson was concerned, I need simply re- I did on a recent occasion, the mail ser-
fer to the statement in my resolution, for
my formal charge largely follows the lan-
guage of the Government officials. In this1
connection, you will find that Faith Fenton,
who was correspondent for the Toronto
" Globe," and who figured as one of the
Government officials, described on April
26th, 1899, the frightful negleet of all sani-
tary precautions ln Dawson City, the pre-
valence of fever and ai that kind of thing.

With regard to the scandal which I charge
In the administration of the post offce, 1
want to read a succinct statement from
Mr. W. E. Dawson, formerly mayor of
Charlottetown, ln a letter of the 16th May,
1899, to myself. He writes as follows :-

I have P. C. or letters from my son regularly,
and to quote from one or two of them, on the
11th December, he writes :

" The first mail this winter, in fact the only
one since lst October, got here a few days ago
and was delivered on the 19th, bringing me let-
ters all the way from April 16th to October 2nd."

On the Sth February, he writes:
. 1911

vice was so vile that I had no communica-
tion of any kind whatever from my part-
ner, Mr. Smith, who went to Dawson some
time last fail. And therefore, while I
have no doubt whatever that he would not
hesitate to write me anything Interesting"
it was impossible, when I made that speech,
for me to say anything on his authority.
In April, for Instance, I was informed by
letter from my ipartner, and this is apropos
of the present statement:

I have just received a long letter from Smith,
dated March 4th, in which he says : "I haveJust this morning received yours of the 3lstJanuary, and yesterday got a letter from you
dated October lst."

Showing the absence of any statement Te-
celved by me from Mr. Smith whatever. I
would refer also to a letter from Prof.
J. W. Good. publIshed in the Winnipeg
"Tribune," and dated February 12th, 1899,
ln whlch he says :

6085



6088

I got my second letter from Winnipeg yester- In 1897, he was notified that, as an officer
day. The first arrived in October, so it was a of ,the Government, he could not engage In
long wait. Newspapers, of course, hang fire at outside work, and to confine himself strictly
Skagway. The company which agreed to bring to ithe duties of his office. That was in
in the mail were somehow una'ble to do the
work, and so the police have had te do the!'addition to what the law provides, with
whoIe worke; and e ptoomuch has been thrown which law lie was supposed to be conver-
on so limited a force. sant. Complaints were made ln 1888 that

he was not obeying ithese instructions. He
Then, the 411 Market Guide," Of Chathamn. lewsntoen !eeistutos i
Ohn, referhte a aeui of Cr.Ha replied that he had given friendly advice to

the son of Mr. Hale of that place, and ' private parties, but had made no charge for
th sn of Mr. alof thatlace, androwho his advice. He was then charged with hav-
is now In Dawson. Then,. the Toronto! ingw demianded a fee of $500 from Mr. Rithet,
" Globe " of April 22nd, 1899, has this state- a -we man in toria for hto
nient from FaîtÀh Fenton : ~~~i itra o i von the "Etta White." Later on, he applied

The splendid dog teams, with their laden sleds, to be permit.ted to acL as inspector for a
came in day by day, bringing ln mail of private company, and he was told that he
September, October, January and February-a could not so act. Complaints were renewed
jumbled heap-but welcome as the first May in 1889, charging Russell with taking bribes ;
flowers will be ln the Yukon. and in January, 1890, Capt. Devereux was

appointed a commissioner to investigate the
With regard to the scandalous neglect of chre.ItiktatCp.Dvru1n
the Government, I have charged three de- charges. I îthink that Capt. Devereux and

te Governm e, Ihavefcharge tre de-two other officers, Mr. Smith, and the chair-
partments--the Department of the Interio, man of the board. endeavoured to retain
the Post Office Department, and, I regret Mr. Russell in the service, but the evidence
to say, the Department of Marne and Fish- was of the character I shall mention, and
eries. I can hardly conceive of greater the Governor General disagreed with these
carelessness and more reprehensible con- gemlemen and considered-and i think there
duet, in so far as irregularities are con- s no question that the decision was righit
cerned, than the course taken by tthe hon. and proper ln the public interest-that this
Minister of Marine in connection with a Ioticer was not the mun for a position of
man dismissed by the Governor General in trust. After the investigation was over,
my tuime. The law provides for the Min- Russell admitted, in writing, that writing
ister of Marine appointing aD inspector of being on file, having taken $100 from Mr.
steamboats in a very summary manner, for Rithet. You will remember bis denial in the
these out-ofthe-way places, but so far as 'irst place. But he afterwards admitted
the return brought down shows, this Yukon having received $100, but denied that he had
country, with all its development of stean- charged $500. He admitted that on the 4th
ers and all these ships going in and so on. of June, 1887, he received $20, and on the 4th
ias been neglected to this very day. of May $25, from parties for drawing speci-
The inspector for Brittish Columbia, with- fications for boiers. These were the boiers

eut being given any powers, authority or it was his duty te inspect. Mr. Russel
jurisdietion whatever, was appointed for the thought that lie ought to receive $500 for bis
Yukon district, was actually told-In fact, services in connection wi-th the boilers being
hie suggested-that hie should take a run up ib uilt by the Albion Iron Works. Af ter some
to Dawson. And he did take a run up to discussion, he accepted $150. Shortly after-
Dawson and there lie collected fees that he ward, when a steamer was being built at the
had ne au'thority whatever to collect, and Albion Iron Works, Russell said that the
inspected and reported a certain number of boliers would nBot be passed because Mr.
steamers and then returned. So that, prac- Rithet had not trea'ted hlm right in the
'tically, those laws which are equally import- other case. Mr. John Hiendersen stated that
ant with others, have been largely a dead he had paid Russell $100 for ithe supervision
letter. But the scandai behInd this is the of a bolier. Russell made no charge, the
man wlio was given the authori-ty. What amount being voluntary. The captain on
was bis record ? I asked for a return and I the Navigation Pacifie Company testified
shall give briefly the facts taken from the that he knew that Russell was paid some
return now before 'the Hoeuse. In the first smnall sum. Accordingly, Russeil was dis-
place, there was -the Act of 1898, assented missed. It was shown that he had been
to on June 13th, 1898. Section 4 refers to untruthfuln the staitement of -the case to
-the appointment of inspectors. Subsection 4 his department. Hie was convicted, there-
of section 5 provides that, ln the North-west fore, of falsehood, as well as of violating his
Territories, the Minister may assign the instruetions and of taking money, which he
duties of suchi inspeetor to the inspeetor of called fees, but whbeh others would call
boliers and macinery, or such other person bribes, whIch made It Impossible for him to
as he temporarily employs. There was no be independent, taking these moneys from
pretense of going through tha±tefrmi, but an I the owners o! boilers, mnaehinery, &c., on
officer was sent up -l the careless manner the plea of drawing pecißations, whIch
I have mentioned. Russell was the name maehinery he afterwaTds had to inspect as
of ithe man sent. Hie was appolnted Inspec- Ia suppsd Independent offieer working for
tor of steamboats on the 3rd o! December, the Governmnent. On the 24th o! June, 18oo,
1896, fer the province of Britisa Columbla. It was reported that Russei had negIected

Sir CHARIES HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).
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to deliver the records of his office and was
using bis office as a bedroom. He disappear-
ed, finally, from the service. Evidently some
pressure was brought to bear upon the de-
partment, for, on the 4th of February, 1898,
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries writes
Mr. Russell ·that he had read the papers l
this matter-the papers brought down and
from which I am giving the statements i
am now making-and said:

While I think you are to blame lu having ac-
cepted work outside of your oMee business, after
receiving notice that you would be empeeted not
to accept outside work, I at present see no rea-
son to conclude that the sin was serious enough
to prevented you being appolnted, other things
being equal.

Now, if you have regard to the solemn oath
an oricer has to take before he is appolnted
to ·this office, if you have regard to the temp-
tations that surround an oticer with such
-work to do, surely, when an officer has been
dismissed for violating bis oath of office and
taking money under the circumstances con-
itrary to his oath and contrary to his express
instructions, as well as contrary to the law
of the land, It is not an extraordinary thing
to say that he had forfeited his right to re-
instatement of that kind. The Minister of
Marine and Fisherles took the view that
such a man was quite eligible for reappoint-
ment. I challenge that view. On the 13th
of April, 1898, Russell was appointed steam-
boat inspector for British Columbia, ithe
very district in which he had violated bis
trust and this oath. Apparently, he was ap-
pointed on the recommendation of the hon.
member for Yale and Cariboo (Mr. Bostock)
and Senator Templeman, because in this re-
turn appear two letters dated immediately
after his appointment, one to each of these
gentlemen, telling them that he had been
appointed. Sixteen vessels are reported on
August 21st, 1898, by Russell at Dawson, ln
whieh months he issues certificates of In-
spection. Mark you, vessels had been on
the Yukon. vessels had been on the Hoota-
linqua and on the Lewes ln 1897 ; and, su
far as we can learu from any public record
or from this return, no officer was sent up
to perform these important duties which are
contemplated to be performed by the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisberies. In August, he
issued these certificaites of inspection, every
one of them illegal, not one worth the paper
it is written on. I make such a statement,
and 1 venture to say the Minister of Justice
or the Solici.tor General or the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries himself will not con-
tradiet it. On the 15th of June, the chairman
of steamboats reports that there were no
reports received from Russell while at Daw-
son City. The reason of his going to Daw-
son is suggested in a letter of June 25th,
1898. from Vancouver. In which the chairman
of the board says : I understand there are
a number of vessels on the Yukon, but whe-
.ther iit will warrant his going there or not.
he did not know. His reply ls that he should

go to the Yukon if there are vessels on that
-route. During this session another thing
with regard to this officer cropped up. la
" Hansard" of this session, page 3159, will
be found the startement by the Minister of
Marine and Fisherles tha&t complaints were
made to him of Russell's personal habits ;
and again at page 4856 he says : I had my
attention called to Russell's conduct by
some hon. gentleman, that Russell was in
the habit of drlnking. This is the officer
sent up to perform this important duty.

I quoted from Parkman's "Montcalm and
Wolfe," because I remembered a passage
once quoted from the same work by the
right hon. Prime Minister. The sad state
of affairs in Quebee during the last days
of the French régime, were, I regret to say,
very similar to the condition of affairs ln the
Yukon, if one-half of what we have been
Informed be true. The right hon. gentleman
smiles, but If he believes even the evidence
I have referred to taken before their own
officlal, Mr. Ogilvie, if he believes one-half
the evidence I have referred to, much that
cannot be disputed, Is this quotation fron
Parkman not applicable to that far-off part
of our country ? Speaking of the days of
Montealm, Parkman writes :

Canada was the prey of official jackals-true
lion'a providers-since they helped to prepare a
way for the imperial beast, who, roused at last
from his lethargy, was gathering his strength
to seize her for his own. Honesty could not be
expected from a body of men clothed with arbi-
trary and il1-defined powers, ruling with absolute
sway an unfortunate people who had no voice
in their own destinies, and answerable only to an
apathetie master 3,000 miles away.

I would sincerely hope that there is no
analogy, and that the language is not fairly
applicable to the condition of thlings iii the
Yukou. But nevertheless, until the Infor-
mation that I have frankly brought to the
knowledge of this House, Is removed or ex-
plained away, and the impression founded
thereon removed from the public mind, as it
alone can be by a thoroughly Impartial and
judicial tribunal, a tribunal clothed withi
powers that Mr. Ogilvie has never pretended
to have, and does not possess, powers that
are required now to be giveu by special le-
gislation as in other cases of corruption this
legislature itself agreed should be given
to tribunals investigating matters of that
kind, the public will inevitably be reminded
of the condition of affairs under the French
régime as described by Parkman. If a com-
mission of that character were granted. 1
would willingly sInk into. a position of on-
scurity, into a position of contempt. into
any position that this House or the people of
this country would place me, so long as by
the fact of a thoroughly fair, judicial andl
impartial tribunal. the good name of Canada
was upheld, and the reputationi of Canada,
which never aforetime deserved the olii
that bas been cast upon it, was restored.
Whether hon. gentlemen on the Treasury
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benches wIll use their influence and their
power to prevent this inquiry, I do not
know. I bave said several times that the
time had come, and come it has, I 1belleve,
in the minds of most people in this country
and of a great many people in the mother
land, when Parliament should take this
thing up. The responsibility is ou Parila-
ment. I say seriously, Mr. Speaker. that I
do charge the Government with gross neglect
and incapacity, followed by a carnival of
corruption in the Yukon ; but bad as all the
crimes may have been in that district, it will
be a national scandal and a national shame
for this Parliament to refuse a Judicial com-
mission of inquiry upon the fair and reason-
able terms covered by my motion whicl I
have put in your hands, and the statement
of which I have already read, and wisb to
be considered responsible for as therein
stated.

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

After Recess.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RAIL-
WAY.

Mr. MORRISON moved:

That Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair for
the House to go into Committee of the Whole 1
to consider Bill (No. 112), respecting the Mont-
real Island Belt Railway Company.-(Mr. Le-
mieux.)

Mr. MONET moved, in amendment:
That the order be discharged and that the Bill

be referred back to the Select Standing Com-
mittee on Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lines,
to consider the objections of the harbour com-
missioners of Montreal.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, the hon.
member for Gaspé (Mr. Lemieux), who bas
charge of this Bill, is unavoidably absent
to-night, and he requested me to see that
the Bill went through the usual course. In
addition to that, I happen to have followed
this matter in the Railway Committee, and
I think that, certainly, it is incumbent on
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Monet) who has
moved that the Bill be referred back. to
state upon what grounds the Bill should be
referred back.

Mr. MONET. Mr. Speaker, I made this
motion on behalf of the harbour commis-
sioners of Montreal, or, rather, on behalf of
their lawyers who represent them here. This
Bill, as it reads now, gives the company the
right to divide its undertaking Into sections,
which shall be designated and known as:

(a) Section 1 : that part of the main line ex-
tending from a point in Hochelaga ward in the
city of Montreal northerly to Rivière des Prairies
ln the parlsh of Pointe aux Trembles, a distance
of about 13 miles, and Including all branches
therefro:n.

Sir CHARLE~S HIBBERT TUPPER (Pictou).

(b) Section 2 : that part of the main Une ex-
tending from the southern Ilmit of the city of
Montreal westerly to St. Aune and thence north-
easterly to the northerly end of section 1.
Subsection "e "-and this is the one I want
to draw the attention of the House to par-
tieularly-is as follows :-

(c) The Montreal section : consIsting of that
portion of the railway of the company extending
across the city of Montreal, as located and de-
fined on the company's franchise from the city
of Montreal, passed before O. Marin, notary, on
the 13th day of March, 1895, together with a con-
necting line from a point at or near Montcalm
Avenue to the point in Hochelaga ward men-
tioned In paragraph (a) of this section, and con-
sisting also of all terminal lands (and works
thereon), branch Unes, sidings and spurs, con-
structed, purchased or otherwise acquired by the
company in connection with its railway across
the said city of Montreal.

i
The section refers to rights granted under a
certain notorial deed passed before O. Marin,
notary, In March, 1895. I will read an ex-
tract from this notorial deed, which gives
the company the right to pass, construct
and operate their railway, as follows:-

Commencing at the point at or near the west-
ern end of St. Gabriel levee ; thence easterly on
and along said levee and along the river front
to and across the Lachine Canal, &c.

Owing to this notorial deed, the company
would have the right to build and construct
their elevated railway, not only In the city
of Montreal, which is the business of the
city council of Montreal, but they would
be granted the right to build their elevated
railway along the river front. and especially
along St. Gabriel levee. I am told that the
St. Gabriel levee belongs to the harbour
commissioners, or, rather. they are trustees
of the property, whieh belongs to the Crown.
If this Bill carries, as it reads now, I un-
derstand that the company wlll have the
right to expropriate that property without
paying any Indemnity to the harbour com-
missioners. Such a thing is never done, but
It will be done In this case, if the Bill passes
lu its present form. It was practically un-
derstood, If Inot explicltly, at least implicitly,
between the harbour commissioners and the
company, or the agent of the company who
represented the company before the Rail-
way Committee, that there would be an
agreement between the company and har-
bour commissioners, In order that certain
rights might be preserved in favour of the
harbour commissioners, these rights consIst-
ing In a certain control that the commis-
sioners would keep as to locating the Une of
the company, so that there would not be too
great an encroachment on their property
when the work is proceeded with. The
commissioners see that such an agreement
1a not Incorporated in the BiUll, and they
have some very Important objections to
make to the Bill, as it now reads. I thInk
this question is of Importance enough to
grant the motion that ls made.
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Mr. SPROULE. I cannot understand the Mr. SUTHERLAND. 1 have fot; but 1
ground that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Monet) doubt very much if even a gentleman of
takes now on this Bill, because in the Rail- legal training could satisfy himself at once.
way Committee, when we had that question from the reading of a document suclias
up. and I asked if that point was provided for, that, whether It did or fot. I did not tbink
I think he was one of the parties who stated so when the Bullwas going tbrough the com-
that the harbour commissioners were per- mittee, but I would fot ike to take'the re
fectly satisfied with the Bill. It was under- sponslbility as a member of this House of
stood that everything wdas arranged satis- sayin that it did not. Nor do se thatany
faltorily. harm could one from further consideration,

fonsidrinz the edmnrtn docthueninthat
Mr. MONET. The hon. gentleman (Mr.

Sproule) is quite mistaken. I was in the
committee, but I did not hear a single word
of objection made by the hon. gentleman. I
never said the commissioners were satisfted.
On the contrary, the commissioners never
noticed that such a change was made in the
charter asked for this year.

Mr. SPROULE. I think it was stated, on
behalf of the commissioners, that it was
perfectly satisfactory.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is unusual for me
to support a reference back to the committee
of any Bill of this description, but I think,
in view of the statement, which I have
heard for the first time, of the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Monet), it would be better to refer
this Bill back The hon. member for East
Grey (Mr. Sproule) is, no doubt, mistaken as
to the gentleman who answered. but I did
raise the question, and he, no doubt, heard
that sonebody did answer that the harbour
conmissioners were satisfied with the Bill as
it was. The reason I, as chairman, did not
ask for any further information or perhaps
take any int2rest in looking into the question
was that the solicitor of the city of Montreal
was present on behalf of the city,. and I sup-
posed that he was also looking after the Bi£!
in thle interest of the harbour commission-
crs. However, Mr. Speaker, what I want to
point out is this, that if I am not mistaken,
this property is the property of the Domin-
ion of Canada, and if through oversight or
any other reason so important a point as
this has been overlooked, the harbour com-
missioners, who I understand are merely
the trustees of this property in the interest
of the Dominion, are responsible. Ther.-
fore. under the circumstances I think it
would be better if the House would agree
to refer this Bill back to the committee until
we hear what objections have been raised.
I must also add that the Board of Harbqur
Commissioners. in view of the notice given
and the publicity given to the discussion of
this Bill from time to time, were very care-
less in not baving found it convenient to
give us their objections before now. How-
ever, under the circumstances I would feel
it my duty to support the reference back.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would Ulke to
ask my hon. friend before he sits down if
he has satisfied himself that it does affect
the property of the Crown ?

has been raised.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Mr. Speaker, I ara
not going to offer any objection to the mo-
tion to refer this Bill back to the committee;
but I would like to make an observation or
two on the subject. because I am rather
under the impression that some gentlemen
are misapprehending the effect of this Bill.
I followed the Bill somewhat closely when It
was going through the committee, and I
formed the opinion that so far as the Mont-
real Board of Harbour Commissioners were
concerned, there was no interest which they
represented that was prejudicially affe-tcd
by the Bill, nor would this Bill take away
any of their rights. There was no person
present on the occasion representing the
board. but it was. I think. very generally
understood that they were not opposing it.
But even though that had not been under-
stood. I would have felt satisfied in my own
mid that this Bill did not prejudicially
affect them. Hon. mem bers must alway.s
have in mind that there is a principle which
governs legislation that is applicable to the
preseut case. namely. that unless the Crown
is, not merely referred to by Implication. but
distinctly and explicitly mentioned ln le-
gislation, Crown rights are not interfered
with ; and there is certainly nothing on ithe
face of this Bill, and nothing that would
arise from it by implication, which would
injuriously affect the, rights of the Crown.
Tha:t is at al events the view 1 entertain,
and I would have thought the 0Bill might go
as it is ; for, if it was contemplated by this
company, as a portion of the undertaking,
to erect an elevated railway along the front
of the river. they would have to get per-
mission and authority from the owners of
the property for that purpose. If any por-
tion of the line crossed private or other pro-
perty, they, the company, would be obliged
to indemnify the owners for the property
they were taking. I do not think the mere
fact that a company is incorporated to build
a railway from A to B enables the com-
pany to traverse the property from A to B
and lay down their tracks in entire disregard
of the rights of the owners of the property
which they may cross. I take it as simply
an authority from Parlament that such a
railway may be constructed, but subjeet to
al the conditions that usually apply, onte of
wbich Is that the company must under the
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law procure the right to cross property and
pay the compensation fixed by the law.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Can they confiscate
the Crown property ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No, there s lno authorlty her%
ln my view, to take the Crown property;
and if there was a right to the railway to
cross property belonging in the Crown, un-
less It were distinctly stated ,that thait right
could be exercised without compensation, i
do not think the, statute would carry it. I
think the Bill would have to be very clear
and explicit in order to convey such a mean-
ing. However, I have no objection to the
Bill going back to the committee. I am
sure it Is the desire of all parties concerned
-I think It is the wish of the company
themselves, though I bave not conferred witfl
them-not to have any right conferred by
this Bil which is lnot Iu accord wi t the
views they had when they started to pro-
mote the undertaking. My hon. friend, tle
Chairman of the committee, suggests that
the committee might take up the Bill to-
morrow norning. It need not occupy a
:great deal of time, and the Bill, if taken
up to-morrow morning, should be disposed
-of and come back to this fouse without
very much delay.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. My hon. friend
the Minister of Railways and Canals has
said that he has no objection to the Bi:i
being referred back ; but he bas made a very
strong speech to show that it is entirely un-
necessary to refer it back, and that tin?
grounds on which it is proposed to refer Il
back have no real existence. Considering
the difficulty there was in the Railway Com-
mittee to get the parties all to agree on th
Bill as it now stands, I think there ougnt
to be some absolute necessity or some solid
ground for referring it back after it bas
reached its present stage, and the Minister
of Railways and Canals has quite convincedi
me by his speech that it would be a great
mistake to refer It back, because there is
really nothing to refer it back for.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANI)
CANALS. I am quite willing that It should
not go back, and I am quite willing that 't
should.

Mr. MORRISON. Mr. Speaker, speaking
for myself I have always opposed referring
B1ils back to the committee, except on very
strongest grounds. and I submit that my
bon. friend bas not advanced any ground for
the motion he bas made. I have failed to
catch what bis reason Is for wishing to have
this Bill referred back, except simply that
he wants It referred back. As a member of
the committee I feel eertain that every op.
portunity was given t' the harbour com
missioners of Montreal and to every person
who could possibly be interested in this
Bill, to appear before the committee. But

Mr. BLAIR.

they did not appear. It was 'adjourned, 1
think, more than once, and still they did not
appear. Besides, It must be known to mem-
bers of the House that this Bill bas been
several times before that committee. It
was amended in 189, and none of the bar-
bour commissioners appeared ; therefore, we
are safe in assuming that the harbour com.
missioners at that time had no objection to
the BIIL Last session it was also amended,
and none of the harbour commissioners ap-
peared. It was up again this year and noùe
of them appeared. After belng fully con-
sidered by the committee, it came down
here; and we are asked lu the most cavalier
way to have It sent back. Now, the gente-
men who are interested in the Bill, and who
took pains to appear at the varlous meetings
of the committee prepared to answer any
question that might be ralsed, anticipated,
for reasons best known to themselves, that
there would be objections to the Bill.
I understand ;that the objection, If there
is any, is lin respect to the word " fran-
chise " occurring in the Bill. The reason
for the use of that word is this. By sub-
section 2 of section 3 of the former Act,
the company was authorized to build a sub-
way across the city of Montreal, along the
river front, on such location as the city
of Montreal defines. In 1895 the city coun-
eil of Montreal defined lits location, and a
contract defining the same is termed P.
" franchise," and is referred to in the Bill
as such. That is what the word fran-
chise means, and if the gentlemen who now
wish to have the Bill referred back to
comminittee admit that is their objection. I
an advised by Mr. Lemieux, who lias
charge of the Bi!. that the promoters are
willing to elide from section 1 the words
from " Montreal " down to the word ">to-
gether." This objection being removed,
there will be no necessity to refer back the
Bill. If there Is any other objection, I
would like to know what it is. Speaking
for myself, I shall, en general principles,
oppose the sending back of a Bill under
these circumstances. I believe It is a bad
precedent, and I believe that those who
ask to have a Bill sent back to the commit-
tee, should give very good reasons for their
request. This Bill in no way, expressly
or by implication, affects any rights of the
harbour commissioners of Montrea!, and if
it did, I do not think there would be any
objection to sending it back.

Mr. WOOD. I had an interview with
the Montreal harbour engineer on Friday
last, and he told me they did not know
a solitary thing in reference to this matter
until he came up here auxious to see in
what shape the BIH was. The president of
the Montreal harbour commission was here
yesterday, and he also stated that he knew
nothdng of what this. BIll contained. and
therefore they wished to have their rights
preserved. They do not want to interfere
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with the road If It does not Interfere with commenced on the lst ufJiy, 1896, but
the harbour commissioners, and therefore none of that work bas been commencet
in order to have the rights of the harbour yet. Âccording tu the Bill, this agreement

commissioners considered it Is desirable to is ratifled in a very indefinite way, and Is
have It referred back to the committee.supposed to be yet binding between the
The chief engineer of the Montreal harbour company and the partes lnterested. 1 have
and the president of the harbour board no doubt that the commttee wlll arrange In
know more about the necessities of thejsuie satisfactory way that the rights uf
Montreal harbour than a gentleman living the Crown, as represented by the harbour
so far from the city of Montreal as my commissioners, should not be sacrIfleet, and
hon. friend (Mr. Morrison) does. I amla I think the House shoul consent to refer
favour of the Bill being sent back to the the-Bil back for recunsideration by the COJU-
committee, so that the harbour commission- mlttee tu-morrow momnng. As a member
ers can present their case. of the harbour commission and as a repre-

M r M 0,y ,-tG E I av liteedvery sentatîve of the clty of Montreal, 1 may
Mr. MONTAGUE. I have iistenedi very thtweavnubjconuteB

carefully to the argument of the hon. mem-saf tsamedeioectint the l
ber for New Westminster (Mr. Morrison), If kthe Munrealhror comm isi ta
and i cannot see that he bas advanced any properly prutectet.
reasonwhy the Bill should not be referred
back, except on general principles. Mr. BERGERON. No reason mas been

yet.Accodin toLhek-- ,thisagremen

Mr. MORRISON. The onus is not on me.
Mr. MONTAGUE. That Is true, but we

have the right to ask what possible harm
can be done by sending It back. The House
will certainly be just as wise when the
Bill comes back as they are at the present
time. Although it is a good plan to ad-
here to general principles and to practice,
at the sanie time if there is a possibility
of any one's riglits being invaded, or iL
there is a possibility of the best interests
of the publie nut belng served by the Bill
In its present form, It is clearly the duty
of the House tu send the Bill back for re.
consideration by the committee.

Mr. PREFONTAINE. On behalf of the
city of Montreal and as representing the
city of Montreal on the harbour board, I
fully endorse what has been said by the
mover of this motion (Mr. Monet). There
is no doubt that the Bill as printed and
first presented was not what it Is -to-day.
That Is to say, it was reprinted as proposed
to be amended in the Railway Committee,
and that, i presume, misled the harbour
commissioners, and is probably the reason
why they did not before this advance their
objections against It. As the Bill stands
now, there is no doubt that the harbour
commissioners' rights wlhI be infringed upon
unless they are protected by some amend-
ments to it. The amendment that was
suggested to the promoters of the Bill was
not accepted by them, but I think if a re-
ference is made to the committee we can
come to some understanding. -The Bill as
It stands, surely should not be passed, be-
cause the rights of the harbour commis.
sioners of Montreal would be infringed upon
by it. More than that, the rights of the
city of Montreal itself are concerned. There
Is a reference made lin the Bill to an agree-
ment made between the city of Montreal
and the company. By that agreement.
which Is referred to as before Marda, not.
ary, the works contemplated were to be

given to the House why the unusual course
should be adopted of referring this Bill
back to the committee. The hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Préfontaine) speaks of the rights
of ithe harbour commissioners, and the
.rights of the city of Mountreal, but the Bill
was considered at two sittings of the com-
mittee, and Mr. Ethier, the city attorney
of Montreal, spoke on the two occasions,
and declared himself perfectly satisfied
with the Bil as passed by the committee.

Mr. MONET. He declared himself satis-
fied providedi k were amended.

Mr. BERGERON. Not at all, Mr. Speaker.
At the first meeting of that committee Mr.
Ethier moved an amendment, but he ae-
cepted afterwarde the amendment whicl
was moved by the hon. member for Rouville
(Mr. Brodeur), and declared himself perfect-
ly satlsfied with that amendment. At the
second sitting of that committee, Mr. Ethier
was present and he could move any amend-
ment he thought proper, but he did not do
so, and he again stated that the Bill satisfied
him. As far as the Montreal Street Railway
is concerned, Mr. Archer, the partner of my
hon. friend from Maisonneuve (Mr. Préfon-
taine) was present at the two meetings. He
spoke at the first one and accepted the
amendment, and at the second never said a
word, showing that he accepted the Bill as
passed by the committee.

Mr. PREFONTAINE.
harbour commission.

That is not the

Mr. BERGERON. My hon. friend is not
defending the harbour commissioners, but
the Montreal Street Railway.

Mr. PREFONTAINE. I beg your pardon,
I deny that.

Mr. BERGERON. The barbour commis-
sioners were notified, as well as the whole
public, that that Bill was coming before the
commlitee, but they paid no attention and
the reason [s very simple. This Bill does
not change lin the slightest degree the charter
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of the Belt Line Railway Company. which! Mr. PREIFONTAINE. It had not.
was accepted by the harbour commissioners Mr. TISDALE. We must remember -thatin 1894 . There is not one word in ths Bill r ISAE W ut eebeàtai the harbour commission are trustees for the
changing the position of the Montreal Belt harbour of Montreal and that Montreal har-
Line Company, so far as the harbour com- bour is a subject in which the whole Domin-
missioners are concerned. These objections Ion is interested. Therefore, when the Mont-
are futile. The Montreal harbour commis- real harbour commission prefer this request
sioners have been told, since ithe Bill was ýto us, we should pause before refusing it.
passed in committee, that it contains an in- A trustees they occupy a different posi-
fringement on their rights, but that is not tion froui that occupied by dlsputing inter-
true, and if the Bill be sent back sto the com- ests, not of a public nature, and, therefore,
mittee. it cannot be changed in that respect. it would be a rather serlous thing not to
At the last meeting of the committee, on allow 'a board that represents the maritime
Monday. my hon. friend the chairman of interesots of the Dominion to be heard in the
that committee, on behalf of some of the committee on this Bill. Were It not for that
harbour commissioners, asked that the Bill fact, I would not for one moment consider
might be postponed until -this eveing, so the question of referring it back to the com-
that the xarbour commissioners might have mittee, especially when it bas been so fully
time to examine lt-which they should have discussed in that committee.
done before-and made some suggestions to-
night, but these harbour commissioners have Motion. that the Bill be referred back to
gone home. the committee, agreed to.

Mr. PREFONTAINE. They have not. THIRD READING.
Mr. BERGERON. I know they have.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Look up in the Bill (No. 151) rspecting 'the Canadian

gallery. Northern Rallway Company.-(Mr. Davis.)

Mr. BERLGERON. Well, tihey went away. SiJPPLY-ADMINISTRATION 0FTHE
but may have come back. I do not see any YUKON.
of them here any way. I was told the other
day that the promoter of the Bill, the hon.
member for Gaspé (Mr. Lemieux) stated in the foseremedo io r.ed debat
the House that the members of the harbour Mr. Speaker do now heave the Chair for the
commission, after listening to him, were per-
fectly well satisfied, and no doubt they were,
because there is not a word in this Bill Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper's motion In
changing the charter which was first passed amendment thereto.
by Parlianent. It would be unjust to send The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
this Bill baek without reason ito the com- the Solicitor General (Mr. Fitzpatrick) bas
mititee. It bas already been postponed once, to heave to-morrow for Enghand on business
and we are asked to follow an unusual before the Judicial Committee of the Prlvy
course when advised not to pass the BillfCouncil and he las two or three Bis which
to-night. As a rule any Bill sanctioned by he is rost anxious to dispose of before
one of the committees of this House is ac- eaving. As the hour-Is very far advanced,
cepted by this House, unless for some very and It will be impossible to complete this
grave reason, because the committees repre- debate this evening, 1 have to propose that
sent the House, and we have confidence in the debate be not now proceeded wth, but
their aotion. I tho If hoedmiina o1ifi r ng, that

Mr(4 . pakr o o <AJI.leaveL theLA ChJairJL. for the <

Mr. TlSDALE. I would like to ask the
hon. member for Maisonneuve if he is a
member of the Montreal harbour commis-
sion.

Mr. PREFONTAINE. Yes.
Mr. TISDALE. Is he interested at all in

the Montreal Street Rallway ?
NIr. PRECFONTAINE. Not a cent.
Mr. TISDALE. Then, the hon. gentleman

speaks as a member of the harbour com-
mission ?

Mr. PREFONTAINE. On behalf of the
harbour board and as a representative of the
city of Montreal.

Mr. TISDALE. I understand that the har-
bour board, as such, had no representative
at the meeting of Ibe committee.

Mr. BERGERON.

to allow the hon. Solicitor General to go on
with these Bills.

Mr. McGREGOR moved the adjournment
of the debate.

Motion agreed to, and debate adjourned.

QUEBEC HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS.

louse proceeded to consider amendments
made by the Senate to Bill (No. 91) to
amend and consolidate the Acts relating to
the Quebec Harbour Commissioners.

Mr. JERGERON. What are the amend-
ments ?

The SOLICITOR GENERAL (Mr. Fitz-
patrick). The amendment to section 40 of
the Bill is to provide that, when a vessel Is
selzed, certain security should be given in
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reference to the seizure. Section 40, with fore the maturlty of the bond, as well as
the changes made, is as follows after.

40. Every seizure and detention made under Motion agreed to, and Bill, as amended,
this Act shall be at the risk, cost and charges read the third time and passed.
of the owner or master of the vessel, or the
owner of the goods seized,- POST OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT.

(a) Until the ainount of all sums due and pen-
alties incurred, and of ail cosa and charges TePSMSEtGNRL(r u
incurred in the seizure and detention, and o! the The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu
costs of any conviction obtained for the infringe- lock) moved the second reading of Bill (No.
ment of any provision of this Act, or of any 155) further to amend the Post Office
by-law in force under this Act, has been paid in Act. He said: 'Mr. Speaker, this Bill con-
full ; or- tains three provisions. Section 1 proposes

(b) In the case mentioned in paragraph (e) of to add to section 9 of the general Post
subsection 1 of section 38 of this, Act, until the
injury done has beea repaired by the master or
crew, or on their behalf. and all the damages. General to provide for late mailable matter
costs and charges mentioned in subsection 2 of being despatched, on the payment of an ad-
the said section 38 have been satisfied ; or- ditional fee, to be fixed by the Postmaster

(e) In any case, until sufficient security, either General, and also to add a clause to that
personal or otherwise, has been given for- same section 9, entitling the department to

fi) Paynent of the amount mentioned in para- establi
graph~a) f ths setionaor-sh a system of iutdemnity ýfor the

grahan ors scin ;aount for the repair oss of registered mail matter, such in-
of the injury referred to in paragraph (b) of this demnity in no case to exceed $25 for any
section and for danages. costs and charges, as one registered piece. Section 2 provides for
war be awarded in any suit therefor brought striking out of the section of the Act passed
against the owner or master o! the vessel. in 1894 the words "to their subscribers."
That is for the purpose of protecting the The objeet is to allow papers that are called
owner of the vessel against any seizure that sample copies, malled by publishers, to con-
ina - LSemd.rh mnmntwsmd tain within them the same things that maymy b e made. The amendment was made
at the Instance of the Department of Marine be inclosed in newspapers sent from the
and Fisheries. office of publication to the regular subscrlb-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPE ers. At present the publishers are alowed
Sir HARLS HBBER TUPER.to inclose in papers notices informlng sub-

There are two earlier amendments to see-
tions 19 and 38.issribers that their suscriptions are about

fions19 an 38.to run out. and asking tluem to renew,
The SOLICITOR GENERAL. The firstand also envelopes to contain the reply,

of these amendments has practically no with the subseription money. By sane ac-
effect. It simply refers to returns they are cident. that privilege was iimitel to papersq
obliged to make to the Department of Ma- sent to subscribers, and fot extended to
rine and Fisheries. The amendment to sec-samPle copies. It is customary for news-
tion 38 involves the addition of a clause giv- paper publishers, from time to tire. to issue
ing a preferential lien on vessels for the sample copies, which are not, therefore,
amotint of damage done. within the meaning of the section, as it Is

to-day, flot being sent to subscribers. Lt is
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The! amproposed to strike out the words "subscrib-

Government agree to these amendments? i thi h e s me th

b esinclo sed innwsaersentfmthe

The SOLICITOR GENERAL. Yes, the3 pubishers. Section 3of the Bilproposes
are not amendments of any importance. to allow the promotion of a railway mail

elerk to be made from m.y clerk in the rail-
Aiendments agreed to. way mail service. At present. superinten-

denlts must be chosen from miail clerks who
JUJRLSDICTION 0F EXOHEQUER COURT bave been practlcally running on the cars.

AS TO RAXLsWAY DEBTS. This removes that restriction, and alows
the choice to be made from those who may

ouse resolved itself into coxnmittee on bave been tenvyears in ohe railway mail ser
Bil (No. 159) respecting the jurisdiction ofvice; part of the ten years on the cars, and
tue Exchequer Court as to railway debes.- part in other branches.

Sir CoiARLES TUPPER. This provi-
(In the Committee.) sion would seem to do away with the prin-

ciple o promotion after a lengtened term
On section 1P o? service, and it would enaobl therauthor-

The SOLICITORw GENERAL (Mr. Fitz- ties to overlook the regular promotion that
patrick) movedp: ten years in the railway mail service now

Govemenagre e heeamendength? egves, aid allow parties to be brought hn
ThaeLICTO R GbeaENER . Ynesn the uwho had not that amount of experlence In

words "before or after" ater the wordre- the railway mail service.
ceiverl" le the irthkUne.

e saidm I propose this amendment, so as. The POSTMASTER GeNRAL. The

to e xheur o o appoto rala r deierbe- peetsauesae htecp B
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tish Columbia, no person shal be eligible The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That is
to be appointed superintendent unless he what the Bill does.

4'.%ý AM4 nco -n n i =r « :

hias served ten years at least as a ralway
mail clerk. That means bas actually been
engaged running on the cars for ten years.

Mr. BERGERON. Why change it ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Be-'
cause there are men who may n1ot have;
served ten years running on the cars, but
have been in the railway mail service.
which also embraces service in the office
of the superintendent. There are superin-
tendents in Ottawa and London and To-
rointo, and other railway centres. Each
has a staff of clerks, and it might be ad.
visable to choose from that staff. I assure
the hon. gentleman that 'there is no person
In view at all. This has been recommended
by the head of the service as a necessary
amendment to the Act.

Mr. DAVIN. There is a very large nam-
ber of persons in the North-west Territo-
ries and Manitoba interested In this legis-
lation, and I do not think that the reason
given by the Postmaster General should
commend itself to the House, because it is
perfectly clear that an injastice wi1i be
done to the railway mail clerks. The Post-
master General tells us that his objeet is
to enlarge the sphere of choice for promo-
tion. Hitherto the promotion las been con-
fined ito the railway mail cerIs running
on the railway mail trains, and now the
Postmaster General wants to enlarge the
field whence competition will comle, and he
necessarily does an injustice to a body of
men who really are, I believe, the most de-
serving civil servants we have In the post
office employ.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That
Is the very last object of the Bill. It niay
be that a railway mail clerk has shown
himself specially deserving, and for that
reason he may have been taken off the road
and brought into the superintendent's
office. The whole policy of the Govern-
ment in the railway mail service is to re-
ward merit. If you get a deserving man
who served five or six years as railway mail
clerk, and you promnote him to the super-
intendent's office, it nay be that he would
be the fittest man to succeed the superin-
tendent himself. This Bill is really to re-
ward merit. I repeat there is no person
in view. The controller recommended this
ainendment as the result of his observation,
and when he drafted the original clause.
(because it was he who drafted it), he would
not have limited It to those actually en.
gaged on the mail cars if It had occurred
to hlm.

Mr. SPROILE. It seems to me that the
Postmaster General would accomplisl what
he aims at by defining that any time spent
lu the office would count the same as if
it were spent on the train.

Mr. MULOCK.

Mr. SPROULE. No. The Bill would
allow the Postmaster General to make a
selection from amongst those who perhaps
had served no time on the train.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
perfectly sure no man would be appointed
to the inside railway mail service who had
not practical training ln running on the
mail cars. It is a special technical brancb
of the service, and it cannot possibly hap-
pen that the controller would recommend
any one as superintendent who had not
practical experlence as a railway mail clerk.

Mr. SPROULE. Then, why do you not
so provide In the law ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
will consider that in commitee.

We

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second
time, and the House resolved itself into
committee on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Mr. ELLIS. Perhaps the Postmaster Gen-

eral would explain why he adopts the idea
of giving any special privilege for late mail
mwatter. It appears to me that there should
be an equal privilege, without a speclal fee,
to all the people in the country, with regard
to mailing matter at the last possible mo-
ment. I can conceive, as one result of this,
that there might be a tendency on the part
of post offices, particularly city post oftlees,
to close the mails earlier, and not to be as
expeditious in the despateh of the mails, if
there were a fee charged upon letters that
came in late-not for the purpose of collect-
ing the fee, for I do not think that would in-
fiuence postmasters very much, but in order
to expedite the work, without- much regard
to public utility. But probably the Post-
master General can say something on the
question which does not strike my mind.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I hardly
think an.v postmaster would deliberately
alter the carrying on of the work of his
office, in order to tax the public. But there
has to be some hour for closing the mails
fixed, for there is a good deal of worki for
the staff in the office to perform after the
receipt of the mail matter before it can
leave the office for the train; and eaeh office
aust be the judge of the time for closing,

because so much time Is required In the case
of a heavy mail, and a different time for a
lighter mail. So there has to be some re-
gular hour, so many minutes before the de-
parture of the courier to the station, to en-
able the indoor staff to make up the mail.
But ln order to meet the case of accidents,
or of persons who are most anxious to de-
spatch matter at the latest possible mo-
ment, it is proposed to establish a system of
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having an officer or a staff wherever it is
deemed practicable, to take to the train
such mail matter as is posted at the very
last moment ; and for that extra expense to
which the department wIll be put a fee will
be imposed. I think the fee will probably
be a cent on small matter, such as letters.
and there may be large packages also ; thar
is why the Bill says "fee or fees," for It may
be considered advisable ln the working of
the measure to have a larger fee than a
cent for matter which would be more ex-
pensive to handle. I thInk the system works
well in England ; for It is nothing original
with me. but simply the adaptation to our
conditions here of a system that bas been
tried and found to be a public convenience
in great centres in the old country.

Mr. IENDERSON. in country towns
and villages it is a common practice, after
the mail is made up by the postmaster, for
the mail courier to take letters that may be
brought into the office or handed to him
and convey them to the rallway station. I
would like to know if the proposal now
made by the Postmaster General would in
any way interfere with the mail courier
doing that without an extra stamp belng
put on ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No. The
stamp would only be required where the
carrying of the letters to the station after
the hour for closing the mails would put
the department ito any addltional expense. I
fancy that this will not have application
except in the large centres. It is not pro-
posed for the sake of making money, but
simply to add to the convenience of the
public.

Mr. CLARKE. May I ask the Postmaster
General if he has matured any plan of ap-
plying this new method in the centres of
population'? Will it be possible under it to
mail late letters at all the branch offices,
or in the letter boxes, or will it be confine'l
to the central office ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am not
able to go into the details as far as my hon.
friend desires. We will no doubt commence
at the main post office, and probably de-
velop the system from there as experience
warrants. It may be possible to extend it
to branch offices. The adaptation of the
electrie system ln the collection of letters
may yet produce a revolution in the mail
service ln large centres like Toronto, or
wherever the automobile system may be
adopted. I am in hopes that we may be
able before long to adopt that system, ln
someŽ places at all events, where the climate
will admit of the operation of automobile
cars. I have been thInking that over, but
have developed nothing on the subject to
offer to the House at present.

Mr. CLARKE. What wIll the fee be ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The Bill
says a 6" fee or fees." In cities like Toronto.
for instance, It might be possible to despateli
small mail matter within five minutes of the
departure of the train by bicycle. In the
case of letters and other small matter the
fee will probably be a cent. In the case o£
more bulky matter, whlch could not be so
carried, it might be necessary to have a
larger fee.

Mr. BENNETT. Section "y," while coin-
mendable, may lead to difficulties. As I
understand, in case of a person inclosIng
say, $25 in a letter, the department guaran-
tees that if the contents are abstracted or
tampered with. it will make good the
amount. That 'being the case, It would
seem to me that difficulties may arise. As-
suming that a person wished to be dishonest,
and passed over a letter to the postmaster,
had It registered, and afterwards made a
complaint that the letter had contained $25
but that when it reached its destination the
amount had been abstracted, the issue would
then be between the post office and the
claimant as to whether the amount should
be made good. In that case, would the Post-
master General explain what would be the
procedure ? Would It be necessary for the
claimant tg institute an action, or would the
amount be paid forthwith by the depart-
ment ? It seems to me that the provision
would result in putting a premIum on dis-
honesty, and lead to considerable litigation
between clalmants and the department.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. In the
working out of the seheme regulations may
have to be established. The section proides
for regulations. It may be thought advis-
able -that one of the regulaitions should be
that if a claim is intended to be made for
the contents of a letter said to contain such
an amount, the said amount may be en-
dorsed upon the registered letter, and then
the receiver shall open lt in the presence.of
the postmaster delivering the letter. In the
case of express companies, for example, they
have a system of tying the letter up In a
certain way, and putting their own seal on
it In different places, which practically ren-
ders it Impossible to be broken open without
detection. We will endeavour to surround
the system with safeguards so as to prevent
fraud. In some countries the delivery of the
letter Is supposed to discharge any liabillty,
wbether there be anything of value in the
package or not. In England, I think they In-
sure praotically all registered matter, the
premium of insurance being part of a regular
registration fee, and no proof of loss Is re?
quired. :If they cannot deliver the package,
they assume that it contained the amount,
to Insure against the loss of whIch the fee Is
paid, just as in the case of a life insurance
polley the premium Is taken as a test of -the
amount insured.

Mr. BENNETT. The regulation suggested
mighit result in this fraud being practiged.
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A letter, when received at Its destination
and opened by the postmaster, may not con-
tain any money at all, and the person who
sent the letter might give evidence that a
certain amount had been inclosed, although
when recelved it contalned nothing, and the
result would be that the department would
be forced to make the payment.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Cer-
tainly.

Mr. BENNETT. Would not that be plac-
ing a premium on dishonesty, for a man
might inclose a piece of brown paper in the
envelope to make the package appear bulky,
and then give evidence that he had inclosed
money.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There
will be nothing to prevent the same precan-
tions being adopted at the beginning which
are adopted at the end, namely, to require
the sender to inclose the money In the pre-
sence of the postmaster who would then seal
the envelope. Then, if the letter is register-
ed. and the contents should be missing, we
could 'have proof of the contents.
3r. DAVIN.

suppose ?
The fee will be graded, I

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes, but
the fee Is not yet fixed. We will endeavour
to make it as small as possible, so as to save
the department from loss.

Mr. BENNETT. Then, there would be
the evidence of the remitter as against the
evidence of the ipostmaster, and what would
be the result in that case ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That Is
a question of fact.

Mr. DAVIN. Has the hon. gentleman made
up his mind as to what ýthe minimum fee
will be ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
not in a position to discuss the rate at pre-
sent. The registration fee to-day of five
cems Is pretty high. Discussing the matter
with -the ac2ountant, we thought that the
minimum fee, say, for an amount of $5,
might be one or two cents for the insurance,
and then, perhaps, increase the fee one cent
for every extra $5 up to $25, or something
like that.

Mr. POSS ROBERTSON. All the amend-
medts in this Act are excellent, and, to my
mind, in harmony with the present progres-
sive administration o! the department. I
think -that the fee idea which, I presume, is
adopted from the English plan, should apply
ln the large citles and towns and be conftined
to the central post office and the post offices
adjacent to the railway stations, but what 1
would like sto know Is whether this wonkl
apply to packages as well as to leitters. J
would also ask what is meant by striking
out the words "to their subscribers," as
provided ln the second clause.

Mr. BENNETT.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. lu reply
to the first question, the clause is large
enough to make it applicable 'to all mailable
mat-ter. The words " mailable matter " in
the Post Office Act includes everything that
can pass by mail. The Bill says "" mailable
matter " in the third Une of subsection u,
but at -the beginning it would, perhaps, be
prudent to apply it simply to letters only,
and then, later on, make lt apply to ail mail-
matter as rapidly as we can develop the
system. With regard to the second question,
as to what is the meaning of the provision
to strike out the words "to their subseri-
bers," there is a provision in the Act, chapter
54, of the statutes of 1894, imposing a pen-
alty for inelosing anything in a newspaper
except accounts and receipts of newspaper
publishers, printed circulars inviting sub-
seriptions, and the printed envelopes addr'ss-
ed by such publishers to -their subseribers.
These may be inclosed In newspapers sent
by the publisher to their subserIbers, and it
is proposed to strike out the words " to their
subseribers," so as to enable newspaper pub-
lishers to inelose circulars in sample copies
of their paper, inviting subscription, and
sent to parties who are not subscribers.

Mr. CLARKE. Referring again to sub-
section u, I would suggest that If this late
letter posting is to be of practical value to
people in large centres of population, it
ought not to be confined to letters posted in
the general post office, but should be made
applicable to certain branch offices that
might be named as soon as the 1law Is to be
put in force. I hope that when this law is
put in operation, it will apply to braneh
offices in different sections of large cities,
such as Toronto, so that late letters may be
mailed at these branches.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I quite
admit that the extension of the sysiem as
suggested would be ln the public in terest,
and the hon. gentleman may be sure that I
will remember his suggestion and endeavour
to carry it into force, but. of course, I must
go slowly and with a reasonable degree of
calution.

Mr. HENDERSON. With reference to the
registration clause, I draw the attention of
the Postmaster General to this point, that
there may be some difficulty In the case of
inclosures in parcels other than money. For
example, suppose a person should mail a
gold ring ln a registered letter, alleging that
it Is worth $25, when it may be spurious and
not worth 5 cents. Now, who is to be the
judge of the value ? The postmaster may
see the inclosure, but may be unable to de-
termine the value. If the article le lost, the
party may recover $25 for a thing that la not
worth $1. How would he get over a difficul-
ty of that kind ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL If a
person ineloses a thing alleged to be worth
*25, and pays the.insurance fee on $25, and if
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it is abstracted en route, that is one of the
ordinary incidents against which the insur-
anee would apply. That Is a different case
from that suggested by my hon. friend from
East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett), of no Inclosure
at all. But, if the article is inclosed, what-
ever fraud is committed, Is committed, we
will say, by the post office officials, because
the letter is in the custody of the post office
from the beginning. But, considering how
few articles are lost in the mail, then, apply-
ing the doctrine of chances, It would not pay
a person to pay the insurance fee on $25 on
the chance of some useless article not reacb-
ing its destination.

Mr. SPROULE. Am I correct In under-
standing that this mailing of late letters
will only apply to large cities or towns, and
not to small towns or villages?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It is not
possible at present to say how far the sys-
tem will extend. It should be extended to
every place where it will add materially to
the public convenience. But in most small
places no advantage will be gained over the
present system. In each of these places
there Is a courier, whose duty it Is to carry
the mail to the station, whether the letters
are Inclosed in a bag or delivered to him by
hand. That courier probably starts at the
latest possible moment to catch the outgoing
train. I do not see how we could add to the
public convenience by adopting this system
in such a place. But In the large centres
the quantity of mail matter is so large that
the hour for closing is fixed a considerable
time ahead of the time for the leaving of
the train. That is necessary to afford time
to make up the mail. But this does not
apply in the smaller centres, because the
few late letters are carried by the courier,
as part of his contract.

Mr. SPROULE. I had in mind particu-
larly such a case as this. Mails are closed
at a certain time in the evening, but they
might be closed a great deal later and still
catch the train. In such a case, this late
system would be a great convenlence. In
most small places the mail closes at eight
or nine o'clock.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
mean the post office building.

Do you

Mr. SPROULE. They close at eight or
nine o'clock, but they mlght close much
later and still catch the train. In such a
case, this new system would be relatively
as great a convenience as In a city.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The In-
spector fixes the time for the closing of the
mail. There Is no fixed time for the post-
masters closing their offices ; they are sup-
posed to keep them open for a reasonable
hour at night. I doubt If it would be prac-
ticable to have the postmaster keep his gen-
eral office open to a later hour in order to

handle the few late letters that would come
in.

Mr. SPROULE. But the late letters could
be dropped in the box after the post office is
closed, and, if the carrying of such letters
to the train could be secured by means of
putting on a special stamp, It would be a
convenience to the public.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Wher-
ever it Is practicable to apply the system in
the public Interest, it will be applied. There
are different conditions in each office, so that
no general rule can be adopted for the whole
country.

Mr. HENDERSON. I think It would be
well for -the Postmaster General, either in
this Bill or by regulation, to defdne the post
offices to which this late-letter system is to
apply. The postmaster in a small place of
one or two thousand people night have no
conveniences to carry out the system, yet
might leave himself open to dismissal or
censure for not doing so. It would be well
that every postmaster should understand
distinctly his duty in this respect.

Mr. BRITTON. I am glad to hear the
Postmaster General (Mr. Mulock) say that,
where there are already good facilities for
getting letters to the train just before It
leaves, this will not be interfered with. I
notice there is great difference in the time
at which post offices in different places close
for the despatch of mail matter. In some
of the towns of Ontario, for instance, you
cannot have a letter despatehed unless it is
dropped in at eight or nine o'clock In the
evenlng, while others despatch letters re-
ceived up to midnight. The latter is the
case, for Instance, in the city of Kingston,
where I live. This would cover the great
bulk of the letters ; lt would be very rare
Indeed to have one posted later than that.
But, as I understand, the Postmaster Gen-
eral simply takes power to give facilities
where they do not now exist, and provides
for the charging of a small fee for the ser-
vice. This seems to me a capital thing to
have in the Post Office Act, and such rules
could easily be made as would be necessary
to carry It out. As to the other point, the
Insuring of registered mail matter, I am sat-
Isfied that the post office wIll make a little
something out of that, because comparative-
ly few of the registered letters go astray,
and eomparatively little of the large sums
sent by mail are abstracted. Though we
hear occasionally of a loss, when you con-
aider the large amount sent, that loss must
represent a very amall proportion of the
whole. And, when an opportunity Is given
to the sender to Insure, no doubt many will
take advantage of it, so that it will be a
source of revenue to the Post Office Depart-
ment. I believe both these -reforma are ln
the right direction.
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Mr. DAVIN. I thlnk there Is not the the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
danger that my hon, friend behind me anti- Sproule) made a suggestion that I am pre.
cipates lin regard to late letters. I would pared to give effect to. He thought that,
ask the Postmaster General whether In perhaps, the controller might recommend
England there are not boxes specially for some person as superintendent, or some
late letters, so that letters can be dropped person mlght be selected as superintendent,
In and the clerks, when the limited period who had not been actually a mail clerk at
has arrived for late letters, can go there all. Now, to guard against any such contin-
and take them out. Amn I wrong ln that gency, I would be quite willing to have this
Impression ? section limited ln such a way that the super-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think Intendent must be chosen from those who
there are a number of recelving stations have been in the railway mail service. not
throughout the city of London where late for ten years, but that they should have
letters are posted and stamped wîth a pecu- served at least one-half of such period as

railway mail clerks. That will get over theliar stamp. adanger that the bon. gentleman anticipates.
Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. It is not a

particular stamp. Mr. DAVIN. No, I think that would
still be an injustice to these men. There

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think can be no dainger that in so large and in-
it is. telligent a body of men a superintendent

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. I know there could not be found. But if there was any
are a number of late letter-boxes in vari- danger to the efficiency of the service, 1
ous parts of the city. would at once yield to the Minister. But

Mr. MOORE. This section gives power ! cannot see any reason whatever for mak-
to the Postmaster General, not only to fX ing this change. I certainly will move
a fee for late mailable matter, but also against it,
to make regulations with respect to the The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
despateh of late mailable matter. He un- FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies. On the
doubtedly bas been made aware that diffi- third reading.
culties often arise between postmosters and
patrons of the post office regardiig the 1s- Mr. DAVIN. No, we will vote against
suing of post office orders and th,.e mailing it now.
of registered letters. In many of the post j The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
offices in railway towns the mail bas to think the hon. gentleman quite understands
be despatched at a certain specified time, the workiug of the system, otherwise lhe
and if a person wants a post office order, would not make this proposal. I would
and the postmaster bas not time to make it like to satisfy him upon its merits. because
out and make up his mail in time to be des- both he and I have the same object. Now,
patched, it often occasions annoyance and in the railway mail service we take, for
ill-fpeling. I think it would be well to make example, the city of Ottawa. In this cityregulations that would exempt postmasters the railway mail service oconsists of the
from issuing post office orders and regis- railway mail clerks. the superintendent's
tering letters for a certain length of time office, and the staff in bis offiee. The staff
before the mail is despatched. Possibly in bis office have served more or less as
such regulations have been made, but ifî railway mail clerks, they are probably the
not, It would be well to make such regula- men best versed in the workings of the
tions and avoid the difficulty that bas been local service.
occasioned In that way. ouMr. DAVIN. How many form the staff

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I fancy !n the office ?
there is sufficient power at present to have,
such regulations made as the hoci. gentle- The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Per-
man refers to for the guidance of post- haps four or five. In the city of Toronto
masters. If not, I will take his sugges- there are, perhaps, half a dozen. Now,
tion into consideration. those positions in the inside service become

prizes for mail clerks. There are nany
On section 3, mail clerks who become incapacitated to
Mr. DAVIN. In regard to that section, run on the trains. It is a severe service,

I think the Postmaster General will ad- and it becomes necessary sometimes to
mit that the committee has been very kind transfer from the outside to the inside men
In allowing this BIR to scamper through, who become physically unable, but are per-

fectly competent to manage and organize
poned. If that lause were passed an in- and maintain discipline. It will be a mis-
justice would be done to the railway mail fortune, it will be unfair, if a mail clerk
clerks. who, because of his merits is promoted or

transferred from the cars to the Inside ser-The Pge TMaSTER Gw ERaL. The vice should be exeluded from the chance ofbon. gentleman wl allow me to say that eng supeintendent, because he as ot
MEr. BRITTON.
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served the actual ten years on the cars. I Mr. ELLIS. My hon. friend (Mr. Davin)
am sure my hon. friend does not want to do has quite a logical mind. It would appear
that injustice to those in the Inside service. ,to me to be perfectly plain. These men en-

gaged in inside work are usually persons
Mr. DAVIN. How many are in the m- who have filled the positions of railway mail

side service in Toronto ? eerks. and it would be somewhat unfair to
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Perhaps say that they should not have the chance of

six. I think, mail clerks. promotion simply because they have been

Mr. DAVIN. ow many railway mail taken inside. I think every man in the rail-
-Ir. .way mail service should be allowed to look

clerks in the Toronto division? forward to the chance of promotion in the
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think railway mail service. When the hon. Post-

I mentioned forty-one. Now, I an willing iiaster General has made the provision that
to guard aganst the accident of a man be- imen shall serve five years on the train he
comiug superintendent wbo las not had lias made a liberal provision in respect to
actual practical experience on the cars. But these men.
I do not think that we ought to shut out Mr. DAVIN. The clause to which this
of the chance of promotion to the super- amendment refers, is as follows :-
intendeney those who have been mail
clerks. aid who have been transftrired to Except in British Columbia, no person shall be
the inside service, either because they bave eligible to be appointed such superintendent un-I less he lias served at Ieast ten years as a rail-
been selected for their special merit to be way mail clerk.
inside, or because of accident. or the break-
ingr down of their healtb, they are unable Under that clause not one of these six men

t o n el tin the inside service, who had not served forto work on thie cars. I amn wiiling to meet i
the criticism of the member for East Grey ten years, would be eligible, and what the
(Mr. Sproule) by putting In some limitation hon. Mnister wants to do now, at the sug-
so that the superintendent should have been gestion of the hon. member for East Grey

t Ieast tive years on the cars, the balance (Mr. Sproule), is to say, or, at least, what
of the n avinul hnL ben vu,41mt in railwr it cores to, 18 this
mail service elsewhere.

Mr. WALLACE. I think the Postmaster
General's defence of the clause is more com-
mendable than the Ill-considered clauses we
have already passed. I think he has jus-
tified the insertion of this clause by the
amendment which he is prepared to accept.
providing that clerks in an office shall
have been at least five years on the road
as railway mail clerks.

Mr. DAVIN. You have forty-one who
are active mail clerks, and the Postmaster
General holds that it is necessary, for the
efficieney of the post office service, that he
should turn away, say in Toronto, from the
forty-one mail clerks, and go to those in-
inside.

Mr. ELLIS. Oh, no; that is not it.

Mr. DAVIN. I know he can take them
from the 41, but there Is the bare tact that
he has 41 outside men who have hitherto
had this prize to look forward to. As he
sald himself, it Is a distresing service.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I said
a severe service.

Mr. DAVIN. A severe service. Well, se-
verity distresses. It ls a severe service in
Manitoba and the North-west where you
have cold nights In wlnter, and you are
diminlshing the chances of promotion of the
rallway mail clerks who are now actIvely
employed ln the railway mail service. I
think the committee will come to the con-
clusion that it is unjust to take a course of
this kind.

192

Except in British Columbia, no person shall be
eligible to be appointed as superintendent un-
less he bas served at least five years as a rail-
way mail clerk.

Mr. ELLIS. That is it ; that is not so very
bad.

Mr. DAVIN. If he is going to do it In
that way, then, any of the railway mail
clerks who have been five years in the ser-

ice might be made a superintendent.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL.

clause will then read as follows :-
The

Except in British Columbia, no person shall be
eligible to be appointed such superintendent un-
less he has served at least ten years In the rail-
way mail service, at least one-half of which
period shall have been passed as a railway mail
clerk.

That means ten years in the rallway mail
service, one-half of which must be served
as a railway mail clerk.

Mr. CLARKE. I would like to ask the
hon. Postmaster General If the gentlemen
who have been selected already to act as
superintendents have had ten years' expe-
rience In the rallway mail service? Has
any difficulty been experlenced In selecting
from the men who have served ten years as
railway mail clerks and have these gentle-
men been qualified In that way to act as
superintendents ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I would
say to the committee that there always
have been superintendents In the service,
and I have not displaced any superinten-
dents except where there bas been an abo-
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lition of centres. I have never had occasion
to see whether the present superintendents
have served ten years or not as I have taken
them as I found them. I have only maae
one appointment of a superintendent, and
that was in the case of Mr. Plumb in the
Ottawa division. I think that is the only
appointment I have had to do with as super-
intendent. Mr. Plumb was appointed sup 'r-
intendent on my recommendation on the 1st
of July. 1897. He was appointed mail c:erc
on the 23rd May. 1882. so that he liad been
fifteen years in the railway mail service.

Mr. CLARKE. I would like to ask tht
lon. Minister if Mr. Mcl4eod was more than
ten years on the road*?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. What
division is he in0?

Mr. CLARKE. Toronto.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
recolleet the case of Mr. McLeod. 1 simply
appointed those that the controller selected.
I do not know all the mail clerks. The can-
troller is au old officer in the department;
le organized the branch. and every recam-
mendation he made I acted upon. I do not
consider myself competent to sit in judg-
ment upon him, because his branch is a
most responsible one; lie is responsib'.e to
me, and, of course, I to Parliament for the
choice made.

Mr. DAVIN. Would the hon. Minister say
what set of circumstances are bef're hik-
mnind that suggests this reform ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. WeI. I
will tell the hon. gentleman (Mr. Davin), to
begin with, that I bave no object whatever
in view except to make the measure a good
one in the public service. First of ail, if hie
has any suspicion that any person is in
question, let me disabuse his mind of that.
It is not the case. The controller called my
attention to this provision of the Act. Hfe
thinks it is not advisable to shut out frotu
promotion to the office of superintendent
those of the staff in the railway mail serviCe
who are in the inside. le wants to be able
to draw fron the active mail clerks. for sup-
erintendents or deputy superintendents, the
most efficient men in the service. If, to-day.
he wished to transfer to the inside service a
railway mail clerk, who had been only eight
or nine years acting as a railway mail clerk,
he would for ever make It impossible for
that man to be a superim-endent. Th.t is
Dot a desirable state of affairs. It would
render hm ineligible for promotion shou'd
a vacaney occur. and this Bill simply en-
larges the class from which superintendents t
may be chosen, yet will limit It to those who
are engaged ln the practical working of the
railway mail service, and. when I have i
changed the time. to at least, flve years. my
bon. friend should be satlsfied. e

Mr. MULOCK.

Mr. DAVIN. On whose suggestion is t,. t
promotion to be made ? The hon. Min'ster
gets advice from somebody. Who advises
him ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAIà.
controller.

T i

Mr. DAVIN. Are those who are in th?
offiee co1stantly in cantact with the e -n
troller ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No. not
in his otfice. A superintendent is a m:in
under him ; the controller is over ail. He
does not come in contact with the men in
the office except lie miglt do sin U Ottawa.
He is stationed in Ottawa. while the super-
intendents and staffs are in the c:t«es and
railway centres of Canada. le may nit
see them any more frequently than h secs
the railway mail clerks.

Mr. BENNETT. When a man accepts an
office at the' present time under what is
known as a railway mail superintendent. he
accepts it with the full knowledge of wh:mt
his duties w1ll be. That is to say. that his
duties will be of a clerical character apper-
taining exclusively to inside work. The pos-
tion of railway mail clerk is one of the
greatest danger, and rarely a serlous ticei-
dents takes plice that a mail clerk is not
found among the killed or injured. l addi-
tion to that, ;there is great danger to the
health of these clerks, for while working in
a heated car in winter with their coats off,
as is necessary for the despatchl of their
work, the door has to be opened every ùew
minutes, so that the clerk is liable ito cat 'h
cold, and îhe experlence is, I think, that
few of those clerks live to an old age.
These clerks know now, that after they have
been ten years ln the service they may at-
tain to the better position of a railway mail
superintendent. but under the proposed sys-
tem ln the Bill, a clerk in the inside office
who bas not undergone the risk, may get
that promotion. There is a Mr. Croker, ln
the Toronto division, under Mr. McLeod. I
know hlm personally, aud to my knowledge
he has been more than ten years in the To-
ronto postal division. Now, the Postmiaster
General might appoint Mr. Croker to tie
position of superintendent if even he served
dve years on the cars, notwithstanding th!ft
he has been for years discharging the quiet
work of the inside duties of the office. There
are clerks in the Toronto division who, I
assume from their age, have been running
on the road for over twenty-five years, tak-
ng all risks to ·their life and health, and yet.
f this clause goes into force the controller
might recommend a man who bas only serv-
ed five years on 'the road. It seems to me
that this clause Is unfair to the men who
have been running for a good number of
years on the road. The best proof that there
s no necessity for the amendment is that
when the present service was organized
every gentleman chosen as superintendent
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was -taken from the clerks who had been
running on the trains. It was pointed oul
by the hon. member (Mr. Davin) that the
controller, in moving about the country will
necessarily come In contact witb the clerks
in the different divisional offices, and he will
probably make acquaintances in 'these offices
when he would not lu all probability meet
1the clerks running on the railway. The re-
sult might be that the controller would
select men in the offices and not men who
had been exclusively engaged in the railway
mail service. Considering the risk to the
health ind life of 'ithese mail clerks, I do
not think that their only hope of promotion
should be removed by this Bill.

Mr. MOORE. The point taken by the hon.
member (Mr. Bennett) is quite forcible, but
it occurs to nie that what the country re-
quires is. that a iman should have experienice!
enough on the road to make an efficient
officer. If ten years' service is liable to im-
peril the maD's bealth. it would be better
to take him off the road after five years than
to keep him on the road until his health is
ruined. Five years is long enough for a
man to inforni himself of all the details of
the work In the division to which he is ap-
pointed ; and, consequently, I think the pro-
position in the Bill is a reasonable one.

Section, as amended, agreed to.

Mr. CLARKE. The Postmaster General
promised last session, I think, that he would
give consideration to the question of insur-
ing the lives of railway mail clerks. As my
hon. friend froi East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett)
has pointed out, these officers have particu-
larly arduous duties to perform and they are
obliged to work in a part of the train where
if an accident occurs, they are speclally liable
to be injured. Has the Postmaster General
made any progress in working out a sebeme
for giving to the families of the mail clerks
some security li the way of insurIng the
lives of these officers ?

The POSTMASTER GENEItAL. I do not
think I promised to bring down any seheme
of that kind. i recognize the special risk
that this class of olticers run, but, perbaps,
it is a rlsk that -they have to take. When
there are accidents they have their claims
against the railway company, if the rallway
company is responsible for the accident, and
I know that in many Instances the railway
companies have been found responsible. For
example, very recently an accident happened
between Toronto and Ottawa. in which one
railway mail clerk was killed and another
seriously injured, and 1 have been told that
the injured clerk received a considerable
sum of money from the railway company.
Since taking office I have had to deal wi'tb a
number of cases where fthere was no re-
course against the railway, and the House
ias been good enougih to adopt several pro-
posals providing compassionate allowances.
As long as Parliament is wiling to
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proceed in that way, and until some other
scheine Is adopted, that, perhaps, is the best
insurance that the mail clerks can have. 1
do not know that Parliament is prepared to
assume a legal responsibility for the mail
clerks, tha t would be simply relieving rail-
way companies of their liability. The coun-
try oughlt not be liable for the rallway com-
panies if the railway companies, whlch are
primarily liable, must give compensation.

Mr. DAVIN. I wish to ask the Postmaster
General whether he has considered the mat-
ter which I brought before him in previous
sessions, with regard to giving to the mail
clerks in Manitoba and the North-west Ter-
ritories an extra allowance to meet the In-
creased cost of living in Manitoba and the
Territories as compared with other parts of
Canada, and of which extra allowance these
offilals have been deprived. I wish the hon.
gentleman would consider that.

Bill reported, read the third time and
passed.

PROTECTION OF NAVIGABLE WATERS

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved sec-
ond reading of Bill (No. 137) further to
amend the Act respecting the protection of
navigable waters. He said: When I ln-
troduced the Bill, I explained Its object and
purport. It is a declaratory Act to remove
a doubt as to the meanIng of the law pro-
hibiting the depositing of ballast in public
streans of Iess than 12 fathomus in depth.
The question was raised, whether the law
would interfere with the discretion of port
wardens, within the limits of a public har-
bour. to order ballast to be deposite,1 in a
certain place. The Bill contains a proviso
declaring that the Act does not Interfere
with the provisions of the Harbour-nasters'
Act in that regard. That is the only altera-
1ion made.

Mr. WALLACE. I would like to eall the
attention of the Minister to the fact that the
Ottawa River is to-day full of new sawdust,
floating down the stream and destroying the
river, as It bas been doing for years, not-
withstanding that there is a law on the
statute-book prohibiting it. I would like the
Minister to explain to the House why he
permits the law to be flagrantly violated
right under bis eyes every day.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman should
not put it in that way-why I permit the law
to be violated under my eyes. It is not my
special province to attend to it. The law
makes any person who deposits sawdust in
the river, lable to a penalty, and anybody
can sue for It.

Mr. WALLACE. Have not the Govern-
ment given permission ?
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, that has all expired. The
Government gave no permission. Parlia-
ment extended the exemption to the Ottawa
River up to the lst of June last. I may say,
in fairness to some of the gentlemen who
are still deposlting sawdust, that an experi-
ment was made last year for the purpose of
utilizing this sawdust ; and I arm informed
by those engaged in the experiment, that it
bas proved eminently successful, and they
are now actually constructing, on the foun-
dation of the old Booth mill, which was
burned some years ago. a large mill for the
purpose of consuming the sawdust. A very
large amount of money Is being expended in
the construction of the mill, and a large
amount will be expended In Its operation. I
have a letter from Mr. Booth. making that
statement. which I shall be glad to bring
down, when we go Into Supply. He hopes
that the sawdust not only will not be dump-
ed in the river, but will be used in a most
lucrative way by those engaged in the enter-
prise.

Mr. WALLACE. Suppose there was no
such establishment, as there is not to-day.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
L"ISHERIES. Then, they are liable for the
penalties to anybody who chooses to prose-
cute them.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second
time, considered in committee, reported,
read the third time and passed.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) moved the
adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 11.30 p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THuvsDAY , 29th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

FRAYERs.

TIME FOR POSTING PRIVATE BILLS.

Mr. SCRIVER moved :
That the time for posting private Bills under

rule 60 be reduced from one week to three days
for the remainder of the session, in accordance
with the recommendation contained in the Sth
report of the Select Standing Committee on Mis-
cellaneous Private Eillz.

Mr. WALLACE.

FIRST READINGS.

Bill (No. 166) respecting the Temiscouata
Railway Company.-(Mr. McAlister.)

Bill (No. 165) to incorporate the Yukon
River and Atlin Lake Improvement Com-
pany.-(Mr. Belcourt.)

Bill (No. 164)-from the Senate-respecting
Loan Conmpanies.-(Mr. Fielding.)

Bill (No. 163)-from the Senate-further to
amend the Winding-up Aet.-(Mr. Fielding.)

TYPOGRAPHICAL ERRORS IN THE
VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Mr. Speaker, I wish to eall attention to some
typographical errors in the Votes and Pro-
eeedings off the House of Commons of the
28th June. 1899. where the resolution that
was moved by me is printed. On page 530,
-ibouc the 17th line from the top. "1899"
should be "1896." On the same page, about
the lSth line, where the name of the Hon.
Clifford Sifton is printed, "not a member
of this Houtse " should be "not then a mem-
ber of this House." On page 5-40. about the
middle of the page. the words " representiug
in writing " should be "represented in writ-
ing." On page 541, about the 18th Une
"gross abuses" should be " gross abuse."
On page 543. 13th line, the word "enforced"
is used instead of "imposed." On page
547. " Harpsr" is printed for " Harper " in
the middle of the page.

Mr. BERGERON. I am informed that
the French copy is a great deal worse.
The translation Is badly done, and the name
of Mr. Walsh appears in two or three places
where another name was used, making the
thing perfectly Incomprehensible. If cor-
rections are to be made, the French trans-
lation should also be revised.

Mr. SPEAKER. The Clerk of the House
has taken a note of the corrections, and wihI
see that the motion as printed ls made to
agree with the manuscrlpt, and that the
French translation Is revised.

CONSTRUOTION OF GOVERNMENT
YUKON TELEGRAP INE.

Mr. FOSTER (by Mr. Taylor) asked:
1. What was the date of the Order in Council

authorizing the construction of a Government
telegraph Une into the Yukon ?

2. What amount of money has been expended
to date on this work ?

3. From what moneys voted by Parliament
bave these expenditures been paid ?

4. Have the supplies so far purchased for this
work been purchased by tender and contract ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I beg to reply : 1. 13th March,
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1899. 2. The sumi of $15,000 was advanced ESQUIMALT DRY DOCK.
to Mr. J. B. Charleson upon lis departure
for the Yukon, to be aecounted for by hiim Mr. PRIOR asked:
with properly certitied vouchers. In the
discussion of the subject a few days ago. 1 Have any petitions been received by the
I stated. on the authority of the DeputI sa.td. n Ve uthrit oftIcDeUty hon. the Minister of Public Works, or any other
Minister of Public Works, wlo was in at- member of the Government, protesting against
tendance at the time, that the anount oftor in favour o! the latest reduction in docking
this advance was $13.000. The deputy has rates at the Esquiait dry dock
since informed me that in his statement, if so, when were they received, and who ara
to mie. speakingfron1ymemorypelietionfusedt the signersoef the sanie?
this adnance witl. one tltathiad been mWadeo r ar

m Tebroh Ovenmn,Fprot Ce 3agins

to aito>thei-ar officoial. Tre correct aniountni favo , o suh petitioionsave dis yet
$15,000. In that amount was included the been received. But we have a telegramu
sum of $2,500 specially chargeable to tele- foma r. Shaw staa

gralilie i Brtih o1unima Asoo froni a Mr. Shaw stating tliat -a monster
,graph lines ln British Clmbia. As soon ptto a en indadwudb
as Mr. Clîarleson's accounts corne inam pttonws eigsnd and Z"uldin
ails br. shresn'se acoruplies me m d forwarded. Written protests against the
all the bills rendered for supplies are ex- redution of rates at the Esquimalt graving
amined and certified :to by him and the;dc aebe rcie rmtefoLlow
apportionrnent made, we m-111 be able toi dock have been received froni the follow-
aportonet made t e wile ale o in.<:--E. P. Davis. dated 3rd June. 1899;
say how utthe of the advance made is aP- ion. F. Peters, on behalf of Mrs. Bullen &
plicable to the telegrraphi construction. 3. .,dtd1hJue199;icoaBar
The above advance lias been drawn as o Tded dted 14hJune, 1899 ; Vancouver
followvs :-810.000 fromi the appropriation for oard of Tradedated 15th June1899.

surveys.'' for which a vote of $25.000 was on
granted at the last session of Parliament ;
$2.500 from the appropriation for "Dredg- EO rFLOBSTER FISHING
ing. B.C.." for which a vote of $15.000 wasE
also granted for the current tiscal year;
and $2.500 from the appropriation for "Tele-
graphds in B. C.." for whiich there is a vote
of 812.000. 4. Quotations for the wire were
asked for froni two firms in eastern Can- Ha
ada : Messrs. Lewis Bros. & Co.. of Mont- determined upon any extension of the lobster
rl, a Mr. W. G. Charleson. of Ottawa. fishing season for Prince Edard Island ?

real an Mr W.G. harlson ofOttwa. 2. If so, in what localities will such extension
Tie quotation of Mr. W. G. (Charleson, of apply this year ?
0Otrawa. was the lowest andt1i Icoutract .3 What wiIl be the imiiit of such extension ?

wsaaedto hilm. Thc otiier supplieî;- AN
obtained by '-\Er. Charleson. superTeNIO OF BTESTER 0F MRINEIND

tendent of works.witîout tender. I ISIERLES (Sir Louis Davies). I beg to
reply 1. Yes. to report to Council favour-

ANGSIN LIGTING PARLIAENT a.Ha 2. To those localities defined by the
Aeterminedreport of the Lobster Commission between
fish seon o Poin iCaetonwad In ?or-
u.Ibefland Straits. c3a. Up i aud ienlud-

'%Ir. MALt.:%.ZCOTTE (by M1r. Dugms asked : Ing the 3st day of July.

1. Has the light in the tower o! the Parliamect
buildings been changed VANCOUVER DhtLLheAL.r

2. Since when, and why ?
3. What advantage bas been gained ?
4. By whom has the new light beenfurnisIed ? Mr. PRIOR asked
5. What arnount was saved per nigrt, If anye?

H. Has the Governent aiardeid thecntract
TheOINITE 0F FINANCE ( refor the erection o the dril hall in Vanouver,

FACildinCWto. I beg to replyn: 1. TtereanCaaedB:Cn
leen zi changye il, the ligitin 0mtbediaasndStaIftso, to who, and at what price nu

r MC E bty ; to try a :ew sy 3 Does the co yt awarded, if anyinclude
te1n. Better liglit at one-f th tIC(cSt. ai the work required to complete the building

. ic a in accordance with the plans and specifications

4. Bye 0Iwh as thecnwgtri been fy unied ?

tsas approved by the Ministerhoanilitia and De-

the ew.5. he ial wer prvioslyligit-fence ?
tIc ew.5. he ial wee peviusl lilit 4. How nmany tenders wcrc received for the

ed by four .701 ,anldie power lainps eael. work, from whoîn received. and at what figures ?
nîaingsixeen50 .p.lamps in ail, at a cost

of $ M100 per annuiN. They are now lighted The MINNCIrTER.FINANCE (r.

by one 40 .. bea trey : Tr four 4e capsFielding). The contract las not been
of:s the cli.1 20 perec mnl; for the whole. awarded. It is flot expty nietw before the
Ted by ouru 50 cancde powe amp chneach.singofaotre.t ;eIcnfr-

Th cooy efeted y achage of. htiakdfr



[COMMONS]

DRY DOCKS.

The MINISTER OF PINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). I beg to move that the House
resolve itself into Committee of the Wliole
to-morrow to consider the following reso-
lution. whieh His Excellency the Governor
General, having been made acquainted with
the subjeet matter thereof, reeommends to
the House :-

Resolved, That it is expedient to amend chap.
17 of 45 Vic., 1882, entitled : "An Act to encour-
age the construction of dry docks by granting
assistance on certain conditions to companies
constructing them," by providing, in lieu of sec-
tion 1 of said Act, that if any incorporated com-
pany approved by the Governor in Council as hav-
ing the ability to perform the work, enters into
an agreement with Her Majesty to construct
a dry dock for the reception and repairing of
vessels, at a place, and according to a plan and
specification providing for ail proper and neces-
sary equipment, machinery and plant, such plan
and specification to be approved by the Governor
in Council on a report by the Minister of Public
Works as sufficient for the requirements of the
public at such place, and to be completed within
a tiie to be limited by such agreement, then,
provided the company performs the work accord-
ing to such agreement and to the satisfaction
of the Minister of Public Works, under the super-
vision of whose department the work shall be
done ; the Governor in Council may authorize the
payment out of any unappropriated moneys form-
ing part of the Consolidated Revenue Fund, of a
subsidy not exceeding two per centum per annui
on the cost of the work, during twenty years
from the time of its completion and acceptance
by the said Minister : provided, that such subsidy
sl:all not exceed $20,000 per annum, and that the
cost on which it shall be calculated shall not
be greater than the value of the work as esti-
mated by the said Minister ; and the subsidy
shall not be payable for any portion of the said
twenty years during which the dock shall not be
in complete repair and working order ; and that
It is expedient to further provide that If any in-
corporated company approved by the Governor in
Council as having the ability to perform the
work, enters into an agreement with Her Ma-
Jesty to enlarge and extend any existing dock
fcr the reception and repairing of vessels accord-
Ing to a plan and specification approved by the
Governor in Council on a report of the Minister
of Public Works as sufficient for the requirements
of the public where the said existing dock Is
located, and to be completed within a time lim-
ited by such agreement, then, provided the com-
pany nerforms the work according to such agree-
ment and to the satisfaction of the Minister of
Public Works, under the supervision of whose
department the work shall be done, the Governor
In Council may authorize the payment out of any
unappropriated moneys forming part of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, of a subsIdy not exceed-
ing two per centum per annum on the cost of the
work during twenty years from the time of Its
acceptance by the said Minister : provided that
such subsidy shall not exceed $10,000, and that
the cost on which It shall be calculated shall
rot be greater than the value of the work incident
to such enlargement and extension as estimated
by the said Minister, nor shall such subsidy be
payable for any portion of the said twenty years
during which the dock shall not be in complete
repair and working order.

Mr. FIELDIN .

SUPPLY-ADMINISTRATION OF THE
YUKON.

The Hlouse resumed adjourned debate on
lie prwoposed motion of Mr. Fielding that
Mr. Speaker do now leave the Chair for the
louse to go into Conmittee of Supply and

the amendment of Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-
per thereto.

The MINISTER OF TUE INTEitIOlt
(Ir. Sifton). The sonewliat premature
breakdown of the lion. member for Pictou
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper), after speak-
ing only nine hours upon this motion. made
it necessary for nie to arrange that I should
not proceed to reply until this afternoon.
According to rumour. the hon. gentleman
spent between three and six montlhs in pre-
paring his motion and the oration to whicl
he treated this House during the
last two days of its sittings.
And I should have thought that the hon.
gentleman would see fit, at an early period
of his remarks. to place In some intelligible
form before the House grounds upon whieh
he is asking that this proceedlng be taken.
However, after speaking seven hours and a
half upon other, and largely irrelevant, sub-
jeets, the hon. gentleman condescended to
state, In some degree, the evidence upon
which ho intended to rely as grounds for the
proceeding which he was asking the House
to take. The House will at once perceive
that, as these references were read rapidly,
it was most difficult, In fact quite Impos-
sible for me to appreciate their significance,
so that I was compelled to leave over my
remarks upon the subject until to-day, lu
order that I might have an opportunity of
looking at a report of the hon. gentleman's
speech and judging of the significance of
that which he has laid before the House.

It was a matter of common knowledge for
some time before the present session of Par-
liament began, that the hon. gentleman had
charged himself with the duty of leading an
attack upon the Administration In connec-
tion with the affairs of the Yukon district.
He made that attack ; and the circumstan-
ces of that attack and the manner in which
it was made are within the memory and the
knowledge of the House. I replied to the
hon. gentleman at that time. I went some-
what fully nto the history of the adminis-
tration of the district, and I think I showed,
to the satisfaction of the House and to the
satisfaction of the country, that there had
been no negleet and no mismanagement, so
far as the Government itself was concerned.
And I stated then, fully and fairly, what
the position of the Government was. I
pointed out that the government of the Yu-
kon had been organized as early as possible
last summer, and that officers who had been
sent there, had since been In charge, and
that, so far as known, no serlous complaint,
nothing that could be called a complaint. bad
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been made in regard to the administration
of affairs since Mr. Ogilvie and lis coadju-
tors took charge. And it is. therefore.-
and I desire to call the attention of the
House somewhat closely to the fact-
in reality, in regard to the administration
froni the spring of 1898, when Major Walsh
left-some time in the month of June
-to the month of September. when Mr.
Ogilvie took charge, that these questions
altogether arise. The hon. gentleman seems
to have realized. in the address he fornerly
delivered on this question, that it was ne-
cessary for him to make some strong state-
ments in order that he might justify the
position he took. And he did make a num-
ber of very strong statements. I went into
those statements and analysed them care-
fully. with all the information that was at
my disposal or at the disposal of the officers
of the department. I showed how founda-
tionless, how groundless, they were. I show-
ed that, in every case in which a specifie
statement of fact had been made, where the
means of investigation were at my disposai,
the statement was untrue ; and I concluded
my remarks by saying that I did not think
that a speech had ever been made in this
Parliament that contained so many untrue
statements as that made by the hon. gentle-
man. It is worthy of remark that, up to
this moment, no gentleman on the other side
of the House bas seen fit to controvert my
remarks in that respect. But the hon. gen-
tleman has learned caution since lis effort.
It was expected, I think, by the members of
the House that he would be more specifle,
wlien he canie to deal with the question
again. But the hon. gentleman is not more
specifie : he is very much less specifle. If
anybody will take the trouble to read the
motion-I suppose we must call it a motion
-which las been placed before the flouse,
a document which takes, I think, one hour
and fifteen minutes, by the standard time.
to read, I think he will see that the greatest
possible care has been taken, in nearly every
possible case, to avoid anything in the na-
ture of a specific statement, to avoid giving
anything that would enable anybody to un-
derstand what the statement was intended
to refer to. And let me point out to my
hon. friend, and to the House-not so mucli,
I may say, to my hon. friend as to the
House-that In one special case, where thei
hon. gentleman undertook to charge me with
impropriety. to say that a lawyer in Vic-
toria had applied to me by letter, or by tele-
grai, for the purpose of getting a liquor
permit, and lad obtained it by letter. or tele-
gram, and lad charged a large sum therefor,
I denied that statement, i denied it point-
blank upon the spot, and I deny it now, for
there is not a solitary word of truth in It.
Now, In that case, what does the hon. gen-
tleman do ? In this very resolution is a
clause intended to convey to the public the

impression that he is reiterating that charge.
I will read that clause in a little while-I
cannot find it at the moment. I would not
take the trouble to refer to it, if it were not
for the fact that it shows the principle upon
which this resolution has been framed. The
clause in the resolution to which I refer says
that a Liberal lawyer was enabled, by rea-
son of political inliuEnee to charge a sum
of money-for what ? Was it to get a per-
mit, as the hon. gentleman said, when he
charged me before ? No, but to get the re-
cognition of a permit that had been issued
by the Government of the North-west Ter-
ritories. The hon. gentleman had made a
specifie charge against me, which charge I
had denied. Now, the hon. gentleman was
called upon to do one of two things, either
to stand to his guns, to repeat his charge
and try to prove it, or to accept my denial.
But lie does not do either. I explained that
there was not a shadow of truth in the
charge ; I pointed out to the House just
what had been done. I desired to put the
House in the fullest possession of the facts.
I explained that I had had correspondence
by telegraph with Mr. Archer Martin, that
31r. Martin had telegraphed to me. asking me
to issue authority to recognize a permit that
had been issued by the Government of the
North-west Territories. I was advised by
the Minister of Justice that the permit was
a legal permit and ought to be recognized,
so I telegraphed Mr. Martin in reply to that
effect. If the hon. member for Pictou (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) had telegraphed
me in the same way. he would have had
the same answer ; if the holder of the per-
mit, or any one else, had telegraphed me to
the sanie effeet. lie would have had the
same answer. I had the opinion of the De-
partment of Justice that the permit was
good and legal, and I simply acted on that.
And that simple and proper transaction,
which I explained to this louse fully and
completely, the lion. gentleman lias drmwn
his clause in this resolution to cover with
the objeet of making iLt appear that he is
reiterating the statement which he made
here before, and which he is utterly Inca-
pable of substantiating. That will give the
flouse a slight idea of the honesty of purpose
with whicl the varlous c}auses of ithese re-
solutions have been drawn. and of the hon.
gentleman's Idea of fairness in political de-
bate, and of his anxiety, whlch he declared
to us at such wearisome length during the
last two days, that everything should be
done fairly. and properly, and honourably
for the sake of the good name of Canada.
Now, te hon. gentleman does not stop there.
Ie goes on in the same way all through
those resolutions, and we find that wherever
there is any danger that the resoluition
miglht convey an idea of what the specifle
charge was. it is put in sueh language that
no -possible information upon ?the subjeet can

6125 6126



6127 [COMMONS) 6128

be gathered. Now listen. The hon. gentle- eries (Sir Louis Davies), but until that time
man charged me that a lawyer ln Victoria I think I was easlly the first lin the hon. gen-
had gOet $500 for telegraphing or writing to tleman's consideration.
get a permit, which I denied. Now this is Now, every one who was in this flouse
what he says: when the hon. gentleman spoke of this ques-

That application to the Minister of the Interior tion upon the Address, will remember the
(Mr. Sifton) and political influence became and manner in which he spoke, the style of his
was necessary in order to secure respect for per- utterance, and the insinuations tha.t he con-
mits issued under the law, and a Liberal lawyer 1 veyed from beginning to end of his remarks.
was enabled to charge a large sum to secure the Everything that it was possible for him to do
good offices of the Minister in consequences of ir- 1 without making a. specific and definite state-
regular and illegal conduct under his administra- ment, to convey the impression, to lead the
tion. public to believe that I was personally cor-
He has drawn it in such a way that the facts, rupt and personally involved in improper
the perfectly proper faets which I laid before transa-tions in the administration of this
this flouse, may support a charge whleh liei distrlet, he did. Not only bas !the lion.
intends that the public shall understand as gentleman done that. but the press which
a reiteration of the charge from which lie supports my hon. friends on the opposite
has backed down because le knows lie can- side of the House, have been extremely
not prove it. Then we find a statement that lberal in insinuations of Improper, dis-
an officer of the Government was guilty of honest and corrupt conduet on my part.
a certain thing. An oticer of the Govern- Therefore. it becomes a ma'tter of sone in-
ment-no name, no particular. We find the terest to c thelouse of Commons, the ma-
statement that officials of the Government jority of whom are responsible for my poli-
have been guilty of fraud. DId ever any- tical conduct. now to appreclate the posi-
body hear of -a charge being brought against tion wlhich these gentlemen take at the cul-
an officiai in that way, or a Government be- mination of ýtheir efforts upon this subject.
ing asked to lndict publicly the official ad- The hon. gentleman, as I said, has spent
ministraition of a w-hole district upon the six months in preparinig hîimself. Hie lias
statement ithat officiais of the Governmenlt placed in your hands a resolution which. as
have been guilty of fraud ? I said, took an hîour and fif teen mInutes to

But before dealing w-ith those phases o! read, and in that resolution, Mr. Speaker, lie
the question, I desire to take up thrat parti- lias nlot dared to make one single charge of
cular phase which is personal to myself and personal dishonesty or corruption against
personal ito other members o! the Govern- me or any member of ·the Government. That
ment. For some reason which I have not is ih position to which the hlon. gentleman
yet been able to fathom, it has fallen to fy has brouglt hinseif by the proceeding which
lot, since I have been a member of this Gov- lie has taken. Now, Sir, that o itself would
ernment. to be subjected ·to a peculiarly viru- lot be discreditable to the on. gentleman
lent and constant stream o! abuse. I have if ihe were prepared to take a manly posi-
no knowledge of thîe reason. I have no coml- tion in connection withi it, and I do not see
plaint to make of It, if it suits ft gentlemen why a mnanly opponent shlould fnot take
who are politically associated wi·th hlm on such a position. Sir, in the few years I have
the other side of the Hlouse. But I am1 satis- been i poltical life. I have never charged
fied that it does not affect th reputation in opponent o! mine with corruption; I have
which I enjoy amongst my own friends neyer. upon a public platform or n the
Rather te contrary. Mr. Speaker, would any legisaiture where I ast sat, or here-I have
friends that I might hpossess be influenced to never charged il my life a political opponent
stand more firmnly by me whlien unreasoning: with corruption or with dishonest conduet.
abuse and vilification arc directed against and I do not think my poltical career has
me. Well, amongst the gentlemen w-ho seem been any less successful on that account. It
to have conceived-I do not know whbat it would not be any discredit to ithe lon. gen-
mighdt be called, an unusual amount of tieman to say: I do not behleve ln your ad-
venom andil bitterness against me-is mnistration, I think your administration
this hlon. gentleman who represents Pie- las been incapable, I think your officials
tou (Sir Chiarles Hibbert Tupper) in are corrupt; but let us igit it out on tha
this fHouse. I need not cali to the basi s as gentlemen should. But the lhon.
attention of the members of the fouse the gentleman as flot done that, ie lias taken
fact that this hon. gentleman sees to have an entirely different position ; and I pro-
heen delegated to make an attempt upon pose to show. I..think to the satisfaction of
every possible occasion and lu every tthis louse. that wlien the hlon, gentleman
possible way to lead the flouse o! stood liere and undertook to iisk his position
Commons and the people o! Canada jas a publice man, hie wvill not have very muchi
to suppose that there is something o! a position to risk by the time I have
radically wrog, vicio-s and defective finished. Wlhat dos he say u the first place?
about my public conduct. I ar bound o fie starts an by saying that Ihe Minister of
say that during the last few days he has the Interior las been guilty o! seandalous
transferred his attention considerably to m y neglect, delay and mismanagement. Now, I
hon. friend the Minister o! Marine and Fish- j want the members of the house of Com -
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mons to pause for a moment and think of a
gentleman who has been Uinlster of Justice
for Canada, proposing to refer to a com-!
mission of judges the charge that a Minister
of the Crown has been guilty of delay andi
mismanagement in connection with the
Yukon. Members of ýthe House of Coumons1
of the least experience wlli know that tie
highest functions of a House of Parliamen r
is to decide whether a Minister has
been gr.ilty of delay or mismanagement.
Since when. Mr. Speaker, was the conduct
of a Minister of the Crown, was the question
is to whether a Minister was to remain In!

office or not, was the question whether his
administration was effective or not to be,
settled by a commission of judges ? If in
any sense I have been guilty of ne-
glect I will answer for my condue!i
to the House of Commons ; I will an-
swer for my administration of the Yu-
kon. and I will place that administration
beside the administration of these hon. gen-
tlemen, beside their mismanagement of the
North-west Territories, which became a by-
word all tlhrough that country. This hon.
gentleman4 says that I have been guilty of
partiality and favouritism. What are par-
tiality and favouritism ? If I have been
guilty of partiality and favouritism in the
discharge of my office. if in the exercise of
the powers conferred upon me by law. he
means that wlien I wanted to appoint some-
body to office, that I was partlal to
my friends, the Liberals as against the
Conservatives, if that is wbat the hon. gei-
tleman means, it is true ; there is no ques-
tion about that. But that is not a misde-
meanour : that is a question of policy. I
imagine I see a commission of judges sitting
upon the question as to whether a Minister
l;as been guilty qf partiality or favouritisn.
That would be rather a new departure in
the proceedings of constitutional govern-
ment. Let me say that every member of
this House, who has any experience in con-
nection with matters of this kind, knows
that you could not get a respectable judge in
Canada to accept a commission of that kind,
or for one instant to undertake an investiga-
tion into a question of administration which
is in confilet between the members of the
Opposition and the Government. What does
the hon. gentleman do ? He says the Min-
ister of the Interior 'has been guilty of fav-
ouritism and corruption. I will read ,it:

That the Hon. Clifford Sifton, the Minister of
the Interior, has been guilty of favouritism and
partiality-
Not corruption ; he did not say corruption.
He was careful not to say it.

-in the administration of the laws and regu-
lations applicable to the district of the Yukon in
the North-west Territories.

Now, what follows ? He does not say "in
proof of that" lie cites the following, but
he cites the following in order that it may
be taken as proof of it-

That as appears by a Return (83), 3rd Session,
8th Parliament, 61 Victoria, 1898 (Canada), the
following parties applied for and obtained leases
of gold placer mining or gold dredging areas in
tbe Yukon district

A. E. Philp, said to be of Brandon, for a lease
on Bonanza Creek.

A. E. Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a lease
on S. Fork (Stewart).

G. Philp, said to be of London, for lease on
B. Salmon.

A. E.Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a lease
on Indian river or Creek.

J. A. Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a lease
1 on Teslin River or Creek.

A. D. Cameron, said to be of Ottawa, for a
lease on Stewart's River or Creek.

That Mr. A. E. Philp and Mr. A. D. Cameron,
aforesaid, were partners in business with the
Minister of the Interior, Mr. Sifton, when that
gentleman becane Minister of the Interior, and
all were members of the firm of Sifton, Philp &
Cameron, of Brandon.
These gentlemen were partners of mine un-
il I )ecane Minister of the Interior, not

"w-heu," but a short time before that part-
nership was dissolved :

That by the said return, it further appears that
W. J. Lindsay, said to be of Ottawa, P. C. Mit-
chell, said to be of Brandon, and W. L. Parish,
said to be of Ottawa, applied for dredging leases
in the Yukon, whereas these gentlemen were
residents of Brandon who first learned of these
applications by a letter from A. E. Philp, afore-
said, advising them that these leases had been
granted in their names and inclosing a power of
attorney from each of them in favour of said
Philp, to enable him to dispose of them.

That in the Iist contained in the said return
are the names and addresses of the folloving
purporting to be applicants for dredging leases

F. Burnett, Vancouver.
F. Burnett, Colborne.
J. G. Burnett. Edmonton.
F. Burnett, Colborne.
Frank Burnett, Brandon.

Whereas F. Burnett was neyer in Coiborne in
his life, butFsaid Philp came from that place.

These are two remarkable statements to
appeir in a state document. These are all
thl allegations that refer to this particular
matter. The hon. gentleman says that I was

guilty of favouritisml and partiality im thle
administration of my department. and he
cites as a reason. that certain gentlemen.
who were formerly partners of mine. have
procured certain dredging leases as shown
by this return. Now. I desire to point out
that, if the facts, as stated, were correct, it
would not be proof of eit"her partiality or
favouritisi. The regulations. which are
publislied regarding the mining affairs of
Canada. give to every citizen of Canada the
saie riglit. and I have no power on earth,
justly or properly. in administering my de-
partment, nor have the officers in that de-
partmlent any right or power to refuse Mr.
Philp, or Mr. Cameron, or anybody else, lis
just riglits under these regulations. If these
gentlemen file applications in my depart-
ment, and under these regulations they are
dealt with by the chief clerk of the depart-
ment. they are entitled to what they are
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assigned by that clerk, and neither I nor
anybody eise has a right to deprive the4in
of that. It would be rather a peculiar doc-
trine that. because a man liad been my part-
ner. he would not be entitled to the same
rights as any other citizen in connection
with the affairs of the Governnent of Can-
ada. But while this is abundanty clear it
is not at ail necessary for us to settle thai
point i connection with this particular
transaction. I have in my hands Return
No. 83, which the hon. gentleman cites in
this resolution, the product of three montls
of assiduous and careful labour by the hon.
gentleman ; I have in my hand this return
whicli the hon. gentleman cites as proof of
the statement which he makes. Would you
believe it that the hon. gentleman cannot read
a return when it is brouglit down to ti
House of Commons ? What does the return
show ? The return shows tiat Mr. Philp,
ond all these gentlemen who are named
never got any leases of any kind whatever.
One would expect, that, when the hon. gen-
tleman takes three months to prepare a mo-
tion and moves for returns, and when re-
turns are brought down and laid on the
Table of the House, that he could read thein.
A boy ten years old would not have made
the blunder that the hon. gentleman has
made. Here it is-a lease on Bonanza Creek
to A. E. PhIlp. Here at the top of the re-
turn are the names of the persons who have
applied for leases to dredge the localities.
and so forth. The varlous columns are ail
worked out so that anybody could see-
"naie of applicant," " address,' " river ;r
creek," "number of miles leased," "rent
pald," " asslgned." Here we have :

Name of applicant, A. E. Philp ; address, Bran-
don ; river or creek, Bonanza ; No. of miles,
leased, none.

Every one of these gentlemen Is In the same
position. On page 10:

Philp, A. E., addresis, Ottawa ; river or creek,
South Fork, Stewart ; number of miles leased,
none ; rent paid, none.

The clerk of the Mining Branch informs
me that Mr. Phlilp was staying in Ottawa
at the time, and he wrote his letter fror.
the Russell Hlouse. Ottawa. The clerk got
the letter here and took his name dowu as
belonging to Ottawa, and so, that is the
fraud, :that is the corruption, that is the ras-
cality on the part of the department, which
the lion. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbýri'
Tupper) refers to. The fact that a man came
here and wrote a letter of application fron
the Russell House, and, that the clerk of the
Mining Branch entered his address as Ot-
tawa, is cited here as a fraud by the hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper). So.
we see that in this case, Mr. Philp got no
lease and paid no rent. Again, on page 16
of the return :

Name of applicant, G. Philp,-
Mr. SIFTON.

That should be A. E. Philp.
Name cf applicant, A. E. Philp ; address, -;

river or creek, Big Salmon ; number of miles
leased, none ; rent paid, none.

Name of applicant, A. E. Philp ; address, Ot-
tawa ; river or creek, Indian ; number of miles
leased, none ; rent paid, non±.

F. A. Philp,-

It is printed here "F. A.," but it should be
E. A.'"

Name of applicant, E. A. Philp ; address, Ot-
tawa ; river or creek, Teslin ; number of miles
leased, none ; rent paid, none.

Again, on page 17:
Nanie of applicant, A. D. Cameron ; address,

Ottawa ; river cr creek, Stewart ; number of
miles leased, none ; rent paid, none.

That is a proof of gross favouritism and par-
tiality, according to the hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper). While I am on
this point, Mr. Speaker, I would like to make
a statement to the House, just briefly, be-
cause it may be a matter of some interest
to some of my hon. friends. I am aware of
the fact tht some off ty hon. friends bave,
perhaps, thought that I was a little lacking
in personal attention to matiters connected
wIth the Mining Branch, when applications
were iade to me. I want to say this to
tthem. It has been my Invariable rule since
I took charge of that department, to exer-
cise no discretion whatever In connection
with mining applications of an indlvidual
character. When an application cornes In for
a mining concession of any kind, It goes to
Mr. Ryley, the chief clerk off hie brancn,
and It never comles to me unless it is a case
in which Mr. Ryley has to ask for instruc-
tions, cannot deal with it under the regula-
tions, or in which there is some confusion
or some doubt concerning which he thinks
he ought to have the dIrection of the Minis-
ter. If it is a matter for which there is no
regulation, then it is brought before me in
order that I may consider whether special
action should be taken in regard to it or
not. Now. Sir, as to these applications for
dredging and mining concessions in 'the
Yukon which are referred to by #the hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper), the
fact is, that I absolutely knew nothing of
any one of them, that I absolutely had
nothing whatever to do with them. I framed
'the regulations after consultation with Mr.
Ryley, and then I said to Mr. Ryley : Now,
I do inot want to know the name of a single
man making application for a lease ; I want
you to trake these papers and deal wIth them
according to the regulations, each on its
merit, and according to their priorlty as each
man is entitled to them under the regula-
tions. I am perfectly aware of the fact that
such a course prevented me from giving auy
of my friends any particular favours, or,
leaning the scale one way or the other in
their favour. I was satisfied Ito take that
position, and I am satisfied that every mem-
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ber of this House-and there are many of mining or gold dredging areas in the Yukon dis-
them-who have corne to my office and con- trict :-
sulted me about mining matters, will re- I want to .say here, Mr. Speaker, that it
member that the course I have adopted On would be just as reasonable to suppOse thaL
every occasion has been to refer thei to the Minister of the Ontario Governmuent
the regulations, or to the clerk of the depart- who has charge of the registry offices in
ment who bad charge of that work. thxat province knew who were the registered

Now, Sir, I have taken the trouble upon owners of land in a remote county of On-
this partieular point to procure froin te tarlo ; as to suppose me 'to have a personal
chief clerk of the Mining Branch a state- knowledge of the persons who have mining
ment which I will lay upon the Table of connections 'tirougi my department; quite
the House, as reasonable. Tiere nust be thousands of

leases. I brought down a. return here at the
Some hon. MEMBERS. Read. beginning of the session of Parliament,

which, I think, enbraced elght or ten (thou-
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. sand names, and it takes a whole staff of

This gentleman is not an oiti.cer appointed clerks to handie it, and the very idea of a
by me ; although I do not know that he Minister having any personal knowledge of
would be any the worse if he were, but le them is simply absurd on its face. Mr. Ryley
is not. He was appointed by the late Gov- goes on to say :
renent, and he is an excellent, praise- 1." A. E. Pbilp, said to be of Brandon, for aworthy and competent otticer, so far as 1 lease on Bonanza Creek." Mr. Philp applied for
am aware, and I have had a very large a lease of a portion of this creek, but It was not
amount of business in connection with that granted, as will be seen by referring to page 4
branch, which has brought me closely in of the said return.
contact with him. I took the sua-tements of 2. "A. E. Phllp, said to be of Ottawa, for a
which the lion. gentleman (Sir Charles Hib- lease on South Fork of Stewart River."%r.
bert Tupper) Lad made, sent them to 31r. Philp was i Ottawa at the time the application
Ryley, :aud asked im whla t he had to say was ade.'Noase was issued in favour of Mr.
in regard to them, because If there wereany Philp, as will be seen by referring t page 10

Scf the said return.
partiality or favouritism in connection with 3. "G. Philp, said to be of London, for lease
the transaction it would be the clerks of the o mg Salmon." No lease was issued in favour
department who are guilty and not me. te Mr. G. Philp, as will be seen by referriug to
This is the reply which Mr. Ityiey made: page 16 of the said returfi.

Depatnint f te IterorThe lion, gentleman' seems to have negleet-

Ottawa, June 28th, 1899. e orfrt h eun

Memorandum. 4. " A. E. Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a
lease on Dominion River or Creek." Mr. Philp

Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, in the course o! did not receive a lease, as will be seen by refer-
bis speech, stated that the Hon. Clifford Sifton ring te page 17 o the retur.
bad been guilty of favourltasm and partiality In 3. "J. A. Philp, said to be of Ottawa, for a
the administration o! the laws and regulations lease on Teslin River or Creek." This should
applicable to the district of the Yukon in the be " F. A. Philp," who applied for a lease on
North-west Territories. Teslin River, but no lease. was issued, as wil

With reference to this assertion, t may say be seen by referring t page 18 of te sa d re-
that favouritism and partiality in connection with turn.
the leasing for dredglng purposes of portions of 6. "iA. D. Camei'of, said to be o! Ottawa, for a
rivers and creeks in the Yukon terrltory could lease on Stewart River or Creek." No lease was
not have been shown without my knowiedge, as issued in favour o! Mr. Cameron, as wili be seen
al applications passed throug Rmy mands and by referring t page 17 o the said return.
were deaet with personally by me. So soon as 7. "That by the said retur it further appears
regulations for the disposap of leases te dredgo that W. J. Lindsay, sad to be of Ottawa, P. C.
for minerais in te beds o! rivers were promul- Mitchell, said to be o! Brandon, and W. L. Par-
gated, I personalt y asked the Minister of the ish, said t be of Ottawa, applied for dredg!ng
Interior whether lie desired that each applicatiin leases in the Yukon, whereas these gentlemen
should be submitted to hlm for his instructions. were residents of Brandon who first learued of
tu reply einstructed me that ail tne applications these applications by a letter from A. E. Philp,
should be deat dwitlistrictly In aceordance with aforesaid, advising them that these leases ad
the provisions of the regulations in that behaTf, been granted in their names an Inclosng a
and according to their priorlty o! date of filin, power ef attorney from each f them urnfavour
lu the department, and that noue o! the applica- o! said Philp to enable him to dispose o them. 
tions need be submitted te hlm. These instruc The name o Mr. W. J. Lindsay appears on page4
tirns were fully carried out, and the first appli- of the return as an applicant for a lease o! a por-
cant, irrespective o! who he was, obtained a tion f Stewart River, but no lease was fssued
lease ot the stretch o! river appleed for, provaded s o isTfavour.
he paid the rentai within a given perbod. I may Mr. P. C. Mitchell obtained a lease, as wi
add that the Minister neer saw te list o! the be seen by referring to page 4 of the return.
applications filedpas te department untl I hand- Mr. W. L. PansU received a lease of 10 mlles
regulmtion freturn pfoalm t hichofsof theofclteslinesqtodrcdwgllebe seenobyfrefer-

bfor minerned beds ringrtverse were promutl-
Sneir whre uther dsred that ac appariionrlsfnhrsttd"ht ntels

Inry e ntruc83ted te thatiallth aplartins -cnandi U adrtr r U ae

pand fcording totaher priorit of gdaeo filacradessoitengoig urotn ob
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plicants for dredging leases :-Frank Burnett,
Vancouver ; F. Burnett, Colborne ; J. G. Bur-
nett, Edmonton ; F. Burnett, Colborne ; F. Bur-
nett, Brandon ; whereas Frank Burnett was never
in Colborne in his life, but said Philp comes
from that place."
It appears that Mr. Philp was acting as
Mr. Burnett's attorney.

The applications from Mr. Burnett headed Col-
borne were forwarded to this department by Mr.
Philp when he was on a visit to that place, and
as the letters were headed "Colborne,' the re-
turn gave that place as his address.
That seems to be a very natural and ordi-
nary transaction. There does not seem to
be any reason why that should lbe made the
subject of a motion in Parliament.

The applications referred to appear on pages
4, 5, 10 and 14. J. G. Burnett lives at Edmon-
ton, and his application was not filed in this
department by Mr. Philp.

(Sgd.) G. U. RYLEY,
Chief Clerk, Timber and Mines Branch.

Now, I have given the statement of a man
who has something to lose. This gentleman
is a permanent officer of the department.
His career for life would be ruined, abso-
lutely ruined, if a word of that statement
could be shown to be false. And that state-
ment, let the House understand, is not volun-
teered by Mr. Ryley at all. It is a state-
ment whiich I asked him to make, which as
head of this department 1 required him to
make. I am charged by a gentleman on
the floor of this House with partiality in con-
nection with a certain branch. I send the
applications which came in in connection
with that work to this gentleman, who is
the head of that branch. I want to know
whether any one under him lias been guilty
of favouritism, and I demand that he shall
make a report to me for presentation to
Parliament in connection with that matter.
and this is that report. The hon. gentleman
will not, I think, take much comfort out of
that portion of bis resolution. Neither do
I think the hon. gentleman himself will uow
conclude that it is necessary to have that
assertion referred to a commission of judges
to decide.

What further does he do ? I said that I
could respect a manly opponent, and I can.
I have been In quite a few political contests.
sonie of a rather warm character, and I
have never respected a man any the less be-
cause he las been a good fighter. But I
can see no object whatever in a gentleman
Insinuating what he cannot prove, making
statements which are calculated to leave
on the minds of persons who read them. ai>
impression that is not justified by those
statements. It is easy, as the hon. gentle.
man knows, as any lawyer knows, to draw
a statement which the casual reader will
think is an assertion which is no assertion.
Let me give the hon. gentleman a sample of
that. The hon. gentleman says. in bis reso-
lution. on page 6036 0f " Hansard ":

Mr. SIFTON.

That the said Philp, hereinbefore a partner of
the said Minister, represented in writing that he
was engaged in a dredging venture In the Yukon,
and in endeavouring to induce another to join
him, represented in writing that Mr. Sifton, the
said Minister, and Major Walsh, were also inter-
ested with him, but their names could not appear
as he wrote "for obvious reasons."

Now. what is the statement here ? Is the
statement that I was interested in that ven-
ture ? Does the hon. gentleman take the re-
sponsibility of charging me with being In-
terested in that transaction ? No, lie does
not do anything of the kind. He is afrald
to do it: lie dare not do it. Let the hon.
gentleman make that charge, and it will be
referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections in fifteen minutes. But he wants
to refer to a commission of judges-what ?
The question of whether or not another man
said I was interested. And wben we get
before the commission of judges, and I say:
"I am here to be tried, I am charged with
an offence." the hon. gentleman says: "Oh.
no ; I did not charge you with an offence ,
all I have got to prove is that this man said
vo." Now, Sir, I want the hon. gentleman.
I want his friends, to consider for a few
minutes whether they think this is the kin 1
of proceeding that the Parliament of Cau-
ada ought to be treated with. I told the
hon. gentleman what I would do. He said iin
grandiloquent languagei that lie would reac
the challenge I made, and that he would
take it up. He did not read the challengr
and he did not take it up-neither the one nor
the other. What did he do? He read part
of the challenge. He left out the part that
gave the point to it. On page 6022 of 11Han-
sard " the hon. gentleman refers to the re-
marks I made on the Address. I closed my
remarks by saying this-and hon. gentlemen
who were In the House will remember it :

I ought not to sit down without referring to the
fact that throughout the speech of the hon. gea-
tieman there has been a continuous trend of
suggestions that there was some improper or
corrupt connection between myself or some
members of the Government with the Klondike
district. I want to say that I challenge the hon.
gentleman, the leader of the Opposition, I chal.
lenge the members of his party In this House, I
challenge the members of his party outside this
Flouse, I challenge the press of his party, to
produce their private detectives, to come here
upon their responsibility and press their charge.
I challenge the member for Pictou or any man
in this House, to lay upon the Table of the House
the charges he has to make, and declare his abil-
ity to substantiate them by evidence, and he will
get his investigation, and I will be able to con-
vince the hon. gentleman who makes that icharge
that discretion on his part wouild have been the
better part of valour.

Now, Sir, what does the hon. gentleman
do ? He starts to read my challenge. My
cballenge was In reference to the charge of
personal dishonesty or corruption. I chal-
lenged him to rmake such a charge. He said
lie would take Up the challenge. I leave
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the louse to say whether he has taken it up
or not. There is not the shadow of a charge
of personal corruption in the resolution he
lias moved ; and I think that this Govern.
ment, so far as a question of personal wrong-
doing is concerned, needs no better vindica-
tion than the fact that the bon. gentleman.
after six long months, bas been compelled
to place on the Table of this House a reso-
utiton which is carefully drawn to avoid in
the slightest degree any responsibility for
the statement that any member of this
House has been corrupt or dishonest.

Now.M r. Speaker. Ithink that the per-
sonal m ratters in relation to this motion may
be considered as disposed of ; and when the
hon. gentleman gets ready to take up my
challenge and to make any personal charge
against -ie. he will not require to make a
nine hours' speech to get an investigation.
He will just require long enough to read
his charge and It will be followed by a mo-
tion for an investigation. But it will bave
to be a charge. It will have to be some-
thing different from what he bas given
here. It will not do for the bon. gentleman
to write out a statement that somebody else
said something about me. IHe will have to
make a charge ; he will have to make a de-
finite and positive statement.

I desire to deal somewhat briefly-and
I eau relieve the anxiety of the House by
saying that my remarks are not to be very
muchC extended-with the general question
of whether we have been guilty of neglect
or delay in connection with the adminis-
tration of this district. i dealt with that
question fully lin the debate on the Ad-
dress, and I think I then succeeded in con-
vincing the House that the charge laid at
our door was not justified by the facts, but
wholly unwarranted. I want no better
evidence that the House was fairly well
convinced of the justice of my position in
connection with this ma.ter than the fact
that throughout the continuance of all that
debate, as it went on, after the hon. mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Borden), who held the
hon. member's brief In his absence, was
through, practically the whole -e was
abandoned by our hon. friends opposite.
Certainly, no attempt was made to contro-
vert the position I had taken In connection
with the general course of our administra-
tion in that district.

Let me briefly put before the FHouse the
proceedings that I took. The -bon. gentle-
man went at such length into the details
that the House might well be exeused for
belng confused by bis lengthy address. If
I îhave any fault to fnd in connection with
this discussion by hon. gentlemen opposite,
it is this ithat they persîsted in discussing
this matter as though the administration
of the Klondike district had been under-
taken under the most usual and ordinary
circumstances, in which the same rules
Could be applied and everything done as
thoughi that district were only a few yards

away. But we cannot deal with it lu that
way. I have already pointed out that my
attention was first called to the necessities
of tliat district in March, 1897. I was
sworn into office in November, 1896, and
it was not until after the lst January
that i had practically got down to work.
lI March of that year, my attention was
called to the necessities of the Klondike dis-
trict. Immediately I took the question up,
and decided ithat some officers of the Gov-
ernment had to be sent there. My hon.
friend harps upon the fact that no ap-
pointment was made until the 21st May.
If lie liad been studying the Yukon affairs
for tive or six ionths now, as he has been
pretty steadily. lie ouglit to know that the
21st May would be about the earliest date
any of our officers could be despatclhed. be-
cause only then would the rivers be open
and people able to get in. We despatched
these gentlemen just as soo as it was pos-
sible for thiem to get in. They were sent
at the time which the Surveyor General,
with all lis knowledge of that country, con-
sidered the earliest time practicable to send
them. No political appointments were made,
but the officers of the department were sent,
men well recommended for that purpose.
When the excitement took place later on,
special measures were resorted to. Major
Walsh and his officers were appointed, and
everybody knows that at the time Major
Walsh was appointed, it was a matter of
general remark that we lad made the very
best possible selection for the position. The
Government were generally complimented
for having selected the man generally re-
garded as the best qualified to fill the posi-
tion. I showed before, in discussing the
matter, that the men sent out for the pur-
pose of assisting Major Walsh lu his ad-
ministration had been selected on account
of their speclal aptitude and ability for the
work, and I explaIned In detail every parti-
cular appointment, and showed conclusive-
ly, I think, that every appo4ntment was
made carefully, under eireumstances which
fully justified it. There were difficulties
and delays. These difficulties and delays
were inseparable from the circumstances of
the case. I need not detail all the mishaps
and difficulties that took place In our deal-
ings with that far-distant district, from
whichi it was almost Impossible to get in-
formation, and regarding iwhich calculations
turned out differently from what we ex-
peeted, and aIl that sort of thing, but every
possible effort was made to overtake the
work that had to be done. Then, In the
last session of Parliament, only a few
months after Major Walsh and his party
had been sent out, and before they got into
Dawson City, lhad an Act passed for the
purpose of constituting the government of
the district. A few days after the begin-
ning of the session, that Act was assent-
ed to, and a few days later Mr. Ogilvie
was here, his appointment as commissioner
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was recommended, his staff was selected, and honourable gentlemen in Ontario,
and he .was instructed to go to Dawson whose reputation has come to him
City and take charge of its administration. by heredity, if I may say so, was
I cannot understand how It could have been appointed Gold Commissioner. He is
possible for the Government to have acted a man whose reputation Is without
any more promptly than we did. I even cabled spot or blemIsh. He Is in charge of the en-
Mr. Ogilvie to return at once from Eng- tire business of recording gold claims in
land in order that hie might not be delayed that district ; and there is not a suggestion
in going to the Yukon district. He did that all le does is not correctly, and regu-
not get away until about the 4th August, larly, and righteously carried on. So, Mr.
and he was appointed ou the 4th July. Speaker, what we are called upon to Issue
Himself and his officers took a certain this commission to investigate Is the ques-
amount of time in making preparations. tion, whether something wrong was or was
Special things they required at the last not done during the few months last sum-
minute, which they could not get withoutl mer, before Mr. Ogilvie took charge of the
delay, which nobody could have known they government. Let it be well understood that
wanted but themselves, and which were there is no impeachment of the government
required in connection with the various mat- in that district, as It exists at the present
ters expected to arise. Mr. Ogilvie and his time; It is In regard to what took place a
party went forward as fast as possible and year ago, at a time when, under the peculiar
took charge of the administration, and circumstances existing, it was, humanly
there has not been the scintilla of a sug- speaking, impossible to have a regular ad-
gestion that since they took charge of the I nistration of the government.
adminstration of Dawson City in Septem- I Now, what is our position In regard to
ber of last year-having gone up as rapidly these charges ? These statements were first
as possible after the Act of Parliament was made iû definite form by the miners' com-
passed-the government of that district has mittee. It has been stated in this House
not been properly and rightly carried on. that we wasted months after that complaint
What, then, in the name of common sense. before we took the proper means to have
Is all this hullabaloo about ? That is a the investigation proceeded with. It las
question which must occur to every hon. been shown, in answer to that, that we did
member of this House. When you come not take months, that we hardly took days.
to think of it, all these suggestions for a We received that petition, and acted upon
commission, for an Inquiry, for an investi- it, and I think that, within a week of the
gation-they refer to what ? Why, to that time we received it, the commission was
little period of time between the 20th of issued and despatched to Vancouver, and by
June last year, when Major Walsh got In a special messenger, and directions were
there, and the time Major Walsh came out, given to forward it to Dawson City. It
towards the fall. That particular little would have been impossible for the Govern-
period of time Is the period to which these ment to act more promptly than It did.
charges and Insinuations refer, and In re- Complaint is made that the commission
gard to which it is demanded that this should not have been issued to Mr. Ogilvie,
investigation shall take place. Of course, because Mr. Ogilvie, it appears, Is unfortun-
It Is Intended that the investigation shall1 ate enougli to be related to me. Before I
cover everything and be for all time, but deal with that phase of the question, or witb
there is not the slightest shadow of what Mr. Ogilvie's fitxess for the work, or bis
any reasonable man could accept as a rea- actions In carrying on the Investigation, let
son for coming to the conclusion that any- me point out this to the House-that, when
thing which bas taken place since Mr. we lssued that commission I the faîl of hast
Ogilvie took charge is the subject of cri- year, we practically bad before us every.
ticism demanding an Inquiry. The hon. thing that we have now. The labours of this
gentleman himself said yesterday, what- bon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
ever bis opinion may be worth--and I 10dolusearchlng from one end of the country to
not know that It adds anything to Mr. theother, from Dawson City to Halifax,for
Ogilvie's reputation-that Mr. Ogilvie was the purpose of getting evidence to Impeacl
an honest man. He even adnitted that the officers of the Yukon district, have subi
Mr. Senkler was an honest man. I think stantlally falled to brlng out a single thlng
that these gentleman would enjoy the re- whlch was fot charged by the miners' me-
putation of being honest men even If the morial, recelved by us hast faîl. I took the
hon. gentleman thought differently. They trouble to go tbrough the prIted report of
are honest men, and well known to be of wbat the lion. gentleman was pheased to
irreproachable character, partieularly Mr. style bis evidence yesterday, and the evi-
Ogilvie, who Is recognized by the people In dence which, wlth such a flourlsh of trum-
general as an honest and Incorruptible pub- pets, le bad placed upon "Hansard," Is no.
lie servant. 'He Is In charge of and re- thlng but a rehasb of the same thlngs
sponsible for the administration of that dis- charged hast fal In the newspapers, the
trict. Mr. Senkler, a son of Judge Senkler, same thlngs whlchlie charged here on thewhosefatherisoneofthe trepectable de h that pae the q , e sfi

MrMOiliesfines orteTorNr.i
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ciently specific to be dealt with, were
promptly refuted and sho9wn to be untrue.
Therefore, I say, what we have before us at
this moment is practically what we had be-
fore us when the commission was issued, is
practically what Mr. Ogilvie was charged
by the commission to investigate. I do not
think there is a single thing which the bon.
gentleman bas referred to, In connection
with the officers of the Yukon district, as
being Improper or corrupt, which was not
covered by the commission issued to Mr.
Ogilvie. Now, I desire to make that point
clear, for it is a point that would be likely
to be obscured by the hon. gentleman's
much speaking, He speaks for severai
hours at a time ; and if members of the
House are called out from time to time,
while he is speaking, they may naturally
suppose that In their absence he bas brought
forward something new. I eau assure hon.
gentlemen that, so far as I have been able
to examine-I am speaking generally-sub-
stantially the charges which the hon. gen-
tleman bas made are the charges which the
miners' committee made, and wbich they
could have established under the commis-
sion issued to them, if they had felt disposed
and had had the evidence at their command.

Now, the miners' committee say that they
are not properly met by the Prime Minister
ln issuing the commission, because the com-
mission was limited to receiving proof of
facts alleged to exist prior to the 25th of
August. When that is stated, it leaves upon
the mind an impression that tiiere is some-
thing In it ; it leaves upon the mind the im-
pression that the commission should not
have been limited, but unlImited, as to time.
But just consider the matter for a moment.
The miners' committee were in Dawson City
during the whole period when this alleged
corruption took place. There were 25,000
people around them. According to the hon.
gentleman and his friends, these people were
all being defrauded every day, every hour,
by officials of the Government. This was
going on, aceording to these gentlemen, all
summer, from the time Major Walsh got in
until he left ; and, so bad did it become,
that this miners' committee, on the 25th of
August, forwarded to the Government a
memorial, asking for an investigation. An
investigation of what ? An investigation of
what had not happened ? An investigation
of -what was going to happen ? One would
Imagine that they were asking for an in.
vestigation of what bad happened. And, if
these gentlemen did not know of a single
fact to substantiate the charges which they
made ln their petition, charges referring to
what had happened before the 25th of Au-
gust, their statement was false, and they
were falsely charging the officials, without
facts to back their statements. I doubt, Mr.
Speaker, if I ever heard of a more bare-
faced attempt to get out of a difficult posi.
tion than that of which the gentlemen com-

posing this miners' committee have been
guilty. They sent down the most unquali-
fied charges-vague and general, it is true,
but most unqualified ln their character-in
regard to the officials of the district. They
signed the statement, and dated it the 25th
of August. And, when the commission goes
up there. they say : We have no facts of
what exIsted before the 25th of August ;
our statement was false. But we consider
that you are treating us in an outrageous
way, because you have not sent a commis-
sion to investigate something that might
happen after we petitioned you. I do not
think I ever heard of a more ridiculous or
barefaced attempt to get away from a posi-
tion already taken ; I cannot conceive of a
more complete admission on the part of the
committee that they had not the first fact
upon which to base the charges that they
made against our officers.

You know, Mr. Speaker, that before a
popular assembly, before gentlemen who
may not take the trouble to follow every-
thing in connection with a technical matter
of that kind, a man might get away with
such a proposition. But, Sir, I think
I see my lion. friend going before a
judge with sucli a proposition as that.
I think I see a man comiug up, a criminal
lawyer, a. Crown prosecutor, coming up be-
fore a court and making a proposi:ion of
that kind, that he could not prove the Indict-
ment, or that he could prove somùething that
happened after the indictment was drawn
against the prisoner. That is precisely the
position the gentlemen who composed that
committee have taken, and that is the posi-
tion which this hon. gentleman says is thé
right position, and which he endorses on the
floor of this House. Now, I am not pre-
judging the matter ln any shape or form, 1
am not taking the position of deciding at
this moment whether these officials were cor-
rupt or not ; I am simply pointing out that
our officials ln that district have got the
benefit of the most complete possible ad-

'mission on the part of the gentlemen who
charged them wlth corruption, that they
had no facts whatever on whIch to base it.

Now, it is said that we should not have
sent the commission to Mr. Ogilvie because
Mr. Ogilvie was related to me by marriage.
Mr. Ogilvie is a man whom I never saw
until I became a member of this Govern-
ment. I never saw Mr. Ogilvie ln my life
until lie came back from the Yukon district,
a year after I became a member of the Gov-
ernment. I met him In a hotel at Vancouver
when I was on my way to Skagway, and I

I had to be introduced to hlm by a gentleman
I who knew us both. It is true that Mt.
Ogilvie married Mrs. Sifton's aunt ; I neveî
saw the aunt. But these genealogical facts
are sufficient, it seems, to blast for ever the

i reputation of Mr. Ogilvie. Now, let us for
I a moment be serious ln dealing with this
question. The hon. member for Pletou Is
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very serious. The hon. member for Pietou,
as might be expected from a member of the
distinguished family to which he belongs. Is
filled with holy zeal for the purity of the
public service, and he is very serious upon
this question. Now, I desire to cali the at-
tention of the House to the fact that Mr.
Ogilvie was brouglht into the public service
and kept in the public service by hon. gen-
11emen opposite, for long years remained
there, and earned an honourable and dis-
tinguished reputation in the Dominion of
Canada as a public servant. He earned
that reputation by his own efforts, he
had no assistance from the hon. gentlemen.
They d1id lnot do anything for him except to
pigeon-hole bis re-ports. and keep then from
the knowledge of the public. He is under
no compliment to them. He attained such
a reputation that when he was appointed
to the position of Commissioner of the Yu-
kon district, it was the universal opinion of
the people of Canada that he was the best
possilde ian, the most honest, reliable and
incorruptible man. that could be selected for
that purpose. Everybody had the same
opinion, Liberal and Conservative, the "Mail"
as well as the4 " Globe." and that was the
position that was taken all the way through.
It was admitted that he was a fit man to
take charge of the great interests of thls
country li the Klondike district, to exercise
the great power and authority that are con-
ferred on a gentleman who occupies the po-
sition of commissioner of the Government in
that district. Now, if he was fit for that
great and responsible position-and mind
you, Mr. Speaker, a man in that position
has greater discretionary power than any
member of this Government, he has more
Individual power given to him, and neces-
sarily se. He is not constantly subjected to
the advice and to the control which comes
from a council the members of which are
mutually responsible to each other. He must
be given a large amount of arbitrary -au-
tlhority, he is a man who Is given tremen-
dous authority, and necessarily so. Now,
be was reputed to be fit for that position
when le was appoInted. When did he be
come unreliable ? When did he become in-
competent ? That is a question which l
pertinent to the Issue. If he was fit for that
great and important position then surely he
was fit to find out whether the officials of
the district, the subordinate officers were
properly acting In the diseharge of their
duties. I cannot concelve of any man' who
would be better fttted for that position ; 1
think he would be very much better fitted to
take charge of such an inquIry as he has
conducted than any judge who knew nothing
about the people, who knew nothing aboet
mining claims, who knew nothing practical-
ly about the Gold Commissioner's office, and
who would Inevitably be puzzled to death in
order to form any conclusion whatever In re-
gard te matters that came before him.
Every practical man In this House will agree

Mr. SIFTON.

that it is not necessary a man should be a
lawyer, or that he should be a judge in
order to form a common-sense opinion about
matters in that country.

Well, we appointed Mr. Ogilvie. I am not
going to defend Mr. Ogilvie's reputation;
Mr. Ogilvie's reputation stands alone, It does
not need any defence. We sent a commis-
sion to him authorizing him to look into
these matters. and so far as we are table to
understand from the papers that are before
us. he has looked into them as thoroughly
and as carefully as it is possible for him to
do. He has not shown any disposition what-
ever to shut out evidence. The bon. gentle-
man who makes this motion said that it
was placing Mr. Ogilvie in a very awkward
position. Why ? Because, forsooth, the in-
vestigation miglit reflect on me and mighit
cause me to resign. The hon. gentleman did
not explain how. I cannot understand why,
if an ofilcer whom he appolnted and sent out
to the Yukon district, proves faithless to
bis trust, that is any reason for the Minister
resigning. The bon. gentleman seems to
think so; he said so. He said that if Mr.
Ogilvie found-and this is the gravamen of
the charge of appointing Mr. Ogilvie-that
Mr. Ogilvie who, having marrIed my wlfe's
aunt several years ago, must be very friendly
to me and be very much concerned about
my political future, and if he found out any-
thing that was likely to injure me, he would
have no regard whatever for his oath of
office, or for bis duty as commissioner, but
he would at once burk that evidence and
prevent it from coming out. That is the
suggestion of the hon. gentleman. And to
give point to that he says that there was
danger that something was eoming 'out
which might affect my political future and
force me to resign.

Then he goes on to say that if it was
proven that these officials were corrupt, then
the Minister of the Interlor, If he bad any
respect for himself at ail, would proceed to
resign. Well, I do not think so ; I do not
think that ls the constitational law, or the
constitutional practice. But I will give the
bon. gentleman an authority on the subject.
I do not believe many members of the House
will accept it as an important authorlty,
but I believe the hon. gentleman himself
wIll ; it is the authorlty of Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper, which he will find on page
3035 of the "Hansard," of 1895. It was
In connection with the Government'8 Ourran
bridge. The hon. member for South Lanark
(Mr. Haggart) will remember It. But he did
not resign when that $2,000 was stolen
down at Montreal. Now, what does the
bon. gentleman say ? He says that If the
officials of the Minister of the Interior were
found to be dishonest, If I appointed 1three
or four men and sent them to the Yukon
district and they turned out atter they got
there to be a little too human, and unable
to withstand the temptation offered by, the
gold fields, it would be my duty4to resign.
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Now, what did the Minister do ln a similar
case where a couple of hundred thousand
dollars were stolen, not ln the Yukon dis-
trict where communication was Impossible,
where I could not tell what was golng on,
where I had fnot any check upon the men,
and had not any means In the world of
knowing what they were dolng or how
they were conducting their business, but
down ln Montreal, right under the noses of
the members of the Governent ?

This is what the hon. gentleman says, the
present hon. Postmaster General (Mr. Mu-
lock), and the present hon. Minister of Ma.
rine and Fisheries (Sir Louis Davies), having
taken part in the debate :

Take the criticism of the hon. bnember for
North York (Mr. Mulock), and the evidence given
by the hon. member for Queen's (Mr. Davies), in
regard to those details. What do they relate to ?
They relate to fraud, to trickery, to deception,
to stuffed pay-lists, to all kinds of false pre-
tenses ; and if the case stood there, that the
Government, knowing of that, had done nothing,
the case would be grave indeed against this Gov-
ernment or any Government. But what Informa-
tion, I wk again, has any hon. gentleman ln thi9
House on which tobase a case againat the Gov-
ernment? Do they pretend that they make one sol-
itary eletor ln any part of Canada believe that un-
der a Liberal Government, or under a Conserva-
tive Governnient, under the present Government
of thirteen or fitteen men, you could guarantee
the people of this country against fraud and in-
lquty on the part of men employed by the Gov-
crament ? *'*0

And, If the Government were to fall on that
ground, If the Minister were to lose his stand-
ing-

Not even his position, but his standing.
-on that ground, what would be the position,
of Mittrster after Minister In the Imperial Gov-
ernment ? How about the Ministers who are
responsible for the construction of ships that,
atter having beei: bullt, are almost as speedily
condemned? How about the Ministers respon-
sible for supplying the army with bayonets that
will not stand the sllghtest use ? How about
Ministers whose departments have been Investi-
gated time and time again in reference to other
matters, and who have sbeltered themselves, and
sheltered themselves properly, behind the advice
of experts ?

Now, Mr. Speaker, I just desire to say a
word or two upon that point to show that
the attack which the bon. gentleman makes
upon the character of Mr. Ogilvie as a com-
missloner Is perfectly absurd, and that no-
body knows that it is absurd better than
he does himself. Mr. Ogivie had authority
to investigate all things which occurred ln
regard to those matters up to the 25th off
August, 1898. I cail the attention of the
House to the fact that the charge of the
miners' eommittee was made on the 25th
of August, and If It were true, If It were be-
ieved to be true,Ifit w epe supposed to be
true, it referred to matten whlch had hap-
pened before the 25th of ugst The letter
which the hon. gentleman quoted last night
as being written by Frederlek Palmer, re-
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ferred to matters that had happened before
the 25th of August. The diatribes that ap-
peared In the press throughout Canada, in
one forma or another, were all in regard to
matters that happened before the 25th of
August, and the hon. gentleman bas prac-
tlcally added nothing new to the indictments,
so that M4r. Ogilvie had authority substan-
tially to investigate every charge that we
knew of as having been made, or that we
know of now, against our oflicers in that
country. I do not say that, perhaps, some ef
the men who have made statements, mlght
not have ben referring to something that
happened between 25th of August and some
time In September, when Mr. Ogilvie got
there, but there Is no specifleation of a fact
whieh we can get at Mr. Ogilvle has held
his Investigation and his report Is here par-
tially. He bas sent ln his report as to the
matters whieh he bad, up to that time, In-
vestigated, and whlch he had received evi-
dence upon. We have had this report be-
fore us for a few days. It was copied at
once and sent to the printer. We have had
It only a couple of days, because It could not
be satIsfactorily examined untIl It was
printed. I would ask every hon. member of
this House to read that report and the evi-
dence, and I venture 'to say ýthat there Is not
a fair-mlnded man upon either side of this
bouse who will not say that Mr. Ogilvie
has fairly and honestly tried to discharge
his duty, who wIll not say that he has mani-
fested, all the way through, a desire to get
att the facts and disclose the facts as far as
possible. Did he try to shut out evidene ?
DId he try to bully witnesses and keep them
from bringlng In evidence ? DId he discour-
age eharges ? Mr. Ogilvie begged and Im-
plored the public to come ln and make
charges against the officials. They came ln;
tbey came in by commIttee and by counsel,
and they came ln themselves personally.
However, they Came, ln whastever guise, or
whatever kInd of a charge they were de-
sirous of makIng, Mr. Ogilvie was ready and
willlng to hear them and to heur them to
the fullest possible extent. The evidence
that was taken by that commission will
make a lawyer laugh. If the hon. gentleman
had a commission of judges, do you sup-
pose that men would be allowed to give
evidence such as was given there ? I do not
mean that the Judges would not ask lead-
lng questions ; I do fot mean that the Judges
would not pursue an inquisitorial pollcy ;
not at al], but evidence Is given there, state-
ments are made 4there (that no commission,
inquisitorial or otherwise, would ever have
allowed to be printed as part of the evidence
--statements of the merest hearsay, street
corner talk are put ln there, and men are
allowed to make their statements almost In
any way that they see fit. Mr. Ogilvie was
determined that the Investigation would be
thorougb, and he was not going to allow
any lawyer to dictate to iJm ln regard .otechnicalities or the rules of evidence. We
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bave the evidence before us, although the investigation, we wll provide that that fur-
commission Is not yet completed, and we ther and more complete investigation shall
bave not the complete report. There were take place. But ln order that there shall
three or four gentlemen connected with the be a complete and full investigation, we
service, whose actions had been called In do not deem It desirable and we do not
question, who were not present and who, deem it proper that the question of the
therefore, could not be tried when the evi- administration of this Government, the poli-
dence, which we have, was taken and sent tical responsibility of this Government, shall
down. Mr. Wade, Mr. MeGregor, Mr. Nor- be taken from the House of Commons of
wood, and, I think, another man by the Canada and sent to a commission of judges
name of Bliss, although, whether there was to try. Sir, that is the position whileh the
any charge made against hlm or not I am Government takes In regard to this inquiry.
not sure, went back Into that country in Some hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.winter, over the tee, but they did not get
in there until the evidence whlch we have The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
was sent out. A telegraphie report, that I think I may be pardoned, Mr. Speaker-
bave seen in the press, t ates that these four while not prejudgIng the ca.e at all-I may
men went before the commission, that be pardoned for referring to the fact that
charges were made against some of them, the hon. gentleman (Sir Chaxles Hibbert
that Mr. Ogilvie had completely exonerated Tupper) Is surely very reekless, when in
the whole of them, that, partieularly, Mr. the most unguarded and most unqualified
Ogilvie had investigated ýthe water front language, le charges Mr. Wade with cor-
transaction, which the hon. gentleman re- ruption in the transaction regarding the
ferred to, at such length yesterday, and the water front. When the report-not the
day before, and that he found that there officiai report-but the report ln the presa
was nothing corrupt or Improper ln con- which the hon. gentleman rio doubt Is fami-
needton with it. But I am not ln a posltion liar wlth-ls that this matter bas now been
to say that this is absolutely so. It is a iivestigated by Mr. Ogll'vle, that everybody
newspaper report, and there may le some cofected wththhe transaction e as been
delay ln connection 'with the officiaireport,'Put on oath, and that everybody connect-
as tey have to copy the evdence and get ed ir t-th the transaction as sworn there
the report ready, but I presure- was no corruption and no mpropriety in

ThMINISTERaF MARINE AND connection with the matte.-; sirely it woud
espHe nbesufficient, under those crcumstances, for

that evidence ? the lon. gentleman (Sir Obarles Hibbert
Tupper) to make a much milder statement

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I I in regard to bis bellef respecting that trus-
bave not received It yet. It has not reached action, and surely it would be sufficient fo>r
here yet, but I expect that it wIll reach here t him to walt until the official report gets
in a few days. The information which we :here ln order that we may know whether
have, which comes from outside sources, is there Is any foundation for the idea that
to the effect that the Investigation cf the a further Investigation ought to be held.
charges agalnst these gentlemen, made be- I shall refer for one moment to a trans-
fore the commission, has resulted in the tu- action which the hon. gentleman spoke
tire exoneration cf all of theml. about. I am not going to onalyse the evi-

I wish to say to the House what the posi- dence taken before Mr. Ogilvie, but I shall
tion of the Government, in connection with say here, that you can take a book of
these charges, is. The position Is this : So evidence of that kind and by taking little
soon as charges were made agalnst our offi- extracts from It here and there, you can
cers, we sent a comnission to Mr. Ogilvie- make it look like almost anything. Every
the only man 'who was in a position to in- lawyer knows that. In order for any one
vestigate them, because at that time we to have an intelligent idea as to what Is
could not have sent a Judge in over the ice- proved and what is not proved before that
to make an examination. We had complete commission, It would be necessary for him
confidence ln Mr. OgIlvle's lntegrity and in to sit down and study that book, and I
bis desire to make a thorough and complete venture to say that no man in this House
Investigation. tHe bas made an Investiga- or out of It is competent to decide that,
tion ; we have not yet received his -full re- and to arrive at a definite and reasonable
port ; but what we say In regard to it Is, that conclusion, without apendlng at least one
when we get the remainder of Mr. OgiWlie's solid week ln comparing the varlous por-
report, we wll give ithis whole subject, and tions of the evidence with each other. it
the evidence that Is contalned It It, our happens here and there that a witness
tulleet and most careful consideration. makes a seeming misstatement. For lu-
We will give every fact, every alleged fact, stance, Mr. Faweett made a statement in
that la brought before the Government and one place that a certain woman, Mrs. Koch,

rought before Parliament, our fullest and did not get a claim, while Mr. Faweett in an-
nost careful consideration. And If there other place sayo ehe did get a claim. Thes the jeast ground for flndlng that there emplanation is, that when he was asked at
hould be any further or more complete ftirt, he answered off-hand, accodg to

Mr. SITN.
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his memory, but when he looked up the re-
cords afterwards, he found it necessary to
correct is evidence. If you take one part
of that evidence you would say that such
and such was proved, and If you take an-
other part you would say that such and
such another thing was proved. You can-
not come to any proper conclusion lu re-
gard to evidence of that kind, except by a
thorough sifting and comparison of the
whole evidence, and that would take any
member of this House fully a week, and
then he would not be sure that he had fully
appreciated all the points in connection
wlth It. I looked specially into one parti-
cular case which the hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hlbbert Tupper) referred to at some
length, and he referred to It, I believe, for
the purpose of showing that Major Walsb
had been guilty of some Impropriety In con-
nection with that case. It was the cas-
of Mrs. Koch, who appears to have had
a permit to locate a claim on Dominion
Creek. I examined the evidence In that
case speclally, and in my judgment as a
lawyer, the evidence ln that case simply
proves that Mrs. Koch, who was a cook
or a restaurant-keeper, was Informed by
or through a man named Ambrose Cyrette,
who was an Indian servant to Major Walsh,
that he had overbeard Major Walsh speak-
Ing about permits being granted on Do-
minion Creek. This woman Koch thought
she would like to get a permit and locate
a claim on Dominion Creek. She got an-
other woman to see Major Walsh. It does
not appear, and It Is not stated anywhere
ln the evidence what the other woman said
to Major Walsh, or what Major Walsh said
to the other woman, but the other -woman
came back and told Mrs. Koch that she had
better go and see Mr. Fawcett and ask for
the permit. The woman went to Mr. Faw-
eett, and there the evidence begins to con-
filet. The woman says ln her evidence
that she did not mention Major Walsh's
name to Mr. Fawcett, but Mr. Fawcett says
she did, or he thinks the women did, mentlon
Major Walsh's name. There Is a dispute
about that; but anyway the woman went
there and got the permit from Mr. Faweett.
Fawcett made a mistake; there Is no doubt
about that. He did a foolish thing in giv-
lng a permit. The woman showed the
permit to Major Walsh's brother, and Major
Walsh's brother went upstairs to see hlm.
What happens ?-and this throws Ught on
the whole thing. Major Walsh immediate-
ly after came downstaIrs, and according to
the evidence of Mr. Faweett, and according
to the evidence of the woman, Mrs. Koeh,
he sad : It Is a mistake ; It should not have
been done ; that permit should not bave
been issued. That shows conclusively that
he never intended to authOrize the Permit
to be lssued, and that he was not a party
to it in any way. There le nothlng re-
markable about that trsaction.

19

Mr. FOSTER. Is that all ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. She

gave It up.
The MINISTER O THE INTERIOR.

No, she did not give it back.
Mr. FOSTER. Is that the whole state-

ment of the case ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

Oh, no. Then Mrs. Koch went out and she
located her claim. Major Walsh, when he
said " it Is a mstake," said to Fawcett
something to the effect that the permit
should be got back. The woman was permit-
ted to go out, and Faweett said afterwards,
when he was asked about it, that he did
not think she ever got a claim, but when
he came to look it up, he found she had
gone out and located her claim, filed her
application, and that some time in August,
long after the creek was open to every-
body, this woman had got her claim. Here
we have a thing which n ght have happen-
ed to the most honest officers In the world.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. A

similar transaction might happen in my
office.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPEMR.
Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
might happen in the Prime Minlster's office;
It might happen anywhere.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
do not accept any Imputation from the
ironical " hear, hear," of the hon. gentle-
man (Sir Charles Hlbbert Tupper). I say
that when the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
Hlbbert Tupper) desires to charge me with
anything dishonourable he has got the Table
of the House before him there, and he eau
lay his charge on the Table. After a care-
ful examination of the evidence, I say that
with regard to that transaction, there is
nothing l the evidence that shows com-
plicity or impropriety on the part of any
one, not the least. Here Is a woman
who, like other people there, was trying to
get ahead Of every one else. They all knew
about this Dominion Creek; they were ail
trying to get claims, and the Indian ser-
vaut overheard Major Walsh talking about
it; the news leaked out; this woman got
the permit from Mr. Faweett, and Mr. Faw-
cett admits he was wrong in giVing It. But
where is the suggestion of dishonesty ? Is
there a suggestion that Major Walsh pro-
ftted by that claim being registered ? Is
there a suggestion that Mr. iaweett pro.
fited by It ? And If they did not, and If
It 1s not suggested, where is the question
of dishonesty ? Here la almply a ques-
tion of officiai Information leaking out to
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a servant, and of a mistake belng made
by an officer such as might happen under
any circumstances or at any time, by the
most honest officer ln the world. And, Mr.
Speaker, after all the talk there has been
about the maladministration of the Yukon,
when it comes down to this : that it ls a
question of whether they cau prove that a
cook accidentally got information whIch en.
abled her to get a claim upon Dominion
Creek ; if that is all the hon. gentlemen
opposite have to base their attack upon this
Administration upon, the hon. gentlemen
are entitled to all the comfort they can get
out of It.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
cooks.

They are after the

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
want, Mr. Speaker, to refer for one mo-
ment to the desire of my hon. friend (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) for the purlty of
the publie service, and to the great respon-
sibility which the hon. gentleman, almost
with tears in his eyes-

Sir CHARLES . HIBBERT TUPPER.
Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR-
was prepared to take in this House for the
purpose of purifying the public service,
which, It appears, will never be properly and
honestly carried on, so long as It Is not con-
trolled by the Tupper family. Sir, the hon.
gentleman la wIllng to risk his seat In this
House. It Is not a very valuable commodity
at the present tre. The hon. gentleman.
has abandoned his constituents. His con-
stituents are ln Pictou County, N.S. I be-
lieve he has left his constluency. Not be-
fore his party was almest wiped out of ex-
istence through the Instrumentality of my
hon. frIend the Finance Minister (Mr. Fleld-
Ing) and his friends In that province.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

The hon. gentleman, know that his poil-
tical career In Nova Scotia had come to an
end, has betaken himself to the Pacifie coast,
and he sits la this House vithout responsi-
bility as a member of this fHouse, because
he has no constituents to whom he intends
to return for their endorsation. The hon.
gentleman's prospect for parliamentary hon-
ours ln future depends upon the remote pos-
siblity of his finding a constituency that
will be so mlsgulded and so reekless as to
elect hlm. That Is what the bon. gentleman
bas to risk In this House at the present time;
and the hon. gentleman, in his holy zeal,
says : "J1, with the fulleet sense of respon-
lbility, on acceunt of the great good that

will came to -anada,&m prepared to risk
my seat In this Hose and my chance of
political preferment for all Utme to come."
Well, Mr. Speaker, I have saId that the seat
is not a valuable commodity at the prget

Mr. BiPTN.

time, and I doubt very much If the hon.
gentleman's cbance of politlcal preferment
Is a very valuable commodity to wager,
elther. But the hon. gentleman, a political
orphan, as he Is at present, Is willing to
wager his seat, If he does what ? If he fails
to prove-that is his statement-every state-
ment that is made In that resolution. Sir,
I have choked down his throat several of
them to-day. One of the statements whIch
the hon. gentleman has risked his political
reputation and his chance of political pre-
ferment, If he does not prove, was the state-
ment that these Philps got the minIng per-
mits and mining leases w1ich he recites ln
that resolution. Is he going to prove that ?
I really do not think It would be possible
for a member of this House to make a more
utter and complete exhibition of himself
than the hon. gentleman has done.

Sir, I am not golng to pass this over with-
out reference to one or two other matters.
My hon. frIend the member for South Grey
(Mr. Landerkin) Is one of the oldest and
most respected members of thlis House. I do
not think there is a member on either side
of this House-[ hope there Is not-who has
any unkInd feeling towards the hon. member
for South Grey. At my hon. friend's re-
quest, I sent his son, in a subordinate capa-
clty, with Mr. Faweett's party, when they
went to the Yukon. The young man is there
now, and I am happy to say that he ls doing
no discredit to the hon. member at whose
request he was sent. The hon. member for
Pletou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper), l his
desire to throw discredit on somebody, to
blacken somebody, to show that somebody
was doing something which he ought not to
do, made the statement that the Surveyor
General had written a private and confiden-
tial letter to Mr. Fawcett. The letter will
be found on page 206 of the printed evi-
dence taken before Mr. Ogilvie. The hon.
gentleman refers to this private and conft-
dential letter, and he does so for the pur-
pose of trylng to create the impression that
there la some Illicit and Improper connection
lbetween myself, and the Surveyor General,
and the hon. member for South Grey. No-
thing stops the hon. gentleman; he does not
care whom he bespatters. Here Is the Sur-
veyor General, a man who has for years
been ln the public service, an honoured and
trusted public servant, a man without a
blemlih on his reputation; and the hon.
gentleman jumps up in thie House, and,
without a moment's hesitation, accuses him
of dolng the most Improper and outrageous
tbing. There Is nothing outrageous and no-
thing improper ln what he did. What he
d1d was a perfectly proper thing, and there
le not a man of common sense ln tis House
who wIll MY anythlng else. Here ls the
Surveyor Genera,an old offieer of the Gov-
ernment, wrlting to Mr. Fawett, als old
offieer of the Government They have been
In the Government s ice together for
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many years. The Surveyor General sends
to Mr. Fawcett bis official Instructions ; and
one day, thinking that Mr. Fawcett is out
there, exercising great responsibility, he sits
down and wrItes him a private letter of ad-
vice. Is there anything improper in that ?
Is there any man lin this House who 'would
suggest that there was anything improper
In It ? Yet we have a lecture from the hon.
gentleman, in which he suggests that Cap-
tain DevIlle had done a thing so improper
that it would warrant bis dismissal from
office ; and, In order to throw across the
House a most contemptible imputation upon
my hon. friend from South Grey, he says, at
page 5963 off "Hansard ":

Then, we have the combination of Landerkin
and Landerkin, a member of this House, who has
bis son sent out there. I would say nothing
about It except that in the very evidence that
cc-mes up before this commission there is a pri-
vate and confidential note from one of the Min-
ister of the Interior's officers, asking Mr. Faw-
cett to say a good word for Mr. Landerkin in bis
official report.

I say the hon. gentleman's statement Is un-
true. I say there is no such statement in
Mr. Deville's letter. Things have come to a
pretty pass in this Houle, Mr. Speaker, when
an ex-Minister of Justice, reading from an
official document, printed and in his bands,
will not read it as It is written, for the pur-
pose of casting an imputation upon an hon.
member of this House. Now, this is what
Mr. Deville says:

When you write to us, do not forget to put li
a few words about Landerkin.

Nothing about an official report at all. It
might have been taken to refer to an official
report, but he does not say so.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Go
on.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(readlng) :

I will communicate them to his father, and he
will be pleased.

The hon. gentleman puts in the word
" good "-why ? For the purpose of creating
the impression that I had led the Surveyor
General to communicate with Mr. Faweett,
that he might say a good word, and puff Mr.
Landerkin's son, when he was making his
official report.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Shame.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. It

was a shame.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

I want to call attention to the fact that when
we find a gentleman who cannot or will not
read an official document correctly, but who,
upon the spur of the moment, for the pur-
pose of saying nasty things across the floor
and hurtIng the feelings of a member of this
House, will misread and change the mean-

ing of an official paper which he has in his
hand, it does not seem to me ithat he is a
gentleman whose services the Attorney Gen-
eral requires for the purpose of clearing up
matters in the Yukon.

I want to cail attention to a few of the
things which this hon. gentleman wants to
have referred to a commission of judges. I
will only give a few, but they are fair Illus-
trations of the hon. gentleman's judgment
and discretion as to what It would be proper
to brlng before a commission of judges,
clothed with these special powers and sent
to 'the Yukon district for the special purpose
of making tis investigation. These are a
nunber of things which the hon. gentleman
wants investigated. He wants investigated
the statement lthat I took an opinion frow
the Department of Justice in June, 1898, ani
that Major Walsh violated that opinion in
the previous March. That is one thing the
hon. gentleman wants to have investigated,
namely, that I got an opinion from the De-
partment of Justice in Ottawa, ln June, 189S,
and that Major Walsh violated the terms
of that opinion In the Yukon dis'trict several
months before. I do not care to bother or
delay ithe House-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Go on.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

But the bon. gentleman apparently does not
understand the meaning of the simplest
thing connected with tthese transactions, and
gravely puts into this motion a recital of
'the opinion which I obtained for a specific
purpose. When the Yukon district was sepa-
rated from the North-west Territories, there
were certain liquor permitts which had been
granted by the North-west Territories Gov-
ernment. It was a question of law as to
whether a permit granted by the Territorial
Government, before the separation of the
Yukon district, would be good, and authorize
those holding them to take their goods Into
that district after the separation had iaken
place. I submitted the question to the De-
partment of Justice, and that department
advised me that the permits were good. Con.
sequently, I acted accordingly. The hon.
gentleman reci'tes that opinion, and then he
proceeds to attack Major Walsh for having
done something contrary to that opinion
three months before it is given. I cannot
Imagine Incoherence or silliness going much
further. Then we have-and I think this is
the neatest ithing ln the whole resolution, and
I will trespass upon the attention of the
House by reading it-I think it Is really the
most logicai and pointed thing there Is in
the whole resolution. I would ask rhe
House to observe the date. The hon. gentle-
man to-day was at great pains to correct a
number of dates din connection with his re-
solution, and inasmuch ae he corrected them
all wlth great care and did mot alter this
one, I apprehend ithat thls particular date
has been the subject of much consideration
on his part. On page 6037 will be found the
following paragraph in his motion :-
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That in Dawson City, centaining, at a moderate
estimate, some 25,000 of a population, there was
not, on the 1st April, 1899, a single road, bridge
Qr drain-nothing that might be termed a publie
work ln any form. In Dawson City there was
neither pavement, roadway, drain or ditch, no
water supply, nor lighting ; and the matter of the
disposal of refuse had, up to that date, been one
of individual responsibility only.

This condition of affairs resulted in an epi-
demic of typhoid fever In 1896.
Mr. Speaker, typhold germs must be very
vigorous there. if they should cause an out-
break of typhoid fever before the place had
any existence. And the truth of this allega-
tion is ito be referred to a commission of
judges. And, as my hon. colleague, the
Postmaster ;General, reminds me. the bon.
gentleman has declared from his place luithe
House that If he does not prove it, he will
forfeit Jais seat.

Then the hon. gentleman's resolution goes
on and lie devotes four pages-space is
nothing to -the hon. gentleman-to the state-
ment that four years ago the late Govern-
ment sent up twenty policemen and a sur-
veyor to the Yukon district. What he waats
to refer to the commission of judges, in
addition to this charge about typhoid fever,
are, the varlous aets of the Adminstration
which have taken place from the time we
were charged with it until the present; the
legality of the various actions of the Gov-
ernment: the itinerary of the officers of the
Government, and, so far as e hbas beent
able to get them into this resolution, the
dates when each officer left each particular
place, and if it should turn out that any
one of our officers did not leave the place
on the date the lion. gentleman said he did ln
this resolution, the hon. gentleman will have
to resign his seat in Parliament, because he
has pledged himself to prove all these
charges.

Then he las this startling proposition that
I recommend to the attention of the House.
He Is going to refer to this commission off
jadges the startling allegation that Mr. Mc-
Gregor was a liver.v stable keeper ; that Mr.
Norwood was a non-certificated master of a
whaling vessel ; that unsanitary conditions
prevailed In Dawson Ci'ty, and that abuses
were connected with the issuing of liquor
permits-but no statement as to what these
abuses were. And then he Is going to have
investigated whether Major Walsh did or
did not send a report by each mail. Also,
thatt Major Walsh allowed a woman named
Lucille Elliott-the judges would appreciate
the dlgnity of Investigating this question ; it
would add to the dignity off the bench of
Canada-to keep a eigar-stand and sell light
drinks on Sunday, mixed, presumably, with
stronger liquors, and carried on Improper re-
lattons with this woman ; that the Ministerj
of Marine and Fisheries-who Is a much
worse man than I-has been guilty of the
most outrageous maladministration; that thef
Postmaster General was even worse ; and

Mr. SIFTPON.

that the correspondent of the London
" Times," Miss Shaw, said there was a wlde-
ly spread belief that official corruption exist
ed-not that the belef was well-founded,
but that she said there was such a belief.
That is what the hon. gentleman asas this
House, composed of men of common sense
and judgmen't, to send to a commission of
judges of Canada.

If we could get into the inner hearts of
hon. gentlemen on the other side, I would
like to know how many of them are not
ashamiei that they are in any way respon-
sible for this resolution.

Then, Mr. Speaker, what is the explanation
of all this ? Is it possible that a gentleman
who has been the legal adviser of the Crown
in Canada does not know better than to put
such a farrago of rubbish upon the Table
of the House as he bas done ? Sirý I can-
not conceive that even a gentleman who
could not read a printed return correctly
would not know better than that. I am
driven to the conclusion that the only pos-
sible explanation off the hon. gentleman's
conduct is this-and it is an explanation that
is not creditable to him or to anybody who
.-ets in his support-that he bas framed that
resolution soi that it will have to be voted
down, so that no self-respecting House of
Commons would adopt it. Will any man
from the other side of the House say that
it would bc% a proper thing for this House of
Commons to refer the question of adminis-
tration to a commission of judges ? Woula
any one of them in his sober senses say
that it would be proper to refer to a special
committee of judges such stuif as I have
read from the hon. gentleman's resolution?

(But if ethat was not clear, the hon. gentle-
man bas made it clear. Why ? Because,
not satistied with what I have said, he hab
imported into this resolution an attack upon
a judge of the Superior Court. Sir, the hon.
gentleman is a lawyer, but there is no lay-
men in this House who could not tell hin
that you cannot bring the question of the
conduct of a Superior Court judge before
this Housei in that fashion. Every man In
this House, lawyer or layman, knows that we
have a constitational method provided for
attacking a judge.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the hon. gentleman-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
The Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) le
not so cowardly as is suggested by the
efforts--

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I rise to
a point of order, and ask the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to withdraw
the word " cowardly."

:Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I said that the Minister of the Interior was
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not so cowardly as this interruption would
indicate. I rise-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; order.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

I ask the permission of the Minister of the
Interior to correct him.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Certainly.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The Minister of the Interior, very properly,
proceeded to criticise a position which he
assumes I took; and I know lie would not
be adverse to my correcting him in regard
to Judge Dugas. I did not attack Judge
Dugas as a judge of the Superior Court-

Sorne hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Are these hon. gentlemen the judges ? I
did not attack-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

I speak with the permission of the Minister
of the Interior. Il did not attack, nor does
my resolution attack, the judge qua judge ;
I attack him as a member of the Executive
Council, and also as Judge Dugas--

Some lion. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Let me finish. The position is this-that
Judge Dugas as a member of the Executive
Counil-I may be right or I may be wrong
-has no right to be interested in the mining
interests of the Yukon which he is attempt-
ing to administer under an Act of Parlia.
ment. I also refer to the-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order; order.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
Does the Minister of the Interior object ?

Sir OHARLES TUPPER.
cowards do.

No ; but his

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. I ask
the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) to
withdraw that expression.

Sir CHARLES %HIBBERT TUPPER.
I was about to say that-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. I heard
an hon. member! of this House charseterize
some hon. members as being eowards.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What do you think yourself, Mr. Speaker ?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I refer to an
expression used by the hon. member for
Cape Breton (Sir Charles Tupper).

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
May I finish what I was-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I

have no objection to the hon. gentleman

making a statement, but I do object to bis
making a speech.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I heard an
hon. memoer characterize some hon. mem-
bers of this House as being cowards. I
would like him to withdraw that expression.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Chair.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. mem-

ber for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-
per)-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh! Order.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. What do hon.

gentlemen mean? The hon. member for
Pictou asked permission of the Minister of
the Interior to make an important statement
touching a point which that hon. gentleman
had raised. The hon. member (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) received permission to make
that statement, and he said that the hon.
Minister was not so cowardly as the hon.
gentlemen behind him would make it ap-
pear. What I said was that others were.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I heard the
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Tupper) say
distinctly " those cowards," referring to
some hon. members of this House.

Mr. BERGERON. He spoke of those out-
side the House.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I think the ex-
pression should be withdrawn.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker,
do you wish me to say that I think it was
a bold act on the part of hon. gentlemen
opposite to refuse to allow an explanation
to be made? I said it was a cowardly act,
and I repeat it.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. What I say is
that it is not permitted to an hon. member
of this House to characterize any hon.
members as being cowards; and I think the
hon. gentleman should withdraw the expres-
sion.

Some lon. MEMBERS. Withdraw. Chair.
An hon. MEMBER. Name him.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier). Mr. Speaker, before you proceed,
, would appeal to the hon. gentleman (Sir

Charles Tupper), who is the veteran of this
House. It would be most distasteful that
we should have need to take the unusual
proceeding of naming an hon. member. He
is the oldest member of this House; andl,
for ny part, I should not like to have to take
barsh proceedings against him. But he
knows very well that the expression he has
used is not parliamentary.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would ask the
right hon. leader of the House and of the
Government (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) what he
expects me to say ? Al I sald was that it
was eowardly on the part of hon. gentlemen
opposite--
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Au hon. MEMBER. That is not what you
said.

Sir CH ARLES TUPPER. All I said was
that it was cowardly on the part of hon.
gentlemen opposite to prevent a member
making an explanation which was author-
ized by the gentleman who had the floor.
That is the position I took. I cannot recall
the word; I cannot recall the opinion that It
was cowardly-I did not say cowardly on
the part of any hon. gentleman in particular
but on the part of gentlemen who were in-
terrupting-to deny au opportunity for the
naking of an explanation that the Minister

of the Interior had given the hon. member
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) permission to
inake. What would the righlit hon. gentie-
man do in my place ?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I am very
sorry, but. as I said, I heard the hon. mem-
ber very distinctly characterize members of
this House in these words-" those cowards."
I think the circumstances-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think, Mr.
Speaker--

Soie hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Sir CHAR LES TUPPER. I think, Mr.

Speaker. that you are mistaken in saying
that I said "those cowards." But if I used
those words, and you rule that it is neces-
sary for me to withdraw the statement, I
bow to the decision of the Chair.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Mr. Speaker, I do not--

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I haVe n1ot finiished my statement.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. If
the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert
T!upper) will confine himself to a statement.
I hav' no objection.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
wish also to witbdraw the feeling I had
which was expressed by the leader of the
Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper). I did not
use the language, but I felt just what he
sald. I want to finish the explanation I had
to make. It was, that I did not, nor does
my resolution, attack Judge Dugas as a
Judge of the Superior Court. I understand
that he cannot be impeached-and I want
the Minister of the Interior to understand
my position on that-but, belng a member
of the Executive Council, he is subject to
this sort of attack, as any other judge in the
land would be who should accept a position
outside ofb is ordinary judicial duties to
carry out the ordinary laws of this country.
That .e my position ln reference to him.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
quite anticliated the statement which the

that was the explanation he would give of
it. But, by giving tbat explanation and by
drawing the resolution In this way, he las
shown that he does not understand what he
is doing, and that he does not understand
the position In which he Isf placing himself.
The government of the Yukon territory is
carried on under the Yukon Government
Act, and under that Act the judge is, ex-
officlo, member of the Council, and part of
bis duty as judge is to be a member of that
Council. More than that ; does the bon.
gentleman mean to assert that that rule in
regard to an attack upon a judge is con-
fined to bis action in regard to official mat.
ters ? There is no such rule. The rule is,
tha~t the character or conduct of a judge
cannot be attacked at all in Parliament,
except proper proceedings be taken to im-
peach him. There are authorities to that
effect, but I am not going to bother the
House at this time with reading them, be-
cause I am not golng into a discussion of
constitutional law. But the authorities are
perfectly clear, and have been enforced In
this House before now, that an attack upon
the character of a judge cannot be enter-
talned by the House, unless it is founded
upon proper proceedings, and unless proper
proceedings are taken for the purpose of
enforeing it, and for the purpose of giving
the judge a proper opportunity of defending
himself. But we have bere the hon. gen.
tieman taking this judge, and pitchforking
bis case in amongst the rest, and not givIng
the Judge the courtesy of a notice that his
character Is going to be attacked, or in re-
spect of what it is going to be attacked. The
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well-there
Is nobody In this House of the least experi-
ence In public matters but knows perfectly
well-that no self-respecting H[ouse of Com-
mons, ln view of our law and constitution,
would think of passing a resolution whieh
was a direct Imputation and attack upon
the character of a judge, when no proceed-
ings were taken for impeachment. We all
know that, we all know that the proposition
is Indisputable, and the hon. gentleman bas
violated It, and, if there were no other rea-
sons than that reason alone, the hon. gentle-
man has put his resolution outside of the
pale of the support of this House.

Then, Sir, the hon. gentleman does more
than that. In the course of bis speech, he
goes out of his way to attack the judiciary.
He says that Judge Maguire bas been gullty
of the most outrageous conduct. In respect
of what? :Because Judge Maguire offered
counsel and advice to the Gold Commissioner
in Dawson City. Judge Maguire has been
judge of the North-west Territories, he is
judge of the North-west Territories now, and
any man who is acquainted with the pro.
ceedings of government in relation to that

hou. gentleman lias made. Ay person of country, knows that for many years in the
ordlnary Intelligence,lu reading the resolu- past the judges there did constantly offer

counsel and advice to administrators of the
Mr. SIFTON.
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government in varieus capacities. But it
was counsel of an advisory, of a friendly
character ; it was not paid for ; it was the
advIce wbhlch one high member of the ad-
ministration, removed from the ordinary ad-
vantages of counsel and advice lin other
ways, would naturally give to another mem-
ber of the administration of the district.
And I can imagine nothIng that would be
more absurd than for Judge Maguire to
wrap around himself his robes of office ln
Dawson City, and refuse to give counsel andI
advice to the officials of the Government1
who were in need of it, under circumstancesI
of special emergency. i do not think that
there is the slightest shadow of ground for
suggesting that Judge Maguire was wrong
In giving counsel and advice to the Gold
Commissioner; I do not thInk that there is
the slightest ground for the suggestion that
he was wrong, when he went ln and sat
upon a case which has been brought before
us. the case of Nelson vs. Donnelly.. Wbat
was there wrong about it ? There was a
judge of the Superior Court, there was a
complicated gold-mining case. The law gave
the Gold Commissioner power to deal with
an-d to decide that case. The Gold Commis-
sioner felt himself Incompetent to unravel
the evidence and decide upon the case, and
he asked the judge of the Superior Court to
come and sit beside him to sIft the evidence,
and to give his opinion as to the case. Is
there anything Improper about that ? Why,
the hon. gentleman says, it is an outrage to
bring a judge into a matter of this kind ;
but It is not an outrage to bring a commis-
sion of judges Into a dispute between two
political parties. The hon. gentleman has
In terms advocated a principle ln one place
which he denounces as most outrageous
when the same principle Is applIed, In a very
much modified degree, ln another place, and
when it was necessary In order that jus-
tice might be done. So, I say the hon. gen-
tleman has done ln this case what he ought
not to have done, what he las no liberty to
do, what the principles of our constitution
and parliamentary law do not authorize bim
to do-he las not hesitated to make an un-
warranted and unfounded attack upon the
judiciary of this country, at the same time
that he is argulng that the only men who
are competent to pass judgment upon the
public affaIrs of this country, would be a
commission of judges.

Now, Sir, I want to say a very few words
only about Major Walsh. Major Walsh bas
been violently and bitterly attacked In con-
nection with his acceptance of office, and
withb is conduct of affairs ln the Yukon
district. I have sald already, In a previous
debate upon this same subject, that I bad
known Major Walsh fifteen or sixteen years,
that I had known him as an honourable
man, as a man who had a hlgh reputation
In the public service, as a man who had
courage, who had nerve, who had capacity,

wVho had resource, and who had never failed
ln the discharge of his duty, so far as I

1 knew. That was the reputation which he
had, that was the estimation in which the
people of Canada held him, when he was
appointed to that position. He accepted the
office under the very greatest pressure ; he
had no desire to go; he had a strong desire
not to go, and it was only upon the greatest
pressure by myself, when the urgent neces-
slty of the case at that time. caused me to
thlnk that an experienced officer, like him,
would be of some service to the country-it
was under those eircumstances that he ac-
cepted. I want to say, ln the presence of
this House, that, with all the knowledge
that I have derived from the affairs of gov-
vernment in that district, from the informa-
tion which bas come before me, to this mi-
nute I do not belleve that Major Walsh did
a single act in connection with the adminis-
tration of that terrltory which he did not be-
lieve to be in the best interest of Canada,
and for the purpose of loyally carrying out
his commission. There has never been a
man in Canada that had in so short a time
the same power of being corrupt, and cor-
rupt for his own advantage, as had Major
Walsh. We sent him there with extraordi-
nary power: we sent hlm there when hun-
dreds of thousands of dollars were being
handed around ln the most reckless way and
when large sums of money were belng
paid over on the most shadowy grounds for
claims and varlous kinds of property. We
sent hlm there to do what ? We gave him
power to modify mining regulations, power
to remit the royalty, with practically an ab-
solute control of the entire business of that
.country. And, Sir, we are asked In the Par-
liament of Canada, because this man's cook
got a mining claim, to declare that he was
corrupt. Did you ever hear such a proposi-
tion before put before a lot of sensible men?
Here Is a man who bad absolute control of
the mining operations by virtue of is power
.to modlfy the regulations ; he had power to
change the value of property, power to ele-
.vate the value of property, power to depress
,the value of property, power which would
have enabled him to make hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars without the least difficulty,
if he had been corrupt. But we do not find
to this minute one single reputable man ln
Canada that will stand up, or will put over
his own statement the statement that J. M.
Walsh In any respect violated lis oath of
office, or did anything that was corrupt or
,improper In connection with the transactions
of government.

But, Sir, an Indian servant lets out some
information, and a cook, by a mistake of
the Gold Commlssioner, gets a claim which,
perhaps, she should not have got, and this
is brought before us as a corrUpt act, as
an indictment of Major Walsh and of his
administration of the Yukon. So far as the
hon. gentleman's charges against his private
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character are concerned, I have nothing to
say. I am not here to answer for Major
Walsh's private character, or the private
character of anybody else. I refuse to bel
drawn into a discussion of that kind. But
I will say that I thank God that I stand
here to defend a brave man, to prevent
him from being unjustly traduced and his
character taken away, rather tian in the
place of the hon. gentleman, who is trying
to hound and ,follow him into private life.

We have had lectures from the hon. geh-
tieman in regard to commissions of investi-
gation that have been issued in the past.
We heard a good deal of praise from the
hon. gentleman about a commission issued
by Sir John Macdonald. That great states-
man, in the generosity of his heart and in
the desire for purity of administration, Is-
sued a royal commission. What was it
to investigate ? It was to investigate the
conduet of his political opponents. It was
not to investigate the administration of hic;
own officers. There had been a change of
Government. Hon. Alexander Mackenzie
and his Government went out of power, andl
Sir John Macdonald issued a commission 1

to investigate the conduet of his predeces-
sors in office, for the purpose of trying to
fasten upon them some wrong-doing. This
is the case which the hon. gentleman cites
as a precedent, and as a reason for the
issue of a commission of investigation.
What did the hon. gentleman do, when
their own conduct was called ln question?
The hon. gentleman has heard of the Cur-
ran bridge. He says that an officer of
the Government should be detailed to in-
vestigate the Curran bridge matter, in whichli
$200,000 was stolen.

Mr. HAGGIART.
that was stolen ?

Was it only $200,000

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Two or three hundred thousand dollars.
Who was sent down to investigate ? Whom
did the hon. gentleman (Mr. Haggart) send
down to investigate ? He sent down the
officers of his )wn department, the very
men who were responsible, If anybody was,
In connection with that charge.

Mr. HAGGART. May I be allowed to
answer the question of the hon. gentleman
as' to how that matter was investigated ?
It was investigated by the courts, and in-
vestigated for two months before the Pub-
lie Accounts Committee.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Afterwards.

Mr. HAGGART. It could not be before.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The officers of the department were sent
to Investigate this -matter, to get Informa-
tion, and to examine Into it. That Is what
was done, and what is being done ln this

Mr. SIFTON.

I case ? An offleer of the Government is in-
vestigating the charges, the evidence will
be laid before Parliament, and if any fur-
ther investigation Is required, that investi-
gation will be held. What happens when
we get a little further on ? When we come
to the North-west Territories, when it was
a notorious fact that the Indian tribes of
the North-west Territories were fed with
rotten food, and whereby disease and star-
vation, driven into rebellion, when it was a
notorious fact that the parasItes and friends
of the Government attempted to steal the
homesteads of the half-breeds of the North-
west on the banks of the Saskatchewan
River, when these men were driven Into
rebellion-as peaceable a class of people as
ever lived in any country-when this was
done, what investigation was held ? Did
these hon. gentlemen thInk that the fair
name of Canada required that an investi-
gation should be held, and that judges
should be sent up there to Investigate ?
When, after scores of lives had been lost,
when millions of dollars had been lost,
whea the men who were sent up to that
country to put down the rebellion, had
plundered and robbed the people, were there
any judges sent up to investigate ? Sir,
the bon. gentleman bas a short memory
if he expeets that his talk about the fair
name of Canada is going to Impose upon
any hon. member of this House, or upon
any person in this country or is going to
make them believe that he bas the slight-
est idea of anything except a virulent de-
sire to injure a political opponent by the
action he bas taken ? The fair name of
Canada ! I can tell the non. gentleman
what it is that involves the fair name of
Canada. The fair name of Canada is in-
volved in the eharacter of her public men.
The fair name of Canada does not depend
upon whether a cook gets a minlng claim
that she ought not to get lu Dawson City;
it does not depend upon whether an uIn-
dian dog-driver takes a bribe In Dawson
City ; It depends upon the character of the
public men of Canada, and the hon. gen-
tlemau's resolution is a certificate that, so
far as he knows, there Is nothing against
the public men of Cainada as they are re-
presented on this side of the House at the
present moment. What did the bon. gen-
tleman think when he was a member of
the Administration ? Did he thInk that the
fair name of Canada was suffering when a
member of the Government was driven
from the Government by virtue of the fact
that personal bribery and corruption were
charged against him ? Did he think that
any action would be required to protect
the fair name of Canada when one of his
colleagues was proven to have taken $25,-
000 of money from a rallway subsidy to
corrupt the electors with, and I understand
he admItted It In this House ?

Sir CHAURLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No.
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The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
would say to the hon. gentleman that, so
far as the reputation of Canada is con-
cerned, It has never suffered when a Libe-
ral Administration was in power, and If
there is no change of Government, It will
not be likely to suffer again.

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

After Recess,
Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).

Mr. Speaker, in presenting my observations
to the House to-night, I shall endeavour to
make them as brief as possible, consistent j

with the importance of the subject we are
discussing. I suppose, Sir, that in the whole
history of 'the Canadian Parliament, more
serious eharges have never been brought to
the attention of the House of Commons.
We have here charges involving the whole
Government, but more partlcularly the Min-
Ister of the Interlor, in whose department
the administration of -the Yukon largely lay,
and charges involving also the Postmaster
General of Canada, the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, and the Minister of Customas.
The Minister of the Interlor has declined to
submit bis conduct to an impartial and comn-
petent tribunal of judges, and in bis state-
ment presented to the House to-day, I have
been utterly unable to find that justification
for his course which Parliament might have
expected from him. The hon. gentleman
(Mr. Sifton) did not aet with very much
grace or courtesy itowards the hon. member
for Pitou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper),
when he referred to him in a sneering way
as not risking a very valuable commoditr
at the present time, when the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) was risking his
seat in this House, bis position and reputa-
tion In the country, in preferring his charges
on his responsibility as a member of Parlia-
ment. Well, Sir, I have had the glorlous pri-
vilege of disagreeing with the hon. member
for Plctou (Sir Charles Hibert Tupper) on
important matters of public policy, but I
must say, that I found that gentleman as
honourable and manly an opponent as I ever
met In the Parliament of Canada. His re-
putation from the day be first became a
Minister down to the present hour is such as
should have saved hlm from such a jeer and
such a sneer from the Minister of the In-
terior. As a Minister occpying a respon-
sible posiltion In the Parliament of Canada
for elght or nine years, the hon. member for
Pletou (Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper) can
point with satisfaction and with pride to
the fact, that although he occupled this re-
sponsible position for so long, to-day no
member of the House of Commons, no man
in this country, dare make a charge of per-
sonal corruption or wrong-doing against the
member for Plctou (Sir (harles Hibbert
Tupper). He stands bere to-day with as

clean a record as any Minister who ever
presided over a department of Government.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. WALLAOE. Yes, and It comes with

ill-grace from the Minister of the Interior
(Mr. Sif ton), who, now two years and a
half in office, was nat a Minister for six
months until scandals were charged against
him and is department, until charges were
made, and until to-day these charges have
culmina'ted In the most direct, the most posi-
tive, and the most foreible indictment ever
made agalnst any Minister durlng the twenty
years I have been in this Parliament. It
comes with ill-grace from that Minister (Mr.
Sifton) to make the sneering allusion thatt
Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper's seat was not
a valuable commodity at the present time.
Mr. Speaker, I would a hundred times
rather stand In the proud position of the
member for Pictou, occupylng a seat on the
Opposition benehes-even were I to be In
opposition all my political career; I would
a thousand times rather that than occupy
the position of the Minister of the Interior
to-day. What is the position of the bon.
gentleman (Mr. Sifton) ? The department
over whieh he presides is charged with the
most corrupt transactions, dishonest officials,
dishonest acts by whIch he himself is sur-
rounded and entangled ; his partners, the
men closest to him ln his own constituency
charged with corruption ; all these wInding
a web around the Minister of the Interlor
(Mr. Sif ton), who, if those charges be true,
was -the centre and promoting figure ln the
wrong-doing that have taken place. I say,
Sir, I would rather a hundred times occupy
the honourable position of the member for
Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) in this
House, than occupy the position which the
Minister of the Interior does. We had the
boast of the Minister of the Interlor some
time ago that If any one dared on bis re-
sponsibility as a member to make those
charges, he would make hlm rue the day he
did so. What becomes of bis boasting now?
He (Mr. Sifton) saId in this House :

I challenge the member for Pictou, or any man
lin this House, to lay upon the Table of·the House
the charges he has to make,-
Not, as stated by the Minister of the In.
terlor this afternoon, the charges that the
Minister of the Interior would want him to
make, but the charges which the member for
Pletou wants himself to make. Sir, the
hon. genleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
had made these charges. Further, the Min-
Ister (Mr. Sifton) said:
-and If he declare his ability to substantiate
them by evidence he wll get this investigation,
and I will be able to convince the hon. 'gentle-
man who makes that charge that discretion on his
part would have been the -better part of valor.

Where is the proud boast of the Minister
of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) to-day ? The
charges have been made, and where Is he
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to make the hon. member for Pietou (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) regret, and to show
him that discretion is the better part of
valor. To-day we have the humiliating spec-
tacle of a Minister, charged specifically, as
no other Minister has ever been in this
Horse, with accumulated evidence, and point
after point made definitely, complaining that
the resolution took an hour and a quarter to
read ; whicl simply means that the multi-
plicity of the charges, definitely and speciflie-
aily stated, is so great, and the maladmin-
Istration of his department during the short
time that he has been In charge of it, In one
branch alone, is so extensive, that the reci-
tal of those charges takes an hour and a
quarter. It shows still further that the hou.
member for Pictou has not failed courage-
ously to give full particulars of the evi-
dence by which he substantiates the char-
ges which he has made. Why, Sir, I have
been amazed, when listening to the state-
ment of the Minister of the Interlor this
afternoon, at seeing the course which the
Government propose to take. Look at any
other country under the sun which has as
full a measure of self-government as we
have In Canada ; go to England, the mother
of Parliaments and of free government, and
what do you find there ? The public men
of England, those entrusted with the respon-
sibility of office, are most jealous of their
reputations, and they are continually on
the watch to proteet their departments from
the tongue of scandal. Go to the United
States, too. Last year we saw a thorough
investigation, because there were charges
of wrong-doing on the part of the Govern-
ment which Implicated the head of the De-
partment of War. That investigation was
most thorough. No Minister would have
dared to burk It or prevent aý full inquIry.
And look at the history of our own country.
until to-day, and we find that the Govern-
ment were anxious and willing-because
they had to be-to have an investigation into
any charges of wrong-doing made against
them. And, Sir, why should It not be so ?
Every Government is day by day upon its
trial. A Government exists by having its
acts criticised and examined, and it cannot
refuse to permit an Investigation into its
affairs. What are we here for ? We start
in to investigate. I am free to confess that
our investigations have often been hindered
and delayed by the Inertness of the Gov-
ernment, their want of responsibility to the
demands of Parliamenit, their imaginlng
that they are superlor to Parliament, and
that wheu Parliament makes an order they
cau obey it or neglect It as their faney
pleases. The theory of our Government, and
the practice, too--although it may be stopped
for a time-ls that the Parilament of Can-
ada la the supreme arbiter of the affairs of
the nation. It 1s true, In this Government
we have the extraordinary spectacle of eaeb
Minister being a law unto himself. We have
not that government by Governor In Coun-

Mr. WALLACE.

cil that would combine all the wisdom of
the Government to secure harmonlous and
united action ; but we have, as glas often
been shown in this House, more particularly
during the present session, each Minister
running his own department without any
reference to or regard for other departments.
What bas been the result ? Just the other
day we saw the humiliatIng spectacle for
those who were engaged in it-and a spec-
tacle that was humiliating also to the whole
Parliament of Canada-of one Minister writ-
ing to a company : "Go on with your enter-
prise, the Government; of Canada give you
their sympathy and support, and will help
you along with it "; and another Minister
at the very same moment planning a whole
campaign to do the work himself and to
take away the business from this company
to which the Parliament of Canada had giv-
en a charter. So the Government is largely
a Government by each Minister, regardless
of the Premier and the other Ministers, who
ought to be consulted in order to have bar-
monious action.

Now, with regard to some statements
made by the Minister of the Interior to-day.
He thought he was doing a very clever and
a very brilliant thing when he referred te
the hon. member for Pictou as having put
into his resolution the statement that in
April, 1899, there were no streets, drains or
sanitary arrangements in Dawson City, and
that that was the cause of the typhold fever
in 1896. Every one knows that 1896 referred
to the year 1898, In which there was an
epidemie of typhoid fever. But even sup-
posing that epidemic lad taken place In
1896, the statement of the hon. member for
Pictou would be as consistent and logical
as could be desired. The meaning of the
statement, and the statement itself, is this :
that from the erection of the first building
in that city until the lst of April, 1899,

there were no streets, drains or sanitary
arrangements; and for any period previous
to that in which typhold fever had broken
out he might very properly put the blame on
the Government, so far as the Government
could be responsible for failing te provide
these sanitary arrangements ; and the Gov-
ernment must assume full responsibility,
and why ? Because they have instituted
no form of municipal government but that
which they have authorized from here. They
have appointed their- officers to rule and
govern In every direetion, and I say It Is a
crylng shame that in a place of 25,000 or
more, with the Government drawing In
money from every source, they have falied
to provide such arrangements. It must be
remembered that the inhabitants are nearly
all men, and that, therefore, they would
consume nearly as much produce and pay
as much customs duties as five or perhaps
ten times that population In ordinary parts
of' the Dominion. They bave an enormous
revenue from customs, and they have a large
revenue, or should have a large revenue,
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from their 10 per cent tax upon the products
of the mines. But If they had no sources of
revenue, and If the people by the mere force
of circumstances and necesslty congregated
li large cities in any part of Canada, It
would be the duty of the Government of
Canada to provide the necessary municipal
and sanitary machInery and regulations ln
order to protect the lives of the citizens of
the country. This they have utterly falled
to do, and the only answer of the Mlnister
of the Interior Is, "Oh, he made the mis-
take of putting 1896 Instead of 1898." The
difference in the date is immaterial. The
only question is when did the typhold fever
break out in that city ? The typhold fever
broke out ln 1898, and It was caused by the
want of care of the Government, and the
Government must assume the responslblUty
for that negligence.

There is another point. The hon. Minister
of the Interior referred to the fact that Mr.
Philp and Mr. Burnett and some other per-
sons, whom the bon. member for Pietou men-
tlons in his statement of charges, on page
540 of Votes and Proceedings, applied for
and obtalned leases of good placer minIng
or gold dredging areas in the Yukon district.
These parties were:

A. E. Philp, said to be of Brandon.
A. E. Philp, said to be of Ottawa.
G. Philp, said to be of London.
J. A. Philp, said to be of Ottawa.
A. D. Cameron, said to be of Ottawa.

And so on. I understood the hon. Mininter to
say that not one of these had recelved a
license to dredMp In the Yukon. If that
were the case, theve is much behind it. There
Is much f trther on, which ineludes the Bur-
netts and the PhIls and all these. Wbat Is
that :

That the said Philp, heretofore a partner of
the Minister of the Interior, represented in wrIt-
Ing that he was engaged in a dredging venture
in the Yukon, and endeavouring to Induce an-
other to Join him, representing ln writing that
Mr. Sifton, Minister of the Interior, and Major
Walsh were also interested with him, but that
their names could not alppear, as he wrote, "for
obvious reasons."
The Minister of the Interior did not refer to
that.

Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, he did.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.

Whart did le say ?
Mr. MeMULLEN. Read "Hansard," and

you will find out.
Mr. WALLACE. He sllpped through that

like greased lightning. It was a very dam-
aging statement, and he did not want to
read it. He sald that no one of thoe
parties received a dredging Ulcense, and he
took up the return, wbich hie sid the hon.
member for Pietou should have ln his hand.
What does that return show? Not that not
one of those had received a dredgIng ilenise.
Here la one item:

A. E. Philp, of Brandon, Man., and the river
or creek on which he had got his license was the
Klondike.

Of all the rivers in the world, the Klondike,
and how much did be get ? Twen'ty miles
of the Klmdlke, for which he paid $2,000. I
think that a mining location up there Is
about 259 feet one way by 50 feet another.
250 feet aeross the creek would mean more
than twenty licenses in one mlle, but here
are twenty miles. Multiply 20 by 20, and you
have 400 mining claims granted on the rich-
est river ln the world. Yet the hon. Minister
of the Interlor says that not one of these
parties got a mining ilcense. WIth his own
report in his hand, the Minister of the In-
terior makes that statement.

Mr. McMULLEN. Does the hon. gente-
man not know that there is a difference be-
tween mining claims and dredging claims ?

Mr. SPEAKER. Just allow me to repeat
what I have already had to say before, and
that is, that when an hou. member desires to
interrupt, he must ask permission of the
member who has the floor.

Mr. WALLACE. Yes, and you may tell
that to the hon. member for North Welling-
ton flve tmes a day for a hundred days, and
he will utterly disregard t the next day.
That Is my experience. He asks If I do not
know the difference between a mining lease
and a dredging lease. I eau say that If on
the bank of a river, you have to dig down
twenty or thirty feet through clay or rock or
sand, and if, right alongalde, la the bed of the
river, you have the whole mine exposed, I
tbink I would prefer a dredging to a mining
lease. Calculate twenty mining leases to the
mile, along the length of thet river, and you
have 400 dredging and mining licenses, and
you cat mine on a dreging license just as
well as on any other license. And all that
was got on the payment of $2,000--all that
twenty miles, which Is one-half of the valu-
able portion of the Yukon river.

The charge was first that the Minister had
partners, or these who had been his partners,
who were getting these lcenses, and the
charge Is made here In no vague and indefl-
nite way, but by a positive statement, that
this Mr. PhIlp, who had been a partner of
the Minister of the Initerlor, wrote that he
had a dredgIng lease in connection with the
Minister of the Interior and Major Walsh,
but that for obvlous reasons the names of
these gentlemen could not appear openly in
thlis transaction. And this declaration was
made, not by a man who, the Minister saId.
was so innocent and Ignorant that he did
not know, when writing ont his applieton,
tha.t he did not reside lu Ottawa, but gave
the clerk to understand, by his Innocence,
that he llved In the city of Ottawa Instead
of In the city of Brndon, but It wasmade
by a former partner of the Minister. WIth
that seriouscharge,, and a large number of
other serious chargS made agabst the Min-
ister, we dind him, after his vaLn boasting
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that if any one dared to put hls name to a If they arrive at any conclusion. So that
charge and place it on the Table, he wouldthe Parliament of Canada, to whom the
make him bitterly regret having done so, judges will report, ant the people of Can-
shirking his promise. Where is his courage ada behind the Parliament, will be the final
to-day, wbere is bis pledge to the Parliament court of appeal Ithis case. We want
of Canada ? Does he propose to-day to have these matters investigated; we want the
an investigation or an impartial Inquiry into public to be informed of ai the circum-
these matters ? No, Sir, the Minfster stances n connection with the natter.
off thxe Interlorj notwithstanding the array That lnqulryIs to be, denieo. They say:
of definite and specfle charges matie, Mr. Oglve Pas been sent Up there; Mr
intends to fail back upon the Jc that Ogilvie is apconpetent mai, a ma with a
he tbinks lie lias under luiS cOntrOl igth eputaton and, therefore, ater Mr.
What are the charges? For Instance, One Ogplvie las investgated an reported, tere
that the Hon. liford Siffton, Minister of is noting further te do. Mr. Speaker,.1
the Interior, as beenidlty onf seandalous ntirely dissent frein that proposition. I say:
neglet, delay and mismanagement im the l the first place, as lias been stated by
administration of bis department in the Yu- te on. member for Pietou, tat the in-
kon aother that the Govermst onf Can- vestpgation was starte oeIn a way that
ada appointed, on the recommendation of would almost kilItatte aeutset. No pro-
the Hon. Oifford Sifton certain officiais vision was made for the payment orwît-
wheo were Incapable, inompetent, ineffi- nesses. You expe t men to cone from Ial
nent and corrupt, te positions requirlng ex- parts oftire Yukon, from the four corners
perience, tenical knowdege ant Integ- off the eartmbr tor Pteto thot thes

rity of character; anoter that the Hon. of wrongw-dong at thedr own expense. Men
Clifford Sifton, Ministereofmheninterlor,n las will tot do 1t. Then, If there were wrong-
been gullty of favouritism anti partialIty doIng, it was committeti, net only by the
in the administration of tce laws and re- officias, but by those whe pati them or
gulations applicable to the district of te bribettem to do wrong. nt cso fjustfi-
Yukon in the Nort-west Terrtorles. Andtoocation n law to say that they could no
s it ges on witl serous charges against get their rhts unless they paiat money to
the Minister off the Interier, aInst iher bribe the officiais, anise these men are
Ministers anof against the officiais. amenable te the iaw. There was n pro-

But these gentlemen ofty: Oh , we are vsion, elther, for the payment orf wtnesses
not responsible for the actstof our officiais, or for ther protection If they exposeti
Mr. Speaker, formysesf, anT speaki g only wrong-doing l which they t emselves were
for myself, Ioanw strongly in favur of theioncerned. Ths was enough to block the
doctrine off ministerlal responsibility. We Investigation. But, as if that WaS not
know that some years ago an Investigation enougi, thee mie was madie that there shoulti
was heli ol the case ofrne Minister of be no investigatlon of aets commtted after

rn, Sr Hector Langevin It was the 25t August, 1898.

th these gentlemery :nOhewe ar

not proven that l any case Sir Hector August allswrong-dong tii fot cease. The
Langevin lad receiven a dollar of money Minister of the Interlor said : Wly, yen
improperly. But tnmey sald: wrong-doin are goingt try men on charges respectIg
was gotng on your departmentg; you were thngs that tley lad not committetiwhen
the watel-dog; yeu were the ustodan of the charges were made.
thie Public Works,, anti as sucli you faileti like a trial ln court; thls Is Inquisitorial-
tu detect wrong-doIng. An Sir Hectr it Is an investgation. Te Government
Langevin had teleave h Cabinet.r as- srom continues n existencer; toeyf monnet
sert ope same doctrine f ministeral re- abdIocate on ne 2g5th August; tley SUl
sponsIbilty to-day. it will neut do for tI control the management of afairs. If this
Minister te say : appointet officersa they were a Goverlment that deslre wfaIrly an
were a thousant miles away, antiIf they honest y tesearc out wrongdong where
diti wreng, Idlsclalm ail responsiwlity. M r. it exIsts, they would give Instructions for
Speaker, ere was a succession off office- a thoeroug Investigation up te fixe Very
boîiers agalnst whom charges were madie day the investigation was held. Why ot
I whose cases the heu. member for Picn- rm there asy reason lh law, i*ny reason
tou demants an Investigation, an Impartial lu fair-play or commfn sese w y suc a
Investigation by jutiges off the lanti, a thlng -sioulti net be dune? 1 know of
thoroughlivestgaton. The Mnister tf none; 2h au sure the peple r onthe
the Interlor assumes that thls is like a demanti that there be a ful investigation,
trial before a jutge andi that a man late that ail the cases of wrong-doing shale
be ffound guilty or net gulty ; anti If feuntgene Into. They tell us tht Mr. Ole
guilty, jutigment la to be pronouneetby himplored penpge te co e forward an wgive
the court. But, Sir, we are the court, we evidence. Re mlght implore men t ieave
of the Parilament olf Canada are the ines ther $10 alnd $2 a day te one angive
who are to receve le report of the JutIges evidence and ; theyrisdiofd belug incar-
weth the eamence taken before them, and cerate for wrong-dotnhe2t AM ;ve coultl
an conlion toeawhIh thehave ardrte lont ear these men frm athefpnai oft

Mite toLsay C pone fies hywr oenet htdsrdfil n
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the law ; no such power was given hlm.
So, Mr. Ogilvie vainly implored men to
come and tell that they had broken the
law in conjunction with Government offi-,
cals. And now hon. gentlemen opposite
say : Look at the investigation ; it has not
disclosed this or it has not disclosed that.
The marvel to me is that it has disclosed
as much of the rascality and the wrong-
doing as t lias.

There is another charge of wrong-doing;
for instance, there Is a charge that there
was a lease of the water front to two men,
Morrison and Macdonald. This water front
was very valuable ; It was the centre of
the town, a town built within very narrow
limits, and the business was done along
the water front. Morrison and McDonald
got a lease of land. We were told two
or three different stories in this House
about that lease. First, the Minister told
us there was a lease carefully drawn up
giving ail the restrictions and so on. Later
on, the Minister was forced to admit that
there had been no lease at all. Mr. Faw-
cett, I think, swore before the court that
there was a lease, and that he signed It,
and that he was compelled to siga by some
Influences that he did not emplain very
clearly. Apparently, he was compelled to
sign this lease. Now, I would like to have
the lease produced ; I would like to have
some information about It. The state-
ment is openly made that the lawyer who
had this matter ln haud, who was acting
for the Government on one hand and for
the lessee on the other, got a retaluer fee
from these gentlemen of $ï,000. I think
that the charge Is of sufficient serlousness
to warrant a full and thorough Investiga-
tion to ascertain what are the facts with
regard to it.

Yet the Ministers tell us by their course
to-day, that they are not going to permit
these charges to be 'Investigated. Why,
Mr. Speaker, every one up there appeared
to be a law unto himself. There was no
authorIty that they would not exercise,
whether they had the power or not. In the
first place, I think the tiovernment utter-
ly misunderstood the situation. They fail-
ed to realize the Importance of the country
and the conditions unde: which their ad-
ministration of It was to be carried on.
Why, the Minister of the Interlor (Mr.
Sifton) tells us to-night that as soon as
he knew that, he went to work with the
greatest expedition. SIr, the records prove
exactly the contrary. The records prove
that these gentlemen did mot at any time
realize the facts, or If they dd realize
them, there were some siniste- iniuences at
work preventing ithem from ary ag out
Improvements and making the iaws effec-
tive, admlnistering the afairs of govern-
ment, and doing what a Government ehould
do, having no municipal authorities there.
But they utterly misunderstood the situa-
tion. The records show that lu August,

1896, Mr. Ogilvie warned the Government
of the fact.

Mr. Ogivie reported to the Department or the
Interior the richness of the gold deposita, and
advised them that a great development was ex-
pected, and that a great rush was likely to be
made to the Klondike.

Even In 1894 the Government sent up a
small squad Of the North-west Mounted
Police ; and I myself, as Controller of Cus-
toms, appointed the sergeant-major of police
as collector of customs, and thousands of
dollars of customs duties were collected
there In the year 1894. The Government
knew these things. In 1896 Mr. Ogilvle re-
ported that a great rush was likely to be
made for the Klondike. They had full know-
ledge of these things ln the fall of 1896.
What was done ln 1896 ? The Government
simply folded their arms and did nothing.
While they were sitting here ln Parliament,
ln March, eof 1897, the Government had lu-
formation from Mr. Ogilvie of the enormous
richness of the Klondike ; they did not com-
municate that information to Parliament or
to the people, it was apparently locked up
In the minds of the Government, or ln their
records laithe department, and the Minister
of the Interior, for some purpose which we
do not know to-day, and which we can only
surmise, did not let the people of Canada
know, ln March, 1896, as he should have
done, the report that Mr. Ogilvie had made
of the enormous richness of the gold fnd-
ings. But it appears that In July or August,
1897, returnIng Klondikers coming out with
enormous quantities of gold, set the whole
country on fire. Well, many people went ln
then, but the Government knew there would
be an enormous Influx of settlers next year.
The whole country, the whole% of Europe,
Australia, South Africa, the United States,
were amiazed at the marvellous reports f£rom
the Klondike, which had been verifûed and
found to be accurate. Then, If at any time,
the Government might have been expected
to do their duty, but there was a supine-
ness, a negligence, a carelessness, a disre-
gard of everything exceptIng one thing. We
found that there was to lbe a railroad buit
in there, we found It under cireumstances
that have made the people of Canada sus-
picious ever since that behind that railroad
scheme there was the most enormous piece
of Jobbery that Oanada has ever seen, uand
there was too, Mr. Speaker, there is no
doubt about that. If these men had got that
enormous heritage that they were to get in
the Yukon regions for building that narrow
gauge tramway, they would have made tens
upon tens of millions of dollars prodt at a
very small expenditure indeed. But outslde
of that there was apparently very little done.
As bas been pointed out by the hon. mem-
ber for Pletou they negleeted santary pre-
bautions, they neglected all those things
that they had taken upon themelves to do.
If they had esbHshed municipal govern-
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ment, If they had givea the people the
management of their own affairs, then they
might have said : We have conferred powers
upon the people and If they negleet them it
will be to their own cost. But the Govera-
ment here delegated no powers to the people,
gave them no opportunities. I am not find-
ing fault with them for that, If they had
justifled the retention of power by them-
selves by doing what was required ln the In-
terest of humanity and of civilization. But
they falled entirely lu their duty, and the
Minister of the Interlor Is the one, I pre-
sume, upon whom rests whatever responsi-
bility there is. Then I say that not only
was the Minister of the Interior responsible
for wrong-doing, but other Ministers are
also. Take the Minister of Customs (Mr.
Paterson), who is so calmly slumbering-and
I hate to raise my voice for fear I will
awaken him. We are told that a vessel was
taken ln there ant transferred to the Cana-
dian Register because it could then do the
local business, and that although that ves-
sel was worth $60,000 before it was taken
in, they valued it at $10,000. That is the
statement we hear. We would like to hear
from the Minister of Customs an explanation
of that transaction. I have no doubt we
will. But I only mentioned this te show
that not only the Minister of the Interior
but other Ministers ln other departments
were negligent of their duty. It is charged,
too, that the Minister of Marine and Fish-
erles (SIr Louis Davies) appotated a man
with a most unsavory record to be an In-
spector. Well, Sir, If the Minister cf Ma-
rine and Fisheries has any defence to make
to that, and to the further charges that are
made here against him-because there are
other charges besides that-

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERtES. Not against the MinIster of
Marine and Fisherles.

Mr. WALLACE. Oh, yes:

That the laws respeting the certifleates of
masters and mates have not been properly en-
forced In the Yukon district, but uncertificated
officers, and officers disqualified, have been per-
mitted to act as officers upon Canadian regis-
tered vessels, contrary to law, to the detriment
of Canadian mariners holding certificates under
Canadian laws.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. That Is the Minister of Ous-
toms.

Mr. WALLACE. No, that 1s the Minister
of Marine and Fisherles. The Minister of
Customs does not give certificates to masters
and mates.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, but he sees whember they

Mr. WALLAOE. The charge is that these
men have been given certificates, and offieers
disuled have 'been permitted to act.

Mr. WALIAACE

Look at that statement ln the London
"Times," and last year the hon. Minister

of the Interior sneered at the London
" Times," as he does at everything that does
not suit himself, but you cannot afford to
Ignore statements that are made in papers
of such great authorIty and infiuence as the
London "Times."

Mr. MeMULLEN. Or the Toronto "Mail."
Mr. WALLACE. "Or the Toronto 'Mail,'"

the hon. member for North Wellington (Mr.
MeMullen) says. The correspondent of the
London "Times," who vislted that country,
said 

It is deplorable to have to admit, but It la
ile to ignore the fact that the administration

of the Klondike district and the relations which
exist between the representatives of the Gov-
ernment and the public leave almost everything
to be desired. The population remains, on the
whole, orderly and law-abldlng, but itis in an
open and emphatically expressed anticipation of
changes which, to 'give 'satisfaction, must In-
clude within their operation both the system
and the personnel. To put the position as plain-
ly as is daily and hourly stated on the mining
fields and in the streets of Dawson, there is a
widely prevalent conviction not only that the
laws are bad, but that the officers through whom
they are administered are corrupt. It is hard
on innocent and upright individuals whose ad-
ministrative duties may be performed with scru-
pulous integrity to be associated in the sweep-
ing charge which is made against the whole
offcial body, but there la no disguising the uni-
versal dissatisfaction, and innocent and guilty
stand at present together. It is impossible to
talk for five minutes on business with any one
on the mines or la the streets without soma
allusion occurring to the subject, and it la a
painful experience for Englishmen proud of the
purity of the British system of government to be
compelled to listen to the plain-spoken com-
menta of Americans and forelgners.

It is humiliating to every Canadian to
know that such things are stated in the Lon-
don "Times," and scattered broadcast, with.
out any contradiction being given te them.
The contradiction made by the Minister of
the Interlor Is not worth anythIng, because
his dental here to-nlght of thIngs that are
recorded against hlm, his simple denial of
this commission, his refusal to have a thor-
ough Investigation, shows that he ia not de-
sirous of having the whole truth come out
In regard to these matters. Take another
point, and It is the supineness and careleps-
ness of the Government from start to fnish.
They appolated Major Walsh wIth a great
flourlsh of trumpets to the world, and point-
ed to his reputation for bravery, saying :
You want a brave man up there. Well, I
have been in British Columbia ; I bave been
In the minîag regions of Rossland, where
six or seven thousand minera from all parts
of the world are congrgted. When I was
there, Constable KIrkup was the only offi-
cer amongst the whole six or seven thousand
people. Yon could go through the streets of
Rossland any hour of the day or night in
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perfect security. Patsy Clarke told me that
he never saw anything like it. He said that
he had been ln the minIng regions of the
United States, where he bad 100 American
soldiers protectIng himself and his men, and
he added : "I did not feel as secure as I
do ln Rossland with a population of 6.000
or 7,000 and only one policeman. The Gov-
ernment sent up 200 of the permanent force
of Canada, and I am told that they also sent
up 250 of the North-west Mounted Police. I
understood, of my own knowledge, that only
175 police were sent up. That would make
450 altogether. Have they demonstrated
the necessity of that great force ? Look at
the enormous cost of maintaining those men
there, and the enormous expenditure entail-
ed ln sending them In. Look every way,
and you see the grossest extravagance, the
grossest mismanagement, the most culpable
neglect and carelessness In every direction.
Major Walsh, as I say, was heralded as a
courageous and brave man, and he was to
be placed where brave men were required.
ne was called out In hot haste, apparently,
because his services were required as an ad-
minIstrator, as one who should be ln charge
of the Mounted Police and the military force
and who should control the whole govern-
ment of the Yukon. He received his appoint-
ment on the 17th August, 1897; I thlnk
that is the date of the Order In Council ap-
poInting him. We beard that, although Ma-
jor Walsh was appointed-and I certainly
was amazed to hear lt-he was not golng out
just yet. There was this extraordinary in-
flux into that country, the necessity for
soldiers and Mounted Police, the necessity
for a strong band, such as Major Walsh
possessed, and whih justified his appoint-
ment; but Major Walsh goes waltzing around
the province of Ontario. He does not start
for the Yukon on the 17th of August, nor the
18th of August, and the 18th of the next
month still finds him In Ontario. It was not
until the 27th of September that he started
for the Yukon, and he stopped at Winnipeg
and some place else. Then, when he was
stranded on the way, we have the hon. Min-
Ister of the Interior telling us that be was
not to go Into Dawson City at all, where the
miners were, where tens of thousands of
people were, and In the direction of which
they were expected to be rushing, but he
was to stay at some wayside station. He
wah appointed on the 17th of August; he
reached his destination on the 21st of May
of the following year, nine months after-
wards. What was the country doing ? You
see, these men take a long time to come In,
but, when they are coming out, although
they have to walk the stream, they do it ln
a very much shorter time than when they
go In. ThIs Is one example of the bad man-
agement of this department. Here 18 a man
whose presence, we were told, was neces-
sary in the Yukon, a man of courage and
energy, a man who could control these un-
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ruly elements that were going up there, and
that would be a menace to free government
and British institutions. There was no ne-
cessity for that large force of soldiers, or
for all those mounted policemen. It was, I
do not know why, a period of Incapacity and
of blundering. This Government, that boast
that they are a business Government, that
tbey have, ln themselves, the business facul-
ty to a greater degree than any Government
that ever preceded them, although they have
been most fortunate ln many ways and bave
had the current running with them, at every
step they have taken In connection with this
matter to which I have called the attention
of the House, have been guilty of misman-
agement and blundering.

Mr. MeMULLEN.
again.

Give us that over

Mr. WALLACE. I might repeat it, Mr.
Speaker, a hundred times, and it would not
have the slightest effect on the hon. member
for North Wellington.

Mr. McMULLEN. We have heard it more
than that already.

Mr. WALLACE. I say that the whole
course of the Government has been one of
colossal and extravagant expenditure. They
have taken funds that they have collected
from the percentages given by the miners,
from the customs returns, from the pay-
ments that were made by miners on their
claims, and from all the sources, and they
have expended all these moneys. I do not
know the particulars, but I would like to
know the full particulars of the course that
the Government take in the collection of
their revenues there, particularly In refer-
ence to the Department of Customs. It ap-
pears to me that in that community, whIch
consumes an enormous quantity of goods,
which paid the highest duties, such as liquors,
tobaccos, wines and ales. we ought have had
a very large revenue from it. The Min-
ister of Customs (Mr. Paterson) gave me the
statement, so far as he had received it, but
these returns were not of very recent date,
and were, I an sure, not satisfactory to the
Minister (Mr. Paterson) himself. And now,
with regard to the Postmaster General, who
is absent to-night.

An hon. MEMBER. He is up in a back
sea:t there.

Mr. WALLACE. If any Minister utterly
neglected his duties it is the Postmaster Gen-
eral of Canada. When a new population
gathers ln any part of the country, the first
duty of the Government is to provide It
with mail facilities. Upon the drst knowl-
edge the Government had of the enormous
flnds of gold, the Post Office Department
should have Immediately organized a scheme
for transmitting the mails. Indeed, Sir, If
that had been done, it would have saved
the Government many times over the neces-
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sary expenditure 'that would be incurred.
The Postmaster General failed In his duty,
and as I understand from his own state-
ment, he made no proper arrangement for
carrying the mails until this very date, the
first of July of the present year. The
Mounted Police, and other agencies were em-
ployed in ithe mail service ; but as Faitih
Fenton tells us in the " Globe," couriers
were charging $1 a letter, and thousands of
people were glad to pay that high sum to
have their letters taken out. That is an
extraordinary state of affairs. The Govern-
ment themselves were the chief sufferers
from the neglect of the Postmaster General.
They have h'ad to confess in this House that
the mail was so slow and so uncertain, that
they could not know what was going on in
the territory, and 'that, therefore. they could
not be held responsible. That being the
case. the Postmaster General, in failing to
provide the necessary mail facilities in the
Yukon was grossly culpable and negligent.
In view of ail this mismanagement and
wrong-doing by the Government, the member
for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) bas
taken his political life in his hands, and he
tells tLe country that if he fails to make
good his charges against the Minister or
the Interior and against the others, it will
be his duty to walk out of this :House, and
lose his position and reputation as a member
of Parliament. In the face of a member of
Parliament doing that, the Government now
deny the privilege of a proper investigation.
They tell us that Mr. Ogilvie made en inves-
tigation. but I tell them that Mr. Ogilvie
was utterly debarred from makinug a
thorougih investigation. Mr. Ogilvie is a re-
lative of the Minister of the In'terlor, and he
is an offieial under the Minister of the In-
terior, and it Is the Minister of the Interior
who is the principal man almed at by these
charges. He surrounded himself with these
officials. It Is charged that he Is in collusion,
It is charged that he has been in with these
men and their wrong-doing. I do not care
what Mr. Ogllvie's qualifications otherwIse
may be, the very fact that he Is un officiai
of the Minister (Mr. Sifton) debars him from
sitting ln judgment upon his superior offilcer,
and In addition to that he Is a relative. These
two thIngs utterly preclude Mr. Ogilvle from
being a Judge in this case. He may judge
these officials who are under him, but he
cannot judge the man who appoints hlm and
,bas full control over him. The Government
refuse an Investigation. They believe they
have a majoriety behind them who wlll with-
out investigation and without evidence vote
them all right. But, Mr. Speaker, there Is
another Jury to judge them. That jury is the
people of Canada, who do not care very
mnuch w'hih political party Is in power. so
long as fthey get honest und capable govern-
ment. The people will be appealed to and
they will give their verdiet. Sir, if I am not
very muchi mistaken. that verdiet will be
against the present Government, who,* to-

Mr. WALLACE.

day, in this House of Commons, deny any
proper inquiry into their misdeeds and bad
government.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the
purpose of continuing this debate in the
tone maintalned by the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Wallace) who has just taken his seat. This
debate, in my humble opinion, is now at an
end. It was completed and finished by the
admirable and thorough and paramount
reply given this af!ternoon by my hon. friend
the Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton) to
the indictment presented against him by the
hon. member for Pietou (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tuppr). I rise simply, n pursuance of the
duty which is incumbent upon me as head
of the Government and as leader of the
House, to present the policy which I think
the Government must assume upon this
question, and to express what is the conduet
which I believe it becomes the duty of the
House to pursue. I have followed, as It was
my duty to do, with close and minute atten-
tion every syllable that fell from the lips of
the hon. member for Piletou (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper). I was anxious to know what
were the new facts which he had to bring
forward, what were the arguments which he
was to base upon these new facts, and what
were ·the conclusions which he would derive
f rom them. I may say, and I call the special
attention of the hon. member (Sir Charles
libbert Tupper) to this : That if he was in

earnest and sincere in his professed desire
and object of attaining that investigation
in'to the administration of the Yukon, he
selected a strange and an absolutely unex-
ampled method of attaining his object. I
cannot resist the conclusion expressed by
my hon. friend the Minister of the Interior,
that the hon. member (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) had not for his object to obtain from
this House an investigation and the granting
of his motion, but simply to place before the
House and before the country, an indictment
which he knew the House perforce would
have to reject.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I say
that the statement made by the Prime Min-
ister is out of order In imputlng to me in-
sincerity, or any other object than that
which I expressed In the most emphatic and
direct language which it was possible for a
man to use in this House.

Mr. SPEAKER. It dd fnot occur to me,
when I heard the remarks of the First Min-
ister, that there was any wilful misrepresen-
tation Imputed to the hon. member (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper).

The PRIME MINISTER. I will go fur-
ther, and I will assume the position which
is taken by the hon. gentleman. If he dis-
elaims that that was his view, which I do
not attribute to him so positively as he main-
tains, and that bis object was merely to ob-
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tain an investigation and the grantlng of bis
motion-

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Hear, hear.

The PRIME MINISTER. If he disclaims
1t, I accept his disclaimer without any quali-
fication.; I accept it in toto. But I must say
that if it was bis object, I cannot admire bis
judgment. Sir, the hon. gentleman bas fol-
lowed a course which is absolutely unpre-
cedented in matters of this kind. This the
hon. gentleman will not deny. There have
been precedents by the dozens and the
scores in this House, of motions to investi-
gate the conduct of governments or of In-
dividual members of governments, and will
the hon. gentleman ever point out a motion
such as we have before us to-day ? Will he
not admit at once that the course which he
follows on this occasion bas never been fol-
lowed before ? Whenever a motion of this
kind has been made, whenever a member of
this House has thought it his duty to charge
against the Government or against a member
of the Goverument anything that he thought
should be investigated, he bas done it by
first making a solemn declaration from hlis
seat that he was credibly informed and
thought he could prove such and such facts,
and thereupon he bas made a substantive
motion. But when before this occasion, :
ask the hon. gentleman, was ever .such a
motion moved-not as a substantive motion,
but as an amendment to going into Commit-
tee of Supply'? This Is the first time it bas
ever been done, and if It was not done with
an object. I would like to ask the hon. gen-
tleman what it was done for ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I will tell the hon. gentleman if I may. My
object was that the vote of this House
should be direct and not on any side issue--
either the inquiry or not, and not as on a
former occasion, when my motion was met
by an amendment.

The PRIME MINISTER. The hou. gen-
tleman cannot, I think, assume any more
wisdom than other members of this louse.
I suppose be will admit that there have
been other members of this louse as wise,
as learned, and as anxious for the puble
weal as he is. No one has ever before been
afraid to offer a motion which could bear
the brunt of the criticism of the House ; but
the bon. gentleman bas just stated that his
intention is to present a motion~which can-
not be amended. It has to be voted on as
it is, whether right or wrong-as a whole,
without any exception. This motion, which
covers twenty pages of the Votes and Pro-
ceedings of this House, which It took the
Speaker an hour and fifteen minutes to
read, must be voted on without the omis-
sion of one single syllable. If there are In
It propositions which are untenable or offen-
sive, and whIch ought not to be InquIred
Into, the House is not at liberty to eliminate

them. There may be in this resolution char-
ges which ought to be investigated ; but
there are others which ought not to be in-
vestigated. In what position, then, are we ?
Either the resolution bas to be negatived in
toto or affirmed in toto. Either the charges
which ought to be investigated have to be
refused investigation, or those which ought
not to be investigated have to be given an
investigation. This is the proposition before
us, and this is the object which the bon.
gentleman with bis own mouth now tells
us he had in view in making it.

But, Sir, I will go further. The bon. gen-
tleman las a certain position lu this House;
but even after the speech which was de-
livered by the bon. Minister of the Interior
this afternoon, the levity-I speak advisedly
-which was displayed by the hon. gentle-
man is incredible. It is not worthy of the
position he occupies in this House. It was
not worthy of him to make charges agalnst
my hon. friend in a solemn document, which
even at this moment, before an investigation
is granted, are proved to be baseless and
false.

The House, I maintain, could not grant
this investigation as it is demauded in that
resolution, because it would Involve a prt
cedure which would be unconstitutional. It
would involve a breach of the constitution
of this country, and I am sure the House
could not consent to that. Sir, if we have
to take this resolution as It is framed, care-
fully framed, with an object. as we know
from the lips of the bon. gentleman himself,
it includes, wilfully and deliberately, a
charge against Mr. Justice Dugas. The hon.
gentleman told us this afternoon that lie did
not propose to proceed against Mr. Justice
Dugas as Judge Dugas, but as a member of
the Executive Council of the Yukon district.
Sir, it was proved this afternoon aganst
the bon. gentleman, who bas been clamour-
ing day in and day out for returns, that he
did not read the returns when they were
brought down. I say he has not read his
own motion, for I will show imniedlately
that the charge which he has made against
Mr. Justice Dugas is not made against him
simply as a member of the Executive Coun-
cil of the Yukon district, but is at the same
time made against him as a judge. The alle-
gation does not read this way : that the said
Mr. Justice Dugas, while a member of the
Executive Council thereof, became, was, and
is pecuniarily Interested in mining claims in
sald district. If such were the language of
the motion, my hon. friend could dlsclatin
any intention of proceeding against Mr.
Justice Dugas as Judge Dugas. But what Is
the language of the motion ?

That the said Mr. Justice Dugas, while a judgefor the Yukon judicial district, and while a mem-ber of the Executive Council thereof, became,was and Is pecuniarlly Interested in miningclaims in said district.
What is the consequence of this aceusa-

tion ? Is It not stated here and now that
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Mr. Justice Dugas. if he became pecuniarily
interested in mining claims, violated his
duty both as a member of the Executive
Council and as a judge ? So that the hon.
gentleman makes a direct charge against Mr.
Justice Dugas, not only in one capacity.
but in botti capacities which he occupies in
that district. And the hon. gentleman,
seeing now that lie cannot wriggle out of the
position lie has taken, says : "We nust di-
vide Mr. Justice Dugas into two parts; one
is impeachable, but the other I impeach; I
do not attack the judge ; I simply attack
the member of the Executive Council." i
have shown that the hon. gentleman bas
forgotten his motion already, or he has
not read !t carefully, for it attacks Mr. Jus-
tice Dugas as a judge. But, Sir, I may say
at once to the hon. gentleman that I care not
whether or not the accusation is made
against Mr. Justice Dugas, not in lis ca-
pacity as a judge, but as a meinber of the
Executive Council. I will show the hon.
gentleman that he cannot take refuge in that
pretense. I need not remind the House that
there is nothing in the constitution or the
laws of England so carefully guarded aud
protected as the honour and dignity of the
benchl; and this feature of the laws :and
constitution of England has been imported
into our constitution. The Britisa North
America Act provides that no judge can be
attacked except in a certain solemn manner:

Section 99. The judges of the Superior Court
shall hold office during good behaviour, but shall
be removable by the Governor General on an
Address of the Senate and House of Commons.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Hear, hear.

The PRIME MINISTER. And the hon.

which is not of such a gross nature as to
impel lis dismissal upon impeaciment, the
hon. gentleman has no right to !bring that
to the attention of Parliament. The hon.
gentleman must know that, or lie ought
to, if lie does not. Here is the duty of
the House in that regard, as defined In
Todd, at page 873:

Bearing in mind the general responsibility of
the Ministers of the Crown for the due admini-
stration of justice throughout the kingdom, and
the obligation which they owe to the dispensers
of justice to preserve them from injurious at-
tacks and calumnious accusations, it is necessary
that, before consenting to any motion for a par-
liamentary inquiry into the conduct of a judge-
or even for the reception of a petition complain-
ing of the conduct of a judge and not asking
for his removal from office in accordance with
the statute-or not alleging reasonable grounds
for such a proceeding--Ministers should them-
selves have investigated the matter of complaint,
and be prepared either to oppose or facilitate the
interference of Parliament on the particular oc-
casion.

Therefore, before the matter is brouglit to
the attention of Parliament, the Ministers
must be informed of the accusations them-
selves, they must have the opportunity of
looking into it and advising Parliament
whether or not it Is a fit subject for lu-
quiry.

I see some hon. gentlemen opposite laugih-
ing at this. Shall I again read the langu-
age of the authority:

Ministers should themselves have investigated
the matter of complaint, and be prepared either
to oppose or facilitate the interference of Par-
liament on the particular occasion.

Sir CHARLES HIBrERT TUPPER.
Suppose they do not ?

gentleman knows very weil that it is not The PRIME Have the Min-
open for hlm to attack a judge in this isters been informed? Have they had au
House except for the purpose of removing opportunity of investigating Are they
him. able to-day to advise Parliament whether

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.1Parament should interfere or not? And
Will the hon. Minister allow me to in- here is the principle laid down, linclear

languagme, that before Parllament can be
terrupt ? terrpt .Called on to Investigate, the inatter must

The PRIME MINISTER. Yes. j le brouglt before the executive and the
SirOHÂLESHIBER TUPER ~Ministers must advise Parliament. WasSir OHARLES HIBBIERT TUPPER. I

want to follow the right hon. gentleman this matter ever brought before the Mlnls-
intlllenly. I wul lie t a25 hm1 ters ? Was this simple elementary jus.intelligently. I would like to ask him1

whether he Is arguing that because a judgeireovbe lhotCnAdrs î0 ever complained of Judge Dugas before we-Is not removable without an Address ofiIs ilo saw this motion? The Government neyer
both Houses, this House cannot inquire ro
Into the conduet of a judge, but Is consti-, thatmthe..irst saf ad hch protest
tutionally prevented from doing so, even I judecîry liabe ad. e te re
though the charge be made here-or whe- Jurther:
ther he Is not, for Instance, responsible in
a court of law for crimes outside altogether That the bouse of Commons should net in.
of this procedure that the right hon. gen- Mate, and MInisters of the Crown ought net to
tleman refers to, contemplating his re-sanction, any attempt to institute criminative

Mova-1charges against any oe,ueiess upon nome dis-
mova? tinet and defnite bass; and, the case ofa

The PRIME MINISTER. If a judge Judge, such charges should only be entertained
commits a crime, he Is Indictable before a upon allegations of misconduet that would be àu!-commt~ acrim, li Isficient, If proved, to Justify his. removal from the.
court of law, but If he commits an act bencl.

Sir WILTRhD LAeUPIR.
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Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. , Moved by Mr. Béchard:
Hear. hear. " That a special committee, consisting of

Messrs. Béchard, Holton, MacDonnell (Inverness),
The PRIME MINISTER. Unless a charge Appleby, Kirkpatrick, Irving, Masson, Desjar-

Is brought against a judge which, if proved, dins, Brooks, Baby, Jette, Taschereau and Lau-
would justify his removal from the bencl, rier, be appointed to inquire into the administra-
sucho a charge should nlot be entertained rof justice in the district ot Richelieu, in the

Cosqenlifti cag bDt gîs province of Quebec, and that the petition of F.
C u , i r u g X. A. Biron, notary, and others, of the said dis-

Judge Dugas is sufficiently grave in iLs trict of Richelieu, complaining of the conduct of
character to warrant is impeac.hnent, that !te Hon. Thomas Jean Jacques Loranger, judge
Is the course which should be resorted to. Iof the Superior Court of the said province of
The writer then goes on to say : Quebec, and petition of the Hon. Justice Loranger

be referred to the said committee, and that the
But it is immaterial whether such misconduct said committee have power to send for persons,

had been the result of an improper exercise of papers and records, and to report from time to
his judicial functions, or whether it was solely Ltime.
attributable to him in his private capacity, pro-
vided only that it had been of a nature to unfit Now, Sir, this was the last st-age of a
him for the honourable discharge of the judicial series of sproceedings that had taken place.
office. IThis was not the first petition whicih had

.that no jude been presented against Mr. Justice Loranger.
Here is the elementary lay, tA petition had been prepared and sent to
ought to be impugned unless the matter the executive, and by the executive sent to
bas been broughit before the exective, so Judge Loranger, who sent his reply, and
that it may be prepared to advise Paria- -then te whole was investigated. Hon. Ed-
ment whether or not the charge is to be ward Blake at that time was Minister of
entertained. No judge is to be impugn- Justice. and no greater authority upon such
ed before the charge agaiust him bas been matters ever lived in this country, and this
brought to the attention of the executive. s
Parliament has not the initiative, but thet s
executive must first be advised of the A p3rson approached me on behalf of the learn-
charge. These two conditions have been ed judge, and represented that, as he had not
violated, and this motion is absolutely un- had an opportunity of answering those petitions
constitutional. But there is more than which, it was presumed, contained charges

.tao e o aueagainst him, it would not be proper to bring
them down in the nianner proposed. I quite

impugned before Parliament before le had agreed in that view. It was subsequently thought
been given an opportunity of defending him- proper not further to delay in the matter, and
self ? Tlis is a simple, broad statement of the coniplaint was transmitted to the learned
law applicable not only to judges, to the judge. From ill-health and other causes he de-
humblest subjects in the land, ihat no man layed his answer until very recently ; indeed, un-
is to be traduced except he is given tie til within a few days froni the opening of the

o fi t , . session. The answer was In very considerable
ota .t detail, and the petitioners had been allowed to

me that Judge Dugas lias had a fair trial, inake observations upon it. I have not had time
when lie never heard the charge brouglt or opportunity to verify the allegations of the
against him ? Here is the law again answer, but I think it due to the learned judge

to say tiat, assuming his statement to be in the
That no address for the remnoval of a judge 1 main correct. it dissipates the allegations of that

ought to be adopted by either House of Parlia- j1particular article of the charge.
ment, except after the fullest and fairest inquiry .
into the matter of complaint by the whole House And upon this 1%r. Blake advised the re-
or a cominittee of the whole House, at the bar ; ference of the case to a commi-ttee, the com-
notwithstanding that the same may have already mittee met and the matter was adjudicatad.
undergone a thorough investigation before other Now, none of these precautions have been
tribunals. taken here ; none of these safeguards which

The application of this principle will obviously I have been brought down from remote ages
necessitate that the person complained of shall'bafr teecurt diniy of te be
be duly informed of the intended proceedings for the security and dignity off the benc.
against him at every stage of the Inquiry. 1 and for the independence of the judleiary

! are observed. This motion is unconstitu-
Judge Dugas neyer hearu of this motion, tior.al. yet the lion. gentleman asks, without
yet the hon. gentleman does not scruple i prelirminary investigations and without ob-
to ask Parliament to pass judgment upon serving any of these formalities, to refer this
him and to traduce him before a commis- icase of Judge Dugas to a commission of
sion of judges, who are to inquire into judges to investigate bis conduct. The hon.
whether or not he is guilty off thle charges igentleman appealed, nlot to the Government,
brought against hinm. but to the House. I also appeal to the

There are precedents in this matter. i House. I appeal, not to this side of the
Judges have been traduced before in thlis b ouse alone, but to the other side ; I appeal
House, and these principles laid down by i to the members who sit on that side, and I
Todd have always been rigidly adhered to ask themn if tbey are prepared. any one of
In 1877 a motion was mnade to impeachi Mr. ,!them sto say that they will drag Judge Dugas
Justice Loranger. On the 5th February, before a committee ofs investigation without
1877, the following motion was moved :- his having had an opportunity to hear these
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charges and answer them. I appeal to gen-
tlemen on the other side, not for any favour,
but I appeal to fair play, for simply British
fair-play for Judge Dugas on this occasion.
And I shall be much surprised, indeed, if
this appeal is not lstened to. Now, this case
alone is enough to compel the House not
to grant this investigation, even if on other
points the House thought there was a case
for Investigation. My attention is ealled to
an authority, which is not Todd, it is true,
but which I hope, in the. eyes of the lon.
gentlemen, will be considered at least equal
to Todd-I wish to quote the language of Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper liimself. In a
speech delivered this very session, this is
what the hon. gentleman said .

Now, in these cases regard has heretofore very
properly been had to the solemn and careful steps
that are taken in the case of an impeachment of
a Superior Court judge ; that is to say, the Gov-
ernment is bound, before even calling on a judge
to answer charges that have been presented to
the proper department against his conduct, to
see that these charges are themselves so specific
and so exact.that they are not only ready for
issue to be taken upon then, but that they are
of such a charactar that, if established in the
forinin which they are presented, they would
ccnstitute a case for the removal of the judge
from his position.

What are the special charges brought against
the judge?

That the said Mr. Justice Duga3, while a judge
for the Yukon judicial district, and while a mem-
ber of the Executive Council thereof, became,
was and is pecuniarily interasted in nining
claims in said district.

These are all the particulars given to Judge
Dugas upon which to defend himself. And
he bas not even seen that much, litle as it
is. But there are, in this indictment, if I
may so dignify this long rigmarole of in-
coherent sentences put together, there are
other charges, which 1, for one, arm not pre-
pared to refer to a commission of judges,
though there is not the constitutional ob-
jection to them which I have shown in the
case of the charge against Judge Dugas. For
my part, I am not disposed to call upon the
chief justice of the Supreme Court of Can-
ada, Sir Henry Strong. a member of the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, to
Investigate the charges made here, for in-
stances, of delinquencies which may have
been committed by Levere Villeneuve, a dog-
driver of the Mounted Police. This is purely
ludicrous. But there are things which are
odious as well as ludicrous. I am not pre-
pared to call upon a commission of judges to
determine whether or not Major Walsh,
while discharging his duties, was intemper-
ate. Sir. it is not a commendable thing for
any man to appear. not merely in the dis-
charge of public duties. but to appear at all.
under the influence of liquor. Of course, it
becomes him who is without sin to cast th'e
first stoue.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
rise with the permission, no doubt, of the
right hon. gentleman (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
to ask whether he wlshes to insinuate any-
thing in the observation which is received
with cieers and jeers by his followers, and
which seems to refer to a remark or two
with which I was Interrupted during mly
speech, or does lie wish to make a specifie
charge ?

The PRIME MINISTER. In this matter
my object is to cast the mantle of charity.
I think the hon. gentleman would have done
well, even if Major Walsh had been guilty
of anything of the kind, not to cast the stone
of obloquy upon hlim, but to let his act pass
into oblivion. The honà gentleman is abso-
lutely without excuse.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the rigiht hon. gentleman answer my
question, whether he wislies to insinuate that
I was under the influence of liquor during
the discharge of my public duty ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I never insinu-
ated anything ; when I wish to make a
charge I make it. I have no charge to make
against the lion. gentleman (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper). lie is not In issue. I do not
understand the interruption of the hon.
ienber for York 1 bat I had "better not,"

or something-of that kind. I an the judge
of what I shall do, and lie has notlhing to
say.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, the hon.
gentleman has-

The PRIME MINISTER. I did not say
the hon. member for West York, I said the
hon. member for York.

Mr. WALLACE. He sald the hon. member
for West York.

The PRIME MINISTER. I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon. But there is more thIn
that. The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper) not only charges Major Walsh
with being intemperate, but charges him
with Immorality. And he says he wants a
commission of judges to investigate the
charge he makes :

That while acting as the chief executive officer
of the Canadial Government, Major Walsh car-
ried on in the. Yukon a liaison with one known as
Lucille Elliott.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. And
more.

The PRIME MINISTER. I will come to
that presently. I will cite the sentence with
which the hon. gentleman concluded. But
before I quote that I want to relterate and
emphasize what I said a moment ago-that
the hon. gentleman is absolutely without ex-
cuse for having brought :the name of Lucille
Elliott into this matter to make a charge
against Major Walsh. Now, I quote what
follows, for here is the charge :
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That Lucille Elliott was permitted to enioy
privileges, advantages and favours from the local
authorities in said district.
There is a charge ; it might be investigated,
perhaps It will be investigated. There might
le an investigation as to whether these pri-
vileges and favours were illegally granted
to that woman. But. Sir, if these undue
and illegal favours were granted to that
woman, does the alleged immoral relations
of Major Walsh with her, whether before or
after these illegal favours, make the charge
any stronger ? Why, Sir, if these undue and
illegal favours were granted to that woman,
Lucille Elliott, the charge against him would1
be just as strong, if his relations with her'
had been absolutely innocent. Therefore,
ho'w can the hon. gentleman make his
cliarge any stronger by proving the indiet-
ment of immoral relations? The hon. gen-
tleman ought to remember that Major
Walsh has a wife and children. He has
pleaded his duty. It may be sometimes the
duty of a brave man to be severe on another
man, but I never can conceive that it Is the
duty of any man to be cruel to a defenceless
woman and innocent children. I, for one,
am not disposed to appoint a judge to In-
vestigate into the relations, proper or im-1
proper, between Major Walsh and Lucille
Elliott. There miglit, perhaps, be some col-;
our of excuse in the fact that Major Walsh
was a civil officer of this Government ; but
Major Walsh is no longer an officer of this
Government, he is a private citizen. But,
even thougli al the hon. gentleman's allega-
tions of immorality were true, how could
they effect the case? Sir, it was simple, wan-
ton cruelty on the part of the hon. gentle-
man to add those charges. The hon. gentle-1
man might have been justified in brlnging1
in anything and everything that would'
strengthen his case, but he had no excuse
to bring in needless charges of immorality.
whicli can only give pain to some people,
and which cannot add an Iota to the strength
of the case which he has brought before the
House.

Now, Sir, I will say, without any hesita-
tion. that there may be things which might
be the subject of inquiry; there may be things
which may still be the subject of inquiry.
We know there have been reports and char-
ges of improper conduct, and we have ap-
pointed a commission to investigate them.
Now, whether the commission whilch we
have appointed to investigate them is suffl-
cient or not, wIll depend upon the report
whih has been brought down, and a further
report, which is yet to be brought down.
The commission has gone a certain length ;
we have a repoTt here, which report ihas
been printed and has been in the hands of
members of this House for three days. How
many members of this House have read that
report ? There are not ten, there are not
five, there is not even one. The hon. gen-
tleman himself may have looked Into It cur-
sorily, but he lias not read It.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have read it from cover to cover.

The PRIME MINISTER. I accept the
hon. gentleman's statement without reserva-
tion ; but, if he las read it, he has only
read it very cursorily, and I arn sure he hals
not digested it, as his speech proves. But
that is only one report ; there is another re-
port to come. We know that there Is now
on the way down here a further and con-
clusive part of this report. When It arrives,
and we have taken cognizance of it, then we
shall know whether this Investigation now
going on will be sufficient or not.

Now, Sir, the hon. gentleman yesterday di-
lated for about one hour-if I remember right-
ly-upon the case of the water front, which
he alleged had been improperly, Illegally
and corruptly sold by Mr. Wade to a certain
firm of which McDonald was a member. We
know that Mr. Wade has given bis evidence
upon this transaction, and, when we have
this final report, then our duty, will be, as
a Goverument to determine whether the In-
vestigation on this point has been sufficient
or otherwise. But, until these reports have
cone down. until we know their tenor, I
say that we should not be called upon te
order any further investigation. But I will
say this, speaking under my responsibility
as head of the Government, that if this In-
vestigation Is not sufficient, another investi-
gation will be ordered. We must probe these
Yukon delinquencies. so-called. to the bat-
tom. No officer of the Government must be
allowed to rest under any suspicion.

As I said a moment ago, we have already
had an investigation carried on by Mr. Ogil-
vie. Mr. Ogilvie lias been assalled, but,
while everybody must admit the great merit
of that gentleman, let me add to the testi-
mony In his favour given by two members
of the Government, and by ofheials of the
Government in the Yukon territory, a para-
graph that was published in the Montreal
"Gazette " on August lst, 1898 :

According to our Ottawa correspondent, Judge
Dugas, of Montreal, has not yet been formally
appointed judge of the Yukon district, but the
matter is practically settled. The Government
and the judge are alike to be congratulated. If
all appointments were as justifiable as those of
Judge Dugas and Mr. Ogilvie, the Opposition's
task of criticism on this head would be a sine-
cure, but of that there seems little danger.

The Montreal "Gazette " will not, apparent-
ly, appreciate the fair criticism of the hon.
member for Pictou. Now, Sir, I have only
a word to say with regard to the personal
charges made against my hon. friend the
Minister of the Interior. My hon. frlend
rightly called attention to the fact that no
personal charge of corruption Is made
against him in this indictment. It Is true,
however, that In one single pa4agraph the
hon. member for Pictou came near to mak-
lng an assertion of that nature, but he did
n'ot. This is the nearest that lie came to it :

6189 6190



[COMMONSJ 6192

That the Hon. Clifford Sifton, the Minister of member for Pietou that if these bon. gentle-the Interior, bas been guHlty of favouritism and fmen or any one else will say that Mr. Philppartiality in the administration of the laws and has obtained that dredging lease on theregulations applicable to the district of the Yu- Klondike through any corrupt collusion wiîh
kon, In the North-west Territories.Kt nyth

That, as appears by a Return (83), 3rd Session,ithe hon. Minister of the Interior 1 aave only
8th Parliament, 61 Victoria, 1898 (Canada), the here to repeat what the hon. Minister of
following parties applied for and obtained leases the Interior said a momeut ago. he will have
of good placer mining or gold dredging areas in a commission of investigation, the verythe Yukon district :- ' minute that such a charge es nade. MyA. E. Philp, said t. be of Ottawa, for a lease hon. friend the Minister of the Interioron Bonanza Creek. .in .edth iitr ofteltroon Bnauz Crek. Isiowed conclusively this afternoon that weA. E. Philp, said tD 'be of Ottawa, for a lease lot toncusiveyfti rs ao ar-

on S For (Stwart. Iare not to surrender the privileges of Par-on S. Fork (Stewart).ar
G. Philp, said to be of London, for lease on liament. It is not to a commission of judges

B. Salmon. 'that -we have to answer. It is to ParliimentA. E. Philp, said tg be of Ottawa, for a lease , and to Parliament we are responsible. If
on Indian River or Creek. lany lion. gentleman will iove for a coin-J. A. Pnilp, sald to be of Ottawa, for a lease mittee of investigation and charge a cor-on Teslin River or Creek. rupt act agrainst us lie wil have that coin-A. D. Cameran, said to be of Ottawa, for a rutc ainste usnhe w' hill tak cte
lease on Stewart's River or Creek. mittee immediately. and we

Nresponsibility. My lion. friendi the Minister
sown this afternoon that this statement is oas had the honour to ave
absolutely incorrect. None of the Philp's > ht upon bis head the ire of the Oppo-

sition. Let me say to bon. gentlemen oppo-tave obtained any of the leoses there men- site and in so saying I am sure that I voicetioneti. 1 will coule to the othuer poinlt pre- ZnU eln ofeeymî l h iea
senty i reardto hichthebon meberthe feeling of every, man in the Liberalsently in regard to whicl the ibon. inemiber par, ta elv i o h n es li

for West York (Mr. Wallace) slmîkes bis party, tan we ave hmfry the ene he
head. But this indictment goes on to say : luis made, and we have every confidence in

him for the aility and courage with which
That Mr. A. E. Philp and Mr. A. D. Cameron, he has discharged thec lties entrusted to

aforesaid, were partners in business with the Min- lis care.
ister of the Interlor, Mr. Sifton, when that gen-
tleman became Minister of the Interior, and all
were menibers of the firm of Sifton, Philp &
Cameron, of Brandon.

There is an insinuation, not a charge, that
Messrs. Philp and -Cameron, being partners
of the hon. Minister of the Interior (3r.
Sifton), had obtained. because of that part-
nership, this lease. TUe hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) says so. but as a
matter of fact they were no loager partners
of the lon. Minister of the Interior. The
hon. menber for West York came to the
rescue of the hon. member for Pictou (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper), aind how did be
meet the charge ? He said that Mr. Philp
obtained a dredging lease on the Klondike.
Well, Sir, is that a charge against the lon.
Minister of the Interior ? is it alleged here
in this indictment that Mr. Philp has ob-
tained a dredging lease upon the Klondike?
There is not a word in thel idictment, and
the answer given by the hon. member for
West York is altogether out of tie indiet-
ment. It is possible that Mr. Philp may
bave obtained a dredging lease on the
Klondike. I do not know that Mr. Philp
was not just as open as anyhody else to
have that lease, but how coulti the lion. Min-
Ister of the Interior answer that ins!nuation
when it was not to .be found in the Indiet-
ment ? The hon. Minister of the Interior.
having demolished the indictment these hon.
gentlemen say that there is something be-
side that. When the charge is iade the
hon. Minister of the Interior will answer it,
but he is not bound to answer it until the
charge is made. Let me say to the -bon.
menber for West York, ani to tle hon.

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

Mr. GEORGE E. FOSTER (York. N.B.)
Mr. Speaker, the right hon. Prime Minister
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) rose with he expressed

i dea of heightening the tone off dehate. of
raising it from the somewhat low lèvel to
to which he alleged it had been degraded by
the hon. member for West York Mr. Wal-
lace). Well. the riglit ho. gentleman was
almost immediately suecessxul in so elevat-
ing the tone of debate as to attribute to an
hon. gentleman, on this side of the Houùe,

I dishonest motives li bringing in the resolu-
I tion which las been brought in by the lion.
nember for Pictou tSir Charles Hibbert
Tupper), and I doub't if his subsequen: re-
marks, in the heated and somewhat angry
tone in which lie lias addressed theni to ihe
House, have been conspieuous as a success-
ful effort to raise the tone of debate to the
dignified level to which it was his aspiration
to have it elevated. I am, I may say, a little
diffident at taking upon myseif the iberty
of addressing any more remarks to ihis
House at this stage, when my right hon.
friend has declared, in bis strongest terms,
that the debate is now ended. It was ended
lie says by the admirable address of the hol.
Minister of the Interior (Mr. Sifton). I sup-
pose I will bring down upon my devoted
head the ire, not only of the hon, gentleman,
but of his followers, if I pretend for a single
moment to doubt that It Is ended and to fol-
low with a few remarks even after the " ad-
mirable9" speech of the hon. Minister of the
Interior, supplemented by the no less admir-
able speech of the right hon. Prime Minister.
At least I will plead my privilege as a mem-
ber off Pnaliament to question the statemnent
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that this debate is ended. My righ: hon. that lie was credibly informed and hle must
friend was very anxions for new facts, and then make a substantive motion. There
the same anxiety was observable in lie was the whole of the absolute difficulty mywhole address of the non. Minister of the right hon. friend met in this Une of investi-Interior. New facts are what tfley want. gation. Reduced down to a point it was :On this side of the House we have the idea that the hon. member for Pictou had not
that the old facts are quite sufficient, and made a substantive motion ; that if he got
uuil the old faets have been met and dis- up in this House and moved the very same
posed of It is rather invIting disaster for hon. series of resolutions in a substantive mo-
gentlemen to be over anxious for new facts. tion, everything would have been right, in
My right hon. friend has strained at the 1the estimation of my right hon, friend. But
gnat and swallowed the camel. In bis anx- the hon. gentleman (Sir :Charles Hibbertiety about some little matters in reference to Tupper) chose to move it a- a motion, about
the outside of the platter lie lias called upon which the bon. gentlemen on the other side
lis devoted followers to assis him inI pre- cannot quibble and shift and evade, a mo-
venting the cleansing of the platter itslf- tion which must be taken as it is put, and
What are these tremendously heavy arJ voted upon as it was designed. And be-
weighty matters which intervene between I cause it was moved in that .way, and not
this Parhament and the appointment of a | as a substantive motion, there is a moun-
judicial commission to make inquiry intO I tain in the way of its being adopted by
what the right hon. gentleman, his Govern- 1 Parliament.
ment and bis party have. over and over The Prime Minister told us: Some charges
again declared. by their action in this t in it may be investigated, others may not.
House, ought to be inquired into. Almost i I will take the right hon. gentleman on
the last sentence that the right hon. gen- his own ground. If he las any sincerity
tieman used was that this inquiry should in making that as one of his arguments,
not stop until everything was probed to and feels that it is a vital one, the right
the bottom as long as any cloud of sus- hon. gentleman could easily have pointed
picion rested upon any official of this out to his followers these things in the
Government. I think. then, my right hon. motion which he considered involved sub-
friend has given away the ground entirely jects that ought not to be investigated, and
as to the necessity for new facts and as to told bis followers : Vote this motion down,
the deslrabllity of the Investigation not being and I will put before you a motion em-
pressed. The simple difference between this j bracing these things which it is proper to
side of the House and the other seems' investigate. and to investigate in this way.
to be not in the conviction if we My right hon. friend did not do that. There
mfiglt attribute sincerity to words. was another course open to him. If he
not in the conviction that inqulry is is really desirous that this matter should
necessary, inquiry that goes to the bot- 1 be probed t the bottom by a competent
tom and probes this matter, and does not conmission. as tis motion has been before
rest until the shadow of suspicion is re- this House for some time, le could have
moved from every official of the Govern- suggesteýd to my lion. friend (Sir Charles
ment. I think the only difference between Huibbert Tupper) that it miglit be amnended
us. then is a difference as to how this uin certain ways in which the Government
might be best carried out. The Prime Min- I would accept it. There are various waysister says : Not by a commission of judges by which a gentleman who is really anxious
as prayed for in the resolution of my hon.;! not to throw bis own weight and the force
friend (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) Oh, ' of his Government between the investga
no. . Whynot ? Because, lie says, the tion of wrong and the wrong itself, might
method is unexampled. The essence of have had this matter arranged so tha-t the
the matter Is to get at the truthi and probe House could have voted bi. My right hon.
it to the bottom. But no, he says, you 1friend did none of these. -He simply raised
must not do that If it be by an unexampled Ithese as mountains-veritable mole-hills they
method. You must not do it if the objeet are-and presented them before bis follow-
is not an honest one, and my rigât hon- er as reasons why they should not vote
friend implied, yes, directly asserted-so for th:s motion. But there was another rea-
did the hon. gentleman (Mr. SiftOn) whoI son given by him, and tha.t was the ex-
made that admirable address-that my hon. treme levity with which the lion. raember
friend -from Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert| for Pictou (Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper)
Tupper) was not honest lu n is prefernent jconceived these resolutions, and spoke to
of this indictment. It is said that he was them afterwards.
looking for some party advantage, ln the The righlt hon. gentleman told us that the
sense that he strove tob ave au indictment procedure is unconstitutional. Why? Be-
put before this H'ouse of such a nature that. cause, lie said, within the four corners of
perforce, Parliament could not aecept hisi, that resolution there is one clause that men-
motion and approve an mnvestigation en tions a judge, and if that one clause men-
these lines. We are told that the .course lions a judge, no matter i what capaity
was neyer followed .before. We are told the judge may be .mentloned, that js un-
In effect that a man must get up anld say Iconstitutional. Consequently, the consti-
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tution of Great Britain and of Canada must
be invoked agalnst the desire of good mean-
ing men on the opposite side of the House,
to see that an investigation is carried on
by a competent tribunal. I am not a law-
yer, I am not even a constitutional lawyer,
but if the right hon. gentleman appeals to
the constitution, I shall appeal to common
sense, which, I believe, is prior to any
constitution, and Is the foundation of all
the best constitutions. And, Sir, so long
as I am a member of this House, and so
long as this Government make judges a
part of the executive to carry on any por-
tion of the Government of any part of this
country, just so long I will exercise my
right as a member of this House to criti-
cise the conduet of that juage as an cxecu-
tive officer.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

Mr. FOSTER. Todd was read, and the
ghost of a great constitutional writer was
brought up in order to frighten this House
from voting these resolutions. I have not
been able to read all that Todd wrote with
reference to that in the short time since
my right hon. friend quoted the autbority,
but I venture îto say that all the cases that
are cited, and consequently the whole force
of the writing of Todd and the conclusions
of Todd In that respect, go upon the as-
sumption that judges are being charged asjudges, that their conduet is belng investi.
gated as judges, and not as executive coun-
cillors appointed by a party government,
undertaking the execution of the machinery
of government in any district. under the in-
struction of gentlemen who form a party
government, and who are consequently re-
sponsible for carrying out these matters. I
do not think that within the four corners off
Todd you will find that he conteniplates a
judge as an executive officer, as an officer
in a political capacity rather than that of a
Judge ; so that, therefore, none of the prin-
ciples that Todd lays down, or the strictures
he makes are predicated upon that assump-
tion or upon that possibility at all.

Any way, Sir, common sense teaches me,
and teaches, I believe, every other member
in this Flouse, that if a party is going to
appoint judges to help tuem In governing
this country, nake mining laws, constitute
themselves judges of claims, do all these
things that a Cabinet may do. that execu-
tive officers may do in the Yukon or any
other part of this country, they must expect
that these men's actions wIll be criticisedi
as they ought to be criticised, with refer-
ence to the duties wbch they have been
appointed to discharge as executive officers.
My right hon. frlend would like to shelter
himself behind that doctrine, but the com-
mon sense of the people of Canada wilI
give him no shelter there. Carried to its
absurdity, all my right hon. frmnd Las to
do is to appoint a counci composed entire-

Mr. FOSTER.

ly of judges, and this House wauld 10e ab-
solutely debarred from any criticismn of the
council of the Yukon, unless upon what? Un-
less on the initiative off Tne precioas party
Government that appointed them for their
own purposes. That is tha direct and the
absolutely logical conclusion of the prin-
ciple that muy right lion. friend lias laid
down. I am willing to rest that with the
common sense of the people or this country,
and I say again, and with all respect for
judges as judges, that if Judge Dugas is
ten tltusand times a judge, if Lie does whar
I tlink is wrong as an execative officer of
a party Government, I wIll crit inse n im
what I think is wrong.

My right hon. friend followed the cue of
the admirable speaker of the afternoon (Mr.
Siffton), and what was the eue of the ad-
mirable speaker of the afternoon ? One
fair criticism of the admirable speech is
this: that while the Minister (Mr. Sifton)
very deftly laid hold of two or three un-
important points, lie rested his whole case
on these. That vas the trick of a smart
advocate, of a elever lawyer : but lie left
the weighty charges which are involved
in that resolution severely and Ciscreetly
alone. I will give the House one eramîple.
Wonderful speech ! Admirable speech !
And oh, the weight of the argument The
typewriter i rewriting the resolution of
my hon. friend (Sir Charles Uibbert Tup-
per) made a mistake in a late aud put it
down "1896," when it should have been

1898." And what was the charge in-
volved ? It is one of the gravest tlhat lias yet
been brouglht against that gentleman's ad-
ministration--that, forsooth, in the towi of
Dawson, where soute 10,000 to l,00 peo-
ple congregated, had to live suiimer months
and winter months, with an unlimited
treasury at his disposal, with millions
taken out of the Yukon itself ; that up
to a late period there was not a sign of
nor a step -taken with reference to the simpi-
est sanitation of the town of Dawson,- and
that as a consequence discomfort and disease
qand epidemie visited that city and wrought
its havoc on the people who had to live
there. That was .the charge. That was an
important charge. How did this admirable
speaker deal with It ? He dealt with it in
this way : "There was an epidemlc charged
la 1896. This Dawson City grew up after
that, and this Government's powers were ex-
ercised after 1896. Therefore, the member
for Pictou has charged that on account of
certain actions done after 1896, an epidemie
broke out before the actions were done.
Now, he says, " let the member for Pleton
vacate his seat." That i tbe way this ad-
mirable gentleman settled this debate, so
that there Is no longer any chance for argu-
ment.

Mr. BERGERON. They applauded that
for five minutes.

Mr. POSTER. Yes, as my hon. friend
says, they applauded that. The welghty

6195 6196



,[JUNE 29, 1899]

things of the law were never touched. blut
the little tithes of anise and cummin, of
smart, shrewd and not very honourable
pleading in a Minister of the Crown, tickled
the palates of his followers, and made then
say, as I heard one saying out, " That
is the strongest and most admirable speech
I ever heard in that House." That is de
way my admirable friend made bis adinir-
able defence.

One other thing he touched and proved to
bis own satisfaction, and it is now before
this House-that the member for Pictoil, il
a certain compilation from a report that had
been brought down to this House, had
wrongly quoted. in so far as it appears, with
reference to leases baving been obtained ;
and he dwelt upon that, which was simply
an error, without concealment, because my
hon. friend quoted the return itself, which
every man in this House could read, with no
purpose of deceiving at all. Why, it would
bave been silly to have done that, with the
report given by himself and in the bands of
the niembers of this House. One of two
thIngs may be said in reference to that. It
may be an error in taking out these items
fron the report ; or it may be that my hon.
friend is able to prove w'hat the report does
not show on the face of it, aud what lion.
gentlemen opposite have not successfully
contradicted.

Now, then, those two points, and those two
alone, were the only points that the Minister
of the Interior was effective upon at all. He
dwelt on those lengthily and to bis own satis-
faction ; and, after you have taken the pitl
of them, they are the merest froth on the
top of the topmost wave ; whilst he did not
'attempt to touc;h the strong foundation
charges which were made in the indictmenti
of mîy hon. friend from Pictou. Yet this
admirable advocate settled this debate by
his admirable speech.

Again, strong eulogies were passed on
two gentlemen, Mr. Senkler and Mr. Ogilvie,
but nothing was said of a number of others.
That was the old trick of the former discus-
slon carried on in this House by the hon.
Minister of the Interior-to slip very lightly
over the doubtful and charged ones, and to
make a strong eulogium upon those whom
no one attacked; and my riglt hon. friend
follows the same admirable method, a'id
quotes from the "Gazette," an article to
show that the appolntments of MIr. Ogilvie
and Mr. Justice Dugas were good andt fit
appointments. Good and fit for what ? No-
body has challenged that the appointment of
Mr. Dugas was a fit appointment as a judge.
Nobody has challenged that the appointment
of Mr. Ogilvie was a fit and good appo'nt-
ment as a commissioner for the Yukon terrl-
tory. But Judge Dugas, acting as an.execu-
tive councillor. and Mr. Ogilvie acting as a
judge coninissioned to try a case, are two
very different thIngs from Judge Dugas as
a judge. and Mr. Ogilvle as the commissioner
of the Yukon appointed to carry out bis civil

functions in that district. Now, Sir, wbat
we say is-and we say it with no detriment
to him as a man-that Mr. Ogilvie is not the
fittest person for the best carrying out of
an investigation into these charges, and
for several reasons. One of them has
been made very light of. First, we say
that it is not meeting the sense of fitness in
Canada and in the British Empire, which is
seized of these allegations or facts, which-
ever you may call them, to take a man who is
a subordinate and in the pay of the Minister
himself, and to appoint him to hold a court
of inquiry into the malfeasance, as is al-
leged, of the officials under that same Min-
ister's department and under that Govern-
ment. Whatever you may say about rela-
tions-and I believe this admirable speaker,
prompted by my hon. friend the Postmaster
General (Mr. Mulock), was almost on the
point of saying that he had never seen his
aunt to whom Mr. Ogilvie Is married-the
very moment you -appoint Mr. Ogilvie to
take the place of a judge and hold a court
to investigate matters under his own and bis

1 superior's administration, that moment you
should be careful to keep relationship en-
tirely out of the position of the judge who is
to preside and make the Inquiry. Why, that
is the plainest principle that obtains with
judges on the bench. Not only is relation-
ship debarred, but the least interest is de-
barred on the part o-f judges. In every
court you will find instances of a judcge ab-
senting himself from a case because he bas
some slight interest In it, in some way or
other, and you will find judges refusing to
adjudicate on cases because they are related
in some way to some of those who have the
case before them. It is the simplest princi-
ple, for the protection of judges and the judi-
cial authority, that they should be kept as
far as possible from the suspicion of inter-
est, either pecuniarlly or in the point of re-
lationship. That is why we say that the
sense of fitness and justice has not been met
by the appointment of a relative, and pald
officer of this Minister to conduct these in-
vestigations into bis own administration of
the Yukon.

But there Is one thing which the right hon.
gentleman consoles himself with, that from
this time forth he is able to love this ad-
mirable Minister of the Interior; and one of
the strangest grounds on which affction
from my right hon. friend is placed, is u!ot,
for instance, even the admirable qualities of
this admirable Minister-not even his
great abilities as they show themselves
to my right bon. friend. No such
well-reasoned and sensible grounds for
basing bis affections for the Minister
of the Interlor. No, he loves hlm because
the member for Pictou bates him. That may
be a very good reason, a very good ground
on which to base one's affections, but gen-
erally we would thInk that there should be
a better reason, a better basis, for affection
and friendship than that. But what is the
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cause of all this attempt to draw plty to the if even a tithe of them proved, the present
poor Minister of the Interior ? Because he admirable Minister of the Interior could
Is hounded bitterly. and abused, and fol- not long be a Minister in this country. You
lowed. In what sense has he been hounded, may talk about ministerial responsibility
or followed, or bitterly abused ? I bave this way or that way, but the man who is
failed to see or hear it ln this House. He at the head of a department is supposed to
presides over a department in this Govern- keep bis eye upon that department, and, If
-ment. With reference to bis management lie does not do it, if lis appointments are
of that department, he Is open to criticisn. unworthy, if bis administration is careless
He has been criticised. and will hereafter and more than careless, he cannot retain the
be criticised ; but, because the Opposition confidence of his party as a Minister of the
criticises the departinent and the head of Executive and the Government, and there
the department on account of what they be- will be found a very speedy way of translat-
lieve to be the inefficient, the neglectful way ing the present Minister of the Interior to
in which it is managed, It by no means some office of emolument within the gift of
follows that they abuse him, or follow him, the Crown, and the installation of some one
or bound him. We love this admirable Min- else in bis place. But It will not be with the
Ister of the Interior, and we love him not will and the agreeable acquiescence of the
because anybody hates him. We love him Minister of the Interior. He bas served that
just as far as his loving and lovable quali- notice on bis party already. With the com-
ties will give us a basis for our affections ing statement of the Prime Minister, to
and no further. But we do not con- which I would attach much more force, if It
sider him of such majestic mien or wonder- had not followed about a thousand in order
ful power that we are hurling all the en- i of other statements and promises made
venomed shafts of hatred and bitterness !which have not been f ulfilled, during thec ar-
against him as a shining mark. We bave no eer of my right hon. friend ; but. with that
such thought as that ln our minds. He and statement in prospect. the hon. gentleman. I
his colleague, the hon. Minister of Railways, think, was trying to serve notice upon the
both suffer from a little balucination In that party that, through this probing to the very
respect. They are not, however, so import- bottom whatever miglit le proved with re-
ant in the eyes of the Opposition and the ference te offiai corruption, lie, at least
country as they think, but they happen. was ot going te vacate bis seat and to re-
whether by accident or otherwise, te have lieve the Government of bis place in the
very important departments under them at Cabinet to make room for any one else.
present. And, consequently, they become, There was one moment of Intense relief and
not In their personality, but ln their admin- intense elation on the other side. It was
istration, shining marks for good and rea- when this admirable Minister, as a sequence
sonable criticism on the Opposition side-- te some of bis first remarks, turned around
only that, and nothing more. to bis followers and declared that in the

Now, 1 think I must come for a little whole length and breadth of this Indictment
while to the admirable speech of the admir- there was not one charge of personal cor-
able Minister of the Interior. I have already 'ruption against him or any member of the
said that the genius of his speech, if you Government. We then heard the welkin
may call It such, consisted In bis deftly ring with the cheers of the hon. gentlemen
catching two or three unimportant points. opposite. Evidently, suspense was relieved;
making the most of them, and sliding over evidently, that announcement was a sur-
the difficult ones, the fundamental charges prise, and they congratulated themselves,
that were made. I beg leave to say that, and sent their poeans up to the gods that
although he disparaged the value of the seat they were spared what they had feared-
of my hon. friend from Pictou, althoufgh he the personal indictment of some one of their
seemed to think It bad not much commercial Ministers.
value-he may be a judge at that ; I do not But there is another great difficulty. The
know-he evidently does net Intend to put constitution Is ln danger again-in danger,
lis own seat, whatever value it may have, according to the admirable Minister of the
in any jeopardy. He distinctly argued this Interior ; in danger again, according to the
afternoon that, because he himself was not erudite leader of the Government. In what
charged with personal corruption, though respect? Another great constitutional prin-
we might prove that all the appointments he ciple is Involved. Turning to tthelr followers,
made were corrupt, and his whole manage- both sald: Are you going to relegate to judges
ment corrupt, inefficlent. shamelessly Inept, your duties as members of Parliamient ?
grossly negligent, he, the admirable Minis- We are responsible te Parliament, and not
ter, intended to hold on to his seat. i ven- te the judges. Therefore, we cannot have a
ture to say that Canada is a different coun- commission of judges to inquire Into official
try from what he thinks it is, and public corruption, as It Is alleged, in the Yukon dis-
opinion Is a little more alive than hon. gen- trict. Now, whilst I advocate ministerial
tiemen opposite nowadays think It is, and responsibility. while it is thie basis of our
that If these charges were once put before parlamentary system, I do nlot think there
a thoroughly independent commIssion, and is sanything inconsistent withi parliamentary
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responsibility, that Parilament should in- the Interior-that admirable gentleman-to
form itself, and inform Itself by a commis- take, that this miner's committee which
sion of whatever character It chooses, Judges suffered under and was cognizant of the evil
or not. Nobody supposes that the judges which afllieted the community from Jan-
are to go into this investigation and depose uary to the 25th August, 1898, that that
the Minister of the Interior, or the Postmas- commaittee having been in Dawson, where
ter General, or the Minister of Marine and the evil was rife, and when six months
Fisheries, who is a special sinner in this after the commission was opened they could
case, through having put that man Russell înot prove anything, that shows that they
Into an appointment of honour and responsi- had no reasonable case and had no evidence
bility in British Columbia and the Yukon. upon which to base their charges. I say,
No one supposed that the judges were going Sir, that in a period of six months, or even
to decapitate these gentlemen, however three muonths. in a mining camp like Daw-
much they may mernt decapitation. son, things could easily have been proved
All that the judges were to do was to in-l at the time the charges were made and the
quire into this matter, to probe It, as my facts were current would be absolutely im-
right hon. friend said. to the bottom, and possible of proof except by the most hercu-
give information to the members of this lean efforts. Yet the commission was il-
House. upon which information parliamen- imited. The niners did not ask it to be
tary responsibility could rest secure. Infor- Ilinited ; the mining community ln Dawson
mation is needed, needed by members on . did not ask it to be limited ; Mr. Ogilvie
both sides of the House. Despite all that himself did not ask it to be limited. Yet
bas been written, ail that has been said, all this Government took the liberty to limit
the rumours and ail the facts that have been it to the 25th August. And Mr. Ogilvie,
current throughout this country and through- against his own wish, and will, and opinion
out the British Empire for the past year and over and over again expressed, was forced
a half. how little specifle Information mem- 10 confine the investigation to what took
bers on elther side of the House as to what place before the 25th August, much as he
bas been going on in the Yukon. All that regretted it. What were the charges? Laclr
time, and I charge I t against the Govern- of confidence in the officiais. Is that a mat-
ment, ail that time, whilst this flood or terwhich must be kept to a certain period
cusation. and of suspicion of misconduct, of time when the same officiais were ln
and proof of misconduct in case after case, office? If the court Is open there, ani a
have been current the world around, thls man cores into court and says: I have a
Administration bas been interposing its bulk piece of evidence of an occurrence that took
between a thorough investigation of these place yesterday which will prove that an
allegations and charges and the great out-officiai is inetlicient and rnworthy, the Judge
side publie who want to know, who want nI]st say: Your proof is entirely irrelevant
ta purge Canada's good name and to purge sir; this charge was made on the 2'tl
the name of popular self-government ag re- August, and no matter what may be the fail-
presented in Canada. They have great ad- ings, the incapacity, fie actual fraud and
vantages ; they do not have to fight on the cheatery o! these officiais since, it is of ne
aggressive. All these gentlemen have to do account at ail; you must nuL bring any
is simply to maintain a position of masterly evidence that bas not to do with an act com-
inactivity ; time and distance will* do the mitted before the 25th ugust, 1898. That
rest. That dispersion of evidence which in- Is the action of a Government which wants
evitably takes place in a country like the ta probe to the bottom, which will not rest
Yukon, with its thousands going and coming satisfied until every shadow of suspicion la
over immense distances, makes it impossible bfted from that land o! the miduigha sun.
to produce to-morrow the evidence whieli hlow the professions and actions f these
you have under your hand to-day. All that hon. gentlemen are poles asunder. I say,
you have to do Is by dilatory methods, , to Si, that after their eulogiums upon Mr.
keep the thing over for three months, for Oglvie. after the statements that have becu
six months, for nine months or for a year- made through every part of the country as
and by that time you will have buried any to Mr. Ogilvie. Mr. Ogilvie's opinion may
evidence that could possibly have been got now be quoted against th6mselves and quo.
together at any time to convict these men.' ted with great force. Mr. Ogllvic's opinion
Here is another principle enunclated to- was that it was an unfortunate thing that
night. In the kaleidoscopie changes that are the Investigation was limited ta what had
takIng place, all the officials of yesterday occurred prevlous ta the 25th of August. 1
wIll be out to-morrow. And the doetrine is want to prove that. I wlll read oniy a few
laid down here to-nlght that the moment an of the statements made by Commissioner
executive offleer, no matter what he may Ogilvie. At page 72. of the evidence, it wi
have done while in office, Is out of office you be found that the commissioner, being askec
have no right to follow him Into private life. for his ruing and belng pressed ta mie
Everything wIll work lovely for these gen- that he couid net take evldence upoixwhat
tlemen if they wil just be dilatory a few lad oceurred subseguent tathe 25th Augst
months longer. What a most absurd and said: 1
inworthyposition It was--for the Minister egetote nit Wt nI we thbve carte Lcwk

62026201



[COMMONS]

the legal adviser here and have come to the con-
clunion that I can only hear charges under that
commission that occurred before the 25th of Au-
gust. If there is any way in which I can go and
hear others, I am quite willing to do so,-if there
is any legal method-and, further, I intend to
refer the matter to the Minister, and ask for
another commission or an enlargement of this.

Again, on page 73, when Mr. MeDougall,
one of the miners' committee, or acting for
them, is urging the hardship upon them of
conining it to what had occurred previouas
to the 25th of August, he says :

They refer to certain actions made from day
to day, and made still, and it is utterly impossi-
ble to read it any other way than that this in-
vestigation should consider charges up to the
present tme.

The Commissioner.-Unfortunately, it is other-
wise.
Again, on page 73, he makes about the same
admission. On page 74, when Mr. Tabor is
urging the legal objection, he (Mr. Tabor)
says :

It may be a questionable point whether this
very commission would be entitled to inquire in-
to the acts of civil servants, because there is
another Act provided for it.

The Commissioner.-That is a mIsfortune.

That is the way he designates the commis-
sion. Again, In reply to Col. McGregor, who
says:

The way I understand it was the commissioner
that was to investigate into charges was not lim-
ited to the date of the commission, but up to
the time that his labours would be considered
to be completed.

The Coammissioner.-I wish it had been so.
Col. MeGregor. a little later, says:

I have ne desire to induce you to go beyond
that .power.

The Commissioner.-If there is any other legal
way to take the investigation up, I will do so,
and will urge the Minister by .the next mail to
extend this commission, or have a new one. * * *
Even the Minister does not always utter the
law. Even the Minister cannot override the law.
I am sorry I am stopped.
On page 75, he declares again : Meanwhile
as I cannot go on any other way than to
limit myself to what occurred bef.ore the
25th of August:

Meantime, I will ask the Minister for another
commission or an extension of this.

Again, on the same page, Mr. MeDougall
says:

Can you be surprised that any one cannot
carry on a prosecution which commences, say the U
25th of February, before which no matters can i
be brought up which occurred after the 25th of
August ?

The Commissioner.-It may be surprising, but
all I can say Is I am quite as much surprised
and disappointed as you are. I regret It, but I
will take such steps by any legal method I can
to go on with the Investigation, and if you wish
I shall ask for an enlargement of the commission,c
or a new one, to end on such a date, so that a

Mr. FOSTER.

'everybody will be satisfied. I cannot override
the commission ; there is no use.
That, Sir, is but a sample of many staté-
ments made by Mr. Ogilvie himself, every
one of which goes to show that bis matured
opinion was that it was a pity, a misfortune
and a mistake that this commission was
limited to the 25th of August, and that It
should have gone on to take ln cases Up to
the date of the sitting of the commission.

Now, Sir, when the Minister of the Interior
undertakes bis defence, he says that such.
officers as were to be appointed were appoint-
ed as soon as possible, and as soon as it was
practicable. First, so and so went up ; then
Mr. Walsh and bis staff went up, and Mr.
Walsh was thought to be the right man. The
Minister evidently all the way through strives
to ward off responsibility for bis appointment
under the statement that the country gen-
erally approved of the appointment of Mr.
Walsh. That does not alter the Minister's
responsibility for his appointment one single
iota. Only ta little period any way, says lhe
Minister, should be investigated, that is the
little period from June to September, 1898.
It is only a past wrong, no wrongs are now
alleged. It would be difficult to understand
what wrong could be inquired into except a
past wrong. Future wrongs are indefinite,
and may never transpire. But the hon. Min-
ister's argument was this, that It is past,
and that it is al folly to talk about investigat-
ing anything during the period from June to
September, 1898. It was a little period, and,
therefore, it does not amount ito much. He
says that the miners' committee being in
Dawson at the time of these occurrences are
said to have taken place, and remaining
there. ought to have been able to prove their
charges if the charges were true, and if they
had any proof upon which they based them
at first. He goes on to say thait the charges
were false, that the men were false, and that
it was timply, as he puts it, a bare-faced
attempt of the miners' eommittee and those
they represented to bring opprobrium upon
the Government.

There is a point that has been dealt with
by the gentlemen who have spoken, but I do
not think it can be too of!ten dealt with,
namely, the extreme difficulty of getting
proof and presenting charges under the cir-
cumstances In the Yukon. What were the
circumstances, in brief ? In the first place,
a disorganized state of society, where men
are going and coming every hour of every
day during every month of the year, and
where the men were the principals in an
action or wronged by an aetion of to-day,
may be thousands of miles away or hun-
dreds of miles away to-morrow, and proof
impossible to be obtained except at great
expense and trouble. That is one thing
Now, when you take that into account and
ook through al the ramileations of that
one circumstance whch is ever present, the
diffleulty comes (to be seen as enormous for
any gentleman or any lawyer to undertake
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to press a case before him. For, mind you.
Mr. Ogilvie did not sit there as a commis-
sioner of inquiry, he did not sit there with a
desire every hour that he sat there to probe
Into these matters; lhe sat there, as he was
advised to sit, as a judge in a court of law
asking parties to formulate their charges.
Having fMr. Tabor at his side, and 3r.
Clement, he would not allow even a witness
to mention another man's name in the course
of bis evidence if It was thought that lie
might imply a charge agalnst the other man,
until a specific charge had been formulated
against that other man. He demanded that
in every case specifie charges should be for-
mulated and supported by evidence. that
these charges should be put into the hands
of the persons charged, and sufficient time
given to them to prepare their defence. That
was not a committee of inquiry, that was
an imitation of a court of law, where the
judge sits on bis bench and does not do
anything except by a question now and then
to help to the elucidation of a point which is
being'discussed before him, or a fact in evi-
dence. It is not un Inquiry into a state of
thIngs alleged to have taken place, an act
alleged to have been wrong and bad. That
was how Mr. Ogilvie sat, that was how that
investigation went on ; and the very moment
when the men who were trying to conduet
a case cane up point blank against some-
thing or other which they wanted to prove,
and said they could prove, by evidence, that
happened after the 25th of August, they
were ruled out, it was impossible te bring in
that evidence. That is a fact Which is
pateat on every page of the evidence pro-
dueed by the Government with reference to
that investigation. What other thing Is pat-
ent ? We find that there was no provision
at ail for procuring evidence. First, there
was no provision that a man who gave evi-
dence should be properly protected, because
in many cases no safeguard could be given
by the commissioner, and second. there was
no provision for the expenses of witnesses,
in the least, provided. Now, you put
these things together and the difficulties
were simply enormous. With untrained
men, working with their own private
resources, at their own expenses, and at the
ieglect of their own business, with-
out sufficient legal advice, or power to get
it, I say the difficulties were enormous
for these men to carry out an investigation
and to go to the root of the matter. I ven-
ture to say that no hon. gentleman can read
that evidence, as I have read It from cover
to cover. without being impressed with the
fact that that investigation was totally In-
adequate te bring out the true state of the
facts which were alleged to have existed
and to exist at that time. I do not think
any sensible business man, or any lawyer,
could read through the evidence without
coming to that conclusion. I state that with-
out any implication against men who were
trying to conduet this busness. I go fur.

ther and I say that the last half of the Inves-
tigation which was carried on, the difficul-
ties of which are shown in about the last
half of the evidence, where we had the In-
vestigation, which could not go on, under
the terms of the commission, and where Mr.
Ogilvie endeavoured to get witnesses te
state their evidence and te make a statu-
tory declaration to him, shows that, in al-
most every particular, the investigation was
not well conducted, but that it had degener-
ared into ai farce. Why ? From inapitude
on the part of those who had thrown upon
then the onus of carrying out this investi-
gation and because of the utter lack of any
kind of inachinery for getting at the real
statement of the case, for defraying the
expenses of witnesses and for safeguard-
ing them against incriminating themselves,
or any of those safeguards necessary te in-
quire luto the facts. So that I think the
ease is not proven at ail to the satisfaction
of this House, that the hon. Minister of the
Interior and the Government are free of
blame entirely, because, under these cir-
cumstances, the investigation has not
brought out the facts which were alleged
by the miners' commIttee. It is stated that
the Opposition have a desire to blast Mr.
Ogilvie's reputation. I do not think se; I
do not think a single word can be cited to
show that. We may be perfectly well agreed
that Mr. Ogilvie is a first rate man. a good
man, in the line of bis professional occu-
pation, but we may have a totally different
view as to his capacity to take the place of
judge, or, as to his eligibility, under the
circumstances, te be in the position of a
judge, te pass upon the administration of bis
own employer and of his own relative by
marriage. When, says the hon. Minister of
the Interlor, did Mr. Ogilvie become Incom-
petent ? If you will allow an answer te that
question, in a guarded way, in the view of
the Opposition, Mr. Ogilvie became incom-
petent when he was appointed te take
charge of the investigation into& the depart-
ment ofb is own Minister and te occupy the
place of a judge, and his incompetence is no
disgrace to him. Everyi man is net born a
judge. Every good surveyor. every good
general man of business, every good honest
man Is net necessarily the proper man te
conduet a judicial inquiry and te probe these
matters to the bottom, as the right hon. gen-
tleman said they ought te be probed. The
hon. Minister of the Interlor says that he
begged for charges. That does fnot help the
matter. What, If a few notices were sent
out here and there over the Yukon district,
telling the miners, that if they have any
charges against men who hold every fortune
that they have got within the hollow of their
hand, they may prefer them when they must
walk ln from their claims at their own ex-
pense, negleet their work and face aIl the
legal abillty and a court cofnsttuted as this
one wasle I tell hon. gentlemen that It is
simply absurd to tell us, with a notice sent
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out lu that way, that this was an adequate
lnquiry. What, then, is the Government's
position ? They say. tirst, that they are wait-
ing for the full result. They have been wait-
ing for the last year and a half. All they
have to do to stave off the inquiry is to awiait
about a year longer, and every official w-1i
have passed away or every scintilla of evi-
dence that could have been gathered will
have been dissipated. They say : If the
grouuds are shown we will further invest!-
gate. That ineans sinply taffy for their fol-
lowers. We know that the grounds will be
judged by these lion. gentlemen, and the
way they will judge the grounds may be
taken from- the manner in which they have
acted for the last year and a half ln refer-
ence to these charges. They say that their
politieal responsibility would be taken fron
Parliainent and handed over to the judges
of tie land. No one asks them to band it
over. The only question is as to whether
this Parliament is properly informed on these
niatters. In no way eau parliamentary re-
sponsibility be fairly carried out with an un-
informed set of members of Parliament,
speaking, of course, with all respect, of hon.
menbers. If it is necessary for the best par-
liamentary responsibility that the clearest
and surest information should be got, the
argument is that you should get the
best tribunal to gather the information
aud then you will be in a position
te discharge the duties of members of
Parliament and to Judge with discretIon,
with knowledge and wlth information. Says
the hon. Minister of the Interior : Mr. Wade
bas been attacked, and by the reports M.r.
Wade has been exonerated. The hon. Min-
ister declares in the end that It is all boiled
down to this : On what does the fair fame
of Canada rest ? On the character of her
public men, not In the fact that Major
Walsh's cook accidentally got a permit.
Now, Sir, I do not want any sentence more
damnatory than that from the bon. Minister
of the Interior, as a member of that Gov-
ernment, when an hon. gentleman, vceupy-
ing the responsible position that he does,
having heard all that has been sald, know-
lng all that has been alleged, knowing all
that bas been actually proved, comes down,
and with the dignity and from the position
of a member of the Government declares
that it Is all bolied down to this that a cook
of Major Walsh accidentally got -a permit
and that all this pother is about that. The
fair fame of Canada, he says, rests upon the
character of Its publie men, and the charac-
ter of Its publie men Is shown by their acts.
The. fair fame of Canada, he -deelared, has
always been safe with Liberal Govern-
ments. That is sufficlent for tis followers
and for his party. But the memory of this
country Is not absolutely deadened, and
we do not have to go back many years to
the impersonfleation of the Liberal party
i the province of Quebec under a certain
Mr. Mercier, In whose Liberal hands the

Mr. FOSTER.

fair faine of the province of Quebec was
safe. The Paeauds flourished then like the
green bay tree, and ithe right hon, gentle-
man who sits there as Prime Minister of
Canada partook in the results and fruits
of the plunder that Pacaud stole from the
public treasury of the province of Quebec.
And the gentleman who sits behind the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries partiel-
pated in the plunder that was taken from
the province of Quebee and used it in the
elections in the province of New Bruns-
wick.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Will the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Foster) allow me to make a re-
mark ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. I wish to say that what the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Poster) states Is ut-
terly and entirely untrue. I never handled
a dollar, I never saw a dollar, I never par-
ticipated in any shape or form in the ex-
penditure of a dollar of money which came
from any such source ?

Mr. FOSTER. Will the bon. gentleman
(Mr. Blair) deny that a cheque for $5,O0
came from the province of Quebec for use
In the New Brunswick elections, in behalf
of the party and the Government that he
led at that time In the province of New
Brunswick ?

The MINISTER OF RiAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do unquestionably deny it.

Mr. POSTER. The bon. gentleman (Mr.
Blair) denies it ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I do.

Mr. POSTER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I am
bound to take his denial, but the last bas
not been heard on this question. But there
is no denial possible of the first statement
that I made, or the right bon. gentleman
who leads this Government would get up
and deny lit. His majority sits here to-
day, a majorIty whIch was propped up,
supported, bought by the plunder which
was taken from the provincial treasury of
Quebec under a Liberal Government, lu
whose hands the fair fame of Canada can
always be trusted.

Mr. Hardy leads a Libemul Government
in this province of Ontarlo-and, under
Liberal Governments, the fair fame of Can-
ada can always be trusted. What is this
revelaition that has lately come from Elgin?
This revelation In which a Liberal candi-
date became a Liberal member by the gross-
est frauda that were ever brought to light
in any country ; ! do fnot care if you go
back to the rotten borough days of old Eng-
land.

Mr. COCHRANE. Where is Preston?

62086207



[JUNE 29, 1899]

Mr. FOSTER. Preston now in receipt as fair a gloss as possible on every other
of a larger salary from this Government. case, he never mentioned that by one single
was the man, I believe, who planned that word or one single Une. Neither was it
campaign, who established the Liberal organ- mentioned by the admirable ýMinister of the
ization, which reaches Into every county, and Interior, who is certainly admirable In
which reached into that county, which per- avolding all the weak spots of his case. But,
sonated honest men as keepers of the ballot- Sir, the evidence is there, and I propose to
boxes, slept over night with the ballot- put some of that evidence before the House
boxes, and fixed them to their liking ; im- to-night. In the fall of 1897, trouble arose
posed on a sherif too willing to be imposed on Dominion Oreek. Mr. Faweett was the
on, too easily lending himself to be Gold Commissioner. There was overlap-
imposed upon ; who stole the constituency plng, and bad descriptions of the different
under the flying banners of the Hardy Lib-a ms, andIn the end Mr. Fawcett thought
eral organization in the province of Ontarlo; the easest way out ut it was to close Do-
kept it in spite of all decency and conscience, minion Creek, and le closed It un the 15th
until the damning facts came out, and then November, 1897-the creek alone and not
gave up what had been stolen and made a the bills and benches. There was part of
disclosure, poor innocent man, that he never the creek even which was atterwards open-
knew such a thing was going on in his ed, but the main part where the diffieulties
county. And yet, the fair fame of Canada of description and overlappIng of claim ex-
Is safe In the hands of Liberal Governments. isted is lnot yet open, or was not at the

The Postmaster General sits there, the date that this evidence was closed. Now,
man who goes cheek by jowl with that after he had closed Dominion Creek he
organization on the side lnes of every con- awaited a survey. The creek was closed In
tested Dominion election i this country, November ; the hillsides and benches were
who herds with them, sleeps with them, not closed, and men prospected on the hill-
who carries on this business In connection sides and benches, and they brought down
with them. And yet, under a Liberal Gov- their applications and made them, but Mr.
ernment always the fair fame of Canada Faweett recorded none of them. He said
can always be trusted. to them in effect : Go ahead, prospect, make

Modebate.what description you car, make your ap-
Mr. GIBSON. The high tone of d • plication here, and when we get the sur-
Mr. FOSTER. Yes, the admirable Minis- veys made, these will be taken into account

ter of the Interior and the high tone of and we wIll have these matters fixed up.
debate that the hon. member for Lincoln So it remained until Mr. Walsh came into
(Mr. Gibson) is talking about. Why, we the country, and on the 30th day of May,
are getting very high-toned. I was seme- Major Walsh and the couneil stopped this
what surprised when the Prime Minister privilege of prospecting on the hillsides and
put in his volce for high tone to-night, but benches of Dominion Creek, and closed not
we expected it of him. I am very much only the creek which Mr. Faweett had
surprised that the member for Lincoln closed, but closed the hillsides and benches
finds fault with the tone of debate, as well. Mr. Faweett said : that is not
especlally when that tone shows him fair, Mr. Walsh ; I have ailowed prospect-
something of the fallacy of the appeal ing on the hillsides and benches that have
of the Minister nf the Interior, that under never been closed; I have taken their ap-
Liberal Governments the far fame of plications ; I have given them to understand
Canada could always be trusted to remain I that these applications would have prior
unsmlrched. i right with me; If you close all of these

Now, Sir, about this Mrs. Koch who ac- you close them out, and when you do open
eldentally got a permit. When the Minis- them everybody will have an equal chance
ter of the Interior was going over that bit to go In there, and that le unfair to these
of evidence, I asked him If that was almen who have prospected under my per-
and after he had finished he said it was all. mission, and la tact under my directions.
To my mind it is not ail, and I propose And so it happened, that after a fortnight'o
to ask the attention of this House to what time he prevailed, and a proclamation or
I consider Is a very Important point which notice was issued that permits would be al.
1s developed In this evidence such as las lowed on and after the 11th day of July on
been gained, and whIch I thInk it is right Dominion Greek. But, Sir, what happens?
this House should be made cognizant of It happens that Mr. Walsh sends down one
from first to last. Would you belleve it, day a notice to Mr. Faweett to be signed.
that this gentleman who acts as judge in Mr. Fawcett, worrIed and bothered, and
this commission to probe to the bottom and wIth the dihseaon which had been going
make his report to this House, actually had on between himself and Mr. Walsh, ,took
unfolded before him by unqualified and that notice as it came to him, and just
uncontradlcted testimony, one of the foul- signed It and sent it back.
est things that has been perpetrated In that The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
Yukon territory with reference to Domin, FISHERIES. What 18 the date of that?
ion COe permits and laims, and whist Mr. FOSTER. I think It was the Oth of
this commissionzer was very anlxious to put Juiy.
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I thInk you are wrong there.
I think It was about the 27th of May.

Mr. FOSTER. No, it was not so early.
But, as my hon. friend has raised the point,
I will refer to the references. I suppose there
Is no doubt about the notice that was Issued
making those accessible for permits on and
after the l1th of July. That was posted on
the 30th of June. Now, on page 89 of the
evidence, I will read, first, the notice closing
the hillsides and benches, Issued by Major
Walsh :

Any locations made on a creek after it has
been closed will not be recognized or put on
record. This includes hill and 'bench claims as
well as creek claims.

Dominion Creek having been closed since the
middle of November last, it bas ibeen decided
that the creek shall remain closed until further
notice. This decision applies to hill and bench
claims as well as to creek claims.
This was passed by the Council, and posted
on the 30th of June. Mr. Faweett objected
to that:

Q. Did you object to that being done ?-A. I
did.

Q. Why ?-A. Because a great nany miners
had gone to the bills with my permission and
staked their claims, made applications and had
the applications accepted as far as protecting of
claims, so far as we could pending the returns
of the survey. I considered I had granted them
a right, and this motion was taking the right
away from them ; that is why I objected ; I would
not have had any objection had that not been the
case ; I did object on that ground.

Q. Your objection was overruled ?-A. I was In
the minority.

Q. How long did that remain closed in accord-
ance with the resolution ?-A. I brought up this
mnatter on several subsequent meetings ; I car-
ried the bench claims book up with me about
two weeks later, and showed the commissioner
that it would be an injustice to these people who
had gone out with my permission and staked
this ground and bad their applications accepted,
if their ground should be taken away from them
ln that way, and that, ln my opinion, they would
have ground for complaint. The commissioner
seemed to acquiesce in this. Mr. Pattullo In the
meantime turned to this resolution, and he said :
" I think that was dis-posed of two weeks ago,"
and read these clauses I have just read. Major
Walsh sald : "Certainly, that was disposed of ;
we can't take cognizance of it any more ; we
can't be doing and undoing ; so that practicaUy
settles that."

Q. Well, then, were the hill-sides open after
all ?-A. They were open upon the publication
of that notice (polnting to the notice).
That is not the notice I have been speaking
of, but Is another notice.

Q. What led to the issuance of this notice ?-
A. There was a good deal transpired between;
there was a notice posted in June notifying the
people that after a certain date permits would
be issued.

Q. What date ?-A. I think It must have been
about the end of June, or somewhere near this ;
it was to have been posted on the 30th June or
the lut of July, stating that permits would be
issued on the 11th.

Q. Have you a copy of that notice now ?-A.
No. The first time I noticed that notice with
my name ln large print was When I saw the
notice posted up. My objection to the whole
thing was, their considering that I didn't say
anything that would seem to be ln favour of
my idea that there was no occasion for closing
the hill-sides.

Q. Was that your signature ?-A. Yes.
That is, the second notice.

Q. Did you issue it ?-A. Well, on one occa-
sion Mr. Pattullo came with a notice, asking me to
sign it; it was ln relation to closing the hill-sides,
but I objected on the ground that I considered
there was no basis for the hill-sides being closed;
I stillmaintained my objection to what had been
done in council as Gold Commissioner, and I re-
fused to sign the notice. Major Walsh sent and
summoned me before him, and he gave me a very
strong reprimand. As near as I can remember,
he said : "Mr. Fawcett, I want you to under-
stand that it is impertinent on your part to ques-
tion anything that has been decided in council,
and when I sent that notice for you to sign, I
want you to sign It." On the spur of the mo-
ment I signed this notice without reading It

Why did he slgu that? Because, by the pow-
ers vested by this Government in Major
Walsh, he had the supreme authority over
every officer, and he could dismiss him, or
do anything he liked. No wonder that Mr.
Fawcett says : "On the spur of the mo-
ment, I signed this notice without reading
it." Then the commIssioner asked him :

Q. Were you not simple ln not reading it ?-A.
Yes, I was simple ; I acknowledge this.

Q. Don't you think you should have kept a copy
for your own protection ?-A. I never thought of
the thing at all.

Q. Don't you think you should have made a
copy of It before you let it go ?-A. Well, I never
thought anything -would arise out of it. I didn't
think any blame or weight would be attached to
me.
No wonder he did not. The lord high ad-
miral was In the land, and the lord high
admiral had a sword put into his hand by
this Government whIch gave him the power
to dismIss Instantly any officer In the civil or
the military force at that time ln the Yukon
-every one except the judge of the Superior
Court.

Q. What was ln this notice ?-A. It stated that
on and after 11th July that permits to prospect
bench claims on Dominion Creek would be
granted-for prospecting and staking, and I think
there was something that applications would be
accepted if approved of by the mining inspector.

Then he was asked, if he could get ae copy
of that notice, and after a while the copy of
the notice was given, and here it Is. This
is the notice which Mr. Faweett signed with-
out reading It:

HILL AND BENCH CLAIMS
On Dominion Creek are now open for Location

and Prospecting by all Free Minerg.
Those claims shown in the appended sketch,with one exception, wIll be open only to thos.

who made application for them prior to the com-

[coblMONSI 62126211



[JUNE 29, 1899]

pletion of the survey, which application was fied
at the office of the Gold Commissioner.

Dated at Dawson, Yukon district, this 8th day
of July, A.D. 1898.

By order,
THOMAS FAWCETT,

Gold Commissioner.

When Mr. Fawcett saw that notice, whIch
he had signed without reading, af the
command of the man who could have eut his
head off Instantly, If he had not obeyed, he
found that bis long-time contention was en-
tirely done away with, and that the men to
w'hom he had given assurances that If they
made application, their applications would
be considered, were entirely left out, he sits'
down and writes a letter to Mr. Walsh on
the 7th July, In which he puts his views
strongly before hlm. That letter I shall not
take up the time of the House in reading,
but It wIll be found on page 99 of the evi-
dence, and li t he relterates his own ground.
Now, when was this 2nd notice dated ? It
was dated on the 8th July. Who put In the
date? Not Mr. Faweett. Mr. Fawcett was for
carrying out his good faith to the miners.
He signed that notice, and, when he had it in
bis mind and after he had signed it and
found out what It was, he signed it, as he
says, and meant that It should not bear
date until the l1th July, so that these men
wbo had prospected and made their applica-
tions to hlm, might have a chance to get
their permits, and not be done out of them
by the general mining public, who mighit
rush in there without baving done any pre-
vious prospecting at all. On the 8th July it'
was signed. The very moment It was sign-
ed, Dominion Creek was opened. The l1th
July was three days distant. The very mo-
ment that was signed, and before it went
to the printer, it was a document that had
force, and Dominion Creek was opened for
anybody who could get the InformatIon.
What was done by the judiclous commission-
er and his entourage ? Mr. Swlneheart, of
the printing office, was called up to Major
Walsh's office, and was asked when he could
do some printing, when te could get it out ;
and finally was told what it was, and he
joked with the commissioner about It, and
wished he had a miners' ilcense, for, if he
had, lhe would start at once. and get bis
stakes down, and get bis claim. TheJotiee
went down to the printing office. Man after
man was at the eommissioner's office in
order to get hold of this document and ascer-
tain Its date. The printer refused any who
did not bring an order from Mr. Walsh.
Ultimately, an order was brought from Mr.
Walsh, and these notices were taken out on
the 9tli to be posted. But what happened ?
This happened, that on the Sth July, the
very date the order was signed and dated
by Mr. Walsh, some people knew that Do-
mnion Creek was opened, and they could
make tracks for It. Who made tracks for
Dominion Creek ? Mr. Faweett, In his evi-
dence, page 94, when he was pressed, sald: j

195j

If you wish to know whether I knew of any
parties who had Information, I think I knew of
a person who, I subsequently heard, had informa-
tion, who went and staked a clam, and left Daw-
son on the evening of the 8th.

Q. Who is he ? A. Mr. Carbeno.

Let us look a little mor-e into Mr. Carbeno's
position. On page 102, Mr. Carqeno himself
is asked to stand up, and the commissioner
asked hlm :

Can you give us the naies of those men who
accompanied you out to Dominion Creek ?-Mr.
Carbeno, the Colum boys.

Q. Can you say if they are in the country ?-
A. No, sir, they are not ; they went out with
Major Walsh. There was a man named. Mar-
selle ; he didn't come into Dawson with us ; he
went out from Bennett.

Q. Do you know if he staked a claim else-
where ?-A. He staked a claim on Phil Walsh
Creek, below the Big Salmon,

Q. Have you any personal knowledge that he
was In the same contract that you were ?

Carbeno, it appears, was in a contract.

A. Yes, the same agreement was drawn up.
Q. And he had, likewise to give a three-fourths

interest ?-A. He drew up an agreement on the
typewriter, as I remember it, and Marseille got
an agreement.

So, Carbeno says that the Collum boys went
out with him. What is the next step in
this ? Turn to page 258:

Louis Carbeno, called and sworn.
By Mr. Fawcett :

Q. Where were you on the 8th July ?-A. Well,
I was in camp until about 10 o'clock.

Mind you, this 8th July was before the no-
tices were printed and put up, but after
they had been sIgned by the order of Major
Walsh.

Q. Where ?-A. It would be at the hospital.
Q. lu what capacity were you workIng ?-A. I

was working for Major Walsh.
Q. Were you there all that day ?-A. Yes, sir,

I was.
Q. On the evening of the 8th July ?-A. Until

evening.
Mr. Fawcett Is examinIng, and seems to do
It with a right-good will.

Q. Where were you later on in the evening ?-
A. I was up Bonanza.

Q. For what purpose ?-A. GoIng up to Domin-
ton.

Q. Why were you on the way to Dominion ?-
A. Because I was informed that It was going to
be opened on the 9th.

Q. Informed when ?-A. About 5 o'clock In the
afternoon.

Q. On what date ?-A. The 8th.
Q. Where did you acquire the Information ?-

A. I recelved that from one of our dog-drlvers.
Q.Who ?-A. MoBeth.

Q. le he here now ?-A. Yes ; he Is an Indian.
Q. And le told you It was open ?-A. Well, ho

didn't tell me ; It was rumoured about the camp.
I asked Major Walsh's brother If the creek ,,vas
going to be thrown open on the 9th, and he said
lie thouglit It was.

Q. Where was McBeth at this time ?-A.. e
had been down the street.
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Q. Where was le when he gave you this In-
formation ?-A. In camp.

Q. Where was McBeth ?-A. He had been down
the street, and he came back to camp.

Q. Was Major Walsh present ?-A. No.
Q. Was McBeth working for Major Walsh ?-

A. Yes.
Q. And he told you that the creek would be

opened on the 9th?-A. He said he heard It would
be opened on the 9th.

Q. That was on the afternoon of the 8th ?-A.
Yes.

Q. Did he tell you how he came by that In-
formation ?-A. No, sir.

Q. When did you stake your claim ?-A. I
staked it on the 9th, about 10.30.

By the Commissioner :
Q. In the morning ?-A. Yes, sir.

By Mr. Fawcett :
Q. You subsequently recorded that claim ?-A.

Yes.
Q. What time did you start ?-A. At 10.30 on

the evening of the 8th.
Q. Would anybody iave any interest In giving

you any Information as to this creek being open-
ed on the 9th ?-A. No, not that I know of, ex-
cept Major Walsh's brother.

Q. What interests had he ?-A. He dlidn't have
any interests. I suppose- it was his interest, In
one way, to give me Information,

Q. What arrangement was there between you
and Major Walsh or any of his brothers with re-
ference to any claims you might stake ?-A.
There was a document drawn up between him
and his brother to give me a three-fourth inter-
est in anything I got In the country, providing
lie paid all my expenses, and the working of any
ground I took up In the country.

Q. Would you recognize that agreement if you
saw it ?-A. Yes, sir.

Q. Would you tell me if this is the document ?
(Showing an agreement between Louis Carbeno
and Lewis Walsh) which reads as follows :-

Port Arthur, 23rd Sept., 1897.
This agreement made this day, between Lewis

Walsh, known as the party of the first part, and
Louis Carbeno, of the town of Brockville, known
as the party of the second part,

Witness that in consideration of the party of
the first part furnishing the party of the second
part with an outfit, and paying all expenses
necessary for the working of any claim that the
party of the second part may discover or take
up I the Yukon district, In the North-west Ter-
ritories, the party of the second part hereby
agrees to give the party of the firat part a one
undivided three-quarter interest In the said claim,
reserving to himself a one-quarter interest.

LEWIS WALSH.
LOUIS CARBENO.

Witness : PHIL. WALSH.
Q. That is your signature ?-A. Yes, sir ; that

-l the agreement between me and Lewis Walsh.
Q. Where was that made ?-A. That was drew

up and signed at the Big Salmon last winter.
Q. Where was It drawn up ?-A. In Port Ar-

thur.
Q. When did you sign it ?-A. Last winter;

there was another agreement which his brother
drew up, aui I wouldn't sign it.

Q. Phil. Walsh drew it np ?-A. This was
made at Port Arthur and forwarded to Big Sa.-
mon.

Q. Why was it dated the 24th of September ?-
A. That was the date on which we made the
arrangement.

Q. You were at Port Arthur on the 23rd of
September ?-A. Yes ; that was dated then.

Mr. FOSTER.

Q.You didn't sign it till last winter. Who
was the witness ?-A. Phil. Walsh.

By the Commissioner:
Q. You staked the claim in the way you said ?

-A. Yes.
Q. What did you do with that claim ?-A. I

turned it over as I agreed.
By Mr. Fawcett:

Q. According to that agreement you made for
part of that claim, did you- A. Yes, air.

Q. To whom did you convey that ?-A. To PhIl.
Walsh.

Q. Is that something like the bill of sale ?
That is the bill of sale ?-A. Yes, sir.

Q. That was given after this agreement which
you signed ?-A. Yes, sir.
Then the commissioner takes & hand in:

By the Commissioner :
Q. Why did you give this to Philip Walsh and

not to Lewis?-A. Because Major Walsh instruct-
ed me he did not want Lewis's name brought Into
the office, and it would be just as well to have
the property made over to him.

Mir. McLENNAN. Who la Lewis?

Mr. FOSTER. Major Walsh's brother.

I told him that it was not proper ; that the
agreement would not stand law, and I couldn't
get anything, and asked him to make out another
agreement. He argued the point, and I told Mr.
Pattullo and Pattullo drew that agreement up ;
he said it would be all right, and I went to work
and signed it.

Q. What consideration did you receive?-A. Not
a cent.

Q. What were you to receive for the three-
fourths ; you were to receive one-fourth instead
of what belonged to you ?-A. He was to look
after it, and pay any expenses of any mine I
took up.

An hon. MEMBER. Who ls Mr. Pattullo?

Mr. FOSTER.
seeretary.

Major Walsh's private

Q. Had this agreement been made before you
left down east ?-A. We talked the agreement
over, but the agreement hadn't been drawn up,
and It had to be signed at Big iïalmon.

Q. Did you think at that time that this was a
fair agreement ?-A. I didn't.

Q. Why did you sign it ?-A. Because I was in
a position and I couldn't very well get out of
it ; I didn't want to go out of the country.

Q. If you had refused, what would have been
the result ?-A. I wouldn't have been permitted
to go ; I would have had to have gone out.

Q. What position did you hold ?--A. He pro-
mised me the position I have now-cooking for
the officials ; and I suppose if I hadn't signed
that document I would not be In the position
I hold now.

Q. Who promised you ?-A. Major Walsh.
Q. Do you think you would have been ln the

same position now If you hadn't ?-A. No, I
don't think I would ; nothing said about that.

-Q. Was there any compulsion of any kind used
to make you sign that ?-A. He laid ln his tent-
That l Major Walsh.

-not over 16 feet away ; he knew It was wrong
and I kn.ew it was wrong.

Q. He didn't in any way try to compel you to
sign it ?-A. No.

Q. What reason have you for saying that you
did not thInk you would be here ?-A. I said I

6215



[JUNE 29, 1899]

wouldn't have held the position I am holding now Q. No knowledge of any other but yourself and
if I had not signed it. i these two ?

Q. What were you doing then ?-A. Cooking. --A. No other ; that ls all that went or came.
Q. How much were you getting ?-A. $60 a Q. Were these men employed lu the camp ?-

month. A. They came in with us.
Paid by this Governmnent. Q. Were they employed around the camp ?-A.

Yes, sir.
Q. What now ?-A. $100 per month. Q. They would have to get permission from

Paid by this Governmnt. Major Walsh, the same as you did ?-A. Yes, sir.
Then Mr. Galiin comes in.

Q. When did you get an advance in your
wages ?--A. Last August ; but he told me he
would give me 125, then he eut It to 100. I said
I would take the hundred and stayed in.

Q. You don't mean to connect his saying that
with this -bill ?-A. No ; I told his brother when
they drew it up it was not riglit.

Q. What value woul you place on the consId-
eration you got for this ?-A. The agreement wasi
that we were to receive a prospecting outfit.
Then, he goes on to say how much that,
was worth.

Q. The Government paid you wages and living
expenses, so that has nothing to do with the;
case ?-A. I think about $40 or $50.
That is the expense of an outfit

Q. You would place the value of an outfit to
stake a claim at forty or fifty dollars. Well, be-
fore you left camp to go on that trip,-
Out to Dominion on:the 8th of July, at 10.30
o'clock.
-did you ask Major Walsh's permission ?-A.
I did.

Q. Did you tell him what you were going for ?
-A. I told hlm I was going to Dominion Creek.

Q. What did he say ?-A.. He said yes.
Q. Did you tell him you were going to stake ?

-A. I did not.
Q. Do you think he knew ?-A. Yes, he would

not think I was going for a walk ; that was in
the evening, about 8 or 10 o'clock.

By Mr. Tabor:
Q. Did any other officials go with you ?-A.

Yes, one, an Indian ; and when I had gone five
or ten miles I was joined by another Indian.

Q. Were these Major Walsh's Indians ?-A.
Just the two of them.

Q. Who were they ?-A. Two of the Cullum
boys.
I read you his evidence before that two of
ithe Oullum boys went with him. So that
these were two of Major Walsh's Indians,
and one of. whom went with him, while the
other caught up with him before he had gone
more than ten ,miles out.

Q. In saying an outfit worth $40 or $50, what
do you mean ?-A. Going to Dominion Creek and.
coming back.

By the Commissioner:
Q. Have you any personal knowledge of the

standing of these Indians ; were they going to
-stake on the same terms as you did ?-A. Yes,
going on the same terms ; I don't kno'w whether
they signed a contract or not ; I know there
was an agreement, but I am not positive about
the contract.

Q. Similar to yours ?-A. Sinillar to mine.
Q. Did they transfer a three-quarter interest to

Philip Walsh as you did ?-A. Yes ; you will find
duplioates there in the recording offiee.

Q. Have you any knowledge of any other per-
son on behalf o! any official of the Government?
-A. No, air, I have not.

An hon. MEMBER. Who is he ?
Mr. FOSTER. HIe is a lawyer, I fancy.

By Mr. Galpin
Q. You say you waited until 10.30 o'clock on

the 8th July, Friday night. Will you tell us how
many people you overtook, or overtook you, be-
fore you got to stake the claim ?-A. Twenty or
thirty ; there was quite a lot of people who
passed us, but we passed the whole outfit.
And so on. Now, if you will look over Mr.
Swinehart's evidence-I am not going to read
It-you will find that Mr. Swinehart, who
printed the notice, swore that Major Walsh
when this came up-and it soon leaked ont
-got uneasy ; and Mr. Swinehart put sone
questions to him as a newspaper inter-
viewer. Major Walsh got so uneasy that
he sent down a .typewritten document pur-
porting to be a statement of Mr. Carbeno,
but unsigned, in whieh Carbeno was made to
say that he d'id not get any information from
Major Walsh and that Major Walsh did not
know lhe had gone out. Now, at page 262,
Mr. Fawcett asked Carbeno, evidently with
a good deal of gusto:

By Mr. Fawcett:
Q. Did you ever make a statement which was

typewritten to Major Walsh that you didn't re-
ceive information, and didn't start out to Domin-
ion Creek on the night of the 8th, you never did?
-A. No, sir.
Then the commissioner asks:
Q. How long did it take you?-A. I left for DomIn-

ion at 10.30 Friday evening ; went to Dominion
and staked and came back to Mr. McCormick's
that night-Saturday night at 9 o'clock. Didn't
leave there till 10 o'clock Sunday, and arrived
here about 4 o'clock Sunday afternoon.

By Mr. Galpin :
Q. When did you come to the office to record ?

-A. Monday morning.
Q. What time ?-A. About 3 in the afternoon.
Q. At the side door ?-A. No, sir.
Q. Took your turn ?-A. Yes, the same as any-

body else.
Mr. Swinebart comes i at this point, ask-
ing Oarbeno :

Q. Did he ever make out a statement for Pat.
tullo or Major Walsh regardlng this matter when
the rumour came up after Major Walsh gave him
a tip ? It was reported around town that he-
Tht is you-
-went out and located as a result of Informa-
tion that he had received. DId he-
That is you-
-- make a statement and give It to Major Walsh

or Pattullo to band to the "Midnight Sun ?"-A.
No, sir ; I never did.
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Q. Did they ask you any questions ?-A. Never.
Q. You are positive of that ?-A. I am positive,
Q. Never made any statement ?-A. Never was

asked to do so.
Now, Mr. Fawcett comes In:

Q. In your examination yesterday, Mr. Car-
beno, in answering one of the questions, you
atated that you thought your present position was
the result of signing that agreement, or some-
thing to that effect ?-A. Yes.

Q. Was there not part of the evidence In that
connection which you forgot to give us yester-
day ?-A. I forgot to say that other papers were
drawn up and I would not sign them.

Q. When was this ?-A. Coming up on board
the "'Quadra."

Q. You would not sign them-why ?-A. I said
the papers were not legal, and would not sign
them till I got legal onea. That afternoon I was
called to Major Walsh's state-room, and he asked
me if I had made au arrangement at Port Arthur
before I left.

Q. You said you did ?-A. He said: "Why
didn't you sign the papers ?" I said : " I didn't
because they were not legal." He said : " If
you don't sign those papers, when this boat goes
back I wiii send you back on it." That was all
that was said until we got to Big Salmon, then
other papers came on, and therefore I sIgned
them.

By the Comiissioner:
Q. Why did you consider those papers illegal ?

-A. Because they were not drawn up by a law-
yer ; he drew them up with a lead pencil.

Q. Who ?-A. Phil. Walsh.
Q. Where were they drawn up ?-A. On board

the " Quadra," when we came out.
Q. You had made an agreement with Lewis

Walsh at Port Arthur ?-A. Yes, sir.
Q. Why were these not signed at Port Arthur?

-A. Because he said he had not time.
Q. The document ls dated the 23rd. Is it the

document we have here ?-A. No. The document
he drew up on board the " Quadra" ls enot the
same as I agreed to it.

Q. What was the nature of the terms ?-A. He
lef t it where I was to be pald my expenses In
coming into the country, and furnish me with an
outfit.

Q. How could that be when the Government
was paying your expenses ?-A. That was stated
in the agreement before I left.

Q. That was understood at Port Arthur-that
they were to pay your expenses to come into the
country ?-A. Yes, air.

Q. At the same time you were employed as a
Government servant. Don't you think It was In-
consistent to offer to pay your expenses if you
came in as a Government employee ?-A. Well,
I was giving the way it was agreed to.
Mark that. The commissionerlis very anx-
lous to know if this poor man does not think
it a little Inconsistent to have Major Walsh
pay his expenses and the Government also ;
and within the covers of this report that the
commissioner bas sent down, there is mot
a word as te the Impropriety of all this
truck I have been reading over, not one
single word.

Q. Then thils .ead pencil document admitted
that ?-A. Yes, it is in this way only. (Mr. Car-
beno reads the document.)

The Commissioner.-There la no reference there
for your expenses to be paid into the country. It
would grant the expense of worklng the claim,

Mr. FOSTnR.

tut not the expenses in connection with your
entry here.

By Mr. Faweett:
Q. You refused to aigu this lead pencil docu.

ment on board the " Quadra ?"-A. Yes, air.
Q. And you were told if you didn't you would

be sent back ?-A. Yes, sir ; and I said I would
not sign any paper until a proper one was drawn
up.

Q. When you signed this at Big Salmon did it
seem strange to you that It was dated at Port
Arthur ?-A. Yes, sir.

Q. What was the actual date of the signature ?
-A. I could not exactly tell you. I think it was
In June some time.

Q. Three months atter the agreement had been
entered Into ?-A. Yes, sir.

Q. Was there any cause-was the question men-
tioned at all ? Was it dated at Port Arthur-why
not at Big Salmon ?-A. Well, I didn't ask any
questions ; they brought in. the document and I
signed it, that was all. I saw the signature, and
I knew it came from him.

Q. Whose signature is it ?-A. Lewis Walsh's.
His signature Is on the bottom of it.

Q. Have you any reason to know his signature?
-A. Yes, I will swear to it.

Q. You have no reason to assign why the doc-
ument was dated 23rd September, and executed
at Big Salmon some time In June ?-A. No.

Q. This agreement you entered into at Port
Arthur ?-A. Yes, sir.

Q. This document you refused to sign, on whose
behalf was it made ?-A. Lewis Walsh's.

. That ends the evidence and this Investiga-
tion. In reference to that whole transac-
tion, if that evidence, uncontradleted and
unrefuted as it is, borne out by the doeu-
ments whieh the commissioner and Mr. Faw-
cett had before them, if that evidence i
true there was not a more reprehensible
transaction In the whole Yukon business
than this transaction the history of whieh
I have read from the evidence gathered by
Mr. Ogilvie himself.

Now, Sir, who benefited by that informa-
tion ? Who was the repository of 'that In-
formation and should have guarded it ? Who
benelited by it'? There Is only one answer
to all these questions, it was Mr. Walsh, the
gentleman who was at the head of every-
body. Now, I say that when it appears, as
it does appear, that the judges were gettIng
mining Claims, and some of them g!ving
opinions to the Gold Commissioner on -min-
ing claims, when It appears that Mr. Wade
was getting mining claims for himself, In
his own narme and an Interest In many
others, when it Is shown that the other offi-
ciais were doing the same, there you have
It from the head of the Government, more
despotie than the Czar of Russia, entrusted
with authority that these gentlemen did not
bave and could not confer, but holding the
authority and carrying out that authority
as if it were absolute, and absolute and
good, when from that executive head of the
Government down through the judges, the
land registrars and the elerks in the de-
partment, they were all gettIng claims for
themselves In their own names, and Interests
In others, when they were getting these
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held over for a year because they had in-
fluence and were Government officers-when
all this was going on, is there any wonder
that the official life of that country from
one end of it to the other was permeated
with the idea : They are all in it, let us get
everything we can. Hurdman worked over
hours. too busy during office hours, gave the
information which he was paid as a clerk to
give, and received therefor fees of $5 and
$10. In the evidence of a lawyer, Mr. Lisle
he tells us that he paid over and over again,
$5 and $10, and was quite willing to do it ;
in fact Mr. Ogilvie himself says treats it as
a matter of course that the clerks took these
fees, that the door-keepers held out theIr
pockets, and held out their rlght hands, and
took these fees for getting men in of the
regular line. Al that was going on. and
Major Walsli's cook, and Major Walsh's In-
dians. and Major Walsh's brothers, under an
agreement made whilst they were ou
the way to that country with the knowledge
and interest of the High Commissioner
under the high obligations and responsiblili-
ties entrusted to him by this Government,
plotting anl successfully carrying out their
plots to loot the country of its best claims
through wrongful and illicit knowledge.
When Major Walsh came to the conclusion,
or his council came to the conclusion, that
they should open these bench claims against
Mr. Faweett's proper ideas, in my mind,
against all that is fair as shown by the re-
cords. and dated them on the th so as to,
forestall those who were trusting the public
notice to get them on the 11th, then the in-
formation went out, and Major Walsh's Car-
beno. and Major Walsh's Culom boys started
with his knowledge and consent, and I eau
see the smile of Carbeno as he virtually told
him to go up to Dominion Creek, starting
him at ten o'elock at night.

I say that this state of things is shown to
be as rotten a state of things as could pos-
sibly be disclosed. There is the Govern-
ment, which stands behind it all. They
apologize for it all, and they stand between
Parliament and any thorough investigation
of that rottenness; they take the responsi-
bility of teaching the civil service of this
country: Steal while you can. We have the
Government telling the honest electors of this
country : We put men linto that country ; we
make them high commissioners, lords of all;
we give them the totality of inside informa-
tion,ý and then we sustain them when they
filch out from the gold reglons the ehoicest
spots by chicanery, by trickery and by agree-
ments which they formed and drew up un-
der. the very noses of the members of the
Government, whilst they were appointing
them, seeking to make gain, even paying
men for prospecting the claims they have out
of Government money and charging It to the
people of this country. Yet there Is noth'ng
to investigate. Yet Major Walsh, because he
Is not now high commissioner, must go scot
free, and Mr. Wade must go scot free.

I tell you that no unprejudiced man,
reading that evidence there, inadequate as
the investigation was, can come to any other
conclusion than that there was a state of
things in that country which ought to be
Investigated for the fair name of Canada
and In the interest of honest government.
That right hon. gentleman who sits there,
had the effrontery, ln the clty of Toronto,
and ln other places, to get upon the platform
before the eleetorate, previous to the elee-
tions of 1896, and say, naming men lin the
late Government: Whatever you get from
a Liberal Government, you will get pure
men and pure government. This is the way
they carry it out, from the Prime Minister
down to least Minister. They stand back of
this official lootlng of claims ln the Yukon
by the men to whom they gave sovereign
powers, to whom no man in that county
dare say no, who simply walked down and
called Mr. Fawcett out, and said to him:
'SIgn that." "No, I do not believe in it."
"Sign It ; I will have no impertinence like
that. When I say to you to sign it, sign it."
What became of Mr. Faweett's responsibil-
ity ? Do you not see what that meant ? It
meant the undermining of the responsibility
of every official ln the Yukon, because every
official was put at the mercy of. one man,
who could absolutely suspend him. Mr.
Fawcett said : "I do not take any respon-
sibility ; Major Walsh has the responsibility,
and he should take the responsibility."
That is a state of things that is absolutely
proved up to this present day by evidence
which is unrepudiated, and which is unde-
nied. Yet there is no need for an investiga-
tion. These hon. gentlemen on the Treasury
benches, If they have ever had It, seem to
have lost all idea of the balance of things ln
a constitutionally governed country. Will
the right hon. Prime Minister say that when
this House is prorogued, next August, or
September, If it is prorogued then, that when
we have gone home, he and his Cabinet,
when they sit In that chamber over there,
can make laws and carry them out in this
country ? Have they legislative authority ?
No, not even if they will say so; but they
gave Major Walsh legislative authority, and
sent him to exercise it, and he exerclsed it.
They gave him what they did not have-
legislative authority. If we pass a mining
law, or any other law, and we enact the
principles and clauses of that law, and then
we say that, under this, regulations may be
made by the Governor in Council, what
other white man can make these regula-
tions but the Governor ln Council ? No one
constitutionally or legally. These hon. gen-
tlemen gave Major Walsh the power to en-
act legisiation, to make laws, to add regula-
tions, to place fees, to gatier revenues, to
put taxes upon certain goods, all of which
'he did , but, above all things, they gave hlm
power to make judges, justices of the peace,
and he actually made justices of the peace
up in the North-west. These hon. gentle-
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men think this is all right. They have come
to the conclusion, evidently, as one of their
hon. members expressed it not long ago :
You fellows may talk, but the country does
not take any stock ln what you say. These
hon. gentlemen evidently belleve that the
country takes no stock ln what is being
done, and that all they have to do is to go
out and say : We are Liberals ; we can do
no wrong, and that they will keep the con-
fidence of the country. They are mistaken.
Has one of them uttered a word of excuse,
of palliation, of defence, of their illegal acts
in conferring these powers on Major Walsh,
some of which they do not possess them-
selves. and not a single one of which they
can delegate to any person ? Where. ia
Heaven's name was the Governor General.
when an order of that kind was signed.
granting to Major Walsh the power to legis-
late, the power to make justices of the pe c
the Powwer to put on taxes gnd to impose
fees ? Was It necessary ? Absolutely unne-
cessary. It was done in defiance of
constitution and law. Yet these hon.
gentlemen sit there, as dumb as men
can be, simply with a sort of obstinate ex-
pression : We did it. and we will do it again;
we do not care whether there Is any consti-
tution or law at all. We are supreme in this
country. And the hon. member for Halifax
(Mr. Russell) will sit behind them and sanc-
tion this sort of thing. When the hon. mem-
bcr for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
was talking about Major Walsh imposing a
permit fee of $2, and speaking of wbat he
did In regard to these permits in the North-
west, an hon. gentleman nudged bis fellow-
menber, and said : He could not do it. The
hon. member for Halifax knows that he coulid
not. but he will not stand up on bis legs and
say so. He w1l1 vote for these hon. gen-
tlemen ; he will stand behind them in a
transaction in which a cook and a doctor,
both of them ladies, were concerned, one of
whom got a claim illegally, and the other
came very near getting a permit : in which
the Collum boys and Carbeno entered into
an arrangement, to which Major Walsh was
a party, when on the " Quadra " he said-.
If yon do not sign that paper, Carbeno. I
wil sen'd you back to Brockville.

MT. McMULLEN. We have heard that a
dozen times to-night.

Mr. POSTER. Do you not see my neces-
slty ? I have such a rebellious lot to talk
to, and the conscience of bon. gentlemen
who were. at one time, such zealous and
honest defenders of all the principles of
good government and economy have become
so dulled that I must take Une upon line.
precept upon precept, to try to Impress them.
Conscience has so deteriorated that 'I must
use precept upon precept, line upon line, to
try to Impress my thon. friend (Mr. MeMul-
len). I -am not sure that 4f he and -I as
good friends just sat down and had a smoke
together. and talked business over, as we

Mr'. 'WOSTER.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) is
forgetting himself n making that
ment.

think
quite
state-

Mr. FOSTER. What ? -

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) is making
un abuse of his position on the floor of this
House in making that statement.

Mr. FOSTER. That will simply be a dif-
ference of opinion between myself and the
Postmaster General.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
it is a highly indecent statement.

Soxne hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. POSTER. I think my hon. friend (Mr.

Mulock) had better curb his tongue.
Mr. MILLS. Is the word "indecent" lin

order ?
Mr. TALBOT. Yes, It is in order.
Mr. FOSTER. Oh, yes, It is ln order, but

I thlnk my lion. friend (Mr. Mulock) had
better eurb his tongue.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think
not.

Mr. FOSTER. I think my hon. friend
(Mr. Muloek) has certain experlence record-
ed not far back when he was In Opposition,
and when he used language compared with
which my language would be a mild
panacea. Any way, I have no hesitation at
all in saying, that we have never heard,
and I do not belleve we ever will hear one
word of condemnation from the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Mulock) for methods such as he
has been pursulng in the by-eleetions.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Will
the lon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) state what
methods he refers to?

Mr. FOSTER. Well, I am not adverse to
teaching in a fairly reasonable way, but
when we have newspapers in this country,
and fairly en'terprising ones, with ell that
is spread on their pages, and when my hon.
friend (Mr. Mulock) can read, I do not think
I need take up the time of the House lu
attempting to teach him as to what happen-
ed ln West Elgin.

may sometimes-I am not sure we would be
miles apart in our ideas. Honest Indian
now ? I think we would be pretty close to-
gether. I have faith yet in my hon. friend
(Mr. MeMullen), and I know. by the smile
of my hon. friend from Halifax (Mr. Rus-
sell), we would be right in each other's arms
upon this question.

Mr. COCHRANE. What about the Post-
master General ?

Mr. POSTER. No, I give him up. I
thInk ie has had too mucli to do with the
McNish business, and the like of that.
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The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Mr.
Speaker-

MIr. POSTER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am
belng interrupted, and just as I was coming
te my perorattlon.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I wish
to say-if my hon. friend (Mr. Poster) allows
me; if not, I will not trespass on his time.

3r. POSTER. Go on.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If the

bon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) has any obser-
vations to make reflecting upon my honour
in connection with any elections, there Is a
proper way for him to make these charges,
and I challenge him or any one else to
make any charge he likes against me. If
it is a proper subject of inquiry, he shall
have an inquiry, but I object to his insinu-
ating, as he has done to-day-I am told the
word " cowardlyI" Is not In order, and I do
not wishl to get out of order-but I will not
let him make any insinuations, and have
them pass uncontradioted and unchallenged
in my presence.

Mr. TALBOT. It is In the nature of the
"baste."

Mr. SPEAKER. That last observation of
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Talbot) Is entirely
uncalled for, and very improper.

Mr. POSTER. I thlank you, Mr. Speaker,
for your ruling.

An hon. MEMBER. Make him withdraw.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.

Talbot) must not call a gentleman In this
House a beast, and he should apologize.

Mr. TALBOT. I did not mention any one
in particular.

Mr. SPEAKER. I know, but the hon. gen-
tieman (Mr. Talbot) cannot get out of it lu
that way. There Is no doubt whatever that
language like that addressed across the
House is exceedingly undignified. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Talbot) will be good enougli
to apologize for it.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER. I repeat, the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Talbot) will be good enough to
apologize for that language.

Mr. TALBOT. I did not mentIon anybody
lu particular.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair.
- Mr. TALBOT. I submit to the ruling of
the Chair.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Apologize.
Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.

Talbot) will please apologize.
Mr. TALBOT. I cannot apologize to any-

body, because I did not mention any one.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Talbot) called across the House to an hon.
member lu very improper language. I shall
insist upon an apology. I shall absolutely
insist upon It no matter what the conse-
quence may be.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
(Mr. Talbot) must submit to the Chair, and
give an example of obedience to the ruiling
of the Chair.

Mr. TAJBOT. To whom will I apologize?
Mr. SPEAKER. To the hon. member for

York, N.B. (Mr. Poster).
Mr. TALBOT. I did not mean the hon.

member for York, N.B. (Mr. Poster).
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Apologize to the House.
Mr. SPEAKER. If the hon. gentleman

(Mr. Talbot) did not mean the hon. member
for York, N.B. (Mr. Poster), he will be good
enougli to apologize to the House.

House, under your ruling, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. POSTER. I do not know, Mr.

Speaker, that I have any more observations
to make on this subject. I am In favour of
the motion of my hon. friend from Pictou
(Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper), who so ably
moved and supported tbese resolutions. I do
not believe that any proper investigation has
been made iato -these matters ln the Yukon,
I do not believe that a proper investigation
,eau be made by the commission appointed.
I believe that the public sense of this coun-
try and the public sense of all British coun-
tries where these allegations have been made
requires that something adequate should be
done, las the right hon. gentleman said, to
probe this thing to the very bottom. 1,
therefore, am in favour of a commission of
judges, not to take away our parliamentary
responsibility, but ito furnIsh us with that
information which shall be unblassed. full,
and absolutely certain ; which will enabIo
us the better to carry out the responsibilities
which we have as members of this Canadian
Parlament.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). Mr. Speak-
er, at this late hour I will promise the House
to be very brief. I do not think I would
have intervened at all before the vote, if it
were not that the department of which I am
the head has been specially charged wlth
delinquencies ln the resolution of the hon.
member (Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper)-not
so much charged ln the resolution which he
proposed, as In the speech with which he
supported lt. I would not have intervened,
I say, because I am perfeatly satisfied that
there bas been such a thorough discussion
on the main points which the 'House has to
decide upon that no further renmark are
needed. I agree with my right hon. friend
and leader (SIr Wilfrid Laurier) thait the de-

62266225



6227 [GOMMONS] 622t$

bute was ended on this resolution when the
Minister of the Interior finished bis speech
this afternoon, and if I had had any doubts
upon that point, these doubts would have
been entIrely removed by the bon. member
for York, N.B. (Mr. Poster). Why, Sir, what
bas the hon. gentleman (Mr. Poster) for the
last hour and a half been trying to prove ?
He has been reading evidence taken before
the commission issued by this Government,
laid on the Table of this House and placed
before the country, to prove that there bas
been such a thorough and exhaustive ex-
amination ito all the facts in connection
with Dominion Creek, that something must
be done by the Government of the day to
punish those, who, he says, are proved to be
guilty. He tells us that not a stone bas
been left unturned by Mr. Ogilvie and by
those who prosecuted before him, to lay bare
the entire facts. And the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Foster) bas proved to bis own satisfac-
tion and proved to the satisfaction of bis
friends around him, that these facts have
not only been thoroughly exposed, but that
they have been exposed so as to put Mr.
Walsh in peril of prosecution. It, therefore,
rests with this Parliament and this Gov-
ernment, If they come. to the same conclu-
sion as 'my hon. friend (Mr. Foster) does,
to initiate that prosecution against any pub.
lie officer who has been proved by this evi-
dence to have been guilty of any common
law or statutory offence ; but what that lias
to do wtlth the resolution before the House,
except to disprove the necessity for the tri-
bunal the resolution calls for ; I am at a
loss to understand. What have we got here?

The hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) bas talk-
ed-I was going to say by the hour-about
all manner of irrelevant subjects. He has
failed to devote himself to the kernel of the
question. He has failed to show that the in-
vestigation which bas been held, and the
results of which we have partially received,
bas not been thorough and complete, and
that there should be a further one ; but he
bas devoted himself on the contrary, so far
as he bas devoted hlmself at all to the evi-
dence-4o show that that part of It on whIch
he bas informed himself, bas been thorough
and complete, and has convicted certain per-
sons of. certain offenees ; and he bas, there-
fore, proved thati there is no necessity for
any further investigation on those points at
least.

Now, Sir, I am going to pass very rapldly
over the evidence, because the few remarks
which I have to make will be made with re-
ference to my own departmut. Wel have a
resolution brought lu by the hon. member
for Pletou (Sir Charles B ert Tupper) ask-
Ing for the appointment of a commission of
judges to investigate certain alleged charges
of wrong-doing In the Yukon. How Is that
resolution brought before the House ? It is
brought'before the House and proposed lu
a form lu which it cannot be amended-in
a form » whieh, it it contains false or un-

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

true statements, members must vote for
those false or untrue statements if they vote
for the resolution at all. It is brought in a
form in which judges are unconstitutionally
and illegally impeached ; In a form in which
members of this House are asked to violate
every principle which heretofore has con-
trolled the House In relation to-

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I want to rise
to a question of order. I want to ask you,
Mr. Speaker, if you propose to allow the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries to charge
an hon. member of this House with having
made false and untrue statements ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FlSHERIES. I have made no such charge.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. The hon. gen-
tieman has just; made the declaration that
this resoluition contains false and untrue
statements.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The bon. gentleman is mis-
taken. I said the resolution was brought in
a form ln which, if it contained false or un-
true statements, members who voted for: it
would have to vote for false or untrue state-
ments.

Mr. SPEAKER. That is what I under.
stood.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. That Is not
what I understood.

The MINISTER O' MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I want that to be thoroughly
understood. For reasons of his own-I do
not know what they were, and I do not care
what they were-he hon. gentleman has
ehosen a method of bringing this matter be-
fore the House which forces every member
of the House who votes for the resolution at
all, to support every single statement of fact
it contains. There were other methods which
the hon. gentleman could have adopted. He
could have moved this as a substantive re.
solution before the House, when it could
have been amended. He could have moved
it so that a very large proportion of that
which Is objectionable, and which we hold
to be untrue, couldi be eliminated from it;
and if the House were determined to have
at present another commission of investiga-
tion, it could be done after the objection-
able matter ln the resolution was removed.
But the hon. gentleman has not taken that
particular mode of movIng. He Is forcing
hon. members, even if they dld desire at the
present moment to have another investiga-
tion, to take that investigation coupled with
aIl the irrelevant and as I say incorrect and
Improper statements whichb is resolution
contains. Well, Sir, what does the resolu-
tion contain ? The hon. leader of the Oppo.
sition says I charge the hou. member for
Plctou wlth making false statements. I
make no such charge ; but I do charge this,
that it was proved beyond peradventure to-
day that the statements which the bon. gen-
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tleman made, purporting to be quoted from
returns brought down to this House, are un-
true-seven or eight of them. They were
the kernel, the crux, the great charges about
whIch all the others grouped themselves, im-
puting personal wrong and corruption to
the Minister of the Interior In cofmection
with certain mining leases alleged te have
been given by bim to his former partners.
Why, Sir, the whole country was ringing
with the hon. gentleman's charge made di-
reetly against SIfton for having, under the
cover of his late partners' names, practie-
ally giving rmining leases to bimself. And
now It turns out-it requires no argument-
every member on both sides of the House
knows It now-that the returns brouglit
down, from which the hon. gentleman's ai-
leged quotations were made, proves that
every one of those charges was Improperly.
Incorrectly and untruly stated, and that the
very opposite to what was stated Is true.
Hon. members of this House possessing self-
respect are asked to put themselves on re-
cord as declarIng that te be true which the
record shows Is untrue, and to falsify themu-
selves and their consciences before this coun-
try. Sir, can they do it ? Is the hon. leader
of the Opposition himself, with that reso-
lution unamended, prepared te put himself
cn record as affirming that te be true which
he knows now is not true? Is the hon.
member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster), who
will go as far for his party in his vote or
statement as any other man in public life
In Canada, prepared to so far forget himself
as to vote in favour of statements ln the re-
solution which he must know nowl are not
true ? Are hon. gentlemen behind him going
to do It'? And still, Sir, they ask hon. mem-
bers of this House to vote for this resolution
and to vote for these statements. I would
not say that it is cowardly, because that is
unparliamentary ; I would net say that It
Is indecent, because that Is unparlianentary;
but I say it is unconstitutional and unjust
to ask an hon. member so to vote In the
House, and I de not believe any hon. mem-
ber who values his Independence wil do so.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Will the hon. member allow me to say, be-
cause I think that is a misconception of his.
that no member ln the House, In voting for
this resolution, votes to endorse one single
statement ; but that the part which the
members of the House are asked to commit
themselves to Is, that te commission be ap-
pointed to Inquire Into the truth of these
statements.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. FIrst, the resolution affirms
a certain thing to be true, and then it asks
the House to send a commission of Judges
to the Yukon to report upon the truth of that
statement ; and the fact that it is untrue, as
proved by the records lying on the Table of
the House, and from whlch the hon. gentle-
man undertook to quote-

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I rise again te
a question of order. I say, Mr. Speaker,
that If you decide, as you have ruled again
and again ln the case of gentlemen on this
side of the House, that an hon. member can-
not charge that a statement made by an-
other hon. member Is untrue, you cannot per-
mit the bon. gentleman te say that It has
been proved that a statement made In this
resolution bas been proved to be untrue. Yon
have again and again ruled that that state-
ment cannot be made by one member of
this House to another, and I must ask that
the same rule shall apply to one side of the
House as te the other.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I beg the bon. gentleman's
pardon. Speaklng to the point of order, such
a ruling bas never been made in my hearing
ln this House. I cannot charge that a gentle-
man states wilfully *a thing which Is un-
true ; but I can make a charge that a state-
ment In Itself Is not true. I say here Is a
document on the Table -which shows that
no lease was Issued and no payment made-
whcich says that a statement Is not true
which the resolution affirms Is true.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Allow me te
say this. You quoted the authority and
showed that the word "untrue" could not
be used. You ruled that It might be said
that a statement was not founded in fact,
but you distinctly ruled that it was not per-
missible to say that it was untrue.

Mr. SPEAKER. It seems to me that the
point does not apply in this case. A state-
ment made by an hon. member on his per-
sonal honour or assurance should not be
questloned, and the word "untrue " or "un-
truthfuli" should not be applied to it. This
is, of course, a charge-an official, formal,
publie charge-made against the Govern-
ment, and I think that parliamentary de-
bate could not go on if the Government
were not entitled to refute that official
charge.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman, ln this
resolution, moved at a time when he knew
it was not amendable, making charges
which are disproved by the official records,
also makes an Illegal and unconstitutional
attempt-one which he must have known
to be unconstitutional-to lmpeach a judge
ln this roundabout way. There Is no mem-
ber of this House who, judging by the re-
peated statements he las made, bas posted
himself more thoroughly as to the prao.
tice which ought to prevail with regard to
Impeachlng a judge, than the hon. member
for Plctou. Time and again he has laid
down in this House the proper mode of pro-
cedure to adopt, and bas called imembers
to order who attempted to deviate ln the
slightest degree from those constitutional
rules which experlence ana usage have con-
secrated. Last session, I very well remem-
ber the hon. gentleman calling my hon.
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friend from North Wellington (Mr. McMul-
len) to order for some statement he made
with respect to the judiclary. What did
the hon. gentleman say? I am quoting from
"Hansard," of 1898, page 6154. He said :

I rise again to a point of order. It is quite
clear that the object of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
MeMullen) is to bring into contempt the judges of
the land, and I have under my hand an authority
which would, I think, warrant the members of the
Government in protecting the judges from these
aspersions and insinuations which I submit are
not nanly. The authority is this :

Bearing in mind the general responsibility of
Ministers of the Crown for tle due administra-
tion of justice throughout the Kingdom, and
the obligations which they owe to the dispensers
of justice to preserve them from injurious at-
tacks or calumnious accusations, it is necessary
that before conzenting to any motion for a parlia-
mentary inquiry into the conduct of a judge, or
even for the reception of a petition complaining
of the conduct of a judge, and net asking for his
removal from office in accordance with the stat-
ute, or not alleging reasonable ground for such
proceeding, Ministers should themselves have in-
vestigated the matter of complaint and be pre-
pared either to oppose cr facilitate the inter-
ference of Parliament on the particular occasion.
The other day he also laid down the law
lu almost similar terrns, and gave -the quo-
tations from Todd which my right lion.
frIend the leader of the House gave us
this evening. He then said :

Now, in these cases regard has heretofore very
properly been had to the solemn and careful steps
that are taken in the case of an impeachment of
a Superior Court Judge ; that is to say, the Gov-
ernment is bound, before even calling on a judge
to answer charges that have been presented te
the proper department against bis conduct, te see
that these charges are themselves so speciflc and
so exact that they are not only ready for issue
to be taken upon then, but that they are of such
a character tbat, if established in the form in
which they are presented, they would corstitute
a case for the removal of the judge from his
position. That is following, as I say, the pro-
cedure in a case of Impeachment where a great
nany preliminary forms having regard to the
exalted position and the many important
considerations attacbing to it, are regarded,
tabling the articles practically, having them
carefully considered, having them sent te tho
party affected, before any other stage In the
procedure Is taken. Se, following on after these
specilie charges have been formulated and carried
up te the standard whieh I bave mentioned, the
very proper procedure and practice have been
to communicate those te the judge, and even In
that case should the charge be serious enough and
come under the rules that I have mentioned, still
It dos fnot follow that a commission should
Issue ; in that case it le still necessary to ascer-
tain from the judge what explanation he may
bave te give.
What one of these preliminary forms bas
this hon. gentleman condescended to take
before attempting to Impeach Judge Du.
gas, before demanding the Issue of a com-
mission to go up to the Yukon to try hlm ?
Not one. After repeatedly inslsting on the
very great necessity there Is for observing
these preliminary forms, he is the first one
te break down ev'ery rule which bas ever

Sir' LOUIS DAVIES.

been established, and to ask this House to
impeach this judge without giving him no-
tice of the charge brought against him, or
without a preliminary investigation by Her
Majesty's executive to ascertain whether
the charges have any foundation. The re-
solution asks us to destroy every constitu-
tional rule and practice, and to 'launch out
into a new procedure which lie has gather-
ed I do not know where.

We have here a commission issued by
this Government; we have a portion of the
evidence returned and laid on the Table,
and I venture to say very few members
have read two dozen pages of it. The evi-
dence upon one of the main charges lias
not been returned, but it bas been taken.
The commission is closed, the evidence Is
on Its way to Parliament, and the hon. gen-
tleman. before all the evidence has reach-
ed Parliament, before we know where it
is complete or conclusive or not, before we
can tell whether it should be supplemented
or not, asks us to say that in our opinion
the evidence has not been properly taken,
to declare, in point of fact, that it is not
worthy of consideration, and to sewt out
a new commission to take new evidence.
Hlow ean the hon. member justify such a
request? Is It not common sense that we
should have the complete report before us
so that we may examine it, and ascertain
If in any respect it Is wanting, before ask-
ing Parliament to go to the expense and
trouble and delay of issuing a new com-
mission to go to the Yukon and take further
evidence.

We are asked to violate another constitu-
tional rule of the very highest Importance.
If there Is one rule which Parliament In this
country, and at home, and in all the British
colonies, has cherished and guarded with
the utmost loyalty, It Is this, that, so far as
parliamentary government Is concerned and
the conduct of a Minister is concerned, that
shall be regulated, and controlled, and ap-
proved, or condemned, by Parliament Itself
or by a committee of Parliament. And, If
the Mînisters of the Crown have proved
themselves false to the trust whIch Parlia-
ment reposed In them, If they have been
parties to wrong-doing in their departments
or in any other position In relation to the
Government, Parliament, acting as a whole
or by its committee, will call them to ac-
count; but Parliament wIll not delegate to
any judge or any other person that right,
which belongs solely, and should belong
solely, to itself. Why, the Idea of issuing a
wrIt of ejectment to try before a judge whe-
ther a Minister of the Crown la entitled to
retaIn his position or not, ls such an amus-
ing misconception of the relation which the
Minister of the Crown bears to the people
and to Parliament that I am astonished-I
was going to say, I was ashamed-that a
gentleman who has occupied a position as
a Minister of the Crown, should propose it.
But fthe hon. member for York, N.B. (Mr.
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Foster) says that one of the gravest charges
we are asked to investigate Is the unsani-
tary condition of Dawson. It appears, Sir,
that this is the point around which the ques-
tion is going to revolve ; and the hon. gen-
tleman pronounced it one of the gravest
charges. It appears that Mr. Ogilvie, who
has spent the best part of a lifetime ln that
country, Is not competent to take evidence
upon such a matter ; but that the question
whether the proper number of drains bave
been laid, and whether the proper number
of closets have been built, must be referred
to a judge of the Supreme Court. Why, Sir,
the matter need only be stated to make it
a laughing-stock. I venture to say that
every bon. member who has not allowed his
party feeling to carry hlm away, would
willingly concede that Mr. Ogilvie, the com-
missioner, is better qualified to take evi-
dence and report bis opinion to this House
upon that question than is any judge tof the
Supreme Court or of any Superior Court of
Canada. Let us remember also, Sir, that
Mr. Ogilvie was not there as a judge to pro-
nounce judgment upon the evidence he took.
He was sent there as an experienced com-
missioner, having a knowledge of the coun-
try and a knowledge of the miners, a better
knowledge of the country and the miners
than anybody else could have. And he was
sent to do what ? To take from any and
all of those people who choose to give it,
any evidence they chose to give upon specifle
charges which were presented to the Gov-
erument on the 25th August last, whether
that evidence was favourable or unfavour-
able. And, as we heard from the Minister
of the Interlor to-day, the commissioner did
not regulate bis conduct as a commissioner
by those rules which would control a judge,
but allowed all sorts of evidence, even hear-
say, which a judge would not permit. The
commissioner reports that evidence to the
House. It does not matter what Mr. Ogil-
vie's opinion upon It Is. It is Parliament
that is to pronounce as to that evidence. The
commissioner having reported the facts, it
is for Parliament to pass judgment upon the
facts and to say who are or who are not in-
criminated by them.

It is also alleged here, as a crime against
Mr. Ogilvie, as something wrong, that he
required charges to be made before he would
allow them to be entered upon. I say It is
not only common sense, but it is British
fair-play and British justlee, to observe that
rule. No man should be allowed, at bis
mere will, to make a charge against an offi-
cial which might imperil that official's charac-
ter for ever, unless and until the charge was
submitted to Mr. Ogilvie beforehand, so that
the official might have notice and have an
opportunity to answer it. Otherwige, the
most innocent man ln the Yukon territory
might have had bis character destroyed by
evidence which would put on record for-
ever, without baving the slightest informa*

tion or notice that he was to be attacked at
all. I say, therefore, that Mr. Ogilvie, In
requiring that before evidence Impugning
the official character or conduet of any of
the officials up there would be received, no-
tice should be given to hlm of the intention
to make the charge, so that the official so
incrimlnated might be notifled, was only do-
ing what any honest commissioner would
have done under the circumstances. But,
Sir, the hon. gentleman says that when we
issued this commission, we should have pro-
nounced and declared that the witnesses
were to have every immunity for any state-
ments they made before the commission.
And the hon. member for York stated that
that was not given. Well, Sir, he may be
Tight ; but, if he Is right, I fail te under-
stand the English language.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER
Wîill the bon. gentleman allow me a mo-
ment ? I endeavoured to explain a misap-
prehension tbat appeared ln the press. The
point Is this-not that there was no immun-
ity possible for witnesses, ln so f ar as the
statements they made were concerned, but
differing from the provisions of the Corrupt
Practices Act, there was no provision under
which the wltness who made a full revela-
tion, should be pardoned. In one case no
one could be indicted for the offence which
had been confessed ln gIving testimony. lu
the case before Mr. Oglilvie a man could be
indicted, and evidence outside his state-
ment could be used against him.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Precisely. I was referring
to the statement made by the hon. member
for York, N.B., (Mr. Foster), whIch I took
down, that no lmmunity was offered to wlt-
nesses In giving testimony before this com-
mission. At page 7 of the commission of
inqulry, the commissioner states the follow-
ing to be the law :-

No witness examined before such commission-
ers or before any commissioners appointed by
the Lieutenant Governor in Council of any pro-
vince of Canada to conduct any inquiry into and
concerning the good government of such pro-
vince, or the conduct of any part of the public
business thereof, or the administration of justice
therein, or in reference to any municipal matters,
shall be excused from answering any question
put to hlm on the ground that the answer thereto
may criminate or tend to criminate him ; but no
evidence so taken shall be admissible against
any such witness ln any criminal proceeding, ex-
cept ln the case of a witness charged with having
given false evidence at any such inquiry, or with
hatving procured, or attempted or conspired to
procure, the giving of such evidence.
That was the law. That law was promul-
gated by the commissioner tbroughout the
Yukon. When the debate took place In Par-
liament before, I had ln my hand copies of
the "Klondike Nugget," at or about the
time the commission sat. The offelaistate-
ment of Mr. Ogilvie that witnesses could
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glve their evidence without any danger of
criminating themselves or of being prose-
cuted was proclalmed in every Issue of the
" Nugget " during the whole time the com-
mission was sltting, and wltnesses were im-
plored to come forward, If tbey had any
evidence, the statutory assurance being re-
peated day by day, that they could do so
with perfect Immunlty from subsequent pro-
secution for the evidence they gave.

Then, the hon. gentleman said the com-
mission should not have been limited to the
25th August. I do not know whether any
further remarks are necessary on that sub-
Ject, because the hon. gentleman's arguments
have been answered already. Hon. gentle-
men can take the return brought down by
Parlament, and they will find In It the peti-
tion of the miners themselves, dated 25th
August, 1898, reciting the grievances under
which they laboured, the charges they had
against the officials, and whieh they were
prepared to prove, if the Government could
be successfully moved to Issue a commission
to enable them to do so.

Why, Sir, the Government could not do
anythIng more than act upon the state-
ments which the miners had submItted to
them. They said: We are prepared to
prove thus and so, not something that Is
goIng to happen in the future, after the 25th
of August, but something which had happen-
ed prior to the 25th of August ; send us out
a commission and we will give evidence,
and we will prove these charges. The Gov-
ernment sent out the commission, the com-
mission recited the very petition which they
had submitted to the Government, and it
was held, and I think most lawyers will
agree, correctly held, that the commission-
er rwas limited In taking bis evidence to
the date when the charges were made. l
regret It, I have no desire to see this in-
quiry either burked or controlled by dates,
or limlted in any way as to person or as
to time. I desire, and I believe every mem-
ber of the Government desires, that the In-
qulry 'should be thorough and should be
exhaustive. What have we to gain by
shielding any of these officials ? If they
have been guilty of wrong-doing, let the
facts come out, let the facts be probed to
the bottom. If It turns eout when Mr.
Ogilvie's full report Is In, If the evidence
shows that it is defective in any respect, if
It shows tbat a further commission would
probably bring forth fuller or further evi-
dence, why, Sir, I have not the shadow of
a doubt that that further commission will
Issue, and that further evidence wflI be
taken; we have had the pledge of the Prime
Muister to do that. So I say that wlth
these facts before us there is no justifica-
tion for any member of this House who
values his good name, fame or reputation,
votlng for this resolution which the hon.
gentleman has presented.

Now, Sir, It is stated here as one of the
charges-.-I do not think it is invoved In

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

this resolution, although the hon. gentle-
man dwelt a great deal upon it, and the
hon. member for York, who followed, seem-
ed to assume that everybody conceded the
point-that Mr. Walsh's commission was
altogether Illegal. Sir, I challenge that as-
sumption ; It Is not a true statement of
the law. I say that the Governor in Coun-
cil was justtified In issuing Major Walsh's
commission. There may be a question as
to one part of the powers conferred on that
commissioner, but that the Government had
power to issue that commission I was as-
tonished to hear anybody deny, laylng claim
to a shred of constitutional knowledge.
What powers have the Governor General
In this country ? Does ne not possess the
same powers In relation to Canada that
the Queen does In relation to ber Empire ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. No.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I say he does, In regard to
these matters of which we are talking, i
say he does. Look at the instructions to
the Governor General and see what they
say:

We do further authorize and empower our
said Governor General to constitute and appoint
in our name and in our behalf ali such judges,
commissioners, and justices of the peace and
other necessary officers and Ministers of our said
Dominion as may 'be lawfully constitued or ap-
pointed by us.
So that any commissioner, Minister or offi-
cial necessary for the due administration
of government In this Dominion, can be as
constitutionally appointed by a Governor
General of this Dominion as by the Queen
herself, and she has delegated her power
to hlm. I am astonished to know that any
hon. gentlemen possessing the experience
of the hon. member for York should stand
up here and challenge that to be a correct
statement of constitutional law. Well, If
that is true, we bave there an unsettled
part of this Dominion, an unorganized part
of the North-west Territories, a part of the
North-west TerrItories-and I speak now
under correctlon-over which the ordinances
of the North-west Council do not extend,
a part of territoryi therefore, that the
Queen herself would. have a perfect and
absolute rlght to* send a commissloner
to administer. And If the Queen had
the right to send a commissioner to admin-
Ister It, so had the Governor General, under
the letters patent wich Le held and the
instructions ;I have just read. Therefore,
I say the commIssion to Major Walsh to
go to the Yukon, to the unorganized North-
west Territorles, and there to administer
the laws of the land, to secure peace, order
and good government, was a legal, a pro-
per and a constitutional commission. But
the hon. gentleman may say-4nd on that
point I admit there is some argument: But
you gave him power to amend the mining
laws. Well, let us look at that. How did
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the Queen, how did the Governor Gene-
ral Issue that commission.? By vIrtue of
the- statute ? Not at all, not by virtue of
any statute ; that commission Issued by
virtue of his prerogative power.

Sir OHARLES HIB'BERT TUPPER.
Will the hon. gentleman allow me to say
that the Minister of the Interlor (Mr. Sif-
ton) answered the question across the House
that the commission was issued under the
statute.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I do not remember what
the hon. gentleman sald ; I am arguing the
law point now.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The hon. gentleman asked the question by
what authority the commission was Is-
sued under the great seal. The statute re-
ferred to gives authority to the Governor
General in Council to decide what com-
mission shall be issued under the great seal.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The commission itself, the
parchment, was issued under the great
seal, but the authorlty and powers cou-
tained in it, were vested in Commissioner
Walsh, not by virtue of any statutory power
whlch the Governor had, but by virtue
of the prerogative power of the Queen,
which she had vested In hlm by royal in-
structions, and I wlli challenge any hon.
gentleman on the other side possessing a
knowledge of constitutional law, to deny
the accuracy of that statement. iut while
that commission vesting hlm with full
power to constitute government there, te
depose officials and appoint others, to do
all that was necessary to secure peace,
order and good government-while that
commission was perfectly legal and con-
stitutional, the point may come up whe-
ther he had power, as It was given In the
commission, to amend the mInIng regula-
tions. And how does that stand ? The
Dominion land law of this country pre-
scribes the method by which the lands of
this Dominion shall be sold and disposed
of. But the Dominion Lands Act, ln Its
47th clause, especially exempts the mine-
ral lands from the operation and from the
regulations of that statute. It says ln
so many words, that these mineral lands
shall be disposed of lu such manner as the
Governor In Council may by regulation ap-
point. Now, Is that an enabling statute 1
is that an enabling clause enabling the Gov-
ernor to do something that he could not
otherwise do ? Not at all ; the Governor,
ùy irtue of his prerogatIve power, the
Queen, by virtue of ber prerogative right,
could dilpose of those mining lands unless
ber prerogative power had been coutrolled
by statute, and that declaration in the 47th
section of the Dominion Act may weil be
argued to be, not an enabling statute, an
enabling clause, but a declaratory clause of

what the law was. If that argument is
correct, and it can be fairly well argued.
then I say that the commission giving Major
Walsh power to amend the mining laws was
In itself good as a power conferred by the
Governor out of his prerogative power. And
so I say this twaddle whIch we have been
listening to for hours andt for days about
Major Walsh administering the uovernment
Illegally and Improperly, hs commission not
being worth ithe paper on which it was
printed, and all that kind of thing, has no
foundation whatever In fact. The only
point which, ln my humble judgment, is
arguable, and I admit that to be arguable,
Is whether the Governor could by bis pre-
rogative power confer upon Major Walsh
the right of amending the mining regula-
tions. That would depend very much upon
whether that section of the statute is held
to be an enabling section, or whether it is
a declaratory section.

I have taken very much longer than I ln-
tended to speak upon these general matters,
and I now propose to call the attention of
the House, before I sit down, to the charges
which have been made by the hon. gentle-
man against myself in the administration
of my department. Sir, I do not complain
of the statement which the hon. gentleman
has placed ln the resolution :

That the honourable the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries, Sir Louis Davies, appointed tothe office of inspector of steamboats one Russell,
who had been previously dismIssed from the said
service of the Government on account of improper
conduct, and detailed said officer to Dawson to
act as steamaboat inspector.
I do not complain of that statement so mueh
but what I do complain of, what I have the
right to complain of Is that the hon. gentle-
man should have supplemented that state-
ment with the remarks ln the speech ne
made, at a time, after I had brought down
and placed before him, in the form of a re-
turn, all -the facts In regard to Mr. Russell's
former dismissal. What did the hon. gentle-
man say ? The bon. gentleman made a
statement ln this House calculated to lead
this House and this country to believe that
Mr. Russell was a man who had been dis-
*missed from office because, when he was la
office in 1890, he had accepted bribes.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman cheers
that. I will quote his language and we wili
see, ln a moment, bow very far that state-
ment Is from the facts which have been
proved, and which the hon. gentleman has
In bis hands. All I can say is that If the
hon. gentleman's statements and charges,
In respect to the officials la the Interlor De.
partment, are as far removed from the facts
as his statements lin respect to this official
in my department, I would not glve much'
for any one of the statements In the resolt-
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tion. I am in a posltIon to contradiet for- The hon. gentleman goes on to say that the
mally and distinctly this charge In reference man was convicted of tlakIng bribes, and
to Mr. Russell. I -will do it so that the that he- was dismIssed for It. I say he was
hon. gentleman himself will acknowledge, never convicted of it ; I say he was not dis.
that he has misstated the faets, and that this missed for It. The hon. gentleman had bis
man ought not to be allowed to remain under report ln bis hand, and that report showed
the cloud in whieh he has attempted to en- that on his own recommendation the man
velope bis character. The hon. gentleman was not dismIssed for taking bribes, but
says, ln bis statement, at page 6255 of "Han- upon the followIng grounds.
sard'": Mr. PRIOR. He took them just the same,

Later on, he applied to be permitted to act as The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
Inspector for a private company, and he was told FISHERIES. I do not think it is honour-that he could not so act. Complaints were re-
newed in 1889, charging Russell with taking 'able for that hon. gentleman to make that
bribes ; and in January, 1890, Capt. Devereux was statement. No lion. gentleman should make
appointed a commissioner to investigate the such statements.
eharges. Mr. SPEAKER. I must request the hon.
That is correct. Captain Devereux was so member for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Prior) not
appointed, Oaptain Devereux made bis re- to interrupt, unless lie obtains the permis-
port, and now the point is : Was It proved sion of the hon. gentleman who bas the
and did the report show the hon. gentleman floor.
whether it was proved ? The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

3r. PRIOR. It is true. FISHERIES. The report made to Council
by the then Minister of Marine and Fish-

The MINISTER 0F MARINE A.ND eries, the hon. member for Pictou, says:
FISHERIES. The hon. member for Victoria,
B.O. (Mr. Prior) says it is true. I think that
is a very improper statement to come from
him. He was, as the records show, the gen-
tleman who forwarded these charges to the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. His let-
ter is there to-day, as well as the report
made by Captain Devereux. He was the
politician who was seeking to oust Mr. Rus-
sell from office in 1890, and it will be shown
ln the report, that the charges were untrue.

Mr. PRIOR. They were true ; I do not care
what the report is; they were true.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman stands
up here and lias the hardihood to take ad-
vantage of his position lu this House to
make a statement-

Mr. PRIOR. I will do It outside.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Had he the pluck to go be-
fore Captain Devereux, the commissioner,
and make charges when he had the oppor-
tunity ?

Mr. PRIOR. I will do that.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. The hon. gentleman had the
opportunIty. When Captain Devereux went
there and held an investigation li 1890 inte
a charge preferred by the hon. member him
eslf, did he go before the commission and
sustain it ? No, he had not a word to say.
But the hon. gentleman comes here nine years
afterwards and talka about it. Wha-t does
the hon. member for Plctou (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) say further:

He was convicted, therefore, of falsehood, as
weil as of violating his instructions and of taking
money, which he calIed tees, but which others
would caU bribes.

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

Taking, therefore, Into consideration the evi-
dence adduced at the investigation and the de-
finite instructions given to Mr. Russell by the
department, and in view of the necessity of au
inspector being above suspicion and free from the
influence of owners of boliers and steamboats,
whose property he Is required to inspect ln his
official capacity, the undersigned has the honour
to submit that in his opinion it will not be ln the
public interest, after the disclosures made, to
retain Mr. Russell as steamboat inspector, and to
recommend that his services be dispensed with.
Is there one word about bis having taken
bribes ln that?

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
What are the disclosures referred to ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The disclosures wIll not show
that he was guilty of taking bribes. When
ithe hon. gentleman made that statement he
had a report in his bands from one of the
most experlenced Deputy Ministers that has
ever been lI the publie service, the late
William Smith, Deputy Minister of Marine
and Fisheries. That gentleman had reported
on the evidence to the Minister, and he had
reported to him that there was no evidence
whatever that this man had taken bribes
In any Instance. I will read the report from
beginning to end. I do not know Mr. Rus-
sell, I never saw him.

Mr. PRIOR. We do.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. You may know him. The
lion. gentleman (Mr. Prior) evidently bears
a bitter animus against hlm, and I think It
would be becoming li him If he eoncealed
his animus a little more than he does.

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Would the hon. gentleman (8fr Louis Davies)
alow me to make a remark ?
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The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I prefer to read Mr. Smith's
statement. I say that I do not know 3r.
Russell, and I never saw him.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Neither did I.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Mr. Russell is reported to me
a gentleman and a scholar, and he bas cer-
tificates from Captain Devereux and Mr.«
Meneilly, chairman of the Board of Bolier
Inspectors, of the Marine and Fisheries De-
partment. Wha't does this report say ?
Mind you, this report was made by the De-
puty Minister for the hon. gentleman who
was then the Minister to act upon, reporting
what the evidence proved and wbat it did
not prove. It is as follows :

The accompanying report of Capt. Devereux
relative to the investigation into the charges
made against Mr. Russell, the steamboat In-
spector, is herewith submitted for your consid-
eration. I have not sent the evidence along with
It until I hear from you, as it is too bulky ; but
I think there is enough in Devereux's report and
Russell's statement to enable you to form an
opinion on the matter.

I do not consider that anything is proved
against Russell beyond what we know very well
about him, viz., that certain steamboat owners
pressed him to prepare plans and specifications of
new boliers, which, when built, there would be
no difficulty about getting passed, and that in,
certain cases he prepared such plans and speci- 1
fications and made a charge for them. In the
most of cases they appear to have been very
reasonable.

If he made plans and speefications at all they
could fnot expect him to make thern for nothing,
as it took up a good deal of his spare time, and
would by any possibility be looked upon as a
bribe to pass Inferior work. In fact, some of
them seem to think he was too strict wlth the
boilers, and Captain Irving, the manager of the
C. P. N. Co. la of opinion that he has done a
great deal of good in Brltlsh Columbia by ele-
vating the standard of the machinery and boliers
of steamboa.ts.

That the late Mr. Dunsmuir, the coal million-
aire, said to me he considered it was a great
advantage to British Columbia that he was ap-
pointed inspector, and If It would have been sanc-
tioned by the Minister he would have been glad
to have given him $500 a year just to look after
a boiler or machinery which he required to have
made. He told me he was the best engineer he
had ever known in British Columbia.

On the whole, therefore, I am of opinion that
there Is no evidence whatever that he was bribed
on any occasion, but that he did certain work to
oblige steamboat owners and got pald for it, he
does not at all deny. If this system is to be stop-
ped, and I presume It should be stopped, he
should be informed of it, but I think $1,200 1s too
small a salary if he cannot do anything to sup-
plement it. I think it would cause a great deal
of difficulty to get another man who could come
from British Columbia here and pass an examina-
tion and take the situation at $1,200 salary.

When le got it before he only tried for it be-
cause nobody else, named by the members, could
pass the examination, and I believe we will never
get a better inspector at a simIlar Ualary.
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I think he should be given another trial with a
letter of his Instructions not to work for any-
body or take pay for extra work.

I think he would have no difficulty whatever In
getting $2,000 a year in San Francisco, as Mr.
Rlsley told me he considered hlm a first-class
educated English engineer. -

(Signed) WM. SMITH.
6th March, 1890.

Ottawa, 4th March, 1890.
The Chairman of the Board of Steamboat
Inspection, reports :

The charges against Mr. W. A. Russell of tak-
ing money imprcperly or in any way of bribes
from manufacturers of engines and boilers and
from owners of steamboats, have not been sus-
tained by the evidence submitted by the commis-
sioner, Mr. John Devereux.

(Signed) W. J. MENEILLY,
Chairman.

5th April, 1890.
On the 4th ult., when the foregoing was wrIt-

ten, did not know of letter of 5th January, 1887,
from the department to Mr. Russell, Instructing
hlm, " you will be expected not to engage in out-
side work, but confine yourself strictly to your
duties of office." In the absence of proof there
is a probability Mr. Russell did not get this in-
struction, and would incline to give him the bene-
fit of the doubt.

(Signed) W. J. MENEILLY,
Chairman.

So that the only offence that I could dis-
cover 3r. Russell to have ever been guilty
of, was neglecting to obey a caution said to
have been sent him from the department
not to engage in outside work, and with re-
gard to which the Chairman of the Board
of Inspectors reported, that the preponder-
ance of evidence showed, that it mever
reacbed Mr. Russell at ail. There is not a
scintilla of moral wrong reported agalnst
Russell, and there was no reason In the
wide world why he should not be reinstated
in office. Hon. members of the House can-
not but -have watched the animus which
evidently prompts the hon. member for Vic-
toria. B.O. (Mr. Prior) to interrupt so fre-
quently in this matter. Mr. Russell was dis-
missed and I reinstated him, why?

Mr. PRIOR. Tes, why ?
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I will tell the bon. gentleman.
In the first place, because I saw there was
no more wrong committed. and that the
deputy of the department reported that ln
no possible way could lie be held guilty of
having taken bribes of any kind what-
ever; that he was a first-class educeted en-
gineer, and the best man that could be got
in Brltlsh Columbia. In, 1898 when it was
reported to me that It was necessary to have
another boiler Inspector, because of the In-
creased shipping arising out of the Yukon
trade, I sent out the chairmnu of the board
to British Columbia to publish a notice call-
ing on all persons who desilred to do so to
come forward and pass the examinations if
they could. There were only three who pre.
sented themselves, and two of these failed

L .wm%?mn%7
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to pass ; and the only one that did pass was
the second engineer of the "Quadra," and
I have a report at the time from the chair-
-man of the board, that he was not satisfac-
tory. Whatt was I to do ? This gentleman
was recommended to me, I looked at his re-
-cord and found he was reported to be the
best engineer in British Columbia. I found
he had done nothing wrong, I believe ire
was dismissed to gratify the political animus
of some of our opponents, and under these
circumstances I had no hesitation ln ap-
pointing hIlm. Trhe hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) says I appointed
Mr. Russell illegaly, and although he ought
know better, the hon. member (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) says, that the work Mr.
Russell did in the Yukon was illegal. I deny
it. I say that his appointment was as legal
as any appointment ever made by His Ex-
cellency.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
The bon. gentleman (Sir Louis Davies) does
not understand.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. 'I understand It.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I do not th uk the hon. gentleman does.

Some hon.. MEMBERS. Order.

The MIIISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIE 3. Wait a moment, I want this
point clearcd up.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I did not say that his appointment as bolier
inspector was illegal.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. You said It was illegal, so far
as the Yukon was concerned.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
I said that detailing him to the Yukon was
illegal. I said that there was a way ln
which he could have been detailed there,
that that was not done. and that all the
work he dld there was illegal; taking fees
was illegal.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Let us see about that. The
hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
If he looks at the statute will see, that in-
spectors of boilers are appointed at some
particular places, but for no specified dis.
trict and the appointing of them for a spec-
fl ed district ls a matter of administrative
detail alone. The inspector of boliers ap-
polnted at Toronto, at Vancouver, or at Hall-
fax ean legafly inspect boliers anywhere
throughout the Dominion, and* the inspec-
tion made by the Halifax officer at
Vancouver, if he la sent there by me,
Is just as legal as the inspeetion made
by him at Halifa. The law does not say
that he is to be appointed for a particular.
district. It says you must appoint . an in-
spector at certain places. We appoint one
at Halifax, bue at Quebec, one at Toronto,

Sir LOUIS DAVIES.

one at Kingston, one at Vancouver, and
then we define the districts in which they
are to do their work for administrative pur-
poses, so that they will not clash one with
the other. I define, as a rule, within what
lines they are to work, but from tIme to
time we called them from one district to an-
other. The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hib-
bert Tupper) did so when he was Minister.
This morning I looked up the records to
see whether lie did not do what the law
contemplates should be done. I looked
through the statute, and I find that the sta-
tute, section 41, expressly provides for this :

Any inspector may at any time visit any steam-
boat and inspect and examine the same.

Therefore, I say, that any inspector at any
time may be called upon by the department
to inspect any steamboat, whether it is with-
in the bounds of the district that lie is in-
structed to confine himself to in the filrst
instance or not. His appointment is general
and for the whole Dominion. What did my
hon. friend (Sir Charles Hibbert 'Tupper) do
when he was Minister ? Did he follow that
rule which he now condemns ? Certainly he
did, and every other Minister of Marine did
so. Why, the chief inspector to-day, who
was then the inspector at Kingston. was by
the hon. member (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-
per) when Minister of Marine, on the 7th
day of Oetober, 1889, Instructed fo leave
Kingston and go up to Toronto district and
inspect a steamboat boiler there. Was that
inspector's work all Illegal, was the then
Minister (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) incom.
petent, as he designated me for making a
similar order ? I ordered this man to go
from British Columbia, if necessary, up to
the Yukon to inspeet the boliers there, and
the hon. gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) did a similar thing when he was
Minister. But the hon. gentleman (Sir Char-
les Hibbert Tupper) did more. He did fnot
scruple to send some of his inspectors out
of the Dominion altogether.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Ob.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I have an order in my hand
where he sent an inspector to Boston to In-
spect boliers theue.

Some hon. MEMBERS- Oh.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. Was the hon. gentleman (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) acting illegally
then, and was he incompetent when he did
that ? Why, Sir, the contention of the hon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) ls
ridieulous. The appointment of Mr. Russell,
made by the Governor General, was that of
measuring surveyor of shIpping both for
British Columbla and the. Yukcn district,
and the appointment as steamboat and boil-
er Inspeetor was for British Columbia.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Does the hon.·gentleman say that he was
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appolnted as bolier inspector by Order in for leasing for a return for dredging, I do
Council ? not think that is a reason why I should

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND vote against the resolution. I am firmly of
FISHERIES. Yes. He was appointed, after opinion that It Is of the utmost Importance
the revised Act of last session, as Inspector that that should be done whIch my right
of Huils. As Inspector of boilers, bIe was hon. friend the Prime Minister himself says
ofb H lls.tAs inspct of boilers, he wasle desires to have done, which my hou.
only by law to be apponted at a particular friend the Minister of Marine and Fisherles
place, and the place at which lhe was put (Sir Louis Davies) says he desires to have
was in British Columbia ; there was nlO otherdone, that Is, that this matter should be
man there, but hie was ordered by the chiofpoetotebtom aigteesae
luspector to go to the Yukon and Inspect probed to the bottom. Taldng these state-

ments of the Prime Minister and the Minis-
there, as any other Inspectors are ordered to ter of Marine and Fisheries lu good faith, as
go from one place to another and report,e i a sure they are so mnade, it seems to me
just as I ordered Mr. Stevens, the other that the only difference that exists between
day, to leave Halifax to lnspect some boliers the two sides of the House Is as to the e-
at Quebec. The law provides for it, and thod of the inquiry. Both sides of the
everything that man did was strictly legal House are desirous to have this matter prob-
and proper, strictly in accordance with the ed to the bottom. The right hon. gentleman
precedent which the hon. gentleman himself supports one kind of Inquiry; the hon. mem-
set, when he was Minister of Marine. And ber who has moved this resolution supports
so this bugaboo which the hon. gentleman another. The right hon. gentleman supports
bas raised about Mr. Russell, has not a an inquiry by a commissioner. Now, I do
single shred of foundation on which to not wish to say anythig disrespectful of
stand. The man was not dismissed from flr. Ogilve ; qute the reverse.I have the
office for any offence of an Immoral char- highest opinion of Mr. Ogilve. I think he
acter or any offence which would disqualify is a most upright and honourable man ; but
him from being appointed again to a ofice. that Is beside the mark, to a large extent. I
But he was dismissed from office because it do not think that. outside of Canada, la
was alleged that he did not obey a caution those countries whose attention bas been
which had been sent to hlm In a circular directed to this matter, It will in any degree
letter, which letter there was no evidence enhance the reputation of this country that
he ever recelved at all. Under these cir- it should be known that, when grave char-
cumstances, I claim that, so far as the ges of this kind have been preferred, and
charge made against my department is con- when a demand for an lnqulry has gone
cerned, it rests upon an absolutely baseless abroad, we, ln Canada, appointed a gentle-
foundation ; and, if the charges against the man no matter how great lis Integrîty may
officials In the other departments are as be, who is an officer and a subordinate of a
baseless and'void as those against my own, Minister who is Involved ln these charges,
the hon. gentleman's resolution ought not to and who Is a relative of his. I do not think
have the support of a single member of this It Is fair to Canada. I think that one fact
House. alone, that a gentleman occupying that posi-

Mr. A. McNEILL (North Bruce). It is not tion shauid le appolnted to Investigate these
my intention to delay the House for more
than a moment or two ; but I do not feel plaint ln regard to this matter. Wbertthe
inclined to give a silent vote on this occa- Government refuse te allow these charges
sion. The matter we are discussing is one to le lnvestlgated by an Impartial tribunal,
of very great gravity. It is one that has and an expert tribunal, I feel satisfled that
attracted the attention-it would scarcely the people of tbis country wIll thînk tnat
be too much to say-of the civllized world. there is something behlnd whidh the Gov-
It Is one which, at all events, bas attracted ernment desire te couceal. Now, I have lis-
the attention of the jnother country, the tened to the speeches that have been made
Ulted States, our frIends In Australasi I heard the very clever speech of he Min
and many countries ln Europe besides the ster of the Interlor; but 1 thouglt that he
mother country. A question of that kind is went a great desi too far for lis own sake,
one -wblch cannot be llghtly set aside. It 19sbecause lis speech went to show, so far as
a question which involves the fair fame of I could gather, that there had been no
this country. Now, It las been suggested, wrong done at ail. He proved too mucl.
because there may be inaccuracies In the In. Then I lstened te the eloquent and Impas-
dictment which has been placed lu your sloned speech of my right hou. frIend the
bands by the hon. member for Picton (SIr Prime Minister. I dd net gatber from tlat
Charles Hibbert Tupper), that the whole of speech that my r!ght ho.L ad was veally
this inquiry which he desires to have made, graPPlIng wlth the mai aup here, as ta
should be set aside, and that no one should whether we shouid bave aujaery by au

supprt tis esoltioI. t seIfl8 te me Impartial tribunal or net. 4& hear hlmsupport this resolution. taIt seemsio to-ue. ]* me -av
that the principle of the resolution Ie, that
there shall be an inquiry by an Impartial fotheard anyone gzg>mqgo
tribunal; and, if the hon. member for Pie- it'side of the House whç f

ton as cclenttilysubtltued reur cHeHos, venareson or te griav estom-
plitinrgr t hs atr We h
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The argument which has been addressed to
the House in support of that position Is ab-
solutely unanswered. The difference be-
tween the Government and the Opposition
is whether the inquiry shall be conduct-
ed by Mr. Ogilvie or by a commission of
Judges. The riglht hbon. gentleman says he
wishes the commission to be thorough. So
do we. He says the investigation should go
to the root. We also wish it to go to the
root. :He says that if this commission. which
he has appointed, turns out to be defectlve,
lie will do something else. Why, the coi-
missioner appointed by the Government says
It is defective. Over and over again the
commissioner distinctly tells us that It in
defective, but still the Government do not
do anything. Does the right lon. gentleman
say that If this commission is defective, he
will appoint ta commission of judges ? Per-
haps my right hou. friend will do me the
grace to answer that question. I think it is
a fair question to ask, because otherwise we
are arguing somewhat i the dark. My hon.
friend will not answer, although I thlnk it Is
a fair question, and one to which the coun-
try has a right to have an answer. I do not
see, from my point of view, on what ground
the Government can persist In not answerimg
a question of that kind. Over and over again.
the commissioner has told us distinctly, In
this book, as read here by my hon. friend
from York, N.B. (Mr. Foster), that the com-
mission is defective. What is the good then
of the Government telling us that If it is de-
fective they will appoint another commission.
Without desiring to say anything out of order
or discourteous, I must say that my right
hon. friend is practically :trlfiing wi:th the
House and the country. This is too grave a
matter. t is not a matter between the Min-
Ister of the Interlor and my hon. friend from
Pictou, but It Is a question involving the fair
fame of this country. It is something in
which the people are deeply interested, and
I think it devolves upon evrry member of
this fHouse to do his utmost to endeavour to
have the fafr fame o! the country cleared of
the stain that rests Upon It at present.

No one can doubt, no one does doubt, that
there has been a condition of things exist-
Ing li the Yukon which Is a disgrace to Can-
ada. Let us have the matter, as my right
hon. friend says, probed to the bottom, and
find out all about 1t. How ean my hon.
friend contend that he Is really desirous of
havIng this matter probed to the bottom,
and yet at the same time refuse now to say
that he will appoint another commission ? If
my rlgbt hon. frIend will remember that his
own commissioner tells him that this is a
defective commlsslon, he ought at once, if he
wlshes to have the matter probed to the bot.
tom, to say here and now : I wll have
amother commission appointed at once. I
wlll consider what commlsIon ought to be
appointed, but one wIll certainly be appolnt.
ed. That le not what h as been doue, how-
ever. On the contrary,' It seems to me, the

Mr. M

desire has been simply to deal wlth the tech-
nicalities of the resolution before the House,
but this Is too grave a matter to be decided
solely on technicalities. If my hon. friend
desires to deal with It In the way It ought to-
be dealt withl, the technicalities could be dis-
posed of very easily by consent. If tfaere are
technical defects in the resolution, that diffi-
culty could be easily settled by consent. I
think this is too grave a matter to have tech-
nical objection interposed between the House
and its decision as to whether we are to have
this matter thoroughly investigated or not.
I shall vote for this resolution on the ground
that it is of the utmost importance this mat-
ter should be probed to the bottom as wy
right hon. friend has sald he desires it should
Ibe.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson). I shall not take up very long the
time of the lHouse by attempting to answer
what has been so ably answered by hon,
gentlemen on this side who have preceded
me. The hon. member who has just taken
his seat (Mr. McNeill) wlll pardon me if I
do not make allusion to what he has said.
His speech struck me as that of one who
felt he would be in a very'peculiar and awr-
ward position if he had to vote for the reso.
lution before the Chair. He seemed~ to be
very anxious to be relieved of that duty.
With that remark, I will address myself to a
paragrapli li this long resolution reflecting
on the Department of Customs.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Will my lon.
friend allow me to interrupt hlm ? I wish
to ask the right hon, leader of the House
whether he thInks anything will be gained
by our sitting later. Very few persons want
to speak on this side, and we might ar-
range to take the vote before six o'clock to-
morrow afternoon. In that case, perhaps
the hon. Minister of Customs would prefer
to move the adjournment of the debate.

The PRIME MINISTER. We ought to
finish the debate durIng this sitting.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I will just
confine myself to the short allusion made to
the department over whieh I preside. Te
hon. gentleman, lu bis resolution, did not do
myself or my department the honour of mak-
ing any direct charge against us. But the
paragraph relating to the Customs Depart-
ment, reads as follows :-

That gross and scandalous abuses have occur-
red ln the Depatment of Customs in the Yukon
Distriet, UnIted States vessels having been ad-
mitted to the Canadian regIstry in the said dis-
trict upon fraudulent undervaluation, as ln the
case of the steamer "John C. Barr," which was
worth at least $60,000, but was allowed to be
passed at the customs at a valuation of $10,000.
That Is al that Is stated with reference
to the Department of Cmutoms. If It proved
to be true ýthat, by faise and fraudulent
under-valuation, of a vessel worth $60,000
was entered at $10,0, that fs a matter that
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would have to be dealt with. But I think
it Is not a matter that wlll require two
Judges of the Supreme Court to ascertain,
it is a matter that appertains to the depart-
ment, and it is their duty to attend to it-
and I think the department will be able
to attend to It. I eau only say that action
has been taken ln reference to the mat-
ter. On the 3rd of May the following no-
tices appeared ln the notice paper :

Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper-On FrIday next-
Inquiry of Ministry-Can tbe Honourable Min-
Ister of Customs, without inconvenience, state
the names and tonnage of United States built
boats which have been given Canadian registry
by the Collector of Customs at Dawson, fronm
July 1st, 1898, to latest date known at Ottawa, the
duty paid, the amouint cf valuation of each vessel
and by whom such valuation was made, and the
names of British owners of the same ; and will
a complete return as above, down to date, be
laid upon the Table at an early day ?

Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper-On Friday next--
Inquiry of Ministry-Has the Department of Cus-
toms any report as to the value of the SS. "John
C. Barr." recently admitted to Canadian reglistry
at Dawson .? If so, what was the valuation for
customs purposes ?
When these notices appeared the Commis-
sioner of Customs. on May 5th, when he
received the notices. Immediately wrote the
following letter, addressed to Mr. D. W.
Davis. collector of customs, Dawson City,
Yukon:

I inclose copies of two inquiries of Ministry
proposed to be made in the House of Commons
to-day by Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper. Please
forward to this department, without delay, all
the information asked for in these inquiries so
as to enable the department to answer the ques-
tions fully.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed) JOHN McDOUGALD,
Commissioner.

Whenl the hon. gentleman came to ask the
questions. I answered hlm that I was un-
able to give him the information with re-
ference to the first question. As to the
second question, the answer was as fol-
lows :-

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Paterson).
The steamer " John C. Barr" was entered for
duty at Dawson, 6th October, 1898, on application
for Canadian registry, upon a valuation of $10,-
CIO.
Then, Sir, having given the hon. gentleman
the information, on the 21st May, lu dis-
cussion upon the Estimates, the hon. gen-
tleman made an allusion to this answer of
mine, and made the statement that he
understood the vessel was worth $60,000,
and that she had been admitted for $10,-
000. I considered that wis a statement
that should be attended to Qt once, that it
was my bounden duty as administering the
department, to inquire Into the matter with-
out delay. I mentloned to the commission-
er what had been stated ln the -House, and
asked him to get the "Hansard " 'and eut
out the statements that were made and eend

the page to Mr. Ogilvie, who, besides belng
commissioner of the Yukon district, has
been clothed by the Department of Cus-
toms with all the powers of inspector of
customs. The commissioner sent this to
Mr. Ogilvie in the followIng letter
W. Ogilvie, Esq.,

Commissioner of the Yukon District,
Dawson, N.W.T.

Sir,-I send you herewIth pages 3162 and 3163 or
Hansard," of May 12th, 1899, contaIning state-

ments respecting the valuation of the steamer
" John C. Barr," upon application for Canadian
registry.

Please investigate this matter and ascertain,
by the best means in your power, the fair market
value of the vessel at the time of application for
Canadian register and report the facts for the In-
formation of the Honourable the Minister of Cus-
toms. The question of undervaluation can be
deait with in due course under the provisions of
the Cdstoms laws.

I have the honour to be, air,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed) JOHN MeDOUGALD,
Commissioner of Customs.

Of course, to that we have no answer as
yet. Now. what Is to be said about a case
of this kind ? At Dawson we have a col-
lector of customs. He is far away. as
the House well knows, and very difficult to
get at. He was not appointed by me or
by this Government ; he was appointed by
the late Government; lie was a colleague
Lu this House of the gentlemen who sat on
this side for many years. He was ap-
pointed by the Government of which the
mover of this resolution was a member.
He was, therefore, I may say, the nominee

î of the hon. member (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) himself. I might ask at this point
how the hon. gentleman knows that this
vessel was worth $60,OOO?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
have been credibly informed by those In
the business.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Has the
hon. gentleman seen the vessel ?

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) will remem-
ber I told the House very frankly that i
had no personal knowledge, no direct knowl-
edge of the facts that occurred at Daw-
son; I never was there ln my life ; but I
said in the resolution that I had been cre-
dibly informed and believed. And I may
remind the hon. gentleman that the hon.
member for New Westminster (.Mr. Morri-
son) stated lu the House that he had seen
the vessel, and, if my recollection Is right-
and if so the statement will be found In
' Hansard "-he said the vessel was worth
$60,000.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I think
he dld say something like that. Perhaps
he *is different from the ehon. gentleman
(Sir Charles'Hibbert Tupper), and míay baye
seen it. Büt even* on the testimony t the
hon. inember fr Pletta wbo lias iven
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It upon the authority or upon the judgment
of the hon. member for New Westminster
-who, if he said so, no doubt believed it
to be true-I do not think that I could
do more than seek to learn the facts, and,
when the facts are ascertained, deal with
the case. I confess that I can hardly con-
ceive it possible that the facts are as stated.
I take it that the gentleman who was ap-
pointed by the late Government to be collec-
tor of customs at Dawson, being appointed
at such a distant place must have been one
li whom they had more than ordinary con-
f1dence.

If he was to be sent away where there
could be no supervision over hlm, where he
could handle customs fees, where no in-
spector could reach hlm, where he would
be the sole custodian of the funds, with no
one to give account to, with no mails 'going
out scarcely, and remittances *only once in
a while, I therefore took it for granted that
when they had appointed a collector there
they had by that fact declared that he could
be trusted honestly to fulfil the duties of his
office. That is the gentleman who made this
entry. An inquiry has now gone up to Mr.
Ogilvie to ascertain the facts in reference
to this, and If it should be found, as the
member for Pieton has charged, that a vessel
which was worth $60,O0 has, by that offi-
cer, been admitted at $10,000, then, as soon
as the facts are asceptained, action wIll be
taken by the department In reference to the!
matter. But what blame can be attached in
any shape to the department ? Would the
hon. gentleman ask me, upon bis mere state-
ment here, that I should suspend D. W.
Davis from being collector et Dawson, with-
Out giving him a chance to answer, or with-
out having a report from an officer ? Yet he
puts it in that position. It Is a singular
charge that he makes against the depart-
ment In this matter. I believe In giving an
opportunity to every officer to defend himself,
but if the charge is true, there will bave
been in the meantime something that should
bave gone into the treasury that has not
gone in ; but the public revenue, I thlink, is
not in serions danger from the fact that the
vessel is there. The question of undervalua-
tion can be dealt with. Similar questions
are being dealt with frequently, questions
submitted by able officers, questions going
on some times for weeks before they mau
be deat with. This will be deait with when
we have the proper information to enable us
te deal with it.

Now, Sir, I will, with your permission and
with the consent of the House, because It is
alluding to a previous debate mention an-
other matter to show how unsafe It is to
give heed to the statements that are made
and to much of the testimony which la em-
bodied lu this resolution of the hon. member
for Pletou. It wIll be remembered that upon
a previous ocoession wben the Yukon debate
was up, the bon member for Victoria, B.C.

Mr. PATERSON.

(Mr. Prior) made this statement In his speech
on the 16th of June :

It was a common practice-they told me-I do
not say it prevails now, for them to get their
goods through at a small sum compared with
what they should bave paid. I will give you one
instance-the case of a man called Charles Beam.
He went out, and at Lake Tagish was stopped
by the collector and showed the goods he had
that were dutiable. The duty came to $350. This
is what I arn informed by a man who says he
knows the facts of the case.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Paterson).
About what date would it be ?

Mr. PRIOR. I do not have it down here, but
this man told it to me. It is within six months,
I think. He said the duty came to $350. The
collector's name was Thorne ; he was the col-
lector or the collector's subordinate, and he says
he gave him $5 and a flask of whisky, and that
this man passed his goods through for $150. The
duty which he should have paid was $350, but by
giving a $5 bribe and a flask of whisky, this
custom-house officer nasses his goods for $150.

Mr. MAXWELL. Would the hon. gentleman
kindly give me the name of that man again ?

Mr. PRIOR. I was informed that it was a
man by the name of Charles Beam.

Mr. MAXWELL. No, but the name of the
customs ofticial.

Mr. PRIOR. I am told that his name is
Thorne.

As soon as that statement was made, when
I reached my office the next morning I men-
tioned the fact to the commissloner, and said
that I wanted to have instant and full, lu-
quiry made Into It. We escertained that this
man was one of the North-west Mounted
Police, acting as au assistant to the customs
officer, that he was not now ln our service,
but was in the service of the North-west
Mounted Police. I wIll read to the House
the correspondence that took place on the
subject :

Customs Department,
Ottawa, April 14th, 1899.

Fred White, Esq.,
Comptroller of North-west Mounted Police,

Ottawa, Ont.
Sir,-I send you herewith an extract from a

speech made by Col. Prior, M.P., ln the House of
Commons on the 6th instant, containing charges
of misconduct against F. P. Thorn, one of the
North-west Mounted Police, who appears to have
been acting as a customs officer at White Pass
in 1898.

I bave the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed) JOHN McDOUGALD,
Commissioner,

North-west Mounted Police,
Ottawa, 29th May, 1899.

Office of the Comptroller,
Sir,-Referring to your letter of 14th AprIl last,

enclosing an extract from a speech made by Col.
Prior, M.P., ln the House of Commons on the
6th of that month, containing charges of miscon-
duet agatuat P. P. Thorn, one ofthte North-west
Mount eiPolce acting as customs oieer at White
Pass ln 1898.
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I transmit herewith a copy of the investigation
Into this matter, whicn I trust will be uatisfactory
to the Honourable the Minister of Customs.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

FRED WHITE,
Comptroller.

John McDougald, Esq.,
Comniissioner of Customs, Ottawa.

Customs Department,
Ottawa, April 14th, 1899.

Fred White, Esq.,
Comptroller of North-west Mounted Police,

Ottawa, Ont.
Sir,-r send you herewith an extract from a

speech made by Col. Prior, M.P., in the House of
Conmmons on the 6th instant, containing charges
of misconduct against F. P. Thorn, one of the
North-west Mounted Police, who appears to have
been acting as a customs offIcer at White Pass
in 1898.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed) JOHN McDOUGALD,
Commissioner.

Referred to Supt. Wood for thorough Investiga-
tion and report at the earliest possible moment.

(Signed) FRED WHITE,
Comptroller.

North-west Mounted Police,
Tagish, May 8th, 1899.

The Comptroller, North-west Mounted Police,
Ottawa.

Sir,-In compliance with your instructions con-
tained In a memo. forwarding the Commissioner
of Customs' letter of the 14th April, I beg to
forward berewith evidence taken undere oath re-
garding the charge made by Col. Prior, M.P.,
against Reg. No. 2440, Constable F. P. Thorn.

The latter denies the charge, and la supported
by Sub-collector of Customs Peele and Customs
Officer Stevens, who state that Constable Thorn
did not accept entries, and therefore was not in
a position to pass any one through. He was
simply a landing waiter, whose duties were to
check goods by the Invoices after the latter had
passed through the customs officials hands. Mr.
Peele himself signs the customs receipts, which
are afterwards presented here by persons enter-
ing the country.

Col. Prior says he thinks the alleged case of
bribery occurred during the past six months.
Now, there has been no collector of customs,
nor customs official here sInce 11th February,
1898, or for more than a year past.

No such name as Charles Beam appears on cus-
toms books since lst JuIy, 1898, when the books
were opened.

DurIng the time there was a collector here,
Constable Thorn had nothing to do with the
customs, so could not any one.

He has been In the force for eight years, bas
borne a good character, and only a month ago I
strongly recommended him for promotion. He
bas been in charge of the Skagway detachment
since February last, and, In my opinion, would
not accept a bribe under any circumstances.

Inspector Cartwright and Mr. MoMartin, of the
Customs Department, both of whom were act-
ing as sub-collectors when Constable Thorn was
acting as landing waiter, are now In Dawson, so
I bave forwarded a copy of charge and evidence
to Supt. Steele, to get their statements.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

R. G. HOOPER,
Commanding Tagish Distriht.

Inspector Jarvis, Bennett.
Investigate thils matter as quickly and thor-

oughly as you can and report.
Cail upon any witnesses Constable Thorn bas.

(Signed) Z. T. WOOD, Supt.
Tagish, 30th April, 1899.
O. C. Tagish.

Evidence herewith attached.
(Signed) A. M. JARVIS,

Inspector.
Log Cabin, 4, 5, 99.

Log Cabin, Bennett Sub-Dlstrict, 4, 5, 99.
North-west Mounted Police,

To the Commanding Officer,
Tagish District.

Sir,-I have the honour to attach herewith file
of papers ln case of Reg. No. 2440, Constable F.
P. Thorn. I also attach the evidence taken and
s worn to before me. In connection with this
case, I beg to report that I have examined the
Outport cash book of customs station of White
Pass, B.C., from lst day of July, 1898, which was
the date the customs business was taken over
from the North-west Mounted Police by Customa
Inspector Clute, to the 28th February, which is
the date Constable Thorn was transferred to
Skagway to take charge of the police there. Be-
tween the dates mentioned no such name as
Charles Beam appears on the books of the cus-
toms station.

I have the honour to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

(Signed) A. M. JARVIS,
Inspector.

Reg. No. 2440, Constable Thorn, F.P., on his
oath says : I have been in the Customs Depart-
ment since March, 1898, until February, 1899,
when I was sent over to Skagway, Alaska, to take
charge of the office and forward all supplies into
the Yukon. I do not know any man by the
name of Charles Beam. I bave never had any
connection whatever with the customs at Tagish,
and, in fact, only visited there once with a
freighting party, and that was before I had any
position ln the Customs Department at all. This
was ln February, 1898 ; I stayed there over night,
leaving the following day. My position in the
customs was that of landing waiter, performing
the duties of checking goods as per invoice.
This charge made by Mr. Prior is ridiculous and
false. If I had wished to do such a thing it
would be an impossibility, as the collector was
there all the time. I have never acted as col-
lector, but only as landing waiter.

(Signed) F. P. THORN,
Constable.

Taken and sworn before me at
Skagway, Alaska, this 3rd day of
May, 1899.

(SIgned) A. M. JARVIS,
Inspector.

Percy R. Peele, being sworn, states : I am
acting sub-collector, outport of White Pass, B.C.
I took charge of this station on the firat day of
September, 1898, succeeding Mr. Jas. H. Me-
Martin, now of the customs, Dawson City, Yukon
Territory. From the time I took charge until
the time Constable Thorn was sent to Skagway,
which was ln February last, I have no record of
any such man by the name of Charles Beam evsr
having cleared goods at this outport of White
Paso ; furthermore, upon looking over the out-
port cash book of this station, whikh dates July
lst, 1898, until the Ume I took char, there ls
no record of any such name. Constable Thom
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was never in the customs service at Tagish, and le bas been solemnly charged by the hou.
while on this station was engaged as acting land- member for Victoria wlth wrong-doifg.
Ing waiter. His duties conslsting solely of check- When these charges were lnvestigated it
lng goods according to Involces. He never Is found that they do fot amount to any-
bandled any moneys, nor accepted entries, and I
have always found him a thoroughly trustworthyher
man in every respect. "'e are told that, so far as the Investiga-

(Signed) PERCY R. PEELE. tion goes, the charges have not been Sus-
Taken and sworn before me at tained. We know that fron the news-

Log Cabin, B.C., this 4th da," of!papers; the full reports have not yet reach-
May, 1899. ed us of the later Investigation, but we are

(Signed) A. M. JARVIS, told that these gentlemen have been exoner-
Inspector.tr ilvie. But. hon, gentlemen

David Stevens, being sworn, states : I am cus- say,you cannot accept that; it Is a biassed
toms officer on duty at Log Cabin Outport, B.C. report. The commIssioner 18 marrled to
Frank P. Thorn was on duty with me from the the aunt of the wlfe otteb..Minister
26th January·to 24th February, 1899, and am fully of the Interior. But bere is a cae in whlcb
convinced that he was not open to bribery.1I
have looked through the customs records as faracr im e
back as July the lst, 1898, and have been unable I
to find auy entry made by Charles Beam. has been closed for six montbs after the

(Signed) D. STEVENS. time that this irregularity Is said to bave
Taken and sworn before me at happened. But the inspeetor lnvestigated

Log Cabin, B.C., this 4th day of the charge and sent over to the White Pass,
May, 1899. to wblcb the custom-house lias been re-

(Signed) A. M. JARVIS,
Inspector. moved. and after taking statements on oatb,

Inspecor. le cannot fiud uny. such man as Beanu. Then
Inspector Strickland, on oath, states : I was you have the declaration that this man did

acting collector of custome on White Pass Sum- fot bandle noney nt ail. tlat he did fot
mit from 27th February to 27th March, 1898.1make entries. but that bis sole duty was
Constable Thorn was not on trail duty, though1that when goods were opened up to be ex-
be was stationed at the Summit. It was Impos- amin
sible for Constable Thorn to have passed any one1 ed, be was employed at $1.50 per day
through while I was in charge at the Summit. to put them back. 1 venture to say that

Since 27th March, 1898, I have been at Tagish. i the bon. member for ictoria bas as good
The sub-collector of Customs, Mr. John Godson, a foundation for brnglng that Statement
lEft Tagish on the 11th February, 1898, and since 1 into thiflouse as the hon. Member for Pic-
then no duty has been collected bere nor has1tou bas for brlnging ln many of the state-
there been any customs offIcer or collector here. meshe has, and Placlng then on record

As far as I know, no such man as Beam passed beet uh
here.

(Signed) D. A. STRICKLAND, preme Court shah be solemnlp appolnJed to
Inspector. aseertain whether the custons office nt Daw-

Sworn bef3re me at Tagish this son ahlowed a boat ln at rg undervaluaton.
8th day o! Mway, 1899. The Cr otoms Department wIll attend to

(Slgned) Z. T. WOODj that. That does h ot need any commission
J.*P. isf judges. I said I would t ot speak fur-

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have ased the Indul- 1 ther. The answer that as been giventto
gence of the House. i thought It was only I the bon, gentlemen who bave sougbt to
fair to the fouse to place tfese stateientsl aimpug the character and the transactions
before it, and I think that they wilI Illus- 1 of officiais under the Government by other
trate the v alue of the statements wt have i speakers who have preceded me bas been
beard the bon. member for Victoria and lSncb as to brlnedidcomfiture to theseson.

paes& hefl r etshave not yet reach-

oe the statement of thoon.ftmemberhfor1gentlemen makntege we
Plctou (Sir Charles Hlbbert Tupper) agalnst itdeta thesHouse. But 1thank that In
the characters of men ln the service of the 1 puttng on record the resuit of the Invest
Goverument. The hon. member for Vie- gation whch bas been made Into ths
toria, B.C. (Mr. Prior) was evldently im- i charge the House w-l agree wth me that
pressed with the truth gf what this man I t Is but dolng common justice to tbe mn
said to him. laisef wbo luas been refhrred to.

Mr. PRIOR. I was.
The MINISTER OF PUSTOMS. He ae-

cepts that statement as true, comes and
puts it on the records of the House, and a
man who bad been In the Mounted Police
elght years, who, according to the testi-
mony of his superlor officers, has borne an
excellent character, a fact whieh Is em-
pbasized by his promotion for bis services,

uffers this Injustice. Yet these statements
are put upon the records of this House, and
they go down for every one to read that

Xr. PATERtSON.

Mr. H. A. POWELL (Westmoreland). Mr.
Speaker. the renarks that I shall make will
be brief. and will simply concern one or
two poirts raised by the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries-one of which was advanced
by the Prime Minister himself. The Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisherles (Sir Louis
Davies) made an appeal to gentlemen on his
own side of the House, Informlng them
that If they voted for this resolution they
would vote for the truth of all the allega-
tions eontained ln the charges. Just what
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the hon. gentleman (SIr Louis Davies)
meant I do not know, but I must assume
his meaning from the • statement he has
made. With respect to that matter, I may
say that with the exception of two or three
allegations of fact, in the opening paragraphsa
of the Information, as I might eall it, laid
before the House by the ex-Minister of
Justice (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) which
are found on pages 528, 529 and 530 and top
of 531 of the Votes and Proceedings of yes-
terday-with the exception of these state-
ments which no one in this flouse will ques-
tion in the slightest degree, there is not an
item contained in this information but
whlch is alleged, as a matter of belief and
information, as follows

That Sir Charles HIbbert Tupper, a member of
the Privy Council of Canada, and a member of
this House, having stated from his place ln Par-
liament that he Is credibly informed and believes
that with the same co-operation (and through the
supervision of the Department of Justice) as was
given by the Government of Canada to the said
the Hon. Clifford Sifton, as Indicated by the said
correspondence hereinbefore referred to, and the
evidence*contained in the report of the said com-
mittee, he can establish before a commission
comprIsed of eminent judges and clothed with
powers as hereinafter suggested, the following
facts and charges :

Thus, every charge that is made by e
hon. gentleman from Plctou (Sir Cha5es
Hibbert Tupper) is made as a inatter of in-
formation, "lie Is informed and believes."
Then. the conclusion of the information or
charge is in the resolution ln these words:

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency to desire that His Excellency will be
graciously pleased to give Immediate orders to
his Attorney General that the most effectual
means be taken for discovering the facts in any
way relating to the above charges, and that His
Excellency will also be graclously pleased to
order the Issue of a Royal Commission to two or
more judges of the Supreme Court of Canada, or
to any two judges of the Superior Courts of any
province of Canada, granting and conferring the
fullest possible powers fcr a complete, effectuai
and exhaustive inquiry with a view to the dis-
covery of the truth of the statements *and
charges aforesaid, and to this end that His Ex-
cellency be advised that in the opinion of this
House such a Commission should be clothed by
a special Act coataining similar provisions, pow-
ers, jurisdiction, discretion and authority as are
conferred by the Revised Statutes of Canada,
Chapter 10, belng "An Act respecting Inquiries
as to corrupt practices ait Elections of Members
of the House of Commons."

I simply cite this for the purpose of show-
ing-were it not unparliamentary I would
sav thie insincerity of the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisherles ; a gentleman tO bis
standing at the bar, a gentleman who is
perfectly familiar with the language and
form of an information, that is made as a
matter of practice almost always on In-
formation and belief-to attempt to rope bis
follower Into line by assuring them that
la votIng for this resolution they were vot-

ing for the truth of the different allegations
and charges set forth in the Informatio4n,
places hinself in an unenviable - position.
That statement of the hon. gentleman (Sir
Louis Davies) is, at least, calculated ta in-
cite considerable dublousness in the minds
of sensible men, as to the sincerity of the
statements of hon. gentlemen opposite of
their belief that there is no truth in these
charges and allegations. i am not going
now to refer to these charges and allega-
tions, for the simple reason that so much
evidence bas been given by the hon. mem-
ber for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
and by the ex-Minister of Finance (Mr. Fos-
ter) in support of them, that it would be a
work of supererogation. However, Mr.
Speaker. I shall direct attention to another
point that is attempted to be made by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis
Davies), and that is : That this action of
the hon. member for Pietou is an unconsti-
tutional proceeding because it contains a
charge against a judge. I beg leave to take
issue squarely with that statement of con-
stitutional law. The right hon. the First
Minister read an extract from a very autho-
ritative book, "Todd on Parliamentary Gov-
ernment." After Todd d1scusses the ques.
tion of judges in relation to the Crown, he
sums up in five or six sections. the procedure
wlth respect toe charges against ~them. The
first it is unneeessary to read. I shall read
the second:

2. It is also evident that the action of Parlia.
ment for the removal of a judge may originate iu
varlous ways. It may be invoked upon articles
of charge presented to the House of Commons by
a member In his place, recapitulating the cases
of miseonduet of which the judge complainei of
has been guilty ; or, after a preliminary lnquiry
-by a royal commission (at the Instance of Gov-
ernment, or at the request of either House of
Parliament, or by a Select Commlttee of the
House-into the judicial conduct-

Mr. Speaker, I emphasize the term " judi-
eial conduet."
-of the individual ln question; or, upon a petItIon
presented to the House from some person or per-
sons who nay have a cause cf complaint against
a judge ; piovided, that, while the interposition
of Parliament may be sought by petition for the
application of the remedy prescribed by law for
a special grievance in any particular Instance,
no petition should be recelved by either House,
that otherwise reflects injurlously upon the char.-
acter or conduct of the courts of justice. And'
no petition impugning the conduct of a judge
should be permitted to remain upon the Table
of the House, unless within a reasonable period,
some member undertakes to invite the House to
proceed upon the charges contained therein.

3. Bearing ln mind the general resposib lity
of MInisters of the Crown for the due administra-
tion of justice throughout the kingdom,-
1 would commend this to the leader Of the
Government and his followers u respeet to
a matter which was brought up nu the
House the other day, namely, the respousi-
biiIty of Government in respeet te the legis-
lation Of this House:
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-- and the obligation which they owe to the dis-
pensers of justice to preserve them from ln-
jurtous attack or calumnious accusations,
it is necessary that before consenting to any
motion for a parliamentary Inquiry into the con-
duct of a judge-or even for the reception of a
petition complaining of the conduct of a judge,
and not asking for his removal from office in ac-
cordance with the statute-or not alleging rea-
sonable grounds for such a proceeding-ministers
should themselves have investigated the matter
of complaint, and be prepared either to oppose or
facilitate the interference of Parliament on the
particular occasion.

4. That the House of Commons should not ln-
Itiate. and Ministers of the Crown ought not to
sanction, any attempt to institute criminative
charges against any one, unless upon some dis-
tinct and definite basis ; and in the case of a
judge, such charges should only be entertained
upon allegations of misconduct that would be
sufficient, if proved, to justify bis removal from
the bencb. But it is immaterial whether such
misconduct had been the result of an improper
exercise of his judicial functions, or whether It
was solely attributable to him in bis private
capacity, provided only that it had been of a
nature to unfit him fr the honourable discharge
of the judicial office.
The neaning of the last section is this:
That the Parliament is not confined to mat-
ters which are judicial sins, but that If a
man is disreputable ln his character and1
private life. Parliament has a right te ln
vestigate this matter and to dismiss hlir for
It. These rules are laid down with respect
te offences ; with regard to what we may
call - judicial offences." If the rigbt hoa.
gentleman had taken the pains to look to
the authorities that are relied on by Mr.
Todd. and upon which these propositions are
based, he would find that there is not a
single one of these authorities. with the ex-
ception of one. that touches ln any way on
offences by a judge in bis private capacity.
In that particular case the proceeding was
different, and the round of procedure that
was claimed by the First Minister to be ap-
plicable to this case was not follQwed. This
case before us Is an exceptional case, and
the only authority I know of T will cite. It
is not apparently given in Todd, but I am
familiar with the case. apxd from Nash's
Biography of Lord Westbury, I am enabled
to get its date.

The difficulty in this case ls that where there
are two personalities, so to speak, In a judge.
one political and the other juddcial. This
House. which has power to Inquire into the
doings of every one exercising a political
function, can pursue the investigation of
charges committed by him ln bis political
Capacity, xutterly regardless of the require-
ments of the law ln respect to a judicial
personality. If the offence eIs poltical. As
proof of thls contention I will cite the case
of Lord Westbury. who. as we all know, was
Lord High Chancellor of England, Ithe hig'a-
est judicial funetionary In the British Em-
pire. That office caused him to perform
what may be called two functions-the judi-
elal function of bearing cases on appeal in

Mr.. POWELL'.

the Chancery Court and in the House ot
Lords, and political funetion as a member
of the executive. Xs Lord HIgh Chancellor
he had considerable patronage, and in the
exercise of his political function the disposa]
of this patronage became, the subject of a
scandal which came before the House of
Commons. Let us look at the course which
the House of Commons in England pursued
with respect to Lord Westbury. His case
and the case of Judge Dugas are exactly
parallel. In the case of Judge Dugas, we
have a gentleman who unîtes la himself
two personalities-first, that of a judge, and
secondly, that of a political officer. Lord
Westbury united in himself the two fune-
tionaries-that of the highest judge in the
British Empire, and that of an executive
officer. Wbat was doue when the matter
came before the House ? It came before
the H1ouse in this way. From Nash's His-
tory I got the date, and then I consulted
"Hansard," and got the facts from the ori-
ginal source. On May 15 a gentleman of the
name of Farrand asked a question of the
Attorney General on the floor of the House
as to the resignation of a gentleman of the
name of Wilde. whom Lord Westbury had
asked to resign his position in order that hb
night appoint his son to ther vacancy. An
answer was given to that question on May
15. ý Farraud followed It up with further
questions on the 16th, and asked that a cer-
tain letter which had been written to Lord
Westbury be laid on the Table of the House.
This was doue. Now, mark you. without
eny communication having been had with
Lord Westbury, Mr. Farrand on May 19
placed on the notice paper a notice that on
May 23 he would more for a committee of
Parliament to inquire into the scandals re
spectlng Lord Westbury. On May 23 lie
made his motion. Lord Palmerston, who
was the leader of the Government at the
time, said that the Government had n» ob.
jection whatever to the motion being pro-
ceeded with Immediately. It was discussed,
but there was no opposition offered to It. The
consequence was that on that day the me-
t'on was passed unanimously by the House.
and the committee of investigation was ap,
pointed. It went toj work, and made a re.
port. which was presented to the House on
July 3-and here I may say, for the Infor-
mation of the House. that Lordi Westbury
was completely exculpated from any per-
sonal act of even Improprlety, but the com-
mittee thought that lie had scarcely exer-
cised that degree of diligence which he
should have exercised as Chancellor over the
affairs of his department ; and on this mild
criticlsm of his position. Lord Palmerston
thought, after an adverse vote of the House,
that Lord Westbury ought to resign his posi-
tion as Chancellor. which he accordingly
did on the 4th of July, 1865. The position
taken by the Flrst Minister 1s entirely in-
consistent with this, whieh ls the only real
precedent I know of lu EnglIsh parliamen-
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tary history. The right hon, gentleman bas
cited cases in which the man is a judge, and
the act complained of is in the exercise of
bis Judicial functions or by virtue of bis
judicial capaeity or in bis individual capa-
city.

Againý under the procedure as laid down
by Mr. Todd. the Government have been
rather slow. When a gentleman from his
place in Parliament easts any reflection upon
a judge in the exercise of bis functions of
bis office, it is the duty of the Speaker, te
stop him then and there. It is the duty ot
the member who is going to prefer the char-
ges to communicate with the Government
and let them know what charges he intends
to prefer. and give them a copy of the char.
ges. so that they can consider them and
send a copy to the Judge. After the member
does that, he can introduce bis resolution or
petition to the House or Table it in the or-
dinary way. Even if the contention of the
Government is right. this matter has been
allowed to go on after the copy has been
given to them ; the motion bas been allowed
to be made and the discussion entered into.
At this late stage, under a contention which
has no precedent behind it, the Governmen t
attempt to burk inquiry. Instead of shir.
ing the inquiry on the contention thaf the
course pursued by the bon. member for Pie-
tou is unconstitutional, the Ministers should
boldly face the charges. They must know
that it is not only constitutional, but stands
on all fours with the case of Lord West-
bury, which is quite a late precedent.

There is another matter to which the boa.
Minister of Marine and Fisheries referred.
It was in reply to the statement of the hon.
member for Pictou, who complained that in'
Mr. Ogilvie's investigation there was not
given to the witnesses a guarantee that they
would not be prosecuted. In reply to that
thd Minister of Marine and Fisheries grew
very excited indeed. He assumed the air of
one talking upon*the stump, and in the
strongest terms of declamatory invective as-
sailed the hon. member for Pieton for hav-
Ing made a statement which he claimed tha(
gentleman knew to be incorrect. Now. Sir,
the very statement of commission which the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries read was
the condemnation of the statement he made.
Mr. Ogilvie stated to the witnesses that auy
statement tbey made would not be used In
the case of any prosecution against them.
There is immunity from what ? Not Im-
munity from prosecution. but immunity
from having the particular testimony
they were giving put in evIdence agalnst
them. What was wanted ? Does not any
practislng lawyer know that in nine cases
out of ten what you do not want your op-
ponent to know are the exact facts which
could be got from the witnesses before Mr
Ogilvie by a skilful cross-examlnatlon. Sn
that -the lmmunlty guaranteed by hlm was
practically no immunity at all. What the
witnesses required was immunity from pro.

secution which could only be given by the
exercise of the prerogative of the
Crown. the prerogative of pardon.
I shall not detain the House longer, ex-
cept to say that these charges are very
serious matters, and, when I heard the Min-
ister of the Interior-and I must say I ad-
mired the calm and strong speech that he
made, the astuteness with which he mar-
shalled his facts, and also the very deliber-
atîve and shrewd manner in which he se-
lected the points he felt to be weak In the
armour of the hon. gentleman from Pictou-
I regretted he did not grapple with the main
points of the indietment, which contains the
matters this country desires to be enlight-
ened upon. These constitutional niceties
the country does not wish to be enlightened
upon, but there is one thing on which It
does wish to be enlightened, and that is,
whether or not thIngs are rotten In the Yu-
kon. That suspicion which Is In the public
mind, will never be allayed by any report
brought In by the man who Is the uncle by
marriage of the Minister responsible for the
administration of the Yukon. The interests
of these gentlemen themselves, the Interest -
particularly of the Minister of the Interior,
if bis skirts are entirely clear, if there Is
nothing he is ashamed to have brought out
by the most searching Investigation, demand
that he should court an independent inquiry,
that he should court the judgment of an in-
dependent commission, whieh would carry
conviction to the mind of very man in Can
ada.

Mr. BERGERON. He should ask for it
himself.

Mr. POWELL. Certainly. Any man who
felt the strength of innocence, whose
" strength Is as the strength of ten, because
his heart is pure," would court the fullest
and most independent inquiry, so that his
character might be freed from the aspersion
which political or other enemies have cast
upon it. He especially, who is one of the
custodians of the honour of Canada-for I
agree with hlm, that the honour of any
country does rest in Its publie men-ehould
see to It that he is not besmirched, and that
bis Government should present to the world
the appearance of a Government free from
these grave charges, which have been so
widely scattered throughout the whole civil-
ized world, and which, rightly or wrongly,
are believed by the great majority of men.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assiniboia). Before the question Is put,
I wish to say a few words to explain the
vote I am about to give. We heard my hon.
friend the Minister of the Interior, I thlnk,
at bis best. I do not thInk I ever heard
from hlm an abler speech, and the right
bon. gentleman the leader of the House rose
to the plane of eloquence to which he is so
capable of rising. But I find that these hon.
gentlemen gave their attention entirely al-
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most to the forn of the motion of the hon. thority of the right hon. gentleman to-day.
member for Pictou. And, as the right hon. In my opinion, he puts that altogether too
Prime Minister made what seemed to hlm strongly:; I do not think it can be supported.
a very strong point respecting form, I rise especialiy with his own authority against
to point ont to any gentleman here wh' himself, which I have Just read. that it is the
may have been impressed by the argu- undoubted privilege, aye. the right, of any
ment of th: First Minister. that I think my hion. member of this House to accuse any
right hon. friend put that argument man. be his position high or low. The
hastily. He argued that this motion was speech of the Minister of the Interior was,
unconstitutional, because a judge was as I say, a elever speeen. It struck me
assalled ln it, and he went so far as to say as too clever. if anytlhing. He thought he
that you cannot assail a judge in this House saw, and he did see, an opportunity of mak-
ln that manner. Let it be assumed. for ar- ing points of a popular kind against the
gument's sake, that the hon. member for forn of the motion, and certain features
Pictou did assail Judge Dugas. I think the of it. He was content with making largely
First Minister was hasty in his contention, teehnical points. There evidently is a mis-
and I will give him my authority very brief- take ln the extract frolt tDat return 83.
ly. The position which has just been taken There may be other points that, for instance,
by my hon. friend from Westmoreland (Mr. I myself would differ from. But when it
Powell), namely, that you can divide a pei comes to a question off voting on the subject
sonality, like a judge, and try him, elther of a more thorough inquiry, would these
as a judge or as a member of the Executive! things justify any'body in voting against the
Council is the correct one ; but, supposing motion? I confess that I do not think the
you cannot divide his personality, are the ;position of the Minister of the Interior that
members of this House to be debarred from 1we must vote for everything in this lonf
discussing the conduet of a judge, or even l motion if we vote for it at ail. is tenable ; I
accusing hlm ? I myself will not say that j consider that all we vote for in supporting it
you can here accuse a judge in his judicial 1 is a thorougih and exhaustive inquiry. In vot-
capacity. A private member has actually 1 ing for it. as I will if I ama in the House,
done it, because I remember. in 1894. the I do not take it that I shall be voting for
member then from L'Islet. now Minister of everything in the motion. I might be in-
Publie Works, accused Judge Bossé. in the clined to say that I differ from- the form
strongest terms of actually taking bribe3 of the iotion-probably improperly. be-
from Mr. McGreevy. and of misconduct on icause. I think. froi his experience and for
the bench : and he also accnsed JTudge Oui-!other reasons, niy hon. friend from Pie-
Iet In very strong language. I then ex-, tou could frame a motion of that sort bet-
pressed the opinion. which I still hold. that j ter than I could. Still. I. myself would not
the conduet of the Minister of Public Works have framed the motion In that form. But.
was im.proper, and the late Mr. Dalton Me- would an objection of that kind justify me
Carthy spoke as follows :- in voting against it ? I do not think it

I had intended to make a few observatiois would. And for this reason-the Prime
sc:mewhat in the sane strain as those of the hon. Minister himself acknowledged that it is
member for West Assinibola, who has just taken necessary to probe these charges to the
his seat, but I do not desire to use language bottom. Having this and the admission
quite so strong. I will nlot characterize those of Mr. Ogilvie himself. as well as the outcryproeeedings as disgraceful, but as painful in the from hundreds of people that the commissionextreme. off Mr. Ogilvie has failed, how eau we voteWhen the hon. member for L'Islet (Mr,. aoaînst a motion for a thorougl i nquiry
Tarte), now Minister of Publie Works, as- a n mon fort thro inr
sailed the judiciary of Quebec, who came to on the ground that there are some mnor
the resene of the present Minister of Public features of It that we lievidually do not
Works ? I do not think that the Prime Min.age wth .l ThelOgilvie m iikon fIl-
Ister, to use his own language, with regard led. It could not but fall In he Yukon. It
to another person, wIll dispute the authority wiould have faled anywhere,, because what

of te prlimenarin t whm Inowre-was wanted was an inquisitorial inquiry,ofe the parliamentaran. te whom I now e- with power to send for persons and papers,fer. The rlit hon. gentleman then sald: wtipwr n ihIsrzinT xiZD~ with power, and with instruù-tions,, to lni-
I donat care, at this period of the session, to tiate investigation and w-h, power to pay

enter into any controversy wlth the right hon. l witnesses. I ventured, on a previous occa-gentleman as to the conclusion he has arrived sion. to refer to the precedent of the Cana-at viith reçard fo the accusations brought forward dian Pacifie Railway Commission. I referby my bon. friend fromu L'Islet. This is a sub- to Itonn e a leause
leet which It is altogether too late to discus as t a this occasion more reaecau
fully as It might be diseussed. This, however, I it was referred to-but referred mistakenly
think may be said, that It Is the undoubted -by my hon. frIend the Minister of the
privilege, not only the privilege, but the right, Interior. Here is an inquiry of an inquisi-
of any member of this House to accuse any man torial character. The commission was Is-ln this country. let hlm be high or low, against sued to three persons-,udge Clarke, Mr.whom he has charges to bring. Miall and Mr. Keefer. They sat here ln
That authorlty of the rignt non. gentleman. Ottawa, and they went to Wlnnipeg, and
who now leads the House, annuls the au- I think they went elsewhere. They sub-

Mr. DAVIN.
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ponaed men-Tom, Dick and Harry; Brown
Jones and Robinson-anybody who could
give information in regard to the matter1
into which they were instructed to in-
quire. The result was that every subjeet
that came within their purview they ran
to earth, and got the fullest information
concering it. That is a precedent that'
might well be followed. The Minister of
the Interior said that it was a commission
to inquire into the acts of the opponents
of the Government of S1h John Macdonald.
I have the commission here. There are
some seventy-two contracts inquired into,
as well as a large number of other ques-
tions ; and anybody who looks into it will
see that we inquired carefully, inquisito-
rially, not merely into the contracts made
by Mr. Mackenzie, but into the contractors
made by the Couservative Ministers. We had
Sir Charles Tupper before us. I think. for
four or iive days, and examined him very
closely in regard to every transaction that
had passed through his hands connected with
the Caniu'an Pacifie Railway. The late Johni
Henry Pope, who was Minister of Public
Works, did not want to come before us.
We adopted the course, wit'! regard to men
of any distinction, of sending them a po-
lite message saying that we should be glad
to have them present themselves for ex-
amination. Mr. Pope refused to come. I
my.self went to Sheriff Powell and had a
subpæna Issued and had Mr. Pope before
the commission, and we examined him in-
quisitorially. My hon. friend from Pictou
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper said very pro-
perly that this commission was issued with-
out any Instructions whatever. The lan-v
guage of the commission is of the widest-
merely to Inquire into all the acts regard-
ing the Canadian Pacifie Railway from its
Inception to the issue of the commission,
I ean emphasize that with a little private'
history. I -took the liberty, when coming,
from the Rideau Club one day in company
with the Riglht Hon. Sir John Macdonald,
to broach the subject of the commission to
him. I said : "That commission is very
wide ; it might take until 190 to finish thei
Inquiry." And I ventured to ask : "What
Is its object ? Is there any special objeet in
it?" He turned to me and said : There is1
your commission ; make your inquiry with-
out fear or favour, no matter whose body 1
you go over. And the Inquiry was made with- 1
out fear or favour, and it is an inquiry like 1
that that we want on the present occasion.

Now, there will be a great disappointmentr
throughout the country, In my opinion, and 1
great disappointment In the ranks of the 1
supporters of the right hon. gentleman (Sirti
WilfrId Laurier) himself unless we have ,
such an inquiry as is called for by the lat-i
ter. part of this resolution. The right hon.i
gentleman says that if it Is found that this f
inquiry is fnot auch as to satisfy the public
conscience there wUl be a further inqulry, I
and that everything will be probed to thef

bottom. -In saying that. he admits that hehimself is convinced that there are thingsto be searched into.
Well. Sir, we have to face the dissatisfac-tion that exists to-day in the public mind;w e have to take into account the fact that

men came away from Dawson and woutRl
not go before Mr. Ogilvie because they weretfnot able to secure the attendance of wit-
nesses to complete their case. I may men-
tion that I have letters here from men occu-
pying important positions, who would havebeen glad to go before Mr. Ogilvie if they
were sure that the inquiry would have beenthrough, but they came away from Dawsonwithout giving their evidence. I have a let-ter frorn a gentleman living in Paris. if Imentioned his naie his respeetability wouldbe known to gentlemen in this House. It isdated March 29th, 1899, and as the letter iswritten in Freneb. I will translate it. Hethanks me for having brought as much ofthe Yukon case as I did before the House.
He assures me that the position I tookwould be entirely maintained. and says he is
ready to go before such a commission as I
happened to indicate and such as is askedfor by the motion of my bon. friend (SirCharles Hibbert Tupper). I had sali thatthere must be a thorough inquiry, and heconeludes by saying tht he is ready to gobefore such a commision and give his evi-dence. I do not want to give that gentle-
man's nane, but I will in confidence let any-
body see it who wishes. There are dozens ofsuch letters. I do not see why the Govern-
nient. whatever views they may take about
the form of this motion, sbould not be will-
ing to meet the wish of the country and to
grant an exhaustive and inquisitorial in-
quiry. This inquiry has not failed merely
beeause we could not inquire about any-
thing that occurred after a certain date in
August ; it bas failed ilu regard to things
that occurred before that date. and it has
failed because of the character of the in-
quiry. Nobody supposes that in Dawson or
anywhere else you can tell a inan to sit
down and say : Now, I am ready to hear
any evidence that is brought before me,
and in that way an inquiry that will satisfy
the public conscience. I say it is admitted
by friend and foe, in fact the only gentle-
man who seens to take a different view is
the Minister of the Interior. There were
parts of his speech that justified wbat my
hon friend from Bruce (Mr. MeNelil) said,
and, which seemed to indicate that he did
not think there was any wrong-doing at ai.
He seemed to justify Mr. Wade. he seemed
to justify Mr. McGregor. I have here a letter
about Mr. McGregor, signed by a thorough!y
respeetable man. I will fnot read the letter,
but it Is at the disposaI of any one wlho
wisbes to see It. Here we have Mra Wade
and Mr. MeGregor deelaring that they vio-
ated the Order in Council, and yet the re-
Port comes from Dawson that before Mr.
Ogilvie, Mr. Wade stand completely justi-,

6265



6267 [COMMONS] 6268

fied. I repeat that I did not intend to ad- given, that these persons, the PhIlps and
dress the House at all ; I had hoped> thera Cameron, obtained the leases named on page
would be a vote earlier in the evening. But 540 ?
after the statement made by the right hon. Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. If
gentleman that this w-as uncostitutional, the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock) wIll sit
and the reason he gave, I thought it de- down for one moment, I will explain. I do
sirable I should quote his own authority not wish to argue the matter. I only rise,
against himself. with a great deal of pleasure, to answer the

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-1 question. The hon. Postmaster General is
lock). I do not intend to discuss the gen- the first hon. gentleman who bas been good
eral issue of this resolution here but to con- enough to put a question to me on the mat-
fine my observations to a portion of it which ter of that kind. It Is quite clear that the
refers to the Post Office Department. I statement, as It is in the resolution, is in-
may, however, be permitted to make a accurate. I never supposed any one would
sligh!t exception in reference to a portion of imagine that there was an intention to con-
the indictment, if I may se dignify it, which1 ceal anything. The hon. Minister of the In-
las confessedly failed on tae ad·nission not terior charged Ignorance on my part and
only of the hon. member who has just re- carelessness. But the point I wish to make,
sumed his seat (Mr. Davin), but of other and In which I wish to be frank with the
members of this House. The gelneral char- House, is this, that, of course, the language,
ges may be divided into two classes; one as it is, is inaccurate In part. It does not
class which attacks Ministers, and another appear by the return to which I referred,
class which attacks those who have been and which is on the Table of the House, that
employed by the Ministers carrying on the all of these parties who applied for ýthese
public business. The most serlous, of course. leases, obtained them ; but, supposing I had
is the class which aims at the Ministers ; and the opportunity of being heard before a com-
probably it will be conceded that the most mission, and afterwards there was a return
serious charge of all is that made against showing that these applications were not
the Minister of the Interior in connection all granted, my point would be, that, out of
with the alleged granting of mIning leases. this return, showing these applications by
Now, the ex-Minister of Justice, in his re- the Philps and Mr. Cameron, the law part-
solution, declares that he is credibly inform- ners of the Minister, a dredging lease was
ed and believes that if an opportunity is af- got, and that Mr. Philp represented in writ-
forded him he can prove conclusively the ing te a gentleman, known to me, that the
charges contained on page 540, namely, that hon. Minister of the Interior and Major
the Philps and Cameron applied for and ob- Walsh were both interested In this dredging
talned mining leases. Does the hon. gentle- lease. I could not charge more. I very
man now, in vlew of what has taken place, properly stopped there, for I did not know,
adhere to t'iat statement ? The hon. mem- although informed directly that the state-
ber for West Assiniboia (Mr. Davin), with ment is true. I do not think I am taking
a frankness that I think the House will ap- undue advantage of the opportunity given
preclate. admitted that that portion of this me. Nevertheless, the point lay largely In
charge has absolutely fallen te the ground. the fact that Mr. Philp was found describ-
I cannot pass from the observations of the ing himself In these different ways In that
hon. member for West Assinibola without return, that Messrs. Philp & Cameron ap-
saying that I was struck with the fairness peared from the return te have obtained a
of his observations. especially considering dredging lease out of these various applica-
that as a rule he and the Minister of the In- tions, and there was the statement by Mr.
terior at times take very widely different Philp, that the hon. Minister of the Interior
views upon publie questions. I thInk he and Major Walsh were both interested, but
showed good taste In dealing with the matter that, for obvious reasons, their names could
as he did. But I come back to the ex-Min- not appear. It would not be urged against
Ister of Justice. Now does he, as a man of me that I had, In this motion, made a reck-
honour, as a member of this House, adhere iess and faise charge, supposlng I proved
te his statement In this resolution, or does that mucli, because It appeared by the re-
lie withdraw that portion of It ? turuwhich was produced, and whlch Is re

ferred -te here, that there wiere several ap-
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Does plications net granted. That is the explana-

the hon. gentleman put that question for ti and 1 do net think It Is an unreason-
an answe'r? able one.

The POSTMÂSTER GENERÂL. 1 wiîîmThe POSTMASTER GENERaL. The on.
give the hou. genleman au opportunity te gentleman bas gene se far asine ias, and ie
answer It. Does lie now say, invlew -offU'itras not cempletey, I think, vlndlcated is
lghtethat baserbeenr thrown upoa matters course.
inethdplicatonsnnotgrantiend.ThaatSirihARLEe e

her t te taemntconaidluths e-Tt i a mItte no thinin.anuresn

olTiote lOTMSER GEloNiER L In weills U OTATRGNRL hti
gie teh n gentbleman antU opportunty tom pno.Teeisagetda ewe

anwe . Doe eoIsyNi.ie f h
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a dredging lease and large number of min-
ing leases.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Not
for the purpose of this charge.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. We have
It now from the hon. gentleman that he
must fail to prove that important charge
contained in the resolution.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. I
say I eau prove the substance of that charge.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. This
charge must absolutely fail. I submit that
the framing of this charge is open to seri-
ous criticism. I could understand perhaps
the inference that the hon. gentleman de-
sires to be drawn from this language, but
that is an inference which the language does
not bear out, namely, that the hon. Minister
of the Interior took advantage of his posi-
tion and was guilty of a breach of trust
that he profited in some way by the grant-
ing of these leases which were never granted.
But, assuming that they had been granted,
the hon. gentleman is not frank and courage-
ous enough to make a charge in an unmis-
takable way. He simply states two separ-
ate things and asks the public to assume
that these must lead to certain conclusions.
This is not the sort of treatment that one
member of Parliament Is entitled to recelve
from another. If It is intended to make a
charge against an hon. gentleman that would
ruin him ln the minds of the public, if true,
I think it is due both to the aecused and the
accuser that a charge should be made frank-
ly and in an unmistakable language. If the
hou. gentleman could have proved every-
thing In this charge it would not have led
to the conclusion that he seeks, apparently,
to impress upon the public mind. If he
means to charge the hon. Minister of the
Interior with havIng abused his position,
committed a breach of trust, having been
guilty of malfeasance in the way he ad-
ministered his office, surely clear languagel
could be discovered and the charge could
have been put In such language. Therefore,
I think the hon. gentleman serlously exposes
bimself to criticism, as not being fair and
frank, and as lacking that courage that he
bas claimed to himself ln conneetion with
this matter.

I do not intend, as I say, to go into the
general Issue, but just to refer to the por-
tion of the indictment which refers to ithe
Post Office Department. The language of
the resolution Is as follows :

That the Honourable the Postmaster General
was guilty of gross neglect tu the administration
of the Post Office Department and from the year1896 to 1899 did not provide a reasonably effM-
cient postal service to and froi the Yukon Ter-
ritory, but, on the contrary, appointed insuffl-
cdent, Inefficient anid corrupt offleciale and proviti-
ed such inadequate and unsuitable accormmoda.
tion and postal arrangements that a large com-
munity eonsisting of the inhabitants of Da.w-

son, N.W.T., suffered dIstress, inconvenience and
pecuniary losses.

That F. Harper was postmaster of Dawson City
and gave the exclusive right of delivery of let-
ters in Dawson to a company known as the
Yukon Mail and Express Delivery Company.
These are all the allegations I discover. In
regard to the first charge- that the Post-
master General was guilty of gross neglect
in the administration of the department, I
eaU the hon. gentleman's attention to the
defective pleading there. If it is Intended
to limit the charge to gross neglect lu the
Yukon, it should have been so stated, but
it is not so stated, although other portions
of the paragraph refer to the Yukon.. The
charge is that the Postmaster General was
guilty of gross neglect In the administra-
tion of his department. I would have to
speculate as to whether this is to be limited
to the Yukon or not. I would like toi-now
if that would be the proper form of a charge,
because to say that the Postmaster -General
has been guil:ty of gross negleet in the ad-
ministration of his department, the ramifi-
cations of which extend over this vast coun-
try, is vague and indefinite, and I thlnk, con-
demns itself. I assume that the hon. gentle-
man has no particulars exeept those we have
ln ;the resolution. He charges that from 1896
to 1899 I failed to provide proper mail facili-
ties for the Yukon. There we have a date
and a charge that the facilities were not rea-
sonably adequate. What are facts ? There
was no pretense, or effort, to provide mail
facilities for the Yukon in the early part of
1896. I assume no complaint could be made
because the Government did not extend its
varlous branches of the public service into
'the Yukon until the gold fever began, and
it was not until well on into the summer of
1897.

A few explorers had worked their way in;
rumours began to come out in the winter of
1896-97, and ln that winter the police did a-
tempt to bring in the mails. At that timA
there was little or no travel through the
Passes. An avalanche overtook them, the
mail bags were buried in the snow and could
not be recovered until the spring of the year
1897, and I do not know :that the police or
any other human agency could have pre-
vented that occurrence. The mails were
placed In the bands of the Mounted Police,
and it is, therefore, not a question to be de.
eided by judges, but It Is a question that can
be deait with by any person havIng a fair
mind, as ito whether it was wiser exercise
of judgment to place the service in the hands
of, the police than In the hands of some other
persons. I think it was the only possible
way to accomplish lit at that moment, andI
think so still. I do not think there is any
person who considers the subject who will
not say, that until the country becomes bet
ter known, until there are better facilities
for earrying on the service, it is safer to.ee
the mails, to some extent, In the hands o!
the Mounted Police. lit does fnot require a

à
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tribunal of judges, it does not require evi-
dence to determine whether it is wise or un-
wise to put the mail service in the charge of
the police. They have carried It on with
varying success, and If they have fnot made
au unqualified success of it, the question Is
would any other body of men have done
so. They have had all the resources of the
service to enable them to carry it on. It is
a service, the difficulties of whlch are not
equalled on the face of the earth to-day. It
is . a service penetrating into the Aretie
Circle and thousands of miles away from
the seat of Government. I would like to
know where there is any similar service on
the face of the earth to-day, imaintained ln
the sanie state of effieiency as the service in
the Yukon. I propose, as long as it -seems
wise, to leave the service In the hands of
the Mounted Police.

Mr. WALLACE. What were the terms of
the arrangement with the Mounted Police ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
Mounted Police first tried to perform a
monthly service, and later on when they got
their huts established -and their force streng-
thened, and the number of dog trains added
to, they maintained a fortnightly service.
This coming year we may be able to main-
tain a weekly service. It is charged here
that Mr. Harper was postmaster at Dawson
City, and that he gave the exclusive right
of deliverIng the mails In Dawson to the
Yukon Mail and Express Delivery Company.
A question was asked me ln the Hôuse
about that, and it appears on the Journals
of the 27th of March, and if that question
correctly sets forth what is said to have
occurred, I may read it to explain what
seems to have happened :

The North-west Mounted Police,
Dawson, August 23, 1898.

To whom it may concern : The Yukon Mail and
Express Delivery Company îs going to endevaour
to establish a service for the delivery of mail lIn
the town of DawsQn. They have interviewed me
regarding this service, and I have agreed to help
them In any way I can lu giving them letters for
those who .may wish to avail themselves of this
accommodation for a small charge. This is en-
tirely voluntarily on any one's part who may wlsh
to obtain their mail through this source, and is
done entirely for the public benefit. As a good
deal of expense will be Incurred in connection
with this delivery, I have given the within men-
tioned the sole right of delivery for the time
being.

FRANK HARPER,
Postmaster, Dawson.

Now, Mr. Frank Harper is an inspector
of tlie Mounted Police ; he was appointed to
the service by the late Administration; he
had been in the service more than ten years
when we took office; he-is nluthe service
still. He was .not postmaster In the full
sense of the word. The Administration of
the Post Office Department in the Yukon

s,-ested in the Mounted Police, and the
supreme control of it ln that district given
to Major Walsh, and slibsequently to Mr.

Mr. MULOCK.

Ogilvie. Frank ;Harper was one of the
Mounted Police officers, and as such I sup-
pose he was put in the office as postmaster.
He is not postmaster now, because last
fall the Post Office Department appolnted a
postnaster outside of the police. AU that
appears to have occurred was, that Mr.
Frank Harper, solely in the interests of the
public, stated, that if any people of Daw-
son City chose to employ this company to
bring their mails to them, instead of golng
individually to the post office he would
endeavour to facilitate their doing so. It was
entirely voluntary with the citizens as to
whether they chose to obtain their mails
in that way. If these are the tacts, and I
believe they are, I would like to know what
inquiry is necessary to tell the House what
should be its judgment as to whether or not
Mr. Frank Harper adopted a wise or un-
wise, a corrupt or an honest course ln that
inatter. I am sure that the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper), will not here
say, that Mr. Frank Harper was guilty of
any corrupt act or intent In adopting that
mensure in connection with the Dawson post
office. The hon. gentleman must know Mr.
Harper. Mr. Harper is, I am told. one of
the most trusted officers of the North-west
Mounted police. He was the choice of the
late Government, and the present Govern-
ment found him in office. How Is it he
becomes uaworthy of confidence when we
took office, when he was for ten years a
trusted officer of the Conservative Govern-
ment. The very fact that the Conservative
Government appointed him and retained him
and permitted him to have their confidence,
gave us a prima facie right to think he was
trustworthy.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). Is Mr. Harper still
In office ?

The POSTMAeTER GENERAL. I thlnk
lie is inspector of the North-west Mounted
Police.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). Is be postmaster ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No.
Mr. BELL (Pictou)-was he dismissed?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He was

not dismissed for any supposed wrong-doing
or anything of that kind. Apparently the
hon. gentleman was not listening to me when
I explained that last fall a postmaster was
appointed'. at Dawson City outside of the
piee, and 4hen Mr. Frank Harper, I pre-
sume resumed his ordinary police duties.

Mr. WALLACE. Who was appoluted to
the postmastership at Dawson?

The , POSTMLASTER GENERAL. Mr. J.
J. Hartman.

Mr,. WALLACE. Of North York ?
The POSTMASTER G1&EERAL. He once

had the honour of -being Ii. North York ;
a ost respectable uman aunma o! great ex-
pelence, a man desr-ing the confidence
and enjoying the confIdence of the country.
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Mr. BELL (Pictou). Was Mr. Harper dis-
missed on account of his instituting that
service ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He was
not. The change in the postmastership was
made last fall, and I never heard of this
until it was brought to my attention in
the House this spring. That the Mounted
Police have not altogether falled in their
duties I may say that I received a lettér
a short time ago from Mr. Shakespeare, the
postmaster of Victoria, B.C., in which he
writes :

Victoria, B.C., 19th April, 1899.
Sir,-By the inclosed letters which I have re-

ceived, it will be seen that the Canadian mail
service to the Yukon is evidently preferred to
that of the United States. Almost every mail I
receive similar letters.

I am, sir, your obedient servant,
N. SHAKESPEARE,

Postmaster.
He sends me a number of letters.
Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. Do

these relate to the service before 1899, or
since ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. This
letter Is dated April 19th, 1899. If the hon.
gentleman is curious I will give him some of
them. The hon. gentleman will see whether
they bear on the service prior to their dates
or not :

Dear Sir,-Will you please be so kind as to
fcrward this letter to Dawson, as I have heard
the Canadian mail makes unusually quick time,
and oblige,

MISS HATTIE PALMER.
Hotel York,

Seattle, Wash., April 10th, 1899.
The Postmaster, Victoria, B.C.

Dear Sir,-Will you kindly forward inclosed
letter ? Many of our letters to the Klondike
failed to reach there, but we are told that those
with Canadian postage are always delivered,

Respectfully,
MRS. O. H. HENDERSON.

Yankee Jims, Cal., April 6th, 1899.
Salem, Mo., April l1th, 1899.

Postmaster, Victoria, B.C.
My son, ln the Klondike, says that the Canada

mail is the most reliable, so I have procured
some Canada stamps and would ask you to kind-
ly mail this letter at your office, and oblige,

Yours truly,
E. B. SANKEY.

Mr. WALLACE. I would ask the Postmas-
ter General If there is any other mail than
the Canadian mail going into Dawson ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes.

Mr. WALLACE. Where from?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I wll
deal with that subject later on. I have also a
letter from J. 0. McLachlaI, of Toronto,
dated April 28th, 1899:

197

Dear Sir,-Herewith we beg to hand you an
envelope mailed in Dawson City on the 23rdFebruary last, and recelved in Toronto on the
3rd April. We consider this to be good mail
service from Dawson.

Here Is a letter from the Alaska Commer-
cial Co. to myself :

Alaska Commercial Co.,
Dawson, Y. T., March 22, 1899.

Sir,-We take the liberty of addressing a fewvUnes to inform you of our appreclation of thepresent management of the Dawson Post Office,which is being conducted by Mr. Hartman In atruly efficient and satisfactory manner.
Only those who have lived on the Yukon andexperienced the annoyance of having letters de.layed months, and even years, in transit, can un-derstand and appreciate fully the relief of havingsuch service as is at present in force, and which,is as nearly perfect as we can expect.
The North-west Mounted Police are sending the-mail here, and Mr. Hartman is distributing same,.

with a promptness and regularity which Is highly
commendable.

We may also add that the feeling of satisfaction
in Dawson is general.

Respectfully yours,
ALXASKA COMMERCIAL CO.,

(Signed) Per WM. M. HAM,
Agent.

An hon. gentleman a few moments ago
remarked that it took a letter 30 days to
reach Dawson City. Here is a letter bearing
on that point:

Ottawa, April 26th, 1899.
The Hon. Wm. Mulock,

Postmaster General.
Sir,-In regard to the mails arrivIng from Daw-

son, I take pleasure in saying that I lately re-ceived a letter from my son there in the short
space of 25 days from Dawson to Ottawa.

Respectfully yours,
JOS. McTELLERVEY.

I would also read to the House an extract
from a letter which appeared In the Toronto
" Globe " on April 29, 1899, signed by Rev.
L. Minehan, pastor of St. Peter's church, as,
follows:

On the 20th of last month a letter was writtento me by my brother Thomas, a member of themining party sent out from Toronto a year agoby the Telford Company. The writer was thenworking on one of the ereeks of the StewartRiver, upwards of 90 miles from Dawson City,As the letter was dated March 20th it probablydid not reach the nearest postal station for aday or two afterwards. It was delivered at myaddress on the morning of April 20th. In amonth (or less if a margin be allowed betweenthe date oe writing and posting) this lettér hadtra.velled some 700 miles at least from a creek of'the Stewart River te Lake Bennett, thence 22miles to Sunset camping ground, then over the
Whte Pass to Skagway, alhlthis distance beingcevered by dog teams. The next stage ef the
journey was a trip of more than a thousand miles
from Skagway to Vancouver with probably adelay of some days before a steamboat called.
After the western outpost of the C. P. R. was
touebed a stretchaovsome ethree thousand mile-
remained to be traveraed before the letter laquestion reached me. Con.sderlng the Immense

REVIsED EDITION.
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distance to be covered and the tremendous difR-
culties to be encountered, I doubt if any postal
administration on earth to-day could parallel the
achievement I have recorded.

I read an extract from the Montreal "Wit
nessI" of May 20, 1899, containIng a copy of
a communication of the correspondent of the
New York "Tribune'" in the Yukon, who
wrote In April last this communication, and
I will read a portion of it :

The writer recently made the trip from Daw-
son to Skagway in nineteen days by using the
greatest exertion and having a ftrst-class ' dog
team, but a police mail team followed him out
of Dawson and made Skagway in nine days, with
five hundred pounds of mail, averaging sixty
miles a day

Of the many thousand Americans living along
the Yukon west of Dawson, on the Alaskan side
not one has received his mail since last summer,
and except from persons coming in, no one has
heard that the war is over. Until last month,
and since last September, the American mail has
been hung up at Lake Bennett. The United
States Government contracts with men who have
not the means to forward it, and her citizens
suffer accordingly. Eight tons of letters are
somewhere between Lake Bennett and Dawson
for the people on the American side. People
who have heard nothing from their familles and
friends are anxious. Eight tons of letters would
ease their minds and Colonel Steele has under-
taken to please these Americans. He has, with
the approval of the Governor General, and the
American consul at Dawson, ordered bis wonder-
ful police force to pick this mail up and take it
to the American line at Eagle City, and to handle
all the American mail from now on the same as
they do their own Canadian mail. The police
are handling this bulky American mail over the
rough ice and snow In weather which New York-
%ers would cal a eontinuous blizzard.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that would go to show
that the mail service Is being as efficiently
conducted as possible, and I doubt If there
Is any better or more effective way. It is
merely a question, then, whether or not it
was a wise exercise of judgment, to entrust
the Yukon mails to the Mounted Police. I
can only repeat that I adhere to the view I
took when the mails were placed In their
bands as the only avaliable or effective
neans, unless It can be possible to secure

-guarantees from strong companies, and even
then I would hesitate entirely to remove the
mail service at present from the Police, lest
private contractors should break down. I
«ontemplate attempting to divorce the mail
service from the Police, but gradually ; so
that should private contractors fail, there

,ill not be a total failure, but the portion
entrusted to the police will to a large extent
prevent any serions publie inconvenience.

Mr. FRANK OLIVER (Alberta). When
this question was before the House the
last time, I voted against the motion for
a judicial Inquiry. I objected to the
stand taken by the mover of that motion
with regard to the Inquiry then going
on, of which we now have the report. It
was contended at that time that that In-
quiry was not adequate and could net bring

Mr. MULOOK.

about any good result, but I held it was.a
proper Inquiry and, ln ail reasonable proba-
bility, would bring about good results. That
inquiry bas been held, we have the report,
and 1 consider that the character of the re-

* port justifies the position I took on that oc-
casion. I said at the time that I had not
that bellef ln the righteousness of the Yukon
officials, which some other hon. gentlemen
on this side had. I consider that the evi-
dence submitted before Mr. Ogilvie and his
report on that evidence, substantiate the
position I then took, and fully substantiate
the reports we have had, from time to time,
from the Yukon concerning the actions of the
officials there. Mr. Ogilvie states in his re-
port that it bas been proven that the door-
keeper did take money, that the officials In-
side did work for pay from outsiders, that
on Dominion Creek two discovery claims
were allowed to be located, which resulted
In a confusion of claims. These were the
principal allegations made against the ad-
ministration of the Yukon, and these have
been proven by Mr. Ogilvie's investigation.
But I consider something more than an in-
vestigation is needed. I consider that a
great wrong bas been done to many people
who went out as ploneers to that country ;
and while it may be Impossible to redress
these wrongs, it is not impossible to punish
those who perpetrated them. I will vote for
the motion of the hon. member for Pictou,
not because I support ail that his motion
contains or the position he takes ln every
particular, but because I wish to place be-
fore the House and the country, in the most
emphatlc manner possible, my desire that
the offences which have been committed
against -the ploneers of the Yukon by certain
officials of the Government should be
punished and punished as severely as possi-
ble, as the result of any investigation that
may be held. I consider that It Is necessary
to hold an investigation for the credit of the
officlials as well as for their punishment. Ail
were not guilty and all were not equally
guilty, but that certain officials were guilty
has been proven by the departmental inves-
tigation held by Mr. Ogilvie. It Is desirable
for the good name of those who did no
wrong and the punishment of those who
did wrong, that the right should be sifted
from the wrong.

Mr. R. L. RIOHARDSON (Lisgar). Before
the motion is put, I wish to make a brief ex-
planation. When the hon. member for Pictou
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) moved his re-
solution, some two or three months ago, the
Government asked that we should wait until
Mr. Ogilvie's report came down. I felt then,
although I did not consider that Mr. Ogilvie
was the proper man to make the investiga-
tion, that the request of the Government was
a reasonable one, and therefore voted
against the motion of the hon. gentleman,
but lin explalnilng my vote, I made the state-
ment that when that report came down, if it
was not satisfactory to any considerable see-
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tion of the House, so far as I was concerned,
[ would vote for the fullest inquiry. I have
followed the doings out in the Yukon elosely
for a year or two, and am satisfled that a
great deal of skallawaggery bas taken place
there. I believe that the Government and
the country have nothing to lose in having
the very fullest investigation possible into
the wrong-doings. I never entertained the
view that the Government is In any way
connected with this wrong-doing, and I think
the very able speech from the hon. Minister
of the Interior this afternoon must have con-
vinced the majority of the House that the
Government is very little to blame, If at all,
In this matter. But I take the view that if
any wrong bas been done, If any miner has
been wronged, reparation should be made.
No harn can come from the very fullest in-
vestigation into the matter. I do not ap-
prove of the resolution in its entirety. The
right hon. leader of the House tells us that
some portions are unconstiutional. If they
are, I presume that the tribunal, which It is
proposed to appoint, will take cognizance of
that and not Inquire into matters that are
unconstitutional, but the way I look at it is
this. Supposing I refuse to vote for this re-
solution, how am I to appear before my con-
stituents and the country as supporting the
fullest possible investigation Into what I am
satisfied ls wrong-dolng. I thought at first
of votIng against the resolution and then
introducing one myself, but after studying
the matter over very carefully for nearly
twenty-four hours and given a great deal of
worry to it, I have come to the conclusion
that it Is my duty to vote for the fullest In-
qulry into the Yukon, and that being the
case I propose to vote for this motion.

House divided on amendment of Sir Char-
les Hibbert Tupper.

YEAS:
Messieurs

Beattie,
Bell (Pictou),
Bygeron,
Broder,
Carseallen,
Clancy,
Clarke,
Cochrane,
Davin,
Dugas,
Earle,
Foster,
Hodgins,
Kendry,
Kloepfer,
LaRivière,
McAlister,

Angers,
Bain,.
Basinet.
Beausoleil,
Eeith,
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McDougall,
McInerney,
McInnes,
MeNeill,
Marcotte,
Mlls,
Morin,
Oliver,
Prior,
Riehardson,
Robertson,
Tupper (Sir Charles

Hibbert),
Tyrwhitt,
Wallace,
WIson-32

NATS:

Messieurs
Landerkin,
Lang,
Laurier (Sir Wilfrid),
Lavergne,
Lemieux,

Belcourt,
i Bernier,
Bertram,
Blair,
Borden (KIng's),
Bostock,
Bourassa,
Bourbonnais,
Brown,
Bruneau,
Burnett,
Campbell,
Carroll,
Casey,
Champagne,
Costigan,
Davies (Sir Louis),
Davis,
Dechene,
Demers,
Dupré,
Edwards,
Erb,
Ethier,
Featherston,
Fielding,
Fisher,
Fraser (Guysborough),
Fi aser (Lambton),
Frost,
Gauthier,
Godbout,
Graham,
Haley,
Harwood,
Holmes,
Joly de Lotbinière

(Sir Henri),

Ministerial.

' ewis,
ivingston,

Racdonald (Huron),
Mackle,
McGregor,
McGugan,
McHugh,
McIsaac,
MeLellan,
McMillan,
McMullen,
Malouin,
Marcil,
IÎaxwell,
Meige,
Mignault,
Monet,
Morrison,
Mulock,
Parmalee,
Paterson,
Préfontaine,
Proulx,
Rogers,
Ross,
Rutherford,
Savard,
Scriver,
Semple,
Sifton,
Snetsinger,
Stenson,
Stubbs,
Talbot,
Tucker-82.

PAIRS:

Messieurs

Christie,
Featherston,
Hutchison,
Cartwright (Sir Rich'd),
Cowan,
Britton,
Penny,
Gibson,
Ellis,
Sutherland,
Dyment,
Ratz,
Logan,
McLennan (Inverness),
Russell,
Calvert,
Fitzpatrick,
Macdonell,
Flint,
Bethune,
Gauvreau,
Wood,
Comstock,
Dobell,
Somerville,
Heyd,
Charlton,
Johnston,
Tolmie,
Douglas,
Domville,
Deamarais,
Tarte,
Copp,

Opposition.

Roddick,
Carscallen,
Klock,
Tupper (Sir Charles),
Montague,
Cargill,
Quinn,
Corby,
Powell,
Taylor,
McCormick,
Ingram,
MacLaren,
Gillies,
Borden (Hallifx),
Hughes,
Casgrain,
Guillet,
Kaulbach,
MeLennan (Glengarry),
Monk,
Gilmour,
Reid,
OsIer,
Êennett,
Canong,
Tisdale,
Martin,
Macdonald (P.E.),
Rcehe,
McCleary,
Maelean,
Caron (Sir Adolph),
Robinson,

1
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Blanchard,
Hale,
Pope,
Chauvin,
Ives,
Henderson,
Seagram,
Rosamond,
Cralg,

Amendment negatIved.
Mr. BERGERON. Mfr. Speaker, the hon.

member for Westmoreland (Mr. Powell),
who Is in the House, has not voted.

Mr. POWELL. I was paired with the hon.
member for St. John (Mr. Ellis). Had I
voted, I would have -oted in favour of the
amendment.

Mr. FRASER (Lambton). The hon. mem-
ber for West Middlesex (Mr. Calvert) has
not voted.

Mr. CALVERT. 1 am paired with the hon.
member for North Victoria (Mr. Hughes).
Had I voted, I would have voted against the
amendment.

Motion agreed to, and House resolved Itself
into Committee of Supply.

Committee rose and reported progress.

FIRST READING.

Bill (No. 167)-from the Senate-to pro-
vide for the administration of criminal jus-
tice in the territories of Manitoba and Kee-
watin, north of Ontario and Quebec.-(Mr.
Sifton).

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) moved the adjournment of the House.

Mr. FOSTER. What business does the
Government intend to take up to-morrow ?

The PRIME MINISTER. Supply.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-

ed at 3.50 a.m. (Frlday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

FRIDAY, 3th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'elock.

PRAYERB.

BUSINESS F THE HOUSE.

The PRIME STER (8ir WIIfrid Lau-
rier) moved :

That from this day to the end of the session
Government Orders have precedence on Mondays
after routine business, and that an hour be de-

Mr. RICHARDSON.

Turcot,
Rinfret,
Geoffrion,
Fortin,
Madore,
Martineau,
Legris,
MacPherson,
Hurley,

Mr. BERGERON.
busy in the morning.

The committees are

The PRIME MINISTER. The committees
will soon be over, and then perhaps we can
sit ln the morning.

Mr. DAVIN. I am sorry my hon. frIend
bas taken away our private day so soon. He
mlght leave us one more Monday, because
I find very Important measures on the Order
paper, one or two of which my hon. friend
the member for East Assinibola (Mr. Doug-
las) has eharge of. I do not see Ulm ln hie
place, but they are very important mea-
sures. However, I suppose there Is no use
ln fighting against fate.

The PRIME MINISTER. This le very
true, but my hon. friend bas forgotten the
very important notice he has on the Order
paper relating to the woes of Ireland ; but
Ireland has been suffering Bo long, I sup-
pose she can suffer patiently a little longer.

voted to private Bills from half-past seven o'clock
p.m., as on Wednesdays and Fridays, under rule
19.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I suppose there
will be no objection to questions by mem-
bers being put before Government orders.

The PRIME MINISTER. No objection.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like

to take the opportunity of saying to my right
hon. friend that I am not sorry to see this
motion passed, having reached a stage in the
session when I think every one is anxious
to get through the business as rapidly as
possible. I see it stated, however, in the
press, with some degree of minuteness, that
I have an engagement in London on the 3rd
August, and will sail on the 20th of this
month from New York. This is all news to
me. I hope to have the pleasure of remain-
ing in the House until my right hon. friend
opposite leaves with me, and the earlier
that can be brought about, the more agree-
able it will be to me.

Mr. BRITTON. Can the right hon. Pre-
mier give us any idea as to the length of
the session. So many people are very anxi-
ous to know about their arrangements for
pleasure and business during the heated
term, andI If we could know when the ses-
sion will end, It would be a great advantage
to all of us.

The PRIME MINISTER. I may say that
the Government have no business to intro-
duce except what is generally expected. We
propose to introduce early next week the
supplementaries of next year. We may
have to introduce some railway resolutions
and the Senate Resolution, of which I have
given notice. That ls ail I propose to in-
troduce this session. If it were agreeable to
the House, we might consider the propriety
of meeting at eleven o'clock and having
morning sittings.
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Mr. DAVIN. I did not entirely forget
that, and, If the opportunity presented it-
self, I think something very worth while
pondering by the right hon. gentleman
would have been brought to his attention.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
May I cal attention to a very important Bill
which will be thrown over and In fact might
be thrown over in any event, owing to the
point of order suggested, and possibly well
taken by the right hon. gentleman. I refer
to the Bill on Chinese Immigration. Yot
long ago the right hon. gentleman said that
legislation in that direction by the Govern-
ment was under consideration. Can he in-
form us whether the Government have
reached any conclusion ?

The PRIME MINISTER. I will be able
to make an announcement on the subject
on Monday.

Mr. CLANCY. Might I ask what pro-
gress bas been made by the committee to
which the Bill by the bon. member for West
Elgin (Mr. Casey) was referred, and whe-
ther it is likely that Bill will receive the
consideration of this House during this ses-
sion. I ask this question because the mea-
sure is one of considerable importance, and I
think that, when the motion to adjourn the
debate was granted, the promise was made
that that was not for the purpose of side-
tracking the measure.

The PRIME MINISTER. Perhaps the
hon. gentleman is under the Impression that
I am a member of that committee, but he
bas as much power as I have In regard to
it.

Mr. SPROULE. We are justified In the
belief that the Intention was to sidetrack
the Bill, since nothing has been done and
the committee to which it was referred was
selected by the right hon. gentleman.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would sug-
gest, before leaving this subject, that it
would perhaps be convenient, as the last prt-
vate day is thus taken away, to make an
exception and run over the list of unopposed
motions, say, on Monday next.

The PRIME MINISTER. We can do that
on Monday next.

Mr. SPEAKER. The motion, then, Is
amended so as to allow questions to be asked
before Government orders.

Motion, as amended, agreed to.

SUPPLY-MEASURES AGAINST TUBER-
CULOSIS.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) moved that the House resolve It-
self Into Committee of Supply.

Mr. THOMAS G. RODDICK (St. Antoine,
Montreal). Mr. Speaker, If in order, before
going into Supply, I should like to make a
few remarks with reference to a very im-
portant question, a question that is now
engaging the attention of the whole clvilized
world-the subject of tuberculosis both hu-
man and bovine. I have In my hand, a
series of resolutions recently passed by the
Medico-Chirurgical Society of Montreal, one
of the largest and most Important medical
societies in the Dominion of Canada. With
your permission, I will read these resolu-
tions, and then, perhaps, make a few re-
marks upon them :

That whereas tuberculosis la exceedingly preval-
ent in this as in other countries and contributes
largely to the mortality rate, and

Whereas it Is fully recognized that pulmonary
tuberculosis is a communicable and infectious
disease, and

Whereas a room or house which Is or has been
occupied by a person suffering from pulmonary
tuberculosis must be considered a source of in-
fection to healthy persans thereafter occupying
such. compartments, and

Whereas the expectoration of tuberculosis spu-
tum in public places and conveyances is another
great source of infection, and

Whereas the successful treatment and compara-
tive eradication of the disease can only be car-
ried out in special institutions adapted to this
end,

Be it resolved that the Medico-Chirurgical Soci-
ety hereby recOmmends to the Government of the
Dominion the enactment of such laws by the Par-
liament of the Dominion as shaH ensure the
diminution of tuberculosis, and recognizing that
the jurisdiction of the Dominion Parliament in
these matters extends over large areas of terri-
tory which have not provincial autonomy, hum-
bly begs the Government to take such steps as
will ensure passage of laws applicable, if not
to Canada In general, at least to those territories
under the direct jurisdiction of the Dominion
Parliament-laws so framed as to bring about the
following for the public good :-

1. The compulsory notification in local boards
of health in the cities and towns of this Domin-
ion of all cases of pulmonary tuberculosis occur-
ring within the limits of these cities and towns
by the physician attending such cases, to the in-
tent that specially infected areas may be detected
and means taken to arrest the spread of the dis-
ease.

2. The disinfection of domiciles by the muni-
cipal authorities following upon the occurrence
of death from tuberculosis in those domiciles, or
of the removal of a tuberculosis patient from the
same.

3. The posting of notices in railway and street
cars, on steamboats, publie markets and muni-
cipal buildings, courts of Justice and publie wait-
lng-rooms-forbidding spitting.

4. The ready conviction and punishment by
fixed penalty of offenders found spitting In public
places, contrary to above. '

5. The establishment of provincial sanitorla
for the treatment of tuberculosis patients who
are unable to pay for such treatment.

Further resolved that the above resolution be
transmitted to T. G. Roddick, Esq., M.D., mem-
ber of Parliament for the St. Antoine division
of this city, begging him to take such steps as
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are proper to present the above resolution to the
Government of the Dominion.

J. GEORGE ADAMI, M.A., M.D., F.R.S.E.,
President.

ALFRED T. BAZIN, M.D.,
Secretary.

The second of series of resolutions have
to do with bovine tuberculosis, and are as
follows :-

That whereas the connection between tubercul-
ois in the human being and tuberculosis in cat-
tle and other lower animals has been definitely
established, and

Whereas the well-being of the cattle of the
Dominion is a matter of national import, and the
existence of tuberculosis among these cattle a
cause of very serious loss to farmers, and

Whereas by the employment of tuberculin It 1s
possible to detect with great certainty the exist-
ence of this disease in individual cattle, and

Whereas further, the observations of the vet-
erinary inspectors of this Dominion would seem
clearly to have proved that, relatively te other
countries, this Dominion Is in a most favour-
able position, in that the proportion of diseased
te healthy cattle Is apparently less than has been
found In any large extent of territory In the old
or in the new world, and

Whereas further it is not anticipated that the
cost te the Government for compensation will be
excessive, and it will be t:) the credit of the Do-
minion and to the great augmentation In the
value of our cattle, if this disease can be practi-
cally eradicated from the Dominion.

Your petitioners, the president, council and
members of the Montreal Medico-Chirurgical So-
ciety, respectfully recommend that the Govern-
ment of the Dominion take such steps as will
lead to the eradication of bovine tuberculosis by
means of systematic inspection of the cattle
throughout the Dominion and by compensation
where found necessary, and by prohibition of the
movement of such cattle as react te the tuber-
culin test.

Resolved further that the above resolution be
transferred te T. G. Roddick, Esq., M.D., member
of Parliament for the St. Antoine division of this
city, begging him te take such steps as are pro-
per te present the above resolution to the Gov-
ernment of the Dominion.

J. GEORGE ADAMI, M.A., M.D., F.R.S.E.,
President.

ALFRED T. BAZIN, M.D.,
Secretary.

Mr. Speaker, with reference to this sub-
jeet. I may say that as you are doubtless
aware, a very important congress has recent-
ly been sitting In Berlin-in fact it only rose
the other day-composed of representatives
from almost every civulized country on the
face of the globe. Our country, Canada, was
represented by Dr. Farrel, a very able mem-
ber of our profession, and one who has done
much In the direction of promoting public
health. This congress was called by the
German Government and the German pro-
fession with a view of comparing notes with
the other countries of the world regarding
this great subject of tuberculosis. They took
It up In all its aspects ; they took it up as
occurring In the human form in its various
phases, pulmonary tuberculosis, glandular
tuberculosis, brain tuberculosis, abdominal

Mr. RODDICK.

tuberculosis, and also skIn tuberculosis. And
they also went into the question of the erec-
tion of proper buildings and the treatment of
the disease ln both human and bovine casés.
The Germans were roused to action some
years ago, from the fact that they discover-
ed that they had In Germany one million
persons suffering from this disease alone,
and that they lost over a hundred thousand
every year. They began at onee to arrange
for the erection of buildings for the purpose
of isolation. They arranged buildings for
the better classes and also for poor persons,
and separated those who were curable from
those who were incurable. And after four
or five years they thought it their duty to
call together the profession of the world ln
order to let them know exactly what they
were doing. I think that we in this coun-
try should not be behind in this Important
matter. Already South Australia has moved.
The other day in the legislature of South
Australia a Bill was introduced providing
that every medical man, whether attending
a patient or in consultation, who should see
a case of tuberculosis should be obliged to
report the case to the proper authorities.

It may be said, Sir, that this is not the
place to bring this question forward, that it
is a matter to be dealt with through the sev-
eral provinces. But I think this Is a greater
question than can be overtaken by the pro-
vincial authorities. It is a question of a
national character. and it Is simply and ab-
solutely impossible for disjointed. discon.
nected provinces with a series of boundary
lines imaginary or otherwIse to carry
ont a proper scheme of war against this
great plague of our race. Thougli one
province nay endeavour by every possi-
ble means to eradicate this disease. an ad-
joining province nay be lukewarm and
indifferent, and the consequences is that
the state of things remains most un-
satisfactory. Exactly how this desired re-
sult is to be accomplished I do not know,
but there are several phases of this ques-
tion that can be dealt with by the Govern-
ment. !In the first place, the employment
of persons in factories may be very pro-
perly dealt with by this House. It is well
known now that a great many cases of
tuberculosis occur ln our factories. It has
been demonstrated conclusively that a girl
with consumption, for instance, may con-
taminate another person at a distance of
not more than from five to ten feet from
her, If the two are obliged to be constant-
ly in each other's company. Another mat-
ter that this House might properly consider
in regard to this disease is Immigration.
That question Is becoming a live one for
this nation, and I think the time bas come
when our immigration department should
see that all Immigrants are examined for
tuberculosis elements in their bodies before
they are allowed to depart from the other
aide. We know that there are countries In
Europe especially where tuberculosis Is very
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prevalent, and it happens that the two coun-
tries of the world where It occurs most
frequently, Russia and Austria, are the two
countries from which we have recently re-
celved large numbers of immigrants. There-
fore, I think it is not sufficlent to stop the
Inmigrant when he reaches our shores, but
ii should be carefully examined before hei
leaves the other side, if suc.h a thing be!
practicable. Now, there art certain por-
tions of this country, our extensive terri-
tories, where the Dominion Government has1
exclusive control of questions of this kind,
and where this Government can aet with-!
out regard to any provincial legislatures.
Another thing that I hope this Government
will take up vigorously is the matter off
statistics. At present it is impossible to
find any sanitary statisties of an intelligible
character regarding this Canada of ours.
I have looked everywhere, and those that
I can find are disjointed, disconnected and
very unsatisfactory. There is no possibility
with such statisties as are now compiled,
of obtaining any satisfactory results, and
I hope this Parliament will also take this |
matter into consideration.

Now, with reference to the subjeet of î
bovine tuberculosis, that, of course, is en-!
tirely under the control of the Minister offi
Agriculture (Mr. Fisher), so that it can!i
be dealt with by this Parliament thorough- Î'
1v. All I have to say is that i quite con- i
cur with the method he las adopted, withl
the assistance of his veterinary surgeons,'
in connection with the tuberculin test, which
Is now proved to be not actually infallible, i
but only very accurate, so that the disease
ean be detected lu an animaluIn almostj
the very first stage, I say that test should
be very carefully made, and whenever pos-
sible, it should be placed In the hands of a1
veterinary surgeon, because we know that
if done by farmers it is usually very In- i
differently done, and the result Is not so I
satisfactory. I would also impress upon
him the necessity of a more careful super-
vision of the milk supply. It is known that
in order to get sterile milk, It must be re-
moved from the cow as if you were perform-
ing an antiseptie operation; that means that
the udder of the cow should be thoroughly
cleansed as well as the hands of the per-
son who milks the cow. The milk should
also be introduced into tins Instead of the
old-fashioned buckets, and these tins shoald
be thoroughly sterilized In bolling water.
The hygiene of the animal must also be
attended to. We know now that tubercu-
losis ln one animal will contaminate a whole
stableful, for the simple reason that the
amount of air space Is not suffielent. A
cow requires as much air space as a hu-
man being. A cow giving milk should
have at least 2,000 cubie feet of air, and
we know that very often cows do not get
more than 200 cubie feet of air each. That1
much, at least, can be done In the right
direction. I maintain that where there is

any doubt as to the presence of tubereu-
losis, not with a view of destroying the
animal, but in view of the milk supply, the
tuberculin test should be made in order
that the public may be protected from the
use of affected milk. The milk, at any rate,
may be carefully examined. We know that

I very often tuberculosis does not come from
the interior of the cow, but It comes from
the udder itself. The udder is very liable
to tuberculosis ulcerations, small sores,
which are almost imperceptible, and which
require to be carefully guarded against. I
have felt impelled to make these remarks
with a view to elicit some expression of
opinion* from hon. members in the House,
so that the world may know that in the
Dominion of Canada we are fully alive to
this question, and that we are prepared to
go as far as any other country in trying
to stamp out this great plague, consump-
tion, called the white plague, in all its
phases.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. I think the
House is deeply indebted to my hon. friend
(Mr. Roddick) for the very able and con-
cIse observations which he has made to the
House. However anxious we may be to
proceed with publie business, there Is no
question that could intervene more import-
ant than that which the hon. gentleman has
submitted to us. I am, perbaps, less qual-
flied than any of my professional brethren
in this House to speak on tiis subject, be-
cause I regret to say that fifty-six years
ago, when I took the degree of doctor of
medicine in the University of Edinburgh,
any person would have been laughed at for
making such a speech as the one we have
just listened to with profound attention
from my hon. friend from Montreal West
(Mr. Roddick). The modern view of the
contagious character of consumption is lu
antagonism with the view that prevailed
at that time, when almost the entire pro-
fession held that consumption was a strict-
ly hereditary disease, and that when the
parents on both sides were suffering from
consumption it was all but hopeless to ex-
peet that their children would escape an
early death from the same cause. But
subsequent great discoveries ln medicine
have effectually dispelled that idea, and
at this moment there is a consensus of
opinion lu the medical profession %through-
out the world that consumption, instead of
being a hereditary disease and one that
must necessarilly prove fatal, may be en-
tirely prevented by taking proper measures
to protect one's self from its contagion.
While parties who otherwise looked upon
their future with despair owing to the con-
sumptive character of their parents. have
been relieved, the generai public have lerned
with great surprIse and great alarm that
the etrongest man is not, perhaps, equally,
but, Is absolutely exposed to the contagion
of consumption, provIded he is subjected,
for any length off time, to the causes which
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may produce It. The result of these great dis-
-coveries tend to show that it is the most
fatal, the most formidable form of disease to
which the human constitution is subject, but
one that is absolutely curable, and with pro-
per care and proper precautions in Its early
stages. its extension may be prevented. The
importance of this discovery only requires
to be mentioned to those who know anything
of the statistics of the disease and especlally
of the charaeter of tuberculosis, to attraet
attention. I regret to say that. unfortunate-
ly, this House has not the power that it
should have in regard to this matter. To-
morrow we will enter upon another year of
the confedera-tion. Any person who will
take the trouble to recall the great diffliculty
of dealing with so comprehensive a subject
as that which presented itself in 1864 musi
come to the conclusion that, If we were now,
after thirty-two years, in the light of our
present experience, taking up the question
of confederation, there are very few matters
upon which we would be able to make any
very important improvenents, but, i say,
that one of the blots that, undoubtedly, in
my opinion, does exist in the Confederation
Act is, that the question of the public health
was remitted to the provinces, and the Fed-
eral Parliament deprived, to n large extent,
of the power that otherwise, in such an Im-
portant emergency as the ,present existing
state of things, they would be able to exer-
cise. What the United Kingdom can do, in
regard to this important question, Is entire-
ly different from that which lies within the
scope, under our present constitution, of the
federal authorities of Canada. But, to what-
ever extent that power can be exercised, I
am certain that, after listening, with the
attention that the House has listened to no
hon. friend, hon. members will come to the
conclusion that anything and everything that
this House has found to be in the power of
this Parliament to do in connection with
this great question of the prevention of the
contagion of consumption, or tuberculosis.
will be cheerfully done by the Government,
and that Parliament will be most ready to
support it. The question, unfortunately, un-
der the present state of things, is one which
largely devolves upon the provincial autho-
rities. I quite admit that is true as respects
rhe portion of the question bearing on tuber-
culosis in the human famlly, but when you
come to the question of tuberculosis In cattle,
fortunately for us. this Government and this
Parliament are clothed with supreme power
mnd we are the only parties who can attempt
to effectually grapple with this question. My
hon. friend, who bas evidently given this
subject a great deal of attention, from both
points of view, that affecting the human
family and cattle as well, has pointed out,
by a fertile source of tuberculosis, affecting
directly all persons who are at all predis.
posed, In any of Its forms, to consumption,
is tubereulosis In milk. The means of deal-
Ing with that subject, the discoveries that~i-CARLES" TUcPPER.

have been m'ade, although. perhaps, they
are not actually and technically perfect dis-
coveries, have gone far enough to show that
by the use of tuberculin in bovine cattie,
you may determine almost to a certainty
whether the disease exists or not. My hon.
friend has pointed out that there are few
countries in a better position, owing to the
general healthiness of the climate and the
cattle In the country, to deal effectually with
this subject, than the Dominion of Canada.
The attention. I am sure, of the hon. Minis-
ter of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher), and of the
Governmnent. will be drawn to this matter.
and every means and every precaution will
be taken, and, perhaps, a certain amount of
'public money will be authorized in the effort
to exterminate this disease and to get It
under control, with the view of entirely era-
dlcating it from the cattle of Canada. Such
an effort, I believe, would meet with the
hearty approval of the House and hearty
support of the country. I do not intend to
take more time than to merely say that
the subject introduced by my hon. friend
with perspicuity and -ability, and with such
a thorough knowledge and grasp of the
whole question, is one that is attractlng the
attention of the civilized world, and I hope
that Canada will not be behind other coun-
tries in taking hold of the new and great dis.
coveries that have been made thiat touch
such a vital matter as that f human life.
and that they will be considered of such im-
portance as to receive the attention from
·the Government and from Parliament that
they deserve.

Mr. JOHN G. RUTHERFORD (M'acdon-
'ald). Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a
great deal of interest and appreciation to
the remarks of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Roddick), who introduced this important
subject to the notice of the House. It Is
very gratifying to see that the medical pro-
fession are at last taking the interest which
they ought to have taken In this particular
phase of the question many years ago. I
may say that the profession to which I be-
long, the veterinary profession, long years
before the discovery of the baccilus, by
Koch, in 1882, came to the conclusion that
the disease existing in cattle and In the
human subject under the name of tubercu-
losis, was one and the same disease, and the
better class of veterinarians, as far back as
thirty years ago, were constantly caution-
Ing people against the use of milik and meat
from tuberculous cattle. It was luI 1882 that
the medical profession began to take up the
connection between the disease la cattle and
the disease in the human subject. While I
am fully aware of the great risk which exists
of the contagion spreading from one human
being to another, I arn still more convinced
that the great cause of the spread of this
terrible disease, whieh deelmates countries
throughout the. civilized world, is the use
of milk from tuberculous cows. I am satis-
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fied of this. and any one who will look into
the statisties and the history of the disease,
wilI be convinced in the same way as I an.
There are countries in the world where
tuberculosis is unknown. and these are the
countries where the daIry cow is also un-
known. In Egypt. although human tuber-
culosis bas been introduced time and again,
it seems to get no hold and does not spread.
simply because dairy products are little used
in that country. I understand that the dis-
ease was unknown in Australia until the in-
troduction of the dairy cow, and when one
studies the subject thoroughly he will be-
come convineed that the great source of the
evil is the use of the milk of tuberculosis
cows.

Now. Sir, this is a very alarming disease.
Over 10 per cent of the deaths which occur
in the civilized world from all causes are
said to be due to tuberculosis, and the per-
centage of infant nortality from this cause
is simply tremendous. When we bear in
mind that these forms of the disease which
attack infants, are exactly the same forms
of the disease which attack calves, when
fed with the milk of tuberculous cows, It is
certainly a very striking corroboration of
what I have stated. I am In sympathy with
all the efforts which the med'ical( profession
are making to prevent the spread of fte
disease by contagion, from one human being
to another. With that subject, however. I
am not in a position to deal as thoroughly
and effectively as the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Roddick) who introduced the subjeet. or his
fellow-members of his honourable profes-
sion. But on the particular phase of the
question, as to the part which the dairy cow
plays in this disease, I elaim that I have
some little right to speak. Following the
example of my hon. friend from St. Antoine,
Montreal (Mr. Roddiek), I would like to read
a short resolution which was passed by the
Veterinary Association of Manitoba last
February, and which deals with this sub-
Ject. This particular phase of the question
is, as bas been mentioned, completely under
the control of the Dominion Government,
and It is for the Minister of Agriculture to
deal with the matter from the point of view
of bovine tuberculosis. This resolution deals
more In detail with the particular matter
whIch was mentloned In this connection by
the hon. gentleman from Montreal. It reads
as follows :-

Whereas it has now been fully recognized by the
highest medical and veterinary authorities that
there is a great danger to human and particularly
Infant life, from the use of the meat and milk of
tuberculous cattle, the disease being identicaI In
the human and bovine specles ; and whereas
stock-owners generally are alive to the tact that
the presence e taberculous animals in their
herds is a source of serious financial loss and
d .trimental to their interests generally ; and
whereas the general consensus of opinion, after
full trial and experiment, is In favour of the
reliability and efflcacy of the tuberculin. test as
a diagnostic agent ; therefore the members of

the Veterinary Association of Manitoba feel it
their duty to urge upon the Dominion and local
governments, municipal councils, the public gen-
erally and stock-owners ln particular, the ad-
visability of, in tbeir several capacities, adopting
at the earliest possible date, systematic measures
for the suppression and eradication of the disease
among cattle. Such measures comprise : 1. An
intelligent use of the tuberculin test by properly
qualified and responsible men.

I would say here, Mr. Speaker, that the
suggestion of my hon. friend (Mr. Roddick),
In regard to the use of this test belng con-
fined to professional men, Is a very wise and
a very important suggestion, and for various
reasons. In the first place, no one but a
thoroughly qualified and very careful pro-
fessional man can make a satisfactory tuber-
culin test. In the second place, there is a
pecullar condition existing In regard to this
test, for, after one or two tests, the animal,
as a rule, unless very far advanced ln tuber-
culosis, ceases to react, and an unprincipled
or dishonest stock owner by making repeat-
ed tests on his herd would be able to sell
animals subject to the tuberculin test
which would pass that test, on account of
the immunity conferred by previous tests.
The innocent purchaser might, consequently,
become possessed of an animal whose sys-
tem, though full of disease, at the same
time. vould not. owing to the previous tests,
reaet to the tuberculin test, and the pur-
chaser would ln this way be deceived. This
Is a very serlous risk, and, while my feel-
ings are very strong in favour of the test. I
am convinced that the use of tuberculin
by any other than a thoroughly qualified
medical man. or veterinary surgeon. should
be proscribed by law. I do not think that
any layman should have the right to pur-
chase or use tuberculin. because ln the way
I have pointed out, what is one of the great-
est benefits and blessings to mankind, name-
ly, the tuberculin test as a diagnostic agent
ln cattle, is capable of being rendered useless
and unreliable.

2. The destruction and proper disposal of the
carcasses f all animals showing physical signs
of tuberculosis.

This is important. It refers to ani-
mais which have clinical symptoms. There
are many animals, and, I may say, many
human beings, who are affected with tuber-
culosis, but who present no physical or elni-
cal signs of the disease whatever. The au-
topsies held ln the varions hospitals through-
out the country, show, ln a very large per-
centage of cases, the existence of old tuber-
cular lesions ln the organs of the body,which
were not suspected by anybody, not even by
the people themselves, when ailve. Many
who have died from other causes have been
found, on examination, to be affected wffh
this disease. In the same way, ln the
ordinary abattoirs and slaughter-houses
throughout the counstry, animals In the pink
of health, seemingly, and ln perfect condi-
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tion, are slaughtered for meat, and we find
la them those tubercular lesions. The car-
cass of any animal in that condition,. with
localized tuberculosis cysts throughout the in-
ternal viscera, is not necessarily unfit for
human food. The disease is there confined
to a limited area, and the general tissues of
the animal are not affected, and so it would
¶be a very foolish policy on the part of the
Government to order the destruction of
such carcasses. It would be a sinful waste
of good food, and quite unnecessary in the
interests of public health. But the carcasses
of all cattle showing physical or clinical
signs of tuberculosis should be utterly de-
stroyed.

3. The Isolation of ail animais reacting to the
tuberculin test, with the view to their subsequent
slaughter and the utilization of such carcasses,
as after inspection may be deemed fit, for human
food.

It is also very important to keep them Iso-
lated, but that point was covered by my hon.
frIend from St. Antoine, Montreal (Mr. Rod-
dick), and It Is unnecessary for me to dilate
upon it, except to say that the greatest risk
is in the large dairy stalbles in the neighbour-
hood of cities, where the cubie space per
head for the cattle is far from being ade-
quate for proper ventilation or hygienie con-
ditions. Such dairy stables should be thor-
oughly examined and inspected, and a care-
ful standard of ventilation kept up.

from the dams and not fed with their milk
In au unsterlized condition.

4. The careful disinfection of premîses In which
affected animals have been kept.

That bas been very much neglected up till
now. Herds bave been destroyed, and the
premises have been reoccupied by other
cattle, and it is very important that all these
premises should be carefully disinfected.

5. Careful attention to light. ventilation, drain-
age and general sanitation of stables.

Mr. McNEILL. I did not quite under-
stand from the hon. gentleman how the milk
was to be treated, according to bis view.

M. RUTHERFORD. It is to be pasteur-
ized.

Mr. McNEILL. How?
Mr. RUTHERFORD. It bas to be beated

up to, I think, between 160 and 170 degrees,
and allowed to suddenly cool down. I can-
not give the exact temperature from me-
mory, but it is to be heated to that point,
and cooled,

Mr. RODDICK. One hundred and sixty
degrees.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Yes, it bas to be
heated to 160 degrees, and suddenly cooled.
lu that way it is rendered sterile, and there
is very little risk ln using it. While the
heat destroys the germs, it does not affect

And, as a meantime measure, the careful pas- tue navourotine iu' d4.au-xuen carerui
teurization of the milk from cows so affected, atention sbould be paid to 11gbt, ventilation,
whether intended for human food or for the drainage and generai sanitation of tbe stable.
lower animals. So far as the present Act is concerned, 1

I may say that, after careful considera- bave no particular fault to find with Us
tion, we have come to the conclusion that wording. 1 would like to see it ameuded,

tue sepic rocss escibe bymy on.however, in some particulars ; above ail, 1the aseptie process described by my hon.would like-to see the arrangements for car-friend (Mr. Roddiek), that Isj, milkIng the yn nti okpretd ota hcows In the same way you would conduet ryrng o this worered, soItat
an aseptie surgical operation, Is not practi- ti
cal, but, as a safeguard, the pasteurization easeInuha thertstise o tiei-
of the milk, by which ail the germs are de- culous humandubjeImprom t
stroyed and the milk rendered safe for use, ows; adw Iamdprepa t
is preferable. That can be thoroughly u raa aa
carried out without going to anythIng like reasonbmasureswihthe edialo-
the expense or trouble whIch would be In- fessin mapsugesth te lntrst of bu-
volved In the somewhat complicated systemreany hi c pg ith tubeuloiI an
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Roddlck) has ad-.rein'frthe epin myse obya
'vised. In the latter part of that sentence be tgofble opiiothad t ot of
of the resolution with regard to the lower tetouble is asufthe quesoond ta t
animals, calves or pigs, it Is very importantteon toathat phas of th n wllt
that the milk from tuberculous cows should measures wbich may be adopted baVing
not be fed to the young of these animals. In a bearing soieiy upon the bunan race.
a series of experiments conducted under the
control of the government at Copenhagen, Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). I would
Denmark, by Professor Bang, he has been not say anytbing on this subject but for
able to demonstrate that calves from tuber- my desire to. give wbatever support my po-
eulous mothers, If removed from these mo- ition in this House may enabie me to glve
thers, and If the milk from these same cows to the suggestions made by the bon. mem-
be sterilized and fed to -them, the calves ber for Montreal (Mr. Roddlck). Ailwil
wll remain immune, and that, although the agree, I think, that no more Important ques-
mothers themselves may be badly affected lion could engage the attention of this
wlth tuberculosis, still the calves will re- House. But it seems to me that we are
main healthy, provded they are kept away imitetwithou the sphere of practeial action

Mr. RUTHERFORD.nt
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by the British North America Act, whieb
assigns to us but two subjects which we
can deal with in connection with this mat-
ter-one is quarantine and the establishment
of marine hospitals, and the other is census
and statisties. As the matter of the public
health bas been relegated to the provincial
legislatures, it is practically out of our do-
main ; but it bas always seemed to me to
have been a mistake that at confederation
that subjeet was not put under the jurisdie-
tion of the Dominion Instead of being as-
signed to the provinces. In my judgment
we can ouly remedy the mistake by having
a conference with the provincial govern-
ments for the purpose of securing an amend-
ment to the Imperial Act giving that power
to the Dominion. Not having that power,
all we can do is to deal with the diseases
which come to our shores from foreign
countries, by means of quarantine. I admit
that we can do a great deal in that respect,
because we can, as the hon. member for
Montreal suggests, examine all Immigrants
who propose to come to our country before
they leave the place of debarkation. We
exercise that right' to-day over chidren
coming te the country. and, therefore, by
parity of reasoning, in my judgment, we
could exercise it over adults as well. We
need not incuit the trouble and expense of
bringing immigrants to our shores and dis-
posing of them afterwards, if found diseased
and unfit for settlers, if we make provi-
sion for having them examined before we
import them. Again, whIle I have always
thought that we ought to have isolation
hospitals in the country to deal with con-
tagious and infections diseases, we have not
the power to control these matters. All we
can deal with is the marine hospital, which
is of very little advantage to us in the In-
terior of the country. I am quite sure that
the hon. leader of the Opposition, who bas
given a great deal of attention to this sub-
ject, and has spoken of it many times be-
fore in this House, to my knowledge, is
well aware of the limitations that surround
us ln carrying on a system which might
otherwise be of great benefit to the coun-
try. I know that as one of the fathers ot
confederation, and as one who was Instru-
mental in outlining the Confederation Act,
he bas many times seen its defeets ; but,
like nany others, I presume that he finds it
more difficult to amend the Act than It was
to get the provision in it at first. With re-
gard to tuberculosis in cattle, It seems to
me that we might do something. We mlght
pass a law making it compulsory to have
dairy herds inspected from time to time,
and subjected to the tuberculin test. I have
no doubt that the time wlU come when that
wIll be the rule in every province ln the Do-
minion, especially lu those provinces which
are alive to the health of the people. While
an effort -was made in Ontario a few years
ago, especially around the large cities, to
enforce some sueh regulation, through the

boards of health, I regret to say that It was
allowed to falt into disuse after a limited
trial, and to-day It is practically a dead
letter, especially around Toronto, Hamilton
and London. But I believe the time will
come when no dairyman will be allowed to
supply milk te towns and cities whose cattle
bave not been Inspected and subjected to
the tuberculin test from time te time. There
is another way in which we could help to
eradicate disease in the country, which is
within the power of the Minister of Agri-
culture. We should pass a law making It
compulsory on those who import cattle for
the improvement of stock to subject them
to the tuberculin test before being allowed
to bring theminuto the country. I know that
importers who have an eye to their own in-
terest do that at the present time, and will
not purchase in the old country any cattle
which have not been subjected to the tuber-
eulin test before being exported. We might
very well go further and inake that system
compulsory on everybody who imports stock
for the improvement of the stock of this
country. In that way we would avoid im-
porting disease from abroad. Then we
might devise ways and means to era-
dicate disease ln the country. These
are the two Unes on which we might
attack it. With regard to census and
statisties, we have control over that subject,
and it bas been a matter of surprise to me
that the statisties supplied to us are of such
a crude nature. I agree entirely with every
word uttered by the hon. member for Mont-
real. If you endeavour to collate statisties
with regard to the conditions of health and
mortality in the country, or on similar lines,
and to base a judgment upon them. you
find our statisties to be very crude and un-
satisfactory. They are not by any means
carefully prepared, and, therefore, they are
of no great value to us at present. That
is a subject under the control of the Minister
of Agriculture, and in my judgment there !s
room for Improvement in them. A few
years ago that subject was taken up In this
House, and a commencement made in the
direction of improvement by the late Min-
ister ef Agriculture, Sir John Carling ; but I
regretted to find that after a fair commence-
ment was made, the system was not ela-
borated on the lnes suggested at the outset.
But it was dropped almost immediately af!ter
its inception. I say that these are the lines
on which we could, In my opinion, employ
our time te practical advantage. We can
only do it on the Unes on which we have the
power to act, and that is, by checking the
Immigration and the Importation of cattle.
We need not import a single head of cattle
infected with tuberculosis, because we have
the power to stop the importation at any
tme. Then, afterwards, whether by the pro-
vincial government, or whether by an
amendment te the British North Amerea
Act, we are given power to do so, we may
hope to stamp It out throughout the country
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much more readily by preventing the impor-
tation of diseased cattle. It would be very
Important to establish isolation hospitals.
I was rather surprised to hear the hon. mem-
ber for Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford) declare
that this subject had engaged the attention
of veterinarians before it did the attention
of the medical profession. I understood
him to say that it was only within the last
few years it vas taken up by the medical
profession. Why, I ean remember very dis-
tinctly some 35 years ago-

Mr. IRUJTHERFORD. If the hon. gentle-
man wIll allow me, what I said was that the
connection between bovine and human tuber-
culosis was recognized by the veterinarians
long before It was acknowledged by the
medical profession. I do not wish to be
understood as saying that the medical pro-
fession did not devote proper time and atten-
tion to the subject of human tuberculosis,
but bovine tuberculosis they considered be-
neath their notice until the discovery of the
bacillus proved they were identical.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. gentleman can-
not be well informed on medical works, be-
cause-and I can refer to the hon. member
for St. Antoine, Montreal (Mr. Roddick) to
substantiate what I say-there is scarcely
an important medical standard work that
did not deal with this question at least as
far back as half a century ago. The question
was, no donbt. not as well understood then as
it is to-day, but It was dealt with as one of
the most important questions in the medi-
cal colleges, and I remember distinctly the
lectures given me some 35 years ago on ihe
relationship between the two and the danger
of communication from tIe bovine to tbe
human specles.

Mir. RUTHERFORD. Did the medical
profession ever take any precaution or In-
struet their clients to take any precaution
as to whether the cows from which they
were getting their milk supply were dis-
eased or sound, until after 1883?

Mr. SPROULE. I can remember, in 1865,
1866 and 1867, lectures belng given us on the
stibject, and we were admonished, in the
strongest possible language, of the desira-
bility of, as far as possible, avoiding feeding
milk to children and tadults from animals ln-
fected with tuberculosis and other diseases.
The hon. gentleman's impression can only
be due to the fact that he is not as conver-
sant with the standard works of the medical
profession as those engaged ln it. I think
that one of the acts carried out by the pre-
sent Administration militates rather against
any improvement ln the health of the coun-
try. I refer to the Act dolng away wlth the
quarantine regulations which existed be-
tween us and the United States, because, in
my judgment, the regulations formerly lu
existence were very Important, inasmuch as
they tended to restrict freedom in the impor-
tation of cattle. No doubt, on its face, that

Mr'. SPROULE.

Act appeared to be a great advantage to the
farmers, but there are dangers that lurk in
a too free importation that are outside the
notice of the ordInary human mind. The
Importation of insidious disease cannot be
prevented as effectively to-day as when the
former regulations were in force. To-day
we are importing diseased cattle from the
United States over and over again. There
is most perfunetory Inspection made of the
cattle, and I do not think we will be doing
whiat we should in the way of preventing
sucli Importation until we enforce more
stringent quarantfine regulations.

I am also inclined very strongly to the
opinion that the immigration now coming ;to
our shores, and which was mentioned by my
hon. friend from Montreal-for instance, the
Doukhobors from Russia, who. I am told, are
literally rotten with disease, is a source
of great danger to the health of our people.
These people are allowed to come in here
without being subject to anything save the
bare requirements of the quarantine regu-
lations at the frontier, to determine whether
they are infected with any contagious dis-
ease. Under these regulations. that disease
only can be detected which is apparent to
ordinary inspection, and we are doing Incal-
culable injury to our people by the unre-
straIned importation of that class of immi-
grants. These immigrants we are bringing
fron the very hotbed off the disease, fron
a, country which is literally becoming de-
populated by it. We are told that one in
every five hundred lu that country. die of
it every year, yet we are bringing these
people in by the thousands, and take no
precautions beyond the ordlnary examina-
tion required at the frontier to see whether
they have some infectious disease that may
be apparent at a glance without closer In-
spection. In this respect, we are not doing
our duty, and the present Government is
far behind its predecesssors. It has intro-
duced a very dangerous innovation, which is
going to have great and far-reaching results
to the detriment of the people of this coun-
try, and the sooner that state of thlngs is
remedIed the better. The sooner we amend
the British North America Act, and give the
Dominion power over health, the better, be-
cause then we could devise a system appli-
cable to every province, and the country as
a whole. If the medical men of this House
will take the interest they ought to take

Sir OHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER. So
far as immigration Is concerned, we have
the power.

Mr. SPROULE. But I say that If we
could bring the control of the health lu this
country under the Dominion Government,
we would be taking a great step In advance,
and if the medical men would take the
matter up, a conference might be had be-
tween this Government and the provincial
governments, and an understanding arrived
at to obtain suchi amendment to the British
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North Amerlea Act as would give us the
power to deal with the public health. The
sooner we do that the better for the coun-
try.

Mr. JOHN MeMILLAN (South Huron). I
believe that this is one of the most important
questions in connection with stock that we
can take up: It is one that reaches to the
foundation of the very best stock we have In
Canada to-day. I have been a farmer for
the last thirty-six years in this country, and
have learned long ago that the buildings we
keep our stock in ought to be disinfected
every year, whether the animals are healthy
or not. There is as much need to keep the
stables of healtliy animals in as good con-
ditons as the dwellings of human beings.
My own buildings 'are all whitewashed
every year with hot lime down to the boxes
the animals feed in. One of the great causes
that lead to dIseuse is the fact that the
buildings are not properly disinfected every
year. and not well ventilated and plenty of
good sunlight allowed to enter. There
is something also that prevails largely in
Canada to-day. and that is breeding from
Immature animals. This leads to a predis-
position to that disease. because the animals
that are born under suci conditions come into
the world with weakened constitutions and
are thus more particularly subject to infec-
tion.

There is one statement made by my hon.
friend from Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford)
with which I do not agree. and that is that
a law should be passed preventing any in-
dividual froi using the tuberculin test ex-
cept experienced veterinary surgeons. I
am a farmer In the province of Ontario,
and have been for the last fifty-six years,.
and my impression is that every young
farmer should go to some veterinary col-
lege and get a few lessons to qualify him-
self properly to use the tuberculine test.
I beleve îwe shall never get the disease ea
tirely eradicated until something of this
kind Is done. Why do I say this ? Sup-
pose a farmer has a good herd of cattle,
and sells certain of the animals, and it is
then found that there is one diseased ani-
mal ln the herd, the fact ruins that farm-
er's herd for many years to come, so far
as sales are concerned. But If the farmer
himself or one of his sons is trained to
make the tuberculin test-and there is an
opportunity now given in the Agricultural
College of Guelph for young men to go
there and, under practiced veterinary sur-
geons learn to make the test, and I believe
they can make it successfully-it will afford
a meane of stamping out the disease which
we can never have so long as the use of
this test is confined to veterinarians. From
my experience, farmers are not always
behind veterinary surgeons in their knowl-
edge of this matter. I saw one animal that
had been under the care of a veterinary sur-
geon for three months and he could not

tell what was wrong with it. I detected
the disease and told him the animal had
tuberculosis. The animal was afterwards
killed and the lungs examined, and it was
shown that I was right. A -thoroughly
practical farmer is accustomed to be among
cattle all the time, with a few lessons, eau
be made quite capable of administering the
test. Not only that, but the farmers would
be capable of attending to the animals in
a manner which a veterinary surgeon, lu
many cases, cannot equal. I have nothing
to say against veterinary surgeons ; they
are necessary, and we have many that are
a credit ·to their profession ; but we have
many of such a character that I would
rather put an animal of mine under the
charge of a thoroughly experienced farmer
who had been brought up among animals
and had paid attention to their diseases,
than that of many veterinarians. I have
seen the tuberculin test applied by a vet-
erinarian, and also by a farmer's son, and
the veterinarian admitted that the farm-
er's son, both in making the preliminary
test of the temperature of the animal and
in ejecting tuberculin, was as compet-
ent as any veterinarian could be. When
we have so many large and valuable herds,
it has become almost necessary that a young
farmer should have a fair amount of veter-
inary education ; and it is not necessary
that he should spend three or four years
at the profession in order to make the
tuberculin test efficiently. A great deal
has been said about cows, but I have not
heard anything said about the male ani-
mals. Yet I know of one locality in whieb
at onte time there was no tuberculosis, an!
into which a male animal was brought, and
that locality in a few years was overrun
with tuberculosis. I should like to ask my
hon. friend from Montreal (Mr. Roddick),
and also my hon. friend from Macdonald
their opinion on this question. They tell
us that a calf from a cow that Is affected
can be ralsed to be a sound and healthy
animal. I believe, from what I have read
and seen, that such Is the case. But I
would ask these hon. gentleman if there s
no danger of using a tuberculosis male,
even if the disease is Iu Its Incipient stages?
This is a question of great Importance In.
deed to our farmers and one lu which our
farmers generally take a deep interest. I
contend that the farmers should keep their
buildings in a proper condition-that is the
first thIng to be doue. I think It is beyond
controversy also that herds that are kept
in the house all the time, are more liable
to the disease than others. There is lit-
tle tuberculosis In the couitry where the
herds are let out In the fields In summer
and are properly cared for in winter.

Mr. W. C. EDWARDS (Russell). I am
glad that this subject has been Introduced
by my hon. friend from Montreal (Mr. Rod-
diek). It is a subjeet of very great im-

a
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portance indeed to Canada. While I ad
mit that it Is a subject that should be dis
cussed by the medical men in the House
at the same rtime, being a practical farmer
like tmy hou. friend from Huron (Mr. Mc
Millan), I would like to say a few word
upon it. I have said that this Is an im
portant question to Canada. It Is impori
ant not only because of Its relation -to thE
health of and 'well-being of the people, bu
It is of very great importance, In a com
mercial sense. It is so for the reason tha
In the breeding of animals, northern coun
tries like Canada must always supply the
foundation for the herds of more southern
countries. Canada enjoys a very enviabl
position in this respect. Except Great Bri
tain, perhaps, there Is no country In th
world that is more capable of raising good
animals of every kind ·than Canada. It Is
not often that I disagree with my hon
friend from Huron, but in this Instance, I
am sorry to say, I must disagree with him.
I do not at all approve of the tuberculin
-and this is the only branch of -the sub-
ject I desire, for a few moments, to dis-
cuss-being placed In the hands of our farm-
ers generally or In the hands of any other
class of people than the professional class
-doctors and veterinary surgeons. And I
will give my reasons. I will admit at once
that, as my hon. friend (Mr. McMillan) has
said, it is quite possible for a young man
to go to such a college as the Ontario Agri-
cultural College, and there acquire a per-
fectly good education for the applying of
the tuberculin test. But, If you could
confine it to these men who do go to the
agricultural colleges and acquire the qualifi-
cation, -t might be reasonably safe. But
can you limit it to this class ? And if
not, if you place It in the hands of the
farmers of Canada generally, what is the
result ? We have, unfourtunately, dishonest
as well as honest farmers.

An hon. MEMBER. Oh, no.

Mr. EDWARDS. Well, we have not a
large percentage of them, perhaps not as
large a percentage as among the profession-
ai classes. Still, we have a few of them ;
and, this belng so, I wlsh to show how
disastrous results zmght follow the placing
of tuberculin in the hands of the farm-
ers generally. As my hon. friend (Mr. 'Mc-
Milian) bas very properly said, it Is cer-
tainly a slur upon a herd when it is known
that tuberculosis exists in that herd. And,
If tuberculosis exists, the farmer wIll try to
conceail it, If he is dishonest. ,And If it
be true, as bas been stated-quîte correctly,
I believe-by my hon. friend from Macdon-
aid (Mr. Rutherford) that If the tuberculin Is
applied for a few times In too rapid suc-
cession, it ceases to react. What diffi-
culty is there, then, ln the way of the dis-
honest farmer so treating an animal that'
It may be sold and pass the test success-

Mr. EDWARLDS.

1- fnlly, yet be actualiy tuberculous ? If 1 had
9- not beard of cases of this klnd, I shouid
ýq not be so much impressed witb the possibil-

', ty of such cases as I arn now griving.
-But I bave beard of animais being dsposed

,s of havlng passed the test perfectiy well, and
lu i a short turne ail slaughtered because of

ttheir beiug f uli of tuberculosis. Although
e at first they do flot respoud -to the test, ouly
ýt a short tIme afterwards externai, appear-
iances prove coucluslvely that the animais

t were full of tubercuiosis. There is great
- danger in this respect. and I thlnk It Is
e highly desirable that the Dominion Goveru-
i ment should take the most stringeut steps.
e and so far as I am aware tbey are acting

inl this matter witb ail possible vigoýur. But
Eif any further steps eau be taken, It le higbiy

1 desirable in the Interest of Canada that they
sshould be taken. I simply desire to express

the opinion that it shouid be against the
IJlaw for any individual wbatever to apply the
tuberculin test except properly qualifed

idoctors and veterinary surgeons.
*Mr. J. H. BELL (East Prince, P.E.I.) 1 de-

.sire to say a word upon a phase of thbe ques-
* tion that bas not yet been touched. Lt some-

irnes happens that tbere is iess tuberculosIs
lu one province than lu another. Iu Prince
Edward Island, for instance, we are almost
entIrely free from it. By the examinations
that have been recently made, only -a sinali
percentage 0f the cases exarnined bave been
found to be affected. IUnder these ircuin-
stances, shouid there not be some law that
wili entable one province to proteet ltseif
agalnst another? I déNre to draw the atten-
tion of ithe 'Minister of Agriculture to the
fact tbat in Prince Edward Island, during
the past year, the local legisiature bas placed
upon the statute-book a law providlng that
no cattie shall be Imported lnto that provine
from the rest~ of the Dominion unless they
have first been submitted to the tuberculin
test. Now, Is that desirable Act constItu-
tional ? I -have some doubt. I think It Is a
matter of trade and commerce, whlch comes
withiu the exclusive jurlsdiction of the Do-
minion Parliameut. If so, then there are
some phases of this question over which the
federai legislature bas absolute control. To
enabie one province to guard Its cattle
-against the tuberculosis that rnay prevail In
Other -,provinces the Federal Par1lament
mîlght pass a generai Act applicable to the
whole Dominion-but only;to be brought into
eff eet ln any province by a resolution o! a
local legfisiature or by a provincial Order in
Council. Such a statute would be somewhat
ou the prineile of #the Scott Act and would
meet sucb a condition o! thlngs as la requir-
ed to be safeguarded lu Prince Edward Is-
land. In regard to the broad question of the
COIDStitutonallty of a Domion measure,
dealing w1th -tu-berculosis, It has been con-
tended by Oie hon. member fo~r East Grey
and by the leader of ithe Oppoei4on that we
bave ne power Inu thîs Parhiament -to legisiate
tn this direc4ion. 1 have been led to a dif-
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ferent conclusion. I think this Parliament
has the power and eau assume and draw
jurlsdictlon to itself. For Instance, the Scotit
Act prohibited the sale of liquor throughout
Canada. The question afterward came be-1
fore the courts for adjudication as to what
power the Parlianient of Canada had to deal
with that question. As It was a matter af-
fecting health, it was contended. that t be-
longed exclusively to the jurisdiction of the
local legislaitures. But ,the highest authority
in the realm decided that the prohibition of
the sale of liquor came within the jurisdic-
tion of the Dominion Parliament. It was a
national ma-tter affecting the whole Domin-
ion. By the Act itself ;this Parliament de-
clared that it was a national matter, and lin
consequence of its being so, and being so de-
clared, the court held ithat It properly came
under the jurisdiction of the Dominion Par-
liament. The constitution declares that this
Parliament has power over matters affecting
the welfare of ,the Dominion and generally
can pass laws for the order and good govern-
ment of Canada. Now, if any question
affects the whole Dominion of Canada in a
nost vital degree. this comes within that
category. I:think, therefore, that the Domin-
ion Parliament would have ·the same right
to deal with ,this general question of tuber-
culosis, bot as respects cattle and as re-
spects humanity, as it has to deal with the
sale of liquor under the Scott Act. Gener-
ally speaking, also. It is :the right of ithe Do.
minion Parliament to declare what subjects
are of such a national character as that this
Parliament can legislate upon them. For in-
stance, the Dominion Government may de-
clare that a local railway is a road of na-
tional Importance, and so may assume juris-
diction over ·It. In like manner the Do-
minion Parliament in many cases not defined
by the British North America Act has the
right to assume and exercise jurisdiction
over and to pass laws concerning any mat-
ter of a national character. Therefore, there
is no need ln this case of asking for an
amendment to the constitution, as wre have
already ample powers to deal with this im-
portant subject. My chief object, however,
In speaking was to draw the attention of
the Government to the circumstances that
exist in Prince Edward Island, and to the
necessity of providing some means by which
one province can safeguard itself as against
other provinces, as well as against the out-
side world.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE
(Mr. Fisher). I feel tha4 the action of the
hon. member for St. Antoine, Montreal (Mr.
Roddlck), ln bringlng this matter before the
House of Commons, is more than justifled
by the Importance of the question. I wlU
also take the opportunity of complImenting
the hon. gentleman, not only on thé fact
that he bas brought this question before the
House, but on the clear and concise manner
in which he has laid the principal points

before us. I need not say that any words
upon a medical subject that come from the
lips of that hon. gentleman must be received
with attention and respect. His position in
the profession, and the way In which he
has always dealt with matters of profession-
al Interest, are sueh that his opinion must
command respect. I am able to endorse
everything that he has said with regard to
the necessity of dealing wlth this disease of
tuberculosis. I am not a professional man
myself, but it has been my duty, since tak-
ing charge of the Department of Agricul-
ture, to study somewhat matters concerning
public health and quarantine; and perhaps
the fact that I am the son of a physician
and was brought up in the atmosphere of
medical discussion, may have had some-
thing to do in exciting my interest in these
matters. I have given considerable time to
the study of this matter of tuberculosis since
I have been lu charge of the department.
My hon. friend from Montreal has read to
us the resolutions of the Montreal Medical
and Chirurgical Society upon this question.
Those resolutions ask us as the Parliament
of the Dominion to take up this question
and deal with it on national lines. I am
not going to enter into a discussion of the
constitutional question alluded to by the
hon. leader of the Opposition as to the
riglhts that this Parliament may have in
dealing with this matter. There is evi-
dently some little difference of opinion, al-
though I must say, :that my own opinion
has always coincided with that of the hon.
leader of the Opposition, and the position
which he stated has been the generally ac-
cepted one in Canada for long years that
questions affectIng public health, the man-
agement of restrictions and especially mu-
nicipal regulations, in regard to publie
health, are essentially withln the sphere of
the provincial legislatures. This being the
case It is questionable how far this Parlia-
ment might go, but there tre -some matters
of purely municipal regulation, alluded to In
these resolutions, which it would be un-
wlse and perhaps unconstitutional to try to
meddle with. There are perhaps other
points that we, in this Parliament, might
deal with, and It Is qulte possible that, In
the North-west Territorles, those parts of the
country which are practically under the ad-
ministration of the Federal Parliament, or
of a council delegated with powers from
this Parliament, we might deal with this
matter. I am only givIng that as my opin-
ion, but In the North-west Territorles, that
sparsely-settled portion of our country in
which the elimate seems to be speeiaily hos-
tile to the introduction of tuberculosis, and
where the germs of the disease seem to
have difficulty In spreading, or even In ex.
isting, is perhaps the place where it Is tfie
least necessary to deal with tuberculosis la
Canada. Still, no doubt, wherever people
are there wIll be tuberculosis. I take no
much interest In this question, and belleve it
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of such importance to the people of tbis
country that. a little while ago, I took the
responsibility of recommending to Council
the appointment of a delegate from Canada
to the congress which has just taken place
lu Berlin to discuss this question. Dr. Far-
rel, of Halifax, one of the best known phy-
sicians in Canada, a gentleman who occu-
pied é high position in the medical associ-
ations of Canada, and a gentleman whose
name is synonymous wtith questions of pub-
lie health, In the province in which he lives.
was appointed to go there, and I expect that
In a short time we will have an interesting
report fron him of the proceedings of the
congress. by a perusal of which we will
be able to find out a great deal about the
disease and the modern methods of Its
treatment. In the course of the last few
years an immense stride basi been made in
our knowledge of this disease. and of the
nethods of treating it. As the hon. member

for Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford) stated a
little while ago, the Intimate connection be-
tween the disease in the animal, especially
in horned cattie and the disease in the hu-
man being bas been abundantly proved
and is now being thoroughly discussed and
ventilated. I am not going into the ques-
tion of the disease as affecting the human
race ; and further, i would prefer to leave
that in the hands of the medical profession,
except to say that having lately appointed
Dr. Montizambert, Superintendent General
of Publicd Health for the Dominion, bis du-
ties being to deal with the quarantine ex-
amination of people coming into the coun-
try for the purpose of preventing the intro-
duction of disease, that gentleman Is also de-
voting considerable attention to the study
of tuberculosis, and perhaps, In the course
of time, public opinion will reach the point
where an effective examination for tuber-
culosis of people entering the country may
be made. The subject Is In too hazy a con-
dition to make any definite statement In re-
gard to it, or to say that that time is with-
In measurable distance, but that question
has been attracting the attention of physi-
clans in different parts of the world and
also of our own quarantine officers. As re-
gards cattle, we have in this Parliament
dealt with the contaglous diseases of ani-
mals, and I believe we rightly did so when
Parliament undertook that duty. The re-
sult is that to-day contagious diseases of
animais and tuberculosis come properly
within the sphere of the Department of
Agriculture for the Dominion, and ever since
I have been in charge of that department
it has been my duty to try and see in what
way this disease could be minimized amongst
our animals. The hon. member for St. An-
toine, Montreal (Mr. Roddick), and others
who have spoken, have alluded to wfiat han
been done, but perhaps it may not be out of
place for me to say a little about what has
been done. There had been nothing done in
regard to this disease definitely before I

Mr. FISHIR.

came into oflice myself. But about two
years ago, 1 asked Parliament to give a
grant for the purpose of dealing with tuber-
culosis. In the explanation which I gave,
when that grant was voted, I said that what
I believed was necessary first to spread
information in regard to this disease
amongst the owners of cattle, to try and
encourage the testing of animais with the
tuberculin test, wherever possible, so that
our Animal Contagious Disease Act might
be applied to animais, where animais were
found to be affected with this disease. That
programme bas been carried out. Last year
again a sum of money was placed at my
disposai for this purpose. That has been
just about expended, in the course of the
current year, and I am proposing to ask
Parliament to give me another sum of money
to continue the same propaganda and the
same campaign. When this matter first came
Up to be discussed in Parliament, and before
that, amongst the farmers of the country,
there was quite a difference of opinion as
to how far it would be possible to go in
dealing with this disease. Some urged that
we sbould make testing compulsory and
make slaughter immedlately compulsory.
Other countries had tried this and had fail-
ed. A number of states ln the American
Union had tried to make testing compul-
sory ; they had voted large sums of money
for the purpose of carrying out this compul-
sory test and for paying compensation to
farmers whose cattle had beenslaughtered
for the publie! safety. The State of Massa-
ehusetts was obliged to abandon this course;
Vermont was obliged to largely abandon it
and to change Its programme. In England,
and in the old countries generally, the ques-
tion was thoroughly discussed, but public
opinion would never allow the authorities
of those countries to undertake compulsory
testing or slaughter. Mr. Bang, ln Den-
mark, and M. Nocard, ln France, who are
amongst the first scientists, went into the
study of this question most thoroughly.
They, discovered what they believe to be a
system which wIll entirely obviate the ne-
eessity of claughtering the animals. This
system is generally spoken of as the Bang
system. It Is the one which bas been some-
what descrlbed by the hon. member for Mac-
donald, and I need not go into It except to
say that the diseased animais are kept iso-
lated and the products of these animais are
sterilized so as to be innocuons and harm-
less. The animals are alowed to reproduce
and to produce their milk If they are cows.
This system bas been successfully carried
out by Mr. Bang In Denmark, and to-day,
there Is a large number of animals lu Den-
mark, Germanyi and France which are pro.
ducing milk for human food and whose
flesh la used for human food which are
known to be tuberculous, bnt the work is
carrIed on under such restrictions and safe-
guards that the seientiats of these countries
say that it ls done wlth perfect
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aafety as regards the publie heaith
Under these circumstances, and ln view of
the public opinion ln this country, so evi-
dently expressed by the people generally,
and the farmers ln their great convention of
two years ago, I felt that It would be quite
Impossible for us to undertake anything iP
the nature of compulsory testing or compul-
sory slaughter. Therefore, I did not go so
far. But I offered, on behalf of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. that any one who
would make an application on a properly
drawn up form of the department, would
have his animals tested free of charge. This
was done for the purpose of encouraging the
people to test.

Mr. SPROULE. I have never yet been
able to discover whether it was possible ta
get the animals tested ln different localities.
I understood they could be tested free of
charge, if they were here.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. Oh,
no; they wull be tested ln any place ln the
country, where the owner asks that the Gov-
ernment shall test bis animals, submitting
himself to certain conditions and safeguards
provided by the department. When that is
done, the veterinary appointed by the de-
partment Is sent to make the test.

Mr. SPROULE. I was not aware of that
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.

That has been published in ail the agricul-
tural papers in the country ; It has been
published in the press generally, and it bas
been announced over and over again at agri-
cultural meetings, and fully ventilated be-
fore the farmers and stock-owners.

Mr. WALLACE. Did you put It ln the
Report of the Department of Agriculture ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
There is the full report there, with a state-
ment of the tests and everything else.

Mr. WALLACE. Did you put ln the'
statement which you have just mentioned?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The description of the work that Is being
carried on is in the report of the depart-
ment, as well as the bulletins and proclama-
tions that were Issued ln regard to it.

Mr. McDOUGALL. le it ln the report,
that It was done without charge ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURR
Without charge to any owner of animalh
who sends the application In the proper
form.

Mr. McDOUGALL Is that embodied lu
the report ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURK
Certainly. The conditions Imposed are:
First, that every animal on the farm should
be tested. I did not consider It wise that a
man should be allowed to pick ont a few
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animals, and have them tested, and have
them kept along with other animals which
had not been tested, and mlght be diseased.

Mr. SPROULE. Does that mean every
anmal on the farm ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURR
No, only horned cattle; I accept the hon.
gentleman's correction. The other condi-
tion is, that no compensation sbould be ask-
ed for, If the animals are slaughtered. They
are not ordered to be slaughtered by the
department. They are slaughtered entirely
at the discretion of the owner ; but, If they
are found to be dlseased, they must be lso-
lated and quarantined, so that they may
not spread the disease to other animals.

A large number of tests have been made
all through the country. I have in my hand
a statement by provinces of the tests made.
but, as I have read it to the House already.
I wIll only say that, In the course of the
last two years, nearly 16,000 tests have been
made by the appointees of the department,
and, of these 16,000 animals, 1,017 have
been found diseased, or just about 64 per
cent of those which have been tested. I
consider this a most favourable showing as
to the health of the herds of Canada, and I
so consider it for two reasons. In the first
place, it Is a much lower percentage than
has been commonly talked of by persons in
discussing this matter. Wild statements
were made, that aIl the way from 20 per
cent up to 50 per cent of the horned cattle
of Canada were diseased. In other countries
estimates have been made of the number of
diseased animals, and, though I have not In
my memory what these were, they have
ranged all the way from 10 per cent to as
high as 30 and 35 per cent. Canada has
been found, ln so far as we have tested the
animals, only to have 64 per cent of her
cattle diseased.

Mr. SPROULE. The Minister said that
out of 16,000 tested, about 1,000 were dis-
eased. That would be one out of sixteen,
and would be more than 6j per cent.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. If
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Sproule) would take
a pencil and figure It, lhe would find It Is not.
This Is a most satisfactory showing for an-
other reason, because, as a general rule, the
herds which have been tested ln this way
have been herds whieh were suspected. The
ordinary farmer who does not suspect any-
thIng about his cattle, does not ask to have
them tested as a rule, but ln this case a large
number of them have been dairy herds in
the neighbourhood of large cities, and be-
longing to people who are forced to have
them tested by municipal by-laws. I may
say that out of this 16,000 cases, very much
the largest proportion of animals which have
been found diseased, have been found
In the byres of city milkmen who have
their cattle In the close neighbourhoed of

.... .... IWIEnm-
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elties, and supply these cities with milk.
The conditions of such barns seem to be
mnore favourable to the spread of the disease,
and I may say that, judging from the in-
vestigations which have been held by our
veterinary surgeons throughout the country.
if an animal in a certain stage of the dis-
ease be introduced Into a perfectly healthy
barn-full of dalry cows-under the ordinary
conditions of winter-keeping of stock in the
neighbourhood of cities-it is almost sure
that a large proportion of the rest of that
herd will become diseased in a short time.
I think there is no doubt whatever of the
absolute accuracy of the statment which I
have just made and I make it with empha-
sis, because I think it is right and necessary
that the people of this country should thor-
oughly understand this condition of affairs
and try to prevent I.

I am not going to continue now at any
great length, but one or two statements
have been made on the floor of thlis House
which I would like to allude to. In the first
place, I am under an obligation to my bon.
friend from Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford) for
the very clear way in which he put this
whole question, as connected with cattle,
before the House. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Rutherford) Is bimself a veterinarian of high
standing. He is a gentleman whom I know,
from many and many a conversation with
him, has very carefully studied and probed
this whole question, and I do not think that
any more valuable contribution could have
been made to the debate this afternoon than
that whIch he presented to the House.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The question Io one of the utmost importance
to our stock-holders in Canada. As my hon.
frIend from Russell (Mr. Edwards) said:
Canada is specially well adapted to the grow-
ing of good, healthy live stock. We have the
reputation to-day for the production of such
healthy stock, and, with the exception of the
mother country, I believe there is no place
in the world where live stock of a higher
or healthier class can be obtalned than in
Canada. I am glad to know that the stock-
owners of Canada are to-day sending out
of the country large numbers of animals,
getting good prices for them, and acqulring
a great reputation for the production of the
best live stock possible. This belng the case,
it le of the utmost importance that the
health of our herds shall be maintained,
and It is.of the utmost importance that the
people who are managlng our lve stock
should thoroughly understand this question.

ln conjunetion with the testing of ani-
mals in the country, my department has
been carrying on a propaganda of informa-
tion. Wherever we have been able to reachl
the farmers at public meetings, I have tried
to secure the attendance of veterinary sur-
geons or others who are well acquainted

Mr. FISHER.

with this disease, to give publie addresses
at Institute meetings and gatherings of
farmers throughout the country. I bave had
a number of bulletins printed and distribut-
ed largely, explaining this disease, the best
methods to deal with It, and the best me.
thods to prevent its spread. I belleve that,
in the course of the last year, there has
been a great deal of information supplied to
the stock-owners of Canada, which shall be
of the utmost value to them In combatting
this disease, and, consequently, of the ut-
most value to the people of the country at
large. In these two ways, the testing of
animals at the public expense, and the
spread of information In regard to the dis-
ease, I bave been working ; and, until pub-
lie opinion in regard to this matter is ad-
vanced to a more determinate point, I am
satisfied that we cannot do any more than
this in the way of the prevention o! disease
in the country.

I want to say a word or two in regard to
the disease Itself. My hon. frIend from
Macdonald (Mr. Rutherford) explalned that
the calves born of diseased cows are not
necessarily diseased. As a matter of fact,
it has been found, on careful investigation
of a very large number of cases, that it Is
almost unheard-of that a calf should be
born affected with tuberculosis. If the calf
is taken away from its mother before it
had an opportunity to suckle the mother,
and before the mother has had an oppor-
tunity of licking It. and possiWy passing
on the disease through the «nliva with
which her mouth Is saturated, the calf will
be pretty surely free from the disease. The
danger Is that in the first milk which the
Young cal! draws from its mothertandaln
lleklng by the mother to cleanse the caîfý,
which is the well-known practice of cows,
the disease Is communicated. But Mr.
Bang, by his system in Denmark, has been
remarkably successful in ralsing calves
from diseased mothers, which calves have
afterwards been fperfectly healthy cattle.
In addition to this, there is no doubt cthat
thoroughly ventilated and well-aired barns
are necessary for the keeping of our cattle.
I need not dwell on this. It is a thing
which every student of stock-keeping knows
perfectly well. But, unfortunately, the
practice of the people of our country is
not as good as their knowledge. Fre-
quently animals are kept in places which
are no doubt saturated with the germs of
this disease, and in which any healthy cow
is in danger of being attacked by ILt. My
hon. friend from South Huron (Mr. Mc-
Millan has spoken of whitewashing. There
Is no doubt that the disinfection of stables
Is an absolute necessity, and any well-
regulated stock farm must have its stables
thoroughly disinfected by whitewashing or
In some other way at least once or twice
every year. If thils la done, I have no hesi-
tation lu saying that the spread of this dis-
ease will be enormously decreased.
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In addition to the work I have spoken of,
we are carrying on some careful experiments
in the way of investigations of milk which
comes from diseased animais. It will be
within the memory of a great many mem-
bers of the House that about a year and
a half ago a number of tuberculous cows
were found on the Experimental Farm. In
clearing the farm of these diseased ani-
mais, I directed that some of them should
be kept. and that speclimens of their milk
should be taken every day and cefully
inspected in a bacteriological laboratory to
see how many germs it contaiaed. This
work bas reached a certain stage, but not
by any means a conclusive stage, and there-
fore I do not wish to make any statement
founded upon it. But the expe:iment is
being continued, and I will only say one
word in regard to it. An hon. gentleman
said a little while ago that there were a
large number of cows affected In the udder.
It is well known that animals affected in
the udder are much more- likely to com-
municate disease through their milk than
animals otherwise affected by the disease.
I and my officers have been searching in
Canada for the last year to find cows whose
udders are affected, and up to the pre-
sent moment we have not succeeded in get-
ting an animal to put Into our experimental
work whose udder is deflnltely affected
with tuberculosis. I say this because I do
not wish it to go abroad that It is a com-
mon thing in this country for the udders
of cows to be affected with tuberculosis. I
believe, on the contrary, It is a very aun-
common thing indeed. There Is a general
opinion amongst medical men and vet-
erinary surgeons that it Is only when the
udder is diseased that the milk Is danger-
ous. I am not prepared to endorse that
opinion ; I do not know enough about It
to say ; but If that is the case, there Is no
doubt that the milk of cattle in this coun-
try Is almost entirely safe. Still, there Is
a danger, and those best acquainted with
the disease say that as long as an animal
is diseased, the only safe way Is either not
to use its milk or to thoroughly sterilize
it before it is used. I would recommend,
as a matter of caution and safety, that
the mllk of any animai which has been
tested and found to be tuberculous, should
be carefully sterllized before it is used for
any purpose whatever, whether as food for
infants, for human beings or for other ani-
mais; and especially 1 would recommend
that no milk from tuberculous cows
should be fed to pigs or calves that bas
not been thoroughly sterilized. I regret
to say that lin the experience of veter-
Inary surgeons and farmers. there is a con-
siderable spread of tuberculosis amongst
swine in the country, ln consequence of the
fact that these are fed prtncipally upon milk
whieh comes probably from tuberculous
cattie. We have not made tests of swIne,
and I do not suppose that the real amount

198

of the disease is very great. At the same
time, the only safe way, where It is known
that a cow Is affected with the disease, la
to have the milk thoroughly sterilized be-
fore it Is fed to the swine or any other ani-
mals, or to human beings.

1 want to refer to one or two thlngs whieh
were mentioned by the hon. member for
East Grey (Mr. Sproule). I must say that
I am rather surprised that the hon. gen-
tleman, a member of the House of Com-
mons who takes a special interest in agri-
cultural matters, bas evidently not followed
what has been going on in regard to tuber-
culosis and our quarantine arrangements.
The hon. gentleman said that one of the
most Important things we could do
would be to see that no animals were lim-
ported Into the country without being test-
ed for tuberculosis. The hon. gentleman ls
not aware that for two years past, since
I made the arrangement with the United
States, every horned animal that comes into
Canada from abroad, whether for breeding
purposes or for dairy purpose, is tested
for tuberculosis before it is allowed to en-
ter the country. I am glad to find that the
department has anticipated the hon. gen-
tleman's recommendation by about two
years.

Mr. SPROULE. I made the recommen-
dation about ten or twelve years ago.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The hon. gentleman, then, ought to have
appreclated the fact that it was done, and
ought to have congratulated us on hav-
ing followed his advice. Further, the hon.
gentleman said that the removal of the
quarantine between us and the United
States bad created a danger with reference
to tuberculosis. Before that was done,
there was no necessity for animale comIng
from the United States or elsewhere to be
tested for tuberculosis, although the ani-
mals that came inl had to remain ninety days
in quarantine.

Mr. SPROULE. I did not refer to tuber-
culosis alone, but to any other disease to
whieh animals are subject.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
It ls tuberculosis that we are talklng about.
But I may say that all animals coming
from the United States have not only to be
tested for tuberculosis, but have to be ac-
companied by a certificate that they are
free from disease. If they are not ae-
companled by this certifleate, they Ere
held at the frontier to be tested for tuber-
culosis before they are allowed to enter
the country. So that the hon. gentleman wi1I
see that we are taking this precaution very
effectually. The hon. gentleman made an-
other remark whleh I regretted very much
to hear. Referring to the Doukbohors, he
sard that these people were rotten weth
tuberculSoi, and were being imported la
such large numbers that they were a Men-
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ace to the health of the people of this coun- paper that the Doukhobors were iargely In-
try. fected with tuberculosîs, and that ln the con-

the hn. ge tr ny from whlcli they carne, the people -die
Mr. SPROULE. Will the hon. gentle-

man permit me ? The quarantine regula-
tions Imposing that restriction, I believe,
only apply to thoroughbred cattle whih one n fve hundred means two-tents o
are imported for Improving the stock. one per cent, and he will find that the iver-

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. age death rate the world over from the dis-
The bon. gentleman again shows bis igno- 1 ease is about ten per cent of the mortalhy
rance, for it applies to all cattle imported1froniail the diseases that occur. Therefore,
for breeding or dairy purposes, as well as to 1 instead of saying that the Doukhobors are
cattle imported for the improvement of rotten with tuberculosis, the percentage he-
stock. gave shows that they are the cleanest and

Mr. SPROULE. Itray be tatry igno- healthiest people on the face of the eartv.

rance Is dense ; but I can tell the hon. gen-
tleman that if that is the regulation, there
are hundreds of cattle crossing the lines
without any such test and without any cer-
tificate. Tbey are going out of our coun-
try in hundreds without the certificate ever
belng seen.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The hon. gentleman is talking now about
cattle going from here to the United States.

Mr. SPROULE. I understood the hon.
MinIster to say both ways.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
When the animais are going into the United
States for butchering purposes alone, the
United States authorities allow them in
without a certificate. As a matter of fact,
no animais come into this country from the
United States for butcherIng purposes, but
all animals that come in for breeding pur-
poses-not only thoroughbreds, but any ani-
mal-are not allowed l except when accom-
panled by a certificate of test. That regu.
lation has been published two years ail
through the country, and Is thoroughly well
known to the farmers and stock-raisers of
this country and the United States.

I am now coming back .to the question of
the Doukhobors, to which I was about to ad-
dress myself when Interrupted by the hon.
gentleman. He said that they were rotten
with tuberculosis, and were a menace to the
health of our people. I do not know on what
he has based his statement, and if he ha&
not pretty good proof he ought not to bave
made any such statement on the floor of
this House.

Mr. SPROULE. I based It on an article
la one of our medical monthlies with regard
to -the prevalence of this disease In Russie,
and the percentage of people who died from
consumption in that country.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
What le the percentage ?

Mr. SPROULE. About one in every five
hundred.

The MINISTER OP AGRICULTURE.
The hon. gentleman says he based that state-
ment on the 2"t that he has read in acertai

Mr. FISER.

Mr. SPROULE. My statement Is entirely
misleading. There is a number of countries
in which 'tuberculosis is very scarce. and if
you take these countries and add their popu-
lation to the population of those where the
death rate is high from tuberculosis, you
bring the rate to what the hon. gentleman
has said ft is. But that is no index whether
the percentage is high or low in one country
as compared with another.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
would like to ask the hon. gentleman, who
is a practitioner, I believe, in good standing,
what is the death rate from tuberculosis In
this country ? If he cannot tell us, tbere are
other physiclans who should know. No doubt
the hon. member for St. Antoine, Montreal,
will be able to tell him.

Mr. RODDICK. Our statisties are so in-
accurate that It Is really Impossible to get
'the figure, but it Is very much lower than
the ten per cent you mention.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. Is
It as low as two-tenths of one per cent ?

Mr. RODDICK. No, two or three per cent,
I thInk. May I say that in referring to that
question, I was simply cautioning the hon.
member with reference to Russia and
Austria, whlch are the two countries in
which the highest percentage Is obtained la-
European countries, and I simply referred to
the fact that recently from both these coun-
tries Immigrants have been brought to Can-
ada. But I m not aware that the Doukhe-
bors are infected to the extent my hon.
friend (Mr. Sproule) says they are. I do not
think they are, but that they are Infected to
a considerable extent Is likely, from tife
fact that the disease is so prevalit ln these
two countries from which they come.

The MINISTER OF AGRICUILURE. I
was not taking any exception to what the
hon. member for St. Antoine, Montreal, sald
with regre to Immigration from these coun-
tries.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. But the hon.
gentlemW was making a statement dlrectly
opposte to what the hon. member for st
Antoine, Montreal, said.
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The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The hon. gentleman Is entIrely misrepresent
Ing me. I was sImply referring to the state-
ment of the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) that the Doukhobors were rotten
with tuberculosis.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. And the hon.
Minister met that statement by saying that
these people came fron a country less af-
fected by tuberculosis than any country he
was aware of, and he called on 'the lion.
member for St. Antoine, Montreal, who tells
him the very reverse is the case.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The hon. gentleman has again misrepresent-
ed me by putting words into my mouth that
I did not utter. He evidently did not follow
,the debate.

Sir CIARLES TUPPER.
closely.

I did, very

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The lion. gentleman knows I said nothing1
of the kind.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I know the very
reverse. Hansard"" will show whichi la
righit.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The lon. gentleman must accept my state-
ment. I said nothing of the kind.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Then, the lion.
gentleman must accep. mine.

Mr. SPROULE. I think ýthe hon. Minister
should not misrepresent me ; i did not say
the Doukhobors were rotten with the dis-
ease.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Yes, you did.
Mr. SPROULE. I said that as the disease

was so prevalent In the country from which
they came, I was justified in coming to -the
conclusion that a very large percentage of
them would be affected by it.

The MINISTER 0F AGRICULTURE. If
the hon. gentleman takes back his statement
that they were rotten wîth tuberculosis, I
arm very glad indeed. My ears told me the
contrary, and so did the ears of a number
of gentlemen who are near me, but I am
glad to see that the hbon. gentleman with-
draws his statement.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not withdraw a word
of what I said. What I said was correct,
and I em standing by it.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Very well. The hon. gentleman will not
deny that he said that of these Doukhobors
at home, one lu five hundreed died per an-
mum of tuberculosis. I replIed that that
etatement shows they are of 'the healthlest
of peoples, as regards tuberenlosis, ln the
world. I am not questloning the statement
of the hon. member for St. Antoine, Mon-

treal, or givIng an expression of opinion on
my own part.

Mr. FOSTER. This ls obstruction. Let
us go on with our work.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Does the hon. gentleman wish to interrupt ?

Mr. FOSTER. I only made a remark, and
I humbly beg the hon. gentleman's pardon.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Granted. The hon. gentleman is so fond of
interrupting and interjecting remarks, that I
rather expected an interruption.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend at this
juncture is taking ça tone that is very super-
cilious and very offensive to members on
this side

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The Lon. member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster)
understands very well what I mean.

Mr. FOSTER-and which does not sit
well on him at all.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
That is a matter for my opinion and not the
opinion of the hon. member for York.

Mr. FOSTER. It is a matter for the House
to judge.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
am perfectly prepared to abide by Its deci-
sion. I shall not take lessons in politeness
from the hon. member for York, or anybody
else he chooses to indicate.

Mr. FOSTER. Necessity sometimes knows
no law.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
The point I wisi to emphasize is that the
Doukhobors are not a people who are rotten
with tuberculosis, and their immigration
into this country ls lu no sense a menace to
the health of our people. I can quote the
report of my own quarantine officer, Dr.
Montizambert, who has had more opportu-
ni'ty of judging the Doukhobors than any-
body else probably in Canada. He was
ipresent at Halifax, where some 2,000 of
them were detained three weeks in quaran-
tine ln consequence of the discovery of a
case of small-pox among them, and he was
also present in Grosse Isle, where 2,700 of
them were detained three weeks, la conse-
quence of another case of small-pox being
discovered on board, and he found that he
had never come into contact with a cleaner
or healthier lot of Immigrants An the whole
thlrty-three years of his experience as chief
quarantine officer of the Dominion than
these Doukhobors lu both lots. That belng
the case, I think we can fairly say that the
statement that 'they are rotten or very large.
ly Infected with the dlsease, li not well
founded.

0
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Mr. SPROULE. The hon. Minister is
attributIng to me a stiatement which I em-
phatically deny havIng made use of.

Mr. CAMPBELL. les, you dld.

Mr. SPROULE. The hon. member for
Kent (Mr. Campbell) ought to know more
about the rules of the House than to in-
sist on saying that I did.

Mr. SPEAKER. The debate is assumIng
a very Irregular character. I suppose the
hon. member who bas the floor wIll allow
Interruption for questions or explanations,
as we go along; but cross-flrlng across the
House, Irrespective of that, should not go on.

Mr. SPROULE. I rise to a point of order,
Mr. Speaker. I ask your ruling as to rwhe-
ther the hon. gentleman (Mr. Fisher) is not
In duty bound to accept the statement I
make, that I did not say what he atrributes
to me.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
certainly accept the statement of the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Sproule), that he did not say
the Doukhobors were rotten with tubercu-
losis. I will say that he said they were
very largely affected by that disease.

Mr. SPROULE. No, no.
Mr. McMULLEN. Mr. Speaker,-

Mr. SPEAKER. It is better to allow the
hon. gentleman to finish.

Mr. SPROULE. What I said was, that
the death rate from consumption. in the
country from which they come, was very
bigh ; and we must naturally come to the
conclusion that a large percentage of these
people would be.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Would be what ?

Mr. SPROULE. It would naturally be
expected that a large percentage of them
would be affeeted.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
Would be affected with what-tuberculosis?

Mr. SPROULE. If the death rate In any
country from any particular disease Is very
hlgh, and If that disease Is of a ilngering
character before It causes death, then, tak-
Ing a hundred, or a tbousand, or ten thou-
sand, of the people of that country, the per-
centage of cases of the disease among them
Is llkely to be high.

Mr. McMULLEN. I heard dlstinctly the
hon. gentleman-

Mr. SPEAKER. It Is not allowable for
the bon. gentleman (Mr. MeMullen) to con-
tradiet the statement made by the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Sproule). The statement must be
accepted, and I have no doubt that it wili
be.

Mr. FISHElR.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
I accept the hon. gentleman's (Mr. Sproule's)
statement. I think the statement of Dr.
Montizambert on this question, and the
facts which the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Sproule) stated, as to the percentage of dis-
ease ln the country, show that these people
are not a menace to the health of the people
of Canada.

There was one other matter upon which I
wish to say a word, and that was the mat-
ter brought up by the bon. member for East
Prince (Mr. Bell). The province of Prince
Edward Island is freer, as far as our tests
show, from the disease of tuberculosis
amongst animals than any other province In
the Dominion. We have had some 425 tests
made In the province of Prince Edward
Island, and only 16 cases of disease were
found, showing an average of less than 4
per cent. The hon. gentleman says that the
local legislature of Prince Edward Island
bas passed an Act by which the Importation
of cattle into the Island from any part of
the world, the rest of Canada included, Is
forbidden, unless accompanled with a cer-
tificate of the tuberculin test. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Bell) seems to think that
this is unconstitutional. I am not prepared
to give him an opinion on the constitutional
question; but I would remInd him, the
legislature of Manitoba, some time ago.
passed an Act forbidding the Importation of
horses from the North-west Territories, un-
less accompanied with a certifieate of hav-
lng been tested for glanders, or unless au
examination and test for glanders were
made at the frontier of the province, as the
animal came In.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). May I ask, Is that
Act in force yet ?

Mr. RUTHERFORD. It was disallowed.
The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. It

was In force for a little while. My own
opinion is that, while perhaps it may be,
that Prince Edward cannot forbid the
entry of the animals, it can force the
person importing them to subjeet them
to a test In that province, and not
allow them to be sent Into other parts
of the province until they have been so
tested-this, a matter of municipal regu-
lation. There is no question that, so far as
subjecting cows which are supplying milk
to cities and towns to an examination, or
the Inspection of meat sold in those cities
is concerned, the provincial authorities and
the local health board have absolute con-
trol-this, as a matter of municipal regu-
lation which they choose to Impose. And It
seems to me-not pretending, of course, to
speak as a constitutional authority-that the
Island could perfectly well Impose such a
regulation as would require any animal
landed withIn its borders, when once landed,
to be so tested. This, of course, is a matter
especlally of municipal regulation. The pro-
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vince of Ontario, I might say, bas for some
time had on its statute-books a law which
empowers the munleipalltles to compel a
test of cows which supply milk to be sold
within the municlpallty. This law has been,
to a certain extent, enforced In the province
of Ontario.

Quite recently, the city of Ottawa and a
number of other towns and cities In Ontario
have passed regulations by which all ven-
dors of milk within their bounds were
obliged to see to It that the cows whlch pro-
duced the milk had been tested for tubercu-
losis. This kind of work is rapidly and
effectively spreading Information among the
people, information which is of the greatest
value, and which will lead to the improve-
ment of the laws ln regard to this question,
and. stil more, to the improvement of the
methods of keeping animals ln this country.
I congratulate Canada upon the fact that
this disease Is likely before long to come
under practical control. I would only again,
before sitting down, thank the hon. member
for St. Antoine, Montreal (Mr. Roddlck) for
having brought this matter up, thus afford-
Ing an opportunity for the ventilation of
the subject on the floor of Parliament.

Mr. ERB. I rise to ask the question of
the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Fisher) :
Did I understand him to say that there was
no country In the world where cattle were
so free from tuberculosis as Great Britain ?

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE. I
said I believed that ln no country In the
world were the cattle so free from tubercu-
losis as ln Canada. But I have not all the
statisties In regard to other countries,
though I have them In regard to Canada ;so, I only give that as an opinion, and not
as a statement of fact.

Mr. ERB. I understood the hon. Minister
to say that, next to Great Britain, Canada
was freer from tuberculosis than any other
country.

The MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE.
No ; I said that, next to Great Britain,
Canada had probably the finest stock ln the
world, and was sending out the best ani-
Mals.

Mr. ERB. It is evident that I misunder-
stood the hon. gentleman. I could not re-
concile the statement, a I understood it,
with a statement that I find ln the Report
of the Minister of Agriculture for 1896,
made, I believe, by the Dominion Veterinary
Inspector :

To such an extent does it exist-

That is, tuberculosis.
-in Great Britain that It is stated on good au-
thority that nearly-50 per cent of the herds are
affected.

Mr. CLANCY. There seems to be a con-
sensus of opinion In favour of guarding

against the spread of tuberculosis in Can-
ada. That bas been so thoroughly discussed
that It would be a waste of time now to con-
tinue the discussion upon that Une. But
there seems to be another side of the ques-
tion, to which I took the liberty of calling
the attention of the Minister of Agriculture
a short time ago, and that is lu reference to
taking some decided steps to prevent It. I
was told, on that occasion, that It was not
the pollcy of the Government of Canada to
undertake more than to quarantine diseased
animals and to leave them to be slaughtered
entirely at the will of the owner. It does
seem to me that this is a faint-hearted and
limping policy. I have no hesitation ln say-
ing that If the hon. Minister (Mr. Fisher)
has been overawed by public opinion, he bas
been overawed ln an entirely wrong direc-
tion. I would like to ask any sensible man,
ln this House or out of it, how we
can stop the progress of disease of that
kind, when we permit it to exist and
nurse it ln every locality in Canada. You
permit men to keep animals in a quaran-
tine which is one ouly in name and not
in fact, and these animais are entrusted en-
tirely to the owner, who believes that there Is
some value attached to them so long as they
tare kept alive, and every member of bis
family, every person who comes ln contact
with those animals, is in danger. Yet the
hon. gentleman says that lie has for the first
time inaugurated a new policy, and he pro-
poses now by hls policy of inac-
tion to leave alone a disease that
threatens both the life and pro-
perty of the people of this country. There
is no greater need in Canada than the need
of stamping out this disease. if for no other
reason than to keep Canadian herds pure.
But the hon. gentleman ignores that. He
made a rather humiliating admission au
evening or two ago ln the louse, when he
said that he was not responsible for the
old law. My answer to the hon. gentleman
is that it is an old error. and the sooner we
get rid of it the better. The only plan it
seems to me for the people is not to pursue
a faint-hearted policy, nor a parsimonlous
policy. Let us acknowledge the fact, the
great deterrent to action is the cost, the ad-
ditional taxation. And yet the hon. gentle-
man has before him the experience of Euro-
peau countries. A little more han a year
ago the British House of Commons appoint-
ed a royal commission for the purpose of
lnvestigating this question of tuberculosis,
and their recommendation was upon the
Une of compensation for slaughtered ani-
mals. It may be sald that that poUlcy will
become abused In this country, that cattle
will be slaughtered in great numbers, and
that It will entail a great tax upon the peo-
ple. That may be partly true, but It Is no
reason for the Government to stand by and
make a mocklng pretense of dolng something
to minimize the disease, when their very
system lt self Is hatching the disease In
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every quarter of Canada. Just so long as
the owners of cattle are permitted to keep
themu in a half dying condition until they
drop off, so long will the disease be pro-
moted rather than minimized. I had hoped
something better from the hon. gentleman
ln dealing with a more vigorous hand, and
using more effectively the money we have
granted him. I am not complaIning of the
way he bas used It, but I do complain that
the hon. gentleman refuses to deal vigorous-
ly with this greatest evil that now threatens
our country.

INTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY ROLLING
STOC.

Mr. DAVIN. I wish to call the attention
of the Government to a statement that is
made by a "Star" correspondent fromJ
Moncton, N.B., which I will read:

It is reported in railway circles here that the
Intercolonial is contemplating large additions to
its rolling stock.

Mr. G. R. Joughins, the mechanical superin-
tendent, has been for some weeks engaged in pre-
paration of an estimate of the cost and the ex-;
tent of the new equipment ; and so far It is
stated his estimate is close to $3,000,000. For the
purpose of the road Mr. Joughins estimates that
120 more new locomotives may be required. Since
bis occupancy of bis present position Mr. Jughins
has added 30 new locomotives to the Intercol-ki
onial's rolling stock. It Is also stated that the 1
road will add to its present equipment a large
number of freight and passenger cars. This phe-
nomenal increase in the expenditure of the me-
chanical department of the road will, your cor-
respondent learns, be charged to capital account.
Under the Conservative regime the acquisition
of rolling stock was accounted for In the state
ment of current, revenue and expenditure. But
under Mr. Blair's management such charges are
made against capital account.

I wanted to ask the Minister of Railways i
and Canals (Mr. Blair) respectIng that, as
some people wilshed me to do so. They are
naturally anxious about a rumour that suchI
a large expenditure is to be Incurred, and
that the vleious principle Is then to be re-
sorted to of charging It to capital account.
The Minister of Rallways is not here; I
suppose, therefore. I shall have to wait until
he comes, but meanwhile he will see it in
"Hansard."

INQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. MARTIN. I would ask the Minister
of Marine and Fisherles (Sir Louis Davies)
when I may expect the two returns ordered
by the House some time ago; one witb re-
gard to the dismissal of W. D. MeMillan,
ilght-keeper, Prince Edward Island, xthe
other with regard to fines for the Infraction
of lobster fishery laws in Prince Edward
Island.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The re-

uturn ln regard to fines has been brought
Mr-. CLANCY.

down. I will see that the other one is
brought down at once.

Mr. MARTIN. I would ask the Postmas-
ter General when I may expect two returns
ordered ; one with regard to the appoint-
ment of a postmaster at New London, P.EI.,
and one with regard to the proposed change
of mails for Grandview, PE.I.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). No doubt I will be able to bring those
down on Monday.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the Orders of the
Day are called, I wish to eall the attention
of the Postmaster General to -the fact that a
returu which he brought down in answer to
an order of the House with reference to
postal notes, is defective ln this important
respect, that the order asked for the cost of
postal notes exclusive of paper, and that
piece of information is not given. I hope
my hon. friend will have that brought down,
and make the return complete.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.
Mulock). I would remind the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Foster), that the contract. whici
I think was laid on the Table included n
some other returns, requires the contractor
to supply notes, including paper, at so much
per thousand. There is nothing to show
the separate cost of labour and material.
Tenders were called for, and -the contract
provided that the contractors were to supply
paper, material and labour at so much par
thousand.

Mr. POSTER. The hon. Postmaster Gen-
eral must recollect that the order of tho
louse is one thing and a contract is an-

other thing. The order of the House did
not simply ask for the contract, but it asked
for other information beside. and one of
the items of information that was asked for
was the cost of the postal notes outside of
the paper. Of course, that is very easily ob-
tained ; the hon. gentleman can easily get
the information as bis department no doubt
has it.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It -is
quite impossible to furnish any such in-
formation. The House may have ordered it,
but supposing that the contract, Instead tof
being to supply postal notes, was to erect a
building, and the contraet required the con-
traetor to provide labour and materlal at a
certain contract prce. Suppose it were a Gov-
ernment building. By what process could
you separate the labour from the materlal,
and say so much of the contract price is
assignable to the cost of labour and sa
much for material ? I have no objection
to the order golng i.n any form that le de-
sired, nor toe comply with it If it is possible,
but when I tell the hon. gentleman that
there la nothing to shor what portion Is for
labour and what portion is for materlal. i
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see no way by which I can give the infor-
mation to the hon. gentleman.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman eau
get the information in five minutes if he
wlshes to.

Motion agreed to. and House again re-
solved itself into Committee of Supply.
Militia and Defence-

For pay of troops, erection of barracks,
transportation of troops and supplies
and necessary expenditures in the
Yukon .............................. $250,000

Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Chairman. I hope the
hon. Minister of Militia and Defence (Mr.
Borden) will explain what was the neces-
sity for sending the militia to ·the Yukon wat
ail. My information is that all that was
needed for the preservation of peace and
order could have been done by the Mounted
Police, and I believe that Judge Dugas has
already written to that effect, elther to the
hon. Minister of the Interlor, or to the rig'it
hon. Prime Minister, or, it may have been,
to the hon. Minister of Militia. The Info-
mation I have is that the expenditure con-1
nected with sending the militia to the Yukon
was perfectly useless.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE (Mr. Borden). Mr. Chairman. the
question as to whether the militia should be
sent to the Yukon, was diseussed very fully
last year in this House. and in so far as '
remember the hon. gentleman (Mr. Daviin).
who has just spoken, took no exception
whatever to the policy of sending the militia
there. The fact is it was aceepted in the
country at large and in this House as a
reasonable and proper thing to do, as a pre-
eautionary measure which this Government
was bound to take in view of the- condition
of things which existed at that tim. At
that time the policy of sending the militia
in there was admitted. That was in Feh-
ruary or March, 1898. It was beIleved on
all hands that a very large Influx of miners
from all parts of the world would take
place into that country, and as a precaution-
ary measure, in the Interest of the mainten-
ance of peace and order, It was considered
to be proper and necessary to send this force
to the Yukon. The matter was discussed
In this House. and by the silence of the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Davin) it was considered
that he approved of the course whIch the
Government have taken. and it Is rather
late in the day now to undertake to attack
the policy of sending the mlitia In there.
It is wel understood that In mining com-
munities, such as that In the Yukon, there
Is always danger to peace and order ; it Is
well understood further, that the presence
of a force amongst that population. such as
that which has gone Into that country, will
serve to preserve order, though. these men
have mot been ealled upon to actively Inter-
fere. That Is what bas happened In tbis
case. It s altogether unjustifiable for the

hon. gentleman or any one else, to attempt
to argue that, because that force has not
been actually called out to use its firearms,
it, therefore, is unnecessary. It Is true there
has been good order in that country, but
there has been good order bedause the Gov-
ernment lhad taken the precaution of send-
ing the Mounted Police there and sending
the mtilitia there to see that good order was
preserved. The majesty of the law bas
been supported, but I will venture to say
that the) class of men who have gone into
that country and who are there to-day are
no better than the average of the class that
has formed any mining camp in the world.
To hear people talk sometimes you woud
imagine that they were a class of angels
who had gone in to mine gold, but, from
what I know, from what I have read and
beard, they are precisely the same class ot
men who form every mining camp in ·the
world. and if it had not been for the pre-
caution which the Government has taken
to maintain peace and order there serious
dîificulties would have occurred. I believe
that one of the most important steps which
lhas been taken, and the most justifiablei la
the sending of this force into that country.
I thought the hon. gentleman would ask
why it was that this large sum of money
was asked in addition to the amount we
asked for a year ago. which is practically
increased by e250,000 above the amount
which we estimated and which we asked
for.

Mr. POSTER. What did you ask for last
year ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. We asked for $140,000 for the cur-
rent year which ends to-day. I will explain
briefly to the House how it happens that we
are asking for this large sum in addition.
Pirst, we estimrated that we would be able
to use a considerable sum of money out et
the ordinary vote for the, permanent force.
We found afterwards that the Auditor Gen-
eral objected to this. and not a single dollar
of the money voted for the current year
for the permanent force has been usedi,
either as pay or otherwise. for ithe force In
the Yukon. Next, our estimate of the cost
of sending men from Glenora to Fort Sel-
kirk was about e5.000. The fact is that
-the expense has been nearly $100,030 more,
something like $130,000 odd to send men
from Glenora to Fort Selkirk. I think I ex-
plained to the House last year that an ar-
rangement had been made with the Hudson
Bay Company for taking charge of the ex.
pedition to Glenora and carrying It througlh
to Lake Teslin. The arrangement made
with- the Hudson Bay Company was that
they should proceed, and that the Govern-
ment should pay theme 20 per cent upon the
gross amount o their expenditure, and lie
credited back with the sale of any of the
plant used in transporting these suplIles

lm -
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and troops. I have the accounts and shall
be very glad to lay them on the Table of
the House, or to bring them up before the
Public Accounts Committee, or to read from
them such extracts as I may be asked for.

Mr. FOSTER. Give in detali the total
amount for transportation.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENGE. The total for transportation, as
nearly as we can get at It now, is about
$240,000.

Mr. FOSTER. For how many men?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Two hundred men, and of course
that Includes their supplies for two full
years. The transportation for the men
themselves is not much ; it Is nearly all for
supplies.

Mr. FOSTER. What I want is the dis-
tinction between the cost of the transporta-
tion of the men and the supplies.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I could not at this moment say
as to the cost of the transportation of the
troops, but it is a small matter compared
with the total expenditure. The supplies
which we supposed had to be carried in
from Vancouver via Glenora to Fort Sel-
kirk was eighty tons. It turned out that
the weight by measurement, as shown ln
the Canada Pacific Navigation Company's
account was 177 tons. That lis more than

by other companies. In this Instance, as
steamers do, if they are allowed to do it,
they took the measurement Instead of the
weight, which shows that by measurement
averages over double the quantity of
freight, you would have to pay for If you
contracted by weight. Al shippers to-
day, in shipping to Dawson via the White
Pass and Yukon Railway, and all these
routes, invariably ship by weight, as they
do to all mining districts.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I think my hon. friend (Mr. Earle)
will agree with me, that in all shipments
by steamboats, or in nearly all, the payment
for freight is made by measurement, and
the Canada Pacific Navigation Company, of
which 1 think the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Earle) himself is a director, charges us for
177 tons measurement, which equalled about
eighty or eighty-five tons by weight. I do
not think their charge is excèssive, I think
the charge a fair one. and the rates we paid
were the same rates that we paid to his
company.

Mr. WALLACE. How mucli a ton ?
The 3MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.

FENCE. Forty dollars.
Mr. WALLACE. Measurement ?
The MINISTER F.O MILITIA A-ND DE-

FENCE. Yes, weight or measurement,
ship's option. That is the usual way.

double the quantity that we had estimated, 3r. BAILE. That is the usual custom,
and that is the explanation why, instead-but there is no merdant who is slipping
of $50,000 we have had considerably over'freiglt to these districts at these high rates
$100,000 to pay. would think of shipping by ships option.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the inistermeaeer done, and al the traders
toMr. POSteR. oesithe Mnsterpme Glenora and other points contracted for
andynththetoo 1 n f p their freiglit ast year by wenght. Ail thea l eglt os steamers, 1 know many of them at least,'

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- and I know some of the traders up there
FENCE. Yes. who got their freight, and they got it at

Mr. OeFE. Di yo buy177 onsvery ]ow figures by weight. Lt is custom-
Mr. FOSTER. Dd you buy 177 tonsary, where freigt runs at from $4 to $

fa ton, as from California to Victoria. to
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- alow freigît to go in the ordinary Way,

PENCE. We had eighty tons by weiglht but when freigt advances to the rate of
but we were charged by measurement. ' $60 or $80 a ton, no xnerchant would think

Mr. OSTER. Did you have a contract of alowing is goods to be charged atMr.POSER.Didyouhav a ontact? 1ship's option. That w-as the question we
The MINISTER OF MIDITIA AND' DE-1 discussed here last year. I claimed that

FENCE. That is always done in thea trans- your contract was leading you astray;lea&
portation by steamboats. I thInk ýmy hon. ing you to believe that you rwere gettng
friend from Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Earle), wiîl your goods at $200 a ton, when the fact
bear me out In that statement. ofthe matter 15 you have to pay $500 or

Mr. EARLE. I can correct the Minis- $600. Ai the goods taken In by merdants
ter In that respect. It Is not always done, abot hat.
but when your contracts were being dis-
cussed last year I brought the matter up Mr. WOOD. The bon. gentleman (Mr.
and stated that your contract with the Bos- Earîe) must know that the practice of al
ton and Alaskan Commercial Company, shippers Is to take a certain class of goodswhich called for weight or measurement by welght and a certain class by measure-
at the ship's option, would amount to be- ment, forty cublc feet to the ton. That 15
tween two and three times the amount as the Invariable practice ID shipplng from
on dead weight which was offered to you Englaid to this country, or -unfaet from

Mr. BORDEN (rTngh c).
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shipping anywhere. It is always at ship's
option.

Mr. EARLE. I can Inform my hon.
friend (Mr. Wood) that I am just as well
aware as he is of what the custom ln ship-
ping is. If you ship ordinary goods from
England, at low rates of freight, ·the ships
insist on taking them in that way. But
when you get up to $80 or $100 or $200 a
ton, no one would bie foolish enough to
ship their goods by measurement; particu-
larly bulky goods. It is simply out of the
question. But the point Is this. The ques-
tion came up last year ln regard to the ad-
vantages that were secured by letting the
contract to these people at a low figure for
freight, I told the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Borden) what would happen then, and so
we find when the bills come to be paid
that instead of paying for eighty tons, we
are paying for 177 tons.

The MINISTER OF MILITPA& AND DE-
FENCE. My hon. friend (Mr. Earle), I
suppose, will hardly say that the Canada
Pacifie Navigation Company, of which he
Is a director, would attempt to play a trick
of that kind on the Government or that'
they have played a trick of that kind on
the Government. As a matter of fact, the
company which the hon. gentleman (31r.
Earle) represents--and I think he was very
much annoyed because they did not get
all the freight to carry last year-did charge1
us upon 177o tons at the rate stipulated.
when we supposed we bad only eighty tons.
That is a fact. I do not believe that coim-
pany did anything unfair. I believe they
are honourable men, notwithstanding the
imputation which their director endeavours,
to cast upon them in this House. We paid
that bill and we paid precisely the rates
which every one had to pay, and the lion.
gentleman (Mr. Earle) knows perfectly well
that the rate which the Canada Pacifie
Navigation Company charges to Glenora!
is precisely the rate, a better rate, than
his company was getting from other peo-'
ple. Yet. he attempts to cast the Insinua-
tion here that we were pay!ng three times
a higher rate than we ought to. With re-
gard to the other company, I wish to say
that the rate which we made, at the tlime
we made It was the same rate as the North-
west Mounted Police were paying, and the
North American Transportation Company
and the Alaska Commercial Company re-
fused to carry one single pound of our
freight at the rate which we succeeded in
getting itcarried for.

Now, I have accounted for a considerable
portion of this defielency by the fact, first,
that we heve taken nothing from the vote
for 'the permanent force : secondly. thit the
transportation of freight from Glenora to
Selkirk cost over $100,000 more than our
estimate : and, thirdly,. that the transporta-
tion of frelght via St. Mieheels cost us about

$50,000 more than our estimate. We esti-
mated that we had 300 tons, and we pald
on 500 tons, though 50 tons of that belongs
to the Mounted Police. I have accounted
for about $100,000 of the amount paid for
transportation via Teslin, and some $70,000
or $80,000 which we estima'ted we would re-
ceive from the permanent force vote. The
only additional item is the Item for build-
Ings, which we had not estImated for, end
which emounts to about $30,000. These
items taken together will account for the
$250,000 which we are asking for. My hon.
friend from York, N.B. (Mr. Foster) has
asked me for a separate statement of the
amount paid for the troops themselves and
the amount paid for frelght. The amount
for the troops, by railway and steamboat,
was about $10,000 from here to Glenora.
Of course, the men walked from there to
Teslin. There were 60 men who went down
Lake Teslin on the steamer; the rest went
on barges which they bulit for themselves;
so that the charge from there down was
very small-in the neighbourhood of $4,000
or $5,000. The total amount paid as travel-
lIng expenses for the 'troops was relatively
very small. The great expense was In the
transpôrtation of frelght to Its destination.

Mr. POSTER. How much is that?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. $127,700 for the freight via St.
Michaels and up the Yukon, out of which
$12.500 would have to be taken for the
North-west Mounted Police.

Mr. WALLACE.
price ?

Is that the contract

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes. The amount paid to the
Hudson Bay Company is $130,000 in addi-
tion. That was by an entirely different
route.

fr. POSTER.
much freight ?

That represented how

The MINISTER oF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Five hundred tons, via St. MIchaels
-about 300 tons or perhaps a little more by
weiglht--and 177 tons, which weighed be-
tween 80 and 90 tons, via Vancouver and
Glenora.

It belng Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READINGS.

Bill (No. 106) to incorporate tbe Canadian
BIrkbeck Investment and Savings Company.
-(Mr. Bertram.)

Bill (No. 150) incorporating the Imperial
Loan and Investment Company of Canada.
-(Mr. McCarthy.)
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Bill (No. 130) respectIng "The London and
Canadian Loan and Agency Company,
(Limited)."9-(Mr. Bain.)

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RAIL-
WAY.

House resolved itself in committee on Bill
(No. 112) respecting the Montreal Island
Belt Line Railway Company.-(Mr. Le-
mieux.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. FOSTER. I should like to hear from

the promoter of this Bill If any changes have
been made, and as to whether the harbour
commissioners are satistled with the Bill as
it is ?

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have been asked to
move an amendment to this section. I thlnk
the amendment has been agreed to by all
the parties interested. It is as follows:-

To amend the said Bill by adding after the
words " city of Montreal" In line 31 of subsection
(c) of section 2 the following :-" But the powers
and franchises of the company cannot be exer-
cised to build upon or over any property vested
in the harbour commissioners in Montreal, so as
to affect the property of the said harbour com-
mnissioners, except upon agreement with the com-
missioners and on terms satisfactory to them ; or,
in the case of their failing to agree, upon terms
to be approved by the Governor in Council."

Mr. FOSTER. I do not want to obstruet
the Bill or anything of that kind, but I do
think this is a very important Bill ana
ought not to be dealt with with only one
member of the Government present. and he.
probably, one who -has not given any special
attention to this measure. There are two
very important bodies interested in this Bill,
one being the harbour commissioners of
Montreal, in which we as a Parliament have
a very strong interest, because they are a
body of men who have made large improve-
ments under aids loaned by the Government
It seems to me we ought to hear fron the
Government whether or not this matter is
arranged or if there Is not a confilet of opin-
ion or one party overriding the other.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. This matter was
discussed In committee at very great length,
and an amendiment was adopted which the
committee agreed to almost unanimously;
but It was not altogether satisfactory -to
the harbour commissioners of Montreal.
Now, the hon. member for Lapralrie and
Napierville (Mr. Monet) has given notice of
an amendment. As I understand, that amend-
ment will be -entirely satisfactory to the
harbour commissioners and to this House.
It is now getting somewhat late ln the ses-
sion and this Bill bas been up from time to
time. As the committee will remember, it
was referred back to the Committee on Rail-
ways and Canals the other nlght for the

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

sole purpose of considering the objection of
the commissioners. The members of the
Harbour Commission were themselves be-
fore the committee with their solicitor, and,
after very full discussion, It was passed as It
is now before the House. The amendment
now proposed by my hon. friend of which
notice was given by the hon. member for
Laprairle and Napierville, I thInk ought te
be satIsfactory to the harbour commission-
ers and to the House. The promoters of the
Bill have not accepted the amendment. The
proposition that I would make is that we
adopt the amendment in committee and
allow the Bill to stand until Monday, when
both parties will have had an opportunity
of seeing whether the amendment Is fully
satisfactory. There is no other point of the
Bill to be considered, as it Is otherwise satis-
factory to both parties, I belleve. If hon.
members will listen to the amendment, i
think they will see that it reaches the ob-
jections raised by the represexitatives of
the Harbour Board and will reasonably ful-
fil their wishes. If we pass the Bill and
allow it to stand for third reading until Mon-
day night, both sides will have an oppor-
tunity of seeing the full effect of it and
making their wishes known.

Mr. POSTER. As I said before, I do not
wish to put any obstacles in the way of the
Bill going through in the form in whieh the
House wants it to go through. Of ecurse,
there may be some difference of opinion
about it. 1 would like the hon. gentleman
to make his proposition In a little different
form if he could agree to it. I would sug-
gest that this amendment should be moved
and allowed to go on record. as It will. if it
is moved. Then we shall vote the amend-
ment and the Bill and we can let the whole
thing stand in that way until Monday night.
If we pass the Bill in committee now no.
thing would remain but the third readIng.
I think the discussion in committee should
not be eut off.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think that should
be satisfactory.

Mr. WOOD. It seems to me that the
amendment may meet the objection raised
by the harbour commissioners of Montreal.
i agree wi th te Chairman of the Railway
(3ommlttee (Mr. Sutherland) that it would
be well to leave the whole thIng over to
Monday night, when, if there Is any objee-
tions to the Bill or the amendment, the har-
bour commissioners can have an opportu
nity to represent their own case.

Mr. SPROULE. This Bill was considered
by committee and as that committee was
asked the question If the commissioners were
satisfled with the Bill. Some parties on be-
half of the commissioners said they were
perfectly satlsiled. The Bill was reported
to the House. Afterwards, it was referred
back to the comittée for reconsideration
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with a view to amendment in the direction
suggested by the hon. member foil Maison-
neuve (Mr. Préfontaine) representing the
Harbour Board. After exhaustive and care-
ful debate, a clause was drawn by the Min-
Ister of Railways and Canals (Mr. Blair),
which, in the judgment of the committee,
met the requirements of the Harbour Com-
mission, and it was agreed to by all parties,
or at least, the committee by a large ma-
jority passed that amendment.

Mr. WOOD. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Sproule) knows that the harbour commis-
sioners would not accept that amendment.

Mr. SPROULE. But in the judgment of
the comnittee. there was sufficient in it to
satisfy the harbour commissioners, because
it was left subject to the approval of the
Governor in Council to whom the harbour
commissioners could make their represen-
tations.

Now, the amendment is moved exactly up-
on the lines on which the Bill was asked to
be amended when it was in this House before.
It is coming back to the same thing. If we
take that course now, it will indicate that no
matter how carefully we consider a Bill, and
whatever report we make, it is of no use,
and an amendment is proposed as soon
as the Bil reaches this House after being
referred back the second time. The Minis-
ter of Railways and Canals had presented
us a carefully drawn clause, and the Judg-
ment of the committee was that 'that clause
was right, and I think the Bill ought to be
allowed to pass this House without that
amendment.

Mr. McMULLEN. My hon. friend Is a
little in error lu the view he has presented
to the House. The harbour commissioners
represented to the committee :that they
wanted to have the Belt Line Railway plac-
ed on the same footing with the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Canadian Pacifle
Railway. Now, the Grand Trunk Railway
and the Canadian Paelc Railway do not
control their ines on the harbour of Mont-
real, they are entirely under the control of
the harbour commissioners. No one cani
plant a poet or do anything on the harbour
without the consent ofxthe commissioners.
Now. the Belt Line wanted to be placed up-
on the same footing as these two railways
so far as the harbour commissioners were
concerned. The ýBill,'as amended, does not
do that, it virtually removes the harbour
commissioners, and leaves the question as
to the terms upon whieh the Belt Line shal
occupy the harbour ito be negotiated between
the Belt Line and the Railway Committee
of the Privy CQunclU at Ottawa. That Is the
point the barbour commissioners objected
to. The harbour commissioners of Mont-
real are a body corporate for a specfel pur-
pose; they are supposed to control the en-
tire harbour In the Interests of the country.

Now, they claim that if lin the past they
bave well performed the duty devolving
upon them, and as the Government bas made
the Grand Trunk Railway and the Canadian
Pacifie Railway responsible to them for the
manner In which they use the harbour and
lay their tracks, they ask now why wre
should transfer that power to the Railway
Committee of the Privy Council, ln so far as
the Belt Line Is eoncerned. Now, they say.
place the Belt Line, the Canadian Pacifie
RalUway and the :Grand Trunk Railway on
an equal footing before the harbour com-
missioners. But they say that if they, as
harbour commissioners, and the Belt Line
Company cannot come to an understandlng
with regard to any matter that may arlie ln
dispute. they are willing that the Privy
Council of Canada sbould be the referee,
and that they should have power to settle
it. That is the amendment, and I think It Is
a very fair amendmenit. My opinion is that
it would be wise for us to go slowly until
suchx time as the matter is adjusted, for the
simple reason that the harbour of Montreal
does not belong to Montreal, it does not be-
long to the province of Quebec, ist belongs
to this entire Dominion. We are ail inter-
ested i it, and we hope and believe that
Montreal is going to become the Liverpool
of Canada, the great port to which will focus
the entire trade of our North-west, and ac-
commodation must be provided there for its
shipment. In that case we should go very
carefully in this matter. Let us put tbis
Bill into sucb a shape that we may not
seriously -tie up the hands of the harbour
commissioners, but enable them to look as
carefully and as well after the interest of
that harbour as they have done In the past.
I do not say for a moment that the relations
between the Belt Une and barbour commis-
sioners would not be safe In the hands of the
Railway Coumittee of the Privy Council. But
why should that step be taken at this June-
ture in the his'tory of the harbour of Mont-
real ? It bas never been done before, why
do it now ? Would we not east a certain re-
flection upon the harbour commissioners ?
If lin the past they have performed their
duties without any friction, without any
complaint, and ln such a manner as to show
that they are an efficient and capable board,
why should we now say that it Is better ln
future that negotiations with regard to the
use of that har'bour should be condueted be-'
tween the parties seeking those advantages
and the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council, ignoring the harbour board alto-
gether?

Mr. SPROULE. I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman in what respect te member
for East Grey was mistaken.

Mr. McMULLEN. I will tellim binaI what
respect. In the ftrst place my hon. frIendsald that we had passed the Bill and after-
wards referred it back, and when it was e-
ferred back ail parties 'had agreed f the
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Bill. My hon. friend said he heard somebody
agreed on behalf of the harbour commis-
sioners.

Mr. WOOD. Why should not the harbour
commissioners have the right to appear be-
fore the Privy Council? The amendment

Sthe hbon. gentleman read just now excludesMr. SPROULE. No. you are entirely mis- the i arbour commissioners altogether.
taken.

Mr. LEMIEUX. Not at ail.
Mr. MeMULLEN. I understood him to say

6o l Mr. WOOD. It does, because they are not
parties to it at ail. There are only two par-

Mr. SPROULE. I said that at the first ties, one is the Belt Line Railway and the
meeting, when I asked the question if this other is the Crown. The Crown are the
was satisfactory to the harbour commis- trustees for the people, and, therefore, they
sioners, somebody on behalf of the commis- should be consulted and they should have
sioners said they were perfectly satisfied, the riglht to appear before the Railway Com-
and 'that the city council w<as satisfied; mittee as well as the Belt Line Railway
therefore, the committee passed the Bill Company. They are excluded altogether-
without any further discussion. When it
reached this House It was objected to by M.
the Mayor of Montreal, who is a member Mr. WOOD-and simply made useless.of this House, on behalf of the harbour They have no voice in the direction of thecommissioners, and it was referred back to matter at ail so far as this Beit Line is
the committee with instructions to amend concerned, and, therefore, when the sugges-
it ln such a direction. But after considering tion comes it should be accepted, and thethe amendment proposed by the harbour amendment allowed to stand until next Mon-
commissioners the committee did not see fit day night, when we will be able to ascertainto pass it as they deslred. Then, a new the views of the parties interested. We are
amendment was drawn by the Minister of really lookIng after the interest of the coun-Railways and Canals, which was accepted try. The hon, gentleman (Mr. Lemieux) may
by the committee by a large majority. That laugh, but the harbour of Montreal does notwas my statemeut, not that all parties were belono to Montreal alone.
satisfied. What was the contention of the
harbour commissioners ? That this rail- Mr. LEMIEUX. It belongs to the Govern-
way will require power to lay down tracks ment.
along the front of the river, and that the Mr. WOOD. It belongs to the country andrailway cannot have power to expropriate j we are interested in seeing that nothing in-land, because the commissioners have con- terferes with the usefulness of that harbour.trol over it. It is contended, on the other The matter should be allowed to stand.hand, that as the Belt Line is passing over
property and grounds of the CJrown, and as Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). Mr. Chair-
the Crown is represented by the Governor man, nothlng will be gained by discussing
ln Council, this latter body ought to be the ithis question. I think the suggestion that it
tribunal to apply to. The harbour commis- should be allowed to stand until Monday
sioners are only trustees of the Crown pro- Is the better one. Let us get on to other
perty, and negotiations between the Belt business.
Line and the commissioners should be sub-
ject to the consent of the Governor in Coun- Mr. LEMIEUX. There is an old maxim
cil. This was regarded as the safest amend- which may be applied to this case : Vigilant-
ment !to put In the Bill, and it was put in. ibus non dormientibus veniunt jura, which
Now, we have the amendment: means that rights will not come to those

who sleep but to those who are vigilant.
Nothing in this Act or in any previous Act of When, ln 1895, this Bill came before thethe Parliament of Canada shall be taken to con- House and the Belt Line Railway Companyfer upon the company the right to enter upon, got their charter, the harbour commissionersuse or occupy for the purposes of ita undert&k- of Montreal were not represented, aithoughing any lands or priviieges vested In the bar- teBl -dbeiavrie o otspebour commissioners of the city of Montreal in the B l had been advertised for months pre-

trust, without the consent of the Governor in viously. The rights, which some hon. mem-
Council. bers seek to deprive tbem of this evening,

they have by their charter from Parliament.As the Governor in Council represents the When they came to this House to amendCrown who holds the property, It was their charter, and appeared before the Rail-thought they were the proper parties to get way CommIttee, were the harbour commis-consent from. The contention of the Min- sioners represented ? We sat for one day,Ister of Railways and Canals was that this and the harbour commissioners were not re-Bill ought not to take away rights, and to presented. However, as my hom, frIend fromsatisfy the company that if it did take away Grey (Hr. Sproule) said a moment ago, therights, which he did not believe, then they question was brought as to whether the
should not be allowed to take away those harbour commissioners had any tbjeeton torlghts unless by consent of the Governor in tbe Bi as It stoud. Then I heard Mr.Council to whom the commissioners may Archer, the law partner of the hon. membermake representations. for Maisonneuve (Mr. Pr6fontaine) answer

Mr. McMULLEN.
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that the harbour commissioners of Montreal
had no objection to the Bill as presented.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. He bad no Instrue-
tions.

Mr. LEMIEUX. He said that they had no
objection to it as It stood. Later on, the1
Bill came before this House. Now I am
speaking for myself, just as the hon. mem
ber for Hamilton (Mr. Wood) may speak for
h1inself. I met, in No. 16, three of the bar-
bour commissioners, Mr. MeKay, Mr. Bicker-
dike. and another, one of the French com-
missioners, whose name I have forgotten just
now. We spoke together about this Bill,
and I was told, most positively, by the gen-
tlemen representing the harbour commis-
sioners, that if we inserted ln the Bill a
clause by which the harbour commissioners
and the directors of the Belt Line Railway
Company could go before the Privy Council
before expropriating any portion of the
lands belonging to the harbour commIs-
sioners, ,they would be perfectly satisfied.
Nowl, the hon. member for Hamilton would
like to postpone the passage of the Bill so
as to give another chance to the harbour
commissioners to be heard. I may say to
this committee that the commissioners are
not standing in the way, but that the Mont-
real Street Railway Company Is in the way.
The Montreal Street Railway Company Is re-
presented on the board of the commissioners,
and it Is tbe street rallway company that is
blocking the way of the BIl. I hope the
committee will not listen-will listen, yes,
but will not stay proceedings, but that it
will pass this Bill as It was amended by the
Railway Committee at the instance of the
hon. Minister of Rallways and Canals.

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. Chairman, It strikesl
me that careful reading of the amendment,
which has been proposed by the hon. mem'-
ber for Kent (Mr. Campbell), wIll lead one
to the conclusion that, If the harbour com-
mfssioners are ignored In the Bill as we have
It before us, they can be ignored in the Bill
as proposed to be amended. It Is optional
for the company to accept the terms which
the harbour commIssioners may offer them
to give them the right to enter upon their
lands or Ignore the off er and come direct to
tbe Privy Council. It IS noit at all likely
that the Governor in Council would act on
the representation of the company without
consulting the harbour commIssloners, and, in
my judgment, in vlew of the history of this
Bill since it has been before the House and
the committee. we ought to be very careful
as to making further amendments to it.
As ,the hon. member for East Grey (Mr.
Sproule) has pointed out, It was discussed
again and again in the committee, and the
amendment proposed suggested by the bon.
Minister of Rallways and Canals was
thought a reasonable one, and was accepted
by the committee. After the remark made
by the hon. member for Gasp4 (3fr. Lemieux)

that there are other Influences at work te
prevent the passage of this Bill and to
practleally destroy it, the commIttee should
be very careful before makIng amendments
that would have the effeet of destroying
this enterprise, wbich, it is conceded, will, If
carried out, be of substantial benefit to the
elty of Montreal and the adjacent district.

Mr. COCHRANE. - As a member of the
committee, I am very much surprised that
we should have this discussion here at all,
after this Bill has been referred back. From
ny experience of that committee, I think I

am safe in saying that there has not been a
Bill before it, for many years, that bas re-
ceived more discussion than this Bill. I do
not know that we are here necessarily to
register the wishes of the harbour commis-
sioners of Montreal harbour. I think we are
here to bring our best judgment to bear on
this Bill, and to arrive at the conclusion that
seems best ln the interest of the country.
It was becaruse of the tact that we are all
interested lu the harbour of Montreal that I
consented to allow that matter to be refer-
red to the Privy Council for settlement,
thinking that was the best tribunal to finally
settle the question. I did not understand
the question as the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. MeMullen) understood it. Y
heard that story that he told. The question
was as to the difference of opinion of the
solicitors representing the harbour commls-
sioners and the Belt Line Company. When
the company obtained the powers of this
present Bill the harbour commissioners did
not appear. The company consider that they
do not obtain any powers under the present
Bill than they obtained under the prevlous
one. The hon. Minister of Railways and
Canals proposed au amendment so that
neither party should be interfered wlth in
the rights they had before, and that If they
were not satisfied when they came to deal
with the question of expropriation, the Coun-
cil should settle the question. After the Bill
was thrashed out at two sessions of the
committee, and when the committee was ai-
most unanimous, when the Bill was finally
passed, I think the decision of the committee
was proper and that it should be sustained.

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, it strikes
me that the Railway Committee Is not being
treated fairly ln this matter. Due notice was
given In the Montreal papers of this legisla-
tion, and notwithstandIng the fact that we
spent about two days ln the Railway Com-
mlttee discussing the Bill, the commission-
ers did not see fit to put in an appearance
at all. After being guilty of such laches
as this and when the 'matter came in the
regular course of procedure before the House
at a late hour, the suggestion was
made that the harbour commissioners would
like to have some further discussion of the
matter and wished to have tfhe BIl referred
back to the committee. It was referred
back to the committee and we spent another
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day discussing it. We agreed upon an
emendnent almost unanimously. The con-
missioners were represented. Now it comes
back to the Committee of the Whole House
agaln and it is proposed, after the Railway
Committee bas spent three days giving this
matter the fullest discussion, that they are
to be treated in a rather cavalier and dis-
courteous manner by having their recoin-
mendation quietly Ignored.

As to the amendment whieh has just been
wentioned, there Is one teature of it whieh
shows the preposterous contention of the
Montreal Harbour Commissioners or of
those acting on behalf of them. It says that
these people shall not pass through the pro-
perty of the harbour commissioners, and
shall not do anything that In any way shall
affect the property of the harbour commis-
sioners ; that is that If they make a ratile
of cars near to any building of the harbour
commissioners, an injunetion shaH lie. It is
simply preposterous. We may as well dis-
pense with the Railway Conimttee if the
last decision of that comnittee is not acted
upon.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My hon. friend (Mr.
Powell) is mistaken. if the amendment
moved here had been moved in the commit-
tee, i believe It would have been satisfac-
tory to ali parties.

Mr. POWELL.
moved.

That amendment was1

Mr. SPROULE. And rejected.
Mr. SUTHERLAND. No.

Mr. POWELL. I certainly heard this
amendment read two or three times before
the commIttee.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. We have had ail the
lawyers In the louse diaagreeing as to what
the effect of this Bili will be, but in my
opinion there was nothing ln it, even as it
originally came from the commlttee, to la-
terfere wlth the rights of the harbour com-
missioners. To make that perfecty clear,
the Minister of Railways moved the amend-
ment which passed the committee. The bar-
bour commissioners now are not satisfed
wlth that amendment. I thlnk hon. mem-
bers will agree with me that ln leg!slaioln
of this kind, where the parties agree be-
tween themselves and where the House is
satistded that the legislation Is in the public
interest, we generally adopt It I believe,
having heard the discussion uin the commit-
tee, and baving heard from the harbour
commissioners privately, that they wll be
satisdied 1with this amendment as now pro-
posed. We might as well dipse of this
legislation to-night, and it has been suggest-
ed to adopt this amendment and leave the
BLl in committee stage for another night.
The only deence between this BlU and
any ordln=ry Bil passed by this House is,
that the ordinary Bit leaves it to the com-
pany to deal wltb the property owners under

Mr. POWELL.

the Railway Act It is provlded in this
Bill, aud for very good reasons probably,
that if the parties could not agree between
themselves or under some process of law,
the Governor General in Council is made
an arbiter between the two. The commit-
tee having apparently unanimously adopted
that principle, 1 do think we should adopt
this amendment now, in which the promo-
ters of the Bil ar willing to stIli further
meet the views of the harbour commission-
ers. The Bill can be left in the committee
stage if it is thought necessary, and the
harbour commissioners can have an oppor-
tunity of expressing their opinion upon tho
amendment, before the next sitting of thd
House. I really belleve if we adopt this
amendment it wIIl be found satisfactory to
the House. to the harbour commissioners,
and to the railway company.

Mr. COCHRANE. Has the company agreed
to this ?

Mr. SUTIERLAND. Yes.
Mr. HAGGART. I did no-t hear the discus-

sion in the Railway (ommittee, but it seems
to me the ditficulty is as to whether under
an ordinary Bill you could expropriate as
against the harbour commissioners. If the
harbour commishioners bad the user of that
property for a number of years and a lease,
the company could proceed by expropriation
under the ordinary law, and It would not be
necessary to get the consent of the Orown.
The Minister of Railways carefully guarded
against that, and provided that if the Crown
bad rights ln the property, the company
would have to get the consent of the Crown.
We have given to the harbour commission-
ers of Montreal the user and the responsi-
biIity of the management of our property ;
but we are golng past the harbour commis-
sioners altogether both In the Bill and in the
amendment proposed. Thel amendment pro-
posed by the MinIster is, that if the two
parties cannot agree between themselves
then the Privy Council has the rlght to
settle the dispute. What I would like to see
provided is that the consent of the harbour
commissioners, to whom we have given the
management of the property, should be ob-
tained also.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). The hon. member for York, N.B.
(Mr. Foster) was qulte correct in assumIng
that I had given no speea attention to thIs
BIR ; but my colleague the Minister of Rail-
ways did give a great deal of attention to
it, and I should not like to see the Bll pa"s
its fnal stage Until he had ad£ opportunity
of constiering this later development. This
afternoon, in common with several of my
colleagues, I reSelved e& telegam from Mr.
MaeKay, which I wisb to communicate to
the House

At a meeting of the harbour commssioners
held thia afternoen the following resolution was
unanimously adopted-
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" That In view of the report made to this board
by the delegation that appeared before the Com-
mittee of Railways, Canals and Telegraph Lnes
In Ottawa to present the objections of the board
to the Bill concerning the Belt Line Railway
Company, so that all railway companles should be
placed on the same footing, the board approve
of the attitude taken by said delegation to pro-
tect the interests of the harbour of Montreal,
and are of opinion that all efforts and repre-
sentations should be made to Parliament to have
inserted in said Bill a clause which would pro-
tet the harbour against any encroachment with-
Cut the consent of this board, and that the clauses
proposed before the said committee should be
pressed before the House of Commons, and the
baard desire to have the consideration of the Bil
deferred until Wednesday evening, 5th July, so
that they may appear."'

(Sgd.) ROBERT MacKAY,
President.

Mr. POVELL. He was present at the
committee.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I presume
Mr. MacKay's telegram and the resolution
of the board have reference to the amend-
ment as it now stands lin the Bill, and that
Mr. MacKay was not aware that my hon.
friend from North Oxford (Mr. Sutherland)
had, in view tiLs suggestion that has been
offered in the way of compromise. It ma~y
be that the amendment now proposed will
meet the view of the Harbour Board. How-
ever, I think it my duty to the Harbo'.r
Board to convey this telegram to the House,
and I myself would be willing that the
matter should now make some progress,
but remain in committee, so that we may
have an opportunity, when the Minister of
Railways is present, to look into it more
fully. Whether that is done ln committee or
on the third reading is not a vital point ;
but I think it would be as well to let the
Bill remain In committee.

Mr. CAMPBELL. It seems. to me that
this amendment is a very proper one. It
only provides that property which Is vested
In the harbour commissioners of Montreal
shall not be crossed or affected by this rail-
way, except with their consent, and that If
they do not consent, rather than block the
whole rallway, whIch, I understand, the
people of Montreal want, then, the matter
shall be referred to the Governor In Council
for settlement. That is all there is lin the
amendment.

Mr. SPROULE. Practically the same re-
solution was read In the committee, and re-
jected by the committee. The whole con-
tention of Mr. McKay and Mr. Préfontaine,
representlng the harbour commission, was
that this Bill gave greater rights than the
old charter. The contention of the Minis-
ter of Railways, on the other band, was,
that it did not give greater rights; and we
moved that amendment for the purpose of
saying that it did give greater rights, the
company should not exercise those rights
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unless by the approval of the Governor in
Council, to whom the barbour commission-
ers could make their representations.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. After hearing the
views which have been expressed, 1 thlink
it would be better to adopt the suggestion.
But I wish to say on my own behalf, and I
believe on behalf of the great majority of
the members of the Committee on Railways
and Canals, that if my hon. friend the ex-
Minister of Railways (Mr. Haggart) bad been
present, he would not have made the re-
marks he has made to-night. The original
charter was granted in 1894, and it was
amended in 1896 and in 1898; and If he
had an opportunity of seeing the varlous
clauses, he would see that some gentlemen
had a right to feel that probably some
clauses in the Act did give the company
powers not usually granted ln railway char-
ters. One clause whlch raises a doubt 1s
the one which gives this company power to
occupy lands in the clty of Montreal with
the consent of the city ; and the point on
which the lawyers differed was whether that
referred to this property held by the bar-
bour commissioners. However, the com.
mission can bardly expect the Railway Com-
mittee or this House to carry out what they
suggest in this telegram, for this reason-
that this company has been granted a char-
ter for reasons quite different to anything
that exlsts at the present time ; because it
was thought to be in the interest of the city
of Montreal that the company should have
greater rights, and that elevated roads
should be bulit for the purpose of conveying
freight to the boats In a different way from
the Unes owned by the harbour commission
and leased to the present rallway. If Par-
liament sees fit to grant a charter, It cannot
agree to put It on the terms of the notice
given by the bon. gentleman from Montreal
(Mr. Prefontaine) or those suggested In this
telegram. But as I said before, when these
gentlemen have an opportunity of confer-
ring, I belleve they will adopt this amend-
ment ; and I beg to move that the commit-
tee rise, report progress, and ask leave to
sit again.

Motion agreed to, and committee rose and
reported progress.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (No. 162) to incorporate the Belleville
Prince Edward Bridge Company.-(Mr. Hur-
ley.)

Bill (No. 166) respecting the Temiscouata
Rallway Company.-(Mr. MeAlister.)

SUPPLY.

House again resolved Itself Into Oommittee
of Supply.
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(In the Commlttee.) the larger part went in by water the whole
-Militia and Detence- way. It seems almost unaccountable that

For ta nd Dftroop, erection of bar- 330 tons in weight of stuff would have cost
racks, transportation of troops and the enormous sum of $252,000 to get into
-supplies and necessary expenditures the Yukon district. That is at the rate of
In the Yukon........................ $250,000 $750 a ton. Did the hon. gentleman ask

Mr. FOSTER. When the House rose at for tenders for the carrying of this by both
six o'clock, we were talking of the freight routes .
carried into the Yukon. This Is the way the Thé MINISTER OF, MILITIA AND DE.
matter comes to my mind, that for the cut- FENCE. Yes.
rent year the cost of the transport of troops Mr. FOSTER. That is the tenders were
amounts to about $15,000, and the freight to Dawso on the one by the water?
on the supplies via St. Michael's cost $1279,-
700, less $12,500 which would be paid by The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
the North-west Mounted Police, belng net FENCE. Selkirk in both cases, with au
cost to the Militia Department of $115,200. option at Dawson.
That was for 300 tons in all, of which 250 Mr. FOSTER. And the hon. gentlemaL
tons were for the Militia Department via called for tenders ?
St. Micbael's, and about 80 tons weight
which went ln by Glenora, and iwhich cost The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
130000 I FENCE. Yes.

The MINISTER OF MILITLA AND DE
DEFENCE (Mr. Borden). Rather more than
that. That was the bill of the Hudson Bay
Company. It was $40 a ton for 177 tons.

Mr. POSTER. The whole cost of freight
on the supplies both ways amounts to
$250,000.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Yes, about that.

Mfr. FOSTER.
of those 330 tons ?

What was the first cost

The MI.NISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I must explain that part of this
was ammunition. The supplies of food cost
about $40,000.

Mr. FOSTER. The cost of the supplies
of food-were there 330 tons of food ?

The MINISTER CF MILITIA AND DE-
FENOE. That iLeludes ammunition and
everything.1

Mr. POSTER.
880 tons ?

What is the cost of the1

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-'
FENCE. I cannot give the exact weight,
but excluding the guns and ammunition,
the supplies cost about $40,000.

Mr. POSTER. And the ammunition?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

PENCE. The machine guns are worth
$2,500 apiece, and the ammunition I could
not tell the cost. I hardly expected to be
asked this.

IMr. FOSTER. That Is not so very ma-
terlal. The astounding thing is that for $40,-
000 worth of provisions, except the guns
and ammunition, the total cost of whieb
would not be very large, I suppose, you had
to pay $252,000 for simple transport. It
illustrates the cost of the journey, and I
am Inclined to think it illustrates something
else. It seems almost unaccountable, and

Mr. SUTHERLAND.

Mr. FOSTER.
four tenders'?

And you had three or

The MINISTER OF MIL I TIA AND DE-
FENCE. We asked four or five people to
tender, and I think we only had three ten-
ders.

Mr. POSTER. 1
price for this work ?

What was the tender

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Via the Yukou was $250 to Daw-
son, and $300 to Selkirk per ton.

Mr. FOSTER. Was it specified in the
tender that it was $250 or $300 per ton
weight ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE. No.

Mr. POSTER. Then, what was the ten-
der into Selkirk via the other way ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DFr
FENCE. i think I have explalned that we
made an arrangement with the Hudson Bay
Company to pay them a percentage of pro-
fit. They were to do the work with the
assistance of our men, and we paid 20 per
cent upon the gross cost to them. They
were to show us all their accounts, and todeduct any plant which they had purchased,
after selling it for what it brought. They
were to deduct what it brought.,

Mr. FOSTER. You were to give them a
profit of 20 per cent on their cost ?

The MINISTER -OF MILITIA AND DE-PENCE. Yes.

Mr. POSTER. You have gone over all
those accounts. - The gross cost was $137,-
000.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
PENCE. I have the items: Disburse-
ments, $117,918.90, less sales, $7,450.94--
making a net of $11042.86. Commission of
20 per cent was $21,302.93, bringing the
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amount up te $131,765.69, and the company
still has on hand some horses and mules
not sold. Probably not very much will
come from that.

Mr. POSTER. Any sales that were made
were sales of what you bad bought and
you were simply getting your money back.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. POSTER.
$11i7,000.

What you really paid was

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. $117,000 less $7,000. That made
$110,000, and then there was the 20 per
cent profit, or $21,000. That -was for eighty
tons.

Mr. FOSTER.
a ton.

in round figures, $1,400

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. That included the men assist-
I.ng our men through. You could hardly
separate the freight and the men. The
men, for instance, bad to use horses and
mules to get there, and that Is all included.

Mr. FOSTER. How many men?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Two hundred.
Mr. FOSTER.

the work ?
They did their share of

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
FENOE. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. That Is the Hudson Bay
Company had the advantage of the work of
200 men going through.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. We had twelve men attached to
the force, who did a certain amount of
work, of course. I presume they all as-
sisted in getting through. The men bad
their own baggage in addition to the freight
whieh was being carried.

Mr. FOSTER. DId the Hudson Bay Com-
pany furnish the horses for all these men ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Yes, they furnished everything.

Mr. POSTER. The men rode rather than
walked ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Some of them.

Mr. POSTER. How many horses were
there to the men ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. I am told that the men did not
use the horses. They marched, and the
horses were used for carrying the supplies.

Mr. FOSTER. The men looked after
their baggage. The baggage, of course,
was cared for, as far as the carriage was
concerned, by the Hudson Bay Company ?

199j

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. In addition to the eighty tons.

Mr. FOSTER. So, but for the assistance
of these men, the Hudson's Bay Company
would have required a much larger force
to take In these supplies ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. To some extent, I suppose, that la
true. But It would be difficult to say ex-
actly how mueh they had assisted the Had-
son's Bay Company.

Mr. FOSTER. This $1,400 per ton was
from what place to what place ?

The MINESTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. From Glenora to Teslin, or prac-
tically to Selkirk. From Teslin it was by
water carriage.

Mr. FOSTER. And the Hudson's Bay
Company's responsibility ceased at Teslin ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. About what time did these
men start in ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Early in June they started from
Glenora. They left Vancouver in the middle
of May. The first 60 men got to Teslin be-
fore the lst July, and to Selkirk the frst
week in July. The remainder reached Sel-
kirk early ia September.

Mr. FOSTER. How much did the freight
cost to Glenora ?

The MINISTER OF MïLITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The goods were purchased, de-
livered at Vancouver. Then there was the
freight from Vancouver by the Canadian
Pacifie Navigation -Company at $40 a ton
measurement as I have stated, roughly
$7.000. This delivered the goods at Glenora.
From Glenora to Telegraph Creek they were
taken by boat by the Hudson's Bay Com-
pany. At Telegraph Creek the work of
transporting them across the land began.

Mr. FOSTER. Then the- Hudson's Bay
Companyt took then over at Glenora ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Yes.

Mr. EARLE. Did the Hudson's Bay Com-
pany transport these goods with their own
horses or contract with other packers ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. So far as we know, with their
own horses.

Mr. EARLE. As a matter of fact, they
had a contract with pack trains at a very
large figure. A train was paeking all sum-
mer at forty cents a pound for the Govern-
ment under arrangement made with the
Hudson's Bay Company. Whie I am on my
feet, I desire to point out one matter to the
hon. Minister. He stated that the goods
were both dellvered at Vancouver. But if
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he will refer to the account of H. N. Bate
& Company, he will find a charge for frelght.
He will find the account at L-77 and 78.
There are also a number of extraordinary
charges. The hon. gentleman stated last
year that the prices were better than those
offered on the coast. But he will find, If he
will compare the bills, that not only are
the prices on the coast cheaper. but there
are no such charges as those which run
through the bill of H. N. Bate & Company.
For instance, here Is a charge for 1,200 tin
boxes for biscuit, $300; time strengthening
packages, &c.. repacking, 793 hours, $118.75;
material used in strapping, clutch nails, &c..
$174; freiglht on car. $243; freight on car.
$226" ; freight. $256 ; freight on car, $302;
freight on car, $226; frelght on car, $315.
All this has been paid by the department.
and it is certainly a clear contradiction of
the statement made by the hon. Minister
last year wben these accounts were before
us.

Sir CHARLES HIBBERT TUPPER.
Wha t did he say ?

Mr. EARLE. In reply to a question by
myself, the hon. gentleman sald:

With regard to the remarks of the hon. member
for Victoria, B.C., (Mr. Earle), I may say that in,
addition to correspondence with parties in Britishi
Columbia, we got a list of prices early in Marcht
wbich were being paid by the North-west Mount
ed Police in British Columbia for goods, and we
found that the prices at which we were offered I
the same goods here delivered on the coast.

freight on them, and the others were to be
delivered on the coast. I am bound to say
that that was not my understanding.

Mr. EARLE. The prices are higher than
the prices of similar goods supplied on the
coast to the Mounted Police at various dates
all through the early part of the season.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I can tell the hon. gentleman one
circumstance which I remember dIstinctly.
There was some rivalry between the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Qanadian Pacifie
Railway about getting this business, and
the Canadian Pacifie Rallway succeeded In
getting the business from Mr. Bate. It was
a matter with which we had no concern at
all. We told them at once It was not a mat-
ter that concerned us, that these people
were to put the freight on the coast wher-
ever they liked, because they pald for It. I
am very much surprised to see this Item.

Mr. EARLE. The hon. member for South
Leeds (Mr. Taylor) is not present, but he
has the freight bills, paid and certified, and
a memorandum of the cheques. So, as a
matter of fact, the department paid the
freight in addition to the prices which they
claimed were prices delivered on the coast.
So that Messrs. Bate & Son, in addition to
getting pretty round prices for their goods,
get a lump sum of over $42,000 for freiglt,
and $800 to $900 for packing.

were better than the prices which had actually Mr. FOSTER. In colloquial language, this
been paid up to that time by the North-west 1is a pretty how-do-you-do. The Minister
Mounted Police. stated last year that these gentlemen were
Now, on reference to the Auditor General's to pay the freight. They got the order for
Report, we find the exact contrary to be the goods on that understanding. The rail-
the case; the goods are not cheaper, and way companies came bothering the depart-
these large amounts are charged for freight. ment about freight rates, and the Minister
I should like If the Minister would explain referred them to Mr. Bate, saying: That
how that comes about? Is none of our business at all ; you make

your terms with Mr. Bate. Mr. Bate bas to
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE- pay the freight. The Minister tell us to-

FENCE. So far as the prices are con- night that that was the understanding upon
cerned- whIch they got this order. He told us a

Mr. EARLE. I would not quibble about moment ago that ls wbat he told the rail-
prices ; there is not enough dIfference fori way companies who came to ask him for it.
that. And yet we find the extraordinary thing

that Bate & Co. have been pald freight on
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-,1 every car of goods they took there, seem-

FENCE. So far as the prices are concerned, i inly. Here ls the freight bill : 9 cars of
It will be necessary, as the hon. gentleman | goods, $2,051.64. I do not know what is theknows better than I do, to know almost the !custom of business men, but It seems to meexact date, the exact week, In which the that if I went to a store and ordered a lot of
prices were quoted, In order to know whe- goods to be sent over to Victoria or any-
ther the purchases took place at practically where else, I would not have to pay for thethe same moment, because there are fluctu- tIme that was taken up in packing theseations In the prices. But I muet say that I goods, that I would not have to pay for allam surprised, and -this îs the first time my the cases and the like of that. Here we
attention bas been called to it, that that dtnd they have charged for the goods, and
charge for freight should bave been made, besides, as my hon. friend said, they havebecause most of the goods were to be deliv- 1lcharged for their time in strengtbening the
ered at the coast. I am informed by my packages, ln repacking, so much an bour,
officers that so far as the goods which were and then they bave gone to work and eharg-to go up via Glenora and Teelin were con- Led time for marking the goods. Then, theycerned, the first lot that we bought we paid .have cbarged for the materlal used In strap-

Mr. EARLE.
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ping and packing goods, even the clutch
nails they put in they have charged for.
Then, the freight on the goods, wharfage,
and so on. This is certainly an extraordi-
nary aceount.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. It was necessary to pack these
goods in a very special way, very different
from ordinary packing.

Mr. FOSTER. And Bate & Son got a
very speclal order. Recolleet that Bate's
bill amounts to $34,744. That is not an
order that comes to a man like Mr. Bate, or
a man like my hon. friend from Hamilton
(Mr. Wood), every hour of the day.

Mr. WOOD.
charged for.

The packages are always

Mr. FOSTER. When I go into my hon.
friend's place of business and give him an
order for $34,O00 worth of goods, does he
charge me his time for marking those
goods ? No, I should think not. Here they
charge for all the little boxes In which the
goods are put up.

Mr. WOOD. Small boxes are charged for.
Mr. FOSTER. Cigar-boxes and the like

of that ?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. They are not charged here.
Mr. WOOD. These packages have to be

carried on men's shoulders, and they are
packed with 50 to 75 pounds each. These
small packages really ln the aggregate cost
more than large ones, therefore, they are
charged for. They have got to be supplied
with iron hooks and all this kind of thing.

Mr. EARLE. I would invite the Minister
or any one else who knows anything about
the way Government business Is conducted,
to step down to the office of the Controller
of Mounted Police. He has just now a bill
of goods to be delivered, part ln Victoria
and part ln Vancouver, and they call for
them to be put up in a certain way. They
call for 2 tons of oatmeal to be put in 10-
pound tins, and they state dlstinetly tu aUl
these cases that the price is to include the
package. In this case the outaide price Is
charged In every Instance for package. I
do not know the price of oats In this coun-
try, but they are charged here $48 for 2,000
pounds.

Mr. WOOD. You do not mean to say that
the packages ln which these 10-pound lots
would be packed would be given free ?

Mr. EARLE. I mean to say that they
invariably call for goods to be put up In
certain ways, and you have to tender for
them put up in these sized packages, and
you cannot charge for the packages. The
bills are here.

Mr. WOOD. I am shipping goods to the
Klondike, and I charge for packages.

Mr. WALLACE. If the hon. member is
shipping a keg of nails, does he charge for
the keg ?

Mr. WOOD. Certainly not.
Mr. EARLE. Fancy $48 a ton for oats. I

never saw any such prices pald for them ln
our country. Everybody knows that oats
go ln bags-you do not take oats and throw
them around loose-and the bag goes with
them. Here they make a charge of $48 a
ton, and on top of that some $10 or $12 be-
sides for package. It runs all through the
>Mls that I have gone through. I have not gone
through every item, because there are many
little things that are charged for that may
not be worth one-half of what is charged.

Mr. FOS'T'ER. There is an extraordinary
charge lhere. Mr. Bate charges for 120 work-
ing days, of 10 hours per day, for packing.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHIERIES. For one man per day ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. You never eau get
me to believe, that to pack all that was in-
eluded in that BiUll, would take one man 120
days, working 10 hours a day, or 120 men
working one day. It Is simply preposterous.
The fact of the matter is that Mr. Bate has
had the run of the yard. There was every
reason why he should have lt. There was
no reason why he should not have It.

The MINISTER OF MARINE
FISHERIES. What is the reason ?

AND

Mr. FOSTER. The reason is that there
were no tenders called for. The hon. Min-
ister knows as well as anybody that he
simply gave to this man, gave to the other
Man, and gave to the third man lu bis line
of specialties. Mr. Bate received $34,000 of
an order from this Government without
practically a shadow of anything like a
tender. That was ail threshed out last year
and there is no need of going over it again.
because the hon. Minister had to defead
himself for making these purchases without
tender. There was hurry ; there was this
and that and the other, ail of which, in our
cpinion, were but excuses for giving Mr.
Bate this great order. Mr. Bate got this
V34,000 order, and In addition he las charged
for packages, strengthening, marking goods.
strapping and cluteh nails. He has charged
1,205 hours at 15 cents an hour for packing.
It seems to me perfectly absurd. Then
$2,000 odd dollars have been paid to him
for freight when the bargain was that he
was to deliver his goods freight free at Van-
couver. There must be some reason why
the hon. Minister and the staff of his depart-
ment were so utterly regardless of the
money of the country and of business me-
thods as to allow this. There is not a man
that ought to be allowed to stay In the de-
partment five minutes who had charge of
this, if he knew what the contract was.
knew what his Minister had said here and
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allowed al these charges which were ex-
pressly against the arrangement made, as
was made clear by the hon. Minister in this
House. I think this committee ought to
know the reason, because the hon. Minister
is as much surprised as any one, but sur-
prise does not bring the money back to the
country which has been taken from it
wrongfully. The idea of a man charging
for 120 days' work in packing an order that
was given him ! It must have gone ont
wide and broad that the Government was
fair plunder for certain men and they took
advantage of it.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The business of making this con-
tract and having these goods put up pro-
perly was in the hands of the then Quarter-
master General.

Mr. FOSTER. I do not care whose hands
It was in.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I do not suppose the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Foster) does, but I am only telling
bim. 'He is a reputable officer of the Im-
perial Army, a man whose reputation for
straightforwardness and ability was gener-
ally believed to be excellent. Last year I
read a statement from Col. Lake to the
House, as follows :-

The points to be noted with regard to the
allotment of tenders for stores for the Yukon
force to the successful tenderers appear to me
to be as follows :-

The first order given for the preparation of the
force contemplated that the force should start in
ten days' time from the giving of the order. As
every detail had to be worked out, from the set-
tling of the uniform to be worn, the amount
ard nature of the dally ration each day, down to
the actual detail of the men to compose the
force, It is evident that we were very much.
pressed for time, and that practically it was all
but impossible to advertise in the press for ten-
ders for these supplies to be submitted in theI
usual way. As a matter of fact, several firms
were invited and did submit tenders. For In-
stance, Messrs. H. N. Bate & Sons, the Hudson's
Bay Company, Mr. J. Strachan, of Montreal, the
Ogilvie Milling Company, Harris Brothers, Ham-
ilton, Mr. J. Jamieson, of Ottawa, the Bovril
Co. (Limited), and one or two others.

Mr. CLARKE. Were they all for gro-
cerles ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. No, not all. That of the Bovril
Company vas not, of course. Messrs. Bate
& Sons, Mr. Strachan, and Hudson's Bay
Company tendered for groceries. The Ogil-
vie Milling Company tendered for flour :
Harris Bros.. of Hamilton. for biscuit. and
I do not know what Mr. Jamieson of Ottawa
tendered for.

Mr. POSTER. Biscuit.
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE-
Secondly, In allowing these contracts, consid-

crable attention had to be paid tu tne uncer-
Mr. FOSTER.

tainty of the conditions of the route and the
means of transport. For instance, it was for
some time uncertain whether the stores would
be conveyed by sleighs, by toboggans, by pack
transport, or by men. Further, we were constantly
receiving additional Information about the route.
It was, therefore, most desirable, it may be sald
essential, that we should have our contractors
close at hand in order that we might direct them
as to the method of packing, and answer the
numerous questions of detail which arose in the

1 course of the fulfilment of the contracts. I
niay say that from the time that the contract was
allotted to Messrs. H. N. Bate & Sons to the time
the goods were delivered to the railway com-
pany for transport, we were in almost daily com-
munication with their representative, as to the
manner in which the stores were to be packed
and preserved for keeping, &c. In the case of
the Hudson's Bay Company, to whom a consid-
erable portion of the contract -was allotted, we
had personal instructions given to them by the
officer commanding the force, and we were, in
addition, fortiied by our knowledge of the vast
experience of this company in packing.

At the same time, that it may be seen that
the prices paid by u, to our contractors were
not excessive, a list of the more important arti-
cles, and the price for each, Is attached, to-
gether with a list of the prices current in the
wholesale market at the present time. It may
also be remarked that it was a matter of com-
mon knowledge from newspapers that a force of

1 men would be sent to the Yukon district, and
that they would, of course, require supplies ;
and it may be stated that the 'Hudson's Bay Com-
pany submitted their tender solely on informa-
tion derived from the press. It was, there-
fore, open to any other contractors ta have adopt-
ed the same course.

It Is true that the expedition did not start
until May. although ordered early in March ;
but It nmust be borne in mind that throughout
the whole of the period It was impossible to
say how soon the force mlght be required to
mrove. and it was, therefore. necessary to be
prepared with our arrangements without loss of
time.

It will be remembered that there were two
main supplies of stores : first, the supplies actu-
ally taken with the de'tachment itself for Its
use ; secondly, the reserve supplies for delivery
by sea, and via the mouth of the Yukon River.
Having arranged for the delivery of the first
consignmrent by certain contractors, and having
explained to. themi all the conditions attending
the transaction, there was evident advantage in
giving the further contracts to the same people,
and avoiding a repetition of process of giving
Ir:structions. Further, these contractors were in
a position to secure us, as tbey did secure lis,
against the extra expense which would otherwise
have been Incurred consequent upon the great
rise in the wholesale prices of all provisions,
which was brought about early in April by the
war between the United States and Spain.

Mr. EARLE. I am not finding fault with
the prices charged, If the goods were de-
livered as it was stated they would be de-
livered.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Are the prices charged ad-
mitted to be reasonable ?

Mr. McDOUGALL. No, they are not.
The MINISTER OF MARINE AND

FISHERIES. I did not ask the hon. mem-
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ber for Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall); hbe
knows nothing about it.

Mr. McDOUGALL. I have as good a
right to answer as any member in this
House.

Mr. EARLE. The prices, as far as I
have had time to look over therm-I have
not gone into them minutely-are sligntly
higher than you have paid on the coast
for similar goods for the Mounted Police.
But on top of that is this large amount
charged for extras and freight. Now, what
does the Minister propose to do about this ?
Is he going to permit it? When he tried
to refute my argument last year, as to our
ability to supply goods on the coast at
equally low prices with the eastern people,
he said he was doing better here, and that
he could lay the goods down cheaper in
British Columbia than he could buy them
there. But now we find when the bills
come in that the Minister did not state the
facts. Fe has to pay, and has paid these
heavy charges on top of the actual cost
of the goods. It is extremely unfair to1
subject our people on the coast to such
competition as that. It is simply giviug the
contractor here a bonus over and above the
prices which he should supply them at
under reasonable competitlon. Now, I am
not speaking for myself, for I have no in-
terest in the matter, because I could not1
do any business with the Government, being
a member of Parliament, but our people on
the coast feel that if the Government have
any business or trade to give, they should
at least have a foir share of it. We have
nen in the business there who are quite
able to pack such goods without having a
man standing over them. As I told the
Minister last year, the idea of appointing
a man like Col. Lake to superintend the
packing of these goods, a man who knows
nothing whatever of the manner in which
goods should be packed for handling in
this country, to appoint hlm to that posi-
tion was nonsensical, when you could get
men on the coast wbo have thirty or thirty-
five years' experience un that business. Last
year the Minister to!d us as one of the rea-
sons why the goods should be purchased
in Ottawa, that somebody should supervise 1
the packing of them for their destination.
That is, as I have said, simply nonsense.,
The House certainly deserves some further
explanation as to what Is to be donc about
this amount pald for frelght to Messrs. Bate
& Sons.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. Col. Lake had great experience
In matters of this kind in India In the Im-
perial service, and it was part of bis duty
as Quartermaster General to see to this
matter. Besides, we have Capt. Benoît in i
the department, who was there during the 1i
whole of the North-west trouble. and no fi
doubt he had a great deal of experienceI

in forwarding supplies. Su far as the item
for frelght is concerned, I can only say that
I am surprised to see that item there. I
have not the explanation at the present
time, but I shall get It, and I will give the
fullest explanation on the Yukon item in
the main estimate.

Mr. EARLE. As far as I am conceried,
I shall certainly demand that the item stand
until we get the information. This matter
is too serious to pass over in that way. It
certainly is not an ordinary item. I look
upon it as a very serious matter.

Mr. FOSTER. Most extraordinary.
Mr. EARLE. Yes, I consider it most ex-

traordinary, and because of that the item
sbould stand.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. This vote is really required.

Mr. COOHRANE. It should not be re-
quired at all.

Mr. EARLE. This billb as been pald.
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-

FENCE. Yes, it was- paid out of the vote
which was taken for the year 1897-98, but
you might as well stop the whole of the
militia Estimates as this one, so far as
that goes. If the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Earle) will not press his objection, I think
I can get him a satisfactory explanation.

Mr. BARLE. I think my objection is a
very reasonable one.

Mr. OOOHRANE. It is a strange thing
to find the Minister of Militia trying to
get behind one of his officers for a de-
fence. We have too much of that kind of
thing done by the Ministers. Why do you
not come out and assume the responsib-
lity ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I do.

Mr. COOHRANE. You were taking re-
fuge behind one of your officers.

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
PENOE. I said Col. Lake was in charge
of this.

Mr. OOCHRANE. Is not this an astound-
ing thing ? Did I understand the hon.
member for Victoria. B.C., (Mr. Earle) to say
that the Minister of Militia pald in Ottawa
about the same prices, or a little higher, as
he wouild have to pay in Victoria for simi-
ar goods ?

Mr. EARLE. Yes. I have. not looked
exhaustively through the accounts, but 1
should say the prices run a little higher.

Mr. OOOHRANE. That is an astound.
ng thing, and I do not see how any Min.
ster can attempt to justify it. Here we
ind them buying milk on the coast at about
half what they paid for it in Nova Scotia,
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although it originally came from Nova Sco.
tia.

Mr. CLARKE. That was reindeer milk.
Mr. COCHRANE. Yes, but the Reindeer

milk is the same price all over. At all
events, it should be cheaper in Nova Scotia
than Britisli Columbia, but it appears
that the Government have some friends
here, that they think they are entitled to
more consideration than their friends on
the Pacific coast.

were robbing the country with our extrava-
gance, and that we should not do anything
of this kind without tender. And now the
Minister, with that bland smile of his, tells
us that it was an official in whom he had
every confidence who did this job. I thinir
it is a humiliating position for a Minister
to occupy to get up in this House and teI
us that he has allowed bis officials to run
riot with the people's money, instead of hav-
Ing fthe manliness to get up and tell us that
he gave this business to his friends and put
a job on the country.

The MINISER O ARINE AiND

FISIERIES (Sir Louis Davies). That ex- Mr. CLANCY. I think the Minister of
plains the milk in the cocoanut. Marine and Fisheries asked a very proper

Mr. COCHRANE. It is too serious a question, when he asked the hon. member
thing for the Minister of Marine to joke for Victoria, B.C. (Mr. Earle) if he had any
about. He was serious enough when he complaint to make of the prices, and whe-
was in Opposition on this side of the House. ther there was more paid for the goods here
He has the fact staring him in the face than on the coast. The rather startling
that he paid $8 per case for Reindeer milk answer came, that a little higher price was
iu Nova Scotia, where it was condensed, paid lu Ottawa than would be paid for
and only $5.60 in British Columbia after it the same goods on the coast. But there was
was taken across the continent. something in addition to that : there was

the freight from here to British ColumbiaTlie MINISTER 0F MARINE AND to be added. There ivas more-the packing
FISHERIES. I deny that ooint blank. o be ads. There was more-the ing

•of the groods. There was still another item
Mr. COCHRANE. I did not look into the -the packages. The hon. member for Vie-

matter myself, but the hon. member for toria made it pretty clear that the trade is
Cape Breton (Mr. McDougall) said you paid so w'ell settled that when goods are ordered,
double. Anyhow you cannot deny the tact they are ordered in certain sized packages.
ln the Auditor General's Report that you the prices including the packages in every
paid more for goods in Ottawa than you case. There is surely some mistake about
could get the same goods for in British Co. this. I cannot bring myself to believe that
lumbia. this transaction is so bad as it appears, but

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND It is so bad that there is no necessity so ur-
FISHERIES. The lon. member gentas to induce the committee to consent
Earle) does not complain of the prices. item going through until there is an

I explanation.
Mr. COCHRANE. He does. He says ITeMNSE FFNNE fwyou d he fo th inOtt ys The MINISTER OF FINANCE. If weyou paid a litte higher for them in Ottawa 1 were taking a vote for the payment of thistitan you wouid liave liad to pay -for the1 bill there would be something ln the criti-same goods in Victoria, and in addition to bill, th ou ge sme hingoite crti

that, you pay $2,000 for freight across the ei, be ht geontle e o s but this
continent, and you pay a large sum to men for There it be oppnwiseyhas a pater
packing the goods. It is the most astound- There wIll be ample opportunity at a later
ing piece of business that I ever heard of.sei
You pay slightly more in Ottawa for the isuggest to hon. gentlemen that we might let
goods than they could be got for on the the item pass on the understanding that It
coast; then, you pay for packing and all will be the subject of full discussion under
other expenses, and after that you pay the vote for the Yukon. I think that Is a
$2,000 or $3,000 for freight. In British Col- fair way to deal with It.
umbia. where you could get the goods at less Mr. FOSTER. I want to refer to anothermoney, and I dare say already packed, be- transaction. We want to see what kind ofsides you would have the advantage of bargains are made by the Minister of Mili-the freight. I do not object to the Min- tia. I have nothing to say about Col. Lake.Isters giving the advantage to their friends He may have selected the goods, while thewhen other things are equal; but, as a re- payments went through other officers, andpresentative of the taxpayers of Canada, I the strictures have reference to them andobject to you giving it to your friends at the Minister who has them in charge, and
·such enormous cost. I say give the whole who consented to the payments. Does the-community a chance, and then, other things committee think It is a business-like ar-
being equal, give the work to your friends. rangement to go to a company and ask It toBut, in the first place, you have decelved the take a certain amount of freight 150 miles,electors by getting the position you occupy and to supply 200 men going at the sameunder false pretenses. You told us. when time-able-bodied men, soldiers every one ofyou were on this side of the House, that we them, who do their share of the work right

Mr. COCHRANE.
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along-so that the company wIll make an
actual profit, above every cent of cost to
them,, of $21,000, with the men's services
given free ?

The -MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The hon. gentleman is not quite
correct. The company have shown items of
the account, and they have not charged any-
thing for the men. They supplied horses,
mules and men of their own.

Mr. FOSTER. I did not say they cbarged
for the men. I say that the Hudson Bay
Company undertook to take these supplies
froni Telegrapli Creek to Teslln Lake, and
they supplied what horses and what pack
mules were necessary to carry it. They had
whatever services were given, be they great
or small. by the 200 men who went over.
Whatever those services were worth, they
got them.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). I may be wrong, but It seemns
to me that the hon. gentleman Is making an
argument which will not hold, in the light of
the facts. I understand that these men did a
certain amount of work; but the Hudson
Bay Company only got paid their actual
outlay, and the work which the men did
prevented a certain outlay on the part of
the company, and saved a corresponding
amount to the department.

Mr. FOSTER. Quite so. The Hudson Bay
Company paid actual costs and charges, and
these men did whatever work they could.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. The Hudson Bay Company were
not paid for that.

Mr. FOSTER. They were not paid, so far
as actual costs and charges were concerned.
but they were pald their bonus of 20 per
cent, amounting to $21,293 ; and I say they
earned their bonus much more easily for
baving the 200 able-bodied men whom they
simply took over.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. Suppose the men had not been
there. Assuming the hon. gentleman's ar-
gument to be sound, and that it cost the
Hudson Bay Company double, the country
would have had to pay $41,000 commission,
instead of $21,000.

and by the 1st of July they had got
the first batch of 60 over. Then they
took over the second batch-140 men.
That would take them about the same
time, or it might take them a little longer.
Anyway the first batch went over in thirty
days or about that, and the second bateh
took twice as long, or sixty days. There
were ninety days of work. and for that
ninety days of work the Hudson Bay Com-
pany was paid every cent of the cost and
charges, and then given a bonus of $21,293.
That does not look to me like good business
management. It is a tremendous profit to
give over and above every cent of the cost
and charges. $20,000 for two or two and a half
months' work. I do not think that it shows
good management eith.- that my hon. friend
paid on about $50,000 worth of goods, $257,-
000 for transport alone from Vancouver, a
part of it around by Wrangel and a part of
it through from Glenora or Telegraph Creek
to Teslin Lake and so down by water car-
riage. It is a tremendous amount to pay.
My hon. friend was let in. When he had
competition, when he had freight carriers,
and when he had the making of a contract
with these men, he was not careful to make
it a condition of this large order that he
was to pay $250 per ton and $300 per ton,
per ton weight and not ton measurement. He
left that option open, so that they exercised
their option, and instead of his paying for
ton by weight, he paid for the tonnage at the
rate of $250 and $300 per ton, according as
it was Dawson or Selkirk, under measure-
ment, which was between two and three
times as much as It would have been by
weiglht. He had ofTers to take this frelght
Dawson per weight ton and not measure-
ment ton for $275. The offer was made to
Mr. Peters by a reputable and worthy firm
on the coast, who would have been glad to
have got the contract, because it was a large
aorder. But instead of that the hon. gentle-
man pays tbat much per ton mîeasurement,
which is twice as many tons as per welght
measurement. All these things put together
show ·an amount of extravagant mismanage-
ment for which the country has to pay most
roundly. The hon. Minister says this item
might be allowed to go through because the
b ll ias been pald. I suppose nearly all the
bIlls have been paid. How much of that
$250.000 which he is asking does he still
owe ?

Mr. FOSTER. I am not pressing that part
of the argument very strongly ; but I am Te MINIStER50,L00.
saylng that It was an advantage to the Hud-Fo
son Bay Company to have 200 men, all able-1Mr. FOSTER. Probably fot as much as
bodied. drilled and disciplined. to help to1tht when you came ta shave it down close.
do that work. While it kept the actual costs Where did the hon, gentleman find the
and charges down, it at the same time en-
abled them to earn their bonus much more money ta pay the $200000
easily and with much less trouble than If
they had had to go to the expense of getting Cs
men. Now, they took the frelght over 150
miles, and they did it in what time ? About Mr. POSTER. ffow did ho first propose
the sttwf June they took w ye stuhfeunnharge, ta pay ity?
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The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. In our Estimates for the current
year, we estimated $75,000 to pay the goods
which went up via the Yukon, and about
$50,000 to pay for those that went across
via Teslin, and we expected to have had
under the ordinary vote for the permanent
force, a considerable amount of money
which we have not used, and which remains
still unused. But the Auditor General ob-
jected to our using it. He called our atten-
tion to the fact that if we wanted money. we
must get it in some other way.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. f riend had a vote
for the payment of the permanent force.
These 200 men belonged to the permanent
force. It was not the most violent streteli
that hias been made in Gabinet appropria-
tions to say that if you have a vote for the
permanent force, you might use a portion of
the money to pay a portion of the permanent
force In the Yukon, and you tried to divert
that vote. Parliament did not suppose you
were going to do that when you asked for
that vote for the permanent militia, and the
Auditor General said : No, these appropria-
tions mean what they say and you will not
be allowed to do it. There is a certain
method by which you can get money ; you
eau get a Governor General's warrant. That
is a fact well worth being kept in mind.
The Auditor General found out from the
Minister, who was frank enough to tell him,
that he wanted to use a certain ainount of
money for that purpose. Being forewarned.
he said : No. you cannot take it from that
vote. Did other Minister's divert votes with-
out the Auditor General knowlng anything
about It ? There Is positive truth that In the
Auditor General's opinion, these votes mean
what they say, and you ought not to divert
them even to matters intimately connected,
such as, for instance, the payment off a part
of the permanent force, not employed in that
capacity, but for another purpose.

What does the hon. Minister propose to
do with referonc3 to the freight charges ?
Does he propose to say to Mr. Bate : These
must be refunded. We want an answer to
that, and then we will talk about this item
going through, with the privilege, of course.
of discussing some points of It when we come
to another vote. The Minister knows the
terms of the contract. He told the House
In good falth what It was. I think he can-
not do less than demand that the noney
should be refunded.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE. I wIll toanorrow mornlng Inquire
Into the whole matter and see exactly what
the situation Is. As the hon. gentleman is
good enough to say, I certainly made my
statement here In good faith last year, and i
have my own recollection of what took place.
But I cannot make any further promise
than that I shall see the letter of the con-
tract entered into with Mr. Bate carried

Mr. POSTER.

Mr. FOSTER. Did you have a written
contract?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
PENCE. I am not sure that we have-cor-
respondence, I suppose.

Mr. EARLE. Can we not take the state-
ment of the hon. Minister, given on the floor,
at a time when these thIngs were fresh, as a
correct statement of the contract ?

The MINISTER 0F MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. If the hon. gentleman will allow
me, I will make a statement to the House at
the very earliest moment on Monday or
Tuesday, of everything connected with the
matter. I cannot promise any more than
that to-night.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Wliere did the hon.
gentleman receive the flour in Messrs. Bate's
bill, was it in the city of Ottawa ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. No, delivered ln Vancouver.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Was there none of
the $2,051 of freight charged paid on that
flour?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I cannot tell the hon. gentleman
now. I have promised a full statement on
Monday.

Mr. McDOUGALL. The flour is the heav-
!est article ln the whole bill, and If we find
$2,051 charged on the rest of the goods, it
will be found to be a very great charge.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I will get the hon. gentleman al]
the prices. Let it stand until Monday.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I think It
would be hardly fair to ask the Minister of
Militia to make any statement which would
imply a reflection upon Messrs Bate & Sons
without givlng him an opportunity of seeing
them. They are a respectable firm in this
city, and no one would want to assume
that there was any intentional overcharge
on their part. I do not think he should ba
called upon to make an engagement to de-
mand a refund on the ground of overcharge
without asking for an explanation. There
is an apparent discrepacey, it is true, be-
tween the Minister's statement and the ae-
count, and the Minister said -that he would
see the contractors and get an explanation.
The fSm Is one of high standing, and I am
bound to assume, until they have had an
opportunity to explain the matter, that they
have an explanation which will be forth-
comIng in due course.

Mr. FOSTER. There is' evidently a mis-
understandlng here. The Mlnister under-
stood and now understands that frelght was
to be paid by Messrs. Bate and Sons. I
have not a word to say against the firm of
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Bate and Sons. Of course everybody knows
them to be a respectable firm. If they
made this charge, it was contrary to what
the Minister thinks was the agreement. I
do not think it is unreasonable for the Min-
ister to say : I will see Messrs. Bate &
Sons. and we will talk the matter over. If
the agreenent is such as I thought It to be,
I will ask the flrm to refund that freight.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. I have said that already.

Mr. FOSTER. That being so, I do not
think we can do other than adopt the sug-
gestion of the Minister of Finance. But I
do think this packing business. and so on
should not be allowed. I wish the hon. Min-
ister would get an explanation of that at the
same time.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. I will get that at the same
time. Messrs. Bate & Sons are a firm that
cannot afford to have accusations of this
kind brought before them without an expla-
nation. I am sure they will want to take
the earliest opportunity of placing an expla-
nation of these items in my bands.

Mr. EARLE. I am content to let the
item go through and discuss the subject
when some other Item comes up. Of course,
I cannot afford, as you can understand, as
a representative of a Pacifie coast town to
allow these matters to pass without criti-
cism. It Is only a matter of fairness to our
traders. It did seem extraordinary to me
that Messrs. Bate & Sons should wilfully do
a thing of that sort. They could not afford
to do It. But the figures are there, and an
explanation is naturally called for. Can the
Minister give us a statement of the amount.
of freight that went by the Yukon ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. I do not think the hon. gen-
tieman was in when I stated there was 500
tons by measurement and 300 by weight.

Mr. EARLE. Was It to be dellvered at
Dawson ? I presume It bas all been de-
livered-250 tons at Fort Selkirk and 259
tons at Dawson, of wbieh 50 tons are for
the North-west Mounted Police. Did the
Boston and Alaska Transportation Company
deliver that freight ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. It was delivered in their ves.
sels. But they got Into difficulties going up
the river and Commissloner Ogilvile really
had to make arrangements to have the ves-
sels taken charge of and the goods deliver-
ed. He paid the bills, and we paid him. So
far as the Boston and Alaska Compalny are
concerned, we have made no settlement
with It, absolutely ; we have not paid them
a dollar nor do we intend to do so until the
goods are all delivered aceording to con-
tract. That is. so far as they can be de-
livered aecordIng to contract ; for the time

limit was 31st August. When that time limit
expired. we gave them notice that we were
not held. We propose to give them what
they are fairly entitled to, after. deducting
every charge that can fairly be made
against the company.

Mr. FOSTER. Where did you take hold
of that freight ?

The MINISTER OF . MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. Below Dawson.

.Mr. EARLE. Can you tell how much
these goods have cost you delivered at
these points ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. They cost $300 at Selkirk;
$250 at Dawson.

Mr. EARLE. Measurement tons?
The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND

DEFENCE. Yes.
Mr. McDOUGALL. When the Minister

brings the Information, I would like to ask
him to be kind enough to bring information
with regard to the price charged for oats ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE. I tell the hon. gentleman that,
now that my attention has been called to
this matter. I will get Information with re-
gard to every item in the Auditor General's
Report.

Mr. FOSTER. The main part of the in-
formation is yet to come. We would like a
short. statement from the Minister as to
what these troops have been doing and
where they have been stationed during the
current year. I do not want to go into
the whole matter of policy under this vote.
We will take that under the main vote. I
just want to know what they have been
doing during the present year.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. At first they were all stationed
at Selkirk. That was In the last of Sep-
tember. Barracks were constructed there.
Shortly after that and before the close of
navigation Commissioner Ogilvie made a
requisition for fdfty men to go to Dawson
and assist the Mounted Police. The de-
tachment now at Dawson consists of two
officers and seventy non-commissioned offi-
cers and men. The duty of the force there,
as that of all military forces, Is rather one
of reserve power ln case of necessity. These
men. it seems, have been actively engaged
in certain duties. The men at Fort Sel-
kirk have been a reserve force ready to
act in case they were required ln any part
of the Yukon district.

Mr. FOSTER. Will the hon. gentleman
tell me what has been the total cost of these
men. taking transport, s-upplles and every-
thing, for the current year ?

The MINtSTER OF ItILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. It is very difficult, as my hon.
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friend will see, to give an e.stimate, because
ln this very heavy expenditure for carry-
lng freight is included the cost of provi-
sions for about two years ; so it is not fair
to charge it all to the present year. But
the actual expenditure for the present year
has been $350,000. We expended $100,000
in the previous year.

Mr. FOSTER.
this year.

Which really belongs to

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. There were two months, of course,
of the pay, allowances, clothIng and all that
and we have on hand food for a large part
of next year. Probably, fully two years'
food and clothing were provided at the time
the force left here in April, 1898.

Mr. FOSTER. Can you tell us exactly
what is the cost per day of the force ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. The pay is $95,000 per year, and
the rest is about $60,000.

Mr. POSTER. That report my hon. friend
read, is that the only report ln his depart-
ment ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE.
FENCE. No, there are other reports, but
none yet published.

Mr. POSTER. Do not you have regular
reports coming from your commanding offi
cer detaillng everything that these men
are doing ?

The MINISTER OF iMILI[TIA AND DE-
FENCE. Yes, and they will appear ln
the next annual report of the militia. There
are some very interesting reports, among
them a valuable report as to the progress,
of the force over the route from Glenora
to Teslin. I have here a map of the dis-
trict made by a graduate of the Royal
Mllitary College.

Mr. POSTER. I would like the Minis-
ter to bring down to the House as soon as
possible what will give the House a fair
Idea of the work of those soldiers during
the year. It would be interesting to know
how they got ln there, but that will come
out ln the general report. I want to get
at the usefulness of the force, and what
they are doing from day to-day.

The MINLSTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE. I have a detailed report for seve-
ral months. I would be glad to furnish
that.

Mr. FOSTER. I would like the Minis-
ter to revise the figures so as to have them
accurate, with reference to the total cost
of getting in there. Of course, he has got
the approximate cost.

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
FENCE. I will endeavour to produce what
the hon. gentleman requires.

Mr. BORDEN (King's).

Mr. FOSTER. We should have that a
little while before the main vote comes on
With that information before us it would
facilitate the vote.

Post Office-
Amount required for this service, in-

cluding special allowance to rail-
way mail clerk, A. C. James, now
on special duty in the Yukon dis-
trict, making his salary equal to
$2,000 a year since October lst,
1898......... ............. $103,900 90

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I move
to reduce that item to $28,900. The vote
estimated for the Mounted Police includes
this item, and it is not necessary to take
it ln two departments. The cost will be
apportioned as a matter of book-keeping
between the two departments. The Mount-
ed Police will be paid out of the vote, and
then the officers will apportion the cost be-
tween the two departmients. We deduct
$75,O00, which is in the estimate of the
Mounted Police.

Mr. FOSTER. Does not my hon. friend
think that that $75,00 should be voted
here, and shoutd be dropped from the
Mounted Police, when we come on to con.
currence ? There is no other way of do-
ing it. The appropriation is made here,
and if the appropriation is made here for
Mounted Police, it is impossible for you to
transfer it ln your books. It cannot ap.
pear in the accounts. It is an appropria-
tion for Mounted Police, and what you want
is an appropriation for mail service. If
$75,000 is your calculation of what the Post
Office Department will require to pay for
th:s mail service there, that $75,000 should
be voted for mail service and never should
have been put under Mounted Police ln
the first place. In doing it that way you
will have a parliamentary appropriation,
and you have a basis for your accounts.
Is there any reason why it should not be
done in that way?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There
Is no reason, except that It Is not necessary
to vote it twlce, and at present the scheme
my hon. friend suggests la an Impracticable
one. Nobody can tell precisely until the
end of the fiscal year, until all the accounts
are brought ln, how much of the cost of the
police service Is properly chargeable to one
department and how mueh to the other de-
partment. When we come to the item of
the Mounted Police, if It ls necessary to ear-
mark it by making the very proper provision
and safeguard that we should attach to
these votes that a portion is to go to the
mail service, It la quite easy to get over the
difficulty that my hon. friend has mentIoned
by indicating In connection with that vote:
"Including the cost of mail service, and to
be apportioned," or some such words as
these. There is a larger vote for Mounted
Police, andi it includies the two services. J
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quite recognize the force of the hon. gentle-
man's observation that there should be
something in connection with every vote of
money indicating the service to which It be-
longs, but that point can be easily provided
for when we come to the other Item, the
Item of the Mounted Police, which Includes
this service and the other service. I will
have no objection to having some words in-
serted which will get over my hon. friend's
objection, an objection which perhaps has
force in it.

Mr. POSTER. I have no objection to that;
I think It is reasonable. Of course, that
item Is passed, but I imagine after the state-
ment that has been made by the hon. Post-
mter General, that on concurrence lit wlU
be possible to indicate In this vote that It Is
to Include the cost of postal service to be
apportioned and charged ultimately to the
Post Office Department. I quite acknowl-
edge that It is rather difficult to apportion
the cost until you get all the accounts ln. I
suppose you really have them pretty well
ln now.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No, I
asked Col. White. If I could have got the
information, I wouid have given it.

Mr. POSTER. It may be that it will re-
quire some time for adjustment. I think,
elther now or before the item for the Mount-
ed Police is concurred ln, that we should
have a general statement from one of the
Ministers as to the principle upon which
they propose to make this apportionment. If
the hon. Postmaster General will be pre-
pared upon concurrence on ,the Item that
these words should be put in to indicate to
the House, then the House knows something
of what It Is doing, and the Auditor General
has an Indication of what Parliament meant.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I have
asked Col. White, but he could not give me
anything sufficlently definite ; but if It is
possible to be anything sufficiently definite
before we reach that stage of the Estimates,
1 will see that my hon. friend fias that in-
formation.

Mr. POSTER. I would like to know the
principle upon which the distribution shall
be made ln the Yukon. Wlll the hon. gen-
tleman give us an explanation of that $28,-
000 vote ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. We have
organized a post office at Dawson City,
where there are a postmaster and about ten
clerks. The postmaster is pald at the rate
of $3,200 a year. He did not enter upon his
duties until about three months after the
begInning of .the fiscal year, so that this in-
cludes about. three-quarters of the year's
salary as postmaster of Dawson City.

Mr. POSTER. Who ls the postmaster?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Mr.

Hartman.

Mr. POSTER. Who is he ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He at

one time lived in York County. When he
was appointed to the position, he was, I
think, residing in Guelph. He is the son of
a former member of Parliament, Joseph
Hartman, who before confederation repre-
sented the riding that I have now the hon-
our to represent.

Mr. POSTER. He was not in the service
previously ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He was
never in this service, but he had been a
postmaster. In his early life he was afflicted
with pulmonary troubles, and he went to
Colorado, where he became a postmaster in
a mining district. He grew out of his weak-
ness, returned to his native land and en-
gaged in business. In seeking for a man of
capacity and experience, I selected Mr. Hart-
man, and I am told that he ls giving gen-
eral satisfaction.

Mr. FOSTER. When was this post office
instituted ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Under
him ?

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL.

he was appointed in September.
I think

Mr. POSTER. What charge had the hon.
gentleman himself of postal matters in Daw-
son up to the time that Mr. Hartman went
there ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Of
course, I am the responsible head of the de-
partment. We placed the matter in the
hands of the police, and I gave Major Walsh
whatever authority I could give him. His
position was that of a sort of Governor. I
treated him as a sort of Inspector ln that
remote district, when he went up there ln
the fall of 1897, giving him general author-
ity.

Mr. FOSTER. He could not Issue postage
stamps?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No, but
I wanted some person with authority there
ln charge of the Mounted Police, and I au-
thorized him, ln writing, to take charge of
the mail service in Dawson City. There are
ten clerks, who In salary or living allowance
cost about $135 a month.

Mr. POSTER. They are not paid equally?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That Is

about what it costs. I think they are pretty
nearly equally paid.

Mr. FOSTER. Does the hon. gentleman
give them salary and allowance ý

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. We have
to pay about $75 a month board. The board
Is more than the salary. Each one gets
about $60 salary and board, which comes to
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$135 a month for each man. Mr. Hartman's the option of coming back If he wlsbes. He
salary for ten months is $2,934. The ten is at Skagway.
elerks have been on duty about the whole Mr. EARLE. You stated he was a verytime. Their account amounts to $16,400. robust man, which led me to think he
There are also sundry expenses that will would have to travel up and down theamount to $750. Then, we have an officer Yukon
stationed at Bennett, who receives the mails Yk'
for distribution and forces them on their | The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He Is
way north and easterly to Dawson and constantly going over the mountain and he
Atlin. showed a great deal of endurance and cour-

Mr. FOSTER. A sort of travelling post- age last winter. He was with a party ot
master. five, three of whom lost their lives, and he

and another only escaped. He is constantly
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No, he is going to Bennett to keep the service moving.

stationary at Bennett. I took a Mr. James an Mr. FOSTER. Who is -theostmaster atexperienced mail clerk, a very energetie and
capable man from Winnipeg, and sent him to
Skagway. Of course, it is hardly necessary iThe POSTMASTER GENERAL. Mr.
to remind hon. gentlemen that the post office Kane.
at Skagway Is on territory at present in the Mr. EARLE. From North York?
possession of the United States. At first,
we had to receive our mails at Dyea, which j1The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He was
was the exchange office established by the at Rat Portage, originally from North York.
United States. Subsequently Skagway was
established as the exchange office instead. Mr. EARLE. With regard to the despaeh
It is not for me to say, but it was said, o mails from Victoria to Vancouver, do they
that the United States postmaster there was go by he steamers that leave our coast, or
not as keen ln forwarding the mails when do they go to Seattle as they did some time
they arrived, and sending them to the interlor ago ?
of the Canadian Yukon as we could have The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I havedesired. I appointed Mr. James to go to a contract with Captain Irvine I think It is,Skagway, and the American Government or the Canadian Pacifie Navigation Com-
appointed an officer In their behalf to go to pany, to carry the mails between VancouverSkagway. These two officers are at Skag- and Victoria. We have a contract also withlway now. They have been there since last Captain Irvine, or the same company, for
year, and when the mails come ln, some for !the carrIage of the mails, between Vancou-Alaska and some for the Canadian Yukon, ver and Skagway once a week I thnk. We
these two officers receive them from the pay them so much a pound for lettetrs andpostmaster at Skagway and send them on, so much for newspapers, and so on.
Mr. James forwarding those for the Cana- j
dian Yukon. i Mr. EARLE. You do not nav hv

in that way Mr. James gets possession of
them, and pushes them on to their destina-
tion. They used to be packed acrose the
White Pass, but now, I think, they go to
the summit by rail, and If the Une is not
completed down to Bennett, of course they
have to be packed there. At Bennett our
officer delivers them to the couriers for Daw-
son and also for AtIln. He attends to the
local business, and bas also supervision of
the forwarding. Mr. James Is a mail clerk
In the civil service, and it is necessary to
have this speelal provision in the vote, or
otherwise he could only be pald the statutoryI
salary, which Is $960. He was a first-class
mail elerk with a good run in Manitobe,
and made altogether about $1,500 a year.

Mr. POSTEIR.
now ?

What do you give him

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Upon
the recommendation of the controller I
selected hlm as a man of special fitness, hav-
ing a good constitution, about 35 years old.
He is a level-headed man, and I told hlm I
would bave bis office worth to hlm $2,000
above his expenses. Of course, he does not
give up his railway mail clerkship, as he has

Mr. MULOCK.

ment ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. We pay

so much a pound, as is done by the United
States, and most European countries, al-
though, hitherto, it las not been done by
Canada.

Mr. McDOUGALL. ïHow long has that
contract been ln force ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It began
on the lst of June or some time this spring.

Mr. McDOUGALL. Is there any delivery
of mail except In Dawson Clty ln that dis-
trict ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I in-
structed the postmaster at Dawson to esta-
bIlshpost offices at centres where there
were communities.

Mr. EARLE. On the other creeks ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. He ias

instructions to do that so as to save the
people the necessity of comIng Into Dawson.
I have no doubt when I get his report it will
show le las striven to develop the service
ln that way.

6363 6364



[JUNE 30, 1899]

Mr. EARLE. He cannot do that without
money ; have you provided any for hlm'?
It is a matter of great Importance that the
miners In these districts should have a mail
service, and it should be given to them
promptly.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I agree
wlth you.

Mr. EARLE. There are some 7,000 or
8,000 people in AtUn now. Hes any post
office been established there ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Yes, we
started sending mails once a week from
Bennett to Dawson, shortly after the new
year, and we made a contract wlth Captain
Irvine for a mail service between Bennett
and Atlin, semi-weekly, during navigation.

Mr. FOSTER. What about the balance of
the items?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
total salary of the postmaster at Bennett is
$1.750, and there is $875 In this vote for the
balance of this year.

Mr. FOSTER. Does he get any allowance
besides ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No. Wý
suppose the salary to be $1,000, and the $750
is given to him to pay his board, which we
think is more satIsfactory than supplying
hlm with rations. There is $2,040. which Is
the proportion of the salary for Mr. James,
and living expenses at $60 a month for nine
months. There Is aen Item of $1,000 for his
travelling expenses, for which he wIll have
to put In his account, and he also has to pay
the paikers for the transport of mail over
to Bennett.

Mr. EARLE. That is exactly my idea
about your officer at Dawson. He ought to
be provided with a fund.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I will
make my hon. friend's mind easy on that
point. The cost of the services from the be-
ginning of navigation up to the 30th of June
between Bennett and Dawson and between
Bennett and Atlin is estlmated to be some-
wbere ln the vicinlty of $2,937.50. We have
a contract with Capt. Irving. I put the
services up at so much per round trip and
so much for the season, and the contract
was awarded to Capt. Irving. The rate per
round trip between Bennett and Dawson Is
$300, and between Bennett and Atlin $50.

Mr. EARLE. Are these weekly ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The Daw-

son service is weekly; I think the Atlin
service Is semi-weekly. Then there is an ln-
termediate point between Bennett and Daw.
son, where it was thougit there might be
some settlement. It is little off the route,
and the contract contains a provision that
we may, at our option, require the con-
tractor to provide a special service at that

point for $50 per trip ; but we have not had
occasion to exercise that option. That is by
water. There is another item, which makes
up the total to $28.96.50. With reference
to my bon. friend's inquiry whether there is
any fund yet provided to enable the post-
master at Dawson to establish these extra
services, I think that can be accomplished
in this way. We do not know anything
about that at the present time. The services
will be more or less expensive, I am afraid.
Still, they have to be established, and we
have the general post office vote, which is
not limited to any particular service, and
whieh will be quite sufficlent to carry us
through till Parliament meets. If there Is
any surplus in it, we shall not have to ask
Parliament for any special vote for the Yu.
kon. In the mean.time, it will place the de-
partment in funds for the Yukou service ;
and all that would bc necessary would be to
include in the supplementary Estimates next
session any shortage to meet the year's ser-
vices, in consequence of having unexpected
expenditure in connection with the services
in the Dawson district.

Mr. EARLE. I drew the hon. gentleman's
attention to the matter so ·that it would not
be overlooked, more than for anything else.

Yukon Provisional District-
Amount required to cover expenditure

by the Department of the Interior.
(The sums paid from this amount are
to be charged to the several services
for wbich the expenditupe was made.) $150,000

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
This appropriation is for the purpose of
covering the cost of a Governor General's
warrant that was issued on the 6th of Feb.
ruary, 1899. The facts which led to the
issue of the warrant are somewhat as fol-
lows. The House will understand, from dis-
eussions which have already taken place,
that during the last session of ParHiament
we were practically without any information
which would enable us to form a detailed
estimate of the requirements of the Yukou
district. Major Walsh only arrived in Daw-
son on, I think, the 20th of June, and the
House adjourned about that time. I had
an estimate of $50,000 for the requirements
of the Department of the Interlor. The
Post Office Department had, I thlnk, no
special appropriation ; the Public Works
Department had no appropriation except
$15,000 for work upon the rivers; and no
appropriation was made for buildings of
any kind except in the general vote for the
Mounted Police. Our offielals were ab8o-
lutely unable to form anything like an ae-
curate Idea of the expenditure that would
take place. In the case of every department
the expenditure was very much under-esti-
mated. The Militia Department underesti-
mated their expenditure by $250,00, for
which a special warrant was subsequently
issued. The Mounted Police expenditure
was very mueh under-estimated, although
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that department was in a better position space of time during which there was no
than any other to make an accurate esti- mail communication, which accounted for
mate. In the Department of tbe Interior we delay in getting advice from him, but we
found ourselves in very much the same posi- got the advice ln the latter part of Janu-
tion. We had practically no definite infor- ary, and on the 6th February we took a
mation until a short time before Major Governor General's warrant for $150,000,
Walsh returned, and then we had already and we did it upon the followIng estImate:
despatclîed Mr. Ogilvie to the district. He The commissioner advIsed us that he had
left, I think, onj the 4th of August, taking issued cheques to the amount of $39,094.67.
with him a letter of credit for $10,OOD. When It was thought then that Parliament would
le reached Dawson, lie found that the $10,- h be sitting ln May, and that if there was
000 was ouly a drop in the bucket cors -not sufficient money to carry on the ser-
pared with what was required; and Major vice. we could then come to Parliament and
Walsh was compelled to disburse c:nsider- ask for an emergency vote. Our estimate
able sams of money which le got from the was based on the requirements of the ser-
revenues. vice until the 31st May. We estimated for

r. FOSTER. Where did the officers fuel and light $31,510.50; for post office re-
Mr. FSTER. Whor.10,000th general

keep those revenues quirements, $10,000 ; for general administra-
keepthoe reenus ?tion of the Department of the Interior,

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.which embraced ,ll the salaries and what-
Up to the tine the Bank of Commerce es- 1 ever other expenses there were lu counec-
tablished an office in Dawson City, the offi- tion with the officers or the department,
eers had to keep the money in their own $70,000.
custody.Mr. FOSTER. You do ot Inlude the

Mr. POSTER. Was it kept by the Mounted customs officiais.
Police ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. The MINISTER OF THE INTEROR.
No. The Gold Co issioner, I believe, no drafts were made upon our depart-
kept the money hinself until a obbery took n theni. Thnfo stimate wad made
place, and after that I believe It was placed at that tue, lu the bellef that that amount
in charge of the Mounted Police. I am would be required on or before the lst

'n'ne ever other expenses4 there were in connec-

not speaing wia any great uegree ul o pos-

tiveness with regard to that. The larger
portion of the mnoney was collected at other
points outside Dawson City by the officers
of the Mounted Police lu connection with
the custonis officers, and the money was
under the custody of the Mounted Police.
I thlnk, at Dawson City It was kept by
the collector of customs himself and the
Gold Commissloner. Mr. Ogilvie went up
with a letter of credit for $10,000, but he
found that was qulte Inadequate for even
Immediate requirenents, and he took the
responsibility of securing a credit from the
Bank of Commerce there, which be check-
ed upon for Immediate expenditure, and ad-
vised the departinent as quickly as he could.

Mr. FOSTER. He created bis own eredit.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERI.OR.

The bank advanced the money, belleving
the Government would endorse Mr. Ogil-
vie's action. If the Goverument had re-
fused to endorse It, the bank would, of
course, have bad recourse only against Mr.
Ogilvie.

Mr. pOSTER. You did give hlm a letter
of credit here ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, for $10,000, but that was not sufficient.
He told the bank that he was out of money
and, the necessities were urgent, and the
bank advanced the money, trusting that
the Government would ratify what Mr.
Ogilvie did. Mr. Ogilvie got Up there Sbout
the mIddle of September. There was a

Mr. SIFTON.

May. I will now give the expenditure up
to the lst March at the head office and
at Dawson, so that the committee will see
what the operations of the year have been.
The expenditure at Dawson, from the time
Mr. Ogilvie got up there, prior to the lst
October, was $21,101.28.

In October ......................
November ...................
December ...................
January .....................
February ....................
March .......................

$14,974 04
17,019 35
19,102 31
10,388 33
13,703 66
16,266 54

At the head office, up to the end of March,
the expenditure was $29,818.41. The bon.
gentleman will see that that makes a total
of $142,373.92. We have sinoe been re-
funded $5,850 by the North-west Mounted
PoUce, and $1,504.50, travelling expenses of
offleials, wIll be accounted for on their re-
turn-altogether $7,354.50. So that the ex-
penses of the Department of the Interlor
at Dawson City since Mr. Ogilvie arrived
there, and at the head office since the lst
.Tuly of this fiscal year, has been $135,-
019.42. We have the $150,000 for which
we took the Governor general's warrant,
and the $50,000 appropriation, which we
took last year, which will furnish sufficient
to meet the requirements of the Minister of
the Interlor. The expenditure did not turn
out to be as large during the latter portion
of the year as anticipated, when the Gov-
ernor General's warrant was made out, so
that we have sufficient to meet the require-
ments of the year.
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Mr. FOSTER. Take one month and just
give us a sample of the expenes.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIt. I
have a statement which perhaps I had bet-
ter read, as I thought the commiIttee would
like to know, in a general way, what the
expenses are like and what the money was
being pald out for. The $39,94.67, which
is the first item in the amounts that make
up our estimate, is made up ln this way.
It ls made up of the first three items ln
the monthly expenditure -which are given.
The committee will remember that the flrst
item In the expenditure was $21,101.28, the
next $14,974.04, and the next $17,019.35.
Those being added together. and the $10,000
which Mr. Ogilvie had in the shape of a
letter of credit, being subtracted as well as
the $4.000 which was refunded by the Mount-
ed Police, makes the balance $39,094.67. I
have the Items of three months' expenditure,
and I might as well give them:

YUKON TERRITORY.

Expenditure connected with Governor General's
Warrant.

Cheques drawn by Mr. Ogilvie:
September, 1898.

Salaries for August, 1898.............. $ 1,816 09
Salaries for September, 1898...........2,683 66
Morrison & McDonald, rent of building

for post office, 3 months.............. 3,000 00
Mr. FOSTER.

month for rent ?
A thousand dollars a

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes. When Mr. Ogilvie went up there, of
course the question of the pSition of the
post office had been a matter of common
discussion. I; need not say much about it,
but the.position of the post office was very
bad. I told Mr. Ogilvie when he went there
that ln case Immediate action wae neces-
sary he would have to take the responsibil-
ity of doing what was necessary to reheve
the pressu.e. He found no possibility of
dealing with the post office satisfactorlly,
except by renting this building, and he had
to pay $1,000 a month for It.
J. W. Willison, account survey expenues $ 500 00
A. J. Prudhomme, buildin rear Gold

Comitssioner's residence and car-
penter work at ofee... ........... 1,037 00

W. H. Rourke, balance contract build-
Ing, official residence, $500; fxtures,
$30.............................630 00

Lake Bennett and Kiondike Nav. Co.,
balance of account, fares of Wm.
Ogilvie and party, Bennett to Dawson 3,189 78

Wm. Maddln, account, expenses ln-
pettiig ......... r..... . ........ 100 00

W. H. Rotrke, account,%bufing cc»i-
structed and ui;der conotruction. for
for N.-W. Mounted2 Police ,at Dawson 4,000 0

W. H. Lynch, account, travelling ex-
penses, D>awson ta Ottawa.......... 500 0

"Midnight Sun," printing.............125 00
H. A.-BlIse, account, travelling expenses 400 ,U
9. Henry, cartage....................20,00.

200

C. G. Caldwell, packing: police, $1,850;
mining recorder,.$337.50.........

J. W. Willison, account, expenses....
Thos. Fawcett, account, expenses......
Louis Carbeno, bread for Commission-

er's staff ......... ............
J. Holme & Co., stove-pipes, &c., Gov-

ernment building................ ....
Graham & Connor, garbage work......

$2,187 50
500 O
500 00

5 00

25 25
32 00

21,101 29
Letter of credit, established Aug. 2,

1898 .......................... 10,000 00
(Letter of credit over-expended, Sept. 30, 1898,

$11,101 .28.)
October, 1898.

Salaries........................
Salaries (post office)...................
E. McKeown, acc. travelling expens'es.
J. W. Willison, ace. building Crown

Timber and Land office .............
Anderson Bros., acc: for papering com-

missloner's office ...................
T. D. Macfarlane, acc. travelling ex-

penses, Dawson to Ottawa.......
G. F. Dow, caulking Government bulld-

ing .....---..-............ ..........
W. H. Rourke-

FittIng post office with boxes, &c...
FItting commissioner's and comptrol-

ler's- offices and council-room......e
Pickett and Devlin, cartage on canoes.
MeLennan & Co., stove, lamps, &C...
Bennett Lake and Klondike Nav. Co.,

freight per SS. "Flora "......
August Bense-

Log-cabin for mining recorder......
Rent of log-cabln, Bonanza Creek...

Tripple Paris, partitions ln Crown Tim-
ber and Land office and regIstrar's
office ......................... ......

Grabam & Connor, scavenger work.....
Homer & Co., cartage for commiasioner
" Klondike Miner," prlnting forms, &c.
Beaver & Lory-

Lamps, wood and oil for post office..
Wood for commissioner's building....
Rent of building, Sept. 20 to Oct. 17,

1898, at $700 per annum...........
Chas. Weber, sawing, splitting and pll-

ing wood .........-..................
J. T. Lithgow-

Petty disbursements.........
Travelling expenses, Grand Forks..

Holmes & Co., tar paper, &c.......
Alaska Com. Co., acc. rations, blankets,

&c...........................
Smith & Hobbs, extra'work, pont offiee,

destroyed by fire ....................
N. A. Trading and Transportation Co.,

rations, cotton, &C..............
Hart & Cotes, spring mattrasses.
J. P. O'Connor, scavenger work.....

$ 4,745 09
124 06
400 0»

377 81

63 00

400 00

40 00

1,600 00

1,017 50
10 09

218 5U

13 80

700 00
25 00

880
832
10
72

622 00
445 00

644 38

61 50

16 50
9 00

18 50

564 25.

1,419 71

378 50,
50 00
16 00'

14,974 O4
(Letter of credit over-expended, Oct. 31, 1898,

$26,075. 32.)
November, 1898.

Salaries ......................... $ 3,951 06
Salaries (post office)1................... 1,074 0W. Jolington-

Catpenter -work, Gold Commiseloner 115 85
Carpenter wotk, C. T. and Lad omeS 26750

Smith & fobba; ea nte 'wbrk, post
OD e .......... -hi .1 .1- -1 o ..... o82ce1

D. L SBhindler padlocks for post ofEee 2m 50
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A. J. Prudhomme, carpenter, Gold
Commissioner's office ................

J. Ladue & Co., lumber ...............
Pickett & Devlin, cartage of lumber...
" MidnIght Sun," printing .............
J. Ladue & Co., lumber..............
N. A. Trading and Transportation Co.,

furnishing Crown Timber and Land
offces ...............................

J. E. Binet, 1 month's rent.......
Thos. Fawcett, rations................
Beaver & Lory-

1 month's rent, Commissioner's office
1 month's rent, post office..........

N. A. Trading and Transportation Co.,
Rations ..............................

J. O'Connor, scavenger work.......
R. J. Jephson, acc. survey town lots..
D. Torrance, ace. wood contract.......
Alaska Com. Co., rations, outfits, &c.,
MeLennan & Co., furnishing...........
Geo. MeCord, gas-pipe for stove......

Letter of credit over-expended, Nov.

Less-Amount refunded by N.W.
Mounted Police.......

$979
556

25
170
147

209
1,000
2,470

70
58
00
00
20

75
00
60

850 00
850 00

848 15
16 00

1,500 0
500 00
174 45

98 90
3 00

$17,019 35

$43,094 ;7

4,000 00

$39,094 67
The total of these Items Is $53,094.67. Prom

this we take $10,000, the amount of Mr.
Ogilvle's letter of credit, and $4,000 refunded
by the Mounted Police, leaving a balance of
$39,094.67, which Is the first item of our
estimate of $150,000. Our estimate for build-
ing, fuel, &c., was $31,210.50, made up as
follows :-

Estimate-Building, rent, fuel, &c.
Fuel .................................
Rent of commissioner and comptrol-

ler's offcera and council-room.
Rent of Crown Timber and Land off-

ces and living-rooms ..............
Amount due to A. J. Prudhomme, for

balance of account for buildings..

Less-Amount Included in payments
made from revenue which was
omitted in makIng statement for
Governor General's warrant......

$15,000 00

6,300 0

9,000 00

1,037 00

$31,337 00

126 50

$31,210 50
We have expended at the head office here

on account of the Yukon government ln va-
rious ways a considerable sum. Our largest
expenditure Is for salaries. Men from the
east have been appolnted «whose alares ae
pafd to their familles here through perman-
ent orders left In the department. There
are expenses of fttlngs and small matters
of equlpment, and sou on, to be pald. I will
give the commIttee these tables, showing
expenditure In the Yukon territory :
Expenditure at Head Office, lst July, 1898, to

3Oth Nov., 1898 (5 months.)
1898-July ...........

Augut 9.................
September...............
October ..... .....
November.................

$ 5,240, 96*
8,644 74†
3,733 87
8,248 57
2,965 75

$18,827 89

*Includes $2,500 to Mr. Ogilvie on ace. travel-
ling expenses. t Includeu $500 to Mr. Ogilvie on
acc. travelling expenses.

Expended from st Dec., 1898, to Si1t March, 1899.

1898-December............$2,929 17
189-January ..... ............... 2,996 57

February .................... 2,830 12
March.................... 2,234 66

$10,990 52

Total ......................... $29,818 41

Expenditure at Dawson City, 1st Sept. to 31st
March, 1899.

1898-September .................... $21,101 28
October ..................... 14,974 04
November............. 17,019 35
December ................... 19,102 31

1899-,January ..................... 10,388 33
February................... 13,703 66
March ....................... 16,266 54

Dawson City ................ $112,555 51
29,818 41

$142,373 92
Less-Refunds by other depart-

ments and refund on advances
for travelling expenses...... 7,354 50

$135,019 42

I have a statement here whicb may be of
Interest, lu whlch the various classes of ex-
-penditure are taken out of the itemized
statements and classified. This total expen-
diture, which I have sald Is up to the 31st
of March, $135,019.42, after taking out
$7,354.50, which was refunds, Is classifled
as follows :-
Salaries.........................
Travelling expenses, outfit8, &c....
Buildings, rent, &c. (Publia Works

Department) .......................
Rent and salaries, &c., post offlee....
Miscellaneous ........................
Survey expenses (capital not yet trans-

ferred to survey vote).........
Printing and stationery...............
Packing, provisions, express, &c..

$45,555 55
21,052 93

28,710 73
21,069 90
1,6800

7,872 50
4,514 01
4,880 20

$135,019 42

That Item for travelling expenses ls very
large, but there ls no necessity, I should
judge, for the item belng so large ln future.
The passage of officiais ln and out bas cost
more than It wil in future, I think. Of
course, that Includes the expenditure of
Mr. Ogilvle's party golng In, and of the Gold
Commissloner and other offleers.

Mr. POSTER. Now, I propose to the Min-
Ister of Finance that, bavIng bad this state-
ment read, and it wll go upon the "Han-
sard," as Itisimpossible to me what It ls
until we see it In print, we wlil let the Item
go with the idea that on concurrence we
have the same privilege of diseson as ln
commIttee.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
'well.

Very
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The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Perhaps It would be only fair that I should
give a short statement in detail of the next
item so that It may go on "Hansard."

Mr. POWELL. I would like to call the
attention of the Postmaster General to the
fact that we are rather antiquated In the
matter of postal accommodation, while these
big expenditures are made in the west. I
think it would add greatly to the conveni-
ence of the members if we had boxes in our
post office here, so that after six o'clock on
Sunday evening, or at other times and on
holidays, when the officials are not in, the
members could obtain their mail. If we
happen ro be late coming to the office on
Saturday night we cannot get our mail until
Monday morning. I do not think It would
add much to the expenditure of the Pont
Offlee Department, or add much to the con-
tingencies of the House, if the matter cones
imnediately under the jurisdiction of the
Speaker.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I fancy
that an improvement of that kind would
bave to be directed by a committee of the
House, but I shall bave pleasure In bringing
It to the attention of the Premier. I agree
with my hon. friend that it seems to be a
very reasonable suggestion.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That
seems to belong to the Internal Economy
Committee.

Sum required to recoup the Consolidated Reve-
nue Fund for the amount of customs revenue,
$106,976.37, and of Dominion Lands, revenue, $93,-
427.48, used without legal authority by the off-
cials charged with the administration of the Gov-
ernment of the Yukon provisional district In car-
rying on the different services under their con-
trol, viz. :

North-west Mounted' Police.....$144,077 19
Public Works..................15,836 90
Customs......................15,565 32
Government of the Yukon provi-

sional district ................. 24,924 44

$200,403 85

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The total sum of $200,403.85 was spent out
of revenue, of which $106,976.37 was eüs-
toms revenue, and $W,427.48 out of Do-
minion lands revenue. Dominon lands re-
venue technieally Ineludes mlning fees and
things of that kInd. They are made up by
the Items that I referred to here In the re-
solution. The committee wMi remember that
the other evenIng, when we were passng
the Mounted Police estimates, I mentioned
that a great deal of that item of $144,077.19
was handed over to the Mounted Police at
various places, or rather was cofleeted by
them and charged to the customs. Zut
there was that much spent by the Mounted
Police ont of the revenue tat eame lato
their hands directly and indrectl. -I.1do4
not wish to conusethe acconnt, but I wlsh
to in connetion with that .item Of

$144,077.19, which was included In the total
statement which I gave the other evening.
respecting the expenditure of the Mounted
Pollee ln the Yukon distriet, that $Q5,675.39
of it was expended by Major Walsh at Daw-
son. The items thereof are as follows :-
W. R. Rourke, work on warehouse.
Capt. Starnes, disbursements for July,

1896 .......................... ......
W. R. Rourke-

Ace. building warehouse ............
Ace. work on barracks .............

D. G. Stewart, wood, N.W.M.P......
C. G. Caldwell, packing, Dawson to Me-

Questin River ......................
Capt. Starnes, disbursements for Aug.,

1898 ..............................

$ 3,000 00

6,845 80

6,000 00
10,000 00

1,000 00)

1,500 00

7,329 59

$35,675 39
I want to make myself clear concerning this
part of the $144,077.19, so as not to create
any confusion. I have the special items of
that expenditure made at Dawson City, and
I give them to the committee. I have the
special items for the expenditure whlch was
made at Dawson City, and I thought it
Would be worth while to give that to the
committee. It was a Mounted Police expen--
diture, but the expenditure was more or less
of a special character, and, therefore, I have
called special attention to It. The next Item
In the resolution Is for publie works, amount-
Ing to $15,836.90. It is made up as follows:

Arctlc Saw-mill Coq, lumber for Gov-
ernment buildings ................... $3,000 00

W. R. Rourke, acc. contract ......... 1,500 00
A. J. Prudhomme, building addition to

Gold Commissioner's house and office
fixtures .............................. 4,882 00

Smith & Hobbs, tables and pigeon-holes
for Gold Commissioner's office....... 304 40

Geise & Apple-
Stove-pipes and weights for same.... 20 50
Work, Gold Commissioner's bouse. 48 50

W. R. Rourke-
Work on house for Government offi-

ciais ............................... 2,500 00
Extras on Government building..... 725 00
Fitting-up house, &c................. 230 00

M. Watson, stove-pipes .............. 31 50
Hart & Cotes, furniture............... 95 00
Louis Coste, acc. travelling expenses.. 2,500 00

$15,836 90
The next Item Is $15,565.82, whieh was

pald eut for the Customs Department, as
shown by the reolution. The Items of ex-
penditure on account of the Custome De.
partment are as follows :-

Dawson. ....................... $5,250 00
TagIsh ...................... 3,36 94
Chilcoot Pass..................3,357 7
White Pass ........... 3,22535

19530

Total ......................... $15,565 32

This amount was retained by the collee-
r,.gr.-Davis, tomeettthe contingences at
S t rt The Customs Department h-,ve

net fa hed me with the details eof that
eependitUreof $5,000 but I have ne doubt
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that the hon. Minister of Customs (Mr. Pa-
terson) will furnish the items.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS
terson). Mr. Davis, the colector,
the amount, largely to pay rent.

(Mr. Pa-
retained

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The assistant inspeetor, Mr. McMartin, re-
tained the sum of $250 to meet bis living
expenses. At Tagish the expenditure was

43,563.94, made up as follows:-

'John Godson, collector, 9 months' salary,
from August to May, at $43.71 per

.month......... ............. $393 39
(Mr. Godson received a salary of $700

per year at Victoria, and this amount was
to make his salary up to $100 per month.)
F. W. Davy, services from July to Nov.,

at the rate of $46.92 per month........$159 50
(Mr. Davy was an officer at Victoria,
salary, $650, and this differential
brought the salary up to $100 per
month.)

Geo. W. Dillon, services for 5 months,
August to December, at the rate of $100 ·
per month ............................. 500 00

Provisions for officers.................... 499 45
Tent, $25 ; packing goode, $1,423......1,448 O0
Conveyance of officers and effects ........ 388 25
Stove, $20 ; boat, $95 ; sundries, $33.35.. 148 35

The amount of $3,357.73 for Chilkoot Pass
is made up as follows, viz :-
Salary of F. Charman, June, 1898, to Jan.,

1899, at the rate of $100 perjnonth (only
served 12 days in Nov.).................

Salary of W. H. Carmichael, June, to Jan.,
at $100 .................................

Board of these ofMeers during that time
at the rate of $60 per month..........

Salary of F. J. Hoskins for Aug., 1898....
Salary of G. A. Pringle, Sept. and Oct.,

1898 ....................................
Log-cabin ................................
Papering and caulking custom-house ....
Furniture, $32.50 ; lumber, $38.65,; wood

$15.09......................0a0.
Postage, $25 ; freighting goods, $68.24 ;

hardware, $8.25..................

640

800

700
30

60
800
140

80

101
The amount of $3,225.35 at White Pass Is

made up as follows :-
John Godson, salary, 5 months, May to

Sept., at $43.71......... .......
J. A. McMartin, salary, 3 months at $68

per month ............................
(This s deferential salary to $1,600, the

ofmer's salary at New Westninster being

alary o! F. P. Thorn, 6 months, July to
Jan., at $30...................

Salary of P. R. Peele, 6 months, Aug. to
Jan., at $81.06 .........................
.(Only served part of the month of Au-

gust, and the salary la differential, as he
receives a salary of $650 at New Westmin-
ster.)
Salar o David Stevens for Jan., 1899..
Board ot-

•Somoer. MeMartin. Aug. and Sept.
Godson,i8eptember.................
Peele,6 , month, geSt. to Jan.........
eking gools, $145.52; lumber, $390.;

postage, $15.40. ...............
Custom-house, $708.50 ; stove, &c., 337.80

Mr. SIFTON.

$218 55

-204 00

180 00

445 83

100 00

120'00
60-00

300 00

550 92
746 180

Travelling expenses, $60.75 ; baga for en-
tries, $2.40..........au .. ..... $ 63 15

Hardware, $53.10 ; tar paper, nails, &c.,
$122.50 ........ ....................... 175 60

Coal oïl, $39.90 ; wood, $13 ; furniture, $8 60 90
The amount at Atlin is made up as fol-

lows, viz :-
Salary of Officer David Menzies for Jan.,

1899 .................................... $100 00
Packing of office supplies, Log-cabin to

Atlin .................................. 60 00
Board of officer and freight on supplies.. 36 30

Then, Mr. Chairman, there is $24,924.44
for the government of the Yukon provisional
district. This Is properly chargeable to the
Interior Department. The items are as fol-
1ows :-
Donations to hospitals-

Rev. Father Judge ..................
Secretary general hospital...........

D. W. Davis, trustee, engine for fire
protection ............................

Sundry persons-
Packing provisions and
Provisions .............

Gold-bags ................
Printing and stationery ..
Miscellaneous .............
Refund of royalty.......
Salaries ..................
Travelling expenses-

J. M.
H. H.
J. D.
J. W~

T. D.
J.fGi
F. C.

gold dust....

$5,000 00
2,500 00

2,500 00

467
2,337

292
678
454
459

2,608

Walsh ............... $3,8600
Norwood ............. 1,551 50

MeGregor ............. 1,257 50
r. Willison............ 230 O0
7. Cautley.............. 125 O0
Pattullo .............. 2000O

bbon .................. 250
Wade ................ 40000

0$7,626 50

24,924 44

Total ....................... $76,436 73

These are officers of the Government. That
gives the total of the details, as far as I am
able to furnish them.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. Minister gave us
that first item of the North-west Mounted
Police, $35,000, as expended by Major
Walsh, but no statement as to show how
the remainder was expended.

The MINISTIR OF THE INTERIOR. I
gave the explanation of the whole of It.
That was Ineluded in the $144,077.19 of
which I gave an explanatioi,..but I called
attention to this special amount expended
by Major Walsh ln Dawson City because it
was expended for special things. which I
thought might be of in'terest.

Mr. FOSTER. We might just put that
wording n, -but I think it -would.be better to
put It ln the general police vote that we
took the other night.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Perhaps
we can go back to the resout0D..

Mir. FOSTER. I suppose it ls understood
that on coneurrence we have the same lib-
erty au In comihittee on these items.
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The MINISTER OF FINANCE.
tainly.

Cer-

Mr. FOSTER. Do you include the re-
venue for mines under Dominion lands ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
apparently has always been done.

Mr. FOSTER. You are getting a large
proportion of your revenue now-'rom mines
and it is very important to keep our min-
ing statisties, as far as possible, distinct.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That might be done next year.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. We
might have the same general heading, but
divide the mining and lands branch.

Mr. FOSTER. It is very important that
should be done. As to this amount of $200,-
403, that is revenue which never came out
of the Yukon.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They were appropriated by various officers
into whose hands they came for creditors,
as stated. They never went into the R e-
eeiver General.

Mr. FOSTER. What authority had these
officers for that? Was there any Order ln
Council ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No. I tbink I am safe ln saying that no
ienmber of the Government knew it was
done until after it was done.

Mr. FOSTER. It was done entirely with-
out any authority ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.

Mr. FOSTER. We will discuss that
afterwards. They have no safes in that
country.

The MINISTER OF THE INTrRIOR.
They have now. Everything is in perfect
order now so far as the financial part of
the public service is concerned. We sent
up light steel boxes as safes, and the Min-
ister of Finance sent up experienced offi-
cers to have everything in first-class order.
1 inight explain to the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster), with reference to one part of the
revenue which was ln the bands of Major
Wood at Tagish. He had -about $75,000
that he did not know what ln the world to
do with. His men were scattered and he
became alarmed, and so he took four men
and started down to Victoria with the
money. He had a dreadful time of it. LHe
n as followed by a party of men who tried
to rob him, and one of his pack mules fell
from a precipice with $30,000 or $40.000,
and when he got to Skagway bandits
watched him all night, and made a desne-
rate attempt to get possession of the money.
and actually ehased him ln a small steam-
boat over to Skagway. This money was
carried In bags and tied up with old stock-

ings and rags and all that sort of thing,
as that was the only way they had of con-
veying it down. A considerable portion of
this vote was spent by Major Wood at
Tagish for the transport of Mounted Police
supplies. It is just a question whether
Major Wood would carry -his money down
again to Victoria under the eircumstances
of the first time, then get it changed into
other money and carry it back and spend It
there. I do not minimize tae impoitance of
the absolute necessity, under all reasonable
circumstances, of the law being complied
with. But I desire the House to under-
stand the very extraordinary and excep-
tional circumstances under which this took
place. I suppose the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Foster) wlll discuss it later at length. As
to the manner in which it took place in
Dawson City during most of the time there
was absolutely no means of getting con-
munication In or out.

Mr. POSTER. I suppose since the banks
have been establisbed at Dawson, the ofil.
cers there deposit under the saine rules as
here.

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. BELL (Pietou). What Is the au-
thority for this grant to an hospital ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It was
a case of urgency, and- there are English
authorities for saying that expenditure of
this sort eau be justified under certain
circumstances, relying on the good sense of
the House to recognize the urgency.

Mr. CLANCY. You mean the generosity
of the House.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. No, I
think the English rule says the good sense
of Parliament. There are two or three
Items in the main Estimates which I should
be glad to have adopted under the same
reserve with regard to further discussion.
I refer especially to the item for Mounted
Police, which it will be necessary to pass,
as we are at the end of the financial year.

Mr. pOSTER. Any other item ?

The MIN ISTER OF FINANCE. The im-
migration item.

Mr. POSTER. I cannot consent to that,
but I have no objection to take the Mounted
Police item under reserve, and I do it with
particular reference to the plea that was
made shortly after three o'clock this after.
noon.

The committee rose and reported progress.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
-Fielding) moved the adjournment of the
House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn
ed at 12 (midnlght).
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HOUSE OF COMMONS.

MONDA, 3ra July, 1899.

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

IARAYE1RS'

DOMINION BUILDINGS AND MUNICI-
PALITIES.

Mr. BERGERON (by Mr. Mills) asked:
Is it the intention of the Government to in-

demnify every city or town in Canada, where
there are Dominion public buildings, as they in-
tend to do for the city of Ottawa, as per resolu-
tion before Parliament ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). My hon. friend who gave notice
of this question is over-inquisitive and over-
zealous. I am happy to inform him that no
town or city has claimed the same privileges
as are claimed by the city of Ottawa.

KINGSTON PENITENTIARY-SUPERIN-
NUATIONS.

Mr. CLARKE (by Mr. McDougall) asked:
1. Have any employees, guards or other offi-

cers of the Kingston Penitentiary been recom-
mended for superannuation since the lst Jan-
uary, 1899 ?

2. If so, what is the name, age and length of
service of each such employee, guard or offcer ?

3. By whom were such recommendations made
to the Government ?

4. Who selected the officer to make the recom-
nendations regarding superannuation ?

5. Will all the recommendations as to superan-
nuations be carried into effect by the Govern-
irent, and if so, at what date ?

6. If the Government do not intend to carry
out all the recommendations made as to super-
annuations, in what cases are the exceptions to
be made, and for what reasons ?

7. Were the persons recommended for superan-
nuation medically examined; and if so, by
whom ?

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrld
Laurier). 1. None have been recommended
for superannua tion, but several have been
retired with a gratuity on the ground of
physical ineapacity. 2. Michael *Brennan. 1
age 56 years, length of service 33 years six
months. T. Conley, age 63 years, service
Il years 3 months. J. Evans, age 63 years.
service 17 years 3 months. W. Hurst, age
58 years, service 21 years 5 months. I.
Houghton, age 61 years, service 7 years 4
months. Edward Mooney, age 56 years, ser-
vice 34 years 7 months. John Mills, age 48
years, service 23 years 6 months. James
Mathewson, age 63 years, service 39 years
6 months. William Newman, age 51 years.
service 10 years 6 months. A. Spence, age
45 years, service 6 years 10 months. L.
Welsh, age 55 years, service 22 years 4
months. C. Woods, age 43 years, service 8!

Mr. FIELDING.
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years 3 months. 3. The peni-tentlary sur-
geon. 4. He acted under Instruetions from
the Inspector. 5. Yes, at once. 6. See an-
swer to No. 5. 7. Yes, by the surgeon.

MAINTENANCE OF ROADWAYS ON
GRENVILLE CANAL.

Mr. TAYLOR (by Mr. Mills) asked:

Has the hon. Minister of Railways and Canals
received a letter from Mr. G. S. Conway, of
which the following is said to be a copy

"Hon. A. G. Blair,
"Minister of Railways and Canals,

Ottawa.
"Sir,-I would nost respectfully beg to call

your attention to the fact that the farmers' road-
way on the south bank of the Grenville Canal is
in a dangerous and impassable condition for
traffie, being too rough and too narrow for the
hauling of hay or grain, and would, owing to the
Icose stones and boulders on the surface, break
mowing or reaping machines if driven over it.

" The engineer, in widening the canal under
the present contract, took away in many places
all the roadway and allowed the excavations ta
be dumped on the bank of the canal on the only
remaining ordnance lands, therefore leaving no
road of any kind, completely blocking the farm-
ers off their lands for the best part of two years,
excepting the winter inonths, 'when we could
cross on the ice.

" The section of roadway which I now speak
of is west of lock No. 5, on the south bank of
the canal, and the walling and the waste weir is
completed as far as can be seen ; there was,
therefore, no reason why this part of the road
should not have been graded down to a uniformity
with the coping of ,the wall and the new bridge
across the waste weir, and the road-bed made
to a width of at least 17 feet for safety of teams
and property.

"' This has not been done, the engineer having
allowed the contractors to get up and level off
the top of the dump, without any regard te
uniformity as to grade or wJdth of roadway, the
road-bed varying in height above coping from 1
to 4 feet, and width of roadway from 16 down to
12 feet, at the highest points, so that two teams
could not pass without empty hay racks, as yeu
will see by diagram in margin.

" The contractors have to all appearance aban-
doned the work, and when the superintendent,
Mr. Simpson, was asked to put the road li shape
for traffic he refused te have anything te do with
it until the Government gave Instructions. It
cannot be possible that the Government have also
abandoned the work, and left the 1farmers te fur-
nish their own road on orduance land under the
control of the Department of Rallways and Can-
als. Or is it possible that the farmers are te
again this season lose the use of their lands for
the want of a proper road which, for the past
fifty years, has been kept ln repair by the Gov-
ernment for the sole benefit of those farmers
whose lands are crossedby this canale?

4'The improvement now being made, on this
canal has been done in a scandalous manner from
the fIrst te the last, and has been a publie nui-
sance te the farmers whose lands have to be
reached by the canal bank.

"Yeu- are aware that we have from time te
time called your attention to the loss of our road-
way -and the -great damages we have been sub-
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" We have appealed by petition to the Govern-
ment for justice. We have time and again called
the attention of the engineers in charge of this
work to the fact that our road was destroyed, and
we have appealed to the superintendent, Mr.
Simpson, for a road, all to no effect.

" I don't want you to understand that I am the
only farmer who is deprived of a road, or who Is
fInding fault ; all the rest, with the exception of
Mr. Robinson, have been compelled to sign off
their claims for road and damages, before they
or their teams were allowed employment in the
public improvements being made on this canal.
Yet these same farmers want me now to press
the Government for a road,. because they are
afraid to speak for themselves.

" It was about time we recelved justice at the
hands of the Government. It Is a roadway we
now want, so we can begin our hay harvest, the
danages can come later on.

" All of which we would beg to submit for your
immediate consideration, as the harvest is on us.

"I have the honour to remain,
"1Yours truly,

"(Sgd.) G. S. CONWAY.
"Stonefield, June 27th, 1899."
If so, what action does the Government intend

to take to render relief to the farmers said to be
aggrieved ?

The MINISTER 0F RAILWAYS AND
OANALS (Mr. Bla'r). The eommunieation
referred to has been received by me, and
is now under consideration.

PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS AND OTTA-
WA POST OFFIOE-ILLUMINATION

OF OLOOK DIALS.

Mr. DUGAS (by Mr. McDougall) asked:

1. What is the new systema adopted by the
Government in connection with the illuminated
clock dial on the tower of the Parliament Build-
ings and on that of the Ottawa city post office ?

2. Who is the inventor of that system ?
3. To whom was the order given for installing

the new light ?
4. What will be thé saving of light on Parlia-

ment Buildings and on city post office, and also
the cost of same ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding). 1. Before the system of ilighting
was changed, the lights were placed inside
the d1alse and now they are placed on the
outside of the dials. 2.- 'Dr. Gareau. 3. Dr.
Gareau. 4. The saving on Parliament Build-
ings, twelve 50 c.p. Ughts, and on the City post
office, two 16 c. p. lights. The cost of the
same is $80 and $4 respeetively.

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO
OFFICE.

Mr. PRIOR. Before the Orders of the Day
are ratled, ewh to call the attention of
the rigbt hon. leader ot the Goveruiment
(Sir Wilfrld Laurier) to an Item, that apfearis
in the Victoria Daily Coionlst, o the 23nd
June last:

The Vancouver" World " says that Mr. Maxwell,
M.P., 'will be appointed postmaster at Vancoufè*'

before the close of the present session. We
greatly deprecate the filling of offces by mem-
bers of the House of Commons. It is a practice
that is wholly objectiona;ble, because it Is sus-
ceptible of being abused to an almost unlimited
degree.
I would take this opportunity of asking the
right hon. gentleman whether there is any
truth in this report, whether the hon. mem-
ber has been appointed, or ls going to be
appointed, or whether this Is another case
of au hon. gentleman sitting in this House
with a commIssion in his pocket, and voting
in his seat?

The PRIME MINISTER. I am happy to
relieve the anxious sentiments of my hon.
friend by tellIng him that he need have no
fear that the hon. member for Burrard (Mr.
Maxwell) has a commission in bis pocket.
There bas been no suggestion at all of ap-
pointing my hon. friend to any office what-
ever. The House, I am sure, would be sorry
to lose bis services, and I hope that he wil
long continue to adorn the House by bis
presence.

BIRTHDAY OF SIR CHARLES TUPPER.

The PRIME MINISTER. While I am on
my feet, I may be permitted to offer my con-
gratulations to the leader of the Opposition
on his eightieth birthday.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Seventy-eighth.
The PRIME MINISTER. I beg the hon.

gentleman's pardon. I hope he will see
many more years, and that he wil long con-
tinue to occupy the position whbch he now
so ably fills.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I may perhaps
be permitted brieliy to express my hearty
thanks to my right bon. friend the leader
of the Government for the very kind man-
ner in which ie has referred to the fact that
I reached my seventy-eighth birthday yes-
terday. I cannot afford at this time of life
to allow even the smallest possible addition
to my age beyond the actual figure.

SUPPLY-CONCURRENCE.

The House proceeded to consider resolu-
tions adopted ln Committee of Supply.

The Department of Railways and Canals,
ineluding $2,200 for L. K Jones, $1,800
to be paid to the law clerk, and $700
each for J. H. J. Gleason and S. Loftus,
notwithstanding anything to the con-
trary in the Civil Service Act.........$41,000

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
Ing). 'I propose'to amend thatitem. by l-in
sertlng, atter the word '"6Law Cak, uthe
second ulne, thie'fololuig words -'< GersqId
E. Euel, to be appointed arskclass elerk at
a maximum alary of $1,800.

• POSTER. Let us have the explana-
tions.
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The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). I understand that the
Auditor General is somewhat concerned lest
there should be ambigulty in these items,
And in order to avoid any question at all,
tbese words have been added. It will be
noticed that in the original item as pro-
poged, the provision was for the appoint-
mient of a law clerk at a salary of $1,800.
It appears now that the Civil Service Act re-
tulres that a statement should be edded
that he is appointed as a first-class clerk at
the maximum salary in order that there
may be no doubt as to his right to receive
this salary.

Mr. FOSTER. Who is the appointee?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Mr. Ruel.

Mr. POSTER. Is he a clerk ?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. He has just entered upon the
duties of the office.

Mr. FOSTER. Is that a new appointment?
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Yes.
Mr. FOSTER.

where is he from?
Who is Mr. Ruel, and

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. Mr. Ruel belonged to the city of
St. John, and is a bariister of standing.

.Mr. FOSTER. He has not been previously
hn the service ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. No.
Ocean and river service ................ $39,624

Mr. FOSTER. I avail of this opportunity to
call the attention of my hon. frlend the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries (Sir Louis
Davies) to a matter of some importance
from a point of view not strletly of business.
I read a very well written article in the
"' Century " magazine for July, in which the
writer gives a description of bird lite on
Bird Rock, in the mouth of the Gulf of St.
Lawrence. The plea is on behalf of science,
in part, and the statement is made that
the. bird lite Is being destroyed by wanton
t'aking Of the eggs and destruction of the
birds, and that between now and, say, fifty
or sixty years ago, there has been a very
great dècrease in the number of birds. Of
course, my hon. friend (Sir Louis Davies)
knows that the bird life there is very unique
et its kind, and It seems to be a sort of
breeding. place for sea-birds, as the rookeries
S'the Notth Pacifie Ocean are for seals.

What is' smggested Ias aclose season s as to
give the 'birds seeurity for laying. their
ggs ad :nesting between certain periods.

Il: ié a food supply In one sense, but it s 1of
.greater interest'In oederto prieserve the bird
l.ige of ;hgt.great- area. in the >Gulftof St.
Lawrece. If the Minister would look .Into

Mr. FOSTER.

lit, he might find It advisable to adopt some
regulations to prevent the reckless taking of
eggs and killing of the birds.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). I thank
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) for calling
my attention to the matter.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do not take
any exception to the item, but I wish to
dra w the attention of the Minister of Ma-
rine (Sir Louis Davies) to a communication
which I received froin a very able and in-
telligent sea captain. Mr. George W. Bunk-
ler. Fe is the captain of one of those large
four-niasted schooners plying between the
United States and the port of Louisbourg,
and when I was there last summer he drew
my attention to the great importance of
havlng a fog lorn. or a steam trumpet. or.
perhaps better. an explosive signal at or near
the vicinity of Guion's Island, ten miles to
the westward of the port of Louisbourg. He
says that point Is very subject to fogs, and
that it Is very dangerous for vessels ap-
proacing Louisbourg. lin consequence of the
rocky approach and the impossibility of as-
certaining exact bearings. If my hon. friend
wIll allow·me, I will send hlm the communi-
cation, and ask him to give it such atten-
don as he thinks the case merits.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I should be very much ob-
liged to the lion. gentleman.

Towards the' construction of Upper
Traverse permanent lighthouse, to re-
place lightship ........................ $20,000

Mr. FOSTER.
left Quebec ?

Has that cribwork yet

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIEDS. I think so. I cannot say
positively. Colonel Anderson went there
to be present at the sinking of it. and my
deputy also went down. I amln hopes
to have a telegram alnost every hour.

Mr. POSTER. Does the hon. gentleman
know that it las left Quebec ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. Not positively. I assume
that it has. It was to have left on Satur-
day.

Mr. FOSTER. Then, my hon. friend will
not need all of this $20,000.

The MINISTER OF 'MARINE AND
FISHERIES. We shall not spend it all if
we do not need IL

Mr. FOSTER. Generally it is not sup-
posed to be necessary to take a vote if you
dQ .not expect to spend it. Can my hon.
frIend. tell. me. how mueh has been spent
on. the crlbwork ?

The, MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. No, I cannot. Colonel An-
derson said he desired to be present.to have
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personal supervision over the floating of this
cribwork, as he considered it very import-
ant.

Mr. FOSTER. I wish .my hon. friend
would get that information.

The 3INISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. I will make a note of It.

Victoria public building--Vault, fittings,
furniture, post office box fronts, &c.,
work done .......................... $3,839 29

ment property is used for private purposes,
it ouglit to be no more exempt from muni-
cipal taxes than it would be If owned by
private citizens. I am aware that pro-
perty vested in the Crown in Toronto and
used by private citizens, Is subject to taxa-
tion just as other propery. As to whether
the building would be better utilized for
the purposes of a mint, I would refer my
hon. friend to the Minister of Finance.

Mr. PRIOR. I forgot at the moment that
the Minister of Public Works hadL given ine

Mr. PRIOR. I would like to call the at- a asà.I rgadtote budna
tention of the Postmaster Ceneral (Mr. Mu- le stated that the Government did not pay
lock) to this vote. The old post office build- ml
ing at Victoria, so the 'House was informed an municitx en it.
by the hon. gentleman, is now being rent-
ed out for stores. It seems to me and Crown rnay fot pay taxes, but Is not the
to my colleague and to our constituents tenant hable when he rents Crown pro-
that it would lie far better to rave that perty
building used for a mint. In the first h R o
place, I do Cot think It is qulte the properNo
thing for the Government to enter Into com- Mr. NclULLEl. I do not think it right
petition with owners of other buildings in that the country should be aliowed to keep
the clty of Victoria by renting out the Gov- property shut up, simply because, If rented,
ernment property for stores or similar pur- it might core into competition with other
poses. This property does not pay any properties. If any one occupies the pro-
municipal taxes, and the Government have perty and bas stock there, le will certainly
to that extent an unfair advantage over the pay taxes on the stock.
owners of adjoining stores. It seems to
be the general Impression of the people r
there that this building would have been Mr. McMULLEN. The only ting that
a splendid building for a mint. As bas could e exempt would be the building it
been ipointed out In thts House by other self
gentlemen from Brptish Columrbiao, a mint
would be of the greatest importance there. Mr. PRIOR. Te hon. gentleman is too

o good a business man not to see that theMiners coming down from the Yukon who Government can rent cheaper than a pri-go to Seattle and sell their gold. would be h
tempted to stop at Victoria If they could vate der of property.
have their gold melted down, and get the The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The
full price for it. It would be the means tenant becomes liable for taxes.
of largely increasing the trade on our Pa-
cIde coast Instead of allowing It to go to Public Buildings, Ottawa-
American territory. I arn lot going to Gas and electric light, including roada much about the matter, because it is audrbridges-additional amount re-say mc bu h atr eas tI qulred for 1898-99 ................ $7,000
evident, from what has already been sald
In the House, that the Government are very Mr. FOSTER. I think the Finance ,lin-
much opposed to the establishment of a ister was to bring down the contract and
mint. At the same time, our constituents some information with reference to the
feel that It would be a far better use to lighting of the buildings. I have not seen
make of that building than the use to which it as yet.
It Is at present put by the Postmaster Gene- The MINISTER OF FINANCE. My Im-ral. j Theý'f

ThePOSTMASER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). I do not think the Post Office -De-
partment has to do with buildings of that
sort. The buildings are under the con-
trol of the Department of Public Works,
and I presume that upon the post office
belng moved from the old building to the
new one, that department has put the old
building to such use as seemed advlsable.
I: de fnot know that we could leave Gov-
ernment buildings Idle simply because rent-
ing them might bring them Into competi-
tion with other buildings. Though I do
not know ^what the law is on the subject,
It would appear to me that when Govern-

pression was that the understanding was
that when the corresponding Items in the
main Estimates came up, that information
should be furnished ; and I gave instrue-
tions accordingly. I have some of the in-
formation, but .not in complete form. I
shall be glad to bring it at that time.

Mr. FOSTER. My .hon. friend will see
that It does not do to bring the information
just when the item is 'before us. I wcAld
ask him to briag it as soon as possible, so
that we may be able to see it before thé
item omes up.

The MINISTER OF FINlANCE. I will
do that.
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To purchase wharf at Mount Stewart,
P.E.I............ ....................... $3,500
Mr. FOSTER. Before this passes, I think

the hon. Minister was to bring down the re-
port of bis engineer upon which this pro-
perty was bought and the letters or corre-
spondence that passed ln connection with
it. He showed me privately the original
letters and asked if I thought It was neces-
sary that copies should be brought down,
because he did not wish to lose the original
letter.
Post Offlee-

Amount required to increase the salary
of Mr A. Bolduc, post office Inspector,
froam $2,000 to $2,200 a year from lst
July, 1897, to 30th June, 1899, Mr. Bol-
duc having completed 10 years' service
as inspector ........................... $400

Mr. PRIOR. May I ask the Postmaster
General (Mr. Mulock) whether he bas de-
cided In regard to the payment of an extra
$200 a year to the postmaster of Victoria,
and also the same to the assistant post-
master ?

The POSTMASTER GLNERAL. I bave
submItted the question to the Department
of Justice, and will be governed by their
opinon.

Mr. FOSTER. May I ask what question
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock) has sub-
mitted ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Foster) wlll remember that
when we were in Supply the other evenlng,
my attention was called to the revenue of
the post office at Victoria, and I then ex-
pressed the opinion in regard to Inspectors
and postmasters, that they were entitled to
Increase automatically. With regard to the
Inspectors, I think there can be no doubt
about that point ; but, on lookIng at the
Civil Service Act, I find under the heading
" Postmasters-increases ln salary " there
are some words at the bottom of the sched-
ule-"as the Postmaster General may deter-
mine." I had not those words in mind when
speaking generally about the two classes of
officials, but rather the case of Inspectors. I
spoke that evening as though the Minister
of Justice had advIsed upon the subject.
The facts were that the Auditor General
had, ln connection with the case of the post-
master of London, intimated that to be bis
opinion, and It was considered as the law ;
but when It comes up to be determined as
the law, I find there is no legal opinion of
the Department of Justice, and I preferred
to have one. I do not know whether the
Auditor General bad an opinion from the
Department of Justice, but I preferred o
get one on the subject.

Mr. POSTER. I suppose my hon. friend
(Mr. Mulock) has no doubt that he bas the
power to make the Increase, even though it
be not obligatory.

Mr.'FIELDTNG

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
know that I have the power to make the
increases. I think what I can do Is to sub-
mit it to Council, and they would have to
submit it to Parliament.

Mr. FOSTER. That is right.
Mr. PRIOR. Could the hon. gentleman

(Mr. Mulock) say whether the letter carriers
are in the same category-whether their in-
crease Is mandatory or permissive?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It ap-
pears to me that the increase ls only per-
missive, unless otherwise ordered. WIth
regard to the letter carriers, certain thingg
must take place before they are entitled to
an Increase, among other things a recom-
mendation. There ls nothing to compel the
Ministers to recommend an iucrease.

3r. PRIOR. What I mean ls this: Sup-
pose the opinion ls given by the Department
of Justice that it is mandatory that the post-
master and the deputy postmaster shall
have an lncrease, does the same apply to
the letter carriers ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There
le different phraseology. There may be dis-
cretion given ln one class of officials, and
not in the other. There ls no doubt that,
as far as statutory increases of the civil
service are concerned, it ls a matter to a
large extent of a discretionary character.

Yukon Provisional District-
North-west Mounted Police-Required

to complete the service of the year. $385,000
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I would

like to move to add the following to that
vote :-

This vote covers certain expenditures for car-
rÈage of mails, rents, services, &c., on account
of the Post Office Department, the amount of
which, when ascertained, Is to be charged to that
department.

Mr. HAGGART. Is this an Instruction to
the Auditor General ? How will the Auditor
General manage with the vote?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. One de-
partment ls performing services for two de-
partments. Instead of the Post Office De-
partment taking a vote, at present the ser-
vice Is being performed by the Mounted
Police ; and when the year's accounts are
In, the two departments will adjust the
accounts and divide the disbursements.

Mr. HAGGART. I think that you will
find that the Auditor General will not pass
the expenditure until he finds out which de-
partment it l for.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It le
being paid out now.

Sîr CHARLES TUPPER. That la what ls
wante4: we want to have a proper division
made, .nd no person seeme better qualified
to ascertain the accuracy ef that than the
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Auditor General. So, when the matter is
submitted to the Auditor General, it will be
for the departments to show him that It is
a proper division of the expenditure. that
the service which was performed by one
department should be charged to another.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It will
work out right, I think.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I think so.

Militia and Defence..................... $274,290
Mr. PRIOR. I would like to draw the at-

tention of the Minister of Militia and De-
fence (Mr. Borden) to the tact that in Vic-
toria, B.C., we are sadly in need of a rifle
range. The range we have been using for
a great number of years at Clover Point the
owner will not allow the militia to use any
longer. A new range was talked of! at Oak
Bay, but havIng been examined by the dis-
trict officer commanding and other experts,
they came to the conclusion that it was not
a good range, and I quite agree with them.
But a new range has tbeen found, as the hon.
gentleman perhaps knows. close to the pre-
sent barracks of the Imperial troops, a range
that I think, from my own observation, and
from what I have heard from experts and
military men down there, would make a
magnlficent range. Everybody connected
with the militia and also a large number
of private citizens are anxious that the pur-
chase of a range should 'be put through as
quickly as possible. There was a vote of
$6,000 last year, but I am afraid It has lap-
sed. owing to the fact that no range has
been bought. If the hon. gentleman does
not push the matter [ Iam afraid it will be
too late for any rifle practice to itake place
this year. Of course the regiment stationed
ont there will suffer materially owIng to the
want of a range. I would ask the hon. gen-
tleman to give his best consideration and
immediate attention to the matter.

fThe MINISTER OF MILITIA AND
DEFENCE (Mr. Borden). I may say in
reply to the hon. gentleman that the matter
is receivIng the attention of the department.
As he has correctly said, we had selected a
range, but it was objeeted to and we had. to
look elsewhere. The site to which the hon.
gentlemams refers will probably answer the
purpose, and negotiations are golng on now
with the Hudson Bay Company who, I
think, are the owners, wlth a view to ac-
quiring the land. I saw ithe representative
of the Hudson Bay Company 'here the other
day and spoke to him about it. He says
they are not disposed to sell, but would be
ready to give a lease for a long term of
years. 1 shal press the mat>ter on as rapid-
ly as possible. Of course, until we ca
make some arrangement with the Hudson
Bay Company, 'it will be lmpossible for us
to prepare a range. So far as the vote Is
concerned, i - UR see that the money is re-
Vioted.

On order 16. receiving report of Committee
of Supply of June 30th,

Mr. POSTER. The evils of leaving over
discussions for concurrence are apparent on
these Yukon items. The understanding was
that we were to take up another item of
business to-day, and consequently I left my
notes at home.

The PRIME MINISTER. That is no fault
of mine, if you left them at home.

Mr. FOSTER. I am not finding any fault.
I am pointing out the difficulty that has oc-
curred, and I arn going to make a sugges-
tion to overcome It. There were three items,
one in MilitIa and Defence, one ln the In-
terior, and one in Miscellaneous, in regard to
the Yukon. I would ask the Minieter of Fi-
nance if. when we get into the main Esti-
mates, he will take an item, no matter where
it Is, on which we may discuss these other
items, and under that condition we will
pass this vote now?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. There will
be no difficulty whatever In doing so on any
item the hon. gentleman suggests.

Mr. POSTER. I would like the three Min-
isters, the Minister of the Interior especi-
ally, to be ready with their information.

Mr. HAGGART. There is another item.
I would like the Minister of Customs and
the Minister of Railways and Canals to
bring down all the papers on the item in the
supplementaries to pay the Kingston aud
Montreal Forwarding Company a rebate of
toUs on grain whlch passed through the Wel-
land and St. Lawrence Canals in 1891 and
1892, and which was transhipped at Ogdens-
burg.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I wll
call the attention of the Minister of Rail-
ways and Canals and of the Minister of Cus-
toms to that item.
Post Office-

Amount required for this service,
including special allowance to rail-
way mail clerk A. C. James, now
on special duty in the Yukon dis-
trict, making his salary equal to
12,000 a year since 1st October,
1898 .............................. $103,900 90

The POSTMASTER GFINERAL. I would
like to add the following words

Including allowance for living expenses of Mr.
James.
Mr. James is a member of the civil service.
That is bis salary, and we. pay his board,
whatever it may be, and I think the Civil
Service Act bas an express provision against
any allowanee to a member of the eivil ser-
vice.

Mr. FOSTER. "Special allowance" would
take that in.

The POSTMA8TER GENERAL. But that
seems to be limited to the money. That
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speeial allowance is for the salary. We pay
bim $2,000 and his living allowance.

Item, as amended, concurred in.

LOAN COMPANIES.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-
ing) moved the second reading of Bill (No.
164)-from the Senate-respecting Loan
Companies. îHe said : This is a Bill of a gen-
eral character, and somewhat lengthy, and
I am sure that the House will agree that
it can be much better dealt with by the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce than that
we should take it up in all its details. I.
therefore, propose that it shall be referred to
the Committee on Banking and Commerce.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman (Mr. Flelding if this
ls the Bill in regard to which the Attorney
General of Ontario has drawn the attention
of the Government to some objections ?

The MINISTER OF -.FINANOE. Yes ; at
the earlier stage of the matter there was
some correspondence with the Government
of Ontario, but I think that the hon. Min-
Ister of Justice has satisfied the Ontario
Government that this Bill is not open to
their objections. At all events, that matter
can be considered before the committee.

Motion agreed to, 'Bill read the second
time, and referred to the CommIttee on
Banking and Commerce.

INSURANCE ACT AMENDMENT.

House resolved itself Into eonmittee on
Bill (No. 86) to further amend the lusur-
ance Act.-(Mr. Fielding.)

(In the Committee.)
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Flield-

ing). This Bills somewhat lengthy, andt, ln
Its character, somewhat technical, but it is
largely a re-enactment of exlsting clauses.
The chief clause of the Bill is that which
relates to the rate of interest to be earned
on the reserves of insurance companies. It
was a question of considerable importance,
enlisting the interest of insurance companies
and financial people generally to a large ex-
tent. There was a large attendance, and a
protracted debate betore -the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, and I think I am
safé In saylng that the Bi l is reasonably
satisfactory to all concerned. Having given
the committee the assurance that the-matter
was very thoroughly considered by the Com-
mittee eon BanMng and Commerce, and that
the debatable portions of the, Bill were the
subjectcof what I may call a reanable com-
ipromise on the part of all concerned, hon.
gentiemenu will, perbaps, have no diffieulty
In allowlng tlie Bill to pass through Its pre.
sent stage without much discussion. If
therè afëe atif lnls oiwlèli lnloimation
lisdeeded,î sahll be gluid to furnish it.

Mr. MULOCI<.

On section 6,
Mr. HAGGART. How does the- superin-

tendent value the assets ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field-

ing). I believe there never bas been any
case in which we- have been called upon to
inake a special examination. We accept the
statement of the company, unless there is
something in that statement which leads to
the supposition that it is incorrect. In ail
cases so far the valuations submitted by
the companies have been found to be satis-
factory ; but if the superintendent is not
satisfied, this section gives him power to
inake a valuation for himself.

Mr. HAGGART. The superintendent is
responsible for the valuation in his report
to the Minister ?

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. Yes, he
is responsible. He would have to accept
their valuation, or, if dissatisfied, he would
have to make a valuation for himself.

Mr. HAGGART. The result of this legis-
lation depends entirely on the value of the
assets of the company.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. It is true,
but with the knowledge that the superin-
tendent has that power, the valuation Is
likely to be very carefully made.

On section 8.
Mr. FOSTER. What extension is made

In the investing powers of insurance com-
panles, compared with what have hitherto
existed ?

The MINISTER OiF FINANCE. My hon.
friend is aware that the practice bas been,
ln the absence of any general law, for each
insurance company to make a special ap-
plication and obtain special powers. The
result has been a lack of uniformity. Our
aim has been, as far as possible, to estab-
lish uniformity in this way, and this Is sub-
stantially, with a slight variation, the same
législation that we granted last session to
two or three companies. We have adopt-
ed that as a standard, and propose to ex-
tend it to all. There are one or two com-
panies who have powers beyond these, and
while we do not diminish their powers, the
effect of the section la to broaden the
powers of other companles. The principal
stocks we have included are those of trust
companies, nav1gation companles, rolling-
stock icmpanies, bridge . construction com-
panles, harbour trust companles or commis-
sions, ftre insurance co>mpanles, and the de-
bentures or bonds !of steam raflway com-
panles. W have been restrlcting insur-
anee companles to a high class of securi-
ties, a1d they compian that they cannot
earb the rate of Interest we desire them
to earn, and have been constantly asking
for a. broadening of the field. We have
broadened the field, but we still thlink it
la withln safe lines.
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Mr. HAGGART. What companles does
this clause not apply to ?1

The MINISTER OF FINANcE. The
Canada Life, which bas a very old charter,
the Sun Life, the British America and the
Western. All of these, by their charters,
have powers somewhat broader, and we
have not felt It necessary to diminish their
charter powers.

Mr. FOSTER.
these ?

What could you add to

The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. Wei
have managed to keep out a good many
things, notwithstanding that this is a fairly
broad list.

Mr. FOSTER. It is a tremendously bread1
list. it seems to me. There are securities
Included In this list which open up a very
doubtful range.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. What

not feel like opposing my hon. friend's
vlews. The difficulty is that among these
companies there are some concerns which
are good and others which are not good,
and If you shut them all out, you exclude
the insurance companles -from a legitimate
class of investment., The Insurance com-
panies, I suppose, will exercise their dis-
cretion between the good and the bad. This
is a balancing of the good aînd the evil.
We thought that ·to exelude al that class of
security from investment would be an ex-
treme step, and we trust the- companles to
exercise their powers with moderation.

Mr. POSTER. My hon. friend says we
will open a bad security, and trust to the
discretion of the companies. fHe makes an
argument for doing away with any restrie-
tion at all.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I quite
see that.

would my hon. friend suggest as being openTr
to criticism ?te crtlclrn 1 position that they are to a certain exteut

Mr. FOSTER. I would suggest naviga- the trustees and guarantors te those"Who
tion companles and railway companies. The!Insure. A large proportion of Our rallway
section Includes the debentures or bonds ofeeurities, I am, sorry to say, in a youig
any steam rallway company whatever. We country ike ours, with new reglons con-
have companies in this Dominion whose de- stautly openiug Up, are utterly wortless
bentures and bonds. I am afraid, would notas securities. But you place In the bauds
be consIdered a very safe Investment. Of of an insurance companys management,
course, the trouble began last year when ad- who may be lnterested lu some of these
ditional powers were given to one or twe stocks, the power of buylng tbem up. Why
companies that applIed for them,, and the eeuld not that power be guarded unsome
argument was used very strongly that If we way te nake it more safe; proving, for
were going to open these Unes of invest- Instance, that the rallway coupany should
ment to One company we would have to do be one whlch pays a divldeud, or whlçh
It for all ; and the logical sequence is this has a surplus of Income over runng ex-
clause. Then, you have rolling stock com- penses, or somethlng of that klnd? Other-
panies. What does my hon. frIend mean wIse. you might Just as well do way wlth
by that ? Is It a company for the manufac- the clause altogether, and leave the rnatter
ture of rolling stock for railways? entlrely ln the discreton ef the companles,

The MINISTER OW FINANCE. The whlcb, I understand, Io the Euglsh plan,
rolling stock company hasi, I thlnk, a well- a very large extent. Take ralwaysecu-
understood meaning. It is intended to rities aud-barbour trust commissons-I*do
mean a company whlch manufactures rol- fot like te particularize, but I could par-

Ing tockforrallaysandI thn t 1tculaxlze two or three securities w'hleh - areing stock for railways, and I think It. Is
generally known as that. slply worthless. We should hope thatthe

discretion of Insurancecompanles would net
Mr. FOSTER. Then, there is a harbour allow them te Invest iu these. I.sbould

trust company or commission.ike te see the rallway company cause
The MINISTER OF- FINANCE. That somewhat restrlcted, If any practical way'M1 eau be devlsed.

wvposition that theyuare to a certainrextent

.would mean ze bonds of a harbour com-
mission.

r . FOSTER. I think we have some
har our commissions ln this country whose
bonds would not be at the present time a
profitable Investment. Altogether; It seeme
to me that the range of securities Is 'a
tremendously broad one, and to that ex-
tent it diminishes the security of polièy-hold
ers. would much rather see the range
more restricted.

The MINISTEOR OF FINANc. !
mind runs lIn the direcdon ot a wtolespMé
conservatls on that questionl a I de

The MINISTER OF FINAEi. I arn
so much impressed with the importance >of
having the securities first-class, ourI.nsur-
ance investments being l the nature of a
trust, that my bon. friend's suggestion bas
m*y ,entire sympathy, and I thlnk we. had
better let this clause stand and consider it
later. on.

ùMf. AWOART. From the wholetener äf
the Bll, I think that the Govermäènt are
responsible that the securities are perfectly
gpod, «boeasue the superlatendent alclates
th~e value ot the securitiesiand repotts to the
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Minister. The duty of the superintendent is i value them. The superintendent would
to see that the securities are all right. From have to go over that part of the statement
the tenor of the Bill, the Government accept as over the rest. I grant that our op-
responsibillty, through Its superintendent, as -portunities for the valuation of these secu-
to the value of the security. rities at a distance are not very great.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. That is
substantlally correct. I think It is the duty
of the Government to see, from time to time,
that the invested securities have the value
represented in the insurance company's
statements. The superintendent should ex-
amine them elosely, and If he finds that they
have not the value put upon them, he must
so report and the value must be put down
to what it really is. I entirely aecept the
view of my hon. friend, and I think that
view will be taken by the superintendent of
insurance.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend would not
offer the opinion that If an Insurance com-
pany invests In railway stocks, for instance,
and the investment were practically worth-
less, the Government would be responsible
to the policy-holders for the -amounts of their
policies ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. I do not
mean responsible to any individual, but re-
sponsible, in the broad sense, to the publie.
Having undertaken a paternal charge of
these companies, we are responsible, so far
as the supervision can go, to see that their
securities are of the value put upon them,
and the moment we find a company pub-
lishing au official statement of assets which
will not bear investigation, the superintend-
eut makes a report, and the valuation is
eut down.

Section allowed to stand.
Section 5, subsection 3,
Mr. POSTER. Is that in the present law?
The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. No, it is

ln the charters of Individual companies, but
we have no general clause governing It.

Mr. FOSTER. This Is taken from the
charters of some companies ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes.
Mr. POSTER. The deposits would have to

be in some chartered banke ?
The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Not nee-

essarily. ,The Governments of other coun-
tries may require certain deposits, and these
will have to be made as required, but not
necessarlly with a bank.

-n subsection 6,
Mr. .HAGQART. As to the investments

of 'these èompanies doing business In for-
elgn couïntries, If made under the terms of
the 4ct, they would not be subject,- to re.
valuatin b.y your superlitendent ?

The MINITER OP F-INANCE. They
would come le the statement of the eom-:
pany's ',fnances -and we should have to

Mr. EAGGART.

t Mr. HA'GGART. But where you permit
them to make these investments, and they
proceed under the provisions of the Act,
they could not be re-valued.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Yes; if
in the superintendent's opinion, any secu-
rity was valued too high, he would put on
It his own valuation.

Committee rose and reported progress.

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton) moved second reading of Bill
(No. 146) further to amend the Act respect-
ing the Geological Survey.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second
time, and the House resolved itself into
committee on the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

On subsection "e9" of amendment to sec-
tion 4 of the Act,

Mr. FOSTER. Let us have an expla-
nation for the necessity of this subsection
" e." It seems to me It might as well
read that the Minister may appoint any per-
son he pleases.

The MINISTER OF THE INTEIIOR.
There le no change made by this Bill in
the law except lu subsection "a." The law
as It now stands provides that a man may
be appolnted when:

(a) He la a science graduate of either a Can-
adian or a foreign university or of the Mining
School of London or the "Ecole des Minesà" of
Paris or of some other recognIzed science echool
of standing equal to that of the sald univeruities
and achools, or a graduate of the Royal Military
College.
And it goes on to say:

And In each case, only after having served a
probation of not less than two years ln the scien-
tifc work of the department.

So that even a graduate could not be ap-
pointed until he has served two years in
the scientifie department. The director told
me that the Intention of the clause-and It
had always been so acted upon-was that
If a candidate bad the necessary qualiflea-
tions, that la, if ,he was a graduate of one
of these schools .or colleges or was other-
wlse eligible for appointment, he was ap-
polnted, but in a probationary way, and
these appolntments were confdrmed at the
end of two years. When the poInt came
u:. he . owe4 me the Act. I sald I ido
flot know *what the, Intention,*was, -but if
that wa.s the ,nlatention, I think the Act
-dées not carry It out; my îm-pression is
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that you cannot appoint anybody until he
has served two years. He asked me, quite
naturally: How, then, is a man to get linto
the service unless he be appointed ? My
answer was : He can be appQinted at $400
a year ; but he told me that the men ,who
were required could not be had at $400 a
year, and that that was not the intention ;
though after discussing it with him it ap-
peared clear that it was a mistake In draft-
ing the Act. It was not evident what ln-
tention the parties who were acting under
the Act had in regard to lit, so I said I would
bring dn an aamendment. The only change
is one by which such a graduate can be ap-
pointed. Then ln <the latter part of the
clause I am now dealing with, the hon. gen-
tleman will see that the appointment wlll
be made permanent at the expiration of one
year instead of two years. -One year, I think,
is quite suffielent. I quite agree with the
director who said that one year was long
enough to tell whether an officer was qua-
lified ·to discharge the duties of the position.
At the end of one year he will be prepared
to say whether the appointment should be
made permanent.

Mr. FOSTER. I have no doubt uhe would.
I have no objection to the change ln (a) and
(b) clauses, so that it will not require a
seienced graduate to serve ·a probation of
five years ibefore he is appointed ; I think
that is not necessary. Subseetion (c) may
have been ln -the old Aet, but I amn lnclned
to think 'that it vitiates the two preceding
subsections.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
It is very vague ; I have never appolnted
any one under it at ai.

Mr. FOSTER. That is all the more reason
why that might be allowed to drop out.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I have no objection to striklng that out.
Cases have come up two or three times
where I have been asked to hold certain
persons to be qualified under that clause,
and, I have always held they were. .I have
found It difficult to say when a man.sahould
claim to come under It ; "similar work " I
have always held to be selentific work ; but
of course it is rather a, dangerous expres-
sion. 'However, I have not the least objee-
tion to its be4ng struck out.

Bill reported.

FIRST READING.

BlId (No. 1t8)-ftrom the Senate-further
to amend -the Criminal Code of 1892.-(Sir
Louis Davies.)

THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. 8lWton) noved the second .rçading of

BIUll (No. 147) further to amend the Act re-
specting the Department of the Interior.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second
time, and the House resolved itself into
comuittee on the Bill.

(In the Committee.
On section 1,
Mr. FOSTER. I would like to have an

explanation of that. It seems to me that
that makes a very large hole in a door
which Is already sufficently open. What
would the Minister consider the classes of
service as coming under this section 1 ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The only otllcers to w'hom it can apply lu
my department are the officers ln the Sur-
veyor General's branch. It Is altogether for
the purpose of 'that 1iranch that the Act Is
being Introduced.

Mr. FOSTER. It applies fto any branch
here, and we have already had some in-
stances where a Minister argued that a
certain profession was a technical profession
in order to get a man ln.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I have no objection to making It apply to
the Surveyor 'General's branch; it would not
answer the purpose to make it applicable
to the surveyors only. Take, for instance,
one particular case that we have under
consideration now; I am not sure whether
the man is a surveyor, he is a computer, a
man with speclal mathematical qualifications
lu the astronomer's branch. We might
easily come across a case where that would
mean a man who is fit for that purpose and
who might not be a surveyor. This man is
appolnted simply on account of his qual-
fication as a mathematiclan.

Mr. FOSTER. That might be a case.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

That Is the particular case that bas given us
most of the trouble.

Mr. FOSTER. That would occur very sel-
dom, and hon. Ministers have not found it
at all difficult to overcome matters of that
kind by lnserting three or four magie words
-" notwithstanding anything to the contrary
ln the Civil Service Act." I think It would
be better if the hon. Mlni ter would make
It apply to the surveyors.

The MINISTER OF TEE INTERIOR. I
am willing that it shall apply, but I thinkI
cannot Ilmit it to the surveyora.

Mr. FOSTER..Say "surveyors or astrono-
mers."

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. " Mathe-
maticiant."

Mr. FOBTER. "Mathematiclans would
only indicate a co mon branch of knowl-
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The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. DOMINION LANDS ACT AMENDMENT.
What the hon. gentleman (Mr. Foster) refers
to is, no doubt, the case of a man being î The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
forced upon the Minister into the service on Sifton) moved the second reading of Bill
account of his technical qualifications when (No. 148) further to amend the Dominion
he was not required for the service. When ;Lands Act.
you lmit It to the Surveyor General's |MotIon agreed to, Bill read the second tinebrancb. and when you say that he shall be and House resolved itself in committee onappointed by the Minister on the cer- i the Bil.
tificate of the Deputy Minister and of
the Surveyor General, If he Is fit and (In the Committee.)
possesses the qualifications, It would be The MINISTEOR OF THE INTERIOR.
practically Impossible that there should i Hon. gentlemen will see that 'the Bill has
be any abuse. I apprehended that this been reprinted and some amendments
objection would be raised when I con- added.
templated bringing the Bm in. I think the
hon. gentleman will admit that If it is con- Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Would the lion.
fined to the Surveyor General's branch, it gentleman point out the Effeet of these
would be out of the question for the ternis anendments as compared with the existing
of the Act to be complied with unless every- law ?
thing was ln accordance with the spirit of
the Act, that is to say, that a man was re- On section 1,
quired and that he actually possessed the The MINTSTER OF THE INTERIOR.
qualifications. I think it would be hardly Under the law as it stands, one-fifth of the
concelvable that the Surveyor General would 1purchase price of sehool lands was paid
join ln recommendlng a man who is not fit down, but this amendment provides that
and who is not required. one-tenth shall be paid down. It gives easier

Mr. FOSTER. The Surveyor General will
come lu under it.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, as head of the branch.

Mr. FOSTER. Make your amendment In
that way.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
moved :

That the words, ln the second Une of section 1,
"or any branch of it. be struck out, and that
the words " the Surveyor General's branch of!"
be inserted after- the word "ln" ; that, ln the
11th line, the words "head of the branch where
such assistants are required," be struck out and
the words " Surveyor General " inserted In lieu
thereof.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
On section 2,
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR

moved•
That the word "any" in the first line be struck

out and that the words " the Surveyor General's"
be inserted in lieu thereof, and that ln the third
and fourth hiues the words "the head of the
branch where he Is employed " be struck tout and
that the words "or the Surveyor General" be
inserted ln lieu thereof.

Section, as amended, agreed to.
On section 3,
Mr. FOSTER. Does that refer simply to

those; oMfBeers under sections i and 2, as
amended ?

The MINISTER OF THE NTERIOR.
Yes. It says It shall not be necessàry for
tSny person ,oo employed or zcontinued,. &c.
It ef to nobdy except these.

~ Il reported.
MÉ.r. sm

terms of payment.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. So that you
may get a higher price ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, the lands must be sold at public auction
as heretofore. There is a provision also by
wbch when a town Iot is on school land,
the town lot can be surveyed out of It, and
sold by auction. That bas been done as a
matter of custom, but I thought we should
bave the authority of law for doing it.

Mr. FOSTER. Is it the experience of theý
Minister that the instalments and interest
have been paid with regularity heretofore ?
• The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. It
depends altogether on whether the farner
bas a good erop or not. If he has a good
crop and some surplus money he pays, and
If he bas a bad crop he thinks the Govern-
ment ought to wait. My impression is that
the past sales are now pretty well paid up.
Times have been' very good in the North-
west, and I thInk the farmers have pretty
well pald up their Indebtedness on the school
lands.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Oculd the Minister give
us a statement of ;the amount of sehool lands
wbich bave been sold, the amount of money
they bave brought, and:the quantity of these
lands that remain unsold7

TheMINIŠTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
have nfot got the information on band, but Iwill get it for the hon. gentleman '(Mr,. Mon-
tague) to-morrow.

On sections 2 and 3,
The MINISTEDR OF 'TINTERIOR.

Theê wo esections are Intended for the p'r-
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pose of bringing the law into harmony wlth
the praetice of the department. Before I
took office, the department issued patents
upon the expiration of three years from the
time the settler got his entry, and not from
the time he perfected his entry as the law
provides. I was not aware of that practice
until a year ago, and I thought that if It
were a uniform practice, the law should be
made to conform with it.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
fecting an entry?

What is per-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. It
means, under -the Act, taking up permanent
residence upon the land.

On section 4,
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

Iis section Is for the purpose of enabling
the Government to deal with the half-breeds.
Under the law as it stands, the granting of
land ln satisfaction of claims of half-breeds
is clrcumscribed to those resident ln the ter-
ritories, outside the limits of Manitoba, pre-
vious to the 15th of July, 1870. This date
was fixed because it was the date of the
transfer from the Hudson Bay Company.
The transfer did not affect in any way the
half-breeds resident in :the district of Atha-
basca and the adjoining territories. The ef-
feet of the amendment to the Act will be to
enable us to give scrip to the half-breeds lu
the Athabasca district as it was given to the
balf-breeds of the province of Manitoba.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There is no-
thing about the Athabasca district in this
clause.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No, It is not apeelally limited to that dis-
trict. It wil also enable us to deal with a
number of haIf-breeds in the North-west
Territories who were not deaIt with at the
time of the transfer, as the Manitoba half-
breeds were. After the rebelion in 1885,
a commission was sent up there and gave
those half4breeds their scrip, but they have
always claimed, and I think with justiee,
that they should have been deaIt wIth on
the basis of a setIlement ln 1885, so that
their chIldren born up to the year 1885
should have sertip Issued to them. That Is
the intention off the Government under this
clause-to deal with those half-breeds on
the same basis on whteh -the Manitoba half.
breeds were dealt withlI in 1870, datIng the
settlement 1885, and dating the Athabasca
settlement 1889.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. You strike out
the imitation clause ln the former Act and
substitute this for It 7

The MINISTER OF TUE INTERIOR.
Yes. I simply sent the clause to the Depart-
ment of Justice, eaying this li thedIntention
of the Government, and tzih- is the clause
just as the Department of Justlee drew it.

201

Mr. FOSTER. What wIll this amount to
with reference to the half4breed ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We have about 1,000 half-breeds in the
Athatbasca district, and I think about 3,000
ln the North-west Territories. But there
has been no enumerationi made.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. There are
about 3,000, I understand, outslde of those
already provided for ?
- The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes ; that is, in the older portions of the
North-west TerrItories.

Mr. FOSTER. What will they get ?
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

$240 in scrip.
Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend knows, I

suppose, where the scrip goes. He Issues it to
the half4breeds, and it Is bought from them
for a song by brokers, and such like.
These men get full value, but the half-àbreeds
get only balf value or one-fourth value. Does
my hon. friend Intend to give the broker an-
other harvest ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I cannot say as to that.

Mr. FOSTER. I think the system Is en-
tirely vicious ln the way in which It is
practically carried out. I do not suppose
that it has been ameliorated. A few years
ago I had occasion to look into it, and it
turned out ln this way. The Dominion, In
its generosity, provided a certain amouut
of serip for the halt-breeds, worth so many
dollars ; but the halfàbreeds, 'who were very
improvident, away from banks, and the Ilke
of that, parted with it at a very smalR figure,
These brokers got the advantage of the
Government's generosity, but the half-breeds
got almost nothing. It is inevitable that
something like that will occur if the hon.
gentleman gives them scrip. What he ought
to do is to guard that In some way, by
either giving them land or a cash payment
This scrlp is not redeemed in cash, but goes
In payment for land ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr, FOSTER. That is the same as cash
to the white settler who wants to buy lands.
If the objeet Is to get these half-breeds to
settle on lands, why does not the Minister
give them the lands ; or, If the object Is to
get Into the bands of the halt-breeds 'an
equivalent value, why not pay themin eash,
under eertain regulations which would on-
sure as far as possible the half-breed get,
ting. ,the value which the Government pay?

The M3INISTER OF THE INT LOR.
They have the option of taking land. As a
maitter of fact, however, It suppose these
half-breeds al- have land. The queon
which the hom. gentleman has refe t
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ls no doubt an important question. I have
to some extent improved on 'the old method
by changing the form ft the certificate.
Formerly the certificate seemed to have been
drawn up by the brokers themselves. I do
not suppose the brokers performed thit
work for the Department of the Interior;
but anybody who looks at the old form of
certiticate will come to the conclusion that
no better form could have been devised for
the purpose of facUitating speculation in
scrlp. It was made out to John Smith or
bearer, and no endorsement was required.
If a man went to the half-breeds and got the
certificates from them and presented them
to the department, he was entftled 'to the
scrip. The form has been changed, so that
an assignment Is required, which will have
to be filed and duly certifled and passed
upon by the department. I do not know
whether the difficulty to whlch the hoi.
gentleman refers ean be effectively dealt
with or not. I have already given the mat-
ter some consideration. I discussed It to
some extent with Father Lacombe, wheu
he was bere. Hie takes strong ground on
1t; but he recognizes, as everybody else
does, that it takes ·two to make a bargain,
and that when we are giving the half-breed
something to satisfy a sort of political claim
which he has against the Government, for
the extinction of the aboriginal rights to the
land, for that Is what it is, we mnust give
him what he wIll accept. There is no use
of talking about compelling the half4breeds
to accept land. They contend thuat -the Gov-
ernment should treat them In the same way
as it treated the other half-breeds, and give
them scrip. But if there Is any plan by
which the scrlp can be secured to them.
that will be very desirable, and 1 intend to
give the sbject some further consideration
before any action Is actually taken
In connection with the issuing of scrip.
Scrip will not be Issued for some little time
yet. At present the commissioners are sim-
ply going out there for the purpose of enum-
erating the half-breeds and returning a list
to the department showing who are entItiled
to the scrip. I cannot say that I have ar-
rived at any plan by which, with the con-
sent of the half-breeds, we will be able to
make an arrangement to prevent their im-
properly disposing of the scrip.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. gentleman says
there are about 3,000 of those half-breeds
who have to be reckoned with ; $240 each
Ù, I understand, the amount of the scrlp, or
nearly three-quarters of a million dollars of
money. That means, I fy earry ont your
plan, tbat you may be giving some persons
other than half-breeds more than nine-tenths
of that amount. The issue of thle..scrip is
not going to benefit. the half-breeds, unless
they are very much changed from those
'who received the scrlp before, and the re-
Isult would be that this country wIll have
expended $720,000, and will have that much

Mru. SIFTON.

less to receive for the lande which it will sell
to others, and will not have benefited the
half-breeds to any considerable degree. El-
ther by trustees In whom they have confi-
dence, or by commutation for many pay-
mente, payments lasting over many years.
this money might be expended. I should
be very sorry to see this legislation pans
and power given to distribute $720,000,
unless under some scheme by which
the money would really benefit the half-
breeds themselves. If it were put into
a fund, or invested and accounted for
In some waly. and , extended for ; the
education of their children, or in pay-
ment of lands when they require them, or
in a dozen different ways which it might be
worth while to consider, something might
really be done which would benefit these
people. A fund Invested will ultimately
give those people quite a large amount of
money. But if it is paid out in the old form
of scrip, to which I was opposed the whole
time that system was carried on, It will be
found that that scrip will be of very little
benetit, as far as the half-breeds are con-
cerned.

Mr. DAVIN. I think the suggestion of
my hon. friend well worthy of consideration.
Unless Father Lacombe has greatly chang-
ed his mind, he has a strong conviction that
land should be given to the half-breeds. I
know that when I conversed with him some
years ago, and the late Archbishop Taché,
both had the strongest possible objection to
the giving of scrip.

It belng Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RAIL-
WAY.

House again resolved itself into committee
on BIil (No. 112) respecting the Montreai
Island Belt Line Railway Company.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,
Mr. MONET. The other day I gave

notice of an amendment to this clause which
I understand is practically admitted on both
sides. The hon. member for Gaspé (Mr.
Lemieux), who represents the company, tells
me that he accepts our amendment. The
amendment Is as follows :-

To add after the word "MontrealO" in the 31st
Une in subsection 1 the following words :-" But
the powers and franchises of the company can-
not be exercised by It over or:upon any. property
vE.sted ln the barbour commissioners of Montreal,
or so as to affect the marme, exept upon notarial
agreement with the commissionere and upon terms
satisfactory to themr, or, In came of their failing
to agres, approved by the Governor General in
Council.
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Mr. POWELL. This section provides for a
division of ,the line into sections for the pur-
pose of raising a revenue. Would It not be
better to make an independent section of
the amendment ?

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think it would be
better to substitute it for clause 8, which
was an amendment carried by the commUtee
much to the same effect. If you will just
change that and substitute tt for clause 8.

Mr. MONET. I have no objection. Of
course, this wIll necessitate the withdrawal
of the amendment proposed by -the. Minister
of Railways and Canals in committee.

Bill reported, re id the third time and
passed.

IN COMMITTEE-THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 157) respecting the Manitoba and
South-eastern Railway Company.-(Mr.
Hughes, by Mr. Cargill.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (No. 165) to incorporate the Yukon
River and Atln Lake Improvement Com-
pany.-(Mr. Belcourt.)

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

House again resolved itself Into eommIttee
on Bill (No. 148) further to amend the Do-
minion Lands Act.-(Mr. Sifton.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 4,
Mr. LaRIVIERE. Mr. Chairman, in re-

ference to this clause there is a great deal
In what has been said this afternoon in re-
gard to the issue of scrip to the half-breeds.
When the abolition of the territorial rlghts
of the half-breeds through their Indian title
was ûIrst provided for by this Parliament, a
certain amount of land, 1,400,000 acres, was
set apart In Manitoba and allotted to the
half-breed ebildren who were born before
the 15th of July, 1870. When the frst cen-
sus was taken, It was found that each child
was entitled to 240 acres of land, so that the
territory that was -frst set apart by the com-
mission that was appointed at the time,
was subdivided into as many lots of 240
acres as there were children entitled to the
same. Under the clause enacted in this BUll
the children in the Territorles are allotted
scrip of $240 as the price of their land in
the Territories, but as the price of land In
the Territories is, I believe, $2.50 or $8 an
acre, It will be seen that the chIldren of the
half-breeds lu the North-west Territorles
will not get as large a grant with their serip
of $240 as the chldren ln Manitoba received
since 1870. On the other hand, I believe
that this system of issuing scrip, represent-
ing s· rmany dollars, is more apt to lead to
speculation, because these half -breeds, not

201*

knowIng what to do wlth their scrip, repre-
senting, it is true, certain value, will dispose
of it to speculators, while if the system that
was adopted ln Manitoba ln the first place
was adopted in this Instance, Instead of re-
celvIng scrip which at the face value would
be worth $240, they would receive 240 acres
of land, the amount whIch bas been allotted
to the half-breeds In Manitoba. These lands
could be selected in the same way as they
were ln our province. Instead of recelving
this money, as I have said, they would re-
ceive land, which could be selected in the
best part of the territory to which they be-
long, and this land, of course, would not be
bought up by banking Institutions and spec-
ulators ln that kind of business. They would
not want to buy land, while if scrlp in
granted, the half-breeds could dispose of 1.
to any one who has money to pay the Gov-
ernment. This scrip will be bought by the
agents of speculators ; it will be brought to
Winnipeg, or some of the centres lu the east,
and then it will be applied to land bought
in Manitoba upon which there are still pay-
ments due, and it will be applied lu the
same way, whIle If their land were allotted
to these half-breeds ln lots of 240 each, that
land would remain for these half-breeds and
for the children who are not yet of age, so
that they might settle upon It when they
become of age. It is true that ln our pro-
vince most of the half-breeds who had land
allotted to them disposed of lt. But there
are still in Manitoba half-breeds who have
received their lands from the Government,
who are stIll holding them. These lands
were not taxable until the half-breeds were
of age, and, therefore, they were kept In-
tact, so that they might settle upon them
when they became of age. If a tract of
land in the North-west Territories, large
enough to meet the requirements of the
case, were set apart and allotted to the hait-
breeds, there would be less speculation, and
the half-breeds would benefit by the adop-
tion of this system. If this were not done,
I think it would be better If the Government
gave the half-breeds tbemselves a certain
sum of money, Instead of giving them scrip
payable to bearer, by which the Government
could obtain a quit-claim deed from them as
to their title to these lands in the North-
west Territorles. The half-breeds would
have a certain sum of money coming direct
to them from the Government, and they
would get the beneit of it, while ln this
case they will dispose of their scrip to the
best advantage they can, but they will be
In the hands of speculators, who will Ix theprice of it, and they will be, of necessity,
obliged to accept whatever price is offered,
and will, therefore, not get anything near
$240, which is supposed to be the amount
that this scrip la wurth. If the Governiment
would afilow them a fixed sum of money,
which they would pay directly to the halt-
breeds, there would ,be no speculation in the
scrlp, and thie half-breeds would get a good
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deal more than they will under the present one plan, the Blshop of Rupert's 'Land had
system. Of course, my remarks apply to another plan, Commissioner Dennis had a
what bas been done ln the past as well as plan of his own--and there were so many
to what will be done lin the future. The hon. plans to choose from that nothing was done.
Minister Is not making a new departure in Years and years elapsed, and the rebellion
this case, because he is Just doing what bas broke out before anything was done. When
been done in the past, but when we find out the rebellion broke out, commIssioners were
that we have made mistakes ln the past, it sent at once to deal with the question and
Is the best of times to remedy these mis- settle it, to interview the half-breeds, to meet
takes. Under the circumstances, I would theni wherever they were to be found and
ask the bon. Minister to look more carefully to issue them scrip in the same manner as
into this matter and devise some means had been done in the province o manitoba.
whereby the half-breeds will get the great- And, I am sorry to say, that this was no
est anount of benefit that It is possible for greater source of profit to the half-breeds
them to have. than the plan bad been to their brothers in

Manitoba in 1869.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wllfrld. Lau- Now, in 1899, we have a certain number

rier). Mr. Chairman, this is a question of half-breeds whose caims have not been
which requires some consideration, but recognized and whose caims must be re-
which, in my judgment, does not admit of cognized. There is a latent discontent
any more delay. Ail the trouble tbat we amongst these half-breeds of the Norfth-west
have bad in Manitoba and the North-west Territories who have not been settled with,
Territories in regard to this question of the a belief that faith has not been kept with
extinguishment of Indian title, so far as the them. Everybody will admit thait it is not a
half-breeds are concerned, has arisen from health yodita we shuld have thithe bjecionswhlci wee mae fr M m healtby condition that we shuuld have th18
the objections which were made from time latent discontent going on from year to
to time to the manner in which the half- year as it has been going on. My hon.
breed titie bas been extinguished in Mani- friend (Mr. Sifton) has undertaken to ideal
toba, and from the delay which rose in con- wiith the matter and settle dt. He proposes
sequence of the adoption of this system. In to settle it according to the old plan with
1869, when the Hudson Bay Territories some modifications. Now, I understand
became part of Canada, the half-breeds' title my hon. f riend from Provencher (Mr. La-
in the province of Manitoba was extinguish- Rivière), and my hon. friend from York (Mr.
ed, as we know, not as the Indians' title Foster), and also my hon. friend from West
was extinguished, but by a grant of land Assinibola (Mr. Davin) point out the objec-
made to the half-breeds and to the children tions to dealing with the half-breeds In the
boru before 15th July, 1869. same manner as formerly. But while these

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The 15th July, 1870. gentlemen point out that the mode in wbichJwe -have deait with the balf-ýbreeds' dlaims
The PRIME MINISTER. I think It wasUp to this Urne bas nu been satisfactory, so

in 1869. There is no question that this man- far as 1 bave lstened b ther, not one
ner of extingulshing the Indian title pos- of tlem Is prepared to suggest any sub-
sessed by the half-breeds was of very little stitute for the plan tat is proposed. My
benefit to the half-breeds. It is on record lion. frlend (Mr. Sitton) tells us tbat le bas
that they squandered the scrip that was given a good deal of attention totbis ques-
issued to them, and that the speculators de- tion and las consulted Wîth the best men
rlved much greater benefit and advantage wbose advice could be bad. He has con-
from the bounty of Parliament than did sulted witl Father Lacombe, who, upon a
the half-breeds themselves. It is also on 1 question of this kind Is an authority. For
record that when the question arose how the1-my part, 1 bave talked this malter over sev-
Indian title, in so far as the halfàbreeds was1eral tlmes wltl my lon. friend the Mister
concerned, in the North-west Territories ws of the Interior, and whuleI would advise.
to be extinguished, objections, and very that the settlernent -made du 1869 ln
serious objections, were made to the re- and in1885 lu the Nortb-weqt Territories
adoption of the plan whih has been carrled was far fror belng wholly satlefaetory, stIl,
out in Manitoba. It was objected to by I would ipress upon him the necessity of
Bishop Taché, amongst others, and by moist, deallnf at once wlth this questiand If
of the missionarles, that the -bounty of Par-" notbiug better can bedone to Èettle on the
liament had been abused, that the 'half- aid plan rather than leave tbe question open.
breeds, who ln many respects are chIldren, Mter ah, Il is better ±bat the half-breeds
had become the prey of speculators who had should be puid even If tbey aquaxder, as
obtalned their scrip for a bagatelle, and that their brothershave.done,-the bounty of
the result was not only no beneftt to the Parliament, ratherthenthat Ibis open oore
half-breeds but an actusd detriment to them. should 'be kept.r and t1i11discoeitent
Several plans were proposed to deal with er a tu
the question In a different manner. We popu1ation.-They wfltleast be-pald a
have only to look at the papers brought certain number-ofaeree of1land. lAnd Is
down ln 1885, at the time of the Riel re- not such a scarceartkle,.It is-not sSh a
beliHon, tosee that Arebisbop Tachd had valuable coMmoc!îIth o w Ter

getlme pinaotRhaVteIodRi wic
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ritories that we cannot afford .to be gener-
ous with the half4breed, the first occupant of
the soil. Even If they squander the laud
given them, better have it thus than have
these people living under the bellef and con-
stantly iaking the assertion that the faith
of the Crown has not been kept with them.
Any mian who has tbeea in the North-weat
Territories and met this class of people
knows that they pretend to be the first occu-
pants of the soil, and te have a direct right
in it, so that they should not be dispossessed
without compensation. My hon. friend from
Provencher knows that better ithan I do. If
anything better can be suggested than what
lias been done heretofore, .1 would strongly
urge my lon. friend the Minister of the In-
terior to consider it with a view to adopting
it. But if nothing better is suggested, let us
revert to the old form of settlement, imper-
fect as it is, but let ithis question be settled
once for al with the half-breed, and let him
feel that he has been given a compensation
to which-li e is entitled, let him be satisfied
with bis allegiance, and let him believe In
his heart that the Crown has dealt fairly
and equitably w4th hum. That Is the purpose
of the Bill, that is the irtention .of my hon.
friend the Minister of the Interlor In dealing
with this matter ; and I am sure it must
commend itseif to the judgment of every
hon. member of this louse. I heartily wislh
that something could be done better than
has been done, and I hope that the Minister
wll be able to find something better; but
if he can do no more than bas been done in
the past, let him settle this question and
settle it once for all.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. There does not
seem to be any division of opinion in the
commiittee as to the desirability of deatlng
with this question in some way. I confess.
however, that I have not heard a state-
ment of the ground on which thlis laim is
muade. As I understand it, the law reco -
nlzed the laim of the half-breeds and souglit
to .extinguish that claim as regards the half-
breeds born before 1870. But do you not
here recognize the claim of parties who were
bornr since 1870'? And,. if that is the case,
how do you reach any linality? How do
we know that, 30 years hence, ifildren now
unborn will not make a similar claim'? I
have listened with some Interest to see how
it was proposed to reach a final solution of
the matter,,but I have not yet heard it sug-
gested. Now, my right hon. friend (Sir Wil-
f rid Laurier) says, and with a great deal of
force, that the course pursued on previous
occasions was not satisfactory, in carrying
out the design of the Government to meet
fully and fairly the claims of the half-breeds.
We failed owing to the character of that
class of the population and their being im-
posed upon by speculators who, flor small
amounts obtained very valuable considera-
tions, thus preventing any great advantage
anuring to the parties for whose bene-

fit the concession was 4ntended. My
right hon. friend says that he Is lnot able
to adopt at the present rtime any suggestions
for an improved condition of things. As-
suming that It Is our duty to meet these
claims, we all agree that they should be
deal.t with in the manner most advanta-
geous to the half-breeds themselves, and tn
that connection I draw the attention of the
Prime Minister to the suggestion of the hon.
member for Provencher (Mr. LaRiviere),
who speaks with more direct knowledge of
the subject than most of us. I ask the
right hon. gentleman to consider as to whe-
ther It would not be better 'to substitute
money payments for scrip, the issue of which
has resulted In the past ln more advantage
to the speculator than to the people we wish
to aid. This suggestion could probably be
carried out at a less cost to the Government,
but whether or not, if it were more beneficial
to the half-breeds, it would be well for the
Government to consider it. Was it part of
the former proposal, that assuming they take
the land [n change for the scrip, they are
only entitled to 160 acres ?

Mr. LaRIVIERE. The 160 acres does not
at all affect the half-breed title. This Is in
favour of the actual squatters or settlers
upon the land, and they -are entitled to 160
acres. Anything above that ·they would
have to pay the Government for. It has no
reference at all to the half-breed question we
are now discussing.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I was going to
say that the value of the 160 acres of land
to-day would be very much more valuable
than when this settlement was made..

The PRIME MINISTER. The settlement
adopted included, for instance, that half-
breeds who were settled on river lots were
to be dealt with as ordinary settlers. They
would be entitled to -the land they actually
occupied to the extent of 160 acres. But
apart from that, a grant of 240 acres was
made to the children in extinguishment of
the Indian title, or right to the soil.

SIr OHARLES TUPPER. It occurred to me
that as my right hon. friend was rather In-
viting suggestions, that the suggestion made
by the hon. gentleman from Provencher (Mr.
LaRivière) was well worthy of consldera-
tion.

Mr. DAVIN. When the -House rose at six
o'clock, I was referring to the well-known
fact, which I think the M.inister (Mr. Sifton)
is aware of, that Father Lacombe and the
late Archblshop Tacbh were much .opposed
to giving scrip to the half-breeds. Did I
understand from the Minister that Father
Laeombe bas changed bis view in that re-
gard ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
did not iutend to say anything .with regard
to Father Lacombe's views. I discussed the
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matter with him, but I did not pretend to
speak as to his vlews at all.

Mr. DAVIN. I discussed the matter with
Father Lacombe and with the late Arch-
bishop Tac-hé, and I know they were opposed
to giving serip owing to what took place on
the tirst issue, and which was to some extent
repeated when scrip was subsequently issued
by the late Government. What happened
was this: The agents of private banks ac-
conpanied tie commissioner, and they
boughit in the certificates of scrip for a song.
The result, as stated by the hon. member
for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster), was that the
only persons who gained by what is after all
a large expenditure by the Goverument, were
the note shavers and the financial sharks
who followed the commission, just as we
read of sharks following a ship. I am in-
elined t ·think that the suggestion of my
hon. friend from Proveneher (Mr. LaRivière)
would be better, namely, that money should
be given instead of serip. If this were
done it would Insure that the half-breeds
would, at least, get the value of the interest
they surrender. On the occasion of the first
issue of scrip, it is well known that half-
breeds holding scrip for 240 acres sold it ln
Winnipeg for $5, and some of them sold it
for a few drinks over a bar. I do not know
that anything like that took place on the
last issue of scrip, but there cannot be the
least doubt that the agents of people who
are well known to the Minister of the In-
terior at Winnipeg, these agents got scrip
at a large discount on its face value, and a
short time afterwards we saw advertised
" scrip for sale." Persons who wanted to
buy land from the Government bought this
scrip at a small discount, and then the Gov-
ernment had to acknowledge its face value
-when these people came to pay for their
land. It Is a most unsatisfactory arrange-
ment. So far as any little Influence I had
before Is concerned, I urged on the then
Minister of the Interlor, subsequent to the re-
bellion. that he should adopt some other
method than the issue of scrip, the unfortu-
nate character of which had been abundant-ly established. This suggestion o! my hon.
friend (Mr. LaRivière) would, I think, be
better than giving scrip. But It would be
much better to give the land to the half-
breed, or, If hie did not want the land. to
keep It for his children. Anythlng would be
better than to give him a means of sacri-
fleing au iterest, which he possesses .for a
mere trifle, which raipidly passes out of bis
hands, and by which the only persons who
can benefit are the agents of speculators,

Mfr. ROSS ROBERTSON. Would the
Minister of the Interior kindly state what
is the face value of this scrip, and what
is its approximate present value?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The scrip to each half4breed, If I.t were is-
sued, would be $240, credited on the pur-

Mr. SIFTON.

chase of Dominion lands. The value of
the scrip is just like the value of a bond
or any other ordinary security for money.
It is only of value in paying the Govern-
ment for Dominion lands, and the propor-
tion which the amount of scrip In the hands
of the publie bears to the amount of Do-
minion lands that are unpald for and that
are likely in the near future to come into
the market, fixes the amount which traders
are prepared to pay for scrip. That is
what gives it its value. I do not know
what Dominion land scrlp is worth at the
-present time. I think what is out Is quoted
at between 90 and 100. If a large quan-
tity of scrip is lIssued, its value may go
down to 60 or 65 cents on the dollar.

,Mr. FOSTER. For how much per acre
do you sell Dominion lands now ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
^?he ruling price, when we sell any lands
kn the ordinary way, is $3 an acre.

Mr. POSTER. And you will take scrip
at the face value instead of money ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We take scrip, haviug a face value of $240,
for the value of $240-not for 240 acres of
land.

Mr.LaRIVIERE. Do I. understand that
ea ch half-breed has the option to take scrip
for $240 or to take 240 acres of land ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That is the Intention.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. But the holder of the
scrip cannot get 240 acres of land if the
price of the land is $3 an acre ?

The MINISTER OF TH-E INTERIOR.
We have not decided all the details of the
arrangement, and I am prepared to consider
the views of the committee, which are just
the same as my own. I arm quite anxious
to do everything I ean to secure to the half-
breeds the due and proper benefit they
ought to derive from the assistance the
Government is giving them. It Is our in-
tention, at the present · time, to give the
half-breed the privilege of takIng 240 acres
of land If he chooses ; if not, he will get
$240 of scrip. While on my feet I wish
to refer, first, to a remark made by the
hon. leader of the Opposition, that is, that
there would be no finality about the claims
of the half-breeds for serip. That Idea arises,
in my hon. friend's mind, I suppose, from the
fact that we dealt with the half-breeds of
Manitoba In 1870, with those of the North-
west in 1885, and are now dealing with
those of the Athabasca district ; but after
this settlenent is made there can be no
further claims on behalf of the half-breeds,
The half-breeds of Manitoba and their child-
ren were settled wlth; but a considerable
number of the Manitoba halfbreeds moved
to the North-west Territories, and they
were not dealt wlth; and they claim that
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until the Government deal with them, they
and their children have the same rlghts as
had the half-breeds of Manitoba. I think
their claim is perfectly just, and cannot
on any logical ground be refused. If the
half-breed had any claim at all, it was on
account of his Indian blood and his occu-
pation of that territory, and because the
Government of the Dominion, in taking pos-
session of the terrItory, was bound to re-
cognize bis position and extInguish bis title,
as was done ln the case of the half-breeds
in the province of Manitoba. I think, there-
fore, the late Government made a mistake,
when dealing with the half-breeds ln 1885,
in not settling the whole question then. We
bave to deal with the Athabasca half-
breeds ln the same w4y.

Mr. FOSTER. What was done ln 1885?
The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR. In

1885, the Half-breed Commission hunted up
the half-breeds who had been born prior to
1870. and who lived in the North-west Ter-
ritories, and gave them scrip, but did not
recognize their children. t So, I say that
when the settlement is made on the basis
we propose, the whole question will be
wiped out, and cannot arise again. The
hon. member for Provencher suggested a
muoney payment. While I am quite ready
to consider any suggestion made by any
member of the House, especially one who
bas a knowledge of the whole question like
my hon. friend from Provencher, I am
bound to say that the knowledge I have of
how affairs have gone ln the North-west
Territorles does not at all indicate that a
money payment would be better than a
scrip payment, except possibly that it
miglit be better for the Goverument. We
might be able to satisfy them with a smaller
amount of money, but I am satisfied that
it would be no better for the halfibreed;
for he would as quickly and improvidently
dispose of the money as he would of. the
scrip. The same thing happens practically
witb the Indians when their treaty pay-
ments are made. There is no way that any
Government officer can devise that would
prevent the Indans, when they get their
treaty payments, . from squandering their
money. The traders go and camp around
their reserve, and the Indians squander
their money ln a very short time. My ex-
perience and observation would n.ot lead
me to suppose that a money payment would
be any better, so far as the half-breeds are
concerned, though the suggestion is worthy
of consideration, and it might be better from
the standpoint of the Government.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. CJould not my hon.
frlend make it payable by. instalknents and
then his objection would not stand ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I do not believe any settlement eould be
made that the haIfabreeds would aceept

which would compel them to take their pay-
ments by instaiments. We are apt 1to con-
sider these people ln the same lighit as, the
lndians, and to think we can make *lth
they any arrangements we choose. But that
is an entire mistake. They are intelligent
men and citizens and they do not consider
that they are getting any charity or favour
from the Government. They say that they
were In that country before us, and per-
fectly able to take care of themselves, and
that we came and took possession, and they
want what they claim as their just rights.
No reason can be assIgned why the amount
should be $20 uin scrip any more than any
other sum, except that that was the amount
given to the others. They congider they
have a right to the same treatment as the
other half-breeds got. The main difficulty
is not to devise a plan whereby so muchl
money could be spent ln a way that would
give the greatest benefit to the half-breeds,
but the dlfiiculty is ln dealing with a numb'r
of men who are not by any means children,
who are not, if you like, a very provIdent
race, who are not well able to take care of
tbemselves In competition with white peo-
ple, but w.ho do not consider that they are
by any means bound to take what the Gov-
ernment give them. No amicable satisfac-
tory settiement can be made wlèh 'then
wheih does fnot recognize them as indepn-
dent and able to take care of their own pro-
perty. TNhat is the real ditfculty. What-
ever may be our desire to spend this money
in a way we think will do these people the
most good, we are not in a position to do
as we please. The diticulty is a poldtical one
which must be settled in a way satisfactory
to the persons who have to be settled with.

Mr. FOSTER. What special pressure, if
any, is belng brought now by the half-breeds
ln the North-west for settlement?

The MINISTER 0F0 THE INTERIOR.
The matter has been pressed upon me con-
stantly ever since i took office. A colleague
of the 'hon. gentleman some years ago, pro-
mised a settlement to ithe half-breeds upon
the basis I am suggeeting. The matter was
brought before the -right hon. First Minister
and pressed strongly upon hlm, and it has
been pressed upon me ever since I have been
a member of the Government, particularly
by members from the North-west, who bave
numbers of these haIf-breeds residIng In
their constituencies. lt has also been pressed
upon me by members of the Territorial Gov-
ernment. I have from time to tine put off
settlement on the plea that pressure of
work prevented me from- taking the matter
up as quickly as I desired, and It Is in con-
sequence of this representatIon of mine that
there bas been no public demonstratión.

MnFOSTER*, Where are thlose
redilstrited,and what are they do1

Il any proportion of thémn farmes
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The MIN QTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The larger portion of them, I may saysub-
stantially ail of them, are in -the electoral
division of Saskatchewan, largely along the
Saskatchewan River, ln and around Prince
Albert, west, north-west and north-east of
Prince Albert. lu addition there Is a con-
siderable number who are at the settlement
of St. Albet, not a great way from Edmon-
ton. They are largely an agricultural popu-
lation. They are to, some extent engaged ln
trading for the Hiudson Bay Company, and
the elass of work which half-breeds do ln
that section of country. Their time la occu-
pied between that and -agricultural pursuits
in a small way. A couple of townhips of
land have been set apart north of -the Bas-
katchewan beyond Prince Albert, in regard
to whieh no speelal action 'has been taken.
except that the department bas declined to
allow other settiers to go In. Father La-,
combe bas been told that upon that territory1
he will be allowed to settle any half-breeds1
that le can Induce to go there. His -ob-
jeet Is to induce them to go there and form
a separate settlement, where they will not
be subjected to the close competition of
white people, his idea being that he will be
able to develop them In a higher way by
tbis meaus ithan by havIng them centered
among other people. We have done nothing
substantially in this regard except refuse to
take homestead entries for 'that small plece
of territory. It has been suggested that ·,ve
should glve-and I expect to submit to Par-1
liament, bfore the session is over, a vote
for 'a. small esum of money to assist in the
preparation of that settiement, but I need
not discuss that now. I only mention t in1
connectIon with the suggestion of the lhon.
member for Provencher.

Mr. DAVIN. I quite recognize 'the jus-
tice f dealing with the half-breedée on the
basis proposed by the hon. gentleman, and
the basis on which the hon. gentleman pro-
posed to deal with them was dlscussed some
years ago by those who are acquainted witb
the suibject and pretty well accepted. The
oDy thing that strikes me la the method. 1
doubt very muoh, with our experiencé 0f the
two cases we have before us-with our ex-
perlence of the flrst and second Issue of
scrlp, and of the waste that resulted to the
lialtsbreeds and gain on .the part of persons
who are mere sharks-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
What would you suggest ?

Mr. DAVIN. Why not make the experi-
ment of giving them land ?

The MINITER 0F THE INTERIOR.
.Doesthe bon. gentleman think that would
sasfy them ?

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman says
that hie proposes to set apyit a certain
amount of land >n which'V ather Lacombe
wi settle them. Peuple whio knoiw 4e ha-lf-

Mr. FOSTE>R.

breeds better than I or anybody In this
Hfouse .tea 'that if the half-breeds had been
settled with on the basis of givIng them
land and letting ithem settle on the land, that
wobld have been the true solutlon. There
was the strong opln!ion of Archbishop Taché.
In 1879, when I was up in Wlnnipeg, Arch-
bidhop Taehé and Father Laoembe urged
me ln the strongest way ,to Impress on the
Governiment not to give scrip but to give
land, so as to force the halfabreeds to settle
on the land. There '-i not the slighteet
doubt that a mistake was made at that time
ln giving the sctrp. If at that time the
Government said to the half-breeds : We
will give bath of you 240 acres of land lin
seulement of your claim and for the ex-
tinction of the Indian title, the result would
have been that the half4breeds would be
wealthler to-day than they are. The hon.
gentleman knows this also-that that scrip
that was given the first time melted out of
their bands like snow, and a large amount of
the scrip that was given on the second issue
melted Ilkewise ; and this will not remain
long in the bands of many. It la true, there
are many of these persons having claims who
are thrifty, industrious, excellent farmers,
good citizens, and no doubt they will take
care of whatever opportunities are placed ln
their bands. But my hon. friends know very
well that a large number of them will part
with their certificates, with the result that a
number of persons, probably very few, will
make a big haul out of the transaction, and
probably one or two years after the settle-
ment the balflbreeds wIll lbe very little bet-
ter off. It would be worth trytng the ex-
periment. If It were found, after a few
years, that they were not satisfied with the
land, some other course might be taken.

Now, look how much this proposition is to
the advantage of the half-breeds. At pre-
sent the value of land In the North-west
Territory is greater than It was when the
original settlement was made. At that time
land was worth $1 an acre-at least, that
was what was thought to be the value of It.
A large quantlty of it was allenated by the
Mackenzie Government at that figure. Now,
my hon. friend says the selling price of land
ls $3 an acre.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The hon. gentleman* (Mr. Davin) knows that
Dominion lands would not run $3 an acre or
anythlng like it. When I speak of the value
of land, It must be remembered that we
only get a chance to sell- Dominion lands
where they are valuable on accont of loca-
tion.. But If the hon. gentleman would take
the trouble to look at the map and see the
amount of land that was taken up by the
railway land grants, which cover almost the
entire fertile portion of the Nórth-west, aud
that for homesteads, lie wil see that there
'0 very little avallable. It is not suggested
that the half-breeds would be able to take
up lands worb $8 an acre.
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Mr. DAVIN. That proves my contention
that the value of the lande must be very
much greater than It was twenty years ago.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes, but the whole country was available
then ; you could put down scrip anywhere.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, but if so much land -is
taken up and there la such a very little per-
centage that can be put Into the market, It
ls only a question in economics, and we need
not come down to the facts at all ; we know
very well that the value per acre must be
greater than It was. We know, as a matter
of fact, that the companies that have lands
to sell now, are selling them pretty well ;
and even the hon. gentleman's department
is selling lands better than In former years,
except in certain boom years when there
was a special value attaching to land. I
have visited some of the uistricts where the
half-breeds that will be benedtted by this
arrangement are, and I can bear testimony
to what an industrious, Intelligent class of
farmers they are ; and I am very much lu-
elined to think that If, instead of giving
them the option, they were shut up to taking
land as satisfaction for their claim under
this head, a great .many of them would take
the land, and take It willingly, while the
freeing of others from the temptation of scrip
wouId be an advantage. I think it would
be worth the hon. gentleman's while to try
the experiment anyway ; but If he does not
do that, the suggestion of my hon. friend
from Provencher would be of advantage to
the balf-breeds. As we are proceeding to
settle, once for all, the claim under the In-
dian title lu the Nortb-west Territories, why,
let us do It lu the most advantageous way
for the half-breeds. Let us consider the in-
terest eof that Interesting class of our popu-
lation ; and the suggestion of my bon.
friend from Provencher would certainly be
a better solution than the issue of scrip. It
would amount to the same thing for the
Government, because it means thrée-quar-
ters of a million dollars out of the pocket
of the Government in the end.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
(Mr. Davin) knows one thing-lhe wIll agree
with me that in this measure the first thing
that the Government must have in view 1s
to have peace, harmony and satisfaction
among that class of our population. There
1s absolute force In the statement made a
moment ago by my hon. friend the Minister
of the Interior, that the half-breeds hold
that they have a rlght to the soi, and no-
body knows better than my hon. friend, who
has been a resident of the North-west Ter-
ritories for a long time, that every ha-lf
breed on the banki of the Saskatchewan who
was not fully settled with ui 885, .bas a
grievance, and f this tact the Governmenti
must net loge sight. Every child born in te
North-west Territorles since 1870 who bas
not been settled wIth, bas a grievance. The

basis of the settlement must be, that we re-
cognize their daim and give them compensa-
tion. We determined at the outset, when
we acquired the terrltory of the Hudson
Bay Company, that- we would treat the half-
breeds as we would the Indians-that l, as
first occupants of the soil. It bas been the
pollcy of the British Government from time
Immemorial not to take a possession of any
lands wlthout having lin some way settled
with the firat occupants and giving them
compensation. The British Government bas
always recognized the title of the Indian,
and bas also extingulshed that title before
allowlng white people to settle In the Indian
country. The question arose in 1870, how
we should deal with the balf-breed. We
could fnot deal with them absolutely as In-
dians, nor could we deal with them as white
people. We adopted a pecullar settlement
-that ls, we gave them compensation, but ln-
stead of dealing wIth them as we dealt wIth
the Indians, giving compensation to the tribe,
we decided to give compensation to the in-
dividual alf-breeds, and that compensation
we fdxed at 240 acres. Now, we all recog-
nize that we should settle with the half-
breeds In the -Athabasca district, which
we are now Invading. The only ques-
tion is as to the mode of settlement. My
hon. frIend (Mr. Davin) says: Make an ex-
periment. For my part, I would not be In-
elined to do so. The one thIng we must do
is to give satisfaction to these people. If
you make a settlement satisfactory to them,
even though It la not profitable to them, yeu
have, at all events, settled the question;
you have satisded them and removed the
cause of discontent. But If you make an
experiment and leave a feeling of hardship
In their hearts, you have the same thing as
you have now-latent discontent among this
class of our population. We must all agree,
I am sure we do all agree, that we must
have everybody satlsfled ln this coun-
try, whether Indian or half-breed, that
the British Crown le giving him his
full due, and Is recognizlng his right
to everythlng to which he Is entitled.
I wish for my part that we could devise
some. settlement differenft from that which
has been followed hitherto. My hon. frIend
bas referred to the opinion of Archbishop
Taché upon this subject, and no one could
speak with greater anthority than Arch-
bishop Taché. As far back as 1869, he ten-
dered to the Goverument of that day advice
ithat the half-breeds ought not to be settled
with by scrip ln the Territories as they had
been ln Manitoba, but that it would be better
to settle with them by giving them lande and
keeping >them somewhat as wardaof, thie
nation. That advie was not foUowed, *nd
why? Well, probably because the offeers
of the department at that time thougbt, and
thought with some truth, thatbthe haltfbreeds
would not be satlsdled 'to be deait with as
wards of the nation. 3y hen. friend knows
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as well as I do that;those lhalf-breeds, a mix-
ture of Indian and white blood, are a very
independent race, very independent ln their
nature, and very intolerant of any kind of
subjection. However, the department would
not -treat with them ; the only mistake whicli
was made at that time was to do nothlng at
all. It would have been far better to make a
settlement of some kind, although It might
not have been the best possible settlement.
But I say again we must settle this question.
We cannot allow it to go on from year to
year as it bas been going on. We have now
reached 1899, we are Invading the Territorles
of the north where the Indians and half-
breeds have not been disturbed up ·to this
moment. White settlement has not gone
north to the Saskatchewan hitherto, but now
It is going as für as Slave Lake, Lake Atha-
basca and Mackenzie River. lu order to
meet the Indians and half-breeds, we have,
sent a commission to deal with them ; we
must deal with them, we must satisfy them.
Again I say, that for my part I wlsh we
could make a profitable settlement with
them, but even if it be not a profitable settle-
ment, we must make some arrangement that
will make every one of them feel that they
have received the compensation to which
they are entitled. My hon. friend says some
of them are good agriculturists. I know
some of them were pretty well advanced in
agriculture, iand these have, no doubt, re-
ceived their scrip and wll take up land. But
there are others who are not so advanced,
and who will get rid of their scrlp. No
doubt many will squander it, I am pretty
sure of that. But how that can be prevented
is more than I can tell. If my hon. friend
wdll -suggest to me any method that wi
satisfy them, and at the saine time be pro-
dîtable to them, I wlli be glad to take It.
But if he cannot do so, I can only repeat
that we must settle wit-h them anyhow, and
tn a manner to give them entire satisfac-
tion.

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me my hon.
friend Is more tanxious to settie than he is
to find some reasonable means of improving
on the old settlement whilh he himself ac-
knowledges to be faulty and a wasteful one.
I do not know whether we quite understand
what this question means. If the Minister
of the Interior should come down to-night
and ask for $750,000, this House would begin
to wonder what that was for, and they would
require a most approved plan for the econo-
mical and useful distribution of that money.
Although my hon. friend does not come down
and ask for that sum of money, it is exactly
the same -thing, for this $750,000 worth of
serip just means even as respects what It Is
sold to a. broker or mIkdleman-it just means
$750,O00 of an appropriatiou by this Parlia-
ment out of the funds of ·t4e Crown. Now,
I do not think any of us want ·to rush lu too
quickly to the disposition Of $750,O00, unless
we can .make all that a wise Parliament

Sir WILFRID LAURIER.

ought to be able to make, rin provision for a
useful distribution of the money. Push the
argument of my hon. friend to its conclu-
sion, and It means that whatever may be the
whim, the wish of these people, who bave
rights undoubtedly which we all acknowl-
edge, and which we are all anxious -to satisfy
-whatever may be their whim or their wish,
even though it be posltively dangerous to
them, we must gratify it in order that they
may not feel a grievance. Now, let us ask
ourselves whether a man Is best -treated who
has a desire to have his right recognized,
and w-hen a Government offers him a sub-
stantial recognition of that right, whlch, tak-
ing -an extreme case, we will say that man
barters for drink, or for $5, or for a small
sum, and wakes up the next day or the day
af ter, to find that he is not one whit better
off than he was before his rights were re-
cognized, and that he has to face the world
just as poor and just as badly equIpped as
was before ; and that for ten, or fifteen, or
twenty, or forty years of his life. Is It
better to fling into that man's way an oppor-
tunity for damaging himself, or is it better
for us to sit down and ·think out, even
though it takes a little time, some plan which
whilst we recognize his fullest right, we m=y
also place the recognitiofi of ·that right on
a basis where it will be an actual good to the
man himself. Now, is lt fnot possible to do
that ? I believe it is, and although these
children of nature may have their whims,
and although they are independent as child-
ren of nature will be, and feel that they have
a right to something, and to do with it as
they like, there are no men :more amenable
to their proper guides and their true friends
than are the half-breeds of the North-west.
I believe It Is possible by consultation, by
some method of machinery in conjunction
with those in wbom they have.confidence,
to adopt a plan by means of which -this grant
may prove :to the greatest extent useful to
them. The Minister of the Interior has said
that these men are mostly engaged in rural
occupations, and are not scattered over a
wide extent of territory. That Is favourable
to some method belng adopted which may
tend to conserve the interests they have. If
they are agriculturally inellned, Is it not
possible that if their rights are recognized
to the full by a grant of land, our purpose
would be attained? Wihen we went there
and took possession of tbat territory the
half-breeds had nothing but land, they had
no money. It was the unfortunate substitu-
tion of serip for land which gave them the
idea that they had a right te something
outside of what they possessed ln the North-
west when the whlte man Invaded that por-
tion of our country. That right is absolutely
satisfied when they get their proper propor-
tion of the land, all of which was theirs be-
fore, and on that was based the settlement.
Now, if they are agriculturally lunlined,
would not the larger part of them think that
they were justly deAlt with if 240 a cres o!
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land were conserved to :them and lput at certain limit, unlimi-ted here. It Is actually
their disposali? Perhaps you would find ,.unlimi.ted, but because lit gpes Into the hands
some of them who would say : No, we have of two thousand, three thousand, four thou-
land enough. If they have land enough, sand or five thousand persons, and in this
and are agriculturally inelluned, if they have Iway the bon. Minister Issues his redeemable
the wheat they want, if they have the rim- eurrency, limited to a certain extent and
plements they want, and Instead of getting sets It afloat in the country. I do not -thlnk
this miserable scrip, which may go out of it is proper finance or a proper thing to do.
their hands for a mere song, could there not I am not saying this because I would
be. through a commission of their friends, object to this Minister any more than I
acting with the Government, a plan by which would to a MinIster In any preceding Gov-
those who have lands enough at the present ernment. I am trying ito argue this on no
time could get improved stock for - their party ground ; I give the fullest recognition
lands, agricultural machinery If they wanted to the rights of freemen of the soil to the
It, which would be actually useful to them, extinguishment of itheir claims. They have
and of great benefit to them? Then, after a right to it ; we are strong enough and
you exhaust all this, you wIll find remaining Igenerous enough to give lt to them, but can-
a remnant who will say : We don't want not we give It to them with benefit rather
land, we don't want ploughs or harrows, we t than injury. Is It not possible to have
don't want stock; we want our scrlp such a plan by which It will be bestow-
as you gave to the Indians of the North- ed lin such a manner that it will be
west. You have a minority who will take of actual advantage and by which It will
that unreasonable position. If the matter is not be wasted ? Of this $2,000,000 of
properly dealt with, and that minorlty can scrip, not one-tenth of it bas really been a
very easily be deak wlth, I think, by a Gov- benefit to the men wbo were supposed to get
ernment which Is considerate and at the i't, and who have these great natural rights
same time flrm, and by their own friends, ta the land which a generous people are wIll-
wlo would be ln -the arrangement, I think a ing to recognize. What these freemen of the
satisfactory settlement could be made. There soil should have Is soil. Give :them soil and
is another thlng that I strongly objeet to: give them something ta work the soil with;
it was done before, but that is no argument. give them agricultural implements, cattle,
When I became Minister of Finance ln the improved stock, and If this is properly gone
Government, I set my face strongly against about I believe that these people will be
any one having -the power ta issue currency- benefited. It will go ta make their lands
that is what It means. Here we are under valuable and to help them ta work the land.
our financlal system, and under our currency But, rather than give then this scrip, I
system, and theI ssue of currency Is a matter would say : Let us make an end of these
of the greatest moment. Here under cover currency debts circulating through the coun-
where few understand it, and -with the great try and give these men their money. Let us
bulk of the country knowing nothing about 1 settle with them for so much money In lieu
It. where there is no way of accounting for Of their lands. That wlll not hurt them any
what he issues at al], you gîve to any Min- more than the scrlp, and I do not think It
ister, in any department, power to Issue scrip would hurt them sa much. If scrip is given
ta the amount of hundreds and thousands r alH the profit goes ta the speculator, but If you
and millions of dollars. 'I do not know how give money that goes into general circulation
much las been Issued. but It is something and into the general line of trade, and bene-
like $2,000,00 a'ltogether. Does the bon® fits the commun1ty Iu that way, It might >be
Minister know ? arranged with those who do not want land

and who just want money ta have It paid In
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. instalments from year ta year as lit Is wanted

The whole amount contemplated here ? under a commission constituted in some such
way as I have hinted at. It would be aMr. POSTER. No, but that which has sterling benefit ta these men and not liable tobeen issued. be wasted. I do not know whether these sug-

The MINISTER OF THE INTE RIOR.Igestions <that we have made are at all ac-
The oIver R $2,0F •ROR. I ceptable or not, but I would make a plea forthink over $2,000,000. the sake of ;these people. What these men
Mr. POSTER. Over $2,000,000 has been want ta see, certalnly, is an expression of

issued, and here we will have an addition the desire toi satisfy their claims ; and they
of $750,000 or thereabouts. It ls really -anwant ta see the rmachlnery put In operation.
unlimited eurrency whilch ls set afloat in tbls If It is put in operation it does not matter
country redeemable in land. It ail comes so much whether it is doue with a rush and
back and le redeemed ln the equivalentn i a few months or whether it is doune in a
of bard money so far as the treasury reasonable way and they are approached la
1s concerned. I . do not thiuk Iti1s a a reasonable way with the idea always that
eat ower. Io plaeti thek hands of what Is bel.ng done will laure toi their great-'heaithy power to place ln the bands Of es advantage.

any lndividual Minister, not saying any- a
thing about any particular Minister, the fMr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman. a fewpower of issuing money or scrip up to a years ago. I had a case which will illustrate
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bow these people get value 'for their serip,
placed before me in connection with a matter
of public business. A gentleman, who had
purchased serlp in the North-west Terri-
tories of the second Issue, mot of the first,
which shows that scrip was bought also by
speculators In regard to the second issue, as
well as the first, owed the Department of the
Interior $1,250. He told me that he was
paying that amount by paylng the Govern-
ment $50 In cash and by giving them $1,200
worth of scrip which he bad purchased from
the half-breeds for $90. The Government
were giving the half-breeds $90 and actually
paying out of ithe treasury $1,200, or Its equi-
valent, to a speculator who bad purohased
the half-breeds' scrip. The right hon.
Prime Minister has said that It Is his desire
above all things, that there should be peace,
harmony and satisfaction. The only differ-
ence between the position of the right hon.
gentleman and the contentlon on this side
of the House Is thbet this side of the Rouse
desfres that there should be peace, harmony
and satisfaction amongst the half-breeds
with the greattest possible advantage ,to the
half-breeds themselves. Lt appears te me
that the right hon. Prime Minister has In-
sisted too strongly upon the necessity of
dealing with these half-breeds as other half-
breeds are dealt with. You are giving them
no advantage whatever. You say : Here is
scrip -whIch Is redeemable In land. You
have scrlp which will represent 240 acres of
land. Why cannot you give them an option ?
Why cannot you say to them : We will give
you scrip, as we gave it to the othe- half-
breeds, or, if you like, we wIll give you so
much cash. Can the half-breed be less satis-
fded, can he be the less contented, can there
be Iess peace and harmony if he has his
choice of money or scrip than as though you
gave hlm scrip and gave him no choice of the
money ? The right hon. Prime Minister
shakes bis head.

The PRIME MINISTER. I would rather
have the plan suggested by the hon. member
for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster).

Mr. MONTAGUE. It comes to the same
thing exactly, because you give him bis
choice, and, as I understand the plan of the
hon. member for York, it was to give hlm
Is choice.
The PRIME MINISTER. It was to give

stock and implements but no money.
Mr. MONTAGUE. I amnot saylng whe-

ther It should be cash or implements, but
my suggestion Is, that they abould get value
which they can use themselves, and which
wll not pass into the hands of the specula-
tors. The incident I have given to this Par-
lament shows that the serip does not get
Into the hands of the half-breeds at all, but
goeS to the speuator, and ln the sugges-
tions made from this side of the House-and
they are not made ln a party sense at all-
the idea is to give the half-breeIs more

Mr. MONTAGUE.

value. Do you mean to tell me that the
half-breed in the North-west Territory is
not able to do some sort of figuring ? Do
you mean to tell me that he does not know
himself that he will sell that scrip for $25
or $50; and do you mean to tell me that he
would not rather accept a proposal made on
the part of the Government, that they will
give him $50 this year, and $50 the next
year, and $50 the next year, and $50 the
year followIng, and $40 for the Énal year,
instead of scrip ? I believe that the half-
breed; with $240 paid to him in five years,
will be much more contented and satisfded
than by getting a scrap of paper, which the
day following he will turn over to a specu-
lator for $25 or $30.

MT. DAVIN. This letter bas Just come to
me by the post from Fort Qu'Appelle :

Fort Qu'Appelle, Assa.,
June 29th, 1899.

Dear Mr. Davin,-It la rumoured here that the
half-breeds born between 1370 and 1885 are to
receive scrip, and In consequence the majority
of them are selling their claims for $40 and $45,
getting $5 or $10 down. The uselessness of giv-
ing them negotiable scrip la thus easily seen.

Would you mind asking the following questions
ln the House:-

1. la the Government going to issue scrip to
the half-breeds born ln the North-west Territor-
les between the years 1870 and 1885 ?

2. Will the scrip, If issued, be similar to the
former issued, or will the Government make It
only for land, and arrange It so that the latter
cannot be disposed of, thus proving a benefit to
the poor people entitled to It, and not for the
advantage of the speculators who traffic li It ?

3. In the Government aware that half-breeds at
Fort Qu'Appelle and Touchwood Hills are already
disposing of their claims to such scrip for $40
and $45 ?

If the Government want information as to the
ttird question, ask them to refer to the police de-
tachments here and at Touchwood.

The matter la a serlous one, for at the prices
mentioned the Government virtually makes a
present of $100 to speculators for each scrip is.
sued, and it does no good to the half-breeds, as
the small sum recelved Is mostly spent ln whisky.

Yours faithfully,
GEORGE F. GUERNSEY.

This letter Is not marked "private," and
the gentleman who wrote it is a notary pub-
lie and conveyancer, a well-known man, and
I do not believe he would have any objec-
tion to having his name mentioned. Mr.
Guernsey bas been in the North-west Terri-
tories since 1878, and you see the Impression
made on hlm ln regard to that question. He
used originaBy to be In the North-west
Mounted Police, and his testimony ls very
valuable at thls time. I do not think that
my right hon. friend (Sir Wilfrld Laurier)
caught exactly the point of the argument 1
endeavoured to make. I did not say that
every one of the half-breeds would say he
was satlsfied, If the Government decided:
We wll1 give you $240 each in the way that
has been suggested. I am qulte certain a
number of them would be more satsfed to
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put a few dodlars present money Into their
pockets. But the leaders and the more
thoughtful amongst them wIll be more satis-
lied If the Government make the proposal
whieh has come from this side of the House.
and even those who now would be more
pleased to get a few current bIlls Into their
pockets, will in the end be much more satis-
fled if the present Government follows a
wiser polley than that adopted by their pre-
decessors. I do not think the argument, as
put by the right hon. gentleman, Is very
cogent. What he says is this : Whether
the half-breeds squander It or not, let us
satisfy them. I do not thInk that is the way
in which the question should be regarded by
the Parliament of Canada, and the Govern-
ment of Canada, and the right hon. the Pre.
mier, and the Superlntendent General of In-
dian Affairs. Wlthout treating the half-
breeds too paternally, without treating themn
as we treat Indians on the reserves, I think
we miglht feel we have a speclal responsibil-
ity towards them, as we have a responsibil-
ity towards all citizens, and that If we can
make an arrangement-taking into account
the moral qualities and the social de-
velopment of any section of the communIty
-an arrangement that while satisfying the
demands of justice, will also bei in the end
highly beneficial to that class, we should
make that arrangement rather than take a
course that will be simply washing our
hands of it, and by which we wll per-
mit a large sum of money to be simply
thrown to the dogs, or worse.

Mr. CLANCY. There is no difference of
opinion as to recognizing the claims of the
half-breeds, but the difficulty exists only as
to the best mode of dealing with the ques-
tion ln order that the half-breeds themselves
may get the most benefit from it. It seems
to me that some plan can be adopted as au
alternative. The half-breed might rst be
offered the 240 acres, or scrip to the extent
of $240. As I understand the Minister, scrip
in the hands of a half-breed would purchase
more land than In the hands of anybody
else.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No. The half-breed might take 240 acres of
land, if he wishes, or he might take $244
scrip. If he takes the $240 scrip, when It is
presented, It goes in at par, dollar for dollar.

Mr. CLANCY. I was endeavouring to
make that clear. The land Is not allotted
where It is only worth $1 an acre. The half-
breed may get 240 acres of Dominion lands
anywhere, and, since he can take 240 acres
of land or $20worth of scrIp, he may have
land more valuable than another person's
land with that $2 worth of scrip In hlis
hands. I would suggest, for the considera-
tion of the Government, that ln order to
prevent the possibility of these specuators
traffin in scrp, the hal-breeds wouljd
first be offered the land, and the land alone.

I would not confne them to that choice,
however, because, as the First Minister saye,
we must deal with these people justly, and
-we must satisfy them. I have no doubt that
it Is otten very dIîdcult to satisfy them. The
frat propositiorn which the Government
would make to the half-breeds, under my
suggestion, would be this : We will give
you the land, and if you do not want the
land, we will give you scrip, but we will give
you, as an alternative, the value which that
scrip would be worth ln the bands of a third
party for the purpose of purchasing land.
In other words, It would be determined by
the value of the land purchased. Thatwould
give him all the advantages he would have
by selling it, and a great deal more. It
would completely drive out the middleman
who purchases the serip at a nominal sum.
The half-breed would get what the scrip
was worth, measured by the price of the
land. It seems to me that Is a reasonable
proposition, andI it would obviate the diffi-
culty which the hon. member for York, N.B.
(Mr. Foster) points out.

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that It Is
not possible for the Minister now, after the
letter which has been read by my hon.
friend from West Assinibola (Mr. Davin),
not to consider this matter as to means.
That Is just the practical fact, that the
very moment the word has gone out that
there Is going to be an issue of scrip, that
very moment, like a swarm of wasps, you
have these men lying in wait for every
possible half-breed they can find, and by
different arguments, getting his claim from
him.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Let me point out to my hon. friend what
has been done already. The practice ln
former years was to issue to tne half-breeds
a certificate which was so drawn that one
might fancy it had been drawn for the
express purpose of making it as easy as
possible for a broker to get hold of it.
Notwithstanding all the years I lived Ii
the North-west, I never saw one of these
original certificates until I came to the de-
partment.

Mr. FOSTER. That is because you were
not a half-breed.

The MINI1lSTER OF THE INTERIOR.
When I came to examine the certiicate, I
found that it simply said: " This certifi-
cate entitles John SmIth or the bearer to
$240 worth of serlp," setting out the partie
culars. So that when a certifdcate was is
sued, all that a broker had to do was to
get possession of it wlthout makIng him-
sel iable for stealing it, and .he would be
entitled to come here and make a demad
for the cer1p. - deelded to have the form
altered to say that the assige would be
recognlzed upn a proper assignment being
filed iu the department. I venture te sy
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that assignments cannot be filed in the de- They live and associate with them very
partment for a large number of the certifi- largely, and the half-breeds have a great
cates, for the simple reason that probably defal of influence with the Indians, and I
two-thirds of the balf-breeds are now under have been assured by men best posted un
age, and are not legally qualified to makLe the subject that it would be quite useless
an assignment. and the certidicate would to send ont a commission to undertake to
be simply held by them until they were I deal with the Indians unless they were ln a
qualified. At the same time, they would position to satisfy the lialf-breeds at the
feel that their rights were recognized. The lsame time. We would not be ln a position
chances are tbat the people buying scrip, to make a satisfactory arrangement with
to whom the bon. member for West Assini- the half-breeds of the Athabasca dIstrict
bola refers, are people who think that the without de.aWng wlth the whole of them.
certificates are going to be issued In the Therefore, ls it necessary to take power to
same form as in previous years, but they deal with the whole question at once. I re-
will be woefully disappointed when they ftnd cognize fully the difficulty, but every one
that the half-breed no longer gets a certid- must recognize tihe tact that when you are
cate whieh he eau simply hand over. In settling a political grlevance you have to
former years the certIficate of minora were settle it ln a way satlefactory to the men
issued ln this form. and the result was that who have it-of course I do not mean to
tbe practice to which my hon. friend refers satisfy any whim they may have. If the
was practically encouraged by the action late Goverument had never issued the secrp,
of the department ; but everything the de- [ would be the last to suggeet it, but since
partment could do to stop that practice has a certain course of action was foâlowed,
been done, and I fancy that the simple these people claim they are entitled to the
step I have taken will go far to prevent it. same treatment. If they were willing to
It is a matter of notoriety In the North- take anytihing else, we would be wtilling to
west that when certificates for scrlp were give It to them.
delivered in former years there was a free Mr. MONTAGUE. Give them the option.
use of whisky ln the immediate neighbour-
hood of the proceeding, and a great many The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
half-breeds, while under the Influence of The best opinion I can get from the men
liquor, imprudently gave away their scrip best posted leads me to suppose that there le
for trifling sums. I do not want to make no immediate prospeet of settflng this ques-
any insinuation against the friend of the ,tion except by giving mthem land or scrip,
hon. member for Haldimand, but it looks redeemable in land, as we suggest, with any
as if he had In his possession $1,200 of limitations we can place to prevent imme-
scrip which he got for $90. The half-breed diate alienation. If prevented from alien-
knows very well the value of his escrip, ating the scrip for the first three months,
and unless he ls got under the influence of i the immediate danger ls averted, that is the
liquor by unscrupulous persons, he gets danger of their being induced to part with
within a reasonable percentage of what the scrlp by people who wlll follow the com-
the scrip is supposed at the time to be missioners and resort to those peculiar
worth on the market. Cases arose. of this means of obtaining the scrip whIeh are
kind. Certificates were issued perhaps to resorted to In such cases. That ls the only
a man with a family ofive. They were means 1 eau suggest as likely to Improve the
all handed to the nearest relative, and some- position of affiairs and make the assistance
tdnes the half-breed was got under the In- we are givIng more beneficial.
fluence of liquor, and all of them were turn- Mr. HAGGART. What wzll *this serp
ed over to some one else for a mere song. be received In payment of ?
That cannot be done under the arrange- The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
ment I have made, ln the large proportion T I EH N O
of cases. Those hon. members who think Land.
these half-breedse can Ïbe treated like child- Mr. HAGGART. Only land?
ren are suggesting an arrangement that can. The MINISTER 0F'TUE INTERIOR.
not be carried out. In answer to the sug-
gestion of the hon. member for York as
to the Immediate necessity of deallng with Mr. HÂG<AÉT. The other serip was re-
the half-breeds, I may state that It was ceived ln payment of .mlnlng licenses, the
brought to my attention by men famillar purehase of-ceaï lands, the purclie of rau-
with the whole question that the half-breeds ches. Is this Bi drawn dlfferently?
living in the Athabasca distrlet are In more
or less constant communication with those TheeiNotBiOPÂTHa..suTerizes
who live in the more southerly portion of theril t be laceeAl -pa t ai-
the North-west Territorles; and It was point-
ed out to me by these men that it would g except and.
be utterly imNpossible for the Indian com~. M.DVN o.gnlmnpooe
mission te undertake te deal with theteisu cpadindrtndhtiite
Indians unless some arrangement were cs f leain nasgmn utb
made for dealing with the half-breeds teo gdi il eatetI re omk
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the alienation effective. I suppose the
course taken by the agent of a private bank
or broker would be this. They would have
an attorney present and have un assignment
when they would be lodged with the De-
partment of the Interior, and that would
give them the title to the land.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
How w.1l they do Vhat in 'the case of a
minor ?

Mr. DAVIN. Let us deal with one who Is
of age. The assignment wil1 be with the
Departmeat of the Interior. What Safe-
guard is there in that ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The safeguard 4s what the hon. gentleman
knows perfectly well, namely, that ln four
cases out of five the broker never could get
an assignment executed at al. The scrip
issued by the late Government did not re-
quire any assignment or endorsation, but
was practleally like a note of band payable
to bearer. Why was it made thus ? Does
the hon. gentleman suppose that the men
who passed that law did not know what
they were doing ? The serlp was made out
in that way because of the difficulty of ob-
taining an assignment. You can get a cer-
tificate out of the possession of a half-breed
when you could not get an assignment from
him signed before a witness.

Mr. DAVIN. That ·Is a certain safeguard.
But my hon. friend said that that would
create some dissatisfaction, and In that re-
spect he is golng contrary to the principle
laid down by the Prime Minister, who said
the great object was to satisfy these people.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
What I say ls this. I want to do every-
thing possible to protect the half-breeds,
without treating them as a ward. If he
says : I wish to sell this scrip and am pre-
pared to execute a legal assignment just
as if he were selling a farm, there Is noth-
Ing to prevent his doing so. If we pre-
vent his doing that we are simply refusing
to recognize him as a citizen and treating
him as a ward or an infant not fit to deal
with his own property. But I do not pro-
pose making. it as easy for hlm to part
with his scrip as he would with a promis-
sory note, payable to bearer, but to sub-
ject hlm to the legal formality of nakig
an assignment, and this will protect hlm
to some extent. The hon. gentleman knows
very well that the half-breed may be got
very readily to dispose of his scrip, espe-
elally if under the Influence of liquor. But
when the person who deuires to purchase
It has to get an assigument in proper for m
attested by a witness, he le under certain
restraint, and an Inquiry can be made at1
any Uie Into the manner in which this
scrip was obtained. If the half-breed would
afterwagrds say that he had not parted with
the scrip, or that he was under the influ-

ence of liquor when he parted with it, that
assignment Is of record and the facts can
be investigated and the scrip cancelled or
steps taken to call it in, If It has not al-
ready been presented for payment. So that
it Is not at all the same thing to permit
a man to band his property over without
any assignment at all and to compel him
to make a formal assignment of it before
the transfer is complete. It will make the
difference of perhaps two-tifths of the scrip
being disposed of very quickly and a very
small fraction being disposed of it.

Mr. DAVIN. But does not the hon. gen-
tleman see what an argument that puts In
the hands of the Opposition against the
contentlon of the Prime Milnister, which
was that we should satisfy these people ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTER[OR. I
think they will be satlsfled.

Mr. DAVIN. A few moments ago the
hon. gentleman said that no doubt that
wouldI not be as satisfactory to them-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
What ?

Mr. DAVIN. The hon. gentleman sald
tbat the new departure would not be as
satisfactory to them as the old arrangement.
He said they preferred the old arrange-
ment.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
think the hon. gentleman must bave mis-
understood me.

Mr. DAVIN. No, the hon. gentleman will
find it lI "Hansard." But even wlthout
trying to pin him to anything he said a
moment ago, does he suppose that this ar-
rangement will be as satisfactory, at the
4rst blush, to the half-breeds, as the old
system.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). This is an arrangement which, it
seems 'to me. they could not object to whea
it was presented to them. We say : You
are getting the scrip, as people got It be-
fore, and when you want to dispose of it
you are in a position to dispose of it by
exeeuting a legal document, and this safe.
guard Is placed there In order that the docu-
ment may not be transferred witiout the
exerelse of your capaalty as a citizen to dis-
pose of your property. They may say : We
want to dispose of it by simply handing it
over. But i do not thInk many of them
w'ould ttake that position, but would be
satlatied with the arrangement we propose.

Mr. DAVIN. Then why not go further and
offer them *the land ? Would not the same
intelligence that the bon. Minister rêles upon
Justify im In taking that step ? Land là
really worth more than 20, or $1 per aere.
Why, the time sla coming very soon wben
ou will not be able to get an acre of and
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ln the North-west Territorles for less thar
$10.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Af ter a change of Gov
ernment.

Mr. DAVIN. No doubt, there will bea
ehange of Governnent before that time;
but I would not attribute this inerease o
value to a change of Government, but to the
real cause-that the country Is settling up
and land becoming scarcer. Taking the rea
soning of the hon. Minister of the Interior
himself, we are forced to ethe position sug
gested by this side, namely, that we should
trust the wisdom of the half-breeds and eay
We will not give you scrip for those who
are improvident amongst yeu to squander
what we will do is to give you land thai
your best friends, like Archbishop Tachd
hold should not be made allenablet at your
hands ; we wIll give you lands, which as it
aecretes in value will be a great resource for
you and your chlîdren. You will raise their
self-respect and you wIll do the best :thing
both for them and for Canada. The Min-
ister sees the viciousness of the old course.
But why should he not depart further from
it ? He says it was a viclous thing to make
an arrangement that enabled the half-breed
to allenate his scrip the moment it came
into his hands.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We have a check upon that.

Mr. DAVIN. But why not adopt a more
effective check ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
It is perfectly effective, within the rights of
a citizen to dispose of his property.

Mr. DAVIN. But the hon. gentleman
knows well that the moment this Is pub-
lished, that moment you wIll have not merely
the broker's agent, but accompanylng the
broker's agent you will have a solicitor,
and that soeic4tor wlth his assIgnments ail
ready and witnesses that wlll witness any-
thing.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I thlnk the Minister of
the Interior bas answered himself. He sta-
ted very fairly and plausIbly that a change
in the old practice would cause dlssatisfac-
tion among the haf-breeds when the settle-
ment was entered upon. Now, as I under-
stood the hon. gentleman 'wlll not Issue cer.
tm!eates for scrip to minore.. m I correct
In hatT

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Let me explain. The commsoners who

n on-the..o aa o former
settlements did not issue serlp dl ye but

ed to the alf-breed a certificate for
scrlp. The certlßcaete gave power to caim
sripv The eertîtete whleh ibeinissued
to .the haUibi.eed4,f-the Athaascadistrfet
wil not nte the rea toklim the derlp,
but wlU enable theprson to whom 4t is

te aim Ife

n Mr. MONTAGUE. And a minor cannot
assign It ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
No.

a Mr. MONTAGUE. Now, we quite under-
stand the hon. Minister. Under the old sys-

f tem, the father of seven children came to
e the commissioner and said: I want eight

certIficates for scrip. And having got them,
- he could sell them,, and the party who bought

them could get the scrip for them. Now,
- let us see how it is at the present time. The

balf-breed, who is such a delicate and pecu-
liar character to deal with, and is suspiclous
that he is not being dealt with as fairly as
his brother was a few years ago, walks up

E with his seven children and asks for certi-
fleates for himself and them. He gets a cer-
tificate for himself, and if he assigns it
properly hle can sell it. But when he comes
to dispose of the certiticntes of his chlldren,
he finds he cannot dispose of them, because
he cannot assign them ; consequently he says
to himself: I amn not treated the same as the
half-breed was a few years ago. Now, 1

am supposing he Is as improvident as can
be and desires to get rid of this scrip belong-
ing to his children. He recalls the fact that
bis brother, ten years ago got scrlp for his
whole familly and could dispose of it at once,
while he is hedged around with difficulties.
This will cause dissatisfact1on. The Mnis-
ter said that if the half-breed would take
anythIng else than a certLfcate for scrip he
would be glad to give It to -him. But he
does not offer hîm anything but the certi-
ficate.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We have the power to give him the land or
the serlp.

Mr. MONTAGUE. That is to say, he can
assign his scrip and take the land. But sup-
pose he would prefer to take the money,
you have not power to give it to him?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I was dealling with the proposition we
should make to Pariament. I said that we
would be happy to make an arrangement, if
we thought the House would aceept it.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What we contend for is
that the half-breed should be given an oppor-
tunIty to take cash if he wants it. The Min-
later said that if he would prefer to take that,
he would rather see him get it than the certi-
ticate for the scrip. What we say is that the
Minister should give hilm poweirto take scrip
or an anuity for a certain number of years,
if he wants it, iustead of givlng hlm a cer-
tificate that he an dp of for a song.
Now, I want to refer 2to, what the Miister
said in regard tco the átgtred gave him. I
have no personal knowed o the deal.
It was agentlemnn*bo ca>e here to pur-
chase some landsot! thelovernment, and
who gave me tlie ftguresthat was ln 1888
What have we nxow - U paid $18 for
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the scrip ten years ago, five certificates at
$18 each, $90, and my hon. friend produces
a letter from the field where operations are
begun at the present time, and where they
are only paying $40. Notwithstanding that
the Minister says that the half-breeds know
the value of scrip pretty well, here is a
statement directly from the North-west Ter-
ritories. where these certificates will be is-
sued, saying that they are actually sell-
Ing then for $40, and accepting $5 in cash
for theni.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
thought the hon. gentleman said that bis
friend got $1,200 in scrip for $90.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes, I did say that.
I said that he got $1,250 worth of scrip,
for which he only paid $90, and under the
price which seems to rule at the present
time, he paid $200. Now, there is not such
an awful difference between $200 and $90,
when you count nine years of inereased en-
lightenment, and increased intelligence, and
increased arithietic, in the minds of the
half-breeds of the North-west Territories.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
think my hon. friends on the other sidc
of the House see a difficulty in dealing with
this question which they did not realize
when they were in office, because when
they were in office they had the doing of it.
The hon. gentleman knows perfectly well
that all these things were brought to their
attention at the time. They did not even
take the small step I have taken in the
way of changing the certificate. they let
the certificate go fixed up just to suit the
broker. One would think the broker must
have drawn the certificate himself, or got
a lawyer to draw it, because there is no
other explanation for it. It was drawn
to enable the broker to get hold of that scrip
in the easiest possible way. I think my
hon. friends opposite lose sight of the fact
that this is not a new question, is not a
thing that we are beginning to deal with
now, is not a thing which we have no knowl-
edge about in so far as the disposition of
the people we have to deal with, is (oncern-
ed. Every man there knows exactly what
he thinks he is entitled to from the Gov-
ernment; he knows, or thinks he knows.
that he is entitled to $240 In scrip, and I
do not believe any arrangement could be
made with these people except by giving
them 240 acres in land or the equlvalent
In scrip. I am inclined to think 'that the
limit of Interference on the part of the
Government will be reached when we say
to these people : Wr will do our best to
prevent an improvident alienation of the
property. We may be able to devise other
and more effective means to prevent aliena-
tion, but I think that Is as far as the Gov-
ernment will be able to go.

202

Mr. DAVIN. There is no form of certi-
ficate here. Where does he provide for
the form ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
That is a departmental matter. It was
never put in the Bill. and I would not care
to put It in. because experience might sug-
gest some change. It Is a matter that will
go on for the next three or four years. Af
a matter of fact, the Athabasca half-breeds
are the only ones that wIll be dealt with
this year by the commission that has gone
up there. I do not expect that we wIll
deal with the half-breeds of the more south-
erly portion of the North-west Territories
until next year, and we will have time to
give a good deal of consideration to this
measure.

Mr. HAGGART. The hon. gentleman
states that the late Government nade no
change in that respect, that they Issuecd
only scrip to the half-breeds. If my memory
serves me right, instead of issuing scrip
altogether to the half-breeds, there was
some provision suggested by the hon. mem-
ber from Saskatchewan by whiehlithree or
four townships were reserved to them.
which itwas intended to give then instead
of scrip.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I think they had the privilege of taking
land, and we intend to give them the same
privilege ; but they took scrip.

Mr. HAGGART. But the whole issue
of scrip was not given them ; three or four
townships were retained for them.

Mr. LaRIVIERE.
scheme altogether.

That was a different

Mr. FOSTER. Do I understand tie Miin-
ister to say that there have been soine town-
ships reserved north of the Saskatchewan,
under Father Lacombe's patronage, where
he is now trying to get the half-breeds to
go ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Yes.

Mr. €FOSTER. Is it proposed to give the
half-breeds who are willing to go there a
certain amount of land ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
If they g,) there they will go there simply
as homesteaders, they will take up a homes
stead in the ordlnary way under the Act;
they will get no special privileges.

Mr. FOSTER. So, any of those whose
title you extinguish by this method would
not get any added advantage there ?

The MINISTER 0F THE INTERIOR.
No.

Mr. FOSTER. I 1still believe It Is practi-
cable for the hon. gentleman, in the coming
year. to form a commission la little different

REVISED EDITION.

6433 6434



[COMMONS]

to the present one, that is, a commission
one of whose members "vould be Father
Lacombe, if he would undertake 1-t, to see
what ight be done in the way of con-
fining this to lands, and to agricultural
Implements, and to cattle for those who
have as much land as they wish ; or they
might take up part land and take stock
for the farm as well. As for the residuum,
those who will say: We don't want lands,
nor scrip, nor anything like that; the com-
mission would say to these: Well. if you
don't want that, commute it for so much
money, and let that money be paid to you.
so much per year. Now, if the half-breed
knows, as he can be told, that the louse
is a unit, that the House bas given Its ad-
hesion to his rights, and is trying to do
the best It can for the half-breeds, It
seems to me that you wll overtake the
great mass of that difficulty which you see
in the way of the .half-breeds wanting to
be treated just as they were treated be-
fore. You have departed from that; you
are not treating him in the same way; you
are keepIng his children's scrlp until they
grow up. There you are making a change.
Commissions have been appoInted for tri-
vial purposes, and on some occasions un-
worthy purposes ; It would be rather a
good thing to have a commission appointed
here to try to do as much good as pos-
sible for these half-breeds. How does the
hon. gentleman propose to enumerate the
half-breeds who are to partake of this bene-
fit ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. We
have appointed a commission of two men.

Mr. FOSTER. Will they be enumerators
for the North-west half-breeds as well as
for those in Athabasca ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They will be later. I do not expect they will
get to the North-west half-breeds this season.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. 3Mr. Chairman, I do not
want to take up too much of the itime of the
committee on this question, bnt I may say
that, perhaps, the best ideas that we eau
express upon this question may not be prac-
ticable on account of the class of people we
have to deal with. In this matter, unless
we can go one better than has been done ln
the past, it will not be acceptable to the
balf-breeds. These people wIll not stand
any tutorship. They thInk, and I say they
are rigigt, that they are entitled to be treated
as white people are treated and that they
are entitled to look after their own affairs.
Bat, Sir, at the same time, Itink tatwe
made mistakes, first, when wie grnted a
lare ara of land ti Manitoba wbich the
half-breeds sold for a mere song, «s bas been
stated, and second, when we lssued scrp
that was negotiable with anybody except
with the Government wbeh Isued lt. This

erly sbpould bave been negotiable wIth the
Mr. FOSTER.

Government, eithet ln land or cash, and I
stIll contend that instead of issuing certift-
cates which are transferable to Tom, Dick
and Harry, that Is to say, to the speculators,
scrip should be issued to the parties who are
entitled !to receive it, and then those parties
should be entitled to get as many acres of
land as that scrip called for. If they did not
ehose to take land the Government should
make that scrip negotiable ln the monetary
institutions, and at the Government offices,
for its -face value. This would do away
wi'th the speculator and the middle man.
This scrip would be negotiable lin the market
at the face value of $240, and the half-breeds
would know that they were entItled to get
$240 for their scrip. Therefore, they would
not accept less money for it. But what is
being done ? The commission sits; a claim
is made by a half-breed ; it is examined by
the commissioners, and the moment they
find out that It Is a good one a certifi-
cate is issued. The hon. Minister of the
Interior says that these certificates wIll not
be good hereafter to the bearer, but it
comes to the same thing. He will accept an
'assignment of these certificates ; these as-
signments will be prepared by members of
the legal profession, who will be entitled to
a fee and that fee wlll be pald, not by the
purehaser, but by the poor half-breed, as has
been done on many former occasions in
Manitoba. Therefore, these assignments,
being acknowledged by the Government, will
come here by ithe bundle ; they will be band-
ed over to the speculators who will have got
these certificates and scrip will be issued to
these speculators. No certificates should be
issued, but this scrip should be issued by
the Government direct to the part1es entitled
to receive it. This scrip could be used to
purchase 240 acres of land, or the Govern-
ment could pay the face value of it, $240,
elither in the departmental office here, or
It could be made negotiable in the banks and
acceptable by the Government from the
banks. In this way you would, in effect,
reduce the modus operandi by whIch this
scrlp ls issued, and the Government would
not lose a cent froma the fact that they ac-
eepted this scrip afterwards from the specu-
lators ait the face value, at the rate on the
dollar, for the purebase of land and what.
ever difference there ls between what the
half-breed recelves and what the Govern-
ment accepts It at, goes te the speculator and
not to the half-breed. The hon. member for
West Assinibola (Mr. Davin) bas just read aletter whIch says that scrip bas already been
bought In advance for $M0 or $40 which Is
worth $240. This scrip wll be accepted at
the face value of $240, and, therefore, $200
wIll go to the speculator, and the poor half-
breed wIl receive only M0or $40. The Gov-erament should pay the half-breed $240 for
his scrlp, or give 240 acres of land for it.
In that wy there would be no middleman,
and the half-breed would get the ful value
and be perfectly satlsed, beeause he would,
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under this arrangement, be better treated
than he has been on former occasions.

Mr. HENDERSON. I am utterly at a loss
to find out just what the committee is In-
tendIng to do. I hold ln my fhand the Bill
which we are now considering. By clause
4 it Is intended to strike out section "fI" of
clause 90 of the Dominion Lands Act and
substitute therefor the words :

Grant lands in satisfaction of claims of half-
breeds arising out of the extingulshment of the
Indian title.

It seems to me that we have, for the last
two hours been discussing some question that
Is not really before -the committee. What Is
really before the committee is the considera-
tion of granting lands in satisfaction of these
half-breeds claims, and not scrip at all. I
would like to ask the hon. Minister where
we would fdnd the law relative to the grant-
Ing of scrip, or under what authority be
proposes to grant scrip ? Certainly, there is
nothing in the Bill before us, and I can find
nothing in the Act which he proposes to
amend. WhIle I am on my feet I would say
,that, If there Is a law anywhere authorlzing
the Government to grant scrlp, and If It Is
the desire of the Government to prevent that
scrip getting Into the hands of speculators,
I think a very simple plan could be adopted,
and it would be prInting across the face of
the certificate, in plain letters, in red ink,
that "This certificate Is not transferable."
If It Is bought by any speculator te buys It
on -the distinct iunderstanding that he cannot
realize one cent on It. The half-breed would
be entirely protected. He could not be im-
posed upon by any speculator, and he could
only have the serip redeemed by surrender-
Ing it for land or surrenderIng it to the Gov-
erument for its full price, so that the money
would go Into the poeket of the half-breed
Instead of into the pocket of the speculator.
I would like the hon. Minister to give the
Information to those of us who have not
been following the debate very closely, and
to say under what statute scrip Is granted?

The MINLSTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Subseetion "f" of section 4 is the clause
under which authority will be given to the
Government to issue scrIp. The words are
substantlally the same as they were in the
old Act, and are held by the Department of
Justice to be suffielent for the purposes sug-
gested. As to restricting the negotlability of
the certificate and printing that across the
scrip, I may say that the late Government
when they first issued scrip trIed that, and
for reasons best known -to themselves they
abandoned It. The department found that,
notwlthstanding the fact that they placed
across the face of the scrlp. a statement
that It was not negotiable, yet others took
an assignment of the scrlp as: they -wou1d
of a farm, and ultimately the Government
had to recognize it. You cannot say te
a man thait he shall not sell his property.

202j

Unless he is a minor or Insane, lie eau
sell hlis property and you cannot make any
arrangement that you can adhere to, by
which you refuse to recognize the right of
a man to sell his property when once he
gets It.

Mr. HENDERSON. That to me is very
strange reasoning. If the Government ad-
vances a certificate to a half-breed, on the
distinct understanding that the money will
not be paid or that the land will not be
given to another person but the half-breed,
no law in the world, it appears to me, eau
compel the Government to make that good
·to a third party. We have in Ontario a law
with regard to notes given for patents, and
across the face of the note Is printed these
words, "this note is good for a patent right.'
and if any man purchases that note he
takes it at his own risk. If the maker
does not owe It, the maker bas not to pay it.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
We cannot say we did not owe it ?

Mr. HENDERSON. But yon can say
that you do not owe it to the third party
who has possession of it. If the law Is
properly cariied out, I do not think any
power could compel the Government to
make that scrip good to a third party. It
was something that he had no right to re-
ceive and concerning which he had abun-
dant notice that he could not possibly col-
lect. I commend to the Mnister a plan
of that kInd with regard to the serip, and
that he should adhere to It emphatically
and distinctly that none but the original
holder of the scrip shall beneftt by it. I
am not a lawyer, but it seems to me strange
if the courts would not bear the Minister
out In bis refusal to pay the money to a
third party under the circumstances. The
danger the Minister fears Is that for some
reason or other, not known to the House,
but apparently known) to himself, he might
be forced to do it, but most certainly the
law would not force hlm.

Mr. MeMULLEN. The question appears
to be surrounded by a great many difficul.
ties. It Is qulte clear that a loss would
be sustained by the half-breeds, but If you
nrint aeross the face of the scrlp that It ls
not good for anybody else, then the half-
breed to whom the scrip is given will at
once ery out that he is not treated as the
others have been treated, and if you can
get another Louis Riel In the North-west,
these men would ibe ready to go into rebel-
lion. The cry would be : Why not permit
us to sell our scrip a& the others have been
permitted to. selit. k The hon. gentleman
from Provencher' (Mr. LaRlvlère) suggested
that we should pay money instead of scrip.
I do not think the eontry shoulld pay
$240 to a half-breed simply becanse he re-
fuses to take 24» acres Eof land.

1fr. DAVIN, l1 my hon. friend 41fr. Me--
Mullen) under the impression that the eenn-
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try will not have to pay the $240 in any
case ?

Mr. MeMULLEN. I quite understand the
Government will have to accept It in pay-
ment for land. But the hon. gentleman
(Mr. LaRivière) suggests that it should be
redeemed in money and not in land.

Mr. LaRIVIERE. Hear, hear.
Mr. McMULLE'N. I do not think it is

right the country should be called upon to
do that. If a half-breed sells his scrip for
a song or for a glass of whisky, as some
hon. gentleman said, that is not the fault
of the country. These half-breeds have
the inheritance of the land and the proper
way is to give it to them. I hold that if
you refuse them the permission to use their
scrip as they wish. there will be a great
deal of trouble amongst these half-breeds.

Mr. FOSTER. My hon. friend (Mr. Me-
Mullen) says he does not want to see the
Government give the half-breeds the money,
but he would rather see the Government
give the money to the speculators. The Gov-
ernment has got -to give the money.

Mr. MeMULLEN. No.
Mr. FOSTER. The Government abso-

lutely has to give the money.
Mr. MeMULLEN. My hon. friend will

not force me to admit what Is not a fact.
The Government issues the scrip to the half-
breeds worth 240 acres, but to any other
person it Is good for $240 worth of land.
That Is not money.

-Mr. FOSTER. Now. suppose my bon.
friend (Mr. MeMullen) is a half-breed, and
suppose I am a white man. He gets his
scrip for $240, and he can walk into the
land office, and take 240 acres of land, and
pay for it with that scrip of $240. But
suppose he does not want to do that. The
contention of my hon. friend (Mr. McMul-
len) Is : I do not want to see the Govern-
ment give money for that. Well, I am
a white man and I am buying 500 acres of
land from the Goverament and I have to
pay the Government $3 au acre or $1,500.
I can either pay the $1,500 in cash, or I
can buy your scrip and hand the Govern-
ment $1,260, and the $240 worth of scrIp.
Is not that money ? I say that money
should go Into the hands of the half-breeds,
and not into the bands of the speculators.
Why should the Government give me $240
for what I bought from the half-breed for
$10, when the half-breed himself got it for
$240 in value or for what was better, If he
took it, namely, 240 acres of land. Wbat I
want the Government to hold in mInd Is
thls : that they must ultimately pay for
every dollar In scrlip at least $1 in hard
cash. I say :. Pay to the man to whom
you owe it, and not to the speculator, and
even though the man to whom you owe It
squanders 1, let him bave the pleasure of

Mr. DAVIN.

squandering the whole of it. My conten-
tion is that it could be so arranged by pro-
per machinery. that it would be paid to
him gradually. My first contention is that
nothiug should be given but land ; but if
that will not satisfy, and scrip has to be
given let the man to whom you give the
scrip get the full benefit, and not the specu-
lator ; and my contention is that it could
be given to him in annuities of, say, $40 a
year. which would be likely to secure for
him the whole benefit of the scrip. Then,
if he squandered the whole of it, it would
be his own business.

Mr. MeMULLEN. We are doing all we
can to get the North-west settled. by spend-
ing money on immigration agents and la
other ways; and when we pay out the $240
in land. it is not the same as paying $240 in
cash. It secures another settler In the North-
west. If the half-breed chooses to sacrifice
his interest in the land, and hand It over
to somebody else. you cannot prevent that,
unless you adopted the annulty whieh my
hon. friend suggests.

Mr. TAYLOR. My hon. friend (Mr. MeMul-
len) loses sight of the fact that if Mhis scrip
issues now, it will be all paid back by par-
ties who owe the Government for land which
they purchased last year. They will pay In
scrip when they would otherwise have paid
in money.

Mr. MeGREGOR. I have had the pleasure
of being in the Nortb-west as early as 1867,
again in 1869, in 1872, in 1874, and so on.
I lhad the pleasure of living there for a num-
ber of years, and if the Opposition In this
House think that these half-breeds are fools,
they do not know whom they are talking
about. These men are quite as able to make
bargains as any other men in this country.
They are quite able to take care of them-
selves in most positions in life. When scrip
Is being issued to the half-breeds. there are
a number of people going around to the
different towns where it is given out, for the
purpose of bidding for it, and to my know-
ledge it las gone up to $170 or $180. In
Calgary, in 1886, the larger proportion of
all the scrip that was issued brought $175,
and the half-breeds used the money lu buy-
ing horses, wagons and other articles re-
qulred on their farme. It is true, there are
a few among them who spend thelr money
freely, but you could not find any commun!-
ties in Ontario or Quebee where the same
would not be the case. If you try to make
a bargain with these people, you wlU find
that they make as close a bargain as almost
any other people you meet. Su I do not think
the loss as between the native and the pur-
chaser would be very great. When the serlp
is issued, you have bankers, brokers and
speculators going about, all anxious to get
the scrlp, and wilMng te pay the highest
market price for It. If it is sold at once to
the highest bidder, I am satisfied that tlie
half-breed gets aIl there Is in It for him.
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Mr. DAVIN. I am fully sensible of what
my hon. friend says. I know very well that
you can tind as shrewd traders amongst the
half-breeds of the North-west Territories as
amongst any other class in the world-and
as shrewd farmers, too. But I have met
thoughtful and able men amongst theni
who were thoroughly conv'inced that if the
course had been taken which it Is admItted
was suggested by Arelhbishop Taché, of giv-
ing them land and not Its equivalent in
scrip their interests would have been better
served. I would ask the Minister of !the
Interior, for he must know, whether Father
Lacombe Is In favour of the issue of scrip ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I could not speak positively as to his views.

Mr. DAVIN. If the Minister bas conversed
with Father Lacombe, I am inclined to
think that FKather Lacombe. unless he has
changed bis mind, would have impressed
hlm strongly with the view that the giving
of land was the better course.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I always hesitate to express any other
inan's opinion. I may say that I discussed
this matter with Father Lacombe, and, ac-
cording to the best of my recollection, he
did not express himself positively to me.
We spoke generally of the question of glv-
Ing land. and. tif I remember correctly, he
approved of that as an alternative, but did
not express himself positively as to the
giving of scrip.

On section 5.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I move that sections 5, 6 and 7, as printed
in the reprint, be added to the Bill. To
save time, I wilI explain them all together.
They are for the purpose of dealing wtith
the board of examiners for Dominion land
surveyors. The board at present consists
of eight members. which is an unnecessarily
large number. The Surveyor General has
strongly recommended that the number be
reduced to three, and these three sections
provide for recasting the board.

On section 7,

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
This section provides that if any member of
the board be unable, through illness or other
cause, to attend a meeting, his place may be
temporarily ftlled by another duly qualifded
Dominion topographical surveyor, to be ap-
pointed by Order In Council, as the occa-
sion requires.

On section 8,
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

The only difference between this and lause
119 of the present law is, that, under the
present law, a member is lnot entitled to any
pay if he does come more than 100 miles.

There were elght members of the board. In
the new clause, he will be entitled to pay,
if ordered to come and attend the meetings.
Under the new provision, there will be only
three members, but they will be working
members and come when wanted, upon In-
structions, and consequently be entitled to
pay. This Bill will reduce the cost of the
meetings.

The committee rose and reported.

LAND TITLES ACT.

Bill (No. 149) further to amend the Land
Titles Act, 1894 (Mr. Sifton) read the second
time, and the House resolved itself into com-
mittee.

(In the Committee.)

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
explained the first clause, when introducing
the Bill. It simply provides that plans may
be cancelled in cases where town sites were
registered against lands that are not re-
quired for town site privileges, without cer-
tificates of title being taken out for the
separate lots. The law at present requires
that certificate of title be taken out for
the different lots. The difficulty is, that In
some cases the proceedings to get a certifi-
cate of title would cost more than the whole
land is worth. The next clause provides for
an omission in the law ; it provides that we
may register a plan of the survey of an In-
dian reserve.

The commIttee rost and reported.

GAME PRESERVATION ACT.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton) moved the second reading of
BIl (No. 153) to amend the Unorganized Ter-
ritories Game Preservation Act, 1894.

Motion agreed to, Bill read the second time
and House resolved Itself into committee on
the Bill.

(In the Committee.)

On section 1,

The MLNISTER OF THE INTERIOR. I
move that all after the words "thereof " in
the first section be struck out. I may ex-
plain that the Bill is for the purpose of ex-
tending the protection to the buffalo. It
runs now to 1900. The proposition is to
extend It to 1902. A couple of clauses in-
serted here state what might be done after
1902 ; but It is ·thought that the better way
would be to wait until nearer that tme,
when the House cau decide what iis to be
done.

Amendment agreed to.
B1ll, as amended, reported.
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CUSTOMS ACT AMENDMENT.

The MI.NiSTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson) moved second reading of Bill (No.
154) further to amend the Customs Act.

Motion agreed to, BIll read the second
time, and the Hlouse resolved:Itself into com-
mIttee on the Bill.

(lu the Committee.)

On section 1,
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Sectrion 63

of the Customs Act provides that, inu cases
where entry has been made of goods and
there has been an error in the invoice and
some goods have not comee in the shipment
covered by the invoice, within ten days
after the entry a correction can be made
and a refund of duty given. In many cases,
entries are made before the goods arrive at
the port, and it is found that the time is
too short In some cases for the party to
make a claim within ten days of the entry.
It is proposed by adding the wor'ds " or
landing" to allow :ten days after the land-
ing whieh will give an opportunity for the
defielency to be ascertained.

On section 2,.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Section

245 of the Customs Act empowers the Gover-
nor in Council to make regulations for a
great many different purposes, arranged un-
der sections distinguished by letters of the
alphabet. It is proposed to add to the Act
giving the Governor in Couneil power to
maake provisions that wilJ permit the export
of deer under conditions to be determined
upon. As hon, gentlemen knew, under the
laws of the several provinces the kiHling of
deer is permuitted to those who take out lcen-
ses from the provincial government. In On-
tario I beileve each licensee Is permitted to
kil! two deer, lu Quebec tive or six, and in
New Brunswick some other number. Now,
chap. 165 of 61 Victoria absolutely prohibits
the export of deer or any part of the carcass
of a deer. The sporstmen from other coun-
tries want to take back a deer that they
have shot as a trophy. It Is proposed, under
this section, to empower the Governor In
Couneil to make regulations that wIll permit
the export of deer.

Mr. RENDERSON. Is there any export
duty on deer ?

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. The ex-
port ls prohibited.

Mr. UENDEIWON. Is it Intended to put
an export duty on *

Mr. MONTAGUE. Tls is a ehange of
policy; what is the reason for it ?

The MINISTER OP CUSTOMS. I cannot
say? that It bas been asked for by the pro-
vincial government of Ontario, but th ey

Mfr. IFTON.

have no objections to it. Representatives
from the province of Quebee have spoken to
me saying they were anxious to have such
a change, and I believe it is the wish of tbe
government ef that province.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Has the hon. gentre-
man beard from the Fish and Game Com-
missioner with regard to this ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There eau
be no danger ln this. Under the provincial
laws sporstrmen are allowed to kill deer. I
suppose the reason for the law forbldding
the export of deer was that It was found
that deer were being slaughtered too rapidly
and there was danger of destroying them as
game altogether. It Is proposed, under pro-
per regulations, to allow a sporstman from
a foreign country to take home a deer as a
trophy just as the sportsmen of Ontario
may do.

Mr. CLANCY. The object of the game
laws in the province of Ontario is to mini-
mize as much as possible the number of deer
that might be killed, and you prevent that
objeet by this Bill, because you induce men
from a foreign country to kill withIn the
regulation, and, by allowing exportation, to
destroy the number of deer ln the country.
This will entirely undo the object of limit-
ing the number. You might Just as well In-
crease the number each man might kill, as
to increase the number of men who may
come and kill. The bon. gentleman, by this
Bill, will increase the number of sportsmen
who might kill, for the simple reason that
they can take the carcass home.

M r. FLINT. What is the objection to
allowing them to take it home ?

Mr. CLANCY. It was thought to be a
serious objection that you induce men to
come from a foreign country. The number
of sportsmen is great enough ln this country
to kil off the deer more rapidly than they
are being reproduced. For that reason you
limited the number of men who might kill.
The bon. gentleman is doing away with the
protection given In Ontario for the deer, and
I think there ought to be some expression
from the game commission. I am afraid
this is being done without their having
known about it.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I think
it was the game warden of Quebec that
came with the members, and he is very
anxious for It. You see, the provincial gov-
ernment allow the slaughter of deer anyway.
The Arerican sportsman cores over and
gets bis 11cense from the provincial govern.
ment, and goes out and kills deer.

Mr. CLANCY. But he will not come if he
cannot take the carcass back.

Th MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The pro.
vince of Quebec went to great expense last
year in making an exhibition of game la
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New York, and aroused quite an interest
among the sportsmen. These men came and
spent large sums of money in the country.
There is a clause la the game laws of the
province of Quebec that they must not
allow the carcass to be destroyed or wasted.
The Dominion law says they shall not take
it home with them. So, where is the dan-
ger ?

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman is
giving a privilege to a few persons, namely,
sportsmen from the United States and
sportsmen here, while there is a general
feeling that there are others who have
rights.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Supposing, under the
present arrangement, a few sportsmen from
other countries do come and shoot, though
they are not permitted to take away the
deer, the number of those who will come
when this arrangement is ln force will be
much greater than it is at the present time.
I am not a sportsman myself, and, there-
fore, am not au fait with the circumstances,
but I would suggest to the Minister that he
should make haste slowly. It is a matter
regarding which the province of Ontario, I
know, bas spent a great deal of money and
careful thought, and now they believe they
have a pretty perfect system for the protec-
tion, especially, of the larger game. I think
the Minister bas not had formal consultation
with the provincial authorities, and bas not
acted upon the advice of the game commis-
sioners. He should leave this over for the
present, rather than legislate at the request
of a few private individuals, or even at the
request of one province, when it is a matter
that affects the provinces. I know there is
a strong feeling among the sportsmen of this
province for the better protection of game,
Instead of lessening the regulations.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The
question has been discussed in the press,
and the game associations, while they have
not communicated wIth me directly, are
fully apprised of this measure. The provin-
elal governments have it in their hands at
any time to grant or withhold licenses.
Granting licenses to shoot is wholly within
the power of the provincial governments;
this does not interfere with them at all. It
simply removes the embargoes that prevent
a customs duty, allowing a man, if he shoots
a deer under a provincial ileense, to take the
deer home. The reason I propose the
amendment lu this way is, that if there
should be any danger, such as that appre-
hended by hon. gentlemen opposite, it will
not need an Act of Parliament to repeai It.
We are only taking power by Governor ln
Council to make certain regulations.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
knows that to Inerease the slaughter of deer
In the province of Ontarlo for eue year or
two years, wbile he is inding out whether

any harm is done, ls a very serious matteZ
to the game interests in the province of On
tarlo. With regard to the laws of the pro-
vince of Quebee, how are foreigners treated?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. They are
licensed to shoot, the same as Canadians;
all have to take a license.

Mr. MONTAGUE. So, we are treated the
same as aliens. Each province is trying to
protect its game interests in its own way,
and I think unless the Minister has had the
formal approval of the provincial authori-
ties, he ought to hesitate.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The pro-
vincial government need not grant the Il-
censes; it is they who are charged with the
preservation of the game.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Now, who is this BI
going to benefit ? Is it for the benefit of the
sportsmen of Ontario and the sportsmen of
Quebec? It certainly is not ; it is for the
benefit of foreign sportsmen, and that ls just
what this Parliament should not pass.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. They do not objeet.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Our sportsmen should
have the first call on our game.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. We are doing this at the request
of the sportsmen of the provinces.

Mr. MONTAGUE. At the request of one
of the provinces, but will -the hon. Minister
(Mr. Paterson) say that it is at the request
of the sportsmen of Ontario or of the On-
tarlo Government ?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Does my
hon. friend (Mr. Montague) think that we
should object to American sportsmen coming
here ? On the contrary, within limits, I
thInk we all desire that they shall come
over. We advertise Canada as the sports-
men's paradise. We contribute to the ex-
hibitions In the United States, and in every
way we can we pieture the attractions that
Canada possesses. The hon. gentleman says
he is not mueh of a sportsman ; neither am
1, but I have observed the extraordinary
pride that a man takes when he carries home
his own game. No man knows what that
pride is, unless he be a Scotchman wlth bis
bagpipes, except a man who takes a salmoa
and carries it home. When an American
comes over here and spends a few thousand
dollars In trying to shoot a deer, if he is not
allowed to take his game home, he bas paid
bis money for nothing. I do not think we
ought to deprive him of that privIlege. I
quite agree zthat If this were going to lead to
the slaughter of deer we should not encour-
age it, but I think it ls only a little recogni-
tion of the pride of the sportsman to aRow
him to carry home the result of bis own
prowess. The Order in Council on the sub-
Jeet and the provincial regulations would
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provide such limits as wilU
sportsman to a Ilmited number.

restrict the

Mr. MONTAGUE. That matter of pride
enters into other things as well. It is a
matter of pride for a Canadian to go over
to the other side and win success In bus!-
ness, but it it not his privilege. It is a
matter of pride for the American manufac-
turer to supply the Canadian market, but
that sentiment does not prevail even under
the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite. Will
the hon. gentleman tell me of the purpose of
the laws in the provinces is not to restrictlng
the killing of deer?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. To keep
It within reasonable limits.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What was the object
of this clause which said that deer should
not be exported ? It was necessary for the
proteetIon of our game that it should not be
exported.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The provincial laws were not
in force at the time. It may have been to

protect the game.
Mr. MONTAGUE. There is lots of time

to get a report in regard to the matter. I
have no objection to the fish and game com-
missioners. although they are strong oppon-
ents of mine. There is no reason why we
should not beve the Bill submitted to the
fish and game commissioners and get their
opinion on It.

Mr. ELLIS. It seems to me It is rather
churlish, when the provinces allow the
shooting of game under certain regula-
tions. -that because a man lives across the
Une. to say that he shall not take his deer
across to wbere he lives. If a man comes
in and kills a deer he finds that he is not
able to take It home with him because the
Dominion law prevents him doing so. These
deer having been killed in aceordance with
the provincial regulations, It seems to me
that the Dominion should not prevent them
being carried away. There is another view
of It. Our own sportsmen are, so far as I am
aware, always glad to see these sportsmen
come into the country. They are liberali
spenders of money. and while I dare say1
that the price mentioned by -the bon. Minis
ter of Finance. which they pay for killing a
deer. Is rather high, I have no doubt It costs
a very large sum. and I do not think that we 1
should deprive them of the ýprivilege of tak-
Ing their game home.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Wha-t proof are you
going to have that the sportsman ahot this
game that he takes away ?

Mr. ELLIS. The local game wardens.
Mr. MONTAGUE. That is alI very well,

but a man comes across and Into tb hunt-
Ing grounds-

Mr. FIELDING.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. He must
have bis license first.

Mir. MONTAGUE. But the license does
not direct bis shot. He may buy the deer,
and he wlll get outside of the law entirely.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I propose
that I shall designate certain ports at which
alone deer can be exported. A party comes
to make an export entry; he will have to
bring bis provincial license and everything
to show tha-t he had a right to shoot the deer
and the right to export. I propose to limit
the number that any man may take out, ,not
by the number in the province of Quebec,
but by the limit fixed by the province of
On.tario. For each license not more than two
deer may be exported. We must make re-
gulations providing that the deer must go
out at certain ports and that the license must
be produced. It is a matter in the bands
of the provincial legisla-tures which grant
these licenses. If they find that the deer
are being slaughtered faster than they de-
sire they must Ilmit the number of these
licenses. Ai we propose is that, if a sports-
man, having a license from a provincial gov-
ernment, shoots two deer he may be allowed
to take them away. We do not give hlm the
privilege of shooting them.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. Minister of
Customs says that the provincial govern-
ments must limit the number of licenses in
order to prevent the slaughter of deer. No
province will do that. No province will say
to the first ten men that they should get
their licenses and that those who come after-
wards cannot get their licenses.

The MINISTER oF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. They canlmi-t the number or
deer to be shot or establish a close season.

Mr. MONTAGUE. They have done both.
They have done their very best to preserve
the game, and I an saying that of a Liberal
administration, as I arn wlllingr to Say on
ail occasions when they have done their best.
They have donetheir very best totprevent
tbat which Is being enceuraged by this BIH.
What evIdence is there that the party shot
the deer ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS ANDCANALS. The Governor in Council May
make regulations.

The MINISTER 0F MARINE AND
FISHERIES. The regulations will provide
that the party must give satisfactory proof
that le shot the deer.

Mr. MONTAGUE. No matter how much
sentiment there may be In favour of this
Bill, you are loosening the strings which the
provinces have tightened. What province
could ever have suggested such legislation?

Mr. ELLIS. New Brunswick wants It.
The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND

CANALS. Quebee wants it.
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Mr. MONTAGUE. The bon. gentleman
wtll not say that Quebec wants It.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. My hon.
friend (Mr. Champagne) says that Quebee
wants It. The province spent a large sum
of money in making an exhibit in New York
last year for the purpose of pointing out
the resources that they have in the way of
game, and they are anxious for it. The
railways are interested because these peo-
ple travel. There Is a large expenditure
of money wherever they go. If you are
weakening that protection, it would be a
different thing, but the provincial govern-
ment can make whatever regulations they
please, and they can suspend all licenses,
If they think it necessary. All this Bill pro-
poses is to allow a man who shoots a deer
to tak-e it home with him. We can make
regulations under this Act. For Instance,
we could require the sportsman to produce
his license. we could limit certain ports as
ports of export, and when a deer was ex-
ported at one port the collectors at the other
ports could be notified that the holder of
such a license had exported a deer. This
would insure that he could not export more
than he was entitled to kill by sending them
out at different ports.

Mr. MONTAGUE. The Minister (Mr.
Paterson) must see that my contention is
not unreasonable. There is no reason in
the world why this Bill snould not be sent
to the Provincial Secretary of the province
of Ontario, who would at once consult the
Flsh and Game Commission of the province.
There is lots of time, and the Bill can
stand over for a few days. If there is
nothing In it which is opposed to the spirit
of the game protection laws of the pro-
vince of Ontario, there Is no reason why
It should not be submitted for their opin-
Ion. If it Is the province of Ontario against
the province of Quebec, let them discuss it.
I submit that while the sportsmen of the
province of Quebec should have the very
fullest consideration of the Minister, the
sportsmen and game authorities of the pro-
vince of Ontario should hav? the same con-
sideration. If this Bill Is In their opinion
prejudicial to the game laws of the pro-
vinee, I do not think It should be allowed
to pass this House.

Mr. QUINN. I think the MinIster should
adopt the suggestion of the member for
Haldimand (Mr. Montague). The Minister
states that notice of this Bill has been
given in the papers, but I am perfectly cer-
tain that our game protection societies in
the province of Quebec have heard nothing
about it, and I should like to have this
Bill reserved and submitted for their con-
sideration. We have several societies In
Montreal which take a great interest In
the protection of game, and I am satisfled
that their opinion would be opposed to this
Bill. The Minister says that this Bill mere-

ly permits a sportsman of the United States
to take the game which hIe kills home.
There Is no such restriction in the Bill.
It gives permission for the export of game
shot by any person, and It Is not necessary
under the Bill that the man who exports
it should be the person who shot it. It
is not even necessary under the ,Bill that
the person who shot the game and exported
it should be an American who came to Can-
ada for sport. He may come here for
sport, or buy this game from the person
who shot It and then export it. Once the
permission exists, It would be Impossible
under the law to prevent him taking the
game with him, which he may have pur-
chased ln Canada.

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. This Bill is not a permis-
sion to export, but merely a Dower to make
regulations.

Mr. QUINN. Why, the Bill says:
(s) For regulating the number of deer and

parts thereof which may be exported in any
year, when shot, under provincial or territorial
authority ln Canada, by any person for sport.

Mr. CLANCY. I have a vivid recollection
of a heated discussion In the Ontario legis-
lature on this game protection question. My
recollection Is that great reliance was placed
on the fact that the export of game was
not allowed. And under the Ontario law,
any person killing even the limited number
of two deer is not permitted to sell the
venison to bis neighbour, the idea being that
it should be of no use to any person ex-
cept the one who killed it. That being the
case, if you open the door for exportation,
it will be a very dangerous thIng.

Mr. MONTAGUE. A man could buy the
game and export it under this law.

Mr. CLANCY. But he cannot purchase
It under the Ontario law, unless, of course,
he evades the law. The Hon. Mr. Gibson
takes a great interest ln this matter, and Is
well acquainted with the opinions of sports-
men on this matter, and I think the Minis-
ter should let the Bill stand until it has
been submitted to Mr. Gibson for bis con-
sideratlon.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The no-

tice of this Bill bas been published ln the
Montreal "Star " and the Montreal "Ga-
zette," and I think the " Mail and Empire,"
and It has been discussed since 'May 27th.
If there were any objections to it, I would
'be sure to have these objections stated to
me before this.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What objection is
there to let the Bill stand ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There
is no neceessity for It.

Mr. MONTAGUE. There le no danger
in my suggestion, but there Is danger In
the suggestion of the Minister.
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The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
possible danger ?

What

Mr. MONTAGUE. You may be running
against the wishes of the province of On-
tarlo, which is strongly lu favour of the
protection of game.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOM8. The
Provinee of Ontario has the matter entirely
In their own bands. They need not issue
licenses nor need they allow a single deer
to be shot, if they wlsh.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. It seems to me
that the proposition of the hon. member for
Haldimand (Mr. Montague) is a most reason-
able one. I have; read the Toronto papers,
and other papers of the province of Ontario
pretty regularly for the last month or two,
and I have never seen any notice with re-
gard to this proposal of the Minister of Cus-
toms. The Minister, speaking on the Bill,
says it is for the benefit of Americans, to
place them on the same footing as Cana-
dians who shoot deer, and to allow them
to export the deer they shoot. But this pro-
posed amendment clearly states that the
deer. when shot under provincial or terri-
torial authority ln Canada by any person
for sport, may be exported. It seems to me
that this amendment is the suggestion of
those who perhaps have berds of deer. It
certainly looks as if the intention 'were to
encourage Canadians to supply the American
market with venison, and not for the pur-
pose of sport at all.

Mr. MONTAGUE. If the Minister will
read the clause, he will see that it is not
restrieted at ail to citizens of any other
country. At the present time, no one eau
export a deer, whether he is a citizen of
another country or a Canadian. That pro-
vision was for the purpose of protecting our
game. Under this provision the Minister
takes power to say that a man who comes
ln from the United States and shoots two
deer, or whatever number he may legally
shoot, may take them to his own home. It
also says that a Canadian may export the
deer he shoots. I submit, notwithstanding
the opinions of his supporters who have
spoken to him, and the press opinions which
his friends may have collected for him, that
in makIng this provision the Minister Is un-
dermining the whole streng-th of the protec-
tion of deer in the province of Ontarlo.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I sthink
it is only fair -to say that among the differ-
ent extracts from papers which I have, I do
ftnd that the Toronto "Telegramu" of May
17th, has an article that ls not ln favour of
the measure. I think that is the only one.
I speak subject to correction, rbut I believe
that I have In the ofMee a letter from the
Hon. Mr. G4bson, of Ontarlo, saying that he
does not object to the measure. But I do
net wish to use that to-night, as I am not
certain, and I am willing that the Bill should

Mr. MONTAGUE.

stand for its third reading so that I ean ses
if I have got that. I thought It best to deal
with the matter, as we deal with so many
other subjects, by giving the power to the
Governor -in Council. Then, If it were ever
represented by the provtineial governments
that they would like to have the export for-
bidden again, all that would be necessary
would be to repeal the Order in Council,
which could be done at any time without
having to wait for Parliament to act. I
eannot myself see where tbere is any dan-
ger. Everything is not laid down In the
Bill, because we propose to make regulations
by Orders in Council so that ît shall only be
a bona tide licensed sportsman who will be
permitted to take home the deer which he
Lias shot. The papers I have show that the
provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick,
Quebec and Ontario all favour the measure.

Mr. MONTAGUE. With every desire to
advance the Bill, if it is one that is unob-
jectionable, I do not feel inclined to accept
the suggestion to let it go out of the com-
mittee stage and go to the third reading,
where debate is very much restrieted. I
submit that cthe hon. gentleman is either i-
genious or he does not clearly see what lis
Bill does. There are two classes of people
affected. The first is the man who wants to
encourage the export of deer for bis own
profit. The other is the man who wants to
restrict the killing of deer in every possible
way except for the purposes of legitimate
sport. This Bill is in the interest of the man
who wants to make money out of the game.

The MINISTER OF CUTOMS. No, no.

Mr. MONTAGUE. What does the game
law do? iThe protection of game is partly
in the biands of :the provincial authorities
and partly in the hands of this Parliament.
The provincial authorities can make regula-
tions as to the number of deer that can be
killed, the open season, and the exposure of
those deer on the open market, and this
House can determine whether any of those
deer may be exported. The hon. gentleman
Is going further than he did when he ex-
plained the BiL

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. In what
way ?

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
told us that the intention was to allow for-
elgu sportsmen to carry home their deer,
and the appeal of the Finance Minister was
along the same Une. Yet the Bill itself, as
suggested by the hon. member for East To-
ronto (Mr. Boss Robertson) permits any man
who shoots deer In the province of Ontarlo
to export them.

The MINI6TER OF CUSTOMS. If the
hon. gentleman bas no faith lu the Governor
In Council doing what I say I propose to
recommend, then, of course, he would want
to have the Bill framed with all the pro-
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visions in it that would be in the Order in
Couneil. But 1 think the better way is to
make the provisions in the Order In Council,
so that If any harm resulted at any time, it
could be at once stopped by rescinding the
Order in Couneil. When the Governor In
Couneil adopts the regulations, the things
whici 'the hon. gentleman desires will be
provided for. The export of deer will be
limited to foreign sportsmen wbo have ibeen
licensed to shoot deer, and the export will
be limited to two deer and to certain speci-
fied field sports. The object Is only to give the
American or the Briton or the resident of any
other country who may come here to shoot
deer under provincial license, the privilege
of taking with him the bides and horns,
which are forbidden to be exported now.
Every precaution wIll be taken to prevent
the sport being engaged In for the sake of
the money, and to confine it solely to sports-
men. If an Anierican sportsman comes over
here, pays for his license, and spends his
money, he will be allowed to take his deer
home. The regulations will be made as
stringent as possible, and the advantage of
an Order in Council is, that these regula-
tions may be at once revised, should they
be found wanting in any respect.

Mr. CLANCY. Under the law, a Cana-
dian now is limited to two deer, and an
American la prevented from taking any deer
away, so that the one restriction is the equi-
valent to the other. A Canadian cannot sel
to his neighbour, and the object is to do
away with every incitement to kill more than
two deer. The provincial legislatures have
not power to prevent the export.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). Now that they have
abundance of deer, they want to encourage
foreign sportsmen to come In.

Mr. CLANCY. Not in the province of On-
tario.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. In New Brunswick.

Mr. CLANCY. If the hon. gentleman will
confine his Bill to New Brunswick, I have
not a word to say.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). I under-
stand that a man in Ontario, or any other
province, must take out a license to kIll deer,
just the same as an American. He cannot
shoot more than two deer, and these two
deer he eau shoot only for his own use; he
cannot sell them.

Mr. MONTAGUE. He can sell them in
the open market between the lst and 15th
of November.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). Then, it ls
the worse for the hon. gentleman's argu-
ment. When a man comes from the United
States, ànd pays for his license, and spends
bundreds of dollars here, ought he not to

be allowed to take back with him for his
own use the two deer he bas shot, especially
when a man belonglng to the country eau
sell to his neighbour ?

Mr. MONTAGUE. The hon. gentleman
misses the main point, whieh la this : whe-
ther you do not encourage the kIlling of deer
to a greater extent by allowing the export ?

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). There ls
not a sportsman from the other side who ls
coming here for the sake of two deer.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am not suggesting
that.

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). If that is
not the point, how Is this going to encour-
age the killing of deer. The only way in
which encouragement could be given would
be by making it profitable. But there can
be no money in it under this Bill. A man
is allowed to kill only two deer, and I ven-
ture to say that It is not for the meat of the
animals that he wishes to bring them home
with hlm for, but for the horn.

Mr. CLANCY. Suppose it has none.
Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). Perhaps

that is the kind they have In Ontario. In
Ontario they often kill calves for deer. In
the lower provinces the animals, like the
men, show just what they are.

Mr. CLANCY. Has the doe horns In the
hon. gentleman's province ?

Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). Under our
law he does not shoot does.

Mr. CLANCY. You can In season.
Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). If that is

the law in Ontario, then it requires amend-
ing, because a great protection is to forbid
females being shot. A sportsman will come
over here for the shooting in the first place.
and, secondly, to get the horn. If a sports-
man gets a license and spends his money
here, he should be permitted to take home
any part of the animal he likes.

Mr. QUINN. There is just one objection.
The object of enacting a law to prevent the
export of deer was for the protection of
game. The provincial laws not only limit
the number of deer that may be shot, but
prevent the export to any other province of
any of the deer shot In one province. An
Ontario man cannot send a deer to Quebee,
nor eau a New Brunswick man send a bar-
rel of partridge to a frIend In Quebee. But
the Minister of Customs wants to put the
American sportsman on a better footing by
lettlng him come across Into any one of our
provinces for the purpose of shooting here,
and then allow hlm to take the deer home
with him, although a Quebee man cannot
cross into Ontario and shoot a deer and
bring It back to this province. la that the
Intention ? If not, how la my hon. friend
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going to meet that ? Is he going to compel Mr. HENDERSON. Of course it will.
the provincial legislature to pass a law

ailwin th Qubecsprtsen o g ino1 Mr. MONTÂGUE. I prefer -to take theallowng the Quebe sportsmen to go into opinion of the game commissioners of On-New Brunswick, shoot a deer and bring itaro rather thn that of a representative
In Quebec, or go into Ontario, shoot a deer, o Quebec, who sits by the Minister and
and bring it into Quebec ? Or will lie com- 'fQeewost yteMnse n
pelnth rogvintof Quebec t pass wl hw c urges this Bill through. I prefer to take the
pel the province of Quebec to pass a law Of oiinoUe h hv okdothopinion of men who have worked out the
that kind with respect to sportsmen of other question with great pains and with great
provinces. If not, he puts the Americanpatriotism, so far as their own province is
sportsman on a better footing than the Can- pnierned, sar as thei oe s pregard fo

adia spotsma is n hi oncounry. J concerned, and with t1he greatest regard foradian sportsman is in his own country• the manly sport sought to be protected by
Mr. FRASER (Guysborough). Did the Jthe laws of Ontario. All I ask the hon.

hon. gentleman say that each province pro- Minister to do is to hesitate, to wait three
hibits the export of game that is killed ? days, to wait ,two days.

Mr. QUINN. Undoubtedly. The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES. He said he was willing to doMr. FRASER (Guysborough). I neyer that. He will let the third reading stand.

heard of that except in -the province of Mani-
toba. which prohibits the export of prairie Mr. MONTAGUE. But the hon. gentle-
chicken. It is not the case in the lower man (Sir Louis Davles) knows that on the
provinces. third reading debate is restricted. Is there

any reason why we should hesitate at the
Mr. COWAN. Do I understand the hon. third reading that Is not as strong a reason

gentleman (Mr. Quinn) to say that no game for hesitating now ? Unless there is some
shot in the province of Ontario can be ex- sinister motive which I do not think there can
ported to another province ? be, for I know the hon. Minister too well for

Mr. QUINN. I do not know whrat the ,that, there can be no reason why this Bill
game law o~f Ontario is on that subject. should not stop here. It may be that there is

not the weight of a feather of what I am say-
Mr. COWAN. I understood the hon. gen- ing or In what has been said by hon. gentle-

tieman to say that the game laws of thei men on this side. We do not pretend to min-
provinces prohlbited the export of game Into ute knowledge, but we ask the Minister of
other provinces. If -theb on. gentleman said Customs, before he takes this radical step, to
so he is Incorrect. You can export duck from consult those people in Ontario who are spe-
the province of Ontario to the United States. cialists in this matter, who are paid to pro-

Mr. CLANCY. Can you export deer ? tect our game, who have made regulations
at very great expense for Its protection. And

Mr. BEATTIE. Can you export quail from notwIthstanding the eloquence of the hon.
Ontario ? member for Guysborough (Mr. Fraser), I ask

Mr. COWAN. Certainly. the Minister to consult these people before he
takes down the bars. I may be entirely

Mr. BEATTIE. The hon. gentleman is ignorant on ithe subject, but It seems to me
mistaken. that the bars which he proposes to remove

Mr. COWAN. I want to -tell the hon. gen- are the main protection to game in the pro-
tieman that he lias flot read the game laws vince of Ontario under the provincial regu-
of Ontario. lations.

Mr. BEATTIE. I am a member of the Mr. McHUGH. I do not think it is going
quail preserve, and I can tell the hon. gentle- to make any difference to the provinces whe-
man that quail mnay not be eiported from ther ,this Bill Is passed or not--they will still

the rovice.be able to protect themselves. They now
grant a license to foreigners coming in to

Mr. MONTAGUE. I do not rise at all to shoot deer, a fee belng paid for each license.
deal with the details of the game law of If too many of these foreigners come in, the
Ontarlo. I am ignorant of a good many provincial authorities can refuse to grant
subjects, and probably more ignorant of that further licenses, except to residents of the
than of miany others. But I do know that province. But so long as they grant licenses
the provincial authorities have taken the to these parties to shoot deer, the people
greatest possible pains to proteot our game. who pay for the privilege ought to have the
The hon. member for Lincoln (M¶r. Gibson), 1 right to take the deer away.
and the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. MeMulen), and other members from the Mr. HENDERSON. It seems to me we
province of Ontario, know that it has been bave misscd a very pertinent point in the
a labour of anxiety and a labour of love discussion. I would ask the Minister whc-
for the legislature of Ontario to throw ther hehas considcred the question whcther
around the destruction of our game every the province of Ontario las passed laws pro-
restriction. All I ask Is whether this pro- bibltlng:the exportation of deer?
posed law will relax those safeguards ?

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. No.FSheRIES Hw OFld tI otADTheMIISTR.OFIARNEAN
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Mr. HENbERSON. Very easily, I think. tails of this matter is lef t t the Govern-
They have prohibited the export of logs. ment by Order in Council, and the Minister

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND has already explained the necessity and the

FISHERIES. They do not prohibit the benefits of that, and so the Bill is put in
a shape that it can be abolished if found

export. to work badly. I rise for the purpose of
Mr. HENDERSON. They do. absolutely. appealing to my hon. friends. As the Min-

They say that logs eut upon certain lands ister of Customs has explained. this matter
shall not be exported. They allow the is not sprung upon the cuuutry, it bas been
American licensee te cut the timber, and j before the country for months, it bas been
then forbid him to expert the logs from the discussed in the press. Now, we have had
country. the advantage of a very lengtby discussion

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND in the House; and with that, and the state-
FISHERIES. That is a condition of the ment fromn the Minister tnat lie does not

cpropose to ask for the third reading to-license.i night. I hope my hon. friends will allow
Mr. HENDERSON. And they can make the Bill to take this stage.

the non-export of deer a condition of the
license to shoot. And if the Ontario Gov-
ernment has made such a restriction, this
Government should not usurp their powers
and interfere with the protection which they
have thrown around the game in the pro-
vmece.

M'r. MONTAGIUE. I am always willing
to admit when I am wrong. If I had
read the Ontario statute half an hour ago,
I would not have made the contention that
I have made. I fancy the hon, gentleman
knows that I was not raising a point for
technical purposes. but simpfly for fear that

The MINISTER 0F RAILW AYS AND some llcensing restriction might be made
CANALS. The province owns the logs, by the Minister against the desire of the
but they do not own the deer. I province of Ontario. But I see that whiat

ihe is going to do is provided for in the
Mr. HENDERSON. Then who owns the I statute:

deer ? The province owns theni in thean
same way as it owns the timber. No | Any person not a resident and demiciled in the
man eau cut timber on Crown property province, wio bas for any year been granted a

icense under the provisions of section 4 of thiswithout a license from the provincial go- Act, and has paid the fee therefor, shall, so far
ernment. neither can he shoot a deer with- as the authority of the legislature of the pro-
out their license. It seems to me that if vince of Ontario extends, be at liberty te export
the Minister has not caused inquiry to be out of the province the two deer whicb, under
made into that point as to whether the On- the provisions of this Act, he is allowed to kill.
tario legislature has prohibited tue export Now, I only ask that wh-n hon. gentlemen
of deer, he should do so before passing a opposite see that they are wrong, they shall
law which may confliet with that of the be equally ready to admIt it as I am.
province. As to the proposed Order in Bilahhy red t
Council, the Minister admits that it will not Bil reported,
h)e so broad as the power he is asking the TOERMARINE AND
House to give him. In fairness to the FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) meved tle
House, he should limit the power he has adjournnent of tle bouse.
taken. I, for one, am very much opposed
to this system of passing laws allowing the
country to be governed by Order in Council. ed at 12.15 a.m. (Tuesdayi
In the province of Ontario we have over-
stepped all reasonable limits in that direc-
tion. As I have stated in this House be-
fore, by simple Order in Council, we have
sunk the province in millions of dollars of
debt, the legislature of Ontario having no IOIISE 0P COMMON
control whatever, because they have hand-
ed over the power to the Lieutenant-Gover-
nor in Councli. I think Parliament should TUESDAY, 4151JuIy 1899.
control everything as much as possible, and
in all the discussions to-niglht, I fail to see The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
any good reason why this power should be o'clock.
taken out of the hands of Parliament and
placed in the hands of the executive. So PRAYERS.
much does the province or Ontario value
lier game laws and her game that the legis- FURTHER SUPPLEMENTARY ESTl-
lature would hesitate to permit the Gov- MATES
erument te exercise absolute control.

The MINISTER 0T MARINE AND Mr. OSTER. Before the Orders of the
FIShIERIES. The regulatIon of the de- Day are Oarledderwould ike te ask theheon.
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Minister of Finance (Mr. Fielding) wher
the further supplementarles are likely to b
down.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Field
ing). Well, they are in an advanced state,
but I am not able to name the day to my
hon. friend. I will try to do it as early as
possible.

Mr. FOSTER. It is stated outside by th
press that Is supposed to know the inside
that there are Estimates to the amount of
seven millions coming down. Members ar
really leaving for home, and it is somewhai
of an imposition to have a large amount of
supplementary Estimates kept until this tim
of the session when it is perfectly impossible
to give tbem any fair consideration by the
House as whole.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Well.
there is really some force in my hon. friend's
criticism. I can do no more than promise
to expedite their preparation as much as
possible. They are în a very advanced stage,
and I hope soon to be able to fix a day
when they can be brought down. My hon.
frien.1 the Prime Minister (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) stated that he hoped to have them on
the Table early this week. That is perhaps
a little too much to promise, but I hope be-
fore the week is out that they will be on
the Table.

THIRD READINGS.

BUI (No. 146) further to amend the Act
respecting the Department of the Geologi-
eal Survey.-(Mr. Sifton.)

Bill (No. 147) further to amend the Act
respecting the Department of the Interlor.-
(Mr. Sifton.)

Bill (No. 149) further to amend the Land
Titles Act, 1894.-(Mr. Sifton.)

Bill (No. 153) to amend the Unorganized
Territories Game Preservation Act, 1894.-
(-%r. Sifton.)

DOMINION LANDS.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton) moved the third reading of Bill
(No. 148) to amend the Dominion Lands Act.

Mr. DAVIN. I would like to ask the hon.
Mlnister, before this is read the thIrd time,
whether anythIng Is te be done this session
ln regard to the subject that I brought to
bis attention early ln the session, namely,
the seed grain indebtedness, and the seed
grain liens against lands, and the bonded
indebtedness. Also, ln regard to some other
lands, I am inelned to think that I brought
to is attention a petition that was present-
ed to hlm by some person around Regina in
regard to lands that are ln the names of
certain parties, al of whom have left the
country, and here are the lands with no oe.

Mr. FOSTER.

n cupants on them. and yet peopl'e who come
e in cannot settle on them.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. In
- reply to the hon. gentleman, I may say that

I am afraid that I cannot undertake this
session to deal with the question of these

s seed grain liens. I fully recognize that
there is much in what has been urged by
the hon. gentleman and by other members
of the House upon the question ; but I have

f not yet been able to seule in my mind de-
finitely upon a plan concerning which I

t could give the House any information. I
f think, however. I can give the hon. gentle-
e man a pledge that I will take it up and deal

with it next session. I intend to give it my
immediate attention, and arrive at some de-
finite conclusion as soon as the press of the
sessional work is over. As to the second
matter the hon. gentleman has brought up,
I understand he refers to lands which were
settled under the auspices of the Canada
Settlers Company and others ; is that not
the case ?

Mr. DAVIN. No, it refers to lands around
towns, like Regina. I think the hon. gentle-
man bas had a petition from certain resi-
dents in and around Regina in regard to the
lands. They are lands that are locked up ;
people entered for them, and have done a
certain amount of improvements ; then they
bave gone away, and there are the lands.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
Why cannot they be cancelled ? Anybody
can cancel them.

Mr. DAVIN. That is my own opinion. But
nevertheless, these people have sent peti-
tions to my hon. friend. I have written
baek that In all cases like that-

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
There must be sometbing more than that. If
a man has taken up a homestead under the
Dominion Lands Act, and he Is la default,
he can be cancelled. There must be some-
thing more than that In It.

Mr. DAVIN. I rather think these people
think that the department is in some way
withstandIng cancellation.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
The clrcumstance to whieh the hon. gentle-
man refers bas entirely escaped my memory.
There are a great many petitions in the De-
partment of the Interlor, and I would not
undertake to say that there is not a petition
there on this subject. But r can only say
that I wul look Into it at once. The rûle Is
very defnite and clear. When a man takes
up a homestead under the Dominion Lands
Act and he is In default, heis Ilable to be
cancelled. The only way he eaa avoid hav-
ing hsclaim caeeed ls by makingspecial
application to me, and If he sets out what I
thInk la reasonable ground for delaying the
matter aind g!ving hm more time, I 1ery
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often extend his time, or give him a little
consideration. But that Is not done in a
wholesale way, only when some special rea-
son is given. I have no recollection of any
special circumstance ln relation to the mat-
ter the hon. gentleman refers to.

Mr. DAVIN. There is a grievance back
of that which will be very bard to deal
with, cases where men have not only en-
tered for land, but have got a patent, and
have gone away years ago, and apparently
never intend to return. It is a very hard
thing to deal with.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
They own the land ; we do not own it.

Mr. DAVIN. Yes, I understand that.
The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.

I have no more right to deal with it than I
have to take possession of a lot on Sparks
Street.

Mr. DAVIN. I do not see how you could
deal with it.

Mr. FOSTER. I understood the hon. Min-
ister to say that there really would be no
action taken on that portion of this Bill which
refers to the extinguishment of the title of
the half-breeds in the North-west Territories
this year.

The M[NISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I do not think it is at aIl likely that we will
be in a position to issue any certificate or
scrip this year.

Mr. FOSTER. In that case we may have
a chance to debate it again, and ln the inter-
val the hon. Minister may come to the con-
elusion that some method may be found
whieh will obviate the difficulties that we
all aeknowledged to exist last night.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
It is not Impossible.

Motion agreed to, and Bill read the third
time and passed.

SALE OF SOHOOL LANDS.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). Last evening, while the debate
on one of the Bills before the House was
proceeding, the hon. member for Beaubar-
nois (Mr. Bergeron), asked me to furnish hlm
with certain Information ln regard to the
sale of school lands. I have had a state-
ment prepared giving the information whIeh
the hon. gentleman asked for. The area of
school lands sold down to the 1st May, -18,
in Manitoba and the North-west Territores,
is 87,775,57-100 acres. The total amount for
wieh such lands were sold is $4,210.10o
The- amonnt paid on secount, Including in-
terest, ls ,029.99. The hon. gentëman
will see that that bears out the iforma11on
I gave last night. I thought the payments
bad been pretty well made up. The amount
of principal stihl due is n177,19,05 There

is of course a considerable amount of ac-
crued interest upon these lafst payments
which I have not calculated because it is a
matter of great labour and involves a large
amount of detail. There is some interest
still due. I will hand the hon. gentleman a
copy of the statement.

SUPPLY.

House again resolved into Committee of
Supply.

(Li the Committee.)
The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.

Fielding). Mr. Chairman, we are now in the
first week of the new fiscal year and the
public se:vice might soon become embar-
rassed if there were not some understanding
in regard to the supplies for the year which
we have entered upon. I need hardly point
out that, although we have made some pro-
gress with our Estimates, we have not yet
got any Supply Bil. We have disposed In
Committee of Supply of all the supplemen-
tary Estimates for the year which elosed
on Friday last, and concurrence has been
taken thereon. We have also discussed in
Committee of Supply, and taken concurrence
on, a number of items in the main Estimates,
but these are not of legal effect.until they
are incorporated in the Supply Bill and pass-
ed through their final stage. We desire that
that stage shall be taken as quickly as
possible, and we also desire that temporary
provision may be made for supplies for the
year upon which we have now entered. We
desire that this step shall be taken by whiat
is commonly known as a vote on ac-
count. I have had a conference with the
hon. member for York, N.B. (Mr. Foster),
who has kindly agreed that we shall pro-
ceed to take a vote for one-tenth of the Esti-
mates which are before the committee. There
are precedents for that which the House,
no doubt, is familiar with. I shall move a
resolution that the House shal appropriate
to the supply of Her Majesty one-tenth of
the amounts contained in the Estimates that
have not been passed by the committee. It
is understood that in passIng a vote of this
character neither the House nor the com-
mittee will commit themselves to any ques-
tion involved in these appropriations, but
that every matter relating to them shall re-
main fully 'before the commfttee and be sub-
ject to discussion at all future stages.

Mr. FOSTER. The hon. Minister of F-l
nance (Mr. FIelding) le correct in saying that
I talked the matter over with him. Hou.
gentlemen on this side of the House have no
desire to embarrass the publie service to
any extent at ail eor to drive hon. gentlemen
opposite to any dublous- expedient to raise
the wind, provided we do not give them these
Estimates. know, that in givIng a nt,
a. generous assent le always best, but there
is- a good deal of buman nature!yet aromund
this House, and some on this aide fet the

V«-
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House, and in giving this frank and prompt SUPPLY BILL.
assent to a -measure which will facilitate the
operations of the Government, that the pub- The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
lie service may not be embarrassed, to any Fielding) moved for leave to introduce Bill
degree at all. I do it asking hon. gentlemen (No. 169) for granting to Her Majesty cer-
opposite to contrast this period with a cer- i tain sums of money required for defraying
tain period early before the end of the finan- certain expenses of the public service for
cial year of 1896, when it was absolutely the financial yea:s ending respectively 30th
certain that months after the next fiscal June, 1899, and 30tli June, 1900, and for
year, at least one month, and may be more, other purposes relating to the public ser-
must have passed before any of the supplies vice.
could be obtained from Parliament and be- Motion agreed to, and Bil read the first
fore any special vote could be taken lu any time
way, and when It was asked that one-tenth
of the vote should be allowed in order that The MINISTER 0F FINANCE. In
the public service might not be embarrassed, moving my resolutions in the committee, I
hon. gentlemen opposite put their feet down omitted to state that as respects one item,
and declared that not a cent should be that of pensions, we have taken one-half,
given and not one cent was given. Well, and not one-tenth, as these pensions are
we are strong, and we propose to be gener- paid half-yearly.
ous. so we agree with the Finance Minlste-r
in this step to-day. The objeet lesson, how- REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE 0F
ever, read by comparison is instructive. COMîONS.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). My hon. friend (Mr. Foster), wqIl The House resumed adjourned debate on
find a more apposite subjeet of comparison the proposed motion of Mr. Muock for the
in the year 1891 than in 1896. The hon. second reading of Bill (No. 126) respecting
gentleman remembers that the session of representation in the House of Commons.
1891 lasted through May, June, July, Aug- Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member for
ust and until September, and if my memory Victoria (Mr. Prior) has the floor.
serves me rightly, and I do not think it fails
me, we gave him, fnot one, but two votes on Sir CHARLES TUPPER. It was under-
account, for July and August. stood that my hon. friend from West York

(Mr. Wallace) would speak when this ques-Mr. POSTER. That was in your earlier tion came up.
and fresher period.

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member for
The PRIME MINISTER. I applaud the Victoria (Mr. Prior) moved the adjournment

hon. gentleman's generosity, still I can point and lie therefore has the right to the floor
to a mark showing that we are standing unless lie sees fit to give way to another
ahead of hlm yet. hon. gentleman. With reference to the

Resolution reported, and read a first and lon. member for West YorK (Mr. Wallace),
second time.ptechnically lie las already spoken, because

he moved an amendment to the motion,
which was lost, and the hon. gentleman,

WAYS AND MEANS. therefore, has exhausted his right to speak.
If he addresses the House now it must be

The House again resolved ltself in Com- with the unanimous consent of the House.
mittee on Ways and Means.

(In the Committee.)

The MINISTER OF FINANCE
Fielding) moved :

(Mr.

1. Resolved, That towards making good the
Supply granted to Her Majesty, on account of
certain expenses of the public service for the
financial year ending the 30th June, 1899, the
sum of $2,522,054.44 be granted gnut of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund of Canada.

2. Resolved, That towards making good the
Supply granted to Her Majesty on account of
certain expenses of the publie service for the
financial year ending 30th June, 1900, the sum of
$6,978,585.72 be granted out of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund of Canada.

Resolutions to be reported.
Resolutions read the first and second

times and concurred lu.
Mr. FOSTER.

The PRIME MINISTER 4Sr Wilfrid Lau-
rier). We will give him that consent In
return for the generosity which has just
been displayed by the gentlemen on the
other side.

Mr. POSTER. It Is a small favour for
the large abount of money we have just
given you.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
I thank hon. gentlemen opposite for their
favour in permitting me to address the-
House on this occasion. Let me call at-
tention to the attitude of the Prime Min-
ister and of those who are promoting this
Redistribution Bill. The Premier, who is
generally so amiable In the House, appa-
reDtly lost that good nature wihich charac-
terizes hlm when this Bill came up for dis-
eussion on .a former occasion.
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The PRIME MINISTER. Oh, no.
Mr. WALLACE. Yes. The right hon.

gentleman seemed determined, in a way I
never saw before in this House, to force
this Bill through, and he wanted to get the
leader of the Opposition to pledge himself
that the debate would conclude the follow-
ing week, a pledge which the hon. gentle-
man (Sir Charles Tupper) pointedly refused
to give. The proposition which the Pre-
mier made to the Hous is startlin n ! in its

1882 with the Gerrymander Bill of 1899 ;
and I think I shall be able to show that
this is a most unfair and unjust Bill-that
it does an injustice to dozens of Conserva-
tive constituencles; while that of 1882 was,
in its main provisions and in the general
carrying of it out, a fair redistribution of
the constituencies.

Mr. MeMULLEN. No, never. You never
said it was.

jÇi7~~r~~j ~ ~ï7iu «N r. WALLACE. I say it now, and I shallaittempt to prevent discussion on this im- M.WLAE a tnw n hl
portant measure, and no more important endeavour 'to prove it, notwithstanding the
measure could come before this Parliament, angry and unseemly interruption of the hon.
especially in this case where fifty-four seats member for North Wellington (Mr. McMul-
In the province of Ontarlo are gerryman- len). When the Postmaster General got up
dered. or ehanged, or turned upside down, to explain this Bill, and poInt-blank refused
at the will of the Administration-or will to give information, when he evidently did
be if the Bill should become law. The ;ifnot understand the Bill himself, tt struck me,
Prime Minister used some very violent lan- why, this is all on a par with the prevlous
guage. such as this : course of the Postmaster General, when he

passed an Act, saying, "1, William Mulock,
We have seen so many things that are not arrange that foreign postage shall be less

seermly. We have seen the debate on the Ad- than our local postage." When he found that
dress protracted by a repetition of the same he had not the power to do It, he made an-thmgs or at was notseemly.e have seeheeks o other blunder, and another, and another,
business of the Government obstructed at every and so on through -the whole course ëf his
turn. acts with regard to the Post Office Depart-
Now. Mr. Speaker, I am fairly in the judg- ment ; and we find the same series of blun-
ment of the House wheu I say that that ders characterizing the Bill which he has
statement is verv inacirate Wefound now proposed for the consideration of the
wheu Parliament met, that the Government
had no business to present, and it was quite
within our right to debate the Address on
which we could discuss the affairs of the
nation in a general way. The right hon.1
gentleman, instead of censuring us, should
have given us his high commendation for
relieving him of a very great difficulty, be-
cause he was confronted by Parlia-
ment, and bis Government were total-
ly unready, and more than unready,
to present any business for the considera-
tion of Parliament. They were unwilling,
Mr. Speaker, to comply with the demands
of Parliament and to furnish those docu-
ments and papers which are necessary for
the consideration of this question by the
House. The iBillItself was not introduced
until sixty-five days of the session had
elapsed ; the second reading of It did not
come up until the ninety-third day of the
session ; and now, at the 111th day of the
session, Is the third time we have had an
opportunity of dIscussing it.

I must say, when the Postmaster General
proposed the second reading of this Bill,
It struck me as the crudest and most ill-
consIdered Bill which had ever ctome be-
fore the House for Its consideration. There
was only one feature in It, and that was
the determination, which was emphasized
by the words of the Postmaster Generai
himself, that this was to be a vindictive
measure-that we had done wrong In 1882,
and that now had come the perlod for re-
prisals and vengeance. Mr. Speaker, I pro-
pose to contrast the Redistribution B!1l of

203

House.
Then, Sir, we come to the Minister of Cus-

toms (Mr. Paterson). With an assurance and
a want of modesty characteristlc of him,
with that magnificent fog-horn voice of his,
he told the House that he was going to
confine himself to a discussion of the BIII
itself ; and, Mr. Speaker, It Is within the re-
membrance of all those members who heard
him that during the several hours he ad-
dressed the House he scarcely ever alluded
to the Bilh. He discussed the Bill of 1882,
and he made a serles of misrepresentations
of that Bilh from one end to the other, such
as he has made for 17 years, until I suppose
that he aetually believes himself that they
are true. I remember 13 or 14 years ago, In
an election In the county of Haldimand, I
think it was, when I came back at 1 o'clock
In the morning from a meeting we had held.
there was the then member for South Brant
making the identIcal speech which he made
here the other nlghlt, spreading himself out,
and telling how thils constituency was torn
from that and flung Into zthe other, and how
the constituencles had been gerrymandered.
The otner night, the hon. gentleman made
this statement with regard to ithe leader of
the Opposition :

He bas not used an argument worthy of being
considered un this debate.
Mr. Speaker, I thInk tbis House wIll con-
elude, both aides of It, who listened to the
hon. leader of the Opposition, that he made
a marvellously grasping speech-one that
covered the whole sltuation-and we on this
side could fairly leave the case just as it was

REVISED TDITION.
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left by :the leader of the Opposition. He dis-
-cussed the constitutionality of the question,
and since then we have not heard a word
from those who were before claiming that it
was constitutional, and that it had prece-
dents to justify it. He discussed the ques-
tion from every point of view, and made an
able and exhaustive speech, and the sneer
of the Minister of Customs was as 11l-timed
as it was inaccurate. But the Minister of
Customs said further :

How was the Bill of 1882 prepared by these
bon. gentlementhemselves ? Dd they want this
matter argued by both political parties ? No ; in
a chamber, with closed doors, they summoned
their heelers and their party workers from all1
the different counties, and there they sat down,
with a map before them, took this township out
of that riding, that township out of this riding,
placed this township into that riding, and that
township into this riding.

And so on, and so forth-a repetition all the
way through. Who were ithe men who were
entrusted by the Conservative party with
this work ? So far as my information at
that time went, they were the Hon. Macken-
zie Bowell and the Hon. J. C. Aikens, who
had the province of Ontario in charge-to
comply with the law, to add six new mem-
bers, and to readjust the constituencies on
the basis, contradictory to the statement
made by the Postmaster General, of repre-
sentation by population, as I shall show.

Mr. MeMULLEN. Ah.

Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, I repudiate
any such statement being made with re-
gard to these gentlemen. They are men who
have oceupied, and who occupy to-day, a
high place in the esteem of the people of
this country. I-t wIll not be pretended even
by their political opponents that those two
gentlemen would stoop to anything dis-
honourable or mean.

Mr. McMULLEN. Oh, no, not at all.
Mr. WALLACE. Mr. Speaker, the hon.

member for North Wellington does not ap-
parently know those courtesies which are re-
quired ln this House, and I suppose we shall
have th excuse him on that account.

Mr. SPEAKER. I hope the House will ob-
serve order, and that members will not in-
terrupt unless they ask the permission of
the member who has the floor.

Mr. WALLACE. Wha-t is the contrast be-
tween the work done in 1882 by the Hon.
Sir Mackenzie Bowell and the Hon. Mr.
Aikens, and the work done by hon. gentlemen
opposite In 1899? Do we not know, Mr.
Speaker, that the heelers were brought in.
In 1899, to assist in the Gerrymander Bill
now before the House ? Do we not know
·that Captain Sullivan was in the city of
Ottawa ?

Mr. BENNETT. Hear, hear-here for a
week.

Mr. WALLACE.

Mr. WALLACE. Here for a week, as-
sisting them in the readjustment of the
Gerrymander Bill now before the House. Do
we not know that Simeon Hewitt and others
were here ; and the courts have since declar-
ed that these two gerrymanderers are out-
laws in this country. These are the men
who were in this city of Ottawa to assist
hon. gentlemen opposite to gerrymtander tie
constituencies in Ontario. I understand that
they were cheek-by-jowl with the Minister
of Customs assisting in this gerrymander.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Who did
the hon. gentleman say were with me ?

Mr. WALLACE.
Simeon Hewitt.

Captain Sullivan and

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I do not
know Captain Sullivan. Simon Rewitt.
I have no recollection of being in the city at
all, nor do I think he is.

Mr. WALLACE. Exactly so. Is it not a
remarkable circumstance that the Minister
of Customs tels exactly the same story as
John Dryden did in South Ontario, and Mac-
Nish ln West Elgin. He never knew them-
a perfectly innocent gentleman, who went
through the riding with these men, assisting
them to perform the most nefarlous acts of
corruption that Canada has ever seen politi-
cally-

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I rise to
a point of order. The hon. gentleman made
a definite statement with reference to my
having consulted with Captain Sullivan and
Mr. Simeon Hewitt about this Bill, and said
that we were sitting side by side and jowl
by jowl. I gave that statement an emphatle
deniaL The hon. gentleman did not accept
my denial, and is ln a peculiar position.

Mr. WALLACE. Has the hon. gentleman
the rlght, Mr. Speaker, to make a speech, as
well as to raise a point of order ?

Mr. SPEAKER. I think he is right in say-
ing that he made a personal statement,
which the hon. gentleman must accept.

Mr. WALLACE. I did not refuse to ae-
cept that statement. I did not say one word
In rebuttal of it, but I said: Was it not a
remarkable coincidence that the denial of
the Minister of Customs was precisely, lin
similar terms, the dental of John Dryden
in South Ontario, and of MacNish In West
Elgin, who made a similar denial that he
never saw, never knew, never dreamed of
these men being there, did not know of the
corruption going on all around him?

Mr. FOSTER. And they were all Lib-
erals.

Mr. WALLACE. Al Liberals together.
It Is a wonderful coincidence, a fact which
I shall not deny, that the Minister of Cus-
toms was just as innocent as the two other
innocent birds to whom I refer. Mr. Simeon
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Hewitt, of bis own town, brought up under Trow's majority in 1878 was 77. After the
bis own tuition-*brought up by the Minister Redistribution Act of 1882 we went to the
of Customs-taught bis political exerelses country. According to the Minister of Cus
and bis political games, was here in the eity toms.le was assasslnated by that Act, his
of Ottawa. and the Minister of Customs- constituency was tom, and dlvlded, and
we accept bis statement unreservedly-never gerrymandered. But what occurred? His
saw or knew he was here. I think the hon. majority, after the redistribution of 1882,
Minister of Customs might repeat the words was1179, as agalnst 77 ln 1878. That dld
of Preston, and say: "Hug tbe machine for ot k ebg assassinated. That dld
me." Ilot look as If any injustice had been done

There is another matter on which the Min- 1 to Mr. James Trow, and 1 would Uke to ask
ister of Customs waxed eloquent. He waxed the Minister of Customs that question, and
eloquent when he referred to the assassins, have an answer now.
no less, on this side of the House, Sir Mac- With regard to other men, the MInIster of
kenzie Bowell and the Hon. J. C. Aikens and Customs sald that there were Mille, Alex.
those who assisted them, whom he charged Mackenzie, Joe Rymal and himself-all of
with attempting to assassinate-whom ? whom we attempted to polltlcally assassin-
The bright and genial James Trow, member ate. But what ls the history of Mr. Mac-
for South Perth. All of us who were in the kenzie ln Lambton? The county of Lamb-
old Parliament. knew the genial James ton was one constltuency ln 1878, and Mr.
Trow. We admired bis personality, and I Mackenzie had a najority ln that year of
think. politically, he had as many friends 146. He was thrown out of Lambton by
upon the Conservative side as upon the Lib- bis own political friends. What did we do?
eral side. There was not a man in my ex- We divided It into the constituencies 0f East
perience who ever said an unkind word poli. and West Lambton. Mr. Mackenzie had
tically of the genial James Trow. Yet the been member for the constituency o! Lamb-
Minister of Customs says that we attempted ton for many years, and presumably le
to assassinate him. I fling back the asser- could bave had bis choice o! either division,
tion in bis teeth. He was assassinated, but or be ouglt to have had bis cholce, If bi
by men on that side of the House and their political friends had been true and faithful
political friends outslde. What Is the bis-i1to hlm. But they thrust hlm out. They did
tory of that ? In South Perth the candidate flnt permit hlm to run theme. They did fot
against James Trow sald : It is no use for'gîve him the opportunlty to whicl bis de-
the Conservatives to run ln South Perthîiclining health fairly entltled hlm, but they
against Trow, because he produces the threw hlm out, and Lister became member
speech of Sir John Macdonald, in which Sir!witb .341 of a majority for one of the Lamb-
John said: We hope to see Trow back i tons, and Fairbanks became a member for
Parliament again: we hope to see bis genlal the other with a majorlty of 165. The COU-
face here again ln Parliament. Sir John was stituency was falrly divlded, and eaclihad
kindly to Mr. Trow personally, and he de. the population necessamy to eleet a member,
clared so on the floor of Parliament. Mr. and theme was no gerrymander. Lt was a
Trow, as was quite proper, made the best fair distribution, and no Injustice was doue.
use of that speech, and the Conservatives 1 But Mr. Mackenzie was brouglt down to
decided there was no use In trying to defeat East York. where theme had been a Conser-
hlm, and he was elected again. But there vative maJority In the prevlous election of
came another day. At the by-elections be 108. The sympathy cry was ralsed. Here.
was defeated by Mr. Pridham. What hap- they said, le the grand old Canadian states-
pened ? The .leaders of the Liberal party man; It le the duty of every citizen to set
in the House and the t-hen lon. member for1 polltics aside and elect this man to a seat lu
Brant (Mr. Paterson). who appears to be one Parliament. That influenced many Conser-
of them, by his position to-day as MinIster vatIves, and Mr. Mackenzie was elected by
of Customs, threw him over, and Mr. the Conservatîve vote of East York. Yet
Trow bitterly bewailed the fact tha: the Minister o! Customs tels us that %e
he was assassinated by bis own politi- attempted to assassinate hlm. Who at-
cal friends. Instead of havlng the election tempted to assassinate hlm, except bis owu
trial go on, It was settled behind his backpolitical friends? Take Bothwell. Mr. Milîs.
contrary to bis wishes, and he was thereby 11W Senator, had a majomlty lu Bothwell
thrown out of political life, for whlch lie There was a redistribution in the county o!
had a very strong liking. He died broken- 1 Bothwell. There had to be a redistribution
hearted, owing to the conduct of his politi- somewbere for you lad six new members
cal friends. and not because of anythingr to place. The prineiple adopted. as 1 shal
done by bis opponents. That is the historyshow, was the principle o! epresentation
of genial James Trow, and when those gen- by population. In 1872 Mr. Milis had been
tlemen get up and say, as the Minister of elected by 592; li 1874 by 463. lu 1878 by
Customs did, tbat we had assassinated Mr.28,a .lu 182.by.1-a- tl eea
Trow by taking out a township from lisInmjoiybustlM.Miswsremn
county which gave some hundreds o! a LIb. d!o ohell 82b aolyo
erai majority, what is the hlstory ? Mm.teeetosThnw artldhtMm
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Joe Rymal was attempted to be assassinated seemed to me just about what is reported
also. I think bis successor, the hon. mem- here. But I shall be glad If he will correct
ber for Wentworth and North Brant (Mr. what is wrong.
Somerville) isithis House to-day; and a The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Does the
jority of over 900. I should like to knowhon. gentleman wish me to correct it now?
what evidence of attempted assassination Mr. WALLACE. Well-
there was there ? Take the case of the T
Mlnister of Customs. His majority in South The POSTMASTER GENERAL. What 1
Brant in 1874 was 444 ; in 1878 it had dwind- said was that if a county was too small
led to 198. less than half what it was be- for one member-if there is such a thing-
fore, and in 1882 when this infamous gerry- the only way you could represet that
mander was imposed upon him, he had still coulnty was to annex it to another. I am not
a majority of 174, or within 24 of his pre- aware of such a case.
vious majority. I would like to know. Mr. FOSTER. That was done in the case
judging by the facts-and that is the only of St. John County, N.B., I suppose.
way you can judge-where there was any
infamous gerrymander in that. It is true Mr. WALLACE. And the Minister of
that the bon. gentleman got a larger ma- Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-
jority lu some succeeding elections ; but it wright) said:
was the> same constituency, and be kept It We have maintained to county boundaries asuntil 1896, when it was discovered by the we said we would.
electors of South Brant-what we knew inWhy you have not to go outside the boun-Parliament years before-that he was trying daries of this very city to find that prin-to ride two horses going in different diree- cie ofted. Ne w Ei nburgh, wh ic is
tions; and as soon as the electors of South ;ple oteaw nepalyrgs a hpar o s
Brant found that out they left hlm behind; part of Ottawa municipally, Is a part of theBcounty of Russell for Dominion electoralby a majority of 91 in 1896. These are thepopurposes. Take the county of Canletion, thefacts with reference to all the parties the very first outside this city. Notwlthstandinghon. gentleman named in his speech that that the Premier says: We have adopted a
were assassinated or were attempted to be princiPe"ich commedatelf unier-
assassinated by the Conservative party. Ifprinelp topich omminds telprniper
they were assassinated, it was by their own s petigu ntyeo n di esuwhat hve e
political friends as I have demonstrated i in Cetont bofndi fwhat bave we
every case. .t ief-Now, aseto this Bill itself, the right hon. i Caset---
First Minister when he introduced it on The PRIME MINISTER. Hear, hear.
the 19th of May said that there was one Mr. WALLACE. Yes, I will refer to thatprinciple on whieh this Bill was fôunded : :ilater n I am lli tt '

We think it Is a principle which will commend
itself universally to public opinion that the basis
of representation in this House should be the
municipal county organization.
And the Postmaster General, when he pro-
posed the second reading of the Bill on 16th
June, said:

We have taken the ground In Parliament and
before the publie that county boundaries shall
govern, that no county should be divided into
two or more divisions and broken up to provide
for constituencies.
He said, further, a sentence I would like
him to rise and explain :1

If it is that a county's population ls not suffi-
eient to entitle It to have two members, it shal
have only one ; if its population le not sufficient
to entitle it to three or more than two, or be-
tween two and three, it shall be limited to two
or three. In any case, where there la a fragment
of one county detached politically, that one
county shall be annexed to another ln order to
create a constituency.
Where is tie system of county boundaries
there ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. That is
not a correct report.

Mr. WALLACE. I listened to the hon. gen-
tleman as he spoke these words, and they

Mr. WALILACE.

JLdtCJL. e a n<LI.Ia JUJLLg aL eLUnU to tre fact

that these gentlemen started out to estab-
lish a principle to make that prineiple of
universal application, and there was to be
no exception. And right outside the city of

1 Ottawa, the townships of Fltzroy and Hunt-
ley belong to the county of South Lanark
for Dominion electoral purposes. The county
boundaries are not respected here, because
politically It does not suit these hon. gentle-
men. Then take Gloucester and Osgoode In
the county of Carleton-they are attached
to the county of Russell for Dominion elec-
toral purposes, and these gentlemen do not
propose to change this so as to leave them
attached to the county of Carleton. For,
if they dId, it would be necessary to give
two members for the county of Carleton,
because the population would justify it, and
these two would, presumably, be Conserva-
tives. And so the county of Carleton Is not
distributed according to the principle which
the Prime Minister, the Postmaster Generai,
the Minister of Trade and Commerce and
every bon. gentleman on the other ide who
bas spoken on the subject say is the prin-
ciple to be followed. Then take the county
of Addington. I have a liat showing that
county as It is for local and as it Is for
Dominion electoral purposes. In the case of
the Dominion there are thirteen townships
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from Frontenac added to Addington, and in contradiction to the stat.nnent of the
for the local legislature they have ten town- Postmaster General. as I shah endeavour
ships taken from Frontenac and added to to prove before I sit *own, that principle
Addington. If county boundarles are to bè Is a sound one. it bas been carried out by
held sacred, If the mere fact that they are Conservative Governments when they were
county boundaries is to end the discussion- in power, and Itbas been violated by this
a principle that I deny-what about the Bil They do not make evex a pretense
township boundaries ? Local interests are of advocating it. but they say: Oh, the
more closely combined In a township than in party. when they were in
a county, and if the county boundaries power, did fot advocate it either.
should be respected, much more should the I was going to refer. though, to t1îe
township boundaries be respected. Do we countY of Brant. where the same state of
find that to be the case ? Look at the acts J affalrs prevails as in the county of Hurou.

of th local government. These gentlemen There they have divided Up townships
may saiy : We are fot responsible for The north riding os Brant shah conslst o cer-
the acts of thc local governînent. 1 1tainstowshGps, and the northerly portion o thee
say they are responsible, for they township o! Brantford and the town o Paris.
are of the sarne political party, the sainelThe south riding shab consist o the township o
ines div ide the parties, and the Ontariou, Burford, Oakland and the southerly portion o! the
Government is, as the Prime M,.inister said trwnship o! Brantford, and the clty o! Brantford.
not long ago. the rght arm of the Dominion ow i t e itei

1" " SI was going to rhaeer. dt heto the

Governmient. And what do we see in the ciple upon whi h they started out in their
ridigs for thxe local législature ? We find13Bi1 as the keystone o the wol osytfr.
thc county of Huron divided I nto, tbree riti-! andi one which they say would commenit it
ings for the local legIslature. The uthttol the electors. But I say that they have
rldlng, it is provlded: violated it in thfixact that they have ]lot

arespectedounty boundaries as in the Case

thl aconts of the ownalipgofvermt I

Usborne, Stephen, Hay and Stanley, THAT ePOoCareton and Frontenac, anttey have
TION 0F THE TOWNSHIP 0F GODERICH not respecte the municipal boundaries f

SO diTHv0F THE LINE KNOWN AS "THE CUT townships. as in the cases in the couies
LINE"T and Huron roadh the town o!nSeaforthgnocBront and Huron.
and the villages o! Bayfield and Exeter. Nw ihrfrnet h eitiu

A portion of a township." Then you core tion o!h1882, whieh the Postmaster Geoferal
to tlle east riding, and it gives a list of hdescibd as iniquitous. an whih was ie
twnships; then it says justification, le saidt. for the present Bi .

Gotermet is, astthehPrimeeMnistersaid township ofBtoPropose to disuss much the

east o! the road ommoly aled the Gravel road, Reditht they ha9e viol the Prin-
and solon. master General, I believe,is a ntedalist

in iathematics in the University of To-
Thecy are dividing townships. Then ee ronto, and I would invite hld to analyse
ngo tofor west riding and you find there the statemetnt I ow make. and to contra-

a rumber of townships :dit it if ie can. in the elections f 1882

Colborne and that part o!the township o!THuui the Coterative majorities. whre they

lett wh h lies west o! the road commonly caled elected their meaibers. aggreated

TION~~~~~ OFTETWaIPO OEIHno t repected ythemunicipalbudrief

the Gravel road and that part o! the township UT ttenshiptasithecse the .te
e Godericu north o the sald Huron road andfSa Refo ajorities were 9.561. anon.

"eut Une" and the township o!Goderich, &c.welectei thirty-nine members. The average

" Aporionof tonshp."The yo coe toneof 1882, which te Posm.astrGnerale

So they are iot content with dividing coun- ecribe a majority was 2 . as thxe
tiTs, but they are divdingptownshipr.sute stract the Reform majorities from the Con-
tino through the smallest muncpaltyabelieveors and have 4.179.

and so on. iinemathvemnajrticsnde UeriyoT-
They ar dfividngtowonships.Theanyouart no'n oudivt imt nls

the Conservative majority in the provin e
o!born andthatarthen on het hipf H- of Ontao was fourteen members. Divi-

clare to this House that ounty boundarieslyn
are sosaeredta that aenone they state theyi and thaeyel marifty-othee1 m bnrhe

have estabishet county boundaries that dis- o mu members o parwiament would be hige-

postles o! and. Wth tonhave tof orich &c. lecehrynn emes h vrg

Consratified If we were sure in the next
county boandaries that it is desirable thavelection o! having a majority o 298.
they shoulti be respecteti whcre the princi-t'
pie of representation by population is floti The PRIME MINISTER. flear. flear.
tiolatei, But do say that theys have Mr. WALLACE. Antirtpresume a good
violate It in the province o!Ontarlio, ats many of those hon, gentlemen be4in.him
any rate, where that batt e wa n fought by hwouC say "vear. hear." too.
oion. gentlemen opposite, and where the O

prenciples of repesentation by population v Mr. MGREGOR. ow about those be-
foned o failWe. on hajeuistic, sar of lhid fsou ?

pett.w rethey haoeldeen respected tepini- ALAE rnntcrnllil

ailatedistButio sayI that te have Mr.a Ail LACE n I p tIadrsreueatgood

aye rate wh e hrtatttlead wasfouht thaul tsay "harn er."matoo. ta r



was no improper redistribution, the figures occurred, but I venture the assertion that
I have given prove it in general terms. the Conservatives could find as much fault,
Then, take up the constituencles. The if fault could be found, with that redistri-
Postmaster General told us that we had bution as the Liberals. Let us take for in-
hived the Grits, and he mentioned a num- stance the two constituencies that are wiped
ber of constituencies in which he said the out. We put two Conservative constituen-
Grits were hived. These were North Brant, cies together, Cornwall and Stormont, and
West Brant. West Elgin. South Huron, gave themn one member, displacing a Conser-
South Middlesex. West Ontario, North Ox- vative candidate and a member of Parlia-
ford and South Oxford. Well. if you add ment. The saue thing was done with
these eight constituencies together you will Niagara and Lincoln. Of course there could
iind a population of 176,000. Divide that be no justification for Niagara retaining a
by eight, and it gives you 22.000 as the member because its population had decreas-
average of population. The unit of popu- ed while that of the surrounding counties
lation for 1882 was 20.900. It comes re- had increased. It was allowed to retain its
markably close when we consider that member no doubt on account of historical
North Brant had in 1881 a population of associations, but the time bad arrived when
11,800, West Elgin had 14,000. North Ox- it had to be wiped out and the Conservative
ford had far over the unit of population, party. although it was a Conservative con-
25,300. But when the redistribution took i'sttuelncy, without a moment's hesitation,
place there was as near as could be the f did their duty in that regard. The Conser-
principle of representation by population vatives had two members of Parliament
thoroughly carried out. If you take the from Siincoe. The population was largely
individual constitueneles. West Bruce had increased and we might have made three
24.000, since come down to 21,000. West El-;, Conservative constituencies, but we made
gin bad 23.000, South Huron 21.000. South two constituencies, by the redistribution.
Middlesex 19.000. West Ontario 20.000. North which gave two Conservatives and a third
Oxford 24.000. and South Oxford 24,000. So ('fne whiCh returned a Liberal. Mr. Cook.
that the principle of representation was Since then I am glad to say that we have the
adopted for these. But we find these 176.000 bon. gentleman (Mr. Bennett), who sits in
in constituencies which they claim were this louse as the Conservative representa-
gerrymandered, giving them eigh't members tive of East Simeoe. the new constituency to-
in Parliament. while 200,000 in the city of day. But I am speaking of the election of
Toronto to-day have given them, tardlly. 1882 and of ,ihe immediate results of the Re-
five members of Parliament, an averge of distribution Bill. Nexi, take the county of
40.000 eacb. That is the difference between Brant. One of these constituencies had a
the conduet of the Conservative party to- population of about 11.800, and the other one
wards Liberal constituencies. and the con- had a little over the unit of population. 21,-
duet of the Liberal party towards Conser- 975. according to my figures. A readjust-
vative constituencies. We recognized the ment was made and South Brant had 20.482;
principle of representation by population North Brant. while it did not come up to the
in those Grit constituencies, while they have unit of population, came largely tha,t way as
totally ignored It. and have come down the population was increased about 6.000, so
with a Blil giving us four members for tha.t it totalled 17.645. In that regard the
200.000, whIch was so fiagrantly unjust that county of Brant received justice. Take the
they have had to amend it. and give fve county of Elgin. One constituency there had
members. which is still a gross injustice. 28.000 and the other 14.000. A readjustment

*1was made glvinc? East ElgLin 25.000l of a po-because it means that there is only one wa ad g Est Elgin 2,000 ofta po
member for over 40.000. Go over the whole pation and West Elg002..000 Instead of
of this Redistribution Bill of 1882. They 14.00.
say that in some places there was an In- Mr. McMULLEN. When did it havejustice done to the Liberal party. I -would 14.000 ?
ask then what Liberal lost his seat
through the redistribution of 1882 ? Mr. WALLACE. By the census of 1881.
What in1ustice- was done all around ? Every
one of those that the bon. Minister of Cus- Mr. McMULLEN.1 have the figures which
toms referred to, I think. except the member show that the hon. gentleman Is mistaken.
for North Bruce. was returned at the next East Elgin had a population of 25.745 #and
election. I do not remember of any other West Elgin 23.480.
case, where the redistribution woriked toi Mr. WALLAOE. The bon. gentleman (Mr.the injury of the candidate : it may have McMullen) can make his speech when I get
been that bis majority was reduced just as throu4h. In bis endeavour to correct me heConservative majorit'ies were reduced. i îpymku.a i la os n
may be that a man was put out of bis cotr simpl bumaking. asI e always does. an-
stituency, as the hon. member for Easit other stupid blunder.1 say that West EMln,stitency as he hn. mmberfor as1 ccording to thxe census of 1881, bad a popu-
Grey was. when the redistribution took place. lation of 14.214.
He found himself in South Grey instead of
In the constituency to which hie formerl f Mr. McMULLEN. It had not; it had
belonged. Uases of that kind might have . 23,480.

Mr. WALLACE.
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Mr. WALLACE. And by the readjust-
ment the population was made 23,480. The
boundaries of West Elgin were changed,
but the hon. member for North Wellington
(Mr. McMullen) does not appear to have any
knowledge of that fact. If he would study
up a little before he attempts to mislead the
House it would be better for him. Lamb-
ton had a population of 42,600 by the census
of 1881. By the readjustment of 1882 it was
made into East Lambton with * population,
of 21,700, and West Lambton with a popula-
tion of 21,890. So it goes all the way
through. Many constituencies were not
touched and county boundaries were respect-
ed. This is a commendable thing to do
where the principle of representation by
population is not violently interfered with,1
as for instance, in regard to Glengarry.
which was kept the same with a population
of 22.200. Prescott was kept the same withl
a population of 22,88'. Ottawa city was not!
changed for reasons that we all know. Thel
national question had been coming into the1
city of Ottawa and it was recognized that,
notwitlhstanding that its population was a
littie lower than the unit, it was a growing
city. We had to realize what would occur
in the future. and the city has since at-
tained a population which justifies what
was done at that time. The county of Carle
ton was readjusted so that. Instead of having
about 25,000 the population was reduced to
nearly 19.000. coming closer to the unit of
population than previously. It has since
grown so rapidly that it is to-day beyond
the unit of population, justifying the coursei
that the Government took on that occasion.
South Leeds with a population of 22,200 re-
mained the same. South Lanark was read-
justed. It had 20,000 of a population ; it
was reduced to 18,000, but North Lanark,
which had a population of 13.900 was given
a population of 19,855, or very close to the
unit of population which was 20.900. Sol
we might go through all these counties where
no changes were made. In most of them t ieÎ
population was nearly such that it would'
justify no interference and permiti of a re-
spect ibeing shown for county boundaries,
so far as that could be done. If you take,
within 3.500 on either side of the unit of
population, there were 61 constituencles lu
Ontario ln 1882. which would conform to
that rule, and 3.500. I think, Is a fair margin
to allow one side or the other of the unit,
having regard to the fact that you are, re- 1
specting county boundarles so far as you
can possibly do it. But there is a higher'
principle than county boundarIes and It is
the principle of representation by popula-
tion. North Perth had a population of 34,-
000. South Perth was close to the unit of
population and its population was searcely
changed while that of North Perth was re-1
duced by 8,000, or to 26,000. Wherever
changes were desirable, In establishing the
principle of representation by population,
these changes were rmade by the Redistril-

bution Bill of 1892. But they say : We are
establishing this principle of county boun-
daries, which is a correct principle. I would
like to ask these hon. gentlemen what Is
there about county boundaries tha t is so
sacred. The right lon. Prime Minister (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) quoted a speech of the late
Right Hon. Sir John Macdonald on that
question, in which he claimed that fie
was advocating county boundaries. The
w1hole tenor of that speech read by
the right hon. gentleman was ·some-
thing entirely different from that. It was
outlining the experience that men ae-
quired before they became members of Par-
hiament. He said, that a man became a
member of the munleipal council, reeve of a
municipality, and warden, and he came to
Parliament surrounded with municipal ex-
perience that qualified him for being a memu-
ber of Parliament, and that that was the
true system. I see the First Minister across
the House. Did he come into Parliament
by that circuitous route ? I think he will
answer "no." Did the Minister of Marine
and Fisherles, or ithe Postmaster General, or
the Minister of Trade and Commerce, come

1 into Parliament lai the manner indicated by
the late Sir John Macdonald ? I think each
one of them will have to answer "no."
Therefore, I do not see the appositeness of
the statement made by the First Minister
in that regard. And suppose ;the principle
of county boundaries is to be held sacred as
these hon. gentlemen say. We must not for-
get that for twenty years Sir Oliver Mowat,

i the most astute of Liberal politicians, has
been gerrymandering 'the province of On-
tarlo. I will give you one exampie. There
were a number of counties adjoinIng that
were pretity close politically, and Sir Oliv'er
Mowat conceived the idea of creating a new
county called Dufferin. He took the town-
ship of Amaranth. with 212 Conservativé
majorlty. Melanethon, with 125 Conservative
majority, Mono. with 350 Conservative ma-
Jority, the -town of Shelburne, with 100 Con-
servative majority, Garafraxa, with 201 Con-
servative majority, East Luther, where
there was a tie, Orangeville, with 150 Con-
servative major:ty, Mulmer, with 250 Con-
servative majority, a total Conservatlve ma-
jority of 1,388. Sir Oliver Mowat made these
-townships Into a county which was a Con-
servative hive. and he weakened the Con-
servative vote in all the surrounding con-

1 stituencies. Those that were pretty evenly
balanced before became Liberal, because the
Conservative townships were taken away.
Every municlpality in Dufferin, with the ex-
ception of East Luther, whicb was a tie, had
enormous Conservative majorities, and these
were taken from four or five electoral dis-
trIcts so that these electoral districts might
return Liberals to the local legislature. And
yet we are asked to fall down and worsbp
this form of respecting county boundaries ;
county boundarles that have been gerryman-
dered by Sir Oliver Mowat for twenty years
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whenever it suited bis purpose. Lt is the
same thing ail over the province of Ontario.
These gentlemen opposite want us to respect
such gerrymandered county boundaries, but
I do not think the people of Canada will
tolerate that. The Postmaster General, af-
ter elaborating his Bill the other day, gloated
over the fact that he thought the hon. mem-
ber for North Bruce (Mr. MeNeill) was going
to lose his consti.tuency under this gerryman-
der. and no wonder the Postmaster General
sald : Great is the power of the gerrymander.
WelI might le say it, if his Government cau
get this gerrymander ·through. This iniqui-
tous Bill is, I claim, unconstitutional, and
unprecedented, and was never contemplated
by the Act of Confederation. As the leader
of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) bas
clearly proved, there never was any previous
attempt to change constituencies until the
time mentioned in the Confederation Act, viz.,
after the decennial census, when the popula-
tion is ascertained up to date, and an im-
mediate redistribution of constituencies is
provided for. The strongest objection sto this
Bill is that it does not deal with the state
of affairs existing -to-day. The promoter of
the Bill (Mr. Mulock) told us that 'the judges
were not ·to consider the present population
and not to consider the many changes that
have taken place since the census was taken
in April. 1891. The judges are not 'to con-
sider these changed conditions. nor did the
Government consider them in their gerry-
mander. and so, we are asked to legislate on
a condition of affairs which does not exist.
Such a -thing bas never been proposed ln
Parliament before. If 'they pleaded that in
the Rossland district, or in any other district
where population had increased. there
should be changed, a person could under-
stand that ; but the Government tell us that
we are to shut our eyes to everytbing that
bas happened ln Canada for ithe last nine
years, and that we are ·to legislate to-day as
if we were legislating nine years ago. I
challenge them to produce a piece of legis-
lation in this or any other country, parallel
to this old fogey, fossilized attempt they are
making :to redistribute 'the constituencies In
the interests of the Liberal party. And why
do they introduce this Bill1? As pointed outby the leader of the Opposition, they are
doing it because they are afraid, even to
meet the constituencies that returned them
to power. They are afraid to go back to
these constituencies ; they are afraid to walt
for a year or two until the census is taken,
and when they, or some other Government,
can niake a proper redistribution of seats.

Another objection ýto this Bill is. that it
would introduce constant changes into our
representation. If this be permitted to be-
come law, k whl form a precedent, and any
new Government comUing into power, being
dissatisfied with the distribution of the con-
stitueneles, can make any change they de-
sire when they have a majority at their
back. This Bil would create such a system

Mr. WALLACE.

of unrest, and such a system of change, as
would be very disastrous to the best in-
terests of the country. I contend that the
Parliament of Canada would lbe justified In
relegating this Bill back -to -the gentlemen
who have promoted it, until the census is
taken and until it bas been ascertalned what
changes are justifiable. and legal, and con-
stitutional, and in the interests of the coun-
try. The leader of the Opposition gave some
instances to show that the Redistribution
Bill of 1882 was not an unfair one. and I
will repeat his figures wlih regard to the
province of Ontario. In Ontario, at the gen-
eral elections in 1896, there were 191,052
Conservative votes polled. and 43 Conserva-
tive members elected ; there were 166.335
Liberal votes polled. and there were 44
Liberal members of Parliament elected.
Does that look as if there was a gerryman-
der in the province of Ontario ? To my mind
It conclusively proves, that the Conservative
party had, as always, been too generous to
their opponents.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh.
Mr. WALLACE. In 1896, there were 413.-

000 Conservative votes polled in the whole
Dominion. and 397.114 Liberal votes polled,
or a majority of 16.000 Conservative votes.
Yet the Liberals are sitting on the Govern-
ment benches and the Conservatives are in
Opposition. Does that prove that there was
a gerrymander lu 1882, or that the elections
were held under a gerrymander redistribu-
tion Bill ? It disproves it, to my mind. en-
tirely.

The PRIME MINISTER. Everybody
ought to be displeased with that Act. We
do not want it, and you say you do not
want it either.

Mr. WALLACE. I say that when an
Act gives the Liberal party more than fair-
play, they cannot complain of injustice.

The PRIME MINISTER. But we do.
We do not want more than fair-play.

Mr. WALLACE. But the Liberal party
were not satisfied with having more than
their share ; they want to gobble up the
whole of this country. They want a gerry-
mander that will give two members to
the county of Brant, with its 33,612 of popu-
lation. These figures I get from the A et
of the local legislature. Then, in the county
of Norfolk, with about 30,000, is to have
two members. Both of these are Liberal
counties, taking the population as a whole ;
but, being Liberal counties, they are to have
more than their share ; while the county
of Carleton, if It were given the munici-
palities that belong to it, would be more
than entitled to two members ; bug7 as those
two members would certainly be Conserva-
tives, that is not to be permitted. So it
goes all through the Bill. It is hiving the
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Conservatives in such a way that even
though they had a majority of the electors
of the province of Ontario, the members
they would have in this House would be
in a large minority. Therefore, I say that
this Bill is unjustifiable, it is illegal, it
is unconstitutional. There is no necessity
for it to-day except on the ground that these
hon. gentlemen are afraid to meet their
constituents without having a measure of
this kind passed through the House. For
all these reasons, I think we ought to re-
jeet the Bill. I am afraid, however, that
I have not made that impression on the
members on the opposite side of the House
that I should desire, because I am afraid
they are attached to their idols. But, Sir,
we do not despair. The public conscience
is not dead. It looked a short time ago
as If all kinds of rascality in election mat-
ters would be condoned by the electors.
But the local government of Ontario are
shivering in their boots to-day, and that
shivering process will reach the members
of this Government, if it has not done so
already. It will reaet all over this country,
and the public conscience will be awakened
to every act of wrong-doing on the part of
this Government and their henchmen out-
side. When the people of this country are
demanding progressive legislation. these
men do not bring in anything to promote
the prosperity of the people. They simply
bring in disturbing legislation for the pro-
motion of the Interests of one political
party. and the attempted destruction of
the other.

Mr. JAMES McMULLEN (North Wel-
llugton). Mr. Speaker, I do not know
that there Is any member of this House
except the hon. member for West York
(Mr. Wallace) who would undertake to
present the statements that have been
presented to-day by that hon. gentleman.
He bas given the population of several
counties, and in doing so he las committed
very serious errors. I do not know where
he got his flgures-certainly not from the
census of 1881 or the census of 1891. The
hon, gentleman made some reference to a
gentleman who was at one time a very
popular and distinguished member of this
House, the late lamented Mr. Trow. He
stated that that gentleman was knifed In
lis own riding by bis own friends, and
that he had made extended use of a note
which had been sent to hin by the late
Sir John Macdonald, expressing sympathy
with him after lie had been unseated. and
hoping to see hlm back in the House. I
nay say that I went through South Perth
with Mr. Trow, and was at every meeting
lie attended. and I never knew him In a
single instance to use that note: but I know
that If any one thing injured him more
than another it was the fact that the Gov-
ernment of that day. headed by Sir John
Macdonald--

Mr. WALLA.CE. I rise to a point Of
order. I understand the bon. member for
North Wellington to say that I made the
statement that Sir John Macdonald had
written a letter to Mr. Trow regarding bis
defeat. I made no such statement.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. It is not a
proper point of order, simply to deny a
statement that has been made by an hon.
member.

Mr. McMULLEN. I was going on to
state when I was interrupted-

Mr. WALLACE. I simply claim the right
to say that I made no such statement.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order. The
hon. gentleman knows perfectly well that
no point of order can be raised by simply
denying a statement that bas been made
by a member wiho has the floor.

Mr. WALLACE. I may say further
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. WALLACE-that Sir John Macdon-

ald was not alive when the gentleman was
defeated.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.

Mr. McMULLEN. The hon. gentleman
has the habit, which las become chronic
with him, of interrupting members of this
Honse when they undertake to address the
House, especially when they follow him-
self. I was going on to state that Mr.

ITrow. after he had been unfortunately un-
i seated, received from Sir John Macdonald,
either by word of mouth or by note, an
expression of regret and sympathy, and a
hope that he would see him back in the
House. He was under the impression that
Sir John Macdonald was not opposed to
bis being returned in South Perth ; and
therefore what amazed him and what tend-
ed to break bis heart more than anything
else, was the fact that a member o7 Sir
John Macdonald's Government then came
to South Perth to try to defeat Mr. Trow.
The bon. member for West York says It
was the feeling that bis own friends had
gone back on him. I say it was the feel-
ing that while a member of that Govern-
ment expressed sympathy for him and ap-
preciation of bis falr-mindedness in the dis-
charge of bis duties as Whip of this House
for many years, bis courtesy and kindness
to members on both sides of the House,
and his desire for peace and harmony and
good-feeling, yet, wben he was In ,the throes
of his last election, a member of the Cabi-
net came to South Perth to try to defeat
him.

My hon. friend made some reference to the
constituencles of North and South Perth.
It is amazing with what an amount of sin-
cerity, apparently, my hon. friend ap-
proaches this question. and I was amused
at the great appreclation which his leader

----------------
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evinced, as he energetically cheered bis ut
terances. If there ever was an Act put upor
the statutes of Canada that constitutes th
blackest page of its history, from confed
eration down to the present, it Is the Gerry
mander Act passed in 1882. There neve
was an Act that carried with it such evi
dence of injustice and unfairness, of a de
sire to tie the bands and cripple the efforts
of the Reform party. The hon. leader of the
Opposition to-day realizes what an advant
age that Act gave them, and was never
more unwilling than now to go before the
country, except under that Gerrymandei
Act, which tied up the bands of the Libera
party.

I am amazed by the manner in which the
hon. member for West York treated those
who are to carry out the measure now pro-
posed. It must be a compliment to the
judges to know that my esteemed friend has
given them such a high and dignified name
as " heelers." According to the hon. mem-
ber. they are nothing better than a set of
heelers.

Mr. WALLACE. I was referring to Capt.
Sullivan and Simeon Hewitt.

Mr. McMULLEN. The present Adminis-
tration have a mandate from the people to
carry out the measure now proposed. That
was one of the reforms laid down by the
convention in Ottawa. Every Reformer ap-
pealed to bis constituency on the principles
contained in that platform of that conven-
tion, one of which was the abolition of the
viclous Gerrymander Act.

Hon. gentlemen opposite say we have
made no effort to carry out our pledges. The
hon. leader of tbe Opposition made this
charge several times, which I would rather
attribute to a loss of memory on bis part
than to intention. We are endeavouring now
to carry out a pledge which the people ex-
acted from us, and on which they returned
us to power, and that Is the pledge to abol-
islh the Gerrymander Act. What does my
hon. friend from West York say by the
course he takes this afternoon. He virtually
admits that If It were not by virtue of the
gerrymander, he would not be here. He
says to the electors of West York : I am
afraid to trust my political existence in your
bands. If I canot have an addition made
to you, brought ln from Toronto, I am afraid
to trust you. I am astonished to find a man
who occuples the very distinguished position
my hon. frIend does in this country-a man
at the head of an Influential party-so scared
of bis political life that he Is going to figh+
for the Gerrymander Act because if West
York is ungerrymandered, that county will
no longer be safe for him. I thought my
hon. friend had a better opinion of himself.
He has told us that he Is in .this House by
the grace of gerrymander, and he wants to
continue the gerrymander, so that he may
be elected again.

Mr. McMULLEN.

t- But what w e want is to go back to the
n condition that exlsted before any of these
e measures were ever brouglit into life-to the
1condition that existed before 1882. We

are willing to meet bion. gentlemen opposite
ron a fair field, but do not want to go bef ore
-the electorate with our hands tled behind
-our backs. The lion, leader of the Opposition

s would like to see us f oreed to do that, but the
e feeling of the country is, that we have hiad

-enough of gerrymander. We know perfectly
r' well that Sir John Macdonald himself held
ethat county boundaries should not lieiter-
rfered with. My lion. friend tried to abolisli

1 them, but, nevertlieless, lie went on to say
why lie thouglit the county boundaries

ashould be preserved. lHe said that men
came out for the purpose of seeking munici-

*pal honours, that after being elected to the
council, tbey became elected to thle office of

3deputy reeve and reeve, and that then, if
they showed alility, they were elected war-
dens, and after that became members of
Parliament. lu that way the counties liad
an opportunlty of picking out the best nien,
but the moment you break down county
boundaries, you destroy that opportunlty. 1
hold that county boundaries are tLce proper
thing, thougli I do not say that ii every
case you can, give to the population La every
county the representation it is entitled to ;
but, taking aIl in aIl, the county boundarles
should lie preserved, whoever xnay lose or
gain.

MNy hon. friend said something with regard
to the manner in which the Gerrymander
Act of 1882 was inaugurated, In so far as
Ontario is concerned. Hie said that Mr.
Bowell and Mr. Aikens were the two Indi-
viduals cliosen for the purpose of readjust-
ing the province of Ontarlo. Well, Mr.
Bowell was, In my humble opinion, a very
fit man to perform the piece of manipulation
that was performed In connection with the
Gerrymander Act of 1882. Mr. Aikens was
at one time a Reformer, but lie le! t the Re-
form ranks. lie held Iby the coat-tails of
George Brown and the "Globe" for many
years, until lie got the position of Cabinet
Minister in a coalition Government, and
chose to remain 'there, for reasons we do not
know. Hie did, however, remain there, and
bas been with our opponents to this day. And
lie helped to carry out that arrangement,
feeling, I presume, somewliaît bitter over the
castigations and criticisis that were poured
upon hlm owlng to the manner In whichlie
had deserted the principles that lie had told
us he held so dear in years gone by. Now,
in regard -te the Hou. Alexander Niackenzle,my hon. friend sald that he left West Lam-b-
ton and came ito East York,ý in faet the bon.
gentleman sald he was turned out of West
Lambton. that the people of ithat rlding
did not want hlm any more. if My hon.
friend bas famliarlzed hlmself wlth the bis-
tory of Mr. Mackeiizie's IIfe-and I hope be
lias. because, I amn sure, It would do hlm

ge dh ilko ta r aknl
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could have had West Lambton, that, in fact, i representative from that constituency to
it was offered him ; but he was urged 'to take î support them. But, after ail, North
East York, because, as he had removed tô Wellington did not return a man ln
Toronto, it would be more convenient to sympa thy with them but returned a
his home, and lie could easily carry it. He man in opposition, and he lias been in
took East York and carried it. And the best the House ever since and he is here to-
evidence that he could have had West Lamb- day, notwithstanding the fact of the ger-
rton is the fact that Mr. Lister, who is now rymander and of persistent protests. Yes,
a judge. was elected by something like a tlat was carried to the Supreme Court at Ot-
tthousand majorlty in that constituency. But tawa. Hon. gentlemen opposite ithought
my hon. friend. to throw -a reflection on the North Wellington was a little Tory inherit-
memory of a dead statesman, a man whom ance that they were entitled to have, and
political friends and political opponents alike that I was virtually an interloper. They
know to have been an uprigiht, patriotle sought by means of the law and by every
man, one of the best that Canada ever seheme 'they could think of to keep me out;
knew, says that he bad to leave West Lamb- but I am here still. So far as I am con-
ton and go to East York. The facts are as cerned, I have no grea:t desire to part with
I have staited. Mr. Mackenzie was greatly any township in my riding ; still, I am will-
appreciated by the people of Canada, and I ing that the ridlng should be adjusted. My
can tell my hon. friend ;that he will not gain bon. friend talked of the county of Dufferin,
in popuiar:ty by this attempt to cast a slur and said that Sir Oliver Mowat had created
upon bis memory. Dufferin in order to hive ·the Tories. That

The hon. gentleman mentioned also the statement Is as true as many of the other
case of Bothwell and Mr. Milis. The lion. statements the hon. gentleman made to-day,
gentleman knows perfectly well that Both- and those statements and the truth are just
well was gerrymandered, and gerrymandered as far apart as -are the north pole and the
for the purpose of turning the Hon. David south pole. If my hon. friend knew the his-
Mills, the present Minister of Justice, out of tory of that movement he would know there
bis seat. That was at first accomplished, was not a single township in ithe county of
but through a protest, ithe seat was opened, Dufferin that had not memorialized the On-
and the Hon. David Mills was returned. We tario Governnent In favour of that county
know perfectly well that one of the most lui- formation, and the people adopted it by vote.
quitous features of the gerrymander was Some portions of the territory now form-
the abolition of the seat held by the present ing the county of Dufferin were, in those
Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir Rich- days, very far from the places where
ard Cartwright). That was done because of the people had to go to do their county busi-
bis marvellous ability and his fighiting qual- ness-50 or 60 miles. Some of them went
ities. His opponents thought it would be a down to sthe county of Peel, some to the
grand thing if they could get him out of Par- county of Grey-up to Owen Sound-end
liament altogether-and they made a big at- some to ;the county of Wellington, a distance
tempt to do it. But -the hon. gentleman got of 50 miles. The people felt that it would
bis seat #and is here to-day. Now, my hon. be a decided advantage to them if they
friend (Mr. Wallace) knows perfectly well couId form a new county, and these town-
that the gerrymander accomplished a great ships, every one of them, by their municipal
deal for his party in 1882. Notwi.thstanding officials, by resolutions or otherwise, memo-

the fact that a few years before they had rialized the Ontarlo Government to set them
inaugurated the National Policy, and spoke up as a county by themselves. And, allow
loud and eloquently In praise of that policy, me to say, the Bill was not lntroduced by the
they were not willing to go before the elec- Government, but was introduced by a "nr-
tors and risk their political lives without vate member of the House. It was not
tying :the hands of the Reformers-and that carried through by a force vote by ·tUe Re-
was the reason why they gerrymandered formers, but was carried through by the
the counties. Take my own case. I have hon. gentleman's own friends. But, notwith-
the honur to represent North Wellington. standing 'that. and though hon. gentlemen
My constituency, Sir, Is composed of parts opposite knew that ln 1882 the county of
of three counties, Dufferin, Wellington and Duff erin was entitled to a member. they
Perth. Af ter my nomination itook place, the gave It no member. Why ? Because it was
riding was gerrymandered. A township so solidly Conservative that they thought
which gave a very respectable Reform ma- they could make better use of It by diffus-
jority, was put out of my riding, a township ing Its votes amongst the surrounding coun-
from North Perth, which gave 176 Conser- ties to give them a Tory complexion rather
vative majority, was put In. This was not than by giving them a member to them-
done to equalize population, as will be seen selves. who would be elected. as my hon.
clearly if you look at the manner ln whieb friend said, by twelve or fifteen hundred
the Bill was drawn, for when they put in the majority. A portion of it does duty in as-
township of Wallace, tichy brought up the jlsisting my hon. friend from Eas Grey (Mr.
population te wl'thin a few hundred of what iSproule) to get elected. Another portion of
it had been before. The purpose was, if pos- it is in my riding-nice. decent people, thiey
sible te secure to hon, gentlemen opposite a are. The township of Amaranth, lu which
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they live, rolls up a majority against me, certainiy must be in the " Mail and Empire"
but they are getting better all the time, and office ; and if he is not so specially domi-
I assure you, Mr. Speaker, that I think so ciled in the "Mail and Empire" office, he
much of them that I should hate to part certainly runs a big risk of losing one of
with them. But I am willing that Dufferin bis honorary titles, that of the father of
should bave representatien, and I believe lies, for the political editor of the "Mail
it will. Another portion of Dufferin is put and Empire " can beat him every day in the
into the riding of Centre Wellington in the year. Sir, it is an amazing thing to watch
hope of defeating my hon. friend (Mr. Sem- the never-ending stream of fabrications that
ple) who represents that riding. So, Duf- are published in that paper every day in
ferin is represented by sections. order, if possible, to convince its readers

An hon. MF¿MBER. Cardwell. that the present Government are corrupt.that they are robbing this country, that they
Mr. McMULLEN. Yes, Cardwell, and so will not consent to anything that is fair, and

the main part of the county of Peel, and part decent, and honest, that everything they
of the county of Dufferin, and Simcoe. Now, do is characterized by mismanagement and
my hon. friend has denounced this Bill in extravagance, and that the Act now pro-
very strong terms, he said it was an iniqui- posed is one of the worst Gerrymander Acts
tous Bill. Sir, I cannot understand how any that have- ever been introduced. Sir, I do
gentleman eau get up and pronounce a Bill not believe that the people of this country
iniquitous that goes back to a condition of are disposed to take stock in any such utter-
things that existed before gerrymander was anees. whether made by the "Mail and Em-
known in Canada, and proposes to recognize pire " or any other paper. I believe that
county boundaries. to recognize a principle the people are sick and tired of the never-
that was declared by the leader they delight ending outpouring of such statements as
so much to honour, should never have been those. I believe they see in this Bill evi-
violated, and a Bill that will be left entirely dences of honesty. evidences of a
to the judges as to the internal arrange- desire to do what is right, evidences
ments of each county and each riding. I on the part of the Reform party not
cannot see how hon. gentlemen opposite can to mete out to their opponents the measure
fancy that any injustice will be done them. of injustice that they meted out to us in
For my part, although the Government have 1882. While they did an injustice, that is no
power to pass a Bill that would do them reason why we. should do an injustice : and
injustice, I would scorn to support a Bill we contend that the Bill now before the
that had in it the vicious features of the Bill House cannot be characterized as anything
of 18S2. I would never want to occupy a else than an entirely just measure. No doubt
seat in Parliainent and to be charged by it will place some men on the other side of
the people of this country with having lent the House in an awkward position. but it
my aid to put upon the statute-book a Bill also places men on this side of the House
with so many viclous features and injustices in an equally awkward position. Men that
as the Gerryniander Act of 1882. My hou. are supporting the Government to-day will
friend the leader of the Opposition was ir lbe deprived of their seats altogether. But
this House at the time that Bill passed. notwithstanding .that fact, eit cannot be
and I hope that he is now possessed of that said that we are manipulating the consti-
spirit of fairness, having arrived at his ad- tuencies, that we are seeking to destroy our
vanced age-we are sorry that he is not political opponents. We do not care, to use
younger-I had hoped that in the evening of a common phrase, whose ox is gored. The
his political existence, for once in bis lifie Bill itself bas got to go through with that
Le would admit that whereas an iniquitous measure of equity and fairness that I be-
Bill had been passed years ago, he was lieve It Is the desire of the First Minister to
row willing to undo that and to go back to mete out to bis opponents, taklng no ad-
a just measure such as the one now intro- vantage and asking none.
duced. The Conservative press in the coun- Now, some remarks were made about the
try also are disposed to pronounce It a gerrymander of 1892. After the census of
Gerrymander Act. The "Mail and Empire," 1891 we had a Redistribution Bill, but when
of Toronto. for instance. las been loud in Ifs hon. gentlemen opposite went over the sev-
denunciations of this Bill. It calls it the eral constituencies they found that If they
most viclous act that could be concelved In interfered with the existing conditions at all
the breast of any man In order to bring they could not better their own position
about some advantages for the Reform politically. on the other hand they would
party. That is the daily outpouring of the virtually injure themselves. I dare say that
"Mail and Empire." I often wonder how every man who held a seat here was anxi-
the political editor of the "Mail and Em- ous to continue and enjoy all the advan-
pire " was ever able to compile. day after tages that he had under the existing arrange-
day. the fabrications and untruths that are ment; and the result was that although
heralded forth to Its readers without the there was some small changes made.
slightest foundation In fact. I have often on the whole the Bill did not make
thought that if bis Satanie Majesty was much change unless in the case of
domiciled in any place in this country. itî Haldimand and one or ,two other places. Let

Mr. McMULLEN.
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me point out where no changes were made in lation, simply because it did not suit hon.
the constituencies in 1892. Under the eensus gentlemen opposite to make any changes,
of 1891 the population of South Brant was because, if they had made changes, the
23,359. while the population of East Bruce probabilities are that some hon. gentlemen
was 15,853. The population of North Brant who are here to-day would not have been
in 1891 was 16,993. Then take Cornwall and here. There is Frontenae, which had a
Stormont, which had a population of 27,156. population of 15,445 in 1891, while South
while the population of East Durham was Leeds, adjoining, had a population of 22,-
17.503. virtually 10,000 of a difference. But 449, showing a serlous discrepancy between
after all no change was made to bring about these two ridings. South Grenville had a
equalization. West Durham had 15,397, and population in 1891 of 12.929, a few short
East Elgin had 26.724, a difference of nearly of 13,000, while you had the adjoining
11.000, but there was no proposition to make county of Dundas. with a population of 20.-
any change. Then again in North Essex 132. Hon. gentlemen opposite claim that,
there were 31.000, while in Frontenac there unless you break county boundaries and
were only 13,445. Then you have in North bring together minor municipalities, you
Grey. 26.341. while you have in Haldimand cannot equitably adjust the representation.
16,365. Thm you have in Kent 31,134. while But I am now showing that, while they
you. have in Lennox. 14.000, but little over broke county boundaries and while they
c.ne-half the population of Kent. Then you pitchforked, from one place to another,
have again in Middlesex East. 25,569, while minor municipalities, it was not to pro-
in Middlesex West you had only 17,288. And duce representation by population. but It
so on through the whole list of ridings in: was for the sinister purpose of helping
Ontario, you find that very serlous discrepan- themselves politically. because the popula-
cies exist. In North Perth the population tlon, as shown by the census of 1891. clear-
in 1891 was 26,907, of South Perth 19,400, ly proves that there was no attempt to
nearly 7,000 of a difference. Although that adjust the representation by population at
difference existed, and although it was at all. It was to further their own purposes
a time when readjustment ought to take and to carry out their own schemes that
place, as a fact no readjustment did take the gerrymander of 1882 was perpetrated
place. no change was made simply and they did not want to touch It in 1892.
because It suited hon. gentlemen op- knowing that they could not make It bet-
posite to keep things as they were. ter serve their own political ends. There
Then, you have East Simcoe with a popu- w-as no occasion to attempt to make any
lation of 35,801. while North Victoria has improvement upon the gerrymander of 1882;
a population of 16.840, South Wellington it had been se complete. The hon. member
with a population of 24.375, and Wentworth for West York (Mr. Wallace) this afternoon
with a population of 14.591. So that, in pointed out sone irregularities In regard
all these different constituencies, the dis- to the Bill before the House. The Bill
crepancy between the populations, as they is now up for Its second reading. It is
then existed, shows clearly that, although subject to amendment when we get Into
there should have been a readjustment, committee, and I am quite sure that the
there was no readjustment, because It did hon. Postmastér General (Mr. Mulock), if
not suit hon. gentlemen opposite to have any hon. gentleman on the other side of
a readjustment. It suited them better the House wIll point out where any just
to keep the constitueneles as they were, or equitable amendment can be, made to
because, if they had been readjusted, and the Bill as It bas been introduced, Is open
If each rlding had been brought up to the to conviction, If hon. gentlemen can show
proportion of population, as near as pos- that such a condition exIsts. But I aRM
sible to the unit of population, they would quite sure that he is not open to the critl-
have Interfered with the gerrymander of' cism that was made in 1882, because after
1882, and It was .for that reason that, In j1the Gerrymander Bill had been introduced
1892, hon. gentlemen allowed these consti- lin that session. and when It came up for
tuencies to remain largely as they were. its second reading. the Opposition,
The electoral district of Brockville, with headed by Mr. Blake. challenged the
two townships attached, had a popu- Bill on the ground that it was not
lation of 15,855 ; South Leeds, adjoin- the same as that which had been
ing, had a population of 22,449, yet introduced. and which had got its first read-
no change was made. Cardwell had ing. Under the rules of the House he
a population of 15,382, while we compelled the then Government to with-
had North Wellington witb a population draw the motion for the second reading of
of 24,956, within a few of 25,000 ; South the Bill, and it was read a first time again
Wellington with a population of 24,378, because It had changed its countenance so
Durham West with a population of 15,324 completely that it was no more like what
and Ontario South with a population of It was then, compared with its appearance
19,033, just 4,000 of a differemee. Notwith- when first introduced, than a Chinaman is
standing the fact that these differences ex- like an African Hottentot. There was no
Isted In 1891, no change was made. There comparison at all, and they. had to intro-
Wats no attempt at representation by popu- duce the Bill a second timie. Now we
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come to some other counties which go fur- Take Cardwell, having 15,466, and place that
ther to show that there was no attempt made alongside West York, with a population of
to approach the unit of representation, as 41,857. My hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) bas a
nearly as possible, either by the GerrymaD- very large constituency, and in order to pro-
der Act of 1882 or by the readjustment of I perly adjust the representation, it is neces-
1892, because it would not suit their politi- sary that West Toronto should be taken
cal purposes to have representation by from West York and put into the con-
population. Representation by population Istituency of Toronto, where it belongs ; so
is a principle that they never liked, nor have that West York can have the honour of a
they ever practiced it, and it would not be member for itself, as it bas a right to. Will
practiced as long as they were ln power, my hon. friend (Mr. Wallace) go back to
but we are going to try to do what we the people of West York and tell them that
can to give the people proper representation. that is infamous ? Will he tell them: AI-
Under the constitution of this country it though there are 41,000 people in my riding,
was the duty of the Government to increase I am so suspiclous of your loyalty to me
the population of counties where it was that I do not want to trust my political life
far below the unit and to readjust it by in your hands, and I am going to fight to
increasing the representation when it keep West Toronto in West York in or-
was far above the unit, so as to make der to elect me ? He (Mr. Wallace) bas
a proper representation. North Leeds and lived in the constituency for forty years,
Grenville had a population of only 13,521 and what sort of confidence is that to have
in 1891, while the adjoining county of Car- ln his people. If I were a voter in West
leton had a population of 21.746. Their de- York, and if I were represented ln this
sire to readjust the constituencies so as House by a man who had so little confidence
to approach the unit of population as nearly hlbis constituents, I would say to him : If
as possible, was such that they left con- that is all the confidence you have in us,
stituencies of this kind. They had adopt- then we will have no more to do with you.
ed the principle of transferring minor muni- That would be the proper reply for the peo-
cipalities from one county to another, and, ple of West York to give to the bon. gen-
although this is a practice that would tleman (Mr. Wallace). The bon. gentleman
largely facilitate the readjustment of the bas a good deal of hard-headed common
population, it did not suit them to do so. sense. and I was astonished to find that he
They had so manipulated the constituencies would make such a statement ln the House,
under the gerrymander of 1882 that and leave himself open to such a charge from
they could not interfere with their friends bis constituents. It Is a most infamous thing
who held these constituencies in order to for my bon. friend (Mr. Wallace) to treat bis
bring them up to the unit of population, old constituency lu that way. The same
and they were, therefore, allowed to remain applies to auy hon. gentleman who gets up
as they were. Lennox had a population lu this House and protests because some
of 14,000, while Addington, adjoining, badIlittie adjustment Is made ln bis county in
24.151, so that there was very nearly 10,- the interests of Justice. I would lke to
000 of a difference between these two coun- know how many gentlemen ln this House
ties, one alongside of the other. the een- who oppose this Bi, are willlng te admit
sus taken ln 1891, the constitution calling that tbey neyer would have been represen-
for a readjustment every ten years, but no tatives of the people, were It not for the ln-
readjustment took place because it did not famous gerrymander o! 1882. SIr, I believe
suit the poltical convenlence and advan- that the true patrIot Io the man who la wli-
tage of hon. gentlemen opposite, and these Ing to face bisconstituents wlthout the help
constltuencles were allowed to remain asof a gerrymander, present bis prInciples and
they were. Northumberland West had a 1 bis deeds before bis people, and ask for their
population of 14.949, and alongsidë of!It support on bis merits. My bon. friendthe
was the east riding of the same county, leader of the Opposition (sir Charles Tup-
with a population of 22,000-14,000 in one per) apparently tblnks that if this Bill
riding, 22.000 In another, the eensus taken, passes, bis chances before the country are
the returns made, the constitution de- very sllm. I tell hlm that if be ceuld go
manding a readjustment, but no readjust- before the people o! this country and show
ment was made, and the reason was that that the Liberal Goverument bave been re-
the political advantage enjoyed under the creant te-the best intereste of the Dominion,
gerrymander of .1882 might be Interfered that they have saeriflced its interests, or
with, and these hon. gentlemen would not squandered Its resources, he would stand a
be able to hold their seats. The hon. lead- tbousand limes a better chance to get the
er of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) confidence of the Canadian people than he
is very fond of pointing to the eonstitu- would by dlnglag to a mean, contemptible
tion and of calling upon the Government Gerrymader Act. The people of Canada
to obey it, but when he was a Mlnister et would apprecate a man who ad the man-
the Crown, and lie sat as a Cabinet Minis- %!R teAnd-pnrepdateths
ter at that time, lhe sang very low as to aosgryadr htbsbe r
the readjustment o! these conties, be- one ya armiddpol sads

caus itdidnt uitbisewn rpse.gthe nteret ofy pjuticepa. I wl tike to
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have answered all the points raised by the
hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace),
let me express the hope that this Bill will
become law, because i belleve It Is a fair
Bill in itself, and bears the word "justice"
wrItten upon the face of it. Above all, It is
introduced by a man in this House, and in-1
troduced by a Prime Minister, that would'
scorn to take a mean, contemptible advant-!
age of any one. We are willing to go be-i
fore the people of the country, and fight our
battle on the high principles of statesman-
shlip, and we want no gerrymander to help
the Liberal party to be returned to power.
I am sorry that the hon. gentleman from!
West York (Mr. Wallace) should give ex-
pression to sceh language as he has given
expression to to-day. I am sorry for the re-
spectable and intelligent constituency he re-
presents. I do not know but that he was
born in the riding; at all events, he bas
lived a long time ln it, and I am sorry heÏ
should have forgotten himself so far as to
express unlimited want of confidence in Its
people, and to tell them they will not elect
hlm unless he las the gerrymander to sup-
port hlm. I trust that this Bill willi pass
through Its various stages without any un-
necessary delay. If hon. gentlemen opposite
have any just and reasonable suggestions to
make, I belleve the Postmaster General is
prepared to open bis mind and bis ear, and;
to recelve them in a good spirit. In conclu-
sion, let me say that I believe the Bill is so
fair and so just at the present moment that
It will meet with unanimous approval by
the people of the country.

Mr. JAMES CLANCY (Bothwell). The
House will agree with me, I think, that the
hon. gentleman (Mr. (MeMullen) has discus-
sed almost every other subject except any-
thing which Is pertinent to this Bill. The
House will, no doubt, be amused at the pat-
riotism and courage of the hon. gentleman
(Mr. MeMullen), ln view of the fact that he
has not been entirely unselfish In baving ob-
tained a rearrangement of his own constitu-
ency. Is he afralid to go back to North Wel-
ligton, that he must have his position
strengthened by the addition of Liberal
votes ? Why, the confession is still warm
on his lips, that he is afralid to meet his old
constituents. Let him apply the argument
to his own case that he applIed to the hon.
member for West York (Mr. Wallace), and
ie will have the answer from himself that
he is afraid-of bis present constituents. And
what is the position of his leader ? Why,
the Prime Minister Is himself afraid to go
back to the constituencies ln the province of
Ontarlo which gave him their confidence in
1896.

The hon. gentleman could not have made a
stronger ease against himself If he had been
diseusslng it the whole day than he did in
the closing remarks of his speech. namely,
that the lon. member for West York was
afrald to go back because It was possible

'that his constituents might reject him. The
hou. member for West -York has pursued a
very different course from what the hon.
gentleman did on a different occasion. Those
who consult "Hansard " will see that the
Minister of Customs did not take that course.
He pleaded for his life ; he asked wihy his
head should be taken off. I do not thInk
that was a patriotie or courageous course to
take. So far as I am concerned, I would
disdain to ask any favours from hon. ger.tle-
men opposite in connection with the redis-
tribution of the constituencles. The interests
of a single member of this House are not to
be weighed against the great general in-
terest. Hon. gentlemen opposite have been
denouncing the Act of 1882 from that tine
up to this moment. One of the chief sinners
has been ihe Minister of Customs (Mr. Pater-
son), who has declared it 'to be one of the
most infamous Bills ever passed. The hon.
member for North Wellington declared tlat
the blackest page in the history of Canada
was the Redistribution Bill of 1882. Yet,
will you believe it, the hon. gentleman sat
down without mentionlng a single case; antd
I defy him now to point out a single con-
stiîtuency in the forty-eight now under con-
sideration, l which a Liberal candidate was
defeated as the result of the redistribution of
1882. Yet the hon. gentleman declares that
it was the blackest page in the histocy of
Canada. Is It not too idle, too silly, too un-
worthy of a full-grown man to make a state-
nient of that kind so utterly at variance
with the facts? He says the Liberal mem-
bers have been hived and hampered. I will
sit down If the hon. gentleman will accept
my challenge to point out one single case
in whieh a Liberal candidate has been de-
feated as a result of that Act. If he cannot
do that, he las made an exhibition that It ut-
terly unworthy of any member of this House.
I ask him wil lie sit silent, or will he take
the challenge? No, he will not take the
challenge. The exhibltion that was made by
the hon. gentleman to-day was faint in com-
parison with that made by the Minister of
Customs, or with that made by the Post-
master General; I mean in exaggeration.
These hon. gentlemen might have been ex-
eused in 1882 ; they might bave had grave
fears at that time; but what excuse have
-they, 18 years or more afterwards, for rising
In this House and declarIng that the Act of
1882 had tied the hands of Liberal members,
had enslaved them, lad legislated them out
of their seats, when they cannot put their
finger upon a single case to prove that that
was the result ? I am going to give an
example of the hon. gentleman's compari-
sons. In speaking of the Inequallty between
the constituencies, he seleets cases which are
not sanctioned by reason or honesty. He
takes the county of Essex, which is divided
Into two rldings. No municlpality is broken.
The county ls too large fore one constituency
and It is divided into two. Then he takes
the cou.nty of Frontenae, altbhough its county
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boundaries are not touched. Yet he declares It has not been the custom in the Canadian
'that this Is one of the Infamous features of Parliament to make changes in the constituen-
he gerrymnander of 1882. I do no't thInk he eies except in the session immediately succeeding
'heprovisions ogmteatrthe decennial census, but it has happened that,

was acquainted with the prever since confederation, the census and the suc-
Act. because I do not think he knew what ceeding redistributions have always taken place
he was talking about, or he would not have while our political adversaries were in power.
talked such rank nonsense. He takes East
and West Northumberland. and shows a dis- In this the hon. gentleman disclosed the
parity in the population. Does he know that whole case, namely, that it has not been
the county boundaries are not touched in the customary to make a redistribution except
case of East and West Northumberland ? immediately following the taking of the de-
I shall not pursue the subject further in eennial census, but that the Liberal party
reply to what the hon. gentleman said. I were not in power during those periods, and
think he has so completely answered himself now these hon. gentlemen want to seize
that it would be idle to take up the time of upon the opportunity, when they are in
the House in doing so. power, to make redistribution at a time

I want, however, to refer to one remark when it is improper to do so. Keeping that
which he made to the effect that the Right in mind. we can intelligently follow out the
Hon. Sir John Macdonald, in a speech in argument whieh the hon. gentleman ad-
this House, declared himself to be somewhat duced. If in moving the second reading he
in favour of county boundaries. My hon. were able to show, even though redistribu-
friend the leader of the Opposition made that tion be wholly indefensible at this peflod,
matter so perfectly clear that the hon. gen- that the Liberal party had been placed at a
tleman, If he had not a short memory, ought disadvantage and were not given the repre-
to have been satisfied. While Sir John Mac- sentation :they were entitled to, he would
donald made that statement, yet In the light have established a case of at least hardship,
of ·ten years' experience, he saw the error lalthough not a case to warrant the Govern-
of pursuing a course of that kind. Hon. ment in entering upon a rearrangement of
gentlemen talk about the unit of population, the seats at this time. I wlsh to draw the
and take exception to the exIsting law be- hon. gentleman's attention to the fact in this
cause It does not provide an absolute unit. Îregard, because he las been imposed upon.
Nobody pretends that it is possible in the I have a better opinion of him than to sup-
DomInion of Canada to have an absolute pose that he would make a statement in
unit of population. If not, what is the next this House, knowing it to be without foun-
reasonable step to be taken ? It is that we dation, and I think I will be able to show
shall have as near a unit of population as him that he made: an egregious error, that
possible, always taking into consideration 1 he did not compile the figures properly or
that some counties are very small and-others examine them after they were compiled,
very large. Hon. gentlemen know that the but took It for granted that the compilation
eastern counties of Ontario are all small was correct and strove to make out a case
and the western counties large, and that it on a statement wholly at variance with the
would be utterly impossible to have absolute facts. What does the hon. gentleman say:
equality of population, elther by maintain- Wel Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted now
ing or departing from county boundaries.
But while there Is a great difficu}ty in hav- oprvaPoostnta IdaceashtBut hll thre a agret dffiult lubavtUre ago ? Taking the votes cast in the cou-
ing equality of population where county stituencles, the names of which I have read-
boundaries are broken, I am sure the House 46 of them ln the general election o! 1882, 46 In
will agree with me 'that the difficulty IsAn the general election of 1887, 46 ln
greatly Intensified when munloipal boun- the general election of 1891, and 43 In the gen-
dares are adheredto.al election o1896;d, adding together the

Now, I am going to pont out the differ- ajorities obtained by the Liberals and Conser-
NowI an ging e pintouI he iffr- atîves lu ail these elections, let us see If we cau

ence between the attitude of the Conserva- find out what ought to have been a fair repre-
tive party in 1882 and that of the Liberal sentation of parties In this fouse.
party to-day. It Is a well-known fact that He proceeds !urther:
the Redistribution Bill of 1882 was imposed
by the constitution on the Government of At the general election o! 1882, the 46 constftu-
that day. What was the result ? I wll encies that I refer 10 gave a Libers! xajorlty at
venture to say that by that measura the the polis of 8,574. The election returns gave for
Government gave as nearly as possible a those 46 seats, 15 Conservatives ad 31 Libers?
fair unit of population, and also the most Take those 46 seats, and If the majorties which
conveniently-sbaped constituencies. They they gave lu the election cf 1882 b the Conserva-
gave no party advantage to the Conservative tîves and Liberals had been In proportion to the
party, but, on the contrary, they gave a votes cast, lnstead of the Conservative party
great advantage to the Liberal party in the having had 15 representatIves In Ibis fouse lu
Redistribution Act of 1892. Now, what was that Parliament, they wouid only have bad 10,
the prime excuse given by the Postmaster anInstead o! the Liberals having oniy bad 31
General for introducing Vs Bilst n would they would have had 36.
hIke bis !rIends te mark the excuse be gave. I ask the on. gentleman If, atter havgng
T- I t'the-o&Ugentlem alatee in allpese lectin, letu see aite can
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that argument because I do not care te m Jmembers each. But I would go one step
lead hin ? further witîh the calculation for the benefit

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. What 1 of the hon. gentleman. Let him take five
said was in proportion to the majority and Of these constituencles, North Wentworth,
not sn proportion to the votes cast. If the uh Wentworth, Peel, East Grey ad East
hon. gentleman's quotation reads ln propor- MIddlesex. The total vote polled by-the
tion to the votes east, I am either ot re- Conservatives a these five onstituen.eles
ported or not quoted correctly. was 7,767, and by the Liberals 6,95.

Mr. CLANCY. I am very glad the hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Is the hon.
gentleman has made himself definite, be- tleman dealing with the election of
cause I propose to show by his system of 1882
ealculation of majorities that he bas taken Mr. CLANOY. Yes, I am dealing entirely
the most absurd means, which, when worked with that election. The Conservatives had
out te a propert conclusion, shows the hon. a majority in these five counties of 815 ;
gentleman to be entirely wrong. I wIl take ad yet these ridings returned two Couser-
the 48 ridings to whIeh the hon. gentleman vatives and three Liberals. The total of
refers. the Liberal majorities in these constitu-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Forty-slx. elcles was ninety-four, while the total Of
T the Conservative majorities was 9W. And

Mr. CLANCY. I Include West York and if It were worked Out according to the plan
West Elgin which are ln the same group. of my hon. friend, the Conservatives would

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I was have elected their man in every one of
dealing with the ridings affected by the Ger- thlese constituencies and the Liberals would
rymander Act of 1882. I did not take ae- h&ve elected none. A more absurd state-
count of any riding that had not been su>- Ment than that of the hon. gentleman I
jected to that legislation and the succeedlng never heard. Had I not heard it, I would
legisationof1892.ot have belleved that the Postmaster Gene-

r1 of Canada would have made himself re-
Mr. CLANCY. It does not alter the case sponsible for such figares as the bon. gen-

whether you take 46 or 48. I will take the tieman has advanced. I do not think that
48 instead of 46. In the 48 now under con- he or any of his friends saw the absurd-
sideration, because West York Is under con- lty covered by his calculation. But this
sideration and West Elgîn as well, the Lib- 1 only a fair sample of what the hon.
erals polled a total vote in 1882 of 78,473 gentlemen are offering in support of this
and the Conservatives 72.309. What was the Bill, for, as they say, undoing the infamous
result ? The Liberals elected 32 members gerrymander of 1882.
on a vote of 78,437 and the Conservatives It belng Six o'clock, the Speaker left the
only 16 on a vote of 72,309. But the hon. Chair.
gentleman was not satisfied at having
elected 32 while the Conservatives elected After Recess.
16, but concluded that the Liberals should
have had 36 and the Conservatives only 12 Mr. CLANGY. When you left the Chair
in these 48 constituencles. Suppose we take at six o'clock, Mr. Speaker, I was dealing
it on the basis of the votes cast, what would with the hon. the Postmaster General's
be the reslto? Why, the Liberals would (Mr. Mulock's) effort to show by eounting
have elected 25 ut ef the 48 and the Con up the majorities, that the Liberal party
servatives 23. I will take 16 seats out of were entitled to a greater number of mem-
that group, namely, Mlddlesex West, Nortlh bers than they were able to return at the
Wentworth, North WellIngton, Peel, Soutb general elections of 1882. I wish to be
Wentworth, North Grey, South Grey, Both- entirely fair with the hon. gentleman, and
well, North Ontario, South Ontarlo, South to show that when I made the statement
Norfolk, West Huron, East Bruce, North that Ie spoke of, the vote cast as well as
Perth. East Middlesex and Grey. Take 16 of the majorities, I was quite correct, I
cut of the 48 and work them out on the lion. wll read what he said. lie is thus report-
gentleman's plan. The Liberals polled in ed at page 5366 of "Haasard".
these. in 1882. 25,084 and the Conservative
25,691, or a Conservaîtive majority of 607. Take those 46 seats, and If the majorities which
But what was the result ln the election 7 they gave in the election of 1882 to the Conser-
The IAberls elected 18 and the Conservat4ve ativesand Liberals had been ln proportionto
rq liiselected 13 . e u andIt the ma- tbe votes cast, InStead of the Conservative party
elected three. Let us take It on the ma- having had 15 representatives in this House in
jority basts, and what would have been the that Parliament, they would only have had 10.
resuit ? Instead of the Liberals bavlng 13 and instead of the Lberals having only had 81
and thc Conservatives three, the Conserva- they would have had 3& In other words, whtle
tives were entitled to Il and the Liberals to the Liberal party got only 15 sets in Parlia-
fIve. I ask the hon. gentleman wbat he bas ment,-
to say to that ? BUt If you put It on ae- I think there is an error thiere, and that
count of the aggregate vote, they are so the bon. gentleman means the Conserve-
nearly alike, they would have elected eight tives.

204
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-a fair representation of that party, accord-
ing to the vote cast,-
go he says "the votes cast " again-
-would have been 26,-
I think the hon. gentleman means thirty-
six, which gives a consistent meaning to
what the hon. gentleman said before-

-so that the Liberal party was deprived of ten
votes on a division in this House.

My contention was that whether the hon.
gentleman contended for greater represen-
tation on one ground or on the other, he was
wrong In either case. But the hon. Min-
Ister made his calculation particularly on
the majority. I endeavoired to show that,
In the forty-eight ridings now under con-
sideration, in the elections of 1882, the Libe-
rals polled 78,473 votes and elected thirty-
two members, while the Conservatives, polil-
Ing only 6,164 votes less, were only able to
elect sixteen members. Also I contended that
on the votes cast the Liberals should have
elected twenty-five out of forty-elght, and
the Conservatives twenty-ihree, while, ac-
cording to the hon. gentleman's conten-
tion. which, I think, he will see now is
entirely unfounded, the Liberals should have
had thlrty-slx and the Conservatives only
ten-or. as I Included forty-elght rid-
ings instead of forty-six, I suppose the eon-
elusion should be that the Conservatives
should have had twelve. I pointed out fur-
ther to the hon. gentleman by way of show-
Ing that he has been imposed upon by those
who prepared the statement for him, that by
taking that plan of determlning the repre-
sentation of the respective parties In this
House, and by taking 16 of those ridings-be-
cause my hon. friend will agree that If the
rule be a correct one it does not matter whe-
ther you take 48 ridings or 16 ridings, the re-
sult would work out correetly in both cases.
Now, take 16 of those ridings ; the Liberals
polled 25,084 votes, and they elected 13 mem-
bers ; the Conservatives polled 25,691 of the
votes east, and they ouly elec'ted three mem-
bers. Then, if we take the other plan pro-
posed by the hon. gentleman, ·take It on the
vote cast, they would have elected eight meni-
bers each, because there Is only a fraction of
difference. But if the hou. gentleman's con-
tention was followed out, the Conservatives
would have had Il seats In this House, and
the Liberals would only have had five. Then,
I go further and take ive ridings out of the
same group In which the tAberals polled
6,952 votes, and they elected three members;
the Conservatives polléd 7,767 votes, and
they only elected two. Now, on the popular
vote polled, the Liberals should have only
elected two, and the Conservatives
would have elected three. But we
wlll take the hon. gentleman's pla
-and this is entirely In favour of
the Conservativeh-In that ease there would
have been no IJberals elected, and Eve
Conservatives would have been eleeted, ne-

Mr. CLANOT.

cording to the hon. gentleman. I think, Mr.
Speaker, I need not pursue that argument
eny further. I think hon. gentlemen on
that side of the House must see the unfair-
ness, I say the entire absurdity, without
characterizing It by any stronger terms, of
the argumeitt of the hon. gentleman attempt-
ing to show that the Redistribution Bil of
1882 had done au injustice to the Liberal
party.

I am golng to point out now the bankrupt
condition of hon. gentlemen opposite when
they were forced ito take so extreme, so un-
worthy, I was going to say a course un-
sanetioned by common sense and by reason.
Now, the hon. gentleman goes further-and
that Is one of the reasons he gave for ln-
troducing this Bill, and I leave it to lion.
gentlemen on that side of the House whether
the hon. gentleman has made a case on that
ground. The hon. gentleman says that the
Liberals have been greawtly weakened. This
Is what he says ; I am unable to give tae
page of the "'Hansard," but I am quoting
him correetly :

They succeeded ln weakening a large number
of the surrounding ridings, detaching municipal-
ities having Liberal majorities from this, that
and the other riding, and grouping those detached
municipalities into one riding here and one there,
they succeeded in weakening the fair strength
of the Liberal party in a large number of ridings,
and in that way carried constituencies for the
Conservative party which otherwise they never
could have carrled.
Now, I ask the hon. gentleman if he can tell
me one constituency that was weakened.
Theit Is a broad statement to make, and I
eballenge hlm to put his finger upon one
constituency. He bas studied this case, he
has looked Into it well, he was the member
who moved the second reading of the Bill.
I ask the hon. gentleman to put his finger
upon a single case where the Liberals were
weakened as a result of that Bill. I am sure
rthe hon. gentleman cannot do It. Now, let
me give him some of the results.

Let us hear what the6" Globe "lhas to say.
That Is a great publie journal, the teacher
of the IAberal party, and one that I will do
lt the fairnessto say Is not disposed to be
a false teacher. I think a great public
journal cannot afford to be a false
teacher. But If 'the people have had
their minds wrongly Impressed, if the hon.
gentleman has Indulged In false utterances,
and If the "Globe " has repeated them, then
I aun sure we shall have to come back to the
lion. gentleman who is the author of those
false sta'tements. The "Globe" repeated
practically what the Sn. gentleman has
stated In this House, because they believed
Bis statemente, they felt sure he would not

make a statement that was not justified by
facts. This s what the "Globe " says:

The 46 constituencies ln Ontario affected by
the remarkaile germnder of 1882 gave a Lib-
eral majority of 8,574 at the general elections
held ln the sme year. According to the relative
voting strength of the parties, these constitu.

6499



[JULY 4, 1899]

encies should have returned 10 Conservative
members, but the vote of the party was no Judi-
clously distributed by the arrangement that they
elected 15. The party representation was 50 per
etnt higher than was warrauted by the party
vote. A Liberal vote that should have carried 36
constituencies was so judiclously hived that It
carried only 31, so the Government secured
a net gain of 10 in a division in the House by
their nefarlous scheme.
Now, I do not think that that great publie
journal, df It had not been misled by the
hon. gentleman, would have made such a
statement, I do not believe any great public
newspaper can afford to do that- But let
me give the hoin. gentleman the result. He
says there were many members elected to
this louse that would not otherwise have
been elected had it not been for the Redis-
tribution Bill of 1892. Let me give the
hon. gentleman the result of the election In
48 constituencies, 43 they then stood, but
five were afterwards added. I need hardly
state that In 1882 two Conservative consti-
tuencies were wiped ont as havIng too small
a representation. One, Niagara, had only a
population of something over 3,000, and
Cornwall had something over 7,000. These
were Conservative constituencles, and they
were wiped out by the Conservative party.
The province was entitled to four new
seats by the increased populaton under the
decennial census of 1881. Well, with the
four new seats to whlch thLs province was
entitled, and the two seats which had been
wiped out, the Conservative party had to
find six new seats somewhere. Where did
they find them ? They gave Toronto one ad-
ditional seat and they took the 48 ridings
now under consideration, for the purpose of
getting four new seats. Now, what was the
nature of that nefarious Bill, the one that
has been described as a blot upon the history
of Canada, the one that shackled hundreds
of Liberals, the one that legIslated Liberals
out of office, the one that was a lasting dis-
grace upon tbhe good name of the country ?
Now, let us see what the reeult was. In the
elecltion of 1882, after the redistribution, out
of 43 seats, the Conservatives elected 21 and
the iberals 22. Take that same group of
counties with the additonal five seats, and
the Conservatives elected 16 and the LAberals
32. I want to call the atention of the rlght
hion. First MInister to that, because he Intro-
duced this Bill, I tbought, la rather apolo-
getle terms. T1%e rght hon, Prime Minister
did not go very far-

Mr. McNEILL. W1l the hon. gentleman
(Mr. ClanCy) repeat those figures, as I did
rot catch them ?

Mr. (LANCY. I stated a moment ago, as
my hon. frIend (Mr. MeNeil) w see, that
in the constituencles under consldertlon,
which return 48 members now. 43 then. be-
cause Ive new seats were added, the Con-
servatives got 21land the Iberals 22. That
vus before 188 and before this B, t-at
hon. gengemen nopptehavealled an nu-

famous BRIl, was passed. When the Bill
was passed the Ltberals elected, in the same
group. 32 members and the Conservatives
only 16. Will any hon. gentleman say that
there was anything more than mere decla-
mation against that BIRl? WHil the hon.
gentleman who has just now taken this seat,
and I am glad to see him at his place, the
hon. Minister of Customs (Mr. Paterson),
say so? When the hon. gentleman spoke lu
such heated tones, when he was almost be-
side himself, when he was declaiming agalnst
the Infamy of this Bill, will he say ·that his
statements were justiled ? I will have to
repeat what I said a moment ago for the
benefit of the hon. gentleman, because I do
not believe he has ever worked it out, and I
do not believe that the hon. gentleman would
have made such a speech if he had. I be-
lieve that he Is too high-minded to have
made the speech he did if he had known
that in 1878, ont of 43 constituencies the
Liberais eleeted 22 members and the Con-
servatives 21 members, and that In the same
group in 1882. a1 fter the redistribution, the
Liberals elected 32 and the Conservatives 16.
Will the hon. gentleman say that the âhands
of theU Lberals were tied by that measure?
Take the Instances in which constituencies
were given an additional representative and
we will see that the Liberals won tbe nev
seats. The changes were entirely in the in-
terest of the Liberals. Lamdbton had an
additional representative, and the Liberals
won that. Middlesex had an addi-
tionaI representative, and the Liberals won
that. Ontario had an additional represen-
tative. and the Liberals won that. Tere was
an additional representative given to East
Smeoe. and the Liberals won that. Onta-
rio had another additional representative,
three Instead of two, and the Liberals won
that. But that was not aIl; it was not all
that every additional seat that was -made in
consequence of the redistribution of 1882
was won by the Liberals, but the fact was
that five other seats were so weakened that
the Conservatives lost them. We lost one of
the Elgins, two of the Greys, one of the
Norfolks ; we lost Peel, and we lost one of
the Wellingtons. The hon. gentleman who
spoke here this afiternoon (Mr. MeMullen),
may thank the Redistribution Bill of 1882
for his seat ln this House. The hon. gentle-
man would not have been sltting here had
it not been for the Bill of 188. Iam sur-
prised that hon. gentlemen, lu the face of
these facts, should bave made the statement
in this House that the Liberals had been
hived and unjustly dealt with. Hou. gentle-
men say that that may not bave been the
Intention of the Conservatives. It is not a
matter to be settled here wbat wa the in-
tention of the GonsertIves. The facts ar
before the people that the Librals were the
sole ganers and on. gentemen, now ceomng
te this Ho with that ea apretens and
an exemse for introducing this BIlftVe aß.
solutely no eae to justlty them, even li
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adopting a more moderate course than they
are adopting now. Let me deal with some
more of the statements of the hon. Post-
master General who Introduced this Bill.
The hon. gentleman says that there has
been no attention pald to the unit of popula-
tion since the time of confederation. It is a
very convenient thing for hon. gentlemen to
repudiate their past principlee ln order to
make a case for themselves now. That has
always been the contention of the great Lib-
eral party in this House ýbefore and after
confederation. I do net know whether it
ever reached the right hon. Prime Minister's
ears, but the cry 4n Ontario at one tUme was
against French domination in Quebec, and
the great fight of the Liberal-Conservative
party was against that cry. That was a cry
which was a dangerous weapon. It was oie
that misled men ln Ontario, and, unfortu-
nately, I could mention many Instances in
that connection. The hon. Postmaster Gen-
eral may deny that they always contendei
for the unit of population, as nearly as pos-
sible, but will the hon. gentleman say that
it bas never been a real factor since con-
federation ? I wJll call some very responsi-
ble and respectable witnesses. We will see
what Mr. Mackenzie had to say In 1882 in
this House In 1882 ln regard to the Redistri-
bution Bill of that year:

He would not go into the discussion of the
measure to-night. Certain amendments would be
moved on concurrence, when he would state his
views. He would say, however, that the Bill
set at deflance the principle of representation by
population adopted at the time of the union. It
might be said that was adopted with reference
to the old provinces only. While that was true,
he contended that it was still intended to apply
to the different sections. The Bill did not do
this.

Mr. OLARKE. Who said that ?
Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Mackenzie said so. 1I

would like to offer another witness, a gentle-
man who is not ln this House now, but
who, I believe, had a band in the preparation
of this Bill. I will quote what the hon. Min-
ister of Justice (Mr. Mills) had to say in
thîs House in 1882 ln regard to the Bill :

I am in favour of representation by population,
but I deny that It a the only point to be con-
sidered.
It was one of the points to be considered ln
the mind of the hon. Minister of Justice
(Mr. Mills) at that time. I think that most
effectively disposes of the contention of the
hon. gentleman, so far as the principle of
any unit of population being at all to be
considered, as showing the condut or atti-
tude of the Liberal-party ln this House. Hon.
gentlemen have contended for it in the
past, and if they have abandoned it now as
a matter of conveulence they must answer
this. The hon. gentleman knows perfectly
well that it is not- posible to have a om-
plete unit of population, but he know equal-
ly-as well that it 1 essentlal, sofar asit ls
poible to do sQ, to have a fair unit of

1fr. CLANCY.

population in all the constituencies in this
province, and in all the other provinces. I
am not acquainted with the municipal ar-
rangements of the other provinces, but I
know that In Ontario t he principle is a very
sound one. The contention of hon. gentlemen
for county boundaries, I think, most people
will say is a mere myth, because, to say that
there is any relation between the operation
of the municipal organization and this House
is idle. We have in Bothwell an experience
of that. We have as hon. members know,
in Bothwell a portion of Kent and Lamb-
ton. Did they ever discover any jar or in-
convenience«? They' were oblivious of the
fact of its being outside of the municipal
boundaries. Nobody ever knew or contend-
ed, not even the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mills),
who was tie representative of the riding,.
for a change. He never was disturbed by
it, and, as far as that is econcerned, what hon.
gentlemen are putting forth is a mere pre-
tense, a bald pretense, and there is abso-
lutely nothing In it. Everybody knows that
the voters' lists are sent to the candidates
and defeated candidates under the law. This
is a law that is strictly obeyed. What is
more to be done ? Municipal organizations
have nothing to do with political organiza-
tions, and, therefore. I say It is tperfectly
idle to set forth that contention. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock) spoke of
what he called elght Liberal hives, and the
hon. gentleman's ingenuity is wonderful in
diseovering them. Here are five of his elght
hives : North Brant, West Bruce, South Hu-
ron. North Oxford and South Oxford. Is
there a gentleman in this House, even
though he comes from the maritime Pro-
vinces, who does not know that these coun-
ties are strongly Liberal even from a county
boundary point of view. In 1886, following
the redistribution of 1882, and we may take
that as a fair expression of the electorate
of these counties ; in North Brant the Libe-
rals had a majority in the local elections-
of 657. and In these local elections no muni-
cipal county boundaries were interferedI
with. Yet the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mu-
lock) says that constituency was made a
hive by the Act of 1882. In West Bruce
the Liberals had a majority of 347 ln the
local elections of 1886. in South Huron a
majority of 507, In North Oxford a majority
of 833. andI n South Oxford a majority of
591. How did the Postmaster General ever
discover that these five constituencies were
rmade hives by the Redistribution Act of
1882. There are three remaining to make
up his eight hives, and one of them Is West
Elgin. West Elgin had, tu 1878, a ma-
Jority of 112, and there were 291 votes add-
ed to that as a result of the redistribution.
That is not much of a hive. As to South
Middlesex, any one who knows anything
of the municipal county of South Middlesex
knows it would be utterly Impossible to.
carve a riding out of that county which
would not be overwhelmingly Liberal. 1
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care not whether the Government make the
division or whether the judges make it,
they cannot help having a division which
will give anything but a large Liberal ma-
jority. Let me ask the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mulock) again, where was there a gerry-
mander as shown by these rasults ? I say
that these counties would be Liberal In spite
of the intentions of any political party ?
There is one other of his eight hives re-
maining, and that Is West Ontario. and if
the Postmaster General thinks he can make
that single case a basis for his denuncia-
tions of the Redistribution Act of 1882. he
is quite welcome to it. S'irely the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mulock) must see now, ln
view of these facts that five of his eight
Liberal hives are irrevocably Liberal. Who-
ever knew one of the Oxfords to return a
Conservative ? Why, there is from 800 to
1,000 Liberal majority ln each riding, and
the fact Is that very often a Conservativei
does not run there because he sees he has
no chance.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. What
is the opinion of the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Clancy) with regard to West Ontario?

Mr. CLANCY. I am going to frankly
say that there was a majorlty of Liberals!
ln West Ontario, not as a result of the re-
distribution, but In spite of the redistri-
bution. The Liberals seemed to be ln therel
anyway. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mu-1
lock) may say to me : Well, you took some!
townships off the county of York for that
constituency. It does not lie in the mouth
of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock) to com-
plain. I tell hlm that West Ontario was a
Liberal hive, and the others were Liberal
hives as well, and they elected the whole
three meubers ln the election after the Re-
distribution Act of 1882. If the hon. gentle-
man was able to say : You made a Liberal
hive ln West Ontario-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
know it was that.

Mr. OLANCY.
know it.

The POSTMASI
know that, If you 1

You

My hon. friend says I1

rER GENERAL. Youi
know cinythlng.

Mr. GLANCY. I tell the Postmaster
General what I do know. I tel hlim that
whether West Ontario was made a Liberal
hive or not. two other Liberals were made
perfectly safe. and were elected lu the
municipal county of Ontario.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. It was
the righteousness of the people.

Mr. CLANCY. It was because the Libe.
rais were there ln the municipal divisions,
and the Act of 1882 had notblng to do with
it. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock) bas
shown that there is one hive in three con-
stitueueles, and he eleets the whole three
of them. The hon. gentleman succeeded

In provIng that he has set up a contention
which is a little unworthy of a Minister
of the Crown.

Let me deal for a moment now with the
speech of the Minister of Customs. I al-
ways like to hear the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Paterson) speak ln this House, for he al-
ways appears in earnest. However, lately
I have had some misgivlngs as to his sin-
cerity. I never could imagine that any
member of this House could pump up such
Imaginary indignation as the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Paterson) seemed to. I thought
it was impossible that any hon. gentleman
could look so honest while defending such
a dishonest case. I could not think that
an bon. gentleman could speak ln such
pathetie tones unless he were injured. I
could not imagine that any member would
take so much pains to be so wrong as the
hon. gentleman was all through bis speech.
The hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) told us
there was wonderful indignation, but I think
I have shown the House that that indig-
nation was due to wilful misrepresentations
of the facts from one end of the country to
the other. These hon. gentlemen opposite
talked for the sake o! victory, rather than
for the sake of truth. I hold that no hon.
niember eau afford to make a misstate-
ment ln this House or nutside of this House,
because there is no better evidence of the
weakness of a man's case than when he is
oblIged to resort to colouring which amounts
to a misstatement, ln order to mislead the
electors. I will not charge the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Paterson) with that. but if
he maliciously and w!ckedly Intended to
mislead, he could not have doue it more sue-
cessfully than he did. I acquit him en-
tirely of that, but I will say that I think
lhe was misinformed. Let me read what
the bon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) said. be-
cause in my very scanty vocabulary, I
would not be able to invent such splendid
sentences, or words so calculated to arouse
indignation in the country. I took the
trouble to read the speeches of the hou.
gentleman ln 1882. and I find that bis pre-
sent speeches are nearly, though not quite.
so exaggerated as they were then, and n
tuat; respect there is some improvement.
Here is what the hon. gentleman (Mr. Pat-
erson) t9 ld us during this debate :

There wa3 a great deal of Indignation expressed
and a great deal of denunciation of the Bill of
1882.
That Is true, and the hon. gentleman (Mr
Paterson) contributed bis share to it.

I can remember how some of the hon. members
who were struck at,. dlistinctly and evidently
struck at, volced their indignation. The then
member for South Brant had a voice that could
be heard, and it was heard denouncing that Bll
as Iniquitous ; the voice of the present Minister
et Justice (Mr. Mills) was also heard i strong
denunciation. And there was a reason for that.
If hon. nmembers who were net present thea wilU
take the "'Hansard " o! 1882 and read the
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twenty-two amendments that we moved to the
Bill, which recite the Iniquities of the measure,
I belleve that they, like many Conservative mem-
bers of that day-save and except a few who were
lost to all proper feeling of what was due be-
tween man and man-will blush when they read
and when they understand the nature of that
gerrymander.

An hon. MEMBER. Hear, hear.

Mr. CLANCY. I wonder the hon. Min.
Ister says " hear, hear." I venture to say
that even now, with all his acting, a good
deal of it bad, he cannot get up an argu-
ment let alone a blush. Let me go fur-
ther and see what the indignation was ?
He said :

A majority in the Parlianient of Canada, elected
not upon that issue, used their power in this
Chamber, without debate and in dumb silence,-

I wonder if the hon. gentleman will still ad-
here to that statement, although It is only
a few days old.
-to vote down amendment after amendment,
and not daring to lift their heads when they un-
derstood the iniquities which they supported
by their votes.

I ask the hon. gentleman if he adheres to
that statement, that there was not a fair
and vigorous defence of the measure, but
that the 22 amendments were voted down
In dumb silence, and that the Bill was so
iniquitous that its supporters hung their
head in shame and would not stand up to
defend it. If the hon. gentleman looks at
" Hansard," he will find that the amend-
ments were moved on the third reading of
the Bill, and that the discussion all took
place before that. He knows that the de-
bate was practically over, and that the
amendments were introduced with a very
few sentences, some of them with not 20
lines, and that they were all dIsposed of on
the same day, practically without debate.
Now, let us see whether that statement be
true, that the Bill went through in dumb
silence, and that men held down their
heads-

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I did not
say that.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman said
that the 22 amendments were voted down in
dumb silence-that men dare not stand up '
In their places and defend the Bil. Let me
read another sentence which I did not read,
because I think he went further than that

The Bill was fought against ; 22 amendments
were moved, each one reciting an iniquity, and
these amendments were voted down in dumb
silence-42 yeas and 99 nays ; vote after vote,
not a word of defence from the Conservative
Government supporters who, though they might
wih aowncast heads vote for the gerrymander ConservatIve party. Io there any proposai
of 1882, could not for very shame stand up and ln thîs BI to abandon that? I ask my hon.
defend it, friend, has he proposed such an amendment
Is that a fair statement to go to the coun- now ? Mr. Blake moved another resolution;
try ? I appeal to the bon, gentleman If that 1 what was that ? That the deposit of candi-

Mr. CLANCY.

represents the facts of the case, because I
am now prepared to produce evidence to
show that no such state of affairs existed.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Read the
amendments.

Mr. CLANCY. I will come to the amend-
ments shortly. I find, on reference to "Han-
sard," that 20 members on the Conservative
side made vigorous speeches In defence of
the measure : Sir John Macdonald, Sir Mac-
kenzie Bowell, Messrs. Rykert, Plumb, Hag-
gart, Rochester, McCarthy, McCallum, Ar-
kell, Shaw, Kirkpatrick, White, Sproule,
Farrow, McLellan, Bergin, Boultbee and
Orton. Then, turning to the Liberal side,
how many spoke ? Seventeen on one side,
and 20 on the other. I challenge the hon.
gentleman to find a single case beyond that.
And yet he would have it go to the country
that the Bill was so bad that members on
the Government side hung their heads In
shame, and did not rise in the House and
defend their votes by a single word. I have
no hesitation in saying that the statement
of the hon. gentleman Is not worthy of hIm.
Now, the hon. gentleman says there were 22
amendments reciting the iniquities of the
Bill. What were they ? One was moved
by the hon. gentleman himself, and It was
to take the village of Port Elgin out of the
township of Saugeen and put it into North
Bruce.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That
was done.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman had
influence enough to carry it, and so the in-
iquity was perpetrated at his own instance.
Then, the hon. gentleman tried his hand a
second time. He thought he would try Sau-
geen, but he failed in that. His influence
seems to have ended when he got Port Elgin
detached from Saugeen and put into North
Bruce. Tat was one of the 22 solemu
amendments that recited the iniquities of the
legislation. There was another. Mr. Mills
moved one, and what was his ? It was a
vague, colourless motion, relating to no con-
stituency, and having no object or political
effeet whatever, probably based on some of
the theories which that lon. gentleman held
then, and no doubt still holds. It was a
motion having relation to how the western
boundaries of the province of Ontario would
be determined by this Bill. Then, he moved
another, that five ridings might be made out
of Kent, and Bothwell, and Lambton-not
preserving county boundaries. Was that
reclting one of the iniquities of the Bill ?
Then, Mr. Blake moved a resolution ; what
was that? That the returning officers should
not be under the control exclusively of the
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dates should be reduced from $200 to $50.
That was another burning question set forth
in these 22 resdations. What does the hon.
gentleman think of them now ? Have they
lost their value ? What were the other 16 ?
They were simply a multiplication of the
same thing. They were padded out so as to
express in a dozen resolutions what could be
expressed in one. I defy the hon. gentle-
man to gainsay the fact. I can pick out two
or three that are in effect the same, although
the townships were mixed in such a way
as to make them appear new resolutions. I
think I have shown that these resolutions
simply propose to restore these townships to
the counties from which they were taken. I
say that they were unnecessarily multiplied.
I shall not trouble the House with reading
those resolutions, because I have stated
what they were.

The
House
ments,

MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The
would be pleased to hear 'the amend-
I am sure.

Mr LTACY'flV I -will read snmeo he

agalngt 'the Bill, and bis county rejected him..
The Minister of Justice went Into his own
rlding, and made s8illar declamations and
met a similar fate. I would like to know
then what claim the hen. gentleman has
for saying that the people have declared in
this measure. His own expertience Is that
they declared against It. No doubt that is
the reason why he was defeated, because he
is a very estimable gentleman and much re-
spected. The people, however, did not ·take
much stock in his appeal for the repeal of the
Redistribution Act of 1882.

The hon. gentleman says : We made a lot
of pledges and must fulfil them. Wbat does
he say about the pledges :

They know that the people of this country
pronounced for the repeal of the Franchise Act,
and the Franchise Act was repealed. And, Sir,
we are here to-day carrying out one of our
pledges in the platform adopted by the great na-
tional Liberal Convention that met in this city
in 1893. Almost all of the pledges then made
have been carried out. This pledge remains to
be fulfilled.

e L. % J V. L L-"% 6A

amendments to show that I am absolutely I tel the hon. gentleman that the people wili
correet. I cannot undertake, for the hon. absolve him from that pledge. He may
gentleman's amusement, to read all of tbem. carry it out by a majority of bis friends in
This Is Mr. Mills' resolution : this House, but it will be the only pledge

he ever carried out. Did he carry out bis
That the Bill be recommitted ta a committee pledge with regard to the Franchise Bill,

of the whole House with instructions that they when he handed over 'to the provinces the
have power to amend the same by providing that framing of our franchise to suit the exigen-
the settlements lying eastward of the limit ei of rtisnthose povincese? If the
settled by the ward as the westerly boundary of des of parties in those provinces? If the
Ontario, and not provided for under the Bill, be hon. gentleman had ever declared such a
embraced for electoral purposes within the elec- policy as that with regard to the franchise,
toral district of Algoma, inserted instead i he would have been hooted and stood the risk
thereof.to! being pelted. It Is a disgraee tû the Lib-

That is one of the resolutions. Does that eral party that they were driven by their
emphasize any wrong-doing in the B1111? Isi
It not a colourless resolution? I would read did fot have the courage-I wili not say
Mr. Blake's resolution if the bon. gentleman they laek the abillty, because I do not wisà
cares, but do not propose to take up th#,tu be offensive-to replace it with any-
time of the House reading resolutions tha thing o their own but were obllged to
were meaningless 'then and are meaningless resort t the shifty means o! leaving our
now. franchise to the merdes o! the province.

Th o. etemnsy ta hepol It Is a national disgrace that we are to-day
The hon gentleman says that the peplewithout a Dominion franchise. We are ow

declared at 'the polls for a repeal of the Re-
distribution Act of 1882. I do not think the ivia o snt tisnoftng. W e bave
bon. gentleman can lay any claim to thatgno ue pua n onwhatet

*bdsel, bt Iwil gie bs nguge:nuf but alted Itiay disgren t the uture

over whi h we have n control.I he thon.
The peoplehave declared at the polIs that they I gentlemansays that we may reca l the mca-

want this Bid. They have declared themselve i sure. Is fot that an unworthy proposition?
ln favour of this Bil by a majority e! their re-iThesegoentlemen shout ave intrgducto
presentatives n this Huse, and with that decla-s to the y o an or
ration of the people the Bill wili go te the frachep is t teame the province.sto frame
Senate. It is annatldae thatowearto-ay

The hon. gentleman went into his own con-
stituency, talked as loudly and earnestly
there as be has here, and his own consti-
tuency rejected him. His constituents de-
clared by their vote that they did not want
'the Act repealed. There Is no better ex-
ample, therefore, than the hon. gentleman
himself that the people do not desire this
measure. With -the exception of the Minis-
ter of Justice (Senator Mills), the hon. gen-
tleman was loudest in his declamation

our franchise.
Has the plebiselte been a fair redemption I

The hon. gentleman says the people expect
,the Liberal party to redeem their pledges.
They know that their pledges are worth
nothing. They talk about being bound to re-
deem their pledges-why ? The people care
es mueh about 'their pledges as the hon. gen-
tlemen themselves. The people know very
well -that these gentlemen are making no
honest attempt to redeem their pledges, but
are simply trying to make some pretense of
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doing so. Did the hon. gentleman redeem could not be rearranged. But the hon. gen-
his pledges on the 'tariff0? On the expendi- tleman seleets these for the purpose of
ture ? On the publie debt ? Nobody would showing that there was Inequality in the re-
hold the hon. gentleman ito bis pledges. In distribution, not that lie proposes to re-
fadt, the people are grateful, no-t for what medy it in these cases. But he has gone
the Government have done, but for what over the whole provinee to make the selec-
they have not done. The Ministers stand tion that will best fit bis argument. - The
self-convidted of baving made false state- hon. gentleman knows that the judges or
ments in the country, statements whIlch they anybady else could not equalize the popula-
should have known to be false ; and If they tion in these eastern counties without de-
did, they were guilty of eanting hypoerisy parting from county boundarles. I appeal
and not fit to occupy the positions they hold to the hbon. gentleman if he thinks that a faîr
to-day. mode of comparison. Take these 22 counties

he hon. gentleman dealt wi-th- the ques- and make a comparison with those under the
tion of equalization. I thought lie would redistribution of seats for the local flouse.
-have dealt with that ln a somewhat fair The Postmaster General stated that while
mamer. I am bound -to say that he will the unit of population was a little over
conclude himself, when he sees the other 20,900. there should be some little elasticity
slde of the question, that he was seeking and the unit might be counted as from
some defence without having any thought 19,001 te 22.000. Make the comparison on
of what it would lead to. He declared : You that basis. f the 22 ridings that the ho.
Will find greater inequality in the constitu- Minister of Customs bas selected as the
encies under the redistribution of 1882 than worst examples-going outside of the 48 con-
you will find in the present Bill. That is stituencies now under consideration. and
making comparison with the constituencies many of these 22 being, as I say, Incapable
framed by 'the Liberal party in the province of being equalized-we find that there are
of Ontario. Now my hon. friend repudiates five of them within the unit of population
bis Liberal friends. But he cannot escape i1for the Dominion and only four for the local;
the respon-sibility; lie bas upheld them over there are 12 below the unit of population
and over again, and bis frIends have defend- for the Dominion and 13 for the local ; above
ed thein from end to end of this province. the unit of population there are five for each.

An lion. MEMBER. The right arm o the But take the 48 ridings affected by the Bibi,
Dominion Government. -comIn«g down to a practical dealing with

this measure. Compare these 4S rldings for
Mr. CLANCY. Yes, as my hon. friend su,- the Dominion as they stand under the Re-

gets, they are spoken of to be the right arm distribution Bill of 1882ý with the constitu-
of the Dominion Government. Whether encies covering the same ground In the pro-
they have done right or wrong, I am not vince of Ontario for provincial purposes.
now considering ; but what .I say 18 that the Those coming within the unit of populationonly way to make a fair comparison is to number 19 for the Dominion and only 10 for
take the constituencies confined ln the county the province : below the unit there are only
boundaries by the Liberal party ln the pro- î10 for the Dominion and 12 for the province ;
vince. and to take them as they would be, while above the unit there are 19 for the Do-
as confined to county boundarles under this minion and 23 for the Ontario legislature.
BilL Now. I an not going to aseribe what 4he

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. lion. gentleian aseribed even to hlis friends
Paterson). As divided by the judges ? j-a willingness to be unfair-but I will point

eut that. being hanipered by county boun-
Mr. CLANCY. That las nothing te do darles. it is not as easy to eualize the popu-

with It. No matter by whom they are divi- lation as it would be if the eounty boundaries
ded these inequalities will arise. Now, the have not -to be considered.
hon. gentleman points out 22 ridings to show
inequalities in the population: Brockville,
South Leeds, Cardwell, North Wellington.
East Wellington, West Durham, East Dur-
ham. Frontenae, South Grenville, Dundas,
North Leeds and Grenville, Carleton, Lin-
coln, Addington, West Middlesex, East Mid-1
diesex, East Northumberland, West North-
umberland, Peel, West York, East Peter-
borough and West Peterborough. Now. if
the hon. gentleman wanted to be fair wouli
he have selected these eastern countes that
he knows are small. ranging from 13,000 !in
Frontenae up to 30,000 ? Twelve of these
constltueneles are precisely the same for
the Dominion as for the local House. and
never were changed, the reason being per-
feetly obvious-that they were too mnall and

Mr. CLANCY.

The MINISTEWI OF CUSTOMS. Did th
hon. gentleman ÛMr. Clancy) say that the
judges would make these unfair divisions ?

Mr. CLANCY. I say it is impossible for
the judges to approach as near the unit of
population when they are eonfined to county
boundaries as they could if county boun-
daries were not to be considered. I chal-
lenge the hon. gentleman to show the con-
trary. ,It is not the question what the judges
will do, but what It is possible for any one
to do under the circumstances. So 1 say
that hon. gentlemen opposite may well re-
pudiate every doctrine they have ever
preached ln the past es to unit of popula-
tion. because the course 'they are taklng de-
prives them for ever of the means of defend-
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Ing It. Now, I come to the constituency in
whilch ithe bon. gentleman himself resides
and which he long represented. I have said
from the outset that hon. gentlemen oppo-
site are not in a position to declaim against
any measure on the unit of population. I
think I can show that the hon. gentleman
has not been quite unselflsh in this matter.
lie has not been su courageous as the hon
gentleman for North Wellington (Mr. Mc-
Mullen) would have Liberal members to be.
He has taken a course that is not a very
creditable one to him and to the hon. gentle-
man who is credited with having framed
this Bill-I mean the Minister of Justice.
Now, we lve adopted the same franchise
as that for the Ontario legislature, so we
shall have the same number of votes in a
constituency for the Dominion as for the
local, If the boundaries are the same. And
the population must be the same of course.
The hon. gentleman's own county of South
Brant has a population of 32,217, and not
over 36,000, as the hon. gentleman said.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Elther the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Clancy) is wrong or 1
am. Read the figures for the several town-
ships.

Mr. OLANCY. I will send over the figures
to the hon. gentleman. When the Indians
were disfranchised in Ontario, a certa:n
township in his own county was lef!t ont
entirely. The bon. gentleman knows that it
was.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No.
Mr. CLANCY. Does the hon. gentleman

neani to say that he does not know that
the township of Tuscarora Is not Included
for the local ? I tell him that that town-
ship is not included either in North or South
Brant.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. But the
population is there.

Mr. CLANCY. But I speak of the voters.
The MAINISTER OF CJSTOMS. The hon.

gentleman has just been speaking of popu-
lation.

Mr. OLANCY. Why, the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Paterson) might as well go into his barn!.
yard to count lis cows as to count the In-
dians. who have no votes, .n order t £weD
the figures of population I am astounded
that the hon. gentleman should resort-

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Whai
about the children--would you leave them
out ?

Mr. CLANCY. Ohlîdren of whom ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Of the

white people-they have no votes.
Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman knows

perfectly that that is not fair ; he has no
right to count the Indians. If the hon. gen-
tleman had allowed the Indians to retain

their votes lhe might count them. But he
helped to disfranchise that part of his con-
stituents, and now he wants to count them
for purposes of population. If his consti-
tuency had 50,000 people, he would not be so
anxious to count them. Wha:t does this con-
trivance-I was going to say this job-ar-
ranged between the hon. gentleman and the
Minister of Justice effeet ? I wijl send hlm
these figures to show that Tuscarora is not
included .in the riding for the local legisla-
ture, because the Indians have not votes any
more than the cattle or the horses have.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. If the
lion. gentleman will permit me, this Is a
question as to the population of municipal
counties. as ascertained by the census of
1891. The hon. gentleman says that under
the municipal census of the county of Brant
in 1891, the population is returned as 32,000.
I say, no. It is returned in this official doc-
ument-I speak subject to correction, but
every one may see It-at over 36.000.

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman knows
perfectly well that I did not count Indians.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. But the
census does, and you are appealing to the
census.

Mr. CLANCY. Let us go a little further.
Let him show that the township of Tusea-
rora is included in those figures. Let the
hon. gentleman foot up the figures and see
whether there are more than 32,217. The
hon. gentleman knows that while the popu-
lation is put in there, if lie foots up the
figures. lie will find that there is a township
excluded, that its population is not there.
When we count on representation by popula-
tion, who are we counting ? Are we count-
iug people living upon the other side of the
iune ? Are we counting persons who have
no votes, who are disfranchised ? If we
mean anything by county population, we
mean the voting strength of the county.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. There
are numbers of white people in those town-
ships that do not vote.

Mr. CLANCY. Then, so much the worse
for the hon. gentleman, who has disfran-
chised a portion of them by this Bill.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It was
your law that did it. Your franchise law
disfranchised more than the present Bill.

Mr. CLANCY. It enfranchised the In-
dians, and the hon. gentleman has undone
that. After disfranchising them, what does
he do ? He wanted to pad out a little his
own county, and he can only do it by count-
ing a class of people that had no votes. He
says now that the county of Brant ought to
have two representatives. Let us see how
he dealt with Kent-because I think he and
the Minister of Justice sat down to frame
this BIII. Brant bas a voting population of
32,217, excluding the Indians. They are not
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included, because they have not votes ; they
are just so many sticks, as far as this is con-
cerned. Kent has a population of 58,019
votes. The hon. gentleman proposed to give
Kent three representatives, with 19,000 each;
afterwards he propos2d to give Brant two
representatives, with 16,000 each. But he
took that back, and what has he done ? He
still retains Brant, with 16,000 votes for each
member, and he gives Kent two members,
with 29,000 each. I tell the hon. gentleman
that Kent is infinitely better entitlued to
19.000 than the hon. gentleman is to 16.000.
But they receded from that position and
what was the hon. gentleman's excuse ?
That the newspapers had discussed it, and
thought that Toronto ought to have an ad-
ditional seat ; that while he did not see any
need for it himself, as the people were liv-
ing in a small area and could be easily
brought together, still, as it had been de-
clared by some of the Conservative news-
papers that Toronto ouglit to have an addi-
tional member, the hon. gentleman was
gracious enough to yield. I ask how much
sincerity there was in that. The hon. gen-
tleman perhaps thoughit that, with the aid
of the team that has been going from one
constituency to another, under the lead of
Capt. Sullivan, le could capture some of the
seats in Toronto. Thinking possibly that he
could not carry Bothwell, that was snuffed
out. I am not complaining of that. I should
not attempt to discuss this question on sob
narrow a ground as to urge my own case as
a reason against this Bill. I put it on dif.
ferent ground, and I say tnat the hon. gen.
tleman was not fair. What was the attitude
of the Minister of Justice at the time that
this Bill was before the House ? Let me
read one of the speeches made when thisÎ
motion of indignation was before theI House:

If the bon. gentleman were to take the town-
sLip of Harwich and village of Blenbeim from
Kent as it now stands, there would still remain
20,572 of a population within the limits of that
ccunty. The eastern division of Kent might be
formed with a population of nearly 20,000, and
within the limits of Kent and Bothwell an elec-
toral division might be formed containing a
-population of 22,000, which would be a very much
more equal division than that which the hon.
gentleman bas made, and which would not inter-
fere with the existing divisions.
Where was the trouble about municipal or-1
ganizations there ? This is one of the re-
solutions of indignation the hon. gentleman
referred to ; this is the resolution the Min-
ister of Justice moved on that occasion. I
want to show the consistency of the hon.
gentleman then and now ; I want to show
that the Minister of Justice was bound to
retain Bothwell, that he was not incllned to
return to county boundaries on that occa-
sion, and he proposed a different course to
save himself, while he proposes another
course now. I say that Is not creditable to
the hon. gentleman. Now, what does he
say in this resolution:

Mr. CLANCY.

The municipal counties of Kent and Lambton
I comprise the electoral districts of Kent, Lambton
and Bothwell, with a population of 106,344, mak-
i ing, for five members, an averaga of 21,268 per
member.
That is the resolution of the hon. gentleman
in 1882, and it goes further :

That the electoral district of Lambton com-
prises 42,616, and may be properly divided into
two ridings.

That the electoral district of Kent comprises
36,626, and may, by the restoration from Both-
well of some of the municipalities of Kent, be

î divided into two ridings of about 21,000 each,
leaving Bothwell with about 21,000.
He goes further:

That the proposed Bill needlessly disarranges
i the existing organization for Kent and Bothwell,
takes from Kent and adds to Bothwell, Chatham
and Waliaceburg, takes from Bothwell and adds

· to West Elgin Orford, Howard and Ridgetown,
i and takes from Bothwell to add to West Middle-
sex Euphemia.

That the said Bill be recommItted to a com-
mittee of the whole House with instructions that

1 they have power to amend the provisions for the
representation of Kent, Lambton and Bothwell
in Parliament inserted instead thereof.
What is the position of the hon. gentleman
after a statement like that bas been made?
I say it shows-I was going to say, mani-

1 fest dishonesty, but I will use a milder term.
and say that the hon. gentleman was either
insincere then or he Is insincere now.
I have only one more phase of the ques-

tion to deal with, and that is with regard
to the hon. gentleman's conduct in relation
to my hon. friend from North Bruce (Mr.
McNeill). The hon. gentleman complains
that there was great iniquity In North
Bruce. I am going to read this as a last
instalment of the hon. gentleman's indig-
nation on this occasion. It is a little bit
long, but it is worth repeating and putting

,on " Hansard." The more we repeat the
hon. gentleman's indignation, the better it
is for us in this country. So I propose,
with the permission of the House, to read
what the hon. gentleman had to say about
mangling and strangling at that time. It
was something dreadful to contemplate. Let
us see what the bon. gentleman's language
was. I thought I had here what the hon.
gentleman said in regard to the township
of Oakland, but the bon. gentleman stated
In the most explicit terms, and he repeated
ft more than once, that the township of Oak-
land had been taken out of the county of
Brant and put in a county twelve miles
away. or in other words, that It was de-
tached from the county of Brant and at-
tached to the county of Oxford, twelve miles
away. This is almost the precise state-
irent of the hon. gentleman, and if he de-
nies it, I will refer to "Hansard." The
hon. gentleman made that statement and
it bas gone to the country on the wings
of bis own words for the purpose of making
it appear that the Conservatives were guilty
o! taking a township twelve miles apart
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from the county to which it belonged and
attaching it to another county for the pur-
pose of carrying out what he calls the in-
famous Gerrymander Bill. I would like
to ask the hon. gentleman if that Is a fair
interpretation of his words?

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. Does
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Clancy) want me
to say?

Mr. CLANCY. Yes, I think the hon.
gentleman will say that it is.

The MINISTER 0F OUSTOMS. The hon.
gentleman is perfectly at liberty to read
what I said. I said that they took this
little three-cornered township of Oakland,;
which squared out the couaty of Brant.
away from that county, that it is twelveî
miles across the township of Burford, whicli
lies between the township of Oakland and
the county in which this township was put ;
I said that the township of Burford and î
this three-cornered township of Oaklandi
were detached from South Brant; that one,
of the ainendments I moved was, as far 1

Twelve miles from the riding into which
It was put. I will read the balance, be-
cause he may say tbat I am not doing him
justice. He might have corrected it even
by inference afterwards, but I will show
that he did not do that.

It was almost within sound of the bells of
Brantford city, the main town of the riding, and
the main town of the riding into which it was
put was 50 miles away. On the third reading
of that Bill I rose and recited these facts, and
said that I wanted to ask a question of the gen-
tiernan who had charge of this Bill. I wanted

1 him to look me in the eyes, but hie sat with
bowed head, and dared not raise his.eyes.

Dared not raise his eyes, Mr. Speaker. I
say such an exclamation is unworthy of
that hon. gentleman.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS..
true.

It is

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman de-
liberately conveyed that apparent fact to
the country that that township was taken
twelve miles away for the purpose of gain-

1 SL 6%VIA t. F. . cg

as I can remember now, that the township 1 ig a.paty auvantage, anuaiLiL wLL

of Oakland, that was almost within sound in another county twelve miles away.
of the bells of Brantford, should be taken The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. From
back froin South Oxford in whieh it had the county.
been put and attached to the riding of CLANCY. The hon. gentleman knowsMr. CAC.Tebn etea nwSouth Brant, and yet it was voted down in perfectly well that the township o! Bur-
dumb silence. fpretywl httetwsi tBr

ford belongs more properly to Oxford than
Mr. CLANCY. Now, the hon. gentleman to Brant. I dare him to dispute that. If

has modified his statement, but I am going he does I will bring the "6 Hansard9" of
to read to him what he said. He says 1882, and quote to him a statement in which
if Burford had not been taken and if Oak- lhe declared that it does. Yet while that
land had not been attached to that, It would is the case, while it belongs :nore poroperly
have been twelve miles. That is not the to Oxford, the lon. gentleman declar.es that
statement the hon. gentleman made. I am it is twelve miles away.
going to read It, and perhaps he las not The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. Is it
corrected it even in the revIsed "Hansard." t not that far from Oxford ?
He may have wanted to say one thing to
go to the country In the newspapers and Mr. CLANCY. It is not that far from
another thing to this House, and he may the electoral district of Oxford; it is just
Pave eliminated it from the "Hansard." as muchl in Oxford as any other county.
I do not say he did, but it is greatly to 1 It is no more away from Oxford than one
his discredit if he las not eliminated it. electoral district of Ottawa is away from
I will read to him : the other. In regard to West Bruce, the

pretense of this Bill is that it is desirableThere was the little township of Oakland,atoruntocnybudres Iwulthree-corneredl township that aquared out the torr ocut onals ol
county of Branto- tlike to ask the hon. gentleman why he sub-

mits the case of West Bruce? I e.ay that
The MINISTER QF CUSTOMS. That it is to strike a blow at the hon. gentleman

should be the township o! Brant. (Mr. McNeill), as the worthy representative
Mr. CLANCY- of one of the ridings there. The bn. gen-

teman talks about taking a townsnip away-- and that was 12 miles from the nearest Pointtwelve miles, which is at variance with theof the county Into which they put it. facts. but what does hle do ? He 's the
Twelve miles from the nearest point of only hon. gentleman that ever proposed so
the county in which they put it. The bon. infamous a proceeding as to take the vil-
gentleman was not satisfied with stating lage of Port Elgin and put it into another
that, but he was so wllful that he repeated riding. I say that nobody, elther in or
it. Let me show what he said further on I outside of this House was guilty of m!aking
that subject the proposal that the hon. g.ntlemian Las

The township of Burford they took out of madenamely. that Port Elgin. whieh is
South Brant and joined It to South Oxford. This entirely surrounded by îhe township opf Sau-
ittle township of Oaklands was 12 milles from î geen, should 'be carried into another riding.

the riding into whieh It was put. . He is attempting to strike an i.nfair blow
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at the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr.
MeNeill). I care not whezher it be the
judges or the Liberal party that do it, but
I must say that I would not trust the Libe-
ral party if they were going about it. Let
us take the four towu4ips of West Bruce.
Any change that the hon. gentleman could
make would not make the arrangement
fairer than It Is to-day, but he might do
what the legislature did, fig-zag across the
county.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
not do it at all ; the judges do It.

We do

Mr. CLANCY. Why should the hon.t
gentleman propose to go to Bruce ? WIll the
hon. gentleman say that, as far as the con-
stituencies are cut out now under the Re-
distribution Bill of 1882, that they are
not as fair as they could be made,
under the judges or any one else ?l
WIll the hon, gentleman (Mr. Paterson) say
that the ridings are any more irregularly
shaped than they are under the Ontario Act
of 1885 ?

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. If they
are. how does he make out that my hon.
friend from Bruce (Mr. MeNeill) Is struck
at ? If they are as fair as they could be, and!
the judges are sent to make a division, dues
the hon, gentleman (Mr. Clancy) deliberately
say that judges of the Supreme Court will do
an unfaJr thing, and if they do not, how is
my bon. friend (Mr. Clancy) struck at ?

Mr. CLANCY. I will tell my hon. friend.
What I am now arguing is that there was
no excuse whatever for interfering with
Bruce. And If the Government had any
hope in the matter, it was that the judges
might make a mistake end change the con-
stituency from what it Is now. I am not re-
fdecting on the judges, but I want to know
why the Government have Interfered with
Bruce, since 'the county boundarles are not
touched there. The Minister of Customs is
the chief offender himself, and he has given
no excuse. He is eguilty of the grossest ln-
famy, if infamy it be, that stands -to the
credit of any public man in Canada, for it
was he who succeeded ln taking the little
village of Port Elgin from the township of
Saugeen and hitching It on to North Bruce.
He is the only one who ever proposed such
an absurdIty, and yet he speaks about the
absurdity of the B¶ll of 1882.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The
whole Conservative party were guilty of that
ýnfamy, If it be an infamy.

Mr. 'LANCY. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Paterson) wants to shelter himself bebind
what the Oonservative party assented to,
but he was the inventor of the evil, and he
was the one who sueceeded in getting. It
done. Are 'we to understand that tbe Min-
Ister (Mr. Paterson) played a role of insin-
erity thM.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No.

Mr. CLANCY.

Mr. CLANCY. I ask him, Is that what we
are to understand.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Do you
want an answer ?

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman can
make his answer later on.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Oh, yes.

Mr. CLANCY. I will take the aets of the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) and net his
words. We know what he did in that case,
and no explanation can make It any differ-
ent. Now, Mr. Speaker, I have endeavoured
to discuss 'this Bill without any heat, and
without, I hope, being offensive in any way.
I think I have been able to show that the
Bill of 1882 was not a menace to the Liberal
party, thut It fairly equalized constituencles
and that it gave the Liberal party a decided
advantage in 'the councils of the country.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No.
Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman says

no; but I venture to say ïf a man stood at
a street corner In Ottuwa and declared that
two and three made six, he would get some
people to believe hlm, and he would just be
about as right as the hon. gentleman (Mr
Paterson) is in that statement. I challenge
him to point out one single case where the
JIberals did not wIn every new seat that
was made. I challenge him to deny the fact
that the Liberals elected five more members,
ln addition to the five they gained by the
Redlstrbution Bill of 1882, as a natural con-
sequence of weakening Conservative rid-

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then what is your ob-
jection to our changing that state of affairs?

Mr. CLANCY. My objection le that thls
Is not the proper time to pass such a Bill as
this, and that even If the Liberal party had
a substantial grievance, they had no right
to remedy It at this time. Even If they had
a real grievance, and not a grievance that
exists only Inl oud words and misrepresenta-
tions, they have no right to redistribute con-
stituencies at this juncture. If they could
show that the Redistribution Act of 1882 did
not give a fair representatiLon to the Liberals,
they might have some show of reason, but
no justification for introducing suh a Bill
at this date. I challenge the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Paterson) now and here, to point to one
single IAberal who lost bis seat as a conse-
quence of the Redistribution Bill of 1882.
Will the hon. gentleman answer me that
question ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I speak
subject to correctlou, but I think one of the
effects of 'that Bill, tbat ws deplored by
right-thinkIng men ln all parts of 'the Do-
minion, was that the hon. gentleman (Sir
Richard Oartwrlght), who sits da front of
me, was legislated out of Is seat, and was
ut of the 'House for a year. I also think,

615 19 6520



[J ULY 4, 1899]

but subject to eorrec't4on, tba-t my friend
John Giles lost his seat in consequence 'of
fthat Bill. An I right ln that ?

.Mr. CLANCY. No.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The bon.

gentleman bas pointed to many of these
gerrymandered ridings and said they were
carried by the IAberals. It Is true; and let
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Clancy) take this
eomfort out of that fact : That ithe reason
the Liberas were elected under the condI-
tions ln which ·they were placed by this Act
of 1882, was that ln these countIes a certain
number of high-minded Conserva'tfves sald
that the Bill was so Infamous they would
not stand it, and so they cast their vote for
the Liberal members. I myself had to be
elected by Conservative votes. I had a
strong Reform riding, and the Reformers
were put In the minority, but decent Con-
servatives were IndIgnant at the Bill and
they voted for me. Neverthelefs, the bands
of the Liberals were tled - Burford was
thrown Into Oxford. The election of these
Liberals proves that there Is a sense of jus-
tice ln the minds of the people of this coun-
try, and t'hat no matter what their past
political feelings may be, they will punlsh
iniquity when It is perpetrated in this
House.

Mr. CLANCY. Now you are making au-
other speech. The bon. gentleman (Mr.
Patetrson) says that the Conservatives eleet-
ed him because ·they were in a fit of indig-
nation ageinst the Bill, but let me ask him
what became of this ût of indignation when
he last appealed to his constituents ? He
told us that he appealed to his constituents
last time, on. this very question, and, there-
fore, he was defeated on this question. It
is easy for bhm to talk about imoral couse-
quenees, but let us appeal to the bard facts.
and the bard facts are against the Minister
of Customs. He tells us that the Conserva-
tives voted for the Liberals to rebuke the
Conservative Government because the Redis-
trIbution Bill of 1882 was so bad ; but, at all
events, we bave the fact that the Conserva-
tives rebuked the hon. gentleman in the end,
for denouneing the Bill of 1882.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. No.
Mr. CLANCY. Yes. The hon. gentleman

-was rejected ln his own constituency.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Just let

me say-
Some bon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. CLANCY. I will give the hon. gentle-
Mnu au opportunity to reply, if he promises
not to make a speech.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The bon.
gentleman asked for some Instances of what
had been accompllsbed by the Gerrymander
Act, and I poInted to the defeat of my hon.
friend (Sir Riehard Cartwright).

Mr. OLANCY. What constituency was
the hon. gentleman (Sir Richard Oartwright)
legislated out of as a result of the Bil! of
1882 ?

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE (Sir Richard CartwrIght). Centre
Huron, if you want to know. Centre Huron
was destroyed and wiped out of constitu-
encies for having elected me.

Mr. COOHRANE. Served them right.

Mr. CLANCY. And what does the bon.
gentleman (Sir RIchzrd Cartwright) now de-
liberately assent to at the Couneil Board ?
He deliberately proposes to wipe out Both-
well because It has elected me.

The MINISTER OF TRADE AND COM-
MERCE. Serves you right.

Mr. CLANCY. The hou. gentleman (S4r
Richard Cartwright) decides that he wlUlin-
fiet the same penalty on me that he ima-
gines was imlicted on him. Wel, ihe eau
wipe out Bothwell, and if it were in the ln-
terests of the country I would not objeet.
But what happened in Huron ? The Con-
servatives ln 1878 eleeted one 1,n Huron, and
they elected precisely the same ln 1882.
Where is the hon. gentleman's complaint.
DId the county of Huron elect any different
members as the result of the Bill of 1882?
No, It elected the same. I again ask the hon.
gentleman te ind a ease where It affeeted
any Liberal member. He may get up and
talk ln generalIties, but that Is all be can
do. There Is nothing so diffieult to prevail
agalnst as one who is arguing an absurdity.
You can reach the man who has somethIng
of a case, but the man who has no case is
absolutely helpless. That is the position of
hon. gentlemen opposite.

Now, what Is my objection to the Bill ?
Hon. gentlemen have no right to enter on
legislation of this kind, without reference
to whether there is or Is not a grievance.
The only excuse hon. gentlemen offer Is the
state of things followIng on the redistribution
of 1882. We are propoeing by this legislation
to do what ? To set an example that was
never set by Canada before, namely, that
we are to have a tussle Io overhaul the con-
stituencles whenever we get a chance. I
am not going to discuss wbat the effect ot
the measure Is. The objection to it is that
wbenever a party come Into power, they
nay, without reference to the decennWal
census, have a redistribution of seats. What
would be the effectif hon. gentlemen were
defeated at the polis, of which there does
not seema to be much doubt ? Would not the
Conservative party have as much foundation
as the Lîberal party have now for iaying :
You legislated us ont of officeS and we are
going to put the constituencies back again
where they were?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. By the
Judges.
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Mr. GLANCY. It does not matter who
does it. The tribunal before which the mat-
ter goes does not affect the principle. It Is
ihe very fact of hon. gentlemen opposite
undertaking it at all whieh would justily
the Conservative party In taking the same
course if they thought proper. It means
that the Parliament of Canada has adopted
a precedent for rearranging the whole sys-
tem of constituencles at any time.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. By the
judges.

Mr. OLANCY. I hope the House will not
commit itself to such a course. I hope that
lion. members from other provinces of this
Dominion wil not commit Canada to such
an example. What follows ? It may be
pleaded that this was sanetioned by a ma-
jority of this House ; but I put the ques-
tion on that highest ground-not how it
affects me or any one else in this House ;
but on the ground that It brlngs about a
state of political demoralization in this coun.
try that never existed before. I think I may
appeal to Liberal members to hesitate be-
fore they commit this House to a proposi-
tion so viclous in prineiple. " am not goag
to argue the constitutional qonetion. Iar
going to leave that to the legal members of
this House. The hon. leader of the Oppo-
sition made a strong argument in regard to
the right of the Parliament of Canada to
enter on legislation of this kind, which no
hon. gentleman on that side of the House
has attempted to answer. Hon. gentlemen
on that side who are able to discuws the
constitutional question have up to this
minute failed to make even a reference to
that argument. They have passed it by,
because they have no case.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. They are
walting to deal with that when the legal
gentlemen on the other side take the re.
sponsibility of stating that the Bill is un-
constitutional.

Mr. CLANCY. I may be pardoned if 1
put this proposition to the lawyers of the
House. They may or may not argue that It
ls withIn the power of the Parliament of
Canada to make a redistribution of seats
now If It thinks proper. I ball not diseuss
that ; but I am going to discuss the wls-
dom of dolng so as a matter of publie pollcy.
I wIll put It to the lawyer who sits behlnd
the hon. gentleman, one of the able men ln
his profesion. That hon. gentleman wi fnot
say that It Is beyond the power of this Per-
llament to expropriate private property and
devote It to publie uses wtbout giving a
farthing of compensation to the owner. It
is not necesary to discs what -the powers
of this Parliaanent are. I discs the wls-
dom and the fairness of the propostion, and
I appeal to the lawyers as well as to the
laynen. Now, Mr. Speaker, I bave occupied
more time than I intended at the outset. I
have attempted to show that hon. gentle-

Mr. CLANCY.

men opposite have no case, no grievance, and
I hope that this Parliament w:ill reject the
Bil.

Mr. J. H. BELL (East Prince, P.E..) Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member who has just
taken his seat (Mr. Clancy) has sent forth
two challenges. First, he has dared the
Liberals to point out a case in which the
gerrymander or rearrangement of 1882 has
injuriously affected or defeated a Liberal
member. Then 'e bas closed with another,
stated in terms similar to those used by the
hon. member for West York (Mr. Wallace).
He has stated that the leader of the Opposi-
tion has dealt with the question of the un-
constitutionality of the measure before the
House, and has demonstrated it so complete-
ly that no hon. memnber on the Liberal side
of the House lias even attempted an answer.
Well, I will venture au answer. I do it, of
course, with some hesitation, because I reco-
gnize that the age and position and intelli-
gence of the hon. leader of the Opposition
entitle any statement that comes from his
lips to be received with due consideration.
Now, 'Sir, I start with 'this proposition, If It
be true, that we have no power In this House
to legislate along the line proposed in this
Bill, this discussion 'may just as well close,
and close immediately. So that it becomes
us, iu the first place, to ascertain precisely
where we stand upon the constitutional ques-
tIon. My hon. friend the leader of the 0p-
posltion states bis argument on page 5393 of
the unrevised ",Hansard ":

It has always been recognized that the only
time such a measure should be deait with by theParliament of Canada was after the decennial
census. Section 51 of the British North America
Act says :

" On the completion of the census in the year1871, and of each subsequent decennial census,
the representation of the four provinces shall be
readjusted by such authority and in such a
manner and at such a time as the Parliament of
Canada from time to time provides."

There Is an absolute direction that this measure
shal take place after the decennial census, and
then to show In the most emphatie manner that
then and then only could such a measure be
dealt with, it ls said in section 92, In referen.ce
to the exclusive powers of the provincial legis-
latures :

" In each province the legislature may exclu-
sively make laws in relation to matters coming
within the class of subjects next hereinafter
enumerated, that ls to say : *«The amendment
from time to time, notwithstanding anythIng In
this Act, of the constitution of the province,
except as regards the office of lieutenant-gov-
ernor.'I"

The British North America Act ls not con-
tented with stating that the only time providecd
for a redistribution Act is after the decennial
census ; not satisfied with that, yon have on the
face of the same Act, a broad distinction drawn
between the Dominion of Canada and the various
provinces by saying that the provinces can paus
a Bill of this kind at any time. It would be diffi-
cult to and anythIng more conclusive as to that.
That Is the argument of the bon. leader of
the Oppsition, and these are the reasons
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upon which that argument Is based. Let us
try and understand exactly where we are
on this question. I turn to section 51 of the
British North America Act. It reads in this
way :

51. On the completion of the census in the
year 1871, and of each subsequent decennial cen-
sus, the representation of the four provinces
shall be readjusted by such authority, in such a
manner, and from such time as the Parliament
of Canada from time to time provides, subject
and according to the following rules :-

(1) Quebec shall have the fixed number of 65
mErrubers.

(2) There shall be assigned to each of the
other provinces such number of members as will
bear the same proportion to the number of Its
population (ascertained at such census) as the
number 65 bears to the number of the popula-
tion of Quebec (so ascertained).

3. In the computation of the number of mem-
bers for a province a fractional part, not ex-
ceeding one-half, of the old number requisite
for entitling the province to a member shall be
disregarded ; but a fractional part exceeding
one-balf of that number shall be equivalent to
the old number.

4. On any suc readjustment the number of
members for a province shall not be reduced
unless the proportion which the number of the
population of the province bore to the number
of the aggregate population of Canada at the
last preceding readjustment of the number of
members for the provinces Is ascertained at the
then latest census to be diminished by one-
twentieth part or upwards.

(5) Such readjustment shall not take effect
until the determination of the then existing Par-
limrent.

52. The number of members of the House of
Commons may be from time to time increased
by the Parliament of Canada, provided the pro-
portionate representation of the provinces pre-
scribed by this Act is not thereby disturbed.!

What Is the meaning of all this ? Differ-
eut interpretations may Ibe given by lay
nenbers of the House, but It seems to me,
from my limite.! knowledge of the interpre-
tation of statutes, that the Act means ex-
actly what It says, and nothing more. It
proposes to deal wIth the relative voting
powers of the several provinces. It lays
down that Quebec, when it came into con-
federation, had 65 of a voting power, On-
tario, 82 ; Nova Scotia, 19 and New Bruns-
wick 15. It lays down the rules that are to
go~vern after each census le taken. The
population of the provinces will increase.
After each census there shall be a readjust-
nient of the voting power of the several pro-
vinces. The Act does not attempt to deal
with any other question except simply that
of determining how many members shall
come from Queibee, how -many from Ontario,
how many from New Brunswick, and how
many from Nova Scotia ; lu other words,
what 'the relative voting powers of these
provinces shall be in the federai legisature.
That 1s what the section means, and that Is
all it means. I think now I will be able to
show the leader of the Opposition that the
opinion he bas expressed upon this section
of the Act and upon the measure before

the House Is different from that which he
lheld at the time of confederation. I look
back at the diseussions that took place prior
to confederation, and I find*there a resolu-
ilon to which the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion gave his assent, and it Is this : .

That the local legislature of each province
may, from time to time, alter the electoral dis-
tricts of the provinces for the purposes of repre-
sentation in the House of Commons and dis-
tribute the number of representatives to which
the province is entitled, in any manner such
legislature may think fit.
What is the meaning of that resolution ?
1 find it was afterwards concurred in at a
meeting of the delegates, but nevertheless,
it was subsequently dropped out of the Con-
federation Act,

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Why ?

Mr. BELL (East Prince). I will en-
deavour to show the reason why. It ls
simply beeause, In the opinion of the dele-
gates, on maturer consideration, it was not
deemed advisable that the rearrangement of
the consetituencies should be left with the
local legislatures, and they were right.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). But what I
specially refer to this resolution for is this :
i want to point out that this identical ques-
tion of the rearrangement of the constitu-
encies within the partienlar provinces was
submitted specifically to the consideratioa
of the delegates, separate and apart from
the question as to the relative voting power
of the several provinces In confederation. I
wish to emphasize that at confederation Sir
Charles Tupper recognized and acted upon
these distinctions-that the question now
before the House was specifically called to
the attention of the leader of the Opposition,
and he proposed to deal with It, ln the first
place, by relegating that power to the local
legislature. Afterwards he changed his
mind,-

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Hear, hear.
Mr. BELL (East Prince)-as he had a right

to do, and gave it where it belonged, to the
Federal Parliament.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Mr. BELL (East Prince). The argument,

then, stands ln this way, that If you look at
the wording of sections 51 and 52 of the
Brltlsh North America Act, and then look at
the resolution I have referred to, both lead
to the Inevitable conclusion that the Domin-
ion Parliament, by section 51, only intended
to deal with the question of the relative
votlng power of the several provinces In this
legislature, and never Intended to deal with
the other distinct question as to the redis-
tribution of the seats lu a partieular province.

The question still arises: What powerbas
this Parliament to deal with the measUre

65266525



[COMMONS] 6528

now before the House-the power to legis- 1 Mr. BELL (East Prince). No. but the
late upon it is conferred -by several sections. wording at irst sight seems large enough to
Section 18 of the British North Ameriea inelude legislative powers. If my hon.
Act, as amended by 38-39 Vie., 38, reads friend (Mr. Borden, HaHlfax) puts any other
as follows construction, It seems to me the onus is

The privileges, immunities and powers to thrown upon him to prove his contention.
held, enjoyed and exercised by the Senate and
by the House of Commons, and by the members Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I would only
thereof respectively, shall be such as are, from suggest to my hon. frIend that If that argu-
time to time defined by Act of the Parliament of ment Is correct, It would be a simple way to
Canada, but so that any Act of the Parliament of confer wide powers on the Parllament of
Canada defining such privileges, immunities and Ganada and would have rendered other sece-powers shall not confer any privileges, immuni- 1ions of the Act entirely unnecessary.ties or powers exceeding those at the passage of
such Act held, enjoyed and exercised by the
Commons House of Parliament of the United Mr. BELL (East Prince). I admit to my
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and by the hon. friend, candidly, that, so far as legis-
members thereof. lation is conceraed, the powers must be con-
That is to say, the powers of Parliament to veyed by this or other sections of the Cou-
deal with this question are absolute, unless federation Act. However, I was going to
It is specially prevented from legislatin say that y friends of the Lîberal party pre-
upon it by the provisions of the Britishi sent an argument something in this form :
North America Act ; and we saw a momnent They urge that the Conservative party legis-
ago that the provisions of that Act do not lated along the Unes on which we are now
apply to or prevent this legislation. Now. iegi slating, that they passed similar statutes
let me read the latter part of my hon. to this and under similar conditions, and
friend's argument again: therefore this Act must recessarily be con-

stitutional. Now, for myself, I do not quite
It is said in section 92, in reference to the ex- see the validity of that argument ; I do not

clusive powers of the provincial legislatures: think that the conclusion is fairly reached
"In eachtprovincelthe legisiatbreousay exclu-

sively make laws in relation t matter comng from the premises. It is obvlous that the
w ithin the class of subjects next hereinafter Conservative party May have thought that
enumerated, that is to say : 'The amendment they had the power to legisiate, and yet they
from time to time, notwithstanding anything in mîay have been wrong in that conclusion.
this Act, of the constitution of the province, Neither the exercise of the power by themi
except as regards the oMce of lieutenant-gov- nor any concurrence on the part of the
ernor. louse would give jurisdlction. It is a ques-
His argument Is this : that ibeéause the tion waieh does not deperd upon the fact
British North Ameriea Act has specifically that legislation has taken place or even upon
stated that the local legislatures have the the fact that both sides of tnis House have
power to deal with this question at any concurred ln that legisiation. Al that the
time and under all circumstanees, and is argument amounts to 1s .this: That if the
silent upon the point with regard to the Conservative party have legislated under
Federal legislature, it Is to be inferred i similar conditions, along the samie lne,
that the power was never conferred ( then, when we propoe to legislaite along
or Intended to be eonferred upon the Fede- that line, the mouths of our opponents are
ral legisiature. To my mind, the argu- elosed. Now, what has been done by the
ment only proves -the intense eagerness with Conservative party along this line ? I am
which the hon. gentleman has been reaching not speaking of the Aets passed after the de-
out and groping around to find within the cennial census ; I leave these out of consi-
four corners of the constitution some shad-deraXfou; they are considered to be naBt-
ow of argument upon which to base his festly within the power of this Pariament.
case. What Is the necessity of specifically But 1 epak now of cases that have oecurred
stating that this Parliament bas power to inthlitervening tue. Take, for Insnce.
deal with this question when the power the Act o! 1895. By that Act the boundarles
Is given among the general powers confer- Of Berthler and Joiltte were eeentlly
red by the Act. Another argument is ad- changed. The townibhip of Coureeles and
vanced by our Liberal friends- the nuKh-east part of the towngb1p of

Jolette we-ýe detached frein the couaty o!
Mr. BORDEN (aMfax). May I ask the Berthier and annexed to Jolette. Now, here

bon. gentlemMa (Mr. Bell-East Prinee) whe- are two Important changes, firat, de-
ther he understand the word "powers" in taching two townshlps from one1couati-
Seeten 18 oft e British North Amerlea Act tueney, and ncxt, adding two townships te
refers to and includes legislative powers ? another-constituecy. The question atur-

Mr. BELL (East Prine). I think it mareha the Conservative party pow-Mrn E LL(at rueide.thn t ih er by the Act or 1895 te male thesE chinges?tinclude -legislative powers.
lelaatvepoer.Ou Couservative friend'saay : Of- course

Mr. BORDEN (Elalfax). I the hon. gen- we had. Then lt le a fair argument.to
tieman aware of any authority for that con-1say: If.yen had -the power i18 te de-
tendon ? tar t t ownshifs,, we bave the

infhe.ntevenngPime Tae, or nstnce
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sime power inIi 1"SQ to detach or attach

But th~e argument gxffl futh-ter. By
tbe Act rit1I9P., Priuvencber, lui Maul-
toba, was comxposed or certailt town3
and rural muni~cpaltle ; by the Act
of 180,1 the rvnr& murdcipality of Mmu-
over was adde(1. Ry the Act of 1IM the
electoral district of ILonviIe comxprtised cer-
tain V111ages and panisues ; by the Act of
1M9 the parlsh of Notre Dame de Bý>nîje-
cours was a-dd4ed. By the Act of 1%'42 t1e
electoral dIiict of Bagot -vaàconsPtituted
by thke Act of 1M 3the parib f St. Liboire
was added. Dy the Act of 18M2 Rcheleui
wa& const!tuted ; by the Act of 1lm tbeî
town of Sorel was added. Thef Act of 1S9

<d not »cost1itute thae elect.oral dii&trlet of
st. Hyacluthe ; the Act cf 1893 cGfstltuted
that c¶gtriet, aid we n3nd that It was
made up of the ctty of St. 11yacinthe and
certain parIsIées. Thoe Act of 1892 eonstitu-
ted Nl r-.,atg; thc- Act of 1Sfl- changed lits

C-oposltion and inroducLid a numb(er of
new mateMisI The Act of 1&92 ntutr
Hochelaga ; the Act of 18Q3 gave It a dif-
ferent MRkE-Up.

Now> had. the legliflture power In 1893 to
malte all theze changes? It hao been
argued by my hon. frIiend5 opposite thbit
these Changes were made for the purffle
of Correcting elerleal errore.If co, there wS23
not much r-2sponsiblllty te be placedtî pen
the Cierks that these geîitiem-en had at that

tiniue. The offy tnteffigent grouad upon wbich
It eau be exeused la Uiat it was Intended wo
co)rreet certain erxs. e-ertaln defeets of geo-
graiphical kSuow1odge in the minùo cf -the'
gentIe&men wh.. framned tbe RU].and tb.at It
was doue for the prpose o reting mris-
takes. 1-f that be a vaid ground-1 do netk-
say that it 1-s *,I1 ay that it Is net-but if It
be a vadgrund, then We bave the right Ln

tlils House to gro back and Î' O rreot what
Da~tx~ cCatby~ealed tîh "groasnais-

take elcreuted by the 0C sexrVaLvé Party la
the gerrymnander of 1S2

Anoflier objection Is umged by our C-effer-
vate ledg to this Me'asure. They Zay we

are ttxnkerlng -wlth the bowridz of -the eomfti-
tuelicies. 'Fkàey do not objeet on the ground
thî!t the !egobture bar, = pawer ; they ob-
ject on the 91Guornd cf POUCY of Epedlney.
They say that the boU darIe-% f @eIeetOrmI
districts ougtto te deft~et-3. azdsettaed, aend
-wIŽen once settUed, they sbouII e peoeax-
ent, and nevQr be dî trbed., ezmipt It May
be for the pu r-ose of glvlng S kàttied Ye
presaniat-Con, a2zd thein obauged aDly aa lUtt!.e
as possible. Nowt 1IZay ko Mzy Cere tive
f riends 1 amn Perfee!y in actOrd wlth tke-M
in that seWcîmrnt. 1 de not theUsve 4 tk
erlng wlth the bowrds of
Say Moree It W48 onie 4)fthe a~
plaints we bad agaLinzt t0e .ra&

prinla 4te pasthet t& b aüIbem I eou-

membei? tb.t tIý%, 19,the VM ftsoet 6ne that

the Liberal party of Caraa have M2de U
e-ffort to arrange the budres 09 dýrtst
lai the past thliýly4two yeaalI5. It WWd beatLiue
enough, a! ter we bave reen la power Qftea
years or aiiore, an wheu we shali bae 'been
guilty e!t the t1nerirÀg that has cbarmcteniz-
ed the 1%,,lslation of our hour. fr1eud8 oppo-
gite, then It wil be time enongh to charge us
witb. Lihe Crime of ttnRkerzg with the Crn-
stitueneIes.

My hon. friend who took ]il s eat a few
MmietLsago (Mr. Clancey)q ifenred to tbis

nieasure as a gerrymau<ler. Au. tte hOa
gentlemen who have spolien on the other
aide, h2ý.ve denouwced !el& as a gerrymamder.
Welt 1 want -Io tell My ton. fxIe.nds that
,they arc inistaken Ja the featu-res of a. gerry-
mn~der. Let mue pait the maln features of
a genutn'e gerrymazïder, a gerrywander that
may be classed Al at Lloyds, In 4order that
these bon. gentlemen may be able te distixi-
guish itý. U1neaxnents when 'they msecU' and
miay b-a able to a-ýo1d it, and ïf -tiey 4ikfit
to deno-mce IL. For the purposes rif my
U1ustratlon, 1 wiIl assýumec that 1 have the

power und the will to gerrymander the pre-
vinee of Ontaijo, for the pui-pose of ate&'Jng
tour or th'e seaits that i aturally bc-long to
hon. genflemen opposite. ln wbat way wil
1 go about the biislnes ? Why, Si-r, I
wQI! tike, as thQ, bazIs of my opt-ratl.çns, tibe
eleetion returas of the year 189. Fr 1,
will take the counUes whicb are to have a

representation o! two or more memabems
Wbat wiflI do with these ? 1 wIi! divlde
tbem, not *Dy judges, -no-i lày independenrý

'nanbut -by the beelers or My part1yý
wihl 'hlve the CouservaitIves in one portion

oL -the couny ID order to carry the ot.her u~ne
or mocre cntteee. But 1[ wolu1î do

Imore. 1, would look arouLnd anud endeavour
tû fùid -ont the Griît hives. Perbapsuy eye
m!ght Ught upon -Northï OxfGrd witb Its nma-
joi-ity of 1,&X1, or Seith Oxrford w1th Ite
majority aof750.or Se;ntb Midde'e w lwth Itý
msýjurAty Of 71-Cor North Wetwthwih
1'' maJority of 1,121, or Ru"eU with its mxa-
£orfty of 1603, or Eaalt Peterboroughi wlth 1to
majority of 61l5, or Weý_t Ontarle witil its
maJîoitty of 7Tep or LinliaJ and Nhiagais
wÎth !Ù3 majorlty or 432, or Aigoma with Itû

!Iajor!ty e! 1,27, or 'West 1ýîüewt
mtajorIty or 488, or Weai lgin wiCh its ma.
jority or 7W, or We2t Larftfton -wM tts
maaJorItS o! 1,158. WLat -would 1 de w1113
these GrIt bives ? 1 'would seaV>er tbem-
scatýeî- tbem to the fouir wl!rid-eeatter them
wkiere they would be of the nicSt henefit for

th IPWPoee f4 itLikgmy frlendiî or
vreL*eu1mg my opponeLTts. Thei~i 1rwouItd

ýÎ00k erouaid to sce If. 1could flnd where
thxe Tory b17v, w ere. It migûit. biB d!f&ibii.tot

trary fýO the poue7 o? theze hon. gfftewn.
taelà4te b1rs ut My y e amîgwlr sIgkit ÊO
gontlx LUedz ýHb M 02a mety, or vno'i
B? ie vî&» M -0? m4. Wio wd K'ý
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Mr. CLARKE. You might Introduce mi-
norlty representation there.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). No, I would pre-
serve them. I would not only preserve
them carefully, but I would add to them.
If I found ithem 500 strong I would leave
tlem with a thousand strong because I
would know that every vote added to them
would weaken other constituencles. Then I
would look around to see where the weak
Tory constituencies were. Perhaps my eye
would liglit on Addington with a majority
of 87, or Bothwell with a majority of 59,
or North Bruce with Its majority of 31, or
West Northumberland with its majority of
70, or North Ontario with its majority of 1, or
East York with its majority of 3. What
would I do with these majorities ? I would
weaken them, and if possible, wipe them
out. If possible I would create adverse ma-
jorities in their place. I would then look
around for weak Liberal districts and per-
haps ny eye would light upon South Grey.
which my genial friend (Mr. Landerkin) re-
presents.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
1882.

Gerrymandered ln

Mr. BELL (East Prince). Yes ; or East
Lambtoin with its majority of 40, or North
Leeds and Grenville with its majority of 9,
or North Renfrew with Its majority of 63, or
North Ontario with its majority of 62.
What would I do with these weak consti-
tuencies ? I would encourage them ; I would
strengthen them ; I would enable them to
more successfully carry the liberal standard
to victory at the next election. These would
be the main and distinctive features of my
gerrymander Bill. First, I would take cer-
tain counties and hive the Conservatives;
then I would take the Grit hives and scatter
then, the Tory hives and nurture them, the
weak Conservative constituencies, wipe out
the majorities, the weak Liberal constitu-
encies and add to them. But I must be
prepared to go farther; I must be prepared
to uphold my measure In the House of Com-
mons. I must be prepared to come here
and defend It by strong arguments. I would
take my stand, in the first place, upon my
honesty-upon my good Intentions ; I would
boldly declare to this House that it
was not My Intention to do any injury to
any man, or to any constituency, and that,
If an injury was done, It was not the result
of design, but of accident I would go far-
ther. I would contend that my sole object
in arranging the constituencles upon this
principle was for the purpose of equalzing
representation. Then, when some hon. gen-
tlemen opposite would rais the queston
and reply : Look at the result of your eqali-
sation; you bave eght constituencies with
only 1,0, and elght more with 26,00 of ç
population ; how do you defend your equali-
zationk wlth such a result ? My answer
would be: Every rule Is subject to exeep-

Mr. BEIL (Prince EatP.E.L)
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tions, and it takes exceptions to prove the
rule. That argument ought to be conclu-
sive. I would go farther. I would take the
ground that it Is Impossible, i the nature
of things to create a gerrymander. You
cannot do it. Why ? Because there is not
sufficient fixlty in human nature ; there Is
not sufficlent continuity in political senti-
ment to enable a gerrymander to be created.
You might try to arrange your constituency
to-day, but you will not be able to say that
it will remain lixed. Therefore, It is not
possible to create a gerrymander. But, if I
found these arguments were not as potent
and convincing as they should be, I would
turn around and say : You call this a gerry-
mander, do you ? If it be a gerrymander, I
am prepared to support It on -the ground
that It is expedient in the Interest of this
country that the Liberal party should be
perpetuated In power. Why, what has taken
place In the past ? Here we have been
eighteen long years waitinr for the dawn
of prosperity, but the dawn never came.
We saw the effeet of the National Pollcy
was to exile our population and paralyze
our commerce. But now there is the dawn
of prosperity in Canada, the day that bas
not yet reached the noontide of Its splen-
dour. If you call this a gerrymander,
can you not see it Is justified ln view of the
best interests of this country. I would say
to these hon. gentlemen : Why you are
lacking in the instincts of government. Why
should you be permitted to govern this coun-
try ? I would say more : You call this a
gerrymander, do you, but wait till the next
redistribution, when I shall apply the prin-
eiples of my measure, not only to the pro-
vince of Ontarlo, but to the province of Que-
bec and throughout Canada. You howl now,
but wait until you hear the howl when you
find that you have been legislated out of
power for all future time.

Now, that being the argument upon
which I would propose to justify 'ny con-
duet In this House, I can easily understand
that my hon. friend (Mr. Clancy) would
rise in Indignation and denounce me as an
infamous tyrant who had abused the power
of a majority to erush the minority. I can
readily understand how the hon. gentleman
would denounce in strong language and with
a flush of Indignation on his brow, such an
iniquitous measure as that which I have
supposed to be perpetrated. But let hlm
look back at the year 1882, and he will find
there a measure which bears' all the ehar-
aeteristics of the gerrymander I have des-
eribed, and upon which his Indignation may
find legitimate vent. Why, 1r, Is It possible
that these gentlemen opposite propounded a
gerrymander ln the year 1882, based on such
prineples. Look at It and see. Is it true
that they hIved the Grits lu certain por-
tions of a county, lU order to carry the
other ridings ? Whathave we to say about
the constltuency Mf the,-ndependent mem-
ber( (. McNell) forNorth Brc ?I

6531



[JULY 4,1899]

1882 his majority was eighty-elght, but Sau-
geen, with a Liberal majority of 161,
had been detached at his instance from
North Bruce and added to West Bruce, other-
wlse the hon. gentleman (Mr. MeNeill)
would have been defeated by 73.

Mr. CLANCY. I do not wlsh to Inter-
rupt the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bell), but may
I make a remark ?

Mr. BELL (East Prince). I would prefer
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Clancy) to wait un-
til I get through.

Mr. CL4ANCY. .I can only speak with his
permission, and If he will not allow me I
cannot.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). When I have
bad as much experience in debate as the
hon. genlleman (Mr. Clancy), I will not be
dIsturbe. by his laterruption.

Mr. CLANCY. I simply wanted to set
the hon. gentleman (.Mr. Bell) right.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Set yourself right
first.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). Let me further
illusrrate how these gentlemen opposite
hived the Grits in 1882. In 1878 West On-
tario ht.d a Liberal majority of 583, North
Brant 723, South Oxford 680, North Oxford
1,165, Sauth Middlesex 581. West Bruce, 956,
and West Elgin a Liberal majority of 463.
What did .rhe Conservatives do with these
constituencies ? They added Liberals to
them wherever it was possible and then
abandoned them .to their fate. The result
was that in the elections atter the gerryman-
der, West @ntario had increased Its Liberal
majority to 739, North Brant Increased Its
Liberal majority to 951, South Oxford in-
creased its Liberal majority to 750, North
Oxford to 1,801, South Middlesex to 740.
West Bruce had 892 majority, and West Eigîn
726. Now, then, how dîd they manage about
the Tory constituencies ? It was a very hard
matter to find them, but nevertheless where-
ever they existed, they scattered them. And,
you wIll find this peculiarity, that the larg-
est average majority left to a Tory consti-
tuency was from 300 to 350-Just about
enough to carry the constituency surely,
and ne more. . Was all that the result of
accident or was it premeditation ? As
zto the weak Liberal constituencies, the
Gerrymander Act of 1882 weakened therr
still more. On the other hand, they strength-
ened the weak Tory constituencies. Look
what was done in the case of Carleton.
There were two townships taken from that
county and added to North Lanark to
strengthen. the latter. Was that aceldent or
was it desIgn ? Is It not true that Careton
was a strong Conservative county-carried
in the elections of 1882 by O0 or 600 ma-
jority, and therefore It could well affrd to
lose a few of the strong Conservative town-
ships.

Mr. $LANCY. Did the Liberals sufer
by that?

Mr. BE4LL (East Prince). Yes, and I wIll
show you how. These Conservative town-
ships, as I say, were taken from Carleton and
added to North Lanark. While ln 1878 there
was a Liberal member from North Lanark,
in 1882, by virtue of this gerrymander, Mr.
Janiieson a 'Conservative, was returned.
Does the hon. gentleman want any better
instance of where a Liberal member was
politlcally assassinated by that Act ? It
is true that ln a great many instances the
action of the Tory Government in 1882
failed in its purpose, but that was no
fault of theirs-the Intention was there all
the same. South Ontario, with a majority
of 206 in 1878, was weakened by 198, and
Bothwell, with its majority of 285 In 1878,
was also weakened. I cal the special at-
tention of my hon. friend (Mr. Clancy) to
this. We find that if we take the addi-
tions to Bothwell and the detachments from
It, 345 good Liberal voters were lost to that
constituency, and an adverse Conservative
majority was created, with the result that
Hawkins, a Conservative, was elected ln
1882 by sixteen majority.

Mr. CLANCY. No, lie was not.
Mr. BELL (East Prince). He was after-

wards turned out, but he was elected in that
year, accordIng to the official returns, by
sIxteen.

.Mr. OLANCY. No.
Mr. BELL (East Prince). More than that.

Other changes took place in Bothwell ln
1892. lu consequence of that what do we
find ? Why, that my hon. friend's (Mr.
Clancy's) majority ln 1896 was eighty-seven
votes.

Mr. CLANCY. And against an adverse
majorlity before of 550.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). How was that
majority created for him ? The secret of it
lies ln the fact that 445 Liberal votes had
been taken from that ridIng; and this gen-
tleman now sits lu this House by virtue of
and thanks to the gerrymanders that wer%
enacted in 1882 and ln 1892 ; and yet my
hon. friend has the cheek-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr, BELL (East Prince). The presump-

tion, I will then say, to sit in this House
and challenge Liberal members to point out
one instance in which a Liberal member for
any constituency was polltically assassinated
or materially injured.

Mr. CLANCY. I hope the hon. gentleman
is strong enough and fair enough to allow
me fto set him right.

Mr. BELL (Eart Prince). The hon. gen-
tleman eau do that at the cloe off my re-
marks.

Mr. CLANCY. Then, the hon. gentleman
ls not fair.

Mr.. BELLi (East Prine).. I want to go
further along tis Une. We will. take North
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Ontario. It had a Liberal majority in 1
1878 of 54 ; It was weakened by 260, with
the intention of oarrying the constituency,
and we find that subsequently, lin 1896, It
was carrIed by the Conservatives by a ma-
jority of 1. North Bruce had a majority of
156 In 1878 ; It was weakened by 49S-weak-
ened partly by the detachment of the town-
ship of Saugeen to the extent of 161, with
the result that in 1882 It was carried by my
Conservative frIend from North Bruce (Mr.
MeNeill) by 88 majorlty. North York had 16
majority ln 1878 for the Liberals ; it was
weakened by 184 ; but, owing to the per-
sonal Influence of my hon. friend the Post-
master General (Mr. Mulock), it was carried
by him with a majorlty of 109. South Brant,
with a Liberal majority of 198 in 1878, was
weakened 1y 241, and afterwards carried
by the Conservaives. North Norfolk, with
a Liberal majority of 144 I. 1878, was weak-
ened to the extent of 94 ; but the weakening
did not have the effect contemplated. South
Perth, with a majority of 77 in 1878, was
weakened by 205, and was ultimately, I
believe, captured by the Conservatives.
These are only some of the examplers which
I might give. I think they prove that the
Conservative party gerrymaidered along the
Unes that I have indicated. First, they took
the countes that had a representation of
two or three or more members, and they
hived the Grits ln one constituency for the
purpose of carrying the others. Then they
took the Grit hives and added to them, and
left them to themselves. Then they took the
Conservative hIves, and scattered them
where they would be of the greatest service
to the surrounding constituencles. They
strengthened the weak Conservative consti-
tuencies. They took the weak Liberal con-
stituencles and weakened them still fur-
ther-in some cases takIng away the Liberal
majorlty and creatIng an adverse majority
in Its place. These are the main charac-
teristies of the gerrymander which these
hon. gentlemen enacted ln 1882. And how
5id they support the proposition in this
House ? How did they argue it ? First,
they said they had the same power to deal
with the constituencles tiat they had to deal
with the tariff-that they had the right to
adjust both ln any way tbey saw dt. They
declared that they did not Intend to create
a gerrymander at all, and that if any injury
resulted to any individual, It was the re-
sult, not of design, but of accident. They
said to the Liberals : "In the very nature
of things It Is impossible to create a gerry-
mander; If we create one to-day, to-morrow
you cannot rely on the Insistence or fixlty
of it. When they found that the Liberals
were not convinced by these arguments,
what did they then say ? They argued
exactly along the lines adopted by the leader
of the Opposition In this debate, vis. : that
it was in the Interest of the country that
the gerrymander should be successfully per-

1fr. BELL (Princoat P.X..)

petrated. Why, Sir, the Liberal party In
this country bad no right to exIst. If It
unfortunately were allowed to have the con-
trol of the government of Canada, it would
place the country under commercial subjee-
tion to the United States.

Mr. MILLS. They would have done se If
they had carried ont their promises.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). If you put the
Liberals In power, you will apply the axe to
the root of the great National Policy, and
destroy it. Put the Liberals in power and
tbe great Canadian 1acifte ailway that le
running acrofss this contInev sla going te stop
short at the Rocky Mountains.

Mr. MILLS. They tried their best to stop
it.

Mr. BELL (East Prince). These were the
arguments the hon. gentlemen used to sup-
port their measure. But not satisfied with
that, the leader of their party, Sir John A.
Macdonald himself, at a banquet given to
the Hon. Mr. Ta iln, in Montreal, in the
year 1889, as reported by the papers, made
this statement :

He would live long enough to direct the redis-
tribution of the counties after the census of 1891,
and that it would make the Grits howl worse
than in 1882.
Now, Mr. Speaker, is it any wonder, when
Insult has been added to ,injury, that the
Libeml party of this country registered a
vow that at the very first opportun<ty that
offered, le iniquitous gerrymander of 1882
1shouldbe repealed ? It le no wonder this
measure Is now before the House. It le mot
before Its time.

Now, Sir, a word with regard to the mes-
sure itself. There are three main distinc-
tive characteristics of the Bill. The fIrst la
what I have already Indicated, namely, a de-
termination upon the part of the Liberal
party to remedy the Iniquity by the gerry-
mander of 1882 ; the next le that the Liberal
party propose to return to <the system of
muricipal county boundaries; and the third
la that where a county le entitled to two
or more representatives, the divieion of that
county will be made, not as heretofore, by
the heelers of the party, but by judges of
the Supreme Court.

To my mind, there is no one of those three
features to which our hon. friends opposite
ought reasonably to object. What about
the firat of them ? I want to ask hon.
friends opposite this question. Suppose you
put yourselves in our place, what would yon
do under the circumatances? Suppose you
had been treated as we were would you be
satisfiedi merely with the introduction of a
measure, just and equitable, such as this la,
or be prepared to go further? Iam perfectly
satlsfied that my bon. friends opposte would
go a great deal tfrther.

I thlnk thls is a mesure whIchtheOCon-
servative party, as a general rule, wIll tav-

6537)



[JULY 4, 1991

our. So far as the honest and Independent
Conservatives lu this country are concern-
ed-and there are many of them outside of
this House-I belleve a majorlty wIll be
found to approve of the step now belng
taken.

I look back to the year 1892, and I find
that Mr. Dickey, then In this House, a Con-
servative who occupied a high position ln
the confidence of bis party, expressed hlm-
self as follows:

The Act of 1882 does not commend itself
strongly to my judgment. Looking at It through
the vista of years, it seems to me a very objec-
tionable measure.
Did not Mr. Dlckey express the feelings of
tens of thousands of Conservatives ln this
country, when he said it was a very objec-
tionable measure ? Then, I find Mr. Dalton
McCarthy thus expressing himself ln 1892:

Perhaps it will be sald that I was as deep a
sinner as any of those in 1882. My hon. friend
(Mr. Bowell) says I was a bigger sinner. I can
only reply that if so, 1, at all events, have the
n:erit of not persistIng ln my iniquity. I am not
going to apologize for my conduct ln 1882, or
do more than say I fully realize at present that,
l every sene,party and political, that act was
a gross mistake.
That was the statement of a statesman
whose memory is yet held ln the highest
possible esteem by both parties In this coun-
try, and I belleve that there are tens of thou-
sands of good Conservatives throughout Can-
ada who would say, ln the language of Mr.1
McCarthy, that this Act of 1882 was a gross
mistake. Therefore, I thlnk I am justified
in saying that both Liberals and Conserva-i
tives ln this country will hail this enactmentf
as a measure of righteousness and justice.

The other fea'tures of the Bill have been
discussed to such au extent already that I
shall not now enlarge upon them. I desire
merely to point out that if we look at the
British North America Act, we will ùnd
that it was not the intention of the fathers
of Confederation to do more than create
counties and ridings of counties, It does
not say or mean rldings made up of differ-
ent counties, but ridings of one county. It
means that If there Is a county with suffi-
cient population, that county should be dl-
vlded Into ridings. That was the view beld
by Sir John A. Macdonald ln 1872. Of
course, it ,wfs not the vlew held by hlm ln
1882-not because he had grown riper In ex-
perience, but because le was then carried
away by the lust of power. The arguments'
that were advanced in 1872 by Sir John A.
Macdonald have never been answered or et-'
tempted to be answered. They are simply
to the effeet that the county boundariles have
always been regarded by the people as some-
thing sacred, and that ought not to be dis-
turbed. He points out that wherever these
county boundarles have been disturbed, dis-
satisfaction bas always resulted. That has
been the experlence both ln England ahd
here, sa that the experiments on both- sides

of the Atlantie indicate that any attempt
ta Ignore county boundarles would result in
complete fallure.

The other aragment advanced was that
the country representatives ln this House are
men who naturally graduate, and ought to
graduate, from the township and county
councils. No doubt, the very best men ln
the county go Into the county council, and
there they become thoroughly acquainted
with the people and identified with their
wants, interests and necessities. If you
change that, if you eut up county bound-
arles, the result will be, that the member
will not know his constituents or their wants
or necessities, and will bave to begin at the
bottom of the ladder and become acquainted
with the people and their necessities over
again.

In addition to these arguments, there is
another I desire to imapress upon my hou.
friends opposite. This proposition of county
boundarles Is one which Conservatives ought
to be delighted to aceept. What is the Lib-
eral party proposing to do ? They are ln-
trodueing a measure to tie up their hands
in the matter of county boundaries, so as
to make a future gerrymander of the cou-
stituencies absolutely impossible. You may
gerrymander to some extent within a par-
ticular county ; but ln laying down the prin-
ciple of maintaining county boundaries, the
Liberal party Is proposing in a most essen-
tUal respect to tie its bands in the approach-
ing contest that is coming on a year or two
hence. I say, therefore, that the Conserva-
tive party ought to be delIghted with the
chance of acceptIng the measure, and ought
to congratulate themselves that it has been
proposed and Introduced by the Goverument.
Why, if you bave not a restriction to county
boundaries, what then? There Is only one
other thing practically possible, and that Is
you will have your constituencles arranged
by the heelers of the party and by them
alone. I appeal to my hon. friends opposite
to say, Is that a condition of things that it
is desirable to have perpetuated. Tihere
was a time wben we had no such thing as
a Clvil Service Act lu Canada-wben the
spoils belonged to the victor. But the good
sense of the people-Liberals and Conserva-
tives alike-put upon the statute-book a law
which virtually tied the hands of both par-
ties. That was a measure for the benefit of
bath partles in this country. And that is
what I say with reference to the measure
now before the ,House. It proposes to say
that county boundaries shall not be infring-
ed-It proposes to tie the hands of the Liber-
al party, which introduces the measure.
The Couservatives ought to. be the ûlrst to
rejoice at the introduction of the measure
aud accept its provisions as something fnot
only in the interest of the Llberal patty,
but la the lnterest as well of the Conserva-
tive party.

The other feature I wish to refer to for
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a moment is that which proposes to leave to
the judges the division of the counties. How
have the counties been divided hitherto.
They have been divided, by the members,
divided by the workers and advIsers of the
party. The proposition is to change all that,
to say that there shall be no more dividing
of the counties in that way, but to band
over that duty into the hands of independent
judges to divide the counties into ridings,
where there are two, three or more repre-
sentatives to be elected. Now. Sir. this Is
a proposition which, especially our Conserva-
tive friends, ought to rejoice to see intro-
duced and ought to hasten to accept. Why.
r-upposing that does not take place, what
then ? We should have to divide the coun-
ties as heretofore after consulting the nem-
bers. after consulting the heelers of the
party. The Liberal party might have brought
in a measure to divide the counties. keeping
the matter in their own hands. Is there any
question in the minds of hon. members in
this Hous2 as to which is the better mode
of procedure ? I think that members on both
sides will come to the conclusion that this
feature is one that is just and equitable,
aye, and generous. ou the part of the Libe-
rals. and that It ought to be accepted witti-
out hesitation by hon. members opposite.

Now, there are the main features of the
Bill. Another kind of Bill altogether might
have been introduced. The Liberal party
night have introdueed a Bill based on the
principles of the gerrymander of 1882. They
night have -taken a leaf out of the book of

hon. gentlemen opposite. They might bave
been prompted by instincts of revenge. If
so the mouths of our opponents would be
shut. But the Liberals-have not been prompt-
ed or inspired by revenge. They chose to
introduce a Bill the prineiple features of
whiich are such as to recommend themselves
by their honesty, justice and generosity to'
memibers on bath sides of this House.

Mr. JOHN ROSS ROBERTSON (East To-
ronto). Mr. Speaker, I did not hesitate to
speak, as an humble adherent of the Con-
servative party, against the Redistribution
Act of 1882. I denouneed that measure
to the ful limit of my power as a news-
paper man. The Redistribution Act of 1882
was wrong-that was my opinion In 1882
and that is my opinion this minute. From
a party stand-point, the gerrymander of 1882
was unnecessary. The Conservatives were
then strong enough to win without sucb
unfair tacties. The gerrymander of 1882
was a mistake from the country's stand-
point, because.it looked like an attempt on
the part of the Government to load the
dice. I do not belleve that any party
should play the game of polities with loaded
diice. And let me say. here that I have
just as mueh respect for the GovernmWent
that first loads the dice and then throws
those loaded dice on Its own account as
I have for a Government that first oads

3fr. BELL (Prince East, P.E.I.)

the dice and then calls in a commission of
judges to throw those dice on its behalf.
I was saying that the gerrymander of 1882
did not work out to the lasting advantage
of the Conservative party-and I think I can
rmake that statement good. For example,
North and Centre Wellington were arranged
under the Act of 1882 to return Conserva-
tives. These two constituencles are repre-
sented by Liberals in this House, and South
Wellington, which was untouched In 1882, is
represented here by a Conservative. Mid-
diesex County was carved so as to return
three Conservatives and one Liberal. Mid-
dlesex returned three Liberals and one
Conservative. South Perth was divided so
as to give two or three hundred majorlty
for the Conservative candidate for this
House. It is represented here by a Liberal.
South Perth was divided so as to give a Lib-
eral majority of 300 for the local House, anl
it is represented at Toronto by a Conserva-
tive. North and South Ontario were consti-
tuted for the Dominion so as to return two
Conservatives, and it was divided for the
local House so as to return two Ltberals.
The Government bas two followers in this
House from North and South Ontario, and
at -the last provincial elections -the supposed
Liberal strongholds of North and South On-
tario both went Conservative. Grey County
was gerrymandered so as to rettlrn three
Conservatives to this House, and two Lib-
erals and one Conservative to the local
House. Grey County is represented by two
Liberals and one Conservative ln tils House,
and by three Conservatives ln the local
Ilouse. Huron County was gerrymqndered
to return two Conservatlies to this House.
Not a Conservative from Huron County sits
in this Chamber. The same county was
gerrymandered to return three Liberals te
the local House, and at the last general elee-
tion the Conservatives carried two of the
three 'Huron seats, although West Huron
was subsequently regained by the Govern-
ment.

To illustrate my argument I ha've taken
two of three Wellingtons, and all the seats
in Middlesex, Perth, Ontario, <rey and
Huron counties. The returns from this'group
of counties will show the political value of
the gerrymander to the Conservative party.
These counties were divided in- 1882 so as
to return fourteen Conservative and two
Liberals ; these same counties are repre-
sented in this Parliament by thirteen Lib-
erals and three Conservatives. Lhe gerry-
mander whieh was to give the Conserva-
tives thirteen seats ont of sixteen K~as done
Its worst, and the Liberals bave thIrteen
seats and the Conservatlves have only three
seats in sixteen of the gerrymandered dis-
triets. That is how the gerrymander worked
for the benefit of the Conservative party.

In view of these figures, the -Government
could well have afforded to go baek to the
country whidhx supported them lu (Yppos-
tion, and not attempt to cure the old gerry
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mander by the perpetration of a new gerry-
mander which is born out of due season. I
have been greatly impressed durIng the
course of this argument with the spectacle
of the whole Liberal party and the Liberal
press struggling in a spasm of admiration
for the judiciary of our country. Liberal
opinion has not always run this way. I have
a dim recollection that the Minister of Ma-
rine and Fisheries had a few words to say
about one member of the judiciary in Can-
ada, I think his name was Tuek, of New
Brunswick. The right hon. the First Min-
ister will remember how away baek in 1892
his chief organ roared against the highest
judges in the land. The Supreme Court It-
self did not escape the censure of the Liberal
party when the appeal from Mr. Hargraf t
of West Northumberland was struck off the
list without a hearing. Then was there not
a judge in London, Elliott, I think, was his
name ; who came in for some slight atten-
tion on the part of the Liberal leaders ln
this House ? And the two judges of the
High Court of Justice of Ontario who tried
the eleetion petition against my hon. friend
from London (Mvr. Beattie) were denounced
as partisans by the organs of hon. gentlemen
opposite.
. Now. I am not here to quarrel with what
the bon. gentlemen or their newspaper
friends have sald about the judges In the
past. Speaking for myself. I am free to say
that in Ontario at least there Is a tendency
to unduly exalt our judiciary. There are no
finer men on top of the earth than some of
the judges of the High Court of Justice of
Ontario, and some of the members of the
judiciary are just ordinary material. It gocs
without say1ng that all our judges are hon-
est. Honest men are surely not so searce
in Canada that we have to make a fuss over
honesty, which should be taken for granted
In the case of every judge under the British
flag. As to the impartiallty of our judges
ln politieal cases I do not care to speak. I
wIll just read the words of ·Mr. James R.
Stratton, a distinguished Liberal and a
member of the Ontario legislature-and a
prospective MinIster as an hon. member be-
side me suggests. He has been on the hunt
for that for a great many moons. In the
debate on the Constable Bil. as reported In
the " Mail," of August 9th, 1898, he sad :

What the Attorney General is asking us to do,
said Mr. Stratton, Is to provide for cases where
the decision of a possibly partisan, narrow-
minded trial judge might construe the law of the
land different to what It was Intended and to
prevent long and tedious delays lu appeal.
In the "Globe," of the 9th of August. 1898
Mr. Stratton is reported. on this question, as
follows :-

But the learned judges took .a lofty stand.
They say they have no regard for the expense
this province might be put to, and they must
have a few days fishing. Nero flddled wbile Rome
burut, and the judges go ffshing while the Op-
position is trying to rob a great. many of the

electors of the province of their franchise. The
law is not intended to rob constables of their
votes.
I find that the hon. gentleman opposite,
even the leaders of the Government, are not
wholly free from Mr. Stratton's distrust of
the judieiary of Ontario. Any judge is good
enough to carve the country to suit them.
But still they retain the power to nominate
the judges who will suit them best. They
could have left the judges to name three
of themselves ta do this work, just as the
judges always choose two of their number
to try each election petition ; or, better still,
they could have left the division of the coun-
ties to the Ontario Court of Appeal and then
the members of this special tribunal would
not have been discredited by the suspicion of
having been chosen with reference to their
probable usefulness to the Government. The
Government rebukes the Opposition for Its
unwilbiingness to trust the judges who have
been Liberals. but it reserves power In such
a way as +o show its unwillingness to trust
judges who have been Conservatives. First,
the Government shows that it Is not will-
Ing to trust any judge by reserving power to
name three judges who will do its work, and
the Government is afraid to trust even these
three judges because It further provIdes
that a majority of two can carve up a dis-
triet irrespective of a protest from a dis-
senting Judge. They profess to trust any
member of the judiciary. and they are afraid
to abide by the unanimous action of their
own nominees. It only requires the united
verdict of 12 men to send a *horse tbef to
jail ; and yet these hon. gentlemen will allow
a inan to be excluded from this Parliament
by the verdict of two out of three judges. I
was going to say that since the Government
has acquired such a profound respect for
the entire judiciary that it would be a grace-
ful act on the part of the Senate to relieve
the hon. gentlemen opposite of all respon-
sibility ln this matter. and nominate the
three judges who would be far above the
suspicion of favouring the Liberal party.

But I hope. Mr. Speaker, 'that this BIII will
not be amended. I want to see this Bill an-
nihilated, and I am prepared to justify
any constitutional means which will protect
the people I represent from a contemptible
attack on the sacred right of representation
by population ln this House. The hon. gen-
tlemen talk about Sir John A. Macdonald-
and as i said. I am not going to justify the
redistribution of 1882-which I regarded and
do still regard as one of the great mistakes
of his career. It was charged against Sir
John A. Macdonald that le hived tiè Grits
in constituencies like West Ontario and
South Middlesex. In those two consituen-
eies Sir John hlved a Liberal population of
37,598 and gave them two members, or a
member for 19,000 people. The right hon.
gentleman the First Minister, 'lìives over
40,000 people from East and West York In
the city of Toronto, and gives tbem only one
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member. The hon. the Firat Minister ex-
cused this act by saying that ln every place
where 'there are representative institutions,
rural municipalities are given more repre-
sentation than cities, because many members
living in cities represent rural constitu-
encies. I suppose the right hon. the First
Minister will recognize the United States as
a country blessed with representative insti-
tutions, and he could not mean to tell this
House that the rural population has greater
represenation in the House of Representa-
tives than the city population for the reason
he names, that Is to say, because members
representing rural constituencies, live In
cities. The hon. the First Minister was long
enough in Washington to know that this
reason would not apply there, because of the
requirement that no candidate is eligible for
Congress-I mean the lower branch-who
does not reside in the district that he aspires
to represent.

The lion. the First Minister was in error
as regards the United States, and he is ln
error as regards England, which 1 suppose
he will admit is a country working under
free institutions. The over-representation of
Ireland Is one of the conditions established
by the Act of Union ; but even in Ireland
there Is no discrimination against city popu-
lation. South Belfast with 8,917 electors has
one member, and the rural district of South
Mayo with 9.696 electors. has only one mem-
ber. St. Patrick's division of Dublin city
bas a member for 7,998 electors, and tiie
rural distriot of Mid-Tipperary has a mem.
ber for 7,632 electors. There are bitter com-
plaints that one vote in Ireland has as mucb
weight at Westminster as two or three
votes in England. In England the principle
of representation by population is more or
less closely followed, and I would give a few
figures whieh will show the right hon. the
First Minister that he is in error In suppos-
ing that England is governed by the prin-
eiple which he has improvised for the sake
of disfranchising the city of Toronto.

The Bethual Green division in London,
England, bas a member for 8,043 electors,
and tbe rural division of Enfield, Middlesex,
with 15,464 electors, has only one member.
Central Hackney, a division of London with
8.707 elector "' ,-l~- z !er, and
'the Harrow division of Middlesex with 17,-
387 electors, bas only one member. In Scot-
land, the right hon. the First Minister will
look in vain for his favourite principle of
denylng a great city the right of representa-
tion by population. The Aberdeen City di-
vision has a member for 9,788 eleestors, and
the rural division of East Aberdeen has 12,-
142 electors and only one member. Edin-
burgh West, with 8,677 electors, has only
one member, and East Lancashire, with 15,-
030 electors, has only one member. I do not
-rgue that there are no Inequalities in Eng-
land, but I do insist 'tbat these inequalities
are equal as between city and country dis-
tricts, and that in England there Is no gen-

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON.

eral tendency to give rural populations more
representation In Parliament %than city pop-
ulations. Elections to the British House of
Commons are not run on the one-man-one-
vote principle. There might be some force
ln the theory of the First Miner, If he re-
talned the old system of allowing people to
vote wherever they could get on the list. I
grant you that under that system there
might be some pretext for depriving Toronto
of representation by population. When a
man could vote wherever he was on the list,
then Toronto could decide the result ln a
good many constituencies. I remember
reading a speech ln which Lord Salisbury
assured the IAberal Opposition that when
they got down to one-man-one-vote, they
would have to come down to one-vote-one-
value ; thaît is to say, that under the one-
man-one-vote system every vote muet have
the same weight in Parliament. This Gov-
ernment bas Introduced the one-man-one-
vote system In Canada, but the companion
principle of one-vote-one-value bas yet to
come. I can tell the hon. the First Minister
that he can only cite one precedent for the
disfranchisement of the city population of
Toronto. He poses as a British statesman,
but he cannot find the act of a British states-
man whieh would serve as a model for bis
attack on the rights of the people of Toronto.
He will have to go down to the Southern
States, and there, among the leaders of the
shot-gun democracy, be will find the states-
men who treat the negro population of the
South as he has treated the Canadian people
ln the city of Toronto. Toronto holds one-
tenth of the Ontario population ; Toronto
population is measured at census time, and
Ontario secures representation as compared
with Quebee, partly on the strength of the
Toronto population. Toronto population Is
counted for the purpose of increasing On-
tario representation in this House. They use
Toronto population to secure more members
from Ontario, and then ignore Toronto's
population in choosing constituencies which
shall eleet those members. The Democrats
down South count the negroes at census
time for the purpose of securing representa-
tion in Congress, and then keep the negro
population away from the polls with shot-
guns. Toronto's population is counted at
census time to give Ontario representation
ln this House, and then the right lon. First
Minister ignores the principle of representa-
tion by population ln a redistribution scheme
whih l less noisy, but not less deadly, than
the Southern shot-gun of the double-barrel
pattern. It would not be so bad, if the hon.
First Minister fairly applied bis double
standards for the representation of rural
populations and etity populations. This mea-
sure gives some eities representation accord-
ing to the rural standard, and sets up a' so-
called clty standard for the specal purpose
of disfrancbislng Toronto. The eMties in On-
tarlo outside of Toronto-London, Ottawa,
Hamilton and Kingston-which are directly
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represented In this House, have a popula-
tion of 126,058. Thus a eity population of
126,058 Is represented in this House by 6
members, and a city population of 174,414 In
Toronto 1s represented In this House by 5
members. There Is a member of Parliament
for every 21,010 of city population out-
side of Toronto, and a member of Parlia-
ment for every 36,465 of clty population In-
side of Toronto. And still the right hon.
First Minister suggested that Toronto
was represented according to the prin-
ciple governing the representation of
city population generally. I am forget-
ting the argument of the hon. member
for North Essex (Mr. McGregor), who rose
and asserted that Toronto was tue home of
Messrs. Edgar, Mulock, Campbell, Osler,
McCarthy, Bertram, Wallace, MeLean,
Clarke and Robertson. He might alse have
said Mr. Cralg, of East Durham. Wood-
bridge bappens to be the post office address
of Mr. Wallace. Toronto Junction Is the home
of Mr. Campbelil. Toronto, then, with 174,-
414 people Is told not to ask for Its right to
representation by population, because that
city is the post office address of elght or
nine members of Parliament. But Windsor,
with 10,322 population, s ;the post office ad-
dress of two members of Parliament. It
will be Just as reasonable to argue that the
31,523 people in North Essex should be dis-
franchised because the hon. member for
South Essex (Mr. Cowan) lives ln Windsor,
as to argue that the citizens of Toronto
should be deprived of representation In this
House because a few representatives of out-
side constituencles Ilve ln that city. Ac-
cording to the standard which the hon.
member for North Essex applies to Toronto,
his good eity of Windsor, with two resident
members, and only 10,322 population, is the
most over-represented town In the Dominion.
Toronto would need to be the post offiée ad-
dress of 40 members of Parliament before
It would have the representation which
Windsor now enjoys, accordlng to the theory
of the hou. member for North Essex. I was
surprised to hear the hon. the Minister of
Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-
wrIght), whom I was glad to see ln his place
this afternoon, echo the argument whieb the
hon. member for North Essex urged against
the city of Toronto. I have heard no pro-
psal- to disfranchise the city populations of
19,267 ln Kingston because that city Is also
the home of the hon. member for South
Oxford (Sir Richard Cartwright). And how
about Ottawa? Ottawa-and all these
figures I am quotIng are from the census re-
turns of 1891, except my estimate of 40,000
for the added portions of Toronto-bas a
member for every 18,634 of city population,
and yet Ottawa Is the post office address of
more members of Parlitament than Toronto.
The hon. member for North Esser, w iethe
endorsation of the hon. Minister of Trade
and Commerce, inslsted that Toronto wanted]

the earth and the fulluess thereof. So fat
as I am concerned, I stand here as one of
the representatives of the chief eity of On-
tario, to lusist that the city population of
Toronto should be represented according tothe standard which applies to the clty popu-
lations of Ontario and the other provinces.
I would be ashamed to ask for the setting
up of a special standard to unfairly entran-
chise my fellow citizens, and I am here la

*my place to enter my solemn protest against
the setting up of this speclal standard to un-
fairly disfranhise my fellow citizens. The
eitizens of Toronto w'ho were in a épostion to
directly control the representation of six con-
stituencies, and indirectly decide the result
In 12 or fifteen outside constItuencles, bave
been reduced to the control of five seats.
At the time of the last redistribution I pro-
tested that four seats did not give just re-
presentation to the people in East, West and
Centre Toronto. The defenders of the last
Government pointed out that there were
hundreds of Toronto citizens who voted In
outside constituencies. I could not deny
that faet as an excuse for givIng Toronto
the benefit of representation by population.
There is no such excuse now. This Govern-
ment, In Its wisdom, has applied the one-
man-one-vote principle to Ontarlo. I ap-
prove of that prInciple, but when you get
down to one-man-one-vote, you have no right
to say that ene vote in this .constituency
shaIl have 'the same representation that is
given to two or three in that constituency.
The eity of Montreal, fnot counting Maison-
neuve and Hochelaga, has a member for
every 36,539 people. Toronto under this
Bill will have a member for every 34,878
people. The difference seems to be in fvour
of Toronto as against Montreal, but Mont-
real ls not workIng on the one-man-one-vote
principle. The citizens of Montreal eau vote
wherever their names are on -the list, and,
therefore, there Is still some excuse for deny-
Ing them the right of representation by
population. I do not want to use these
figures unfairly; I have a telegram to-day
from a friend of mine in Montreal which
states :

In Quebec a man can vote in every diviion
In which his name is on the electoral list ; for
Instance, itl is stated that Senator Ogilvie, who
is a large property-owner In various parts of
the Island of Montreal and neighbouring country,
has voted as often as twelve tires ln one day, as,
of course, he had a perfect right to do.

I have counted the population of tTie five con-
stituencles of Montreal in with the popula-
tion of the ten leading clties of the DomIn-
ion, except Toronto. There are 509,6 peo-
pie ln the cities of St. John, Hl , Quebe,
Mon1trel, Ottawa, Kingston, Hamilton, Lon-
don, Winnipeg and VIctoria. These cities
elect .twenty members to this flouse, or a
member te every 25,490 people. Toronto Is
asked to be thankful for a member for every
34,878 people. Outside of Toronto It takes
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25,490 of a city population to elect a member
of Parliament ; and Inside of Toronto, it
takes 34,878 people to eleet a member to this
House. The discrimination against Toronto
averages, in round numbers, about 10,000
for eaeh of the five seats, and this Bill dis-
franchises nearly 50,000 people, who are
denied the right to representation amcordingi
to the standards which govern the represen-
tation of city populatlons outside of Toronto.
I would not ask one member more than To-
ronto is entitled to, and I will not support any
Bill which gives Toronto even one; member
less than the city should have if it enjoyed
the rights granted other city populations.

The hon. the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce (Sir Richard Cartwright), who thinks
that Toronto should not have representation
according to population because a few mem-
bers of Parlament have their homes ln that
city, should ask : How many outside mem-
bers of Parliament have their homes ln the
city of Montreal? The right hon. the first Min-
ister thinks it is right that there should be
only one nmbember of Parliament for every
34.878 Canadians ln the city of Toronto ; but
he also thinks it right that there should be a
member of Parliament for every 21,030 Cana-
dians in the city population of Quebee. Que-
bec, with a city population of 63,090, has
three mermbers-Toronto, with a clty popula-
tion of 174,414, has five members of Parlia-
ment. It takes nearly 35,000 Oanadians ln
the city population of Toroito to eleet a
member to this Parliament, while 21,000
Canadians in the city population of Quebec
can do the sane work. Mr. Speaker, I can
rest my case on these figures. The right hon.
the Prime Minister refuses the right of re-
presentation by population to Toronto be-
cause members of Parliament live In the elty:
but he allows Montreal and Quebec, yes, and
every other city In the country. to -le more
generously represented, aithough most of
these elties are the homes of not a few out-
side members of Parliament. The right hon.
the First Minister may be proud of his work.
I wish him Joy of it. The right bon. gentle-
man is ready to apply one principle for the
disfranchisement of Toronto-of Canadians
In Toronto-and another principle for the en-
franehisement of IAberals in Montreal, Que-
bee and other places.

If I understand the sentiment of the people
of Toronto, they do not expect me to beg
for favours from this Government. The
right hon. gentleman (Sir Wilfrid Laurieri
bas 'the power In his bands to do as he
ipleses. Toronto, I ean tell hlm, i lnot to~
be brIbed by the hope of favour from this
Government-nor bulied by tbe injustice of
this BilL. I repeat, that so far as tihis Bil
applies to Toronto, the First Minister has re-
vealed an unfair spirit. I know that it is
useless to appeal to the majorlty In this
House : but I trust that there is a majorft.v
elsewhere whieb will protect the rights Of
the disfranchised Canadians in the city of
Toronto.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON.

I have been trying to speak in defence of
what I concelve to be the rights of the people
of my na;tive city, and l the few words I
have yet to say, I want to refer to the most
dangerous aspect of this BIl. I am not jus-
tifying the redistribution sehemes nor the
gerrymanders of the past. The principle of
representation by population was supposed
to be the basis of these schemes. -The hope
of securing party advantage may have been
the motive for these schemes. The Tories are
said to have gerrymandered the country lu
the name of representation by population.
The Liberals are going to gerrymander the
country ln the name of respect for county
boundarles. I know that " gerrymander " is
a strong word and an unpopular word on the
other side of the House ; but, in the name
of heaven, what name eau you give to this
Bill, which is a first step, and a long step,
towards the establishment of a system which.
will enable the mInority of the people of
Ontario to eleet a majority of the members
for Ontario ? Where did this principle of re-
spect for county boundaries get Its sanctity ?
Surely the British North America Act, with
its provision for a redistribution after every
decennial census, contemplates representa-
tion by population. The enforcement of the
one-man one vote principle lu Ontario implies
representation by population. Every man,
woman and child in Ontario is counted for
the purpose of giving the people representa-
tion lu this House. As between the pro-
vinces, representation by population is the
Trule ; and where is the justice in this Idea
of representation by counties as between
parts of the same province ? The Conserva-
tives have ineidentally violated the principle
of representation by population, but this
Liberal Goverument has put that principle
to open shame. The Conservatives may
have ignored the principle for party advan-
tage, -but this Government bas boldly abol-
Ished that principle. The Conservatives had
the excuse that they did net accept the
Idea of one-man-one-vote, and should, there-
fore, not be called upon to apply the prin-
ciple of one-vote-one-value, or In other words,
representation by population. The principle
of representation by population Is a national
prinelple. The so-called principle of respect
for counùty boundaries is not a principle at
aIl. It Is a dodge to be used where It can
help the Governmeçt, and dropped before
It can hurt the Government. This Bill tears
down a national standard of representation
and sets up a local standard. Respet for
county boundaries Is the shibboleth of the
Government, and when it gets west of Lake
Superior, where will it find tbe county boun-
darles to respeet ? [ understand that there
are no counties In Manitoba and the Northl-
west Territores, and lu BrItIsh Columbla, I
am tdIold that the counties are very roomy-
as blg as eastern provinces. We all îbelieve
that Canada is a nation, and-it followe,
therefore, that this House ls a national Par-
liament. The principle pin which represen-
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tation in this PaTliament is based should be
equally applicable to every province. You
cannt apply the principle of respect for
county boundarIes In every province, because
there are not counties in every provlnce.
This Bill Is evil because It exalta the policy
of respect for county boundaries above the
principle of representation by population.
The Parliament is not representative of
counties ; It is supposed to be representative
of the people. It is not an assemblage of
county delegates, but a governing, a sover-
eign body, deriving Its powers from the peo-
ple. I oppose this BIll as a Gerrymander in
the worst sense of the word. Carried to its
logical conclusion, the principle of this Bill
-but It bas no principle-wll enable a min-
ority of the people of Ontario to elect a ma-
jority of Ontarlo members of this House ;
and gerrymander Is the only word to de-
scribe a measure of that character. I oppose
this BIll hecause I think It is unnecessary,
and because it may stand as a precedent to
encourage every other party to juggle witih
the constituencies as soon as It takes office.
I regret that I was not in the House when
the hon. leader of the Opposition alluded to
the part that the hon. member for West
York had lu placing the Opposition on
the treasury benches. I agree with
the hon. leader of -the Opposition when he
speaks of what the hon. member for West
York (Mr. Wallace) did to bring the Op-
position into power. I know that the hon.
member for West York acted on principle.
His principles In that matter were and are
my prineiples. If he had to do It over
again. I am sure he would give up office
rather than desert his principles ; and if I
were a candidate, I would follow him again
as I did before. I think that the Govern-
ment is trying to run the hon. member for
West York out of Parliament. He does
not hold a gerrymandered seat. I under-
stand that the bounds of his constituency
have not been disturbed for fifty years.
Of course, the Flrst Minister will say, in
the words of Brutus. " Not that he loved
Cesar less, but that he loved Rome more."
His excuse will be, not that he loves the
Grand Sovereign less, but that he loves
his new sacred white elephant, municipal
boundarles, more. The hon. the First Min-
ister is able to leave Conservative parts of
the city of Ottawa in the county of Carle-
ton for the sake of helping his Liberal
frIends ; and bie Is taking Conservative parts
of the clty of Toronto out of East and West
York for the sake of hurting his enemies.
I am not afrald that the hon. gentleman
will be able to niake any division of West
York that wlll put Clarke Wallace out, of
his seat. The old idea of treating free
Canadians as if they were the chattels of
elther party Is dying out. The people of
the suburbs of Toronto are neither Grits
nor Tories when they are brought face to
face with a eowardly attack on any public
man. The spirit of Independence and fair-

play, whleh is outraged by this Bill, will
take care of the hon. member for West
York, no matter how the constituency may
be divided. The present Government, Mr.
Speaker, may be a very elever organization,
but It seems to suffer from a chronie lack
of time. Whenever there Is a proposal for
the country's benefit, this Government Is
too busy. It Is too busy to deelare a policy
which would permit a man to spend his own
money in building a railway. It is too
busy to pass a Copyright Act, which would
give employment to thousands of Canadians.
It is too busy to deal with the question of
an insolvency law. It is too busy to frame
a policy of justice between the farmers and
elevator men ln the west. It is too busy
to try to create machinery to regulate the
railways. Why, I am told by an ardent
prohibitionist that it Is too busy even to
pass a prohibitory law. In fact, when any-
thing is to be done for the country's sake,
this Government has not a minute to spare ;
but when anything Is to lbe done for the
party's sake, it bas oceans of time. This
Government Is prepared to spend months
upon an unnecessary gerrymander, which
proposes to guarantee votes to the party ;
and It is not prepared to spend minutes
upon measures which would give profit to
the country. It Is a pity that this Gov-
ernment does not look to the party for its
pay. The Government forgets that there
is a country except on pay-day, when It
draws its salary from the country and keeps
right on working for the party.

Mr. C. B. HEYD (South Brant). Mr.
Speaker, we always have a reasonable anti-
cipation, when our friend from East To-
ronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) speaks, that we
shall have the pleasure of listenIng to a
feW epigrammatie saylngs. He always
tries to tell us something interesting in a
very short way. We have heard sometimes
of men speaklng through thelr hat, but to-
night we on this side of the House have
had the opportunity of seeing a gentleman
reading through his bat. Some of the
arguments which the bon. gentleman las
advanced as reasons why this Bill should
be opposed are not at all satisfactory to
those who do not expect a man to talk
through his hat. One of the reasons he
gave us was that Toronto Is being unjustly
treated. If the hon. gentleman had raised
bis volce In protest agalnst the law that
has governed the country for the past
twenty years, we might have belleved to-
night that he was sincere ; but the very
conditions which he deplores with such,
vehement language ýto-night, have continued
in this conutry for the past seventeen years
ln a more Intensified form than this Bill
Is Intended to perpetuate, because East To-
ronto, durlng the last nine years, has had
one representative for 43,564, while the new
Bill proposes that the hon. gentleman shall
represent oily about 36,000 people. Now,
it strikes me that If the magnificent ora-
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tory which we have heard to-nlght had
manifested itself ln a newspaper ln Toronto
about nine years ago-

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. It did.
Mr. HEYD-it would have been much

more valuable than the speech which we
have beard to-night.

Mr. ROSS ROBERTSON. It did, nearly
twenty years ago.

Mr. HEYD. It did manifest itself, but
not ln so emphatie a way-not with the de-
sire of embarrassing the powers that then
were, so much as the intention is to em-
barrass the powers that be now. I am
glad that the hon. gentleman has expressed
his opinion of the Gerrymander Bill of 1882
by saying that It was a bad Bill ; but I
am sorry he did not use the same emphasis
some seventeen years ago that he used here
to-night. If therè Is one thing that the
people of Canada like, ,vhetlier they find
It in politilans o'r not, it Is consistency,
and when we have certain opinions of our
own which we think should be put In tae
fori of law, we would like to have them
expressed some fifteen or sixteen years ago
as well as to-night. Now, what my hon.
fdend takes so much exception to is that
Toronto is not properly represented. You
would think, from hearing the hon. gentle-
man speak, that Toronto was the hub of
the Dominion of Canada, that the sun rises
and sets in the city of Toronto, and that
this House, in everything it does, should
consider Toronto first, last and always.
While I have the very highest regard for
the gentlemen who represent 'Toronto In
this House, they are all animated appa-
rently with the same desire to advance the
lnterests of Toronto, no matter how ; and
they generally unite, whatever their poli-
tical convictions may be, la promoting those
interests. With our knowledge of the re-
presentatives from that burg, if It were
to have more than five, we do not know
what they might convert this Parliament
of ours into. I do not say that It Is not
now represented by very intelligent and
very earnest men, who are doing the best
they cn for this country ; but the attack
on the present Government because they
are trying to give Toronto one representa-
tive for 36,000 by the hon. gentleman, wbo
was satisfied in past years with having one
for 43,000, is rather far-fetched on his part.
He opposes the Bill,.he says, because it la
unnecessary. It ls always unnecessary to
redress a grievance, in the opinion of the
man who has brought about the grievance.
He never needs anythIng redressed ; but
the poor vlctim who has been suffering from
his misconduct, wants redress. The ob-
jeet ls not to redress the grievances of
persons who have brought about this
trouble, but to give to those who have been
suffering under it during the last elghteen

Mr. HIEYD.

years, redress at last. That is why I am
supporting this BIll.

But I do not want to weary the House
with too long a discussion of what may hon.
friend from East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robert-
son) las sald. I wish to allude very briefly
to what feU from the lips of the hon. mem-
ber for West York (Mr. Wallace). I do not
know exactly what spirit animates a man
who eau imagine a condition of affaira which
he lhas no reasonable assurance of having
exIsted. When a man attacks as villains two
men who nave not yet had an opportunity of
defending themselves before the courts, and
introduces their names into this House for
the purpose of casting an aspersion upon
the character of a very worthy member of
this House, he does something wbich 1, at
least, politiclan though I am, would hardly
stoop to. The hon. member for West York
(Mr. Wallace) branded Captain Sullivan and
Mr. Hewitt as felons, which he had no
right to do, because they have not had the
opportunity, up to the present, of vindi-
cating their character. One gentleman
whom I know well denies positively the
truth of the accusation-but lirst to brand
them as felons and then assoclate them
with my hon. frIend who sits at my left
(Mr. Paterson)-

Mr. WALLACE. The judges branded
them lu that way before I did.

Mr. HEYD. No, they did not.
Mr. WALLACE. They did.
Mr. HEYD. These men have the right to

appear before tUe Speaker and vindleate
their character. They have the right to
deny these charges, and probably they wil
be able to disprove them. We have no right
in this Parliarment to brand Captain Sulivan
or Mr. Hewitt as felons on the testimony
produced up to the present. Tfhey have not
had the opportunity of defending themselves
before a proper tribunal. When these men
are convicted it will be time enough to
brand them as felons, but do not associate
them with the MInister of Oustoms in the
hope of creating the impression that he is a
felon too. I have heard that they were not
in the city at ail.

Mr. BENNETT. Captain Sullivan was in
the clty. More than that, I asked another
member of the House, who has known hium
intimately for years, to come with me, and
we saw Captain Sullivan In the reading
rooin. Froin that room he disappeared, but
I cannot tell what other room he disappeared
into.

Mr. HEYD. If he was lu the reading
room, the statement was that the MinIster of
Customs, Capttin Sullivan wd Mr. Hewitt,
concocted and helped along this Gerrma-
der BL. The Minoater f· Cums eays h'
does not know Captain 8ullvan, and Hewltt
was not. In the city ft Ottawa at all, so thai
disposes of that statement.
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The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. What
about the man who made the statement?

Mr. HEYD. What degree of belef can
you attach to the statements of a man who
dellberately would make a «barge like that,
withont the slightest foundatIon and with
the idea of Injuring the character of an
honourable and respectable man. If there
was a shadow of justification for the charge,
I would say that the hon. gentleman bad
been mIsled, but in this particular Instance
he does not appear to have a shred to buld
on. and when he was told by the Minister
of Customs: I do net know Captain Sulliran
aud had not seen HewItt, he should have
frankly and decently accepted that state-
ment. But he did not. 'He took it back, but
lu -such a way that he only Intensffied the
manner lu whieh he made the first charge.
Had I made such a statement on a founda-
tion so fimsy, I would have begged the hon.
gentleman's pardon honestly. and sald I took
It back, and would not try to squeeze out
of an apology that was honestly due.

Mr. WALLAOE. Take back what?
Mr. HEYD. That the Minister of Customes

a"d Hewitt and Captan Sulivan conspired
together and assisted ln framlng this Re-
distribution Bil, when theb on. gentleman
ought te have known that the MnIaster did
not know Suivan, and that Mr. Eewltt
was not here.w

Mr. WALLAGE. That is not ihe statement
i made.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. What
was it ?

Mr. WALLAOE. It was that these two
distlnguished citizens were In the clty here.
The Minister of Customs made the state-
ment, la bis eeh, that the ward heelers
and manipulatr from al tthe tding of On-
tario came here ln 1882 andmanipulated
what he caled the Gerrymnder BIll o!
1S82. I sid that, so far as my nowledge
went, Sir Mackenzle BoweH and Mr. Aikeus
were the two gentlemen who had charge of
the Bill and were promotinglit Lor the pro-
vince of Ontarlo, and I repudiated the tate-
ment that there were teelere eonected with
them, and said that they were honest a§a
upriglit men. Then addressIng mysef to the
Miniater who made the charge, I sald that
two dIstingulshed Wlzten of is party were
here In Ottawa at the fime the Gerrymnder
Bill of 189 was being p red, and I asked
if the lion. MIsterwaseue of those mn
who had charge of that, reuse if he was.
then probably he was in collusion with thoe
two eltfzens I have etoned.

The MINISTMR0OF OUSTOUS. The"a-
sard "wllshow whatyou ad

Mr. WALLAEnbtl1e and donot take 1
back -what i s2&d lie the wMinis terofua-
toMs d4id to-nlght ln the case of the h.on.
memberfor Btwl

Mr. HEYD. If the hon. gentleman simply
intended to convey the Impression he Is try-
Ing to make ont, I oertainly was deCehed,
But a statement o! that kind would not have
caused our friends opposite to thump their
desks so vlgorously as they dIdt These
gentlemen becaime demonmtrative because
they thought the hon. member was charging
that the Minister of Customs had hobuobbed
with Captain Sullivan and Mr. Hewltt for
no good purpose. The impression which t s
hon. gentleman left on the mInd of bis hear-
ers was tiat there was crookedness between
Hewitt and Sullivan ·and the Minister of
Customs, and he did not take baek hi state-
ment in the way he should and remove that
Impression. However, T am not golng ta run
foul of the hon. gentleman. If he thik*
that is fair polities, I have nothing mors to
say. I was not sent here from South Brant
to make au attack on the personai charteter
of any man. I have never done It, and de
not propose to do It now.

The question before us is one of consider-
able importance because there are grave
principles involved inI . We have before us
the duty of redressing cthe wrong enacted
some seventeen years ago, and the question
arises how can we best do It. Those of us
familiar wlth the diffieulties that beset the
Government In 1831, when a redistribution
Act was !'uperatively demanded, eau easlly
suggst what <cheme this Government might
have adopted te make such au Act effective.
They might have adopted the numerlcal
principle, and divide the population of each
province by the number of representatives
they were entitîed to, the eleetoral unit
being 20,908. fTat would have been attend-
ed w)th grave dlffleultes I am free to con-
fes, but ît has been urged to-night, that that
was the principle followed by the late Gov-
ernment. Is that true ? Âceording to the
census of 1881, 20,908 ls the electoral unit
and each 20,908 people are entitled to a re-
presentatIve. Was that the principle th&t
gulded the late Government In establihing
constltuenc!es as they did ? We find that in
Ontarlo there were 12 constltueucles that
were 4,000 each short eo t e electoral unit,
and they are represented by ine Conserva-
tives and tbree Liberals. In Nva Se.fla tour
Constituencles have from 5,00 to 10,0% les
than the electoral unit. 1 N ewBrunswIek
there are four constltuencies with from
5.00 to 14,000 less than the electoral unit
Take Restigouche-I do not desirt to say a
word ainat its representatfve (r. McAJls-
ter), nor do I select 1t In order to asperse
him ln any way-but t happens to be a con-
stituency that lu 1881 onlly bad 6,651 people,
and yet It eleeted a representatIve. So yon
see that the eleetoral unit wasnot taken as
the basIs ofrerenao.

A great dea oef-fault has been tound With
the faetthat In the preet BUIther are
a. geat many cnttnisthat haVe MOre
than the eSlctoral unit But that isnot Po-
i eular to -the present Bl, becaue that er-
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isted In 1881 and 1891 and was never charged
agulnst the Bills as being a particular act of
Injustice.

We have heard a great deal to-night fronm
the member for East Toronto (Mr. Ross
Robertson), who finds fault with the fact thai
ln Toronto it takes some 40,000 to do exaetly
what dt takes 20,000 people to do ln the
rural constituencles of Ontarto. What does
he say wben he finds out that It takes 41,000
ln Westmoreland to do what 8,308 in Resti-
goucne can do-5 to 1, or West York, 41,851
-5 to 1 ; or Algoma, 41,858-5 te 1 ; or East
Toroiito. 43,564-5 to 1? A man in the county
that our hon. friend (Mr. McAlister) comes
fromn counts for as much as five men from
any of these other !constituencies. Yet, not
one man on the other side has lifted his voice
egainust this terrible Iniquity which they
charge is in the Bill. Now, if they have lived
through 19 years with this condition of affairs
they can live for two or three years longer
under an Act by which this difference Is not
intensified but is somewhat lessened. That is
the condition of affairs existing now ; and
why people should take so much offence at
the intentions of the Government when they
have borne wlth the horrible evil so long, I
cannot fairly comprehend. But there is an-
other plan that might have been taken, and
that is, confining themselves to county
boundarles. The fact that we are here to-
night trying to put through the Bill is the
best evidence that the Government of the
day did not confine themselves to county
boundarles. There are two plans, elther of
which they mlght have adopted-either TO
maintain the county boundaries or to assimi-
late the constituencles to a unit of population
as fairly as they could. That would be a
hard task. It was eas1er and more necessary
to make what mlght be called a political
geography and change the constituencies ae
eording to that than to try to arrange them
according to an electoral unit or aecording
to eounty boundaries. I do not intend to go
over tbe province of Ontario to ehow that the
Idea of political advantage was at the bot-
tom of the Redistribution BIll of 1882, aud
that of 1892, but I do so that they advanced
the laterest of one poMtical party. If the
Government of that day had started with
the idea to do right; It would not have
mattered whether they had adopted the
idea of au electoral unit or the idea of the
county boundarles or any other plan.
But we on this elde believe that the
ardmating primelple lm to advanee the in-
-tereste of the Government then eisting and
to do injury to their polStcal oppnentsI;
and we belleve &that stild we have heard
no argument-at least I have head no argu-
ment-to convince me that anything else was

an the mind of the Governmen-t. Reference
bais often been made to South Brant to'
night, because South Brant:lsa historical
constituency in this country. I regrt to dnd
some membes of this louse o m111-infrmed

Mr'. HE~YD.

as to the number of people who Ilve lu South
Brant. I heard an hon. gentleman say that
the people who live in Tuscarora were net
counted In the population. They were count-
ed lu the population when the electoral lIsts
of 1881 were prepared ; they were counted
ln 1891. It Is said they had a right to be
counted ln 1891 because they had votes,
whlle now they have no votès. But they
were counted in 1881 when they had no
votes. So that the whole argument, as well
as the personal discussion that took place
between the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Clancy) and the Minister of Customs (Mr.
Paterson) only showed that the hon. member
(Mr. Clancy) was wrong, and that the In.
dIa.ns had been counted lu.

Mr. CLANCY.
worse.

That makes It all the

.Mr. HEYD. But it does not make the
hon. gentleman's statement any truer. Hon.
gentlemen opposite seem to justlfy their
statements when they are false by saying it
Is good they are no worse. That is no argu-
ment. A gentleman who represents an On-
tarlo constituency should tell the facts lu
a matter of this kind, especially rhen he
challenges the accuracy of another gentle-
man's statement. He should be sure of his
facts or say nothing. Nothing cau be clearer
than that the people of Tuscarora were
counted wben the Hlsts were made In 1881.

Now, take the county of Brant about
which so much has been sald. I have satis-
fied myself that the Intentions of the late
Government l dealing with South Brant
were not honourable, and from that I Infer
that the same applies throughout the length
'aud breadth of the country. In 1867, the
constituency of South Brant was represented
by the late Hon. E. B. Wood. For over 20
years both North and South Brant had had
representatives In the Parliament of thls
country. In 1872, Mr. Wm. Paterson was
elected over Sir Francis Htncks by a na-
jorlty of 282, after one of the most strongly
contested political campaigus we ever fought
In this country. In 1878, Mr. Pates n was
elected by 198. -In 1881the census was taken
and what was the result of that census?
Let us divest ourselves of all political Ideas
If we can for a short time, and let us look
at the fgures as practIcal men would do
who are not a mated by a desire to get an
advantage over a poittical rival. South Brant
had a population of 21,975. Brant le divided
by the river running east and west. That
Portion of it north of the river la North Brant
and that south lis South Brant, and that Is
the way the eonstituencies have been for
munIcipal purposes for the last 50 years;
that is the way it bas been for provincial pur-
poses since confederation, aud for years be-
fore. Now, the electoral unit wa 20,908.
South Brant, with lts 21,975, was just as
elose to the unit aà It was Posible,'for a
constItuency te be. It was dîMelt to fnd
anywhere a coutltuency closer to the elee-
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toral unit than South Brant. It migat
naturally have been expected that the Gov-
ernment would say: South Brant bas been
organized for municipal purposes lu Its pre-
sent form for 40 years, and It is as close to
the electora. unit as we can make It,; there-
fore, we Lad better leave it alone. It is
true that North Brant had not enough popu-
lation to entitle It to a representative, for It
had only 11,894. The only thing the Govern-
ment would have been justified In doing was
to add :to North Brant ln order to brIng It
up to the electoral unit. But -what dId they
do ? Instead of quietly attaching a Ulttle
to North Brant to brIng It up to the stan-
dard, they took a piece of Oxford and added
it to North Brant, and they took a plece from
Wentworth and added It also, constitutlng
North Brant out of three counties. We have
the right to look at it critically to see what
was the motive in it. North Brant was
a strong Liberal eonstitueney. They
could increase their majorlty as they might
deem it necessary. But ln South Brant,
as constituted by the Act, there was
the town of Paris and the township of
Onondaga, which voted Tory and could ln-
crease the Tory majority if it was necessary;
but being so greatly outnumbered by the
Liberals throughout the rural part of the
riding, the voting strength of Onondaga
and Paris was never brought out.
But Paris and Onondaga were taken out of
North Brant, for they could do the Govern-
ment no good there. Beverley was added to
North Brant, and another portion from Ox-
ford, makIng It a Grit hIve ln the true sense
of the word. In 1887 the majority was
1,174 ; In 1892 It was 1,114; ln 1896 It was
1.117-and they could have made It more if
necessary. I do not go into further particu-
lars, because North Brant Is not even men-
tIoned in our "Parliamentary Companion,"
whether through typographical error or be-
cause they did not waut to show how much
the Grits were hIred, I do not know. But
this is wbat I want to object to, that while
South Brant had a population of 21,000, they
added Paris. with 3,173, and Onondaga with
1.739 more. Wby did they do that ? Because
these places were the only two ln North Brant
that gave Conservative majorities, and as
the Intention was te hive the Grits thereby adding Beverley on the one hand and
Ancaster on the west end, they might as
well take the Tory sections out and attach
them to South Brant, and that is what they
did. WIth what result? According to thecensus of 1881 South Brant had a popula-
tion off 21,947. But Mr. Paterson bad amajority of 198,and all It wani-Oessary to do
was to put about 200 Tory Vdetes Into South
Brant, and they had some hope of defeat-
Ing my bon. friend, and that le just what
they dld do. They did not need to take 5,000
people out of North Brant and put them into
South B t, because to do that they would
have to take 5,000 people out of South Brant

and put them into South Oxford-they had
to take people that for 40 years had been
doing their business lu the city of Brant-
-ford, and carryIng on their municipal aff airs
ln county work and township work, and
put them into a strange county with whom
they had no business arrangements, with
whom they have no political interests, and
what for ? In order to take 225 Grit votes
out of South Brant and put them into South
Oxford. They had already 500 or 600, or
700 more than they knew what to do with.
Now by taking that 225 votes ont of South
Brant, and taking Paris and Onondaga out
of North Brant and puttIng them Into South
Brant, it gave the Conservatives a majority
of 43. That is the position of affairs, and
when our friends examine that they muet
come to the conclusion that the intention
of the people who had carved the constit-
uency was to defeat the men who had re-
presented it for so many years ln this House.
All they had to do was to take off 198, and
they gained their purpose.

Now, What was the object ? They deslred
to get rid of Mr. Paterson. He has been
a thorn ln the sides of our friends opposite,
much as they admire him personally. It
Is a singular thiug how you can like a man
personally and how you can differ from hm
politically. I see opposite a lot of men that
I think a great deal of, but when It comes
down to polities they appear to me to be the
crookedest lot of men I ever saw. In the
ordinary private relations of life I regard
it as an honour to be associated with them.
Polities are a curious thing when It leads
men to do such things as they did ln the
Redistribution Bill of 1882, with the Idea
of killing Paterson. What barm had he
ever doue them ? He had been trying to
represent South Brant to the best of bis
ablity, and all that time he dId it to the
satisfaction of his people. But he had to
be got rid of, to be legislated out of exist-
ence, and when they could not do that by
the Redistribution Bill, they tacked on the
Indians. They thought that the Indians,
being the wards of the Government, and
baving some 60 votes, could be easily co-
ereed, and they expected to kil Paterson
that way. They also tacked on the Fran.
ehise BUll. Gentlemen on the other aide
know that that was designed ail for the pur-
pose of killing Paterson. Now, we, ln South
Brant, have got the notion into our heads
that Brant was gerrymandered for the pur.
pose of injuring the Liberal party, and that
was quite manifest, beuse ail the ConSer-
vative party felt quite Jubiant. They de-
nied having anythIng to do with Itf; they
would not be guflty of such nefarious work.
But it was done-I do net say It was done
by Mr. Akens, or Sir Mackenzie Bowen.
I de not know how It wasdone, but,:whoever
did It, did It very skRtuRy. The statement
was made to-day, and a haege was
thrown acroes the House to hw one eSn.
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etituency that had been Injured by the ger-
rymander. I can show you one, South Brant,
because Mr. Paterson would have been eleet-
ed ln 1896, ln the old constituency, as it ex-
Isted in 1882, by a majorlty of 400 votes, and
he was killed by the votes that were tacked
on by the gerrymander of 1882 and that
of 1892.

Mr. BERGERON. He was elected twice
after that

Mr. HEYD. He might have been, but the
very men that were added to hlis constitu-
ency, when It came to a final trial, were
able to put hlm out. The clty of Paris, the
township of Onondaga and Tuscarora de-
feated Mr. Paterson, and Paris, Onondaga
and Tusearora were added to South Brant
for the purpose of doing it, and they sue-
ceeded. In 1896, had the old township of
Burford and Oakland been left in the South
Riding, and Paris, Onondaga and Tuscarora
been left off, Mr. Paterson would have been
elected by 400 votes. So there is a clear case
where 'the gerrymander of 1882 and 1892
defeated a candidate, and we have solved the
pro4blem of who struck Blly Paterson.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pater-
son). And we have got South Brant under a
good honest election, and a good man to re-
present It.

Mr. HEYD. Now, Mr. HewItt Is a ulce
fellow, there Is not a man on the other side
of the House that would not like to be ae-
quainted with him. He is a gentleman who
has been maligned here and elsewhere, but
he will have an opportunity of re-establish&-
Ing himself in the Confidence of the people
who know him. Now, what Is all this fuss
about ? You would thInk from the com-
plaints that have been made In this eHouse
and from the editorials that have been writ-
ten, that the Government is going to per-
petrate one of the greatest wrongs that it Is
possible to perpetrate upon a free people.
We have heard the acts ot our frienda char-
aeterized ln anguage that is most exeruciat-
ing. We have heard It sald that it is a cruel
wrong, that we were exalting with fiendish
glee. But what ar we exulting over ? For
simply restoring the conditions that~existed
in 18 that lsallwe are trying.to do. We
are not trying to do any harm. We are not
appoluting revising barrister We are not
cutting up constltueneles ourselveg we are
leavIng that for the judges to do, whom I do
net need to defend tere-elthough I think
our hon. friend fromthe clty ef Toroato (Mr.
Ros Robertson) went about as t loge toat-
tacking them as any Maneould that admires
the judietar o our Country. We ,simply
ual upon the judge to redress a Wrog that
wa doue in 1882, and1we are told that we
are,-doing--a grievous wroçng .to-the Peole.
What peope ? The ple îare not gramb-
l1ig at al ti oitln nti
House who have .njDutIy gained their ats
owing te that wrong that asperpetrated

then, that are making ail this noise. You
take the recelver of stoIen goods to the po-
lice court and makeé him disgorge, and he
thinks the proe is ail wrong, and so It la
with the men that have held stolen seats for
the past 20 yeare and who are now asked
to disgorg. I suppose if yOU put a man be-
hInd the bars of the. penitentiary, be will
condemn the laws of the land, he does inot
Uke these things. Neither do these men that
have stolen these constituencles and who
have enjoyed the benefits for twenty
years. I would like to see a move made
In order to make them restore
their il-gotten gains and give baek
these goods that have been stolen from the
people. That Is all thls Bill s trylng to
do. The only fault I have to fnd with
the Government as a politiclan Is that they
do not go further, though, as an honest
iman, I think they have gone far enough.
But it takes a good deal to be an honest
man under such provocation as the Grit
party have had to endure for the last
eighteen years. If we gave you fellows a
dose of your own medicine, would not yOU
squIrm ? If we attempted to do It behind
revising barristers, men of our own appoint-
ment, inen against whom there was no ap-
peal, after we have got the power to do
1t, would not you groan ? If we attempted
to use you now as you used us for elghteen
years, we would hear a wailing and gnash-
ing et teeth, and a weeping throughout the
length and breadth of this country that
would surprise the people. But we do not
propose te do that, all we propose to do Is to
do wbat is rlght. We simply want to go
back to the conditions of 1881, and ask the
judges ln whom we bave all confddence,, to
divide up these constituencies In order to do
justice to the people.

A great many people said when our
friends wlped out the old pranchise BiI
last year that we made a great mistake.
As a polticlan I say we did make a mis-
take, as a politlelan I would put the screws
on you fellows. But as. an honest man, I
think the Government did right. But I
would like to give you just se dose ot
that electoral lt under returnIng offlcers
appointed as they might be, sclentifdeally
appolnted, Just to give yon one dose of the
medicine you have been glvlng us for the
past eighteen years. Then you would won-
der how we have stood it so long. But
we are only going to do justice, and we
are simply asking the judges of the laid to
de what yon ought to have done some nine-
teen years ago.

Mr. MeNILL. Mr. Speaker, I beg to
move that the debate be now adjourned.
I would ,ike to ask the bon. Postmaster
General .M Ulock), wbo Is in charge of
this BiL, to be in his place to-morrow, if
be ean conveniently do se, as I shall have
eomething te gay to hlm.

Motion agre to, and debate adjourned.
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The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) moved the adjournment of the House.

Motion agreed to, and the House adjourn-
ed at 12.20 a.m. (Wednesday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WEDNESDAY, 5th July, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
e'clock.

PRAYERs.

PURCHASE OF LAND FROM AUGUSTE
LANGEVIN.

Mr. BERGERON asked:
What disposition bas been made of the vote

of $1,000 authorized in 1898 to purchase certain
land Brom Auguste Langevin (dit Bergevin), Sup-
ply Bill No. 174, page 24 ?1

The MINISTER OF RAILWAY9 AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). The land bas been
purchased and $1,000 pald therefor.

Mr. BERGERON. To whom, that Is what
I want to know ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS. I have just given the answer
furnished to me, but I will get that Infor-
mation and give It to the hon. gentleman,

Mr. BERGERON. I want to know to
whom the money has been paid.

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYg AND
CANALS. I am sorry that the hon. gentle-
man did not ask his question In such a
way that the officer who has charge of that
would bave understood It, but I wll see If
I can get the Information for the hon. gen-
tieman.

EXTENSION OF LOBSTER FISHING
SEA8ON.

Mr. MARTIN asked:
U In granting extension of lobster ftshing sea-

son to 31st July, for sections bptween West Point
and Carleton Head, in Northumberland Straits,

as any consideration been given to section be-
tween Cape Bear and Charlottetown ?

2. If not, why not, the condition ln regard to
lobster Eshlng being the same In both sections ?

The MINISTER OF MARINE AND
FISHERIES (Sir Louis Davies). The exten-
sion recommended for the lobster fishiug
season this year has been confned to those
localities recommended by the Lobster Com-
mission for an extension.

POSTMASTER AT HUMBERSTONE.

Mr. McCLEARY asked:
1. How long was James O. Rose postmaster of

Humberstone ?
2. Were any charges made against him durIng

his term of office ?
3. If so, what were they, and were such charges

inquired Into, by whom and with what result ?
4. What was the nature of the report made by

the commissioner who held the inqulry ?
5. Was Mr. Rose continued in his position after

such inquiry had been made; if so, how long?
6. Has he been dismissed?
7. If so, did he receive notice from the depart-

ment of such, and what was the date of same?
8. What was the date of bis dismissal ?
9. What reason can be given for his dismissal ?
The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr.

Mulock). 1. From the lt of October, 1881,
to the 1st of December, 1898. The answer to
the other questions is as follows :-Certain
charges of mismanagement of the office and
political partisanship against the pestmaster
were made and Inquired into by the ln-
spector. The report was dated the 17th of
September, 1897, but no action was taken
thereon. In the month of November, 1898,
complaInt was made to the department
that the postmaster was engaged as a gen-
oral merchant, and that the post office was
in his store, and that it was not fair to the
other merehants of the place that he should
bave the advantage which the post office
gave him over others ln the same line of
business ; accordingly the office was trans-
ferred to a person who was not engaged In
any business in competition with any others
in the same place.

I. O. R.-EXPENDITURE ON ROLLING
STOCK.

Mr. DAVIN. Mr. Speaker, before the
Orders of the Day are called, I would like
to ask theb lon. Minister of Railways and
Canals (Mr. Blair), whether hIs attention bas
been called to the question I asked the day
before yesterday respecting the expenditure
on the Intercolonial Railway ?

The MINISTER OF RAILWAYS AND
CANALS (Mr. Blair). No.

Mr. DAVIN. Well, then, I would ask the
hon. gentleman If he will kindly look up
"Hansard," and let me know to-morrow.

ADMINISTRATION OF THE YUKON.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assinibola). Mr. Speaker, before the Or-
ders of the Day are called, I wish to say,
as i see the hon. Mlnister of the Interlor
(Mr. Sîfton) ln bis place, that the reply he
gave me-and If necessary, I will put myself
ln order-on the third reading of the Do-
minlon Lands Amendment Aet was unsatis-
factory, taken ln cemection wlth the fact
that In all other thing -We have been pro-
mised In the North-west Territories, we bave-
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Leen disappointed. The bon. Minister told The facts stated by our correspondent, from
us that nothing will be done In regard to her personal observation. were suffIcient to prove
what is a vital question at this moment tu that at least the administration was suspiciously
the North-west Territories, namely, the set- 1 bad, and that a searching investigation by com-

o eseedgaindebtednessan petent and impartial commissioners was required.tement of the seedgrain d A commissioner of high reputation was ap-
the seed grain liens. The hon. Minister told pointed, but, whatever his other qualifications,
us, when he took charge of bis department, he can hardly be said to have possessed the Judi-
that he would insist on having a free bandî, cial experience desirable for such a post.
and there can be little doubt that he bas had. Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, who held the oz-
a free band. Three sessions have passed ces of Attorney General and Minister of Justice
away since the hon. gentleman took charge ' in the late Gavernment, repeated these accusa-
ofaya a ptions in the House, and alleged that Mr. Sifton,f that department, and an important ques- the present Minister of the Interior, was per-
tion like that is not settled, an important sonally responsible.
question like the elevator question is not He moved for an inquiry and a Royal Commis-
settled, and, amore than all, the promises sion, and offered bis own unpaid services as
tbat were made to us respecting relief, as Crown prosecutor. We do fot Say that the
regards inplements, have not been kept. charges are true, stili Iess that any of the mdi-
The North-west Territorles and Manitoba viduals named by Sir Hibbert are guilty; but It
feel thiat the hon. Minister hbas treated them certainly seens regrettable that a matter saserlous sbould have been treated by the Laurier
badly in all these things. All these things Government as a strictly party question.
haive been treated with 'Ilto-morrow"9 or The Minister o! the Interlor feli back on Mr.&uext session," and there sis naturally a Ogilvie's report, wIchis stil incomplete and
gieat sens3off disappointment and a sense thatrgeswas the duty o the Cabinet not to resign
,of disappointment that bas been expressedI their political responsibility to a commission o!

csr. Speaker, by the eeading paper In the judgesgh s tm Theres, perhaps, something ta be saia for tesposition from a purely constitutionalstandpoint,
side, regarding one of these importat ques- but the Government would bave been better ad.
tins. To crown ail, on a vast tract of thee vised had they shown a deeper sense o the
territores stili remains a eloud oaf oboquy nerious character of the charge ant the neces-

Mrhat there bi noIntention, apparently, eof sity or meeting Ith
laving cleared away. Although we are into
le dog days there is sufficient time yet be-
fore this session closes, If the bon. Minister
wishes to direct bis attention to some of similar state of tbIngs took place. Thr
those matters, such, for instance, as the newspapers, first of Canada, were filled
seed grain question, to accomplish some- with strong and vehement charges against
thiag. If the hon. Minister will direct bis the Government of that day, and the Lon-
attention to this matter alone something doni"Times" led the press of Englaud and
niay still be done through a brief Bill that the press of the continent ln making obser-
coild be passed rapidly through all its vations almost on ail-fours wlth those which
stages to confer an inestimable boon upon1ave had the honour of reading to the
the Territoies. House. I need not remlnd the Prime -

Now, Sir, it is not merely that, but as I Ister that to have a paper lke the London
say, and as the newspapers there feel, over"Times"lbriuging this matter thus before
what amounts to a vast kingdom belonging the world, calîs fot mereiy into question
to Canada there Is a cloud unremoved, and the honour of the Goverument, but the hon-
yesterday ln the "Star " is published a our of Canada. What occurred at the
ealblegram giving the leading article from time I have referred te? When the
the London "'TI-mes " on this question. member for Shefford, Hon. Mr. Hunting-
After some complimentary reference to the don, first made his charges, immediately the
PrimeMiister, the Liondox"6'rTimes",,says Prime Minister of the day moved for a

commnittee, and when the work off that
We bave less hesitation ln expressîng regret at commIttee, for reasons I need flot go Inta

tlhe rather serlous mistake wblcb the caiàian was unsatisfaetory, then Lord Dufferin, the
roverninent seea o have committetwithin the Governor Gmneral, had a comnssioneo
Iast few days. Judges appoi ted In order to fnquireInto

On Wednesday Sir Charles aibbert Tupper, the charges. Remember that the charges
soa o! the wel-known DominionI statesman, who whch were made at that time againt the
la mow one of the tew surviving fathers ofconi-Goverument were charges of taking money
federatIon, brought very grave charges or i tn- from a public contraetr whe had succed-
cotpetence, neglect ann corruption againt cere r n t

o ofnlfatnemployedtn the Yukon district. t th
I'he charges arelot new no far au their gen- that money had gne Into lectioneeeng

oral ftatures are concerned. expenses. They wered ot as serouseas the
arly am year ago our special correspondent in charges wheh have been flung broadcastin

ti. Relndike declared that theyd were widely the prsent Instance, and whieh are that
macle and belleved n by the poulation on the tUs domain, an enthre k wngdom, a mlghty
B>t natives ani Amercnhalikeawas t isfact rd frthe.

ve wereto ethat the omiaiswere aecuhn ot Gernor dinr, ha a mmiino
mely oftIncapaclty-but omfpecunLary corrup w e rmae that the admnistrationof t
tua. has been swn wlth corruption, and that

The chagsIen otnw. a tergn htmnyhdgn noeetoern

I
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money-money of the citizens of Canada-
has been improperly taken and placed lu
the pockets of people who were violating
the trusts reposed An them, and abusing
the privileges they had. I will read to
the House part of the observations made
by Lord Dufferin on the 13th of August,
1873:

Under these circumstances I have concluded,
on the advice of my Ministers, and even if I di!-
fered from them as to the policy of such a
course, which I do not, it le a point upon which
I should be disposed to accept their recommenda-
tions to issue a Royal Commission of Inquiry to
three gentlemen of such legal standing, character
and authority as will command the confidence of
the public, by virtue of the powers conferred
upon me by the Act Vict. 31, chap. 38. On the
other hand, I have determined, ln proroguing
Parliament, to announce to the members of both
Houses my intention of their assembling imme-
diately the commission ln question shall have
concluded their labours. By these means an
opportunity will be afforded for preliminary ex-
purgation of these unhappy matters before a tri-
bunal competent to take evidence on oath.
Ample opportunities will be given to the mem-
bers of the more distant provinces to make their
preparations, ln view of an autumnal session,
and within two montbs or ten weeks fron this
date a full Parliament of Canada will take su-
preme and final cognizance of the case now
pending between my Ministers and their ac-
cusers.
And, Sir, the view that was stated some
time ago by the Victoria "Times," a Liberal
newspaper, holds good to-day:

In the opinion of the "Times," the course
which the Government should take Is quite clear.
Ail charges should be thoroughly investigated,
and by a commission having the confidence of
the country. The Government and not the Op-
position, must take the lead in prosecuting such
an investigation. If officiais have done wrong,
they should be exposed and punished, It matters
not what their polities or by whom appointed.
Now that direct charges have been formulated
on the floor of Parliament by a prominent mem-
ber of the House, nothing short of an exhaustive
inquiry by a non-partisan commission will pro-
perly meet the situation. The investigation by
Mr. Ogilvie may be good enough in its way-hi»
fîndlngs may be absolutely fair and just, and
cover the whole ground ; but partisan poIlticiansl,
who think more to maklng a point aganat the
Goverument than of reforming abuses, -will not
ccept them as final. An investigation that does

not silence criticism has failed ln its object.

Now, Sir, I had expected, when the Govern-
ment voted down the resolution a few daysi
ago calling for an inquiry, that ere this we
should have beard that steps had been taken
to have such an lnquiry a's Lord Dufferin ob-
talned some 26 years ago ; and I saw ln onej
of the papers-I tlink It was the Montreali
" Star "-a eall made on the Governor Gen-1
eral for a Royal Commission, whether the 1
MIlnlistry wished it or not. In that connec-9
tion -I want to read one or two sentences ,
written by Mr. Goldwln Smith In 1873, c
wicb voiced the sentiments of a vast num- c
ber of the people of Canada. He wrote as(
foilows :-

206i

But the doctrine that the sovereign can do no
wrong, which we all loyally accept as applied to
the acts of Her Majesty, is applicable to the acte
of Her Majesty*alone. All her offieers, from the
Prime Minister of the Empire downwards, and
governors of colonies among the rest, are re-
sponsible for their use of their powers, amenable
to the censorship of public opinion, and in the
last resort liable to removal from their offices
for maladministration.
He is arguing -that the Governor General
was responsible to the Empire, to the home
Government, and to the people of this coun-
try, for seeing that charges In nature like
those that have been made now for more
than a year against the administration of
my hon. friend In the Yukon distriet, should
not be slurred over. Again, he says :

We hold that it was a case in which the Gov-
ernor General might most properly have put to
his Ministers the very simple question which the
published evidence suggested, and in default of
a perfectly satisfactory answer have told them
that he could no longer incur the responsibility
of retaining them as the advisers of the Crown.
Such, we incline to believe, would have been the
decision of men of the character of Pitt, Castle-
reagh, Canning, Wellington, Grey or Peel. This
Is not a trial for larceny or an action of eject-
ment. It is a moral not a legal, question. It
is a question whether, in view of certain disclo-
sures, the persons now in power are morally fit
to remain heads of the nation and advisers of
the Crown. Lord Melville, on the strength of far
less damaging disclosures, was removed from
offce and struck off the Privy Council before the
commencement of the judicial Impeachment
which, through the leniency of the court, ended
in his acquittal.

Here Is another sentence, and I commend
it especlally to the Prime Minister :

Of the two modes of inquiry, a com-
mittee of the House of Commons and a
Royal Commission, we avow our decided
preference for the latter, supposing that
it can be invested with sufficient powers, and
provided that it be appointed "with the full
consent of Parliament,'' to use the words of Mr.
Gladstone with reference to the Royal Commis-
sion recently appointed to inquire into the sub-
ject brought before the legislature by Mr. Plim-
so.
And again:

Another obvious condition is that, in any case
affecting the personal conduct of Ministers, the
commissioners shall be nominated, not by the
accused, but by the Governor General himself,
with such disinterested advice as he may be
able to obtain. If the legal action of Privy Coun-
cillors in this or any other matter ls required,
there are Privy Councillors who are not Min-
isters.
And so on. The whole trend of the argu-
ment ot tbat powerful paper, written by a
publicest who, at that time, had an unIm-
paired prestige, and wbo ha oalways had an
almost unequalled power of expressing his
Ideas, ls towards establisblng a doctrilne that
compels the Government under the present
eircumstances to advIse. the Governor Gen-
eral to Issue a Royal Commission and, if
they fail to do it, that moraily compelsthe
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Governor General of Canada to lnsist that
a Royal Commission shall be issued. These
are matters which affect closely the portion
of the country whence I come. The first are
minor matters, from one point of view, com-
pared with the last subject whichb I have
brought before ;the Hoase ; but they are sub-
jects which touch the North-west dlosely ;
and in regard to them, there is still a locus
penitentie for my hon. friend the Minister
of the Interior, and I would urge on him to
redeem his pledges to the North-west while
still there is time ln this very Parliament ;
and I would urge on the Government to see
that steps are taken so that this dark cloud
which rests on a vast portion of those Ter-
ritories shall not grow blacker, but that
means shall be taken to pierce it, to dis-
cover what has caused It, and to punish any
persons who may be culpable. I beg to
move the adjournment of the House.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId
Laurier). Mr. Speaker, the motion which
has just been moved by the hon. member
for West Assinibola (Mr. Davin) is an un-
warranted abuse of the privileges of this!
Hoase. It is a well-known rule of parlia-1
mentary government that the motion to ad-1
journ the House should not be resorted to ex-1
cept to bring to the attention of the House
some matter of pressing or urgent necessity.
If something suddenly occurs to which the1
attention of Parliament should be call-
ed, the motion to adjourn is a proper
means of effecting that object. But when
a matter bas been debated in the House for a1
long time, as this one has been, and wheni
there is no urgency at the moment, to move
the adjournment of the House when we are
engaged lu an important debate is, I repeat.
an unwarranted abuse of the privileges of
the House. I may say to my hon. frIend,
though I would not be lacking ln courtesy to
any one, that I would not have risen to replyto those remarks, In which he brought up
matters which occurred 26 years ago, and
which have no relevancy, but for tne fact
that he cited the opinion of the London
"Times"; and I may, perhaps, give to the
London "Times " some attention whIch I
would not have given to my hon. friend
under different cireumstances. The "'Times"
ls a paper whieh carries great welght and
respectability to whatever It says; but
we are a1j famillar with the fact
that this I0fnot the first time that
the "TimesI" bas been the victim of a
hoax. Some few years ago the "Times9"
was the vletim of a very cruel boax at the
bands of a perjurer named Richard Pigott,
when It did not hesitate to associate the
mame of Mr. Parnell with crime ln Ireland.
9'here was not the sllgbtest foundation for
the accusations then made by the " Tlmesp"
against Mr. Parnell, who was able to vindi-
eate bis chairacter rost suceffly. All1
have to say to tmy hon. friend on the present
occasion la that 'we have another tichard

Mr. DAVIN.

t Plgott, another slanderer In the land, andf that the "TimesI" bas once more been made
i the vIctim of a hoax, written by somebody

from this side of the ocean. The debafe on
the motion of the hon. member for Plctou

e (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) was concluded
-on Thursday last, and the editorial in the
"Times " appeared yesterday. It was physie-
ally impossible that :the editor of the
" Times " could have had before hlim the
text of the debate that took place ln bhis
House whtn he wrote that article, and,
therefore. it was based upon insufficient evi-

' dence or on no reliable evidence. When
the facts have been placed before the English

| public, I am not without hope that the
"Times " ltself will have to recast Its judg-
ment on this matter. My hon. friend says
that there is a dark cloud on the country,

I and that we should do something to dissipate
It. We have nothing to do at the present
time but to let events take care of them-

I selves. Let events go on. This bas already
i largely dissipated the dark cloud. The mo-
tion las not even been fully debated, the
vote had not been taken, when the dark
cloud had been pretty well dissipated, when
the suspicion which was sought to be cast
on the Minister of the Interior, when all
these charges of corruption set forth in the
article of the "Times," had been disproved
and dispelled.

If anything would show the extreme, the
unpardonable levity wlth which those
charges were brought against the Govern-

1 ment, it would be an article which we read
to-day, not in a Government organ, not ln a

1 Liberal paper, but in the Montreal "Ga-
zette." An infamous accusation was made
against Judge Dugas. This accusation we
refused to submit to a commission of judges.
We knew, as di all those who have had
dealings with Judge Dugas In the past, his
probity and high character, and would not
credit any accusation against him unless
based on something more than a mere mo-
tion, unaccompanied by evidence of any
kind. Well, what do we see ln the Montreal
" Gazette " to-day ? We find the editor of
the Klondlke "Nugget " defending Judge
Dugas, and thus there Is another cloud re-
moved from the gaze of my hon. friend.
Here la wbat the "Gazette " says :

Vancouver, B.C., July 4.-A. F. George, editor
of the " Klondike Nugget," who arrived in Van-
couver with the Heywood-Trotter party of Yu-
koners, was seen last evening and taliked freelyof things in the far north. He satid: " The
story of Sir Hibbert Tupper's late attack upon
Judge Dugas, of the Supreme Bench of the Yu-
kon, in ail news to un, and han shocked us lm-
measurably. I, myselt, as editor of the Nug-
get,' have, as you know, been very active in the
agitation ln the Yukon for fair regulations and
honest administration, but I want to say right
here, If you will allow me, that the ludge's record
Up there is above reproach or even the breath of
suspicion. He han earned the admiration, re.
speet and esteem of every man with whom he
bas bmn tbrowu ln contact. Sir Hlbbertneabeenftý baumi_Mýa&I L&this-caseMan%- tue Tukoners
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in whose interests the agitation has supposedly
been maintained, will be much exercised to learn
of the attack upon a man whom they have come
to regard as the one strong arm between tbem
and wrong. Since Judge Dugas's incumbency,
the alien population of the Yukon has acquired
an immense respect for British law and its
courts, while the Canadians point to him proudly
as a sample of what manner of men Canada can
furnish when in a favourable mood. I talk
strongly on this matter, for a great Injustice has
been done, and I can verify everything I say
from the returnIng Yukoners, who will now be
arriving at Vancouver every few days since we
have ploneered the way. By the way, I am sur-
prised that others have not come out this way
before, for it Is time saved to all eastern points,
as well as by connecting with trains to Seattle."

Now, what a mistake would we not have
made, had we agreed to accept the motion
moved by the hon. member for Pletou ? We
would have consented to an Inquiry Into the
conduet of a man who receives the certifi-
cate of character from one who was most
active ln the agitation regarding the admin-
istration of the Yukon. The cloud is, there-
fore, diàsipated upon this point, and my
hon. friend need not have any anxiety with
regard to the other points, for I venture to
say, the more light is thrown on the sub-
Ject, the more rapidly will the clouds roll
away.

In conclusion, let me repeat what I have
already said on another occasion. We have
ordered an Inquiry into the charges made
upon the Yukon administration. Possibly,
wrong las been done ln the Yukon, and
we have no intention of shielding any one.
We have ordered on inquiry, which we hope
will prove thorough. We have only recelv- «
ed part of the report of the commissioner,
and another part Is now on its way. Again,
I repeat, If the inquiry we have ordered Is
not sufficient, another one will be ordered,
so as to have every item probed to the bot-
tom, and every delinquent punlshed, If de-
linquents there are.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Bret-
on). The House will have listened
with a good deal of surprise to the
statements of the right hon. First Min-
ister. I challenge ln the outset bis state-
ment that my hon. friend the member for
West Assinibola abused his privilege of
making this motion on the present occasion.
The hon. gentleman says that it is an abuse
of the privilege which a member bas, on the
Orders of the Day being called, to make a
motion for the adjournment of the House,
unless for the purpose of bringing up some-
thing of grave importance that cannot pos-
sibly watt. I will undertake to say that
those who will search the parliamentary
records, will find that the right hon. gen-
tleman himself bas again and again moved,
under similar circumstances, the adjourn-
ment, and without half the grounds that
my 'hon. friend from West Assinlbola
(Mr. Davin) had on this occasion. I had no

i knowledge whatever that my lon. friend
was going to bring the matter he
did before the House. I had not
received the sligbtest intimation that
it was to be brought up to-day. nor
was I at aill prepared for it ; but when
the right hon. gentleman says that this mo-
tion is an abuse of privilege, he is bound to
produce his authority, and I will not only
meet whatever authority he may bring, but
will give a dozen Instances in which the
right hon. gentleman himself took advantage
of this privilege. The right hon. gentleman
hias abused to a ten times greater extent the
privilege of making a motion to adjourn.
wbich is given to members In order to deal
with any subject that is of importance, in
their judgment. The subject does not ne-
cessarily require to be important. So long
as the hon. member believes, in lis own
judgment, that it is his duty to submit his
views on any question, the forms of the
House provide that, on a motion to adjourn,
he can do so.

Why does the right lon. gentleman exhibit
so much heat on this occasion ? Why does
he propound a rule that has no existence In
the government of this House ? It is be-
cause he is extremely tender at the present
moment, because he occupies a very extra-.
ordinary position on this question. He
speaks in contemptuous terms of the
" Times " newspaper. Hie says that its edi-
tor has been the subject of a hoax, because,
as this debate only concluded a few days
ago, It is impossible he can bave been cor-
rectly informed of what took place. Does
the hon. gentleman, forget that this subject
was brought to the notice of the House by
the speech from the hon. iember for Pictou
and the long discussion which followed, and
which weeks ago has been in the hands of
the " Times " newspaper ? I do not wonder
that the right lon. gentleman shrinks from
the attack of his friend the "Times " news-
paper. Everybody knows that it is part of
the policy of that great organ of public
opinion to give the Government of the day
all the support and assistance it can pro-
perly give It, and the right hon. gentleman
knows that never was there a party more
indebted than the Government and party
now In office to the London "Times "
for the strong support which again
and again they have received from
that great organ of public opinion.
The hon. gentleman knows that nothing
but the strongest possible circumstances
could impel the London "Times," as mat-
ters now stand. to attack him, and to at-
tack the Government of which he Is the
head ; that nothing but an overwhelming
sense of the public importance of sudh an
act, nothing but the strongest possible con-
vietion on the part of that great organ of
public opinion that the Government had
forgotten what was due to themselves when
they voted down a motion for an independ-
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ent judicial inquiry into the facts that bave plement that undertaking, bave pleaded
rendered Canada notorlous throughout the I guilty to the Indietment. That ts the posi-
civilized world, could have induced them tion in which they stand. They themselves
to publish such an article. Now, Sir, what declared that If the investigation was not
information had the "Times"? They had found to be a complete and sufficient means
before them the fact that, weeks ago, when of vindicating the character and reputation
challenged, when these matters were dis-! of this Government and the officials against
cussed and ventilated in this House, the charges of wrong-doing, they would see to
Government-aye, and the Government sup-fIt that means were provided of fastening
porters-refused to support a motion for a , crimes on those who were criminal and pun-
thorough investigation, but gave it the go- ishing them ; that they would satisfy the
by, by moving an amendment stating that country ; that, to use the words of the right
they were satisfied with the commission hon. gentleman himself, they would probe
that had been issued. But that was quali-,i this matter to the bottom and let the full
fied by the Government and the Govern-! light of day in upon it. But have they
ment's supporters, stating that if the pre- done so? No, Sir. Challenged, I say, in
sent investigation was not satisfactory, the face of this Parliament, In the face
they would insist upon a commission, they of this country, chllenged by an bon. mem-
would require such an independent-I will iber of this House, whose standing, position
not say judicial, but it carries that with î and character are second to those of no
It-such an Independent commission of in- man who ever sat In this Parliament-
quiry as would satisfy in the fullest andoh
most complete manner the necessities of Some hon. ME MBERS. Oh, oh.
this case. But bas that been done? Why, Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I say, Sir, thatSir, the right hon. gentleman knows, and no man who ever sat in this House of Par-no doubt the "Times-" newspaper, with its llament bas a brighter or more undimmed
sources of information, knows, that this record than the bon. member for Pietouvery commissioner was dependent upon the 1 (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper). And, whenGovernment, this man who Is connected t his bMatant challenge was fiung acrossby close ties of relationship with the gen- the House, that, if anybody would
tleman who is primarily responsible for take the responsibility of making athe administration of the Yukon-this de- charge, that charge would be fullypendent relative of the Minister of the In- investigated, that bon. gentleman, havingterior-has himself declared that the com- attained the standing and position In thismission with which he is entrusted is alto- House, this country, this Empire, which hegether Insufficlent. The Government bad has-for where is the man who bas had
It In the very evidence publishedhand placed more fiattering communications from thein tbe irands o this House, ths declara- present Chief Justice of England and thetien by their own commissioner redgrettlng Attorney General of England, gentlemen onthe fact that bis hands are so led hat opposite sides of politics congratulatingeis unable to give that complete exami- him on the distinction which the Crown basnation to the subject that is required, and! conferred upon hlma ?-accepted this chai-the statement made by tbe commissioner congerredtupon hom getedthisal-
himaself that he has applied to the Govern- lenge of these hon. gentlemen, and said:hlineiftha li ba appiedto he oven-1 place at stake my position In this House;ment to enlarge bis powers so as to enable 1i mea stake my cossion s th e

him o d hi duy. nd et hatdoe give me a judicial commission,, select thehlm to do bis duty. -And yet, what does, judges yourself, and I will give my ownthe right bon. gentleman do ? Challenged time yousel btest remunerveimyow
as n Goernmnt n ths cmntr oranytime without the slightest remuneration, i

other country ever was challenged they will give my time and attention to estab-
shr cfr theer as challenged e a dey lish the truth of these charges. That chal-shrank froi the challenge to have an Inde- lenge flung down by the First Minister, waspendent judicial Investigation. They couid repeated in blatant termas by the bon. Min-have an investigration 'by judges appointed ister o! Marine and Flsberies (Sir Louisby themselves, and selected by themselves is of Mr en theraenge Lus

butknon a me ofstndig ad idepndDavies). But when the challenge wasbut knowna sen o! standing and Independ- taken up, these hon. gentlemen, overwhelm-eut character.aOhallengedt bave the con- ed with the mass of testimony that theyduct of several Ministers, but especially knew could be adduced from many sourcesthat of the Minister o! the interior., Who is lu this country, from bundreds o! men o!
charged with such gross incapacity and ne i hscutrfo udrd fmnoleetrad icbrutos ontepat atd ag the highest character and the highest stand-leet and corruption on the part, at al ing that would abundantly prove everyevents, ofthe improperly selected and bad- .charge that bas been brought against thesely qualnfied officias that chalad sent Into gentlemen, resorted to mere sophistry. Theythat country-they evaded that challenge met this acceptance of their challenge withby the declaratIon before the pouse and one of the most childish sophistries thatbefore this country, that If the present th-e any member of Parliament ever venturedvestigation was dept found sufficient tey to use In this House. " Why," they said,touy invetgatin mpnde Andn sa- dwho ever 'heard o! a Minlster being put
tory thnvegainme ineusngo Im-a on trial bef ore judges." That was the

thar thAovRLEnTPE r fsn oln ground taken by the hon. Minister o! the



Interior, who shrank-naturally and proper- House. Now, ail that the bon. gentleman
ly shrank, knowing what he knew would wants to clear Judge Dugas and to cover
be the result-from that Investigation by the Opposition with confusion In relation
an independent commission. And that was to these charges, Is this magnificent evi-
then taken up and echoed by the First Min- dene lie bas got of Mr. George, edltor, uo
Ister, who backed up his colleague, backed the "Nugget." Why, Sir, three mouthe ago
up the man who was assalled. Charged as le was a low Yankee speculator who was
not a man In this House bas ever been looklng for sonîebody to buy hlm. Now he
charged before. the Minister of the In- reappears on the scene, and having found
terior was backed up by the First Minister there was no Conservatives prepared to In-
stating that it was Inconsistent with Bri- Y-est a dollar lu hlm, directly or indirectly,
tish parliamentary practice to put the Gov-'he cores as a champion of the great king
ernment of a country on trial before judges. of the Klondike, Mr. Alexander McDonald.
Nobody pretended to suggest such a thing. I leave the bon. gentleman to infer what
The Government were not to be put upon bis Inspiration is.
their trial before judges. But what was Mr. TAYLOR. Who bouglit hlm?
proposed was ln accordance with the pre-
cedents of this House and of Parliament, Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do fot say le
again and again repeated-and that was bas been bouglt, but I say that hon. gentie-
that when a charge, a grave charge, was men opposite said that le was a purchas-
brought, an independent judicial commis- able commodlty, hon. gentlemen opposite
sion was appolnted to Investigate; fnot to discredited anytbiug le could say on the
deal wlth the case, not to punish, fnot to ground that le was a purchasaible corn
turn the Minister out of office, but to modty; and if that be so, is It at al un-
ascertain the facts, to report those facts likely that, haviug met wlth no purchaser
to Parliament, and let the Parliament on the Conservative sîde, the king of the
deal with them. And yet there was the Klondike migbt possibly be induced, lu a
evasion, an evasion that could only spring matter lu which le was attacked and hie
from consclous guilt, that was resorted to1riglt questioned to a great property that
by the Minister of the Interior, backed up was handed over, one of the most Important
by the First Minister, who found he could charges-I say !s; it at ail unlikely that he
ln that way obtain the cheers of hon. gen- may bave been led to see himself lu a some-
tlemen who sit behind him, and who seem what different light? But when id ho
to be unwilling to part with gentlemen on i1arrive lu Vancouver? Has le the facts be-
the front benches, -s they feared they would fore hlm? Does be know wbat the member
have to do if this commission was al- for Pictou said lu reference to Judge Dugas?
lowed. There Is no proof of that. But there is proof

Now, Sir. what have we to-day ? When1 that the right Ion, gentleman, unable to
members of this House ventured to refer tojdefend hiriself, unable to defend bis Goy-
Mr. George, the editor of the "1 Nugget"' as ernnent, and especially unable to defend the
a person who was acquainted with the factsfMinisten of the interlor, found it was easler
and who had come from the Yukon, who to defend the Judges of the Supreme Court
had given certain information not only to the tian the men Sitting ontIc Tre sury
press there but to members of Parliament benches. That was the position. The hou.
here, he was met with a peal of derision. gentleman knows that Judge Dugas was
The editor of the " Nugget," indeed ! This neyer assailed as a Judge. Had le been 80
Is the style of man, this Yankee renegade, assaied, my hou. friend from Westmoreland
this is the style of person that you expect us (Mr. Powell) las given proof to the House
to pay attention to and to give credence to. off ts being a perfectly rîglt and legîtimate
Why, the story was at once started that he thing for the higlest judge lu the Empire
lad asked for $8,000 from the Conservative! to be attacked on the floor of the House of
party for the purpose of maintaining him Comuons and driven out of office, as was
in his position to give evidence. So far' as the case with one of the Most brilliant
I am aware, no man connected with the Con- Lord Chancellons that ever occupled the
servative party ever showed the slightestfwoolsack !p. }ng1afd.
indication of having been approaohed. I amnjNow, Sr, the first plea of my bon. friend
not aware that such a proposition was ever was: You cannot appoint a commission of
made, but if it was made it was treated judges to sit Iu trial upon the case. Granted,
with contempt. Not a single dollar was but you can, if you are fot afraid of ob-
ever contributed, directly or indirectly, by taiulng ludependent testimony, secure any
the Conservative party or any member con- men holding bigI and responsible positions,
nected with it, so far as I am aware, in con- holing the independent position Off udges
nection with the matter. But when gentle- of the Supreme and higher courts of Canada,
men came here and over their own signa- to take the evîdence aud to put that evi-
tures made statements to members of Par- dence lu the hands of Parliament as their
lament which they had previously made In report of what tley have ascertained to be
the strongest terms In the public press of the the facts, and let Parliament deal with the
country, we felt it was sufficlent justification Goverument. Su away goes, the first story.

to bingtha mater o te noiceoffthe these cages thi sod manieunteho-
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friend from Westmoreland shows that when
Lord Westbury was Lord Chancellor, one of
the most brilliant men that ever sat on the
woolsack, and when he was accused of fav-
ouring his relations, accused of partiality,
accused as Lord High Chancellor of Eng-
land of conduct that was not becoming ln a
judge. and which laid him open to attack.
the House of Commons took that up, and
Lord Palmerston, who I presume knew as
much of constitutional and parliamentary
government as the right hon. gentleman
does, not only allowed the attack to be madei
upon the Lord Chancellor of England, but
allowed a resolution condemnIng bis action
to be earried, calling upon him to resign his 1
seat. So away goes the second story. Judge
Dugas. the moment he took an official posi-
tion outside of his judicial character alto-
gether, that of a member of the North-west
Council, is as open, to attack as the right
bon. gentleman or any other man in this
House. If that were not so, what would
happen ? If you wanted to screen a judge
from publie censure and public examination
of bis acts ln this House, you would only
have to appoint him a member of the exe-
cutive council, and no man in this House
could say a word or move an indictment of
him. Sir, that is not the doctrine of Parlia-
ment, that is not British parllamentary doe-
trine, that is not the practice of the Im-
perial Government, nor of any country
where parliamentary government exists.
You have chosen to takej Judge Dugas out
of bis position as a judge, and to charge him
with official duties which render hlm as
much aimenable to censure ln this House, il'
he should deserve it, as the humblest indi-
vidual In the whole country. Therefore,
your second defence falls to the ground, is
swept aside as a mere cobweb, brought here
for the purpose of protecting gentlemen who
bave no argument, who are unable to justify
their position, or to protect themselves
from that parllamentary inquiry that Is de-
manded lu this Canada of ours, if any in-
quiry was ever demanded In the bhistory of
any other country. Well, Sir, what next ?
We had a Minister of the Interior, that
admirable Minister of the Interlor who the
bon. gentleman turned round and declared
Lad endeared himself to the hearts of every
Liberal by the assaults of lits opponents.
Well. Sir, do hon. gentlemen behlnd the
Ministers take the ground that any crime
may be committed by a gentleman on the
front benches, and that he Is to be taken to
their bosoms as an admirable Minister the
moment he is attacked for improper conduct
by the Opposition In this House ?

Mr. GIBSON. Because the charges were
not true.

Sir OHARIES TUPPER. I tell the hon.
member for Lincoln that it Is because he
knew the charges weret true, it Is because
the hon. gentlemen knew that their Govern-
ment was gone if they granted this inquiry.

Sir CHARLES TUJPPER.

It was on that ground that the London
"Times " is compelled to declare that they
have been badly advised when they refused
an independent inquiry, demanded as every
intelligent man in the British realm
knows it is, that knows anything of
these circumstances. The hon. gentle-
muan brought up the question of Mr. Par-
nell's trial. Well, what took place?
The "Times," he says, was misled. So it
was ; I admit that, but the fact that the
" TImes " was misled did not prevent an
inquiry. When Mr. Parnell, that greait man,
who so long held such undisputed sway in
Ireland, was attacked and assailed by the
London "Times," he was not such a cowird
as to shelter hlinself behind a miserable pre-
text and not to immediately challenge an In-
vestigation on the floor of the Parliament of
the country. The reason was that Mr. Par-
nell was not guilty. Therein lies the dif-
ference. Parnell could afford to challenge
Inqulry, because, ln his consclous innocence,
he knew that he was prepared to meet his
opponents ln open court, in the face of day,
and with the strongest and ablest defence
that could be adduced by anybody standing
his trial. Do you mean to say that if these
hon. gentlemen had felt that they were In
that position, they would not have had a
judicial commission now appointed and now
charged with the duty of investigating this
subject and probing it to the bottom? Hon.
gentlemen have not heard the last of this.

1 The London "Times," the Great Thui~derer,
is weak and impotent compared with the
voice of the Independenwt electorate of Can-
ada. These hon. gentlemen, willingly or un-
willingly, wIll have to stand at the bar et
public opinion to be tried in the light of the
evidence such as bas already been produced
and sucéh a- will be enough, and is enough, to
carry conviction, and unmistakable convie-
tion, to the heart and conscience of every ln-
dependent elector ln this country who reads
the evidence that ls already produced. Not-
withstandIng the declaration of the gentle-
men and the friends behind them, that If
the commission was not found te be able to
deal wiPtb the matter, a commission entrust-
ed te a dependent relative of one who Is
connected with this transaction, to a gentle-
man closely connected with hlm, they wIll
appoint an Independent commission, the time
has come when we are able to adduce evi-
dence, and the gentleman entrusted with
the comnmission, deplores the fact, that he ls
not in a position to do justice te this great
question. :He has reported to the Govern-
ment, and he las asked the Governmenit to
se enlarge his powers, or provide for such
an independent Investigation, as would meet
the case. I do not intend to go Into the
conduet of that Investigation further than to
say : How can hon. gentlemen opposite re-
quire more and higher and stronger testi-
mony, as te the absolute necessity of their
vindication and the vindea>tion of the fair
fame of Canada, than that wh'ch ls present-
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ed to them by their own officer Vhen they
charged him with a duty that he is unable
to perform, when the facts, already brought
out, brand ithe strongest asseverations of the
hon. Minister of the Interilor, the right hon.
Prime Minister, and other hon. gentlemen
who took 'part in this discussion, as unwar-
ranted, and when they stand in the position
that Itheir own commissioner has declared,
and the fact ha.- been shown, that he cannot
do justice to the subject ? Yet, where Is the
commission ? The commission Is asked for,
jiot by the Liberal party in the Ilouse of
Commons, but by every Independent Con-
servaitive that sits on the floor of the House
of Commons, strengthened and alded and
supported by three hon. gentlemen who
would not permit their names and characters
and reputations to be dragged in the dirt, as
they must be, at the heels of the GovernmenL
who have pleaded guilty. I. say that the
Government stand in this position to-day,
that you have no alternative. You are on
the horns of 1this dilemma ; you must now
at once appoint that Independent judiclal
commission and give Canada the means of
clearing her reputation from the foulest
stigma. that by the maladministration of
public aff airs, has besmirched the faIr fame
of Canada, or be held by every Independent
elecitor of this country, guilty of everything
that has been charged against you. That is
the position, and I leave it for hon. gentle-
men to choose whichever horn of the
dilemma they please.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Mr. Speaker, It Is
gratifying Indeed to the House, and,
I am sure, to hon. gentlemen on the other
side of the House, to fInd that the hon.
leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tup-
per) comes to the rescue of the hon. mem-
ber for Plctou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper).
The first hon. member on the Opposition
side of the House that has said a word In
favour of the hon. member for Plctou Is the
ion. leader of the Opposiltion. The bon.
member who brought up this motion (Mr.
Davin) never said a word In reference to
that hon. gentleman, and ln that debate ln
which the hon. member for Plctou spoke 22
hours, lu which he presented all the detion
that he eould possibly colleet, only 29 mem-
bers of 'the Conservative party would de-
mean themselves to vote for the resolution
he moved. Where was the hon. member for
East Grey (Mr. Sproule) when that hon. gen-
tleman brought in his charges ? Where was
the hon. member for South Lanark (Mr.
Haggart) when the hon. gentleman brought
In his charges and when the division bell
rang ? These hon. gentlemen thought too
much of their reputations to come and vote
for a seurrHous lot of accusations such as
those made by the hon. member for Pictou.
Talk about combinations in the House; we
have them-the Tupper and Tupper crm-
bination. It is the only combinaition on that
side. When I heard the hon. leader of the

Opposition speaking to-day In defence of the
1 hon. member for Picton, and when no
1 other hon. member of the House at-
tempted to do it, I thought it was
much to be regretted that no other hon. gen-
tieman was so poor as to do him reverence.
The hon. member for -Pietou made bis second
speech and ran away again. Where ls he
to-day ? He ls not In the House. He turned
away from the frown of hon. gentlemen on
that side of the House. If the great Thun-
derer only knew that, after his 22 hours
of speaking, on the Opposition side of 'the
House, only 29 hon. members would so de-
mean themselves as to support the state-
ments that were made In the resolution and
which were proved to be false before they
were submitted to the House, 1t would not
have much confidence In what the hon. gen-
tleman sald.

Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). Mr.
Speaker, I would not have said anything on
the present occasion-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh. oh.

Mr. SPROULE. Hon. gentlemen may
laugh. They are laughing at their own
shame, but they wIll be held responsible
when the day of judgment comes. I would
not have spoken, but for the statement made
by the hon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkin), that members of the Conserva-
tive party deserted the impeachment that
was made against certain Ministers of the
Crown on that occasion. As one of the mem-
bers of that îparty, I desire to sa.y that I did
not desert the party, nor did I desert the
impeachment that was made on that occa-
sion, because I believe it ls right. I belleve
that It was one of the strongest lndicitments,
or impeachments, ever made agalnst Minis-.
ters of the Crown durlng my 21 years of
parliamentary experlence.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
vote ?

Why did you not

Mr. SPROULE. I belleved that It would
be Impossible for any Governor General, or
for his advisers, entrusted with the public
administration of affairs, to ignore an im-
peachment of that kind. I did not think it
possible that the debate could be closed so
early as it was, or that it could be brought
to an end by the hon. Minister of the In-
terlor and bis friends Inside of the time that
the divIsion was reached. I thought there
would be plenty of time, as I belleved the
debate would be considered of such Import-
ance that It would take two or three days at
least, and I Intended to speak on It. That
was the reason for my being ab-
sent when the division was taken.
I hold that any member In this House who
rises to defend the MiInister of the Interlor
or the Government in refuslng to issue that
independent commission, which would re-
port to Parliament, is condoning offences
which are regarded as most destructive of
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the fair reputation of Canada. 1, for one,
did not consider that the Government would
dare to refuse that commission, or would
dare to vote it down. What is the nature
of the impeachment ? It is an impeachment
that has few parallels even in the long his-
tory of the British Parliament, as to the
enormity of the offenees charged. The im-
peachment involves four responsible Minis-
ters of the Crown. It is to the effect that
the first of them was not only involved in it
through the conduct of his own officials, but
that he was involved In it indirectly by his
own conduct as well. If that evidence which
Is already taken, holds good for any-
thing. the allegation is made there that
the late partners of the Minister were
trafficking in dredging leases, in which,
according to the statement of his own part-
ner to another whom he endeavoured to get
interested in it, the Minister of the Inter-
lor and the Gold Commissioner are inter-
ested In this case, although for obvious rea-
sons their names cannot appear. If that
allegation holds good, and we have nothing
to prove to the contrary, then I say that
the Minister is directly interested ln the
charges himself. And, with that charge
hangIng over his Ministers. the Prime Min-
Jater should not hold them in their positions
one day, unless they clear themselves at the
earliest possible moment. Did they make
an attempt to clear themselves ? Did they
allow an independent commission to be ap-
pointed ? No. It ls a matter of surprise to
me, and will ever be a matter of surprise to
me, that the Governor General should re-
tain these men as his responsible advisers
with that dark cloud hanging over them,
and without an effort belng made on their
part to clear themselves. I believe that If
Lord Dufferin was here, they would not re-
main his advisers one week, and I am justi-
fled ln that statement by the language of
Lord Dufferin read to the House to-day with
reference to the Pacifie scandal.

Is it to be wondered at that we should
feel some alarm at the condition of affairs
now existing in Canada when the Govern-
ment are obliged to call to their rescue the
member for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin),
whose son is one charged, or, if not charged,
at least connected with it In such a way-
not to his discredit, because there Is nothing
said against hIm-but showIng that he is in-
directly an interested party. The hon. gen-
tieman (Mr. Landerkin) comes to their res-
eue to-day and tries to bolster up one of the
most rotten acts of a rotten Government. I
regarded that motion of the hon. member
for Pictou (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) as a
motion of great Importance, and to my mind
It was so important that I believed the de-
bate could not possibly be ended In such a
short time. I thought it would be followed
up by one of the most vigorous debates that
ever took place in this Parliament, and. be-
lieving that I would have ample tîme before
the debate closed to speak In favour of it

Mr'. SPROULE.

and to vote in favour of it, I was unfortun-
ately accidentally absent when the vote was
taken. 1 can tell the House that I would
gladly bave voted for the motion of the bon.
gentleman (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) and
spoken In favour of it, had I been present.
I canmot understand, and the country can-
not understand, why the Ministers voted
that motion down, if they were not afraid
to meet the charges hanging over their
heads. Surely, if there was nothIng to be
kept la the dark, they would tbemselves
seek the earliest inquiry by a respectable,
and responsible, and independent tribunal.
In view of their action In voting that down,
they stand to-day condemned before publie
opiniom as belng afraid to meet these
charges- Their conduet justifies all the sus-
picion tbat either the London "Times" or
any other respectable newspaper can enter-
tain with regard to them. The conduet of
the Government justifies the suspicion and
belief thbat the administration of their offi-
cials in the Yukon was rotten from begin-
ning to end, that these officials were men of
incapacity, men of no integrity, men of no
honour, inen unsuited for the duties which
the Miaister of the Interior appointed them
to discharge. In my judgment, when the
time comes, the voice of the country will
speak out with no uncertain soundt in cou-
demnation of the conduct of the Prime Min-
ister an bis colleagues in the:House with re-
gard to that question. Sir, the last of
this is mot heard to-day in this House nor
In the country. When the time comes that
the electorate can express their verdict upon
it, it will be a sorrowful day in the history
of the career as politlcians of these gentle-
men opposite. When that day comes, they
will be convicted and condemned by the
people of Canada for their conduet In re-
fusing to allow a proper inquiry into their
maladrulistration of the Yukon.

Mr. HAGGART. I tbank the hon. member
from Sonith Grey (Mr. Landerkin) for the
opportunity which he has afforded me In
putting imy opinion on record with reference
to the motion of my hon. friend from Pictou
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper). I held the
same opinion as the hon. member for East
Grey (wr. Sproule) that there would be no
vote that evening upon the question, and
to put mnyself righ.t before the country and
before iny constituents, I wish to say that
I certalnly should have supported and vot-
ed for the motion of the bon. member (Sir
Charles Jibbert Tupper). I listened with a
good dead of attention to the remarks made
by the lion. nember for Plctou (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) In support of hie motion,
and 1I istened with a good deal of attention
to the defence made by the Minister of the
Interior, and, before this session closes, I
shall take the opportunity of bringlng be-
fore the Hlouse some of the statements made
in reference to that matter. I intended on
that occasion to give my reasons for not
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being here when the vote was taken, but I
none the less thank the hon. member for
Grey (Mr. Landerkin) for giving me the
opportunIty of stating that I cordially ap-
prove of the motion of the hon. gentleman
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper).

The MIN'ISTER OF THE INTERIOR
(Mr. Sifton). The House will no dou'bt ae-
cept the statement of the hon. gentlemen
(Mr. Sproule and Mr. Haggart) as to how
they would have voted, but they themselves
will not find fault with us if we entertain
the opinion, that on that occasion they did
not display as much zeal to record their
votes as they have on other occasions. I
shall not enter upon a general discussion of
this question, because as has been well said
by the Prime Minister, the bringing of the
matter up In this form Is somewhat of an
abuse of the rules of Parliament. The
leader of the Opposition has very strongly
disputed that position, but without quoting
any direet authorities to prove it, I think
the common sense of hon. gentlemen should
teach them that the proceeding Is somewhat
Irregular. When a question bas been de-
bated lu the House at great length, fully
and exhaustively, on a substantive motion,
after notice, for the purpose of bringing the
question before the House, it seems to me
that it would be in accordance with the
judgment of almost any hon. -member to say
that it was not a reasonable or desirable
proceeding to spring that question on the
House again. No possible object could be
served by hon. gentlemen on that side of the
House repeating the speeches they made
the other day, nor in my hon. frIends on
this side repeatlng what they said, because
that is what a debate, if it took place to-day,
would resolve itself into. I think the only
possible purpose that could be served by
raising a discussion to-day would be aImply
to cause a repetîtion of the positions taken
by both sides of the House in the former
debate. I do not imagine that my hon.
friend fron Western Asinibola (Mr. Davin)
thinks that after a question of this kind has
been thoroughly and exhaustively discussed
in the Canadian House of Commons, and
after the members of the Government have
carefully and dellberately consldered the
question and taken a position upon It, we
are going suddenly to turn round and reverse
that position because an English .newspaper,
on what must necessarily have been a tele-
graphie summary of what took place, not ne-
eessarily correct, we have no means of
knowIng whether it was correct ori not-ex-
presses a contrary opinion. I have no de-
sire to minlmize the importance or weight of
the position the " Times " newspaper oceu-
pies, and justly occuples, throughout the
British Empire ; but I must say most em-
phatically that it Is net a function of the
" Times " newspaper to decide the policy of
this Government, especially without that
full and accurate knowledge which ls ne-

cessary to form an! intelligent opinlon.
I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that my hon.
friends on the other side of the House wlll
follow the hon. member for East %Grey (Mr.
Sproule) in the intimation whieh he has ex-
pressed, that the distinguished personage
who now occuptes the position of the repre-
sentative of Her Majesty In this country,
is not capable of properly performIng the
.functions of! lis office. If I understoodj the
statement of the hon. member for East Grey,
It was to the effect that If Lord Dufferin
had occupied the position, a different and
in bis judgment, a more proper course would
,have been taken. I apprehend that this
House will not approve of that suggestion of
the hon. gentleman, and I fancy that the
hon. gentleman himself, after consideration,
will not repeat the statement which inti-
mates that there has been anythIng ln the
conduct of His Excellency to warraný any
reflection on the part of any hon. member tf
this House.

That which las called me to my . feet
more particularly is a certain phase ot this
question which appears constantly and re-
gularly whenever it is discussed by any hon.
gentleman on the opposite side of the House
or in any part of the press which supports
them. It is this. It will be noticeable that
in all these discussions there is a vein of
insinuation which seems to take it for grant-
ed that some personal charge has been made
against some member of this Government;
and a deliberate and determIned attempt la
made to create the impression that although
charges have been made, an investigation
of those charges bas been refused. That is
the attempt whIch las been made, and it Is
being made to-day. The hon. gentleman
wbo brought this matter before the House
read a precedent, but it was a precedent lu
a case where the most grave and scanda-
lous charges of malfeasance in office and
personal corruption were made against mem-
bers of a government. The memory of the
hon. gentleman is short, for it Is withIn the
memory of this House that the other day
when I reached that point of the resolution
of the hon. member for Pictou (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper), I said : "If the hon. gen-
tieman has any charge of that kind to make,
let him make it, and we will have an Inves-
tigation within 15 minutes." I repeat that
statement to-day.

Sir OHARLES TUPPER. By a commlttee
of this House.

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
I say I made that statement when the hon.
member for Pletou was in the House. Sir,
I cannot keep that hon. member here ; It ls
quite Impossible for me to keep hlm here;
it is not my business to keep him here ; and
if there is no person on the other side of
the House who is prepared to vodleh for hlm
or carry on his proceedings, bis proeeedings
must go by default.
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Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear. would prove those statements or politically
efface himself ; and here lu this Ohamber I

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR. proved conclusively that he had falsified the
That is not my fault nor the fault of the record. So that he stands convlcted now of
Goverument. I then and there challenged having falled to carry out the pledge he
him, as I had challenged the hon. leader of made, because if he ad been prepared to
the Opposition when this question came UP carry out his pledge In good faith, he would
before, to make any charge of any kind have resigned there and then.
reflecting on me personally or in the dis-
charge of my duty, and I said that It would Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
be referred to the Committee on Privileges The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR.
and Elections within 15 minutes after the Hon. gentlemen on the other side of the
charge was made. That was the challenge House laugh. I do not wonder that they
I made, and I repeat It now. As I pointed laugh. I felt inclined to laugh too, when
out when discussing the resolution of the 1 the hon. gentleman made that statement.
hon. member for Pictou, we have a studiedi They take It as a joke that we should con-
attempt to create the impression on the sider that the hon. member for Plctou was
minds of the members of this House, and serions when he made the proposition that
upon people who read that resolution in the lhe would resign. It was shown to be a Joke,
country, that a personal charge has been because when the question came up, and
made when it has not been made. I brought statement after statement which he made
that matter to a point by then and there was shown to be false, did he have any
challenging the hon. gentleman to make a idea of resigning or implementing the pledge
charge, and I challenge him and his part y which he bad solemnly made to this House?
to make it now ; and I say that if they want Why, Sir, he did just what hon. gentlemen
an investigation, they will get it, and get it opposite have done; he treated It as a joke,
ln the least possible time; and I apprehend and if we had had an investigation, and
that the result of the investigation will not the bon. gentleman had failed, as he would
be satisfactory to, them. I call attention to have, to make out a single substantial
that lu order to emphasize the fact that these 1 charge, would he then have been any more
gentlemen do not discuss this question fairly. likely to resign ? Not in the least. We
Whenever they make charges against offi- would have had him laughing and treating
cials, they mix them withI insinuations the whole matter as a joke, just as he does
against ithe Government. I repeat that if any now. I can hardly conceive that the hon.
charges can be made against the Government leader of the Opposition Is serlous in the
or any member of the Government, which suggestion that this Government is taking
implicate us in improper conduct of any kind, a wrong position when It says that such
we wlll send the charge to an Investigating statements as were made in certain por-
committee without any delay whatever, and tions of the resolution o! the hon. member
every possible facllity will be given for the.for Pictou slould fot be referred for In-
production of papers and witnesses, and vestigation to a commission o! judges. Is
everything will be done to make the Inves- it possible that the hon. gentleman takes
tigation as thorough and complete as pos- the position, or that any member o! the
sible. I am unable to understand( on what House would take the position, that a
ground the suggestion has been made that charge o! neglect or delay or o! maladmin-
a charge has been made against this Gov- Istration lu the Goverment o! the country.
ernment or against any member of- it and slould be referred to a commission o!
an investigation refused. I repudiate that judges to Investigate and report. Why, It
suggestion. We stand prepared to investi- is the function of Parliament to do that.
gate any charge that may be made. But No member o! any Goverument that re-
the hon. gentleman ihas failed to take uP spected ltself, that las the Ieast conception
that challenge, and I venture to say that he'o! the principles of the constitution under
will endeavour to get away from it by a side whlch we live would ever think o! allowlng
wind, as las been done ever since this ques- a proceeding o! that klnd to be taken.
tion was first raised.

Theon. leader of the Opposition referred he er
te the course whlclhai been taken by the The MINLSTER 0o THE INTEI oR . If
hon. member for Pictouln staking bis re-J the charge la mate that a certain person,
putation upon the statements whch -were belihesimply a member of Parliamentor
contained i luis resolution, and luofferIng o! the G eovernment as wel ded a certain
to resigulis seat and politicaily te, efface thng whe h la alleged tr be a dishonet
htmself as a publicman Ifie did nst sub- t or corrupt act, it n for Parlament to de-
tantiate his statements.Sir, I marvel at cide whetber ty wGll send that to a cre-

the audacity of thie hon. gentlemanif any- mittee or teacjudge. But ntsuo utade-

lesThe hon. mr o eth fporsition seferred eerprlypitclndfoprsa,toin the os ntemc ad n takeny wthden abe mdwthrgdto-y

conaineod his resolution, ade oferonenee tt member o!
t esign histe stateendpitically toi effa e Huewudagetta oia
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attacks sbould be referred to a commission
of judges for adjudication or report.

My principal object In rising was to point
out again the attempt constantly made la
this question to confuse the issue, and lead
the public to believe that hon. gentlemen
on the other sIde have made personal
charges against members of the Govern-
ment. I say .they have not done so, and
when they are prepared to do so, an Inves-
tigation wIll follow In short order.

Mr. NICHOLAS FLOOD DAVIN (West
Assinibola). If I had any doubt as to the
proprlety of the course I have taken In
bringing this matter before the House, it
would have evaporated the moment I heard
my right hon. friend, because until I heard
him speak here to-day It could never have
occurred to me that the Government had
'determined to take the course it seems now
they have decided to adopt. Of course, I
saw ln that debate, to which I can only
refer ln a very casual manner, that the
Minister of the Interior seemed to think
that all he had to do was to defend the
actions of his subordinates, no matter how
black the crimes with which they were
charged, but there was a note In my right
hon. friend's speech that led me to hope
that the Government was fully alive to Its
duty. But after tlie speech of the right
hon. gentlema' to-day, I am perfectly con-
vinced that It was the duty of any mem-
ber, who feels on this matter as I do,
to take the course 1 did in order to bring
before the House the weighty article of a
great journal like the "Times," and also
inform the people what Is the position taken
by the Government in this matter. My
right hon. friend began by saying that I
have abused the privilege of making a mo-
tion to adjourn on the Orders of the Day
being called. Does he forget that In 1891,
shortly after Sir John Macdonald's death,
he, under circumstances that were at that
time thought wanton, moved the adjourn-
ment of the House when the Orders of the
Day were called, ln order to discuss the
ministerial prospects of the Conservative
party. And surely, when charges are
made of such importance that an echo, such
as that In the "Times," comes all the way
across the Atlantle, that le a justification
for the course I have taken. What was
the defence of my right han. frIend ? He
resorted to the kind of defence which the
Minister of the Interior nearly always
makes, and which, though very elever, ls
but the defence of a speelal pleader. The
Minister of the Interlor thinks that If he
eau take the exact wording of any given
charge, wlthout having regard to the grava.
men of the charge, he can get a favourable
verdiet. I can assure him that the con-
science of the people wll not be eatinded
In this way.

Let tme cal attention to the main defence
made by the right hon. First Minister. He

read to us an Interview with the editor of
the " Nugget," ln which the editor declares
that no charge can be made against Judge
Dugas, and the right hon. gentleman says
that settles the matter. Surely I need not itell
the Prime Minister, who 1s a lawyer, that a
charge made against Judge Dugas may be
provable before a commission though the
greater editor of the "Nugget " tells a man
ln an hotel parlour, that he has a high opin-
ion of Judge Dugas. Al that the interview
which the Prime Minister read wlth such,
elan and eclat proves is that Judge Dugas
stands high in the estimation of the editor
of the "Nugget." But a short time ago
the Minister of the Interior and the whole
Government stood low ln the opinion of that
same editor. Then, however, the editor of
the " Nugget " was a person of no account,
but now, when he comes forward ln de-
fence of Judge Dugas, he is a person of the
greatest consequence, and bis chance con-
versation dispels a charge made under the
solemn circumstances ln which that charge
and others were made by the hon. member
for Pictou.

Let me say with reference to my hon.
friend from Pictou, who is not here to-day,
that we heard a kind of ring ln some of
the sentences that fell from my hon. friend
the Minister of the Interior, as though there
might be some fear ln the breast of the
bon. member for Plctou. Whatever any
mortal man might imagine of the hon. mem-
ber for Pictou, there is one thing that would
never be attributed to him, and that Is tim-
Idity. If there is a man In this House with
moral courage, that does not knew a quiver
or a flaw, It Is the hon. member for Pictou.
I doubt If there was ever a man, not even
bis distinguished father, more ready to give
or take figbt than that same gentleman. The
idea that because his business may call him
to the Pacifie coast, there ls any fear in him,
Is perfectly absurd. Let me say, with re-
ference to the language that fell from the
hon. member for South Grey (Dr. Landerkln)
that if, ln the late debate, I did not refer to
the hon. member for Pletou In the same
language as did the hon. leader of the Oppo-
sition, it was Ïbecause I felt, as I feel now,
that it was wholly unnecessary ; there 1e not
a man ln the House who does net know that
what the leader of the Opposition says of
the member for Pletou is true. He has
been long ln this House, and we know him
Intimately. We have met him in private
and In debate. Hon. gentlemen opposite
have crossed sworde with him, and bis pub-
lie, just as hie private, reputation stands
absolutely without a etain. ne wears on
his breast the honours of hie sovereign,
as does the Prime Minister. He bas served
tu great departments of government, 'he bas
been a long tme a member of this House,
asfd he says before the 'whole world, I make
these fifty or sixty charge, and If I eIn-
not prove them I wl stand dIsgraeed be-
fore Canada, and resign my seat and de-

1
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clare my incapaclty of ever holding office
again. He put his position in the seale,1
and the Minister of the Interior met him ln a
way which was too clever by hait. Well, the
Minister said, bis seat is not secure, because
he happens to be living now on the Pacifle
coast. But I happen to know from the con-
etituents of the hon. member for Pleton that
if he wishes ·to go back to that constituency,
although he lives on the Pacifie coast, he
eau carry It again beyond a doubt.
And the idea of the Minister of Ithe Interior
saying there was not much of a gage when
the member for Pietou said he would be
ready to surrender his chances of again
holding office, that that chance looked re-
mote. Mr. Speaker, I remember well, and
my right bon. frIend the Prime Minister te-
members well, and the hon. Minister of
Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) remembers well, that ln the spring
of 1878 there was not a bosom on the Trea-
sury benches that did not grow with per-
fect confidence that when the elections came
on they would sweep the country. You
could not speak to a Reformer-and I knewj
many of them-but believed that the Con-
servatives were not in it, that they had no
chance whatever. And there were some
Conservatives who were foolish enough.and
'wanting enough in insight to share that
opinion. And, SIr, a lady that was loved
and honoured, not only by Reformers but by
Conservatives as well, and whose memory-
she bas now passed away-like•

The action of the just
Smells sweet and blossoms in the dust,

actually arranged for a ball to celebrate the
anteiipated triumph. But that triumph never
came, and the invitations had to be cancel-
led. And, absit omen, I may tell the right
bon. gentleman, and I may tell the Minister
of the Interlor, that there could be no clearer
prognostie of defeat than the confidnce inà
the bosom of those hon. gentlemen and-4n a
few of their followers-the bigheadednesa
The heads of some of these hon. gentlemen,
I am sure, have taxed the hatter ; many of
them are swelling so that, if they go on
growing, they will require to be hooped.
Now, the hon. gentleman read and attached
great Importance to what was sald by the
editor of the "Nugget." Here is a man
whose words I am golng to read, who was
up there, who observed what was going on
with the eye of a friend:

For myself, I did not believe the Government
knew anything of the dirt here, even If it reallyrexisted as charged, though many good friendshave indignantly declared to me that it la theirbusiness to know. Since I have reached Dawson id have almot beenforced tola wlke conclusion,and -bave no besitation ln declarIng that Ir they «V
do not take strong and speedy steps to end the
orgie that Isl in progress here they wili not only
have become partners in the dirt themuelves, but'
shall have permitted the continuance of a sys-tom which muet result In very great nancialt
and moral injury to the Dominion. I have been a

Mr. DAVIN.

here now for two weeks, and have been notingj and inquiring on every hand, and though I can.
not yet give you facts and figures, I have seen
enough to convince myself that It in worse even
than the mind o! an honest man can conceive.
That the mininglaws are being set aside on a
colossal scale ls beyond all question, and that
barefaced bribery la the rule of the day ls equally
certain. But why go on ? I have already told
you it was high time to draw this letter to a
close. And, doubtless, you have heard of the
seamy aide of Dawson from a number of other
sources. Believe me, you can accept all you
hear in that line-no matter how extravagant-
as within the bounds of probability.
That ls signed by R. C. Miller, and la to the
editor of bis own paper, the Pembroke
"Observer." And where Is he to-day ? His
voice is silenced by $1,500 a year. Now, the
right hon. gentleman said of the "'Times,"
that it had been hoaxed. But that Idea bas
already been dIspelled by the leader of the .
Opposition, who has referred to the fact that
almost identically the same charges a month
before had gone across the Atlantic.
And, remember what the "Times 'lItself
says. It says there is nothing new In the
charges, and that its own correspondent had
brought, generally, the same charges. So,
these are not accusations made up by the
hon. member for Pictou that the "Times "
says should be lnvestigated, but they
are the charges made by Miss Shaw, the
Klondike correspondent of the "Times." The
right hon. gentleman said that the "Times "
bas been hoaxed as it was in the case of Mr.
Parnell. But what did Parnell himself do ?
He demanded an inquiry, because he felt
confident that he would come out of that
inquiry as lie did. But hon. gentlemen op.
posite do not want an Inqulry ; I do not
know why. But I will not probe that too
close. It la a very clever thIng to take up
one or two Items In the charges, to take up
some characteristic of the form of charges
and to deal with that. But the charges
themselves are numerous ; and surely we are
not 'to be told, the country is not to be told
that there ls no charge against the Govern.
ment, that it would be nothing that the
Government should take notice or, if It cpuld
be proved, that men lu the employ of the
Government, that trusted appolntees of the
Minister of the Interior, had used their ofl-
cial positions to feather their own nests or te
rob the public. Look at the sort of charges
made :

That the Crown prosecutor, F. C. Wade, de.clined to act In the enforcement of the laws,ordinances and regulations of the North-west Ter-ritories.
Who firft made that charge? The hon.
nember for Pletou ? No, Sir. But one of
the leaders of the Liberal party in the North-
west, Mr. Bulyea. He was up there to en-
force the laws of the North-west Territories
n 'bat portion of the North-west Territortles•
and he went to Mr. Wade, who was praceieally In the position of Crown prosecutor
nd Mr. Wade refused to aet for 4.m. Mr,
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Bulyea had to remain there. He went to one
of:the lawyers and asked him to act for hlm,
and the lawyer said: I am afraid of Wade.
So that Wade not only refused to act for
Mr. Bulyea, but his name terrorIzed lawyers,
so ethat Mr. Bulyea could get no lawyer until
a lawyer came up from Victoria, and then
his views were carried out. Take charges
like these :

That the acting Dominion Lands agent, registrar,
clerk of the court, Crown prosecutor, has accepted
retainers, fees for remuneration to procure or for
procuring, or attempting or promising to procure,
grants or title or possession of Dominion lands
and mining claim.

That an offilcer of the Government was guilty
of blackmalling persons engaged in the sale of
spirituous liquors and keeping of gambling sal-
oons.

That Mr. Wade, while holding the position of
registrar of lands, clerk of the court and Crown
attorney, was financially and personally inter-
ested in the disposai of lands known as the
water front.

Why, Sir, -the MInIster of the Interlor
knows well that Mr. Wade declared that he
had broken the law. and broken it with the
authority of the Minister of the Interior.
Suppose that ean be established, Is that not
a thing that should be inquired into ?
Should we not know whether Mr. Wade
went to the Minister of the Interlor and
said to him : I amIn the employ of the In-
terior Department, and I am in the employ
of the Department of Justice-and MeGre-
gor the same-shall we take up mining
claims ? Should we not know whether the
Minister of the Interior said : Yes, take up
as many minlng claIms as you like. And
should we not know whether the raid on
Monte Christo Island, held by MeGregor.
actually had over it the absolving banner of
the Minister of the Interlor ? Should we not
cnow that ? Are we to be told, for instance,
because there was some slIght error in taking
one or two Items out of the return of 1883,
or because the typewriter made a mistake
of " 6," instead of "8," that charges of this
kInd are not to be inquired into, and that
the public must go on doubting whether to
believe that the Department of the Interlor
is officered by corrupt men or not ? I may
tell the Prime Minister that the high and
lofty position taken by him of calling the
" Times " a hoaxed organ, and the hîgh and
lofty position taken by the Minister of the
Interior, who says the Government are not
going to be directed by the "Times "-will
that satisfy the country? Does the "Times"
pretend to direct them ? All the "Times"
presumes to do is to play the part of critie.
It criticised the Government, and says the
Government la wrong in refusIng an inquiry
that will have the confidence of the Cana-
dian people.

The Minister of the Interior sald that
he would not rise only for this, that there
Is a vein of Insinuation running through the
speeches and the articles in newspapers on

this article. He knows well there Is not. Is
there any vein of Insinuation in any speech
I have made on this subject ? Is there any
vein of insinuation in any charges I have
read here ? The hon. gentleman, surely, la
not going to take the position that, no mat-
ter wbat Infamies an officer of bis depart-
ment may commit, he bas no concern with
it. If it be true that the Yukon ls honey-
combed with corruption and blackmail, that
the employees of the public are an army of
baudits, and he contends that that is no con-
cern of his because a charge Is not made that
lie himself is one of the banditti, Sir, I do not
think that is a position that the people of
Canada will allow any Government to take
up. We will hold the Minister of any depart-
ment responsible for what is done by the off-
cers of that department, and If the officers
of that department are all bad and all cor-
rupt, and if the oficers of that department 112
any quarter of It seem systematically to act
oppressively to the people, then is that not a
concern of the hon. gentleman ? He knows
that ln hIs legal studies he found a maxim,
" noscitur a socils "; you know a man by the
company he keeps. Surely, the people of
Canada, if they are to be allowed to remain
under the Idea that all these offieers, men
like Wade, men like McGregor, men like the
Walsh brothers, behaved badly up there.
and that they are friends and confidants of
the MinIster of the Interior, how can they
hold hlm guiltless ? I think, when charges
of a grave kind are made, the hon. gentle-
man will find that he is making a mistake,
and the Prime Minister will find that this
Government is making a mistake, if they
take the vlew that the charges are of such
a nature that they need not be answered,
and need not be probed Into, and neea not
be dealt with in such a manner that the
people of Canada will feel that their out-
raged conscience bas been satisfied. I have
In my band a letter from a man ln a high
position. I will show it to any one that
likes to look at it. If I do not read the
letter, it is because of a laudatory personal
reference In It to myself. This gentle-
man gives bis address lin Paris, and he says
that if there be any satisfactory inquiry, he
will be ready to go before It, and will be
ready to brlng numbers ofb is friends to
prove these very charges that have been re-
ferred to here as If they were of no conse-
quence whatever. Sir, I do not regret, but,
on the contrary, I am glad, that I brought
this matter up. I thought It was better that
I should bring It forward as a private mem-
ber on bis own responsibility, without com-
municating wlth any one. I thought that
was the best thIng to do, because it will
show that there was no Idea of makIng a
concerted attack upon the Government, but
that the sole object was to bring before this
Parliament the serious position of things,
when charges of this sort have been made,
and a paper of the standing of the London
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"Times" declares the Government of Can. tion for adjournment to the House because, in
ada has made a great mistake in refusing his opinion, the subjezt to be brought forward
an Inquiry. was not a "definite matter of urgent publie

importance."
Motion to adjourn, negatived. Of course the Speaker has mot this power
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau- with us, but the rule is the same, and a

rier). I now rise upon a question of order. motion to adjourn the House should not be
I stated a moment ago that the motion of made unless it be to ecall the attention of
the hon. gentleman was an abuse of the the House to some matter of urgent publie
privileges of this House ; and I stated that importance. The reason Is obvious. The
the well-understood principle of parliament- Order paper gives notice to Parliament, and
ary government In this matter was, that a to every hon. member, of the matters that
motion to adjourn should not be made unless are to be brought before the House, and if
to cal the attention of Parliament there Is a matter of urgent public import-
to a matter of great urgency and ance that has to be brought up, of course, it
puble importance. My hon. friend 'S qutte allowable that such a matter may
the leader of the Opposition chai- be brought up, but, otherwlse, the business
lenged me to bring authority on this of the House should not be interrupted.
point. I have the authority In my hand. Take the case of the hon. member for West
English procedure In this respect Is more Assinibola (Mr. Davin). He brought in a
severe than ours. The principle was well 1 motion that It was quite within his power
laid down before the year 1882; the rule was to bring again if he so chose, but the consti-
then made more severe by an amendment to tutional method of brlnglng that matter for-
the rules of the House. Now, this Is what ward was to brIng it up wben the House
May says, on page 240 of " Parliamentary was moved Into Committee of Supply. Upon
Practice " : the House being moved Into Commlttee of

Supply, It would be open to hlm to make
According to past usage, it was in the power the motion that he made to-day, but everyof two members to move and second a motion hon gentleman must agree with me that

for the adjournment of the House, rising for thatthhon. gentlemanmha no wtmt ak
purpose either whilst questions to members were on. gentlemanhad no warrant to make
being put or at any moment before the com- this motion, because It was not a matter of
mencement of public business, and to raise there- urgent public importance.
on a general debate.1Si01IRE PP .- M.pekrI

Experience impressed upon the House the ne- Sir OHARL]E TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, I
cessity of placing upon that power some restric- am afrald that my right hon. frlend qulte
tions. Accordingly, in 1882, standing order No. misunderstood me. I did not challenge hlm
17 was passed, and the following procedure and to produce an authority from the British
practice have been founded thereon. A motion House of Commons for the position that he
for the adjournment of the House for the pur- took, that my hon. friend (Mr. Davin) was
pose of raising a debate may only be made abusing his privilege in making this motion.
when all the questions to members upon the I had reference entirely to the rules o! this
notice paper have been disposed of, and before
the commencement of public business. The mem- Parliamnent, and I sald that, if my right hon.
ber who desires to make such motion, having friend would adduce an authority for his
previously delivered to the Speaker a notice in statement, that this was an abuse of par-
writing of the definite matter of urgent public liamentary privilege on the part of the hon.
importance which Is to be discussed, rises in his member, I would undertake to produce a
place and asks leave to move for that purpose the dozen instances in whic my right hon.
adjournment o! the House. friend had himself commltted that abuse of
Well, our rule does not require this ; it has j parliamentary privilege. While the right
not been amended, as the British rule has hon. gentleman has shown that, ln the Bri-
been amended. I call attention to these tish House of Commons they have guarded
word, "a matter of urgent publie Import- this privilege by greater restricltions than
ance." On page 241 May goes on to say : exist here, he has not said anything to in-

dicate that my bon. frlend (Mr. Davin) was
A motion under standing order No. 17 must bei at all abusing his privillege. In fac~t, if w

restricted to a single specific matter of recentlhad the practice o! the House of Commons
occurrence ; and as the matter to be discussed ftG raBri
must be of an urgent nature, no notice should reat Br tain, instead of our own, al
be given of an Intention to resort to the motion that would be necessary for the hon. mem-
on a future occasion. ber for West Assinibola would be to Inform

A matter submitted to the House in pursuance Mr. Speaker of the subject that he Intended
of this standing order, which fails to obtain the to bring up. It would be a very diffleult
requisite support, cannot, during the same ses- thing for any bon. gentleman, on eier aide

ern, beoagc brought rwao n h ma iofor of the House, to brIng up a more urgent pub-
adjournment be made during the ame sitting of 11C matter than that which has been discuss-
the House. Though the responsibility of bring- ed on the motion of the hon. member for
ing forward a matter, as a matter of urgeney, West Asslnibola.
remis with the member who desires to exercise
the righit given 5>y the. standIng order, stil thr The PRIM&E MINISTER. The. hon. getl-
must be somne colour of urgency in the. proposai ; man (Sfr Chles¶0 Tupper) las referred to me
andi the, Speaker lias declined to submrit a mo- as having been guilty of en abuse of this

-: Mr. DAVIN.
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prlvllege. I am not conscious of it. I do not
remember that I ever moved the adjourn-
ment of the House. except once, after the
death of the late Right Hon. Sir John Mac-
donald, to call the attention of the House
to the new Government that had been
formed. I was obliged to move that motion
because the Government did not offer me an
opportunity of bringing the matter up on
going into Supply.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I would like to
call attention to the fact that the course
that the right hon. gentleman took on that
occasion is remarked as an exception to the
English rule in Bourinot's "Parllamentary
Practice." This work says that motions for
the adjournment of the House :
-are not unfrequently proposed in the Cana-
dian Commons with the view of bringing before
it some question in which a member is immedi-
ately interested, and which he believes should be
explained by himself with as little delay as pos-
sible. Consequently we find they have been
sometimes made for the purpose of giving a posi-
tive denial to certain charges made against mem-
bers. In 1878 a member brought to the notice of
the House, on such a motion, that certain Domin-
ion officials were taking part ln the provincial
elections In Quebec. In 1891 Mr. Laurier initiated
in this way a long debate on the formation and
policy of the new Administration, formed on the
death of Sir John Macdonald, Premier of the
Ministry, consequently dissolved Ipso facto.
I think the hon. member for West Assinibola
(Mr. Davin) might very well contend that
the matter which he brought up was of the
saine public importance as the matter which
the right hon. gentleman brought up on that
occasion.

Mr. SPROULE. I understand that the
hon. leader of the Opposition, speaking to
the question, referred to the Canadian " Par-
liamentary Practice." The rule that was
quoted by the· right hon. leader of the Gov-
ernment is not exactly the same as that
which governs our conduct In this House, as
outlined by Dr. Bourinot, who says :

Motions for the adjournment of the House or
of the debate are generally made in the Canadian
Houses in the course of a discussion, ln order to
give an opportunity to members who have al-
ready spoken to speak again, or to make certain
explanations which, otherwise, they might not be
able to make. Substantive motions for the ad-
jourument of the House ought to be reserved for
occasions when it i8 nacessary to discuss ques-
tions of gravity.
lit says " ought." It does not say "they
are."

They are not unfrequently proposed tu the Can-
adian CommOns with the view of bringing before
it some question in which a member la immedi-
ately interested, and which he believes should be
explained by himself with as little delay as pos-
sible. Consequently we find that they have been
sometimes made for the purpose of giving a
positive denial to certain charges made against-
members.

howling plainly that this has been often re-

sorted to for the purpose of allowing private
members to go into explanations of matters
of special importance.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Perhaps the
House will not accept my vIew of the ques-
tion, but, nevertheless, I may be allowed to
express my opinion. As the motion for the
adjournment of the House bas been dis-
posed of, there is, properly speaking, no
point of order ralsed now, because there will
be no use in me declaring that the motion,
so disposed of, was in or out of order. I find
ln Bourinot, page 415, the following case,
where, probably, such a motion as the one
whlch was brought up to-day, would not be
absolutely ln order:

But even this practice, which is liable to abuse,
has its limitations. No member will be per-
mitted, on such a motion, to discuss an order
of the day or a notice of motion on the paper,
or a motion which was dropped owing to a
count-out or what has taken place in a former
debate.

This question, as I understand it, las al-
ready been discussed before the House.

gome hon. MEMBERS. No.

MT. DEPUTY SPEAKER.
Yukon charges.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER.
"Times " article, and it bas
eussed before.

I mean the

This is the
not been dis-

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I do not say
that the motion was entirely out of order,
but certainly these motions should not be
brought up except in very special cases.

Mr. BENNETT. Before -the Orders of the
Day are called, I wish to ask the bon. Post-
master General (Mr. Mulock) a question. In
answer to a question asked by the hon. mem-
ber for Welland (Mr. McCleary), the hon.
Postmaster General stated that he had seen
fit to dispense .with the services of the post-
master of Humberstone, Ont., owing to the
tact that the post office was carried on in
the premises owned by the then postmaster,
where he eonducted a general business. I
beg to ask the hon. Postmaster General If
orders have been lssued by his department
stating that, in respect of every post offee
conducted in a general store, the postmas-
ter's services must be dispensed with ; if
such orders have been circulated amongst
the postmasters throughout the Dominion,
and if the services of a postmaster will be
dispensed with, whom I can name, who car-
ries on a general business in the same place
as the post office ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
loek). In reply to the hon. gentlemani (Mr.
Bennett), I beg to say, as to his first ques-
tion, that no instructions, such as he indi.
cates, have been issued. As to the second
question, every case has to be considered
upon its own merits.

207 EVISED EDITION.
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THE WEST HURON AND BROCKVILLE dated December 31st, 1897, saylng that he
ELECTIONS. made " application to the Governuient over

two years before that date for a piece ofiait-8 cS ibi a-li-t0n pullon
Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). Before the Orders

of the Day are called, I would wish to In-
form the right hon. the leader of the Gov-
ernment that when motions are called to-
niorrow, I will move:

That the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery be
ordered to attend at the opening *of this House
on the following day with all poll-books, voters'
lists and all other papers, letters, documents
and memoranda which may have been trans-
mitted to him by the respective returning offi-
eers, or which may otherwise be in his possession
relating to the last election for the electoral dis-
trict of Brockville, and to the last election for
the electoral district of the west riding of the
county of Huron.
I will do that for the purpose of following
tiat motion up. if it should pass, by a fur-
ther motion that these documents shall be
read and be referred to the Select Standing
Committee on Privileges and Elections for
the purpose of inquiring into and investi-
gating the conduct of -the respective return-
ing onticers, and of the several deputy. re-
turning officers at and in connection with
each of the said elections ; with power to
send for persons and papers and records
and to report thereon with all convenient
speed. I thought it was desirable, if it is
in order, to bring the matter up in this way,
and to give the Government notice of the
motion. I do so accordingly.

INQUIRIES FOR RETURNS.

Mr. McDOUGALL. ·I call the attention of
the Minister of Railways to a return brouglit
down on the 23rd of this 'month, in answer
to an order of the House, with reference to
correspondence between parties at Grand
Narrows and others and the Department of
Railways on the subjeet of leasing a piece of
land. I notice the Minister of Railways is
not here, but I will continie my reference.
I find the papers are not complete. I find a
letter adressed to the engueer at Moncton
by the General Manager, dated the 26th of
October, 1897, which appears to be the first
document among these papers, and it pro-
ceeds to say :

Dear Sir,-At Grand Narrows allow a man
named McNeill, under lease, to erect a building
on the railway property alongside the platform,
&c.
There is no correspondence previous to that
among the papers, and I am aware there was
communication between the applcants for
the property and others for them and
the Minister of Railways, and also by
other parties on behalf of the applicant,
among wbom wag the hon. the Premier of
Nova Seotia. There Is none of that corre-
spondence here whieh took place previous to
the. date I mentioned. In further evidence
of that there is a letter of the appi1caut

Mr. MULOCR.

lan. &C'This application is not an.ig
the papers.

Mr. FOSTER. Before the Orders of the
Day, 1 call the attention of the Postmaster
General to Return 105-D, in which I asked
for correspondence in re the quality of post-
cards. I am not sure whether the word
"correspondence" would cover resolutions
of boards of trade, but I think it would. I
mea'nt it for that at least, and I would like
the Postmaster General to supplementà the
return by some resolutions of the boards of
trade transmitted to the department.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (3r.
Mulock). I would think that any expres-
sion of opinion would be eovered by that
order. But the hon. gentleman may not be
aware of what I learned in the department-
I think. speaking from memory, that this
order had to (o with posteards printed under
the contract made by the present Govern-
ment.

Mr. FOSTER. Yes.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. There

was a misapprehension. The late contract-
or furnished some posteards that were pro-
bably issued during the regime of the pre-
sent Government, and it may be that these
resolutions had to do with posteards printed
under the old contract.

Mr. FOSTER.
down, we will see.

When they are brouglit

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
would not In themselves indicate that.

They

SUPPLY BILL.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr.
Fielding) movet second reading of Bill (No.
169) for granting to Her Majesty certain
sums of money required for defraying cer-
tain expenses of the public service for the
financial years ending respectively the 30th
June, 1899. and the 30th June, 1900, and for
other purposes relating to the publie service.

Motion agreed to, anl Bih read the second
time.

Bill consideredi lncommittee, read the
third time, and passed.

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

The House resumed adjourned debate on
the proposed motion of (MT. Mulock) for the
second reading of Bill (No. 126) respecting
representation ln the House of Comnons.

Mr. ALEX. McNEILL (North Bruce). Mr.
Speaker, I shall endeavour to be as briet as
possible dn the observations whieh I have
to make to the House lu reference to this
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matter. In view of the very full discussion
which the measure bas had, I probably
would not have said anythIng on the sub-
ject, had It not been for certain observa-
tions whieh were made In reference to my-
self and my own constituency by the hon.
gentleman who has charge of.this measure.
Before saying anything on the question im-
mediately before the House, I should like
to make one observation In reference to a
remark that fell from the hon. member for
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen) last night.
I do not very often take notice of what falls
from that hon. member ; but this observa-
tion I do not feel that I should allow to go
without comment. After having described
the Redistribution Bill of 1882 as a mon-
strous and disgraceful measure. the hon.
member thought fit to say that Sir Macken-
zie Bowell was a very fit instrument to carry
out a measure of that kind. I just wish to
say. Mr. Speaker, that Sir Mackenzie Bow-
ell is, in my opinion, and in the opinion of
the people of Canada, and In the opinion of
the fair-minded men, the respectable men.
of the Liberal party, as honourable and
straightforward a man as Is to be found in
publie life in Canada, or In the publie life
of any other country to-day ; and I do not
feel inclined to allow an observation of that
kind. even coming from such a source as it
did. to pass unchallenged in this House.

With regard to the measure we are about
to discuss. we are met, Mr. Speaker, on the
very threshold by the fact that it Is a new
departure. This is the first océasion on
which any party in Canada bas set about
a delimitation of the constituencies and a re-
(istribution of seats immediately before, in
place of after, the decenniai census. This
is not merely a measure for the delimitation
of some constituencies, but it is also a mea-
sure for the redistribution of the representa-
tion. It creates new constituencles, It gives
additional members to constituencies, and it
abolishes some constituencies that now ex-
ist. I say this is an absolutely new depart-
ure. Attempts have been made, by refer-
ence to measures which have been intro-
duced from time to time, to show that some-
thing of this kind bas been done previously,
at a tIme not contemplated by the constitu-
tion; but, as was shown eonclusively, I
think, In the most lucid and able statement
in reference to that matter-If I may pre-
sume to say so-whieh was made by the
hon. gentleman who leads the Opposition
(Sir Oharles Tupper), all those measures
which were referred to, as explained, at all
events, by those who introduced them at
the tim'e, were measures for ithe purpose of
explaining ambigulties or correcting clerical
errors in measures which had been passed
at the time recogniized by the. con-
stitution. If any eof the measures went
any degree furtber than 4the hon. members
-who had chage. ô!them at the time ex-
plained that they did--though I am not pre-
pared to say that they- did go fufther-the
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changes they made were insignificant;
whereas this is a, great measure of change,
an absolutely new departure.

Now. I think it is admitted on all sides
that the constitution contemplates. so far as
the provinces are concerned, that the redis-
tribution shall be made on a basis of popu-
lation, and that it shall only be made when
measures have been taken to discover what
the population is. The hon. gentleman who
has charge of this measure says that the
Liberal party have always agreed that, as
between provinces, the representation should
be based upon population ; but he says they
have never admitted that that principle ap-
plies to counties or to constituencies. Now,
the very basis of our representative system
is population. Every election which takes
place for a member of this House is based
upon the principle that those who represent
the greater number, and not those who re-
present the less number, shall have seats in
this Chamber. That is the very root of our
representative system-representation by
population. I want to know on what prin-
ciple you say that the province with the
larger population shall have a greater re-
presentation in this House than the smaller
province, and refuse to say that the county
with the larger population shall have greater
representation in this House than the county
with the smaller population. There is no
distinction. If the contention be right as
regards the one, it is right as regards the
other. The basis upon which the redistribu-
tion of seats, as bet-ween province and pro-
vinee, is effected under the constitution is
the basis of population ; and. in so far as
the hon. gentleman asks the House to agree
to a measure for a delimitation of constitu-
encles and a redistribution of seats in the
dark, so far as this essential element of
population Is concerned, he asks the House
to do something whibch is absolutely lincon-
sistent with the principles which lie at the
basis of the constitution of this country.
The hon. gentleman, I say, asks this to be
done in the dark. He says the judges are
to exclude every ray of hlight with regard to
change of population. He says they are not
to take into consideration the population of
to-day at all. They are to do justice, he
says. He carries justice In his right hand
with regard to this measure, and the judges
are to do Justice as to the condition of things
to-day without knowing what the population
of to-day is. They are to shut their eyes to
any information which they may have as
to the population of to-day, and they are to
deal wIth this matter on the basis of the
population of 1891. Was there ever a more
preposterous proposition ? If the hon. gen-
tleman were consistent, he would say that
they should go back to 1881, and deal wlth
the matter on the basis of the population
then, -when this iniquity of whIch he em-
plain# was perpetrated. But to -say that
they are te go back and take the population
of1891, and shut their eyes to the many
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changes which bave taken place In popula-
tion since that time, seems to me to be ab-
solutely contrary to common sense, as well
as a violation of the meaning and intent of
the constitution. Now, the hon. gentleman
bas not only violated the principle which
lies at the basis of population-and I am
not speaking of technical points at all-but
he asks us to accept a new principle,
wich Is utterly bad and mischievous.
I say that the principle which he asked us
to introduce, namely, that any Government
or any party in power which belleves that
the arrangement of the constituencies, for
the time being, is not sufficiently satisfac-
tory to it, shall have leave, whenever it
pleases, to tear the constituencies to pleces,
is a pririciple whIch, If you accept It by
establishing this precedent, can only be view-
ed with dismay by any one who has at heart
the welfare of our democratie institutions.
If yau can tear constituencies to pleces to-
day because some friends of the Government
in western Ontario are not satisfied with
the arrangement of the constituencles in that
section, you can tear them to pleces to-mor-
row in any other section because some
other friends of the Government are not
satistied with their arrangement.

Mr. BERGERON.
them every year.

You can rearrange

Mr. McNEILL. As my hon. frieild says
you can go on rearranging them every year.
Every year the party in power may tear to
pieces the constituencies and rearrange then
to suit theiselves. What would be the re-
sult ? If one party does this, the other
party will do it, and the result will be that
while we have the opportunity given to us,
by the interval of ten years between these
rearrangements, of allowing the vexations
and the heart-burnings which are produced
by legisla:tion of this kind to be forgotten
and al the bitter feelings to be assuaged, If
you, on the other hand, allow this rearrange-
nient to go on constantly, you will produce
such a feeling of Irritation and bad blood
between the two sides of the House that
we shall have a condition of things with
reference to this matter much worse than
has ever obtained in Canada before.

Nothing could be more misehievous. The
measure of 1892, was, lu the main, a moder-
ate measure. I do not think that any oie
on the other side will venture to say any-
thing else. It showed that the Government
of the day were ready to accept moderate
counsels. and I am free to admit that, In so
far as this measure recognizes the establish-
ment of an impartial tribunal, it Is a step
ln the right direction. But while admitting
this, 1 amn sorry to see that the hands of
the tribunal are tied, as they are by this
measure, and of course I cannot fail to re-
cognize the many eruelties and Injustices
that it sanctions. In so fat as it does re-
cognIze the principle of an impartial td-
bunal, It is a; step In the right direction.

Mr. MoNILL.

But all that has Ibeen done by those on
both sides of the kiouse who urged mo-
deration and who have caused this advance
to be taken in the right direction, wIll be
lost and undone if the root principle of this
measure is accepted, namely, that any party
lu power can, whenever they think that tie
constituencles a4re not sufficlently favourably
arranged to suit themselves, set to work to
alter the constituencies when and how they
please. I do not wish to take up -the time of
the House, but I will eall attention to this
fact, that while hon. gentlemen opposite
claim by this measure to redress the griev-
ances that were inflicted lin 1881 or 1882, they
are iiterfering with two constituencies, the
constituencies of East and West York, which
were certainly not gerrymandered in 1882
and to which, therefore, that plea cannot
apply.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
iock). East York was.

Mr. McNEILL. East York was not, so far
as I know.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. A part
of East York was.

Mr. McNEILL. West York was not any-
how, and that constituency is deliberately
interfered with, although the hon. gentle-
man says his object was simply to redress
the grievances that were Inflieted in 1882.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If the
hon. member for West York desires his
riding to be left as It is, putting into Torônto
what belongs to Toronto, it seemed fit when
parts of the county were taken away-

Mr. WALLAGE. Why was not that' prin-
ciple recognized in Ottawa city ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I am
addressing myself to my hon. friend from
North Bruce. When we had to interfere
with any county at all, it was thought wlse
and fair to leave the whole county to the
judges; 'but if a fairer proposition. is sub-
mitted, it will receive every consideration.

Mr. McNEILL. The bon. gentleman says
that when it was necessary to inter!fere
with the county it was right to leave it to
the judges. But I say It was not necessary
to interfere with .that county at ail. The
hon. gentleman bas deliberately assailed the
constituency ot, the hon. member for West
York without a shadow of an.excuse that I
can see. That eonstituency Is now as it bas
beén for the last forty or ,fifty, years. It
may be that at Some time or other a change
should be made, but the hon. gentleman has
to show some special reason for a change
being ,made at present. it is only because of
some special ,reason that he can even
pretend to :justify :bringing l the mea-
sure at a1l. What is the,. urgent: rea-
%on for lnterfering-, with the constituen-
eies of ,West York - and. East York ? I
take it that the urgent reason Is that th
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country shall be deprived of the services of
two of the most useful members of this
House, and that gentlemen who would be
prepare'd to vote for the Yukon Railway
deal or the Drummond Railway deal or to
burk the Yukon inquiry, shal be substituted
In their place. That, I presume, is the: rea-
son for that interference. Then these gen-
tlemen say that they promised to introduce
a measure of this kind, and we have been
told, over and over again, that the people
have called on them to Introduce this mea-
sure and are in favour of It. Will these
gentlemen say that they pledged themselves
to their constituets 'that they would Intro-
duce a -measure of this kind just before the
takIng of the eensus Instead of just after it ?
I do not think so. I do not 'think that any
such statement -was ever made. If they
made a pledge, it would be understood by
those whom they addressed as meaning
that they would do this thing at the time
when it ought tô be done. I just *wish to
call the attention of my hon. friend to the
fact that his original proposal would have
deprived some 35,000 or 40,000 people of
those constituencles of East and West York
-of their franchise by putting them into the
city of Toronto, where their franchise would
be practically valueless, so far as giving
-effect to their political inclinations Is con-
cerned. I think there Is another reason
why one member, at all events, of the Gov-
ernment should have held his hand and
ýshould have refused to allow a measure of
this kind to be introduced at the present
itime. 'I mean the Minister of Justice. I
think It was, to say the least of it, a very
runchivalrous thing to have a measure of
this kind introduced at the present time ln
order to strike down the gentleman who de-
feated hIm fairly ln bis constituency In a fair
'contest at the last election.

Now, I will just say a word with regard
to what, I may say, was an unexpected,
and, I venture to think, an unprovoked
attack that was made upon me the other
day by the bon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock)
who has charge of this measure. It Is
true, Mr. Speaker, that for seventeen years
consecutively I have had the honour of a
seat in this House. The hon. gentleman is
very angry at that. And he cannot avold
having a fling, ln passing, at what he is
pleased to designate as the "great ora-
tions " which I have embalmed upon "Han-
sard." Mr. Speaker, the phraseology is,
perhaps, a little peculiar, but, no doubt, the
sneer, is weR deserved. I do not hope,
I do not presume, to enulate, Mr.
Bpeaker, those graceful and eloquent periods
with which the bon. gentleman is wont to
ravish our senses and set ouï' hearts aglow.
But I will venture to say-and I hope I
am not guilty of an nimpropriety ln saying
it-that durlng these seventeen years I have
not been distingulshed In this House for
want of fairness to my political opponents.
And, out of lt-would it be ungenerous If

I were to remind the hon.. gentleman that
the very last occasion before this Parlia-
ment met, when I attempted, In my humble
and ineffectual way, to address a public
audience, was on the occasion when I tra-
velled from Wiarrton to Toronto ln order
to bear public testimony to what I consid-
ered the service the hon. gentleman had
done for the country in reference to Im-
perlal penny postage. .

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Wll
my hon. friend (Mr. McNelhl) alow me?-

Mr. McNEILL. I am sure my hon. friend
(Mr. Mulock) would not wish to interrupt
me. But, Mr. Speaker, I do not think
that the bon. gentleman desires to be spe-
elally unfair to me. I think It is merely
that the kindly courtesy and genial good
nature with which the hon. gentleman bas
made us, perhaps, too familiar in this House
has been overborne for the moment by
that fine sense of justice for which he is
so distinguished, and which bas Induced
him, constrained him, forced him, to in-
troduce this measure at this unseemly time
and bas constrained him to redress an ln-
equality in the distribution of population
in the county of Bruce made ln 1882, which
bis own figures show to have been redress-
ed by the course of events in 1892. That
sense of justice also bas constrained the
hon. gentleman to describe as a gerryman-
der the detaching from the north riding of
Bruce of a village situated five miles away
from it, embedded in the territory of the
west riding, unapproachable except through
the west riding o! that county. There-
fore, I say, I do not suppose it is any de-
sire on the part of the hon. gentleman to
be unfair to me. I suppose it was the
saine sense of justice which compelled the
bon. gentleman, when I said that I would
be satisfied to have any of the judges
come into the county of Bruce and say
whether it was fairly divided for Dominion
electoral purposes, to say that I could make
a virtue of necessity. The hon. gentleman
knows what my position in reference to
this question has been. But I suppose there
are members of this House now present
who do not know ; and I shall therefore, I
am afraid. be obliged to ask the indulgence
of the flouse while I read froin the official
report what my position in reference to this
matter bas been. After saying that If it
were left to members on either side of the
House to make these divisions, we never
could arrive at a conclusion as. to what
was fair or not fair, because one side would
declare to be a fair division what another
side would consider unfair, I said,:

I think we require to get a tribunal whlch is
Independent of politics ; we want a tribunal
which will take this matter up and deal with It
la uuch a manner that both the public and mem-bers of this House will bave confidence .l aIntsdecilon. I was not ln the House when the
member for Albert (Mr. Weldon) deait with this
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matter, but he told me afterwards what he had
said with respect to it. I had some conversation
with him, in which I suggested the appointment
of a commission composed of our judges ; but
he was opposed to that suggestion, and brought
forward a very forcible and strong objection,
namely, that as our judges have so much poli-
tical work thrown on them at present, a danger
would arise if more work were thrown upon them
lest, however fairly they might discharge their
duties, they might be discredited in the eyes of
the public. That is úndoubtedly a grave and
serious objection, but wbether it is sufficiently
grave and serious to overweigh the objection to
any other scheme that may be proposed, I am
not prepared to say. Johnson was in the habit
of saying that objection might be taken to a
vacuum and a plenum, but one or other must
be true. It is not sufficient to take objection,
but it must be shown that there Is more serious
objection to one proposal than to another pro-
posai submitted. But if it be that we are afraid
ta trust aur judges, or that we are afraid of dis-
crediting them, then let us secure theservices
of judges from some other part of the Empire,
who would not be in any way under suspicion
in the minds of the people in regard to this
matter.

And yet, Mr. Speaker, that being my posi-
tion, and lthe hon. gentleman knowing that
to be my position, thought it was worthy
of an lionourable opponent to throw the taunt
across the Iloor of the House-when I said
I would be satistied with any of our judges
-that I could make a virtue of necessity. I
think that the hon. gentleman's sense Of
wlat is just is. perhaps, not exactly what
would commend itself to the People Of this
country.

Now, the hon. gentleman has accused me
of gerrymandering the north riding of Bruce
in 1892, inasmuch as I asked that the vil-
lage of Port Elgin should be detached from
North Bruce and left in the riding to which
It belonged. The hon. gentleman has
charge of this measure, he is a Minister of
the Crown, he Is responsible for the mea-
sure-and I want to ask him. on his re-
sponsibility as a. Minister of the Crown and
as the Minister who las charge of this
measure, whcl eIs referred to lu the Speech
put into the mouth of His Excellency at
the opening of Parliament, whether he is
prepared now to rise in his place and tel]
tiis. Parliament that it was improper at that
time to take the village of -Port Elgin out
of the north riding of Bruce, to detach it
from the north riding of Bruce and leave it
ln the west riding, ln whieh it was situated.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
lock). If the hon. gentleman refers to my
speech, I ask him how he coùld consistently
press for the return of Port Elgin in the
township of Saugeeh on the ground that It
was separated from North Bruce by a por-
tion of Saugeen, when, at. the same time,
he supported a similar condition of affairs
in the case of North Bruce, namely, the sepa-
ration of .East and West Flamborough. from
the south part of the north riding of the
county of Wentworth and Brant ? There

Mr. McNEILL.

is an inconsistency. if the hon. gentleman
was consistent-that was my argument-he
wou'ld not have supported or permitted to
remain upon the statute-book a similar con-
dition of affairs in regard to the other
riding.

Mr. McNEILL. Now, I want to ask the
hon. gentleman to answer my question. He
sald that I had gerrymandered the north
riding of Bruce by asking that the village
of Port Elgin be detached from it and lef t
in the riding o't West Bruce to which It be-
longs. 1 am not talking of Wentworth, we
will deal with Wentworth when we come to
it. But I am dealing with the charge the
hon. gentleman brought agalnst me in bis
speech. He sald nothing about Wentworth
till I rose and explained about Port Elgin.
He charged me with having gerrymandered
North Bruce by asking that the village of
Port Elgin be taken out of it. I want to
ask him now--he Is a lawyer and under-
stands this very well-whether he is pre-
pared to rise in his place and say that it was
improper to take Port Elgin out of Nortb
Bruce and leave it in West Bruce ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I say
that I do not believe the hon. gentleman re-
moved Port Elgin from North Bruce to South
Bruce for the purpose of equalizing popu-
lation because-

Mr. McNEILL. That is lnot an answer to
my question at all.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Then,
the hon. gentleman- may finish his speech,
and I will answer him.

Mr. McNEILL. No, I ask the hon. gentle-
man now If he dare rise in the House and
say, on his respousibllity as a Minister of
the Crown, that he considers it was im-
proper to take Port Elgin out of North Bruce
and leave It in West Bruce ?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. WIll
the hon. gentleman give us bis reasons for
taking It out, and I will explain what-

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. gentleman.is
afraid to answer the question. I w il give the
hon, gentleman now another opportunity,
perhaps he may be a little more courageous.
I will ask the hon. gentleman whetber he Is
prepared to rise in hs place and say that it
was not eminently right and proper to take
that village out of the north riding ?

The POSTMASTER. (ENERAL. If the
hon. gentleman will allow Me, t) finish my
sentence, then I will answer him. - thlnk
that la 1882, it ws .improper to have re-
moved the township of augeen,· which ln-
clhdes Port Elgin, from North Bruce. The
population. of North Bruce was already be-
low the unit, and the removal of Saugeen
reduced it from about 20,000 to 18,000 ; and
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its addition to West Bruce increased the
disproportion, giving West Bruce nearly
6.000 of a population greaiter than North
Bruce. I believe it was stated in the House
at that time ; I believe Mr. -Blake charged
that the hon. gentleman had something to
do with that suggestion-I am not aware
whether it was true or not.

Mr. McNEILL.
stated so.

That is quite true; I

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Then
the hon. gentlemen is responsible for the
gerrymander of North Bruce by the Act of
1882, that reduced from 20,000 to 18,000 the
population of North Bruce, and Increased
the disproporton between the adjoining
ridings. I think that the township, including
the town, should have gone .nto North
Bruce. For ten years the difference exIsted.
The hon. gentleman having obtained a seat
In Parliament, In 1891, after hlis majorlty
fell to 31, he pressed and secured the return
of Port Elgin to West Bruce. I think it was
improper to have detached a portion of a
municipality such as Port Elgin from West
Bruce. But the hon. gentleman knows as
well as I do that It was done ; and It was
followed by a. motion by the hon. member
then representing South Brant, at present
Minister of Customs, that the whole town-
ship of Saugeen, including the village,
should be made part of North Bruce. But
that was not permitted, and it was the Gov-
ernment majority of the day that prevented
Saugeen, with the village of -Port Elgin in it,
being made part of North Bruce. That
should not have happened, a portion of the1
municipality ln that way should not have
been separated from the county and at-
tached to North Bruce. But the hon. gen-
tleman's party violated that principle ln
several cases. tu the case of North Went-
worth and Brant, notably. In the case
of North Ontario they detached Scugog and
made it necessary for the people of Seugog,,
in order to vote, to travel through another
riding. The point I am making against the
hon. gentleman Is that he was wrong An the
case of North Bruce, and he had redress, but*
he did not see any wrong in the case of
North WenIrwortli and Brant, nor of North
Ontario. I say If ihe was acting from coa-
viction and principle all round, he would
have administered the same measure of jus-
tice to these otier ridings that lie insisted
upon securIng for his own,

Some hon. MEMBERS. Six o'cloek.

Mr. McNEILL. I just wlsh to say before
six o'clock, that the hon. gentleman has not
attempted to answer the question I put to
him. I. shall repeat It after six, to see if
he las found new courage after dinner.

It being six o'elock, the Speaker left thle
Chair.

After Recees.

THIRD READING.

Bill (No. 139) respecting the. Nova Scotia
Steel Company (Limited).-(Mr. Fraser,
Guysborough.)

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

Mr. McNEILL. Mr. Speaker, when you
left the Ohair at six o'clock, I was endeav-
our!ing to elicit from my hon. friend oppo-
site (Mr. Mulock) an answer to a very simple
and straightforward question. I asked the
hon. gentleman whether he was prepared to
rise In his place in this House, and, on his

ercsponsibility as .Minister of the Crown in
charge of this measure, say that It was not
eminently right and proper that the vill-
age of Port Elgin should have been de-
tached from the north riding of Bruce in
1892 and declared to belong to the west rid-
ing of Bruce, ln whieh it is situated. I
asked the hon. gentleman to answer that
question ; I gave him an opportunity to do
so. The question could have been answered
In one or two words. The hon. gentleman
made a speech on the subject ; I did not
interrupt him, but I allowed him to finish it.
In that speech the hon. gentleman did not
venture to say that it was not eminently
Just and right that the village of Port Elgin
should be detached from the north riding of
Bruce. The hon. gentleman did not venture,
on his responsibility as a Minister, to say
that It was not eminently right and just to
do this, although he did charge me with
gerrymandering the riding, or being a party
to the gerrymandering of the riding, when
I asked that Port Elgin should be declared
to belong to the constituency In which it Is
situated. Now, I want to ask the hon. gen-
tleman another question, because it would
seem that there is some confusion -i is
mind or in mine. I want to ask him whether
he withdraws the charge that I was guilty
of being a participator ln a gerrymander in
1892, when I asked that the village of Port
Elgin should be detached from the north
riding of Bruce and declared to belong to
-the west riding of Bruce, ln which It is situ-
ated. I ask the hon. gentleman whether he
says now that I was guilty of being a par-
ticipator In a gerrymander, when I asked
that that should be done.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I would
prefer It, If the hon. gentleman-(Mr. Me-,
Neili) wouid make his own speech, but, since
he desires me to give my view on the point,
I will do so. I myself am of the opinion
that no riding should be broken up iint
parts, with pleces of other ridings Interven-

ig, .and that It is proper that ail portions
of the rldlng should bIe In contact. Thats
my view, and I think the hon. gentleman
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would have been perfectly justified in de-
taching Port Elgin from North Bruce, if, at
the same time, he had insisted upon apply-
Ing that same principle of restoring to other
ridings territory removed in departure of
that vlew. What I am complaining of in
this case Is, that he is Inconsistent, Inas-
much as, when he saw an abuse which In-
jured him, he had It redressed, but he dld
not see an abuse when It Injured the Lib-
eral party, and so he supported a measpre
which redressed the abuse in his own case,
and at the same time created an abuse
against the LIberal party In the case of
North Wentworth and Brant.

Mr. McNEILL. The hon. gentleman with-
draws the charge of gerrymanderlng. The
hon. gentleman says that it was an abuse
which I was liaving redressed, and if It was
an abuse I was having red'ressed lhe cannot
say that It was a gerrymander. Let us have
that clearly understood. The hon. gentle-
man has changed his ground entirely.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. No.
Mr. McNEILL. He withdraws the charge

of gerrymandering, and he now says I was
guilty of Inconsistency. I want It clearly
understood by the House and by the coun-
try that the hon. gentleman, having from bis
place In this House charged me with having
gerrymandered the north riding of Bruce In
1892-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. And in
1882.

Mr. McNEILL. I am not speaking of 1882;
I am coming to 1882. The hon. gentleman
should not interrupt me in that way. He
Is too old a parliamentarian not to know
that It is an improper interruption. The
hon. gentleman, having charged me with
gerrymanderIng the riding In 1892, now
withdraws that charge.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I do not
wlthdraw it.

Mr. McNEILL. He does not withdraw it?
He says that I corrected what was improper
at that time.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. If the
hon. gentleman-

Mr. McNEILL. I will not allow the hon.
gentleman to interrupt; I have given hlm
every latitude. He has made his speeches
here w1thout Interruption. He has distinct-
ly stated that I corrected an abuse, and,
theugh he says that I corrected thut abuse,

le is not prepared to say that ihe withdraws
the charge of gerrymandering. Does the
bon. gentleman say that one can be correct-
Ing an abùse and gerrymandering at the
same time? -He refuses to withdraw the
charge ofgerrymandering, although he says
I was:correctlng an abuse. The hon. gentle-
man cannot Impose upon the good sense of
this House and of the country In that way.

Mr. McNEILL.

The hon. gentleman stands here convIcted
of having brought a charge against me
which he cannot substantiate, and which he
is practically obliged to withdraw. Not
being able to substantiate the charge that I
was guilty of something which was impro-
per and unworthy, he now says that at the
very moment I was doing this thing, I was
correcting an abuse.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL.
creating one, too.

And

I Mr. MfcNEILL. The hou. gentleman says
I was creating an abuse in North Bruce.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. In North
Wentworth.

Mr. McNEILL. There was an abuse in
North Bruce. That is at the time I was
having the village of Port Elgin withdrawn
from North Bruce. I think it Is unworthy,
when we find a mistake brought to the
knowledge of the hon. gentleman in regard
to a colleague who has sat with hlm in this
House for seventeen years, that he will not,
like a man, get up and say : I was mistaken ;
I am sorry I was mistaken ; I am sorry I
brought such a charge ; I admit that the
hon. gentleman was eorrecting an abuse,
and I withdraw the charge. The hon. gen-
tleman will not do that in words, although
he has admitted the fact. The hon. gentle-
man knows perfectly well that he could-not
venture to say in this House that It was not
eminentlyright and proper that the village
of Port Elgin should be withdrawn from
the north riding of Bruce at that time,
because he knows that If he did say so,
lie would say that he approved of the vil-
lage of Port Elgin being left in the north
rIding of Bruce, when his own colleague,
the Minister of Trade and Commerce, de-
scribed it as an evidence of an IniquItous
gerrymander to leave it there. In 1892,
when this matter was up ln the House, the
hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright) declared that It was an
Iniquitous gerrymander to put the village
of Port Elgin. into the north riding of
Bruce. I should like to know If the vil-
lage of Port Elgin gave a majority of elghty-
eight in my favour, what the hon. gentle-
man would have said about It ? I ven-
ture to say that the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mulock) and those beside him, would have
pointed to it as the most flagrant Instance
of gerrymander ln the Dominion of Can-
ada ; and the .hon. ·gentleman would have
made the welkIn ring with bis denuncia-
tions of the gerrymander which'was being
perpetrated and contiuued lu the north rid-
ing of Bruce, because the village of Port
Elgin was there. But because the village
of Port Elgin gives a Reform majorlty, and
gives, therefore, -a better chance to the Re-
form candidate lu the north rlding of Bruce,
the hon. gentleman is prepared to reprove
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me for not leaving the village of Port Elgin
lu the north riding of Bruce.

Mr. TOLMIE. Would the hon. member
for North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) allow me to
ask hlm a question ? If it can be proven
to you that the west riding of Bruce has
2,000 more population than the north riding,
vould you have any objection to putting

Port Elgin back in your riding ?

Mr. McNEILL. I most certainly would
have an objection to arranging population
by going Into another constituency and plek-
Ing up a village five miles away.

Mr. TOLMIE. Why did you not raise
that objection before ?

Mr. McNEILL. I was not In the House
when it was done lu 1882.

Mr. TOLMIE. Oh, you were not.

Mr. McNEILL. No, and I could not
raise the objection. The question of the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Tolmie) is a good ex-
ample of the view which Is held by his
friends in this House in regard to this
matter. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Tolmie)
thinks it is perfectly right to go away five
miles into another constituency, and pick
out a village there to balance the popula-
tion, and give a majority In favour of the
Reform candidate.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Will the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. MeNeil) allow me to ask him
a question ?

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.
Mr. McNEILL. I am speaking now, and

the hon. gentleman ean ask me the question
later on.

Mr. LANDERKIN. I want to ask-
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Order.
Mr. McNEILL. I cannot have all these

Interruptions. I must apologize to the
House for taking up so much of its time on
a mere personal matter.

Some hon. MEMBERS. No.

Mr. McNEILL. I am not only complain-
ing of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mulock)
having accused me of gerrymandering the
riding at that time-a charge which he has
now been obliged to withdraw; and he has
been afraid to rise In his place and say
that what I did at that time was anything
else than eminently right, and proper-î am
not only complainlng of that, but I am com
plaining that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mu-
lock) said that I not only gerrymandered
the riding, but that I did It In a hypocri-
tical manner, and I objeet te that a great
deal more than to his statement that I
gerrymandered the riding, bad as l the
ftrst charge. Here le wbat the hn. gen
tleman (Mr. Mulock) says about me-:

He was afraid to face the music again with
that majority of only 30, and something else had
to be done. -Saugeen could not be detached, but
t'.lere was a municipality that had been showing
up badly so far as the hon. gentleman was con-
cerned. There was the littie town of Port Elgin,
which, In the year 1891, had. given a Liberal
majority of 88, it was in my hon. friend's con-
stituency. Now, If Port Elgin could by hook or
by crook be .detached from North Bruce It might
save the hon. gentleman once more ; and then,
In 1892, for the first time, he argued about the
importance of equalizing the population, and to
that end he detaches the small village of Port
Elgin from North Bruce and pute it into West
Bruce, because at that time North Bruce had
become slightly more populous than West Bruce.

There is not only the Imputation, but the
distinct charge made by the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Mulock), that when I asked that
the village of Port Elgin should remain ln
the constituency to which it belongs, I
pretended that I was doing so merely l
order to equalize the population. What
are the facts ? I will ask the indulgence
of the House while I read what I said at
that time, and the House can then judge
as between me and the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mulock) :

Before passing away altogether from this mat-
ter I would like to make one remark wlth regard
to this village of Port Elgin, of which we have
heard so much, and which my hon. friend from
Huron (Mr. MeMillan) seemed to think it was
such an impr~per thing to Interfere with. That,
I do think, ls another example of how hard it ls
for men who are influenced by party considera-
tions to take a fair view of any political ques-
tion. The facts with regard to the village of
Port Elgin are these : Port Elgin la in the town-
ship of Saugeen, and ls miles away from the
north riding of Bruce, entirely surrounded by
foreign territory, and the riding of North Bruce
has the larger population of the two ridings. I
quite admit-and I do not conceal the matter for
a moment-that I am very glad to get rid of
Port Elgin, very largely because there Is a ma-
jorlty againet me there.

Was that pretending that I was doing this
simply ln order to equalize population, or
was not it frankly stating to the House
what my vlews were:

I ask my hon. friend the leader of the Opposi-
tion, who ls a fair-minded man, whether it la
right and proper that I should be forced to go
five miles out of my constituency into a forelgu
territory and take a village belonging. to my
friend from the west riding of Bruce to give a
majority of 88 against me ? I do not thlnk it le
fair, and I think that any hon. gentleman who
argues An favour of Port Elgin being left in
North Bruce .1s argulng in favour of a gerry-
mander.

Tfie POSTMASTER GENERAL. Read
the next line.

Mr. McNEILL. I shall:

Mr'. LAURIER. Let us wipe out all the blem.
sieshe of the Act .of 1882.

Mrî. McNEILL. We will do it by degrees.
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That is the statement I made to the House
at the time. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mu-
lock) accused me of having pretended here
that I asked the village of Port Elgin to
be removed from the north riding of Bruce
merely upon the ground of equalization of
population. Does the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Mulock) think that Is fair ? Does the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mulock) think that that Is
worthy ? Does the hon. gentleman thInk
it Is a fair thing for him to hold up a col-
league of his in this House to the odium
of the House and odium of the country
under circumstances such as these ? There
is the statement that I made to the House,
and there is the statement of the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Mulock), and I will leave it
to the House and to the country to decide
which is the ingenuous and whleh is
the disingenuous statement. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Mulock*) has spoken
of Wentworth In this ,connection.
With regard to Wentworth, when the hon.
gentleman says that the redistribution of
that county was parallel with the leaving of
the village of Port Elgin in the west riding
of Bruce, he makes a statement which is
rot borne out by the facts. There was no
breach of continuity of the riding in the
case of Wentworth. It is quite true, as I
understand, one had to follow a roundabout
way to go from one part of the riding to
the other ; but there was no breach of cou-
tinuity. In the case of Port Elgin, there is
an absolute breach of continuity. It is en-
tirely surrounded by foreign territory, and
it Is impossible to get to the village at all
without passing through territory not be-
longing to the riding. Therefore, the two
cases are not parallel. I ama not prepared to
say that there were no blemishes in the Act
of 1892, but I do say that the Act of 1892
was on the whole a moderate measure and
a great step ln advance. And as such I sup-
ported It. I do not think any hon. member
who was ln the House at the time, and
whose opinion is worth anything, will deny
that it was a moderate measure.

The hon. gentleman speaks about the Act
of 1882. He says there was a terrible gerry-
mander in the county of Bruce in 1882. Now,
I wish very much that the hon. gentleman
would try, when he is maklng statements in
this House, to be a littie more accurate as to1
his facts. The hon. gentleman told us thit1
in 1881 the north riding of Bruce had
a population of 20,700 odd. and thati
the southern township was the township or
Saugeen. The hon. gentleman is mistaken.j
I called his attention to the fact·at the time,1
but he seemed to be so anxdous to make outj
a case against me and against the Conserva-1
tive party, tha t he would not accept the cor-1
rection fI made at -the time. The population1
of North Bruce was not 20,700 oddi but iti
was nearly 25,000 in 1881 ; and in statingî
that the townshlp of Saugeén-wds the south-
ern township ofù the constitueney, the hon.0
gentleman was entirely mistaken. The

Mr. McNEILL.

township of Bruce was the southern town-
ship. Now, the fact wlth regard to the
county of Bruce ati that time was this. It
consisted of two ridings; and because the
province of Ontario had increased In popu-
lation and was entitled to additional repre-
sentation, the county of Bruce, which had
increased In population more than any other
county in Ontarlo, was entitled ito one of
those additional members. For that reason,
there had to be three ridings made out o!
the two ridings, and In order to do ithat it
was necessary to take a portion of each of
the other ridings to form a third riding. The
hon. gentleman entirely misled the House-I
do not mean to say that he did so wIlfully-
as to the condition of things at that time.
Re led the House to believe that without
making any change in the old north riding of
Bruce the population would have been fairly
divided, although, as I have pointed out. the
population of North Bruce was not as he
supposed 20,700, but almost 25,000. Now,
when the two ridings had to be divided. the
question arose as to what the division should
be. I do not deny for a moment that it
would have been competent to divIde the
county at that time Into three ridings, and
to have lef!t the township of Saugeen in the
north riding of Bruce, and that by doling so
you would at the moment have balanced
the population better than it was balanced
by the division that was made ; and it Is
quite fair to argue-I do not find any fault
wilth that-that the township of Saugeen -
ought to have been left in the north riding.
I wish to say, as the hon. gentleman asked
me the question, I answered it at the time ;
but I wish to say here again, from my place,
that I was one of those who were respon-
sible for advising that the township of Sau-
geen should not bel lef!t in the north riding
at that time, but should be placed in the
west riding. I wish to say further that in
making that recommendation I was partly
swayed by consideraitions of a political and
party nature. As long as these imatters are
left in the hands of the two partles, each
party will be swayed less or more by poli-
tical considerations ; and if two possible di-
visions, fairly good divisions, can 'be made,
the party in power will always select the
division which suits Its own party interest
best, and if in doing that it does not do any-
thing that is unjust, it is entitled to do it
as long as the matter is left in the hands of
the parties. I do not think it should be lefft
ln the .hands of the parties at all. I think
It should be taken out of the hands of the
parties ; I have alvirays said so since I have
had: the honour of a seat in this House ;
but I .say that every one who knew anythlng
about the condition of the county of Bruce
at that time 1 new that if the township of
Saugeen had been left ln the north riding,
although it would have equalized the popu-
lation for the moment, It would have neces-
titated #nother division of the county at the
very next taking of 'the census, and I think
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it is fair to say that these thIngs should be
done as seldom as possible, and not as often
as possible. The northern part of the county
was increasing rapldly in population, and
every one knew that If an equality were
provided at the moment It could not con-
tinue ; and what did the result prove? Was
tbat a just contention or not ? The result
proved that at the very next census, the
north rlding, from which the township of
Saugeen had been taken, was the more popu-
lous riding of the two. It had increased
from over 18,000 to over 22,000, while the
west riding had decreased -from over 24,000
to over 20,000. Therefore, the result proved
that the contention that was made at that
time was a fair contention, and that the
division of the county which was made was
a fair division, so far as distribution of
population Is conecrned.

The hon. gentleman desires to have a shy
at the county of Bruce luithis Bill of his. He
has dragged that county in, although it is not
one In which any of the ridings are outside
of the county lines. They are within the
county lines, but the hon. gentleman has
dragged it in, In order that he may have ah
opportunity of altering the county divisions.
I do not know whether he lhad anything to
do with the leaving of It to the Judges or not,
but. at all events, it has to be left to three
judges of the Superlor-Court of Ontario; and
for niy part I am perfectly satisfied that the
matter should be left to any three indepen-
dent men, and we can get no better inde-
pendent men than are to be found on the
judicial bench. After what has passed In
this House, for my part, I would prefer that
the matter should be left to three Indepen-
d(1àDt men, and that they should have the
opportunity of decidIng whether the division
which is made to-day in the county of Bruce
is a fair or an unfair one for elections to
this House. So far as I am able to Judge.
no fairer division can possibly be made. So
far as I am able to judge, whether you take
the question of the geographical distribution.
and the shape of the riding and their com-i
paetness, or the' question of population, you
cannot make a better or a fairer dIstribution
than that which exists to-day. The hon.
gentleman seems to think that because the
old north riding of Bruce was more strongly
Reform than the new, after a, third riding
had been formed In that county, that is some
proof that injustle lias been done. And my
hon. friend from North Grey (Mr. Paterson}
spoke the other day of my opponent, Mr.
Gillies, having been sacriffeed by the change.
No'w, my hon. friend knows perfectly well
that the result of the change was this, that
at the next election there were two Refor*m-
ers elected and one Conservative In the
county, and -he also knows that the west
riding of Bruce was there for Mr. Gillies, If 1
he had chosen to take it, and if bis friends
had desired that he should -bave It. The,
west riding of Bruce was there, two of his
strongest townshlps were in that ridlng, and,

e if niy hon. frIend had been so anxious about
i the fate of Mr. Gillies, -why did he not exert
r hlmself to have Mr. Gillies nominated for
1 the west ridlng, where he would have been

sure of election ? But -my hon. friend's plan
was a different one. lt was to strengthen,
if possible, the new north Tiding of Bruce,
to endeavour to make it as much Reform as
possible, and in place of using his influence
to obtain a nomination for the gentleman
whose defeat he so much deplored the other
night, lu place of trying to get that gentle-
man nominatedIn ithe constituency In which
he would have been sure of election, he
trled to increase the chances of the Reform
candidate in the north riding by adding to It
the village of Port Elgin. Had the sympa-
thy of my hon. friend been as sincere as his
voice was loud and pathetie, he would have
endeavoured to find a seat In the west riding
of Bruce for Mr. Gillies.

The hon. gentleman spoke of the result
of the various elections in the north riding
of Bruce. I am not going to weary the
House by going through the particulars of
what the hon. gentleman said. But I may
just say this with regard to the first election.
The hon. gentleman. said· that If the town-
ship of Saugeen had been in the north riding
of Bruce, my majority would have been en-
tirely wiped out. He said ·that the township
of Bruce had given a majority of 101, and
that my majority was 88. That is to say,
that there would have been a majority of
13, which he said was almost equal to the
majority I obtained. It just shows ho-w far
my hon. friend's party feeling will carry him
when he actually said on the oor of the
House that 13 Is almost equal to 88. With
regard to the election of 1891, I think it
would have been, perhaps, fair for him to
have mentloned to members of the House
who were not here at that time, a fact of
which he was very cognizant, namely, that
la the middle of the electoral campalgn, I
met with an accident, which very nearly
proved fatal, and that his friends canvassed
the constituency on the ground that there
was no use In any man votlng for
McNeill because he was dying any-
lhow. The hon. gentleman Is perfect
ly aware ot the fact of my having
met with an accident. Every one who was
In the House at the time knew it, because I
was unfortunately obllged to use crutches
during the whole of that long session, which
lasted six months. My hon. friend behind
the Postmaster General was -not here that
session, but the Postmaster General was.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mu-
loeck). I am really not conscious of that.

Mr. McNEILL. My hon. frlend does net,
perhaps, remember, but it is a fact, never-
theless, that I. was golng about on crutches
during the whole session of siX months,
whlch, unfortunately, my hona friend dd not
happen to observe. I may mention also to
my hon. friend, who. perhaps, la not aware
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of the fact, that I was served with a protest
on the very day I left my bed, by his friends
at that time. I may mention, with regard
te that election, somethlng which the hon.
gentleman does not know, and that 4s, that
owing to family matters, which I will not
refer to, I was quite unable te attend to the
revision of the voters' lists on that occasion.
I thought there would be another revision
of the Ilsts, and I felt It my duty to write
to Sir John Macdonald that I consIdered it
quite impossible, under the circumstances,
to carry the north riding. Nevertheless,
notwithstanding the fact that my political
opponents claimed to have 300 majority on
the lists, I carried the riding, and In spite of
the fact that I was incapacitated from
taking part in the elections owing to
the causes to which I have already
referred. So that I do not think
the hon. gentleman can make very
much of the fact that my majority was re-
duced on that occasion. Then, the hon. gen-
tleman spoke of the last occasion on which
I contested the riding. He did fnot mention
to the House, as I think in candour he ought
to have, that there were three candidates ln
the field, and that the third candidate polled
about a thousand votes. He was a Patron
and a P.P.A. and a McCartbylte, and I do
not know what else, but he took a great
many of my votes, at all events ; and I think
I -would not be going too far If I sald that
It was the opinion of many of those best In-
formed in the riding, that if that gentleman
had not been placed ln the field and kept lu
the field, there would have been no contest
In North Bruce on that ocasion. So mueb
for what the hon. gentleman has said re-
earding elections.

I have to apologize to the House for hav-
ing taken up so muceh of its time wIth refer-
enee to matters purely personal. I will only
repeat what I have already said, that I op-
pose this Bill on the ground that it Is a new
departure, and a very dangerous departure,
for which there is no precedent, and which,
lu my judgment, will lead to confusion and
mischlef of the gravest kind ln this country,
should it become law. I thInk that the hon.
gentleman bas brought forward no sufficient
reason for the acceptance by the House of
the meas~ure which he has ln charge. My
hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Clancy)
showed In the most conclusive way last
evening that the grievances. of which the
hon. gentleman complains, which he says he
wishes te redress by this Bill, If they ever
existed, certainly do not exist to-day. So,
the hon. gentleman is left without an excuse
:for bringing forward this measure at this
unexampled and, I venture to say, unseemly
time.

Mr. PETER MACDONALD (East Huron).
I rise to take part in this discussion wlth
mingled feelings cf regret and pleasure-
of regret that the opportunity te repeal the
Redistribution Aet of 1882 did not come be-

Mr. McNEILL.

fore, of pleasure to lgnow that the time has
arrived and we are now ln a position to re-
move what I consider te be one of the most
iniquitous Acts ever passed by the Parlia-
ment of Canada. It was placed on the sta-
tute-book with the design and for the pur-
pose of gaining ln the country an undue ad-
vantage for the party then in power. That
party came into power with a great flourish
of trumpets. They established lu 1879 the
National Policy, whIch was to be the pana-
cea for all the country's ills. The country
did become more prosperous in 1880 and
1881. But on the eve of the elections which
were to take place ln 1882, that very party
which boasted so muceh of the National Pol-
icy, was afraid to meet the electors of this
country on the merits and virtues of that
policy. They met ln solemu conclave, with
their leader at their head-the able leader
that they had at that time-and they de-
vised a Redistribution or Gerrymander Bill
to be brought In for the purpose of cutting,
and carving, and shaping into grotesque
figures the constituencies of the province of
Ontario, so as to allow the Conservative
party to legislate into the House supporters
of the Government of that day. We were
told yesterday that the Minister of Cus-
toms had two men assisting him to get up
the Bill now before the House. There was
no need of assistance, because the principles
underlying this Bill are quite plain. We are
just doing what we said we would do when
power came Into our hands. We opposed
the principle of breaking up the counties lu
1882. We opposed it ln 1872, and Sir John
Macdonald and the whole Conservative party
agreed with the Liberal party ln that year,
that the breaking up of the county bound-
aries was contrary to sound principle ln re-
ference to this matter. Sir John Macdonald,
in a speech he made on the introduction of
the Redistribution Bill of 1872, pointed this
out emphatically, and said he was opposed
to breaking through the county boundaries
for the purpose of forming any electoral di-
visions. He gave many strong, solid and
substantial arguments ln favour of the posi-
tion he took on that occasion. Every Con-
servative who supported Sir John Macdon-
aid at that time, and who expressed him-
self, deelared ln favour of bis leader's views
upon this subject. And Hon. Edward Blake,
speaking for the Liberal party at that time,
expressed his concurrence with the views
put forth by Sir John Macdonald in refer-
ence to this point. Both parties agreed that
even considerations of population were a
secondary matter, and that, as far-as pos-
sible, county boundaries should be main-
tained. Now. li 1882, when the Conserva-
tive party haad made up its mind to gerry-
mander the eonstituencies, the principles ad-
vocated in 1872 were egreglously violated.
The leader of the party was the same man
as in 1872, and many of the same men were
behind him. And there had been no change
In the principle. If it was a good principle
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in 1872, it was not less a good principle In
1882. Now, In 1882 the Liberals fought that
gerrymander with all the ability and all the
energy characteristie of them ln every war
for good laws. They declared that if they
ever got the opportunity, If the people of
this country returned them to power, they
would make it a point to repeal that law
and to undo that wrong, as far as lay 4n
their power. In every election since 1882
this bas been before the public. We pre-
sented to the public on every platform on
which we spoke, the injustice of the law, by
which no less than 50 constituencies were
eut and carved to suit the exigencies of the
political party in power for the ostensible
reason that tbey wished to find room for six
additional members and to equalize the pop.
ulation. Now, you know, Mr. Speaker, as
well as I can tell you, and those hon. gentle-
men who have paid attention to the matter
know, that population was not equalized by
the law of 1882, that that argument was not
vindicated by that law. The equalization of
population was not even as well carried out
under that Gerrymander Bill of 1882 as It
could have been without Interfering with
county boundaries. My bon. friend from
East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) last night
stated that the Liberal party went back on
representation by population altogether. I
am satisfled that that hon. gentleman bas
not studied the idgures of population for
the several electoral divisions. If he bad, he
would have concluded that there was a
wider difference between the larger and
smaller electoral divisions under this Bil of
1882 than there ever was before.

I have stated that it was the intent and
purpose of the Conservative party at that
time in Introducing this BIl to gain a poli-
tical advantage. One of their ablest mem-
bers, a gentleman who stood high iln the
ranks of the party in 1882, one whose abil-
ity bas not been equalled In- the Conserva-
tive party, probably, for twenty years, a
gentleman who remained in the Conserva-
tive party for many years afterwards, stated
in this House, ln my own hearing, and In the
hearing of many of those present, that what
was done in 1882, with bis assistance and
with the assistance of other members of the
Conservative party, was a gross blunder.
He said : After ten years' experience, and
looking upon this question from a political
stand-point, I am forced to the conclusion
that the Conservative party committed a
gross blunder when they forced that law
through Parliament and placed it on the
statute-books of this country. Now, when
an eminent man of their party, after view-
ing the question from every stand-çoint,
makes such a statement, a man who was
consulted and helped to, carry that law
through-when such a man makes .such an
acknowledgment before the entire country,
in the open Parliament of Canada, we must
attach considerable Importance to it. Now,

I can show that the action of the party lui
connection with this matter was designed.
Instead of calling In two men. as it bas been
sald-wrongfully sald-that the Minister of
Customs had done,- to asslst in preparing
this Bill, the leader of the Conservative
party called ln the whole party to assist ln
the gerrymander of 1882. The bon. member
for West York (Mr. Wallace) shakes bis
head. I know whereof I speak, and I wll
give hlm an instance which wIll convince
hlm, as well as any other person who is
open to conviction, that the instructions
came from the various counties and electoral
divisions to assist Sir John Macdonald in
maklng up the Bill brought before this
House ln 1882.

Mr. WALLACE. The hon. gentleman said
the whole Conservative party. I was a
member of the Conservative party, and I
was a memuber of Parliament, and I was.
never consulted.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). i mean thoso
they thought worth while to consulit, and if
he did not happen to be one of those, le
can't blame me for it. Now, 1 take my own
county. In uthe first draft of the Bill that
received its tirst reading, my county was di-
vided into three ridings, soutb, centre and
north, certain groups of townships being ln
each. The party in the county of Huron
saw that the division was not going to
gerrymander the county, which had a Lib-
eral majority of over 800, and they were-
bound to get two out o! the three seats.
Circulars were sent out broadcast to dIffer-
eut parts of the county, and the ringleaders
of &the party held a large convention in the
town of Wingham In April, 1882, and they
divided the county entirely different from
the division lu the Bill, they divided it into
south, east and west. Now, let me tell you
how things stood when the division was
made. According to the election returnst of
1878, Ithe only basis of Information that
these ien had, they . made Hast Huron,
which I now represent, have 89 of a Con.-
servative majority, and they made •Weet

Huron, which is now represented by our-
hon. friend from that riding (Mr. Holmes),
have a Conservative majority of 105, as
based upon the election returns of 1878. In
the south iliding 'they hived the Grits, andi
gave them a majorlty of over 800, accord.
ing to the election returns of 1878. Now,
here were two Liberal-Conservative consti-
tuencies iewn out of a county which was
largely Reform. But how did they reason
after they did this ? They said : There is
North Middlesex, which, in 1878, only gave
a majority to Tim Coughlin of elght, we-
must come to his support. Now here is
South Huron, they said, wlth a Liber-l ma-
jor}ty of 800, Sad there Is-the town of Exeter-
with a Conservative majorit. according to
the last returns, of 115. We-w-il take
Exeter· out and send it away 15 miles, and-
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make It part of North Middlesex. And so
they took Tin Coughlin out of his trouble,
and lie came back in 1882 wth 109 of a ma-
jorlty instead of elght as he formerly had.

Now, let us go to the adjoining county
which was alfected by the gerrymander, we
will take the eounty of Perth. I think my
hon. friend from West York (Mr. Wallace)
referred to Perth, and to Mr. Trow who re-
presented it. I want here to show the fal-
lacy of the argument which the hon. gentle-
man used last night when he sald it was
Mr. Trow's own friends that defeated him.
Now. Mr. Trow represented South Perth for
a number of years. The Liberal-Conserva-
tive party said : If we can take South East-
hope whici gave a majority of 193 to Mr.
Trow in 1878-if we can take that away
from him and add to It. the township of
Osborne. one of the townships of the county
of Huron which gave a majority of 60
against Mr. Trow in 1882, we will be sure
to defeat him. Well, in 1882 Mr. Trow ran
for South Perth and carried it by, a larger
majority than he had before. Then our
friends opposite say : Don't you see that the
gerrymander Act did not affect Mr. Trow.
and, therefore, ]'t was an Innocent ·thing. Is
tha.t correct reasoning ? Would a subtrac-
tion of 193 Liberal votes in bis constituency
and an addition of 60 Conservative votes
belp to elect Mr. Trow? I trow not. Mr.
Trow was elected partly on account of his
popularity In his ridIng, secondly on account
of the policy <that he advocated, but thirdly
and principally, by a large number tof Con-
servatives, 'who had become disgusted by
the action of the Conservative party in ger-
rymandering the county as they did, refuslng
to vote, and some of them votIng for the
Litberal candidate. After that was settled,
just take North Perth and see what they
did. They said : Now, there is North Perth,
Mr. Hesson's majority is gradually lessen-
Ing, he will probably Ïbe defeated this time,
and how can we serve hlm lest ? We will
take from hlm, they said, North Easthope,
which gave the Liberal candidate at the
previous election a majority of no less than
309, and we will put that Into North Oxford.
Now North Oxford gave a majorlty to Mr.
Thomas Oliver in 1878, of 903. There were
193 votes taken away from South Perth to
assist Mr. Oliver to carry that constitueney
at the next general election. There were 309
votes now taken from North Perth and given
to Thomas Oliver, whieh gave him 503 votes
altogether. Now, they sald to Mr. Resson :
We have made you safe, more than safe;
we have taken 303 votes that were polled
against you at the last election. -and now
you eau afford to lose a little north of the
county of Perth. Don't you know that North
WelUington i fnot very safe'? Now, aince we
took away 80S Liberal votes from you, Just
allow- us to take -8 .Couservative votes and
give 4!hem to )Ar. cMuMiten u the form of
the towashlp of Walece. · Then Wallace was
taken from the north of Perth and dded to

Mr. MACDONALD (Hurn). s

North Wellington, and at the next general
election gave 116 against Mr. MeMullen, the
present member for North Wellington. Now
was it the 116 votes that enabled Mr. MeMul-
len to carry the north riding ? Was it by
reason of the gerrymatder, or ln spite of the
gerrymander ? Everybody knows that lu
spite of the gerrymander Mr. MeMullen car-
ried North Welliugton.

Now, ln regard to population, did the3
equalize population? Did any Conserva-
tive ever hear any argument ln favour of
the gerrymander of 1882 other than it would
equalize population'? Not a single argument
has ever been adduced, not even the hon.
member for West York has adduced any
argument in favpur of that gerrymander
other than it was supposed to equalize the
population of the different electoral divi-
sions. I challenge any hon. gentleman op-
posIte to give a single argument ln favour
of breaking up the 50 different constituen-
ries for the purpose of attaining that object.
Well. was the object attained ? Let me
give you a few figures to show that It was
not. Take these 14 ridings, and remember
that I have excluded the cities, because if
included, the comparison would be more in
favour of the contention that I am making.
East Elgin, North Essex, South Grey. East
Grey, Kent, East Middlesex, North Perth,
Russell, North Slmcoe, East Simcoe, Wel-
land, North Wellington, Centre Wellington,
South Wellington. Thése all possess a
population of 365,825. Now, ymi will see
that 14 -members represent a population of
that number, making for each member 26,-
345, or 18 per cent above the unit of repre-
sentation which ln Ontario was 22,481. Now
take another group of 14 where, we wifl
suppose, the population was to be equalized.
Brockville, Frontenac, South Grenville,
North Leeds and Grenville, Monek, Weet
Peterborough, North Wentworth, South
Wentworth, Peel, Lennox, Cardwell, West
Hastings, -South Lanark, East Hastings.
These fourteen electoral divisions contain
a population of 218,965, or an average popu-
lation of 15,625 for each of the fourteen
members returned. On the one hand you
have 26,345 for each member, and on the
other hand only 15,625, or more than 10,000
of a difference. Is that an equallization of
population? WIll a single member of the
House say that there has been an equaliza-
tion of population when you have 150,000
more people in the larger fourteen eleotoral
divisions than In the smaller, or in the one
case 18 per cent below the unity of popula-
tion and ln the other 48 per cent above it-?
If the hon; member. for East Toronto (Mr.
Ross Robertson) were here to night, he
would not be able te answer these águres.
But there is a worse conditon In Lower
Canada. I am not goinig to deal withthe
gerrymander ln that part of the country,
but take thêgroup composing the ten fol-
lowilig div*ias :-Jacquës Carteier, Argen-
:eil,~ Lavai, Montmagny, Naplerville, Sou-

6619



[JULY 5, 1899]

.anges, Three Rivers, Vaudreuil, Montmo-
rency and Chambly. These ten divisions
contain a population of 118,542 or 11,854
for each member. Take another group,
containing the following divisions :-Cham-
plain, Beauee, Lévis, Richmond and Wolfe,
Nicolet, Ottawa County, Rimouski, Temis-
couata, Hochelaga and Portneut. These
divisions have a population of 313.729, or
an average for each member of 31,372. In
one case each member represents three
times as many people as in the other, and
this is under the present Gerrymandeýr Bill.
Will any hon. member venture to say that
that measure was successful in equaliz-
ing the population ? The only rrument
adduced in support of the Bill of 1882 ?
Can a better condition of mattenrs be ob-
tained by the retention of conry ound-
arles ? I think so. I went carefully over
the counties of Ontario, and it entailed a
good deal of work. I divided these coun-
ties, irrespective of party polities, and found
that I could make a -more equiltable divisicn
as to population by the retention of county
boundaries than obtains under the present
law. If that is true, which it Is, I hold
that we can go back to -ounty boundaries
with perfect justice and retain tie stand-
ard of population upon a more equitable
basis than that which we now possess. I
find that, under the present law,, ihere are
twelve electoral divisions under 16),000 popu-
lation. Under the division, which I have
made. there would be none under 16,000.
I find that there are flfteen electoral divi-
sions under 18,000 population. Under the
division which I have made there would
be ten under 18,000. I flnd that there are
thirty-one electoral divisions under 20,000.
Under the division which I nave made,
there would be only thirteen. Under the
present law there are thirty-three electoral
districts with a population of over 23,000.
Under the division which I have made
there would be only sixteen electoral divi-
sions with a population of over 23,000.
Under the present law there are eighteen
electoral divisions with a population of over
25,000. Under my division there would
only be eight divisions with a population
of over 25,000 retaining county boundarles
In every case. There is another reason
for the retention of county boundaries.
There are nineteen counties lu Ontario
which require no division at all, the county
being entitled to but one member, and,
therefore, the opportunity of gerrymander-
ing these would not exist. No gerryman-
derer's hand could touch these counties, be-
cause the boundaries are ut a permanent
character. They could not be touched by
any party that might happen to be in power.
There are tourteen counties whieh only re-
quire one division. Tou cannot gerryman-
der such conntes without everybody seeing
it. and therefore the power to gerrymander
these fourteen counties would be reduced

to minimum. There are ten counties which
require two or more divisions, and therefore
in those only can the hand of- the gerry-
manderer be successfully used. By retain-
ing county boundaries it would be impos-
sible, every time we had to change the
Redistribution Act of this country, after
the decennial census, that the hand of the
gerrymanderer could Interfere with the ma-
jorities, because county boundarles would
beconie permanent, and these local affairs
in which the people are all engaged would
be put on a permanent basis in the various
counties. There is another point I wish
to bring out strongly, and I would be glad
If any hon. gentleman who answers me
would give an explanation of the figures
which I am about to present, if the reason
which I propose to give Is not in accord-
ance with bis vlews. It was sald last nlght
by some hon. members, that the prevlous
gerrymanders did not affect the Conserva-
tive party beneficially as a whole, and there
were varlous reasons advanced by varlous
speakers, In support of that contention.
Hon. gentlemen took groups pf counties,
here and there, and compared the majori-
ties, but this comparison of majorities must
lead to wrong conclusions. We are agreed
that we must compare the whole vote of
the province. I have, therefore, taken the
trouble to go over the whole vote of the
province of Ontario after the election held
in 1891. I also took the returns as cor-
rected by the by-elections, a number of
which followed the general elections. I
found that there was, ln Ontario, 186,000
Conservative votes polled, in round num-
bers, and 182,000 Liberal votes polled. It
will be admitted by everybody that ten
Conservatives should have as much power
and Influence at the polls as ten Liberals,
or that 100 of one party should have as
much power and Influence at the polis as
100 of the other, or 1,000, or 100,000. Is
that not a sound doctrine to. advance ? If
it is, let me proceed to my argument. If
the argument Is sound, 182,000 voters should
return- within one member of the number
returned by 186,000 votes. Adding 186,000
and 182,000 gives you a total of 368,000
votes polled altogether in the province of
Ontario. There were ninety-two members
elected, which made 4,000 votes as the aver-
age for each member. It will be admitted
that every 4,000 Liberal voters should have
the same power and influence at the polls
as every 4,000 Conservative. voters. But
did they ? Let us see how we stood In
this House ? We had thirty-three mem-
bers representing . the Liberal party -after
the election of 1801, and we had Dfty-nine
Conservative members representing the Con-
servative party, or, li other words, wehad
thirty-three members representing 182,00M
votes, and fûfty-ine members- repasentng
18,000 votes. How did that dsparity cone
la ? Did itcomein.by:chanee ? Notat
aIl. Itcamein by:the aetionof thege ep
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mander in hiving large numbers of Liberals Dîd it not do that? W111 the hon. gentlen
together ln different electoral divisions, thus who shakes his head, be kind enouglito ex
nullifylng and neutralizing the power which plain on any other ground, Iow flfty-nine
they otherwise would have had of express- members came into tbis fouse on the same
ing themselves at the polls. For every vote as tbirty-three members, uniess they
3,150 votes polled by the Conservatives they were foisted in by this Act. instead of
obtained a member to represent them In being elected by the free and 4ndependenl
this House, but it required 5,550 votes to electors of this country. they were legislated
be polled by the Liberals to elect a Liberhl into the Pariament of Canada to asstst thE
member to represent them ln this House. Conservative party who put this iniquitow
Can that be explained upon any other Bil on the statute-book. It Ignored the cozn
ground than that the Influence of the Libe- munity of interests and destroyed those that
ral party was neutralized as It was In did exist. You ail know that there is a con-
South Huron and ln North Oxford ? Here munity of Interest which grows up ln coun-
were 500 electors who had no influence lines. The people of a county meet as jurors,
North Oxford, whose influence would have as county councillors, they meet ln a hun-
been felt if they had been allowed to re- dred ways. and this community of interest
main in South or North Perth, and if they bas been broken up by this law, and one
had flot been put in aconstituenwy where part of a county put one direction and the
there w-as a Lberal majority of 93. The other part of acounty put lu another direc-
whoie thlng was wrong from begnningy to tion.as have pointed out.
end, and need you wonder that, at the Now, what does the Bibewhil we are
first opportunity whieh is presewted we are fcosiderinbg propose to give us? Th s
coing to undo the wrong, as far as we eau, Bill proposes to restore the county boun-
that was perpetrated In 1882 against the daries, and make something permanentden
Liberais oP this country. I want to draw the boundaries of electorah divisions. It pre-
the attention of the fouse to a few other serves the corinmunity of interests. It en-
things and 1amn done. What are we g Coing ables the people o a county t meetto-SBther on ail occasions for the purpose o

to adid exist. You allreknow thatlthere is A.

the Bill that we are now repeaiingm feel considering these interests that grow up
giad that 1 have had the opportunity of amongst theo, and It enables the people to
giving it a hast kick, as It withdraws its beconie acquainted with eacb other. As
slimy colis froin the statute-books of C an- Sir John Macdonald said: Young men wh
ada. have the abitytorepresent thyrfconstitu-

Some uon. MMBERS. Oh. ,olneny to the township counil, and then to
Mr. MCDO NALD (Huron). That s ail the county counul,t where hey become ac-

riglit. 1 have proven those facts. It tender- quainted with the reeves, and in the process
ed nui and. vold a far expression of publ903o.Tlime they ofay develop into politerans andiolethingwcalwrngfrn iosh to be electep to ths ouse. Sir John

frop otnionty chlch ais prsndw arno cnsergpooe to giveusThc

trovert that statement. gt faller to serureedonald told us that when a county s
a fair representation o! the population la the brokenup. that acquaintaince between theIn
lpoald aihveiions. Thav hownthnty ofIs also broken up.

the figures taken from the returns. It has
disregarded geographical compactness, be-
cause it has eut and carved and shaped into
grotesque figures, fifty of the electoral divi-
sions of this province for the purpose of
securing room for six ýConservative members.
It has rendered stabllity Impossible, by dis-
regarding any permanent Unes. We hiad
nineteen counties that could not be touched,
fourteen that onlyrrequired one division, and,
therefore, there is a stability In connection
with our county lines that cannot be obtain-
ed under the existing Act. It has neutralized
the power of the Liberal party at the polls.
Did I not show you that when I proved
that it takes 5,500 Liberal votes to get a
member, and only 3,150 Conservative votes.
Lt was u'nconstitutional l1 spirit. I do not
know -whether It was unconstitutional ln
fact or not, but eertainly It was unconstitu-
tional 1n spirit, because It robbed fthe people
of isacred trust, and a sacred right and
-rivilege, when #t &ullified the pier that
the constitution purportëd to give theeaple.
Lt enabledi theConservative party to legisiate
into this iHouse their own piolitial friends.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

Mr. SPROULE. Would the hon, gentle-
man allow me?

Mr. M ACDONALD (Huron). Certainly.
Mr. SPROULE. If that is the result of

this Bill, and if it is so desirable, why does
not the hon. gentleman carry it out all over
the province ? Why does the Government
allow eastern Ontario, where the county
boundaries are broken up, to remain broken
up ?

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). We have
commenced at this present ti!me to go as far
as we deem necessary.We have commenced
the work that we will complete, probably In
1902. We will be in power ln 1902, and after
the census are taken, we wll complete the
work we have commenced, and try and undo
al the evil done by the Gerrymander Bilh of
1882. This Bill secures 'to a very great ex-
tent the permanency o! fthe electoral divi-
sions. Gerrymanders will be reduced to a

m . wihl. secure a fair expression
or publie opinion on, all mattera brought be-
fore the peopke, and tt has been admitted
by those whc, spoke that the princIples .un.
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derlying the Bill are good. A large number
have expressed themselves in favour of
maintaining county boundaries, and several
speakers have acknowledged that the pro-
posal to submit the subdivisions to a com-
mittee of judges Is of the very bet charac-
ter. If we wished to take advantage of the
Liberal-Conservative party, as they took ad-
vantage of the Liberals in 1882, could we
not sit down and gerrymander, and eut,
and carve, and give ourselves an advantage
which nothing could overcome at the ap-
proaching eleetion. But, Sir, we are willlng
to do what we al sald was rlght and just.
We have come here with fiftty-five majorlty,
and can carry anything we wish, but
we propose to be fair. We say we
will restore the county boundarles which
we have said we would restore, and
after we go that far, we hand the
whole matter over to a commission of
judges, who are above suspicion, and above
the influence of political parties, and we
say to them : Go te work and make the
subdivisions in the Interests of the country,
and not in the Interests of party. If we bad
taken the opposite course, we could gain the
advantage that the Liberal-Conservative
party gained in 1882, but we are above that.
The Liberals are ready to stay out of power
unless they are sent here by the fair and
independent vote of the electorate of this,
country. Every Liberal who cornes here as'
a supporter of tbe Government and as a
supporter of my right hon. friend (Sir Wil-
frid Laurier) comes here with the consent,
and by the votes of those who gave him
their confidence, and he does not wish to
come in any other way.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have one or two more
points to refer to. The leader of the Oppo-
sition always uses strong language, and in
this case he hurled some very strong epithets
against the Bill. I wish him. or any other
of his friends. to try and just.ify the words
he used. He told us the Bill was grossly un-
fair. In what respect ? Does It not return
to the old condition that existed from con-
federation up to 1882, the condition of re-
taining the county boundarles, and in favour
of which Sir John Macdonald made such an
eloquent speech ln 1872. Is it unfair be-
cause it does that ? Is It grossly unfair be-j
cause It leaves the subdivisions to the judges
of the land? The hon. gentleman (Sir Charles
Tupper) sald that this was an infamons Act
and a monstrous Act. and an outrage upon
the electorate. but not one of his supporters
who spoke dared attempt to prove that.
Does it outrage the electorate by rest'oring
conunty boundarles. and by leaving the sub-
division to the Judges ? If It does not out-
rage the electorate, how can it be called an
outrage against the electorate ? Does it not
equalize population as well as the old Bill ?
1 have shown that It does that better than
the old Bill. notwitbstandlng what the hon.
member for East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robert-
son) said last nigbt. I challenge him to
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prove that the Bill of 1882 made a more
equal division of the population than the Bill
of 1872. I challenge the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Ross Robertson) -to prove that this BIll
Is a violation of the principles of represen-
tation by population. He complained bit-
terly of the Liberal party for not giviui
Toronto a greater representation. Does not
this Bill give Toronto a greater represen-
tation than any other Bill you ever had ?
It makes a -more equitable distribution of
the population of the ·clty of Toronto than
the Bill of 1882. To prove this, I will show
you what the distribution of the constitu-
encies of Toronto under that Bill was. West
Toronto had 22,983; Centre Toronto had
24,867, and East Toronto bad 38,565-not a
very fair distribution of the population.
There were three members given to the city
of Toronto at that time, which gave a popu-
lation of 28,805 for each. Now, come for-
ward with me 10 years, when Toronto re-
celved an additional member under the Re-
distribution Bill of Sir John Thompson. Sir
John Thompson was a fair man, and he
sought to do the very best he could for the
city of Toronto ln 1892. He Increased the
membership for that clty by one. The popu-
lation of Toronto had increased from 86.000
ln 1882 to 144,023 ln 1892, so that by Sir John
Thompson's redistribution Toronto recelved
a representative for every 36,006. That Is
what the two Conservative redistribution

Bills gave to Toronto. Now, we propose to
give that clty five members. We did propose
to base that representation on the population
of 1891, on which basis Toronto would bave
a member for every 28,804, or 8,000 less for
each member than In 1892.

Mr. CLARKE. Might I ask my bon. friend
If he overlooks the fact that by this Bill
there le over 30,000 beIng added to the popu-
lation from the county of York?

Mr. MIAODONALD (Huron). WeL we
will take the present population of about
180,000, which would give a basis for each
of the five members of 36,000. Sir John
Thompson ln 1892 made the basis 36,006.
and you did not blame him. You did not
cry aloud in the varlous papers belonglng
to the party. You made no fuse at that time.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Dumb as oysters.
Mr. MAODONALD (Huron). But now,

when the Lfberal party are giving you the
same representation by papulation whleh
you recelved under Sir John Thompson's
redistribution In 1892, you blame us.

Mr. CLARKE. Will the hon. gentleman
now kIndly give us the figures for the county
of York ?

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I have sepa-
rated the city of Toronto wholly and en-
tirely. As I sald before, every constItuency
that bas a community of interests should be
separated from others that are diferent ;
that le a fundamental principle In inaklng
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electoral divisions. A farming communit3
should not be allied with a city community
because the community of interest amon
the farmers Is wholly and entirely different
and no man can represent the two at tht
same time because they are opposed.

Mr. CLARKE. If the hon. gentleman haE
no objection, however, it would be interest
ing to have the figures regarding the county
of York put beside those which he has given
of the city of Toronto.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). I have not
the tigures of the county of York. I am
answering the argument made by the hon.
member for East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robert-
son) last night, when he claimed that Toron-
to was not sufficiently represented ; and the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Clarke) Is drawing a
red herring across the trail In order to avold
a rebuttal of the argument of the bon. mem-
ber for East Toronto. Another thing zaid
by the hon. member for East Toronto last
night was that when we on this side of the
House said that many members living in the
etty of Toronto and representIng other con-
stituencies would look after the interests
of the clty, we might as well say that they
would look after the interests of this city
beeause their post office addresses were
here. I expected a sounder argument frorm
the hon. gentleman than that. Although
our post office addiresses are here, our
interests are not here, whereas the in-
terests of a large number of gentlemen who
live In Toronto and represent other consti-
tuencies are ln Toronto. They are manu-
facturers, money lenders, or are engagedi ln
various kinds of business in that city. As
Toronto prospers they prosper ; consequently,
their interest becomes identified wth the
interest of Toronto to some extent, and,
therefore, to my mind Toronto is better re-
presented In Parliament than any other di-
vision in the entire country. We have four
able-bodied men-and ,I speak literally when
I say that-from the city of Toronto. Three
are sitting (u the opposite side ; one I am
glad to say is sitting behind me, and pro-
bably two or three more will do so af ter
the next election. We have four members
from the city of Toronto-Mr. Clarke, Mr.
Bertram, Mr. Robertson, Mr. Osler. These
gentlemen are specified by the electorate to
come here and look after their interests.
But in addition, we have Mr. Mulock, whose
interests are more largely In the city of
Toronto than In North York, and who, while
not neglecting North York, will certainly
look after the Interests of Toronto. Then
we have Mr. Maclean, whose whole inter-
ests I believe are centered In the city of
Toronto, although he represents East York,
and he wIll certainly look after bis Inter-
ests ln the city of Toronto. Then we have
our bonoured and highly respected Speaker,
who presides with such dignity over us, and
-who to-day represents a rural constituency.
but whose buslness Interests are lu Toronto.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron).

Then we have the, hon. member for Norih
Simeoe (Mr. McCarthy), who represents that

g constituency well ; but that does not pre-
, vent him also representing the interests of
e Toronto, which I am sure he will stand by

when necessary. Then we have Mr. Craig,
who I understand has gone to live In the
city of Toronto, and who will look after its
interests. Toronto has a right to claim a
proper recognition.

An hon. MEMBER. It wants the earth.

Mr. MACDONAILD (Huron). My hon.
i friend says it wants the eaith. It has already

a good deal of It. In addition to these !o"D.
- members, Toronto is very largely represent-
- ed in the other House. We have senators

there who will look after the bad Bills of
the House of Commons, as they eall them,
and give them the six months' hoist some-
times, especially if the Interests of Toronto
are involved. There are Senator Allan, Sen-
ator O'Donohue, Senator Cox, Senator Rees-
or, and Senator Aikens, all from Toronto.
There are fourteen able-bodied men repre-
senting the interests of Toronto, and still
these bon. gentlemen will get up and declaim
against this Bil on the ground that Toronto
Is not fairly represented on the floor of Par-
liament. Do you want two or three more
citizens of Toronto down here to look after
its interests ? I can tell bon. gentlemen
opposite that if Toronto sends men do-wn
here who will gîve a rigrteous support to a
righteous Government in dealing with the
affairs of this country upon broad and
statesmanlike principles, they will get more
for Toronto through the application of those
principles than they can by opposing a Gov-
ernment that seeks to do the best it can
for the interests of the country.

Mr. CLARKE. That is the principle.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). And remem-
ber, Toronto is awake; Toronto is on the
tip-toe to shake off men like the bon. mem-
ber for East Toronto, who makes short
speeches of lffteen minutes, taking seven
and a half minutes to condemu the Conser-
vative party, and seven and a half minutes
to condemn the Liberal party, and, when he
bas condemned both parties and shown that
they cannot do anything, he sits down with-
out suggesting anything himself. I have
remarked bis speeches, short and concise as
they are, as if he had them by heart. I
never beard from the hon. gentleman any
suggestion as to what he would do on any
publie question, if he were elected to lead
either party tu this country. I believe in a
man finding fault and criticising the actions
of any Government or party which he does
not approve, but if he is capable of criti-
cism, he ought to be capable of giving some
solution of the questions he is discuxssing.
I have never yet heard, however, a solution
enundated by the hon. member. I bave
never heard from him anything but a con-
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demnation of either party, just as the whim
takes him, when he rises to address the
House.

Mr. W. H. BENNETT (East Simeoe).
The hon. gentleman who has just re-
sumed bis seat (Mr. Macdonald) bas
certainly been kind to the House ln this
respect, that he has not treated us to one
of the ordinary four-hour speeches pecullar
to hlm. But If he bas not given us a lengthy
statement this time, he bas still given us
the old elements which have always char-
acterized bis speeches, namely, sanctimon-
ousness of expression and righteous cou-
tempt and disgust for everything not truly
plous and eminently holy. In that particu-
lar line, he has always posed and excelled,
whIle at the same time professing an
amount of bumility that would make Uriali
Heep blush; and, were the Pharisee stand-
Ing near by wben the hon. gentleman was
declalming about the vices and wrong-doings
of others, he would have at once given up
his place to the hon. member for South
Huron. The chief burden of bis plaint was
a vehement denunciation of the so-called
Gerrymander Act of 1882. While he did not
adduce any particular argument or show
that It was very bad, he did at least one
thing, and that was to denounce ln the
most unsparIng language the Act itself and
those connected with It. It Is not to be won-
dered at that the hon. gentleman should de-
nounce a gerrymander, because he comes
from a county where gerrymanders are
laughed to sorn, as being puny and pigmy
efforts to throttle political opponents. It is
not to be wondered at that he should look
upon an ordinary gerrymander with scorn,
because he represents part of a county
where the hon. gentleman and his friends
pride themselves on the fact that, Instead of
resorting to gerrymanders, they are town-
ship throttlers. In that county they never
attempt to kill a political opponent ln the
ordinary Christian style of annexing him to
another riding, but they go up and down,
from one township to another, In order to
change political ilmits. They are not con-
tent to divide people who have lived ln coun-
ties for years, side by side, but the people
who actually live In the townships.

Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). Not In my
riding.

Mr. BENNETT. The hon. gentleman at
once seeks cover with the phar ical ex-
cuse that It is not ln his own particular
rlding, but just across the road. It Is really
wonderful to see how the hon. gentleman
is willing to run away from the wrong-doing
that bas been practIsed in bis own county
of Huron. Take a glance at the map, show-
Ing how that county Is divIded by the local
House, and what do you see ? We see ex-
aetly an example of what this hon. gentle-
man would, in his vindictiveness and spleen,
apply to the Conservative party all over the
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province, if he had his own sweet willI; that
Is, he would go ln-If the hon. MinIster of
Customs will pardon my resorting to his
language-and tear assunder, throw to the
winds, hurl to pleces, and batter to atoms.
all semblance of townships, towns and vil-
lages ; and I must apologIse to the Minister
of Customs for not being able to deliver in
the tone of voice which distinguishes hIm.
the choice selections I -have taken from his
vocabulary. What dld they do ln the coun-
ty of Huron ? Finding It utterly impossible
to divide the county, havIng regard to bound-
ary Unes and keeping the townsbps and
villages Intact, so that they could secure sup-
porters, what did these truly pious gentlemen
do In that ridIng ? They took the township
of Hulet and placed part of It lu the riding
of West Huron, and it is worth while no-
ticing that the hon. gentleman, with the
assistance of Capt. Sullivan and the rest of
the machine, secured a majority of one ln
that ridIng for Mr. Garrow, the Iilberal can-
didate. The way they got that majority of
one was by taking half the townshlp of
Hullet, which gave 44 of a Liberal majority.
Had they not split the township of Hullet
ln half, the Liberals would not bave secured
that riding, and a Conservative would have
been elected.

Then, they came to the riding of South
Huron ln the local House. They found that
the Conservatives had been beaten by about
20 of a majorIty, and they took from the
riding of South Huron a large portion of the
township of Goderich, which gave a Con-
servative majorlty of 120 odd. Had that
Conservative majority of 120, whicl Vas
placed ln West Huron and taken from South
Huron, been left, as it sbould bave b3en, in
the south riding, the result would have been
that a Conservative would have carried taat
ridIng, too, and there would have been two
ridtngs in Huron Conservative, whereas to-
day only one Is represented by a Conserva-
tive at the local House.

Yet this hon. gentleman mourns and de-
plores political ImmoralIty, when he liives in
a county where the grossest outrages bave
been committed, where municipalitles were
torn apart in order that party gains milght
be effeeted. Ail through the speech of tb
hon. gentleman, as through every speecn he
has ever made, there is an amount of hypo-
critical can: and pharasalcal Indignation
that can only be equalled by the hon. mem-
ber for North Wellington (Mr. MeMuilen).

This Bill Is before the people in the guise
of what ? As anounced by the hon. Post-
master General, It is not a Bill for the ap-
portionment faIrly of all these constituencles
in the Dominion. There is no principle in
It, as I think I shali be able te show, but It
is, by the Postmaster General, and
other gentlemen on that side who followed
hlm, a Bill simply Intended to deal out vin-
dictiveness te political opponents aud at-
tempt to destroy them. Where does tbegreat
Liberal party stand on the question to-day
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before the House ? Every one of them who
addressed this House, Justlfied the action
of the Government on the ground that it Ies
a redemption of their pledges. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I am bound to say that the whole
country is laughing at this great party in
Its attempt to redeem Its pledges. Talk of
the Government party trying to redeem its
pledges. Why, they have Issued postage
stamps which they will not redeem to-day.
The Postmaster General actually went about
the country, hawking postage stamps, and
sold them to an unsuspecting publie, and,
when to-day you go to his department and
ask for cash, they actually refuse to redeem
the stamps. Worse than that, they will not
give you in exchange for the larger -nes
smaller stamps that might be usef al.
And this party that cannot even redeem a
postage stamp stands up and roars about
redeeming its pledge& This only makes
thenselves absurd In the eyes of fair-
minded and right thinking men. But they
are doing one thing and the Premier, no
doubt, will claim credit for It-they are
breaking the principles which are hardly cold
upon their lips, declared when a Bill of
this kind was before Parliament to be
dealt with. On that occasion what did we
hear from the present Premier. That hon.
gentleman, then the leader of the Opposi-i
tion, did not stand up in his place and ask
to have the matter referred to the judges
of the country, but he moved this resolu-
tlon -

That all the words after "That " In the sald
motion be omitted, and the following be inserted
instead thereof :-" That Bill No. 76, an Act to
readjust the representation in the House of Com-
mons, be referred to a conference or committee
to be composed of both political parties, to agree
upon the Unes or principles on which a redis-
tribution Bill should be drawn."'
The right hou. gentleman had not then
the power to carry out that resolution, not
having a majority in the House. But to-
day when he has a majorlty and can carry
the declaration of that resolution into effect,
not a word Is heard about It ; and the right
hon. gentleman then so anxious to be fair
to everybody that he wished to have the
Government of Sir John Thompson have a
conference between the two poltical par-
fies, forgets that he made that pledge or
rather took that stand, and to-day, Is per-
fectly oblivious to his action some ten years
ago.

Well. Sir. the next great question that
Is Involved In this, outside and apart
from dealing out vindictiveness and spleen
to political opponents, is the question of
the eonstltutionality of the Aet. Ail I can
say on that score 1s that the law has
always been looked upon as common sense.
and no man ever auticipated that every
year the political party that happened to
have a majority In this House would come
down and rearrange the constitueneles with
a vIew to party needs and party benefits.

Mr. BENNETTl.

And the present Premier himself, in 1892,
made a statement on that ground clearly
showlng that his present position is not
tenable. Speaking in the same debate he
said :

The periodical redistribution of seats in this
House Is a standing order of our constitution.
It is not a matter as to which the Government
are free to act, which they eau repudiate or
wbich they can accept ; if it were so, it would
be open to each party to deal with it iu a man-
ner best suited to its own interests, in the con-
ception which both parties hold of their own
rights. But It Is not such a matter. The Govern-
ment, in introducing this Bill, are simply car-
rying out an organie disposition of constitu-
tional law, and we submit that it would be a
monstrous consequence if, when the Government
are carrying out an organie disposition of the
constitutional law, they were to carry it out In
such a way as to steal an advantage over their
opponents.

So that Idea was accepted, and has always
been accepted, that the only and proper
time to make a readjustment of the consti-
tuencies is after the decennial census. But
these hon. gentlemen no longer take the
ground that they are within their legal
rights but, .as announced by the Postmaster
General and &choed by the hon. gentleman
who has last spoke in plain English they
Intend to take every means to endeavour
to get even with their political opponents.
That being the merits of the case, they
must recognize that they are on a par wlth
the Government of the province of Ontario,
they are endeavouring to throttle their poll-
tieal opponents and are throwing to the
winds all ideas of fair play or constitu-
tional rights and privileges. Now, the hon.
gentlemen prate largely of county bound-
arles. I am free to say that it Is desirable
to observe as far as possible. the existing
county boundaries ; but we cannot be
bound by county boundarles at all times,
by reason of the fact that the counties are
of such sizes and shapes that the prin-
ciple Is not always applicable. It never can
have been anticlpated that we should be
bound down to that principle for ail time.
Hon. gentlemen opposite all agree that up
to the year 1882 there was a popular and
fair distribution of the constituencles of
the province of Ontario. If that Is the
case. why do not they revert to it? Why do
net they accept the constituencies which
then existed ? Why blot out Bothwell,
Cardwell and Monek-for all these existed
prior to 1882. The real reason is that these
hon. gentlemen see In the signs of the
times warning that they must begin te put
their house In order. That Is the reason
why they are blottIng out Cardwell and
Bothweil. Moneck. I May say, was dealt
with In the redistribution of 1892. And
among the chief declaimers In support of this
Bill is the hon. member for North Welling-
ton (Mr. McMullen) who Is to be greatl7
benefited by It. Of all men who have
secured a seat In this House by misrepre-
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sentation,-if that is a parliamentary phrase
-before the electors, I will be bound to say,
aM I am in the judgment of the House,
none is more noteworthy than the hon.
member for North WellIngton. Knowing
tiLe closeness of hlis constituency, he Is
afraid to go back te that riding ; so on
bended knee he is obliged to beg the Gov-
ernment to eut out this riding of Cardwell
as It exists to-day. And what Is the result ?
The cutting out of Cardwell will remove
from the hon. member for North Wellington
two townships which at the present time
give hlm a great deal ofe concern. He will
be pleased to lose the townships Amaranths,
which goes into the new county of Dufferin,
and Wallace, which goes back Into Perth.
By these means the hon. member, who Is
afraid te meet his constituency, wll be re-
lieved of an adverse majority of three nan-
dred odd. This, on the very face of it, shows
the Insincerity of the hon. gentlemen, when
they whine about the retarn to the state of
affairs as they existed before 1882 ; because
if they did return te that state of affairs,
Cardwell would continue te exist as It does
to-day.

Now the hon. gentlemen are taking great
credit to themselves for the fact that they
are not going te carve the constituiencies.
Well, I am free te admit, and I have no
doubt other hon. gentlemen will agree with
me. we must al feel much safer in the
hands of the judges of the Superlor Ciourt
than we should in the hands of some of tIe
Juidge Jeffreys who sit on the other side. We
find at least this consolation In the Bill. But
here Is the trouble with the judges-that they
are not allowed te exercise the power of re-
arranaing the constituencles fairly bavuig
rezard to the geographical position and hav-
ing regard to the population. Take the
case, for Instance, of the ceunty of Sncoe.
There Is a county witb a population of
some 82.000. There should be 27,000 in each
riding. And yet, I wlhl be bound to say,
the judges will rearrange it In such a man-
ner as that SImeoe will have 23.000 : East
Simeoe 31,000 and North Slmcoe 28,000. It
Is utterly impossible, owing to the way In
whieh the townships lie alongside each
other, that there should be any other arran-
gement of these three constituencies ln this
county than the one I have given. For that
reason, I protest agninst the Government
introducing and passing the Bihl in its pre-
sent shape. for the county of Simcoe ts
entitled falrly te bave four members Ins-
tend of three. But these hon. gentlemen
hope that. custom being the law of the land,
they may get some party advantage in
cutting up the ·townships. As I under-
stand It, there are to be no particular ln-
structions given to the judges. For that
reason they may accept the prineiple whieh
has been accepted in arranging constitu-
ences for the local ledqhlatre-ther may
eut up townshlps. AndI if that is done, I
say It ls worse than the present arrange-

ment. Now one question which las been
dealt with Is the question of population, as
well as this other question of county
boundaries. If these hon. gentlemen are
going to contend for principle at all, why
do they not as they have been repeatedly
asked, apply the principle to the whole
province of Ontario of the preservation of
county boundaries.

Why, right In the county of North Leeds.
the representative of that constituency lives
in the town of Smith's Fails, and If county
boundaries were observed he would be
swept Into the next riding, and politically
dead ; and that Is the reason why, in that
county they break county boundaries. And
so you can go through different portions of
eastern Ontario, and you will find that these
gentlemen have studlously avoided the appli-
cation of the principle of county boundaries
beeause it would be a death-blow to some of
their political friends. They talk about prin-
ciple in the Bill. Let the ordinary citizen of
Ontario listen to their declarations about
principle, and then look at their perform-
ances. Look also at the question of popu-
lation and the absurdities that result. Take
the case of Brant, which has been so much
discussed in the House. There are to be
two ridings, which wlil have, If they are
equally divlded in point of population, about
16,000 people. Now, my hon. friend, after
disfranchising the Indians and preventing
them from voting, asks to have them
brought Into the computation. But, for the
sake et. argument, I will accept his own
statement that there are 36,000 people ln
the county of Brant. Now, what follows?
The county of Brant wIll be divided into
two ridlngs, and the city et Brantford-I
am withln the mark when I make the
statement-has over 15,000 people. So, there
is a riding wlth 18,000 people, 15,000 of
whom live in a city. So that, in effeet,
you are glving a representative to a city
with a population of 15,000, plus 3,000 who
may belong to an agricultural section. I
suppose the hon. member for East Huron
(Mr. Macdonald) will stand up and objeet
to that law, because, before he sat down,
he protested against cities and agricultural
districts being coupled together. Now, they
are going to apply the argument to the
city of Toronto, and they say the people
Of that city shaillnot have the same re-
presentation as rural people ; and yet here
ls a constituency that, with the exception
of 3,000 people, is made up of the city cf
Brantford In Its entirety.

Now, take the riding of Algoma, which
to-day has a population of over 50,000 peo-
ple, which la increasing every year by rea-
son of the great mining Industry that Is
being developed there, yet that ridIng 1s
only entitled to one member. I need not
go Into the reasons, but I could tell the
House very well why these bon. gentlemen
do not wlsh to see Algoma dlvlded into two
ridings. But here lis the absurdlty In a
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Redistribution Bill of giving 50,000 people
in Algoma only one representative, while
the county of Albert, whichI s represented
by a gentleman supporting the Government,
with a population of less than 11,000, has a
representative. Go through the province
of Quebec, and what do you ftnd ? You
find the small county of Vercbères has a
population of 12,200, Vaudreuil less than
11,000, Soulanges less than 10,000, Jacques
Cartier under 14,000, Montmagny some 15,-
000, and so on. Then, take another riding
represented by a supporter of the Govern-
ment, Victoria ln New Brunswick, that has
a population of only 12,400. Now, let It
be plainly understood that this BIll has no
regard whatever for population, that the
Government say frankly that ln the pro-
vince of New Brunswick 9,000 or 10,000
people shall have a representative, while
the district of Algoma, with 50,000, shall
have only a solitary representative. To
go a little further and to make the absurd-
ity even greater, we ftnd that because Brant
is looked upon as a Liberal riding, and
although It has a population of only 36,000,
of which 15,000 live ln a city, it is en-
titled to a representative, while I have
pointed out that the people of Toronto,
whose political predilections are otherwise,
are ouly entitled to one member for each
40,000. The hon. gentleman cannot help
throwing of£ the mask, they cannot help
confessing that this Bill is not a Bill for
a fair and adequate representation of the
people, thqt It is not a Bil that even dreams
of giving fairness to political opponents ;
but it Is, as the Postmaster General stated
fairly the other day to the member for
North Bruce (Mr. MeNelil), a Bill simply
brouglit In to gain a party advantage over
their political opponen.s.

Once again I want to refer to the old
ridings of Cardwell and Monk. If these
gentlemen wish to be honest In their de-
elaration as to a return to the condition
of affairs that existed before182 they bave
it in their power to-day, by virtue of their
majority, to go back to Monck, to go back
to -Bothwell, and to go back to Cardwell.
But I point out that a return to Cardwell
means the political death of the member
for North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), and
probably the political death of the member
for Centre Wellngton (Mr. Semple). If
they go back to the old riding of Monek,
then It means that the hon. member for
Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) wll have a closer
tlght than he otherwise would. It means
more than that. Welland is a constituency
that bas existed for thirt: odd years, and
Welland, with over 30,000 people, Is only
to bave one member, while Brant, almost
abuttIng on It, because it is Liberal, wlth
a little more population, Is to have two
members.

Well, a gret ado is made about the
Judges. On that question, I have only to
say that It would have been a great deal

Mr. BENNETT..

more manly if these hon. gentlemen had
come down to the House, as Mr. Hardy
and Sir Oliver Mowat did ln their Redistri-
bution Bills. and submit their figures and
take the full responsibility for the measure.
Then, the party would bave known just
what the Bill was going to do, because the
session will have passed when this Bill Is
completed. I join ln every word that
was said last night by the hon. member
for East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson)
about the judges participating ln this work.
It Is to be regretted that the judges are
to be dragged into what wIll be actual poli-
tics. I am free to believe that there is not
a gentleman occupying a place on the Su-
perior Court bench of the province of On-
tario who will not fairly endeavour to carry
out the redistribution of representation.
But when these gentlemen are so hamper-
ed, when they are so corralled, when they
are only given certain premises to work
upon, it Is virtually Impossible for them
to make a fair redistribution of the pro-
vince as a whole.

Now, Sir, what do hon. gentlemen hope
to gain by this BIllH? They have been
challenged from this side of the House to
show the unfaIrness of the BI of 1882.
My hon. friend from Bothwell (Mr. Ciancy)
yesterday pointed out the fact that of all
the constituencles affected by the Bill of
1882, the hon. gentlemen opposite did not
lose one seat by that arrangement, but,
on the contrary, they gained by it. Well,
I have only this to say In conclusion, that
if this Bill Is placed before the public on
the plea of its being the redemption of a
pledge to secure a fair representation, It
Is far from being so, because they are not
bringing about a fair representation even
of the western part of the province of On-
tarlo, much less the whole province. They
are not redistributing the seats of the House
of Commons, as the Bill states, either on
the ground of principle or upon the ground
of population. If the Bil becomes law it
wll become an act to aid and assIst some
party friends of the hon. gentlemen who
are to-day sorely in need of assistance, and
It Is for this very reason that, although the
hon. gentlemen bave to-day ln this House a
majority at their back, they are afraid to
face their opponents faIrly and squarely
where they to-day have a majorlty and
where already they have the endorsation of
the people.

Mr. GEORGE LANDERKIN (South Grey).
Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words
upon this question before the motion Is put.
In the discusion that bas taken place a god
deal has been said ln defence of the Bil
passed ln 182 and, also, in defence of the
Bill passed ina1891. The hon, member for
West York (Mr. Wallace) pronounced the
Bill of 1882 a good Bil, and said it wasf
and just. The hon. member for East Toronto
(Mr. Ross Robertson) salid that the Bill of
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1882 was a bad Bill, that he condemned It An hon. MEMBER. Why ?
at the time and was very much opposed to
it then. The hon. membr for East Toronto Mr. LANDERKIN. I will tell you why,
and West York are mot a united party on If you wil listen. What I bave to say may
this question, although the hon. member for fnot lbe right, but I have my opinion on that
East Toronto praised the hou. member for subject. The people live ln localities
West York because he had defeated the old tbroughout the country ; the drst Idea of the
Government. I think If there Is anything ln children and the young people Is that the
the history of the hon. member for West are living in a school section. Every schoo
York that will entitle him to the commenda- section belongs to a city or a rural munici-
tion of the people of this country and of pality. They go from the school section to
future generations, It Is the fact that he the township, or the village, or the city, as
contributed to their downfall. I think he is lthe case may be, as they grow up, and In-
to be commended and I hope that posterity creased In knowledge, and they look upon
will remember the hon. gentleman for hav- thein as their home. Whenever a change
Ing done this great service ln his public is made ln the township, or when a township
career. The hon. member for East Toronto is removed from the county ln whIch they
said that it was a bad BIll that was passed were born, they look upon It as an outrage
ln 1882, that it was an unfair Bill. Still, he upon the family circle. The township is
condemns the Government because they identified with the county ; they go from the
want to remove something that is bad from sehools to the township councils, from the
the hlstory of this country. I do not under- township to the county councils, from the
stand the position which the hon. member couuty councils to the provinces, from the
takes ln this connection, when he says that provinces to the Dominion, and step by step
a Bill is bad. I have the idea that it is the the people are ldentiied with these succes-
duty of the Goverument to remove that sive stages lu the4r progress and learn the
which Is bad from the history of this coun- first lessons of loyalty to their country frum
try as far as it Is ln their power. Now then, the institutlons of the municipality, frum
It does appear to me that we searcely ever the sehools, the local councils, the local par-
hear, in this session, anything said about iaments, and the Fouse of Communs, until
broken pledges. During the first session tbey become imbued with the feeling that
that we met after the general elections, the the townshîp is their home, that it belongs
hon. leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles to the county and that their bores are part
Tupper), and the hon. member for York, N.B. and parcel of 1t. Their highways are cu-
(-Mr. Foster), day after day, spoke against cerned lu the administration. The adminis-
the Government for breaklng their pledges tration et justice Is concerned; the work of
because they had not enacted everythingflte county councils Is Identifled with the
that was laid down in the platform of theý couuty and they pass along from the town-
Liberal party, in the first session. Now, we sbip to the county, and IL Is worse than
hear nothing about broken pledges, for, body-snatchlng to take a township from the
session after session, the Goverument arecounty to whIchIt belongs and place it
redeeming every pledge that was made and another county for the purpose ot electIg
every plank that was placed in the platform some une to Parliament that you May desîre
of the Liberal party. Consequently, hon. to bave elected. This Is the Intention of the
gentlemen on the other side have not a gerrymander, and 1 say, it Is prejudiclal to
sIngle word to say In regard to thuat. Lt is the development of national lite. It Is un-
to be notieed that wbeuthe Goveramednt are worthy o a poltical party to take a town-
attempting to redeem thepledges that tbey sip out it a county and place It I another
made, they are meeting wlth the must stren- couuty soas to disadvantage their oppon-
uous opposition ut hon, gentlemen opposite, ents. It is not fair play. It lias been the
which would iudicate that they do not de a custom lunEglandt the commssioners ap-
sire t1hat the Government should rede2m ther pointed toset in these matters to beln-
pledges. Lt appears to me that the Goveru- strnted neyer to violate county boundares
ment would nueet with their eipproval If tbeyluane divislons that they are about thwsub-
dd not redeenu their pledges, and, In thls mt t the mouseitCammons. Thatis
connection, It is very desirable and h It1very tne reason whyIjaun opposed to the law
proper that the hon. Postmaster General that exists to-day. i a opposed to It
(Mr. Mulock) should Introduce this Bih!, e- hecanse there was n g faIr playthe ItowI
cause, at the great national Convention held Iahik parties should manifest fair play, cne
In 18M3lu the city of Ottawa, that hon. gen- tu another, and I think, when 1 show you
teman utroduced the resolution statbng that d-e changethat were made under the B s
the Liberal party, If returned to power,ofu18and 1891, h e louse wll agree wth
would remove this lnlquity froa the statutes me ohat fair play was not the gulding star
of the land. He Is showing, by bis introduc- ft he party that enacted that legsationo
tion ot this measure, that he iz bound terymd that It was not intended t give fair

ine worto ue pinpe read tow that Iti tohadveldopent Tof naonal me. fIt Wisun
tovebe nti orc riepe eleeY ad that we the Govermentarwotyfapliclpry toetae aItwnaempigordem the pledgeowSir th atvteynship outhof a count ad pla ti anote

made, the areg mtiAng w &thUb teo2t stn- tount f so tas teodieadatae thei or-

didnt eeelhirpedeaninti it to bthetouse tof Comon laes.îTha isu
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last general elections, every riding declared
in support of the Administration with the
exception of two. Only two constituencies
out of thirty-eight or forty were favourable
to the Opposition, or, at least, the Opposition
only held two seats which they had held
previous to the by-elections. Now, I think
this shows to the hon. gentleman, or should
show him that the Government are not
afraid of the people, but that, on the other
band, the Opposition are afraid of the
people and are afraid to appear be-
fore them in divisions formed on principles
of fair. play and upon county limits. I have
here a llst. which I will give to the House,
of the changes that were made under that

Act, and, I think, It will be found to be ac-
curate on the whole. The House will ob-
serve and the people of the country will see
that the Government are not introducing
this measure ore bit too soon. I pro-
ose to show the chang. m nrade in the

electoral divisions in Ontario by the Redis-
tribution Act of 1882 which divlsons are
affected by the Redistribution Bill. I will
give the name of the electoral division, the
population in 1881, the population after the
passing of this Bill, the nature of the chan-
ges, the population of the divisions trans-
ferred in 1882 as per the census of 1881,
and also the votes cast in the elections of

CHIACES made in boundaries of Electoral Divisions in Ontario by the Redistribution Act
of 1882, which Divisions are affected by Redistribution Bill of 1899.

Naine of Population
Electoral Di-
sion affected. 1880-81.

Kent...... .... 36,626

Lambton East............
W est.. ............

Huron South.... 23,393

Huron East. ..... ... .

Buron West..... ............

Bruce North..

BruceEast.... ..

24,'71

Population
after passng

of AcL

29,194

21,725
20,891
21,991

21,720

23,512

18,645

22355

Nature of Change.

Populations of Divisions transferred
inl1882, asper Census of 1881;

also votes cast in Elec-
tion of 1878.

Chatham and Wallace-lChatham (pop. 5036) (L.286)(C. 468).
burg village eliminated! Wallaceburg village (pop.-) (L. 78)
and annexed to Both- (C. 79).
well.

jLambton divided into (Pop. 31994) (L. 2707) (C. 2561).
f Enat and West.
Stephen and Exeter elim- Stephen (pop. 4349) (L. 352) (C. 279).

inated and annexed to Exeter (pop.-) (L. 92) (C. 207). Ts-
North Middlesex. Us- borne (pop. 3831) (L. 270) (C. 272).
borne eliminated and Goderich (pop.2615)(L. 229) (C. 360).
annexed to SouthPerth. Clinton (pop. 2016) (L. 189) (C. 184).
Goderich and Clinton
annexed to WestfHuron

Howick, Turnberry, Mor- Howick (pop. 5417) (L 290) (C. 481).
rit, Wingham town, Turnberry (pop. 3201) (L 235) (C.
Blythe village a n di 209). Morris (pop. 3952) (L. 270)
Wroxeter village taken (C. 294). Wingham (pop. -) (L. 111)
from North H u r o n. (. 151). Blythe (pop. -)(L. 46)(C.
Brussels village taken 66). Wroxeter village (pop. -) (L.
frum North and CntreI 46) (C. 32). Bnussels village (pop. -)
Huron. Grey takeni (L. 109) (C. 94). Grey (pop. 3855)
f rom Centre Huron. (L 300) (c. 309).

Wawanosh East andWest Wawanosh Fat (pop. 2651) (L. 218)
and Ashfield taken fromi (C. 155). Wawanosh West (pop.
North Huron. Colhorne 2748) (L. 213) (C. 164). Ashfifd
and Goderich town (pop. 3893) (L 299) (C. 321). Col-
taken from Huron Cen- borne (pop. 2429)(L. 158) (C. 171).
tre. Goderich and Clin- Goderih town (pop. 3954) (L. 242)
ton town taken from (C. 315). (oderich (pop. 3615) (L.
South Huron. 229) (C. 360) Clinton town (pop. 2016)

(L 189) (C. 184).
Bruce and Saugeen elim- Bruce (pop. 76) (L. 484) <C. 165).

inated and annexed to Saugeen (pop. 2579) (IL 239) (C. 71).
West Bruce.

Formedof followingtaken Culross (pop. 339) (L. 242) (C. 239).
fronSouth Bruce: Cul- Greenock (pop. 2981) (L. 211) (C.
ross, Greenock, Brant, 333). Brant (pop. 5994) (J. M) (C.
Carrick,Wakerton to'n 429). Carrick (pop. 5005) (L. 30)

dn T à' Q %loq-qtwl
ana- eeswater village.(U. 48). Wakierton town) (po. -)

(L. 102). (C. 233). Teeswater vllage
(pop. -) (L. 71) (C. 40).

24,218 Saugeen and Bruce takeniBruce (pop. 3764) (L. 48) (C. 165).
from NorthBruce, bal Saugeen (pop. 2579) (L. 239) (C. 71).
lance from South Bruce-.

Mr. LANDERKIN.
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CHANGES made in Boundaries of Electoral Divisions in Ontario &c.-Continued.

Nanieof
Electoral Divi-
sion affected.

Wellington N...

Wellington C...

Perth South..

Perth North..

Middlesex East..

Middlesex West.1

Middlesex North

Middlesex South

ElginEast...

Elgin West.

Oxford South...

Population
in

1880-81.

22,265

20,778

34,743

30,600

21,496

21,239

28,147

14,214

24,798

Population
after

passing of
Act.

26,024

26,816

21,608

26,538

25,107

19,491

21,268

18,888

25,748

23,480

24,778

Nature of Change.
Population of Divisions transferred in

1882, as per Census of 1881; also
votes cast iin Election of 1878.

Amaranth & East Luther!Amaranth (pop. 2914) (L. 172) (C 342).
taken fron Dufferin. E. Luther (pop. 1673) (L. 111) (C.
Part of Palmerston and 130). Part Palmerston (pop.--)
Wallace taken from (L. 64) (C. 84). Wallace (pop. 3581)
NorthPerth. Shelburne, (L. 242) (C. 306). Shelburne village
village eliminated and (pop.--) (Not given). Marybor-
annexed to E a s t ough (pop. 4418) (L. 279) (C. 315).
Grey. Maryborough el-
imated and annexed to
Wellington Centre.

Maryborough annexed, Maryborough (pop. 4418) (L. 279) (C.
taken from North Wel- 315). Orangeville (pop. 2847) (L.
lington. East Gara 150) (T. 257). E. Garafraxa (pop.
fraxa and Orangeville! 2635) (L. 137) (T. 311).
taken froi Dufferin. 1

Usborne annexed from Usborne (pop. 3831)(L. 270) (C. 272.)
South Huron. Easthope Easthope South (pop. 2275) (L. 273)
South eliminated and (C. 80). Inl 1896) (L. 256) (C. 467).
annexed to North Ox-
ford.

Palmerston tow. n and Palmerston Town (pop. -) (L. 64) (C.
Wailace eliminated and 84). Wallace (pop. 3581) (L. 243)
annexed to North Wel- (C. 306). Easthope North (pop.
lington. Easthope 2998)(L. 479) (C. 90).
North eliminated and
annexed to North Ox-
ford.

8o u t h Dorchester and South Dorchester (pop. 2071) (L. 187)
Springfield villageadd-! (C. 181). Springfield village (not
ed fron East Elgin. given). Westminster (pop.6386)(L.
Westminster eliminat- 735) (C. 497).
ed and added to South
Middlesex.

Adelaide added f r o m Adelaide (pop. 2909) (L. 259) (C. 164).
North Middlesex. Eu- Euphemia (pop. 2390) (L 184) (C.
phemia added from 210). Delaware (pop. 2523) (L. 182)
Bothweh. Delawareand' (C. 170). Caradoc (pop. 5065) (L.
Caradoc eliminated and 432) (C. 371).
aunexed to South Mid-
dlesex.

Stephen, Exeter village Stephen (pop. 4349) (L. 352) (C. 279).
added from South Hur- Exeter (pop. -) (L. 92) (C. 207).
on. Adelaideeliminated Adelaide (pop. 2909) (L. 259) (C.
and aunexed to West 164). Lobo (pop. 3474) (L. 384)
Middlesex. Lobe elim- (C. 133).
inated and annexed to
South Middlesex.

Formed of Westminster Westminster (pop. 6386) (L. 735) (C.
from East Middlesex ;l 497). Delaware (pop. 2523) (L. 182)
Delaware and Caradoc (C. 170). Caradoc (pop. 5065) (L.
from West Midd1esexý 432) (C. 371). Lobo (pop. 3474) (L.
and Lobo from North 384) (C. 133).
Middlesex.

South Dorchester a n d South Dorchester (pop. 2071) (L. 187)
Springfield eliminated C. 181). Sprin eldvillage (not
and annexed to East given). South Dorchester inM 1896
Middlesex. (L. 178) (C. 150). Springfield village

1in 1896 (L. 65) (C. 33).
0 r f o r d, Howard and;Orford (pop. 3113) (L. 40) (C. 167).

Ridgetown vil add- Howard (pop. 4512) (L 359) (C. 313)
ed frum Bothwe Ridgetown Village (pop. -) (L. 85.

(C. 43).
Buford and Oakland add-,Buford (pop. 5543) (L. 471) (C. 340).

ed frora South Brant. Oakland (pop. 1104) (L 130) (C. 36).
Tilsonbuigand Durham, Tilsonburg (pop. -)(L.112) (C. 158).
eliminated and added; Durbam (pop. 5838) (L 298) (C.354).
to North Norfolk. i
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CHANGES made in Boundaries of Electoral Divisions in Ontario, &c.-Continued.

Name of
Electoral Divi-
sion affected.

Oxford North...

Norfolk South..

Norfolk North..

Brant South

Brant North....

Haldinand ... .

Lincoln and Nia-;
gara.

Wentworth S....

Grey South.....

Grey East.......

Dufferin......
Simcoe South..

Simcoe North...

Simcoe East.

Population
in

1880-81.

25,361

16,374

17,153

21,975

11,894

18,619

26,408

14,993

21,127

29,177

26,891

49,238

Population
after passing

of Act.

24,390

19,019

20,933

20,482

17,645

17,660

23,300

15,539

25,703

25,334

22,721

26,120

27,185

Nature of Change.
Population of Divisions transftrred

in 1882, as per Census of 1881;
also votes cast in Elec-

tion of 1878.

Easthope South a d d e d Easthope Suuth (pop. 2275) (L. 273>
fromi South Perth. East-! (C. 80). Easthope North (pop. 2998>
hope North added fromi: (L. 379) (C. 90). Blenhein (pop.
North Perth. Blfnheim! 6398) (L. 405) (C. 185).
eliminated and added
to North Brant.

Simcoe town added from Simcoe town (pop. 1856) (L. 138)
North Norfolk. (C. 232).

Durham and part of Tilh!Durham (pop. 5838) (L. 298) (C. 354).
sonburg town a d d e d Tilsonburg town (pop. -) (L. 112)
from *South Oxford. (C. 158). Simcoe town (pop. 1856>

Simeoe town eliminated (L. 138) (C. 232).
and added t) Southt

Norfolk.
Onondaga and Paris town Onondaga (pop. 1924) (L. 109) (C. 149).

added from No r t h Paris town (pop. 2640) (L. 203) (C.
Brant. Buford and Oak- 179). Buford (pop. 5543) (L. 471>
land eliminate-d a n dl (C. 340). Oakland (pop. 1104) (L.
annexed tu South Ox- 130) (C. 36).
ford.

Ancaster added frot S.1Ancaster (pop. -05) (L. 484) (C. 213).
Wentworth, Blenheim' Blenheim(pop. 6398)(L. 405)(C. 185).
addtd from North Ox-, Onondaga(pop.1924) (L.109) (C. 149).
ford and Onondaga and Paris town (pop. 2640) (L. 203)
Paris town eliminatedi (C. 179).
and added to Southi
Brant.

South Cayuga eliminated South Cayuga (pop. 972) (L. 78) (C. 76).
and annexed to Monck.

Grimsby and Grimsby Grimsby (pop. - ) (L. 280) (C. 216).
village eliminated and' Grimusby village (pop. -- ) 'L. 51)
annexed to South (C. 55).
Wentworth.

Grimsby and GrimsbyGrimsby (pop. -) (L. 280) (C. 216).
village added from Lin- Grimsby vilage (pop. -) (L. 51)
coln. Caistor addedt (C. 55). Caistor (pop. 2166) (L. 199)
from Monck. Ancaster' (C. 165). Ancaster (pop. 5005) (L.
eliminated and added 480) (C. 213).
to North Brant.

Arteinisia added from Artenisia (pop. 3484) (L. 151) (C. 304).
East Grey.

Part Shelburne village Part Shelburne villae (pop. not given).
added fromuNorth Wel- Artemisia (pop. 3M) (L. 151) (C.
lington. Artemisia 304).
eliminated and added,
to -South Grey. i
..... .... y.......Formed in 1874; not given a member.

Gwillimbury West and Gwillimbury West (pop. 3036) (L. 87)
Bradford village elim-1 (C. 155). Bradford village (pop.1130)
inated and annexed tot (L. 41) (C. 44).
North York.

Tiny, Penetanguishene,Tiny (pop. 3214) (L 195) (C. 161).
Tay, Midland vilage,i Penetanguishene (pop. - ) (L. 30)
Medonte. Oro, Orjiha,! (C. 30). Tay (pop.1629) (L. 118) (C.
MatWhedash and Orillia 180). Midland v lage (not given).
town eliminated and, Medonte (pop. 2541)(L.198) (C. 225).
annexed toEastSimcoe' Oro (pop. 4364) (L. 265) (C. 425).

Orillia and Matchedaah (pop. 1894)
(L. 185) (C. 202). Orillia town (pop.
1322) (L. 153) (C. 157).

Forme I by atove men- As' 'ven above in North Simcoe, &c:-
tioned places fromîi Muskoka (pop. 482) (L. 70) (C. 11).
North Simeoe and the! Wood (not given). Medora (pop.
following from Musko- - ) (L, 45) (C. 15). Monck (pop.
ka:-lMuskoka, Wood, 535) (L. 48) (C. 35). Gravenhurst
Medora, Monck and1 (pop.-(L 74) (C. 12).
Gravenhurst (vil(lae.
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CHANCs made in Boundaries of Electoral Divisions in Ontario, &c.-Concliued.

Name of
Electoral Divi-
sion Affected.

York North.

York East..

Ontario South...

Ontario North...

Ontario West.

Muskoka an d
Parry Sound.

Bothwell..

Cardwell..
Toronto, 1891.

,, 1891...

Population
in

1880-81.

24,961

23,719

13,495

28,434

27,204 I

27,102

....... .....

Population
after passing

of Act.

21,730

22,853

20,244

21,281

Nature of Change.
Population of Divisions transferred;

inM 1882; as per Census of 1881;
also Votes cast in Elec-

tion of 1878.

iGwillinbury West added1Gwillimbur West (p. 3036) (L. 87>
from South Simcoe-; C. 155). radford ilge(pop. 1130)
Brantford village ad-I (L. 41) (C. 44). Whitchurch (pop.
ded from South Sim-1 5014) (L. 367) (C. 284). Newmarket.
coe ; Whitchurch, New- town (pop. 1760) (L. 160) (C. 152).
market town, Stouff- Stouffville village (pop. -) (L. 46)
ville village eliminated (C. 20).
and annexed to West
Ontario.

Stouff ville village elimin- Stouff ville village(pop.--(L. 46) (C. 20)..
ated and annexed to
West Ontario.

Reach and Port Perryl Reach (pop. 6809) (L. 339) (C. 425).
added from ,North Port Perry (pop. -)(L. 150) (C. 122).
Ontario.

Morrison, Ryde, Draper, Morrison (pop. 601) (L. 42) (C. 38).
Oakley, M e C a ula y, Draper & Oakley (pop. -) (L,.40>
Bracebridge village, (C. 60). McCaulay (pop. 868) (L.
Ridout and MacLean 50) (C. 63). Bracebridge Village
added from Muskoka. (pop. -) (L. 45) (C. 26). Ridout.
Reach and Port Perry (not given). MacLean (pop. 238)
village eliminated and (L. 34) (C. 26). Reach (pop. 6809>
annexed to South (L. 339) (C. 425). Port Perry Vil-
Ontario. Uxbridge lage (pop. -) (L. 150) (C. 122). Ux-
township and village bridge Tp. (pop. 4762) (L. 438) (C.
eliminated and annexed 219). Uxbridge village (pop. -
to West Ontario. (L. 188) (C. 98).

20,189 Formed of Uxbridgel
township and village
taken from North On-
tario, Whitchurch and
Newmarket town fron
North York, Stouffville
village from East and
North York, Pickering
fron South Ontario.

17,636 Muskoka, Wood,Medora,
Monck and Graven-
hurst village eliminated
and annexed to East
Simcoe. M o r r i s o n,
Ryde, Draper, Oakley,

C aulay, Brace-
bridge, MacLean and
Ridout eliminated and
annexed to North On.
tario.

22,477

16-770

Chathamn and Wallace-1
burg village added from
Kent. Oxford, Howard
and Ridgetown elimin.
aed and annexed to
West Elgin. Euphemia
eliminated and annexed
to West Middlesex.

, ý . . .. . . . ....... 1
Put St. Andrew's and St.

Mark's in West York,
which gave Conserva-

| tive majority 255.
.......... Put St. Pauls and St.

Mathew's in Eat
York, which gave Con-
servative majority 261.

Uxbridge tp. (pop. 4762) (L. 438) (C.
219). Uxbridge village (L. 188) (C.
98). Whitchurch (pop. 5014) (L. 367)
(C. 284). Newmarket town (pop.
1760) (L. 160) (C. 152). Stouffville
(pop. -) (L. 45) (C. 20). Pickering
(pop. 7375) (L. 669) (C. 529).

Muskoka (po. 482) (L. 70) (C. 11).
Wood (not given). Medora (pop. -)
(L. 45) (C. 15). Monck (pop. 535)
(L. 48) (C. 35). Gravenhurst village
(pop. -) (L. 74) (C. 12). Morrison
(pop. 601) (L. 42) (C. 38). (Ryde -).
Draper and Oakley (pop. -) (L. 40)
(C. 60). McCaulay (pop. 868) (L 50)
(C. 63). Bracebrdge village (pop.
-) (L. 45) (C. 26). MacLean (pop.
238) (L. 30) (C. 26). Ridout (not
given).

Chathan (pop. 5036) (L. 286) (C. 468).
Vallaceburg village (pop. -) (L. 78>

(C. 79). Oxford (pop. 3113) (L. 400)
(C. 167). Howard (pop. 4512) (L.
359) (C. 313). Ridgetown villare
(pop. -) (L. 85) (C. 43). Euphenna
(pop. 2390) (L. 184) (C. 214).
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Now, these were the changes made at that
time, and I propose to analyze them for a
moment. Take the county of Simcoe. That
is a county with a large population, and it
had three members given to it. In that
county which was large enough tu have
three representatives, they took West Gwill-
imbury and the village of Brantford out of
the old historic county of Simcoe and put
them into North York. They took Adjala
and Mono out of the other side and put them
into Cardwell, and in order to compensate
for that change they took five townships out
of Muskoka and put them into Simcoe. If
you look at the vote given you will see that
the change with regard to Gwillimbury and
Brantford, was made to defeat the Post-
master General in North York, and it was
done also to make Gardwell a strong Con-
servative constituency. It was done for no
other purpose. The boundaries of the gra'd
old county of Simcoe were changed at
the west, side, at the east side, and'at the
morth side. Of course, when they took a
township from the south-east corner of the
county, they had to add some townships
at the north-east side from the county of
Muskoka ; and then Ajala and Mono were
added to Cardwell. If you take the county
of Bruce, you find that in the Bill of 1882,
Saugeen and Bruce were taken from North
Bruce to which they belonged and were
added to West Bruce, and the village of
Port Elgin was left in North Bruce, al-
.though It was five miles from North Bruce,
and the people of that village had to pass
over the township of Saugeen in order to
reach the constituency to which. it was at-
tached. It was said tils was done for the
purpose of equalizing the population. It was
done for no such purpose at all. It was
done for the purpose of defeating John
Gillies, and It succeeded in doing that. In
Grey, the township of Artemesia was taken
from the centre of East Grey and was added
to South Grey, because it gave a Conserva-
tive majority of 150 or 200. One township
was left at the lower end of East Grey, and
the people of that township, ln. order to go
to the other part of the conslituency, had
to pass through the township of Artemesia.
This was not done altogether for the pur-
pose of strengthening the Liberal party In
East Grey, but purely for ·the purpose o!
defeating the Liberals in South Grey. It
was not needed for the purpose of equalizing
the population; for Proton, which was at
the lower end of the county could have been
added just as well, but It did not suit to do
that, because Proton would have given a
Liberal majority ; but the district tof East
Grey was very largely Conservative, and
they could 'have afforded to add the town-
ship of Proton.

If you examine the statement which I
have given to the House. you wlll find that
all these changes were made purely for the
purpose of getting a party advantage, and 1

Mr. LANDERKIN.

appeal to hon. gentlemen if it 's not a duty
on the part of this Government to correct
this injustice, and to restore county boun-
daries, and thus cultivate that spirit of
loyalty and devotion which the people of
this country should have towards their town-
ships, their counties, their cities, their towns,
and their villages. In the great city of To-
ronto, wards were thrown into adjoining
cons tituencies for political purposes, and
the harmony and unity -of that city was de-
stroyed for the purpose of gaining a poor,
contemptible party advantage. When party-
ism runs so far and so wide and so wild,
it should be checked, and the gentlemen
who represent the city of Toronto should be
the first to support this Government in re-
moving this iniquity, and unitIng that great
city again. I am surprised that ail the mem-
bers for the city of Toronto do not sup-
port this Bill. This Government has dealt
with the eity of Toronto in a manner that
no other Government has ever done. It
has given that city more members than It
had before, and it should show gratitude' to
this Government for baving done It that
justice which was denied to it before. It
cannot be possible that the hon. member for
East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) in oppos-
ing the Bill, is moved by fear that the hon.
member for East York (Mr. Maelean) will
move up to East Toronto and give him trou-
ble there. Is it that which raises his indig-
natiou? There were certain omissions ln
the hon. gentleman's speech last night wbich
were very noticeable to the House. He did
not say a word about Wm. Mackenzie or Dan
Mann, nor did he mention Van Horne. When
he made these omissions, I thought it was
because he was afrald that those powers
might combine to assist the bon. member for
East York to take East Toronto from him.
Well, the hon. gentleman migh move fur-
ther. We do not know what divisions the
judges may make. Leaving that work to
the judges is the honourable British prac-
tice, and I understood that the hon. gentle-
man was devoted to Great Britain and the
Empire. The sincerest form of admiration
for Great Britain is imitation of what she
does, and the hon. gentleman should be
willing to follow the example set in England
and preserve the county boundaries. The
hon. gentleman sald another thing last night
to which I might refer. He spoke about the
representation in the city of London. He
did not tell us how many members there
were for the city of London, but he led us
to believe that there was a member for a
,very small population. The city of London
proper bas only two members; but in the
whole city, with the borougbs around it.
there are 5.000,000 people with 62 members.
The bon. gentleman, being quite a mathema-
tician. can soon fdnd ont what the unit of
population for a member In London is. He
will find that the unit there is about 73.000.
while in the rural parts of England It is
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about 55,000, a difference of nearly 20,000. Mr. LANDERKIN. Yes, that is one of
So that he should not complain if this GoV- the things to whieh they had comumit.ed
ernment is following the example set by themselves. They have reformed the tarif,
Great Britain herself, and is giving repre- and also given the preferential clause, wiieh
sentation in keeping with that which is lowers the duty 25 per cent. Their pledges
given in the city of London and in England. they are redeeming one by one to such a-n
Then, I did think that the hon. member for extent that hon. gentlemen opposite can no
East Toronto said what he should not have longer speak of broken pledges.
said about the judges. I do not think he I think that this measure should go
should have held up the judges as he did, through. The hon. gentleman says It is un-
because If there is a feature of this Bill that usual to introduce Bills of this kind at this
I like it is this feature, that the Government time. Well, the late Sir John Macdonald,
have discarded the party advantage which two years before the census was taken inthey might have had under this Bill, and 1859, readjusted the constituencies in Upper
have handed over to the judges the forma- and Lower Canada. That is a precedent lntion of the ridings In the different counties, addition to those already cited by the Gov-
in keeping with the convenience, the wel- erument. I hope that this measure willfare and the population of those ridings. pass, because it will remove from the peopleThey have divested rthemselves of all party- an Act everybody believes is bad and whichism, and have left the judges to do justice most of the members, if they spoke withbetween the contending parties In this coun-' the same degree of sincerity as the hon.
try. There is something magnanimous about member for East Toronto did, would be will-this step, and I do not wonder at the Oppo- ing the Government should replace by an
sition belng surprised at the Government Act based on the principles of justice andtaking such a step. Af ter laying down the fair-play to both parties, and allow the de-principle that county boundaries shall be îesion to be given by the judges.maintained, they leave the judges to divide M teb ienyHlifdge.
the counties in accordance with fair-play Mr. R. L. BORDEN (Halifax). I would
and justice and the convenience of the peo- not have had any remarks to make with re-
ple generally. This is something that shoulé gard to this Bil, were it not for some of the-
appeal to Britons, because this is what was observations made yesterday on t th
done at the last revision in England. There! side of the House with respect to ,le corn-
they appointed a commission, which brouglit stitutional aspect, and I desire very briefly
in a report, and that report was adopted by to say a few words on that point. Before
the House, and the counties were not dis. doing so, I would say to the hon. gentleman
turbed in a single instance, though many who has just taken his seat, that I think
boroughs were removed. The work was the country will hardly be so fully satis-
left to a commission of judges, just as the fied as he is that the Government have
Governnent are doing here. maintained all their pledges. The last ves-

The Government have approached this tige of protection has not yet been dlestroy-
question In a statesmanlike spirit, which ed, I believe, and I also think some few
should commend itself to the people. They pledges made, first and ast, by nearly every
are giving It to the judges to decide-some. member of the present Government througih-
thing that was never done under the late Out the country, with regard to economy,
Administration. They are taking a new have not been quite fulfilled in thir entire-
course; they are not asking for any ad- ty. There are also a few people who have
vantages, but are asking that the op- something to say about the question of pro-
ponents of the Government shall be on ile hibition. In fact, some suggest that, where-
same footing as themselves. They do not as formerly the Liberal party were in fav-
ask the judges to take a township out of our of prohibition as it is in Maine, and free
one county and put it in another for the trade as it is in England, they now seem to
purpose of gaining a party advantage. But be going in for prohibition as it is in Eng-
they let the judges decide, and they have land, and free trade as it is in Maine.
confidence In the judges. In all the years With respect to the county boundaries,
this side of the House was In Opposition, the hon. gentleman laid a great deal of
there never was heard a word from us in stress on the Imperial example, which he In-
disparagement of the judiclary. I have to I vites us to follow. I venture to bring to his
congratulate the Government on the course 1 attention that throughout the British North
they have taken, and also for havig 'ear- l America Act, where It touches this matter,
ried out the pledges to which they were I see every reference and stress laid upon
committed by the great convention that was representation by population, but do not see
held at.Ottawa. The Government have re- any particular reference to or stress laid up-
deemed their pledges, and now I believe on county boundarles. Therefore, if we are
this is the last plank In their platforn that to follow the intention of this Act, we shall
has to be carried. They have repealed the devote our attention entireiy to preserving
Superannuation Act and the Franchise Act, in provinces, as well as between provinces,
and given a plebiscite to the people. the princip1e and practica of representation

by population.
Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh. The remarks with -which I desire princi-
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pally to deal are those which were made by ties or powers exceeding those at the passage of
the hon. member for East Prince. P.E.L. such Act held, enjoyed and exercised by the
(Mr. Bell), who undertook, on behalf of the commons House of Parliament of the United
Goverument, to answer the constitutional Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and by
argument which had been se ably presented the members thereof.
by the leader of the Opposition. Some time Now, there are so many answers to the ab-
bad elapsed since that argument was made solutely Indefensible position that the bon.
te this House, and I wondered why no at- gentleman took that it is difficult te know
tempt was made to answer It. The Govern- where to begin with them. In the first place.
ment. seeing that it was neeessary to make the powers shall be ' such as are from
sone answer, put forward my hon. friend time te time defined by Act of the Parlia-
from East Prince te enlighten the House ment of Canada "-well, If there was any
and to show that the argument of the leader possible argument in the construction of my
of the Opposition is fallacious and ;ncor- hon. friend, the first answer te it would be
rect. Now, the bon. member proceeded .o that the powers have not been defined by
deal with that argument in this way. He the Parliament of Canada. Of course, as
said that section 51, which was referred to against the ridiculous position which my
by the hon. leader of the Opposition. hiad hon. frlend and the Government are obliged
nothing at all to do with the matter imder to take in this connection there is the tact
discussion, but that the point was entlrely that no hunan being would ever suppose the
dealt with and controlled by section 18 et Imperial Parliament intended te give te the
the British North America Act. I Jo not Parliament of Canada such general powers
wish to do any Injustice to the hon. geatle- of legislation as the Parliament of Canada
man, and shall quote what he said : might define for itself. There Is the fur-

ther point-whIch would Indicate that he had
Now, there Is another phase of this argument. not read the section-that the powers are

I find that the question still arises : What power to be such as°are enjoyed "by the Commons
bas this Parliament to deal with this question? ;House of Parliament of Great Britain andThat question Is stilI to be answered. 1 ftnd
that section 18 othe Brtish North America Ireland. The Commons House ef Parlia-
Act, as amended by 38-39 Vie., chap. 38, reads as' ment bas no power of itself to legislate.
follows My hon. friend surely recolleets that, and

when it is stated te hlm he would, I think.
Then, the hon. gentleman read the section, at once withdraw frcm the position ie has
as amended, and went on to say: taken on bebalf of the Government. The

The powers of this Parliament to deal with powers referred to In this section are net
this question are as absolute as words could make legislative powers. No one ever supposed
them. There Is no denying the point that there: that they were legislative powers. I have
is absolute powers vested in this Parliament to heard this section dIscussed In the Supreme
deal with the question, unless It is specially Court of Nova Scotia, and also In the Privy
prevented from legIslating upon It by the provi- Council In the case eof Thomas vs. Halibur-
sions of the British North America Act. ton, reported ln the Privy Council as FIeld-
I could hardly believe the hon. gentleman te ing vs. Thomas, and no counsel and no judge
'be serlous, and later on I asked this ques- ever suggested that there could be any con-
tien, after he had relterated that statement: struction placed upon this section such as my

May I ask the bon. gentleman whether he hon. friend bas seen fit te place upon it. But
understands that the word "powers " in section If my hon. friend desires an authority, I can
18 of the British North America Act refers to and i produce one whIch bas been highly lauded
Includes legislative powers ? in this House. I refer to Mr. Clement, who
He said Is now the legal adviser of the Executive

Council of the Yukon. Members of the Gov-
Yes, it includes legislative powers. ernmeu have told us about bis great abili-

Then, some further discussion took place ties, a:q Ilier one, Steod up ln this House
between us, which I need not quote. There- and
fore, the position of the Government, as put thonib, as 1 belleved, ho bad net an exten-
forward by the hbn. member for East Prince, sivo practice at the bar, be bad certainly
is that they depend upon section 18 of the written a muet excellent text book en the
British North America Act for the consti- , Canadian constitution.
tutionality of this measure. Well, now, let Mr. SUTHERLAND. He bas bad a large
us loo:>k at section 18. That section, as practice te.
amended, and quoted by my hon. frIend. is Mr. BORDBN (fflfax). 1 do net dispute
as follows :-as ollos :that. 1 belleve ho e a very able man. But

The privileges, immunities and powers to be ho dealt wlth thîs sectIon 189 and wlth tbp
held, enjoyed and exercised by the Senate and word "powers," pon whl h mybon. frlend
by the Bouse of Commons, and by the members relies-.
thereof respectively, shall be such as are, from
time te time defined by Act of the Parliament eof .BL EatPic) WI ybn
Canada, but so that any Act of the Parliament 0rondfr odn lowm odo x
Canada defining such privileges, immunities and paain u arcntuto nsc
pcwers shallnot confer any privileges, immuni- te 8 u l e nlto t u hr
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are other sections conferring legisilative
power on this Parliament. Section 91, for
instance, gives power to make laws for the
peace, order and good government of Can-
ada. What such laws are to be Is largely
in the diseretion of Parliament. This mea-
sure could be authorIzed, for instance, un-
der se2tion 91.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). If the hon. gen-
tleman bases it on sections 91 aind 92, he
wIll find he is as far astray as in basing
it on section 18. I am not dealing with what
the hon. gentleman had ia his mind, but with
his Ianguage-which I bave quoted-in his
speech and in answer to a direct question
put by me. I asked him If be thought thai
section 18 included legislative powers and
lie answered as directly as a man could that
he thought it did include legislative powers.
Now, when the hon. gentleman interrupt
me-and i may say that I extended to him
a courtesy which he did not see Jt to ex-
tend to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Clancy) last evening, and I thought that it
was unfair that he did not do so-I was
about to quote the language of Mr. W. H. P.
Clement, which I think no lawyer ln this
House on either side will dispute. He says,
dealing with section 18 and the word "pow-
ers," which is the word upon which My
bon. frIend bases bis argument:

The reference is, of course, to powers otherthan legislative ; as, for example, the power to;
compel the attendance of witnesses and to pro-
cure the production of papers, which may be
described as inquisitorial and punitive powers
in aid of Intelligent leglalation.

If the hon. gentleman desires further autho-
rity, I can refer hlm to another text book
written by Mr. Lefroy, which has been right-
ly eharacterized by my bon. frIend the Soli-
citor General (Mr. PFtzpatrick), lu this;
House, as, perbaps, the ablest book that has
been written on the Canadian constitution.
At page 749, it wll be seen that Mr. Lefroy
treats the word " powersI" as meaning be
same thing as stated by Mr. Clement-that
Is, that it refers to powers other tban legis-
lative. And, as a matter of fact, for the
reasons I have stated, It could not refer to
anythlng else, because the reference Is to the
powers possessed, fnot by the Imperlal Par-
]lament. but by the Commons House of Par-
liament of Great Britain. Why, Sir, if the ar-
gument of my hon. friend which has been put
forward as the constitutieral bas of this
Bill, stated the real construction of this sta-
tute, the result would prabably be that tbe
Parliament of Canada would possess all the
powers that the Imperial Parliament pos-
sesses. As suggested by an bon. member on
this side of the House last evenlng, this Par-
lIament mlght proceed to pas a Bll grnt-
ing Home Rule to Ireland or a BIl, extening
the doctrine of protection to England and
giving us a real preference, wbieh we do nOt
possess under the prent ta Îpolley of the
Government. But I thinl my hon. friend, on

reflection, will come to the conclusion that
he did not base this power, if It exists In
this House at all, on the right section of the
Brltish North Amerlea Act, when he saw
fit to base it on section 18.

Now, It does not follow, because My hon.
friend ls evIdently wrong In regard to that
argument, and the Government are evi-
dently wrong ln putting him forward. to
make that argument on their bebalf, that the
power does not exIst ; and 1, for one, should
be disposed to say that If it exists at all It
must exist under section 40 of the Britilsh
North America Act, under whIch It ls pro-
vlded :

Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides, Ontario, Quebee, Nova Seotia and New
Brunswick shall, for the purposes of election of
members to serve in the House of Commons, be
divIded into electoral districts as follows

And it states what they are. One wotiqd
naturally say : Here is a provision that the
electoral districts in the province shall be
so and so until the Parliament of Canada
otherwise provides-therefore, the Parlia-
ment of Canada bas the right to otherwise
provide. Exactly that construction has been
applied to section 41, where the same ]an-
guage Is used :

Until the Parliament of Canada otherwlse pro-
vides, all laws ln foree ln the several provinces
relative to the folIowing matters, or any of them
(naming certain matters), shall continue to be as
they are at present,

Well, if this section 40 does give the power,
the question remains whether it must not be
construed with the section to which the
leader of the Opposition bas referred,
namely, section 51 of the Act, and upon
which he based so able an argument. The
matter Is one that is not free f rom doubt,
but I think there Is a great deal to be said,
independently of authority altogether, for
the view which the leader of the Opposition
put forward. In the firt place, there is the
undoubted authority of my hon. friend the
leader of the Opposition who has had so-
great a parliamentary experience in deai-
ig with the construction of statutes for

so many years, and his authority is a
strong axgument ln itself. But further than
that, you have this to consider. You are,
under section 51, to Increase or to decrease
tie number of members of Parliament for
the different provinees after each decennial
cexnsus. Now, that section does not say,
In the first place, that the representation
of the four provinces shall be readjusted
as between themIselves ; It says the repre-
sentation of the four provinces shall be re-
adjusted. And you might well say that the
Imperial Parllament, In dealing with sec-
ton 40, were looklng forward to the pro-
vision made ln section 51, and for this rea-
son, that there Is no ocason for Interfer-
ing with the boundarles of the elec-
toral ridings ln any provInce until you
have occasion to Increase or decreae
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the number of members in such province.
That is the reason why I say you should
read section 40 ln connection with section
51, because there can be no occasion, so far
as I can see, for altering the boundaries
of electoral districts within the provinces
until you come to an occasion after the de-
eennial census, when you are either to in-
crease or decrease the number of members
for that province. I think that is a good
reason for suggesting that these two sections
should be read together. When you look at
section 40 and afterwards at section 51, you
find that, when you are redistributing as
between the provinces the number of mem-
bers for each province, you shall also take
occasion at the same time to deal with the
electoral districts in each province, and if
the occasion has arisen by reason of the;
eensus to inerease or decrease the number
of members for each province, you shali at
that time alter the boundaries of the elee-
toral districts ln that province as may be
necessary. At all events, whether that is a
sound rule of construction, it is certainly
common sense, because every argument
which can be urged in this matter points
to the desirability of not interferIng year
after year, as one party or the other comes
Into power, with the electoral districts ln
the different provinces for party purposes.
The argument from common sense and from
expediency points entirely to the vIew that
a party should not exercise any such power,
that no such power should be given to it
under the circumstances, and, therefore, if
you find any grounds whatever for reading
that construction into the language of the
constitution, you should by all means adopt
it, and both parties should be at one on that
point. I think both parties have been nt
one on that point. I wIll point out that as
far back as 1882 this matter was inciden-
tally referred to in the House by the late
SIr John A. Macdonald, who at thaz time
was- conducting a running conversational
debate with the Hon. Edward Blake. Mr.
Blake did not in the slightest degree dissent
from Sir John A. Macdonald's view. The
Bill respecting the township of Tuekersmith
is referred to la Sir John BourInot's work.
page 473; -he Instances that BUll as one
whieh the Senate threw out. It was a Bill
which altered the electoral divisions of a
county, and was introduced in 1874, and not
on the occasion of a redistribution after a
decennial census. Sir John. A. ýMacdonald,
ln the presence of the Hon. Edward Blake,
In dealing with that In 1882, used this lan-
guage :

Legal power Is right, but the expediency of
exerclaing that power is a different affair. The
only matter li which the House of Lords cannot!
Interfere is the Supply Bill. We know that when
the Senate threw out the Tuckersmith Bill the
hon. gentleman did not deny the constitutionalt
right of that House to interfere in the matter,-
And this is the language to which I direct.
the attention of the House:

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).

-and they interfered rightly and well on that
occasion, because they prevented a breach of
the British North America Act by so doing.

Now, Mr. Blake spoke Immediately after
Sir John A. Macdonald, the debate for a
time was a conversational debate; he spoke
two or three times, as reported on that same
page, and he did not dissent at all from
the views Sir John A. Macdonald then laid
down.

I well remember that ln the debate of
1896, when the late Dalton McCarthy, a gen-
tleman whose memory Is very much re-
spected ln this House, and whose legal at-
tainments are particularly respected by
members of the legal profession-I recollect
that he was dealing with the statute relat-
Ing to a Governor General's warrant, aind
although he was supportIng the views whiCh
was being argued by gentlemen on the other
side of the House, he frankly stated that his
impression of the statute which was then
in question had been the view that was ad-
vocated by gentlemen on this side of the
House. He said that Sir Oliver Mowat, a
very eminent jurlst, had given an opinion to
the eontrary ; and while he did not propose
to give up his opinion to any man, never-
theless, he sald, any one who would get up
in the House and venture to say that Sir
Oliver Mowat's view was absolutely incor-
rect, would, ie a rash man. And so I say
that wben Sir John A. Macdonald has stated
in explicit terms that the Senate of Canada
interfered rightly and well on that occasion
because they prevented a breach of the
British North America Act by so doing. he
stated as directlyas could be the view which
I am now presentIng to the House, the view
which has been se ably advanced in this
House by the leader of the Opposition as the
correct view. And I say that when the Hon.
Edward Blake, ln speaking two or three
times immediately afterwards, did n>t dis-
sent from that view, we must understand
that he assented to it ; andI If there had
been the slightest ground for Mr. Blake's
dissent from that view, we would have had
his dissent, for the reason that he was critt-
eising the Senate at that time, and it would
have been his object as a matter of argu-
ment to show that Sir John A. Macdonald,
ln stating the right of the Senate on that
occasion. had stated something which was
not constitutionally correct. If any such
argument had existed in the mind of Mr.
Blake at that tme, hie was the hast man to
forget it, and the fact that he did not use
!t leads me to belleve that he assented en-
tirely to the view which Sir John A. Mae-
donald then laid down.

Now, look at the question of expediency.
While there may be a division of opinion
between hon. gentlemen in this House OU
the constitutional question, I for one fail
to see any grounds on which there can be
any dispute on the point of expediency.
What occasion can there possibly be, or
ought there possibly to bie, for dealng with
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a matter of this kind, except after a de- act of this kind. Partleularly should I de-
cennial census. When the population of precate au act of this klnd on the eve of
each province Is ascertalned, at each decen- acexisus.
nial census, you may find that the popula- Before passlng from that point, I would
tion of the province remains the same, or lke to make this suggestion, that usages of
bas not so Increased, or decreased, thatthls klnd may well become engrafted upon
there 1s any change in the number of its the BrIt1sh North America Act, and may ae-
representatives. In sueh a case there is noqulie, !mperceptibIy and gradually, the force
occasion to alter the boundarles of the elec- of law. The rlght hon. gentleman knows well
toral divisions. Of course, you may have that the constitution Is fot contlned withln
the extremely improbable event that the the four corners of the British North Amen-
population has moved withln the boundarles Ca Act. 1 eau give hlm very good authority
of the province, so as to make a change ne- for that If needs be, and authorlty that, 1
cessary. But I do not think that Is a matter thlnk, he wlll not dispute. He knows very
of probabillty or that the idea was present weil tiat lu England they do fot have a
to the framers of this Act. Then you have written constîtutIon as we have, but neyer-
the case where the representation has in- tbeiess tbey have a bIll of riglts and some
creased or decreased sou as to alter the num- statutes îwbich, to a certain extent, form the
ber of representatives to which a provinceIwrltten portion of the consitution. Taswell
is entItled. You deal with that once and Langmead, lu bis hlstory of the progress 0f
for all for the next ten years. You deal'the constitution since the revolution. says
with that on the basis of the population 1
within the province just as you deal with As right be expected in a lving orgalsm, the
the representation of the provinces as be- constitution las fot remalned statlonary durlngtwee thmseves onthe ain bate.Thea period cf nearly two centuries. But Its great-tween themselves, on the same bass. Th est changes have been brought about nt bymatter is settled, and should be settled, to legiatîve enactment. Whist the legal code han
all intents and purposes, for the next ten remaîned substantlally unaltered, there las grawn
y9ars. 1 hope we shallflot have the Up by its side a purely unwritten and couven-
spectacle 0f one party aftee' awther comîng tionaa code, which, frmly established as a part
Into power and seeking to benefit thein- Of the constitution, thougli stit unknown to lav4
selves on the eve of an election, or, as ias soconpletely modified the practcal work-

Be cfothe legal code as to form a present con-tln csea hangeIntheeeoeof a etoa bok-sttution whih would be scarcely recognisable,
rexcept i its fundamental principles by the au-arles of the provinces as wiU nure ta the thors of the Bi o n Rightl

advantatne o! the pohiteral party that hap-
pens to be ln power at ýthe moment. that The satie language lbas been used I re-
or le It Dot common seuse, and le It or te flot 1'gard ta the Amerlan constitution, whieh
the rîgit way tuinterpret the constitution la written constitution like our t own. Prof.
That le the way that itbas been inter-Brycel, t bhis book on the Amer an Com-
preted for the hast thsrty-two years, or, at onwealth, uses this language, quotng
ail events, eince882, when Swr John Mac- froita very emInent constitutional aw-
donaldL, In taenPresenceghf Mr. Blake, atd yehg:
down this princpie. Why should we de- Thus the Amer!can constitution las necessariy
part froin It now ? 18 ut fot a. sound and changed as the nation has changed, lias changed
healthy rmie ? L there ny reason or a lA the spirît wth which men regardit, and ther&
Justiication for hon. gentlemen onc the other fore nits own sprit. To use the words o the
side of the Hose, endeavourug to pass emnent constItutioal lawyer whom bave more

sthan once quoted: "We may think," says Judgeact on thossibe eve oftaecesuionfrCooley, "that we ave the constitution al be-remainedsubstanttallynalteredtherehasofore us 
w-the POssiblhltY Of any sinall party advan- That ls, In Its wrltten terms.tae that may ure ta some balu dozen or

dozen hon members of this House i -but for practical purposes the constitution le
tbnk I can appeae with sobe confidene that whcb the Governmenti it several depart-
t the nigitbon, leader of the Governaent ment , and the people li the petforman wo their

S aepontbeeause it l a c matter tat duties as tizens, recognze and respect as aucl

are onte prvneaanidinr oth hr nofb ethe lef.igt"

affects more than the Lberal party. inthathap
the future you may fnd the very s me St Then, In Canada, where we have a wrt-
thing ione lomm9, or s , or is t or s t ten onstituton, as they have n thet nited
by the Conservative prt the chould de- States, we muestitot expeet to find the cof-
patore that sc wa thng hould be doue by StItUtcin ehtlrely wthn the wails of thethe Conservatve party. I should deplore sttte.al the very nature qof thuog, l
that the Conservatve r the Liberaln a- the growth or eti couny, the contitu-
should, ln thown this p nipie and aet tin, wr tten thugh It may be, wlll gyer
upon this rile, tht whenever a party juet as the Ameran constitution s
cores Into power and I tnot atlseud wth gwn asd tI tleo ne the thnge, Itthe c eposbleeveZofa dissolution e t han oncme, ted :y th,a

theIas deenialcensis i shud!m Cley, a that pwe haveted siuton allb-

thindIanel apeaIn wit somen cne net whyc the Gornment iots smeveral dept-
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deal with the boundarles of electoral dis-
tricts In the several provinces, shall be ex-
ercIsed only at the time pointed out ln sec-
tion 51, that ls to say, at the time when the
representation of the provinces as between
themselves, Is dealt with.

Of course, I need not point out to my hon.
friend the leader of the Government that
there Is a differer ce between the legal power
to do this and the matter of its constitution-
ality, using the word constitution in the
broad sense in which I have endeavoured to
explain it just now. For example, as was
pointed out by my hon. colleague froma Hall-
fax (Mr. Russell), ln a debate ln the session
of 1896, in regard to Governor General's
warrants, there are a great many thinge
which the executive of the country even
have the legal power to do, but the doing
of whIch would probably bring about the
indictment of the Ministers for high trea-
son. I wiil read a portion of the selection
to which he referred, and then I will read
a sentence or two more which he did not
then read. For example, Bagehot says:

But this is nothing to what the Queen can by
law do without consulting Parliament. Not to
irention other thlngs, she could disband the
army (by law she cannot engage more than a cer-
tain number of men, but she is not obliged to
engage any men) ; she could dismiss ail the off-
cers from the General comnander-in-chief down-
wards ; she could dismiss all the sallors too ; she
could sell off al our sips of war and all our
naval stores ; she could make a peace by the sa-
crifice of Cornwall, and begin a war for the con-
quest of Brittany. She could make every citizen
of the United Kingdom, male or female, a peer ;
she could make every parish ln the United King-
dom a "university "; she could dismiss most of
tl:e civil servants ; she could pardon aIl offenders.
In a word, the Queen could, by prerogative, upset
all the action of civil government within the
Government, could disgrace the nation by a bad
war or peace, and could, by disbanding our
forces, whether land or sea, leave us defenceless
against foreign nations. Why do we not fear
that she would do this, or any approach to it ?
He explains the reason why, which the hon.
gentleman did net read, and which I will
read lu a moment. I may mention that the
English Parliament coul1 do a great many
things also. It could pass an Act to pension
members of Parliament ; it could pass an
Act continuing Its existence for twenty years
or as long as the hon. member would live.
'The provincial parliaments could do the same
thing, as far as I understand, but they do not
do these things, and therefore, the right
hon. leader of the Government, in lookIng
at this Act, must not look SIMply at the
legal power, but he must look at the ques-
tion of the constitution in the broad aspect
'whleh I have endeavoured to place before
the House. What does Bagehot say fur-
ther with respect to the quotation I have
just read from.n He says a Mnster dare
mot advIse the Crown to so act :

Scoarsethe other modem andodilcate. The arat
1s the cheek of imehinent. Any Minister

who advised the Queen so to use her prerogative
as to endanger the safety of the realm, might
be impeached for high treason, and would be so.
Nevertheless, the Queen, strlctly speaking,
bas a right te do these things ; but any
Minister who advises her to adopt such a
course, would, as this learned lext-writer
says, be probably Impeached for high trea-
son.

I have not attempted to deal with the
details of this. Bill ; I have endeavoured
.solely to place before the House, as briefly
as I could, my view on the doubt which
exists as to the legal power to pass this Act;
and next, the point-It seems to me an un-
answerable point-that whether or not there
Is a legal power to pass this Bil, yet the
spirit of the constitution, ln the broad sense
that I have endeavoured to express to the
House, will not sanction the passage
of such a measure. On this ground,
and on the ground of expediency-which I
think Is perhaps the strongest ground of all
-I again submit te the right hon. Prime
Minister that this ls net a Bill which at this
stage, almost at the end of this Parliament,
and on the eve of a census which will bring
about the proper time for dealing with a
measure of this kind-I submit that this ls
not a Bill which this House ought now be
asked te pass, and that the right hon. gen-
tleman, upon more mature refiection, may
see fit, I hope, to concur in that conclusion.

Mr. B. RUSSELL (Halifax). I have lis-
tened with a great deal of interest to my
learned and hon. colleague from Halifax
(Mr. Borden), because I knew that If there
was anything that could be urged In sup-
port of the strange contention made by the
leader of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tup-
per), it would be discovered by my hon.
friend (Mr. Borden). But I lstened to the
hon. gentleman very attentively and patient-
ly without discoverlng that he deemed It
prudent te back up his leader on the con-
stitutional point which that gentleman (Sir
Charles Tupper) raised. HavIng heard the
leader of the Opposition approach this ques-
tion in the manner he did, and hav-
ing eeen hlm left alon uIn his contention,
I was reminded of a discourse I once heard
delivered by the late lamented Benjamin
Butler, when he was giving his reminseen-
ces from hie early experiences as a practi-
tioner somewhere laithe state of Massachu-
setts. He told us that he was confronted
with the dlûiculty of deslring te get a ques-
tion revIewed by the court in whleh there
did not seem to be very mach merit. He
was very diffdent about pressng the mat-
ter upon the attention of the leared judg,
and, he sad, he went to a practitioner who
was afterwards chief justce of Masachu-
settE, and subsequently judge of the Supreme
Court of the United States, and ased him
If he would kily make anapplIcaton to
the Judge ýto have the -point reseed.1 No,"
aidà 1er. Gra ,r Iwil do othng o th
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kind. I have a reputation to lose, and I
am not going to stake It on such a filmsy
proposition." " Well," saîd Mr. Butler, "I
bave no reputation to lose, and I intend to
take that point and have the benefit of it."
I am inclined to think, Sir, that the legal
luminaries of the Opposition, having a repu-
tation to lose, were unwlling to stake their
reputation upon thé contention that there
was anything in the faintest degree uncon-
stItutional in the proposai whIch is now be-
fore the House. But, Sir, I do think It was
not generous of them to allow their honoured
and revered leader-a gentleman whom we
all ln this House sincerely admire-to put
forward a contention whlch not a single man
of them, I venture to say, will back up on
bis reputation as a lawyer. My hon. friend
(Mr. Borden) has dealt with the question,
as presented by the hon. gentleman from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Bell) but he bas
taken good care to entirely steer clear of all
the strong points that were made by that
learned gentleman. The hon. member (Mr.
Bell) pointed out, wlth perfect logical pre-
eision and emphasis, that the provisions of
the British North America Act In reference
to redistribution bave relation, not to any
redistribution as among the various electoral
districts of any given province, but that the
whole stress of that provision of the British
North America Act Is laid upon redistribu-
tion as among the varlous provinces of the
Dominion. That was the strong argument
of the hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island, and the hon. gentleman from Hall-
fax (Mr. Borden) made not a single passing
reference te it, but took up some little side
Issue which was thrown In merely as a
make-weight to an argument, which in itself
needed no such make-weight at allb If may
hon. friend (Mr. Bell) had considered the
matter further, he probably would not bave
used that, make-welght ln his argument at
all, because It was not necessary In support
of the forceful and learned contention which
he made to this House. It was that whilch
the hon. gentleman from Halifax (Mr. Bor-
den) laid hold of. That l, of cou a
plausible method, and an ordinary method.,
but It Is not a method which in the slIghtest
degree Is golng to Jnfluence or bewilder this
House.

What is the constitutional position of this
Parliament, under the provisions of the Brî-
tish North America Act, with reference to
redistributlon ? Every one knows that, In
so far as the powers of this Parliament ae
concerned, we may well say we have an
unwritten eonstitution. A large part of the
powers -which can be exercied by this Par
ilament, do not need to be set down ln
any categrcal ter= In the statute. Every
one knows that when you are seeking for
the powers of provineWal egisatures, you
bave to fnd some expres provision tn the
British North America Act grlnanng those
polwers but evry one knows, au well the

converse of that proposition-and noue bet-
ter than my learned frIend from Halifax-
that the powers of this Dominion Parlia-
ment are plenary, and that it has power to
do anything wbich cannot be doue by the
provincial legislatures, unless it comes with-
ln an express prohibition ln the constitution-
al Act, or a prohibition contained in some
other Imperial statute. This Parllament,
therefore, is invested with abundant authori-
ty, and the Idea of any one with a reputation
to lose, saying that this Parliament cannot
from time to time, as, in its wisdom, it may
deem necessary, readjust the representation
of the various electoral districts ln any given
province of this Dominion, Is a monstruos
absurdity. Perhaps I should not use such
strong language ; it is not necessary to use
strong language, and I will, therefore, .con-
tent myself by saying that I do not beleve
there is to be found a lawyer in this House,
or in this Dominion, who will undertake to
seriously state that there Is anythlng uncon-
stitutional or anything Illegal ln this Pabr-
Uament from time to time readjustlng the
representation of the people 14 any partieu-
lar province of the Dominion. No lawyer
has In this Dominion put forward any con-
tention against the power of this Parlia-
ment to do so. and no lawyer on either side
of the House will stake his reputation on
such a proposition. My hon. friend (Mr.
Borden) had an opportunity of doing so, If
he wlshed. He refrained from doing so,
although I think It was his duty to give the
'House the benefit of lis real opinion on the
subject. To-night In this House he was not
a lawyer with a fee in bis pocket, whose
tongue and whose lips were his cllent's, and
who was bound to conceal, possibly, In the
interest of bis clients, what his real opinion
about this question was. The hon. and learn-
ed gentleman Is not practising in a court of
law this evening; he is putting forward bis
bons fide opinions in the Parliament of his
country, and -he is bound to give us his real
honest opinion about the legal and constitu-
tional question Involved ln the discussion
before the House. I do not know whether
he has done so or not-I am almost certain
;he has not done so. I sbould think less of
his ability and standing as a professional
man than I do, if I bad to come to the con-
clusion that the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bor-
den) was putting forward his genuine opin-
ion, when suggesting that this Parlmeut
has not a 'perfect and absolutely conatitu-
tional power to pan this Act, If they see
fit te do so, aud that the queston Is, as
I tbInkhe felt Inelined to admIt, smlny a
question of expedieney, whether W be rght
Lor wrong, wh is or unwise, tPau thhe
statute which this House of Commons
ls now ealled upon to assent tO. Now,

1what are the provisions of the Brifth
North Ameres Act to whîeh My hmn frienda
from'PrInce Edward Iand alled atten-
tio 1 rany think that one should hard-
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ly be asked to argue In this House a matter presented by my hon. friend from Prince
which is so absolutely elementary and In- Edward Island, which my hon. friend from
dubitable as the proposition which I am en- Halifax (Mr. Borden) undertook to answer,
deavouring to establish. The first section but ln answer to which he made not the

the British North America Act bearing slightest impression, except to raise a little
directly on the question Is section 8 which side Issue which was not relevant to the dis-

provides: cussion at all.
In the general census of the population of Can- Quebec shall have the fixed number of 65 mem-

ada, which is hereby required to be taken in the bers ; there shall be assigned to each of the otheryear 1871, and in every tenth year hereafter, the provinces such a number of members as will
respective populations of the four provinces shall bear the saine proportion to the number of its
be distinguished. population (ascertained at such census) as the
This Is one indication from which you number 65 bears to the number of the population
might almost forecast what the purpose of of Quebec (so ascertained).
that decennial census was. It Is the popu- Not electoral districts, counties, or cities,
lations of the respective provinces that are but provinces and only provinces, were ln
to be distinguished, ln order that the dis- the mind of the statesmen who drafted and
tribution of the membership In this Par- of the Imperial Parliament which passed
Ilament may be readjusted from time to that act-
time ln accordance with the changes which
have taken place In those populations. In the computation of the number of members
Fromi that we could make a very shrewd for a province, a fractional part not exceedingpone-half of tbe whole number requisite for en-and intelligent guess. If we had nothing titling the province to a member shall be dis-
further to go upon, but it would be only regarded ; but a fractional part exceeding one-
a guess. Then. we find the provision ln sec- half of that number shall be equivalent to the
tion 37 to the proportion of membership In whole number.
this House of Commons : tPrn enn - onn*fo d

The House of Commons shall, subject to the
provisions of this Act, consist of IR1 members,-
Which has since been Increased-
of whom 82 shall be elected for Ontario, 65 for
Quebec, 19 for Nova Scotia, and 15 for New
Brunswick.

The ratio which these figures bear to the
respective populations of the various pro-
vinces has to be maintained ln any read-
justment of seats made for this Parliament,
the province of Quebec still retaining Its
65 members; or, If you choose, you may in-
crease that number, so long as the propor-
tion among the varions provinces Is duly
maintained.

Then comemí the setion to which my hon.
friend referred, and whIeh I will read-
section 51:

On the completion of the census ln the year
1871, and of each subsequent decennial census,
the representation of the four provinces shall be
readjusted by such authority, in such a man-
ner, and fron such time as the Parliament o!
Canada from time to time provides, subject and
accordlng to the following rules :-
The representation "of the four provices"
shal be readjusted. There is not a single
word as to the different counties or the
dIfferent electoral districts wlthin the pro-
vince. Yon eau give the additional repre-
sentation to which a province may be en-
titled In any way yeu pl e. Youe can
give it all to one city or tow or to one ru-
ral community if you cboose. There ts no
onstitutionallimIt Imposed In that respect.

The only etitutional limit le that you
must preserve the reproemfntaion by popu-
lation as between the varlous provinces
of the Domino Now, Iam not present-
ing anytig to the House which was not

Mr. aussEi.
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triets, or cities--
On any readjustment the number of members

for a province shall not be reduced uniesa the
proportion which the number of the population
of the province bore to the number of the aggre-
gate population of Canada at the then last pre-
ceding readjustment of the number of members
for the province Is ascertained at the then latest
census to be diminished by one-twentieth part
or upwards ; such readjustment shall not take
effect until the termination of the then existing
Parliament.

That Is the provision ln regard to the re-
adjustment of the membership of this
House among the various provinces of the
Dominion. That imposes a duty upon this
Parliament, but it does not say a single
word by way of diminution of the powers
of this Parliament as they would have un-
doubtedly existed even if that seein had
never been passed. It does not say tbat this
Parliament shall not have the same power
as to any particular province that the
Imperial Parflament has to readjust re-
presentation ln the United Kingdom from
time to time. It does not say one word to
establish any constitutionai1 limitation
whatever, except that the representation of
the varios provinces shall remain station-
ary from one decennial period to another,
and shall then be reajusted accordlng to
the reslts of the decenial eensus Then,
as If to make the matter more abundantly
dean, scton 52 provIdes -

The number of members of the House of Com.
mons may be from time totime InereSd by tbe
ParUlament of Canada, provided the proportionate
representation of the provinces presribed by
this Act isbt thereby disturbed.
Now, that le al the dIrecl leglation yon
can dad, 9b farau I know, bearig upon
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this subject at ail. Would any lawyer gay
that anything stated there for the purpose
of compeling you to have a fair and ade-
quate proportional representation as among
the various provinces, and for seeing that
that representation shall be readjusted from
time to time according to the changes of
the populations of the provinces as indi-
cated by the decennial census, could be
held, directly or remotely, or by any Impli-
cation whatever to take away the power
of this Parliament, from time to time, as
It might deem It expedient, to readjust the
representation In any particular province,
so long as it did not violate that section 51
and disturb the proportionate representa-
tion of the various provinces of the Domi-
nion? I do not believe there Is a lawyer in
this country, who has any reputation to
lose, and I am sure there Is no lawyer in
this House, whether he has a reputation to
lose or not, who wIll put bimelf on record
as saying that there Is any sucb limitation
as was suggested by the hon. and learned
leader of the Opposition in opening this
discussion.

Then, of course, so far as precedents and
authorities are concerned, this House has
repeatedly recognized the principle for
whieh I am contendlng. The right hon. gen-
tleman who leads the House referred to two
occasions when this was done-not imme-
diately upon the completion of a census-
in 1895 and In 1893. Looking at the sta-
tute, chapter 9 of 1893, which I think was
referred to by the leader of the Govern-
ment, you will find a long section ocupy-
Ing nearly two pages substituting for the
description of the electoral district of NI-
pissing. as given In the Act for the Read-
justment of the Representation, a new sec-
tion describlng another electoral district of
Nip!sslng. I have not compared the two
sections. but I venture to say that they do
not both describe the same territory In
different words but involve a changer
in the constituency. But I confess I
have not made the comparison.

If you go over tbe ten secions of that Bill.
sonie of whlch are unimportant, and merely
clerical changes, as the leader of the Oppo-
sition has said, you wll find that no les
than tbree make distinet changes in the
representation as ftxed by the Redistribu-
tion Act of 1892. The districts oi Rouville
end St. Hyaelnthe were both changed, and
you will fxnd at least three distinct ch anges,
every one of whlch would be ilegal and nu-
constItutional If the proposition stated by
the leader of the Opposition ýwere sound in
law. But everybody knows they were per-
fectly legal and constitutional, or they wouid
not have been adopted by that Parlament.
In 1895 you have another Act. the efreet of
wbich the hon. leader of the OpP tion
sought to minimise by saying it was Ony to
correet a merely clerical error. One secton
was. In fact, only to correct a clerical emr
that had been made In the Aet to readjust

representation in the House of Commons.
But here is a section which reads :

That tbe township of Thurlow and the north-
east township of Joliette are hereby detached
from the county of Berthier and annexed to the
county of Jolette for the purpose of representa-
tion in the House of Commons.

I am not well enoughl acquainted with the
geography of Quebec to know just «what
effeet that would have, but readifng plain
English it does seem that it makes a change
in the representation of the ridings that
the section relates to, and that nust
have been an illegal and unconstitutional
Act if this Parliament cannot, at any
other period than that of the decen-
nial eensus, readjust the representation
of tho people in this House. I am simply
repeating what was said, and said with great
emphasis, propriety and convincing elear-
ness by the hon. member for Prince Ed-
ward -Island (Mr. Bell). Previously to
either of these acts there was an Act
of Parliament In 1868, exactly of the
saine character, entitled an Act to annez
a portion of the seigneury of Belair to the
county of Quebec and another to the county
of Portueuf. Surely these are Acts which,
under the contention of the hda. member
for Halifax (Mr. Borden) would be uncon-
stitutional, ifi done at any other time than
immedlately followIng the itaking of the de-
eennial census. There certalnly cannot be
anything In that contention. The question is
reduced of course, as my hon. friend has
praetically admitted to a question of expe-
diency. propriety and wisdom, and we are
prepared to argue it on those grounds. Every
hon. member on this side has argued It on
that basis.

Now, surely if a wrong bas been done
it is right to correct it, and if you are
going to correct a wrong done the right
time to do it is at the first convenient oppor-
tunity. There is never any more suitable
time for undoing a wrong than the present
time. Let us for the purpose of argument
suppose that this Bill Is as "infanous
a gerrymander" as some hon. gentlemen op-
posIte say it is, although I notice that their
adjectives are mot quite In so superlative a
degree as on some occasions. They do not
lay as much e mphasis and stress on those
strong adjectives as they have done wlth re-
gar to other measures. I notice a degree of
weakness In their adjectives as compared
with those they usually make use of-except
on the part of two bon. gentlemen who have,
I suppose, pronounced their valedictory as
the gladiators of old did In the "morituri te
salutant." I trust, however, that those were
not valedictory address and that we shal
see these gentlemen here for many a Par-
liament to come. I hope they will be longer
here than some peons autielpate. But, as I
was about to say,let us suppose thls Mea-
sure Is as Infamous as It Is sometimes de-
secribed, and let is suppose that lnstead of
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being passed in 189 that it were being position what result do you bring yourself
passed four or five years earlIer. Suppose to ? That parties may for purely partisan
the Liberal party had been returned to purposes readjust the constituencles every
power elght or nine years ago and had then time a new Government Is returned to
passed this Act assuming it to be of the power. Well, there are many things, as my
character attributed to It by hon. gentlemen hon. frIend has quoted, that can legally be
opposite, does my hon. friend say, assumlng done that never wll be done In this world.
this to be an Infamous, unjust and oppressIve MrLAC Anthssoe
Act which does not give a fair representato . CLANCY. And this Is one.
to the varlous districts throughout the Do- Mr. RUSSELL. I say that this which the
minion, would any hon. gentleman opposite hon. member for Halifax mentions is one.
say that one of the very frs4 acts ofb on. I take it that the hon. gentleman agrees with
gentlemen opposite, should they have been me.
in such a suppositious case returned to Mr. CLANY. I refer to this Bil.
power would not be to undo Immedlately the MB
moment they could get the political power Mr. RUSSELL. These things that the bon.
to do so the infamous, unjust, improper member for Halifax says can be done under
Aet whIch had been passed, as I have been the reading of the British North America Act,
supposing, In 1892 or 1898, so that at the that a readjustment can be made at other
next election the remedy would be Imme- times than after the decennIleeus, w
diately operative. Suppose an " Infamous not be done ; and the guarantee is that no
gerrymander Bill" were passed by any Government wIll undertake to bring forward
Government ildway between two decennIal a Bill to readjust the constituenees, except
periods, shortly after the decennial cen- to cure some manifest evil and except, as la
sus had been taken, would It not be the present ease, when the Government
the bounden duty of the Government knws well, as these hon. gentlemen opposite
turned to power. whieh had opposed the In- know well, that the general tenor and main
famous Government, whIeh had put that purpose of the Bill have the strong endorse-
infamous gerrymander Bill through, to re- ment of the people. Your guarantee agalust
peal that Act and place those constltuencies legIslative improprieties like tha1t are not ln
back in the position In whieh they were printer's Ink or in written provisions ; but
before and readjust them In such a way that they are in the earts of the peopsle and 
at the very next election the people wpuld the common sense of the country Th1at s lthe
be properly represented In the varous pro- best guarantee you could have, for no Gov-
vinces. My hon. friend says no, they would ernment will outrage the feelings of this
have to leave that wrong unredressed for country by repeatedly perpetratfing a gerry-
eight or nine long years and perhaps have mander. It bas been done once, this Govern-
two or three elections held lu the meantime ment proposes to undo it; but It wIll never
with these constituencies gerrymandered. Ac- be the practice prevalling In this country as
cording to his contention the constitution ft never has been. It has been resorted te
this country which is supposed to be a only In desperate emergencles, as It was only
miracle of wIsdom Is such a botch and bun- once before, In 1882, and there 1s no danger
gle that we would have to leave a wrong of it becoming the practice with reference te
like this unredressed and leave the consti- the representation of the people l this
tueneles misrepresented perhaps through two House.
elections until the decennial perlod had ar- Now, I thInk I have exhausted all that I
rived and a Redistribution Act could be pass- have to say with reference to the so-called
ed. That is the logical and obvious conclu- constitutional question, which turns out to be
sion to which my hon. friend's argument not a constitutional question even on tre au-
leads him and te which the argument of thre thrity of my hon. and learned friend. If it
leader of the Opposition leads. That con- were net se late I should have liked te deal
elusion is monstrous. It cau never be con- at some length with two other questions of
ceived that tis ls the wisdom embodied ini principle which have been suggested in re-
the Brttish North America Act, ln the pre'- ference to this Bill, one being the question
paration of which so many bright geniuses of representation by population and the
and strong intellects were employed and other the alleged under-representation of thre
which receIved the careful consideration of cities, especially the great city of Toronto.
some of thre best minds in thre Imperial Par- Now, te a certain extent and up to a certain
llament. I say again, as my hon. friend has limit, it is a proper principle that even apart
virtually conceded, that the question ls not from any interprovinial relations o the
a constitutional or a legal question at af, but various provinces, the varions sections ef
sImply as to whether it 8s wise, just, rea- each province should be represented n this
sonable and proper that suchr an Act sall Hlouse, measurably speaking, accordin to
bre passed. And on throse issues of thre wis- population. To 'what extent is that princible
dom. the reasonablenesa, the justice and tre a controlling ue? I thnk tie beast way te
propriety f it we on this sie are preared answer that question sa to ascertain what
to challenge the vote o the House and te was tre action wlth respect te it of thie
pubile opinion f the country. My hon. fathers of confederation, thre founders o thie
friend aaks: If yen de net accept ny pro- union. Of course, it would not be fair to
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judge of that by the anomalies existing at
the time of confederation, because the ex-
pedient then adopted was intended merely
to meet an emergency and to exist only until
a proper readjustment could take place; but
I desire to consider how they used the oppor-
tunity presented to them after the first de-
cennial census in 1871. It would be a very
tedious thIng to go through the figures which
would show the representation of the various
portions of the Dominion at that time, and,
at this late hour, I would not weary the
House with those details. But I may give
sone of the salient features presented by
these figures, which will show how this idea
of representation by population was then
carried out. Beginning with the province of
Ontario, there were four electoral districts
having a population of over 30,000, that Is,
between 30,000 and 40,000 ; and there were
four electoral districts havIng a population
under 10,000. There were thirty-four con-
stituencies havIng a population between
20,000 and 30,000, and forty-four having a
population between 10,000 and 20,000. Con-
sider whether tiat carries out the principle
of representation by population with the
strict and severe arithmetical exactness
which is now being pressed upon us by some
controversalists in this debate-an idea the
fallacy of which was properly exposed by
Mr. Gladstone ln his great speech on the
last Redistribution BihiIn England. In the
first group of four constituencies there were
North Simeoe, with a population of over
33,000 ; Essex, over 32,000 ; Bothwell, over
31,000, and South Bruce, over 31,000, the
average of tbe group being 32,435 people re-
presented by one member. Then you had
another group side by side with these : Corn-
wall. with a population of over 7,000 ; AI-
goma. over 7,000; Muskoka, nearly 7,000,
and Niagara, 3,693. That is to say, you had
a second group with an average population
of 6.186, as against the first group, with an
average of 32.435. Is that representation by
population ? Was it not an anomaly and a
gross injustlee that North Simcoe and Essex
and Bothwell and South Bruce should bave
an average of 32,435 represented by only one
member. and that another group should haveE
a member for each 6,186 ? I do not say, for
my part, that there was anything wrong
about It. I think It is altogether probablet
that there were good reasons for jt. Cer-1
tainly. in the most striking case, that ofr
Niagara, there were reasons why it should
be left as it was. It was an old histortc set-
tiement, wIth a long record of representation
and a continuous municipal life-a commu-
nity whose representation, as Sir Jobn Mae- C
donald sald. in the course of the debate, pro- m
perly should be left undisturbed. To leave it
as it stood was to preserve the county and
municipal organization. But here, I repeat,
you have one group cf counties In whlch the
people had five times the representation of
the other group, and the highest on the list t
had ten times the representation of the low- t

est. That Is not representation by popula-
tion, which is the fetish of these hon. gen-
tlemen now-though It never was their fet-
ish before, and certainly not when the Right
Hon. Sir John Macdonald logically said that
it involved the doctrine of universal suffrage
-which, I suppose, was to hlm the abomina-
tion of desolation.

The unit of population in Ontario at that
time was 18,420. But you have one county
with a population of 33,000 and over, almost
double the unit; and you have one county
with less than one-fourth of the population
it should possess on that basis. You have a
group of four coundes, and rural counties at
that, averaglng nearly twice as large as they
sbould be, and a group of four having one-
third of what they should contain on the
basis of the unit There are varlous other
anomalies, which I shall not mention, in
Ontario, and the province of Quebec presents
the same features as adjusted by the Redis-
tribution Act of 1872. I will not pause
to refer to these, but wlU come to the pro-
vince of Nova Scotia. I do that for the pur-
pose of introducing the opinion of an hon.
member whose opinion should- be recelved
with great weight in this House, upon an-
other question of princIple, which I shall not
discuss at length, but wlth a single reference
to which, as the hour Is so late, I will con-
clude my remarks. In the province of Nova
Scotia, we have the county of Halifax, in
1872, with a population of 56,963, having
only two members, while the county of Pie-
tou, with only 32,114 of a population, have
also two members, the same as the county
of Halifax, with its 57,000. Then, we have
the county of Cape Breton, with a popula-
tion of 26.454, also with two members.
Now, mark that ; the population of Halifax
was 56,963, the balf of which would be 28,-
481 ; that is to say, you had 28,481 people
in Halifax electing one member, and you
had by that readjustment, made in 1872,
26,434 people, more than 2,000 less than half
the population of Halifax, electing two mem-
bers. Now, that was not right on the basis
of representation by population. But I am
not going to say there was not good reason
even for that anonaly.

Mr. BELL (Pictou). Was not that on
the basis of representation by population ?
Why were these three counties selected to
recelve two members ?

Mr. RUSSELL. Well, If it is accordlng
to the basis of representation by popula-
tion that Halifax, with 56,963, should elect
exactly the same number of members as
Cape Breton, with less than haif that
number, and If that readjustment was made
upon that basts then I must admit that you
can get any quantlty of representation 'by
population Li the Bill you passed in 1882.

Mr. BELL (Pletou). Would the hon. gen-
ieman assigu three members to each of
hese connties ?
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Mr. RUSSELL. You had already two never been the practice to give to the city and
members in Halifax, you had already two county of Halifax representation In proportion
members In Pleton. In Cape Breton, be- to population.
fore the readjustment, you had only one. You see the hon. gentleman took an alto-
East Halifax might very properly have said: gether different view of the matter from
Give us an independent representation ; add j that of the hon. member for Plctou, who
one member to the two members that the was not i the House then. Politicauy speak-
city and e3unty of Halifax have ; we have ing, I think he was in short elothes at that
twice the population that Cape Breton has, time. Had he been here, he would have
why give Cape Breton, with 26,000, two told his leader that that was an entire mis-
members and say that Halifax, with more take, that it was really representation by
than twice that population, shall still have population. But the present leader of the
only two'? Why not give the new member Opposition did not take that vlew. He
to the county of Halifax, with its immensely said
large area, with its 150 miles in length from
east to west, with a large rural population, It had neyer been the practice to give to the
with a fine agricultural district-why not city and county of Halifax representation in
give that odd member which you have to proportion to population for the sufficient reason

that in that province it had been conceded thatspare to the county of Halifax instead of the wealth and influence of the metropolitan
giving It to Cape Breton, which has already 1 constituency was such as to influence other con-
one member to 26,450 of a population, whIle stituencies throughout the province.
Halifax has only two for more than twiee ad
the number ? That would have been a " That the wealth and Infiuence of the
reasonable request. That suggestion was inetropolitan city," of any large city, " was
made when that Bil was under discussion, such as to influence other constituencies
and I will show you how the suggestion throughout the province." I do not say
was met. It was not met In the way the thatthat is not a good reason, tbat the
hon. member for Pletou would meet t, wealth and power of a great city like To-
it was not met by any sophistical sugges- ronto, for instance, Is such as to influence
tion that it was really representation by other constituencles throughout the pro-
population to Say that fifty or sixty thou-rlo, and suc as to secure to
sand persons should elect just as many re-1It adequate representation, even without a
presentatives as twenty or thirty thousand. technical arithmetical conformity to a nu-
That never suggested itself to any intel- merieally exact representation by popula-
leet In this House. There was no intellect tion. We know that Toronto is very ln-
here then so brilliant as to discover that It fluentially represented here, I will not say
was reprhesentantbypopulation to give r-represented, as I am sometimes tempt-was representation by er in ton, ed to think when I hear the hon. member26o people two members ln Cape Breton, for East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson)and to give 56,00 people only two members i
In Halifax. That is a peculiar arith- speaking In tones of righteous indignation,
metical discovery which my hon. friend ringing with almost the fervour and ma-
from Pictou (Mr. Bell) bas the sole and ab- jesty of a Hebrew prophet, that hon. gen-
solute right of appropriation, and no human tleman who always assumes a tone of un-
belng will ever dispute his property in it. approachable righteousness when he rises
Thisis what was said: to address this House, and had almost made

Mr. Powers said that the county to- which It
was proposed to give an additional member, the1
county of Cape Breton, had only 26,000, and
would, therefore, have one representative to 13£-000 people, while the eounty of Halilfax was to
have but one representative to 28,000.
My hon. friend says that ls representation
by population, of course.

He therefore moved ln amendment that the
Bill be referred back to Committee of the Whole,
with instructions to so amend the same as to
provide that one of the additional members
alotted to Nova Scotia should be assigned to
Halifax.

Now, the hon. gentleman who sits oppo-
site did not then revel In the title of knight
or baronet or anything of that kind ; he was
plain Dr. Tupper, and he said :

He would say for the Information of the House
that ln the course which had been pursued, so
far as Nova Scotia was concerned, the Govern-
ment had followed the practice which had been
universally favoured ln that province. It had

Mr. RUSSELL.

me one of his disciples, until I found him
the other day misstating the facts in re-
ference to popular representation In Eng-
land and ln the cities throughout the United
Kingdom. The leader of the Opposition
ln this House fully recognized at that time
that a great metropolitan constituency like
Halifax Influenced other constituencIes
throughout the province, and therefore he
conceded that a city did not need to have
the same numerical representation ln this
House as a rural constituency or a small
town. The same thing Is true of the city
of Toronto, the same thing li true of the
city of Montreal, the same thing is true
of any large and influential centre of wealth
and population. The same thing was true
of the city of London, as was pointed out
by Gladstone in 1866, ln his speech on the
Redistribution Bil of that day. I would
refer to this at greater length if there were
time, but I will only say In conclusion that
I wish simply to draw the attention of
the House, and particularly of the leader
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of the Opposition, to this fact, that when
that Bill for the readjustment of represen-
tation was presented lu this House in 1872,
and the claim was made that Halifax ought
to have a larger representation on the
basis of representation by population, the
hon. gentleman argued with great force, as
I have quoted from the report, that cities,
by virtue of the exceptional circumstances
to which he referred, did not need to have
the same numerical representation that was
accorded to rural constituencies. The hour
is so late that I will not elaborate that prin-
ciple. but will content myself with reserv-
Ing to a later occasion any further obser-
vations I have to make upon the question.

Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). For
only a short time, at this late hour of the
night, I wish to direct attention to one state-
ment made by the hon. member who has
just taken his seat (Mr. Russell). He said
that unless there was a strong and justi-
fiable reason for it, no Government would
ever attempt as I understood him. between
the times that the census was taken, to In-
terfere with the representation lu the House
of Commons.

Mr. RUSSELL. I made one qualification
-except under a desperate emergency, and
that occurred ln 1882.

Mr. SPROULE. If that allegation be cor-
reet, what justification can my hon. friend
offer for interfering wlth it now, because
the Information given by the hon. member
for Bothwell (Mr. Claney) and several other
members bas shown clearly and distinctly,
that In the redistribution of 1882 there was
no material change ln the members elected
between the new and the old arrangement
of constituencies, and that, under the redis-
tribution of 1892, there were very few con-
stituencies touched, and there was no ma-
terial change made then ? If that be the
case, how can the hon. gentleman contend
that there is such an urgent need for this
measure on the ground that the readjust-
ment whlch was made on these occasions.
was so very great ? I am quite sure tbat he
bas no evidence to show that there was any
urgent need for the measure which Is now
before the House. The hon. member for
South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) said that the
principle of county boundarles Is a correct
one, and he pinned his faith to it. He said,
ln addition, that he and his hon. friends
laid down the principle as a party ln their
resolution in 1893, and that they are now
earrying out the obligations whleh they
undertook to the electorate then, by intro-
ducing this measure, which was based on
the principle of county boundarles. The
bon. gentleman muet have forgotten that the
Bl violates county boundaries, because the
number of constituencles where that prin-
ciple Is violated, to which the present mea-
sure does not apply, ls greater than the

number of constituencies to which they have
applied the principle of county boundarles.

Mr. McCARTHY. Will the hon. gentle-
man (Mr. Sproule) allow me to ask him a
question which I have asked of a great
many bon. members: What are the con-
stituencies in Ontario in regard to which
the principle of county boundaries is disre-
garded by this Bill ?

Mr. SPROULE. I can give the hon. gen-
tleman a few, but I cannot give them all.
Carleton is one. North Leeds and Grenville
is another; Renfrew is another ; Ottawa
is another; Addington is another, and there
are some others. There are several counties
where the county boundary Is not the bound-
ary of the constituency. which have not
been touched by this Bill, and there are
counties whieh are changed by this Bill in
accordance with the principle of adhering
to county boundaries. Therefore, I say that
if that is correct, and I am sure it cannot
be disputed successfully, the contention of
the hon. member for South Grey and several
other members, that the principle of county
boundaries is a correct one, loses its force
by reason of the fact that the principle has
been violated, because they have not acted
upon the principle which they have laid
down themselves. We are justified in look-
ing for some other cause than a desire to
carry out that principle, in connection with
the measure. I took up the resolution, which
I have here, that the hon. member for South
Grey referred to, passed by the Liberal
party in 1893, when he said : We laid down
our platform, and we are redeeming every
pledge ln it, ln every particular word and
letter. This was one of the pledges laid
down in that platform :

That by the gerrymander Act, the electoral
divisions for the return of members to the House
of Commons have been so made as to prevent a
fair expression of the opinion of the country at
the general elections, and to secure to the party
now in power a strength out of all proportion
greater than the number of electors supporting
them would warrant. To put an end to this
abuse, to make the House of Commons a fair ex-
penenent of public opinion, and to preserve the
historie continuity of counties, it is desirable
that in the formation of electoral divisions,
county boundaries should be preserved, and
that in no case parts of different counties should
be put in one electoral division.

The hon. member for South Grey says : We
have carried it out to the letter. Yet there
are some counties where that principle is
violated. and they have net touched
them by this Bill, and there are other coun-
ties where they have remedied the griev-
ance. if grievance It le. What becomes of
the contention of the hon. member for South
Grey ? in the first place, tf it be a sound
prineiple, they have not carried It out, and
they have not redeemed the pledge, whieh
says :
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And that in no case parts of different counties
should be put in one electoral division.

I say that they bave neither redeemed the
pledge nor carried out that principle, if prin-
ciple It is. Then, the principle of the divi-
sion of the district by the judges is a cor-
rect principle, says the hon. member for
South Grey, and other hon. gentlemen as
well. I take up the Bill to ascertain if that
principle is carried out. If it is a sound
principle, you would expect to find It car-
ried out In the Bill, but I find that the judges
are only called in to divide constUtuencles
in western Ontario, and ln the city of Ot-
tawa ln eastern Ontario it is aban-
doned, while ln respect to counties ln
eastern Ontario, where there are two
or more members, the judges are not
called In to make a division. I say that If tite
principle be a correct one, hon. gentlemen
should recognize that principle, which has
been presented as a reason for asking the
support of the House for this measure. If
it is contended that, in fairness to the peo-
ple ln dividing the constituencies, the judges
should be called n, one would expect to
find the principle applied In ail cases. When
I take the number of counties dealt with ln
this BilL, in respect to which judges are
called ln, and compare it with those ln re-
spect to which the judges are not called in,
the constituencies Into which they are not
called, are more numerous than the others.
What, then, becomes of that principle and
of that contention ? That is a prineiple
that is not observed, but is flagrantly vio-
lated by the Bill which we bave before us
at the present time. Yet this is one of the
strong grounds upon which they ask us to
support this measure. Then, it is said that
their division of the representation accord-
ing to population is fair. We contend that
ever since confederation the principle of re-
presentation by population, as far as it could
be carried out, bas been carried out by the
Conserva tive party under their redistribution.
There is no one who will make a comparison
between the populations of the constituen-
eies before the census of 1871 and the re-
distributions that have been made lu 1872,
ln 1882 and in 1892, but must come to that
conclusion. In the readjustment of the con-
stituencies the effort to keep as near the
unit of population as possible was always
observed. Going over the Redistribution
Act, I find that to be the case. The hon.-
member who sat down a short time ago,
said that the representation of Toronto is
not the same, according to its population,
as the representation of other parts of the
country: He sald: We have appHled the
principle which was said to be applied 11%
the citY of Halifax, that the influence
and Intelligence of the city, or the
constituency, should be taken into ac-
count In the representation, and that is
the reason why the city of Toronto, with
its 200,000 population, Is only to have five

3mr. SPROUl.

members, each of whom will represent 40,-
000, while in other constituencies a mem-
ber will represent 17,000 or 18,000.
The justification he gives for it is, that the
intelligence and wealth of the city shall be
taken into account. Did they take that into
account when fixing the representation of
Hamilton, or Ottawa, or London. Not a bit
of it. Hamilton bas about 50,000 popula-
tion, and bas two representatives making
the unit of representation about 25,000, or
praetically (the same as all through the pro-
vince. Ottawa, with about 50,000 population
bas two representatives, and the Intelligence
and wealth of Ottawa count for nothing,
but they must count for a great deal In the
city of Toronto which is only allowed one
representative for about 40,000 people. I am
reminded that the city of Brantford bas one
representative for 18,000 people, and I sup-
pose that is because the Minister of Customs
comes from there, and, therefore, the intel-
ligence and wealth of that city count for
nothing. These gentlemen opposite tell us
that they are doing better for Toronto ithan
the Conservative did, because prevlously it
had only four members. That Is not
the fact. The member for Westi York (Mr.
Wallace) took In part of the city of Toronto,
and was practieally a representative of that
city. That made five members. Is it not
also a fact (that the member for East York
(Mr. Maclean) had a portion of the eity of
Toronto and was representing that city. Sir,
I contend that the city of Toronto was bet-
ter represented under the old Act than It will
be under the new, even with the recent pro-
posal to give it an additional representative
under this Bill. They have taken away por-
tions of the city from East and West York,
and they are doing no more justice to Toronto
than under the old law. Again these gen-
tlemen opposite tell us that this Act ought to
be passed, because it Is Intended to remedy
a wrong and to carry out a principle. It
bas been abundantly proved by several
bon. members that therei was no wrong to
remedy. If the rearrangement of the con-
stituencles In 1882 and 1892 bad the effeet
of enabling a smaller number of Conserva-
tives to return more members than a larger
number of IAberals, then that claim might
be well founded. But we all know that after
the Redistribution Act of 1882, In every con-
stituency where it was claimed that the
change was intended to elect a Conservative,
a Conservative was not elected. The re-
presentation so far as the party divisions
went, was very mueh tbe same after the
elections of 1882 as It wae before, notwith-
standing the Redistribution Act of 1882.

There bas been a great deal said about this
Bill being In violation of the constitution,
and after the able and logical speech of the
hon. member from Halifax (Mr. Borden) it
would perhaps be ont of place for even a
lawyer much less a layman to give an opin-
!on upon that phase of the question. But
every man has bis opinion whether It be
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worth little or much, and I propose to give
a few reasons why I belleve it is uncon-
stitutional to pass this law at this time.
Section 51 of the British North America Act,
says:

On the completion of the census ln the year
1871, and of each subsequent decennial census,
the representation of the four provinces shall be
readjusted by such authority, ln such manner and
at such time as the Parliament of Canada from
time to time provides, subject and according
to the following rules.

We are told from -the other side of the
House, that this only applied to the four pro-
vinces, and, therefore, because it did not
apply to what Is now the whole confeder-
tion, it does not apply ln the present case.
Well, the answer to that Is simple. These
four provinces were al there was of con-
federation then, and this Confederation Act
was designed and Intended to provide for al
confederation. There Is no other provision
ln %the British North America Act specifylng
that redistribution shall take place at some
other time, and ln view of that, I am justi-
fied In the conclusion that It was never in-
tended ithat redistribution should take place
at any other time than after a decennial cen-
sus. We are told by these geùtlemen oppo-
site that there is no clause in the British
North Armerica Act which says that you shall
not redistribute. Well, It does not require
a special prohibitory clause to make the pro-
hibitlon effective. When we Incorporate a
company we say they shall hold their annual
meeting on such a date, but we do not say
they shall not hold it at any other date. Aud
If the reasoning advanced by these gentle-
men opposite is sound with reference to the
British North America Act ; that because
there Is no express Injunction, you may do
It at any other date, it would apply to any
other Act of Parliament as well. Therefore,
although it is expressly laid down that the
annual meeting of a company shall be beld
at a certain date in the month of deptember,
If this contention were good, it might be
beld on any other day oft the year. I bold
that If a law specifes that a certain thlng
shall be doue It carries with it the assump-
tion that the converse of that shall not he
done. That Is, an Interpretation of tbe la w
which bas been followed in this House ir.
regard to several Acts of Parliament, and
there is no good reason why it should not be
held good with respect to fthe British North
America Act. Although the bon. member
for Halifax (Mr. Russell) elted every clause
of the British North America Act that he
thought mlght belp bis argument, he lias not
been able to quote a single clause that eon-
fers on this Parliament the right to redis-
tribute the seats now. If I go beyond tbe
British Torth America Act and look at the
resolutions on which that Act was based, I
think I can find the Intention of the fathers
of the confedemtion to put tbat power In
tbe hands of Pariament, only after each «e-
cennial census. With regard to the local

legislatures the right was intended to be al-
lowed at any time, and we bave it in the
following language In these resolutions :-

Until the official census of 1871 has been made
up there shall be no change ln the number of
representatives from the several divisions.
Following that we find this resolution:

Immediately after the completion of the census
of 1871, and immediately after every decennial
census thereafter, the representation from each
section ln the House of Commons shall be read-
justed on the basis of population.
And for the purpose of that redistribution,
it lays down the principle that Quebec shav-
ing always 65 members, the population of
Quebec shall be divided by the number of
65, and that shall be the basis of represen-
tation by population, or in other words, the
unit of representation which shall prevail in
other portions of the country. Now, if we
look to see what powers are given to the pro-
vinces, we find that the resolution does not
say that it shall be done only after each de-
cennial census ; but it says :

The legislature of each province shall divide
such province into the proper number of con-
stituencies, and define the boundaries of each of
them. The local legislature of each province
may from time to time alter the electoral dis-
tricts for the purpose oft representation in such
local legislature, and distribute the representa-
tives to which the province is entitled ln such
local legislature in any manner such local legis-
lature may see fit.
It is laid down that the Parliament of
Canada shall do it after the census is taken,
but it Is not provided that It shall be done
at any other time; whereas the local legis-
lature may do it from Ume to time ; and
I say that was the Intention of the fathers
of Confederation when they adopted these
resolutions which are embodied ln the Bri-
tish North America Act. and on which we
have been acting from that time to the pre-
sent Therefore when it Is specially pro-
vided that the local legislature may from
time to time alter the electoral districts,
and it is not provided that the Parliament
of Canada shall from time to time alter
them, but after each census is taken, we
:ire Justified in coming to the conclusion
that when it is done at any other time. It
is done In open violation of the constitu-
tion under which we are acting.

Now, we are told that this is a fair Re-
distribution Bill. I bave given my reasons
for believing that It is not. If the principle
of division by the judges is the correct
one, I have sbown that that principle bas
not been carrled out In this Bill. Hon.
gentlemen say: " We do n'ot change the
constitueneles : we only put certain muni-
cipalities within the boundaries of the
counties to whieh they belong, and then
assign to the judges the duty of dividing
the counties." Do they carry out that pro-
vision In the province of Quebee? Not a bit
of It. They themselves change eleven cons-
tituencies In that province taking a portion
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of one constituency and attaching It to an-
other-an open violation of the very prin-
ciple which they advance In support of the
Bill. If the division by the judges is the cor-
rect principle where a county or a clty is to
bave more than one representative, whiy
do they not calln the judges to subdivIde
the counties in Prince Edward Island wbich
are to have two representatives ? If
I can show that the exceptions to the rule
are more numerous than the instances
which establish the rule, then the rule is
of no value whatever ; and that Is the case
with this Bill. Hon. gentlemen do not call
in the judges with respect to the counties
of eastern Ontario nor maintain the county
boundaries : nor do they In Prince Edward
Island. Quebec, Nova Scotia or New Bruns-
wick. They only do so in western Ontario.
where any division that may be made at
all is likely to inure to the political benefit
of the hon. gentlemen who are introducing
this Bill. Why do they not carry out that
principle in Leeds and Grenville? Because,
If they do so, the hon. member (Mr. Frost)
would no longer sit ln this House. Let
them comp into Russell, and carry It out
there. and the representative of that county
who supports them would not be likely to
be in the succeeding Parliament. If the
principle is sound, they have violated it by
not applylng It all over the country.

The hon. member for South Grey (Mr.
Landerkln) said that the redistribution of
1891 did not make the unit of representa-
tion nearer than it was befor. and he
efted the county of Grey as an Instance of
that. I thouight the hon. member could not
have looked up the population of the con-
stituency. or. he would not bave cited wha t
he did. I find that the population of Enist
Grey In 1891 was 2d,000. the population
of North Grey 26.000. and the popula-
tion of South Grey 23.000. But at the time.
when the change wns made. the population
of East Grey was nearly 8.000 larger than
the population of South Grey. and 4.000
was taken from East Grey and added to
South Grey, whieh made the populations of
both very near the same. If an instance
were requIred to show that In the change
then made the principle of representation
by population was carried out, no better
instance could have been cited than the
change W'hich was made in Soutb Grey. The
hon. gentleman said that the Government
had taken the township of Artemesia out of
the centre of the county. It 1s true. !t is In
the centre of the county going from north
to south: but it is more allied to the south
riding than to the north or the east-: and
when they did that they equallzed the po-
pulation In the three rldings. and they are
more nearly the same now than they ever
were before.

1 do not intend to continue this discussion
longer. hecause 1 think that enouarh has
been said to justify the conelusion that
this Act Is unnecssary at this time. and

Mr. SPROUTE.

that it is an open violation of the constitu-
tion under which We are acting ; and I
shall be very much surprised if the other
Chamber of the Parliament of Canada does
not throw out this Bill on that very ground.
I 'regard it as one of the important duties
of the Senate, above all others, to safe-
guard the rights of the people by seeing
that the principles of the constitution are
fairly carried out ; and I believe that the
members of that Chamber understand quite
as wel as we do the objeet of this Bill.
The hon. Postmaster General himself sald
it was for the purpose of strengthenlng the
political party. He said they had been
weakened In 1881, and now they were going
to right that wrong by strengthening the
party, and giving them the power to have
more members elected to this Hlouse than
they can In the circumstances that exist
to-day. By that very Act they discredit the
intelligence and integrity of the electorate
who returned them to office. The people
returned a majority to represent the reform
party and yet the reform party are carry-
Ing out. as the hon. member for South Grey
(Mr. Landerkin) contends, every one of
their promises. they dare not go back zo
the constituencies that elected them. That
is a standing acknowledgment that they
dare not trust the electorate but are com-
pelled to resort to some deviceito be again
returned. and that device is the Redistri-
bution Bill now before us.

We bave asked on what principle will the
judges act. Looking over the Bill, we can
find no information as to the principle on
which they wIll conduct their revision. It
reads :

2. The letters patent appointing the commis-
sioners hall direct them, in making the divisions,
to consider the distribution of population accord-
ing to the latest census of Canada, the public
convenience, and such divisions as appear to
them best calculated to do substantial justice.
The hon. Postmaster General was asked for
information. Ie was asked whetber the
judges would hold open court and allow peo-
ple to submit their representation to them,
but the Postmaster General could give no
Information. We are lef t utterly in the dark
and can only arrive at a conclusion as to
what is intended to be done by what has
been done already. What has been done bas
been done unfairly, and we can only come
to the natural conclusion that the Intention
is to endeavour, under the shelter of the
judges, to act unfairly. I am sorry that
these hon. gentlemen are call-ing on tue
judges to do a very unfair, I was going
to say a very dirty piece of work. I regret
that they are Imposing such duties upon Ihe
judges. I am not prepared to take the stand
which these hon. gentlemen dld In 1885
when It was proposed to appoint the Judges
revising barristers. I am not going to say, as
these bon. gentlemen did, that the judges
will act as partisans, because I am bound to
assume that they will act faIrly. But we
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know that there is a good deal of human
nature ln man, and we know the political
record of some of the men who have been
put on the bench, and are justified In coming
to the conclusion that If it Is In the power
of these men, wlthout violating any great
principle, to serve their political friends,
they will do It. Then It la provided that the
decision of two judges out of the three will
be sufficient. What is to be the composition
of the court ? In ail human probability one
man will be selected who, previous to his
elevation to the bench, was a Tory, and the
two others will be judges who, in politles,
were Reformers. The decision of these two
will be final. No doubt the Government will
endeavour by some means or other to lay
down principles for the guidance of the
judges which will inure to their benefit, or
endeavour to give them inspiration as to
how they wish the divisions to be made, and,
as far as possible, Influence them on these
Unes. I am afraid that that la the desire
and intention of these hon. gentlemen, be-
cause they refused to give any information
wlth regard to the principles whieh the
judges shall follow In dividIng the constitu-
encles. I consider myself in duty bound to
vote against this measure, whIch, I think,
was introduced for no other than a political
purpose, notwitstanding any allegations to
the contrary. I consider that It Is an open
violation of the constitution and am bound
to vote against It, and even if passed by the
subservient majority behind the Govern-
ment, I shall be very much surprised If it Is
not thrown out by the Senate.

Mr. H. BOSTOOK (Yale and Cariboo). The
hon. member for North Bruce (Mr. MeNeill)
referred to the Act of 1892 as being a fair
one, based on a sound principle. As far as
British Columbia Is concerned, I do not think
that the redistribution made under that Act
was ln any way fair. At the time Sir John
Thompson Introduced that Act of 1892, he
gave the figures of population in the consti-
tuencles, as he proposed to divide them, and
these figures, taken from bis speech at that
time, show that he contemplated that the
district of Yale and Cariboo-the new dis-
trict he proposed to create-would bave a
population of 20,500 ; that the district tof
New Westminster, to whebli be proposed to
give two members, would have a population
of 42.226 ; that the district of Vancouver
would have a population of 18,229; and the
district of Victoria, with two representatives,
a population of 18,58. A great deal was
said by the hon. gentleman who has just
spoken wlth regard to this question of re-
presentatIon by population, and I think lu
this respect the province of Britis Columbia
and its constituencies were not faIrly deait
with, especially the constituency I have the
honour to represnt. Because we ftd that
even then the calculation was that my con-
stituency had a population of 20»,, and the
constitueney of Victoria, 18,588. Yet the
constit.ecy of Yaleal

with but one representative and the consti-
tuency of Victorla was left its two represen-
tatives. If we go further and look at the
area contained la these two constitueneles,
we find that the area of Yale and Cariboo la
something like 214,000 square miles, and
that of Victoria about 71 square miles.
Therefore, the duty of representing a con-
stituency of the size of Yale and Cariboo la
one that becomes exceedingly hard on any
one member, and, therefore, I think that ln
making the redistribution that was made
under the Act of 1892, the province of Bri-
tish Columbia was not fairly dealt with.
Certainly, if a member had to be taken away
from one constituency ln order to give an-
other member to the New Westminster
constltuency-as It was considered neces-
sary at that time and as I think It wa
necessary-what should have been doue
would have been to take away one of the
members from Victoria and give It to this
New Westminster constituency. Then, we
should have had something like a fair
division. Of course, at that time It was
absolutely ImpossIble to add to the repre-
sentation of British Columbia, because the
population of the province had not
sufficiently Increased to allow an in-
crease in the representation. But I think
at that time more care should have been
taken In considering the development of the
country. I propose to show by statistics
that this constituency of Yale and Cariboo
has increased in importance to such an ex-
tent since that time that It is deserving of
consideration. Of course, we have no figures
of population which bring us down later
than the year 1891 ; but I think I have
shown, by the figures above quoted, that the
constituencies, as then divided up, were not
fairly divided on this basis of population.
If we take the development that has gone
on ln my constItuency since that time, we
find that a great Injustice wili be done to
the people of Yale and Cariboo, if it is left-
as It Is to-day, wlth only one member In
this House representing the whole constitu-
ency. The constituency s of such extensive
size, and the attention and consideration
that must be given to the Interests of the
people of a constituency of that kind, are
go great, that I do not hesitate to confess
that It la utterly Impossible for one man to
even pretend to look after such a constitu-
ency as it should be looked after. Since the
Redistribution Act of 1892 was brought Into
force, no less than ten towns In the constitu-
ency of Yale and Cariboo bave been incor-
porated. Most of these towns were hardly
lu existence at the time this Act was passed.
Yet to-day, for Instance, the town of!Ross-
land has a population of about 5,000 or 6,000,
and Nelson about the same. A number of
these other towns that have been incorpor-
ated wtbln the last few years, are increa-
ulng so fast that they will soon catch up to
these two towns that I bave already men-
t1oned. In addition to these, we have also
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a large number of other places that have try ought to be considered when the House
been founded and that show signs of deve- was dealing with the question of represen-
loping very fast. I do not wlsh, at this late tation. Mr. Mara, who was member fer
hour, to detain this House by going too fully Yale at that time, in discussing this ques-
into this matter; but when you have a dis- tion, sald:
trict opening up and developing as this part
of Britlsh Columbia Is doing, with the build- It la to be regretted that Cariboo, one of the
ing of the Crow's Nest Pass Railway, the oldest districts ln the province of British Col-
Columbia and Western and the other lines umbia, and one that has probably contributed

more revenue to the province than any other,
coming in from the United States to the ls to be merged into another district; but as
south, and when you have the minlng Cariboo has decreased In population and New
development that is going on all through Westminster has increased enormously, and as
the Kootenay and the southern part of Yale we have to deal with the population as we and
district, the need for change In the repre- It to-day, I am afraid there la no help for Cari-
sentation becomes pressing. In addition to boo, but that it must lose Its representative.
the towns I have alreaay referred to, with- thlnk that at that time lc should have
in the course of the next two years a num- drawn attention to the development of the
ber of other towns will grow up, and the Kootenay, and to the fact that the popu-
people will quite naturally consider that lation of this constitueney, Yale and Carl-

*they are entitled to more representation in boo, was larger than that of the consti-
this House than they have at the present tuency of Victoria, and that the disparity
time. The people of that district naturally in area was su great that the constituency
think that such a part of the country as of Yale and Cariboo was much more en-
Kootenay, which Is developing su fast, tltled to two members than Victoria. To
which bas done su much to draw attention show the development that bas been going
not only of the greater part of the Dominion, on i that country since then, I will men-
but also of the rest of the world. to our re- ton that the customs revenue for the Kot-
sources, should have greater consideration enay country In 1895-96 amounted to $249,-
than a town like Victoria, which, although 971, whilst the revenue for the Yale and
it shows steady growth, is not developing 1 Cariboo portion amounted to only $10,954.
to anything like the same extent as is the 1 In 1897-98 the revenue from Kootenay
Kootenay country. I snouid much like to .amounted to $360,957. Then, the inland
see some means devised to deal with this revenue shows possibly a greater advance
matter and put it in such a way that people in the Kootenay country, because, while in
of my constituency, and especially in the 1895-96 it amounted to $36,346, in 1897-98
Kootenay part of the country, might hope, it had increased to $91,09. These few
before very long, to have greater represen- figures, I think, will show that a greater de-
tation in this House. To show the develop- velopment, possIbly, is going on ln that part
ment whieh las been golng on all over that of the country than in almost any other
part of the country, I think I cannot do portion of the Dominion. I also think the
better than quote some of the returns from population is inereasing In an equal ratio.
that district of the different departments I fInd that at the last provincial election
since 1896. I find that the Post Office De- there were, ln the district of Cariboo, Ll-
partment shows a very large increase of looet and Yale 3,350 votes polled, which wasrevenue lin my constituency between the islightly more than the total vote, 3,308, polled
years 1896 and 1898. In 1896 the total pos- in Yale and Caribou at the time o! the Do-
tal revenue of my constituency amounted to minion election. The vote polled ln Koote-
$43,667. Taking the same constltuency for nay at the last provineial election was 4,107,1898, we find the total postal revenue for These figures show that there bas been athe year was $98,059. And all through we very large increase In the electorate of
see that this revenue shows a steady In- that part of the country, and I think we
crease. There bas been a large number of are Justified in assuming that the popula-
offices opened in that time, and, of course, tion of Yale and Cariboo is to-day some-
if that growth continues, the revenue goes where between 55,000 and 60,000 at theon increasing. When we take the returne very least. That Is a large increase in
of the customs and Inland revenue, I think population, but when we take Into con-we can show that the growth of that coun- sideration the large area of this consti-try bas been very considerable. I ftnd that tueney, you wlIl see how diult It la
In the year 1891 the revenue from the eus- foer a large population of that kind spread
toms ln what was known as the Kootenay over se great au area, to be properly re-
district amounted to $21,80. The revenue presented lu thIs House by one member or
that was collected ln the rest of the con- even 'by two. I would like to see somethingstltuency amounted to $7,418. Now, I dnd done, If possible, t give a better represen-
thetat the time ths Aet of 1892 wa under tation, espeealy tothe people of the Koote-discussion, no reference was made te the nay part of the country, because I feel
development that was then golng on ln the they would net be falrly deait with if they
Kootenay country, and attention was not are left to be represented in tis House bydrawn to the fact that the Kootenay cut- only one member. The probablties are

Mr. BO8TOCE.
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that by the next census the population of
thlis constituency will be somewhere about
75,000. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the few
figures I have given to the House will show
that a condition of things exists lu this
constituency of Yale and Cariboo which
should not be allowed to continue any long-
er, and that some arrangement ought to
be made whereby a better representaion
can be given to this constituency.

Mr. W. J. ROCHE (Marquette). I am
pleased that the hon. member who has just
taken his seat has set the example of the
western representatives entering into this
discussion, for now I eau follow la the
same direction without any apology to the
House. Although the province of Mani-
toba bas not been affected by this Bill, still
I desire to enter my protest against its
adoption by this House, first, because I con-
sider it is contrary to the provisions of the
British North America Act to pass such a
Bill at any time other than lnmedlately
after taking a decennial census ; and, sec-
ondly, even though it were perfectly con-
stitutional, I think it Is unealled for at the
present time. It seems to me passing
strange that though the Government make
a pretense of adopting county boundaries
as the Unes of demarkation between consti-
tuencies, they are putting this prinelple into
operation in only a portion of the country,
simply in those districts where they think
It will result beneficially to their own party,
and ignorIng it in those districts where they
Imagine that it wIll result disastrously to the
Interest of their party candidates. There
Is therefore no uniform prinelple prevalllng
In this measure except that one parainount
principle of party advantage. What has
become of their great cry of representation
by population that we heard so much about
in years gone by? That was their stock-
In-trade when the former Redistribution
Bills were up for discussion in this House.
But an analysis of the Bill now before the
House dIsIoses a gross infraction of that
principle ; apparently not the slightest heed
has been paid to It and what was formerly
looked on as the great ~foundation principle
on whlch the whole superstructure of a re-
distribution sbould be constructed, has been
ruthlessly shattered at the hands of Its for-
mer champions. I would ask, has It also
been silently laid to rest lu that grave of
discarded polieles, repudiated pledges and
broken promises to be left unwept and un-
honoured and unsung. Surely a prIneiple
that was consldered to be of such vital im-
portance a few years ago, sbould be equally
as aimportant to-day. We are, therefore, com-
pelled to look below the surface to find the
motives that prompted the Government to
introduce this measure at this time, in oppo-
sition to their repeated decrtions of the
past, and it does not requlre much probing
to locate the cause.

Is itnot a palpablesfign of weaknes, =y
cowardlce, for a ptolital party sonumer-

cally stroug ln this lHouse, with times pros-
perous throughout the country which la
bound to be of great aosstnce to any Gov-
ernment entrenched as they claim they are
lu the confidence of the electorate, with all
those advantages, and still resorting to the
unprecedented course of cha ng the boun-
daries of the constituenules, not for the
purpose of giving increased representation
to the country, for that they admit canot
be done except after a decennial cenass, but
for the purpose, as bas already been pointed
out, of packing the jury la antleipation of
their trial when next they appeal to the
people ? And what is the pretended rea-
son given for the unusual proceedlng. The
right hon. Prime Minister has said, the Poet-
master General has re-echoed it, and the las.
ser Ulghts who have spoken on the subject
have all followed suit in declaring sit Is for
the purpose of rectifying au Injustice that
had been done their party by the Redistri-
bution Bill of 1882. Now, admltting for the
sake of argument that in some few instances,
an apparent advantage had been taken of
their party by the Act passed by the Conser-
vative Government. Can it be denied that
the so-called advantage was taken only at
the proper time laid down by the constitu-
tion for the redistribution of seats to glve
increased representation to the people, and
not as In this case just before holding a
general election. l 1901 a new eensus wil
have to be taken, the increased population
will demand increased representation ; why,
therefore, does not the Government wait un-
til the ordinary time te Introduce such a mea-
sure ? Why bave a readjustment of the con-stitueneles now to be followed la less thanthree years wlth another readjustment ?
Why go back eight years to the ceusus of
1891, and make the population ofi that timethe basis of a redistribution Bil, when we
are withiu a year and a balf of the time for
taking another census ? In this new country
where our population is Increasing by thou-
sands year after year, how nonsensical it il
to adopt such a course. We do not have to
seek far to find -the reason. Notwikbstand-
Ing their pretense of confidence In their ten-
ure of office, In spite of their professions of
abilIty to retain their hold In the Treasury
benches, notwitbstandlng the satIsfaction
that they claim exists with their administra-
tion, they fear the honest verdict of the elee-
tors and partieularly of the province o! On-
tarlo, and hence we have the attempt made
under the guise of adoptlng county boun-
darles to fix the constitueneles In the inter-
ests of the Liberal party by putting that
principle Into effeet only where they see
a chance of making doubtful ets more safe
and gaining a few others from their oppon-
ents.

Representation by population, so far a
that eau be carrIed out, baving due reard
to identlty of interelts,l In my opinion of
far greater conequence In the redisrbutloa
of sets than the mere adbering to eounty
boundarles, and to say that it In rigbt and
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proper for a Conservative to represent from I1thing ln the bands of the Judges their avow-
30000 to 40,000 of a population, while on ed purpose to down the Tories would not
the other hand a Liberal, In a nelghbouring have been carried out to their satisfaction.
constituency, represents but 16,000 or 17,000 For a party that has always laid claim to
people, Is to set at defiance the past cou- superior virtue In publie life, ralsing their
tentions of the Liberal party and to perpe-: voices against anything savourlng of a parti-
trate a gross Injustice, not only on the Con- san character ln the legislation enacted by
servative party, but on the electors generally. i their opponents, denouncing the old Fran-
It is simply an Impossibility to pay any at- chise Act and the Redistribution Bill passed
tention to representation by population and during a Conservative regime, not only on
adhere strictly to county boundaries, and the grounds of expense, but also because of
under those circumstances It is of far more their supposed partisansbip, it Is rather a
consequence that the people should be repre- curlous commentary on their past profUs-
sented rather than the territory. Members sions to study the nature of the Franchise
of this House are not sent here to represent Act adopted by this Parliament last session,
so many square miles of territory, but so and the present Redistribution Bill the Gov-
many people, and even -where a county Is ernment are forcing on Parliament at this
large enough to require two or more repre- time. WIth those two measures embodying
sentatives It is impossible to have equality the most vicious principles whieh formerly
of population without dividing the town- i met with the condemnation of the great and
ships, and this would be much more repre- only party of purists, they, no doubt, Imagine
hensible than dividing the counties. To be they will have the Tories sufficiently at their
sure we have had the very bad precedent mercy to ensure for themselves another lease
set us by Sir Oliver Mowat, who, when P'e- of power, and what matters It to them if
mier of Ontario. in that notorlous gerry- principles are trampled uder foot so long as
mander of his. which in comparison the re- they are lu the enjoyment of the emoluments
distribution of 1882, pales tato insignificance, of offlee. Look at the unworkable character
and who did not content himself with divid- of their Franchise Act ; tbey broke the law
ing counties only, but townshlps and villages. In regard to that Act, during the first year
So that if this is prohibited you are bound of its existence, by refusing to have the lists
to have one constitueney In the same county printed, the reason given being because of
with considerably larger population than an- the expense involved, but that was the great
other. objection made against the old Franchise

And as for calling In the judges to run Act. The difference between the two parties
this line of demarkatIon between constitu- is this, whereas, when the Conservative Gov-
encies within the same County, the whole ernment desired to do away with the print-
proceeding is simply a farce calculated to ug of the lists durIng any particular year,
delude and deceive the electors by a pre- they came to Parliament and obtaIned the

tended sense of fairness. If the Government necessary authority, but our present auto-
were anxious and destrous of seeing a fair cratie legislators put themselves up as being
and equable distribution of seats, if tbey superior to Parliament and Ignored the ex-
were animated solely and wholly in the ln- pressed wish of Parliament, wlthout deign-
terests of fair-play, if It were their main Ing to ask for this authorlty. And what has
object to undo an Injustice that had been been the result ? We have seen the Import-
done them ln the Bill of 188, why not have ant constituency of the city of Wlnnlpeg lef!t
removed the whole affair beyond the realm without a representative durIng a whole pa>
of polities and relegated to the judiclary the lamentary session because there was no list
entire redistribution of the constltUenCides 1on which to take a vote. The lists that have
to deal with as ln their Judgment seemeth been prepared In that province within tha
best, and not merely confine ther operations last two months by the provincial govern-
to running a dlvidlng Une within the lmits1 ment, and on which members wll be elected,
of a county to give more than from that province to this House,, have been
one member. The best proof In my opinion prepared under the provisions of the notor-
that this measure is maInly intended for lous and partisan Franchise Act that every
party advantage, is the fact that they would perso bas heard so much about, notwIth-
not trust the Judges to deal with the entire standing this Government promIsed to use
matter, a policy that would have commend- their Influence with the provincial premiers
ed itself to ail parties If done at the proper to make their Acta more In accordance with
time, but have merely alloted to them the right and justice. The sunny ways evident-
nominal duties of running thIs dividIng Une ly had not much effeet wlth Mr. Greenway,
and thus using the judiclary as a cloak for if called Into action at all, and when during
thelr own questionable actions. Possibly the sesson of 18 of the Manitoba legisla-
the explanation for not dolng so Is te be ture Mr. Greenway promised Mr. Roblin,
found In this :.had the judges been requested leader of the Opposition In the House, if he
to undertake the task they would have said, would lay over some amendments he propos.
come to us at the proper t1ime, ad we wIll ed making to the Election Aet, that he, the
do so, but as for doing s0 now, it 1s eon- Premier, *ould himself amend the Act at
trary to the Brth North America Act, and another session Wch would be beld prior
we cannot be a party to doing an unconsti- to _aelectin._What has-been theresultM?

tuoa aet. And again by Ieaving every- Another seson ws calledi last March, aftr
MreOCEI
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being ln session a month or so It was ad-
journed ostensIbly to allow the members to
look after their spring work ; ln the interim
legislation clerks were appointed and new
lists prepared under the old order of things,
and evidences are coming to light where
scores of doubtful names bave been added
by the Grit party after the closing of the
lists, 103 such names having been added ln
Greenway's own constituency. This is the
manner ln which Liberal premiers keep their
word, and those are the lists upon which
members from that province are elected to
the House of Commons. Not satisfied, bow-
ever, with the advantage they have obtained 1
by their Franchise Act, to cap the elimax,
this Government now introduces its running
mate as a sequel to take still more advan-
tage on their opponents ; this Gerrymander
Bill almost as obnoxious, if that were pos-
sible, as its fellow the Franchise Act.

Why, Sir, it Is simply amazing when you
come to revIew the legislation enacted by
this Government since their accession to
power in 1896, to find that In almost every
instance the great underlying principles of
those measures which they championed
when on this side of the House have been
Ignominiously abandoned since coming into
power, and the loudest and most enthusiastic
advocates of those principles In the past are
now the most docile and abject apologists
for their abandonment.

Time-serving politicians Is, Sir, too com-
pllmentary a term to apply to tbose hon.
gentlemen ; self-seeking politicians, whose
specAalty is humbug, is a more appropriate
application. As the leader of the Opposi-
tion bas truly said, and bas challenged suc-
eessful contradiction, no precedent for such
an unusual and unconstitutional proceeding
can be cited where such a measure bas ever
been introduced into the Parliament of Can-
ada and been crystallized into law ln the
history of our country. It remains for our
present constitution wreckers to trample un-
der foot the traditions of the past, to ignore
precedents, to disregard the intent and pur-
pose of the British North America Act, and
under the pretense of rectifying a wrong do
the very thing they accused thelr opponents
of having done. And still we bear them de-
claiming against wrong-dolng, unfairness,
and partisanship, as if those terms are not
synonymous wlth modern Grit rule. Wby,
Sir, they are past masters In those devious
and questionable methods by which they ob-
tained power in the first place, and now are
trying to retalu power, that they have it.
It comes with very bad grace from the mem-
bers of the Liberal party to acuse their op-
ponents of dishonest political methods after
the recent revelations In the courts, parti-
cularly ln the counties of Huron, West El-
gin and South Ontarlo. Evidently the Min-
ister of Justice, for, I beleve, It is to him the
credit is due for being the architect of this
wonderful production, is not nearly so big
a man as some of his admirers would have

210

us belleve. Smarting under his defeat at
the hands of the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Clancy), he must needs vent his petty
spite against that hon. gentleman by wIping
out his constituency. Why, Sir, Instead of
harbouring il-feeling against the member
for Bothwell, I consider he owes him a debt
of gratitude, for is it not a fact that he owes
his present position lu the Senate to that
hon. gentleman ? Does any one for a mo-
ment suppose that had the Minlster of Jus-
tice been elected to rthis Ilouse in 1896, the
constituency of Bothwell would be viped
out by this Bill ? Oh, no ; that would have
been one of the seats where county boun-
daries would not apply. It is rather small
polities and unworthy of a Minister of the
Crown to try and legislate his successful
opponent out of the House, a gentleman who
reflects credit on his constituents, and does
honour to their sound judgment lu selecting
him as their representative, but possibly the
hon. Minister bas reckoned without his host.
The hon. members for East York (Mr. Mac-
lean), and West York (Mr. Wallace), also
seem to have been selected for special treat-
ment at the hands of the Government, and
most likely in those cases the hon. Postmas-
ter General (Mr. Mulock) was the advisory
committee. Being a Toronto man himself,
and failing to convert that city from Con-
servatism, the next best thing he imagines
he eau do is to gerrymander the Yorks so as
to benefit his party by taking away a large
Conservative vote and adding it to the city.

It seems very strange that the Government
after glancing over the whole province and
sizlng up the situation, have decided to put
into operation the county boundary system
only ln those cases where they feel sure the
net result will be to the advantage of the
Liberal party and deeming the principle of
no consequence whatever where its adoption
would Ilikely result In increased Conservative
representation. How they can (efend this
Bill on the grounds of Its fairness passes my
comprehension. Had they boldly come out
and candidly admitted tbat this measure,
after having given it a careful study, is
their best ,production from a party stand-
point, and designed, as It Is designed, mainly
for tbe purpose of assisting their party, they,
at least, would be free from the imputation
of hypocrisy and political disbonesty that
they have convicted themselves of. Now.
Mr. Speaker, as I sald. this Bill does net
affect the province of Manitoba. and I wll
not debate It at greater length, but I object
to It, not only because of Its unconstitution-
ality, but also because It Is entirely unwar-
ranted at 'this partieular tme.

Mr. LEIGHTON G. McCARTBYy (Norfi
Simcoe). Mr. Speaker, at this late hour I
would not dare to address this House, were
it not that I feel It Incumbent upon me to
do so, from the fact that this question in-
terested the hon. member for North Slmcee
who preceded me. The principle adopted
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by the Government in this Bill Is the prin- lar plank in Its platform, and he moved a
ciple of county limits, having regard to re- resolution In this House In 1892 to the same
presentation by population In so far as that effect. His plank was :
is practicable. Hon members on both sides To require in the readjustment of the constitu-of the House have discussed this question encies that the distribution of seats shall as farat length, and I do not propose, and would as practicable be based on equality or popula-
not have proposed even If the time were not tion, county and city boundaries being taken as
so short, to discuss it at any length. On the the natural limits of electoral districts, with equi-
second reading of the Bill I understand that table divisions thereof where the population en-
the discussion should be limited to a discus- titles tbe city or county to two or more repre-
sion of the principle involved in the Bill, sentatives.
only referring to details so far as that Is I point that out for this reason. The late
necessary in order to discuss the principle. hon.* member for North Simeoe argued then,
Wbat have we before us at the present time? and I argue now, that this was, and is, the
I subniit that there are only three questions proper basis for the representation of On-
that should be dealt with at this time. First, tario. In this respect I agree with the eon-
bave the Government power to legislate in tention of the hon. member for East Toronto
this way ? Hon. gentlemen of the Opposi- (3r. Ross Robertson), when he says that
tion have argued that this Bill is not con- Toronto bas not sufficient representation. In
stitutional. Hon. gentlemen on the Govern- his speech on that occasion, the late mem-
ment side have argued that it is constitu- ber for North Simeoe-I quote from "Han-
tional, and they have cited cases wherein sard," volume 2, 1892-said that, in his esti-
hon. gentlemen opposite have changed the mation, Toronto should have nine or ten
representation at other times than aftera i members, and I congratulate the bon. gen-
decennial eensus. If that be so, no man tieman who now represents Toronto, for the
can deny that a precedent exists for the way in which they are espousing her
alteration of the constituencies at a tIme interests. On that occasion, in 1892.
other than that. Whether that precedent the three representatives of Toronto,
is right or wrong, Is another question. I Messrs. Denison, Cockburn and Coatsworth,
am perfectly free to admit that two wrongs t who were then representatives of that large
do not make a right; but, looking at the eity, ail declared that the city should not be
question fram the standpoint, that it Is con- I bound by county limits, and should not,
stitutional, and assuming that hou. gentle- therefore, have the increased representation
men opposite, when they acted as they did. asked for by the hon. member for North
acted cons5titutionally. and that hon. gente- !Simcoe. Upon that occasion these hon.
men on this side. through the Department of gentlemen did not see fit to support him.
Justice, have declared that this Bill is con- -Now the hon. members for Toronto com-
stitutional, it would be a rash thing on my plain, as I do, that Toronto has not that
part to declare that it is not constitutonal. representation to which it is entitled, but
I assume that it is constitutional, and leave ithat point eau be dealt with more at length
it to some older members to settle that ques- in committee.
tion. And, if it is not constitutional, there By this Bill the county I come from is
is a means of having It declared ultra vires fnot given sufficient representation. We
of this Parliament. A question in whieh I have there a population of over 83,000, and
am more interested is the question whether I think we are entitled, upon the numeri-
or not the Government bave a right Io in- cal basis, to at least four members, but
troduce this measure, and whether this that also is something that should not be
House should pass It, assuming that it bas debated here. We are here discussing whe-
the power. We are told that there is no ther it is proper to confine constituencies to
necessity for it. Now. I say without fcar county lines, and it will be a matter for us
that I herald with delight a Bill wbich em- to discuss when the Bill is in committee
bodies, even partially, the prinelple to whiclh t whether or not It would be advisable to ln-I have referred. A Government coming crease the representation of tbat county asinto power should endeavour to fulfil Its well as of the city of Toronto, and also ofpledges-pledges which, I believe, wi'ere any other county.
forced upon them by the independant move- The next and all Important question, Ifments which exIsted In this country. In these two other propositions are auswer-1891 the Association of Patrons of Industry ed in the affirmatIve is have the Gov-for Ontariowhich formed no smaldl element ernment adopted the prinlciples as enun-ln the last election, at any rate en the pro- clated In these planks in the platforms I
vince of Ontario, adopted the following plarnk have read, and whether this House shouldln their platform :- adopt them as a prineiple to be acted upon?

Conformity of electoral districts to countyWhat is the converse principle suggested
boundaries as constituted for municipal purposes by hon. members on either one side or the
as far as the principle of representation by popu' other. It Is, If I did understand the hon.
lation will allow. gentleman who last spoke, representation
Then, the other movement, which was led the hs Reistributlon can cnd thatn
by my late hamnented uncle, adopted a sim!- preceding It, which I also agree with the

Mr'. McOARTHY.
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hon. member for East Toronto, was a dis-
grace to the party that introdueed t-

Mr. BERGERON. By whom was It
framed ?

Mr. MoCARTHY.
party.

By the Conservative

Mr. BERGERON. By Mn. Dalton Me-
Carthy, member for Simeoe.

Mr. McCARTHY. The late member for
Simeoe is, I deeply regret to say, not here,
but, speaking for him, I deny that, so far
as the Act of 1891 is concrened.

Mr. BERGERON. I am speaking of the
Act of 1882.

Mr. McGARTHY. Will the hon. gentle-
man pardon me a moment while I refer te
- Hansard." The hon. member for Beau-
harnois will find in Vol. 2 of "Hansard "
of 1892, that Mr. McCarthy said he did
have a finger in the pie in the matter of the
Redistribution Bill of 1882, and was pre-
pared to take the responsibilty for his
share of that disgraceful Act, and would
accept whatever punishment the country
saw fit to mete out to him for 1t, and you
will find that the country did not mete out
to him very grave punishment, judging by
the result of the last election, (perhaps his
repentance may have accounted for that) ;
bit the fact still remains, in my opinion.
and apparently in the opinion of hon. gentle-
men opposite, if we are to believe what they
say in regard to the Bill of Sir Oliver Mowat,
that the Bill of 1882 was also wrong, because
if you put the two Bills side by side, they
are almost Identical. Perhaps that of Sir
Oliver Mowat goes further and is more
stringent in its effect, but the intention of
each was the same, so far as the attempt
goes. no matter what the actual result was.
Both were intended to accomplish the same
purpose. and for that reason both these Bills
should never have been introduced In any
Parliament.

Assuming that representation by popula-
tion Is the Ideal of some hon. gentlemen
you cannot say that the Bill of 1882 cirrIed
that out, .If you compare the constituencles
You have, for instance, the following large
constituencies :

Algoma .........................
Kent ...........................
Russell ..............

Simcoe Norti .............
East York.................
Essex North ....................
Muskoka .......................
SImcoe East ....................
Toronto ........................
West York ....................

41,856
31,434
31,643
28,203
35,148
31,523
26,515
35,801

144,023
41,857

Compare these with the smaler constitu-
encles :

North Brant ................
Cardwell ................... •0

Frontenac.....•.........
Haldlmand .....................
210

16,993
15,383
13,445
16,307

Lennox .........................
Peterboro' West ...............
Brockville .....................
Durham West ..................
Grenville South ................
Leeds and Grenville ............
Monck ..........................

14,900
15,808
15,853
15,374
12,929
13,521
15,315

Nobody can say that the man who drafted
that Bill drafted It for the purpose of an
Idealistie representation by population. If
representation by population is your ideal,
wipe out all your Unes and limits and make
a block of counties with the unit of 20,908
in each. Then you would have an Ideal
representation by population, which might
perhaps be the best system. but which, In
my judgment, Is not the best. We have
grown up in this coautry as in England-
and I am proud to say we are great wor-
shippers of British institution.s-with county
lines paramount, and with the idea that
county representation and feeling and pride
should be engendered in the people. Then.
county lines being paramount, subsidlary to
that should be representation. so far as
practicable, by population. That is the
theory on which I am prepared to support
this Bill. I asked the question of the hon.
member for East Grey (Mr. Sproule) to
night : What had been the effeet of this
present Bill on those eastern Ontario con-
stituencies ? To which he replied county
Unes had been disregarded. And there-
fore, I desire to put myself In this position
with regard to this Bill. I am going to
vote for the second reading on the ground
that it carries out the theory of county
limits. But if In committee I find that
that has not been carried out, and if any
hon. member Is able to suggest an amend-
ment to the Bill which will better solidify
a constituency so far as county lines are
concerned, he may count on my support,
whatever that may be worth.

I would call attention to this point I
have some great doubt as to whether the
constituencies of Bothwell and Cardwell
should be wiped out. Those are constitu-
encies which have been counties since con-
federation, although not for judicial pur-
poses. There interests have been created
by that great length of time, and it may
be thought advisable that the constituen-
cies should not be wiped out. The hon.
member for Cardwell (Mr. Stubbs), I think,
wil agree with me, and would desire to
protect himself in that way ; but If in com-
mittee the county of Cardwell ean be pro-
teeted In accordance with the views that I
have endeavoured to express, we would,
I think, consider ourselves free to sup-
port any such arrangement.

There ls only one other point remaining.
Why should not the Government Introduce
this measure. It seems to me most rea-
sonable and fair that when a party has
perhaps been fored by the vlews of the
independents, whIch element ls, as I have
said, extremely strong in the province of
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Ontario, to pronounce these principles
as just, that they should at once lu-
troduce a Bill embodying that principle, if
they desire support in that province from
persons believing in those principles. The
Government have adopted them in this Bill,
perhaps not su far as they should have done
but I herald with delight something that
lays down some principle on whIch we
can act in the future, and if it appears to
be a good principle, we will have some sta-
bility with regard to the distribution of
seats. Hitherto it cannot be said that any
principle was acted upon. Whether the
gerrymander worked out with the effect
expected or did not, bas nothing tu do with
the consideration of this qaestion. The
Bills of 1882 and 1892 were intended to eut
some hon. members out of their seits and
did not; that makes no difference. but if
county limits as the paramoant idea and
representation by population as a subsidiary
is the best, as against the principle of repre-
sentation by population pure and simple, I
think that the Government is to be com-
mended, ln so far as it has gone, at ail
events, and to that extent I am prepared
to support the seoad reading of this Bill.

Mr. POWELL (Westmoreland). The hon.
gentleman who bas just taken bis seat
made no remark t ecall for any special re-
ference from myself, except one. He com-
menced with a reference to the late member
for the county of SImeoe, whose demise we
all regret. But I think it is time that this
bon. gentleman rose above what I might
call, to coin a pharase, necropolitan polities.
Su far as bis reference to the late lamented
member for Simeoe is concerned, strange
to say that gentleman, if he is any authority
for the present member, If the present mem-
ber respects the virtue and ability of the
deceased, gave the House, as a result of
bis handiwork, the Redistribution Act of
1882. That that bon. gentleman framed and
had the main part [n passing through this
House the Redistribution Act succeeding
the census of 1881.

Mr. MeCARTHY. Will tbe hon. gentleman
(Mr. Powell) allowl me to ask him a ques-
tion ? As I understand it, lhe was not in the
House at the time he speaks. Will he give
me the name of bis Informant, for what he
says has been denied ?

Mr. POWELL. I think the bon. gentle-
man (Mr. MeOarthy) gave, us the Informa-
tion ln the book that he himself read when
he quoted the late hon. gentleman as stating
that he took upon bis shoulders all the ig-
nominy attached to It.

Mr. -McCARTHY. If my hon. friend wll
allow me to Interrupt him, I would say that
when he quotes be should quote correctly.
The statement that I quoted as made by the
late Mr. MeCarthy was thut he accepted all
the igïorniny that lie was entitled to.

fr. McCARTHT.

Mr. POWELL. I can Inform the bon.
gentleman that there are those within the
walls of this room who know that there was
no division of honour ln respect to that
matter, but that the late lion. member for
North Simeoe had the complete monopoly.
The bon. junior member for Halifax chal-
lenges the legal members of the Opposition
to come to the support of the leader of the
Opposition in his contention that the Bill
before the House is unconstitutional. The
bon. gentleman (Mr. Russell) went so far as
to extend to the leader of the Opposition his
sympathy and gave the House an expression
of bis great regret that there was no one
versed in law, upon this side of the House
who had taken compassion upon the leader
of the Opposition and seen to It that his
views on constitutional law were in accord
with the most advanced authorities. I Usten-
ed with a good deal of attention to the hon.
member for Halifax and I am using ne
word of hackneyed conventlonality, but I
am speaking tthe words of truth and sober-
ness when I say that when that hon. gentle-
man rose my views were completely antago-
nistic to those expressed by the leader of the
Opposition, and before he sat down he
worked a marvellous conversion in my mind.
Before proceedlng to discuss the constitu-
tional point I may say that the leader of the
Opposition requires no sympathy. The gen-
tleman who formulates opinions on const-
tutional law that are shown to be backed up
by the authorlty that attached to the naine
of Sir John Macdonald need not ask for the
sympathy of even the junior member for
Halifax. If there Is one man more than
another ln ithe political history of this coun-
try whose opinions on every point of consti-
tutional law and practice were authorItative,
he was the late lamented father of this con-
federation. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Russell)
however, might well have reserved bis sym-
pathy 'or the leader of the Government.
That ri ht bon. gentleman when he made
bis speacb in this House respecting the Elii
now bi'fore us gave bis reasons for thInking
the B!11 was constitutional. He did not enter
upon any elaborate discussion of constitu-
tionai principles, he placed himself solely
upon two or three precedents which he quo-
ted but ln which he was shown by the
leader of the Opposition to be completely at
sea. However. Sir, supposing the contention
of the leader of the Opposition was correct,
supposing for one moment tilat this Bill is
completely uneonstitutional, does not the
hon. leader of the Government know that
nobody entrusted with power can be said to
be functus oficlo so long as that power is
not completely executed. If it is executed
in mistake, that is a case where incomplete
execution of the power was made. In re-
spect to case cited by the hon. gentleman,
it was a case which the House was not well
informed at the time, and blundered and
the Act of parliament, a rectification of what
the House had done, or rather a completion
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of what the House had undertaken to do but
failed to do.

I stated that the member for Halifax had
wrought a change in my own views as to the
constitutionality of this Bill, and I shall
proceed to show tihe House the manner in
which my conversion, as I may call it, was
brought about. If hon. gentlemen will
look iito this matter they will find that there
are three sections of the British North Amer-
Ici Act which apply. The hon. memiber for
East Prince (Mr. Bell) introduced a fourth
section. which. however, the- hon. juniot
ineiber for Halifax eliminates from the dis-
eussioi by saying that it has nothing to do
with the case, and then proceeds to damn
the hon. muember for East Prince with faint
praise by attributing an argument to him
that he never made, and then 'ongratulating
him upon it. These three sections are; see-
tions 40, 51 and 91. The process of reasonlng
is rather close and I would ask the careful
attention of hon. gentlemen, and 1 woild ask
the House to bear with me In what may -be
a dry discussion. for every construction of
the meanlng of the statute Is necessarily a
dry discussion. Section 40 says :

Until the Parliament of Canada otherwise pro-
vides, Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick shall, for the purposes of the election
of members to serve in the House of Commons,
be divided Into electoral districts as follows :-

That section has been cited by hon. gentle-
men opposite who have dlscussed this matter
as beinug conclusive, If that section stood
alone I should say that it was conclusive.
But it does not stand alone. Arrangements
existing under this section were to stand
until the Parliament of Canada otherwise
determines or enacts. These -words "other-
wise provides " are given full scope to by
section 51. If we turn to section 51, we shal
find that provision is made in accordance
with which this Parliament of Canada can
otherwise provide ; and section 40 unques-
tionably contemplates the procedure under
section 51. That disposes of section 40. But
hon. gentlemen opposite say that by virtue
of the powers inherent in this Federal Par-
liament whicb are conveyed by section 91
in general terms, we have the power to deal
with this matter. Now, I will read section
'91:

It shall be lawful for the Queen, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate and House
of Commons, to make laws for the peace and
good government of Canada in relation to all
matters not coming within the classes of sub-
jects by this Act assigned exclusively to the
legislatures of the provinces ; and for greater
certainty. but not so as to resist the generality
of the foregoing terms of this section, it is
hereby declared, that notwithstanding anything
In this Act, the exclusive legislative authority of
the Parliament of Canada extends to all matters
coming within the classes of subjects next here-
Inafter enumerated, that is to say :
Then follows the llst of subjects of juris-
diction that are expressly and by enumer-
ation given to the Parliament of Oanada.

Now, my argument is, notwitbstanding the
general words of that section, It Is qualified
by every section outside of section 91 which
applies to a specinie subject that mlght be
covered by section 91. These sections must
stand together-sections 51 and 91 and sec-
tion 51 governs. I might cite several, cases
of the Privy Council of constitutlona:l mat-
ters referred to them in which they have
given decisions in support of this construe-
tion. I might cite also the principles of sta-
tutory interpretation whleh are well known
to the legal gentlemen of this House. If
section 91 is general, section 51 specifie, sec-
tion 51 cannot be overridden by the gen-
eral words of 91, the principle of statutory
construction which applies being that gen-
eral words will not control specifle words.
A specifie enactment must be taken as being
an exception to a general enactment,
a specifle clause to a general clause.
I come to section 51, which hon. gentlemen
opposite say refers simply to interprovincial
readjustment. Now. mark you, if section
51 refers exelusively to the interprovincial
readjustment of representation, how easy a
thing it would have been to have said so in
short terms. how easily could the British
Parliament have said : The representation
for the provinces of this Dominion shall be
on the basis of population, allowing 65 mem-
bers for the province of Quebee. That Is all;
those few words would have completed the
enactment and made every necessary provi-
sion. But this section not only refers to M-
terprovincial readjustment, but it also ne-
cessarily implies. as much so as if it was
stated in express terms, redistribution as
well. I will read It :

On the coompletion of the census in the year
1871, and of each subsequent decennial census,
the representation of the four provinces shall be
readjusted by such authority, in such manner
and from such time as the Parliament of Canada
from time to time provides, subject and accord-
ing to the following rules.
Now, what is the necessity of this long and
elaborate legislation, if all that was sought
to compass was a declaration that the repre-
sentation from the different provinces shall
be according to the ratio their population
bears to the population of Quebec, which Is
to have 65 members ? But here is some-
thing elaborate. And it must be remem-
bered that if this section deals with
and provides for distribution, It must be
looked to exclusively for tbe mode of pro-
cedure. It is not a legislative declaration
as to -the relative representation in this
House alone, for It provides for a distribu-
tion necessarlly. Parliament provides an au-
thority-and that authority may be Itself,
I admit-to make the distribution "In such
rnanner and from such time, &c." It is
to lay down the principles that are to deter-
mine the distribution. Now, I call the at-
tention of the House partlcularly to the
words "shall be readjusted by such authori-
ty." We will say that it authorizes the issu-
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Ing of a commission-and such a course is
In contemplation-by such authority. If the
commission was appointed to-day, would not
hon. gentlemen in this House say that, after
the commission had been appointed under
that section and had done its work, the sta-
tutory power was spent, if the work was
completely done? If the power was com-
pletely executed, that must end the power
which must last until the work is renewed
after the next decennial census. This is
rather a bold statement, considering the
weight of legal authority on the other side
of the House ; I assure you that I feel con-
siderable comfort in being backed in this
matter by the opinion of such an able con-
stitutional jurist as Sir John A. Macdonald.
Now, I wish to call the attention of the legal
gentlemen of this House particularly to
these words. In one place it says, with re-
spect to one thing, "from such time9" ; in
the same clause it says, "from time to
time " in respect to another thing. These
expressions must mean "once," and " as
often as Parliament sees fit," respectively.
" The representation is to be readjusted by
such authority, ln such manner, and from
such time," that is, once, and until the sta-
tute after the next census. Parliament Is
to provide the method by which this author-
ity is to act and to make such provision
from time to time, as often as is necessary.
The readjustment is from a certain time.
But the powers of this Parliament, say, to
constitute a commission, to lay down regu-
lations, so to speak, which shall guide the
commission, are to be exercised as often as
this Parliament sees fit to exercise them. It
may change them from session to session, or
change them during the session. and that is
the significance of the words "from time to
tiime." The execution of the power by the
authority entrusted with t, Is not " from
time to time," but until lthe requirements
of the section. that is, until the next decen-
niai census, calls for its exercise again.
I arrived at this conclusion, as I said, this
evening, and while I speak positively. on
reconsideration my opinions might change
again ; but at present I feel somewhat like
the Hon. Joseph Howe, the celebrated states-
man in Nova Scotia. who was taxed on one
occasion with changing bis opinions. "Well,
gentlemen," he said, - if it is any satisfac-
tion to you to twit me with a change of opin-
ion, ail I can say is. that there are no opin-
ions for which I entertain so little respect as
my discarded opinions."

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId
Laurier). Perhaps that may come yet.

Mr. POWELL. If this argument be cor-
rect, Mr. Speaker; this Bill is unconstitu-
tional. But suppose that the Bill is per-
fectly constitutional, then I ask : Why is it
before the House ? I tell the right hon. gen-
tleman who leads this Government. that
when he stated, in bis speech in support of

Mr. POWELL.

this Bill, that the trend of public opinion in
British-speaking countries, and especially in
England, was, that urban constituencies
should not be as fully represented as rural
constituencies, he is entirely in error, so far
as England is concerned. I tell him that in
England, from the day the Reform Bill was
placed upon the statute-book ln 1882, down
to the last Reform Bill in 1885, there has
been a gradual evolution in legislation to-
wards the cardinal democratie principle,
one vote, one power. I do not say that
movement has reached its end, but the move-
ment is well defined. Let me give a few
facts. In 1832 the hon. gentleman would
have been in a perfect paradise, had he lived
in England. What has taken place there ?
Even before the conquest, but largely af-
ter the conquest, there had grown up in
England certain little municipalities, 'im-
peria in imperio,' so to speak, uponi which
depend both the genesis -and perpetuation
of the principles of British liberty.
These little communities, boroughs, had ex-
isted for hundreds and hundreds of years.

IThe Act of 1832, instead of recognizing their
existence and continuing their dignity, actu-
ally struck out of existence a large number of
them. I do not remember how many were
wiped out in that way, but it is immaterial
to my argument. In addition the Act took
fifty of these boroughs, these independenr
municipalities with their glorious histories,
with the attachment on the part of the peo-
ple to their local government which could
not be broken, and united them to counties
and created new constituencies. The Act
divided counties, ignoring the sanctity. of
county boundaries, and created separate con-
stituencies. la addition to that the Act
created four new boroughs in London and
gave them representation. In 1868, when

Jthe Conservative Reform Bill was passed
what was the trend of popular opinion and
legislative action as evidenced by t ? The
Act took one member from each of thirty-
five small boroughs ; It allowed no borough
to have representation that had less than
10,000 inhabitants. There is a recognition,
at least. of the principle of representation by
population not carried out, it is true, to a

Ivery radical extent, but still recognized as
a principle. But, nevertheless, In order to

I give three representatives lnstead of two, as
1 previously, they subdivided several of the
counties and created new constituencles, re-
gardless of the sanetity of the county boun-
daries. We come down to the Act of 1885.
which wiped out seventy-nine of the small
boroughs entirely and unlted them to coun-
ties. What does the right hon. Prime Min-
ister say to this action on the part of the Br-
tish Parliament, or to its maintaining county
divisions or its maintaining borough divi-
sions. Thait Parliament united them just as
the Conservatives did ln New Brunswick
when they united Sunbury and Queen's andl
as they did In different parts of Ontario.
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The Act disfranchised two boroughs alto- will ask whether that be the reason, and theygether, but that was on account of corrup- will come to the conclusion that the reason
tion, and I need not refer particularly to is a political reason, and not the reason con-them. It wiped out one hundred and thirty- talned ln the statement that was given totwo seats which were divided among the the House. What principle underlies biscounties and towns. When the right bon. Bill, I would ask, which would commend itPrime Minister says that this principle of to any Independent body. Suppose the hon.rural as against urban representation pre- gentleman were arguing this matter beforevails lu England, I point ont these facts to a board of judicial men ? What would behim proving that he is entirely in error. The put forward to these judges upon which heright bon. gentleman bas only to refer to could ask for judgment ln bis favour? HRethe Bill of 1885, which gave London a re- says we want county boundaries, but thepresentation of 61 members, including the rule that he atitempts to lay down is moreold city of London and the contiguous muni- honoured ln its breach than in its observ-cipalities. and the other parts that came ance. The bon. gentleman's rule reminds mewlthin Greater London. With an electoral very much of a coloured preacher who wasunit of 50,000, that would make the popula- the possessor of the hallucination thattion of London over 3.000,000, whie the PO- the millenlum had arrived and that Satanpulation was only a little over 4,000,000, so was bound for a thousand years. "Beware
that the discrepancy was small. Liverpool my friends, notwithstanding the fact thatbad nine ; Birmingham, seven ; Manchester, "e as been chained, he may catch you, and
six ; Bristol, six ; and so on ; I need not go you and you," said lie. pointing to differentover them all. I shall bring my remarks persons in bis audience. One of his duskyto a head on that score by quoting from hearers said, "Why, massa. the old fellowan eminent man in his line, Mr. J. LoNwes tmight as well be loose." In respect toDickinson. a Fellow of the University off this observance of county boundarles
Cambridge, upon the general trend ln Eng- it is violated lu so many cases that
land of popular opinion towards the prin- jithe rule nay be considered as non-ciples of democracy as evidenced lu legisla- existent. There are three things thattion. In the United States, from the timetioffThoas e~rso. wo, n hisconinetthe hon. gentleman miglit have as underhy-of Thomas Jefferson. who, on this continent,in n pmuciples-county boundaries. represen-may be said to be the father of democracy, tation by population and the restoration ofwhen lie put in the Declaration of Independ- constituencies to their former conditions. Asence that all men are born equal, to the pre- to population which is a cardinal principlesent time the advance bas been towards ofC advanced liberalism i England, has the
bis ideal. After narrating the history off hon. gentleman based his Bil upon it. Hte
what I may call the evolution of the prin-' bas not, He proposes to make enactments
eiple, Mr. Dlckinson says: ln entire disregard of population, and of the

The member for a constituency is no longer 1 electoral unit. Does lie restore constituen-
conceived as the spokesman for a particular dis- cies to their former condition ? No ; only
trict. those constituencies from which the hon.
How does the right hon. gentleman's theory tom

anext general elections are restored. Theseaccord with that ?__ -'Il .a. 9 .M % -Y--
He Is regarded as the trustee of a certain

definite amount of political power,--
How does it accord with that ?
-- determined by the measure of a certain de-
finite population.
How does it accord with that ?

The process of redistribution has been, lke
that of the extension of the franchise, a transi-
tion half reluctant and balf unconseous to the
democratic principles.
I shall not enter into any criticism ln detail
of this measure. When an hon. gentleman
or a Government brings fforward a BIl like
this which seeks to make a change ln what
Is one of the most fundamental matters In
the parliamentary government of the coun-
try, that hon. gentleman or that Govern-
ment should set forth some necessity for it.
What reason has he brought forward ? The
right hon. gentleman bas given us several
pretexts. but I would like to know what Is
his reason. Hon. gentlemen on this side off
the House, when they look at the pretext.

are all the things that might have been ex-
peeted as underlying principles of the Bill.
There is no principle in it. It is based upon
no principle but political gain : it seeks to
compass no honest principle. The statement
which is made Is simply a pretext and the
real reason is to obtain some political advan-
tage at the next general elections. In respect
to what the Conservatives did In 1882 I will
say that there was a large number' of new
members in Ontario and some new members
ln Nova Scotia. and It was necessary to make
provision for them that there should be some
readjustment of the constituencies. What-
ever arrangement was made fault would be
found by hon. gentlemen opposite. If Con-
servatives made an arrangement looking to
their own political aggrandizement, they did
wrong. I for one, regret that at that time
the means contemplated by the constitution
In section 51 were not resorted to, and that
an independent body with authority to divide
the provinces into constituencies and to allo-
eate the representatives to them was not
constltuted. The redistribution of seats
should be a matter above polities. It Is a
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matter that should be taken In hand by the
leaders of both parties so as to have an ab-
solutely fair non-partisan division of the
electorate. Mr. Speaker, I will say no more
except this : That in view of the auithority
of Sir John A. Macdonald. the leader of the
Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper) was justi-
fied in making the statement he dld that ihis
Bill is absolutely unconstitutional ; and so
far as I can see-giving full importance and
full force to every section of the Brltisb
North America Aet-nothwithstanding any
arguments of hon. gentlemen opposite, it Is
unconstitutional.

Mr. E. F. CLARKE West Toronto). Mr.
Speaker, as it is the intention to close the
debate and have a divison to-night, I shall
not at this very late hour occupy the time
of the House for more than a few minutes.
The duty that would ordinarily devolve on
a member representing a Toronto consti-
tuency, bas been so efficiently discharged
by my hon. friend from East Toronto (Mr.
Ross Robertson). and he bas so forcibly
presented the disabilities under which To-
ronto will labour if this Act becomes law,
that little is left for me to say. But, Mr.
Speaker, I deem It my duty to refute as far
as I can some of the criticisms which hon.
gentlemen opposite have directed against
my bon. friend from East Toronto (Mr.
Ross Robertson). The hon. member for
East Huron (Mfr. Macdonald) was particu-
larly severe on the hon. gentleman (Mr.
Ross Robertson) and he accused him of
speaking a certain number of minutes on
behalf of the Government and then a certain
number of minutes on behalf of the Opposi-
tion. He declared that the hon. gentleman
(Mr. Ross Robertson) never made any sug-
gestions In this House that were particular-
ly valuable. I can tell the bon. gentleman
from East Huron (MIr. Macdonald) that
the hon. member from East Toronto (Mr.
Ross Robertson) since he bas occupied a
seat ln this House bas always been able to
give a reason for the views he holds. and
he bas never hesitated to express bis opi-
nion by casting bis vote on one side or the
other as by him was deemed right. I was
more particularly struck with the closing
remarks of the bon. gentleman. (Mr. Mac-
donald) when speaking of the political
views which are beld by the great majoilty
of the people of Toronto. He declared that
it was the duty of the representatives of
Toronto to support this Bill because it gave
greater justice to Toronto than was for-
merly given. and he told us that if the ci-
tizens of Toronto had greater confidence in
the administration and sent members here
to support their législation, the elty would
probably get a larger representaton in this
House than it was now getting. Are we
not justIfied In concludlng from that state-
ment that, as bas been polnted out again
and again. the sole object of hon. gentle-
men opposite in Introducing this meansure

Mr. POWELL.

at this stage of the life of this Parliament,
is to secure a party advantage for them-
selves ?

Mr. MACDONALD (East Huron). Permit
me .to correct my hon. friend (Mr. Clarke) in
the statement he has made. He alleges
that I said that If the city of Toronto sent
representatives here to support the Govern-
ment, that city would receive greater favours
at the hands of the Government. I did
not say that. I said that if the city of To-
ronto was looking to its own interests it
would send members here to support this
Government, which takes a statesmanlike
view of all the affairs of the country, and
therefore that Toronto would receive great-
er benefit than she does at the present time.

-Mr. CLARKE. E do not know that the
explanation just made by the bon. member
(Mr. Macdonald) is any better than the
statement which he tries to explain. I am
In the judgment of the House when I say,
that the sum and substance of his argu-
ment was, that if the city of Toronto ex-
pressed more frequently Its confidence in
the LIberal party and Government. it might
look for greater favours from the Govern-
ment than it now receives. But, Mr.
Speaker. the people of Toronto bave long
memorles, and they can look back upon the
treatment which their city received from
lion. gentlemen opposite and their political
friends and supporters. They are not un-
mindful of the fact thit that city bas been
dealt with by friends of hon. gentlemen In
the province of Ontario. as unfairly and un-
justly as it was possible for them to treat
it. The hon. gentleman (fr. 'Macdonald)
suggests that we should support this Bill
because of the measure of justice it metes
out to Toronto. but surely he must bave
forgotten that the Bill as flrst introduced
by the Prime Minister contained no provi-
sion for addItional representation in that
city. The bon. gentlemn (Mfr. Macdonald)
di! rot express any disapprobation with
regard te the great injustice which was
intended to be perpetcrated. I have no hesi-
tation In saying, that If it were not for the
universal condemnation whilch that parti-
cular feature of the measure met with from
hen. menebers on this side of the Holuse-
and ta their credit be it said, from many
hon. members on the other side of the
House-the tardv lialf measure of justice
which is belng donc -to the citv of Toronto
by increasing its members from four to five
would not have been accorded. In order ta
demonstrate. if demonstration is necessarv,
that the object of this BillI Is purely politi-
cal. one has only te look at the way In
which the Bill affects the ci-ty of Taronto
and the county of York taken tozether.
Whetn the hon. member for Enst Hiiron
(1r. Macdonaldl was sneaking as to the
renresentation of +he civt of Toronto. I ln-
vited him to give sone fleures with resnert
tn the representation which the county of
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York would receive under this Bill, but he by the unanimous opinion practically of the

apparently could not comply with the re- province of Ontario to do this act of smple
quest. As at present constituted the county justice to the city of Toronto. The Post-

of York, with its three ridings bas a popu- master General, in moving the second read-
lation of about 97.000. By the present Bill ing of this Bill, made the statement that .he

the poipulation of the county of York practice had not prevailed in Canada in the

is beino reduced from 97,000 to about.1, past to give as full representation to the

62,000. but notwithstanding that. the cities as to the more sparsely-settiled dis-
Government do not propose to reduee tricts of this country. I make bold to say
the representation of the county of York in that an examination of the facts in connec-
this House. Why is that done ? If the tion with the representation of urban cou-

Government had acted fairly, when thev stituencies will not sustain the statement of

reduced the population of the county of the Postmaster General. My hon. friend from

York by one-third, they would have re- East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) last night
duced the representation of that county in pointed out, and gave sufficient reasons I

this House by one-third, but they knew the think to demonstrate, that the Postnaster
result would have been disastrous to them. General's statement was, to say the least, in-
If lnstead of continuing to give it three mem- accurate. What has been the unit of repre-
bers they had given the county two mem- 1 sentation of the various cities in the Domin-
bers with a population of 60,000, making ion%? Not counting the city of Toronto, the
the unit of representation the same as n population of the cities of the Dominion
the city of Toronto, the Government would amouns to 481,095; they have 19 represen-
not have had a ghost of a show to elect tatives, and the unit of representation is

either one of the two members for the 25,321. If the Bill whieh the hon. gentleman

county of York. But. after depriving the introduced into this House had not been

county of one-third of its population, they amended in the particular ln which it has,

still give it three members In the hope that by giving Toronto an additional member, the

they may succeed in depriving of their population of Toronto would have been 174,-
seats the hon. gentlemen from West York1414, and the unit of representation 43,604,
(Mr. Wallace) and from East York (Mr. but, notwithstanding, a discrimination has

Maclean). That is one of the iniquities of been practised and is stil being practised

the Bill which is apparent to al; that is against the city of Toronto. Even with this

one of the features of this Bil that idditional member for Toronto, the unit of

worthy of condemnation. The hon. gentle- representation Is 34.883. In view of these

man from South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) also facts :the representatives of the city of To-

thought that justice was being done to ronto in this House would not be doing their

Toronto by this Bill. He went so far as to duty, no matter on which side they hold
say that in previous redistributions, wards their seats, if they did not rise and enter a

of the city of Toronto had been taken and protest against this discrimination, which
attached to some of the ridings of York. for cannot be justified, against the Queen City
the purpose of giving unfair representation oflte west. While I do not say. that the
in this House The hon gentleman (Mr. other cities should not have the representa-
Landerkin) must have been misinformed lion which they have in this House, I do

becanse no ward of the city of Toronto hias say that if they are entitled to that represen-

ever been added to any of the ridings of tation, the city of Toronto is entitled to

the county of York for such a purpose. equal representation in.proporion to its popu-
What lias happened was this: As addl- lation. The four cities of the province of

tions have been made from time to time, Ontario-Ottwa, Kingston, London and
under the authority of the Lieutenant-Gov- Hamilton-are represented lu this House by
ernor in Couneil, of certain municipalities in six menbers, and their total population. ce-

the county of York to the eity. these cording to the census of 1891 is 131.270. so

added portions while entering the city that the unit of representation Is 21,878.
municipally. have been left ln the county whlch is about the unit of representation of

for parliamentary purposes, where they the constituencies generally.
bad been from time Immemorial. They Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The hon.
have not been taken Into the city of gentleman is giving the population o! the
Toronto for the purpose of representation other cities !rom the census of 1891, and ho
in this House. , They remain where they is calculatIng the population o! Toronto as
have always been;: but the Intention of hon. it stands at -te present time.
gentlemen, when they took these additional
wards into the clty of Toronto for the pur- Mr. CLARKE. I ar glad, Mr. Speaker,
pose of representation ln this House. was not that the hon. gentleman las given me by his
to recognize that the population of the cityinterruption an opportunity of emphaslzifg
of Toronto -had been increased by that ac- a fact which I might otherwise have for-
tion by nearly 40,000, because they proposed gotten. that in giving the populations o! the
to give it no additional representation. but to different cities, I1have taken the census of
gain an advantage In the county of York, 13919 and I have also taken the census o!
and we do nt thank hon. gentlemen oppositeivintheoulatonothecityo

particularcalculatine they havelaeeonfofceorTnronto
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Mr. MACDONALD (Huron). The eity of There is, I believe, a general impression pre-
Toronto ln 1891 had a population of 144,000. vailing that cities are not represented on the
Now it has about 171,000, into which the same basis as counties. That is a mistake. The
hon. gentleman divides the representation unit for counties and the unit for cities are

whib"nakes the unit 3-4,000.practically identical. The population of all cities
is added up, and the total is divided by the
unit of 53,700, and the result is that the cities

Mr. CLARKE. Without meaning to be as a whole are represented just as the counties
disrespectful to the hon. gentleman, I cer- are.
tainly would not bave taken up so mueli fs
time in referring to misstatements which he
made but that I thought he was famillar Taking the cities as a whole, they secure, ac-
witl the population of the different cities of cording to their population, as many representa-
this province and of the Dominion. I eau tives as the counties ; that is what I want to

only assure the hon. gentleman that he is eu- impress on the House.
·tirely mistaken as to the figures he glves of Now, Mr. Speaker, if the hon. member for
the population of the clty of Toronto. I an East Toronto quoted any statements that
giving the populations of the cities of On- misled the lon.e rf alîfax, I arn
tario> as they are found in the census of 1891. sure that le orred in good company. and
The city of Toronto, as it is to be constituted that the figures le presented to this buse
by this Bill, includlng the wards taken from were figures which lie believed miglt le
East and West York, according to the census tloroughly relied upon. Hon. gentlemen
of 1891, lias a population of 174,414. We are opposite are asking us to support this Bil
asked to be satisfied with five members for In view of the addîrional representative
a population of 175.000, while the other four being given to theity of Toronto. Let nie
eities off Ontario wbhh lave named, wiîh draw their attention to the fact that the
a population of 131,000, have six memberS. course whih they have pursued in their
î appeal to the hion.gentleman's sense of dealin s with Toronto for the past ton or
fair-play, that when lie next makes a speech fifteenyears does fot justify the representa-
with regard to the representation of cities tihes of that eity giving them any confidence
ln t1is bouse, lie will do Justice to tho citY; or help. The city"off Toronto was represent-
off Toronto.I have refrained from sayi e in the Ontaro legisature since confed-
what the probable population of -the city Off eration by two members. but the population
Toronto is now. Might's Dirctory estimates increased so largely that in 188. Sir Oliver
the population comprised under this Act, to Mowat was eompelled to gie it an addi-
have been on the lst of January hast no lessn tional representative. But. contrary 10 every
than 235,000. If there wero a desire on the: principle off justice and fair-play, lie united
part off hon. gentlemen opposite to do simple lieîocntteCies. Cli had bn ds-
justi-e to lie eity off Toronto, in vîew off tbe tinet and separate from confederation up t
enormous increase which ias taken placed,1wt , and, while lie gave the people of To-

anth population of 3,0,have ix membn tes ors hc te ae useci hi

pelt the ulaton.that gentleman's se oronto, as one onstituency, an additional ro-
past fi-e or six years, they would lai e presentative in the legisati-e assembly of
gi-en it the same unit of representation iis tasof le t givig the m an p o ide nceat
this House that other cities oftie Dominion while Toronto shouwd retur a three member,

oToonto I r nac elector should only have the opportun-
The lion. member for East Huron (Mr. it onf recording two votes. So that, wtien

Toronao iso. Migh Digetry estima tey cou d not influence the voters of To-
the late aIr. Dalton McCarthy. He quote trontoi any oter way tiese hon. gentie-
hlm as an authority with reg-ard to 'the re-i men did flot liesitate to introduce the prin-
distribution Bithof 189 . Ho cited nis actlon ipe of minority representation, whi h had
as one whi h migite e folowed by aod.esireuotriein the old lanpo and abandoned
gentlemen on this side of the touse tobeause found inipracticable and unwork-
day; and le made use off arguments pron- t o n u ai
sented by that lon gentleman n 1892 with ioi ntro. emo goore oth proey (r.
respect to H o e unfairness of som e provisions; whie ion to as h toul r upr t tree m be -

of the Redistribution Billoff 1882. Will tic ceause l Is based on principles whicli prevail
House bear wth me whele I quote some of in ts.e od lan. I may say to the lion. gen-
the statemonts made by the late Mr. Dalton tit of aecori tooe o than, when
Mcarthy respecting the representation off te as ot foluc the votrs ofe To

the ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ et laeM.DlascCrh.H utl r no nanyothers wy. ithe fs on.tgentle-

himles anbi aury wndth trega tod th e- country. that there is a serlous agitation
try? The hon. membr for Haifax (Mr. action cpe ofgmiorityrrprese tation wi he
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sus is taken. So far as I have been able to
judge from the arguments presented by hon.
gentlemen opposite, I am unable to come to
any other conclusion than that the sole ob-
jeet of this Bill is politIcal and party advan-
tage. The lon. member for Slnjeoe quoted
the opinion which the right hon. leader of
the Government expressed, when leader of
the Opposition, on the 31st May, 1892. I
think I may requote that opinion to advan-
tage. as showing the attitude of the right
lon. gentleman, some seven or eight years
ago. on this question of redistribution:

The periodical redistribution of seats in this
House is a standing order of our constitution.
It is net a matter as to which the Government
are free to act, which they can repudiate, or
which they can accept ; If It were so, it would be
open tg each party to deal with It in a manner
best suited to its own interests, in the concep-
tion which both parties hold of their own rights.
But it is not such a matter.
I have only to say, further, that the right
hon. gentleman, ln introducing and pushing
through this Bill, is establishing a very bad
precedent for the future. It Is one that
may be taken advantage of to stifie, for a
time at any rate, the volice of the people
and commit an injustice to political oppo-
nents. If this nmeasure is persisted in. the
people will recognize more clearly than at
present that political advantage. and not
principle. is the mainspring which las ac-
tuated the presentation and forcing through
^4!~ .&t.!.. WEb:1 -- t _±11. - __ -

of this Bill, and political parties will not be grea J- f 
slow in the days to come to take advantage missioners than from the body that appointedthem.of the precedent thus established to secure
party gain. We are asked to support this Yet we are asked to hold up our hands in
measure because it has a provision that the admiration and praise of the Government
judges shall sub-divide the constituencies. for providing for the selection of three judges
Did the right hon. gentleman always en- the decisions of two of whom shall be final,
tertain the view that it is wise to delegate to redistribute within certain himits consti-
the power of Parliament, as to the formation tuencies in portions of the province oft On-
of constituencies, to the Judges. I do not tario. Th3 right hon. gentleman concluded
think that the position which the right hon. by saying:
gentleman takes now is in accord with the What we propose Is that this measure of redis-
position he took formerly. I notice that tribution should be framed by a committee ap-
in the "Hansard " of 1892, vol. 2, page 3126, pointed in the samo manner as the standing com-
he is reported as saying: mittees of this House.

In some quarters the suggestion bas been made That was the view then entertained by the
that the duty of redistribution should be referred right hon. leader of the Government. 1
to a commission of judges specially appointed ; in would like to ask hon. gentlemen opposite or
other words, that Parliament shall divest itself on this side whether, now that the right hon.
of its powers in this most Important particular. First Minister las the advantage and oppor-
Sir, I am bound to say at once that this is a; tunity of giving effect to the view lie be-
proposition which my friends and I would not.
favour upon this or any other subject. I arn lieved was sound in 1892, lie should not take
bound to say that we would not entrust to any the Opposition into his confidence in the pre-
this duty and privilege, which belongs to Par- paration of this measure and ask hon.
liament. Moreover, this proposition Implies a gentlemen on this side to assist a committee
singular want of confidence ln parliamentary on that side to make a fair redistribution
institutions. It implies that in a matter of this Bih if sai a measnre ie necessary?
kind the majority would never be able to rise
above the low temptations of strengthening them- The hon. Minister of Marine and Fisheries
selves at the expense of their opponents. i am (Sir Louis Davies) also placed himself on
sorry to say there is some ground for such a l record at the same time ln support of the
cenclusion ; but, on the other hand, I am happy position taken by the right hon. gentleman.
to say also that the mother land affords an ex- So much for the position whilch these hon.
ample where the majority composed, I am stili gentlemen now take on having judges called
more satisfled to say, of the Liberal party, ln to sulbdivide the constituencles whlch
showed itself equal to the higbest conception of

equity and justice upon such an occasion ; and
the majority In this country are cbarged with
having on similar occasions abused their power,
still the conclusion to which I and my hon.
friends have come is, not that Parliament should
on that account deprive Itself of its power, not
that a sound principle should be departed from,
but rather that we should appeal to the majority
to rise to a nobler conception of their duty,
and do in this country what the majority, com-
posed of the Liberal party, did in Great Britain.
On this side we are not disposed, even with this
glaring abuse of the powers and majority, to
come to the conclusion that Parliament should
divest itself of its rights and privileges. We
stand by the principle that the inherent power
cf Parliament must on all occasions be exercised
by Parliament itself.

To-day, within a few years after the right
hon. gentleman gave expression to those
views we are asked to sustain the opposite
view and vote for the passage of his Bill
because he bas in; a measure called in the
judges to assist him in this uncalled for
uad unworthy act. Further on he said:
Moreover, I may say that if a majority of Par-

liament cannot be trusted to do justice ln a
matter of this kind, to refer the matter to a
commission would be begging the question and
not solving it, because wbat would happen ? If
the majority of Parliament could not be trusted
to do justice in such a case, the commission
would be appointed by the same men who, ac-
cording to that, could not be trusted to do right.
The commissioners would be stamped with their
ewn image, swayed by their own spirit, and no

r!tp jsticeold be expected from the com-
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they had already shaped out ln their own In-
terests. Hon. gentlemen opposite, in discus-
sing the redistribution Bill of 1892, laid great
stress upon the principle that there should
be no double constituency, no constituency
sending two members to this House. The
hon. Postmaster General, ln moving the sec-
ond reading of this Bill, said:

The Bill restores the county Unes to the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island. That island ls
entitled to five members, and the counties have,
until very lately, been represented each by two.
A change was made. Portions of one county
were detached and given to another, and the
number of members reduced from six to five.
It is now proposed to restore to each county those
portions that necessarily belong to it, and to
give representation accordingly--one to King's,
which has the smallest population, and two each
to the other counties, whose population exceeds
that of King's.
That is the way hon. gentlemen opposite
propose to give effect to the views whieh
were enunciated by their leader when ln
Opposition, and which were never challeng-
de by any hon. gentleman on the other side
of the House. The present Minister of
Justice, who was then an important mem-
ber of this louse and the gentleman who
spoke most frequently on constitutional
questions on behalf of the Opposition dur-
ing the time when hon. gentlemen sat on
this side. ln discussing the Redistribution
Bill of 1892, said :

There is another point which is Important, and
it is that there should be single constituencies.
It Is not proper to have two constituencies united
into one. In the first place, it is extremely in-
convenient. In the case of a by-election in this
city, why should a candidate be called upon to
ask the suffrages practically of two constituencies
in order to obtain a seat in Parliament. The
same may be said of Pictou, Halifax and Hamil-
tcn, as well as of Ottawa. All these constitu-
encies ought to be divided, and in no case should
there b-3 two representatives for the same con-
stituency.
And the lat hon. member for Simeoe (Mr.
McCarthy) expressed bis concuirence in that
view :

I agree with the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) that the principle of double constitu-
encles is one that ought not to be increased, but,
so far as possible. It ought to be put an end to.
I quite agree that the constituencies ought to be
single ln every point of view.
That was the opinion entertained regard-
Ing double constituencles then. In mak-
Ing a redistribution have they acted on that
principle ? What have they done In re-
gard to such constituencles as Hamilton,
Ottawa, Pictou County, the city and county
of Halifax and the constituencles ôf Prince
Edward Island ? They have Ignored the
principle they professed to believe ln, and
they have done so because they hoped to
gain political advantage. to make political
capital by so doing. Why not divide the
city of Hamilton? That is one constitu-
ency represented by two members on the

Mr. CLARKE.

floor of this House. If the rule Is a good
one that no constituency shall send two
members to this House, why should Ham-
ilton and Ottawa be allowed to send two ?
Why is it that of all these constituencies
in Ontario sending two members only one
is done aw'ay with, and that one West To-
ronto? lt is -fair to Infer that the reason
is that it would be utterly impossible for
hon. gentlemen opposite or for the Judges
to subdivide Ottawa or Hamilton so as to
niake capital for the Goverument. If they
subdivided them, what is almost a certainty,
would become a certainty, and they would
lose both seats in both cities ; and so they
swallow their principles, and leave every
double-member constituency intact except
one-the constltuency of West Toronto. And
that act of justice and fair-play and dis-
crimination as far as the city of Toronto
is concerned, I presume, in the opinion of
the hon. member for East Huron is an ad-
ditional reason why hon. gentlemen on this
side should support this measure.

I have but a few words more to say. As
I understand It, there are 51 constituencies
ln Ontario affected by this Bill, the con-
stituencies westward of and ineluding the
county of Ontario. These are represented
In this House by 31 Liberals and 20
Conservatives.. These constituencies are as
they were framed and made by the redistri-
bution Acts of 1882 and 1892. My hon. friend
from Bothwell (Mr. Clancy) in addressing the
House threw a challenge to hon. members op-
posite which not one of them has yet accepz-
ed, to show whereln political advantage was
gained by gentlemen on this side by the
Redistribution Bill of 1882. Whether that
challenge Is accepted or not. I draw the
attention of the House to these facts-that
ln the 51 constituencles affected by this Bill
there is a population of 1,254,554. The unit
of representation Is 24,600. The 31 Liberals
who occupy seats ln this House represent-
ing constituencies in this group represent
au average population of 22,186, while the
20 Conservatives represent no less than
28,338 on the average. The unit of repre-
sentation so far as these 51 constituencies
are concerned, Is exceeded by nearly 4,000 lu
the case of the Conservatives, while in the
case of the Liberals it falls short by about
2,500 on the average.

Now, take the whole province of Ontario,
and what do we and. We find that the con-
stituencles supportIng the Government ln
Ontario number 52, and have a population
of 1,157,992. The unit of representation for
these constituencles is 22,269. And In the
case of these 52 constituencles, the unit of
representation is 1,640 less than the unit to
representation for constituencies repre-
sented by Ontarlo Conservatives In this
House. Whether the law of 1882 or the law
of 1892 acted injuriously or not, the fact re-
mains that, so far as thej representation is
concerned In this House, if you take It over
the whole province of Ontario or that portion

a
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of it affected by this Bill, the unit of repre-
sentation for those who represent the Con-
servative party In this House Is nearly 2,000
higher than for the constituencies of hon.
gentlemen who occupy seats on the other
side.

An hon. MEMBER. Question.
Mr. CLARKE. The hon. gentleman will

have to bear with me, and I am sure he
will afford me a few minutes longer, be-
eause-and I appeal to you, Mr. Speaker-I
do not often trouble the House, and I did
not know until a few hours ago that this de-
bate would close to-nlght. Another principle
that hon. gentlemen opposite advocated was
that we should restore municipal county
boundaries. I need not dwell on that at
greater length than to say that these hon.
gentleman have restored the municipal boun-
darles where they found it to be to their
political advantage, and where they found
no political advantage they left those bound-
aries severely alone, and as fixed -by the
Acts of 1882 and of 1892. If hon. gentle-
men will look at the constituencies affected
by this Bill, they will find that the 59 con-
stituencies from Ontario county westward
contain a population of 1,467,360. The unit
of representation ln these 59 constituencies
Is 24,870. Of the 59, 37 are representedi 'by
Liberais, the unit of representation for their
constituencies being 23,061; while the 22
Conservatives who make up the contingent
of the party from the part of the province of
Ontario affected by this gerrymander re-
present an average of 27,912 souls. Now, I
draw the attention of hon. members to the
fact that while the portion of the province
of Ontario affected by this gerrymander,
has constituencies averaging 24,870, they
have left that part of the province religious-
ly alone, so far as county boundaries are
concerned, where the unit of representation
Is less than 20,000. They were continually
complaining that the eastern portion of this
province was over-represented, and declar-
ing for additional representation for the
western part of the province. They made
distinctions, and drew attention to the fact
that there were a number of small constitu-
encies In Eastern Ontario that might be
amalgamated, and additional seats found
for the western part of the province, which
was thought to be increaslng more rapidly
In population and was entitled to a larger
representation. But what have they done
ln this BillI? Have they carried Into effect
the views they expressed time and again
when they occupied seats on this side ?
Have they itaken away any of the represen-
tation of constituencles east of the county
of Ontario ? Not at all. They have left
them alone. The Minister of Justice point-
ed out, referring to volume 1 of the Census
of 1891, that it was only necessary to look
at the Census to see that the portion of the
province lying west of the city of Toronto
was under-represented, and the portion lying

to the east, between the Ottawa and St.
Lawrence rivers, and the eastern portion
of Lake Ontario was over-represented.
The Minister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright) also drew attention to
this fact, and pointed out that it was unfair
to the people of Ontario that this section of
the provin2e should be ove. repesented,
while the western part was under-represent-
ed ; and suggestions were made as to how
this over representation could be done away
wth ln the eastern portions of the province.
But, Sir, notwithstanding the opportunity
now presented to these hon. gentlemen to do
Justice to the western portion of Ontario,
they have left these eastern constituencies
Just as they were. The reason is not bard to
find. When they were contending so loudly
for additional representation In the western
part of Ontario they had only three or four
followers from that part of the province
east of the county of Ontario, while the Con-
servative party had 28 representatives. That
was the reason that they advocated a re-
adjustment of the representation of eastern
Ontario. But since that time they have
increased their representation ln this House
from the counties east of the county of On-
tario from 4 to 15. They have now 15
representatives while their political oppo-
nents have 18. Previously their political
opponents had 28 and they had 3 or 4. Be-
cause they have been successful lu the
elections of 1896, because they succeeded in
capturing 10 or 12 seats in eastern Ontario,
they have abandoned every profession, every
principle, they have ignored altogether the
over representation in this part of the
province, which still continues!; and I re-
peat, the reason they have taken that course
is because they find that if they adopted
the municipal boundaries in those counties
ln the eastern part of this province, they
would make no gain. As a matter
of fact they would make some losses,
as the return of friends of hon. gentlemen
opposite from the eastern part of the pro-
vince to the Legislative Assembly clearly
shows. So we are justified In conclud-
ing that they are prepared to aban-
don every principle of representation
that they advocated while they oceupied
seats on this side of the House, if by so do.
ing in this Redistribution Bill they can make
some political advantage for themselves.
The hon. member for South Grey (Mr. Lan-
derkin) said that they had fulfilled prac-
tically every pledge they had made to the
electors prior to 1896. If they believed in
representation by population they have not
attempted to put that principle in force ln
this Bill. If they believed that the eastern
part of Ontario was over represented and
that the western part was under represented,
they have not attempted lu any thing they
have done ln this Bill to give the western
portion of the province that representation
to which it is entitled. They have acted la
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this matter as they have acted in respect of
every other feature of their policy since they
came into office ; they have sought, we must
admit, a party advantage before endeavour-
ing to carry out those high strung principles
of political morality which they gave expres-
sion to when they occupied seats on this side
of the House. Sir, I claim that In view of
the utterances of the right hon. Premier he
is not justified in bringing this Bill before the
House now. The only justification that he
can present to the House and to the country
for so doing is that lie is afraid to make an-
other appeal to the constituencies of this
province to which lie appealed in 1896, be-
cause lie must feel that the polic.v and ae-
tions of the government have fallen so far
short of their professions that when another
opportunity presents itself to the electors,
they will not besitate to express their dis-
approval of the course of the hon. gentleman
and of those who are associated with him.

Mr. B. M. BRITTON (Kingston). I crave
the indulgence of the House for only a few
minutes. I rise to speak on the legal ques-
tion that has been raised by the leader of
the Opposition. In the early part of this de-
bate, i asked hîia if lie thought these two
Acts, one that I cited myself, and one that
was cited immediately afterwards by an-
other hon. gentleman, were unconstitutional.
The bon. gentleman did not answer then,
but later on in his argument, instead of ans-
wering that question, lie admitted that these
Statutes were perfectly constitutional, but
that they were made to correct a clerical er-
ror. To-night we have had from the junior
member for Halifax (Mr. Russell) conclusive
evidence that these were not merely clerical
errors but they were important acts changing
the boundaries of electoral divisions in this
province. So that argument stands as Il was
put to the leader of the Opposition. But
what have we got now as a presentation of
this legal question ? We have got from the
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Borden) a
presentation of it, and lie admits himself
that he is in doubt as to whether this Act is
constitutional. He says that he is not con-
vinced, but that the best readIng that he can
give of it leads him to think it 1s constitu-
tional. Then he calls to his support the opin-
Ion of Sir John A. Macdonald as to the con-
stitutionality of it. Then we have the pre-
sentation of the case by the hon. member for
Westmoreland (Mr. Powell). He says that
until almost a minute or two before he rose
to speak he was firmly couvinced that this
Act was constitutional, but he says that the
speech of the hon. junior member for Halifax
convinced him that the leader of the Oppo.
sition was right. In fact the instantaneous
conversion of Saul on his way to Damascus
was fnot to be compared with the suddenness
of the conversion of the hon. member for
Westmoreland. And stil he tells us that
we can have no assurance ithat te will not

Mr. CLAuKE.

change his opinion back again before this
Bill passes the House. Now I submit that
the arguments that have been adduced show
that this Act is constitutional. It was
stated by way of answer to the hon. member
for East Prince (Mr. Bell) that he invoked
the aid of section 8 to show that there was
authority in this House to pass this Act.
But both gentlemen admit that section 47
is ample in itself to give authority. And
the hon. member for Westmoreland (Mr.
Powell) says that section 91 also adds to
that. I do not think that section 91 has
very much to do with it, but supposing that
it las, then it only imakes the case so much
the stronger. Now, section 91 is from his
stand-point the most important section. It
says :

It shall be lawful for the Queen, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate and House
of Commons to make laws for the peace, order
and good government of Canada ln relation to
all matters not coming within the class of
subjects by this Act assigned exclusively to the
legislatures of the provinces ; and for greater
certainty, but not so as to restrict the generality
of the foregoing terns of this section, it is hereby
declared, &c., &c. :

Now. if these sections together, or either
one of them, give the power, then the power
exists subject to some limitations, if there
are any limitations in any section of the
Act that will prevent this Bill being passed.
Now the section that pretends to limit
that power for any purpose whatever in sec-
tion 51, and any one who will read it in
connection with the subsections if he is not
convinced that there is no limitation to this
legislation, as it is proposed to be passed
now, then, I will say, that I cannot read
plain English in a matter of this kind. It
seems to be clear that there is no limitation
as to a matter of thls kind, but that It is
mandatory in its character upon this Par-
liament as to what after every decennial
census, they are to do in reference to the
adjustment of the representation as be-
tweeu the different provinces. Now, then
the argument is said to be supported by the
opinion of the late Right Hon. Sir John Mac-
donald that thls Bill Is unconstitutional and
it Is said that he gave that opinion ln re-
ference to the Tuckersmith BIll. He only
gave that opinion incldentally. When the
Senate threw out the Tuckersmith Bill lie
incidentally remarked that It was a good
thing that the Senate had doue so because
that prevented this House from passing an
unconstitutional Act. That T'uckrersmith
Bill was passed by this House, of which
Sir John Macdonal d was a nember. There
were, In the House, plenty of men of great
legal ability, yet the constitutional question
was never raised, and, if it was never ralsed
ln respect to the Tuckersm>th ÎBill and in
respect to these other two BlIls referred to,
I ask this House, as a matter of Judicial
fairness, to come to the conclusion, whether
the right view to take as a legal matter
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of this question is the opinion expressed by
this House in the passing of this Tueker-
smith Bill, or the incidental or casual re-
mark. made by Sir John Macdonald, that he
is said to have made in reference to the
Senate not passing the Bill because It was
unconstitutional.

Mr. RICHARD TYRWHITT (South Sim-
coe). Mr. Speaker, I do not propose at this
late hour and at this late stage of the de-
bate to delay the House more than a mo-
ment or two, but, my chief object, in rais-
ing, is to join with my colleague from Sim-
eoe (Mr. Bennett), in protesting against the
Injustice done to that county by having only
three members allotted to It with a popula-
tion approaehing 90,000, whereas, York
County adjoining, with a population of 60,-
000, bas the same number of representatives.
Now, Sir, any references I may make to the
début in the political arena of my collea-
gue from the North Riding of Simeoe (Mr.
McCarthy), who is the friend of a lifetime,
I make more in sorrow than in anger. I have
watched that hon. gentleman's career, and
during his election which resulted in bis
return to this House, he studiously attempt-
ed to represent both political parties. He.
on almost every occasion, represented him-
self as being a member of both political
parties, and now, Sir, in the debate in this
Hlouse to-night, he has announced that he
proposes to vote for the second reading of
the Bill, at the same time reserving to him-
self the right of opposing it later. I suppose
that is a right which will be conceded to all
of us, but, it appears to me, -belng rather
an old-fashioned Conservative, that it would
have been mueh more honest for him, posing
as a Conservative in his riding, to have
joined with the Opposition in opposing a
measure which Is Introduced to the detrl-
ment of the political party to which he
professes to belong. A good deal of time
bas been occupied by the legal members of
this House in discussing the constitutionality
of this measure. For my own part, possibly
from my want of knowledge, It appears to
me that the hou. gentleman who moved
the second reading of the Bill (Mr. Mulock),
never claimed for the Bill that it was con-
stitutional, but he referred to the fact that
the Redistribution Act of 1882 had worked
to the detriment of the poltical party of
which lie was a member. He sald that his
Bill proposed to undo what was done in
1882. In the whole of that hon. gentleman's
speech I do not think that he claimed any
virtues for the particular Bill now before
the House. He simply claimed that it was
In the interest of his party. That hon. gen-
tleman alluded te my hon. friend for North
Bruce (Mr. McNeill), and another, on this
side of the House. as holding their seau
by the gerrymander of 1882. But. Sir, being
a constituent of that hon. gentleman, and
knowing how his elections have been earried,
I ean say to this Hlouse that he owes his
presence here to the tacties of such men ais
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Captain Sullivan and to gentlemen whom
we have heard so much of lately. I think
it ill-becomes that hon. gentleman to assigu
such a reason for the presence In this House
of the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Clancy), and the hona member for North
Bruce. I have already said that I only in-
tended to delay the House for a moment or
two. I am as auxious as any hon. gentle-
man that the division should be taken, and
I only rose to protest against the injustice
done to my riding. A great deal bas been
said, and well said, by hon. members on
this side of the House, ln -opposItion to the
Bilh, and I can only say that I heartlly
concur in everything that has been said
against the measure.

Mr. E. B. OSLER (West Toronto). Mr.
Speaker-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. OSLER. I do not believe that there

should be any "oh, oh " on that side of the
House because, I do not think I was ever
accused, whatever my other faults may be,
of making long speeches. I do not believe
there is anything in the world more tedlous
than making long speeches unless it be
listening to them. But. I cannot record my
vote on this Bill silently. I must give, short-
ly, expression to my feelings as to the Bill
itself. It is the one egg that the Govern-
ment have proposed to batch out of all their
election promises. They have kept the egg
under them so long, that I do not think it
should produce a very healthy chicken. I
do not think it will be a chicken that will
bring mnuch of value even should this Bill
pass. I am not capable of judging as to
the constitutionality of the. Bill and do not
propose to touch upon that. But I think I
am capable of arriving at an opinion as to
whether it is a fair and proper Bill. I can
only arrive at the conclusion that it is not a
fair Bill ; it is a Bill brought in at this late
date, simply and solely, for party purposes.
It Is purely a party Bill frçm beginning to
end. As my hon. colleague from West To-
ronto (Mr. Clarke), has said, the right hon.
Prime Minister had swallowed every prin-
ciple and profession that he had when Le
was ln Opposition on this very question.

Jhis Bill is brought in as a party measure.
and in order to secure for the Liberals a
party advantage. The great injustice done
to the city of Toronto has been already re-
ferred to, and I shall not dwell on It at this
late hour. The country will easlly see that
this Bill1 lnot a BlIl which lives up to the
professions and principles whieh the Libe-
rals announced before they attalned power.
It is not a Bill of representation by popula-
tion, it l fnot a Bill of county boundaries, It
la not a Bill of single seats ; It la purely and
simply a Bil to help the Liberal party. Here
ls 'tbe muet Important measure of the session
brought on in midsummer, ~forced through
the House, andi after two days' discusion,
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we are called upon to vote at half-past three I shallflot deta
in ·the morning. It is not fair to the Oppo- belp rerarking1
sition that we should be forced to vote on from West Tor
It, after such meagre discussion. But the Osier) neyer ma
gentlemen who lead the Government have without paintlne
found that their followers are being discre- soon the Conserv
dited in the western part of Ontario, and so to power. They
they had to resort to what is called the make a speech i
"Machine." They and the provincial Gov- ing that same id(
ernment are partners in what is called the them, that there
",machine." I am new in polities and I did I am glad to tbhi
not know until to-day that the machine was giving the city o
a threshing machine under the joint partner- tation in this H
ship of the two *Governments, which they from the Conser
sent with men around the country pretending party represente
to thresh for the farmers, but really for the froni West Toro
purpose of bribing the voters. The days of sion that they o-
this machine is now ended, and the Domin- they will soon fin
ion Government iind that the government respect. They hi
of Ontario which they called their right the seat for bot
arm is of no more use to them. The wlien the time co
joint ownership of the two Governments in hard for all the
that machine will soon disappear, and this Ihink that the Li
Government knows that full well. They know but the Liberals
that the days of the Ontario Government, themselves in thî
the days of the Prime Minister of Ontario, tions come aroun
whom the right hon. the First Minister called considerably surj
his right arm, are numbered, and that he
eau no longer count on his support. They Hlouse divided o
are now .trying at this late hour, and at this reading of the Bi
late date in the session, to force through this
Bill to give them some advantage to com-
pensate them for the loss they will sustain
by the discredit and the defeat of the Hardy
Government. I do not believe this Bill wlhl Angers
do them one iota of good. I believe that Bazinet,
tbey are so discredited in Ontario, that no Beusoleil,
Gerrynander Bill will prevent the people Bell (Prince, East),
from castIng them out of power. Bertram,

Blair,
Mr. BERTRAM. So much has been said Blar nS31Borden (King's),

In relation to the representation of the city Bostock.
of Toronto, that I do not feel Inclined to I Bourassa,
cast my vote without giving utterance to the 1Bourbonnais,
idea. that I as a representative of the clty Brown,
of Toronto have come to a different conclu- Bruneau.
sion from the other gentlemen representingBurneb ,
that city. I desire to tell them that with Carroll,
five members allotted to the city of Toronto, Casey,
as this Bill proposes, that city will have a Champagne,
larger representation under a Liberal Gov- Copp,
ernment than it ever had under a Conserva. Decene,
tive Government. During all the years of Demers,
power of thé Conservative party, they ne- Derals,
glected tbe city of Toronto, and it is now left Edwards,
for a Liberal Government to give it a larger Erb,
and a fairer representation. I did not feel Ethier,
satisfied that only four members should be 1iFeatherston,
allotted to the city of Toronto, because I be- Fielding,
Ileved that when 35,000 of a population was Fisher,
brought In from the county of York, the re- Flint,

Fraser (Lambton).presentation of the e:ty should be Increased. ro(t,
The Government have Increased the repre- Gauthier,
sentation of that city and have done us an Gauvreau,
act of justice. I believe most of the citizens Harwood,
of Toronto wIll agree with me, that the city Heyd,
representation should be confined to the city Holmee,
of Toronto and that the county of YorkiJohnston,
should be kept separate. At this lat hour (Sir Henri),

Ifr. OSLER.

in the House, but I cannot
that the two hon. gentlemen
onto (Mr. Clarke and Mr.
ake a speech ln that city
g ln glcwing terms how
vative party will come back
do not seem to 'be able to

n this House without bring-
ea uppermost, but I eau tell
are no signs of it anywhere.
nk that the Liberal party is
of Toronto better represen-
ouse than it ever recelved
vatives. The Conservative
d by the hon. gentlemen
nto, are under the impres-
wn that city, politically, but
id they are mistaken in that
ad a hard struggle to retain
h of these gentlemen, and
mes they will bave to fight
seats in that city. They

berals are weak in Toronto,
will give an account of

at city. and when the elec-
ad these gentlemen may be
prised.

n the motion for the second
IL.

YEAS:

Messieurs
Landerkin,
Lang,
Laurier (Sir Wilfrid),
Lavergne,
Legris,
Livingston,
Macdonald (Huron),
McCarthy,
McClure,
McGregor,
McHugh,
McIsaac,
MeLellan,
MeMillan,
Malouin,
Marcil,
Martineau,
Maxwell,
MeIgs,
Mignault,
Morrison,
Mulock,
Parmalee,
Paterson,
Pettet,
Préfontaine,
Rirfret,
Russell,
Savard,
Semple,
Sitton,
Scmerville,
Stenson,
Stubbs,
Sutherland,
Talbot,
Tolmie, and
Tucker.-77.

6719



[JUtLY 6, 18991

NA.YS:

Messieurs

Bell (Pictou),
Bennett.
Bergeron,
Borden (Halifax),
Broder,
Caracallen,
Clancy,
Clarke,
Cochrane,
Davin,
Dugas,
Earle,
Foister,
Ganong,
Guillet,
Haggart,
Henderson,
Hodglns,
Kaulbach,
Klepfer,
Macdonald (Kingis),

Ministerial.
Rutherford,
Christie,
Davies (Sir LouiA),

Snetsinger,
Hutchijsoli
Cartwright (Sur Rich'd),
Cowan,
Britton.
Penny,
Gibson,
Ellis,
Dyment,
Ratz,

'ogan,
McL.ennan (Inverness),
Calvert
Fltzpatrick.
Godbout,
Macdonell,
Madore,
Charlton,

comstock,
Fortin,
MacPhersoi,
Hurley,
Mackie,
Guitd,
Bethune,
Davis,
Belcourt,
McMullen,
Fraser (Guysborougb),

McAlister,
McCleary,
McDougaU,
McInerney,
MeLennan (Glengarry)p
McNeill,
Marcotte,
Martin,
Mills,
Moore,
Morin,
OnIer,
Prior,
Robertson,
Roche,
Sproule,
Tyrwhitt,
Taylor,
Wallace, and
Wilson.-41.

PAIRS:

-i t

Opposition.
Caron (Sir Adolphe),
Roddick,
Tupper (Sir Charle'

Hibbert),
Seagram,
Klock,
Tupper (Sir Charles),
Montague,
cargili,
Quinn,
Corby,
Powell,
McCormick,
Ingram,
MacLaren,
Gllies,
Hughes,
Casgrain,
Ives,
Pope,
Monk,
Tisdale,
Bell (Addington),
Reid,
Chauvin,
Rcsamond,
Craigi,
Ferguson,
LaRivièr
Hale,
Robinson,
Kendry,
Blanch&ido
Pouporeq
Beattiq,
Gilmour,

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to call attention to
the fact that the hon. leader of the OptiosI-
teon emd the hon. member for London (Mr.
Beattie) bave not voted.

An hon. MEMBER.
corded.

The pairs are re-

Mr. QUINN. I beg to say that 1 arm pared
with the bon. member for St. Lawrence•
Montreal (Mr. Penny). Had i voted I would
have voted agalinst the motion.

21l
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Mr. GILMOUR. I am paired with the-
bon. member for Hamilton. Had I voted, I
would bave voted against the motion.

MotIon agreed to, and Bill read the second
ime.
The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier) moved the adjournment of the House.
Sir OHARLES TUPPER. What does my

bon. frIend propose to go on with to-mor-
row ?
The PRIME MINISTER. The same order.
Motion agreed to, and the House adjourned

at 3.40 a.m. (Thursday).

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

THiURSDAY, 6th June, 1899.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'elock.

pRAy c us.

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE-CON-
TRACT FOR CLOTHING.

Mr. FOSTER asked :
Who supplied the clothing for the Royal Mil.

itary College at Kingston previously to the pre-
sent firm, and was it by tender and contract,
and for what length of time?

Who now supplies the clothing for this insti-
tution ; were tenders called for, and if so, was
the contract given to the lowest tenderer ?

The MINISTER OF MILITIA AND DE-
PENCE (Mr. Borden). This Is a matter
which Is under the control of the College
Itself. As soon as I saw the notice of the
question I asked for the information to be
sent from the College, but I have not re-
ceived it yet. I would ask the hon. gen-
tleman to let the question stand.

MEMBERS' MILEAGE ALLOWANCE.

Mr. MAXWELL (by Mr. Morrlson) asked:
How many members represent the county of

Pictou, N.S., in this House ? What are their
names in full? What is their place of resi-

What is the mileage paid to each member, and
the difference in amount, if any ?

What ls the authority for changing the amount
raid to each for the session of 1898 ?

Has any authority been given to the Govern.
ment to pay any further amount to either of the
members other than the regular mileage allowed
between them previous to the session of 1898?

The MINISTER OF FINANCE (Mr. Ffield-
Ing). The membern representing the county
of Pletou, I need hardly say, are those whose
names are well known, and given li the
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books : Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, and
Mr. Adam C. Bell. The matter of mileage
pald to members of this House le not ln
-any way under the control of the Govern-
ment. It Is authorized by statute, and
members are entitled to draw mileage from
the place of their residence, as declared by
themselves. Mr. Bell is resident at New
Glasgow, in the county of Pictou, and his
travelling allowance amounts to $171.40 ;
Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper gives his resi-
dence as the city of Victoria, B.C., and he
bas received travelling allowance to the
amount of $573.20.

MR. MARTIN JEROME, OF MANITOBA.

Mr. ROCHE asked:
1. Is Mr. Martin Jerome an employee of the

Interior Department in the province of Mani-
toba as forest ranger or in any other capacity ?

2. If so, is he the same gentleman who is the
Liberal candidate for the constituency of Car-
illon in the ensuing elections in that province ?

2. Will his services be continued by the Gov-
ernment while he is engaged in party politics ?

The MINISTER OF THE INTERIOR (Mr.
Sifton). The officer who has charge of this
matter has not been able to call my atten-
tion to this question until a few moments
ago. In order to answer it, some informa-
tion will have to be procured from Manito-
ba, as we have not got it in the department.
Mr. Martin Jerome is in the employ of the
department. As to whether he is a candi-
date or not we have not any information,
but I will get the information and answer
the question as soon as possible.

BROCKVILLE AND WEST HURON
ELECTIONS.

Mr. R. L. BORDEN (Halifax). Wlth re-
spect to the matter which I mentioned to
the leader of the Government yesterday, I
now desire to make a few remarks in ex-
planation of the motion which I then stated
to the House I would make. The motion
which I propose is, that the papers,
poll-books, records and documents of every
kind relating to the Brockville and West
Euron elections, and in the possession of the
1Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, may be
laid upon the Table of the House, and for
that purpose that he may be summoned to
appear and bring them, so that they may be
read. That motion le one whieh bas been
made at varlous times in this House, it be-
ing brought up as a matter of privilege the
last time in 1892, when Mr. Lister, then a
member, made a similar motion In connec-
tion with the London election. I shall make
this motion for the purpose of followlng it
up with another motion, to the effeet that
these papers, when produced by the Clerk of
the Crown ln Chancery, and laid upon the
Table, may be referred to the Select Stand-
ing Commlttee on Privileges and Elections,

Mr. FIELDING.

to inquire into and investigate the conduct
of returning officers and deputy returnlng
offieers ln the Brockville and West Huron
elections, for the purpose of reporting there-
on, and that the committee be given all
%sual powers in such cases.

The objection may possibly be made, in-
asmuch as Parliament has relegated to an-
other tribunal-the courts of justice-mat-
ters connected with the holding of seats ln
this House, and which are dealt with by
the Controverted Elections Act, that it ls not
proper that such a motion as this should
be made. In anticipation of that, I have
taken occasion to look at the authorities
which have been laid down by emInent con-
stitutional lawyers, some of whom are not
now ln the House, and some of whom are
in the House, and I find there is no difilcul-
ty whatever on that score, so far as the
question has been dealt with by lawyers lu
this House and by the authority of the
Speakers of this House. In 1875 the Hon.
Mr. Blake used this language, reported at
page 808, "Hansard ":

He would be sorry to believe that the House
had been deprived by the passing of the Contro-
verted Elections Act of its power over returning
officers and deputy returning officers, of Its
power to investigate complaints made against
them and to punish them for improper conduct.
Sir John Macdonald used language of the
same character, reported on the same page :

He was glad that the hon. member did not
propose to ask the House to consider the point
raised in the petition : that the election case was
before another tribunal. At the same time, it
was not to be supposed that the House had
abandoned its right to control, censure and, if
need be, punish returning and deputy returning
olficers.

In 1887 a similar question came before this
House In connection with the Queen's
County, N.B., election, and matters connected
with the practice and procedure of the
House ln such cases were referred to the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, and
a number of legal gentlemen of very high
standhg on that commIttee whose opinions
were entitled to very great authorlty, made
a report. After that report had been re-
ceived, Mr. Dunn, the returning officer, was
called before the Bar of the House, and
counsel appearlng on his behalf ralsed dis-
tinctly and explicitly the question of the
jurisdiction of the House. Sir John Thomp-
son, then Mr. Thompsons Mr. Weldon, and
Sir - Louis Davies all gave expressions of
opinion on the subjeet. Sir John Thompson,
in answer to the argument which had been
aiddressed to the House by counsel, said :

Notwithstanding the general operation of the
princIple that a man ought not te be puni8hed
twice for the mre offence, it il a well-recog-
nized principle that the enactment of varlous
penalties sometimes has merely the effect of
establlshing cumulative penalties against the
offender, and not subatitutive penalties. The
effect of that would be, ln this Instance, that a

à
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returning officer who offended against a provision
of the Elections Act, would be, In the first in-
stance, liable to the public for the wrong done to
the public by indictment, or by any other suitable
procedure, for an offence against the Elections
Act, and he would, in addition to that, be liable
for the pecuniary penalties which the Act de-
clares may be recovered by any individual ag-
grieved, and notwithstanding the establishment
of those penalties he might still be liable at the
hands of Parliament for contempt committed
against its privileges. I might illustrate my
view of this question by changing for a moment
the offence for which the person at the Bar lis
charged, by supposing it was a case of libel,
in order to give an illustration more familiar
to the House. Assuming that you, Mr. Speaker,
or any individual member of this House acting
as such, had been libelled, it would be quite
clear that the offender would be liable, first, to
criminal prosecution for libel ; second, to a civil
suit, at the Instance of the person aggrieved;
and, third, the offender could be summoned for
contempt against the privileges of this House.
Under these circumstances, I, as one member of
this House, entertain this view : that this House
should persevere in the question proposed ; and
I only presume to express these opinions now
because it may be convenient on both sides of the
House, according as questions of law arise, that
those conversant with such questions should ex-
press their opinions, and, consequently, lead the
House more clearly to a decision.

The very case suggested by Sir John
Thompson on that occasion did afterwards
arise in conneetion with the provincial logis-
lature of Nova Scotia-a case ln whlch my
hon. friend the Minister of Finance (Mr.
Fielding) had the good fortune or the ill-for-
tune to be a defendant. That was the case
known in the Supreme Court of Nova Scotia
as Thomas vs. Haliburton, and ln the Privy
Council as Fielding vs. Thomas. lu that
case a person outside of the House circulated
an alleged libel against the present Speaker
of the House, the Hon. F. A. Lawrence. He
was summoned before the Bar of the House,
and was reprimanded. He failed to obey
an order of thàe House and was arrested
under the Speaker's warrant issued upon a
resolution of the House. He was discharged
from custody under a habeas corpus, and
then brought an action against all the mem-
bers of the legislature who had voted for the
resolution. After a full discussion, the
majority of the Supreme Court of Nova
Scotia gave judgment In his favour, whieh
was reversed by t4e Privy Council. That
was the very case suggested by Sir John
Thompson. Here was a man who had com-
mitted an offence for which he probably
could bave been indlcted under the criminal
law of Canada. It was suggested that the
provincial legislature could not punish
for this offence, which was a criminal
offence; but the Privy Council held,
as Sir John Thompson pointed out it.
would no doubt be held, that Parlia-
ment, ln dealing with a matter of tis kind,

l not punishing a criminal offenee, but a
breach of its own privileges, or a contempt
against itself. To Illustrate that In another

way, a court has power to punish for con-
tempt of court even though the aet of con-
tempt would amount to a criminal offence.
In such case the court might or might not
see fit to pursue the remedy for contempt
and punish in that way.

Then, Mr. Weldon of St. John, whose
memory we all very much respect, and who
was a very eminent consfitutional lawyer,
presented the same view. He said:

We are not trying Mr. Dunn at the Bar for
penalties, but he is here simply for the purpose
of interrogating him with respect to matters
connected with the privileges of this House, and
I fail to see that by the statute respecting elec-
tion trials this House has divested itself of its
ancient rights and privileges in that respect.
While the judges are entrusted with the power
of trying election petitions, a power conferred
on them by Parliament, Parliament has not di-
vested itself of the right to investigate into any
subject. We find, not only by the cases referred
to before the Committee on Elections, which are
on the Journals of the House, but we are also
aware that in many cases to which the learned
counsel has alluded, the House of Commons of
England bas investigated election matters ever
since the Election Act came Into force. The
person at the Bar Is not being cited on any
criminal charge. That Is a fallacy on the part
of the counsel.
Then a little further on the hon. gentleman
continued with these very significant words:

In this case Mr. Dunn stands here as a witness,as a servant and oflicer of this House, for thepurpose of offering explanations to this Housefor its information with respect, not merely towhat took place in that particular election, but
with regard to, the public policy of retaining and
maintaining In its efficiency, and In purity, hon-esty and uprightness, the election law of theland. It is not, therefore, a matter of this par-
ticular election, simply, but It is a matter affect-
ing the public at large and the rights of thepeople, and, therefore, it seems to me that when
It la put forth that this person Is standing here
subjeettto penalties, or that there ls a secondcharge for a particular offence, I maintain thathe does not stand charged with any offence, but
that under the direction of the House he is
brought to its Bar to give explanations as to his
conduct.
My hon. friend the Minister o! Marine andFisheries (Sir Louis Davies) took the same
ground on that occasion. He said:

The other point the learned counsel suggestedwas, that becausie certain Penalties attached to anact of malfeasance on the part of a returning
officer he may be punished for that rt ingthe
courts of the land, and that, therefore, Parlia-ment ahould not try his action at all here, lsan argument which I think is unfounded, andfor this reason : The penalties which the law
prescribes for any aeta f misfeasnce on the part
of Its offcers, are penalties which, are payable to
any person who la individually damaged, and
they can only be recovered by the person who
alleged that ho sufrers that damage. If the gen-tleman who, we think, ought to have been re-turned In place of Mr. Baird, brought an action,
it would be necessary for hlm fIlrst to institute
a suit before the judges f the court, and only
after we have a declaration by that Court o irlght to be returned could ho maintain an action

6 72-d5 6726
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for damages. That action is one personal and
peculiar to himself ; it does not affect the rights
of the people, and It does not ln any sense affect
the privileges of the House, and, therefore, so
far as Mr. Dunn is concerned, If Mr. Dunn was1
liable to damages at all, at any time, those
damages cannot be recovered against hlm nows,j
becausethe time forfiing a petitiona as expired.
I bave not the slightest doubt In my own mindi
as to the jurisdiction of the House.

Though the hon. gentleman did not, like
Sir John Thompson and Mr. Weldon, deal
with the effect of the creation of the sup-!
posed offence into a criminal offence, never-
theless the Une of argument he adopted,
and rightly adopted on that occasion, leads
exactly to the same conclusion. I deduce,
therefore, from these authorities this pro-
position, that it is perfectly competent to this
House to refer to the Committee on Privi-
leges and Elections for Inquiry and Investiga-
tion the conduet of its officers, both deputy
returning officers and returning officers. Not
only is it the right of the House to do that,j
but inasmuch as the purity of elections is
a inatter In which this House is particular- 1
ly iuterested, inasmnuch as it is one of the
privileges of this Hou.e that its officers
should conduct elections ln accordance with
the law and should not be guilty of any
fraudulent conduct or corruption, It is not1
only the right of the House but its duty,
when a prima facie case Is made out for
investigation, to at once pass the resolu-
tion referring the matter to the select stand-
ing committee appointed for the purpose of
investigation and inquiry In such cases.
And I venture to say that ln this case 1
can bring to the attention of the House
some facts which would Indicate that it Is
the duty, as well as the right, of the House
to make such an investigation.

In the first place, with regard to the
election for the west riding of the county
of Huron, ln that case the election was held.

SI remember correctly, on the 21st Febru.'
ary, 1899, and the result was that Mr
Robert McLean, Conservative, and Mr
Robert Holmes, Liberal, having been nomi-
noted as candidates, Mr. Holmes was de-
clared elected by a majority of 140. ln the
electoral district of West Huron, in the town
of Goderlch, pol No. 3, the ballots were
counted at the close of the polls, and it
was found that the number cast for Robert
MeLean was forty, and for the sitting mem-
ber seventy-two. Declarations under the
Evidence Act have been made with respect
to that polling distriet, which I have not
here in my possession, but which can be
produced, as I am Instrueted, before the
Committee on Privileges and Eleetions, and
which have all the force and solemn-
Ity of an oath, and whicb, If they
are untrue, would render those making
them liable to the same penalty as If they
had committed perjury. Electors have
made declaration to .the number of between
fifty and sixty, that they deposited their

Mr. BORDEN (Hali).

ballots for Mr. Robert MeLean, and of these
ballots, numbering fifty to sixty, only forty
were found in the polling-box at the close
of the poll. It may be possible, of course,
that the deputy returning officer eau show
that that occurred through no fault of his,
but when we find that between fifty and
sixty ballots were cast for a particular can-
didate at that poll, and that only forty of
those appeared at the close of the polls, it
certainly is a case which calls for some
inquiry or investigation at the bands of
this House, to aseertain what became of
the ten or fifteen ballots which were, or
should have been, deposited by the return-
ing officer in the ballot-box, and were not
found in that box at the close of the polls.
Another curious circumstance in connection
with that particular polling subdivision is
one as to which I have a declaration under
the Evidence Act. It is this:

Dominion of Canada,
North-west Territorles.

In the matter of the election of a Member for the
West Riding of the County of Huron to serve
ln the House of Commons.

I, Robert W. Clark, formerly of the town of
Goderich, ln the county of Huron, but now of the
town of Calgary, l nthe province of Alberta, en-
gineer, do solemnly declare that I acted as one
of the agents at polling subdivision No. 3, at the
said town of Goderich, for Robert McLean, a
candidate at the election held for the west riding
of the county of Huron on the 21st day of Feb-
ruary last. That James Farr, of the said town of
Goderich, was the deputy returning officer at the
sald election at the said polling subdivision.
About 4 o'clock ln the afternoon of the said 21st
day of February, while standing near the door
leading to the polling booth ln the town hall, I
noticed a ballot with the counterfoil detached on
the floor. I picked It up and saw that it was
properly marked for the said Robert McLean.

Up to this, probably the statement of Mr.
Clark Is perfectly neutral, but what follows
s a significant thing and a thing which gives

colour to the suspicion that these ten or fif-
teen ballots which were missing out of that
office, were missing with the collusion of
that returning officer, because what do we
find he did :

I held it out ln my hand and asked the said
James Farr what that meant ; he quickly took it
out of my hand, tore It into pleces and threw
them on the foor.

And I make this solemn declaratlon, conscien-
tiously belleving It to be true, and knowing that
it la of the same force and effect as If made
under oath, and by virtue of the Canada Evidence
Act, 1893.

ROBERT W. CLARK.
Declared before me at the city of Calgary, in

the district of Alberta, this third day of May,
A.D. 1899.

JAMSA. LOUGHEED,
A Nôtary Public for the N.W.T.

The pleces of this ballot, which were torn
up by the deputy returning offcer for some
reason he did not see fit to explain, and
which, It seems to me, can only have one
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meaning, were picked up and have been
preserved, and are now in the possession
of a member of this House, who will speak
later on this question If necessary.

As regards another polllng division, poll-
ing subdivision No. 4, in the township of
Colborne, Mr. Donald Cummings was the
deputy returning officer. I do not know,
although at one time I did make some in-
quiry, whether he resides in that consti-
tuency or was brought ln from outslde. At
all events, at the close of that poll, it war
found that thirty ballots were marked for
Mr. Robert MeLean, the Conservative candi-
date, and that is the number which was re-
turned by this deputy returning officer to
the returning officer, as the number deposit-
ed. I have now in my band the solemu de-
claration made under the Canada Evidence
Act of 1843, of forty-three men, who swear
that at that election they were electors,
and deposited, each of them, a ballot in
favour of Mr. Robert MeLean, the Conser-
vative candidate. Forty-three men say that
they handed in forty-three ballots to the
deputy returning officer at that polling sub-
division, for the purpose of being deposited
in the polllng-box. yet when the polling-box
was opened at the close of the polls, only
thirty of those ballots, so marked, were
found. Is It possible to say that this could
have occurred without the direct !nterven-
tion of the deputy returning officer ? Is it
)roper that this House should allow itself
to be placed at defiance by a deputy return-
ing officer in this way ? Is it right that
this House shall, under circumstances of
that kind, hold its hand and decide that
this matter shall not be subjected to the
very fullest Investigation ? It Is absolutely
necessary, in the Interests of this House,
in the Interests of the good name of Par-
liament, in the interests of public credit and
the good name of Canada, that a circum-
stance such as this should be investigated
to the very end, and I think the proper
course to be taken Is to refer it to the
Standing Committee on Privileges and Elec-
tions.

Hon. gentlemen opposite may say that
thi% is a matter which should be dealt with
by election petition. But suppose It is
not, by some arrangement made between
the two candidates or the two political par-
ties, is that any reason why this Parlia-
ment, having these disgraceful facts brought
to its attention, should fail to take the very
last step ln its power of investigating the
conduct of the Man who had forty-three
ballots placed ln his band, and who, at
the close of the polls, opene the box which
presunably was ln bis possession, and un-
der bis control In the intervening time,
and only produces thIrty ballots ? What
became of the forty-three ballots ? Is
that not a proper question for this House,
through the Select Standing Committee on
Privileges and Elections, to put to that man
and demand from him an explanation that

wIll be satisfactory, not only to this House,
not only to gentlemen on the other side,
and to gentlemen on this side, but to the
country ltself ? This is a matter on which
there should be no polities ; it Is a question
of the dignity of the House, of the privileges
of the House. Hon. gentlemen opposite are
strong enough ln this House to deal with a
matter of this kind from the standpolnt of
the dignity and privileges of Parliament.
Surely they do not want it to be heralded
from one end of the country to the other that
deputy returning officers who, to all Intents
and purposes. are officers of this House, may
be guilty of conduet of that kind. I will
read one of these declarations-they are ail
couched in the same form-that hon. gentle-
men may see what these men have de-
clared :

Dominion of Canada,
Province of Ontario,

County of Huron.

To wit :
In the matter of the election of a Member for the

West Riding of the County of Huron to serve
in the House of Commons.

I, James McWhinney, of the township of Col-
borne, in the county of Huron, yeoman, do sol-
emnly declare that I was on the 21st day of Feb-
ruary, 1899, a duly qualified elector, and voted
on that day at polling subdivision No. 4, town-
ship of Colborne, for P.obert MeLean, one of the
candidates at the said election.

That I properly marked a ballot on the white
circular space opposite to the name of the said
Robert McLean, and before leaving the said poli-
Ing place handed the same so marked to Donald
Cumrnmings, the deputy returning officer.

And I make this solemn declaration conscien-
tiously believing it to be true, and knowing that
it is of the same force and effect as if made
under oath, and by virtue of the Canada Evi-
dence Act, 1893.

(Sigd.) JAMES McWHINNEY.

Declared before me, at the township of Col-
borne, in the county of Huron, this 30th day of
March, A.D., 1899.

(Sgd.) M. O. JOHNSON,
A Commissioner, &c.

There are forty-two other declarations ln
precisely the same terms. And these ballots
so handed to the deputy returning officer for
the purpose of being deposited ln the box
failed to materialize to the extent of thirteen
when the box was opened at nigh;t. I ob-
serve a smile passIng over the countenance
of the right hon. gentleman and those of
some of the hon. gentlemen on the other
side. I suppose that smlle is due to the fact
that they are pleased wlth the effective work-
ing of the machine.

Now, In nthe case of Brockville, I have ln
my possession a report of an investigation
made in regard to certain matters concern-
ing the deputy returning officer of that elec-
tion. I state ·that it can be established, as I
believe, hefore the Commilttee on Privieges
and Elections, that ballots of exactly the
sanie charicter ln every respect as the offi-
cial ballots-In fact official ballots-were 'n

67.09 6730



[COMMONS]

pler.tiful use lui the hands of the workers for
tht. Liberal party in that constituency.. I
have now in my possession a ballot which
was plcked up lu the street. It was found
by a boy who saw a man throw it away.
It was picked uùp and brought to two gen-
tlemen, who placed their initials upon it.
It has been compared with the officiai bal-
lots whicb were used and found to have the
same marking upon it, the same little de-
fects, the same little Irregularities as the
official ballots. We aiso find on this ballot
a cross neaily iarked opposite the name of
Mr. Comstock. It is supposed that, for some
reason or other, It had been secured but was
not used ; some other ballot was used in its
place, or the person for whom It was de-
signed did not see fit to use it. We also find
that another ballot, duly marked, was pre-
sented by a Liberal worker to a
voter ln the constituency, who was
asked to vote by depositing ithat
ballot, and who did not see fit to do so,
but placed the ballot in the hands of gentle-
men who are prepared to produce it before
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.
Perhaps I had better make my statement on
that ;po'nt a little more explicit and give the
circumstances a little more ln detail. I for-
got to say that certain gentlemen In that
constituency came to this voter after the
ballot had been handed to him and desired
very much to get it back, and, as I under-
stand, offered a very considerable sum of
money to get it back ; 'but the voter did not
see fit to give It back, but retained it and
placed it 'in the hands of the gentlemen to
whom I have first referred. I say, Sir, it can
also be established, as I believe from the re-
port of the investigation which has been
made, and which I hold ln my hand, that
official ballots were in the hands of ;the Lib-
eral workers ln about every polling division
in that constituency, and were used. And I
say further that in polling district No. 4,
Elizabethtown, a large number of ballots
mnarked for Comstock In identically the same
way and sa folded tha.t the upper part of the
cross would be visible to the deputy return-
ing officer, were found ln the ballot box at
the close of the day. Now, it is a somewhat
suspicious circumstance, to say the least or
it, that you find a large number of ballots
folded and marked exactly the same way,
and se folded and marked that it was easy
for the deputy returning officer to ascertain
exactly for whom the voter voted. I say
that points to collusion between the deputy
returning officer and those who are working
for the Liberai candidate. It can be shown,
as I believe, that the deputy returnlng officer
of No. 1, east ward, Brockville, refused te
destroy the counterfoils of the ballots and
Insisted on keeping them in his pocket. He
also kept putting his hands ln his pocket
when parties went into the compartment te
vote. He was asked by -the serutineer, Mr.
W. W. Richardson, te destroy the counter-
foils as dlrected by ithe Act. This lie re-j

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax).

fused to do. Mr. Richardson says that he
is satisfied that the deputy returning officer
substituted a ballot for one given by a Con-
servative voter. When the ballots were
counted at the recount, two that were mark-
ed for Mr. Comstock were rejected by the
judge, owing to the fact that there were
some distinguishing marks on the backs of
them made by the deputy returning offieer.
It appears from the report of this investiga-
tion that the deputy returning officer at No.
3, Kitley, Mr. W. D. Livingston, was seen
conferring with a Liberal worker with
a ballot in his possession; and that is
a circumstance that requires some ex-
planation.

I say, further, that another deputy re-
turning officer, the one for No. 2, Elizabeth-
town, also was guilty of a very grave irre-
gularity in connection with this election.
He was Mr. J. B. Truesdel. This man re-
fused to seal the ballot-box, and has since
said that he would be damned if he would
give them satisfaction for doing so. He
was asked by Mr. Foster to seal the ballot-
box, in accordance with the provisions of the
law, and he distinctly refused to do so.
Now, there was either a motive or there
was not a motive on that occasion. Judging
this circumstance and the other circumstan-
ces I have mentioned in the light of a cer-
tain document which I propose tp read, hon.
gentlemen will see the significance of some
of these things. I also understand-I do not
see the statement before me at this moment
-that one of the deputy returning officers
at Brockville-I desire to be corrected, if I
am wrong-was an accountant in the em-
ploy of Mr. Comstock, the sitting member,
who was a candidate at that election. If
this was so, it is a circumstance which does
not reflect credit on the returning officer
who appointed him. Now, what do all these
things mean ? I propose to read a document
to this House which I think will throw a.
little light upon the meaning of some of
these facts and circumstances which I have
brought to the attention of the House. It
has been stated that there is an organiza-
tion ln the province of Ontario, known popu-
larly as the "machine." It is said to be
the joint property of the Liberal party, work-
ing in Dominion elections, and the Liberal
party working in local elections. Its true in-
wardness, I believe, has never been brought
to the fuli light of day, so far as Dominion
elections are concerned. But ln a recent
election proceeding relating to a local elec-
tion in the province of Ontario, there has
been a confession made, a very frank, but
perbaps not a very full, confession, which
throws a remarkable light upon the circum-
stances which I have brought to the atten-
tion of the House. Now, this confession, or
document, to which I refer Is signed by Mr.
D. McNish, who was the successful Lib-
eral candidate at the by-election in West
Elgin for the local legislature of Ontario,
and I will read it :
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St. Thomas, June 26th, 1899.
Messrs. Crothers & Price, Barristers, &c., St.

Thomas.
Dear Sirs,-We beg to advise you that Mr. Me-

Nish has discussed at length with his solicitors
the charges contained in the petition which has
been filed against his return as member of the
legislative assembly of Ontario for West Elgin,
and that they have to a considerable extent lu-
vestigated the charges contained therein and
other matters which have come to their knowl-
edge in connection with the election. And the
subscribers hereto make the following statements
and admissions respecting the same :-

1. That a large number of persons were spe-
c.ally sent into the constltuency by men working
on behalf of the Liberal party for the express
purpose of taking part on Mr. McNish's behalf
in the election held January 12th, 1899, and we
believe that fraudulent and corrupt means were
used by some of such persons to secure his
election.

Well, does not this shed some light on the
possible means which may have been taken
to cause the disappearance of 13 ballots in
the one case and 10 to 15 ballots in the other
case, In the west riding of Huron ?

2. That several of the said persons illegally.and
without authority acted as deputy returning offi-
cers at the said election, and In at least three
cases so acted in the names of reputable local
men, having, under assumed names, been Intro-
duced to the returning officer by local agents of
Mr. McNish.

Now, it is proper that the House should
investigate this matter, for the reason that
it may turn out that the gentlemen whom I
have named, and who purported to be deputy
returning offieers in West Huron and in
Brockville, may not have been deputy re-
turning officers at all, and that these gen-
tlemen, when they come before the House,
will say : I was not deputy returning offi-
cer at that election ; I was a hundred miles
away. My name was used, It Is true, but
one of those gentlemen sent into this consti-
tuency by persons working on behalf of the
Liberal party, was really the person who
acted as deputy returning officer In my name
at this election. So, it is rlgbt and proper,
in the interests not only of the House, but
of these deputy returning offlcers them-
selves, that some such inquiry should be
made.

3. That in. many of the polling subdivisions
of the riding there were grave irregularities con-
nected with the return of the ballot-boxes and
their contents, the voting, and the counting of
the ballots thereat.
Precisely similar circumstances to those I
have referred to, showing that there was
grave irregularity or something worse,
where 13 ballots in one case, and 10 to 15
in the other, marked properly for the Con-
servative candidate, disappeared altogether
between the time they were handed to the
deputy returning officer and the time the
ballots were counted.

4. That there were large numbers of persons
brought into the riding for the express purpose

of personating legitimate voter3, and assisted
by some of Mr. McNish's local supporters such
persons did personate qualified voters in voting

fo r.McNIsh.
5. That the declared numbsr of votes for Mr.

McNish largely exceeded the number of bona
fide votes cast for him.

Precisely the same state of affairs as here,
where ballots disappeared and others are
substituted for them,, bringing this case ex-
actly in the category of the confession of

1 Mr. McNish, for the declared number of
votes for Mr. Holmes at that election largely
exceeded, nust have largely exceeded-be-
cause we are probably only on the fringe
of this thing-the number of bona fide votes
cast for him.

6. That a large number of ballots cast for Mr.
MacDiarmid were in some nefarious and corrupt
manner manipulated, whereby the result of the
election was rendered doubtful, and that ln this
connection the voting at Shedden and Middle-
march, and in the several divisions ln St. Thomas
where said strangers so acted as deputy return-
ing officers, merits special mention.

So here a number of ballots, cast for Mr.
Holmes or Mr. McLean on that occasion.
were ln some nefarlous and corrupt manner
manipulated, whereby the result of the elec-
tion was rendered doubtful ; that is to say,
the number of votes for Mr. MeLean ln one
polling district was reduced by 13 ballots,
and in another subdivisioni by 10 to 15 ; and
can we doubt that it was done in the same
nefarious and cnrrupt manner which is re-
ferred to in this confession of Mr. McNish ?
If there is any other explanation, I would
like hon. gentlemen on the other side to sug-
gest what It eau be. There can be no other
explanation. Forty-three ballots are given
to the deputy returning officer, and only
30 are found at the close of the poll. I say
we have a right to believe, no reasonable
person can avoid believing, that exactly the
same statement may be made of this as
was made there, that these returns were
manipulated in a nefarlous and corrupt man-
ner, and that, as a result, the Conservative
candidate was deprived of the votes to
which he was legitimately entitled.

7. That there are good reasons to believe that
there are many specifie and well-authenticated
cases where agents of Mr. McNish concealed at
their homes some of those strangers, who there
paid large sums of money to electors to Induce
them to vote for him.

8. That Mr. McNish will forthwith deliver to
the Speaker of the legislative assembly his resig-
nation as a member thereof for the said electoral
district.

That confession was read in court, and evi-
dence was given substantiating the fgcts
therein referred to, so far as they were ne-
cessary to void the election, and the election
was voided. And I suppose that, if similar
facts were brought out before the Commit-
tee on Privileges and Elections, the two Lib-
eral gentlemen who represent these consti-
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tuencies, would, no doubt. see fit to take is a gentlemam who has been, by turns, a
the course which Mr. McNish sew fit to candidate and an officeholder and who is
adopt, and send in their resignations to Mr. now an officeholder, who sends to the sue-
Speaker, so that proper elections might be cessful candidate at this eleetion a tele-
held in these two constituencies. gram:

Mr. BERGERON. They will not do that. Please hug the machine for me.

Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). I am only sug- On the day on whic lie hears of the result.
g'csting that that would be a proper course Mr SPROULE. What is bis name ?
to adopt. Now, I think, i have made out a
fair case to go before the Committee on Mr. BORDEN (Halifax). The gentleman's
Privileges and Elections. I have made good name, I believe, is Mr. W. T. R. Preston.
my proposition, in the first place, tiat this is Mr. BERGERON. And he gets a salary
a matter which affects the honour and the of $4,000 a year.
dignity of the tHouse, that it is a matter in
respect to whichl the House bas not been iMr. BORDEN (Halifax). He sent tiis
deprived of its jurisdiction by any legisla- telegram, which Mr. McNish stated he did
tion ; that it is the right and duty of the !not know the meaning of. We are bound to
House to laquire into the conduct of its accept Mr. McNish's statement that he did
officers or its deputy returning officers 1fnot know the meaning of It, but I venture to
wherever facts and circumstances of this say that no hon. gentleman will get up in
kind are brought to the attention of the this House and say that he does not know
House. In the next place. I think, I have the meaning of such a telegram as that. If
set out and substantiated by evidence, in the ihe does he will be about the only person in
presence of the hon. members of this House, Canada who does not know the meaning
facts and cirenimstances which indicate thatt ofit. What does Mr. Preston mean by that
the same persons must have been at work telegram ? He means that this machie had
in the constituencies of West Huron and accomplished the dirty work ; he means 1that
Brockville as were admittedly at vork in the election had been won by means of these
the constituency of West Elgin. Cat any device ; 1, an officer of the Government,
person, who weighs the circumstan( and but not an offensive partisan, drawing a
the facts that i have brought to the atten- large salary deem it my right and my duty
tion of the House, and who reads that con- to send to you a telegram congratulating you
fession, doubt that the work. in one case, on the successful issue of the caimpaign of
was done by exactly the same persons, and corruption. This is theq gentleman who re-
ln exactly the same manner as in the other ? tains the confidence of this Government, the
After what was done i venture to think i gentleman who has been by turns the party
that hon. gentlemen on the other side of the organizer and an officeholder of the Liberal
House wil! find this a liard case to j ustify Government ini Ontario and who is now an
through the country if they see fit to vote oficeholder of this Government. In view uf
down a proper inquiry into the conduet of all the authorities I have quoted, in view
the officers of this House who acted ln con- of the facts which I have brought to the
nection with these two elections. In addi- attention of the House, I desire, and I do
tion to all the facts and circumstances men- so with a great deal of confidence, that the
tioned in this House, the last straw of all motion will not be opposed, to move :
was the telegram which was produced in That the Clerk of he Crown ln Clancery do
evidence at the trial of the case from a gen- attend at the oPening o! the House, to-morrow,
tieman who las been by turns the candidate with ail the poll-books, voters' lis, and ail other
of the Liberal party in Ontario, and by lelters, documents and memoranda wiich have
turns an officer of that party In Ontario, and been transmitted to hlm by the respective re-
who is now an officeholder of this Govern- turning officers, or which may otherwise e lment o oeru-bis possession relating to the laat election forment. I know men ln my own constitu- the electoral district o! Brockville, and to the
eney who were dismissed from office with- îast election for the electoral district of the wt
out the opportunity of an investigation at ridingouthe county of Huron, respectively.
âil simply because they asked a civil ques- Ifth motion passas I desire to follow it
tion of the Liberal candidate durlng the
election campalgn In which I had the hon- trew termy1
our to be a candidate. Without any oppor-
tunity given of showing that they were not The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrld
offensive partisans, but simply because of Laurier). Mr. Speaker, the hon. member for
the fact that the only part they took in the Halifax (Mr. Borden) bas brouglt lu he
eleqtion at all was attending a political mee- attention ute House one ut the most lm-
Ing and asking a question, they were dis- portant questions which cani engage its at-
missed without a single opportunIty being tention. We 'ave always leld, in years pasr,
given to them to say a word In their own and we are prepared tu hold now, «.course,
defence and they even had to come here and that the purlty of eleetions must be guarded
beg for the refund of the money that they19t ail costa ail hazards. Lt was our

i~a pld o hesiiernnutin und Hri dty hl wpolboserslists ond tle other
leters doumetsEnd emoand whch)av
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side of the House, on more than one occa-
sion, to bring delinquencies which had taken
place in elections to the attention of the
House, as to which, we thought, that the
House, possibly in its action, did not always
do itself the justice which it should have
done. The question which has been brought
up by the hon. gentleman involves one of
facts. It refers to two elections, the Brock-
ville election and the West Huron election.
With regard to the West Huron election 1
am free to say, at once, that having heard
the statement that the hon. gentleman has
made. and which I understand he is prepared
to substantiate upon his standing as a mem-
ber of this House, he las made a prima
facie case which, I say, without any hesi-
tation. must go to the Committee on Pri-
vileges and Elections. Wlth regard to the
Brockville election I must say that. in my
estima tion, the case which he has made ont,
is very, very weak, if Indeed he bas made
a case at all. But such is the sanctity of
the ballot, such is the sanctity of tfhe rights
of the people which they must exercise,
whenever they are called upon at the polis,
that though, in my opinion, speaking here in
behalf of the Government, the case madel
out in regard to Brockville is more than
weak, still the Government will not offer any
objection to the case also belng referred toi
the Committee on Privileges and Eleetions.
I do not believe that I should say one single
word more. I bave accomplished all that
is required fromi the Government on this
occasion. Let me, however, make one re-1
mark. The hon. gentleman is a leading
counsel ; he has gained in this House a posi-
tion which does him credit and honour. Heil
concluded his speech by expressing the
hope and the strong confidence that
his motion would not be opposed.
He was right in that assumption. But if the
hlon. gentleman (ir. Borden) harboured no
doubt in his mind, might I ask hlim why he
spoke at lengtih and with such heat, and why1
lie went on the assumption that this motion
would be denied by this side o'f the louse.
Why did he assume, because we happened1
to snle-It was a small inatter to refer to-
that we were smiling at what he said, or at
the position he took. Sir, IL may be that in
the Brockvllle and Huron elecfions there
were officers who were overzealous as
partisans, and I take It that a prima facie
case has been made there, but the matter
will be referred to the Committee on Privi-
leges and Eleetions, and I leave it to the
hon. gentleman (M-r. Borden) to determine
If partisanship will not be found also
amongst the members of the committee from
that side of the House. I leave him to de-
cide whether the tone he bas adopted was
the judicial tone he should have adopted
in a matter of this kind. I repeat, Mr.
Speaker, that there Is no question which
can to better advantage occupy the time of
this House, than that we should guard and

wa-tch carefully over the rlghts of the peo-
ple at the polls.

Some bon. MEMBERS. Hear, xhear.
The PRIME MINISTER. If wrong bas

been done ln these elections nobody ought
to be shielded. If any one has contravened
the law, it Is fair and right that this should
be investigated, and that we should know
now henceforth and for ever, that the will
of the people must be expressed as the peo-
ple wish to express it, however severe the
consequences may be on one side or the
other.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Hear, hear.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER (Cape Breton). 1

congratulate the Prime Minister upon the
decision at which he has arrived, and, in-
deedt, I feel that no other course was open
to him. I must say that I lstened attentive-
ly to the statement made by the hon. the
senior member for Halifax (Mr. Borden),
and I failed to discover in it any of that heat
or partisanship whichl the Prime Minister
has spoken of. The right hon. gentleman is
anxious to know why the mover of this
motion should have fortified his demand for
a reference of this case to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections, by quoting so
many authorities. The right hon. gentle-
man's memory is very short if he is at a
loss to know why any Conservative member,
bringing forward a question which attacks
the position of any person connected with
the other side of the House, does not feel
that the time has come when he must fortify
his motion with ail the authorities it is pos-
sible to quote. My right lon. friend knows
perfectly well that a motion very recently
made In the most formal and solemu manner
from this side of the House-touching on
very much the same character of question,
the question of corruption-was rejected by
gentlemen opposite. I am glad that the
right hon. gentleman appears to realize his
position, In ·the light of events that are
transplring, in the light of the circumstances
attending the West Elgin election, where
have been brought to light these frightful
elect-ion frauds that have been the staple
commodity of gentlemen opposite for years
ln carrying elections, these indecent at-
tempts, almost open and undisguised, at cor-
rupting the electors of this country, of earry-
ing eleotions by gigantie brlbery, both public
and private. I say, I am glad the rlght hon.
gentleman feels that the time bas come
when It would be more than hardihood on
the part of him and his friends to refuse to
investigate such a case as bas been put thus
succlnctly before the House. The time bas
arrlved ln the history of Canada when every
man, be he Liberal or Conservative, 'who bas
regard for the purity of elections, who has
regard for obtaining the Independent judg-
ment of the electorate, should find It neces-
sary to put down this gigantie corruption
that has for years been stalking
and rloting throughout this land,
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and has finally culminated in one
of the most frIghtful exposures of electoral
fraud and rascality that bas ever been wit-
nessed, and which bas been carried on under
the auspices of bon. gentlemen opposite for
a long perlod. They boast of carrying by-
elections, and how did they carry them ?
Did they carry them by honourable and just
means ? No. They carried them by the in-
fluence of the operations of this same
machine tnven ted and manipulated by W.
T. R. Preston, an officer of this Goevrnment,
an officer on the other side off the Atlantic,
drawing a high salary from this Govern-
ment, for the reason that I believe they felt
It necessary to get hlm out of the country
when these electoral frauds were being ex-
posed. I ask the right hon. gentleman if
this W. T. R. Preston is not to be recalled ?
I ask him if this man is still to be retained
as a representative in Great Britain of the
Government of Canada, In face of the evi-
dence concerning hlm given by a man of
high standing in the Liberal party, a candi-
date that by fraudulent means was elected,
as he himself admitted, as a Liberal repre-
sentative. I ask has a cable been sent tell-
ing Mr. Prestoh that he Is a disgraced
man, that bis appoIntment Is cancelled, and
that he shall not draw another dollar of
public money out of the treasury of Can- i
ada ? If the right hon. gentleman has not
done that he bas falled in bis duty. Mr.
MeNish las published a telegram sent to
him from Mr. Preston, "Hug the machine
for me." The machine! That odious and
gigantie instrument of corruption organized
by the Liberal party in this country, which
bas given the election after election la the
province of Ontarlo, and other sections of
Canada. I tell the right hon. the Prime
Minister that from the hour Mr. Prestoa
openly avowed the paterni-ty of the " ma-
chine," every subsequent hour he remains
an officer of the Government, Is an hour
which fixes Indelible disgrace upon the Gov-
ernment of this country. My right lon.
friend will find that the time has come when
this matter 'as assumed a character that no
Government dare, without forfeiting the Le-
spect of the public, resist the efforts that
must be vigorously made to uproot this
avowed and hideous evil, which destroys
everything like free and independent gov-
ernment in this country. I see before me
the Mnister of Trade and Commerce (Sir
Richard Cartwright), 'whose prophetlc eye
saw all thls years ago. Let me read what
he sald on the floor of this House, and let
me point to the fact that lis prophecy has
now been realized by thie party of which he
Is a component member. In 1882, that hon.
gentleman, on the floor of this House,
said :

I am sorry to bave to say so, but every honest
member here, if he would speak the truth as he
knows the facts to exist, must admit that I am
stating a most lamentable but at the same time
a most certain truth when I say that as regards

Sir CHARLES TUJPPER.

the 215 constituencies of this Dominion, with
the exception of a very small percentage, the
balance of power under our system Is practically
placed in the hands of the most corrupt section
of the community.
What more did he say ? Why, Sir, he
pointed out what a Government in power
could do; but it remained for hon. gentle-
men opposite to come into power to be able
to illustrate and give the evidence of the
prophetie wisdom of my hon. frIend tbe
Minister of Trade and Commerce. He
said :

I make this statement advisedly, as I make it
with very great regret ; but it Is so, that to all
the intents and purposes the only practical dîffi-
culty which stands In the way of a party possess-
ing the reins of power, and having at their dis-
posal sufficient sums of money, Is simply the
difflculty of bringing these corrupt means into
direct and actual contact with the great masses
of the electors. Were that mechanical diffculty,
as I might almost call it, overcome.-

And Preston has overcome it. le has
made a maehine to bring these corrupt in-
fluences into actual contact, as the hon.
gentleman stated, with the corrupt marsses,
who hold the balance of power in this
country, in such a way as to enable any
Government, with the public patronage and
with millions of public money at their dis-
posal, to fortify themselves In the way
that has been attempted again and again ;
and hon. gentlemen opposite have the ineans
of commanding, indirectly, through these
same corrupt influences, gigantic contribu-
tions of money for those corrupt purposes.
Well, the hon. gentleman says :

Were that mechanical difficulty, as I might al-
most call it, overcome, then I have no doubt
whatever that the Opposition in this country
would be practically exterminated at any general
election that might take place.
What did the hon. Minister of Publie Works
(Mr. Tarte) sayl? He boasted on the plat-
form in Ontario that by the operation of
these influences, which they were able to
bring to bear in a general eleetion to-mor-
row, the Opposition could not return five
members In Quebec; and he went on to
state that by a Redistribution Bill that the
Government of which he was a member
were going to bring in, tbey would wipe
out the Conservative party In the province
of Ontario. And I draw the attention of
my prophetic friend, who after this will be
recognized as a man possessing the most
profound prophetic attainments, to the fact
that lhe was able to forecast, not what ex-
isted then, but what would exist when a
Liberal Government reached the Treasury
benches. He said :

It Is a danger which we know Is continually
increasing. It ias increased, it lu increasing, and
most assuredly it should be diminisbed ; and it
Is the necessity of obtaining the requisite funde
to carry out that process of corruption that has
been at the basis of all these infamous rascalities,
which were in part revealed by the investigations
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of last session, and which have brought into ex-
istence the reptile fund, the details of which are
being daily and hourly displayed to the people
of Canada.
The hon. gentleman had only to look ahead
for a short period when, as he declared,
all he required was to be on the Treasury
benches, with the machinery which Mr.
Preston, the officer of tbis Government, has
Invented and bas carried out in the most
effective manner, and which has been used
all through the province of Ontario. These
bon. gentlemen boast of having carried by-
elections. I say it Is to their utter dis-
credit that they have ventured to use the
corrupt influences which the hon. Minister
ef Trade and Commerce said that any Gov-
ernment once in power could invent the
mechanical means of using-the machinery,
as Preston bas invented it, by which they
could perpetrate a gerrymander on the con-
stituencies, and completely wipe out and
destroy any Opposition in this country.
That attempt bas been made, but fortu-
nately bas not succeeded ; for the future
bas hope for every man who values elec-
toral purity and wishes to see a fair and
Intelligent, judgment given by the electo-
rate of Canada. These parties, possessing
this-reptile fund, which they have been en-
abled to obtain in an Indirect manner out
of the treasury of Canada, have had the
darIng to go on, encouraged step by step
by the results of their efforts, until they
have reached a piteh of sueh open and Erhame-
less profligacy and prostitution of everything
like honest electoral proceedIng, as to
awaken and touch the conscience of every
man in this country who Is not associated
with those corrupt influences. That is the
position, and It is fortunate that the hour
bas come when ·Mr. Hardy's Government is
tottering on the brink of Its fall. It can-
not stand; it Is Impossible. Awakened as
the public conscience of the great province
of Ontario Is to-day, It is Impossible not
to expeet the downfall of a government
that has been living and fattening upon
these corrupt Influences. That government
Is, in the fdrst place, based upon an in-
famous Redistribution Act passed by Sir
Oliver Mowat-a gerrymander so disgrace-
ful that even the hon. member for North
Wellington (Mr. McMullen) repudiated it.
He said that two blacks did not make a
white; and he admitted that Mowat's Re-
distribution BI was as black as a negro.

Mr. SPEAKER. I must ask the hon.
member to confine himself lu some reason-
able degree to the motion before the House,
because I am perfectly clear that gerry-
manders or redistribution Bills are not with-
in the purview of this motion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. If you rule,
Mr. Speaker, that I am not to give evidence
in support of a motion of this kind-evidences

of open, palpable corruption, with which

this country is ringing from end to end-I
submit to your ruling.

Mr. SPEAKER. I do not wish my ruling
to be misinterpreted by anybody. This
motion relates to brInging the Clerk of the
Crown in Chancery before this House to-
morrow, to produce the papers connected
with the Brockville and the West Huron
elections, and there must certainly be some
limit to a debate on that particular mo-
tion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Mr. Speaker,
I ask you If you ruled that my hon. friend
behlnd me was out of order when he forti-
fied his motion and showed its necessity by
reading the confession of Mr. McNilsh in
the West Elgin election case ?

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. member wlshes
my view on that point. It struck me at
the time that it was not very relevant to
this motion.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I am very sorry that your mind
is of that knd-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Sir OHARLES TUPPER-that you see no

relevany-
Mr. SPEAKER. I do not wish to get

into an altercation with any lon. member,
and I do not wish the ruling that I was
asked to give just now by the bon. member
controverted. My rullngs may be right or
they may be wrong, but tney are the best
I can give.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I am not con-
troverting your ruling, Mr. Speaker, but I
am expressing my regret that the debate
should be limited by a ruling of that char-
aeter. If, on one of the most Important
occasion that this House has ever had to
deal with-

Some bon. MEMBER4S. Oh, oh.
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. The hon. mem-

ber for South Grey (Mr. Landerkin) laughs.
Nero laughed when Rome was burning, and
I have no doubt it was the same idiotie
laughter that presaged Nero's coming doom.
This House stands face to face with one of
the most important questions that ever any
free Parliament in any free country has
had to deal with, and that is the question
how is the hydra-beaded monster of corrup-
tion, by means of which hon. gentlemen op-
posite are able to carry elections, to be pat
down ? The time has come when the publie
conscience is aroused, when the staunchest
newspapers sustaining hon. gentlemen op-
posite are compelled to come to the front and
declare that every lonest man, Liberal or
Conservative, must join bands in putting
down this corruption that bas obtained such
powerful influence as to startle every intel-
ilgent and honest elector In this country.
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People, without regard to party, must join
hands and take the most effective means of
wiping out this giant disgrace that threatens
to enthral our liberty, this octopus that
threatens to paralyze with its tentacles the
electorate of this country and destroy that
wholesome honest public opinion upon whichl
the existence and character of every free
Parliament depends. The hon. Min!%ter of
Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-
wright), with a wonderfull prophetic power
which I did not think he possessed, has
shown what can be done by a Government
provided they have the means 0l doing it.
He has pointed out how and why it is that
everything like free and independent action
on the part o! the Opposition can be com-
pletely paralyzed by a combination of the
Government, with all the great resources ivà
their hands, and the machinery necessary to
bring the corrupter and corrupting influences
ln contact with those who are susceptible ofa
corruption. If there ever was a time In the
history of the country, it is now, when every
man should be free to express his senti-
ments ln the most unrestrained manner and
endeavour to arouse public opinion to the
absolute necessity that now presents itself
of stamping out this system of organized
corruption.

The Franchise Bill has been passed-I won-
der may I be permitted to refer to that ?
And what is the result ? It is that day after
day we are having publicly disclosed the dis.
graceful efforts of the local authorities to
prevent proper preparation of the lists. Hon.
gentlemen opposite were not satisfied until
they had handed over the elections of mem-
bers of this Parliamnt to laws made and
passed where we have no power, influence
or control. They have handed over this con-
trol to the local legislatures which, being
influenced by their friends and supporters,
they find they can use to break down and pre-
vent everything like a free and independent
action of the eleetors,by means of the grossest
frauds la the preparation of the lists-lists
that to-day may be used for local elections
but to-morrow may be used for the elections
to members of this House. I do not intend
to further take up time than to say I rejoice
in the hon. gentleman's recognition of the
fact that In the face of aroused public in-
dignation wlth reference to these gigantle
electoral frauds, It Is lnot possible to re-
slst such a motion, but that he must at
once allow evidence to be produced to show
that the elections, both ln Brockville and,
West Huron, were stolen by the machine.

The MINU8TER OF TRADE AND OA-
MERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright). Thiçi
House, at various times, bas beheld very
eurious spectacles, I myself, in my thirty-six
years' experience ln the Canadian Parila-
ment, have seen a good many curious spee*-
tacles, but the spectacle of the senior mem-
ber for Cape Breton (Sir Charles Tupper)

Sir A TUPPER.

rising In his place to condemn and expose
corruption is one of those which I did not
hope to live to see. I forget exactly under
what circumstances Carlyle made use of

I the phrase-and I am open to correction if
I misquote lt-but I think this is one of
those spectacles which that sage of Scotland
would, if he were here, have declared to be
one to make the angels and the very jack-
asses weep. There is an old proverb, and
a good one, that the greater the sinner the
greater the saint. What a superlative de-
gree of holiness may we then shortly ex-
peet from the leader of the Opposition if,
indeed, his conversion and future repentance
bear any proportion to the aets of which,
in former days, he himself and his col-
leagues were in the habit of being guilty.
The hon. gentleman attributes to me pro-
phetie powers, but he misinterpreted my
words. I was not speaking from prophetie
power but from my own experience and
knowledge of the doings of himself and hie
colleagues, beginning in 1873, or at least
first publicly revealed to the people of Can-
ada in 1873, under circumstances which are
tolerably familiar to all students of Cana-
dian history, and going on prospering, under
the able guidance of the hon. gentleman
until-was it ln 1891 or 1892-this House, or
a former House, was presented with the
spectacle of detailed statements and detailed
evidence, showing how about a quarter a
million of money had been expended by a
colleague of the hon. gentleman in debauch-
ing some fifteen or twenty constituencies in
the province of Quebec. We had the dates
and the whole amounts given. I think it is
idle and foolish to go on with incrimination
which might, if I were so pleased, last from
now to to-morrow morning, as to the doings
of these hon. gentlemen. I am prefectly
content that our acts shall be compared with
theirs, whenever and on any occasions they
choose to challenge comparison. With re-
spect to this motion, I beg to call attentiop
to the fact that if the elections of West
Huron and Brockville were obtained by im-
proper means, It was ln the power of hon.
gentlemen opposite or their supporters to
have contested those elections and impeacli-
ed the proceedings in the courts. They did
not choose to do it, for reasons best known
'to themselves. Peradventure because there
are such things as cross-petitions, and it has
been known before now that gentlemen who
went for wool returned very much shorn
from the election courts. In the present in-
stance, what are the Liberal party doingi1
Are they atfemptIng to shirk inquiry, to
delay, te take any objection ? I do not
think the course pursued by the hon. mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Borden), was, in ail
respects, In consonance with the position he
holds as one of the very judges in the Com-
mittee on Elections and Privileges to whleh
this case bas been referred. I think It
would have become him far better bad he
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made a simple statement of the case and on
Its merits asked what he would have un.
questionably have obtained at once, a full
and complete reference of this matter to
the Committee on Privileges and Electioas.
I fully subscribe to the doctrine that,
even if you do not choose to go to -the courts,
this House bas not divested Itself, and
should not divest itself, of control over Its
own officers. Sir, the Government invite
Investigation. Let hon. gentlemen opposite,
In the case of the Yukon or anything else,
dare to make their charges, dare to come
forward, with what they are willkng to
prove--not lurk behind miserable, anonymous
accusations. behind letters, the names of
whose writers they dare not give, not quib-
ble and equivocate, not bring forward
charges which they are not able to prove,
which were exposed as falsehoods, if I read
" Hansard" aright, on the floor of this
House-let them make themselves respon-
sible, as you did, Mr. Speaker, on one ocea-
sion, as my friend the present Judge
Lister did on another occasion, and
as many other hon. members sup-
porting the present Government did,
when they were on the other side of the
House ; let them make themselves respon-
sible for the charges, let them state their
evidence and what they can prove, and they
shall have their committee, they shall have
their lnquiry, they shall have their Investi-
gation, with full powers to bring forward
their witnesses and their evidence-and we
shall see what they will make of it.

Mr. GEORGE E. CASEY (West Elgin). It
would be unbecoming for me to follow the
bad precedent set by the bon. member foi
Halifax (Mr. Borden) and the hon. leader
of the Opposition (Sir Charles Tupper), by
prejudging the Brockville or the West Hu-
ron case either one way or the other. There-
fore, I shall not say, whether my opinion is,
thaf there Is guilt or Innocence there. But
I have a few remarks to offer on the course
taken by the leader of the Opposition and a
few others about the constituency which I
have the honour to represent, and whose
name bas been brought into this discussion.
I, like my hon. friend the veteran Minister
of Trade and Commerce (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) had never expected to see what I
bave seen to-day. The leader of the Opposi-
tion talks about open, shameless profligacy
and prostitution ln politieal affair s talig
and rIoting through the land. Well, Sir, we
bave seen these things stalking for many
and many a year. If it shall ap r, as the
result of a judicial investigati or other-
wise, that our party contained any of tbese
stalkers, let us bear the blame ; but eer-
tainly, It does not lie ln the mouth of the
boni gentleman (Sir Oharles Tupper) or bis
associates to blow froth and fury about In
the manner he has dne to-day. If there
bas been political prostitution, Mr. Speaker,

let not the reformed, prostitute talk about
the virtue of others.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. There is no evidence
that he has reformed.

Mr. CASEY. But there la a pretense of
reform. The bon. leader of the Opposition
was evidently loaded up the wrong way on
this occasion. He expected that this motion
would be refused, and lie was loaded up
with a red-hot denunciation of the Govern-
ment for refusing an inquiry of this kind,
And, when the whole thing fell flat, and he
found the Government were not afraid to
bave these documents brought before us and
to Inquire into the case, what had he to fall
back upon ? As I say, he blew froth and
fury throughout this Chamber in a manner
which does infinite credit to bis physical
powers at bis time of life-whether It does
equal credit to the preservation of bis men-
tal faculties, I leave it to members of this
House to judge. A more extraordinary or
ridiculously injudicious speech than that of
the bon. gentleman bas never been made
on the floor of this House or put on record
in " Hansard." He wondered that lon. gen-
tlemen on this side of the House laughed
while he was speaking. He even went so
far as to garble history-tells us that Nero
laughed while Rome was burning. We al.
ways understood that Nero played the flddle
while that conflagration was In progress.
But our laughter was not caused by this
conflagration which is supposed to be raging
In the constituency, but it was due to pure
joyousness of heart, downright Infantile
amusement at the speètacle presented by the
bon. gentleman who was then entertaining
the House. It would be Impossible for the
most stony-hearted, the most stolid and
stupld creature imaginable, not to be amused
when such an exhibition was in progress.

I shall perhaps be wandering from the
strict limits of the motion, but certainly not
beyond the ground over whieh the discussion
has ranged, if I say a few words in regard
to the election in West Elgin. That has
been the subject of a great many speeches,
editorials, Jokes, and what not. We bave
had our share of that sort of fun with our
friends on the other side in old times, and
we do not object to anything in the way of
fair criticlsm or good-humoured talk on
these subjects. But the people of West El.
gin and the Reform party of Ontarlo gen-
erally are not going to lie under the imputa-
tion that they are corrupt or have been cor-
rupted. What ls the charge in this case-
the confession, if you choose. to put it se,
made in this case ? It la, that a certain
gang of outslde parties came into the riding
of West Elgin at the last local election and
conducted a aide campaign of their own,
apart altogether from the campaign con-
ducted by the candidate and -his local or-
gas tion, and conducted this campaign in
such a manner that the member for West
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Elgin, when he discovered what had been
done, nominally on his behalf, took the open
and honest course-

Some hon. MEMBERS. Oh, oh.
Mr. CASEY-the open, honest, straight-

forward course of saying: As soon as my
attention was called to the facts, I felt it
my duty to disclaim all right to this seat
and to facilitate as much as possible the
voiding of the election, ln order that we
may have a new, and free, and true test of
the people's feelings. I had the honour of
supporting Mr. McNish in that election, and
I wish te say that I shall feel It doubly an
honour, on account of the manly course he
has takeu on this occasion, to support him
In the next election. And I do not need a
gift of prophecy to say that, on the purest
election that can be held under any circum-
stances in any riding, Mr. McNish will reap
the reward of his honesty, his undoubted,
unchallenged honesty, in this matter, by
coming back at the head of a very substan-
tial majority. We do not need to, defend Mr.
McNish in this respect, because he was not
attacked by the petition, except In regard
to his supposed connection with the irregu-
lar appointment of returning officers. His
explanation of the matter-which I need not
go into-is admitted to be satisfactory by
all parties, and he comes out clear and clean
of any suspicion cast by his opponents in
the riding, who were aware of the fact. As
to the people of West Elgin, we are told
two contradictory stories. The first Is, that
corruption stalked, unblushing, gigantie, and
generally ln a Tuppetesque way, through-
out the riding, and that everybody was de-
bauched with public money, with the reptile
fund which was created by gigantie contri-
butions.

The hon. gentleman must have been think-
ing of the days of the Pacife scandal when
he used that phrase, that the people were
debauched with this money. That la one
story, that the people were corrupt or cor-
ruptible. Then, the other story Is-and it l
the only story ln support of which an Iota
of proof has been offered before the courts-
the other story la that this outside gang,
finding that the people of that county could
not be corrupted, set to work to get ln a
number of experts to stuff the ballot-boxes.
The two storles are inconsistent. If a few
experts were smuggled ln by a gang of Ir-
responsible men, not known to the local or-
ganization, not authorized by the candidate,
If these men stuffed ballot-boxes, let them
be ferreted out and punished, whoever they
may be, whether Preston, or further back,
I de not care where it hits-the people of
that county demand that whoever instigated
these fraudulent aets should be punished.
But to charge the electors of West Elgin
wlth belng corruptible or corrupt la this
case, ls to say what has no foundation In
fact, no foundation in any of the chargesj
made or established before the courts.

Mr. CASEY. 1A -

A great deal la made of .the fact that Mr.
Preston 1s now an officer of the Dominion
Government in Europe. Well, Sir, I do not
think It Is any disgrace to a Federal Minis-
ter to whom a former active worker in local
affairs was recommended as a fit person for
a public office, that he should, without
knowing all we know now about that man,
put him ln ;that office. I have no doubt that
the Minister's course towards Mr. Preston
ln the future wIll depend upon bis matured
opinion as to how far he Is or la not guilty
of the charges now laid against him. I do
not presume to charge Mr. Preston, or any-
body else, ex-cathedra in this matter. All
I have -to say from my own experience of
the riding of West Elgin at the local elec-
tion, where I was present for a few weeks,
is, that if Preston and the machine had not
been there, Mr. McNish would have been
equally elected, and probably by quite as
good a majority ; for the presence of an
organization of that kind, suspected whether
rightly or wrongly, of being corrupt, did
more to Injure than to benedt the candidate
at that election. The leader of the Opposi-
tion makes a great outery, uses very Tup-
peresque language, to put it briefdy, about
this machine.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order.

Mr. CASEY. An hon. gentleman calls for
order, but the phrase has been conseerated
by long usage in this House. It has been
admitted that the adjectives " Tupperism"
and "Tupperesque," having been long used
ln this House, are in order ln describing cer-
tain kinds of language and certain kinds of
statements ln this House. I say that the
hon. gentleman used very Tupperesque lan-
guage about this machine, as If it was an
invention of the Liberal party, as if It was
something contrIved by them. If there la
such a thing as a machine, if that machine
means what gentlemen opposite say It
means, a corrupt machine, where was the
model of that machine patented ? Whence
came the experts who operated it ln London,
the experts who operated It lu Manitoba, Ihe
experts who operated it In other places I
could name, long before there was any talk
of such a thing as a GrIt machine existing ?
If there is any corrupt machine organlzed,
any hurtful weapon of that sort In the pos-
session of the Liberal party, where do they
get It ? I do not say that if our people copied
Tory methods in this matter It la any excuse
for them.; I only say that the Inventors, the
patentees of this machine, have net the right
to throw stomes at us for using it. The most
ithey could do would be te apply to the
courts to decree that they should have a
royalty upon the use of that machine. If
the hon. gentleman, the leader of the Oppo-
sition, s 4nclned to take that ground, t6 go
before the courts and claim a royalty, I do
not think anybody would dispute his claim
to be the original patentee.
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Mr. T. S. SPROULE (East Grey). I de-'
sire to congratulate the leader of the Govern- .
ment for his honesty, for his frankness, and
for lis patriotie conduct when he says that i
purity of elections must be guaranteed at all!
cost. It is one of the healthy signs of the
time, that at last some person arises amongst
the party who believes that in the Interests
of the country it is important that we should
have purity at elections. I congratulate the
hon. leader of the Government and his
friends that they have awakened to the Im-
portance of accepting this resolution. But I
was somewhat surprised at the right hon.
gentleman complaining that the 'bon. mem-
ber for Halifax (Mr. Borden) should have
assumed that this motion would be voted
down. Why dd he assume that it would be
voted down ? Because every motion which
bas been made la this House during the pre-
sent session, and during other sessions, hav- 1
ing for its atm to bring out information that î
we thought desirable to bring out In the ln-
terests of the country to secure a more
honest administration of public affairs, bas
been voted down. Last night we heard an
hon. member opposite say: With fifty-five
majority at our back, we are prepared to
carry through any motion that we desire
to carry through this House, notwithstand-
ing the Opposition. Therefore, I say we were
justified ln assuming that this motion would
be voted down, especially ln view of the fact
that only a few days ago one of the strongest
indictments I ever beard, one of the strong-
est impeachments I ever heard against a
Minister of the Crown, was voted down in
this House, al-hough it was made by a gen-
tleman of eminence and of long experlence, a
gentleman of sterling integrity, who was for
a long time an honoured Minister of the
Crown hlmself. When he made those direct
charges, and when bon. members opposite
voted them down, I say we were justified in1
assuming that this motion also would be
voted down.

Now,..the Minister of Trade and Commerce
(Sir Richard Cartwright) said that the Gov-
ernment invited investigations. Why did
they not do so -In the case of the Yukon
scandali? One day the Minister of the In-
terior (Mr. S1fton) invited an investigation,
and when one was proposed he skulked be-
hind his subservIent majority and asked
them to vote it down. They are bold when
there is no danger in the air, but when dan-
ger loors up, then they fall back upon their
majority, and prevent any inquiry which
would bring out damaging facts. Then, the
bon. member spoke of something in the
past. insinuating corruption. The informa-
tion given to the Héu=e by the leader of the
Opposition with regard to which the Minis-
ter of Trade and Commerce -had made a pre-
diction. He foreshadowed what might be
done by the party la power with all the
means at their disposal, with a heavy expen-
diture of money, patronae to dispense, and
a large majority of supporters behind them,

and in a few years hence he, the Minister of
Trade and Commerce, was in a position
to carry out and accomplish what he had
foreshadowed. Be was able, with his
friends, to accompllsh it by the organization
of that machine. which has been so effec-
tually working lin the Interest of that party,
and of which we have heard so much from
various parts of the country. It seems
to me most appropriate that the hon. mem-
ber for West Elgin (Mr. Casey) should come
to the rescue of bis friends on this ocba-
sion, because the very stampIng-ground,
where the machine was able to do its most
effective work and where the representa-
tive of the party, who, I assume, to be a
man of fair and honest convictions, was
obliged to sign a paper acknowledgIng the
disgrace of the party, was the county
which that hon. gentleman represents. The
hon. member for West Elgin says that -he
was tu that constituency and took part in

j the campaign. I have ne doubt about that
1 whatever ; I have no doubt that he was
cheek by jowl with SIm. Hewitt, with D. F.
Macdonald, of Parry Sound, who bas been
operating for the party for the past seventeen
or elghteen years to my own personal knowl-
edge, ln by-elections ln varlous parts of
the country; with Capt. Sullivan, and others.
HavIng taken part with these men in this
election, and being the representative of
that constituency In the Dominion, is It
possible that the hon. gentleman did net
know what was taking place in that con-
stituency ? It Is utterly Impossible to be-
iteve that, when he was there taking part
in the election, he did not know that the
same members of this machine, who had se
effectually operated in the by-elections for
a number of years past, In the Interest of
the Liberal party, were there doing their
nefarlous work, as they bad done it tn
other places. At the head of the machine
was Mr. W. T. R. Preston, who bas been
the successful organizer of the party for
sQ many years past, and wnom they found
it convenient to send out of the country
at the lime bis presence was most desired
to bring out information which would not
have been creditable to the Government, but
which might have been valuable to the
country and to the courts. Ail these men
were to be found there. I saw Mungovan
ln Brockville a short time ago. We know
that the hon. Minister of Customs (Mr. Pat-
erson) the other evenIng, said that he dId
not know Sim HewItt, of Brantford.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson). I did not.

Mr. SPROULE. I think*lt was Hewitt
that was under consideration. I under-
stood the hon. member for West York (Mr.
Wallace) to say that the hon. Minister had
said that he did not know a man brought up
in hls own city.

'The MINISTER OF CUTOMS. I ust
happened to catch that remark, but other-
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wlse it might not have been answered. I
did not say anything like that. Of course,
I know Hewitt. I said I knew him, but
I said that I had not seen him In Ottawa
and did not know that he had been in Ot-
tawa.

Mr. SPROULE. I understood the hon.
,gentleman to say that he did not know
him, but if he admits that he does know
him, and If he Is acqualnted with him, that
makes It all the worse, because he comes
from Brantford, where he was schooled at
the feet of Gamaliel for so many years.
He was in North Grey when the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Paterson) was a candidate
there, and when the hon. Postmaster Gene-
ral (Mr. Mulock) was also there.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. And
you were there, too.

Mr. SPROULE. Hewltt admits that he
was there with these hon. gentlemen, and
he boasted of the effective work that he
had done for them. They were cognizant
of bis operations there and yet the hon.1
gentleman got up a short time ago and en-
deavoured to leave the Impression in the
House that he was not conversant with the
campaign work that was carried on there.
The hon. member for West Elgin says that
the two stories were inconsistent-the one
that these same men were in West Elgin
personally and that they were bribing in
South Ontario as well. We have dis-
closures whieh have proven that the two
proceedings were going on at the same1
time. Look at South Ontario, wbere
votes were bought for from $2 to $5, and this
Hewitt was one of the very men who was In
West Elgin assisting to carry out the work
of the machine. He was in South Ontarlo,
la West Elgin, in West Huron and In all these
constituencles, and yet the hon. gentleman
did not know it. The hon. member says that
It is not reasonable to suppose that both of
these operations were going on at one and
the same time. The diselosures we have
bring us to ithe definite conclusion that they
were. It is beyond any question ; It is a mat-
ter as to which we have evidence that they
were going on at the same tlme, and the
Reform party were profiting by their oper-
ations. The hon. member for West Elgin
says that, If there ls any such thIng as a
machine, hou. gentlemen representing the f
Opposition ought to know It, and then he
speaks about London. I wonder that he
Is not ashamed to mention the constituency
of London, with Its history of baehanalian-
Ism and pig's feet and beer, after the prae-
tices that took blace ln London on the part
of the friends of the hon. gentleman and n
the dodges which were resorted to. The hon. r
member for West Elgin spoke as If there
were no such »thlng as the machine. We k
had the Inventer and the organiser of the <
machine, the man who orIginated and mani- t

SEr. SPROUl.

pulated the machine, Mr. Preston, telegraph-
ing to Mr. McNish, after the machine had
succeeded in puttIng him in power:

Hug the machine for me.
It showed what that gentleman thought was
due the machine from the party when they
were carrled te the extent that they had.
to acknowledge their gratitude for what
the machine had done for tnem ln such an
emergency as that. He might have sent
the same telegram to Mr. Dryden lu South
Ontario, to West Huron, to North Grey,
and many otber constituencies. He could,
with equal appropriateness, have sent It to
the Hon. Minister of Customs, who bas re-
presented North Grey for several years In
this House. When we took the trouble
to Investigate that election what did we
flnd ? We have ln our possession to-day
nearly 200 affidavits made by men who re-
ceived money ln that election to vote for
the hon. gentleman who Is now sItting In
this House, and that work was done by
the same men who manlpulated the cam-
paign for the party In other constituencies.
Cap Sullivan and Sim Hewitt were there.
Hewitt says that he was there, that he con-
versed with the hon. Postmaster General
and the Minister of Customs. He told them
how successfully he had operated there,
that, when he met an Orangeman, he was
an Orangeman, that when he met a Catho-
lie, he was a Catholle ; in fact, he was all
things to all men, so that he might Influ-
enee public opinion ln the interest of the
great Reform party ln this way. In the
face of the fact that we had, and still
have, ln our possession, about 200 affidavîts
from men who recelved money at the time,
the hon. Minlster of Customs has represent-
ed that riding ever sinee, I say to his shame
and the shame of hlis party.

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. Do you
say that he told me that which you said ?

Mr. SPROULE. I say that he told this.
The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. Do you

say that he told me?.
,Mr. SPROULE. I distinctly say that

what I said, as I understand It, l that
he told others that he had conversed with
the hon. gentleman and told hlm how he
had succeeded ln doing so much in bis
favour ln reference to these men. That
s my statement.

The MINISTER OF OUSTOMS. You do
not say that he told me that.

Mr. SPROULE. I say he told others,
who gave the Information to us. That le
my information. I belleve it comes from
reliable sources, and I would not be sur-
prised to find that the ,hon. gentleman
new al about It He and the Postmaster
General were there with him in. that elec-
ion. It is Interesting to find that even
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now, somewhat late in lite, the Liberal
party admits that we should !have honest
elections. Only the other night the Min-
ister of the Interior said, that the fair fame
of Canada had never suffered at the hands
of the Reform party.

The PIIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier). Order. My hon. friend is referring to
a past debate.

Mr. SPROULE. I am referring to a state-
ment made by a Minister in this House.

The PRIME MINISTER. Order.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I call the at-

tention of the hon. gentleman.(Mr. Sproule)
to the fact that he is referring to a previous
debate, and in that he is out of order.

Sir CHARLES TUPPER. May I be per-
mitted to inquire if any one can patent an
ordinary expression so as to prevent its
being repeated ? The fact that a phrase was
used by a member In this House surely
does not prevent any one else from using it.

The PRIME MINISTER. The bon. gentle-
man (Mr. Sproule) stated that the Minister
of the Interior in a debate the other day,
made use of certain expressions, and the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Sproule) was proceeding
to build an argument upon that. The hon.
gentleman has no right to build an argu-
ment on what was said in another debate.

Mr. SPROULE. All right ; every one in this
House knows what the statement of the
Minister of the Interior was. Let me ask.
in the face of what we know of the Baie de
Chaleurs transaction, in the face of what
we know of Pacaud and of the Mercier
gang that corrupted the province of Quebec
until the Lieutenant-Governor was obliged
to dismiss them ; in the face of the revela-
tions in West Elgin and South Ontarlo, and
what is transpiring to-day in Manitoiba, can-
the right hon. gentleman lay his hand on
bis heart and truly say, that the fair fame
of Canada has not suffered in the bands of
the Liberals.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Sproule) has no right to refer
to what was said some days ago In another
debate, and to proceed to cause a discussion
on that statement.

Mr. SPROULE. When the Reform party
leave the impression upon this country that
tbey are the emblems of purity, I have a
right to point to the accumulating knowledge
we have, that that statement is not true,
amd I am justifled ln speaking of the pleasure
which the country feels, that the Liberal
party has at last awakened to the necessity
for condemning these corrupt practices. I
have the right to congratulate the leader of
the Government and his friends, that after
being asleep so long when ail this bribery
and corruption bas been going on, they 1havr
awakened to the fact that It I ln the inter-
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1 ests of the country, and in the interests of
the moral status of the Liberal party, that
these things should be inquired into. For
years past the moral sense of the community
has been shocked by the revelations of cor-
ruption by the Liberal machine, and honest
men Lilberal and Conservative, now desire
that an end should be put to it. I tell the
country and the House, that the same men,
the same gang, the same machine bas been
operating in the interests of the Reform
party for years back. I remember that lu
the Algoma election a few years ago, the
same Mr. Macdonald who was helping to
work the machine in West Elgin, went into
that county, collected the Indians in a
house, brought them to the booths to record
their votes, and then took them back to the
same house, stripped them of the clathes
they had on, and put these same clothes on
the squaws and took them back to poll
their votes also. All that came out, and to
bis own shame he admitted, lie gloried iu
it, because he thought he had done a
smart thing and by that means elected a
Liberal representative. Again, I found this
man in the Manitoulin Islands when I took
part in that election of 1882. Everywhere
there was the same machine and the same
gang helping to return the Liberal candi-
date. We found them operating the ma-
chine in East and West Algoma and the
Parry Sound district. Then in the North
Grey election we found the same men cheek
by jowl with the Postmaster General (Mr.
Mulock), and the Minister of Customs (Mr.
Paterson). We found the same machine
doing its nefarlous work there, and doing it
so successfully as to return the Liberal can-
didate. I was in the election in North Grey,
and I never saw such bacchanalian corrup-
tion as revelled there. It may be asked,
why did we not bring it oit in the election
court. We were prevented because the pe-
tition was sawed off and the opportunity
was denied us, or otherwise we would have
published to the world some operations
which would have reflected lasting discredit
c-n hon. gentlemen opposite. After they
left North Grey we find the same crowd in
North Wellington : "Cap. Sullivan, S1m.
Hewitt, D. F. McDonald, W. T. R. Preston,
the organizer and the manipulator of the
machine. Then they tried to elect a Min-
ister in South Ontario, and succeeded, and
next we found them ln West Elgin. and the
day after that election the Toronto "Globe"
pointed out : There Is an honest expression
of public opinion by the people at the pols;
there is a justification for the existence f
the Hardy Government. That, Sir, Is the
way that the manipulations of that nefarlous
machine were commended by the organ of
the Liberal party. They elected a Minister
ln South Ontario, but he had to step down
and out, and he said he did not know any.

about it. There was that blissful in-
an-. i i blindness about him which le
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the characteristie of those who have been there, for he has been a very apt seholar for
elected by the machine. Mr. McNlsh was many years under the tuition of that great
also innocent, but he gave certificates of teacher, the lion. member for North Grey
character to the deputy returning officer, (Mr. Paterson). They were there. and did
of the men who were brought in to corrupt their work, and no doubt did it successfully.
the constituency, and he told the returning Now, who are the parties implicated in all
officers these were fit and proper parties to these scandals ? They are the same crowd
do the work. Yes, they were fit and proper of men. They are officials of the local gov-
parties to do the nefarlous work of ballot ernment, joined with officials of the Domin-
stuffing and personating, and the other ion Governient, and they jointly work the
-rines known to the Reform p arty machine. Reform machine. W. T. R. Preston, the or-

The gang was ln South Perth and in Brock-1
ville. And to such an extent did they carry,
on their work, that one of their own mnci
in Brockville, I think a Mr. Manhart, who
was appointed returning officer. when ap.
proached by some of the machine members,
replied : No, I have been an honest man up
to the present, I desire to see a fair elec-
tion.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir WilfrId Lau-
rier). A true Grit.

Mr. SPROULE. Yes, there was one hon-
est Grit thiere, and there are many of them
in the country, but the regret is that the
bad element in the Grit party dominates.'
There are many honest Grits in Canada
who desire to see an honest expression of
public opinion, but unfortunately the bad
e.lement is so powerful that It dominates I
the party, and so corruption runs riot. This
deputy returning officer in Brockville said to
the machine : If you want to do your dirty
work bring in one of your own men to do it.
for I will not, and he stepped out of the posi-
tion, and they were obliged to replace him
by a man who would do the dirty work.
In that election ballots were found lying in
the streets. Who supplied those ballots ?
Some people think it was the Brockville
" Recorder." I think there is very little
doubt that it was. At any rate, those baX-
lots were printed for that constituency as
they were for West Elgin, and they were
used for the purpose of identifying the par-
ties who voted for the Reform candidate.
Mr. McNish admits that it ·is a fact, a regret-
ful fact, that prominent Reformers ln the
riding sheltered these men ln their bouses.
while they were paying out money ln pur-'
chasing votes. So they did in BrockvIlle. We
knew they were there. I was In that elee-
tion, and it was common knowledge that
these men were for days and weeks ln that
riding, doing their nefarlous work ; and the
hon. member for Brockville sits in this House
by virtue of the nefarious work. Yet we are
told that that election was the rebuke of the
bon. member for Plctou (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) for making bis charges ; we are told
that that was the answer of the bonest elec-
tors of Brockville. How was that answer
obtained ? By the most dishonest means
that could be devised by any party In this
country. It was the same ln South Brant,
I am told ; the same men were there. I
have no doubt that Simeon Hewitt was

Mr. SPROULE.

ganizer of the party, is drawing his $2.000 or
$3.000 a year to-day as immigration agent
in England. Wlienever you endeavour to
bring these people Into court, they cannot be
found. They are sent out of the country
by the party. Why was Preston sent out of
he country? There are many who are unchar-
itable enougli to believe that he was sent
out by the Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Fish-
er), so that his evidence would not be avail-
able in that election trial. Others are in
the wild west of Algoma. and cannot be
found. Capt. Sullivan goes up there, and
you cannot find him with a search warrant
and half a dozen constables, when an elec-
tion trial is going on. Simeon Hewitt is
there, too, and cannot be found. D. F. Mc-
Donald is away also, after he las done his
nefarlous work. These men are all em-
ployees of the local government or the Do-
minion Government, both Reform govern-
ments. The hon. member for West Elgin
(Mr. Casey) asks me why is It called the
machine. I will tell you what one of bis
friends told me. He said : " It is because
we have been so successful ln threshing our
opponents." This machine is not a modern
device. Although it is not patented, and
no model of it ean be found in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, it bas been none the
less successfuli; and no man ean endeavour
to get up another just like It. There Is no
danger of any one attempting to infringe
on the patent.

It may be said that this is a matter for
the election courts. I have said over and
over again, and I repeat lt, desiring to give
the utmost publicity which my voice ean
give to the statement, that I have always
regretted the custom that has obtained of
late years, of pairing off these election peti-
tions. It tends to the demoralization of the
country and the disgrace of both political
parties. I bave always claimed that when
a petition Is filed, it must be filed on the
sworn evidence of some person, that he be-
Ileves that corruption extensively prevalled
ln the constltuency ; and I assume that the
man who takes that affidavit Is not a pe-
Jurer, but that he bas such Information in
his possession as to Justify the bellef, if not
the actual k-nowledge, that corruption ex-
tensively prevailed, as was the case when the
bon. member for North Grey (Mr. Paterson)
was elected. It was sworn In that election
petition. We had the affidavits In our pos-
session at the time. When that was the
case, that election petition should have been
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fought out to the bitter end. If there is the Government has aecepted it, and the
no evidence of corruption, the petition should evidence cannot be brought down a moment
never be iiled at all; but if there is evi- too soon in the interests of honest public
dence that corruption extensively prevailed. opinion. You cannot stop ithese nefarious
that fact should be laid bare to the world. proceedings a moment too soon, and if we
lu either case the country would benefit can succeed in doing so, even to a limited ex-
by the result. If the election was an tent, we will have done a great good, be-
honest election. the member would hold cause we will have taken a step forward
the seat to whieh lihe was entitled ; if it in the direction of obtalnlng an honest and
was a corrupt election, the country would fair expression of publie sentiment in every
see the degradation to which the party was election. whether to a provincial or'Domin-
sunk. The system of pairing off these elec- ion Parliament.
tion petitions which has been carried on for
many years in this country, is, to my mind,
a disgraceful one, tending to the demoraliza-
tion of the two political parties and of the
electorate of this country ; and the sooner
we are aroused to the importance of the sit-
nation, and the sooner we stop that prac-
tice, the better it will be for the country
and for the credit of both parties. The
Conservative party have been endeavouring
to stop this practice. Only last winter a
Bill was introduced in the legislative as-
senbly at Toronto by Mr. Whitney for the
1:urpose of punishing bribery that was known
to prevail extensively, but it was voted down
by Mr. Hardy, Mr. G. W. Ross, and their
friends. who knew that the machine was
operating in their interest. They dare not al-
low a law to be passed to punish those men
for their nefarious operations. It was voted
down by their servile majority, just as the
majority in this House the other night voted
down the proposition to lay before the world
the scandalous transactions and the maiad-
ministration of the present Government In
tie Yukon. I say, the sooner we have a string-
ent election law, and the stronger we make
the penalties upon those who are disposed
to violate that law, the better for the poli-I
tical health of the country. What does the
country desire ? An honest, unblased and
unpurchased expression of publie opinion as
between the two political parties. Can It be
got to-day ? As the machine has been oper-
ating, I say it Is not possible ; and If public
men. wlth these faets before their eyes,
condone ithem, and do not undertake to
punish the gullty parties, or make a law
to punlsh them, the electorate cannot be
blamed, because they are no lower in
the scale of demoralization than the
representatives of the people themselves.
There is no other conclusion we can come
to than this, that if members of Parliament
condone it, we cannot blame the electorate
if they become a purchasable and corrupt
commodity. We -are setting a bad example
to the people to follow our example and do
-what they otherwise would not have done.
Public sentiment desires that we should have
an honest expression of public opinion, and
with that end in view we should endeavour
to show the country that there Is not to-day
an honest emipression of publie opinion. 1,
therefore, support this motion most cordially.
I am glad to see that the rlght hon. leader of
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Motion agreed to.

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE OF
COMMONS.

The House resolved itself into committee
;on Bill (No. 126) respecting representation in
the Ilouse of Commons.-(Mr. Mulock.)

(In the Committee.)
On section 1,
Mr. SPROULE. I undrstood the right

bon. Prime Minister to have said that 5h
would Inform the House who the judges
would be and the instructions that would
be given them.

The PRIME MINISTER. I am not pre-
pared to do so at this moment, but will keep
the inquiry of my hon. friend in mind.

Mr. SPROULE. I do not understand why
the Government have provIded that the city
of Toronto shall be divided by the judges,

1 and not have provided that the city of Ot-
tawa shall be so divided. The same prin-
ciple applies in both cases. If It is a cor-
rect principle with regard to Toronto. it
ought to be equally correct with regard to
Hamilton and Ottawa.

The PRIME MINISTER. My hon. friend
cannot be ignorant of the motives which
have impelled the Government to deal with
the one question and not the other. There
is some force in the objection laid down by
my hon. friend, but, as I stated, when in-
troducing this Bill, we are not undertaking
at -this moment to deal with all the objection-
able features of the Acts of 1882 and 1892,
but only with their most salient features. If
this Billihas any fault, it is simply that itbas not gone far enough. It might have
gone further, but realizing ithat we were not
dealing with this matter immediately after
the taking of the census, when redistribution
bas to be made, we determlned that we
should not disturb the existIng conditions of
things except In so far as is absolutely
necessary to do away with some of the
more glarIng objections. Whilst there eau
be no doubt as to our jurisdlctlon, I do not
hesitate to declare that we ought to be very
chary in the exereise of It, and should re-
strict ourselves to exerclsing it only in so
far as is absolutely necessary to correct an
injustice. The hon. leader of the Opposition,
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while strongly contenYng that Parliament unit in electing two members. In Ottawa. as
had not jurisdiction to deal with this mat- every person is aware, and the same may
ter except immediately after the taking of be said of the city and county of Halifax,
the census, was obligei to admit that we the population is divided mainly into two
had at other periods Jv risdiction to correct religions. and the practice is to name a gen-
clerical errors in the relistribution of seats. tleman belonging to the Roman Catholie
It does not matter whW ther it is a clerleai faith and a gentleman belonging to the Pro-
error or a gross error ; if we have jurisdic- testant faith by each one of the two paries;
tion at all, we have ji risdiction to correct jand in that way the electors have a better
the one as well as the , ther. The hon. gen- opportitnity of making a choice than they
tieman himself contend ;d that we had power otherwise would. For this reason I do not
to correct an error. iLs I say, it does not! propose any amendment changing that
matter whether the e.ror is slight or gross, i system, because I think it is mucli more
if we have power in the one case we have I convenient for both parties to bring forward
à in the other. The hon. gentleman said candidates of each religion. That argument
a few days ago that bis party, when in oCtle, is especially strong in the city of Ottawa
were justified in amending the Redistribu- where the people are divided into two races
tion Act of 1892 in order to correct a clerical i as well as two religions, and the present
error. I take the ground that we have the 1 arrangement avoids a good deal of Incou-
same power to correct an egregious error 1 venience that would arise from a division
as we have to correct a small error. If we j of the city into two constituencies.
have power to correct a purely clerical
error, it is equally in our power and it is I Mr. SPROULE. I understood the First
equally incumbent upon us to correct an Minister to say that the object of this Bill
egreglous error. We do not undertake to do was to correct an injustice, and that the way
anything more than that. If we were redis- to correct that injustice was to observe
tributing the representation after a decen- county boundaries where they were not ob-
nial census, we would be ready to consider i served before. But the Minister has shown
bis objection and deal with it. But having that that was not his aim ; if It was, he
taken the ground that we are doing no more would have corrected county boundaries iu
than t correct the most salient injustices every constituency in eastern as well as in
-u the Redistribution Acts of 1882 and 189., western Ontario. le would not have done
we do not propose to go any further at pre- so in Grey and violated the same principle
sent than is absolutely necessary, and. there- in Careton; he would have corrected the
fore, we leave many things which, perhaps, boundaries in Lanark as well as in Bruce.
iight be subject of consideration and amend-1 Now, if the hon. gentleman's object was to
ment under other circumstances. correct this injustice, why does he not do

.1 so in one part of the country as well as ia
Sir CHARLES TUPPER. I do flot propose another part ? Then he allows the city of

to go) over the discussion which bas taken Toronto to be subdivided by judges, but not
place on the second reading. I merely rise ji Ottawa and Halifax. Now, there may be
for the purpose of saying that although I a good deal in what the leader of the Oppo-
desire to pay great respect to the statements' sition says, that there are special eIreum-
Just made by my right hon. friend, of course stances or conditions in cities like Ottawa,I do not at all agree with him that the Hamilton and Halifax which might justify a
right-because it is a question of right and departure from the rule. That may be the
not a question of power-to correct a verbal case, and I am not going to argue It. But lterror or inaccuracy that is absolutely ne- seemed to me that. the principle being ap-
eessary in order to carry out the law, at ail plied ln Toronto, we might with propriety
implies the right to pass a Redistribution say that it should apply in the other cities.Bill. I think that is pressing the argument IHowever, if the exceptional situation justi-altogether too far. But having discussed lies the departure, I have nothing to say withthat matter, I do not propose to go over It regard to it. But what the hon. gentleman
again, nor do I propose to move, and I hope said does not apply 'to the case which has
no gentleman on this side of the House will been pointed out-their efforts to correct
move, any amendments to this BIll. The what they are pleased to call injustice and
Bill is, in my opinion, a violation of the con- irregularities in the west, while nothing is
stitution of the country according toi which done in the east.
no Redistribution Bill can be passed except
after a decennial census. Holding that view, Mr. CLANCY. The committee must be
I do not propose In any way to interfere a good deal struck with the observation of
or to take the responsibility of movIng any the right hon. First Minister. He recites
amendment. But if I were to do so, I would the case of the effort made ln 1898 to cor-
not propose to separate Otta'wa Into two rect clerical errors as a justIfication for
constituencles, nor to separate the city and tis Bill. But, I would like to be clear
county of Halifax into two constltuencles. upon the point. The legislation of 1893
There Is an obvious convenlence In baving was Intended to do anything which Parlia-
cities like Ottawa and Halifax Joined as a ment had Intended to do tu a previous Bill,

Sir WILFRID LAURINJR.
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but. through an inadvertance, had failed to House. But I have this to say-that hon.
do. gentlemen opposite have been unable. up

The PRIME MINISTER. With the power to this time, whatever they may be able to
do hereafter, to show one reason growing
out of the actual operation of the Redis-

Mr. CLANCY. For the purposes of what tribution Bill of 1882 and the results of it.
I am saying, I will assume that it was for introducing this Bill. They have fnot
with the power. The object was to carry showed that any hon. gentleman in this
out the original intention of Parliament. House was unfairly dealt with under the
But now the right lion. gentleman is In- Redistribution Act of 1882.
troducing legislation to overturn the will
of Parliament, as expressed in 1882. These The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It is
are precisely opposite cases, as it seems to gratifying for me to find what I expected
me. I rise merely to have the point made occurring. I said that when this Bill was
clear, because it seems to me that if the discussed that it would be found so fair
hon. gentleman's contention in one case is that no objection could be offered to it.
sound It cannot be sound in the other. The hon. leader of the Opposition (Sir

The PRIME MINISTER. The hon. gen- Charles Tupper) said that the Bill is un-
tleman (Mr. Clancy) is right in saying that constitutional. But every one knows that

lie is alone in that conclusion. Even thewe proceed from different motives. I agree hon ine fn thatoelan. Even the
that ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~k in19,wenteGvrmetitobon. member for Westmoreland (Mr. Pow-that in 1893, when the Goverament intro- ell) while arguing in support of his leader,duced amendments to the Act of a previousildthtfo5teprsethewa2f5h

year their intention was to com plete the said that for the present he was of the
work of the previous yea, whic,, in their opinion that it was unconstitutional, but
opinion, they had left incomplete. We now guarded himself by saying that his opinion
move to amend the Act just as they moved migbt be different the next day, or words
to amend it. Their intention was to com- to that effect. No one now takes the ground
plete their work, while our intention is to that the Bill is not within the constitutional
correct their work. That is all the differ- powers of this Parliament to deal with.
ence. The intention is different. but the And now that every one is agreeing that
result is the same, so far as the power it is a perfectly fair Bill. the result is very
of this Parliament is concerned. We want gratifying indeed. Even hon. gentlemen
to amend the Act, just as they wanted to who said that they would fight it for days
amend the Act. They amended It for one iand days, now find that it is what it was
motive. we amend it for a different mo- designed to be. a perfectly honest Bil. The
tive. They amended it because they thought lion. gentleman (Mr. Clancy) says that there
-I am bound to assume that their inten- s no reason given for changing the redis-
tion was to serve good purposes-that it was tribution of 1882. He las been told time
necessary to correct an error made by theni and tirae again, but I repeat it now, that
at that mrre. gross injustices were inflicted at that time,

that member after member of the Liberal
Mr. CLANCY. But this that the hon. party was deliberately struck at and their

gentleman intends to amend was not an ridings were made into Conservative rid-
error ; it was the deliberate intention of: ings by Act of this ParIlament. This Bill
Parliament. There mright be a want of strikes at no one. In 8 the party work-
wisdom in it, but no hon. gentleman can ers were called in to give counsel to de-
argue-and be consistent-that an Act de- termine what townships should be taken
liberately passed by the Parliament of Can-! out of this riding or put Into that. per-
ada was an error in the sense in which the petrating an infamous gerrynander. But
right lion. gentleman now uses the word. in the Bill now introduced, as hon. gentle-
The lion. gentleman cites a precedent of a men can see, there is no effort at a gerry-
Bill intended to correct clerical errors. But mander. there is no need to call in party
would that be fairly quoted as a precedent workers or even to consult with members
for altering the deliberate intention of Par- of this House. The House divests itself
liament'? It seems to me that the two of the power to deal witlh the matter in de-
cases are as far as the poles asunder. tail and leaves it wholly in the hands of

the judges. So, the constitutionality of theThe PRIME MINISTER. Perhaps I Bill is acknowledgced. As has been said.might meet the views of +he hon. gentle- no lawyer who valued his reputation wouldman if 1 were to say we are moved to say that this Bill is unconstitutional. If
correct the unwisdom of the Act of 1882. hon. gentlemen are seeking relief from some

Mr. CLANOY. I am glad that the right other place--
hon. gentleman is coming to my views. I home hon. MEMBERS. Order.
hope he will go further and withdraw this
Bill. and so correct the unwisdom of in-; The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS-by some
troducing It. I am not going to prolong other means than by combatting the Bill on
this debate ; I do not see any advantage its merits. that is another matter. But
in repeating what lias been said in this let it be understood that the Bill is con-

6762,6761



[COMMONS]

stitutional. and that. so far as its provisions
are concerned, no fault ean be foun-d with
it.

It being Six cloelck. the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

The POSTIMASTER GENERA L (Mr.
Mulock)i moved:

That in subsection (e) the word " four " be
struck out and be replaced by the word "five1" ;
that in subsection (g), after the word "Elgin "
the word "Kent " be inserted, and that the word
beKsknt," after the word "of," in subsection (h),
be struck out.

Mr. BENNETT. Before the clause is
adopted, i would like to say a few words in
reference to the representation of Simcoe.
As shown by the census returns of 1891 the
population of Simeoe proper amounts to
about 82.000 souls, and it must -be remem-
bered that a large portion of the county has
been increasing in population to a very
considera:ble extent since the last decennial
census. If hon. gentlemen will refer to the
map of Simcoe it will be seen that the pre-
sent arrangement of dealing with Nortti
Sime3e is sucl, that according to the last
census there is a population of 28203 in
such riding, and that after taking into ae-
count Muskoka which will be, if this Bill
goes into effect, taken from the east riding
of Simcoe, that riding, according to the
last census will have 31,381. Then having re-
ference to what may -be termed the south
riding, or the southern portion of the county
of Simcoe. after deducting from that trie
township of Mulmur which will, under the
Bill. go into the county of Dufferin, aud
adding thereto the township of Adjala.
which will be taken from Cardwell, the
population of South Simcoe proper, as 1
may call it, would be 23.143. The judges
In arranging the county of Simcoe into three
rîdings will take first for the south riding
the townships of Tossoronto, West Gwillim-
bury, Essa, Innisfil, Adjala, Tecumseth and
the villages and towns included in these
townships which will give a population of t
23,14.. North Simcoe, as it exists to-day, '
would have a population of 28,203, and talk-
ing tue riding of East Simcoe. as it to-day
stands. minus the portions that will go into
the district of Muskoka, the population I
would be 31,381. By reference to the map it i
will be seen that some portion of North Sim- 1
coe would be added to South Simcoe if equa-
lization of population were sought; it would
be necessary to add to South Simeoe the
town of Barrie In order to bring up the
population. The result would be that South
Simeoe, plus Barrie, would have a
population of about 29,000. The town'
of Barrie, however has always beenr
In the north ridlng of Sdmeoe, and i j
assume, that the judges, In making the divi- j

Mr. PATERSON.

sion, would lbe very much averse to taking
froi the riding of North Simcoe a town
which las been situated in that riding, i was
going to say, almost from time immemorial,
at least. since the formation of the riding.
Then. if recourse were had to taking the
township of Nottawasaga. and adding that
to South Simcoe. it would result in adding
to the 23,143 population in South Simeoe no
less than 6,000 people from Nottawasaga.
But another trouble would confront the jud-
ges, and that is that in Nottawasaga town-
ship are included the towns of Collingwood
and Stayner, which would give a population
of about 6.500 souls. The position then
would be, if Nottawasaga were added to
South Simcoe. that Collingwood and Stay-
rer, which are both in Nottawasaga would
stand, by this act, to be taken distinctly
out of the township in which they are now
situated. Referring to East Simeoe with
its population of 31.381 a reference to the
figures will show that the township of Tay
liad in 1891 a population of 4.714 souls. It
is a conparatively new township. and, owing
to ·the fact that it includes some villages
which have been increasing very consider-
ably, I have no doubt that the population of
Tay to-day is much nearer 6.000 than 5.000.
Then Midland is returned ln the census of
1891 as having a population of 2,088. a
town which now has considerably over
3.000 of a population, and which, owing to
certain local circumstances, bids fair. in the
next few years to grow considerably. The
result Is, therefore, if reference were had to
the present population. that the riding of
East Simcoe, being divided upon these lines,
would have a population of not only 31.381,
but a popalation of about 33,00î) or 34.000.
It is manifestly unfair that a riding should
be so constituted that would have 34.000 of
a population while, in 'the adjoining county
of York. the ridings will have a population of
only 21.000 souls, and in many other coun-
ties, which I might enumerate in Ontarlo,
the population will amount to 14.000 or
15,000. while East Simcoe will have 34,000.
To take from the present riding of East
Rimcoe the township of Tiny would Increase
the population of North Simcoe to upwards
of 33,000. while East Simcoe would have
a population of about 30.000, both of which,
I subinit, would be abnormally large repre-
sentations as compared with other ridIngs,
and having reference to the fact that there
lire many portions of East Simeoe in which
the population is increasing vastly.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pater-
son). What would be the unit of population
if the riding were divided evenly ?

Mr. BENNETT. About 82,000 is the total
population of the three ridings, but the trou-
ble is that. while South Simeoe, havlng
regard to Its natural limits, has a popula-
tion of 23,000. the townships which are at-
lacent to It in the north riding are so large
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and include such large towns-I refer par- Durham. If I find the complaint, it is for
ticularly to the township of Nottawasaga- the Government to find the remedy. South
that South Simcoe would be a very large Simcoe, under this Bill, will have only about
riding with a population of almost 3U,000. 23,000, while East Simcoe will have upwards
In this dilemma I submit that it is the duty of 34,000, and to my mind there is no de-
of the Government to make the Bill as per- fence for -that. Wlhy does not the Govern-
feet as possible, and the only thing to I b ment give Simcoe four members as it would
done, under the circumstances, Is to endea- be fair to do ?
vour to bring out something like a fair pro- Mr. CLANCY. Is the Minister of Cus-
portion of population, and that can only toms (Mr. Paterson) going to make two little
be attained by bringing into effect in t hives with about 16,000 population each in
county four representatives as against three Brant, while he allows only two members
representatives. That, of course, will re- for Kent, representing a population of 29,000
sult in the displacement of another riding each ? Kent is much more entitled to ·three
in some other portion of the province. i than Brant is to two. In Kent you wouldhvnodub, htteudebeing onîyBrn sttw.LKet"owudhave no doubt that the judges, have three ridings with over 18.000 each, but
permitted to assign three members, will, of yet the lion, gentleman (Mr. Paterson) pro-
neeessity. have in the riding of East Simeoe 1 poses to fix a hlve for himself in Brant and
over 34.000 of a population. and that must to do an Injustice to Kent county. I may
be emphasized by this fact that it includes ,tell him also that Kent county is growing far
towns that are to-day growing rapidly and more rapidly than Brant. What has the hon.
also that there Is in the ridiug a consider- 1member for Kent (Mr. Cambell) to say to
able portion of new farming land which re-|that injustice'? Perhaps lie has protested
sults in the increase of population in the Ito the Ministers and failed. but anyway, I
agricultural districts from year to year. I hope it is not by his consent tha.t this in-
may mention, in this connection, that the justice is perpetrated on the county of which
county of Simcoe, for the purposes of the he is so estimable a member. Is the hon.
Ontario legislature. has practically four re- gentleman (Mr. Campbell) goln.g to sit silent
presentatives. and It would be following and allow -this Injustice to be perpetrated on
upon the lines of the representation in the his electors ? Will lie allow the Minister of
Ontario House if four representatives were Customs to make two little constituencies
gvlen to the county in the Dominion Parlia- in Brant, with far below the unit of popula-
ment rather than three as at present. I tion, and not say a word for his own county?
would call the attention of the Government The Minister of Customs told us the other
to the fact that, if the present arrangement nigit that Brant was sacred, because it was
is carried out and only three representa- constituted before confederaion. If there
tives are assigned to Simcoe, it must resulit is any common sense at all in that argu-
in this, that if any regard is to be paid to ment, then why touch Cardwell, and why
geographical appearances South Simcoe wiîl touch Bothwell. which are in the same posi-
have a population of 23,000, North Simcoe tion as Brant ? I tell the Minister of Cus-
a population of 28,000, and having regard to -toms that that is no defence for his conduct.
the present population, East Sime0e will have He is lielping to manipulate this Bill, and
very close to 34,000, if not more ·than 34,000. he is pretending to return to county boun-

daries, but lie first takes care that he will
The MINISfER 0F CUSTOMS. Not by have two little hives of his own, while lie

the census of 1891. cuts down the representation ·that fairly be-
.%r. BENNETC, EsSicobyheen lngs to otlher couinties. Essex Is mucli bet-MrfENET. East Simeaoe by the cen- ln

sus of 1891 has 31,380, but that census givesiter entitled to tlree members than Brant is
Midland a population of only 2,088, when I to two, and so is Lambton. The lon. gen-
know. as a matter of fact, it bas over 3,000
to-day. Penetanguishene bas 2,110 in the Oh, we did not touel Norfolk. Is that a
census of 1891, and I know i-t is considerably
over 2.500 now. So wlth the town of Orillia, behind that single constituency? I will bewhic lis agroingpoplaton.I sbmi surprised if the bon. gentleman (Mr'. Pater-which has a growIng population. I submit
tha t if you want 1o make the Bi anywa son) does ot sit sent there Inis seat,
fair, te county of Sioe should have f because I Is mu better he should be sent
nembers instead of three. That would make tepose hefcoue idiculeoa
the unit of population in each riding some-
,thing like what it is in other parts of the The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS (Mr. Pater-province. I do not knowtia E should allow theelior. entlein n to taunt me with silence,

The1 when we are discussingt» as to whether this
lock). Does tteion. gentleman suggt is t. e o e

1wBill tsiasfaeatnforr nimcoe shouldtochav-%hrom? ea o imo hul oe1a parti cular objection to Brant having twoinembers. WPetherit Is beause: one orthe

Mr. ENET. Prhap oneo! ehirndtha isin l constituency ? my wilome
Yor coud eknoced ot, o Brat urrie ifn tesn. gennteman, b(Mr. Ptr-s
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that, such a consideration does not prompt
him to vent his ill-will against a county that
does not deserve it. Surely he will admit
that the people of Brant have equal rights
with the others ?

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman seems
to think, more.

The MINISTER OF CtSTOMS. No, not
more. My hon. friend from Simeoe (Mr.
Bennett) has stated that under the census
of 1891, which is to determine in this matter.
the largest Simeoe riding would have 31,000
population. I grant that is over the unit,
but you cannot have an exact population ln
each riding. Under the present Act, which
wholly disregards county boundarles, and
under which there is far greater liberty to
approach equality in population, greater di-
vergencies exist than are found In this Bill.
When the hon. gentleman appeals for an-
other member for the county of Slmeoe, of
which fthe largest riding has only 31,000, an-
other 28,000, and another 23,000, does he
argue that the county of Brant, which has
nearly 37,000, should have one member
taken from it and given to Simcoe, although
it has 5,000 more than the largest rIding ln
the county of Simcoe ? I would ask him,
further, if it is thought that any one of those
counties to which two members are allot-
ted, is not entitled to them, and that one
member should be taken away, In common
fairness and cominon honesty; would you
not take the member from that county
which has the smallest population ? If you
do that, you would not take a member from
Brant, but you would take one from Nor-
folk, which has 5,000 souls less than Brant.

Mr. CLARKE. Not by the census.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes, by
the census of 1891. The hon. member for
South Norfolk (Mr. Tisdale), a useful mem-
ber, who has been one of the Ministers of
the Crown, has himself said that If that
riding were divided, there was no doubt
that the north riding would be a strong Lib-
eral constituency. while the south riding
would be a doubtful constituency. That
was bis estimate of the political feeling of
that county. If that be so, it follows In-
evitably, that if you took away one of the
members from Norfolk, and gave the county
one mniember. you would make an absolutely
safe seat for a Liberal and take away the
seat of the present member for South Norfolk,
a seat which he as won time and again.
But the Bill leaves that gentleman in the
same position that he now occuples. To
show the exceeding falrness of this Bill, take
the county of Wentworth, the population of
wbich, I think, is within 1,000 of that of Nor-
folk, and a county which bas almost from
confederation returned two Liberal mem-
bers, and two seats might have been given
to that county, and two Liberals elected ;
and one Liberal seat might be given to Nor-

Mr. PAJRSON.

folk and the Conservative shut out ; and
this might have been done without wrench-
Ing. But this Bill recognizes the fact that
Wentworth is less ln population than Nor-
folk, though only slightly so, and, therefore,
it gives Wentworth only one member and
Norfolk two. So that, if hon. gentlemen
want to take a seat away from any one of
the counties having two members at pre-
sent, they must, ln common fairness, take
that seat from the county which has the
least population.

Mr. CLARKE. What does the hon. Min-
ister reekon the population of the county of
Brant to be, by the census of 1891 ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It is
nearly 37,000. I have not the exact figures.

Mr. CLARKE. The reason I asked the
hon. Minister is, that I have In my hand
the return of the general elections of the pro-
vince of Ontario wbich took place ln 1898,
and it gives the population of the north rid-
ing of Brant as 11,406, and that of the south
riding as 21.811, making for the county,
33,217.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. If the
hon. gentleman will read the Bil carefully
on that point, he will find that the judges,
In availing themselves of information, are
required to take, not the returns of elections
of members to the legislative assembly, but
the Dominion census, taken by Dominion
officers ; and If the hon. gentleman will
take the Dominion census, he will find that
the population is nearly 37,000.

Mr. CLARKE. The figures I have given
purport to be from the last census.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Then,
they are not correct in that particular. Now,
the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy)
says there -re some Indians dwelling in
South Brant, and he is going to take out
the Indian population, because they have
not votes. Well, there are a great many
white men ln all the different constituencies
who have not votes, or who did not have
votes under the Franchise Act passed by
hon. gentlemen opposite. Does the hon.
gentleman mean to say that these Indians
and white men are not to be taken into ac-
count, and are not to be represented in this
House ? Does not the man who represents
a county, represent all the souls ln that
county ?

Mr. CLANCY. I do not think the hon.
member would intentionally mislead the com-
mittee. I am sure lie will agree with me,
that the voting population counted ln the
province of Ontario Is precisely the voting
population that will be counted in Dominion
elections, because hon. gentlemen opposite
have adopted the provincial franchise. Now,
I will give the hon. gentleman the population
of the county of Brant, accordIng to the
census of 1891, and, in order to be perfectly
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fair, 1 will give the details of both ridings.
North Brant has the township of Brantford
with 3,693, the township of South Dumfries
with 3,137, the township of Onondaga witb
1,432, and the town of Paris with 3,094,
making la all 11,406. South Brant has the
city of Brantford with 12,753, the township
of Brantford-whieh seems to be divlded-
with 3,261, the township of Burford with
4,939, and the township of Oakland with
858. There, are no other townships. Tusca-
rora Is not Included. I care not how many
Indians there may be In there, they are not
counted under the system the hon. gentle-
man has laid down, and it Is idle to pretend
that the hon. gentleman has 36,000. What has
lie, according to the Ontario rule ? He has
32,217, fnot one more nor less, and It seems
an astounding thing to see an hon. gentIe-
man here attempting to defend the position
on a ground that is wholly indefensible.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Are you
making this speech for me ?

Mr. OLANCY. I am making it for myself,
and I hope also for the benetit of the hon.
gentleman.

The MINISTER OF -CUSTOMS (Mr.
Paterson). The hou. gentleman talks of the
judges, but the judges are not to take the
returns of members to the legislative assem-
bly of Ontario, but »the Dominion census, ac-
cording to the Dominion census tables, and
you cannot begin to distinguish as between
the one and the other. The hon. gentleman
supposes that the judges are to go into every
county and ascertain how many white men
are going to be excluded from voting because
they have not -the proper qualifications. But
you go by population. When the census was
made ln 1881, Tuscarora was counted just
the same, and on that basis, when each 20,-
000 had a member given it by the Govern-
ment then ln power, If the hon. gentleman
had taken the Indians out then, he would
only have left the population between 16,000
and 17.000, just the same as now. It never
entered the heads of that Government to
take the argument of the hon. gentleman,
but even if they bad, there would be 33,000
according to himself, or 3,000 more than ln
the county of Norfolk ; and if you take a
member from any county, you must take
him from the county that has the least. WilI
the hon. gentleman move an amendment that
a member be taken from Norfolk and given
to some other county ?

Mr. CLANCY. I tell the hon. gentleman
that there are two questions that may be
considered. Norfolk bas one riding of 15,-
006, and another of 16,692, and Wentworth
bas two rldings with even less. Is he pre-
pared to wipe out Wentworth as well as
Norfolk, because Wentworth is smaller than
Norfolk ?

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. Went-
worth Is wkped out.

Mr. CLANCY. No.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes.
Mr. CLANOY. It has two members.
The MINISTER OF ÇUSTOMS. There is

only one member for Wentworth. The hon.
gentleman must study the BIII. There is a
very small difference between the popula-
tions of Wentworth and Norfolk, and if we
had given the two members to Wentworth,
the Liberals would have two members here,
whereas, if we gave one to Norfolk alone.
we would have a Liberal there. Norfolk lias
a little more population than Wentworth,
and we said that since i lias a little more
population, we will gîve it two members,
though by dolng that probably Mr. Tisdale
will be returned to this House again, and we
gave one member less to Wentworth. though
by giving two we would have secured the re-
turn of two Liberal members. If he pro-
poses anything In -that line he must go to
the county that has the least population, and
take a member from Norfolk before he can
take it from Brant. Therefore, the strie-
tures of hon. gentlemen opposite, as If I per-
sonally were fixIng up a constituency, are
utterly unfounded. The whole aim of the
Bill Is founded on absolute justice as far as
we eau understand It. We return to county
bounds, and these bounds have not been
made by the Liberal party. They were, in
most cases, made years before confederation,
we had nothing to do with the framing of
thein, and would simply say representation
shail be confined within the munlcibal
bounds created, not by this Aet or Govern-
ment, but forty or fifty years ago. How could
there be anything more faIr ? Where there
is a county only entitled to one member by
population, as near as you can arrive at It.
that county shall have one member, and
you do not require to call in the services of
a judge in that case, because there Is nothing
to do. But there are other counties entitled
by population to itwo members, and others
entitled to three members, and where there
are counties which have to be divided so
as to give .them two members or three mem-
bers, this Government does not undertake
to do the dividing, although we -have forty
or fifty of a majorlty at our back, and are
in a position to put through any kind of
Act, If we were actuated by the same feeling
as actuated hon. gentlemen opposite, and
could stoop so low as to follow their ex-
ample. But we sald, no, we will have a Bill
which will prevent any gerrymander. When
any county Is to be divided, we w-fil hand It
over to three of the highest judges in the
land to make the divisiot, and when the
division is made, we will not reserve the
right even to review the decision, but wIll
accept it as final.

Mr. SPROULE. Did you do that ln east-
ern Ontarlo ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
argument Is that with !eference
Bill'? It has been pointed out that

What
to this
we are
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simply repealing some of the gross features
of the Gerrymander Act, and carrying out
what the people at the last election told us
to do. and carrying it out in such a way
that there is not a fair-mInded man who can
say we are not doing right. One of these
hon. gentlemen ventured to say the other
day that party partisans had been brought
here to help to frame this Bill. What would
have been the use of bringing any one here
to advise us ? When they talk about heelers
being consulted, and having the manage-
ment of the business, they are simply imply.
Lng that term to three of the highest Judges
in the land. for the whole control Is absolute-
ly In their bands. I recognize that there are
discrepancies or differences in the popula-
tions of the different ridings. I confess that
the county of Brant, having two members
given to It, each member will not represent
as many souls as are represented by gen-
tilemen elected by some other constituencies.
But tha{ is inevitable, as bas been pointed
out. time and again, even in the Gerryman-
der Bill of 1882, where no attention was paid
to county boundaries, but where a township
was taken out of certain ridings and put Into
others, changing the whole map of Ontario,
there are more discrepancies in population
than in the Bill.

Mr. BERGERON. Why do you talk so
much, why not let It go ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. My hon.
friend from Bothwell asked me to explain,
and I am giving the ex3planation. Just on
that point, let me say to -the hon. member
for Toronto, who sits over there and who
made a very moderate speech last night in
reference to this matter, to which I listened
with Interest and attention, and who thought
as did other members from Toronto, that in
givIng five members to that city we were
not doing it justice, because each member
would represent, on an average, 36,000 souls,
that while that Is more than a member from
any of ;the rural constituencies will repre-
sent. yet, as was pointed out by the hon.
leader of the Opposition. as well as by mem-
bers on this side, If large commercial
centres like Toronto and Montreal have not
been given the representation their popula-
tUon would entitle them to, It is because they
have a power and influence that carry
weight independent of any representation. As
I poluted out, when speaking the other day,
If a question comes up here which affects
the Interests of Toronto, the able reporters
for the Toronto papers who sit In the Gal-
lery, and who are so thoroughly posted on
every question, flash the news to their press.
The announcement appears In the morning
papers, and If there Is anything by whieh
the Interests of the city are jeopardized and
representations are to be made to the Gov-
ernment, they do not need to depend on their
representatives In this House alone. The
board of trade can be summoned within an
hour, If need be ; the city couneli can be

Mfr. PATERSON.

convened, and deputations of prominent citi-
zens can be sent to present their case. In
rural constituencies the case is far different.
They cannot be reached in that way, nor
can they act in that way. The hon. gentle-
man talks of injustice to Toronto, but I want
to say that this Bill gives Toronto greater
justice than it ever had before.

Mr. CLARKE. Explain that, please.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Under

this Bill there would be one member in this
House for every 36,000 people, supposing
you are able to get an even ýdivision; where-
as now there is one member for 43,000 peo-
ple. The hon. member for East Toronto (Mr.
Ross Robertson) represents 43,000, and he
complains and says he will oppose this Bill
because it involves an Injustice. It is true,
the Bill does not give Toronto a representa-
tive for every 22,000 people, but comes

7,000 nearer to it than does the present law.
Mr. CLARKE. What population does the

hon. gentleman (Mr. Bertram) from Toronto
who supports the Minister, represent-the
hon. member for Centre Toronto ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Centre
Toronto is much less. But, taking the popu-
lation of Toronto at 180,000, as it is by the
census of 1891-counting in those who come
in from the county of York-there would be
a representative for every 36,000 of people,
whereas the hon. gentleman, who finds such
grievous fault. represents at present 43.000.
If it does not give the hon. gentleman all that
lie wants, wliy should he not be glad that it
does go in the direction he desires ? The
hon. gentXam n talks about the county of
York. The county of York. apart from the
city of Toronto, will be entitled to three re-
presentatives. I wish to point out to the
hon. gentleman, and ask him to take note
of it, that what raised the indignation in
1882 among the Liberals of this House-in-
dignation that burns in my breast as I talk
about it-was, that the Bill was directly
aimed at this man, that man, and the other.
By their voting strength, .the Government of
that day tried to assassinate politically mem-
ber after member on the Liberal side. Alex-
ander Mackenzie was struck at, Charlton
was struck at, G. W. Ross was struck at,
Gillies was struck at, Sir Richard Cart-
wright was legislated out of the House.
Others were in the same way dellberately
aîmed at. Tory papers came out, gloatlng
over the fact that the voices of Mackenzie,
Mills and Paterson would be heard no more
in leglslative halls. The Bill was designed
to politlcally assassinate the opponents of
the Government. And, when we entered the
contest, some of us, It was in a Conservative
riding, and, if we won, it was only through
the votes of decent Conservatives, who sald:
This Is too Infamous ; we cannot support
it. That 1s the answer I give to my bon.
friend (Mr. Clancy), who says that Liberals
came back after the election of 1882. lIt
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was not because the attempt was not made
to politically assassinate them, but because
they found enough Conservatives to repudi-
ate the act of their leader. But time passed
on, and that feeling died away, and a num-
ber of these seats, which were beld by the
force of that righteous indignation, have
been lost to the Liberal party. And the Bill
that is now before the House-and I am
glad and proud, as a member of a Liberal
Government and of the party, to say it-
does fnot strike at any member of the Oppo-
sition.

Mr. BENNETT. You wipe out Bothwell.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. But this

Is not a blow aimed at the present member
for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy), for his present
constituency, Bothwell, will be found in
Kent, where the hon. gentleman eau run.

Mr. CLARKE. Wbat about York ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Let us

look at this in a fair-minded way, let us
talk coolly about it. I suppose that West
Ontario, represented by the hon. Speaker, is
a Liberal riding. And that is wiped out.
South Middlesex, I suppose, hon. gentlemen
will say, is a fairly safe Liberal constitu-
ency. And that is wiped out.

Mr. HENDERSON. How do you know ?
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I know

by the Bill. Cardwell, for which sits a gen-
tleman (Mr. Stubbs) who has given a fair
support to the Liberal party of this House,
is wiped out.

And the bon. gentleman will see that these
things are not done with a view to striking
at an individual. but to carry out the prin-
ciple of maintaining the county boundaries.
What the vicissitudes may be, when the
divisions are made by the judges, I cannot
tell ; no one can tell. Some say the hon.
member for North Bruce (Mr. MeNeill) will
be injured. Yet another gentleman tells us
that the divisions of the county of Bruce
are absolutely fair. If they are absolutely
fair, I venture to say that no three judges
of the Superior Court wIll change them to
make tbem unfair ; and, if they do not, the
hon. gentleman is just where be was. The
bon. member for East Toronto (Mr. Ross
Robertson) spoke of the hon. member for
West York (Mr. Wallace) as a lamb belng
led to the slaughter. Does he mean to say
that the hon. member for West York is in-
jured by this Bill ?

Mr. BENNETT. Certainly.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. In judg-

ing of the probable effeets of the Bill of 1882,
when It was under discussion, we took the
figures of the previous election. I do not
see how otherwise we eau Judge of the prob-
able effects of this Bill. I bave here the
figures of returns of the last election In West
York. I find that half of St. Paul's and St.

Stephen's ward and York township are
grouped together, and I could not tell what
proportion of the vote was cast ln the wards
and what proportion in the township. But
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Wallace), when
speaking, said that under this Bill about half
his constituency would be put into Toronto.
The hon. gentleman represents something
over 41,000 now. So, I have assumed that
half the vote I have referred to was cast in
the wards of Toronto, and halfI n the west
riding of York, as it will be under this Bill.

Mr. CLARRE. Is the hon. gentleman re-
ferring to the figures of the election of 1896?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes.

Mr. CLARKE. Surely, the hon. gentle-
man would not quote that election as show-
ing the voting strength of the parties.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.
not ?

Why

Mr. CLARKE. Because no Liberal candi-
date ran ln 1896.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I am
glad to hear that statement, that no Libe-
ral candidate ran, because, 1 think, he uses
the figures of the " Mail," that counts every
vote that was cast for the member for West
York as a Conservative vote.

'Mr. CLARKE. Give us the figures now.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Th'ey
count bis 4,000 votes as Conservative votes.
But he had two opponents, he had a Liberal
Patron running against him and a Conser-
vative as well. Let hlim take the com-
bined strength of bis two opponents, and
he will see how he stands. Take now the
portion that goes into Toronto, and he will
still have one-half his constituency to ap-
peal to. if he sees fit to stand for one, of
the ridings of West Toronto. I daresay
my good friend from West Toronto (Mr.
Clarke) is loyal enough to his chief to let
him run ln one of those constituencies.
Taking bis last election as a basis, he would
start with 1,544 of a majorlty. Yet he
Is In danger, they say. Now, suppose he
is lef t in West York, when the city portion is
taken out, what is the result ? He will start
in West York with 1,784 of a majority ; yet
they speak of him as being hardly dealt
with, and he speaks as if it was dangerous
for him to run there. These are his ma-
jorities over two candidates with their com-
bined strength. The hon. gentleman says
there was no Liberal candidate there, and
so they count all the votes east for them
as Conservative votes when they make up
their Conservative majority. With the ex-
ception of the member for East York, 1
have not heard any one say that they were
ln danger from this Bil. I have not been
able to go Into the figures very closely for
East York, but I know that the member
sitting for East York, representing that large
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portion of the city for years, if he desires
It, can try to share the representation with
the hon. gentleman if he runs. Now, that
constituency will be large enough for two.
Therefore, they cannot point to one man
that is struck at under this Bill. It is an
absolutely fair Bill in contrast to their Bill.
The hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy),
the other night found fault with me be-
cause I said, when we were protesting
against the Bill of 1882, that we were voted
down on amendment after amendment by
the majority which sat here In dunb sil-
ence. twenty-two amendments, as the "Han-
sard" will prove. No defence was made
of the Bill, when those twenty-two amend-
ments were moved, and there was not a word
out of their mouths in its defence, althougli
every resolution enunciated an iniquity that
vas perpetrated under it, they dared not de-

fend it. Let me read you one as a sample,
and then contrast the operations of this Bill
with that. The hon. member for South
Brant at that time, whom I very well knew,
made a motion. Before doing it, he recited
the reasons that actuated him in moving it:

Mr. PATERSON (Brant). I desire to get the
attention of the chairnan of the committee whieh
was charged with the preparation of this Bill,
and I shall be obliged to him if he will indicate
his consciousness by looking at me. I see hekeeps his head down.
I said they voted it with their heads cast
do*n, and when that appeal was made to
lum, and I called upon him to lift his eyes1
and face the man he was striking at, his
head was down stilil:

as the township is three-cornered-the result of
the change is to leave that county anything but
symmetrical. This township comes within eight
miles of the city of Brantord, a county town,
where its inhabitants do all their business, and
the town of Ingersoll, which Is the main town
in South Oxford, to whicb it is now attached,
will be something like 40 or 50 miles distant, I
move :

" That the said Bill be not now read a third
time, but that It be recommitted to a Com-
mittee of the Whole, with Instructions that they
have power to amend the same by providing that
the township of Oakland shall forni part o! the
electoral district o!athe south rlding of the county
of Brant."
That was my resolution. They proposed
as the fundamental principle of their Bill
to equalize population.

Mr. OLANCY. What other Liberals spoke
on that resolution and defended the hon.
gentleman ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Did i
need any Liberal to defend me? Was It
not so manifest that even a Conservative,
having the least sense of shame in him,
would have supported my amendment ?
Does the <hon. gentleman see no fairness in
that proposition? They were sitting there
legislating professedly on the principle of
equalizing population, and yet taking a
township with a population of 939 from a
riding that had only a little more than 20,-
000, and putting it into one that had nearly
25,000. Would they not have put It back if
they had had shame enough to do so ? But
they had not. Hiad they done so, it would
still have left South Brant with less popula-

I think we have a right, If we cannot have any i wilan :
attention, at least to have an explanation of the 1 will read on :
arrangements made ln South Brant and South Mr. PATERISON. I want an answer to myOxford. I desire to ask, whoever is in charge question.of the Government at this moment, if it was a Mr. GUTHRIE. Sureiy, after so pointed andprinciple o! equalization of the Population that repeatecl a request, an answer should be given.
was the basis of this change, and if that was Mr PATERSON. Is there no hon. gentleman
not the principle, I think I have a right to know , Mr.tPTERSON. Ither nfn en tlman
and the Flouse lias a right to know, under whatontethrsd thsfcetsiitoane?
principle it was made'? They took from South No answer, but ln dumb silence they votedBrant two townships, and they annexed them to down the proposition with their ninety-ninethe riding of Szuth Oxford. Now, I do not Iay 'to forty-two. Anid 50Ounwith every Dnf.much stress with regard to the case of Burfordoforty-to Ando nth every one
from a geographical point of view, though theré of the twenty-two amendments moved here.
was no necessity of disturbing that riding at each of them reciting an iniquity like the
ail, as it had the proper number of inhabitants ; one I have pointed out. Not a word il
but let me point out to you that in taking the defence of their BIll, The hon. member fortownship of Oakland from South Brant and East Toronto (Mr. Ross Robertson) standsadding it to South Oxford, you are taking a up here, that hon. gentleman who pro-population of 939 !rom a rldlng which 18 only a fesstÎeafi-idedmn n odlittle over 20,000 and attaching it to a riding fesses to be a fair-minded man, and to do
which has a population of nearly 25,000. his duty as an independent man, and he

says : I want the Bill framed ln that spirit,They were boasting that their principle was and not a Bill that will allow the Inde-
the prineiple of equalization, and they took pendent judges of this land to determine
this township out of a ridlng that had 20,- the boundaries of the counties. Now, 1000, and put It into another riding that had think I have answered the hon. member
25,000: for Bothwell. He may repeat bis ques-

The township of Oakland does not belong geo- tion again and again, parrot-Uke; he may
graphically to the south riding of Oxford at ail talk about Brant again and again, parrot.
for if it had not been attached to Burford on n . like. He wants ito take away f rom some
aide, which you are now attaching to South counties that bave two members under thisOxford, Oakland would be 12 miles away at its Bill and give it to some other county. Why,nearest point from the county of Oxford, and then, let him, ln all fairness, commence at

Mr. PATERSON.
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counties that have a smaller population, and
when he does that. he cannot begin with the
county of Brant, even if he wishes to do that
ridiculous thing which he speaks about, of
excluding some thousands of Indian popula-
tion there, simply because he claims that un-
der the electoral franchise in the province of
Ontario they have not a vote. They can get
a vote if the'y are qualified. just the same
as the white man can if qualified, and there
are a great many white men in that riding
under the Franchise Bill of hon. gentlemen
who had no vote either. Does lie propose
to have the juldges go and determine all
the men i that riding that have no vote
in order to ascertain that. To make such
a statement is to show how ridiculous it
would appear in that sense. I admit that
there are inequalities, and that there must
.ecessarily be inequalities, but, when they

disregarded county boundaries lu Ontario
altorether. and were at liberty to go any-
where in the province where there was an
opportunity to nearly equalize the popula-
tion if they wished to do it honestly, the
result is found In this Act that we seek
to repeal, and which contains greater dis-
crepancies than wIll be found In this Bill
which we ask the House to adopt.

Mr. JAMES CLANCY (Bothwell). I do
not think that it 1s necessary that, If the
hon. gentleman has a good case, to Import so
must heat and energy into It.

Mr. CLARKE. White heat.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS.

of the old indignation.
Some

Mr. CLANCY. The hon. gentleman has
the old indignation of eighteen years ago.
I would have thought that time would 'have
taught him a lesson in eighteen years. The
figure he eut eighteen years ago was ridi-
culous. The hon. gentleman bas had
eighteen years of experience, which has
shown the untruth of every statement he
made then. The hon. gentleman knows
that the Liberal party were not injured. It
bas been demonstrated beyond a doubt that
there was-

Mr. GIBSON.
same.

The Intention was the

Mr. CLANOY. My hon. friend says the
intention was the same. If people had to
depend upon his Intentions they would In-
deed be very unreliable.

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that
my conduet in this House, or out of it, is just
as reliable, and will compare with that of
the hon. gentleman. He need not speak
of reliabllity. I call your attention, Mr.
Chairman, to the fact that he has no right
to say that I am not reltable.

Mr. CLANCY. I waited for your rullng,
Mr. Chairman ; I was not aware that there
were so many tender-hearted gentlemen

here. These hon. gentlemen are very sen-
sitive ; I do not wonder that hon. gentle-
men are so sensitive. They have a lot of
unredeemed pledges.

Mr. GIBSON. They are better than un-
redeemed notes.

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I
rise to a point of order. I think the in-
sinuation which has been thrown across
the floor of the House is altogether out of
order; it is not courteous.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Would the
hon. gentÀleman (Mr. Henderson) mention
the point of order.

Mr. HENDERSON. It is a simple mat-
ter, but I think it is a slur that should
not be thrown across the floor of the House
from one member to another. The hon.
member for Lincoln (.Mr. Gibson) said that
unredeemed pledges were better than un-
redeemed notes, making an Insinuation that
he had no right to make.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Do I under-
stand that the hon. member (Mr. Gibson)
wanted to impute somethîng dishonourable
to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Clancy) or some other hon. member of the
committee ? If so, I would ask him to
withdraw the expression.

Mr. GIBSON. No, Mr. Chairman, I ask-
ed for your ruling when the hon, gentleman
accused me of being unreliable.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. Do I under-
stand the hon. member (Mr. Gibson) to
charge some hon. members with not paying
their notes or something of that kind ? If
so, I suppose the hon. gentleman will with-
draw it.

Mr. LANDERKIN. Mfr. Chairman-
Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. LANDERKIN.

the point of order.
I am speaking to

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. member for
Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) can speak for him-
self.

Some hon. MEMBERS. Order, order.
Mr. BERGERON. The Chair has spoken.
Mr. LANDERKIN.

the point of order.
I am speaking to

Some hon. MEMBERS. Chair.
Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. The hon. mem-

ber (Mr. Landerkin) has a right to speak,
but I put the question to the hon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson), and I would like
the bon. member for Lincoln to answer the
question I have put.

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I did not
refer to the hon. member for Bothwell (Mr.
Clancy). He said that we had a great
many unredeemed pledges, and I said that
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unredeened pledges were better than un- gredient which would eharacterize it as
redeemed notes. having the slightest mark of truth in it.

Mr. BERGERON. What does that mean? The hon. gentleman says that no one w as
injured. I would like to know why he

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER. I suppose the goes to Bruce if there is no one injured.
bon. gentleman (Mr. Gibson) did not cast He goes to Bruce because le hopes to in-
any imputation upon anybody. jure the hon. member for North Bruce (Mr.

Mr. GIBSON I did fot insinuate ay- MeNeill). It is not a matter of county
thing agains anybody. boundaries at all with him ; he will pass

t a ,that over. I do not know but that the
Mr. LANDERKIN. It was a general hon. gentleman will even undertake that,

principle that he was applying. because there Is nothing too great for the

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Chairman, I can as- hon. gentleman to undertake in the way of
sure you that, while the hon. gentleman making a statement. He seems to have
(Mr. Gibson) miglht have made an unworthy become beside himself, and not to be strict-

i.d be ly responsible for all he says. But the
insinuation, I would not be disposed to b object of the Bill is not to help the Con-too particular with that hon. gentleman. I servatives ; the object is to injure them, and
think lie could do me quite as much ser- servill point to one instance. and that is the
vice by making an insinuation off that kind, pitt n ntne n hti hasce by pmaksing me.nT iuact o that kd case of the hon. member for North Bruce.
as by praising me. The fact is that 1 The hon. gentleman who presides over thewould rather prefer the former to the lat- Department of Trade and Commerce (Sir
ter. Anything unfavourable that the non. Richard Cartwright) with great dignity. angentleman could say of me I would regard hon. gentleman that I have learned to have
as a good certificate off character, and, more
therefore, I shall not discuss the insinua- tat he was egislated out ofo Huron. Now
tions that he makes. To come now to the Ido not caim that the framer of this Bil or
hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) who was so the Government is bound to take into con-
earnest and who spoke of twenty-two reso- sideration how it affects any Individual mcm-
lutions, each of which cited an iniquity, ier myelfor aybodyl.I d nt pt i
will the hon. gentleman turn to "Hansard, n ber, mysaf or anybody, asc. I do not put It
whici is before hlm, and pick out off these on so narrow a ground, and I do flot believe
six resolutions that lad absolutely nothng that the promoters of the Bill of 1882 in-
to do with that measure? Yelt the on. tended to legislate the on. gentleman out

Son nf this Parliament. But may not the expia-gentleman las repeated that state-nent,ad nation be that ti electors of Centre Huron
I venture to say that he will not rise now wanted one of their own people to represent
and repeat it- them. I think I have heard that, and I

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Yes. think it is not very far from the mark. I
Mr. LANGY.I dspai ofeoniiiingdo not believe that they cuuld get anywierc

Mr. CLANY. I despair of convncin a gentleman wo wuld s well represent
the lion. gentleman.:M them, but they wanted uneoff their own. and

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Hon. su tic Minister (Sir Richard Cartwright) was
gentlemen can get "Hansard " and read it forccd to go tu one of those happy pl
for themselves. where there was a Grit hlve. Wlat wuuld

Mcr.T oaon. gentleman do If e had not some
a part of it, but he will not read the rest.1istrovCstoms (r. ateon)Thlls in
The hon. gentleman's statements stand en- Ise bfCustics3(Mr ofP182ron a illage
tirely unfounded to-day, yet he repeats them ue
and calls In question the name of a great lnderoany Redistributon BliIethat
inan, and say s that he theld his bead down
n solenn silence and that he would not'it remains for the longentleman (Mr. Pater-
raise his head because of shame. I tellsou) and lis frlends to make out a sIngle
the hon. gentleman that that is not a worthy inan of heagrup o! ffo trIs
thing to say, and I venture to say thatinw nd oderonoas th r ld the
he hon. gentleman could, wltth as muchthretor getlman ics, ayth asee lislegislation off 1882.Hon. gentlemen oppo-prpriety, or manliness,say that there asite may talk as mu as they lke about

not been a word said in favour of or against this township and that township belng chan-
this Bill during this whole debate. There ged, but their taIls ai Idie unless they
would be equally as much consistency I can point ont 'that a Liberal member was
ne statement as in the other. lnJured by the change that was made. They
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. I am have falled to do thet and they-are utterly

ible to look you In the eye. unalble to de It.
M r. OLÂNOY. I eaudteo t the eon. gen- Mr l WM. MCOLEaRY (Weland). yhave

leman that he has repeated here a ste-te-a questlomn wo prpound to thel Minsters
net-I wlsh to. be perfectly parltamentary about this Biey and I should hike an a wer
-but IwIlleay that It 1 utterly destitute toArit. hiUs o fallback foe ?The hon. Ml-

f a inge ee~mnt o tht nce ry in-t emen for the hon.magentlene (Mr. tr
so)adhsfred omkeotasnl

Mr. GIlB.SON.
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Mulock) and I amn glad the Government
have been able to find within itheir ranks
a gentleman so well quallfied to take charge
of such a measure as this. The Minister of
Customs (Mr. Paterson), however, seems toi
do most of the talking, and probably he will'
be able to give me the information I arn
looking for. That hon. gentleman (Mr.
Paterson) said in the early part of his re-
marks that this Bill was based upon abso-
lute justice, that it was intended to remove
a great wrong that had been perpetrated
upon the Liberal party. If he will look at
subsection (b) of this Bill, he will find that
the cotnty I have the honour to represent is
among the list of the gerrymandered consti-
tuencies. The old county of Welland, one
of the oldest if nlot the oldest counties in the
province of Ontario, one of the first settled
counties in the Dominion of Canada, has
ever smen confederation, both ln the pro-
vincial and federal elections. had the same
electoral boundarles. For more than thirty-
two years the people of Welland have been
voting within the same boundaries of their
riding, and It has never been touched by
gerrymander or fixed up to suit party pur-
poses, until now. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Paterson) has In this Bill added on to Wel-
land, two large municipalities that were
never connected with it for electoral purposes
since confederation. and he and his friends
have done that in order, if possible, to drive
its Conservative representative out of Parlia-
ment. and to elect a Liberal follower of theirs
ln his place. They take from Lincoln county,
the township of Pelham with a Liberal ma-
jorlty of from 250 to 300. and sometimes
more, and they place that in Welland. They
take the township of Wainfleet which in the
last local election the Liberals carried by
a majority of one, and they also put that
in Welland county. By placing Pelham in
Welland, they try to make Welland a Liberai
hive, and secure a seat for one of their own
friends. I trust the Minister of Customs
wll not leave the Chamber, because he Is the
man who has been talking about the abso-
lute justice of this Bill, and I want to sho.v
him the small amount of justice he lis giving
to Welland. Now, according to the last cen-
sus. Welland had a population of 25,000, end
if the census were taken to-day It would be
nearly 30,000, and wll ttie Minister (Mr.
Paterson) tell me where is the absolute jus-
tice in adding 6,000 population to that county,
and givIng it only one member ? Can the
hon. gentleman point out the first mark off
justice In interferIng wlth a county that
bas existed on present Unes since confeder-
ation, and in fixing up the population of that
county until it is nearly as great as the
county of Brant to which he gives two mem-
bers ? What justice Is there there ? If the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Paterson) was standing
by county boundarles, all through the pro-
vince, there might be a shadow of an excuse
for that, but it would only be a shadow.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. We stand
by county boundaries In this Bill, do we not?

Mr. McCLEARY. And this Bill is to suit
the nefarlous purpose of the men who are
trying to legislate Conservatives out of Par-
liament. It is not intended to render jus-
tice. The Minister of Customs fails back
upon this Bill for an answer, but if he is
going to maintain county boundaries why
does he not maintain them throughout ail
Ontario. The county of Welland has a
population that is growing year by year.
When the census was taken, the population
of that county was over 25,000, and with the
townships of Pelham and Wainfleet added,
we shall have 6,000 more. Where, I ask,
will the hon. gentleman find one single
spark of justice in the treatment of that
county ? On the contrary, is it not a low,
nean thing to try to strike down a political

opponent by the action contemplated in this
Bill ? I would like to ask what vindicatioid
there can be of this attempt to place the
Conservative party in the county of Welland
under this yoke of trying to overcome the
adverse majority of 300 which will be added
to it by this Bill.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The hon.
gentleman seems to speak as if Welland
were a lost county to him by being put again
within its municipal bounds. If that is so,
I assure him I did not know it. That county
is dealt with in the same way as other coun-
ties in this Bill!: it is put within its muni-
cipal bounds, which is the proper thing to
do. What the political effects of that will
be, I cannot tell. If there be the iniquity in
it which the hon. gentleman says there is,
but which I do not admit, then the hon. gen-
tleman can take this comfort, that he will
not be damaged thereby, if his experience
is the same as mine ; for when the iniquity
was done to me in 1882 of making a county
that was safe Reform. Into a Conservative
county, there were enough respectable Con-
servatives in that county to give me a ma-
jority ; and if there be the iniquity in this
Bill which the hon. gentleman talks about,
he need not be afraid. But Welland has
been treated just the same as the other
counties, and I can honestly tell the bon.
gentleman that what he bas just said is the
first intimation of bow the county might go
politically.

Mr. E. F. CLARKE (West Toronto). I
am sure the Minister of Customs did not
mean that the committee shouldj Infer,
from bis closing expressions, that this BfIl
had restored the county boundaries
throughout the province of Ontario. Is It
Lot the height of folly, in view of the facts,
for hon. gentlemen opposite to iterate
and relterate that the leading principle of
this Bill lo, that It restores the county
boundaries In the province of Ontarlo ? An
examination of the Bi! itself will demon-
strate that there is not a particle of truth
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ln that statement, and I am sure that no
political capital can be made by the repeti-
tion by hon. gentlemen opposite of a stale
falsehood. The county boundaries in east-
ern Ontario have not been touched by this
Bill. The county boundaries east of the
county of Ontario bave been allowed to re-
main as they were under the Acts of 1882
and 1892 : and why will the hon. Minister
of Customs and other hon. gentlemen oppo-
site persist in saying that they have restored
the old county boundary lines ? They bave
ouly done so. as bas been pointed out again
and again, where a political advantage was
hoped to be gained by the change. In the
eastern part of, this province, which they
bave declared over and over again was over-
represented. they have not made a change,
and the reason is obvious. They have re-
cently, since 1896, made a substantial gain
in that part of the province. and, f ollowing
the old adage, they have decided to leave
well enough alone. Hon. gentlemen have
asked what counties have not had their
boundaries restored. There are the counties
of Russell, Carleton, Lanark, Frontenac, Ad-
dington, Renfrew, Peterborough, Grenville,
Leeds. Every one of these counties were
altered by previous Acts, and they have not
had their municipal boundaries restored.
They were conveniently overlooked. because
that would best serve the party interests.
This Bill is fearfully and wonderfully con-
structed. I was almost persuaded by the
force of the remarks of the hon. Minister of
Customs that justice was doue by the Bill
to the city of Toronto, but unfortunately the
facts and figures are against him. The hon.
gentleman mentioned the counties of Went-
worth, Brant and Norfolk. If I took the
figures of the hon. gentleman correctly, he
said that the county of Wentworth had a
population of 28,142, the county of Norfolk
a population of 31,778, and the county of
Brant a population of 33,217-

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That Is
not right.

Mr. CLARKE. These are the figures of
the returns by the Clerk of the legIslative
assembly of Ontario of the elections of 1898.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. That is
not what is before the judges. They are to
take the Dominion eensus.

Mr. CLARKE. These figures are taken
from the Dominion census. To give an idea
of the justice meted out to the constituen-
cies by this Bill, I may state that the total
population of these three counties, if my
figures are correct, amounts to 93,137 souls,
who are to be represented by five members
ln this House, whlle the city of Toronto,
with a population more than double the pop-
ulation of these three counties. Is only to be
represented by five members In this House.
Surely, when the Government knew of the
existing condition of things with regard to

Mr. CLARKE.

the city of Toronto, they should bave been
actuated by a desire to do that city scant
justice. If they had given us even cold jus-
tice, they would bave accorded us a larger
representation. But that was farthest from
their thoughts. The county in which the
hon. Minister of Customs resides, and which
he represented, bas a population of 33,217,
according to my figures, and about 36,000,
according the Minister's figures ; and In
that county a member represents 16,600 peo-
ple. while the adjoining county of Went-
worth, with 28,142 people, is only to have
one representative. Upon what principle of
justice or fair-play are the people of Brant,
numbering 33,000 souls, to have two repre-
sentatives in this House. while the adjoin-
ing county of Wentworth, aggregating 28,-
000 souls. is only to have one representa-
tive ? What is there, after all. in this idea
of adhering so closely to municipal or county
boundaries. when, as a result of adherence
to that principle, such gross inequalities of
representation are perpetrated ? If the hon.
gentleman refers to the old redistribution
law, he will ascertain that the unit of popu-
lation in the various counties was much more
in accord with the general unit for the pro-
vince than is the case under this Bill. By
what right can he say that two members
should be given to the county of Norfolk,
with 31,000 population, while the city of
Toronto is given only one member for each
36,000 ; or by what reason can he say 'that
Brant is given two representatives for 33,-
000 souls. while the adjoining county of
Wentworth is given only one representative
for 28,000, and the great district of Algoma,
a province in itself, which ought to have
representation at least according to the unit
of representation for the province, has only
one representative for over 40,000 souls ?
These inequalities are permitted lu this Bill,
notwithstanding the fact. which I have
pointed out, that one of the principal com-
plaints which hon. gentlemen made in re-
ference to the Redistribution Bill of 1892
was, that the eastern section of this pro-
vince was over-represented. Now, let me
draw attention to what my hon. frIend from
North Wellington (Mr. McMullen), who, I
regret, is not in his seat, had to say with
respect to this question of representation
by population. He said:

The hon. member for Simcoe advocated that
Toronto should have its full share of repre-
sentation. I do flot for a moment challenge that
statement. I think it is quite right that it
should.
My hon. friend from North Wellington was
referring to the late member for Simeoe,
Mr. Dalton McCarthy.

It is utterly futile to grant people the exercise
of the franchise If you do not, at the same time,
grant them the right to the full exercise of that
franchise, so they will be properly represented
in this House. There Is no justification for
givng one man In one constituency two and a%.-a or_ hreAtu-s as-uc__ot__ .we.a
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you give another man in another constituency.
For instance, take the riding of East Simeoe,
where you have a population of 35,000, and then
take the riding of Frontenac, with a population
of sometblng like 13,000. The man who exercises
the franchise in Frontenac has virtually two
and a half times the voting power of the man
who votes in East Simcoe. The less the popula-
tion in a riding, the greater power has each
voter in sending men here. That is unjust. I
cannot understand on what principle ridings far
below the unit should have the same franchise
as those whose population ls far above it.
Then, to clinch that argument and condemnu
the Government of the day for not dolng jus-
tice by equalizing the populations represent-
ed In this House from the various constituen-
cdes of ithe province, he quoted from a letter
of the late Right Hon. John Bright to a
friend:

The franchise Itself gives no real power unless
accompanied by the right on the part of all
the possessors of It to elect something like an
equal number of representatives. I could easily1

frame a Bill which would give universal suffrage
ln its widest sense, and which would affirm more
strongly than ever the supremacy of the English
oligarchy over the English people. If your great
city, with its great constituency, is only to send
two men to Parliament, while an equal popula-
tion and property ln some other part of the King-
dom is to send twenty men to Parliament, then I
say your franchise Is of little avail.

Then, the hon. member for North Wellington
concluded as follows

Now, I hold that if we are to place the entire
electorate of this Dominion on an equal footing
-and that should be the intention of the Bill-
the constituencies should be readjusted so as to
give, as nearly as possible, the same number of
electors to each constituency.

Hon. gentlemen when in Opposition approved
of those views. Why do they not now,
when the opportunity is offered by the intro-
duCtion of this Bll, give effect to the views
they then believed to be sound and give us
iepresentation according to population? LIt
must be patent to the people of this country
that this measure of redistribution, affecting
only one-half of -the counties of Ontario, and
those the counties that are under-represent-
ed, as compared with the counties of eastern
Ontario, is so framed because hon. gentlemen
hope to gain party advantage out- of the
western counties ; whereas they know, from
the experience of their friends In the local
elections of March, 1898, that they have
nothing to hope for from a restoration of
the old county boundaries ln the eastern
part of the province. That is the reason
they have abandoned their principles with
regard to the redistribution of the countcies
in eastern Ontarlo. It la because, judging
by the elections of members to the legislative
assembly, which took place in March, 1898,
they have nothIng to hope from a readjust-
ment of ithe county bounds ln the eastern
part of the provinee.

Let me go back to the representation of-
the city of Toronto and the county of York.
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The population of the county of York, as re-
presented at present, is 97,289. The ridings
are made up as follows:--

East riding ........................ 35,148
North riding (represented by the

hon. Postmaster General)........ 20,284
W est riding ....................... 41,857

Total....................... 97,289
The desire to restore county boundarles
prompted hon. gentlemen opposite to take
from this population of 97,289, nearly 35,000
souls and add them to the city of Toronto.
The unit of representation ln the county of
York is one for every 32,500 now, and while
they have reduced the population by uearly
35,000, they still send three members from
the county of York to this House. Why ?
Because they hope, by talking about half of
the population from East York and more
than one-half from West York, party ad-
vantage will be gained. But it does them
no credit ; their intention Is not a laudable
one, and I hope they will gain no poitical
advantage. If it were a fair and wise thing
to reduce the unit of population ln the
county of York from 32,000 to 21,000, might,
we not, in all honesty and f air play, ask
the hon. Minister and those associated with
him, to give us reasonable representation in
the city of Toronto accordlng to population ?
What right have hon. gentlemen opposite to
ask us to give them credit for an additional
representative to the city of Toronto, when
they have added 36,000 to the population ?
Under the present Bill, taking -the wards of
Toronto represented now ln this House,
there is a member for every 36,005. In the
past there was a member for each 36,000.
We have nothing, then, to thank the Gov-
ernment for under this arrangement. In the
redistribution of the constituencies we had
a right to expect that when other constitu-
encies in Ontarlo had their unit of represen-
tation fixed at one member for 23,000, simple
justice would have been done to Toronto,
and it would have been given at least two
or three additional members.

1 have looked over the provisions of this
Bill carefully, and there is nothing to be
found in it, from one corner to the other, in
-my humble judgment, except the desire,
which permeates every line, to gain political
advantage. They will not be successful lu
their object. Their object will be defeated
by the electorate when an opportunity is
given the electorate to express their opinion
on this measure.

Mr. D. D. ROGERS (Frontenac). I was
unavoidably absent yesterday, to my great
regret, when the debate on the second read-
Ing of this measure took place, and the
vote was recorded. I did Intead to say
something when the discussion was going m
had I been here, but I would not nrow say,
anything, if it were Eot for the cont:nued
references to tbe system of gerrymandering
or hiving constituencies in the past. Ho-w
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is it vou never bear any reference to this beek and call of these various associations
gerrynandering or hiving with regard to and voices their sentiments and wishes, giv-
the cities ? I claim that it is an insult to Ing thern a means of expressing themselves
our agricultural population to say -that suc which the rural districts cannot ha e. An-
a township is a Grit hive and such another other fact which makes the representation
one a Conservative hive. It amounts to !unfair to the independent agricultural class
saying that the electors i those constitu- is our system of almost universal suffrage-
encies have no intelligence of their own. Any and I neyer believed in universal suffrage,
public speaker who would address an agrl- much less In this Iniquitous registration
cultura.l audience along t hat lne ought to system that has been established ln the
have his expressions of opinion resented ln cities in Ontario. I do not speak from the
the strongest language. The rural constitu- Conservative stand-point only. I have beard
encles may have been run on that ine some not only Conservatives criticise this system.
years ago, but that day has passed ; and but I have heard Reformers also declare
when political men come before these consti- themselves against it and say it should be
tuencies now, they have to give a reason for done away with. One representative of a
the faith that is in them, and show that they city told nie that the effect of the registration
k-now they are addressing men of intelli- system was that tbey had to pay tbe men to
gence, capable of forming an independent register and then buy their votes after they
judgment of their own. They need no had registered. Is it fair that the votes of
onger indulge in the old played-out such a class should be of equal weight with

shibboleths, as for instance : I am those of an equal number of members of the
proud to come before the Independent agriculturai class, men having from $10,000
electors of this county, the boue and sinew to $20,000 made by their own labour and
)f the country, whose fathers were Conser- saved by their own economy ? And .should
ratives in the past, and who, no doubt, wIll the city to-day with so large a proportion
Collow ln the footsteps of their forefathers. of this class of voters have an equal repre-
n fact, one would imagine that the electors sentation in Parliament with the agriculturai
n these constituencies never think or judge class? It is nlot fair or just. I think the
.or themselves at all. That this style of cities are exceptionally well represented
hing is quickly dying out is due a great deal in fact, they are doubly represented. Two
o the Patron moverneut that was started l members ought to be enougli for the city ofL891. The3 plank ln the Patron platform Toronto, with ail its other means of formingdealing with this matter is: and expressing publie sentiment-its many
Conformity of electoral districts to county associations and its great press. But To-oundarles as constituted for municipal purposes, ronto gets five members. Many to whom I

s far as the principles of representation by pop- have spoken have crlticised the BIll on the
ground that too much irepresentation isThe fact that that was in the platform is belng given to Toronto. I have been toldufficient to show that there was a grievance that the clty of Toronto has six or eigâto be remedied. 1t was felt all through the residents who are members of this Houseountry that a grievous wrong existed. I and four who are Senators. These gentie-iever heard the matter talked over in a Pat- nien, even those of them who represent agri-on lodge or on a public platform. It was (ultural constituencles, may be expected to

aken as a matter of course that there was a speak for the city for they cannot have therong and Grits and Tories alike wished to same interest ln or the same fellow-feeling
ee that wrong set right. for the farmers as if they lived amongstA great deal has been said about tIhe cItles them. Objection has been taken to arrang-ot being faIrly represented ln this House. ing our representation on the basis of the'or my part, I feel that they have had more census of 1891, on the ground tiat there
han. their share of representation. I feel, have been great changes ln population sincend I am confident that the people lu the that time. I am very sorry to say thatural districts generally agree with me, that the change that 'has taken place is that thehe cities have run this country ln tmes rural constituencies are not so populous asast, while the rural constituencies have they were, whIle the clty population basery little to say. The cities have their grown. It is worthy of refiection that underoards of trade, their manufacturers' asso- the great system of protection of which welations, their bankers' associations, their have heard so much, the cities have grown)an companles' asociations, their labour and the country bas gone down. I feel per-nions-and the voices of all these have feetly justified lu supporting a. Bill whicheen unanimous in anything affecting the proposes to rearrange ·the consituencies sonterest of the dlty, for there Is no: polities as to maintan Ithe county boundaries, and Ii a board of trade, a manufacturers' asso- only regret that I was -not here last nightation or any of these others. Whatever is to record my' vote along that llhe. Buti the interest of the city ls maintained 'by enough has lnot been done uinrecognisinglem aiL t has been ably shown- by the the rights of ,the rural' constitueneles to re-linlster of Custom (Mr. Paterson) thagt the presentatiom I believe that before' t eties also have the press wheh. le at the arrangement whI wll take place aftc

Mr. ROGERS.
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the next census public sentiment will have
so strongly expressed itself that in the Re-
distribution Bill of 1902 fairer representation
will be given4 to the rural constituencles.

Mr. A. MeNElILL (North Bruce). Last
night my hon. friend the junior member for
Halifax (Mr. Russell) brought forward what
struck me, in view of the circumstances, as
a strange argument. He was dealing with
the argument that it was inexpedient to set
an example of tearing up the constituencies
a t the will of the party in power, that if that
were done, as in this case, at a time different
from the time it had generally been consider-
ed proper, that is after taking the decennial
census, there was danger that this would be
considered a precedent for such actions, and
he said : We must leave that to the con-
science of the people and of the people's re-
presentatives ; we may feel perfectly safe
in doing so, because, unless a great emer-
gency arises, no party would be guilty of
such an iniquity. Well, I just wish to call
the attention of the committee to the fact!
that this very thing which my lon. friend
said could not be doue is being done at this!
moment. It has been established without
a shadow of contradiction so far as I heard,
that, at the present moment, whatever may?
have been the case in 1882, the Liberal partyi
are not suffering from any disability ln re-'
gard to representation. On the contrary,
they are to-day ln a majority in this House
although they have a minority of the popular
vote. So the very thing Is being done at this
moment which my lon. frIend (Mr. Russell)
said it was Impossible to suppose that any
party or Government would do. The argu-
ment bas been unanswered that we are es-
tablishing a dangerous and mischievous pre-
cedent If this becomes law. I wlsh to make a
remark with regard to the character of this
Bill itself. My bon. friends on the other side
of the House object to giving city populations
as great a representation as rural populations,
and my hon, friend :the Minister of Customs
is one of the bon. gentlemen who Is In charge
of this measure and who Is specially respon-
sible for It. ' must cons1der that he Is so,
for two reasons : First, because he Is one of
the Ministers representing the province that
is dealt with, and, secondly, because he has
been, perbaps, the principal spokesman.
Now, the bon. gentleman himself, wben this
Bill becomes law, will lve lin a constituency
havIng a population of somewhere about
16,000 souls, perhaps a little more, speakIng
of the whlte populatIon who are entitled to
vote. Now, will the bon. gentleman tell me
what the population of the city of Brant-
ford is ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr. Pater-
son). The census of 1891 showed 12,000, it
Is a great deal more now.

Mr. McNEILL. Then, my bon. frlend là
going to give a rep'eàentat1ve to that nurn-]
ber, includlng that large Urban population,
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while to Algoma, contalning 40,000 of a rural
population-

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Mul-
ock). 33,000, by the census.

Mr. McNEILL. The population lhas in-
creased enormously lin Algoma; I think It is
at least 40,000.

Mr. CLARKE. Nearer 50,000 now.
Mr. McNEILL. I would like to know how

my hon. frlend reconciles that with the prin-
eiple he has laid down In reference to urban
and rural constituencies. 'In the constituency
which he will represent, he is allowlng one
urban voter to count for as much as two and
a half voters in a rural constituency. Now,
if there be any constituency ln the province
of Ontario which ouglit to have two repre-
sentatives it Is Algoma. It is very diffi-
cult for any one member of this House to
represent so great a distriet as that. But
my hon. friend gives to his own county,
which contains a population of 33,000, in-
cludlng a large urban constituency, two
members, and he refuses to give more than
one to Algoma. I wonder If any one can say
-that is consistent with the principle e has
laid down.

Now, I want to ask my hon. friend how It
is, under the principle of this Bill, that he in-
terferes with the county of Bruce ? I am
not asking that the county of Bruce should
not be dealt with ; let there be no misappre-
hension about that. My hon. friend from
Halifax referred to me yesterday as having
made my valedlctory address in this House.
I can assure my hon. friends opposite that
there was nothing of that nature in the ad-
dress. I -thlink that the action of the hon.
gentlemen in regard to the county of Bruce
has very much strengtbened me in that
county, because the people will understand
that the hon. gentlemen opposite have gone
dellberately out of their way to strike at me
In that county. They profess that they are
only dealing wltb counties whose constitu-
encies are not contained witbin courty boun-
darles ; this is a county in which all ;the con-
stituencles are contained within county
boundaries. and yet they are deallng with it.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. We
are dolng it because the rIding was gerry-
mandered ln 1882.

Mr. MeNEILL. There were other counties
gerrymandered in 1882 which they have not
dealt with. But they say that the principle
upon whlch they are going Is the restoration
of county 1boundarles, and that the .reasoà
why they are deallng wlth these counties is
to restore county boundarles. But they in-
clude Bruce, which la the only county alto-
gether within county boundarles ineluded
in this Bill. As I say, I do not ask the hon.
gentlemen at all to make any change,. let
It :go as it is. For my part, I should
be very glad to have three Independent
men go there and say whether It la fairly
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divided. Now, my hon. friend says they ing up in Bruce. Now, my hon. friend (Mr.
are dealing wi'th the county of Bruce because Paterson) eau explain to the House why it
It was gerrymandered In 1882. I dealt with is, under these circumstances, ithat the coun-
that question last nighit, and showed that It ty of Bruce, whose constitueneles are wholly
was not gerrymandered in 1882. I showed within county lines, has been included In
that the division under that Act of 1882 was this Bill ?
a just and a right one. My hon. friend says T
ïtbat in 1882 there "wa-s a distribution of the The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS (Mr.
population made that was not an equitabi'e Paterson). I do not want to take up the
one. What is the situation of to-day ? The time of the committee. It is only out
situation is that l 1892, by the natural of courtesy to the members of the com-
course of events, that unequal distribution mittee, aNd, I may say, to the hon. mem-
which he complains of, was remedied, and, ber for North Bruce, who always spe aks
therefore, the only gerrymander, if it a a courteous manner, that I offer these
so called, of which he complains, was reme- observations. If that hon. gentleman Is
died in 1892. Then why does he interfere under the impression that, i nwhat was
with the county of Bruce ? There is no al- done, there was any desig that he was
legation, there can be no allegation, that struck at personally, I think he may divest

himself of that. The committee will remem-anything wnas done In 1882 with the county 1 ber that the hon. gentleman alluded to an
of Bruce that could be described as unfair. argument of the on. member for Haifax
except that the township of Saugeen was arueto1h o.mme o aia
exacept tIathews ip ofnSteaugef en (Mr. Russell), to the effect that Bills of this
placed in the west riding instead of belng kind should only be introduced when thereleft in the north riding. was urgent need, and he thinks that there

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Was not is no urgent need now. There is urgent need
that unfair ? for this Bill. I think, if the hon. gentleman

will recall the past, he will admit that.
Mr. McNEILL. That Is the only thing that Could there be any more urgent request for

can be alleged as being unfair, and the only the passage of a Bill of this kind than when
reason it is alleged to be unfair is that the. the people at the pols have expressly voted
distribution of population was not equal at upon that question. That was one of the
that time. That distribution of population Is questions, and a leading question, and when
equal now ; in fact, the north riding of Bruce the party that had professed to stand upon
is more populous than either of the other rld- a platform in which one of the principal
ings now, therefore, that injustice has been planks was the introduction of a Bill like
remedied by the natural course of events. this, when that party succeeded in carrying
If any evidence Is required to show how the country and are in the House, the Min-
utterly indefensible this Bill is It is found istry and the members of that par.ty are
by a reference to what bas taken place in bound to introduce that Bill. There Is a
Bruce where this injustice that they COm- mandate from the people: we have been
plain of bas already been remedled. I wish sent here expressly, amongst other things,
to say one word more with regard to placing by the people, to Introduce this Bill. If we
Saugeen in the west ridlng of Bruce, and to failed to Introduce this Bill, we should be
this point I wish -to direct the attention liable to the charge that hon. gentlemen,
of my right hon. friend. What I wish to without justification, have hurled at us, thatcall my hon. friend's attention to is this, thttf we have broken our pledges. But when we
he will find, that the placing of the town- have Introduced this Bill and Implemented
ship of Saugeen In the west riding was this pledge, they try to prevent us from car-geographically the proper course to pursue. rying it out. The hon. gentleman (Mr. Mc-The lake townships were left In the west ; Neill) must admit the urgency of this mea-the eastern townships were left In the east, sure, when the people of Canada, and not-and the northern townships were left in the ably the people of Ontario, say that one .ofnorthl; so that a natural division was made. the cardinal planks In the platform of theSaugeen is the last of the lake townships Liberal party Is the Introduction of a Billwhich is south of the penInsula of Bruce, looking to the repeal of the evil that was
and It naturally fell into the west riding On done In 1882. Being sent here for the pur-that account. Therefore, there Is fn possi- pose, this Bill is. Introduced, and that por-bility of alleging any kind of impropriety, tion of the county of Bruce for which theunless it was the impropriety of making the hon. gentleman (Mr. MeNeill) sits, being.population of the north ridmng smaller than one of the worst gerrymandered countiesthe population of the west riding. The rea- under the Act of 1882, comes under the op-son alleged at that tume, and I think It was eration of this measure. As the right hon.a sound and Justifiable reason, was, that Prime Minister says, without golng all overthe north riding was known to consist large- the country and attempting to do everything,ly of unsettled lands, which were rapidly we are rectifying the grosser abuses lu obe-filling up, and It was known to everybody dience to the mandate off the people, andthat if the population was left for the MO- Bruce has come in under this bead. Thement equal, at the very next redistribution hon. gentleman has referred to me as~ thewhich occurred there must be another tear- hon. member for Brant. Of course, he
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knows that there was an unfortunate slip,
and that I am not the member for that rid-
Ing now, which I represented for so many
years.

Mr. McNEILL. I apologize to my hon.
friend.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. It was
qnly a slip. I can hardly say that I was
defeated, because, if so, the gentleman wlio
defeated me would be ln possession of the
seat, but I see that there is a good Liberal
sitting for Brant. Therefore, I eould not
say that the seat was lost, although mean-
while it does not fall to myself. The hon.
member for Bothwell '(Mr. Clancy) made thc
point that there was no mandate because I
was rejected by the people. Did they re-
jeet me for a Conservative ? If a Conser-
vative had carried the riding, he would be
sitting here for that ridlng now.

Mr. BERGERON. The machine was at
work since.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. For him?

Mr. BERGERON. Against him.
The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. The

courts cannot take away a seat from the re-
presentative to whom It belongs. If the
people pronounced for a Conservative, where
is he ? He is not here. The hon. gentleman
who was elected by hundreds of a majority
to represent that county, stands by this
plank. I am here from another county, and
I stood upon the same platform. Therefore,
although there was a little slip there, the
fact that I am here for another county
shows that the people want this measure.
The urgent mandate of the people cannot
be disregarded ; it has no right to be dis-
regarded. We have received a mandate
to repeal the gerrymander of 1882, and one
of the worst features of that gerrymander
was ln the county of Bruce. One of the
amendments that was moved and that was
voted down in dumb silence. had reference
to the county of Bruce. Mr. Gillies, one of
the members for Bruce, whlch county gave
over 600 of a Liberal majority, if I remem-
ber aright, until that Bill was passed, moved
in amendm'ent:

That the said Bill be not now read a third
time, but that it be resolved, that the county
of Bruce comprises a population of 64,774 souls,
or an average for three rIdIngs of 21,591.

That the said Bill detaches from the north
riding of Bruce so large a population as to re-
duce North Bruce to 18,645, giving West Bruce
24,218, and South Bruce 22,355.

That the said Bill be recommitted to a Com-
mittee of the Whole, with Instructions that they
have power to amend the boundaries of the pro-
posed three ridings of Bruce.
You can see how they vlolated the principle
that he said was a sacred principle, and
when the hon. member moved that and, ex-
peeted that he might get an answer, not
a sou! answered him. But what was the

political effeet of it at the time, as de-
scribed by the gentleman hinself. If that
township of Saugeen, In which was the
village of Port Elgin, had been placed ln
the north riding of Bruce, then the north
riding and the west riding of Bruce would
have been nearly equal ln population ; and
if they did not put the township of Saugeen
and Port Elgin into North Bruce Instead
of West Bruce, which would have uearly
equallzed the population, John Gillies would
have to start ln the political race with 160
Conservative majority against hlm. You
would think that was tylng a man's hands
enough, but in spite of all fairness and all
decency-1 arn not accusing the lion. gen-
tleman (Mr. MeNeill), for lie was not ln
the House-they took this township of Sau-
geen, with 200 or 300 Liberal majority. out
of North Bruce, and they put it into West
Bruce, that was already a Liberal hive, so
that it gave a Liberal majority of 1,100,
I think. Mr. Gillies fhimself moved against
that in the House, but it was voted down
in silence. In face of that, we having re-
celved a mandate from the people that we
should rectify these evils, I ask my hon.
friend (Mr. McNeill) how could we pass
the county of Bruce. I think it is pos-
sible that in the course of time, in 1901,
circuistances may have changed with re-
ference to the population, and I am not pre-
pared to say how the question will look
after the census of 1901, as to the con-
tiguity of the townships and the other mat-
ters that no doubt fair-minded judges will
take into consideration. I will not acknowl-
edge or deny the statement of hon. gentle-
men that they are fair divisions now. But,
I say, that if as at present constituîted, they
are fair ýboundaries with reference <to popula-
tion and contiguity, fair-minded judges will
so decide, and no harm will be done. I am
glad to hear the hon. gentleman (Mr. Mc-
Neill) say that lie lias no fear that the
judges will make other than fair and equit-
able divisions.

Mr. McNEILL. Hear, hear.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOM8. That
being the case, there is no grievance there.
I pointed out to the hon. gentleman that
the urgency of this Bill is that the people
of the country returned the Government to
power to pass it, and I say that ln this
branch of the legislature-and In the Par-
liament off Canada, too-it Is our bounden
duty to give effeet to the will of the peo-
ple. If at any time the will of the peo-
ple changes, and they should return gen-
tlemen opposite to power, to repeal this law.
or any other that affects the representation
of the people in this House, It will be the
bounden duty of these gentlemen to do It
provided It is ln the constitution. I tell
these gentlemen further, that If they la-
troduce such a Bill as we have lntroduced
this Bill, and if they determine that the
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divisions within county limits shall be fixedf
by three judges of the Superlor Court, they t
will not find any Liberal ln the Dominion
of Canada to object to it.

The PRIME MINISTER. Hear, hear. t

The MINISTER 0F CUSTOMS. Gentle-g
men opposite seei inclined to ask me ques-È

tions ippreference to this Bill, and in ali
courtes I desire to answer them. Theyc
apparetly think I had something parti-
alarto do with it, but the fact is I had

very little to do with It. They seem to
fasten on the point that Brant is getting
two members, that Brant is Liberal, and
they forget that there is another gentle-
man representing Brant more ably than i
could. for I am not representing it now,
and have no personal object in the Bih.
Brant is a Liberal County, and if there be
such a majority of Liberals that you ca.-
not divide Brant in any shape which wil
not give two Liberal members, why shouldj
not the people of Brant send to this House
the men they want? What injustice eau
there be in that ? I grant you there is au
inequality of population, but there is an
inequality of population in this Bill we are
itow repealing, and in a greater degree than
there is between Brant and one of the To-
rontos. whih has been instanced. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Clarke) himself told
us that in the Postmaster General's con-
stituency the population was 20,00, and
that the population of West York was 411
000. With this additional representation
given to Toronto each member would re-
present about 36,000 with the added popu-
lation.

Mr. WALLACE. According to the last
estimate, 47,000.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Not
with five members. 181,000 divided by five
would be 36,000. The amendment before1
the Chair is to give five members. The
hon. gentleman (Mr. Clarke) can see that
this is approaching the equality which he
wants. Let me see the position which the
hon. gentleman (Mr. Clarke) takes as re-
presenting Toronto. Hamilton is the
county town of Wentworthl, so to speak,
and the Interests of the people of Went-
worth are in Hamilton. Toronto Is the
centre of York County, and the farmers
of York trade there and the publie build-
ings are there, and their Interests, te hon.
gentleman admits, are identifled in a largel
measure with Toronto. At the present time,
under the exIsting law, which we are seek-
ing to repeal, the city of Toronto, with the
county of York-and he admits they are
closely identfied together-has seven mem-
bers, and we have now on the Table an
amendment that proposes to give these eon-
stituencies eight members. But the hon.
gentleman (Mr. Clarke) is voting against it,
and if not voting against It, he l not sup-

Mr. PATERSON.

porting it. To be consistent the hon. gen-
tleman (Mr. Clarke) ought to hail this Bill
with pleasure. For him to endeavour to
destroy this Bill is to destroy our attempt
to give the city of Toronto and the county
of York one more member than they have
at the present time. If the hon. gentleman
defeats this Bill, he takes the position that
he thinks the city of Toronto and the county
of York are over-represented. I leave it
with him to determine that point, but I
point out to hlim that, at all events, we are
seeking to do justice as far as the city of
Toronto and the county of York are con-
cerned.

Mr. CLARKE. The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Paterson) has put words In my mouth whIch
I did not use when he said that I declared
that the interests of the city of Toronto and
the county of York are identical. But be
that as it may, I am prepared to accept ithe
statement. He charges me with not doing
my duty to the clty of Toronto, because I
am objecting to this Bill. I am objecting
ito this Bill, Mr. Chairman, not because it
gives Toronto an additional representative,
but because it does not give Toronto the re-
presentation it is entitled to. That Is the
reason I am objecting to it.

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. We are
giving one more member.

Mr. BERGERON. And you are putting
in 45,000 more population.

Mr. CLARKE. The statement of the Min-
ister (Mr. Paterson) will not be accepted by
any hou. menber on either side of the
House who looks into the situation. The
population of the county of York as at pre-
sent represented ln this House is 97,000,
and the population of Toronto as at present
represented is about 145,000. The hon. gen-
tleman, who says that the, interests of the
city and county are identical, is taking
35,000 from the population of the county of
York, reducing it to 62,000, and while he
continues to give the county a member for
each 21,000 of population, he has the hard!-
hcod to say that it is fair that that city
should have only one representative for 36,-
000. If he believes that the interests of the
city and county are identical, why does he
not give the same measure of representation
to the ciety as to the county? 'He has re-
duced the unit of representation of that part
of the city and county represented by the
three Yorks from 32,000 to 21,000, while he
has not reduced the unit of representation
of the eity of Toronto by one'; and yet he
claims that this measure is doing justice to
the city of Toronto and the county of York
at the same time. It cannot ibe dolng jus-
tice to both, because there Is such an inequa-
lity ln the representation of these two parts,
which the bon. gentleman admits are prac-
tically one constituency. If ihe desires to do
justice to àthe etof Toronto, surely we
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might ask him to give us eight representa
tives instead of five. Then he would be giv
ing the same unit of representation to th
city of Toronto as to the county of York.

An hon. MEMBER. Take it all.
Mr. CLARKE. We are only asking for re

presentation by population, and If we d
not, we shall be judged by our constituent
when an opportunity is given to them of ex
pressing au opinion on our conduct. How
can the hon. Minister of Customs stand uj
in this House and justify giving to bis ow
city of Brantford a representative for 18,00
souls, and say that he is doing justice by giv
Ing the city of Toronto a representative for
36,000 ? I do not object to the city of Brant
ford, or the cities of Ottawa, Kingston or
Hamilton being represented as they are in
this House ; but hon. gentlemen opposite can-
not expect to be supported in the city of To-
ronto if they persist in singling that eity oui
and dealing with it as unjustly as they are
doing under this Bill. Would there 'be any
injustice, when they were redueing the popu-
lation of the county of York by nearly
40,000, if at the same time they reduced the
representation of that county by one mem-
ber, or from three to two ? With its pre-
sent population of 97,000 and three mem-
bers, its unit of population is about 32,000,
and when the county is gerrymandered as
proposed, its population will be redueed to
62,000, so that with two representatives its
unit of population would be 31,000? But the
reason wby that county is still being given
three representatives for a population of
62,000, is that hon. gentlemen hope to de-
feat the members for East York and West
York (Mr. Maclean and Mr. Wallace); where-
as if they gave the county of York two re-
presentatives instead of three, both seats
would undoubtedly go to the Opposition.
The hon. gentlemen are not doing the city
of Toronto any favour by giving It five mem-
bers, for they are leaving the unit of repre-
sentation practically as It is now-at 36.000.
The hon. gentleman ls not stating 'the case
fairly by saying that the Goverument are
doing us justice. If they are doing us jus.
tice, they are doing the county of York more
than justice ; and In objecting to this clause
of ithe Bill and asking for additional repre-
sentation for the city of Toronto under these
circumstances, we are only doing our duty
as representatives of the people of that city.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier). My hon. friend from North Bruce
(Mr. McNeill) a imoment ago made -a speclal
appeal to me. He wanted to know what
was the reason why the county of Bruce was
introduced into this Bil, since its county
boundarles had not been interfered with
by the Act wbich we are proposing to amend.
The lnquiry is a fair one, and my hon. friend
Is entitled to an anSwer. We are proposing
In ths Bill to affirm the prineiple of county
boundaries.; but that Is not the only prin-

L- ciphe we are proposing to affirm. We also
r-. propose to affirm the principle that when a
ýe county la so large that it must be divided,

the division shaîl be -made by judicial au-
thority and not by the wbim or fancy or
seltish interest o! Interested parties. The

-Representation Act o! 1882, sa far as the
0 county o! Bruce was concerned, dld not vio-
s late the principle -of county 'boundaries ; but

it violated the other principle by divlding
Sthe county lu an unfair manner. My bon.

friend admitted that himself.
Mr. MéNEILL. Oh, no.
The PRIME MINISTER. Yes, I thinklie

rsaid that taking -away the township o! Sau-
-geen was unfair.

Mr. MeNEILL. Wihl my right hon. friend
pardon mue? I dld not. state that. Wbat I

*endeavoured to express to my right hon.
tfriend was this, that it was fair to argue
that the township o! -Saugeen might have

V been lef t lna1the north riding o! Bruce at -that
tinie, because by leaving lt there it would
bave 'bett*er equalized the population at themoment ; but 1 sald I thouglit it was per-
fectly fair to place that township ln the
west rlding for two reasons : first, because
it belongred to the west riding geographi-
cally, and, secondly, aithougli at thte moment
it miglit cause un inequallty o! population,
yet every one knew that the north riding,
was increasing in population so rapidly that
unles the township of Saugeen were placed
In the north riding, at -the very next census
there must be -another inter! erence w-itb
boundaries in the county o! Bruce, and I
th1ougpht those two reaisons were a sufficient
justification for wliat had been doue.

The PRIME MINISTER. I do flot think
there is utucli correction in the statement
I made, because my bon. friend says it
miglit have been fair to argue that the town-
ship o! Saugeen miglit hav"e been left in the
north riding, and that it was unfair to put
the township in the west riding. But My
hon. friend says that Providence bas correct-
ed that iniquity by increasing the population
of the north riding. It may be that Provi-
dence bas done it ; but it would not-be qulte
riglit or prudent to rely on Providence to
correct the iniquities o! lion, gentlemen op.
posite. Altbougb it may ýbe presumption to
say that we help Providence ln this matter,
still it might be as welh not to rely on Pro.
vidence in that respect, but totry to correct
by legisiatlon the state o! things whicb My
bon. friend snys miglit be held from one
Point o! view ta be unfair.. I cau only're-echo
what wa.s said by the Minister o! Customs.
Wl1th regard to niy hon. frlend himself, there
19 no Intention at ail to reac i hm or any-
body else by this Bill. If ,thecounty o! Bruce
la to be repreSented by a Tory, and the hon.
gentleman told us it wa.s sure to be, I. cou-
ýfe3 ' candidly 1 would rather bave my h.on.
frlend represent It itban any other Tory I
know of.- I do flot know that I would say
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the same of my hon. friend from West York, anything unfair or unjust in that ? If we
but although he is the Toryist of the Tories, were free to give as many members to a
If there is to be a Tory in this (House from province as we would wlsh, there would be
that constltuency, I do not know but that I something In my hon. friend's argument, but
would just as soon have him as anybody he knows that we are not. In the present
else. The objeet we have li view is not to condition, Ontario cannot have more or less
strike at anybody, but to follow out a prin- that ninety-two members, and we must fûnd
ciple whilch we thlnk ought to be observed, places to put themu In. Under the circum-
not only on this but oun al future occasions. stances, I think, therefore, we have done

Coming to the statement of the hon. mem- what was possible to give satisfaction, though
ber for Toronto (Mr. Clarke), that the Gov- to give even-handed justice In a matter of
erument cannot expect any gratitude from this kind is absolutely impossible. I do not
that city on account of thls Bill, because we think we can do much In improving the
are doing justice to Toronto, I might retort Bill. Take what my hon. friend said with
by a similar compliment. He told us that regard to Brant and Algoma. He says that
we have left Toronto practically as it is. we give ,two members to Brant and only one
Well, lu that case hon. gentlemen opposite to Algoma. But if we give two to Algoma
did not do Justice to Toronto by their gerry- we can only give one to Brant, and which
mander Act. Yet, that did not prevent the i s the one that ought to have the two.
city of Toronto from electing my hon. friend There is only one argument which might
who is a Conservative. Therefore, if we do inilitate In favour of giving two to Agoma,
not do any better than our predecessors, we and that Is, that It has an increasing popu-
do not expeet Toronto to treat us any more lation, and probably after the next census,
unfairly than It did the late Government, Aigoma will have to have two members,
which likewise falled In doIng it justice, ac- and some other constituency, perhaps Brant,
cording to the hon, gentleman. Up to 1883, will have to lose one. Bearing in mind this
the cl.ty of Toronto was represented by cousideration, you cannot find any Injustice
three members. In 1892 it was given four in this measure, though you may find some
members. According to the position taken fault.
by the hon. member for Toronto, the repre- Mr. McNEILL. I have to thank My right
sentation given that city by the Act of 1892 hon. friend for his courteous reply to the
was altogether inadequate. At present, we question I asked him. And I have to say to
treat it just as it was treated In 1892. I him that I am a little surprised at some of
have repeated agaln and again that we can- the remarks he has made, and especially one
not undertake to cure ail the evils that were j of them. My right hon. friend says that
perpetrated by the Act of 1892, but I wil' Providence stepped in on behalf of the north
not put thea case upon that ground. I Must riding of Bruce and raised its population to
say, candidly and fairly, to my hon. friend, the point at whIch it ought to be In order to
that I sitill adhere to the vlew that we can- equalize population. He admits that .that
not, under present circumstances, give the has been done by Providence, but he says it
same representation, according to poipulation, does flnot do to leave the matter altogether tu
to urban as to rural constituencles. If we the hands of Providence. Now, Providence
were to do that, we would have in this coun- has done the work, and my right hon.
try of sparse pqpulation. counties which friend seems to think he can do something
would be equail in extent to kingdoms or better than Providence.
empires. If we Iwere to give eight or nine The PRIME MINISTER. Help thyseIf
members to Toronto, we would have to add T
together three or four or five counties, ai- and Heaven will help thee.
ready too large for the convenience of any Mr. McNEILL. My hon. friend does not
man who bas to represent them. We have know the Intention of Providence may be,
to take into consideration the physical con- but -he admits that Providence has redressed
ditions of the country. If the bon. gentle- the grievance. If it bas, where is the grlev-
man will apply bis sense of Justice to the ance to-day ? That Is exactly the answer I
case, he must agree with me that to Toronto made to the hon. member for Brant. He
and Montreal, and the other large centres said that there had been au impropriety
of population, we must give a less represen- done, but that that grievance bad been re-
tation, accordIng to population, than to the dressed. I denied that there had been an
Immense tracts of country where the popula- impropriety. I say that the course of
tion Is scarce. This seems to me a propost- events was exactly -what we said It would
tion my hon. fr-lend cannot controvert. be, and It proved that what we did was right
What do we do by thlIs Bill ? We take about and fair at the Ume. My hon. friend re-
80,000 from West York, and put them in plied by reading the resolution of Mr. Gillies,
Toroirto, and give Toronto an additional men- asking that the township of Saugeen should
ber. That Is not an injustice. The 30,040 be placed In the north riding. What answer
which we take from the conty of West was that to the contention I put forth?
York, and which now eleets tmy hon. friend We ail know perfectly well that ah that time
from West Yor'k, will elect another member, hheReform party contended that the town--
and those left lu York will continue, I sup- ship of Saugeen should be le!ft lu the north
pose. to elect the hon. gentleman. 1s there riding, but by repeating that contention, how
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did my hon. friend refute my argument ?
My argument Is, that at the present mo-
ment there Is no argument assIgnable for
interfering with the county of Bruce. My
right hon. friend, in the very courteous an-
swer he made me, admitted as much, be-
cause he said that Providence had redressed
the grievance. I do think, if he will forgive
me for saying so, that he has not met the
difficulty at all. The position is just as I
put it and as the right hon. gentleman ad-
mits It to be-that this Bill Is introdueed to
remedy a grievance In the county of Bruce,
which grievance Providence has already re-
dressed. I confess that tbat is beyond my
comprebension, and would be glad If my
hon. friend would explain. He said he had
a mandate from the people to pass this mea-
sure, that his friends in the country had
deelared that they would enact a law of
this kind. Does be say that he has a man-
date to pass a measure of this kind elghteen
months before the census ?

The MINISTER OF CUSTOMS. Certain-
ly. If the hon. gentleman asks me, I will
tell him that every Liberal representative
and every person who voted for the party
understood that at the first opportunity after
they got Into power the Government would
introduce this Bill. It Is one of the planks
of the platform.

Mr. McNEILL. No doubt, they under-
stood that it would be Introduced at the
first opportunity, but by that they under-
stood the first proper opportunlty. But the
hon. gentleman can hardly force an argu-
ment of that kInd upon the committee unless
he is prepared to show that he explained to
the people what he meant by introducing
the Bill at the first opportunity. No one
had the right to suppose, and I do not think

- any one did suppose, he was going to vio-
late every precedent set up In this country
for thirty years, unless he expressly explain-
ed that that was bis intention. The hon.
gentleman says that the people are lin favour
of this Bill. Does the hon. gentlemen say
that the people are in favour of a Bill which
bad never been laid before them ? The hon.
gentleman will remember that Mr. Glad-
stone got a majority of the people of the
United Kingdom some time ago on the ques-
tion of Home Rule, but, when he brought
down his nefarlous measure of Home Rule,
and afterwards went back to the people,
the people having learned what bis measure
was, defeated him by the most overwhelm-
lng majority' knowu to any person now alive
tr the United Kingdom. Now, I have merely
to repeat what I have already'sald : I asked
my right hon. frlend to tell me on what
ground he was interfering with the county
of Bruce, and his answer was, that some-
thing was done lin the county of Bruce in
1882, which he 4hlnks should not have been
done, as the population was not equalized.
The population bas been equalized now, and

so his excuse for interfering with the coun-
ty of Bruce is, that an inequality existed in
1882 which does not exist now-a strange
excuse!

Mr. BEATTIE. We have heard a good
deal about Bruce, Brantford and Toronto,
but we bave not yet heard anything about
the city of London, which I have the honour
to represent, and which has more reason to
be dissatlsded with this Bill than any con-
stituency In the province of Ontario, and
perhaps than any constituency in the Do-
minion of Canada. Before confederation,
the clty of London had the same boundary
as it has to-day. What is proposed by the
present Bill? A plece Is to be taken out of
East Middlesex, and another plece of South
Middlesex, by which the population will be
increased to about 40,000, and still we are
to be allowed only one member. That I con-
sider most unjust. I have a memorandum
here of the population of three other rid-
ings: Leeds and Grenville, 13,200; Fron-
tenac, 13,300, and West Durham, 13,500.
These, all taken together, would hardly
make more than the city of London, includ-
ed in the present Bill. Why not amalgam-
ate two of those counties, and give London
one more member ? I do not Intend to speak
at any length. I do not think that anythIng
I can say would make the Government
change their minds at this time of day. But
I take it as a great compliment that the
Government think I am capable of repre-
senting the large constituency I shall have
under this Bill, larger, probably, than that
represented by any other member of this
House.

Mr. McCLEARY. The Minister of Cus-
toms gave me a very unsatisfactory an-
swer to a question I asked him, and I
am going to appeal to the leader of the
House (Sir Wilfrid Laurier). The Minister
of Customs sends me off on a missionary
tour to convert three hundred Grits, con-
soling me with the remark that he was com-
pelled to convert that many Tories that had
been gerrymandered into his riding soine
twenty years gone by. I have made two
trips of that kind in the county of Welland.
and I am not asking for any more. It was
quite satisfactory to me to be able to take
an adverse majority of between two hun-
dred and three hundred and turn it over Into
a Conservative majority of somewhere in
the neighbourhood of 200. But I do not care
to get 300 or 400 Grits in addition. The
question I asked of the Minister of Customs
was this: On what principle of justice-
because he says this is a Bill based upon
justice-does this Bill Interfere with the oldi
county of Welland, whIch since confedera-
tion had included within its lectoral
bounds the townships of Bertie, Crowland,
Humberstone, Stamford, Thorold and Wil-
loughby, and the villages of Chippewa, 011f-
ton, Fort Erie, Thorold and Welland?
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Why, they could bring into 1t two munici-
palities with over 6,000 people that never
voted in it, that were never connected wUh
It for electoral purposes ln any way. On
what principle of justice can that be ae-
counted for if it was not, as I said before, to
give au unfair advantage to the Liberal
party ? Now, it will not do to say, as the
Minister of Customs las said, that they told
the people they were going to restore the
county boundaries, and they are doing it
now to redeem their pledges. Goodness
knows that they told the people a whole lot
of things that they were going to do, and
they have not done them. As a matter of
fact they never told the people that they
would use their strength to gerrymander the
province in their own interest, I don't be-
lieve they ever said they would do that.
They may have said that they would do
away with what they called the old Fran-
chise BIll, and everybody understood thar
if they came into power they would do so.
Now, I want to know on what principle of
Justice the county of Welland should have
a population of 6,000 people added to it.
which has already, if a census were itaken
to-day, 28,000 or 30,000.

Mr. BERGERON. This Bill bas been in-
troduced by the Prime Minister, and as
nelther the Minister of Customs nor the
Postmaster General will give an answer to
my hon. friend from Welland, perhaps, the
right hon. gentleman will do so. I imagine
also that the man who could best answer the
question is ithe hon. member for Lncoln
(Mr. Gibson).

The PRIME MINISTER. The answer is
in the Bill. The county of Welland is made
an electoral district as constituted for muni-
eipal purposes.

Mr. GIBSON. As the hon. member for
Beauharnois (Mr. Bergeron) says that per-
haps I would be in a fbetter position to an-
swer the member for Welland (Mr. Mc-
Cleary) -than the Minister of Customs, I may
be allowed to say a word upon this matter.
Of all the silly questions the member for
Welland has asked across the floor of this
House. I never heard anything like this in
my life. I have this to say to the hon. mem-
ber for Welland. Since confederation, the
township of Pelham bas been ln the county
of Welland, and Is ln the county of Welland
to-day. His friends saw fit some years ago
to create the county of Monck, and Pelham
was made a part and parcel of it. His
frIends in 1892 saw fit to wipe out Monck,
aid they gave the township of Pelham to me.
I am not -whinI g because I am going to lose î
300 Grit votes, but Mny lion. friend is whin.
Ing because he is going to recelve 300 Grit
votes. Now, the condition of thins is this,
and the member for Welland ought to :be
mnanly enough and decent enough to Inform
the House that the township of PelUam, for
legilaative purpotes, Is in the county of

Mr. McCLEARY.

Monck; the township of Pelham, for judi-
cial and municipal purposes, is now and al-
ways ha-s been luithe county of Welland ;
and the township of Pelham, for Dominion
purposes, is ln the county of Lincoln. Now,
is there such another case in the whole Do-
minion of Canada that one township for
different purposes is in three counties ?
Wlien thau township was put into the county
of Lincoln, I felt ln going over to meet these
people that they were being imposed upon,
in being put ilto the county of Lincoln.
That tow nship belongs to the county
of Welland, and no man in this House
knows that better than the hon. gen-
tleman from Welland. But he wants to
throw a straw across the floor of the House
by saying that he wants to know why. I
want to ask the hon. gentleman If he will
stand up in this House and say that the
township of Pelham, for Judicial and muni-
cipal purposes, is not In the counity of Wel-
land, and that an exception is being made in
this case to all the others. I faney the
member for Beauharnols wIll probably give
me credit for having something to do with
this matter. i want to say to the committee
that I never saw that Bill until I borrowed
It from the hon. member for Kent (Mr.
Gampbell). So far as I am personally con-
cerned, the loss is on my side, because I
am going to lose 300 Liberal supporters. But
remember what led up to all this. In 1882
the county of Lincoln, which I now have
the bonour to represent, was represented ln
this House by Mr. J. C. Rykert. Mr. Ry-
kert found that the county was slipping
from under his feet. and he asked that tûe
townships of Caistor and Grimsby, which
have always belonged to the county of
Lincoln, should be put into Wentworth, and
that was done, so that he might have an
easy and larger majority, because both of
these townships were Liberal. I am sorry
the hon. member for Haldimand (Mr. Mon-
tague) is not here. because, perhaps, he
could give some explanation why éthe town-
ship of Pelham and Gainsboro' were put into
Lincoln; and, perhaps, the member for Nor-
folk (Mr. Tisdale) could tell something sibout
those changes that have been made. They
were made ln the interest of these two gen-
tlemen, because in dIviding up the county of
Monck, which was represented In this House.
by a gentleman who now occupies the posi-
tion of collector of customs at Niagara Falls,
the Tory townships were taken care of by
the member for HaIdimand and the member
for Norfolk, and the two Iberal townships
were put Into my riding. Why? To keep
a certain gentleman out of this House, as I
unders1tood the matter. But the effect was
to keep the memfber for Haldimand and the
member for Norfolk solid In the ridings they
represented. I am SatisfIed to lose the 800
majority tbat the townshlp qf Pelham gives
me, and give back the county of Lineoln as
it existed and does exIst to-day for judicial
aind municipal purposes. I arn wlling to
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take my chances, and If there are any gen-
tlemen in this House who have a right to
squeal over the lss of 300 votes, I amr one
of them. But before the townships of Pelham
and Gainsborough had been added to the
county of Lineoln I had an adverse Conser-
vative majority of 487 to commence my par-
liamentary career with. I came back to this
House after the by-election, with a majority
of 200 above my majority In the first elec-
tion. So far as I am concerned, I am willing
to take my chances. I want to say that to no
,member In this House or out of It did I ever
suggest directly or Indirectly either to take
the township of Pelham out of Lincoln or
to put any other township into Lincoln. I
was satisfied that the Government, knowing
the feelings of the Liberal party throughout
Canada, would restore the county boundar-
les accordlng to the promises made by the
Liberal party in convention assembled In this
city in 1893.

Mr. McCLEARY. When I point out a few
facts to the commIttee, my hon. friend from
Lincoln will not appear such a manly man
as he -tries to make himself out to be. He
speaks as If he is willing to lose his 300
Liberal votes with a heroism that is worthy
of his race. He says that he Is ready to
face the county deprived of these 300 Lib-
eral votes. If he wanted to be manly and
fair why does he not say thaît by this Bill
there is being added to him within 11 votes
of the majority he got from the township
of Pelham at the last election ?

Mr. GIBSON.
please.

Give me the numbers,

Mr. McCLEARY. The township of Caistor
and the two GrImsbys wIll give you a ma-
jority that is ivthin eleven of that which
you got ln Pelham.

Mr. GIBSON. Not by 150.
Mr. McCLEARY. That shows how manly

the hon. gentleman Is. The hon. gentle-
man said that I shoud have been decent
enough to have said certain things that I
did not say regarding Welland. I am not go-
ing to say a word In reference to the pro-
priety of my conduct in this House. I try
to conduet myself ln a manner that is be-
coming to a representative of the people
in this Parliament. When I am looking
for a lesson ln decency and propriety, I
shall not go to the hon. member for Lincoln
for it. What I stated was this: That the
electoral riding of Welland consisted of the
townships I mentioned under the Confed-
eration Act, and I sald that the townships
of Pelham and Wainfleet were never con-
nected wlth it for electoral purposes since
confederation. I never said that they were
not there for municipal purposes.

Mr. GIBSON. You never said they were?
Mr. MoOLEARY. Everybody who knows

anything about the history of the country,
knows that.

Mr. GIBSON. No, everybody does not.

Mr. MeCLEARY. If they do not they
ought to know it. The hon. gentleman bas
not been fair enough to state that Pelham
and Wainfieet to-day are not in Welland
for the local legislature, but they are in
Monck. That Is a cònstituency that was
made up at the time of confederation, and
these two munielpalities went into Monck.
I have nothing to say regarding the gerry-
mander of 1892, although the hon. member
for Lincoln (Mr. Gibson) owes his seat In
this House to-day to the addition of 300 Lib-
eral votes in Pelhamu. I do 'not think he
complained much about It at the time they
were put in. One sure thing Is that if they
bad not been there in 1896 he would not
have been sitting here as a member of Par-
liament.

Mr. GIBSON. What is that ?
Mr. McCLEARY. I said that but for the

gerrymander of 1892-
Mr. COWAN. That Is a good name for

It ; you have let the cat out of the bag.

Mr. McCLEARY-in 1896 the hon. gentle-
man could not have been elected. The old
riding of Lincoln polled a majority against
the hon. gentleman (Mr. Gibson). I have
not got au answer, and the hon. member
for Lincoln bas not said on what principle
of justice the old county of Welland bas
been interfered with in this Bill. Probably
the hon. Postmaster General (Mr. Mulock)
knows something about it. He had a great
deal to say wheu he mioved the second read-
Ing of the Bill, but, apparently, e hias been
shorn of his powers of speech, but, possibly,
he may be able to enlighten us as to why
the old county of Walland should be enlarg-
ed to the extent that it is going to be by
this Bill, unfairly and unjustly.

Mr. N. CLARKE WALLACE (West York).
Mr. Chairman, I do not see the hon. Min-
Ister of Customs (Mr. Paterson) in his seat.
He seems to be about the only defender of
this gerrymander. The right hon. First Min-
Ister has given a very uncertain defence of
this Bill, whIle the promoter of the Bill, ·the
Postmaster General, Is ostenutatiously com-
puting figures of the Post Office Department,
or reading a novel, or attending to anything
except the business that is engaging the
attention of the committee. He dues not
appear to be able to give us any information
about the Bill of which he is the father,
and ln regard to which 'he promised to fur-
nish us with ahi kinds of information. The
hon. Minister of Customs, who was defend-
ing the Bill, did not know anything about
it, but he was rehearsing his old speeches
of 1882, 1883 and -1884. He even got tired
of that, and now we do not see his pleasant
and smiling face In the House. I was
going to refer to a few figures, and as an
hon. gentleman said to me-but I dare not
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repeat it in Parliament, because the lan-
guage would be unparliamentary, and the
hon. member who stated it to me would be
very properly ruled out of Parliament if
I should repeat ln the mildest ternis the
language he used ln regard to the hon.
Minister of Customs. What did that hon.
gentleman say? le said that Bruce had
600 of a clear Liberal majority at the time
this gerrymander took place. I have the
records of the last previous election, that
of 1878, when there were two constituencies
in Bruce. Mr. Gillies, Liberal, in North
Bruce, got 1,205, and Mr. Sproat, Conserva-
tive, 1,549. In South Bruce, Mr. Blake,
Liberal, got 2,598 votes. and Mr. Shaw,
Conservative, 3,673. Add those figures
together and It gives a total of 4,303
Liberal votes and 4,222 Conservative votes,
making a Liberal majority of eighty-one.
Yet the hon. Minister of Customs gets up
in this House and roars like a bull and
says, look at this 600 of a Liberal majority.
The figures here are eighty-one, and he can-
not increase them by one vote. That is
a sample of the statements that have been
made by the hon. Minister of Customs.
About Bruce he would explain, and ex-
plain again and again, and he said that
poor Gillies was robbed of bis constitu-
ency. What are the facts about Bruce,
anyway ? By the census of 1881 there
were 39,000 people In South Bruce and 25,-
000, lin round numbers, ln North Bruce.
The Government recognized that ln their
Redistribution Bill of 1882, and they made
a redistribution which, by the latest cen-
sus, appears to me to be as close and ac-
curate an adjustment, so as to recognize
the principle of representation by popula-
tion, as could be expected in any county.
What are figures? South Bruce, 21,355 ;1
West Bruce, 22,377: North Bruce, 20,821-
not one of the three a thousand away from
the unit of population. That Is a remark-
ably fair division of the county, and yet
we are treated to denunciations by the yard,
because the Government In the past madei
that division which the judges cannot ln
equity change to-day. No wonder the hon.
member for North Bruce (Mr. MeNeill) de-
mands why the ·Government should propose
to Interfere with bis constituency. The Min-
Ister of Customs referred to the majority
I had in the elections of 1896, but every
one knows the pecullar circumstances of
that, and that It Is never likely to be re-
peated again. I shall be always well satis-
fled with a majorlty of a few hundreds in
West York, even If you, Mr. Chairman, (Mr.
Campbell) should be my opponent. The
Minister of Customs talked of my having a
4,000 majority, and, with his invariable in-
aecuracy, he was quoting figures for the
county of York for a portion of the constitu-
ency that will be added te the city of To-
ronto, if this Bill becomes law. He was
blunderIng all through, and I challenge the

Mr. WALLACE.

accuracy of his figures, end can prove he was
wrong, if necessary. What are the facts ?
West York, before 1878, had been a Grit
hive for twenty-four years, and whenever
there was a square contest between the two
party candidates, the Liberals carried the
county. It was known to be a Liberal
stronghold, but the people got their eyes
opened, and greater Intelligence was dissem-
inated among them, I have no doubt, and so
they came to think that they should not be
Liberals any longer. But West York has
never been recognized as a Tory constitu-
ency, although it was becoming Tory very
rapidly, and so the Government proposes
now to take almost all the Conservative
votes out of it, and make it a Liberal con-
stituency in reality, If they got their way
here. The Minister of Customs spoke about
my baving 4,000 majority. But what were
the circumstances ? There were two candi-
dates against me, but neither of these got
the confidence of any considerable portion
of the electorate, and that condition Is not
likely to arise again, every one knows that
It cannot be cited as a fair example for the
future, and nobody knows it better than the
Minister of Customs. The Government have
no excuse for introducing this Bill, which
they themselves admit is not perfect, and
which violates every great principle,
amongst others, the principle of representa-
tion by population, which Is the true basis
of representation. Take each succeeding
Redistribution Act, and you will find that
the principle of represen:tation by population
bas been more closely adhered to. We are
moving In that direction, although it is true
we may not be going fast enough, but still
we are continually aîming at the goal. Tbe
true principle is that 20,000 people ln one
locality should have the same rights as 20,-
000 in another locallty. The old system of
representation ln Great Britain, which gave
rise to so many scandals, was based on the
principle that 3,000 people in one locality
sbould have a member, and 50,000 in another
should have but one member. In Englaad
every succeeding measure of redistribution
Is ln the direction of representation by pop-
ulation, but the Bill introduced by this Gov-
ernment la putting the bands on the dial of
the clock backwards. It Is the old systen
%f recognizIng no principle, because sticking
to county boundaries is no principle. The
provincial government can change county
boundaries at their own sweet wll, and yet
we are asked to fall down and worship this
fetish of county boundaries. What la there
sacred about county boundaries ? The prin-
ciple of representation by population is the
crue principle, and the only one that can be
justified before the people. I deny that the
Government la giving fair-play to the city of
Toronto. The ex-mayor (Mr. Mlarke) told us
to-night that Toronto now bas a population
of 235,000, but the Government, in this Bill,
propose to go back to a condition of affairs

[COMMONS] 68086807



[JULY 6, 1899]

that existed nine years ago. If they were
just, their legislation should be up to date.
The judges are compelled to Ignore existing
conditions, as the Government have ignored
existing conditions, and they have to shut
their eyes to all the progress of Canada in
nine years. I protest, as I have protested
before, and as the sober sense of this coun-
try will continue to protest, against this,
the most absurd piece of legislation that
was ever proposed to be enacted by any
Parliament in this country.

The Minister of Customs, when he was
asked the reason for this legislation, said :
" It is because -we -have a mandate from the
people, and we have to obey that mandate."
Among all the members on that side, the
Minister of Justice and the Minister of
Customs are the itwo wh, In season and out
of season, preached against the Gerryman-
der Bill of 1882. I never heard the First
Minister make a speech condemning that
measure except in the most casual way ;
but it was the whole stock-in-trade of these
two gentlemen for fif-teen or sixteen years.
The mandate they got In the last election
was to stay at home, both of them. These
gentlemen got no mandate ln that direction,
and they will find It out. These gentlemen
came into power, not on their own merits,
or by an approval of their own policy, but
as I contend on account of the mistakes of
the Conservative Government of that day.
Now, lu these counties, as to which the Min-
ister of Customa has made the strongest
statements about the iniquities of the Re-
distribution Bl, the sound principle of. re-
presentation by population, which permeates
all the measures of the Conservative party,
has been recognized. Do this Government
attempt to adopt any sueh principle in this
B111 ? No; the Postmaster General told us
that they would scatter the principle of re-
presentation by population to the four
winds, and he argued that the Conservative
party had not recognized that principle
elther. I contradiet that statement. The
Bill of 1882, the wrongs of which the hon.
gentleman said he particularly desired to
redress, was a marvellous exhibition of jus-
tiee In that direction. Hon. members oppo-
site have been challenged to point ont a
single case In which a Grit was defeated by
that Bill. The Minister -to-night said that
John Gillies, In North Bruce, was one ; but
there was a righteous distribution in that
county. In South Bruce, by the census of
1891, there were 21,50; lu West Bruce,
22,377, and in North Bruce, 20,871.

Mr. McNEILL. The Bil of 1892 establieh-
ed North Bruce with a population of 22,000
and West Bruce with a population of 20,000
odd.

Mr. WALDAOE. I am peaking of the re-
distribution of 1892. There Is no justice
whatever for any change or subinission to
the judges in that direction.. We do not o-

pose this or that clause but the whole Bill.
It was stated to-night thait no lawyer In this
House had sald it was not constitutional.
Well, I listened with interest and attentiou
to the argument last night of the hon. mem-
ber for Halifax and the whole tenor of that
argument was that the Bill is unconstitu-
tional. I bave therefore bis authority which
is a very sound one, because he Is recog-
nized as a sound constitutional lawyer in
this House. We say this Bill is not required
and that it is unconstitutional. We say it
violates every prineiple of fair-play, that
it violates a principle upon which represen-
tation should take place and that is accord-
lng to population. What will be the resuilt if
unfortunately this Bill should become law.
It will set an example to one political party
that is apt to be followed either by the op-
posite political party or the same political
party. If by their system of gerrymander
hon. gentlemen opposite find they have gain-
ed a party advantage, what is to prevent
them, should they be fortunate enough to De
returned at the next general election, from
redistrIbuting the seats again three years
later In order ito make their return more
secure. This Bill is only a flea bite com-
pared to what they would do then, or to
quote the words of that distinguished states-
man, the Minister of Public Works, "See
what we do next year." We are only toucn-
ing the edges now, but after the next de-
eennial census we will take the whole 91
constituencles and make every one of them;
if such a thing could be done, or the ma-
jority at any rate Liberal constituencles.
We protested against the Bill by our vote
last night, and will continue to protest.

Mr. BENNETT. Early in the evening I
appealed to the bon. Postmaster General
and the hou. Minister of Customs-the right
hon. Prime Minister was not here-to con-
sider the claim of Simeoe to four represen-
tatives. I pointed out that it would be an
utter impossibility on the part of.,the judge
to so arrange the three constituencies that
each one would have a population of 24,000.
The hon. Minister of Customs asked me If
I could make a suggestion as to where a
seat inight be dropped in the province so as
to allow four to Simcoe. The right hon.
First Minister a little while ago advanced
the proposition that cities should not have
as large a representation according to popu-
lation as rural districts. I beg Ithen to eall
his attention to the fact that the city of
Kingston has about 19,000 of a population,
aecordlng to the census and adjoining the
county of Frontenac, between 14,000 and
15,000. Here is a case where two consti-
tuencies mlght be united so as to make a
fairly reasonably slzed constitueney. KMng-
ston and Frontenae together would then
make a constituency of about 38,000 of a
population. The tbree tidings of Eas Sim-
cbe bave a population retpectively of 28,000,
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27,000 and 34,000, and having pointed out ln view of the fact that in hs lifetime he
a fair case of a joinlng together of two other repudialted the charge, and no man dared on
constitueuies and the allotment of four that occasion to question the truthfulness of
members to Simrcoe I would ask consider- his statement. The two hon. members for
ation to the fairness of that scheme. the Simeoes are my seniors. The hon. mem-

ber for South Simeoe (Mr. Tyrwhitt), a per-
Mr. LEIGHTON McCARTHY (North Sim- sonal friend of mine, has been ln this House

coe). I would like to add whatever weight a long tme and bas done me the honour to
I eau to the claim which my hon. friend say that he bas watched my career. I take
from East Simcoe (Mr. Bennett) has advanc- this opportunity of telling him and the hon.
ed. I realize the force of what the right member for East Simeoe (Mr. Bennett) that
hon. First Minister bas said, that the number If elther of them will propose an amendment
of constituencies ln Ontario being fixed at to the present Bill asking ithat four repre-
92 makes it difficult for us to give increased sentatives be given in the county of Simece,
representation to any one ln particular. But I will be pleased to support it.
Simeoe is certainly a very large county, and I
upon the unit of 21,000 or 22,000 would be1 Mr. SPROULE. Moie it yourself.
entitled to four seats, and I would ask that Mr. McCARTHY. I do not see that it ls
the Government regard this request for au incumbent on the junior member of the
additional representative for that constitu- eounty to move such a resolution. I state
ency as a serious one so far as I am con- I what I think is true and what I think is
eerned. Perhaps the representations of the right. As it is in accordance with the bellef
two other members for North Simcoe, who i of these two members, and as they are the
have referred to me, cannot be treated so seniors, and as ·they have first mooted the
seriously. The redistribution of seats is based question, it would be more becoming of them
upon the census whlch caused the redistribu- to move the resolution. I desire, if I may
tion of 1891 or 1892, and In that case and on be permitted, to say a word on behalf of the
that occasion neither of these hon. gentle- I hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. Stubbs),
men protested or asked for an inerease. The who has been called away by telegram ow-
hon. member for East n1mcoe did ask that I ing to illness In his famlly. I stated that I
his constituency should be reduced ln size thought 0there were grave doubts whether
by requesting that the township of Muskoka Cardwell should be wlped out. Bothwell
should be struck off. Nevertheless every stands In the samne position, and so I say the
hon. member bas a right to change his mind, same of Bothwell. To-night when the hon.
and if the hon. gentleman thinks now that Minister of Customs (Mr. Paterson) referred
the late Government did not treat Simcoe as to my hon. friend from Cardwell having is
it should, he is Justiled In asking for proper seat. wIped out by this Bil, I 'heard an hon.
treatment by this Government, and I would member say, " It served hlim rght." Now,
ask the Government to seriously consider if it served the hon. member for Oardwell
that question. right, equally it served the hon. member for

While I am on my feet, I would like to cor- Bothwell right. These things should be
reet a statement that was made with refer- looked at from a purely non-partisan stand-
ence to the part which the late member for point. If a community of Interests has been
North Simcoe took ln framing the Redistri- created since confederation in Cardwell and
bution Act of 1882, and in so doing I hope in Bothwell, sufficient to entitle them to con-
I will not be considered as laying myself tinue thelr existence as a county, for repre-
open to the charge of speaking of necropoli. sentation lu this House, though not a county
tan politics. But the right hon. leader of the for judicial purposes, I would ask the Gov-
Opposition said "hear, hear," to the state- ernment to pause at this point before dnally
ment of the hon. member for Beauharnois deciding to wlpe out these constituencles.
(Mr. Bergeron) and of the hon. member for Mr. BENNETrT. [ eannt allow the hon
Westmoreland (Mr. Powell), that the late gentleman (Mr. MeCarthy) to impute to memember fer Simcoe (Mr. Mecarthy) was the the motive that I was not cn e tframer of what he called thait iniquitous aer eroet aT wasont genldering this
measure and whieh I likewise described in JatterserImiously.ahe hon. gentleman a Is-
similar terms. Ou Page 3786 tvol. 2 ofthe er to hlm the cou debate
6"Hansard"Il'utf1892, I &ind that ln reply to i î didnet l nteCUg ftedbae
the charge that he had had a great deal to1Mr.

do it tht ill h sad0 Mr. McCARTHY. I referred to 'the- hon,
member for South Simcoe (Mr. Tyrwhltt,)

But -I dezy and repudiate the charge that I Mr. BENNETT I
had anything to do with framing the Bil of 1882 gte nI . can aúrs t
except ln suggesting the propriety of Bplltting tUe gentleman1 wahqute seroU e mofr a
riding of North Simcoe, which I then represented, ulging in the formality-of'miking a
into the present rldings of North and ast motion, It amounts to ithis-in the case óf
Simeoe. Toronto, the suggestion was made that the

I think It ll-dbecame these hon. gentlemen cage shot. beihád and tueGet½uent

te~uet'hN h 10t rnmbr i th BLco mak th'sx lt htth l! db
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Mr. JOHN McMILLAN (South Huron). I
have not hitherto said anything on this Bill.
if there is a county in Ontario that bad cause
to complain of the gerrymander of 1882, that
county was Huron ; for It was gerrymander-
ed in the most shameful manner. The redis-
tribution was made entirely for the purpose
of gaining party advantages. It was not made
here li Ottawa by the Government of the
day. A copy of the Bill was sent to Huron,
and one meeting was held, but no arrange-
ment was come to. I heard one of the strong-
est partisans in Huron admit that he was
one of the parties who had gerrymandered
the county, that he had lived lu It all his life
and he had put his knowledge to the best ad-
vantage for the Conservative party, so that
they might seeure at least two seats and
leave the Reformers only one. They gerry-
mandered South Huron so as to make it a
Liberal hive. They took Ugborne out of
South Huron and put It into North Perth.
Mr. Trow's majority in South Perth was 77.
They took North-east Hope, with a Liberal
majority of 193, ont of South Perth and put
It into Middlesex, leaving Mr. Trow with a
Conservative majority of 115. But the re-
spectable Conservatives of South Perth were
so indignant that at ;the next election they re-
turned Mr. Trow wlth a large majority. That
was not al. The township of Stephen was
taken out of Huron and put Into North Mid-
diesex. Then the town of Exeter was taken
out of Huron and put into Middlesex. The
county of Middlesex, with a population of
58,000 was given four members, whereas
Huron with a population of 66,000 was
given only three. Three municipalities
witlh a population of 8,608 were taken away
f rom Huron. If justice had been done to
the county of Huron at that time, if an extra
member was to be given, it should have been
given to Huron Instead of to Middlesex, be-
cause Huron had a population of 8,400 more
than Middlesex. Even af!ter the redistribu-
tion was made, tbey took that part of the
village of Lucknow that belonged to the
county of Huron, with a Reform majority of
thirty-nine, and put it Into South Bruce,
which was :then a Reform constituency. So
far as population is concerned, the county of
Huron before the gerrymander of 1882, was
as follows : iNorth riding, population, 21,862 ;1
centre riding, population, 22,781 ; south rid-
Iag, population, 21,512. That was just as
equal a distribution then as it was possible
to make of Huron. In 1882 they put into1
the north riding 23,512. That was not1
equallzlng the population. In East Huron1
they put 21,001, and ln South Huron 21,991.1
Now, Sir, one of the reasona why they gerry-1
mandered Centre Huron was that we had1
one of the ablest statesmen of Canada at1
that time representing that -riding. The
gerrymander took place and tbere was n o
riding of Centre Huron left It had had a
Reform majority of 231lu the prevus. elee-
tion, but It was gerrymandere& out o! exiskt
ence. So it Is manifest that -the Govenment

of that day were striking, as far as possible,
at political apponents, to put them out of the
political arena, as far as they could. But
the county of Huron, although It was gerry-
mandered, returned two Conservatives for
one election. The Indignation of the respec-
table Conservatives was sueh that in North
Huron whicl the Goverament thought they
had made perfectly safe, they returned a
Reform member for one election. lu West
Huron it was the same, the respectable Con-
servatives felt indignant that such gerty-
nandering should take place, because only

a few of the heelers had taken occasion to
gerrymander the county.

Hon. gentlemen opposite say that the Gov-
ernment have no mandate from the people
to press this Bill through Parliament. There
was a large organization in Ontario in the
last election known as the Patrons. There
were amoag them Conservatives and Re-
formers, and they unanimously called for a
redistribution of the ridings. This Is the first
opportunity the Government has had to press
forward this Bill. If the predictions of hon.
gentlemen opposite are correct, and as soon
as an appeal is made to the people, the people
will turn the Government out of place and
power ; there will be no other opportunity.
Then, hon. gentlemen would turn round
and tell the Government that they had not
fulfilled their promises to the people by do-
ing away with the gerrymander of the rid-
ings. I hold that the Government was pled g-
ed in 1893, In the city of Ottawa, in the
platform then laid down. The Patrons also
asked for a redistribution, and in this in-
stance the Government are only fulfilling
their pledges to the people. I may mentiou
that, before I came down to the present
session, a good many Conservatives in the
county of Huron asked me if there was to
be a Redistribution Bill introduced this ses-
sion. Many respectable Conservatives ex-
pressed a strong wish that such a measure
should be introduced, and said it was the
duty of the Government to do so, In order to
fulil the promises that they had made.

Now, It has been said that the county of
Huron Is the county of gerrymanders, and
that the Mowat Government made the most
shameful gerrymander there that ever was
made in the province of Ontario. Let me say
that theë redistribution made tby the Mowat
Government In the county of Huron was one
of the most equal arrangements that it was
possible to make. The only thing they did was
to eut the township of Hullett in two, and
the township of Goderich ln two, and to-day
Huron is one of the most compact ridings
possible. The hon. member for East Simeoe
(Mr. Bennett) said the other night tbat if
the municlpality had noit been divided, Mr.
Garrow would have been defeated in West
Huron, becaus he had only one of a major-

ity outside the township of Hullett, in the
*est end, whfeh gave hlm 40 of a majority.
ËUt the hon. gentiexthan didnot mention the
torwnshlp of Goderlch, ae part of Whien was
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taken from the south riding and put in the
west riding, and which gave 75 Conservative
majority tha t Mr. Garrow had to face. I hold
thati the division made by the Mowat Gov-
ernment was one of the most just thatcould
possibly be made. So far as population was
concerned, there was 26,248 ln the east rid-
ing, 26,478 ln tbe south, and 25,234 In the
west. Now take the number of electors. There
were 5,559 lin the south, 6,190 in the east,
and 6,290 in the west. So, whether you take
It by population or by the number of voters.
It was not possible to make a more equal
distribution. I hold that even if the muni-
cipalities had not 'been divided, the Con-
servatives, according to the vote tbat had
been cast, never would have had an extra
member ln the county of Huron.

The gerrymander that took place ln 1882
was one of the most disgraceful that was
ever made, and that of 1892 was along the
same lines, and only carried out to a fuller
extent the gerrymander of 1882. Let me read
the opinion of the late lamented member for
Simcoe, Mr. Dalton McCarthy:

It could not be defended upon the ground of
the equalization of population, nor on the ground
of preserving county boundaries, and it could
not be defended on the ground of justice. The
redistribution did not secure equality of popula-
tion, it ignored community of interests, it dis-
regarded geographical compactness, and rendered
stability impossible, and it afforded an oppor-
tunity to arrange the districts for party ends.

That was what was done, both In 1882 and
1892. I am glad there is not a single mem-
ber of the Opposition to-day who bas stood
up and defended the gerrymander of 1882.
I have not heard one say tbat it was a just
measure. All they say Is, that there is no
necessity for the present redistribution, and
that the country is not suffering. In the
south riding of Huron I shall not be placed
ln as strong a position as I am to-day, so
this Redistribution Bill will be of no ad-
vantage to me. I was put ln one of the
Grit hives, and justice is only now being
done to that riding by this Bill. We will
have now 66,000 population, and we only
had some 58,000 at the last election!; so that
we will have just about the unit of popula-
tion ln the county of Huron. It cannot be
said that the bench of judges will make a
relsgtribution for party purposes. Our hon.
friends opposite were always supposed to
be loyal to the judges, but I have heard a
hint by some of them that they think the
judges will not do justice. For my part, I
have perfect confidence ln the judges of the
Superlor Courts of the Dominion of Canada,
that they will mot lend themselves to a ger-
rymander in any shape orform for nartye
purposes.

The POSTMASTER GENERAL (Mr. Muii-
ock). 'I did not intend to take any part In the
discussion this evening, preferrIng rather to
listen to the vIews of others ; but since my
bon. friend from West York (Mr. Walace)

has desired me to express some views more
particuilarly, I suppose, with regard to his
own observations, I wIll, out of respect to
that hon. gentleman, meet his wishes. I am
glad to find hon. gentlemen opposite giving
evidence of a bellef that some prineiple
other than mere party interest should gov-
ern the redistribution of representaton. Just
now they are paying a great deal of hom-
age to the principle of representation by
population. The hon. member for West
York to-night declared that regard for equal-
ity of population was the keystone of the
system of representation, and that every
change that had taken place in the way of
redistribution, under the control of the Con-
servative party, had been dominated by re-
spect for the principle. Now, I have said that.
not since confederation was population re-
garded by any Government that had to do
with redistributing the constituencles, as a
dominating princIple. Whatever were the
principles, certainly the equalization of pop-
ulation was not the controlling one. I am
not quarrelling with that doctrine, because
I do not recognize it ; It Is not recognized in
this Bill, and It has not been recognized
since Canada has had representative Insti-
tutions. It has never been recognized in
Great Britain that the equalization of popu-
lation was to prevail over all other consid-
erations. It is not the principle ln England
to-day ; it never has been the principle
wbere Institutions fashloned after those of
England existed. I will read, In support of
that proposition, an extract from Professor
Hearn's "Government of England," page
501:

The electoral franchise has never been in Eng-
gland regarded as a purely personal rIght, and
has never Ïbeen exercised upon exclusively per-
sonal qualifications. Our electors have always
voted, not because they were men, or even be-
cause they were Englishmen; 'but because they
were freeholders of a particular county, or because
tbey were citizens or burgesses of a particular
city or town. Their right is circumscribed by
locality. We do not elect our representative as
the Athenians elected their Archons, as the
French elected their Emperor, and as the Amer-
icans elect their President. We do not take
the vote of every elector, irrespective of all
other electors, for all the members of the House
of Commons. According to the method which
has at all tmes been ln use with us, each locality
undertakes the duty of furnishing to the repre-
sentative branch of the legIslature a specified
number of members. Thus our system of repre-
sentation la the representation not of interests
or of opinions, or of population, but of popula-
tion organized. Hitherto that organization has
had chiefiy, although not exclusively, a terri-
torial form. In other words, our representative
system ha been mainly the representation of dis-
tricts. It regards men not merely as men, but
as neighbours. In one sense It la obriously
true that a; district cannot have other rigbts than
those of the peiple who Inhabit it. But the
rights of a district are those of its organized
population. Its Inhabitants, by virtue of! their
residence, have, as compared wIth' the inhabi-
tanta of other places, separate habits, and inter-
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ests, and associations, peculiar views of pubiic lation of 29,000. What becomes of ths
affairs, and peculiar sympathies and mode of new-born respect for the equalization of
thought. These distinctive habits and feelings population, when we turn 4o the exact
produce a distinctive character. The Individu- tacts We have the hon. gentlemansun-
ality, the Independent life, of each politIcal body
is established ; and it acquires and desires to supported statements, but the record ia
express its special shade of feeling and of!against them. The hon. member for North
thought. Brue (Mr. MeNeill), last night, with frank-
Subsequntlyou find that he proceeds t b s oefne-tion withe attachment or annexation

refer to theopulation, pwhenatweonturnrto the exct

fof Saugeene West Bruce n 1882.le cn-it assubsidiaryuposptpoorded ,tatem ds the rtco
considerations that should prevail when1 fessed that he had advised the attachment
arranging boundaries. That doctri.ae has of Saugeen to West Bruce, and to quote his
always been respected in Canada, and was words, said :
respected on the occasion that the hon. I wish to say further that lu making that re-
member for West York refers to when the commendation I was partly swayed by considera-
rerremet oheridings w en tions of a political and party nature. As longrearrangementofhe iwasmadeInas these matters are left In the hands of the1882. These hon. gentlemen who, to-day, Iltwo parties, each party will be swayed less or
are worshipping equalization, have had a! more by political considerations : and if two pos-
very late conversion to that doctrine. In sible divisions, fairly good divisions, can be
1872 the Conservative Government, then in made, the party In power will always select the
power. introduced and passed a measure division which suits its own party interest best,
redistributing the ridings. Without going and if In doing that it does not do anything that
into the details at any length. I would say is unjust, It is entitled to do It as long as the

matter is left in the hands of the parties.that In the province of Ontario the popula- Mr. McNILL. Just read the next sen-
tion of one riding was 2,941, and that by an
aseending scale the population of other con- tence. please.
stituencies lncrcased until it reached 88,719 The POSTMASTER GENERAL.-
In the riding with the highest population. I do not think it should be left In the hands
So much for uniformity and the equalization of the parties at all.
principle in the redistribution of 1872. I take I am glad the hon. gentleman approves of
now the redistribution of 1882, to which the. that part of our Bill, and I thought be
hon. member for York refers. The unit of would see the whole of the BihllIn a fairer
population after the census of 1881 was 20,-1 light. As an illustration of the principle
904, and if you allow a margin of 3,000, count- that cities have not always the ful mea-
ing anything within that as within the unit, sure of representation that rural popula-
and if 'we say that anything between 19,000 tions bave, I may say that, even to-day in
and 22.000 is within the unit, let us see 1 England, where the unit of population, ac-
how this sacred principle, that the hon.' cording to the last census, Is 59,000, there
gentlemen refers to, was respected. The are seven constituencies with a population
eensus of 1881 was followed by the Redis- under 18,000, and there are seven consti-
tribution Bill of 1882, which affected fifty. tuencies with a population of over 100,000,
nine constituencies. each having one representative. So that

Mr. WALLACE. It affected forIty-ix there is In England a precedent for inequal-
constituencies. ity, but there Is a precedent In our own

country, and a precedent furnlshed by
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I think hon. gentlemen opposite. The bon. mem-

my figures are correct, and I make it fifty- ber for West York says that whenever they
nine. In forty-one cases the population touched a constituency they brought about
was altogether beyond the unit, either too the equalization of population. Under the
high or too low. in only eighteen of the Redistribution Act of 1882 they did not re-
constituencies, as ithe result of the redis- 1 arrange all the constituencles In Quebec, but
tribution of 1882, was the population be- 1 if they had the power to do so and if
tween 19,000 and 22,000, allowing the hon. they did not do so, they are responsible for
gentleman a margin of 3,000. They eem- the condition In which they left the con-
ed to manifest not the slightest regard for stituencies, whether they touched them or
the equalization of population. In 1892, not. In dealing with Mont they
when another redistribution took place, in- left East Montreal, with a population
stead of having the population of each rid- Of 67,000, represented by one member,
ing equal, or nearly equal, there were only and the constituency of Centre Mont-
twenty-two constituencies whose population real with a population of 25,000. That
in any way conforled to zthe unit of popu- condition of affair continued down to 1896,
lation, while In regard to seventy of them, when the population of Eaat Montreal was
the unit of population was altogether dis- nearly 100,000, and yet It was repre-
regarded. So grossly wa the question of sented by only one member In this House
the equalization of population disregarded until the present Parliament. Yet the hon.
muder the Act of 1882, that in one o! the gentleman tela us that his party has regard
constistuencies that had been changed there for the principle o! Tepresentation by popu-
was left a population o! only 12,000, while lation. There cau be but one opinion in
ln another constituenlcy there was a popu- the country about this Bill, and that is
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that it proposes to make restitution to the ment. We have a few counties that are not
people, and proposes to restore county boun- strong enough in population to admit of more
daries according to the pledge of the Lib-1 than one representative, and among them is
eral party. At the Liberal Convention in! the county of Welland. To accomplish this
1893, we passed a resolution pledging the i we have had to propose changes that are ad-
Liberal party on the first available occasion verse to our opponents and also to our
to wipe out that portion of the gerrymander friends. We have many friends on this side
Bill. and ·that occasion has now arrived. of the House who are just as seriously pre-
We are redeeming our pledge, not perhaps| Judiced by this measure as are gentlemen
to the full, but if gentlemen opposite are 1 opposite, but we are proceeding upon the
solicitous to have the whole province of 1principle of justice. My -hon. friend from
Ontario redistributed now, we will make North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) should welcome
their suggestions and they will receive the this measure, because he has expressed him-
ftillest considerations. self as having much appreciation for a

Mr. BERGERON. Are you opposed to leading feature in it. No proposai made to
tParliament since the Dominion existed offers

the present amendment? - better safeguards against the abuse here-
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. I amn after, than the proposition that the rear-

supporting the Bill and I am supporting the angement of constituencies shall no longer be
amendment, and I hope to convert my hon. left in the political arena of Parliament,
friends to do likewise. Since my hon. friend but shall be transferred to an independent
seems anxious, I will not detain him any tribunal of judges of the Superior Court.
longer to-night, but, if necessary, I will take That feature alcne ought to commend this
part inl the discussion on some future ocea- measure, and I expected that it should have
sion. -In reply to the observations of the i overcome all the other objections of my hon.
hon. member for Bothwell (Mr. Clancy), friend from North Bruce (Mr. McNeill) and
that the Conservatives rearranged the rid- secured his hearty approval.
ings in 1882 wlth sacred regard to- popula-'
tion, and the convenience of the people. Ii Mr. McNEILL. I came back to the House
would ask him, does he seriously mean that ? for the purpose of asking a question from
Does lhe honestly believe that North On- my right hon. friend. May I ask the right
tario was cut out to suit the convenience hon. gentleman (Sir Wilrid Laurier) whether
of the people ? North Ontario began at the î the judges are to be appointed by the Gov-
Island of Seugog, several miles down In the ernment, or whether they are to be selected
south riding ; the township of Seugog, sep- by the judges themselves. If the judges are
arated by several miles from the North rid- to be appoInted by the Government, would
ing, to which It was eleetorally attached, my right hon. friend kindly fell us, as he
and North Ontario, extending from four intimated he would, what are the names
miles in width to about ten miles in width O!f the judges to be appointed ?
and nearly 150 -miles In length- j mg m

Mr. CLANCY. If the hon. gentleman (Mr.!
Muloek) 'wishes to be fair, does he not know
that the municipal county of Ontario is
precisely the shape he described it now?

The POSTMASTER GENERAL. The hon.
gentleman (Mr. Clancy) does not understand
what took place. Permit me to inform him
that the redistribution of 1882 added to
North Ontario a number of municipalities
that are not part of the municipal county'
of Ontario. How ean the hon. gentleman
gay that North Ontario was composed with
regard for geographical shape.

Mr. CLANCY. As nearly as possible.
The POSTMASTER GENERAL. Then

they must have had a very difficult task of
it. [n this Dill we strike at the abolition of
the elght hives that were created by the
Act of 1882, and which ever since have rob-
bed the constituencies of a portion of the
electorate -that should belong -to them, and
whie have thrown together bodies of elee-
tors who had no common minerest. There
were these forty-odd changes In 1882 to
create these hives, ·and if it involves as
mnany changes to undo that, it is not our
fault, but the fault of the previous Govern-

.Mr.MUO .

The RiME INISER . Te juages areto be appointed by the Government. We
have made no selection yet, and I am not
preDared at this moment to give the names
we intend to ask.

Mr. BERGERON. The hon. gentleman
promised to give the names some time ago.

The PRIME MINISTER. I say I am not
prepared to do so this evening. I beg to
move that the committee rise, report pro-
gress and ask leave to sit again.

Committee rose and reported progress.

The PRIME MINISTER (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) moved adjournment of the House.

Mr. HAGGART. What business will the
hon. gentleman take up to-morrow ? .

The PRIME MINISTER. To-morrow we
will take up the same Bill which we have
had under consideration to-day ; and, as the
discussion has been very exhaustive, we
hope to finish at an early hour, and then take
up Supply.

Motion agreed to, and the Houseadjourned
at 12.25 a. m (Friday).
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provements, on prop. Res. (MNr. Mcleary)
3284 (ii).

Post Office Act Amt. B. 155 (Mr. Mulock) in
Coin., 6106. 6116 (ii).

Quick, Mr. James, Dismissal as Lighthouse-
keeper, par. in Windsor World, 7223 (iii).

Repres4entation in the H. of C. B. 126 (MNr.
Mn/oek) on M. for 1°, 3476 ; on M. for 2,
6629; in Com., 6763, 6810 (ii).

on M. (MNr. Wallacc) to adjn. Deb., 5305.
Saw Logs, Exportation, Prevention by Govt. on

Indian Reserves, &c (Ques.) 1834 (i).
Sinicoe Lake, Lowering of Water, Requests,

&c., m:ade to Dept. (Ques.) 2192 (i).
(renarks) 2248 (i).

Spinks, County Court Judge, B.C., Charges
against, on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to
Com. of Sup., 4226 (ii).

Stikine-Teslin Route, Survey, Rep. of Engineer
(Ques.) 1885 (i),

SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice : Yuhon (maintenance
of prisoners) 5468 (ii).

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farms) 8263
(iii).

Canal: Trent (construction) 7300 (iii).
Civil Government: Interior (clerical aasistance)

5022 (ii); Justice (salaries) 2068 (i); Marine and
Fisheries (contingencies) 5026 (ii); Secretary of
State (P. Mungovan's salary) 5854 ii).

Dominion Lande (Chief Inspector's salary) 9014.
Fisheriee(Noble Bros.) 4244 (ii); (salaries of Inspec-

tors) 4014, 4045 (ii'); Protection Service (repairs,
k».) 5180 (ii).

Harbours and Rivera: Dredging mnew plant)5203.
Immigration (agent@, salaries, &c.) 8576,8586(amt.)

8578 (iii).
Indian AOira (Ont.) 5669, (ii).
Inspection of Sa pies (salaries, &o.) 5586 (ii).
Legislation (distribution of Blue Books to Law

Associations) i738, (ài); (voters' liats) 2281 (i).
LCghthouse and Coast Service (construction, &e.)

5120, 5177 (ii).
Miligia (arms,equipient,&c.) 9145 (iii); (military

stores) 5424 (i).
Public Worka: Buildings (N.S.) 7613, 7615 (iii);

Ont., r625 (iii); (Patent Office) 5094; Ottawa
(electrie lighting) 5196 (ii); (repairs, &c.) 7690,
7698 (iii). Dredging (plant) 8137 (iii). Harbours
and Rivers (Man.) 8081 (iii). Wharfs (N.S.)7698,
7709 (iii); Ont., 7967, 8003 (iii: (Port Colborne)
9255, 9264 (iii); Que., 8136 (iii); (St. Lawrence
ship channel) 7561, 7571, 7585 (iii); Roads and
Bridges (Ottawa) 5204 (ii).

Railwaye-LC.R. (accommodation, St. John) 7170.

Bennett, Mr. W. H.-Con.
Yukon Administration, Charges against, par. in

North British Dailg Mail, on M. (Mr. Davin)
to Con. of Sup., 8062 (iii).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H., Bca uharnois.
Address, on The, 1197 (i).
Anticonti Island, Pub. Works Inspection Trip,

Name of Str., &c. (Ques.) 1880, 2188 (i).
- Cost of Trip (M. for Rep.*) 2789 (i).

Sec Pub. Works.
Baie de Chaleurs Ry. Agreement, Contract,

Expenses, &c. (M. fc a Cor.,0.Cs., Stmnt.*) 2028.
Beauharnois Canal, Damage to Farm Lands by

overflowing (remarl s) 4859 (ii).
Dismissais,on M. for Com.of Sup.,5411 (ii).
Lock Labouren, Appnmt. by Govt. (Ques.)

3267 (i).
Water Power, Improvement of (Ques.)

1883 (i).
.See Valleyfield.

Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, on
prop. Res. (MNr. Sproule) 4844 (i).

Colpron, Mr. Jos. N., Claims against Govt. for
services perforined, Amount paid, &c. (Ques.)
2191 (i).

Companies Act Amet. B. 160 (Mr. Fielding) in
Coim., 8775 (iii).

Convicts, Coniditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir
Wilfred Laurier) in Com., 9728 (iii).

Coteau Landing, Coutract for 4redging, Papers,
Letters, &c. (M. for copy *) 2026 (i).

Counterfeit Bills, Circulation, &c. (remarks)
5206 (ii).

Crimninal Code (1892) Act Amut. B. 36 (Mr.
Britton) on N. for 2°, 2162 (i).

Customis and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Ant.
B. 182 (Mr. Fielding) prop. Res., 8753 (iii).

Dep. Speaker, Delegation of Powers, out of order,
5483, 5491 (i).

Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fidlding) in
ConU., 8758 (iii).

Great Northern Ry. Co.'s B. 118 (Mr. Savard) in
Com., 6971 (iii).

Grenville Canal, ToU Collector, Appnmt. and
Dismissal (Ques.) 2532 (i).

Inland Fisheries, Issue of Licenses by Local
Govt. (remarks) 2910 (i).

Inland Revenue Act, Violation re Seizure of
Tobacco (remuarks) 10227 (iii).

Insolvency Legislation, Cor. from Boards of
Trade (remarks) 4997 (ii).

(M. for cor., &c.*) 5944 (i).
I.C.R., Cars constructed and purchased by Govt.,

Name of Finn, Contracts, &c. (Ques.) 3945,
4179 (ii).

Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4367, 4374
4405, 4434, 4472, 4622 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup.
per) 4449 (i).
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Bergeron, Mr. J. (. H.--Con.
L C.R. Reading Bil clause by clausE, 4647 (ii).

Tenders for Oil, &c., (M. for Ret.*) 2028.
Langevin, August, Purchase of Land from, &c.

(Ques.) 6561 (ii).
McDonald, A. R., Inquiry for Papers respecting

Disimissal, &c., 8757 (iii).
McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Farm Lands, Claims

for Damages, &c. (remarks) 4497 (il).
Letter read by P.M.G., Violation of Rules

of House, 5006 (ii).
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.

Le"iieutx) on amt. (Mr. Monet) 6098 (i).
Montreal Judicial District, Additional Judges

(remîarks) 7235 (iii).
Ottawa City, Indenunification, &c., and Govt.

intention to other cities, &c. (Ques.) 6379 (il).
Grant of Money Authorization B. 187

(Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9611; in Coin,,
9629 (iii).

Personal Explanation, par. in La Patrie, 1953.
Postal Notes, Lost through Transmission (re-

marks) 10226 (iii).
Preferential Trade with Great Britair,, on amt.

(Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7950) (iii).
Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.

(stationery) on M. (Mr. Gibson) to conc., 5381.
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, Discussion,

&c. (remarks) 9466 (iii),
Pub. Accounts Com., Dalay in Meeting (Man.

Election Frauds) on 4. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) to adjn., 3242 (i).

Pub. Works, Inspection, Expenses fi Tour, &c.,
Nane of Str., &c. (Ques.) 1880 (i).

See Anticosti.
Public Works (Preservation of Healtb) B. 105

(Sir Wilfrid Laurirr) in Com., 7670 (iii).
Quebec Harbour Commaissioners B. 178 (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9688 (iii).
Quebec Harbour Commissioners Bil, Injurious

Legislation (remarks) 9596 (iii).
Opinion of Min. of Jus. (remarks) 9700.

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9731.
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9315, 9423, 9470, 9494, 9517, 9553; in Com.
on Bil, 9771 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1°, 3171; in Com., 6803, (ii);
6940, 6947, 6963,69 (iii).

Returns, Inquiry for, 9700, 9845 (iii).
St. Lawrence Channel, Protection to Navigation

(remarks) 3343(i).
Senate and House of Comnons Act Further

Amt. B. 191 (Mr. Fielding) in Com., 9846 (iii).
Soulanges Canal, Amount expended in construc-

tion to 1899 (Ques.) 2117 (i).
(Secs. 1, 2) Contracts, Advertisements,

&c. (M. for Cor., 0.C's, &c.*)2028 (i) 9701 (iii).
(Sees4,5,6,7) Contracts, Advertisements,

&c. (M. for Cor., O.C.'s, &C.*) 2028 (i).

Bergeron, Mr. J. G. H.-Con.
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice: Yukon (additional
Judge) 10191; (living expenses) 10194; cone.,
10217 (iii).

Art#, Agricuture, &c. (archives) 824; (experi.
mental farm) 8262; (Paris Exhibition) 10142;
(year bock) 8226 (iii).

Canale: Beauharnois (steel bridge, surveys. »o.)
7450, conc., 10201; Cornwall (enlargement)
7298; Galops (enlargement) 7445; Lachine (en-
largement) 7297; Lake St. Louis (deepening)
7298; Rapide Plat (enlargement) 7299; Soulanges
(construction) 7295 (iii).

Civi Gorernment: Geological Survey (salaries)
2106; Justice (salaries) 2065 (i); Post Office,
7330; (contingencies 7358 (iii); Publie Works
(contingencies)î7554; (salaries) 7536, 7545 (iii);
Privy Council (salaries) 2060 ; Trade and
Commerce (salaries) 2107 (i).

Colleetion of Revenue, (letters of credit) 8191; (re-
pairs, &c., to dock) 8179 (iii).

Cusqtom.s: B.C. (contingencies, &c.)8460 (iii).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &e.) 8496; (St..Paul

des Métis, seed grain, &c.) 903, 9036 (iii).
Indian*: Ont. and Que. (Mr. J. B. Brossau, ser-

vices, &c.) 10110 (iii); (Que.)5699 (ii).
Legilation: Bouse ofCommons(restaursntkoep-

er) 10137 (iii); (voters' lists)2295, 2306 (i).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (salaries,&c.)>3527 (ii).
Mail Subsidies and SS. Subrenione (G. B. and

Can.) 8668; (Murray Bsy and Onelle River;
10159; (Quebec and Gaspé Basin) 10157 (iii).

Militia (annual drill) 5414, 5418 (i); (armouries)
9129; (arme, equimont, &c.) 9145.9149; (cloth.
ing) 7101, 7115, 7119, 9127; (eompensation to
Octave Oulette) 9128 (iii) ; (military properties)
5421; (salaries) 5421 (ii); (stores, &o.) ;097 (iii).

Miceuaneous (Chas. Bremner, eompensation,&o.)
10113; (Wentworth vu. Mathieu, litigation)
10113 (iii).

Ocean and Riter Service (Bear River, removal of
old pier) 10161 (iii).

Peniemtiarie, (B.C.)WO; (Dorchester (5478); St.
Vincent de Paul)477 (ii).

Poat 0/Yieo mail service) 7366; Yukon mail
serviec)î7360 (iii).

Publie Worka: Buildings (N.S-) 7613 ii); Ont.,
7626; (Alexandria Reformatory) 9960; (eleo.-
trie lighting) 9940; (elevator Eastern Block)
9960; Ottawa, (lighting, repairs, &o.) 999;
(repairs, &c.) 7699J (Rideau.Kall) 7692; (steel
shelving) 9989; (Que.) 7619; Dredging (plant)
8137; HBarbours and tRivers, N. S. (Salmon
River freight shed) 9997; (Wharfà), 7705;
(Yarmouth breakwater)9990; Ont., 7991; (Ka-
ministiquia) 7611; (Toronto Barbour) 10067;
Que., 8103; (Beauport wharf) 10039; (Caeowna
wharf) 10)16; (Cap à L'Aigle wharf) 10017;
(Coteau, dredging) 10089; (G4déon wharf)
10019; (Iele aux Grues, wharf, k.) 10018;
(Kamourlaka wharf)10018; (Knowltoa Landing)
1002; (Montreai Barbour improvements19964,
96, 9975 ; (Newport breakwater) 10014;
(Rivière du Lièvre)10039; (Ste. Anue de Belle-
vue wharf) 0I<X9; (Ste. Irdnée wharf) 10018 ;
(St. Jerome wharf) 10018; (Sabrevois wbarf)
102, cono. (aat.) 10219; St. Lawrenoe ahin
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Bergeron, Mffr. J. G. H.-Con.
SUPPLY--con.

Publie Worke-Con.

channel) 7557, 7579, 7602; Yukon (buildings)
10107; (Lewes and Yukon river improvements)
8192; Telegraph (B.C. ad Teslin Lake) 10100
(iii)): (Telegraph lines) 5616, 5624,5644,() ; 10095
(trails, roads and bridges)10091 (iii).

Railwayr-I.C.R. (accommodation at St. John)
7272, 7401, 7416; (A. R. McDonald, dismissal,
&c.) 7276,9168; (dismissal of Bernier)cono. 10204;
(inereased station accommodation)91fp.3; (rolling
stock) 7434 ; (St. John elevator) 9163; P. E. I.
(removal of cnrves)739 (iii).

Yukon Provisional District: Militia (food, cloth-
ing, transportation, &r.) 9067, 9089, 9096; (sala-
ries, &o.) 8658 (iii).

Travelling Expenses of Minister of Public Works
and Private Secretary (Ques.) 1880 (i).

Tuberculosis Inspection in Chicoutimi County,
Amount paid, &c. (Ques.) 5097 (ii).

Valleyfield Customs Collector, Charges against,
&C., on M. to Com. of Sup., 5501 (i).

Valleyfield, Lease of Land, &c. (Ques.) 1815 (i).
Public Buildings, Erection of (Ques.)

1882 (i).
Water Power, Deepening of Bay (Ques.)

1882 (i).
&e Beauharnois.

Veldt, Rabbi, Dismissal as Chaplain St. Vincent
de Paul Penitentiary (remarks) 10246 (iii).

Veterans of 1864-65, Issue of Medals, &c. (Ques.)
1853 (i).

Voters' Lists, Printing, &c. (remarks) 6827 (iii).
Votes and Proceedings, Typographical errors (re-

marks) 6120 (ii).
Winding Up Act Amt. B. 163 (Mr. Fidding) in

Com., 8781 (iii).

Bernier, Mr. M. E., St. Hyacinthe.
OttawS Electric Ry. Co.'s (B. 18) 1°, 700 (i).

BertranBMr. G. H., Centre Toronto.
Address, on The, (amt.) to amt. (Mr. Clarke) 1514;

agreed to (Y. 101; N. 48) 1811 (i).
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for Com., 4980 (ii).
Can. Birkbeck Investment and Savings Co.

incorp. (B. 106) 1°, 2529 (i).
Canadian Inland Transportation Co.'s incorp.

(B. 51) 1°*, 1352().
Canadian Power Co., Change of Title (B. 77)1°*,

2029 (i).
Grain Elevators, N.W.T., on M. (Mr. Davin) to

Com. of Sup., 5500 (ii).
Guarantee and Pension Fund Society of Dom.

Bank, Change of Title (B. 100)1°*, 2409 (i).
Nipissing and James' Bay Ry. Co.'s (B. 33) 1°,

974 (i).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Milock) on M. for 2°, 6719 (ii).

Bertram, Mr. G. H.-Con.
SUPPLY:

Canals: Trent(consftruction) 7313(iii.)
Trade Mark and Design Act Amt. (B. 39) 1°,

1073; 2°*, m., 1947 (i).

Bethune, Mr. J. L., Victoria, .S.
Baddeck, N. S., Erection of Drill Shed (Ques.)

2111 (i).
Militia, 94th Battalion, Increase of Force (Ques.

2111 (i).

SUPPLY:
Militia and Defence (annual drill)5059 (ii).
Quarantine (prevention of tuberculosis among et-

tle) S344 (ii).
Victoria Co., N.S., Patronage on M. (Mr. Mc

Dougall) to adjn., 5403 (i).

Blair, Hon. A. G., Sunbury and Queen's.
Arichat Breakwater, N. S., Repairs, &c.,

Amount expended from 1891 to 1896 (Ans.)5485
Babin's Cove Wharf, Arichat, N.S.., Cost Of

Construction, &c. (Ans.) 5486 (i).
Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co., Amounts paid by

Govt. (Ans.) 1843 (i).
Balsamn Lake, Removal of Stone Piles (Ans.)

2333(i).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontatne) on M.

for 3', 3487 (ii).
Beauharnois Canal, Lock Labourers, Appmnt.

by Govt. (Ans.) 3268 (i).
Business of the House (remaîrks) 9177 (iii).
Canada Eastern Ry., N.B., Purchase by Govt.

(Ans.) 1814 (i); 3554, 3824 (ii).
Cars, Official or Private, Number, Cost of Con-

struction (Ans.) 1835 (i).
C. P. R. Act (1881) Powers respecting Branch

Lines, &c. (remarks) 3315 (i).
C. P. R. and Great North-west Central, Survey

of Branch line (Ans.) 2532 (i).
Tariff on Hay, Straw, &c., Approval

by O.C. (Ans.) 4057 (ii).
Powers, &c,, respecting Branch Lines

(Ans.) 9309 (iii).
Chambly Canal, Emplymt. of Geo. Peppin by

Govt. (Ans.) 3821 (ii).
Investigation (Ans.) 3553 (ii).

Cornwall Canal, Award of Contract, &c. (Ans.)
1853 (i).

Coulombe vs. The Queen, Enforcement of Con-
viction, &c. (Ans.) 4479 (il).

Crow's Nest Pass Ry. and C.P.R., Rates and
Tolls, Revision of by Gov. in Council (Ans.)
2331 (i).

Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in
b Com., 6446 (ii).

Descousse Wharf, N.S., Cost of Construction,
&c. (Ans.) 5486 (ii).

Dmiage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casy) on
M. to ref. B. to nel. Coin., 2155, 29W0(i);
aemt.) wthdn., 3849 (ii).



INDEX.

Blair, Hon. A. G.-Con.
Dredgiing in Richniond Co., N.S., Amount ex-

pended from 1891 to 1896 (Ans.) 5485 (ii).
Drill Hall Vancouver, B.C., Contract, Cost &c.

(Ans.) 5487 (i).
Drummond County Ry., on Inquiry (Sir Charles

Tupper) for papers, 2697 (i).
on Inquiry for Ret., 2973 (i).

Drunmond County Ry. See "I.C.R."
Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fielding) in

Com., 8758 (iii).
Dunn Avenue, Ry. Crossing, Toronto, Protection

to (Ans.) 1858 (i).
Eastern Extension, Claims of N.S. Govt. (Ans.)

3551 (ii).
Elevator at Halifax, Construction and Comple-

tion (Ans.) 2332 (i).
General Inspection Act. Amt. B. 156 (Sir

Henry Joly) in Com., 9639 (iii).
Govt. Rys., Working Expenses for May and

and June, 1898 (Ans.) 4810 (i).
Grand River Floods, Govt. Report (remarks)

2536 (i).
G. T. R. Trackmen's Strike, on M. (Mr. Clarke)

to Com. of Sup., 3775 (ii).
on M. (Mr. Rois Robertson) to adjn., 3968.
on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4506 (i).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.
Macpherson) on amt. (Mr. Douglas) to M. for 3°,
4196 (ii).

Grenville Canal, Compensation for Damages, &c.
(Ans.) 4992 (ii).

Maintenance of Roadways on Farms
(Ans.) 6049 (ii).

letter of Mr. G. S. Conway (Ans.) 6381.
Toll Collector, Appnmt. and Dismissal

(Ans.) 2532 (i).
I. C. R., Addition to Workshops at Rivière du

Loup (Ans.) 4480-81 (i).
Alba Section, Number of Employes (Ans.)

5310 (ii).
Appnnmt. of Supt. W. A. Dubé, Removal

of Headquai ters (Ans.) 2533 (i).
Blanchette, Mr. Eugène, Reinstatement

by Govt. (Ans.) 5859 (ii).
-- Cars built and purchased, Name of Firni,

Tenders, &c. (Ans.) 3553, 3946, 4479 (ii).
Contract for Ties, Names of Tenderers

(Ans.) 5308 (ii).
Delay in furnishing Cars, Complainte, &c.

(Ans.) 1853 (i).
Demers, Dr., Ry. Bicycle Riding, &c.

(Ans.) 5309 (ii).
District Supt. Oulette, Suspension, &c.

(Ans.) 1859 (i).
Employees, Wages, Working hours, &c.

(Ans.) 1860, 1974 (i).
Employees at Lévis, and Provincial Elec-

tion, Transfer, &c., Instruction to Mr. Des-
jardins, &c. (Ans.) 320 (i).

- Engine and Car Mileage, &c., (Ans.) 4811.

ýi

Blair, Hon. A. G.-Con.
I. C. R., Expenditure on Capital and Revenue

(Ans.) 2531 (i).

Extension to MonLal-Drummond Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133( Mr. Blair) prop. Res.,
1949; M. for Com. on Res., 2792; agreed to
(Y. 80, N. 38) 2842; in Com. on Res., 2843
(i); 3351, 3700; 1, m., 3765; 2°, m. 3907, 4152,
in Com., 4165; 3°, ni., 4733, 4899, 4920, 4925;
3°, agreed to (Y. 91, N. 40) 4965.

on Inquiry for Papers, 2249 (i).

on M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 2809 (i).

G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair),
prtp. Res., 3946; in Com. on Res., 4062; (M.)
to conc. in Res.. 4170: 10*, 4170 ; 2 m., 4171;
in Com., 4353-76, 4554-4711; 3° agreed to (Y.
91, N. 40) 4967 (ii); Sen. Amnts., 9702 (iii).

amounts accrued and paid to G.T.R. since
July, 1898(Ans.) 4478 (ii).

papers respecting Car Mileage(presented)
4891 (ii).

revenue collected, &c. (Ans.) 1856 (i).

Flour Rates and Car Mileage, &c., Papers
laid on the Table, 4730 fii).

Fraserville Station Accommodation, Pets.
from Board of Trade, &c. (Ans.) 1974 (i).

pets., &c., re Disorderly Conduct (Ans.)
2899 (i).

Freight carried from 1897-9, Number of
tons and receipts (Ans.) 3257 (i).

Freight Raten on Flour, 1896-8 (Ans.>
3549 (ii).

Gillis, Frank A., Station Agent at Tra-
cadie, N.S., Dismissal, &c. (Ans.) 4056 (ii).

Gosselin, Mr. F., Emplynt. by Govt.
(Ans.) 3827 (ii).

G.T.R. Combined Engine and Car Mile-
age, Expenditure, &c., on M. (Mr. Foster) for
Ret., 5314 (ii).

Green Sand Castings, Tenders, Price, &c.
(Ans.) 5860 (ii).

Gross Earnings and Expenses (Ans.) 1849
(i).

Harris, Mr., Agreement with as Traffic
Manager (Ans.) 1975 (i).

Headquarzers at Lévis, Transfer, &c.
(Ans.) 3551 (i).

LeBlane, Mr. A. T., Emplymt. by Govt.
(Ans.) 1964 (i).

Locomotive Engineers, Number employ.
ed, &c. (Ans.) 9698 (iii).

McDonald, Mr. A. R., Disimissalas Supt.
(Ans.) 1971 (i), 4812-3; 5098(ii), 8757 (iii).

McDougall, Mr. Bruce, Appnmt. by Govt.
(Ans.) 7194 (iii).

Machinery at Rivière du Loup, Applica-
tion by Supt. for Additions, &c. (Ans.)4481(i).

Michaud, Mr. Eugène, Granting of Ry.
Pass, &c. (Ana.) 2004 (i).
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Blair, Hon. A. G.-Con.
I. C. R., Morrison, Mr. Hugh, Riverside, Claim

for Damages (Ans.) 5310 (ii).
Newspaper Agencies, Lessees, &c. (Ans.)

1971 (i).
New Tine Table (Ans.) 4781 (ii).
Number of Eniployees, Wages Paid, &c.

(Ans.) 2332 J).
- Passes issued since Aug., 1896, Names,

&c. (Ans.) 1860 (i).
Pichette, Mr., Privileges at Lévis Station

(Ans.) 4993 iii).
Receipts and Expenditures, Stmnt. of

Acts. (renarks) 2791 (i).
Removal of Shops from Rivière du Loup

to Lé'is (Ans.) 2533 (i).
Reynolds, Capt., Str. "Mulgrave," Coin-

plaints against (Ans.) 5309 (ii).
Roberge, Cyrille, Dismissal of (Ans.)1857

(i).
Rolling Stock Expenditure (remarks) 6562

(ii).
Running Privileges for C.P.R. between

St. John and Halifax (remarks) 2247 (i).
Salaries of Employees at Rivière du Loup

Workshops (Ans.) 4481 (ii).
Snow Shovelling, Number of Employees,

&c. (Ans.) 19M4 (i).
- - Steel Rails, Contracts, &c. (Ans.) 1814,

2328 (i).
Valcouer, Octave, Enplymnt. by Govt.

(Ans.) 5309 (ii).
Lachute and St. Andrews Ry. Cor., Contracte,

Reps., &c., on M. (Mr. Christie) for Copies,
4809 (i).

Lake St. Louis, Reinoval of Shoals, Representa-
tions from Shippers, &c. (Ans.) 2331 (i).

Langevin, August, Purchase of Land from, &c.
(An%.) 6561 l(ûi).

Lévis, Purchase of Property, Amount paid, &c.
(Ans.) 8468 (iii).

McDonald, A. R., on Inquiry (Mr. Bergeron) for
papers respecting Dismissal, 8757 (iii).

seel. C. R.
McLaren's Creek, Construction of a Roadway

(Ans.) 3257 (i).
McLaughlin, R. J., and Farmers of Lindsay re

Danages by Floods, &c. (remarks) 4485, 4490,
50m2 (i).

McNeill, Stephen, Beaver Cove, Rental charged
by Govt. (Ans.) 3944 (ii).

Military Stores, 8th Hussars, Sale of by I.C.R.
(Ans.)1858 (i).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co's B. 112 (Mr.
Leiaieu.e) on amt. (Mr. Monet) 6094 (ii).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. and Cor.
with Ministers of the Crown, on M. (Mr. Prior)
to Comn. of Sup.. 5527, 5536 (i).

Ontario and Rainy River Ry. Co., Correction in
Speech 9700 (iii).

vi

Blair, Hon. A. G.-Con.
Personal Explanation, par in Montreal Star re

Wharf at St. John, 7326 (iii).
(Mr. Prior) re Vote on Kettle River Ry.

Bill, 9596 (iii).
Pigeon River Swing Bridge, Construction, &c.

(Ans.) 2480 (i).
Port Colborne and Port Dalhousie, Harbour Im-

provements, on prop. Res. (Mr. McCleary) 3282
(i).

Powers, Mr. Thos., Lease of Govt. land at Lévis,
&c. (Ans.) 3259 (i).

P. E. I. Ry. and Murray Harbour (B. 183) 1°.
8989; in Com., 9753 (iii).

straightening Curves at North Wiltshire,
Cost, &c. (Ans.)1854 (i).

Quebec Bridge, Tenders for Construction, Cost,
&c. (Ans.) 2112 (i).

Ry. Act. Amt. (B. 85) 1, 2108(i); 2° m., 3503 (ii);
in Coni., 9731 (iii).

Commnissioners, Establishment of a Board,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3870 (ii).

Depti. Rep. (presented) 249 (i).
Legislation re Working Rules (remarks)

5748 (ii).
Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Cos., on M.

(Sir Ch rlcs Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4745 (i).
Regulations, American Standard, Adop-

tion by Can. Rys. (Ans.) 1969 (i).
Subsidies (B. 190) in Com. on Res., 9197,

9311-9429, 9467-9594; 1'*, 9597; 2 in., 9758;
in Com>., 9760, 9815; (M.) to ref. back to Com.
of the Whole (amts.) 9894; 30 m., 9893 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) in Coma., 6941, 6956, 6974 (iii).

Roche Fendue and Calumet Dams, Claims for
Damages, &c. (Ans.) 1855 (i).

Rosedale Swing Bridge, Expenditure, Amount
contributed by Govt., &c. (Ans.) 2333(i).

Returns, on Inquiry for (Mr. McDotuyfall) 4997 (ii)
7772 (iii).

Northern Telegraph Co.. and Cor. with Ministers,
Incomplete Ret. (renarks) 5409 (ii).

Returns, on Inquiry for, 9310, 9700 (iii).
St. Francis Lake, Channel Improvement: (Anz.)

1853 (i).
St. Ours Lock, Disniss1 of Supt. Coderre, &c.

(Ans.) 3552 (ii).
St. Peter's Canal, Amount expended from1891 to

1896, &c. (Ans.) 3255 (i).
Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Facilities, Res. of

N.W.T. Assembly (Ans.) 3255 (i).
Secord, Mr. T. R, Supt. on Welland Canal,

Charges against (Ans.) 1833 (i).
Soulanges Canai, Amount expended in Construc-

tion to 1899 (Ans.) 2117 (i).
Arbitration, Land Valuators, Appnmts.

and Dismissal (Ans.) 2333 (i).
Stock, David, Relief B. 88 (Mr. McCarthy) in

Corn., 3490 (ii).
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Blair, Hon. A. G.-Con.
SUPPLY :

Canals: Beauharnois (steel bridge and surveys,
&c.) 7450; Chambly (surveying property, &o.)
7454 (iii); (telephone lines) 578 (ii); Corn-
wall (enlargement) 7298; (payment to A. P.
Ross) 9176 (iii); (repairs to locks) 5784; Par-
ran's Point (enlargement) 5779 (ii); Galops
(enlargement) 7299, 7443; Lachine (Atwater
Avenue wall) 9173 (iii); (deepening River St.
Pierre) 5781 (ii); (enlargement) 7297; (Heney
& Borthwick claim) 9173; Lake St. Louis
(deepening) 7298; Murray (Landing Stationl
7454 (iii); (North Channel) 5779 (ii); Rainy
River (lock and dam) 9173; Rapide Plat (en-
largement)7299; Rideau (Kiimarnock Cut)7454;
Soulanges (construction)7295; Sault Ste. Marie
(construction) 7296; Sault Ste. Marie (Ryan
& Co.'s claims) 9237; Trent (construction) 7299
(iii); (gratuity to W. Quinn) 5782 (ii); (rebuild-
ing Cowan's Bridge) 9172; (Rosedale Bridge)
7318; Welland (bridges, &c.) 7454(iii); (rebate to
Forwarding Co.) 5794; (refund for damages
to lock) 5792; (remission of arrears of rental)
5790 (ii); (repairs, &e)7463(iii).

Civil Government : Railways and Canals (salaries)
2250 (i) 6383(ii).

Cuetoms B.C. (contingencies, &.)8458 (iii); (sus-
pense account, Montreal)5592 (ii).

Legia/ation: HBouse of Commons (voters' lists)
2296 (i).

Lighthoue and Coaat Serrice (upplies&c )3537(ii).
Mail Subuidie# and SS. Subvention# (St. John and

Liverpool)8671 (iii).
Militia (stores, ke.) 7096; (Yukon supplies

7046 (iii).
Miscellan"owe (International Commission)5852(ii).
Pot Ofce (Mail service) 7386 (iii).
Publie Worke: Buildings, Ottawa (electrie light-

irg) 5192 (ii); Harbours and Rivers.N.B., 7763:
(Campobello breakwater) 10010; (Cape Tormen-
tine breakwater) 10011; (Hopewell wharf)10010:
(Main River wharf)10012: (St. John River and
Belleisle wharfs) 10911; (St. Nicholas whart
10010 ; (Shippegan wharf) 10012; N.S. (wharfs).
7737 ;.Que.<Lévis doek, enlargmenti 9988; Ont.
(Port Colborne) 9292; Roadasand Bridges (Ot-
tawa) 8148 (iii).

Quarantine (cattle, alaries, &e.)5084 (ii).
RIailways: C.P.R. (land damages) 7153; I..R.

(acoommodation, St. John)7155, 7242, 7401 (iii);
(A. R. McDonald's dismissal, &o.) 7276 9168;
(car couplers)9171; Miscellaneous (code of rules)
9175; (elevator, Halifax) 9172; (feight rates)
7457; (ineressed iding accommodation) 9156;
(inereased station accommodation) 9163; (In-
diantown Brancb, Mr. Snowball's laim) 9165;
(installstion of Pintsh gas)9172 (land damages)
7154; (original construction) 715; (pa nuger
coach) 9172; (Point Tupper improvement) 9171;
(refrigerator care)9172 (iii); (rolling stoek)5754
(i); (rolling stock) 7432, 7461; St.John accommo-
dation) 9164; (St. John clevator)9163(iii); <shop
at Moneton) 5753 (i); (telegraph service) 9171;
(uniforms) 7456; misCellaneous. 7455; (expenses
of Ey. Com. of P.C.) 9175; (Ottawa river) 9176
(iii); (repairs to "Victoria ")5785; (subuidies to
Central Ry. Co.) 5789 (i); P.E.L., 7462 (iii);
(Mount Stewart wharf) 5754, 5771 (ii); (Marray

Blair, Hon. A. G.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Railwave-Con.
Harbour, &e., construction) 9211; (reoal of
curves)7389 (iii).

Ykon Provisional Diatriet: Militia (Clothing
contract) 9111; Railways (su rveys, &c.) 8700 (iii).

Tate's Dry Dock, Montreal, Rent, Lessees, &c.
(Ans.) 1832 (i).

Trent Canal, Jordan, Mr. Wm., Clains for Land
Danages (Ans.) 1977 (i).

Land Valuations, Complaints, &c. (Ans.)
5311 (ii).

Payments to Mr. F. D. Moore by Govt.
(Ans.) 5311 (ii).

Payment of Workmen (Ans.) 1977 (i).
Purchase of Land for Dam at Nassau

(Ans.) 1857 (i).
Trueman, Mr. W. H., Appnmt. to Rys. and

Canals Dept. (Ans.) 44&3 (ii).
Valleyfield, Lease of Land, &c. (Ans.) 1815 (i).

Borden, Hon. F. W., King'ë, N.S.
Active Militia Force, Resignation

(Ans.) 5488 (ii).
of Majors

Ammunition, Amount issued to 7th Battalion,
London (Ans.) 1957 (i).

Annapolis Public Buildings, Repairs, &c. (Ans.)
2701 (i).

Baddeck, N.S., Erection of Drill Shed (Ans.)
2111 (i).

Biggar, J. U, Appnmt. by Govt., Qualifications,
&c. (Ans.) 3550 (ii).

Bliss, Maj. D. C. F., Positions held under Govt.,
Salary, &c. (Ans.) 3261 (i) 3335, 3552 (ii).

Boston and Alaskan Transportation Co., Con-
tract with Can. Govt. (Ans.) 1829 (i).

Brevet Promotions, Permanent Force, Regula-
tions, &c. (Ans.) 3550 (ii).

Can. Service Medals, Delay inissuing, Board of
Claims. Remuneration, &c. (Ans.) 2699 (i).

Recommendation by Militia Dept. Terms
&c., (Ans.) 3945 (ii).

&e "Gen. Service Medals," &c.
Deadman's Island, Lease, &c., 1640 (i).

_Ret. laid on Table, 3959 (ii).
See "Stanley Park," &c.

Demers, Major, Claims against Govt. (Ans.)
1833 ().

Dom. Rifle Association, Annual Grant by Govt.
of Transport and Fees to Limited Number, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2360 (i).

Domville, Lt.-CoL, Charges against (Ans.)1840,
1845 (i).

_____ Leave of Absence from Comm&nd of Bth
Hussars (Ans.) 2898 (i).

par. in St. John Sun (Ans.) 2899 (i).
Fredericton Military School, Recommendations

for Admission and Instruction &c. (Ans.) 379.
General Service Medals, Date of Royal Warrant,

Govtl. Action, &c. (Ans.)8M (iii).
See Can. Service Medals.
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Borden, Hon. F. W.-Con.
Imperial Service and Can. Brigade and Can.

Seamen, on prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2350 (i).
MacAuley Point, B.C., on Inquiry for

Papers, &c., 5489 (ii).
Lévis Forts, Contract for Cordwood, Cost, &c.

(Ans.) 3083 (i).
Lévis Military Camp, Qualfications of Off cers,

Percentage, &c. (Ans.) 8632, 9309 (iii).
McKenzie, Francis, and Instructions at Frederie-

ton Military School (Ans.) 2485, 2699, 2899 (i).
Medals, Can. Seivice, Notice in Can. Gazette re

Clasps, Ribbons, &c. (Ans.) 3083 (i).
Claims allowed by Commission, Distribu-

tion, &c. (Ans.) 586 (ii).
Regulations respecting (Ans.) 7320 (ii).

Sec " Can. Service Medals."
Military School, Fredericton, N.B., Admissions

for Instriction, Recommendations, &c. (Ans.)
3335(il).

Militia Act Amt., Intention of Govt. (Ans.)
3551 (il).

Age Limits, Service of Lt.-Cols., Regula-
tions, &c. (Ans.) 1852 (i).

Army Service Corps, Recommendation or
Reps. of Maj.-Gen. (Ans.) 9697 (iii).

Battalion 94th, Increase of Force (Ans.)
2111 (i).

Hussars Sth, N.B., Annuzl Allowance
(Ans.) 3073 (i).

Military Canteens and Sale of Liquor, par. in
Ottawa Citizen re Ont. Alliance, Ques. of Pri-
vilege, 7322 (iii).

names of Contractors, &c. (Ans.) 4807 (ii).
Deptl. Rep. (presented) 421 (i).
Force, Artillery Instruction in Eng.,

Examinations, &c. (Ans.) 2330 (i).
Force, Officers appointed in 1898, Re-

quirements as to Qualifications (Ans.) 2329 (i).
List and Certificates of Qualification (An.)

2329 (i).
Oticers at Lévis Camp, Nuniber passed

Qualifying Exams. (Ans.) 8632, 9309 (iii).
Regulations re French and English Lang-

uage, Enforcement, &c. (Ans.) 8631 (iii).
Permanent Corps, Pension System, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2719 (i).
Regulations as to Age Limit for Lt.-Cols.,

Retirements, &c. (Ans.) 2183 (i).
presented to Parlt. (Ans.) 3553 (ii).
Stores,8th Hussars, Transfer, Orders from

Dept., &c. (Ans.) 2898 (i).
Permanent Force, Appointment, Qualifications,

&c. (Ans.) 3550(ii).
Plains of Abrahama, Expiry of Lease, Memorials,

&c. (Ans.) 1835 (i).

Powers, Mr. Thos., Lease of Govt. Land at
Lvis, Amount paid, &c. (Ans.) 3082, 3259 (i).

Quebec Cartridge Factory, Dimissal of Labour-
ers, &c. (Ans.) 2188 (i); 9843(iii).

Borden, Hon. F. W.-Con.
Regimental Establishments, Lists submitted to

Parlt. (Ans.) 3550 (ii).
Returns, on Inquiry for (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 3558 (ii).
Rifle Ranges, B.C., Applications and Pets., &c.

(Ans.) 5485 (ii).
Rifles, Sale of by Govt.. &c. (Ans.) 1817 (i).
Royal Military College Inspection, Regulations,

re (Ans.) 3796 (ii).
Clothing Contract (Ans.) 6722 (ii) 6933(iii).

Samson, Mr. Pierre, Caretaker at St. Joseph de
Lévis Fort, Dismissal, &c. (Ans.) 3082 (i).

SUPPLY:

Civil Government: Customs (contingencies) 2984
Militia and Defence (contingencies) 2266 (i);
(clerical assistance) 5012 (ii); (armouries) 9125
(iii); (annual drill) 5060, 5414 (H) ; 7062; arma-
ment, &c.) 7152 (iii); (arms, &c., accoutrements)
5466 (ii): 9142 (iii); (clothing) 5443 (ii); 7099, 7110,
9126; (compensation to Mrs. F. E. Stewart)
9131; (compensation to Mrs. Maxwel!) 9131;
(compensation to Octave Oulette) 9127, cono.,
W0218 (iii); (defence scheme) 5465 (ii); (Esqui-
malt defence) 7151; ((Govt. Cartridge Factory)
7151(iii); (llamilton rifle range) 5465 (iiI; (liti-
gation expenses) 9127 (iii); (London property)
5165 (ii); (Macauley Point claim) 9141 (iii);
(military properties)5421; (military stores) 5423
(miscellaneous and unforeseen) 5451, 7148 (ii);
(monuments) 7152; (pay allowance)7002,7153;
(propertie8) 7088; (provisions, &c.) 7126; (rifle
ranges) 9144(iii) ; (rifle range, B.C.), cone.,6389;
(Royal Military College) 5464 (ii); 7024; 7140;
(stores, &c.) 7091 (iii); (salaries) 270 (i); 5420
(ii) ; 7076 (iii) ; (transport) 5451ii);- 7130 (iii) ;
(unforeseen expenses) 5857 (1i); sÇYukon sup-
plies) 7038 (iii) (contract for supplies) 6321;
(transportation, &o.), 6321; (transportation and
supplies)(6339-60(i).

Publie Worke :Buildings, (N.B.) 7614; Ont.,) Lon-
don drill ball) 9961; (Roral Military College)
9960.- (St. Catharines drill hall) 9957; (Ottawa
military store)9942.

Railway#: I.C.R. (accommodation, St. John) 7157,
7177, 7179, 7188(Giii).

Yulkon Pruvie<onal District: Militia (foodoeloth-
ing, transportation. &o .)9066,9092 (iii).

Stanley Park and Deadman's Island, O.C.'s, Cor.,
&c., between Can. Govt. and B.C. on M. (Mr.
Prior) for Copies, 2335 (i).

See " Deadnan's Island."
Strathy, Mr. J. A. L., Reinstatement as Lt.-CoL

(Ans.) 2329 (i).
Sussex, N.B., Erection of Drill Shed (Ans.) 1857

(i).
Veterans of 1866 and 1870, Issue of Medals, &c.

(Ans.) 1848, 1854, 2114 (i).
Volunteers organized in Chicago, Eligi.

bility for Medals (Ans.) 2704 (i).
of 1885, Issue of Scrip and Medals, Ap-

plications, &c. (Ans.) 2701 (i).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henry Joy) in Com, 3894 (ii).
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Borden, Hon. . W.-Con.
Wolseley Barracks, London, Land purchased,

Price, &c. (Ans.) 1840 (i).
Yukon, Freight Transportation, Guarantee by

Contractors, &e. (Ans.) 2902 (i).
Militia, Strength of Force, Cost of Sup-

plies, &c. (Ans.) 1831 (i).
Cost of Transportation, &c. (Ans.) 1842;

1892 (i).

Borden, Mr. R. L, iHalifaex.
Address, on The, 885, 895 (i).
Atlantic Fast SS. Service, Peterson, Tate & Co.'ýs

Bond, Paynent to Govt. (Ques.) 2481 (i).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Fielding) in Com.,

3763 (ii).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (MUfr. Prefontaine) in

Coi., 3313 (i) ; on M. for 3, 3486 (ii).
Brockville and Wet Huron Elections, Notice of

M., 6595 (i).
(M.) to place Documents, &c. on Table of

Hse. for ref. to Com. on Priv. and Elections,
6723 (ii); 6821 (iii).

Clement, Mr. W. H. P., Restrictions and Instruc-
tion by Govt., as Legal Adviser to Yukon
Council (Ques.) 2322 (i).

Criminal Code (1892) Act Amt. B. 36 (Mr.
Briton)on M. for 2°, 2172 (i).

Deadman's Island, Leases, Value, &c. (Ans.)
1316 (i).

Eastern Trust Co's (B. 54)1', 1352 (i).
Elevator at Halifax, Construction and Comple-

tion (Ques.) 2332 (i).
Halifax Harbour Lightship and Resolution of

Board of Trade (remarks) 8920 (iii).
LC.R. Extension to Montreal-Drunmmond Co. Ry.

Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,
3408, 3425, 3560, 3747; on M. for 3°,4951 (ii).

G.T.R Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in
Com., 4356, 4380, 4399, 4435, 4445, 4562, 4571,
4601, 4689, 4710 (ii).

Ques. of Order, Documents quoted, mu8t
be laid on Table, 4445 (ii).

Starr and De Wolfe's Contrac;, Rep. of
Mr. Shanly, C.E. (M. for copy*) 2962 (i).

Newfoundland Regulations re Live Bait (remarks)
2194, 2696 (i); 6938 (iii).

Nova Scoa Bank and Jainaica, Issue of Notes
Authorization (B. 53) 1* , 1352 (i).

Order, Ques. of (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) Members
abusing Privilege of Ms. to adjn., 6593 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) in Com., 9627 (iii).

Pub. Aconnts Com., Delay in Meeting (Main.
Elections Fraud) on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) to adjn., 3249 (i)

Publie Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 7667 (iii).

Quebee Harbour Commissioners' Consolid. Act
Amt. B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Con., 328(ii.

Borden, Mr. R. L.-Con.
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 2, 6650 (i).
Return, Inquiry for, Newfoumdland Regulations

re purchase of Bait by Canadians, 2696 (i).
SUPPLY:

Civil Gort..! Customs (contingencies) 2981 ();
Fisheries (contingencies) 5'23; inland Revenue
(elerical assistance) 5014 (i); Post Office, 7340
(iii); (salaries, Dead Letter Branch) 54, 5054
(i); Privy Council (salaries) 2052(i).

Legiglation: House of Commons (voters' ïists)
2298 (i).

Liqhthoue and Coast Serrice: (salaries, &c.) 3526
(i).

Militia: (compensation to Mrs. Maxwell) 9131 (iii).
Ocean and Ricer Service : (maintenance) 3033;

(masters and mates) 3059; (wreck investiga-
tions) 3(64 ().

Public Wrk#: Buildings (N.B.) 7616; N.S., 9944;
(Halifax Quarantine Station) .,(89; (Salmon
River freight shed) 9997: Ottawa (electrie light-
ing) 9941 (iii).

Railhcas: I C. R. (rolling stock) 7461 (iii).
Tidal Survey, on M. for Coi. of Sup., 3&21 (ii).
Weights and Measureb Act Amt. B. 128 (ýSir

Henry Joly) in Com., 3897 (ii).
Winding Up Act Amnt. B. 31 (Mr. Fortin) in

Coin., 4316 (ii).
Yukon District, Instructions, &c. to Mr. Ogilvie

(M. for Rep.*) 2027 (i).
Liquor Permits to Mr. Peters (M. for

cor.*) 2027 (i).
Liquor Permits, Cor. between Mr. Martin

and Min. of Int. (M. for papers*) 2027 (i).
Mail Service (198-99) Efficiency of

Contractors, Reps., &c. (M. for cor.) 2705 (i).
Registered Letters, &c., Policy of Govt.,

3794 (ii).

Bostock, Mr. H., Yale and Cariboo.
B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-

gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6893 (iii).
Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s B. 26 (Mr.

Costigan) in Coi., 2646; on aint. (Mr. Olirer)
to M. for 3, 2938 (i).

Northern Telegraph Co's. Incorp. (B. 7) 1°*,.
618 (i).

Pacific Cable between Australia and Can., Agree-
ment B. (Mr. Midock) on prop. Res., 8372 (iii).

Publie Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7664 (iii).

Railway Act. Amt. B. 85 (M-r. Blair) in Com.,
9736 (iii),

Comunissioners, Establishment of Board,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3849 (ii).

- Passes to Members and Senators (B. 37
1°*, 1073; 2°im., 2195 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 20, 6681 (ii).

Spinks, County Court Judge, B.C., Charges,
agaist, on M. (Sir Charlet HiWert Tufpper) to-
Com. of Sup., 4286 (ii).
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Bostock, Mr. H.-Con.
SUPPLY:

Collection of Revenue. (telegraph fines, B. C.) 8188.
Cutoma <salaries, &c., Yukon)559M)(ii).
Publie Work.: Harbours and Rivers (B.C.)8086.

Bourassa, Mr. J. H. N, Labelle.
Address, on The, 619 (i).
Civil Service, Attachnent of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1932 (i).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translator, on M. to conc., 1748 (i).
Fairlie, Mr., Dismissal front Rupert's Land In-

dustrial School (Ques.) 2532 (i).
(M. for Reps., Cor.*) 2788 (i).

1. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B.· 138 (Mr. Blair) Order (Ques. of)
4651 (ii).

Probibition of Intoxicating Liqnors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Flint) 8891 (iii).

Senate and H. of C. Act Amt. B. 191 (Mr.
Fielding) in Com., 9846 (iii).

SUPPLY:

Immigration tagents, salaries, kc.) 8538 (iii).
Publie Worke: Telegraphs (Anticosti Lsland) 10079.

Ville Marie Bank Suspension, Inspection by
Govt. (remarks) 8755 (iii).

Britton, Mr. B. M., Kingston.
Address, on The, 311 (i).
Business of the Hlse, on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

to take in Mondays, 6280 (ii).
(remarks) 7769 (iii).

Calvin Co.'s (B. 9) wthdn., 2897 (i).
Civil Service, Attachnent of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2,. 1929 (i); in Com.,
5920 (ii).

Combinations in Restraint of Trade Prevention
Act Amt. B. 40 (Mr. Sproule) on M. for 2°,
1946 (i).

Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction
B. 2 (Mr. Charlton) in CoM., 2526 (i).

(1892) Act Amt. (B. 36) 1", 974; 2° m.,
2160; on Order for 2°, 2527 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. 81 (voting machines)
1°, 2035 (i).

Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Caseiy) on
M. for 2°, 1921; on M. to ref. to Sel. Com.,
29(i).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.
Maepherson) on anit. (Mr. Dougl«s) to M. for
3°, 4197 (ii).

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.
Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 1568.

Joint Stock Companies Act Ait. (B. 114) 10,
2790 (i).

Naval Brigade Reserve, &c., organized by Can.
Govt., Cor., with Imp. Govt., &c. (Ques.)
6048 (i).

Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt. (B. 19)
1°*, 700; 2° mt., 1862 ; in Com. (amt.) 1896 (i).

Britton, Mr. B. M.-Con.
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s

B. 69 (Mr. Calrert) in Com., 5354 (ii.)
Pacific Cable between Australia and Can. Agree-

ment B. (Mr. Mulock) in Com. on Res., 8384.
Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) in Com., 8764 (iii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 155(Mr. Mulock)inCom.,

6110 (ii).
Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7661 (iii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr Blair) in Come. on

Res., 9440, 9494, 9590 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 2°, 6715 (i).
Revision of the Statutes, Appnmt. of Commission

(Ques.) 1881 (i).
Speeches of Memnbers, Limitation, &c., on M.

(Mr. Cha elton) for Sel. Com., 2760 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Paris Exhibition) 10144.
Candat-Galops (enlargement) 7449 (iii); Welland

(rebate to Forwarding Co.) 5796; (refund for
damages to lock) 5793 (ii).

Immtigrution (agents, salaries, &c.)8572 (iii).
Justice, .Adninistration of (Additional Judge in

Ont.) 10122 (iii).
Legiulation: (stationery supplies)5737é(ii); (Voters'

Lists) 2308 (i).
Militia (arms, equipinent, ke.) 9142; relothing)

7107; (pay, allowance) 7029; (Royal Military
College) 7141 (iii).

Pot Ofee (postmasters' salaries)5808 (ii).
PubliC Works: Harbours and Rivers,Ont. (Ports-

mouth Wharf) 10065 (Port Colborne) 9283
Que., 8123; (Knowlton Landing) 10020; (Mon-
treal Harbour Improvements) 9981·(iii). Yukon
District (telegraph lines) 5616 (ii).

Quarantine (cattie, salaries. &o.)5081 (ii).
Winding Up Act Anit. B. 31 (Mr. Fortin) on M.

for 2°, 1874 (i) ; in Com., 4317(ii).

Broder, Mr. A., Dunda.
Address, on The, 290 (i).
Brockville Election, Name, &c. of Dep. Return-

ing Officer (Ques.) 2322 (i).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on amnt. (Sir

Clutrles Tupper) to ComI. of Sup., 7961 (iii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8856 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8309
(iii).

Bruneau, Mr. A. A., Richelieu.
SUPPLY:

PubIie Worke: Harbours and Rivers (St. Law-
rence Ship Channel)»7603 (iii).

Calvert, Mr. W. S., West Middleser.
Ammunition, Amount issuel to 7th Battalion,

London (Ques.) 1956 (i).
Controverted Elections Act: Registrar's Fees,

(remarks) 8348 (iii).

1



xii INDEX.

Oalvert, Mr. W. 8.-Con.
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway

Co.'s incorp. (B. 69)1°*, 1949 (i); (M.) for Com.,
5042; on M. for Com., 5254 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190(Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,
9441 (iii).

Wolseley Barracks, London, Land purchased,
Price, &c. (Qn.es.) 1840 (i).

Campbell, Mr. A., Kerit, Ont.
Address, on The, 1061 (i).
British Y'ikon Mining, Trading and Transporta-

tion Cu's (Change of Title)-(B. 57) 1°*, 1431 (i).

Can. Life Insurance Co. (B. 89) wthdn., 4477 (ii).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) in Com., 5935 (ii).
Dom. Permanent Loan Co.'s B. 104 (Mr. Clarke)

in Comn., 6875 (iii).
Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on

M. to ref. to Sel. Coi., 2959 (i).
General Inspection Act Aint. B. 156 (Sir Henry

Joly-) 9637, 9644 (iii).
Grain Standards, Legislation re Inspection, &c.,

on prop. Res. (Mr. Darin) 3835 (i).
Meagher, Thos., Seizure by U.S. Authorities, on

M. (Mr. Coiran) for Ret., 2751 (i).
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. B. 112 (Mr.

Lemieux) in Com. (amt.) 6327, 6337 (ii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coin. on Res.,

9443; in Corn. on Bill, 9830 (iii).

SUPPLY :

Quarantine (cattie) 8339 (iii).
Weight* and Measuree (inspection) 5580 (ii).

Cargill, Mr. H., East Bruce.
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res.1

Fielding) on M. for Com., 4986 (ii).
Custoins and Inland Revenue Depts. B. 182

Fielding) in Com., 9681 (iii).

(Mr.

(Mr.

SUPPLY:

Art*, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8318
Militia and Defence (military stores)5434 (ii).
Pot Office (Mail Service) '737S (iii); (postmasters'

salaries) 5818 (ii).
Publie Work#e: Buildings Ottawa,electric lighting)

5198(ii).

Carroll, Mr. H. G., Kamouraska.
Address, on The, 509 (i).

Carscallen, Mr. A. W., North Hastinas.
Interior, Minister's Travelling and Living Ex-

penses, &c. (Ques.) 1818 (i).
Mint, Govt., Establishment in Can. (Ques.) 2190

(i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. McInnea) 3123 (i).

Cartwright, Hon. Sir Richard, G.C.M.G.,
South Oxford.

Address, on The, 152, 159 (i).
Allan SS. Service and Govt. Contract, Names of

Vessels sailing from St. John, 1897-8 (Ans.)
3258 (i).

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R.- Con.
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on

M. for Com., 3299 (i).
Brockville and West Huron Elections, on M.

(Mr. Borden, Halifax) to ref. Documents, &c.
to Coin. on Privs. and Elections, 6743 (ii).

Budget, The, 2571 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 63 (Mr. MeMullen) on

M. for 2^, 3323 (i).
Combinations in Restraint of Trade, Prevention

Act Amt. B. 40 (Mr. Sproide) on M. for 2°,
1944 (i).

Commercial Treaties with British W. Indies, &c.,
on M. (Mr. Kaulba-h) to Com. of Sup., 8177.

Criniinal Code Act Amt. B. 36 (Mr. Britton) on
Order for 2, 2527 (i).

Custoins and Inland Revenue Depts. Act. Amt.
(B. 182) ; in Com. on Res., 8939 (iii).

Debates, Officia], 2nd Rep., on M. to conc., 1071.
Gaspé Customs Officer and Election, Charges

against (remarks) 10224 (iii).
German Discriminating Duties on Can. Imports

(Ans.) 1851 (i).
G.T.R. Trackmen's Strike, on M. (Mr. Clarke)

to Com. of Sup., 3777 (ii).
Insurance Rates in Mar. Prova., Advancement

in Price (remarks) 8923 (iii).
Loan Coipanies B. 164 (Mr. Fielding) in Com.,

8476 (':i).
Mag'ialen Islands Mail Service, Contractor's

Naine, Terms, &c. (Ans.) 2113 (i).
Medals, Can. Gen. Service, Design approved by

Can. or Imp. Authorities, &c. (Ans.) 3266 (i).
Naturalization Act. Aint. B. 37 (Mr. McInnes)

Resuming adjd. deb., on M. for 2°, 2527 (i).
Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) in Coin., 8767 (iii).
Privilege, Ques. of, par. in Montreal Star: re-

marks, 701 ti).
Public Acets. Com., &c., Reduction of Number

of Members (remarks) 4347 (ii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,

9544 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 10, 3481 (ii).
SS. Service between W. Indies and S. Anierica

Res., 2°, 9597 (iii).
SS. Subsidies between St. John, Halifax

and London, Amount paid, &c. (Ans.) 2900 (i).

SUPPLY-:

( Res. for Com-.) 1813 (i).
Art, Agrieulture, &c. (Paris Exhibition) 10147(iii).
Civi Government: Aud. Gen.'s Office (contingen-

eies)2289;Goy.Gen's Sec.'s Office (contingencies)
2265; Privy Council (contingencies)2265; Rail-
ways and Canais (contingencies) 2276; Seo. of
State (contingencies) 29; Trade and Com-
merce (contingencies) 227; ,(salaries) 222(i).

Legflation: House of Commons (debates) 2280(i);
(gratuity to lady Edgar) 10196 (iii); (voter's
liste) 2281(i).

A-



INDEX.

Cartwright, Hon. Sir R.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Mail Subsidies and S. S. Subventions (Baddeck,
&c. and East Bay)8692; (Can. and S. Africa)
8692; (Gaspé Basin and Dalhousie) 8685; (Gaspé
Basin and Quebee)8687; (Grand Manan)8684;
(G.B. and Can.) 8661; (Halifax and Porto Rico)
10158; (Halifax, Nfld. and Liverpool) 8672;
(Margaree and Cheticamp) 10157; (Murray Bay
and Ouelle River) 10159; (Piotou and Cheti-
camp) 10156; (Picton, &c., and Montague
Bridge, &c.) 8686; (Port Malgrave, &o., and
Irish Cove)8693; (P.E.I.and G.B.)8687;' (P.E..
and Mainland) 8683; (Quebec and Gaspé Basin)
10157 ; (Quebee and Manchester) 8695; (St.John
and Minas Basin) 8686; (St. John, &c.,and Yar-
mouth) 8686; (St. John and Digby) 8673; (St.
John and Glasgow) 8672; (St. John, Dublin and
Belfast) 8672; (St. John, &c., and W. Indies;
&o.)8675; (St. John, Halifax and London) 8673,
(Magdalen Island) 8678 (iii).

Poat Oiîce (mail service) 7374 (iii).
Pu>'ic Worke Harbours and Rivers (Que.) 8108;

(Sabrevois wharf) 10025; (Montreal Harbour
improvements) 9980 (iii).

Trade and .Commerce (commercial agencies) 8698
(iii).

Trade and Commerce, Deptl. Rep. (presented)
1860 (i).

U. S. Custois and Can. Vessels, Regulations,
&c., re entering at American Ports (remarks)
2528 (i).

Veldt, Rabbi, Dismissal as Chaplain St. Vincent
de Paul Penitentiary (remarks) 10246 (iii).

Ways and Means (Res. for Com.)1813 (i).
Yukon Administration, Charges against, &c., par.

in North British Daily Mail, on M. (Mr. Davin)
to Com. of Sup., 8035 (iii).

Casey, Mr. G. E., West Elgin.
Address, on The, 194 (i).
Brockville and West Huron Elections, on M.

(Mr. Borden, Halifax) to ref. Documents, &c.,
to Com. on Privs. and Elections, 6745 (ii).

Can. Ry. Accident Insurance Co.'s (B. 21)1'*,
803(i).

Drainage Across Ry. Lands (B. 24)1°*, 803; 2°
mn., 1917, 1922; (M.) to ref. B. to Sel. Com.,
2139, 2153, 2931, 2949 (i).

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93
(Mr. Oliver) in Com., 4307, 4849 (ii).

Govt. Business, on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) to
take in Wednesdays, 3647 (ii).

G. T. R. Trackmen's Strike, Settlement, &c., on
M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn.. 4505 (il).

Militia Permanent Corps, Pension System, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2712 (i).

Mint, Govt. Establishment in Can., on prop.
Res. (Mr. McInnes) 3115 (i).

Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal, on
M. (Mr. Poupore) for Cor., &c., 5360 (ii).

Ontario and Quebec Bridge Co.'s incorp. (B. 22)
1°*, 803 (i).

Order (Ques. of) 1555 (i).

Casey, Mr. G. E.-Cni.
Pacifie Cable between Australia and Can. Agree.

ment B. (Mr. Mulock) on prop. Res., 8373 (iii).
between Vancouver and Australia, Cor.

between Imp. and Colonial Govts. (M. for
copies*) 1879 (i).

Communications, &c. (M. to print papers)
2963 (i).

Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled,
Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Fo8ter) to adjn.,
2044 (i).

Public Acets. Com., Postponement and Hours of
Meetings, &c. (remarks) 4347 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair)in Com. on Res.
9443 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126(Mr. Mulock)
on M. for 1°, 3470 (ii).

Royal Military CollegeExpendituresinceFounda-
tion, Regulations, Number of Graduates, &c.
(M. for Stmnnt.*) 1879 (i).

SUPPLY:
Art», AgriculLtre, &c. (cold storage) 8728; (illus-

tration stations)8302, 8330 (iii).
Immigration (agents, salaries,'&o.)8498; (St. Paul

de Métis, seed grain, &e.) 9043 (iii).
Publie Worka; Yukon District (telegraph fines)

5617 (ii).

Ceasgrain,Mr. T. 0., Montmorency.
Address, on The, 258 (i).
Berthier (en haut) Postmaster and Employees,

Salaries, &c. (Ques.) 2702 (i).
Public Building, Purchase of Site, &c.

Postmaster's Salary, &c. (Ques.) 1893 (i).
Public Works, Construction, &c. (Ques.)

2703 (i).
Bilodeau, Mr. Job., Postmuaster at Chambord,

Dismissal, &c. (Ques.) 1962 (i).
Emplymt. by Govt. (Ques.) 3336 (ii).

Blais, Mr. J. C., Amount paid to by Govt., &c.
(Ques.) 3545 (ii).

Boivin, Gédéon, Contract for Stone at Rivière
La Pipe Wharf. (Ques.) 4061 (ii).

Bourget, P. A., Postmaster at Lévis, Increase of
Salary (Ques.) 4059 (ii).

Cattle Inspection for Tuberculosis at Hebertville,
Cor. &c., in connection with Appnmt. of Dr.
Hall, (M. for Ret.*) 5944 (ii).

Cor. between Govt. and Dr. J. A. Du-
chesne, of Chicoutimi, since June, 1896 (M. for
copies*) 5944 (ii).

Chamberland, Mr. F. F., Charges against, Letter
from Achille Lebel (Ques.) 1884, 2900 (i).

Chambord Customs Office Salaries, Collections,
Expenses, &c. (Ques.)1854 (i).

Chicoutimi, Postmasters Dismissed, Pets., Cor.,
&c. (M. for copies*) 2408 (i).

.ClareauN, Mr. J. A., Claims for Material for Con.
struction of Chicoutimi or Ste Anne's Wharf
(Ques.) 3336 (ii).

Constantin, Dr. Jules, Enmplymt. by Govt.,
Aumount paid, &c. (Ques.) 1847 (i).

xii



xiv INDEX.

Casgrain, Mr. T. 0.-Con.
Coulombe v. The Queen, Trial Proceedings, &c.

(Ques.) 3916 (ii).

Enforcement of Conviction, &c. (Ques.)
41479 (ii).

Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., on M. to conc., 1073.

Deniers, Major, Clains against Govt. (Ques.)
1833 (i).

Donahue, W., Contract for Timber for Dredge at
Roberval, &c. (Ques.) 4060 (ii).

See "O'Donaghue, Roberval," &c.

Duchesne, Dr. J. A., Enplymt. by Govt.
(Ques.) 1887 (i).

Complaints re Appnmt. of Dr. Hall
(Ques.) 3337 (ii).

Dupuis, P. C., Prosecution for selling liquor to
Indians (Ques.) 4060 (i).

FluLman, Dr., Medical Officer to Indians at
Point Bleue, Pets. re Disniissal (Ques.) 4060 (ii).

French Canadian Repatriation from U.S. (Ques.)
1844 (i).

Gauthier, Jean, Postmaster at Metabetchouan,
Disniissal, &c. (Ques.) 4059 (ii).

Hall, Dr., Appnmt. as Inspector of Cattle at
Chicoutimi (Ques.) 3336 (ii).

1.C.R., McDonald, Mr. A. R., Dismissal as
Supt. (Ques.) 1971 (i).

investigation into charges against, Cost,
&c. (Ques.) 4812 (ii).

suspension and Salary, &c. (Ques.) 4811,
5098 (ii).

Michaud, Mr. Eugène, Granting of Ry.
Pass &c. (Ques.) 2004 (i).

Pichette, Mr., Privileges at Lévis station
(Ques.) 4992 (ii).

Quebec City Mail Service, Memorials
&c., from Board of Trade and City Council (M.
for copies*) 1879 (i).

Labreque, Mr. C. O., Enplymt. by Govt.
Amounts paid, &c. (Ques.) 1846 (i).

Larouche, Mr. Wm., Postmaster at Lake Bouch-
ette, Dismissal, &c. (Ques.) 1962 (i).

Lebel, Mr. Wenceslas, Customs Official and
Revision of Electoral Lists, par. in Le Soleil
(Ques. 1888 (i).

Lévis Mail Service, Naines of Carriers, Salaries,
&c. (Ques.) 3554 (ii).

Liquor sold to Indians, Prosecutions, &c. (Ques.)
1850 (i).

Man. School Question, Car. with the Holy
Father, Settienent, &c. (Ques.) 1822 (i).

Martel, Mr. P.. Postinaster at St. Prime, Dis-
missal, &c. (Ques.) 1964 (i).

Mistassini and Ste. Méthode Storebouses, Con-
atruction, &c., Name of Contractor, &c. (Ques.)
1888 (i).

ee "Ste. Méthode."
Murray Bay and Quebec Mail Service, Com-

plaints of Delay, &c. (Ques.) 1960 (i).

Casgrain, Mr. T. O.-Con.
O'Donahue, Mr. W. T., Caretaker at Roberval,

Salary, &c. (Ques.) 3335 (i).
Sce Donaghue, Roberval, &c.

Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co.'s B. 18 (Mr. Bdeourt) on
M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 22'9 (i'.

Pednault, Mr. P., Emplynmt. by Govt., Salary,
&c. (Ques.) 3338 (ii).

Plains of Abrah-am, Expiry of Lease, Memorials,
&c. (Ques.) 1835 (i).

(M. for copy*) 2026 (i).
Quebec Harbour Commîi.sion Consolid. Act Amt.

B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Coni., 3917;: on M.
for 3°, (ant.) 3985, neg. (Y. 40, N. 80) 3989 (ii.)

Quebec Superior. Court, Additional Judges,
Salaries, &c. (Ques.) 1845 (i).

Returns, Inquiry for, 1073, 3253 (i).
Rivière du Loup Wharf, Charges against Mr.

Chamberland (Queis.) 1884, 2000 (i).
Rivière La Pipe Wharf, Cost, &c.. (Ques.) 1891.

Peribonka Wharfs,Emplymt. of Laxourers,
&c. (Ques.) 3337 (i).

Roberval, Dredging Scows, Construction, &c.
(Ques.) 1888 (i).

- Harbour, Dredging, Mr. Donaghue's Con-
tract for Scows, &c. (M. for cor.*) 2028 (i).

See "Donaghue, O'Donaghue."
St. Jerome Postmaster, Dismissal, Charges

against, &c. (Ques.) 2182 (ii.
St. Joseph d'Alma, Postmaster, Increase in Salary

(Ques.) 1847 (i).
St. Joseph de Lévis Graving Dock, Lengthening

(Ques.) 1882 (i).
St. Méthode and Mistassini Wharfs, Construc-

tion of Sheds, &c. (M. for cor.*) 2028 (i).
(Ques.) 1888 (i).

Senate Reform and the Provinces (Ques.) 1821 (i).
SUPPLY

Legielation: IHouse of Commons (voters' lists)
2282, 2290 ().

Telegraph Lines North Shore of St. Lawrence,
Contracts, &c (Ques.) 1890, 1891, 1963 (i); 3336.

Verrault, Jos., Emplymt. by Govt., Salary, &c.
(Ques.) 3555 (ii).

Champagne, Mr. L. N., Wright.
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translator, on M. to conc., 1744 (i).
Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co.'s (B. 17)1°*, 700.

Charlton, Mr. J., North Norfolk.
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 7769 (iii).
Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction

(B. 2)1°*, 421; 2° m., 1898 ; in Con., 2525; 3°
M., 2911, 2919; agreed to (Y. 68; N. 29) 2930.

Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.
(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8924 (iii).

Erie and Huron Ry. Co., and Lake Erie and
Detroit Ry. Co.'s Amalgamation (B. 60) 1°*,
1540 (i).

Pacifie Cable between Australia and Can. Agree-
ment B. (Mr. Wulock) on prop. Res., 8369 (iii).



INDEX.

Charlton, Mr. J.-Con.
Preferential Trade with G.B., on prop Res. (Mr.

McNeill) 8754, 8755 (iii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8814 (iii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 1Mr. B!air) in Coni. on

Res., 9549 (iii).
Speeches of Members, Limitation, &c. (M.) for

Sel. Com., 2755, 2770 (i).
Stock. David, Relief B. 88 (Mr. MIcCarthy) in

Coin., 3489 (ii).

Chauvin, Mr. L. A., Terrcbonne.
Address, on The, 504 (i).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries Bill(Ques.)

1852 (i).
B. 38 (Mr. Richrdson) on M. for 2°, 1928

(i); in Coin., 5918 (ii).
Gouin, Mr. Lomer, Speech re Subsidies to Provs.

(Ques.) 19s1 (il.
Jésus River, Construction of Fisihway, Plans,

&c., on M. (Mr. Fortin) for Copies, 3274 (i).
Montreal and Labelle Mait Service, Appnmt. of

Mail Conductor (Ques.) 1966 (i).
Public Works (Preservatign of Health) B. 105

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7661 (iii).

SUPPLY :

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8335.
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8560 (iii).

Christie, Mr. T., Ai renteuil.
Lachute and St. Andrews Ry., Cor., Contracts,

Reps., &c. (M. for copies) 4808 (ii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8822 (iii).

Clancy, Mr. J., Bothwell.
Address, on The, 541 (i).
Alien Labour Law, Appnmt. of Agent at Val-

laceburg (remarks) 5492 (ii).
Apples. Fraudulent Packing, par. in Toronto

World on M. (Mr. McMillan) to adjn., 3754(ii).
Binder Twine imported in 1899 (Ques.) 8218,

8990 (iii).
Sale of by Govt., on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

Com. of Sup., 9931 (iii).
- on M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 7214 (iii).

Bothwell Election, Speech of the Hon. Mr. Mills
in the Senate (remarks) 9896 (iii).

Brantford Postmaster, Appnmt. by Govt. (Ques.)
1968 (i).

- Salary, Commission, &c. (Ques.) 8464 (iii).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 5745 (ii).

on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) to take in
Mondays, 6281 (ii).

Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Moore) 2128 (i).

Convicts, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir Wil-
frid Laurier) in Com., 9600 (iii).

Customs A ect Amt. B. 154(Mr. Patcrson) in Com.,
6444 (ii).

Jiancy, Mr. J.-Con.
Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.

(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8946 (iii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in

Com., 6425 (ii).
Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on

M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2954 (i).
Farran's Point Canal, Tenders for 1897, &c. (M.

for copies') 3873 (ii).
General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henri

Joly) in Com., 9637, 9883 (iii).
Indian Corn, Quantity Imported for Home Con-

sumption, &c. (Ques.) 8217, 8632, 8990 (iii).
Inspection Act Amt. B. 55 (Mr. Penny) on M.

for 2°, 3872 (i).
I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4443, 4561,
4600; Sen. Amts., 9723 (iii).

on Ques. of Order (Mr. Borden, Halifax)
4448, 4452 (ii).

Justice, Dept1. Rep., Inquiry for. 4899 (ii).
Meagher, Thos., Seizure by U.S. Authorities, on

M. (Mr. Cowan) for Ret., 2753 (i)
Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.

187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9609; in Com.,
9630 (iii).

Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled,
Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2043 (i).

Quebec Cartridge Factory, Employees, Number,
&c. (Ques. 9699 (iii).

--- DismisEal, &c. (Ques.) 9843 (iii).
Quick, Mr. James, Dismissal as Lighthouse-

keeper, par. in Windsor World, 7221 (iii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190(Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,

9489; on M. for 2°, 9758; in Com., 9759, 9819;
on M. for 3°, (amt.) 9894 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 2°, 6493; in Coin., 6760,
6777, 6906, 6913 (iii).

Speeches of Menbers, Limitation. &c., on M. (Mr.
Charlton) for Sel. Com., 2766 (i).

SCrPtY:

Administration of Juitire (Alien Labour' Law
enforcement) 5471; (Exchequer Court) 5474 (ii);
(Meagher's claim against U.S.), 10119, 10194;
Yukon (living expenses) 10194 (iii).

Arti, Agriculture, &c. (dairy commiesioner)8269;
(experimental farms) 8237, 8254; (illustration
stations) 8283, 8297; (Paris Exhibition) 10140;
(year book) 8233 (iii).

Civil Government: Customs (contingencies) 2988;
(salaries) 2092; Finance (salaries) 2091 (M> 5018
(ii); Interior (salaries) 2082 (); Justice (sal-
aries, &c.)10119 (iii); Marine and Fisheries (con
tingencies) 5026 (i); 31ilitia and Iefence (sal-
aries) 2071; Privy Council (salaries) 2052(i).

Cuatoms: B. C. (contingencies, &o.) 8458; cono.,
10212; N.S. (salaries, contingencies, ke.) 8408
(iii); Yukon (salaries, &o.) 5599 (ii).

Dom. Land# (Chief Inspector, salary) 9009,
9018 (iii).
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Clancy, Mr. J..-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Excise (preventive service) 4789; (palaries of
officers) 4787 (ii).

Immigration (agents, salaries. &c.) 867; (St.
Paul des Metis, seed grain, &c )90M5(iii).

Indians (Ont.) 5689(ii).
Insurance Igeneral expenses) 7461 (iii).
Jutice (Meagher, claim against U. S. Govt.) 10119

(iii).
Leoilation: House of Commons (voter's lista)

2316 (i); 10135 (iii); (stationery supplies)5734 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coau Service (construction, &c.)

5123, 5133(ii).
Militia (military stores) 5124; (miscellaneous

and unforeseen)54i9(ii); (annualdriIll 76S .iii>;
(clothing' 5414 (ii) ; (Pay, allowance) 7027 ;
(salaries) -075, 70S2 (iii; Yukon Force (trans-
portation and supplies) 6352 (ii); (supplies) 7041
(iii).

Micellaneoue (Dom. and Ont. arbitration) 8702
(iii).

Ocean and River Servire (maintenance) 2999,
3021 (masters and mates) 3061 (i) ; 5106 (ii):
(removal of obstructions) 3066 (i).

Penitentiaries (Manitoba) 5479; (St. Vincent de
Paul)5477 (ii).

Public Worka: Dredging (plant) 5204 (ii); 8144
(iii); Harbours and Rivers (.ian.) 8079; (Ont.)
7993, 8014 (iii); (Point Pelee wharf) 10068;
Wharfs, (N.-S.-) 7714,7728 ; - (P. B.I. ) 7757 (iii);

Miscellaneous (purchase of oil paintings) 8151;
(surveys) 8149; Roads and Bridges (Ottawa) 8148
(iii); Yukon District (telegraph Unes) 5614 (ii).

Quarantine (cattle) 839 (iii); (cattie, salaries,
&c.) 5182; (slaughtered hogs, &c..,) 585 (ii):
(tuberculosis, prevention amnong cattle)8344 (iii).

Railways: [.C.R. (accommodation. St. John) 7172;
(car couplera) 9171; (increased siding accommo-

, dation) 9161; Indiantown Branch (Mr. Snow-
ball's claim) 9167; Miscellaneous (Ottawa River)
9176 (iii).

Weiuate and Measures (inspection)557 (ii).
Yuko Provinonal Diétrict: Railways (surveys,

&o.)8700 (iii).
See " Administration of Justice," "Customs,"

Militia," " Publie Works."
Sydenham River, Dredging, Amount expended

(Ques.) 3820 (ii).
Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddiek)

to Com. of Sup., 6317 (ii).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henry Joly) in Coin., 3885 (ii); 9883 (iii).

Clarke, Mr. E. F., West Toronto.
Address, on The, 1463 (amt.) 1499 (i).
Alien Labour Law, Enforcement. par. in Toronto

star (remarks) 2907 (i).
Instructions to Agent (Ques.) 3084 (i).

B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Imni-
gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6864 (iii).

Canadian Emigration to U. S., par. in Montreal
Star (remarks) 1895 (i).

Can. Service Medal, Delay in Issue, Board of
Claims, Remuneration, &c. (Ques.) 2899 (i).

Recommendation by Mil. Dept., Terms,
&c. (Ques.)3945 (ii).

Se Gen. Service, Medals, &c.

Clarke, Mr. E. F.-Con.
Companies Act Amt. B. 160 (Mr. Fielding) in

Com., 8775 (iii).
Crow's Nest Pass Ry. Investigation, Rep. of

Com. (Ques.) 1967 (i).

Custouis House, Toronto, Employees, Names,
1)ate of Appnmt., &c. (Ques.) 1849 (i).

Don). of Can. Guarantee and Accident Insurance
Co.'s (B. 76) 1*, 2029 (i).

Dom. Permanent Loan Co.'s (B. 104) 1°, 2409 (i).
Dunn Avenue, Ry. Crossing, Toronto, Protec-

tion to (Ques.) 1857 (i).
General Service Medals, Date of Royal Warrants,

Govtl. Action, &c. (Ques.) 863 (iii).
Se " Can. Service, Medals," &û.

Govt. Contracts, Prohibition of Sweating (Ques.)
1975 (i).

Number of Contracte awarded, &c. (M. for
Ret.*) 2961 (i).

G. T. R., Trackmeni' Strike, on M. for Coni. of
Sup., 3774 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4539 (ii).
Inquiry for Papers re Settlenent, 4858 (ii).
Runoured Settlement (remarks) 5206 (i).

Greater Britain Exhibition, Canadian Representa-
tion of Mineral Exhibit, &c. (Ques.) 1959 (i).

Immigration Agents, Bonuses to (Ques.) 1975,
2191 (i).

Immigrants, Arrival in 1898, Number, &c. (Ques.)
3553 (i).

Inducements to settle in Can., &c. (Ques.)
3076 (i).

Insolvency Legislation (remarks) 3252 (i).
I. C. R., Cars purchased, Tenders, Prices, &c.

(Ques.) 3553 (ii).
Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4612,
4639 (ii).

Kingston Penitentiary, Superannuations, &c.,
since 1899 (Ques.) 6379 (ii).

Medals, Canadian Service, Notice in Can. Gazette
re Clasps and Ribbons, &c. (Ques.) 3083 (i).

Claims allowed by Commission, Distribu-
tion, &c. (Ques.) 5860 (ii).

Design approved by Can. orImp. Author-
ities, &c. (Ques.) 3266 (i).

See Can. Service, Gen. Service.
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112, in

Con. on amt. (Mr. Campbell) 6333 (ii).
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s

B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) un amt. (Mr. Landerkin)
5047; in Com., 5354 (ii); Sen. Amts., 7577 (iii).

Penitentiatry Act Aint. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) in Com., 8772 (iii).

Post Office Act Anmt. B. 155 (Mr. Mtdock) on M.
for 10, 5096; in Com., 6105, 6117(ii).

Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.
(stationery) on M. (Mr. Gibson) to conc., 5384.

Ry. Legislation re Working Rules, &c.(remarks)
5748 (ii).
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Clarke, Mr. E. F.-Con.
Ry. Regulations, Aierican Standard,

by Can. Rys. (Ques.) 1969 (i).
Representation iii the H. of C. B.

Mi/ock) min% M. for ', 3458, 3484 ; on
;702 ; in Comn.. 6768, 6782, 6794; (ii).

Adoption

126 (.\Mr.
M. for 2°,

Administration of Justice: Miseellaneous (AI ien
Labour Law) 10123 (iii).

Cicil Gort.: Customs (contingencies) 2980, 2989 (i);
-. S. (salaries, contingencies, &c.) 8408; Ont.,
S4-52(iii): Post Office (contingencies, Dead Letter
Branch)569(i)
inigran~M (agents, salaries, &c.) 8491, 85(8,
$~6, St19 (iii).

L9,i/tion : Ilouse of Commons (restaurant-
keeper) 10139:; (voters' lists) 10136 (iii).

Mail Sbi,*idiej, and SS. Suhlrent ions (Murray Bay
and Ouelle River) 10160 (iii).

JIilitia (uinual drill) 5067 ; (military stores)
5429: Yukon Force (transportation and supplies
69J47 (ii.)

(Ocian and River Servire (maintenance) 291 (i.)
Poemt QOliee (Postnasters' salaries) 5813 (ii)
PiU.l Work.v: Buildings (astronomical observa-

tory) 9943; luildings (B.C.) 9989; (lighting, &e.)
7697: (Ont.) 7626, 7629; (elevator, East Block)
9961: Ottawa (military store) 9942; Dredging
(lant) $143; Harbours and Rivers(N.B.) 7763;
Ont., 7966, 7977, 8003; (Toronto Harbour)10067;
(Port Colborne) 9296,9301 ; (P. E. I.)7757; Que.,
8136: (Coteau, dredging) 10039, 10053; (Wharfs,
N. S.) 7706, 7730, 7748 ; Roads and Bridges
(Ottawa) 8147; Yukon (telegraph lines) 1094;
Telegraph Lines (North Shore St. Lawrence)
8149; Yukon (trails, roads and bridges) 10093
(iii.)

Miscellaneous (National Art Gallery) 8149; (pur-
chase of oil paintingp 8150; (statue of Her Maj.)
8150 (iii.)

Railways: P. E. I (Mount Stewart wharf) 5778;
(private cars) 5788 (ii.)

Toronto P. 0., Appnnts. by Govt., Naines, Sal-
aiies, &e. (Ques.) 1981 (i).

Appnmts. since 1896 (M. for Ret.)2905 (i).
Yukon Provisional District Act Ant. B. 186(Mr.

Sifton) in Coin., 98M (iii).
Liquor Permits, Cor. between N. W. T.

Govt. and Int. Dept. (M. for copies*) 1878 (i).
-- Transportation Cos. employed by Govt.,

Amotunts paid, &c. (Ques.) 1958 (i).

Cochrane, Mr. E., £st fNorthumberland (Ont.).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) in Con., 5941 (ii).
Edmonton and Saskat.hewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93

(Mr. Oliver) in Com., 4304, 4311 (ii).
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.

Lemieux) in Com. on ant. (Mr. Campbell)
6334 (ii).

Penitentiary Act Anmt. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) in Com., 8772 (iii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coin on Res.,
9321, 9470 (iii).

xvii

i Cochrane, Mr. E.- Con.
SUPPLY :

Civil Government: Customs (contingencies) 2"85
(): Publie Works (salaries) 7549 (iii).

C.,stoima: B.C. (contingencies, &c.)'8453(iii).
Do.m. Lands (Chief Inspector, salary) 9023 (iii).
Immi'gration (agents, &., salaries, &c.)8485,8495,

8515 fiii).
Legislation: louse of Commons (voters' lists)

10134 (iii); (stationcry supplies) 5735 (ii).
Liqhthouse and Coast Service (construction,ke.)

5160; (supplies, &c.) 3537 tii).
Mail Subuidies and SS. Subventions (G. B. and

Can.) 8668 (iii).
Militia: Yukon Force (transportation and sup-

plies) 6350 (ii).
Ocean a nd Ricer Sercice (maintenance) 2990, 3024

(i).
Pullic Works: Harbours and Rivers, N.S. (Ches-

zetcook Wharf)1005; (Malignant Cove Break-
water) 10003; Que., 8129; (Sabrevois Wharf)
10032; (St. Lawrence River h'hannel) 7562;
(Montreal Harbour Improvements) 9978;
(Wharfs, N.S.) 7707, 7737 (iii).

Railways: I.C.R. (accommodation, St.John) 7415
(iii); P.E.L (Mount Stewart Wharf) 5778 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt B. 128 (Sir
Henryi Joly) in Coin., 3892 (ii).

Copp, Mr. A. J. S., bigby.
Can. Mining and Metallurgical Co.'s incorp. (B.

113) 1, 2790 (i).
Ottawa River Water Power, Lease, Termina-

tions, &c. (M. for stniit.*) 2961 (i).
SUPPLY:

Leùislation: Hlouse of Commons (voters' lista)
10136 (iii).

Public Works: Buildings (N.S.) 9947; Ilarbouis
and Rivers, N.S. (Belliveau Breakwater)10000;
(Trout Cove Breakwater) 10000 (iii).

Costigan, Hon John, Victoria, N.B.
Christie, Mr. W. J., Dismaissal from Inland Rev.

Dept., O.C.'s, Reps., Cor., &c., on M. (Mr.
Roche) for Copies, 2406 (i).

Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 26) 3 ni.,
2934(i).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., Letter read by P. M. G.,
on Order, Ques. of (Mr. Foster) 5010 (i).

Personal Explanation,Changeof Attitude towards
his Party, 3555, 3647 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9507 ; in Con. on Bill, 9828 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) in Com., 6952 (iii).

SuPPLY:
I"ueries (Noble Brou.) 4251(i).

Weights and Measures Act Ant. B. 128 (Sir
Henry Joly) in Com., 9887 (iii).

Cowan, Mr. M. K., South Essex.
Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, &c.,

on prop. Res. (Mr. Sproule) 4837 (i).
Civil Service, Attachmaent of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1932 (i).
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cowan, Mr. M. K.-Con.
Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in

Com., 6455 (i).
Meagher, Thos., Seizure by U.S. Authorities, (M.

for Ret.) 2742, 2754 (i).
Quick, Mr. James, Dismissal as Lighthouse-

keeper, par. in Windsor World, 7219 (iii).
Ry. Aet Amt. (B. 97) 1°*, 2247 (i).
Ry. Subsidies, &c., Order (Quesz of) Unparlia-

mentary Language, 9208 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Jaetice (Exchequer Court) 5474
(ii).

A rtr, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8286
(iii).

Immigration (agents, ke., salaries, &c.) 8477 (iii).
Temperance Act (1864) Amt. (B. 131) 1°, 3874 (i).
Tobacco Experimental Station, Establishment in

Essex Co., (Ques.) 2486 (i).
Foreign Leaf, Percentage required under

Regulations (Ques.) 248 (i).
Gr àwn in Essex Co., Excise Duties, &c.,

par. in Ottawa Citizen, 2117 (i).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henry Joly) in Com., 9886 (iii).

Criaig,Mr. T. D., East Durham.
Address, on The, 275 (i).

on amt. (Mr. Bertramn) to amt. (Mr. Clarke)
1772 (i).

Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on
M. for Com., 3308 (i.

Budget, The, 2590 (i).
Binder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

aijn., 7205 (iii).
Bounties un Iron and Steel B. 161 (Mr. Fielding)

in Com., 7644 (iii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 63 (Mr. McMullen) on

M. for 2°, 3326 (i).
Combinations in Restraint of Trade Prevention

Act Amt. B. 40 (Mr. Sproule) on M. for 20,
1946 (i).

C<riminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction B.
2 (Mr. Charlton) in Com., 2526; on M. for 3<,
2914 (i).

Customs and Inland Revenue Depte. Act Amt.
(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8940 (iii).

G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law
Enforcement, on M. (Mr. Ross Robertsm) to
adjn., 3979 (i).

Pacifie Cable between Australia and Can. Agree-
ment B. (Mr. Muock) prop. Res., 8370 (iii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res (Mr. Flint) 88U (iii).

Speeches of Members, Limitation, &c., on M.
(Mr. Charlton) for Sel. Com., 2761 (i).

SupomT:
Ci gowrmeat: Customs<sslmr;s)20; Tnland

Revenue (salaries) 2101; Marine and Fishe
(salaries) 2103; Militia and Defnce (salaries)
2mn .

Inalgrtion (agents' ale)85(iii).

Crai, Mr. T. D.-Con.
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henry Joly) in Com., 3896 (i).

Davies, Hon. Sir L. H., K.C.M.G., West
Queen'se P. E.I.

Address, The, on amt. (Mr. Bertran) to amt.
(Mr. Clarke) 1598 (i).

Alien Labour Law, Enforcenient at Toronto, In-
structions to Agent (Ans.) 3084 (i).

Annapolis and Digby Basin, Reps. re Buoys, &c.
(Ans.) 4993 (i).

Buoy Service, Expiration of Mr. Mc-
Carthy's Contract for Maintenance, &c. (Ans.)-
4057 (1h).

Beauharnois Water Power, Improvement of
(Ans.) 1883 (i).

See "Valleyfield."
Behring Sea Arbitration, Cost to Govt., &c.

(Ane.) 2186 (i).
Berthier (en haut) Publie Building, Purchase of

Site, &c., Postmaster's Salary, &c. (Ans.)1893
(i).

Construction, &c. (Ans.) 2703 (i).
Bilodeau, Mr. L P., Employment by Govt. (Ans.)

3336 (ii).
Brockville Election, Mailing of Voters' Lists,

(Ans.) 2482 (i).
Ballot Papers, Printing and Distribution

(Ans.) 3074(i).
Brotchies' Ledge Lighthouse, Completion and

Operation (Ans.) 2331 (i).
Brown, Barth., Campobello, N.B., Emplymt. by

Govt. (Ans.) 4482 (ii).
Canadian Coast, Surveys of Current, &c. (Ans.)

1824 (i).
Canadian Fishermen and American Fish Trusts,

Complaints, re and Official Reps. (Ans.) 4993.
Chamberland, Mr. F. F., Charges against, Letter

from Achille Lebel, (Ans.) 1881, 2900 (i).
Chemainus, B.C., Pilotage Lmite (Ans.)5312 (ii).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) in Coom., 5900, 5910, 5921(ii),
Clareau, Mr. J. A., Claims for Materials for

Construction, Chicoutimi or Ste. Anne's Wharf
(Ans.) 3335 (i).

Cold Storage for Fish Transportation from Mar.
Prove. (Ams.) 1978 (i).

Preservation of Bait for Fishermen (Ans.)
1978 (i).

Collingwood Harbour, Assignment of Contractors
(Ans.)1893 (i).

Conviets, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir
Wfrid Laurier) in Com., 9608 (iii).

Contracta let without Tender since June, 1896, on
M. (Mr. Davin) for O. C. 5334 (i).

Criminal Code (1892) Act Amt. (B. 168) 1°*,
6397 (ii).

B. 36 (Mr. Britton) on M. for 2°, 2162,
2175 (i).



INDEX.

Davies, Hon. Sir L. H.-Con.
Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson)in Com.,

6446 (i).
Dick, Isaac, Fishery Guardian, N.B., Dismissal,

&c. (Ans.) 7765 (iii).
Dolphin, Fishery Cruiser, Sale of, &c. (Ans.)

1s56 (i).
Dom. Rifle Association, Annual Grant by Govt.

of Transport and Entrance Fees to limited
number, on prop. Res. (Mr. Hu.ghes) 2360 (i).

%rainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on
M. to ref. B. to Sel. Com., 2159 (i).

Fisheries, Deptl. Rep. (presentedp 700 (i).
'ishery Officers, Leeds Co., Dismissal, &c. (Ans.)

1818 (i).
Fourchie Harbour, Dredging, &c. (Ans.) 2904 (i).
Fraser River (B.C.) Miller's Landing Improve-

inents, Expenditure, &c. (Ans.) 2701 (i).
Fraser and Skeena River Fish Hatcheries, Erec-

tion by Govt. (Ans.) 4058 (ii).
Gabarus Breakwater, Inspection, &c., by Govt.

(Ans.) 2698 (i).
Gallant, W. A., Engineer Point Lepreaux Fog-

alarm, Disniissal, &c. (Ans.) 4806 (ii).
Gananoque Public Buildings, Heating, Tenders,

&c. (Ans.) 1881 (i).
Giant's Tomb Lighthouse-keeper, Salary, &c.,

(Ans.) 1834 (i).
Glass, Jas., Fishery Guardian at Charlotte, N.B.

A ppnit. by Govt. (Ana.) 4482 (ii).
Goderich Harbour I:nprovement, Contracta, &c.

(Ans.) 1881 (i).
('Oorernur Pingree and J. B. Lo>we, Stra., Registry

in Cun. (Ans.)1856 (i).
Grey, Robert, Lighthouse.keeper at Entrance

Island, Resignation, &c. (Ans.) 7319 (iii).
Hope Island Lighthouse-keeper, Name, Salary,

&c. (Ans.) 1834 (i).
Appnmt. by Govt. (Ans.) 5487 (ii).

Hudson Straita, Navigability, Cost of Expedition,
&c. (Ans.) 3338 (ii).

I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair), in Com. on
Res., 3408 (ii).

G. T. IL Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in
Corm., 4597, 4639 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Sir Charles BiUert Tup.
per) 4455.

Harris, Mr. A. H., Duties, &c., as Traffie
Manager (Ans.) 1980 ().

InIand Fisheries, Issue of Licenses by Local Govt.
(remarks) 2910 ().

L'Ardoise Breakwater, Amount expended by
Govt. (Ans.) 1886 ().

Chapel Cove Breakwater, Construction
by Govt. (Ans.) 2905(ihl

Lenoir, Fishery Overseer, Ret. laid on Table,
4268 (ii).

License Fees for Fishing Traps, Issue of (remarks)
2017 (i).

xi

Davies, Hon. Sir L. I.-Con.
Lighthouse Service, B.C., Adjustment of Salaries

(Ans.) 3821 (ii).
Lobster Commissioners' Rep. (Ans.) 2319 (i).

(remarks) 2249, 2909 (1).
Pets. re Extension of Fshing Season (Ans.)

6122, 6561 (ii).
On M. (Mr. McLennan, Inverness) to

Com. of Sup., 7681 (iii).
Regulations (remarks) 3960 (ii).
Seizure of Traps, &c., on M. (Mr. Martin)

to Com. of Sup., 5505 (ii).
McKeen's Point, Construction cf Storm Signala,

cost, &c. (Ans.) 3083 (i).
Marine, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 1165 (i).
Midland Harbours, Amt. of Dues collected (Ans.)

1834 (i).
Milltown, N.B., Appnmt. of Fishery Guardian

(Ans.) 4482 (ii).
Mistassini and Ste. Méthode Storehouses, Con-

struction, &c., Name of Contractors, &c. (Ans.)
1888 (i).

Naturalization Act Amt. B. 37 (Mr. Mclnnes)on
M. for2, 2178 (i).

Naval Brigade Reserve, &c., organized by Can.
Govt., Cor. with Imp. Govt., &c. (Ans.) 6048
(ii).

Navigable Waters Protection Act. Amt. (B. 137)
1°, 4150; 2 2m., 6118 (ii); Sen. Amts., 9597,
(iii).

B. 19 (Mr. BriUon) in Com., 1897 (i).
Newfoundland Regulations re Live Bait (re-

marks) 2194, 2696 (i).
Regulations re Export (remarks) 6938 (iii).
Supply of Bait, Cor., &c. (remarks) 9465

(iii).
O'Donahue, Mr. W. T., Caretaker at Roberval,

Salary, &c. (Ans.) 3335 (ii).
See "Roberval,"&c.

Oyster Beds, B.C., Clains of Nanaimo Ry. Co.
(Anq.) 3821 (ii).

Pednault, Mr. P.. Emplymt. by Govt., Salary,
&c. (Ans.) 3337 (ii).

Penberthy Injector Co.'s Patent Relief B. 141
(Mr. McGregor) in Com., 6878 (ii).

Personal Explanation, par. in Montreal Star, 618,
701 (i)

Petit de Grat Breakwater, Amount expended by
Govt., Inspection, &c. (Ans.)1886 (i).

P.E.I. Ry. and Branch Lines, Pets., Res., &c.,
on M. (Mr. Ma rtin) 2384 (i).

P.E.I. and G.B., Cold Storage and SS. Com-
munication (remarks) 5493(Ii).

Murray Harbour and Charlottetown An-
thorization B. 183 (Mr. Blair) in Con., 9752
(iii).

Winter Mail Service, Contract, &c., on
M. (Mr. Martin) for Copies, 3142().

Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes poled,
Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2041(i).
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Davies, Hon. Sir L. H.-Con.
Prohibition Plebiscite, Expenses in Montreal

City, Amounts unpaid, &c. (Ans.) 5312 (i).
--- Poll-books, Voters' Lists, on M. (Mr.

Moore) for Copies, 2906 (i).
Pub. Accounts Coin., Meetin, -i(remarki) 2965(i).

Delay in Meeting (Man. Election Fraude)
on M. (Sir Charles M. Tupper) t oadjn.,.238 (i).

Public Works 'Preservation of Publie Health) B.
105 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) in Coin., 7t>74 (iii).

Inspection, Expenses of Tour', Naime of
Str., &c. (Ans.) 1881 (i).

Quadra, Str, Payment of Crev: and Officers
(Ans.) 3076 (i).

Quebec Harbour Conuissioners' Consolid. Act
Amt. B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Com., 5930 (ii).

B. 178 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9692;
in Com., 9868 (iii).

Quick, Mr. James, Dismissal as Lighthouse-
keeper, par. in Windsor World, 7222 (iii).

Ry. Policy of Govt. re Yukon Rys. Cos., on M.
(Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4750 (ii).

- Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9767
(iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 in Com.,
6924, 6940, 6963 (iii).

Restigouche Boom Co.'s B. 65 (Mr. McAlister) on
Order being called for 2°, 2152, 2°, 2649 (i).

Return, on Inquiry, Newfoundland Regulations
re purchasing of Bait by Canadians 2696 (i).

Returns, Inquiry for (Sir Charles Hibbert TIupper)
3499, 4151 (ii).

re P.E.I., on Inquiry for, 3878 (ii).
(Mr. Gillies) 4552 (i).
(Mr. Méartin) 6319 (ii).
Inquiry for, 10225 (iii).

Richelieu River, Placing of Buoys, Contracts,
&c. (Ans.) 3796 (ii).

Rivière du Loup Wharf, Charges against Mr.
Chamberland (Ans.) 1884, 2900 (i).

Rivière la Pipe Wharf, Cost of, &c. (Ans.) 1892
(i).

and Peribonka Wharfs, Emplymt. of
Labourers, &c. (Ans.) 3337 (ii).

Roberval Dredging Scows, Construction, &c.
(Ans.) 1888 (i).

Safety of Ships (B. 170) 1°, 6929; 2' m., 9598
in Cum., 9599 (iii).

Sharnrock, Tug, Amount paid John C. Kaine,
&c. (Ans.) 5666 (ii).

St. Joseph de Lévis Graving Dock, Lengthening
(Ans.)1882 (i).

St. Lawrence, North Shore Telegraph Line, Con-
tract for Poles, &e. (Ans.) 35(ii).

Channel, Protection to Navigation (re-
marks) 34 (ii).

See Telegraphs.

Davies, Hon. Sir L H.- Con.
Skelton rs. The Queen, on Inciuiry (Mr. Darin)

for Rep. of Min. of Jus. rc Release (reniarks)
7441, 8171 (iii).

on Inquiry (Mr. Da rin) for Papers, 7770
Soulanges Carial, Contracts, on M. (Mr. Tayiloir)

for Cor., Notices, &c., 1861 (i).
Steamship Service between P. E. I. and Liver-

pool, par. in Exainminer. 3543 (ii).
Steveston, B.C., Tidal Lands, Claims for L-eases,

&c. (Ans.) 3S22 (ii).
Applications for Le'ases, 1892, &c. (Ans.)

4058 (ii).
Stikine-Teslin Route, Survey, Rep. of Engineer

(Ans.) 1886 (i).
Stock, David, Relief B. 88 (Mr. McCarthit) in

Com., 3491 (ii).
Supply (M.) for Com., 3997 (hi).

SUPPLY :

Adminietration of Juytice: Yukon (additional
Judge) 10193 (iii).

Cicil Gorernment: (ustoms (contingencies) 29S1;
Finance (contingencies) 2277; Marine and Fish-
eries (contingencies) 2276 (i), 5024(ii); (salaries)
2102; Privy Couneil (salaries) 204 (i)M; Publie
Works (printing, &c.)5072 (ii); Trade and Com-
merce (sataries) 2107 (i).

FiAheries (Behring Sea expenses) 5180, 5181 (ii);
(cold storage for hait, &c.) 10163'iii); (dismissal
of Capt. Babb) 4256 ; (gratuity to Com. Wake-
ham) 5183; (jurisiietion) 4242; (oyster culture)
4241; (Noble Bros.) 4244 ; (professional services
to Mr. Hall) 5183 ; (salaries of Inspectors) 4013;
Protection Service, 4719; (repaire, &c.)5180 (ii).

Legidlation: House of Commons (Dep. Speaker's
salary) 2278; (voter's liste) 2281, 2292(); (Wood,
Mr., late M.P., sessional indemnity) 10201 (iii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (construction, .âe.)

5116; (gratuities) 5179; (salaries, &c.)3523 (ii);
(Traverse lighthou.e) 10162 (iii); cone., 6385 (ii).

Marine Hopitale (care of sick scamen)4009; (ship-
wrecked seamen) 4013 (ii).

Miecellaneous (refund of duties on fish,&c.,P.E.1.
10169,10185 (iii).

Ocean and River Service (Bear River, removal of
old piers)10162 (iii); (Bird Rnck) 6384 (ii); (life-
saving rewards) 306A; (maintenance) 2989 (i),
5101 (ii); (masters and mates) 3S8 C)-; ("Minto"
construction) 10161 (iii); (registrations) 3065;
(removal of obstructions) 3M6; (wreck investi-
gations) 3065(il.

Public Werka: Harbours and Rivers (Man.)8083;
(Ont.) 7980; (N.S.)5200 (ii); P.E.L (Canoe Cove
breakwater) 10007; (Rocky Point breakwater)
10006 (iii); (St. Lawrence Ship Channel) 5087

(ii), 7601; (West Point Pier) 10006; Que.,8112,
8121 (Coteaudredgingt)10055; Telegraphs (Cheti-
camp and Meat Cove) 10O2 (iii); Yukon
District (telegraph lines)5.,56U (ii).

Railvays. L C. R. (aecommodation, St. John)
7169 (iii); P. E. LI. (Mount Stewart Wharf)
5755(ii).

Scientife Intitutona (Toronto Observatory) 5179.
Steamboat IAnspection (Dom. Steamers and Fog

Alarme) 4240,4714 (à).
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Davies, Hon. Sir L H.-Con.
Telegraph Linee, North Shore, St. Lawrence,

Contracta, &c. (Ans.) 1890, 1891 (i).
Sec St. Lawrence.

Tidal Survey, on M. for Com. of Sup., 3516 (ii).
Can. Waters, Pets. re (Ans.) 3795 (ii).
Stmnt. of Min. as to remarks of Allan SS.

Captains, Rep. of Capt. Spain, &c., 3262 (i).
Toronto P. 0., Appnmts. since 1896, on M. (Mr.

Clarke) for Ret., 2906 (i).
Travelling Expenses of Minister of Pub. Works

and Private Secretary, &c. (Ans.)1880 (i).
U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi

Licenses, Concessions granted, &c. (Ans.) 2331.
Valleyfield Publie Buildings, Erection of (Ans.)

1883 (i).
Water Power, Deepening of Bay (Ans.)

1882 (i).
Veldt Rabbi, Dismissal as Chaplain St. Vincent

de Paul Penitentiary (remarks) 10246 (iii).
Victoria, B.C., P. 0., Safes, Elevators, &c.,

Tenders for (Ans.) 1887 (i).
Wharfs Revenue, &c., Stmnt. promised (re-

marks) 10221 (iii).
Yukon Provisional District Act Aint. B. 186

(Mr. Sifton) in Com., 9853 (iii).
Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on

M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of
Slip., 6226 (ii).

Letters fromx Americans rc Administra-
tion (Ans.) 3823 (i).

Messrs. Coste and Lafontaine's Instruc-
tion (Ans.) 1893 (i).

Skagway and Dawson Telegraph Line,
Construction by English ('o. (Ans.) 3073 (i).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henru Joly) in Con., 3887(ii).

Wood Island, P.E.I., Lightkeeper, Charges
against, Rep. of Commissioner, &c. (Ans.)
2327 (i).

on M. (Mr. Martin) for Copies of Cor., &c.,
4817 (i) 10117 (iii).

Davin, Mr. N. P., West Assiniboia.
A ddress, on The, 338 (i).

on amt. (Mr. Bertran) to amt. (Mr.
Clarke) 1807 (i).

Agricultural Inplements, Reduction of Duty,
(prop. Res.)5861, 5893(ii).

Agriculture, Minister of, Travelling and Living
Expenses, &c. (Ques.) 1825 (i).

Binder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to
adjn., 7206(iii).

B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-
gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) ta adjn., 6865,
6879 (iii).

Business of the Hse., on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
to take in Mondays, 6280 (ii).

Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.
Riehardson) in Coin., 5925 (ii).

Davin, Mr. N. F.-Con.
Coal Oil, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davis) to place

on Free List, 1999 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2125 (i).

Commercial Treaties with British Indies, &c., on
M. (Mr. Kaulback) to Com. of Sup., 8175 (iii).

Contractslet without Tender since June,1896(M.
for 0. C.'s,) 5314, 5348 (ii).

Convicts, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 9601, 9728 (iii).

Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.
(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8932; in Com. on B.
9662 (iii).

Dom. Lands Act Aint. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) on M.
for 10, 4894 ; in Con., 6404, 6410, 6424; on M.
for 3°, 6459 (ii).

Dry Dock Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fidding) in
Com., 8757 (iii).

Elevator Restrictions and C. P. R., Legislation
respecting (Ques.)2903 (i).

Galician Settlement at Saltcoats, Commissioner's
Investigation (renark) 6935 (ii).

Outbreak of Scarlet Fever (remarks) 4895.
General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henry

Jolp) in Com., 9637, 9646, 9651 (iii).
Grain Elevators, N.W.T., par. in Winnipeg Tri-

bune (M.) tu Com. of Sup., 5494 (ii).
Grain Standards, Legislation re Inspection, &c.

(prop. Res.) 3829(ii).
Transit, Man. and N.W.T. Regulation B.

15 (Mr. Douglas) on M. for 24, 1910 (i).
G. T. R. Trackmens' Strike, Settlement, &c., on

M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4536 (ii).
Homestead Law in N.W.T., Interest on Pre-em-

ptions, Menorial from Settlers, &c. (Ques.)
3080 (i).

Inspection (Wheat) Act. Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henry
Jolpy) on M. for 1", 5100 (ii).

on M. for Con. of Ways and Means (re-
marks) 10225 (iii).

I.C.R., Extension to Montreal-G.T.R. Agree-
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4677 (ii).

Rolling Stock, Additions to, par. in
Moncton Star, 6319 (ii).

expenditure (remarks) 6562 (ii).
Klondike Official Guide, Preparation by Mr.

Ogilvie (Ques.)1827 (i).
Library of Parliament, Disturbance by Messen-

gers (remarks) 10140, 10221(iii).
Mail Bags, Contracts between Govt. and Ottawa

Supply Co. (Ques.) 2185 (i).
Mining Claims and Homestead Entries by Govt.

Officials, O.Cs., &c. (M. for copies*) 1877 (i).
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal, on

M. (Mr. Poupore) for Cor., &c., 5370 (ii).
Monnted Police Pension Act Amt. (B. 79) 1°,

2029(i).
Naturalization Act Amt. B. 37 (Mr. McInnes) on

M. for 2, 2179 (i).
Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt. B. 19

(Mr. Britton) on M. for 2°, 1866 (i).

xxi
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Davin, Mr. N. F.-Con.
N.W. Mounted Police, Special Constables, Num-

ber, &c. (Ques.)1843 (i).
N.W.T., Abandoned Homesteads, Dewdney Dis-

trict, Cancellation by Govt. (Ques.) 3074 (i).
Grant Entry to W. C. Middleton, by

Agent at Yorkton (M. for cor., &c.*) 1877 (i).
Seed Grain Indebtedness, Cancellation,

&c., (M.) 2015, 2023 (i).
Seed Grain Indebtedness Security B. 189

(Mr. Sifton) on M. for 1°, 9465 (iii).
Ocean Freight Rates (M. for cor., reps., &c.)

1861 (i).
Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.

187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9613, 9625; in
Com., 9628 (iii).

Ottawa Supply Co. and Contracte with Goyt.
(Ques.) 2185 (ii).

Personal Explanation, par in Man. Frce Press,
1952 (i).

- par. in United Canada re Application for
Mr. Costigan's seat, 3845 (i).

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 173 (Sir Wdfrid Lau-
rier) in Com., 8763 (iii).

Post Office Act Amt. B. 155 (Mr. Mulock) on M.
for 1°, 5097 ; on M. for 2°, 6103 ; in Com., 6107.

Preferential Trade with G.B., on amt. (Sir
Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7874 (iii).

Preston, Mr. W. T. R., Emplymt. by Govt.
(Ques.) 6938 (iii).

Prime Minister's Reply to Invitation to Chicago
Demonstration, par. in Newspaper, 9695.

(M. to adjn.) 9837 (iii).
Letter of Prime Minister to H. H. Kohl-

saat (remarks) 10220 (iii).
Privilege (Ques. of) Insertion of remarks in Han-

sard by Min. of Pub. Works, 421 (i).
-- par. in Daily Patriot, P.E.l., re Sweating

Clause, 9594 (iii).
Privileges and Elections Com., Absence of Min-

isters (remarks) 9182.
Order (Ques. of) 1982.
Stenographers' Fees, 9462 (iii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. iant) 8896 (iii).

-- Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled, Papers
respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn., 2043(j).

Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7654; in
Com., 7674 (iii).

Ry. Act Amt. (B. 72) 1-, 1952 (i).
- B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9733 (iii).

Ry. Commissioners, Establishment of a Board,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rut/rford) 3859, 3861 (ii).

Subidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9208, 9337, 9429, 9468, 9486, 9518, 9530;
in Com. on Bil, 9792 (iii).

Returns, Inquiry for, 8753, 9595, 9M99, 9895,
10116 (iii).

Roadesand Road Allowanoes in Man. B.175 (Mr.
Sifton) on M. for 10, 8152(iii).

Davin, Mr. N. P.-Con.
Rowe, Mrs. Elizabeth, Postnistress at Sintulata,

Dismissal, &c. (Que&) 8468 (iii).
Saskatchewan Valley Ry. Facilities, Res. of

N.W.T. Assembly (Ques.) 3255 (i).
Scrip issued to Half-breeds, par. in Calgary

Herald, 7196 (iii).
Seed Grain Iiidebtedness B. 189 (Mr. Sifton) in

Coi, 9847; (amut.) 9848 (iii).
Liens, Cancellation, Legislation re, Res.

from N.W. Council (Ques.) 2903 (i).
Sintulata Postmistress, Dismissal, &c. (Ques.)

$468 (iii).
on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks) 10118.

Skelton vs. The Queen, Inquiry for Rep». of Min.
of Jus. re release (remarks) 7441 (iii).

Rep. of Min. of Jus., 8171 (M.) 8217,
8346 (iii).

Inquiry for Papers, 7770 (iii).

SUPPLY :
Adminiestration of Justice (additional Judge)

10192; (N.W.T.) 10122'; Yukon (living expenses)
10193 (iii).

Art&, Agriculture, dc. (cold storage)8739; (Paris
exhibition) 10149 (iii).

Canal (St. Andrew's Rapids) 10156 (iii.)
Chargea ol Management (printing Dom. notes)

7001 (iii.)
Civil Goot.: Interior (contingencies) 7467; (salar-

ies) 7467: Post Oire., 7330; Publie Works (con-
tingencies) 75'>5; (salaries) 7552 (iii).

Collection of Rerenues (telegra ph lines, N.W.T.)
8183 (iii).

Dominion Land (Inspectors, agents, &c.,) 7528;
(scrip for half-breeds) 7501, 7514; (seed grain)
homesteads, &c., N.W.T.)7525 (iii).

Geological Sreey (artesian borirgs) 7468 (iii).
Gorenrment of N. W. (eboola) 7499 (iii).
Harbours and Rivera: N.S. (amt.) conc., 10218.
Immigration (agents, &o., salaries, &c.) 8484,8498,

856, 8562,8571,8590,8656(iii).
Indiana: N.W.T. (annuities, &c.) 5694 (ii); (In-

dustrial achools) 7487, 7493 (iii); Man. and
N.W.T., 5691; (implements.&ke.) 5716 (0).

Legoilation: House of Commons (gratuity to
Lady Edgar) 10197; (kibrary, messengers, k.)
10140; (restaurant keeper) 10137; (votera' lista)
10135 (iii).

Liqhehouse and Coaet Service (construction, &c.)
5172 (ii); (Traverse lighthouse) 1u162 (iii).

Militia (pay, allowance) 7018 (iii); Yukon Force
(contraet for supplies)621(ii).

Miaeellaneosa (refund-ofduties on ah,&c.,P.E.L)
10179 ; (roads, &c., BanffN.W.T,)7531 (iii).

Poot Ole (Yukon mail servics)7365(iii).
Pfflie Works: Buildings-N.W.T.(improvements,

&c.) 998: (N.S.) 7614; Ottawa, Rideau Hall)
7691; Harbours and Rivers-N.S. (Shag Har.
bour) 99; (Wharfs) 7703; Que. (Coteau,
dredging)10047,1000; (St. Lawrence River ship
channel) 75599 574, 7579, 7605 ;Roads and
Bridges (Edmonton bridge) 8196; (Ottawa)8147.

Railwayp: LC.R. (accommodationSt.John) 7160.
Yukoa PoviionalDistrict (salarieakc.)8959(iii)

Wade, Mr., Emplymt. by Govt. (remarka) 7442
(iii).

xxii
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Davin, Mr. N. F.- -Con.
Yukon Provisional District Act Aint. B. 1861

(M-r. Sifton) in Com., 9850 (iii).
Adninistra ion of, Charges against, on M.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of Sup.,
6262 (ii).

par. in London Tines (M. to adjn.) 6562,
6585, 7535 (iii).

par. in North British Daily Mail, on M.
for Con. of Sup., $020 (iii).

-- Bennett Hospital, Matron and Medical

Supt., Naines, &c. (Ques.) 1979 (i).
Bourassa, Mr., Postnaster at Dawson

City (Ques.) 1833, 1958 (i).
Fawoett, Mr., Dismissal as Gold Commis-

sioner (M. for cor.*) 1878 ().
Lafontaine, Mr. E., Emplymt. by Govt.

(Ques.)198()
Militia Force, Mr. Justice Dugas' repre-

sentations (Ques.) 1842 (i).
strength of Force, Cost of Supplies, &c.

(Ques.) 1831, 1841 (i).
Professional Immorality, Taxes imposed,

&c. (Ques.)1842 (i).
Teslin Lake Ry. Route. Rep. of Engineer

(M. for Copy*) 2026 (i).
Wade, MIr. F. C., Instructions or Pennis-

sion to stake claims, &c. (M. for Copies*) 1877.

Davis, Mr. T. O., Saskatchcitan.
Address, on The, 422 (i).
Agricultural Iniplements, Reduction of Duty,

on prop. Res. (Mr. Darin)5886 (ii).
Binder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

adjn., 7217 (iii).
on M. (Mr. Taylor) to Com. of Sup., 9919.

B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-
gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6883 (iii).

Coal Oil and Free Liât (prop. Res.) 1982 (i).
Amt. (Mr. Fielding,) agreed to (Y. 68;

N. 30) 2014 (i).
-- on prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2130 (i).

Dom. Permanent Loan Co.'s B. 104 (Mr. Clarke)
in CoUL, 6875 (iii).

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93
(Mr. Oliver) in Com., 4847 (i).

General Inspection Act Amt B. 156 (Sir Henry
Joly) in Coi., 9652 (iii).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.
Macpherson) on anit. (Mr. Douglas) to M. for
3°, 4198 (ii).

Half-breede, N.W.T., Cor. between Mr. Mc-
Dowall and Govt., re Reserve (Ques.) 2186 (i).

McKay, Thos., Indebtedness to Govt. for Timber
Dues, Collection, &c. (Ques.) 2486 (i).

Emplymt. by Govt., Salary paid, &c.

(Ques.)2487 (i).
Man. and North-western Ry., Miles Constructed,

Land Subsidies, &c. (Ques.) 2900 (i).
Moody, Inspector of N. V. Mounted Police,

Charges against (Ques.)8219 (iii).

xxiii

Davis, Mr. T. G.-Con.
Nisbet Academy of Prince Albert (B. 10) °l*,618

(i); (M.) for Com., 3842 (ii).
N.-W. Mounted Police, Barracks at Batoche,

Supplies for Construction, &c. (Ques.) 2487 (i).
Rebellion (1885) Claims Commission (M.

for ret.) 3084, 3102 (i).
Seed Grain Indebtedness, Cancellation,

&e.,on M. (%Ir. Da rin) 2019 (i).
Order, (Ques. of) Irrelevancy of Debate 10076 (iii).
Prince Albert Mounted Police Barracks, Date of

Erection, &c. (Ques.) 8467 (iii).
Registry Office, Date of Erection, Coet,

&c. (Ques.) 8468 (iii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9744.

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9393, 9586, 9588 (iii).

Sproule, R. J., Postmaster at Flesberton, Ont.,
Complaints against (Ques.) 9179 (iii).

SUPPLY :
Dom. Lands (seed grain indebtedness) 9015 (iii).
Immigration (agents' salaries, &o.) 858, 8602;

(St. Paul des Metis, seed and grain, &c.) 9M41.
Indiant (Man. and N.W.T.)5692(ii); (Veterinary

surgeons) 10111t(iii).
Miscellaneous(well-boring machine, N.W.T.)9056.
Public Works: Roads and Bridges (Edmonton

bridge) s208 (iii); Yukon District (telegraph
lines)5 50 (ii).

Railcays: P.E.I. (Murray Harbour, &c, con-
struction) 9215 (iii).

Yukon Territory Act Amit. B. !186 (M-r. Sifiton)
in Com., 9858 (iii).

Desmarais, Mr. O., Montreal (St. Jarmcs).
Address, on The, 1245 (iii).

Dobell, Hon. R. R., West Qnebec.
Quebec Harbour Conunismion Consolid. Act Amt.

B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Com., 3920 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Lighthotue and Coaat Service (construction, &c.)
51191,5124(i).

Domville, Mr. James, King's, N.B.
Address, The. on amt. (Mr. Bertram) to amt.

(Mr. Clarke) 1-793 (i).
Business of the Hse. (remarks) 7770 (iii).
Doniville, Lt.-Col., Chargei against (Ques.)1839.

Evidence before Pub. Acets. Com., &c.
(Ques.) 1845(i).

Leave of Absence, par. in St John Su
(Ques.)2899 (i).

Military College, Kingston, Mditia Staff
Amount expended from 1867 to 188q. (M.
ret.*) 2029 (i).

Militia Act Ait. (B. 135) 1°, 4055 (ii).
Militia, 8th Hussars, N.B., Annual Allowanc

(Ques.) 3072 (i).
Stores, Sale of byI.C.R. (Quee.)1858(i).

Transfer, Orders from Dept., &c. (Ques.)
2897 (i).
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Domville, Mr. James-Con.
N.W.T. Rebellion (1885) Claims Commission,

on M. (Mr. Davis) for Ret., 3099 (j).
Parker, Mr. Charles H., Dismissal, &c. (Ques.)

1972 (i).
Personal Explanation, par. in Mail and Empire re

Yukon Charges, 1167 (i).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on prop. Res.

(Mr. McNeill) 8647 (iii).
Pub. Acets. Com., 3rd Report of Com., on M. to

conc., 4148 (il).
Ry. Policy of Govt. re Yukon Rys., on M.

(Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4757 (i).
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9509 (iii.) '
St. John Battalion, Sth Hussars, Charges against

Conimanding Officer, Reps. re Investigation,
&c. (M. for cor.*) 2026 (i.

SUPPLY :
Immigration (agents, &c., salaries, &o.)8482 (iii).
Militia (arms, equipment, &c.) 9151(iii).
Publie Work;: Harbours and Livers (Ont.) 7985.
Railwaym: . C. R. (accommodation at St. John)

7257 (iii).
Sussex, N. B., Erection of Drill Shed (Ques.)

1857 (i).
Yukon Admtinistration, Charges against, par. in

North British Daily Mail, on M. (Mr. Darin)
to Com. of Sup., 8064 (iii).

Council, Names, Appnmt, &c. (Ques.)
1832 (i).

-- Miners' Rights to cut Tiniber, &c. (Ques.)
1836 (i).

Officials, Appnmts. by Govt., Naines, &c.
(Ques ) 1832 (i).

Steauboat Owners, Permitsto eut Timber,
&c. (Ques.) 1836 (i).

Tiniber Regulations, Issue of Permits,
Naies, &c. (Ques.)1836 (i).

Douglas, M. J. M., East Assiniiboia,.
Grain Seed Indebtedness in Man. and N. W. T.

Securities (B. 16) 1', 618 (i).
Trade in Man. and N. W. T. Regulation

(B. 15) 1*, 118 (i); 2 m., 1901 ; M. to ref. to
Sel. Coin., 2195 (i).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.
Macphersun) on M. for 3° (amt.) 4189 (ii).

North-west Territories, Expenditure on Capital
- Account (M. for let.* 1878 (i).

Seed Grain Indebtedness, Cancellation, &c. on
M. (Mr. Daivin) 2024 (i).

Yukon Liquor Permits, Number, Names, &c.
(Ques.) 1843 (i).

Duges, Mr. L. E., Monteam.
Crow's Nest Pass Commission, French Transla-

tion of Rep. (Ques.) 1852 (i).
Experimental Farm, Establishment in St. Jacques

. (Ques.)2110(i).
I. C. R., Deniers, Dr., Ry. Bicycle Riding, &c.

(Ques.) 5308 (i).

Dugas, Mr. L. E.-Con.
I C. R., Lab&le, Mr. L. V.. Emplymt. by Govt..

(Ques.) 1887 (i).
Valcouer, Octave, Emnplymt. by Govt.

(Ques.) 5309 (ii).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Bergercon) Reading Bill in

both Languages, 1649 (ii) ; 8744 (iii).
Pariseau, Mr. C. D., Postiaster at St. Esprit.

Dismissai, &c. (Ques.)1962 (i).
Public Buildings, Ottawa, Tower Clock and Post

Office Clock Lighting, Change of Method, &c.
(Ques.) 6381 (ii).

SL'iPLY:
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8305.
Public Work : Harbours and Rivers, Que. (Sabre-

vois wharf)10038 (iii).
Tobacco, Canadian and Foreign, Excise Diity

paid since 1898, Number of Employees, &c
(Ques.) 3075 (i).

Dyment, Mr. A. E., Akioitn.
Algoma Central Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 71) 1°*,

1949 (i).
Ontario aud Rainy River Ry. Co.'s (B. 121) 1°*,

315C (i).
Sudbury and Wahnapitae Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.

115) 1Y*, 2899 (i).

Earle, Mr. T., Victoria, B. C.
SUi'PLY:-

Canals (Wharfs. &c.) 579 (ii).
Indian:s: B. 0. (reserve commission) 5727 (ii).
Miltira (annual drill) t067; (clothing) 5443;

(military stores) 5424 (ii); (pay, kc,) 7037 (iii);
Yukon Force (supplies)6323, 6342-60 (i); 7037,
7057 (iii).

Pose OîIce: Yukon District (mail service) 6364 (i).
Public Works: Yukon District (telegraph lines)

5606,5630 (ii).

Edwards, Mr. W. 0., Bussell.
Binder Twine, Sale of by Govt., on M. (Mr.

Tayilor) to C4yc,. of SUp., 9917 (iii).
Bounties on 1cozi and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fieldiny) on M. for Com)., 4978 (i).
B. 161((Mr. Fielding) in Com., 7644 (iii).

Central Counties y. Co.'s (B. 58) 1°, 1540 (i).
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal, on

M.·(Mr. Poupore) for Cor., &c., 5368(i).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on e:op. Res. (Mr.

McNeill) 8643 (iii).
Quebec Harbour Conimissioners B. 178 (Mr.

Fielding) in Com., 9879 (iii).
Russell, Dundr.s and Grenville Counties Ry. Co.'s

(B. 59)1, 15-MO (i).

SU1PPLY :
Inmigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8493 (iii).
Publie Works: Harbours and Rivers (Ont.) 7988

(iii); Yukon District (telegraph lines) 5644,5661.
Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddick)

to Comn. of Sup., 6298 (ii).
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EuBis, Mr. J. V., St. John City, N.B.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Fielding) in Com.,

3764 (ii).
B.C. Legislation re Chinefse and Foreign Immi-

gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6897 (iii).
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for Coi., 4982 (i).
Canadian Northern Railway Co's (B. 151) 1°*,

5096 (ii).
Canned Goods Act Ant. (B. 125) 1°*, 3335 (ii).
Chinese Immigration Act Ant..B. 49 (Mr. Max-

well) on M. for 2°, Ques. of Orde-r, 4338 (ii).
Coal Oil on prop. Re. (Mr. Daris) to place on

Free List, 1996 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in

Coii., 6447 (ii).
Debates, Officiai, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translator, on M..to cone., 1744 (i).
-th Rep. (presented) 2529 (i).

Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fielding)
in Comi. on Res., 8474; in Con. on Bill, 8762
(iii).

Excise, Inspection of Sealed Feod Packages. Leg-
islation respecting (Ques.) 2705 (i).

Imperial Service and Can. Brigade and Can.
Searren, on prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2349 (i).

Mint, Establishment by Govt. in Can., on prop.
Res. (Mr. McInnes) 3124 (i).

Nisbet Acadeuy of Prince Albert B. 10 (Mr.
Daris) on M. for Coi., 3842 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2', 9613 (iii).

Post Office Act Ait. B. 155 (Mr. Muilock) in
Conj., 6104, 6114 (ii).

Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2', 7664 (iii).

Quebee Harbour Comnissiorers' Consolid. Act
Ait. B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Coi., 3922 (il).

Railway Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9591 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126(Mr. MuleCk)
in Coi., 6949 (iii).

Safety of Ships B. 170 (Sir Louis Da ries) on M.
for 2, 9599 (iii).

SS. Subsidies between St. John, Halifax and
London, Anmount paid, &c. (Ques.) 2900 (i).

suP»PLY:
jisheriee (protection service) 4720 (iî).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8554 (iii).
Legui#lation (stationery supplies) 5733 (ii).
Public Workear Dredging (plant) 8142; Harbours

and Rivers (Ont.) 7997 (iii).
Ocean and River Bervice (maintenance)'2992.3012
Rail7cays LC.R. (accommodation, St. John) 7164,

7179; P.E.I. (Murray Harbour, &c., cor.struc-
tion) 9221 iii).

Erb, Mr. D. K., South Perth.
Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddick)

to Coi. of Sup., 6317 (ii).

Post Office (postmasters' salaries) 5808 (ii).

xxv

Ethier, Mr. J. A. 0., Treo Mountains.
Criminal Code (Execution of Death Sentence)

(B. 80) 10, 2C02 (i).
I. C. R. Ex.tension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4665
SUPPLY:

Art., Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations)I8314
(iii).

Featherston, Mr. J., Peel.
Cattle Inspection, Montreal, Regulations, &c.

(Ques.) 10115 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Artt, Agriculture, &c. (cold storage) 8742(iii).
immigration (agents, salaries, &c.)860 (ii).

Fielding, Hon.W. S., Shelburne and Queevs, N.S.
Address, The, on amt. (Mr. Bertraim) to ant.

(Mr. C/arke) 1640 (i).
Annapolis Co., Port George Harbour, Pier, &c.

(Ans.) 7532 (iii).
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Lander-

kin) in Com., 7575 (iii).
.- tlantic Fast SS. Service, and Messrs. Petersein,

Tate & Ce.'s Ieposit (Ans.)1883, 2481 (i).
Aud. Gen.'s Rep. (presented) 1165, 2180 (i).
Banking Act Amnt. (B. 127) 1°, 3497; in Com.,

37r3 (ii).
Beet Rot Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, &e.,

on prop. Res. (Mr. Sproule) 4840 (ii).
Benevolent Societies incorp. (B. 87) 1°, 2109 (i).
Bounties on Iron and Steel (prop. Res.) 4150;

(M.) for Com. on Res., 4967 ; in Com., 4989 (ii).
(B. 161) 1°*, 5744 (ii) ; in Com., 7638 (iii).

Budget Speech and Estimuates (renarks) 1952 (i).
(date of delivery) renarks, 2249 (i).
Financial Stateient, 2410 (i).

Burns, Mr., Priv. Sec. Min. of Fin., Appnixt. to
Permanent Force (Ans.) 8469 (iii).

Business of the Hse. re Estimates, 2025 (i).
(reiarks) 9177 (iii).

Can. Permanent and Western Can. Mortgage
Co.'s B. 75 (Mr. OsIer) in Com , 4846 (ii).

Central Railway, Cor., &c., in Dept., on Inquiries
for, 5667 (ii).

Civil Service Act Ait. Bill (Ans.) 1956 (i).
Clarke vs. The Queen, Claims against Govt., on

M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupperñ to Con. of
Sup.. 5752(i).

Clark, H. W., Services as Engineer on Dredge
"4Canada " (Ans.) 8630 (iii).

Coal Oil, on prop. Res. (Mr. Dais) to place on
Free List. 1998 (i).

on Prop. Res. (Mr. Mtoore) 2126 (i).
Colborne and Maitlaud Ports, Harbour Imuprove-

ments, Reps., &e. (remarks)8633 (iii).
on Inquiry (Mr. Montageuc) for Reps. of

Engineers, &c., 7771 (iii).
Sec 'ort Colborne.

Comibinations in Restraint of Trade Prevention
Act Ant. B. 40 (M-r. Aproue) on M. for 20,

.1945 (i).
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Fielding, Hon. W. S.-Con.
Commercial Treaties with British W. Indies, &c.,

on M. (Mr. Kaifliach) to Com. of Siup, 8173 (iii).
Comîpanies Act Amt. (B. 160) in Coin., 8774 (iii).
Counterfeit Bills, Circulation, &c. (reniarks)

5206 (ii).
Cuistois Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson)in Com.,

6446 (ii).
Custois and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.

(B. 182) prop. Res., 8753 ; in Coi. on Res.
8924; 1°, 8947 ; in Com., 9676 (iii).

Dep. Speaker's Delegation of Powers, on Ques. of
Order (Mr. Bergeron) 5483 (il).

Dom. and Ont. Accounts, Indebtedness of Dom.,
1898 (Aus.) 3545 (ii).

Drill Hall, Vancouver, Contract for Construction,
Tenders, &c. (Ans.) 6122 (ii); 7765 (iii).

Dry Docks Construction (B. 177) prop. Res., 6123
(ii) 8472; in Comn on Res., 8473 (iii); 1°* of B.,
8474; in Coin., 8757 (iii).

Dry Dock, Victoria, B.C., Pets. re Reduction of
Charges, &c. (Ans.) 7766 (iii).

Estate Duty, Cor. incomplete (rernarks) 8221 (iii).
Estimates, Year ending 1900 (presented) 2026 (i).

Suppl. (Ans.) 4147 (ii).
ending 1899 (presented) 4857 (ii).
Suppl. 1900 (remarks) 6459 (ii).
(remarks) 7242, 7442 (iii).
ending 1900 (presented) 7638 (iii).
Further (presented) 9835 (iii).

Esquimalt (B.C.) Dry Dock, Reduction, &c.,
Rates, Pets. against, &c. (Ans.) 6122 (ii).

Financial Situation (reply) to Mr. Foster, 10246.
Friendly Society Insurance,Govt's. Policy re Leg-

islation (remarks) 3342 (il).
Govt. Property, B.C., Lease, &c., Cor. respecting

(Ans.) 8466 (iii).
Halifax Harbour Lightship and Resolutions of

Board of Trade (remarks) 8921 (iii).
Huron and Erie Loan and Savings Co's B. 74

(Mr. Beattie) in Com., 4846 (il).
Insurance Act Amt. (B. 86) 1°, 2108 (i); 2° m.,

3504 (ii); M. for Con., 6391; in Coi., 6391 (ii)
7001 (iii).

Rates, Mar. Provs., Advancement in Price
(remarks) 8922 (iii).

.C.R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Coi. on
Res., 3734 ; on M. for 1°, 3769 (ii).

G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair)in
Com. on Res., 4125 ; in Com., on Bill 4597,
4635, 4705, 4711 (ii).

- Order, Ques. of (Mr. Bergeron) reading
Bill in both languages, 4649 (ii).

on Ques. of Order (Mr. Borden, a ali-
fax) 4446 (ii).

Iron Doors for Public Buildings, Purchase by
Govt. (Ans.) 4273 (ii).

Loan Companies (B. 164)1°, 6120; 20 mn., 6391;
(M.) to ref. to Com. on Banking and Commerce,
6391 (ii); in Con., 8475 (iii).

Fielding, Hon. W. S.- -Con.
Members (Pictou) Mileage Allowance (Ans.>'

6722 (ii).
Mess. froi His Ex. (presented) 2026 (i) 7638 (iii.)
Mint, Govt., Establishment in Can. (Ans.) 2190-

(j).
on prop. Res. (Mr. McInnes) 3111 (i).

Montreal Island Belt Line Rty. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.
Lemitieux) in Com. on ant. (Mr. Canpbell)
6336 (ii).

Montreal Harbour Commissioners (B. 179) 1°,
8752; in Coin., 9880 (iii).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. and Cor.
with Mins. of Crown on M. (Mr. Prior) to
Coin. of Sup., 5562, 5563, 5567 (ii).

North Shore Ry., Payment to Quebec Govt. by
legisiation of 1884 (Ans.) 3080 (i).

Ont. Provincial Debt. Reduction of Interest
(Ans.) 3074 (i).

Order (Ques. of) wthdw. the word "impertinent,"
5607 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization (B.
187) in Coi.. on Res., 9186 ; 2 i., 9609; in
Coin. (ait.) 9626 (iii).

Parit. Buildings, Tower Clock, Change in Mode
of Lighting, Cost, &c. (Ans.) 6121 (i).

Naine of Contractor and Inventor (Ans.)

6381 (ii).
Petroleum Refineries, License Fees (prop. Res.)

3647 (ii).
Port Colborne, Harbour Improvements, Contract,

&c. (remarks) 9310 (iii).
Port Maitland Harbour, on Inquiry (Mr. Mon-

tague) for Reps., &c., 9185 (iii).
&c Colborne.

Prince Albert Mounted Police Barracks, Date of
Erection, &c. (Ans.) 8467 (iii).

-- Registry Office, Date of Erection, Cost,

&c. (Ans.) 8468 (iii).
Privilege, Ques. of (Sir Charles Tupper) 9181 (iii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, Royal Coin -

mission, Cost, &c. (Ans.) 1885 (i).
Plebiscite, Amount paid and Balance due

(Ans.) 5859 (i).
Bagot Co., Unpaid Claims, &c. (Ans.)

1967 (i).
Pub. Accounts Committee, Meeting (remnarks)

2604 (i).
Quebec Harbour Cominissioners' Consolid. Act

Amnt. B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Com., 3940 (ii).
(B. 178) 10, 8751; 2° m., 9683; in Coin.,

9868 (iii).
Amount expended and Loans advanced

by Govt. (Ans.) 5309 (il).

Ry. Subsidies in Pub. Accounts, 1898, Suins paid
to Prov. of Quebec (Ans.) 3267 (i).

Resolutions (remarks)8633, 8922 (iii).
B. 190 (Mr. Blair) prop. Res., 8914 ; in

Con. on Res., 9444; in Coin. on Bill, 9-68,
9778 (iii).
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Fielding, Hon. W. S. - Con.
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) in Comi., 6941, 6979 (iii).
Returns, Incomplete (remarks) 9836 (iii).
Ste. Geneviève, Land Danages, &c., Rep. of

Commissioner (Ans.) 6934 (iii).
St. Louis Lake, Dredging, &c. (Ans.)8219 (iii).
Senate and H. of C. Act Aimt. (B. 191) 1°, 9696;

2° in., 9845; in Com., 9846 (iii).
Subsidies. See Rys.
SUPPLY:

(M.) for Com., 2047, 2250 (i), 4171, 6281, 6462 (i);
7001, 7675,7l73,8172, 8221, 10118 (iii).

On M. (Mr. Foster) that Com. rise, 5481 (ii).
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (cold storage) 8730 (iii).
Canals?: Lachine (Heney & Borthwick's claims)

10153; Sault Ste. Marie (Ryan's claim) 10152
(iii): Welland (remission of arrears for rental)
5792 (ii).

Charges of Management (agents' salaries) 5012;
(printing Dom. notes) 5012 (ii) 7001 (iii).

Civil Gorernment: Aud. Gen.'s Office (salaries)
2086; Customs (contingencies) 2981; Finance
(salaries) 2090 (i) 5016 (ii); Gov. Gen.'s Sec.'s
Office, 2047 (i); High Commissioner's Office
(contingencies) 8749 (iii); Inlancl Rev.(elerical
assistance).5015 (ii); Interior (salaries)2078 (i);
N. W. Mounted Police (talaries)2083(i); Publie
Works (con tingencies) 7554 (iii); (printing, &c.)
572; (printing, stationery, &c.) 5085 (ii); (sala-
ries) 7536, 7547 (iii); Printing and Stationery
(salaries) 2077; Privy Couneil (salaries) 2051 (i);
Railways (salaries) cone., 6382 (ii); Sec. ofState
(Mungavan, P., salary, &c.) 2076 (i), '5019, 5853
(ii); Trade and Commerce (salaries)2107 (i).

collection of Revenues (letters ofcredit) 8191 (iii);
(Publie Works Agency, B. C.) 8190 ; (repairs
to docks, &c) 8178; St. Lawrence (telegraph
and cable) 8181; Slides and Booms (salaries,
&c.)8178; Telegrapb Lines, (B.C.) 8184; (N.W.T.)
8183; (Pelee Islands) 8188; (P.E.I.) 8180 (iii).

Cuetons: B.C. tcontingencies, &c.) 8459; N.B.,
8405; cone., 10208 (iii).

Excise (commissions on stamps) 4795 (ii).
Harbours and River.: N.S. (Saw's Pit, wharf)

9997 (iii); (Hantsport wharf) 5198 (ii); (Jordan
Bay) 9998; (Newellton wharf) 9998; (Salmon
River, freight shed) 9996 (iii); (Ont.) 5203;
Dredging(new plant) 5203; (Mar. Provo.) 5201(ii).

Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8599 (iii).
Indians: (B.C.) 5709 (iii); (St. Régis lockup) 5711

(ii).
Insurance (general expenses) 7463 (iii).
Legislation: House of Commons (gratuity to Lady

Edgar) 10196 (iii); (voters' lists) 2298 (i) 10130
(Wood, Mr., late M. P., sessional in-
demnity) 10201; Senate (Senator Sanford's
sessional indemnity) 10196 (iii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (supplies, &c.) 3535,
3538 (ii).

Mail Subsidies and SS. Subventions Halifax and
Porto Rico) 10158; (Magdalen Islands)8682(iii).

Militia (annual drill) 5067 (ii); (compensa-
tion to Mrs. Maxwell) 9133 (iii); (miscel-
laneous and unforeseen)5458(ii); (pay, &c.) 7035;
(properties, &c.) 7089; (Royal Military College)
7026; (stores, &c.) 7095 (iii); Yukon Force (trans-
portation and supplies) 6352ii).

xxvii

Fielding, Hon. W. S.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Miscellaneous (Academy of Arts)8705 (iii); (claim
for translation of Liquor Traffie Rep.) 5851 (ii);
(Canada Gazette) 8703; (classification of old
records) 8702; (Dom. and Ont. arbitration) 8702;
(election under Can. Temp. Act) 10111; (extra
clerks, &c.) 8705 (iii); (International Commis-
sion)5852(ii); (printing)5850 ii)8703(iii); (Print-
ing Bureau Plant) 8703 (iii); (professional ser-
vices, Mr. C. J. R. Bethune) 5471 (ii); (publica-
tion of documents of Mining Institute) 8702;
(Rand's English -Miemac Dictionary) 10112;
(Regulation Code for railways) 10155; (Royal
Society grant) 8706 (iii); (West Indies Relief
fund) 5852; Yukon District (hospital grant)
6378 (ii).

Penitentiaries (Kingston, investigation) 5073 (ii).
Pension. (Fenian raid) 8750 (iii).
Publie Worka: Buildings (B.C.) 9988; Experimen-

tal Farm, 7688; (N.B.) 7616; (N.S.) 7613,7615,9943
9945 (iii); (Halifax Quarantine Station) 5089 (ii);
N.W.T. <improvements, &c.) 9988; (Rossland
building) 9988; (Ont.) 7622; (Alexandria Re-
formatory) 9960; (Astronomical Observatory)
9943; (Sarnia Post office) 9962; (Toronto Post
o2ce) 9958; (Windsor Drill Hall) 9962 (iii);
Ottawa (Electric Lighting) 5183 (ii) 9939 (iii);
Conc., 6386 (ii); (Elevator, East Block) 9960;
(Langevin Block) 9938; (Lighting, Repairing,
kLe.) 9989; (Military Store) 9942 (iii); (Patent
Office, photographie establishment) 5091 (ii); (re-
pairs, &c.) 7689; (repairing, &c. East and West
Blocks) 9957; (rewiring Library) 9956; (Rideau
Hall, additional wing)M995$; (Rideau Hall) 7692;
Ottawa (steel shelving) 9989 (iii); (Western
Deptl. Block) 5089 (ii); (furnishing &c. 9959;
Que., 7619 (iii); (reptirs, &e.)5090(ii); (Victoria-
ville P.O.) 9954; Dredging (Mar. Provo. and
B.C.) 10070; (plant) 8137; Harbours and Rivers
(B.C.)8085; (generally) 8102; (Man.) 8077 ; N.B.
(Black Brook wharf) 10014; (Campobello break-
water) 10010; (Campbellton wharf) 10013; (Cape
Tormentine breakwater) 10012; (Main River
wharf) 10012; N.W.T.,8084; N.S. (Berlin protec-
tion works) 10001; (Brooklyn wharf) 10003; (Bruld
wharf)10003; (Chezzetcook wharf) 10004; (Clifton
wharf) 9991; (Gabarus breakwater)9901; (Gun-
ning Cove wharf) 9991; (Harbourville wharf)
10002; L'Ardoise breakwater) 9991; (Lockeport
breakwater) 9991; (MalignantCove breakwater)
10003; (Parker's Cove wharf) 10001; (Parrdboro'
dredging) 10003; Porter's Lake, dredging, &c.)
9993; (Ragged Island wharf) 9991; (Seymour
Point wharf) 9991; (Shag Harbour wharf)
9998; (Tatamagouche) 10003; (Town Point wharf)
9999; (Victoria coanty wharfs) 9991; (wharfs)
7699; (Wolfville harbour) 10002; (Yarmouth
breakwater) 9990; (Young's Landing wharf)
9997; Ont.. 8012,7966-8019; (Kaministiquia) 7611;
(Otonabee improvements) 10065; (Point Pelee
wharf) 10068; (Portsmouth wharf) 10065; (Port
Colborne) 9250; (Providence Bay wharf) 10068;
P.E.L, 7751; (Cardigan pier) 10010; Que., 8103;
(Beauport wharf) 10039; (Caconna wharf)10017;
(Carleton pier) 10014; (Coteau, dredging) 10039;
(Isle aux Grues wharf, &o.) 10018; (Knowlton
Landing) 10020; (Lévis dock, enlargement)9987;
(Montreal Harbour improvements) 9964; (New
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Fielding, Hon. W. S.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Public Worke-Con.
Carlisle wharf) 10014; (Newport breakwater)
10014; (Rivière du Lièvre) 10039; (Sabrevois
wharf) 10020; (Ste. Anne de Bellevue wharf)
10039; (St. Gédéon wharf) 10019; (St. Irénée
wharf) 10018; (St. Jérôme wharf) 10018; (St.
Lawrence ship channel) 5086. (ii) 7557, 7579,
7589, 9986 (iii); M iscellaneous (Hon. Mr.
Mackenzie's statute) 8150; (National Art
Gallery) 8149; (purchase of oil paintings)
8150; (Statue of lier Mai.) 8150; <surveys)
8149; Roads and Bridges, N. W. T., 10070:
(Edmonton bridge) 8196 (iii); .(Ottawa)5204 (ii)
8147; Que. (Portage du Fort)10071; Slides and
Booms (St. Maurice District)10070; Telegraph
Lines (Anticosti Island) 100'2; (B.C. and Teslin
Lake) 10099; (Cheticamp and Meat Cove)10072;
(North Shore St. Lawrence) 8149; Yukon Dis-
trict, 10107; (Edmonton trail) 10109; (Lewes and
Yukon river improvements) 8192 (iii); (tele.
graph lines, letter of instructions to Mr.
Charleson, read) 5653; (telegraph lines) 5604,
5612, 5653 (ii) 10093; (trails, roads and bridges)
10987 (iii).

Railhays: L1C.R. (accommodation, St. John)7162,
7171, 7245, 7259(iii); P.E.I. (Mount Stewart
wharf) 5762, 577 (ii); (repairs to Gov. Gen.'s
Car " Victoria") 8751 (iii).

Supply (B. 169) 1°*, 6464 2*, in Coi., 3°*, 6596
(ii).

(B. 192) 1°, 2, 3°*, 10246 (iii).
Tobacco Grown in Essex Co., Excise Duties,

&c., par. in Ottawa f itizen, 2118 (i).
Travelling Expenses, &c., of Fin. Minister and

Private Seeretary (Ans.) 1880 (i).
Foster, Hon. Geo. E., ex-Fin. Min. (Ans.)

1885(i).

Tupper, Sir Charles, ex-Minister and High
Commissioner, &c. (Ans.) 1885 (i).

Vanluven, Peter, vs. Dom. Bank, Action of Govt.,
Cor., &c. (Ans.) 9178 (iii).

Victoria Co., N.S., Patronage, &c., on M. (Mr.
McDougiall) to adjn., 5390 (i).

Order (Ques. of) Member (Sir Charles
Tupper) asked to wthdrw. Statement, 5394 (ii).

Ville Marie Bank Suspension,Inspection by Govt.
(remarks) 8756, 9066 (iii).

Ways and Means, The Budget (Financial Stmnt.)
2410 (i).

(Res. for Com.) 6463 (ii); i0225 (iii).
Wharfs and Piers in different Provs., Number

constructed, Maintenance, &c., 1867 to 1899
(Ans.) 5861 (ii).

'Vinding Up Act Amt. (B. 163)1°*, 6120 (ii); in
Com. 8780 (iii).

Yukon Administration, &e., par. in North British
Daily Afail, on M. (Mr. Darin) to Com. of
Sup. 8046 (iii).

Telegraph Line, Construction by Govt.
(Ans.) 6047, 6120 (ii).

Fisher, Hon. S. A, Brome.
Address, on The, 1432 ().
Agriculture, Deptl. Rep. (presented) 1352 (i).

Minister's Travelling and Living Expenses
(Ans.) 1825 (i).

Apples. Fraudulent Packing, on M. (Mr. McMil-
lan) to adjn., 3755 (ii).

Archives, Canadian, Rep. (presented) 4061 (i).
Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Sproul¢) 4842 (ii).
Beloeil Public Works, Total Cost, &c. (Ans.) 3828

(ii).
Bubonic Plague and Quarantine of Pacifie

Steamers at B. C. (remarks) 5989 (ii).
Cattle Inspection. Montreal, Regulations, &.

(Ans.) 10115 (iii).
Duchesne, Dr. J. A., Complainte against Dr.

Hall (Ans.) 3336 (ii).
Emplymt. by Govt. (Ans.) 1888 (i).

Experimental Farm Establishment in St. Jacques
(Ans.) 2110 (i).

Rep. (presented) 3070 (i).
Hall, Dr., Appnmt. as Inspector of Cattle at

Chicoutimi (Ans.) 3336 (ii).
Illustration Stations, Fruits, Cereals, &c., Govt.

Action (Ans.) 2110 (i).
Labelle, Mr. L. V., Emplymt. by Govt. (Ans.)

1887 (i).
Montreal Harbour Commisnsioners B. 179 (Mr.

Fielding) in Com., 9882 (iii).
Paris Exposition, Can. Commissioners, Space, &c.

(Ans.) 1829 (i).
Plebiscite, Speech of Min. of Agriculture at

Ottawa Convention (Ans.) 1826(i).
Poultry Feeding Experiments, Govt. Action (Ans.)

2110 (i).
Spraying Fruit Trees, Govt. Action (Ans.) 2111.

SUPPLY:
A rte, Agriculture, &c. (agricultural societies)827;

(archives) 8224; (cold storage) 8706; (dairy
branch) 828; (dairying interests, butter and
cheese) 8337 (iii); (experimental farms) 5073
îii) 8249; (farm bulletins, printing, &e.) 8264;
(general statisties) 8236; (illustration stations)
8280, 832, 8745 (iii); ('.W.T. exhibition) 5074;
(Omaha exhibition)5074 (ii); (Paris exhibition)
10140 (iii); (Patent offiee, library) 5074; (Patent
Record) 5074 ii); (year book) 8226 (iii).

Civil Government: Agriculture (contingencies)2271
(i); 5027 (ii); (salaries) 2257, 3027 (i).

Mail Sub#idies and SS. Subrention. (P.E.. and
G.B.) 8689 (iii).

Publie Worku: Buildings. N.B. (Quarantine sta-
tions) 9954: (N.S.)9945 (iii); Ont. (Patent office,
photographie establishment) 5090 (ii); Ottawa
(steel shelving) 9990; Harbours and Rivers,Que.
(Knowlton Landing) 10020; Montreal Harbour
improvements) 9972; (Sabrevois wharf) 10026
(iii).

Quarantine (amount transferred to Pub. Works)
5075 (cii): Cattle) 8340 (iii): (salaries, &c.) 5075
(ii); (Tracadie Lazaretto) 8338; (tuberculosis,
prevention among cattle) 8344; Winnipeg,
hospital)8338(iii).



INDEX.

Fisher, Hon. S. A.-·con.
Sydenham River, Amount expended for Dredg-

ing (Ans.) 3820 (ii).i
Tobacco Experinental Station, Establishnient in

Essex Co. (Ans.) 2486 (i).
Tuberculosis Inspection in Chicoutimi County,

Amonn paid, &c. (Ans.) 5097 (il).
IPrevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddick) to

Com. of Sup., 6301 (ii).
Victoria Harbour, Rep. of Resident Engineer,

&c. (Ans.> 3828 (ii).
Weights and Measures Act Ait. B. 128 (Sir

Hcn ri Joli) in Com., 9890 (iii).

Fitzpatrick, Hon. C., Quebec County.

Administration in the Yukon, Living Expenses
of Judges Dugas and McGuire, Instruction re.

&c., 5490 (ii).
Alien Labour Law. Appnnit. of Agent at Wal-

laceburg (renmrks) 5492 (ii).
Banking Act A.at. B. 127(Mr. îiclding) in Coni.,

3761 (ii).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Prefontaine) In

Co11., 3310 (i).
Binder Twine, Kingston Penitentiary, Sale of,

Names of Tenderers (Ans.) -3944 (ii).
British Aierican Bank Note Co. rs. the Queen,

Action by Govt. (Ans.) 6050 (ii).
B.C., Chief Justice McColl, Jludicial Residence,

&c. (Ans.) 3546 (ii).
Choquette. Mr. Justice, Place of Residence,

Travelling Expenses, &c. (Ans.) 5097 (ii).
Clarke rs. the Queen, Claims against Govt., on

M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Corn. of
Sup., 5751(ii).

Companies Act Ait. (B. 160) 1*. 5744 (ii).
Coulonibe rs. the Queen, Trial Proceedings, &c.

(Ans.) 3946 (ii).
Criminal Code (1892) Act Ait. B. 36 (Mr. Brit-

ton) on M. for 20, 2165, 2172 (i).
B. 2 (Mr. Charltan) on M. for 3°, 2918 (i).

Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on
M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2949 (i).

Exchequer Court and Railway Debts (B. 159) 1-,
5385; in Coi., 6101 (ii).

.C.R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Comn., 4567 (ii).

Judges and Political Preferments (Ans.) 4484 (ii).
Martin, Mr. Justice, Judicial Residence, B.C.

(Ans.) 3546 (ii).
Meagher, Thos., Arrest, &c., Claims on U. S.

Govt. for further compensation (remarks)
5492 (ii).

- on M. (Mr. Cowan) for Ret., 2752 (i).
Quebec Harbour Commissioners Consolid. Act

Amt. (B. 91)1°*, 2182 (i); 2° m., 3914, in Com.,
3915; 3°m., 3985, on ant. (Mr. Casgrain) 3988;
Sen. Amts., 6100 (ii). 1

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary Commission,
Total Cost, Clalims Unpaid, &c. (Ans.)f5484 (ii).

Fitzpatrick, Hon. 0.-Con.
Schafheitlin & Fitzgibbon, Custons Infraction

(Ans.) 2190 (i).
Spinks, County Court Judge, B. C., Charges

against, on M. (Sir Charles Bibbert Tupper) to
Com. of Sup., 4217 (ii).

SUPeLY:

Admn itration of Justce (Alien Labour Law,
enforcement) 5472; (circuit allowance, B.C.)
5471: (Exchequer Court) 5473; Y'ikon (law
books, &c.) 546); (living expenses, one Judge)
5469; (maintenance of prisoners) 5468; (supplies
for JuUge Dugas)5469; (stationery, &e.) 5470;
(travelling expenses for Judge Maguire)5469 (ii)

Civil Goveriment: Justice (salaries) 2063 (i).
(uqtoivi (contingencies) 5856 (ii).
Fikheries (protection service) 4724 (ii).
Legislition (distribution of blue books to Law

Associations) 5740 (ii).
Mi8cellaneous (Canadian Law Library, London,

Eng.) 5470; (Chief Justice Strong's expenses in
Eng.) 5471 (ii).

Penitentiaries (B. C.) 5479; (Dorchester) 5478,
5480; (Manitoba) 5479 ; (St. Vincent de Paul)
5477 (ii).

Post Office (legal expenses) 5802 (ii).
Weights and Measures Act Amnt. B. 128 (Sir

Heîry Joly) in Com1., 3890 (i).
Yukon District, Abipnxiit. of Sheriff, &c. (Ans.)

3943 (ii).

Flint, Mr. T. B., Yarumouth.
Address. The, on amt. (Mr. Bcrtran) to aint.

(Mr. ClIrke) 1692 (i).
Can. Tenp. Act Amt. (B. 109) 1', 2604 (i).
Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Moore) 2137 (i).
Customs Act Ant. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in

Com., 6444 (ii).
Hudson Bay and Yukon Ry. and Nav. Co. (M.)

to receive Pet., 2182 (i).
Prohibition of lntoxicating Liquors (prop. Res.)

8782 (iii).
(remnarks) 5359 (ii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) inCoi., 9732 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Public Works : H arbours and Rivers, N.S. (Cheg-
gozin breakwater) 9990; (removal of obstrue-
tions, Chebogue river) 9990; (Town Point wharf)
10000; (wharfs)î7742(iii).

Legislateon: House of Commons (voters' liste)
10130 (iii).

Militia (salaries) 7081 (iii).
Oceaa and River Service (maintenance)3050 ().

Weights and Measures Act Amut. B. 128 (Sir
Henry Joly) in Com., 9889 (iii).

Yukon Territory Act. Amt. B. 186 (Mr. Sifton)
in Com. (aint.) 9857 (iii).

Fortin, Mr. T., Laval.
Champ de Mars, Lease, &c., on M. (Mr. Monk)

for Cor., 2143 (i).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1926 (i) jn Con.,
I 590 5918 (ii).

xxix



xxx INDEX.

Fortin, Mr. T.--Con. Foster, Hon. G. E.--Con.
Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, on prop. Res. Commissions re Investigations against (ovt. Eni-

(Mr. More) 21W1 (i). ploYees, Names of Commis8ioners, Allowances,
Jesus River, Construction of Fishway, Plans, &C., Disnissals, &c. (M. for etmnt.*) 2180 (i).

Papers, &c. (M. for copies) 3269 (i). Contracts let without Tender since June, 18, on
Le Chemin de fer de Colonisation du Nord M. (Mr. Pari») for O.C.'s, 5327 (ii).

incorp. (B. 29) 1°, 895 (i). Convicts, Conditionai Liberation B. 171 (Sir
Montreal Judicial District, Additional Judges, WiIjrid Laurier) in Com., 9600, 9729 (iii).

&c., Personal Explanation re par. in Montreal Clark, H. W., Services as Engineer on Dredge
Gaatt, 7632 (iii). Cawda, &c. (Ques.) 8630 (iii).

(remarks) 7227 (iii). Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.
Priv. and Elections Com. (M.) to employ short- (B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8924: in Coin, on

hand writer, 7193 (iii). Bil, 9665, 9678 (iii).
(M.) to print evidence, 7194 (iii). Dawson and Vancouver Mail Service, Arrivai,
(M.) to sit concurrently with sessions of Despatch, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 29ti1 (i).

the Hse., 7771 (iii).1 Dqn. and Ont. Accounts, Indebtedness by Dcim.,
2nd Rep. (presented) 9461 (iii).(Ques.) 3544 (i).
Stenographers' Fees, 9461 (iii). Election Aet (Voting Machines) Amt. B.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Rep. of Com- 81 (1r. Britton) on M. for 1', 2036 (i).
mission,Printing and Distribution(M.) 1879 (i). Lands Act Ait. B. 148 (Mr. Siflon) in

SUPPLY:Coi., 6400, 6412, 6419; on M. for 'r, 6461 (ii).
Yukon District: Militia (olothing contract) Notes, Number of Sheets, Back and Tint

909wiii).i 909 <~>i Plates, Delivered to Got. (M. fur Ret.*) 18r78.
Winding Up1 Act Amt. (B. 31) 2° n., 1867; ini Drumniond Co. Ry. (lnquiry far Iet.) 29d2 (i).

Com., 4314 (ii).se61. C. I."

Foster, Hon. G. E., York, N.B. Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Sifion) inCoin. on Reg., 8474 ; in Coin. on Bill, 8758 (iii).
Active Militia Force, Resignation of Majors, &c. Edgar, Sir James, late Speaker, Deceage of (re-

(Ques.) 5487r (ii). mrg 01(i)
Address, Closing of Debate (remarks) 975 (i).

on The, 109 (i).upp. for 1900 (rearks) 6458 (i).
on amt. (Mr. Bertram) to amt. (MNr.on ant. Mr.Bertam) o ant. Mr. Financial Situation (Aint.) un M. for Coin. of

CZark-e) 1622 (i).Clare) 622 j).Ways and Means, 1S228 (iii).
Her Majesty re Transvaal Question (see-'Rer ajety e TansvaI uesion(~- FranchiBe Act Aint. (P.E.L) BiHl, not on Order

in ded) 8995 (iii).onde) 895 ~i).Palper (remarkt%) 9309, 9464 (iii).
Allan SS. Service and Govt. Contract, Naines ofCh

Vessels sailing from t. John, 1897-8 (Ques.)n
3258 (i).26 (ii)3258(i).Geological Survey Act Aint. B. 146 (MNr. Sý.ft on)

American Bank Note Co., Dies, Plates, &c., in Coi., 6-96(1]>.
Duties collected, &c. (M. for Ret.) 3828 (ii). German Discriminating Duties on Can. Imprts

Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Fielding) on M. (Ques) 1851 (i).
for 1°, 3498 (ii). Govt. Rys., Working Expenses for May and

British Amer-can Bank Note Co., Claims for10
Balance due (M. for cor.*) 2180 (i). Immigration Agents, Appnnt@. sine Aug., 189,

Brockville Election, Mailing of Voters' Lists Naines, Salaries, &c. (M. for Ligt) 1877 (i).
(Ques.) 2482 (i).1(Que.) 482 i).Inland Revenue Act Aint. B. 124 (Sir Hèniri/

Budget Speech and Estimates (remarks) 1952 (i). J<ly) in Coui., 3759 (i).
The (Date of delivery) remarks, 2249 (i).
(reply) 2537 (i). Jo) on M. for 10, 5099 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 2247 (i). In8urance Act Amt. B. 86 (Mr. Fieldiwg) in
Canada Eastern Ry., N.B., Purchase by Govt. COX.,m()

(Ques.) 3554, 3824 (ii). I.C.R. and C.P.U., Ruuning Privileges between
(M. for cor., &c.*) 3873 (ii). St. John and Halifax (remrks) 2247 (i).

Central Ry. Co. of N.B. and Dept. of Rys. and Drawak, Payments of on Freight
Canals, Cor., &c., re Subsidies (M. for copies*) Charges, Anount paid for Jan. and Feb., 189
2788 (i). (M. for Ret.) 3149 (i).

Cor. in Dept., Inquiry for, 5667 (ii).- EarnxpGroa, and Worlung Expenses
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr. fromn1898 to 1899 (M. for Ret. 2027 (i).

Richardson) in Coin.. 592(ii).EteiotoMnraAonAcrd

CJoal Mining under Nanaimo Harbour, LeasesG... ic JI, 88(Qe.

&c.,us)89 (i.47 Djismsas)c.M orsmt* 10()



INDEX.

Poster, Hon. G. E.-Corn.
I.C.R. Car Mileage re Victoria Bridge, Incom-1

plete Ret., 4858 (ii).
Extension to Montreal, Drummond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) on M. for
Coin. on Res., 2793; on M. for 2°, 3908, 4152;
in Com., 4165; on M. for 3°, 4733, 4899 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Tayor) to adjn., 2811 (i).
G.T.R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in

Com. on Res., 4067, 4144 ; in Coni. on Bill,
4354- 4476, 4554-4711 ; on M. for 3°, 4966 (ii);
Sen. Ants., 9716 (iii).

Order, Ques. of (Sir Charles Tupper) 4450.
G.T. R. Engine and Car Mileage, &c.

(Ques.) 4811 (i).
Expenditure, &c. (M. for Ret.) 5313 (ii).
Gross Earnings and Expenses (Ques.) 1849.
Papers re Car Mileage (remarks) 4891 (il).
Passes issued since Aug., 1896, Names, &c.

(Ques.) 1860 (i).
Trois Pistoles, Dismissal of Pierre Mi-

chaud and F. Belanger, Cor., &c. (M. for copy*)
5945 (ii).

Interior Act Amut. B 147 (Mr. Sifton) in Com.,
6398 (ii).

International Commission between G. B. and
U.S., Persons connected therewith, Names and
Expenses, &c. (M. for stmnt.*) 2180 (î).

Loan Companies B. 164 (Mr. Fielding) in Com.,
8475 (iii).

Manitoba Lake, Drainage, &c. (Ques.) 1965 (i).
McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Claims for Land

Damages by Fariner of Lindsay, Letter read
by P.M.G., Ruling asked for, 5006 (ii).

Militia, Age Limiits, Service of Lt.-Cols., Regu-
lations, &c. (Ques.) 1852, 2183 (i).

Montreal Harbour Commissioners' B. 179 (Mr.
Fieding) in Con., 9880 (iii).

Island Be.lt Line Ry. B. 112 (Mr. Lemieux)
in Com., 6327 (ii).

Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt. B. 19
(Mr. Britton) in Com., 1896 (i).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. and Cor.
with Minister of the Crown, on M. (Mr. Prior)
to Com. of Sup., 5561 (ii).

North Shore Ry., Payment to Quebec Govt. by
Legislation of 1884 (Ques.) 3080 (i).

Ogilvie, Mr., Connection with British Gold Fields
Co. (M. to adin.) 3801 (ii).

Ont. Provincial Debt, Reduction of Interest
(Ques.) 3074 (i).

Order, Ques. of (Mr. Fieling) Definition of the
Word "impertinent "5608: Appeal to Speaker
5610 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorizaticn B.
187 (Mr. Pïiding) in Com. on Res., 9187 ; on
M. for 20, 9612; in Com., 9626 (iii).

Pacifie Cable between Australia and G.B. Agree-
ment B. (Mr. Mtdock) in Com. on Res., 8383.

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) in Com., 8763 (iii).

Foeter, Hon. G. E.-Con.
Petroleum and Naphtha Inspection B. 131 (Sir

Henry Joly) in Com., 3884 (ii).
Postal Notes, Contract, Cost, &c. (M. for Copy)

1982 (i).
engraving, printing, &c., Tenders, &c.

(M. for Cor., O.Cs., &C.) 1877 (i).
Cards, issued by P. O. Dept., Quality,

&c. (M. for Cor. &c.*) 1879 (i).
-- Stamps, Carda, &c., issued since Jan., 1897

(M. for stmnt.*) 1877 (î).
Prime Minister's Reply to Invitation to Chicago

Demonstration, par in Newspaper, on M. (Mr.
Larin) to adjn., 9843 (iii).

Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.
Stationery, &c., on M. (Mr. G1bon) to conc.,
5378 (ii).

Privileges and Elections Coi., Stenographers'
Fees, 9462 (iii).

-- Rep. >f Committee (remarks) 10115 (iii).
Prohibition Plehiscite, Aiount paid and Balance

due (Ques.)5859 (i).
Ret. of Votes polled, Papers respecting

(M. to adjn.) 2037 (i).
request that they be laid on Table 1894,

1955 (i).
Pub. Accounta Com., Meeting (remarks) 2604,

2965 (i).
Delay in Meeting (Man. Election Frauda)

on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to adjn.,
3233(i).

Postponement and Ilours of Meetings.
&c. (remarks) 4344 (ii).

6th Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr Wallace) to
print, 9837 (iii).

Report of Com. (remarks) 10116 (iii).
Quebec Harbour Commissioners B. 91 (Mr. Fitz-

patrick) in Com., 3917 (ii).
-_B. 178 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 'T, 9684;

in Com., 9861, 9878(iii).
Queen's County (P.E.I.) Appnmt. of Judge

(remark) 9001 (iii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com.,9731 (iii).

Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Co.'s, on
M. (Sir Charles Tupper) to Coi. of Sup., 4746.

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9311, 9332. 9469, 9500, 9561 ; in Com. on
Billi, 9770, 9786, 9810 (iii).

- Sulbsidies in Pub. Accounts 1898, Sums
paid to Prov. of Que. (Que.) 3267 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1°, 3457 (ii).

Returns, Incomplete, 9836 (iii).
Inquiry for (Central Ry. of N.B.)5387.
Michaud and Belanger Papers, incomplete

(remarks) 9844,9895 (iii).
Returns (inquiry)1432 (i); 4171, 6320, 6596 (i);

8075, 8224, 8386, 8754, 9310, 9595 (iii).
Royal Military College, Clothing Contract(Que.

6722 (ii); 6932 (iii).
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.Xxii INDEX.

Foeter, Hon. G. E.-Con.
St. Lawrence Rive-r and Canals, Deep*ning of

Navigation, &c., Contracts entered into, &c.
(M. for e t.*) 2788 (i).

Safety of Sips B. 170 (Sir Louis Darics) on 31.
for 2, 9.599e (iii).

Schaflheitlin & Fitzgibbons, Customs Infraction
(Quies.) 1889P, 2190 (i).

Scugog Indians, Liquor sold, Cor. between Dept.
and 3Mr. A. Soler (M. for copies*)3149 (i)

Sm ith. _Mr. Abner, Postinaster at Rusagornis,
Disnissal, &c. (Ques.) 3256 (i).

Speaker, late Sir James Edgar, Decease of (re-
marks) 9061 (iii).

Stanps, Jubilee' and Greater Empire, Stanulm
Plates, Cost, Nuuber, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 2028.

Stony Mountain Penitentiary Conaiissioners
Re-p. (rerntarks) 9837l- (iii).

Siugar Iraports fron British West Indies, Quan-
tity and Value (Ques.) 2327 (i).

SUmLvY:
Res. in Cou.,6462 (ii).
(M.) that Coin. rise, 54S1 (ii).

Adrninistruioni t Juqtice: Yukon (additional
Judge) 1A91; (living expenses) 10194 (iii).
.lrta, .riculture, &c. (archives) M224: (dairy
coemmissioI)er)8265; (dairying interests, butter
and cheese) 8337(iii): (experimental farm) 5073
(ii); (farni bulletins, printing, &c.) 8264; (gen-
eral statisties) 8236 ; (illustration stations) 8279;
(iii); (N. W. T., exhibition) 5074.; (Omaha
Exhillition) 5074 (ii); (Paris Exhibition) 10140
(iii); (Patent Branch Library) 5075; (patent re-
cord) 5074(ii; (year book) 8227(iii).

Canala: Chambly (telephone lines)5783; Lachine
(deepening river St. Pierre) 5782 (ii); (Heney
and Bortbwick's claims) 10153; Man. (St. An-
drews Rapids) 10155 (iii); (North Channel) 5780
(ii); Rainy River (lock and dam) 10154; Sault
Ste. Marie (Ryan's & Co.'s claim) 9240 (iii); Wel-
land (remission of arrears of rentali 5790 (ii).

Charges of Management (agents' salaries) 5012;
(printing of Dominion notes)5012 (ii).

Civil Government: Agriculture (contingencies)
2270; (salaries) 2256; Aud. Gen.'s Office (con-
tingencies) 2Z69; (salaries) 2086; Customs (con-
tingencies) 2973, 2986; (salaries) 2093; Finance
(contingencies) 2217; (salaries) 2090 (i) 5017 (ii);
(Geological Survey (salaries) 2104; Gov. Gen.'s
Sec.'s Office, 2047; Indian Affaira (salaries) 2083
(i); Inland Revenue (contingencies) 2270; Inte-
rior (elerical assistance)5023 (ii); (salaries) 2077;
Justice (salaries) 2063;Marine and Fisheries(con-
tingencies) 2266,2276; (salaries) 2070.2102(i);(cler-
ical assistance, &c.) 5012(ii); N.W. Mounted Po-
lice (salaries)2063 Ci); Post Office (contingencies)
506; (contingencies, Dead Letter Branch) 569
(ii); (Post Office Dept.) conc.,10202 (iii); Print-
ing andStationery, 2077; Pub. Works (Printing,
&o.) 5072,5(&5 (ii) ; Pnvy Council (contingencies)
2265; (salaries)2048; Railways and Canals (eon-
tingencies) 2276; (salaries) 2250 (i); 682(ii);
Sec. of State teensingenoies) 2269 (i); (P. Muan-
govan's salary ) 5919, 5853 (ii); (salaries) 2076;
Trade and Commerce"(contingencies) 2277; (sal-
aries) 2107, 2262 (i).

Foster, Hon. G. E.-Con.
SVPPLY--Con.

Collection of Recenues(repairs, &c.,to decks)8182;
telegraph lines(B.C.)8184; (N.W.T.) 8183; (Pelee
Island) 8188; (P.E.I.) 8180; (St. Lawrence cable)
8181 (iii).

Custome: B.C. (repairs to cruisers)5C-02, (contin-
gencies) 556 (ii); N.S. (salaries, contingencies,
&e.) 8392 (iii); Ont. (salaries) 5595; (stationery,
&c., B.C. and Yukon) 5600; (susipense account,
Moitreal)5588; Yukon (salaries, contingencies,
&e.) 5>9 (ii), 10109 (iii).

Doiminiorn Lind8 (Chief Inspector, salaries, &c.)
9.W6, 9319; (surveys, printing plans, &c.) 9053
(iii).

E.xcis (allowance to Customs Officer.) 4790; (com-
missions on stamps)4.91l; (preventive service)
4788; (salaries of officers) 4770 (ii).

Fisheries (Behring .Sea expenses) 5181 ; (dismissal
of Capt. Babb) 4256; (gratuitv to Mr. Venning)
5183; (gratuity to Com. Wakebam) 5183; (re-
pairs, &c.) 5189 ii).

Geological Surrey (salaries)5663 (ii).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8494,8593,86ts;

(St. Paul des Métis, seed grain, &c ) 9029 (iii).
Indiano: B.C. (reserve commission) 5726; (Vigi-

<qnt) 5729; (liquor traffic, suppression) 5710;
(Man. and N.W.T. annuities) 5711 (il); (boarding
sechools)10110 (iii); (general expenses) 5722; (im-
plements,&c.)5712; (Sioux)5721; (surveys, âc.)
5721; N.W.T. (annuities, &c.) 5695; (Oka Ze-
serve) 5709; (Ont.) 5674; (St. Regis Lockup)
5711; (surveys, &c.) 5710; (Inspectors and
agencies) 5730 (ii).

Inspection of Staple. (salaries, &c.) 5587 (ii).
Interior: Yukon District (general expenditure)

6367(i).
Legislation: House of Commons (Debates) 2280;

(Dep. Speaker's salary) 2278 (i); (gratuity to
Lady Edgar) 1019à (iii); (sessional elerks) 2280;
(stationery supplies) 2278 (i), 5731 (ii); (voters'
lists) 2302 (i), 8759, 10127; (Wood, late M.P..
sessional indemnity) 10201 (iii).

Lighthouse and Coaat Service (construction, &c.)
5139; (salaries, &c.) 3524; (Traverse lightshbip>
cone ,6384 (ii), 10162 (iii).

Mail Suboidieusand SS. Subventionu (Gaspé Basin
and Dalhousie)8685; (Gaspé and Quebee) 8686;
(Grand Manan)8684; (G.B.and Can.) 662; (Mag-
dalen Islands) 8681; (Murray Bay and Ouelle
River) 10159; (Quebee and Gaspé Basin) 10157;
(St. John, Halifax and London)8673; (St. John
and Liverpool) 8671; (St. John and Minas Basin)
8686; (St. John, &c., and W. Indies, &c.) 8675:
(St. John, &c., and Yarmouth)8686 (iii).

Militia (annual drill) 507, 5415 (ii); (arms,
equipment, &c.) 9145; (armouries) 9123 (iii);
(elothing) 5445 (ii), 9126 ; (compensation to
Octave Ouelette) 9127; cone., 10218 (iii); (defence
scheme) 5466; (Hamilton rifle range) 5465;
(London property) 5465; (military properties)
5421; (military stores) 5&31; (miscellaneous and
unforeseen) M51, 5857; (rife range, B.C.) conc.,
6390. -(Royal Military College)5464; (transport)
5451; (transportation and supplies)623(ii).

Miscellaneone (Canadian Law Library, London,
Eng.) 5470 (il); (Chas. Bremner, compensation,
&o.) 10113,10169 (iii); (Crow's Nest Commission
expenses)M581(ii); (Ualf-breed claims commis-
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Foster, Hon. G. E.-Con.
SUIPLY-COIi.

Miscellaneoua-Con.
sion)9056(iii); (Half-breed claims expenses)5832;
International Commission) 5852; (printing) 5851
(i); (Refund of Customs duties, on fish &c.
P.RE.L) 10114, 10609, 10180 (iii); Translating
Rep. of Liquor Commission) 5852 (ii); (well-
boring machine, N.W.T.) 9056; (Wentworth vs.
Mathieu, litigation) 10112 (iii); Yukon District
(contingencies) 6376 (ii).

N. W. Mounted Police (service) 5832; (Yukon
service) 5834 (ii).

Ocean and River Service (Pird Rock) conc., 6383;
(maintenance and supplies) 5103 (ii); (" Minto"
construction) 10161 (iii).

Penitentiarie (St. Vincent de Paul) 5477 (ii).
Pbst Office (inspector's salaries) 5798 ; (inspector's

salary) cone., 6387; (legal expenses) 5801 (ii);
mail service)10202 (iii); (Rainy River service)
5826; (refund for stamps stolen) 5800; Yukon
District (railway mail seivice)6360 ii).

Public Works: Buildings (B.C.) 9988; (Rossland
building) 9988; N.B. (St. John Quaranine
stations)9954; N.W.T. (improvements, &)9988;
(N.S.) 9944; Ont. (London drill hall) 9962;
Ottawa (Astronomical Observatory) 9953 (iii);
(electric lighting) 5184 (ii) 9939, 9989; oonc.,
6386 (ii); (furnishing &o., Deptl. Buildings)
9959: (Langevin Block) 9939: (military store)
9942; (Patent office) 5092; (repairing &c. East
and West Block) 9957; (rewiring Library) 996;
(Rideau Hall, additional wing) 9959; (steel shelv-
Ing) 9990 (iii); (Western Deptl. Bloek) 5089;
(ii); (St. Catharines Drill Hall) 9957; (Sarnia
Post Office) 9962; (Windsor Dri Hall) 9962 (iii);
Que. (repairs. &c.) 5090 (ii); (Victoriaville P.O.)
9964; (amt.)conc., 10218: Dredging (Mar. Provs.)
10070; Harbours and Rivers (B.C.) 8085;
(generally) 8102; (Man.)8077; N.B. (Campobello
breakwater) 10010; (Cape Tormentine break-
water) 10011: (Hopewell wharf) 10010; (Main
River wharf) 10012; (St. John River and Belle-
isle wharfs) 10011; (N.W.T.)8084; N.S. (Belliveau
Lbreakwater) 10000; (Berlin protection works)
11000;(Brooklyn wharf)10003; (Cheggogin break..
water)9990 ;(Chezzetcook wharf) 10005; (Gabarun
breakwater) 9992; (Malignant Cove Breakwater)
10003: (Newellton wharf) 9998; (Porter's Lake,
dredging &c.) 9993; (removal of obstructions
Chebogue River) 9990 ; (Salmon River freight
shed) 9997; (Saw's Pit wharf) 9997; (Shag
Harbour wharO)9998; (Town Point wharf) 99;
(Young's Landing wharf) 9997; Ont., 7966, 7989,
7987: (Port Colborne) 9256, 9290; (Toronto
Harbour)>10066; P.E.I. (Canoe Cove breakwater)
10007; (Rocky Point breakwater) 10006; (West
Point Pier) 10006; Que., 8104; (Baie des Hon.
deur wharf) 10019; (Cacouna wharf) 10016;
(Canrleton pier)10014; (Coteau, dredin) 1058;
(Lvis dock, enlargement)9987; (Montreal Har-
bour Improvement) 964, 9982; (New Carlisle
wharf) 10014; (Newport breakwater) 10014;
(Rivière du Lièvre) 10M8; (Sabrevois wharf)
10020 (ii); (St. Lawrence River Channel) 5086
(ii) 9986; Roadesand Bridges (N.W.T.) 10070;
(Portage d Fort)10071; Blides and Booms (St.
mrice aJDistriet) 10; Telegraphs (Antieosti

Iuland) 10073; (B.C. Atlin, &o.)1099; (Cheti-
3
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Foster, Hon. G. E.-Con.
SUPPLY-Co.

Pulic Works-Con.
camp and Meat Cove) 10072: Yukon Distriet
(buildings) 10107; (Edmonton trail) 10109; (river
improvements) 8194 (iii); (telegraph lines) 5606,
5612, 5623, 5637 (ii)10093; (B.C. and Teslin Like)
10100; (trails,roads and bridges) 10087 (iii).

Quarantine (Tracadie Lazaretto)8338; (Winnipeg.
hospital)8338 (iii).

Railcay: L C. R. (Indiantown Branch Mr.
Snowball's claim) 9167 (iii); (rolling stock) 5754
(ii); (Point Tupper improvement) 9171 (iii);
(repairs to Car Victoria) 5785 (ii); (shops at
Moncton) 5753; (telegraph service) 9171 (iii);
P.E.L (Mount Stewart Wharf)5754; cone., 6387
(ii) ; (Murray Harbour, ke., construction) 9229
(iii); (subsidies, Central Ry. Co.) 5788 (ii).

Yukon Proviional District (customs) 8747;
(salaries., &c.) 896,9002 (iii): Militia, elothing,
transportation, &c.) 9072, 9109 ; (salaries, &o.)
8661 (iii).

Valleyfield Customs Collectors, Charges against,
on M. (Mr. Bergeron) to Com. of Sup., 5503 (ii).

Voters' Lists, Delayin seniing in Revision, (Ques.>
2530, 2698 (i).

N.B., Printing, &c. (Ques.) 2530 (i).
Wharfs, Revenue, &c., Stmnt. promised (re-

marks) 10221 (iii).
Yukon, A dministration of, Charges against, par-

in North British Dailu Mail, on M. ( Mr. Dain)
to Com. of Sup.,8038(iii).

On M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to
Com. of Sup., 6192 (ii).

Charleson, Mr. J. B., O. C., Appointing,
&c. (remarks) 9699 (iii).

-- Administrator and Officials, Instructions,
&c. (M. for copies*) 1877 (i).

Appnmts. by Govt. since Aug., 1896,
Names, SaLaries, &c. (M. for Stmnt.*) 1876 (j).

Dom. Police, Number, Distribution, Cost,
&c. (Ques.) 1965 (i).

Dredging for Minerals, &c. (Ques.)>3079(i).
Investigation, Inq. for Rets., 4341 (ii).
Mr. Ogilvie's Rep. (M.) to print, 3877 (il)..
Liquor Perrpits and sanction of Min. of

lut. (Ques.) 1859 ().
(cor.*, &c., Inquiry for)'5667 (ii).
names of Cos., &c.I(M. for:Ret.*) 1877 (i)
quantity, &c. (M. for stmnt.*) 1876 (i).
Mail Service between Dawson and Van,-

couver, &c. (Ques.) 1966 (i).
carrTiageof begistered Matter (remarks

4352 (ii).
Mining Regulations: Inquiry for Ret.,.

2248(i).

Ogilvie's, Mr., Letter re Connection witb
British Can. Goldfields Co. (M. to adin-.) 379'
(i).

Permanent Militia, Number, Coest of
Transrtation, &c. (Ques.) 1892 (i).

Rumour en coflict between U. S. adi
Can. Customs (remarks) 975(i).
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Poster, Hon. G. E.-Con.
Yukon Telegrap'a Lines, Construction by Govt.,

&c. (Ques.) 6047, 6120 (ii).
Territory Act Amt. B. 186 (Mr. Sifton)

in Com., 9849 (iii).

Fraser, Mr. D. a., Guysborough.
Address, on The, 939 (i).
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 123 (Sir Henri Joly)

in Com., 3995 (ii).
Convicts, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir

Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 9601 (iii).
Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction,

B. 2 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 3°, 2926 (i).
Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson)in Com.,

6453 (i).
Dowding, Annie Inkson, Relief (B. 136) 1°, 4147

(ii).
Militia Clothing, Tenders, &c., (M.) for Copies

to be ref. to Pub. Accounte Com., 3874 (i).
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co's. B. 112 (Mr.

Lemieux) in Com. on amt. (Mr. Canpbell)6332
(ii).

N.W.T. Rebellion Losses (1885) Claims Commis-
sion, on M. (Mr. Darit) for Ret., 3099 (i).

Nova Scotia Steel Co's. (B. 139) 1*, 4259 (i).
Pacific Cable, par. in Citizen re Conference of

Sec. of State for Colonies, and High Commis-
sioner 3268 (i).

Personal Explanation, par. in Montreal Gazette,
2036(i).

Pub. Accounts Com., Meetings (remarks) 2965(i).
- Delay in Meeting (Man. Election Frauds)

on M.(Sir Charles H. Tupper) to adja., 3246 (i).
Postponement and Hours of Meeting, &c.

(remarks) 4344 (il).
3rd Rep. of Com., conc., 4147 (i).
(M.) to refer papers re Christie, Mr. W. J.,

to Com., 4477 (ii).
Delay in Meetings (renarks) 7195 (iii)

-- Meetings during Sitting@ of House (M.)
8780 (iii).

6th. Rep. of Co". (presented) 9836 (iii).
Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105 (Sir

Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for2, 7653 (iii).
Ry. Act. Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9734

(iii).
Policy of Govt. re Yukon Rya. Cos., on

M. (Sir Charles TUpper) to Com. of Sup., 4749
(ii).

SUPPLY:
Arut,Agriculture, &. (year book)89 (iii).
Immig on(aent, alaries,&o.)843; (St.Paul

des M6tla s.ed grain,&e.) 9ot7 (iii).
LightAou and Coaat Service (eenstruction, &o.)

5le(ii).
Ib Oe (Postm ers' salaries)516(i).

Victoria Co., N.S., Patronage, &c. on M. (Mr.
McDougal) to adjn.,5M (i).

-Weights and MesrsAct Amt B. 128 (Sir
Hewi Joiy) in CoMI., 3M0(i).

Fraser, Mr. J., Eiast Lambton.
Addres, on The, Onision of Name from Divi-

sion List, 161 (i).
British Ame-ican Bank Note Co. rs. The Queen,

Action by Govt. (Ques.)6050 (i).
Coal Oil. on prop. Res. (Mr. Davis) to place on

Free List, 1986 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2134 (i).

London Mutual Fire lns. Co. of Canada (B. 68)
1c*, 1949 (i).

Frost, Mr. F. T., Leeds and renrille.
Address, on The, 1386 (i).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9389 (iii).

Ganong, Mr. G. W., Charloue.
Address, on The, 1095 (i).
Brown, Barth, Campobello, N.B. Emplymt.

by Govt. (Ques.) 4482 (i).
Dick, Isaac, Fishery Guardian, N.B., Dismissal,

&c. (Ques.) 7765 (iii).
Fishing Weirs, Charlotte Co., Licenses Xssued,

Dates, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 2962 (i).
Gallant, W. A., Engineer Point Lepreaux Fog-

alarm, Dismisal, &c. (Ques.) 4806 (i).
Glass, Jas., Fishery Guardian at Charlotte, N.B.,

Appnmt. by Govt. (Ques.) 4482 (ii).
Lepreaux, N. B., Customs Officer, Name, Salary,

&c. (Ques.) 5313 (ii).
Lobster Fisheries Protection, Regulations re, on

M. (Mr. MeLetnan, Inverness) for Com. of
Sup., 7686 (iii).

Milltown, N.B. Appnmt. of Fishery Guardian
(Ques.) 4482(ii).

SUPPLY:
Civil Govermment: Marine and Fisheries (cohtin-

tingencies)52( (ii).
Puie Works: Dredging (plant) 8140; N.S.

(Wharve) 7718; (Ont.)8003 (iii).
Poèt Offee (mail service) 7M; Postmasters' sal.

aries)5826 (Ii).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. (. 143) 10,

4477(i).

Gauthier, Mr. J., L'Asomption.
Tobacco (Can.) Manufacture, Number of Fac-

tories, Memnorials, &c. re Duty (M. for atmnt.*
2027 (i)

Gauvreau, Mr. C. A, femiscouata.
Address, on The, 1336 (i).
Fraserville Harbour and Board of Trade Resolu-

tions (Ques.)1968 (i).
I.C.R., Addition to Workshops at Rivière du

Loup (Quoe.) 4480 (ii).
Appnrt. of Supt. W. A. Dube, Location

of Headquarters (Ques.) 2533 (i).
Delay in furmishing Cars, Complants, &c.

(Qum)1853(i).
Employees WorkigHor.rComplaints,&c.

(QUMs) 1974i).
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Gauvreau, Mr. O. A.-Con.
I.C.R. Fraserville Accommodation, Pets. from

Board of Trade, &c. (Ques.) 1972 (i)..
pets., re Disorderly Conduct (Ques.) 2899

(i).
Headquarters at Lévis, Transfer, &c.

(Ques.) 3551 (i).
Machinery at Rivière du Loup, Applica-

tion by Supt. for Additions, &c. (Ques.) 4481
(i).

N ew time-table (Ques.) 4481(i).
Removal of Shops from Rivière du Loup

to Lévis (Ques.) 2533(i).
Roberge, Cyrille, Dismissal of (Ques.)

1857 (i).
Salaries of Employees at Rivière du Loup

Workshops (Ques.) 4480 (i).

Legris, Mr., Postmaster at Ste. Eulalie, Investi.
gation, Rep., &c. (Ques.) 4272 (ii).

Gibeon, Mr. W., Lincoln and Iagara.
Can. Life Insurance Co.'s (B. 62) 1°*, 1753 (i).
Canadian Pacifie Ry. Co.'s (B. 61) 1°*, 1753 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Refa.
4135 (ii>.

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto -Ry. Co.'s
B. 69 (Mr. Cahlert) on M. for Com. 5250, 5256
(iii).

Printing Com. 3rd Rep. of Com. (presented) 5745
(i).

Printing of Parlt. 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.,
cone. (M.) 5378 (i).

7th Rep. of Com., conc. (M.) 8913 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) in Com., 6777, 6803 (ii).
SU PPLY :

On M. (Mr. Poster) that Com. rise, 582(ii).
Canale: Trent (construction)7301 (iii),
1mmigration (arents, salaries, Ae.) 8614 (iii).
Legialatim (distribution of blue books to law

assoiations)5738 (ii).
iAktkoune and Coast Service (construction. ko.)

5130 (ii).
Militia (olothing) 7103; (monuments) 7152(iii).
Public Wrke: Harbours and Rivers (Whaf,

N.S) 7744; Ont., 8006; (Port Colborne) 9262,
274 (iii).

Railwayo: LC.R. (accommodation, St.John)7157,
718097189 (iii).

Welland Power and Supply Canal Co.'s (B. 67)
1°*, 1o99(i).

Gilli , Mr. J. A., Rickmend N.8.
Ariehat Breakwater, N.8., Repairs, Amount ex-

pended from 1891 to 1896 (Quec.) 485 (i).
Babin's Cove Wharf, Arichat, N.S., CoSt, Con-

struction, &c. (Ques.)586 (ii).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Bikrdamo) in Com., 5916 (il).
Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction

B.R2(Mr. Charito) onM. for3°, 2916 (i).

xxxv

Gillies, Mr. J. A.---Con.
Descousse Wharf, N.S., Cost of Construction,

&c. (Ques.) 5486 (ii).
Dredging, Richmond Co., N. S., Amount ex-

pended from 1891 to 1896 (Ques.) 5485 (ii).
Fourchie Harbour, N S., Dredging, &c. (Ques.)

2904 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Mntreal-G. T. R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4680 (i).
Jerome Pomt Lighthouse, Inquiry for Ret., 3669.
L'Ardoise Breakwater, Ainount expended by

Govt. (Ques.) 1886 (1).
Construction by Govt. (Ques.) 2904 (i).

Little River, N.S., Breakwater, Construction,
&c. (Ques.) 3944 (ii).

MeNeil, Stephen, Beaver Cove, Rental charged
by Govt. (Ques.) 3944 (ii).

Lighthouse-keeper at Richmond, Papers
Respecting, Inquiry for Ret., 4732(ii).

Newfoundland Fisheries and French Shore, Rep.
of Royal Commission, Inquiry for Ret., 3070.

Petit de Grat Breakwater, Amount expended by
Govt., Inspection, &c. (Ques.) 1886 (i).

Ry. Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Co.'s, on M.
(Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4752 (i).

Returns, Inquiry for, 4552 (ii).
St. Peter's Canal, Amount expended from 1891 to

1896, &c. (Ques.) 3255 (i).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice (Exchequer Court) 5472.
Fisheries (salaries of Inspectors) 4050 (ii).
Indians: B.C. (reserve commission) 5728; Man.

and N. W. T. (implements, &o.)5718 (ii).
Lighthose and Coast Service (salaries, &o.) 3528.
Militia (miscellaneous and unforeseen)5456(ii).
Peaiteariaries (Dorchester) 5478(ii).
Poat Ofle (Postnmasters' salaries) 5820 (ii).
Steamboa* tInpection (fog alarms) 4240 (ii).

Tobacco, Reduction of Duties (prop. Res.)allowed
to stand, 4813 (ii).

Travelling Expenses, &c., Finance Minister and
Private Secretary (Ques.) 1880 (i).

Wharfs aud Piers in different Provs., Number
constructed, Maintenance, &c., from 1867 to
1899 (Ques.) 5861 (ii).

(M. for Ret.*)693 (iii).
Victoria Co., N.S., Patronage, on M. (Mr. Mc-

DougaUl) to adjn., 5400 (ii).
Yukon District, Harper, Mr. F., Postmaster at

Dawon City, Issue oš Notice (Ques.) 1961 (i).

Gilmour, 39r. J., East Middksex.
Apples, Fraudulent Packing, on M. (Mr. McMil-

lan) to adjn., 3756(i).
Binder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

adjn., 7218 (iii).
Representation in the H. of 0. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) in Com., 6999 (iii).
Settlers from EasternOCan. to N. W. T., Aid by

Govt. (Que.)M2534 (i).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agrimkure, &e. (illustration staton)817.
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Graham, Mr. D., North Ontario.
Trent Valley Canal, Land Valuations, Com-

plaints, &c. (Ques.) 5311 (ii).
Mr. F. D. Moore, Payments to by Govt. (Ques.)

5311 (ii).

Guillet, Mr. G., Wet N>rthu'mberland (O.)
Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacifie Ry. Co.'s

(B. 98) 1z*, 2318 (i).
Printing Bureau and Sunday Labour (remarks)

3879 (ii).
Roman Catholie Episcopal Corporation of Pon-

tiac, Change of Title (B. 108) 1°, 2529 (j).
SUPPLY :

Immigration (agents' salaries, &c )8487. 8589 (iii).
Indian# (N.S.) 7490 (iii).
P5lic Worke .rHarbours and Rivers (Ont.) 7923;

Que. (Sabrevois wharf) 10030 (iii).

Ha ggart, Hon. J. G., South Lanark.
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Fielding)in Com.,

3765 (ii).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on

M. for Com., 3299; in Com., 3308 (i); Sen.
Amnts., 7578 (iii).

Bounties on Iron and Steel B. 161 (Mr. Fielding)
in CoM., 7639 (iii).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 3253 (i) 9177 (iii).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richa rdson) in Com., 5920, 5933 (i).
Contracts let without Tender, on M. (Mr. Darin)

for O. C's, 5335 (ii).
Conviets, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir Wil-

frid Laurier) in Com., 9607 (iii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. Siftoîn) in

Com., 6434 (ii).
Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on

M. for 2°, 1920 (i).
Drummond County Ry. Res., Inquiry for Papers,

2249 ; 2973 (i).
See LC.R.

General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henri
Joly) in Com., 9637 (iii).

Great Northern Ry. Co's B. 118 (Mr. Savard) in
Com., 6970 (iii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 124 (Sir Henri Joly)
in Com., 3761, 3881 (ii).

Insurance Act Amt. B. 86(Mr. Fielding) in Com.,
6392(i).

I.C.R., Extension to Montreal-Drmmond Co.
Ry., Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Con.
on Res., 3345; en M. for 1°, 377L•

on M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 2821 (i).
G.T.R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in

Com. on Res., 4me9, 4113; on.M. for2°,4164;
in Con., 4357,4370, 4685, 4712(i); Sen Amts.,
9710 (iii).

Montreal Harbour Commissioners B. 179 (Mr.
Feding) in Com., 9881 (iii).

Island Beit Line Ry. Co's B. 112 (Mr.
Lemie=a) in Com. on amit. (Mr. Caupbell)
6m(i).

Haggart, Hon. J. G.-Co;n.
Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt. B. 19

(Mr. Britton) in Com., 1896 (i).
Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization Bu

187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9612 (iii).
Penberthy Injector Co.'s Patent Relief B. 141

(Mr. McGregor in Coin., 6878 (iii).
P.E.1. Ry., Murray Harbour and Charlottetown

Authorization B. 183 (Mr. Blair) in Coim.,
9758 (iii,.

Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled,
Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2040(i).

Public Works (Preservation of Public Health) B.
105 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 7673 (iii).

Quebec Bridge, Tenders for Construction, Cost,
&c. (Ques.) 2112 (i).

Harbour Commissioner B. 178 (Mr. Field-
ing) in Com., 9868 (iii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85(Mr. Blair)in Com., 9736(iii).
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coim. on

Res., 9319, 94b8, 9468, 9472; in Con. on Bill,
9767 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Blair) in Con., 6904, 6941 (iii).

Restigouche Boom Co.'s incorp. B. 65 (Mr. Mc.-
Alister) on Order for 2°, 2650 (i).

Returns, Inquiry for, 8076 (iii).

SUPPLY :
CanaLe: Chambly (telephone lines) 5784; Corn-

wall (repairs to loeks) 5784; Farran's Point (en.
largement) 5779 (ii); Galops (enlargement) 7442;
Lachine (Atwater Avenue wali) 9173; (lleney &
Borthwick's claim) 9173,10153; Murray (landing
stage) 7454 (iii): (North Channel) 5779(ii); Rideau
(Kilmarnock eut) 7454; Sault Ste. Marie (Ryan
& Co., claims) 9235; Welland (Port Colborne)
7454 (iii); (remission of arrears of rentais) 5791
(ii); (repaire, &e.) 7463 (iii).

Civil Gowt.: Interior (contingencies) 7468 (iii)t
Militia and Defence (sala ries)2073(); Post Office
7354 (iii); Privy Council Office (salaries) 258
Railways and Canals (salaries) 2250 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Telegraph lines, B.C.
8186; (Pelee Island) 8189 (iii).

Catome (Suspense ccount, Montreal) 5593 (ii).
Geological Survey (Artesian borings) 7473 (iii).
Inmrance (General expenses) 7463 (iii).
Legiation: House of Commons (votera' liste)

2281 (i).
Lighthoue and Coa.t Service (Construction, &c.)

5133 (H).
Mail SubMidieR and SS. Subention* (Margaree

Cheticamp) 10157; (Murray Bay and Ouelle
River) 10159 (iii).

Militia (rite ranges) 9144,9154 (iii).
Miocellaneone (Chas. Bremner, compensation,&o.

10169; (refund of duties on Esh. &c., P.E.I.}
10173; (Begulation Code for railway) 10155 (iii).

145ltc Worke: Buildings (N.S.) 7615, 7619; Ont.,
72, 9960; (Ale ndria Reformatory)9M; (Lon-
don drill hall)9961; (Ottawa electrie lighting)
S9M-;(forishing, &o., Deptl. Buildings)
9 ;Ottawa, h"eatng, &c.) 7098; Royal Mil-
ÎtaryColle'ge) 9960-;Harbours and River

xxxvi



INDEX.

-laggart, Hon. J. G.--Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Pulic Work-Con.
(Man.) 8078; Ont. (Kaministiquia) 7612; (Port
Colborne) 9252,927; (Wharfs, N.S.) 7700; Que.
(Coteau, dredging) 10052; (Montreal Harbour
improvements) 9980; (St. Lawrence Ship Chan-
nel)7562,7580,7593; Roads and Bridges (Portage
du Fort) 10071; Yukon-Telegraph (B.C. and
and Teslin Lake) 10100; Lewes and Yukon
river improvement) 8194; (telegraph lines)10094.

Railwaya (increased station accommodation) 9163;
LC.R. (freight rates) 7458; (increased siding a-
commodation) 9156; (Indiantown Branch, Mr.
Snowball's claim) 9165; (Halifax, elevator) 9172;
(passenger coach) 9172; (rolling stoek) 7432;
(telegraph service) 9172; (St. John, accommoda-
tion) 7404, 7420, 9164; St. John, elevator) 9163)
(miscellaneous) 7455 (iii); (repairs to " Vic-
toria") 5784; P.E.I. (Mount Stewart wharf)
5755, 5773 (ii); (Murray Harbour, &o., construc-
tion) 9228; (removal of curves) 7398 (iii).

Yukon District: Militia (clothing contract) 9112
(iii): (N.W. Mounted Police) 6388 (ii).

Walker, Postmaster at Ailsa Craig, Charges
against (M. for cor.*) 3873 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henri Joly) in Com., 989 (iii).

Yukon Administration, Charges against, on M.
(Mr. Darin) to adjn., 6580 (ii).

Harwood, Mr. H. S., Vaudreuil.

I.C.R. Extension to Montre.al-G.T.R.
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4653

Agree-
(ii).

Henderson, Mr. D., Halton.
Address, on The, 1075 (i).
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Lander-

kin) in Coi., 7575 (iii).
Banking Act Anit. B. 127 (Mr. Fielding) on M.

for 1°, 3498 (ii).
Binder Twine, Tenders, &c. (Ques.) 1837 (i).

on M. ('Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 7208 (iii).
on M. (Mr. Taylor) to Com. of Sup.,

9921 (iii).
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for Com., 4987 (û1).
Consolidation of the Statutes of Can. (Ques.)

4270 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in Com.,

6443 (ii).
Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.

(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8938 (iii).
Dom. Lands Act Ait. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in

Com., 6437 (ii).
Dom. Perianent Loan Co.'s B. 104 (Mr. Clarke)

in Com., 6876 (iii).
Edmonton and Saskatche% an Ry. Co.'s B. 93

(Mr. Oliver ) in Com., 4848 (ii).
Goderich Harbour Improvements, Contracts,

&c. (Ques.) 1881 (i).
Grain Exports to Germany in 1898-99, Quantity,

&c. (Ques.) 8990 (iii).

xxxvii

Henderson, Mr. D.-Con.
G.T.Rv. Trackmen's Strike, &c. on M. (Mr.

Maclean) to adjn., 4523 (ii).
Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.

Macpherson) on amt. (Mr. Douglas) to M. for
3°, 4198; to M. for 3°, 4780 (ii).

I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-G.T.R. Agree-
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4439. 4628
(ii).

Order, Ques. of (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) 4450 (ii).

Lindsay, Haliburton and Mattawa Ry. Co.'s
Pet. (M.) to ref. to Sel. Com. on Standing
Orders, 1948 (i).

Members of the Govt., Absence from Ottawa,
(Ques.) 1819 (i).

Mint, Estabhshment by Govt. in Can., on prop.
Res. (Mr. MeInnes) 3118 (i).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co 's
B. 69 (MIr. Calvert) on amt. (Mr. Landerkin)
5043 (ii).

Nisbet Academy of Prince Albert B. 10 (Mr.
Davis) on M. for Com., 3844 (ii).

Order (Ques. of) 6778 (ii).
Ottawa Electric Ry. Co.'s B. 18 (Mr. Belcourf)

in Com., 2152 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 155 (Mr. Mulock) in

Con., 6105 (ii).
Preferential Trade with G.B., on aint. (Sir

Charles Tupper) toCom. of Sup., 7915 (iii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8908 (iii).
Quebec Ry. Light and Power Co.'s B. 84 (Mr.

Carroll) in Com>., 5042 (ii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9741.

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9548: in Com., 9767 (iii).

Registered Letters, stolen off C.P.R. train (Ques.)
1829 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1', 3465 (ii); in Com., 6972,
6993 (iii).

Stock, David, Relief B. 88 (Mr. McCartky) in
Com., 3491 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Art8, Agriculture, &c. (Experimental Farm) 8257;

(illustration stations) 8288; (Paris exhibition)
10149; (year-book)8226 (iii).

Canal#: Trent (construction) 7314 (iii).
Charges of Management (printing Dom. notes)

7002(iii).
Civil Gove.: Post Office, 7356 (iii).
Customa (suspense account, Montreal) 5595 (ii).
Pieheries (salaries of inspectors) 4040 (ii).
Immigration'(agents, salaries, &c.) 8557, 8607 (iii).
Indians: Man. and N.W.T. (implements, &c.)

5719 (ii).
Mail Subsidies and SS. Subvention (St. John and

Digby) 8673 (iii).
Militia (annual drill) 7062 (iii) ; (clothing)448(ii).

7115 (iii); (military stores) 5426 (ii); (salaries)
7079; (Yukon supplies) 7050(iii).

Poat Ofce (postmasters' salaries)5805 (ii).
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Henderson, Mr. D.-Con.
SurPL-Con.

Publie Works : Buildings (Ont.) 7623; Harbours
and Rivera, Ont.,8002,8013; (Sheguiandah pier)
10069; Que., (St. Lawrence Ship Channel) 7610
(iii); Yukon District (telegraph lines) 5620 (i).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henri Joly) in Com., 3896 (ii); 9885 (iii).

Heyd, Mr. 0. B., South Brant.
Budget, The, 2682 (i).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr. Mu-

lock) on M. for 2°, 6550 (ii).

Exci#e (commissions on stamps) 4792(ii).
Iimigration: (agents, salaries, &c.)8597,8611(iii).
Indiane (Ont.) 5685 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henri Joly) in Com., 3898 (ii).

Hîodgins, Mr. W. T., Carleton, ont.
Civil Service Employees, Names of Employees

who have received their Statutory Increases
since 1896 (M. for Ret.*) 5943 (ii).

Iron Doors for Public Buildings, Purchase by
Govt. (Ques.) 4273 (ii).

Ottawa and Cyrville Mail Service, Contract, &c.
(Ques.) 8991 (iii).

Post Office Deptl. Employees, &c., Namies of
Employees who have not received Statutory
Increases since 1896 (M. for Ret.*) 5943 (i).

Ry. Mail Service, Supt. and Staff, Salaries and
Travelling Expenses (M. for Ret,*) 5944 (il).

Steel Boxes, Int. and Indian Depts., Purchased
by Govt., Tenders, &c. (Ques,) 4482,4995(ii).

Holmes, Mr. R. West Huron.
Civil Service Act Aa. B. 63 (Mr. McMullen) on

M. for 2°, 3322 (i).
Combinations in Restraint of Trade, Prevention

Act Amt. B. 40 (Mr. Sproule) on M. for 2,
1943 (i).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Fint) 8905 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Publie Works : Buildings, Ottawa (electrie light-

ing, &c.) 5185(ii); Harbours and Rivers (Ont.)
8011(iii).

Hughes, Mr. S., North Victoria, Ont.
Address, on The, 631 (i).
Basam Lake, Removal of Stone Piles (Ques.)

2332(i).
Can. Troops for the Transvaal, par. in Ottawa

Citizen (remarks) 7328 (iii).
Crow's Nest Pass Ry., Death of Mr. Thornbury

(Ques)1976 (i).>
Devlin, Mr. James, Proeeution by Dept. of

Justice (remarks) 7218 (iii).
Dibblee and Dupont, Meer., Claims against

Govt. (Ques. 2114 (i).

Hughes, Mr. S.-Con.
Dom. Rifle Association, Annual Grant by Govt.

of Transport and Entrance Fees to Limited
Number, (prop. Res.,) 2358 (i).

Edmonton and Slave Lake Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B.
35) 1°r*, 974 (i).

Yukon Route, Instructions to Messrs.
Dibblee and Dupont (Ques.) 2114 (i).

Fenelon Falls, Construction of Slides (Ques)
1978 (i).

G. T. R. Trackmen's. Strike, Settlement, &c.,
on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4541, 4547 (ii).

Imperial Service, and Canadian Brigade and Can.
Seamen, (prop. Res.,j2335, 2352 (i).

Indian Agent at Rama, Payment of Witnesses re
Inquiry (Ques.) 2114 (i).

McLaren's Creek, Construction of a Roadway
(Ques.) 3257 (i).

MeLaughlin, Mr. R. J., Amounts paid by Govt.
Services, &c. (Ques.) 1976, 2321 (i).

Farmer of Lindsay re Damages by Floods,
&c., (Ques) 4485 (remarks) 4486, 4499 (ii).

Clains for Land Damages by Farmers of
Lindsay, 5000 (ii).

Military Canteens and Sale of Liquor, par. in
Ottawa Citizen re Ont. Alliance (remarks)
7326 (iii).

Permanent Corps, Pension System, (prop. Res.)on
Order being caled, 2487, 2706 (i).

Noble, Mr., Amounts paid to by Govt. (Ques.)
2184 (i).

Ontario Coumty Court Judge, Name, Appnmt.,
&c. (Ques.) 1848 (i).

Pigeon River, Dredging, &c. (Ques.) 2191 (i).
Swing Bridge, Construction, &c. (Ques.)

2480 (i).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co. 's (B. 34)10*, 974.
Pub. Accounts Com., Delay in Meetings (re-

marks) 7195 (iii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com.

onRes,9460, 9543,9579 (iii).
Rama Indian Agent, Charges against, Cost of In-

quiry, &c. (Ques.) 1976 (i).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock)) in Com., 6955 (iii).
Rosedale Swing Bridge, Expenditure, Amount

contributed by Govt., &c. (Ques.) 2333 (i).
Scugog River, Dredging, &c. (Ques.) 2191 (i).
Stamped Envelope, 2-cent purple, Number issued

and distributed, &c. (Ques.) 2187 (i).
Number purchased in Toronto, Issue of

and Distribution (Ques.) 2189 (i).

SUPPLY:

Arle, AgrieuzUure, e, (general tatistics) .8237;
(year bock)8230 (iii).

Canale: Trent (construction) 729, 7305; (Rose-
dale bridge)7318 (iii).

Civil Govermen: Aud. Gen.'s Oice (salarie)
2089; Customs (salaries) 2004: Geological Sur-
vOy (salaries) 2105; Marine and Fisheries (sal-
aries) 2103(1); Post Offie, 7381 ii).
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Hughes, Mr. S.-Cm.
SUPPLY-ConI.

Dominion Lande (Chief Inspector, salary, &o.)
9022(iii).

Anamigration (agents, salaries, &c.)8494.8585,8603,
8626; (St. Paul des Métis, seed grain, &o.) 9028,
9042 (iii).

Militia (annual drill) 7063 ; (armaments, &c.)
7153; (armouries) 9126; (arme, equipment, &c.)
9150 ; (clothing) 7100; (miscellaneous) 7148 ;
(pay, allowance) 7027; (properties, &c.) 7088;
(provisions)7130; (Royal Military College)7140;
(salaries) 7078; (stores, &o.) 7098; (transport,
&o.) 7131 (iii).

Publie Worka: Buildings Ont., 7627; (Ottawa
military store) 9943; Harbours and Rivers,
N.S. (Gabarus breakwater)9992; (Porter's Lake,
dredging, &c.).9993; Que., (St. Lawrence ship
Channel) 7579,9986 (iii).

Railivawy: I.C.R.(accommodation, St. John) 7432;
(rolling stock) 7434.

Yukon District : Militia (food, clothing. trans-
portation, &c. )9067 (iii).

Trent Canal, Jordan, Mr. Wni., Claims for Land
Daniages (Ques.) 1977 (i).

Payment of Workmen (Ques.) 1977 (i).
Veterans of 1866 and 1870, Issue of Medals, &c.

(Ques.) 1848 (i).
Volunteers of 1866, Granting of Medals (Ques.)

2114 (i).
Yukon District, "Bench " and "Creek "Claims,

Disputes pending, &c. (Ques.) 3077(i).
Militia Force, Charges against re Mis-

conduct: on M. for Com. of Sup. (remarks,
9%.3 (iii).

Hurley, Mr. J. M., East Hastings.
Belleville Prince Edward Bridge Co.'s Bill (M.)

to extend Time for receiving Pet., 5384.
B. (No. 162) 1°', 5945 (ii); in Com., 7480.

Ingram, Mr. A. B., East Elgin.
Atlas Loan Co's (B. 30) 1>*, 895 (i).
Canada Southern Ry. Co's (B. 43)1°*, 1165 (i).
Dom. Elections Act Amt. (B. 142) 1°4341 (ii).

-- Request to have placed on Govt. Orders,
7218, 7322(iii).

G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En-
forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross Robertson)to adjn.,
3982(à).

on M. (Mr. Maclean) toadjn.,4519, 4544(ii).
I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-G.T.R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Comi., 4616 (ii).
on Ques. of Order (Sir Charles Hibert

Tupper) 4453(ii).
Knights of Labour and Mechanies Assembly,

Cor., &c. (M. for copies*) 3149 (i).
Montreal Judicial District, Additional Judges

(remarks) 7241 (iii).
Ottawa City, Grant -of Money Authorization B

187 (Mr. Pielding) on M. for 2°, 9612(iii).
QuebecCartridge Factory, Dismissal of Labourers

&0. (Ques.) 2186 (1).

Ingram, Mr. A. B.-Con.
Ry. Passenger Tickets (Sale) Act. Aimt. B. 32'

(Mr. Beattie) on M. for 20, 1876 (i).
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res. 9442, 9493, 9570, 9777 (iii).
St. Thomas and Aylmer Mail Service, Advertise-

ments for Tenders, &c. (Ques.) 9698 (iii).
Spinks, County Court Judge, B.C., Charges

against, on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to
Com. of Sup., 4237 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Canal: Welland (bridges &c.) 7454 (ii).
Civil Govt.: Marine and Fisheries (contingencies>

5026(ii); Post Office 7332, 7347 (iii).
Eceiqe (salaries of officers) 4770 (ii).
Fisheries (oyster culture) 4241; (salaries of In-

spectors) 4014, 4045 (ii).
Legislation: Rouse of Commons (voters' liste)

2302(i).
Militia (armouries) 9129 (iii).
Post Offlce (mail service)7368 (iiii.
Publie Worka-Buildings Ottawa (electrie light-

ing)5186; Harbours and Rivers (Ont.) 5203 (ii);
Roads and Bridges (Banff)5204(ii).

Railicajs: I.C.R. (accommodationSt. John) 7430;
(rolling stock) 7433; (uniforms) 7459 (iii).

Yukon District: iMilitia (clothing contract) 9124.

Ives, Hon. W. B., Sherbrooke.
Address, on The (remarks) 1447, 1462 (i).
Adulteration Act Aimt. B. 123 (Sir Henri Joly)

in Com., 3992 (i).
Agricultural and Colonization Com., 2nd. Rep.,

on conc., 3441 (ii).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. .Préfontaine) on

M. for Com., 3308 (i).
G. T. R. Trackrnen and Alien Labour Law En-

forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross Robertson) to adjn.
3971 (ii).

-- on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn. 4508 (ii).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4612,
4699 (ii).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co's
B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) on amt. (Mr. Landerkin)
5043 (ii).

Port Colborne and Port DaIhousie, Harbour
Improvements, on prop. Res. (Mr. McCleary)
3293 (i).

Quebec Harbour Commissioners'Consolidated Act
Amt. B. 91 (Mr. Fizpatrick) in Com., 3917 (ii).

Ry. Passes to Members and Senators B. 37 (Mr.
Bostock) on M. for e°, 2199 (i).

SuPPLY :
Civil Government: Trade and Commerce(salaiesh

2263(i).
Indiana (Ont.) 5679 (ii).
Legislation : House of Commons (stationery) 2278

Johnston, Mr. T. G., West Lambton.
Coal Mil, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davis) to place o

Free List, 2006, 2013 (i).
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Joly de Lotbinière, Hon. Sir H., K.C.M.G.,
Portneuf.

Adulteration of Food Act Amt. (B. 123) 1°,
335; in Coi., 3990 (ii).

Allaire, Mr. J. P. O., St. Boniface, Man., Claim
against Govt. (Ans.) 1894 (i).

Apples, Fraudulent Packing, on M. (Mr. Mc-
Millan) to adjn., 3758 (ii).

Atlin District, Brewery Licenses issued (Ans.)
5484 (ii).

-Buffalo and Crystal Beach Ferry Service, License
and Privileges Granted, &c. (Ans.) 4994(i).

Christie, Mr. W. J., Dismissal from Inland Rev.
Dept., O.C.'s, Reps., Cor., on M. (Mr. Roche)
for Copies, 2406 (i).

Civil Service (Dismissal of Officials) Act Amt. B.
.0 (Mr. Monk) on amt. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
to M. for 2°, 2231 (i).

Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Moore) 2127 (i).

Costigan, Hon. Mr., on Personal Explanation,
3667 (i).

Cor. between Dept. laid on Table, 3875(ii).
Curless, Chas. H., Preventive Officer, Grand

Falls, N.B., Dismiss1, &c. (Ans.) 4056 (ii).
Excise, Inspection of Sealed Food Packages,

Legislation respecting (Ans.) 2705 (i).
Financial Situation, on M. (Mr. Poster) 10237 (iii).
General Inspection Act Amt. B. 55 (Mr. Penny)

on M. for 2°, 3872(ii).
- Petroleum and Naphtha) Act Amt. (B.

131) 1' 3749 (ii).
(Wheat) Act Amt. (B. 132) 1°, 3751 ; M.

to wthdrw. Bill, 5098 (ii).
(B. 156) in Com., 9636, 9651 (iii).

Grain Exports from Can. Harbours during 1898
(Ans.) 3075 (i).

Grain Standards, N. W.T., Legislation re Inspec-
tion, &c., on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin)3837(ii).

Inland Revenue Act, Violation re Seizure of
Tobacco (remarks) 10227 (iii).

(B. 124) 1°', 3.335; in Com., 3759, 3881 (ii).
Inspection of Wheat, Deputations, &c. (remarks)

1540 (i).
(Wheat) Amt. (B. 156)1, 5099 (i).

Penitentiary Act Aint. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) in Com., 8769 (iii).

Petroleum and Naphtha Inspection (B. 131)prop.
Res., 3885; in Coui., 3884 (ii).

Potash Inspection and Montreal Board of Trade
(Ans.) 1858 (i).

Quebec Harbour Commissioners' B. 178 (Mr.
Fielding) in Com., 9862 (iii).

SUPPLY:
Art, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8294,

8306 (iii).
Civil Government: Inland Revenue (contingen-

cies) 2270 (i); (printing and stationery)5013(ii);
(salaries) 2100 (i); Publie Works (salaries) 7554
(iii).

Bominion Landu (Chief Inspector's salary) 9026
(iii).

Joly de Lotbinière, Hon. Sir H.-con.
SmPPLY-Con.

Excise (allowance to Customs Oficers) 4790; (com-
missions on stamps) 4790; (preventive service)
4788,5578; (salaries of officers)4770,4787; (special
translation) 4803 (ii).

In#pection of Staptes (salaries, &c.) 5586 (ii).
Publie Worka: Harbours and Rivera (Que.) 8105

(iii).
Weights and Meaaure.(inspection) 5578; (salaries,

&c.) 4803 (ii).
Tobacco, Duties collected (Ans.) 1818 (i).

Foreign Leaf, Percentage required under
Regulations (Ans.) 2486 (i).

Excise Duty paid since 1898, Number of
Employees, &c. (Ans.) 3075 (i).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. (B. 128)1°, 3544;
in Com., 3885 (ii), 9883 (iii).

B. 143 (Mr. Ganong) on M. for 1°, 4478(i).
Yukon District, Liquor Permits issued by Mr.

Ogilvie, Disallowance by Govt., 3790 (ii).

Kaulbach, Mr. C. E., Lunenburg.
Commercial Treaties with British W. Indies, &c.,

on M. for Com. of Sup., 8077, 8172 (iii).
I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) on M. for
20, 4152 (ii).

License Fees for Fishing Traps, Issue of (remarks)
2046 (i).

Lobster Fisheries Protection, Regulations re, on
M. (Mr. McLennan, Inverness) to Com. of
Sup., 7687 (iii).

Newfoundland and Canadian Fishermen, Supply
of Bait, Cor., &c. (remarks) 9465 (iii).

Ry. Subsidies Resolutions (remarks) 8921 (iii).
B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res., 9452,

9488, 9580 (iii).
ScPPLY :

Liahthouee and Coaot Service (salaries, &o.) : 3523
(ii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 2996(i).
Post Office (Postmasters' salaries)L811(ii).
Public Work8: Buildings (N.B.) 7616; Dredging

(plant) 8140; Harbours and Rivera (wharfs,
N.S.) 7728,7750 (iii).

Kendry, Mr. J., West Peterborough.
G. T. R. Trackmen's Strike, Settlement, &c.

on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4543 (i).
Trent Valley Canal, Purchase of Land for Dam

at Nassau (Ques.) 1857 (i).

Klock, Mr. J. B., ipissing.
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Ship Canal,

on M. (Mr. Poupore) for Papers respecting,
4878 (ii).

Eloepfer, Mr. C., South Wellington.
International Commission between Can. and

U. S., Cost, &c. (Ques.) 1815 (i).
Medals for Long Service, Regulations respecting

(Ques.) 7320 (iii).
SPPLY:
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Landerkin, Mr. G., South Grey.
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief (B. 144) 1*, 4730

(ii); in Com., 7480 (iii).
Belleville Prince FAward Bridge Co.'s Bill, on

M. (Mr. Hurley) to extend Tine for receiving
Pet., 5385 (ii).

Imperial Loan and Investment Co.'s incorp. (B.
150)1°*, 5096 (ii).

.Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s
B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) on M. for Com. (amt.) to
ref. back to Coni. on. Rys., 5042 (ii).

Order (Ques. of) Member repeating Private Con-
versation; on Mr. Speaker's ruling, 5406 (ii).

Private Bills, Extension of Time (M.) 2182 (i);
5378 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B.
Res., 9400 (iii).

Representation in
Mulock) on M.
6636 (ii).

Saskatchewan Ry.
2246 (i).

SUPPLY:

190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
for 1°, 3461; on M. for 2°,

and Mining Co.'s (B. 92) 1°,

Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.)8608 (iii).
Van Wart, Isaac Stephen, Relief (B. 180) 1°*,

8913 (iii).
Yukon Administration, Charges against, on M.

(Mr. Davin) to adjn., 6577 (ii).

Lang, Mr. J., East Peterborough.
Havelock and Oak Lake Mail Service, Tenders,

&c. (Ques.) 3824 (ii).
Lang P. O., and Ry. Station, Carriage of Mails,

Tenders, &c. (Ques.) 3823 (i).
SUPPLY:

Public Worka: Harbours and Rivers (Wharves,
N.S.) 7703 (iii).

LaRivière, Mr. A. A. 0., Prorencher.
Allaire, J. P. O., St. Boniface, Man., Claim

against Govt. (Ques.) 1894 (i).
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. L<Inder-

kin) in Com., 7576 (iii).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on M.

for Com., 3301, 3306 (i); Sen. Amts., 7578 (iii).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for2, 1934 (i).
Committees. of the Hse., Meetings at same hour

(remarks) 2320 (i).
Debates Official, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translator, on M. to conc., 1746 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. &ifton) in

Com., 6405, 6435 (ii).
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93

(Mr. Oliver) in Com., 4310 (ii).
Man. Legieslation, Disallowance by Dom. Govt.,

Pets., Memorials, &c., from Executive Council,
protesting against (M. for Ret.*) 2788 (ii).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s
B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) in Com., 5351 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9614 (iii).

LaRivière, Mr. A. A. 0.-Con.
Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.

(stationery) on M.(Mr. Gibson) to conc., 538 (ii).
Return, Inquiry for, 1753 (i).

Non-production 'remarks) 3071 (i).
St. Norbert, Inundations of Red River, Claims

of Owners (Ques.) 1894 (i).
SUPPLY :

Immingration (agents, salaries, &o.) 8514 (iii); (St.
Paul des Métis, seed grain, &c.) 9036 (iii).

Legia/ation: flouse of Commons (distribution of
blue books to Law Associations) 5742 (i);
(voters' liste) 2293(i).

Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid, G.0.M.G.,
East Quebee.

Address, on The, 84 (i).
consdn. (M.) 6 (i).
Closing of Debate (remarks) 975, 1016 (i).
Reply to, Mess. from His Ex. (presented)

2963(i).
to Her Maj. re Transvaal Question (M.)

8992(iii).
Adjournment for Ascension Day (M.) 2790 (i).

Deceased Mtmbers (M.) 6; (remarks) 7(i).
Easter (M.) 531 (i).
Queen's Birthday (rernarks) 3340,3379 (ii).
(M.) 3440 (ii).

Agricultural and Colonization Com., 2nd Rep.,
on conc., 3442 (ii).

Agricultural Implements, Reduction of Duty,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 5877, 5894 (ii).

Alaskan Boundary, American rumours re Can-
ada's Contention on, M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn.,
3846 (ii).

modus vivendi (remarks) 1074, 1166 (i).
and Pacifie Cable, Announcement ot

Agreement (remarks) 5386 (ii).
Sec International Commission.

Alien Act, B.C., Cor. with B. C. Gov. respecting
(Ans.) 8220, 8466, 8757 (iii).

Disallowance by Dom. Govt. (An.) 7768
(iii).

Labour Law, Enforcement, par. in To.
ronto Star (remarka) 2907 (i).

Enforcement at Hamilton (remarks) 3880
(ii).

Anticosti Island, Cor. between British Govt. and
Can. (Ans.) 1841 (i).

Appnmts. by late Govt., Commuication from
Sec. of State for Colonies, on M. (Sir Charles
Tupper) for Cor., 2734 (i).

-- Members to Offices, par. in Victoria Colo.
nist, 6382 (il).

Auditor General's Rep., on Inquiry for (remarks)
532, 700, 803 (1).

Ball, Mr. W. D., Postmaster at Bath, Ont., Dis-
missal, on M. (Mr. Wilson) 2393 (i).

Banque du Peuple, B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine), on
M. for Com., 3306; in Com., 3312 on M. for 3°,
3485 (ii).
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Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Cn.
Batiscan Post Office, Charges against Postmas-

ter, Rep. of Inspector (Ans.) 1967 (i).
Benefit Association, Insurance and Assessments

(remarks) 1353 (i).
Binder Twine, Output of Kingston Penitentiary,

Tenders, Price, &c. (Ans.), 825, 1837 (i).
Advertisements for Tenders, &c. (Ans.)

6934 (iii).
en M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 7205 (iii).
on M. (Mr. Taylor) to Com. of Sup., 9927.

Bonds or Securities registered as provided by
Statute, Preparation for Parliament (Ans.)
4991 (ii).

B. C. Fishermen, Seizure of Nets, &c., by Ameri-
cans, par. in Victoria Daily Colonist (remarks)
8634 (iii).

Anti-Chinese and Japanese legislation,
Govt. policy re Fourteen Statutes already in
force (Ans.) 5860 (i).

disallowance, &c., on M. (Mr. Prior) to
adjn., 6844 (iii).

Statutes for 1899, Date of receiving by
Sec. of State (Ans.) 5666 (ii).

see " Chinese, &c."
Brockville Election, Name, &c., of Dep. Return-

ing Officer (Ans.) 2322 (i).
Brockville and West Huron Elections, on M.

(Mr. Borden, Halifax) to ref. Documents to
Com. on Privs. and Elections, 6736(i); 6823 (iii).

Burrard, Member for, Speech re Amounts paid
Vancouver Liberals by *Dom. Govt. (Ans.)1838.

Business of the House (renarks) 802, 2247 (i),
8217 (iii).

Budget Speech (remarks) 2318 (i).
Morning Sittings (M.) 7768 (iii).
Redistribution Bill (remarks)2535 (i) 3845,

3875 (ii).
Senate Resolutions (remairks) 7321, 7442.
re Unopposed Returns (remarks) 6938 (iii).

See "Govt. Business."
Cabinet Ministers, Names of, &c. (Ans.)1818 (i).
Canadian Emigration to U.S., par. in Montreal

Star (remarks)1895 (i).
Canadian Troops for the Transvaal, par.in Ottawa

Citizen (remarks) 7329 (iii).
Champ de Mars, Lease, &c., on M. (Mr. Monk)

for Cor., 2144 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 49 (Mr. Max-

well) on Ques. of Order (Mr. Ellis) 4339 (ii).
anti-Legislation in B.C. and Govt.'s Action

(Ans.) 1837 (i).
Bee " Disallowances, &c."

Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries Bill (Ans.)
1852 (i).

B. 38 (Mr. Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1924
(i) 5375 (il).

-B. 50 (Mr.Monk) on M. for 2',2215
(amt.) 6 m.h., 2218(i); Wagreed te(Y. 64, N. 39)
2944((i).

List (presented) 421 (1).

Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Con.
Colonial Securities and Imperial Tax (remaks)

1639, 1813 (i).
Commissions under the Great Seal, Regulations

respecting (Ans.) 4483 (ii).
Companies Act Amt. B. 160 (Mr. Fieding) in

Com., 8775 (iii).
Consolidation of the Statutes of Can. (Ans.) 4270.
Contracte let without Tender since June, 1896,

on M. (Mr. Davin) for O.Cs., 5346 (ii).
Controverted Elections Act, Registrar's Fees

(remarks) 8348 (iii).
Convicts, Conditional Liberation (B. 171) 2°

m., 9599; in Com., 9600, 9726 (iii).
Copyright Bill and Govt. Action (Ans.)1981 (i).
County Court Judges, Retirement, &c., Legisla-

tion respecting (Ans.)1970 (i).
Crow's Nest Pass Ry. Investigation, Rep. of

Com. (Ans.) 1968 (i).
Death of Mr. Thornbury (Ans.)1976 (i).

Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.
(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8925; in Com. on
Bill, 9663, 9679 (iii).

Deadman's Island, par. in Montreal Witn es re
Lease, 1353 (i).

Debates, Official Rep., Sel. Com. (M.) 6 (i).
2nd Rep., Dismissal of French Translator,

on M. to conc., 1744 (i).
Devlin, Mr. James, Prosecution by Jus. Dept.

(remarks) 7218 (iii).
Disallowance of B.C. Legislation re Japanese and

Chinese, Incomplete Ret. (remarks) 5408, 5489,
5745 (ii).

See "Japanese, &c."
Dom. Census and B.N.A. Act Amt., on prop Res.

(Mr. Mclnnes) 2388 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in

Com., 6407 (ii).
Dorothy. Seizure by U.S. Customs Authorities

at Skagway, par. in Ottawa Citizen (Ans.)2367.
Doukhobors, Quarantined at Grosse Isle (re-

marks) 4550 (i).
Drainage Across Ry. Lands, B. 24 (Mr. Caaey) on

M. for 2, 1917; on M. to ref. to Sel. Con.,
2933, 2952 (i).

Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fielding) in
Com., 8760 (iii).

Edgar, Sir James, late Speaker, Deease of (re-
marks) 9060 (iii).

Election Act. Amt. B., on request (Mr. Iigram)
to place on Govt. Orders, 7219, 7322(iii).

Electoral Lists, N.S., Printing and Distribution
(Ans.) 1979 (i).

Estate Duty, Cor. incomplete (remarks)8221(iii).
Exchequer Court Act Amt. (B. 184) 1°,9 9178; 1°*,

9309; 20 m.,9835(iii).
Expropriation Act Amt. (B. 185) 1°,9178 (iii).
Foster, Hon. Geo. E., ex-Minister, Travelling

and Living Expenses (As.)1834 (i).
Franehise Act Amt., Amendmente by N.B. Govt

(Aus.) 230.
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Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Con.
Franchise Act Amt., Schedules (remarks) 1074 (i).

(P.E.I.) Bill, not on Order Paper(remarks)
9309, 9464 (iii).

Gagne, Hon. Mr. Justice, and Connection with
Lake St. John Ry., Delay sud Inconvenience
to Litigants (Ans.) 2190 (i).

Geoffrion, Hon. Mr., late M.P., Decease of (re-
marks) 7630 (iii).

Gouin, Mr. Lomer, Speech re Subsidies to Provs.
(Ans.) 1981 (i).

Govt. Business, Precedence on Thursdays (M.)
2409 (i).

on Wednesdays (M.) 3555, 3647 (ii).
on Mondays (M.) 6279 (ii).
Delay in bringing down (remarks) 8221.

Grain Transit, Man. and N.W.T. Regulation B.
15 (Mr. Douglas) on M. for 2°, 1917 (i).

G.T.R. Trackmen's Strike, on M. (Mr. Clarke) to
Com. of :Sup., 3778 (il).

on M. (Mr. Ross Robertson) to adjn., 3962.
on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 450, 4512

(ii).
Cor. respecting (Ans.) 4730, 4858 (il).
Rumoured Settlement (remarks) 5206 (ii).

Hubert, Miss Annabella, Claims for Injury to
Property, Pet. re (Ans.) 2535, 3256 (i).

Huron, West, Representation, Vacancy, &c.
(remarks) 9597 (iii).

Immigrants in Quarantine, par in Ottawa Citizen,
2193 (i).

Insolvency Legislation (remarks) 3253 (i).
Cor. with Boards of Trade (remarks) 4997

(ii).
I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co,

Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) on M. for Com.
on Res., 2794 (i); on M. for 1°, 3773; on M. for
3°, 4733 (ii).

On M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 28ž3 (i).
G.T.R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in

Com., 4369, 4432, 4470, 4575, 4687 (ii).
on Appeal (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)

from Chairman's ruling to Speaker, 4449 (i).
Harris, Mr. A. H., Appnmt. by Govt., on

M. (Mr. Pope) for Cor., 2905 (i).
Lévis Station Improvements, Amount

expended (Ans.)82 (iii).
International Commission, Alaskan Boundary

and Rumoured Compromise, par in Montreal
Gazette 4739 (ii).

pat. in Montreal Star, 4169 (ii).
par. in Ottawa Citizen (remarks) 6937 (iii).
Alaskan Boundary Protocols (presented)

4259 (ii).
on M. (Sir Charles Tupper) to adjn., 8165

(iii).
Cost, &c., of Commission (Ans.) 1815 (i).

-- par. in Montreal Gazette re Negotiations
3341 (i).

par. in London Times re Settlement of
Questions, 3668 (ii).

Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Con.
International Commission, Business of the HouEe,

on Proposal (Sir Charles Tupper) to expedite,.
3786 (ii).

Rumoured Cancellation of Meetings at-
Quebec (remarks) 2908 (i).

Ives, Hon. Mr., late M. P., Decease of (remarks)
7533 (iii).

Japanese Anti-Legislation in B.C., Disllowance
of Bill (remarks) 2536 (i); 4344 (ii).

(M. to print cor.) 4477 (ii).
Cor. between B. C. Govt. and Dom. Govt

(remarks) 5207 (ii).
Kingston Penitentiary, Superannuation, &c.,.

since 1899 (Ans.) 6379 (ii).
Library Committee, Joint (M.) 531 (i).
Liberation, Conditional, of Convicts (B. 171)1°*,.

7000 (iii).
&e Convicts. &c.

Lindsay. Haliburton and Mattawa Ry. Co's. Pet.,.
on M. (Mr. Henderon) to ref. to Sel. Com. on
Standing Orders, 1948 (i).

Lotteries (art unions) in Montreal, Legislation
respecting (Ans.) 2324 (i).

Lumber imported into U. S. from Can. (remarks)
1638 (i).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., Amounts paid by Govt.,
Services, &c. (Ans.) 1976, 2321 (i).

Farm Lands, Claims for Damages, &c.
(remarks) 4487 (i).

Letter read by P.M.G., on Order of Ques.
(Mr. Foster) 5007 (il).

Man. Election Fraude, on Tnquiry for Ret., 3876
(ii).

on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to ref.
Papers to Pub. Acets. Com., 4055 (ii).

Man. School Question, Cor. with the Holy Father,
Settlement, &c. (Ans.) 1822 (i).

Members of the Govt., Absence from Ottawa
(A.ns.) 1819 (i).

Mess. from His Ex. (presented) 158 (i).
Ministerial Responsibility re Transaction of

Official Business, on M. (Sir Charles Tupper) to
Com. of Sup., 400W (ii).

Montreal Judicial District, Additional Judgee
(remarks) 7230 (iii).

--- on Personal Explanation (Mr. Fortin) 7637
(iii).

Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Poupore) 4298 (ii).

Montreal Postmastership, Vacancy, &e. (Ans.>
5859 (ii).

Post Office, Resignation of Postmaster
(Ans.) 1827 (i).

Moody, InspectorN.W. Mounted Police, Charges
against (Ans.) 8220 (iii).

Morning Sittings (M.) 7768 (iii).
ee Business of the House, &c.

Naturalization Act Amt. B. 37 (Mr. MeInnes) on
M. for 2°, 2179 (i).
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Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Con.
Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt. B. 19

(Mr. Britton) on M. for 2°, 1866 (i).
North-west Mounted Police Rep. (presented) 4995

(ii).
-- Constables, Number, &c. (Ans.)1843 (i).
North American Transportation Co. and Govt.

subsidies, &c. reniarks) 5666 (ii).
Northern Commereial Telegraph Co. and Cor.

with Ministers of Crown, on M. (Mr. Prior) to
Com. of Sup., 5554 (ii).

N.W.T. Duai Language, Opinion of Min. of Jus.
(Ans.) 2188 (i).

1885 Rebellion Losses, Claims Commission,
on M. (Mr. Davis) for Ret., 3104 (i).

Oaths of Office (B. 1) 1°, 4; pro forma (i).
Ocean Freight Rates, on M. (Mr. Davin) for Cor.,

Reps., &c., 1861 (i).
Ogilvie, Mr., Refusal of Min. of Int. to read

Letter.in Ans. to Question, 3800, 3812 (ii).
Ontario County Court Judge, Name, Appnint.,

&c. (Ans.)1848 (i).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. McDougall) Unparliament-

ary Language, 5406 (ii).
on Member being asked to wthdrw. Word

"cowardly," 6158 (ii).
Members abusing the Privilege of M. to

adjn., Authorities quoted, 6591 (ii).
Ref. to Deb. in Com. of the Hse., 6826 (iii).
Reference to Debate in another House,

9897 (iii).
Ref. to past Debate, 6753 (ii).

Ottawa City Indemnification, &c., and Govt. In-
tention to other cities (Ans.) 6379 (ii).

Govt. Grant (prop. Res.)5098 (ii).
Pacific Cable, Communication from B. C. Govt.

(remarks) 2697 (i).
par. in Citizen re Conference between Sec.

of State for Colonies, and High Commissioner
(remarks) 3268 (i).

(renarks) 1352 (i).
Penitentiaries Act Ant. (B. 173)1°*, 7873; in

Com., 8763 (iii).
Printing by Convicts (Ans.) 1832(i).

Personal Explanation (Mr. Blair) re pai. in Mon-
treal Star on Purchase of Wharf at St. John,
7328 (iii).

Poaching on the Pacific Coast (remarks) 8347 (iii).
Pointe Claire Wharf, Construction, &c. (Ans.)

4806 (i).
Preferential Trade with G. B., GovtL Intention

(remarks) 8469 (iii).
- on amt. (Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of

Sup., 7790 (iii).

on prop. M. (Mr. MceNeil) 822, 8347,863
(iii).

on M. (Mr. Charlton) 9755 (iii).
Prime Minister's Reply to Invitation to Chicago

Demonstration, par. in Newspaper, on M. (Mr.
Davin) to adjn., 9840, 1022G (iii).

Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Con.
P. E. I. and Mainland Mail Service, Arrunge-

ments, &c. (Ans.) 188 (i).
Printing Bureau and Sunday Labour (remarks)

3879 (ii).
Printing Committe, Joint (M.) 531 (i).

3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com. (Stationery)
on M. (Mr. Gibson) to conc., 5382 (ii).

Privilege, Ques. of (Sir Charles Tupper) 9181 (iii).
Privileges and Elections Com., Absence of Minis-

ters (remarks) 9184 (iii).
Stenographers' Fees, 9463 (iii).
(M.) to conc. in 2nd Rep. of Com., 10116(iii).
Rep. of Com. (M.) to print Evidence, 10115

(iii).
Prohibition Plebiscite, Cost, &c. (Ans.) 1814 (i).

Number of Votes polled, Cost, &c. (Ans.)
2321(i).

Poll-books, Voters' Lists, &c., on M. (Mr.
Moore) for Copies, 2906 (i).

Leeds Co., Rep. of Returning Offieers
(Ans.)1848 (i).

Ret,. of Votes polled, Papers, &c., (re-
marks) 1894 (i).

on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn., 2039, 2045 (i).
Quebec Counties, Reps. asked for, 5748 (il).
Discussion, &c. (remarks) 9466 (iii).
on M. (Mr. Flint) remarks, 5359 (ii).

Pub. Accounts Com., Meetings (remarks) 2964 (i).
Postponment and Hours of Meetings, &c.

(remarks) 4345 (i).
on M. (Mr. Wallace) to print 6th Rep. of

Com. (objection) 9836 (iii).
Rep. of Com. (M) to print Evidence, &c., 10116

(iii).
Public Works, Preservation of Health (B. 105)

1°*, 2604 (i); 2°m.,7645, 7665 in Con., 7667 (iii).
(remarks) 7241 (iii).

Quebec Cartridge Factory, Employees, Nwnber,
&c. (remnks) 9699 (iii).

-Harbour Commissioners B. 178(Mr. Field-
ing) on M. for2, 9686; in Com., 9861 (iii).

Injurious Legislation (remarks) 9596 (iii).
Opinion 3f Min. of Jus. (remarks) 9700

(iii).
Superior Court, Additional Judges, Sal-

aries, &c. (Ans,) 1846(i).
Queen's County (P.E.I.) Appnmt. of Judge

(remarks) 9000, 9064 (iii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9733

(iii).
Commission, Appnmt. by Govt. (Ans.)

1890 (i).
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3868 (ii).
Passenger Tickets (Sale) Act Aint. B. 32

(Mr. Bettle) on M. for 2°, 1875 (i); Sen Amts.,
9461 (iii).

Passes to Memabers and Senators B. 37
(Mr. Bostock) on M. for 2, 2202 (i).
--- Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Cos., on M.

(Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4742 (i).

xliv
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Laurier, Rt Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Cmo.
Railways Subsidies (remarks) 9064, 9185 (iii).

- B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Rles., 9204,
933'7, 9366, 9435, 9450, 9471, 9478, 9492, 9512,
9543, 9551 ; on M. for 2°, 9759; in Com., 9760,
9771, 9813 (iii).

Reading Rooi, Ventilation, Light, &c. (remarks)
975 (i).

Reciprocity between U.S. and B. West Indies,
par in Chicago IRcord, 4552 (ii).

Registered Letters stolen off C.P.R. train (Ans.)
1829 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) 1° m., 3442, 3456, 3466 ; on M. for 2°,
5207; in Com., 6758, 6797 (ii); 6910; (amnt.)
6927; (M.) to ref. back to Com. of the Whole,
6940; (amt.) 6940; in Com., 6943, 6966, 6984.

on M. (Mr. Wallace) to adjn. Deb.,5299 (ii).
Restigouche Boom Co.'s Incorp. B. 65 (Mr.

McAlister) on M. to ref. back to Com. on Pri-
vate Bills, 6825 (iii).

Returns, on Inquiry for (Sir Charles Hiber±
Tupper) 3558(i).

on Inquiry for, 8753,8920,9845, 10116 (iii).
Ministerial Responsibility (remarks) 5410

(ii).
Revision of the Statutes, Appnmt. of Commission

(Ans.) 1881 (i).
St. Joseph d'Alma Postmaster, Increase in Sal-

ary (Ans.) 1847 (i).
St. Norbert, Inundations of Red River, Claims of

Owners (Ans.) 1894 (i).
Scott Act Repeal, Brome County, Applications

for (Ans.) 2187 (i).
Delay in Voting (Ans.) 3547 (ii).

Sec. of State Deptl. Rep. (presented) 421 (i).
Select Standing Coms. (M.) 6 (i).

-- (M.) to prepare Lists, 158 (i).
-- Lists (presented) 525 (i).
Senate Reform and the Provinces (Ans.) 1821 (i).

Resolutions. wthdn., 8752 (iii).
Skelton vs. Queen, Rep. of Min. of Jus. (re-

marks)8217 (iii).
Speaker, late Sir James Edgar, Deoease of

(remarks) 9060 (iii).
Hon. Thos. Bain, Election of (M.) 9062.
Mess. from His Ex., 9064 (iii).

Speeches of Members, Limitation, &c., on M.
(Mr. CharUlon) for Sel. Com., 2767 (i).

Stony Mountain Penitentiary, Rep. Of Com-
misoner, Printing, &c. (remarks) 9837 (iii).

Superior Court Judges, Quebec, Smus paid for
Travelling Expenses, on M. (Mr. Monk) for
Stmnt., 2148 (i).

SomPY -:
(ReU. in Com.)6463(i).
Adminitratica of erstice (additional Judge In

Ont.) 1012; (Alien Labour law enforcement)
1012;(<Meagher'sclaimaainst U.S.)10120,10196;
Yukon (additional Judge)10191; (Olerk's salary)
10193; <iving expeneu) 10193; (maintenance of
prisoners) 110~ 195Wi.

xlr

Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilftid-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Arts, Agriculture, &e. (archives) 84 ; (illus-
tration stations) 8w07(iii).

Canale: Lachine (Heney and Borthwick's claim)
10153 (iii).

Civil Govt.: Customa (contingencies) 296 (i);
(Gov. Gen's o flice) 5012 (ii); Privy Council (sal-
aries) 2049 (i).

Collection of Revenues (Telegraph lines,N.W.T.>
8183 (iii).

Cutoma (suspense account, Montreal) 5594 (ii).
Dominion Lande (scrip for half-breeds) 7617 (iii).
Dominion Police (increase of pay)10127(iii).
Immigration (St. Paul des Metis, seed grain, &o.)

9034, 9046 (iii).
Legislation: House of Commons (gratuity to Lady-

Edgar) 10198; (Library, messengerc) 10140; (Res-
taurant keeper) 10138 (iii); (sessional indemnity
to Mr. Beattie, M.P.) 5782 (i); (voters' lists>
8750, 10127 (iii).

Mail Subeidies and SS. Subrentions (Murray Bay
and Ouelle River) 10158; (Quebec and Gaspd.
Basin) 10157 (iii).

Militia (annual drill) 5418; (London property)
5465 (ii) ; (pay allowance) 7011; (stmnt. re Bate-
& Co.'s contract) 7117; (transport, &c.) 7133(iii).

Miecellaneous (Chas. Bremner, compensation,
&c.) 10113. 10167 (iii); (claim for translation of
Rep. of Liquor Commission) 552; (International
Commission) 5852 (ii); (Paris Agency) 8704;
(Wentworth ve. Mathieu, litigation) 10112 (iii).

N. W. Mounted Police (salaries) 8746, 10122 (iii);
(service) 5832(ii).

Pensions (Fenian raid) 8750; (rebellion, 1885)
8750 (iii).

Publie Worke: Buildings, Ont. (Rideau Hall, ad-
ditional wing) 9959; Que. (Victoriaville P.O.)
9954; Harbours and Rivers, Ont.(Port Colborne)
9255; Que., 8103, 8117, 8135; (Baie des Ronfleur
wharf) 10019; (Cacouna wharf) 10016; (Cap à
L'Aigle wharf)10017; (Isle aux Grues wharf, &c.)
10018; (Kamouraska wharf) 10018; (Knowlton
Landing) 10020; (Les Eboulements) 10017fi(L4vis
dock enlargement) 9987; (Montreal Harbour
improvements) 96; (Newport breakwater)
10014; (New Carlisle wharf) 10014; (Sabrevois
wharf)10021; Road sand Bridges, Que. (Portage
du Fort) 10071; (Anticosti Island)10073; Yukon
(telegraph lines) 10097; (B. C. and Teslin Lakel
10100(iii).

Railwav: I.C.R. (accommodation at St. John)
7281; <suspension of Mr. McDonald)7281,7288
(iii); P.E.I. (Mount Stewart wharf)5766; (Pri-
vate Cars)5788(il).

Yukom Proviional District: Militia (elothing.
contract) 9116 (iii).

Tanner, John, Claims against Spanish Govt. for
Detention, &c. (Ans.) 46(ii).

Tobacc, Reduction of Duties, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Gillies) allowed to stand, 4813 (i)

Tupper, Sir Charles, Brthday. Con tulations,.
6382 (ii).

Expenses whilst Miniter and High Com-
misoner (Ans.) 188(i).

Turner Administration, B.C., Dismissal by Lt.
Gov., Papers laid on Table, 399(ii).
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Laurier, Rt. Hon. Sir Wilfrid-Con.
Voters' Lists, N.B., Delay in sending in Revisions

(Ans.) 2530, 2698 (i).
Printing, &c. (remarks) 6827 (iii).

-- Revised Copies, &c. (Ans.)1820 (i).
Winding Up Act Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Fortin) on M.

for 2°, 1871 (i); in Com., 4320(ii).
Winnipeg Electoral Division, Vacancy, Issue of

Writ (remarks) 8040, 8469 (iii).
Lists, Preparation, &c. (remarks) 2908 (i).
Representation (Ans.) 1830 (i).

Yukon Provisional District Administration Act
Amt. (B. 186)1°*, 9178 (iii).

Charges against, Proposai to adjn. Deb.,
6100 (ii).

on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) te
Com. of Sup., 6180 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Davin) to adjn., 6567 (ii).
--- Appelate Court, Establishment, &c. (Ans.)
5308 (ii).

Bonds, Securities, &c., registered under
R.S.C., Preparation for Parlt. (Ans.) 4805,
4991 (ii).

BritishYukon Mining, Trading and Trans-
portation Co., Claiins against Govt. (Ans.) 2905.

Expedition of Mr. Coste, Rep., &c. (re-
marks) 5360 (i).

- Investigation, Mr. Ogilvie's Rep. and
Papers re (remarks) 2410 (i).

on inquiry for Rets., 4341 (ii).
Ogilvie's Rep., Printing Evidence (re-

marks) 5307, 5360 (ii).
(remarks) 5747 (ii).
received by Govt. (remarks) 3795 (ii).
Liquor Importation, Disallowance of Or-

dinance (remarks) 1638 (i).
permits issued by Mr. Ogilvie and can-

celled by Govt. (reiarks) 2909 (i); 3791 (ii).
--- Militia Force, Mr. Justice Dugas' Repre-
sentations (Ans.) 1842 (i).

-Representation in Parlt. (Ans.) 2902 (i).
--- U. S. Vessels and Can. Registry, Fraud-
ulent Valuation, on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) for Ret. 3298 (i).

Lavergne, Mr. L., Drunànond and Arthabaska.
Arthabaska Ry. Co.s incorp. (B. 46) 1°*,1165 (i).
Financial Situation, on M.(Mr. Foster) 10237 (iii).

Legris r J . asio¢
Address, on The, 1344 (i).
Nicolet River Publie Works, Expenditure, &c.

(QUeM.) 3549 (ii).

Lemieux, Mr. R.. Qaap.
Address, on The 234 (i).
Montreal Tland Belt Line Ry. Co.'s (B. 112) 1*,

2789(i); on M. for Com., 5898; Min COM. Onamt.
(Mr. Camp be) 63=2(i).

J .din Ditrict, Additonal Judge (re-
marks) 729 (ii)

Lemieux, Mr. R.-Con.
Paris Exposition. Can. Commissioners, Space,

&c. (Ques.) 1829 (i).
SUPPLY:

Legielation (distribution of blue books to Law
Associations) 5742 (ii).

Mail Sb.idiea and SS. Subrentions (Gaspé Basin
and Dalhousie)8685; (Gasp4 Basin and Quebee)
8686; (Magdalen Islands) 8679; (Port Mulgrave
and Irish Cove) 8693 (iii).

Logan, Mr. H. J., Cumberland.
Alaska-Yukon Co.'s (B. 5) 1°*, 617 (i).
G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En-

forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross Robertson) to adjn.,
3984 (ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Flint) 8909 (iii).

Livingston, Mr. J., South Waterlo.
SUPPLY :

Militia (Yukon supplies) 7047(iii).

Macdonald, Mr. P., East Huron.
Address, on The, 1278 (i).
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 123 (Sir Henry Joly)

in Com., 3995 (Üi).
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Lander-

kin) in Com., 7576 (iii).
Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, &c.,

on prop. Res. (Mr. Sproule) 4837 (ii).
Home Life Associstion of Canada (B. 13) 1°, 618.
N. W. T. Rebellion (1885) Claims Commission, on

M. (Mr. Davis) for Ret., 3097 (i).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mdock) on M. for 2°, 6615, 6704, 6706, 6707 (ii).
Speeches of Members, Limitation, &c., on M.

(Mr. Chariton) for Sel. Coin., 2763 (i).
SUPPLY:

Immigratin (agents, salaries, &o.) 8577, 859 (iii).
Militia (clothing) 5444(ii).

Macdonald, Mr. A. 0., Eings (P.E.I.)
Address, on The, 1264 (i).
Cardigan Bridge, P.E.I., Bonded Warehouse,

Pets., Cor., &c. (M. for copies*) 2961 (i).
L C. R. Extension to Montreal - G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair),in Com., 4611,
4633 (i).

Lobster Fisheries Protection, Regulations re, on
M. (Mr. McLennan, Inverness) to Com. of
Sup., 7684 (iii).

enTalands Mail Service, Contractor's
Name, Terme, &c. (Ques.) 2113 (i).

Morris, Dr., Postmster at Dundas, P.E.L, Re-
signation, &c. (M. for copies of cor.*) 3873 (ii).

Nerfrage Pond, P.E.L, Survey, Reps. (M. for
Ret.) 3873 (ii).

P.E.L, Fishing Bonties, Names of Pe re-
oeiving, Amount Paid, &c. (M. for Ret.) allowed
to stand 5M6 (ii).

Ry. and Branoh Lines, Pets., Cor., R .,
&qon M. (Mr. Martin) 2386 (i).
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Macdonald, Mr. A. .- Con.
P.E.. Winter Mail Service, Contracts, &c., on

M. (Mr. Martin) for Copies, 3140 (i).
Queen's County (P.E.L) Appnmt. of Judge

(rpmarks) 9000, 9064 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C.,

Mulock) on M. for 1°, 3449 (i); in
Scrinmgeour, J. G., Grant of Bonded

Date, Lease, &c. (Ques.) 2113 (i).
SUPPLY :

B. 126 (Mr.
Com., 6924.
Warehouse,

Art, Agricudture, &c. (illustration stations)8293.
Civil Government : Mar. and Fisheries (contin-

gencies) 5025 (ii).
Collection of Revenues (telegraph lino, Pelee I.-

land) 8190; (telegraph lines, P.E.L)8180 (iii).
Fiakeries (cold storage for bait, &c.) 10165(iii).§
Lighthouse and Coast Service (construction, &o.)

5159 (ii).
Mail Subsidies and SS. Subvetions ( Madalen

Islands)8679 ; (P.E.I.and G.B.) 8691; (P.EI. and
Mainland)8684 (iii).

Militia (arme, equipment, &c.. 9143 (iii); miscel-
laneous and unforeseen) 5459 (ii); (stores) 7094.

Miscellaneous (refund of duties on fish, &o., P.
E.I.) 10174 (iii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 2994,
3019 (i).

Public Worko: Dredging (plant) 8140; Harbours
and Rivers, N.B. (Wharfs) 7738 ; (P.&L) 753,
7756; (Cardigan Pier)10010 (iii).

Railways: P.E.I. (Murray Harbour, &c., con-
struction) 9231; (removal of curves) 7391 (iii).

Maclean, Mr. W. F., East York (Otu.)
C.P.R., Mileage Tariff on Hay, Straw, &c., Ap-

proved by O.C. (Ques.) 4057 (ii.
Convicts, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir

Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 9606 (iii).
General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henry

Joly) in Com., 9637(iii).
G. T. R. Strike, Cor. respecting (Ques.) 4730 (ii).

Rumoured Settlement (remarks) 5206 (ii).
(M. to adjn.) 4501 (ii).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.
Sutherland) on amt. (Mr. Douglas) to M. for 3°,
4776 (ii).

Huron, W., Representation, Vacancy, &c. (re-
marks) 9597 (iii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9612, 9618 ; in
Com., 9628 (iii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9731;
(aMt.) 9735 (iii).

Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Co.'s., on
M. (Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4769.

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9823, 9362, 9382; in Com. on Bil 9760.

Toronto, East, Postmaster, Recommendations for
Vacant Position (Ques.) 4272 (i).

Maepherson, Mr. T. H., Namiton.
Atlantic and North-west Ry. Co.'s

618 (i).
(B. 8) *,
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Macpherson, Mr. T. H.-Co.
Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s (B. 90) 1°,

2182 (i).
Preferential Trade with G.B., on amt. (Sir

Charltes Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7945 (iii).

Macdonell, Mr. J. A., &lkirk.
Committee Meetings, Accommodation in Rooms

(remarks) 3314 (i).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coni. onRes.,

9355 (iii).
SUtPPLY:

Public Works: Harbours and Rivera (Man.) 8079
(iii).

MoAlister, Mr. J., Restigouche.
Address, on The, 1144 (i).
Canadian Mutual Benefit Advertising Co. in-

corp. (B. 99) 1°*, 2318 (i).
Emigration to U.S., pars. in Newspapers (Ques.)

2115 (i).
Manitoba and South-Eastern Ry. Co.'s (B. 157)

1°*, 5205 (ii).
Penberthy Injector Co.'s Patent Relief B. 141

(Mr. McGregor) in Com., 6879 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) in Com., 6978 (iii). •
Restigouche Boom Co.'s incorp. (B. 65) 1°*, 1949;

on Order for 2°, 2649 (i) ; M. to ref. to Com. on
Private Bills, 6824 (iii

SUPPLY:
Fieherie8 (cold storage for bait, &c.) 10166 (iii).
Po«t Offlee (Postmasters' salaries) 5822 (ii).
Publie Works: Buildings (Ont.) 7623; Dredging

(plant) 8144; Harbours and Rivers, N.B.,7763;
(Campbeliton wharf) 10012; (Shippegan wharf)
10012; (N.S.) 9947: Que., 8104,812 8133; (Carle-
ton Pier) 10014; (New Carlisle wharf) 10014;
(Newport breakwater) 10015; (St.Lawrence ship
channel) 7571 (iii).

Railway4: P.E.J. (Murray Harbour, &o., con-
struction)9224, 9234 (iii).

Temiscouata Ry. Co's (B. 166) 1°*, 6120 (i).
Pet. (M.) to present, 5746 (ii).

U. S. Fishing Vessels and Modus Vivendi
Licenses, Concessions granted, &c. (Ques.) 2330
(i).

Names, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 2788 (i).
Venner, Dr., Indian Agent, Commissioner's

Expenses re Investigation, &c. (Ques.)1858(i).

McCar y, Mr. L. G. Nort Simeoe.
Address, on The, 1002 (i).
Columbia and Western Ry. Co's B. 26 (Mr.

Costigan) on amt. (Mr. Oliver) to M. for 3°,
2940 (i).

Contracts let without Tender since June 1896, on
M. (Mr. Davin) for O. Os., 52(i).

G. B. and Russia, Treaty of 1825, Protocols, &e.
(M. for copy*) 6m9(iii).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B 90, (Mr.
MacPherSon) on amt. (Mr. Dougls>) to M. for
3°, 4785 (ii).



INDEX.

McCarthy, Mr. L. G.-Con.
Hogg, W. A., Custons Officer at Collingwood,

Charges against, Commissioner's Rep., &c. (M.
for copy*) 2788 (i).

Patent Commissioner Power of Relief of G. L.
Willians (B. 12) 1°*, 618 (i).

Ry. Commissioners, Establishment of a Board,
on prop, Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3865 (ii).

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9544 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 2°, 6690; in Com., 6811 (ii).

Returns, Inquiry for, 8076 (iii).
Stock, David, Relief (B. 88)

Com., 3489 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Publie Works: Harbours and
(Port Colborne) 9297 (iii).

U. S. Trade Relations Treaty
copy) 6939 (iii).

Winding Up Act Amt. B. 163
Coni., 8780 (iii).

McCleary, Mr. W., Welland.

10*, 2604 (i); in

Rivera, Ont.,8004;

of 1874 (M. for

(Mr. Fildding) in

Alien Labour Law. Enforcement at Hamilton
(remarks) 3879 (ii).

Buffalo and Crystal Beach Ferry Service, License
and Privileges granted. &c. (Ques.) 4994 (ii).

(B 96) lý'*,9 2247 (i).
G.T.R. Tracknmen and Alien Labour Law En-

forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross Robertson) toadjn.,
3973 (ii).

Humberstone Post Office, Charges against James
O. Rose, Dismissal, &c. (Ques.) 6562 (ii).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co."'s B.
69 (Mr. Calrert) on amt. (Mr. Landerkin) W-50;
on M. for Coni., 5256 (ii).

Port Colborne and Port Dalhousie, Harbour Im-
provements (prop. Res.) 3276 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) in Com., 6780, 6802 (ii).

Secord, Mr. T. R., Supt. of Welland Canal,
Charges against (Ques.) 1833 (i).

SUPPLY:
Canals: Welland (bridges, &c.) 7455(iii).
Pubie Works: Buildings, Ottawa (electria ligbt-

ing) 5191 (ii): Harbours and Rivers (Port Col-
borne) 9260, 9285 (iii).

Welland Canai, Entrance at Port Colborne, Har-
bour Improvements on M. (Mr. Montague) to
Com. of Sup., 4001 (ii).

MOlure, Mr. F., Colchester.
Address, on The, 497 (i).
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Lander-

kin) in Com., 7576 (iii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Plint) 8840; (amt.) 8850 (iii).
SUPPLT:

Immerton (agents, salaries,&o.)8M55(M).
Mlitia (malardes) 7M8(iii).
Publie Worke: Harbours and Rivers, N. 8.

(wharves)7740, 7740; (Ont.) 7M M.

McCormick, Mr. G., Miukoka and Parry Sound
Duceis Indian Reserve, Negotiations re Timber

Limits, Removal of Indians (Ques.) 2700 (i).
James Bay Ry. Co. (B. 73)1* 2029(i).
Rama Indians and Statute Labour, Govt. Aid to

Maintenance of Roads and Bridges, &c. (Ques.)
2700 (i).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr.'Blair) in Com. on Res.,
9457, 9494 (iii).

McDougall Mr. H. F., Cape Breton.
Address, on The, 1354 (i).
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fieding) on M. for Coin., 4976 (ii).
Cabinet Ministers, Names of, &c. (Ques.) 1818 (i).
Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Ant.

(B. 182) in Com. on Res., 8944 (iii).
Eastern Extension Ry., Claims of N.S. Govt.

(Ques.) 3551 (ii).
Fredericton Military School, Recommendations

for Admission and Instruction, &c. (Ques.>
3795 (ii).

Gabarus Breakwater, Inspection, &c., by Govt.
(Ques.) 2698(i).

Hubert, Miss Annabella, Claims for Injury to
Property, Pet. re (Ques.) 2534, 3256 (i).

I.C.R. and Sunday Traffic, par. in newspaper
(remarks) 3877 (ii).

Extension to Montreal- Drummon: Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Com on
Res., 3743; on M. for 1°, 3765 (ii).

G.T.R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in
Com., 4415, 4692, 1710 (ii).

Freight carried froua 107-9, Number of
Tons and Receipts (Qees.) 3257 (i).

Freight Rates on Ylour, 1896-8 (Ques.)
3549 (ii).

Gillis, Frank A., Station Agnt at Tra-
cadie, N.S., Dismissal, &c. (Ques.) 4056 (ii).

Harris, Mr. A. H., Appnmt. by Govt.
(M. for cor.) 2905 (i).

McDougall, Mr. Bruce,'Appnmt. by Govt.
(Ques.) 7194 (iii).

Rates on Flour, &c. (Ques.).4731 (ii).
Restaurant at Grand Narrows, Cor. re

Contract, &c. (M. for copy*) 3149 (i).
Lobster Fishery Regulations (remarks) 3960 (ii).
McKeen's Point, Construction of Storm Signals,

CoSt, &c. (Ques.) 3083 (i).
McKenzie, Mr. Franciand Instructionsat Fred-

ericton Military School (Ques.) 2485, 2699,
2899 (i).

Margaree and Orangedale Mail Service, Changes,
&qre Contiactors (Ques.) 3261 (i).

Marine Insurance Rates, Ma. Prova., Advanoe-
ment in Pries (remarks)8922(iii).

Military School, Fredericton, N.B., Admisin
for Instruction, Recommendations, &c. (Que.)

84 (ii).
&e 44 0 uP$.
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McDougall, Mr. H. P.-Con.
North Sydney Postmaster, Rumoured Dismissal

(remarks) 4899, 4996 (ii).
Order (Ques. of) Unparliamentary Language, 5404

(ii).

Prohibition Plebiscite, Cost, &c. (Ques.) 1814 (i).
Returns, Inquiry for, Grand Narrows, Lease of

Property, &c., 4997, 5410 (ii).
- Inquiry for, 4151, 6595 (ii); 7771 (iii).

SUPPLY :
Arts, Aoricilture, &c. (cold storage) 8727; (dairy

braneh) 8275; (illustration stations) 8323; (year
book) 8226 (iii).

Civil Government: Marine & Fisheries (contin-
gencies) 5024; Post Office (salaries, Dead Letter
Branch) 5032 (ii).

Cetomes: N. S. (salaries, contingencies, &o.)
8449 (iii).

Ercise (commissions on stamps) 4793 (ii).
Fisheries (protection service) 4719; (salaries of

Inspectors) 4036 (ii).
Immigration (agents, &c., salaries) 8477, 8493 (iii).
Lightho-.se and Coast Service (construction, &o.)

5138, 5176 (ii).
Mail Subsidies and SS. Subventiorns (Port Mul-

grave and Irish Cove)8693 (iii).
Marine Hospitals (care of sick seamen) 4012 (i).
Militia (annual drill) 5056; (miscellaneous and

unforeseen) 5455; Yukon Force (transportation
and supplies)6348 (ii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 2992, 3025
(i): 5102(ii); (registration) 3065 (i).

Poat Office: Yukon District (mail service) 6364(ii).;
Public Works: Ilarbours and Rivers. (Mar.

Provo.) 5201; (N.S.) 5198 (ii); 7715, 7742;
(Ont.) 7980; (Que.) 8123; Roads and Bridges
(Edmonton bridge) 8200; Yukon District (river
improvements) 8194 (iii).

Quarantine (cattle,rexpenses, salaries, &c.) 5079
(ii).

Tobacco, Duties collected (Ques.) 1818 (i).
Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddick)

to Com. of Sup., 6305 (ii).
Victoria County, N.S., Patronage, &c., par in

North Sydney Herald (M. to adjn.) 5388, 5398.
Voters' Lists, Printing, &c. (remarks) 6827 (iii).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henry Joiy) in Com., 3900 (ii).
Yukon Mail Service, Carriage of Registered

Matter (remarks) 4353 (ii).
Registered Letters, &c., Policy of Govt.,

3792 (ii).

McGregor, Mr. W., North Essex.
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Lander-

kin) in Com., 7576 (iii).
Beet Root Sugar, BouUty to Manufacturers, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Sproulc) 4837 (ii).
B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Iinmi-

gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6901 (iii).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. 8ifton) in

Com., 6440 (ii).
G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En.

forcement, on M. (Mn. R.SS-Rbertson)to adjn.,
3981 (ii).

xlix

McGregor, Mr. W.-Con.
Penberthy Injector Co.'s Patent Relief (B. 141)

10*, 4340 (ii).
Postage Stamps, Reproduction of Facsimilies by

Bank Note Co. (Ques.) 200)1 (i).
Ry. Suibsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9831

(iii).
Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Nr.

Mulock) on M. for 10, 3475 (i).
SUPPLY:

Artu, Agriculture, .c. (illustration stations) 8300
(iii).

Custoia: B.C. (contingencies, &o.) 9460 (iii).
Collection of Revenues (telegraph line, Pelee

Island; 8189 (iii).
Figheries (Noble Bros.) 4248; (protection service)

4723 (ii).
Militia'(annual drill) 7071; (pay,allowance) 7021;

(Yukon supplies) 7047 (iii).
Public Works: Harbours and Rivera (Man.) 8080;

N.S. (Chezzeteook wharf) 10004; (Ont.) 7990;
Que. (Coteau, dredging) 10059 (iii).

Ooarantine (cattie)8342 (iii).
Railwaya: 1.C.R. (accommodation, St. John) 7423

(iii).
Yukon Provisional District: Interior (salaries,

&c.) 8983 (iii).

MoHugh, Mr. G., Soiith. Victoria (O.).
Custoins Act Anit. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in Com.,

6456 (i).
G. T. R. Trackmen's Strike, Settlement, &c.,

on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4549 (ii).
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Co's. (B. 66)

1C*, 1949 (i).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Claims for Land
Damages by Farniers of Lindsay, 4496,5004(ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,
9447 (iii).

SUPPLY:
Canal: Trent (construction) 7310 (iii).
Public Works: larbours and Rivers, Ont. (Otona-

bee, navigation) 10065; (Seugog, dredging) 10065
(iii).

McInerney, Mr. G. V., Kent, N.B.
Address, on The, 676 (i).
Franchise Electoral Act, Amendments by N. B.

Govt. (Ques.) 2530 (i).
Gross, Mr. Boaz, Harbour Master at Hillsboro,

Papers Respecting, Inquiry for Ret., 4732 (ii).
Hillaboro, N. B., Harbour Master, Charges

against, Evidence and Commissioner's Rep.,
&c. (M. for copy*) 2027 (i).

I.C.R. Steel Rails, Tenders, &c. (Que&) 2328 (i).
Lachine Canal, Evidence taken before Royal

Commission (M. for copies *) 5944 (ii).
Final Estimate of Section 3, Enlargement

of 1875-80 (M. for copy*) 5944 (ii).
Rep. of Commission on Wellington and

G.T.R. Bridges (M. for copy*) 5944 (ii).
-- Royal Commission of Investigation, Ex.
bibits, &c. (M. for copies) 5944 (ii).

Plans, Profiles, &c. (M. for copie*) 6914.
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McInerney, Mr. G. V.-Con.
Lohster Commissioners' Rep. (Ques.) 2319 (i).

(remarks) 2909 (i).«
SUPPLY:

Legislation: Bouse of Commons (voters lists)
2282(i).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance)2989 ().

McInnes, Mr. W. W. B., Vancouver.
Atlin District, Brewery Licen.es issued (Ques.)

5484 (ii).
Beaumont, Wm., Claims for distributing Mail at

Maple Bay prior to Confederation, &c. (Ques.)
3820 (ii).

Bedlington and Nelson Ry. Co.'s (B. 107) 1 *,
2529 (i).

Brotchies Ledge, B.C., Lighthouse, Completion
and Operation (Ques.) 2331 (i).

Crininal Code(1892) Act Amt.(B. 111)1°*,2696 (i).
Crow's Nest Pass Ry. and C.P.R.- Rates and

Tolls, Revision of by Gov. in Council (Ques.)
2331 (i).

Dom. Census and B.N.A. Act Ait. (prop. Res.)
286(i).

Dom. Permanent Loan Co.'s B 104 (Mr. Clarke)
in Coi. (ant.) 6868 (iii).

Edmonton District Ry. Co. 's Change of Title (B.
158) 1°, 5384 (ii).

Grey, Robert, Lighthouse-keeper at Entrance
Island, Resignation, &c. (Ques.) 7319 (iii).

Immigration Restriction (B. 48) 1°*, 1165 (i).
Japanese Labour Exclusion Bill, B. C. Legisla-

tion, Disallowance by Dom. Govt. (remnarks)
4343 (Ji).

Lighthouse Service, B.C., Adjustinent of Salaries,
&c. (Ques.) 3821 (ii).

Mint, Establishnent by Govt. in Can. (prop.
Res.) 3106 (i).

Naturalization Act Aint. (B. 37) 1~*, 974; 2' m.,
2176 ; on renmng adjd Deb. of 2°, 2527 (i).

Oyster Bed, B.C., Claims of Esquimalt and
Nanaimo Ry. Co. (Ques.) 3821 (ii).

Rifle Ranges, B.C., Applications, Pets., &c.
(Ques.) 5484 (ii).

Rothwell's Rep. re Settler's Clainis, Transmission
to B.C. Govt. (Ques.) 2531 (i).

SUPPLY :
Indians (B.C.) 5703; (salaries) 5725 (ii).

Yukon Territory Act Amt. (B. 64)1°, 1813 (i).

McIBaac, Mr. C. F., Antigonisk.
Behring Sea Arbitration, Cost to Govt., &c.

(Ques.) 2186 (i).
Bronson and Veston Lumber Co., Change of

Title (B. 70)1°*, 194!) (i).
I.C.R., Extension to Montreal-Drunuond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 3577 (ii).

SUPPLY :
blW Work: Harbours and Rivera (Wharfs,

N.8.) 7732 (iii).

McLellan, Mr. B. D., West Prince, P.E.I.
1. C. R., Enployees, Wages, Working bours, &c.

(Ques.) 1860, 2332 (i).
P. E.1. Lobster Fishing, Pets. re Extension of

Season (Ques.) 6122 (ii).
-- Winter Mail. Service, Contracts, &c., on
M. (Mr. Martin) for Copies, 3138 (i).

SU:PPLY :
Miscellaneou. (refund of duties on fish, P.E.I.)

10175 (iii).

McLennan, Mr. R. R., Glengarry.
Address, on The, 1402 (i)
Apples, Fraudulent Packing, on M. (Mr. Mc.

Millan) to adjn., 3758 (ii).
I. C. R.. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.

Ry. Acquisition, B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Coin. on
Res., 3689 (ii).

G.T. R. Agreemnt B. 138 (Mr. Blair)
in Coin., 4357, 4372, 4418, 4589 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coi. on
Res., 94564; in Com. on Bill, 9834 (iii).

SUPPLY :
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations)

8333 (iii).
Militia (arme, equipment, &c.) 9148 (iii).
Pensions (rebellion,1885)8750 (iii).
Public Works: Buildings (Ont.) 7622; Harbours

and Rivers, Ont., 7992, 8006; (Kaministiquia)
7613 (ii).

Railways: I.C.R. (accommodation at St. John)
7429 (iii).

McLennan, Mr. A., Inrerness.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 123 (Sir Henry Joli/)

in Com., 3996 (ii).
I.C.R., Alba Section, Nuinber of Emnployees

(Ques.) 5310 (ii).
Morrison, Hugh, Riverside, Clains for

Damages (Ques.) 5310 (ii).
Reynolds, Capt., Str. " Mulgrave," Coin-

plaints against (Ques.) 5309 (ii).
Lobster Fisheries, Protection, Regulations re

on M. for Coin. of Sup., 7675 (iii).
SUPPLY-:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (dairying commissioner)
8268 (iii).

Mail SuPbgliee and SS. Subvention. (Magdalen
Islands) 8678; (Port Mulgrave and Irish Cove)
8694 (iii).

McMillan, Mr. J., South Huron.
Apples, Fraudulent Packing, par. in Toronto

World (M. to adjn.) 3753 (ii).
Binder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

adjn., 7211 (iii).
C. P. R. Act (1881) Power respecting Branch

Lines, &c. (remarks) 3315 (i).
Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on

M. to ref. to Sel. Con., 2957 (i).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on amt. (Sir

Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7861 (iii).
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McMillan, Mr. J.-Con.
Ry. Commission, Appnmt. by Govt.'(Ques.) 1890

(i).
Establishment of Board, on prop. Res.

(Mr. Rutherford) 2498 (i).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) in Com., 6813 (ii).
SrPPLY:

Arts, Aariculture, &c. (cold storage)8736; (dairy
commissioner) 8265; (experimental farms)
8238; (illustration stations) 8285, 8299, 826;
(year book) 8233 (iii).

Civil Government (Post Office)7348 (iii).
Fisheries (protection service) 4719 (ii).
Quarantine (cattle, salaries, &c.) 5082 (ii).

Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Rod-
dick) to Coin. of Sup., 6297 (ii).

Tupper, Sir Charles, Expenses whilst Min. and
High Commissioner (Ques ) 1835, 1885 (i).

Weights and Measures Act Ant. (B. 122) 1°, 3254
(i) ;in Com., 3904 (ii).

McMullen, Mr. J., North Wellington.
Adjoiurnîmexnt, Queen's Birthday (reniarks) 3340

(ii).
Agricultual Impleinents, Reduction of Duty,

&c., on prop. Res. (Mr. Darin) 5878 (ii).
Apples, Fradulent Packing on M. (Mr. McEMillan)

to adjn., 3757 (ii).
Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Sproule) 4841 (ii).
lBinder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

adjn., 7207 (iii).
C. P. R. Contract with A. Onderdonk, Awards

by Arbitrators, re Value of Rolling Stock, &c.
(M. for Ret.*) 5944 (ii).

Civil Service Act Ant. Bill (Ques.) 1956 (i).
B. 38 (Mr. Richardson) on M. for 2, 1931

(i); in Com., 5901 (ii).
(B. 63) 1c*, 1753; 2° m., 3316. 3324 (i).

Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.
Moore) 2135 (i).

Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act*Amt.
B. 182 (Mr. Fielding) in Com. on Res., 8930;
in Com. on Bill, 9670 (iii).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in
Com., 6438 (i).

Foster, Hon. Geo. E., ex-Minister, Travelling
and Living Expenses (Ques.) 1834 (i).

Funeral Wreath, late Sir John Thompson, Ques-
tion dropped, 1849 (i).

General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henry
Joly) in Com., 9656 (iii).

General Trust Corporation of Can. Co.'s (B. 129)
1°*, 3646 (i).

G. T. R. Trackmens' Strike, Settlement, &c., on
M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4538(ii).

I.C.R., Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Com.,4168,
4582, 4620; on M. for 3°, 4961 (hi)

G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in
Com. on Res., 4128 (ii) Sen. Amts., 9712 (iii).

4j

McMullen, Mr. J.-Con.

1
I.C.R. M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 2816 (i).

on Ques. of Order (Mr. Borden, Rfx.)
4447 (ii).

-- St. Charles Branch, Clai msfor Expropria-
tion or Purchas-e of Land, &c., (M. for 8tmnt.*)
3873 (ii).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Farn Lands, Claime
for Damages, &c. (remarks) 4491 (ii).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.
.Leiieiux) in Com. on amt. (Mr. Cam.ipbell) 6329
(ii).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s B.
69 (2Mr. C«lvert) on amt. (.Mr. Landerkin) 5043;
in Coi., 5257 (ii).

Ogilvie, Mr., Connection with British Goldfields
Co., Refusal of Min. to read Letter in ans. to
Question, 3812 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Mr. Fielding)" impertinent" not
parliamentary language, 5610 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9614 (iii).

Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co.'s B. 18 (Mr. Belcourt) on
M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2289 (i).

Public Accounts Coi.. Delay in Meeting, (Man.
Election Frauds) on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) to adjn., 3216 (i).

Postponment and Hours of Meeting, &c.
(remarks) 4345 (ii).

Privileges and Elections Com., Absence of Min-
isters (remarks) 9182 (iii).

--- Order, Ques. of (Mr. Darin) 9182 (iii).
Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled

Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2044 (i).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9742
(iii).

Commissioners, Establishment of a Board,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3864 (i).

- - Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9375, 9546; in Com. on BiH, 9767,
9806 (iii).

Passes to Members and Senators B. 37
(Mr. Bostock) on M. for 2°, 2199 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Milock) on M. for 2', 6481 (ii).

Returns, Inquiry for, 3072 (i).

SUPPLY :
Administration of Justice (Alien Labour law en-

forcement) 10125 (iii).
Art#, Agrieulture, &c. (illustration stations) 8334;

(Paris exhibition) 10144; (year book) 8230 (iii).
Civil Govt : Aud. Gen's Office (salaries) 2086;

Customs (contingencies) 2977(i); Finanoe (salar-
ies, &c.) 5016(ii): Justice (salaries) 2067; Mili-
tia and Defence (salaries) 2072 (i) ; Publie
Works (salaries)7542 (iii).

Dom. Lande: (ChiefInspector salary) 9025 (iii).
Indiana: Man. and N. W. T. (implements, &c.)

5716 (ii).
Legislatiom (distribution of blue-books to Law

Associations)5739 (ii).
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MeMullen, Mr. J.-Con.
SUPPLY-COnZ.

Militia (clothing) 5445 (ii); (pay, &c.) 7030 (iii).
Miscellaneous (refund of duties on fish, ke.,

P.E.L.) 10178 (iii).
Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 3044 (i).
Post Office (postmasters' salaries) 5819 (ii).
Public Works : Buildings (B.C.) cone., 6386 (ii);

Harbours and Rivers, Que. (Coteau, dredging)
10047; Que. (Sabrevois wharf) 10033 (iii) ; Yukon
District (telegraph lines) 5643 (ii).

Railay,: I. C. R. (accommodation, St. John)
7178: P.E.I. (Murray Ilarbour, construction)
9220, 9223 (iii).

Y1ukon Provisional District: Interior (salaries,
&c.) S952(iii).

Travelling Expeuses, &c., of Hon. Geo. E. Foster,
ex-Fin. Min. (Ques.) 1885 (i).

McNeill, Mr. A., North Bruce.
Address to Her Maj. re Tranusvaal Question (re-

marks) 8996 (iii).
Alaskan Boundary, and Pacifie Cable, Announce-

ment of Agreement (remarks) 5387 (ii).
Atlantic Fast SS. Service and Govtl. Action (re-

marks) 4740, 5410 (ii).
Beauharnois Canal, Dismissals, on M. (Mr. Ber-

yeroan) to Coin. of Sup., 5414 (ii).
B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-

gration, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6853, 6896
(iii).

Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr. Field-
ing) on M. for Coi., 4988 (ii).

Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.
Richardsçon) in Coin., 5923, 5934 (ii).

Conipanies Act Amt. B. 160 (Mr. Fielding) in
Com., 8777 (iii).

Crininal Code (189) Seduction and Abduction,
B. 2 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 3°, 2915, 2926(i).

G. T. R. Trackmen's Strike, &c., on M. (Mr.
Maclean) to adjn., 4509 (ii).

Imperial Service and Can. Brigade and Can.
Seamen, on prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2355 (i).

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) on M. (Mr.
Taylor) to adjn., 2839 (i).

Order (Ques. of) member imputing motives to
another re vote, 5881 (ii).

Speaker's ruling asked, 7213 (iii).
Pacific Cable between Can. and Australia Agree-

nient B. (Mr. Mulock) prop. Res., 8381 (iii).
Personal Explanation re Militia Expenditure,

1354 (i).
Port Colborne, Harbour Improvements, Contract,

&c. (remarks) 9310 (iii).
Preferential Trade with G.B., Govtl. Intention

(remarks) 8469 (iii).
on amt. (Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of

Sup., 7809 (iii).
(prop. Res.) 8633, 8634 (iii).
(remarks) 8221, 8347 (iii).

McNeill, Mr. A.-.Con.
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8851 (iii).
Public Accounts Com., Delay in Meeting (Man.

Election Frauds) on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) to adjn., 32.3 (i).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Coi., 9736
(iii).

Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Cos., on M.
(Sir Charles Tuppfr) to Coin. of Sup., 4760 (ii).

N.W.T., Rebellion Losses, 1885, Clains Commis-
sion, on M. (Mr. Davis) fer Ret., 3102 (i).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126(Mr. Mulock)
on M. for 1°, 3458 ; on M. for 2, 6596 ; in
Con., 6789, (ii), 6907, 6942, 6962 (iii).

on M. (Mr. Wallace) to adjn. Deb., 5302.
Saugeen Indian Reserve, Medical Supt., Patrick

Scott, Dismissal, &c. (remarks) 969.) (iii).

A rte, Agricdture, &c. (cold storage) 8732; (dairy
commissioner) 8265; (experimuental farms)
8263: (year book) 8226 (iii).

Ciril Gort.: Privy Council Office (salaries) 2055 (i);
Publie Works (salaries) 7538, 7550 (iii).

Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8506; (St. Paul
des Metis, seed grain, &-o.)9029, 9037 (iii).

Legislation (distribution of blue-books to Law
Associations) 5741 (ii); House "of Commons
(voters' lists) 2296 (i) stationery (supplies)
5737 (ii).

M1ilitia (arms, equipment, &c.) 9141 (iii); (clothing)
5444 (ii).

Post Otices (postmasters' salaries)5805 (ii).
Public Worka.: Ilarbours and Rivers (Port Col-

borne) 9257; (St. Lawrence Ship Channel) 7609
(iii).

Railway: I. C.R. (accommodation St. John) 7174;
7182 (iii); P. E. I. (Mount Stewart Wharf) 5772
(ii).

Weights and Measure8 (inspection) 5583 (i).
Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on

M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Coi. of
Sup., 6245 (ii).

Mackie, Mr. T., North Renfrew.
Contracts let without Tender since June, 1896, on

M. (Mr. Davin) for O.C's., 5325 (i).
Montreai, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal, on

M. (Mr. Poupore) for Cor., &c. 5366 (ii).
Railway Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
. Res., 9449 (iii).

SU'PPLY :
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8513 (iii).
PubliC Worke: Harbours and Rivers (Ont.) 7990

(iii).

Madore, Mr. J. A. 0., Hochelaga.
Address, on The, 666 (i).
Hamilton Powder Co.'s (B. 78) 1°, 2029 (i).
Montreal Judicial District, Additional Judges

(remarks) 7224 (iii).

Malouin, Mr. A.., Quebec Centre.
Quebec Steamship Co. 's (B. 14)1°*, 618 (i).
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Marcil, Mr. J. E., Bagot.
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr.Blair) in Coin., 4409(ii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr. Mulock)

in Coin., 6988 (iii).

Marcotte, Mr. F. A., Champlain.
Address, on The, 516 (i),
Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co., Anounts paid by

Govt. (Ques.) 1843 (i).
Batiscan, Charges against Postmaster, Rep. of

Inspector, &c. (Ques.) 1966, 2320 (i).
Obstructions to Navigation, Pets. re

(Ques.) 3552 (i).

Salary of Postmistress (Ques.) 1970 (i).
Civil Service, Attachinent of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2', 1933 (i).
- B. 50 (Mr. Monk) on M. for 2°, 2213 (i).
Custons and Inland Revenue Depts. Act. Amt.

(B. 182) in Coin. on Res., $934 (iii).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., Disnissal of French

Translator, on M. to conc., 1751 (i).
Guay Post Office, Revenue, Salary paid to Post-

master Verrault, &c. (Ques.) 3260 (i).
Immigrants, Doukhobor, Finland, &c., Nuiber,

Cost, &c. (Ques.) 2481 (i).
I. C. R., Blanchette, Mr. Eugene, Reinstatement

by Govt. (Ques.) 5859 (ii).
Employees at Lévis, and Provincial Elec-

tion, Transfer, &c., Instruction to 'Mr. Des-
jardins, &c. (Ques.) 3260 (i).

Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B. 138((Mr. Blair) in Coin., 4646 (ii).

Levis Station, Improvements, Anount
expended, &c. (Ques.) 8220 (iii).

Lévis Forts, Contract for Cordwood, Cost, &c.
(Ques.) 3082 (i).

Purehase of Property, Amount paid, &c.,
(Ques.) 8468 (iii).

Ouellet, Mr. Agapit, par. in Le Soleil, Emplymt.
by Govt., &c. (Ques.) 3259 (i).

Parlianent Buildings, Tower Clock, Change in
Mode of Lighting, Cost, &c. (Ques.) 6121 (ii).

Powers, Mr. Thos., Lease of Govt. Land at Lévis,
Amîount paid, &c. (Ques.) 3082, 3259 (i).

Prohibition Plebiscite, Bagot Co., Unpaid Claimns,
&c. (Ques.) 1967 (i).

Qutebec Harbour Commission Consolid. Act Aint.
B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) in Com., 3924 (ii).

Repatriation of Canadians fron U.S., Nuniber,
&c. (Ques.) 3078 (i).

Sanson, Mr. Pierre, Caretaker at St. Joseph de
Lévis Fort, Dismissal, &c. (Ques.) 3082 (i).

SUPPLY :
Militia (salaries) 7085 (iii).

Yukon, Miners' Grievances against Companies
buying Water Grants (remarks) 3315 (i).

Martin, Mr. A., East Qucens, P. E. I.
Belle River, P. E. I., Seizure of Fish Traps (M.

for cor.*) 2787 (i).

liii

Martin, Mr. A.-Con.
Brookside, P.E.I., Postmaster, Resignation, &c.

(Ques.) 1969 (i).
China Point Pier, Construction, &c. (Ques.)

2485 (i).
Reconstruction, Amount paid, &c., (M.

for Ret.*) 3148 (i).
Clifton Postiaster, P.E.I., Cor., Pets., &c., re

Appunit. (M. for copies*) 5377 (ii).
Cold Storage for Fish Transportation froin Mar.

Provs. (Ques.) 1978 (i).
Franchise Act. Ant. (P.E.I.) Bill, not on Order

Paper (remarks) 9309, 9464 (iii).
Illustration Stations," Fruit, Cereals, &c.,
Govt. Action (Ques.) 2110 (i).

Lobster Fishing. Extension of Season in P. E.I.
(Ques.) 6561 (ii).

Seizure of Traps, &c., on M. for Com. of
Sup., 5504 (ii).

Mount Albion, P.E.I., Mail Service, Pets. re,
&c. (Ques.) 1969 (i).

Pinette Harbour, P.E.I., Pets. re Dredging
(Ques.) 2112 (i).

Poultry Feeding Experinients, Govt. Action
(Ques.) 2110 (i).

P. E. I. and Grand View Mail Service, Proposed
Change.Cor., Pets., &c. (M. for copies*) 5377 (ii).

Dominion Govt., Delegation re Questions
at Issue, Clains, Stmnuts., &c. (M. for copies*)
1879 (i).

G .B., Cold Storage and SS. Coîmnunica-
tion, &e. (renarks) 5493 (ii).

Grand View, Changes in Mail Services,
Pets. against (Ques.) 4994 (ii).

Lobster Fishery, Infraction of Regula-
tions, Fines imposed, Cost of Prosecutions, &c.
(M. for Ret.*) 5377 (ii).

-- Mail Service between I.C.R. and Cape.
Tormentine, Cost, &c. (Ques.) 2325 (i).

3_ ainland Mail Service, Arrangements,
&c. (Ques.) 1838 (i).

Murray Harbour Branch, B. 183 (Mr.
Blair) in Com., 9750 (iii).

Ry. and Branch Lines, Pets., Cor., Res.,
&c. (M. for copy) 2364, 2368 (i).

Straightening Curves at North Wiltshire,
Cost, &c. (Ques.) 1854 (i).

Winter Mail Service, Contracts, &c. (M.
for copies) 3124 (i).

Queen's County (P.E.1.) Appnînt. of Judge
(remarks) 9000 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) in Con., 6913 (iii).

Returns, Inquiry for, Pub. Works, P.E.I., &c.,
3878 (ii).

Inquiry for, 1953 (i); 6319 (ii); 10225 (iii).
Souris Breakwater, P. E.I., Clain for Damages

by Messrs. Mellish and Wrightnian (Ques.)
4270 (i).

Spraying Fruit Trees, Govt. Action (Ques.)
2110 (i)
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Martin, Mr. A.-Con.
SUPPLY:

Aris, Agriculture, &c. (dairy branch) 875; (year
book) 8236 (iii).

Civil Govt.: Post Office, 7351 (iii).
Fisheries (cold'storage for bait) 10163 (iii).
Mail Subsidies, &c-. (P.E.I. and G.B.)8687; (P.E.I.

and Mainland) 8683 (iii).
Mieellaneous (refund of duties on fish, &c. P.E.I.)

10176 (iii).
Public Worka: Harbours and Rivers (P.E.I.)7751,

7757; (Canoe Cove breakwater) 10007 (iii).
Railways: P. E. 1., 7462 (iii); (Mount Stewart

wharf) 5762 (ii); (Murray Harbour, &c., con-
struction) 9212; (removal of curves, &o.) 7389.
(iii).

Yukon Provisional District : Interior (salaries,
&c.) 8956 (iii).

Wood Island Light-keeper, Dismissal of D. Mc-
Millan, Cor. Pets., &c. (M. for copies) 4813 (ii).

- - Dismissal of Wn. D. MeMillan, 10117(iii).
-- Light-keeper, Dismissal and Charges
against, Rep. of Commissioner (Ques.) 2326 (i).

Martineau, Mr. P. R. L., Montmaony.
Address, The, in Ans. to His Ex. 's Speech

(seconded) 21.(i).

Maxwell, Mr. G. R., Burrard.
Address, on The, 1016 (i).
Chinese Immigration Act Aint. (B. 49) 1*, 1165

(i); 20 m., 4323 (i).
Klondike Mining and Ry. Co.'s (B. 103) 1*,

2409 (i).
Members' (Pictou) Mileage Allowance (Ques.)

6722 (ii).
Northern Commercial Tel. Co., and Dept. of Pub.

Works (M. for cor.*) 3873 (i).
SUPLY:

Fisheries (salaries of Inspectors) 4030 (ii).

Meigs, Mr. D. B., Missisquoi.
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,

9437 (iii).

Mignault, Mr. R. M. S., Yanaska.
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Coni., 4663 (ii).

Mills, Mr. J. B., Annapolis.
Address, The, on ait. (Mr. Bertram) to amt.

(Mr. Clarke) 1716 (i).
Annapolis and Digby Basin, Rep. re Buoys, &c.

(Ques.) 4993 (û1).
--- Mr. McCarthy's Contract, Expiration of,
for Maintenance, &c. (Ques.) 4056 (ii).

-- Port George Harbour, Pier, &c. (Ques.)
75-32 (iii).

Post Office, Irregularities, &e. (Ques.)
8989, 9179, 9697 (iii).

-- Public Buildings, Repairs, &c. (Ques.)
2701 (i).

-- Tenders for Painting (remarks) 2410 (i).

Mils, Mr. J. B.-Con.
Bounties on Iron and Steel B. 161 (Mr. Fielding)

in Com., 7638 (iii).
Electoral Lists, N. S., Printing and Distribu-

tion (Ques.) 1979 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4678 (ii).
Port George, Annapolis Co., Postmaster, Irregu-

larities in Office (Ques.) 9179, 9697 (iii).
Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Coi., 9744.
- - Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com.,

9777 (iii).

SUPPLY:
Cuttoms: N. S. (salaries, contingencies, &e.)8451.
Legislation : House of Commons (voters' liste)

10129 (iii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (construction, &c.)

5132 (ii).
Ma il Subsidies and SS. Subventions (St. John and

Digby) 8674 (iii).
Public Works : Buildings (Ont.) 7626; Harbours

and Rivers, N. B. (Cape Tormentine break-
water) 10012; N. S. (Parker's Cove wharf)
10001 (iii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Betnr' Joliy) in Com., 3893 (i); 9884, 9887 (iii).

Monet, Mr. D., La'îprairic and Napierrille.
Address, on The, 532 (i).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on M.

for Coi., 3302(i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement. B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4654.
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.

Letieux) on M. for Com. (aint.) 6091, (404 (ii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coin. on

Res., 9446 (iii).

Monk, Mr. F. D., Jacques Cartier.

Address, on The, 241 (i).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on

M. for Com., 3304; in Com., 3311 (i).
Beloeil Publie Works, Total Cost, &c. (Ques.)

3827 (ii).
Canada Accident Assurance Co. (B. 3) 1°, 617.
Canada Plate Glass Insurance Co. incor p. -B. 4)

1i*, 617 (i).
Canadian Coast, Survey of Currents, &x (Ques.)

1824 (i).
Chambly Canal, Emplymt. of Geo. Peppin by

Govt. (Ques.) 3821 (ii).
Investigation (Ques.) 3553 (i).

Champ de Mars, Lease, &c. (M. for cor.) 2141 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. (B. 50) 1°, 1264; 2' m.,

2204 (i).
Coal Oil, on M. (Mr. Davis) to place on Free

List. 2010 (i).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translator, on M. to conc., 1750 ().
Insolvency Legislation and Boards of Trade, Cor.

with Govt. (M. for copies*) 5377 (ii).

liv



IN DEX.

Monk, Mr. F. D.-Con.
1. C. R., Contracts for Ties, Names of Tenderers

(Ques.) 5308 (i).
Jacques Cartier County, Mail Service, Tenders,

&c. (Ques.) 6934 (iii).
Lake St. Louis, Removal of Shoal, Representa-

tions from Shippers, &c. (Ques.) 2331 (i).
Lotte.ries (art unions) in Montreal, Legislation

respecting (Ques.) 2323 (i).
Mail Service, Jacques Cartier County (Ques.)

6933 (iii).
Montreal larbour Improvements, Plans, &c.

(Ques.) 2187 (i).
Post Otfice, Repairs, &c., Advertisement

re Tenders (Ques.) 2112 (1).
- Repairs, &c., Name of Contraetor (Ques.)

1974 (î).
Naturalization Act Amnt. B. 37 (Mr. MCInnes)on

M. for 2°, 2177 (i).
N. W. T. Dual Language, Opinion of Min. of Jus.

(Ques.) 2188 (i).
Penitentiaries, Printing by Convicts (Ques.) 1832

(i).
Point Claire Wharf, Construction, &c. (Ques.)

2111 (i) ; 4806 (ii).
(M. for Ret.*) 2962 (i).

Postage Stanip Dies, Number ordered by Govt.,
Cost, &c. (Ques.) 3943 (ii).

Postmasters, Jacques Cartier County, Salaries,
&c. (Ques.) 6933 (iii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Bla ir) in Com. on Res.,
9442, 9>4.,19555, 9577 (iii).

Return, Inquiry for, 5747 (ii).
Richelieu River, Placing of Buoys, Contracts,

&c. (Ques.) 3796 (i).
Ste. Geneviève, Land Dainages, Rep. of Com-

nmissioner (Ques.) 6934 (iii).
St. Louis Lake, Dredging, &c. (Ques.) 8219 (iii).
St. Ours Lock, Dismissal of Supt. Coderre, &c.

(Ques'> 3552 (ii).
St. Vineent, de Paul Penitentiary Commission,

Total Cost, Claims Unpaid, &c. (Ques.) 5484 (il).
Soulangés Canal Arbitration, Land Valuators,

Appnrnts. and Dismissal (Ques.) 2333 (i).
Superior Court Judger, Quebec, Sums paid for

Travelling Expenses (M. for stmnt.) 2145 (i).
Travelling Expenses to 1899 (M. for

stmnjt.*) 2245 (i).
SUPPLY:

Canale: Lachine (Atwater Avenue wall)9173(iii).
immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8527,8542 (iii).
Indians (B.C.) 5708 (ii).
Legidlation (distribution of blue-books to Law

Associations) 5742 (ii); (votera' lista)2306 ().
Militia (arma, equipment, &c.) 9144; (compensa-

tion for injuries) 9180 (iii).
Railwaya: Miscellaneous (Ottawa River) 9176;

. C. R. (passenger coach) 9172 (iii).
Yukon Diatriet: Militia (clothing contract) 9092;

9124 (iii).
Tate's Dry Dock, Montreal, Rent, Lessees, &c.

(Ques.) 1831 (i).

Monk, Mr. F. D.-Con.
Ville Marie Bank Suspension (remarks) 9065(iii).
Walmsley, Alex., Superannuation as British Mail

Clerk (Ques.) 3797 (i).
Yule Bridge, Richelieu River, Arbitrators'Award,

&Z. (Ques.) 3827 (ii).

Montague, Hon. W. H., HaldiTmaad.
Address, on The, 1037 (i).
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 123 (Sir Henry Joly)

in Com., 3993 (ii).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) in

Coi., 3313 (i).
Benefit Associations, Insurance and Assessments

(remarks) 1353 (i).
Binder Twine Contract, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to

adjn., 7212 (iii).
Business of the Iouse (remarks) 9177 (iii).
Cattle Embargo, Cor. between Can. and Imp.

Govts. (M. for copies*) 1877 (i).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) in Com., 5924, 5936 (ii).
Colborne and Maitland Ports, Harbour Improve-

ments, Reps., &c. (remarks) 7771, 8633 (iii).
Customs Act Amnt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in Com.,

6443 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Aint. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in

Com., 6400, 6422, 6431 (i).
Franchise Act Ait. (P.E.1.) Bill, not on Order

Paper (remarks) 9308 (iii).
Friendly Society Insurance, Govt.'s Policy re

Legislation (renarks) 3342 (ii).
Grand River Floods, Govt. Rep. re (remarkg)

2536 (i).
G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En-

forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross-Robiertson) to adjn.,
3970 (ii).

I. C. R., Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B. 138, in Com., 4573, 4579 (ii).

Order (Ques. of) "humbug" not parlia-
mentary, 4643, 4669 (ii).

McLaughlin, R. J.. and Farma Lands, Claims for
Damages, &c. (remarks) 4486, 4498 (ii).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.
Lernieux) on amt. (Mr. Monet) 6097 (ii).

Personal Explanation (Mr. Blair) re par. in
Montreal Star on Purchase of Wharf, St. John's,
7328 (iii).

Port Maitland Harbour, Inquiry for Reps., &c.,
9185 (iii).

Preferential Trade with G. B., on amt. (Sir
Charles Tupper) to Coin. of Sup,, 7946 (iii).

Quarantine Service, Enployees, Salaries, &c.
(Ques.) 3826 (ii).

Quebec Ry., Light and Power Co.'s B. 84 (Mr.
Carrol) in Com., 5042 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9315 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1', 3466 (ii).

i



INDEX.

Montague, Mr. W. H.-Con.
Returns, Inquiry for (Papers re cattle embargo)

353 (i).
Superannuations in Agriculture Dept., Appnmts.

made, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 3873 (ii).

SUPPLY:
Arts, Agriculture and Statistics (experimental

farm) 5073; (N.W.T. Exhibition) 5073; (patent
record) 5074 (ii).

Canalk: Galops (enlargement) 7299; Lake St.
Louis (deepening) 7298; Sault Ste. Marie (con-
struction) 7296 (iii).

Civil Gocernment: Agriculture (salaries, contin-
gencies, &c.) 5020; Inland Revenue (printing
and stationery) 5014; Interior (clerical assist-
ance).5023; Miiitia (clerical assistance) 5013 (i);
Post Office, 7330 (iii); (salaries, Dead Letter
Branch) 5033; Publie Works (printing, &c.) 5072:
Sec. of State (P. Mungovan's salary) 5020 (ii).

Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8561, 8604,8615,
8624, 8648 (iii).

Lighthousie and Coast Service (construction, &c.)
5129, 5139, 5165 (i).

Mail Subsidies and SS. Subventions (St. John and
Liverpool) S671 (iii).

Militia (v rmouries) 9126, 9128; (elothing) 7108,
9127; (miscellaneous) 7150; (monuments) 7152;
(Royal Military College) 714'; (stores, &c.)
7098 (iii).

Miscellaneouîi (Canada Gazette) 8703; (classifica-
tion of record) 8702; (commutation of duties)
8704; (Dom. and Ont. arbitration) 8702; (extra
clerks) 8705; (Paris Agency) 8705; (printing)
8703; (Printing Bureau plant) 8703; (Royal
Society publications) 8705 (iii).

Occan and River Service (maintenance and sup-
plies) 5105 (ii.

Public Works: Harbours and Rivers, Ont.,7968,
7998; (Port Colborne) 9252, 9270 (iii).

Quarantine (cattle, salaries, &c.) 5075 (ii).
Railwenys: C. P. R. (land damages) 7153; L C. R.

accommodation, St. John)7156,7242; (increased
siding accommodation) 9157; (installation of
Pintsch gas) 9172; (land damages) 7154; (tele-
graph service) 9171 (iii).

Yukoà District: Militia (food, clothing, trans-
portation, &c.) 9070, 9079, 9116; Railways (sur-
veys, &-c.) 8700 (iii).

Weights and Measures Act Ant. B. 128 (Sir
Btnr. Job;) in Com., 3886 (ii).

Welland Canal, Entrance at Port Colborne, Har-
bour Improvenients, on M. for Coni. of Sup.,
3997 (ii).

Moore, Mr. A. H., Stanstead.
Address, on The, 319 (i).
Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty (prop. Res.) 2118,

2127, 2130 (i).
Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction

B. 2 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 3°, 2922 (1).
Plebiscite, Speech of Minister of Agriculture at

Ottawa Convention (Ques.) 1826 (i).
- Vote and Quebec Counties, Reps. asked

for, 5748 (i).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 155 (Mr. Mueock) in

Com., 6111, 6117 (ii).

Moore, Mr. A. H.-Con.
Preferential Trade with G. B., on aint. (Sir

Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7846 (iii).
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8823 (iii).
Poll Books, Voters' Lists, &c. (M. for

copies) 2906 (i).
Scott Act, Repeal in Brome Co., Delay in Vot.

ing, &c. (Ques.) 3547 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (experimental farms)
8262; (year book) 8232 (iii).

Leg$slation: House of Commons (voters' lists)
2281 Ci).

Militia (annual drill) 7072 (iii); (clothing)5448 (ii).
Post Otftice (postmasters' salaries) 5805, 5826 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henri Joly) in Coni., 3897 (ii).

Morin, Mr. J. B., Dorchester.
I.C.R. Extension to Montreal-G. T.R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Coi. on Res., 3744;
in Coi. on Bill, 4666 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coi. on
Res., 9569 (iii).

SUPPLY:
Dom. Lande (Chief Inspector. salary, &c.) 9023

(iii).
Mail Subsaidies and SS. Subrentione (Murray Bay

and Ouelle River) 10160 (iii).
Militia (miscellaneous) 7149 (iii).

Morrison, Mr. A., Neu• Westmiinster.
Address, The, on amht. (Mr. Bertram) to anit.

(Mr. Clarke) 1754 (i).
Brandon and South.western Ry. Co.'s (B. 47)

1°ý*, 1165 (i).
Canadian Yukon Ry. Co's incorp. (B. 52)1°*,

1322 (i).
Domiville, Lt.-Col., Leave ot Absence from Com-

mand of 8th Hussars (Ques.) 2898 (i).
Glenora Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 101) 1°*, 2409 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Drumnimond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Coi.
on Res., 3383 (i).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112
(Mr. Lemieux) M. for Com., 6091, 6095 (ii).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. 's (B. 152)
1°*, 5096 (i).

Ottawa Suburban Ry. Co.'s Incorp. (B. 117) 1°*,
2966 (i).

Pacifie Cable, Communication froin B. C. Govt.
(remarks) 2697 (i).

Spinks, County Court Judge, B. C., Charges
against, on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
to Com. of Sup., 4232 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8328

(iii).
Fiaheries (salaries of inspectors) 4048 (ii).
Legielation (distribution of blue-books to Law

Associations) 5739 (ii).
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Morrison, Mr. A.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Militia (pay allowance) 7013; (salaries) 7075;
(Yukon supplies) 7050 (iii).

Ocean and River Service (masters and mates) 3062
(i).

Publie Works: Dredging (Mar. Provs. and B.C.),
10070; Harbours and Rivers (B.C.) 8089; N.S.
(Gabarouse breakwater) 9992 (iii).

Yukon-British Yukon Mining, Trading and
Transportation Co., Claims against Govt.
(Ques.)2905 (i).

-- Gold Cominissioner, Appnmt. (Ques.)
1823 (i).

Legal Adviser, Appnmt. by Govt. (Ques.)
1823 (i).

Mining, Trading and Transportation
(B. 94) 1°*, 2246 (i).

O.C.'s regulating Mining Claims by Offi-
cials, &c. (Ques.) 1824 (i).

Officials in Gold Commissioner's Office,
Nationality, &e. (Ques.) 1823 (i).

salaries, cost of living, &c. (Ques.) 1824.
Pacifie Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 102) 1°*,

2409 (i).
Timber Inspector, Appnmt. by Govt.

(Ques.) 1823 (i).
Walsh, Maj., Enplymt. by Govt. (Ques.)

1823 (i).

Mulock, Hon. W., North York, Ont.
American Bank Note Co., Plates, Dies, &c.,

Duties collected, on M. (Mr. Foster) for Ret.,
3828 (ii).

Annapolis Co., Port George Post Office, Irregu-
larities, &c. (Ans.) 8989 (iii).

Batiscan Post Office, Charges against Postinaster,
Cor., re (Ans.) 2321 (i).

Salary of Postmistress (Ans.) 1970 (i).
Beaumont, Wm., Clains for distributing Mail

at Maple Bay prior to Confederation (Ans.)
3820 (ii).

Berthier (en haut) Postmaster and Employees,
Salaries, &c. (Ans.) 2703 (i).

Bilodeau, Mr. Job. Postnaster at Chambord,
Disiissal. &c. (Ans.) 1962 (i).

Bourget, P. A., Potmaster at Lévis, Increase
of Salary (Ans.) 4059 (ii).

Brantford Postnaster, Appnmt. by Govt. (Ans.)
1968 (i).

-- Salary, Commission, &c. (Ans.)8465 (iii).
Brookside, P. E.I., Postmaster, Resignation, &c.

(Ans.) 1969 (i).
Dargavel, Mr. J. R., Postmaster at Elgin, Dis-

missal, &c. (Ans.) 1955 (i).
Distribution of Political Speeches (remarks)1166

(i).
Franking Privilege to Legislative Reps., &c.

(Ans.) 3823 (ii).
Galt Postmaster, Salary, &c. (Ans.) 3825 (ii).
Gauthier, Jean, Postmaster at Metabetchouan,

Dismissal, &c. (Ans.) 4039(ii).

lvii

Mulock, Hon. W.-Con.
GeneralInspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henry

Joly) in Com., 9641 (iii).
Govt. Contracts, Prohibition of Sweating (Ans.)

1975 (i).
Guay Post Office, Revenue, Salary paid to Post-

master Verrault, &c. (Ans.) 3260 (i).
Havelock and Oak Lake, Mail Service, Tenders,

&c. (Ans.) 3824 (ii).
Hurnberstone Post Office, Charges against James

O. Rose, Dismissal, &c. (Ans.) 6562 (ii).
(remarks) 6594 (ii).

Inverness Post Offices, Change of Locations,
Appnmt. and Dismissals (Ans.) 3825 (ii).

Jacques Cartier County Mail Service, Tenders,
&c. (Ans.) 6934 (iii).

Lang P. O. and Ry. Station, Carriage of Mails,
Tenders, &c. (Ans.) 3824 (ii).

Larouche, Mr. Wm., Postmaster at Lake Bou-
chette, )ismissal, &c. (Ans.) 1962 (i).

Leake, Mr. J. R., Postmaster at Morton, Dis-
niissal, &c. (Ans.) 196 (i).

Legris, Mr., Postmaster at Ste. Eulalie, Investi-
gation, Rep., &c. (Ans.) 4272 (ii).

Lévis Mail Service, Naines of Carriers, &c. (Ans.)
3554 (ii).

London Letter Carriers, and Kingston Street
Ry. Transportation, Salaries, &c. (Ans.) 4483,
4995 (ii).

Mail Bags, Contracts between Govt. and Ottawa
Supply Co. (Ans.) 2185 (i).

Mail Service, Jacques Cartier County (Ans.)
6933 (iii).

Pacific Coast, Facilities by Govt. (Ans.)
3254 (i).

Margaree and Orangedale Mail Service, Changes,
&c. re Contractors (Ans.) 3261 (i).

Martel, Mr., Postnaster at St. Prime, Dismissal,
&c. (Ans.) 1965 (i).

McKenzie P. O., Man., Pets. re, Nane of Post-
master (Ans.) 2185 (i).

McLaugblin, Mr. R. J., and Claims for Land
Damages by Farmers in Lindsay, Letter of Mr.
McLaughlin (read) 4998, 5005 (ii).

Montreal and Labelle Mail Service, Appnmt. of
Mail Conductor (Ans.) 1966

Post Office, Dismissals and Appnmts.,
Namnes, &c. (Ans.) 6047 (ii).

Moonstone, Ont., Postmaster, Naine, &c. (Ans.)
1957 fi).

Mount Albion, P.E.I., Mail Service, Pets. re,
&c. (Ans.) 1969 (i).

Murray Bay and Quebec Mail Service, Com-
plaints of Delay (Ans.) 1960 (i).

North Sydney, Rumoured Dismissal (remarks)
4899, 4996 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Mr. Bergeron) Reading Bill in
both Languages, 4649 (ii).

Ottawa and Cyrville Mail Service, Contract, &c.
(Ans.) 8991 (iii).
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Mulock, Hon. W.-Con.
Ottawa Supply Co., and Contracts with Govt.

(Ans.) 2185 (i).
Ouellet, Mr. Agapit, par. in Le Soleil, Emplymt.

by Govt., &c. (Ans.) 3259 (i).
Pacifie Cable between Australia and Can. Agree-

ment (B. 176) prop. Res., 1950 (i); 8348 ; in
Com. on Res., 8383 (iii).

Pariseau, Mr. C. D., Postmaster at St. Esprit,
Dismissal, &c. (Ans.) 1962 (i).

Port George, Annapolis o., Name of Postmaster,
Charge of Irregularities, &c. (Ans.) 9179, 9697
(iii).

Postage Stamp Dies, Number ordered by Govt.,
Cost., &c. (Ans.) 3913 (i).

Reproduction of Facsiiniles by Bank Note
Co. (Ans.) 2001 (i).

Postal Notes, Contract, Cost, &c., on M. (Mr.
Fosfrr) for copy, 1982 (i).

Lost through Transmission (remarks)
10226 (iii).

Post Office, Jacques Cartier County, Salaries, &c.
(Ans.) 6933 (iii).

Rep. (presented) 159 (i).
Post Office Act Aint. (B. 155) 1°, 5096; 2° ,n.,

6102; in Com., 6104 (i).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on amit. (Sir

Charles Tupper) to Coi. of Sup., 7835 (iii).
P. E. I., Grand View, Changes in Mail Service,

Pets. against (Ans.) 4994 (ii).
Mail Service, between I. C. R. and Cape

Tormentine, Cost, &c. (Ans.) 2325 (i).
Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled,

Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2043(i).

Purple Stamped 2-cent envelopes, Error in Print-
ing, Circulation, &c. (Ans.) 3798 (ii).

Se "Starmped Envelopes."
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9797;

in Com. on Res., 9337, 9356, 9431, 9480, 9587.
Representation in the H. of C. (B. 126) 2e m.,

5207; in Com. (amt.) 6763, 6820 (ii) 6905, 6910
(iii).

Returns, on Inquiry (Mr. Foster) 6320, 6596 (ii).
St. Jérôme Postuaster, Dismissal, Charges

against, &c. (Ans.) 2182 (i).
St. Thomas and .4ylmer Mail Service, Advertise-

-ments for Tenders, &c. (Ans.) 9698 (iii).
Singleton, Mr. W. R., Postnaster at Delta, Dis-

mnissal, &c. (Ans.) 1956 (i).
Sintulata, Dismissal of Postinistress, on M. for

Com. of Sup. (remarks) 10119 (iii).
Dismissal, &c. (Ans.)8468 (iii).

S-mith,. Mr. Abner, Postmaster at Rusagornis,
Dismîsal, &c. (Ans.) 3256 (i).

Sproule, R. J., Postmaster at Flesherton, Ont.,
Complaints against (Ans.) 9179 (iii).

Stamped Envelopes, 2-cent Purple, Numnber is-
sued and distributed, &c. (Ans.) 2187 (i).

2-cent Green, Number purchased i To-
ronto, Issue and Distribution (Ans.) 2189 (i).

Mulock, Hon. W.-Con.
SUPPLY:

Canals: Rainy River (look and dam) 10153 (iii).
Civil Govt.: Post Office, 7330; conc., 10202 (iii);

(contingencies) 5068 (ii): 7359 (iii); (salaries,
Dead Letter Branch) 5(e32, 5053 (ii).

N. W. Mounted Police: (Yukon service) 5837 (ii).
Poat CWlce (Inspectors' salaries) 5798; conc.,6387;

(legal expenses) 5801 (ii); (mail service) 7366;
conc., 10202; (miscellaneous) 7388 (iii); (Post-
masters' salaries) 5803; (Rainy River service)
5827; (refund for stamps, &c., stolen) 5800;
Yukon District (railway mail clerks) 6360 ; (mail
service) cono., 6390 (ii); 7359 (iii).

Public Workle: Buildings (B.C.) cone., 6385(ii);
(N.S.) 9947; Ont. (Sarnia Post Office) 9962; Har-
bours and Rivers, Ont. (Toronto Harbour) 10066;
(Port Colborne) 9256; Que. (Sabrevois wharf)
10023 (iii).

Railwuys: LC.R. (accommodation at St. John)
7247 (iii).

Yukon District: Militia (clothing contract) 9075,
9082, 9101 (iii); (N. W. Monnted Police) conc.,
6388 (ii).

Sydenhani Postmaster, Irregularity in Acets.
(Ans.) 6935 (iii).

Toronto, East, Postmaster, Recommendations for
Vacant Position (Ans.) 4272 (ii).

Appunts. by Govt., Names, Salaries, &c.
(Ans.)1981 (i).

Vancouver Island SS. Service, Subsidy by Govt.
(Ans.) 3797 (ii).

Verrault, Jos., Enplymt. by Govt. (Ans.)
3555 (ii).

Victoria, B.C., Letter Carriers, Number, Sal-
aries, &c. (Ans.) 1960 (i).

Walnisley, Alex., Superannuation as British
Mail Clerk (Ans.) 3797 (ii).

Waltham and Chapeau, Mail Service, Pet. from
Pontiac County Council (Ans.) 2330 (i).

Yukon, Administratron of, Charges against, on
M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of
Sup., 6267(ii).

Bourassa, Mr., Postiaster at Dawson
City (Ans.) 1958 (i).

Harper, Mr. F., Postmaster at Dawson
City, Issue of Notice (Ans.) 1961 (i).

Mail -Service between Dawson City and
Vancouver, &c. (Ans.) 1966 (i).

contracts, advertisements, &c., on M.
(Sir Charles H. Tupper) for Copies, 2706 (i).

efficiency of Contractors, Reps., &c., on
M. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) for Cor., 2705 (i).

Registered Letters, &c., Policy of Govt.,
3793 (i).

Regist*.red Parcels, &c., returned from
Dead Letter Office (remarks) 4352 (ii).

Oliver, Mr. F., Alberta.
Address, The, on ait. (Mr. Bertrarn) to amt.

(Mr. &larke)1804 (i).
Alberta Irrigation Co. Change of Title (B. 23)

1°*, 803 (i).
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Oliver, Mr. F.-Con.
Calgary and Edinonton Ry. Co. (land subsidy),

Amount selected and still due, &c. (Ques.)
2326 (i).

C. P. R. Commission, Appnmt. by Govt., on
prop. Res. (Mr. Richardson) 2785 (i).

Coal Oil, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davis) to place on
Free List, 2008 (i).

on prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2126 (i).
Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s B. 26 (Mr. Cos-

tqan) in Coni. (ant.) 2645; on M. for 3° (amt.)
2934 ; (Neg. Y. 14 ; N. 61) 2949 (i).

Edmonton District Ry. Co.''s ineorp. (B. 93) 1°,
2246 (i) ; in Comn., 4303, 4847, 4852 (ii).

General Inspection Act Ant. B. 156 (Sir Henry
Joly) ii Coin., 9642 (iii).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co. B. 90 (Mr.
Sutherland) on aiiit. (".%r. Douglas) 4785 (ii).

Hudson Bay and Yukon Ry. and Nav. Co.'s (B.
110) r*, 2696 (i).

Mint, Establishment by Govt. in Can., on prop.
Res. (Mr. McInnes) 3122 (i).

N.W.T. Seed Grain Indebtedness, Cancellation,
&c.,on M. (Nir. Darin) 2022 (i).

Mounted Police, Issue of Scrip, Pets, &c.,
* re (Quîes.) 2484 (i).

Rebellion (1885) Clains Commission, on
M. (Mr. D vis) for Ret., 3096 (i).

Publie Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Lurier) on M. for 2°, 7655 (iii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Con., 9745
(iii).

Comnmissioners, Establishment of a Board,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3867 (ii).

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9372, 9435, 9454, 9195, 9504, 9529, 9593
(Iii).

SU PPLI:

Dominion Land# (scrip, &c.) 7520 (iii).
Immigration (agents, salar.es, &c.) 8520; (St. Paul

des Métis, seed grain, &c.) 9047 (iii).
Indianu (industrial schools) 7490 (iii).
Miscellaneous (half-breed claims commission) 9059

(iii).
Veterans of 1885, at Edmonton, Issue of Scrip

and Medals, Applications, &c. (Ques.) 2701 (i).
Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on

M. (Sir Charles Hibb&rt Tupper) to Coi. of Sup.,
62T5(ii).

Osler, Mr. E. B., West Toronto.
Address, on The, 307 (i).
Can. Permanent and Western Can. Mortgage

Corporation Co.'s incorp. (B. 75)1°*, 2029 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-

nient B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Con., 4619 (ii).
McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Farm Lands, Claims

for Dan:ages, &c. (remarks) 4501 (ii).
Mint, Establishment by Govt. in Can., on prop.

Res. (Mr. McInncs) 3121 (i).
Pacific Cable between Australia and Can. Agree-

ment B. (Mr. MAulock) prop. Res., 8371 (iii).

Osler, Mr. E. B.-Con.
Preferential Trade with .G. B., on amt. (Sir

Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7944 (iii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9363 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr. Mulock)

on M. for 2°, 6718 (ii).
SUPPLY

Arts. Agriculture, &c. (cold etorage) 8721 (iii).
Civil Government: Post Office 7850 (iii).
Indiana (Ont.) 5680 (ii).
Legislation (stationery supplies) 5735 (ii).
Poat Office (postmasters' salaries) 5814(i).
Public Works: Building (Ridsau Hall) 765;

Harbours and Rivers, N.S. (Wharfs) 7700.7735,
7740; Ont. Port Colborne) 9253 (iii).

Parmalee. Mr. C. H., Shefford.
Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.

Res. (Mr. Flint) 8852 ; (amt.)8856(iii).

Paterson, Hon. W., North Grey.
Address, on The, 1167 (i).
Agricultural Iipflements imported fron U.S.,

Bases of Valuation, &c. (Ans.) 6048 (ii).
Anierican Bank Note Co., Dies, Plates, &c.,

Duties collected, on M. (Mr. Foster) for Ret.,
3828 (ii).

Binder Twine imported in 1899 (Ans.) 8218, 8990
(iii).

Budget, The, 2637, 2650 (i).
Busby, Mr., Customs Collector at Skagway,

Date of Appumnît. and Salary, (Ans.) 4805 (ii).
Chambord Customs House, Collections, Salaries,

Expenses, &c. (Ans.) 1851 (i).
Coasting Laws, Enforcement, Cor. respecting

(Ans.) 3257 (i).
Rep. of Capt. John Irving re Enforce-

nient, &c. (Ans.) 3258 (i).
Custons Act Ant. (B. 154) l*, 4991; in Com.,

6443 (ii).
Custons House, Toronto,Employees, Appnmts.,

Dates, Salaries, &c. (Ans.) 1849 (i).
General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henry

Joly) in Com., 9643 (iii).
Grain exported from Can. Ports, Number of

Bushels, &c. (Ans.) 3256 (i).
to Gernany in 1898-99, Quantity, &c.

(Ans.) 8990 (iii).
Indian Corn imported fron 1896-9 (Ans.) 8217

(iii).
imported for Home Consumption, &c.

(Ans.) 8632, 8990 (iii).
Iron Bounties, Quantity, &c. (Ans.) 1828 (i).
John C. Barr, Valuation by Customis Author-

ities (Ans.) 2700 (i) ; 8219 (iii).
Ownership, &c. (Ans.) 8469 (iii).

Lebel, Mr. Wenceslas,Customs Official and Revi.
si<n of Electoral Lista, par. in Le Soleil (Ans.)
188.) (i).

Lepreaux, N.B., Custons Officer, Name, Salary,
&c. (Ans.) 5313 (ii).

lix
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Paterson, Hon. W.-Con.
Pingrce and Lowce Strs., Undervaluation, &c.

(Ans.) 8219 (iii).
Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Con., 9768,

9782 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr. Mudock)

on M. for 2°, 5280; in Com., 6762, 6802 (i).
Returns, on Inquiry for, 8077 (iii).
Schafheitlin & Fitzgibbon, Custom, Law Infrac-

tion (Ans.) 1889 (i).
Scrimgeour, Mr. J. G., Grant of Bonded Ware-

house, Date, Lease, &c. (Ans.) 2113 (i).
Sugar Imports froi British W. Indies, Quantities

and Value (Ans.) 2327 (i).
SUPPLY:

On M. (Mr. Foster) that Com. rise, 5482 (i).
Civil Govt.: Customs (contingencies) 2973; (sal-

aries) 2091 (i).
Customs contingencies) 5855; (B. C. and Yukon)

stationery, &c., 5600 (ii); (contingencies, &c.)
8453(iii); B.C. (revenue cruisers repair)>602 (ii);
Man. (contingencies, &c.) 8453; N. W. T. (con-
tingencies, &c.M 8453; N. S. (salaries, contin-
gencies, &e.)8390; Ont. (contingencies, &c.)8452
(iii); (salaries, &c.) 5595; Que. (suspense account,
Montreal) 558; Yukon (salaries, &c.) 5596 (ii).

Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8614 (iii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (supplies, &c.) 3541

(ii).
Militia (pay, &e.) 7037; (Yukon supplies) 7045 (iii).
Public Work: IHarbours and Rivers (Ont.) 7979

(iii).
Yukon Provisional District (customs) 8746; (sal-

aries, &c.) 8658 (iii); (telegraph lines) 5620, 5642
(ii).

U. S. Vessels registered at Dawson, Names, &c.
(Ans.) 2700 (i).

Wbeat exported from Montreal, St. John, Fort
William and Winnepeg, Quantities (Ans.) 2702
(j).

Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on
M. (Sir Charles Hibliert Tipper) to Com. of
Sup., 6248 (ii).

- Post 03ice, Emplynmt. of Mr. Bourassa
(Ans.) 1833 (i).

-Rumours re Conflict between T. S. and
Can. Customs (remarks) 975 (i).

U. S. SS. John C. Barr, Undervaluation,
&c. (Ans.) 3266 (i).

Penny, Mr. E. G., Montreal, Si. Lawrence.
Committee Meetings, Accommodation in Roons

(remarks) 3314 (i).
Criminal Code, Cruelty to Animals (B. 116) 10,

2963 (i).
Debates, Officia], 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translato, on M. to conce., 1741 (i).
Inspection (Fruit) Act Amt. (B. 56) 1°*, 1352;

on Order for 2°, 3316 (i); 2° m., 3872; wthdn.,
5860 (ii).

Inspection Act Amt. (B. 55) 1°*, 1352 (i); 2° m.,
3871 ; wthdn., 5360 (ii).

Potash Inspection, and Montreal Board of Trade
(Ques.) 1858 (J).

Penny, Mr. E. G.-Con.
SUPPLY:

Administration of justice (Exchequer Court) 5476
(ji).

Pettet, Mr. W. V., Prince Edward.
Belleville Prince Edward Bridge Co.'s B. 152

(Mr. Hirley) in Com., 7480 (iii).
Military Canteens and Sale of Liquor, par. in

Ottawa Citizen re Ont. Alliance, 7326 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Canal.: Trent (construction) 7299 (iii).
Public Works: Buildings (Ont.)7623 (iii).

Pope, Mr. R. H., Compton.
Address, on The, 398 (i).
Budget, The, 2672 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) on M. for
2°, 4158 (ii).

Govt. Rys., Cars, Locomotives, Number,
Cost, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 2028 (i).

Harris, Mr., Agreement with as Traffic
M'gr. (Ques.) 1975, 1980 (i).

(M. for cor., &c.*) 2961 (i).
Tariffe, Special Rates, Reps. of Mr. Harris

(M. for copies*) 2961 (i).
Magdalen Island Mail Service, Terme of Con-

tract, &c. (M. for cor.*) 2789 (i).
Scott Act Repeal, Brome County, Applications

for (Ques.) 2187 (i).
SUPP[Y:

Fiaheries (salaries of inspectors) 4016 (ii).

Poupore Mr. W. J., Pontiac.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. and Hull Electric Co's.

Confirmation of Agreement (B. 25) 1°, 895 (i).
Contracta let without Tender on M. (Mr. Davin)

for O. Ce., 5326 (ii).
Davis, Edward, Slide Master at Coulonge, Dis-

missal, &c. (Ques.) 3946 (ii).
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal (prop.

Res.) 4273, 4884 (ii).
Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co.'s B. 18 (Mr. Belcourt) on

M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2289 (i).
Portage du Fort and Bristol Branch Ry. Co.'s

(B. 42) 1°*, 1165 (i).
Roche Fendue and Calumet Dams, Claims for

Damages, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 2789 (i).
(Ques.) 1854 (i).

Waltham and Chapeau Mail Service, Pet. from
Pontiac County Council (Ques.) 2330 (i).

Zenith Mining and Ry. Co.'s incorp. (B. 20) 1°,
803 (i).

Powel, Mr. H. A., Westimorcland.
Address, on The, 1124 (i).
Civil Service, Autachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) in Coi., 5906, 5914, 5942 (ii).
Criminal Code (1892) Act Amt. B. 36 (Mr. Brit-

ton) on M. for 2°, 2168 (i).
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Powell, Mr. H. A.-Con.
Franchise Act Schedules (remarks) 1073 (i).
G. T. R. frackmen's Strike, &c., on M. (Mr.

Mfaclean) to adjn., 4514 (i).
I. C. R., Expenditure on Capital and Revenue

(Ques.) 2531 (i).
Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 3113 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 2825 (i).
G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in

Com. on Res., 3600, 4077, 4123; in Com., 4392,
4686, 4707 (ii).

Chaudière to Montreal, Revenue collected,
&c. (Ques.) 1856 (i).

(M. for Ret.*) 2027 (i).
Expenditure, Revenue, from 1898 to 1899

(M. for Ret.*) 2789 (i).
Lehlanc, Mr. A. T., Emplymt. by Govt.

(Ques.) 1964 (i).
Snow Shovelling, Nunber of Employees,

&c. (Ques.) 1964(i).
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.

Lenieux) in Com. on amt. (Mr. Campbell) 6334,
6405 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fidding) in Com1., 9633 (iii).

P. E. I. Winter Mail Service, Contracts, &c., on
M. (Mr. Martin) for Copies, 3145 (i).

Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7659, 7674
(iii).

Representatior.in the H. ef C. B. 126 (Mr. Mulock)
on M. for 2°, 6695 (ii) ; in Coi., 6948, 6973 (iii).

SUPPLY:

Canala: Chambly (telephone lines)5783(ii): Trent
(construction) 7306 (iii).; Welland (refund for
damages to lock) .5793 (ii).

Fisheriea: Protection Service (repairs, &c.) 5180
(ii).

Insaurance (general expenses) 7464 (iii),
Interior: Yukon District (general expenditure)

6373 (ii).
Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 3030 (i).
Post Ogtce (mail service) 7379 (iii).
Publie Work: Buildings, Ottawa (electrie light-

ing) 5196 (i).
Railwaya: LC.R. (accommodation, St. John) 7409,

7424: (rolling stock) 7434; P. E. I. (Murray
Harbour, &c., construction) 9220; (removal of
curves)7398 (iii); (repairs to ear "Victoria ")
5785 (ii).

Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on
M. (Sir C. H. Tupper) to Coin of Sup., 6256 (ii).

Lynch, Mr. W. H., Emplymt. by Govt.,
Reps., &c. (Ques.)1847 (i).

Prefontaine, . R., Maisonneuve.
Banque du Peuple (B. 6) 1*, 618; (M.) for Con.,

3298 (i); 3° m., 3485 (ii); Sen. Amts., 7577 (iii).
Montreal Island BelL Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.

Lemieux) on amt. (Mr. Monet) 6097 (ii).

1xi

Prefontaine, Mr. R.-Con.
Potash Inspection at Montreal, Board of Trade,

Res., Pets., &c. (M. for cor.*) 1878 (i).
Richelieu and Ontario Nav. Co.'s (B. 27) 10*, 895

(i).

Prior, Hon. E. G., Victoria, B.C.
Address, on The, 975 (i).
Alaska Boundary and Customs Officials, Difficul-

ties with Mounted Police (remarks) 2193 (i).
American Rumours re Canada's Conten-

tion (M. to adjn.) 3846 (ii).
Alien Act B. C., Cor. with B. C. Govt. respect-

ing (Ques.) 8220, 8466, 8757 (iii).
Disallowance by Dom. Govt. (Ques.) 7768

(iii).
Anti-Japarese Legislation, Cor. between B. C.

Govt. and Dom. (remarks) 5206 (i).
Motion dropped, 5313 (ii).
Govt. Policy re Fourteen Statutes already

in Force (Ques.) 5859 (i).
Appnmt. of Members to Offices, par. in Victoria

Colonist, 6381 (il).
Ashcroft, B.C., Sale of Ry. Lands, &c. (Ques.)

1855 (i).
Cor. with Dom. Govt. (M. for copies*) 2408

().
Boston and Alaskan Transportation Co., Con-

tract with Can. Govt. (Ques.) 1828 (i).
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for Com., 4985 (ii).
B. C. Fishermen, Seizure of Nets, &c., by

Americans, par. in Victoria Daily Colonist (re-
marks) 8633 (iii).

Lt. Gov. and Turner Administration and
Can. Govt. (M. for cor.) 2362 (i).

Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-
gration, Disallowance, &c. (M. to adjn.) 6828,
6902 (iii).

Southern Ry. Co.'s (B. 28) 1°, 895 (i).
Statutes for 1899, Date of receiving by

Sec. of State (Ques.) 5666 (ii).
Bubonic Plague and Quarantine of Pacific Stra.

at B. C. (remarks) 5989 (ii).
Burrard, Member for, Speech re Amounts paid to

Vancouver Liberals by Dom. Govt. (Ques.)
1838 (i).

Chemainus, B.C., Pilotage Limita (Ques.)5312(ii).
Anti-Chinese Legislation in B. C. and Govt.'a

Action (Ques.) 1837 (i).
Customs and Inland Revenue Depts., B. 182 (Mr.

Fielding) in Com., 9670 (iii).
Deadman's Island, par. in Montreal Witness re

Leas, 1353 (i).
Leases, Value, &c. (Ques.) 1640, 1815 (i).
Cor. between Dom. Govt. and B. Haigh

& Son (1880) re Application for use, &c. (M. for
cor.*) 2788 (i).
-- O. Cs., Cor.. &c. (M. for copies) 2334 (j).

Forfeiture of Lease by Mr. Ludgate (re.
marks) 4739 (ii).
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Prior, Hon. E. G.-Con.
Deadrnan's Island and Stanley Park (M. to print

papers) 3959 (ii).
Disallowance of Anti-Japanese Legislation, In-

complete Ret. (remarks) 5408, 5491 (ii).
Dorothy, Seizure by U. S. Customs Authorities

at Skagway, par. in Ottawa Citizen (Ques.)
2367 (i).

Drill Hall, Vancouver, B.C., Contract, Cost, &c.
(Ques.) 5487, 6122 (ii), 7765 (iii).

Dry Dock, Victoria, B.C., Pets. re Reduction of
Charges, &c. (Ques.) 7766 (iii).

Esquimalt, B.C., Dry Dock, Reduction of Rates,
&c., Pets. against, &c. (Ques.) 6122 (ii).

Fraser and Skeena River Fish Hatcheries, Ere'c-
tion by Govt. (Ques.) 4058 (ii).

Govt. Property, B.C., Lease, &c., Cor. respect-
ing (Que?.) 8465 ; Rental, &c. (Ques.) 8991(iii).

Governor Pingree and J. B. Lowe, Strs., Registry
in Can. (Ques.) 1856 (i).

Indians, Yale and Cariboo, Medical Attendance,
Amount paid, &c. (Ques.) 8630, 8989 (iii).

International Commission and Alaskan Bound-
ary, par. in Ottawa Citizen, 6936 (iii).

John C. Barr, Undervaluation, &c. (Ques.) 8218,
8469 (iii).

Letter Carriers (B.C.), Number, Salaries, &c.,
from 1895 to 1899 (M. for Ret.*) 2789 (i).

Macaulay Point Fortifications, Claims for Com-

pensation, &o. (M. for cor., &c.*) 3874 (ii).
Inquiry for Ret., 5489 (ii).

Militia Permanent Corps, Pension System, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2715 (i).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. and Cor.
with Mins. of the Crown, on M. for Coin. of
Sup., 5510 (ii).

Non-Production of High Commissioner's
Telegram, 5747 (ii).

Privilege (Ques. of) par. in Victoria Daily
Timnes, 6051 (ii).

Pacifie Cable between Can. and Australia Agree-
ment B. (Mr. Mulock) prop. Res., 8373 (iii).

Parlt. and Deptl. Buildings, Ottawa, Electric
Lighting, &c. (Ques.) 5308 (ii).

Personal Explanation re Vote on Kettle River
Ry. Bill, 9595 (iii).

Pingree and Lowe, Strs., Undervaluation, &c.,
(Ques.) 8218 (iii).

Poaching on the Pacific Coast (remarks) 8347 (iii).
Prohibition Plebiscite, Number of Votes Polled,

Cost, &c. (Ques.) 2321 (i).

Publie Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 7673 (iii).

9uadra, Str., Payment of Crew and Officers
(Ques.)3076 (i).

Quebec Harbour Commissioners, Amount Ex-
pended and Loans advanced by Govt. (Ques.)
5M09 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Re.., 9406, 9499 (iii).

Prior, Hon. E. G.-Con.
Returns, Inquiry for (Commercial Tel. Construc-

tion Syndicate) 3752 (ii).
Cor. between Ministers and Northern

Tel. Co. (renarks) 5409, 5746 (ii).
Inquiry for, 8387 (iii).

Songhee, Indians (B. C.) Removal from Reserve,
Settlement with B. C. Govt. (Ques.) 3797 (i).

Cor. between Dom. and Provl. Govt. (M.
for copies) 3873 (ii).

(Inquiry for Ret.) 4713 (ii).
Strathcona, Str., and Relief of Destitute Miners,

Arrangement with Govt. (Ques.) '9179 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Justice: Yukon (maintenance
of prisoners)5468 (ii).

A rta, A gricilture, &c. (illustration stations)
8309 (iii).

Cajnals: Cornwall (payrment to A. P. Ross) 9177
(iii); Welland (rebate to Forwarding Co.)
5795 (ii).

Civil Gort.: Agriculture (salaries, contingencies,
&c.)5030; Marine and Fisheries (contingencies)
5026 (ii); Post Office, 7331 (iii); (contingencies,
Dead Letter Branch) 5071 (ii): Publie Works
(salaries) 7553(iii).

Collection of Reveaue (telegraph lines, B. C.)
8184 (iii).

Customa (contingencies) 5856 (ii).
Fsheries (Behring Sea legal expenses) 5181 (ii).
Indians (B.C.) 5704 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coast Service (construction, &c.)

5140 (ii).
Militia (annual drill) 5065 (ii); 7071 (iii); (arms,

&c., aceoutrements) 5466 (ii); (Macaulay Point
claim) 9133; (pay, allowance) 7027; (properties,
&c.) 7089 (iii); (rifle range, B.C.) cone., 6389
(ii); (salaries) 7077; (Yukon supplies) 7040
(iii).

Miacellaneous (half-breed claims commission) 9059
(iii) ; (professional services, C. J. R. Bethune)
5471 (ii); (relief of Canudians in foreign conn-
tries)7529 (iii).

N. W. Mounted Police (service) 5833; (Yukon ser-
vice) 5839 (ii).

Post Office (Inspectors' salaries) 5799; conc.,6387;
(Postmasters' salaries)5807 (ii).

Publie Worka: Buildings (B.C.)8085. 8090; conc.,
6385 (ii) ; (N.B,) 7764 ; (N.S.) 7613 (iii); (Ottawa
electrie lighting) 5187 (ii); (Ont.) 7994; Yukon
Distric: (Lewee and Yukon river improvements)
8192 (iii); (telegraph lines) 5622, 5658 (ii).

Quarantine (cattle, salaries, &c.) 5078 (ii); (salar-
ies and contingencies) 8838; (Tracadie Lazar-
etto)8338(iii).

Yukon Provisional District (salaries,&c.) 8658 (iii).
Valleyfield Customs Collectors, Charges against,

on M. (Mr. Bergeron) to Com. of Sup., 5501 (ii).
Vancouver Island SS. Service, Subsidy by Govt.

(Ques.) 37%)7 (ii).
Victoria Harbour, Rep. of Resident Engineer,

&c. (Ques.) 3828 (ii).
Victoria, B.C., Letter Carriers, Number, Salaries,

&c. (Ques.) 1960 (i).
Post Office, Old Site, Ownership, &c.

(Ques.) 4269(I).

lxii
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Prior, Hon. E. G.-Conb.
Victoria and Montreal Harbours, Grants by

Dom. Govt. (M. for Stmnt.*) 1877 (i).
P. O., Safes, Elevators, &c., Tenders for,

&c. (Ques.) 1887 (i).
Wade, Mr. F. C., Emplymt., Amounts paid to

by Govt., &c. (Ques.)1830 (i).
Yukon, Alien Labourers at Lake Bennet, and

Govtl. Action (Ques.) 1859 (i).
Appellate Court, Establishment, &c.

(Ques.) 5308 (ii).
Liquor Permits issued by Mr. Ogilvie and

cancelled by Govt. (remarks) 2908 (i); 3789 (ii).
Skagway and Dawson Telegraph line,

Construction by English Co.,&c. (Ques.) 3073(i).

Quinn, Mr. M. J. F., Montrea(, St. Ann'8.
Convicts, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir

Wilfrid Lanttricr) in Com., 9729 (iii).
Custonis Act Atmt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in Com.,

6449 (ii).
Insolvency Legislation and Boards of Trade,

Pets., &c. (M. for copies*) 5945 (i).
Isle au Noix, Militia Property, Lease, Rental,

&c. (M. for stmnt.*) 2961 (i).
Montreal Postnastership, Vacancy, &c. (Ques.)

5859 (i).
Post Office, Dismissals and Appnmts.,

Naines, &c. (Ques.) 6047 (i).
Newspapers. Issued and Mailed in Toronto and

Montreal, Weight, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 2787 (i).
Prohibition, Plebiseite Vote. Expenses in Mont-

real City, Anounts unpaid, &c. (Ques.) 5312(ii).
Purple Stanped 2-cent envelopes, Circulation,

Error in Printing (Ques.) 3797 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Administration of Juutice (Exchequer Court) 5476
(ii).

Customs (suspense account, Montreal) 5592 (ii).
Legilation: House of Commons (voters' lista)

2308 (i).
Penitentlaries (Dorchester) 5478, 5480; (Manitoba)

5479; (St. Vincent de Paul) 5477 (ii).
Yukon District, Messrs. Coste and Lafontaine's

Instructions (Ques.) 1893 (i).

Ratz, Mr. V., North Middlesex.
Coal Oil, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davie) to place on

Free List, 2011 (i).

Reid, Mr. J. D., South Grentille.
G. T. R. Trackmens' Strike, on M. (Mr. Maclean)

to adjn., 4541 (ii).
SUPPLY :

Art., Agriculture, &c. (cold storage) 8721 (iii).
PensionS (Fenian raid) 8750 (iii).

Richardson, Mr. R. L., Lisgar.
Address, The, on amt. (Mr. Bertrarn) to amt.

(Mr. Clarke) 1787 (i).
C. P. Ry. Commision, Appnmt. by Govt., prop.

Res., 2773 (i).

Richardson, Mr. R. L.-Con.
Civil Service, Attachinent of Salaries (B. 38) 1°*,

974 ; 2- in., 1923 (i) 5374 ; in Com., 5900, 5912,
5923, 5929, 5940 (ii).

Coal Oil, on prop. Res. (Mr. Davis) to place on
Free List, 2009 (i).

-on prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2126 (i).
Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s B. 26 (Mr. Cos-

tigan) on amt. (Mr. Oliver) to M. for 3°,
2917 (i).

Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French
Translator (M.) to conc., 1738, 1739 (i).

2nd Rep., conc. (M.), 2180 (i).
5th Rep., conc. (M.) 5665 (ii).
6th Rep., conc. (M.) 8913 (iii).

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93
(Mr. Oliver) in Coi., 4309, 4856 (ii).

Grain Transit, Man. and N. W.T. Regulation B.
15 (Mr. Douglas) on M. for 2', 1912 (i).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s (B. 90) on
amat. (Mr. Dougl«s) to M. for 3°, 4528, 4771 (ii).

Ont. and Rainy River Co., Correction in Min. of
Rys. speech (reniarks) 9699 (iii).

Personal Explanation, par. in Mail and Empire
re Speech at Picton, Ont., 5375 (ii).

Printing Com., 3rd. 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.
(stationery) on M. (Mr. Gibsoin) to conc.,
5384 (ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (.Mr. Flint) 8889 (iii).

Pub. Accounts om., Delay in Meeting (Man.
Election Frauds) on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tuepper) to adjn., 3219 (i).

Ry. Act. Anit. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com.,
9741 (iii).

Commissioners, Establishment of Board,
on prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 2515 (i).
-__Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9206, 9349 (amat.) 9363, 9425, 9531; in
Coin. on Bill, 9761 (iii).

Shannon, Thos., dismnissal, (M. for papers*) 333
(i).

SUPPLY:
Canale: Trent (construction)7308,7315 (iii).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &o.) 8552 (ii).

Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on
M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of
Sup., 6276 (ii).

Rinfret, Mr. C. I., Lotbinière.
Usury (B. 174) 1°*. 8217 (iii).

Robertson, Mr. J. Rose, East Toronto.
Address, on The, 1013 (i).
Biggar, J. L., Appnmt. by Govt., Qualifications,

&c. (Ques.) 3549 (ii).
Brevet Promotions, Permanent Force, Regula

tions, &c. (Ques.) 350 (ii).
Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s B. 26 (Mr. Cos

tigan) on amt. (Mr. Oliver) to M. for 3°, 2936.
Copyright Bil. Govt. Action (Que.)1981(i).
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Robertson. Mr. J. Roes-Con.
Costigan, Hon. Mr., on Personal Explanation,

3666 (ii).
Customs Act Amt. B. 154 (Mr. Paterson) in Coin.,

6451 (ii).
Dom. Lands Act Aint. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in

Coi., 6411 (ii).
G.T.R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En-

forceinent (M. to adjn.) 3960, 3984 (i).
on M. (Mr. Mac tean)toadjn., 4534(i).

I.C.R. Extension to Montreal--Druinmmond Co.
Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in Coi. on
Res., 3423 (ii).

International Commission, par. in London Times
re Settlement of Questions, 3668 (i).

Militia Act Amt. Intention of Govt. (Ques.).3551
(ii).

-- Arny Service Corps, Recomnendations
or Reps. of Maj. Gen. (Ques.) 9697 (iii).

Artillery Instruction in Eng., Examina-
tions, &c. (Ques.) 2330 (i).

Officer appointed in 1898, Requireinents as
to qualifications (Ques.) 2329 (i).

list and certificates of Qualification
(Ques.) 2329 (i).

Regulations Presented to Parlt. (Ques.)
3550 dii).

Patent Commiissioner Power of Relief of Thos.
Robertson (B. 11) 1'*, 618 (i).

Permanent Force Appointinents, Qualifications,
&c. (Ques.) 3550 (i).

Post Office Act Ant. B. 155 (Mr. Mulock) in
Coi., 6107 (ii).

Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
(Sir Wi/frid Laurier) on M. for 2', 7647 (iii).

Ry. Coimissioners, Establishment of Board, on
prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 2512 (i).

Passes to Members .and Senators B. 37
(Mr. Bostock) on M. for 2', 2202 (i).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9343 (iii).

Reginental Establishments, Lists submitted to
Parit. (Ques.) 3550 (ii).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.
Mudock) on M. for 1', 3462; on M. for 2', 6539.

Royal Military College Inspection, Regulations,
&c. (Ques.) 3796 (ii).

Strathy, Mr. J. A. L., Reinstatement as Lt. Col.
(Ques.) 2329 (i).

SUPPLY:
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.)8654 (iii).
Mail Subidiea and SS. Subventions (G.B. and

Can.) 8664 (iii).
Militia (Dom. Cartridge Factory) 7151; (miscella-

neous) 7147; (transport, &e.) 7132 (iii).
Mincellaneous (Academy of Arts) 8705; (Royal

Sooiety Grant) 8706 (iii).
Publie Works: Buildings (lighting, heating, &0.)

7694; (Ont.)7626 (iii) (patent office, photographie
establishment)5090 (i).

Veterans of 1866, Volunteers organized in Chic-
ago, Eligibility for Medal, &c. (Ques.) 2704 (i).

Roche, Mr. W. J., Marquette.
Address, on The, 454 (i).
C.P.R. and Great North-west Central Ry., Sur-

vey of Branch Line (Ques.) 2532 (i).
Christie, Mr. W. J., Disnissal fron Inland Rev.

Dept., O.C's, Reps. Cor., &c. (M. for copies)
2393 (i).

(M.) to ref. papers to Pub. Acets. Coni.,
3341 (ii).

Dickson, Mr. R., Immigration Agent, Appnint.
by Govt., &c. (Ques.) 1855 (i).

Elkhorn Indian School, Printing Plant, Lease to
W. J. Thoxpson, &c. (Ques.) 3076 (i).

Govt. Lands. Man., Sale of, &c. (Ques.) 1856 (i).
Great North-west Central Ry. Co's B. 90 (Mr.

Macpoerson) on aint. (Mr. Douglas) to M. for
3°, 4194 (ii).

Hudson's Straits, Navigability, Cost of Expedi-
tion, &c. (Ques.) 3337 (ii).

Jeronie, Mr. Martin, Emnplynt. by Govt. (Ques.)
6723 (ii) ; 7194 (iii).

Land Transfers in Man. and Govt. Agents Specu-
lations (renarks) 4735 (ii).

McKenzie P.O., Man., Pets. re, &c., Naine of
Postmaster (Ques.) 2185 (i).

Martin, Mr. A. F., Emplymt. by Govt. (Ques.)
7534 (iii).

Portage La Prairie Post Office, Name and Salary
of Caretaker (Ques.) 2485 (i).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Flint) 8901 (iii).

Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.
Milock) on M. for 2°, 6685 (ii).

Virden, Man., Inland Rev. Office, M. for Cor.,
dropped, 5313 (i).

Winnipeg Electoral District and Representation
(Ques.) 1830 (i).

Issue of Writ (remarks) 8469 (iii).
Winnipeg Grain Exchange and Fort William

Harbour, Cor. with Pub. Works Dept. (M. for
cor.*) 1879 (i).

Roddick, Mr. T. G., Montreal, St. ..Antoine.
Adulteration Act Amt. B. 123 (Sir Henry Joly)

in Coi., 3990 (ii).
Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. for Com. of

Sup., 6282 (ii).

Rogers, Mr. D. D., Frontenac.
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for Com., 4989 (ii).
Calvin Co., Limited (B. 9) 1°, 618 (i).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 63 (Mr. McMullen) on

M. for 2°, 3321, 3330 (i).
Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty on, prop. Res. (Mr.

Moore) 2125 (i).
Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.

187 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for 2°, 9624 tiii).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on amt. (Sir
Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7931(iii).
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Rogers, Mr. D. D.-Con.
Ry. Passes to Members and Senators B. 37 (Mr.

Bostock) on M. for 2°, 2197 (i).
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9395, 9583 (iii).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mtdock) in Com., 6786 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Art#, Agriculture, &c. (cold storage)8723 (iii).
Canale : Trent (construction) 7316 (iii).
Civil Govt.: Customs (contingencies)2987 (i); Post

Office) 7342 (iii).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &.)8516 (iii).
Publié Works: Harbours and Rivers, N.S., cono.,

10218 (iii).
Quarantine (cattle, salaries, &c.)5081 (ii).
Weights und Measures (inspection) 5584 (ii).

Rosamond, Mr. B., North Lanark.
N. W. T. Settlers, from Ont., Privileges granted

by Govt. (Ques.) 2902 (i).
Ont. Settlers in N.W.T., Privileges granted by

Govt. (remarks) 6051 (i).
Order, (Ques. of) member using word "insinua-

tion," 5617 (i).
SUPPLY:

Yukon District: Militia (clothing contract) 9100
(iii).

Russell, Mr. B., Halifax.
I. C. R., Extension to Montreal-Drummond

Co. Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) in
Com. on Res., 3633, 3669, 3707 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Sir C. H. Tupper) 4453(i).
Lobster Fisheries, Commissioners' Report (re-

marks) 2249 (i).
Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co.'s B. 18 (Mr. Belcourt) on

M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2286 (i).
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 20, 6660 (i).
SUPLY:

Liahthouse and Coast Service (salaries, &o.)35W0
(ii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 3028 (i).
Public Worka: Buildings (N.S.) 9945; Harbours

and Rivers, N.S. (Porter's Lake, dredging, ko.)
9995 (iii).

Tanner, John, Claims against Spanish Govt. for
Detention, &c. (Ques.) 4805 (ii).

Rutherford, Mr. J. G., Macdonald.
C. P. R., Powers respecting Branch Lines, &c.,

(Ques.) 9309 (iii).
General Inspection Act Amt. B. 156 (Sir Henri

Joly) in Com., 9641(iii).
Grain Transit, Man. and N.W.T. Regulation B.

15 (Mr. Dougas) on M. for 2°, 1905 (i).
Northern Pacifie and Man. Ry. Co's. (B. 83)1°*,

2107 (i).
Order (Ques. of) re the use of the word "«thimble-

riggers," 9655 (iii).
Ry. Commissioners, Establishment of Board,

prop. Res., 2488 (i).

Rutherford, Mr. J. G.-Con.
Railways Subsidies B. 190 (Mr.

Res., 9383 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Yukon Provisional District:
&c.)8987 (iii).

Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on«
to Com. of Sup., 6288 (ii).

Blair) ip Com. on

Interior (salaries,

M. (Mr. Roddick)

Savard, Mr. P. V., Chicoutimi and Saguenay.
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1934 (i).
Gagné, Hon. Mr. Justice, and Connection with

Lake St. John Ry. Co., Delay and Incon-
venience to Litigants (Ques.) 2189 (i).

Great Northern Ry. Co. 's Change of Title (B.
118) 1°*, 2966 (i).

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4664 (ii).

SUPPLY :
Publie Works: Harbours and Rivers (Que.) 8117

(iii).

Scriver, Mr. J., Huntingdon.
Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Land¢r-

kin) in Com., 7577 (iii).
Private Bills Com., Meeting during Sitting of the

House (M.) 8751 (iii).
Reduction of Time for posting (M.) 6119

(ii).
Com., Sel. Standing, Reduction of Quorum

(M.) 4729 (ii).
Extension of Tine (M.) 894 (i).

SUPPLY:
Art., Agriculture, &o. (dairy branch) 8265 (iii).
Publie Worka: Harbours and Rivers, Que. (Sabre-

vois wharf) 10027 (iii).
Weights and Measures Act Amt B. 128 (Sir Henri

Joly) in Com., 3897 (ii).

Semple, Mr. A., Centre Wellington.
SUPPLY:

Art#, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8290;
(year book) 8226 (iii).

Civil Govt. (Post Office) 7351 (iii).

Sifton, Hon. 0., Brandon.
Address, on The, 800, 806 (i).
Administration of Justice in Man. and Keewatin

(B. 167) 10*, 6279(ii); 2° me., 8171 (iii).
Alaska Boundary and Customs Officials, Difficul-

ties with Mounted Police (remarks) 2194 (i).
Asheroft, B.C., Sale of Ry. Lands, &c. (Ans.)

1855 (i).
Bauer, Mr., re Examination Papers, &c. (re-

marks) 4898, 4996 (ii).
British Can. Goldfields Co., Ret. laid on Table,

3959 (ii).
B. C. Legielation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-

gration, Disallowanoe, &c., on M. (Mr..Prior)
to adjn., 6850 (iii).

Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co. (Land Subsidy)
Amount selected and still due (Ans.) 2326(i)

..............
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Sifton, Hon. C.-Con.
Clar1ke, Jos., Emplymt. by Govt. in the Yukon

(Ans.) 5486 (ii).
Clement, Mr. W. H. P., Restrictions and In.

structions by Govt. as Legal Adviser to Yukon
Council (Ans.) 2322 (i).

Coal Mining under Nanaimo Harbour, Leases,
&c. (Ans.) 8991 (iii).

Colpron, Mr. Jos. N., Claims against Govt. for
Services performed, Amount paid, &c, (Ans.)
2191 (i).

Constantin, Dr. Jules, Emplymt. by Govt.,
Ainounts pail, &c. (Ans.) 1847 (i).

Crow's Nest Pass Commission, French Tiansla-
tion of Rep. (Ans.) 1852 (i).

Dibblee and Dupont, Messrs., Claiins against
Govt. (Ans.) 2114 (i).

Dickson, Mr. R., Immigration Agent, Appnmt.
by Govt., &c. (Ans.) 1855 (i).

Dom. Lands Act Amt. (B. 148) 1°, 4894; in Com.,
6400, 6410, 6426; 3° m., 6459 (ii).

Dom. Lands, Man., Fraudulent Transactions by
Officials, par. in Winnipeg Telegram (remarks)
4995 (ii).

Duceis Indian Reserve, Negotiations re Timber
Limits, Removal of Indians (Ans.) 2700 (i).

Dupuis, P. C., Prosecution for selling Liquor to
Indians (Ans.) 4060 (ii).

Edmonton-Yukon Route, Instructions to Messrs.
Dibblee and Dupont (Ans.) 2114 (i).

Elevator Restrictions by C. P. R., Legislation
respecting (Ans.) 2904 (i).

Elkhorn Indian School, Printing Plant, Lease to
W. J. Thompson, &c. (Ans.) 3076 (i).

Emigration to U. S., pars. in Newspapers (Ans.)
2116 (i).

Fairlie, Mr., Dismissal from Rupert's Land In-
dustrial School (Ans.) 2532 (i).

Fawcett, Mr., Ad vice re recording MiningClaims,
&c. (Ans.) 3822 (ii).

Fluhman, Dr., Medical Oflicer to Indians at
Pointe Bleue, Pets. re Dismissal (Ans.) 4030 (i).

French Canadian Repatriation from T. S. (Ans.)
1844 (i).

Galicians and Doukhobors, Number brought into
Can., Names of Agents, &c. (An&.) 2481 (i),
8467 (iii).

Immigrants at Saltcoats, Outbreak of
Scarlet Fever (remarks) 4896, 4996 (Üi).

Comnissioner's Investigation (remarks)
6936 (iii).

Game Preservation Act (1894) Amt, (B. 153) 10,
4991; in Com., 6442 (ii).

Geological Survey Act Amt. (B. 146) 1°, 4891; in
Com., 6396 (il).

Govt. Lands, Man., Sale of, &c. (Ans.) 1856(i).
Grain Elevators in N.W.T., par. in Winnipeg

Tribune, on M. (Mr. Davin) to Com. of Sup.,
5497 (i).

Grain Transit, Man. and N.W.T. Regulation B.
15 (Mr. Dougla)onM.for2, 1915(i).

Sifton, Hon. O.-Co».
Greater Britain Exhibition and Canadian Repre-

sentation of Mineral Exhibits, &c. (Ans.) 1959.
Great Nortb-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90, on amt.

(Mr. Douglas) to M. for 3°, 4782 (ii).
Half-breed, N.W.T., Cor. between Mr. Mac-

dowall and Govt. re Reserve (Ans.) 2486 (i).
Homestead Law in N.W.T., Pre-emption, In-

terest, Memorial fron Settlers, &c. (Ans.)
3080(i).

Immigrants, Arrival in 1898, Number, &c. (Ans.)
3553 (ii).

Doukhobor, Finland, &c., Number, Cost,
&c. (Ans.) 2481 (i), 8467 (iii).

from Europe, Number and Distribution
(Ans.) 1980 (i).

from G. B., Inducements to Settle in
Can., &c. (Ans.) 3077 (1).

Number sent by Agents froni G. B, and
U. S. (Ans.) 2192 (i).

from Ul. S., Number and Distribution
(Ans.) 1979 (i).

Bonuses, Amounts paid, &c. (Ans.) 1975,
2191 (i).

Indian Agent at Rama, Charges against, Cost of
Inquiry, &c. (Ans.) 1976, 2114 (i).

See Rama.
Indians, Yale and Cariboo, Medical Attendance,

Aniount paid, &c. (Ans.) 8630, 8989 (iii).
Inquiry (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) for Ret.,

4713 (ii).
Interior Act Amt. (B. 147) 1°, 4892; in Com.,

6398 (ii).
Interior, Minister's Travelling and Living Ex-

penses, &c., 1819 (i).
Jerome, Mr. Martin, Emplymt. by Govt. (Ans.)

6723 (ii), 7194 (iii).
Klondike Official Guide, Preparation by Mr.

Ogilvie (Ans.) 1827 (i).
Labreque, Mr. C. O., Emplymt. by Govt.,

Amounts paid, &c. (Ans.) 1846 (i).
Land Titles Act Amt. (B. 149) 10, 4895; in Comi.,

6442 (ii).
Land Transfers in Man. and Govt. Agents'

Speculations (remarks) 4737 (ii).
Liquor sold to Indians, Prosecutions, &c. (Ans.)

1850 (i).
McKay, Thos., Indebtedness to Govt. for Timber

Dues, Collection, &c. (Ans.) 2486 (i).
Emplymt. by Govt., Salary paid, &c.

(Ana.) 2487 (i), 5487 (ii).
Maguire, Mr. Justice, Arrival and Departure

from Dawson (Ans.) 4062 (ii).
Man. and North-western Ry., Miles constructed,

Land Subeidies, &c. (Ans.) 2900 (i).
Martin, Mr. A. F., Emplymnt. by Govt. (Ans.)

7534 (iii).
Miller, Mr. R. C., Emplymt. by Govt. (Ans.)

1974 (i).
Noble, Mr., Amounts paid to by Govt. (Ans.)

2185 (i).
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Slfton, Hon. 0.-Con.
N. W. Mounted Police, Issue of scrip, Pets., &c.,

re (Ans.) 2484 (i).
Barracks at Batoche, Supplies for Con-

struction, &c. (Ans.) 2487 (i).
N. W. T., Abandoned Homesteads, Dewdney

District, Cancellation by Govt. (Ans.) 3074 (i).
Rebellion Losses (1885) Claims Comnis-

sion, on M. (Mr. Davis) for Ret., 3103 (i).
Seed Grain Indebtednes8 Security (B. 189)

1fr. 9464 (iii).
cancellation, &c., on M (Mr. Davin)

2020 (i).
Settlers from Ont., Privileges granted by

Govt. (Ans.) 2903 (i).
Ogilvie, Mr. W., Relationship to Min. of the

Int. (Ans.) 1841, 2704 (i).
Connection, &c., with British Goldfields

Co., on refusal to read Letter in ans. to Ques-
tion, 3810 (ii).

See Yukon.
Ont. Settlers in N. W. T., Privileges granted by

Govt. (remarks) 6051 (i).
Preston, Mr. W. T. R., Emplymt. by Govt.

(Ans.) 6938 (iii).
Privileges and Elections Com., Absence of Min-

isters (remarks) 9182 (iii).
Stenographers' Fees, 9462 (iii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Flint) 8879 (iii).

Quarantine Service, Employees, Salaries, &c.,
(Ans.) 3827 (ii).

Ry. Act Aint. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Con., 9738 (iii).
Ry. Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Cos., on M.

(Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4761 (ii).
Subeidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9357, 9467, 9473 (iii).
Rama Indians and Statute Labour, Govt. Aid to

Maintenance of Roads and Bridges (Ans.)
2700 (i).

Repatriation of Canadians from U. S., Number,
&c. (Ans.) 3079 (i).

Returns, on Inquiry (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
for, 415 (i); 3500, 3559 (ii).

Incomplete, Tels.,&c.,from Archer Martin
(remarks) 4731 (i).

on Inquiry for, 9845 (iii).
laid on Table 3560 (ii).
Ordered by Hoe., non.compliance by Govt.

on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of
Sup., 2972 (i).

on Inquiry for, Non-production (remarks)
3071 (i).

Roads and Road Allowances in Man. (B. 175) 1°,
8151; in Com., 8470 (iii).

Rothwell's Rep. re Settlers' Ciaims, Transmission
to B. C. Govt. (Ans.) 2531 (i).

Saugeen Indian Reserve, Medical Supt. Patrick
Scott, Dismissal, &c. (remarks) 9699 (iii).

Saw Logs, Exportation, Prevention by Govt. on
Indian Reserve., &c. (Ans.)1835 (i).

Bifton, Hon. .- Con.
School Lands, Sale of, Stmnt. (read) 6461 (ii).
Scrip issued to the Half-breeds, par. in Calgary

Herald, 7196 (iii).
Seed Grain Liens, Cancellation, Legislation re,

Res. from N. W. T. Council (Ans.) 2903 (i).
Sec N. W. T.

Settlers from Eastern Can. to N. W. T., Aid by
Govt. (Ans.)2534 (i).

Songhees Indians, Removal from Reserve, Settle-
ment with B. C. Govt. (Ans.) 3797 (ii).

Steel Boxes, Int. and Indian Depts., Purchased
by Govt., Tenders, &c. (Ans.) 4482 (ii).

Steveston, B. C., Transfer of Property (Ans.)
3544 (ii).

Strathcona, Str., and Relief of Destitute Miners,
Arrangement with Govt. (Ans.) 9179 (iii).

SUPPLY:
Administration of Justice (N.W.T.) 10123 (iii).
Arts, Agriculture, &c. (Paria exhibition) 10149 (iii).
Canals (St. Andrew's Rapids) 10155 (iii).
Civil Govt.: Geological Survey (salaries) 2104;

Indian Affairs (salaries) 2083 (i); Inland Rev.
(elerical assistance) 5015; Interior (olerical as-
sistance) 5022 (ii); (contingencies) 7467 (iii); (sal-
aries) 2077 (ii), 7466 (iii).

Dom. Lands (arrears of salaries) 5849 (ii); (Chief
Inspector's salary) 9007 (iii); (gratulties) 5850
(ii); (Inspectors, Agents, &o.) 7528; (scrip, &c.)
7501; (ezed grain, homesteads, &c.) 7527; (sur-
veys, printing plans, &c.) 9053 (iii).

Geological Survey (artesian borings) 7469 (iii);
(salaries) 5668 (ii).

Government of N. W. T. (schoolu) 7499 (iii).
Immigration (agents, &o., salaries, &c.) 8478,8485,

8558, 8583, 8648; (St. Paul des Métis, seed grain,
&o.) 9027, 9046, 9049 (iii).

Indians (B. C.) 5703; (reserve commission) 5727;
(salaries) 5725; (Vigilant) 5729; (Industrial
schools) 7488; (Man. and N.W.T.) 5691; (annu-
ities, &o.) 5694, 5711 (ii); (boarding schoolà)
10110 (iii); (general expenses 5722; (imple.
ments, &o.) 5712 (ii); (industrial achools) 10110
(iii) ; (saw mills and griot mills) 5722; (surveyvs)
5721; (Sioux) 5721 (ii); (Treaty negotiations,
provisions, &o.) 10111; (Treaty negotiations,
travelling expenses, &c.)10110; (Voterinary sur-
geons) 10111 (iii); Indians (N.S.)5691(ii); 7480 (iii);
(Ont.) 5673 (il); (Mr. J. B. Brosseau, services,
&0.) 10110 (iii); 5699; (suppression of liquor
traffio) 5710; (surveys, &o ) 5710; (St. Regis
lockup) 5711; (Removal of Oka band)5709 (ii).

Interior: Yukon District (general expenditure)
6366 (ii).

Militia : Yukon Force (transportation and sup-
plies)633 (ii).

Mimellaneome (Chas. Bremner, compensation,
ko.) 10118 (iii); Crow's Nest Commission ex-
penses) 5831; (destitute half-breeds, N.W.T.)
5830 (ii); (Govt. expensea, Keewatin Distriet)
7529 (11); (half-breed claims commisslon) 5832
(il) 9056; (relief of Canadians in foreign coun-
tries)7530; (roada,&c., Banf.N.W.T.) 7580: weli-
boring machines, N. W.T.) 9065; (wharf, Banf
Park)9055(ii).; Yukon District (contlngencies)
6373 (il).
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INDEX.

Sifton, Hon. 0.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

N. W. Mounted Police (Yukon service)5835(ii).
Public Works: Buildings (Astronomical Observa-

tory) 995); Yukon (Edmonton trail) 10109; Har-
bours and Rivera (Man.) 8078; Roads and
Bridges (N.W.T.) 10071; Telegraphs (Anticodti
Island) 10078 (iii); Yukon District (telegraph
lines) 5614 (ii), 10096; (B. (. and Teslin Lake)
10104; (trails, roads and bridges) 10087; Interior
(salaries, &c.) 8953, 9002, 9016 ; (salaries, &c.)
8658 (iii).

Venner, Dr., Indian Agent, Commissioner's Ex.
penses re Investigation, &c. (Ans.) 1859 (i).

Wade, Mr. F. C., Emplymt, Amounts paid
to by Govt. (Ans.) 1831 (i).

(remarks) 7242, 7320, 7442 (iii).
Walsh, Maj., Instructions as Commissioner by

Govt., Rep. of Interview at Skagway, &c.
(Ans.) 3078, 3258 (i).

Authority for Commission issued, &c.
(Ans.) 4269 (ii).

Philip, Relationship to Major WaLh.
(Ans.) 3823 (i).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henri Joly) in Com., 3888 (ii).

Wright, Wm., Official in Recorder's Office at
Dawson, Relationship to Editor of the Globe
(Ans.) 4270 (ii).

Yukon Provisional District Act Amt. (B. 186)
1°*, 9178; in Com., 9849; (amt.) 9850) (iii).

Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on
M. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of
Sup., 6124 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Davin) to adjn., 6581 (i).
Alien Labourers at Lake Bennett and

Govtl. Action (Ans.) 1860 (i).
Appnmt. of Messrs. Wade, McGregor

and Norwood, Date of Arrival at Dawson, &c.
(Ans.) 3081 (i).

Appinmt. of second Judge, &c. (Ans.)
3081 (i).

Appnmt. of Sheriff, Commission, Bond,
&c. (Ans.) 4269 (ii).

"Bench " and "Creek" Claime, Disputes
pending, &c. (Ans.) 3078 (i).

Bennett Hospital, Matron and Medical
Supt., Naies, &c. (Ans.) 1980 (i).

-- Bonds given by Officials, Record or List of
Names (Ans.) 5310 (ii).

Commissioner Maj. Walsh, Alterations in
Rep. (Ans.) 2704 (i).

--- Commission of Inquiry, Request from Mr.
Ogilvie to extend bis Powers, &c. (Ans.)3081 (i).

Council, Names, Appnmt., &c. (Ans.)
1832 (i).

ordinances received from Council, Number,
&c. (Ans.) 2703 (i).

Dom. Police, Number, Cost, &c. (Ans.)
1965 (i).

Dredging for Mineras,Number,&c. (Ans.)
3079 (i).

Sifton, Hon. 0.-Con.
Yukon Gold Commissioner, Appnmt. (Ans.) 1823.

on Inquiry for Ogilvie's& rep., 4713 (ii).
Instructions to Walsh (Ans.) 3258 (i).
Investigation, Mr. Ogilvie's Reps., Pur-

port, &c. (Ans.) 3820 (ii).
laid on Table, 3876 (ii).
papers Respecting (M.) to print, 4730 (ii).
protest from Miners' Committee, Cor.,

&c. (Ans.) 2329 (i).
-- returns, on Inquiry for (Sir Charles H.

Tupper) 4340 (ii).
-- Klondike River Bridge, Owner, Tolls, &c.

(Ans.) 2902, 3074 (i).
-- Legal Adviser, Appnmt. by Govt. (Ani.)
1823 (i).

-- Liquor Permits, Number, Names, &c.
(Ans.) 1843 (i).

sanctioned by Min. of Int. (Ans.) 1859 (i).
- issued by Archer Martin, on inquiry for

Ret., 3875 (ii).
issued by Maj. Walsh (Ans.) 2481 (i).
rep. re (Ans.) 2704 (1).
issued by Mr. Ogilvie, Number, &c. (Ans.)

3077 (i).
cor., &c., on Inquiry for, 5667 (ii).
Lynch, Mr, W. H., Emplymt. by Govt.,

Reps., &c. (Ans.) 1848 (i).
Maguire, Mr, Justice, Appnmt. and Arrival

at Dawson, &c. (Ans.) 3258 (i), 3960 (ii).
Miner's Grievances and Mr. Ogilvie's

Rep. (Ans.) 2531 (i).
Miner's Right to cut Timber (Ans.) 1836 (i).
Mining Regulations, Publication, &c.

(Ans.) 1841 (i).
Ogilvie, Mr., Reps. re Investigations, &c.

(Ans.) 3548 (i).
presented to Parlt., 3795 (ii).
Ogilvie, Mr., Connection with British

Can. Goldfields Co. (Ans.) 3799 (i).
O. C.'s, regulating Mining Claims by Offi-

cials, &c. (Ans.) 1824 (i).
Officiais, Appnmts. by Govt., Names, &c.

1833 (i).
salaries, cost of living, &c. (Ans.) 1824 (i).
nationality, &c. (Ans.) 1823 (i).
Professional Immorality, Taxes imposed

(Ans.) 1842 (i).
Registrar of Titles, Instructions and Re-

strictions by Govt. (Ans.) 2324 (i).
Steamboat Owners, Permits to cut Timber,

&c. (Ans.) 1837 (i).
Survey of Lands, &c. (Ans.) 3547 (ii).
Timber Inspector, Appnmt. by Govt.,

(Ans.) 1823 (i).
regulations, Issue of Permits, Names, &c.

(Ans.) 1836 (i).
Transportation Cs. employed by Govt.

Amounts paid, &c. (Ans.) 1958 (i).
Wade, Mr. F. C., Date of Arrival at

Dawson (Ans.) 3546 (i).
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INDEX.

Sifton, Hon. 0.-Con.
Yukon, Walsh, Maj., Emplymt. by Govt. (Ans.)

1824 (i).
Reps., Number sent in and laid on Table

(Ans.) 3798 (ii).
-Water Front, Dawson, Lease, &c., to

Morrison and McDonald (Ans.) 3547 (ii).
Willison, Mr. J. W., Crown Timber Agent

(Ans.) 3823 (ii).
Relationship to Editor of the Globe (Ans.)

4270 (ii).
Yule Bridge,Richelieu River, A rbitrators' Award,

&c. (Ans.) 3827 (ii).

Snetsinger, Mr. J. G., Cornwall and Stormaont.
SUPPLY:

LioAthouse and Coa.t Service (construction, &c.)
5172 (ii).

Somerville, Mr. J., North Wentworth and Brant.
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 28 (Mr.

Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1936 (i).
Debates, Official, 2nd Rep. of Com. (presented)

1071 ; conc. (M.) 1071 (i).
2nd Rep., Dismissal of French Translator,

on M. to conc., 1742 (i).
Quebec Montmorency and Charlevoix Ry. Co.,

Change of Title (B. 84) 1°*, 2108 (i).
Red River Valley Ry. and Coal Co.'s (B. 119)1°*,

2966 (i).

Speaker, Mr. (Sir JAmzs D. EDGAR) We8t Ontario.
Address, on The, Omission of Name from Divi-

sion List, 1862 (i).
- Reply to, Mess. from His Ex. (read) 2963.

Adiournments of the Hse. Motions (ruling)3816-7
(ii).

Appeals from ruling of Chairman to Speaker in
Com. of the Whole HSe, Stmnt. and Authority
quoted, 4553 (ii).

Bills, Royal Assent, Com. from Gov. Gen.'s Sec.
(notification) 6928; Mess. by Black Rod, 6930
(iii).

Brockville and West Huron Electione, Attend.
ance of Clerk of the (Crown in Chancery with
papers, &c., 6821 (ii).

Burrard, Member for, Use of Reverend in Ques.
(ruling)1838 (i).

Business of the He.: Reniarks re Introduction
of Bills, 618 (i).

Controverted Elections, Judges' Reps. (read) 1
(i).

Demoustration in Galleries of Hse. checked, 2897
(i).

Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey)
ruling, 2157 (i).

Elections, Certificates received during Recess
(read) 1 (i).

Emigration to U.S. (ruling) as to answer of Ques-
tion, 2117 (i).

Speaker, Mr. -Con.
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. W. E., Res. of Condolence,

Reply to (read) 3 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G.T.R. Agree-

ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) Order, Ques. of (Mr.
Borden, Hfx.) ruling, 4448.

Order, Ques. of (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-
per) ruling, 4449, 4455 (ii).

Internal Economy Commission, Mess. from His
Ex. (read) 158 (i).

International Com., Alaskan Boundary Proto-
cols, Minister may move to lay Communication
on Table, according to English Practice, 4264.

Irrelevancy of Debate, 2794, 2805 (i); 7635 (iii).
(ruling) 6741 (ii).

Library of Parlt, Joint Rep. (presented) 6 (i).
McLaughlin, R. J., and Farm Lands, Claims for

Damages, &c. (ruling) as to forn of Ques., 4485,
4492, 4497 (ii).

Letter read by P.M.G., Irregularity of
Procedure (ruling) 5006, 5011(ii).

Members addressing Chair (ruling) 7214 (iii).
Members asked to formulate their Questions so as

not to make statements of fact, 4483 (ii).
asked not to interrupt speaktrs, 1175 (i).
asked te keep within the Motion before

Hse., 4816 (ii).
asked to speak to the Motion before Chair,

1565, 1574 (i).
asked to withdraw statement, 1020, 1177,

1555 (i); 4006 (ii).
breaking Rule on calling Orders of the

Day, 3558 (ii).
cannot refer to previous Deb. in asking

Questions (ruling) 3262 (i).
cannot speak twice on same Motion, 3777,

5375 (ii).
can only make Personal Explanation not

a Speech, 5376 (ii).
Motion not in Order, 3342 (ii).
must confine himself to M. before Hse.,

4780, 5402 (ii).
must conclude with a Motion, 3754 (ii).

-- must not interrupt without permission of
Speaker, 6170 (ii).

-- must not quote from previous Debate,
7196 (iii).

-- making Speeches out of Order, must make
a Motion, 3846 (ii).

New, Certificatea of Ret. (notification) 1,
338 (i).

remarks checked, 47, 167, 1871, 1953, 1954,
2733, 2734, 2742,2830,2837, 3193 (i); 3557,6315,
5493 (ii).

-- Resignation of (notification) 3 (i).
Mess. from His Ex. (read) 158, 2963 (i); 4858 (ii);

7638, 9835 (iii).
M. re Procedure for Rets. (rnling) 3560 (H).
Order, Ques. of, Member asked to apologize for

the use of the word "beast," as applied to
Members of the Hse., 6225 (ii).
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INDEX.

Speaker, Mr.-Con.
Order, Ques. of, Member asked to withdraw

Statement, 989 (i) ; 5394 (i).
(Sir Charles Tupper) on Member imputing

motives (ruling) 6230 (ii).
(ruling) 390, 1606 (i).
Members requested not to interrupt, 427,

1447 (i).
(Mr. McNeiU,) Statements made generally

(ruling) 7213 (iii).
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) Ref. to Deb. in Com.

of Hse. (ruling) 6826 (iii).
Ogilvie, Mr., Refusal of Min. to read letter in

ans. to a question (ruling) 3800, 3814 (ii).
Ottawa Electric Ry. Co.'s B. 18 (Mr. Belcourt)

on M. to ref. to Sel. Com., 2290 (i).
Parlt., Opening, Mess. by Black Rod, 1 (i).
Personal Explanation (Mr. Davin) re Application

for Mr. Costigan's seat, 3845 (ii).
Petition, Dufferin County, re Increase of Militia

Grant, ruled out of Order, 1071 (i).
Essex County, re Increase of Militia Grant,

ruled out of Order, 803 (i).
Lanark County, re Increase of Militia

Grant, Ruled out of Order, 1639 (i).
Irregularity of (remarks) 421 (i).
Rule of Procedure, 1737 (i).

Printing Com., 3rd Rep. of Com., on conc., 5745
(ii).

Privileges and Elections Com., Absence of Mem-
bers (Ruling) 9183 (iii).

Procedure on calling Orders of the Day (ruling)
2118 (i).

Procedure for Wednesdays, Attention of Mem-
bers called to, 3269 (i).

Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled, Pro-
duction of Papers (ruling) 2041, 2045 (i).

Prorogation, Com. from Gov. Gen.'s Sec. (notifi-
cation) 10246 (iii).

Public Acets. Com., Postponements and Hours of
meeting, &c. (remarks) 4351 (ii).

Questions, Form of asking (remarks) 2322, 2484
(i).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 2°, Precedence in Deb.,
6464 (ii).

Speaker, Dep., Delegation of Powers, &c. (ruling)
5492 (ii).

Speech from the Throne (rep.) 4 (i).

SUPPLY :
Legislation: Bouse of Commons (sesional clerks)
22; (stationery, &e.) 2279 (i); (stationery)
5730 (11).

Unparliamentary language (ruling) 5406 (ii).

Vacancies (notification) 1, 617, 700 (i).
Votes and Proceedings, Typographical Errors

(remarks) 6120 (ii).
Winnipeg Electoral District, Vacancy (remarks)

619 (i).

Speaker, Mr. (Hon. T. W. BAIN) . Wentworth.
Agricultural and Colonization Com., 2nd Rep.

(printing of evidence) conc., 3440 (ii).
Huron, West Representation, Vacancy, &c. (re-

marks) 9597 (iii).
London and Canadian Loan and Agency Co.'s

(B. 130) 10*, 3647 (ii).
Nisbet Academy of Prince Albert B. 10 (Mr.

Davis) on M. for Com., 3843 (ii).
Quebec Ry. Light and Power Co.'s B. 84 (Mr.

Carroll) in Com., 5250 (ii).
Speaker, Election of (remarks) 9063 (iii).
SUPPLY:

Arta, ÂAriculure, &c. (illustration stations)8331
(iii).

Dom. Lands (Chief Inspector'a salary) 9019 (iii).
Legislation: House of Commons (Library Messen-

gers) 10140; (stationery) 10139 (iii).
Public Works: Harbours and Rivers (Ont.) 8000

(iii).

Speaker, Deputy (Mr. L. P. BRODEUR) Rouville1
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 49 (Mr.

Maxwell) on Ques. of Order (Mr. Ellis) ruling
4339 (ii).

Drainage Aeross Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey)
(ruling) 2934, 2949 (i).

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. Agree-
ment B. 138 (Mr. Blair) inCom. (ruling) " hum-
bug" as applied to Language not out of Order,
4644 (i).

Jrrevelancy of Debate, 8451, 8577, 8744 (iii).
Member asked to withdraw objectionable expres-

sion, 10133, 10063 (iii).
-- called to order-must address the Chair,

5162 (ii) ; 9647 (iii).
- - cannot interrupt without the consent of the

h. m. making speech, 3226 (i).
-- cannot move adjnmt. twice on Orders of

the Day being called, 4551 (ii).
-- checked in discussing Speaker's rulings,

2820 (i).
discussing items generally in supply(ruling)

7033 (iii).
may speak to M. to go into Sup., 8644

(iii).
moving reading of B. (ruling) 2918 (i).
must conclude with a motion, 3499 (ii).
must not impute unfair motives to Chair-

man, 5616 (ii).
- - must not refer to previous Debate, 3328(i);

10075 (iii).
-- Remarks checked, 3224, 3225 (i); 4626

(i)-; 10038 (iii).
Order, Ques. of (Mr. Fielding) appeal from Chair-

man's decision (ruling) 5611 (ii).
--- (ruling) 242 (); 5608, 6778 (ii) ; 7303, 8810

(iii).
Irrelevancy of Deb., 8921, 9481, 9348 (iii).
Members abusing privilege of Ms. to

adjn., 6594 (ii).
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INDEX.

Speker, Deputy-Con.
Order, Ques. of (Mr. McNeil) ône member imput-

ing motives to another member re vote (ruling)
5882 (ii).

- member may ask question if h. m. will
allow it, 10055 (iii).

Members must obey the Chair, 9802, 9803
(iii).

member must withdraw the word "cow-
ardly," 6157 (ii).

Reading bill clause by clause (ruling)
4647 (ii).

Reference to Newspaper report, 1236 (i).
Ref. to past Debate (ruling) 6753 (ii).
Ruling of the Chair must be respected,

7073-4 (iii).
Unparliamentary language, 8603, 8609,

8615, 9044, 9208 (iii).
Word " demagogue " is unparliamentary,

9655 (iii).
Plebiscite Vote, Prov. of Que., Poll Books, &c.,

Ret. laid on Table, 7320 (iii).

Preferential Trade with G.B., prop. Res. (Mr.
McNeill) wthdn. by consent of Hse., 8755 (iii).

Reference to previous Debate (ruling) 7081 (iii).
Rutland and Noyan Ry. Co.'s Incorp. (B. 120)

1°*, 3149 (i).

Sproule, Mr. T. 8., East Grey.
Address, on The, 469 (i).

on amt. (Mr. Bertrarm) to amt. (Mr.Clarke)
1675 (i).

Alaska and North-western Ry. Co.'s Incorp.
(B. 44) 11*, 1165 (i).

Apples, Fraudulent Packing, on M. (Mr. Mc-
Milan) to adjn., 3757 (ii).

Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on M.
for Com., 3299; in Com., 3309 (i).

Binder Twine, Sale of by Govt. &c., on M. (Mr.
Taylor) to Com. of Sup., 9908 (iii).

Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, &c.
(prop. Res.) 4823 (ii).

Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr. Field-
ing) on M. for Com., 4978 (ii).

Brockville and West Huron Elections, on M. (Mr.
Borden, Halifax) to ref. Documents, &c., to
Com of Privs. and Elections. 6749 (i).

Business of the Hse., on M. (Sir Wilfrd Laurier)
to take in Mondays, 6281 (ii).

Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.
Richardson) on M. for 2°, 1929 (i).

B. 50 (Mr. Monk) on M. for 2°, 2211 (i).
B. 63 (Mr. McMullen) on M. for 2°, 3321 (i).

Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, prop. Res. (Mr.
Moore) 2138 (i).

Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s (B. 26)1°*, 895;
on amt. (Mr. Oliver) to M. for 3°, 2944 (i).

Criminal Code (1892) Act Amt. B, 36 (Mr. Brit-
lon) on M. for 2°, 2175 (i).

Combinations in Restraint of Trade (B. 40)
1O*, 1073; 2° m.$ 1936(i).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Con.
Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. Act Amt.

(B. 182) in Com, on Res.,8945; in Coin. on Bill,
9668 (iii).

Debates, Officia], 2nd Rep. on M. te conc., 1073 (i).
Dolphin Fishery Cruiser, Sale of, Purchaser,

&c. (Ques.) 1855 (i).
Dom. Census and B.N.A. Act Amt., on prop.

Res. (NIr. McInnes) 2389 (i).
Drainage Across Ry. Lands, B. 24 (Mr. Casey)

on M. for 2°, 1919 ; on M. to ref. to Sel.
Com., 2933, 2950 (i).

Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fielding) in
Com., 8757 (iii).

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93
(Mr. Oliver) in Com., 4307 (ii).

General Inspection (Wheat) Act Amt. B. 132
(Sir Henri Joly) on M. for 1°, 3751 (ii).

- B. 156 (Sir Henri Joly) 9658 (iii).
Grain Standards, N.W.T., Legislation re Inspec-

tion, &c., on prep. Res. (Mr. Dorin) 3835 (ii).
Immigrants in Quarantine, par. in Ottawa Citizen,

2192 (i).
Imperial Service and Canadian Brigade and Cax.

Seamen, on prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2347 (i).
Insurance Act Amt. B. 86 (Mr. Fiedding) on M.

for 1', 2109 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) on M.
(Mr. Taylor) to adjn. 2817 (i).

G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in
Com., 4378, 4390, 4670 (ii); Sen. Anits., 9715.

Lindsay, Haliburton and Mattawa Ry. Co.'s Pet.
on M. (Mr. Henderson) to ref. to Sel. Com. on
Standing Orders, 1948 (i).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Farm Lands, Claims
for Damages, &c. (remarks) 4498 (ii).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.
Lemieux) in amt. (Mr. Monet) 6093; in Com.
on amt. (Mr. Canpbell) 6328 (ii).

Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal, on
M. (Mr. Poupore) for Papers respecting, 4883
(ii).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s
B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) on M. for Com., 5253; on
ant. (Mr. McLeaat) to M. for 3°, 5535 (i).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. and Cor.
with Mins. of Crown, on M. (Mr. Prior) ta
Com. of Sup., 5536 (ii).

Ogilvie, Mr., Connection with British Goldfields
Co., Refusal of Min. to read Letter in ans. to
Question, 3817 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) Members
abusing privilege of Ms. to adjn., 6593 (ii).

(Mr. Butherford) Member must wthdw.
the word " Thimbleriggers," 9655 (iii).

Ontario and Rainy River Ry. Co.'s B. No. 121
(Mr. Dyment) on M. for 3°, 4302 (ii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Àuthorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) in Com. on Res., 9193; on
M. for2, 9619; -in Com., 9627 (ii).



INDEX.

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Con.
Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co.'s B. U (Mr. Beleourt) in

Com., 2151; on M. to ref. to Sel. CoI., 2284,
2287 (i).

(remarks) 2318 (i).
Personal Explanation, par. in Toronto World,

6825 (iii).
Post Office Act Amt. B. 155 (Mr. MÂhock) on M.

for 2°, 6103; in Coin., 6109 (ii).
Preferential Trade with G. B., on amt. (Sir

Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 7852 (iii).
Private Bills Com., Select Standing, on M. (Mr.

Scriver) to Reduce Quorum, 4729 (ii.)
on M. (Mr. Laikrkin) to extend Time,

5378 (ii).
Privileges and Elections Coi., Absence of Minis-

ters (remarks) 9185 (iii).
Stenographers' Fees (remarks) 10116 (iii).

Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled
Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2040 (i).

Publie Accounts Com. Delay in Meeting-(Man.
Election Frauds) on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tapper) to adjn., 3221, 3227 (i).

Postponements and Hours of Meeting,
&c. (remarks) 4350 (i).

(remarks) 2965 (i).
Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7649; in
Coin., 7667 (iii).

Quebec Harbour Commissioners B. 178 (Mr.
Fieldinq) on M. for 20, 9689; in Com., 9863,
9S71 (iii).

Queen's County (P.E.I.) Appnmt. of Judge (re-
marks) 9002 (iii).

Ry. Act Ant. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com.. 9746
(iii).

Rys., Canals and Telegraph Lines, 22nd Rep. of
Coi. on conc., 9210 (iii).

Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. CO.'s, on
M. (Sir Charles Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4769
(ii).

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on
Res., 9205, 9328, 9468, 9485, 9544 ; in Com. on
Bill, 9785, 9807 (iii).

Reading Room, Ventilation, Light, &c. (remarks)
974 (i).

Regimental Meetings of 8th Hussars, Annual
Rep. (M. for copy*) 3873 (i).

Representation in the H. of 0., B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1°, 3468, -496 ; on M. for 2°,
6673 ; in Com., 6758 (ii) 6912 (iii).

St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal Co.'s incorp. (B. 45)
10*, 1165 (i).

StTJ'LY:-
Adminiatration of Justice (additional Judge in

Ont.) 10122 (iii).
Art8g,Aoriultre, &c. (Paris exhibition) 10144 Gii).
Canal*: Welland (rebate to Forwarding Co.)

S794 :'refund for damages to lock)5793 (H).

Sproule, Mr. T. S.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Civil Government: Agriculture (contingencies)
2270 ;"(salaries) 2258; Aud. Gen.'s Office (contin-
gencies) 2269; (salaries)2086; Customs (salaries)
2091; Finance (salaries) 2091; Geological Sur-
vey (salaries) 2104; Interior (salaries) 2077,
2082; Indian Affairs (salaries) 2083; Inland
Revenue (salaries) 210); Justice (salaries)2364;
Marine and Fisheries (salaries) 2102; Militia
and Defence (contingencies) 2268 ; (salaries)
2070 ; Privy Council (contingencies) 2265; Rail-
ways and Canais (salaries) 2253: Sec. of State
(contingencies) 2269 ; (salaries) 2076; Trade and
Commerce (contingencies) 2277 ; (salaries) 2107,
2264(i).

Collection of Revenues (St. Lawrence telegraph and
cable) 8182 ; (telegraph lines, B. C., 8186 (iii).

Customs: cono.,10212 (iii).
Dom. Landa (Chief Inspecter, salary) 9003 (iii).
Fisheries (protection service) 4728 (ii).
Immigration (agents, &c., salaries, &c.) cono.,

10215; (St. Paul des Métis, seed grain, &c.)
9030, 9038, 9046 (iii).

Indian8: Man. and N. W. T. (general expenses)
5722; (implements, &c.) 5713 (ài); (industrial
schools)10110 (iii); (saw-mills)5721(ii); (Veteri-
nary surgeons) 10111 (iii); (Ont.) 5676; (removal
of Oka band) 5709 ; (surveys, &c.) 5710 (ii).

Inspection of Staples (salaries, &c.) 5587 (i).
Legislation: House of Commons (distribution of

blue-books to Law Associations) 5743 (ii); (sta-
tionery) 2278 (i); 5733 (ii); (votera' lists) 2282,
2310 (); 10128 (iii).

Lighthou#e and Coast Service (construction, &c.)
5140, 5177 (ii).

Militia (annual drill)7061, 7066 (iii) ; (arms, &c.,
accoutrements) 5467; (clothing) 5444; (military
stores) 5424; (miscellaneous and unforeseen)
5452, 5461 (ii) ;. (pay, allowance) 7016; (proper-
ties, &c.) 7090; (salaries) 7074; (stores, k.)
7097 (iii); (Royal Military College) 5464 (ài);
7026, 7140 (iii).

Miscellaneous (Can. Temp. Act, cost of election)
10111; balf-breed claims commission) 9059; (re-
fund of duties on fIsh, &c., P.E.L)10179, 10188;
(well-boring machine, N. W. T.) 9056; Went-
worth vs. Mathieu, litigation) 10112 (iii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 341 (i).
Penitentiarie. (B C.) 5480; (Dorchester) 5477 (ii).
Pott COk-e (luspeetors' salaries) 5798; (legal ex-

penses) 5801 (ii); (mail service) cone., 10204 (iii);
(Postmasters' salaries)W583(ii).

Public Worka: Buildings (N.S.) 9945; Ont., 9960;
(London drill hall> 9962; (Ottawa, Astro-
nomical Observatory) 9953 (iii); (electrie light-
ing) 5185 (ii); (repairs, &c.) 9989; (rewiring
Library) 9956; (Royal Military College) 9960;
Que. (Victoriaville P. 0.)9955; Dredging (plant)
5203,8138 (iii) Ont., 5203(ii); Harbours and Rivers
(N.B.) 7764; N.S. (Brulé wharf) 10003; (Chesiet-
cook wharf) 10004; (Shag Barbour wharf) 9998;
Tatamagouche wharf) 10,03; (wharfs) 7705,7711;
Ont., 7967, 7971,7988; (Port Colborne) 9255, 9299;
Sheguiandah pier) 10068; (PE.1.)7761; Que.,
8112; (Montreal Harbour improvements) 9967;
(Sabrevois wharf) 10027, 10035; Miscellaneous
(statue of Ber Majesty) 8150; (statue of the late
Hon. Mr. Mackenzie) 8150; Roads and Bridges
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Sproule, Mr. T. 8.-Con.
SUPLY-COn.

Publie Works-.Con.
(Ottawa) 5204 (ii); 8148; Yukon (Edmonton
trail) 10109 (iii).

Railways9 and Canal.: LC.R. (rolling stock) 5754;
(shops at Moncton) 5754 (ii); P. E. I. (construc-
tion, Murray Harbour, &c.) 9211, 9233 (iii);
(Mount Stewart wharf) 5763 (il).

Wreighte and Measres (inspection) 5581(ii).
Yukon Provisional Diqtrirt: Interior (salaries,

&c.) 8950, 9004, 9016 (iii).
Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddick)

to Com. of Sup., 6292 (ii).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henri Joly) in Com., 9884 (iii).
Yukon Provisional District Act Ant. B. 186

(Mr. Sifton) in Com., 9853 (iii).
Yukon Administration, Charges against, on M.

(Mr. Davin) to adjn., 6578 (ii).
- par. in North British Daily Mail, on M.

(Mr. Davin) to Com. of Sup., 8069 (iii).
Liquor Importation: par in Montreal

Witness (remarks) 1638 (i).

Stenson, Mr. M. T., Bichnond and Wolfe.
Address, on The, 250 (i).
I. C. R., Gosselin, Mr. F., Emplymt. by Govt.

(Ques.) 3827 (ii).
Locomotive Engineers, Number employed,

&c. (Ques.) 9697 (iii).
SUPLY:

Arts, Agriculture, &c. (illustration stations) 8291
(iii).

Sutherland, Mr. J., North Oxford.
Address, The, on amt. (Mr. Bertram) to amt.

(Mr. Clarke) 1541 (i).
Belleville, Prince Edward Bridge Co.'s B., on M.

(Mr. Hurley) to extend Time for receiving Pet.,
5385 (ii).

Binder Twine Contrant, on M. (Mr. Taylor) to
adjn., 7216 (iii).

British American Pulp and Paper Co.'s Incorp.
(B. 172) 1°*, 7441 (iii).

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B. 93
(Mr. Oliver) in Com., 4302, 4306 (ii).

G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En-
forcement, on M. (Mn. Ross-Bobertson) to adjn.,
3971 (ii).

Great Northern Ry. Co.'s B. 118 (Mr. Savaid) in
Com., 6970 (iii).

Great North-west Central Ry. (B. 90) 3°m., 4189,
4193 ; on amt. (Mr. Douglas) 4780 (ii).

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R. B.
138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4643 (ii).

Montreal Island Beit Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112
(Mr. Lernieux) on M. for Com., 5897; on amt.
(Mr. Monet) 6093, 6405; in Com. on amt. (Mr.
Campbell) 6327 (ii).

Sutherland, Mr. J.-Con.
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s

B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) on amt. (Mr. Landerkin)
5048; in Con., 5352; on amt. (Mr. Maclean)
to M. for 3°, 5535 (ii).

Ont. and Rainy River Ry. Co.'s B. 121 (Mr.
Dyment) on M. for 30, 4302 (i).

Prime Minister's Reply to Invitation to Chicago
Demonstration, par. in Newspaper, on M. (Mr.
Davin) to adjn., 9842 (iii).

Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.
(stationery) on M. (Mr. Gibson) to conc., 5381
(ii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, Royal Com-
mission, Cost, &c. (Ques.) 1885 (i).

Pub. Accounts Com., Meetings (!remarks) 2964(i).
Postponements and Hours of Meeting,

&c. (remarks) 4349 (ii).
6tli Rep. of Com., on M. (Mr. Wallace) to

print, 9837 (iii).
Quebec Ry., Light and Power Co.'s B. 84 (Mr.

Carroll) in Com., 5041, 5249 (ii).
Rys., Canals and Telegraph Lines, 22nd Rep. of

Com. (presented) 9209 (iii).
Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9731,

9743, 9781 (iii).
Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on

Res., 9500, 9518, 9539, 9583 (iii).
STPPLY:

Custome: conc., 10214 (iii).
Miitia (military stores) 5439 (ii); (Yukon

supplies) 7045 (iii).
Public Work,: Yukon District (telegraph lines)

5615, 5621 (ii).
Yukon Provisional District: Interior (salaries,

&c.) 8981 (iii).
Yale-Kootenay Telegraph Co. (B. 7) Sen. Amts.,

8822 tiii).

Talbot, Mr. O. E., Belleekasse.
Address, on The, 273 (i).
Customs and Inland Rev. Depts. Act Amt. B.

182 (Mr. Fielding) in Com. on Res., 8933 (iii).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-G. T. R.

Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 4403,
4405 (il).

SUPPLY:
Militia (salaries) 7086(iii).
Public Worka: Harbours and Rivers, Que. (Sabre-

vois Wharf) 10027 (iii).
Railwtays: I. C. R. (suspension of Mr. McDonald)

7294 (iii).

Tarte, Hon. J. I., St. John and Iberville.
Address, on The, 570 (i).
Annapolis Public Buildings, Tenders for Paint-

ing (remarks) 2410 (i).
Anticosti Island, Pub. Works Inspection Trip,

Naie of Str. (Ans.) 2188 (i).
Batiscan River, Obstructions to Navigation, &c.,

Pets. re (Ans.) 3552 (ii).
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Tarte, Hon. J. I.-Con.
Blais, Mr. J. C., Amount paid by Govt., &c.

(Ans.) 3545 (ii).
Boivin, Gideon, Contract for Stone for Rivière

la Pipe Wharf (Ans.) 4061 (il).
China Point Pier, Construction, &c. (Ans.) 2485

(i).
Contracts let without Tender since June, 1896, on

M. (Mr. Davin) for O. C.'s, 5320 (ii).
Davis, Edwd., Slide Master at Coulonge, Dis-

missal, &c. (Ans.) 3946 (ii).
Donahue, W., Contract for Timber for Dredge at

Roberval, &c. (Ans.) 4061 (Ii).
Fenelon Falls, Construction of Slide (Ans.) 1978

(i).
Fraserville Harbour and Board of Trade Resolu-

tions (Ans.) 1969 (i).
Little River, N.S., Breakwater, Construction,

&c. (Ansi.) 3944 (i).
Manitoba Lake, Drainage, &c. (Ans.) 1965 (i).
Montreal Harbour Improvements, Plans, &c.

(Ans.) 2187 (i).
Post Office, Repairs, &c., Advertisements

re Tenders (Ans.) 2112 (i).
Repairs, &c., Name of Contractor (Ans.)

1974 (i).
Nicolet River Public Works, Expenditure, &c.

(Ans.) 3549 (ii).
Orillia Public Building, Caretaker, Name, &c.

(Ans.) 1957 ().
Parker, Mr. Charles H., Dismissal, &c. (Ans,)

1972 (i).
Parlt. and Deptl. Buildings, Ottawa, Electric

Lighting, &c. (Ans.) 5308 (ii).
Pigeon River. Dredging, &c. (Ans.) 2191 (i).
Pinette Harbour, P.E.I, Pets. re Dredging

(Ans.) 2112 (i).
Pointe Claire Wharf, Estimated Cost, Tenders,

&c. (Ans.) 2111 (i).
Portage La Prairie Post Office, Name and Salary

of Caretaker (Ans.) 2485 (i).
Privilege, Ques. of (Mr. Davin) remarks, 421 (i).
Returns, on Inquiry for (Sir Chares Hibbert

Tupper) 4997 (ii).
Returna re P. E. I., on Inquiry for, 3878 (ii).
Scugog River, Dredging, &c. (Ans.) 2191 (i).
Simcoe Lake, Lowering Waters, Requests, &o.,

made to Dept. (Ans.) 2192 (i).
Souris Breakwater, P.E.I., Claim for Damages

by Messrs. Mellish and Wrightman (Ans.)
4271 (i).

Steel Boxes for Indian Dept., Number supplied,
Tenders, &c. (Ans.) 4995 (ii).

Telegraph Lines, North Shore, St. Lawrence,
Construction, Amount paid, &c. (Ans.) 1963(i).

Victoria, B.C., Post Office, Old Site, Ownership,
&c. (Ans.) 4270 (I).

Yukon District, Lafontaine, Mr. E., Emplymt.
by Govt. (Ans.) 1958(i).

Taylor, Mr. G., South Leeda.
Address, on The, 207 (i).
Anticosti Island, Cor. between British Govt. and

Can. (Ques.) 1841 (i).
Binder Twine Contracta, Advertisements for

Tenders, &c. (Ques.) 6934 (iii).
Kingston Penitentiary, Sale of, Names of

Tenderers (Ques.) 3944 (i).
Output of Kingston Penitentiary. Tenders,

price, &c. (Ques.) 1825 (i).
on M. for Com. of Sup., 9898 (iii).

Brockville Election, Ballot Papers, Printing and
Distribution (Ques.) 3074 (i).

Busby, Mr., Customs Collector at Skagway, Date
of Appnnit. and Salary (Ques.) 4805 (i).

Civil Service Act Amt. B. 50 (Mr. Monk) on amt.
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) to M. for 20, 2221 (i).

B. 63 (Mr. McMullen) on M. for 2°, 3327 (i).
Choquette, Hon. Mr. Justice, Place of Residence,

Travelling Expenses, &c. (Ques.) 5097 (ii).
Cornwall Canal, Amts. &c., paid to Mr. Rubidge,

C.E., since Jan. 1897, Expenses re Strs. Alert
and Alaska, &c. (M. for Ret.*) 1878 (i).

Award of Contract, &c. (Ques.) 1853 (i).
Curles, Chas. H., Preventive Officer, Grand

Falls, N.B., Dismnissal, &c. (Ques.) 4056 (i).
Dargavel, Mr. J. B., Postmaster at Elgin, Dis-

missal (Ques.) 1955 (i).
Debates Official, 2nd Rep., Dismissal of French

Translator, on M. to conc., 1743 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in

Com., 6440 (ii).
Farran's Point and Iroquois Canal, Locks at,

Reps. of Mr. Shanly, C.E., and Mr. Keefer,
C.E., (M. for copies*) 1878 (i).

Fishery Officers, Leeds Co., Dismissal, &c.
(Ques.)1818 (i).

Franking Privilege to Legislative Reps. &c.
(Ques.) 3823 (ii).

Galicians and Doukhobors, Number brought into
Canada, Nanes of Agents, &c. (Ques,) 8466
(iii).

Gananoque Public Building, Heating, Tenders,
&c. (Ques.) 1881 (i).

General Inspection (Wheat) Act Amt. B. 132
(Sir Henri Joly) on M. for 1°, 3751 (ii).

G.T.R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law En-
forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross-Robertson) to adjn.,
3966 (i).

on M. (Mr. Maclean) to adjn., 4520 (ii).
Letter from Mr. Deane (read) 4786 (ii).

Grenville Canal, Compensation for Damages, &c.
(Ques.) 4992 (ii).

-- Maintenance of Roads, &c., Letter of Mr.
G. S. Conway (Ques.) 6380 (ii).

(Ques.) 6048 (i).
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Drummond

Co. Ry. Acquisition B. 133 (Mr. Blair) (M. to
adjn.) 2795 (i).

G.T.R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in
Com., 4475, 4590, 4607 (i).
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Taylor, Mr. G.-Con,
I. C..R., on Ques. of Order (Sir Charles ikrt

Tupper) 4451 (ii).
Leake, Mr. J. R., Postmaster at Morton, Dis-

missal, &c. (Ques.) 1963 (i).
- Rep. of Inspector, Cor., &c. (M. for copies*)

2962 (i).
Inquiry for Ret., 3150 (i).

Lindsay, Haliburton and Mattawa Ry. Co,'s
(B. 95) 1°*, 2246 (i).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., and Farm Lands, Claims
for Danages, &c. (remarks) 4491 (ii).

Montreal Post Office, Reaignation of Postmaster
(Ques.) 1827 (i).

Ogilvie, Mr., Relationship to Min. of the Int.
(Ques.) 1841 (i),

Personal Explanation re Binder Twine Contract,
par. in Ottawa Journal. 7197 (iii).

(M. to adjn.) 7205 (ii).
Plebiscite Voters, Leeds Co., Rep. of Returning

Officers (Ques.) 1848 (i).
Prohibition Plebiscite, Ret. of Votes polled,

Papers respecting, on M. (Mr. Foster) to adjn.,
2045 (i).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr. Mu-
lock) on M. for 1°, 3474 (ii).

St. Francis Lake Channel Improvements (Ques.)
1852 (i).

--- Survey and Services of Stra. Alert and
Alaska (M. for Ret.*) 1878 (i).

St. Lawrence River Improvements, North Chan-
nel, Contracts, Plans, &c. (M. for copies*) 1877
(i).

Singleton, Mr. W. R., Postmaster at Delta, Dis-
missal, &c. (Ques.) 1956 (i).

Soulanges Canal, Contracts (M. for cor. notices,
&c.) 1861 (i).

Stony Mountain Penitentiary, Commissioner's
Rep., Printing, &c. (remarks) 9837 (iii).

SUPPLY :
Administratioen of Justire (Alien Labour law en-

forcement) 10126 (iii).
Arts, Agriculture, e. (cold storage) 8734; (illus-

tration stations) 8745 (iii).
Canal&: Chambly (telephone lines) 5783 (ii); La-

chine (enlargement) 7297 (iii).
Civil Govt.: Agriculture (salaries)2261; Customs

(salaries) 2098 (1); Interior (clerical assistance)
5023; Mar. & Fiaheries (contingencies) 5C25;
Post Office (salaries, Dead Letter Branch) 5053;
Sec. of State (P. Mungovan's salary)5021,5854
(ii); Trade and Commerce (salaries) 2107 (i).

Cuatomo: B. C. (contingencies, &o.) 8458; Man.
(contingencies, &.) 8453 (iii); (suspense account,
Montreal) 5591 (ii).

Excise (allowance to Customs officers) 4802 (ii).
Pi.heries (protection service)4719; (repaire, &o.)

5180; (salaries ot Inspectors) 4035 (ii).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8497 (iii).
Legialation (sessional indemnity to Mr. Beattie,

M.P.) 5782(Hi); House of Commons (votera' lists)
2280, 2314 (i); 10134 (iii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (salaries, &c.)
3524, 3534 (ii).

Taylor, Mr. G.- Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Militia (Bate & Co.'s contract) 7041,7118; (cloth-
ing) 7106, 7125; (miscellaneous) 7148; (pay allow-
ance) 7030; (properties, &c.) 7091; (provisions)
7129; (Royal Military College) 7147; (salaries>
7076. 7080; (stores, &c.) 7091; (transport, &o.>
7135; (Yukon supplies) 7041 (iii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 2996,
3001(i); 5104, 5136 (ii).

Penitentiaries (general vote) 8750 (iii).
Poat Office (mail service) 7380 (iii); (Postmasters'

salaries) 5823 (ii).
Public Works : Buildings Ont., 7622 (iii); (Ottawa

electrie lighting, &c.) 5183 (ii); (Rideau Hall)
7693; (Que.) 7620; Harbours and Rivers, N.S.
(Wharfs) 7704; (Ont.) 7977 ; Que., 8110, 8131;
(Coteau, dredging) 10051; (St. Lawrence Ship.
Channel) 7593, 7602; (Sabrevois wharf) 10023;
Roads and Bridges (Ottawa) 8148 (iii); Yukon
Provisional District (telegraph lines) 5629, 5633
(ii); 10095; (trails, roade and bridges)10088 (iii).

Railicav (repairs to private cars) 5785(i).
Weighte and Measure. (rent, fuel, stationery,

&c.) 4804; (salaries, &c.) 4804 (ii).
Yukon Distrct: Militia (clothing contract) 9114

(iii).
Valleyfield Customs Collectors, Charges against,

on M. (Mr. Bergeron) to Com. of Sup., 5502 (i).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir

Henri Joly) in Com., 3898 (ii).
Yukon Provisional District Act Amt. B. 186 (Mr.

Sifton) in Com. (amt.) 9857 (iii).
Mail Service, Registered Letters, &c.,

Policy of Govt., 3792 (ii).
Registered Parcels, &c., returned from

Dead Letter Office (remarks) 435i (i).

Tisdale, Hon. D., South Norfolk.

Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine) on M.
for Com., 3304 (i).

Business of the Hse. (remarks) 7769 (iii).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.

Richardson) in Com., 5938 (ii).
Columbia and Western Ry. Co.'s B. 26 (Mr. Cos-

eigan) on ait. (Mr. Oliver) to M. for 3°, 2942 (i).
Combinations in Restraint of Trade, Prevention

Act Ant. B. 40 (Mr. Sproile) on M. for 2°,
1945 (i).

Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction
B. 2 (Mr. Charlton) on M. for 3°, 2923 (i).

Drainage Across Ry. Lands, B. 24 (Mr. Casey)
on M. for 2°, 1918; on M. to ref. B. to Sel.
Com., 2156,2932 (i).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co. 's B. 112 (Mr.
Lemieu=) on amt. (Mr. Mfonet) 6099 (ii).

Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt B. 19
(Mr. Britton) on M. for 2°, 1863 ; in Com.,
1897 (i).

Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105
'Sir Wilfrid Laurier) in Com., 7674 (iii).

Quebec Ry. Light and Power Co.'s B. 84 (Mr.
CarroU) in Com., 5249 (ii).
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Tisdale, Hon. D.-Con.
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) on M. for 1', 3463 (ii).
Speeches of Members, Limitation, &c., on M.

(Mr. Charlton) for Sel. Com., 2764 (i).
SUPPLY :

Militia (armaments, &e.) 7153; (olothing) 7115 (iii).
Winding-up Act Amt. B. 31 (Mr. Fortin) on M.

for 2°>, 1868(i).

Tucker, Mr. J. J., St. John City and County.
Representation in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr.

Mulock) in Com., 6951 (iii).
SUPPLY :

Railwaya: I.C.R. (accommodation. St. John)7177,
7187 (iii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
Henri Joly) in Com., 9887 (iii).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles, Bart., Cape Breton.
Addresa, on The, 26 (i).

on amt. (Mr. Bertram) to amt. (Mr. Clarke)
1553 (i).

Adjournment, Deceased Members(remarks)7(i).
Ascension Day and Friday's sitting, 2706(i).
Queen's Birthday (remarks) 3340 (ii).

Adulteration Act Amt. B. 123 (Sir Henri Joly)
in Com., 3992 (ii).

Agricultural and Colonization Com., 2nd Rep.,
on conc., 3442 (ii).

Alaskan Boundary, American Rumours re Can-
ada's Contention, on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn.,
3848 (ii).

Modus Virendi, Rumoured Arrangements
(remarks) 2535 (i).

Pacific Cable, Announcement of Agree-
ment (remarks) 5386 (ii).

rumoured compromise, par. in Montreal
'arette, 4738 (ii).

Modus Vivendi (remarks) 1074, 1166 (i).
See International Commisson.

Appnmts. by late Govt., Communication froinI
Sec. of State for Colonies (M. for cor.) 2724,
'2728 (i).

Auditor General's Rep., Inquiry for, 531, 700 (i).
Beet Root Sugar, Bounty for Manufacture, &c.,

on prop Res. (Mr. Sproule) 4837 (i).
Birthday Congratulations from Premier, 6382(ii).
Bounties on Iron and Steel, prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) on M. for Com. on Rea., 4974; in
Com. on Res., 4990 (ii); in Com. on Bil, 7639
(iii).

Brockville and West Huron Elections, on M. (Mr.
Borden, Halifax) to ref. Documents, &c., to
Com. on Privs. and Elections, 6738 (i).

Budget, The, 2605 (i).
Business of the Hse. and Redistribution Bil (re-

marks) 3844 iii).
Senate Resolutions(remarks)7321, 7442 (iii).
Redibtribution Bil (remarks)2535 (i).
(remark) 801 (i) 7769, 8216 (iii).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles, Bart.-Con.
Can. Troope for the Transvaal, par. in Ottawa

Citizcn (remarks) 7329 (iii). •

Civil Service Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr.
Bichardson) on M. for 2°, 1924 (i).

B. 50 (Mr. Monk) on amt. (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) to M. for 2°, 2218 (i).

Colonial Securities and Imperial Tax (remarks)
1639 (i).

Commercial Treaties with British W. Indies, &c.,
on M. (Mr. Kaulbaeh) to Coi. of Sup., 8177.

Companies Act Amt. B. 160 (Mr. Fielding) in
Comi., 8776, 8926 (iii).

Costigan, Hon. Mr., on Personal Explanation,
3660 (ii).

Customs and Inland Revenue Depte. Act Amt.
B. 182 (Mr. Fielding) on prop. Res., 8753 ; in
Com. on Res., 8926 (iii).

Debates, Official, 2nd Rep., on M. to conc.,
1072 (i).

Distribution of Political Speeches (remarks)
1166 (i).

Dom, Lands Act Amt. B. 148 (Mr. Sifton) in
Com., 6400, 6409 (ii).

Drainage Across Ry. Lands B. 24 (Mr. Casey) on
M. for 2°, 1917 ; on M. to ref. B. to Sel.
Comn., 2154 (i).

Dry Docks Construction B. 177 (Mr. Fielding) in
Coin. on Res., 8473 ; in Com. on Bill, 8758 (iii).

Estate Duty, Cor. incomplete (remarks) 8220 (iii).
Estimates, Suppl. (remarks) 7242, 7442 (iii).
Geoffrion, Hon. Mr., late M.P., Decease of (re-

marks) 7631 (iii).
Govt. Business, on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laiurier) to

take in Monday, 6280 (ii).
on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) to take in

Wednesdays, 3647 (i).
Precedence on Thursdays on M. (Sir Wil-

frid Laurier) 2409 (i).
Grain Transit, Man. and N. W. T. Regulation B.

15 (Mr. Douglas) on M. for 2°, 1916 (i).
G. T. R. Tracknen and Alien Labour Law En-

forcement, on M. (Mr. Ross-Bobertson) to adjn.,
3964 (ii).

on M. (Mr. Clarke) t Conm. of Sup.,
3776(ii).

Great Northern Ry. Co.'s B. 118 (Mr. Savard) in
Com., 6970 (iii).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B. 90 (Mr.
Suthrand) on amt. (Mr. Douglas) to M. for 30,
4781 (ii).

LC.R., Extension to Montreal-Drummond Co.
lRy. Acquisition B. 133 ( Mr Blair) on M. for
Con. on Res., 2793 (i) ; in Com. on Res., 3377,
3703, 3738, 4164 ; on M. for 2°, 3907 ; in Com.,
4165 ; on M. for 3°, 4961 (H).
- on M. (Mr. .Taylor) to adjn., 2795 (i).

.-- papers, Inquiry for, 2697 ().
G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in

Com. on Res., 4065 ; on M. for 2°, 4171 ; in
Com.,M4685 (i).
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Tupper, Hon. Sir Ohar1es, Bart.-Con.
I.C.R., A. H. Harris, Appnmt. by Govt., on M.

(Mr. Pope) for Cor., 2905 (i).
District Supt. Ouelette, Suspension, &c.

(Ques.) 1859 (i).
Receipts and Expenditure, Stmnt. of

Acets. (remarks) 2791 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 124 (Sir HenriJoly)

in Com., 3761 (ii).
International Commission-Alaskan Boundary (M.

to adjn.) 81b2 (iii).
-- Protocols, on Presentation (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 4264 (ii).
par. in Montreal Star, 4169 (ii).
and Business of the Hse., Proposal to ex-

pedite, 3779 (il).
Rumoured Cancellation of Meetings at

Quebec (remarks) 2908 (i).
See Alaskan Boundary.

Ives, Hon. Mr., late M.P., Decease of (remarks)
7532 (iii).

Japanese Anti-legislation in B.C., Disallowance
of BUll (remarks) 2536 (i).

Judges and Political Preferments (renarks) 4484
(ii).

Loan Companies B. 164 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for
2,31 (ii ).

Lumber imported into U. S. from Can., par. in
Toronto Globe (remarks) 1638 (i).

McLaughlin, R. J., and Farm Lands, Claims for
Damages, &c. (remarks) 4488 (i).

Military Canteens and Sale of Liquor, par. in
Ottawa Citizen re Ont. Alliance (remarks) 7325
(iii).

Officers, Regulations re French snd Eng-
lish Language, Enforcement, &c. (remarka)
8632 (iii).

Permanent Corps, Pension System on
prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2722 (i).

Ministerial Responsibility re Transaction of Offi-
cial Administration, on M. for Com. ot Sup.,
4002 (ii).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.
Lemieux) on amt. (Mr. Monet) 6093, 6095 (ii).

Montreal Judicial District, Additional Judges
(remarks) 7240 (iii).

on Personal Explanation(Mr. Fortin) 7635
(iii).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co., and Cor.
with Mins. of the Crown, on M. (Mr. Prior) to
Com. of Sup., 5533, 5542 (ii).

Ogilvie, Mr., Letter re Connection with British
Goldfields Co., on M. (Mr. Foster) adjn., 3799.

Rep. and Evidence, Inquiry for, 387(iii).
Order, Ques. of, on being asked to withdraw the

word "cowvrdly,"6157 (ii).
-- reference to newspaper report, 12U6 (i).

-- (Mr. MoDougall) on ruling of Mr. Speaker,
5405 (ii).

h. m. (Sir Louis Davies) imputes mo-
tives, 6228(ii).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles, Bart.--Con.
Order, Ques. of (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) Members

abusing Privilege of Ms. to adjn., 6592 (ii).
Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.

187 (Mr. Fielding) in Com. on Res., 9190) (iii).
Pacific Gable between Australia and Can. Agree-

ment B. 176 (Mr. Mulock) M. for Com. on pro».
Res., 1951 (i) 8358; in Com. on Res., 8383 (iii).

(remarks) 1352 (i).
Personal Explanation (Mr. Davin) re Application

for Mr. Costigan's seat, 3845 (ii).
(Sir Louis Davies) remarks, 618, 701 (i).

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) in Com., 8766 (iii).

Petroleum Refining License Fee, on prop. Res.
(Sir Henri Joly) 3885 (ii).

Post Office Act Amt. B. 155 (Mr. Mulock) on M.
for 2°, 6102 (ii).

Preferential Trade with G. B. (amt.) to Com. of
Sup., 7773, 7789, 7840, 7942, 7953 (iii).

on prop. M. (Mr. McNeiU) 8222 (iii).
on prop. Res. (Mr. McNeill) 8639 (iii).
(remarks) 8754 (iii).

Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.
(stationery) on M. (Mr. Gibson) to conc., 5383
(i).

Private Bills Petitions, on M. (Mr. Landerkin) to
extend Time, 5378 (i).

Privileges and Elections Com., Absence of Min-
isters (remarks) 9183 (iii).

Privilege, Ques. of, par. in Winnipeg Free Press.
re Appnnt. of McGregor and Norwood, 9180.
(iii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop. Res..
(Mr. Flint) 8805 (iii).

Pub. Accounts Com., Meetings (remarks) 2964 (i).
Public Works (Preservation of Health) B. 105

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on M. for 2°, 7665 (iii).
(remarks) 7241 (iii).

Quebec Harbour Commission Consolid. Act Amt.
B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) on M. for 20, 3914(ii).

B. 178 (Mr. Fielding) on M. for1°,'8752 (iii).
Ry. Commissioners, Establishment of a Board, on

prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherford) 3854 (ii).
Passes to Members and Senators B. 37

(Mr. Bostock) on M. for 2°, 2196 (i).
Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Cos. (re-

marks) 4738; on M. for Com. of Sup., 4740, 4744
(ii).

Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Con on
Res., 9198 (iii).

(remarks) 8633, 8755, 9064, 9185 (iii).
Reprsenttion in the H. of C. B. 126 (Mr. Mulock)

on M. for 8449; on M. for 2°, 5234, 5262 (ii).
on M. (Mr. Wallace) to adjn. Deb.,5299(ii),
iiàCòra. t (ii 91(iii).
on Quesmi2eeee in Deb.,-'64 (ii).

Returns, Inquiry fo,?, (iiiy
Roads and Road ABowatices in Man. B.175(Mr.

Siflton) in Comn., 8470 (iii).

ixaii



jxx viii INDEX.

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles, Bart.-Con.
Senate Reform Resolutions, wthdrl. by Govt.

(remarks) 8752 (iii).
Speaker, Hon. Thos. Bain, Election of, 9063 (iii).

attention called to member's speech out of
order, 3754 (i).

SUPPLY
A rt#, Agriculture, &o. (cold storage)8707; (dairy

branch) 8271; (illustration stations) 8288, 8308,
8329 (iii).

Canals: Farran'a Point (enlargement) 5779 (i);
Galops (enlargement) 7443 (iii).

Charge* of Management (printing Dom. notes) 7001
(iii).

Civil Government: Public Works (salaries) 7536,
7543 (iii).

CjUstom,: N.S. (salaries, contingencies, &o.) 8392
(iii).

Dominion Landq (scrip, &c.) 7511 (iii).
Immigration (agents, &c., salaries, &c.)8482,8190

(iii).
Mail Subtidie and SS. Subventions (G. B. and

Can.)8661; (St. John and Liverpool) 8672; (St.
John, &o., and W. Indies, &c.) 8678 (iii).

Militia (annual drill) 5417 (ii); (elothing) 7099;
(pay allowance)7002; (Royal Military College)
7022; (stores, &c.) 7094 (iii).

Miscellaneous (Paris agency) 8704 (iii).
Ocean and River Service (Bird Rock) 6384 (ii).
Pot Ofice (mail service) 7374 (iii).
Public Works: Harbours and Rivers(St.Lawrence

ship channel)7563 (iii).
1Railwaye: I.C.R. (accommodation at St. John)

7277; (freight rates) 7457 (iii); P.E.I. (Mount
Stewart wharf) 575e, 5774(ii).

Yukon Provtiional District: Interior (salaries,
&c.) 8947, 8975; Militia (food, clothing, trans-
portation, &c.) 9067, 9069 (iii); (N.W. Mounted
Police) cono., 6388 (i); (alaries, &c.)8658 (iii).

Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Ro>ddick)
to Coin. of Sup., 6286 (ii).

Turner Administration, B.C., Dismissal by Lt.-
Gov. (M. to print papers) 3959 (ii).

Victoria Co., N.S., Patronage, &c., on M. (Mr.
McDo'ifjal) to adjn., 5392 (ii).

Ville Marie Bank Suspension, Inspection by
Govt. (remarks) 8756 (iii).

Wade, Mr., Emplymt. by Govt. (remarks) 7242,
7320 (iii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. 128 (Sir
HeIri Joly) in Com., 3889 (ii).

Winuipeg Electoral District, Issue of Writ
(notification) :Remarks, 619, 804 (i).

Yukon Administration, Charges ainst, on M.
(Mr. Davin) to adjn., 6569 (ii).

- par. in Nort& British Daily Mail, on M.
(Mr. Davin) to Com. of Sup., 8028 (iii).

- Expedition of Mr. Coste, Rep., &c. (re-
marks) 5360 (ii).

Investigation, Mr. Ogilvie's Rep. and
Papero re (rmarks) 2409 (i).

Mail Service, Registered Letters, &o.,
Policy of Govt., 3793 (i).

Ogilvie's Rep., Printing of Evidence (re-
marks)5W07 (ii).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles, Bart.-Con.
Yukon Administration, received by Govt. (re.

marks) 3794 (i).
--- U.S. Vessels and Can. Registry-Fraudu.
lent Valuations, on M. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) for Ret., 3298 (i).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles Hibbert, Pictou.
Address, on The,. 701 (i).

- closing of debate (remarks) 1016 (i).
Banque du Peuple B. 6 (Mr. Prfontaine) on M.

for 3°, 3488 (ii).
Banking Act Amt. B. 127 (Mr. Pilding) in Com.,

3763 (ii).
Blisa, Maj. D. C. F., Positions beld under Govt.,

Date of Appamt., Salary, &c. (Ques.) 3261 (i),
3335 (ii).

B. C., Chief Justice McColl, Judicial Residence
(Ques.) 3346 (ii).

Judgeships, Appnmt., Minutes of Council,
Commissions, &c. (M. for cor., &c.*) 1879 (i).

Supreme and County Court Judges, Cor.
between B. C. and Can. Govt. re Administra-
tion of Justice in B. O. (M. for cor.) 2362 (i).

Bonds, Securities, &c., registered under R. S. C.,
Preparation for Parlt. re Yukon District (Ques.)
4804 (i).

Bauer, Dom. Land Surveyor, B.C., Examination
of Papers, &c. (renarks) 4061,4313 4713, 4898.

Burns, Mr., Priv. Sec. Min. of Fin., Appnmt. to
Permanent Force (Ques.) 8469 (iii).

Business of the Hae., on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
to take in Mondays, 6281 (ii).

Can. Eastern Ry. Co., Sale, &c. (Ques.) 1814 (i).
Canadian Fisheries and American Fish Truste,

Complaints re and Official Reps. (Ques.) 4993(i).
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B. 49 (Mr.

Maxwell) on Ques. of Order (Mr. Elis) 4338 (ii).
Civil Service Act Anit. B. 63 (Mr. McMtdlen) on

M. for 2°, 3329 (i).
Attachment of Salaries B. 38 (Mr. Rich-

ardson) in Com., 5905 (ii).
Clarke, Jos., Emplymt. by Govt. in the Yukon

(Ques.) 5486 (ii).
Clarke vs. The Queen, Claims against Govt., on

M. for Com. of Sup., 5750 (ii).
Coasting Laws, Enforcemente, Cor. respecting

(Ques.) 3257 (i).
-- Rep. of Capt. John Irving re Enforcement

(Ques.) 3258 (i).
Conimissions under the Great Seal, Regulations

respecting (Ques.) 4483 (.
Coste, Mr., Expedition to Eng., Instruction,

Cor., Reps., &c. (M. for Papers*) 3334 (i).
Criminal Code (1892) Seduction and Abduction

B. 2 (Mr. Charlko=) on M. for 3°, 2911 (i).
Crown Timber Office, New WestminSter, B.C.,

Complainte, Instructions and. Rep. of Mr.
Archer Mari (M. for copies*) 3149 (i).

Dun. Census and B. N. A. Act Amt., on prop.
Res. (Mr. McInne) 2389 (i).
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Doukhobors, Quarantine at Grosse Isle (remarks)

4550 (ii).
Fawcett,Mr.,Advice re recording Mining laims,

&c. (Ques.) 3822 (ii).
Fraser River (B.C.) Miller's Landing Improve-

ients, Expenditure, &c. (Ques.) 2701 (i).
Geological Survey Act Amt. B. 146 (Mr. Sifton)

on M. for 10, 4892 (ii).
Govt. Business, on M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) to

take in Wednesdays, 3555 (ii).
Inland Fisheries, Issue of Licenses by Local

Govt. (remarks) 2910 (i).
Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. 124 (Sir Henri Joly)

in Com., 3883(i).
Inquiry for Ret., 4713 (ii).
I. C. R. and P. E. I. Rys., Steel Rails, Con-

tracts, &c. (Ques.) 1814 (i).
(M. for copies*) 1876 (i).

I.C.R., Extension to Montreal-G.T.R. Agree-
ment B. 138, in Com., 4673 (i).

Order (Qdes. of) Appeal from Chairman's
ruling to Speaker, neg. (Y. 65; N. 20) 4448,
4457 (i).

on Ques. of Order (Mr. Borden, Halifax)
4446 (ii).

Green Sand Castings, Tenders, Price, &c.
(Ques.) 5860 (ii).

Interior Act Amt. B. 147 (Mr. Sifton) on M. for
1°, 4893 (i).

Inverneus Post Offices, Change of Location, Post-
, masters, Appunmt. and Dismissals (Ques.) 3825.

John'C. Barr Str., Valuation byjOustoms Authori-
ties (Ques.) 2700 (i).

Lynch, Mr. W. H., Rep. referred to by Min. of
Int. (M. for copy*) 3874 (ii).

McKeown, E.. Emplymt. by Govt. (Ques.)
5487 (i).

McLaughlin, Mr. R. J., Letter read by P. M. G.,
on Order, Ques. of (Mr. Po8ter) 5009 (ii).

Mail Service, Pacific Coast, Facilities by Govt.
(Ques.) 3254 (i).

Man. Election Fraud, Inquiry for Ret., 3876 (ii).
(M.) to further consider proceedings in

Pub. Accounts Com., 2479 (i).
(M.) that Papers be ref. to Pub. Acets.

-Com., 4054 (ii).
- Evidence, &c. (M.) to ref. to SeL Com.,

2246 (i).
Martin, Mr. Justice, Judicial Residence, B.C.

(Ques) 3545 (i).
Militia Clothing Contract, &c., and Cor. with

Mr. Workman (M. for copies*) 5377 (1i).
- Name of Contracter, &c. (Ques.) 4806 (1i).

Ministerial Responsibility re Trnation of
Official Administration, on M. (Sir Charle.
Tupper) to Com. of Sup., 4006 (ii).

Motion re Procedure for Rets., on ruling (Mr.
Brcaker) 3560 (Üi).

Ogilvie, Mr., Refusai of Min. Wtorad letter in
ans. to a quetion, 3811 (il).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles H.-Cn.
Ogilvie, Mr., Relationship to Min. of Int. (Ques.)

2703 (i).
Pacifie Cable and Govt. of B. C., Offers respect-

ing (M. for cor.*) 3873 (i).
Personal Explanation, par. in Globe re Mr. Fred.

Peters and Yukon Charges, 3337 (ii).
re Question as to Mr. Mark Workman,

4990 (ii).
Printing Com., 3rd, 4th and 5th Reps. of Com.

(stationery) on M. (Mr. Gibson) to conc.,
5384(ii).

Public Accts. Com., Postponement and Hours of
Meetings, &c. (remarks) 4344 (ii).

(remarks) 2965 (i).
Delay in Meeting (Man. Election Frauds)

(M.) to adjn., 3150 (i).
Quebec Harbour Commission Consolid. Act Amt.

B. 91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick) on M. for 2°, 3914; in
Com., 3921; on amt. (Mr. Casgrain) to M. for
30, 3988 ; Sen. Amts., 6101 (ii).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1°, 3492 (ii).

Restigouche Boom Co.'s Incorp. B. 65 (Mr.
McAlister) on Order for 2°, 2649 (i).

Returns, Incomplete, Yukon Charges and Man.
election frauds (remarks) 3313 (i).

Incomplete, Tels., &c., from Archer Martin,
&c. (remarks) 4731 (ii).

Inquiry for Coasting Regulations, En-
forcement of, 2696 (i).

Inquiry for Mr. Coste's Rep. re, 4997 (ii).
Ordered by Hse., Ministerial Responsi-

bility (remarks) 5410 (ii).
non-compliance, on M. for Coma. of Sup.,

2966 (i).
non-production (remarks) 3071 (i).
Cor. between Mr. F. Peters and Ministers,

Personal Explanation re, 4896 (i).
Returns, Inquiry for, 3498, 3555, 3752, 4151,

4313 (i).
St. John, N.B., Deep Water Terminal Facilities

(M. for Specifications, Plans, &c.*) 1876 (i).
Shamrock Tug, Amount paid John C. Kaine,

&c. (Ques.) 5666 (ii).
Speeches of Members, Limitation, &c., on M.

(Mr. Charlton) for Special Coin., 2769 (i).
Spinks, County Court Judge, B.C., Charges

against, on M. to Com. of Sup., 4172, 4201 (ii).
Steaînship Service between P. E. I. and Liver-

pool, par. in Examiner, 3543(1i).
Steveaton, B.C., Tidal Lands, Application for

Leases, &c. (Ques.) 3822, 4058 (ii).
O. Cs., Cor., Plans, &c. (M. for copies*)

3873 (ii).
Transfer of Property, &c. (Ques.)3544 (ài).

dadaitton qf Jutice (circuit allowancseB.c.)
541; (xchequer Court) 47; Yukon (iving
expensea of one Judge)M 0).
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SUPPLY-Con.

Ciril Gort.: Customs ( contingencies) 2980 (i);
Interior (clerical assistance) 5021; Post Office
(salaries, Dead Letter Branch) 5034, 5053; Pub.
lie Works (printing, &o.) 5085(ii).

Fiaheries (dismissal of Capt. Babb) 4256; (juris-
diction) 4242; (Noble Bron.) 4246; (salaries of
Inspectors) 4013 (ii).

Lighthouse and Coast Service (construction, &c.)
5116; (salaries, &c.) 3523 (ii).

Marine Ro*pitala (care of sick seamen) 4009;
(shipwrecked seamen) 4012 (i).

Militia (miscellaneous and unforeseen) 5452;
(military stores) 5441 (i).

Miacellaneous (Can. Law Library, London, Eng.)
5470; (Chief Justice Strong's expenses in Eng.)
5470; (professional setvices, Mr. C. J. R. Peth-
une) 5471 (ii).

Ocean and River Service (life-saving rewards)
3064; (maintenance) 2989(i); (maintenance and
supplies, &c.) 5101 (ii); (masters and mates)
3058; (removal of obstructions) 3065(i).

Penitentiaries (B. C.) 5480; (Dorchester) 5481;
(Kingston, investigation) 5073 (ii).

Public 1orks (St. Lawrence River channel)598$;
Yukon District (telegraDh lines)5605, 5613 di).

Quarantine (cattle, salaries, &c.) 5080 (ii).
Railcays: P.E.I. (Mount Stewart wharf) 5766 (ii).
Steamboat Inspection (Dom. Steamers, &c.) 4713;

(fog alarms) 4240 (ii).
Tidal Survey, on M. for Com. of Sup., 3505 (ii).

in Can. Waters, Pets., &c. (Ques.) 3795(ii).
Stmnt. of Min. as to remarks of Allan SS.

Captains, Rep. of Capt. Spain, &c. (Ques.)
3262 (i).

U. S. Boats registered at Dawson, Names, &c.
(Ques.) 2699 (i).

Customs and Can. VesseIs, Regulati ns,
&c., re entering at American Ports (remarks)
2528 (i).

Voters' Lists, revised copies, &c. (Ques.) 1819 (i).
Votes and Proceedings, Typographical errors

(remarks) 6120 (i).
Walsh, Maj, Authority for Commission issou d,

&c. (Ques.) 4269 (ii).
Instructions by Govt. as Commissioner,

Rep. of Interview at Skagway, &c. (Ques.)
3078, 3258 (i).

Walsh, Philip, Relationship to Major Walsh
(Ques.)3823 (ii).

Weights and Measures Act Amt B. 128 (Sir Henri
Joly) in Com., 3886 (ii).

Willison, Mr. J. W., Crown Timber Agent,
Yukon District (Ques.) 3823 (ii).

Winding-Up Act Amt B. 31 (Mr. Fortin) in
Com., 4315 (i).

Wood Island Light-keeper, Dismissal. of D.
McMillan, on M. (Mr. Martin) for Cor., &c.,
4819 (ii).

Wright, Wm., Official m Recording Office at
Dawson, elationship to Editor of Globe (Ques.)
4270 (ii).

Tupper, Hon. Sir Charles H.-Con.
Yukon Act, Reps. from Yukon Council (remarks)

2536 (i).
Yukon, Administration of, Charges against (M.)

(Sir Charfes Hibbert Tupper) to Coin. of Sup.,
5945, 6053; (amt.) 6022, 6268; (amt.) Neg.
(Y. 32; N. 82) 6278 (ii).

personal Explanation re Judge Dugas,
6158 (ii).

Appnmt. of Sheriff, &c. (Ques.) 3943, 4268
(ii).

Appnmt. of Sheriff, and Clerk of Court,
O. C.'s, Bond Certificates, &c. (M. for copies*)
3149 (i).

Appnmt. of Messrs. Wade, McGregor and
Norwood, Date of arrival at Dawson, &c.
(Ques.) 3081 (i).

Bliss, Maj., Payments to by Govt. (Ques.)
3552 (ii).

Eonds given by Officials, Record or List
of names (Ques.) 5310 (ii).

Hunker Creek, Klondike Mining, applica..
tions and grants for hydraulicing (M. for
copies*) 2962 (i).

Commissioner, Maj. Walsh, Instructions
and Cor. from Govt. of Can. (M. for copies*)
2787 (i).

Commissioner Ogilvie, Instruction and
Cor. m ith Dom. Govt. (M. for copies*) 2787 (i).

Commission of Inquiry, Request from Mr.
Ogilvie to extend his powers, &c. (Ques.) 3080.

Council, Ordinances received, Number, &c.
(Ques.) 2703 (i).

Expedition, Mr. Coste'sExpenses,&c.'.(M.)
to ref. Papers to Pub. Accts. Coin., 5489 (ii).

inquiry for Mr. Coste's Rep. on Expedi-
tion, 5408 (ii).

Documents, &c. asked for, 3067 (i).
Freight Transportation, Guarantee by

Contractors, &c. (Ques.) 2902 (i).
Instructions and Cor. between Dom. Govt.

and Yukon C.uncil (M. for copies*) 2787 (;).
Instructions to Walsh (Ques.) 3258 (i).
Investigation, Protest from Miners' Com-

mittee, Cor., &c. (Ques.) 2329 (i).
reps. from Mr. Ogilvie, Purports, &c.

(Ques.) 3820 (ii).
Mr. Ogilvie's Report, Printing, &c. (re-

marks) 5359, 5746 (ii).
inquiry for Mr. Ogilvie's Rep., 4713 (ii).
on M. (Mr. Iqifton) to print Papers, &c.,

4730 (i).
Returns, Inquiry for, &c. 4340 (i).
Judicial District, Appnmt. of second

Judge, &c. (Quee.) 3081(i).
Klondike River Bridge, Owner, Tols, &c.

(Ques.) 2902, 3073 (i).
Letters from Americans re Administra-

tion, &c. (Ques.) 3822 (il).
Liquor Permits, isued by Archer Martin

(remarks) 3875 (ii).

lwlý
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Tupper. Hon. Sir Charles H.-Con.
Yukon Liquor Permits issued by Maj. Walsh

(Ques.) 2481 (i).
.-- reps. re (Ques.) 2704 (i).

(M. for copies*) 2789 (i).
.- issued by Mr. Ogilvie, Number, &c.

3077 (i).
disallowance by Govt.. 3791 (ii).
Living Expenses of Judges Dugas and

Maguire, &c., Instructions rc &c., 5489 (ii).
Maguire, Mr. Justice, Arrival and Depar-

ture from Dawson, 3258 (i); 3959 (ii).
Mail Service, Contracts, Advertisenients,

&c. (M. for copies) 2705 (i).
-- Mining Regulations, Publication, &c.

(Ques.) 1841 (i).
Miners' Grievances and Mr. Ogilvie's

Rep. (Ques.) 2531 (i).
Officials, Bonds or Securities registered

(Ques.) 4991 (ii).
Ogilvie, Mr., Reports re Investigations,

&c. (Ques.) 3548 (i).
Ogilvie, Mr., Connection with British

Can. Goldfields Co. (Ques.) 3799 (i).
Registrar of Titles, Instructions and Re-

strictions by Govt. (Ques.) 2324 (i).
Representation in Parlt. (Ques.) 2901 (i).
Russell, Mr., Inspcetor of Steamboats,

Disnissal, Reps., &c. re (M. for copies*) 3334

(i).
Survey of Lands, &c. (Ques.) 3547 (ii).
Telegraph Line from Skagway and Daw-

son, Communications between Ministers and
English syndicates re construction (M. for
copies*) 3334 (i).

U. S. Vessels and Can. Registry, Fraudu-
lent Valuation, &c. (Ques.) 3266 (i).

U. S. Vessels and Can. Registry, Fraudu-
lent Valuation, &c. (M. for Ret.) 3296 (i).

Wade, Mr. F. C., Date of arrival at Daw-
son (Qies.) 3546 (ii).

Walsh, Maj., Reps., Number sent in and
laid on Table (Ques.) 3798 (ii).

alterations in Rep. (Ques.) 2704 (i).
Water Front, Dawson, Lease, &c. to

Morrison & McDonald (Ques.) 3547 (ii).
- Willison, J. W., Crown Timber Agent,

Relationship to Editor of Gýlobe (Ques.) 4270 (ii).

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R., South Simcoe.
Lévis Military Camp, Qualification of Officers,

Percentage, &c. (Ques.) 9309 (iii).
Militia Officers, at Lévis Camp, Numbers passed

Qualifying Exams. (Ques.) 8632 (iii).
Regulations re French and Englisli lan-

guage, Enforcement, &c. (Ques.) 8631 (iii).
Representation in the H. of G. B. 126 (Mr. Mulock)

on M. for 2°, 6717 (ii).
SUPPLY:

Aria, Agriculture, &c. (year bock) 8235 (iii).
Dom. Land@ (ChiefInspector, salary) 9022 ,ii).

6

Tyrwhitt, Mr. R.-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Immigration (agents, &c., salaries, &o.)8481 (iii).
Legielation: House of ComMons (Restaurant

keeper) 10138 (iii).
Militia (annual drill) 5417 (ii); (annual drill)

7072 (iii); (lotbing) 5450; (military stores)5429
(ii): (provisions) 7130; (salaries) 7082; (trans•
port, &c.) 7137 (iii); (unforeseen expenses)5858
(ii); (Royal Military College) 7144 (iii).

Miscellaneous (Chas.Bremner, compensation,&o.)
10114 (iii).

Poat Office (Postmasters' salaries)5802, 5829 (ii).

Wallace, Mr. N. Clarke, West York, O.
Address, on The, 172 (i).

re Transvaal Question (remarks) 8998 (iii).
Agricultural Implements inported from U.S.,

Bases of Valuations, &c. (Ques.) 6047 (ii).
Alaska Boundary and Pacific Gable, Announce-

ment of Agreement (remarks) 5387 (ii).
Sec " International Commission."

Aronsberg, Abraham, Relief B. 144 (Mr. Lander-
kin.) in Com., 7480 (iii).

Atlantic Fast SS. Service, and Messrs. Peterson,
Tate & Co's Deposit (Ques.) 1883 (i).

Aud. Gen's Rej., Inquiry for, 803 (i).
Binder Twine, Sale of by Govt., on M. (Mr.

T2aylor) to Coin. of Sup., 9934 (iii).
B. C. Legislation re Chinese and Foreign Immi-

gration. on M. (Mr. Prior) to adjn., 6890 (iii).
Brown, Marion, Commutation of Death Sentence,

Pets., Cor. &c. (M. for Ret.*) 6939 (iii).
Bounties on Iron and Steel B. 161 (Mr. Fielding)

in Con., 7610 (iii).
Business of the Hse. (renarks) 5744 (i).

Unopposed Returns (remarks) 6938 (iii).
Civil Service Act Amt. B. 63 (Mr. MeMullen) on

M. for 2°, 3331 (i).
Attachment of Salaries B. 38(Mr. Richard-

son) in Coin., 5926 (ii).
Coal Oil, Reduction of Duty, on prop. Res. (Mr.

Moore) 2131 (i).
Combination in Restraint of Trade, Prevention

Act Anit. B. 40 (Mr. Sproule) on M. for 2°,
1944 (i).

Contracts let without Tender since June, 18%, on
M. (Mr. Darin) for O. Cs., 5340 (ii).

Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. B. 182 (Mr.
Fielding) in Coin., 9661 (iii).

Dom. Permanent Loan Co.'s B. 104 (Mr. C/a rke)
in Coni., 6872 (iii).

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Ry. Co.'s B.93 (Mr.
Oliver) in Com., 4312 (i).

General Inspection Act Anit. B. 156 (Sir Heuri
Joly) in Com., 9636 (iii).

Georgian Bay and Toronto Ship Canal, Pets.
Applications, Cor., &c. (M. for cor.) 4819 (ii).

G. T. R. Trackmien's Strike, on M. (Mr. C/arke)
to Coi. of Sup., 3777 (ii).

on M. (Mr. aclen) to adjn., 4512 ii
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Wallace, Mr. N. Clarke-con.
I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Druniniond Co.

Ry. Acquisition B 133 (Mr. Blair) on M. for
Coi. on Res., 2795 (i).

on M. (Mr. Taylor) to adjn., 2828 (i).
G. T. R. Agreement B. 138 (Mr. Blair) in

Coin., 4401, 4584, 4602, 4636, 4687 (ii).
-- on Ques. of Order (Mr. Borden, Halifax)

4448 (ii).
International Commission Alaskan Boundary Pro-

tocols, on Presentation (Sir Wifrid Laurier)
4268 (ii).

- par. in Montreal (lazette re Negotiations,
3340 (ii).

Iron Bounties, Quantity, &c. (Ques.) 1827 (i).
Sec " Bounties."

Miit, Establishnent by Govt. in Can., on prop.
Res. (Mr. McIn nes) 3118 (i).

Montreal Harbour Cominissioners' B. 179 (Mr.
Fielding) in Coi., 9882 (iii).

Navigable Waters Protection Act Aint. B. 137
(Sir Louis Davies) on M. for 2", 6118 (il).

Northern Commercial Telegraph Co. and Cor.
with Minister of Crown on M. (Mr. Prior) to
Coi. of Sup., 5573 (ii).

Ogilvie, Mr., Connection with British Goldfields
Co., Refusalof Min. to read Letter in ans. to
Question, 3813 (ii).

Order, Ques. of (Mr. Casey) 5617 (ii).
- (Mr. Fielding) use of the word " imperti-

nent," 5608 (ii).
(Mr. McNeill) one menber iniputing

motives to another iember, 5882 (ii).
Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.

187 (Mr. Fielding) in Com. on Res., 9187 ; in
Coi. on Bill, 9626 (iii).

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. 173 (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) in Coim., 8767 (iii).

Personal Explanation in ref. to Remarks ou Coal
Oil Prices, 2247 (i).

Post Office Act Ait. B. 155 (Mr. Milock) in
Coin., 6113 (ii).

Preferential Trade with G. B., on ait. (Sir
Charles Tupper) to Coi. of Sup., 7905 (iii).

Pub. Accounts Coi., Delay in Meeting (Man.
Election Frauds) on M. (Sir Charles HiUert
Tupper) to adjn., 3242 (i).

Postponements and Hours of Meeting,
&c. (remarks) 4348 (ii).

6th Rep. of Com. (M.) to print in Vctes
and Proceedings, 9836 (iii).

Quebec Harbour Coitissioners B. 178 (Mr.
Fielding) )n M. for 2°, 9684 ; in Com., 9874 (iii).

Ry. Act Amt. B. 85 (Mr. Blar) in Com.,9737 (iii).
Railways, Canal@ and Telegraph Lines, 22nd Rep.

of Com., on conc., 9210 (iii).
Commissioners, Establishment of Board,

on prop. Rts. (Mr. Rutherford) 2509 (i).
-- Policy of Govt. re Yukon Ry. Co.'s on

M. (Sir Charles 2upper) to Com. of Sup., 4766.
(ii).

Wallace, Mr. N. Clarke-l'on.
Railway Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Coin. on

Res., 9312, 9398, 9467, 9479, 9532, 9567; in
Coin., on Bi d, 9762, 9783 (iii).

Reciprocity between U.S. and B. W. Indies, par.
in Chicago Record, 4550(ii).

Representation in the H. of C., B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) on M. for 1°, 3458 ; on M. for 2°, 6464;
in Coin., 6806 (ii), 6941, 6945, 6967 (iii).

-- (M.) to adjn. Deb., 5299 ; Neg. (Y. 18;
N. 23) 5305 (ii).

Returns, Inquiry for, (remarks) 5410 (û).

SUPPLY:
A rts. Agriculture, &~'c. (cold storage) 8718, 8745

(illustration stations) 8331, 874.5; (Paris exhibi-
tion) 10144 (iii).

Canal8: Sault Ste. Marie (Ryan & Co.'s claims)
9238 (iii).

Civil Gojet.: Agriculture (contingencies) 2272;
(salaries) 2261; Customs (contingencies) 2974 (i);
High Connissioner's Office (contingenicies, &c.)
8748; Interior (salaries) 7466 (iii; Militia and
Defence (con: ingencies) 2267 (i) ; Post Office,
7334, 7352 (iii); Railways and Canals (salaries)
2251 (i).

Cu*tom< : B. C. (contingencies, &c,) 8456 (iii);
(repairs to cruisers) 5603; B. C. and Yukon
(stationery. &c.) 5600 (ii); conc.,10206; Man.
(contingencies, &c.) 8453; (N.S.) 8387 (iii); (Ont.)
5595; (suspense account, Montreal) 5590; Yukon
(salaries, contingencies, &c.) 5597 (ii), 10109 (iii).

Dom. Land8 (Chief Inspector's salary) 9025;
(scrip, &c.) 7522; (Inspectors, agents, &c.) 7529
(iii).

Bxcise (commissions on stamps) 4790 (ii).
Geological Servey (artesian borings) 7469 (iii);

(salaries) 5668 (ii).
Immigration (agents, salaries, &c.) 8492, 8578,

8620; conc., 10214 (Aimt.); (St. Puil des Métis,
seed grain, &c.) 9028, 9039 (iii).

Insurance (en-aal expens2z) 7464 (iii).
Legislation: Houme of Commons (gratuityto Lady

Edgar) 10196 (i'.i); (sessional clerks) 2280 (i);
(stationery suvpies) 5732 (ài); (voters' lists)
2282, 2294, 2312 i); (Wood, Mr., late M.P. s,es-
sional ind.-mnity) 10201 (iii).

Lighthouse and (?oast Service (construction, &c.)
5130 (ii).

Mail Sub8idies and 88. Subventione (G.B. and
Cani.) 8663; (Quebec and Manchester) 8695; (St.
John, &c.. and W. Indies, &c.) 8676 (iii).

Militia (annual drill) 5416; (clothing) 5450 (i),
7106 (iii); (military stores) 5440; (miscellane-
ous and unforeseen) 5454 (ii) ; (pay allowance)
7029; (stores, &c.) 7094; (transport, &c.) 7131
(iii) ; (transportation and supplies) 646 (ii);
(Yukon supplies) 7040 (iii).

Miscellaneous: (commutation of duties) 8704;
(Paris agency) 8704; (refund of duties on fisb,
&c., P.E.I.) 10189 (iii).

Ocean and River Service (maintenance) 3046 (i).
Poat Office (mail service) 7875; (miscellaneous)

7388 (iii); (Postmasters' salaries) 5812 (i); (Yu.
kon mail service) 7360 (iii).
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Wallace, Mr. N. Clarke-Con.
SUPPLY-Con.

Publie Works: Buildings, Ottawa (electrie light-
ing) 9941; (lighting, repairs, &c.) 9989; (repairs,
&c.) 7690; Harbours and Rivers, N.S. (Chezzet-
cook wharf) 10004; (Gabarus breakwater)9992;
(Ont )7973; (Otonabee navigation) 10065; (Port
Colborne) 9251, 9281 ; (Porter's Lake, dredging,
&c.) 9993; (Portsmouth wharf) 10065; (Toronto
Ilarbour) 10066; Que. (Coteau, dredging) 10062;
(Montreal Harbour improvements) 9984; (St.
Lawrence Ship Channel) 7597; (Sabrevois wharf)
10138; Roads and Bridges (Ottawa) 5205 (ii);
Telegrapha (Anticosti Island) 10073 ; Yukon
(buildings) 10108 (iii); (telegraph lines) 5605,
5627, 5648 (ii),10093; (trails, roads and bridges)
10089 (iii).

RailbVls: P. E. I. (Murray Harbour, &c., con-
struction) 9211, 9217 (iii).

Trale and Commerce (commercial agencies) 8698
(iii).

Yukon District (customs) 8747 ; Interior (salaries,
&c.) 9005; Militia (clothing contract) 9077, 9122
(iii).

Tuberculosis, Prevention of, on M. (Mr. Roddick)
to Com. of Sup., 6305 (ii).

Valleyfield (ustons Collector, Charges against,
on M. (Mr. Bergeron)to Com. of Sup., 5502(ii).

Wheat exported from Montreal, St. John, Fort
Williamn and Winnipeg, Quantity (Ques.)
2702 (i).

Winnipeg Electoral Lists, Preparation, &c. (re-
marks) 2908 (i).

Yukon, Administration of, Charges against, on
M. (Sir Charlcs Hibbert Tupper) to Com. of Sup.,
6165 (ii).

Mail Service, Carriage of Registered Mat-
ter, 4352 (ii).

Policy of Govt., 3793 (ii).

Wilson, Mr. UJ., Lennox.

Address, on The, 1320 (i).
Ball, Mr. W. D., Postniaster at Bath, Ont.,

Papers, &c., re Dismissal (M. for copies) 2390
(j).

Bath Postmaster, Disiissal, inquiry for Ret.,
3877 (ii).

Convicts, Conditional Liberation B. 171 (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) in Coi., 9601(iii).

Hers, John, Caretaker Napanee Public Build-
ing, Cor, re Dispissal, &c. (M. for copies*)
5377 (i).

Wilson, Mr. U.-Con.

1

SUPPLY :
Immigration (agents, &c., salaries, &o.) 8480,8486,

8618 (iii).
Indians: Man. and N. W. T. (implements, &o.)

5714 (ii).
Pulic WorkB: Buildings (N.S.) 7614 ; (Ont.) 7623;

(London drill hall) 9961; (Rideau Hall, addi-
tional wing) 9959 ; Dredging (plant) 8143 ; Har-
bours and Rivers (B.C.) 8087; (Man.) 8079;
Roads and Bridges (Ottawa)8147 (iii).

Railwcay/s: I. C. R. (accommodation, St. John)
7414 (iii).

Wood, Mr. A. T., Hamilton.
Binder Twine, Sale of Govt., on M. (Mr. Taylor)

to Com. of Sup., 9914 (iii).
Can. Life Assurance Co.'s (B. 89) 1°*, 2182 (i).
Custouis and Inland Revenue Depts., B. 182

(Mr. Fielding) in Coma., 9663 (iii).
G. T. R. Trackmen and Alien Labour Law, En-

forcement, on M. (Mr. Ros8-Robertson) toadjn.,
3975 (ii).

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. 112 (Mr.
Leinieux) on amt. (Mr. Monet) 6096 ; in Com.
on ait. (Mr. Canpbell) 6328 (ii).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co.'s
B. 69 (Mr. Calvert) on ant. (Mr. Landerkin)
5043 (ii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,
9355, 9401 (iii).

B. 85 (Mr. Blair) in Com., 9732 (iii).

SUPPLY:
Fisheries (protection service) 4723 (ii).
Militia: Yukon Force (transportation and sup-

plies) 6324, 6345 (ii).

Immigrants from U. S., Number and Distribu.
tion (Ques.) 1979 (i).

Europe, Number and Distribution (Ques.)
1980 (i).

Number sent by Agents in G. B. and U.
S. (Ques.) 2192 (i).

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Agreement
with G. T. R. B. 138 (Mr. Blair) Sen. Amts.,
9722 (iii).

Ottawa City, Grant of Money Authorization B.
187 (Mr. Fielding) in Coi. on Res., 9190 ; on
M. for 2°, 9613 ; in Com., 9635 (iii).

Prohibition of Intoxicating Liquors, on prop.
Res. (Mr. Flint) 8883 (iii).

Ry. Subsidies B. 190 (Mr. Blair) in Com. on Res.,
9330, 9578, 9585 (iii).
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INDEX-PART II

SUBJECTS

ABENAKIS INIANs, LEGAL EXPENSES: in Con. of

Sup., 10110 (iii).
AccoMMiîoÂATION AT LÉvis: in Com. of Sup., 9163

(iii).
ACADEMY OF ÅRTS: in Com. of Sup., 8705(iii).
"AcA nIA," STR., REPAIRS, &C. : in Coin. of Sup., 5180

(ii).
ADDITIONAL JUDGE, YUKON TRit:îTOlR: in Coi. of

sup., 10101 (iii).
ADDR &ss, THE, iN ANS. TO His Ex.'s SPEECH: con-

sdn., M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6 (i).
- xnoved (Mr. Bell, P.E..) 9; seconded (Mr.

Martineau) 21 (i).

Deb. (Sir Charles Tupper) 26, 1553; (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) 84; (Mr. Foster) 109; (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 152,159; (Mr. Wallace) 172; (Mr. Casey)
194; (Mr. Taylor) 207; (Mr. Lemieux) 234; (Mr.
Monk) 241; (Mr. Stenson) 250; (Mr. Casgrain)
258; (Mr. Talbot) 273; (Mr. Craiig) 275,1772; (Mr.
Broder)290; (Mr. 08ler) 307; (Mr. 1/ritton) 311;
(Mr. Moore) 319; (Mr. Davin) 338, 1807; (Mr.
Pope) 398; (Mr. Davis) 422; (Mr. Roche) 454;
(Mr. Sprou le) 469, 1675; (Mr. MeClare)497; (Mr.
Chauvin) 504; (Mr. Carroll) 509; (Mr. Marcotte)
516; (Mr. Monet) 532; (Mr. Clancy) 541; (Mr.
Tarte) 570; (Mr. Bennett) 594; (Mr. Bourassa)
619; (Mr. Hughes) 631; (Mr. Madore) 666; (Mr.
Mclnerney) 676; (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)701 ;
(Mr. Sifton) 800, 806; (Mr. Borden, Halifax)885,
895; (Mr. McCarthy) 1002; (Mr. Rose Robertoon)
1013; (Mr. Maxiell) 1016; (Mr. Montague) 1037;
(M r. Campbell) 1061; (Mr. Henderson)1075 ; (Mr.
Ganong)1095; (Mr. Powell)1124; (Mr. McAlister)
1144; (Mr. Paterson) 1167; (Mr. Bergeron) 1197;
(Mr. Deamarais) 1245; (Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.)
1264; (Mr. Macdonald, Huron) 1278; (Mr Wilson)
1320; (Mr. Gauvreau) 1336; (Mr. Legris) 1344;
(Mr. MeDougall) 1354; (Mr. Froat) 1386; (Mr.
Fiaher) 1432; (Mr. Clarke) 1463; (Amt.) 1499;
(Mr. Bertram) (Amt.) 1514; agreed to, Y 101, N.
48, 1811; (.Mr. Bell, Picton) 1514; (Mr. Sutherland)
1541; (Sir Louis Davies)1598; (Mr. Foster) 1622;
(Mr. Fielding) 1640; (Mr. Flint) 1692; (Mr. Mille)
1716; (Mr. Morrison)1754; (Mr. Richardson) 1787;
(Mr. Donville) 1793; (Mr. Oliver)1804 (i).

CLOSING OF DEBATE: Remarks (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 975, 1016 (ii).

REPLY TO, MESS. FROM His Ex.: Presented
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2963; read (Mr. Speaker)

2963 (i).

ADDRESS, OMISSION OF NAMES FR03M DivIsioN LisT:
Remarks (Mr. Speaker) 1861 (i).

TO HER MAJ. re TRANSVAAL QUESTION: M.
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 8992 (iii).

ADJOURNMENTS, MS.:
ASCENSION DAY: M, (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2790 (i).

AND FRIDAY'S SrrTINo: Remarks (Sir Charles
'lupper) 2706 (i).

EASTER: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 531 ().
QUEEN'S BIRTHDATY: Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

330; M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 3440 (i).
MOTIONS: Ruling (Mr. Speaker) 3816, 3817 (ii).
CHICAGo DEMONSTRATION, PRIME MINISTER'S REPLY TO

INVrrATION: Remarks (Mr. Davin) 9695; (M. to
adjn.) 9837 (iii).

LETTER OF PRIME MINISTER TO H. H. KOHLSAAT:
Remarks (Mr. Davin) 10220 (iii).

G.T.R. TRACKMEN AND AIUEN LABOUR LAw ENFORCE-
MEN'T: (Mr. Ross-Robertson) 3960, 3984 (ii).

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION. ALASKAN BOUNDARY: (Sir
Charles Tupper) 8152 (iii).

MEMBERS DECEASED : (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6(i).
YuKoN-OGILviE's LETTa re CONNECTION WITH BRIT-

1811 GOLDFIELD Co.: M. to adjn. (Mr. Foster) 3799
(ii).

Administration of Criminal Justice in
Keewatin, &c., B. No. 167 (Mr. Sifton) 10*,
6279 (ii); 2', 8171; in Com. and 3°*, 8172 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 47.)

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, N.W.T.: in Com. of

Sup., 10122 (iii).
ONT. : in Com. of Sup., 10122 (iii).
YUKON DISTRICT: in Com. of Sup., 5468 (i),

10191; conc., 10217 (iii).

LivING EXPENSES OF JUDGES DUGAS AND MA-
GUIRE, INSTRUCTIONS, &C.: (Sir Charles Hibbert)

Tupper) 5A89 (ii).

Administration of Oaths of Office B. No.
1 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 1°*, 4; pro formnd.

Adulteration Act Amt. B. No. 123 (Sir
Henri Joly de Lotbiniérc) 1°, 3334 ; 2°, and in
Com., 3990, 3996; 30*, 3997 (ài). (62-63 Vic., c.
26.)

AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS:
.CADEM yOP ARTs: in Com. of Sup.,8705 (iii).
AGRICULTUR AL AND COLONIZATION COMMITTEE, 2ND REP.

oP'COM., PRINTING OF EVIDENCE: Con0.(Mr. Bain)
3440 (i).
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AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS-Con.
AGRICULTURE DEPT.: in Com. of Sup., 2256, 2270 (i);

contingencies, 5028 (ii).
--- DEPTL. REP.: Presented (Mr. Fiùher) 1352().

MINiSTER OF, TRAVELLING AND LIVING EX-
PENSES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1825 (i).

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS IMPORTED PEON U. S.,
BASES OF VALUATIONS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Fldlace)
6047 (ii).

--- REDUCTION OF DUTY: prop. Reg. (Mr. Davin)
5861,5893(ii).

SOCIETIES: in Com. of Sup., 8237 (iii).
ARCHIVES: in Com. of Sup., 8224 (iii).

ARTS, AGRICULTURE AND STATISTICS: in Com. ofSup.,
8224 (ii).

BUBONIC PLAGUE AND QUARANTINE OF PACIFIC STEAM-
]ERS AT B. C.: Remarks (Mr. Prior) 5989 (ii).

BULLETINS, PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTIONj, &C.: in Com.
of Sup., 8264 (iii).

CATTLE EMBARGO, COR. BETWEEN CAN. AND IMP.
GovTs.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Montague) 1877(i).

--- Inquiry for Returna (Mr. Montague) 3253 (i).
CATTLE INSPECTION, &C., AT HEBERTVILLE, COR. re AP-

POINTMENT OF DR.HALL: M. for Ret* (Mr. Cao-
grain) 5944 (ii).

FOR TUBERCULOSIS, Cou. BETWEEN GOVT. AND DR.
J. A. DUCHESNE OF CHICOUTIMI SINCE JUNE, 1896:
M. for Copy* (Mr. Casgrain) 5944 (i).

-- MONTREAL, REGULATIONS, &C: Ques., 10115 (iii).
--- QUARANTINE : in Com. of Sup., 5075 (ii),8339 (iii).

COLD STORAGE FOR FISH TRANSPORTATION FROM MAR.
PRovs.: Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1978 (i).

--- PRESERVATION OF BAIT FOR FIsHERMEN; Ques.
(Mr. Martin)1978 (i).

--- DEEP SEA FISHERIES: in Com. of Sup., 10163.
COLD STORAGE ON STEAMSHIPS, &C.: in' Com. of Sup.,

8706 (iii).
CONSTANTIN, DR. JULES, EMPLYMT. BY GOVT., AMOUNT

PAlD, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Caegrain) 1847 (i).
DAIRYING AND AGRICULTURE: in Com. of Sup., 8265

(iii).
DAIRyiNG INTERESTS, ADVANCCS, &C. : in COM. of

Sup , 8337 (iii).
DUCHESNE, DR. J. A., COMPLAINTS re APPNMT. oF DR.

HALL: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 3336 (ii).
EXPERIMENTAL FARM, BALANCE DUE ON PROPERTYT: in

Com. of Sup., 5073 (ii).
-- ESTABLISHMENT IN ST. JACQUES : Ques. (Mr.
Dugas) 2110 (i).

FARMS: in Com. of Sup., 8237 (iii).
-- FAIM, OTTAwA: in Com. of Sup., 7688 (iii).

GREATER BRITAIN EXHIBITION, CANADIAN REPRESENTA-
TION OF MINERAL EXHIBIT: Ques. (Mr. Clarle)
1959 (i).

HALL, DR., APPNMT. AS INSPECTOR OF CATTL.U AT CHI-
COUTIMI: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)3336 (ii).

. HOG CHOLERA, &C. : in Com. of Sup., M5 (ii).
"ILLUSTRATION STATIONS," FRUIT, CEREALS, e&C.,

GOVTL. ACTION : Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2110 (i).
- in Com. of Sap., 8279,8745 (iii).

NATIONAL ART GALLERaY: in Com. of Sup., 8149 (iii).
· OutAH EXHIBITION : in Com. of Sup., 5f74 (ii).

PARIS ExpoSrrIoN, CAN. COMNISSIONERS, SPACE, kC.:
Ques. (Mr. Lemieuz) 1829 (i).

- in COm. Of Sup., 10140 (ii).
PAT»sT OFFiCE, Library: in Com. of Sup., 50746ii).
--- PnOTOGRAPHIC ESTA.MEMKIT: in Co. OfSu».,

5090 (ii).

AGRICU1LÏ'URE AND STATISTICS-Con.
"PENT RECORD," PRINTING, &C.: in Com. Of Sup.,

5074 (ii).
PLEBISCZTE, SPEECH OF MINISTER OF AGRICULTURE AT

OTTAWA CONVENTION : Ques. (Mr. Moore) 1826 ().
PouLry FEEDING EXPERIMENTS, GOVTL. ACTION:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2110 ().
P. E. I. AND G. B., COLD STORAGE AND SS. COMMUNICA-

TION, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Martia) 5493 (ii).
QUARANTINE SERVICE, EMPLOYEES, SALARIES.&C.: Que.

(.Mr. Montagne) 3826 (ii)
in Com. of Sup., 5075 (ii).
ORGANIZED DISTRICTS: in CoM. of Sup.,8338 (iii).
STATION. HALIFAX : in Com. of Sup., &090 (ii).
WILLIAM'S HEAD : in Com. of Sup., 8090 (iii).

REFRIGERATOR CARS: in Com. of Sup., 9172 (iii).
SPRAYING FRUIT TREES, GOVTL. ACTION: Ques. (Mr.

Martin) 2110 ().
STATISTICS, GENERA L : in Com. of Sup , 823 (iii).

YEAR BooK: in Com. of Sup., 8226 (iii).
STEEL SHELVING, DEPT. oF AGRICULTURE : in COM. of

Sup., 9989 (iii).
SUPERAXNUATIONS IN AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

APPNMTS, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Montague)
3873 (ii).

TOBACCO EXPERIMENTAL STATION, ESTABLISHMENT IN
ESSEX Co.: Ques. (Mr. Cowan) 2486 ().

TUBERCULOSIS EXPENSES : in Comn. Of Sup., W075 (ii).
INSPECTION IN CHICOUTIMI COUNTY, AMOUNT PAID

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron)'5097 (ii).
PREVENTION OF: M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Rod-

dick) 6282 (i).
-- in Com. of Sup., 8344 (iii).

ALASKAN BOUNDARY, AMERICAN RUmOURS re CAN-
ADA'S CONTENTION : M. to adjn. (Mr. Prior)
3846 (i).

CUSTOMS OFFICIALs, DIFICULTIES WITH

MOUNTED POLICE: Remarks (Mr. ilies)
2193 (i).

MODUS VIVENDI : Remr.rks (Sir Charles Tup-
pe-r) 107-1, 1166 (i).

RUMOURD ABRR:tGEMENTS: Renarks (Sir
Charles Turper) 5à35 (i).

PACIFIC CAPLF, ANNOUNCEMENT oF AGREE-

MENT: Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 5386 (ii).

Alaska and Worth-western Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. B. No. 44 (Mr. Gillies) l*, 1165; 20*,
1389 (i).

Alaska-Yukon Ry. Co.'s incorp B. No. 5
(Mr. Loran)1°*, 617 ; 2°*, 933 (i).

ALBA SECTON, I.C.R., NUMBER OF EMPLOYERS: Ques.
(Mr. McLennan, Inverness) 5310 (ii).

Alberta Irrigation Co.'s B. No. 23 (Mr,,
Pouglas) 1°*, 803; 2*, 1113; in Com. and 3°*,

2152 (i). (62-63 Vie., c. 93.)
ALEXANDRIA R EFORMATORY: in COm. of Sup., 7622

(iii).
Algoma Central Ry. Co.'s B. No. 71 (Mr.

Dyment) 1°*, 1949 ; 2°*, 2152 (i); in Com. and
30*, f,879 (ii). (62.63 Vic., c. 50).

ALIEN LABOUR LAW, APPNMT. OF AGENT AT WAL,
LAcEBURG : Remarkb (Mr. Clancy) 5492 (ii).

ALIEN AcT, B.C., COR. wrr B. C. GovERNMNT:
Ques. (Mr. PrîOr) 8220, 8466, 8757 (iii).
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ALIEN ACT, B.O., DISALLOWANCE BY DOM. GOVT.
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 7768 (iii).

LABOUR LAw, ENFORCEMENT: in Com. of Sup.,
5471 (i); 10123 (iii).

ENFORCEMENT AT HAMILTON: Remarks (Mr.
McCleary) 3879 (i).

ENFORCEMENT AT TORONTO, INSTRUCTION TO
AGENT: Ques. (Mr. Clarkx) 3084 (i).

ENFORCEMENT, PAR. IN TORONTO tar: Re-
Marks (Mr. Clarke) 2.07 (i).

LABOURERS AT LAKE BENNETT, ANI) GOVTL.
ACTioN: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1859 (i).

ALLAIRE, J. P. O., ST. BONIFACE, MAN., CLAIM
AGAINST Govr. : Ques. (Mr. LaRière) 1894 (i).

ALLAN S. SERVICE AND GOVT. CONTRACT, NAMES OF

VESSELS SAILING FROM ST. JOHN, 1897-8 : Ques.
(Mr. Poster) 3258 (i).

AMERICAN BANK NOTE COMPANY, DIES, PLATES, &C.,

DUTI)ES COLLECrED, &C. : M. for Ret. (Mr. Foster)
3828 (i).

AM1UNITION, AMOUNT ISSUED TO 7TH BATTALION,
LON>ON : Ques. (Mr. Calvert) 1956 (i).

ANNAPOLIS AND Diany Buoy SERVICE, EXPIRATION

OF MR. MCCARTHY'S CONTRACTr, &c. : Ques. (Mr.
M ills) 4056 (ii).

ANNAPOLIS ANI DIGBY BASIN, REPORTS re BUOYS,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Mills) 4993 (ii).

ANNAPOLIS CO., PORT GEORGE HA RBOUR, PIER, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Milis) 7532 (iii).
POST OFFICE, IRREGULARITIES, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Mills) 8989, 9179 (iii).
PUBLIC BUILDINGs, REPAIES, &C. : Ques. (Mr.

Mills) 2701 (i).
Reiarks (Mr. Afilis) 2410 (i).

ANNUAL DRILL: in Coin. of Sup., 5055, 5414 (ii);
7002 (iii).

ANSE À BEAUFILS, HARBOUR: in Com. of Sup.,
8103 (iii).

ANSE AUX GASCONS, BREAKWATER; in Coi. of Sup.,
8103 (iii).

ANTICOSTI ISLAND, COR. BETWEEN BRITISH GOVT.

AND CAN.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1841 (i).
PUBLIC WORKS INSPECTION TIp, NAME Or

STR., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 2188 (i).
M. for Rep.* (Mr. Bergeron) 2789 (i).
TELEG RA PH LINES : in Com. of Sup., 10072 (iii).

ANTI-JAPANESE LEGISLATION, COR. BEMWEEN B. C.
GOVT. A ND DOM. : Remarks (Mr. Prior) 5206(i).

Motion Dropped (Mr. Prior) 5313 (ii).
INCOMPLETE RETURN: Remarks (Mr. Prior)

5408, 5491 (ii).
- GOVT. POLICY re FOURTEEN STATUTES ALREADY

IN FORCE : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 5859 (i).

ANTLER AND MOOSE MOUNTAIN RY. 00.'8 SUBSIDY:
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916; in Coin., 9467 (iii).

APPEALS FROM RULING OF CHAIRMAN TO SPEAKER IN
COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE HOUSE, STMNT. AND
AUTHORITY: Quoted (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 4553(ii).

APPELLATE COURT, ESTABLISHMENT, &C. : Ques. (Mr.
Prior) 5308 (i).
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APPLES, FRAUDULENT PACKING, PAR. IN ToROro
World: M. to adjn. (Mr. McMillan) 3753 (ii).

APPNMTS. BY LATE GOVT., COMMUNICATION FROM
SEC. 0F STATE FOR COLONIES: M. for Cor. (Sir
Charles Tupper) 2724, 2738 (i).

APPNMTS. BY GOVT., YUKON DISTRICT, SINCE AUG.,.
1896, NAMES, SALARIES, &C. : M. for Stmnt.*
(Mr. Foster) 1876 (i).

MESSRS. WADE, MCGREGOR AND NORWOOD,

DATE OF ARRIVAL AT DAWSON, &C. : Ques. (Sir
Charles H.bbert Tupper) 3081 (i).

SECOND JUDGE, YUKON JUnICIAL DiSTRICT,
&C. :Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 308l (i).

- .SHERIFF, &C., YUKON TERRITORY: Ques. (Sir
Ch aries Hibbert Tupper) 3943, 4268 (ii).

YUKoN TER., CLERK OF COURT, O. Cs., BONI>
CERTIFICATES, &c.: M. for copies* (Sir Charle-
Hibbert Tupper) 3149 (i).

ARBITRATION, DoM. ANI) ONT., COST OF: in Coim. Of
Sup., 8702 (iii).

ARCHIVES: in Com. of Sup., 8224 (iii).
ARCHIVES, CANADIAN: Report Presented (Mr.Fisher).

4061 (ii).
ARICHAT BREAKWATER, N.S., REPAIRS, &C., AMOUNT

ExPENIErD FROM 1891 TO 1896: Ques. (Mr. <aillies)
5485 (ii).

AtMOuRIES, CONSTRUCTION, &C.: in Coin. of Sup.,
9125 (iii).

ARMS, AMMUNITION, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 5466 (ii);
9141 (iii).

ARMY AND NAVY TMPORTATIONS: in Com. of Stip.,
8704 (iii).

Aronsberg, sec " Divorce."
Arnprior, &o., sec " Canada Atlantic."
Arthabaska Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No. 46

(Mr. Lavergne). 1°, 1165; 2°, 1389; in Coin.
and 3 *, 3072 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 51.)

ARTESIAN BORINGS, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup., 7468,
9055 (iii).

ARTILLERY, FORTRESS ARMAMENT: in Coin. of Sup.,
7152 (iii).

ARTS, AGRIULTURE AND STATISTICS: in Com. of

Sup., 8224 (iii).
ASCENSiON DAY: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2790 (i).
ASSENT, see "Bils.

ASHCROFr, B.C., SALE OF Ry. LANDS, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Prior) 1855 (i).

RY. LANDS PURCHASED BY ASHCR-OFT WATER
AND ELECTRIC CO., COR. WITH DOM. GoVT.: M.
for Copies* (Mr. Prior) 2408 (i).

ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATORY, OTTAwA: in COm. Of

of Sup., 9943 (iii).

ATLANTIC FAST SS. SERVICE AND GOVTL. AcTioN:

Remarks (Mr. McNeill) 4710, 5411 (ii).

PETERSON, TATE & CO.'s BOND: Ques. (Mr.
Borden, Halifax) 2481 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Wallace) 1883 (i).
ATLANTIC AND LAKE SUPERIOR RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915; in Com., 9450 (iii).
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Atlantic and North-west Ry. Co.'s B. No.
8 (Mr. Campbell) 1°*, 618; 2°*, 1113; in Com.
and 30*, 2152 (i). (62-63 Vie., c. 52.)

Atlas Loan Co.'s B. No. 30 (Mr. Ingrarn)
1°*, 895; 2°0, 1113 (i); in Coi. and 3°*, 5792 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 94.)

ATLIN DISTRICT, BREWERY LICENSES ISSUED: Ques.
(Mr. McInnes) 5484 (il).

ATWATER AVENUE, REBUILDING WALL: iun COM. of
Sup., 9173 (iii).

AUD. GENERAL'S REPORT: Presented (Mr. Fielding)
ni8 i).

OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 2086, 2269 (i).
REP. PART I: Presented (Mr. Fielding) 1165

(i).
Inquiry for (Sir Charles Tupper) 531, 700 (i).
Inquiry for (Mr. Wallace) 803 (i).

Australasian and Canada Submarine Tel.
Co.'s B. No. 176 (Mr. Mulock) prop>. Res.,
1950, 8348; in Coi. on Res.. 8383; 1°*, 8386;
2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 8475 (iii). (62-63 Vie., o. 3.)
Deb. on Res. (Mr. Mulock) 8348, 8383; (Sir Charle.

Tupper) 8358, 8383; (Mr. Charlton) 8369; (Mr.
Craig) 8370; (Mr. Oler) 8371; (Mr. Bostock)
8372; (Mr. Prior) 8373; (Mr. Casey) 8373; (Mr.
McNeill) 8381; (Mr. Foater).8383; (Mr. Britton)
8383 (iii).

AUTOMOBILE CARts, TORONTO POST OFFICE: in Coin.
of Sup., 9958 (iii).

BABINS' COVE WHARF, ARICHAT, N.S., COST OF CON-
STRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 5486 (i).

BADDECK, EAST BAY, &C., MAIL SUBSIDY: in Coin.
of Sup., 8692 (iii).

N. S., ERECTION OF DRILL SHED: Ques. (Mr.
Bethune) 2111 (i).

BA1E DES CHALEURS RY. CO., AMOUNTS PAID BY
GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 1843 (i).

AGREEMENT. CONTRACT, EXiENSES, &C.: M.
for Cor., &c. * (Mr. Bergeron) 2028 (i).

BAIE DES HONFLEUR WHARF: in Coin. of Sup., 10019
(iii).

BAIE ST. PAUL: in Coin. of Sup., 8104 (iii).
BAIN, HON. THOS., ELECTION AS SPEAKER: M. (Sir

ç Wilfrid Laurier) 9062 (iii).
BALL, MR. W. D., POSTMASTER AT BATH, ONT., Dis-

MISSAL, PAPERS, &C.: M. for Copies (Mr. Wilson)
2390(i).

BALSAM LAKE, REMOVAL OF STONE PILES: Ques. (Mr.
Hughes) 2332 (1).

BANFF SPRING, ROADS AND BRIDGES : in Com). of Sup.,
7530 (iii).

Bank Act Amt. B. No. 127 (Mr. Fielding)
10, 3497; 2°* and in Com., 3763; 3°*, 3985 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 14.)

Bank of NoQva Scotia Authorization B.
No. 53 (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 1°, 1352; 2*,
1585 (i); wthdn., 6047 (il).

Banque du Peuple B. No. 6 (Mr. Préfontaine)
1°*, 618; 2*, 934: on Order for Coin., 3003; in
Com., 3298 (i); 3° n., 3485 (ii); Sen. Amts., 7577
(iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 123.)

BARNETT, C., ALLOWANCE: in Com. of Sup., 10137
(iii).

BATE & CO.'8 CONTRACT re YUKON SUPPLIES : in Com.
of Sup., 6339 (ii); 7036, 7124 (iii).

BATH PO-TMASTER, DISMISSAL : Inquiry for Ret. (Mr.
Wilson) 3877 (i).

BATISCAN POST OFFICE, CHARGES AGAINST POST-
MASTER, REP. OF INSPECTOR, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Marcotte) 1966, 2320 (i).

-__SALARY OF POSTMISTRESS: Ques. (Mr. Mar-
cotte, 1970 (i).

OSTuCTIoNs TO NAVIGATION, PETS. re: Ques.
(Mr. Marcotte) 3552 (ii).

BAUER, MR., Dom. LAND SURVEYOR re EXAMINATION
PAPERS: Remarks (Mr. Sifton) 4713 (i).

Remarks (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4061,
4313, 4713, 4898 (i).

BAY OF QUINTE RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.
Blair) 8915; in Com., 9489, 9551 (iii).

BEAR RIVER, REMOVAL OF OLD PIERS: in Com. of
Sup., 10161 (iii).

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL: in Com. of Sup., conc., 10120
(iii).

DAMAGE TO FARM LANDS BY OVERFLOW:
Remlarks (Mr. Bergeron) 4859 (ii).

DISMISSALS: M. to Coin. of Sup). (Mr. Ber-
geron) 5411 (ii).

- LoCK LABOURERS, APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 3267 ().

STEEL BRIDGE, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 7450 (iii).
WATER POWER, IMPROVEMENTS, &C.: Que8.

(Mr. Bergeron) 1883 (i).
BEAUMONT, WM., CLAIMS FOR DISTRIBUTING MAIL AT

MAPLE BAY PRIOR TO CONFEDERATION: Ques.
(Mr. fcInnes) 3820 (ii).

Bedlington and Nelson Ry. Co.'s B. No.
107 (Mr. Bostock) 1°, 2529; 2°*, 2650 (i); in
Com. and 3°*, 3996 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 53.)

BEET ROOT SUGAR, BOUNTY FOR MANUFACTURE, &C.
prop. Res. (Mr. Sproule) 4823 (i).

BEHRING SEA AR13ITRATION: in Con. of SuP., 5180
(i).

COST TO GOVT., &C.: Ques. (Mr. McIsaac)
2186 (i).

Belleville Prince Edward Bridge Co.'s
Incorp. B. No. 162 (Mr. Hurley). M. to
introduce, 5384; 1°*, 5945; 2°*, 6338; in Com.,
7479; 3°*, 7480 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 95).

BELLEVILLE PRINCE EDWARD BRIDGE Co.'s BILL: M.
to extend Time for receiving Pet. (Mr. Hurley)
5384 (ii).

BELLE RIvER, P.E.I., SEIZURE OF FISH TRAPS, &C.
M. for Cor.* (Mr. Martin) 2787 (i).

BELLEY RvER BRIDGE, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,
10070 (iii).

BEIEIL PUBLIC WORKS, TOTAL COST, &C.: Queà.
(Mr. Monk) 3827 (i).

"BENCR" AND "CREEK " CLAIMS, YUKON DISTRICT,
DISPUTES PENIUNG, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Hughes)
3077 (i).
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BENEFIT AssocIATIoNs, INSURANCE AND AssEss-
MENTS: Remarks (Mr. Montague) 1353 (i).

Benevolent Societies Incorp. B. No. 87
(Mr. Fielding) 10, 2109 (i); wthdn., 3748 (ii).

BENNET HOSPITAL, YUKoN DISTRICT, MATRON AND
MEDICAL SUPT., NAMES, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Davin)
1979 (i).

BEitNIER, MR. N., DISMISSAL: in Com. of Sup., conc.,
10204 (iii).

BERTHIER POST OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 7619 (iii).
- PUBLIC BUILDING, PURCHASE OF SITE, &C.,

POSTMASTER'SISALA RY, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)
1893, 2702, 2703 (i).

BETHUNE, MR. C. J. R., PROFESSIONAL SERVICES:
in Coin. of Sup., 5471 (ii).

BIGGAR, J. L., APPNMT. BY GOVT., QUALIFICATIONS,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Ross-Robertson) 3549 (ii).

BILODEAU, MR. JOB, POSTMASTER AT CHAMBORD,
DISMISsAL, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1962 (i).

BILODEAU, Mi. L. P., EMPLYMT. BY GOvT.: (Mr.
Casgrain) 3336 (ii).

BILLS, ROYAL ASSENT, COM. FROM GOV. GEN'S. SEC.
Notification (Mr. Speaker) 6928 (iii).

BILL (No. 1) Respecting the Administration of Oaths
of Office.-(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)

1°*, 4; pro formd.

BILL (No. 2) To anend' the Criminai Code, 1892, so
as to inake more effectual provision for the puna
ishmnent of Seduction and Abduction.-(Mr.
Charlton.)

1°*, 421; 2°nm., 1898; in Coi., 2525; 30rn., 2911;
agreed to (Y. 68 ; N. 29) 2930 (i.)

BILL (No. 3) Respecting the Canada Accident Assur-
ance Company.--(Mr. Monk.)

10*, 617 ; 2°*, 933(i); in Coi. and 3°*, 5042(ii). (62-
63 Vie., c. 98.)

BILL (No. 4) To incorporate the Canada Plate Glass
Assurance Coimipany.-(Mr. Monk.)

1°*, 617; 2°*, 933 (i); in Com., 5042; 3°*, 5249 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 102.)

BILL (No. 5) To incorporate the Alaska-Yukon Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Logan.)

1°*, 617; 2°*, 933 (i).

BILL (No. 6) Respecting La Banque du Peuple.-(Mr.
Préfontaine.)

1°*, 618; 2°*, 934; on Order for Com., 3003; in
Con., 3298 (i); 3°m., 3485 (ii); Sen. Amts., 7577
(iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 123.)

BILL (No. 7) To incorporate the Yale-Kootenay Tele-
graph Company.-(Mr. Bostock.)

10*, 618; 2°*, 934; in Com. and 3°, 3003 (i); Sen.
Aits., 8822 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 131.)

BILL (No. 8) Respecting the Atlantic and North-west
Railway Company.-(Mr. MacPherson.)

10*, 618; 2°*, 1113; in Com. and 3°*, 2152 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 52.)

BILL (No. 9) Respecting the Calvin Company (Lir.
ited).-Mr. Britton.)

1°*, 618; 2°*, 934; wthdn., 2897 (i).
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BILL (No. 10) Respecting the Nisbet Academy of
Prince Albert.-(Mr. Davis.)

10*, 618; 2°*, 934 (i); in Com., 3842; 3°*, 3996 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 119.)

BILL (No. 11) To confer on the Commissioner of
Patents certain powers for the relief of Thomas
Robertson. -(Mr. Ross Bobertson.)

1°*, 618 ; 2°*, 934 ; in Com. and 3*, 2644 (i). (62-
63 Vic.,.c. 127.)

BILL (No. 12) To confer on the Commissioner of Pat-
ents certain powers for the relief of George L.
Willians.-(Mr. McCarthy.)

1°*, 618; 2*, 934; in Coin. and 3'*, 3003 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 130.)

BILL (No. 13) Respecting the Home Life Association
of Canada.-(Mr. Cou-an.)

10*, 618; 2°*, 934; in Com. and 3°*, 2698 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 114.)

BILL (No. 14) Respectine the Quebec Steamship Com-
pany.-(Mr. Malouin.)

1°*, 618; 2>*, 934; in Coin. and 3*, 2697 (i). (62-
63 Vie., c. 125.)

BILL (No. 15) To regulate the trade in grain in Mani-
toba and the North-west Territories.-(Mr.
Douglas.)

10*, 618 ; 2°, 1901 (i).
BILL (No. 16) Respecting joint securities for seed

grain indebtedness, Manitoba and the North-west
Territories.-(Mr. Douglas.)

1°*, 618; wthdn., 9893 (iii).
BILL (No. 17) Respecting the Ottawa and Gatineau

Railway Con pany.-(iMr. Chamaîiipagne.)
1o*, 700; 2°*, 934; in Coni. and 3°*, 2524 (i). (62-

63 Vic., c. 83.)
BILL (No. 18) Respecting the Ottawa Electric Rail-

way Company.-(Mr. Belcourt.)
1°*, 100; 2°*, 934; in Coin., 2150; .M. to ref. to

Sel. Com., 2284 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 3842 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 82.)

BILL (No. 19) To amend the Act respecting certain
works constructed in or over navigable waters.-

(Mr. Britt on.)
1°, 700; 2°, 1862; in Com., 1896; 3°*, 2153 (i). (62-

63 Vic., c. 32.)
BILL (No. 20) To incorporate the Zenith Mining and

Railway Company. -(Mr. Pourçire.
1°*, 803; 2¢*, 1113(i); in Com., and *, 7577 (iii).

(62-63 Vie., c. 92.)
BILL (No. 21) Respecting the Cariadian Railway Ac-

cident Insurance Company.-(Mr. Belcourt.)
1°*, 803; 2°*, 1113; in Coin. and 3°*, 2697 (i). (62-

63 Vic., c. 106.)
BILL (No. 22) To incorporate the Ontario and Quebec

Bridge Company. -(Mr. Belcourt.)
1°*, 803; 20*, 1113 (i.)

BILL (No. 23) Respecting the Alberta Irrigation
Company, and to change its name to "The Can-
adian North-west Irrigation . Company."-(Mr.
Douglas.)

1°*, 803; 2°*, 1113; in Com. and 3°-, 2152 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 93.)
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BILL (No. 24) Concerning drainage on and across the
property of ]Railway C(ompanes.-(Mr. Casey.)

1°*, 803; 2°*, 1917 ; M. for Sel. Coin., 2153, 2930,
2949 (i); ref. to Sel. Coum., 3849 (ii.)

BILL (No. 25) To confiri an agreement between the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company and the Hull
Electrie Company. -(Mr. Poupore.)

1°*, 895; 2°*, 1113; in Com. and 3°*, 2320 (i). (62-
63 Vie., c. 59.)

BILL (No. 26) Respecting the Columbia and Western
Railway Company.--(Mr. Costigyn.)

10*, 895; 2°*, 1389; in Coin., 2645; 3'm., 2934;
agreed to (Y. 61 ; N. 14) 2949 (i). (62-63 Vic., e.
63.)

BILL (No. 27) Respecting the Richelieu and Ontario
Navigation Company.-(Mr. Préfontaine.)

1°*, 895; 2 *, 1113; in Coum. and 3*, 3003 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 126.)

BILL (No. 28) Respecting the British Columbia and
Southern Railway Company.--(Mr. Prior.)

1*, 895 ; 2*, 1113: in Com. and 3 *, 2644 (i). (62-!
63 Vie., c. 55.)

BILL (No. 29) To incorporate " Le Chemin de fer de
Colonisation du Nord."-(Mr. Boura.sa.)

1°, 895; 2", 1389 ; in Coin. and °*, 307i' (i). (62-;
63 Vic., c. 62.)

BILL (No. 30) Respecting the Atlas Loan Company.
-(Mr. Ingraem.)

1°*, 895; 2°*, 1113 (i); in Coin. and 3°*, 5792 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 94.)

BILL (No. 31) To anend the Winding-Up Act.-(Mr.
Fortin.)

1*0, 895; 20m., 1867 (i), 4314; in Coin., 4314; 30*,
4859 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 42.)

BILL (No. 32) To anend the Act respecting the sale
of railway passenger tickets.~--(Mr. Beattie.)

1°, 895; 2° in., 1875 (i) ; 2 *, in Coin. and 3°*, 4323
(ii); Sen. Aits., 9461 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 38.)

BILL (No. 33) Respecting the Nipissing and James
Bay Railway C mupany.-(Mr. Bertrm.)

10*, 974; 2°*, 1389 (i); in Coin. and 3°*, 3842 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., e. 78.)

BILL (No. 34) Respecting the Pontiae Pacific Junction
Railway Company.--(Mr. Puupore.)

10*, 974 ; 2°*, 1389; in Coin. and 3°*, 2152 (i). (62-63
Vie., c. 84.)

BILL (No. 35) To incorporate the Edmonton and
Slave Lake Railway Conpany.-(Mr. Poupore.)

1o*, 974; 2°*, 1389; in Coin. and 3°*, 3072 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 66.)

BILL (No. 36) To amend the Criminal Code.-(Mr.
Britton.)

1°*, 974 ; 2°m., 2160, 2527 (i).
BILL (No. 37) To amend the Naturalization Act.-

(Mr. McInnes.)
10*, 974 ; 20m., 2176, 2527 (i).

BILL (No. 38) Respecting the attachment of salaries
of public officers and employees of the Govern-
ment.-(Mr. Richardson.)

1°*, 974 ; 2°m., 1923 .(i); 2°, 5374, in Coin., 5898(ii).

BILL (No. 39) To provide for the issuing of railway
passes to iembers of the Senate and House of
Comnrons.-(Mr. Botock.)

1°*, 1073; 2° m., 2195 (i).
BILL (No. 40) To anend the Criminal Code, 1892,

with respect to Conibinations in Restraint of
Trade.-(Mr. Sproule.)

1°*, 1073; 2', 1936 (i); in Coni. and 3*, 4859 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 46.)

BiLL (No. 41) In further amenduient of the Trade
Mark and Design Act.-(Mr. Bertrau.)

1°* 1073; 2, 1947 (i) ; in Com. and 3', 3849 (i).
BILL (No. 42) Respecting the Portage du Fort and

Bristol Branch Railway Conpany.-(Mr. Pou-
pore.)

l'*, 1165; 2°*, 1389 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 4857 (ii).
BILL (No. 43) Respecting the Canada Southern Rail-

way Company.-(Mr. Ingram.)
1i*, 1165; l*, 1389; in Coni. and 3°*, 2152 (i). (62-

63 Vic., c. 56.)
BILL (No. 44) To incorporate the Alaska and North-

western Railway Comîpany.-(Mr. Gillies.)
1-*, 1165; 20*, 1389 (i).

BILt (No. 45) To incorporate the St. Clair and Erie
Ship Canal Conpany.-(.Mr. Tisdale.)

1°*, 1165 2°*, 1389; in Com. and 3°*, 3003 (i). (62-
63 Vie., c. 128.)

BILL (No. 46) To incorporate the Arthabaska Rail-
way Company.--(Mr. Lurergn3.)

1i;*, 1165;*,1389; in com. and 3°* 3072 (i). (62
63 Vic., c. 51.)

BILL (No. 47) Respecting the Brandon and South-
western Railway Company.-(Mr. Morrison.)

1°, 1165 ; 2°*, 1389 ; in Com. and 3°*, 2290 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 54.)

BILL (No. 48) To impose certain restrictions on
Inunîigration.-(Mr. McInncs.)

l1*, 1165 (i).
BILIL (No. 49) To anend the Chinese Immigration

Act.-(Mr. Maxwell.)
1°*, 116.5 (i) ; 2° ni., 4323 (ii).

BILL (No. 50) To amend the Civil Service Act.-(Mr.
Monk.)

1°, 1264; 20m., 2201; Amt. (Sir Wlfrid Laurier)
6 n. h. agreed to (Y. 64 ; N. 39) 2245 (i).

BILL (No. 51) To incorporate the Canadian Inland
Transportation Conpany.--(Mr. Richardson).

1°*, 1352; 2°, 1585 (i); in Coin. and 3°*, 3189 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 104.)

BILL (No. 52) To incorporate the Canadian Yukon
Railway Corpany.-(Mr. Morrison.)

1°*, 1352; 2°*, 1862 (i.)

BILL (No. 53) To authorize the Bank of Nova Scotia
to issue sterling notes for circulation in the Island
of Jamaica.-(Mr. Borden, Halifax.)

1°*, 1352; 2°*, 1585(i); wthdn., 6047 (ii).
BILL (No. 54) Respecting the Eastern Trust Con-

pany.-(Mr. Borden, Halifax.)
1°*, 1352; 2°*, 1585 (i); in Com. and 30*, 3489 (ii).

(62-63 Vic., c. 110.)
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BILL (No. 55) Further to amend the General Inspec-
tion Act.-(Mr. Penny )

1°a, 1352 (i); 2°, 3871; wthdn., 5360 (ii).
BILL (No. 56) To define the size of small fruit pack-

ages.-(Mr. Penny.)
10*, 1352; on Order for 2°, 3316(i); 2°, 3872; wthdn.,

5360 (i).

BI LL (No. 57) Respecting the British Yukon Mining,
Trading and Transportation Company, and to
change its name to the British Yukon Railway
Company.-(Mr. Fraser, Guysborough.)

1°*, 1431 ; 2°*, 1862 (ii).

BILL (No. 58) Respecting the Central Counties Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. Edwards.)

1°*, 1540; T*, 1862; in Com. and 3*, 3072 (i).
(62-63 Vie., c. 60.)

BILL (No. 59) To incorporate the Russell, Dundas and
Grenville Counities Railway Company.-(Mr.
Eduards.)

1°*, 1540 ; 2°*, 1862 ; in Com. and 3"*, 3072 (i).
(62-613 Vic., c. 87.)

BILL (No. 60) To authorize the anialgamation of the
Erie and Huron Railway Company and the Lake
Erie and Detroit River Railway
(Mr. McGiregor.)

1°*, 1540; 2j*, 1862 (i) ; in Coi. and
(62-63 Vic., c. 67.)

BILL (No. 61) Respecting the Canadian
way Company.--(Mr. (ibson.)

1*, 1753 ; 20*, 1955 (i) ; in Coi. and
(62-63 Vie., c. 58.)

Company.-

30*, 3492 (i).

Pacific Rail-

30*, 4189 (ii).

BILL (No. 62) Respecting the Canada Life Assurance
Company.--(Mr. Gibson.)

1°*, 1753 ; 2°*, 1955 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 3689 (i).
(62-.63 Vie., c. 99.)

BILL (No. 63) To anend the Act respecting the Civil
Service of Canada.-(Mr. McMudlen.)

1°*, 1753; 2°m., 3316 (i).

BILL (No. 64) In aniendnent of the Yukon Territory
Act.-(Mr. McInnes.)

1°*, 1813 (i).

BILL (No. 65) To incorporate the Restigouche Boom
Conpany.-(Mr. McAlister.)

IC*, 1949; on Order, 2152, 2524, 2648; 2°*, 2698 (i);
ref. back to Sel. Com., 6824 (ii); wthdn., 8989
(iii).

BILL (No. 66) Respecting the Lindsay, Bobeaygeon and
Pontypool Railway Company.-(Mr. McHugh.)

1°*, 1949 ; 2°*, 2290 ; in Com. and 3°*, 3072 (i).
(62-63 Vie., c. 73.)

BILL (No. 67) Respecting the Welland Power and
Supply Canal Conpany (Limited).-(Mr. Gibson.)

1°*, 1949; 2'*, 2290 ; in Coni. and 3°*, 3003 (i).
(22-63 Vie., c. 129.)

BILL (No. 68) Respecting the London Mutual Fire
Insurance Company of Canada.-(Mr. Calvert.)

10*, 1949 ; 2°*, 2152 (i) ; in Com. and 3°, 4189 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 118.)

xi

BILL (No. 69) To incorporate the Niagara, St. Cath-
arines and Toronto Railway Company.-(Mr.
CJalrert.)

1°. 1949; 2 *, 2152 (i); M. for Coi., 5042, 5250;
in Con., 5262, 5351; 3°, 5535 (ii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 77.)

BILL (No. 70) Respecting the Bronsons and Veston
Lumber Company, and to change its naine to the
Bronson Company.-(Mr. Belcourt.)

10*, 1949; 2;*, 2152; in Coin. and 3°*, 303 (i);
Sen. Ants., 7577 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 96.)

BILL (No. 71) To incorporate the Algoma Central
Railway Coinpauy.-(Mr. Dyment.)

10*, 1949; 2°*, 2152 (i) ; in Coi. and 3,,*, 6879 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 50.)

BILL (No. 72) Respecting Railways.-(Mr. Davin.)
10, 1952 (i).

BILL (No. 73) Respecting the James Bay Railway
Company,--(Mr. Hughes.)

1°*, 2029; 2°*, 2290 (i) ; in Coni., and 3°*, 3842 (i).
(62-63 Vie., c. 71.)

BILL (No. 74) Respecting the Huron and Erie Loan
and Savings Company. -(Mr. Beattie.)

1°*, 2029; 2°*, 2290 (i); in Coi., 4302; 4846; 3'*,
4846 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 115.)

BILL (No. 75) To incorporate the Canada Permanent
and Western Canada Mortgage Corporation.-
(Mr. Osler.)

10*, 2029 ; 2°*, 2320 (i) ; in Com., 4302, 4846 ; 3°*,
4846 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 101.)

BILL (No. 76) Respecting the Dominion of Canada
Guarantee and Accident Insurance Company.-

(Mr. Osier.)
1°, 2029 ; 2'*, 2290 (i); in Com., and 3 *, 4302 (ii).

(62-63 Vic., c. 108.)
BILL (No. 77) Respecting the Canadian Power Com-

pany, and to change its name to the Ontario
Power Company of Niagara Falls-(Mr.Bertram.)

1°*, 2029; 2°*, 2290; in Coni., and 30*, 3996 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 105.)

BILL (No. 78) Respecting the Hamilton Powder Com-
paniy.-(Mr. Penny.)

10*, 2029; 2°*, 2290 (i); in Com., and 3°*, 3489 ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 138.)

BILL (No. 79) To amend the Mounted Police Pensions
Act, 1887.-(Mr. Davin.)

1° l'., 2029 (ii).

BILL (No. 80) Further to amend the Criminal Code.-
(Mr. Ethier.)

1° r., 2032 (i).
BILL (No. 81) To amend the Dominion Elections Act,

by providing for the use of Macdonald voting
machines.--(Mr. Britton.)

1°, 2035 (i).
BILL (No. 82) To determine the length of the working

day for workmen and labourers.-(Mr. Beattie.)
10*, 2036 (i).

BILL (No. 83) Respecting the Northern Pacific and
Manitoba Railway Company.-(Mr. Rntherford.)

10*, 2107; 2°*, 2524 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 3489 (i).
(62-63 Vie., c. 79.)
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BILL (No. 84) Respecting the Quebec, Montmorency
and Charlevoix Railway Company, and to change
its name to "The Quebec Railway, Light and
Power Company.-(Mr. Carroli.)

1°, 2108 ; 20*, 2524 (i) ; in Com., 5041, 5249 ; 3°*,
5250 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 85.)

BILL (No. 85) Further to amend the Railway Act.-
(Mr. Blair.)

1°, 2108 (i) ; 2. and ref. to Sel. Com., 3503 (ii) ; in
Com., 9731 ; 3°*. 9749 (iii). (62-63 Vi., c. 37.)

BILL (No. 86) To further amend the Insurance Act.-
(Mr. Fielding.)

1°, 2108 (i) ; 2-, and ref. to Sel. Coin., 3504; in
Coni., 6391 (ii) ; 7ii: 3°*, 7001 (iii). (62-63
Vie., C. 13.)

BILL (No. 87) Respecting the Incorporation of Benee
volent Societies.-(Mr. Filding.)

1°, 2109 (i) ; wthdn., 3748 (ii).
BILL (No. 88, froin the Senate) For the relief .f

David Stock.-(Mr. Mc Carth y.)
1°*, 2604; 2*, 2698 (i); in Com., 3489; 3°*, 3491

(ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 134.)

BILL (No. 89) Relating to the Canada Life Assurance
Conpany.-(Mr. Wood.)

1°*, 2182 ; 2 *, 2320 (i) ; wthdn., 4477 (ii,.

BILL (No. 90) Respecting the Great North-west
Central Railway Company.- (Mr. Macpherson.)

1°*, 2182 ; 2°*, 2320 (i) ; 30 -. , 4189, 4524, 4771;
agreed to (Y. 51 ; N. 21) 4786 (ii). (62-63 Vie.,
c. 69.)

BILL (No. 91) To' amend and consolidate the Acts
relating to the Harbour Commissioners of
Quebec. -- (Mr. Fitzpatrick.)

1°*, 2182 (i) ; 20 ., 3914 ; in Com., 3915; 30 m.,
3985 ; agreed to (Y. 80 ; N. 40) 3990 ; 3°*,
3990 ; Sen. Amts., 6100 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 34.)

BILL (No. 92) Respecting the Saskatchewan Railway
and Mining Conpany.-(Mr. Landerkin.)

1°*, 2246; 2°*, 2524 (i) ; in Com. and 3*, 3996 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 89.)

BILL (No. 93) To incorporate the Edmonton and
Saskatchewan Railway Company.-(Mr. Oliver.)

10*, 2246 ; 2'*, 2524 (i); in Com., 4302, 4847; 3*,

4857 (i). (62-63 Vie., c. 65.)
BILL (No. 94) Respecting the Yukon Mining, Trading

and Transportation Company (Foreign).-(Mr.
Morrison.)

lO*, 2246; 2°*, 2525 (i).

BILL (No. 95) Respecting the Lindsay, Haliburton
and Mattawa Railway Company.-(Mr. Hughe8.)

1°*, 2246 ; 2°*, 2525 (i); in Com., and 3°, 3489 (ii).
(62-63 Vie.. c. 74.)

BILL (No. 96) Respecting the Buffalo and Fort Erie
Bridge Company.-(Mr. McCleary.)

1°*, 2247 ; 2°*, 2525 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 3489 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 97.)

BILL (No. 97) In further amendment of the Railway
.Act.-(Mr. Cowan.)

1°*, 2247 (i).

BILL (No. 98) Respecting the Cobourg, Northumber.
land and Pacific Railway Company.-(Mr.
Guillet.)

1°*, 2318; 2°*, 2650; in Com. and 3°*, 3072 (i). (62-
63 Vie., c. 61.)

BILL (No. 99) To incorporate the Canadian Mutual
Benefit Advertising Company (Linited).-(Mr.
McAlister.)

10*, 2318; 2°*, 2525 (i).
BILL (No. 100) Respecting the Guarantee and Pension

Fund Society of the Dominion Bank, and to
change its name to the Pension Fund Society of
the Dominion Bank.-(Mr. Bertram.)

1°, 2409; 2°*, 2650 (i); in Com. and 30*, 4302 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 112.)

BILL (No. 101) To incorporate the Glenora Railway
Company.--(Mr. Morrison.)

10*, 2409; 2°*, 2650 (i).
BILL (No. 102) To incorporate the Yukon Pacific

Railway Company.-(Mr. Morrison.)
1°I*, 2409;• 2 *,2650 (i).

BILL (No. 103) To incorporate the Klondike Mines
Railway Company.-(Mr. Maxcell)

1°*, 2409; 2°*, 2698 (i); in Coi. and 3°*, 3996 (ii).
(62 63 Vic., c. 72.)

BILL (No. 104) Respecting the Dominion Permanent
Loan Company.-(Mr. Clarke.)

10*, 2409; 2°*, 2525 (i); in Coin., 6868; 3°, 6878
(iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 109.)

BILL (No. 105, from the Senate) For the Preservation
of Health on Public Works.-(Sir Wilfrid
Laurier.)

1°*, 2604 (i); 20, 7645; in Com., 7667; 3*, 7675 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 30.)

BILL (No. 106) To incorporate the Canadian Birkbeck
Investment and Savings Company.-(Mr. Ber-
tram.)

1°*, 2529; 2°*, 2698 (i): in Com. and 3°*, 6326 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 103.)

BILrL (No. 107) Respecting the Bedlington and Nelson
Railway Company.-(Mr. Bostock.)

10*, 2529; 2°*, 2650 (i) ; in Coin. and 30*, 3996 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 53.)

BILL (No. 108) Respecting the Roman Catholic Epis-
copal Corporation of Pontiac, and to change its
name to The Roman Catholic Episcopal Corpora-
tion of Pembroke.-(Mr. Poupore.)

1°*, 2529; 2°*, 2698 (i); in Coni. and 3°*, 3491 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 124.)

BTLL (No. 109) To further amend the Canada Tem-
perance Act. -.(Mr. Flint.)

1°, 2604 (i).

BILL (No. 110) Respecting the Hudson's Bay and
Yukon Railways and Navigation Company.-
(Mr. Oliver.)

1°*, 2696; 2°*, 3003 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 4857 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 70.)

BILL (No. 111) In further amendment of the Criminal
Code, 1892.-(Mr. MoInnes.)

10*, 2696 (i).

xcii
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BILL (No. 112) Respecting the Montreal Island Belt
Line Railway Company.-(Mr. Lernieux.)

10*, 2789; 2°*, 3004 (i); on order for Com., 5897;
M. to ref. back to Sel. Com., 6091; in Com.,
6327, 6404; 3*, 6405 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 76.)

BILL (No. 113) To incorporate the Canada Mining
and Metallurgical Company (Limited). -(Mr.
Haley.)

10*, 2790; 2°*, 3004 (i); in Com. and 30*, 5792 (ii).
(62-63 Vie. c. 100.)

BILL (No. 114) To amend the Act respecting Joint
Stock Companies.-(Mr. Britton.)

10*, 2790 (i).
BILL (No. 115) To incorporate the Sudbury and Wah-

napitae Railway Company.-(Mr. Dyiment.)
1°*, 2897; 2°*, 3004 (i); in Coni. and 3°*, 4857 (ii).

(62-63 Vic., c. 90.)
BILL (No. 116) To anend the Criminal Code, 1892,

with respect to cruelty to animals.-(Mr. Penny.)
10*, 2963 (i).

BILL (No. 117) To incorporate the Ottawa Suburban
Railway Corpany-(.Mr. Morrison.)

10*, 2966 (i) ; 2°*, 3492 (i).
BILL (No. 118) Respecting the Great Northern Rail-

way Company, and to change its name to the
Great Northern Railway Company of Canada. -
(Mr. Savard.)

10*, 2966 (i); 2°*, 3492 (ii) ; in Com., 6970; 3°*,
6972 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 68.)

BILL (No. 119) Respecting the Red Deer Valley Rail-
way and Coal Company.-(Mr. Frost.)

1°*, 2966 (i); 2°*, 3492; in Coin. and 3°*, 4189 (i).
(62-63 Vic., c. 86.)

BILL (No. 120) To incorporate the Rutland and Noyan
Railway Company.- (Mr. Brodeur.)

10*, 3149 (i); 2°*, 3492; in Coi. and 3°*, 3996 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 88.)

BILL (No. 121) Respecting the Ontario and Rainy
River Railway Company.-(Mr. Dyment.)

1°*, 3150 (i); 20*, 3492; in Com., 4302; 3°*, 4524
(ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 80.)

BILL (No. 122) In further amendment of the Weights
and Measures Act.-(Mr. McMillan.)

10, 3254 (i).

BILL (No. 123) Further to amend "The Adulteration
Act. "-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière.)

10*, 3334; 2°*, and in Com., 3990, 3996; 30*, 3997
(ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 26.)

BILL (No. 124) To amend "The Inland Revenue
Act. "-(Sir Henri Joly (le Lotbinière.)

1°*, 3334; 2°*, and in Com., 3759. 3881; 30*, 3884
(ii). (62-63 Vic., e. 24.)

BILL (No. 125) To amend the Act respecting canned
goods.-(Mr. Ellis.)

10*, 3334 (ii).

BILL (No. 126) Respecting representation in the
House of Commons.-(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)

10 in., 3442, 3492; 2° m., 5207, 5262, 6464, 6596,6606;
agreed to (Y. 77 ; N. 41) 6722 ; in Com., 6758
(ii), 6904, 6940, 6972 ; 30*, 7000 (iii).

xcii

BILL (No. 127) To amend "The Bank Act."-Mr.
Fielding.)

1°, 3497; 2°*, and in Com., 3763; 3*, 3985 (i). (62-
63 Vie., c. 14.)

BILL- (No. 128) Further to amend the Weights and
Measures Act.-(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière.)

1°, 3544; 2°, and in Com., 3885 (ii); 9883; 3°*, 9893
(iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 28.)

BILL (No. 129) Respecting "The General Trust Cor-
poration of Canada. "-(Mr. McMullen.)

1°*, 3646; 2°*, 3844; in Com. and 3°*, 5792 (ii). (62-
63 Vic., c. 111.)

BILL (No. 130) Respecting the "The London and
Canadian Loan and Agency Company (Limited).
-- (Mr. Bain.)

10*, 3647 ;2°*, 5358 ;in Com. and 3°*, 6327 (ii). (62-
63 Vic., c. 117.)

BILL (No. 131) Respecting the inspection of petroleuin
and naphtha.--(Sir Henri Jol? de Lotbinière.)

Prop. Res., 3647J; 1, 3749; 2°* and in Coi., 3884;
30*, 3990 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 27.)

BILL (No. 132) To amend "The General Inspection
Act. "-(Sir Henri Toly de Lotbinière.)

10, 3751; wthdn., 5098 (ii).
BILL (No. 133) To authorize the acquisition by the

Dominion of the Drummond County Railway.-
(Mr. Blair.)

Prop. Res., 1949, 2792; in Com. on Res., 2843 (i),
3345, 3379, 3560, 3689 ; 1°, 3765 ; 2° n., 3907,
4152; in Com., 4165, 4733 ; 3° m., 4899 ; agreed
to (Y. .1 ; N. 40) 4966 (ài); Sen. Amts., 9726
(iii). (62-63 Vic., e. 6.)

BILL (No. 134) To amend the Temperance Act, 1864.
-(Mr. Cowan.)

1°, 3874 (ii).
BILL (No. 135) In further amendment of the Militia

Act.-(Mr. Domville.)
1°, 4055 (ii).

BILL (No. 136, from the Senate) For the relief of
Annie Inkson Dowding.-(Mr. Clarke.)

1°*, 4147 ; 2°*, 5359 ; in Com. and 3°*, 5792 (ii). (62-
63 Vic., c. 133.)

BILL (No. 137) Further to amend the Act respecting
the Protection of Navigable Waters.--(Sir Louis
Davies.)

1°, 4150; 2°, 6118; in Coin. and 3°*, 6119 (ii); Sen.
Aints., 9597 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 31.)

BILL (No. 138) To confirm an agreement entered into
by Her Majesty with the Grand Trunk Railway
Company of Canada for the purpose of securing
the extension of the Intercolonial Railwaysystem
to the oity of Montreal.-(Mr. Blair.)

Prop. Res., 3946 ; in Com. on Res., 4062; 1°, 4170,
20, 4171; in Coin., 4353, 4554 ; 30 m., 4966 (ii);
Sen. Amts., 9702 (iii) (62-63 Vie,. c. 5.)

BILL (No. 139) Respecting the Nova Seotia Steel
Company '(Limited).-(Mr. Fraser, Guys.
borougb.)

10*, 4259 ; 2°*, 5359 ; in Com. and 30*, 6606 (ii). (62-
63 Vie., c. 121.)
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BILL (No. 140) Respecting the Canadian Railway
Fire Insurance Company, and to change its name
to the Dominion Fire Insurance Company.-{(Mr.
Belcourt.)

10*, 4259; 2°*, 5359; in Com. and 30*, 6879 (i). (62-
63 Vic., c. 107.)

BILL (No. 141) To confer on the Commissioner of
Patents certain powers for the relief of the Pen-
berthy Injector Company.-(Mr. McGregor.)

1°*, 4340; 2°*, 5359 (ii) ; in Com., 6878; 30*, 6879
(iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 122.)

BILL (No. 142) In further amendment of the Do-
minion Elections Act.-(Mr. Ingram.)

10, 4341 (iii).
BILL (No. 143) To amend the Weights and Measures

Act as respects the sale of Fish.-(Mr. Ganong.)
10, 4477 (ii).

BILL (No. 144, from the Senate) For the relief of
Abrahan Aronsberg.-(Mr. Landerkin.)

10*, 4730; 20*, 5359 (ii); in Coin., 7480, 7575; 30*,
7809 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 132.)

BILL (No. 145) To amalgamate the Ottawa, Arnprior
and Parry Sound Railway Company and the
Canada Atlantic Railway Company under the
nane of the Canada Atlantic Railway Company.
-(Mr. Belcourt.)

1°*, 4804; 2°*, 5359 (ii); in Com. and 3°*, 7577 (iii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 81.)

BILL (No. 146) Further to amend the Act respecting
the Department of the Geological Survey.-(Mr.
Bift on.)

1°, 4891; 2° and in Com., 6396; 3°, 6459 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 21.)

BILL (No. 147) Further to amend the Act respecting
the Departnient of the Interior.-(Mr. Sifton.)

1°, 4892; 2° and in Com., 6397; 3°*, 6459 (i). (62.
63 Vie., c. 15.)

BILL (No. 148) Further to amend the Dominion
Lands Act.-(Mr. Sifton.)

1°, 4894; 2' and in Com., 6400, 6405; 3°, 6459 (i).
(62-63 Vie., c. 16.)

BILL (No. 149) Further to amend the Land Titles
Act, 1894.- (Mr. Sifton.)

1°, 4895; 2° and in Com., 6442; 3°*, 6459 (ii). (62-
63 Vie., c. 17.)

BILL (No. 150, from the Senate) To incorporate the
Imperial Loan Investment Company.-(Mr. Mc-
Carthy.)

1°*, 5096; 20*, 5536 ; in Com. and, 3°*, 6326 (ii). (62-
63 Vic., c. 116.)

BILL (No. 151, from the Senate)I Respecting the
Canadian Northern Railway Company.-(Mr.
Dav~is.)

1°*, 5096; 2'*, 5536; in Con. and 3°*, 6100 (1i).
(62-63 Vic., c. 57.)

BILL (No. 152, from the Senate) Respecting the
Northern Commercial Telegraph Company (Limi-
ted.-(Mr. Morrison).

1, 5096;2°*, 5536;in Com.aud 8°*, 5897 ii).
(62.63 Vic., c. 120.)

BILL (No. 153) To amend the Tnorganized Territories
Game Perservation Act, 1894. -(Mr. Sifton.)

1*, 4991; 2° and in Com., 6442 (l) ;3°*, 6459 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 20.)

BILL (No. 154) Further to amend the Customs Act.-
(Mr. Paterson.)

10*, 4991; 2', and in Coin., 6443 (ii); 3°, 6939
(iii). (62.63 Vie., c. 22.)

BILL (No. 155) Further to amend the Post Office Act.
-(Mr. Mulock.)

1*, 5096; 2°, 6102; in Com., 6104; 30*, 6118 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 29.)

B[LL (No. 156) Further to amend the General Inspec-
tion Act. -(Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière).

1°, 5099 (i); 2', and in Com., 9636; 3°*, 9660 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 25.)

BILL (No. 157) Respecting the Manitoba and South-
Eastern Railway Company.-(Mr. Hughes.)

10*, 5205; 2°, 5536; in Com. and 30*, 6405 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 75.)

BILL (No. 158) Respecting the Edmonton District
Railway Company, and to change its name to the
Edmonton, Yukon and Pacific Railway Con-
pany.-(Mr. Oliver.)

10*, 5384; 2°*, 5536 (ii); in Com. and 3°*, 6879 (iii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 64.)

BILL (No. 159) Respecting the jurisdiction of the
Exchequer Court as to railway debts.-(Mr.
Fitzpatrick.)

10, 5385; 2°*, in Com. and 3°, 6101 (i). (62.63 Vic.,
c. 44.)

BILL (No. 160, from the Senate) An Act to amend
the.Companies Act.-(Mr. Fitzpatrick.)

1°*, 5744 (ii); 2°*, 7645; in Com., 8774; 3°*, 8779
(iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 40.)

BILL (No. 161) Respecting steel and iron made in
Canada.-(Mr. Fielding.)

Prop. Res., 4150, 4967 ; in Com. on Res., 4989; 10,
5744 (i); 2°, and in Com., 7638 ; 30*, 7644 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 8.)

BILL (No. 162) To incorporate the Belleville Prince
Edward Bridge Company.-(Mr. Hurley.)

M. to introduce, 5384; 1°*, 59451; 2°*, 6338 (ii) ; in
Com., 7479; 3'*, 7480 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 95.)

BILL (No. 163, from the Senate) Further to amend
the Winding-Up Act.-(Mr. Fielding.)

10*, 6120 (ii); 2°*, 7001; in Com., 8780 ; 3°*, 8781
(iii). (62-63 Vie., C, 43.)

BILL (No..164, from the Senate) Respecting Loan
Companies.-(Mr. Fielding.)

10*. 6120.; 20 and ref. to Sel. Com., 6391 (i); in
Coni., 8475; 3°*, 8477 (iii). (62-63 Vic., . 41.)

BuL (No. 165) To incorporate the Yukon River and
Atlin Lake Improvement Company.-(Mr.. Bel-
court.)

1*, 6120; 2°*, 6405 (ii); wthdn., 8947 (iii).
BIa (No. 166) Respecting the Temiscouata Railway

Company.-(Mr. McAliter.)
1°*, 6120,; 2°*, 638(ii); in Com. and 3°*, 6879 (iii).

(62-63 Yic., o. 91.)
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BILL (No. 167, froin the Senate) To provide for the
administration of Criminal Justice in the-Terri-
tory East of Manitoba and Keewatin and North
of Ontario and Quebec.-(Mr. Sifton.)

1°*, 6279 (ii); 2°, 8171 ; in Com. and 3'*, 8172 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 47.)

BILL (No. 168, from the Senate) Further to amend
the Criminal Code, 1892.-(Sir Louis Davies).

1C*, 6397 (ii).
B1LL (No. 169) For granting to Her Majesty certain

sums of money required for defraying certain ex-
penses of the public service for the financial years
ending respectively the 30th June, 1899, and the
30th June, 1900, and for other purposes relating
to the public service.-(Mr. Felding.)

10,.6464; 2°* in Coi. and 3°, 6596 (ii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 1.)

BILL (No. 170) Respecting the Safety of Ships.- (Sir
Louis Davies.)

1°, 6929; 2', 9598; in Coi. and 30, 9599 (iii). (62-63
Vic., c. 33.)

BILL (No. 171, from the Senate) To provide for the
Conditional Liberation of Penitentiary Convicts.
-- (Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)

1°*, 7000; 2° and in Com., 9599, 9726; 3°*, 9731
(iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 49.)

BtLL (No. 172) To incorporate the British America
Pulp and Paper Company.- (Mr. Belcourt.)

1°*, 7441 ; 2°*, 7809; in Com. and 3°*, 9250 (iii).
BILL (No. 173, from the Senate) Further to amend

the Penitentiary Act.-(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)
1O*, 7873 ; 2° and in Com., 8762; .3°*, 8774 (iii).

(62-63 Vic., c. 48.)
BILL (No. 174, from the Senate)

-(Mr. Jinfret.)
10*, 8217 (iii).

BILL (No. 1'75) Further to amend
Roads and Road Allowances
Manitoba.-(Mr. Sifton.}

1°, 8151; 2° and in Com., 8470;
63 Vic., c. 19.)

Respecting Usury.

the Act respecting
in the Province of

30*, 9597 (iii). (62-

BELL (No. 176) To provide for the establishment of
direct subiarine telegraphie communication be-
tween Canada and Australasia.-(Mr. Mulock.)

Prop. Res., 1950 (i) 8348 ; in Com. on Res., 8383;
1°*, 8386; 2°*, in Com. and 30*, 8475 (iii).

(62-63 Vic., c. 3.)
BILL (No. 177) To encourage the Construction of Dry

Docks.-(Mr. Fielding.)
Prop. Res., 6123 (ii); in Com. on Res., 8472; 1°*,

8474 ; ° and in Com., 8757; 3°*, 8762 (iii).
(62-63 yt., c 9.)

BILL (No. 178) Respecting the Quebec Harbour Com-
missioners.-(Mr. Fielding.)

1°, 8751; 2°, 9683; in Com., 9861; 3°*, 9880 (iii).
(62-63 Vie., C. 35.)

BEL (No. 179) Respecting the Harbour Commis-
sioners of Montreal. -(Mr. Pieding).

1°, 8752; 20 and in Comi., 9880; 3*, 9963 (iii).
(62-63 Vi., c. 36.)

BILL (No. 180, from the Sonate) Further to amend
the Dominion Elections Act.

This Bill was not introduced in the House of Com-
mons.

BtLL (No. 181, from the Senate) For the relief of
Isaac Stephen Gerow Van Wart.-(Mr. Lander.
kin.)

10*, 8913 ; 2°*, 9056 ; in Coi., and 3°*, 9532 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 135.)

BILL (No. 182) Respecting the Departments of Cus-
toms and Inland Revenue.-(Mr. Fielding.)

Prop. Res., 8753; in Coin. on Res., 8923; 1°*,
8947 ; 2° and in Com., 9661 ; 3°, 9683 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 23.)

BILL (No. 183) To authorize the Government of
Canada to construct a branch line of Railway
fron Charlottetown to Murray Harbour, in the
Province of Prince Edward Island, as a publie
work.-(Mr. Blair.)

1°*, 8989 ; 2°* and in Com., 9750 ; 30*, 9758 (iii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 4.)

BILL (No. 184, from the Senate) Further to amend
the Exchequer Court Act.-(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)

1°*, 9178.
BILL (No. 185, from the Sonate) To amend the

Expropriation Act.-(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)
10*, 9178 ; 2° in Coin., and 3°*, 10220 (iii). (62-63

Vie., c. 39.)

BILL (No. 186, fron the Senate) To amend the Yukon
Territory Act.-(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)

10*, 9178 ; 2° and in Com., 9849; 3°*, 9861 (iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 11.)

BILL (No. 187) Respecting the City of Ottawa.-(Mr.
Fielding.)

Prop. Res., 5098 (ii) ; in Coin. on Res., 9186 ; 1°*,
9197 ; 2°, 9609 ; in Com., 9626; 30*, 9636(iii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 10.)

BILL (No. 188, froin the Senate) To amend the Act
passed at the present Session of Parliament, in-
tituled: "An Act respecting the jurisdiction of
the Exchequer Court as te Railway Debts."-
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier.)

1°*, 9309 ; 2°, 9835; in Com. and 3°*, 9835 (fii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 45.)

BILL (No. 189) Respecting securities for Seed Grain
indebtednes.-(Mr. Sifton.)

10, 9464 ; 2° and in Coin., 9847'; 3°, 9849 (iii). (62-
63 Vie., c. 1.)

BELL (No. 190) To authorize the granting of Subsidies
in aid of the construction of the lines of railway
therein mentioned.-(Mr. Blair.)

Prop. Res., 8914; in Com. on Res., 9197,9310,9466,
9532 ; 1°*, 9597; 2°, 9758 ; in Com., 9759,; 3,
9893 (iii). (62-68 Vic. 7.)

BILL (No. 191) Furtherto amend the Acte respecting
the Senate and House of Commons.-(Mr fie(d-
ing.).

1°, 9696; 2° and ina Comn., 9846 ;3°*, 9847 (iii),
(62-63 Vie, c. 12.)
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BILL (No. 192) An Act for granting to Her Majesty
certain sums of noney required for defraying cer-
tain expenses d the Public Service, for the finan-
cial year ending the 30th June, 1900, and for
other purposes relating to the Public Service.

1°* ; 2°*; in Com. and 3°*, 10246 (iii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 2.)

BINDER TwiNE IMPORTED IN 1899: Ques. (Mr. Clancy)
8218, 8990 (iii).

OUTPUTOF KINGSTON PENITENTIARY, TENDERS,

PRICE, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1825 (i), 3944

(ii), 6934 (iii).
.- - Ques. (Mr. Henderson) 1837 (i).

M. (Mr. Taylor) to Com. of Sup., 9898 (iii).
BLAIS, MR. J. C., AMOUNT PAID BY GOVERNMENT:

Ques. (Mr. Cqsrain) 3545 (ii).
BLANCHETTE, MR. EUGENE, REINSTATEMENT BY GOVT.:

Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 5859 (ii).
BLIss, MAJ. D. C. F., POSITION UNDER GOVT.,

SALARY, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3261 (i), 3335, 3552 (ii).

BOIVIN, GIDÉON, CONTRACT FOR STONE AT RIv1hRE LA
PIPE WHABF: Ques. (Mr. Ca3grain) 4061 (i).

BOLDUC, MR. A., SALARY: in Com. of Sup., 5798;

Conc., 6387 (ii).
BONDS GIVEN BY OFFICIALs, RECORD OR LIST FOR

NAMEs: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 5310
(ii).

-__IREGISTERED UNDER R.S.C., PREPARATION FOR

PAIRLT. re YUKON DISTRICT: Ques. (Sir Charle8
Hibbert T upper) 4804 (ii).

BOSTON AND ALAsKAN TRANSPORTATION CO., CON-

TRACT WITH CAN. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1828

(i).
BOTHWELL ELECTION, SPEECH OF THE HON. MR.

MILLS IN THE SENATE: Remarks (Mr. Clancy)

9896 (iii).
BOUNTIES ON IRON AND STEEL: prop. Res. (Mr.

Fielding) 4150 (ii).
BOUNTIES. Sce " Iron and Steel."

BOURASSA, MR., EMPLYMT. IN YUKON POs' OFFICE:

Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1833, 1958 (ii).
BOURGET, P. A., POSTMASTER AT LÉvIs, INCREASE OF

SALARY : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4089 (ii).

BOWMANVILLE HARBOUR: in Com. of Sup., 7966 (iii).

Brandon and South-western Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 47 (Mr. Morrison) 1°, 1165; 2°*, 1389; in
Com. and 3°*, 2290 (i). (62-63 Vie., c. 54.)

BRANTFORD POSTMASTER, APPNMT. BY GOVT., &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Clancy) 1968 (i), 8464 (iii).

BBEMNER, CHAS., INDEMNITY, &C.: in CoM. of Sup.,
10113, 10167 (iii).

BREVET PROMOTIONS, PERMANENT FORCE. REGULA-
TIONS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Ross Bobertson)3550 (ii).

BRIDGEs, OTTAwA CrTY: in Com. of Sup., 8147 (iii).

BRrrIsiu AMfERICAN BANK NOTE Co. vs. TuE QUEEN,

AcTION BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Fraser, Lambton)

6050 (ii).

BRITISH AMERICAN BANK NOTE CO., CLAIMS FOR

BALANCE DuE: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Foster) 2180 (i).

British American Pulp and Paper Co. in-
corp. B. No.172 (Mr. Belcourt)1°*, 7441; 2°',
7809; in Com. and 3*, 9250 (iii).

BRITISH CANAMAN GOLFIELD JCO.: Ret. laid On
Table, 3959 (ii).

BRITISH COLUMBIA:
ABENAXIS INDIANS, LEGAL BXPENEs: in CoM. of Sup.,

10110 (iii).
ALASEA BOUNDARY AN CuSTOS OFFICIALdS, DIFFICUL-

TIES WTH MOUNTED POLICE: Remarks (Mr. Prior)
2193().

AND PACIFIC CABLE, ANNOUNCEMENT op AGRu-
MENT: Remarks (Sir Charles Tpper) 5386 (i).

MODUS VIVENDI, RUMOURED ÂRRANGEMErNTS:
]Remarks (Sir Charles T,&pper) 2535(i).

M. (Sir Charles Apper) to adjn., 8152 (iii).
PaoToCots: Presented (Sir Wi«frid Laurier)

4259 (ii).
ALIEN ACT, B.C., COR. WrrH B 0. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

Prior) 8220, 8466, 8757 (iii).
-DIsLLOWANCE BY DOM. GovT.: Ques. (Mr.

Prior) 7768 (iii).
ASHCROFT, B.C., RY. LANDs PURCEasÂE By AsucRorr

WÂTR AÂND ELECTRIC Co., CoL WrrH DOM. Gov.:
M. for Copies*(Mr. Prior) 2408 ().

--Que@. (Mr. Prior) 1855 ().
ATLIN DISTRICT, BIREWERY LICENSES ISSUED: Que.

(Mr. MeInnes) 5484(ii).
BAUER, DOM. LAN sURvEYoR, B.C., EXAMINATION O

PÂAPERS, &c.: Remarks (Sir Charlea Hibbert 1A4p-
per) 4061,4313,4713, 4898 (ii).

BEAUMoNT, Wu., Cuims FOR DISTRIBUTING MAIL AT
MAPLE BAY PRioR To CONFEDERATION: Ques. (Mr.
McInnes)3820 (ii).

BRrrs CAxmAN GOLDFIELDS o.: Rot. laid on
Table,M3959 (i).

BRITISH CoLUMBIA LTr.-GovEaNoR AN TuRNER ADMuq-
ISTRATION, AND CAN. GOVT.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Priori
2362 (i).

Papers laid on Table, 3950 (ii).
SUPREME MD COUNTY COURT JUDOES, COR. BE'

TWEEN B.0. AND DON. GOYT, re ADMINISTRATION O7
JUSTICE iN B.C.: M. for Cor. (Sir Charlu Hibbert
2¾pper) 2362 (i).

)ROTCHIES LEDGE, B.C., LIGQTHoUSE, CoMPLEToNÂANm
OPERATION: Quez. (Mr. McInneg) 2331().

BUILDINGS, B.0.: in Com. of Sup., 9988 (iii).
BURRARD, MEMBER FoR, SPEECH re AMouxTs PAID TO

VANcouvE LIBERALS BY DOM. GoVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Prior)1838 ().

-USE oF REVEREND iiN QUESTION: Ruling (Mr.
Speaker)1838 (i).

CHEMINus, B.C., PILOTAGE LnIITs: Ques. (Mr. Prior)
6312 (i).

CMEF JUSTICE MCCOLL (B. C.), JUDIcIu REIDENCE:
Ques. (Sir Charles Ribbert mper) 354A6 (i.

OmNESE ANTI-LEGIsLATrION IN B.C., AND GOVTL.
ACTION: Ques. (Mr. Prior)1837 (i).

CIRCUIT ALLOWANCE, B.C.: lI Com. of Sup., 5471 (i).
COAL MINNG iNDER NANAIMO HARBOUR, LEASES, &o.:

Ques. (Mr. Foster) 8991 (iii).
COLUMBIA RiVER, IMPROVEMENTS, &o.: in Com. of

Sup., 8085 (iii).
COERCÀi.AL TELEGRAPH COMPANY, CoR. WIr MINIs-

TERS,INCOMPLETE REruRN: Remark- (Mr.Prior)
5409 (ii).
CONSTRUCTION SYNDICATE: Inquiry for Ret.

(Mr. Prior) 3752(ii).
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BRITISH COLUMBIA-Con.
CRowN TIMBER QFFICE, 1EW WESTMINSTE~R, BC0.,

COMPLAINTS, INSTRUCTIØN8 AND REP. OP MR.
ARCHER MARTIN: M. for Copies (Sir Charles
Hibbert 7bpper) 3149 ().

DEADMAN's ISLAND, CUR. BETWErEN DOM. GOVT. AND
B. IHAIG & SON (1880) re APPLICATION FOR USEs
&C.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Prior) 2788 ).

-- FoBFEITURE oF LEASE BY Mr. LUDGATE: Re-
marks (Mr. Prior) 4739 (ii).

LEASES, VALUE, &C..: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1815
().

- par. in Montreal Witnes8 re Lease (Mr. Prior)
1353,1640(i).

Ret. Laid on Table, 3959 (ii).
DRILL HALL, VANCOUVER, B.C., CONTRACT, COST, &c.:

Ques. (Mr. Prior) 5487,6122 (ii),7765 (iii).
in Com. of Sup., 9988 (iii).

DRY DOCE, VICTORIA, B.C., PETS. re REDUCTION OF
CHARGES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 7766 (iii).

ESQUIMALT (B. C.) Dty DocE:, REDUCTION OP RATES,
PETS., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 6122(ii).

- DENrE: in Com. ofSup., 7151 (iii).
FISHERMEN,SEiZURE Fo p ETS BY AMERICANS, PAR. IN

VICTORIA Daily Colonist: Remarks (Mr. Prior)
8633 (iii).

FRASEE AND SKEENA RIVER FISH HATCHERIES, EREC-
TION BY GOVT.- Ques. (Mr. Prior) 4058 (ii),

FRASER RIVER, B.C., MILLzR's LANiNG, IMPROVE-
MENTS, EXPENDITURE, &C.: QueS. 2701 (i).

CHANNEL: in CoM. of SUp., 8088 (iii).
Govr. PRoPERTY (B.C., LAsE, &c., CO. RESREycT-

ING: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8465 (iii).
-- RENTAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8991 (iii).
GREY, ROBERT, LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER AT ENTaÂNCEf

ISLAND, RESIGNATION, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Melnnes)
7319 (iii).

llARBouR8 AND RIVERS, B.C.: in Com. of Sup.,8085
(iii).

INDi"A, B.C.: in Com. of Sup., 5703, 5725 (ii).
HOSPITALS, B.C.: in Com. of Sup., 5726 (il).

--- RESERVES (B.C.) AND MINING RIGrS: in
Com. of Sup., 5703 (ii).
- YALE AND CARIBOO, MEDICAL ATTENDANCE,
AMOUNT PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8680,
8989 (iii).

JAP"ESE L&uBOU ExCLusIoN BI.L, B.C., LEGISLA-
TION, DISALLOWANCE BY DOM. GovT.: Remarks
(Mr. McInnee) 4343 (ii).

--- M. to print Cor. (Sir Wifrid Laurfer) 4477 (ii).
- COR. BETWEEN B.C. GOVT. AND DOM.: Remark

(Mr. Prior)5206(i).
---- DISALLOWANCE, INCOMPLETE RETUN: Re-

marks (Mr. Prior) 5408.5491(i).
-- GOVT. POLICY re FOURTZEN STATUTES ALREADY

IN FoRcE: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 5859 (il).
- DiALLOWANCu oF Ba: Remarks (Sir Charles

2'upper) 2536 ().
---- LEIsLATiON: Motion Dropped (Mr. Prior)

5313(ii).
JUDGESHIPS, APPN ., MINUUTES OF COUNCIL, COM-

MISSIONS, &c.: M. for Cor., &O.0 (Sir Chares
Hibbert Tupery)1879(i).

KOOTENAY Rxgg in JOm- of Sup., 8090 (iii).
LEIoSLATION re CHINESE ADM FOBMGN IMMIGRATION,

DJSAÂ.LOWANCE, &o. M. to adjn. (Mr. Prior)

lTE¶ JCARIRES,B.0., 0UMBr. PSL Es, &.,FRO
1895 TO 1899: M. for Ret.'(lir. Prior) 2789 (1)

xcvii

BRITISH COLUMBIA-Con.
IGHTHOUSE SERVICE, B.C.,ADJUSTMENTOFSALARIES,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Mclnnes) 3821 (ii).

MACAULAY PoINT FORTIFICATIONS, CLAIMS POR COM.
PENSATION, &c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Prior) 387 4 ,
5489 (i).

in Com. of Sup., 9133 (iii).
MACAULAY POTn, B.C.: Inquiry for Return (Mr.

Prior) 5489 (ii).
MAIL SERVICE PACIFIC COAST, FACILrrTES BY GOVT..

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibtert Tpper)3254 (i).
MARimN, MR. JUSTICE,juDICIAL RESIDENCE, B.C.:

Ques. (Sir Charte, Jibert Tupper) 3545 (ii).
-NORTH AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION COMPTY AND

GOVT. SUPsiDiEs, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Lemieux)
5666 (ii).

NORTHERN COMMERCIAL TELEGRAPm Co. AND DEP.
oF PUBLIC WORKS: M. for Cor.*(Mr. Ma well)
3873 (ii).

COR. WITH MINisTERS 0F THE OROW: (O
Com. of Sup. (Mr. Prior) 5510 (ii).
- NON-PRODUCTION OF IGH COMMISSIONER8
TELEGRAM: Renarks (Mr. Prior) 5747 (ii).

OYSTER BED, B.C., LAIMS OF ESQUIMALT AND NANA-
IMO Ry. Co.: Ques. (Mr. Mcnnea) 3821(ii).

PACIFIC CABLE AND GOVT. OF B. C., OFFERS RESPECT-
ING: M. for Cor.* (Sir Charles Hibber Tupper)
3873 (ii).
- COMMUNICATION FaoM B. 0. GovT.: Remarka
(Mr. Morris@on) 2607 (1).

PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 5479 (ii).
POACHING ON T HE PACIFIC COAST: QUes. (Mr. Prior)

8347 (iii).
PULIC WORKs, B.V.: in Com. of SuD..8085 (iii).

-- AGENCIES, B.C.: in Com. of Sup., 8190 (ii).
"QUADRA," STR., PAYMENT OF CREW AND) OFFICERS:

Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3076 (i).
QUAMTINE STATION, WILLIAM'S HEAD : Di Com. of

Sup.,8090 (iii).
RIFLE RANGES, B.C., APPLICATIONS, PETS.. &C.

Ques. (Mr. MeInnea) 5484 (ii).
ROTHWELL'S REPORT re SETTLERS CLAIMS, TRANSMIS-

SION TO B.0. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Mclanea) 2530(i).
RUSSELL, M&., DIsMISSAL AS STEMBOATINSPEMCE:

in Com. of Sup., 4713 (ii).
SONGHEES INDIAN RESERVE, B.0., COR~. BEEE

DOM. AN» PROVL. GovT.: M. for Copies" (Mr.
Prior) 3873 (ii).

in Com, of Sup.,5704 (ii).
Inquiry for Ret.(Mr. Prior) 4713 (ii).
REMOVAL FROM RESagV, SETrLEMIT Wr

B.C. GOv?.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3797 (ii).
SPINKS, CoUNTy COURT JUDGE, B.C., OHARGES

AGAINST: M. to Com. ofSup. (Sir Ckartes bibbe, t
Tupper) 4172, 4201 (ii).

STANLET PARK AND D ADÂN'S ISLAN) 1, O.C.'8, Con.,
&C., BKTWEEaN CAN. GOVT. AD ý1.0.: M. for
Copies (Mr. Prior) 2384 (i).

ee "Deadman's Island."
STATUTES a 1899, DATE oF RECEIVINo BY SEC. oP

STATE: Ques (Mr. Prior)5666 (ii).
STEVESTON, B.C., TIDAL LiNDS, APPLICATION FOR

LEASES, &c.: Que. (Sir Charles HiNbbrt 2per)
3822.4058 (ii).

- . 0.'8, CoR., PLAN8, &C. M for Copie (Sir
Charlee Hibbert Tupper) 3873(ii).

--TRANSFER oF PROPETr, &C.: Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) 544 (ii).
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BRITISH COLUMBIA-Con.
"STRATIICONA," STIL, AND BELIMP Or DESTTuTE

MLNEas, ARRANGKMENT WrH GoVT.: Qaes. (Mr.
Prior) 9179 (iii).

TELEGmuRA LINS, ATLiN B.O., AN TESLI LAE:
in Coma. of Sap.,10099(iii).

--- B. C.: in Com. of Sup., 8184 (iii).
TuRNER ADMINISTRATION,B.C., DISMISSAL yIn.-Gov.:

Pa pers laid on Table,3950 (ii).
-- M. for Cor. (Mr. Prior) 2362(i).

VaCOUVER ISLAND SS. SEVICE, SUBSIDYT OGOVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Prior)3797 (ii).

VICToRIA AND MONTREAL IA.BouRS, QIRANS MT DoM.
Govi.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Prior) 1877().

VIcTORIA HARBOU, REr. OP REDE ENGINEEE,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3828 (ii).

--- LETmR CARRIER8, NUmKBE, SALARms, &c:
Ques.(Mr. Prior) 1960 (i).

-- PosT OFFIoE, OLD SITE, OWNERSHÎP: Qes. (Mr.
Prior) 4269 (ii).

SAFES, ELEVATORS, &c., TENDER FOR, &C.
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1887 ().

-- PULIC BUILDING: in CoM. of Sup., conc.,
63 (i).

British Columbia and Southern Ry. Co.'s
B. 28 (M1r. Prior) 1°, 895; 2°, 1113; in Com.
and 3°*, 2644 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 55.)

BErmSH YUKON MINING, TRADING AND TRANSPORTA-
TION COMPNY, CLAIMS AGAINST GOVT. : Ques.
(Mr. Morrison) 2905 (i).

British Yukon Ry. Co.'s B. No. 57 (Mr.
Fraser, Guysborough)1°*, 1431; 2°*, 1862 (i).

BROCKVILLE DRILL HALL : in Com. of Sup., 9960 (iii).
BROCKVILLE ELECTION, BALLOT PAPERS, PRINTING

AND DISTRIBUTION: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 3074 (ii).
- MAILING or VOTERs' LisTs: Ques. (Mr. oster)

2482 (i).
--- NAME or Dtp. RrruRNING OFiCER: Ques.

(Mr. Broder) 2322 (i).
AND WEST HU BON ELECTIONS, ATTENDANCE Or

CLERK OF THE CROWN IN CHANERY WIrH
PAPE&S, &C. : (Mr. Speaker) 6821 (iii).

-- M. to place Documents on Table (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) 6723 (ii); 6821 (iii).

-Notice of Motion (Mr. Bordes, Halifax) 6595
(i).

Bronson and Weston Lumber Co.'s B.
No. 70 (Mr. Belcourt) 1°*, 1949; 2°*, 2152; in
Com. and 3°*, 3003 (i); Sen. Amts., 7577 (iii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 96.)

BoýNTÉ HARBOUR : in Com. of Sup., 10069 (iii).
BROOKFIELD AND EASrviLL Ry. Co.'8 SuBsIDy:

prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915; in Com., 9445 (iii).
BRooKSIDE, P.E.I., POSTMASTER, RESIGNATION, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Martin)1969 (i).
BROTCHIES LEDGE, B.C., LIGHTHoUsE, COEPLETION

AND OPRATION: Ques. (Mr. MeInnes) 231 (i).
BROWN, BARTH, CAMPOBELLO, N.B., EmpLTrT. BY

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 4482jii).
BaoWN, MARiON, COMMUTATION OF DrATR SENTENcr,

PrT., Cou.: M. for Re.*' (Mr. Wa1ce)
(iii).

BsUCE Mixaes WaiaW: i Com4 et Suip.À9 (iii).

BUBONIC PLAGUE AND QUARANTINE Or PACIFIC STEAM-
ERs AT B.C. : Renrks (Mr. Prior) 5989 (ii).

BUDGEr, THE, FINANCIAL STMNr. (Mr. Fielding) 2410
(i).

REPLY (Mr. Poster) 2537 (i).
Deb. (Sir Richard Cartwrighat) 2571: (Mr. Craip)

2590: (Sir Charlet 6pper) 20; (Mr. Patersmn)
2637, 2650; (Mr. Pope) 2672; (Mr. Heyd) 2682 ).

DATE or DELIVRRY : Remarke (Mr. Poster)
2249 (i).

AND EsTIMATEs: Renarks({Mr. oster) 1952(i).
BUFFAI.O AND CRYSTAL BEACH FERRY SERVICE,

LIcENsE ANID PBIVILEGES GRANTED, &C Ques.
(Mr. McCleary) 4994 (ii).

Buffalo and Fort Erie Bridgs Co.'s B. No.
96 (Mr. McCleary) 10*, 2247; 2* 2523 (i); iu
Com. and 3°, 3489 (ii). (6263 Vic., c. 97.)

BUILDING, B.C. : in Com. Of Sup., 9988 (iii).
N. B.: In Coni. of Sup., 9954 (iii).
N. S. : In Com. of Sup., 7613, 9343 (iii).
ONT. : In Com. of Sup., 7621, 9938, 9956 (iii).
OTTAwA : In Com. of Sup., 7689 (iii).
QUEBEC: In Com. Of Sup., 7619 (iii).

BULLEIrNs, PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION, &C.: in
Com. of Sup., 8264 (iii).

BURLINGTON CHANNEL : in CoM. Of Sup., 7998 (iii).
BURRARD, MEMBER FOR, SPEECH re AMOUNT6 PA11> 'TO

VANCOUVER LIBERALS BY DOM. GovT.: Ques.
(Mr. Prior) 1838 (i).

- Us or REVEREND IN QuETIoN: Ruling (Mr.
Speaker)1838 (i).

BURNs, MR., PRIVATE SEC. To MIN. oF FIN., APPNIKT.
TO PERMANENT FORCE: Ques. (Mr. Tyrwhitt)8469
(iii).

BUSBY, MR., CUSTOMS COLLECTOR AT SKAGWAY, DATE
or APPNMT. AND SALARY : Ques. (Mr. Taylor)
4805 (ii).

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE-BuDGET SpECH : Remarks
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2318 (i).

re ESTiMATEs: Remarks (Mr. Fidding) 2025

(i).
-_Introduction of Bils (Mr. Speaker) 618 (i).

MoRNING SiTNGS: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
7768 (i).

PRECEDENCE on THURSDAYS: M. (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) 2409 (i).

REDISTRIBUTION BILL: Remarks (Sir Charles
Tupper) 2535(i); 3844 (i).

Remarks (Mr. Beatie) 8999 (iii).
Remarks (Mr. Fielding) 9177 (iii).
Remarks (Mr. Haggart) 3253(i)
Remarks (Sir Wilfrid laurier) 2247(i).
Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper)801 (i) 8216 (iii).
Remarks (Mr. Wallace) 5744 (ii).
AND SENATE REsOLUTIONS: Remarks (Sir

Charles Tupper)7321, 7442 (iii).
UNOnPPoED RErN8:Remaks(Mr. Walace)

699(iii).
- ee "Gott. Business."

CaBINsT MiN tas NAMas, &c.:Qes (Mr.
Ife bag )18(i).

IN-DEX.xeviii
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CALGARY AN) EDmoNTON Ry. Co. LAND SuBsiDY,
AMOUNT BELECTEI) AND STILL DUE, &C. : Que8.
(Mr. Oliver) 2326 (i).

Calvin Co. (Limited) B. No. 9(Mr. Bogers)1°*,
618; 2°*, 931; wthdn., 2897 (i).

CAMPBîELLTON WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 10012 (iii).
Can. Accident Aeaurance Oo.'s B. No. 3

(Mr. Hughes) 1°*, 617 ; 2°*, 933 (i); in Com. and
30*, 5042 (i). (62-63 Vi , c. 98).

CANADA AND GREAT BRITAIN, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Con.
of Sup., 8661(iii).

AND SOUTH ArRICA, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com.
of Sup., 8692 (iii).

Canada Atlantic and Ottawa, Arnprior
and Parry Sound Ry. Oo's B. No. 145
(Mr. Belcourt)1°*, 4804; 2°*, 5359 (ii); in Com.
and 3°*,' 7577 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 81).

CANAFDA EASTERN RAILWAY CO., PURCHASE BY GOVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Foster) 3554, 3824 (ii).

M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Poster) 3873 (ii).
Ques. (Sir Charles H ibbert Tupper) 1814 (i).
(CROss CREEK) Ry. Co's. SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Blair) 8915; in Com., 9445 (iii).
-- (NEL,8N BRANCHi) SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Blair) 8917; in Com., 9495 (iii).
"CANADA GAzErrE": in Com. of Sup., 8703 (iii).
Can. Life Assurance Co.'s B. No. 62 (Mr.

Gibson) 1°*, 1753; 20*, 1955 (i); in Com. and 3°,
3689 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 99.)

B. No. 89 (Mr. Wood) 1°, 2182; 2°*, 2320
(i) ; wthdn., 4477 (i).

CaadaMining and Metallurgical Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 113 (Mr. Haley) 10*, 279;
2°*, 3004 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 5792 (il). (62-63
Vic., c. 100.)

Can. and Ont. Power Oo.'s B. No. 77 (Mr.
Bertravn) 1°, 2029; 2*, 2290 (i); in Com. and
3*, 3996 (il). (62-63 Vic., t. 105.)

Can. Permanent and Western an. Mort-
gage Corporation Co.'s B. No. 75 (Mr.
Osier) 1°*, 2029; 20, 2320 (i); in Com., 4302,
4846; 3°*, 4846 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 101.)

Canada Plate Glas Assurance Co.' B.
No. 4 (Mr. Hughes) 1°*, 617; 2°, 933 (i); in
Coin., 5042; 3°*, 5249 (1i). (62-63 Vi., c. 102.)

C<anad Sec" Austraasian."
Can. Railway Accident "and Insurance

Co.'s B. No. 21 (Mr. Bdcourt) °', 803; 2,
1113; in Com. and 3°*,2697(i). (62-63 Vic.,c. 106.)

Can. Railway Pire Insurance Co.'s B. No.
140 (Mr. Bedcourt) 1°*, 4259; 2°*, 5359 (ii); in
Coma. nd 3°*, 6879 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 107.)

Oan. Southern Ry. Co.'s B. No. 43 (Mr.
Ingram) 1°*, 1165; 2°*, 1389; in Com. and 3°*,
2152 {i). (62-63 Vic., c. 56.)

ýanIaaTemperance Act Amt. B, No.
109 (Mr. Flint) 1°, 2604 (i).

CAN. TEMPERANCe AcT ELECTIONm, CozsT: in Com. of
Sup., 10111 (iii).

Canadian Birkbeck Investment and Sav-
ings Co.'s B. No. 106 (Mr. Bertram) 1°*,
2529; 2°*, 2698 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 6326 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 103.)

CANADIAN COAST, SURVEYS OF CURRENTS, &c. : Ques,
(Mr. Monk) 1824 (i).

CANADIAN EMIGRATION TO U. S., PAR. IN MONTREAL
Star: Remarks (Mr. Clarke)1895(i).

CANADIAN FISHERiES ANiD AMERICAN FIsR TRUST¶s,
COMPLAINTS re AND OrFICIAL. REPORT: Ques.
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4993 (ii).

Canadian Inland Transportation Co.'s
incorp. B. No. 51 (Mr. Richardson) 1°,1352;
20*, 1585 (i); in Cort. and 3°*, 3489 (ii). (62-63
Vic., c. 104.)

CANADIAN MINING INSTITUTE, DOCUMENTS, &aO.: in
Comn. of Sup., 8702 (iii).

Canadian Mutual Benefit Advertising
Oo.'s B. No. 99 (Mr. McAlister) 1°*, 2318;
2°*, 2525 (i).

Canadian Northern Ry. Co.'s B. No. 151
(Mr. Davi) 1°*, 5096; 2°*, 5536; in Com. and
30*, 6100 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 57.)

CANADIAN NORTHERN RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916; in Com., 9457, 9581 (iii).

C. P. R. ACT (1881), POWXR RESPECTING BR&NCH
LINE: Remarks (Mr. McMillan) 3315 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Rutherford) 9309 (iii).
AND GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRA4 SURVEy OF

BRANCH LINE : Ques. (Mr. Roche) 2532 (i).
O. P. R. and Hull Electrie Agreement B.

No. 25 (Mr. Poupore) 1*, 895; 2°*, 1113; in
CoM. and 3°*, 2320 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 59.)

C. P. R. AND 1. C. R., RUNNING PRIv[LEGES BETWEEN
ST. JOHN AND HALIFAX: Remarks (Mr. Poster)
2247 (i).

- AND SAULT STE. MARIE Ry. Co.'8 SuBssDy
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916 (iii).

Canaian Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 61 (Mr.
Gibson) 1°*, 1753; 2", 1955 (i) ; in Cour and 3°,
4189 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 58.)

Ry. COMMISSION, APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Prop.
Res. (Mr. Richardson) 2773(i).

CoNTRAWT wrra A. ONDERDONE, AwARDs BY
ARBITRATORS re VALUE o ROLLING STOCK, &C.:
M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMullen) 5944 (ii);

LAND DA MAGES: in Coin. of Sup., 7153 (iii).
MILEAGE TARIFF ON HAY, STRAW, &C., AP-

PROVAL BY O. C. : Ques. (Mr. Maclean) 4057 (ii).
CANADIAN TRwos FOR THE TANSvAA4 PAR IN

OrrAwA Citizen: Remarks (Mr. Hughe,)7328(iii).
Canada Yukon Ry. GO.'s incorp. B. No.

52 (Mr. Morrison). 10*, 1352; 20*, 1862 (i).
CANALS:

ATwTER AvENuE, EBUILUDING WALL: i Com. of
Sup., 9173iii)

BâLsÂm LAKE, BEMOVAL OF STopE PILa: Ques.
(Mr. Huohea)23=2(i).

BaunaExois C As&.: in Cam.of Sup., <CO.,1012
(iii).

DÂMAxE To FAa LÂMt BY Ov mow: R.
marks (Mr. Bergero) 4859(ii).
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CANALS--Con.
BEAUaRNiDIS CANAL, DISmiSSLS: M. to Com. of

Sup. (Mr. Bergeron) 5411 (ii).
LocK LABOUR ERS, APPNXT. BY GOVT.: Ques.

(Mr. Bergeron) 3267 (i).
- - STEEL BRIDGE, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 7410 (iii).
BURLINGTON CHANNEL : in Com. of Sup , 7998 (iii).
CEAMBLY CANAL, SUIRVEYS, &-c.: in Com. of Sup.,

7454 (iii).
--- EMPLYMT. OF GF.O. PEPPIN BY GOT.: Ques.

(Mr. Monk) 3821 (ii).
-- INVESTIGATION: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2533 (ii).

-- TIRLEPRONE LinES : in Con. of Sup., 5783 (ii).
CORNWALL CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 5784 (ii).

- AuTs. PADo TO M. RUBIDGE, C.E., SINCE JAN.
1897, ExPENSES re àTRS. "ALERT?" AND "ALAS-
KA," &c.: M. for Het.* (Mr. Ibylor) 1878 (i).

AWAoRD O CoNTRAcT, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor)
1853 (i).

ENLARGENENT: in Com. of Sup., 7298 (iii).
-- PAYMENT TO Mn. ROSs: in Com. of Sup., 9176

(iii).
FARBAN'S POuIT: in CoM. of Sup., 5779 (ii).
--- AND IROQUOIS CANAL, LOCKS AT, REPS. ÔF MR.

SHANLY AND Mi. KREFER, C.E.: M. for Copies*
(Mr. T aylor)1878 (i).

TENDERS FOR 1897, &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr.
Clancy) 3873 (ii).

GALOPS CANAL, ENLARGEMENT: in COM. of Sup.,
7299,7442 (iii).

G RENVILLE CANAL, COMPENSATION POU DAMAGES,&C.:
Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 4992 ii).

-- MAINTNAN:C OF ROADWAYS ON FARUS:
Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 6048 (ii).

LETTER or MR. G. S. CoNWAY : Ques. (Mr.
Taylor) 6380 (i).

TOLL COLLE.CToR, APPNMT. AND DISMISSAL:
Ques. (Mr. Bergeron)2532(i).

HENEY & BORTHWICK, CLAIMS, &c.: in Com. of Sup.,
9173, 10153(iii).

LACRINE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 5781 (ii).
-- ENLARGENENT: in Coma. ofSap., 7297 (iii).

EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE 8OYAL COMMISSION,
&c.: M. for CoDies* (Mr. Melkerney)5944 (ii).

-- FINAL ESTIMAT9 OF SECTION 3, ENLARGEMEMT
op 1875-80: M. for Copies (Mr. McInerney) 5944
(ii).
- REP. or CoMUISsIoN ON WELLINGTON AND
Gi.T.R. BRIDGES: M. for Copy (Mr. McInerney)
5944 (ii).

-- Exoisrrs,&keC.: M. for Copies*(Mr. Mcnerney)
5944 (ii).

-PLANS, PEorIEs, &c.: M. for Copies* (Mr.
McInerney) 5944 (ii).

MURRAY CANAL : in Cor. of Sup., 7454 (iii).
RANY RIYER LOCK ; in Com. Of Sup., 10153 (iii).
RAPIDE PLAT CANAL, ENLARMEN : in CoM. of

Sup., 7299 (iii).
REuimT Or CANAL TouLS TO PoRwADeN Co.: in

Com. of Sup., 5794(ii).
RIDEAU CANAL, KILKARNOCK : in CoM. Of Sup., 7454

(iii).
REPAIS tac.; in Com. of Sup., 743 (iii).

ERAN A C0.'s CLAtgs: re CoMNACT: in COM. Of
Sup., 10152(iii).

ST. LAWRExCE RIVER A»D CAUAU, DrMaxG O?

NAYIGATION, kCI., COUTRACTS ETRDINTO, &O.
M. for B. (Mr. Foster) 2M )01.

-- :in S. Of up., 7567(i).

CAN ALS-Con.
ST. LoUIs LA&Ku CHANNEL : in Com.of Sup., 7298 (iii).
ST. OURS LOCES: in Com. of Sup., 7318 (iii).

DISISSAL OF SurT. CODERRE, &c.: Quee. (Mr.
Monk) 3552 (ii).

SAULT STE. MARIE CANAL, CONSTRUCTION: in Com.
of Sup., 7296 (iii).

SECOnD, ME. T. R., SuPT. ON WELLAND CANAL,
CHARGES AGAINST: Que@. (Mr. McCleary) 1833 (i).

SOULANOGS CANAL, CONT RACTS: M. for Cor., Notices,
&c. (Mr. Taylor) 1861(Ci).

SECS. 1 AND 2. CONTRACTS, ADVERTISEMENTS,
&c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Bergeron) 2028 (), 9701
(iii).

- - SECs. 4, 5,6, 7, CoNTRCTS, &c.: M. Ifor Cor.9
0.0.'s, &c. (Mr. Bergeron)2028 (i).

AMoUNT EXPENDED <IN CONSTRUCTION: Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 2117 ().

SICOE ILKE, LOWERING WATER, REQUESTS. &c.>
xàADE To DPri.: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 2192 (i>.

Remaarks (Mr. Bennett) 2248(i).
SOULANGES CANAL ARBITRATION, LAND VALUATORS,

APPNMTS. AND DISMISSA.S: Ques. (Mr. Monk)
2333 (i).

SAULT STE. MARIE CANAL; in Com. of Sup., 10152
(iii).

SOULANGIÇS CANAL, CONSTRUCTION: in Com. of Sup.,.
7295 (iii).

-- CoSTucnoN: in Con. ef Sup., 7296 (iii).
TRENT CA14AL: in Com. of Sup., 5782 (ii).

CONSTRUCTION: in Com. of Sup., 7299 (iii).
JORDAN, ME, WM., CLAINS FOR LADi DAMAGRS

Ques. (Mr. lughI) 1977 (i).
LAND VALUATIONS, COMPI.AIMY, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Graham) 5311 (ii).
-- PAYMEiN oF WORKMEN: Ques. (Mr. Hughes)

1977 (i).
PAYMENrS TO MR. F. D. MOORE BY Govr.:

Que. (Mr. Grakai) 5 311 (ii).
PURCHASE OF LAND FOR DAM AT NASSAu:T

Ques. (Mr. Kendry) 1857 (i).
MCLAUGH LIN, Mr. R. J., AMOUNTS PAiD AN» DUE BY

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Hugheo) 1976, 2321 ().
--- AND FxRMERs oF LLiDSAY re DAMAGES BtY

FLOODS, &kc.I Que§. (Mr. Hughes) 4485, 4486, 4499
(ii).

-- Letter of Mr. McLaughlin read (Mr. Mulock)
499,50"5(ii).

WEîLAX CàAL: in Com. of Sup., 7454 (iii).
ENTRANCE AT PORT COLSORNE, HARBOUR Ix-

PROvaMENTS: M. to Com. of Sup. (Mr. Moneague)
3997 (ii).

--'LAKESIDE," STR., INTEREST TO OWNERS: in
Com. of SUp., 5792 (ii).

WATER RENTAL: in Com. ofSup., 5790 (ii).

Canned Goods Inspection Act. A t. B.
No. 125 (Mr. Elliù) 1*, 3334 (ii).

CANOE CovR. BREAKWATER: in Coin. of Sup., 10007
(iii).

CAP SANTÉ: in COm. of Sup., 8105 (iii)

CARDIGAN BRIDGE, P.E.1., BONDD WAREHOUSE,
PZrS, Co.,&c.:M. for CopieS*(Mr. Macdonad,
P.E.I.) 2961 (i).

CAUS BUUT AND PUECASED, NAIE oF F u, TiN-
DZRS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 3945, 4479 (il).

-Que. (Mr. rke 3553 (ii).
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CARS, EQUIPMENTS, STANUARD COUPLERS, &C.: iB
Com. of Sup., 9171 (iii).

LIGHTING SYSTEM : in Com. of Sup., 9172 (iii).
OFFICIAL OR PRIVATE, NUMBER, COST OF CON-

STRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1835 (i).
-- LOCOMOTIVES, NUMBER, COST, &C.: M. for

Ret.* (Mr. Pope) 2028 (i).
CARTRIDGE FACTORY, QUEBEC: in Com. of Sup., 7151,

9124 (iii).
CATTLE EMBARGO, COB. BETWEEN CAN. AND IMP.

GoVTs.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Montagne) 1877 (i).
INQUIRY FOR RETURNS (Mr. Montagne) 3253

(i).
INSPECTION, &C., AT HEBERTVILLE, COR. re

APPNMT. OF DR. HALL: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Cas-
grain) 5944 (ii).

FoR TuBERuoLosIs, COR. BETWEEN GOVT. AND
DR. J. A. DUCHESNE, OFCRICOUTIMI, SINCE JUNE,
1896: M. for Copy* (Mr. Casgrain) 5944 (ii).

MONTExAL, REGULATIONS, &C.: Ques3., 10115
(iii).

QUARANTINE: in COM. Of Sup., 5075 (ii) 8339
(iii).

Central Counties Ry. Co.'s B. No. 58 (Mr.
Edwards) 1°, 1540; 2°, 1862; in Com. and 3°*,
3072 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 60.)

CENTRAL ONTARIO RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: grop. Res.
(Mr. Blair) 8914; in Con., 9311, 9770 (iii).

CENTRAL Ry. Co., N.B.: in Com. of Sup., 5788 (ii).
CENTRAL Ry. o&P N. B., AND DEPTS. oiF RYs. AND

CANALS, COn., &C., rd SUBSIDIES : M. for Copies*
(Mr. Foster) 2788 (i).

Co., IN DEPARTMENT: Inquiry for Ret. Mr.
Fostre) 5667 (ûi).

prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915, 8916; in Com.,
9152, 9488, 9782, 9777 (iii).

CHAMBERLAND, MR. F. F., CHARGES AGAINST, LET-
TER PROM ACHILLE LEBEL: Ques. (Mr. CasraMi)
2900(i).

CHAMBLY CANAI, SURVEYS, &C.: in Comn. of Sup.,
7454(iii).

- EMPLYMT. OF GEo. PEPPIN BY GOVT.: Ques.

(Mr. Monk) 3821 (ii).
INVESTIGATION: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3553 (ii).
TELEPHoNE LINES: in Com. of Sup., 5783 (ii).

CHAMBORD CUSTOMS OFFICE, SALARIES, COLLELTON,
EXPENSES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)1850 (i).

CHAMP DE MARS, LEASE, &C. : M. for Cor. (Mr.
Monk) 2141 (i).

CHARGES AGAINST YUKON ADmiNisTATIox: M. to

Con). of Sup. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 5945;
(amt.) 6022, 6053; neg. (Y. 32; N. 82) 6278 (ii).

- Proposal to adjn. Deb. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
6100 (i).

PAR. IN LONDON Times: M. to adjn. (Mr.
Darin) 6562, 6585 (ii).

CHARGEo 0F M ANAGEMENT: in Coin. of Sup., 7001 (iii).
CHARLESON, J. 3 ., SURVEYS, &C., FOR TELEGRAPH

LiE8: in Comn. of Sup., 5304 (ii).
- O. C. APPOINTING, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Fosier)

9699 (iii).

CaARLEsoN, J. B., TRAVELLING EXPENSES : i Com.
of Sup., 8106 (iii).

CHEMAINUS, B. C., PILOTAGE LiMITS: Ques. (Mr.
Pror) 5312 (ii).

Chenin de fer de Colonisation du Nord
Co.'s incorp. B. No. 29 (Mr. Bourasa) 1°*,
895; 2°*, 13%9; in Com. and 3*, 3072 (i). (62-63
Vic., c. 62.)

CHEZZErcOoK WHA RF : in Com. of Sup., 10004 (iii).
CHICAGO DEMONSTRATION, PRIME MINISTER's REPLY

TO INVITATION : Remarks (Mr. Davin) 9695 (iii).
M. to adjn. 9837, 10220 (iii).
LETTER OF PR[ME MINISTER TO H. H. KOHL-

8AAT : Remarks (Mr. Davin) 10220 (iii).
CHICOUTIMI, POSTMASTER'S DISMISSAL, PETS., COR.,

&C. : M. for Copies* (Mr. Casgrain) 2408 (i).
CHIEF JUSTICE, MCCOLL (B.C.), JUDICIALL RESIDENCE:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3546 (ii).
CHINA POINT, P.E.I.: in Com. of Sup., 7751 (iii).

RECoNSTRUCTION, AMOUNT PAID, &C.: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Martin) 3148 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2485 (i).
CHINESE AN-LEosG1LATION IN B.C. AND GOVTL.

ACTION: Ques. (Mir. Prior) 1837 (î).
See " Anti-Japanese."

Chinese Dmigration Act Amt. B. No. 49
(Mr. Maxwell) 1°*, 1165 (i) ; 2° m. 4323 (ii).

CHINESE IMMIGRATION, ACT, ADMINISTRATION &C.
in Com. of Sup., 8697 (iii).

CHoqUrrr, HON. MR. JUSTICE, PLAE OF RESIDEN;CE
AND TRAVElLING EXPENSES : Ques. (Mr. Taylor)
5097 (ii).'

CHRISTIE, MR. W. J., DISMISSAL FROM INLAND REv.
DErT., O. C.'8, REPi., CuR., &c. : M. for Copies
(Mr. Rocke) 2393 (i).

M. to ref. I'apers to Public Acets. Com. (Mr.
Roche) 3341 (ii).

CIRCUIT ALLOWANCE, RC. : in Com. of Sup., 5471
(ii).

CITADEL, QUEBC-: in Com. of Sup., 5090 (i).
Civil Service, Attachment of Salaries .

No. 38 (Mr. Bichardson) 1°*, 974; 2° m., 1923
(i); 2°, 5374;in Com., 5898(ii).

B. No. 50 (Mr. Monk)1°*, 1264; 2° m., 2204;
Amt. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6 M. h. agreed to
(Y. 64; N. 39) 2245 (i).

B. No. 63 (Mr. McMullen)1', 1753 ; 2' m.,
3316 (i).

CIVIL SERtVICE ACT AMT. BILL: Ques. (Mr. McMullen)
1956 (i).

ATrACHMENT OF SAp LARIE BILL: Ques. (Mr.
Chauvin) 1852 (i).

RMpIME8 NAmES OF THOSE NOT REEING

STATUmORY INCREASE8 SINCE 1896 : M. for Re.*-
(Mr. Hodgitu) 943(ii).

LisT : Prsted (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 421 (i).
CLAREU, MuR. J. A., CLAIMS FOR MATERIAL Fou

CONSTRUcTION OF CIOUUImI OR STE. ANNE'S
WHARF : Ques. (Mr. Casrain) 3335(il).

CLAREK, HI. W., RVICE8AS EGINEER ON D
" CANADA," &C. : QUIes. (Mr. Foster) 8630 (iii).
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CLARKE, JOS., EMPLYNT. BY GOVT. IN THE YUKON:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tutpper) 5486 (ii).

CLARKE v8. THE QUEEN, CLAIMS AGAINST GovT. : M.
to Com. of Sup. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 5750
(ii).

CLEMENT, ME. W. H. P., RESTRICTIONS AND INSTRUC-
TIONS BY GOVT. AS LEGAL ADVISER TO YuKoN
COUNCIL : Ques. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2322 (i).

CLIFTON POSTMASTER, P.E.I., COu., PEs., &C., re
APPNMT.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Martin) 5377 (ii).

CLASSIFICATION OF OLD RECORDS: in Com. of Sup.,
8702 (iii).

CLOTHING CONTRACTS re MILTIA : in Com. of Sup.,
9066, 9126 (iii).

COAL MINING UNDER NANAIMO HARBouR, LEASES,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Poster) 8991 (iii).

COAL OIL AND FREE LIST: prop. Res. (Mr. Davis);
Amt. (Mr. Ficlding) agreed to (Y. 68 ; N. 30)
2014 (i).
Deb. (Mr. Davis) 1982; (Mr. Fraer, Lambton) 1986;

(Mr. Ellia) 1996; (Mr. Fielding) 1998; (Mr.
Davin) 1999; (Mr. Beattie) 2005 ; (Mr. Johnston)
2006, 2013; (Mr. Oliver) 2008; (Mr. Riekardsn)
2009; (Mr. Monk) 2010 ; (Mr. Ratz) 2011 (ii).

prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2118, 2130 (i).
Deb. (Mr. Beattie) 2124; (Mr. Davin) 2125; (Mr.

Roger#) 2125; (Mr. Oliver 2126; (Mr. Richard-
*on) 2126; (Mr. Fieiding) 2126; (Sir Henri Jo'F)
2127; (Mr. Clascy) 2128; (Mr. Fortim) 2131 ; (Mr.
Wallace) 2131; (Mr. Fraser, Lambton) 2134;
(Mr. McMulen) 2135; (Mr. Fints 2137; (Mr.
Sproule) 2138 ().

COASTING LAwS. ENFORCEME'r, CoR. RESPRcTING:
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3257 (i).

Inquiry for Ret. (Bir Charles Hibbert Tipper)
2696 (i).

REPORT OF CAMr. JOHN IRVING, re ENFORCE-
ME NT : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3258 (i).

Cobourg, Northumberland and Paciflc
Ry. Co's B. No. 98 (Mr. Guillet) 1°, 2318;
2*, 2650; in Com. and 3°, 3072 (i). (62-63 Vie.,
e. 61.)

COLBORNE, PORT, HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS, CON-
TRACT, TENDERS, &c. : Ques. (Mr. McKeill) 9310
(iii).

AND MAITLAND PORTS, HARBOUR IMPROVIE-
XENTS, REPS., &c. : Remarks (Mr. Montague)
8633 (iii).

--- RErORTS OF ENGINEERS, &c. : Inquiry for Ret.
(Mr. Montague)7771 (ii).

COLD STORAGE FOR BAIT, DEEP SRA FISERE: in
Com. of Sup., 10163 (iii).

-oR FISH TRANSPORTATION FROM MA,.PoVs.:
Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1978 (j).

FOR PRESERVATION OF BAIT FOR FISER N
Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1978 (j).

COLD STORAGE ON STEAMSHîPS, &C.: in CoM. of Sup.,
8706 (iii).

OOLLINGWOOD) HARBOURE, IrnoVn : in c' m. of
Si,8M00à(iii).
- A8GE NT~ OF CONqTIACTORS : Qe.(Mr.
Bennett) 1893 (i).

COLONIAL SECURITIES ANDIIMPPRIAL TAX : Remarks
(Sir Charles Tupper) 1639 (i).

COLPRON, MR. JOS. N., CLAIMS AGAINST GOVT. FOR
SERVICES PERFOUE D, AMOuNT PAID, &C. : Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 2191 (i).

COLUMBIA RIVI, IMPROVEUMENTl, &C.: in Coin. of
Sup., 8087 -iii).

Columbia and Western Ry. CO.' B. 28
(Mr. Coetigan) 1°, 895 ; 2°*,1389; in Com., 2645;
3°m., 2934 ; agreed to (Y. 61 ; N. 14) 2949 (ii).
(62-63 Vie., c. 63.)

Combinations in Restraint of Trade B
No. 40 (Mr. Sproule) 1°*, 1073; 2°, 1936 (i); in
Com. and 3°, 4859 (ii). (62.63 Vic., c. 46.)

COMMERCIAL AGENCIE8: in Com. of Sup., 8698 (iii).
-_TELEGRAPH CONSTRUCTION SYNDICATE: In-

quiry for Ret. (Mr. Prior) 3752 (ii).
COR. wrra MINI8TRS, INCOMPIr.E RETURN:

Reiarks (Mr. Prior)5409 (ii).
TREATIE8 WrfH BRITISH W. INDIES, &C.: M.

to Com. of Sup. (Mr. Kaulbach) 8077, 8172 (iii).
COMMISSIONS UNDER THE GREAT SEAL, REGULATIONS

RESPECTING.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
4483 (ii).

- re HALl-BREED CLAIMS: in COM. Of SuP.,
5832 (i).

- OF INQUIRY, YUKON, REQUEST FROMN MB. OGIL-

VIE TO ExTEND HIS POWERS, &C.: Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3080 (i).

- re LNVESTIGATiONs AGAINsT GOVT. EMPLOYEE8,
NAMES OF COMMISSIONERS, ALLOWANCES, &C.,
DismissAis, &c. : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. ottr)
2180 (ii).

- OF STAMPS FOR CAN. TOBACCO: in Com. of
Sup., 4790 (ii).

COmMITrEE MEETINGS, ACCOMMODATION IN ROONS
Remarks (Mr. Penny) 3314 (i).

-__MEETINGs AT SAME HorUR: Remarks (Mr. La-
Rivière) 2320 (i).

COMMITTEES:
AGRICULTURAL AsD COLOwNZTION COmITTEE, 2ND

REP. OF Cou., PaNTIN oF EvîDENCE: cone. (Mr.
Bain)3440 (i).

DEBATES, OFFICIAL, SEL, Co.: M. (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier)6(i).

1s REP. op Co., coNC.: M. (Mr. Beausoleil)
337 (i).

2» REp. oF CoN.: conc. (Mr. Somerville)
1071,1738 (i).

3R RP. op Cou., coNc.: M. (Mr.Richardon)
210M0).

4tra REP. oF CoM. coNc.: M. (Mr. lisi.)
2529 ().

--- REP. oF pc. coNC.: M. (Mr. Richard-
on) 5665 (ii).

6Tra REP. or pCOx. CONC.: M. (Mr. Richardos)
8913(iii).

IsR CoxmM e, JOun: M.(Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

Paum conyn o o: 1Luir Wfru laure'
à31(1).

-- SiRwP. or Cou.: Prsnted (Mr. Gibon)
57459111

eni
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COMMITTEES- Con.
PRINTING CoxMxn1TRE, JoiNT: 4E AN> 5Ta REP. o

Cou.: M. oone. (Mr.Giboon)5378ti).
7Ta REP. oF Cox. conc,: M. (Mr. Gibeon)8913

(iii).
PRIvATE.- BII.s, SKLECT STANDING ConurfTEE, Et-

DucnoN oF QUoRUM : M. (Mr. Sericer) 4729 (ii).
-- MEEINo DuBING STTINGos 0 TEE HOUSE: M.

(Mr. Scriver)8751 (iii).
PRVILEGES AND ELECTIONS COxUMrE, ABSENCE

oF MINISTERS: Remarks (Mr. Oacvi) 9182 (11l.
M. to EmployStenographers (Mr. Fortin) 7193

(iii).
-- tenographer's Fees, 9462(iii).

-- M. to Print E7idence (Mr. Foreiu) 7194 (iii).
M. to sit conourrently with Sessions of the

House (Mr. Fortin) 7771(iii).
2ND REP. O? Cou.: Presented (Mr. Fortin)

9461(iii).
REr. op Cou.: Remarks (Mr. Fopter) 10115

(iii).
-M. (Sir WifJrid Laurier) 10115 (iii).

PUBtic AccTs. CoimuITrE, DELAY iN MEETING:
M to idjn. Hous (Sir Charles ibbert Tupper)
3150 (i).

DELAY I MERTINGS: Remarks (Mr. Hughea)
7195 (iii).

MEETINGS DURING SITTING OF THE fOUsE : M.
(Mr. Fra'cr, Guysbororgh)8780 (iii).

----MEETENGS: Remarks (M r. Foster)264 (i).
Remarks (Sir Chqrle, Tupper) 296A().
PosTPoNEUENsA l» BouRS OP MEETING, &C.

Rema rks (Sir Charlee Hibbert Tupper) 434 tii).
REDUCTION OF QUORU m: Remarks (Sir Rschard

Cartwright) 4347 (ili.
.RD REp. o pCou.: cOne. (Mr. Fraser, Guys-

borlugh) 4147 (ii).
--- 6T REP oF CO,: Presented (Mr. Fraser,

Guysborough) 9836(iii).
-REP. oF Cou : Remarks (Mr. Poster) 10116 (iii).
M. to Print Evidence (Sir Wifrid Laurier)

10116 (iii).
RiiAw s, CANALs iD TELEGRAPu LINEs, 22D

REp. op Cox.: Prsented (Mr Sutherland) 9209
(iii).

SELECT STANDING CouS., Cou. To PaeA RE LSTS:
M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)6(i).

-ITs : Presented(SirWilfrid Laurier>525(i).

Companies Act Ant. B No. 160 (Mr. Fitz-
patrick) 1°*, 5744 (ii); 2°, 7645; in Com., 8774;
3°, 8779 (iii). (62.63 Vie., c. 40.)

COMPENSATIONi TO MES. F. E. STEWART : in Com of
Sup., 9131 (iii).

-- TO OcTAVE OUELLîrrE: in Com. of Sup., 9127.

Conditional Liberation of Convicts B.
No. 171 (Sir Wilfred Laurier)1°*, 7000; 2°and
in Coin., 9599, 9726; 3*, 9731 (iii). (62-63 Vie.,
c. 49.)

CONSOLDATION OF STATUTES OF CANADA : Ques. (Mr.
HenderSon) 4270 (i).

CONsTANTIN, DR. JULES, EMPLYMT. BY GovT.,
AMOUNT PIDm, &o.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1847(i).

CONTINGENCIUS, PRIt ING, &c., PUBLIC WORKS DEPT.
in Com. of Sup., 7554 (iii).

CONTRACTS LET wITEOUT T EE mINCE JUNE, 1896:
M. for O. C.'s (Mr. D %in) 5314, 548 (ii).

eii

CONTRACTS FOR TIES, I. C. R., NAmES oF TNiERES:
Ques. (Mr. Monk) 5308 (i).

CONTROVEIRTED ELEMIONS, JUDGEs' REPS.: i (i).
REGISTRAR's FEES : Remarks (Mr. Caltrt)

8348 (iii).
ConvIct8. See " Conditional."
COPYRIGHT BILL AND GOVTL ÀACTONN: Ques. (Mr.

Ros-Rober.tson) 1981 (i).
CORNWALL CANAL: in Coi. of Sup., 5784 (ii).

ENLARGEMENT: in Com. of Sup., 7298 (iii).
AMTs. PAID TO MR. RUBIDGE, C.E., SINCE

JAN., 1897, EXPENSES re STB8. "ALERT" AND
" ALAsKA," &c. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Taylor) 1878
().

AWARD OF' COTRACT, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor)
1853 (i).

PAYMENT TO MR. ROss : in Com. of Sup., 9176
(iii).

COSTE, MIL, EXPEDITION TO ENG., INstEUCTIONs,
COR., REPS., &c.: M. for Papers* (Sir Charles

Hibbert Tupper) 3334 (i).
Remarks (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 536 (i).
YUKON EXPEDrION: M. tu refer Papers to

Pub. Accounts Com. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
5489 (ii).

REPORT re YUEON : Jnquiry for Ret. (Sir
Charles Hil.Urt Tupper) 4997 (ii).

AND LAIFONTAINE's INSTRUCTIONS, YUKON
DisTEÏcIr: Ques. (Mr. Quinn)1893 (i).

ee "Yukon," &ce
COSTIGAN, HON. MI., ON PERSONAL EXPLA-NATION:

Remarks (Sir Charles Trpper) 3660 (ii).
- AND JORN H. BARRTT, COR. BETWEEN DEPT.,

&C. : lai-i on the table, 3875 (ii).
COTEAU LANIUlNG, DREDGING, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,

1003w (iii).
CoNTRAC(r FOR DREDGING, PAPERS, LErrERS,

&c.: M. for Copies (Mr. Bergeron)2026 (i).
COULOMBE r. THE QUEEN, TRIAL PIROCEEDINGS, &C. t

Ques. (-Ir. Casjrain) 3916 (ii).
EFORCEMENT OF CONvIcrxN, &c.: Ques

(Mr. Ctgra -n) 4479 (üi).
CoUNiL, YUKON, NAMES, APPNT., &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Domrille) 1832 (i).
&e "Yukon,"&c.

CoUwEF rr BILLS, CIRCULATION, &C.: Remarks
(Mr. Berjern) 5206 (ii).

COUNTY COURT JUDGEs, ONT., REREMENT, &C.,
LEGISLATION RESPrBTING: es. (Mr. Bennet)

1970 (i).
COwAN's BRIDGE: in Coi. of Sup., 9172 (iii).
Cow BAT BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 7704 (iii).
CtoimalCode (1892)Act Amt.B.No. 2

(Mr. Charlton)1',421;2°m.,1 ;in Co.,
2525 ;3°m., 2911 ; agreed to (Y. 68;N. 29)
2930 (1).

B. No. 86 (Mr. Britton). 1°*, 974; 2°.
2160,2527().

B. No. 80 (Mr, Ethier)1°m., 2 (i).
B. No. li (Mr. Mcinnes)1°*, 29 (i).

-B. No. 168 (5fr Louis Davies)1°*, 6397 (il).



INDEX

Orirninal Gode. See "Combinations ."
CROWN TiuBER OFFIcE, NEw WESTINSnTR, B.C.,

COMPLAINT'S, INSTRUCTIONS AND RE. OF M.
ARCHER MARTIN : M. for Copies* (Sir Charlea
Hibbert Tupper) 3149 (i).

CROW's NEST PASS COMMISSION: in Com of Sup.,
5831 (ii).

CROw's NEST PAss RY. .AND . P. R., RATES AND
Tous, RzvisIoN By Gov. IN CoUiNcIL: Ques.
(Mr. Mcinnes) 2331 (i).

- DEATH OF MR. THoRNaBuRY: Ques. (Mr.
Hughes) 1976 (i).

- - FBENcH TRANSLATIoN oF REp.: Ques. (Mr.
Dugas) 1832 (i).

INVESTIGATION BY CO3MSIONER, REPS., &C.:
M. for Copies,* (Mr. Bell, Pictou) 1878 (i).

-- REP. OF COmMISSION : Quea. (Mr. Clarke)
1967 (i).

Cruelty to Anima.e Prevention Act Amt.
B. No. 116 (Mr. Penny) J°*, 2963 (i).

CUSTOMS:
AGICULTUIEAL IPLEMENTS IMPORTD FO dU. S.,

BAsE OF VALUATIONS, &0.: Ques. (Mr. Wallace)
6047 (ii).

REIDucTIoN op DUTY: prop. Res. (Mr. Bavin)
4861,5893 (i).

ALAsEA BoUNDARY AND Cums OFPicIALs, DifEI-
cULTIES WITr MouKTED PoLIca: Remarks (Mr.
Prior) 2193 (i).

BEET ROOT SuGAR, BoUNTr FoE MAXUPACTUR,&c.:
prop. Res. (Mr. Sproile) 4823(ii).

BUsBr, Ma. , CUSTOS COLLEcTOR AT SEAGWAY, DATE
or APPH T. i oAD SALARY: Qbes. (Mr. Taylor)
4805(ii).

ClaMoRDu Cusmus OFFIcE, SALAMES, COLLECTION,
ExPNSEs, &o.: Ques. (Mr. Carais) 1850 (i).

CmRISTzE, MR.: M. to ref. Papers to Public Accounts
Com. (Mr. Roche) 3341 (i).

COAL Or AND FaMn LIsT: prop. Res. (Mr. Dasia)
19820) ; Amt. (Mr. Fieldine) agroed to (Y. 68;
N. 30) 2014(i).

prop. Res. (Mr. Moore) 2118,2130().
CosnaIA, Mi , AND JoHN H. BARmTT, Coi. BTWEE

DEmT., &c.: laid on Table, 3875 Gi)
CURsa, CaLS. H., PaE xIVM OM ciM , UGAND

Fàu.s, N.B..DIssA,&c.: Ques.(Mr.2Tylor)
4056 (ii).

Custroxs, BamIsM COLUMMA: in Com. of Sup.,8453
(iii).

MANITOBA: in Coin. of Sup., 8453(iii).
N.S.: in Com. ofSup.,8387 (ii).
--OTARo: in Com. ofSup.,8452(ii); contin-

genies, in CoU. of8p., .555855(ii).
CUsoUs DariT.: in CoM. of SEp.. 2091(), 5588, 5855

(à)10207(Mi).
--- ToUoNTo, EaPLOvEs, NAMs. DAT op AP.

pui., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke)1849 ().
-UND»a1vaATIos AT ToioNTo, &c.: in Com.

of Sup.,8387 (iii).
DonOT,"8m:uaE a U.S. CusTos Avrneams

A? 8KAG6WAY, PAL IN OT!AYA Citizen. Ques.
(Mr.P\Frior>-2X67 (M.

GASP1 OuBToMa OFFIcau, Ani E m.IoNC
Aoa s:Remarks (Mr. otcr>1022«Il>.

Ques. (Mr. Poeter>)3851 ().

CUSTOMS-Conm.
GlaExPoaTs FROx CAN. PoRTS IN< 1898: Ques (Mr.

Bell. Addington) 3075, 32561(i).
To GenaxANY E 1898-99, QUANTrry,&c.: Que«.

(Mr. Henderso)8990 ii).
HoGG, W. A., CUSTOMS OFICER AT COLLINGWooD,

CEALRGES AGA\INST, COxxISSIONER'S REF., &ce.: M.
for Copy*(Mr. McCarthy)2788 ().

IDIASN CORN IxPORTED FRox 1896-9: Ques. (Mr.
Claney) 8217(ii).

-- Foi HOME CONSUxPTION, &Cc.: Ques. (Mr.
ClaneF)8632,8990 (iii).

"JoHN C. BAR," AMERCAN STR., OWNEasmp, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Prior)82"'18, 8169 (iii).1
-- UNDErAtLUATION, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 3061
(i).

--- VALUATION BT CUSTOMS AUTIOREr.s: Que$.:
(Sir Charles Hilbert Tpper) 2700 ().

LEBEL, ML WENCESLAS, CUSTONS OFFICIAL, AND
REvisbON OF ELECTORAL LISTS. PA. i Le Soleil:
Ques. (Mr. Casproin)1888 (i).

LxPRAUx, N.B., CUsTous OFFIcRR, NXÂm, SALAaT,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Ganong> 513 (ii).

LEVIsON BRUS., CUSTOMS sLNDERVALUATION: iin Comn.
of Su., 8419 (iii).

LUMBIRECuSYoNs bUTIES: in Com). ofSup., 5669 (ii).
McCoRxcK. ML F. D., CUsToias OFrcER AT PELE

ISLAND, DISMISSAL, &C.: in ComI. of Sup., S8
fiii).

"PINGEIoE" AND' LowE," STRS., UNDEDVALUATION,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)8218 (iii).

P.E.I., CusTons REF&ND FOR DUTIES PAi ON sa:
in Com. of Sup.. 10114,10169 (iii).

PmrUING AN» STATIONERY: in Cor. ofStip.,560( (i).
PaEVErIvE SERvicE: in Com. of Sup., 4788 (i).
SCHAFIIEITLni AND FITZGIBBoN, CUSTONS LAW lx-

FaAcTIoN: Ques. (Mr. Foater) 1889, 2190 ().
-- in Com. of! Sup., 8387(iii).

ScaIGweouR, J. 0., GaNtw OrBoNqaD WAaiOUSE,
DATJ op Lagis, &c., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Macdon-
ald. P.E..)2113).

SuGAr LpoaTs vao BRma W. TNDIES, QUANTITT
à»D VAwu: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 2327 (i).

&SsENSE AccoURT, MONTREAL: in Co>m. of Sup.,
5588 (ii).

ToRoTo CMsTox Hous, ExPLoTRES, NAMixs, DAT
op Arn'uT., &c.: Quei. (Mr. Clarke) 1849(i).

U -B.S.usToNS AND CANADIAN VEssts, REULATIONs,
&c.,re EaIG AT AMzIAc Poss: Remarks
(Sir Carie# Hi6bert Tupper) 2528 <).

VALLEFTIELD cUT OMSCOLLECTOR, CHARGEs AGAINw,
&c.: M. to Com.ofSap.(Mr. Bereron)5501(i).

WaEAT EXromTED FRox MOmREAL, ST. JoHN, FT.
WILLaM A WINNMo, QUANTrrr: Ques. (Mr.
Wallace) 2702(6).

YUKoN An B C., SALARIS, &C.: ii CoM. of Sap.,
5596ii).

Yuox DIsTaIcT Fao.Tma CusTos: bn Cor. of
SuP.,87Î46 iii.

--- Ronous re CoNFLIcT BETWEN .. D
Cx. CusTous: Remarks (Mr. >Teer) 975 (1).

U.S. VassEss AND CAS. BEosMTr.FRAUDU-
Lm? VALUATION,o.&c.: M. for Rot. (Sir Charles
Bibbert 2wpper) 3296 (i).

--- Ques.(Charlsibòert 1%per)328o 6).

Osto=eenA.ct Amt. B. No. 154 (Mr. Pateron)
1°, i4M; 2, anBd in Com.,6(ài)2; 3°*, 6M3(*ii).
(62-6U Vi., e. 2z.)

mmm

civ
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Oustoms and Inland Revenue Dep. Act
Ant. B. No. 182 (Mr. Fielding) prop. Res.,
8753; in Com. on Res., 8923; 10*, 8947; 2° and
in Com., 9661; .3', 9683 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 23.)
Deb. in Com. on Re. (Mr. Fieldiaa) 8924; (Mr.

Charlton) 8924; (Mr. Pouter) 8924; (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier)8925; (Sir Charlea Tupper) 8926; (Mr.
McMullen)8930; (Mr. Davin) 8932; (Mr. Tailbot)
8933; (Mr. Marcotte) 8934; (Mr. Bennett) 8936;
(Mr. Henderson) 8938; (Sir Richard Cartwright)
8939; (Mr. Craig) 8M0; (Mr. McDougall)8M4;
(Mr. Sproule) 8945; (Mr. Clancy)8946 (iii).

DAIRYING AND AGRICULTURZ: in Coma. of Sup., 8265
(ii).

ADVANCF' &C.: in Coml. of Sup., 8337 (iii).
DABGAVEL, MR. .. B., POSTMASTER AT BELGIN, DIS-

MI SSA L : Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1955 (i).
DAvIs, EDWARD, SLIDEMASTER AT CoULONG, Dis-

MISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Poupore) 3946 (ii).
DAWSON AND ANCOUVER MAIL SERVICEM, ARMIVAL,

DESPATCH, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Foster) 2961.
DEAD LErTiT BRANCH, SALARIES, &C.: in Co1. Of

Sup., 5068 (il).
DEADMAN'8 I8LAND, COE. BETwEEN DOM. GOVT. AND

B. HAIG & SON (1880) re APPLICATION FOR USE,
&. : M. for Cor.* (Mr. Prior) 2788 (i).

LEAtss, VALUE, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1815.
FOitFE[TURE OF LEAsE BY MR. LuDATcTE: Re-

marks (Mr. Prior) 4739 (ii).
PAR. IN MONTREAL Witncs8s re LEASE (Mr.

Prior) 1353, 1640 (i).
See "Stanley Park."

DEBATES, OFFICIAL, SEL. CoM.
Laurier) 6 (i).

- sT REP. OF COu., CONC.:

337 (i).
2ND R.EP. of COM., CONC.:

1071, 1734 (1).
a3nREDP.à'. OF COU., CONC.o

Son) 2180 (i).

: M. (Sir Wilfrid

M. (Mr. Beausoleil)

M. (Mir. Somerville)

M. (Mr. Richard-

4TH RE?. OF COm.: Presente»d (Mr. Ellis)
2529 (i).

- 5TH REP. oF Com., CONC.: M. (Mr. Richard-
80)M5665 (i).

6GTH REP. oF' Cou.: M. conC. (Mr. Richardson)
8913 (iii).

- OrFICIAL : ril COM. Of Sup., 2280 (i).
D)EFENCE SCHEME: in Coin. of Sup., 5465 (ii).
DELA IN FURNISHIiiNG CARB, 1. C. R., ComPLAtI.NTS,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Gaurreuu)1853 (i).
DEusias, DE., RAILWAX BICYCLE RIDING, &c.: Ques.

(Mr. Dugas) 5308 (i).
DEMEsri, JLuoR, CLAImS AGAINST GOvT. : Que. (Mr.

Caisrain) 1833 (i).
DETrL. BUILINGS, OTrAWA, REFURNISHIG, &C.; in

Com. Of Sup., 9957 (iii).
DEscoussr WHABr, N.S., COs'T OF CON3TcrIoN,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. (illiea) 5486 (ii).
DrVLIiN, MI. JAMEs, PROSECLTION BY DEPT. OF JUS-

TiCe: Remarks (Mr. Hughes) 7218 (iii).
DIBBE AND DePONT, MES.'iS., CLAIMS AG.AINST

GovT.: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 2114 (i).

eV

DIcK, IsAc, FIsHERY GUARDIAN, N.B., DIsMIssAL,
&C.: Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 7765 (iii).

DICKsoN, Ma. .'., IMMIGRATION AGENT, ApPMNr. By
GOVT., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Roche) 1855 (i).

DIGBY POST OEFICE: in Com. of Sup., 9947 (iii).
DISTRESSED CANADIAN RELIEF' FuhD: in COm. of

SUP., 7529 (iii).

DIVIßSIONS :
ADDRESS ; Amt. (Mr. Ber;ram) to Aimt. (Mr Clarke)

agreed go (Y, 101; N. 48)1811 (i).
APPEAI. To SPEAKER AGAINST A RULING OP DEP.

SPEAKER (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) Chair-
man's decision agreed to (Y. 65; N. 20) 4456 (ii).

APPEAL FROM CHAIRMIAN OF CoMMITTEz OF THE
WHoLE TO SPEAKER (Mr. FRwter) Chairman's
decision agreed to (Y. 39; N. 10) 5611 (i).

BINDER TwINE, SALE oF B 0GovT.: on Anmt. (Mr.
Taylor) to Con. of Sap., neg. (Y. 20; N. 51)
9937 (iii).

CIVIL SERVICF. (DIsmsSAL 0F OFICrIALs) B. 50 (Mr.
Monk) Amt. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6 m. h.,
agreed to (Y. 64; N. 39) 2244 (i).

COAL OH, AND FaEE LIsT: prop. Res. (Mr. Davis)
Amt. (Mr. Fielding) agreed to (Y. 68; N. 30)
2014(i).

COLUMBIA AD WESTERN Ry. Co.'a B. 27 (Mr.
Coutigan) Amt. (Mr. Olieer) neg. (Y. 14; N. 61)
2948 (i).

CiMixNAL CoDE (1892) B. 2 (Mr. Charlton) 3° agreed
to (Y. 69; N. 29) 2930(i).

DEBATS OFFICIAL, 2îD REP., DIBMISSAL OP FRENCH
TRANsI.AToa: on Amt. (Mr. Beauaoleil) 1752(i);
neg. (Y. 40; N..89).

FINANCIA L SITUATION, REVIEW OF: Amt. (Mr. Foater)
to M. for Coin. of Ways and Means, neg. (Y. 12;
N. 30) 10244 (iii).

GREAT NoaTa-wasT CENTRA. Ry. Co.S B. 90 (Mr.
Sutherland) on M. for 3°1; Amt. (Mr. Douglas)
zeg. (Y. 21; N. 51)4786(ii).

IMMIGRATION AGENTs, SALARIEs, &C.: Aimt. (Mr.
Wallace) to strike out W. T. R. Preston's salary
neg. (Y. 13; N.27)10216 (iii).

I. C. R., DRUimmoniD Co. B. 1 3 (Mr. Blair) M. for
Com. on Res. agreed to (Y. 80; N. 38) 2841 ().

JINLAND REViNUE AND Cusres DErr. B. 182 (Mr.
Fielding) Amt. (Mr. Sproide) neg. (Y.Il; N.
2c)i9688 (iii).-

PREFERENITIA. TRADE wITE G. B.: Amt. (Sir Cbarles
Tupper) ncg. (Y. 41; N.77)7965(iii).

QUEBEC HARBOUR Couum rnEw!as B. 91 (Mr. Fiez-
patrick) 39 m., Amt. (Mr. Caugraia) neg. (Y. 40:
N. 80)3989 (ii).

R.iLwAY SUBSIDIS B.-190: Amt. (Mr. Clancy) neg.
(Y. 12; N. 47) 98M4 (ii).

REPRîESENTAToN IN THE B. OF C. B. 126 (Mr.
Mulock) M. (Mr. Wallace) to adin. deb. on2).
neg. (Y. 18; N. 23) 53(ii).

- U--M.for21>agreed to (Y.77; N. 41)6720i).
SABEEvoIs WuaR: Amt. (Mr. Bergerom) to strike

ont vote, negr. (Y. 25; N. 12) 10219 (iii).
SE» GAm LNDERTEDNEs B. 189 (1r. Sifton) Amt.

(Mr. Davin) net. (Y. 17; N. 56) 9O8 (iüi).
VICTOalIvLu Po? Omcz: in Com. of Snp., Amt.

(Mr. FoSter) net. (Y. 13; Y. 27)10218 (iii).
TuKoN, ADMNISTRATION rOP, CHARGE AGAINT :

Amt. (Sir Charles Hibbenrt 2mper) ne. (Y. 32;
N. 82)6277 (ii).
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Divorce: Aronsberg, Abraham, B. No.
144 (Mr. Landerkin) 1*, 473û; 2*, 5359 (i);
in Com., 7480, 7575; 3°, 789 (i¶i). (62-63 Vie.,
c. 132.)

Dowding, Annie Inkson, B No. 136
(Mr. Clarke) 1°*, 4147 ; 2°*, 5359; in Com. and
3°*, 5792 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 133.)

Stock, David, B. No. 88 (Mr.
McCarthy) 1°*, 2604; 2°*, 2698 (i); in Com., 3489;
3°*, 3491 (i). (62-63 Vie., e. 134.)

Van Wart, Stephen Gerow, R No.
181 (Mr. Landerkin) 1°', 891R; 2°*, 9056; in
Com., and 3°*, 9532 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 135.)

DOCKS, REDUCTION 0F FEES, &C. : in Com. of Sup.,
8178 (iii).

DocuME.Ns, &c., YUKON DISTRICTr: Inquiry for Ret.
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3067 (i).

"DOLPHIN," STR., SALE, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 4045
(ii).

Ques. (Mr. Sprouie) 1855 (i).
Dom. of Can. Guarantee and Accident

Ins. Co.'s B. No. 76 (Mr. os/er) 1°*, 2029;
2°*, 2290 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 430*2 (ii). (62-63
Vic., c. 108.)

DOM. CENSUS AND B. N. A. AcT A3iT.: prop. Res.
(Mr. McInnen) 2386 (i).

Dom. Elections Act Amt. B. No. 81 (Mr.
Britton) 1°, 203-5(i).

B. No. 142 (Mr. Inqram)1°, 4341 (i).
Dom. Lands Act Amt. B. No. 148 (Mr.

Sifton) 1°, 4894; 2° and in Com.,£400, 6405; 3°,
6459 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 16.)

DOM. LAýNDs: in Com. of Sup., 7501 (iii).
CHIEF INSPECTOR: in Com. of Sup., 9006 (iii).
MAX., FRAUDULENT TRANSACTIONs BY OFFI-

CIALS, PAR. IN WINNIPEG Telegram: Remarks
(Mr. Sifton) 4995 (ii).

SURVEY RETURNS, PRINTING, &C.: in CoU). of
Sup., 9053 (i.i).

Dom. NOTES. NUMBER OF SHEErS, BACK AN) TINT
PLATES, DELIVERED To GOVT.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Fostcr) 1878 (i).

--- PRINTING : in Com. of Sup., 5012 (ii), 7001
(iii).

Dom. . AD ONTARIo AccouNTS, INDEBTEDNESS BY
DOM., 1898: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 3544 (ii).

Dom. Permanent Loan Co.'s B. No. 104
(Mr. Clarke) 1°, 2409; 2°*, 2525 (i); in Com.,
6868; 3°*, 6878 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 109.)

DOMINION POLICE FORCE : in Com. of Sup., 10127 (iii).
YUKON DISTRICT, NUMBER, DISTRIBUTION,

COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1965 (i).
DOMINION PUBLIC BUILDINGS, LIGHTING, &c. : in

Com. of Sup., 8136 (iii).
RIFLE ASSOCIATION, A.NNAIL GRANT BY GOVT.

oF TRANSPORT AND ENTRANCE fES TO LNiITED
NUMBER: prop. Res. (Mr. Hughes) 2358, 2361 (i).

STEAMERS, INSPECTION, &. : in Com. of Sup.,
4240 (ii).

DOMVILLE, LT.-COL., LEAVE OF ABSENCE FROM COM-
MANI) OF 8TH HUSSARS: Ques. (Mr. Morrison)
2898 (i).

-___PAR. IX ST. JOHN Sun: Ques. (Mr. Domrille)
2899 (i).

CHARGES AGAIST, EVIDENCE BEFORE PUBLIC
ACCouNTs COSr.: Ques. (Mr. DonvWe) 1845 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Danarille) 1839 (i).
DONAHUE, W., CONTRACT FOR TIMBER FOR DREDGE

AT RO3ERVAL, &C..: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4039
(ii).

DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 5477
(ii).

"DOROTHY," SEIZURE BY U. S. CUSTOWS AuTHoRI-
TIES AT SKAGWAY, PAR. IN O'TAWA Citizc:
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 2367 (i).

DOUKHOBORS, QUARANTINED AT GROSSE IsL.: Re-
marks (Sir bhar1es Hibbert Tupper) 4550 (ii).

DowDING. See "Divorce."
Drainage across Railway Co's. Lands B.

No. 24 (Mr. Casey) 1°*, 803; 2°, 1917; M. for
Sel. Com., 2153, 2930, 2949 (i); ref. to Sel. Coin.,
3849 (ii).

DRkWBACKS ON FREIGHT CHARGES ON N. S. PORTION
I. C. R. SIXCE 1898: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Bell,
Pictou) 5945 (ii).

PAYMENTS c4 FREIGHT CHARGES, AMOUN'
PAID FOR JAN. AND FEB., 1899: M. for Ret.*(Mr.
Foster) 3149 (i).

DREDGING : in Com. of Sup., 7557 (iii).
FOR MINERALS, YUKON, NUMBER OF LEASýES

(1897) RENTALS, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Foàter) 3079 (i).
-- PLANT, MAR. PROVS. AND B. C. : in CoI. of

Sup., 10070 (iii).
new plant, in Com. of Sup., 8137 (iii).
RICHMOND, N.S., AMOUNT EXPENDED FR03

1891 TO 1896: Ques. (MIr. (Jillies) 5485 (ii).
SALA RIES, &c. : in Coi. of Sup., 5203 (il).

DRILL HALL, VANCOUVER, CONTRACT FOR CONSTRUC-

TION, TENDERs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 6122 (ii),
7765 (iii).

DRUMMONI COUrrY RAILWAY: Inquiry for Ret. (Mir.
Foster) 2972 (i).

Inqary for Papers (Mr. Haggart) 2249 (i).
Inquiry for Papers (Sir Charles Tupper) 269T

(i).
DRUMMOND ('OU~N. See "I. C. R."
Dry Docks Construction B. No. 177 (Màr.

Fieidiwj) piop. Res., 6123 (ii); in Com. on
Res., 8472; 1°*, 8474; 2° and in Com., 8757;
30*, 8762 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 9.)

DRY DOCKS SuBs1Y: prop. 1Res. (Mr. Fielding)
6123 (i).

DR DOC, ViCoiA, B.C., PETS. re REDUCTION oF

CHARGES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 7766 jiii).

DUBE, APPNMT. OF SUPT., LOCATION OF HAD-

QUARTERS: Ques. (Mr. Gaurrea,) 2533(i).

DCuEs INiAN RESEvE, NEGOTIATIONS fre SALE OF
TIMBER LIMxTs, REMOVAL oF INDIANS: Ques.
(Mr. McCormack) 2700 ().
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DUCHESNE. DR. J. A., COMPLAINTs re APPNmT. OF
DR. HALL: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 3336 (i).

-- EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)

1887 (i).
DUNN AVENutE, RY. CROSSING, ToPONTO, PROTETION

TO: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 1857 (i).
DUPUIS, P. C., PROSECUTION FOR SELLIING LIQUOR TO

INDIANS: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4060 (i).
EARNINGS (GROSS) AND WORKiNG ExPEssS FROM

1898 TO 1899, I.C.R. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Foster)
2027(i).

EASTER ADJouRNmiENT: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
531 (i).

See "Adjonrunments."
EASTERN EXTENSION RAILWAY, CLA1IS OF- N. S.

GOVT : Ques. (Mr. McDongal) 3551 (ii).
Eastern Trust Co.'s B. No. 54 (Mr. Borden,

Halifax) 1*, 1352; 2°*, 1585 (i); in Coni. and 3*,
3489 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 110.)

EDGAR, LADY, BALANCE OF SALARY OF LATE
SPEAKER: i Comn. of Sup., 10196 (iii).

- - SIR JAMS.8, L&TE SPEAKER, DECEASE OF : Re-
mnark8 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 9060 (iii).

EDMONTON BRIDGE, N.W.T. : in Coi. of Sup., 8196
(iii).

Edmonton and SaStchewan incorp.
B. No. 93 (Mr. Oliver) 1°*, 2246; 2°*. 2524 (i);
in Coi., 4302, 4817; 3 *, 4857 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c.
65.)

Edmonton and Slave Lake Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 35 (Mr. Poipore) 1°. 974; 2°*, 1389; in
Com. and 3°*, 3072 (i). (62-63 Vie., c. 66.)

EDMoNToN TRAIL TO YUKON DISTRICT: in Coi. of
Sup., 10109 (iii).

Edmonton, Yukon and Pacifie Ry. Co.'s
B. No. 158 (Mr. Oliver) 1°*, 5384; 2*, 5536
(i); in Com. and 3'*, 6879 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 64.)

EDMONTON, YuEoN .AND PAciFIc RY. Co.'s SUBSIDY :
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916; in Coi., 9489, 9495,
9581. 9809 (iii).

EDMONTON ANID YUKOX ROUTE, INSTRUCTIONS TO
MESSRS. DIBRLEE AND DUPONT: Ques. (Mr.
Hinyihcs) 2114 (i).

ELErION Acd MT. BILL: Request to have placed
on Govt. Orders (Mr. Ingramrn) 7218, 7322 (iii).

ELECTIONS, CERTIFICATES RRCEIVED DURING RECES.i
(Mr. Speaker) 1 (i).

ELECTORAL LisTs, N.S., PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION:

Ques: (Mr. Mills) 1979 (i).
ELECTRIe LiGHIUNG INSPECTION, EXPENSES, &.: in

Com. of Sup., 4804, 5518 (ii).
OrAwA BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup., 5183

(ii), 9939, 9989 (iii) ; cone., 6386 (ii).
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 5308 (ii).

ELEVATOR AT HALIFAX, CONSTRUCTION AND) COMPLE-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2332 (i).
ELEVATOR RisTRITIoNS A C.P.R., LEGISLATION

RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Darin) 2903 (i).
ELKHORN INDIAN SCHOOL, PRINTING PLANT, LEASE

To W. J. THOMPS0N, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Roche)
3076 (1).

cvii

EMIGRATION TO U.S., ANSWER TO QUESTION: Ruling
(Mr. Speaker) 2117 (i).

PAR IN NEWSPAPERS: Ques. (Mr. McAlister)
2115 (1).

EMPLOYEEs, I.C. R., AT LEVIS AND PROVINCIAL ELEC-
TION, TRANSFER, &C., INSTRUCTIONS TO ML
DESJARDINS: Ques. (Mr. MIarcotfe) 3260 (i).

NUMBER, WAGES PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Jfc-
Lellan) 1860, 2332 (i).

INCREASE OF STAFF AT RIVIÈRE DU Loup, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Gau rreau) 1974 (i).

Erie and Huron and Lake Erie and De-
troit Amalgamation Co.'s B. No. 60
(Mr. McG1re4or) 1°* 1M0; 2°, 1862 (i); in Com.
and 3*, 3492 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 67).

ESTATE DuTY, CoR. INCOMIPLE'rE: Remarks (Sir
Charles Tupper) 8220 (iii).

EsQUIMA LT DEFENCE: in Com. of Sup., 7151 (iii).
DRY DOCK, REDU>crTIoN OF RATES, PETS., &C.

Ques. (Mr. Prior) 6122 (ii).
ESTIMATES, THE. YEAR ENDING 1900: Presented Mr.

Fielding) 2026 (i).
-SUPPL. ENDING. 1899 : Presented (Mr. Peflding)
4857 (iii).

ENDING 1900: Presented (Mr. Fielding) 7638.
FRTHER SUPPL.: Presented (Mr. Fielding)

9830(iii).
SUPPL., Ques. (Mr. Foster) 4147, 6458 (ii).
Remarks (Sir Charles Tapper) 7242, 7442 (iii).

Exchequer Court Act Amt. B. No. 159
(Mr. Fitzpatrick) 1°, 5385; 2' lin Com. and 3°,
6101 (ii). (62-63 Vie., r. 44).

B. 1 o. 184 (Sir Wiilfrid Laurier) 1W*, 9178
(iii).

B. No. 188 (Sir Wilfrid Lauirier) 1°*, 9309 ;
T, 9835; in Com. and 3°*, 9835 (iii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 45).

EXCHEQUER COURT OF CAN. : in Coin. of Sup.,
5472 (ii).

EXCISE: in Com. of Sup., 4770 (ii).
INSPECTION OF SEAILED FOOD PACKAGES, LEG-

ISLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Ellis) 2705 (i).
EXPENDrrURE ON CAPITAL AND REVENUE, I.C.R.:

Ques. (Mr. Powell) 2531 (i).
EXPERIMENTAL FARMS: in Coin. of Sup., 7688, 8237

(iii).
BALANCE DUE ON k'ROPERTY: in Coim. of Sup.,

Z073 (i).
ESTABLISHMENT IN ST. JACQUES: Ques. (Mr.

Dugas) 2110 (i).
- FARM REP.: Presented (Mr. Fisher) 3070 (j).
Expropriation Act Amt. B. No. 185 (Sir

Wilfrid Laurier) °*, 9178; 2, in Com. and 3°*,
10220 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 39).

EXTENSION TO MONTREAL, AMOUNT ACCRUED ANI
PAiD To G.T.Ry. Co. sINCE JULY, 1898: Ques.
(Mr. Foster) 4478 (ii).

CAR MILEAGE FOR VICTORIA BRIDGE, INCOM-

PiETE RETURN (Mr. Foster) 4ï58 (ii).
PAPERs RESPECT ING C.AR MILEAGE : Presented

(Mr. Blair) 4891 (ii).
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FAIRLIE, MR., DISMISSAL FROM RUPERT'S LAND IN-

DLTSTRIAL SCHOOL: Ques. (Mr. Bourassa) 2532 (i).
M. for Reps., Cor.* (Mr. Bourassa) 2788 (i).

FARRAN'S POINT AND IROQUOIS CANAL, LOCKS AT,
REPS. oF MaR. SHANLY AND MR. KEEFER, C.E.:
M. for Copies" (Mr. Taylor) 1878 (i).

in Corn. of Sup., 5779 (ii).
TENDERS FOR 1897, &c.: M. for Copies* (Mr.

Clancy) 3873 (ii).
FAWCETT, MR., ADVICE re RECORDING MINING

CLAIMS, &C. : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3822 (ii).

DISMISSA L AS GOLD COMMISSIONER: M. for
Cor. * (Mr. Davin) 1878 (i).

FENELON FALLS, CONSTRUCTION OF SLIDE: Ques.
(Mr. Huqhes) 1978 (i).

FINANCE :
AMERICAN BANE NOTE COMPANY, DIES, PLATES, &C.,

DUTIES COLLECTED, &C.: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Palerson) 3828 (ii).

ARRITRATION, DOm. AND ONT., COST OF: in COM. Of
Sup., 8702 (iii).

AUDITOR GENERAL'S OFFICE: in Com. of SuP. 208 ,
2269 (i).

BR1T:SH AMF.RICAN BANK NOTE Co. v8. THE QUEEN,
ACTION BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Fraser, Lambton)
ii50 (i).

CLAIMS FOR BALANCE DUE: M. for Cor.* (Mr.
Fosier) 2180 (i).

BOUNTIES ON IRON AND STEEL: prop. Res. (Mr. Field-
ing) 4150 (ii).

BURNS, MR., PRIVATE SEC. TO MIN. oF FIN. APPNMT.
TO PERMANENT FORCE: Ques. (Mr. Trnhitt)
8469 (iii).

CAN. TEMPERANCE ACT ELECTIONS. COSTi: in Com. of
Sup., 10111 (iii).

CHARGES OF MANAGEMENT: in COM. Of SUp., 7001
(iii).

COLONIAL SECURITIES AND IMPERIAL TAx: Remarks
(Sir Charles Tupper) 1639i ().

COUNTERFFIT BIJLS, CIRCULATION, &C.: Remarks
(Mr. Bergeroi) 5206 (ii).

DoiîNION AND ONTARIO ACCOUNTS, INDEBTEDNESS
RY DOM., 189: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 3544 (ii).

DOM. NOTES, NUMBER 0 SHRETS, BACK AND TINT
PLATES, DELIVEERED TO GovT.: M. for Ret * (Mr.
Foster) 1878 (i).

-- PRINTING: in Com. of Sup., 5012 (ii)I 7001 (iii).
ESTATE DUTY, COR, INCOMPLETE: Remarks (Sir

Charlea Tupper) 8220 (iii).
FINANCE DEPT. : in Com. of Sup., 209, 2973 (i).

- CONTINGENCIES : in Com. of Sup., 5016 (ii).
FINANCIA L SrrUATION, REvIEw, &C. : 10228; Amt. (Mr.

Foater) neg. (Y. 12; N. 30)10244 (iii).
HIOH COMMISSIONER's OPFICE, CONTINGENCIES, &c.:

in Com. of Sup., 8748 (iii).
INSOLVENCY LEGIBLATION AND BOARDS OF TRADE:

M. for Cor.* (Mr. Bergeron) 5944 (ii).
- M. for Copies* (Mr. Monk) 5377 (ii).
-- M. for Copies* (Mr. Quinn) 594.5 (ii).
- Remarks (Mr. Berceron) 4997 (ii).

--- LEGLSLATION: Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
3253(i).

INSURALNCE, SUPT. : in Com. of Sup., 7463 (iii).
IROx BouNTIs, QUANTITY, &o.: Ques. (Mr. Wallace)

1827 (i).
LETTEI<S 0F CREDIT : in Oom. of Sup., 8191 (III).

FINANCE-Con.
LIQuQ R COMMISSION ErORT, TRANSLATION, &C.: in

Com. of Sup.,5851 (ji).
LOBSTER FisHER CoM issioiNRs' REP.: Remarks

(Mr. McInerney) 2909(i).
MINT, ESTABLISHMENT MVf GGoT. IN CANADA: prop.

Res. (Mr. McIîn-ese 3106 (i ).
--- GOVT., ESTABLISMWENT IN CAN.: Ques. (Mr.

Car#mcallan) 2190) (i).
ONTARIO PROVINCIAL DE]Br, REDUCTION OF INTEREST:

Ques. (Mr. Foater) 3074 (i).
P. E. I. AND DOM. GOrr., DELEGATION re QUESTIONS

AT ISSUE, CLAIMS, SVTMITS., &C. : M. for CopiesO
(Mr. Martin) 1879 (i).

PROHIBITION PLEBISCITE, AMOUNT PArD AND BALANCE
DUE: Quep. (Mr. Fter) 5859 (ii).

- COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. McDongall) 1814 ().
---- EXPENSES IN NONTREAL CITY, AMOUNTS

UNPAXD, &C.: Ques. (Ar. Quinn) 5312 (ii).
PROHIBITION OF INTOiXIC.riNG LIQUORS, ROYAL CoM-

miSSION, COST, &c.: Ques. (,Mr. Sntherland) 1885
(i).

TRAVELLING ExPENSES, &c., OF FIN. MINISTER AND
PRIVATE SF.CRETATY- Ques. (Mr. Gillie) 1880 (i).

VILLE MARIE BANK, SUSP'.NS10N INSPECTION BY

GOVT. : Remarks (14r.. Boira4sa) 8755 (iii).
--- Remarks (Mr. M k) 9065(iii.).

VANLUVEN, PETER, V-. cE)CMINIo BANE, ACTION 0F
GOVT, COR., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Bell, Adding-
ton) 9178 (iii).

FIREWORKS, &C., re DEMoNSTRATION ON PREMIER'S

RLTURN: in Com. of Sip., 8111 (iii).

FISHERIES :
BERRINO SEA ARBITRA-ION, JCOST TO GOVT., &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Mclsaae32186 (i).
- EXPENSES, &C. : in Com. ofSup., 5180 (ii).

BELLE RIVE I, P.E.L, SEiEU RE OF FISH TiaPS, &c.:
M. for Cor.* (Mr. Martin) 2787 (i).

CANADIAN FISHERiES AzIE AMERICAN Fisa TRUSTS,

COMPLAINTSre AN: OFFICIAL REPORTS: QUes.
(Sir Charle8 Hibbert Tupper)4993 (ii).

COLD STORAGE FOR BAm, DEEP SEA FISiERIES: in
Com. of Sup., 10163Cii).

-- FOR FISH TRANSP TATION, FROM MAR. PROVS.

Ques. (Mr. Marti&)1978 (i).
- FOR PRESERVATION OF BAIT OR FISUERMEN :

Ques. (Mr. Martin)3978 i) ,
DICK, ISAAC, FISHER GiTABDIAN N.B., DISMISSAL,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Gainoa) 7765 (iii).
FISHERY INSPECTORS, SALARIES, &C.: in Com. of

Sup., 4013 (à).
OFFICERS, LEED>S CO., DISMISSAL, &C.,: QQes.

(Mr. Taylor) 1818 ti).
- PROTECTION SERYCE : in Com. of Sup., 5180.

-- Report presented (Sir Loui Davie) 700 (i).
WEiRS, CHARLOM CO ., LICENSES ISSUED,

DATES, &C.: M. for ILet.* (Mr. Ganong) 2962 (i).
FRASER AND SErENA IVoR FISH HATCIIERIES, EsRO-

TION BY GOVT.: Ques, (Mr. Prior) 4058 (i).
GLAÉS, JAMES, FISHEm URDAN AT CAULOTTE,

N.]B., A PPNmT. Y B oNTr. :Que@. (Mr. Ganong>
4482 (ii).

GRATUITr TO COMNnm WAKEHÀM: in Com. of
Sup., 5183 (ii).

-- TO I. N. VENING: in Com. of Sap., 5183 (ii).
GaY, ROBERT. IGBTI!OUUSE KEMPER AT ENTRANCE

ISLAN;, REBIGNAtrIo, &C.: Ques. (Mr. McIns4)
7319 (iii.
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FISHERIES--Con.
INL&Ni) FISHERIES, 18iUE oF LIcENSES BY LOCAL

(;OVT.: Remarks (Mr. Bergeron) 2910 (i).
LENOIR, FISHERY OvzESEEE: Ret. laid on Table,

4268(ii).
LICENSES FOR FISHING TRAPS, ISSUE OF: Re-

marks ( Mr. Kaulhach) 2046 (ii).
LOBSTER FISHERY COMMISSIONER'S REP.: Remarks

(Mr. McInerney) 2909 (i).
Ques. (Mr. McIner-ney) 2319(i).
Remarks (Mr. Ruasell 2249 (i).
Remarks (Mr. McDougall) 3960 (ii).

LOBSTER FISHERY, P. E. I., INFRACTION OF REGULA-
TIONS, FINES IMPOSED, COST OP PROSECUTIONS,
&c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Martini 5377 (ii).

-- M. to Com. of Sup. (Mr. Martin) 5504 (ii).
FISHING, EXTENSION OP SEAsow IN P. E. L:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 6561 (iii>.
PROTECTION, REGULATIONS re: on M. for Com. of

Sup. (Mr. McLennan, Inverness)7675 (iii).
MILLTOWN, N. S., APPNMT. OT FISHERY GUARDIAN:

Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 4482 (ii).
NEWFOUNDLAND AND CANADIAN FISHERMEN, SUPPLY

OF BAIT, COR., &c.: Remarks (Mr. Kaulbach)
9465 (iii).

-- REGULATIONS re ExPORT oF BAIT: Remarks
(Mr. forden, Halifax) 6938 (iii).

FISHERIES AND FRENCe SHORE, REP. OF ROYAL
COMMISSION: Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Gillieû)
3070 (i).

REGULATIONS re LIVE BAIT : Remarks (Mr.
Borden, Halifax) 2194 ().

REGULATIONS re PURCHASE oF BAIT: Inquiry
for Return (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2696 (i).

NOBLE BrOs.: in Con. of Sup., 4214 (ii).
-- AMOUNTS PAID TO BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

Hughee) 2184 ().
OYSTER BRED, B. C., CLAIMS OF EsQUIu-LT AND

NNAAiMO Rr. Co.: Que . (Mr. McInne8) 3821 (ii).
OYSTER CULTURE: in Com. of Sup., 4241 (i).
PETERS, MR. F., ANI) E. V. BOD>WELL, LEGAL Ex-

PENSES : in Com. of Sup.,5181 (ii).
POACHING ON THE PACIFIC COAST: Ques. (Mr. Prioi)

8347 (iii).
P. E. . FISHING BOUNTIES, NAMES OF PERSONS,

AMOUNT PAID, &c.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Macdonald,
P.E I.) 5861(ii).

---- LOBSTER FISHING, PETs. re EXTENSION OF
SEASON: Ques. (Mr. NcLellan, P E I.) 6122 (ii).

QuicK, MR. JAMES, DISMISSAL AS LIGHTHOUSE
KEEPER: par. in Windsor World (Mr. Cowan)

7219 (iii).
U. S. FISHINGV ESSELS AND MoDUs VIVENDI. Li-

CENSES, CONCESSIONS ORANTED, &c.: Qule. (Mr.
McAlister) 2330 (i).

M. foir Re (Mr. McAli4ter) 2788 (i).
FITZGIBBON, &C., CUSTOMs UNDERVALUATION: in

Com. of Sup., 8387 (iii).

FLOUR RATES AND CAR MILEAGE, &C., I. C. R.:
Papers laid on Table (Mr. Blair) 4730 (ii).

FLUHMAN, DR., MEDICAL OFFICER TO INDIANS AT

POINTE BLEUE, PETS. re DISMISSAL : Ques. (Mr.

Cayrain) 4060 (ii).
FOnT FRANcIs AN) RAINY RIVER RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Bluir)8916; in Com., 9550 (ii).
FOSTER, loN. GrO. E., EX-MIN., TRAVCLLNG AND

LIVING EXPENSES : Qus. (Mr. McMullen) 1834(1).
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FouRcHIE HARBOUR, N.S., DREDGING, &C.: Quea.
(Mr. Gillies) 2904 (i).

FRANCHISE ELECTORAL AcT, AMENDMENTS BY N.B.
GOVERNMENT : Ques. (Mr. McInerney) 2530 (i).

FRANCHISE AcT AMT. BILL (P.E.I.), NOT ON

ORDER PAPER: Remarks (Mr. Montague) 9308
(iii).

FRANCHISE Acr ScHEDULEs: Renarks (Mr. Porwel)

1073 (i).
FRANKING PRIVILEGES TO LEGISLATIVE REPORTS, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 3823 (ii).
FRASEr1R RIVER CHANNEL: in COm. Of Sup., 8088 (iii).

MILLER'S LANDiNG, IMPROVEMENTS, EXPENDI-
TURE, &C. : Ques., 2701 (î).

AND SKEENA RivER FISH HATCHERIES, EREC-
TION BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 4058 (ii).

FRASERVILLE HARBOUR ANI) BOARD OF TRADE RESO-
LCUTIONS: Ques. (MIr. Guvreau) 1968 ().

- STATION ACCOMMODATION, PETS. FROM BOARD
oF TRA D, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Gaitvreau) 1972 (i).

PErs. re DISORDERLY CONDUCT: Ques. (Mr.

(a1iereau) 2899 (i).
FRECHETTE, L. A., TRANSLATION, &C.: in CoI. Of

Sup., 4803 (ii).
FREDERICTON MILITARY SCHOOL, RECOMMENDATIONS

FOR ADMISSION AND INSTRUCTION : Ques. (Mr.

McDougall) 3795 (ii).
FREIGHT CARRIED FROM 1897-9, ILC.R.,'lNUMBER OF

ToNS ANI RECEIPTS: Ques. (Mr. McDougali).
3257 (i).

RATES, &C., I.C.R. : in Com. of Sup., 7457.
RATES ON FLOUR, 1897-8, I.C.R.;: Ques. (Mir.

McDougali) 3549 (ii).
TRANSPORTATION, YUKON, GUARANTRE BY

CONTRACrOIS, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupcr) 2902 (i).

FRENCH CANADIAN REPATAIATION FROM U.S.: Ques.
(Mr. Casyrain) 1844 (i).

FRIENDLY SOCIETY INSURANCE, GOVT.'S POLICY re
LEGISLATION : Remarks (Mr. Montague) 3342 (ii).

FRONTIER CUSTOMS, YUKON DIsTIcT: in Coin. of

Sup., 8746 (iii).
Fruit Packages Definition of Size B. No.

56 (Mr. Penny) 1°*, 1352; on Order for 2°, 331q
(Î); 2'*, 3872; wthdn., 5360 (ii).

FUNERAL WREATH, LATE SIR JOHN THOMPsoN: QUES-
TION DROPPED (Mr. McMullen) 1849 (i).

GABAs s BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 5201 (ii),
9991 (iii).

- NSPECTION, &c., BY GoVT.: Ques. (Mr. Mc-
Dougall) 2698 (i).

GAGNE, HON. Mit. JUSTIcE, AND CONNECTION WITH

LAKE ST. JOHN RY. Co., DELAY TO LiTI.

GANTS: QueS. (Mr. &vard) 2189 (j).
GALICIAN IMMIGRANTS AT SALTCOATS, OUTBREAK OP

SCABRLET FEVE.: Remarka (Mr. Davin) 4895 (ii).
SETTLEMENT AT SALTCOATS, COMMISXIONER'S

INV ESTIGATION: Remarks (Mr. Davin) 6935 (ii).
AND DOUKHOBORS, NUMBER BROUGHT INTO

CAN., NAMES OF AGENTS, &C. : Ques. (Mr.
Faylor) 8466 (iii).
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GALLANT, W. A., ENGINEER POINT LEPREAux FoG
ALARM, DISMISSAL, e&C.: Ques, (Mr. Ganong)
480 (ii).

GALLERIES OF THE HOUSE, DEMONSTRATION CHECKED
(Mr. Speaker) 2897 (i).

GALNA, MR., DISMIssAL, &C. : in Coma. of Sup., 8446.
GALOPS CANAL, ENLARGEMENT: in Com. of Sup., 7299,

7442 (iii).
GALT POSTMA STER, SALARY, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Bennett)

3824 (ii).
Game Preservation Unorganized Terri-

tories Act (1894) Amt. B. No. 153
(Mr. Sifton) 1°, 4991 ; 2° and in Com., 6442; 30*,
6459 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 20.)

GANANOQUE PUBLIC BUILDING, HEATING, TENDERS,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1881 (i).

GASPE BASIN AND DALHOUSIE MAIL SUBSIDY: in
Com. of Sui., 8685 (iii).

GASPE CUSTOMS OFFICER AND ELECTION, CHARGES
AGAINST : Reniarks (Mr. Foster) 10222 (iii).

GAUTHIER, JEAN, POSTMASTER AT METABETCHOUAN,

DISMISSAL, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4059 (ii).
General Inspection Act Amt. B. No. 55

(Mr. Penny) 1°*, 1352 (i) ; 2°, 3871 ; wthdn., 5360.
Sec " Fruit Packages."

B. No. 132 (Sir Henri Joly) 1°, 3751; wthdn.,
5098 (à>.

B. No. 156 (Sir Henri Joly) 1°, 5099 (ii); 2°,
and in Coi., 9636; 3°, 9660 (iii). (62-63 Vic.. c. 25.)

General Trusts Corporation of Canada
B. No. 129 (Mr. McMullen) 1°*, 3646; 2°*.,
3844; in Comi. and 3°*, 5792 (ii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 111.)

GEOFFRION, HoN. MR., LATE M.P., DECEASE OF:
Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 7630 (iii).

Geological Survey Act A.mt. B. No. 146
(Mr. Sifton) t, 4891; 2° and in Com., 6396; 3°*,
6459 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 21.)

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY : in Com. of Sup., 2104 (i); 5668
(ii); 7467 (iii).

GEORGIAN BAY AND TORONTO SHIP CANAL, PETS.,
APPLICATIONS, COR., &C.: M. for Copies (Mr.
Wallace) 4819 (ii).

GERMAN DISCRIMINATING DUTIES ON CAN. IMPORTS:
Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1851 (i).

GIANss ToOMB, LIGHTHOUSE KEPER, SALARY. C.
Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1834 (i).

GILLIS, FRANK, I.C.R. STATION AGENT AT TRACADIE,
N.S., DisMISsAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. McDougall)
4056 (ii).

GLADSTONE, RT. HON. W. E., RES. OF CONDOLENCE:
Reply (Mr. Speaker) 3 (i).

GLAss, JAMES, FIsHERY GUARDiAN AT- CHARLOTTE,
N.B, APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Ganog)
4482 (ii).

Glenora Ry. Co's. B. No. 101 (Mr. Morrison)
1°*, 2409 ; 2°*, 2650 (i).

GODEulOc ARBOUB : in Com . of Sup., 8010 (iii).
DREDGYNG: i Comn. Of Sup. 8012 (ii).

MPROVEMENTS, CONTBACTS, 8C. : Ques. (Mr.
menderfon) 1881 Ma.

GOLD COMMISSIONER YuxoN, APPNMT.: Ques. (MIr.
Morrison) 1823 (i).

GOSSELIN, MR. F., EMPLYMT. BY GOvT. : Ques. (Mr.
Stenson) 3827 (ii).

GouiN, Ma. LOMER, SPEECH ve SUBSIDIES TO PROVS.:
Ques. (Mr. Chauvin) 1981 (i).

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS, DELAY IN BRINGING DOWN:
Renarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 8221 (iii).

_____PRECEDENCE ON MONAYS: M. (Sir Wilfrid

Lauricr) 6279 (ii).
-- WEDNESDAYS: M. (Sir Wilfrid Lauricr) 3555

(il).
CONTRA CT, PROHIBITION OF SWEATING : Ques.

(Mr. Clarke) 1975 (i).
-_NUMBER OF CONTRACT AWARUED, &C. M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Clarke)2961 (i).
GOVERNMENT OF KEEWATIN *in Con. of Sup., 7529

(iii).
GOVERNMENT LANDS, MAN., SALE OF, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Roche) 1856 (i).
. STEAMERS, MAINTENANCE, &C.: in Com. of

Sup., 5101 (il).
REPAIRS, &C. : in Com. of Sup., 2990, 3004

(i); 3532,4719 (ii).
GOVERNMENT OF THE N. W. TERRITORIES: in Coi. of

Sup., 7499 (iii).
_____ PROPERTY (B.C.) LEAISE, &C., CoR. RESPEcT-

ING: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8465 (iii).
RENTAL, &C.,: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8991 (iii).

- Rys., TENlDERS FOR OIL, &C.: M. for Ret.*
(Mr. Bergeroln) 2028 (i).

WORKING EXPENSES FOR MAY ANI) JUNE, 1898,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 4810 (ii).

GOVERNOR GENER&L'S SECRETARY's OFFICE: in Com.
of Sup., 2017 (i).

CONTINGENCIES: in CoiM. of SuP., 2265 (i).
LETTER re PROROGATION: Read (Mr. Speaker)

10246 (iii).
"GOVERNOR PINCBEE" AND "J. B. LOwE," STRS.,

REGISTRY IN CAN. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1856 (i).

GRAIN ELEVATORS IN N.W.T., PAR. IN WINNIPEG
Tribune: M. to Com. of Sup. (Mr. Dain) 5494
(ii).

EXPORTED FROM CAN. PORITS, NUMBER OF
BUsiH ELS, wc.: Ques. (Mr. Bell, Addington) 3256
(j).

ExPoRT FROM CAN. HARBOURS IN 1898: Ques.
(Mr. Bell, Addington) 3075 (i).

--- EXPORTS TO GERMANY IN 1898-99, QUANTITY,
&C. : Ques. (Mr. Henderon) 8990 (iii).

N. W. T., LEGIBLATION re INSPECT[ON, &C.
Prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 3829 (i).

- STANDARDS, BOARD, &c. : in Com. of Sup.,
5586 (ii).

Grain Transit Man. and N. W. T. Regula-
tion B. 15 (Mr. Douglas) 1°*, 618; 2°, 1901 (i).

GIAND MAXAN AND MAINLAND, MAIL SUBSIDY: i
Con. of Sup., 86m4(1i)

GuA»uNDAROW8 , LuASE oF PROPERTY : Inquiry for
Ret. (Mr. McDougall) 4997 (i).
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GRAND RIVER FLooDs, GovT. RIEORTS, &c.: Re-
marks (Mr. Montague) 2536 (i).

G. T. R. and I. C. R., ENGINE AND CAR MILEAGE,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 4811 (ii)

M. for Ret. (Mr. Poster) 5313 (ii).
TRACKMENS' STRIKE : (Mr. Clarke) to Com. of

Sup., 3774 (ii).
- AN) ALIEN LABOUR LAw ENFORCEMENT : M.

to adjn. (Mr. Ross-Robertson) 3960, 3984 (i).
- SETTLEMENT, &C.: M. to adjn. (Mr. Maclean)

4501 (ii).
Deb. (Sir Wiffrid Laurîer) 4503, 4512; (Mr. Ca.qey)

4505: (Mr. Blair) 4506; (Mr. Ives) 458 ; (Mr.
McNeill) 4509; (Mr. Wallace) 4512; (Mr. Powell)
4514; (Mr. Ingram) 4519,4544: (Mr. Taylor) 4520;
(Mr. Henderson)4523; ( Mr. Roie-Robertson) 4534;
(Mr. Darin) 4586: (Mr. McHullea) 4538; (Mr.
Clarke) 4539; (Mr. Bell, P.E. I.) 4.540; (Mr.
Huhe)4541, 4547 ; (Mr. Reid)451 ; (Mr. Kendry)
4543; (Mr. McHugh) 4549 (ii).

-ColR. RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Maclean) 473W

(ji).
.- L ETE FtOM Mi. IDEANE: Road (Mr. Taylor)

4786 (ii).
Inquiry for Papers re Settlement (Mr. CI irke)

4858 (ii).
- RUMOURED SErrLEMENT: Remarks (Mr. Mac-

lean) 5206 (ii).
GRAND TiRuNK. See "I. C. R."

GRATUITY TO COMMANDER WAKEHAM: in Com. of
Sup., 5183 (iii.

TO INDIANS, N. W. T.: in Com. of Sup., 5694.
(ii).

TO MRs. MUIRHEAD: in Com. of Sup., 5179.
TO R. N. VENNING : in Coin. of Sup., 5183 (ii).

GREATER BRITA^IN ExHIBITION, CANADIAN REPRESEN-

TATION OF MINERA L EXaIBIT: Ques. (Mr. Clarke)
1959 (i).

G. B. AND RussiA, TREATY OF 1825. PROTOCOLs, &c.:

M. for Coj)y* (Mr. McCarthy) 6939 (iii).
Great Northern Ry. Co.'s B. No. 118 (Mr.

Sarard). 1*, 2966 (i); 2°*, 3492 (ii); in Com.,
6970, 3°*, 6972 (iii). (62-63 Vie.. c. 68.)

GREAT NORTRERN RY. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res.
(Mr. Blair) 8914, 89.8; in Com., 9435, 9770 (iii).

Great North-west Central Ry. Co.'s B
No 90 (Mr. Macpherson). 1°*, 2122; 2°, 2320
(i): 3° m., 4189, 4524, 4771; agreed to (Y. 51 ; N.
21) 4786 (ii) (62.63 Vie., c. 69.)

GREEN SAND CASrINGS, I. C. R., TEmDERs, PiCE,
&c.: Ques. (Sir Charles H. Tupper) 5360 (ii).

GRENVILLE CANAIL., COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGES, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 4992 (ii).

MAINTENANOR 0F ROA)DWAYS ON FARMS: Ques.
(3Mr. Taylor) 6048 (ii).

LETTER OF MR. G, S. CONWAY: Ques. (Mr.

Taylor) 6380 (ii).
TOLL COLLET4 OR, APPNMT. AND DiBMISSAL:

Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 2 532(i).
Gav, ROBERT, LIciT-HOsE KEEPERI AT ENTRANCE

hLAND, RusiGNATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Mclnnea)
7319 (iii).
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GRoss EARNINGS AND EXPENSES, I. C. R.: Ques.
(Mr. loster) 1849 (i).

GRoss, Ma. BOAz, HARBOUR MASTER AT HILLSBORO,
PAPER RESPEÇCTiNG : Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. McI-
erre_) 4732 (ii).

GUAY POsT OFFICE, REVENUE, SALARY PAID TO POST-
MASTER VERRAILT, &V.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte)
3260 (i).

HALF-BREEDS CON3MMISbON. EXPENSES, &C.: in Com.
of Sup., 9056, 10110 (iii).

N. W. T., COR. BrWEEN MR. MeDowA.L AND
GOVT. re REsERVE: Ques. (Mr. Davis) 2486 (i).

HALIBU RTON AND MATIAWA RY. CO0's SUBSIDY : prop.
Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916 (iii).

HALIFAX DRILL HALL: in Com. of Sup., 70613 (iii).
_____HARaOUR LIGwTsHP AND RESOLUTION OF

BOAi) 0F TAMDE: Remarks (Mr. Borden, Hali-
fax) 8920 (iii).

NFLD. AND LIVERPOOL, MAIL SUBSIDY: in
Com. of Sup., 8672 (iii).

-- AND PORTO RIcO, MAIL SUMSIDY: in Comu. of

Sup., 10158 (iii).
-- PUBLIC BUILDING: in Con. of Sup., 9943 (iii).

QUARANTINE STATION: in Coni. of Sup., 9945.
(iii).

HALL, DR., APPNMT. AS INSPECTOR OF CATTLE AT
CHICOUTIMI: Ques. (Mr. Ca«gain) 3336 (ii).

Hamilton Powder Co.'s B. No. 78 (Mr.
Penny) 1°*, 2029; 2°*, 2290 (i); in Com. and 3°*,
3489 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 113.)

HAMILTON RIFLE RANGE: in Com. of Sup., 5465 (ii).
HANTsPORT WHARF: in Con. of Sup., 5198 (ii).
HARBOUR AND RIVER WORKS, IMPROVEMENTS, &C.:

in Coui. of Sup., 5201 (i): 8102, 8105 (iii).
HARBOURS AND RIVERS, B. C.: in Coin. of Sup.,

8085 (iii).
MANITOBA: in CoM. Of Sup., 8077 (iii).
N. B.: in Coin. of Sup., 10010 (iii).
N. W. T. : in Com. of Sup., 8084 (iii).
N. S.: in Coin. of Sup., 5198 (ii); 7698, 9990;

cone., 10218 (iii).
ONT.: in Coin. of Sup., 7966, 10065 (iii).
P. E. I.: in Com. of Sup., 10006 (iii).
QUEBEC: in Com. of Sup., 7557, 8103, 10014.

HARPE, MRt. F., POSTMASTER AT DAWSON Crry,
ISSUE OF NOTICE: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 1961 (i).

HAmRis, MFR., AGREEMENT WITH, AS TRAFIJO MAN-
AGER I. C. R.: Ques.: (Mr. Pope) 1975, 1980 (î).

M. for Cor. (Mr. McDougall) 2905 (i).
M. for Cor.* (Mr. Pope) 2961 (i).

HAVELOCK AND OAK LAKE MAIL SRVIWcE, TENDERS,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Lang) 3824 (i).

HAWKESBURY Ry. CO.'s SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (m3r.
Blair) 8916; n Coim., 9456 (iii).

HEADQUARTERS AT LÉVIS, I. C. R., TRANsFEn, &c.:
Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau) 3551 (i).

HENEY & BORTHWICE, CLAIMS, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
9173, 10153 (iii).

HERNES, JOHN, CAREKER NAPANEE PstO Bvî.-
ING CoR. re DISHISSAL, &c.: M. for Copies* (Mr,
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HIGII COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE, CONTINGENCIES, &C.:

in Coi. of Sup., 8748 (iii).

HILLSRO1O, N. B., HAiR"ouR MASTER, CHARGFS

AGAINST, EVIDENCE AND COMMISSIONERS' REP.,

&C., M. for Copy* (Mr. McInerney) 2027 (i).

HOG CHOLERA, &c.: in Coma. Of Sup., 5085 (ii).

HoGG, W. A., CUSTOMS OFFICER AT COLLINGWOOD,

CHARGES AGAINST, COMMISSONER'S REP., &C.:

M. for Copy* (Mr. McCarthy) 2788 (i).0*

Home Life Association of Canada, B. No.
13 (Mr. McGregor). 1°*, 618; 2°*, 931; in Com.
and 3°*, 2698 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 114.)

HOMESTEAD LAW iN N. W. T., INTEREST ON PRE-
EMPTIONS, MEMORTAL FROM SrTTLERS, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Davin) 3080 (i).

HOPE IsLAND LIGHTHOURE KEEPER, NAME, SALABY,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1834 (à), 5j86 (ii).

HOUSE OF COMMONS:
ADDRESS TO uIS Ex.'S SPEECH: Consdn., M. (Sir

Wilfrid Lau'rier) 6 (i).
-- REPLY, MESS. FROM His Ex.: Read (Mr.

Speuker) 2963 (i).
-- CLOSING OF IIEBATE: Remarks (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 975, 1016 (i).
--- OMISSION oF NAMES iOM DIVISION LisT: Re-
marks (Mr. Speizker) 1861 (i).

GLADSTONE, RT. HON. W. E., RES. OF CON-
DOLENOFn: Reply (Mr. Speaker) 3 (i).

-- O HER MAJ. re TRANSVAL QUESTION: M.
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 8992 (iii).

ADJOURNMENT FOR ASCENSION I>AT AND FRIDAY'S
SI¶'imG: Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 2706 (i).

-- M. (Sir Widfri'd Laurier) 2790 (i).
--- EASTER: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 531 (i.
-- MEMBuRS DECEASED: M. to adin. (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier)6 (i).
OF THE HOUSE, MOTIONS: RuliDg (Mr.

Speaker) 3816, 3817 (ii>.
QUEEN's BiRIDAY: Remarks (Mr. MeMul-

len) 3340 (ii).
Retnarks (Sir Wifrid Laurier)3340.

-- M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)3440(ii).
APPEALS PROM RULING OF CHAIRMAN TO SPEAKER IN

COMMITTiKE OF THE WHOLE HOUSE, STMNT. AND
ÀUTHORITY QUOTED (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 4553 (ii;.

BAIN, HON. THos., ELECTION AS SPEAKER: M. (Sir
Wi(frid Laurier) 9062 (iii).

BAeNETT, C., ALLOWANCE: in COm. Of SUP., 10137
(iii).

Bis, ROYAL ASSENT, COM. FROM GOV. GEN.'S SEC.-
Notification (Mr. Speaker)6928 (iii).

BUDnET, ' , FINAxCIAL STMNqT. (Mr. Fielding)2410

--- Reply (Mr. Foater) 2537 (i).
BURRRD, MEMBER FOR, USE OP REVEREND IN QUES-

TION: Raling (Mr. Speaker)1838 (i).
BROCKVILLE AND WEST HURON ELECTIONS, ATTEND-

ANCE OP CLERK OF THIS CROWN IN CaNCzaEY WITz
PAPERs, &c.(Mr. Speaker) 6821 (iii).

--- Notioe of Motion i Mr. Borde%, Bal a) 6595
(ji).

M. to place DocumentsOn Table (Mr. Bordea,
lîalifaE) 57.3 (ii), 682(M)

BUsîESWi THE HOuri -eD E 8PEEc: B.marks
(8ir Wilfrid Laarier)23182 (1).

HOUSE OF COMMONS-on.
BuSINEsS OF TeE HOUPE re EST'IMATES: Remarks

(Mr. Fielding) 205 (il.
Introduction of Bills (Mr. Speaker) 618 (i).
MORNING SrrTIsG: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

7768 (iii).
-- UNOPPOSED RETURNS: Remarks (Mr. Wal-

lace) 6938 (iii).
SENATE RESOLUTIONS: Remarks (Sir Charles

Tupper) 7321, 7442 (iii).
BUSINEFS OF THE BOUSE. See " GOVt. BusineFS."
C.OMMITTEE 3IEETINGS, ACCOMMODATION IN BOOMS:

Remnarks à(Mr. Pr )3314 (i.
CONTROVERTEDr FLECTIONs: Judges' Reps., I ().
EDGAR, LADY, BALANCE OF SALARY oF LATE SPEAK-

ER: in Coi. o Sup., 10196 (iii).
- SiR JAMEs, LATE SPEAKER, DCEASz oiF: Re-
mitarks ("'ir Wi/frid Laurier) 9060 (iii).

ELECTIONS, CERTIFICATES RECEIVED DURING RECESS
(Mr. Seaker)1(i).

ELECTORAL LiSTs, N.S., PEINTING AND DISTRIBU-
TION: Ques. (Mr. Mllis) 1979 (i).

FRANKING P11lVILEGE TO LEGJSLATIVE REPORTS, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 3823 (ii).
FUNERAL WREATH, LATE SIRJoHN THOMIPSoN: Ques-

tion dropped (Mr. McMulln) 1849 (i).
GALLEHIES OF THE HousE: Demontrattion cbecked

(àMr. Spe«Lr) 2897 (i).
GEUFFRIOX, HON. Ma., LATE M.P., DECEASE OF:

Remarks (Sir Wifrid Laurier) 7630 (iii).
GOVERNMENT BUNINESS, UIELAY iN BRINGING DowN:

Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)8221 (iii).
PRECEDICNCE ON MONDATS: M. (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 6279 (ii).
PRECEDENCE ON WEDNESDAYS: M. (Sir Wil-

frid Laurier) 3555 (i).
PRECEDENCE ON THURSDAYS: M. (Sir Wil/rid

Laurier) 2409 (i).
HURON, W., ELECTORAL DISTRICT, REPRESENTATION,

VACANCY: Remarks (Mr. Maclean) 9597 (iii).
INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION, ALASKAN BOUNDARY

PROTOCOLS: ruling (Mr. Speaker) 4264 (ii).
IRREGULARITY OF DEBATE: Ruling (Mr. Speaker)

6741 (i), 7695 (iii).
IVES, HON Ma, LATE M .P., DEcEASE op: Remarks

(Sir Charle Tupper) 7532(iii).
LEGISLATIO-SENATE : in COm. of SuP , 5730 (ii
LIBRARY COMMITrEE, JOINT: M. (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 531 (i).
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT, leiSTURBANCE BY MESSEN-

GERS: Remarko (Mx'. Davin) 10221 (iii).
MESSENGERS: in Com. ofSup., 10140(iii).

MEMBES ADDRESSING CHÂAIR -.IuliDg (Mr. Speaker)
7214 (iii).

ASKE TO FORMULATE THEIR QUESTIONS SO AS
OT TO MAKE STATmENTS OF pACTS (Mr. Speaker)

4483 (ii).
ASKED TO X2E TO MOTION EFORE HOUSE

(Mr. Speaker) 4816 (il).
-ASXKD NOT TO IN1ERRUPT SPEAKERS (Mr.

Speaker)1175 ().
ASKED TO asTaÂC? STÂTIUNUT (Mr. Speaker)

4m0 (ii).
AKE To PEAK TO MOTION uu"EsO HoUSE

(Mr. Speaker)156,1573(i).
AsEE> TO wrDaw. SmNT. (Mr. Speaker) 1177,

1555(i).
ATmNTm 4CALLED TO PaocEDUus PVUWED-

NESD>AY (Mr. Speaker) MO90).



INDEX.

HOUSE OF COMMONS-Cou.
MEMBERS BREAKING RUrLES ON CALLING ORDERS OF

THE DA Y (Mr. Speaker) 3558 (ài).
CANNOT INTERRUPT, WITHOUT CONSENT OF MEM-

BER MAKING SPEECH (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 3226 (i).
CANNOT MOVE ADJNMT TWICE ON ORDER OF THE

DAY BEING CA LLED (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 4551(ii)*
-- CANNOT REFER TO PREVIoUS DEBATE IN ASKING

QUESTIONS: Ruiing (M r Speaker)3262(i).
"-- CANNOT SPEAK BUT ONCE ON A MoTION (Mr.

Speaker) 377 î(ii).
CANNOT SPEAK TWICE ON SA)mE SUBJECT (Mr.

Speaker) 5375, 5376 (ii).
-- CHECKED IN REFERRJNG TO PREVIOUS DEBATE

(Mr. Speaker) 3193 (i).
- IN ORDER TO SPEAK TO< MOTION TO GO INTO SUP-

PLY (Mr. Speaker) 864 (iii).
INTRODUCED, 4, 421, 2897 0i).
MILEAGE ALLOWANCE: Ques. (Mr. Maxtell)

6722 (ii).
--- MOTION NOT IN ORDER (Mr. Speaker) 3342 (i).

-MOVINO READING OF BILL: Ruling(Mr.Speaker)
2918 (i).

-- MUST ADDRESS THE CHAIR (Mr. Chairman)
9647 (iii).

MUST CONCLUDE WITH A MOTION (Mr. Speaker)
3754 (ii).

- MUST CONCLUDE WITH A MOTION (Mr. Dep.
Sp aker)3499 (li)

MUST CONFINE REMARKS TO BILL BEFORE ESE.

(Mr. Speaker) 4780 (ii).
-- NUST CONFINE ms REMÂaKS TO MOTION BEFORE

EsE. (Mr. Speaker) 5402 (ii).
MUST NOT INTERRUPT WITHOUT PERVISSION OF

SPEAKER (Mr. Speaker) 6170 (i).
-MUST NOT QUOTE FROM PREVIOUs DEBAT (Mr.

Speaker) 7146 (iii).
-- MUST NOT REFER TO PAsT DEBATE (Mr. Speaker)

3328(i).
NEw, CERTIFICATES oF RET.: Notification,1(i).
RESIGNATION: Notification (Mr. Speaker) 3.

- SPEECHES OUT 0F ORDER, MUST MAKE A MOTION
(Mr. Speaker) 3846 (ii).

--- RUMARKS CHECKED (Mr. Speaker) 1871,1953,
1954. 2733, 2734, 2742, 2794, 2805,3193,=3224,3225
(i); 3557, 5493,6315 (ii).

MEsS. Rom HiS Ex.: Presented (Sir Wilfrid Lau-
rier) 158 (i).

-- INTERNAL ECoNONy COMMISSION: Presented
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 158 ().

Read (Mr Speaker)2963 (i), 4858 (ii).
Presented (Mr. Speaker)7638(iii).

--- read (Mr. Speaker) 9835 (iii).
MEss. By BLACK ROD, 6930 (iii).
MoRmNWG SmTTwIs: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 7768

(iii).
ORmER, QUES. OF, ABUSING THiE PRIVILEGES op Mo-

Tions TO ADJN.: Authorities Quoted (Sir Wi#rid
Laurier) 6591; (Mr. Speaker)6594 (ii).

IRREoULARITY OF DEBATE (Mr. Dep. Speaker)
8921(iii).

MEMBER AàsKD ro wTRxaw. WORD "BAST"
(Mr. Speaker) 6225 (ii).

-- MEBER ASKED TO WTHDEW.WORD "COWARDLY"
(Mr. Bep. Speaker) 6157 (ii).

-MEMBER (IaR CHARLES TUIppR) ASKuD TO
WTEDR.STAIEMEET (Mr. Speaker) 5M4(fi).

-- MmEER IMPUTINQ MOTES: Raling (Mr.
Speaker) 5882,6280 (ii).
8

cxiii

HOUSE OF COMMONS-Con.
ORDER, QUES. OF. MEMBERS REQUESTED NOT TO IN-

TERRUPT (Mr. Speaker) 427 (i).
MUST WTHDRW. THE WORD "DFMAGOGUE,"9655

(ii).
REFERENCE TO DEBATE IN ANOTHER HoUsE,

9897 (iii).
REFERENCE TO DEBATE IN CoM. : Ruling (Mr.

Speaker) 6826 (iii).
REFERENCE TO PAST DEBATE: Ruling (Mr. Dep.

Speaker) 6753 (ii).
ON STATEMENTS MADE GENERALLY: Ruling

Speaker) 7213 (iii).
Ruling (Mr. Dep . Speaker) 6778 (ii).

PARLIA MENT. OPENING: Mess. by Black Rod, 1 (i).
PROROGATION : Com. from Gov. Gen's Sec. (read)

10246 (iii).
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, CHANGE OF ATTIUDE TO-

WA BDS HIS PARTY (Mr. Costiga) 3555, 3648 (ii).
re QUESTION AS TO MR. MARK WORKMAN (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4990 (ii).
re VOTE ON KETTLE RIVER RY. BILL (Mr.

Prior) 9595 (iii).
PErrrIONS,IRR EGULA RITY OF: Remarks (Mr.Speaker)

421(i).
--- RULE OF PROCEDURE (Mr. Speaker) 1737 (i).
PRIVÂTE BILLS PETITIONS, EXTENSION oF TIME: M.

(Mr. Scriver) 894(i).
EXTENSION OF TIME : M. (Mr. Landerkin)

2182(i).
M. to Suspend Rule (Mr. Landerkin) 5378 (ii).

PRIVILEGE, QUES. 0F: Insertion of Remarks in HAN-
sARD by Min. of Public Works (Mr. Davin)421(i)

PROCEDURE FOR RETURNS, MOTION re: Ruling (Mr.
Speaker) 3560 (ii).

ON CALLING ORDERS Or TE DAY: Ruling (Mr.
Speaker) 2118 (i).

PROIIIRON1 PLEBISCITE, POLL BOOKS, VOTERS'
LISTs, &c.: M. for Copies (Mr. Moore) 2906(i).

RET. OP VOTES POLLED, PAPERS, &C.: Bequest
that they be laid on the Table (Mr. Poeter) 1894,
1895 (i).

M. (Mr. Poster) to adjn., 2037 (i).
Ruling (Mr. Speaker) 2041, 2045 (i),

PoOROGATION, Cou. PR Go'v. GsN's. SEc.: Notifi-
cation (Mr. Speaker) 10246 (iii).

QUESTIONs, FORM oF ASKING: Remarks (Mr. Speaker)
2322 (i).

MEMBER ASED TO WTHDRW. OBJECTIONABLE
WORD (Mr. Speaker) 2484 (i}.

REAiDING ROOm, VENTILATION, &C.: Remarks (Mr.
Sproule) 974 i).

RESTAURANT, H. OF C. ; in COm. of SUp., 10137 (iii).
EaJEANT-A T-A RMS, H. OF C. : in Com. of Sup. 2280

(i).
SEssoINAL CLERES, COMMITTEES, frO.: in Com. of

SUp., 2278,2280().
SusoiAL INDEMNITIES oF DECEASED SENATOES ANiD

MmBERS; in Coxm. of Sup., 10196 (iii).
SAKER's ATTENTION CALLED TO MXEER's SPzEC

OUT 0F ORER: (Sir Charle Tupper) 3754 (ii).
-- ELUCTION Op-: M. (Sir WiUfrid Laurier) 9062

(iii).
.DEP. DELEGATION O? PowERs: Ruling sked

from Mr. Speaker (Mr. Bergeron)5491 (ii).
SALARY : in Com. of Eup., 2278(i).
LATE SiRJmES EDGAR,»DECAE o: Bemarks

(Sir Wiltrid Laurier) 9060 (iii).
8rEc n FROm Tm TRONE: Rep. (Mr. Spealer) 4(i).

------------- 1



texiv INDEX.

HOUSE OF COMMONS-Con.
SPEcaES oF MEBERs, LITrATIoN, &c. : M. for

Sel. Com. (Mr. Charlsoa) 2755, 2770 (i).
STATIONERY, H, ,OP C.: in Com. .of Sup., 5730 (ii);

10139(iii).
SUPPLIED TO MEMBERS; on M. (Mr. Gibson)

to Cone. in 3rd. 4th and 5th Rep. of Printing
Com. 5378 (ii).

-- SUPPLIES, ROUSE OF COMMONS : iU Com. of
Sup. 2278 (i).

UNPARLIAMKNTARY LANGUAGE; Ruling (Mr. Speaker)
540 (ii); 9208 (ii).

VACANcIEs : Notification (Mr. Speaker) 1).
VENTILATION oF RsADDGQ RoOM: Remarks (Mr.

Sprule) 974 CW).
VoTEs AND PaOcEEDINGs, TYPOaAPHICAL Eaos :

Remarks (Mr. Bergeron) 6120 (ii).

VoTrERa LisTs: in Com. of Sup., 8750,10127 (iii).
CONeiT ExpENsES, &c.: in Coim. of Bnp.,

2281r, 2!90 (i).
- - N. B, DELAY I yENDiING i BEvIsMION: Que&.

(Mr. Foater)2530, 2698 (i).
PRuING, &c.: Remarks (Mr. Bell, Pictou)

6827 (ii).
--- vIsED Copizs, &c.: Ques.(Sir Charles Hib-

bert Tupper) 1819 (i)
WiNNIPEG ELT L DTsIcT ANDRPEnt-

ATIoNi: Que& (Mr. Rocke)1830i6).
-- sU oir Wm: Reuarks (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 804(1).
VcANqcy: Remarks (Mr. Speaker) 619,804 (i).
lasTs, PauPA àA ON, &c.: Bremarks (Mr.

Wallace) 2908().
YUEON TEURRTORY,REPaEsTATIONIPaLummENT:

Ques. (Sir Charle Hibbert Mpper) 2901(i).
HUBEInT, MisA ANNABLLA, CLAIM8 AND PETs. : Ques.

(Mr. McDougall) 2534, 3256 (i).
Hudson's Bay and Yukon Ry. and Nav.

Co.s B. No. 110 (Mr. Olver) 1°*, 2696 ; 2°*,
SM0 (i); in Com. and 3° 4857 (ii). (62-63 Vic. c.
70.)

HUDsON BAY AND YUKON RY. AND NAv. COmpANY:
M. to Receive Pet. (Mr. Flint) 2182 (i).

HUDsON's STBATs, NAVIGABILITY, COst Or EXPEr-
TION, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Roche) 33W7 (ii).

HUMBEBsTONE PosT OFnIE, CHARGES AGAINST PosT-
MASTER :-Remnarks (Mr. Bennet) 6594 (il).

.- &c.: Ques. (Mr. McClmery) 6562 (ii).
BUNKER C«EEK, YUKON, KLONDIKE MINING, APPLI-

CATION AND GBANTs FOR HYDRAULICNG : M. for

Copies* (Sir Chales Hibbert Tupper) 2962 (i).
Huron and Brie Loan and Savnna Co's

B. No. 74 (Mr. Beauie)1°*, 2029 ; 2°, 2290 (i);
inCon., 432, 4846; 3°*, 4846(i). (62-63 Vic. c.
115.)

HURON, W. F EMOL DIsMraI, REPJESENTATION,
VAcAxcy : Remarks (Mr. MaceEn) 9597 (iii).

ILLUSTaUTION STATIONS : in COm. of Sup., 8279, 8745
(iii>.

" IUSTRATION STATIONs," FaIOa=r,&.
GovTL. AcTIoN: Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2110 (1).

IMMIGRATION :
AGENTS, â T . au= AUG., lm NAmm,

SAtAR ,&c.: M. fr U9t, (Ur.P Fber)1 7W.
BONUsES To: Ques(Mr. Clarie)1975,291(1).

IMMIGRATION-Con.
AGE s8ALAaEs, &c.: in Com. ofSap., 8477,OM ;

cone., 10214 (iii).
--- BONUsSE, AxouNT PAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Clarke) 1975, 2191 (i).
CANADIAN EMIRoATION TO U.S.: *par in Montreal

Star: Remarks (Mr. Clarke) 1895 (i).
DIcEsoN, Ma. R., IMMIQRA'ION AGENT. APPNMT. Ba

GOvT., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Roch j 1855 (i).
DOUKoBOR, FINLAND, &c., NUMBEa, CoST, &c.:

Quee, (Mr. Marcotte) 2481 (i).
-- QUARANTINED AT GROSSE ISLE : Remarks (Sir

Charles Hibbert Avver) 4550 (ii).
EMIGRATION TO U.S. ANSWRa TO QUESTION: Ruling

(Mr. $peaker) 2117 ().
- PAR. IN NEWSPAPERaS: Ques. (Mr. McAliser)

2115 (i).
EUROPEAN, NUMBE AND DIsTaInuTION or

IMIGRANS: Queo. (Mr. Wileon) 1980 (i).
-- FnîMLAND, DouEsoaoa.&c.,NumBER, CouT, &o.:

Que@. (Mr. Marcotte) 2481 (i).
FEENe CNADIN REPATRIATION POn U.S.: Ques.

(Mr. Cmaraix) 1844 (i).
GALICIANS AND DOUKOBORS, NUaaEa BROUQET

MTO CAN., NAMEs OF AIGEs, &C. :»QuoS. (Mr.
Taylor)8466 (iii).

- INXIGRANTS AT SALTCOAT8. 0UTBREAK OP
Scam.xr FEvEa: Remarks (Mr. Daoia), 4895(ii).

CoxismsIONEa's INVSTIQGTION ; Remarks
(Mr. Ba"ia) 6935 (iii).

ImoIGRATION: in Com. ofSup., 8477,9027 (iii).
INDUCEMWSTo 8EmEEs (G. B.) I CAN. &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 3076 ().
NurnE OF IMMIRoAkmS SENT U? EY AvEs' IN G.B.

AND U.S.:- Que*. (Mr. Wilon) 2M9 (i).
-AMAvL I 1898, NUMaS, &c.: Ques. (Br.

Clark)3553 (ii).
Juar, Ma. A. F., SAAay: in Co m.of8Sap., 820

(iii).
OnTAnIo SEmus I N.W.T., Pv EEs GaNT

av Govy.: Remarks (fMr. Roeamond)6061 (i).
PAlsi AGENcy, SALAMIEs, &c.: in Com. of up.,

8704 (iii).
PaEsTox, W. T. R., SALaY, &c.: in Com. of Sup.,

8569; amt. (Mr. Benett) 8578; cone., 10214 (fii).
Ques. (Mr. Davia)6938 Gii).

QuÂRaWTnmE: par. in Ottawa Citiwe (Mr. Sprmde)
2192 (i).

REPATRIATIION OF CANADIANs FIoN U.8., NUxia.a
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte)30f78 (1.
nm ms rAo EAsER CANADA TO N.W.T., Ami a
Gomv.: Ques. (Mr. Gilmour)2534(i).

-mou U.S., NumaR AND DISRIBunTIo: Que&.
(Mr. Wi1eon 1979(i).

ImmigrationBestriction B. No. 48 (Mr.
MeInnea) 1*, 1165 (i).

ImmOArLI, PROFESONAL, YUKON DIsTRicT, TAxES
IMJoOEDm, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1842 (i).

Imperial Loan Investment Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 150 (Mr. McCarthy) 1, 5096; 2*,
55W6; in Com., and 3*, 6326 (fi). (62-68 Ye., c.
116.)

Ixpm m.SEavIcE AND CANDiAN BalGADE AND CAN.
Aâxs : prop. Rei. (Mr. Htghes) 2335, 2352 (i).

INRA STTIN AoMMODATION LO..: in
c0. f Sup., 9163 (iii).
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INDIANS:
ADENAE NIANs, LEEAL REwENsE: in Com. of

Sup., 10110 (iii).
DUcEIS INDLax REsERvE, NEGOTIaTIONn re SALE OP

TIMBEa LfIITs, REMOVAL OrINDIAKs: Ques. (Mr.
McCormck) 2700 (i).

DUPUIs. P. C., PROsECUTON POU SELLMG LIQUOZ TO
INDIrNs: Ques. (Mr. (a<grain) 40M0 (ii).

ELEHORN INDIAN SOROOL, QP TNG PLANT, LEASE To
W. J. TBomPsON, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Roche) 3076.

FLuiN, DE., MBIEcAL Offvi TO INDIANs AT
POINTE BLEUE, Pts. re DIssissAL: Ques. (Mr.
Ca8grain) 4060 (ii).

GR ATUITIEs To oNDrs, N.W.T. : in Com. of Sup.,
5694 (i).

INDJAN AFAis: in Com. of Sup., 2(E3(i), 569ii).
--- AEoNciEs : in Com. of Sup., 5730 Gi).

GENERAL ExPIENsEU: in Com. of Sup.,572 (ii).
- HosPriTs, BC.: in Com. of Sup., 5726 (ii).

IMPLEM s, TOOLs, &c.: in Come. of Sup.,
5712 (fi).

-- Ma .N.W.T., AN urrJEs, &c.: in Com. of
Sup., 5711 (hi).

SEED aAI, N.S.: in Com. of Sup., 5691(ii).
- N.S. : in Com. of SUD., 5691(à).

B.C. REsiavEs àD MIno RIoTs: inComn.
of Sup.,5706, 5725(à).

-- RnscEvE SUzavYs: in Com. of Sup., 5710,
5721 (ii).

INyDErarL AND BOaDING ScRoOLI: in Com. of
Sup.,10110 (iii).

- N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,7480Cii)
LIQUOI SOLI To IUDIAUs, PaosEcons, &c.: Ques.

(Mr. Cagrain)1850 ().

- Timrc or INDIAN REsBYE: in Com. of
Sup., 5710 G).

MEDICAL AmNAIcE QuunEc INmIAs: in Com. of
SUp., 5669 (ii).

Mrcx.&c Dicnoyanar : in Com. of Sup., 10112 (il.
OKA INDL&NB, RExovAL, &o.: in Com. of SÙp.,

5709(ii).
RAA INDIANs A STATUTE LABOUR, GoVT. AID TO

MAINTENAcO or RoàD &D BmrDGEs: Ques.
(Mr McCormsack) 2700(1).

-- CEAaGBs AGAINTs AGENT, COsT OF INQUIaY :
Ques. (Mr. Hum#ka) 1976 (i).

-- Wrr E FEES re IQIar: Ques. (Mr.
Hughes) 214 (ii).

ST. REGIS INDIAs:.in CoMi. ofSup-,5699 (fi).
SAUGEEN INDAINs Risauvz, MEemAL s . PAT-

maci Scorr, DissAL, &c.: Remarks (Mr.

McNei) (96991di).
SAw Los, EMORTATIox, PaVENzON af GevT. ON

INDIAN EEaEsv,&c. : Que@. (Mr. Bemm*)ee
1834 (iW.

ScUGoG INDuIs, LIQUOR SoLD, Co., EETWEENDEPT.
An Ma. A. SoPEa: M. for Copiese (Mr. Foger)
3149 C).

S1n Gaim, MAN. AuD N.W.T. IDIANs: in Com. of
Sup., 5091(i).

Sioux INDIANs: in Com. of Sap., 5721 (i).
SoNGHEEs INDIAN REsiayv, BC. : in Com. of Sap.,

5704 (i).
.--- Co. TwwEN Don. AND Pov&. GOv. : M.

for Copiese(Mr. Prior) 3873 (ii).
.- -REKOYAL POM BESiavE, SE??LE T wr

B.0, GovT.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)3797 (fi).
-- Inquiry for Rot. (Mr. Prior) 4713 (il).

cxv

INDIANS-Con.
STn Boxis Foa INDIA Dm., NoumEa SuPnLîIE,

TENDERS, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Hodgmie) 4995 ii).
VEmNEa, D., INDIAN AGENT CoiMisioNEa's Ex-

PENsEs re INVESTIGATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Me-
Alligter) 1858 (i).

YALE AND CARaBo. MEDICAL ATrENDACE, AXoUNT
PAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8630,8989 (iii)

INDIAN CORN IMP>ORTED FPROM 1896-99: Que. (Mr.
Clancy)8217 (iii).

IMPORTED FOR HOME CONSUMVTION: Ques.
(Mr. Clancy) 8632, 8990 (iii).

INDIAN GARDEN AND SHELBURNE RY. CO's SUB-
SIDY : prop.

9454, 9780 (iii
Res. (MIr. Blair) 8915; in Com.,

INDIANTOWN BRANcH, AwARDs, &c.: in CoID. of
Sup., 9165 (iii).

INDIAN TREATY wrra N. W. T. INLDIANs AND ALP.
BREEDs-: in Com. of Sup., 5694 (ii).

INLAND FISHERIEs, IssuE or LicENES BY Loc&L
GovT. : Remarks (Mr. Bergeron) 2910 (i).

INLAND REVENUE:
APPLEs, PRAUDULEIT PAcEING: par. in Toronto

World, M. to adjn. (Mr. McMillaa) 3753 (ûi).
CRIES , MB. W. J., DimAL Ro INLIN» REw.

DEFr., o. C.'s, REP., COu., &o.: M. for 0opi.s
(Mr. Roeke) 2m3(i).

ComaissIoN ON STAmps voi CAS. TosAcc: in com.
of Sup., 4790 (ii).

ELCTleu LIGET INsPECTION:: in Com. of Sup.,5578
(1i).

ExPENSES, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 4804 (il).
ELEvàToS RESTacTIONs aD C. P. R., LEGlines

RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Daoin) 203().
ExoisE: in Com. of Sup., 4770 (hi).

IMssPRION or SEDL» FoOD PACEAGES,
LEGISLATION REsPEOTINGQ: Ques. (3fr. EM;i>)2705

GLzIN STANDAaDS BoI»:Jin Com. of 8up.,5566W)
--- N. W. T., LEGIsLATION IreLNsPECToN, o0.,:

prop. Ros. (Mr. Davin) 329 (ii).
INLD REVENUE DE.: in Coin. of Sup., 2100, 270

(i).
CLEaICAL ASisTcE: in Cinom. of SUp., 5013

(ii).
INSPEcnON AcT, &c.; Remarks on M. for Ways

and Means (Mr. Davi)1022 (iii).
ExcisE, SAranrun, &c.: in Com. of Sap., 4770,

4787 (ii).
WaXAT. DrUTATIOIs, &c.: Bemarks (sir

HenryJ olyv de Lotbinière) 15 0(i).
WEIGWMS AND MEA8URES, SAranta, &c.:in

Com. of Sup., 4803 (hi).
POnàfsa INSPECTION N MONTEULBoAaD PoFTaADiE:

Ques. (Mr. Penny)1858 (i).
-M. for Cor.* (Mr. Pr(fontaine)1878 (i).

PREVENEVE SERVICE, ExcisE : in Com. of Sup.,
5578 (il).

SIJDEs AID BOONS: in Com. ofSup., 8173 (iii).
ToBâcco,CàxÂ aN AN>D FoEIGN, EcistDuyy pg

SNCE 189, NuusEm OF PMPLOYts, &C.; Qums.
(Mr. Dga)3075 (i).

(CAR.) MANUAcTu. NUmEKE o? PAoYmIEs,
MExonILs: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gautkier) 227

).
- CoMMiON ON STAMPs : in Com. of Sup., 4790

(i).
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INLAND REVENUE-Con.
TOBACCO, DUTIES COLLECTED: Ques. (Mr. McDougall)

1818 (i).
FOREIGN LEAF, PERCENTAGE REQUIRJID UNDER

REGULATIONS : Ques. (Mr. Cowan) 2486(i).
-GpOWN IN EsSEx Co., ExcisE DuTIEs, &c.:

par. in Ottawa Citizen (Mr. Co) 2117 (i).
--- REDUCTION oF DUTIES : prop. Res. (Mr.

Gillie8) 4813 (ii).
VIOLATION re SEIZURE OF TOBACCO: Remarks (Mr.

Bergeron) 10227 (iii).
VIEDEN, MAN., INLAND REVENUE OFFICE: M. for

Cor., dropped (Mr. Roche) 5313 (ii).
WEEAT INSPECTION, DEPUTATION, &C.: Remarks (Sir

Henry Joly de Lotbinière) 1540 (i).
WIFGHTS AND MEASURES, INSPECTION: in Com of

Sup., 5578 (ii).
SALARIES, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 4803 (ii).

Inland Revenue Act Amt. B. No. 124
(Sir Henry Joly de Lotbinière) 1°, 3334; 2°* and
in Coi., 3759, 3881; 3°*, 3884 (i). (62.63 Vic.,
c. 24.)

INLAND REVENUE ACT, VIOLATION re SEIZURE OF

TOBACCO: Remarks (Mr. Bergeron)10227 (iii).
INSOLVENCY LEGIsLATION AND BOARDS oF TRADE,

COR. WITH GOVT.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Monk)

5377 (ii).
M. for Copies* (Mr. Quinn) 5945 (ii).
M. for Cor.* (Mr. Bergeron) 5944 (ii).
Remarks (Mr. Bergeron) 4597 iii).
Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 3253 (i).

INSPECTION ACT, &c.: Remarks on M. for Ways and
Means (Mr. Davin) 10225 (iii).

OF WHEAT, DEPUTATION, &C. : Remarks (Sir
Henry Joly de Lotbinière) 1540 (i).

INSPECTORS OF ExcIs, SALARIES, &C.: in COM. Of

Sup., 4770, 4787 (ii).
OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES, SALARIES, &C.:

in Com. of Sup., 4803 (ii).
Inspection. See "GeneraL"
INSTRUCTIONS AND COR. BETWEEN DOM. GOVT. AND

YUKON COUNCIL: M. for Copies* (Sir Charles

Hibbert Tupper) 2787 (i).
Insurance Act Amt. B. No. 86(Mr. Fielding)

10, 2108 (i); 2° and ref. to Sel. Com., 3504; in
Com., 6391 (ii), 7001 ; 3°*, 7001 (iii). (62-63 Vie.,
c. 13.)

INSURANCE, SuPr.: in Com. of Sup., 7463 (iii).
INTERIOR:

ArTEsANBoRIaG, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup., 7468,
9055 (iii).

AsEcoRFT, B.C., Ry. L.çDs PURCIASED BY ASu-
CROFT WATER AMD ELECTRIC CO., COR. WITH
Dom. GOvT.: M. for Copies' (Mr.Prior)2408 (i).

Amr DISTRCT, BREWiErY LcIsS ISSUED: Ques.
(Mr. McInnes)5484 (ii).

BAUE, DOm. LiN SURETYOR, B.C., EXAmINATION 0F
PArER, &c.: Remarks (Sir Charle. Hibhert
Tiipper) 4061, 4313, 4898 (ii).

-emarks (Mr. Sifton) 4713 (ii).
Bus, MA3. D. C. F., POSITIONS R ELD UNDER GovT.,

DATE oF APPNMT., SALARt, Aic.: Que. (Sir
Charleo Hibbert Tupper) 3261i) 3552(ii).

BEMfNER, CEAS., IEDEMJITY, &C.: in COm. Of Sup.,
10113,10167 (iii).

INTERIOR-Con.
BRrrISn CANADIAN GOLDFIELDS COMPANY : Ret. laid

on Table, 39:9 (ii).
CANADIAN MLNING INSTITUTE, DOCUMENTS, &C.: in

Com. of Sup., 8702 (iii).
CLARKE, JoS., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT. IN THE YUKON:

Ques. (Sir Charleq Bibb)ert Tupper) 5486 (ii).
COAL MINING UNDER NANAIMO HARBOUR, EASES,

&C.: Ques. (Mr Foster) 8991 (iii).
COULOMBE vs. THE QUEEN, TRIAL PROCEEDINGS, &C.-

Ques. (Mr. Casafrain') 3916 (ii).
CRowN TIMBER OFFICE, NEW WESTMINSTER. B.C.,

COMPLAINTS, INSTRUCTIONS AND REP. OF MR.
ARCHER MARTIN : M. for Copies* (Sir Charle8
.Hibbert Tuipper) n149 (i).

CROW'S NRST PàSS Ry., AND C. P. R., RATES AND
TOLLS, REVISION BY GOV. IN COUNCIL :QueS.
(Mr. McInnes) 2331 (i).

-- COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup., 5831 (ii).
DEADMAN'S ISLAND, COR. BETWEEN DOM. GovT. AND

B. HAIGE & SON (1880) re APPLICATION FOR USE,
&C.: M. for Cor.* (1r. Prior) 2788 ().

-- FORFEITURE oF LEASE BY MR. LUDGATE.: Re-
marks (Mr. Prior) 4739 (ii).

-- LEABES, VALUE, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1815.
See "STANLEY PARK," &C.

DoMINION LANDG : in Com. of Sup., 7501 (iii).
--- CIEF INSPECTOR : in Com. of Sup., 9006 (iii).
-- MA., FRAUDULENT TRANSACTIONS BY OF-

CIALS, PAR. IN WINNIPEG Telegram: Remarks
(Mr. Sifton) 49.95 (ii).

Sua Ur RuEURs, PRINTING, &C.: in Com. of
Sup., 9053 (iii).

FAIRLIE, Mî., DISMISSAL AS PRINCIPAL OF INDUS-
TRIAL SciooL : M. for Reps., Cor. (1Mr. Bour-
assa) 2788 (i).

--- Ques. (Mr. Bourassa) 2532(i).
FAwcET!, Mi., ADVICE re RECORDING MININGCLAJIMS,

&c.: QueL (Sir Ckarles Hibbert Tupper) 38.2 (ii).
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY : in Com. of Sup., 2104 (i) 5668

(ii) 7467 (iii'.
GOvT. LANDs, MAN4., SALE OF, &C.: Ques. (Mr Roche)

1856 (i).
lALF-BaEEDS CoMMISSION, EXPENSEs, &C.: in Com.

ofEsup., 5832(i) 9056 (iii).
-- TRAVELLING : 10110 (iii).

-- N. W. T., COR. BETWEEN MR. MCDOWALL AND
GovT., re RESERVES: Ques. (Mr. Davie) 2486(i).

HOUESTEAD LAw IN N. W. T., LINTERET ON PRE-
EMPTIONs, MEMORIAL FROM SEmis, &C.: Ques,
(Mr. Davin) 3080 (i).

INTRioR: in Com. of Sup., 2074 (i), 7466 (iii).
--- CLERICAL ASSISTANCE: in Com. Of Sup., 5021

(ii).
-- ExrzEurrUR YUKoN DISTRICT: in Com. of

Sup.,M6366 (i).
JERoME, MR. MARTIN, EMPLYMT. PY GovT'.: Ques.

(Mr. Roche) 6723 (i), 7194(iii).
KoNDIKZ OFFICIAL GUIDE, PREPARATION Y MR.

OoILvIE: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1827 (i).
IjAND TRANsrIs IN MAN., AND GOVT. AGENTsSPECU-

LATIONS : Remarks (Mr. Roche) 4735 (ii).
Lyrca, Mi. W. M., REP. RMEMEE TO BY MIN.

oF INT: M. for Copy (Sir Charles Hibbers
Tuzper)3874 (ii).

MCKYr, Tüos., EMPLYMT. av Gv., SALARy PAID,
&C.: Ques, (Mr. Davis)2487 (i).

--- IDErEDNESS TO GOVT. PoR TimaER DunS,
COLLECTION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Davis) 2486 (i).
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INTERIOR-Con.
MCKEOWN, E., EMPLYNT. BY GOVT.: QuOs. (Sir

Charles Jibbert Tupper) 5487 (ii).
MARTIN, MR. A. F., EMPLYMT. BY GOV?.: Ques. (Mr.

Roche) 7534 (iii).
MINING CLAIMS AND OMESTEAD ENTRIES BY GOVT.

OFPICIALS, O.C.'s, &C.: M. for Copies• (Mr.
Davin) 18T( i).

MINISTER OF INTERIOR'8 TRAVELLING AND) IdiNG Ex-
PENSES: Ques. (Mr. Carecallen) 1818 i).

MOODY, INSPiECTOR OF N.-W. MOUNTED POLICE,
ÀsaGE AGAINSyT: Que@. (Mr. Davis) 8219 (iii).

NORTH AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY AND

GOVT. SUBSIDIES, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Lemie=2)
5666 (ii).

NORTIERN COMMERCIAL TELEGRAPH COMPANY NON-

PRODUCTIONOF HIGHCoMMIssIOER's TELEGBAM:
Remarks (Mr. Prior) 5747 (ii).

N.-W. MOUNTED POLICE BARRACES AT BATOCHE,

SUPPLIES FOR CONSTRUCTION, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Davis) 2487(i).

-- FORCE re YUKON : in Com. of Sup., 5831(ii).

--- POLICE: in Co. of Sup.. 8746 (iii).
-- ISSUE OF SCRIP, PETS., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Oliver)

2484 (i).
- -VETERINARY SURGEONS: in COm. Of Sup.,

10111 (iii).

N. W. T., ABANDONED HOMESTRADS, DEWDNEY Dis-
TRICT,CANCELLATION BY GOvT.: Ques. (Mr. Davin)
3074 (i).

SERD GRAIN INDEBTEDNESS, CANCELLATION,

&C:M. (Mr. Da ein) 2)015 (i.
- - SETTLERS PROM ONT., PRIVILEGES GRANTED BY

GovrT.: Ques. (Mr. Rosamm&d) 2902 (i).
- TERRITORIAL EXHIBITION: in CoM. Of Sup.,
5073 tii).

OGILVIE, MR., CONNECTION WITH GOLDFIELDS CO.:
M. to adjn. (Mr. Foster) 3f01 ii).

-- RELATIONSHIP TO MINISTER op LNTERIOR :
Ques. (Sir Charle- HiMbert Tipper) 2703 ().

- - Ques. (.Mr. Taylor)1841 (i).
PARIS AGENCY,8ALARIES, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 8704.
PRINCE ALBERT MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS, DATE

op ERECTIO, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Dar ù) 8467 (iii).
-- REGISTRY OFFICE, DATE OF ERECTION, COST,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Davis>8468 (iii).

ROTHWELL'S REPORT re SETTLERS CLAIMs, TRAs-
MISSION TO B.C. Govr.: Ques. (Mr. Mc!nnea)
2530(i).

ROYALTIES &ON MINMG LiEES : in Com. of Sup.,
8947, 9002 (iii)

ST. PAUL DES METS COLONY : in COm. Of Sup.,
9027 (iii).

SCHOOL LANDS, MAN., STMNT. OP SALE: Read (Mr.
'SifOn) 64616i).

SCRIP ISSUED To THE HALF-BREE>Ds : in Com. of Sup.,
.5694 (ii), 7501 (iii).

SEED GRAIN, ko., ro SmLLRS I N. W. T.: in Co.
of Sup., 9027(iii).

--- LIENS, CANCELLATION, LEGISLATION, RE RUS.
FaOÊ N. W. COUNCIL : Ques. (Mr.Davin)2903(i).

STANLEY PARK AND1 DEADMAN'S ISLAND, O. Os.,
COR., &c., BETWEEN CAN. GOVT. AND B.C.: M. for
Copies (Mr. Prior) 2334(i).

--- ret. Laid On Table, 359 (i).
See " Deadman'a Island," &c.

STERL BOXES, INTERIOR AM INDIAN DIPTS., PUR-
cRAsED BT GOv?., TENDERS, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Hodins) 4182(ii).

cxvii

INTERIOR-Con.
"STRATECONA," STa;R.uRF oF DISTITUTE MINiERS,

ARRANGEMENT WITH GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)
9179 (iii).

SUVREYS BRANCH, SALARIWS, &c. : in Com. of Sup.,
5849 (ii).

INSPEcTIONS : in Com. of Sup., 8149 (iii).
TREATY WITH N. W. T.INDIANS AND HALF-BREEDS;

in Corn. of Sup., 5694 (ii).
WADE, Mp. F. C., EMPLYNT., AMOUNTm,&C., PAID B

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)1830 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Davin) 7442 (iii).

Remarks (Sir Charle lHibbert Tupper) 7242.
7320,7442 (iii).

WALSH, MAJ., AUTHORITY FOR COMMISSION ISSUED,
&c.: Ques. (Sir Charte. ibbert Tupper)4269 (i).

--- INSTRUCTIONS BY GOVT. AS COMMISSIONER,

REP. oF INTERYIEW AT SKAÛwTAY, &c.: Ques.
(Sir Cha r1es Hibbert Tupper) 3078, 3258 (i).

WALSH, PHILIP, RELATIONSHIP TO MAJOIR WALSH:
Ques. (Chartes Hibbert Tupper) 3823 (ii).

WILLISON, MR. J. W., CRowN TIMBER AGENT, YuoKN
DISTRICT: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3823, 4270 (ii).

WINNIPEG HOSPITALS: in Co. of Sup., 8338 (iii).
WRIGHT, WU., OFFICIAL IN HECORDING OFFICE AT

DAwsON, RELATIONSHIP To EDITOR OPGLOBE:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4270 (ii).

YUKON DISTRICT, ADMINISTRATOR AND OFFICIALS, IN-
STRUCTIONS, &0.: M. for Copies' (Mr. Foster)
1877 (i).

-- APPNMT. OF MESSRS. WADE, MCOGREGOR AND

NORWOOD, DATE OF ARRIVAL AT DAWSoN, &c.:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3081 (i).

-- " BENcH " AND " CREEK'" CLAIMs, DISPUTES
PENDING, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 3077 (i).

BENNETT HOSPITAL, MATRON AND MEDICÂL
SUrT., NAMES, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1979 (),

- BRITISH YUKON MiNING TRADING Nâ TRAN-
PORTATION CO9PANY, CLAINS AGAINST GOVT.:
Que-. (Mr. Morrison) 2905 ().

--- BLISS, MAJ., PAYMENTS TO BY GOvT.: Ques.
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tpper) 3261 () 3552 (ii).

--- COMMISSIONER, MAJ. WALSH, ALTERATIOND
IN REP. : Ques. (Sir (Charle Hibbert Tupper) 2704.

INSTRUCTIONS AND COR. PROM GOVT. OF CAN.:
M. for Copies" (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
2787 (i).

- COMMISMONEE OGILVIE, INSTRUCTIONS AN»
COR. wrrH DoM. GovT.: M. for Copies* (Sir
CharlIes Hibbert Tupper) 2787 (i).

--- COMMISSION oF INQUIRY, REQUEST FROM M.
OGILvIs To ExEND HiS PowERS. &c.: Ques. (Sir
Charles Ribbert Tupper) 3080 ().

DREDGIN FOR MINRLs, NUMBER OF LEAs«S
(1897) RENTALs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 3079 (i).

FAWCETT, ML., ISMISeAL AS GOLD COMMIS-

SIONER ; M. for Cor.* (Mr. Darin) 1878 (i).
FREIGHT, TRANSPORTATION, GUARANTEE BY

CONRACTOas, &c.: Ques, (Sir Charles Hibbert
Atpper) 2902(i).

-GOLD COMMISSIONER, AprNT.; Ques. (Mr.
Morrion)1823fi).

HUNKER CREK, KLONiîE MININo, APPLICA-
TION AND GRANTS FOR HYDRAULICING: M. for
Copies* (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2982 (i).

.- INSTuCTIONS AND COl., UETWEEN D[ox. Govt.
AND YUKoN CoUNcIL : M. forCopies" (Sir Charte.
Tupper) 2787 (i).
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INTERIOR-Con.
YUKON DISTRICT INSTRUCTIONS TO MAJ. WALSH:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert 'nipper) 3258 (ii).
- INVESTIGATION, MR. OGILVIE's REP. AND

PAPERS RE: Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
2410 (i).

-- laid on Table, 3876 (ii).
--- PRINTING, &c.: Remarks (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 5359 (ii).
-- PURPORT, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charle. Hibbert

Tupper) 3820 (ii).
PROTEST PROM MINERS' COMMmEE, COL, &c..

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2329(i).
-- KLONDIKE RIVER BRIDGE, OwNER, TOLLS, &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2902 (i).
LAFONTAINE, Ma. E., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.

Ques. (M3r. Daein 1958 (i).
-- LIQUOR PERiimS AND SNCTION oF MmN. 0F

L"r. : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1859 ().
-- COR. BETWEEN MR. MARTIN AND MIN. OF rNT.:

M. for Papers,* (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2027(i).
COR..BETWEEN N. W. T. GOvT. AND INT. Dm.:

M. for Copies* (Mr. Clarke) 1878 (i).
--- iquiry for Ret. (Mr. Foster) 5667 (ii).
---- ISSUED R ARxCHE MARTIiN: Remarks (Sir:

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3875 (ii).
--- IsUED BY MAJ. WALsH: M. for Copies* (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2789 (i).
-- Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2481, 2704.

ISSURD BY ME. OGILVIE AND CANCEL.ED BY
GoVT.: Remarks (Mr. Prior) 2908 (i); 3789 (ii).

-- NUMBER. &c.: Ques. (Sir Chartes Hibbert
Tupper) 3077(i).

--- NMis oF Co.'S, &c.: M. for Return* (Mr.
Focter) 1877(i).

NAMES, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Douglas) 1843(i).
QUANWTy,&C.: M. for 8tf(Mr.Foster)1876.
TO MR. PETERS; M. for Cor* (Mr. Borden,

Halifax) 2027 (i).
-- LYNC, MR. W. H., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT..

REPS , &C.: Ques. (Mr. Powell) 1847().
--- MAGUIRE, Mr. L, JcsTIcE, APiPNET. AND

A RRIVAL AT DAwSON. &c.: Ques. (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 3258 (i).

- MINERS GRIRVANCES AGAINST COMPANIES BUY-
ING WATER GRANTS : Remarks (Mr. Marcotte)
3315 (i).

--- AND MIL OGILVIE's REPORT: Ques.(Sir Charles
i~be Tupper) 2531 (i).

-- RIGHT TO CVT TIMBE, &c.: Qaes. (Mr. Dom-
vWle) 1838 (i).

--- MmiI REGULATIONS : Inquiry for Rot. (Mr.
Foster)2248 (i).

-- REGULATIONS, PUBLICATION, &C.: Ques. (Sir
Charlet Hibbert Tupper) 1841 (i).

-- N.W. MOUNTED POLICE: in COm. of Sup.,
eone. 6m8 (ii).

-- OFFnCAL, APP . By GOVT., NAME8, &o.:
Quee. (Mr. Domville)1832 (i).

BONDS, 8ECURIT REGISTEEED: Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert upper) 4991 (ii).

--- in C0n. Of8up., 5022(ii).
GOLD 0NMoIssIONER's OsIwc, NATIONALT,

&C.: QueS. (Mr. Morrison)1823(i).
--SALAE COST OF LIVING, c.: Que. (Mr.

Morrifon)1824(i).
OeiLvî, M., CONNECTION wrra BRwB CAN-

ADAr GOLDFUIELDS Co.: Ques. (Sir Carle
Hibert Upper) 3799 (ii).

INTERIOR-Con.
YuKON DISTRICT, REP. re INVESTIGATIOIN, &C.: Ques.

(Sir Charles Bibbert Tupper) 3548 (ii).
-0.C.'s REGULATING MINING CLAIMS BY OFpi-

CIALS : Ques. (Mr. Morrioon) 1824 (i).
--- STEAMBOAT OWNERS, PERMITS TO CUT TIMBER,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. DomriUe) 1836 (i).
-- SURVEY OP LANDS. &c.: Ques. (Sir Charles

flibbert Tupper) 3547 (iii.
--- TEOLIN LAKB ROUTE. REPS.: M. for Copies*

(Mr. Darin) 2026 (i).
-- TIMBER INSPECTOR, APPNMT. ay GovT.: (3r.

Morrison) 1823 (i).
---- REGULATIONS, IssuE OF PERMITS, NAMES, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Domville) 1836 (i).
-- TRANSPORTATION Co., EMPLOYED BY GOvT.,

ANOUNTS PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 198(i).
--- WADE MR. F. C., DATE OF ARRIVAL AT

DAwSON: Ques. (Sir Charle. Hibbert Tupper)
3546 (ii).

INSTRUCTIONS OR PERMISSION TO STAKM
CLAIMS, &C.: M. for Copies, (Mr. Davin) 1877(i).

- WLsa, MAJOR, EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.
(Mr. Morrison) 1823 (i).

- REPORTS, NUMBER SENT iNi AND LAID ON TABLE:
Ques. (Sir Charlet Hibbert Tupper) 3798 (ii).

WATER FRONT, DAWSON, LEAsE, &C. TO MOR-
RISON AND MCDONALD : Ques. (Sir Charles fHimert
Pupper) 3547 (ii).

Interior Department Act Amt. B. No. 147
(Mr. Sifton) 1°, 4892; 2° and in Com., 6397; 3"*,
6459 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 15.)

I. C. R. Extension to Montreal-Drum-
mond County Ry. Acquisition B. No.
133 (Mr. Blair) prop. Res., 1949, 2792; in Com.
on Res., 2843 (i); 3345, 3379, 3560, 3689; 1°, 3765;
2'm. 3907, 4152 in Com., 4165, 4733, 3° 4899,
agreed to (Y. 91; N. 40) 4966 (i); Sen. Amts.,
9726 (iii). (62-6.3 Vie., C. 6.)
Deb. on prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 2792, 2809; (Mr.

Foster) 2793, 2811; (Sir Charles Tupper) 2793.,
2795; (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2794, 2823; (Mr.
Wallace) 2795, 2828; (Mr. Taylor) M. to AdJn.
House, 2795; (Mr. McMullen)2816; (Mr. Sproule)
2817; (Mr. Haggart) 2821; (Mr. Powell) 2825;
(Mr. MrNeill)2839(i).

Deb. in Com. ou Res.: (Mr. Blair)2843(i), 3351, 3700
(ii); (Mr. Haggart) 3345; (Sir Charles Tpper)
3377, 3703; (Mr. Morrison) 3383; (Sir Lovsi
Davies) 3408; (Mr. Bo.rden, Halifax) 3408, 3425,
3560. 3747; (Mr. Rose-Robertson) 3423; (Mr.
Powell) 3413, 36C0; (Mr. McIsaae) 3577; (Mr.
-Ru«se 3633, 3669, 3707; (Mr. McLennan, Glen-
garry) 36w; (Mr. Fielding) 3734; (Mr. Bell,
Picton) S739; (Mr. MeDougal) 2743; (Mr. Morin)
3744 (ii).

° m. (Mr. Blair) 3765.
Deb. on 1, (Mr. McDoual )3765; (Mr. FIelding)

3769; (Mr. Haggari)3771; (Sir Wilfrid Laurier>
3773.

2 m. (Mr. Blair) 3907,4152.
Deb. on 2 (Sir Charle. 2pper) 39(7, 4164; (Mr.

Foae.r) 452; (Mr. Kaulbach) 4152; (Mr. Pope)
4158; (Mr. MeMullem)4168.

InCom. on B.
Deb. (Mr. Foeer) 4165; (Sir Okarlea Tupper) 4165;

(Mr. Blair) 165.
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I. O. R. Extension to Montreal-Con.
30 m. (Mr. Blair) 4733, 4899, 4920. 4925.

Deb. on 30, (Mr. Poster) 4733, 4899 (Sir Wil/rid
Laurier) 4733; (Mr. Borden. Halifax) 4951; (Mr.
McMullen) 4961; (Sir Charles Tupper) 4961 (ii).

3'. Agreed to (Y. 91; N. 40) 4967 (ii).

Grand Trunk Agreement B. No. 138
(Mr. Blair) prop. Res., 3946; in Coni. on Res.,
4062; 1°, 4170, 2°, 4171; in Com., 4353, 4554;
3°m., 4966 (ii); Sen. Aints., 9702 (iii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 5.)
Deb. in Com. on Res. (Mr. Blair) 4062: conc , 4170;

(Mr. Haggare) 4113, 4164, 4069 ; (Mr. Powell) 4077.
4123; (Mr. Fielding) 4125; (Mr. McMidlen) 4128;
(Mr. Gibeoni 4135; (Mr. Foster) 4067, 4144; (Sir
Charles Tupper) 4065 (ii).

2' m. (Mr. Blair) 4171 (ii).
Deb. on 2° (Sir Charleg Tupper) 4171(ii).
In Com. (Mr. Blair) 4353-4476.
Deb. in Com. (Mr. Foster) 43.5-4476; 4554-4711;

(Mr. Borden, Halifax) 4356, 4380, 4399, 4435,4445,
4562, 4571, 4601, 4689, 4710; (Mr. Haggart) 4357,
4372, 4418,4685,4712; (Mr.MeLennan. Glengarry)
4357, 4372, 4418, 4589; (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 4369,
4432, 4470. 4575, 4687; (Mr. Bergeron) 4367,4374.
4105, 4434. 4472, 4622, 4647; (Mr. Sproule) 4378,
4390, 4670; (Mr. Powell) 4392, 4686, 4707; (Mr.
Wallace) 4401, 4584, 4602. 4636,4687: (Mr. Talbot)
4403, 4405; (Mr. Marcil) 4409; (Mr. McDougall)
4415, 4692, 4710; (Mr. Bell. Pietou) 4419, 4641,
4668; (Mr. Henderson) 4439,. 4628; (Mr. Clancy)
4448, 4452, 4561, 4600; (Mr. Bennett) 4458, 4590,
4607; (Mr. Fitzpatrick) 4567; (Mr. Britton)4568;
(Mr. Montagne) 4573, 4579. 4643. 4669; (Mr.
McMullen) 4582, 4620; (Mr. Fielding) 4597, 4635,
4649, 4705, 4711 ; (Sir Louis Davies) 4597, 4639;
(Mr. Macdonald. P..E.L) 4611, 4633; (Mr. Ives)
4612. 4699; (Mr. Clarke)4612,4639; (Mr. Ingram)
4616; (Mr. Osier) 4619; (Mr. Sutherland) 4643;
(Mr. Marcotte) 4646; (M r. Dugas) 4649; (Mr.
Mulock) 4649; (Mr. Bourassa) 4651; (Mr. Har-
wood) 4653; (Mr. Monet) 4654; (Mr. Mionault)
4663; (Mr. Savard) 4664; (.M r. Ethlier) 4665; (Mr.
Morin) 4666; (Sir Charles Hibbert Tapper) 4673;
(Mr. Davin) 4677; (Mr. Mill) 4678; (Mr. Gillies)
4680; (Sir Charle. Tpper) 4685 (ii).

30 (Amt.) (Mr. Poster) 4966 (ii).
Deb. on Sen. Amts. (Mr. Blair) 9702; (Mr. Hagqart)

9710; (Mr. McMuilen) 9712; (Mr. Sproule) 9715;
(Mr. Poster) 9716; (Mr. Wilson) 9722; (Mr.
Claney) 9723 (iii).

7NTERCOLONIAL RAILWAY : See "Railways "-I.C.R.

INTERNAL ECONoMY CoMMissIoN: Presented (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) 158 (i).

I"NrERNATIONAL COMMISSION, WASHINGTON: in Comn.

of Sup., 5852 (ii).
- AND BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE: Proposal to

Expedite (Sir Charles Tupper) 3779 (i).
BErWEN CAN. AND U.S., CoST, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Kloepferij1815 (i).
CANCELLATION OF MEETINGS AT QUEBEC : Re-

marks (Sir Charles Tupper) 2908 ().
-PAR. IN LONDON Tirmes) re SETTLEMENT OF

QUEsTIONS (Mr. Ros Robert&on) 3668 (ii).
-- PAR. IN MONTREAL Gazette re NEGOTIATIONS

(Mr. Wallace)3340(ii).

INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION, PAR. IN MONTREAL
Gazette (Sir Charles Tupper) 4738 (ii).

M. (Sir Charles Tupper) to Adjn., 8152 (iii).
PAR. IN MONTREAL Star (Sir Charles Tupper)

4169 (ii).
Par. in Ottawa Citizen (Mr. Prior) 6936 (i).
PERSONS CONNECTED THEREWITH, NAMES AND

EXPENSES, &C. : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Foster)
2180 (i).

-- PROTOcOLS, MINISTER MAY MOVE TO LAY COM-
MUNICATION ON TABLE ACCORI)ING TO ENGLISH
PRACTIcE (Mr. Speaker) 4264 (ii).

PROTOCOLS: Presented (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

4259 (ii).
INVERNESS POST OFFICES. CHANGE OF LOCATIONS,

APPNmITS. AND DisMISSALS: Ques. (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 3825 (ii).

IONA WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 5198 (ii).
IRREGULARITY oF DEBATE : Ruling (Mr. Speaker)6741,

7635 (iii).
See " HOUSE OF CoMMONs.

Iron and Steel Bounties B. No. 161(Mr.
Fielding) Prop. Res., 4150, 4967, in Com. on Re.,
4989; 1°, 5744 (il); 2' and in Com., 7638; 3°,
7644 (iii.) (62 63 Vie., c. 8.)

IRON BOUNTIES, QUANTITIES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Wallace)
1827 (i).

IRON DOORS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, PURCHASE BY

GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Hodgine) 4273 (i).
IsLE AUX Noix, FORTIFICATIONS, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,

9154 (iii).
LEASE, RENTAL, &c.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr.

Quinn) 2961 (i).
IVES, HON. MIR., LATE M. P., DECEASE OFp: Remarks

(Sir Charles Tupper) 7532 (iii).
JACQUES CARTIER COUNTY MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 6934, 6933 (iii).

James Bay Ry. Co.'s. B. No. 73(Mr. Hughes)
, 2029; 2°*, 2290(i); in Com. and 3°*, 3842

(ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 71.) '

JAPANESE LABOUR EXCLUSION BILL, B.C. LEGISLA.
TION, DISALLOW ANCE BY DOM. GOVT.: Remarks

(Mr. Mclnnes) 4343 (ii).
M. to print Cor. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 4477

(ii).
Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 2536 (i).

See "ANTI-JAPANESE," &C., " JUSTICE."
JEROME, Mit. MARTIN, EMPLYMT. BY GOVT. : Ques.

(Mr. Roche) 6723 (il); 7194 (iii).

JÉsus RIvER, CONSTRUCTION OF FIsHwAY, PL.ANqs,
PAPERS, &C. : M. for Copies (Mr. Fortin) 3269 (i).

"JOHN C. BARR," AMERICAN STR., OWNERSHIP, &O.
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8469 (iii).

UNDERVALUATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)

8218 (iii).
VALUATION BY CusToMs AuTHoRITIS: Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2700 (i).
in Com. of Sup., 3081 (i).

Joint Stock Companies Act Amt B. No.
114 (Mr. Briton)1°, 2790 (i).

exix
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JUnGES AND POLrnCAL PREFERMEN'TS: Quer. (Mr.

Bennc) 4484 (ii).
JUDICIAL COMMITTEr OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL, Ex-

PENSES, &C. : in Com. of Sup., 470 (ii).
JURY, MR. A. F., SALARY : in COIM. Of Sup., 8620 (iii).
JUSTICE:

ADDIrrIONAL JUDGE, YUKON TERRiTORY: in Com. of
Sup., 10191 (iii).

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE : foD., 10217 (iii).
YUKON TERRITORY: in COM. of Sup., 5M68 (ii);

10191 (iii).
LIVING EXPENSES OF JUDGES DUGAS AND

MAGUIRE, INSTRUCTIONS, &C .: Ques. (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 5489 (H).

N. W. T-: in Com. of Sup., 1012 (iii).
-ONT.: in Com. of Sup., 10122 (iii).

ALIEN ACT, B. C.. COL. WrrH B. C. GOVERNNENT:
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8220, 8466, 8757 (iii).

-- DISALLOWANCE BY DOM. GOVT.: Que. (Mr.
Prior)î7768 (iii).

-APPNMT. op AGENT AT WA.LLACIEBURG: Remarks
(Mr. Clancv) 5492 (ii).

ENFoRcEMENT : in Com. of Sup., 5471 (ii);
10123 (iii).

AT HAMILTON: Remarks (Mr. McCleary) 3879
(i).

-- TORONTO, INSTRUCTION TO AGENýT: Ques. (Mr.
Clarke) 3084 ffi).

PAR. IN TORONTO Star: Remarks (Mr. Cla rke)
2907 (i).

ANTI-CHINESE AND JAPANESE B. C. LEGIsLATIoN,
GOWT. POLICY re FOURTEEN STATUTES ALREADY
iN FORCE : Ques. (Mr. Prior)5859 (ài).

DISALLOWANCE OF BILL: Remarks (Sir Charles
E!Ibert Tupper) 2536 (i).

--- COR. BETWEEN B. C. GovT. AN» DOM.: Re-
marks (Mr. Prior) 5206 (ii).

DISALLOWANCE, INCOMPLETE RTURN ]Re-
marks (Mr. Prior) 5408, 5491 (ii).

- GOVTL. AcTioN : Ques. (Mr. Priori 1837 (i).
BETHUNE, MR C. J. R., PROFESSIONAL SERVICES : in

Com. of Sup., 5471 (i).
BINDER TWINE CoNTRcrs. ADvERTISEMLiTS FOR

TENDERS, &C.: Ques (Mr. Taylor) 6934 (iii).
--- bIMPORD iN 1899: Ques. (Mr. Ctaney) 8218,

8990 (iii).
- KINGSTON PENITENTIARY, SALE OF, NAMES op
TENDE REES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 3944 (ii).

OUTPUT OF KINGSTON PENITnTIARY, TEND-
MS, PRICE, &c.: Que& (Mr. Taylor) 1825 (i).

- SALE oF: onM. for Com -of Sup. (Mr. Taylor)
9898 (iii).

TENDERS, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Henderson) 1837 ().
B. C. JuDGESiPs, ApPm., MuImS oF CouicIL,

CoMMIssIONs, &c.: M. for Cor.,&c.*(Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 1879 (i).

---- IEGISLATION re CmINEsE AN» ForEIGN Imu.-
GRATION, DISALLOWANoCE, kC. : M. to adjn. (Mr.
Prior) 68-:8,6902(iii).

-- Ir. GOVERNOR AND TURNER ADMINISTRATIoN,
A» CAN. GOvT.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Prior) 2362 (i;.

- PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 5479(ii).
- SUPREME AND COUNTY COURT JUDGES, COS.

BETWEEN B. C. AND Dom. GovT. re ADMINI&TRA-
TIoN OF JUSTIcE IN B.C.: M. for Cor. (Sir Ckarle
Bibbert 7Tpper) 2362 ().

BROwN, MARION, COMMUTATION oF DrA£T SENTENCE,
PEiS., CO.: M. for Ret* (Mr. Wallace) 6e9
(iii).

JUSTICE-Con.
CHIEF JUSTICE MCCOLL (B. C.) JUDICIAL RESIDENCE:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 35w6 (ii).
CHOQUETTE, HON. MR. JUSTICE, PL&C gOF RESIDENCE

AN) TRAVELLING EXPENSES: Ques. (Mr. Taylor)
5097 (ii).

CIRCUIT ALLOWANCE., B. C.: in Com. of Sup., 5471(i).
CLARKE rs. TEE QUEEN. CLAus AGAINST GoVT.: on M.

for Com. of Sup. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
5750 (ii).

CLEMENT, MR. W. B. P., RESTRICTIONS AN) INSTRUC-
TIONS By GOVT. AS LEGAL ADVISER TO YUKON
COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr. Borden, Halifar) 2332 (i).

COMMISSIONS re INVESTIGATIONS AGAINST GovT.
EMPLOYERS, NAMKS OF COMMIsSIONERS, ALLow-
ANCES, &C., DISMISSALS, &c.: M. for Stmnt.*
(Mr. Foster) 2180 ().

CONSOLIDATION OF STATUTES OF CANADA: Ques. (Mr.
Henderson) 4270 (i).

COULOMBE vq. ThiE QUEF.N, ENFORCEMENT OF CONVIC-
TION, &C-.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4479 (ii).

TRIAL PROCEEDINGS, &C.: Que8. (Mr. Cas-
grain) 3946 (ii).

COUnTY COURT JUDORS. ONT., RETIREMENT, &c.,
LEGIBLATION RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Bennett)
1970 (i).

COPYRIGHT BILL AND GOVTL. ACTION: Ques. (Mr.
Roberteon) 1981 (i).

CROW'S NEST PASS COMMISsIoN, FRENCH TRANsiLA-
TION 0F REP.: Ques. (Mr. Dugae) 1852 (i>.

- ACTIoN oF GuvT. oN REP.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke)
1967(i).

-- COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup., 5831 (ii).
INVESTIGATION BY COMMISSIONER, REPS., &C.:

M. for Copies* 1878 (i)
o? CommissIoN : Ques. (Mr. Cla rke) 1967 (i).
DEATH o MR. THORNBURY: Ques. (Mr.

Hugh-s.) 1976 (i).
DEVLIN, MR. JAMES, PROSECUTION BY DEPT. OF

JUSTICE: Remarks (,Mr. Hughes) 7218 (iii).
DOMINIoN POLICE ORCE : in Com. of Sup.,1"127(iii).
DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 5477

(i).
EXCHEQUER COURT OF CAN.: in Com. ofSup., 5472(i).
GAGNE, HON. MR. JUSTICE, AN) CONNECTION WlTH

LAKE ST. JOHN R'Y. Co., DELAY TO LITI-
GANS: Ques. (Mr. Savard) 2189 (i).

GOVERNMENT oF THE N. W. TERRITORIES: in Com. of
Sup., 7499 (iii).

JAPANLSE LABOUR EXCLUSION BILL, B. C. LEGISLA-
TION, DISALLOWANCE BY DOM. GovT.: Remarks
(Mr. McInnes) 4343 (ii).

M. to print Cor. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
4477 (ii)

JUDGES AND POLITICL PREFERMENTS: Ques. (Mr.
Bennett) 4484 (ii).

JUDICIAL COMMITTEE OF THE PRIYY COUNCIL, Ex-
PENSES, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 5470 (ii).

JusTIcE : in Com. of Sup., 20S3(i); 10119 iiii).
-- REPORT: Inquiry for (Mr. Clancy) 4899(i).

KIMGSTON PENITENTIARY. SUPERANNUATIONS, kV.:
Ques. (Mr. Clarke)6379 (ii).

LAw LIBRARY, ENGLAND: in Com. of Sup., 5470 (ii).
---- FOt YuKON: in Com. of Sup., 5469 (i).

LOrnmS (ART UNION) In MONTREAL, LEGIBLIToN
-RSpoe : Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2323(i).

MAINiANCE OP PRIomN , YuKON TuRaITOE.
in Com. of Sup., 10195 (iii).
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JUSTICE-Con.
MANITOBA ELEiIoN PRAUDs, FURTHER CONSIDERA-

TION IN PUB. ACCOUINS COM.: M. (Sir CharleS
Tupper) 2479 (i).

- LEGISLATION, DISALLOWANCE BY DoM. GovT.,
PETS., MEMORIALS, &C., PROM EXECUTIVE COUN-
CIL, PROTESTING, &Ç.: M. for Copies* (Mr. La-
Rivière) 288 (i).

---- PENrrEYnIRY: in Com. of Sup., 5479 (ii).
MANITOULIN ISLAND JUDGESHIP: in CoM. of Sup.,

10122 (iii).
MARTIN. MR. JUSTICE, JUDICIAL RESIDENCE, B.C.:

Ques. (Sir Charleq Ribbert Tupper) 3545 (ii).
MEAGHER, THos., CLAIMS ON U. S. GOVT.: in Com. Of

Sup., 5474 (ii), 10194 (iii).
--- Remarks (Mr. Fitzpatrick) 5492 (ii).

M. for Ret. (Mr. Cowan) 2742, 2754 ().
MONTREAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT, ADDITIONAL JUDGES,

&c.: Personal Explanation re par. in Montreal
Gazette (Mr. Fortin) 7632(iii).

Remarks (Mr. Madore) 7224 (iii).
N. W. T., DUAL LANGUAGE, OPINION 0F MIN. oF JUS.:

Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2188 (i).
O'CONNOR & IIOGG. LEGAL EXPENSES: in Com. of

Sup., 5801 (ii).
ONTARIO COUNTY COURT JUDGE, NAME, APPmT.,

&C.: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) ]848 (i).
PENITENTIARY COMMISSION: in Com. of Sup., 5477

(ii)-
PENITENTIARIES, PaINTING Bi CONVICTS: Ques. (Mr.

Monk)1832 (i).
PETERS, MR. ., AND E. V. BODWELL, LEGAL EXPEN-

SES: in Com. of Sup., 5181 (Gi).
QUEBEC HARBOUR CoMmissoNERs BiLL, IN1URIOUS

LEGISATION: Remarks (Mr. Bergeron) 9596 (iii).
OPINION OF MINISTER OF JUSTICE: Remarks

(Mr. Bergeron) 9700 (iii).
-- SUPERIoR COURT, ADDITIONAL JUDGES, SAL-
ARIES, &C.: Que8. (Mr. Ca«grain) 1845 (i),

QUEEN'S CouNTY (P.E.I.) APPNMT. OF JUDGE: Re-
marks (Mr. Martin) 9000 (iii).

PEVISION OF THE STATUTES, APPNmT. OF CoMMISoN:
Ques. (Mr. Britton) iSSi (i).

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in Com. of
Sup., 5477 (i).

- ToTAL COST, CLAIMS UNPAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr.
Monk) 5484 (ii).

-- REP. OF COMMISSION, PRINTING AND DISTRIBU-
TION: M. for Copy* (Mr. Fortin) 1879 (ï).

SKELTONv 8.. Ta QUEN: Inquiry for Papers (Mr.
Davin) 7770 (iii).
- REP. OF MIN. OF JUS. re RELEASE: RemarkB
(Mr. Davin)7441 (iii).

- -REP. oF MIN. op Jus.: M. for Copy (Mr.
Davia) 8171, 8217,8346 (iii).

SPINEs, COUNTY COURT JUDGE, B. C., CHARGES
AGAINST: on M. for Com. of Sup. (Sir Charles
Hibbert 1Tpper) 4172, 421 (ii).

STONY MOUNTAIN PENITKNTIARIY, COMMISSIîNER
REPORT: Remarks (Mr. Fo8ter) 9837 (iii).

STRONG, HON. CHIF JUSTICE, EXPESES re JUDICL,
CoMmrrEE: in Com. of Sup., 5470 (ii).

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES, QUEBC, SUMS PIm FOB

TRAVELLIçG EXPENSES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Monk) 2145 (i).

TANNER, JOHN, CLAIMS AGAINST SPANISn GOVT. FOR
DETENToN, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Russeli) 4805 (ii).

TuENER ADMINISTRATION. B. C., DISMISSAL BY lit.
Gov.: Papers laid on Table, 3950 (ii).

cxxi

JUSTICE-Con.
VELDT, RABBI, DISMISSAL AS CHAPLAIN. ST. VINCENT

DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: Remarks (Mr. Ber-
geron) 10246 (iii)

WENTWORTH V8. MATHIEU: in Com. of Sup., 10112
(iii).

YuKON TERRITORIES AcT, REPS. FROM YuKoN COUN-
CIL: Remarks (Sir Chai les HiMert 7upper) 2536
(i).
-DISTRICT, ADmNISTRATION BY MR. OGILVIE,
INSTRUCTIONS, &c.: M. for Rep.* (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) 2027 (i).

- ADMINISTRATIoN OF JUSTICE: in Com of Sup.
5468 (ii), 8947, 9002 (iii).

APPELLATE COURT, ESTABLISIHMENT, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Prior) 5308 (ii).

- APPNMT. OF SHERIFF, BONDS, COMMISSION, &C..
Ques. (Sir Cha rles Hibbert 1 upper) 4268 (ii).

APPNMT. OF SHERIFF, CLERK OF COURT, O. C.'a,
BOND CERTIFICATES, &C.: M. for Copie* (Sir
Charles HiMert Tupper) 3149 (i).
-- APPNMT. OF SHERIFF, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charles
Hlibbert Tupper) 3943, 4268 (ii).

- APPNMT. OF SECOND JUDGE, &C.: Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) 34G81 (i).

-- ALIEN LABOURERS AT LAKE BENNETT, AND
GOVTL. ACTION: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1859 (i).

BONDS, SECURITIES, &C., REGISTERED UNDER
R. S. C., PREPARATION OF PARLT. re YUKON
DISTRICT: Ques. (Sir Charle. Hibbert Tupper)
4L4 (ii).

COUNCIL, NAMES, APPNMT-, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Domville) 1832 (i)-

LEGAL ADVISER, APPNIET. BY GOvT.: QueS.
(Mr. Morrison) 1823 ().

---- LETTERS FROM AMERICANS re ADMLN!bTRATION.
(Sir Charles #ibbert Tuipper) 3822 (ii).
-- LiQUOR IMPORTATIONS, DISALLOWANCE OP OR-
DINANCE : Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 1638 (I).

MAGUIRE, MR. JUSTICE, ARRIVAL AND DEPAR-
TURE FROM DAWSON: Remarks (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 3959 (ii).

- ORDINANCES .RECEIVED. NUMBER, &C.: QueS.
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tuipper) 2703().
REGISTRAR 0F TITLES, INSTRUCTIONS AND RE-

STRICTIONS BY GOVT.: Ques. (Sir Charle. Hibbert
Tupper) 2324 (i).

-SALARIES, &C., re ADMINISTRATION: in CoM.
of Sup., 8658 (iii).

KA3MNISTIQULA RIVER : in Com. of Sup., 7611 (iii).

Keewatin. See " Administration of JustiCe."

KENTVILLE BUILING in Com. of Sup., 7613 (iii).
KINCARDINE PIER: in COm. Of Sup., 5203 (ii).
KINGSTON HARBOUR, Dredging: in Com. of Sup.,

8014 (iii).
KINGSTON AND PEMBROKE RY. Co.'S SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Blair) 8917; in Coni., 9493 (iii).
PENITENTIARY, SUPERANNUATION, &C.: QueS.

(Mr. Clarke) 6379 (ii).

KLONDIKE RIVER BRIGIE, YUKON, TooLS, &c.: Ques.
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2902, 3073 (i).

RAILwAY SURVEY, &C.: in Com. of Sul>., 8700
(iii).

Klondike Mines Ry. Co.'s Incorp. B No.
103 (Mr. Maxzeil) 1°, 2409; 2*, 2698 (i); in
Com. nd 3°*, 3996 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 72.)
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KLONDIKE OFFICIAL GUIDE, PREPARATION BY MR.
OGILVIE: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1827 (i).

KNIGHTs OIF LABOUR AND MECHANICS ASSEMBLY,
Cot., &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Ingram) 3149 (i).

KNOWLTON LANDING WHARF: in Com. of Sup, 10020
(iii).

KOOTENAY RIVER: lu Com. of Sup., 8090 (iii).
LABELLE, MR. L. V., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT., AMouNTs

PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Dugas) 1887 (i).
LABELLE AND NOMININGUE RY. CO.'s SUBsIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916 (iii).
Labourers Working Day, Length B. No.

82 (Mr. Beattie) 1°, 2036 (i).
LABRECQUE, MR. C. O., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.,

AMOUNTS PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1846 (i).
LACHINE CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 5781 (ii) 7297 (iii).

EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE ROYAL COMMISSION,
&c.: M. for Copies* (Mr. McInerney) 5944 (ii).

FINAL ESTIMATE OF SECTION 3, ENLARGFMENT

OF 1875-80: M. for Copies*(Mr. McInerney) 5944
(i).

REP. OF COMMISSION ON WELLINGTON AND
G.T.R. BRIDGtIES: M. for Copies* (Mr. Melner-
ney) 5944 (ii),

ROYAL COMMISSION OF INVESTIGATION, Ex-
HIBITS, &C. : M. for Copies* (Mr. McInerney)
5944 (ii).

- ROYAL COMMIsSIoN, &C., PLANS, PROFILES,

&C. : M. for 'Jopies*, (Mr. McInerney) 5944 (ii).
LACHUTE AND ST. ANDREWS RAILWAY, COR., CON-

TRACTS, REPS., &C. : M. for Copies (Mr. Christie)
4808 (ii).

LAc RIVER BRIDGE CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.
Blair) 8918 (iii).

LAFONTAINE, MR. E., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.
(Mr. Davin) 1958 (i).

LAKE ERIE AND DETROIT RIVER Ry. Co.'S SUBSID:
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8917; in Com., 9490, 9819
(iii).

LAKE ST. JOHN, PIERs, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 8116
(iii).

LAKE ST. Louis, REMOVAL OF SHOAL, REPRESENTA-
TIONS FROM SHIPPERs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Monk)
2331 (i).

LAND DAMAGES, OXFORD DIVISION, I.C.R.: in Com.
of Sup., 7154 (iii).

Land Titles Act Amt. B. 149 (Mr. Sifton) 1°,
4895; 21 and in Com., 6442 ; 30*, 6459 (ii). (6263
Vic.. c. 17.)

LAND TRANSFERS IN MAN., AND GOVT. AGETS'
SPECULATIONS;I Remarks (Mr. Roche) 4735 (ii).

LANGEVIN, AUGUST, PURCHA8E OF LAND FROM: Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 6561 (ii).

LANGEVIN BLOCK, STEEL SHELVING, &C.: in Comi. of
Sup., 7625, 9938 (iii).

LANG POST OFFICE AND RY. STATION, CARRIAGE OF
MAIîs, TENDERS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Lang) 323 (ii).

L'ARDOIsE BREAKWATERn, AMOUNT EXPENDED BY
GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 1886 (i).

-CHAPEL GROVE BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION
BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. iUie) 2M4 (i).

LAROUCHE, MR. WM., POSTMASTER AT LAKE Bou.
CHE'PE, DISMISSAL, &c.: Que8. (Mr. Casgrain)

1962 (i).
LAW LiBRARY, ENGLAND : in Com. of Sup., 5470 (ii).

FOR YuKON : in Com. of Sup., 5469 (ii).
LEAKE, MR. J. R., POSTMASTER AT MORTON, Dis-

MISSAL, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1963 (1).
LEBEL, MR. WENCESLAS CUSTOMS OFFICIAL AND RE-

VISION OF ELECTORAL LISTs, PAR. IN Le Soleil:
Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1888 (i).

LEBLANC, MR. A. T., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT. : Ques.

(Mr. Powell) 1964 (i).
LEGAL ADVISER, YUKON, APPNMr. BY GOVT.: Ques.

(Mr. Morrison) 1823 (i).
LEGISLATION, SENATE: in Com. of Sup., 5730 (ii).
LEGRIS, MI., POSTMASTER AT STE. EULALIE, INVES-

TIGATION, REP., &C. : Ques. (Mr. G(auvreau) 4272
(ii).

LENOIR, FISHERY OVERSEER: Ret. laid on Table,
4268 (i).

LEPREAUx, N. B., CUSTOMS OFFICER, NAME, SALARY,

&C. : Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 5313 (ii).
LErERs FROM AMERICANS re ADMINISTRATION, YU-

KON DISTRICT: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tup-
per) 3822 (il).

LETER CARRIERS, B.C., NUMBER, SALARIES, &C.,
FROM 1895 TO 1899: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Prior)
2789 (i).

LErTERS OF CREDIT: in Com. of Sup., 8191 (iii).
LÉvIs FoRTs, CoNTRACT FOR CORDWOOD, COST, &C.

Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3082 (i).
GRAVING DOCK: in Com. of Sup., 8178, 9987.

LÉVis MAIL SERVICE, NAMES OF CARRIERB, SALARIES,

&C. : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 3554 (il).
MILITARY CAMP, QUALIFICATION OF OFFICERS,

PERCENTAGE, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Tyrwhitt) 9309 (iii).
PURCHASE OF PROPERTY, AMOUNT PAD, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 8468 (iii).
STATION IMPROVEMENTS, AMOUNT EXPENDED,

&c. : Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 8220 (iii).
LEVISON BROS., CUSTOMs UNDERVALUATION : in Com.

of Sup., 8419 (iii).
LEWES AND YUKON RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: in Com.

-of Sup., 8192 (iii).
LIBERATION Sce " Conditional."
LIBRARY OF PARLT., JoIT REP. : Presented (Mr.

Speaker) 6 (i).
COMMIiT, JOINT: M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

531 (i).
DISTURBANCE BY MESSENGERS: Remarks (Mr.

Davin) 10221 (iii).
MESSENGERS: in Com. of Sup., 10140 (iii).

LICENSE FEES FOR FISHING TRAPs, IsSUE 0F: Re-
marks (Mr. Kaidbach) 2046 (i).

LT.-GOV.'8 REI8DENCE, REGINA: in Com. Of SUp.,
9988 (iii).

LIE SAvING REWARDS: in Com. of Sup., 3064 (i).
LIGHTHOUSE AND COA8T SERVICE : in Com. of Sup.,

3523, 5116 (il).
SERviCE, B. C., ADJU8TMENT 0F SALARIES,

&C. : Ques. (Mr. McInnes) 3821 (ii).
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LIGHT-KEEPERS' SALARIES, &C.: in Co. Of Sup.,
3523 (ii).

Lindsay, Boboaygeon and Pontypool
Ry. Co.'s B. No. 66 (Mr. Mcffugh) 1°, 1949;
20*, 2290; in Com. and 3°, 3072 (i). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 73.)

Lindsay, Haliburton and Mattawa Ry.
Co.'s B. No. 95 (Mr. Hghes) 1°*, 2246; 2*,
2525 (i); in Com. and 3°*, 3489 (ii). (62-63 Vice.,
c. 74.)

LINDSAY, HALIBURTON AND MATTAWA RY. CO.'S
PET. : M. to ref. to Sel. Com. on Standing Orders
(Mr. Henderson) 1948 (i).

LIQUOR COMMISSION REPORT, TRANSLATION, &C.: in
Com. of Sup., 5851 (ii).

LIQUoR PERMITS, COR. BETWEEN MR. MARTIN AND
MIN. OF INT.: M. for Papers* (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) 2027 (i).

COR. BETWEEN N.W.T. GOVT. AND INT. DEPT.:
M. for Copies* (Mr. Clarke) 1878 (i).

inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Foster) 5667 (ii).
IMPORTATIONS, DISALLOWANCE 0F ORDINANCE:

Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 1638 (i).
- ISSURD BY AnCER MARTIN : Remarks (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3875 (ii).
ISSUED BY MR. OGILVIE, DISALLOWANCE BY

GOVT.: Remarks (Mr. Prior) 2908 (i); 3789 (ii).
NUMBER, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 3077 (i).
ISSUIED BY MAJ. WA LSI: M. for Copies* (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2789 (i).
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2481, 2704

(j).
NUMBER, NAMES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Douglas)

1843 (i).
NAMEs o. Co.'s, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Foster) 1877 (i).
TO MR. PETERS: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Borden,

Halifax) 2027 (i).
QUANTITY, &c.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Foster)

1876 (i).
AND SANcTIoN OF MIN. OF IrNT.: Ques. (Mr.

Foster) 1859 (i).
LiQUoR SOLD TO INDIANS, PROSECUTIONS, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Casgrain) 1850 (i).
TRAFFIc ON INDIAN RESERVES: in Com. of

Sup., 5710 (ii).
LrrE BEAR CREEK, DREDGING : in Com. of Sup.,

8014 (iii).
LITTLE R1vE, N.S., BREKWATER, CONSTRUCION,

&a. : Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 3944 (ii).
Loan Compan 8s B. No. 164 (Mr. Fielding)

1°*, 6120 ; 2°, and ref. to Sel. Com., 6391 (il);
in Com., 8475; 3°*, 8477 (iii). (62-63 Vi. c. 41.)

LOBSTER COMMISSIONERS' REP. : Ques, (Mr. McIn-
erney) 2319 (i).

REGULATIONS: Remarks (Mr. McDougall)
3960 (ii).

COMMirssioNERs' REP.: Remarks (Mr. McIn-
erney 2909 (i).

Remarke (Mr. Russell) 2249 (i).

Cxxi

LOBSTER FISHING, EXTENSION OF SEASON IN P.E.L
Ques. (Mr. Martin) 6561 (ii).

P.E.I., SEIzuRE 0F TRAPS, &c.: on M. for
Coin. of Sup. (Mr. Martin) 5504 (ii).

FISHERIES, PROTECTION, REGULATIONS re: On
M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr. McLennan, Inverness)
7675 (iii).

LOCOMOTIVE ENGINEERS, L C.R., NUMBER EmPLoYED,
&C.: Ques. (Mr. Stenson) 9697 (iii).

London and Canadian Loan and Agency
Co.'s. B. No. 130 (Mr. Bain) 1°*, 3647; 2°,
5358; in Com. and 3°*, 6327 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c.
117.)

LONDON DRILL HALL: in Com. of Sup., 9961 (iii).
LETTER CARRIERS AND STREET Ry. TRANSPOR-

TATION, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Beattie) 4483,4995 (i).
London Mutual Fire Ins. Co. of Canada

B. No. 68 (Mr. Calvert) 1°, 1949; 2*, 2152
(i) ; in Com. and 30*, 4189 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c.
118.)

LONG W HA RF, ST. JOHN : in Com. of Sup., 7155, 7242,
7401 (iii).

LOTTERIES (ART UNION) IN MONTREAL, LEGISLATION
RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2323 (i).

LUMBER CUSTOMS DUTIES: in Com. of Sup., 5669 (ii).
- IMPORTED INTO U. S. FROM CAN., par. in

Toronto Globe: Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper>
1638 (i).

LYNCH, MR. W. H., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT., REPS., &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Powell) 1847 (i).

REP. REFERRED TO BY MIN. OF INT. : M. for
Copy* (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3874 (ii).

MACKENZIE, LATE ALEX., MONUMENT: in Com. of

Sup., 8150 (iii).
MCCORMICK, MR. F. D., CUSTOMS OFFICER AT PELER

ISLAND, DISMISSAL, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 8438
(iii).

McDONALD, A. R., DISMISSAL, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
7276 (iii).

INVESTIGATION INTO CHARGES AGAINST, COST,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1971 (i) ; 4812 (ii).

- Ques. (Mr. Casqrain) 4811, 5098 (ii).
inquiry for Papers, &c. (Mr. Bergeron) 8757

(iii).
McDOUGALL, MR. BRUCE, APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.

(Mr. McDougall) 7194 (iii).
McKAY, THos., EMPLYMT. BY GoVT., SALARY PAID,

&c. : Ques. (Mr. Daviti) 2487 (i).
INDEBTEDNESS TO GOVT. FOR TIMBER DUES,

CouECTIoN, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Davis) 2486 (i).
MKEEN's POINT, CONSTRUCTION OF STORM SIGNALS,

COsT, &c.: Ques. (Mr. McDougaU) 3083 (i).
McKENZIE, F., DISMISSAL FROM FREDERITO0N MILI-

TARY SCHOOL : in Com. of Sup., 5056 (ii).
Ques. (Mr. McDougall) 2485, 2699, 2899 ().

MCKENZIE POST OFFICE, MAN., PET. re, &C., N»AM
oF POSTMiASTEK: Ques. (Mr. Boche) 2185 (i).

McKEOwN, E., EMPLYNT. B GOVT.: Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupjer) 5487 (ii).

MCLAREN'S CREEK, CONBTRUCTION OF A ROADWAT
Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 3257 (1).
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MCLAUGH LIN, R. J., A.ND FARMERS OF LINDSAY re
DAMAGES BY FLOODs, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Hughes)
1976, 2321 (i) ; 4485, 4486, 4499 (ii).

L'rrER OF MR. MCLAUGHLIN READ (Mr.

Mulock) 4998, 5005 (ii).
MCMILLAN, MR. W. D., DISMISSAL As LIGHTKEEPER

FROM WOOD ISLAND, P.E.L: Ques. (Mr. Martin)
2327 (i).

MCNEIL, STEPHEN, BEAVER COVE, RENTAL CHARGED

BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 3944 (ii).
LIGHTHOUSE-KEEPER AT RICHMOND, PAPERS

RESPECTING: Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Gillie8) 4732
(ii).

MACAULAY POINT CLAIMs, &C.: in Com. Of Sup.,
9133 (iii).

FORTIFICATIONS, CLAIMS FOR COMPENSATION,
&C.: M. for Cor.*, (Mr. Prior) 3874 (ii).

INQUIREY FOR RïETuRN (Mr. Prior) 5489 (ii).
MACHINERY AT RIVIÈRE DU LOUP, APPLICATION BY

SUPT. FOR ADDITIONSs: Ques. (Mr. «auvreau)
4481(ii).

MAGDALEN ISLANDS, BREAKWATERB: in Com. of Sup.,
8133 (iii).

NAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTOR's NAME, TERMS,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.) 2113 (i).

TERMS OF CONTRACT, &C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Pope) 2789 (i).
AND MAINLAND, MAIL SUBSIDIES: in Com. Of

Sup., 8678 (iiit.
MAGUIRE, MR.. JUSTICE, APPNMT. AND ARRIVAL

AT DAWSON, &C. : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) 3258 (i).

iRemarks (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3959(ii).
MAIL BAGs, CONTRACTS BETWEEN GOVT. AND OTTAWA

SUPPLY Co. : Ques. (Mr. Davin) 2185 (i).
CLERKS : in COM. of Sup., 7331 (iii).
YUKON: in Com. of Sup., 6360 (ii).
SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 736, 861 (iii).
YUKON: in Com. of Sep., 7350 (iii); conc.,

6390 (i); 10202 (iii).
JACQUES CARTIER COUNTY : Ques. (Mr. Monk)

6933, 6934 (iii).
PACIFIC COAST, FACILITIES BY GOVT. : Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3254 (i).
YUKON DISTRICT (1898-8) EFFICIENCY OF CON-

TRACTORS, REPS., &C. : M. for Cor. (Mr. Borden,
Hahfax) 2705 (i).

BETWEEN DAWSON AND VANCOUVER, &C.

Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1965 (i).
REGISTERED LETTERS, &C., PoLICY OF GOVT.:

Remarks (Mr. McDougall) 3792 (ii).
RETURNED FROM DAD LEER OFFICE: Re-

marks (Mr. Taylor) 4351 (i).
MAINTENANCE OF PRISONERs, YUKON TERRTORY : in

Com. of Sup., 10195 (iii).
MAITLAND HARBOUR: Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. MOn-

tague) 9185 (iii).
Se "Colborne, &C."

MA NITOBA :
AJAIRE, J. P. O., ST. BONIPAce, MAN., CLAM

AeAINsT GOv.: Que. (M. LaRiere) 18M (i).

MANITOBA-Con.
C.P.R. AND GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL, SURVEY oF

BRANCl INsE: Ques. (Mr. Roche) 2532 (i).
C.P.R. COMMISSION, APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Prop. Res.

(Mr. Richardson) 2773(i).
CHRISTIE, MR. W. J., DIsMISSAL FROM INLAND REV.

DEPT., O. C.'s, REPS., COR., &c. : M. for Copies
(Mr. Roche) 2393 (i).

-- M. TO REF. PAPER8 TO PUBLIC ACCTS. COM.
(Mr. Roche) 3341 (Ii).

COSTIGAN, Mi. H. A., AND JoHN R. BARRETT, COL
BETWEEN DEPT., &c.: laid on Table, 3875 (i).

DOMINION LANDS, MAN., FEAUDULENT TRANSACTIONs
BY OFFIcIALS, PAR. IN WINNipEG Telegram: Re-
marks (Mr. Sifton) 4995 (ii).

FAIRLIE, MR., I>ISMIB8AL As PRINCIPAL OF INDUS-
TRIALSCBOoL: M. for Reps., Cor.* (Mr. Bourassa)
2788 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Bourassa)2532 W).
GOVT. LANDS, MAN., SALE OF, &c.: Ques. (Mr.Roce)

1856 (i).
HARBOURS AND RIVERS, MAN.: iD CoM. Of SUP.,

8077 (iii)
JEROME, MR. MARTIN, EMPLYNT. BY GOVT.: QUes.

Mr. Roche) 6723 (ii), 7194 (iii)
LAND TRANSFERS IN MAN., AND GOVT. AGENTS SPEcU-

LATIONS: Remarks ( %! r. Roche) 4735 (i).
McKENZIE POST OFFICE, MAN., PETS. re, &c., NAME

OF POSTMASTER: Ques- (Mr. Roche) 2185 ().
MANITOBA AND NORTa-WESTERN R!Y., MILES CON-

STRUCTED, LAND SUBSIDIES, &c.: Ques. (Mr.
Davi*) 2900 ().

MANITOBA ELECTION FRAUDs, DELAY IN MEETING OF
PUB. AccTs. CoM.: M. to Adin. Bse. (Sir (harles
Hibbert Tupper) 3iO (i).

---- FURTHER CoNsmERATION IN PUB. AccTs. Cou.:
M (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2479 (i).
- Inquiry for Ret. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)

3876 (ii).
-- M. that Papers be referred to Pub. Acets.

Com. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) AW5 (ii).
MANITOBA LAKE. ADDITIONAL OuTLms, &c.: in Com.

of Sup.,8077 (iii).
-- DRAINAGE, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Poster) 1965 ().

MANITOBA LEGISLÂTION, DISALLOWANCE BY Dom.
GOVT.,ETS ,MEmORIALS, &C., PROM EXECUTIVE
COUNcIL, PROTEsoTiNG, &c.: M. for CopiesO (Mr.
LaRivère) 2788 (i).

--- PEzNrrNTInY: in Com. of Sup., 5479 (i).
-ScOOL QUESTION, COR. WITH THE HOLy

FATHER,SETTLEMENT, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Caagrain)
1822(i).

MARTIN, MR. A. F., EiPLyMT. By GovT.: Ques.(Mr.
Roche) 7534 (iii).

RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS, ESTABLISHMENT OF BOARD:
Prop. Les. (Mr. Rutherford) 2488(i).

ST. ANDREWS RAPIDS: In COM. of Sup., 9173,10155
(iii).

ST. NORBERT, INUNDATIONS OF ED RIVER, CLAILS
or OwNoER8: Ques. (Mr. LaRivière)1894 ().

S&HOOL LAIDs, MAN., STMNT. OF SALE : Read (Mr.
Siflon) 6461 (i).

SHWNKON, Tos., DIBInSSAL: M. for Papers(Mr.
Richardyon)33 (i).

STONT MOUNTAIN PEITENTIAtY, CoemSSIoNER's
REiORT: Remsrks (Mr. Foster) 9837 (1ii).

VIDEN, MAN.. LmAND lEvEum OFICE : M- for
Cor. dropped (Mr. Roche) 5313 (1).
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MANITOBA-Con.
WINNIPEG ELECTORAL DISTRICT AND REPRESENTA-

TION : Ques. (Mr. Roche) 1830 (i).
--- ISSUE OF WRIT: Remarks (Mr. Roche) 8469

(iii).
GRAIN EXCHrANGE AND FORT WILLIAM HAR-

BOUR, COR. WITH PUB. WORKS DEPT.: M. for
Cor.* (Mr. Roche) 1879 ().

HOSPITALS: in Com ofSup., 8338 (iii).
LAKE WHARF: in COMi. of Sup., 8079 (iii).

Manitoba and South-eastern Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 157 (Mr. Hughes) 1°*, 5205; 2*, 5536; in
Com., and 3°, 6405 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 75).

MANITOULIN ISLAND JUIDGESHIP: in COm. Of Sup.,
10122 (iii).

MARGAREE ANDORANGED)ALE MAILSERVICE,, CHANGES,

&C., re CONTRACTORS: Ques. (Mr. McDougall)
3261 (i).

MARIA WHARF: in COm. Of Sup., 8133 (iii).

MARINE :
ANNAPOLIS AND DIGBV BASIN, REPORTS, re Buoys,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Milla) 4993 (i).
- BUOY SERVICE, ExPIRATION OF Mi. MC-

CiATHY'S CONTRACT, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Mile)
4056 (ii).

"ACADIA," STR., REPAIRS, &C.: in Com . of Sup., 5180
(ii).

BuFFAw AND CRYSTAL. BEACH FERRY SEviCE, Li.-
CENSE AND PRIVILEGES GRANTED, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. McCleary) 4994(ii).

BROTCHIES LEDGE, B. C., LiGHTHousE, COMPLETION
AND OPERATION: Ques. (Mr. MeInnes) 2331 (î).

CANADIAN COAST, SPRVEYS OF CURRENTS, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Monk) 1824 (i).

CHEMAINUS, B. C., PILOTAGE LIMITs: Ques. (Mr.
Prior) 5312 (ii).

CLARK, H. W., SERVICES AS ENGINEER ON DREDGE
"CANADA," &o.: Ques. (Mr. Fo#ter)8630 (iii)

COASTING LAWS, ENFORCEMENTS, COR. RESPECTING:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3257 ().

-REPORT OF CAPT. JOHN IRVING, re ENFORCE-
]MENT : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3258
(i).

DOLPmIN,-" STR., SALE, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 4045
(ii).

PURCHASER, &c..: Ques. (Mr. Sprotde) 1855 ().
DOM. STEAMERS, INSPECTION, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,

4240 (ii).
GALLANT, W. A., ENGINEER POINT LEPREAUX, FOG

ALARM. DISISsAL, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Ganog)
4806 (ii).

GiANT's TOMB LIGHTHousE KEEPER, SAiLARY, &o.:
Ques. (Mr. Bennett)1834 ().

GoVT. STEAMERS, REPAIRS, &C. : in Com. of S up.,
2990, 3004 (i) ; 4719, 5101 (ii).

" GOVERNOE PINGREE " AND " J. B. LowE," STRS.,
REGISTRY IN CAN.; Ques. (Mr. Prior)1856 (i).

GRATUITY TO COMMANDER WAKEHAM: in COm. Of
Sup., 5183 (H).

HALIFAX HARBOUR LIGHTSHIP AN) RESOLUTION OF
BOARD OF TRADE: Remarks (Mr. Borden), Hali-
fax)8920 (iii).

lILLSBORO, N. B., HARsOUR MASTER, CHARGES
AGAINST, EVIDENCE AND COMMISSîONEr'S REP.,
&c.: M. for Copy* (Mr. McInerney)227 (1).

HOPE ISLAND LIGHTROUSE EKEPER, NAME, SALARY,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1834 (i): 5486 (ii).
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MARINE-Con.
HUDSON'S STRAITS, NAVIGABILITY, COST OF EXPEDI-

TION, &o. : Ques. (Mr. Roche) 3337 (i).
I. C. R., REYNOLDS, CAPT., STR. "MULGRAVE"

COMPLAINTS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. McLennan,
Inverness) 5309(ii).

"JOHN C. BARR " AMERICAN STR.. OWNERSHIP, e.
Ques. (Mr. Prior)8469 (iii).

UNDERVALUATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)
8218 (iii).

UNDERVALUATION, &C. : in Com. of Sup.. 3061.
VALUATION BY CUSTOMS AUTHORITIES: Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2700 (i).
LIFE SAVING REWARDS: in Com. of Sup.,3064 (i).
LIGHT-KEEPERS SALARIES, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,

3523 (i).
UIGHTHOUSE AND COAST SERVICE : in Com. of Sup.,

3523,5116 (ii).
LIGHTHOUSE SREVICE, B .C., ADJUSTMENT OF SALAR-

lEs, &C : Ques. (Mr. McInnes) 3821 (ii).
MCKEEN'S POINT,CONSTRUCTION OF STORM SIGNALS,

COR., &C.: Ques. (Mr. McDougall) 3083 (i).
MCMILLAN, MR. W. D., DISMISSAL AS LIGHTKEEPER

PROM WOOD ISLAND, P.E.I .: Ques. (Mr. Jartin)
2327Ti).

MCNEILL, MR., LIGHTHOusE-KEEpER AT RICHMOND,
PAPERS REsPcTING: Inquiry for Ret. (Mr.
Gillies) 4732 (ii).

MAamnE DErPT.: in Com. of Sup., 2102, 2276 (i).
- HOSPITALS: in Com. of Sup., 4009 (ii).
- INSURANCE RATES. MAR. PROVS, ADVANCE-

MNT IN PRICE: Remarks (Mr. McDougl!) 8922
(iii).

-- REP.: Presented (Sir Louia Davies)1165 (i).
MASTERS AED MATES EXAMINATION, &o.: in Com. Of

Sup.,3058 (i).
MIDLAND 1IARBOUR, AMOUNT OF DUES COLLECTED:

Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1834().
MNTo," STR .: in Com . of Sup., 10159 (iii).

OBSTRUCTIONs IN NAVIGABLE WATERS, REMOVAL, &c.:
inComi. of Sup-,3065(i).

OCEANANDRIVER SERVICE: in Com. of Sup , 2990,
3004(i) 4719, 5100 ; cone., 6363 (ii).

"PINGREE "AND "LOWE " STRS., UNDERVALUATION,
&C.: Ques. Mr. Prior) 8218 (iii).

POINT JEROME LIGHT-KEEPER : Iquiry for Ret.,
(Mr. Gilieg)M3668 (ii).

REGISTRATION OF SHIPPING : in Com. of Sup., 3065
(i).

REVENUE CRUISERS, MAINTENANCE. C.: in Com . of
Sup., 5602(i).

RICOELIEU RIVER, PLACJNG oF BcoYs, CONTRACTS,
&C0.: Ques. (Mr. Monr) 3796(ii).

RUSSELL, MR.,DISMISSAL AS STE&MBOAT INSpECTOR :
in Com. of Sup., 4713 (ii).

SCIENTIFIC INSTITUTIONS: in COm. of SUp., 5170(ii).
"SHAMROCK," TUG, AMOUNT PAID JoHN C. KAINE,

&c.: Ques .(Sir CharlesHibbert TPupper) 5666(ii).
SiCK AND DISTRESSED SEAMEN : in COM. Of Sup.,

4009 (i).
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION: in COm. of Sap., 4013, 4713

(ài).
STEVESTON, B.C., TIDAL LANDS, APPLICATION FOR

LzisE, &c.: Quei.: (Sir Charles Hibbert Zp.
per) 3822, 4058 Gi).

-- M. for Copies* (Sir Charles Hibbert Ayper)
3873 Gi).

SUPPLIES FOR GOVT. DREDGES: in Co. of Sup.,
7571 (iii).
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MARINE-Con.
TIDAL SURVEYSIN CAADIANW ATERS, PETS., &0.

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3795 (ii).
-SURrvYs: in Com. of Sup.,3050(i).
-- on M . for Com . of Sup. (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 3505 (ii).
STMNT. OF MINISTER AS TO REMARKS OF ALLAN

SS. CAPTAINS, REP. OF CAPT-. SPAIN., &C.: Ques.
(Sir Charlet Hibbert Tpper)3262 (i).

TRivESE ldrTHOUsE : in Com . of Sup., 5116 (i),
10162 (iiii.
See«" SUPPLY."

U.S. BOATS REGISTERED AT DAWSON, NiuES, VALU-
ATION, &C.: Ques.*(Sir Charles Hibert Tupper)
2699 (i).

- -CUSTOUS AND CANADIAN VESSELS, REGULA-
TIONS, &C., re ENTERING AT AMEnICAN PORTS:
Remarks (Sir Charlea Hibbert 2'per) 2528 (i).

"'VIGILAiT " STL, B. C. COAST 8URVEY: 'in Com.
of Sup.. 5729 (ii).

WooD ISLAND, P.E.L, IOGRTROUSE KEEPER, Dis-
MISSAL AND CBOES AGAINT, REP O> oColi-
mISSiONER: Ques, (Mr. Martin)2328(i).

- DISMISSAL oF D. McMILAN, CO., PETS., &C.:
M. for Copies (Mr. Martin) 4613 (ii).
- Hemarks (Mr Martin)10117 (iii).

WECKS, INVESTIGATIONS, &C.: in Com. of Sup.
3064(i).

YuKoN, RUSSELL, Ma, INPc'EO Op STRAN BOATS,
DIsuIS8AL, REPS., &c.: M. for Copi@a' (Sir
Charles Hibbert Apper) 3334 (i).

MARTEL, MR LP., POSTMASTER AT ST. PImE, Dis-
MISSAL, &C.: QueS. (Mr. Casgrain) 1964 (i).

MARTIN, ME. A. P., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.(Mr.
Boche) 7534 (iii).

MARTIN, ML JUSTICE, JUDICIAL RESmiENCE, B.C.:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Ttupper) 3545 (i).

MARYBVILLE, N.B., POST OFFICE: in COM. of Sup.,
7616 (iii).

MASSAWIPPI VALLEY RY. CO.'8 SUBSIDY : prop Res.
(Mr. Blair) 8916 (iii).

MASTERS AND MATES EXAMINATION, &c.: in COiD. of
Sup., 3058 (i).

MEAGHER, THOS., CLAIMS ON U.S. GoVT.: in Com.
of Sup., 5474 (i) 10194 (iii).

M. for Ret. (Mr. Coman) 2742, 2754 (i).
--- Remarks (Mr. Pitzpatrick) 5492 (i).

MEDALS, GENERAL SERVICE, CLAIM8 ALLOWED BY
CoMmissION, DISTRIBUTION, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Clarke) 5860 (ii).

-- DATE OF ROYAL WARRANTS, GOVTL. ACTION,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 863f0(i).

- - DELAY 1K IsNuE, BOARD OF CÎ.AniS, REMUN-
EBRATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 2699 (i).

-- DESIGN APPROVED BY CAN. OR IMPERIAL
AUTHoRrrIES: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 3266 (i).

-- NoTIc IN CAN. Gazette re CLASPS, RIBBOFS,
&o.: Que. (Mr. Clarke) 3083 (i).

RECOMMENDATIONS BY MILITIA Dxr., TERMS,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 3945 (ii).

- FOR LONG SERVICE, REGULATIONS RESPECTNG:
Ques. (Mr. Eloepfer) 7320 (ii).

&e CAN. SERVICE, GEN. SERVICE, &c.

MEDICAL ATTENDANCE, QUUEC INDIANS; in COM.
of Sup., 5669 (i).

MEMBERS ADDRESSING CHAIR: Ruling (Mr. Speaker)

7214 (iii).
-- AtPOINTED TO OFFIcE: par. in Victoria

Colonist (Mr. Prior) 6381 (ii).
ASKED TO FORMULATE THEIR QUESTIONS SO AS

NOT TO MAKE STATEMENTS OF FACTS (Mr.

Speaker) 4483 (ii).
-- ASKED NOT TO INTERRUPT SPEAKERS (Mr.

Speaker) 1175 (i).
-- ASKED TO SPEAK TO MOTION BEFORE HOUSE

(Mr. Speaker) 1565, 1573 (i), 4816 (ii).
--- ASKED TO WTHDRW. STATEMENT (Mr. Speaker)

1177, 1555 (i), 4006 (ii).
-- A'ITENTION CALLED TO PROCEDURE FOR WED-

NESDAYS (Mr. Speaker) 3269 (i).
-- BREAKING RULES ON CALLING ORDRES OF THE

DAY (Mr, Speaker) 3558 (ii).
CANNOT INTERUPT WITHOUT CCNSENT OF HON.

MEN. MAKING SPEECH (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 3226 (i).
CANNOT MOVE ADJNMT. TWICE ON ORDER OF

THE DAY BEING CALLED (Mr. Dep. Speaker)
4551 (ii).

-- CANNOT RFER To PREVIOUS DEBATE IN ASKING

QUESTIONS: Ruling (Mr. Speaker) 3262(i).
-- CANNOT SPEAK TWICE ON SAME SUBJECF: (Mr.

Speaker) 3777, 5375, 5376 (ii).
-- DECEASED : M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6 (i).

--- OF THE GOVT., ABSENCE FRO OTTAWA : QueS.
(Mr. Henderson) 1819 (i).

INTRODUCED, 4, 421, 2897 (i).
--- MUST ADDRESS THE CHAIR: f(Mr. Chairman)

9647 (iii).
MUST CONCLUDE WITH A MOTION, 3499 (ii),

3754 (ii).
--- MUST CONFINE His REMARK TO MOTION BE-

FORE HSE. (Mr. Speaker) 402 (1i).
--- MOTION NOT IN ORDER (Mr. Speaker) 3342(1i).

--- MOVING READING OF BILL: Ruling (Mr.
Speaker) 2918 (i).

-- MUST CONFINE REMARKS TO BILL BEFORE HSE.:
(Mr. Speaker) 4780 (ii).

MUST NOT INTERRUPT WITHOUT PERMISSION OF
SPEAKER : (Mr. Speaker) 6170 (i).

-- MUST NOT QUOTE FROM PREVIOUS DERATE:

(Mr. Speaker) 7196 (iii).
- MUST NOT REFER TO PAST DEBATE: (Mr.

Speaker) 3328 (i).
---- NEW, CEIICATES or Rr.: Notification, 1,

338 (i).
--- ORDrE, TO SPEAK TO MOTION TO GO INTO

SUPPLY (Mr. Speaker) 8644 (iii).
MILEAGE ALLOWANCE: QueS. (Mr. Max=ell)

6722 (ii).
-- REMARKS CHECKED, 1871, 1953, 1954, 2733e

2734, 2742,2794, 2805, 3193, 3224, 3225 (i), 3557,
5493, 6315 (fi).

RESIGNATION : Notification (Mr. Speaker) 3(i).
SPEEHES OUT OF ORDER, MUST MAKE A MO-

TION (Mr. Speaker) 3846 (i).
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MESSAGES FROM HIS EXCELLENCY.:
MESS. FRoM Is Ex.: Prmented (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

158(i).
---- Presented (Mr.}>ielding) 2026(i).
- Read (Mr.Speaker)2963 (),4858 (i), 9835(111).

-- Presented (Mr. Speaker)7638 (iii).
MEss. BY BrAcK ROD, 1 (i); 6930 (iii).
MICHAUD, MR. EUGENE, GRANTING OF RAILWAY

PAssEs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Casjrain) 2904 (i).
MIcxAc DICTIONA RY: in Com. of Sup., 10112 (iii).
MIDLAND HARBOUR, AMOUNT oF DUEs COLLECTED:

Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1&34 (i).
MIDL.AND RY. Co.'s BRIDGE SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Blair) 8918 (iii).
MILITIA:

ACTIVE FoïCE, RESIGNATION OF MAJORs, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Foster)487 (i).

AGz LIMITs, SEvicE Or LT.-COLs., REGULATIONS,
&C.: Ques. (Mr. Foater) 1852 (.

ALLOWANCES, &C.: in Cm. of Sup., 7002 (iii).
AMMUNION, AMOUNT ISSUED TO 7TH BATrArIXON, I»O-

Don: Ques. (Mr. Calver) 1956 (i).
ANNUAL DRiL: in Com. of Sup., 5055,5414 Gi); 7002

(iii).
ARMS, AMmuITION, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 5466 (il);

9141 (iii).
ARmou-RIEs, CONSTRUCTION, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,

9125(iii).
Anur AND NvT IMPORTATIONs: in Cam. of Sup.,8704

(iii).
ARMT SaVICE COuPs, REcoMxN.&TIoN oF REPs.

OF MAJ. OEERAL: Que. (r. Ron-Robertsom)
9697 (iii).

ARTILLERY, FoRR ARMAMT: in Com. of Sup.,
7152 (iii).

--- TNsTNucuINw iENGLANID, Ex INIATION, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Ro.e.Robertson) 2330 ().

BAT & CO.'s CONTRACT re YUKON SUPPLM: in Com.
of8Sap., 6339 (ii)7036,7124 (ii).

BArrALIOn, 94Ts, INCREAsE or FoRC: Ques. (Mr.
BetAnme) 2111 (î).

BIGGAR, J. L, APPNmT. BY GoVT., QUAITICAIONS,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Boea-Robertson)35 Ri).

BLMIs, MM. D. C. F., POsITIONs BELD UNDER GOTT.,
DATE oF ArPimT., SALARY, &c.: Ques. (Sir Ckar-
les H. 2auper) 32616); 3335 (à

BOsTON AD> ALAsmA TRAsPORTATION 00., Co -
TRACT Wrra CAN. GOvT.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 182
(i).

BREVET PRoMOTIoNS, PERMANENT FORCE, REGULA.-
TIONS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Roaq-Robertom)355 (il).

CANTEENS AND SALE OF LIQUOB, PAR. in OttaWa Cii-
zen re Dom. Alliance in Ont.: Ques. of Privilege
(Mr. Borden, King's) 7322(iii).

CARTRIDOE FACTORy: in Com. of SuP., 7151, 9124 (iii).
CHAMP DE MARs, LnASE, &c.: M. for Cor. (Mr.

fonk) 2141(i).
CrrADEL, QUE.: ia Com. ofBUp., 509) (i).
CLERICAL ASSISTANCE: in COm. Of8SUp., 5012(1ii)
CLOTaina CoimRCT, &c., AND CoR. wiTs MR WoRE-

MAN: M. for Copies* (Sir Charlet H. 1tpper)
5377 (ii).

-- NAE Or CONTRACTOR, &C.: Ques. (Sir OAarle.
H. Tapper) 4806 (i).
- TNDERs, &C.: M. for Copies to be Ref. to
Pub. Accounts Com. -{Mr. Fraaer, Guysboro)
3874(ii).

- in Com. of Sup., 5443(ii); 7099, 9 , 9126 (iii).

exxvii

MILITIA-Con.
COMPENSATION TO MRs. F. E. STEWART: in ColM. Of

Sup. 9131 (iii).
DEFENCE SCHEME: in Com. of Sup., 5465 (ii).
DOM. RIFLE AssOCIATION. ANXUAL GRANT SV'GOvT.

oF TRANsPORT AND ENTRANcE FEEs TO ,IMITE
NUMBER: Prop. Res. (Mr. HBgkee) 2358. 2361 (i).

DOMvILLE, IJr.-CuL., CHARGER AGAINsT, EVIDENCE
BEFORE PUBLIC ACCOUNTS CUM.: Ques. (Mr. Dom-
ville)1839 (i); 1845 (i).

-- LEAVE op ABSENCE PROM COMMAND OF ST
HUssARs: Ques. (Mr. Morrison) 2898 (i).

- PAR. IN ST. JoaN Sun Que (Mr. Dompille)
299(i).

EMPLOYEES, SALURIES, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 542
(ii).

EsQuixALY DEFNxcE. in Comi. of Sup., 7151 (iii).
FORCE, ARTILLERY INSTRUCTION IN ENGLAND, ExAN-

INATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr.ROse-Robertson) 233)(i).
-- OFIcuR APPOITE» inl 189, REQUIREmEms AS

I) QUALIICAYiUN: Ques. (Mr. Rose-Robertaon)
2329(i).

FREDSEICTON SCHOOL, N.B., ADmIssIoN FOR In-
STRUCTION, RECOMMENDATIONS, &c.: Ques. Mr.
MeDougall) 3335 (ii).

- RECOMMENDATIONs FoR ADMIssION AND h-
sTUCTION: Ques. (Mr. McDougall)3795 (i).

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS AND SWRATING CLAUSE,
NUMBE. OF CONTRACTS AWARDED, e.: M. for
Ret. (Mr. Clarke)2961().

--- PROrIrnIno OF SWoAG: Que@. (Mr. Clarke)
1975 ().

HAMILTON RIrL E RANGE: in Com. of Sup.,5465 (ii).
HUSSAs, r, N.B.. ANNUAL ALWwANCE: Que.

(Mr. Dompille) 3072 i).
IxmaIL SEzRvIcxEÈD CANiDIAN BRIGADE AND CAN.

SEAMEs: Prop. Res. (Mr. Rukeo)2335, 2352).
aILE AU NOIx, FORTIFICATIONS, aC.: in Com. of Sup.,

9154 (iii).
.-- MtrrIA PwOPErY, LEs, RNTAL, &c.: M.

for Stmnt.*(Mr. Quian) 291(i)
LÉvIs FoRTs, CoETRACT ra CowOOD, CO8T, &0.:

Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3M82(i).
--- MILITART CAMP, QUALIFICATION 0F OFFICEU'

PERCENTAGE, &c.: Que. (Mr. yrtkitt) 9309 (I).
Lsts AND i CwIIcATEs op QUALFICTIONs: Qus.

(Mr . Rosn-Roberteon) 2329(i).
McKEziE, F., DisMissAL FwO FRiDERCTON MIaiu-

TALRY80HoOL: in Com. Of SUp.,5056(ii).
-- Ques. (Mr. McDougall) 2485,2699,2899(i).

MACAULAI POINT FORTIFICÂIONs, CLAIM8 FOR COX-
PENsATIOX,&c.: M. for Cor.*(Mr. Prior)3874 (Ci).
-- CLAIMs, &C.: in Com. of Sap.,9133 (iii).

MEDALs, CAN. SERVIcE, DELAY IN IsIuE, BoARD or
CLAIms, REMUNERAIUN, &c.: Qume. (Mr. Clarke)
2699 (i).

- DEsiGN APPROvED B CA. oa nIP. AuTuoR.
mEs: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) M6i).

--- NOTCE IN Canada Gazette re CLaSPs, Rd-
BONS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke)303(i).

-REOMENDATion By MILrTIA DxPT., TERME,
&c.; Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 35(ii).

--- LoG SERVICE, REGULATIOUS REsPECTING:
Ques. (Mr. KloeWfer) 78) Oii).

DATE OF ROYAL WARRANTS, GOvTL. ACTION,
&o.: Ques. (Mr. Clarke)8629 (iii).

See " Can. Service, Gen. Service, &*."
MIrAT ACT AMENDMENTs, I NN op QovT.:

Que. (Mr. Rosn-Roberton)3551(iû).
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MILITIA-Con.
MILITIA AND DEFENCE : in Com. of Sup., 2070,2266

Ci) 5055 ; 5857 (ii) 9066 ; (iii),; conc., 6389 (i).
--- Rep. presented (Mr. Borden, King's) 421 (i).
MISCELLANEOUS AND UNFORESEEN EXPENDITURE:

in Com. of Sup.,5451 (ii).
MONUMENTS ON BATTLE FIELDS: in CoM. of Sup.,

7152 (iii).
NAVAL BRIGADE RESERVE, &C., ORGANIZED BY CAN.

GovT , COR. WITH IMP. Govr., &c.: Ques. (Mr.
Britton) 6048 (ii).

N. W. T. REBELLION (1885), CLAIMS COMMISSION: M.
for et. (Mr. Davi8) 3084, 3102 (i).

OFFCER APPOINTED i1 1898, REQUIREMENTS AS TO
QuALIFICATIONS: Que&. (Mr. Ross-Robertson)
2329 (i).

REGULATIONS re FRENCH AnD ENGLISH LANGUAGE,
ENFORCEMENT. &C.: Ques. (Mr. lTrtohitt) 8631
(iii).

PENSiONJS re FENIAN RAID: in Con. of Sup.,8750(iii).
re REBELLION. 1885: in COm. of Sup., 8750 (iii).

PERMANENT CORPS, P E SION SYSTEM: Prop. Res.(Mr.
Hughea) 2706 (i).

--- PuEsîoN SYsTEu: on Order being called for
Prop. Res. (Mr. Hughe8) 2487 (il.
--- QUALIFICATIONS, &C.: Que8. (Mr. Ross-Rebert-
80on) 3550 (ii)-

PETITION, DUFFERIN COUNTY re INCREASE OF MILITIA
GRANT: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker)1071
(i).

-- ESSEX COUNTY re INCREASE PO MILrrIA GRANT:
Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker)803 (j).

- LANARE COUNTY re INCREASE OF MILITIA
GRANT: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker)
1639(i).

PLAINS OF ABRÂHAM, LEASE, MEMORIALS, &C.: M.
for Copies* (Mr. Casgrain)2026 (i).

PRoPEITIES: in Com. of Sup.. 5421 (ii).
RIFLE RANGES, &C.: in COM. Of Sup.: 7088 (iii).
QUELC CARTRIDGE FACTORYDISMISSAL OF LABOUR-

ERS, &C.: Ques, (Mr. Ingram) 2186 (j).
EMPLOYE Es, NUMBE R, &C.: Ques, (Mr. Clancy)

9699, 9843 (iii).
REGIMENTAL ESTABLISHMENTS, LISTS SURMIED TO

PARLT.: Ques. (Mr. Ross-Robertson) 3550 (ii).
-- MEETINGS 0F 8TH IIUSSARS, ANNUAL REP:.

M. for Copy* (Mr. Sproule) 3873 (ii).
REGULATIONS &S io AGE LIMIT FoR LT. COLS., RE-

TIREMENTS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 2183 (i).
PREfSENTED TO PARLLT: Ques. (Mr. Ron-Rob-

erton) 3550 (ii).
RIFLE ASSOCIATION GRANTS: in Com. of Sup., 7147

(iii).
--- RANGES, B.C., APPLICATIONS, PETS., &C.

Ques. (Mr. MeInneg) 5484 (ii).
SALE BY GovT.. &C.: Ques. (Mr. Beauie) 1817

(i).
ST. JoRN BàTTALION,8TH HUSARS,CHARGES AGAINST

COMMANDING OFFICER, REP. re INVESTIGÂTION,
&C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Domville) 2026 ().

SALAIEs, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 774 (iii).
STORES, 8TH HUSSARs, SALE OF BY . C. R.: Ques.

(Mr. Domville)18.58 (i).
TRANSFER. ORDERS PROM DEPT., &C.: Quei.

(Mr. Domville) 2897 (i)
--- in COm. of Sup., 5423 (ii).

OTTAWA: in Com. of Sup., 9942(iii).
ROYAL MILITARY CoLLEG, CLOTHIG CONACT:

Ques. (Mr. Foster) 6722(ii); 692(iii).

MILITIA-Con.
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE, ExPENDITURE SINCE

FO>UNDATION, REGULATIONS, NUMRER OF GRADU-
ATES, &C.: M. for Stmnt.O (Mr. Casley) 1879 (i).

INSPECTION, REGULATIONS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
JRUss-IRobertkon) 3796 (ii)

in Com. of Sup., 5464 (ii) 7022, 7140,9960 (iii).
MILITIA STAFF, AMOUNT EXPENDED FROM 1867

TO 1889: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Domville) 2029 (i).
STRATHY, MR. J. A. L, REINSTATEMENT AS LT. COL.;

Ques. (Mr. Ross-Robertson) 2329 (i).
SUSSEX, N.B., ERECTION OF DRILL SHED: Ques. (Mr.

Dom rille) 1857(i).
TRANSPORT AND FRIGHrT: in Coin. of Sup., 7120 (iii).
TRANSPORTATION OF MILITIA: in Com. of Sup., 5451

(ii).
VETERANS OF 1864-5, ISSUE OFP MEDALS, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Bergeron) 1853(i).
- 1885 AT EDMOnON, ISSUE or SCRIP AN)

MEDALS, APPLICATIONS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Oliver)
2701 (i).

186, GRANTING OF MEDALS: Ques. (Mr.
Hughle8) 2114().
- 1866 AND 1870, ISSUE OF MEDALS, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Hughes)1848 (i).

- 1866, VOLUNTEERS ORGANIZED Ii CHICAGo,
ELIGIBILITY FOR MEDALS: Ques. (Mr. Rose-
Robertson) 2704(i).

WARLIKE STORES: in Com. of Sup., 7091 (iii).
WOLSELEY BARRACKS, LONDON, LAND PUcRASE.D,

PaICE, &c.: (Mr. Calvert) 1840 (i)
YUKON DISTRICT, DOM. POLICE, NUMEER, DISTRIBU-

TION, COST, &C.: QueS. (Mr. Foater)G1965 ().
FORCE, PROVISIONS AND SUPpIES: in Com. of

Sup.. 7126 (iii).
CHARGES AGAINST FOR MISCONDUCT: on M. for

Com. of Sup. (Mr. Huqheg) 9963 (iii).
MR. JUSTICE DUGAS' REPRESENTATIONS: QuOs.

(Mr. Davin) 1842 (i).
--- STRENGTH OF FORCE, COST OF SUPPLIES, Ac.

Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1831, 1841 (i).
TRANSPORTATION, SUPPiEs, &c.: in Com. of

Sup., 6321, 6339, 7030 (iii).
PERMANENT MILMIA, NUMBER, COST oF TRANS-

PORTATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Foster)1892(i).
PERMANENT FoRCE: in Com. of Sup., 7005 (iii).

Militia Act Amt. B. 135 (Mr. Domrille) 1°,
4055 (ii).

MILLER, MR. R. C., EMPLYMT. B GOVT. : (Mr. Ben-
nett) 1974 (i).

MILLTOWN, N. B.,APPNMT. OF FISHERY GUARDIAN:

Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 4482 (ii).

MINE.S' COMMrrEE., PROTEST FROM, YUKON INVESTI-
GATION, COR., &C. : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) 2329 (i).

YUKON, AGAINST COMPANIES BUYING WATER

GRANTS : RernarkS (Mr. Marcotte) 3315 (i).
- YUKON, RIGHT TO CUT TIMBER, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Don ille)1836 (i).

MINING CLAIMS AND HOMESTEAD ENTRIES BY GOVT.
OFFIciALs, 0.C.'S, &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr.
Darin) 1877 ().

-REGULATIONS, YUKON, PUBLICATION, &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 1841 (i).
- Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Foster) 2248 (i).
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MINISTERIAL RESPONSIBILITY re TRANSACTION OF

OFFICIAL ADMINISTRATION: on M. for Com. of
Sup). (Sir Charles Tupper ) 4002 (ii).

- RETURNS ORDERED BY HoUsE: Remarks (Sir
Charles Hibbert T upper) 5410 (il).

MINT, GOVT., ESTABLISHMENT IN CAN. : Ques. (Mr.
Carsealle it) 2190 (i).

Prop. Res. (Mr. Meinnes) 3106 (i).
"NI INTO," STR. : in Corm. of Sup., 10159 (iii).
MISTASSINI AND STE. METHODE STOREHOUSEs, CON-

RTRU(TION, &C., NAME OF CONTRACTOR, &C.

Ques. (Mr. C(sgrain) 1888 (i).J
MONCTOM SHOPs, MACHINERY, &c. : in Com. of Sup.,

5753 (ii).
Montreal Harbour Commissioners' B.

No. 179 (Mr. Fieldin.) 1°, 8752; 2°, and in
Com., 9880; 3^*, 9963 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 36.)

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 112 (Mr. Leiituitx) l*, 2789; 2°*, 3004 (i)
on Order for Coni., 5897: M. to ref. back tO
Sel. Coi., 6091: in Coin., 6327, 6404; 3~, 6405
(ii). (6263 Vic., C. 76.)

MONTRE LEXTENSION, ExPENDITURE, REVENUE FROM

1S98 TO 1899: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Powell) 2789 (i).
Se " Railways, &c."

MONTREAL HAEBOUR IMPROVEMENTS:: m1 Coin. of

Sup>., 9964 (iii).
rI rRoV EMENrs, PLANS, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Monk) i

2187 (i).
JUDicia L DISTRICT, Ai >TIONAL JUDGES : Re-

marks (M r. Mdorc) 7224 (iii).
personal Explanation re Par. in Montreal

Ua:,'tte (Ir. Fortin) 7632 (iii).
AND LABELLE SERVICE, APPNMT. OF M.AIL!

CONiUcTOR : Ques. (Mr. Chaurie) 196 (i).
OTT-Aw.A AND GEORGIAN BAY CANAL: Prop.

Res. (Mr. Poupore) 4273 (ii).
resmd. adjd. Deb. (Mr. Bderojert) 4300, 4859 (ii).
resr.d. adjd. Deb. (Mr. C'as) 53 0 (ii).
P>OSTMASTERSHIP, VACANCY, &C.: Ques. (Mr.1

Quinn) 5859 (ii).
-- Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1827 (i).

DISMISSALS AND APPN Ts., NA Ms, &C.:
Ques. lMr. Quinn) 6047 (ii).

POST OFFICE, REPAIRS, ADVERTI$EMENTS re

T ENiERS: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2112 (i).
REPAIRs, &v., NAME OF CONTRACTOR : Ques. i

(Mr. Monk) 1974 (i).
PUBLIC BUILDINGS, REPAIRS, &C. : in Con. of

Sup., 5090 (ii).
MONUMENTS ON BATTLEFIELDS: in Com. of Sup.,

7152 (iii).
MoYo , INSPECTOR, OF N. W. MOUNTED POLICE,

CHARGES AG AINST: Ques. (Mr. Doris) 8219 (iii).
MOONSTONE, ONT., POSTMASTER, NAME, &c. : Ques.

(Mr. Bennett) 1957 (i).
MORNING SrrriNGs : M. (Sir Wilfrid La<urier) 7768.

See "Business of the House."

MOIRIs, DR., POSTMASTER AT DUNDAs, P.E.I., RE-
SIGNATION, &C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Macdonald,
P.E.I.) 3873 (ii).

9 '
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MORRIsON, HUGH, RIVERSIDE, CLAIM FOR DAMAGES:
Ques. (Mr. McLeênnn, Inverness) M310 (i).

MORTON, PosIr OFFICE, DIsMIsSAL OF MR. J. R.
LEAKE, REP. OF INSPECTOR, COR., &c.: M. for
Copies* (Mr. Taylor) 2962 (i).

Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Taylor) 3150 (i).
MOUNT ALBION, P.E.I., MAIL SERVICE, PETS. re &o.:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1969 (i).
Mounted Police Pensions Act Amt. B.

No. 79 (Mr. Da rin) 1 ., 2029 (i).
MOUNT STEWART WHARF, P.E.I.: in Com. of Sup.,

5754; cone., 6387 (ii).
MUNCOVAN, P., TEMPORARY CLERK : in Coin. of Sup.,

5019 fii).
sei "Supply," &c.

MURRAY BAY ANID OUELLE RIVER, MAIL SUBSIDY : in
Coin. of Sup., 10158 (iii).

ANo EBEC MAIL SERVICE, COMPLAINTS OF
DELA Y, &C. : Ques. (Mr. C(a.sprain) 1960 (i).

MURRA CANA L: in Com. of Sup., 7454 (iii).
NA TIONALT A R GA LLERY : in Com1. of Sulp., 8149 (iii).
Naturalization Act Amt. B. No. 37 (Mr.

MIr in cs) l"*, 974: 2 iin., 2176, 2527 (ii.

NAVAL BFRIGADE IRE8ERVE, &C., ORGANIZED B CAN.
Govr., Cou. 'rru IMP. GOVT., &C. Ques. (Mr.
Britton) 604 (ii).

Navigable Waters Protection Act Amt.
B. No. 19 (Mr. Britton) 1°, 700; 2', 1862; in
.Comi., 1$96 ; 3:, 2153 (i). (62-4;3 Vir., c. 32.)

B. No. 137 (Sir Lonis Do ries) 17, 4150; 2°
6118; in Coin. and 3*, 6119 (ii); Sen. Amts.,
9597 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 31.)

NEUFRAGtE PONI), P.E.I., SURVEY, REPS., &c.: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Macdon-ld, P.E.I.) 3873 (iii.

NEW BR UNSWICK:
BROW-N, BARTH., CAMPOBELLO, N.B., EMPLYMT. BY

(GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Gonn) 4482 (ii).
BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup., 9954 (iii).
CAMPBELLTON WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 10012 (iii).
CANADA EASTERN RAILwAY,. N.B., PURcHAsE "BY

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 3554, 3824 (ii).
- f.for Cor., &c.* (Mr. Foster) 3873 (ii).
SALE, &c.: Ques. (Sir Charle8 Hibbert Tupper)

1S14 (ii).
CENTRAL RAILWAY OF N.B. AND DEPTS. oF RYs. A»

CANALS, COR., &C., re SUBSIDIEs: M.afor Copies'
(Mr. Fosgter) 2788 ().

CENTRAL RAILWÂY Co., N.B.: in Com. of Sup., 5788
(ii).

CHEZZETCoOK WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 10004 (iii).
CURLESs, CHAS. Il., PREVENTIVE OFFICER, GRAND

FALLs, N.B., DISMISSAL, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor)
4056(i).

DIcK, IsÀAC, FISHERY GUARDIAN, N.B., DIsMIssAlr,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 7765 (iii).

DouvILLE, Ifr.-COL., CHARGES AGAINST: Ques. (Mr.
Donville)1839 (i).

-- EVIDENcE BEFOtE PULIc AccouNTS COu.:
Ques. (Mr..Domvile) 1845(i).

-- LEAVE oF AnsENc FROM COMMAND op ST
HussiRs: Ques. (Mr. Morruson)2898 ().

--- PA. IN ST. Joxi Sun: Ques. (Mr. Domville)
2899(i).
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.NEW BRUNSWICK-Con.
DORCHESTER PENITENTIARY: in Com. of Sup., 5477

(ii).
FISINYG WEIRS, CHARLOTTE CO., LICENSES ISSURD,

DATES, c.: M. for Ret.' (Mr. Ganong) 2962 (i).
FRANCHISE ELECTORAL ACT, AMENDMENTS BT N. B.

GOVENMENT: Ques. (Mr. McInerne) 2530(i).
FREDERICTON MILITARY SCHOOL, RIOUMMIENDATIONS

FOR ADMISSION AND INSTRUCTItN: Ques. (Mr.
McD.li ugal) 3795(ûi).

GALLANT, W. A., ENGINEER PoINT LEPRAU FOG
AL.4RM, DiSMISSAL, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Gaaong)
4806 (ii).

AGLASS, JAMES, FISHERY GUARDIAN AT CHARLOTTE,
NN.B., APPNMT. BY GOVr.: Queâ. (Mr. Ganong)
4482 (ii).

BARBOURS AND RIVERS, N.B.: in Com. of Sup.,
10Q10 (iii).

HILLSBORO, N.B., HARBOUR MASTER, UHARGES
AGAINST, EVIDENCE AND COMMISSIONERS REP.
&c.: M. for Copy* (Mr. McInerneu) 2027().

-- Inquiry for Ret. (M r. McInerny) 4732 (ii).
LEPREAUX, N. B., CUSTOMS OFFICER, NAXMC, SALARY,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Ganong) 5313 (ii).
LONG WHARF, ST. JOHN: in Cou. of Sup., 7155, 7242,

7401 (iii).
MILITARY SCHOOL, FREDERICTUN, N.B., ADMISSION

FOR INSTRUCTION. RECOMMENDATIOXS, &C.: QueS.
(Mr. McDougall) 2485, 2699, 2899 (i) 3335 (ii).

-- in Com. ol Sup., 5056 (iii.
MILITIA, STH iUSsARs, N.B., ANNUAL ALLOWANCE :

Ques. (Mr . Domville) 3072 (i).
STORES, STH MUSSARS, SALE 0F BY 1.C.R.;

Ques. (3Mr. Domville) 1858 (i).
TRANSFER, ORDERS FROM DEPT., &C. : Ques.

(Mr. Domville) 2897 (i).
MILLTOWN, APPOINTMENT oF FISHERY GUARDIAN,

Ques.: (Mr. Ganong) 4482 (iii).
MONCTuN SHOPS, MACHaER T, &c. : in Com. of Sup.,

5753 (ii).
PARKFR, CHARLES 11., DISMISAL, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Domville) 1972 (i).
PORT MULGRAVE, &C., STEAX CoMMUNICATION: in

Com. of sup., 10156 (iii).
REIGMENTAL MEETINGS OF ?ST HUSSARS, ANNUAL

REP.: M. for Copy* (Mr. Sproule) 3873 (ii).
ST.JoaN BATTALION,STH H USSARS, CHARGES AGAINST

COMMANDING OFFICER, RIP. re INVESTIGATION,
&c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Donville) 2026 iiii).

ST. JOHN AtCOMMODATION: in Com. Of Sup.,7155,
,242, 74v1 (iii).

DEEP WATLR TERMINAL FACILITIES: M. for
Specifications, Plans, &o. (Sir Charle@ Bibbert
Tupper)1876 (i).

- ELEVATOR: in Com. of Sup., 9163 (iii).
SUBSIDIES BETWEEN ST. JOHN, HALIFAX AND EONDON,

AMoUNT PAID: Ques. (Mr. Ellie)29»(i).
SussEx, ERECTios oF DRILL SHED Ques. (Mr.

Domtlle) 1857 i).
TRAVERS LiGBTHousE: in Com. of Sup., 5116 (ii);

10162 (iii).
TELEGRAPE UINES, CHETICAMP AND MEAT CovE: in

Co. of Sup., 10072(iii).

VOTEa' LsTs, N. B., PaIîNTIG, &c.: Ques. (Mr.
Fouterf)2530 (i).

KEWFouiDLAND FISHERis AND FRENOR S HoRE, REP.
OF ROYAL CommissIoN : Inquiry for Ret. (Mr.
GBlies) 3C70 (i).

NEWFOUNDLAN>D REGULATIONS re PURCHASE OF BAFr:
Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2696 (i).

LIvz BAIT: Remarks (Mr. Borden, Halifax)
2194 (i); 6938 (iii).

-- SUPPLY OF BAIT, CoR., &c. : Remarks (Mr.
Kaulbach) 9465 (iii).

NEWPORT BREAKWATER: in COm. Of Sup., 10014 (iii).
NEWSPAPER AGENCIES, LESsEEs, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Bell, Pictou)1971 (i).

NEWSPAPER CRITICISMS:
ALIEN LABOUR LAw, ENFORCEMENT, PAR iN TORONTO

Star: Remarks (Mr. Clarke) 2907 (i).
APPLES, FRADULINT PACKING, PAR. IN TORONTO

World: M. to Adjn. (Mr. McMillan) 3753 (ii).
B.C. FISHERMEN, SEIZURE OF NETS BY AMERICANS,

PAR. IN VICTORIA Daily Colonist: Remarks (Mr.
Prior) 8633(iii).

CANADIAN EMIGRATION TO U.S., PAR. IN MONTREAL
Star: Remarks (Mr. Clarke) 1895 (i).

CANADIAN TROOPS FOR THE TRANSVAAL, PAR. IN
OmrAW.% (itizen: Remarks (Mr. Hus hea) 7328
(iii).

DEADMANS ISLAND, PAr. IN MONTREAL Witneas re
LEASE (Mr. Prior) 1353, 1640 (i).

DOROTHY," SEIZURE BY U.S. CUSTOuS AuTHoRITIEs
AT SKAGWAY, PAR. IN OTWA Citizen : Ques.
(Mr. Prior) 2367 ().

EMIGRATION TO U S., PAR. IN NEWSPAPERS: Ques.
(Mr. McAli#ter) 2115 (i).

GuIx ELEVATORS N.W.T., PAR. IN WINNIPEG Tri-
bune: on M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Davin) 5494
(ii).

IMMIGRANTS IN QUARANTINE, PAR. IN OTTAWA Citizen
(Mr. Sproule) 2192 (i).

I.C.R. AND SUNDAYT TRAFFIC, PAR. IN NEWSPAPER:
Remarks (Mr. McDougaU) 3877 (ii)..
- ROLLING STOCK, ADDITION TO, PAR. IX MONC-

TON Star (1fr. Davin) 6319 (i).
INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION, ALASKAN BOUNDARY

ANu RUMOURED COMPRoMISE, PAR. IN MONTREAL
Gazette (Sir Charles Tupper) 4738 (ii).

-- PAR. IN MONTREAÀL Star (Sir Ckariec Tupper)
4169 (ii).

- PAR. IN OTTAWA Citizen (Mr. Prior) 6936 (iii).
- PAR. 1 LONDON Timet re SETTLEMENT OF

QUESTIONs (Mr. Ro.a-Robertyone) 3668 l(ii).
- PAR. IN MONTREAL Gazette re NEGOTIATIONS

(Mr. Wallace) 3340 (ii).
NORTRERN COMMERCIAL TELEGRAPH Co., &C., PAR. IN

Daily Timee: Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Prior)
6051 (i).

LEBEL, Ma. WENCESLAS, CUSTOMS OFFICIAL AND RE-
VISION OF ELECTORAL LIsTs, PAR. IN Le Soleil:
Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1888 (i).

LUMBER IMPORTED INTO U.S. FRO CAN., PAL IN
ToauNTo Globe: Remarks (Sir Charle. lpper)
1638 (i.

MEMBEUS APPOINTED TO OFFICE, PAR. In VICTORIA
Colonis (Mr. Prior) 6381 (ii).

MiLITART CANTEENS AND SALE OF LiQUO, PAR. IN
OTTAwA Citizen re Dom. AILLIANCE iN OT.:
Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Borden, King's)7822(iii).

MONTREAL JUDICIAL DISTRICT, ADDITIONAL JUDGES,
&c.: Personal Explanation re par. in Montreal
Gazette (Mr. Fortin) 7632(iii).

OuRu.T, M. AGAPIT, PAL IN Le Boleil, EMPLYNT.
Bv60t., ko : Que.(Mr. Marmotte)3259i).



I DEX,

NEWSPAPER CRITICISMS-Con.
PACIFIC CABLE AND PAR. IN Citizen re CONFERENCE

BETWEEN SEC. OF STATE FOR COLONIES AND HIGH
CoMMISSIONER:: Remarks (Mr. Fraser, Guys-
borough)3268 (i).

PERSONAL ExPLANATION IN REF. TO REMARES ON
COAL OIL PRICES (Mr. Wallace) 2247 (i).

- PAR. IN La Patrie (Mr. Bergeron) 1953 (i).
- PAR. IN Mail and Enpire re SPEECH AT PIc-

TON, ONT. (Mr. Richardaon) 5375 (ii).
-- PAR. iN Mail and Empire re YUKON CHARGES

(Mr. Dom ville) 1167 (i).
- PAR. ix Glo be re MR. FRED PETERS AN» YU-

KON CH AiRGES (Sir Charl-s llibbert 2pper) 3337
(ii).

.--- PAR. IN MAN. Free Prese (Mr. Davin) 1952().
PAR. IN MONTREAL Gazette (Mr. Fraser, Guys-

borough) 2036 (i).
- PAR. IN MONTREAL Star (Sir Richard Cart-

wright) 701 ().
-- P.R. IN MONTREAL Star (Sir Latis Davie) 618,
701 (i).

- PAR. IN MONTREAL Star re WHARF AT ST. JOHN
iMr. Blair) 7326 (iii).

- re BINDER TWINE 0NCOTRACT: par. in Ottawa
Journal, 7197; M. to Adjn.,7205 (iii).

-- PAR. iN TORONTO World (Mr. Sproule) 6825
(iii).

- PAR. IN United Canada re APPLICATION. FOR
MR. COSTIGAN'S SEAT (Mr. Davit) 3845 (ii).

PRIME MINISTER'S BEPLY TO INVITATION TO CHICAGO
DEMONSTRATION, PAR. I NEWSPAPER : Remarks
(Mr. Da cin) 9695; M. to Adin., 9837 (iii).

--- LETTER 0F PRIME MINISTER TO R. H. KoHL-
SAAT: Remarks (Mr. Davin) 10220 (iii).

PRIVILEGE, QUES. OF, PAR. iN Daily Patriot, P.E.L,
re SWEATING CLAUSE (Mr. Davin) 9594 (iii).

-- PAR. IN WINNIPEG Free Presas re APPNMT. Or
MCGEEGOR AND NORWOOD (Sir Charlea t 1per)
9180 (iii).

QUICK, MR. JAMES, DISMISSAL As LIGHTHOUSE
KEEPER: par. in Windsor World (Mr. Cowan)
7219 (iii).

SCRIP ISSUED TO THE HALF-BREEDS : par. in Calgary
Herald (Mr. Davin) 7196 (iii).

STEAMSHIP SERVICE BETWEEN P.E.I. AN» LÎVERPOOL:
par. in Examiner (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3543 (ii).

YUKON ADXIXITATION, CHARGES AGAINST, PAR IN
LONDON 1Times: M. to Adin. (Mr. Davin) 6562.
6563 (ii) 6585.

- PAR. IN LONDON Timee (Mr. Davin) 7535 (iii).
--- PAR. IN North Britis Daily, Mail: on M.

for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Davin) 8020 (iii).
NEWSPAPERS ISSUED AND MAILED IN TORONTO AND

MONTIREAL, WEIGHTS, &C. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Quinn) 2787 (i).

NEW TIME TABnLE, I.C.R. : Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau)
4481 (fi).

Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry.
Co.'s Incorp. B. No. 69 (Mr. Calvert) 1°*,
1949, 2°*, 2152 (i); M. for Com., 5042, 5250 ; in
Com., 5262, 5351; 3*, 5535(ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 77.)

NIcOLET RIVER BRDGE Co.'s SUBsIDY : prop. Res.
(Mr. Blair) 8918 (iii).

PUBLIC WORKs, EXPENDITURE, &o.I Ques.
(Mr. Legris) 3549 (ii).dil
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Nipissing and James Bay Ry. Co.'s B.
No. 33 (Mr. Bertrarn) 1°, 974; 2°*, 1389 (i);
in Coi. and 30*, 3842 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 78.)

Nisbet Academy of Prince Albert B.
No. 10 (Mr. Rutherford) 1°*, 618; 2°*, 934 (i).;
in Com., 3842 ; 3°, 3996(i). (62-63 Vic., c. 119.)

NOBLE BROS. : in Coi. of Sup., 4244 (ii).
AMOUNTS PAÎD TO BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr.

Hughes) 2184 (i).
NORTH AMERICAN TRANSPORTATION COMPANY AND

GOVT. SuBSiIEs, &c.: Remîarks (Mr. Lemieux)
5666; (ii).

NORTH CHANNEL : in Con. of Sup., 5779 (ii).
Northern Commercial Telegraph Co.'s.

B. No. 152 (Mr. Morrison) 1°*, 5 d09 *
5536; in Coin. and 3°*, 5897 (ii). (62-63 Vie.,
c. 120.)

NORTHERN COMMERCIAL TELE;RAPH COMPANY AND
COR. IVITH MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: on M.
for Coin. of Sup. (Mr. Prior) 5510 (ii).

M. for Cor.* (Mr. Maxwell» 3873 (i).
-- NON-PRODUCTION OF HIGH COMMISSIONER'S

TELEGRAM : Reniarks (Mr. Prior) 5747 (ii).
FAR. IN DAILY Tiaes : Ques. of Privilege

(Mr. Prior) 6051 (ii).
Northern Pacific and Man. Ry. Co.'s B.

No. 83 (Mr. Rutherford) 1*, 210)7; 2 *, 2524
(i); in Coni. and 3*, 3489 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 79.)

Northern Telegraph 0o.'s Incorp. B. No.
7 (Mr. Bostock) 1*, 618; 2°*. 934; in Coin. and
3°*, 3003 (i) ; Sen. Aimts., 8822 (iii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 131.)

NORTH SHORE RAILWAY, PAYMENT O 'QUEBEC GOVT.
BY LEGIsLATIO OF 1884: Ques. (Mr. Foster)
3080 (i).

NORTH SYMNEY POSTMASTER, RUMOURED DISMISSAL:
Remîarks (Mr. McDougall) 4899. 4996 (i).

N.-W. MOUNTED POLICE: in Corn. of Sup., 5830,
5832, 5834 (ii) ; 8746 (iii) ; conc., 6388 (ii).

--- FORCE in YuKOx: in Con. of Sup., 5834 (ii).
BARRACKS AT BATOCHE, SUPPLIES FOR CON-

STRUCTICN. &C.: Ques. (Mr. Davis) 2487 (j).
-- ISSUE OF SCRIP, PETS., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Oliver)

24Q4 (i).
--- POLICE REP.: Presented (Sir Wafrid Laurier)

4995 (ii).
--- SPECIAL CONSTABLES, NUMBER, &o.: Ques.

(Mr. Darin) 1843 (i).
VETERINARY SURGEONS: in Coin. of Sup.,

10111 (iii).
N.-W. T., ABANDONED) HOMEfSTEADS, DEWDNEY Dis-

TiCT, CANCELLATION BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Davin) 3074 (i).

-- DUAL LANGUAGE, OPINION OF MIN. OF Jus-
TICE: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2188 (i).

ENTR GRANT TO W. C. MIDDLgTON, BT
AGENT AT YORKToN: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Davin)
1877 (i).

ExIBmrrioN: in Con. of Sup., 5073 (il).
EXPENDITURE ON CAPITAL AcoUNT: M. for

Ret.* (M. Douglas) 1878 (i).
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N. W. T. REBELLION (18%) CLAIMS COMMJSSioN : M.

for Ret.* (Mr. Dari.) 3084, 3102 (i).
SEED GRAIN INDEBTE NESS, CANCELLATION:

M. (Mr. Darin> 2015 (i).
SETTLERS FRoî ONT., PRIVILECGES GRANTED BY

GovT.: Ques. (Mr. Rosaumond) 2902 (i).
-- UsE OF FRENCH LANGUAGE: Q1es. (Mr.

Mfonk) 2188 (i).
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES:

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, N.W.T.: in Com. of
Sup., 10122 (iii).

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS, REDUCTION OF DUTY:
prop. Res. (Mr. Davin) 5861. 5893 (ii).

ARTESIAN BORINGs, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup e7468,
9055 (iii).

BANFF SPRINGS. ROADS AND BRIDGES: in Com. of
Sup., 7530 (iii).

BELLEY RIVER BRIDGE, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,
10070 (iii).

BREMNER, CHAS., INDEMNITY, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
10113 (ii).

CLAIMS, &c.: in Com. of Sup., 10167 (iii).
CALGARY AND EDMONT"N RY. Co., LAND SUBSIDy,

AMOUNT SILECTED AND STILL DUE, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Olirer) 2326 ().

COMMISSION re IIALF-BREED CLAIMS; in Com. of
Sup., 5832 (ii).

EDMNONT BRIDGE, N. W -T.: in Com. of Sup., 8196.
-- TRAITL TO YUKON DISTRICT: in Com. of Sup.,

10109 (iii).
ELEVATOR RESTRICTIONS AND C.P.R., LEGISLATION

RESPECTING : Ques. (Mr. Darin) 2903 (i).
ELKHORN INDIAN SCHOOL, PRINTING PLANT, LEASE

TO W. J. THoMPsON, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Roche)
3076 (i).

GALICIAN SETTLEMENT AT SALTCOATS, COMMISSIONERS
INVESTIGATION: Remarks (Mr. Davin) 6935 (iii).

GOVERNMET OF THE N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,
7499 (iii).

GRAIN ELEVATORS IN N .W.T., PAR. IN WINNIPEG
Tribine ': on M. for Com of Sup. (Mr.Darin)5494
(ii).

- STANDARDS, N.W.T.. LEGISLATION re INSPEC-
TION, &c.: prop. Res. (Mr. Darin) 3829 (ii).

GRATUITIES TO INDIANS, N.W.T. : in Com. of Sup.,
5694 (ii).

HALF-BREED CO3IMIssIoN, TRAVELLING EXPENSES:
in COm. of Sup., 10110 (iii).

N.W.T., COR., BETWEEN MR. MCDOWALL AND
GOVT. re RESERVE : Ques. (Mr. Davis) 2486(i).

HAxaiouRs AND RIVERS, N. W. TERRITORIES: in Com.
of Sup., 8084 (iii).

HOMESTEAD LAW IN N. W. T., INTEREST ON PRE-
EMPTIONS, MEMOILIAL FROM SETTLERS, &c.: Ques.
(Mr. Davin) 3080 (i).

INDIANS, MAN. AND N. W. T. SEEDGRAIN: in Com.
of -Sup ., 5691 (ii).

-- AsNurruIs, &c.: in Com. ofSup., 5711 (ii).
- TEATTY WITI! N. W. T. INDIANS AND HALF-

BREEDS ; in Com. of Sup.,5694(ii).
INDUSTRIAL AND BOARDING SCHOOLS:; in Coin. of

Sup.,10110 (iii).
- N. W.T.: in Com.of Sup.,7480 (iii).

LT. Gov's. RESIDENCE, REGINA : in Com. of Sup.,
9988 (iii).

McKA, TROS., INDEBTEDNESS TOGovT. POR TIMBER
DUES, COLLECTION, &c.: Que8. (Mr. Davis)
2486 (i).

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES-Con.
MINING CLAIMS AND HOMESTEAD ENTRIES BY GOvT.

OFFICIALS, O. CS , &C.: M. for Copies" (Mr.
Da cin) 1877 (i).

MOODY, INSPECTOR OF N. W. MOUNTED POLICE,
CHARGES AGAINST: Queç. (Mr. Daris) 8219 (iii).

N. W. MOUNTED POLICE, BARRACKS AT BATOCHE,
SUPPLIES FOR CONSTRUCTION, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
1)avis) 2487 (i).

-- FoRCE re YUKON : in CoMi. cf Sup.. 5834 (ii).
N. W. MOUNTED POLICE: in Com. of Sup., 5830,

5832, 5834 (ii); 8746 (iii).
- ISSUE OF SCRIP, PETS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Oliver)

2484 (i).
SPECIAL CONSTABLES, NUMBER, &C.: QueS.

(Mr. D1arin) 1843 (i).
- ETERINARY SURGEONS: in Coin. of Sup.,

10111 (iii).
N W. T. ABANDO>NED IHOMRFSTEADS. IFWDNEY

DISTRICT, CANCELLATION BY GOVT.; Ques. (Mr.
Daivin) '-3074 (i).

DuAi)L L LANGUAGE, OPINION OF MIN.- OF JUS.
Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2188 (i).

.- ENTRY GRANT TO W. C. MIDDLETON, BY AGENT
AT YORKTON : M . for Cor." (Mr. -Jhvin) 1877 (i).

-- EXHIBITION: in Com . of Sup., 5073 (ii).
EXPEEDITURE ON CAPITAL ACCOUNT: M. for

Ret.* 0(M r - Dnl )187,s(i).-
REBELLION (1S85), CLAIIs COMMISSION: M. for

Re t.- (Mr.1Daiv ie) 3084, 2102(i).
SEED GRAIN INDEBTEDNESS, CANCELLATION,

&C.: M. (Mr. Davin) :'015 (i).
SETTLERS FROM ONT., PRIVILEGES GRANTED

BY GOVT.: Qies. (Mr. 1>amrond) 2902(i).
USE OF FRENCH LANGUAGE : Ques. (Mr.

Monk) 2188 (i).
ONTARIO .ETTLERSIN N. W. T.. PRIVILEGES GRANTED

BY GOVT.: Remarks (Mr. Rosamond) 6051 (ii).
PRINCE ALBERT MOUNTED POLICE BARRACKS. DATE

oF ERECTION. &C.: Ques. (Mr. Drivis) 8467 (iii).
REGISTRY OFFICE, DATE oF ERECTION, COST,

&C.: Ques . (Mr. Davis) 8468 (iii).
PUBLIC WORKS, N. W. T.: in Com . of Sup.,9988

(iii).
ROADS AND BRIDGES,LN. W. T.: in Com. of Sup.,

7530, 10070 (iii).
ST. PAUL DES METIS COLONY: in Com. of Sup.,

90127 (iii).
SASKATCHEWAN VALLEY RAILWAY FACILITIES, i ES.

oF N. W. T. ASSEMBLY : Ques. (Mr. Datin)
3255 (i).

SCRIP ISSUED TO RIALF-BREEDS : in Comi. of Sup.,
5694 (ii) ; 7501 (iii).

-- par in Calgary Herald (Mr. Davin)-7196 (iii).
SEED GRAIN, &C., TO SETTLERS IN N. W. T.: in Com .

of Sup .,9027 (iii).-
-LIENS, CANCELLATION, LEGISLATION, re RES.
FROM N. W. COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 2903
(0).

--- MAx. AN» N.W.T.INDIANS: in Comi. of
Sup., 5691 (ii).

SKELTON vs. THE QUEEN: Inquiry for Papers, (Mr.
Davin)777O (iii).

- REp. oF MIN. OF Jus.: 8171; M ., 8217, 8U6
(iii).

- REP. oF MIN. oF Jus. re RELEASE : Remarks
(Mr. Davin) 7441 (iii).

TELEGRAPR IÀNE s: in om. of Sup., 8183 (iii).
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Nova Scotia Steel Co.'s B. No. 139 (Mr.
Fraser, Guysborough) 1°*, 4659; 2°, 5359, in
Coin. and 3°*, 6606 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 121.)

NOVA SCOTIA:
ANNAPOLIS AND DIGBY BASIN, BEPORTS ve BuoYs,

&c.: Ques. Mr. ffile) 4993 (ài).
-- BUov SERVICE, EXPIRATION OF ME. MCCAR-

THY'S CONTRACT, &C. Ques. (Mr. Mills) 4056(ii).
- CO., PORT GEORGE HARBOUR, PIER, &C.: Ques.

(IMr . Mills) 7532 (i ii).-
- POST OFFIC IBRREGULARITIES. &c-: Ques. (Mr.

Maill) 8989, 9179, 9697 (iii).
-- PUBLIC BUILDINGS, REPAIRS, &C.; QueS. (Mr

M!ilt) 2701 (i).
-- Remarks (Mr. Mills) 2410(i).
ARICHAT BREAKWATER, N. S., REPAIRS, &C ., AMOUNT

EXPENDED FROM 1891 TO 1896: Ques. (Mr. Gil-
lie-s) 54S5 (ii).

BABIN'S COVE WHARF, ARICHAT, N.S., COST OF CON-
STRUCTiON , Ques . (Mr . Gillies) 54S6 (ii)

BADDECK, E %ST BAY, &C., MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com.
of Sup'., 8692(iii).

ERECTION F DR ILL SHED : QueS .(Mr . Bethune)
2111 (i).

BUILDINGS, N-. S.: in Com. of Sup., 7613, 9943 (iii).
CANOE COVE BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 10007

(iii).
CENTRAL RAILWAy, COR. IN DEPARTMENT: Inquiry

for Ret. (Mr. Foser) 5667 (ii).
COw BAY BBEAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 7704 (iii).
CUSTOMS. N.S.: in CoM. of Sup., 8387 (iii).
DESCoUSSE WHARF, N.S., COST OF CONSTRUCTION,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Crillies) 5486 (ii).
DIGBy POST OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 9947(iii).
DREDGING, RICHMoND, N.S.. AMOUNT EXPENDED

PROM 1891 TO 1896: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 5485 (ii).
BASTERN EXTENSION RAII.WAY, CLAIMS OF N.S.

GOVERNMENT: Ques. (Mr. McDougall) 3551 (ii).
ELEVATOR AT IIALIF.X, CONSTRUCTION AND COMPLE-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2332 (i).
FOURCHhE HARBOUR, N.S., DREDGING, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Gillie) 2904 (i).
GABARUS BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 5201 (ii)

9991 (iii).
.-- LSPECTION, &C., BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

MCDougall) 2698 (i).
GRAND NARROWS, LEASE oF PROPERTY: Inquiry for

Returu (Mr. McDoigall) 4997 (ii).
HALF-BREED'S CoMMIssION, EXPENSES, &C.: in Com.

of Sup., 9056 (iii).
HALIFAX AND PORTO RICO: Mail Subsidy in Com.

of Sup., 10158 (iii).
HALIFAX DRILL HALL: in Com. of Sup., 7613 (iii).

HARBOUR LIGHTSHIP AND RESOLUTION, OF
BOARD oF TRADE: Remarks (Mr. Borden, Hali-
fax) 8920 (iii).

-- PUBLIC BUILDING: in CoM. of Sup., 9943 (iii).

--- QUARANTINE STATION: in Com. of Sup., 9945
(iii).

HANTSPORT WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 5198 (ii).

HARBOURS AND RIVERS: in Com. of Sup., 5198 (ii)
7698,9990 (iii).

HUBERT, MisS ANNABtLLApCLAIMS AND PES.: Ques.
(Mr. McDougall) 2534, 3256(i).

INDIANS, N.S.: in Com. of Sup., 5691(ii).

I.C.R., MCDOUGALL, MR. BRUCE, PPANmT. BY Go.:
Ques. (Mr. McDougall)7194 (iii).
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NOVA SCOTIA-Con.
I. C. R., MoRaiSoN, HUGH, RIVERSIDE, CLAIN FOR

DAMAGES: Ques. (Mr. McLennan,Inverness)5310
(ji).

-- RESTAURANT AT GRANi NARRoWS. Con. re
CONTRACT, &C.: M. for Copy* (Mr. MeDougall)
3149 (i).

INVERNESS POST OFFICES, CHANGE OF LoCATIONS,
APPNMTS. AND DIsMISSALS: Ques. (Sir (harles
Hfbbert Tupper) 3825 (ii).

IONA WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 5198 (ii).
KENTVILLE BUILDING: in Com. of Sup., 7613 (iii).
L'A RDoISE BREAKWATER, AMOUNT EXPENDED BY

ovT.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 1886 (i).
- CHAPEL GROVE BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION
BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 2904 (i).

LENOin, FIsHERY OVERSEER: Ret. laid on Table
4268 (ii).

LITTLE RIVER, BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 3944 (ii).

MCKEEN'S POINT, CONSTRUCTION OF STORM SIGNALS,
C(IST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. McDougall) 3083 (i).

NCNEILL. MR., LIGiiTHOUSE-KEEPER AT RICHMrOND,
PAPERS RESPECTING: Inquiry for Ret. (Mr.
Gilier) 4732 (ii).

MCNEIL, STEPHIEN, BEAVER COVE, RENTAL CHARGED
BY GOVT.: Ques. Clr. Gillies) 3944 (ii).

MARGAREE AND ORANGEDALE MAIL SERVICE,
CHANGES. &C. re CONTRACTORS: Ques. (Mr.
McD)oug'll) 3·'61 (i).

MARSVILLE, N.S., POST OFFICE: in Com. tif Sup.,
761G (iii).

NORTJI SYDNEY POSTMASTER, RUMOURED DISMISSAL:
Renarks (Mr. McDougall) 4899,4996 (ii).

PARKER'S COVE WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 10001 (iii).
PETIT DE GRAT BREAKWATER, AMOUNT EXPENDEID BY

GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Gilli's) 1886 (i).
PICTOU AND CHETICAMP MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of

Sup., 10156 (iii).
POINT J EROME LIGHT-KEEPER: Inquiry for Ret.

(Mr. Gillies) 3668 (ii).
POINT TUPPER, INIPROVEMENTS: in Com. of Sup.,

9171 (iii).
PORT MULG RAVE, &C., IRISH COVE, MAIL SUBSIDY:

in Com. of Sup., 8692 (iii).
QUARANTINE STATION, HALIFAX: in Com. of Sup.,

090 (ii).
Roc&r POINT BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 10006

ST. PETERS (ANAL, AMOUNT EXPENDED FROM 1891 TO
1896, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 3255(i).

SHAG HARBOUR WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 9.498 (iii).
SPRINGHILL PUBLIC BUILDING: in .CoM. of Sup.,

9945 (iii).
TRACADIE LAZA RETTO: in Com. of Sup., 8338 (iii).
TRAVERSE LIGETHOUSE. CONSTRUCTION: in Com. of

Sup., cone. 6384 (ii).
TRUEMAN, MR, W. H., APPNMT. TO RYs. AND CANALS

DEPT.: Ques. (Mr. Bell, Pictou) 4483(fii).
VICTORIA COUNTY, N.S., PATRONAGE, &C., PA. IN

NORTH SyDNEY Herald: M. to Adin. (Mr. Me-
Dougall)5388,5398 (ii).

VICTORIÂVILLE Posr OrFICE: in Com. of Sup., 9954
(iii).

WHARFS, &c., N.S.: in Com. of Sup., 7698 (iii).
WINDSOR, ONT., DaIu HALL: in Com. of Sup., 9962

(iii).
N.S., PUBLIC BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup.,

7615 (iii).
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OAKVILLE, PIERS AND DREDGING : in COM. Of Sup.,
8015 (iii).

OATHS OF OFFICE. See " Administration."
OBSTRUCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS, REMOVAL,

&C.: in Com. of Sup., 34>65 (i).
OCEAx FREIGH T RATES : M. for Cor., Reps., &r. (Mr.

Davin) 1861 (i).
OCEAN AND RIVER SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 2990,

304(i) ; 4719, 5100 (ii); conc., 6363 (ii).
O'CONNOR & HOGG, LEGAL EXPENSES: in Com. of

Sup., 5801 (Ii).
O'DONOHUE, MR. W. T., CARETAKER AT ROBERVAL,

SALARY, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 3335 (ii).
OFFICIALS, YUKON: in Com. Of Sup., 5022 (ii).

APPNMT. BY GOVT., NAMES, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Dondrille) 1832 (i).
BONDS, SECURITIES REGISTERED : Ques. (Sir

Charks Hibbiert Tlpper) 4991 (ii).
IN GOLD COM31ISSIONERS OFFICE, NATION-

ALITV, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Morrison) 1823 (i).
INSTRUCTIONS, &0.: M. for Copies* (Mr.Foster)

1877 (i).
SALARIES, COST OF LIVING, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Morrison) 1824 (i).
OGILVIE, M., ADMINISTATION BY, INSTRUCTIONS, &C.,

M. for Rep.* (Mr. Borden., Halifax) 2027 (i).
INSTRUCTION AND COR. WITH 1)031. GOVT.:

M. for Co pies* (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2787.
REPs. re YUKON INVESTIGATION, &C.: Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3548 (i).
Inq. for (Sir Charles Tupper) 8387 (iii).
PRINTING OF EVIDENCE: Renarks (Sir Wil-

frid Laurier 5507 (il).
PINTING, &C.: Renarks (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 5359, 5746 (ii).
REPS., PURPORT, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charle8 ib-

bert Tupper) 3820 (ii).
LAID ON TABLE, 3876 (ii).
MINERS GRIEVANCES: Ques. (Sir Charles Hib-

bert Tupper) 2531 (i).
REP. RECEIVED BY GOVT.: Remarks (Sir

Charles Tupper) 3794, 3795 (ii).
REP. ANi) PAPERS re YUKON INVESTIGATION:

Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 2410 (i).
CONNECTION WITH BRITISH GOLDIFLED CO.:

M. to adjn. (Mr. Foster) 3799, 3801 (il).
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3799 (i).
RELATIONSIIIP TO THE MINISTER OF TEE INT.:

Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1841 (i).
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper 2703 (i).

OIL SPRINGS POSTMASTER, REFUND FOR STOLEN
STAMPS: in COM. of Sup., 5800 (ii).

OKA INDIANS, REMOVAL, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 5709.
OmAHA ExHiBIrioN: in Corn. of Sup., 5074 (i).
ONTARIo, BELMONT AND NORTHERN RY. CO.'S SUE-

SIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Blair)8917 (iii); in COui.,
9490 (iii).

COUNTY COURT JUDGE, NAME, APPNMT., AC.:
Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 1848 (i).

PROVINCIAL DEBT, REDUOTION OF INI'EREST:
Que. (Mr. Foster) 3074 (i).

Ontario and Quebec Bridge Co.'s B. No.
22 (Mr. Belcourt) 1°, 803; 2*, 1113 (i).

Ontario and Rainy River Ry. Co.'s B. No.
121 (Mr. Dymvent) 1°*, 3150 (i); 2°*, 3492; in
Com., 4302; 3°*, 4524 (ii). (62-63 Pic., c. 80.)

ONTARIO AND RAINY RIVER RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY:
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915, 8918; in Com., 9454,
9529, 9532, 9581, 97804 (iii).

CORRECTION IN MIN. OF RYS. SPEECH: Re-
marks (Mr. Richardson) 9699 (iii).

_____ SETTLERS IN N. W. T., PRIVILEGES GRANTED
BY GOVT.: Renarks (M-r. Rosamond) 6051 (ii).

ONTARIO:
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE : in Com. Of Sup.,

10122 (iii).
ALEX&NDRiA REFORMATORY: in Com. of Sup., 7622

(iii).
AMMUNITIoN, AMOUNT ISSUED TO 7TH BATTALION,

LONDON: Ques. (Mr. Calvert) 1956 (i).
B&LL, MNR. W. D., POSTMASTER AT BATH, ONT., Dis-

MiSsAL, PAPERS, &C.: M. for Copies (Mr. Wiloon,
2390(i).

BALsAm LAKE, REMOVAL OF STONE PILES: QueS.
(Mr. Iuokes) 2=32 (i).

BATH POSTMASTER, DISMISSAL: Inq. for Ret. (Mr.
Wilson) 3877 (ii).

BOîIHWELL ELECTION, SPEECH OF THE HON. MR. MILLS
IN THE SENATE: Remarks (Mr. Clancy) 9896 (iii).

BOWMANVILLE IIARBOUR: in Com. of Sup.. 7966 (iii).
BRANTFORD POSTMASTER, APPNMT. BY GOVT., &C-)

Ques. (Mr. Clancy) 1968 (i); 8464 (iii).
BROCKVILLE DRILL HALL: in Com. of vp-, 9960 (iii).
BROCKVILLE AND WEST HURON ELEcTIos, ATTE'ND-

ANCE OF CLERK OF TEE CROWN IN CHANCERY WITE
PAPERS, &C.: (Mr. Speaker) 6821 (iii).

Notice of Motion (Mr. Borden, Ilalifax) 6595
(ii).

- M. to place Documents on Table (Mr. Bor-
den, Halifax) 6723 (ii) ; 6821 (iii).

--- BALLOT PAPERS, PRINTING AND DISTRIBUTION:
Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 3074 ().

M . ILING OF VOTERS' LISTS: Ques. (Mr. Fos-
ter) 2482 ().

-- NAME oF DEP. RETURNING OFFICER: Ques.
(Mr. Broder) 2322 (i).

BRONTE HARBOUR : in COm. Of Sup ., 10069 (iii).
BRUCE MINES WHARF : in Com. of Sup-, 7966 (iii).
BUFFALO AND ORYSTAL BEACH FERRY SERVICE,

LICENSE AND PRIVILEGES GRANTED, &c.: QueS.
(Mr. Me Cleary)4994 (ii).

BUILDINGS: in Com. ofSap ., 9938,9956(iii).
BURIaNGTON CHANNEL : in Com. of Sup ., 7998 (iii).
COLBORNE AND MAITLAND PORTS, H ARBOUR IMPROVE-

MENTs, REPS., &0.: Remarks (Mr. Montague) 83
(iii).

- Inquiry for Ret.. (Mr. MonMague) 7771 (iiib.
CoNTRcT,TENDERs,&c.: Ques. (Mr. MeNeil)

9310 (iii).
COLLINGWOOD HAR!BOUR, ASSIGNMENT OF CONTRAC-

ToRs: Ques. (Mf. Bemett) 1893 (i).
IMPROVEMEIlTS: iii Cc:Ù - of Sup ., 802 (iii).

COUNTY COURT JUDGES, 0e'r., RETIREMENT, &C.,
LEGIgLATIoN RESPEOTING Ques. (Mr. Bennett)
1970 ().

CowAN's BRIDGE : in Comn. of Sup., 9172 (iii).
DARGATEL, Ma. J. B., POBTMASTER AT ELGIN, Dm--

mIsAL: Ques.(Mr. 2hylor)1955 ().
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ONTARIO-Con.
DUCEIS INDIAN RESERVE, NEGOTIATIONS re SALE or

TIMzR LMm, REMOVAL OF INDIANS : QUeB.
(Mr. Mc Cormack) 2700 (i).

FENELON FALLS, CONSTRUCTION OF SLIDE: Ques. (Mr.
Hughea) 1978 (i).

FISHERY OFFICERS, LEEDs Co., DIsMISSAL, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1818 (i).

GALNA, MR , DISMISSAL, &C.: in COm0. of Sup., 8446.
GALT POSTMASTER, SALARY, &C.: QUe8. (Mr. Bennett)

3824 (ii).
GÂNANOQUE PUBLIC BUILDING, HEATING, TENDERS,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1881 (i).
GEORGIAN BAY AND ToRONTO SHIP CANAL, PEMS.,

APPLICATIONS. COR-, &C-: M. for Cor., (Mr.
Wallace) 4819 (ii).

GIANT'S TomB LiGHTHoUSE KEEPER, SALARY,&c.:
Ques. (Mr. Bennett)1834 ().

GODREUCH HARBOUR: in Com. of Sup., 8010 (iii).
DRE DGING: in CoMi. of Sup., 8012 (ii).
IMPROVEMENTS, CONTRACTS, &c.: Que@. (Mr.

Jfend.rao1t) 1881().
GRAND RIVER FLOuDS, GilvT. REpoRTs, &c.: Remarks

(Mr. Montague) 2536 (i).
HAMILTON RIFLE RANGE : in Com. Of Sup.,5465(ii).
HA RBOURS AND RIVERs ; in Com .of Sup.,10063 (iii).
IIAVELOCK AND OAK LAEE MAIL ERVICE, TENDERS,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Lang) 3824 (ii.
H%îGG, W - A ., Cus oMS OFFICER AT COLLINGWOOD,

CHARGES AGAINST, CoMmissioNER's REP, ,&.:
M. for Copy* (Mr. McCarthy) 2788 (i).

HoPE iLND LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER, APPNMT. BY
GoVT.: Ques. (Mr. Ben nett) 18314(i); 5486 (ii).

HUMBERSTONE POST OFFICE, CHARGES AGAINST POST-
MASTER: Remarks (Mr. Bennett) 6591(ii).

INzIANT'WN BRANCH, AwARDS, &C.:in Comn. of $up.,
9165 (iii).

KAMINISTIQUrA RiVER : in Com. of Sup., 7611 (iii).
KINCARD NE PIER : in Com. of Sup.,5203 (ii).
KINGSTJN HIARBOUR, DREDGING : in CoMi. of Sup.,

8014 (iii).
LANG POSr OFERCE AND RY. S ATION, CARRIAGE OF

MAILS, TENDERS. &C.: Ques (Mr. Lang) 3823.
LE.AKE, MR J. R., POSTMASTER AT NORTON, DISMiS.-

SAL, &C-: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1963 (i).
INSPECTOR'S REF., &C.: M. for CopieS (fMr.

Taylor)2962(i).
LoNDoN DRILL HALL : in Com. of Sup., 9961 (iii).
MAITLAND HARBOUR : Inquiry for Ret.. (Mr. Monta-

vne) 9185 (iii).
MANITOULIN ISLAND JUDGEISHIP: in Com. of Sup.,

10122(iii).
McCoRMIcE, MR. F. D., CUSTOuS OmcEa AT PELEE

ISLAND, DisMIssAL, &C.: in Com. of SuP., 8438
(iii).

McLAREN's CREEE, CoNsTRUCTION OF A ROADWAY:
Ques. (Mr Hughes) 3257 (i).

MCLaUlGHiN, Mi. R. J., AxOUNTS PAiD AN DUE
Bv GOVT., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Hughea) 1976,2321(i).

--- Letter from Mr. McLaughlin read fMr.
Mulock) 4098, 5005 (ii).

AND FARMERS oF LINDSAY re DAMAGES BY
FLOODs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. HugAea) 4485,4486,4499
(ii).

MEAGRER, CLAIS AGAINST U. S. GovT.: in Comi. of
Sup., 5474 (il); 10194 (iii).

- M. forRet.,(Mr. Cowca)274t,2754 (i).
CLAIS ON U S. GOVT. FOR FUiTEER CoKPEN•

SATION : Remarks (Mr. Fitspatrick)5492(ii).

cxxxv

ONTARIO-Con.
MEDALS, GENERAL SERVICE, CLAIMS ALLOWED ET

COMMISSION, DISTRIBUTION, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Cla rke)860 (ii).

MIDLAND HARBOUR, AMOUNT OF DuEs COLLECTED>:
Ques. (Mr. Bennett)1834 (i).

MILLER, Mit. R. C., EMPLYMT. Bv GOvT.: Ques.(Mr.
Beninett)1974 ().

MONTREAL, OTTAWA AND GEORGIAN BAY CANAL
Prop. Res. (Mr. Pouvore) 4273 (ii).

MOONSTONE, ONT., POSTMASTER, NAME, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Bennett) 1957 (i).

NOBLE, MR., AMOUNTS PAD BY GovT.: Ques.
(Mr. Hghes) 2184 ().

OAKVILLE, PIERS AND DREDGING: in Com. Of Su».»
8015 (iii).

OIL SPRINGS POSTMASTER, REFUND FOR STOLEN
STAMPS : in COM. Of Sup.,800 (i).

ONTARIO AND RAINY RIVER RAILWAY CO., COREO-
TION iN MiN- oF Rys. SPEECH: Remariks (Mr.
Richardson) 90'9 (iii).

ONTARIO COUNTY COURT JUDGE, N.ME, &C.: QueS.
(Mr. Hughee) 1848 ().

OR1LLIA. PUBLIC BUILDINGS, CARETAKER, NAKE, &C.
Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1957 (i).

OTTAWA AND CYRVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CUNTRACTI

&c. : Ques. (Mr. Hodgins) 891 (iii).
OTrAWA SUPPLY Co., AND CONTRACTS WITII GOTT.

Ques. (1r. Davin) 2185 ().
OWEN SOUND, DREDGINOG: in Com. of Sup., 8116 (iii).
PIGEON RIVER, DREDGING, &C.: Que3. (Mr. Ilughes)

2191().
- SWING BRIDGE, CONSTRUCTION, &C.: Que 8

(.r1. uIIghes) 2480 (i).
PETITION, DUFFERIN COUNTY, re INCREASE oF MILrra

GRANT: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker) 1071
(j>.

EsSEx COUNTY, re INCREASE OF MILITIA
GRANT: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker)803().

-LANARK COUsTY, re INCREASE oF MILITIA
GRANT: Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker) 1639
(i).

PORT COLBORNE HARBOUR: in Co m. of Sup., 9250
(iii).

AND PORT DALHOUSIE, HARBOUR IMPROVE-
MENT: Prop. Res. -Ir- McCleary)3270 (i).

PORTER'S LAKE, DREDGING, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
9993 (iii).

PORTSMOUTH WHARF : in Com . of Sup., 10065 (iii).
RAINY RIVER CHANNEL: in COM. of Sup., 8016(1ii).

LoCE: in Com. of Sup.,10153 (iii).
ROSEDALE SWING BRIDGE: in Com. of Sup.,7318 (iii).

EXPENDITURE, AmOUNT C'ANTRIBUTEDBY GOVT.,
&C.: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 2333 ().

RYAN & CO.'S CLAIMS re CONTRACT: in 0Co. of Sup.,
10152 (iii).

SARNIA POST OFFICE: in Comi. of Sup., 9962 (iii>.
SAUGEEN INDIAN RESERVE, MEDICAL SuPT., PATRICa

SCOTr, DISMISSAL, &C.: Remarks (Mr. MclVeiU
9699 (iii).

SAULT STE . MARIE CANAL: in CoM. of Sup., 10152
(iii).

SCUGOG INDIANS, LIQUOR SOLD, COR. BETWEEN DEPT.
AND MR. A. Soper: M. for Copies (Mr. Fo.ter>
3149 (i).

--- BIVER, DamGN, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Hucher)
2191 (i).

SEcoR, fMr. T. R., SuPT. oN WELLAu CANAs.
CRARGES AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. McCleary)-1838.
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ONTARIO- Con.
SiMCoE LAKE. LOWERING WATER, REQUESTS, &C.,

MADE TO DEPT.: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 2192, 2248(i).
SINGLETON, MR. W. R., POSTMASTER AT DELTA, DIS-

MISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr Taylor) 1956(i).
SPROULE, R. J., POSTMASTER AT FLESHERTON, ONT.,

COMPLAINTS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Davi.) 9179
(iii).

ST. CATIIARINES DRILL HALL: in Com. of Sup.,
9957 (iii).

ST. THOMAS AND AYLMER MAIL SERVICE, ADVER-
TISEMENTS FOR TENDERS: Ques. (Mr. Ingrarn)
9698 (iii).

SY'ENMII POSTMASTER, IRREGULARITY IN ACCOUNTS:
Ques. (Mr. Bell, Addingtou) 6935 (iii).

SYDENHAM RIVER, DREDGING: in Com. of SUp.,
8018 (iii).

AMOUNT EXPENDED : Ques. (Mr. (lancy,) 3820
(6i).

TELEGRAPH LINEs, PELEE ISLANDS ; in Com. of
Sup., 8188 (iii).

TonAcco EXIPERIMENTAL STATION, ESTABLISHMENT IN

ESSEX Co.: Ques. (Mr. C6owan) 2486 (i).
• GROWN IN ESSEX CO., EXCISE liUTIES, &C.

Par. in Ottawa Citizen (Mr. Cowan) 2117 (i).
TORONTO, EAST, POSTMASTER, RECOMMENDATIONS FoR

VACAZT POSITIUN : Ques. (Mr. Maclean) 472 (ii).
CUSTOM HOUSE, EMPLOYEEs, NAMES, DATE OFo

APPNMT ,, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 1849 ().
-- HARBOUR, DREDGING: in Com. of Sup., 1006

(iii).
OBSERVATORY: in Com. of Sup., 5179 (ii).

P.0., A PrNMTS. BY GOVT., NAMES, SALABIES,
Ques. (Mr. Clarke)1981(i).

-- SINCE 1895: M. for Ret. (Mr . Clarke) 2905(i).
TREN i CANAL : in Com. of Sup., 5782 (ii).

JORDAN, MR. WM., CLAIMS FOR LANDDAM-
AGES; Ques. (Mr. Hughee) 1977 ().

LAND VALUATION, COMPLAINTS, &C.: QueS.
(Mr. Graham) 5311(ii»

-- PAY OENT 0F WORKMEN: QueS. (Mr. Hugie8)
1977 ().

PURCHASE OF LAND FOR DAM AT NASSAu:
Ques. (Mr. Kendry) 1857 (i).

WALKER, POSTMASTER, AT AILSA CRAIG, CHARGES
AGAINST : M. for Cor.* (Mr. Haggart) 3873 (ii).

W'ELLAND CANAL, ENTRANCE AT PORT COLBURNE,
HARBOUR. IMPROVEMENTS: on M. for Co. of
Sup. (Mr. Montague)3997 (i).

"LAKESIDE," STR., INTEREST TO OWNERS: in
Com. of Sup., 5792 (ii).

WOLSELEY BARRACKS, LIONqDON, LAND PuRCHASBED,
PRICE, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Calvert)M1840 (j).

O. C.'s REGULATING MINING CLA1IS BY OFFICIALS,,

YUKON: Ques. (Mr. Morrison)1824 (i).
ORDER, QUES. OF : Ruling (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 6778.1

ABUSING THE PRIVILEGES OF MOTION TO

ADJOURN : Authorities Quoted (Sir Wilfrid Lau-

rier) 6591; (Mr. Speaker)6594 (ii).
- IRREGULARITT OF DEBATE (Mr. Dep. Speaker)

8921 (iii).
- MEMBER ASKED TO WTHDRW. STATEMENT (Mr.

Speaker)5394 (ii).
MEMBER ASKET) TO WTHDRW. WORD " BEAST"

(Mr. Speaker) 6225 (ii).
- MEMBER ASKED TO WTHDRW. WORD "COWARD-

LT (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 0157 (ii).

ORDER, QUES. OF, MEMBER ASKED TO WTHDRW. THE

WORD "I)EMAGOGUE " 9655 (iii).
-__MEMBER ASKED TO WTHDRW. THE WORD

"TH IMBLE-RIGGERI," 9655 (iii). .
MEMBER IMPUTING MOTIVES: Ruling (Mr.

Dep. Speaker,) 5882, 6230 (ii).
MEMBERS REQUESTE) NOT To INTERRUPT (Mr.

Speaker) 427 (i).
REFERENCE TO DEBATE IN ANOTHER HOUSE,

9897 (iii).
_____ REFERENCE TO DEBATE IN CoMr.: Ruling (Mr.

Speaker) 6826 (iii).
REFERENCE TO PAST DEBATE: Ruling (Mr.

Dep. Speaker,) 6753 (ii).
-- ON STATEMENTS MADE GENERALLY: Ruling

(Mr. Speaker) 7213 (iii).
ORFORD MOUNTAIN R. Co.'s S usinT: prop. Res.

(Mr. Blair) 8915; in Com., 9450 (iii).
ORDINANCES REcEIVED, YUKON COUNCIL, NUMBER,

&c.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hilrt Tipper) 2703 (i).
ORIGINAL CONSTRUCTION, I. C. R.: in Coin. of Sup.,

7155 (iii).
ORILLIA PUBLIC BUILDING, CARETAKER, NAME, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1957 (i).
O'rrAWA, ARNPRIOR AND PARRY SOUN R) liY. CO.'s

Su3sDr: prcp. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916; in Coi.,
9456 (iii).

OrrAWA BRIîGES: in Coi. of Sup., 8147 (iii).
BUILDING, VENTILATION, &C.: in Coin. of

Sup., 5183 (ii).
Ottawa City B. No. 187 (Mr. Ficding). Prop.

lies., 5098 (ii); in Coi. on iRes., 9186; 1, 9197;
2°, 9609; in Con., 9626; 3¢*, 9636 (iii). (62-63
Vic., C. 10.)

OTTAWA CITY INDEMNIFICATION, &C., ANI> GOVTL.

INTENTION TO OTHER CITIES, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Bergeron) 6379 (i).
OTTAwA ANI) CYRVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CONTR ACT, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Hodgins) 8991 (iii).
Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co.'s B. No. 18 (Mr.

Champag;ne). 1°', 700; 2°*, 934; in Coin., 2150;
M. to ref. to Sel. Coi., 2284 (i); in Coin. and
3°*, 3842 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c. 82.)

OTTAWA ELECTRIC STREET Ry. B. 18: Remarks (Mr.
Sproule) 2318 (i).

Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co.'s B. No.
17 (Mr. Champagne). 1', 700; 2 , 934; in
Coim. and 3°*, 2524 (î). (62-63 Vic., c. 83.)

OTTAWA AND GATINEAU RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916; in Com., 9489, 9809 (iii).

NoON-DAY G UN, FIRING, &C.: in Coin. of Sup.,
2277 (i).

RIVER, SURvEYs, &c.: in Coin. of Sup., 9176

(iii).
WATER POWER, LEASES, TERMINATIONS, &C.:

M. for Stnlnt.* (Mr. Copp) 2961 (i).
OTTAWA SUPPLY CO., AND CONTRACTS WITH GOVT.:

Que. (Mr. Davin) 2185 (i).
Ottawa Suburban Ry. Oo.'s incorp. B.

No. 117 (Mr. Morrison). l*, 2966 (i); 2°'
3492 (ii).



INDEX.

Or'ELLET, MR. AGAPIT, PAR. IN Le Soleil, EMPLYMT.
BY GovT., &C.: Ques. (MI. Marcotte) 3259 (i).

-- SusrNSION, &C. : Ques. (Sir Charles Tup-
per)1859 (i).

OWEN SOUND, DREDGINc: in Coi. of Sup., 8016 (iii).
OWEN SOUDI AND MEAFORD RY. CO.'S SUBsIDY:

prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916 ; in Com., 9782 (iii).
OYSTER BEi, ]B.C., CLAIS OF RSQUIMALT AND NAN-

AIMO Ry. Co.: Ques. (Mr. McInnes) 3821 (ii).
CULTURE: in Com>. of Sup., 4241 (ii).

PACIFI CA BLE BETWEEN VANCOUVER ANI) AUSTRALIA:

prop. Res. (Mr. Mulock) 1950 (i).
AGRIEEMENT B. 8383 (iii).

Sec AUsTîALASIAN.

PACIFIC CABLE AND GOVT. OF B. C., OFFERs RESPECT-

INo : M. for Cor.* (Sir (harles HlRibbert Tupper)
3873 (ii).

-_ COMMUNICATION FROM B. C. GOVT.: Remiarks
(Mr. Morrison) 2697 (i).

M. to print Papers (Mr. Case y) 2963 (i).
COR. BETWEEN 13MP. AND COLONIAL GOVTS.:

M. for Copies* (Mr. Casey) 1879 (i).
S PAR. N Citien re CONFERENCE BETWEEN SEC.

OF STATE FOR COLONIES AND HIGI COMMIS

SIONER. Renarks (Mr. Fraser, Guysborough)
3268 (i).

Reuarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 1352 (i).
PAPERS, YUKON INVESTIGATION : M. to print Papers

(Mr. Sifton) 1730 (ii).
PAR. IN LONDON Times, ADMINISTRATION OF YUKON,

(Mr. Dvin) 7535 (iii).
IN N ORTIH BRITISH Daily Mail, YUKON, CHAR-

GES AGAINST: on M. for Coi. of Sup. (Mr.

Davin) 8020 (iii).
PAISEAU, MIR. C. D., POSU1ATER AT ST. EsPRIT,

DISMISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Dupas) 1962 (i).
PARIS AGENCY, SALARIES, &c.: in Coi. of Sup., 8704.

EXHIBITION: in Coi. of Sup., 10140 (iii).
EXPOSITION, CAN. COMMIssuONERS, SPACE, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Lernieux) 1829 (i).
PARKER, CHARLES H., DISMISSAL, &C.: Que-. (Mr.

Domville) 1972 (i).
PARKER'S COVE WHARF : in Conm. of Sup., 10001 (iii).
PARIAMENTARY LIBRARY, REWIRING;, &C.: in Com.

of Sup., 9956 (iii).
OPENING : Mess. by Black Rod, 1 (i).
PROROGATION: Com. from Gov. Gen.'s Sec.

read, 10246 (iii).
PARRY SOUND RY. CO.'s SURS1DY: prop. Res. (Mr.

Blair) 8917; in Com., 9494 (iii).
PASPEBIAC AND GASPÉ RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prOp. Res.

(Mr. Blair) 8917; in Com., 9818 (iii).
PASSES ISSUED, I. C. R., SiNCE AUG UST, 1896, NAMES,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1860 (i).
PATENT OFFICE LIBRARY : in Con. of Sup., 5074 (ii).

- PHOTOGRAPHIC ESTABLISHMENT : in Com. of

Sup., 5090 (i).
"PATEXT -RECORD " PRINTING, &C.: in CoM. of Sup.,

5074 (ii).
Patents. See Penberthy "Robertson," " Wil-

liams."
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PEDNAULT, MR. P., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT., SALARY, &C.;

Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 3337 (il).
PEMBROKE $OUTHERN RY. CO.'sSUBSIDY : prop. Res.,

(Mr. B/q ir) 8917 (iii).
Penberthy Injector Co.'s Patent Relief B.

No. 141 (Mr. mAe'regor)1°*, 4340: 2°*, 5359(ii);
in Con., 6878 ; 3°*, 6879 (ii). (62-63 Vie., c.122.)

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. No. 173 (Sir Wil-
frid Laurier) 1°*, 7873 ; 2', and in Coin., 8762;
30*, 8774 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 48.)

PENITENTIARIEs, PRINTING Hi CONVICTS: Ques. (Mr.
Monk) 1832 (i).

ComuissION : in Com. of Sup., 5477(ii).
Pension Fund, Dom. Bank Society B. No.

100 (Mr. Bertrau) 1°*, 2409; 2°, 2650 (i) ; in
Com. and 3°*, 4302 (il). (62-63 Vie., e. 112.)

PENSIONS, reFENIAN RAID-: ini Conm. Of Sup., 8750(iii).
r.i R E R LLON 1885: in Coi. of Sup., 8750 (iii).

Pensions. See, "Mounted Police."
PERMANENT FORCE, YUKON : in Comî. of Sup., 7005

(iii).
PERsON A., E xPLANATION re BINDERTwusNE CONTRACT:

par. in Ottawa Journal (Mr. Taylor) 7197 (iii).
M. to Adjn. (Mr. Taylor) 7205 (iii).
CHANGE 0F ATTITUDE TOWARDS HIS PARTY (Mr.

Costigan) 3555, 3648 (ii).
IN REF. TO REMAURSON COAL OIL PRICES (Mr.

Wallace) 22 7 (i).
re COR. BETWEEN MINISTERS AND MRt. F.

P ET E R8 (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4896 (ii).
MILr A EXPENDITURE (Mr. McKel/) 1354 (i).
PAR. IN ";GLOBE " re MNR. PRED. PETERS A'ND

YUKON CHARGES (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3337 (ii).

-- PAR. IN "LA PATRIE" (Mr. Berteron) 1953 (i).
PAR. in "MAIL " AND "EMPIRE " re SPEECH AT

PICTON, ONT. (Mr. Richardson) 5375 (i).
PAR. IN "MAIL" AND "EMPIRE" re YUKON

CH ARGES (Mr. Domrnille) 1167 (i).
PAR. IN MAN. "FREE PRESSs" (Mr. Davin) 1952

PAR. IN MONTREAL "GAZETTE" (Mr. Fraser,
Guysborough) 2036 (i).

PAR. IN MONTREAL "STAR" (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 701 (i).

PAR. IN MONTREAL "STAR" (Sir Louis Davies)
618, 701 (i).

PAR. IN MONTREAL "STAR" re WHARF AT ST.

JOHN (Mr. Blair) 7326 (iii).
re QUESTION AS TO MI. MARK WORKMAN (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4990 (ii).
PAR. IN TORONTO " WORLD " (Mr. Sproule) 6825

(iii).
PAR. IN "UNITED CANADA" rie APPLICATION

FOR MR. COSTIGAN'S SEAT (Mr. Davin) 3845 (ii).
re VOTE ON KETTLE RiVER RY. BILL (Mr.
Prior) 9595 (iii).

PETERS, MR. F. AND E. V. BODWELL, LEGAL Ex-.
PENSESi; n Com. of Sup., 5181 (ii).

PETIT D« GRAT BiREAKWATER, AMOUNT EXPENDI) RY

GOVT.: Ques. (MIr. Gillies)1886 (i).
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PETITION, DUFFERIN COUNTY re INCREASE OF MILITIA
GRANT : Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker) 1071.

- ESSEX COUNTY re INOREASE OF MILITIA GRANT:
Ruled out of Order (Mr. Speaker) 803 (j).

- IRREGULARITY OF: Remarks (Mr. Speaker) 421.
- LANARK COUNTY re 1NCREASE OF MILITIA

GRANT : Ruled out of Order (Mr. Sp-aker) 1639(i).
RULE OF PROCEDURE (Mr. Speaker) 1737 (i).

Petroleum andNaphtha Inspection B. No.
131 (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbiniere) prop. Res.,
3647; 1°, 3749 ; 2*', and in Com., 3884 ; 30*,
390 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 27.)

PHILIPSBuaG RY. AND QUARRY CO.'S SUBSIDY : prop.

Res., (Mr. Blair) 8914 ; in Com., 9437 (iii).
PICHETTE, MR., PRIVILEGES AT LÉviS STATION : Ques.il

(Mr. Casgira in) 4992 (ii).
PICTOu AND CHETICA3MP MAIL SunSI>Y : in COM. of

Sup., 10156 (iii).
PIGEON R IVER, Dredging, &c.: Ques. (3fr. Hughes) j

2191 (i).
- SwING BRIDGE, Construction, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Hughes) 2480 (i).
PINETTE HARBOUR, P.E.I., Pets. re DREDGING: Ques.

(Mr. Martin) 2112 (i).
" PINGREE " AND "LOWE." STRS., UNDERVALUATION,

&C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8218 (iii).
PLAINS OF ABRAHAM, ExPIRY oF LEASE, MEMORIALS,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1835 (i).
M. for Copies* (Mr. Casqrain) 2026 (i).

POACHING ON THE PACIFIC COAST: Ques. (Mr. Prior)
8347 (iii).

POINTE CLAIRE WHARF, ESTIMATED CosT, TENDERS.
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2111 (i), 4806 (i).

- -M. for Ret.* (Mr. Monk) 2962 (i).
POINT JEROME LIGHT-KEEPER : Inquiry for Ret.,

(Mr. Gillik) 3668 (ii).
POINT TUPPER, IMPROVEMENTS: in Com. of Sup.,

9171 (iii).
PONTIA C PACIFIC JUNCTION RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop.

Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915; in Coin., 9448 (iii).
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Go.'s B. No.

34 (Mr. Poupore). 1°*, 974; 2°*, 1389; in Coin.
and 3°*, 2152 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 84.)

PONTIAC. Sec " Roman Catholie."
PONTYPOOL AND BOBCAYGEON RY. CO.'S SUBSIY :

prop. Res. (Mr. Haggart), 8915; in Com., 9447
(iii).

Portage du Fort and Bristol Ry. 0o.'s B.
No. 42 (Mr. Poupore). 1°, 1165; 2°, 1389 (i);
in Com. and 3*, 4857 (ii).

PORTAGE DU FORT BRIDGE: in Com. of Sup., 10071
(iii).

Ry. CO.'s SUBSIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Blair),
8915; in Com., 9449 (iii).

PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE POST OFFICE, CARETAKER, BAL-
ARY, NAME, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Roche) 2485 (i).

PORT CLYDE AND LOOKPORT RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop.
Res. (Mr. Blair), 8916 ; in Coin., 9781(iii).

PORT COLBORNE HARBOUR: in Con. of Sup., 9250 (iii).
AND PoaRT DALHOUSIE HARBOUR IMPROVE-

MENTS: prop. Res. (Mr. IcCleary), 3276 (i).

PORTER'S LAKE, DREDGING, &c. : in Com. of Sup.,
9993 (iii).

PORT GEORGE, ANNAPOLIS Co., NAME OF POST-

MASTER, CHARGE OF IRREGULARITIES: Ques. (Mr.

Mil/s), 9697 (iii).
PORT HAWKESBURY RY. CO.'S SURSIDY : prop. Res.

(Mr. Blair), 8916; in Coi., 9457, 9781 (iii).
PORT HAWKESBURY AND ST. PETER's R. Co. 's SUB-

SIDY: prop. Res. (Mr. Blair), 8914; in Coin.,
9444, 9772 (iii).

PORT MULGRAVE, &C., STEAM COMMNICATION: in
Con. of Sup.. 10156 (iii).

IRISH COVE, MAIL SUBSIDY : in Com. of Sup.,
8692 (iii).

PORTSMOUTH WHARF : in Com. of Sup., 10065 (iii).
POSTMA.bTERS, JACQUES CARTIER COUNTY, SALARIES,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Monk), 6933 (iii).
POSTMASTERS' SA LARIES : in Com. of Sup., 5805 (i).
POST OFFICE DEPT. : in Com. of Sup., 7330; conc.,

10202 (iii).
DEA.i D LETTER BRANCH : in Con. of SuI)., 5032,

5052 (ii).
DEIPYL. EMPLOYEES, &C., NAMES OF THOSE NOT

RECEIVING STATUTORY INCREASES SINCE 1896: M.
for Ret.* (Mr. Hodgins), 5943 (ii).

-- INSPECTORýS SA LARIES : in CoIm. Of Sup., 5798
(ii).

MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup.,
7388 (iii).

POST CARDS ISSUED BY P. O. DEPT., QUALITY, &c.:
M. for Cor., &c. (Mr. Foster), 1879 (i).

* CARDS, &C., ISSUED> SINCE JAN., 1897: M. for
Stmnt.* (Mr. Foster), 1877 (i).

POSTAL NOTES, CONTRACT, COST, &c.: M. for Copy
(Mr. Foster), 1982 (i).

ENGRAVING, PRINTING, &c., TENDERS, &C.:

M. for Cor., O.C.'s, &c.* (Mr. Foster), 1877 (i).
LOST THROUGH TRANSMISSION : Remarks (Mr.

Bergeron), 10226 (iii).
STAMP DIES, NUMBER ORDERED BY GOVT.,

COsT, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Monk), 3943 (ii).
REPRODUCTION OF FACSIMILES By BANK NOTE

Co. : Ques. (Mr. McGregor), 2901 (i).
Post Office Act A mt. B. No. 155 (Mr. Mu-

lock). 1°, 5093; 2°. 6102; in Coin,, 6104; 3°*,
6118 (ii). (6243 Vie., c. 29.)

POST OFFICE:
ANNAPOLIS Co., PORT GEORGE Pos OPFICE, IRRE-

GULARITIES, &c. : Ques. (Mr. MdiUy) 8989, 9179
(iii).

AUTOMOBILE CARS, ToRono PosT OFFICE: in Com.
ofSup., 9958 (iii)

BAIL, MR, W. D., POSTXASTZ RAT BATH, ONT.,
DismussAL, PAPERS, &c.: M. for Copies (Mr.
Wilson) 2390 (i).

-Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Wilson)877 (ii).
BATIsCAN POST OFFICE, CHARGES AGAINST POsT-

MABTEs, COR., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 220
().

--- Rep. ofInupector: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 1966
(i).

- SALART OF POSTMIaREsS: Ques. (Mr. far-
cotte) 1970 (i).
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POST OFFICE-Con.
BEAUMONT, WU., CLAIMS FOR DISTRIBUTING MAIL

AT MAPLE BAY PRIOR TO CONFEDERATION : Ques.
(Mr. Melnnea) 3820 (ii).

BERTHIER (en haut) PoSTMASTER AND EMPLOYERS,
SALARIES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Caugrain) 2702 (i).

BiLODEAU, MR. JOB., POSTMASTER AT CHAMBORD,
DISMIssAL, &C.: Qtues. (Mr. Casgrain)1962(i).

BRANTFORD POSTMASTER, APPNMT., BY GOT.:
Ques (Mr. Clancy) 1968 (i), 8464 (iii)

BOURGET, P. A , POSTMASTER AT LtvIs, INCREASE

OF SALARY: Ques.(Mr. Casgrain) 4059 (ii).
BROoKSIDE, P. E. I., POSTMASTER, RESIGNATION,

&C. : Ques. tMr. Martin) 1969 (i).
CHICOUTIMI, POSTMASTER'S DISMISSAL, PETS., CORS.,

&C.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Casgrain) 2408 (1).
CLIFTON POSTMASTER, P.E.I., COR., PETS., &C.:

re APPOINTMENT: M. for Copies* (Mr. Martin)
5377 (ii).

DARGAVEL, MR.. .. B., POSTMASTER AT ELGIN, Dis-
MISSAL: Ques. (M r. Taylor) 1955 ().

DAWSON AND VANCOUVER MAIL SERVICE, ARRIVAL
DESPATCu, & c.: M. for i<et.* (Mr. Foster) 2961

(i).
DEAD LETTER BHANCH: in Com. of Sup., 5032, 5052

(i).
- CONTINGENCIES, &C.: in Com. of Sup,. 5068

(ii).
FRANKING PRIVILEGE TO LEGISLATIVE REPORTS,

&C.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 38-3 (ii).
GALT PoSTMASTBER, SALARY, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Ben-

nett) 3824 (ii).
(3A UTHI ER, JE AN, PoSTMASTER AT ME rABETCHOUAN,

DIsMISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Cusgroin) 4059 (ii).

GUAY PoST OFFICE, REVENUE, SALARY PAID TO
POSTMASTER VRRiAULT, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Mar-
cotte) 3260 (i).

HAVe LocK AN DOAK LAKE MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS,

&c. : Ques. (Mr. Lang) 3824 (ii).
HUMBERSTONE POST OFICE,CMARGES AGAINSTPOST-

MASTER DîsISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. McCleary)
6562 (ii).

Remarks (Mr. Bennett) 6594 (ii).
INSPECTOR'S SALARIES: in Com. of Sup., 5798 (ii).
INVERNESS POST OFFICES, CHANGE oF LOCATIONS,

APPNMTS. AND UISMISSALS: Ques. (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tu'pPer) 3825 (ii).

JACQUES CARTIER COUNTY MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 6934,6933 (iii).

LANG POST OFFICE AND RAILWAY STATION, CAR-
RIAGE O? MAILS, TENDERS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Lang) 3823 (ii).

LAIUOUCHE, MR. WU., POSTMASTER AT LKE oBou-
CHETTE, DISMI8SAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Caograin)
1962 (i).

LEGRIS, MR., POSTMASTE:R AT STE. EULALIE IN-
VicSTIGATION, REP., &é. : Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau)
4272 (ii).

LETTER CARRIERS, B.C.., NUMBER, SALARIES, &C.,
FROM 1895 TO 1899: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Frior)
2789(i).

LÉv.s MAIL ëERVICE, NAME'S oF CARRIERS, SALA-
RIES, &C. : Que$. (Mr. Caagrain) 3554 (ii).

LONiDON LETTER CA RRIERS AND STREET RY., TRANS-
PORTATION : Ques -(Mr. Beattie) 4483 (ii).

.- RAILWAY TRANSPORTATION, SALARIES:

Ques. (Mr. Beattie) 4995 (ii).
MCKEYZIE POST OFFICE, MAN.,PaTS. re &.-.,NàxB,

oF POSTMASTER : Ques. (Mr. Roche) 2185 (i).
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POST OFFICE-Con.
MAGADALEN ISLANDS MAIL SERVICE, CANTRACTOR'S

NuE, TERMS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Macdonald,
P.E.1.) 2113 (i).

-- M. for Cor.* (Mr. PoDe) 2789(i).
MAIL BAGS, CONTRACTS:.BETWiFEN GOVT. AND OT-

TAWA SUPPLY Co.: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 218.5 (i).
MAIL CLERKS : in Com. of Sup., 7331 (iii).
-- SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., 7366 (iii).
- JACQrES CARTIER COUNTY: Ques. (Mr.

Monk) 6933, 6934 (iii).
- PACIFIC COAST, FACIL!TIF.S BY GOVT.: Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tipper) 3254 ().
MARGAICEE AND ORANGEDALE MAIL SERVICE,

CHANGES, &c., re CONTRACTORS : Ques. (Mr. Mc-
Dou gall) 3261 (i).

MARTEL, MR - V., POSTWASTER AT ST. PRIME, Dis-
MISSAL, &C.: Ques. (M r. Cagrain)1964(i).

MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup., 738
(iii).

MONTREAL AND LAB:LLE MA iL SERVICE, APPNMT.
OF MAIL CONDUCTOR: Ques. (Mr. Chauvin) 1966.

MONTREAL. POSTMASTERSHIP, VACANCY, &o.: Ques.
(Mr. Quinn) 5859, 6047 (ii).

- - RESIGNATION OF 1OSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr.
Taylor) 1827 (i).

MOONSTONE, ONT., POSTMASTER,NAi E., &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Bennett) 1957 ().

MORRIS, DIR., POSTMASTER AT DUNDAS P.E.I., RE-
SIGNATION, &c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Macdonald.
P.E.L.) 3873 (ii).

MORTON POST OFFICE, hISMISSAL OF MR. J. R.
LEAKE, RF.i. UF INSPECTOR, COR., &c.: M. for
Copies*(Mr. Taylor) 2962i).
- Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Taylor) 3150 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Tfylor)1963 (i>.
MOUNT ALBION, P.E.I., MAIL SERVICE, PETS. re,&C.:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1)9 (i).
MURRAY BAY AND QUEBEC MAIL SERVICE, COU-

PLAINTS OF DELAY, &C.: Ques, (Mr. Caegrian)
1960 (i).

NEWSPAPERS 1SSUED AND MA1LED IN TORONTO AND
MiUNTREAL. WEIGHTS, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Quinn) 2787 (i.

NORTH SYDNEY POSTMASTER, RUMOURED DISMISSAL:
Remarks (Mr. McDougall) 4399, 4996 (ii).

OL SPRINGS POSTMASTER, REFUND POR STOLEN

STAMPS: in Com. of Sup., 5800 (ii).
OTTAWA AND CYRVILLE MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACT,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Hodgins) 8991 (iii).
PARISEAU, MR. C. D., POSTMASTER AT ST. ESPRIT,

DISMISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Duge#s) 1962 i)-
PORT GEORGE, ANNAPOLIS C -- , NAME OF POSTMASTER,

CHARGE OF IRREGULARITIES: Ques. (Mr. Mills)
9697 (iii).

PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE POST OFFICE CARETAKER, SAL-

ARY, NAME, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Roche) 2485(i).
POSTAGE STAMP DIES, NUMBER ORDERED BY *GOvT.,

COst, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3943(ài).
-- REPRODUCTION OF FACSIMILIS BY BANE NOTE

Ou.: Ques. (Mr. McGregor) 2901 (i).
--- NOTES,CONTRACT,COST.&C.: M.for Copy(Mr.

Fo8ter)1982(i).
-- ENGRAVING, PRINTING. &C., TENDERS. &O.: M.
for Cor., O. C.'s. &e.* (Mr. Foster) 1877 ().

- STAMPS LOST THRuUGH TR ANSMISSION: Re-
marks (Mr. Bergeron) 10226 (iii).

--- STAMPS, CARDS, &C., ISSUED SINCE JAN., 18fT:
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Foster) 1877 ().
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POST OFFICE-Con.
POST CARDS ISSUED BY P. O. DEPT. QUALITY, &C.:

M. for Cor.., &c.* (Mr. Foeter) 1879 (i).
POSTMASTERS SALARIES: in COM. ofSup. 5805 (ii).

-- JACQUES CARTIER Co., SALARITES, &c.: Qus.
(Mr. Monk) 6933 (iii).

POST OFFICE DEP., DEAD LETTE! BRANcH: in Comr.
of Sup., 5032,5052(ii).
-- DEPTL. EMPLOYERS. &C., NAMES OF THOSE NIOT
RECEIVING STVATUTORY INCREASES SINCE 1896:
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Hodgine) 5943 (ii).

DEPT.: in CoM. of Sup., 7330; cone., 10202 (iii).
MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup.,

7388 (iii).
P. E. I. GRAND VIEW, CHANGES IN MAIL SERVICE,

PETS. AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Martin) 4994 (ii).
-- M. for Copies* (Mr. Martin) 5377 (ii).

-- MAIL SERVICE BETWEE% I. C. R. AND CAPE
TiPRMENTINE. COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2325
(i).

AND MAINLAND MAIL SERVICE, ARRANGE-
MENTS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1838 i).

-- WINTER MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS, &C.: M.
for Copies (Mr. Martin) 3124 (i).

PRINTING AND STATIONERY, P. O. DEPT.: in Com. of
Sup., 7358 (iii).

PURPLE STAMPED 2-CENT ENVELOPES, CIRCULATION,
ERBOR IN PRI!.TING: Ques. (Mr. Quinn) 3797 (ii).

RAILWAY MAIL SERVICE, SUPERINTENDENT AND
STAFF, SALARIES, TRAVELLING EXPENSES, &C.:
M. for ReOt. (Mr. Hodgins) 5944 (ii).

REGISTERED LETTERS STOLEN OFF 0. P. R. TRAIN:
Ques. (Mr. Ienderson) 1829 (i).

ST. JEROME POSTIASTER. DIsMISSAL, CHARGES
AGAINST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Caugrain) 2182(i).

ST. JOSEPII D'ALMA, POST.MASTER, INCREASE IN SAL-
ARY: Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain) 1847 (i).

ST. TROMAs AND AYLMER MAIL SERVICE, ADVERTISE-
MENTS EOR TENDERS: Ques. (Mr. Ingram) 998
(iii).

SINGLETON, Mr. W.R., POSTMASTER AT DELTA, DIS-
MISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1956 (i).

SLNTULATA POSTMISTRES8, .DISMISSAL, &C.: Que.
(Mr..Davin)8468 (iii).

M. to Com. of Sup., Remarks (Mr. Davin)
10 118 (iii).

SUITE, MR. ABNER, POSTMASTER AT RUSAGORNIS,
DISMISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. FoSter)256 (i).

SPROULE, R. J., POSTMASTER AT FLESHERTON, OUT.,
COMPLAINTS AGAINST: Ques. (Mr.-Davia) 9179.

STAMPED ENVELOPES, 2-cENT, GREEN, NUwmER PuR-
CHAsED IN TORoNTO, Issu: OF AND .DISTRniuTION:
Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 2189 (i).
-- 2-CENT, PURPLE, NUMBER ISSUED AND DISTRI-
BUTED: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 2187 (i).

STAUFS, JUBILEE AND GREATER EMPIRE, STAMP
PLATES, COST, NUMBUR, &C.: M. for Ret. (Mr.
Fouler)2028(i).

SYDENAM POSTMASTER, IRREGULARITY I Ao-
COUNTS: Ques. (Mr. Bell, Addington)6935 (iii).

TORONTO EAST POSTMASTER, RECOMENDATIONS FOR
VACANT PosmrroN: Ques. (Mr. Maclean) 4272(il).

TORONTO P. O., APPuNTS. BY GOVT., N M, BAL-
AiES, &c.: Que. (Mr. Clarke) 1981 (i).

--- M. for Rot. (Mr. Clarke) 2905(i).
VICTORIA, B.C., LuTTER CARRIERS, NImBER, SALA-i

lES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)1960 (i).
WALEER, POSTMASTER AT AiLoA CRAO, CEARGES

AGAINST?: M. for Cor. (Mr. Haggart) 3873 (i).

POST OFFICE-Con.
WALMSLEY, ALEX., SUPERANNUATION AS BRITISE

MAIL CLEEK: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3797 (ii).
WALTHAM AND CHAPEAU MAIL SERVICE, PET. PROM

PONTIAC CO. COUNCIL: Quei. (Mr. Poupore) 2330
(i).

YUKON MAIL CLERKS: in Com. of Sup., 6360 (ii)7350
(iii).

SERVICE: in Com. of Sup., cone., 6390 (ii)
10202(Ciii).
-- BETWEEN DAWSON AND VANCOUVER, &C.:
Ques (Mr. Foster) 1965 (i).

--- (1898-9) EFFICIENCY OF CONTRACTORS. REPS.,
&C.: M. for Cor. (1r. Borden, Halifax) 2705 (i).

REGISTERED LETTERS, &C., POLICY OF GOVT.:
Remarks (Mr. MeDougall) 3792 (ii).

REGISTERED PARCELS, &C., RETURNED FROX
DEA) LETTER OFFICE: Remarks (Mr. Taylor)
4351 (ii).

POST OFFICE, EMPLYMT. OF MR. BOUBASSA:
Ques. (Mr. Davin)1833, 1958 (i).

HARPER. MR. F., POSTMASTER AT DAWSON
CITV, ISSUE OF NOTICE: Quem. (Mr. Gillies)
1961 (i).

POTASH INSPECTION AND MONTREAL BOARD OF

TRADE: Ques. (Mr. PImy) 1858 (i).
PETS, &c. : M. for Cor.* (Mr. Préfontaine)

1878 (i).
POULTRY FEEDING EXPEIRIMENTS, GOVTL. ACTION:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2110 (i).
POWERS, MR. THos., LEASE .F GOVT. LAND AT

LVIS : Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3082, 3259 (ii).
PREFERENTIAL TRADE WITII . B.: Ant. (Sir Charles

Tupper) neg. (Y. 41; N. 77.) 7965 (iii).
aint. to Com. of Sup. (Sir Chairfe.s fTupper)

7773, 7789, 7840, 7942, 7953 (iii).
Deb. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 7790; (Mr.McNeill)7809;

(Mr. Mulock) 7835; (Mr. Moore) 7846: (M r.
Sproule) 7852; (Mr. McMillan)7861; (Mr. Davin)
7874; (Mr. Bell, P.E.I.)7894; (Mr. Wallace) 7905;
(Mr. Renderson)7915; (Mr. Boger#) 7931; (Mr.
Osler) 7944; (Mr. McPherson) 7945; (Mr. Mon-
tague) 7946; (Mr. Bergeron) 7950; (Mr. Bell,
Pictou)7955; (Mr. Broder, Dundas) 7961(iii).

PREFERENTIAL TRADE wITH G. B., GOVTL. INTEN-
TioN: Remarks (Mr. McNeill) 8469 (iii).

prop. Motion: Remarks (Mr. McNeill) 8221,
8347 (iii).
Deb. (Mr. McNeill) 8221, 8347, 8469; (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 8222, 8347, 8469; (Sir Charles Tupper)
822 (iii).

Prop. Res. (Mr. McNeill)8633 (iii).
Deb. (Mr. Me Neil) 863, 8634, (wtbdn.) 8755; (Sir

Wi(frid laurier) 8638,8755; Sir Charles Tupper)
8689,8754; (Mr. Edward) 864; (Mr. Charlton)
8754,8755(iii).

Preservation of Health. &e "Publie Works."
PRESToN, MRL W. T. R., SALARY, &C.: in Com. of

Sup., 8569; Amt. (Mr. Bennett) 8578; cone.,
10214 (iii).

EMPLYnT. BY GovT.: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 6938
(iii).

PREVENTIVE SERVIOE : in Om. of Sup., 4788, 5578
(li).
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PRIME MINISTER'S REPLY TO INVITATION TO CHICAGO

DEMONSTRATION :

- Par. in Newspaper: lRemarks (Mr. Davin)
9695; M. to Adjn., 9837, 10220 (iii).

LE'TER OF PRIME MINISTER TrO H. H. KOHL-
SAAT: Remarks (Mr. Davin) 1(r220 (iii).

PRINCE ALBERT MOUNTEn POLICE BARACKS, DATE OF

ERECTION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Davis) 8467 (iii).

REG1STRY OFFICE, DATE OF ERECTION, COST,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Daris) 8468 (iii).

Prince Albert. Sec " Nisbet."

P. E. I. Ry. (Murray Harbour Branch) B.
No. 183 (Mr. Blair)1°*, 8989 ; 2* and in Comn.,
9750; 3*, 9758 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 4.)

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND:
BEAR RIVER, REMOVAL 0F OLD PIERS: in Com. of

Sup., 10161 (iii).
BELLE RIVER, SEIZURE OF Frsa TRAPs, &c.: M. for

Cor.* (Mr. Martin) 2787 ().
BROOKSZIDE. POSTMASTER, RESIGNATION: &C; Ques.

(Mr. Martin) 1969 (i).
CARDIGAN BRIDO.,BONDID WAREHOUSE, PRTS.,COR.,

&C.: M. for Copies*(Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.) 2961
(i).

CHINA POINr: in Com. of Sup., 7751 (iii).
CONSTRUCTION, &C.: M. (Mr. Martin)2485(i).
M. for Ret* (Mr. Martin) 3148 ().

CLIPTON POSTMASTER. COR., PETS. &C., re APPmT.;
M. for Copies* (Mr. Mortin) 5377 (ii).

CUSTOMS REFUND FOR DUTIES PAID ON FISH:
in Com. of Stip., 10114, 10169 (iii).

FISHING BOUNTIES, NAMES OF PERSONS, AMOUNT
PAID, &c.: M. for Ret. (Mr. Macdoinald, P.E.1.)
5861(ii).

FRANCHISE ACT AMT. BILL (P.E.I.) ABSENT FROM
ORDER PArER : Remarks (Mr. Montapue) 9308
ciii).

GRAND VIEW, CHANGES IN MAIL SERVICE, PETS.,
AGAINST : Ques. (Mr. Martin) 4994 (ii).

M. for Copies* (Mr. Martin) 5377 (ii).
HARBOURS AND RivERs : in Com. of Sup., 10006 (iii).
LiTTLE BEAR CREEK, DREDGING : in Com. of Sup.,

8014 (iii).
LOBSTER FIsmnG, EXTENSION OP SEASON IN P.E.L:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 6561 (ii).
Ques. (Mr. McLellon, P.E.I.) 6122 (ii).
SEizuan oF TRAPS, &C.: on M. for Com. of

Sup. (Mr. Martin)5504 (ii).
INFRACTION OF REGULATIONS, FINES IMPOSED,

COST OF PROSECUTIONS, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Martin)5377 (ii).

MonRRis, DR., PoSTMASTER AT DUNDÂS, RESIGNATION,
&c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Macdonald, P.E.I.) 3873
(ii).

MOUNT ALBION,, MAIL SERVICR, PETS. re &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Martin) 1969 (i).

MOUNT STEWART WHAîRF,: in Com. of Sup., 5754;
cone., 6387.(ii).

NEUFRAGE PoND, SuRvEY, RrPs. &c.: M. for Ret.0
(Mr. Maedonald, P.E.L) 3873(ii).

NEWS AGENTS: in Com. of Sup., 7462 (iii).
P.E.L AND Dox. Gorv., DELEGATION re QUESTIONS

AT IssuE, C&Ix.A, ST'MNTS., &c. ; M. for Copies8
(Mr. Martin)1879 (i).

- Aà G.B., COLD STORÂiE AN» SS. CONKUNICA•

TION, &C.: Remarks (Mr. Martin) 5493 (ii).

cxli

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND-Con.
P. E. I. AND 1. C. R., STEEL RAILs, CONTRACTS. &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charles llibbert Tupper) 1814(i).
--- M. for Copies* (Sir Charles Hibbert 2Apper)

1876 (ii).
MAIL SERVICE BETWEEN I.C.R. AND CAPE ToR-

MENTINE, COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Martin)225(fi).
- ARRANGEMENTS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Martin)

1838 (i).
--- MAIL SUnSIDY: in Com. of Sup.,8683,8687(iii).

PUBLIC WORrS: in Com. of Sup., 7751 (iii).
-- Ry. AND BRA NC LINES, PETs., COR., &c.:

M. for Copy (Mr. Martin) 2364, 2368 (i),
-- MURRay HARBOUR BRANCH: in Com. of Sup.,

9211 (iii).
STRAIGHTENING CURVES AT NORTH WILTSHIRE,

COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Martin) 1854 (i).
PINETTE HARBOUR, P. E. I., PETS., re DREDGING,

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2112 (i).
QUEEN'S COUNTY (P.E.L), APPNMT. OF JUDGE: Re-

marks (Mr. Martin) 9000 (iii).
RoLLING STOCK, CURVES, &c.: in Com. of Sup.,

7389 (iii).
SCRIMGEOUR, J. G., GRANT OF BONDED WAREHOUSE,

DATE OF LEASE, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Macdonald,
P.E.1.) 2113 (i).

SOURIS BREAKWATER, P .E.I., CLAIM FOR DAMAGES,
BY MESSES. MEL:.ISH AND WRIGHTMÂN: QUes.
(Mr. Marttn) 4270 (ii).

TELEGRAPH LINES: in Con. of Sup., 8180 (iii).
WINTER MAIL SERVICE, CONTRACTS, &C.: M. for

Copies (Mr. Martin) 3124 (i).
WOOD ISLAND, P.E.I., LIGHTHOUSE EEEPER, DIS-

MISSAL, AND CH&4RGES AGAINST, REP. OF COMMIS-
SioNE R : Ques. (Mr. M irtin) 232C (i).

--- M. for Copies (Mr. Martin) 4813 (ii).
Remarks (Mr. Martin) 10117 (iii).

PRINTING BUREAU : in Com of Sup., 8703 (iii).

AND SUNDAY LA BOUR : Renarks (Mr. Guillet)
3879 (ii).

PIUNTING, JOINT CON. : M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
531 (i).

_____3RD REP. OF Co3.: Presented (Mr. Gibson)
5745 (ii).

--- 4TH A)ND 5TH REP. OF COM. : M. Conc. (Mr.
Gison) 5378 (ii).

7TH REP. OF COM. : M. Conc. (Mr. Gibson)
8913 (iii).

-__MISCELLANEOUS: in Com. of Sup., 5850 (ii).

AN) STATIONERY, P. O. DEPT. : in Com. of

Sup., 7358 (iii).
PRIVATE BILLs, EXTENSION OF TIME: M. (Mr. Lan-

dcrkiin) 2182 (i), 5378 (ii).
M. (Mr. Scriver) 894 (i).

COMMrrrTEE, MEETING DURING SITrINGS OF THE
HousE : M. (Mr. Scriver) 8751 (iii).

- SEL. COMMIrTEE, REUCTIoN OF QUORUM: M.
(Mr. Scriver) 4729 (ii).'

PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS COMMITTEE: M. to Em-
plOy Stenographers (Mr. Fortin) 7193 (iii).

M. to print Evidence (Mr. Fortin) 7194 (iii).
M. to ait concurrently with Sessions of the

House (Mr. Fortin) 7771 (iii).
2ND REuP. OF Cou. : Presented (Mr. Fortin)

9461 (iii).
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PRIVILEGES AND ELECTrONS COMITTEE, ABSENCE OF

MINISTEIS: Remarks (Mr. Davin) 9182 (iii).
REP. OF COM.: Remarks (Mr. Foster) 10115;

M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 10115 (iii).

Stenographer's Fees, 9462 (iii).
PRIVILEGF, QUES. OF : Insertion of Renarks in Han-

sard by Min. of Public Works (Mr. Davin) 421 (j).
SPAR. iN Daily Patriot, P.E.I., re SWEATING

CLAUsE (Mr. Davin) 9594 (iii).
PAR. IN WINNIPEG Frec Press re APPNMT. OF,

MCGREGOR AND) NORWOOD (Sir Charles Tupper)
9180) (iii).

PRIVY COUNCIL OFFICE : in Com. of Sup., 2408, 2265.

PROCEDURE ON CALLUNG ORDERS OF THE DAY : Ruling
(Mr. Speaker) 2118 (i).

FOR RiFTURNs, MoTION re: Ruling (Mr. Speaker)

3560 (ii).
PROHIBITION OF INTOXICATING LiQuoRs, ROYAL COM.

mssiCN, COST, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Sutherland) 1885.

PROHIBITION OF INTOXICTING LiQORS, DIscussioN,

&C.: Reniarks (Mr. Bergeron) 9466 (iii).
Renarks (Mr. Flint) 5359 (i).

PROHIBITION OF INTOXICATING LIQUORs: prop. Res.

(M Mr. Flint).
Deb. (Mr. Flint 8782; (Sir Charles Tupjper) 8805:

(Mr. Charlton) 8814; (Mr. Chri4tie) 8822; (Mr.
Moore) 8823; (Mr. McClure) 8840. (amt.) 8850;
(Mr. McNeill)8851; (Mr. Parmalee)8852, (amt.)
8856; (Mr. Broder) 886; (Mr. Craig)8864; (Mr.
Bell, P E.L) 8869; (Mr. Sifion) 8879; Mr. Wilson)
8883; (MIr. Richardson) 8889; (Mr. Bouraysa)
8891; (Mr. Davin) 8896; (Mr. Roche) 8901; (Mr.
Holmes) 8905; (Mr. He"nderson) 8 9; (Mr.
Logan)8909 (iii).

M. to adjn. (M'r. Poster) 2037 (i).
Deb. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2039,205; (Mr. Sproule)

2040; (Mr. Haggari) 2040; (Sir Lois Davies)
2041; (Mr. Davin) 2043: (Mr. Mulocek) 2043;
(Mr. Clancy) 2043; (Mr. Cacey) 2044; (Mr.
McMullen) 2044; (Mr. Taylor) 2045(i).

PROHIBITION PLEBISCITE, AMOUNT PAID ANI) BALANCE
DUE : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 5859 (ii).

COsT, &C.: qýues. (Mr. McDonpall) 1814 (i).

BAGOT Co., UNPAID CLAIMS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Marcotte) 1967 (i).
EXPENSES IN MONTREAL CITY, AMOUNTS UN.-

PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Quinn) 5312 (ii).

POLL BooKs, VOTERS' LISTS, &c.: M. for
Copies (Mr. Moore) 2906 (i).

RET. Oî- VoTEs P'OLLED, PAPERS, &c.: Request

that they be laid on Table (Mr. Foster) 1894,
1895 (i).

M. (Mr. Foster) to adin., 2037 (i).
--- Ruling (Mr. Speaker) 2041, 2045 (i).

COSTs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 2321 (i).
.- - LEDs Co., RiEP. oF RETURNING OFFICE:

Que& (Mr. Taylor) 1848 (i).
- ,AN&D QUEBEC COUNTIES: Reports asked for

(Mr. Moore) 5748 (ii).
QUEBEC PROv., POLL BOK8, RET., &C., LAID

ON TABLE (Mr. Dep. Speaker) 7320 (iii).
- SPEECH OF MiNisTER op AGeICULTURE AT OT-

TAWA CONVENTION : Ques. (Mr. Moore) 1826 ().

PROROGATION, CO3. FROM GOV. GEN.'s SEC. : Notifi-
cation (Mr. Speaker) 10246 (iii).

PROVIsIONs AND SUPPLIES, YUKON FORCE : in Com.
of Sup., 7126 (iii).

PUBLIC ACers. COMMITTEE, DELAY IN MEETING: M.
to Adjn. House (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3150 (i).

--- Renlarks (Mr. Hughes) 7195 (iii).
MEETINGS DURING SITTING OF THE HOUSE: M.

(Mr. Fraser, Guysborough) 8780 (iii).
--- MEETINGS: Remarks (Mr. Foster) 2604 (i).

Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 2964 (i).
POSTPONEMENTS AND HOURS OF MEETINC, &C.:

Remarks (Sir Ch arles Hibbert Tupper) 4344 (i).
--REDUCTION OF QUORUM: Remarks (Sir Rich-

ard Cartwright) 4347 (ii).
--- REP. oF COMMITTE: Remarks (Mr. Poster)

10116 (iii).
M. to Print Evidence (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

10116 (iii).

--- 3Rù REP. OF CoM.: Cone. (Mr. Fraser, Guys-
borough) 4147 (ii).

--- 6TH REP. oF COM. : Presented (Mr. Fraser)
Guysborough) 9836 (iii).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS, YUKON: in Com. of Sup., 10107
(iii).

Public Works, Preservation of Health
B. No. 105 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)1°*, 2604 (i) ;
2°, 7645; in Com., 7667; 3°*, 7675 (iii). (62-63
Vic., c. 30.)

PUBLIC WORKS:
ALEXANDIA REFORMIATORY: in Com. of Sup., 7622

(iii).
ANNAPoLIS Co., PORT GEORGE HARBOUR, PIER, &c.:

Ques. (Mr. MUla) 7532 (iii).
-- PUBLIC BuLDiNGs, REPAIRS, &C. : Ques. (Mr.

Mill) 2410, 2701 (i).
ANSE A BEAUFILS, sARBouR: in Com. of SuD., 8103

(iii).
ANSE Aux GASCONS BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup.,

8103 (iii).
ANTICOSTI ISLAND, INSPECTION 0F PUBLIC WORKS,

1886, Cosr or Tari: M. for Rep." (Mr. Bergeron)
2789Q(G).

Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 2188 (i).
TELE.GRAPH LIEÀS: in Com of Sup.,10012 (ii).

ARIaicT BAKWATR, N.-S., REPiRs, Ac., AvouNT
EXPEm»NED ROM 1891 TO 1898: Qums (Mr. Gillie)
548b (ii).

ASTRONOIiAL OBSESRVATORY, OTTAWA : in com. of

Sup., 9943 (iii).
BàimN's COVE WHAiRP, ARicHAT, N.8., Cos? oF CONr-

BTraUCTiN: Ques. (Mr. Gilliee) 546 (ii).
BAiDDECx, N.S., ERECTIONX OF DRILL SED-.QUeM.

(,Mr.- Bethune) 2111(i).
BAIE DES HONFLEUR WHAlRF: in COm. of sup., 1001.

BAiE T8-. PAUL : in Com. of Sap., 8104(iii).
BANFP SPRING, OADS £A]D BRmIGs: in -00m. of

Sup.,. 758 (iii).
BAmeIs P Ivs, OEsrBUmroxas.To NAVIGATION,

P=Ts. re : Que&. Mr. Mareorte) M52(ii).
BIUAE BItE, REmovAL Op OLD PiEs: in com. of

SUD'.,10161a 11)
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PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
BEUHARNOIs WATER POWER, IMPOVEMENTS, &C.

Ques. (Mr. Bergeroa)1883 (i).
BELLEY RiVER BRIDGE, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup.,

10070 (iii).
BELRIL PUBLIC WoRKS, TOTAL COST, &0.: Qeis.

(Mr. Monk i 3827 (ii).
BERNIER, MR. N., DISMISSAL: in Com. Of Sup.,

cone -, 102 (iii).
BERTHIER (en haut) PUBLIC WORKS, CONSTRUCTION,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Caagrain) 1893,2703(i).
POST OFFICE: in Coin. of Sup., 7619 (iii).

BOivis, GEDÉON, CONTrRACT FOR SToNE AT RIVIÈRE
LA PIPE WHARF : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 4061(ii).

BOWMANVILLE HARBOUR: in Com. ofSup., 7966 (iii).
BRIDGES, OrTAWA CITY: in Com. of Sup., 8147 (iii).
B.'C., PUBLIC WORKS: in Com. of Sup., 8085, 8190

(iii).
BaOCKVILLE DRILL HALl. : in CoM. of Sup., 9960 (iii).
BRONT E IIARBOUR: in Com. of Sup,, 1069 (iii).
BRUCE MINES WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 7966 iiii).
BUILDINGS, B.C.: in Com. of Sup., 9988 (iii).

N B. : in Com. of Sup., 9954(iii).
N S.: in Com. of Sup., 7613, 9943 (iii).

--- ON-TARIo: in Coin. of Sup., 7611, 7621, 9938,9956
(iii).

QUEBEC: in Com. of Sup., 7619 (iii).
CAMPBELLTON WHARF ; in Com. of Sup., 10012 (iii).
CANOE CUVE BREAKWATER : in Com. of Sup., 10007

(iii).
CAP SANTE : in Coin., of Sup., 8105 (iii).
CHARLESON, MR., J. B., O.C , APPOINTING, &C.: Re-

marks (Mr. Poster) 9699 (iii).
--- SURVEYS, &C., FOR TELEGrAPE LINE : in

Com. of -ýup., 5604 (ii).
TRAVELLING EXpENSES : in Com. of Sup.,

8106 (iii).
CH EzZETcoOK WHA RF: lu Com. of Sup , 10004 (iii).
CHINA POINT, P.E,I.: in Com. of Sup., 7751 (iii).

-,CONsTrucyoN, &c.: M. (Mr. Martin) 2485 (1).
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Martin) 3148 ().

CLAREAU, MR, J. A., CLAIMS FOR MATERIAL FOR CON-
ET RUCTION OF CICOUTIMI viR STE. ANNïE'S WHARF:
Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 3335 (ii).

COLBORNE, PORT, HARBOUR IMPROVEMrENTS, CON-
TRACT, TENDERS, &C.: Ques.(Mr. McNeill) 9310
(iii).

Remarks (Mr. MoIague) 8C33 (iii).
REPORTs OF ENGINEERS, &c :-Inquiry for Ret,

(Mr. Montaque)7771 (iii)
C0LLINGWOOD HARBOUR, IMP.OVEMiENTS: in Com.

of Sup., 8002 (iii).
- 'ASSIGNMENT OF CONTRACTORS: Ques. (Mr.
Bennett) 1893 ().

COLUMRIA RIvER, IMPROVEMIENT, &C. ; in Com. Of
Sup.,8085(iii).

COMMERCAL TELEGRAPH CONSTRUCTION SYNDICATE:
Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Prior) 3752(ii).

CONTRACTSLzET WITBOUT TENDER SINCE JUNE 1896:
M. for 0.0.'s, (Mr. Davin) 5314,5348 (ii).

COSTE, ML, EXPEDITION TO ENG. INSTRUCTIONS,
CoR , RErs., &c.: M. for Paper* (Sir Charles
Hibbert 2Npper) 3334 (i).

Inquiry for Rbt.(Sir Charles Hibbert 2pper)
4997 (ii)

COTEAU LANDING, DREDGING, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
10030 (iii).

--- CONTRACT FoR )REDGING, PAPEIRS, LETRs,
&C.: M. for Copy* (Mr. Bergeron)M2026 ().

cxliii

PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
COW BAY BR EAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 7704 (iii).
COWAN'S BRIDGE: in Com. of Sup., 9172 (iii).
DAVIS, EDWARD, SLIDE MASTER AT CouLoNEor, Dia-

MISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Poupore) 3946 (ii).
DIGBY Posr OFFICE : In Com. of Sup., 9947 (iii).
DEsCOUSsâ WHARF, N.S., COST OF CONSTRCCTION,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Gilles)5486 (ii).
Doi.NIoN PUBLIC BUILDINGS, IGHING, &C.: in

Com. of Sup., 8136 (iii).
DONAHUE, W., CONTRACT voR TIMBER FOR DREDzGEAT

ROBERVAL, &C.: Ques (Mr. Casgrain) 4060 (ii).
DR EDG1NG : in Com. of Sup., 7557 (iii).
- PLANr, MAR. PROVS. AND B.C.: in CoM. ofSuP,

8137, 10070 (iii).
- RICHMOND, N S., AMOUNT EXPENDED FROM 1891

TO 1896: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 5485 (ii).
SALARIES, &C.; in Com ofSup., 5203 (ii).

DRILL HALL, VANCOUVER, B.C., CONTRACT, C0ST, &C.:
Ques. (M r Prior) 5487, 6122 (i), 7765 (iii).

DRY DOCK, VICTORIA, B.C., PETS., re REDUCTION OF
CHARGES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 7766 (iii).

EDMONTON AND YUKON RoUTE, INSTRUCTIONS TO
MESSRS. DIBBLEE ANID DUPoNT: Ques. (Mr.
Hughes) 2114 (i).

EDMONTON BRIDGE, N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup., 8196
(iii).

TRAIL TO YUKON DISTRICT: in Com. of Sup.,
10109 (iii).

ELECTRIC LIGHTING, GAS, &C., OTTAWA BUILDINGS:
in Com. of Sup., 9389 (iii).
- OITAwA BUILDINGS: in Com.of Sup.,5183,5308,
6386 (i), 9939 iiii).

-- Ques. (Mr. Prior) 5308(ii). .
ELEVATOR AT HALIFAX, CONSTRUCTION AND COMPILE-

TION : Ques. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2332 (i).
ESQUIMALT (B.C.), DRY DOCK, REDUCTION JoF RATEs,

PETS., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 6122 (ii).
FENELOw FALLS, CONSTRUCTION OF LSDE: Ques.

(Mr. Hughes'1978 (i).
FiREWORKS, &c., re DEMONSTRATIO ON PREMIER's

RETURN : in Com. of Sup., 8111 (iii).
FRAiER RIVER CHANNEL : in Com. cf Sup., 8088 (iii).
FouHiE HARBOUR, N.S.,.DREDGING, &C. : Ques.

(Mr. Gillies) 2904 (i).
GABARUS BREAKWATER : in Coin. of Sup., 5201 (i),

9991 (iii).
- I'SPECTION, &C., BY (OVT.: Ques. (Mr. If.e

Dugall) 2698 ().
GANANOQUE PUuIC BUILDING, REATINo, TENDERS,

&c. : Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1881 (i).
GODERICH HARBOUR : in Com. Of Sup.,8010 (iii).

DREDGING: in Con. of Sup., 8012 (iii).
IMPROVEMENTS, CONTRACTS, &C. : Ques. (Mr.

Henderson) 1881 i).
GOVT. PROPERTY (B.C -) LEASi, &o., COR., RESPEcT

ING: Ques. (Mr. Prior)8465 (iii).
RENTAL, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 8991 (iii).

OROSS, MR. BOAZ, HARBOUR MASTER AT HïtraRORO',
PnAPERESPECTING'. Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Me-
laerney) 4732 (ii).

HALIFAX Dal.g HALL: in Com. of Sup.,7613(iii).
--- PUBLIc BUILDINGS: in CoM. Of Sup., 9943 (iii).

QUA RANTINE STATION: in Com. Of Sup., 99m
(iii).

HA NTPORTWBAR: in Com. of Sup., 5198 (ii).
HARaUaß D RIERSB.C.iD 0m. f Sup., 8

(iii).
-- GENER ALLY : in Co0m. of8up., 8102 (iii),
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PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
HARBOURS AND RIvERs, MANITOBA : in Com. of Sup.,

8077 (iii).
--N.B.: in Coin. of Sup., 10010 (iii).

--- N.S.: in Com. of Sup , 5198 (ii)7698,9990 (iii).
-- N.W.T.: in Coin. of Sup., 8084 (iii).
-- ONT.: in Coin. of Sup., 7966, 10065(iii).
--- P-E .I.: in Com. of Sup., 10006 (iii).

QUEBEC: in Com. of Sup., 7557. 8103,10014 (iii).
- REPAIRS, &C.: in COM. Of SuP., 8105 (iii).
- WORKS, IMPROVEMENTS, &C.: in COM. Of Sup.,
5201 (ii).

IIERNS, JOHN, CARETAKER NAPANrE PUBLIC BUILD-
ING, CoR. re DISMISSAL, &C.: M. for Copies' (Mr.
Wil4on) 5377 (ii).

INSPECTION: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 1880 (i).
IONA WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 5198 (ii).
IRoN DOoRS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, PURCHASE BY

GoVT.: Ques. (Mr. Hlodgin#) 4273(i),
JÉSUS RIVER. .ONSTRUCTION OF FISHWAY, PLANS,

PAPERS., kc.: M. for Copies (Mr.Fortin) 3269 ().
KAMINISTIQUîA RIVER : in Com. of Sup., 7611 (iii).
KENTVILLE BUILDING : in COM. Of Sup., 7613 (iii).
KINCRD>INF. PEiER: in Com. ofSup .,5203(ii).
KINGSTON UARBOUR, DREDGING: in Com. of Sup.,

KLONDIKE RAILWAY S'URVEY, &C.: in COM. Of Sup.,
8700 (iii).

KNOWLTON LANDING WHARF: in COrn. Of Su) , 10020
(iii).

KOOTENAY RIV FR: in Comi. ofSup., 8090 (iii).
LAiREQUE, MR. C. O., EIIPLYMT. BY GOVT.,

AMOUNTS PAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Cgrqin)1846 (i).
LAK% ST. JOHN, PIERS, &C .: in Com. of Sup ., 8116

(iii).
LAKE ST. Louis, REMOVAL OF SHOAL, REPRESENTA-

TIONS FROM SHnPPERs, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Monk)
2331 (i).

LANÇ.EVÎN BLOCK, BALANCE DUE CONTRACTOR: in
Coni. ofSup., 993s (iii).

STF.FL SIIRCLVING, &C.: in Coi. of Sup., 7625
(iii).

L'ARDOISE ItREAKWATER, AMOUNT EXPENDED BY
GOV'r.; Ques. (Mr. Gillie)1886(i).

- CHAPl. GROVE BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION
BY GOVT .: Ques. (Mr. Gilli.,) 2904 (i).

LÉvis GRAVING DoCK: in Com. of Sup.,8178,9987 1 iii).
PURCHASE OF PR'PF.RTY, AMOUNT PAID, &C.

Ques. (Mr M.1àreotte) 8468(iii).
-- STATION IMPROVEMENTS, AMOUNT EXPENDED,:

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 8220 (iii).
LEwES AND VUKON RIVER bIPROVEMENTS: in COi.

of Sup., 8192(iii).
ILr.-GOV.'S RESIDENCE, REGINA: in Com. of Sap.,

9988 (iii).
LITTLE BEAR CREK, DREDGING : in Comi. of Sup.,

8014 (iii).
LrTL RRIVER, N.S., BREAKWATER, CONSTRUCTION,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 3914 (ii).
LoNDON DRILLBHALL: in COUI. Of Sup., 9961 (iii).
LONG WH ARF. ST. JOHN: in Com. of Sup., 7155, 7242,

7401 (iii).
MACKENZIB, LATE ALEX., MONUMENT: in COM. Of

Sup.,8150 ciii).
MAGDALIR ISLANDS, BREAKWATER : in Com. of Sup.,

8133 (iii).
MrAxiT D HÂRiaOUR: Inquiry for Ret. (Mr.Montague)

9185 (iii).

PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
MANETOBA LAEE, ADDITIONAL CTLETS, &C.: in COM.

of Sup., 8077 (iii).
-DRAINAGE, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1965 (i).

MARIA WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 8133 (iii).
MARYSVILLE, N.B., POST OFFICE : in Comi. of Sup.,

7616 (iii).
MISTASSINI AND STE. METHODE STOBEHOUSES, CON-

STRUCTION, &C., NAME OF CONTRACTOR, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Casvrain) 1888 ().

-- M. for Cor.* (Mr. Catqrqin) 2)28 (i).
MONTREAL HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS, PLANS, &C.:

Ques. (Mr . Monk) 2187 (i): 9964 (iii).
-- in Coi. ofSup ., 5090(ii).

POST OFFICE, REPAIRS, ADVERTISEMENTS re
TsEN DE RS : Ques . (Mr. Monk) 2112 (i).

REPAIRS, &C., NAME OF CONTRACTOR: Ques.
(Mr. Monk) 1974(i).

MOUNT STEWART WHARF, P.E.I.: in COM. Of SuP.
5754; cone , 6387 (ii).

NEUFRAGE POND, P.E.I., SURVEY, REPS., &C.: M.
for Ret.' (Mr. Mcdtnald. P.E I.) 3873(ii).

NrWPORT BREAKWATER: in Coin. of Sup.,100I4(iii).
NICoLET RIVER PUBLIC WORKS, EXPENDITURE, &0.:

Ques. (Mr. Legrie) 3549(ii).
NORTH CIANNEL: in COM. Of Sup.. 5779 (ii).
NORTHERN COMMERCIAL TELEGRAPH CO., AND COR.

WITH DEPT. OF PuBlC WORES: M. for Cor.*
(Mr. Moxccell) 3873 ii).

--- COR. WITH MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: On M.
for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Prior) 5510 (ii).

OAKVILLE, PIERS AD DREDRING: in Coin. of Sup.,
O 5 (iii).

OBSTRuCTIONS IN NAVIGABLE WATERS, REMOVAL,
&C.: inCom. of Slip., 365(i).

O'DONAHUE, MR. W. T , CARETAKER OF ROBERVAL,
SALARY, &C.: Ques . (Mr. C8ra1in) 333( ii).

ORILLIA PUBLIC BUILDING. CARETAKER, NAME. &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1957(i).

OrrAWA BRIDxG: in Com. of Sup.,8147 (iii).
RIVER, SURVEYS, &C.: in Com . of Sup., 9176

(iii).
RIVER WATER POWER, LEAsEs, TERMINATIONS,

&C.: M. forStmnt.* (Mr. (COpp) 2961 (i).
SUPPLY CO. AND CONTRACTS WITH GOVT.: Ques.

(Mr. Davin)2185 (i).
OwEN SOUND, DREDGING : in Com. Of Sup., 8016 (iii).
PARKER'S COVE WHARF : in COnI. of SuP ,10001 (iii).
PARLIAMFNTARY LIBRARY, REWIRING, &C.: in Com.

of-Su p.. 9956 (iii).
PETIT DE GRAT BiREAKWATER, AMOU!T EXPENDED BY

GOvT.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 1886(i).
PIGEON RIVER, DREDGOING: Ques. (H r. Hughes) 2191

(i).
SWING BRIDGE, CONSTRucrION, &C. : Ques.

(Mr. Hugihe8)2480 (i).
PINE1Ti IHARBOUR, P.E.., PETS. re DREDGING:

Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2112 (i).
POINTE CLAIRE WHARF, CONSTRUCTION, AMOUET

EXPENDED, &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Monk) 2962.
-- Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2111 (i), 4806 (ii).
POINT TUPPER, IMPROVEMENTS: in Comi. of Sup.,

9171 (iii).
PORTAGE DU FORT BRIoE : in Coi. of Sup.,10071

(iii).
PORT COLBORNE AND PORT DALHOUSIE, HARBOUR IX-

PROVEMEIITS: Prop . Res. (Mr. McCleary) 327&
(ii).

HARBovia: in Com. of Sup.,9250 (iii).
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PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
PoRTER's LAKE, DREDGING: in Com. of Sup., 999

(iii).
PORTSMOUTH WHARF : in Com. of Sup.,10065(iii).
POwERS, Ma. Tnos., LEASe oF GOVT. LAND AT LÊvis:

Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3259(ii).
PUBLIC WoaKs: in Com. of Sup., 5203 (ii), 7557,

7536 (iii).
- AGNCIEs, B.C. : in Com . of Sup., 8190 (iii).
- B.C.: inComi. of Sup.,8085,8190 (iii).

- CONTINGENCIES: in Com. of Sup., 7554 (iii).
- DEPT. : in Comn. of Sup., 5203(ii), 7536,7557

Ziii).
- PRINTING, STATIONERY. &C. : in Com. of Sup.,

5072, 5085(ii).
INSPECTION, EXPFNSES oF TOUR, NAMES OF

ST RS., &C.: Ques .(Mr. Bergeron)1880 ().
--- N.W.T.: in Com. of Sup., 9988 (iii).

-- 1 NTARIO : in Com . of Sup -, 7611 (iii).
P.E.I. : in Com . of Sup.. 7751 (iii).

QUEBEC BRIDGE, TENDERS FOR CONSTRUCTION, COST,
&C. : Ques. (Mr. Iaggart) 2112 ().

RAINy RIVER CHANNEL : in Comi. of Sup., 8016 (iii).
READING ROOM, VENTILATION, &Ç. : Remarks (Mr.

Sproule) 974 ().
RECoRDS AND PU.BLIC BUILDINGS, SAFETY OF, REP.OF

CoMMISSION: M. for Copy* (Mr. Belcourt) 1878
(6).

RIDEAU HALL: in Com. of Sup., 7693 (iii).
--- A DDITIONAL WING: in Com. of Sup., 9958(iii).

RIVIÈRE DU LOUP, DEEDGING : in Com. of Sup., 8135
(iii).
- CHARGES AGAINST Me. CHAMBERLAND: Ques.
(Mr. Casgrain) 1884(i).

RIviÈRE LA PipE AND FF.RIBONKA WHARFS, EM-
PLYMT. op LABOURERS, &c.: ;sE. Mr. Ca#-
grain) 3337(ii).

- WHARF, &C. in CoM. of Sup., 8116 (iii).
-- COST, &C.: Ques.(Mr. Caagrain)1891i).
ROADS AND BRIDGES : in Com. of Sup., 5204(ii).
-- N.W.T. : in Com. of Sup., 7530,10070 (iii).
ROBERVAL H ARBOUR, DREDGING, Mr. DONAHUE'S

CONTRACT FOR SCOWS : 3. for Cor.0 (Mr. Cao-
grain) 2028 (i).

- Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1888 (i).
ROCHE FENDUE AND CALUMET DAMS, CLA1MS FOR

D]AMAGES, &c. : M. for Ret.* (Mr. Poupore) 2789
Ci).

ROCKy POINT BREAKWATER: in Com. of Sup., 10006
(iii).

ROSEDALE BRIDGE : in Com. of Sup., 7318 (iii).
SWING BRIDGE, EXPENDITURE, AMOUNT CON-

TRIBUTED BY GOVT., &C. : Ques. (Mr. Hughea)
2333 ().

ST. ANDREW'8 RAPIDS: in CoM. ofSup., 9173. 10155
(iii).

ST. CATHARINES DRILL HALL: in CoM. of SuP., 9957
(iii).

ST. FRANCIS LAKE CHANNEL aMPROVIEMENTS: QuOS.
(Mr. Taylor) 1852 ().

--- LAKE SURVEY AN»D SERVICES oF STES. Alert
AN» laka : M. for Ret. (Mr. Taylor) 1878 ().

STE. GENE VIiVE, LAND DAMAGES. RuP. OF COMMIS-
SIONER: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 6934 (iii).

ST. Jous ELEVATOR : in Coin. of Sup., 9163 (iii).
- DEEP WATER TERMINAL FACILITIES : M. for

Speticifiation, Plans, &o.: (Sir Charlea Bibbert
Tupper) 1876 Ci).10

cxlv

PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
ST. JOSRP uDE LÉVIS GRAVING DOCK, LENGTHEINING:

Ques. (Mr. Caagrain) 1882 (i).
ST. LAWRENCE CHANNEL PaOTECTION TO NAVIGATioN:

Remarks (Mr. Bergeron)3343 (ii).
NoRTE SuoE T ELEGRA"iPK LINE, CONTRAcT POR

POLES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Ca.grain) 3335 (ii).
AND CANALS, DEEPING OP NAVIGATION, &O.,

CONTRACTS ENTERED INTO &C. : M. for Bet.*
(Mr. Foter) 2788(i).

RIVRR IMPROVEMENTS, NoiRT CHANNEL, CON-
TRACTS, .PLANS, &C.: M. for Copies((Mr. Tay-
lor) 1877 (i).

---- SHRIP CHANNEL: in Com. of Sup., 5086 (ii),
9986 (iii).

ST. Louis LAKE, DREDGING, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk)
8219 (iii).

SiT. MAURICE RIVER ImPRovMENTs: in Com. of
Sup., 10070 (iii).

ST. NURBERT, INUNDATIONS oF RED RIVER, CLAIMS Op
OwnERS: Ques. (Mr. LaRivière) 1894().

ST. OurS' LoCK: in Coin. of Sup., 7318 (iii).
ST. PIERRE RIVER, ENLARGEMENT: in Com. of SuP.,

9173 (iii).
SABREVoIS WHARF. CoNc., 10026, 10219(<iii).
SAPPER'S BRIDGE : in Com. of Sup., 5204 (ii).
SARNIA POST OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 9962 (Gii).
ScuGooE I vER.DaRDGING, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Hughes)

2191 (i).
SHAG HARBOUR WHARF: in Comi. of Sup., 9998 (iii).
"SHAMRocK." TuG, AMoUNT PAID JOHN KAINE, &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)5666 (ii).
SLIDES AND BooMs: in Com. of Su». 8178 (iii).
SOURiS BREAKWATê.R, P.E.I., CLIM FOR DAMAGES

Br MKSSRS. MELLISH AND WIGHTMAN: QueS.
(Mr. Martin) 4270 (ii).

SPRINGHILL PUBLIC BUILDING : in Com. of Sup.,
9945 (iii).

STEEL BOXES, INTERIOR AND INDIAN DErrS., PUR-
CHASED B GOVT., TENDERS, &C. : Ques. (Mr.
Hodgine) 4482 (i).

STEVESToN, B.C.. TRANSFER Op PROPERrTY, &a.:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3544 (ii).

STIKNE-TELiNç ROUTE, SuRvxY, REr. o ENGINEER ;
Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1885 (i..

SUPPLIES FOR GOVT. DREDGES8: in Com. of Su».,
7571(iii).

SURVEYS AND INSPECTIONS: in Com. of Sup., 8149
(iii).

SYDENHAN RIVER, DREDGING: in Com. of Sup., 8018
(iii).

AmoUNT ExPENDED : Ques. (Mr. CZancy) 3820
(ii).

TATE's DRY DoCK, MONTREAL, RENT, LESSEES, &c.:
Ques. (Mr. Monk)18bi ().

TELEGRAPii LINES, ANTICOSTI, RENEWALS, &C.: in
Com. of Sup., 10072 (iii).

--- ATIJN, B C., AND TuLN LAiE: in Com. o±
Sup.,10099(iii).

--- B.C.: inCom. of Sup.,8184 (iii).
CÂBLES, &c., ST. LAWRENCE SHORES: in Com.

of Sup.,8181 (iii).
-- CHETICAMP AND MEAT COVE: in Com - of Sup.,
10072 (iii).

-- NORTH SHORE ST. LAWRENCE, CONSTRUCTIoN,
AMOuNT PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Cagrain) 1890,
1891,1963(i).

-N.W. TERRITORIES: in Com. ofSup., 8183(11).
-- PELEE ISLANDS: in Com. of Sup., 8188 (iii).
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PUBLIC WORKS-Con.
TELEGR APU LINF.8, P. E. I.: in Com. of Sup., 8180 (iii).

ST-. LAWR ENCE SHoiE; in Coim. of Sup., 8149
(iii).

SERVICE IMPROVEMENTS: in Coin. of 4up., 9171
(iii).

--- YUEoN AND B.C .: in Com. of Sap., 10 93(iii).
TRACADIE LAZARErrO: in Com. of Sup., 88 (iii).
TRANSPORTATION FAILIE8 : in Com. of Suip., 9250

(iii).
TRAVELLINO EXPENBES OF MINISTER OF PUB. WORKS

AND PRVvATE SECRETARY-: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron)
1880 (i).

TRAVERSE LIGHTHOUSE, CONSTRUCTION: in Com. of

Sup., cone.,6384(i).
TOWER AND) POST OFFICE CLOCKS, PARLT. BUILDINGS,

CHANGE iN LIGHTING, INVENTOR,&C.: Ques. (Mr-

- Dugas)6381 (ii).
- COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 6121 (ii).

ToRoNTO HARBOUR, DiREDGING: in Com. of Sup.,
10066(iii).

OBSERVATORY: in Com. of Sup.: 5179 (ii).
VALLEYFIELD PUBLIC UILDINGS, EEECTION, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Dergeron) 1882(i).
W rEa POWER, DEEPENING OF' X BAY: Ques.

(Mr. Bergeron) 1882 (i).
YTANCoUVR DRILL HALL I ini Comn. Of&up., 9988 (iii).

CtiNTRACT, COST, &C-: Ques. (Mr. Prior)5487
(ii).

VENTILATION READING ROOM: Remarks (Mr.Sprone)

974 ().
VICTORIA AND MONTREAL HARBOURS, GiRANTS BY

DOM. GovT.: M. for Stmut.* (Mr. Prior) 1877 ().
VICTORIA IIARBOUR, REP. OF RZInEm r ENGINEER,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)3828 (ii).
- PsT OFFICE, OLD SrrE, OWNEBMsP: Ques.

(Mr. Prior) 4269 (ii).
SAFES, ELEVATORS, &C., TEDzER FOR, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Prior)1887 ().
PUBLIC BUILDINGS: in CoM. of Sup., cone.,

6385 (ii).
VICTORLLVILLE POsT OFFicg: in Com. of Sap., 9954

(iii).
WESTERN DEPTL. BLOCK : in Com. of Sap.,9950 (iii).

-- RECoNSTR UCTIN : in Com. of Sap , 59 (ii).
WHARFS AN» PIERS C0NSTRUCTED BY OM, GOVT. IN

SEVERAL PROVINCES sBiCiE 1867: M. for Ret.*
(Mr . Gillies) 6939 (iii).

-- Ques. (Mr. Gilies) 5861 (i).
WHA RVEs, &c., N.S.: in Com. of Sup.,7698 (iii).

-- REVENUE, &c., STMNT. PRoxIsEo: Remarks
(Mr. Foster) 10221 (iii).

WINDSOR, ONT., DRILL HALL : in Com - of Sup., 992
(iii).

-N.S., PUBLIC BUILDING: in COM. Of SUp.
7615 (iii).

WINNIPEG GRAIN ExCIIANGE AND> PORT WLIuA
IIABaOUR, COR WITII PUB. WoRxs 3)EPT.: M. for
Cor.* (Mr. Roche) 1879 (1).

--- LAKE WHAi: in Com. of Sup., 079 (iii).
YAwAâ" L>cz: in Com. of Sup., 8178 (iii).
YuKoN-KLOsma RIVa BRIDoE, ToomS, &o.: Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert pper) 3073.
- MEsaRs- COSTE AND LAFoNTAIm'S INsTRUO-
TIONS: Que&(Mr. Quinn)189 (i)

- M. to refer papers to Pub.. Ace4oUnta Com.
(Sir Charles Jibber pper)48 (.

Bmarks (Sir Chare Hibert Tupper) 5360
(fi.

PUBLIC WORKS-Con.

YUKoN TELEGRAPH LINES, CONSTRUCTION BY GOVT.,
&c.: Ques- (Mr. Poster)6047, 6120 (ii).

-- TELEGRAPH LINE FROx SKAGWAY AND I AWSON,

COMMUNICATIONS BETWERN MINISTERS AND ENG-
LISH SYNDICATE, U. S. GOVT., &C. re CONSTRUC-
TION : M. for Copies* (Sir CÜa rle Hibbert Tpper)
3334 (i).

SEAGWAY AND DAwsoN TELEGRAPB LINE, CON-
STEUCTION BY ENGLISH CO.: Ques. (Mr. Prior)
3073 (i).

TE.ElGRAPa LINES, &c.: in Com . of0Sup., 5604
(i).

PUBLIC BUILDINGS: in Com. of Sup., 10107 (iii).

"QUADRA," STI., PAYMENT OF CREW AND OIFFICERS:
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3076 (i).

QUARANTINE : in Com. of Sip., 5075 (ii).
-- STATION, HALIFA x; in Com. of Sup., 5090 (ii),

8090 (iii).
-- ORGANIzED DISTRICTs: in Coin. of Sup., 8338

(iii).
SERVICE, EMPLOYE.S, SALARIES, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Mantague) 3826 (ii).
QUEBEC BRIDGE CO.'S SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr.

Blair) 8919; in Com., 9571 (iii).
- TENDERS FOR CONSTRUCTION, COST, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Haggart) 2112 (i).
CARTRIWGE FACTORI, DISMISSAL OF LABOUR-

ERS, &c.: (Mr. Ingram) 2186 (i).
SEMPLOYEES, NUMBER, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Clancy)

9699, 9843 (iii).
Crry MAIL SERVICE AND I.C.R., MEMORIALS,

&C., FROM BoAi OF TRADE AND IY COUNCIL:
M. for Copies* (Mr. Casgrain) 1879 (i).

AND GASPÉ BASIN, MAIL SUBSIDIES: in Com.
of Sup., 8686, 10157 (iii).

Quebec Harbour Commissioners B. No.
91 (Mr. Fitzpatrick). 1°*, 2182 (i); 2°* m., 3914 ;
in Com., 3915; 3°m., 3985; agreed to (Y. 80;
N. 40) 3990; Sen. Amts. 6100 (ii). (62-63 Vic.,
c. 34.)

-- B. No. 178 (Mr. Fieding) 10, 8751; 2, 9683;
in Comn., 9861 ; 3°*, 9880 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 35).

QUEBEC HARBOUR CoMMissIONERs, AMOUNT EXPEND-
ED AND LOANS ADVANCED BY GOVT. : Ques. (Mr.

Prior) 5309 (ii).
BIL, INJURIorS LEGisLATioN: Remarks (Mr.

Bergeron) 9596 (iii).
OPINION OF MINISTR OF JUSTICE : Remarks

(Mr. Bergeron) 9700 (iii).
QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN Ry. CO's. SUBIlDY;

prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915 ; in COM., 9456, 9780
(iii).

QURBEC AND MANCHESTEE, MAIL SuBsIDy: iin Com.
of Sup.,8695(iii).

Quebec, Montmorency and Charlevoix
Ry. Co'sB. No. 84 (Mr. Carroll) 1°, 2108;
2°*, 2524 (i) ; in Com., 5041, 5249 ; 3°*, 5250 (ii).
(62-63 Vit., c. 85).

Quebec Steamhip Co's. B. No. 14 (Mr.
Malouin) 1°*, 618; 2°*, 934; in Com. and 3*,

697 (i). (62-63 Vie., c 125).
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QUEBEC SUPERIOR COURT, ADDITIONAL JUDGES,

SALARiEs, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Gagrain) 1845 (i).
QuEEN's CouNTY (P.E.I.) APPNMT. OF JUDGE: Re-

marks (Mr. Martin) 9000 (iii).

QUESTIoNs, FORM OF ASK[NG : Remarks (Mr. Speaker)
2322, 2484 (i).

QUICK, MR. JAMES, DISMISSAL AS LIGHTHOUSE

KEEPER: par. in Windsor World (Mr. Caicn)
7219 (iii).

QUEBEC:
ANSE À BEAUFILS HARBoUR: in Com-. of Sup., 8103

(iii).
ANSE AUX GASCONS BREAKWATER: in COM. of Sup.,

8103 (iii).
ANTICOSTI ISLAND, COR. BETWEEN BRITIBH GOVT. AND

CAN.: Ques. (Mr. laylor) 1841 (W.
- INSPECTION OF PuiC WORMS,1898, COST Or
TR1P, &C.: M. for Rep.* (Mr. Bergeron) 2789 (i).

Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 2188 (i).
TELEGRAPE LINES: in Com. of Sup., 10072

(iii).
ATwATEa AvENuE, REBUiLDINlG WALL: in Com. of

Sup., 9173 (iii).
BAIE DES CHALEURS RY., AGREEMENT, CONTRACT,

EXPEiNSE, &c.: M. for Cor.,&.(Mr. Bergeron)
2028 (i).

AMOUNTS PAID BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte)
1843 (i).

BAIE DES HONFLEUR WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 10019
(iii).

BAIE ST. PAUL: in Com. of Sup., 8104 (iii).
BATISCAN POST OFFcE, CHARGES AGAINST POST-

MASTER, COR., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 1966,
2320 (i).

--- SALÂRY oF POSTISTRxss: Ques. (Mr. Mar-
cotte) 1970 (i).

B&TiscAN Rivi, OBsTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION,
PES. re: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3552(ii).

BEAUHARNOIS CANAL: in Com. of Sup., ConE., 1012
(iii).

- DAMAGE To FARm LANDs BY OvERFLOw: Re.
marks (Mr. Bergeron) 4859 (ii).

DISMALS:on M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr.
Bergeron) 5411 (ii).

LoOe LABOURERS, APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 267 (i).

- STEEL BRIDGE, &c.: in CoIr.of Sup., 7450 (iii).
- WATER POWER, IMPROVEMENTS, &C.: QueE.

(Mr. Bergeron, 1883 (i).
BELOEIL PUBLIC WORKS, Tor&L COST, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Mronk) 3827 (ii.
BEiNE, My. N., DISMISSAL: in Com. of Sup.,

Cono.,10204 (iii).
BEsRTHIE (EN HAUT) POSTHASTER AN» EMPLOY=ES,

SALARiES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 2702 (i).
POST OFFICE : in Com. of Sup., 7619 (iii).

- PuBLiC BUILDING, PURCHASE OF SrrIE, &C.,
POSTMASTER'S SALARY,& C.: Que.. (Mr. Caagrain)
1893 (i).

PUBLIC WORKS, CONSTRUCTION, &C.: Quea.
(Mr. Caegrain),2703 (i).

BILODEAU, M a. JOB, POSMAUSTER AT CHAMBORD, Dis.
MISSAL, &c.: Que. (Mr. Caourain)1962(i).

BILODEAU, MR. L. P., EMPLyMT. B GOvT.: Ques.
(Mr. Cajgrain) =36 (ii).

BLAIs, Ma. J. C., Axouin PAID T GOVT.: Quel.
(Mr. Caegrain) 3545(ii).

cxlvii

QUEBEC-Con.
Boxvii,GEDEON, CONTRACT ?Ot STONE AT RWIIRE LA

PIPE WHARF: Ques.(Mr. Casgrain)4061 (i).
BOLDUC, MR. A.: in Com. of Sup., 5798: cono., 637

(ii).
BOURGET. P. A., POSTMASTER AT LtvIS,INCREASE O

SÂLARty: Ques. (Mr. Caîgrain) 4059 (ii).
BUILDINGS, QUEBEC: in Corn. of Sup., 7619 (iii).
CAP SANTE: in Com. of Sup., 8105 (iii).
CARTRIDGE FACTORY: in Com. of Sup.,7151,9124(iii).
CATTLE INSPECTION, &C., AT HEBERVILLE, COL e

APPOINnMET oF DU. HALL: M. for Ret.*(Mr.
Caagrain) 5944 (fi).

CHAMBERLAND, Ma. F. F., CHARGES AGAINST, LUTTER
PROM ACHILLE LEBEL : Ques. (Mr. Caegrais)
2900 (i).

CHAMBLY CANAL, EXPLYMT. OF GEO, PEPPIN BY
GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3821 (ii).

INVESTIGATION1 Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3553 (ii).
TELEPHONE LINES : in Comi oi'8up., '83 W).

CHAMBORD CUSTOUS OFFICE, SALAMES, COLLECTIONS,
EXPENSES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)1850 (i).

CHAMP DE MARS, LEASE, &c.: M. for Cor. (Mr.
Monk) 2141 (i).

CHICOUTIMî, POSTMASTERS DISMISSAL, PETS., COL,
&c.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Casgrain) 2408 (i).

CITADEL, QUEBEC: in Com. of Sup., 5090 (ii).
CLAREAU, dR. J. A., CLAIMS FOR MATERIAL FOR CON-

STRUCTION OF CHICOUTIMI OR SMn. ANNE'S WHARI:
Ques. (Mr. Ca.grain) 3335 (ii).

COTEAU LANDING, DREDGING, &C.: in Com. of SUp.,
10030 (iii).

CONTRACT FOR DREDGING; PAPERS, LETTES,
&C.: M. for Copy. (Mr. Bergeron) 2028(i).

COLPRON, MR. JoB. N., CLAIMS AGAINST GOVT. FOR
SERVICES PERFORMED, AMOuNT PAD, &C.: Ques.
(Mr, Bergeron) 2191(i).

CONSTANTIN, DR. JULES, EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.,
AMOUNT PAID, &C.. Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1847 (i).

DAVIS, EDwAR, SLIDEMASTER AT COULONGiE, Dis-
MISSAL, &C.: Ques.(Mr. Poupore) 3946 (ii).

DEMERS. MAJOR, CLAIMS AGAINST GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Casgrain) 1833 (i).

DONAHUE, W., CONTRACT FOR TIMBER FOR DRaEDE
AT ROBERVAL, &C.: (Mr. Cacgrain) 400 (ii).

DUCHESNE, DR. J. A., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: QueS.
(Mr. Casgrain)1887 (i).

FLURMAN, DR., MEDICAi OFFICER TO INDIANS AT
POINTE BLEUE, PETs. re DISMISSAL: Ques. (Mr.
Caegrain) 4060 (ài).

FRASERVILLE HARBOUR AND BOARD or TRADE RE-
SOLUTIONS: Quee. (Mr. Gauvreau) 1968 (i).

GAsPt BASIN AND DALHOUSIE, MAIL SUSIDY: in
Com. of Sup.,8685 (iii).

-- CUSroMs OFFICER AND ELECTIONS, CHARGES
AGAINST : Remarks (Mr. Poster) 10222(iii).

GAUTRIER. JEAN, POSTMASTER AT METABETCHOUAN,
DISMISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Ca&grain) 4059 (ii).

GOUIN, MR. LOMER, SPEEcH re SUBSIIES To PaOVs.:
Que.(Mr. Chauvin) 1981 (i).

GRENVILLE CANAL, COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGES,
&C.: Ques. (Mr Taylor) 4992 ii).

GUAY POST OPPICE, REVENUE,SALARY PAID To POT.
MASTER VERAiuLT, &C.: Que. (Mr. Marcotte)
820(1).

HUMBERSTONE POST OFFICE, CBARGS AQAINST JAMES
C. Ros, DISMISsAL, &c.: Que#.(Mr. MeO1eary)
6562(i).



cxlviii INDEX.

QUEBEC- -Con.
IIERNS, JOHN, CARETAKER NAPANEE PUBLIC BUILD-

ING, COR. re DISMISSAL, &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr.
Wdlson) 5377 (ii).

HARBOURS AND RIVERS, QUEBEC : in COM. of Sup.,
10014 (iii).

I. C. R., BLANCHETTE, MR. EUGENE, REINSTATEMENT
By GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 5859 (ii).

DEMERS, Dit., Ry. BIC vCLE RiNG, &c.: Ques.
(Mr. Dugas) 5308 (ii).

- MICHAUD, MR. EUGENE, GRANTING OF Ry.
PASSES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 2904(i).

TROIS PISTOLES, DISMiSSAL Or PIERRE
MICHAUD AND F. BELANGER, CoR., &c.: M. for
Copy* (Mr. Foster) 5945 (ii).

VALCOUER, OCTAVE, EMPLTMT. n- GOVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Dugas) 5309 "ii).

ISLE AUX Noix, FORTIFICATIONS, &C.: in Com. Of
Sup., 9154 (iii).

- MILITIA PROPERTY, sE, RENTAL, &C.
M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Quinn) 261 ()M.

JACQUES CARTIER CO. MAIL SERVICE, TENDERS, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Monk) 6933. 6934 (iii).

JÉSUS RIVER. CONSTRUCTION oF PiSHwAY, PLANS,
PÂPERS, &c.: M. for Copies (Mr. Fortin) 3269 (i).

KNOwLTON LANDING WHARF: in Com. Of Sup., 10020
(iii).

LABELLE, MR. L. V., EMPLYMT. RY GOVT., AMOUNTS
PAID TO, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Dugas) 1837 (i).

AiÂBREQUE, MR. C. O., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT., AMOUNTS
PAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1846 (i).

LACHINE CANAL: in CoM. Of Sup.. 5781 (i) 7297 (iii).
LACHUTE AND ST. ANDREWS Ry., COR., CONTRACTS,

REPS., &C.: M. for Copies (Mr, Christie) 4808 (ii) .
LAKE ST. JOHN, PLERS, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,8116.
LAKE ST. LOUIS, REMOVAL OF SHOAL, REPRFSENTA-

TIONS FROM SEIPPERS, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk)
2331 (i).

LANGEVIN, AUGUST, PURCHASE oF LAND FROM : Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 6561 (ii).

LAROUCHE, MR. W., POSTMASTER AT LAKE BOUCHET-
TE, DISMISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Caograin,) 1962(i).

LEGRIS. MR., POSTMASTER AT STE. EULALIE, INVEST-
IGATION, REP., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau) 4272
(ii).

LÉvis FORTS, CONTRACT FOR CORDwOOD, COST, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3082 (i).

- GRAVING DOCK: in Com. of Sup.,8178, 9987(iii).
-MAIL SE RVICE, NAMES op CARRIERS, SALARIES,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Ca!grain) 3554 (ii).
-- MILITARY CAMP, QUALIFICATION OF OFFICERS,

PERCENTAGE, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Tyrchitt) 9309 (iii).
- PURCHASE or PROPERTY, AMOUNT PAID, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 8468 (iii).
LON'DoN LETrER CARRIERS, RAwAyr TRaANSPORTA-

TION, SALARIES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Beattie) 4995(ii).
MAGDALEN IBLANDS, BEAKWATER: in Com. of Sup.,

8133 (iii).
--- MAIL:SER VICE, CONTRACTOR'S NAME, TERMS,

&LtC.: Ques. R. Macdonald. P.E.I.) 2113 (i).

-- TERMS OF CONTRACT, &c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr.

Pope) 2789 (i).
MArL SERVICE, JACQUES CARTIER COUNTY : Ques.

(Mr. Monk) 6933, 6934 (iii).
MARIA WHARp: in Com. of Sup., 8133 (iii).
MARTEL, MR. P., POSTMASTER AT ST.-PRIME, Dis-

MISSAL, &o.: Ques. (Mr. Casorain) 1964 ().
MEDICAL ATTNDANCE, QUEBEC INDIANS: in Com. of

Sup., 5669 (i.

QUEBEC-Con.
MISTASSINI AND STE. METHODE STOREHOUSES, CON.

STRUCTION, &C., NAME Op CONTRACTOR, kO.:
Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain)1888 (j).

MONTREAL AND LABELLE MAIL SERvICE, APPNMT. OP
MAIL, CONDUCTOR: Ques. (Mr. Chauvin) 1966(i).

MONTREAL HARBOUR, IMPROVEMENTS: in COM. of
Sup., 996t (iii).

PLANS, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2187 (ii).
POSTMASTERSHIP, VACANCY, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Quinn) 5859 (ii).
-- POST OFFICE, DISMISSALS AND APPNMTS.,

NAMES, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Quinn) 6047(il).
--- REPAIBs, ADVERTISEMENXTS re TENDERS:

Ques. (Mr. Monk) 1974, 2112 (i).
-- RESIGNATION OF POSTMASTER: Ques. (Mr.

Taylor) 1827 (i).
PUBLIC BUILDINGS, REPAIRS, &C.: in COM. Of

Sup., 5090ufii).
MURRAY BAY AND-OUELLE RIVER, MAIL SJBSIDY:

in Comi. ofSup., 10158 (iii).
AND QUEBEC MAIL SERVICE, COMPLAINTS OF

DELAY, &C - Ques- (Mr . Casgrain) 1960 (i).
NEwPORr BREAKWATER: in Com . of Sup ., 10014 (iii).
NIcOLET RIVER PUBLIC WORKS, EXPENDITURE, &C.

Ques. (Mr. Legri93549 (ii).
NORTH SHORE RAILWAY, PAYMENT TO QUEBEC GOVT.

BY LEGISLATION OF 1884: Ques. (Mr. Foster)
3080 (i).

O'DoNAHUE, Mr. W-. T-., CARETAKER AT ROBERVAL,
SALARY, &C.: Ques. (Mr. C'asgrain)3335 (ii).

PARISEAU, MR. C. D -, POSTMASTER AT EspaRT, Dis-
MISSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Dugaq) 1962 (i).

PEDNAULT, Mi. P., EMPLYNT. BY GOVT., SALARY,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. CaRgrain) 3337 (ii).

PLAINS op ABRAHAM, ExPIRY OF LEASR, MEMORIALS,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. C« rain)1835(i).

-M. for Copy* (Mr. Casgrain) 2026 (i).
POINTE CL AIRE WHARF, CONSTRUCîION, AMoUNT Ex-

PENDED, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Monk) 2962(i).
Ques. (Mr. Mank) 2111 (i): 4806 (i).

PORTAGE DU FORT BRIDGE : in Com - of Sup., 10071.
PORTAGE LA PRAIRIE POST OFFICE CARETAKER, SAL•

ARY, NAME, &c.: Ques. (Mr . Roche) 2485(i).
POSTMASTER, JACQUES CARTIER COUNTY, SALARIES,

&C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 6933 (iii).
POWERS, MR .THos., LEASE OP GOVT. LAND AT Ltvis.

AMOUNT PAID, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3082,
3259, 3299 (i).

QUEBEC BRIDGE, TENDERS FOR CONSTRUCTION., COST,
&c.: Ques. (Mr. Hagaart) 2112 (i.

CARTRIDGE FAcTOry, DISMiSSAL oF' LABOUR-
ERS, &C .: Ques . (Mr . Ingram) 2186 (i).

EMPLOYEES, NUMBE R, &C.: Ques. (Mr. (7ancy)
9699, 9843 (ii i).-

HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS, AMOUNT EXPENDED>
AND LOANS ADVANCED BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Prior) 5309 (ii).

BILL, INJURIOUS LEGISLATIN: Remarks (Mr.
Bergeron) 9596 (iii).

OPINION OF MINISTER OF JUSTICE : Remarka
(Mr. Bergeron) 9700 (iii).

Si PERIOR COURT, ADDITIONAL JUDGES, SAL-
ABIES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1845 (i).

RICHELIEU RIVER, PLACING 0F BUOYS, CONTRACTS,
&C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3796 (ii).

RIVIÊ1E DU LOUP, DRRDGING: in CoM. Of SUD.,8135.
CHARGES AGAINST Mi. CHAMBERLAND: Queg.

(Mr. CYaegrainj)1884 (i).
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QUEBEC-Con.
RIVIÈRE LA PIPE AND PERIBONKA WHARFS, EU-

PLYMT. OF LABOURERS, &C.: QueS. (Mr.oasgrain)
3337 (ii).

RIVIÉRE À LA PIPE, WHARF, &c-: in Com. of Sup.,
8116 (iii).

- COST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)1891().
ROBE RVAL, DREDGING SCOWS, CONSTRUCTION, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Caegrain) 1888 (i).
-MR, 1DONAGHUE'S CONTRACT FOR'SCOWS: M.

for Cor.* (Mr Casgrain) 2028 (i).
ROCHE FENDUE AND CALUMET DAMS, CLAIMS FOR

DAMAGES: Ques. (Mr. Poupore) 1854 (i).
- M. for Ret.* (Mr. Poupore) 2789 (î).

SABREVOIS WHARF in Com. of Sup., 10026; Cone.,
10219 (iii).

STE, GENEVIÈVE, LAND DAMiAGES, REP. OF COMMIS-
SIONER, Ques. (Mr.- Monk) 6934 (iii).

ST. FRANCIS LAKE CHANNEL IMPROVEMENSTS: Ques.
(Mr. Taylor) 1852 (i .

ST. JEROM: POSTMASTER, DISmissAL, CHARGES
AGAINST, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Càagrain) 2182 (i).

ST. JOSI PHD'ALMA, POSTMASTER, INCREASE IN SAL-
ARY : Ques. (Mr. Ca grain) 1847 (i).

ST. JOSEPH DE LÉvIs GRAVING DOCK, LENGTHENING :
Ques. (Mr. Ca8grain 1882(i).

ST. LAWRENCE CHANNEL, PROTECTION TO NAVIGATION:
Remarks(Mr. Bergeron)3343(ii).

-- NoRTH SHORE TELEGRAPII LINE, CONTRACT FOR
POLES, &C.: Ques. (3fr. ca*grain) 333 (ii).

RIVER IMPROVEMENTS, NORTH CHANNEL, CON-
TRACTS, PLANS, &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Taylor)
1877 (i).

--- SHIP CHANNEL: in Com. of Sup., 5086 (ii);
7557, 9936 (iii).

ST. LOUis LAKE DREDGING, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk)
8219 (iii).

-- CHANNEL: in CoM. of Sup., 7298 (iii).
ST. MAURICE RIVER IiPROVEMENTS: inICom. Of

Sup., 10070 (iii).
ST. METHODE AND MISTASSINI, WHARFS, CONSTRUC-

TION OF SHEDS, &C.: M. for Cor.*(Mr. Casgrain)
2028 ().

ST. OURS LOCK, DISMISSAL OF SUPT. CODERRE, &C.
Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3552 (ii).

ST. PIERRE RIVER, ENLARGEMENT: in Com. of Sup.,
9173 (iii).

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in Com. of
Sup., 5477 (ii).

SAMSON, Mr. PIERRE, CARETAKER AT ST. JOSEPH DE
LEvis FORT, DISMISSAL, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Mar-
cotte) 3082 ().

ScoTT ACT REPEAL, BROME COUNTY, APPLICATIONS
FOR: Ques (Mr. Pope) 2187 (i).

SOULANGES CANAL, AMOUNT EXPENDED IN CONSTRUC-
TION: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 2117 (i).

-- ARBITRATION, LAND VALUATORS, APPNMTS.
ANI D SMISSALS: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 2333 (i).

- - CoSsTtu ox: in Com. of Sup., 7295 (iii).
-- CNTRACTS: M. for Cor., Notices, &c. (Mr.

Taylor) 1861(i).
SECS. 1 AND 2, CONTRACTS, ADVERTISEMENTS,

&C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Berperon) 2028 (i); 9701
(iii).
-- SECS. 4, 5. 6, 7, COuNTRACTS, &C.: M. for Cor.,
0. Cs.,* &c. (Mr. Berveroi)2028 (i).

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES, QUEBEC, SUMS PAID FOR
TRAVELLING EXPENSES: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Monk) 2145 (i).

cxlix

QUEBEC-Con.
TATE'S DRY DOCK, MONTREAL, RENT, LESSEES, &C.:

Ques. (Mr. foink) 1831 (i).
TELEGRAPH LNSu, ANTICOSTI, RENEWAL. &C.: in

Com. of Sup.,10072 (iii).
CABLES, &C., ST. LAWRENCE SHORES: in Com.

of Sup., 8181 (iii).
"-- ORTH SHORE OF ST. LAWRENCE. CONTRACTS,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Capgrainî) 1890, 1891.1963 Ci).
- ST. LAWRENCE SHORE: in Com. of Sup., 8149

(iii).
ToBAcco (CAN.) MANUFACTURE, NUMBER OF FACTOR-

IFS, MFMORIALS: M. for Ret. (Mr. Gauthier)
2"27 (i).

TRENT VALLETCANAL,PY3ENTSTO MR.F. D. MOORE
îv GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Graham) 5311 (ii).

VALLEYFIELD CUSTOMS COLLECTOR, CHARGES AGAINST,
&c.: on M. for Com. of Sup., (Mr. Bergeron) 5501
(ii).
-- LEASE OF LAND, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron)
1815 (i).

--- PUBLIC BUILDINGS, ERECTION, &C.: Ques.
<Mr. Berç,eron) 1882 ().

-- WATER POWER, DEEPENING OF BAY: Ques.
(Mr. 1jergeron)1882 ().

VE RRAULT, JOS.. EMPLYMT. BY GOvrT., SALARY, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Cgrain) 3555(ii).

VILLE MARIE BANK SUSPENSION: Renarks (Mr.

WALTHAM AND CHAPEAU MAIL SERVICE, PET. FROM
PONTIAC CO. COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr. Poupor-) 2330
(G).

WENTWORTH v. MATHIEU: in Com. of Sup., 10112
(iii).

YAMASKA LoCR: in tom. of Sup., 8178 (iii).
YULE BRIDGE, RIU1iELIEU RIVER, ARRITRATOR'S

AWARD, &C. : Ques. (M r. Monc) 3827 (ii).

Railway Act Amt. B. No. 72 (Mr. DaUrin)1°,
1952 (i).

B. No. 85 (Mr. Blair) 1, 2108 (i); 2, and
ref. to Sel. Com., 3503 (ii); in Coin., 9731; 3°*,
9749 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 37.)

B. No. 97 (Mfr. Cowca,1°*, 2247 (i).
Passes (Members and Senators)

Issuing B. No. 39 (Mr. Bostock)1°*, 1073;
2Tm., 2195 ().

Subsidies Authorization B. No.
190 (Mr. Blair) Prop. Res., 8914 ; in Cou). on
Res., 9 L9-, 9310, 9466, 95.32; 1°*, 9597; 2°, 9758;
in Com., 9759 ; 3', 9893 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 7.)
Deb. i Conm. on Res. (Mr. Blair) 9197, 9311-9459,

9467-9594; (Sir Charles Tupper) 9198; (Sir
Wilfrid Laurier) 9204, 9337, 9366, 9435, 9450, 9471,
9478, 9492, 9512, 9543, 9551; (Mr. Sproule) 9205,
9328, 9468, 9485, 9544; (Mr. Richardson) 9206,
9349, (amt.) 9363, 9425, (amt.) 9531; (Mr. Dain)
9208, 9337, 9429,9468,9486. 9518, 9530; (Mr.Foeter)
9311, 9332, 9169, 9500, 9561; (Mr. Wallace) 9312,
9398,9467,9479, 9532, 9567; (Mr. Bergeron) 9315,
9423.470, 9494,9517, 9553; (Mr. Montague) 9315;
C'ir. Haggart) 9319-9458,9468, 9472; (Mr. Cock-
rane) 9321, 9470; (Mr. Maclean) 9323, 9362. 9382;
(Mr. Bell, Pictou) 9330; (Mr. Wilson) 9330, 9578,
9585; (Mr. Mulock) 9337, 9356, 9431, 9480, 9587;
(Mr. Rose-Bobertson) 9343; (Mr. Wood) 9355,
9401; (Mr. Macdonell, Selkirk) 9355; (Mr. Sifton)
9357, 9467, 9473; (Mr-. Oaler) 9363; (Mr. Olier)



INDEX.

Bailways Subsidies-Con.
Deb. in Com. on Res.-Con.

9372, 9435, 9454, 9495, 9504, 9529, 9593; (Mr.
McMullen) 9375, 9546; (Mr. Rutherford) 9383;
(Mr. Froat) 9389; (Mr. Davir) 9393. 9586, 9588;
(Mr. Rogers) 9395, 9583; (Mr. Landerkin) 9400;
(Mr. Prior) 9406, 9499; (Mr. Meigs) 9437; (Mr.
Britton) 9440, 9494, 9590; (Mr. Calvert) 9441; (Mr.
Ingram) 9442, 9493, 9570. 9777 ; (Mr. Monk) 9442,
9544, 9555,9577: (Mr. Casey)9443; (M1r. Campbell)
9443; (Mr. Fielding) 9444; (Mr. Monet) 9446;
(Mr. McHugh) 9447; (Mr. iMackle) 9449; (Mr.
Kaulbach) 9452, 9488, 9580; (Mr. McLenncen,
Glengarry) 9456; (Mr. Me Cormick) 9457. 9494;
(Mr. Hughes) 9460, 9543, 9580; (Mr. Clancy) 9489;
(Mr. Beattie) 9491; (Mr. Sutherland) 9500. 9518,
9539,9583; (Mr. Costigan) 9507; (Mr. Domville)
9509; (Mr. McCarthy)9544; (,ir Richard Cart-
wright) 9544; (Mr. Henderson) 9548; (Mr. Charl-
ton) 9549; (Mr. Morin) 9569; (Mr. Elpis) 9591
(iii).

2°m. (Mr. Blair) 9758 (iii).
Deb. (Mr. Clancy) 9758; (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 9759

(iii).
In Com. on B. (Mr. Blair) 9815 (iii).
Deb. (Mr. Clancy) 9759, 9819; (Sir Wilfrid Lsurier)

9760, 9771, 9913; (Mr. Ma<1can) 9760; (Mr.
Richardsion) 9761; (Mr. Wallace) 9762, 9783; (Mr.
McMillcn) 9767, 9806; (31r. lrHggart) 9767; (Mr.
Henderson; 9767; %Mr. PoséCter 9~7, 9786. 981C;
(Mr. Fielding) 9768, 9778; (Sir Louis Davies)
9767; (Mr. Pateruon) 976, 9782; (Mr. Bergeron)
9771; (Mr. Mill) 9777; (M r. Sutherland) 9781;
(Mr. Sproule) 9785. 9807; (Mr. liavin) 9792; (Mr.
Muiock) 9797; (Mr. Costipan) 9828; (Mr Camp-
bell) 9830; (Mr. McGregor) 9P31; (Mr. Beattie)
9833; (Mr. McLennan, Glengarry) 9834 (iii).

3m., 9893 (iii).
Deb. (Mr. Clancv) (Amt.) Neg. (Y. 12. N. 47) 9894

(iii); Amt. (Mr. Blair) to ref. back to Com.,
9894 (iii).

RAILWAYS:
ASHCROFT, B.C., SALE O RY. LANDS, &c. : Ques.

(Mr. Prio)1855 Ci).
CANADA EASTERN RY. CO., SALE, &C.: Ques. (Sir

Charles HiUbert Tupjper) 1814(i).
CAR EQUIPMENTS, STANDARD COUPLERS, &C.: in Com.

of Sup., 9171 (iii).
--- LIGHTING SYSTEM: in Com. of Sup., 9172 (iii).

- OFFICIAL OR PRIVATE, NUXZER. COST OF CON-
STRUCTION: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1835(i).

C.P.R. ACT (1881) POWER RESPECTING BRANCH LINES:
Remarks (Mr. McMillan) 3315 (i).

BRANCH LiNES, &C., POWER RESPECTING:
Ques. (Mr. Rutherford) 9309 (iii).

CONTRACT WITH A. ONDERDONE, AWARDS BY

ARBITRATORS. re VALUE OF ROLUING STOCK, &C.:
M. for Ret.* (Mr. McMulIen) 5944 (ii).

---- LAND DAMAGES : in CoM. Of SUp., 7153 (iii).
-- MILEAGE TARIFF ON RAY, STRAW, &C., AP-

PROVAL BY 0.0.: Que. (Mr. Maciean) 4057 (ii).
COMPENSATION TO OCTAVE OUELLcmE: in Com. of

Sup., 9127 (iii).
CROW'S NEST PASO Ry.. DEAT or MR. THORiIBURY:

Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 1976(i).
- REP. oP COMMISSION : Qaes. (Mr. Clarke) 1967

(i).
DiUMMOND COUNTY RAILWAY REs.: Inquiry for

Papers (Mr. Baggart) 2249 (i).

RAILWAYS-Con.
DUNN AVENUE, Ry. CROSSINo, TORONTO, PROTECTION

To: Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 1857 (i).
GOVERNMENT Rys., TENDERS FOR OIL, &C.: M. for

Ret.' (Mr. Bergeron) 2028 (i).
WORKING EXPENSES FOR MAY AND JUNE, 1898,

&C.: Ques. ((Mr. Foater) 4810 (ii).
G. T. R. TRACKMENS' STRIKE: on M. for Com. of

Sup. (Mr. Clarke) 3774 (ii).
AND ALIEN LABOUR LAW ENFORCEXENT: M. tO

adjn. (Mr. Ro«s-Roberteon) 3960, 3984 (ii).
-- SETTLEMENT, &C.: M. to adin. (Mr. Maelean)

4501 (ii).
.--- COR., RESPECTING: Ques. (Mr. Macleala) 4730

(ii).
LETTER FROM MR. DEANE: Read (Mr. Taylor)

4786 (ii).
PAPERS, INQUIRT FOR re SETTLEMENT (Mr.

Clarke) 4858 (ii).
RUMOURED SETTLEMENT: Remarks (Mr. Mac-

lean) 5206 (ii).
INDIANTOWN BRANCH, AWARDS, &C. : in Com. Of

Sup., 9165 (iii).
I.C.R. ACCOMMODATION AT LÈvis: in Com. of Sup.,

9163 (iii).
- ADDITION TO WORKSHOPS AT RIVIÈRE DU LOUP:

Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau) 4480 (ii).
ALBA SECTION.NU3MBER OF EMPLOYEES: Queo.

(Mr. McLennaan, Inverness) 5310 (ii).
APPNMT. OF SUPT. W. A. DUBE, LOCATION

OF HEADQUARTERS: Ques. Mr.Gauvreau) 2533(i).
- CARS CONSTRUCTED AND PURCHASED B GOVT.,

'AME oF FIaM, CONTRACTS, &C. : Queß.(Mr. Ber-
geron) 3945, 4479 (ii).

CARS PURCE. SED TENDERs, PRCIES. &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Clarkel 3553 (ii).

AN) C.P.R., RUNNING PHIVILEGES BETWEEN ST.
JOHN AND HALIFAX: Remarkg (Mr. Foster) 2247
(i).

CHAUDIÈRE TO MONTREAL, REVENUE COLLECT-
ED, &C.: Que@. (Mr. Powell) 1856 (i).

CONTRACTS FOR TIEs, NAMES OF TENDERERs8:
Ques. Mr. Monk)5308 i).

-- DELAY I FURNISHING CARS, COMPLAINTS, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau) 1853(i).

DBAWBACK, PAYMENTS OF, ON F r E IG H T
CHARGES, AMOUNT PAID FOR JAN. AND PEB.,1899,
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Foster) 3149 (i).

--DAWBACKS ON FREIGHT CHARGES ON N. S.
PORTION SINCE 1898: M. for Ret.0 (Mr. Bell,
Picton) 5945(ii).

-- EARNINGS (GRO88) AND) WOREINO EX.PENSES
FRO 1898 TO 1899: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Foseter:
2027 (i).

EMPLOYEES AT Livis AND PROVINCIAL ELEC•
TION TRANSFER, &C., INSTRUCTIONS TO Ma. DES-
JARDINS : Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 326W (i).

E MPLOYEES' % ORKING RoUas, COMPLAINTS,
&c.: Ques. (Mr,Gauvreau) 1974(i).

Ques. (Mr. McLellan)1860 ().
EXPENDITURE ON CAPITAL AND REVENUE:

Ques. (Mr. Powell) 2531 (i).
EXENSION TO MONTREAL, AMOUNT ACCRU»D

AND PAID TO G. T. RT. Co. siCR JULY,1898:
Ques. (Mr. Foeter) 4478 (ii).

CAR MILEAGE FOR VICwTu BRIDGE, INCON-
PLETI RETURN (Mr. Poster) 4858 ii).

PAPERS RESPECTINOS CAR MILEAGE : Presented
(Mr. Blair) 4891 (ii).



INDEX.

RAILWAYS-Con.
I.C.R. FLOUR RATES AND CAR MILEAGE, &C.: Papers

laid on Table (1 r. Blair) 4730 dii).
--- FRASERVILLE STATION ACCOMMODATION, PETS.

FROM BOARD oF TRADE, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Gauv-
recu) 1972 (i).
- PETS. re DISORDERLY CONDUCT: Qiues. (Mr.
Gauvreau) 2899 (i).

--- FREIGET CARRIED PRoM 1897-99, NUMBER OF

ToNs AND RECEIPTS : Ques. (Mr. McDougall)
3257 (i).

FERIGHT RATES, &C.: in CoM, of Sup., 7457
(iii).

-- FREIGHT RATES ON FLoUR, 1897-98: Ques.
(Mr. MdcDougall)3549 (ii).

- GILLIS, FRANK A.,STATION AGENT ATTRACADIE,

N.S., DISMIsSAL, &C.: Ques. (Mr. McDougall)
4056(ii).

- GOSSELIN, Me. F., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT., Ques.
(Mr. Stenson) 3827 (ii).

- AND GOVT. Rys., CARS,LOCOMOTIVES,NUMiBER,
COST, &C.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Pope) 2028(i).

--- AND G.T.R., ENoINE AND CAR MILEAGE, &C.
Que@. (Mr. Poster) 4811(ii).

- AND G.T.R., COMBINED ENGINE AND CAR
MILEAGE,-EXPENDITURE, &C.: M. for Ret, (Mr.
Foster) 5313(ii).

GREEN SAND CASTINGS, TENDERS, PRrCES, &C.:
Ques. (Sir Charlea Hibbert Tupper) 586 (ii).

-- GROSS EARNINGS AND EXPENSES : Ques.(Mr.

Foéter) 1849 i).
HARRIS, Ma., AGREEMENT WITH AS TRAFFIC

MANAGER: Ques. 'Mr. Pope) 1975, 1980i).
-- HARRIS, MR. A. H., APPNMT. BY GOVT.: M.

for Cor. (Mr. McDgt9?all) 2905().
--- M. for Cor.* (Mr. Pope) 2961i).

- HEADQUARTERS AT LÉvIS, TRANSFER, kc.:
Ques. (Mr. Gauoreau) 3551 (ii).

-- I.C.R.: in Com. ot Sup., 5753 (ii).
INCREASED STATiON ACCOMMODATION: in Com.

of Sup., 9163 (iii).
-- LAND DAMAGES, OxFORD DivisioN: in Com. of

SIp.. 7154 (iii).
--- LEBLANC, MR. A. T., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.:

Ques. (Mr. Powell)1964 Ci).
LÉvIs STATION IMPROVEMENTS, AMOUNT Ex-

PENDED, &C .: Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 8220(iii).
- o---.aCOMOTVE kLNGINEERS, NUMBER EMPLOYED,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Stenson) 9697 (iii).
- MCDONALD, MR. A. R., DismISSAL AS SUPT.

Ques. (Mr. Cuaegrain) 1971(i); 4811. 4812, 5098 (ii);
in Com. of Sup., 7276 (iii).

Inquiry.for Papers, &a. (Mr. Bergeron) 8757.
MACHINERY AT RIVIÊREl DU LOUP, APPLICA-

TION BY SUPT. FOR ADDITIONS: Ques. (Mr.
Gauvreau) 4481 (ii).

-- MONcTON SHOPS, MACHINERY, &C.: in Com.
of Sup., 5753(ii).

- MONTREALExTENSION,ExPENDITURE, REVENUE

pROM 1898 To 1899: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Powell)
2789 i).
-- NEwSPAPER AGENcIES, LEssus, &c.: Ques.

(Mr . Bell, Pictou) 1971(i).
-- NEw TIME TABLE: QueS. (Mr. Gauvreau)

4481 (ii).
-- NuMBER oF EIPLOTEES, WAGoE PAID, &C.;

Ques. (Mr. McLellan) 2332().
-- ORIGINAL CONSTRUCTION: in CoM. Of SuP.,

7155 (iii).

cli

RAILWAYS-Con.
I.C.R., OUELETTE, DISTRICT SUPT., SUSPENSION, &c.:

Ques. (Sir Charles Tupper) 1859 (i).
PASSES ISSURD SINCE AUGUST, 1896, NAMEU,

&o.: Ques. Mr. oatte r) 1860 (i).
-- PICHETrE.MR., PRIVILEGES AT LÉvIS STATION:

Ques. (Mr. Casgrain)4992(ii).
AND P. E . I. Rys.. STEEL RAILS, CONTRACTS,

&c.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 1814 (i).
--- M. for Copies' (Sir Charles Ilibbert Tupper)

1876 (i).
-- AND QUEBEC CITY MAIL SERVICE, MEMORIALS,

&C., FROM BOARD OF TRADE AND CITY COUNCIL:
M. for Copies* (Mr. Casgrain) 1879 (i).
-RATES ON FLOUR, CAR MILEAGE, &C.: QueS.
(Mr. McDougall) 4731 (ii).

RECRIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, STMNT. oF Ac-
COUNTS: Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 2791 (i).

REMOVAL OF SHOPS FROM RIVIÉRE DU LouP TO
LÉvis: Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau) 2533 (i).

-- RESTAURANT AT GRAND NARROWS, COR. re
CONTRACT, &C.: M. for Copy* (Mr. McDougaU)
3149 (i).

--- REVENUE COLLECTED BETWEEN CHAUDIÈRIE
AND MONTREAi.: M. for Ret.*(Mr. Poiwell) 2027.

-REYNOLDS, CAPT., STR. "MULGRAVE," COU-
PLAINTS AGAINST. Ques. (Mr. Mcennan, In-
verness) 5309 (ii).

-ROBERGE. CYRILLE, DISMISSAL OF: Ques. (Mr.
Gauvrean) 1857 (i).

ROLLING STOCK: in Com. of Sup., 5754 (ii).
-- ADDITION TO: par. in Moncton Star (Mr.

Da cin) 6319 (ii).
--- EXPENDITURE: Remarks (Mr. Davin% 6562 (ii).

ST CHARLES BRANCE, CLAIMS FOR EXPROPRIA-
TION OR PURCHASE OF LAND, &C.: M. forStmnt.'
(Mr. McMullen) 3873 (ii).
-- ST. JOHN ACCOMMODATION: in Com. of Sup.,
7155, 7242, 7401 (iii).

SALARIES AT RIVIÉRE DU Loup WoRKSHoPs:
Ques. (Mr. Gauvreau) 4480 (ii).

SrDING ACCOMMODATION: in Com. of Sup.,
9156 (iii).

SNOw SHOVELLING, NUMBER OF EMPLOTEES,
&C.: Ques. (Mr. Powell)1964 (i).

-- STARI AND DEWOLFE'S CONTRACT, REP. OP
MR. SHANLEY, C.E.: M. for Copy* (Mr. Borde»,
Ralifax) 2962(i).

--- STEEL RAILS, TENDERS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
M3fcInerney) 2328 (i).

-- TARIFFS, SPECIAL RATES, REPS. OF MR.
HARRIS: M. for Copies* (Mr. Pope) 2961Ci).

UNiFouMs, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 7456 (iii).
OCEAN FREIGHT RATES: M. for Cor..Reps,

&c. (Mr. Davin) 1861i).
- - P. E. I. RY., MURRAY HARBOUR BRAuC: in

Com. of Sup.. 9211 (iii).
NEWS AGENTS: in Com. of Sup., 7462(iii).
ROLLINO STOCK, CUavEs,&C.: in CoM.of Sup.,

7389 (iii).
RAILWAYS AND CANALs : in Com. of Sup., 2250,

2276(i), 7153,7455(iii) ; cono.,6382(ii);10201 (iii).
- - MISCELLANEOUS : in Com. of Sup., 7455 (iii).
-- Ry. COMMISSION APPNMT. BY GOVT.: Que.
(Mr. McMillan) 1890i).

-- ESTARISMENT o A BOARD: Debate rsmd.,
(Mr. Bostock) 3849 (ii).

COMMITTEE OF THE PuIvy (OUNCIL, ExPENSES,
kC.: in Comn. of Sup., 9175, 10156 (iii).
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RAILWAYS-Con.
I. C. K, MAIL SERVICE, SUPERINTENDENT AND STAFP,

SALARIES, TRAVELLING EXPENSE8, &C.: M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Hodgins) 5944 (i).

- POLICY OF GOVEBNMENT re YUKON RAILWAYB:
on M,. for Com. of Sup. (Sir Charles Tupper)
4736, 4740 4744 (ii).

-- RULES AND REGULATIONS, &C. : in Com. of!
Sup., 9175, 10155(iii).

• LEGIBLATION re: Remarks (Mr. Clarke) 5748.
- RF.GULATIONS, AMERICAN STANDARD, ADOPTION

BY CAx. RyS.: Ques. (Mr Clarke) 1969 (i).
-- SUBSIDIES IN PUBLIC ACCOUNTS, 1898 , SUMIS

PAID TO PROV. oF QUEBEC: Ques. (Mr. Foter)
3267 (i).

--- SUBSIDIES, RESOLUTIONS: Remarks (Sir
Charles Tupper) 8633, 9064, 9185 (iii).

SNOWBALL, HlON. MR., CLAIMS, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
9165 (iii).

"VICTORIA," Gov. OEN.'s CAR: in Com. of Sup.,5785:

RAILWAYS, CANALS ANDTELEGiiAPHLINES, 22NDREP•.
oF CoM. : Presented (Mr. Sutherlaind) 9209 (iii).

RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS, ESTABLISHbMENT OF BOAR D:
prop. Res. (Mr. Rutherjord) 2488 (i).

Deb. Rsnmd. (Mr. Bostock) 3849 (ii).
APPNMIT, BY GOVT. : Ques. (21r. McMilln):

1890 (i).
- COMMITE'rE OF THE PRIVY COUNCIL, EXPENSFS,

&C. : in Conm. of Sup., 9175, 10156 (iii).
RAILWAYS AND CANALS : Report presented (Mr.

Blair) 249 (i).
LEGISLATION re WORKING RULES : Remarks

(Mr. Clarke) 5748 (i).
MAIL SERVICE, SUPERINTENDENT AND STAFF,

SALARIES TRAVELLING EXPENSES, &C. : M. for
Ret.* (Mr. Hodgins) 5944 (ii).

Railway Passenger Tickets, Sale Amt.
Act B. No. 32 (Mr. Beattie) 1', 895; 2cm.,
1875 (); 2°*, in Com. and 3*, 4323 (ii); Sen.
Aints., 9461 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 38.)

RAILWAY POLICY OF GOVERNMENT re YUKON RAIL.
WAY.s: on M. for Coin. of Sup., (Sir Charles
Tupper) 4738, 4è40, 4744 (ii).

RULES ANDI REGULATIONS, &C.: in Com. of
Sup., 9175, 10155 (iii).

AMERICAN STANDA RD, ADOPTION BYCAN. RiTS.:
Ques. (Mfr. Clarke) 1969 (i).

SUBSIDIES IN PUBLIC ACCOUNTS, 1898, SUMS
PAID TO PROV. OF QUEBEC : Ques. (Mr. Foster)
3267 (i).

SUDSIDIES, RESOLUTIONS: Remnarks (Mr.
Kaulbach) 8921 (iii).

SU BSIDIES, RESOLUTIONS : Remarks (Sir Charles
Tupper) 8633, 9064, 9185 (iii).

RALWAYS. Sec "Drainage," "Subsidies."
RAINT RIVER CHANNEL: in Com. of Sup., 8016, 10153

(iii).
RAMA, INDIAN AGENT, CHARGES AGAINST, COST OF

INQUIRy: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 1976 (i).
--. AND STATUTE LABOUR, GOVT. AID TO MAIN-

TENANCE OF ROADS AND BRIiDGES: Ques. (Mr.
McCormaek) 2700 (i).

RAPIDE PLAT CANAL, ENLARGEMENT: in COm. of
Sup., 7299 (iii).

RATES ON FLOUR, CAR MILEAGE, &c., I.C.R.: Ques.
(Mr. McDougall) 4731 (ii).

READING ROO31, VENTILATION, &C.: Remarks (Mr.
Sproule) 974 (i).

REBATE OF CANAL Toi.LS TO FORwaCDJNG CO.: in
Coin. of Sup., 5794 (ii).

RECEIPTS ANn EXPENDITURES, I. C. R., STMNT. OF
ACCOUNTS: Renarks (Sir Cha ries 2Tupper) 2791 (i).

RECIPROCITY BETWEEN U. S. AND B. W. INDIES, PAR
IN CH ICAGO Record (Mr. Wallace) 4550 (il).

RECORDS AND PUBLIC BuILDINGS, SAFETY or, REP.
o CommiSSION : M. for Copy* (Mr. Belcourt) 1878.

Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co's B.
No. 119 (Mr. Frost) 1*, 2966 (i); 2', 3492; in
Com. and 3'*, 4189 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 86.)

REFRIGERTrOR CARS: in Coin. of Sup>., 9172(iii).
R EGIMENTAL ESTABLISH131ENTS, Lsis SUBM1TTED TO

PARLIAMENT :Ques. (Mr. Ross-Bobertson)3550.
MEETINGS OF 8TH HUSSAS, ANNUAL REP. :

M. for Copy* (Mr. Sproule) 3873 (ii).
REGISTERED LETTERs STOLEN OFF C. P. R. TRAIN:

Ques. (Mr. Henderson) 1829 (i).
R EGISTRATION OF SHIPPING: in Coim. of Sup., 3065 (i).
REGISTRAR oF TITLES. , YUKON DISTRICr, INSTRUC-

TIONS A ND RESTRIcTIONS BY GOVT. : Ques. (Sir
Charles llibbert Tupper) 2324 (i).

REPATRIATION OF CANADIANS FR031 U. S., NUMBER,
&c. : Ques. (Mr. Marcotte) 3078 (i).

REPRESENTATION IN THE HOUSE oF Co3moxs BILL:
Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 2964 (i).

Representation in the House of Com-
mons B. No. 126 (Sir Wilfriel Laurier) lni.,
3442, 3492; 2°ni., 5207, 5262, 64649 6596, 6606;
agreed to, 6722; in Coin., 6758 (ii); 6904, 6940,

lem. (Mr. Mulock) 3442, 3456, 3466.
Deb. (Sir ChLarles iupper) 3449; (Mr. Macdonald,

P.E.I.) 3449; (Mr. Foster) 3457; (Mr. McNeill)
3458; (Mr. Clarke) 3458, 3464; (Mr. Wallace)
3458; (Mr. Landerkin) 3461; (Mr. Ro«. Roberteson)
3462; (Mr. Tiedale) 3463; (Mr. Henderon) 3465;
(Mr. Montapue) 3466; (Mr. Sproîle) 3468, 3496;
(Mr. ('aseY) 3470; (Mr. Ilergeron) 3471; (Mr.
Ta&lor) 3474: (Mr. McGregor) 3475; (Mr. Ben-
nett) 3476; (Sir Richard Cartwright) 3481 (i).

M. for 2Q (Mr. Mulock) 5207.
Deb. (Sir Wi(frid Laurier) 5207; (Sir Charles

Tupper) 5262; (Mr. Pateraon) 5280; on M. (Mr.
Wal/ace) to adin. deb., 5299; (Sir Charles
Tupper) 5299; (Sir Wilfrid Latrier)5299; (Mr.
McNeill) 5302; (Mr. Bennett) 5305; deb. on 22,
(Mr. Wallace) 6464; (Mr. cMillen) 6481; (Mr.
Clancy) 6493; (Mr. Bell. P.E.I.) 6524; (Mr. Bo##
Robertaon) 6530; (Mr. Heyd) 6554>; (Mr. McNeill)
6596; (Mr. Macdonald, Huron) 6615; (Mr. Ben-
nett) 6629; (Mr. Landerkin) 6636; (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) 6650; (Mr. Ruseell) 6660; (Mr. Sproule)
6673; (Mr. Boetock) 6681; (Mr. Roche)6685; (Mr.
McCarthy) 6690: (Mr. Powell) 6695; (Mr. Clarke)
6708: (Mr. Britton) 6715; (Mr. Tyrwhitt) 6717;
(Mr. Osler) 6718; (Mr. Bertram) 6718; agreed4to
(Y. 77, N. 41) 6720 (ii).



INDEX.

Bepresentation in the House of Com-
mons-Con.

In Com. (M.) 6758.
Deb. (Mr. Sproule) 6758, 6910; (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

6758, 6797, 6910, (amt.) 6927, (M .) to ref. back to
Com. (amt.) 6940, 6943, 6966, 6984: (Sir Charles
2happer, 6759, 6981; (Mr. Clancy) 6760, 6777, 6906,
6913; (Mr. Paterson) 6762-6802; (Mr. Mulock)
(amt.) 6763-6820, 6905, 6910; (Mr. Bennett) 6763,
6910; (Mr. Clarke) 6768.6782, 6796: (Mr. Gibson)
6777, 6803; (Mr. McCleary) 6780, £802; (Mr.
Rogera) 6786; (Mr. McNeill) 6789,6907,6942,6962;
(Mr. Beattie) 6802; (Mr, Bergeron% 6S03, 6940,
6947, 6963, 6983; .Mr. Wallace) 6806, 6941, 6945,
6967; (Mr. M4fcCarthy) 6811; (Mr. McMillan) 6813;
(Mr. Martin) 6913; (Mr. ia ggart) 6904, 6941;
(Sir Lwii Davacs) 6924, 6940, 6963; (Mr. Mac-
donald, P.E.I.) 6924; (Mr. Fielding) 6941, 6979;
(Mr. Blair) 6941, 6956, 6979; (Mr. Powell) 6948,
6973; (Mr. Ellis) 6969;: (Mr. Tcker) 6951; (Mr.
Cogtigan) 6952; (Mr. Hughen) 6955; (Mr.
McAliqter) 6978; (Mr. Maretl) 6988; (Mr. Hen-
derson)6993; (Mr. Gilmour)6999 (ii).

REPRIESENTATION OF YUKON TERRITORY IN PARLIA-

MENT : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tiupper) 2901 (i).
-REPS. FROM YUKON COUNCIL, YUKON TERRITORIES

Ar-: Remarks (Sir Charles Hdbcrt Tupper) 2536

(i).
REPORTS PRESENTED:

AGRICULTURE (Mr. Fisher) 1352 (i).
A RCHIVES, CANADIAN (Mr. Fiher) 4061 (ii).
AUDITOR GENE RAL'S (Mr. Fielding) 1165,2180 ().
CIVIL SERVICE LIBT (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 421 (i).
EXPERIMENTAL FAUS (Mr. Fisher) 3070 (i).
FIsHERIES (Sir Louis Davies) 700 (i).
LiBRaY oF PA RLT., JOINT REF. (Mr. Speaker)6 ().
MARINE (Sir Louis Davies) 1165 (i).
MILITm AND DIFENCE (Mr. Borden, King's) 421 (i).
NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)

4995(ii).
RILWAYS AND CANALS (Mr. Blair) 249 ().
SECRETARY 01F STATE (Sir Wfrid Lrurier) 421 (i).
TRADE AND CoMMERCE (Sir Richard Cartwright) 1860

(i).
RESTAURANT AT GRAND NARROWS, I. C. R., COR. re

CONTRACT, &C.: M. for Copy* (Mr. McDougall)

3149 (i).
- H OF C. : in Coin. of Sup., 10137 (iii).
Restigouche Boom Co's. incorp. B. No.

65 (Mr. McAlister) 1*, 1949; on Order for 2°,
2152, 2524, 2648; 2°*, 2698 (i) ; ref. back to Sel.
Com., 6824 (ii) ; wthdn., 8989 (iii).

oN OaNOER FOR 2: Remarks (Sir Louis Davies)
2152 (i).

RESTIGOUCHE AND WESTERN RY. CO'S. SUBSIDY:
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8917 (iii).

RETURNS, INQUIRY FOR (Mr. Bell, Pictou) 3759 (ii).
(Mr. Bergeron) 9700, 9845 (iii).
(Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2696 (i).
(Mr. Casyrain) 1073, 32->3 (i).
(Mr. Davin) 8753, 9595, 9895, 10116 (iii).
(Mr. Poster) 1432 (i); 4171, 5387, 6320, 6595

(i); 8075, 8224, 8386, 8754, 9310, 9595, 9836, 9844.
9895 (iii).
-( Mr. (Giles) 4552 (i).

RETURNS, INqLIRY FOR (Mr. Haggart) 8076 (iii).
(Mr. LaRivière) 1753 (i).
(Mr. McCarthy) 8076 (iii).
(Mr. McDoiuyall) 4151, 5410, 6595 (ii) ; 7771

(iii).
(Mr. Martiu) 1953 (i); 6319 (ii); 10225 (iii).
(Mr. Monk) 5747 (ii).

-- (Mr. Montague) 3253 (i).
(Mr. Prior) 8387 (iii).
(Mr. Talor) 3150 (i).

(Sir Cha rls Tupper) 8753, 8920 (iii).
(Sir Charles Hilbert Tupper) 2696 (i) ; 3498,

3555, 4151, 4313 (ii).
(Mr. Wallace) 5410 (ii).
CR<Ow's NEST PAs RY. (Mr. Bell, Pictou)

3314 (i).
______INCOMILETE : Remiarks (Sir Ch ares Hibbert

Tupper) 3313 (i).
-- INCOIPLETE, TFELEGRAMS FROM ARCHER MAR-

TIN, &C.: Remarks (Sir Charks Hibbert Tupper)
4731 (ii).

S OR1ERED BY HOUSF., NON-COMPLIANCE BY
GoV T.: on M. for Com. of Sup., (Sir Charles

ib!ert Tupper) 2966, 3071 (i).
PULIC WOR Es, P. E. I. (Mr. Mar!in)3878(ii).
YUKON INVESTIGATION, &C. (Sir Charles ib-

brt Teupper) 1340 (ii).
YUKON ExPEDPION, MR. COSTE'S REP. (Sir

Charles Hiibert Tupper) 5407 (ii).
REVISION OF THE STATUTES, AP'NMT. OF COMMIS-

SION : Ques. (Mr. Britton) 1881 (i).
REVENUE COLLECTED, &C.. CHAUDIERE TO MON-

ThEAL : Ques. (Mr. Pou·ell) 1856 (i).
M. for Ret. (Mr. Powell) 2027 (i).

See "Rys., I. C. R."
REVENUE RCiUISERS, MAINTENANCE, &C.: in Com, of

Sup., 5602 (ii).
REYNOLDS, CAPT., STR. " MULGRAVE," COMPLAINTS

ASSCINSTI: Ques. (Mr. Mciin> o, In verness) 5309
(ii).

RIFLE AssOCIATION GRANTs: ini Com. of Sup., 7147
(iii).

Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Co.'s
B. No. 27 (Mr. Préfonta.ine) 1°*, 895; 2*,
1113; in Com. and 3*, 3003 (i). (62.63 Vie., c.
126.)

RICHEi.iEU RIVER BIUDGE Co.'s SUBSID)Y: prop.

Res. (Mr. Blair) 8918 (iii).
PLACING OF BUOYs, CONTRACTS, &C.: Ques.

(Mr. Monk) 3796) (ii).

RIDEAU CANAL., KILMARNOcK: in CoIm. of Sup.,
7454 (ii).

HALL: in ComU. of Sup.. 7693, 9958 (iii).
See "Supply," &c.

RIFLE RANGES, B. C., APPLICATIONS, PETS., &C.:
Ques. (Mr. McInneâ) 5484 (ii).

RIFLES, SALE BY GOVT., &c.: Ques. (Mr. Beattie)
1817 (i).

RIVIÈRE Du LOUP BRIDGE CO.'s SuSBSIDY: prop Res.
(Mr. Blair) 8918 (iii).

eli
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RIVIERE DU Lotip, ADDITION TO WORKSHOPS AT:
Ques. (Mr. Sauvreau) 4480 (ii).

REMOVAL OF SHOPS TO LEiVs: Ques. (Mr.
Gaurreau) 2533 (i).

-- SALARIES AT WORKSROPS: Ques. (Mr. Gau-
rreau) 4480 (ii).

DRE[)GIx: in Coin. of Sup., 8135 (iii).
WHARF, CHARGES AGAINST MR. CHAMBER-

LAND: Ques. (Mr. Casqrain) 1884 (i).
RIVIÈRE LA PIPE, WHARF, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,

8116 (iii).
COST, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1891 (i).
AND PERIBONKA WHARFS, EMPLYMT. OF LA-

BOURERS, &C.: Qutes. (Mr. Casgrain) 3337 (ii)
Roads and Road Allowances in Man. B.

No. 175 (Mr. Siftcn) 1°, 8151 ; 2° and in Coin.,
8470 : 3°*, 9597 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 19.)

ROADS AND BRIDGES: in Com. of Sup., 5204 (ii).
N. W. T.: in Com. of Sup., 7530, 10070 (iii).

ROBERGE, CYRILLE, DISMISSAL OF: Ques. (Mr. Gau-
vreaV1) 18 57-9(i).

Robertsort Patent Relief B. No. 11 (Mr.
McAliste) 1°, 618; 2', 934; in Com. and 3°*,
2644 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 127.)

ROBERVAL, U REDGING SCOWS, CONSTR UCTION, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Casyrain) 1888 (i).

HARBOL R, DREiGING, MR. DoNAGHUE'S CON-
TRACT FOR Scows: M. for COr.* (Mr. Casgrain)
2028 (i).

Sec "Quebec," &c.
ROCHE FENDUE AND CALUMET DAMS, CLAIMS FOR

DAMAGES: Ques. (Mr. Poupore) 1854 (i).
M. for Ret.* (Mr. Pouporc) 2789 (i).

ROCKY POINT BREAKWATER: in Coi. of Sup, 10006.
ROLLING STOCK, . C. R.: in Comi. of Sup., 5754 (ii).

ADDTION To: par. in Moncton star (Mr.
Davin) 6319 (i).

- EXPENDITURE: Remarks (Mr. Dauin) 6562 (ii).
Roman Catholic Episcopal Corporation

of Pontiac B. No. 108 (Mr. Poupore) 1°*,
2529; 2°*, 2698 (i); in Com. and 3°, 3491 (ii).
(62-63 Vic., c. 124.)

ROSEDALE BRIDGE: in Com. of Sup., 7318 (iii).
- SWING BRIDGE, EXPENDITURE, AMOUNT CON-

TRIBUTED BY GOVT., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Hughes)
2333 (i).

ROTHWELL'S REPORT re SETTLERS CLAIMS, TRANS-
MISSION TO B. C. GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. McInnes)
2530 (i.

RowE, MRS. BLIZABETH, POSTMISTRREss AT SINTULATA,
DIsMISSAL: Ques. (Mr. Darin) 8468 (iii).

ROYAL ASSENT TO BILLS: Notification (Mr. Speaker)
6928(i).

See "Bills."
ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE : in Com. Of Sup., 5464 (ii)

7022, 7140, 9960 (iii).
CLOTHING CO.NrRACTr: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 6722

(i) 6932 (iii).
EXPENDITURE SINCE FOUNDATION, REGUÎ.A-

TIoNS, NUMBER OF GRADUATES, &C.: M. for
Stmnt.* (Mr. Casey)1879 (i).

ROYAL MILITARY COLLEGE, REGULATIONS, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Ross-Robertson) 3796 (ii).

ROYAL SOCIETY, PUBLICATION, &C.: in Com. of Sup.,
8705 (iii).

ROYALTIES ON MINING LICENSES: in Com. of Sup.,
8947, 9002 (iii).

RUMORS re CONFLICT BETWEEN , U. S. AND CAN.
CUSTOMS I! YUKON : Remarks (Mr. Fonter) 97.5
(i).

Russell, Dundas and Grenville Counties
Ry. Co.'s B. No. 59 (Mr. Edwards) 1°,
140; 2*, 1862; in Com. and 3°, 3072 (i). (62-63

Vic., c. 87.)
RussELL, MR., DISMISSAL AS STEAMBOAT INSPECTOR:

in Com. of Sup., 4713 (ii).
DISMSsa., REPS., &c., re: M. for Copies*

(Sir Char/es Hibbert Tupper) 3334 (i).
Rutland and Noyan Ry. Co.'s incorp. B.

No. 120 (Mr. Brodeur) 1°*, 3149 (i); 2°", 3492;
in Coin. and 3°*, 3996 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 88.)

RYAN & CO. 'S CLAIMS re CONTRACT: in Corn. of Sup.,
10152 (iii).

&c "Supply," &c.
ST. ANDREWS RAPIDS: in Com. of Sup., 9173, 10155

(iii).
ST. CATHARINES DRILL HALL: in Coi. of Stp. 9957

(iii).
ST. CHARLES BRANGH I. C. R., CLAIMS FOR EXPRO-

PRIATION OR PUiRCHASE OF LAND, &C.: M. for
Stmnt.* (Mr. McMullen) 3873 (i).

St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal Co.'s incorp.
B. No. 46 (Mr. Tisdale)1°*, 1165 ; 2°, 1389; in
Com. and 3'*, 3003 (i). (62-63 Vie., c. 128.)

ST. FRANCIS BRIDGE O. 's SUBsxr : prop. Res. (Mr.
Blair) 8918 (iii).

LAKE CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS : Ques. (Mr.
Taglor) 1852 (i).

LAKE SURVEY, AND SERVICES OF STRS.
"ALERT " AND "ÁALASKA ": M. for Ret.* (Mr.
Taylor) 1878 (i).

STE. GENEVIÈVE, LAND DAMAGES, REP. OF COMMIS-
SIONER: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 6934 (iiij.

ST. JEROME POSTMASTER, DISMISSAL, CHARGES
AGAINST, &c.: Quîes. (Mr. C«asgrain) 2182 (i).

ST. JOHN ACCOMMODATION I. C. R.: in Comn. of Sup.,
7155, 7242, 7401 (iii).

DEEP WATER TERMINAL FACILITIES: M. 'for
Specifications, Plans, &c.* (Sir Charles Hibbert
Pupper) 1876 (i).

BATT&LION, 8TH HUSSARS, CHARGES AGAINST
COMMANDING OFFIcER, REP. r INVESTIGATION,
&C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Domrville) 2026 (i).

ST. JOHN AND BELFAST, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. Of
Sup., 8672 (iii).

ANI) DIGBY, MAIL SUBSIDY : in Com. of Sup.,
8673 (fii).

ELEVATOR : in Com, of Sup., 9163 (iii).
AN) GLASGOW, MAIL SUBSrY : in Com. of

Sup., 8672 (iii).
AND> HALIFAX, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Comi. of

Sup., 8686 (iii).
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ST. JOHN AND LIVERPOOL, MAIL SUBSIDY : in Com. of
Sup., 8671 (iii).

- AND MINAS BASIN, MAIL SUBSIDY: in COM. Of
Sup., 8686 (iii).

VALLEY AND RIVIÈRE DU Loup RY. Co.'s
SUBSIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8914; in Coin.,
9443, 9772 (iii).

-- AND WEST INDIES, MAIL SUBSIDY, &C.:'in
Coni. of Sup., 8675 (iii).

ST. JOSEPH D'ALUA, POSTMASTER, INCREASE IN SAL-
ARY: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 1847 (i).

ST. JOSEPH DE LÉVIS GRAVING DOCK, LENGTHENING :
Ques. (Mr. Casp rain) 1882 (i).

ST. LAWRENCE RIVER SHIP CHANNEL : in Com. of
Sup., 5086 (ii); 7557, 9986 (iii).
- CANALS, DEFPENIEG OF NAVIGATION, &C.,
CONTRACTS ENTERED INTO, &C.: M. for Ret.*
(NIr. Foster) 2788 (i).

IMIPROVEMENTS, NORTH CHANNEL, CONTRACTS,
PLANS, &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Taylor) 1877 (i).

PRtoCTION TO NAVIGATION: Remarks (Mr.
Berqeron) 3343 (ii).

- .NORTH SHORE TELEGRAPH LINE, CONTRACT
FOR POLES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 3335 (ii).

ST. Louis LAKE CHANNEL: in Com. of Sup., 7298
(iii).

-- DREDGING, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 8219 (iii).
ST. MAURICE RIVER IMPROVEMENTS: in CoI. of Sup.,

10070 (iii).
ST. METHODE AND MISTASSINI, WHARFS, CONSTRUC-

TION OF SIEDS, &C.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Casgrain)
2028 (i).

Sec " Quebec," &c.
ST. NORBERT, INUNDATIONS OF RED RIVER, CLAIMS

oF OW.N-E RS: Ques. (Mr. IxtRivière) 1894 ().
ST. OURis LOCK: in Com. of Sup., 7318 (iii).

DISMISSAL OF SUPT. CODERRE, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Monk) 3552 (ii).

ST. PAUL DES MÉTIS COLONY : in Com. of Sup., 9027
(iii).

ST. PETERS CANAL, AMOUNT EXPENDED FROM 1891
TO 1896, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 3255 (i).

ST. PIERRE RIVER, ENLARGEMENT: in Com. of Sup.,
9173 (iii).

ST. REGIS INDIANS : in Com. of Sup., 5699 (ii).
ST. RÉMI AND STOTTSVILLE RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY : prop.

Res. (Mr. Blair) 8915; in Com., 9446, 9773 (iii).
ST. THOMAS AND AYLMER MAIL SERVICE, ADVER-

TISEMENTS FOR TENDERS: Ques. (Mr. Ingram)
9698 (iii).

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: in COM. of

Sup., 5477 (i).

--- REP. OF COMMISSION, PRINTING AND DISTRIBU-

TION: M. for COPY* (Mr. Fortin) 1879 (i).
-- TOTAL COST, CLAîMs UNPAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Monk) 5481 (ii).

SABREVoIS WHARF: in Com. Of Sup., 10020; Cone.,
10219 (iii).

SALARIES, &C., re ADMINISTRATION YUKON DISTRICT:

in Com. of Sup., 8658 (iii).

elv

SAMSON, MR. PIERRE, CARETAKER AT ST. JOSEPH DE
LÉvis FORT, DISMISSAL, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Mar-
cotte) 3082 (i).

SAPPER'S BRIDGE: in Com. of Sup., 5204 (ii).
SARNIA POST OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 9962 (iii).
Saskatchewan Ry. and Mining Co.'s B.

No. 92 (Mr. Landerkin) 1*, 2246; 2°* 2524 (i);
in Com. and 3°*, 3996 (ii). (62-63 ViC., c. 89.)

SASKATCHEWAN VALLEY RAILWAY FACILrriEs, RES.
OF N. W. T. ASSEMBLY: Ques. (Mr. Davin>
3255 (i).

SAUGEEN INDIANS RESERVE, MEDICAL SUPT., PAT-
RICK SCOTT, DîSISSAL, &C. : Remarks (Mr.
McNeill) 9699 (iii).

SAULT STE. MARIE CANAL, CONSTRUCTION : in Com.
of Sup., 7296, 10152 (i).

SAVINGS BANKS AGENTS, SALARIES: in Com. of Sup.,
5012 (ii).

SAw LoGs, EXPORTATION. PREVENTON BY GOVT. ON
INDIAN RESERVES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1834

(i).
SCHAFIIEITLIN AND FITZGIBEON, CUSTOMS Law IN-

FRACTION : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1889, 2190 (i).
SCHOOL LA.NDS, M.K., STMNT. or SALE: Read (Mr.

Sifton) 6461 (ii).
SCIENTIFIC INSTITUTIONS : in Com. of Sup., 5170 (i).
SCorr ACT REPEAL, BROME COUNTY, APPLICATIONS

FOR: Ques. (Mr. Pope)2187 (i).
DELAY IN VOTINu, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Moort) 3547

SCRIMGEOUR, J. G., GRANT OF BONDED WAREHOUSE,
DATE OF LEASE, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Macdonald,
P.E.I.,)2113 (i).

SCRIP FOR HALF-BREEDS î in Coin. of Sup., 5694 (ii>
7501 (iii).

par. in Calgary Herald (Mr. Davin) 7196 (iii).

SCUGOG INDIANS, LIQUOR SOLD, COR. BETWEEn DEPT.
AND MR. A. SOPER: M. for Copies* (Mr. Foster)
3149 (i).

SCUGOG RIVER, DREDGING, &C.: Ques. (Nir. Hughes)
2191 (i).

SECORD, MR. T. R., SuPT. oN WELLAND CANAL,
CHARGES AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. MeCleary)1833(i).

SECRET ARY OF STATE :
B. C. STATUTES FOR 1899, DATE 0F REcciKviNG BY SEc.

OF STATE : Ques. (Mr. Prior)5666 (ii).
BROCEVILLE ELECTION, BALLOT PAPERS, PINTING

A.D DISTRIBUTION-. QUeS. (Mr. Taylor) 074 (i).
-- MILING OF VoTiRs' LIsTS : Ques. (Mr. Por-

ter) 2482(i).
- NAMIC OF DEP. RETURNING OFFICERî: Quoi.

(Mr. Broder) 2322 (i).
"CAmADA GAzETTE": in Com. of Sup., 8703 (iii).
CANADA TEMPE&RANcE Acr ELEcrioNs, COST: in Com*

ofSup.,10111 (iii).
COMMISSIONS UNDER THE GREÂ SEAL, REGULATIONS

REsPEcTNe: Ques. (Sir Oharlea Hibbert Tuver>
448(ii).

ELEcTORAL LIsrs, N. S., PRINTING AND DISTIUU-
Tios: Ques. (Mr. Milla)1979(i).

FRANCHISE ELECTORAL AcT, AxNDmENTs si N. B.
GoVERUMENT : Ques. (Mr. fcInerney) 250 (i).
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SECRETARY OF STATE-Con.
MUNGOVAN, P., TEicmPoEARY CLRK : in Com. of Sup.,

5019 (ii).
See " Supply," &c.

PLEBIscITE VOTERS, LEEDS Co.. REP. oF RETURNING
OFFIcE-: Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1848 (i).

-- Reports asked for (Mr. Moore) 5748 (i).
-- Pol Books, &c.: laid on Table (Mr. Dep.
Speaker) 1320 (iii).

PaRNTING BUREAU : in Com. of Sup., 2077 (i).
PLANT, &C.: in Com. of Sup., 8703 (iii).
SuNI»AY LABoun : Remarks (Mr. Guilkt) 3879

(ii).-
PEorBIITION PLEBISCITE, AMOUNT PAID AND BALANcE

DUE : Ques (Mr. 1o8ter)5859 (ii).
PROHIBITION PLEBISCITE, COST, &C.: Ques. (Mi. Me-

Dougal1l) 1814(Gi).
NUMBER OF VOTES POLLED, Cost, &c.: Ques,1

(Mr. Prior)2321 (i),
-- RET. OF VOTES POLLED, PAPERS RESPECTING:

M. to adin. (Mr. Fo&ter) 2037 (i).
--- Ruling (Mr. Speaker) 2041, 2045 (i).

- ExPENSEs IN MONTREAL CITY, AMouNTS UN-
PAID, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Quinn) 5312 (ii).

SECRETARY Op STATE REP.: Presented (Sir Wilfrid
Laurier) 421().

- in Com. of Sup., 2076, 2269 (i).
Scor AcT REPEAIL, BROME COUNTY, APPLIcATIONS

FOR: Ques. (Mr. Pope) 2187 (i).
- DELAY IN VOTING, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Moore)

3547 (ii).
--- CoNTINGENT ExPENSES, &c.: in Com. ofSup.,

2281, 2290 (i).
V-TERs' LISTS : in Com. of Sup.,8750, 10127 (iii).

- N. B., DEIAT.' IN SENING iN REVISION : Ques.
(Mr. Foster)2530,2698(i).

PRINTING, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 2=30 (i).
PRINTING, &c.: Remarks (Mr. Bell, Picton)

682- (iii).
-- REVISED COPIES, &c. : Ques . (Sir CAarleo

Hibbert Tpper) 1819 (i).

Seed Grain Indebtedness, Securities,
Man. and N. W. T. B. No. 16 (Mr. Douglas)
1°*, 618 (i) ; wthdn., 9893 (iii).

- B. No. 189 (Mr. Sif/on) 1°, 9464; 20, and in
Comi., 9847 ; 3', 9849 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 18.)

SEED GRAIN, MAN. AND N. W. T. Indians : in Coma.
of SVp., 5691 (ii).

To SETTLERS I N. W. T.: in Com. of Sup.,
9027 (iii).

LiENs, CANCELLATION, LEGISLATION, re. RES.
FROM N. W. COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr. Davin)2903(i).

SE1. STANDING COMS.., CoM. TO PREPARE LISTS: M.
(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6. 158 (i).

LiSTS: Presented (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 525 (i).
Senate and House of Conuons Act Amt.

B. No. 191 (Mr. Fielding) 1°, 9696; 2°, and in
Com., 9846; 3°*, 9847 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 12.)

SENATE REoRM AND THE PROVINcES : Ques. (Mr.
Casgrain) 1821 (i).

RESOLUTiONS : Wthdrl. (Sir Wilfrid Laiurier)
8752 (iii).

SI JEA-T-RMx, H. oF C.: in Com. of Sup., 2280(i).
SESSIONAL CLERKS, COMMITTEES, &C.: in Com. of

Sup., 2278, 2280 ().

SESSIONAL INDEMNITIES OF DECEASED SENATORS AND
MEMBERS: in Com. of Sup., 10196 (iii).

SErrLERS FROM EASTERN CANADA TO N.W.T., AID BY
GovT. : Ques. (Mr. Gilmour) 2534 (i).

SHAG HARBOUR WHARF: in Com. of Sup., 9998 (iii).
"SHA3IROCK," TuG, AMOUNT PAID JOHN C. KAINE, &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 5666 (ii).
SHANNON, THOS., DISMISSAL: M. for Papers* (Mr.

Richardson) 3333 (i).
Ships' Safety Act Amt. B. No. 170 (Sir

Louis Da ries) 1°, 6929 ; 2°, 9598 ; in Com. and 3Q,
9599 (iii). (62-63 Vie. c. 33.)

SIcK AND DISTRESSED SEAMEN: in Corn. of Sup.,
4M09 (ii).

SIDING AccOMMOoATION, I.C.R.: in Com. of Sup.,
9156 (iii).

SIMcoE LAKE, LOWERING WATER, REQUESTS, &c.,
MADE TO DEPT. : Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 2192 (i).

Reinarks (Mr. Bennett) 2248 (i).
SINGLETON, MR. W. R., POSTMASTER AT DELTA, Dis.

MISSAL, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Taylor) 1956 (i).
SINTULATA POSTMISTRESS, DISMISSAL, &c. : Ques.

(Mr. Davin) 8468 (iii).
oi M. for Com. of Sup., Remarks (Mr. Darin)

10118 (iii).
SIOUx INDIANS: in Com. of Sup., 5721 (ii).
SKAGWAY AN) DAWsox TELEGRAPH LINE, YUKON,

CONSTRUCTION BY ENGLISH CO.: Ques. (Mr.
Prior) 3073 (i).

Sec "Yukon," &c.
SKELTON vs. THE QUEEN: Inquiry for Papers (Mr.

Davin) 7770 (iii).
REP. OF Mix. oF Jus., M. (Mr. Davin) 8171 ;

8217, 8346 (iii).
Rena7rks (Mr. Darin) 7441 (i).

SLIDES AND BOOMS : in CoIn. of Sup., 8178 (iii).
SMIT- 7 MR. ABNER, POST3IASTER AT RUSAGORNIS,

DISMISSAL, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 3256 (i).
SNOWBALL, HON. MR., CLAIMS, &c. : in Com. of Sup.,

9165 (iii).
SNOW SH OVELLING, I.C.R.. NuMBER OF EMPLOYEES,

&c. : Ques. (Mr. Powell) 1964 (i).
SONGHEES, LNDIANS : in Com. of Sup., 5704 (ii).
- - REMOVAL FROM RESERVE, SETTLEMENT WITH

B.C. GOVT. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3797 (ii).
COR. BETWEEN DOM. AND PROVL. GOvTS..: M.

for Copies* (Mr. Prior) 3873 (ii).
Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Prior) 4713 (ii).

SOULANGES CANAL, AMOUNT EXPENDED IN CONSTRUC-

TION: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 2117 (i).
- -ARBITRATION, LANDV ALUVATORS, APPNMTS.

ANi) DISMISSALS : Ques. (NIr. Monk) 2333 (i).

-- CONTRACTS: M. for Cor., Notices, &c. (Mr.

Taylor) 1861 (i).

CONSTRUCTION : in Com. of Sup., 7295 (iii).

SECS. 1 AND 2, CONTRACTS, ADVEgiTISEMENTS,

&c.: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Bergeron) 2028 (i), 9701
(iii).

SEcs. 4, 5, 6, 7, CONTRACTs &C.: M. for Cor.,
0. C.'s, &c.* (Mr. Bergeron) 2028 (i).



INDEX.

SOURIS BREAKWATER, P.E.I., CLAIMs FOR DAMAGES
BY MESSES. MELLISH AND WIGHTMAN: Ques.
(Mr. Martin) 4270 (ii).

SOUTH SHoRE Ry. Co.'s SUBsIDY : prop. Res. (Mr.
Blair) 8916; in Com., 9551 (iii).

SIEAKER'S ATrENTION CALLED TO MEMBER'S SPEECH
OUT OF ORDER (Sir Charles Tupper) 3754 (ii).

- DEP., DELEGATION OF PowERs : Ruling asked
from Mr. Speaker (Mr. Bergeron) 5491 (ài).

DEP., SA LARY: in Com. of Sup., 2278 (i).
ELECTION OF : M. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 9062

(iii).
LATE SIR JAMEs EDGAR, DECECASE OF: Re-

marks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 9060 (iii),
&c " House of Comnons."

SPEECH FROM THE TIIRONE: Rep. (Mr. Speaker) 4 (i).
SPEECHES OF MEMBERS, LIMITATION, &c. : M. for

Sel. Coin. (Mr. Chairlton) 2755, 2770 (i).
SPINES, COUNTY COURT JuDGE, B. C., CHARGEs

AGAINST: on M. for ComI. of Sup. (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 4172, 4201 (ii).

SPRAYING Fnurr TREEs, GOVTL. AcTIoN: Ques. (Mr.
Martin) 2110 (i).

SPRINGHILL PUBLIC BUILDING : in Com. of Sup., 9945
(iii).

SPROULE, R. J., POSTMASTER AT FLESHERTON, ONT.,
CoMPLAiNTs AGAINST: Ques. (Mr. Davis) 9179
(iii).

STAMPED ENVELOPES, 2-CENT GREEN, NUMBER PUR-
CHASED IN TORONTO, ISSUE o, AND DISTRIBU-
TION: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 2189 (i).

2-CENT PURPLE, NUMBER ISSUED AND DISTRI-
BUTED: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 2187 (i).

JUBILEE AND GREATER EMPIRE, STAMPED
PLATES, COST, NUMBER, &c. : M. for Ret.* (Mr.

Poster) 2028 (i).
See "Post Office," &c.

STANLEY PARK AND DEADMAN'S ISLAND, O.C'.S, COR.,
&C., BETWEEN CAN. GOVT. AND B.C: M. fOr
Copies (Mr. Prior) 2334 (i).

Ret. Laid on Table, 3959 (ii).
&ée " Deadmian's Island, &c."

STARR AN) DE WorF's CONTRA, I.C.R., REP. 0F

MR. SHANLEY, C.E. : M. for Copy* (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) 2962 (i).

STATIONERY, H. OF C. : in Com. Of Sup., 2278 (i),
5730 (i) 10139 (iii).

STATIONERY SUPPLIED TO MEMBERS: On M. (Mr.
Gibson) to conc. in 4th and 5th Reports of Print-
ing Com., 5378 (ii).

STATISTICS, GENERAL : in Com. of Sup., 8236 (iii).
STÂTISTICAL YEAR BOOK-: in Com. of Sup., 8226 (ii).
STATUES AND MONUMENTS: in COM. Of Sup., 8150

(iii).
STATUTORY INCREASES: in Com. of Sup., 2048, 2256,

STnQ.Ir INSPECTION: iin Com. of Sup., 4013,

4713 (i).
- SERVICE BEVEEN P.E.I. AND LIvERPOOL:

Par. in Examainer (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3543 (ii).

clvii

STEAMSHIP SUBVENTIONS. Se ".Mail Subsidies."
STEEL BOXES, INTERIOR AND INDIAN DEPTs., PUR-

CHASED BY GOvT., TENDERS, &C.: Ques. (Mr.
Hodgin.s) 4482, 4995 (ii).

STEEL RAILS, I.C.R., TENDERS, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Me-
Inerney) 2328 ().

STEEL SIHELVING, DEPT. oF AGRICULTURE : in Com.
of Sup., 9989 (iii).

STEVESTON, B.C., TIDAL LANDS, APPLICATION FOR
LEASES, &C. : Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3822, 4058 (ii).

O. C.'s, COR., PLANS, &C. : M. for Copies*
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3873(i).

TiR ANSFE R OF PROPERTY, &C. : Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3544 (ii).

STIKINE-TESLIN ROUTE, SURiVEY, REP. OF ENGINEER :
Ques. (Mr. Bennett) 1885 (i).

Stock. Sec "Divorce."
STONYI MOUNTAIN PENITENTIARY, COMMIsSIONER's RE-

PORT : Remarks (Mr. Poster) 9837 (iii).
"STRATHCONA," STR., A]ND RELIEF OF DESTITCTE

MINERS, ARRANGEMENT WITH GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Prior) 9179 (iii).

STRATHROY AND WESTERN COUNTIES Ry. Co.'s. SUB-
siD>Y: prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8914 ; in Com., 9440,
9771 (iii).

STRATHY, MR. J. A. L., REINSTATEMENT AS LT. -COL.
Ques. (Mr. Ross-Robertson) 2329(i).

STRONG, HON. CHrEF JUSTICE, EXPENSES re JUDICIAL
CoMMrrEt : in Com. of Sup., 5470 (ii).

SuBSIDIES BETWEEN ST. JOHN, HALIFAX AND LONDON,
AMOUNT PAID : Ques, (Mr. Ellis) 2900 (i).

SUBSIDIES : See
Antler and Moose Mountain Ry. Co.
Atlantic and Lake Superior Ry. Co.
Bay of Quinté Ry. Co.
Brookfeld and Eastville Ry. Co.
Canada Eastern (Cross Creek) Ry. Co.
-(Nelson Brancb) Ry. Co.
Canada Northern Ry. Co.
C.P.R. and Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co.
Central Ontario Ry. Co.
Central Ry. Co.
Edmonton, Yukon and Pacifie Ry. Ce.
Fort Francis and Rainy River Ry. Co.
Great Northern Ry. Bridge Co.
Great Northern Ry. Co.
Haliburton and Mattawa Ry. Co.
Hawkezbury Ry. Co.
Indian Garden and Shelburne Ry. Co.
I.C.R. and Central Ry. Co.
Kingston and Pembroke Ry. Co.
Labelle and Nominingue Ry. Co.
Lac River Bridge Co.
Lake Erie aud Detroit River Ry. Co.
MasaaWippi Valley Ry. Co.
Midland Ry. Co.
Nicolet River Bridge Co.
Ontario and Rainy River Ry. Co.
-(Stanley and Port Arthur Branch) Ry. Co.
Ontario, Belmont and Northern Ry. Co.
Orford Mountain Ry. Co.
Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co.
Ottawa, Arnprior ani Parry Sound Ry. Co.
Owen Sound and Meaford Ry. Co.
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SUBSIDIES-Con.
Parry Sound Ry. Co.
Paspébiae and Gaspé Ry. Co.
Pembroke Southern Ry. Co.
Philipsburg Ry. and Quarry Co.
Pontiac Pacifie Junction Ry. Co.
Pontypool and Bobeaygeon Ry. Co.
Portage du Fort Ry. Co.
Port Clyde and Lockport Ry. Co.
Port Hawkesbury Ry. Co.
Port Ilawkesbury and St. Peter's Ry. Co.
Quebec Bridge Co.
Quebee and Lake St. John Ry. Co.
Restigouche and Western Ry. Co.
Richelieu River Bridge Co.
Rivière du Loup Bridge Co.
St. Francis Bridge Co.
St. John Valley and Rivière du Loup Ry. Co.
St. Rémi and Stottsville Ry. Co.
South Shore Ry. Co.
Strathroy and Western Counties Ry. Co.
Sunnybrae and Country Harbour Ry. Co.
Témiscouata (St. Francis Branch) Ry. Co,
Tilsonburg and Lake Erie Ry. Co.
United Counties Ry. Co.
Western Alberta Ry. Co.
Windsor and Truro Ry. Co.
Yamaska Bridge Co.

Sudbury and Wahnapitae Ry. Co.'s in-
corp. B. No. 115 (Mr. Dynent) 1°*, 2897;2°*
3004 (i) ; in Com. and 3°*, 4857 (ii). (62-63 Vie.,

c. 90.)
SUGAR IMPORTS FROM BRITISH WEST INDIES, QUAN-

TITY AND VALUE : Ques. (Mr. Foster) 2327 (i).
SoJNDAY TRAFFIc, I. C. R. AND PAR. IN NEWSPAPER:

Remarks (Mr. McDougall) 3877 (i).
SUNNYBRAE AND COUNTRY HARBOUR Ry. Co.'s SuR-

SIDY : prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916 (iii).
SUPERANNUATIONS IN AîICULTURE DEPT., Ap-

rNMTs., &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Montagune) 3873
(i).

SUPERIOR COURT JUDGES, QUEBEC, SUMS PAID FOR
TRAVELLING EXPENSEs: M. for Stmnt. (Mr.
Monk) 2145 (i).

SUPPLIES FOR GOVT. DREDGES: in Coni. of Sup.,

7571 (iii).
Supply B. No. 169 (Mr. Fielding) 1°, 6464;

2°*, in Com. and 3°*, 6596 (ii). (62-63 Vic., c. 1.)
- No. 192 (Mr. Fielding) 1*, 2°*, in Com.

and 3°>*, 10246 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 2.)

SUPPLY:
(Only subjects which caused remark or discussion

noted under this head.)
AroT. &ND RsAREs To Ms. Foi Cou.: Remarks

(SirCOaries Hibbert T6per) Orders of the House
not complied with, 2966; (Mr. Foer) Drum.
mond County Ry., 2972; (Mr. Prior) Liquor
License in the Yukon, 2973 (); (Sir Charles
Hibbert Apper) Tidal Survey, 3504; (Mr. Mon-
tague) Welland Canal, Lake Erio entrance,3997;
(Sir Charlee a2pper) Ministerial rmeponsibility,
397: (SirCharles Hibbert 2pper) Investigation
into conduot of Judges in B. C.. 4172; (Sir
Charlea Hibbert 2Apper) Bauer, Mr., Dom. Land
Surveyor, Papers r examination, 4718; (Sir

SUPPLY-Con.
AMTs. AND RxiBÀxs-Con.

Charles ½pper) Railway Communication with
the Yukon, 4740; (Mr. Bergeron) Beauharnois
Canal, dismissal ofemployees,5411; (Mr.Davin)
Elevators in the N. W. Ters.,5494; (Mr. Bergeron)
Valleyfield Collector of Customs, 5501; (Mr,
Martin) Seizure of Traps, &c., P.E.1., 5504;
(Mr. Prior) Northern Commercial Telegraph
Co., 5510; (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) Clarke
ve. The Queen, 5750; (Sir Charle8 Hibbert Tup-
per) Administration of the Yukon, 5945,6053,
6124; neg. (Y. 32; N. 82) 6278; (Mr. Roddick)
Tuberculosis, prevention, &c.,6281; (Mr. Davin)
I. C. R., Rolling Stock, par. in Star, 6319 (ài):
(Mr. Cowan) Dismissal of Lighthouse-keeper
Quick, 7219; (Mr. Fortin, Judicial District of
Montreal, 7224: (Sir Charles Tuperi Preserva,-
tion of lealth on Publie Works, 7241 ; (Mr. Bor-
den, King's) Liquor in Military Canteens, 7322;
(Mr. Blair) Long Wharf, par. in Star, 7627;
(Mr. Ilughe&) Canadian Troops for the Transvaal,
7328; (Mr. MeLennan, Inverness) Lobster Fish-
ing, 7675; (Sir Charles Tupper) Preferential
Trade with G. B., 7773; Amt., 7789, 7874; neg-
(Y. 77; N. 41)7965; (Mr. Davin) Administration
of the Yukon, 8020; (Mr. McNeill) Preferential
Trade with G. B., 8221, 8634: (Mr. Taylor) Bind-
er Twine, Kingston Penitentiary, con tract,,9898;
(Mr. Clancy) Bothwell Election, Hon. Mr. Mills
speeen in tne Senate, %96; (Mr. Bughes) Con-
duct of Troops in the Yukon, 9963; (Mr. Davin)
Sintulata Postmistress. dismissal, 10118 (iii).

MESS. FROM His Ex.: Transmitting Estimates for
1899-1900, 2026 (i); Suppl., 1900, 4857 (ii); fur-
ther Supipl., 7638, 9835 (iii).

Rxs. (Mr. Fielding) FoR CoM., 1813; Ms. for CoM.,
2047, 2250, 2966 (i), 3504, 3997,4713,4740,5411, 5494,
5750, 6281 (ii), 7001, 7219, 7322, 7675, 7773, 8020,
8172, 8221, 8386, 8631, 9895, 9963, 10118 (iii).

IN Cou., 2047, 2250,2973 (i), 3504,3523,4009,4240, 4713,
4770, 5011, 5100, 5414, 5578, 5668, 5753, 6321 (ii),
7001, 7242, 7330, 7442, 7536, 7966, 8077, 8178, 8224,
8387, 8477, 8648, 8947, 9002, 9066, 9211, 9938, 9964,
10119 (iii).-

COMMITTEE :
Administration oftJutice. See "Justice."
Arts, Agriculture and Statistica:

Archives, 8224 (iii).
Aid to Agricultural Societies, 8237 (iii).
Bulletins and Reports, Distribution, 8264 (iii).
Cold Storage, 8706 (iii).
Commissioner's Branch, Agriculture and Dairying,

8265 (iii).
Dairying Interests, 8337 (iii).
Experimental Farms, 5073 (ii), 7688, 8237 (iii).
General Statistics, 8236 (iii).
Illustration Stations,8279,8745 (iii).
North-weat Territorial Exhibition, 5073 (ii).
Omaha Exhibition, 5074(ii).
Paris Exhibition, 10140 (iii).
Patent Record, 5074 (ii).
Purchase of Books for Library, 5074 (il).
Statisticat Year-book, 8226 (iii).

Charges of Management, 7001 (iii).
Dominion Notes, Printing, &c., 5012(ii).
Salaries of Agents of Country Sayings Banks, 5012

(W1).
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SUPPLY-Con.
CoMMITEE-Con.

Civil Government:
Agriculture, 2256 Mi).
Auditor General's Office, 2086 (i).
Contingencies:

Agriculture, 2270 (i), 5028 (ii).
Auditor General, 2269 i).
Finance, 5016 (ii).
Governor General's Office, 2265 (i).
High Commissioner's Office, 8748 (iii).
Inland Revenue, 2270 (i), 5013 (ii).
Interior, 5021 (ii), 7467 (iii).
Justice, 2266 (i).
Marine and Fisheries, 2276 (i), 5023 (ii).
Militia and Defence, 2266 (i), 5012 (ii).
Miscellaneous, 2277 (i).
Post Office Dept., 5032(ii),5052,5068,7330,7358 (iii).
Printing and Stationery (P. Mungovan's Salary),

5019, 5853 (ii).
Privy Council Office, 2265 (i), 5012 (ii).
Publie Works, 5072, 5085 (ii), 7554 (iii).
Railways and Canals, 2276 Ci).
Secretary of State, 2269 (i).
Trade and Commerce, 2277 (i).

Customs, 2091 (i).
Fin ance, 2090 i). 5016 (ii).
Geological Survey, 2104 (i).
Governor Gene ral's Secretary's Office, 2047 (i).
Indian Dept., 2083(i).
Inland Revenue, 2100 (i).
Interior, 2077 (), 7466 (iii).
Justice, 2063 (i), 10119 (iii).
Marine and Fisheries, 2102(i).
Militia and Defence, 2070 (i).
Mounted Police, 2083 (i), 10122 (iii).
Privy Concil Office, 2048 (i).
Publie Printing and Stationery, 2077 (i).
Publie Works, 7536 (iii).
Railways and Canals, 2250 (i).
Secretary of State, 2076(i).
Trade and Commerce, 2107, 2262 (i).

Collection of Revenues:
Customs:

B.C.,8453 (iii).
B.C. and Yukon, Salaries, &c., 5596 (ii).
Manitoba, 8453 iii).
N.W.T.,8453 (iii).
Nova Scotia,8387 (iii).
Old Suspense Account, Montreal, 5588 (ii).
Ontario, 8452 (iii).
Printing and Stationery, 5600 (ii),
Revenue Cruisers, Maintenance, 5602 (ii).
Salaries Contingencies, 5595,5855 (ii).

Excise :
Collectors' Allowance and Duties Collected, 4790

(ii).
Preventive Service, 4788, 5578 (ii).
Salaries, Officers. Inspectors. &o., 4770, 4787 (ii).
Sale of Stamps for Crn. Tobacco, Commission,

4790 (ii).
Special Translation, L. A. Frechette, 4803 (ii).

Post Office, Outside Service:
Mail Service, 7366 (iii).
Miscellaneous, 5798 (Hi),7388 (iii).
O'Connor & Hogg, Legal Services, 5801 (ii).

Public Works :
B.C. Agency, 8190 (iii).
Harbours, Docks and Slides, 8178 (iii).

clix

SUPPLY-Con.
COM M ITTEE--Con.

Collection of Revenuce-Con.
Publie Works-Con.

Land and Cable Lines, &o.. 8181 (iii).
Slides and Booms, Salaries, &o., 8178 (iii).
Telegraph between P.E.I. and Mainland, 8180 (iii).

-B.C., 8184 (iii).
-- N.W.T., 8183 (iii).

Signal Service, Generally, 8188 (iii).
Weights and Measures, Gas, &c.:

Rent, Fuel. Travelling Expenses, &o ., 4804 (ii).
Salaries of Officers, Inspectors, &c., 4803, 5578 (ii).

Dominion Lande-Capital:
General Vote, 7501 (iii).
Surveys, &o., 9053 (iii).

Dominion Lande-Income:
General Vote, 7528, 9006 (iii).
Gratuity to Mrs. Cadenhead, 5859 'ii).

Dominion Police:
Salaries, increases, 10127 (iii).

Excise. See " Collection of Revenues."
Fkheries:

Behring Sea Claims Commission, 5180 (il).
Cold Storage for Bait, 10163 (iii).
G ratuity to R. N. Venning, 5183 (ii).
Oyster Culture, 4241 (i).
Repairs to Fisheries Protection Steamers, 5180 (ii).
Salaries, Inspectors, &c., 4013 (ii).
To pay John S. Hall, Q.C., 5183 (ii).
To pay F. Peters and E. V. Bodwell, 5181 (ii).

Geological Survey :
General Vote, 7468 (iii).
Salary, John McLeish, 5668 (ii).

Goot. of North-west Territories, 7499 (iii).
Govt. of the Yukon Provisional District:

Amount required for Mail Service, 7359 (iii).
Customs, 8746 (iii).
Lewes and Yukon. River ImpIrovements, 8192(iii).
Salaries and Expenses of Administration, 8658, 8947,

902(iii).
ISee " Yukon Provisional District, &o."]

Immigration:
Agents' Salaries, Can., G.B. and Foreign Countries1

8477 (iii).
General Expenses of Agencies, 8648 (iii).
Payment to St. Paul des Métis Colony, 9027 (iii).
Women's Protective Society, Montreal, 8628 (iii).

Indians:
British Columbia, 5725-5730 (ii).
General Vote, 5722 (ii).
Liquor Suppression, 5710 (C).
Manitoba and N. W. T., 5691 (ii),10110 (iii).

Annuities to Half-breeds, Peace River Distriot.
5694, 5711 (ii).

Grist Mills, &c., 5721 (ii).
Implements, &c., 5712 (ii).
Sioux, 5721 (ii).

Nova Scotia, 5691 (ii), 7480 (iii).
Ontario and Quebea, 5669 (ii), 10110 (iii).
Oka Indians, Removal, 5709(il).
St. Régis, Lock-up, 5711(ii).
Surveys, 5710, 5721(ii).

Inspection uf Staples:
Expenses of Winnipeg Grain Exchange Members,

5586 (ii).
Insurance :

General Vote, 7468 (iii).
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SUPPLY-Con.
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Justice, Administration qf:
Circuit Allowance, B.C., 5471 (ii).
Enforcement of Alien Labour Law, 5471 (ii), 10123

(iii).
Fxchequer Court, 5472 (ii).
N. W. T., 10122 iii).
Ontar o, Additional Judge. 10122 (iiii.

[See' Govt. of Yukon," "'Yukon District," &c.J
Legielation:

House of Commons:
Balance of Salary, late Sir J. D. Edgar, 10196 (iii).
Committees, Sessional Messengers, &c., 2278 (i).
Dep. Speaker's Salary. 2278 (i).
Estitnate of Sergeant-at-Arms, 2280 (i).
French Translation, 90139 (iii).
Indemnity, late Hon. J. F. Wood, 10200 (iii).
Publishing Debates, 2280 ().
Restaurant-keever, Allowanee, 10137 (iii).
Stationery, 10139 (iii).
Voters' Lists, 2280, 2290 (i), 8750, 10127 (iii).

Library: Additional Messengers, 10140 (iii).
Senate:

Sessional Indemnity, late Senator Sanford, 10196
(iii).

Stationery, &c., 5739 (ii).
Lighthouse and Coat S'ervice:

Gratuities, 5179 ii).
Salaries and Allowances of Keepers, 3523 (ii).
Upper Traverse Lighthouse, 5116 (ii), 10162 (iii).

Mail Subgidies and Steamship Subnentione :
Baddeck, Grand Narrows and Iona, 8692 (iii).
Canada and Great Britain,8661 (iii).
Gaspé Basin and Dalhousie, 8685 (iii).
Grand Manan and Mainland,8684 (iii).
Great Britain and P. E. I.,8687 (iii).
Halifax and Porto Rico, 10158 (iii).
Halifax, St. John, Nfld. and Liverpool, 8672 (iii).
Magdalen Islands and Mainland,8678 (iii).
Montreal and Manchester, 8695 (iii).
Murray Bay and River Ouelle, 10158 (iii).
Pictou and Cheticamp, 10156 (iii).
Pictou, Murray lHarbour, Georgetown and Monta-

gue Bridge, 8686 (iii).
Port Mulgrave, Arichat and Canso, 10156 (iii).
P. E. I. and Mainland, 8683'(iii>.
Quebeo and Gaspé Basin, 8686,10157 (iii).
St. John and Digby, 8673 (iii).
St. John, Dublin and Belfast, 8672 (iii).
St. John and Glasgow, 8672 (iii).
St. John and Halifax via Yarmouth, k., 8686 (iii).
St. John, Halifax and london, 8673 (iii).
St. John and Liverpool,8671 (iii).
St. John and Minas Basin Porta, 8686 (iii).
St. John, &c., West Indies and South Ameries,

8675 (iii).
St. Peters and Port Mlilgrave, 8692 (iii).

Marine Hopitalea:
Marine Hospitals, &c., 4009 (i).
Shipwrecked Seamen, 4012 (ii).

Militia :
Annual Drill, 5414 (ii), 7061 (iii).
Arms and Accoutrements,5466(il),9141 (iii).
Artillery, Fortrems Armament. &o,, 7152 (iii).
Battlefield Monuments, 7152 (iii).
Claim of F. X. Mathieu, 9127 (iii).
Clothing, 5443 (ii), 7099, 9126 (iii).

SUPPLY-Con.
COMMirTTEE- Cn.

Militia-Con.
Compensation to Octave Ouellette, 1l27 (iii).

- to Mrs. F. E. Stewart, 9131 (iii).
Construction of Small A rmouries, 9125 (iii).
Defence Scheme Committee, 5465 (ii).
Esquimalt Defences, 7151 (iii).
Gen. Service Medals, 9127 (iii).
General Vote, 5055, 5857 (iii).
Govt. Cartridge Factory, 7151 (iii).
Hamilton Rifle Range, Purchase,5465(ii).
Military College,5464 (ii), 7140 (iii).
Military Properties, 5421 (ii), 7088 (iii).

- Stores, 5423 (ii).
Miscellaneous and Unforeseen, 5451 (ii), 7147 (iii).
Pay, Allowances, &c., 7002 (iii).
Provisions a-id Supplies, 7126 (iii).
Salaries of Civil Employees, 5420 (ii), 7074 (iii).
Transpor t,5451 (ii), 7130 (iii).
Warlike and otherStores, 7091 (iii).

Miscellaneoue:
Academy of Arts, 8705 (iii).
Amount for Charles Bremner, 10113, 10167 (iii).
Arbitration, Dom., and Ont. and Quebec Accounts,

8702 (iii).
Canada Gazette, 8703 (iii).
Canada Mining Institute, 8702 (iii).
Canada Temperance Act, Cost of Elections, 10111

(iii).
Classification of Privy Council Records, 8702 (iii).
Commutation in Lieu of Remission of Duties,8704

(ii).
Contributions to Can. Law Library, London, Eng.,

5470 (iii).
Crow's Nest Pass Ry., Commissioner's Expenses,

5831 (i).
Distressed Canadians in Foreign Countries, 7529 (iii).
Expenses of Chief Justice Strong, 5470 (ài).
Gratuity to Wm. Wakeham, 5183 (ii).
Half-breed Claims Commissioner, Salary, &c., 5832

(ii).
- Commission'a Expenses, 9054 (iii).

International Commission at Washington, 852 (ii).
Keewatin District, Expenses of Govt., 7529 (iii).
Maintenance of Roads, &c., Banff, 7530 (iii).
Manniwanka Lake, Wharf, 9055 (iii).
Monument of late Mr. Mackenzie, 8150 (iii).
Mounted Police, Assistance to Half-breeds,5830 (ii).
National Art Gallery, 8149 (iii).
Paris Agency, Salaries and Contingencies of, 8704,

(iii).
Payments of Extra Clerks, 8705 (iii).
P. E. I. Fish Oil Duties, 10114, 10169 (iii).
Printing Bureau Plant, 8703 (iii)-
Printing Dr. Rand's Dictionary, 10112 (iii).
Printing, Miscellaneous, 5850 (ii), 8703 (iii).
Privy Council. Wentworth v. Mathieu, 10112 (iii).
Professional Services to C. J. R. Bethune, 5471(11).
Relief to People of West Indies, 5852 (ii).
Repairs to Gov. Gen's Car " Victoria," 8751 (iii).
Royal Society, Publication of Proceedings, 8705 (iii).
Statute of Her Majesty, 8150 (iii).
Surveys and Inspections, 8149 (ili.
To pay A. M. Montpetit, for translation, 5851 (il).
Well-boring Machines in N. W. T., 905 (iii).

Mounted Police :
General Service, 5832 (ii), 8746 l.
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Ocean and River Service:
Generally, 5100 (ii).
Govt. Steamers, Maintenance and Repairs, 3004(i).
Investigation into Wreeks, 3064 (i).
Masters and Mates, Examination, 3058 (i).
New Steamer, "Minto," 10160 (iii).
Registration of Shipping, 3065 (i).
Removal af Obstructions in Navigable Rivers, 3065

(i), 10161 (iii).
Rewards for Saving Life, 3061 (i).

Pensions :
Fenian Raid, 8750 (iii).
Rebellion of 1885, 8750 (iii).

Penitentiaries :
British Columbia, 5479 (ii).
Dorchester, 5477 (ii).
General, 8750 (iii).
Kingston:

Expenses of Devlin Investigation. 5073 (ii).
Manitoba, 5479 (ii).
St. Vincent de Paul, 5477 (ii).

Po8t Office. See "Collection of Revenues."

Public Works-Capital:
Buildings:

Nova Scotia, Halifax Building, 9943 (iii).
Digby Post Office, &c., 9947 (iii).
Quarantine Station, 994-5 (iii).
Springhill Building, 9915 (iii).

Ottawa, Western Deptl. Block, 5089 (ii) 9938, 9943
(iii).

Electrie ligliting, &c., 9939 (iii.
Military Buildings, New Store, 9942 (iii).
Observatory, 9943, 9950 (iii).

Harbours and Rivers:
Lévis Graving Dock, enlargement, .987 (iii).
Montreal Harbour Improvements, 9964 (iii).
River Kaministiquia, 7611 (iii)
St. Andrew's Rapids, 10155 (iii).
St. Lawrence River Ship Channel, 50S6 Cii) 7557,

7579, 9986 (iii).
Public Worke-incone:

Buildings:
British Columbia:

Kamloops, Publie Building, 9988 (iii).
Nelson, Publie Buildings,9988 (iii).
New Westminster, Publie Buildings, 9988 (iii).
Rossland, Publie Building, 9988 (iii).
Vancouver, Drill Hall, 9988 (iii).

New Brunswick:
Marysville, Publie Building, 7616 (iii).
St. John, Quarantine Station, 9954 (iii).

North-west Territories:
Lieut. Governor's residence, 9988 (iii).

Nova Scotia:
Halifax, Drill Hall, &c., 7613 (iii).

Quarantine Station, 5089 (ii).
Windsor, Publie Building. 7615 (iii).

Ontario:
Alexandria, Reformatory, 9960 (iii).
Brockville, Drill Hall, 9960 (iii).
General Vote, 7621 (iii).
Kingston, Igilitary College, 9960 (iii).
Library rewiring, 9956 (iii).
London Drill Hall, &c., 9961 (iii).
h1
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Ontario-Con.
Ottawa, photographic establishment, 5090 (ii).

East block, elevator, 9960 (iii).
Concrete floors, Depti. Buildings, 9957 (iii).
West block, 9959 (iii).
Rideau Hall, 9958 (iii).

Sarnia, Publie Building, 9962 (iii).
St. Catharines, Drill Hall, 9957 (iii).
Toronto, Post Office, 9958 (iii).
Windsor, Drill Hall, 9962 (iii).

Quebee:
General Vote, 7619 (iii).
Montreal Publie Buildings, 5090 (ii).
Quebec Citadel,5090 (ii).
Victoriaville, Publie Building, 9954 (iii),

Rents, repairs, ke.:
Dom. Buildings, Ottawa, 5183 (ii).

Lighting, &c., 8136, 9989.
Steel shelving, Agriculture Dept., 9989

(iii).
Dredging, 5203 (ii).

New Dredging Plant, 8137,10070 (iii).
Ilarbours and Rivers, generally, 8102 (ii).

British Columbia:
Columbia River, Improvements, 8085-86 (iii).
Fraser River, Improvements, 81)88 (iii).
Kootenay River, Improvements, 8090 (iii).
William's Head Quarantine Station, 8090 (iii).

Manitoba:
Lake Manitoba, Outlets, 8077 (iii).
Wharf on Lake Winnipeg, 8079 (iii).

Maritime Provinces, Generally, 5201 (ii).
New Brunswick:

Campbellton, Wharf.10012 (iii).
Campobello, Breakwater, 10010 (iii).
Cape Tormentine, Breakwater, 10011 (iii).
Generally, 7763 (iii).
Hlopewell Cape, Wharf, 10010 (iii).
Main River, Wharf, 10012 (iii).
St. John River, Wharfs, 10011 (iii).
St. Nicholas River, Wharf, 10010 (iii).
Shippegan, Wharf, 10012 (iii).

Nova Scotia:
Arcadis, Removal of Obstructions, 9990 (iii).
Belliveau, Breakwater, 10000 (iii).
Black Rock and Meat Cove, Harbour, 9991 (ii i)
Brooklyn, Wharf, 10003 (iii).
Brule, Wharf Repairs, 10003 (iii).
Chebogue River, Wharf, 9999 (iii).
Chegoggin, Breakwater, 9990 (iii).
Chezzetcook, Wharf, 10004 (iii).
Clifton, Wharf Repairs, 9991 (iii).
East Ragged Island, Wharf, 9991 (iii).
Gabarus Bay, Breakwater, 9991 (iii).
Generally, 5198 (ii) 7698; 8084 (iii).
Gunning Cove, Wharf, 9991 (iii).
Harbourville, Wharf, 10002 (iii).
Jordan Bay East, Breakwater, 9998 (iii).
L'Ardoise, Breakwater, 9991 (iii).
Lockeport, Breakwater, 9991 (iii).
Malignant Cove, Breakwater, 10003 (iii).
Newellton, Wharf, 9998 (iii).
North River, St. Anne's Wharf, 9991(
Parker's Cove, Wharf,10001 (iW
Parrsboro', Dredging,10003 (iR
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Public Work4-Incone--Con.
Buildings-Con.

Nova Scotia--Con.
Porter's Lake, Dredging, &c , 9993 (iii).
Salmon Rivr, Freight Shed, 9996 (iii).
Saw's Pit, Wharf. 9997 (iii).
Shag Harbour, Wharf, 9998 (iii).
Tatamagouche, Wharf Repairs,10003 (iii).
Trout Cove, Breakwater, 1-000 (iii).
West Berliui, Protection Works, 10000 (iii).
Wolfville. Harbour Improvements. 10002 (iii).
Yarmouth, Breakwater, 9990 (iii).
Young's Landing, Wharf, 9997 (iii).

Ontario:
Bowmanville, Harbour, 7966 (iii).
Bruce Mines, Wharf, 7966 (iii).
Burlington Channel, 7998 (iii).
Collingwood 8002 (iii).
Generally, 8013 (iii).
Goderich, Breakwater, &o., Dredging, 8010-12

(iii).
Kincardine, North Pier reconstruction, 5203 (iii). 1
Kingston, Harbour Dredging, 8014 (iii).
Little Bear Creek, Dredging, 8014 (iii).
Oakville, Repairs to Piers, &o.,8015 (iii).
Otonabee River, Dredging, 10065 (iii).
Owen Sound, Dredging, &c., 8016 (iii).
Pelee Island, Wharf, 10068 (iii).
Port Colborne, Harbour Improvements, 9250

(iii).
Portsmouth, Wharf, 10'65 (iii).
Providence Bay, Wharf, 10068 (iii).
Rainy River, Channel Improvements, 8016, 91731

(iii).
Seugog, River Channel. 10065 (iii).
Shegiuandah, Pier, 10068 (iii).
Sydenham River, Dredging, 8018 (iii).
Toronto Harbour, Dredging, 10066 (iii).

Prince Edward Island:
Canoe Cove, Breakwater, 10007(iii).
China Point, Pier, 7751 (iii).
North Cardigan, Pier, 10010 iiii).
Rocky Point, Breakwater, 10006 (iii).
St. Peter's Bay, Pier, 7755 (iii).
Souris, Breakwater, 7755 (iii).
Summerside, Harbour, 7757 (iii).
West Point, Pier, 10006 (iii).

Harbours and River:
Quebee:

Anse à Beaufils, Harbour Improvements 8103
(iii).

Anse aux Gascons, Breakwater, 8103 (iii).
Baie de Honfleur, Wharf. 10019 (iii).
Baie St. Paul, Repairs to Wharf, 8104 iii).
Beauport, Wharf, 10039 (iii)
Black Brook, Wharf, 10014 (iii).
Cacouna, Wharf. 10016 (iii).
Cap à L'Aigle, Wharf, 10017(iii).
Cap Santé, Removal offBoulders, 8105 (iii).
Carleton, Pier, 10014 (iii).
Coteau LandingDredging, 10039 (iii).
General Repairs, 8105 0ii).
Ile aux Grues, Wharf, 10018(iii).
Kamouruaka, Wharf, 10018 (iii).
Knòwlton Landing, Wharf,10020 (iii).
LakeSt. John, Piers, &o., 8116 (iii).
Les Eboulements, Wharf,10017 (iii).

SUPPLY-Con.
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Public Work#-Incone-Con.
Harbours and Rivers-0on.

Quebec-Con.
Lower St. Lawrence, Removal of Rocks, 8133

(iii).
Magdalen Islands, Breakwater, 813 (iii).
Maria, Wharf, 8133 (iii).
New Carlisle, Wharf, 10014 (iii).
Newport, Breakwater, 10014 (iii;.
Richelieu River, Beloil Channel, 8138 (iii).
Rivière du Lievre, Lock, 10039 (iii).
Rivière du Loup, Dredging Channel, 81:35 (iii).
Rivière à la Pipe, Wharf, 8116 (iii).
St. Alexis, Pier,8136 (iiii).

Ste. Anne, Wharf, 10039 (iii).
St. Gedeon, Wharf, 10019 (iii).
Ste. Irénée. Wharf. 10018 (iii).
Ste. Jerome, Wharf, 10018 (iii).
Sabrevois, Wharf, 1002) (iii).
Sagueuay River, Dredging, 8136 (iii).
Sillery Cove, Wharf, 8136 (iii;.

Roads and Bridges:
Belly River, Bridge, 10070 (iii).
Edmonton Bridge, 8196 (iii).
Generally, 8146 (iii).
Ottawa, Bridge over River, 8147 (iii).

Maria Street Bridge, 147 (iii).
Sappers Bridge, 5204 (ii), 8148 (iii)

Portage du Fort, 10071 (iii).
Slides and Booms:

St. Maurice River. 1070 (iii).
Telegraph Lines:

Anticosti Island, 10072 (iii).
Cheticamp and Meat Cove, 10072 (iii).
North Shore St. Lawrence, 8149 'iii).

Quaran~tine:
Amount Transferred to Publie Works Dept., 5075

(ii).
Cattle Quarantine, 5075 (ii),8339 (iii).
Hog Cholera and Sheep Scab, 5085(ii).
Salaries and Contingencies of Organized Districts,

8338 (iii).
Tracadie Lazeretto,8338 (iii).
Tuberculosis, Prevention, 8344 (iii).
Winnipeg and St. Boniface Hospitals,8338 (iii).

Rr iwaYs and Canal':
Canals:

Beauharnoii, 7450 (iii).
Chambly, Telephone Lines, 5783 (ii).

Surveys, Planting Stones, &e., 7454 (iii).
Cornwall, Enlargemen t, 7298 (iii).
- Repairs, New Locks, 5784 (ii).
Farran's Point, Enlargement, 5779 (ii).
Galops, Straightening, &c., 7299, 7442 (iii).
Lachine, Atwater Ave., Wall, 9173 (iii).
-- Deepening, St. Pierre River, 5781 (ii), 9173

(iii).
-- 1-nlargement. 7297 (iii).

To pay Heney & Borthwick, 9173, 10153 tiii).
Lake St. Louis, Channel, 7298 (iii).
Murray, Landing Stage, 7454 (iii).
North Channel, Deepening, &o., 5779 (H).
Rainy River, Lock and Dam.10153 (iii).
Rapide Plat, Enlargement, 7299 (iii).
Repairs, ko.,Operating Expenses, 7463 (iii).
Rideau, Kilmarnock Rock Cut, 7454 (iii).
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SUPPLY.-Con.
COMMITTE E-Con.

Railwozrn and Canal--Con.
Canais-Con.

St. Ours Lock, New Scows, 7318 (iii).
Sailt Ste. Marie, 7296 (iii).
--- H. Ryan & Co., Claims, 9235,10152 (iii).
Soulange2, 72o5 (iii).
Trent, Construction, 7299, 7318 (iii).

Pigeon Creek Bridge, 9172 (iii).
Salary of Concrete Inspector, 5782 (ii).

Welland, 5790, 5792 (ii), 7454 (iii).
Rebate to Forwarding Co., 5794 (i).

Railways :
Canadian Pacite Railroad:

Land Damages, &c., 7153 (iii).
Intercolonial Ry.:

Car Couplings, 9171 (iii).
Elevator at Halifax, 9172 (iii).
General Vote, 7456 (iii).
Increased Accommodation at Lévis 9113 (iii).

at Moncton, 5753 (ii),
at St. John, 7155, 7242, 7401, 9164 (iii).
Siding Accommodation, 9156 (iii).
Station Accommodation, 9163 (iii).

Indiantown Branch, 9165 (iii).
Lind Danages, 7154 (iii).
One First Class Coach, 9172 (iii).
Pintsch Gas Apparatus, 9172 (iii).
Point Tupper, Improvements, 9171.
Refrigerator Cars. 9172 (iii),
Rolling Stock. 5754 (ii
St. John, Elevator, 9163 (iii).
Telegraph Service, 9171 (iii).

Prince Edward Island :
Construction of Murray Harbour Branch, 9211 (ii).
General Vote, 7462 (iii).
Purchase of Wharf at Mount Stewart, 5754 (iii).
Straightening Curves, Rolling Stock, &o., 7389

(iii).
Miscellaneous:

General Vote, 7455 (iii).
Payment to A. P. Ross, 9176 (iii).
Ry. Com. of Privy Council, 9175. 10156 (iii).
Ry. Regulations, 9175. 10155 (iii).
Repaire to Gov. Gen.'s Car ' Vict, ria," 5785 (ii),

8751 (iii).
Survey of Ottawa 1 iver, 9176 (iii).

Railway Subsidies.
Subsidy to Central Ry. of N.B., 5788 (ii).

Scientilc Intsitutions :
Toronto Observatory, RebuildingDwelling, 5179 (i).

Steanmboat Inspection, 4013, 4240, 4713 (ii).
Trade and Commerce:
--Administration of Chinese Immigration Act, 8697

(iii).
Commercial Agencies, &c., 8698 (iii).

Weighta and Measures, Gas, &c. See " Collection of
Revenues."

Yukon Proviiona( District:
Administration of Justice:

Additional Judge, 10191 (iii).
(lerksf the Court, Aalary, 10193 (iii)
Law-beoks, ke., 5469 (il).
Iiting Expenses of Judges, 5469 (ii), 10193 (iii).
Maintenance of Prisoners, 5468 (ii), 10195 (iii).

Customs, 10109 (iii).
Expenditure of Interior Dept., 6366 (ii).
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SUPPLY-Con.
COMui ITTEE-Cofl.

Yukon Provisionaal District-Con.
Lewes and Yukon River Improvements, Telegraphs,

&c., 5604 (ii).
Maintenance of Mounted Police Force,M5834 ii).

of Troops, kc., 6321 (ii), 9066 (iii).
Postal Service, 6360 (ii), 7359 (iii).
Publie Buildings, 10107 (iii).
Survey of All-Canadian Route, 8700 (iii).
Telegraph Lines, 10093, 10099 (iii).
Trails, Roads and Bridges, 10087 (iii).

Edmonton, 10109 (iii).
[See "Govt. of Yukon," &c.]

CONCURUENCE :
Beauharnois Canal, 10201 (iii).
( ustoms, 10206 (iii).
Harbours and Rivers, Nova Scotia, 10218 (iii).

Quebec, 10219 (iii).
Justice, Administration of, 10217 (iii).
Mail Service. 10202 (iii).
Militia and Defence, 6389 (ii), 10218 (iii).
Mount Stewart Public Wharf.6387 (ii).
Ocean and River Service, 6383 (ii).
Post Office, 6387, 6390 (ii), 10202 (iii).

' Publie Buildings, Ottawa, 6386 (ii).
Railways and Canals Dept., Salaries, 6382 (ii).

Income, 10204 (iii).
Sabrevois Wharf, 10219 (iii).
Salaries of Immigration Agents, 10214 (iii).
Upper Traverse Lighthouse, 6384 (ii).
Victoriaville Publie Buildings, 6385 (ii),10218 (iii).
Yukon Provisional District:

Mounted Police Service, 6388 (ii).

SURVEYS BRANCH, SALARIEs, &C. : in Com. of Sup
5849 (il).

AND INSPECTIONS: in Coin. of Sup., 8149 (iii).
SURVEY OiF LANDS, YUKON, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charles

Hibbert Tipper) 3547 (ii).
SUSPENSE ACCOUNT, MONTREAL: in Con. of Sup.

5588 (ii)..
SussEx, N.B., E!CTION 0F DRILL SHED: Ques. (Mr.

Domrille 1857 (1)..
SYENHAM POSTMASTER, IRREGULABITY IN ACcoUNTS

Ques. (Mr. Bell, Addington) 6935 (iii).
DREDGING : in Com. of Sup.. 8018 (iii).
AMOUNT EXPENDED: Que8. (Mr. Clancy) 3820

(ii).
TAN.n, JOHN, CLAIMS AGAINST SPANISH GovT. FOR

DETENTION, &C. : Ques. (Mn. Ru8sell) 4805 (i).

TARIFFS, SPECIAL RATES, I. C. R., REPS. OF MR.
HaI.u s : M. for Copies* (Mr. Pope) 2961 (i).

TATE'S DRY DOCK. MONTREAL, RIENT, LEssEs, &b.:
Ques. (Mr. Monk) 1831 (i).

TELEGRAPH LINES, ANTICOSTI, RENEWAL, &C.: in
Coin. of Sup., 10072 (iii).

ArLIN, B.., AND TESLIN LAKE: in Com. of
Sup., 10099 (iii).

B. C.: in Com. of Sup., 8184 (iii).
CABLES, &C., ST. LAWRENCE SHORES: in Com.

of Sup., 8181 (iii).
- CHETICAMP AND MEAT COVE : in Com. Of Sup.,

10072 (iii).
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TELEGRAPH LINES, CONSTRUCTION BY GOVT., &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Foster) 6047, 6120 (ii).

-- NORTH SHORE ST. LAWRENCE, CONSTRUCTION,

AM¶OUNT PAID, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Casyiran) 1890,
1891, 1963 (i), 3335 (ii).

N. W. TERRITORIES: in Con. of Sup., 8183
(iii).

PELEE ISLANDS: in Com. of Sup., 8188 (iii).
ST. LAWRENCE SHORE: in Con. of Sup., 8149

(iii).
-- SERVICE IMP>ROVEMENTS: in Con. of Sup.,

9171 (iii).
FROM SKAGWAY ANI) DAwsoN, COMMUNICA-

TIONS BETWEEN MINISTERS AND ENGLISH SYNDI-
CATE, U. S. GOVT., &C., re CONSTRUCrION: M.
for Copies* (Sir Ch«rles H ibbert Tupper) 3334 (i).

YUKON PROVISIONAL DISTRICT: in Coin. of
Sup., 5604 (ii).

YUKON ANI) B.C. : in Coin. of Sup., 10093(iii).
Sec6" Yukon," &c.

Temiscouata Railway Co's. B. No. 166
(Mr. McA lister) 1*, 6120; 2°*, 6338 (ii); in Comn.
and 3'*, 6879 (iii). (62-63 Vie., c. 91.)

TEMISCOTATA RAILWAY CO.: M. to present Pet. (Mr.
MeAlister) 5746 (ii).

(ST. FRANCis BRtANCH) RY. CO'S. SUBSIL)Y:
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8917; in Com., 9483, 9818
(iii).

Temperance Act Amt. B. No. 134 (Mr.
Cowan) 1°, 3874 (ii).

TESLIN LAKE ROUTE, REPS.: M. for Copies* (Mr.
Davin) 2026 (i).

TiDAL SURVEYS: in Com. of Sup.. 3050 (i).
on M. for Com. of Sup. (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 3505 (i).
- IN CANADIAN WATERS, PETS., &c. : (Sir Charles

Hibbert Tuipper) 3795 (i).
STMNT. OF MINISTER AS TO REMARKS OF ALLAN

SS. CAPTAINS, REP. OF CAPT. SPAIN, &c.: Ques.
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tlpper) 3262 (i).

TILSONBURG ANr LAKE ERrE RY. Co'S. SUBSIY:
prop. Res. (Mr. Blair) 8916; in Coin., 9570 (iii).

TIMBER INSPECTOR, YUKON, APPNMT. BY GOVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Morrison) 1823 (i).

TIMBER PERMITS, YUKON STEAMBOAT OwNERS, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Domrile) 1836 (i).

TOBACCO, CANADIAN AND FoREIGN, ExcisE DUTY
PAID SINCE 1898, NUMBER OF EMPLOYERS, &C.:
Ques. (Mr. Duyas) 3075 (i).

COMMISSION ON STAMPS: in Coin. of Sup.,
4790 (ii).

DUTIES COLLRCTED: Ques. (Mr. McDougall)
1818 (i).

EXPERIMENTAL STATION, ESTABLISHMENT IN
ESSEx Co. : Ques. (Mr. Cowan) 2486 (i).

FOREIGN LEAF, PERCENTAGE REQUIRED UNI>ER
REGULATIONs: Ques. (Mr. Cowan) 2486 (i).

GROWING IN ESsEx Co., ExcIsE DUTIES, &C.:
par. in Ottawa Citizen (Mr. Cowan) 2117 (i).

MANUFACUirE. NuMBE oF FACORIES, MEM-
oRIALS ; M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gauth-ier) 2027 ().

TonAcco, REIUCTION 0F DUTIES: prop. Res. (Mr.
Gillics) 4813 (ii ).

TORONTO CUSTOM HOUSE, EMPLOYEEs, NAMEs, DATE
OF APP-NMT., &c. : Que". (Mr. Clarke) 1849 (i).

EAST, POSTMASTER, RECOi MENDi)ATIONS FOR
VACANT POsiTION : Ques. (Mr. Maclcan) 4272 (ii).

HARBOULR, DREDGIN : in Com. of Sup., 10066
(iii).

OB1sERvIORY : in Con. of Sup., 5179 (ii).
P. O., APPNMTS. BY GOVT., NAMES, SALARIEs,

&C. : Ques. (M'%r.Clre 1981 (i).
sINCE 1893: M. for Ret. (Mr. Clirk) 2905 (i).

ToVER AND PosT OFFie CoCES, P4 RI.T. P, BI iN1s,
CHANGE Ix LiNnTIN , INVENTOR, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Dnyiic.ç) 6381 (ii).

Ques. (Nr. Marcotte) 6121 (ii).

TltAc.anIE i. LzARETTO : in Coni. of Sup., 8338 (iii).

TRADE AND COMMERCE:
ALASKAN BOUNDARY, AMERICAN RUMOURS re<' CANA-

DA'S CONTENTION: M. to adjn. (Mr. Pr>ir) 384.
PACIFIC CABLE, ANNOUNCEMFNT OF AGREE.-

MENT: Remarks (Sir Ch.'r/eb Tupper) 5t86 (ii).
-- MODUS VIVENDI: Remarks (Sir Charçie Tup-
per) 1074, 1166 (i).

ALLAN SS. SERVICE AND GOVT. CONTRACT, NAMES OF
VESSELS SAILING FROM ST. JOHN, 1897-8: Qucîs.
(Mr. Foçter) 3258 (i).

ATLANTIC FAST SS. SERVICE, PETERSEN. TATE & Co.'s
BOD, PAYMENT TO GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. JNorden,
Halifax) 2481 ().

Ques. (Mr. Willace) 1883 (i).
GOVT.'L ACTION : Remarks (Mr. McNeill)4740,

5411 (ii).
BADDECK, EAST BAY, &C., MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com.

of Sup., 8692(iii).
CANADA AND GREAT BRITAIN, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com.

of Sup., 8661 (iii).
AND SOUTH AFRICA, MAIL SUBSIDY-: in Com. of

Sup., 8692 (iii).
CHINESE IMMIGRATION ACT, ADMINISTRATION,&C.: in

Com. of Sup., 8697 (iii).
COMMERCIAL ACFNCIES: in Com. of Sup., 8698 (iii).
.-- TREATIEK WITH BRITISH W. INDIES, &C.: On M.

for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Kaulbach) 8077, 8172 (iii).
GAsPÉ BASiN AND DALHOUSIE, MATL SUBSIDY: in

Com. of Sup., 8685 (iii).
GRAND MANAN AND MAINLAND, MAIL SUBSIDY: in

Com. of Sup., 8684 (iii).
G.B. AND euSSIA, TREATY oF 1825. PROTOCOLS, &C.:

M. for Copy* (Mr. McCa rthy) 6939 (iii).
HALIFAX, NFLD. AND LiVERPOOL, MAIL SUBSIDY: in

C(m. of Sup., 8672 (iii).
HALIFAX AND PORTO RICo, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of

Sup., 10158 (iii).
INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION AND BUSI.NESS OF THE

HOUSE : Proposai to Expedite (Sir Ch«rles Tup-
per) 3779 (ii).

MAGDALEN ISLANDS AND MAINLAND, MAIL SUBSIDY:
in Com. of Sup.,8678 (iii).

MAIL SUBSIDIES: in Com. of Sup., 8661 liii).
MURRAY BAY AND OUELLE RIVER,.MAIL SUBSIDY: in

Com. of Sap., 10158 (iii).
PACIFIC CABLE BETWEEN VANCOUVER AND AUSTRALIA:

Prop. Res. (Mr. Mulock) 1950 ().
--- GovT. op B. C., Oms RESPECTING: M. for

Cor.* (8ir Chaxrlea Hibbert T'upper) 3873 (ii).
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TRADE AND COMMERCE- Con.
- COR. BETWEEN MP. AND COLONIAL GOVTS. : M.

for Copies* (Mr. Casey) 1879 (i).
COMMUNICATION FROM B. C. GOVT.: Remarks

(Mr. Morrison) 2697 (i).
M. to print Papers (Mr Casey) 263 (i).
Remarks (Sir Charles Tupper) 1352 (i).

PICTOU AND CHETICAMP MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. Of
Sup., 10156 (iii).

PREFERENTIAL TRADE WITH G. B.: Amt. to Oom. of
Sup. (Sir Charlc8 Tupper) 7773-7789, 7840, 7942,
7953 (iii).

GOVTL. INTENTION: Remarks (Mr. McNeill)
8469 (iii).

-- PROP. MOTION: Remarks (Mr. McNill) 8221,
8347 (iii).

Prop. Res. (Mr. M ceu) 8033 (iii).
P. E. I. A ND GREAT BRITAIN, MAIL SUBSID: in Com.

of Sup., 86S7 (iii).
-- AND MAINLAND, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of

Sup., 8683 (iii).
PORT MULGRAVE, &C., IRISI COVE, MAIL SUBSIDY:

in Com. of Sup.. 8692(iii).
STEAMI COMMUNICATIoN: in Co11. Of Sup.,10156

(iii).
QUEBEC AND GASPIN BASIN, MAIL. SunSIES: in CoI.

of Sup., S686 (iii).
- ANI MANCHESTER, MAIL SUISY: in Com. Of
Su p., 8695 (iii).

RECIPROCITY BETWEEN U. S. AND B. W. INDIES, PAR.
IN CHICAGo Record (Mr. Wallace) 4550 (ii).

TRADE AND> COMMERCE: in Com. of Sup., 2107, 2262,
2277 (i).
- DFPTL. REP.: Presented (Sir Richard Cart-
wright) 1860 (i).

U. S. TRADE RELATIONS, TREATY oF 1874: M. for
Copy (Mr. Me Carhy) 6939 (iii).

ST. JOHN AND BELFAST, MAIL SUBSII)Y: in Com. of
Sup., 8672 (iii).

-- AN» DIGBY, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of Sup.,
8673 (iii).

AN) GLASGOW, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. of
Sup., 8672 (iii).

AND HALIFAX, MAIL SUBSIDY: in Com. Of
Sup., 8686 (iii).

AND LivERPOOL, MAIL SUBsMY: in Coin. of
Sup., 8671 (iii).

AND MINAS BASIN, MAIL SUBSIDY: in COM. Of
Sap., 8686 (iii).

AND W. INDIES, MAIL SUBSIDY, &C.: in Com.
of Sup., 8675(iii).

SI EÀMSHIP SUBVENTIONS. See "Mail Subsidies."

VANCOUVER ISLAND SS. SERVICE, SUBSIDY BY GoVT.'
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3797 (ii).

Trade Mark and Design Act Amt. B. No.
41 (Mr. Bertram) 1°, 1073; 2', 1947 (i); in Com.
and 3°*, 3849 (ii).

TR ANSPORTATION FACILITIES: in Coin. of Sup., 9250
(iii).

TRANSPORTATION OF MILITIA : in Coin. of Sup., 5451

(i).
COS., YUKON, EMPLOYED BY GOVT., AMOUNTS

PAlo, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Clarke) 1958 (i).
SUPPLIES, &C., YUKON MILITIA FORCE: in

Com. of Sup., 6321, 6339 (ài); 7030 (iii).
TRANSVAAL QUESTION, AIDDRESS TO HER MAJ.: M.

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 8992 (iii).
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TRAVELLING EXPENSES, &C., OF FiN. MINISTER AN)

PRIVATE SECRETARY: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 1880 (i).
--- HON. GEO. E. FOSTER, Ex-FIN. MIN. : Ques.

(Mr. McMilen) 1885 (i).
- MINSTER OF PUR. WORKS AND PRIVATE SEC-

R ETARY: Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 1880 (i).
SIR CHARLEs TUPPER, EX-MIN. ANI) HIGH COM-

MISSIONER : Ques. (Mr. McMilla'n) 1835, 1885 (i).
TRAVERSE LIGHTHOUSE: in Coim. of Sup., 5116 (ii)

10162 (iii) conc., 6384 (ii).
TRENT CANAL: in Coi. of Sup., 5782 (ii) 7299 (iii).

-JORIDAN, M. W31., CLAIMS FOR LANiD DAi-
AGES: Ques. (Mr. Hughts) 1977.
- LANo VALUATIONs, COMILAINTs, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Grahom) 5311 (ii).

-PAIENTS TO MR. F. D. MOOaE nY GOVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Graham) 5311 (ii).

-AMIENT O)F . ORKMEN: Ques. (Mr. Hughec)
1977 (i).

PUR:HXSE or LAND FoR D.Avm AT NASSAU:
Ques. (MIr. Kenmdry) 1857" (i).

Tim:EMAN, MiR. W. If., A.PNMT. TO RAIL.WAY-S
AN» CANALs D T. : Ques. (Mr. Bll, Pictou)
4483 (ii).

TRois P ITOLE1, 1. C. R., DISMISSAL OF 1IERRE

MICHAUI AN!) F. BELANGER, COu., N. M. for
for Copy* (Mr. Foster) 5945 (ii).

TUBERCUÎosis ExPENSES : in Coi. of Sup., 5075 (i)
8344 (iii).

PREVENTION OF: on M. for Com1. of Sup. (Mt.
Rodd ick) 6282 (i).

INSPECTION IN CHICOUTIMI COUNTY, AMOUNT
PAID, &C. : Ques. (Mr. Bergeron) 5097 (ii).

TUPPEN, Si CHARLES, BIRTHDAY CONGRATULATIONS

(Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 6382 (ii).
-- ExPENSES WHILST MIN. AND HIGH COMM3IS-

SIONER: Ques. (Mr. MeMillan) 1835, 1885 (i).
TURNER AD3MINISTRATION, B.C., DISMISSAL BY LT.

GOV.: PAPERS LAI) ON THE TABLE, 3959 (ii).
UNITED COUMIES8 RY. CO.'S SUBSIDY: prop. Res.

(Mr. Haggart) 8915: in Com., 9451, 9550, 9773
(iii).

UINIFORMs, &C., .C. R.: in COm. of Sup., 7456 (iii).
U. S. VESSELS AND CANADIAN REGISTRY, FRAUIDU-

LENT VALUATION, &C. : QueS. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) 3266 (i).

M. for Ret. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 326

(i).
re ENTERIENG AT AMERICAN PORTS: Remarks

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2528 (i).
REGISTERED AT DAWSON, NAMES, VALUATION,

&C.': Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 269.9 (i).
FisHING VESSELS AND MODUS VIVENDI,

LICENSES, CONCESSIONS GRANITE, &C.: QueS.
(Mr. Mc.Alister) 2330 (i).

M. for Ret.* (Mr. McAlister) 2788 (i).
TRADi.E RELATIONs TREATY OF 1874: M. for

Copy (Mr. Mc Carthy) 6939 (iii).
UNPARLIAMENTARY LANGUAGE :.Ruling (M11r. SpeaAk

5106 (i) 9208(iii).
Se" HOuse of Commons."



clxvi INDEX.

Usury B. No. 174 (Mr. Rinfret)10*, 8217 (iii).
VACANCIEs: Notification (Mr. Speaker)2, 617, 700 (i).
VALCOEUR, OCTAVE, EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.

Dugas) 5309 (ii).
VALLEYFIELD C(!USTOMS COLLECTOR, CHARGES

AGAINST, &c.: on M. for Coi. of Sup. (Mr.
Berqeron) 5501 (i).

LEASE oF LAND, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Berytron)
1815 (i).

PUBLIC BUILINGs, ERECTIoN, &C.: Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 1882 (i).

-- WATER POWER, DEEPENINGc OF B.AY: Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 1882 (i).

VANCOUvER DRILL HALL: in CoI. of Sup., 9988
(iii).

--- CONTRACT, CosT, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 5487,
6122 (ii).

VANCOUVER 18LAND S.S. SERVICE, SUBSIDY BY COVT.:
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 3797 (ii)

VANLLUVEN, PETER VS. DOMINION BANK, ACTION OF
GOVERNMENT, COR. &C. : Ques. (Mr. Bell, Adding-
ton) 9178 (iii).

Van Wart. Sec " Divorce."
VELDT, RABBI, DisMISSAL AS CHAPLAIN, ST. VIN-

CENT DE PAUL PENITENTIARY: Remarks (Mr.
Bcrgeron) 10246 (iii).

VENNER, DH.. 1NIIAN AGENT, COMMISSIONER's Ex-
PENSES4, re INVESTIGATION, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Mc-
Aliiter) 1858 (i).

VENTILATION REA DING Roo3M: Renarks (Mr. Sproulc)
974 (i).

VERRAULT, Jos., EMPLOYMENT BY G-OVT., SALARY,
&C. : Ques. (Mr. Casgrain) 3555 (ii).

VETERANS oF 1864-5, ISsuE oF MEDALS, &c. : Ques.
(Mr. Bergeron) 1853 (i).

oF 1866 AND 1870, ISSUE OF MEDALS, &c.:
Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 1848 (i).

-- - VOLUNTEERS ORGANIZED IN CHICAGO, ELIGI-
BILITY FOR MEDALS : Ques (Mr. Ross-Robertsm.)
2704 (i).

--- 1S85 AT EiDmoNrToN, ISSUE OF SCRIP ANO
MEi)ALS, APPLICATIONS, &C : Ques. (Mr. Olircr)
2701 (i).

VICrORIA, B. C., LETTER CARRIERS, NUMBER, SALA-
BIES, &c. : Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1960 (i).

VICTORIA, B.C., AND MONTREAL HARBOURS, GRANTS
BY DOM. GoViT. : M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Prior) 1877
(i).

VICrORIA, B.C., POST OFFICE, OLID SrrE, OWNERSH IP :
Ques. (Mr. Prior) 4269 (ii).

SAFES, ELEVA'roiS, &c., TENDER FOR, &c.:
Ques. (Mr. Prior)1887 (i).

VICTORIA ARBOVR, REP. OF RESmENr ENGINEER,
&c. : Ques. (fr. Prior) 3828 (i).

--- PULIC UILDING: in Com. of Sup., Cone.,
6385 (ii)."

VICTORÎA COUNTY, N.S., PATRONAGE, &C. : Par in
North Sydney Herald: M. to Adjn. (Mr. Me-
Dougall)5388, 5398 (ii).
CTORIA * Gov. GEN.'8 CAR : in Com. of Sup., 5785
(ii).

VICTORIAVILLE POST OFFICE: in Com. of Sup., 9954
(iii).

"VIG1LANT," STR., N.W. COST SURVEY: in Com. of
Sup., 5729 (ii).

VILLE MARIE BANK, SUSPENSiON, INSPECTION BY

GOvT: Remarks (Mr. Bourissa) 8755 (iii).
-- Remarks (Mr. Monk) 9065 (iii).
VIItRDEN, MAx., INLAND REVENUE OFFicE: M. for

Cor. dropped (Mr. Rocc) 5313 (ii).
VOLUNTEERS OF 1866, GRANTING OF MEI)ALS: Ques.

(Mr. Huyhes) 2114 (i).
VOTERs' LIST: in Com. of Sup., 8750, 10129 (iii).

- CONTINGENT EXPENSES, &c. : in Com of Sup.,
2281, 2290 (i).
-- N.B., DELAY IN SENJ)NG IN REVISION : Ques.
(Mr. Foster) 2530, 2698 (i).

--- PRINTING, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Foster) 2530 (i).
- Remarks (Mr. Bell, Pictou) 6827 (ii).

--- REVISED COPIES, &c.: Ques. (Sir Charles
HIibbert Tupper )1819 (i).

VOTES AN) PROCEEDINGS, TYPoGRAPHICAÏL ERRoRs:
Remarks (Mr. Berqcron) 6120 (ii).

WADE, MR. F. C., DATE OF AIRIVAL AT DAWSON:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hilbbert Tupp>cr) 3546 (ii).

WA)E, MR., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Reiarks (Mr.
DAvin) 7442 (iii).

&C., rAID BY GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1830

(i).
Reinarks (Sir Chares Hibbert Tupper) 7242,

7320, 7442 (iii).
INSTRUCTIONS OR PERISSION TO STAÂKE CLAIMS

YU KON DISTRICT, &C.: M. for Copies* (Mr. Duvin)
1877 (i).

WALKER, POSTMASTER AT AILSA CRAIG, CHARGES
AGAINST: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Hagga.rt) 3873 (ii).

WALMSLEY, ALEX., SUPERANNUATION AS BRITISH

MAIL CLERK: Ques. (Mr. Monk) 3797 (ii).
WALSH, MAJOR, ALTERATIONS IN REP. : Ques. (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2704 (i).
- - AUTHORITY FOR COMMISSION ISSUED, &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper ) 4269 (ii).
_____EMPLYMT. Bv GOVT.: Ques. (Mr. Morrison)

1823 (i).
_____ INSTRUCTIONS AND COR. FROM GOVT. 0F CAN.:

M. for Copies* (Sir Charles Bibbert Tupper) 2787
(i).

INSTRUCTIONS BY GOVT. AS COMMISSIONER,
REP. OF INTERVIEW AT SKAGWAY, &C. : Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3078, 3258 (i).

REPORTS, NUMBER RECEIVED AND LAID ON
TABLE: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3798
(ii).

WA.sH, PHILIP, RELATIONSHIP TO MAJ. WAsH:
Ques. (Sir Chartes Hibbert Tupper) 3823 (ii).

WALTHAM ANID CHAPEAU MAIL SERVICE, PET. FROM
PONTIAC CO. COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr. Ponpore) 2330
(i).

WARLIKE STORMES: in Com. of Sup., 7091 (iii).
WATER FRONT, YUKON,. DAWsON, LEAsE, &c. TO

MORRI8ON AND MoDo.&L: Ques. (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 3547 (ii).
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WAYS AND MEANS-The Tariff. WINNIPEG E
BUDGET, THE, FINANCIAL STMNT. : (Mr. Fielding) arks (Mr

2410 (i). REPRE

- For deb., See Budget, The. VAVAN

Rtes. for Com. (Mr. Fielding) 6463 (ii); 10225 (iii).
Weights and Measures Act Amt. B. No. BouH, Cc

122: (Mr. McMillin) 1°, 3254 (i). Cor.* (M
B. No. 128: (Sir Henri Joly de Lotbinière) Hosi

1° 3544; 2°*, and in Com., 3885 (ii) ; 9883; 3°*. LAK
9893 (iii). (62-63 Vic., c. 28). WOLSELEY 1

B. No. 143: (Mr. Ganong) 1°, 4477 (ii). PRICE, &
WEIGHTS AND MEASURE, INRPECTION : in Coni. of WOOD ISLM

Suip., 5578 (ii). .ISSAL A
WXELLANI) CANAL: in Com. of Sup., 7454 (iii). SIONER:

ENTRANCE AT PORT COLBORNE, HARBOUR IM- - '. foi
PROVEMENTS : on M. for Com. of Sup., (Mr. Rena
Montague) 3997 (ii). Working

"LA KESIDE," STR., INTEREST TO OwNERS: in WRECKs, LN
Con. of Suip., 5792 (ii). 3064 (i).

WATER RENTAL: in Com of Sup., 5790 (ii). WIRîGHT,'W
Welland Canal Power and Supply Co.'s 1)AW()N

B. No. 67 (Mr. Gib8on). P*, 1949; 2°, 2290; Ques. (S
in Com. and 3*, 3003 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 129.) YAMASKA B

WESTERN ALBERTA RY. CO.'s SeuBSIDY: prop. Res. Blair) 89
(Mr. Blair) 8916 (iii).- LocE

WESTERN l)EPTL. BLoCK: in CoI. of Sup., 5089 (i), Yukon M
9950 (iii). tion C

WEST INDIES RKLIF FLso : in Coin. of Sup., 5852(i). 2246;
WENTWORTH vs. M. ITHIEU: in Cons. of Sup., 10112 (iii). Yukon P
WHARFS, &c., N.S. : in Com. of Su1p., 7698 (iii). 102 (M
WHARF-S ANI) PIERS CONSTRUCTED IN DIFFERENT YukonR,

PROVINCES, N UMBER, MAINTENANCE, &C., FROM ment
1867 TO 1899: Ques. (Mr. (*illies) 5861 (ii). 6120; 2

M. for Ret.* (Mr. Gillies) 6939 (iii). Yukon Te
- REVENUE, &C., STINT. PROMISED: Remarks Mclnnes

(Mr. Foster) 10221 (iii).
WHEAT EXPORTED FROM MONTREAL, ST. JOHN, FT. 20,.and

WILLIAM AND WINNIPEG, QUANTLTYT: Ques. (Mr. Vie., C.
Wallacc) 2702 (i). YUKON:

WILLIAM'S HEAD STATION: in Com. of Sup., 8090 (iii). ADDITIC
William Patent Relief B. No. 12 (Mr. sup

McCarthy). 1°, 618; 2*, 934; .in Com. and 30*, Ani
3003 (i). (62-63 Vic., c. 130.) ADMIN!

WILLISON, MR. J. W., CROWN TIMBER AGENT,
REILATIONSHIP 'o EDITOR OF Globe: Ques. (Sir
Charles Hibbert Tupper) 3823, 4270 (ii).

Winding-Up Act Amt. B. No. 31 (Mr.
Fortin). 10*, 85; 20m., 1867 (i);in Con., 4314; . Pi1
30*, 4859 (à). (62-63 Vie., c. 42.) 6100

S B. No. 103 (Mr. Fielditv). 1", 612) (à); ak

20*, 7001; in Coin., 8#80; 30*, 8781 (iii). (62-63 III

Vie..,C. 43.) iOC

WIND)SOR DitiL HALL: in Coin. of Sup., 9962 (iii). - E

- N.S., PUBLic BUjILDING: in Coin. Of SUP., GUI.

7615 (iii).o

- Aà» Tauno Ry. Co.'s SuBsmy:- prop. Res. M.1
(34r. Blair) 8915; in Con., 9M4.4 9772 (ill). ALA.9Ç,

WimprEG EucroiiAL DisTRICT, IsS'UE OF WiRIT: (
Btemarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)-80M (i).

- remrks Mr. oche 846 (iiH.Osr

LECTION LIST8, PREPARATION, &C.: Rem-
. Wallace) 2908 (i).
SEN'rATION: Ques. (Mr. Roche) 1830 (i).
CY : Remark8 (Mr. Speaker) 619, 804 (i).
N EXCHANGE AND FORT WILLIAM HAR-
OR. WITH PUB. WOP.KS DEPT.: M. for
r. Roche) 1879 (i).
ITALS : in Com. of Sup., 8338 (iii).
WHARP: in Coin. of Sup., 8079(iii).
BARRACKS, LONDON, LAND PURCHASED,
C. : Ques. (Mr. Calvert) 1840 (i).
ND, P.E.I., LIGHTHOUSE KEEPER, Dis-
ND CHARGES AGAiNST, REP. oF COMMIS-
Ques. (Mr. Martin) 2326 (i).

r Copies (Mr. Martin) 4813 (iii.
rks (Mr. Martin) 10117 (iii).
Day. See "LABOURERS."

'VESTIGATIONS, &C. : in Coin. of Sup.,

M., OFFICIAL IN RECORDING OFFICE AT

, RELATIONHIP TO ED)ITOR oF Globe:
ir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4270 (ii).
RIDGE Co.'s SuBSiDY: prop. Res. (Mr.
919 ; in Coi., 9580, 9834 (iii).
: in Coin. of Sup., 8178 (iii).
ining, Trading and Transporta-
o.'s B. No. 94 (Mr. Morrison). 1°,

*,2525 (i).
acific Ry. Co.'s incorp. B. No.
r. Morrison). l, 2409; 2°*, 2650 (i).
iver and Atlin Lake Improve-
Co.'s B. No. 165 (Mr. Belcourt). 1°,
°*, 6405 (ii), wthdn., 8947 (iii).
erritory Act Amt. B. No. 64 (Mr.

).1°*,' 1813 (i).
o. 186 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier). 1°, 9178;
in Com., 91849; 3*, 9861 (iii). (62-63

11.)

ONAL JUDGES, YuKoN TERRITORY : in Coin. of
P., 10191 (iii).
STRATION OF: in Coin of Sp., 8947, 9002 (iii).
STRATION BY Mi. OGJLVIE, INSTRUCTI 3NS,

M. for Rep.* (Mr. Borden, Halifax)227

STRATION. CHARGES AG %INST: on M. for Com.
up. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 5945 (Amt.)
2, 6053 (ii).
BOPOSA L TO ADJN. DEB. (Sir Wilfrid Laurier)
0 (ii).
PAR. IN lIONDON lime#; M. to Adin. (Mr.
in) 6562, 6585 (ii).

STRATION OF JUSTICE, YUKoN TERnITrYoR:
Com. of Sup., 5468 (ii) 10191 (iii).
LVING ExPENSES OF JUDGES DuDGS AND -MA-
IRE, INTRUCTIONs, &c. (Sir Charles Ribbert
pper) 5489 (ii).
STRATOR AND OFFICIALS. INSTRUCTIONS; &c..
for Copies* (Mr. Foater) 1877 i).
AN BoUNDARY. AMERICÂN RUmOURS ré.cANA-
S CONTENTIUN: M. to Adjn. (Mr. Prior) 384

MoDus VIVNDi: Remarks (Sir Charlea T
)>1074, 1166 (i).

elxvii



cl xviii INDEX.

YUKON-Con.
ALIEN LABOURERS AT LAKE BENNETT, AND GOVTL.

ACTION; Ques. (Mr. Prior) 1859 (i).
A'rELLATE COURT, ESTABLISHMENT, &C.: Ques. (Mr.

Prior ) 5308 (ii ;.
AI'PNMTS. BY GOVT. SINCE AUO. 1896, NAM.s, S.ALà]R-

Iîs, &C.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Po#ter) 1876 (i).
APP»NMT. OF SHERIFF, BONDS. CO'MMISSION, &C.: Ques.

(Sir Ch(rlen Hibbert Teipper) 4268 (ii).
CLERE OF COURT, O. C.'S, BOND CERTIFICATES,

&c.: M. for Copies* (Sir Charles Hibbert Tiipper)
3149 (i).

Ques.(Sir Charles Hibbert Tnpper) 3943, 4268
(ii).

MESSRS. WADE MCGREGOR AND NoswooD,
DATE OF ARRIVAL AT DAwSoN, &c.; Queq. (Sir

ChIrles Hilbert Tn.ppcr) :081 (i).
tENCH " AND "CicEK" CLAIMS, DISPUTES PEN-

nING, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Hughes) 3077 (i).
FSNETT BOSPITAL, MATRON AND MEDICAL SUPT.,

NAMES, &C.: Ques. (Mr. Piavin) 1979 ().
Buss, MAJ., PAYMENTS TO EY GOVT.: Ques. (Sir

Chfenr(eH ibbert T pper) 3552 (ii).
BONDS, SECUsRITIES, &c., REGISTERED UNDR R. S. C.,

PBEPA RATION OF PARLT. re YUKoN DISTRICT:

Ques. (Sir ('harle Uibbert Tipper) 4804(ii).
BOSTON AND ALASKAN TRANSPORTATION CO., CON-

TRACT WITHCAN.GOVT.: Ques.(Mr. Prior> IS2i
BOJRASSA, MR., POSTMASTER AT DA>wsoN CITY:

Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1958 (i).
B. C. AND YUKON CUSTOMS OFF.CEkS, SALARIES, &C.

in Com of Sup.. 5596 (ii).
BRITISIH YUKON MINING, TRADING AND TRANsIPorT.-

TION CO., CLATMS AGAINST GOVT.: Ques. (Mr.
Morrison) 2905().

BussY. MR.,CUSTOMS COLLECTOR AT SKAGWAY, DATE
OF APPNMT. AND SALARY: Ques. (Mr. TUY1or)
4805 (ii).

CHAm:LESON, MR. J. B., O. C. APPOINTING, &c.: Re-
marks (Mr. Fo8ter) 9699 (iii).

--- SURwVEYS, &C., FOR TELEGRAPH LINES: in
Coim. of Sup., 5604 (ii).

TIAVELLNG EXPENSES: in Com. of Sup.. 8106
(iii)

CLAREE, JOS , EMPLYMT. BY GOVT. IN THE YUKON:
Ques. (Sir Charle8 Hibbert Tupper) 5486 (ii).

CLEMENT, MR. W. H. P., RESTRICTIONS AND INBTRUC-
TIONS BY GOVT..AS LEGAL ADVISER TO YURON
COUNCIL: Ques. (Mr. Borden, Halifax) 2322 ().

CoMwISSiONER OGILVIE, INSTRUCTIONS AND COR. WITII

DOM. GOVT.: M. fOr Copies* (Sir Charlee llibbert
Tuppe r) 2787 (i).

REQUEST FROM MR. OGILVIx TO EXTEND HIB

POw ERS, &C.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)
3080(i).

COMMISSIONER, MAJ. WALSH, ALTERATIONS IN REP.:
Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2704 ().

INSTRUCTION AND COR. FROM GOVT. OF C.
M. for Copies* (Sir Charles Hibbert Tipper) 2787
().

COSTR, MR., EXPEDITION, REPORT, &c.: Remarks
(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)5360 (ii).

EXPENSES, &c.: M. to refer Papers to Pub.
Aceounts Com. (Sir Charles HiMert Tupper)
5489(ii).

RIPORT re YUKON: Inquiry for Ret. (Sir
Charles Hibbert TupPer) 4997 (ii).

COST AND LAFONTAINE, MESSR.. INSTRUCTIONS:
Ques. (Mr. Quinn) 1893 (i)

YUKON-Cnb.
COUNCIL, NAMES, APPNMT., &C.: Ques. (Mr. Dom-

,ille) 1832 (i).
ORDINANCES RECEIVED, NUMBER, &c.: Quqs.

(Sir Charles Hlibbert Tupper) 2703().
DAWSON AND VANCOUVER MAIl. SERVICE, ARRIVAL,

1ESPATCH, &C.: M. for Ret.*(Mr. Foster) 2961 (i).
DOCUMENTS. &C.: Inquiry for Rot. (Sir Charles Hib-

bert Tupper) 3067 (i).
DoM. POLiCE. NUMBER, DISTRIBUTION, COST, &C.

Ques. (Mr. Foster) 1965 (i).
DIREDGING FOR MINERALS, NUMBER oF LEASES (1897),

RENTALS, &C.: Ques, (Mr. Foster) 3079 (i).
EDMONTON AND YUKON ROUTE, INSTRUCIIONS TO

MESSYS. DIBBLEE. .ND DUPONT: Ques. (Mr.
Ihughes) 2114 (i).

FAWCETT, MR., ADVICE re RECORDING MINING
CLAIMS, &C.: Ques. (Sir Cheles Hibbert Tupper)
3822 (ii).

DISMISSAL AS GOLID COMMISSIONER: M. for

Cor.* (Mr. Davin) 1878 (i).
FORCF, PnovisoNs AND SUPPLIES: in COM. of Sup.,

7126 (iii).
FREIGIT, TRANSPORTATION, G UARANTER BY CONTRAC-

TORs, &C.: Ques. (Sfr Chairl" Iibburt Tu»pir)
2902(i).

FRONTIER CUSTONS: in Coin. of Siap.. 871t (iii).
GOLD COMMiSSIONER, AiPP'NMT.: Ques. (Mr. Murrienn)

1823().
-I1 ARPER, MR. F., POSTMASTER AT DAWSON C'rIY, IS-

Su>5 oF NOTICE: Ques. (Mr. Gillies) 1961 (i).
HUDsON BAY ANID IUKON Ry. AND NÂv. COMPANY:

M. to receive Pl'u. Mr. Flint) 218,-(i).
liuNKER CRErEK, RLODIKE MININO, APPLICATION

AND GRANTS FOR IIYDRAULICING : M. fOr Copies'

(Sir Charlces ib',crt Tupper) 262 (i).
INSTRUCTIONS AND Cui. BETWEEN DoM. GOT AND

YUKON COUNCIL : M. for Copies* (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 2787 (i).

INSTHUCTIONS TO MAJ. WALSH: Ques. (Sir C(harles
Hbbert Tupper&) 3258 (ii).

INTERIOR EXPENDITU RE: in Com. of Sup., 6366 (ii).
INVESTIGATION, Mi. OGILVIE'S REP. AND PAPERS re

Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 2410 (i).
PRiNTIo, &C.: Remarks (Sir Charles Jibbert

Tupper) 5746 (ii).
PURPORT, &c.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibtert

Tupper) 3820 (ii).
Inquiry for Roturns (Sir Chirles Hibbert

Tupper) 431) (ii).
Mr. Ogilvie's Report ; laid on Table, 3876 (ii).
M. to print Papers (Mr. Sifton)-4730 (ii).
PROTEST FROM MINERS' COMMIrEE, COR., &C.:

Ques. (Sir Cia ries Hibbert Tuipper) 2329 (i).
JUDIcIAL DISTRICT, A PPNMT. OF SECOND JUDGE, &C.:

Ques. (Sir Charlet Hibbert Tupper) 301 (i)
KLONDIKE OFFICIAL QUIDE, PREPARATION BY MR.

OGILViE: Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1827 (i).
RAILwAY SURVEY, &C. : in Com. of Sup.,

8700 (iii).
-- RIVER BRIDGE, OwNE, TOLLS, &C.: Ques.

(Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper) 2902, 3073 (j).

LAYONTAINE, MR. E., EMPLYMT. BY GOVT.: Ques.
(Mr. Davin) 1958 (i).

LAw LIBaiaY, &c., FOR YUKONi; in Com. of Sup.,
5469 (ii).

LEGAL .ADVISEE, APpNMT. BY GOVT.. Ques. (Mr.

Morrisois) 1823 (i).
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YUKON-Con. YlU
Lmasi raoî AixEimc&xs re'ADMINISTRATION: Ques.

(Sir Charlet Bibbert hper) 382 (ii).
LEwEs AND YUKON RIVER INPROVEENTs: in Com.

of Sup., 8192 (iii).
LIQUOE IIPORTATIOns, DIsALLOWANCE o, ORF NANCE

Remarks (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) 1638(i).
PERrITs, AND SANCTION oF MIN. O INT

Ques. (Mr. Foeter) 1859(i).
COR. BETWEEN MR. MARTIN AND MIN. OF INT.

M. for Papers* (Mr. Borden, Ialifax) 2027 (i).
- CoR. BETWUEN N. W. T. GoVT. AND 1NT.

DzEPT.: M. for CopieS9 (Mr. Clarke) 1878 ().
ISSUED BY AECER MARTIN: Remark8 (Sir

CAarles Hibbert Apper) .3875 di).
issUED BY MLj. WALsH: M. for Copies* (Sir

Charles Hibert Tupper) 2789 (i).
REPs. re: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper)

2481,2704 (i).
-- IsUED BY MR L. 0oiviE ANiD CANCELLED BY

GovT.: Remarks (Mr. Prior) 2008 (i), 3789 (ii).
NusBER, &c.: QueB. (Sir Charle. Hibbert Tup-

per) 3077 (i).
-- To MR. PziEE.s: M. for Cor.* (Mr. Borden,
Halifax) 2027(i).

Inquiry for Ret. (Mr. Foster) 5667 (ii).
-- NixEs or Cos., &c.: M. for Ret.* (Mr. Foater)

1877 (i).
NUxEE, NÂMEs, &c.: Ques. (Mr. Dougld)

1848 (i).
--- Qu*mrTr, &c.: M. for Stmnt.* (Mr. Foster)

1876(i).
LYNCH, ME. W. H., ExPLYMT By GovT., RPs., &C.:

Ques. (Mr. Powell) 1847 (i).
MAGUIRE, Ma. JUsTCE, APPNxT. AND ARiVAL

AT DAwsoN, &c.: Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tmper)3258 W.
-- Remarks (Sir Chartes Hibbert Tupper)3959 (i).

Muim (Ljas: in Com. of Sup.,6860 (ii).
MAMI SEEVICE: in Com. of Sup., 7350 (iii); cono.,

6390 (ii), 10202 (iii).
BEWEEN DAWSOn AD VANcouvER, &c.: Ques.

(Mr. Poater) 1965(i).
(1898-99) EPRICIENCT or CONTRAVrORs, RPs.,

&a.: M. for Cor. (Mr. Borde, Halifax) 2705 ().
--REGIsT»E m s, &0., PoIov o GovT.:

Remarks (Mr. MeBwougall) 3792 (ii).
- ETURNED FROx DEAD LrER OmcE: Re-

marks (Mr. n yor) 4351 (ii.
MMTEANós orPxRsoERs: in Com. of Sup,10195

(iii).
MrL.a FoRCE, CHARGES AGAIXsT 1OR MISCONDUoT:

on M. for Com. of Sup. (Mr. Hughes) 9963 (iii).
-- oEC31, STRNOTH, CosT op SUPPLIMs, &c.:

Ques§. (Mr. Davia) 181 W.
- osT O TRAUErORIATn, &0.: Ques. (Mr.

Davis)1841 (i).
--- M&, JustIc DuGAs' REPREsENTATIONI: Ques.

(Mr. Dain) 1842(i).
----TAsaoETATIN, SUPPLIMS, &c. : in Com. of

. Sup.,6321, 68 Il).
MiNEsa' GEEAECU3s AGAIKT O. BuyIEG W KAR

GAMs: Remarks (Mr. Marcotte)3315).
-- aD Ma. OGVIu's REPORT: Ques. (Sir
cAar«lee Hbert Aper) 2531(i).

MIEun» RGuLATIXos: IRquiry for Ret.(Mr. Foater)
2248().

--- PaIouAioN, &o.: Ques. (Sir CAarl4es ibbert
26pper>)1841(<i).
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KON-Con.
MINER's RIGHT TO CUT TImBEE, ke.: Ques. (Mr.

Domville) 1836 (i).
N. W. MoUNTED PoLICE: in Com. ofsup., conc.,6388.

. O., RtEGULA içv MINING CLA IMS BYTOFFICÀLs :
Que.- (Mr. Morrisoit) 1824 (i).

OFFICIALS: ina Con. of Sup., 5022 (i).
-- APIPNMT. BY GovT., NxESi, &c. : Que». (Mr.

Pomncile) 1832 tj).
- Boos, SECURITIEs REGISTERED : Ques. (Sir

Charles Hibbert Tupper) 4991 (i).
-- GOLD CO3IMMrSSIuNER's OFICE, NATIONALrrY,

&c.: Ques. (Mr. Morrion, 1823 (j).
- SALARIES, CoT oF Lp vI, &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Murrison) 1824 (i).
OGII.VIE, Mrm., CONNECTION WITH BRITIs8 CANADIA .

GOLDFIELDS Co.: QueS. (Sir Charles Hibbert
Tupper) 3799 (ii).

M. to Adjn. (Mr. Poster) 379N,3801(ii).-
RELATnON8MP Tu Mm. oF TE iNT,.: Ques.

(Mr. Tayior>1841 (i).
-- Ques. (Sir Charles Hibbert Amer) 2703().

R EPoET AD EvIwcE: Inquiry for (Sir
Charle. 'upper)8387 (iii).

REPURTe re IUVESTIGATION, &C.: Ques. (Sir
(iir Charles Hibbers 2uper2 358 (ii).

--- RECEIvRD BY GuvrT.: Remarks (Sir Charles
Tupper) 3791-(ii).

Remarks (Mr. Sifto5) 3795(ii).
PRINTING OP EVIDRNCE : Roemarks (Sir Wilfrid

Laurier) 5W07 (ii).
- PRINTING, &C.: Remarke (Sir Charles Hibbert

Tupper) 5359 (iii.
PERExANENT FoRcE : in Com. of Sup., 7005 (iii).
- MILITIA, NOMxER, CosT <F TRANSPORTATION,

&C.: Ques. (Mr. Foter) 1892(ii).
PROVESSIONAL 1xxoRALITY, TAxS IMOSRD, &C.

Ques. (Mr. Davin) 1842 (i).
PuaLic BUILDINsQS: in Com. of Sup., 1R107 (iii).
RAILwAY POLICY ovr GOVENxET re YUKON RAIL-

WAYS : on M. for Coin. of Sup.,(Sir Chares 1Ap-
per) 4738, 4740,4744 (ii).

REGisTRAR Ov TITLES, LNsYRUOTI>Ns AD RETz-rm
T1,oEs ry GoVT.: Ques. (Sir Charls HiMert
Tupper) 2324 0.)

REPRSENTmATION iPA RIA mENT: Ques .: (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 2901 (i).

RUMOURS re UNFLICT BETWEEN U. S. AIID CA"ADA
CvsToMs ; Remarks (Mr. Foater) 975 (i).

RsEtaLL, MR., IUSPECTOR OF BrEmBoATs, RoPm.,
&c., re DIsIssàL: M. for Copies* (Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper) 3334 ()

SKAGwAY AiD DAwsox TELEGRAP LiaE. CONBTRUC-
TroN »BY ENGLisH Co .: Ques. (Mr. Prior) MIS(i).

STAMBaT OWNEUs,PERMiTn'Io CUT Trnag, &V.:
Ques. (Mr. Domville)1836(i) .

8 a-TEsLIn ROuTE,SURVIT, BaP.or Ensuss:
Ques. (Mr. Benneti) 1885(i).

SuperLI, TaimsaorATroN, &o.: in Coa. of Saup.,
70W (iii).

SURvTy op LAms, &o.: Ques. (Sir Charlea Bibbrt
Tpper357 (ii).

TELEGRAP LuI, &o.: in Com. ofSup.,604W.
-consTRauoeTo r YGoy?., &c.: Ques. (Mr.

Foster)0047, 612M(H).
-- PRo SEAG WAY. ApDAWSO, CoMIIor

3amWMEE AI» EMLusa. Sra
U. 8. Gow., &c., e Co rnenoro
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